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TUBA-AR
TURKIYE BiLIMLER AKADEMIiSi ARKEOLOJi DERGISi

TUBA-AR, Tiirkiye Bilimler Akademisi (TUBA) tarafindan alti aylik olarak
yayinlanan uluslararasi hakemli bir dergidir. Derginin yayin politikasi, kapsami ve
icerigi ile ilgili kararlar, Tiirkiye Bilimler Akademisi Konseyi tarafindan belirlenen
Yayin Kurulu tarafindan alinir.

DERGINiIN KAPSAMI VE YAYIN iLKELERI

TUBA-AR dergisi ilke olarak, dénem ve cografi bélge sinirlamast olmadan
arkeoloji ve arkeoloji ile baglanuli tiim alanlarda yapilan yeni aragtirma, yorum,
degerlendirme ve yontemleri kapsamaktadir. Dergi arkeoloji alaninda yeni yapilan
calismalara yer vermenin yani sira, bir bilim akademisi yayin organi olarak,
arkeoloji ile baglantli olmak kosuluyla, sosyal bilimlerin tiim uzmanlik alanlarina
agiktir; bu alanlarda gelisen yeni yorum, yaklagim, analizlere yer veren bir forum
olusturma islevini de yiiklenmistir.

Dergi, arkeoloji ile ilgili yeni agilimlari kapsamli olarak ele almak icin belirli bir
konuya odaklanmis yazilar1 “dosya” seklinde kapsamina alabilir; bu amagla ¢cagrili
yazarlarin katkisinin istenmesi ya da bu baglamda gelen istekler Yayin Kurulu
tarafindan degerlendirir. Kazi ve ylizey aragtrmalart da dahil olmak iizere, yeni
yorum ve agilim getirmeyen, yalnizca malzeme tanitimu igeren, 6n rapor niteligindeki
yazilar dergi kapsaminin digindadir. Kiiltiir tarihi acisindan 6nemli bir yenilik
getiren dnemli buluntular “haber” olarak dergiye kabul edilebilir. Yazarlar dergiye
makale génderdiklerinde, soz konusu yazinin daha énce, ¢eviri olarak bile bagka bir
yerde yayimlanmadigini ya da yayimlanmak iizere bir baska dergiye génderilmemis
oldugunu kabul etmis sayilirlar.

TUBA-AR
TURKISH ACADEMY OF SCIENCES JOURNAL OF ARCHAEOLOGY

TUBA-AR is an international peer-reviewed journal published biannually by the
Turkish Academy of Sciences (TUBA). The decisions regarding editorial policy, scope
and content of the journal is taken by the Editorial Board that determined by the
Turkish Academy of Sciences Council

COVERAGE AND PUBLICATION PRINCIPLES OF THE JOURNAL

Principally, the TUBA-AR journal covers all recent studies, comments, evaluations,
and methods in archacology, and in adjacent areas related to archacology, without
limitation to any periods or geographic regions. In addition to studies carried out in
the field of archaeology, as a publication organ of an academy of science, the journal
is open to all professional fields of the social sciences, provided that they are related
to archaeology; it has also undertaken the function to create a forum covering recent
interpretations, approaches, and analyses developing in these fields.

The journal may feature writings focused on a specific subject as a “file” in order to
comprehensively cover new initiatives related to archaeology; and to this end, the
Editorial Board decides whether contributions of invited writers are required, or
evaluates any requests received in that context. Articles that do not introduce new
interpretations and initiatives, but are rather in the form of a preliminary report
containing only introductions to materials, including archaeological excavations and
surface researches, are out of the scope of the journal. Important findings introducing
significant innovations in terms of the cultural history can be accepted as pieces of
“news”. When writers send articles to the journal, they are deemed to have agreed and
undertaken that the article in question has not been published in any other journal,
including its translations into any languages, and that it has not been submitted to
any other journal for publication, including its translations.
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EDITORUN NOTU

Tiirkiye'nin zengin arkeolojik mirasinin farkli katmanlarina odaklanan giincel bilimsel ¢aligmalart bilim
diinyasina kazandirmaya devam ediyoruz. TUBA-AR Dergisi’nin 38. sayisini, bu gesitliligi ve derinligi
yansitan 6zgiin makalelerle okuyucularimizin begenisine sunmaktan mutluluk duyuyoruz. Ayrica TUBA-AR
Dergisi’nin diinyanin en biiyiik hakemli akademik 6zet ve atif veri tabani olan Scopus sisteminde dizinlenen
(taranan) akademik dergiler arasina girdigini de duyurmak istiyoruz.

2026 yilinin bu sayisinda; Anadolu’'nun kadim gegmisine dair saha raporlarini, disiplinlerarast analizleri ve
arkeolojik verilerin koruma altundaki giincel yansimalarini kapsamli bir seckiyle sizlerle bulusturuyoruz.
Bu makalelerden ilki, antik Mezopotamya insaninin tip ve iyilesmeye bakis agisini ¢ivi yazili metinler ve
dualar tizerinden irdeleyen nitel bir aragtirmayr konu ediniyor. Makalede sifa tanricast Gula ve onunla
ozdeslesen Nintinugga, Ninisina, Bau ve Ninkarrak gibi farkls isimlerin, dénemin toplumsal hafizasindaki
yerini goriiyoruz. Ozellikle kadinin dogurganlik ve sifa ile iliskilendirilerek kutsallastirildigi bu yapida, ast
ve asipQ ad1 verilen hekimlerin deri ¢antalari, nesterleri ve bisturileriyle nasil bir uygulama yiiriiteiikleri; kot
rityalardan fiziksel hastaliklara kadar genis bir yelpazede dini ritiiellerin ve rasyonel tip pratiklerinin nasil i¢
ice gectigi detaylariyla ele alintyor.

Bau Karadeniz protohistorik donem aragtirmalarina 1tk tutan Cayli Hoytik odakl: ikinci makalede, bél-
genin oldukea az bilinen Erken Tun¢ Cagy yerlesim dokusuna dair nitelikli verilerin sunuldugunu goriiyoruz.
Filyos kiiltiirtinii yansitan ¢anak ¢dmlek ve yontma tas aletler tizerinden yapilan analizler, bolgenin iskan
tarhi acisindan 6enmli bilgiler sunuyor. Alisar Hoyiik'te bulunan ‘piedmont stili’ silindir miihriin incelendigi
tictincti makalede ise, eserin tipolojik, teknolojik ve ikonografik analizleri tizerinden Orta Anadoludaki
erken miihiirleme pratiklerinin, uzun mesafeli kiiltiirel etkilesimlerle nasil bir referans noktasi olusturdugu
ve ‘tagra stilinin’ merkezi tiretime kargi nasil 6zgiin bir dil gelistirdigi tizerinde duruluyor. Sintasta-Petrovka
kiilttiriintin kentlesme ve ticaret baglaminda degerlendirildigi dérdiincii makalede, prehistorik kentlesme
olgusuna dair bolgesel kargilagtirmalarla desteklenen yeni onerilere yer veriliyor. Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney
Nekropolii kazisint konu alan besinci makalede ise, Klasik, Helenistik ve Bizans donemlerini kapsayan, yedi
farkli gdmii tipinin bir arada bulundugu genis bir zaman diliminde, farkli sosyal siniflarin ortak bir nekropoli
kullanma bigimleri ve bu ¢esitliligin kiiltiirel stireklilik i¢indeki rolii arkeolojik verilerle ele alintyor.

Urartu arkeolojisine dair altinct makalede, Kef Kalesi'nin “Biiyiik Salon” bolgesinde bulunan ¢akmakrast
ve demir ok uglari izerinden, Urartulu zanaatkarlarin silah tasarimindaki malzeme ¢esitliliginin ve bolgeler
arasi etkilesimin ortaya kondugunu gériiyoruz. Sakarya Miizesi koleksiyonundaki bronz késelerin analiz
edildigi yedinci makalede, Frig, Asur ve Akhaimenid atolyeleri arasindaki sanatsal bagin, lotus motifleri
tizerinden Hitit mirastyla iligkilendirilen yeni ve 6zgiin bir kuramsal ¢erceveyle sunuldugunu; késelerin ‘elit
mezar’ kontekstlerine isaret eden yiiksek teknolojik seviyesini goriiyoruz.

Yeni Asur Devleti'nin dogu politikasinda stratejik bir aktdr olan Ellipi Kralligi'nin siyasi konumu ve
kiiltiirel etkilesiminin yazitlar tizerinden degerlendirildigi sekizinci makalede, Zagros cografyasindaki yerel
siyasi olusumlarin Assur politikasi tizerindeki etkinligine dair kapsamli bir okuma firsatu buluyoruz. Pisidia
Antiokheiada bulunan cam eserlerin ele alindig1 dokuzuncu makalede ise, 6zellikle Bizans donemi mimari
siislemesinde kullanilan altn varakli tesseralar tizerinden Anadolu cam isciliginin tiretim ve islev boyutunun
aydinlauldigini ve yerel yapi stogundaki zenginligin ortaya konmasina sahit oluyoruz.

Son olarak, Kapadokyadaki go¢ kokenli Pomak evlerinin mimari ve kiiltiirel dokusunu ele alan onuncu
makale, somut ve somut olmayan mirasin biitiinciil korunmasina dair stirdiiriilebilir bir model 6nerisi
gelistiriyor.

TUBA-AR Dergisi'nin 38. sayisina kiymetli makaleleri ile katkida bulunan tiim arastirmacilara ve
derginin hazirlanmasinda biiyiik bir 6zveriyle emek veren yayin kurulu iiyelerimize en igten tegek-
kiirlerimizi sunuyoruz.

Prof. Dr. Necmi KARUL
Bas Editor



EDITOR’'S NOTE

We continue to bring current scientific studies focusing on different layers of Tiirkiye’s rich archaeological
heritage to the scientific world. We are pleased to present the 38th issue of TUBA-AR Journal of Archaeology
to our readers with original articles reflecting this diversity and depth. We would also like to announce that
TUBA-AR Journal is among the academic journals indexed (scanned) in the Scopus system, the world’s
largest refereed academic abstract and citation database.

In this issue of 2026, we present you with a comprehensive selection of field reports on the ancient past of
Anatolia, interdisciplinary analyzes and current reflections of archacological data under protection. The first
of these articles deals with a qualitative study that examines the ancient Mesopotamian people’s perspective
on medicine and healing through cuneiform texts and prayers. In the article, we see the place of different
names such as Gula, the goddess of healing, and Nintinugga, Ninisina, Bau and Ninkarrak, who identified
with her, in the common memory of the period. Especially in this structure, in which women are made
divine by being associated with fertility and healing, how physicians called asti and asipti carry out a practice
with their leather bags and scalpels is discussed in detail; how religious rituals and rational medicine practices
are intertwined in a wide range from bad dreams to physical diseases.

In the second article focused on Cayli Hoyiik, which sheds light on Western Black Sea protohistorical
period studies, we see that qualified data on the very little known Early Bronze Age settlement texture of the
region are presented. Analyses made on pottery and chipped stone tools reflecting the Filyos culture provide
important information in terms of the settlement history of the region. In the third article examining the
‘piedmont style’ cylinder seal in Alisar Hoytik, it is emphasized how the early sealing practices in Central
Anatolia created a reference point with long-distance cultural interactions and how the ‘rural style® devel-
oped a unique language against central production through the typological, technological and iconographic
analyzes of the work. The fourth article, in which the Sintasta-Petrovka culture is evaluated in the context of
urbanization and trade, includes new proposals supported by regional comparisons on the phenomenon of
prehistoric urbanization. In the fifth article on the excavation of the Southern Necropolis of Ayasuluk Hill,
the ways in which different social classes used a common necropolis and the role of this diversity in cultural
continuity in a wide period of time, covering the Classical, Hellenistic and Byzantine periods, where seven
different burial types were together, are discussed with archaeological data.

In the sixth article on Urartian archaeology, we see that through the flint and iron arrowheads located in the “Great
Hall” area of Kef Castle, the variety of materials and inter-regional interaction in the weapon design of Urartian
craftsmen are revealed. In the seventh article, in which the bronze bowls in the Sakarya Museum collection are
analyzed, we see that the artistic connection between the Phrygian, Assyrian and Akhaimenid (Achaemenid)
workshops is presented with a new and original theoretical framework associated with the Hittite heritage through
lotus motifs; we see the high technological level of the bowls, which points to the ‘elite tomb’ contexts.

In the eighth article, in which the political position and cultural interaction of the Ellipi Kingdom, a strategic actor
in the eastern policy of the Neo-Assyrian State, are evaluated through inscriptions, we have the opportunity to
read extensively about the effectiveness of local political formations in the Zagros geography on Assyrian policy. In
the ninth article, in which the glass artifacts in Antioch of Pisidia are discussed, we witness the illumination of the
production and function dimension of Anatolian glasswork and the revealing of the richness in the local building
stock, especially through the gold leaf tesserae used in the architectural decoration of the Byzantine period.

Finally, the tenth article, which deals with the architectural and cultural texture of the Pomak houses of
migration origin in Cappadocia, develops a sustainable model proposal for the holistic protection of tangible
and intangible heritage.

We would like to express our sincere thanks to all researchers who contributed to the 38th issue of TUBA-AR
Magazine with their valuable articles and to our editorial board members who worked with great devotion
in the preparation of the journal.

Prof. Dr. Necmi KARUL
Editor in Chief
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6zet

Bu makale, antik Mezopotamya insaninin tip ve iyilesmeye bakis agisini dua ve ilahi metinlerden anlamaya
yonelik nitel bir aragtirma makalesidir. Buna gére Civi yazili arkeolojik materyaller incelenerek tanriga ile ilgili
béliimler tizerine yorumlar yapilmisur. ilahi metinler ve dualar incelendiginde tanriganin Gula, Nintinugga,
Ninisina, Bau/Baba ve Ninkarrak adli isimleri vardir. Donemin insanina gore fayda veren sey kutsaldir.
Buna gore kadinin dogurganlik ve gogiislerinden siit akmast regl donemi gibi nedenlerden dolayr donemin
insani kadina kutsallik atfederek bir de sifa tanricast yaratmigtir. Dénemin ubbi uygulamalari, dini ritieller
ile i¢ ice gecmistir. Hasta olan kisi, giizel kiyafetler ve giizel yemeklerle tanricaya dualar ederek iyilesme talep
etmistir. Civi yazili metinler incelendiginde tibbi uygulamalari asti veya asipt denilen hekimlerin iistlendigi
gorilmiistiir. Bir hekimin nasil goriindiigii veya yaninda neler tagidigi da metinlerden anlagilmistir. Buna gore
hekim deri bir ¢anta, nester ve bisturi gibi tibbi aletleri yaninda tasimaktadir. Insanlarin dis hastaliklarinin
yaninda psikolojik rahatsizliklarina, gordiikleri kotii goriintiilere ve kotii rityalara da bakan hekimler, bir
seytan kovucu olarak bazi dini ritiieller ile bu rahatsizliklart ortadan kaldirdiklari goriilmiistiir. Bunlarin
yaninda tanricanin képek ile iliskilendirildigi ve tapinaklarinda kopek beslendigi goriilmiistiir. Bunun
muhtemel sebebi de kdpegin salyasinin yaralar iyilestirmeye yardimer olduguna inanildii igin olabilir.
Ayrica kopek isirilmasi sonucu kuduz tehlikesine karsi yine tanrigadan yardim talep edildigi goriilmistiir.
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Abstract

This article is a qualitative research study aimed at understanding the ancient Mesopotamian people’s
perspective on medicine and healing through prayers and religious texts. Accordingly, comments have
been made on the sections pertaining to the goddess based on an examination of cuneiform archaeological
materials. An examination of the sacred texts and prayers reveals that the goddess is known by the names
Gula, Nintinugga, Ninisina, Bau/Baba, and Ninkarrak. What is beneficial to the people of that era is sacred.
Accordingly, because of reasons such as a woman’s fertility, the flow of milk from her breasts, and her
menstrual cycle, the people of that era attributed sacredness to women and created a goddess of healing.
Medical practices of the time were intertwined with religious rituals. The sick person would pray to the
goddess, offering fine clothing and delicious food, in hopes of recovery. An examination of cuneiform texts
reveals that medical practices were carried out by physicians known as asti or asip@. The texts also provide
insight into what a physician looked like and what items he carried with him. Accordingly, the doctor
carries medical instruments such as a leather bag, a scalpel, and a surgical knife (lancet) with him. Physicians
who treated not only physical ailments but also psychological disorders, as well as the distressing visions
and nightmares people experienced, were known to perform certain religious rituals to exorcise demons
and alleviate these conditions. In addition, it has been observed that the goddess was associated with dogs
and that dogs were kept in her temples. A likely reason for this may be the belief that dog saliva helps heal
wounds. It has also been observed that people sought the goddess’s help to ward off the danger of rabies
following a dog bite.

Keywords: Gula, Ancient Mesopotamia Medicine, Physician, Dog
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aleolitik donemden itibaren ilk insanlar, kadinlary; dogurganlik, gogiislerinden siit akmasi ve adet
P doneminde viicudun kanayip tazelenme veya yenilenme ozelliklerinden dolay:r kutsal saymis ve

buna bir mucize goziiyle bakmiglardir. Biiyiik ihtimalle kadina atfedilen bu ozelliklerden dolay:
ortaya ¢ikan dogaiistii varlik olan tanrigalar, tarih 6ncesi dénemlerden kalma arkeolojik buluntular dahil
olmak tizere, yazili metinlerin ortaya ¢iktuigi désnemlerde bile tapinim bakimindan hep énemli konumlarda
olmusladir. Antik Mezopotamya’da Inanna/[$tar tapinimi ¢ok yaygin iken, komsu memleketlerde genel
olarak 6nde gelen tanrigalar su sekildedir; Isis ve Sekhmet Misir'da; Kibele, Kubaba, Hepat Anadolu’da;
Hera, Demeter, Artemis ve Athena Yunanistan’da; Magna Mater, Juno, Minerva ve Diana Roma’da 6nemli

tapinimlar gormiis tanrigalardir. Cografyalar farkli olsa da bu tanrigalarin ortak ozellikleri sifa ve iyilestirme
ile daima baglanuli olmugtur (Azarak, 2024, s. 247-248).

Antik ¢ag uygarliklarinda hastaliklarin sebebi ilahi bir ceza olarak goriilmiistiir. Cok tanrili bir inang sis-
temine sahip olan donemin insanlari, hastaliklara kargi ortak bir tepki gostermislerdir. Bu da tedavinin
yaninda dini ritiieller olmustur. Ortaya ¢ikan arkeolojik kalintilar da yillar gectik¢e deneme yanilma yoluyla
antik ¢ag insaninin up uygulamalarinda gelistigini ortaya koymustur. Antik ¢ag Mezopotamya insant icin
de ayni seyler gecerlidir. Stimerlerden kalan tabletler incelendiginde bir¢ok hastalik ismi ve tedavi yontemi
yazildigr goriiliir. Viicudu bir biitiin olarak ele alan Stimerlere gore hastaliklar, yukaridan asagiya veya bastan
asagiya dogru yayilirdi. Bazi lokal hastaliklar hakkinda bilgilere de ulasmak miimkiindiir. Deri ve sindirim
sistemi ile ilgili hastaliklarin yaninda tiiberkiiloz ve sarilik gibi hastaliklara ve tedavi yontemlerine de rast-
lanilmistir. Stimerlerden devraldiklart kiiltiir ve bilgiyi daha da genisleten Akad, Babil ve Asurlular, ubbi
uygulamalar konusunda daha ileri gitmislerdir. Tibbi egitim icin okullar agilmis ve hem tabip hem de kihin
sayilan kisileri bu okullarda egitmislerdir. Tibbi uygulamalarin yaninda dini ritiieller seklinde de hastaliklara
karaciger fallari ile en azindan spiritiiel bir miidahale de gelistirmislerdir (Altunay, 2019, s. 6-55; Bock,
2020; Uncu, 2013, s. 110).

Stimer, Akad, Babil ve Asur gibi antik Mezopotamya toplumlart hakkindaki ¢ogu bilgileri ¢ivi yazili tablet-
lerden elde etmekteyiz. Bu toplumlarin yazdiklari ve giintimiize kadar ulagan bu tabletler sayesinde kendi
dénemleri hakkinda 6nemli bilgilere ulasmaktayiz. Civi yazili tabletler incelendiginde antik Mezopotamya
tbbr ve tip uygulamalar1 hakkinda 6nemli bulgulara erismemiz miimkiindiir. Yapilan incelemeler sonu-
cunda antik Mezopotamya toplumlarinin etrafindaki somut ve soyut olaylara veya kavramlara kutsallik atfet-
tikleri gortilmisgtiir.! Bu anlayistan tubbi uygulamalar ve sifa arama da etkilenmistir. Buna gore isimlerine as4
(hekim) denilen Gula (Biiyiik Olan), Ninisina (Isin’in Hanimi) Bau/Baba ve Nintinugga (Oliileri Dirilten
Hanim) (Kagnici, 2024) adli 4 tane sifa tanrigasi var etmislerdir. Buna ek olarak Orta Babil Déneminden
kalan bazi metinlerden Ninkarrak ismi de Gula ile baglantli olarak geger. Fakat Gula ismi genel olarak hem
kisisel isimlerde hem de ¢ivi yazili metinlerde daha baskin ge¢mektedir. Ninkarrak ismi ise daha resmi bir
kullanima sahiptir (Devecchi, 2025, s. 2-3).

Yukaridaki bilgilere ek olarak Hurriler’in, Stimerlerden devraldiklart ve Hititler tarafindan Hurrilerden
odiing alinan sifa ile iliskilendirilen Tanriga 1§hara’ya (Laroche, 1946, s. 51) ozel olarak deginmekte fayda
vardir. Bu tanrica, Mezopotamya bolgesinden Hurrilere, oradan da Hititlere ait Kizzuwatna bélgesinde
tapinim gormiistiir (Popko, 1995, s. 98). Eski Babil Déneminden itibaren ise bu tanriganin tapinimi Kiigiik
Asya’ya yayillmistir. Asur Ticaret Kolonileri Cagi'nda bu tanricaya kurban verildigi saptanmistir (Murat,
2009, s. 160). Hititlerin dini inancinda komsu memleketlerden alinan tanri ve tanrigalarin isimleri degisse
de islevleri degismez (Dogan-Alparslan, 2009, s. 119). Dolayisiyla Hititlerin burada Mezopotamya dini
inancindan etkilendiklerini gériiyoruz. Bu baglamda antik Mezopotamya’da yeseren sifa tanrigasi kiiltiiniin
Hititlere de sirayet ettigi sonucunu gtkarabiliriz. Bu konuda 6nemli 6rneklerden bir tanesi de Hitit dininde
biiyii ve saglik ile iliskilendirilen Tanriga Kamrusepa’dir. Ana gorevi hastalari iyilestirmek ve dogumda anne-
lere yardimer olmakuir (Taracha, 2009, s. 115). Ayrica Ebe ve hanelerin koruyucu rolii de kauldiginda Sifa
Tanrigast Gula ile benzerlikler gosterir (Kirgil & Arikan, 2024, s. 464; Taracha, s. 150).

' Jacobsen, antik Mezopotamyalilarin kutsal anlayist hakkinda soyle der: “Numinous/Kutsal, hem isim ve hem de karsilasilan kutsal

giictin digsal bigimi olarak tecriibe etmenin karakteristik tarzindan dolays, en kadim Mezopotamyalr bile gii¢ kendini agiga ¢ikardigs
goriingiiniin adint ve bicimini alma egilimindeydi.” Bkz.: (Jacobsen, 2017, s. 17).
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Ana konumuz olan Tanriga gu2-la2 Gula'nin ismi Eski Akad Déneminde belgelenmis olup, Erken Hanedanlik
Dénemi ile III. Ur Déneminde de gériilmektedir. Ismi Ebu Salabik, Fara/Suruppak tanr listelerinde yer bul-
mugtur. Gula’nin ismi sahis adlari olarak da kullanilmistir. ITI. Ur Déneminde Gula, ebelik ile de 6zdes hale
getirilmistir. Ayrica dogum ile de iliskilendirilmistir: “Titiz elleriyle adil y6netici Gula, gébek kordonunu
kestiginde (bebegin) kaderini belirlesin” (Bock, 2014, s. 31). Boylelikle normalde Enlil tarafindan belirlenen
kader, bu ciimleden de anlagilacag tizere Gula tarafindan da belirlenir hale gelmistir. Gula'nin ana tapinag1
E—gal—mah (Yiice Saray) Isin’deydi. Fakat Asur, Babil, Borsippa, Nippur, Lagas, Larsa, Umma, Ur ve Uruk
gibi yerlerde de tapinagi mevcuttu (Lenzi, 2011, s. 243).

Amacg ve Yéntem

Bu caligma, Tiirkiye'de antik Mezopotamya sifa tanricasi Gula ile ilgili literatiirdeki sinirli sayidaki aragtir-
maya katk: saglamak amaciyla yazilmistur. Bu konuda yapilan ¢aligmalarin genel tip tarihi ve ubbi uygu-
lamalar seklinde sekillendigi goriilmiistiir. Bundan dolay: ¢alisma, mikro agidan hem sifa tanrigasini hem
de dini ritiieller ekseninde donemin insaninin tip ve tibbi uygulamalara bakis agisini ortaya ¢ikarmasindan
dolay1 6nemlidir. Ote yandan uluslararast literatiirde de dini metinlerden yola gikilarak tibbi bilgilere ula-
silmast konusuna da katk: saglanmigtir. Bu baglamda calisma, dénemin dini uygulamalari ve ilahi figiirleri
1s1ginda donemin ubbi uygulamalarina ulagmak icin her iki alani da kargilagtirarak bir yorum getirmistir.
Ana kaynak olarak antik Mezopotamya doneminin ilahilerini iceren Benjamin R. Foster’in “Before the
Muses: An Anthology of Akkadian Literature” adli eserden yararlanilmigtir. Buradan alinan ¢ivi yazili
metinler Tiirk¢eye terctime edilmis ve dénemin insaninin tibbi uygulamalari ve dini ritiielleri; sosyal,
kiiltiirel ve dini yasantlarina hakim olunmakla farkli yorumlar vasitasiyla anlagilmaya calisilmistir. Civi
yazili metinlerin kirik ve okunmaz yerleri de ya bos birakilmis [...] ya da literatiire hakim olmak kaydiyla
(?) isaretleriyle doldurulmaya calisilmigtir.

Bulgular ve Tartisma

Babil sehrinin biiyticiisii ve alimi olan Bullutsa-rabi tarafindan Gula’ya sdylenen bir ilahide tanriga hakkinda
cok 6nemli bilgilere ulasmaktayiz. Bu baglamda Gula’nin isimleri, babasi, esi, gorevleri ve kudretinden bah-
sedilir. Metnin en goze carpan ifadeleri su sekildedir:

Ben bir aristokratim, ben bir hanimefendiyim, ben gorkemliyim, ben yiiceyim, konumum yiice, ben
kadinsi, ben onurluyum, tanricalar arasinda tistiintim. Gékytiziinde yildizim biiyiik, yeraltinda da adim.
Benden s6z edilmesi hostur. Insanlar, saglikli yasam ve sifali dokunusum hakkinda konusurlar. Benim
biiyiik adim Nintinugga’dir. Benim esim, yiice Enlil’in oglu kudretli Ninurta®dir. ... Ben bir dokto-
rum, iyilestirebilirim, tiim (sifal1) otlar1 yanimda tasirim, hastaliklari uzaklagtiririm, saglik veren biiyiiler
iceren deri ¢antayla kendimi kusatirim, iyilestirici metinleri yanimda tagirim, insanliga sifa veririm. Saf
pansumanim yaralari hafifletir, yumusak bandajim hastaliklart giderir. Gozlerimi kaldirdigimda 6liiler
hayata doner, agzimi agugimda felcler kaybolur. ... Antu® beni dogurdu, bana sadakatle bakt, Bana
adil ogiitler verdi ve beni kadinsi gekicilik ile donatti. Bana gen¢ kizlik sevincini verdi ve benim i¢in
her seyi mitkemmellestirdi. Babam Anu, adini kendi adindan esinlenerek bana verdi. Beni kardeglerim
arasinda iistiin kildi. Apst’daki* Ea’ bana tiim bilgeligini verdi. Elindeki tablet kalemini bana bagisladu.
Tip sanatiny, tanrilarin sirlarini bana emanet etti. Enlil beni giiglii ogluna layik gordii. Ben, goklerin ve
yeraltinin hanimi Gula’yim. ... Oliileri yeralt diinyasindan diriltirim. Deri ganta, nester ve lancet/bisturi

Ninurta veya Ningirsu, antik Mezopotamyada topragin efendisi sayilan tanr1. Siiriilerin ¢ogalmasi, topragin bereketli olmast ile
iligkilidir. Ayrica savasct ozellikler de gdsterir. Anzu/Zu'nun ¢aldig1 Kader Tabletleri’ni geri almast ile iinliidiir. Ayrinuli bilgi icin
bkz.: (Lurker, 2004, s. 137).

Antu veya Antum, Siimerce Ki, Akad¢a antu denilen yaratct tanriga. Gok Tanrist An/And’nun esidir. Ayrinuli bilgi igin bkz.:
(Jordan, 2004, s. 21).

Apsti veya ABZU, deniz, derin su veya yeralundaki kozmik sulara hitkmeden Abs(i/Abzu’nun tezahiirii olan kozmik bélge.
Onun bu bélgesini daha sonra Enki/Ea devralmistr. Ayrinuli bilgi icin bkz.: (Civil et al., 1968, 5. 194-195).

Siimerce EN.KI, Akadga Ea denilen Antik Mezopotamya sular ve bilgelik tanrisi. Insanlarin dostu olarak tufan efsanesinde

insanliga yardim etmis, insani yaratmistur. Eridu sehrinde tapinimu vardir. Eginin adi Damkina, oglunun adi da Babil ulusal
tanrist MarduK'tur. Ayrintili bilgi i¢in bkz.: (Espak, 2006; Kramer, 2000).
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ile kendimi donatirim. Yorgunlar: inceler, hastalari izler, yaralari [...] Ben sagligin hanimiyim. Ben bir
hekimim, bir kdhinim, bir seytan kovucuyum, [...] durumda olan kimseyle ilgilenirim (Lambert, 1967,
s. 118-121-125-129).

Yukaridaki metinden anlagildigt izere Gula, tanricalar arasinda konumu iyi yerdedir. “Gékyiiziinde yildizim
bityiik” denmekten kasit biiyiik ihtimalle gokytiziindeki bir cisimle 6zdeslesmesidir. Bu yildiz kopek takim-
yildiz1 olabilir. Bunun sebebi asagida daha net agiklanacakur. Metin, Gula'nin ailesi hakkinda da bilgi ver-
mesi agisindan 6nemlidir. Bu baglamda Hava Tanrist Enlil'in oglu Ninurta ile evli olmast Gula'yr 6nemli
bir konuma getirmektedir. Yine ayni sekilde Gula’ya atfedilen sifa ve saglik gibi terimler bu metinde net bir
sekilde dile getirilmektedir. Seytan kovucu olmasi hasebiyle ayinlerde de isminin anildigi anlagilir. Ayrica
nester ve bisturi gibi tubbi aletlerin antik Mezopotamyada bilindigini bize gdstermesi acisindan da bu metin
deger kazanmaktadr.

Yukaridaki bilgilere ek olarak yine Bullutsa-rabi tarafindan yazilan ilahinin devaminda tanriganin saglik ve

up ile iliskisi agiga ¢ikar:
Ben hekimim, hayat kurtaririm. Her otu tagirim, hastaliklart defederim. Cuvala (bile) hayat veren biiyiiler
ile kusanirim. (Insani) iyi eden metinler tagirim. Insanliga saglik veririm. (Benim temiz sargilarim yarayt
iyilestirir. Benim yumusak bandajim agrilart dindirir. Ben muayene ettigimde can ¢ekisen hasta kendine
gelir. Benim bir séziimle gligsiiz kisi ayaga kalkar. Ben merhametliyim, [ben] nazigim [...] ... Giigsiiz
olana merhamet ederim, yoksula bolluk veririm, bana saygi duyana hayat bahsederim. Yollarimi izleyenin
yolunu diizeltirim; ben yiice olanim, Anu’nun kizi, anne Ba'u, halkin hayatiyim. ... Antu beni dogurdu,
bana sadakatle deger verdi. ... Bana hekimlik sanatini, tanrilarin sirrini emanet etti. ... Merhametliyim,
(dualar1) uzaklardan duyarim, éliileri yeralt diinyasindan geri getiririm, deriden yapilmis ¢antayla kuga-
nirim. Ben bigak ve negter [...], yorgunlari ziyaret eder, hastalara gz kulak olurum, yaray agarim (?).
Ben hayatn efendisiyim, ben bir hekimim, ben bir kahinim, ben bir seytan kovucuyum, hesaplamalarda
uzmanim, kimse bana tek bir kama bile agiklamadt. ... Senin ilahiliginden korkan kuluna merhamet et.
Soylediklerine kulak verin, dua ederken yaninda olun. Yalvarisini kabul edin, sézlerini dinleyin. (Yarg:)
koltuklariniza oturun ve davasini karara baglayin. Kafasindaki karigikligt giderin, karanligini aydinlatin.
Yas kiyafetlerini ¢ikarsin, (normal) giysilerini giysin. O uysal ve al¢akgoniillii kulun, yiice ilahiliginizin
degismez emriyle 6mrii uzasin. Ey Gula, yiice hanim, yardimcin Ninurta olsun. Onun adina, muhtegem
esin olan o kudretli tanri adina sefaat et. O, Bullutsa-rabi’ye sifa versin, her giin senin oniinde diz ¢oksiin

(Foster, 1996, s. 583-591).

Yukarida Bullutsa-rabi’nin bir duasini gérmekteyiz. Bu duanin orijinal metninde Bullutsa-rabi, Tanricanin
neredeyse biitiin 6zelliklerine atifta bulunur. Fakat konu geregi 6zellikle tip ve iyilestirme ile ilgili metinlere
odaklandigimizda Gula'nin dénemin insaninin goziinde tip ve iyilestirme konusunda ne kadar 6nemli oldu-
gunu net bir sekilde gérmekteyiz. Bu baglamda biiyiilerin iyilestirmelerde ve tedavilerde kullanildigin: takip
edebiliyoruz. Temiz giysiler ile yaralarin mikrop kapmayacag: sdylenmis ve yaralar i¢in bandaj kullanildig da
asikar hale gelmistir. Yine donemin hekimlerinin Gula vasitastyla hastalart muayene ettiklerini de anliyoruz.
Dini baglamda tanrigaya saygi géstermenin de iyilesmenin bir basamagi oldugu anlagilmistir. Yine metinde
gecen “tanrilarin sirlart” kismindan anliyoruz ki hekimlik bilgisinin ¢ok degerli oldugu ve bunun tanrilarin
bir sirrt olarak hekimlere verildigi, bu baglamda hekimlere 6nem verildigi anlagilmistir. Deriden yapilmig
canta tagtyan tanricanin dénemin hekimleri hakkinda da tibbi aletlerini ve ilaglarini boyle bir cantada tasi-
diklart anlagilabilir. Bir exorcist (seytan kovucu) olarak tanricanin ve hekimlerin gérevlerinin ruhsal sorun-
lart olan hastalar veya dyle olduklar diisiintilen kisiler ile ilgilendikleri de anlagilmistir. Burada yine antik
Mezopotamya giinlitk yasaminda dini ritiiellerin 6nemi bir kez daha ortaya ¢tkmistir. Elbette ki burada din
ve tip i¢ ice gecmis bir halde karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Bigak ve nester ile ilgili boliimiin kirik olmast hasebiyle
ne denmek istendigi anlagilmamakla birlikte o donemde bu tiir ubbi aletlerin kullanildigini da metinden
anliyoruz. Metinde gegen kama sozctigiiniin ubbi baglamda dis dolgusu i¢in kullanildig varsayilabilir. Fakat
béyle bir uygulamanin varligi tarugmalidir.® Biitiin bunlarin sonunda Bullutsa-rabi, tanricaya yalvararak

¢ Yine de Foster, “Bu ifade, ugurlu (uygun) zamanlarin hesaplanmasina ya da acinin ne kadar siireceginin ongoriilmesine gonderme

yapryor olabilir.” seklinde agiklama yapmusur. Bkz.: (Foster, 1996, s. 590).
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araya sefaatci de koyarak kendisi hakkinda iyilestirme talebinde bulunur. Buradan da anlagilan, tbbi uygula-
malardan sonra belki de daha hizli iyilesme veya tedavisi olmayan bir hastalik konusunda dénemin insanlari,
tanri veya tanrigalardan dua yoluyla yardim istemislerdir.

Yine Puzris-Dagan arkeolojik bolgesinde ¢ikarilan metinlerden tanrigaya ait ok 6nemli bilgilere ulagmakrtayiz:

En azindan Amar-Sin’in 3. saltanat yilina kadar Gula’'nin kiiltiinii desteklemek i¢in her ay devletten 30
koyun alinmakrtaydi. Cesitli kopek bakicilart, Gula'nin kdpekleri icin 6li koyunlar topluyordu. Hekimler
Nawir-Ilum ve Su-Kabta, Nippurda Nintinuga’ya adak (giimiis) sunulari igin talepte bulunanlar olarak
gorev yapiyordu. Hekim Ubartum ve Sulgi-Bani, Ninisina'ya gonderilmek iizere besili koyunlarin dagi-
uminda talepte bulunanlar olarak gérev yapiyordu. Tapinaklarda Gula tapinaklarinin bas yoneticileri,
ornegin Lugal-iti ve Girini-Isa veya Ninisina tapinaklarinin bas yoneticileri mevcuttu. Bunlarin yaninda
at bakicilari, rahipler de mevcuttu (Tsouparopoulou, 2020, s. 15).

Antik Mezopotamya tedavi usuliinde giintimiizden farkls bir yol izlenmekteydi. Hayatlarinin neredeyse
her yerinde dini 6gelere yer veren dénemin insani, tibbi tedavilerde de ayin ve ritiielleri kullanmaktaydu.
Ciinkii onlara gore hastaliklar kétii ruhlar ve seytani varliklardan kaynaklanirdi. Hastalik fiziksel bir has-
talik ise asi (hekim) denilen sifact uygun tedaviyi uygulardi. Hastalik biiytisel veya hastaya bir seyin
musallat oldugu distinilirse asipu (biiyiicti) devreye girerdi. Bu baglamda tanri veya tanrigalara ritiieller
vasitastyla dualar edilir ve “eger bir adam ac1 ¢cekerse” seklinde baglayan biiyiisel tedavi metinleriyle care
aranirdi. Teshis edilen hastaliklar da 6zel ritiieller ile iyilestirilmeye ¢alisilir ve ritiiellerde Gula’ya bira, un,
bal, hurma, ekmek ve tereyag: gibi yiyecek ve igecekler sunulurdu. Bu dini ritiiellerin ardindan hastanin
gergek tedavisi i¢in zemin hazirlanmus olurlardi (Morkog, 2022, s. 452).

Gula hakkinda en sasirtict seylerden bir tanesi tanricanin kdpek ile baglanusidir. Kopek, ilk evcillestirilen
hayvan olarak bilinir. Yapilan kazilar neticesinde antik Mezopotamyalilarin kopek ile tanismast MO 12.500-
9500 yillarina dayanir. Képegi diger evcil hayvanlarla resmettikleri ¢izimler de mevecuttur (Alonso & Cuesta,
2024, s. 134). Diger toplumlarda da sifa veya saglik ile baglantili olan kisiler ve tanri-tanrigalar arasinda iligki
kurulmustur. Ornegin antik Yunan'da Askleipos'un simgesi yilan olmasina ragmen bazen kopek” de olmus-
tur. Incil'de gegen ve Lazarus ile ayni kisi oldugu diisiiniilen aziz Roch, bir kopek tarafindan kurtarildiktan
sonra kdpege iyilestirme giicti vermistir. Kibrista da Tanriga Astarte’nin tapinaginda kutsal kopeklerin tutul-
dugu kayitlar ortaya ¢ikarilmistir (Watanabe, 2017, s. 691-694). Ayrica Hititlerde de kopek yavrusunun
arinma ritiiellerinde iyilesmek igin kullanildigina dair bilgiler mevcuttur (Collins, 1992).

Antik Mezopotamyada kdpek, farkli baglamlarda da kullanilmistir. Etana ve Kartal mitini tasvir ettigi var-
sayilan bir Akad silindir miithriinde iki kopegin, kartalin sirtinda uc¢an Etana’ya baktiklart resmedilmistir.
Ninovada yapilan kazilar neticesinde kiiciik kopek figiirinleri kesfedilmistir. Yine bir silindir miihiirde bir
kopegin bir catida yuriidiigii resmedilmistir. Bir Kudurru taginda ise bir tahtta oturan tanriganin yaninda
oturan bir kdpek resmedilmistir. Bu tanriganin Gula oldugu varsayilir. Civi yazili metinlerde de bunu
destekleyen ciimleler vardir. Ornegin: “Esabad’t gecen kopek: O bir elgidir. Gula onu sorgulamak igin
gonderir”. Yine ayni1 sekilde Gula'nin arindirici 6zelliklerine atifta bulunan bir metinde soyle denir: “Eger
Gula'nin kopegine dokunursa, o temiz olur”. Yine ayni sekilde Gula’ya ait oldugu iddia edilen bir tapi-
nak kazisinda bir kdpege ait buluntulara rast gelinmistir. Bunlara ek olarak Gula'nin bir diger ismi olan
Ninisina'ya ait tapinaklara “Kopegin Evi/Képek Evi” denmekteydi (Watanabe, 2017, s. 689-690-693).

Ko6pegin bekgi gibi koruyucu olarak algilanmast ve sifa tanrigasinin bir habercisi ve yoldagt olmasinin yani
sira antik Mezopotamyada olumsuz yonleri de vardi. Onlar genellikle giivenilmeyen ve tehlikeli hayvanlar
olarak goriiliirlerdi. Kopegin bu kéii tinii bircok ¢ivi yazili metinde de karsimiza ¢ikmakradir. Ornegin bir
Stimer atasdziinde: “Kader, isirmayr cok iyi bilen bir kipektir” denir. Asur krallarindan Asurbanipal’e ait

7 Lidyali Cografyact olan Pausanias, Askleipos'un bir heykelini séyle tasvir eder: “Asklepios heykeli, Atinadaki Olimpos Zeusunun

yarst bisyiikliigiinde olup fildisi ve altindan yapilmistir; yazst, Arignotosun oglu Paroslu Tharsymedes tarafindan yapildigin: belirtir.
Tahtta oturmus, elinde bir asa tutarken, bir eli yilanin basinin iizerinde, yaninda da bir kopek yatmaktadsr.” Ayrinul bilgi icin bkz.:
(Vilela, 2023, s. 471).
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kraliyet yazitlarinda da kopeklerin gomiilii cesetleri ¢ikarip, parcalayip yedikleri yazmaktadir. Bu bag-
lamda yazitlarda: “Kopekler, onun cesedini gomiilmeden parcalasinlar” gibi sdylemler de bulunmakradir.
Bunlarin yaninda képegin isirmasi sonucu kuduz olmak da képegi korkutucu yapmigtir. Tabi bir kopek
tarafindan isirilan ve kuduz olan birisi de elbette sifay yine tanricada arayacakur. Civi yazili metinlerde
Ninurta-Paqidat adli bir kisinin kuduz olmasiyla ilgili soyle bir ctimle vardir: “O, Ninurta-Piqidat bir
kipek tarafindan isirilds ve iyilesmek icin Sifa Tanricasinin evine yani Lin'e gitti” (Vilela, 2023, s. 460-466).

Képegin Gula ile iligkisi ilk basta sagirtici gelebilir. Bunun i¢in bu iligkiyi biraz irdelemekte fayda vardir.
Akad, Babil ve Asur gibi Antik Mezopotamya toplumlari, Stimerlerden devraldiklari dini inanglar1 baki-
mindan gayet basit diisiinerek kendilerine ilah-ilaheler yaratmis veya herhangi bir nesneye kutsallik atfet-
mislerdir. Ornegin hurma onlar igin degerli bir besleyicidir. O halde onlara faydast oldugu i¢in bir hurma
tanrist da olmalidir. Tag serttir ve onlara normal gelir. Fakat hem sert ve hem de renkli bir tas gordiiklerinde
iste 0 anda o tasa kutsal tezahiir® eder (Jacobsen, 2017, s. 17-18). Ote yandan antik Mezopotamya'da tan-
rilar da insan formundaydi (Roets, 2020, s. 10). Kendilerinin 6zelliklerine benzer sekilde bazi hayvanlarla
da iliskili olmuslardir. Ornegin Marduk, yilan veya ejderha ile yan yana resmedilir. Su ile iliskili olan Enki/
Ea, balik ile, Inanna/I3tar savasci ozelliginden dolay1 Aslan ile temsil edilir.” Onlara gore asagida olan bir
sey yukarida yani tanrisal bolgede de vardir. O yiizden Gudea, riiyasinda tapinak ¢izimini kendilerinin
tapinaklarina benzer sekilde gordigiinii séylemistir. Bu baglamda diisiindiigiimiizde Gula'nin kopek ile
iliskisi belki de yaralanan insanlarin kdpekler tarafindan yalanmasidir. Képeklerin bu davranigini fark eden
dénemin insani, kdpek salyasindaki yaralanmalara iyi gelebilecek bilesenlerin ihtimalini diisiinmiis olsa
gerek ki kopegi Gula ile iliskilendirmistir (Alonso & Cuesta, 2024, s. 142). Ayni sekilde Gula gok cisim-
leri ile de iliskilendirilmistir. Babilli gok bilimcilerin goksel incelemelerini kaydettikleri MUL.APIN’de
Gula, MULSUHUR.MAS2 olarak geger. Bu da The Goat/Capricornus/Oglak Takimyildiz1 olarak denk
gelir. Yine MUL.APIN'de: “Oglak Takimyildizinin oniinde duran Kopek Takimyildizidir” seklinde bir agik-
lama da bulunur (Hunger & Steele, 2019, s. 133).

Gula’ya dort ilahi adli ¢ivi yazili metinde psikolojik olarak kendini iyi hissetmeyen hasta, uygulamali
olarak bir biiyii ve dua ritiieli ile iyilesmeyi umar:

Biiyti. Gula, yiice hanim, sefkat dolu anne, saf goklerin sakini, sana yakardim, hanim; ortaya ¢ik
ve beni dinle! Seni aradim, sana déndiim, tanrimin ve tanrigamin etegi gibi senin etegine sarildim.
Cunki davalari yargilamak, hitkiim vermek senin elindedir? Ciinkii yasatmak ve esenlik saglamak
senin elindedir. Korumaya, bagislamaya ve kurtarmaya giicii yeten sensin. Gula, yiice hanim, sef-
katli anne, gékyiiziiniin sayisiz yildizlari arasinda sana déndiim; kulaklarim sana doniik. Benden
giizel yemegi kabul et, yakarigimi al, seni 6fkeli tanrima, 6fkeli tanricama, bana karg1 6tkeli ve kizgin
olan sehrimin tanrisina gondermeme izin ver. Gordagiim bir goriintii ve ritya yiiziinden korkuyo-
rum, bu yiizden karanliga gomiiliiyorum. Gula, yiice hanim, sefkatli anne, E-KUR’da Enlil olarak
bilinen g6hretli emrinin séziiyle ve degismeyen sarsilmaz merhametinle; 6fkeli tanrim barigsin, kiz-
gin tanrigam sakinlegsin; 6fkeli olan, bana karsi kalbi 6fkelenen, kipkirmizi olan sehrimin tanrisi
sakinlessin, ofkelenen yumusasin. Gula, yilice hanim, benim icin sefaat eden sensin. Tanrilar krali
Marduk’a, merhametli efendime, benim i¢in sefaat et; hayat ver! Koruman genistir, uzlasman giic-
lidiir. Bana refah ve yasam bollugu bahset! Senin biiytiklugiinii gergekten yiiceltecegim, évgiilerini
gercekten sdyleyecegim. Gula'ya Elin Kaldirilmasi Duast (Mullo-Weir, 1929, s. 3—4).

Devaminda ise tanrigaya atfedilen 6zellikler soyle siralanir: Danigsman, kahin, arindirici rahibe, tanri ve
insanin biiylicti rahibesi. Nintinuga, tim halklar1 yaustiran, oliiye hayat veren kadin, Ninkarrak; siyah
biiyticiiliige kargi biiytiniin efendisi, ¢carpma islemlerinin hesaplarini yapan, Kuribba; siddeti yenen, dtke-

8 Mircea Eliade, kutsalin bir seyde ortaya cikmasini Hiyerofani kelimesi ile agiklar. Bu terim antik Mezopotamya dini inanislarint

agtklamakta biiyiik kolaylik saglamakta ve kisaca “kutsalin tezahiirii” anlamina gelir. Bkz.: (Eliade, 2018, s. 39-40).
?  Bu konuda daha fazla bilgi igin bkz.: (Watanabe, 2002).
Antik Mezopotamyalilarin goksel inceleme konusunda dénemine gore ¢igir agtiklari goksel inceleme serisidir. Igeriginde goksel
cisimler ve isimleri mevcuttur. Ayrica goksel kehanetler de vardir. Bu baglamda bir diger goksel inceleme serisi olan Enima Anu
Enlil’i tamamlayict bir yapist vardir. Ayrintili bilgi i¢in bkz.: (Hunger & Pingree, 1989).
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nin diismani, Meme; kanunlarin yaraticisi, Memesigga; yerytiziinii ve gokytiziinii sekillendiren, Amasubalbi
sefkatli anne, bedeni yaustiran, Gigimsigga; silahlarin yaratcisi, iyi ve koruyucu tanrinin bahsedeni,
Lammasigga; topragy sekillendiren, iyi bir koruyucu ruh bahseden, Mah; Asur’'un éniinde yiiriiyen, tanri-
lar arasinda en s6hretli olan, Ninisinna ve Nintinugga; kara kafalilarin (insanlarin) annesi, Bau; hasta kalbe
hayat biiytistinii yapan, Damu; sinirleri/damarlari/tendonlari kopmus adami saran, Gunura; topragin bek-
cisi olan, Amashumaha; E-KUR’un eczacisi, Amashubalbi; her seyin annesi, Tubeintubasag; E-gal-mah’in
kalbinin taninmig habercisi, Bas agrisi, dis agrisi, kalp rahatsizliklari, bagirsak rahatsizliklari, goz hastaligy,
veba, kagint1(?), (kotii hastaliklart iyilestiren). Biitiin bunlarin yaninda tanricanin en belirgin 6zellikleri ve
sifatlari su sekilde siralanir; bagislayici, kihin, hastaliklarin bagini gevseten, iyilestiren, rahatlama biiyiileri
yapan, yasamin tilsimlarint okuyan, sikintt ve wsturaplari gideren, danigman, biitiin her seyi arindiran ve
saflagtiran, kralligin kurucusu, dagiticy, isaretleri agiga ¢ikaran, arabulucu/uzlastiricy, insanlarin yakarig-
larint duyan, yasam veren, halkin feryadina kosan, seving ve duanin hanimi, utanglari ortadan kaldiran,
giinahlari silen, diistinceli ve yeterli olan."

Kadinin eski¢aglardaki konumu goz 6niine alindiginda Gula'ya “ylice hanim” denmesi sagirtmasa gerek.
Ayrica kadin olmast hasebiyle sefkat ozelligi de yiiklenmis durumdadir. Antik Mezopotamya insaninin
goziinde ilahi varliklar gokyiiziinde yasadig icin kendisine “saf goklerin sakini” denmistir. Gékyiiziiniin
sayisiz yildizindan kasit ise gokytiziindeki goksel cisimlerdir. Biiyiik ihtimalle yukarida degindigimiz gibi
dua ederken kisi, Gula'nin gokyiiziinde tezahiir ettigi yildiza bakarak dua eder. Dua eden kisi, gordiigi kot
bir riiyanin iyiye yorumlanmasi veya kétii sonuglarindan sakinmak i¢in tanricadan yardim ister durumdadir.
Buradan yine anliyoruz ki Gula, sadece fiziksel yaralara bakmaz, ruhsal olarak da insanlara rahatlama bah-
seder durumdadir. E-KUR (Dag Evi-Yiice Ev) Stimerlerin ulusal tanrilari Enlil icin yaptklar: bir tapinakur.
Enlil'in 6nemi Siimerler i¢in ¢ok fazla olmasindan dolay1 yakaris metninde Gula'nin sozleri ve emirleri
Enlil'in sozleri ve emirleri olarak algilanarak 6nem kazandirilir. Devaminda ise tanricanin belki de alaninda
olmayan bir ozelliginden dolay: aract olmasi istenir. En sonunda da dua eden kisi niyetini aciga ¢ikararak
Babil ulusal tanrist Marduk’un kendisini affetmesi icin tanricadan sefaat ister.

Sonug

Bu makalede antik Mezopotamya sifa tanrigast Gula'ya icin sdylenen ilahiler, dualar ve ritiiellerde kullanilan
metinler iizerinden dénemin insanlarinin tp ve ubbi uygulamalara bakis agist ortaya ¢ikarilmaya calisilmig-
tr. Bu baglamda paleolitik dénemlerden itibaren ilk insanlarin yapug: gibi dénemin insani da kadina kut-
sallik atfederek tp gibi bir alanda da kadinin bir tanriga olmasi gerektigini diisiinmustiir. Gula'nin yaninda
tanricaya; Ninisina, Nintinuga, Bau/Baba ve Ninkarrak gibi isimler de vermislerdir. Ayrica komsu memle-
ketlere de 6zellikle Hititlere I$hara ve Kamrusepa isimleriyle bu inanglarini gecirerek oralarda da tanriga ve
sifa ile iligkisi pekismistir.

Civi yazili metinlerin incelenmesi sonucunda Gula’nin bir tanriga olmasi hasebiyle iyilesme isteyen birinin
bazi ritiieller esliginde tanricaya dua ettigini veya baska bir tanri-tanricadan dualarinin kabul olmasi icin
araci olmasini istedigi goriilmiistiir. Bundan dolay: denilebilir ki antik Mezopotamya tibbi uygulamalarinda
dini ritiieller tamamlayici bir rol oynamistir. Bunun sebebi ise ddnemin insaninin belirsizlik kargisinda bir
dayanak aramasi olarak 6zetlenebilir. Yani gelecegin kaotik durumu goz 6niine aldiginda dénemin insanlart
kendilerine gore ilahi bir pencereden yardim almaya ¢alismislardir. Ciinkii Onlarin goziinde tp ve iyilesme,
herkesin bilemeyecegi sadece tanrilarin bilebilecegi bir gizli bilgiydi. Bu baglamda Gula tapinaklarina ve
rahiplerine 6nem artmistur.

Yine ¢ivi yazili metinler incelendiginde antik Mezopotamya insaninin tibbi uygulamalari ve bu uygulama-
larda kullanilan ubbi nesnelerin de bazilarina rast gelinmistir. Buna gére en iyi uygulama duadir. Tanrica
yaninda tagidig1 deri ¢antanin iginde dua metinleri tagir, bunlarla insanlari iyilestirir. Bunun yaninda tanri-
ganin nester ve bisturi gibi tbbi aletlerle de kendini donattigr gorilmustiir. Bu baglamda dénemin hekimi-
nin aslinda yaninda neler tasidig1 sonucu da gikarilabilir. Insanlarin dis hastaliklarinin yaninda hekimlerin
psikolojik hastaliklara da baktklarini tanrigaya yapilan dualardan anliyoruz. Buna gore gordiiklerini varsay-

""" Bu konuda daha fazla bilgi i¢in bkz.: (Mullo-Weir, 1929).
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diklart kotii bir goriintii veya bir rityadan dolay: tanricaya danistiklari ve rahatlama aradiklari goriilmiistiir.
Bunun i¢in hastaya seytan kovucu olduguna inanilan ritiieller uygulanirdi. Ayrica yaralarin iyilesmesi icin ve
mikrop kapmamast i¢in temiz kiyafet ve bandaj da kullanildigs goriilmiistiir.

Antik Mezopotamya insaninin dini algilama sekli farklidir. Ona faydali olan bir seyde kutsal tezahiir eder.
Ornegin kamus faydali ise bir kamis tanrist veya bir tag diger siradan taslardan farkls ise o tasta kutsal teza-
hiir eder. Bu baglamda Gula'nin képek ile iligkisi de kopegin salyasinin iyilestirici dzelligi olabilmesine olan
inangtan dolayidir. Bundan dolay1 képek, tanriganin tapinaklarinda beslenmistir. Kopek salyasinin iyilestirici
giicii modern baglamda giiven verici olmadigs bilinse de donemin insanlari ve hatta diger toplumlarda da bu
inan¢ baskin gelmistir. Bunun sebebi ise muhtemelen kopegin ilk evcillestirilen hayvan olmasi ve bir bekgi
gorevi gormesinden dolay1 uzun zamanlar boyunca insana yoldaslik etmesi olabilir. Bunun yaninda képek
tarafindan sirilan birisi de kuduz olmasi ihtimaline kargi yine tedavi i¢in tanriganin tapinagina giderdi.
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Extended Abstract

SOME COMMENTS ON THE ANCIENT MESOPOTAMIAN
HEALING GODDESS GULA IN LIGHT OF CUNEIFORM TEXTS

his study has been written to fill the gap in the Turkish literature regarding the ancient Mesopo-

I tamian healing goddess Gula. It has been observed that studies conducted on this subject have

generally focused primarily on general medical history and medical practices. Therefore, this

study is significant from a micro perspective as it reveals both the characteristics of the healing goddess

and the perspective of the people of that period on medicine and medical practices within the context of

religious rituals. On the other hand, in the international literature, obtaining medical information based

on religious texts has often been regarded as an unfavorable approach, and a gap has emerged in the liter-

ature on this matter. In this context, this study brings a different interpretation by comparing both fields

in order to understand the medical practices of the period in light of the religious practices and divine
figures of that era.

Bibliography Review

Benjamin R. Foster’s work entitled “Before the Muses: An Anthology of Akkadian Literature,” which
contains hymns from the ancient Mesopotamian period, has been utilized as the primary source.

Method

Cuneiform texts obtained from this source have been translated into Turkish. An attempt was made to
understand the medical practices and religious rituals of the people of that period through different inter-
pretations by gaining insight into their social, cultural, and religious lives. This study utilized qualitative
research methods. The broken and unreadable parts of the cuneiform texts have either been left blank [...]
or, where the existing literature permits, filled in with question marks (?).

Findings and Discussion

“I am an aristocrat, I am a lady, I am majestic, | am exalted, my status is exalted, I am feminine, [ am
honorable, I am supreme among the goddesses. My star is great in heaven, my name is known in the
underworld. It is sweet to speak of me. Men speak of my healing touch and the life I bestow. My great
name is Nintinugga. My husband is Ninurta, son of the exalted Enlil. I am a healer; I can cure. I carry
all the (healing) herbs with me; I ward off diseases; I surround myself with a leather pouch containing
health-bestowing spells; I carry healing texts with me; I bring healing to humanity. My pure dressing
soothes wounds; my soft bandage dispels diseases. When I lift my eyes, the dead return to life; when I
open my mouth, paralysis vanishes. Antu gave birth to me, watched over me with loyalty, gave me just
counsel, and adorned me with sexuality. I raise the dead from the underworld. I equip myself with a
leather bag, a scalpel, and a lancet. I examine the weary, tend to the sick, and tend to the wounded ...

»

I am the Lady of Health. I am a physician, a seer, an exorcist; I examine what lies within [...].

As can be understood from the text above, Gula holds a prominent position among the goddesses. The
phrase “my star in heaven is great” most likely refers to her identification with a celestial body. This star is
the constellation Canis Major. The reason for this will be explained more clearly below. The text is also
significant for the information it provides about Gula’s family. In this context, her marriage to Ninurta,
the son of the Sky God Enlil, elevates Gula to an important position. Similarly, terms associated with
Gula, such as healing and health, are clearly articulated in this text. It is understood that her name was
invoked in rituals due to her role as a demon-exorcist. Furthermore, this text gains significance as it
demonstrates that medical instruments such as scalpels and lancets were known in ancient Mesopotamia.
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“I am a physician, I can save lives. I carry every herb, I ward off diseases. I am girded with spells that give
life (even) to a sack. I carry texts that heal (people). I give health to humanity. My clean garments heal
wounds. My soft bandages ease pain. When I examine, the dying patient recovers. At a single word from
me, the weak person rises to their feet. I am merciful, [I am] gentle [...]. I show mercy to the weak, I
give abundance to the poor, I grant life to those who revere me. I set right the path of those who follow
my ways; | am the exalted one, daughter of Anu, mother Ba'u, the life of the people. Antu bore me, she
valued me with devotion. She entrusted to me the art of healing, the secret of the gods. I am merciful,
(I hear prayers) from afar, I bring back the dead from the underworld, I am girded with a leather pouch.
I am the knife and the lancet [...], I visit the weary, I attend to the sick, I open the wound (?). I am the
mistress of life, I am a physician, I am a diviner, I am an exorcist, I am skilled in calculations, no one has
explained to me even a single cuneiform sign. Show mercy to your servant who fears your divinity. May
he grant healing to Bullutsa-rabi, may he kneel before you every day.”

Above, we observe a prayer by Bullutsa-rabi. In the original text of this prayer, Bullutsa-rabi makes reference
to nearly all attributes of the Goddess. However, when we focus specifically on texts related to medicine and
healing as required by the subject matter, we clearly see how important Gula was in the eyes of the people of
that period regarding medicine and healing. In this context, we observe that incantations were used in heal-
ing and treatments. It was stated that wounds would not become infected with clean garments, and it has
become evident that bandages were used for wounds. We also understand that the physicians of the period
examined patients through the intercession of Gula. It is understood that showing respect to the goddess in
a religious context was also a step toward healing. Furthermore, we understand from the phrase “secret of the
gods” mentioned in the text that medical knowledge was highly valuable; it was bestowed upon physicians as
a divine secret, according them great importance in society.

Conclusion

This article atctempts to reveal the perspective of the people of that period on medicine and medical practices
through the examination of hymns, prayers, and texts used in rituals dedicated to Gula, the ancient Mes-
opotamian goddess of healing. As a result of examining cuneiform texts, it has been observed that, given
that Gula was a goddess, individuals seeking healing would pray to her accompanied by certain rituals, or
request another god or goddess to act as an intermediary for their prayers to be accepted. Therefore, it can
be stated that religious rituals played a complementary role in ancient Mesopotamian medical practices.
When cuneiform texts are examined, some of the medical practices of ancient Mesopotamian people and the
medical instruments used in these practices are revealed. Accordingly, the primary practice was prayer. Ad-
ditionally, it has been observed that the goddess equipped herself with medical instruments such as scalpels
and lancets. In this context, one can also deduce what physicians of that period actually carried with them.
From the prayers made to the goddess, we understand that physicians treated not only external diseases but
also psychological ailments.
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6zet

Anadolu'nun bir¢ok bélgesinde Erken Tung Cagrna ait ¢ok sayida yerlesim bilinmesine karsin, Bau
Karadeniz Bolgesi'nde bu dénem oldukea az taninmaktadir. Bolgenin bu dénemlere ait yerlesimlerinin
daha ¢ok magaralar oldugu goz 6niine alindiginda, yapilan aragtirmalarla yeni hoyiik tipi yerlesimlerin
bulunmasi 6nemli bir kesif olarak gériilebilir. Bu nedenle, Karabtik’iin Eskipazar ilgesinde yiriitiilen
yeni ylizey arastirmalarinda tespit edilen Cayli Hoyiik’iin arkeolojik materyal kiiltiiriiniin incelenmesi
biiyiik 6nem tagimakeadir. Cayli Héyiik biiyiik ¢ogunlugunu Filyos kiiltiirtiniin temsil ettigi ¢anak ¢dm-
lek gelenegi, dokuma aletleri ve yontma tas aletleriyle, Bati Karadeniz Bolgesi protohistorik donem arag-
tirma tarihgesine 6nemli katkilar sunabilir. Heniiz yalnizca yiizeyden toplanan materyal kiiltiire gore genel
bir tarihleme yapilmis olmasina karsin, ¢anak ¢omlek gelenegi icerisindeki siyah agiz kenarli kaseler gibi
karakrteristik parcalar, ¢ift konik agirsaklar ve protohistorik tas aletler yerlesimin Erken Tung Cagi’nda kisa
stireli ve tek evreli olarak iskan edildigini diisiindiirmektedir. Muhtemelen hammadde elde etme amaciyla
bir traverten tas yatag: tizerinde kurulmus olan héyiigiin yakin ¢evresinde de bu ¢aga ait bir¢ok yerlesimin
oldugu son arastirmalar ile anlagilmaktadir.
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Abstract

Despite the presence of numerous settlements dating back to the Early Bronze Age (EBA) across many regions
of Anatolia, this period is relatively poorly documented in the Western Black Sea Region. Considering that
the known settlements from this era in the region are predominantly caves, the discovery of new tell-type
settlements through recent research can be viewed as a significant finding. For this reason, the study of the
archaeological material culture of Cayli Hoyiik, which was identified during new surveys conducted in the
Eskipazar district of Karabiik, is of great importance. Cayli Hoytik is poised to make substantial contribu-
tions to the research history of the Protohistoric period in the Western Black Sea Region with its pottery
tradition—Ilargely represented by the Filyos culture—along with weaving implements and chipped stone
tools. Although a general dating has only been established based on the material culture collected from the
surface, the presence of characteristic potteries such as black-topped bowls, biconical spindle whorls, and
protohistoric stone tools suggests that the settlement was likely inhabited for a short duration during a single
phase in the Early Bronze Age. It is hypothesized that the tell was established on a travertine quarry, probably
for the purpose of raw material acquisition and recent research indicates that many settlements belonging to
this era are also present in the immediate vicinity of the mound.

Keywords: Early Bronze Age, Filyos Culture, Pottery, Chipped Stone, Eskipazar
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olu, Diizce, Zonguldak, Bartin, Kastamonu ve Karabiik illerini kapsayan Bati Karadeniz
B Bolgesi'nin arkeolojik aragtirma tarihgesi, 1950’li yillardan giiniimiize dek uzun bir siirece yayil-

maktadir. Bolgedeki aragtirmalar, kesif gezileriyle baslayarak zamanla sistematik ylizey arastirma-
larina ve disiplinler arast kazi ¢aligmalarina evrilmistir. Bau Karadeniz Bélgesi'nde sistematik arkeolojik
aragtirmalarin temelleri 1950-1952 yillar1 arasinda Ahmet Goékoglu'nun Kastamonu, Sinop, Cankiri ve
Zonguldak’t da kapsayan genis 6lgekli gezileri ile aulmistir (Gokoglu, 1952). Bu ¢alismalar bolgenin arke-
olojik potansiyelinin ilk kez genis bir cografyada belgelenmesini saglamistir. 1950-1980 yallart arasinda
yiiriitiilen 6ncii yiizey arastirmalart ve taramalarda Ismail Kilig Kokten, Kastamonu ve Zonguldak hattinda
ylriittiigii ylizey aragtirmalari ve Salman Hoyiik incelemeleriyle bolgenin tarih 6ncesine dair 6nemli veriler
sunmustur (Kokten, 1948, s. 224). Ayni donemde Enver Bostanci’'nin Kastamonu Gokirmak Vadisi'ndeki
calismalari (Bostanci, 1952) ve Charles Burney’nin Kastamonu-Eskisehir hattindaki arasurmalart (Burney,
1956), bolgenin Anadolu kronolojisindeki yerini netlestirmeye yonelik girisimler olarak 6ne ¢ikmakeadur.
Bunun ardindan 1977 yilinda Pauline Donceell-Voute, Kastamonu ve Sinop’un i¢ kesimlerinde, 6zellikle
Salur Hoytikte, gergeklestirdigi ¢alismalarla bolgenin aragtirma tarihgesine katkida bulunmustur (Naumann
veark., 1979, s. 190). Bolgede gorece daha sistemli ve kurumsallasmis projeler ise 1990-2010 yaillar1 arasinda
karsimiza ¢ikar. Aykut Cinaroglu tarafindan 1990 yilinda baglatilan Orta Karadeniz Bélgesi Gokirmak ve
Arag/llgaz Havzalari Arasurma Projesi, Kintk Hoyiik odaginda bélgenin protohistorik yerlesim diizenini
incelemistir (Geng, 2008). Sonrasinda 1995-2000 yillari arasinda Catherine Kuzucuoglu, Catherine Marro,
Asli Erim Ozdogan ve Aksel Tibet'ten olusan disiplinler arast bir ekip tarafindan arastirilmaya devam edi-
len Kastamonu'nun pek ¢ok ilcesi derinlemesine arastirilmistir (Marro ve ark., 1996). Aynu siiregte, Roger
Matthews baskanliginda yiiriitiilen Paphlagonia Projesi (1997-2001), Cayli Hoytigiin yer aldigi Eskipazar
ilgesini de kapsayan, Cankiri ve Karabiik illerinde bélgenin yerlesim stratejilerini genis bir zaman diliminde
ele almigtur (Matthews & Glatz, 2009). 2000’li yillarin baginda ise magara arkeolojisi ve spesifik yerlesim
kazilart ivme kazanmis, Turan Efe’nin Zonguldak Yassikaya Magarasi kazist (Efe, 2004, s. 27) ve Giingdr
Karauguz'un Zonguldak genelindeki yiizey aragtirmalari (2004-2006) bu dénemin dikkat ¢eken ¢aligmalari
olmustur (Karauguz & Diiring, 2009, s. 153). Elif Geng’in 2008de yeniden baglattigr Kinik Hoytik kazilar:
bolgenin Demir Cag1 ve 6ncesine dair stratigrafik verilerini giincellemistir (Geng, 2008). 2010 sonrast ise
giiniimiize dek siiren yeni arastirmalar dénemini temsil eder. Bu donemde Bati Karadeniz arkeolojisi, 6zel-
likle kiy1 seridi ve i¢ vadilerdeki magara yerlesimleri ile Neolitiklesme siireclerine odaklanmistir. Bleda During
ve Victor Klingenberg’in Cide-Senpazar aragtirmalari (2009-2011), bolgenin kiy: arkeolojisine yeni bir baks
agust getirmigtir (Diiring & Klinkenberg, 2015). Zonguldak-Eregli bolgesinde Adnan Baysal, Hamza Ekmen
ve Giilden Ekmen tarafindan yiiriitiilen ¢ok sayida yiizey arastirmast ve 2017'den bu yana devam eden Inénii
Magarasi Kazisi, bolgenin Kalkolitik ve Tun¢ Cagy kiiltiirleri icin anahtar bir yerlesim haline gelmesini sag-
lamigstur (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021, s. 72). Bolgedeki en giincel protohistorik dénem arastirmast ise 2024
yilinda baglatilan ve devam etmekte olan Eskipazar Protohistorik Donem Yiizey Arastrmasrdir. Cayli Hoytik

gibi bircok yerlesim yeri ve bolge arkeolojisine katki sunabilecek materyal kiiltiir bu proje kapsaminda tespit
edilmistir (Kalkan & Sevindik, 2025).

Bu arastirmalarin ortaya koydugu sonuglara gore Karabiik-Eskipazar ve ¢evresinde Paleolitik Cag’a dair veri-
ler bulunmasina karsin (Matthews, 2007, s. 28), Neolitik Cag’a ait verilere bdlgeye 6zgii karakeeristik bir
ozellik olarak rastlanmamaktadir (Ozdogan, 2000, s. 324). Bolgede magara ve hoyiik yerlesimleriyle temsil
edilen Protohistorik donemlerin baglangicinin Kalkolitik Cag’a dayandigt bilinmektedir (Efe ve ark., 2022,
s. 10; Geng, 2008, s. 105). Bu donemi takiben, yerlesim sayilarindaki dikkat ¢eken bir arus ile bolgede
niifus artigina isaret eden (Ozdogan, 2000, s. 326) Erken Tung Cag'da birgok magara ve hoyiikte iskan
goriilmektedir (Efe, 2004, s. 27) (Fig. 12). Bolgenin Erken Tung Cag'daki karakteristik gelenegini; ilk ola-
rak Bat1 Karadeniz arkeolojisi i¢in bilyiik 6nem tasiyan Prof. Dr. Turan Efe tarafindan tanimlanmus, Filyos
Kiiltiirii ad1 ile anilan el yapimi, kirmizi astarli ve yogun perdahli ¢anak ¢omlekler olusturmakeadir (Ekmen
& Ekmen, 2021, s. 65). Bunun yani sira bélgedeki kazi ve yiizey aragtirmalary; bu topluluklarin yagam
bi¢imlerini, ekonomilerini ve teknolojilerini aydinlatan diger 6nemli maddi kiiltiir kalinularini da ortaya
koymaktadir. Ornegin kiyt kesimindeki magaralarda yiiriitiilen kazilarda yalin (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021,
s. 75) ve ozenli iscilige sahip dokuma aletleri ortaya ¢ikarilmistir (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021, s. 65). Mimari
gelenek, bélgenin cografi sartlarina uyumlu olarak genellikle ahsapur. Bolgenin kiy1 kesimini temsil eden
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merkezlerden biri olarak Inénii Magarasi kazilarinda ortaya ¢ikarilan siit tiretim kaplari (Ekmen, 2020, s. 81)
hem Erken Tun¢ Cag'da bolgenin Orta Anadolu ile benzer bir 6zelligini (Schoop, 1998, s. 28) hem de hay-
vancilik faaliyetleri agisindan nadir rastlanan somut kanitlart ortaya koymaktadir. Ozetle, Dogu Trakyadan
Batt Karadeniz'e kadar genis bir bolgede yayilan Filyos Kiiltiiribne ait oldugu disiiniilen bulgular; Bat
Karadeniz Protohistorik dénem insan topluluklarinin tekstil teknolojisine hakim, ahsap mimariyi kullanan,
hayvancilik odakli bir ekonomiyi siirdiiren ve Anadolu’nun diger bolgelerindeki Erken Tung Cagt topluluk-
lar1 ile benzer bir organizasyon yapisina sahip oldugunu kanitlamaktadur.

1950’lerden giintimiize dek siirdiiriilen Bati Karadeniz Bélgesi arkeolojik arastirmalarr ile ortaya konulan bu
cerceve, yeni aragtirmalar ile genislemektedir. Son yillarda bu arastirmalara bir yenisi eklenmigtir. Karabtik’'iin
Eskipazar ilgesini intensive bir metot ile ve Protohistorik dénemler sinirlamastyla aragtirmayi hedefleyen
Eskipazar Protohistorik Dénem Yiizey Arastirmast (EPYA), 2024 yilinda ¢alismalara baglamistir (Kalkan &
Sevindik, 2025, s. 194). Daha 6ncesinde Amerikali bir ekip tarafindan Paphlagonia Projesi adu ile Eskipazar’y
da kapsayarak yiiriitiilmiis bir ylizey aragtirmasinin ardindan (Matthews & Glatz, 2009), yeniden ¢alisilmaya
baslanan bélgede Protohistorik donemlere ait yeni veriler elde edilmeye basglanmistr (Kalkan, 2025). Caylt
Hoyiik bu aragtirmalar kapsaminda tespit edilen yeni verilerden birini temsil etmektedir (Fig. 1).

Materyal ve Metot

Eskipazar Protohistorik Dénem yiizey arastirmalar; ilcenin en giineyinde yer alan ve Gerede Cayr'nin sula-
digi1 aliivyonal diiz alanlardan baglayarak daha daglik bir jeomorfolojiye sahip orta ve kuzey alanlarda devam
etmistir. Yaklagik 12 kisilik bir ekip tarafindan il¢enin sahip oldugu toplamda elliye yakin koy arastirilmigtir.
5 m araliklar ile yiiriiyen ekibin her seferinde asgari 50 m’lik bir hatt taradigi yiirtiytisler; her bir koyde
dogu-bat1 hattinda P1 (point 1) ve P2 (point 2) sabitleri baslangi¢c ve bitis koordinatlari olarak belirle-
nerek giinlitk olarak QGis aplikasyonu harita veri tabanina aktarilmis ve ekibin sahada taradigi hatlarin
1st haritalart elde edilmistir. Bu metot ile taranmamis alan kalmamasi saglanarak aragtirmanin intensive
metodolojisine sadik kalinmaya calisilmistir. Toplamda 80 km ¢apinda, yaklasik 500.000 hektarlik, bir ala-
nin tarandigy Eskipazar'da arazi yiizeyine dagilmis Protohistorik doneme ait materyal kiiltiire ve yerlesim
alanlarina ulagilabilmistir (Fig. 2). Yiizey arastirmasinda yeni kesfedilen yerlesim alanlari tizerinde yapilan
caligmalar sirasinda bes toplama birimine ayrilmigtir. Yerlesimin genelde tepe noktasini temsil eden merkez
birimi ve genelde eteklerini temsil eden dogu, bati, giiney, kuzey alanlar1 ayr1 birer materyal toplama birimi
olarak belirlenmistir.

Cayli Hayiik: Konumu ve Cevresel Ozellikleri

Eskipazar ilgesinin Cayli Koyi'nde yiiriitiilen yiizey arastirmasinda, Protohistorik donemlere ait gesitli ve bol
miktarda buluntu alanina rastlanmistir (Fig. 2). Buluntu alanlarindan EPYA.25.01 kodu ile tanimlanmig
Cayli Hoytik'te; Erken Tung Cagr'na tarihlendigi diistiniilen ¢ok sayida ¢anak ¢comlek, tas alet ve yonga arug:
ile ayrica az miktarda dokumacilik aletleri bulunmustur. Cayli Hyiik; bolgenin jeolojik yapisinin yani sira
sosyal ve ekonomik yapisi icin 6nemli bir kaynak olan ve y6re halki tarafindan mermer olarak nitelendirilen
sart traverten dogal tas yataklari {izerinde konumlanmustir (Fig. 3). Ilgede yiiriitiilen nceki arastirmalarda
(Matthews & Glatz, 2009, s. 85) fark edilememis yerlesimin, en yogun oldugu yerde 1,5 m kiiltiir dolgusuna
sahip oldugu disiintilmektedir. Hoytiglin ana kayasi traverten dogal tas yatagidir ve traverten yataklari ova
seviyesinden yaklasik 10 m yiiksekte olup hoyiigiin bu yiikselti tizerinde konumlanmis olmasinin nedeni
cevreye hikimiyet avantaji olmalidir. Hoytigiin yaklasik 250 m batisinda konumlanan Eskipazar Cayi; sun-
dugu zengin su tirtinleri ve elverisli ekosistem sayesinde yerlesim sakinlerinin temel yasamsal gereksinimleri-
nin kargilanmasinda stratejik bir rol oynamis olmalidir (Fig. 2-3).
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Bolgenin Protohistorik Dénem karakteristik mimarisinin ahsap agirlikli olmast nedeniyle yerlesimlerde kat-
manlagma ve dolayistyla hoyiiklesme olusamamaktadir (Ozdogan, 2000, s. 323). Arazi topografyasinin ano-
malileri de kii¢iik hoytiklerin ve diiz yerlesmelerin dogal yiikseltilerden ayirt edilmesini zorlastirmakeadir. Bu
nedenle Anadolu’'nun diger bélgelerinde oldugu gibi nicelik agisindan hdyiik zenginligine bu bélgede rastlan-
mamaktadir. Yerlesimlerin bu sekilde sadece birka¢ katmandan olusmasi, diger bolgelerde kargilasilan héyiik-
lerin tipolojisine benzer olmamasi ve ayrica bu dénemlerde insan topluluklarinin gégebe olmalari (Caligkan
Akgiil, 2016, s. 11) gibi nedenler; bolgenin tarih dncesini ve protohistoryasint bir terra incognita haline
getirmistir (Efe ve ark., 2022, s. 4). Bu nedenle, bolgede bu donemlere ait yeni yerlesimlerin tespit edilmesi
onemli bir gelismedir. Anadolu Erken Tung¢ Cagy; yerel kiiltiirel kimliklerin korundugu, Mezopotamyadan
Balkanlar’a uzanan genis bir ticari etkilesimin yasandigt dinamik bir dsnemdir. Bu donem Anadolu'da ¢anak
comlek geleneklerine gore farkls kiiltiir bolgeleri ile tanimlanmugtir (Fidan ve ark., 2015, s. 68). Erken Tung
Cag1, Anadoluda sosyal agidan; basit kdy yerlesimlerinden anitsal yapilara ve kale-kent yapilarinin goriil-
diigii daha karmagik ve tabakalt bir toplum yapisina gegis siirecini temsil eder. Ozellikle Erken Tung Cag1 11
ile maden teknolojisindeki endiistriyel gelisim ve Erken Tung Cagt III bagindaki ¢dmlekei carki kullanimi;
bu donemi teknolojik ve ekonomik bir kirilma noktasi haline getirerek Anadolu’yu 6nemli tiretim ve ticaret
merkezlerinden biri konumuna tasimistir. Cayli Hoyiik arastirmalari; Bau Karadeniz 6zelinde, Anadolu
Erken Tung Cagt literatiirii iin yeni veriler sunmaktadir.

1500 m
A

Figiir 2
Cayl Hoyik ve Cevresindeki Protohistorik Yerlesimler (Qgis, 2025, E. Kalkan) /
Protohistoric Settlements in and around Cayli Hoyiik (Qgis, 2026, E. Kalkan)
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Figiir 3
Traverten Tag Yatagi Uzerinde Konumlanan Cayl Hoyik /| Cayli Hoyik Located upon a
Travertine Formation

Canak Gémlekler

Cayli Hoyiik ¢anak ¢omlekleri; kirmizi astarlt mallar (Fig. 4), kahve astarli mallar (Fig. 5), yalin mallar
(Fig. 5), koyu ytizlii (gri-siyah) mallar (Fig. 5) ve siyah agiz kenarli (black-topped) mallar (Fig. 5) olmak
tizere karakteristik bes mal grubuna ayrilmaktadir. Canak ¢émleklerin tamami el yapimidir. Bu bulun-
tular; kum, tagcik, mika, kire¢ ve kuvarstan olusan mineral katkili bir hamur yapisina sahiptir (Fig. 7).
Orneklerin neredeyse tamaminda kum, mika ve tasgiga rastlanmaktadir. Kuvars ve kire¢ nadiren kul-
lanilmis olup genellikle ince boyutlu tercih edilen minerallerin, ¢ok az oranda iri boyutlarda oldugu
goriilmektedir.

Genel olarak kum-tascik-mika kombinasyonundan olusan mineral katkinin; Anadolu Erken Tun¢ Cagt
canak ¢émlek geleneginde hamurun direncini artiran, perdahin yani sira yiizeye parlaklik estetik amaglt
tipik bir gelenegi yansittigi anlagilmaktadir. Katkilarin kullanim oranlari ve miktarlari ile ilgili detayls bil-
giler katalog kisminda agiklanmigtir. Hoyiik yiizeyinden toplanan ve tanimlanabilen pargalarin bigimleri
késeler, ¢dmlekler ve ¢anaklardan olugmaktadir. Bazt mal gruplarini 6rneklemek amaciyla, karakeeristik
bir bi¢imi yansitmayan govde parcalari kullanilmistir. En sik rastlanan bi¢im ise ¢omleklerdir.

Yalin mallar digindaki tiim mal gruplarinin neredeyse tamami 6zenle astarlanmis ve yogun sekilde perdah-
lanmugtir. Batt Anadolu'da siklikla rastlanilan kazima bezeme gelenegine Cayli Hoyiik'te rastlanmamaktadir.
Hoyitikteki bezemelerin tamami kabartma formundadir. Bu ozelligi ile Cayli, béolgenin diger yerlesimle-
riyle de benzerlik gostermektedir. Kabartma bezeme olarak en sik uygulanan tiir; Batt Karadeniz'in kiy:
kesimini karakterize eden Filyos geleneginin bezeme motifi olan, kabartma bant {izerine yapilmis parmak
baski bezemeleridir (Fig. 4.2,3,11; 5.1,7,11; 6.3). Bunun yanu sira farkl: tiirde kabartma bezemelerin de
(Fig. 5.8) kullanildigi goriilmektedir. Mal gruplart arasinda; ozellikle literatiirde Filyos Kiltiirti olarak
tanimlanan (Efe ve ark., 2022, s. 25) kirmizi astarli, yogun perdahli mallar ve yine literatiirde agiz kenari
karartilmis, dis yiizeyi kirmizi veya kahve astarli «siyah agiz kenarl» (black-topped) késeler (Fig. 6.1,2)
(Sar1, 2007, s. 647), hoytugiin bir Erken Tung Cags yerlesimi olduguna kuvvetle isaret etmektedir. Caylt
Hoyiik ¢anak ¢dmlek geleneginin benzerleri icin, bélgedeki protohistorik kiiltiirlerin yerel karakteristik
ozelliklerinin daha agir basmasi nedeniyle yalnizca Bati Karadeniz Bélgesi Erken Tung Cagr yerlesimleri
ile sinirlt bir kargilagtirma galismasi yapilmistir (bkz. katalog).
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Figiir 4
Kirmizi Astarl Canak Comlekler / Red Slip Ware

Cayli Hoylik mal gruplari ve bigimler agisindan Bau Karadeniz Bolgesi igerisinde en yakin benzerliklerin;
kiyt kesimde Zonguldak-Yassikaya, Inonii, Sofular, Dértinler Magaralari ile Dokiiktepe ve Tiirbetepe yer-
lesimleri ile kurulabildigi anlagilmaktadir. Bu yerlesim yerlerinin yani sira i¢ kesimde yer alan ve canak
comlek benzerligi goriilen diger yerlesimler; basta Eskipazar ve ¢evresinde yer alan Hadrianopolis Giiney
Nekropol Hoyiigii (Kalkan & Celikbas, 2022, s. 424), Yaziboy Hoyiik ve Kelemen Magarast ile Cankiri-
Salur Hoytik'tiir (Fig. 12). Cayl'nin ¢anak ¢dmlekleri arasindaki koyu yiizlii mal grubundan birka¢ parga-
nin da Kalkolitik Cag’a ait olabilecegi degerlendirilmekte (Ekmen, 2020, s. 52; Kader & Ekmen, 2024, s.
215), bu nedenle yerlesimin yalnizca Erken Tun¢ Cagda iskin edilmis olabilecegi yorumu genel gecerdir.
Yerlesimin hangi dénemlerde ne kadar siire iskan edildigi gibi arkeolojik sorunsallarin somut verilerle teyit
edilmesi veya genel olarak Bat Karadeniz Bélgesi'nin i¢ kesimlerinde literatiirce az bilinen hoyiik tipi yer-
lesimlerin kazilarla arastirilmasi gerekliligi dogrultusunda; Cayli Hoytik'te gergeklestirilecek gelecek donem
kazi ¢aligmalari oldukea 6zgiin ve nitelikli katkilar sunabilir.

Cayli Hoyiik Erken Tung Cagi ¢anak ¢omlek geleneginde gozlemlenen el yapimi, kirmizi astarli ve yogun
perdahli Filyos Kiltiirti ornekleri, yerlesimin bolgesel karakterini yansitmakeadir. Bunun yani sira siyah
ag1z kenarlt kaseler gibi karakeeristik parcalar, Bati ve I¢ Anadolu ile kurulan kiiltiirel etkilesim aglarina
isaret etmektedir. Ozellikle Bati Anadolu'da yaygin olan kazima bezeme geleneginin aksine, Cayli Hoyiik'te
kabartma bezemelerin tercih edilmesi ve katk: farkliliklari, Erken Tun¢ Caginda Bati Karadeniz bolgesinin
ozgiin kiiltiirel yapisini vurgulamakeadir. Buna kargin, Cayli veya Eskipazar 6zelinde tamamen izole ve dzgiin
bir kiiltiirel yapidan s6z etmek miimkiin degildir. Bat1 Karadeniz bolgesi, cografi olarak kiyr kesimi ve dag-
larin ardinda kalan i¢ kesim olmak tizere iki farkli kiiltiir bolgesine ayrilmaktadir (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2022,
s. 115). Konum itibariyle i¢ kesimi temsil eden Cayli Hoyiik ile kiy1 bolgesi arasinda, 6zellikle ¢canak ¢omlek
gelenekleri bakimindan benzerlikler ve farkliliklar saptanmustir. S6z konusu benzerlikler; kirmizi astarli ve
yogun perdahli mal grubunun baskinligs, kabartma bant tizerine parmak baski bezemenin sik kullanimi ve
siyah ag1z kenarli kaselerin her iki bélgede de tiretilmis olmasi olarak siralanabilir. Cayli Hoytik'te rastlan-
mamus olsa da ¢ok yakinindaki Giiney Nekropol Héytigiinde ilmek kulplara da rastlanmasi (Kalkan ve ark.,
2025, s. 22, Sek. 6) kiy1 ve i¢ kesim ¢anak ¢omlek geleneginin ortak bir diger 6zelligidir.
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Farkliliklar ise; Filyos ve Bat1 Anadolu geleneginde tipik olan gaga agizli testilere Cayl: ve ¢evresinde rastlan-
mamastdir. Bu durum gaga agizli kap geleneginin kiyiya 6zgii bir 6zellik olarak yorumlanabilir. Cayli Hoytik
verilerinin gimdilik yalnizca ylizey arastirmalarina dayanmasi, ilk gozlemlere gore yerlesimin Erken Tung
Cagy igerisinde tek evreli ve kisa siireli bir iskdna sahip oldugunu diisiindiirmektedir. Bazi parcalarin daha
erken dénemlere isaret etme potansiyeli bulunsa da yerlesimin kronolojik evrelerine dair kesin bir saptama
icin arkeolojik kazi ¢aligmast yapilmast bu konu hakkinda daha saglikli bilgiler ortaya koyacakur. Mevcut
veriler 15181nda, yerlesimin Erken Tung Cagr'nda iskin edildigi yoniindeki degerlendirme heniiz genel gecer
goriisii temsil etmektedir.
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Figiir 5
Kahve Astarli Canak Cémlekler / Brown Slip Ware
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Figiir 6
Siyah Agiz Kenarli Kaseler, Koyu Yiizli ve Yalin Canak Comlekler / Black-
Topped Bowls, Dark-Faced and Plain Wares
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Kahve Astarli Kirmizi Astarli Koyu Yuzli Siyah A§iz Kenarli  Yalin Mallar

Figiir 7
Mal Gruplarina Gére Mikroskobik Kesitleri / Microscopic Sections According to Ware Group

Dokuma Aletleri

Yazili kaynaklarin bulunmadigi dénemlerde dokumacilik ekonomisinin mevcudiyeti; arkeolojik aragtirma-
larda tespit edilen agirsaklar ve genellikle hayvan kemiklerinden iiretilen biz vb. buluntular ile kanitlanmak-
tadir (Martensson ve ark., 2009, s. 373). Protohistorik donemlerde dokumaciligin giindelik yasamin rutin
bir parcasi oldugu ve konutlarin mutlaka bir bélimiiniin islik mahiyetinde dokuma tiretimine ayrildig;,
mekan analizleri araciligiyla anlagilmaktadir (Abay, 2014, s. 176).

S6z konusu iiretim ekonomisinin aragsal bilesenlerinin 6nemli bir pargasini agirsaklar temsil eder. Iplik, lifin
egirme yontemiyle islenmesi neticesinde elde edilmektedir. Iplige dogru biikiimii kazandirmak i¢in kullani-
lan temel gereglerden biri, tas veya pismis topraktan tretilen agirsaklardir. Dokumacilik faaliyetinin temel
araglarindan olan agirsak, merkezindeki delikten ig cubuguna gegirilerek ipligin diisey diizlemde diizenli bir
bi¢cimde donmesini saglamaktadir (Barber, 1991, s. 43). Biz ise genellikle biiyiik veya kii¢iikbas hayvanlarin
tarak veya dirsek gibi uzun kemiklerinin eklem kisimlarinin tutamak, govde kisimlarinin ise agindirilarak
sivriltilmesiyle elde edilen; deri isleme, tekstil tiretimi veya sepetgilik gibi faaliyetlerde delme, dikme ve bir-
lestirme iglemlerinde kullanilan fonksiyonel bir el aleti olarak tanimlanmaktadir.

0 5cm 0 5cm

Figiir 8
Cayli Hoyiik Dokumacilik Aletleri (solda: agirsak = sagda: kemik biz) / Caylt Héyiik Weaving Tools (left: spindle whorl = right:

bone awl)

Cayli Hoyiik'te heniiz sistematik bir kazi caligmasi yiirtitiilmemis olmasina karsin yiizey arastirmalart
sirasinda tespit edilen bir agirsak ve kemik biz (Fig. 8), yerlesimin sosyo-ekonomik yapisint anlamak baki-
mindan 6neme sahiptir. S6z konusu agirsak, cift konik bicimli olup; 40 gr agirliginda, 3,9 cm capinda
ve 0,6 cm delik ¢apina sahiptir. Dokumacilik faaliyetlerinde tiretilecek ipligin inceligi tizerinde agirsagin
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agirligr ve delik capi belirleyici 6zelliklerdir. Deneysel ¢alismalara dayanan hesaplamalar (Martensson ve
ark., 2009, s. 374), 40 gr agirhgindaki bu agirsagin 0,3-0,8 cm araliginda kalinliga sahip iplik egirme
kapasitesinde oldugunu gostermektedir. Bu veri, yerlesimde orta-ince nitelikte iplik tiretiminin gergekles-
tirildigine isaret etmektedir.

Anadoluda Neolitik Cag'da ve 6ncesinde dokuma hammaddesi olarak kullanilan ketenin yani sira, Erken
Tung¢ Cagi'nda koyun yiiniiniin de hammadde olarak siirece dahil olmasi, iiretim hacminde kayda deger
bir aruga yol agmustir (Fazlioglu, 2001, s. 3). Cayli agirsaginin bezemesiz olusu ve ¢ift konik ya da hafif
basik kiiresel formu, kronolojik olarak Erken Tung¢ Caginin erken safhalarini desteklemektedir. Benzer
nitelikteki yalin agirsaklarin Yassikayada da tespit edilmis olmasi (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021, s. 65), Filyos
kiileiirii dahilindeki kiyr ve daglik i¢ kesimler arasinda bu dénemde benzer ekonomik modellerin varligina
isaret etmektedir. Tarihleme agisindan, ¢ift konik agirsaklara Bat1 Anadoluda sikea rastlanmasina ragmen,
dokuma araclarinin ganak ¢omleklere kiyasla daha az karakteristik donem ozelligi tasidigi bilinmektedir.
Ayrica Bau Karadeniz bolgesinde dokuma aletlerine, ¢anak ¢omlek veya yontma tas buluntulara oranla
daha nadir rastlanmaktadir. Bu baglamda, canak ¢émlek gelenegi referans alinarak tarihlendirilen Cayli
Hoyiik Erken Tun¢ Cagr dokumacilik aletleri, yerlesimin ve bolgenin sosyo-ekonomik statiisii hakkinda
onemli bilgiler sunmaktadir.

Yontma Taslar

Cayli Hoyiik yontma tas buluntulari ve tiretim siireci sonrasi a¢iga ¢ikan yonga artiklarr, hammadde
kullaniminin temel olarak cakmakrtast ve obsidiyen odakli oldugunu gostermektedir. Eskipazar ilcesi
genelinde yiirtitiilen yontma tas aragtirmalari kapsaminda; bolgenin Paleojen, Neojen ve Kuvaterner
donemlerine ait gesitli jeolojik formasyonlar ile volkanik ve karstik olusumlara sahip oldugu sap-
tanmistir (Kalkan & Sevindik, 2025, s. 196). Bolge genelinde tespit edilen yontma tag buluntularin
hammadde analizleri, ¢akmaktaginin en baskin grubu olusturdugunu ortaya koymaktadir. Kalsedon
ve kuvarsitin diisitk oranlarda temsil edildigi bolge koleksiyonunda, obsidiyen hammaddeye de rastlan-
maktadir. Yerel cakmaktasi hammaddesinin muhtemelen kireg tasi (kalker) kayaglar: icerisinde lokalize
oldugu disiniilmektedir.

Teknolojik gozlemler isiginda, buluntularin énemli bir béliimiinii olusturan ¢akmaktagi hammaddesinin
tabular tipte oldugu saptanmustr. Cayli Hoyiik ve Batt Karadenizdeki diger erken dénem yerlesimlerin-
den elde edilen obsidiyen 6rneklerine yonelik kapsamli arkeometrik analizlerin hentiz gerceklestirilmemis
olmasi (Caligkan Akgiil ve ark., 2023, s. 10), potansiyel hammadde kaynaklarinin lokasyonu hakkinda kesin
bilgi edinilmesini simdilik kisitlamaktadir. Bu arkeolojik sorunsalin ¢éziimlenmesi amaciyla, Cayli Hoyiik
obsidiyenlerini de kapsayan, Eskipazar Protohistorik donem yerlesimlerinde bulunan obsidiyenlerin analiz
edilecegi yeni bir arkeometrik analiz projesi baglatilmistir.

Cayli Hoytik ylizeyinden toplanan cakmaktagi kokenli orak bigagt (Fig. 9), delici ve yan kaziyici gibi tam alet
formlari ile kirik ug ve dilgi pargalari (Fig. 11), yerlesimin protohistorik ddnem tekno-tipolojik 6zelliklerinin
anlagilmasi bakimindan 6nemli bulgulardir. Obsidiyen hammaddeli tam bir alete rastlanmamakla birlikte,
ele gecen yonga aruklart (Fig. 10), kdken arastirmalari neticesinde saptanacak olan bolgeler arasi etkilesim
modellerinin analizi agisindan 6nem arz etmektedir.

Buluntular arasinda yer alan tam aletlerden orak bigaginin (Fig. 9) hammaddesi; yiiksek kaliteli, yart saydam
ve bal rengi tonlarinda ¢akmaktasindan olugsmakreadir. Genellikle diizenli yonga ve dilgi tiretimine elverigli
nodiillerden elde edilen bu hammadde kaynaginin, yiizey aragtirmalart sirasinda Eskipazardaki Kimistene
Antik Kenti ¢evresinde konumlandig tespit edilmistir. Uretim yontemi dilgi teknolojisine isaret etmektedir.
Dorsal yiizeydeki birbirine paralel sirtlar, parganin ¢ekirdekten basing veya dolayli vurus teknigiyle diizenli
bir sekilde gikarildigini gostermektedir. Incelenen 6rnek bir dilginin medial bsliimii olup; proksimal ve
distal kisimlari tahribata maruz kalarak kirilmigtir. Kesitte gézlemlenen hafif icbiikeylik, biiyiik ¢ekirdekler-
den elde edilen dilgilerin karakeeristik bir 6zelligidir. Her iki kenarda da ince ve diizenli rétuslar mevcuttur.
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Ozellikle dorsal bakisa gore sag kenarda daha belirgin, disli veya yart dik bir rétus dizisi saptanmustir. Alet
tizerinde heniiz kullanim izi analizi ger¢eklestirilmemis olsa da yogun silika parlakligi, parcanin orak bicag:
olarak iglev gérmiis olma olasiligini giiglendirmektedir.

Cakmaktagi kokenli bir diger tam alet formu ise bir delicidir (Fig. 11.1). Ug kismina dogru birlesen kenar-
lardaki yari dik rotuslar, bu parcanin delme veya kazima islemlerinde kullanildigina delalet etmektedir.
Diger bir alet, genis ve nispeten kalin bir yonga tizerine sekillendirilmis yan kaziyicidir (Fig. 11.2). Dorsal
yiizeydeki genis yonga negatifleri ve kenar boyunca devam eden istikrarli rotus dizisi, aletin aktif kullanimina
ve muhtemelen birka¢ kez yeniden keskinlestirildigine isaret etmektedir. Cayli Hoyiik ¢akmaktasi
buluntularinin gri, beyaz (patinali), kahverengi/bal rengi ve opak renk varyasyonlar: sergilemesi, yerlesim
cevresindeki hammadde kaynaklarinin ¢esitliligini ve zenginligini ortaya koymaktadir (Kalkan & Sevindik,
2025, s. 196) (Fig. 11.3).

Cayli Hoyiik obsidiyen buluntulari, cakmaktagt 6rneklerin aksine tam aletlerden ziyade, dogrudan tiretim
sirecine isaret eden yonga artiklarindan olusmakreadir (Fig. 10). Yerlesimin obsidiyen toplulugu igerisinde,
literatiirde titkenmis ¢ekirdek olarak tanimlanan parcalar ile yogun tiretim aruklari dikkat ¢ekmekeedir.
Cekirdek yiizeylerindeki negatif izler, bu ¢ekirdeklerden sistematik bir bigimde mikro-dilgi ve kii¢iik dl¢ekli
yongalarin elde edildigini belgelemektedir. Mevcut veriler, obsidiyenin yerlesime yalnizca bitmis tiriin olarak
ithal edilmedigini; aksine hammaddenin yumru veya 6nceden hazirlanmis ¢ekirdek biciminde tedarik edile-
rek in situ islendigini kanitlamakeadir (Muskara & Konak, 2023, s. 35).

Obsidiyen buluntular iizerinde yiirtitiilmekte olan arkeometrik analizler sonucunda elde edilecek veriler,
Eskipazar'in Protohistorik dénemdeki hammadde tedarik organizasyonuna isik tutacakur. Bu sonuglar neti-
cesinde, obsidiyenin Dogu Anadolu veya Volkanik Kapadokya gibi uzak kaynaklara mi, yoksa Galatia gibi
yerel kaynaklara mi ait oldugu veya daha karmagik bir bolgesel ticaret organizasyonunun pargast olup olma-
dig1 saptanabilecektir (Diiring & Gratuze, 2013, s. 175).
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Figiir 9
Cayl Hoyiik Cakmaktagi Aleti / Cayl Hoyiik Flint Tool
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Figiir 10 )
Cayl Hayik Obsidiyen Uretim Artiklari / Obsidian Debitages from Cayli Hoyiik

3

Figiir 11
Cayl Hoytk Cakmaktagi Aletleri ve Yonga Artiklari / Flint Tools and
Flake Debitages from Cayl Héytik
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Bati Karadeniz Bolgesi Erken Tung Cag Yerlesimleri Haritasi / Early Bronze Age Sites Map in Western Black Sea Region
(Qgis, 2026, E. Kalkan)

Degerlendirme ve Sonug

Bat1 Karadeniz Bélgesi’'nin kiy1 ve i¢ kesimlerinde, jeomorfolojik kosullarin belirleyici etkisiyle sekillenen iki
farkls yerlesim modeli goriilmekeedir. Kiyr hattina paralel uzanan siradaglar, bélgenin iklimsel karakterini ve
sosyo-ekonomik dokusunu dogrudan etkileyen bir bariyer niteligindedir. Bu sarp ve zorlu cografyada, yerlesik
topluluklar dogal olusumlart bartnma amaciyla kullanmislardir. Ozellikle kiyr kusaginda gézlemlenen magara
tipi yerlesimler, daglik yapinin sundugu korunakli barinma olanaklarinin bir sonucu olarak, bolgedeki sosyal
yasamin fiziksel ¢evreyle kurdugu etkilesimin bir yansimasidir. Magara yerlesimlerinin yani sira ozellikle i¢
kesimlerde héyiikler daha sik karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Eskipazarda gerceklestirilen giincel yiizey aragtirmalari
sonucunda tespit edilen Caylt Hoyiik, bélgedeki hoyiik tipi yerlesimlerin niceligi agistndan 6neme sahiptir.

Filyos Kiiltiirivniin Dogu Trakyadan Bat Karadeniz'e uzanan genis bir cografyada gosterdigi yaygin etki,
teknolojik ve estetik bir ortakliga isaret etse de kiy1 ve i¢ kesimler arasindaki bi¢cim farkliliklar: kiiltiirel ortak
degerlerin olusmus olmasina karsin, alt bélgelerde sosyo-ekonomik farkliliklar oldugunu ortaya koymak-
tadir. Canak ¢omlek gelenegi agisindan bakildiginda gaga agizli testilerin i¢ kesimlerde goriilmemesi veya
i¢ kesimde kazima bezemeye hi¢ rastlanmazken, sadece kabartma bezemeli kaplar kullanilmis olmast gibi
karakeeristik 6zellikler, kiyr kesiminin deniz yoluyla Troya gibi Batt Anadolu kiiltiirleri ile etkin bir kiiltiirel
iligkisinin olduguna isaret etmektedir. Buna kargin daglik i¢ kesimlerin kendi kapali ekonomileri ve gelenek-
sel kullanim aligkanliklarint korumasi, Filyos Kiiltiirii catsi altinda alt bolge kimliklerinin de korunduguna,
cografi sinirlar nedeniyle ticari ve kiiltiirel iligkilerin nispeten daha az oldugu bolgeler ile etkilesimin de sinirls
olduguna isaret etmektedir.

Yerlesimin sosyo-ekonomik yapisina dair somut veriler ise dokumacilik ve yontma tas endiistrisinde karsi-
miza gikmaktadir. Bulunan ¢ift konik agirsak ve kemik biz, yerlesimde deri/tekstil tireticiliginin yapildigin
kanitlamaktadir. Yontma tas buluntulari arasinda ¢akmaktagi kullanimimnin baskinligi goriilmekle birlikee,
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az oranda rastlanan obsidiyen yonga artiklari da vardir. Sonug olarak Cayli Hoyiik, Batt Karadeniz'in heniiz
tam olarak aydinlatilamamis olan Erken Tung Cagt kronolojisi i¢in yeni bir anahtar yerlesimi temsil etmek-
tedir. Hoyiikten elde edilen veriler, i¢ kesimlerde yer alan ¢evre yerlesimler ile ¢ok sayida benzer ozellikler
yansttirken, kiy1 kesimde yer alan Yassikaya ve Inonii Magaralar gibi merkezlerle kurulan teknolojik ve tipo-
lojik benzerlikler 1s1g1nda, bélgenin Protohistorik donemdeki yerlesim modellerinin anlagilmasina katk: sag-
layabilir. Gelecekte yapilacak olan olast kazi ¢alismalari, Cayli Hoytik iin Filyos Kiiltiirii icerisindeki roliiniin
daha net anlagilmasi i¢in, Bati Karadeniz ozelinde ve Anadolu genelinde Erken Tun¢ Cagi aragtirmalart
adina 6nemli bir katk: sunabilir. Yerlesimde tespit edilen obsidiyenler gibi bircok materyal kiiltiir tizerinde
ylriitiilecek arkeometrik analizler bolgeler arast ticaret basta olmak tizere birgok 6nemli arkeolojik sorunsala
cevap tiretebilecekir.

Katalog

Figiir 4": Kirmizi Astarli Canak Cémlekler
Figiir 4.1: h: 6zli-okunamiyor; da: 10R 4/4 weak red; ia: 10R 4/4 weak red; bi: kase; k: kum: yogun-ince,

tas¢ik: orta-ince, mika: az-ince; kireg: az-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: orta-yatay-diizensiz perdah; é: gri; 6z: i¢-dis
astar kalin bir katman halindedir, i¢ yiizde perdah daha azdur, dis ylizde nemli sivazlama izleri gorillmektedir;
ag: 15cm, y: 4,4cm; ben: Yassikaya ve [nonii Magaralari, Dokiiktepe ve Tiirbetepe yerlesimleri ile Salur,
Yaziboy ve Giiney Nekropol Hoyiikleri Erken Tun¢ Cag yogun perdahli, kirmizi astarli mallari ile hamur,
astar ve bigim agisindan benzer (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021, s. 76, Figiir 18.f; Figiir 20.g; Matthews & Glatz,
2009, s. 89, Fig. 3.29; Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021, s. 83, 806, Figiir 18.f, 22. f-g; Kalkan ve ark., 2025, s. 22,

Sekil 6).

Figiir 4.2: h: 5YR5/2 reddish gray; da: 10R 4/3 weak red; ia: 10R 4/3 weak red; bi: ¢dmlek; k: kum: yogun-
ince, kum: az-iri, tascik: az-orta, mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimy; p: yok; 6: siyah; 6z: astar ¢ok ince ve 6zensiz
oldugu icin yer yer dokiilmiis, hamur 6zlii oldugu i¢in renk okunamamaliyken astarin dokiildiigii yerlerden
okunabiliyor; dista agza bitisik yatay, kabartma zincir bezemesi var. a¢: 16cm, y: 3,7cm; ben: Yassikaya ve
Dértinler Magaralari ile Yaziboy Hoytigti Erken Tung Cag ¢anak ¢dmleklerinde goriilen kabartma bant tize-
rinde parmak baski bezeme gelenegi ile benzer (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021, s. 71, 76, Figiir 10.d-e, Figiir 3.¢;

Matthews, 2007, s. 31, Fig. 11).

Figiir 4.3 (Kirmiz1 Astarly): h: 6zli-okunamiyor; da: 10R 4/2 weak red; ia: 10R 4/2 weak red; bi: ¢émlek;
k: kum: yogun-ince, tas¢ik: orta-iri, mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: dis yiizde: yok; i¢ yiizde: yatay-yogun-
ozenli; 6: siyah; 6z: dis yiizde agza bitisik yatay, kalin bir kabartma zincir bezemesi var; ag: 25cm, y: 2,7cm;
ben: Yassikaya ve Dértinler Magaralari ile Yaziboy ve Salur Hoyiik Erken Tung Cag parcalarinin yatay,
kabartma bant {izerinde parmak baski bezeme gelenegi ile benzer (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021, s. 71, 76, Figiir

10.¢, Figiir 3.d; Matthews & Glatz, 2009, s. 86, Fig. 3.18, Fig. 3.29).

Figiir 4.4 (Kirmizi1 Astarli): h: 7.5YR 6/3 light brown; da: 10R 6/3 pale red; ia: 2.5YR 6/3 light reddish
brown; bi: ¢comlek; k: kum: yogun-ince, mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: az-diizensiz; 6: alacalanmis 6z (gri
ve devetiiyil); 6z: perdah dis ylizde govdeye gegiste belli belirsiz var, 6z alacalanmug olsa da rengi okunabilir;
ag: 24cm, y: 2,8cm.

Figiir 4.5: h: 6zlii-okunamiyor; da: 10R 3/3 dusky red; ia: 10R 3/3 dusky red; bi: ¢comlek; k: kum: yogun-
ince, tascik: az-iri, mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: yogun-diizenli; &: 6zsiiz; 6z: astarlari kalin tabaka halinde,
her iki ylizeyde de esit kalinligin yakalanmis olmasi ve diger 6zellikleri ile ¢ok 6zenli bir {iretime isaret ediyor;
ag: 20cm, y: 4,3cm; ben: Sofular Magarast Erken Tung Cag yogun perdahli, kirmizi astarli mallari ile astar
ve bigim benzer (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021, s. 86, Figiir 22.g).

' h: hamur — da: dis astar — ia: i¢ astar — bi: bigim — k: katki — ii: {iretim — p: perdah — &: 6z — 6z: 6zellik — ag: agiz cap1 — h: yiikseklik

—en: en — ben: benzerleri (Munsell 2009 revision version).



BATI KARADENIZ'DE YENI KESFEDILEN BIR ERKEN TUNC CAG YERLESIMI: CAYLI HOYUK 39

Figiir 4.6: h: 2.5YR 2.5/1 reddish black; da: 2.5YR 2.5/1 reddish black; ia: 2.5YR 2.5/1 reddish black; bi:
comlek; k: kum: yogun-iri, tascik: az-ince, mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: yogun-diizenli; 6: 6zsiiz; z: ince
astar katmani olmasina ragmen 6zenli is¢ilik var; ag: 24cm, y: 4,2cm; ben: Sofular Magarasi Erken Tung Cag
yogun perdahli, kirmizi astarli mallari ile doku ve bi¢im benzer (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021, s. 86, Figiir 22.f).

Figiir 4.7: h: 10R 3/1 dark reddish gray; da: 10R 3/1 dark reddish gray; ia: 10R 3/1 dark reddish gray; bi:
comlek; k: kum: orta-ince, tasgik: az-ince; mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: az-diizenli; 6: ozsiiz; ag: 20cm,
y: 4,7cm; ben: Sofular Magarasi Erken Tung Cag yogun perdahli, kirmizi astarli mallari ile doku ve bi¢im

benzer (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021, s. 86, Figiir 22.f).

Figiir 4.8: h: 5YR 4/2 dark reddish gray; da: 5YR 4/2 dark reddish gray; ia: 5YR 4/2 dark reddish gray;
bi: ¢omlek; k: kum: yogun-ince, kum: az-iri, tascik: az-ince, mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimy; p: dis ylizde:
az-diizensiz; i¢ ylizde: yogun-diizenli; 6: alacalanmis 6z (kahve ve siyah); 6z: 6z alacalanmis olsa da rengi
okunabilir, astar katmanlari kalin ve 6zenli iscilik; ag: 16cm, y: 4,8cm.

Figiir 4.9: h: 6zlii-okunamiyor; da: 2.5YR 3/2 dusky red; ia: 2.5YR 3/2 dusky red; bi: kise; k: kum: yogun-
ince, taggik: az-ince, mika: yogun-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: yogun-diizenli; 6: siyah; 6z: astarlari kalin tabaka
halinde, 6zenli tiretim, 1s1 degisimine bagli alacalanma var; ag: 10cm, y: 3,4cm; ben: [noni Magarasi Erken

Tung Cag parcalarinin hamur ve astar 6zellikleri ile benzer (Ekmen, 2021, s. 86, Fotograf 8: 2).

Figiir 4.10: h: 6zli-okunamiyor; da: 10R 3/3 dusky red; ia: 10R 3/3 dusky red; bi: kase; k: tagcik: orta-
ince; mika: az-ince, kum: az-iri; ii: el yapimi; p: yogun-diizenli; 6: siyah; 6z: i astar disa gore daha kalin bir
katmana sahip, distaki ince astar yer yer dokiilmiis; ag: alinamadi, y: 2,3cm.

Figiir 4.11: h: 2.5Y 5/1 gray; da: 10R 5/8 red; ia: yok; bi: ¢dmlek; k: kum: yogun-orta, tag¢tk: yogun-orta,
kuvarz: ¢ok az-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: yok; 6: 6zsiiz; 6z: astar belli belirsiz stirilmiis, ¢ok ince, 6zensiz iscilikte
tiretim, dis ylizde agiz alunda yatay-kabartma bant iizerinde parmak baski bezemesi var, ylizey aginmast
nedeniyle bezeme kabartmast incelmis; ag: 30cm, y: 2,6cm.

Figiir 4.12: h: 6zli-okunamiyor; da: 10R 3/3 dusky red; ia: 10R 3/3 dusky red; bi: ¢dmlek; k: kum: az-iri,

tascik: az-ince, mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: dis ylizde: az-diizensiz; i¢ ylizde: yogun-diizenli; o: siyah; ag:
alnamads, y: 2,6cm.

Figiir 5: Kahve Astarli Canak Cémlekler

Figiir 5.1: h: 10r 3/3 dusky red; da: 10r 3/1 dark reddish gray; ia: 10r 3/2 dusky red; bi: ¢dmlek; k: kum:
yogun-ince, tascik: az-orta, mika: yogun-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: dis yiizde: yok, i¢ yiizde yogun-ozenli; 6:
ozstiz; 6z: dis ylizde perdah yok, i¢ yiizde yogun var-dis yiizde yatay kabartma zincir bezemeli; a¢: alinamadi,
y: 3,8cm; ben: Yassikaya ve Dortinler Magaralari ile Yaziboy ve Salur Héyiik Erken Tun¢ Cag parcalarinin
yatay, kabartma bant tizerinde parmak baski bezeme gelenegi ile benzer (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021, s. 71, 76,
Figiir 10.e, Figiir 3.d; Matthews & Glatz, 2009, s. 86, Fig. 3.18, Fig. 3.29).

Figiir 5.2: h: 2.5YR 5/3 reddish brown; da: 2.5YR 5/3 reddish brown; ia: 2.5YR 5/3 reddish brown; bi:
comlek; k: kum: yogun-ince, tagcik: az-orta, mika: az-iri; iz el yapimy; p: sadece i¢ yiizde yatay-az-diizensiz;
6: Ozsiiz; 6z: astar katmani ¢ok ince, yiiksek isida pisirilmis, siki bir hamur dokusuna sahip; a¢: 20cm, y:
2,1cm.

Figiir 5.3: h: 6zlii-okunamiyor; da: 7.5YR 5/3 brown; ia: 2.5YR 3/3 dark reddish brown; bi: ¢omlek; k:

kum: yogun-ince, tascik: az-ince; mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimy; p: yogun ve diizenli; 6: gri; ag: 20cm, y: 4,4cm.
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Figiir 5.4: h: 5YR 5/1 gray; da: 7.5YR 6/1 gray; ia: 7.5YR 6/1 gray; bi: ¢dmlek; k: kum: yogun-ince, tascik:
az-ince; mika: yogun-ince, kuvarz: az-ince; ii: el yapimy; p: az ve diizenli; 6: 6zsiiz; 6z: astar katmani kalin
ama yer yer dokiilmiis; ag: 40cm, y: 4,8cm.

Figiir 5.5: h: 6zlti-okunamiyor; da: 5YR3/2 dark reddish brown; ia: 5YR 3/2 dark reddish brown; bi: kase;
k: kum: yogun-ince, tascik: az-ince; tasgik: ok az-iri; mika: yogun-ince; ii: el yapimy; p: yogun ve diizenli;
6: siyah; ag: 18cm, y: 2,8cm; ben: Inonii Magarast Erken Tung Cagi yogun perdahli, kirmizi astarli mallart
ile benzer (Ekmen, 2021, s. 85, Fotograf 6).

Figiir 5.6: h: 6zli-okunamiyor; da: 5YR 5/3 reddish brown; ia: 5YR 5/3 reddish brown; bi: kase; k: kum:
yogun-ince, mika: az-ince, kuvarz: ¢ok az-ince; ii: el yapimy; p: i¢-dis yiizde yogun ve diizenli; 6: siyah; 6z:
kahve astarli olmasina kargin alacalanma nedeniyle astar yer yer kirmiziya donmiis, pisirimde 1sinin kontrol
altinda olmamasi alacalanma gibi 6ze de yansimis; ag: alinamadi, y: 3,4cm.

Figiir 5.7: h: 2.5Y 5/2 grayish brown; da: 5YR 5/3 reddish brown; ia: 5YR 5/3 reddish brown; bi: ¢émlek;
k: kum: yogun-iri, tascik: orta-iri, mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: yok; 6: dzsiiz; 6z: dis ylizde agiz alunda
kalin, yatay, zincir bezemeli; ag: alinamads, y: 3,5cm.

Figiir 5.8: h: 10R 2.5/1 reddish black; da: 2.5YR 4/4 reddish brown; ia: 10R 2.5/1 reddish black; bi: rbbw
govde pargasi; k: kum: yogun-ince, tascik: az-orta, mika: yogun-ince; ii: el yapimy; p: dis yiizde: yogun-
ozenli, i¢ ylizde yatay-orta-diizensiz; 6: ozsiiz; 6z: i¢ astar katmani ince, dis astar kalin ve 6zenli, kirik-iki
adet-kabartma bezemeli; y: 6cm, en: 3,1cm; ben: Yaziboy Héytigii Erken Tung Cag ¢anak ¢émleklerinde
goriilen yatay 151n motifli kabartma bezeme gelenegi ile benzer (Matthews, 2007, s. 31, Fig. 10).

Figiir 5.9: h: ozlii-okunamiyor; da: 7.5YR 5/3 brown; ia: 7.5YR 5/3 brown; bi: ¢dmlek; k: kum: yogun-
ince, tascik: az-ince; mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: dis yiizde az ve diizenli, i¢ ylizde yok; 6: siyah; 6z: kaba
bir tiretim, astar katmant ince ve yer yer dokiilmiis, a¢: 8cm, y: 3,8cm.

Figiir 5.10: h: 6zli-okunamiyor; da: 7.5YR 6/2 pinkish gray; ia: 7.5YR 6/2 pinkish gray; bi: canak; k: kum:
yogun-ince, tascik: az-ince, mika: yogun-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: i¢ ylizde: yok; dis yiizde: az-yatay-diizensiz; 6:
siyah; a¢: alinamadi, y: 3,5cm.

Figiir 5.11: h: 6zlii-okunamiyor; da: 5YR 5/4 reddish brown; ia: 2.5YR 5/4 reddish brown; bi: bezemeli
govde parcast; k: kum: yogun-ince, tascik: orta-ince, mika: yogun-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: dis yiizde: yatay-
yogun-diizenli, i¢ ylizde: yok; &: siyah; 6z: dis yiizde yatay kabartma zincir bezemeli, islenmemis, kaba
i¢ yiizeyde bitkisel katki izleri meveut; y: 4,7cm, en: 3,6cm; ben: Inonii Magarasi ve Giiney Nekropol

Hoyiik Erken Tung Cag parcalarinin yatay, kabartma bant tizerinde parmak baski bezeme gelenegi ile benzer
(Ekmen, 2021, s. 98, Sekil 8.1-4; Kalkan ve ark., 2025, s. 22, Sekil 6).

Figiir 6: Siyah Agiz Kenarli Kaseler, Koyu Yiizlii ve Yalin Canak Cémlekler
Figiir 6.1 (siyah agiz kenarli kése): h: 2.5y 2.5/1 black; da: Syr 5/3 reddish brown; ia: 2.5y 2.5/1 black; bi:

black-topped kase; k: tasgik: yogun-orta, kum: yogun-iri, mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimy;

p: yok; &: ozsiiz; 6z: karakteristik black-topped kése olarak dis yiizde kahve ve siyah astar yar1 yariya; ag:
20cm, y: 3.2cm; ben: Inonii ve Kelemen Magaralar ile Giiney Nekropol Hoyiik Erken Tung Cag kaselerinin
astar, karakeeristik pisirim 6zelligi ve bigimleri ile benzer (Ekmen, 2021, s. 86, Fotograf 9: 3; Ekmen ve ark.,
2021, s. 45, res.12-1; Kalkan ve ark., 2025, s. 22, Sekil 5).

Figiir 6.2 (siyah agiz kenarli kise): h: 2.5y 2.5/1 black; da: 5yr 5/4 reddish brown; ia: 2.5y 2.5/1 black;
bi: siyah agiz kenarli kise; k: kum: yogun-ince, tascik: az-ince, mika: az-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: i¢-dis yiizde
yogun-Ozenli; 6: Ozsiiz; 6z: karakteristik siyah agiz kenarli kise olarak i¢ yiiz ve agiz {izeri siyah, dis ytizde
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kahve astar. Tahrip olmus bir kulpu var. Muhtemelen cift tarafliydi; ag: alinamadi, y: 3,4cm; ben: [nonii
Magarasi ve Giiney Nekropol Hoytigii Erken Tung Cag kaselerinin kulp, astar, karakeeristik pisirim ozelligi
ve bicimleri ile benzer (Ekmen, 2021, s. 86, Fotograf 9: 3; Karauguz & Diiring, 2009, s. 154, fig. 2.7; Geng,
2008, s. 126, 3a; Ekmen ve ark., 2021, s. 45, res.12-1; Kalkan ve ark., 2025, s. 22, Sekil 6).

Figiir 6.3 (koyu yiizlii): h: 2.5Y 5/1 gray; da: 2.5Y 4/1 gray; ia: 2.5Y 4/1 gray; bi: kése; k: kum: yogun-
ince, tascik: az-orta, mika: yogun-ince; ii: el yapimy; p: dis ylizde: yok, i¢ ylizde yogun-6zenli; 6: 6zsiiz; 6z:
dis yiizde astar ve perdah yok, i¢ yiizde var-dudak altinda yatay kabartma bant iizerinde parmak bask1 beze-
meli; ag: alinamadi, y: 4cm; ben: Yassikaya ve Sofular Magarast ve Yaziboy Hoytigii Erken Tung Cag canak
comleklerinde goriilen kabartma bant tizerinde parmak baski bezeme gelenegi ile benzer (Ekmen & Ekmen,

2021, s. 76, Figtir 10.d-e; Matthews, 2007, s. 31, Fig. 11).

Figiir 6.4 (koyu yiizlii): h: 10YR 2/1 black; da: 10YR 2/1 black; ia: 10YR 2/1 black; bi: ¢omlek; k: kireg:

yogun-ince, mika: yogun-ince, tagcik: az-ince; ii: el yapimi; p: ok az-yatay; 6: ozsiiz; 6z: yiiksek 1sida pisiril-
mis, siki bir ylizey dokusuna sahip, i¢ ylizey disa gore daha 6zenli perdahlanmig; ag: 12cm, y: 2,2cm.

Figiir 6.5 (yalin): h: 7.5YR 5/1 gray; da: yok; ia: yok; bi: gévde parcasi; k: kum: yogun-ince, tascik: az-ince,

mika: az-orta; ii: el yapimi; p: yok; 6: dzsiiz; 6z: yok.

Figiir 6.6 (yalin): h: 7.5yr 5/1 gray; da: yok; ia: yok; bi: gévde parcasi; k: kum: yogun-ince, tascik: az-ince,
mika: az-orta; ii: el yapimy; p: yok; 6: ozsiiz; 6z: yok.
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Extended Abstract

ANEWLY DISCOVERED EARLY BRONZE AGE SETTLEMENT
IN THE WESTERN BLACK SEA REGION: CAYLI HOYUK

Karabiik, and Zonguldak, has been a subject of study since the 1950s (Gékoglu, 1950). Despite

this long history, the prehistory and protohistory of the region remain a terra incognita due to the
difficulty of identifying flat settlements that lack the typical mounded typology of other regions (Efe ve ark.,
2022, s. 4). The Eskipazar Protohistoric Period Survey (EPYA), initiated in 2024, aims to address this gap
by focusing specifically on the protohistoric periods of the Eskipazar district using an intensive methodology
(Kalkan & Sevindik, 2025, s. 196). The primary objective of this research is to identify new settlement pat-
terns and material culture remains that can clarify the transition from the Chalcolithic to the Early Bronze

T he archaeological history of the Western Black Sea region, which encompasses provinces such as Bolu,

Age in this geographically strategic zone. Within this framework, the discovery of Caylt Hoyiik represents a
significant development in understanding the Early Bronze Age settlement pattern of the region.

Literature Review

Current literature indicates that protohistoric settlements in the Western Black Sea are predominantly
represented by cave sites and mounds, with their origins possibly dating back to the Chalcolithic. The
Early Bronze Age is characterized by a notable increase in settlement numbers and population. A defin-
ing element of this period is the «Filyos Culture,” known for its handmade, red-slipped, and heavy bur-
nished pottery assamblage (Ekmen & Ekmen, 2021, s. 65). While previous extensive surveys like “Project
Paphlagonia” provided a foundation for the area, some settlements remained undetected (Matthews &
Glatz, 2009). Cayli Héyiik fills a critical gap by providing evidence of a mounded settlement situated
directly on a natural resource, a travertine bed, which suggests a relationship between raw material avail-
ability and settlement site selection.

Method

This study utilizes data collected during the 2025 fieldwork season of the EPYA Project, which investigated
approximately twenty of the fifty villages in the Eskipazar district (Kalkan, 2025). The methodology involves
an intensive survey and systematic collection of material culture, including pottery, chipped stones, and
weaving tools. The collected findings were subjected to techno-typological analysis and comparative studies
with contemporary regional centers such as Yassikaya (Efe, 2004, s. 27) and [nénii Caves (Ekmen & Ekmen,
2021, s. 72). The study involves the systematic cataloging and comparison of pottery, aiming to establish a
dataset for researchers performing comparative analyses of Early Bronze Age pottery assemblage unearthed
at various Anatolian settlements.

Findings

The findings at Cayli Hoyiik are categorized into three primary groups: pottery, weaving tools, and chipped
stones. The pottery assemblage is entirely handmade and consists of five characteristic wares: red-slipped, brown-
slipped, plain, dark-faced (gray-black), and black-topped wares. The majority are mineral-tempered (sand, grit,
mica, etc.) and carefully burnished. A distinguishing feature is the absence of the West Anatolian incised dec-
oration tradition; instead, relief decorations, specifically chain and chevron motifs, are dominant. The pottery
from Cayli Hoyiik exhibits its closest parallels within the Western Black Sea region at Yasstkaya and Inonii Caves.
In addition to these sites, other western Black Sea settlements sharing similar ceramic traditions include Giiney
Nekropol Hoyiik, Yaziboy Héyiik, Dokiiktepe, Tiirbetepe, Yaziboy, Akbiyik, and Kelemen Cave. The weaving
tools consist of a biconical spindle whorl and a bone awl. Chipped stones constitute another category within
the material culture. Flint is the dominant raw material, used for scrapers and arrowheads. While worked obsid-
ian tools are absent, the recovered obsidian flakes provide an opportunity for future archacometric analysis to
determine their origins and assess the extent of inter-regional exchange.
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Discussion

The material culture of Cayli Hoyiik suggests a single-phase, short-term occupation during the Early
Bronze Age. The presence of “Filyos Culture” examples reflects a strong local character, while black-topped
bowls demonstrate cultural links with Western and Central Anatolia. The preference for relief decoration
over incision further reinforces the unique cultural identity of the Western Black Sea during this period. The
settlement’s location on a yellow travertine bed is strategically significant for both environmental and eco-
nomic reasons. Typological similarities with Yasstkaya and Inénii Caves suggest that Cayli Hoyiik was part of
a cohesive regional technological network. These results, derived exclusively from surface data, await further
validation and broader interpretation through future archaeological excavations at the site.

Conclusion and Recommendations

Cayli Hoyiik is a key settlement for clarifying the Early Bronze Age chronology of the Western Black Sea.
It demonstrates the existence of mounded settlements in a region previously thought to be dominated by
cave dwellings. The settlement exhibits a pottery assemblage paralleling contemporary regional sites, while
the presence of Filyos Culture demonstrates its strong local character. Furthermore, the findings confirm
a diversified economy based on textile production, lithic tool manufacturing, and regional trade. Future
systematic excavations are essential to fully uncover the role of Cayli Hoyiik within the Filyos Culture.
Ongoing and future archacometric analyses of obsidian and pottery samples will provide definitive insights
into inter-regional trade routes and the socioeconomic structures of Early Bronze Age Anatolia.
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6zet

Bu caligma, Alisar HoyiiK'iin 8M tabakasindan ele gegen piedmont stilindeki silindir miihrii tipolojik,
teknolojik, ikonografik ve baglamsal veriler 1s1iginda inceleyerek, Orta Anadoludaki erken miihiirleme
pratiklerine iliskin sinirli arkeolojik veriyi genisletmeyi amaglamaktadir. Stratigrafik baglami net olarak
belirlenebilen s6z konusu miihiir, Erken Tung Cagt 2’nin son evrelerine tarihlenmesiyle, Orta ve Bau
Anadoludan bilinen en erken silindir miihiirlerden biri olarak degerlendirilmektedir. Calismada miihriin
tretim 6zellikleri, bezeme anlayist ve ham madde tercihleri, piedmont stil miihiirlerin ¢ekirdek tretim
alanlarindaki ornekler ile karsilagtirmali olarak ele alinmistir. Kompozisyon ve bezeme diizeni bakimindan
s0z konusu gelenegin temel ilkelerini yansitan miihiir, kullanilan diyorit ham maddesi ve iscilik 6zellikleri
agisindan merkez iretim Srneklerinden ayrilmakea; tagra stili yansitmakeadir. Alisar 6rnegi, silindir miihiir
geleneginin Anadolu’ya aktarimi, iiretim pratikleri ve uzun mesafeli kiiltiirel etkilesimler arasindaki iliskiyi
degerlendirmede 6nemli bir referans noktasi: sunmaktadr.
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Abstract

This study aims to expand the limited archaeological evidence concerning early sealing practices in
Central Anatolia by examining a piedmont—style cylinder seal recovered from Level 8M at Alisar Hoyiik,
considering typological, technological, compositional, and contextual data. As the stratigraphic context
of this specimen can be clearly established and given its dating to the final phases of the Early Bronze
Age 2, it can be considered one of the earliest known cylinder seals from Central and Western Anatolia.
The study analyses the seal’s production characteristics, decorative approach, and choice of raw material,
comparing these features with seals from the core production regions of piedmont—style seals. While
the seal reflects the fundamental principles of this tradition in terms of composition and decorative
arrangement, it differs from central production examples in its use of diorite and in certain aspects of its
craftsmanship, suggesting a provincial style. The Alisar seal thus provides an important point of reference
for evaluating the relationship between the introduction of the cylinder seal tradition into Anatolia,
production practices, and long—distance cultural interactions.

Keywords: Alisar, Piedmont Seal, Cylinder Seal, Early Bronze Age, Glazed Steatite Seal
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tihiirler, dayanikli malzemelerden tiretilmeleri, taginabilir nitelikleri ve uzun siireli kullanimlari

nedeniyle eski Bat1 Asya toplumlarinin maddi kiiltiirii igerisinde ayricalikli bir konuma sahip-

tir. Bu kisisel nesneler, tagidiklari ikonografik ve tislup 6zellikler araciligiyla yalnizca bireysel
begeni ve estetik tercihleri degil, ayni zamanda ait olduklari toplumlarin kiiltiirel yonelimlerini, sembolik
diinyalarini ve sosyal yapilarint da yansitmaktadir (Pittman, 1995, s. 1589). Kullanildiklari baglamlara
gore miilkiyet, statii, otorite, onay ve mesruiyet gostergesi olarak idari islevler tistlenen miihiirler; bunun
yani sira miicevher, koruyucu muska, adak nesnesi ya da aile yadigar olarak da kullanilmiglardir (Dede,
2014, s. 11; Dede & Oguzhanoglu, 2024, s. 33). Bu ¢ok yonlii kullanim bicimi, miihirleri yalnizca
biirokratik araglar olmaktan ¢ikararak, toplumsal iletisim aglarinin ve sembolik ifade bigimlerinin 6nemli
gostergeleri héline getirmistir.

Silindir miihiir kullanimi, mevcut veriler 1s151nda, ilk kez Iran Sharafabad'da kiigiik bir yerlesimin ¢op ¢uku-
runda, Orta Uruk Doénemi’ne tarihlenen seramiklerle birlikte bask: olarak ele ge¢mistir (Pittman, 1994;
1995). MO 4. binyilin ortalarinda Giiney Mezopotamya ve Giineybati [randa eszamanli olarak yayginlas-
maya baglayan bu yeni miihiir bi¢imi, anlatt kapasitesinin genisligi ve ylizey kompozisyonlarinin sundugu
olanaklar nedeniyle kisa siirede idari ve simgesel uygulamalarin temel unsurlarindan biri héline gelmistir.

Anadoluda ise silindir mihiir kullanimi Giineydogu Anadoludan baglayarak sinirli bir yayilim gdstermis;
Orta ve Batt Anadolu'da genel olarak Erken Tun¢ Cagr'nin ikinci yarisindan itibaren arkeolojik kayitta gorii-
niir olmugtur (Fig. 1; Dede & Oguzhanoglu, 2024). Bu durum, bolgedeki erken silindir miihiir rneklerini
kronolojik ve kiiltiirel agidan ozellikle 6nemli kilmaktadir.
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Figiir 1
Erken Tung Cagi Anadolu Silindir Mihtr Dagilimi (Dede & Oguzhanoglu, 2024, Map 1'den uyarlanmigtir) / Distribution of
Cylinder Seals in Anatolia during the Early Bronze Age (adapted from Dede & Oguzhanoglu, 2024, Map 1)

Yaklagik 20 hekrtarlik yerlesim alaniyla Orta Anadolu’nun biiyiik prehistorik merkezlerinden biri olan
Alisar Hoyiik (Alisar) Yozgat ili Sorgun il¢esinde yer almakta olup, 30 m yiiksekligindeki hoyiik ile kuzey-
dogu, dogu, giiney ve giineybatidaki teras alanindan olugsmaktadir (von der Osten & Schmidt 1930, s.
44). 1927-1932 yillarinda H. H. von der Osten, 1993-1994 ve 1998-1999 yillarinda ise R. L. Gorny
tarafindan yiiriitiilen kazilar, Alisar’in Geg Kalkolitik Dénem'den Selcuklu—Osmanli Dénemi’ne (Tab.1-
2) kadar uzun siireli ve biiyiik dl¢tide kesintisiz bir stratigrafiye sahip oldugunu gostermistir (Gorny 1994,
s. 19; Schmidt 1932, s. 25-27). Bu siireklilik, Alisar’t Orta Anadolu kronolojisinin olusturulmasinda
anahtar yerlesimlerden biri haline getirmistir.
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Von der Oster’in kronolojisine gore Alisarda Bakir Cagr'na tarihlenen 8M (Tab. 1-2) tabakasindan ele gegi-
rilen silindir miihiir, Iran kronolojisinde Proto—Elam; Mezopotamya ve Kuzey Suriye baglaminda ise Jemdet
Nasr Dénemi ile iliskilendirilen ve literatiirde piedmont (Tab. 4) stili olarak tanimlanan miihiir grubuna
aittir. Bu stilin Anadoluda, ¢ekirdek tiretim alanlarinin oldukga disinda ve son derece sinirli sayida merkezde
belgelenmis olmasi, Alisar 6rnegini ayricalikli bir konuma yerlestirir.

Bu calisma, Alisar'dan ele gegen piedmont stilindeki silindir miihrii tipolojik, teknolojik, stilistik ve baglam-
sal veriler 1g1g1nda sistematik olarak incelemeyi amaglamaktadir. Miihiir, bu ¢ergevede salt tipolojik agidan
yeniden tanimlanmak yerine, piedmont gelenegi, Anadoludaki geometrik bezemeli silindir miihiirler ve
merkez—tagra iliskileri baglaminda yeniden yorumlanmaktadir. Miihriin stratigrafik baglaminin net bicimde
belirlenebilmesi, bu 6rnegi Orta ve Batt Anadoludaki en erken tarihli silindir miihiirlerden biri haline getir-
mekte; dolayisiyla Anadolu'da bu gliptik geleneginin benimsenme ve yeniden yorumlanma siireclerine iligkin
veriler sunmaktadir. Calismada ayrica miihriin iiretim 6zellikleri ve bezeme anlayust, [ran, Mezopotamya ve
Kuzey Suriye merkezli miihiirlerle kargilastirilarak degerlendirilmekte; yerel kaynak ve tiretim pratikleri ile
uzun mesafeli kiiltiirel etkilesimler arasindaki iligki Alisar 6rnegi tizerinden tartistlmakeadir.

Alisar Bakir Cag ve Erken Tung Cagi: Stratigrafik Bir Degerlendirme

Alisar, Geg Kalkolitik Dénemden Sel¢uklu—Osmanli Dénemi’ne kadar uzanan uzun siireli ve biiyiik dl¢iide
kesintisiz bir yerlesim stratigrafisine sahiptir (Tab.1-2; Gorny, 1994, s. 191; Schmidt, 1932, 5. 25-27). Yerlesim,
mimari, seramik ve kii¢iik buluntu gruplarinin yayimlanmig olmast ve stratigrafik verilerin belgelenmesi saye-
sinde Orta Anadolu kronolojisinin olusturulmasinda anahtar merkezlerden ilkidir. Bununla birlikte héyiik ve
terasta farkli tabakalanma diizenlerinin gézlenmesi, Dénem I-III-II (Tab. 2) tanimlamalarinin zamansal iligki-
lerini karmasik héle getirmis ve 6zellikle Geg Kalkolitik Dénem, Bakir Cagi (BC) ve Erken Tung Cagi (ETC)
gegislerine iliskin terminolojik sorunlarin ortaya ¢tkmasina neden olmustur. Buradaki stratigrafik degerlendir-
meler, kazt monografilerinde kullanilan donem ve tabaka tanimlarina sadik kalinarak ele alinmistir.

Tablo 1

Alisar'in Karsilagtirmali Stratigrafisi (von der Osten, 19374, 5. 269, fig.. 281; Orthmann, 1963, s. 6, Tab. 2; Mellink, 1992,
5. 217-218,173, Tab. 2-3; Steadman, 2011, Tab. 10.1; Dede, 2026, Tab.'den uyarlanmistir /| Comparative Stratigraphy of
Alisar (adapted from after von der Osten, 1937a, p. 269, Fig. 281; Orthmann, 1963, p. 6, Tab. 2; Mellink, 1992, pp. 217-218,
173, Tab. 2-3: Steadman, 2011, Tab. 10.7; Dede, 2026, Tab.1)

Stratigrafi
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Yerlesimde hoyiikte 19, terasta ise 14 tabaka tanimlanmusg; her iki alan icin ayri stratigrafik dizilim yapilmis-
ur. Tarih oncesi evreler Kalkolitik, BC (Dénem I) ve ETC (Dénem III) olarak siniflandirilmisur. Hoytikee
BC tabakalarinin hemen iizerinde ETC yer alirken, terasta BC sonrasinda genellikle dogrudan Hitit Donemi
tabakalari gelmektedir. Bu durum tabakalarin sira diizeninin farkli bigimlerde sunulmasina ve kronolojik
yorumlarda belirsizliklere yol agmustir (Tab. 2, von der Osten, 1937a).

BC (Dénem I), hoyiikte 11-7M, terasta 14—13T tabakalari ile temsil edilmektedir (Tab.1-2). Bu dénemde
yerlesimin hdyiikle sinirli kalmadigi, 10M tabakasindan itibaren teras alanina da yayildig1 anlagilmakta-
dir. Yerlesim, tag temelli ve kulelerle giiclendirilmis savunma duvariyla ¢evrilmistir (von der Osten, 1937a,
110-118). Mimari genel olarak tas temel {izerine kerpicten insa edilmis yapilardan olusmakta, plan diizeni
sur sistemine gore sekillenmektedir. BC seramigi agirlikli olarak el yapimi, kirmizi astarli ve perdahli kap-
larla temsil edilmekte; donemin son evrelerinde (8-7M/13T) Orta Anadoluda BC ile ETC arasinda gegis
karakteri tagtyan Intermediate seramigi goriilmektedir (von der Osten, 1937a, 151-152). Bu evre, maddi
kiiltiirdeki doniisiimiin kademeli niteligini agitk bicimde yansitmaktadir. Tabakalarda figiirinler ve damga
miihiirler gibi kii¢iik buluntu sayisi azimsanmayacak diizeydedir (von der Osten, 1937a; Dede, 20265 2027).
BC tabakalarinda metal buluntular sayica artmakta; siis esyas, silahlar ile damga miihiirler metal kullanimi-

nin ¢esitlendigini gostermekeedir (von der Osten, 1937b, s. 423; Dede, 2027).

ETC (Donem III), hoyiikte 6-5M, terasta ise sinirli alanlarda 12T tabakasi ile temsil edilmekeedir (Tab.1-
2). Mimari ve kii¢iik buluntular bityiik 6l¢tide BC geleneginin devami niteligindedir. Ancak seramik reper-
tuvarinda Alisar III boyalilarinin ortaya ¢ikmasi, bu evrenin ayirt edilmesinde temel dl¢iit olmustur (von
der Osten, 1937b, s. 422-428). Terasta ETC buluntularinin son derece az olmasi, bu donemde yerlesimin
agirlikli olarak hoyiikle sinirli kaldigini diisiindiirmekeedir.

Tablo 2
Alisar Senkronizasyon Tablosu (von der Osten, 1937¢, Fig. 513; Dede, 2026, Tab. 2'den dijital olarak diizenlenmistir) /
Alisar synchronisation table (digitally edited from von der Osten, 1937¢, Fig. 513, Dede, 2026, Tab.2)

Approximate Date ol )g(l\;lugx.l);x eI Levels O(;I:PN)? | ;];;d OIP VI-VII
Periods Mound  Terrace Periods Periods
Tthto 18th century  Turkish (Osmanli and Seljuk) ] 1 Vi <OSZ?ua|5h e Osrgleal?Lljikand
0O to 11th century Byzantine and Roman 2-3 W (B&/(z;:::)e e aEéZ[aQZtri::n
. ?ellen(ijlstict(lihclzding f V (Hellenistic and
7th century BCto O independent \ingdom o 2-3 4-7 Medo—Persian and Late Il
Cappadocia and the Galatian Phrygian)

invasion) and Medo—Persian

lthto Bheentuyy  ppygianand Post-Hittte  4a~4c  8-9  V:Hitite Empire  Middie
End of 3rd . g .
millennium to 12th liiee Emp]res (including 10-1 II: aliens I
Mesopotamian merchants)
century BC
Extends into 2nd Early Bronze Age (overlapping _ ; "
millennium BC beginning of first Hittite Empire) 50 12 Ml iy i ses ety
2k Zéréh century Copper Age 176?14 13-14 |: Early Anatolians

Chalcolithic 12-19
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Alisar Héyiik Bakir Cag ve Erken Tun¢ Cagi: Terminolojik ve
Kronolojik Bir Yeniden Degerlendirme

Alisar'in BC ve ETC donemleri, erken donem kazi literatiiriine dayanmasi, terminolojik belirsizlikler ve
giincel kronolojiyle tam olarak 6rtiismeyen donem adlandirmalart nedenleriyle arkeoloji yazininda halen
tartismalidir. Bu nedenle, 8M tabakasindan ele gegen silindir miihriin kronolojik konumunun giivenilir
bi¢imde degerlendirilebilmesi icin, yerlesimin s6z konusu evreleri burada ayrintli olarak ele alinmistr.

Von der Osten (1937a), Alisar'in tarih 6ncesi stratigrafisini Kalkolitik, BC ve ETC olarak tanimlanmis
(Tab.1-2); bu ayrimi seramikte gézlenen degisiklikler ile birlikte bakir/bronz kullanimini degerlendirerek
yapmustir. Anadolu ETC’si agisindan terminolojik ve kronolojik olarak giintimiizde hala tartgmalara yol
acan BC, Alisarda 11-7M ve 14-13T tabakalariyla temsil edilmektedir (Tab.1-2). Burada s6z edilen BC’'nin
Kalkolitik Cag ile dogrudan bir iliskisi bulunmamaktadir. Giintimiizde ETC olarak tanimlanan tabakalar,
BC’nin geg evrelerini de kapsamaktadir (Bertram & ngzdi Bertram, 2020, s. 99—-104).

Yukarida belirtildigi gibi, BC ile ETC arasindaki temel ayrim oncelikle seramik repertuvari ve metal
kullanimina dayandirilmistr. Bu iki dénem arasinda diger kiiltiirel kalinular ise biiyiik dl¢tide benzerlik
gostermektedir. Seramik siniflandirmasi, Alisar kazilarinda tanimlanan Intermediate ve Alisar IIT gruplari
tizerinden yapilmistir. Intermediate seramiginin goriildugi 8-7M ve 13T tabakalart BC’ye; Alisar III ile
Intermediate’in birlikte bulundugu tabakalar ise ETC’ye tarihlendirilmistir. 5SM tabakasindan itibaren
Intermediate seramik ortadan kalkmakra, yerini Alisar III boyalilarina birakmaktadir (Sener, 2022, s. 21;
von der Osten, 1937a, s. 110 ve ark.) Von der Osten, BC’nin MO 24. ylzyil sonunda ETC yerlesimcileri
tarafindan yikildigint ve ETC’nin MO 2300-2000 arasina tarihlendigini belirtmektedir (von der Osten,
1937a, s. 223, Tab. VI; 225; 1937b, 419-420, 433).

Tablo 3

Alisar ve Orta Anadolu Anahtar Yerlesimlerinin Karsilastirmali Erken Tung Cagi Stratigrafisi (Dede, 2026, Tab. 3) /
Comparative Early Bronze Age Stratigraphy of Alisar and Key Settlements in Central Anatolia. (Dede, 2026, Tab. 3)

E ~ 3 B E
£ 35 = 3 2 3 3 3 g
S == o = N T = o 5 <
8 52 < 5 2 8 3 g §
S & £ g v 3
< Z
ETC3 23%%?2%0 5-7M/1-12T la Ve I MBIV VX
ETC2 22360000//2247%%‘ 8-1IM/1314T I I1/5-8 14-17/V-X X
ETCT 23600005/237]%%‘ 2-5M  lle2-llc] 18/%- XVII
Referans
Al von der Osten, 19373, s. 269, Fig. 281; Orthmann, 1963, s. 16, Tab. 2; Mellink, 1992,
5 5.217-218,173, Tab. 2-3
Cadirhsytk Steadman ve ark., 2008, Tab.l; Steadman, 2011, s. 230, Tab. 10.1
Bogazksy Schoop & Seeher, 2006, s. 57, Abb. 1
Alaca Hayik Kosay & Akok, 1966, s. 5-6
Yassihoyiik Omura, 2016, .17, Tab. 1
Kalt Ozgiic, 1986; Kulakoglu, 2011a, 1014-1019; 2011b, 5. 41, Tab. 1; Kulakoglu ve ark.
diepe 2020, s. 9-16; Kulakoglu & Kontani, 2021

Acemhasyiik Kamis & Sener, 2022, Res. 21; Sener, 2024, Fig. 5
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Bu veriler 11¢1nda, Orta Anadoluda ETC nin bir evresini tanimlayan BC terimi, 20. yiizyilin ilk yarisinda
yapilan bazt kazilarda kullanlmistir (Oguz, 1933; Ozgiig, 1947; von der Osten, 1937a; Ziibeyr, 1934).
Giiniimiizde yapilan ¢aligmalarda BC terimi kullanilmamaktadir. Von der Osten tarafindan BC olarak
tanimlanan tabakalarin, ETC 2 ve 3a; ETC tabakalarinin ise ETC 3b ile ortiisttigii kabul edilmektedir (Tab.
3; Orthmann, 1963, Tab. 2; Mellink, 1992, s. 217-218, 173, Tab. 2; Bertram & ngzdi Bertram, 2020;
2021; 2024; Dede, 2026). Bu terminolojik ve kronolojik ¢ergeve, Alisar 8M tabakasina ait silindir miihriin
ETC 2’nin son evrelerine yerlestirilmesini miimkiin kilmakta ve s6z konusu eserin Orta Anadolu gliptigi
icerisindeki erken konumunu acikliga kavusturmakeadir.

Orta Anadolu’dan Piedmont Stilinde Bir Silindir Miihiir:
Alisar Héyiik Ornegi

Alisarda BC yani kazi stratigrafisine gore 8M tabakasindan (von der Osten, 1937a, s. 183) ele gegirilen
silindir mithiir diyoritten yapilmustir (Fig. 2—4). 4,16 cm uzunluga ve 1,95 cm c¢apa sahip olan 6rnegin alt
kisminda bir kirtk mevcuttur. Kirtk dzellikleri tasin sekillendirme asamasinda kirilmis olabilecegine isaret
etmektedir. Oldukea derin kazimalarla yapilan silindir miihriin tizerinde, mithriin tanimlandig grup lite-
ratiiriinde tarama (hatched groups) olarak adlandirilan geometrik bezeme mevcuttur. Mithriin ana sahnesi
icleri birbirine paralel ¢izgilerle doldurulmus V bicimli alanlar ile bunlarin arasinda kalan tiggenlere yapil-
mus kiigiik iki—dort adet matkap izinden olusur. Iki matkap izi de V bicimli alanin alt késesine agilmistir.
Miihriin saglam olan tist kisminda iki yatay ¢izgi arast verev ¢izgilerle doldurulmustur.

Figiir 2

Alisar 8Mden Piedmont Stili Muhiir (Fotograf: A. R.
Erdogan) / A Piedmont-Style Seal from the Alisar 8M
(Photos by A. R. Erdogan)

Figiir 3

Alisar 8M'den Piedmont Stili Miihir ve Baskisi (Fotograf: Yazar
& A. R. Erdogan) | Piedmont=Style Seal and Its Impression from
Alisar, Level 8M (Photos by the Author & A. R. Erdogan)
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Figiir 4

Alisar 8M Piedmont Stili Silindir Mihtr Cizimi (M. G. Dede Tarafindan
Cizilmistir) / Drawings of the Piedmont=Style Cylinder Seal from Alisar, Level
8M (Drawn by the M. G. Dede)

Piedmont Stil Silindir Miihiirler Hakkinda Genel Bilgiler

Piedmont stili, Kuzey Mezopotamya ve Zagros eteklerinde yogunlasan, kendine 6zgii motif repertuari ve
kronolojik gelisimi ile tanimlanan 6zel bir miihiir grubu olarak degerlendirilmektedir (Marchetti, 1996;
Parayre, 2003; Pittman, 1994). Bu stil gliptik literatiiriinde farkli terminolojik yaklagimlarla ele alinmig; s6z
konusu miihiirler tiretildikleri ham maddeler, buluntu baglamlari, yayilim alanlari ve kronolojik konum-
larina bagli olarak cesitli isimlerle tanimlanmistir. Bu terminolojik gesitlilik, miihiirlerin tek bir kiiltiirel
merkezden ziyade genis ve gok katmanli bir cografi ag icerisinde kullanildigini géstermektedir (Tab. 4). Bu
calismada diger adlandirmalar ele alindiginda malzeme ve bélge kisimlari Alisar miihrii ile tutarli goriinme-
digi i¢in Collon’un (1987) tanimu tercih edilmistir.

Tablo 4
Piedmont Stili Miihiir Grubunun Kronolojik ve Cografi Baglamlar ile Referanslari / The Chronological and Geographical
Contexts and References of the Piedmont-Style Seal Group

Tanim Bélge, Baglam, Ham madde Referans
Piedmont Seals Zagros Etekleri ve Giiney Turkiye Collon, 1987
Nineveh V Ninive V. tabaka Collon, 1987
Early Dynasty | Diyala Bslgesi Frankfort, 1955
Piedmont Jemdet Nasr Yale Baylonian Collection Buchanan, 1981
Glazed Steatite Style Glazed Steatite Style Pittman, 1994

Genellikle pisirilerek sertlestirilmis steatit ya da klorit' gibi minerallerden iiretilen piedmont silindir miihiir-
ler, ince ve uzun gdvdeleriyle ayirt edilmekeedir. Bezemeler ¢ogunlukla kazima teknigiyle yapilmis olup
kompozisyonlar iki ana grupta degerlendirilmektedir (Pittman, 1994). i1k grubu rozetler, daireler, merke-
zinde nokta bulunan ya da yatay ve dikey cizgilerle cevrelenmis daireler gibi geometrik unsurlarin oldugu

! Iran'da, 6zellikle Susa kokenli 6rneklerin yogunlukra oldugu koleksiyonlarda; steatit ve glazed steatite disinda kiregtast, pismis

toprak, mermer, deniz kabugu, lapis lazuli ve klorit gibi farkli malzemelerin kullanildigi saptanmustur.
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tarama kompozisyonlari (hatched groups) olusturmakradir. Tkinci grupta ise figiiratif unsurlarin ya da birden
fazla 6genin bir arada kullanildiy, literatiirde ¢ok elemanli kompozisyonlar (multiple element group) olarak
tanimlanan daha karmasik diizenlemeler yer almaktadir (Pittman, 1994).

Bu miihiirlerin kronolojik olarak Mezopotamyada Jemdet Nasr ile Er Hanedanlar Dénemi baslarina, {ran'da
ise Proto—Elam (Susa III) evresine tarihlendirildigi kabul edilmektedir (Collon, 1987; Marchetti, 1996;
Pittman, 1994; ). Oldukga genis bir cografi yayilima sahip olan piedmont tipi miihiirler; iran, Suriye, Giiney
Mezopotamya, Orta ve Batt Anadolu ile 6zel koleksiyonlarda belgelenmistir (Collon, 1987; Frankfort, 1955;
Marchetti, 1996; Matthews, 1997; Pittman, 1994; Porada, 1948; Roach, 2008)

Piedmont silindir mithiirlerin kullanim amaglarinin, bulunduklar: arkeolojik baglamlara ve bolgesel sosyo-e-
konomik yapilara gore 6nemli farkliliklar gosterdikleri diisiiniilmekeedir. Pittman (1994), bu miihiirlerin
oncelikle uzun mesafeli ticaret aglarini stirdiirmekeen ziyade, yerel yonetim sistemlerinin ihtiya¢ duydugu
bilgileri aktaran sembolik bir iletisim aract olarak islev gordiigiini ileri siirmekte; yazinin heniiz yayginlagma-
dig1 veya dil farkliliklarinin yazil iletigimi sinirladigi idari baglamlarda, bu miihiirlerin gorsel ve “dil benzeri”
bir sistem araciligiyla bilgi aktarimini miimkiin kildigini diisiinmekeedir. Matthews (1997) ¢ok elemanls
kompozisyonlarin miihiirleyen ya da miihiirlenen nesne hakkinda daha spesifik bilgiler aktardigini; tarama
kompozisyonlar: igerenlerde stilin kendisinin mesajin tastyicist konumunda olabilecegini vurgulamaktadir.

Bolgesel baglamlar, miihiirlerin islevsel ¢esitliligini acik bicimde ortaya koymaktadir. Proto—Elam konteks-
tlerinde bu miihiirlerin merkezi yonetim tarafindan, 6zellikle depolama ve idari kontrol amaciyla kullanil-
dig1 anlagilmigtir (Marchetti, 1996; Pittman, 1994). Ninive'de miihiir baskilarinin agirlikli olarak sepet ve
kaplar tizerinde ele gegmesi, bunlarin ticari sistemin bir pargas olarak islev gordiigiinti diistindiirmiis; Diyala
Bolgesi'nde, 6zellikle Hafajadaki Sin Tapinagrndan toplu halde ele gecen miihiirler ritiiel baglamda adak nes-
nesi olarak kullanildiklarina isaret etmistir. Hamrin Bolgesi'nde ise heniiz firinlanmamus uval bi¢imli kaplar
tizerine basilan miihiirlerin, miilkiyet kullanimindan ziyade yeniden dagitim siirecinde mallarin kime akta-
rilacagini belirtmek amaciyla kullanildigini diistindiirmiistiir (Marchetti, 1996; Matthews, 1997; Pittman,
1994). Bunlarin yani sira erken dénem miihiir ¢alismalarinda bu miihiir tarzinin dokuma ya da hasir 6rgii
tekniklerinden tiiretilmis olabilecegi ifade edilmektedir (Porada, 1948, s. 7). Benzer desenler Farada ele
gecen tag vazolarda da izlenebilmektedir (Heinrich, 1931, s. 33, P1.14b). Collon (1987), bu miihiirlerin
Susadan Dogu Suriye’ye uzanan piedmont giizergihi tizerindeki ticari iligkileri kolaylastiran bir sistemin
parcast oldugunu 6ne siirmekte ve bu olaganiistii yayilim alanini uluslararasi stil olarak tanimlamaktadir.

Tim bu veriler, piedmont stil silindir miihiirlerin tek bir isleve indirgenemeyecek 6l¢tide gok yonlii bir
kullanim alanina sahip oldugunu géstermektedir. Giivenlik, idari denetim, bilgi aktarimi, kiiltiirel aidiyet
ve ritiiel baglam gibi farkli alanlarda kullanilan bu miihiirler toplumlar arasi iletisimin ve sosyal diizenin
stirdiiriilmesinde etkili araglar gibi cok boyutlu amaglara hizmet etmis gibi goriinmektedir.

Tartisma ve Degerlendirme

Eski Bat1 Asyada idari, ekonomik ve sembolik islevleriyle 6ne ¢ikan silindir miihiirler ETC ile birlikte Anadolu
genelinde —sinirli da olsa— dagilim gostermistir (Fig. 1; Dede & Oguzhanoglu, 2024, Map 1). Bu genel dagi-
lim iginde 6zellikle geometrik bezemeli 6rnekler belirgin bir grup olusturmakta; ETC’ye tarihlenen miihiir-
ler Anadolu genelinde gesitli yerlesimlerde ve miize koleksiyonlarinda genis bir yayilim sergilemektedir?
(Tab. 5). Kuzey Suriye ve Kuzey Mezopotamyada da yaygin olarak bilinen bu miihiirler literatiirde bezeme
ozellikleri, tiretim bélgeleri ve stilistik farkliliklari temel alinarak Jemdet Nasr Style (Frankfort, 1955), Syrian
Group (Teissier, 1984), Peripheral Jemdet Nasr (Buchanan, 1981), North Syrian—Mesopotamian Group,

2 Geometrik bezemeli silindir miihiir gelenegi Anadolu'da yalnizca ETC ile sinirlt degildir. Benzer bezeme anlayisint yansitan

ornekler Orta Tung Cagr’'nda Tavsanli Héyiik (Fidan ve ark., 2026, s. 191) ve Maydos Kilisetepe (Sazci ve ark., 2026, s. 228, Res.
5) ile Ge¢ Tung Cagrnda Beycesultan'dan (Mellaart & Murray, 1995, Pl. XIIla) bilinmektedir. Ancak bu ¢alismanin kronolojik
kapsami ETC ile sinirlandirildigindan, séz konusu érnekler ayrinuli degerlendirmeye dahil edilmemistir. Bununla birlikte, s6z
konusu buluntular geometrik bezemeli silindir miihiir geleneginin Anadolu'daki siirekliligini ve farkli ddnemlerde kullanilmaya
devam ettigini gostermesi bakimindan dikkat ¢ekicidir.
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Jemdet Nasr Brocade Style (Hammade, 1987) ve Coarse Style (Matthews, 1997) gibi ¢esitli bagliklar altinda
degerlendirilmistir (Dede & Oguzhanoglu, 2024; Mazzoni, 1993; Okse, 2006; 2017). Terminolojide fark-
liliklara karsin séz konusu miihiirlerin, MO 3. binyilin basindan sonuna kadar Mezopotamya, Kuzey
Suriye, Anadolu ve Ege diinyasina kadar uzanan genis bir cografyada paylagilan geometrik bezemeli bir
gliptik gelenegin parcasi olarak kabul edilmektedir (Buchanan, 1981; Collon, 1987; Frankfort, 1955;
Mazzoni, 1993; Okse, 2006; 2017; Parayre, 1990, 2003; Porada, 1948; Quenet, 2007; Teissier, 1984;
Wiseman, 1962).° Kuzey Mezopotamya gliptigi tizerine yapilan ¢aligmalarda da soz konusu geometrik
bezemeli miihiirler ve piedmont stiline ait 6zelliklerin yerel baglamlarda birlikte kullanilarak bolgesel
farkliliklar olusturdugu, bu siirecin dogrudan aktarimdan ziyade bélgeler arasi etkilesimle sekillendigi
belirtilmektedir (McCarthy, 2011, s. 289; Parayre, 2003, s. 275). Bu ¢alismanin odagini olusturan
piedmont stili ise soz konusu geometrik bezemeli miihiir repertuvar icerisinde teknoloji, malzeme
ve kompozisyon ozellikleri bakimindan daha 6zel bir alt grup teskil etmekte; karakteristik bezeme
unsurlari bu grubu diger geometrik tisluplardan ayirmaktadir (Fig. 5; Marchetti, 1996; McCarty, 2011
Parayre, 2003; Pittman, 1994). Bu baglamda Alisar 8M miihrii, Anadolu’da bilinen genel geometrik
bezemeli silindir miihiir gelenegi icerisinde degerlendirilmekle birlikte, stilistik 6zellikleri bakimindan
piedmont gelenegine daha yakin bir konumda durmaktadir.

Mezopotamya’da s6z konusu grup ¢ogunlukla yumusak taslar, ozellikle steatit kullanilarak tiretilmis
olmakla birlikte, nadiren farkli ham maddelerin de tercih edildigi bilinmektedir (Fig. 5a—j; Frankforrt,
1955, s. 195 P1 23: 241). Alisar drneginin iri kristalli ve sert bir kayag olan diyoritten yapilmis olmasi,
bu miihiir grubunun dretim tercihleri bakimindan dikkat gekici bir farklilik ortaya koymaktadir.
Miihriin yiizeyinde mikroskobik 6l¢cekte gozlemlenen kazima izleri, bazi oyuklarin tamamlanmamig
olmasi ve ¢izgisel diizensizlikler, kullanilan tasin sertligiyle dogrudan iliskilendirilebilir. Steatit gibi
yumusak taglarda piiriizsiiz ve kontrollii kazima ¢izgileri elde edilebilirken; diyorit gibi sert ve taneli
bir malzemede aletin yiizeyde “sekme” yapmasi olasidir. Bu durum, geometrik bezemelerin daha kalin,
daha basitlestirilmis ve gorece “kaba” bir gdriiniim kazanmasina yol agmaktadir. Alisar mithrii kom-
pozisyon ilkeleri bakimindan piedmont stilinin karakteristik 6zelliklerini yansitmakla birlikee, iscilik
bakimindan merkez iiretim érneklerine gore daha tasra nitelikli bir izlenim sunmaktadir.

Bati Asya’da MO 3. binyilda yaygin bir buluntu grubu olusturan piedmont stil silindir miihiir-
lerin Anadolu’daki dagilimi son derece sinirlidir (Fig. 6). Giincel veriler 1s1ginda bu mihiir tipinin
Anadolu’da yalnizca ti¢ merkezde belgelendigi goriilmektedir:* Zincirli (Dede & Oguzhanoglu, 2024,
Fig. 2.10; Luschan, 1943, Taf. 39d) Alisar ve Troia (Bittel, 1941, Abb.1; Dede & Oguzhanoglu, 2024,
Fig. 5.11; Schliemann, 1881, Nr. 503). Zincirli 6rneginin, ¢ekirdek tiretim bolgesinin kiiltiirel sinirlari
icerisinde yer almasi nedeniyle ithal olarak degerlendirilip degerlendirilemeyecegi tartismali durmakea-
dir. Buna kargin Alisar ve Troia 6rnekleri, ¢ekirdek yayilim alanin olduk¢a disinda konumlanmakeadir.
Bezemeler a¢isindan da son iki ornek arasinda belirgin farkliliklar gézlemlenmektedir; Alisar miihrii
geometrik diizenlemeleriyle 6ne ¢ikarken Troia 6rneginde rozet motiflerinden olusan daha bitkisel
karakterli bir kompozisyon tercih edilmistir (Fig. 6). Troia miihriiniin stratigrafik baglami bilinme-
mekte; sadece MO 3. binyilin ikinci yarisina énerilebilmekteyken, stratigrafik baglami net olarak bili-
nen tek 6rnek Alisar’dan gelmektedir.

Kalin bantlarin iginin ¢izgisel taramalarla doldurulmasi, piedmont stil mihiirlerin en karakteristik bezeme
ozelliklerinden birini olusturmakta ve Alisar mithrii bu grup icinde yer almaktadir. (Fig. 5). Bu bezeme
anlayiginin benzer 6rnekleri Mezopotamya (Frankfort, 1955, 5.18, Pl. 42: 448; Forest, 1987, Fig. 10), Kuzey
Suriye (Collon, 1987, s. 23, Fig. 41; Fukai, 1974, PL. LVIIIL: 17; Matthews, 1997, Pl. X: 57; Teissier, 1984,

3 Bu gelenege ait érnekler icin ayrica bkz: Mallowan, 1937, PL. XII:2; 1947, Pl. XXI: 7-8; Ingholt, 1940, PL. VI.7, XV:1-2;
Renfrew, 1967, Pl. 4:19; Moortgat & Moortgat—Correns, 1976, Abb. 21a-b; Fortin, 1988, Fig. 10; Moortgat, 1940, PL. 9:
50-53, 10: 61; Lapp, 1989, Fig. 1-4; Liith, 1989; Abb. 69:5-7; Hammade, 1987, No.11-25; 1994, No. 316, 318, 320-323;
Finkbeiner, 1995, Abb. 8; Munchaev & Merpert 1998, Fig. 8: 1-4; Strommenger & Kohlmeyer, 1998, Taf. 76: 16; Okse, 2006,
Res. 1-3; 2017, Fig. 1-5; McCarthy, 2011, Tab. 1, Type 001, 005.

Tatika ETC 1 mezarliginda kolye olarak tanimlanan iki silindir miihiir Brokad / Piedmont Stil icerisinde tanimlanmustir. Ancak
ele aldigimiz miihiir ile bicim ve bezeme olarak benzememektedir (Okse ve ark. 2015, Res. 3-4).
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Tablo 5
Erken Tung Caginda Anadoluda Geometrik Bezemeli Silindir Miihtirlerin Bulundugu Merkezler ve Miizeler / Settlements
and Museum Collections of Early Bronze Age Cylinder Seals with Geometric Decoration in Anatolia

Diyarbakir Miizesi
Mardin Miizesi

Yerlesim ve Miize Koleksiyonlari® I(DE.'FE? Referans
Gordion 1 Dusinberre 2005, Fig. 11a-b
Arslantepe 1 Palmieri, 1981, Fig. 10:1.
Samsat® 17 Oztan &Ozkan, 2009, Res. 18
Norsuntepe 1 Hauptmann, 1974; Lev. 80: 1, 1982, Lev. 26:2; 2000, Abb. 2.1
Taskun Mevkii 1 Sagona, 2004, Fig. 69: 6
Hassek Hoytik 1 %31eFérTgB1la9né:lA<‘e,_|]981, s._251; Behm-Blancke ve ark. 1981, Taf.
:5-6; , Taf: 12:3-4;
Birecik Grave 1 Sertok & Ergeg, 1999, Fig. 12
Kenan Tepe 17 Bradley Parker ve ark. 2002, Fig. 8b
Bagur Hayuik 1 Saglamtimur, 2017, Res. 15
Tell el Ciideyde 1 Braidwood & Braidwood, 1960, Fig. 254:1-3, 5
Gozlikule 3 Goldman, 1956, Fig. 393:20-21
Gedikli-Karahsyiik 3 Duru, 2006, Lev. 163:1
Oylurn Hoytik 13 (')O'é%e_rbvg;rk., 1997, Abb. 27:1; Seker, 2023, Kat. No.
Gre Virike 3 Okse, 2006, 554, Res. 1
Kurban Haytik 3 Algaze, 1990, PL167: B
Salat Tepe 2-3 Okse, 2017, Fig. 1,6
Kiltepe 3 Oztiirk, 20194, 5. 48, 65, Fig.2, Seal 1
Troia 3 Schliemann, 1881, Nr. 500-501
Gaziantep Muizesi 1-2 Seker, 2025, Kat. No. 001, 003,004,008-0T11

Yiicel & Parliti, 2020, Fig.1-13
Duman, 2023, Kat. No. XII, XXV Erin, 2023, Kat. No.3, 5

No.119-123;) ve Iran’in (Roach, 2008, s. 364—374; 208-209, No. 1319, 1322) yani sira gesitli 6zel kolek-
siyonlarda (Collon, 1987, 23, Fig. 4; Porada, 1948, 7, Pl. VII:35; Teissier, 1984, Cat. No.119— 23) bel-
gelenmigtir. Frankfort (1955, Pl. 42: 448) Tell Asmardan ele gecen bir 6rnegin (Fig. 5c) Alisar miihriiyle
neredeyse ayni zanaat gelenegini yansitan bir diizenlemeye sahip olmast nedeni ile Giiney Mezopotamya’
dan ithal olabilecegini ileri siirmektedir. Porada (1948, s.7; PL. VIII: 35) ise Pierpont Morgan Kiitiiphanesi
Koleksiyonu'ndaki paralel bir 6rnege dayanarak (Fig. 5d), bu miihiir ile Alisar mithriiniin muhtemelen ayni
tiretim at6lyesinden ¢ikmig olabilecegini savunur. Ayrica Tell Brak (Fig. 5a) ve Tell Kutandan (Fig. 5b) Alisar
gibi ETC 2’ye tarihlenen iki 6rnek kronoloji ve bezeme olarak en yakin paralellerini gostermektedir. Bu
durum belirli kompozisyon semalarinin genis bir cografyada paylasildigina isaret etmektedir.

Tablodaki merkezlerin bir kisminda birden fazla miihiir yer almaktadir. Ayrica Anadolu'da ETC'ye tarihlenen benzer geometrik
bezemeli baskilar icin bkz Okse, 2006; 2017; Ozkan, 2022; Dede & Oguzhanoglu, 2024.

Samsatta miihriin ele gegirildigi tabaka Geg¢ Kalkolitik Dénem’e tarihlenmekle birlikte miihiir, gelenek olarak séz konusu
geometrik bezemeli 6rneklere dahil edilmistir (Oztan & Ozkan, 2009).
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Alisarda ETC’ye tarihlenen tas damga miihiirlerin neredeyse tamaminin serpantinden iiretilmis olmasi
ve bezemelerinde Anadolu ile Mezopotamya kokenli unsurlarin birlikte goriilmesi, yerlesimde farkls
geleneklerin bir arada kullanildigi karma bir miihiir repertuarina isaret etmektedir (Dede 2026). Bunun
yani sira ayni déneme tarihlenen tag (Dede, 2026) ya da metal (Dede, 2027) damga miihiirlerin sayisal
yogunlugu da miihiir kullaniminin Alisar’daki 6nemini gostermektedir. Silindir mithriin hammaddesi-
nin Orta Anadoluda, Yozgat Batoliti'nde (Aydogdu & Otlu 2024) bulunan diyorit ile iliskili olabilecegi
ve iscilik ozellikleri birlikte ele alindiginda, miihriin yerel tiretim, bélgesel uyarlama ya da gezici bir
zanaatkirin” Gretimi olabilecegi onerilir. Ancak mevcut veriler bu olasiliklardan herhangi birini kesin
olarak dogrulayacak diizeyde degildir. Bununla birlikte malzemesi, is¢ilik ozellikleri ve bezeme repertu-
ar1 birlikte degerlendirildiginde, Alisar miihriiniin piedmont geleneginin merkez tiretimlerinden ziyade
bu tislubun periferik bir yorumu olarak degerlendirilmesi miimkiindiir.

Giineydogu Anadolu, Amik Ovasi ve Kilikya gibi Suriye—Mezopotamya kiiltiir bolgesi icinde kalan
alanlar disinda, Orta ve Bati Anadolu’da ETC’ye tarihlenen silindir miihiir 6rnekleri oldukea sinirlidir
(Dede & Oguzhanoglu, 2024, Map 1) Orta Anadolu’nun 6nemli merkezlerinden Kiiltepe'de in situ
ele gecen geometrik bezemeli en erken silindir mithiir 6rnegi ETC 3’e (13. tabaka) tarihlenmektedir
(Oztiirk, 2019, Fig. 2). Alisar miihriintin 8M tabakasina ait olmasi ve bu tabakanin genel olarak ETC
2’nin son evrelerine tarihlendirilmesi, s6z konusu 6rnegi konteksti net olarak bilinen en erken Orta ve
Bat1 Anadolu silindir miihrii haline getirmektedir. Ayni tabakada damga miihiirlerin yayginligina kar-
sin giiniimiize ulasan tek silindir miihiir olmasi, s6z konusu nesnenin yerlesim igerisindeki konumunu
ayrica dikkat ¢ekici kilmaktadir (Dede 2026; 2027). Bununla birlikte mevcut veriler, miihriin belirli bir
toplumsal gruba ait oldugunu veya yalnizca prestij amaciyla kullanildigini kesin olarak ortaya koyma-
maktadir. Mithriin nadirligi, hammaddesi ve stilistik 6zellikleri, onun sembolik degeri yiiksek bir nesne
olabilecegini diisindiirmektedir.

Baglamsal veriler ve birlikte ele gegcen buluntu gruplari, Alisar'in ETC boyunca uzun mesafeli ticaret
ve kiiltiirel etkilesim aglarina entegre oldugunu acik bicimde gostermektedir. Silindir miihiir, damga
mithiirler, Suriye sisesi ve ¢ift kulplu kadehler (Ezer, 2014, Res. 12) gibi formlar, yerlesimin iliskilerinin
yalnizca Anadolu i¢i baglanularla sinirli kalmadiging; Kuzey Suriye, Mezopotamya ve Ege diinyasini
kapsayan daha genis bir ag icinde degerlendirilmesi gerektigini ortaya koymaktadir. Mezopotamya,
Suriye, Anadolu ve Ege arasinda MO 3. binyilda giderek yogunlasan ticari ve kiiltiirel iliskiler dikkate
alindiginda (Efe 2007; Massa & Palmisano 2018; Sahoglu 2005, 2019), Alisar miihrii yalnizca belirli
bir tislubun Anadoludaki drnegi degil, ayni zamanda Orta Anadolu’'nun bu genis etkilesim aglarina
ETC 2'de dahil oldugunun somut gostergelerinden biri olarak da 6nem tagimaktadir.

7 Gezici zanaatkarlar ile Anadolu arasindaki etkilesim, cesitli caligmalarda farkli boyutlariyla ele alinmis ve tartigtlmistir (Canby,

1965; Efe, 2006; Emre, 1971). Alisar baglamina iliskin degerlendirmeler icin bkz Dede 2026; 2027.
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Figiir 5

Alisar Muhri ile i|i§l<i|i Piedmont Silindir Miihiir Ornekleri (Porada, 1948, Pl. VII: 35-36; Frankfort, 1955, P142: 448;
Collon, 1987, No. 41; Forest, 1987, Fig. 10; Roach 2008; No. 1319,1321,1322,1351,1362) | Comparative Examples of
Piedmont Cylinder Seal Related to the Alisar Specimen (after (Porada, 1948, PI. VII: 35-36; Frankfort, 1955, Pl42: 448;
Collon, 1987, No. 41; Forest, 1987: Fig. 10: Roach 2008: No. 1319, 1321, 1322, 1351, 1362)
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@ Piedmont stili silindir miihiirler

Figiir 6
Anadolu'daki Piedmont Stili Miihiirlerin Dagilimi / Distribution of Piedmont-Style Seals in Anatolia (Map by the M. G. Dede).

Sonug

Bu ¢alisma, Alisar Hoyiik'iin 8M tabakasindan ele gecen piedmont stilindeki silindir miihrii merkeze alarak
Orta Anadolu silindir miihiirlerine iliskin sinirli arkeolojik veriyi genisletmeyi amaglamistir. Stratigrafik
baglami belirlenebilen bu 6rnek, ET'C 2’nin son evrelerine tarihlenmesi nedeniyle Orta ve Bati Anadoluda
stratigrafik baglami net olarak bilinen en erken silindir miihiirlerden biri olarak degerlendirilmektedir.
Piedmont stilinin Anadolu'da yalnizca birkag merkezde belgelenmis olmasi ve Alisar ETC tabakalarinda tek
silindir miithiir olmasi, nesnenin yerlesim i¢indeki konumunu ayrica dikkat ¢ekici kilmaktadir.

Alisar’in piedmont miihrii, ETC’nin ikinci yarisinda Orta Anadolu'nun Mezopotamya ve Kuzey Suriye mer-
kezli maddi kiiltiir gelenekleriyle kurdugu iligkilerin anlagilmasina 6nemli bir katk: sunmaktadir. Yerlesimde
ele gegen diger buluntu gruplariyla birlikte degerlendirildiginde, bu miihiir Alisar’in uzun mesafeli etkilesim
aglarina dahil oldugunun gliptik alanindaki en belirgin gostergelerinden birini olusturmaktadir. Damga
miihiirlerin baskinligina karsin silindir mithiir kullaniminin sinirli kalmasi, mithiirleme teknolojilerinin ve
bunlara bagli sembolik anlamlarin bélgeler arasinda dogrudan aktarilmak yerine yerel kosullar ve tercihler
dogrultusunda segici bicimde yeniden yorumlanabildigini gostermektedir. Bu yoniiyle Alisar 8M miihrii,
ETC boyunca Kuzey Suriye, Mezopotamya ve Anadolu arasinda gelisen ¢cok yonli kiiltiirel ve ekonomik
etkilesimlerin Orta Anadoludaki somut yansimalarindan biri olarak degerlendirilebilir.
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Extended Abstract

A PIEDMONT-STYLE CYLINDER SEAL FROM
CENTRAL ANATOLIA: AN EARLY BRONZE AGE
CASE FROM ALISAR HOYUK

ylinder seals occupy a significant place within the material culture of ancient Western Asian socie-
‘ ties. These objects should be understood not only as tools employed in administrative practices but
also as visual media through which concepts such as identity, status, and authority were expressed.
The iconographic and stylistic features depicted on seal surfaces provide valuable insights not only into indi-
vidual choices but also into the broader cultural environments in which they were produced and used (Dede,

2014, p. 11; Dede & Oguzhanoglu, 2024, p. 33; Pittman, 1995, p. 1589)

Piedmont style cylinder seals constitute one of the early glyptic traditions dated to the late fourth and early
third millennia BC and are widely attested in core regions such as Iran, Mesopotamia, and Northern Syria
(Collon, 1987; Frankfort, 1955; Matthews, 1997; Pittman, 1994; Porada, 1948; Roach, 2008). In contrast,
seals from Anatolia are both limited in number and frequently lack secure stratigraphic contexts (Fig 5;
Bittel, 1941, Abb.1; Luschan, 1943, Taf. 39d; Dede & Oguzhanoglu, 2024, Fig. 2.10; 5.1). This situation
leaves unresolved questions regarding the transmission routes of this tradition into Anatolia and the ways in
which it was adopted within local cultural settings.

Alisar Hoytik, one of the major tells in Central Anatolia, is characterized by a long and stratified occupation-
al sequence extending from the Late Chalcolithic to the Seljuk and Ottoman periods (Gorny, 1994, p. 191;
Schmidt, 1932, pp. 25-27; Tabs. 1-2). This study examines a piedmont style cylinder seal recovered from
layer 8M at Alisar Hoyiik, with the aim of addressing this gap in our understanding of early sealing practices
in Central Anatolia. The securely stratified context of the find, dated to the late phases of the Early Bronze
Age 2, renders it one of the earliest known cylinder seals in the region.

Literature Review

Piedmont style cylinder seals have been approached in the literature from various perspectives, particularly
in terms of their production techniques, raw material choices, and iconographic compositions (Tab. 4). They
are generally characterized by elongated and slender bodies, geometric mortifs executed through incision, and
the frequent use of relatively soft stones such as steatite or chlorite. While some scholars (Matthews, 1997;
Roach, 2008; Pittman, 1994) emphasize their function as instruments of information transmission within
early administrative systems, others argue that these objects should also be considered as visual indicators of
interregional interaction and cultural exchange.

Within the Anatolian context, the scarcity of securely contextualized seals (Bittel, 1941, Abb.1; Dede &
Oguzhanoglu, 2024, Fig. 2.10, 5.11; Luschan, 1943, Taf. 39d; Schliemann, 1881, Nr. 503) complicates our
understanding of how this tradition was produced and utilized. As a result, it remains debated whether these
seals were imported, produced by itinerant craftsmen, or locally imitated. The Alisar seal (Fig. 2—4), owing
to its reliable stratigraphic context, provides a crucial dataset for addressing these questions.

Methodology

This study adopts a contextual and comparative approach. The seal (Figs. 2—4) is first evaluated within
the framework of the stratigraphy of Alisar Hoyiik and the chronology of the Early Bronze Age in Central
Anatolia (Tabs. 1-3). Subsequently, typological, technological, and iconographic analyses are conducted,
and the seal is compared with piedmont style seals known from Iran, Mesopotamia, Northern Syria
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(Buchanan, 1981; Collon, 1987; Frankfort, 1955; Matthews, 1997; Pittman, 1994; Roach, 2008), and Ana-
tolia. Particular attention is given to raw material selection, manufacturing techniques, surface treatment,
and compositional organization as primary criteria for comparison.

Findings

The Alisar cylinder seal (Figs. 2—4) differs from typical piedmont style seals in that it is made of diorite rather
than commonly used soft stones. The hard and coarse—grained nature of this material has resulted in irreg-
ular incision marks, which, together with the absence of fine detailing, suggests that the production process
was carried out under technically more constrained conditions.

From a compositional perspective, the seal adheres to the piedmont tradition’s fundamental principles (Fig.
5). The geometric arrangement composed of deeply incised, hatched bands correspond well with character-
istic features of the style. However, the relatively coarse execution and lack of refinement distinguish it from
examples produced in core regions, indicating a more provincial interpretation.

Discussion and Conclusion

The Alisar cylinder seal demonstrates that stylistic affiliation and technological practice did not necessarily
travel together. Although its geometric composition closely conforms to the piedmont tradition, the use
of diorite and certain features of workmanship distinguish it from most of the seals known from the core
distribution area. These differences suggest that the transmission of glyptic traditions involved processes of
adaptation rather than straightforward replication of established models. The available evidence does not
allow a definitive determination of the seal’s place of production; however, it is more plausibly understood as
a local or regional interpretation of a broader glyptic tradition rather than a direct import.

The rarity of piedmont—style cylinder seals in Anatolia further enhances the significance of the Alisar spec-
imen. As the earliest securely stratified example currently known from Central and Western Anatolia, it
provides an important chronological reference point for the study of Early Bronze Age glyptic traditions in
the region. Moreover, the dominance of stamp seals at Alisar, in contrast to the scarcity of cylinder seals,
indicates that the adoption of this technology was selective and context—dependent rather than widespread.

Taken together with other evidence for supra—regional connectivity, the seal contributes to the reconstruc-
tion of long—distance interaction networks linking Central Anatolia with Northern Syria and Mesopo-
tamia during the third millennium BC (Efe, 2007; Massa & Palmisano, 2018; Sahoglu, 2005; 2019). In
this respect, the Alisar seal functions not only as a rare Anatolian seal of the piedmont glyptic tradition
but also as a significant indicator of the cultural and economic interactions that shaped Early Bronze Age
interregional dynamics.
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6zet

1950-1960’l1 yillarda Giiney Urallarda gerceklestirilen Sovyet hava fotografcilik calismalari sayesinde
baslayan aragtirmalar, 1970-1980’li yillarda basta arkeolojik kazi olmak tizere ¢esitli yontemlerle Sintagta ve
Arkaim gibi anahtar yerlesimlerde devam etmistir. S6z konusu arastirmalarin yani sira Novy Kumak gémiit
alanindan elde edilen arkeolojik malzemenin analizi, Sintagta-Petrovkanin ¢agdag: kiiltiirlerden farkli bir
kiiltiir olugunu ortaya koymustur. Dusanbe'de 1977 yilinda gerceklestirilen uluslararasi konferansta sunulan
bildirilerle kiilttir adin1 genis capta duyurmustur. Kiiltiir, Kuzey Karadeniz gibi bir zamanlar Sovyetler
Birligi yonetiminde kalmis genis bozkirlarda rastlanan diger prehistorik-protohistorik kiiltiirlerde oldugu
tizere adlandirma ve tanimlama noktasinda birtakim tartigmalara neden olmaktadir. Bu durum, 2000 yilt
sonrast politika ve dil bariyerini agan artan sayidaki uluslararasi arazi ve yayin calismastyla —kismen ortak bir
literatiire dahil edilerek— gelistirilse de bazi temel noktalar halen ¢oziilebilmis degildir. Bu yayin ¢alismasinda
Sintagta-Petrovka, spekiilatif Anadolu kéken 6nerisi ve kentlesme baglaminda degerlendirilecek, bolgeler arast
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kargilagtirmalarla kentlesme olgusu adina 6nerilerde bulunulacaktir. Bu oneriler arasinda, tarimer ¢ekirdek
alanlarin ¢eperinde kalan bolgelerin kendi 6zgiin kogsullarinda kentlesme siireglerini baglatmis olduklar: ile
diizenli uzun mesafeli ticaretin kentlesme adina her 6rnekte 6n kosul olmadigi, bunun yerine ilerletici bir
kosul olarak kabul edilmesi gerektigi yer almaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Sintasta-Petrovka, Avrasya Prehistoryasi, Giiney Urallar, Kentlesme, Anadolu, Yakin
Dogu, Etkilesimler

Abstract

Initiated by Soviet air photography in the Southern Urals during the 1950s and 60s, the investigations were
furthered through archaeological excavations in the 1970s and 80s at key settlements, such as Sintashta
and Arkaim. Alongside these field studies, the archacological materials from Novy Kumak burial ground
have demonstrated that Sintashta-Petrovka is a different culture, setting it apart from other contemporary
cultures. The proceedings submitted to a conference at Dushanbe in 1977 have played a crucial role in
enhancing the worldwide visibility of the culture under discussion. Unfortunately, it presents no coherent
picture of classification and denomination, like other prehistoric-protohistoric cultures found in the North
Black Sea region that were once ruled by the Soviet Union. Although unfavourable circumstances have partly
evolved with the advent of studies that removed language and political obstacles through a shared body of
literature after 2000, some essential matters remain unaddressed. This paper aims to evaluate Sintashta-
Petrovka in the context of the suggestion of speculative Anatolian origin and urban growth and to make some
suggestions regarding the urbanization phenomenon by establishing cross-regional comparisons. Among
these suggestions is that regions situated on the periphery of agricultural core areas sustained urbanization
process through their endogenous conditions, while regular long-distance trade functioned a propelling
force rather than an initial requirement.

Keywords: Sintashta-Petrovka, Eurasian Prehistory, Southern Urals, Urbanization, Anatolia, Near East,
Interactions
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intagta-Petrovka’yt (SP) tanimlamak istedigimizde, en yalin haliyle, Giiney Urallar (¢cogunlukla

Celyabinsk, kismen Bagkurdistan oblasti) ile Kazak bozkirinin kuzeybatisinda, Ural, Tobol ve [sim

nehir vadilerinde yayilim gosteren bir arkeolojik kiiltiir oldugunu soyleyebiliriz (Fig. 1). Kiiltiir,
MO 3. Binin sonu ile MO 2. Binin ilk geyreginde (MO 2200/2010-1770/1750)" Avrasya Bozkir’'nda
(Buytuk Bozkir) aralarinda metaliirjinin de oldugu birden fazla 6nemli teknolojik alanda yasanan ilerle-
meyi temsil etmekrtedir. Onceden hazirlanmis bir plan dogrultusunda insa edilmis izlenimi veren, etrafi
kalin duvarlar ve genis hendeklerle ¢evrelenmis olan, yuvarlak, oval ve késeleri yuvarlatilmig dikdortgen
seklindeki yerlesim planlari, ogunlukla gomiit hediyesi ve/veya buluntusu olarak ele ge¢mis iki tekerlekli
ve sepetli arabalar, kazicilari ve aragtirmacilar tarafindan oldukea ilgi ¢ekici sekilde canlandirilan kurgan
gomiit yapilari, metal buluntu topluluklart ve bu metal buluntu topluluklarinin eslik ettigi sembolik
sistem kiiltiiriin 6ne ¢ikan unsurlarindandir. Proto Hint-Avrupa ve Proto Hint-Iran adina yiiriitiilen tar-
tismalarda kiiltiirii kéken olarak tanimlayan 6nerileri unutmamak gerekir (Grigoriev, 2002(a); Kuzmina,
2007; Lal, 1981; Parpola, 1998; Zdanovich, 1995).

CPetrovka

+ (Bakhta

Sar’yE—Sakly o

il (o)
Kizilskoye o<onoplyanka
Arkaim
S A ®
, Sintasta
/

KAZAKISTAN

Figiir 1
Onemli Sintasta-Petrovka Yerlesimleri. Google Earth Araciligiyla Uretilmistir / Prominent Sintashta-Petrovka Settlements.
It Is Produced via Google Earth

Kiltiiriin adlandirmast sorunludur. Adlandirmada soruna neden olan temel sey, kimi arastirmacilarin —
digerlerinin aksine— iki evreli olarak tanimlanan kiiltiiriin ge¢ evresini olusturan Petrovka'yr bagimsiz bir
kiiltiir olarak tanimlamasidir. Petrovka, ayrica, Elena E. Kuzmina gibi arasurmacilar tarafindan Andronovo
kiiltiir grubunun bir tiyesi olarak tanimlanmaktadir (Kuzmina, 2007, s. 19-20). Evreleri birbirinden ayir-
mada —diger olciitlerle birlikte— yerlesim planindaki radikal degisim 6nemli bir rol oynamaktadir. Kiiltiiriin
erken evresi olan Sintastada yerlesim planlart kus bakisi yuvarlak ve oval bir sekil sunarken, ge¢ evresi olan
Petrovkada koseleri yuvarlatlmis dortgen ve dikdortgen bir sekil karsimiza ¢ikmakeadir. Kiiltiir, bazi yayin-
larda s6z konusu ayrim kullanilmaksizin Sintasta-Arkaim olarak da adlandirilmakeadir (Koryakova & Kohl,
2000). Her ne kadar en erken aragtirilan ve kiiltiire adini veren yerlesim Sintasta I de olsa (ayn1 adl: iki yer-
lesim bulunmaktadur, birbirlerinden roma rakamlariyla ayrilirlar), Arkaim neredeyse eksiksiz arastirilmis tek
yerlesim olma 6zelligine sahiptir ve anlagildig: tizere bu durum kiiltiirii adlandirmada kullanilmasina neden
olmaktadir. Yerlesimlerin etrafi duvar ve hendeklerle ¢evrelenmistir ki; bu nedenle yerlesimleri kale-tipi ola-

Geleneksel ve/veya klasik kronolojide MO 2050 kiiltiiriin baslangicini isaretlemektedir. Ancak, yakin tarihli radyokarbon
caligmalart kiiltiiriin baslangicini MO 2200’e kadar gekmektedir (Tkachev, 2020). Bununla birlikte, s6z konusu yeni tarih
araligint kabul etmeyen, AMS yontemiyle elde edilmis tarih araligi olan MO 2010-1770’in daha dogru oldugunu kabul eden
arastirmacilar bulunmakeadir (Grigoriev, 2021, s. 27).
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rak adlandirmak yanlis olmayacakur. Birbirlerine olduke¢a yakin sayilabilecek mesafelerde akarsu boylarina
(istisnalarla birlikte) insa edilmis yerlesimler, 1990’larda baslayacak sekilde kiiltiiriin Kasabalar Ulkesi sek-
linde anilmasina neden olmusgtur.” Kiiltiiriin aragtirma tarihgesi icerisinde anilmasi gereken bir diger nokta
Novy Kumak gémiit alanidir. Giiniimiizde Rusyanin Orsk kenti (Orenburg Oblastr) sinirlarinda, kent
merkezinin birkag km dogusunda akan Ural nehrinin sol yakasinda bulunan gémiit alaninda, Konstantin
Smirnov ve Sergey Popov tarafindan 1970’li yillarin baglarinda birtakim arkeolojik kaz1 calismalar: gercekles-
tirilmis, s6z konusu caligmalar sonucunda 25 no’lu kurganda ele gecen ¢anak-¢comlek buluntu toplulugu ise
kiiltiiriin ayirt edilmesinde 6nemli bir referans noktasit olmustur (Smirnov & Popov, 1974).

Kent ve kentlesme olgularini ¢alisan birden fazla sosyal bilim bulunmaktadir. Bu sosyal bilimlerden biri olan
antropoloji, temelde kent tipleri ve bu kent tiplerinde goriilen gesitli sosyal sorunlara odaklansa da ¢alismaya
baslayabilmek adina kent tanimina ve koken dinamikleri hakkinda agiklamalara ihtiyag duymakeadir (De
Vivo, s. 2016, 28-9). Bununla birlikte, antropoloji ¢alismalarini devam eden ve kimi zaman ¢iplak gozle dahi
izlenebilen bir siireg {izerine insa etmektedir. Ekonomi ve sosyoloji alanlarindakine benzer bir tutumla, tica-
ret, politik takaslar, ayni dili konusabilmek/anlasmalar yapabilmek ve organizasyon gibi temel siireclerden
kentlerin sosyal yapilarint okumaya caligmaktadir. Arkeoloji ise diger sosyal bilimlerle kismen ortaklastig
koken sorunuyla birlikte, tek tek gecmisteki kentler ile dsnem ve bélgelere gore degisebilen kentlesme siireg-
lerinin tanimlanmast tizerine odaklanmaktadir.

Kent ve kentlesme olgulari —ayn1 zamanda— tistiindeki ilgiyi asla kaybetmeyen bir tartsma basligidir. Gordon
Childe'in 7he Urban Revolution makalesi (Childe, 1950) arkeoloji adina genel cergeveyi ortaya koyan, giinii-
miizde dahi tartigmalarda referans noktast olmaya devam eden bir ¢alisma olmustur. Ancak, ge¢cmis kentleri
tanimlayabilmek adina taginir ve tasginmaz materyal kiiltiire dayanilarak bu makalede hazirlanan on temel 6l¢iit,
salt teknik-teknolojik seviyeyi temel alan ilerlemeci bir yan tagimasi ve diger ¢ekirdek alanlarla birlikte (Mistr
ve Indus Vadisi) Mezopotamya merkezli olusu nedeniyle tek tek bolgelerin tasidig1 6zgiinliiklerin goriilmesini
engellemekete ve tartismalar difiizyonizm (yayilmacilik) temelli bir alana hapsetmektedir. Ustelik kent ve geperi
arasinda gerceklesen olast mekansal iliskileri kapsayamamaktadir. Bruce Trigger ise Determinants of Urban
Growth in Pre-industrial Societies makalesinde (Trigger, 1972) bolgesel 6zgiinliiklerin belirgin hale gelmesinin
yant sira, kentin merkezden gepere ve/veya kirsala tasmasina izin vererek tartismalara yeni bir boyut kazandir-
mustir. Kent gelisimini saglayan dinamiklerin ¢esitlilik gosteriyor olusunu vurguladigr s6z konusu makalesi,
kentlerin etrafini saran yakin ve uzak ¢eperle ekonomik, askeri ve dini nedenlere dayal: bir biitiin olusturdu-
gunu onermekeedir. B. Trigger daha sonra kasaba, kent ve kent merkezi gibi ayrimlara gitmis (Trigger, 2003, s.
121), temelde “kent ve/veya kentleri olmayan uygarlik olamaz” tezi tizerinden, erken uygarliklar dahi —kenti
kargilayacak sekilde— kalici niifusu diisiik, ancak etrafina dagilmus ikinci bir niifusun periyodik olarak ziyaret-
lerde bulundugu sembolik merkezlere sahip olmali 6nerisinde bulunmustur (Trigger, 2003, s. 120).°

Kentlesme siireci, genis bir ger¢eveden bakildiginda devinimli, artarak-katlanarak ilerleyen ve —simdilik—
ulus devlette mola vermis, tarihi olduk¢a uzun ve karmagik bir ydnetim kurma ¢abasinin erken agamasidir.
Bu nedenle bazi aragtirmacilar, aralarinda ince farklar bulunmasina ragmen devlet organizasyonu ile (kent
devleti gibi tiim arkaik formlariyla birlikte) kenti terminolojik ve teorik agidan benzer bir anlamda kullan-
maktadir (Kradin, 2025, s. 150). Marcella Frangipane ve ekibinin Arslantepede devam eden ¢aligmalar:
deginmemiz gereken bir diger 6nemli noktadir. Yenilikei Mezopotamya ve ithal eden-uygulayan ceper bolge-
ler formiiliiniin istisnasiz her kosul ve 6rnekte gerceklesmedigini, hatali ve/veya eksik yaklagimlarla ikincil
konuma itilen diger ¢eper bolgelerin dzgiinliikler tirettigini, hatta bazi 6rneklerde soz konusu 6zgiinliiklerin
Mezopotamya'ya ithal edilmis olabilecegini s6z konusu ¢aligmalar (Frangipane, 2016; Frangipane & Cereda,
2024) sayesinde giiglii bir sekilde 6ne siirebiliyoruz.

? Terimin Rusca 6zgiin hali Strana gorodov (Crpana ropopos) Tiirk¢ede —birebir ¢evrilmesi halinde— Kentler iilkesi anlamina

gelmektedir. Rus kiiltiir tarihi ve geleneginde etrafi ¢it ya da duvarla cevrilmis, iginde tiretime y6nelik unsurlarin barindig
yetlesimlerin tamami kent olarak adlandirilmaktadir (Nosov, 2009). Ingilizce arkeoloji literatiiriine ise Country of towns
seklinde aktarilmistir. S6z konusu literatiirii esas alan kimi Tiirkge yayinlar kiiltiirii Kasabalar iilkesi seklinde anmaktadir.

3 B. Trigger onerisini Maya gibi Kolomb 6ncesi Amerika (Thompson, 1954) ve Eski Cin (Wheatley, 1971) kiiltiirleriyle
desteklemekeedir.
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Kendinden 6nce ve sonra var olmus Biiyiik Bozkir kiiltiirleriyle kargilastirildiginda, yerlesim plani ve mimari
baglamda SP son derece istisna bir yerde durmaktadir. Koken sorunu ve hakkindaki savasci toplum tanimini
somutlastiran birincil kanitlarin yoklugunu da ekledigimizde, SP’yi bir cesit arkeolojik fenomen seklinde
degerlendirebiliriz. Calismamizda farklt bir bolge ve zaman diliminde kendini gosteren I¢ Bati Anadolu
Erken Tung¢ Cagt (ETC) II kiiltiir ve/veya kiiltiirleriyle tasidigi —ve bizce dnciil-ardil ve/veya dogrudan temas-
larla/etkilesimlerle agiklanmast arkeolojik anlamda miimkiin olmayan— mimari benzerlikler kentlesme siireci
baglaminda ele alinacak, tarimc gekirdek alanlarin diginda kalan bolgelerdeki olasi 6zgiinliiklere dikkat geki-
lecektir. Kentlesme adina bir gereklilik olan art1 tirtin (yerlesim ici ve yerlesimler arasi dolagima ¢ikarildigt
anda art1 deger) birikiminin her kosul ve 6rnekte besin ekonomisinde aranmamasi gerektigi, kimi zaman
Mezopotamya modelinde goriilen tapinak merkezli sosyal-ekonomik yapidan bagimsiz kentlesme siirecle-
rinin izlenebilecegi 6nerilerimiz arasindadir. Baglantli bir diger temel 6nerimiz; uzun mesafeli ticaretin her
ornekte kentlesme adina bir 6n kosul olmadigidir. Sonraki bagliklarda SP’nin yerlesim plani ve mimarisi
detaylica tanitilacak, ardindan —kéken sorunu dahil edilerek— birtakim karsilagtirmalar gerceklestirilecek ve
son olarak 6nerilerimiz siralanacakuir.

Yerlesim Plani ve Mimari

Kalin duvarlar ve genis hendeklerden olusan savunmaya sahip yerlesimlerle one ¢ikiyor olmasi, kiiltiire ait
ve/veya kiiltiire dhil edilebilecek, iclerinde kiiltiire 6zgii taginabilir materyalin rastlandigt savunmasi olma-
yan kiiciik yerlesimlerin kimi zaman goz ardi edilmesine neden olmaktadir. Savunmaya sahip ancak yeterli
calismanin yoklugunda heniiz SP yerlesimi olup olmadigi netlesmeyen yerlesimlerin (Selek, Shikurtau ve
Kizil-Mayak) yani sira, 6zellikle Arkaim ve cevresinde cesitli yontemlerle ortaya ¢ikarilan tasinabilir SP
materyaline sahip yerlesimler soziinii ettigimiz savunmasiz kiigiik yerlesimler (Kamennyi Brod, Streletskoye
I ve Shibaevo I) arasindadir (Soldatkin 2021, s. 162, Fig. 2). Merkezde yer aldigini farz edebilecegimiz
gliclii savunma sistemine sahip yerlesim, etrafinda yer alan savunmasiz kiigiik yerlesimler ve kimi mevsimlik
kamp alanlari araciligiyla merkez-gevre ¢eper iligkili (merkezden ¢epere dogru yayilacak sekilde) hiyerarsik
bir yerlesim sistemini isaret etmektedir (Zdanovich, 1989; 1997). Ancak, arastirmacilardan bazilari, sahada
yaptiklari caligmalarda bu tip bir yerlesim sistemini kanitlayabilecek 6l¢iide kiiciik yerlesim ve kamp alanla-
rina rastlanmadigini bildirmektedir (Epimakhov, 2002, s. 142). Stepnoye ve Chernorechye III gibi yerlesim-
lerin etrafi da yakin sayilabilecek tarihlerde (2009 ve 2011 yillarinda) gergeklestirilen yiizey arasturmalariyla
taranmis (Johnson, 2014) ancak destekler nitelikte bulgulara ulagilamamisur. Hiyerarsik yerlesim sistemi
onerisini stirdiiren arastirmacilar ise SP tipi savunmals yerlesimler (Soldatkin, 2024, s. 229) seklindeki termi-
nolojik ayrimi ortaya koyarak —dolayli yoldan— savunmasiz kiiciik yerlesimlerin varligini kabul etmekeedir.

Farkli tarihlerde gesitli yontemlerle gerceklestirilen ¢alismalar sonucunda, savunmali yerlesimlerin sayisi hak-
kinda birden fazla 6neri yapilmistir. Kimi aragtirmacilar 22 biiyiik yerlesim oldugunu 6nerirken (Batanina
& Hanks, 2013, s. 202, Fig. 12.1), digerleri toplamda 23 ve 27 biiyiik yerlesim olduguna dair 6nerilerde
bulunmaktadir (Vinogradov, 2018, s. 74). Nikolai Soldatkin, 24 olarak belirttigi (Soldatkin, 2021, s. 162)
yerlesimlerin sayisini uydu gériintiileme yéntemiyle gerceklestirilen birtakim giincel ¢alismalarla daha sonra
30’a yiikseltmis ve sayinin ¢aligmalar ilerledikge artabilecegini eklemistir (Soldatkin, 2024, s. 223, 225, Fig.
1-2). Yerlesimler, korunma durumlari ve aragtirma yontemi gibi temel iki nedenden otiirii hi¢bir zaman
yerlesimin tamamina yayilacak sekilde calistlmamistir. Kazi, ylizey arastirmast, jeofizik ve uydu gériintiileme
baslica calisma yontemleri arasindadir. Bir kural geregi, istisnalar olmakla birlikte, yerlesimlerin neredeyse
tamami akarsularin yakinindaki hafif yiikseltilerin iistiine kurulmustur. Oyle ki, Sintasta [ rneginde oldugu
tizere, kimi zaman yatak degistiren akarsu tarafindan yerlesimlerin bir kismi tahrip olmugtur (Fig. 2). Bir
goliin yakininda bulunan Chekatay ise istisna yerlesimlere ornektir (Koryakova & Epimakhov, 2007, s.
67). Sintasta evresinde (erken evre) yuvarlak veya oval bir sekil veren yerlesim plani, Petrovka evresinde
(geg evre) koseleri yuvarlaulmig dértgen ve/veya dikdortgen bir sekil veren yerlesim planina déntismistiir.
Her iki evre icin de aragtirmacilar tarafindan yukar: kent-asagr kent arasurmasi ve siiphesi stirdiiriilmektedir.
Igor Chechushkov, yakin zamanlarda yapug arazi calismalari ve soz konusu arazi ¢caligmalarina eslik eden
birtakim analizlerle bu konuda en giincel ve detayli resimlerden birini sunmaktadir (Chechushkov, 2018).
Kamennyi Ambar, Zhurumbay ve Konoplyankada, yerlesimlerin disinda, savunma sisteminin etrafini saran
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ceperde birden fazla test agmasinda ¢aligilmus, kalict mimariye dair izlere rastlanilmamakla birlikte, insan ve
evcil stirti hayvanlarinin arazi kullanimini kanitlayacak sekilde ince-seyrek tabakalar ile basta canak-¢omlek
parcalari ve hayvan kemikleri olmak tizere ¢esitli kalintilara ulagilmistir. Kamennyi Ambar'dan alinma numu-
nelerin jeokimyasal analizleri, fosfat (topragin kimyasal igeriginin degismesine neden olan insan faaliyetini
kanitlayan element) ve ilgili diger elementlerin yiiksek yogunluklarini ortaya koymaktadir (Chechushkoyv,
2018, s. 115-16).

S: Sintasta - SBK: Sintasta Biiyiik Kurgan - SM: Sintasta M Mezarhg:

Figiir 2

Sintasta (Yerlesim, Buiyiik Kurgan ve M Mezarlig). Yerlesimde Kazilarn Gerceklestirildigi Alan Sariyla Taranmistir. A) Harita
B) Giincel Uydu Fotografi C) Yerlesim Plani (Harita ve yerlesim plani Gening ve ark,, 1992, Fig. 2, 7den diizenlenmistir, uydu
fotografi Google Earth araciligiyla tiretilmistir) / Sintashta (Settlement, Great Kurgan, and M Cemetery). The Area Marked in
Yellow Has Been Excavated. A) The Map B) The Current Satellite Photo C) The Settlement Plan (The map and settlement plan
are reorganized by the author after Gening, et al, 1992, Fig 2, 7. the satellite photo is captured via Google Earth)

Her iki evreden de yogunluklari farkli olacak sekilde, yerlesimi cevreleyen savunma disi yakin ¢eperdeki
faaliyeti gosterir birbirine yakin sonuglarin gelmesi dikkat edilmesi gereken bir nokta olarak 6n plana ¢ik-
maktadir. Eski Yunan mimarliginda son halini alan yukar: kent-agag: kent diizeni adina benzer bir 6neri gelis-
tirmek ilgili mimari kanitlarin yoklugunda miimkiin gériinmemektedir. Bununla birlikte, 6nem siras1 adina
benzer bir manugin gozetiliyor olusu tizerine diistinmek yanlis olmayacakur. Bagta metal olmak tizere gesitli
tiretim faaliyetlerinin gerceklestirildigi mekanlar savunma icinde kalarak tanimli yapilara doniismiis, tiretim
disinda kalan faaliyetler savunma diginda hareketli-sabit olmayan bir tarzla ger¢eklesmis olabilir. Orta Cag
Avrupasinda kendini gosteren kentlesme sekli burghlar —birtakim uyusmazliklarla birlikte— konu iizerine
oneri gelistirmede kullanilabilir. Bir seckin grubun elinde tuttugu savunmali ve/veya korunakli yerlesimin
bir siire sonra etrafina kolay bozulabilir malzemeyle insa edilmis yapilari, dolaysiyla da barinma, ticaret/
alig-veris gibi faaliyet zincirine bagli bir insan toplulugunu kabul eder. Sosyal tabakalanmaya isaret eden soz
konusu gelisim modeline yakin bir bagka 6rnegin, her ne kadar burgh drnegini kullanmasalar dahi, SP adina
kabul edilebilir oldugunu savunan arastirmacilar s6z konusudur (Chechushkov, 2018).

SP yerlesimlerinin planlarina bakugimizda ilk anda dikkatimizi ¢eken seylerden biri savunma sistemiyle
ortaya konan anitsalliktir. Burada, Biiyiik Bozkir mimarisinde daha énce goériilmeyen, SP’den sonra ise
kesintiye ugrayan ve Yakin Dogudaki ¢agdaslariyla kargilastrildiginda miitevazi kalan bir anitsalliktan soz
edilmektedir. Deriivka gibi Kuzey Karadenizde tespit edilmis olan MO 4. Bindeki Eneolitik yerlesimler,
3000 m2’nin {izerine ¢tkmayan alanlara (Telegin, 1986, s. 8) genellikle uzunlugu 10 m, genisligi ise 2-4
m arasinda degisen seyrek yerlestirilmis az sayidaki dikdortgen yapiyla yayillmustir (Telegin, 1986, s. 5-30).
Kazi ¢aligmalart sonucunda, seyrek yerlestirilen soz konusu yapilarin arasindaki —etrafi sinirlandirilmamig—
acik alanlarda iiretim ve giinliik islerin yapildigint kanitlayan ¢ok sayida ¢6p ¢ukuru, kemik-keramik biri-
kintisi ve gesitli tipte ocak-firin ortaya gikarilmustir (Telegin, 1986, s. 15, 29). MO 4-3. Binlerde kendini
var eden Yamnaya-Katakombnaya kiiltiir grubu adina Mikhaylovka (Korobkova & Saposnikova, 2005) ve
Generalka 2 (Radchenko & Tuboltsev, 2019) yerlesimleri birer istisnadir. Bu kiiltiir grubunu kurgan gomiit
alanlarindan (kiimelerinden), kurgan alt mimarisinden ve gémme geleneklerinden tanimaktayiz (Sezer,
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2024). SP yerlesimleri ise 6000 m2’den 30.000 m2’ye kadar degisen alanlara (Tab. 1) sik yerlestirilmis cok
saytdaki yapi-yapt grubu, bu yap: gruplari arasinda gecisi saglayan hatlar/gegitler ve birden fazla unsurdan
olusan savunma sistemiyle yayilmistir. SP sonrasi batida (Kuzey Karadeniz-Hazar bozkirinda) ortaya ¢ikan
Srubnaya (Ahsap Oda Gomiit) kiiltiiriinde, belli bagli hammaddelerin tiretimine y6nelik uzmanlagmalarla
birbirlerinden ayrilan kalici yerlesimler devam etmis (Gorbunov 2006; Morozov, 1981), ancak s6z konusu
yerlesimler —SP ile kargilasurildiginda— dar alanlara giiclii ve/veya belirgin savunma sistemi olmaksizin
yayilmugtir. Bugiine kadar en iyi aragtirilmig —gdrece genis— yerlesimlerden biri olan Usovo’ya bakugimizda
(Ukrayna, Donetsk oblast1, Krasnolimansky bolgesi), kabaca 15.000 m2’lik alana* (Berezanska, 1990, s. 3)
uzunluklart yaklagik 10 m, genislikleri ise 8 m olan 14 yap: (iiretim ve giinliik isler) ile gorece kiigiik 3 ilave
yapinin (metal {iretimi) yayildigini gdrmekteyiz (Berezanska, 1990, s. 17, Fig. 5, s. 19, Fig. 6, s. 21, Fig. 7).
Ancak, yerlesimde savunma sistemine dahil edilebilecek tek yap1 ve/veya unsur yerlesimin kuzeyini ¢eviren
hendektir (Berezanska, 1990, s. 12, Fig. 3). Doguda (Kazak bozkirt ve kismen Giiney Sibirya bozkirinda)
Ahgap Oda Gémiit'tin ¢agdasi olan Andronovo kiiltiir grubu icin de benzer tanim ve tespitler yapilmakta-
dir. Yapi sayist 100’e kadar ¢ikan Buguly 1 gibi istisna yerlesimlerin disinda (Kuzmina, 2007, s. 37, Tab. 1),
kiiltiir grubu 10-20 arast yapiya sahip biiyiik yerlesimler ile 2-6 arast yapiya sahip kiigiik yerlesimler seklinde
dagilim gostermektedir (Kuzmina, 2007, s. 38; yap1 boyutlari icin bkz. Kuzmina, 2007, s. 40—41, Tab. 2, s.
60-67). Diiz —bazen dirsek yapan— bir hatta birbirinden bagimsiz sekilde dizilen yapilardan meydana gelen
bir yerlesim plani bazi yerlesimlerde gozlenmekle birlikte, savunma sistemi ve/veya mimarisine dair herhangi
bir bulguya rastlanmamaktadir (Kuzmina, 2007, s. 615, Fig. 7).

Tablo 1
Metinde Gecen SP Yerlesimlerinin Kapladiklari Alanlar / The Areas of SP
Settlements Mentioned in the Text

Arkaim 20.000 m2
Kamennyi Ambar 18.000 m2
Bersuat 24.000 m2
Sarym-Sakly 12.000 m2
Kizilskoye 11.000 m2
Rodniki 19.000 m2
Bakhta 27000 m2
Konoplyanka 9000 m2
Stepnoye 16.000 m2
Ustye | 23.000 m2

Not: Bazi yerlesimlerin alan hesaplamalarinda hava fotografi ve arazi yén-
temlerinin her ikisi de kullanilmis, cogunlukla farkli sonuclar elde edilmis-
tir (Soldatkin, 2021, s. 166, Tab. 1% Farkli sonuclarda arazi yéntemleriyle
elde edileni tabloya tasidik. Akarsuyun yol actigi genis tahribat nedeniyle
Sintasta'yl tabloya dahil etmedik.

SP savunma sistemi —giris-¢tkis yapabilmek adina birtakim &rneklerde rampa ilave edilmis— hendek, dig
duvar ve i¢ duvardan olusmaktadir. Her yerlesimde sayilan unsurlarin tamamina eksiksiz bir sekilde ulasmak
miimkiin olmazken, erken evrede Arkaim’in (Fig. 3) citadel duvari olarak da anilan i¢ duvar yaklagik 3-4 m
kalinliga ve 85 m ¢apa ulagmakeadir (Zdanovich, 1995, s. 26). Bu i¢ duvar, i¢ ice gegmis yapt halkalarindan
merkezde olani sarmaktadir. Dolayisiyla merkezden uzakta, distaki yapi halkasini saran duvar dig duvar
olarak diistiniilebilir. Bununla birlikte, yap1 halkalar1 yerine hendegi saran ve béylelikle savunma sisteminin

4 Sofia S. Berezanska, birbirine yaklasarak kiimelenen yapilarin ceperindeki genis alanin cesitli giinliik akrivitelerde kullanildigini,

bunun birtakim ciliz tabaka ve materyal bulgularla kanitlandigint bildirmis, dolayistyla yerlesimin sinirlarina dahil edilmesi
gerektigini savunarak Usovo'nun toplamda 30.000 m2’lik bir alana yayildigini 6nermistir (Berezanska, 1990, s. 11).
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olast tehditle yiizlesen ilk unsuru haline gelen bir dis duvar daha bulunmaktadir. Daha 6nce belirtildigi tizere,
savunma sistemini olusturan unsurlarin her yerlesimde eksiksiz bulunmamast ilkesi uyarinca, soz konusu bu
ikinci dis duvara her yerlesimde rastlanmamaktadir. Geg evre Kamennyi Ambar yerlesiminde hendegin dig
kenari boyunca diizensiz bir sekilde uzanan bir dis duvara rastlanmistir (Koryakova ve ark., 2013). Yaklasik 2
m’lik genislige sahip olan dis duvar hakkinda, kazi sirasinda stratigrafide rastlanan diizensiz dagilim gibi goz-
lemler sonucunda kazicilari tarafindan kalici bir yapida olmayacagina doniik oneriler yapilmistir (Koryakova
ve ark., 2013, 5. 97).
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Figiir 3

Arkaim. A) Yerlesim Plani (I nolu Alan Topografik Yiizey Arastirmasiyla, I| nolu Alan Jeofizik Yontemleriyle, Il nolu
Alan Arkeolojik Kazi Teknikleriyle Aragtinlmistir) B) Kazilar Esnasinda Yerlegimi Gosteren 1988 Tarihli Hava Fotografi
(Zdanovich ve ark, 2020, Fig. 1.7, 2.1) | Arkaim. A) Settlement Plan (The Area | Was Investigated by Topographical Survey,
the Area Il by Geophysical Method, the Area Ill by Archaeological Excavation) B) Air photo That Shows the Settlement
During the Excavation in 1988 (Zdanovich, et al, 2020, Fig. 1.7. 2.1).

Dis duvar boyunca uzanan hendekler ¢esitli genislik ve cap degerlerine sahiptir. Belli bir yerlesimin hendegi,
istisnasiz her bir noktasinda ayn1 ya da diger noktalara yakin genislik degerleri vermemektedir. Erken evre
Sintagta I yerlesimindeki hendegin ¢ap1 yaklasik 145-146 m 6l¢tilmiistiir. Dis duvardan kopan pargalar da
dahil olacak sekilde gesitli malzemeyle dolmus olmast giiniimiize kadar ulagmasini saglamigtir. Kullanimi
strasinda yaklagik 1.3-1.5 m arasinda degisen bir derinlige sahip oldugu tahmin edilmektedir (Gening ve
ark., 1992, s. 24).

Hendeklerin kullanim amaglarinin zaman iginde degistigi, yenileme evresi gecirdikleri ve/veya genisle-
dikleri anlagilmaktadir. Geg evre yerlesimlerinden Kamennyi Ambarda yer alan hendegin saptanabilen
kisimlarinda genislik yaklagik 2 m, derinlik ise 1.3-1.9 m araliginda ol¢tilmiis, tabaninda ise farkls tarih-
lerde agilmug cesitli derinlik ve genigliklerde ¢ukurlara rastlanmigtir. Ayrica tabanda, yiiksek miktarda
komiirlesmis organik maddeyle dolu kirmizimsi kahverengine sahip toprakla kaplanmis, yaklagik 40 cm
genigliginde ve 30-35 cm araliginda degisen bir derinlikte eski bir ikinci hendegin tabanina (Fig. 4) rast-
lanmistir (Koryakova ve ark., 2013, s. 95). Kazicilari, taglasmis kopek diskilariyla birlikte diizensiz olacak
sekilde yogun hayvan kemigine rastlaniyor olusuna isaret ederek, hendek 6zelligini kaybetmeye (gesitli
nedenlerle dolmaya, siglasmaya) baslamasiyla ¢6p alani-cukuru olarak da kullanilmis olabilecegini 6ner-
mektedir (Koryakova ve ark., 2013, s. 97).

[stisnasiz her iki evrede de yerlesim planini okumada karsilagilan en zorlayici sey yerlesimlere giris ve cikist
saglayan alan, gecit ya da kapi yapilaridir. Erken evre Sintagta I yerlesiminin giiney-giineybatisinda, dig
duvar ile hendegin tizerinde yer alan kapt yapisi iki yaninda rampa ilavesi olacak sekilde canlandirilmistir
(Gening ve ark., 1992, s. 40, Fig. 13). Ancak, Sintasta I'le birlikte bir-iki istisna yerlesim haricinde diger
yerlesimlerde giris ve ¢ikist saglayan unsuru tanimlayabilmek kolay degildir. Bunlar hendek iizerine insa
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edilen ve rampalarla desteklenen kapi yapilar1 disinda, erken evrede dig halkadaki, ge¢ evrede ise dis siradaki
yapilarin arasindan gegecek sekilde, genellikle hendek ve dis duvara ara verilerek birakilan bosluklardan (ana
topraktan) olugsmakrtadir. Ayrica, biiyiikliikleriyle kosut olacak sekilde yerlesimlerin sahip olduklar: giris-gikis
sayilart degisebilmektedir. Erken evre Arkaim yerlesiminde ana kapi olarak adlandirilanla birlikte toplamda
4 giris-cikis alani (kapi ve/veya gecit) bulunmaktadir. Batdakiyle birlikte kuzeybatida yer alan gecit kazi
yontemiyle, diger ikisi mimari kalinularin ¢agdas ylizeyde birakugi topografik izlerin de yardimiyla jeofizik
calisma yontemiyle tespit edilmistir. Kuzeybatdaki tamamuiyla agiga ¢ikarilmig, yakininda kazicisinin “kapi
kulesi” olarak adlandirdigs bir yapinin yuvarlak temelleri bulunmustur. Tanimlama yapmanin oldukga zor
oldugunu vurgulayan kazicisi, gecidin ortasina dek sokulan hendegi de g6z 6niinde bulundurarak, buranin

aslinda yalanci bir gecit oldugunu 6nermektedir (Zdanovich, 1995).
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Figiir 4

Kagmennyi Ambar Hendek. Kirmizimsi Kahverengindeki Birikinti Eski Hendegin Tabani (Koryakova ve ark., 2013, Fig.
11). / The Ditch at Kamennyi Ambar. The Accumulation in Reddish Brown Is the Bottom of the Old Ditch (Koryakova, et
al, 2013, Fig. 11)

Erken evrede yan yana duran yapilardan olusma radyal ve/veya radyala yakin bir gekle sahip halkalar, ara-
larinda onlari takip eden gesitli genislik ve uzunlukrtaki bosluklar ve/veya gecitlerle i¢ ice geemis sekilde bir
plan vermektedir. Geg evrede ise koseleri yuvarlatlmis dértgen, dikdortgen ve kimi zaman oval bir sekle
sahip yapilar, genellikle belli belirsiz diiz bir hatta siralanacak sekilde bir plan vermektedir. Ancak, her iki
evrede de yapilarin biiytikligi ile islevi adina bir tekdiizelik s6z konusudur. Sosyal tabakalanmaya dair bir
okuma yapmay1 neredeyse imkansiz hale getiren bu durum, tapinak veya kutsal mekan (shrine) yokluguyla
kendini alabildigine gostermektedir. Simdiye kadar yapilan arazi ¢alismalarinda s6z konusu tanimli yapilara
rastlanmamuistir. En iyi calisilmis yerlesimlerden biri olan Arkaim'den yola ¢ikan Gennady B. Zdanovich ise,
farkls bir yaklagim gelistirerek ve bir ¢esit senkretizmden bahisle yerlesimlerin ayni anda kale, tapinak, tiretim
kompleksi ve barinma alani oldugunu énermekeedir (Zdanovich, 1995, s. 34-35). Tartismaya acik bu 6neri
ile anlatilmak istenen yerlesimin ayni anda ayr1 ayr1 birgok islevi yerine getirdigidir.

Erken evrede uzunluklari yaklagik 8-25 m arasinda, boyutlari ise 100-250 m2 arasinda degisen, siklikla
trapez, kimi zaman dikdortgen (ve/veya diktorgene yakin) sekle sahip yapilar, ahsap direklerin de kulla-
nildig bir gesit dal 6rgii teknigiyle yapilmis hafif paravanlar kullanilarak mekanlara ayrilmisur. Sintasta
I yerlesiminde yapt boyut degerleri 100-250 m2 arasinda, Arkaim yerlesiminde ise 110-180 m2 arasinda
degismektedir (Zdanovich, 1997, s. 49). Yapilarin insasinda cesitli cap degerlere sahip ahsap direklerle bir-
likte, nadiren tas, siklikla kil ve kerpig bir arada kullanilmigtir. Yatay sekilde iist iiste bindirilen ahsap direkler,
onlerinde onlari sabitleyen dikey ahsap direk sirasiyla yapilarin omurgasini olusturmaktadir (Fig. 5). Ahsap
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direklerin arast bazi orneklerde kil ve kerpigle doldurulmustur. Bazi yapilarin i¢ ve dig duvarlari farkli renkee
kil-toprak malzemeyle sivanmustir (Gening ve ark., 1992, s. 60). Sintasta I yerlesimi 10 no’lu yapinin zemi-
ninde rastlanan ve diiz bir sirada kismen takip edilen kémiirlesmis kalintt ve 1§ oyuklarin, yapiyr 3 ayr
mekana ayiran paravandan arta kalanlar oldugu distiniilmektedir (Gening ve ark., 1992, s. 61). Arkaim
yerlesiminde ise yapilarin 4-6 arasinda degisen paravanlarla mekénlara ayrildig1 ve bazi mekanlarin kendi
icinde ahsap direklerle insa edilmis kiigiik bélmelere sahip oldugu onerilmektedir (Zdanovich, 1995, s. 29).
Ayrica, bir farklilik olarak, Arkaim yerlesiminde yapilar ilave bir unsura daha sahiptir. One dogru daralan
uzun kenarlarin bitimindeki kisa kenarda, genisligi kisa kenar, uzunlugu —veya derinligi— ise 2-5 m arasinda
degisen kiiciik avlu (Fig. 6) yer almaktadir (Zdanovich, 1995, s. 25, 28, Fig. 5).

Figir 5

Arkaim Erken Evre Yerinde Yapi Canlandirmasi, Celyabinsk Tarih ve Arkeoloji
Muzesi - Arkaim Arkeolojik Yerlesimi (Petrov, 2019, Fig. 7) | Arkaim, the
lllustration of the Early Phase Building on-site from Chelyabinsk State Historical
and Archaeological Museum (Petrov, 2019, Fig. 7)

Figiir 6
Arkaim Erken Evre Yapi Canlandirmasi (Zdanovich(b), 1995, Fig. 5) / Arkaim,
the lllustration of the Early Phase Building (Zdanovich(b), 1995, Fig. 5)
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Trapez seklinin biiyiik 6l¢iide terk edildigi ge¢ evrede yapilar dikdértgen ve/veya dikdortgene yakin bir
sekil vermektedir. Bazi yap1 drnekleri oval ve yuvarlak bir sekle de sahip olabilmektedir. Uzunluklar1 ve
kapladiklari alanlar, erken evreyle karsilastirildiginda kiigiilmiistiir. Yapt boyutlar: genellikle 80-160 m2
arasinda degisen degerlere sahiptir (Koryakova & Epimakhov, 2007, s. 82). S6z konusu rakamlara kazi
yontemiyle aragtirilmis yerlesimlerden ulagilmistir. Uydu ve hava fotograflarindan anlasildig: kadariyla
gelecekte boyutlart daha biiyiik yapilara rastlanabilir. Nitekim yakin tarihlerde yapilan arazi ¢aligmalarin-
dan anlagildig1 Gizere, bu konuda istisna yerlesimlerden biri Kamennyi Ambar olmustur. Yapi boyutlar:
yaklasik 275 m2’ye kadar ¢ikabilmektedir (Koryakova ve ark., 2013, s. 102). Yapilarin ingasinda kulla-
nilan hammadde tercihinde ve mekanlara ayirmada herhangi bir degisikligin olmadigi anlagilmaktadir
(Koryakova ve ark., 2013). Buna gore, iiretim ve barinma ayni yapida, ancak farkli mekanlarda gergekles-
tirilmektedir. Ustye I yerlesimi 160 m2’ye ulagan boyutlariyla en genis yapilara sahip bir diger yerlesimdir
(Vinogradov, 1995).

Yapilarin bir diger 6nemli unsuru ocak, firin ve tanimli olmayan &teki ates alanlaridir. Etrafindaki ire-
tim artiklarindan kil ve metal tiretiminin yapildigi anlagilan firinlar (Fig. 7), Arkaim yerlesiminde —istis-
nasiz— yapilarin yerlesim duvarina yaslanan kisa kenarlarina bitisik arka mekéinlarinda yer almakcadir
(Zdanovich, 1995, s. 29). Firinlarin yapiminda yapilarin ingasinda kullanilan toprak-kil ¢esidi ve az sayida
fakls sekil ve boyuttaki tas kullanilmigtir. Birtakim deneysel ¢aligmalarla, ilave bacasi olan tek ve ¢ift goz-
lillerle birlikte, ilave bacasi olmayanlar seklinde canlandirilmislardir (Grigoriev & Rusanov, 1995, s. 149,
151, Fig. 1-2). 60-100 cm arasinda degisen ¢ap degerlerine sahip yuvarlak firin gézlerinin tabanlari, yap:
tabanlarina hafif gémiikeiir. Ust kismi korunmus bir 6rnege rastlanmamistir. Ancak, tavana dogru dara-
lan kubbe goriiniimlii olacak sekilde canlandirilmiglardir (Fig. 8). Temel seviyelerinde dar kanallar yer
almaktadir. Uretimin yapildig1 tabana ulasacak sekilde yerlestirilen kanallarin, ihtiyag duyulan kériikleme
islemini yapabilmek adina agilmis olduklart diisiiniilmektedir. Firin gézlerinin biiyiik bir béliimii, ates
mekant olarak diistiniilen ¢ap degeri daha yiiksek kuyulara bitisik yapilmisur. Yeniden insa edilen firin-
larda, Arkaim yakinlarindaki madenlerden alinma i¢inde malahitin (malakitin) de bulundugu cevherle
cesitli deneyler yapilmistir (Grigoriev & Rusanov, 1995).

Figur 7
Firin Kalintilan. A) Kamenny Ambar (Koryakova ve ark., 2013, Fig. 15.2) B) Sintasta (Gening ve ark., 1992, Fig. no yok)
| The Remains of Furnaces. A) Kamenny Ambar (Koryakova, et al, 2013, Fig. 15.2) B) Sintashta (Gening, et al, 1992, no

figure number)

SP yerlesimlerinde gerceklestirilen eski tarihli arazi calismalarinin bir¢ogunda ¢ikarilan kiiltiir toprag: yiiz-
diirme teknigiyle incelenmemis (hatta bazen elenmemis), aksi yondeki istisna arazi ¢aligmalari Arkaimde
gergeklesmistir (Grigoriev, 2015, s. 100). Arkaimden elde edilen ilgili pargacik toplamu, diger yerlesimlerde
ele gecen ¢iplak gozle tespit edilebilecek biiytiklitkteki ciiruf pargalariyla birlikte birtakim mineral ve kim-
yasal icerik analizlerine tabi tutulmustur (Grigoriev, 2015, s. 127-281). Mineral cevheri olarak malakit ve
kuprit (bakir-oksit) agir basarken (Grigoriev, 2015, s. 132), kimyasal icerikleri birden fazla kiime ve alt
kiitmeden meydana gelmektedir (Grigoriev, 2015, s. 232-246, Tab. 5-23, s. 247, 5-24). Kiristalize olma
durumlarina déniik yapilan ilave gozlemlerle ergime sicakliklari ve katlagsma halleri/hizlart tespit edilen
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ctruf pargalari, Ural Daglarinin giiney ucunda, s6z konusu dag sirasinin doguya bakan yiikseltilerinde yer
alan prehistorik maden ocaklarindan alinma mineral 6rneklerle eslesmektedir (Grigoriev, 2015, s. 151).
Ivanovka, Dergamysh, Ishkinino ve Elenovka seklinde siralayabilecegimiz maden ocaklari, SP yerlesimlerinin
Chelyabinsk oblastinda kiimelendigi gorece genis alani giiney ve giineydogudan gevrelemektedir (Grigoriev,
2015, . 101, Fig. 3-1).

D 20 40cwm

Figiir 8

Firin Canlandirmasi, Ates Kuyusuyla Birlikte (Grigoriev & Rusanov, 1995, Fig.
14). a) Korik ve/veya Uflec Deligi b) Isinin En Yiiksek Oldugu Kisim / The
lllustration of Furnace with Fire Well (Grigoriev & Rusanov, 1995, Fig. 14). a)
The Hole of Bellows b) The Hottest Section.

Yerlesimler, savunma sistemi disinda, kentlesme siireci baglaminda bir tiir ilerlemeyi temsil eden yap: hal-
kalari-siralars ile onlar1 birbirinden ayiran, giintimiizdeki sokak ve caddelerden farksiz gecitlere ve/veya bos-
luklara sahiptir. Yapilar ve yapt halkalari-siralari arasinda ulagimi saglayan séz konusu bosluklarin, sozciik
anlamiyla tek basina gercekten birer bosluk olmadiklari yerlesimlerden bazilarinda rastlanan unsur ve kalin-
tilarla ortaya konulabilmektedir. Arkaim yerlesiminde citadel olarak da adlandirilan merkezdeki yap1 halka-
styla, onu saran ¢eperdeki yapi halkasi arasinda kalan bosluk, yaklagik 5.5-6 m arasinda degisen bir genislikte,
tizeri ahsap dosemeyle kapli, dosemenin altinda ise yaklagik 1.5 m genislik ile 1.2-1.5 m arasinda degisen bir
derinlikte bir kanala sahiptir (Zdanovich, 1997, s. 25). Hendek olarak anilsa da, herhangi bir alani sinirla-
yan, sinirlanan alana gegisi zorlagtiran basit bir gukur dizisi olarak degerlendirilmemelidir. Aksine, su tahli-
yesi yaparken, ayni anda insan ve nesne gegisini sagliyor olusuyla karmagiklik seviyesi yiiksek bir yapidadir.
Benzer sekilde Sintasta I yerlesimindeki yap1 halkalari arasindaki “hendek” de kazicisi tarafindan iistii ahsap
doésemeyle kapli olacak sekilde canlandirilmistir (Gening ve ark., 1992, s. 39, Fig. 12/1I).

Erken evrede Sintasta I, Arkaim ve Sarym-Sakly gibi yerlesimlerde merkezdeki yapi halkasini geviren ve
boylelikle yerlesim ici mahalle ve/veya birimlerin olusmasini saglayan duvarlara (Fig. 9), ge¢ evredeki bazi
yerlesimlerde de rastlanmaktadir. Belli belirsiz diiz bir hatt1 takip eden yapr siralar ve siralardan ayri bloklar,
bagimsiz duvarlar ve —kimi zaman— yapilarin uzun ya da kisa kenarlarindaki duvarlarla asimetrik sekilde
birimlere ayrilmiglardir (Fig. 10). Arasurmacilar bu tip yerlesim planlarini “bal petegi” seklinde de anmakta-
dirlar (Zdanovich & Batanina, 2007). Biiyiik bir kismi begsert ve dogal nedenlerle tahrip olan Chernorechye
III yerlesiminde, s6z konusu birimlerin altidan az olmamas: gerekmektedir (Zdanovich & Batanina, 2007,
s. 176-77, Fig. 104-105). Geg evre yerlesimlerinde, merkezde veya giris-cikis gibi onemli noktalarda avlu
veya meydan islevi gorebilecek alanlara rastlanmamaktadir. Bu duruma istisna olabilecek tek yerlesim
Chekataydir. Arka duvarlari koseleri yuvarlaulmis dortgen sekilli yerlesim duvarina yaslanan veya bakan
yapilar genis bir meydani ¢evrelemektedir (Zdanovich & Batanina, 2007, s. 172, Fig. 101). Erken evrede,
her ne kadar biitiin yerlesimlerde eksiksiz bir kazi arastirmast yapilmamis olsa da yerlesimlerde merkezdeki
yapi halkasinin ¢evreledigi bir avlunun veya meydanin bulundugu séylenebilir. Sintasta I yerlesimi ayni adli



KENTLESME OLGUSU UZERINE BIR DEGERLENDIRME: SINTASTA-PETROVKA ORNEGI VE IC BATI ANADOLU 81

akarsu tarafindan tahrip olmasi (Gening ve ark., 1992, s. 11, Fig. 2), Sarym-Sakly gibi yerlesimlerin ise tah-
ribatin yani sira kazi yontemiyle arastirilmamast veya kismen aragtirilmasi (Zdanovich & Batanina, 2007, s.
141, Fig. 80), avlu veya meydan adina tartisma yiiriitebilecegimiz yerlesim olarak geriye Arkaim’i birakmak-
tadir. Kazicisinin aktardigina gore, merkezdeki yapi halkasinin evreledigi meydan kenarlari boyunca uzanan
dar ve s1g bir kanala sahiptir (Zdanovich, 1995). Ozel bir hargla sivanmis oldugu, yanginin neden oldugu bir
tahribattan veya bilingli bir atesten arta kaldiklar: bildirilmeyen kiil birikintiyle dolu olan ¢ukurlarin varligt
meydanla ilgili aktarilan diger bilgilerdir (Zdanovich, 1995, s. 27).

Figir 9

Erken Evre Yerlesim Planlari. A) Sarym Sakly B) Kizilskoye C) Bersuat. 1: Duvar 2: Hendek 3: Erken Dénem Yapilari
4: Ge¢ Dénem Yapilari (Zdanovich & Batanina, 2007, Fig. 30, 56, 80) / The Settlement Plans of the Early Phase. A)
Sarym Sakly B) Kizilskoye C) Bersuat. 1: Wall 2: Ditch 3: Late Period Buildings 4: Earlier period buildings (Zdanovich &
Batanina, 2007, Fig. 30, 56, 80)

Figiir 10

Gec Evre Yerlesim Planlari. A) Rodniki B) Konoplyanka C) Bakhta. 1: Duvar 2: Hendek 3: Erken Dénem Yapilari (Zdanovich
& Batanina, 2007, Fig. 74, 61, 35) | The Settlement Plans of the Late Phase. A) Rodniki B) Konoplyanka C) Bakhta. 1: Wall
2: Ditch 3: Earlier Period Buildings (Zdanovich & Batanina, 2007, Fig. 74, 61, 35)

Kéken Sorunu: “Uzak Ihtimal” Uzak Cografya Anadolu

[stisnasiz her bir SP yerlesiminde en az bir tane kurgan kiimesi veya gémiit alani (mezarlik) bulunmakta-
dir. Mezarliklarin sayisi 6ylesine fazladir ki, kimi arastirmacilar kiiltiire verilen Kasabalar iilkesi adina aufla
Mezarliklar iilkesi seklinde bir ikinci adlandirmanin yapilabilecegini bildirmektedir (Zdanovich(b), 1995,
s. 43). Sintasta ve Arkaim gibi biiyiik yerlesimlerin etrafinda, Sintasta Biiyitk Kurgan gibi (Gening ve ark.
1992, s. 343-44, Fig. 199-200), yiiksek ve genis capli bagimsiz kurganlarla birlikte, kurgan veya diiz zemin
tipi mezarlardan olusan birden fazla mezarlik bulunmakrtadir. I¢lerinden bazilarinda, Arkaim yerlesimi-
nin yaklagik 1.2 km kuzeydogusunda kalan Bolshekaragansky mezarliginda oldugu tizere (Zdanovich(b),
1995, s. 44, Fig. 1), plan ve diizenleme ac¢isindan karmagiklik seviyesinin yiiksek olusunu kanitlayan
hendek gibi unsurlar bulunmaktadir.
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Bagta at olmak tizere beden biitiinliikleri korunmusg hayvanlara ait iskeletlere, gomiisii yapilan bireyin bulun-
dugu basit toprak, ahsap sanduka veya ahsap mezar odasinda (Gening ve ark., 1992, s. 120, Fig. 48), soz
konusu mezar odasinin iistiindeki bir baska “odada” veya cukurda (Gening ve ark., 1992, s. 127, 154, Fig.
53, 72) ve ahsap mezar odasindan bagimsiz yakinlardaki bir bagka “oda” veya gukurda rastlanmakradir.
Karmagiklik seviyesi yiiksek, yapiminda tag malzemenin de kullanildig1 ve tist 6rtiisti genellikle kubbe veya
yalanci kubbe seklinde canlandirilan ¢ok katli mezarlardan bazilarinda hayvanlarin bedenleri yerine sadece
kafataslarina da rastlanmaktadir (Zdanovich(b), 1995, s. 49, Fig. 4). iki tekerlekli ve sepetli arabalari da
mezarlarin istisna ve 6zel buluntulari arasinda gérmekteyiz (Cherlenok, 2006, s. 175, Fig. 1).

Boylelikle, yerlesim i¢i tanimli bir tapinak veya kutsal mekanin yoklugunda, SP toplumundaki sembolik
diinya ile inang ve/veya inanglarinin ifadesi baglaminda mezarliklarin olduk¢a 6nemli bir konuma yiik-
seldigini soyleyebiliriz. Konu {izerine ¢alisan aragturmacilarin s6z konusu arkeolojik gerceklige dayali bir
yaklasim gelistirdiklerini ve buna kosut ¢aligma yiiriittiiklerini gérmekle birlikte, Biiytik Bozkir'in batisinda
yayilan erken ve gec tarihli prehistorik kiiltiirlerin (gogebe, yari-gocebe, yerlesik ve yari-yerlesik fark etmek-
sizin) basindan beri benzer bir davranis kalib1 gelistirdiklerini ve —ikna etme baglaminda giiclii— yerlesim ici
tanimli bir kutsal mekanin olmadigint belirtme noktasinda eksik kaldiklarini, dolayisiyla SP 6rnegindeki
mezarliklarin inan¢ baglaminda egsiz, 6ncii ve/veya buna yakin bir tanimla hatali nitelendirilmelerine neden
olmakradirlar. Oysa, MO 3. Binde Giiney Urallarin batisinda, Karadeniz'in kuzey ve batisinda yayilim gos-
teren Yamnaya-Katakombnaya kiiltiir grubu ve MO 1. Binde Karadenizin kuzeyinden Asagi Tuna’ya kadar
uzanan genis Iskit-Saka kiiltiir grubunda, bir gesit ata kiiltii olarak adlandirabilecegimiz, merkezinde duran
seylerden birinin atalara duyulan saygi oldugunu onerebilecegimiz ve mezarliklar ile kurgan tipi gomiit yapi-
lartyla kendini gdsteren bir inang s6z konusudur.

Yamnaya-Katakombnaya kurganlarinda ele gecen insan bigimli yekpare tas mezar stelleri (Telegin & Mallory,
1994) ile Eski Yunan tarihgiligince Iskit krali Idanthyrsos tarafindan Ahamenis-Pers krali I. Dareios’a soy-
lendigi iddia olunan “(...) Bizim ne kentimiz var, ne de bir tek dikili agacimiz ki, elden gitmesin ya da yakilp
yikilmasin diye korkup hemen savasa girelim; ama siz eger ille de savasmak istiyorsaniz, bizim atalarimizin
mezarlar: var; onlar: bulun, onlara el kaldirin, o zaman goriirsiiniiz mezarlarimiz icin doviigiiyor muyuz, doviis-
miyor muyuz. (...)” (Hdt. IV.127) sozii bu duruma verilebilecek en gii¢lii kanitlar arasinda yer almaktadir.
Séz konusu gogebe ve/veya yari-gogebe kiiltiir gruplart disinda, MO 2. Binde Biiyitk Bozkir'in batisinda
ve dogusunda (Orta Avrasya) yayilim gosteren yerlesik ve/veya yari-yerlesik Srubnaya ve Andronovo kiiltiir
gruplart icin de benzer bir durum s6z konusudur. Yerlesim i¢i kutsal mek4nlara rastlanmazken (Berezanskaya,
1990), yapim sekli ve plan agisindan geliskin gomiit yapilarina sahip mezarliklarin (Poliakov 2022, s. 196-
97, Fig. 98-99; Stefanov & Korochkova, 20006, s. 79, Fig. 49) sayisinda artig yasanmustir.

Mezar ve mezarlik tizerinden kendini ifade eden inang ve/veya inanglar, Biiyiik Bozkir'in prehistorik-proto-
historik kurgan gelenekli kiiltiirlerinde, yasam bi¢imi fark etmeksizin (gocebe veya yerlesik), basindan beri
var olan ve arkeolojik taginir ve taginmazlarla takip edilebilen bir gelenektir. Gelenegin kendisiyle birlikte
tiyeleri, kurgan gelenekli kiiltiirler seklinde adlandirlabilirler. Bu toplumlarda yerlesim igi tanimli bir tapinak
veya kutsal mekin bulunmamaktadir. Bu nedenle, SP’nin 6nemli tartisma basliklarindan olan kéken sorunu
adina, kiiltiire ait inanglarin izlenebildigi mezarliklar ile kurgan tipi gomiit yapilarinin ayirt edici yanlar: gii¢
kaybetmektedir. Bir bagka deyisle, koken adina Biiyiik Bozkirdan ayri, uzak ya da yakin bir cografyanin ola-
siligt kaybolmaktadir. Inancin ifade edilmesi noktasinda Biiyiik Bozkirda yer etmis yasli bir gelenegin temsil-
cisidirler. Elbette, basta kurgan altt mimari olmak tizere, 6liiniin yerlestirilme gekli, buluntularin niceligi ile
niteligi, kimi zaman olmayislari, mezarlarin yon eksenleri, mezarliklardaki oliilerin yas ve cinsiyet dagilimi,
kurganlar ile diiz mezarlar arasindaki sayisal fark gibi somut ve sayilabilir istatistiki bilgiler ayirt eden bir yan
tasgimaktadir. Ancak, bunlar s6z konusu gelenek icindeki kiiltiirleri ayirt etmede kullanilabilir.

SP’nin kokeni hakkindaki goriis ve onerilerin sayisini temelde ikiye diisiirebiliriz. Bunlardan ilki MO 3.
Binin sonunda Kuzey Karadeniz ve Asagi Donda yasanan kiiltiirel degisimle aciklanmaktadir. Yamnaya-
Katakombnaya'nin yani sira, Asagi Don'da Poltavka kiiltiirtinde yasanan degisimin kendisi aslinda bir gesit
soniimlenme olarak tanimlanabilir. Bir siire sonra s6z konusu kiltiir gruplarinin 6zelliklerini tastyan ve
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doguya dogru ilerleyen olast bir go¢, Giiney Urallara ulagana dek oniine ¢ikan diger kiiltiirleri de stiriikle-
yerek, SP’nin ortaya ¢ikmasini saglayan yeni bir kiiltiirel olusum siirecini tetiklemistir (Kuzmina, 1999, s.
270-72; Zdanovich(b), 1999, s. 114). Her ne kadar ¢agdas olsalar da Abashevo ile Sintasta arasinda kimi
aragtirmacilarca (Chernykh, 2017, s. 193) kurulan baglant1 da (benzer sekilde batidan doguya dogru ilerle-
yen go¢) ayni oneri kapsaminda incelenmelidir. Diger 6neriyi Anadolu’nun da déhil edildigi Yakin Dogudan
baslayarak Giiney Urallarda son bulan bir gog olarak tanimlayabiliriz (Grigoriev, 2002a; 2002b).

Mimari kargilagtirmalari kullanan éneri, Hacilar I1a ve Mersin Yumuktepe X VI gibi erken 6rneklerden bagla-
yarak (Grigoriev, 2002a, s. 32) ve MO 3. Bin yerlesimi olan Demircihéyiik’ii 6n plana alarak sadece mimari
plan degil, ana insa ozellikleri bakimindan da SP ile yakin benzerlikler oldugunu vurgulamaktadir (Grigoriev,
2002a, s. 38). Antropolojik verilerin yetersiz olusunu kabul etmekle birlikte, Yamnaya-Katakombnayada ele
gecen sivali kafataslari ile Yakin Dogulu 6rnekleri arasindaki benzerligin dikkatle ele alinmasi gerektigi belir-
tilmektedir (Grigoriev, 2002a, s. 103). Cesitli materyal kiiltiir geleneklerinde, Yakin Dogulu muadilleriyle
kurulan yakinliklar 6nerinin diger sacayaklaridir (Grigoriev, 2002a, s. 62, Fig. 23, s. 65, 68).

Mimari tizerinden Anadolu ile kurulan bu analoji, artik tanim ve adlandirmada pek tercih edilmese de
Anadolu Yerlesim Modeli (Korfmann, 1979, s. 46; 1983, s. 222) kavramiyla birlikte diisiiniildiigiinde koken
sorunu baglaminda kismen, kentlesme olgusu baglaminda ise ciddiyetle tartgilabilir. Mimari plan ve ana inga
ozelliklerine dayanilarak yapilan ge¢mis kargilastirmalarda, Demircihoyiik ile Sarym-Sakly arasinda carpict
bir benzerlik oldugu vurgulanmaktadir (Grigoriev, 2002a, s. 38). Bunun yani sira mimari planin bir parca
daha derinlestirildigi, I¢ Batt Anadolu ETC II yerlesimleriyle SP yerlesimlerini kentlesme siireci baglaminda
ele alan ilave kargilagtirmalar tartismanin kentlesme olgusu baglaminda boyut kazanmasini saglayabilir.

Merkezi bir otorite tarafindan yonetilen ortak depo ve iiretim fazlasi ve bunlar takip edecek sekilde, tire-
tim ve béliisiim iligkilerini diizenleyen sistem, herhangi bir bolgedeki kentlesme siirecinin karmagiklik sevi-
yesindeki artist gosteren unsurlar arasindadir. Diger unsurlardan olan anitsallik ve savunma sistemleri I¢
Bat Anadolu ETC I yerlesimleriyle SP yerlesimlerinde goriilebilirken, ortak depo yapilar her iki kiiltiirde
de belirgin tanimli degildir’. Yakin Dogu veya Mezopotamya orneklerinden alisik olunan, tiretim fazlast
olarak tahilin yer aldigi ortak bir depo yapisi ve depolama bulunmamaktadir®. Mehmet Ozdogan, Bat
Anadolu’nun dogal ¢evre ve iklim kogullarinin yilin farkli zamanlarinda birden fazla kez hasat yapilabilecek
ol¢tide uygun-ilimli oldugu gozlemini de ekleyerek, tiretim fazlast olarak depolanan tirtinlerin tahil digindaki
zeytin yagi ve sarap gibi nadide bitkisel iiriinler ile dokuma ve metal gibi zanaatkarlik @irtinleri olabilecegini
onermekredir (Ozdogan, 2006). SP’nin yayilim gosterdigi Giiney Urallarda bugiin bile tarim yapilan arazi
ve elde edilen verim oldukga kisitlidir. Aragtirmacilar, bélgede ancak Tun¢ Cagr'nin sonunda sadece birkag
merkezde tarim yapilmis olabilecegini 6nermektedirler (Ryabogina & Ivanov, 2011). Bununla birlikte, yart

5

ETC IT’ye dahil degilse bile, ayn1 bin yilin kabaca son geyregine tarihlenen Seyitémer V (ETC III), artan Mezopotamya etkisi
ve/veya etkilesimine isaret eden buluntulariyla birlikte bazt tanimli ortak depolama birimlerine ve/veya yapilarina (Bilgen ve
ark., 2010; 2011; 2012; 2013; 2014; 2015) sahiptir. Boylece, 1; Bati Anadoludaki kentlesmenin ETC III &ncesinde izlenen
seyri ile birtakim “eksikliklerin” aslinda birer 6zgiinliik ve erken evre oldugu kabul edilebilir. Kiilliiobada da benzer bir durum
izlenmektedir. Yapi i¢lerinde bulunanlarin disinda, ETC IT ile ETC III arasinda gegis evresi olan Kiilliioba IVAda acik alanlarda
topraga oyularak tas temelli ya da temelsiz yapilan ortak depolama yapilart sz konusudur (Fidan, 2011, s. 32). ETC II'nin
son evresinde (Kiilliioba IVB) ise, MO 2. Binde Egeden (Adalar Denizi'nden) Orta Anadolu’ya, Levant'a degin yayilan genis
cografyadaki saray yapilarindan bilinen ve kimi zaman “magazinlik” olarak adlandirilanlara benzer bir baska depo yapisina

rastlanmusur (Efe & Fidan, 2008, s. 97, Fig. 18; Fidan, 2011).

Ortak depo yapisiyla anlatilmak istenen merkezi yénetimin sorumlulugunda ¢ok odali, karmagik ve yerlesim geneline yetecek
biiyiikliikteki besini saklayabilen yapilardir. Kiilliioba ve Demircihéyiik gibi ETC II yerlesimlerinde sayisiz depo yapist ve/veya
birimi/alan: arkeolojik anlamda kanitlanmistir. Bunlarin sayisal ¢oklugu, irili-ufakli boyutlariyla ‘hane’ iclerinde de yer aliyor
oluglar1 (Korfmann, 1983, s. 190) ve ilave arkeolojik (merkezi yonetim géstergesi olabilecek tapinak ve saray yapist, miihiir
veya bulla) ve yazili kanitlarin yoklugu ve/veya zayif yani ortak depo tanimini giiglestiriyor. Hane i¢i depolamalar yerlesimin
genelinden bagimsiz hanelere 6zgii bir ev-besin ekonomisi yiiriitiilmiis olabilecegini diisiindiiriirken, karmagiklik seviyesi yiiksek
yapilar giiclii ve/veya siipheye yer birakmayacak sekilde saray olarak tanimlanamiyor (Efe & Fidan, 2008, s. 79-80; Fidan,
2020). MO 4. Binden MO 3. Bine degin Kuzey ve Giiney Mezopotamyada ise gesitli biiyiikliik ve formlarda inga edilen ortak
depo yapilarina rastlanmakeadir (Hald & Charles 2008; Weiss ve ark., 2002). Ayrica, MO 3. Bine tarihli gesitli tipteki (dini,
idari vb.) ¢ivi yazili metinler merkezi ydnetimin otoritesi altindaki ortak depo yapilart ile bu yapilarin geliskin/yogun trafigini
kanitlamaktadir (Jacobsen, 1976; Johnson, 2017). Bununla birlikte, MO 3. Binde Mezopotamyada merkezilesmis ortak depo
yapilarinin varligina dair sorgulayici gériis ve tezler de bulunmakeadir (Paulette, 2015).
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bozkir-orman kusag ile tatli su kaynaklarindaki zengin ekosistem (Stobbe ve ark., 2013) avcilik ve balik-
cilikla besin ekonomisinde SP’ye hareket kabiliyeti kazandirmisa benzemektedir. Hayvanciligin (6zellikle
biiytikbas hayvanciligin) besin ekonomisinde genis yer kapliyor olusu, Mezopotamya modelinde oldugu
tizere tiretim fazlasi tahil olan bir depo ile uzun 6miirlii depolamanin yokluguyla kogsuttur. Tespit edilen
firinlar ve ozellikle gomiit kontekslerinden elde edilme metal tirtinler, SP’nin ates-teknolojisi ile maden-
cilikte sahip oldugu yiiksek basariyt kanitlar niteliktedir. Bu noktada, upki I¢ Bati Anadolu ETC II'de
oldugu tizere, sosyo-ekonomik yapiy1 ilerleten iiretim fazlasinin temel besin ihtiyaci yerine metal gibi
onemli “endiistriyel” triinler oldugunu, béylelikle aligila gelmisin disinda bir depo ve depolamanin aran-
mast gerektigini onermek yanlis olmayacakur.

Tapinak, ortak depo ve depolamayla dogrudan baglantli sayabilecegimiz, belli bir amaca yonelik insa
edilmis bir diger yap1 ¢esididir. Kentlesme olgusu adina tanimlayici bir unsur iken, olasi erken prehistorik
orneklerin varlig1 sayesinde kendisi tek bagina bir bagka fenomendir. SP yerlesimlerinde bugiine kadar
gerceklestirilen caligmalarda tapinak olarak tanimlanabilecek ve/veya tapinak tartismasi yiiriitiilebilecek
herhangi bir yapiya rastlanmamugtir. Bununla birlikte, atalara sayginin 6n planda oldugunu varsayabi-
lecegimiz, mezarliklar ve kurgan tipi gémiit yapilariyla kendini ifade eden inang adina, Sintasta Biiyiik
Kurgan ve Bolshekaragansky gibi mezarliklar bir gesit kutsal alan kabul edilebilir. I¢ Bati Anadolu ETC II
yetlesimlerinde de —uzun yillara dayanan arastirmalara ragmen— arastirmacilarin tizerinde ortaklastiklar:
bir tapinak yapisina heniiz rastlanmamistir (Congur, 2025; Fidan 2011). Seton Lloyd ve James Mellaart
tarafindan 6nerilen (Lloyd & Mellaart, 1962) Beycesultan A ve B tapinaklari (ETC I-1I) giincel yaklagim-
larca kabul gormemektedir.

Andigimiz ciddi yakinliklar —mimari planlara yonelik daha énce sunulanla birlikte— iki kiiltiir arasinda olasi
bir baglantinin s6z konusu olup olmadigini inceleyen bir tartismayi giindeme getirse de, iki uzak bolge ara-
sinda izlenen materyal kiiltiir bogluklari tartismay1 saglam somut bir zeminden uzaklastirarak biiyiik ol¢iide
engellemekeedir’. Ustelik aralarinda énciil-ardil seklinde bir iliski kurulabilecek bu iki kiiltiir arasinda klasik
kronolojiye gore kabaca tig, yeni kronolojiye gore ise kabaca bir yiizyillik kronolojik bir fark bulunmakradr.
MO 3. Binin son ¢eyreginin basinda Batt Anadolu ETC II séniimlenirken, SP MO 2. Binin baginda ortaya
¢tkmaktadir. Bu nedenle benzerliklerin agiklanmasinda, dogrudan iki kiiltiir arasinda gerceklesen olast bir
alig-veris ve/veya aktarim yerine ge¢cmis doga ve iklim kosullarindan yardim alinmasi gerektigini diistiniiyo-
ruz. Birbirine yakin doga ve iklim kosullari, farkli bolgeler ve/veya merkezlerde benzer ancak birbirinden
bagimsiz kiiltiirel siireglerin baglamasini saglayabilirler. Buna verilebilecek kuskusuz en keskin 6rnek bitki-
lerin evcillestirilmesi ve tarimin baglamasi olmalidir. Bugiin artuk tarimin farkli tarihlerde birden fazla mer-
kezde ve bagimsiz bir sekilde basladigs kabul gérmektedir (Larson ve ark., 2014, s. 6140, Fig. 1).

Gegmis ve gliniimiiz birgok érnekten anlagilacagy tizere, ekosisteme bagli olarak besin ekonomisinde hareket
kabiliyeti saglayan cesitlilik, tahil gibi tek merkezli @irtin hasadina olan bagimlilig azalurken, uygun iklim
kogullari, tarim triinlerinin yil icerisinde birden fazla kez hasat edilmesini saglamaktadir. Giiney Urallara
bakugimizda ise, niteligi ve niceligi yiiksek bir tarima izin veren kosullar olmamakla birlikte, MO 2. Bin
stiresince zengin bir ekosistemin var olusu ¢esitli av hayvanlari ile tatlt su tiriinlerine ait kalintilara yerlesim-
lerde rastlaniyor olusuyla kismen kanitlanmaktadir. Bu durum Mezopotamya modelinden alisik olunan,
besin ekonomisinin ana unsurundan elde edilen tiretim fazlasinin depolandigt ortak depolara rastlanmama-
sini agtklayabilir. Yerlesim ici tapinak yapilarina rastlanmiyor olusu da ayni siirecin bir sonucu olarak varsa-
yilabilir. Toplumu ilerleten aru {iriin, besin ekonomisi yerine, ates-teknolojisi ile madencilik {izerine yiiksek
uzmanlik-zanaatkarlik gerektiren metal iiretiminden saglanmis olabilir.

Fenike ve Eski Yunan kolonileri bu duruma kismen tezat olusturmaktadir. Kuzey Karadenizde MO 7. yiizyilda ortaya ¢ikan
Eski Yunan koloniciligi, Miletos gibi Bati Anadolu Iyonya kentleri ile Megara ve Atina gibi Yunan Anakarasindaki kentlerden
baslamis, uzun deniz rotalariyla ilerlemistir. Koloni kenti ile onu kuran ana kent arasinda gergeklesen politik ve kiiltiirel iligkiyi/
ilerleyisi karadan takip edebilecegimiz noktalar bulunmamaktadir. Uzun yillara ihtiyag duymayan hizli gecislerdir. S6z konusu
bolgeler (Yakin Dogu ve Giiney Urallar) arasinda —su anki bilgilerimizle- MO 3. Binin sonu ile MO 2. Binin basinda buna
benzer bir stirece olanak saglayacak teknolojik altyapinin, bir su yolu rotasinin vb. séz konusu olmadigini sdyleyebiliriz.
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[¢ Bat1 Anadolu'da ortak depo ve tapinak yapilarinin ETC III'de kesin bir sekilde kendini gostermeye bas-
lamasi, Seyitdmer orneginden anlagilacag tizere, dis dinamik olarak nitelenebilecek Mezopotamya etki-
lesimlerinin artisiyla es zamanlidir. Ortak depo ve tapinak yapisinin yoklugu, besin ekonomisinde esnek
davranilmasina izin veren zengin ekosistem veya uygun iklim kosullari ve basta metal olmak iizere (I¢ Batt
Anadolu'da ayrica dokuma) cesitli uzmanliklardaki niteliksel yiikselis I¢ Batt Anadolu ETC II ile SP incele-
diginde 6ne ¢ikan ortak noktalardir. I¢ Bat1 Anadolu ETC I1I'de artik ortak depo ve tapinak gibi yapilarin
da kendini gosterdigi hizi artan bir kentlesme gozlenirken, SP sonrasi Giiney Urallarda hizini kaybetmis bir
kentlesme s6z konusudur. Buna ek olarak, bazi arastirmacilar SP’nin bir 6n-kentlesme olarak bile degerlen-
dirilemeyecegini, ¢iinkii SP sonrast siirecin kesintiye ugradigini bildirmektedir (Grigoriev, 1999, 5.110-12).

Oval-Yuvarlaktan Késeliye Gegis

SP, etkisini kaybetmis olsa da arastirmalarin erken tarihlerinden giintimiize degin yonetim merkezinde
savas kabiliyeti yiiksek seckinlerin oldugu savasei bir toplum olarak kavramsallastirilmaktadir. Ancak bu
durumun ikna kabiliyeti diisiik, bir tiir genel egilim oldugunu soyleyebiliriz. Konuyla ilgilenen aragtirma-
cilara ait farkli 6neriler s6z konusudur. Ornegin Nikolai Vinogradov, yerlesimlerin savunma sistemlerini
sembolik kabul etmekte, kiiltiire ait spiritiiel diinyanin sinirlari oldugunu 6nermektedir (Vinogradov,
2011). Nikolai P. Anisimov ise SP’yi —ve/veya yerlesim agini— sert ve olumsuz doga kosullarinda hay-
vanciligin siirdiiriilebilmesi adina olugturulmus karmagik bir sistem olarak tanimlamaktadir (Anisimov,
2009). Savasci seckinlerin yonetimindeki toplum onerisinde yerlesimlerin anitsal bir yan tagiyan savunma
sistemleri dnemli bir rol oynamaktadir. Sirasiyla, birden fazla hayvan iskeletine (kurbani) ve sepetli araba
gibi zengin hediye ve/veya buluntulara sahip mezarlar ile geliskin metal iiriinler soz konusu kavramsallag-
tirmada kullanilan diger bulgu ve buluntulardir.

Ancak, savasci toplum tanimint somutlastiracak ve birtakim elestirileri ortadan kaldiracak veri gruplar: ara-
sinda kritik bir noktada olani eksik birakilmaktadir. Olasi saldirilardan korunma maksatli, yerlesimlerin
etrafini kalin duvar ile genis hendeklerle saracak denli savasci gruplar arasinda siddetli bir rekabetin oldugu
varsayilsa dahi, savaslarla ve/veya catigmalarla ilerletildigi diisiiniilen s6z konusu olast rekabeti kanitlayan
antropolojik kanitlardan yoksunuz. Bugiine degin kurganlar ve mezarliklar sik caligilsa da iskeletler tize-
rinde yaralanmaya bagli travma izlerine rastlanildigindan bahsedilmemektedir. Caligilmak {izere depolarda
bekletilen olast malzemeyi unutmamakla birlikte, tanimlanan ve tanimi yapilan mevcut antropolojik veri
baglaminda, savas¢t toplum tanimi ikna etmekten uzakur. Aragtirmacilarin elinde s6z konusu savasct top-
lum tanimini destekleyebilecek ilave veriler sadece balta, ok ucu, bigak ve hanger gibi buluntu gruplar
(Vinogradov & Epimakhov, 2013, s. 450)8 ile sepetli araba gibi istisna buluntulardir (Cherlenok, 2006).

Hayati 6neme sahip birtakim veri gruplarindaki eksiklik, (ve bu veri gruplart arasindaki uyusmazlik) dogal
olarak bir siire sonra savunma sisteminin yapilis amaci adina farkli agiklamalar sart kosmaktadir. Spiritiiel
bir diinya icin insa edilmis sembolik sinir aciklamast disinda, yikict doga ve iklim kosullarina kargin alinan
onlem olarak 6zetlenebilecek bir agiklama s6z konusudur ki arkeolojik kanitlarla desteklenmektedir. Basta
Gennady B. Zdanovich (Zdanovich & Batanina, 2007) olmak tizere birden fazla aragtirmaci, savunma siste-
minin su tagkinlarindan korunma amaci i¢in de inga edilmis olabilecegini gz ardi etmemistir. Kazisi tamam-
lanan veya kismen yapilan yerlesimlerin neredeyse tamaminda hendeklerin zamanla kiiltiir topragt ve ge¢mis
dogal birikintiyle doldugu belgelenmistir. Kabaca ti¢ ya da dért yiizyila yayilan yerlesim tarihi de goz oniinde
bulunduruldugunda, Kamennyi Ambar yerlesiminde oldugu tizere hendeklerin tabanlarinda kegfedilen bir

Bazi aragtirmacilar mizrak, ok ve kargi gibi aletlerin mezarlardaki sayisal artisini da one siirerek, iskeletlerde yiiksek seviyede
travma izine rastlamamasinin savasci toplum 6nerisine tezat olusturmadigini énermektedir (Anthony, 2009, s. 57). Ince, sivri
uglu ve firlatilarak kullanilan “silahlarin” éliimciil darbelerde bile nadiren travma izine neden oldugu bildirilmektedir. Bunu
dogru bir agiklama olarak kabul etsek dahi yakin déviis olasiligy, s6z konusu bu ¢atisma yonteminde kullanilan hancer ve balta
gibi diger alet ve/veya silahlar ve onlarin iskelette birakacagt travma izleri de akilda tutulmali, varligi-yoklugu veya sikligi-
seyrekligi yorumda kullanilmalidir. Kugkusuz bunlarin eksikligi halinde yorum ile kavrayisin bilimsel giicii diiger.

SP ile ¢agdas, onun batisinda dagilim gosteren Apag/Anam (Abashevo) kiiltiiriinde —anlamli/uyumlu bir kontekste— seviyesi
yiiksek ciddi bir savas ve/veya catismay1 gosterir kanitlara rastlandigs unutulmamalidir. Pepkino kurgan kiimesindeki bir kurgan
yalnizca yetiskin erkeklerden olugmaktadir. 30’a yakin iskeletin 18’inde kafalarin koparildig, digerlerinde ise kafa ve bedene
balta darbeleri alindig1 anlagilmaktadir (Bolshov, 1995).
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ikinci eski hendekler su tagkinlarinin siddetine ve sikligina isaret etmekeedir. Birikintiyle dolan hendegin, bir
siire sonra suyu kesme islevini yerine getiremeyecegini, su tagkinlariyla duvarlarin yiikseldigi temel topragi-
nin gevseyerek yapr stabilitesini (dayanikliligint) bozacagini 6nermek yanlis olmayacakur.

Geg evrede bulunmasinin rastlantt olmadigini diisiindagtimiiz, duvarlarin dayanikliligini arttirmaya déniik
bazi mimari uygulamalar s6z konusudur. Ustye I yerlesiminin duvar yapisinda yaklasik 0.5 m cap degerlerine
sahip kiitiiklere (ve/veya ahsap kolonlar) ulagilmistir. Yaklasik 1 m araliklarla yerlestirilmis 5 ahsap kolon
strasinin, hendege dogru yasanacak bir ¢6kmeyi engelleme amaciyla, duvar yap: agirhiging esit bir sekilde
dagitmast igin dikildigi 6nerilmektedir (Vinogradov, 2004, s. 265, Fig. 2). Hendek islevinin kayboluyor
olusuyla da baglantl: olarak, duvarlarin —dolayisiyla da yerlesim planinin— seklini oval-yuvarlaktan késeliye
geciren nedenin tamamen igleve yonelik oldugunu, dolayisiyla kése yapilarak duvar dayanikliliginin arturil-
mak istendigini diisiiniiyoruz. Dayanikliligin yani sira koseyle birlikte mimari anlamda yerlesimlerin farkls
tarihlerde daha basarili ve kontrol edilebilir sekilde biiytidigii anlagilmaktadir.

Oval-yuvarlaktan koseliye gecisin en iyi izlenebildigi yerlesimlerden biri Stepnoyedir (Fig. 11). Erken evre
oval-yuvarlak planli yerlesimin tizerine, arada neredeyse herhangi bir zamansal fark olmaksizin, geg evre kose
planlt yerlesim insa edilmistir (Zdanovich & Batanina, 2007, s. 164). Gegis esnasinda erken evre planin
yuvarlak duvari kismen korunarak gec evre kése planli yerlesimin birimlerini birbirinden ayiran bir i¢ duvara
dontismiistiir (Zdanovich & Batanina, 2007, s. 160, Fig. 94). Geg evre kose planli yerlesimin kuzeydogu
kenarinda, girisin hemen karsisinda kalan kismin ise olasilikla giris-¢ikisin daha kontrollii olmast adina kul-
lanildigs diigtiniilmektedir. Andreevskoye (Zdanovich & Batanina, 2007, s. 65, Fig. 27), yerlesim planindaki
degisikligin (veya gecisin) tamamuyla islevsel olusunu kanitlayan bir diger yerlesimdir. Glineydogu-kuzeybatt
istikametinde uzanan yerlesim aksina, bir veya iki kez s6z konusu aksla kosut koseleri olan birimler eklenerek
yerlesimin genisletildigi anlagilmaktadir. Aslina bakilirsa geg evre yerlesimlerinin planlarinda, tanimlanabilir
hale gelene kadar, koseli plana ulagmay: ¢abalayan bir gelisim izlenebilmektedir. Oval-yuvarlak planli ve/veya
kismen oval-yuvarlak planli iki yerlesim biriminden olusma Isiney ve Sintasta II yerlesimlerinde s6z konusu
caba goriilebilmektedir. Oval-yuvarlak plan, sonradan eklenecek oval-yuvarlak planli ilaveyi tasima ve soz
konusu ilavenin birden fazla kez yapilabilir olusu noktasinda siiphe tagimakeadir. Jeofizik verinin de kullanil-
dig1 topografik yontemle aragtirilan Ustye yerlesimi de (Fig. 12), benzer sekilde geg evre kose planin ihtiyag
halinde yerlesimin birden fazla kez biiytiyebilecegini gostermektedir (Hanks ve ark., 2013, s. 402, 405, 413,
Fig. 14.4, 14.6, 14.13). Ustye I1I Andronovo’ya (Alakul) tarihlenirlen, Ustye I ve I'nin hemen hemen ayni1
zaman araliklarinda SP’ye ait oldugu anlagilmaktadir (Hanks ve ark., 2013, s. 394). Erken evre oval-yuvar-
lak planli yerlesimlerde, oval-yuvarlak planli birimlerin eklenmesiyle gerceklesmis bir genigleme s6z konusu
degildir. Onceden planladig; izlenimi veren merkezdeki yapt halkast disinda birim bulunmamakradur.

Erken evre
sur duvarn

Figiir 11

Stepnoye Yerlesim Plani (Zdanovich & Batanina, 2007, Fig. 94'ten
Duizenlenmistir) / The Settlement Plan of Stepnoye (It Is Reorganized by the
Author after Zdanovich & Batanina, 2007, Fig. 94)
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Figiir 12

Ustye Yerlesim Planlan (Ustye I-1I-I11-1V). Siyah Sinirlar icinde Kalan Alanda N. Vinogradov
Tarafindan Kazi Calismalan Gerceklestirilmis, Diger Alanlar Farkli Yontemlerle Aragtinlmistir
(Hanks ve ark.,, 2013, Fig. 14.6'dan diizenlenmistir) / The Settlement Plans of Ustye (Ustye
I-I-IlI-1V). The Area Enclosed by Black Lines Has Been Excavated by N. Vinogradov While
Other Areas Were Investigated Through Other Methods (It Is Reorganized by the Author
after Hanks, et al, 2013, Fig. 14.6)

Degerlendirme ve Sonug

Toplumlari ilerleten art tirtin (dolagima gikarildigi anda artr deger) olgusunu hayati 6neme sahip —olmazsa
olmaz— besin {iretimi yerine, yiiksek uzmanlik gerektiren metal ve tekstil tiretiminde izliyor olmak ve/veya
bunun olasiligy, sikt bir denetlemeyle isleri yiiriiten tapinak merkezli bir sosyal-ekonomik yapinin —ve buna
kosut mimarinin— ortaya ¢ikisini engelleyebilir. SP ve I¢ Bat1 Anadolu ETC II, bu belirlenimle ortaya gika-
bilecek alternatif sosyal-ekonomik yapi ile kentlesme adina olasi 6nemli adaylar arasindadir. SP etrafina
kiimelendigi masif maden yatag ve yiiksek diizeydeki metal tiretimine yonelik firinlarla 6n plana ¢ikarken,
I¢ Bat1 Anadolu ETC II yogun tekstil iiretimine yonelik basta tezgah agirliklart ve agirsaklar olmak iizere
cesitli aletlerle kendini gdstermektedir.

Neden-sonug baglaminda karmagikligs yiiksek kentlesme olgusu, insani ve toplumu konu edinen diger
bir¢ok tartigma basliginda oldugu tizere, arastirmacilar arasinda derin goriis farklari yaratmaktadir.
Prehistorik-protohistorik kentlesme siireci adina G. Childe, 7he Urban Revolution makalesiyle (Childe,
1950) tartismalara onemli bir katki yapmis, yani sira Mezopotamya’nin 6ne ¢iktig tarimer gekirdek
alanlart merkez saymis ve kentlesme adina on temel 6l¢iit 6nermistir (Childe, 1950, s. 9-16). Bugiin
aragtirmactlar adina her ne kadar bagta ele alig olmak tizere bircok noktada goriis farklari bulunuyor
olsa da kentlesme siirecinin her bir bélgede farkli ve essiz kosullarla ilerlemis oldugu genel kabul almak-
tadir. Bununla birlikte s6z konusu egsiz kosullara eslik eden ve diger bolgelerle ortaklasa taginan kimi
temel kosullari unutmamak gerekir. B. Trigger, sanayi 6ncesi toplumlarin kentlesme siirecini inceledigi
makalesinde (Trigger, 1972) onemli bir yaklasim gelistirmistir. Buna gore kentler, yiyecek ve ham-
madde tedarikgisi ve kentte tiretilen iiriinlerin alicist olarak ¢eperdeki kirsal niifusa ve/veya yerlesimlere
bagimlidir (Trigger, 1972, s. 581-82).

SP’nin kékeni adina I¢ Bati Anadolu ETC II de dahil edilerek ortaya konan Yakin Dogu agiklamast
veya Onerisi, tek bagina mimari tizerinden temellendiriliyor olusu nedeniyle ikna etme giicti diisiik bir
yan tasimaktadir. A¢itklamanin niifus (go¢) veya tecriibe-teknoloji (aktarim) unsurlariyla desteklenmesi
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gerekirken, iki bolge arasinda s6z konusu unsurlarin izlenebildigi ara yerlesimlerin ve/veya kiiltiirlerin
yoklugu, diger bir deyisle materyal kiiltiir bogluklart buna izin vermemektedir. Dolayli diyebilecegi-
miz kimi gd¢ rotalart belli-belirsiz 6nerilmektedir. Buna gore, Yamnaya-Katakombnaya kiiltiir grubu
Yakin Dogu’yla iletisime ve etkilesime ge¢mis, daha sonra SP’nin de kullanacag: kimi fikir ve materyal
kiiltiir gelenegini Biiyiik Bozkir’a tagimigtir. Sergey Brat¢enko gibi aragtirmacilarin kiiltiir grubuna ait
kurgan alt1 oda gédmiitlerin, Yakin Dogu ve/veya Dogu Akdeniz havzasinda temas edilen kiiltiirlerdeki oda
gomiitlerin bir taklidi olabilecegi dnerisi buna kosuttur (Bratéenko, 2001a, 2001b). Ilgili veri gruplarin-
dan edinilme diger kanitlarin yoklugu ise agiklamay1 spekiilatif kilmaktadir. Ayrica MO 4. Binin ikinci
yarisindan MO 1. Binin ortasina degin varligint siirdiiren kurgan gelenekli kiiltiirler toplaminin, bu uzun
stirecte gesitli kirilmalar ve kesintiler yasamasina karsin birtakim giiclii ve kalici kiiltiirel davransglar gelis-
tirmis olmasi, SP’nin kékenindeki baskin unsurun Biiyiik Bozkir’in disinda aranmasini engellemektedir.

Ancak, SP ile [¢ Bati Anadolu ETC II'nin yerlesim planinda izlenen tapinak ve ortak depo yapist yok-
lugu halen ilging ve Gizerine diistintilmesi gereken bir benzerliktir. Kiiltiirel bir baglantinin yoklugunda
s6z konusu benzerlik, doga ve iklim kosullarinca hazirlanan ve besin ekonomisinde esneklik ve daha
fazla hareket imkani taniyan her iki bolgedeki zengin ekosistem sayesinde ortaya ¢itkmis olmalidir.
Dolayisiyla, tahil fazlasini depolamay: esas alan —ve G. Childe gibi erken aragtirmacilar tarafindan
kavramsallagtirilan— Mezopotamya modelinden farkl: bir istikamette ilerleyen birbirine yakin iki sos-
yal-ekonomik karmasiklik —farkli tarihlerde— her iki bolgede kendini gostermis olabilir. Bu anlamda
daha fazla veri sunan SP yerlesimleri 6nde olacak sekilde, her iki kiiltiir B. Trigger tarafindan gelis-
tirilen yaklagimla da degerlendirilebilmektedir. SP savunma sisteminin disinda kalan yakin ¢eperde
tespit edilen ve buradaki insan faaliyetini kanitlayan organik ve inorganik buluntu topluluklari, yerle-
simde siirekli ve/veya kalict olmayan, ancak zaman zaman yerlesime farkli nedenlerle ziyaret gergekles-
tiren kirsal niifusu isaret ediyor olabilir. Aslinda bu durum —yerlesim ve/veya kent olarak kabul edilen
giiclii/kalict mimari toplami merkeze alarak kavramsallastirilan— kent-kir niifus ayriminin disinda, soz
konusu kalici mimari toplami saran ¢eperin ilk halkalarinda gergeklesen toplum igi olast iliski aginin
kavranmasinda da kullanilabilir. Tapinak yapisinin yoklugunda hem SP hem I¢ Bati Anadolu ETC
II’de toplumu bir arada tutan —somut ve soyut/sembolik— mekin adina mezarliklar 6nerilebilir. Tipki
SP mezarliklarinda oldugu tizere, Demircihdyiik-Sariket, Yortan ve Kaklik Mevkii gibi mezarliklar da
oldukga zengin mezar hediyesi ve/veya buluntu toplamina sahiptir. Uretim alanlariyla ve bélge igi iliski
gelistirilen diger yerlesimlerle yasananlarin yani sira, yerlesimler ve mezarliklar arasinda yasanan canli
ve yogun trafik s6z konusu iliski agt adina bir a¢iklama olabilir.

Bunlarin toplaminda, erken tarihler veren ¢ekirdek alanlarin ¢eperinde, uzun mesafeli ticaretin birgok
ornekte kentlesme adina bir 6n kosul olmak yerine ilerletici kosul oldugunu 6neriyoruz. Bu baglamda,
Anadolu Tung Cagr ticaret ag1 trafiginde yasanan nicel ve nitel gelismelerin ETC III’de dramatik sekilde
yiikseliyor olusu ile I¢ Bati Anadolu ETC III'de Seyitomer gibi yerlesimlerin planlarinda tapinak ve
ortak depo yapilarina rastlaniyor olusu arasinda anlamli bir iliski bulunmaktadir. Kendine ait 6zgiin-
liiklerin baskin oldugu bir kentlesme siirecinde ortaya gikan ve gelisen i¢ Bati Anadolu ETC II kentleri,
i¢ ve dis taleplere bagli olarak gelistigini farz edebilecegimiz uzun mesafeli ticaret sayesinde ETC III'de
biinyesine tapinak ve ortak depo gibi yeni dgeler katmisa benzemektedir. Kentlesme dinamikleri bag-
laminda, Karadeniz geperi (Circumpontic) metaliirjik aginin mirasgist olan Bat Asya metaliirjik aginin
parcalanmaya ve/veya ikiye ayrilmaya basladigi donem (Chernykh, 2017, s. 196-99) ile SP’nin ortadan
kalktigt donemin es zamanli olusu da dikkat edilmesi gereken bir noktadir. Kabaca ii¢ ya da dért yiizyil
siren SP sonrasi, Biiylik Bozkir’da kentlesme —ve/veya bazi arastrmacilarin tanimlamada tercih ettigi
on-kentlesme— oldukga uzun bir siire kesintiye ugramistir. Burada dikkat edilmesi gereken bir diger
nokta ise, Bat1 Asya metaliirjik aginin kapali bir havzada kendini var etmis olmasidir. Bazi arastirma-
cilar SP’nin Orta Asya (6zellikle Margiyana, giiniimiizde Tiirkmenistan’in dogusu) ile uzun mesafeli
ticaret yapugini onerse de (Anthony, 2009, s. 64-67), onerilerini desteklemek i¢in ortaya koyduklari
kanitlar sayisal anlamda diisiik ve yoruma dayalidir. Yogun iliski gelistirilen kuzeydeki orman kusagt
(Seima-Turbino) gérece yakin bir bolgedir.
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Bircok aragtirmact oval ya da yuvarlak planli, kent kimligi tastyan SP yerlesimlerini erken evreye,
koseli ve/veya koseleri yuvarlaulmis déregen ve dikddregen planlilart ise ge¢ evreye tarihlemektedir.
Geg evrede yuvarlak planliya rastlanmazken, késeleri yuvarlaulmis dikdortgen planli yerlesimlerden
bazilarinin erken evreye kadar geriye gitmesi verilerle desteklenen ciddi bir olasiliktir. Planlarda yasa-
nan degisiklige neyin neden olduguna dair bugiine kadar birden fazla 6neri ve yaklagim gelistirilmistir.
Kiiltiiriin sembolik diinyasinda yasanan olast degisikliklere isaret eden dnerilerin disinda, késelerin —ve/
veya kdse yapma cabasinin— plana dahil edilmesinin yapi dayanikliligini arttirmaya yonelik bir amag
tagtmast daha olasidir. Bununla baglantili olarak, planda daha sonra yasanacak ilave genisleme miim-
kiin hale gelmis olur. Yuvarlak plan dogas: geregi —uzun siireli ve birden fazla kez— késeli ya da kdsesiz
genislemeye izin vermez.
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Extended Abstract

AN EVALUATION OF URBANIZATION PHENOMENON:
SINTASHTA-PETROVKA CASE AND ITS COMPARISON WITH
INLAND WESTERN ANATOLIA

intashta-Petrovka (SP), which is an archaeological culture and/or complex that flourished roughly
S between the end of the third millennium BC and the first quarter of the second millennium BC in

the Southern Urals, can be called an archaeological phenomenon in terms of its architectural traits.
Throughout the Eurasian Steppe, also known as the Great Steppe, no archaeological culture exhibiting a
permanent architecture comparable to that of SP has been recognized from the Bronze and Iron Ages. While
the monumental structures, including the walls and ditches, lead us to discuss urbanization, the buildings
enclosed by these structures limit our ability to make specific suggestions about social stratification. The
buildings in all SP settlements are identical in terms of spatial organization. Having several inner places, they
were utilized as both domestic and manufactural purposes. It is not possible to suggest that some of them

were different with further materials or settings, etc.

Another obstacle in making suggestions regarding social stratification is that field studies have yet to uncover
any temples or food storage facilities. Some scholars have been suggested that the settlements functioned as
a blend of various roles, serving simultaneously as fortifications, temples, manufacturing centres, and resi-
dential areas. However, alongside lack of storage facilities, it is not easy to explain what kind of organization
and social stratification existed in SP. This is something unfamiliar to archaeologists working in the Near
East. They mainly find temples or sacred places within settlements, sparking discussion of the symbolic and/
or abstract dimensions of the worldviews held by ancient communities.

In examining the origin problem of SB, lack of temples could serve as a distinct indicator. Upon considering
archacological cultures, which thrived in the Western and Central Great Steppe from the third millennium
BC to the first millennium BC, did not develop any temple construction, it becomes evident that SP was
a member of this ‘cultural group’, which expressed their symbolic and religious beliefs through cemeteries
and kurgan clusters. Although they led different lifestyles, ranging from nomadic to semi-nomadic to set-
tled, they shared a common way of expressing their symbolic and religious beliefs. Thus, another sugges-
tion, which SP originated outside of the Great Steppe, in the Near East, specifically in Anatolia, and then
migrated into the Southern Urals, aligns with a more critical perspective. Accordingly, certain architectural
features found in some Anatolian settlements from the Early Bronze Age (EBA) suggest a parallel with SP
settlements, with Demircihdyiik often cited as the most representative example supporting this suggestion.
Although some material culture traditions are also used as supporting evidence, it remains unconvincing
to the scientific community due to the roughly two-century chronological gap between inland western
Anatolian EBA II and SP within new dating interval, as well as lack of material culture continuity along the
possible migration routes from Anatolia to the Southern Urals.

Lack of temples and food storage facilities, however, remains a significant common point for discussing
the nature of the urbanization phenomenon in both inland western Anatolia and the Southern Urals. This
common point, which likely emerged through natural determinism, not cultural one, brings some authentic
ideas into us. We know that many innovative developments took place separately on the different regions
over all the world in prehistory. Undoubtedly, the most striking example is plant cultivation or agriculture,
which the scientific community now recognize as having developed independently in several central regions.
Therefore, these two regions, inland western Anatolia and the Southern Urals, might have also acquired
separately almost similar level of urbanization without temples and storage facilities under similar natural
conditions. According to certain urbanization principles mainly based on ancient Mesopotamian examples,
we need to see temples and temple-centred food storage facilities. The ruling class used grain surplus to build
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cities and to manage labour force. In fact, this is what we archaeologists would encounter in regions like
Mesopotamia, which need to employ further technical methods, such as irrigation systems to cultivate crops
in too hot and dry climatic conditions. When looking at the Anatolia, especially inland western Anatolia,
and the Southern Urals, during the second half of third millennium BC and first half of second millennium
BC, we see favourable climatic conditions and/or diverse ecosystems, which might lead to cultivate crops
several times under the one year, and also, a range of freshwater and forest resources for fishing and hunting,
as partially supported by findings from SP settlements. All these factors may have contributed to the flexi-
bility of subsistence economies in those regions, resulting in less need for accumulation compared to that of
the ancient Mesopotamians.

During the final period of the EBA II and the period that followed, we observe a rapidly advancing trend of
urbanization, including temples and storage facilities in Kiillioba IVB-A and Seyitdmer V in inland western
Anatolia. This ongoing development has been simultaneously enriched by Mesopotamian influences and/
or interactions through the Anatolian Early Bronze Age trade network, which extended from the shores of
the Aegean (Islands) Sea in the west to North Syria in the east. Besides, the simultaneous collapse of SP and
the disintegration of the West-Asian Metallurgical province in the Southern Urals is significant coincidence,
occurring alongside events in the Andronovo and Srubnaya areas. Another significant aspect of understand-
ing the urbanization process in the Southern Urals is lack of conclusive evidence demonstrating that SP par-
ticipated in long-distance trade networks, such as the one pointing to the BMAC. This suggests that regular
‘foreign’ or long-distance trade was not an initial requirement but one of the key elements that accelerates
the process of urban growth.

Some scholars suggest that the oval or circular-shaped settlements represent the early Sintashta type, while
the rectangular settlements represent the late Petrovka type. In earlier settlements, we see that the buildings
were arranged in a radial pattern, whereas in later settlements they were arranged in a linear pattern. The
question of why this transition occurred has been addressed through different approaches. Setting aside
symbolic interpretations, it can be suggested that the corners were introduced into the layouts to enhance
structural stability and accommodate further expansion. The oval or circular shaped settlements do not
naturally allow for continued radial expansion.
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[zmir ili, Sel¢uk ilgesi, Atatiirk Mahallesi sinirlar igerisinde, Ayasuluk Kalesi'nin giineyinde yer alan parselde
2022 yilinda Efes Arkeoloji Miizesi baskanliginda sondaj kazisina baglanilmustir. Ilerleyen ¢alismalarda alanda
tespitedilenarkeolojikbuluntularin niceligive niteligi gozoniine alinarak kurtarmakazisina doniistiirilmiistiir.
Yaklasik 180 m?lik bir alanda gergeklestirilen Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney Nekropolii kazisinda; Siirdiiriilen
calismalar sirasinda yedi farkli gomii tipine ait toplam 26 mezar a¢iga ¢ikarilmigtir. Bunlar; 7 adet basit
toprak mezar, 1 adet amphora i¢i gomii, 3 adet amphora kenotaph (giyabinda) gémii, 8 adet gatki kiremit
mezar, 4 adet tek yone egimli kiremit mezar, 2 adet pismis topraktan yapilmig Klazomenai tipi lahit ve 1
adet pismis toprak silindirik formlu mezardir. Mezarlar yiizeyden itibaren -170 cm ile -450 c¢m arasinda
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degisen derinliklerde tespit edilmistir. Yapilan tipolojik ve materyal analizleri dogrultusunda sz konusu
gomiilerin Klasik, Helenistik ve Bizans donemlerine tarihlendigi anlagilmistir. Yapilan ¢alismalar sonucunda
Nekropolis'in, gesitli gdmii teknikleri ile siireklilik gosterdigi anlagilmistr. Bu gesitlilik, nekropoliin farkls
sosyal, ekonomik ve kiiltiirel siniflara mensup bireyler tarafindan kullanildigini gostermektedir. Ozellikle
Klazomenai lahitlerin varlig1 ile basit toprak mezarlarin veya mezar icindeki buluntu farkliliklarinin, ayni
nekropol icinde sosyal farkliliklari yansittgy, ancak tiim bu bireylerin ortak bir gomii alani olarak Ayasuluk
Tepesi Giiney Nekropolirnii tercih ettigi anlagilmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Ayasuluk Tepesi, Nekropol, Klazomenai Lahdi, Klasik Donem, Helenistik Dénem,

Bizans Donemi

Abstract

In 2022, excavations proceeded on an area situated south of Ayasuluk Castle, within the boundary of Atatiirk
Mahallesi, Selcuk district, [zmir province, under the direction of the Ephesus Archaeological Museum.
Given the quantity and significance of the archaeological artifacts discovered in the area throughout the
project, the excavation was reclassified as a salvage excavation. A total of 26 tombs representing seven distinct
burial types were unearthed during the current excavation. The assemblage comprises 7 straightforward
earth graves, 1 amphora burial, 3 amphora cenotaph burials, 8 graves with tile roofing, 4 single-sloped tile
graves, 2 Klazomenai-type sarcophagi formed of baked clay, and 1 cylindrical grave made of baked clay. The
tombs were located at depths between -170 cm and -450 cm beneath the surface. Typological and material
assessments indicate that the burials are from the Classical, Hellenistic, and Byzantine periods. During the
excavation of the Ayasuluk Hill South Necropolis, encompassing an area of approximately 180 m?, seven
distinct types of tombs were discovered: simple earthen tombs, amphora burials, amphora cenotaphs (burials
in absentia), roof tiles, single-sloped roof tiles, Klazomenai sarcophagi, and cylindrical tombs. This diversity
signifies that the necropolis was utilized by individuals from various social, economic, and cultural strata. The
presence of Klazomenai sarcophagi and the distinctions between simple earthen graves and their contents
indicate social disparities within the same necropolis; however, all individuals opted for the Ayasuluk Hill
South Necropolis as a shared burial site.

Keywords: Ayasuluk Hill, Necropolis, Klazomenai Tomb, Clasic Period, Hellenistic Period, Byzantine Period
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o
zmir ili, Selcuk ilgesi, Atatiirk Mahallesi sinirlari icerisinde, Ayasuluk Kalesi’nin giineyinde yer alan

ve III. derece arkeolojik sit alani kapsaminda bulunan 356 ada, 6 parsel numarali tasinmazda, miilk

sahibinin konut ingaat talebi dogrultusunda ilgili koruma kurulunun karart uyarinca 11 Nisan 2022
tarihinde arkeolojik amagli sondaj kazilarina baglanmistir. Saha ¢alismalarinin 22 Agustos 2022 tarihinde
tamamlanmasinin ardindan, alanda tespit edilen arkeolojik buluntularin siireklilik gostermesi nedeniyle,
Kiiltiir Varliklart ve Miizeler Genel Midiirligi’ntin 28.07.2022 tarih ve 2743028 sayili oluru ile sondaj
kazisi, kurtarma kazisina doniistiiriilmistiir (Fig. 1).

T

KALESI VE ST. JEAN KILISESI 1

Figiir 1

A?asuluk Tepesi ve Cevresi | Ayasuluk Hill and the Surrounding Area (Google Earth)

Ephesos’un da i¢inde bulundugu bu cografyada insan yerlesimine dair en erken buluntular Neolitik Cag’a,
M.O. 7000’lere tarihlenmektedir. Bu déneme ait obsidyen ve seramik pargalari, Ephesos’un yaklagik 1,5
km giineydogusunda yer alan Cukurici Hoytik’te gerceklestirilen arkeolojik kazilar neticesinde agiga ¢ika-
rilmistir (Horejs, 2017). Bununla birlikte, giiniimiizde Selcuk ilce merkezinde yer alan ve Bizans-Osmanli
donemlerine tarihlenen Ayasuluk Kalesi’nin bulundugu Ayasuluk Tepesi'nde ele gegirilen M.O. 14.-12.
ylizyillara (Ge¢ Tung Cagy) tarihlenen Myken tipi mezar buluntular (Giiltekin & Baran, 1964 s. 130-138;
Giir & Mimaroglu, 2024, s. 204-213; Mimaroglu ve ark., 2023 s. 545-571) s6z konusu alanin Ephesos’un
ilk yerlesim yeri olabilecegini gostermektedir.

Ephesos yerlesimi, Ayasuluk Tepesinden Artemision ¢evresine taginmis ya da bu alana dogru genisleye-
rek yeni bir yerlesim formuna evrilmis ve bu alandaki varligt M.O.3.yy’'in basina kadar devam etmistir.
(Bammer, 1990; Bammer & Muss, 1996, s. 53-73; Hogarth, 1908, s. 26-38; Ladstitter & Kerschner,
2008, Cilt 77, s. 119- 223). Helenistik Donemde ise Biiyiik Iskender’in generallerinden Lysimakhos tara-
findan, M.O. 3. yiizyilin baslarinda kent, Biilbiil Dag ile Panayir Dag1 arasindaki alanda yeniden insa
edilmigtir. Bulbiil Dagy ile Panayir Dag arasindaki alanda taginan Ephesos, tarihsel gelisim siirecinde kent
kimligi burada da devam etmistir. Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi boyunca énemini siirdiiren kent, geg Antik
Cag'dan itibaren gesitli depremler, limanin ve liman kanalinin zamanla islevini yitirmesi ile merkezi otori-
tenin zayiflamasi sonucu ortaya ¢ikan giivenlik sorunlari nedeniyle, M.S. 7. ylizyildan itibaren terk edilerek
tekrar Ayasuluk Tepesi ¢evresine, 6zellikle Hagios Ioannes Theologos Kilisesi yakinlarina taginmigtir. Bu son
yerlesim, 17.-18. yiizyillara kadar varligini stirdtirmiistiir.
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Bu calismanin amaci, farkli yillarda gerceklestirilen arkeolojik kazilar neticesinde ortaya ¢ikarilip belge-
lenen, Neolitik Dénem’den Osmanli Dénemi’ne kadar kesintisiz yerlesim gordiigii anlagilan Ephesos ve
Ayasuluk Tepesi’ni kapsayan bolgenin, ¢ok katmanli nekropol alanlarina bir yenisini eklemek ve bu alanin
kullanimiyla ilgili tarihsel siirekliligi ortaya koymaktir. Ozellikle, s6z konusu nekropoliin Klasik, Helenistik
ve Bizans donemlerinde Ephesos Antik Kenti ile olan mekénsal ve kiltiirel iligkilerinin stirdiigiinii somut
verilere dayali olarak gostermek hedeflenmektedir. Buna ek olarak, yeni tespit edilen gomii alaninin mezar
mimarisi, buluntular: ve kronolojik dagilimi acisindan daha 6nce belgelenmis nekropollerle kargilagtirilmast
yapilarak, benzerlik ve farkliliklarin analizi amaglanmugtir.

Kazi caligmalart sonucunda yedi farkli gomii tipine ait toplam 26 mezar agiga ¢ikarilmistur (Tablo
1, Fig. 2). Bunlar; 7 adet basit toprak mezar, 1 adet amphora i¢i gomii, 3 adet amphora kenotaph
(giyabinda) gomii, 8 adet catki kiremit mezar, 4 adet tek ydne egimli kiremit mezar, 2 adet pismis
topraktan yapilmig Klazomenai tipi lahit ve 1 adet pismis toprak silindirik formlu mezardir. Mezarlar
ylizeyden itibaren -170 cm ile -450 cm arasinda degisen derinliklerde tespit edilmistir. Yapilan tipolojik
ve materyal analizleri dogrultusunda soz konusu gémiilerin Klasik, Helenistik ve Bizans dénemlerine
tarihlendigi anlagilmistir. Mezarlarin iceriginde seramik kaplar, sikkeler, figiirinler ve adak stelleri gibi
cesitli arkeolojik buluntulara rastlanmistir. Her bir mezar tipi i¢in karakteristik 6zellikleri en iyi yansit-
ug1 degerlendirilen birer 6rnek ayrinuli bicimde ele alinmus, diger 6rnekler ise igeriklerine gore 6nemli
buluntulariyla tanimlanmistr (Tablo 2-3).
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Kazi alan; M.O. 3. yiizyilin baslarinda kurulan Ephesos Antik Kenti'nin yaklastk 2 km dogusunda, M.O. 6.
yiizyila tarihlenen Artemis Tapinagrnin 1 km dogusunda ve M.O. 12. yiizyilldan M.S. 6. yiizyila kadar iki
evreli iskdn gérmiis Ayasuluk Tepesi- Hagios Ioannes Theologos Bazilikast’nin yaklastk 500 m giiney yama-
cinda konumlanmakradir. S6z konusu nekropol alaninda yedi farkli mezar tipi (Klazomenai Lahti, Silindir

Formlu Lahit, Tek Yéne Egimli Kiremit, Kiremit Catki, Amphora Kenoaph Gémii, Amphora Gomii ve
Basit Toprak Mezar) tespit edilmistir.

Klazomenai Tipi Pigmis Toprak Lahit (5-6 M10)

Tespit edilen mezarlar arasinda, Klazomenai tipi pismis toprak lahit 6rnegi olan 5/6-M10 numarali lahit,
korunmusluk durumu ve nitelikleri itibariyla temsili 6rnek olarak tanimlanmigtir. Ilk 6rneklerine Eski
Misir’da rastlanan lahitler, zamanla Akdeniz cografyasina yayilmis ve gesitli form, malzeme ve bezeme 6zel-
likleriyle tipolojik agidan zenginlesmistir. Bu baglamda lahit tekneleri temel olarak dikdértgen prizmatik,
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kiivet formunda ve antropomorfik; kapaklari (Turak, 2011, s. 8) ise diiz levha, semerdam, besik ¢ati ve kline
bi¢imli tiplerde siniflandirilmakeadir. Yapiminda kullanilan malzemeler arasinda tas (kiregtast, mermer, gra-
nit, porfir, bazalt, traverten, tiif, kumtast), metal (kursun, bronz), pismis toprak ve ahsap (al¢1 kabartmali,
bronz ¢emberli, boyali) (Koch, 2001, s. 16) yer almaktadir.

Klazomenai merkezli pismis toprak lahit iiretim gelenegi, M.O. 7. yiizyilin ilk yarisindan itibaren gelis-
meye baslamig, M.O. 5. yiizyilin ortalarina dek varligini siirdiirmiistiir (Bakir ve ark., 2000, s. 48). Soz
konusu gelenek hem ikonografik hem de bicimsel acidan Dogu Yunan diinyasinin 6nde gelen lahit tipo-
lojilerinden biri olarak degerlendirilmektedir.

Kazi ¢alismalarinda a¢iga ¢ikarilan 5/6-M10 numarali Klazomenai tipi lahit, trapezoidal kesitli bir tek-
neye sahiptir. Lahit, kuzey-giiney yonelimine sahiptir ve yaklasik 190 cm uzunlugunda, bas ucu genisligi
63 cm, ayak ucu genigligi ise 58 cm’dir. Lahdin basucunda i¢ kose ¢ikintlart yer almaktadir. Gémii
derinligi, yiizeyden itibaren -300 ile -340 cm arasinda degismektedir. Lahit icerisinde dorsal (sirtiistii)
pozisyonda, kismen tahrip olmus bir birey iskeleti bulunmugtur. (Lev. 1, Fig.1-4)

Yan pervazlarda, bogum aralarina yerlestirilmis palmet motifleri ile sa¢ 6rgiisii benzeri bir bezeme diizeni
gozlemlenmistir. Bu kompozisyon, bantlarla sinirlanmis geometrik motiflerle desteklenmistir. Basucu
pervazinin sag kenarinda, sola yonelmis bir panter figiirii yer almaktadir. Ayakucu pervazi biiyiik oranda
kirik ve eksiktir; saglam kalan kisimlarda ytizeyi kaplayan yogun kalker birikintisi nedeniyle bezeme tes-
piti yaptlamamisur. (Lev. 2, Fig. 5-10, Lev. 3. Fig.11)

Lahdin bat dis kenarinda, yapinin yaklagik 20 cm uzaginda, yiizeyden -300 cm derinlikte konumlanmus,
kirik ve eksik durumda bir kyliks fragmani tespit edilmistir. Ayrica, lahdin i¢ kisminda, bireyin abdomi-
nal bolgesi tizerinde bir adet amphoriskos bulunmustur. Amphoriskos, diigme dipli, oval gévdeli, mavi
zemin tizerine sar1 renkli zikzak ve diiz ¢izgilerle bezeli, agiz ve kulp boliimleri kirik, gévde tist kismina
kadar eksik ve yivlidir. Cam malzemeden iiretilmis bu buluntu, gémiiye eslik eden mezar hediyesi (grave
offering) niteligi tagitmaktadir.

R.M. Cook tarafindan dort ana forma ve alt gruplara (Cook, 1981, s. 2-8) ayrilan, Bilge Hiirmiizli
tarafindan ise dort grupta siniflandirilan Klazomenai tipi lahitlerin benzer érnekleri Akpinar (Hiirmiizli,
2003) ve Yildiztepe (Giingor, 2006) nekropollerinde de tespit edilmistir. S6z konusu ¢aligmalara dayana-
rak, tarafimizca ortaya ¢ikarilan lahit, form ve bezeme 6zellikleri agisindan M.O. 5. yiizyil ortalarina tarih-
lendirilmistir (Giilliisag & Aytaglar, 2019, 95-120). Ancak, lahit igerisinden ele gecen cam amphoriskos,
M.O. 6. yiizyil sonu ile M.O. 5. yiizyil basina tarihlenirken (Lev. 4, Fig. 12-15); lahdin bat1 kenarinda,
dis kisminda bulunan kyliks ise dogrudan M.O. 5. yiizyil baslarina (Sparkes & Talcott, 1970, s. 267, kat.
453) isaret etmektedir (Lev. 5, Fig. 16-20). Bu buluntularin yani sira, lahdin form ve bezeme 6zelliklerine
iligkin analoji degerlendirmeleri dikkate alindiginda, 5/6-M10 numarali mezarin Klasik Déneme, 6zel-
likle M.O. 5. yiizyilin ilk yarisina tarihlendirilmesi miimkiin goriinmektedir.

Silindir Formlu Pismis Toprak Mezar (5-6 M21)

Kazi galismalari sirasinda -310 cm ile -340 cm seviyeleri arasinda, kurul karariyla kaldirilan kuzey duvarinin
alundan {i¢ par¢adan olusan bir pismis toprak silindir formlu mezar ortaya ¢ikarilmigtir. Mezarin ayak ve bas
uglart agik durumdadir. Bu ti¢ parcadan biri konik formda ayak ucu parcasi, diger ikisi ise silindirik formdadur.
Ayak ucu pargast saglam olarak korunmusken, diger iki parca kirilmis ve tavan boliimleri mezar ici ¢okiintiiyle
birlikte tespit edilmistir. Tavaninin ¢6kmiis olmasi sebebiyle mezarin kapakli olup olmadig: belirlenememek-
tedir. Yapinin ayak ve bas ucuna, dikme islevi goren iki adet yayvan tas yerlestirilmistir (Lev. 6, Fig.21-24).

Mezarin icinden, biiyiik oranda korunmus durumda dorsal pozisyonda yatirilmis, kollart yanlarda yer alan,
yaklasik 90 cm uzunlugunda bir ¢ocuk bireye ait iskelet ¢ikarilmigtir. S6z konusu bireye ait iskelet disinda
herhangi bir egya ya da arkeolojik buluntuya rastlanmamistr. Yapilan degerlendirmelerde bu mezar formu-
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nun, bolgede simdiye dek aciga ¢ikarilan 6rnekler arasinda ve literatiirde dogrudan benzeri bulunamamustir.
Ancak form ve inga ozellikleri bakimindan Patara (Isik, 2012), Soli (Kaya, 2006) ve Laodikeia ($imsek, 2015,
s. 122) buluntulariyla kismi benzerlikler gostermektedir. Her ne kadar kronolojik veriyi kesinlestirecek nite-
likte buluntu ele gegmemis olsa da mezarin hemen bitisiginde ayni seviyede konumlanan bir Klazomenai tipi
lahdin varlig1 goz 6niine alinarak, mezarin M.O. 5. yiizyilin ilk yarisina tarihlenmesi olasidir.

Tek Tarafa Egimli Kiremit Mezar (5-M7)

Antik Dénem’de, mimari yapilarda cat1 6rtiisti olarak kullanilan kiremitler, mezar yapiminda da ikincil kul-
lanim gorerek 6lit gsmme uygulamalarinda degerlendirilebilmistir (Bingdl, 1976, s. 51-61; Ozyigit, 1990, s.
303-326). Alanda belgelenen ti adet tek tarafa egimli kiremit mezar arasinda 5-M7 numarali mezar burada
ele alinacaktir. S6z konusu mezar, ti¢ adet kiremitin uzun kenarlar: birbirine yapisik sekilde, yan gerceve ve
damlaliklari goriilecek bicimde yerlestirilmesiyle, tek yone egimli bir formda inga edilmistir. Mezar -270 cm
ile -330 cm derinlikleri arasinda agiga ¢ikarilmustir (Lev. 7, Fig.25-27).

Mezar icerisinde, biiyiik oranda korunmus durumda dorsal pozisyonda yatrilmis, kuzey-giiney yonelimli
155 cm uzunlugunda bir birey iskeleti tespit edilmistir. Iskeletin ayak ucunda bir adet amphoraya ait dip
parcast ele gecirilmistir. Ayrica, mezarin disinda fakat ayni seviyede konumlanan bir adet pismis toprak otu-
ran kadin figiirini ile bireyin agz1 igerisinde korozyona ugramis bir adet sikke bulunmustur.

S6z konusu mezar, Efes Yamag Evler II giineyindeki (Karwiese, 1985, s. 334), Ayasuluk Tepesi dogusun-
daki (Tgten & Evren 1998, s. 90-91) ve Efes Ticaret Agorasr'ndaki (Scherrer & Trinkl, 2006, s. 149-164;
Steskal, 2019, s. 10-13) benzer mezarlarla tipolojik agidan kargilastirilabilir niteliktedir. Ayrica, Kyme-
Sasal ve Parion nekropollerinde belgelenmis olan kiremit mezar drnekleriyle de benzerlik gdstermektedir
(Kasapoglu, 2007, s. 481-520; Urkmez, 2019, s. 323-342; Urkmez, 2019, s. 237-241). Tipolojik ve ana-
lojik degerlendirmeler dogrultusunda; mezar kapama elemanlari olan kiremitlerin form 6zellikleri (Lev. 8,
Fig. 28-29, Lev. 9, Fig.30-35), figiirin (Lev.10, Fig.36-39) ve mezar icerisinde bulunan amphora dibi (Lev.
11, Fig. 40-43), mezarin Helenistik Déneme, muhtemelen M.O. 3. yuzyila tarihlendirilmesini miimkiin
kilmaktadir. Kiremitlerin kargilagtirilmasi bu mezarin paragrafinda belirtilen kaynaklarla yapilmis, amphora
dibi ile ilgili kaynaklar sunlardir: Boardman, (1967), Lev.72, Monakhov, (2003), Lev.36-38.

Catki Kiremit Mezar (5-M1)

Kazi ¢aligmalari sirasinda agiga ¢ikarilan on adet catki kiremit mezardan biri olan 5-M1 numarali mezar,
ylizeyden itibaren -170 ile -210 cm derinlikleri arasinda konumlanmaktadir. Mezar, karsilikli olarak yerles-
tirilen ikiser kiremidin ii¢ sira halinde st tiste catilmasi ve bas ile ayak uglarina birer kiremidin dikey olarak
yerlestirilmesiyle toplam sekiz adet kiremitle olusturulmugstur. Bu kiremitlerin higbirinin tam ve saglam
olarak giiniimiize ulasmadig: tespit edilmistir. Bu tiir ¢atki kiremit mezarlar, Ge¢ Roma ve Erken Bizans
dénemlerine tarihlenen kirsal ve kentsel nekropollerde sikga kargilagilan bir formdur.

Mezarin iist kotlarinda ve gevresinde iki adet sikke ele gecirilmis olup; bunlardan biri ileri derecede koroz-
yona ugramis oldugu icin okunamamus, diger sikke ise M.S. 5.-6. yiizyila tarihlendirilmistir. Mezar ige-
risinde dogu-bat1 yonelimli, dorsal pozisyonda yerlestirilmis bir bireye ait iskelet ortaya ¢ikarilmistir. Bu
iskeletin alt viicut bolimii biiyiik oranda korunmusken, kafatasi eksik, tist viicut ise ¢iiriimeye bagli olarak
dagilmis durumdadir. Kiremitlerin tipolojik dzellikleri ile mezarda ele gegen tarihlenebilir sikkenin analizi
dikkate alindiginda (Lev. 12, Fig 44-45), 5-M1 numarali mezar Ge¢ Roma / Erken Bizans Dénemi’ne tarih-
lendirilmektedir (Aupert, 1980, s. 369-453; Bardill, 2004; Ozyigit, 1990, s. 177; Hahn, 1973, s. 491-717)

Basit Toprak Mezar (3-M11)

Alanin farkli kesimlerinde tespit edilen alt1 basit toprak mezardan biri olan 3-M11 numarali mezar, yiizey-
den itibaren -30 cm derinlikte ve kuzeybau-giineydogu dogrultusunda yer almaktadir. Mezar icerisinde
dorsal pozisyonda yatirilmis ve biiyiik oranda tahrip olmus bir bireye ait iskelet kalintilarina rastlanmistur.



AYASULUK TEPESI GUNEY NEKROPOLU: ARKEOLOJIK VERILERI VE TARIHSEL-KULTUREL SUREKLILIK BAGLAMINDA 103

Kafatasi ile alt govde boliimii eksik olan bireyin, sol kolu tizerinde bir adet amphoriskos ele gecirilmis-
tir. Bu kiigiik kap, karin bélgesinde konumlanmis sekilde bulunmus olup, gévdesinin bazi boliimle-
rinde siyah firnis izleri ve yer yer tabakalagsmis kalker kalintilarina rastlanmistir. Amphoriskosun form ve
stisleme 6zellikleriyle yapilan tipolojik ve analojik degerlendirmeler (Kahraman, 2012, s. 319, res.227;
Mitsopoulou, 1972-75, s. 252-265; Miscellaneous number: 88.810; Savran ve ark., 2017. s. 119-128;
Scherrer & Trinkl, 2006, Kat.-Nr. 258, Taf. 36, Abb. 161, s. 156; The British Museum, 2024). (Lev.13,

Fig.46-48), mezarin Helenistik Déneme tarihlendirilmesine olanak saglamaktadir.

Amphora Kenotaph Mezar (6-AM24)

Bolgede tespit edilen {i¢ amphora mezardan biri olan 6-AM24 numarali 6rnek, yiizeyden itibaren -240
cm kotta ve giiney-kuzey yonelimli olarak konumlanmistir. Mezar olarak kullanildig degerlendirilen
amphora, boyundan omuz ortasina kadar inen cift serit kulplara sahip olup, dip béliimii kirik ve eksiktir.
Kulplar, hafif yatay yerlestirilmis omuzlara dogru dikey bir sekilde inmekte; govde ise konik forma sahip-
tir (Lev. 14, Fig.49-51).

Amphoranin i¢ kisminda herhangi bir kemik ya da kil kalintist bulunamamistir. Bu nedenle, kabin
islevi anma amaciyla yapilmis bir kenotaph (giyabi mezar) olarak degerlendirilmistir. Amphora formunun
tipolojik 6zellikleri ve benzer 6rneklerle yapilan karsilastirmalar dogrultusunda, 6-AM24 numarali mezar
Helenistik Doneme tarihlendirilmektedir (Doger, 1997, s. 89, 93, foto 82, 89; Sezgin ve ark., 2022, s.
23,5.27,s. 76, kat. 11,15, 55; Yeniay, 2021, s. 86, kat. 14; ).

Amphora Mezar (6-AM4)

Kazi ¢aligmalarinda -210 cm ile -245 cm kotlart arasinda agiga ¢ikarilan AM4 numarali mezar, form
itibartyla bir amphora govdesi kullanilarak olusturulmustur. Mezarda bireyin gomiisii yatay pozisyonda
gergeklestirilmis olup, amphoranin agiz, boyun, kulp ve dip kisimlar1 kirik ya da eksiktir. I¢ dolguda yapi-
lan incelemede, bir bebek bireye ait kafatasi ve kol kemigine ait parcalar tespit edilmistir (Lev.15, Fig. 52).

Amphoranin formundaki eksiklikler ile mezar igeriginin kisitlt olmasi, yapinin kesin olarak tarihlendi-
rilmesini giiglestirmektedir. Ancak mezarin stratigrafik konumu, ¢evresindeki diger gomiilerin kronolo-
jik verileriyle kargilagtirmali degerlendirmesi ve amphoranin hamur 6zellikleri dikkate alindiginda, s6z
konusu gomiiniin Helenistik Déneme tarihlenmesi olasidir.

Pismis Toprak Lahit Mezar (6-M19) ve Kybele Adak Steli

Yaklagik 10 cm iist kotunda yer almakta olan bir Kybele adak steli ile iliskilendirilen 6-M19 numarali pis-
mis toprak lahit mezar, oldukea tahrip olmus durumdadir. Lahit, teknesinin yan ve tist bliimleri ile olast
kapaginin kirik ve eksik olmasi nedeniyle tam olarak belgelenememistir. Mezar igerisinde bir bireye ait
iskelet parcalari ele gecirilmis olup, sadece bacak bélgesinin kismen korunabildigi gozlemlenmistir. Mezar
icerisinde herhangi bir arkeolojik buluntuya rastlanmamis olmasi, mezarin kendi déneminde soyulmus
olabilecegine isaret etmektedir.

Lahitin tstiinde, yiizitkoyun konumda ve 6zenli bir sekilde yerlestirilmis olan Kybele adak steli, olasilikla
mezarla iligkili bir kiilt objesi olarak degerlendirilmistir. Stelin {izerinde Kybele, Zeus, Hermes/Atis ve
iki aslanin tasvir edildigi, literatiirde “Ephesos Tipi” (Naumann, 1983, s. 214-216, Taf. 33.1) olarak
adlandirilan ikonografik diizen mevcuttur (Lev.16, Fig. 53). Dikdértgen forma sahip olan stel, tipolojik
ozellikleri ve ikonografik ¢oziimlemeler dogrultusunda Helenistik Déneme tarihlendirilmektedir.
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Sonug ve Degerlendirme

Efes Antik Kenti ve gevresi, M.O. 14.-12. yiizyillar arasinda Ayasuluk Tepesi civarinda; M.O. 6. yiiz-
yilin ilk yarisinda Artemision bolgesinde; M.O. 3. yiizyilin ilk yarisinda Panayir ile Biilbiil Daglar:
arasindaki vadide ve M.S. 7. ylizyildan itibaren tekrar Ayasuluk Tepesi ¢evresinde olmak tizere dort
farkli donemde tesekkiil etmistir.

19.ytizyilin ikinci yarisindan itibaren baglayan ve giintimiize kadar devam eden arkeolojik kazilar sonucunda,
kentin degisik donemlerine ait nekropol alanlart agiga ¢ikarilmis ve detayli olarak belgelenmistir (Tablo 1).
Bu baglamda, Adil Evren tarafindan Efes nekropolleri sistematik bir sekilde derlenmis ve kapsamli bir liste
halinde yayimlanmistir (Evren, 1996, s. 22-23).

Soz konusu listeye ek olarak, 1984 yilinda Yamag Evler-2 giineyinde gerceklestirilen kazilarda, Klasik
Doneme tarihlendirilen mezarlar Stefan Karwiese tarafindan belgelenmistir (Karwiese, 1985). 2005 yilinda
Selcuk-Kusadast yolu tizerinde, Arvalya Orman Kamp: bolgesinde karayolu caligmalari sirasinda agiga
ctkarilan Helenistik Donem mezarlart Efes Miizesi'nden Pervin Biiyiikkolanci tarafindan raporlanmugtir
(Biiytikkolanci, 2007). Son olarak, 2019 yilinda Efes Ticaret Agoras’'nda yapilan kazilarda ortaya gikarilan
ve Klasik Déneme ait mezarlar Avusturya Arkeoloji Enstitiisii tarafindan yayimlanmugtir. Bu ¢aligmalar, Efes
Antik Kenti nekropol alanlarinin farkls tarihsel dénemlerdeki gelisimini ve kullanim bigimlerini anlamaya
yonelik 6nemli arkeolojik veri ve bilgiler sunmaktadir.

Kazi ¢aligmalarimiz kapsaminda giin yiiziine ¢ikarilan 26 adet mezar, Ayasuluk Tepesi'nin yaklagik 500
metre giineyinde yer alan nekropol alaninin, Klasik, Helenistik ve Bizans Dénemlerinde kullanildigini ortaya
koymaktadir. Kazi alaninin dogusunda yer alan komsu parsel sinirinda gergeklestirilen sondaj ¢alismasinda,
yan parsel kesitinde tespit edilen ancak kazi alani disinda kaldigindan kazilamayan bir adet kiremit mezar
bulunmugtur. Bu bulgu, Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney Nekropoli'niin 6 numarali parsel ile sinirli kalmayip dogu
yoniinde 5 numarali parsele dogru devam ettigini ve muhtemelen tepenin giiney kismini biitiiniiyle kapsadi-
gin1 gostermekeedir. Ancak, nekropoliin kesin sinirlari, giincel yapilasmalar nedeniyle heniiz belirlenememis
olup, 6niimiizdeki dénemde yapilacak olan yeni kazi calismalariyla Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney Nekropolii’'niin
yayilim alaninin ve sinirlarinin daha kesin olarak tespit edilmesi planlanmaktadir (Fig. 2).

Alanda agiga cikarilan 2 adet Klasik, 22 adet Helenistik ve 2 adet Bizans Donemlerine tarihlenen mezarlar,
Efes kenti yerlesiminin dénemsel degisimlerine ragmen Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney Nekropolii’niin gomii alan:
olarak degismedigini, burasinin gémii alani olarak kullaniminda siireklilik oldugunu gostermektedir.

Yaklagik 180 m?lik bir alanda gergeklestirilen Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney Nekropolii kazisinda; basit toprak
mezar, amphora i¢i gomii, amphora kenotaph (gtyabinda gémii), catkt kiremit, tek yone egimli kiremit,
Klazomenai lahit ve silindir formlu olmak tizere toplam yedi farkli mezar tipi ortaya ¢ikarilmistir. Bu gesit-
lilik, nekropoliin farkls sosyal, ekonomik ve kiiltiirel siniflara mensup bireyler tarafindan kullanildigint gos-
termektedir. Ozellikle Klazomenai lahitlerin varlig; ile basit toprak mezarlarin veya mezar igindeki buluntu
farkliliklarinin, ayni nekropol icinde sosyal, ekonomik, kiiltiirel ¢esitliligi yansittigt, ancak tiim bu bireylerin
sosyal, ekonomik ve kiiltiirel gesitlilige ragmen gomii alan: yeri konusunda farklilagmadiklari, aksine ortak
bir gdmii alant olarak Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney Nekropoliinii tercih ettigi anlagilmugtir.!

Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney Nekropoliinde yiiriitiilen arkeolojik kazi ¢alismalari, Ephesos ve ¢evresinin uzun
soluklu yerlesim siirecine dair yeni ve somut veriler sunmusg; bélgenin Neolitik Cag’dan Osmanli Dénemi’ne
uzanan gok katmanli yerlesim tarihini destekler nitelikte buluntularla zenginlesmesini saglamustir. Ozellikle

' Adil Evren tarafindan 1996 yilinda listelenen Efes Nekropolleri Listesine; 1984 yilinda agiga ¢ikarilan Klasik Dénem’e tarihlenen

Yamag Evler-2 Giineyi Nekropolii, 2019 yilinda agiga ¢ikarilan Klasik Dénem’ e tarihlenen Efes Ticaret (Tetragonos) Agorast
Nekropolii, 2005 yilinda agiga ¢ikarilan Helenistik Donem’e tarihlenen Arvalya Orman Kampit Nekropol Alan: ve bu yayinin
konusu olan Klasik-Helenistik ve Bizans Dénemlerinde kullanim gérmiis olan Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney Nekropolii eklenmistir.
Kazilan parsel ile ilgili daha énce yayin izni almadan yapilan bir rehber kitapta verilen gorseller gercegi yansitmamakeadir.
(Biiyiikkolanc1,2023), s. 49
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nekropol alaninda tespit edilen yedi farkli mezar tipi ve bu mezarlardan elde edilen arkeolojik materyaller,
alanin Klasik, Helenistik ve Bizans donemlerinde aktif olarak gomii amaciyla kullanildigint agik bicimde
ortaya koymaktadir.

Kazi kapsaminda belgelenen ve y6n birligi olmayan 26 mezar yapist hem mezar mimarisi hem de gomii
uygulamalari agisindan bolgedeki diger nekropollerle kargilastirildiginda dikkate deger cesitlilik ve 8zgiinlitk
gostermektedir (Tablo 2-3). Klazomenai tipi pismis toprak lahit, silindirik formda pismis toprak mezar,
amphora gomiileri ve farkli kiremit kapama teknikleriyle olusturulmus mezar yapilari, donemin mezar
mimarisi ile 6lii gomme geleneklerinin bir arada degerlendirilmesine olanak tanimaktadir. Ayrica, bu mezar-
larla iligskilendirilen seramik kaplar, figiirinler, sikkeler ve Kybele adak steli gibi buluntular hem mezarlarin
tarihlendirilmesini miimkiin kilmis hem de gomiilerin sosyal, dini ve ekonomik arka planina isik tutmustur.

Bu ¢aligmayla, Ephesos Antik Kenti’nin dogusunda yer alan Ayasuluk Tepesi’nin giiney yamacinda, kentin
tarihsel gelisimiyle mekansal ve kiiltiirel stireklilik icinde iligkili olan yeni bir nekropol alani daha bilim diin-
yasina kazandirilmistr. Bu nekropol hem mevcut bilgi birikimini pekistirmekte hem de mezar tipolojileri,
oli gobmme gelenekleri ve dini inanislar konularinda yeni aragtirma olanaklari sunmaktadir. Sonug ola-
rak, Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney Nekropolii, yalnizca Ephesos’un degil, Batt Anadolu arkeolojisinin de tarihsel
stireklilik ve kiiltiirel gesitlilik baglaminda 6nemli bir halkasini temsil etmektedir.”

2 Fiili kazt siiresince desteklerinden dolay1 Arkeolog Esra BIDECI TURK, Restoratér Kurtulus TURK, Dr. Gamze GUNAY
EDLE VON GRAEVE, Arkeolog Lale PANCAR, Sanat Tarih¢i Yavuz OZDEMIRe; cizimler konusunda Insaat Miihendisi
Serhat OZVAN, Arkeolog-Restoratér Ahmet GULERYUZ, Arkeolog Miray MIMAROGLU’na; iskeletleri/kemikleri alma
konusunda Antropolog Bengisu NARLI'ya ve yayin yazim asamasinda diizeltme ve onerileri konusunda Dog.Dr. Kudret

SEZGIN’e tesekkiir ederiz.
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Katalog

Katalog No.1: EM 5/6-M10, Fig.1-11 Levha 1-3
Adi ve Cinsi: Klazomenai Lahti-P.T.

Buluntu Yeri: Selguk-Ayasuluk Giiney Nekropolii
Yon: Kuzey-Giiney

Tekne:

Uzunluk: 190 cm

Bagucu Genislik: 63 cm

Ayakucu Genislik: 58 cm

Basucu Dis Yiikseklik: 32 cm

Basucu I¢ Yiikseklik: 30,5 cm

Ayakucu D1y Yiikseklik: 29,5 cm

Ayakucu ¢ Yiikseklik: 27 cm

Basucu Pervaz Geniglik: 19,5 cm

Basucu I¢ Kése Cikint1 Genislik: 6,5 cm

Ayakucu I¢ Kése Cikintili Pervaz Genislik: 20,5 cm
Yan Pervaz Geniglik: 10-8,5 cm

Ortalama Kalinlik: 2 cm

Kapak:

Uzunluk: 183 cm

Bagucu Genislik: 54,5 cm

Ayak Ucu Geniglik: 52 cm

Kalinlik: 4-1,5 cm

Hamur Rengi: 2.5 YR 5/6 red, tas, kireg, mika ve kum katkls.

Tanim: Trapezoidal formlu, basucu ve ayakucunda i¢ kose ¢ikintilari mevcut, kapakli pismis toprak lahittir.
Kapak iki parcadan olusmaktadir. Teknenin ve kapagin ayakucu, ayakucu pervazin biiyiik b6limi, sag yan
pervazin ayakucundan bir bélim kirik-noksan, kirik ve parcalar halindeki diger boliimler restore edile-
rek tamamlanmugtr. Tekne, kapak ve yer yer pervazlarda kalker tabakasi goriilmektedir. Bagucu pervazinin
sag kenarinda sola dogru hareketli bir panter motifi, yan pervazlarda bogumlarinin yaninda ve aralarinda
palmetlerle doldurulmus sag 6rgiisii motifi ile bantlarla sinirlandirilmis geometrik sekiller bulunmaktadir.
Ayakucu pervazinin biiyiik bolimii kirik-noksan, saglam béliimiinde yogun kalker tabakasi oldugundan
herhangi bir bezeme veya motif goriilmemektedir. -300 cm ve -340 cm seviyeleri arasinda agiga ¢ikarilan
lahit kuzey-giiney yonli, icinde dorsal pozisyonda ve biiyiik oranda tahrip olmus bir birey iskeleti ¢tkmistur.
Mezar Hediyesi: 1 adet cam amphoriskos ve 1 adet kylix
Tarihleme: Klasik Dénem (M.O.5.yy’in ilk yarisi)
Katalog No.2: EM 5/6-M10-1, Fig.12-15 Levha-4
Ada1 ve Cinsi: Amphoriskos-Cam
Buluntu Yeri: Selcuk-Ayasuluk Giiney Nekropolii
Yiikseklik (korunmus): 4,2 cm
Govde (korunmug) Capi: 3,8 cm
Kaide Cap1: 1,9 cm
Hamur Rengi: Y10-M40-C70

S00-Y50-M10 (sart gizgi)

S00-Y00-MOO (beyaz renk)
Dumond Forbatlas-Harrald Kiippers renk skalas:

Tanimi: Agzi, boynu, bir kulpu, bir omuzu ve gévdenin bir béliimii kirik-noksan, mat a¢ik mavi hamurlu,
oval govdeli ve yuvarlak kaidelidir. Omuzdan kulplu formun zemini tizerinde diiz ve zikzak yatay sar1 ve
beyaz ¢izgiler ile yivler gévdenin etrafini sarmaktadir.

Tarihleme: Klasik Donem (M.O.5.yy"in ilk yarisi)
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Katalog No.3: EM 5/6-M10-2, Fig.16-20 Levha-5
Ad1 ve Cinsi: Kylix-P.T.

Buluntu Yeri: Selcuk-Ayasuluk Giiney Nekropolii

Yiikseklik: 5 cm

Agiz Cap: 12,5 cm

Geniglik (kulptan kulpa): 18,8 cm

Kaide Cap1: 5,2 cm

Kalinlik: 0,3 cm

Hamur Renk: 5YR, 6/6 reddish yellow

Govde Renk: 10 R-4/8 red

Kulp ve Agiz Renk: 5YR, 2,5/1 — 5YR-3/1 black-very dark grey
Dip Hamur Renk: 5YR, 8-3 pink

Dip Kenar Renk: 5YR, 4/3 reddish brown

I¢ Renk: 10R-4/8 red

Mansell Soil Color

Tanimi: Agiz kenarinda, bir kulpta ve govdede birkag parcast kirik-noksan; kirik ve parcalar halindeki diger
boliimler restore edilerek tamamlanmustr. Kulplar at nali formunda, halka ve torus(dis biikey) kaidelidir.
Agiz, kulplarin dis ylizeyi siyah, diger béliimler kahverenginde olmak tizere form cift renkli ve firnis yer yer
dokiilmiistiir. Igte, kazima yontemiyle bitkisel ve gelisigiizel yapilmis sekiller mevcuttur. Kaidenin altinda
merkezdeki oyugun etrafinda i¢ ige daireler mevcuttur.

Tarihleme: Klasik Dénem (M.O.5.yy'in ilk yarist) McClellan, M.C.(1984), Grose, (1989) Katalog No
73-82.

Katalog No.4: EM 5/6-M21, Fig.21-24 Levha-6

Adi ve Cinsi: Silindir Formlu-P.T.

Buluntu Yeri: Selguk-Ayasuluk Giiney Nekropoli

Mezar Olgii: Uzunluk 134 cm, Genislik 47 cm

Yon: Kuzey-Giiney

Silindir Formlar ()lgii: Uzunluk 47 cm, Genislik 40 cm, Kalinlik 2 cm

Konik Form Olgii: Uzunluk 40 cm, Alt Genislik 47 cm, Kalinlik: 2 cm

Tamum: ki silindir ve bir konik formlu parcanin birlestirilmesinden olusturulmustur. Ug parcanin da iki
ucu kapaksiz olup aciktir; ancak mezarin ayak ve basucunda iki adet yayvan kayrak tas, dikme olarak kulla-
nilmistir. Konik formlu ayakucu parcast saglam, diger iki adet silindir formlu par¢anin tavan boliimleri kirik
ve mezarin i¢ine ¢6kmiis durumdadir. Silindir parcalarin tavan boliimii ¢6kmiis oldugu igin mezarin kapakl
olup olmadig1 anlagilmamistir. Mezarin iginden, kismen korunmus, 90 cm uzunlugunda, dorsal pozisyonda
bir gocuk birey iskeleti ¢tkmig ve onun diginda herhangi bir buluntuyla kargilasilmamugtir.

Tarihleme: Klasik Dénem (M.O.5.yy’1n ilk yaris1)

Katalog No.5: EM 5-M7, Fig.25-27,28-29,30-35 Levha: 7-9

Adu ve Cinsi: Tek Yone Egimli Kiremit Mezar

Buluntu Yeri: Selcuk-Ayasuluk Giiney Nekropolii

Mezar Olgii: Uzunluk 180 cm, Genislik 50 cm

Yon: Kuzey-Giiney

Kiremitlerin Olgiileri:

Uzunluk: 65 cm

Ust Genislik: 60 cm

Alt Geniglik: 60 cm

Kalinlik: 2,5 cm

Yan gergeve genislik: 2 cm

Yan ¢ergeve derinlik: 6 cm

Damlalik derinlik: 5,5 cm
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Astragal yiikseklik: 2 cm

[¢ kavis derinlik: 2 cm (iig kiremitten orta kiremit kavisli, diger iki kiremit diizdiir)
Hamur Rengi: 2,5 YR 6/8 acik kirmizt

Yiizey Rengi: 2,5 YR 6/8 acik kirmizi astarlt

Mansell Soil Color

Tanim: Biri kavisli, diger ikisi diiz olmak tizere ii¢ adet kiremitle, tek taraftan egimli olarak olusturulmus-
tur. Kiremitlerin uzun kenar ¢ergeveleri birbirine yapisik, damlaliklar {istte, asragallar altta olacak sekilde
dizilerek yapilmistir. Mezarda biiyiik oranda korunmus dorsal pozisyonda kuzey-giiney yoniinde bir birey
iskeleti mevcuttur.

Mezar Hediyesi: 1 adet p.t. figiirin, 1 adet amphora tutamak/dibi, 1 adet sikke (korozyonlu-agiz icinde
bulunmustur)

Tarihleme: Helenistik Dénem (M.O. 3. yy)

Katalog No.6: EM 5-M7-1, Fig.36-39 Levha 10

Ad1 ve Cinsi: Kadin Figiirini-P.T.

Buluntu Yeri: Selcuk-Ayasuluk Giiney Nekropoli

Yiikseklik: 7,8 cm

Geniglik: 3,2 cm

Derinlik: 4,6 cm

Hamur Rengi: 5YR, 6/6 reddish yellow-2,5YR 6/6 light red

Yiizey Rengi: 10R, 8/4 pink ve beyaz astar

Mansell Soil Color

Tanim: Ayaklariyla birlikte kaidenin 6n bolimi kirtk-noksan; sag dizde, sagta, yiizde, ellerde aginmalar
goriilen, thronos/klismosla birlikte bir biitiin olarak islenmis oturan kadin, ihtimalle rahibe figiirinidir.
Giyimli oldugu segilen, ancak kumag kivrimlari, baldirlarin yanlart disinda belirgin degildir. Yiizii asag: ve
hafif sola egik, sa¢ arkada siskin bir topuz yapmaktadir. Sagin detaylar1 belirgin degil, bunun nedeni asinma
gibi goriilse de sacina sa¢ filesine benzer bir 6rtii takmus da olabilir. Sol kol, kolgak tizerinde uzanip sol
bacaga degmekte, sag kol sag bacaga temas etmeden sag kolgagin sagina sarkmaktadir. Ust viicut hafif saga
egimli, thronos/klismosun arkalig1 secilmekle birlikte detaylari belirsizdir. Ondeki kiriktan 6tiirii ayaklarinin
altinda diphrosun varligina dair bir iz goriilmemekte, yiizeyde yer yer beyaz astar ve pembe boya lekeleri
bulunmaktadir.

Tarihleme: Helenistik Dénem (M.O. 3. yy)

Katalog No.7: EM 5-M7-2, Fig.40-43 Levha:11

Ad1 ve Cinsi: Amphora Tutamak/Dibi-P.T.

Buluntu Yeri: Selcuk-Ayasuluk Giiney Nekropoli

Korunmus Yiikseklik: 5 cm

Capt: 7,5 cm

Cidar: 1,2 cm

Alt Delik Derinlik ve Cap: 1 cm ve 1,8 cm

Hamur Rengi: 10 YR 7/6 sart

Yiizey Renk: Gley 1 8/N beyaz

Mansell Soil Color

Tanim: Alu yuvarlak delikli amphora tutamak/dibidir.

Tarihleme: Helenistik Donem (M.O. 3. yy)

Katalog No.8: EM 5-M1-1, Fig.44-45 Levha-12
Ad1 ve Cinsi: Bizans Sikkesi-Bronz

Buluntu Yeri: Selguk-Ayasuluk Giiney Nekropoli

Cap: 16 mm

Agirlik: 2,30 gr

Kalinlik: 2 mm
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Tanim: On yiiz, imparator portresi veya monogrami mevcut
Arka yiiz, biiyiik epsilon harfi ve sagda ha¢ mevcut
Tarihleme: I.Justin (Justinus) veya II.Justin (Justinus)-Bizans Dénemi (M.S. 6.yy)
Katalog No.9: EM 3-M11-1, Fig.46-48 Levha-13
Ad1 ve Cinsi: Amphoriskos-P.T.
Buluntu Yeri: Selcuk-Ayasuluk Giiney Nekropoli
Yiikseklik: 15 cm
Karin Cap1: 6,4 cm
Agiz Capr: 2,6 cm
Kaide Cap1: 1,6 cm
Hamur Renk: 2,5 YR, 7/6 light red
Yiizey Renk: 7,5YR-7/4 pink-7,5 YR-7/6 reddish yellow
Mansell Soil Color

Tanimi: Amphoriskosun karin bélgesinde bir parga kirik-noksan; kaide, kulplar ve karin bolgesinde bir
boliim islem gérerek tamamlanmugur. Bilezik agiz kenarli, uzun silindir boyunlu, boyundan omuza baston
seklinde inen kulplara sahip, dibe dogru daralan oval govdeli ve tutamak diplidir. Mika katkilt amphorisko-
sun {izerinde yer yer siyah lekeler ve kire¢ tabakasindan izler bulunmaktadir.

Tarihleme: Helenistik Dénem (M.O.4.yy’1n sonu)

Katalog No.10: EM 6-AM24, Fig.49-51 Levha-14

Ad1 ve Cinsi: Amphora (Kenotaph)- P.T.

Buluntu Yeri: Selcuk-Ayasuluk Giiney Nekropolii

Yiikseklik: 58 cm

Karin Caps: 33 cm

Agiz Capr: 13,5 cm

Hamur Renk: 5 YR, 6/6 reddish yellow

Dis Yiizey Renk: 7,5YR, 7/4 pink

I¢ Yiizey Renk: 5YR, 7/6 reddish yellow

Mansell Soil Color

Tanimu: Bilezik ve disa ¢ikintt dudakly, silindir boyunlu, boyun tist béliimiinden hafif yatik omuzlarin orta-
sina dik inen ¢ift serit kulplu, dibe dogru daralan konik govdelidir. Giiney-kuzey y6nlii olan amphoranin
dudak, boyun, bir kulp, gévdede birka¢ béliim ve dibinde kirik-noksanlik olup, kirik parcalar islem gérerek
tamamlanmistir. I¢inde kemik ve kiil bulunmayan amphora; agiga ¢iktr alanin nekropol olusu, etrafinda
yaptya isaret eden kalintinin olmayisi gibi sebeplerden anma maksadiyla giyabinda (kenotaph) mezar ola-
rak kullanim gdrmiis olabilecegi degerlendirilmistir. Mika katkili amphoranin benzerleri Knidos, Khios ve
Rhodos 6rneklerinde bulunmakrtadir.

Tarihleme: Helenistik Dénem (M.O.3.yy)

Katalog No.11: EM 7-AM4, Fig.52 Levha-15

Ad1 ve Cinsi: Amphora- P.T.

Buluntu Yeri: Selcuk-Ayasuluk Giiney Nekropolii

Korunmus Yiikseklik: 80 cm

Korunmus Karin Cap1: 55 cm

Hamur Renk: 5 YR, 6/6 reddish yellow

Dss Yiizey Renk: 7,5YR, 7/4 pink

I¢ Yiizey Renk: SYR, 7/6 reddish yellow

Mansell Soil Color

Tanimi: Agiz, boyun, kulplar, dip ve gévdenin bir boliimii kirik-noksan olup dogu-bat yonlidiir. Yatay
olarak a¢iga ¢ikarilan amphoranin icinde bir bebek bireye ait kafatasi ve kol kemigi parcalart bulunmustur.
Formdaki noksanliklar, i¢cinde ve yakininda baska buluntunun bulunmamasi dénemi konusunda kesin bir
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tarih verilmesine engel olsa da; yakininda ortaya ¢ikarilan diger amphoralara benzerligi, 6biir mezarlarin
yakininda olusu ve formun hamur 6zelliklerinden amphora, Helenistik Déneme tarihlenmektedir.
Tarihleme: Helenistik Dénem

Katalog No.12: EM 6-M19-1, Fig.53 Levha-16
Ad1 ve Cinsi: Adak Steli-Mermer

Buluntu Yeri: Selcuk-Ayasuluk Giiney Nekropolii

Yiikseklik: 45 cm

Geniglik: 36 cm

Der: 14,5 cm

Tanim: Ortada Kybele, solda Zeus, sagda Hermes/Atis, nde iki aslanin oldugu “Ephesos Tipi” adak ste-
lidir. Dikdortgen formlu stelin, alinlik ve alt yuva ¢ikintst kirtk-noksan, alt ve sag kenarinda biiyiik olmak
tizere dort kenarinda kirik-noksanliklar bulunmaktadir. Stelin arka yiizeyi kabaca diizeltilmistir. Cepheden
goriiniimlii, agirligr sol bacagi tizerinde, sag bacag dizden biikiik ve serbest olan Kybele himation giyimli
olup iist gerceveye degen basinda polos bulunmaktadir. Saglari iki 6rgii halinde omuzlarin 6niine diigmekte,
sol eliyle alttan tuttugu tympanonu yukariya dogru kaldirmakeadir. Yana agugi sag elinde, benzer 6rneklerde
oldugu gibi ihtimalle kirik-noksan oldugu i¢in gériilmeyen bir phiale tutmus olmalidir. Yaklagik bileklerden
itibaren ayaklar1 kirtk-noksan, bacaklarin agirlik durumuna gére sol bacakta kumag kivrimlart gériilmekete,
sag bacakta kumas diizlesmektedir. Zeus cepheden goriintimlii, sag omuz boélgesini ¢iplak birakan hima-
tion giyimlidir. Karninin tizerinde sol eliyle kumas kenarini tutarken parmaklari tympanona degmekte,
dizlerden itibaren bacaklarin alt bsliimii aslanin arkasinda kaldigs icin secilememektedir. Benzer drneklerde
Hermes veya Atis oldugu diisiiniilen, Kybele’nin sagindaki tanrinin bagi sag profilden, viicudu sola dogru
4/3 cepheden goriiniimliidiir. Baginda petasos/sapka bulunan ve tanrigaya dogru bakan Hermes/Atis khla-
mis giyimli, kirik-noksan oldugu i¢in gériilmeyen ihtimalle oinokhoe tutan sag kolu asag1 dogru birakilmus,
sol kolu Kybele’nin arkasina dogru uzandig: igin gériilmemekeedir. Alt viicudun bir kismi kirik-noksan,
diger boliimii 6niindeki aslanin arkasinda goriildagi icin secilmemektedir. Kybele’nin 6niinde karsilikls
duran ve arka bacaklar: tizerinde oturduklari anlagilan iki aslandan soldaki, gévdenin alt boliimiiyle birlikte
bacaklar1 da kirik-noksan ve sol profil goriiniimliy; sagdaki aslan, bast ve govdesinin alt béliimiiyle birlikte
bacaklar: kirik-noksan ve sag profil goriintimliidiir. Figiirlerin ytizleri, kumag kivrimlart yogun olmak iizere
stelin genelinde aginma, ¢izilme goriilmektedir. Kybele’nin yiiziintin saginda koyu bir leke bulunmaktadir.
Tarihleme: Helenistik Dénem
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Extended Abstract

AYASULUK HILL SOUTH NECROPOLIS: ARCHAEOLOGICAL
DATA AND EVALUATION IN THE CONTEXT OF
HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL CONTINUITY

Background and significance of the research

The earliest findings related to human settlement in this region, which includes Ephesus, date back
to the Neolithic Age, around 7000 BC. Obsidian and ceramic fragments from this period were unco-
vered during archaeological excavations at Cukurici Héyiik, located approximately 1.5 km southeast
of Ephesus (Horejs, B. 2017). However, Mycenaean-type grave finds dating back to the 14th—12th
centuries BC (Late Bronze Age) were discovered on Ayasuluk Hill, where Ayasuluk Castle, dating back
to the Byzantine-Ottoman periods, is located in the center of Selcuk district today. (Gultekin, H., &
Baran, M. 1964 pp.130-138, Mimaroglu, S., Giir, B., & Mimaroglu, M. 2023 pp.545-571) indicate
that this area may have been the first settlement of Ephesus.

The continuity of the necropolis throughout the Classical, Hellenistic, and Byzantine periods demons-
trates that the southern region of Ayasuluk Hill maintained an uninterrupted connection with the
ancient city of Ephesus, whose location shifted several times over the centuries. This reveals the sustai-
ned spatial and cultural linkage between the necropolis and the urban center.

Research problem or hypothesis

To date, excavations and drilling studies have identified some areas where Ephesus’ necropolis areas
are located. Only museum-supervised drilling excavations can be carried out in areas under modern
settlements.

During drilling conducted along the eastern border of the excavation area, a sequence of roof tiles
belonging to a grave was discovered on the adjacent parcel. However, since this section lies outside
the current excavation area and beneath modern construction, it could not be excavated. The finding,
located at approximately -4 meters, indicates that the Southern Necropolis of Ayasuluk Hill extends
beyond parcel no. 6 toward parcel no. 5 in the east and possibly covers the entire southern slope of the
hill. Nevertheless, the exact boundaries of the necropolis have not yet been determined due to modern
urbanization, and future excavations are expected to define the full extent and limits of the Southern
Necropolis of Ayasuluk Hill.

Purpose and objectives of the study

The aim of this study is to add a new multi-layered necropolis area to the region covering Ephesus and
Ayasuluk Hill, which has been documented through archaeological excavations conducted in different
years and is understood to have been continuously inhabited from the Neolithic Period to the Ottoman
Period, and to reveal the historical continuity related to the use of this area. The aim is to demonstrate,
based on concrete data, that the spatial and cultural relations between this necropolis and the Ancient
City of Ephesus continued throughout the Classical, Hellenistic, and Byzantine periods. In addition, the
newly discovered burial area will be compared with previously documented necropolises in terms of tomb
architecture, finds, and chronological distribution, with the aim of analyzing similarities and differences.

Furthermore, the publication of the excavation findings aims to introduce and contribute a new nec-
ropolis area—with its diversity and contextual significance—to regional archaeology and the scientific
community.
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Literature Review

Key findings and studies in the existing literature on the subject
The existing literature on the tombs discovered around the ancient city of Ephesus and Ayasuluk Hill is as

follows.

Evren, A. (1996). Selguk-Efes Davut Yeris Tarlast 1993 yili kurtarma kazisi. In VI, Miize Kurtarma Kazilar:
Semineri (24-26 Nisan 1995 Didim) (pp. 21-76). T.C. Kiiltiir Bakanligr Anitlar ve Miizeler Genel
Midirligi.

Horejs, B. (2017). Cukurigi Hoyiik 1: Anatolia and the Aegean from the 7th to the 3rd millennium BC (Oriental
and European Archaeology Vol. 5). Austrian Academy of Sciences Press.

Giiltekin, H., & Baran, M. (1964). The Mycenaen grave found at the hill of Ayasuluk. 77rk Arkeoloji
Dergisi, 21, 130-138.

Icten, C., & Evren, A. (1998). Selcuk-Efes 3447 parsel kurtarma kazisi. In 8. Miize Kurtarma Kazilar:
Semineri (7-9 Nisan 1997 Kusadas:) (pp. 85-110). T.C. Kiiltiir Bakanligt Anitlar ve Miizeler Genel
Mﬁdﬁrlﬁgﬁ.

Mitsopoulou-Leon, V. (1972-1975). Ein Grabfund des vierten vorchristlichen Jahrhunderts aus Ephesos.
Jahreshefe des Osterreichischen Archiiologischen Institutes in Wien, 50, 252-265.

Scherrer, P., & Trinkl, E. (2006). Die Tetragonos Agora in Ephesos (Forschungen in Ephesos, Band XII1/2).
Verlag der Osterreichischen Akademie der Wissenschaften.

How the research fills a gap in the literature

The rescue excavation has revealed the chronology of Ayasuluk Hill. In addition, the necropolis areas around
the ancient city of Ephesus have been comprehensively evaluated.

Method

Research design and approach
The core of the study is the exposure of the stratigraphy of Ayasuluk Hill.

Data collection methods used (surveys, experiments, observations, etc.)

First, test excavations were conducted on the parcel located in the urban site area. Depending on the nature
and quantity of the findings, the excavation turned into a rescue excavation with the permission of the
Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Department of Excavations.

Data analysis techniques and tools

Detailed architectural drawings and drawings of small objects were made of the portable cultural assets
uncovered. The clay colors of the ceramic samples were identified, and it is thought that they may have been
produced in the vicinity of the ancient city of Ephesus.

Findings
Key findings from the research

These include: 7 simple earth graves, 1 amphora burial, 3 amphora cenotaph (in absentia) burials, 8 tile roof
tile graves, 4 single-sloped tile graves, 2 Klazomenai-type sarcophagi made of baked clay, and 1 cylindri-
cal-shaped grave made of baked clay.

Detailed and meaningful presentation of the findings

Architectural and profile drawings of the tombs and small artifacts found have been made.
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Discussion

Comparison of the findings with other studies in the literature

Similar findings have been made, primarily in the immediate vicinity, and analogies have been made.

Meaning and significance of the findings

Following this study, a new necropolis area has been added to the city of Ephesus.

Limitations of the study

Although the parcel studied was small, the fact that it yielded such important data necessitates excavation of
the adjacent parcels.

Conclusions and Recommendations

General conclusions of the research

This study has added a new necropolis area to the scientific world, located on the southern slope of Ayasuluk
Hill, east of the ancient city of Ephesus, which is spatially and culturally continuous with the historical
development of the city.

Recommendations for applications and future research

In future drilling studies to be conducted at Ayasuluk Hill, it is important to drill down to the depth of the
area where work has been completed.

The continuity of settlement from the Neolithic to the Ottoman Period, as revealed by successive archa-
eological excavations, confirms that the Ayasuluk Hill region represents one of the most significant mul-
ti-layered cultural landscapes of Western Anatolia. Each newly identified burial area contributes to the
understanding of Ephesus’ broader historical and social development.



114  TUBA-AR 38 /2026 Veysel DAG ve ark.

Kaynakca

Amphoriskos British Museum. 22 Haziran 2025 tarihinde https://www.britishmuseum.org/collection/object/X__4448
adresinden erisildi.

Aupert, P. (1980). “Objets en terre cuite”, BCH Supplément VI: Etudes Ephésiennes,

Bakir, G., Ersoy, Y. E., Hiirmiizlii, B., Aytaclar, M. N., & Hasdagls, 1. (2000). 1998 yilt Klazomenai ¢aligmalari. K.
Olsen (Haz.), 21. Kaz: Sonuglar: Toplantisi: Cilt 2 i¢inde (s. 47-56). T.C. Kiiltiir Bakanligi Anitlar ve Miizeler
Genel Midiirlagii. heep://www.kulturvarliklari.gov.tr/sempozyum_pdf/kazilar/21_kazi_2.pdf

Bammer, A. (1990). A peripteros of the Geometric period in the Artemision of Ephesus. Anatolian Studies, 40, 137~
160. https://doi.org/10.2307/3642799.

Bammer, A., & Muss, U. (1996). Das Artemision von Ephesos: Das Weltwunder sowie Grabungen von 1965 bis 1993.
Akademische Druck- und Verlagsanstalt.

Bardill, J. (2004). Brickstamps of Constantinople. Oxford University Press, Oxford
Bingol, O. (1976), “Bayrakli (Eski [zmir) Catt Kiremitleri”, Anadolu (Anatolia) XX, s. 51-61.

Boardman, J. (1967). Excavations in Chios, 1952—1955: Greek Emporio (Supplementary Volume No. 6). British School
of Archacology at Athens; Thames and Hudson

Biiyiikkolanci, M. (2023). Aziz Yuhanna Kilisesi ve Ayasuluk Kalesi: Arkeolojik rehber. Ege Yaynlart.

Biiyiikkolanci, P. (2007). Arvalya Orman Kamp: nekropol alani kurtarma kazist 2005. 15. Miize Kurtarma Kazilar:
Semineri iginde (s. 167-170). T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Kiiltiir Varliklari ve Miizeler Genel Miidiirliigii.

Cook, R. M. (1981). Clazomenian sarcophagi. Verlag Philipp von Zabern.
Doger, E. (1997). Antikgagda Amphoralar, {zmir: Sergi Yayinevi.

Evren, A. (1996). Selcuk-Efes Davut Yeris Tarlast 1993 yili kurtarma kazist. VI Miize Kurtarma Kazilar: Semineri (24-
26 Nisan 1995 Didim) iginde (s. 21-76). T.C. Kiiltiir Bakanligi Anitlar ve Miizeler Genel Miidiirliigi.

Grose, D. F. (1989). Early ancient glass: Core-formed, rod-formed, and cast vessels and objects from the Late Bronze Age to
the Early Roman Empire, 1600 B.C. to A.D. 50. Hudson Hills Press / Toledo Museum of Art.

Giillissag, S., M. & Aytaglar M. N. “Teos Bat1 Nekropolisi: MO 5. Yiizyll Gomiileri”, Arkeoloji Dergisi 24, 2019,
95-120 hteps://acikerisim.ege.edu.tr/items/85d2a617-0421-4fe4-9087-d094d5dbd21d

Giileekin, H. & Baran, M. (1964). The Mycenaen Grave Found At The Hill Of Ayasuluk. Tiirk Arkeoloji Dergisi (21),
s.130-138.

Giingdr, U. (2006). Klazomenai Yildiztepe Nekropolisi, (Yayinlanmamis Doktora Tezi), Ege Universitesi, [zmir.

Giir, B., & Mimaroglu, S. (2024). Mycenaean female figurine and zoomorphic vessel in the Ayasuluk hill in Western
Anatolia. JAHA, 11(4), 204-213. https://doi.org/10.14795/].V1114.1148

Hahn, W. (1973). Moneta imperii Byzantini: Von Anastasius 1. bis Justinianus I. (491-565) (Cilt 1). Verlag der
Osterreichischen Akademie der Wissenschaften.

Hogarth, D. G. (1908). Excavations at Ephesus: The archaic Artemisia. British Museum.

Horejs, B. (2017). Cukurigi Hiyiik 1: Anatolia and the Aegean from the 7th to the 3rd millennium BC (Oriental and
European Archaeology Vol. 5). Austrian Academy of Sciences Press.

Hiirmiizlii, B. (2003). Klazomenai-Akpinar Nekropolisi, (Yayinlanmamis Doktora Tezi), Ege Universitesi, [zmir.

Igten, C., & Evren, A. (1998). Selcuk-Efes 3447 parsel kurtarma kazist. 8. Miize Kurtarma Kazilar: Semineri (7-9
Nisan 1997 Kusadasi) iginde (s. 85-110). T.C. Kiiltiir Bakanligi Anitlar ve Miizeler Genel Miidiirliigii

Isik, H. (2012). Patara 2010 yili kaz1 ve restorasyon calismalart. 33. Kazi Sonuglar: Toplantsi: 3. Cilt icinde (s. 15-39).
T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Kiiltiir Varliklart ve Miizeler Genel Miidiirligi.

Kahraman, Y. (2012). Kuzeybat: Anadolu’da 1.0.1. Binde Olit Gomme Gelenekleri, (Yayinlanmis Doktora Tezi) Ege
Universitesi, Izmir.

Karwiese, S. (1985). 1984 Efes’te Yapilan Avusturya Kazi ve Onarim Caligmalari. 7. Kazi Sonuglar: Toplantisi (20—
24 Mayis 1985 Ankara) icinde (s. 333-341). T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi Eski Eserler ve Miizeler Genel
Midirligi



AYASULUK TEPESI GUNEY NEKROPOLU: ARKEOLOJIK VERILERI VE TARIHSEL-KULTUREL SUREKLILIK BAGLAMINDA 15

Kasapoglu, H. (2007). Parion nekropolii mezar tipleri. B. Can & M. Isikli (Ed.), Dogudan yiikselen isik: Arkeoloji yazi-
lar1 (Atatiirk Universitesi 50. kurulus yildiniimii Arkeoloji Boliimii armagans) iginde (s. 481-520). Zero Prod. Ltd

Kaya, F.H. (2006). Soli Pompeipolis Mezar Tipolojisi, (Yayinlanmis Yiiksek Lisans Tezi), Dokuz Eyliil Universitesi,

Izmir.
Koch, G. (2001). Roma Imparatorluk dinemi lahitleri (Z. Z. ilkgelen, Cev.). Arkeoloji ve Sanat Yayinlart.

Ladstitter, S. & Kerschner, M. (2008). Die Grabungen im Artemision von Ephesos. Jahreshefte des Osterreichischen
Archiologischen Institutes in Wien, 77, 119-223.

McClellan, M. C. (1984). Core-formed glass from dated contexts [Doktora tezi, University of Pennsylvania]. ProQuest
Dissertations and Theses Global.

Mimaroglu, S., Giir, B., Mimaroglu, M. (2023). A Group of Mycenaean Pottery From Selcuk Ayasuluk Hill. OANNES
- International Journal of Ancient History, 5(2), s.545-571. https://doi.org/10.33469/0annes. 1316873

Mitsopoulou-Leon, V. (1972-75). Ein Grabfund des vierten vorchristlichen Jahrhunderts aus Ephesos, Jahreshefte des
Osterreichischen Archiologischen Institutes in Wien, Vol. 50, 5.252-265

Monakhov, S.Y. (2003). Grecheskie amfory v Prichernomor'e: tipologiya amfor vedushchikh tsentrov-eksporterov tovarov v
keramicheskoy tare. Saratov University Press.

Naumann, F. (1983). Die lkonographie der Kybele in der phrygischen und der griechischen Kunst (Wasmuth-Antiquariats-
GrofSvertrieb Vol. 28). Ernst Wasmuth Verlag.

Ozyigit, 0. (1990). Alaturka Kiremidin Olusumu, Sanat Taribi Dergisi V, [zmir, 5.149-179.

Ozyigit, O. (1990). Batt Anadolu’da Antik Dénem Catilart. X. Tiirk Tarih Kongresi: Ankara, 22-26 Eyliil 1986.
Kongreye sunulan tebligler: 1. Cilr i¢inde (s. 303-326). Tiirk Tarih Kurumu.

Savran, G., Selguk, S., & Ogiitgii, P. (2017). Karia Mylasa’sinda yeni bir nekropol alant Haciabdi nekropolii. 26.
Miize Kurtarma Kazilar: Sempozyumu i¢inde (s. 119-128). T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanhg Kiltiir Varliklar: ve
Miizeler Genel Midiirlagii.

Scherrer, P., & Trinkl, E. (2006). Die Tetragonos Agora in Ephesos (Forschungen in Ephesos, Band XII1/2). Verlag der
Osterreichischen Akademie der Wissenschaften.

Sezgin, Y., Senol, A.K., & Cankardes-Senol, G. (2022). fzmirArkeoloji Miizgesi Ticari Amphoralar:, Ege Yayinlari.

Sparkes, B. A., & Talcott, L. (1970). Black and plain pottery of the 6th, 5th and 4th centuries B.C. (The Athenian Agora
Vol. 12, Parts 1-2). American School of Classical Studies at Athens.

Steskal, M. (2019). Ephesos’ta Inhumasyon ve Kremasyon. E. Ozer (Ed.), Anadolu'da Helenistik ve Roma Dinemlerinde
Olii Gomme Adetleri Uluslararast Sempozyumu Bildiri Kitabi (Aizanoi IV Ozel Say1) iginde (s. 357-373). Bilgin
Kiiltiir Sanat.

Simgek, C., Bilgin, M., & Okunak, M. (2015). Laodikeia nekropolleri ve mezar tipleri. Arkeoloji Dergisi, (20), 111-157.

‘The British Museum. (2024). 09 Mayis 2024 tarihinde https://www.britishmuseum.org/collection/object/X__4448
adresinden alinmustir.

Turak, O. (2011). Roma Dénemi Pamphylia Lahitleri ve Atolye Sorunu, (Yayinlanmis Doktora Tezi), Istanbul
Universitesi, Istanbul.

Urkmez, O. (2019). Bat Anadolu’da kapama mezar tipleri: Ahgap, kiremit ve tas kapakli 6rnekler tizerinde gozlemler.
M. Sahin, G. Ozkiling, & A. S. Ozbey (Ed.), Nekropol ve peyzaj: Uygulamalar, yaklasimlar ve oneriler (Apollonia
a.R. Arastirmalar: Cilt 2) iginde (s. 237-241). Niliifer Belediyesi Yayinlari.

Urkmez, O. (2019). Kolophon ve Kyme 6rneginde stroter tipolojisi ve stroter mezar gelenegi. T. Demir, M. Ekici, M.
S. Ding, & C. M. Tarhan (Ed.), Rifar Erge¢ armagani: Studies presented to Rifat Erge¢ icinde (s. 323-342). Bilgin
Kiiltiir Sanat Yayinlari

Yeniay, G. (2021). Samsun Arkeoloji Miizesi’nde bulunan Pismis Toprak Amphoralari, (Yayinlanmis Yiiksek Lisans
Tezi) Ondokuz Mayis Universitesi, Samsun.



116  TUBA-AR 38 /2026 Veysel DAG ve ark.

Tablo 1
Ayasuluk ve Efes Nekropol Alanlarinin Giincellestirilmis Tablosu
Dénem Yerlesim / Nekropol Alani
A - Prehistorik Dénem - St. Jean Tepesi
B - Miken Dénemi - St. Jean Tepesi

- Abuhayat Dagi Bati Yamaclar
4y - Tavsantepe ve Cevresi
C - Arkaik Dénem - St. Jean Tepesi
- Ephesos Yukari ve Asagi Agora

- Efes Ticaret (Tetragonos) Agorasi (*)
C - Klasik Dénem - Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney Nekropolii (*)
- Yamag Evler-2 Giineyi (%)

- Belevi Mausoleumu

- Belevi Tumiiltst

- Sarapgikuyu Mevkii

- Kurudag Tumdalusi

- Arvalya Orman Kampi Nekropol Alani (%)
- Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney Nekropolii

D - Helenistik Dénem

- Cukurici Mevkii
' - Antik Kanal ve St. Paul Tepesi Kuzey Yamaclar
E - Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi - Bulbal Dagi Mevkii ;
- Panayir Dagi Mevkii - Ephesos Kent Ici
- Damianus Stoa'si Mevkii

- Panayirdag
- Yediuyuyanlar Mevkii
- Domianus Stoa'si Mevkii

- Sarapgikuyu Cevresi

F - Ge¢ Roma Dénemi

- St. Jean Tepesi
G - Bizans Dénemi - Meryem Kilise Cevresi
- Ayasuluk Tepesi Giiney Nekropolii
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Tablo 2

Mezarlarin Tip-Dénem-Yén Tablosu / Type-Period-Direction Table of Graves

Sira

T

10

14

15

16

17

Adi Tip

Kiremit Catki

Mezar

6-M18

Klazomenai
Tipi Pigmis
Toprak Lahit
Amphora
Kenotaph
Mezar

6-M19

6-AM24

Amphora
Kenotaph
Mezar

6-AM25

Pithos
Kenotaph
Mezar

PM-26

: Kiremit
vl Catki Mezar
Tek Tarafa
Egimli
Kiremit
Mezar

5-M2

5-M3 Basf\i/t] Toprak
ezar
Amphora
Mezar

5-AM4
Tek Tarafa
Egimli

Kiremit
Mezar

5-M7

Kiremit Catki

Mezar

5-M17

Basit Toprak
Mezar

Kiremit Catki

Mezar

Kiremit Catki

Mezar

Kiremit Catki

Mezar

5-M23
5-6 M5
5-6 M6
5-6 M9

Klazomenai
Tipi Pismis
Toprak Lahit

5-6 M10

Kiremit Catki

Mezar

5-6 M20

Dénem

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik
Dénem

Bizans
Dénemi

(M.S.6y)

Helenistik
Donem

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik
Dénem

M.O.3.
yy)

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik
Donem

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik
Donem

Klasik
Dénem
MO5yy'n
ilk yarist)

Helenistik
Dénem

Yon
G-K

KD-
GB

G-K

K-G

Yon
yok

KB-
GD

KD-
GB

KD-
GB

GD-
KB

Adet

8 adet kiremit

1 adet lahit

1 adet amphora

1 adet amphora

1 adet pithos

8 adet kiremit

3 adet kiremit

1 adet amphora

3 adet kiremit

8 adet kiremit

Kiremit sayisi
saptanamamistir.

Kiremit sayisi
saptanamamigtir.

Kiremit sayisi
saptanamamistir.

1 adet lahit

8 adet kiremit

Buluntu

1 adet
Kybele
Adak Steli

2 adet sikke

1 adet
amphora
dibi 1 adet
figiirin

1 adet sikke

1 adet sikke

1 adet kylix
1adet cam
amphoriskos

3 adet
amphoriskos
parcas

1 adet figiirin
parcas

Aciklama

Kiremitlerin tamami
kirik ve noksan

Lahit biiyiik oranda
kirik ve noksandir.

Kirik ve noksan
parcalari
bulunmaktadir.

Kirik ve noksan
parcalari
bulunmaktadir

Devrilip
strtiklendiginden
dogru yoénii
saptanamamigtir.

Kiremitlerin tamami
kirik ve noksandir.

Ikisi saglam, biri kirk
ve tamdbr.

Kirik ve noksan
parcalari
bulunmaktadir

Kiremitler saglam,
biri kavisli, digerleri
diizdiir.

Kiremitlerin ikisi
saglam, digerleri kirk
ve noksandr.

Kiremitlerin tamami
kirtk ve noksandir.

Kiremitlerin tamami
kirik ve noksandir.

Kiremitlerin tamami
kirtk ve noksandir.

Tekne ve kapagin
ayakucundan
sagindan bir béliim
disinda tamdhr.

Kiremitlerin tamami
kirk ve noksandir.
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18

19

20

2]

22

23

24

25

26

5-6 M21

5-6 M22

4-M8

4-M16

3-M1

3-M12

3-M13

3-M14

3-M15

Silindir
Formlu
Pismis
Toprak
Mezar

Basit Toprak
Mezar

Basit Toprak
Mezar

Tek Tarafa
Egiml
Kiremit
Mezar

Basit Toprak
Mezar

Basit Toprak
Mezar

Basit Toprak
Mezar

Tek Tarafa
Egimli
Kiremit
Mezar

Tek Yone
Egimli
Kiremit
Mezar

Klasik
Dénem
M.O.5yy'n
ilk yanisi)

Helenistik
Dénem

Bizans
Dénemi (7)

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik
Doénem

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik
Dénem

Helenistik

KD-
GB

D-B

D-B

GD-
KB

GD-

KB

D-B

G-K

GD-

KB

G-K

1 adet konik parca

2 adet silindir
parca

3 adet kiremit

1 adet kiremit

1 adet

amphoriskos

1 adet ayna
1 adet sikke

Veysel DAG ve ark.

Konik parca saglam,
silindir parcalar

kiriktir.

Kiremitlerin tamami
kirtk ve noksandir.

Amphoriskos karin
bélgesindeki eksik bir
parca diginda tamdr.

Sikke agiz icinde,
ayna abdominal
bélgesi tizerinde
bulunmustur. kisi de
korozyonludur.

Kiremitlerin tamami
kirtk ve noksandir.

Kiremit kirik ve
eksiktir

Not: Koyu renkle belirtilenler, makalede tanimlanan mezarlardir/ Marked in bold are the graves desc-
ribed in the article.

Tablo 3

Mezarlarin Dénem ve Yon Sayisi Tablosu / Table of Periods and Directions of Graves

Klasik

Helenistik

Bizans

D-B

B-D

K-G

G-K

KD-GB  KB-GD  GD-KB
2
4 1 4
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Levhalar

Levha 1
Fig.1-4 / Kat.No:1
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Levha 2
Fig.5-10 / Kat.No:1
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Levha 3
Fig. 11
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Levha 4
Fig. 12-15 / Kat.No:2
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Levha 5
Fig.16-20 / Kat.No:3
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Levha 6
Fig.21-24 / Kat.No:4
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Levha 7
Fig.25-27 / Kat.No:5
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Levha 8
Fig.28-29 / Kat.No:5
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Levha 9
Fig.30-35 / Kat.No:5
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Levha 10
Fig.36-39 / Kat.No:6
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Levha 11
Fig.40-43 / Kat.No:7
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Levha 12
Fig.44-45 | Kat.No:8

Levha 13
Fig.46-48 / Kat.No:9
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Levha 14
Fig.49-51 / Kat.No:10
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Levha 15
Fig.52 - Kat.No:11

Levha 16
Fig.53 - Kat.No:12
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Abstract

This study aims to introduce to the academic literature two unique arrowheads, previously unknown in
Urartian archaeology, which were discovered in the “Great Hall” area during the 2024 excavation season at
Kef Fortress (Adilcevaz, Bitlis), a significant fortress of the Urartian Kingdom. One of the artefacts is made of
flint, while the other is crafted from iron. The flint arrowhead is of great importance as it represents the first
recorded instance of an arrowhead made from this material in the Urartian weapon repertoire. Measuring
2,5 cm in length and weighing 2 grams, this arrowhead is evaluated as potentially being used for long-dis-
tance hunting, given its lightweight structure and unique wing form. The second arrowhead, made of iron,
distinguishes itself from the known “leaf/willow-leaf” form of Urartian ironworking. It is notable for its
width of up to 3 cm, its triangular form, and its flat body structure lacking a pronounced midrib. This form
represents a type hitherto unencountered in other Urartian centres across Anatolia. The article examines
these two exceptional finds in detail using typological, material-based, and comparative methodologies,
and opens a discussion on their place in Urartian archaeology and weapon typology. Both arrowheads allow
us to pose new questions regarding the diversity in weapon design by Urartian craftspeople and potential
inter-regional interactions.

Keywords: Iron Age, Urartian Archaeology, Kef Fortress, Weapon Typology, Arrowheads

Assoc. Prof., Van Yiiziincii Yil University, Faculty of Letters, Department of Archaeology, Van / Tiirkiye.

e-mail: ismailcoskun@yyu.edu.tr ORCID: 0000-0001-9265-4949
** Dr., Van Yiiziincii Yil University, Institute of Social Sciences, Department of Archacology, Van / Tiirkiye.
e-mail: yenalsrn@gmail.com ORCID: 0000-0002-6846-5467

Bu makalenin atf kiinyesi / How to cite this article: Coskun, 1. & Siiriin, Y. (2026). A study of two arrowheads from the
excavations at kef fortress. TUBA-AR, 38, 133-145. https://doi.org/10.22520/tubaar.1828072

@ @@@ The contents of this system and all articles published in Journal of TUBA-AR are licenced under the
BY NC ND

"Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives 4.0".



134

6zet

Bu ¢alisma, Urartu Kralligr'nin 6nemli bir kalesi olan Kef Kalesi'nde (Adilcevaz, Bitlis) 2024 kazi sezonunda
“Biiyiik Salon” bolgesinde tespit edilen ve Urartu arkeolojisi i¢in simdiye kadar bilinmeyen iki tinik ok
ucunu bilim diinyasina tanitmay1 amaglamaktadir. S6z konusu eserlerden biri cakmaktagi, digeri ise demir-
den tiretilmigtir. Cakmaktagi ok ucu, Urartu silah repertuvarinda bu malzemeden bir ok ucunun ilk kez
kayda gegmesi acisindan biiyiik 6nem tagimaktadir. 2,5 cm uzunlugunda ve 2 gr agirhigindaki bu ok ucunun,
hafif yapist ve ozgiin kanat formuyla uzak mesafe avcilikta kullanilmig olabilecegi degerlendirilmektedir.
Demirden iiretilmis olan ikinci ok ucu ise, Urartu demir igciliginin bilinen “yaprak/s6giit yaprag:” formun-
dan farkli olarak, 3 cvyi bulan genisligi, tiggenimsi formu ve belirgin bir omurga icermeyen diiz gévde yap1-
styla dikkat gekmektedir. Bu form, Anadolwdaki diger Urartu merkezlerinde simdiye kadar kargilagilmayan
bir tiptir. Makale, bu iki olagan dist buluntuyu tipolojik, malzeme temelli ve karsilagtirmali metodolojilerle
detayli bir sekilde incelemekte ve onlarin Urartu arkeolojisi ile silah tipolojisindeki yerini tartismaya agmak-
tadir. Her iki ok ucu da Urartulu zanaatkérlarin silah tasarimindaki ¢esitliligine ve bolgeler arasi etkilesimlere
dair yeni sorular sormamiza olanak saglamakradir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Demir Cag, Urartu Arkeolojisi, Kef Kalesi, Silah Tipolojisi, Ok Uglar:
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he Urartian Kingdom was established in Eastern Anatolia, with its capital at Tugpa (Van Fortress),

between the 9th and 7th centuries BC. However, the political success pursued by the Urartian

kings enabled the kingdom’s borders to expand to Lake Gokge in the north, Lake Urmia in the
south, the Euphrates River in the west, and northwestern Iran in the east. In line with this expansionist
policy, the Urartians constructed numerous fortresses across their territories. One such fortress is Kef
Fortress, built during the reign Rusa, son of Argisti (685-645 BC). The fortress is located 5 km north of
the Adilcevaz district of Bitlis province, on a volcanic hill at an altitude of approximately 2300 meters
(Fig. 1). Its position is steep and precipitous on the eastern, western, and southern sides, providing natural
defenses. The initial excavation campaigns at Kef Fortress were conducted between 1964 and 1972. The
new phase of excavations at the fortress began in 2021 and is currently ongoing (Bilgig & Ogiin, 1964,
1967, 1974, p. 31; Coskun et al., 2021; Coskun et al., 2023, p. 257; Coskun et al., 2025, p. 232; Ogﬁn,
1982; Tanyiirek & Coskun, 2024, p. 31). The recent excavations have focused on the pillar bases in the
palace section, the Lower Hall, and the Hall area. These works have yielded numerous ceramic fragments
of various types, animal bones, obsidian and flint tool fragments, as well as residues of blue, red, and yel-
low pigments (Coskun et al., 2025, p. 233).

Figure 1
Aerial View of Kef Fortress | Kef Kalesi nin Havadan Gériincimii

The two finds uncovered during the 2024 excavations one made of flint and the other of iron, both inter-
preted as arrowheads are particularly noteworthy. These two examples, produced from different materials,
have been identified as arrowheads based on their formal characteristics such as their pointed tips, wing
structure, and tangs as well as their dimensions. The two typologically distinct arrowheads were analysed
using typological, material-based, and comparative methods.

The excavations at Kef Fortress have revealed significant clues regarding Urartian social, political, and eco-
nomic life. The fortress’s defense oriented location and the surrounding walls attest to the importance the
Urartians placed on defense and offensive strategies. The arrowheads found at the fortress are examples
of this defensive system. The Urartians, who were highly advanced in terms of metalworking technology
and diversity, demonstrated similar success in their offensive and defensive weaponry. Urartian weaponry
includes helmets, shields, swords, knives, daggers, maces, spearheads, and arrowheads (Bas, 2016, p. 108;
Belli, 1998, pp. 7-8; Biber, 2011; ). Arrowheads of this kind have been identified at major Urartian cen-
ters such as Karmir-Blur (Piotrovskii, 1959, p. 240), Yukart Anzaf (Belli, 2004), Cavustepe (Erzen, 1978;
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Cavusoglu & Siiriin, 2023), Toprakkale (Wartke, 1990), and Ayanis (Derin & Muscerella, 2001; Ozdemir
& Isikli, 2017). In addition to their use as offensive and defensive weapons, Urartian arrowheads also served
a cultic function. Arrowheads of this nature are often inscribed with cuneiform. It has been suggested that
inscribed arrowheads were left as votive offerings to the some gods. It is stated that such weapons belonged
to the god Haldi and could not be used in daily life (Biber, 2011, p. 108). Furthermore, line 13 of the
Meherkapi Inscription mentions “sacrificing to the weapons of Haldi”. Some of the weapons found at Ayanis
Fortress bear the inscription “I, Rusa, son of Argisti, dedicated this to the god Haldi” (Cilingiroglu, 2004,
p. 257-258). An arrowhead uncovered at Yukar: Anzaf Fortress also bears the inscription “Minua dedicated
[this] to the god Haldi” (Belli, 2004, p. 5).

'-}. : ‘.,;}
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Figure 2
Locations of Flint and Iron Arrowheads Identified in the Section Referred to as the Great Hall of the Fortress / Kalenin
Biiyiik Salon Olarak Adlandirilan Bélimiinde Tespit Edilen Cakmak Tagi ve Demirden Ok Uglarinin Konumlari

Data on weapon use in the Urartian Kingdom is derived from written sources, archaeological remains, and
depicted artifacts. Among the primary written sources mentioning weapons, including arrows, is the booty
list of the Assyrian king Sargon II from his campaign against the Urartian Kingdom in 714 BC. The spoils
from the Musasir Temple include mentions of weapon types and quantities such as “...25,212 bronze shields,
helmets, weapons, 1,514 bronze spearheads, 305,412 bronze daggers...” (Luckenbill, 1968, p. 97). In the
temple area of Ayanis Fortress, numerous arrows, quivers, helmets, shields, and spears were found left as
votive offerings (Derin & Cilingiroglu, 2001; Cilingiroglu, 2004, p. 257). Another source of evidence for
the use of arrows and other weapons comes from depicted artifacts, particularly on belts. Urartian rulers or
soldiers are depicted holding weapons in hunting and war scenes on belts (Cavusoglu, 2003, p. 25; 2005,
pp- 365-367, 2014, pp. 153-160). Additionally, on the artifact known as the “Anzaf Shield,” discovered in
the western room of the Haldi Temple at Yukart Anzaf Fortress, the chief god Haldi is depicted holding a
spear and a bow (Belli, 1998, pp. 7-8).

Arrowheads uncovered in Urartian settlements are made of bronze, iron, and bone (Belli & Tozkoparan,
2005, p. 192). As can be understood from depicted artifacts, arrowheads, which were produced using cast-
ing techniques, were hafted onto a wooden shaft. Arrows consist of two parts: the shaft and the point.
Wooden shafts have not been recovered in excavations due to their perishable nature over time in the ground.
Arrowheads were mounted onto wooden shafts in two ways. One group features a socket, a round cavity that
allows the head to be fitted over the shaft. The other group has a long, thin, round-sectioned, and gradually
tapering tang. These types of arrowheads were inserted directly into the wooden shaft. This projection is
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also called a shank. These sockets or tangs were made using the forging technique. Such arrowheads average
20-30 grams in weight and 3—-10 cm in length (Biber, 2011, pp. 238-240; Cavusoglu & Siiriin, 2023, p. 3;
Derin & Cilingiroglu, 2001, p. 158).

The cases used to carry arrows are called “quivers” (sadak). Quivers found as archaeological remains are made
of iron and bronze. Although written sources mention quivers made of leather or silver, no such finds have
been encountered. Quivers average 60-70 cm in length and 10-15 cm in width. It is suggested that their
back parts were often made of bronze, while the front parts were covered with leather. Quivers are thought
to have been rectangular or cylindrical in form (Derin & Cilingiroglu, 2001, p. 158). Urartian centers
where quivers have been identified include Aluntepe (Erzincan) (Barnett & Gékee, 1953, p. 126), Anzaf
Fortress (Belli, 2004, p. 294), Ayanis (Biber, 2011, pp. 238-250; Derin & Cilingiroglu, 2001, p. 158),
Bastam (Kleiss, 1979, p. 110), Karmir-Blur (Piotrovskii, 1967, p. 47), Kayalidere (Burney, 1966, p. 94), and
Toprakkale (Erzen & Bilgic, 1960, p. 22; Erzen, 1962, p. 400).

Flint Arrowhead

The production of flint arrowheads is considered a complex process requiring a series of technical stages,
including raw material selection, knapping/flaking technique, shaping, and hafting. The first stage in this
process is selecting a stone of suitable quality. Flint and obsidian were preferred due to their ease of work-
ing and ability to form extremely sharp edges after processing (Taskiran, 2007, p. 42; Whittaker, 1994,
pp- 23-25). After stone selection, flat and long flakes were removed by applying percussive blows to the
edge of the stone using hammerstones made of hard stone, bone, or antler (Cotterell & Kamminga, 1987,
pp- 689-691; Kartal et al., 2014, p. 347). Subsequently, the shaping of the arrowhead took place. Using
the pressure flaking method, arrowhead craftsmen detached small pieces from the edges of the stone, both
thinning the edges and creating a symmetrical form (Crabtree, 1972, pp. 54-55). This process provided the
arrowhead with an aesthetic appearance as well as functional sharpness. Bifacial flaking was applied to both
faces in shaping the arrowhead, resulting in a more balanced and aerodynamic structure (Tagkiran, 2007, p.

56; Whittaker, 1994, p. 29).

The flint arrowhead was found in the area referred to as the “Great Hall” at Kef Fortress, south of a pillar base
(Fig. 2). The discovery context places the artifact at the same stratigraphic level as the base of the elephant
feet (pillar foundations), approximately 1,2 m below the present ground surface. The arrowhead is a small
projectile point measuring 2,5 cm in length, 0,8 cm in maximum width, and 0,5 cm in thickness, with a
weight of 2 grams. Its surface and tip exhibit minor fractures and chipping, consistent with impact damage
from use. The specimen features a distinct tang (or stem/protrusion) designed to facilitate hafting onto a
wooden shaft. It is well documented in archaeological literature that arrowheads of this type were commonly
affixed to shafts by means of such tangs, typically secured with binding materials. This formal description
aligns with standard archaeological cataloguing conventions. The tip of the arrowhead has a triangular form
and a pointed structure. Towards the rear, the tip widens towards the wings. The arrowhead is fully worked
on all surfaces bottom, top, and sides. Furthermore, the marks on it indicate that it was produced using the
flaking technique. The distal tip of the arrowhead lacks any discernible spine or ridge structure. Drawing
from comparative metal exemplars, the artifact can be typologically classified as a bilaterally winged (bifa-
cial) form (Biber, 2011, p. 239; Cavusoglu & Siiriin, 2023, p. 4; Erzen, 1978; Ozdemir & Isikli, 2017, pp.
48-49). The wing structures exhibit proportional symmetry. Positioned at the juncture between the point
and the tang, these wings protrude outward, forming an ovoid profile. The arrowhead displays a progressively
widening morphology from the distal tip to the proximal end of the tang. Transitions from the acute point
to the wings, and subsequently to the tang, are clearly delineated and maintain balanced proportions. The
tang itself features an oval cross-section and is notably elongated relative to the distal portion and analogous
metal specimens. Archaeological evidence indicates that a subset of flint arrowheads intended for hafting
onto wooden shafts particularly those with extended tangs exhibit this configuration (Saygili, 2019, p. 36).
Such morphological attributes not only facilitate secure attachment to the wooden shaft but also correlate
with the projectile’s dynamics in terms of mass, velocity, and acceleration. (Fig. 3, 5).



138 TUBA-AR38/2026 ismail COSKUN & Yenal SURUN

Flint arrowheads have been found in Anatolia at sites such as: the Antalya-Belbast (Bostanci, 1962, p. 237),
Karain (Kartal, 2013, pp. 27-28), and Beldibi (Bostanct, 1959, p. 146) caves from the Epipaleolithic Period;
the Antalya-Karain Cave in the Middle Paleolithic Period; Burdur-Hacilar (Balkan & Adli, 1994, p. 133),
Burdur-Hoyticek (Balkan & Atli, 2005, pp. 131-132), and Konya-Siiberde (Bordaz, 1969, p. 52) in the
Neolithic Period; Bilecik-Gedikkaya Cave (Saygili, 2019, p. 92), Burdur-Kurucay (Duru, 1994, p. 71; 1996,
p. 61), Antalya-Karain and Suluin (Tagkiran, 2014, pp. 343-352), Burdur-Kurugay and Antalya-Perge
(Abbasoglu, 1996, pp. 122-123) in the Chalcolithic Period; and Bilecik-Demircihdyiik (Korfmann, 1983),
Samsun—Ikiztepe (Dogan, 20006, p. 71), [zmir-Bakla Tepe (Bostanci, 2006, pp. 165-177), and Kirklareli-
Kanli Gegit (Ozdogan, etal., 2001, p. 85) in the Early Bronze Age.

Figure 3
Uncovering of the Flint Arrowhead | Cakmak Tagindan Ok Ucunun Ortaya Cikariligi

Flint arrowheads used in Anatolia since early periods show variation across different eras. In the
Epipaleolithic (20.000/18.000-10.000/9.000 BC), Neolithic (8000-5500 BC), and Chalcolithic (5500-
3000 BC) periods, they are typically pointed, have an oval body, and lack a tang. However, from the
early stages of the Bronze Age, pointed arrowheads with oval or triangular bodies, two wings, and a tang
emerged and became widespread. By the Iron Age, it is observed that this form developed and was grad-
ually replaced by iron and bronze examples (Bostanct, 1980, pp. 22-23; Yalgikli, 2017, pp. 9—10; Sayguls,
2019, pp. 34-51). Considering the centers mentioned above, despite chronological differences, the closest
formal parallels to the flint arrowhead from Kef Fortress come from Eskisehir-Demircihdyiik (Korfmann,
1983) and Burdur-Hoyticek (Balkan & Atli, 2005, pp. 131-132). The arrowheads from these two centers
show similarities with the Kef Fortress example in terms of their material, pointed tip, two-winged struc-
ture, and the presence of a tang (Fig. 7b).

The Urartians used arrows not only in warfare but also in hunting activities. Hunting scenes depicted on
belts, in particular, provide information on this subject (Cavusoglu, 2014, pp. 155-156). The primary
function of an arrowhead is to reach its target more quickly and inflict as much damage as possible. The
distance the arrow will travel is also an important factor. The weight of the arrowhead is another element
affecting the arrowss speed, range, and damage. Lighter arrowheads are stated to reach longer distances,
with the disadvantage being that they inflict less damage. Heavier arrowheads were intended for shorter
ranges but greater damage, possibly for armor-piercing purposes. Information from the Mari archives
supports this view. These texts indicate that the weight and importance of arrowheads were understood,
and arrowheads of different weights were used for various purposes (Miller et al., 1986, pp. 178-195;
Szudy, 2005, pp. 158-159). Furthermore, the discovery of arrowheads of two different weights within a
quiver uncovered at Karmir-Blur also demonstrates that the weight and significance of arrowheads were
recognized (Piotrovskii, 1970).
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Based on the above, the measurements such as weight, thickness, length, width and material of an arrow-
head affect its speed, range, and damage ratio. The material of the arrowhead, in particular, plays a sig-
nificant role in its intended use. The average weight of Urartian iron arrowheads varies between 6,6-8,3
grams (Korfmann et al., 1972) and 10-22 grams (Yal¢in et al., 1994, pp. 41-42). Bronze arrowheads are
generally lighter than iron ones, with average weights between 16-20 grams (Belli, 2004, pp. 228-230;
Bingol & Karageci, 2023, p. 365; Yalgikli, 2015, p. 9). The weight of the flint arrowhead from Kef Fortress

was measured at 2 grams, indicating that it is considerably lighter than its iron and bronze counterparts.

Iron Arrowhead

Urartian arrowheads are made of iron and bronze. The use of iron arrowheads became widespread from the
8th century BC onwards. Urartian iron arrowheads are indicative of the high level achieved in Urartian iron-
working. Therefore, iron arrowheads stand out as symbols of both military prowess and Urartian metallur-
gical advancement. Iron arrowheads were produced as a single piece (monoblock) using forging and casting
techniques, which increased their durability (Belli, 2004).

Urartian bronze arrowheads feature a socket for the shaft. These arrowheads are typologically classified based
on the number of wings and the presence of barbs. In terms of form, they can be two-winged without barbs,
two-winged with barbs, three-winged without barbs, and three-winged with barbs. Urartian bronze arrow-
heads average 4,2-5,1 c¢m in length and have widths ranging between 0,3-0,7 cm (Cavusoglu & Siiriin,
2023, pp. 4-5; Erzen, 1978).

Urartian iron arrowheads are typically classified as leaf/willow-leaf shaped, as they often resemble the form of a
willow leaf (Batmaz, 2003; Biber, 2011; Cavusoglu & Siiriin, 2023, p. 5; Derin & Muscarella, 2001; Derin &
Cilingiroglu, 2001; Erzen, 1978). Compared to socketed arrowheads, iron arrowheads are larger and heavier.
The average lengths of Urartian iron arrowheads are 2-9 cm, widths 1,5-2 cm, and weights between 10-22
grams (Belli, 2004; Cavusoglu & Siiriin, 2023; Yal¢in et al., 1994, pp. 41-42). It has been emphasized that iron
arrowheads were effective at shorter ranges, particularly in armor piercing, a characteristic derived from their
weight (Szudy, 2005, pp. 158-159). These arrowheads have a pointed tang for insertion into the wooden shaft.
The body/mid-section of the arrowhead sometimes features a sharp midrib. From the central section, two wing
structures taper sharply on the sides. The tips are also pointed. This type of arrowhead is subdivided into two
categories: those without barbs and those with double barbs. At the junction of the body and the tang, there is
a constriction or stopping element, usually round or oval in shape, which serves as a stop for the wood against

the arrowhead (Cavusoglu & Siiriin, 2023, p. 5; Erzen, 1978, pp. 54-55; Ozdemir & Isikli, 2017, p. 48).

The iron arrowhead was found in the “Great Hall” section of Kef Fortress, east of the area with the pillar
bases (Fig. 2). The flint arrowhead was detected approximately 2,5 m to the north, at the same stratigraphic
level, 1,2 m below the present ground surface, and aligned with the base of the elephant feet (pillar founda-
tions). The arrowhead is 4 cm long, 2,3 cm wide (current width), and 0,2 cm thick. Based on reconstruction
work, it can be suggested that its original width was approximately 3 cm. Due to its iron composition, the
arrowhead has suffered from corrosion. The arrowhead exhibits an overall subtriangular morphology with
a broad-bodied configuration. Typologically, the most salient feature is the absence of a pronounced spine
or midrib structure. A portion of the artifact is fractured and incomplete. The body and wings maintain
uniform thickness, presenting a flat profile. The wings expand conspicuously rearward from the acute dis-
tal tip. Diverging from the canonical elongated and slender Urartu leaf- or willow leaf-shaped forms, the
wing structure of this specimen is notably abbreviated and broad. The transition from the tip to the wings
is well-defined and proportionate. At the proximal end, despite breakage and partial absence, a diminutive
segment of the tang remains discernible. The juncture between the wings and the tang, as well as between the
tang and the body, lacks the constriction commonly observed in Urartu iron arrowheads. This characteristic
implies that the arrowhead was manufactured as a unitary piece via forging techniques. Based on its current
state, it can be said that the arrowhead is typologically leaf-shaped and two winged. Furthermore, the tang
indicates that it belongs to the tanged arrowhead group (Belli, 2004, p. 228; Biber, 2011, pp. 238-240;
Cavusoglu & Siiriin, 2023, p. 5; Tekin, 2018, pp. 33-38) (Fig. 4, 6).
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Figure 4
Uncovering of the Iron Arrowhead | Demirden Ok Ucunun Ortaya Cikarilisi

Figure 5
a: Flint Arrowhead, b: lllustration of the Flint Arrowhead / a: Cakmak Tasindan Ok Ucu, b: Cakmak
Tasindan Ok Ucuna Ait Cizim

Considering Iron Age and Urartian examples, the iron arrowhead appears to be of a distinct type. Material,
pointed tip, and the presence of a tang can be considered similar characteristics. However, its broad wing
structures, flat body, and triangular form distinguish the Kef Fortress iron arrowhead from other examples.
Urartian iron arrowheads are generally elliptical in form. A triangular arrowhead has not been uncovered
in the Urartian Kingdom until now. Furthermore, among arrowheads from various periods in Anatolia,
such an arrowhead has not been identified so far. However, iron arrowheads dated to the Late Bronze Age
(1500-1200 BC) — Early Iron Age (1200-800 BC) in Nakhchivan show similarities with the iron arrowhead
from Kef Fortress in their triangular form (Fig. 7a). These examples also have an elliptical cross-section and
are similar in terms of wing structure, tang, and tip form (Halilov, 2013, p. 101).

There is a written source mentioning a Urartian campaign against Nakhchivan in the 9th century BC.
Additionally, archaeological finds such as a bronze belt attributed to the Urartians, a cuneiform inscription
from the period of I$puini and Minua, and rock markings are evidence of the Urartian presence in the
region (Bahsaliyev & Bahsaliyev, 2019, pp. 15-34). This situation likely involved not only political relations
between Urartu and the region but also social and economic influences.
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Figure 6
a: Iron Arrowhead, b: lllustration of the Iron Arrowhead / a: Demirden Ok Ucu, b: Demirden Ok
Ucuna Ait Cizim

Figure 7

a: lIron Arrowhead ldentified at Kizilburun b: Flint Arrowheads Recovered from Demircihdyiik /
a: Kizilburunda Tespit Edilen Demir Ok Ucu (Halilov, 2013, p. 103), b: Demircihéyiikten Ele Gegen
Cakmak Tagindan Ok Uglari (Saygl, 2019, p. 68)

Evaluation and Conclusion

The archaeological work conducted at Kef Fortress provides significant data on the political, social, and
economic life of the Urartians. The excavations have revealed two important new finds related to arrow-
heads, which were among the most important equipments of the Urartian army. The two arrowheads
identified at Kef Fortress present a different perspective on Urartian arrowheads in terms of material and
typology. Both arrowheads were recovered approximately 1,2 m below the ambulatory surface (or present
ground level). They were uncovered in the area occupied by the elephant-foot column bases in the Great
Hall, precisely at the stratigraphic level where these column bases begin to rise. Furthermore, no evidence
of occupation or remains attributable to any period other than the Urartian has been identified in this hall
of the Kef Fortress Palace or in any of the rooms connected to it. Consequently, it is feasible to contextu-
alize these arrowheads chronologically within the Urartu Period. The flint arrowhead possesses a distinct
structure compared to other Urartian arrowheads, as well as Iron Age and other Anatolian arrowheads,
due to its material, tip, and wing structures. The arrowhead differs from Urartian and Iron Age examples
due to its flint material, and from other Anatolian flint arrowheads due to its tang and wing structures.
No flint arrowhead has been identified in the Urartian Kingdom until now. Furthermore, the existence
of such an arrowhead within the same period was previously unknown. Typologically, its wing structures
and tang differ from flint arrowheads dated to various periods in Anatolia. In other examples, the wing
structures are more pronounced and often project parallel to the tang, in line with the base (in triangular
forms), or at a 45-degree angle. In the Kef Fortress example, the wings are relatively smaller compared to
the body and splay outwards. Additionally, while the body is large relative to the wings in the Kef Fortress
arrowhead, Anatolian examples tend to have more proportionate body, wing, and tip structures.

The arrowhead from Kef Fortress measures 2,5 cm in length, 0,8 ¢cm in width, 0,5 cm in thickness, and
weighs 2 grams. Its closest formal parallels are known from Demircihdyiik. The flint arrowheads from
Demircihdyiik average 2,7-3 cm in length; 1,3-2 cm in width; 0,2-0,5 cm in thickness; and 1,9-2,3 grams
in weight. As can be understood from this data, although from different periods and centers, flint arrow-
heads exhibit similar metrics. This indicates that flint arrowheads were designed considering factors such
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as speed, kinetic force, and piercing/wounding capability. Furthermore, it is possible to suggest that the
production of flint arrowheads continued without significant changes in dimensions, with development
occurring primarily in typological aspects (wings, tip, tang). Therefore, the flint specimen recovered from
Kef Fortress can be plausibly classified as an arrowhead based on its morphological characteristics and
metric attributes.

As mentioned above, due to its light and small structure, the Kef Fortress flint arrowhead may have been
used for hunting fast, agile, and small animals at long range, rather than in warfare. The outwardly pro-
jecting wing structures and the design widening from the tip towards the wings suggest it was shaped to
inflict maximum damage upon penetration and extraction. This principle likely applies to flint arrow-
heads from different periods as well. Another factor that makes the flint arrowhead significant is the use
of stone or flint as a weapon during an era when bronze and iron were intensively utilized in the Iron Age.

No flint arrowhead has been identified in archaeological studies conducted so far for the Iron Age and the
Urartian Kingdom Period. The flint arrowhead from Kef Fortress can be explained in different ways. The first
view is that the arrowhead is a remnant of ongoing inter-period trade activity, later transported here through
various means and purposes and continued to be used. The second view is that this arrowhead might have
been specifically preferred by Urartian period craftsmen as a result of a local production tradition or techni-
cal continuity. Despite some similarities, the typological differences suggest that this arrowhead represents a
form unique to Urartu. Although no flint arrowheads have been found in the Urartian Kingdom until now,
future studies may increase their number. Additionally, such flint arrowheads might not have been intended
for direct warfare but rather for hunting small animals like birds and hares. In this context, the low cost, easy
workability, and rapid production of flint may have made it a practical choice for daily hunting activities.

The other find from Kef Fortress is the iron arrowhead. The number of iron arrowheads from the Iron Age and
the Urartian Kingdom is quite high. Urartian iron arrowheads are tanged. They often feature a sharp midrib
structure, narrow and long wings, and a long tang. The most common form is the leaf/willow-leaf shape.
Although fragmentary and incomplete, the Kef Fortress iron arrowhead can be typologically included in the
leaf-shaped group. However, there are some distinct formal differences. The arrowhead lacks a midrib struc-
ture. The body and wing structures share the same thickness, presenting a uniform body structure. It does
not have a form that tapers from a thick midrib towards the wings. In this respect, the arrowhead possesses
a highly distinct typological structure. Another difference is its broad wing structures. The width (including
body and wings) of Urartian iron arrowheads averages 1,5-2 cm, whereas the Kef Fortress arrowhead has a
width of 3 cm, indicating a broader form. Furthermore, the arrowhead differs in its direct transition from the
tip to the wings. Despite the aforementioned disparities, the acute distal tip, the wing structures that expand
conspicuously and proportionately in a rearward direction, the tang protrusion, overall morphological char-
acteristics, and dimensional attributes constitute the diagnostic criteria that enable the classification of this
artifact as an arrowhead. The closest formal parallels for the arrowhead have been identified in Nakhchivan,
although they are dated to the Late Bronze Age-Early Iron Age. A few examples from there partially resemble
the Kef Fortress arrowhead in form, but they also differ in terms of their midrib structure. Considering the
Urartian Kingdom’s campaigns to the region in the 9th century BC, this arrowhead could be considered a
result of political, military, or commercial interaction. However, the unique form of the iron arrowhead from
Kef Fortress, particularly its wing structures and flat body profile, allows us to evaluate it as a distinct form
belonging specifically to Kef Fortress and the Urartian Kingdom.

In conclusion; the archaeological excavation works at Kef Fortress are ongoing. It is possible that materials
similar to those mentioned in this study as arrowheads will be uncovered and their number will increase.
The similar findings that will be uncovered will also provide a new perspective on Urartu weapon typology.
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ézet

Bu aragtirmanin temel amagclarindan biri, Sakarya Miizesi envanterindeki bir grup bronz kasenin tiretim
tekniklerini ve ikonografik 6zelliklerini analiz etmektir. Baglanuli olarak calisma; bu eserlerin olasi iretim
atolyelerini, kullanim baglamlarini ve Demir Cagi metal kap endiistrisi icindeki 6nemini belirlemeyi
hedeflemektedir. Calismanin bilimsel agidan en ozglin yoniinti Frig lotuslu késesi olusturmaktadur.
Eflatunpinar Anit'nda somutlasan Hitit sanat geleneginden yola ¢ikan bu calisma, kisedeki lotus motifinin
bu gelenekten esinlenmis olabilecegini one siirmektedir. Bu degerlendirme; Anadolu merkezli ve anitsal
kabartma mirasina dayanan yeni bir kuramsal ¢erceve sunmakta ve bezemenin kokenine dair mevcut teorilere
alternatif olusturmaktadir. Miize envanter ve teshirinde Frig eserleri olarak degerlendirilmis bronz kaseler
iizerinde gergeklestirilen tipolojik analizler, kaselerin MO 8.- 6. yiizy1l araliginda Frig, Yeni Asur ve Akhaimenid
atolyelerinde tiretilmis olabilecegini gosterirken; iyi korunmus durumlar elit mezar kontekstlerine ait olma
ihtimallerini gii¢lendirmektedir. Késelerin tiretim ve onarim siireglerinde saptanan 6zgiin aplike uygulamalari,
Demir Cagi metal isciligindeki tistiin teknolojik ve estetik diizeyi gostermenin Stesinde, alan yazinda daha 6nce
belgelenmemis zanaat geleneklerini ortaya koymaktadir. Calismada, kaplar {izerindeki ikonografik unsurlar
yalnizca dekoratif birer 6ge olarak degil, Demir Cag1 toplumlarinin inang, imge ve sembol diinyasini yansitan
entelektiiel tasarimlar olarak ¢oziimlenerek mevcut birikimi zenginlestirmekeedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Demir Cagy, Frig Lotuslu Kése, Bronz Karinali Kaseler, Yeni Asur, Akhaimenid
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Abstract

One of the primary objectives of this research is to analyze the manufacturing techniques and iconographic
characteristics of a group of bronze bowls within the inventory of the Sakarya Museum. Consequently, the
study seeks to identify their potential production workshops, contexts of use, and overall significance within
the Iron Age metal vessel industry. The most original scholarly contribution of this study centres on the
Phrygian bowl with a lotus motif. Drawing upon the Hittite artistic tradition materialised in the Eflatunpinar
Monument, this study suggests that the bowl’s lotus motif may have emerged under the influence of this
tradition. This assessment presents a new theoretical framework rooted in Anatolian monumental relief art,
offering an alternative to existing theories on the origins of the ornamentation. While typological analyses
carried out on bronze bowls -catalogued and exhibited in the museum as Phrygian artefacts- indicate that the
bowls are possibly manufactured between the eighth and sixth centuries BCE in Phrygian, Neo-Assyrian, and
Achaemenid workshops, their exceptionally well-preserved condition further strengthens the likelihood that
they derive from the burial assemblages of elite members of society. The distinctive application techniques
identified in the production and repair processes of these bowls not only demonstrate the high technological
and aesthetic capabilities of Iron Age metalworking but also shed light on the crafting traditions that have
not previously been documented in the related literature. Within this study, the iconographic elements on
the vessels are interpreted not merely as decorative features, but as intellectual compositions reflecting the
belief systems, visual imagination, and symbolic universe of Iron Age societies, thereby enriching the current
scholarly understanding,.

Keywords: Iron Age, Phrygian Lotus Bowl, Bronze Carinated Bowls, Neo-Assyrian, Achaemenid
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ogu ve baut kiiltiirlerinin kesisme noktasindaki Anadolu, Demir Cagr'nda metaliirji zanaatinin
sanata donustiigli gorkemli bir doneme taniklik etmistir. Sakarya Miizesi koleksiyonuna miisadere

yoluyla kazandirilan dért parcalik bronz kap grubu, Anadolu ve Yakin Dogu’'nun zengin metal
kap repertuvarini yansitan ornekler arasinda yer almaktadir.

Arkeolojik bir buluntu i¢in en giiclii veri kaynagy, siiphesiz eserin giin 1s18ina ¢ikarildigi tabaka ve kon-
teksttir. Buna karsin pek ¢ok degerli eser, yasadist faaliyetler sonucu orijinal baglamindan koparilmakta
ve miisadere yoluyla miize kayitlarina dahil edilebilmektedir. Bu durumu 6rneklendiren Sakarya Miizesi
envanterine kayitlt bronz kaplar; bir adet Frig lotuslu kise, Yeni Asur karinali kése tipleri ile bu gelenegi
Akhaimenid Donemi’'ne tastyan karinali bir kise 6rneginden olusmaktadir. Eserlerin stratigrafik ve arke-
olojik veriden yoksun olmast ile buluntu yerlerinin belirsizligi, kaplarin kéken ve tiretim merkezlerinin
tespiti noktasinda ciddi kisitliliklar1 beraberinde getirmektedir. Bu baglamda bu ¢alisma; Sakarya Miizesi
bronz kaselerinin form ozellikleri, tiretim teknikleri ve ikonografik ozelliklerini analiz ederek, eserlerin
olasi tiretim atdlyelerini, kullanim baglamlarini ve Demir Cagi metal kap endistrisindeki yerini tespit
etmeyi amaglamaktadir. Miize depolarinda atl durumda bekleyen ve literatiire dahil edilmedigi miiddetce
bilim diinyasi i¢in biitiiniiyle “kayip” addedilecek olan bu nitelikli eserlerin incelenmesinde analitik bir
yaklagim benimsenmistir. Bu dogrultuda, literatiirdeki arkeolojik, ikonografik ve epigrafik kanitlar temel
alinarak analoji yontemiyle bir degerlendirme gergeklestirilmistir. Eserlerin analojik yontemlerle incelen-
mesi; Demir Cagi metal kap endiistrisindeki tipolojik ¢esitliligi, kronolojik gelisimi ve iiretim gelenegini
anlamlandirabilmek adina yeni ve nitelikli veriler sunmustur.

Caligma ayrica miize envanterinde yer alan bir Frig lotuslu kasesinden hareketle; Gliney Orta Anadolu’daki
giincel aragtirmalar 1s181nda, Eflacunpinar Aniti ekseninde bu tip késelerin bezemesi igin yeni bir koken
onerisinde bulunmaya olanak saglamistir. Calismada konu edinilen metal kése tipleri farkli calismalarda
farkls gekilde siniflandirilmigtur. Bu ayrimda aragtirmacilar tarafindan en sik kullanilan 6lgiit, kise agiz
capinin yiiksekligine olan oranidir. Bu orana gére kiseler Pfrommer (1987, s. 44) tarafindan sig ve derin
olmak iizere iki grupta ele alinmigtir.!

Késelerin Yunan diinyasindaki sig ve omphalosiu rnekleri ise bazi arastirmacilar tarafindan “phiale” olarak
adlandirilmistir (Gunter & Jett, 1992, s. 64-72; Gunter & Root, 1998; Hasserodt, 2009, s. 5; Luschey,
1939, s. 10; Moorey, 1988, s. 234, PL. II; Oliver, Jr., 1970, s. 9-15). Buna karsin Gordion Tiimiiliislerinde
bulunan sig ve omphaloslu bronz drnekler “kase” olarak adlandirilmistir (Erpehlivan, 2025, s. 30; Young,
1981, s. 14, 130, 204). Lydia Hazinesindeki siniflandirmada ise s1g 6rnekler icin “philale” (C)zgen ve
ark., 1996, cat. no: 33, 35, 38-42), derin 6rnekler icinse “kase” terimi tercih edilmistir (Ozgen ve ark.,
1996, cat. no: 34, s. 44-50). Sardis (Dusinberre, 1999, s. 78-81), Karacalli (Cokay-Kepce & Recke,
2007), Seyitomer (Coskun, 2011, s. 65, cat. no: 1-17), Oluz Hoéyiik (Kandaz, 2016, OLUZ No: 1-28),
Eski Smyrna (Yildizhan, 2019, no: K7-27, Ciz. 1-6.), Gokhoyiik Baglart (Giindiiz, 2019, Kat. No. 1-11,
Fig.1-2.) ve Topakli Hoyiik (Koker-Goékee, 2025, s. 2006. cat. no:1-4, Fig. 3, 4A-.) gibi merkezlerdeki,
Akhaimenid Dénemi’ne ait seramik taklitleri aragtirmacilari tarafindan “kése” olarak adlandirilmistir.
Benzer sekilde MO 9.-7. yiizyila tarihlenen Bati Asya metal 6rnekleri de “kise” kategorisinde degerlendi-
rilmistir (Smith, 1986, s. 1-3, Fig. 1-5, PL. I-1V).

Bu calismada incelenen metal kaplar, Pfrommer (1987, s. 44) ve Miller'in (1993, s. 113, dipnot 22)
onerileri dogrultusunda, omphalos varligina bakilmaksizin sig ve derin késeler olacak sekilde iki ana grupta
toplanmugstir. Her iki grup kendi i¢inde, sahip olduklari form 6zelliklerine gore alt tiplere ayrilmistir.

' Pfrommer agiz capinin yiikseklige orani 1:2,5’in alundaki kiseleri derin, 1:3’tin iizerindeki kaseleri ise sig kaseler olarak

degerlendirir.
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Metal Kaselerin Form ve Uretim Teknigi Analizi

Form Analizi

Sakarya Miizesi bronz késelerinin form analizinde; Luschey (1939), Abka’i-Khavari (1988), Smith (1986) ve
Adachi (1997) tarafindan gerceklestirilen ¢alismalardaki tipolojik siniflandirmalar dikkate alinmusur.

Si1g Kaseler

Koleksiyon kapsamindaki sig kaseler; basit agiz kenarli ve karinali s1g késeler olmak tizere iki tipe ayrilmugtir.

Basit agiz kenarli s1§ kase (Frig lotuslu kise)

Incelenen 6rnekler arasindaki basit ag1z kenarli, sig kase 6rnegi K1'dir (Fig. 1a-c). Bu 6rnek hafifce ice kivrilan
ag1z kenarindan itibaren yarim kiire formunda bir govdeye sahiptir. Kabin gévdesi tabana dogru kesintisiz bir
yay cizerken, taban merkezinde dis biikey profilli ve es merkezli iki bantla gevrili bir omphalos yer almaktadur.

Késenin agiz kenarinda 0,9 ci’lik rezerve bir alan bulunmaktadir. Bu béltiimiin altinda, kabin tiim govdesini
kaplayan lotus ¢icegi bezemesi yer alir. S6z konusu bezeme; uglart sivri, dipleri yuvarlak yapraklarin donii-
simli dizilmesi ve arka plana bir sira sivri u¢lu yapragin eklenmesiyle olusturulmustur.

K1, morfolojik ve bezeme unsurlariyla Luschey'nin (1939, s. 121-124) “lotuslu phialeler’ grubunda yer
almaktadir. Formun en erken 6rnekleri Gordion MM Tiimiiliis'iinde (MO 740) saptanmis (Young, 1981,
MM70-MM123, Fig. 86-87, Pl. 68-70); benzer buluntular Gordion S1, §2, Z ve ] tiimiiliislerinde de MO
740-600) belgelenmistir (Kohler, 1995, PL. 65, TumS1; Fig. 60B-C, PL. 75.C, Tum S2; P1. 81D, TumZ12;
Fig. 25A, PL. 33A, 35B-C, Tum]2). Ankara civarindaki Anitkabir I-II (Ozgﬁg & Akok, 1947, Lev. 10, Res.
18; Lev. Lev. 20, Res. 40; Lev. 22, Res. 45, MO 8. ylzyil sonu-7. yiizyil ilk yarist) ve Biiytik Tiimiiliis (Bulug,
1979, MO 8. yiizyil sonu) 6rnekleri ile kronolojik paralellik sergileyen bu tip; daha giineyde Bayindir Elmali
C-D Tiimiilisleri (Dortliik ve ark., 1988, Nr. 3; Ozgen & Ozgen, 1988, Nr. 36, 38; Yener, 2022, Fig. 6:
3-4, MO-8. yiizyil sonu-6. yiizyil) ve Beysehir Kiigiik Hoyiik'te de (Ozkan, 1990, Res. 2 a-b, 3, MO 8. yiizyil
sonu-7. ylizyil ortast) izlenebilmektedir. Nadiren seramik (Kershner, 2005, Fig. 1-3) ve cam (Jones, 2005,
Fig. 8.4) versiyonlart da bulunan bu kaseler, Frig tiretimleri olarak kabul edilmektir.

MO 8. yiizyilda standart bir Frig formu haline geldigi anlasilan lotuslu kaselerin; MO 7. yiizyilin baslarindan
itibaren Perachora (Dunbabin, 1940, Pl. 52:2, Pl. 54:2, P1. 55:4), Olympia (Furtwingler 1890, Pl. 52:880-
881) ve Argos (De Cou, 1905, PL. CXIV.1975, Pl. CXV.1976; Caskey & Amandry, 1952, Fig. 2, no: 73;
Strem, 1998, Fig. 12-14; Hasserodt, 2009, no. 95-130) gibi Yunan kutsal alanlarina adanan phialelerin
formlart tizerindeki etkisi belirgindir (Mellink, 1981, s. 236). Bu tip késeler; MO 7.-5. yiizyillar arasinda
basta Anadolu (Durukan, 2007, Fig. 76) olmak tizere Kibris (Matthdus, 1980, Taf. 31, Nr. 415;s. 152, Nr.
413, Taf. 31: 153, Nr. 414, Taf. 31:50-60), Gliney halya (Bottini, 2020, Fig. 17), Balkanlar (Sideris, 2008,
Fig. 2; Stoychev & Penkova, 2018), Kuzey Afrika (Boardman & Hayes, 1966, Fig. 75: 56-57), Yakin Dogu
(Moorey, 1980, Fig. 6. 85; Woolley, 1962, P1. 23, Nr. U 6638) ve Levant (Stern, 1982, Fig. 240) bolgelerine
kadar uzanan genis bir cografyaya yayilmustir.

K1’nin agiz-gévde profili, omphalosiu taban yapisina kadar Zincirli (Luschey, 1939, s. 162, Nr. 6, Abb. 6)
ve Kibrista (Chavane, 1982, Fig. 42:22) saptanan sade omphaloslu kaselerle yakin paralellik gostermekee-
dir. Ancak bu paraleller, omphalos tabanindaki ticlii veya tekli halka diizenlemelerine sahip olmalarina rag-
men bezemesiz yapilartyla K1'den ayrilmaktadir. K1, sahip oldugu agiz profiliyle Gordion MM69 (Mellink,
1981, Figs. 800, 85, 134C; PL. 67E, G, 97C) ornegine; agiz-govde profiliyle ise III numarali Timiilisten
gelen sade omphalosiu bir kaseyle (Luschey, 1939, Nr. 5, Abb. 5) benzerlik sunmaktadir.

K1, Young'in “normal iislup” olarak tanimladigi yaprak tipi bezeme karakterine sahiptir (Young, 1981,
s. 140, Fig. 90. A). Bezeme agisindan ilk bakista Gordion MM (Young, 1981, PL. 70, MM92, MM97),
Elmali Tiimiilist D (Dértliik ve ark., 1988, no: 36; Ozgen & Ozgen, 1988, Nr. 36, 38) ve Anitkabir I-1I
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timiiliislerindeki 6rneklerle (Ozgﬁg & Akok, 1947, Lev. 10, Res. 18; Lev. Lev. 20, Res. 40; Lev. 22, Res.
45) paralellik gosterse de agiz profili bakimindan bu érneklerden tamamen ayrilmaktadir. K1 ayrica; gigek
yapraklarinin daha dar ve sayica fazla olmasiyla birlikte omphalosunun daha algak yapisiyla da séz konusu
buluntulardan farklilagir. Buna karsin hem form hem de bezeme 6zellikleri bakimindan en yakin paralellerini
Gordion S1 (Kohler, 1995, TumS1 8 a-b, Fig. 52D) ve ] Tumiiliisti (Kohler, 1995, Tum] 2, Fig. 25A, Pls.
33A, 35B-C) buluntulari arasinda bulmak miimkiindiir. TumS1 8 ve Tum] 2 6rnekleriyle kurulan bu analoji
isiginda K1'nin, MO geg 8. yiizyil-7. yiizyilin ilk geyregi araligina yerlestirilmesi 6nerilmektedir.

Karinali pseudo-omphaloslu s1g kase

Bu kése tipinin en karakteristik 6zelligi; dis bitkey govde ile diiz veya hafif i¢ bitkey dudak profilinin kesis-
tigi noktada keskin ya da yumusak bir kirilmaya isaret eden belirgin bir ¢ikintli doniistiir. Sakarya Miizesi
koleksiyonunda bu tipi temsil eden 6rnek, kursundan yapilmis aplike bir pseudo-omphalos’a sahip K2'dir.

Disa acilan diiz agiz kenarina, i¢ biikey gévdeye ve yuvarlak tabana sahip olan K2 (Fig. 2a), Smith’in kate-
gorizasyonuna gore Asur tipi kaselerin “2H” formu iginde yer almaktadir (Smith, 1986, s. 48-51, Fig. 4.a).
Genel olarak bu formun Asur kkenli oldugu ve ilk kez MO. 8. yiizyilin sonlarina dogru ortaya giktigi kabul
edilmektedir (Smith, 1986, s. 49). Smith’e gore bu form, Misir kokenli “2B” tipinin Asur versiyonudur;
kabin yuvarlak taban yapisi ise seramik drneklerden gelmektedir (Smith, 1986, s. 49). K2’nin diiz ve uza-
tlmus agiz profili, Adachi’nin siniflamasindaki “Tip 3” ile benzerlik gosterir (Adachi, 1997, s. 45). Adachi;
karinali kiselerde bu tip agiz kenari kullaniminin Suriye bélgesinde yogunlasugini, Suriye ve Filistin 6rnek-
lerinin MO 8. yiizyila tarihlendigini, ancak istisnai olarak bu formun MO 6. yiizyila kadar devam ettigini
belirtmektedir (Adachi, 1997, s. 48).

Sakarya grubunun en yogun bezemeli 6rnegi olan K2, i¢ yiiziinde es merkezli dairelerle sinirlandirilmig
papatya bi¢imli bir rozet madalyonuna sahiptir (Fig. 2b; Fig. 3a). Govde tizerinde ise aplike edilmis bir balik
figiirii yer almakreadir (Fig. 3a, 3c). Kabin aplike kursun omphalosu tizerinde, i¢ ige gecen yarim konsantrik
dairelerle ¢evrelenmis elmas formlu bir rozet madalyonu belli belirsiz segilebilmektedir (Fig. 2a; Fig. 3a-b).
Kabin disytiziinde agiz kenarindan tabana kadar es merkezli daire gruplari (Fig. 2a; Fig. 2c) yer almaktadir.

Form bakimindan daha sig bir gévdeye ve daha yiiksek bir agiz kenarina sahip olsa da agiz kenarindaki
kazima ¢izgi gruplari ve rondosunda yer alan rozet madalyonu agisindan K2 ile paralellik gosteren benzer bir
ornek Nimrud'da saptanmistir (Curtis, 2013, Nr. 507).

K2 ile kargilagtirilabilecek bir diger 6rnek Zincirliden bilinmektedir (Hamilton, 1966, Fig. 2.a; MO 670;
Luschey, 1939, Nr. 3, Abb. 3). Zincirli 6rnegi, benzer form ozelliklerinin yani sira; K2'de oldugu gibi aplike
bir omphalosa ve es merkezli daire motifleriyle kombine edilmis bir rozet madalyonuna sahip olmast baki-

mindan da dikkate degerdir.

Assur'da bulunan Yeni Asur Dénemi’ne ait iki yumrulu bronz kase (Curtis, 2013, Pl. XXXVI: 513 Hasserodz,
2009, Anh. IV Nr. 39-40, Taf. 5:2-3; 6:2-3; Luschey, 1939, Nr. 14-15, Abb. 14.a-c, 15.a-c), hem profil
hem de rondo bezemeleriyle K2 ile paralellik gosterir. Mevcut veriler, K2’nin bu tipleri takip eden sade bir
varyasyon olma ihtimalini gii¢lendirmektedir. Bu formun metal prototiplerden tiiremis ve Oates (1959, s.
131) tarafindan palace ware’ olarak adlandirilan seramik paralelleri de mevcuttur. Demir Cagi Asur seramik
kronolojisine gore (Anastasio, 2010, s. 5, 41), IA2 evresinde popiilerlesen bu form, Post-Asur agamasinda
Akhaimenid Dénemi’ne dzgii sekillere evirilmistir; Ras Shamra buluntusu bu déniisiimiin nitelikli bir 6rne-

gidir (Schaeffer, 1935, Fig. 7; MO 700-400).

K2’nin gerek bronz gerekse seramik paralellerinin yani sira, sahip oldugu form ve bezeme unsurlarindaki
(bkz., papatya ve elmas tipi rozet ve balik figiirii) cagdaslik; eserin MO 8. yiizyil ortasi-7. yiizyil sonu arali-
gina tarihlendigini ve Yeni Asur Donemi tiretimi oldugunu kesinlestirmektedir.
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Derin Kaseler

Miize koleksiyonundaki derin kaseler, morfolojik olarak “karinali kase” tipi igerisinde siniflandirilmakeadir.
Bu kaseler, govde formlarina gore; yuvarlak govdeli ve omphaloslu olmak tizere iki tipe ayrilmigtir.

Karinali yuvarlak govdeli derin kase

Disa agilan agiz kenari ve yuvarlak taban yapisiyla K3 (Fig. 4a-b), Smith’in (1986, s. 42, Fig. 4: b, Nr.
1.a-b, 2-3) Asur formlari arasinda siniflandirdigr “2I” tipinden gelismis olmalidir. Eserde hafif kavisli
diyagonal agiz kenari, gévdeye keskin bir omuzla baglanmaktadir; kuvvetli konveks yapidaki basik
govde ise tabanda diizlesir. Adachi (1997, s. 47-48, Fig. 5, pattern 2), K3 ile benzer agiz 6zelliklerine
sahip bu tip kaselerin MO 8. yiizyilin sonlarindan itibaren ortaya ¢iktigint belirtmektedir.

K3 ile ayn: grupta degerlendirilebilecek benzer 6rnekler Nimrud’da (Curtis, 2013, PL. XXXVIII: 505,
PL. XXXIX: 506) saptanmuistir. Bu ornekler, K3’ten farkli olarak daha keskin bir agiz-govde gegisine ve
daha diiz bir omuz yapisina sahiptir; ancak gerek formlari gerekse dudak kenarlarindaki ¢oklu kazima
cizgi gruplariyla K3 ile ayn1 endistrinin farkli varyasyonlari olduklarini ortaya koymaktadirlar.

Curtis (2013, s. 69), Nimrud’daki bu tip kaselerin Asur’a ganimet olarak getirildigi varsayilan Suriye-
Fenike kokenli genis bir koleksiyonla birlikte bulundugunu belirtir. Bu durumu II. Sargon’un sekizinci
seferine dair mektubuyla? iliskilendiren arastirmaci, Asur tipi kaselerin kendilerinin de bu ganimetin
bir pargast olabilecegini ileri siirmektedir. Ote yandan Curtis (2013, s. 69), bu formun farkli versiyon-
larinin Salmaneser Kalesi’'ndeki ¢agdas seramik ornekler (Oates, 1959, Pl. XXXVII: 59)° arasinda da
yer almasindan hareketle, bu kaseleri Asur’a 6zgii formlar olarak degerlendirir.

Bu tipin seramik paralelleri ayrica; Tell Ahmar (Jamieson, 1999, Fig. 6.1; Jamieson, 2012, Fig. 3.
25:2), Tille Hoytik (Blaylock, 2016, Fig. 10.20: 188) buluntular: ile Yeni Asur tipi yuvarlak dipli
ince seramikler (Blaylock, 2016, Fig. 11.29: 1013-1014, 1025, 1031-1032) arasinda da goriilmekte-
dir. Bu seramik 6rneklerin bir¢ogunda, metal prototiplerinde oldugu gibi agiz kenarinda ¢oklu ¢izgi
gruplart mevcuttur.

Asur tasvir sanatinda ilk kez III. Tiglat-Pileser Dénemi’ne tarihlenen bir ziyafet sahnesinde (Hamilton,
1966, Fig. 5:c) goriilen bu késeler, uzun siireli bir kullanima sahiptir. K3 ile ortiisen formlarin Sanherib
Dénemi ganimet sahnelerinde (Layard, 1853, Pl. XXXV) yer almasi, Curtis’in bu kaplarin ganimet ola-
bilecegi yoniindeki gériisiinii desteklemektedir. Yazili yilliklarin gérsel karsiligi olan bu sahneler, K3’tin
kronolojisi ve tiretim yeri i¢in kritik veriler sunmaktadir.

K3 tipolojisinin Akhaimenid Dénemi’ndeki gelisimi; Abka’i-Khavari’nin (1988, Abb. 2: F1c3, F1c5)
Ur buluntular: tizerinden sundugu ¢izimler 1s1¢inda tarafimizca belgelenmistir. Bu ¢izimler 1s1ginda
Akhaimenid Dénemi érneklerinin; Yeni Asur 6rneklerine kiyasla daha yumusak bir agiz-gévde geci-
sine, ayrica agiz ¢apindan daha genis, sig ve basik bir govdeye sahip oldugu tespit edilmektedir. S6z
konusu tipoloji, Akhaimenid Dénemi boyunca seramik (Coskun, 2011, Fig. 1) ve cam (Oliver Jr.,
1970, Fig. 16; Oppenheim ve ark., 1970, s. 226; Reuther, 1926, no. 209-211) érneklerde de karak-
terini muhafaza etmistir.

K3 ile Yeni Asur Dénemi metal, seramik ve tasvir sanati arasindaki tipolojik paralellikler, eserin
Akhaimenid Dénemi’nden ziyade Yeni Asur’'un geg evresine ait olabilecegini gostermektedir. Keskin
agiz-govde gecisi, govdeden genis agiz cap1 ve agizdaki kazima gizgiler; kabin MO 7. yiizy1l sonuna
tarihlenebilecek bir Yeni Asur iiretimi olma ihtimalini desteklemektedir.

2 Musasirdeki Haldi tapinagindan ganimet olarak aldigs ii¢ yiiz doksan ii¢ metal kabin bazilarinin Asur isciligine sahip oldugunu

ifade ettigi mektup icin bkz., Thureau-Dangin, 1912, 60-61, satr 383.

3 Salmaneser Kalesi'ndeki bu 6rnek K4 ile benzerlik gosterir.
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Karinali omphaloslu derin kase

Karinalt ve omphaloslu bir yapr sergileyen K4 (Fig. 5a-c), MO 9-7. yiizyillar arasinda Asurdan Suriye ve
Levant’a kadar genis bir cografyaya yayilan (Hamilton, 1966, no. 3-7; Mallowan, 1966, Fig. 59; Miglus,
1996, Taf. 67.c; Soldi, 2009, no. 116; Soldi, 2011, Nr. TA. 07. A.4) Yeni Asur karinali kise formundan
tiretilmigtir. Eser, Yeni Asur etkilerini yansitmanin yani sira yaygin Akhaimenid Dénemi kase formlariyla da
tipolojik benzerlikler tasimaktadir.

K4’tin siskin omzu, ovoid govdesi ve alcak omphalosu en karakteristik ozellikleridir. Benzer profile sahip
omphalossuz seramik paralelleri Nimrud (Hamilton, 1966, Fig. 3.c, 5.a) ve Salmaneser Kalesi’nde (Anastasio,
2010, PL 16:1; Oates, 1959, Pl. XXXVII: 59) bulunur. Bunlara, K4 ile profil agisindan daha yakin olan
Ziyaret Tepe (Matney & Rainville, 2005, Fig. 16, 24), Tille Hoyiik (Blaylock, 1999, Fig. 10.2) ve Tell Jurn
Kabir (Eidem & Ackerman, 1999, Fig. 8.c7) buluntulari da eklenebilir. MO 8. yiizyil ortast - 7. yiizyil sonu
araligma tarihlendirilen bu 6rneklerden K4'ii ayiran en temel fark, tabaninda sig bir omphalosa (Fig. 5.a)
sahip olmasidir. Incelenen paralellerin ¢ogunda omphalos bulunmasa da igbiikey agiz, siskin omuz ve ovoid
govde formu gibi morfolojik detaylar K4 ile tam bir uyum sergilemektedir. Nitekim Tille Hoyiik 6rneginde
i¢ tabanda gozlenen hafif ¢ikinti, bu formun metal prototiplerindeki omphalos gelenegiyle olan zayif bagini
koruduguna isaret ederken; Adachi (1997, s. 50), Yeni Asur “fine ware” seramiklerinde omphalosun bilingli
bir tercihle taklit edilmedigini goriisiindedir.

K4 ile tipolojik baglari bulunan Yeni Asur tipi karinali kise formu, Akhaimenid Dénemi’nde de varligini
stirdiirmiistiir (Bu doneme ait bazi 6rnekler igin bkz., Cokay-Kepge & Recke, 2007, Fig. 10; Ibis, 2021, Res.
2; Koker-Gokge, 2025, Fig. 4.a; Luciani, 2005, Pl. 82-83; Moorey, 1980, Fig. 6. 106-107; Popova, 2016-
2017; Zournatzi, 2000). Iki donem arasindaki temel fark; Yeni Asur érneklerindeki sert omuz kivriminin
Akhaimenid Donemi’nde yumusak bir “s” profiline doniismesi ve siskin omuz yapisinin yerini daha yuvarlak
bir govdeye birakmasidir. Ozellikle MO 5.-4. yiizyila tarihlenen érnekler; daha yiiksek dudak, kisa-yumugsak
omuz ve derin gévde yapistyla Yeni Asur prototiplerinden ayrilmaktadir (bkz., Moorey, 1980, Fig. 6. 103-
105, 107-109, 111-112).

Kabin boynundaki catlag: (Fig. 5a-b) onaran kanatli giines diski figiirii (Fig. 5a; Fig. 5¢), stilistik agidan
Yeni Asur miihiir baskilariyla (bkz., boliim. 2-B. 2) yakin paralellik sergilemektedir. Bu benzerlik kabin kro-
nolojik olarak Yeni Asur Dénemi’ne yakin olduguna isaret etse de bu tamir parcasinin kullanim digt kalmug
farkls bir bronz objeden kesilerek ikincil bir kullanimda buraya aplike olarak yerlestirilmis olma ihtimali de
goz ardi edilmemelidir.

Sonug olarak K4; hem Yeni Asur morfolojik etkilerini yansitmast hem de Akhaimenid kase formuyla ben-
zerlik sergilemesi nedeniyle, MO 6. yiizyil boyunca Yeni Asur karinali kise gelenegini siirdiiren Erken
Akhaimenid Dénemi’nde tiretilmis bir gecis 6rnegi olarak degerlendirilebilir.

Uretim Teknigi Analizi

Inceleme konusu dért parga, iiretim teknikleri agisindan karakteristik ve iinik veriler sunmaktadir. Kap gov-
delerindeki diizensizlikler, 6rneklerin tamaminin elde ¢ekicleme (dévme) ve tavlama yontemleriyle (Maryon,
1949, s. 93-90) iiretildigini gostermektedir. Eserlerin stisleme ve onarimlarinda ise repoussé (kabartma),

aplike ve kazima teknikleri kullanilirken; K2 ‘nin aplike omphalosundaki kursun kullanimi, iki farkli metalin
bir aradaki kullanimiyla yaraulmak istenen gérsel kontrastin bir kanittr.

Stislemeye sahip 6rneklerinde bezemeler, soguk bronz tizerine; tornada, pergel (K2, K3), tirtirlama aleti ve
izleyici (Maryon, 1949, Fig. 18-21,s. 101, 115-116) adi verilen kiiciik keskiler (K2) ile zzmba* kullanilarak
(K4) yapilmisur.

4 Bu tip zimbalarin kuyum alanindaki birkag 6rnegi Usak-Yoncali mevkiinde bulunan, bir kuyum ustasina ait mezar esyalar

arasinda bulunmustur bkz., C)zgen et. al., 1996, cat. no: 204-218.
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Antik Cag’da metal kaplar gerek malzemenin geri dontisiim zorlugu gerekse estetik kaygilar nedeniyle,
bezeme isleminden 6nce titiz bir planlama ve taslak siirecinden gecirilmekteydi. Bu siiregte uygulanan
yontemlerden biri kilavuz ¢izgi ydntemiydi, bu yontemde, sivri uclu bir kalem (szy/us) yardimiyla ylizeye
atilan hafif izler; derin kazima, baski ve kabartma islemleri i¢in yol gosterici olmaktaydi. Nitekim bu
on cizimlerin izleri, K2’nin balik figiiriindeki balik pulu detaylarinda (Fig. 3b-c) net bir sekilde izlene-
bilmektedir. Ancak bu kilavuz ¢izgilere ragmen, K2’nin rozet yapraklarinda gorildigii tizere (Fig. 3a),
serbest el ¢izimlerinde zaman zaman sapmalar ve kaymalar meydana gelebilmekteydi.

Birgok eserde oldugu gibi (Ozgen ve ark., 1996, cat. no: 36-124) Sakarya 6rneklerinin merkezindeki
kiiciik delik izleri (Fig. 1-4) torna ve/veya pergel sabitleme noktalarina isaret etmektedir. K2'nin i¢ ve
dis yliziindeki es merkezli daireleri (Fig. 2a; 3a) ve K3’tin agiz kenarindaki kazima cizgi gruplar: (Fig.
4a-b) pergel kullanimini kanitlamaktadir. K4%n aplike kanatli giines diskinde (Fig. 5¢) ise figiirlii
metal zimba kalemi (Maryon, 1949, s. 124) kullanilmis olmalidir.

Metal kaplarin bezemesinde en sik bagvurulan tekniklerden biri de repoussé teknigidir. Bu teknikte usta,
metal levhanin arka yiiziinden ¢ekigle ¢alisarak deseni 6ne dogru iter (Maryon, 1949, s. 121-123).
KT’in lotus yapraklari ve omphalos bantlar1 (Fig. 1b-c) bu teknikle yapilmistir.

Demir Cagi Metal Kaselerinde iki Unik Aplike Ornegi

Miize koleksiyonunun en sofistike 6rnegi olan K2 numarali kisenin i¢ gévde diizenlemesi (Fig. 2a-b;
Fig. 3a, 3¢) olasi bir kullanim deneyimine isaret etmektedir. Kaba sivi doldugunda, tondodaki rozet ve
cevresindeki aplike balik figiiriiniin, suyun dogal hareketiyle birleserek ytizer bir etki olusturabilecegi
gozlemlenmektedir. Bu tasarimin, izleyicide optik bir canlilik ve derinlik algisi yaratma potansiyeli tagi-
dig1 soylenebilir. K2 numarali kisede gézlemlenen bu algisal kurgu; Antik Cag metal kaplarinin tasari-
minda, kullanim anindaki gorsel etkinin de dikkate alinmis olabilecegini diistindiirmektedir. Tasarimin
merkezinde gozlemlenen bu interaktif yaklagim, antik donem zanaatkarliginin nesneye kazandirdig:
gorsel cesitlilige dair 6nemli bir veridir.

Benzer bir yaklagimin, nesnenin kullanim émriinti uzatmaya yénelik onarim siireclerinde de var ola-
bilecegi gozlemlenmektedir. Uretim siirecinin tamamlayicist niteligindeki bu uygulamalarin en carpict
ornegi K4 numarali késedir. Eserin boyun kismindaki atlak, yogun korozyon nedeniyle giigliikle seci-
lebilen, kanatli giines diski bezemeli dikdértgen bir aplike levhayla onarilmistr (Fig. 5a-c). Cok sayida
boru perginle sabitlenen bu levha, kdkeni Ur bronz kaplarina (Maryon, 1949, Fig. 10:77) dayanan
geleneksel bir tamir yontemini yansitir. Benzer fakat yalin per¢inli onarimlar; Girit (Matthdus, 1980,
PL. 279), Nimrud (Curtis, 2008, Fig. 29.f) ve Deve Héylik (Moorey, 1980, Fig. 6. 77) buluntularinda
da izlenebilmektedir.

K4’tin boynundaki bir kirigin basit bir islevsel parcayla degil, ilahi korumay1 simgeleyen “kanatli giines
diski” figiiriiyle kapatilmis olmasi, teknik bir zorunlulugun bile dénemin ikonografik diliyle biitiin-
lestirildigini kanitlamaktadir. Bu durum, K4’in hammadde olarak tagidig1 ekonomik degere ragmen
eritilmeyip aksine her miidahaleyle sanatsal degeri yeniden kurgulanan ve ge¢misin mirasini estetik
dokunuglarla gelecege tastyan yasayan bir obje oldugunu gostermektedir.

Bu kiselerde kullanim anina odaklanan gdrsel zenginlik ile onarim siire¢lerindeki bilingli sembolizm;
Demir Cagt metal kap zanaatkarlarinin teknik beceriyi estetik bir anlayisla biitiinlestirdigini ortaya
koymaktadir. Incelenen eserler, bir objenin yasam déngiisii boyunca gegirdigi teknik ve sanatsal miida-
haleleri somutlagtirmasi bakimindan, antik donem metal kap sanatindaki teknolojik bilgi ve estetik
alginin evrimini belgeleyen 6zgiin birer veri olarak literatiirdeki yerini almaktadir.
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imgeden Anlama: Ornekler Isiginda ikonografik Bir Okuma

Antik Cag metal kaplari, form ve bezemesiyle islevsel ve estetik bir dengenin trtntidiir. Form, igerigin
tirine gore sekillenirken; bezeme, inanclari, toplumsal begenileri ve statiiyli semboller iizerinden yansitir.
Bu nedenle kaplarin kullanim amact ve tercihinde form kadar bezeme de belirleyici bir rol oynamaktadir.

Sakarya Miizesi kaselerinin geometrik ve figiiratif bilesenlerden olusan bezeme repertuvari, zengin bir anlam
diinyasina isaret etmektedir. Bu zengin anlam diinyasinin géstergeleri motifler ve figiirler olmak tizere iki
ana baslikta incelenebilir.

Motifler

Lotus (Niliifer Cigegi) Motifi

K1'de goriilen lotus motifinin (Fig. 1a-c) kokeni Misir Firavunlar Dénemi’ne dayanmaktadir. Yasam veren
sembolik anlamiyla Levant tizerinden Dogu Akdeniz, Afrika, Bat1 Asya ve Orta Anadolu’ya yayilan bu stilize

motif; Orta Bronz Cagr’'ndan Demir Cagi'na uzanan siiregte varligint korumus ve 6zellikle MO 1. binyilda
biiyiik bir popiilerlik kazanmistir (Neumann, 2023, s. 1)

Lotus motifi Bat1 Asya ve Kuzey Afrikada genel olarak bolluk, bereket ve dogay: simgeler. Ancak bazi tas-
virler, bu motifin belirli tanrilart ve yaraulis, yeniden dogus, sonsuzluk, krallik gibi giiclii kavramlart da
sembolize ettigini gostermektedir (Neumann, 2023, s. 1).

Bu sembolizm dili i¢inde, mezar buluntusu oldugu tahmin edilen K1 numarali 6rnek tizerindeki lotus
motifi, kabin sahibinin yasam ve 6liim algisina dair 6nemli ipuglari sunar. S6z konusu bezeme unsuru, diin-
yevi hayatta bolluk ve bereketin bir gostergesiyken; mezar baglamiyla birlestiginde 6liimden sonraki hayatta
yeniden dogusu ve ebediyeti sembolize eden eskarolojik bir anlam kazanmus olabilir.

Papatya ve Elmas Tipi Rozet Motifi

Sakarya Miizesi 6rneklerinin bezemesinde yer alan rozet motiflerinin siniflandirmasinda Kantor’un (1999,
s. 127-163) rozet tipolojisi benimsenmistir. Morfolojik 6zellikleri nedeniyle Yeni Asur Dénemi’ne ait
oldugu distiniilen K2’nin tondosunda yer alan papatya tipi merkezi rozet madalyonu (Fig. 2a-b; Fig. 3a)
Yakin Dogu'da MO 3. binyildan itibaren bilinmektedir (Woolley, 1927, Pl 162). Ancak bunlar K2 ile
ilgili olamayacak kadar eskidir. Zaman olarak bir tik daha yakin sayilabilecek, MO 18.-16. yiizyila tarih-
lenen, Minos/Myken tipinde rozet benzeri merkezi stislemeye sahip kaseler (Schaefter, 1938, Fig. 41) ile
MO 14. yiizyila tarihlenen merkezi rozetli ve figiirlii bir kise (Strommenger & Hirmer, 1962, Fig. 176,
Color plate XXXII) Ugarit’ te bulunmustur.

K2'nin sahip oldugu papatya tipi merkezi rozet madalyonun Bati Asya 6rneklerinin kokeni igin Smith
(Smith, 1986, s. 34); Megiddoda bulunan bir fildisi kisenin (Loud, 1939, Pl. 27. 147.a-d) halkali rozet
madalyonundan hareketle, Levant bolgesini isaret eder. Bu tip madalyona sahip kase 6rnekleri Nimrud'da da
bulunmustur (Barnett, 1976, PL 111.1, PL. V; Curtis, 2013, Pl. XXXVIII: no: 500, 507).

K2’nin rozet madalyonunun en yakin paralelleri Yeni Asur sanatinda gézlemlenmektedir. Urda bulunmug
bir bronz lahit (Curtis, 1983, Pl. XXVIL.b)’ ile Salmaneser Kalesi ve Til Barsib Vali Saray: gibi 6nemli yapi-
lardaki sirli tugla paneller (Orthmann, 1975, PL. XXI; Reade, 1963, Pl. 9; Winter, 2023, Fig. 4) tizerinde yer

alan rozet bezemeleri, bu motif icin en nitelikli karsilastirma érneklerini sunmaktadir.

K2'nin omphalosu da bezemeli olup (Fig. 2a; Fig. 3a-b), bu bezeme Hasanlu (Smith, 1986, Fig. 5: b Has
60 575), Assur (Curtis, 2013, Pl. XXXVII: 513, Ass VA 7086; Luschley, 1939, Abb. 17 a-b) ve Karkamigta
bulunmus bronz késelerin (Curtis, 2013, PL. XXXVII 513, Ass 12325k; Luschley, 1939, Abb. 18 a-b) bezeme

5 Wolley tarafindan Akhaimenid Dénemi’ne tarihlenen bu lahit (bkz., Wolley, 1962, 53-55), Curtis tarafindan yeniden incelenerek

Yeni Asur iiretimi olarak kabul edilmistir.
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semasinin, kiiciik degisikliler yapilmis, minimal bir versiyonudur. Smith’e gére, Ege 6rneklerinden kéken
alan, MO 2. binyil sonundaki Levant prototipinden gelisen rozet madalyonu, Suriye-Fenike etkisiyle MO 1.
binyilda Asur/ Kuzey Bau Iran bélgesinde gelismis olmalidir (Smith, 1986, s. 74, 85).

Yakin Dogu kiiltiirlerinde kadim bir sembol olan rozet motifi (Colombot, 2008, s. 331), dekoratif bir unsur
olmanin 6tesinde derin bir ikonografik anlam tasir (Winter, 2023, s. 259). Mezopotamya sanatinda Uruk
IV déneminden itibaren Tanrica Iszzr'1 sembolize eden bu motif (Van Buren, 1939, s. 99-107), Babil'deki
Istar Kapist'nda (Strommenger & Hirmer, 1962, s. 124-126) ve Asur'daki Lstar tapinaginda (Andrae, 1935,
PL. 40) tanriganin temsili olarak kullanilmistir. Yeni Asur déneminde tanriganin yildiziyla 6zdeslesen rozet
(Black & Green, 2004, s. 156-157; Compareti, 2007, s. 206), K2’'nin omphalosunda yer alan sekiz yaprakli
elmas rozet madalyonuyla (Fig. 2a; Fig. 3a-b) da benzer bir iliski sergiler. Anadoluda ise Hitit sanatinda
giines diskiyle baglantli bir yildiz veya giines motifi olarak goriilen rozetler (Bittel, 1976); miihiirlerdeki
hiyerogliflerde “yasam” ve “saglik” isareti olarak karsimiza ¢ikar (Ozgiig, 1993, s. 484-485). Bu koklii sem-
bolizm, Karkamis tanrigasinin kabartmasi (Orthman, 1971, Taf. 23.b) ve Salmankdyde bulunan tanriga
basligina da (Roller, 1999, Fig. 11) varligint stirdiirmiistiir.

Rozet motifi, Asur sanatinda MO 9. yiizyildan itibaren tanrisal korumayi ve kraliyet egemenligini simge-
leyen koklii bir nisandir (Riemschneider, 1955). Yeni Asur sanatinda kral ve kraligenin yani sira koruyucu
figiirlerin takilarinda (Curtis & Reade, 2000, Fig. 5-7; Fig. 8; Fig. 201; Albenda, 2000, s.74; Gansell, 2013.
Fig.4) ve kiyafetlerinde (Orthmann, 1975, Fig. 226) siklikla gériilen bu motif (Black & Green, 2004, s.
156-157), Nimrud kralice mezarlarindaki miicevherlerden (Hussein, 2016, Pl. 37.a; PL. 72.a; P1.129b; s. 32,
Pl. 160.g-h; Gansell, 2016, Fig. 8; 2018, Fig. 2:12) elbise apliklerine (Hussein, 2016, P1. 77; PL. 152b), alun
kaselerden (Hussein, 2016, P1. 104.a-b; Pl. 138.a-c, Pl. 139), mobilya parcalarina (Hussein, 2016, P1. 90d)
ve bronz lahitlere (Muscarella, 1988, Fig. 473c) kadar genis bir kullanim alanina sahiptir.

Asur ve Babil etkisiyle Akhaimenid ikonografisine de giren ve Persepolis ile Susa kabartmalarinda yogunla-
san rozetler, I. Dareios’'un ge¢misin gii¢ sembollerini benimseyerek iktidarini megrulagtirma cabasini yansit-
maktadir (Hart, 2016, s. 21). Kozmik diizeni ve taht mesruiyetini destekleyen bu rozet dizileri sahnelerin
sembolik giiciinii pekistirirken (Hart, 2016, s. 26), mezar yapilarindaki varliklari da bu motiflerin yer alu
diinyastyla iligkili sihirli bir erdeme sahip olduguna isaret etmektedir (Herzfeld, 1941, s. 233-234).

Ussishkin, Grobler ve Gansel gibi arastrmacilar, rozetin kraliyet sanatindaki belirgin konumunu; ilahi
korumayi, krallik egemenligini ve otoriteyi temsil eden semboller olarak yorumlar (Gansell, 2013, s. 412;
Grobler, 2021, s. 212; Ussishkin, 1982, s. 15). Silah ve takilarda yer aldiginda, bunlari kullan i¢in muska
gorevi goriir. (Bahrani, 2008, s. 189-193).

Bu motifin pek ¢ok eser tizerindeki varligi ve diizenli tekrart Winter'in da belirttigi tizere, salt dekoratif birer
unsur degil, hitkiimdar araciligiyla saglanan ilahi yasam diizeni ve tarimsal bollugun sembolik mesajlaridir
(Winter, 2023, s. 261).

Bu veriler igiginda, Asur sarayinin i¢c mekanlarindaki gorkemli kabartmalar, duvar resimleri, mobilyalar ve
kraliyet miicevherleriyle uyumlu K2’nin merkezi rozet madalyonu da tanrisal korunmayi, bolluk ve yasami
sembolize ediyor olmasi bakimindan sahibi i¢in 6nem tagimis olmalidir.

Figiirler
Balik

Koleksiyonun en sofistike parcast olan K2'nin govdesine, ayr1 bir bronz levha tizerine kazima teknigiyle
islenmis bir balik figiirti per¢inlenmistir (Fig. 3a, Fig. 3¢). Figiiriin; solungaglar1 iki kavisli ¢izgiyle, goziiniin
ortast noktalt bir daire, pullar1 ise ¢apraz kazima ydntemiyle olusturulan baklava dilimi formunda stilize
edilmistir (Fig. 3c).
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Asur metal sanatinin bir tirtinii olan K2'deki bu figiir, tislup agisindan Asur saray kabartmalarindaki nite-
likli balik tasvirleriyle tam bir birlik i¢indedir (Curtis & Reade, 2000, s. 73; Layard, 1853, Pl. 67b; Winter,
1976b, Fig.5). Ozellikle Sanherib’in Babil seferini (Curtis & Reade, 2000, s. 69) ve Asurbanipal’in Til-Tuba
Savagr’'ni (Curtis & Reade, 2000, s. 73) sahneleyen kabartmalardaki baliklar, Sakarya 6rnegiyle yakin ben-
zerlik gosterir. Figiiriin stili ayrica, Assur ve Ninive mengeli “balik giysili” figiirinlerin kiyafet detaylariyla da
(Black & Green, 2004, s. 18) uyumludur.

K2’nin olast bir mezar baglamindan geldigi dikkate alindiginda tizerindeki balik apligi, sadece dekoratif bir
unsur degil, kokleri Stimer-Akad teolojisine (Tanrt Ea/Enki kiiltii) dayanan bir kozmik sw imgesi olmalidir.
Mezopotamya mitolojisinde balik, su tanrist Enki ile iliskilendirilir (Bottéro, 2000, s. 60).

Asur tasvir ve kabartmalarinda baligin bazi 6zelliklerinin din adamlarina atfedildigi goriilmektedir (Batmaz &
Uhri, 2008, s. 66; Black & Green, 2004, s. 83, 131). Yeni Asur ve Yeni Babil miihiirlerinde siklikla karsimiza
cikan “balik kiyafeti giymis erkek” betimlemeleri (Collon, 2001, Fig. 357; Delaporte, 1923, P1. 90) arastirma-
cilar tarafindan hastaliklart iyilestirici giigler ve kraliyet koruyucular: olarak yorumlanmistir (Black & Green,
2004, s. 82; Moortgat, 1988, Taf. 88; Niederreiter, 2024c, s. 227). Bu figiitlerin kraliyet koruyucusu olma
ozellikleri de Asur etkisiyle Akhaimenid Dénemi’nde de devam etmistir (Kawami, 1972, s. 148, PL. IL. a-b).

Benzer sekilde, Asur ve Urartu diinyasinda koruyucu bir nitelige sahip olan balik figiirii, bolluk ve bereketin
sembolii olarak kabul edilmistir (Batmaz & Uhri, 2008, s. 70). Van Buren, baligin denizden gelmesi sebe-
biyle yeralt diinyastyla iliskili varliklar oldugunu, yasami sembolize etmesi nedeniyle de cenaze térenlerinde
yeniden dogus kavramiyla baglantli olarak kullanildigini 6ne stirmiistiir (Van Buren, 1948, s. 102).

K2’nin mezar baglami ve tizerindeki balik figiirii, bu canlinin tasidig1 yasam sembolizmiyle iliskilendirilme-
lidir. Ziyafet sofralarindan mezar yapisina uzanan bu yolculukta balik figiirii; diinyevi hayatta kap sahibine
saglik, bolluk ve bereket vaat ederken, 6liimden sonraki siirecte ise yeniden dogusu miijdeleyen sembolik bir
anlam tagtyor olmalidur.

Kanatl Giines Diski

K4’tin boynundaki catlag: (Fig. 5a-b) onarmak icin eklenen aplike pargadaki kanatli giines diskinin (Fig. 5a;
Fig. 5¢) kokeni ve anlami tizerine farkli goriisler meveuttur. Winter, bu semboliin MO 3. binyilda Misirda
ortaya ¢ikip MO 2. binyilda Batt Asya'ya gegtigini ve burada krallik sembolii olarak benimsendigini savu-
nur (Winter, 1976a, s. 4). Buna karsin Ornan, Mezopotamyada bu figiiriin krallig1 temsil ettigine dair net
bir kanit bulunmadigini ifade eder (Ornan, 2005, s. 210). Misirda giines tanrisini simgeleyen bu motif
(Ward, 1910, s. 395), Teissier'e gore giinesi temsil etmenin otesinde gesitli anlamlar barindirir (Teissier,
1996, s. 95-101). Anadolu cografyasinda semboliin kazandig1 6zgiin karakter ise MO 2. binyil Hitit diin-
yasinda netlesmektedir. Michaux-Colombot (2008, s. 329-353), Suriye-Hitit kanatl: diskinin Misirdan
miras alindig yoéniindeki genel kabul gérmiis teoriye (Black & Green, 2004, s. 74, 185; Bittel, 1976, s.
246; Collon, 2005, s. 55; Ward, 1910, s. 270-273) karsi ¢tkmaktadir. Yazar, kanatli diskin gelisiminin
Musir sanatsal geleneginden bagimsiz, Stimer kokenli Anzu figiiriine dayanan dzgiin bir ¢izgi izledigini ileri
stirer (Michaux-Colombot, 2008, s. 342-343). Hitit krallarinin kullandig resmi dUTU-Summis (Giinesim)
unvant ile kanatlt giines diski tasarimi arasinda dogrudan bir bag bulundugunu vurgulayarak, bu sembolii
Hitit Kralligr'nin resmi bir amblemi olarak degerlendirmistir (Michaux-Colombot, 2008, s. 330). Benzer
sekilde Ensert de MO 2. binyil Anadolu ikonografisinde kanatli giines kursu ile taglandirilmis figiirlerin
dogrudan Hitit kraliyet ailesi {iyelerini temsil ettigini ve bu semboliin egemenlik megruiyetini simgeleyen
temel bir kraliyet nisani oldugunu savunmaktadir (Ensert, 2005, s. 37-38). Bununla birlikte, literatiirde bu
semboliin oncelikli olarak Giines Tanrist'nin ilahi varligint ve goksel egemenligini temsil ettigini ileri stiren
aragtirmacilar da mevcuttur (Alp, 2003, s. 27; Bossert, 1957, s. 97-98; Giiterbock, 1993, s. 226).Yakin
Dogu sanatinda genellikle diger gorsel unsurlarin en iistiinde konumlandirilan bu figiiriin, panteonun basin-
daki bitytik tanrilart temsil ettigi yoniinde goriisler de mevcuttur (Ornan, 2005, s. 234). Kanatli giines diski
ikonografisi LeMon’a gore genellikle krallarin korunmastyla iliskilidir (LeMon, 2010, s. 152).



158 TUBA-AR38/2026 Handan YILDIZHAN

K4’te yer alan kanatli giines diski (Fig. 5¢); tek parca yatay cizgili, dikdortgen formunda diiz kanatlara,
merkezi yuvarlak bir diske ve 1sinsal olarak disa agilan kabarik kuyruk tiiylerine sahiptir. Bu ikonografik
ozelliklerin en yakin paralelleri Yeni Asur miihiir sanat (Niederreiter, 2000, Cat. No. 57; 2024a, s. 354,
Fig. 13; 2024b, Fig. 9; 2024c, s. 197, cat. no. 50; 2025, s. 93, Fig. 7.2; Niederreiter & Lérincz, 2025, PL
3, 6) ve stellerinde (Lauinger & Baltuk, 2015, Fig. 10) goriilmektedir. Ayrica bu figiir, bronz Lamastu plag
tizerindeki tanr1 Samays temsil eden kanatli giines diskiyle (Niederreiter & Roboz, 2024, s. 289-290, cat.no.
86) yakin benzerlik sergilemektedir.

Geg Asur tarzi kanatli giines diskleri, miihiir sanatinda 6zellikle IT. Sargon Dénemi’nde 6nemli bir rol oynar
(Van der Veen, 2020, pp. 155-162). Asur sanatinda bu semboliin yorumlanmasina dair iki temel goris
bulunmaktadir: Semboliin Orta ve Yeni Asur'da ya Tanri Ashur'u (Waeha & Al Tounsi, 2024, s. 10) ya da
Giines Tanrist Samags’1 (Curtis & Reade, 2000, s. 184) temsil ettigi savunulmaktadir. Yeni Asur stelleri ve
kaya kabartmalarindaki epigrafik veriler, semboliin Samas ile 6zdeslestigine isaret ederken (Ornan, 2005,
s. 212; Seidl, 1989, s. 235; Wacha & Al Tounsi, 2024, s. 6), Ornan (2005, s. 213) semboliin birden fazla
tanriy1 temsil etme olasiligint vurgular. Benzer sekilde Lambert, bu semboliin kullanim baglamina gore her
iki tanriy1 da temsil edebilecegi goriisiindedir (Lambert, 1985, s. 429).

Akhaimenid Dénemi sanatinda hem bagimsiz hem de kompozisyonlar i¢inde yer alan kanatli giines diski,
genellikle diger figiirlerin {izerinde konumlandirilir (Miller, 2007, s. 57). Kus kanatlari, kuyruk ve bir daire-
den olusan bu motif; giines, ruh veya krallik sembolii olarak tanimlansa da $ahbazi’ye gore Med-Akhaimenid
Dénemi’ndeki karsiligtyla £bvarenah’s (tanri vergisi talih) temsil etmektedir (Sahbazi, 1980, s. 119-147). Boyce
(1982, 5. 102-103), Soudavar (2003, s. 3) ve Eduljee (2013, s. 2) gibi aragtirmacilar da figiiriin; askeri bagari, iyi
sans ve zaferle artan otorite gibi genel kabul gormiis £hvarenah niteliklerini yansituigi goriisiindedir.

Asur karinali kise formuna sahip ve Erken Akhaimenid Dénemi’ne tarihlenen K4 tizerindeki bu disk, Asur
ikonografisini yasatan gelenekselci sanatgilarin bir irtint olabilir. Diger yandan, Perslerin askeri ve siyasi agi-
dan Asur krallarinin halefi oldugu gercegi goz oniine alindiginda; bu semboliin kullanimi tipk: I. Dareios'un
Behistun kabartmalarinda oldugu gibi (Root, 1979, s. 213-214), s6z konusu halefligi sanat yoluyla vurgula-
yan bilingli bir tercih olarak da yorumlanabilir.

K4 tizerindeki kanatli giines diski, yalnizca islevsel bir tamirat pargasi degildir. Bu figiiriin kullanim yerindeki
bilingli tercih hem kap hem de sahibi tizerinde saglanacak tanrisal korumaya duyulan inancin bir gostergesi
olabilir. Figiiriin merkezindeki diskin giinesle olan iliskisi, 1s11n karanlik ve kétiiliik tizerindeki hakimiyetini
simgeler; zira her giin dogan giines, her giin yeni bir yaraulisi ifade eder (Cornelius, 1990, s. 25-43). Bu
bakimdan mezar baglamindan geldigi diisiiniilen K4'teki bu figiir, 6limden sonraki yasamda ilahi bir varli-
gin koruyuculugunu ve ebedi yasam umudunu sembolize etmis olabilir.

Frig Lotuslu Kaselerinin Bezeme Kékenine Dair Yeni Bir Oneri

K1 katalog numarali kasenin yogun yaprakli lotus tasarimina dair farkli gériisler mevcuttur. Luschey, bu
motifin Misir ve Suriye-Fenike etkili Arkaik fon iiretimi oldugunu savunsa da (Luschey, 1939, s. 121), bu
yorumu sundugunda yalnizca Gordion III Tiimiiliisii verilerine sahipti. Oysa bu tipin MO 740’ tarihlenen
en erken drneklerinin Gordion MM Tiimiilistinde agiga cikarilmasi (Young, 1981, Fig. 86-93, PL. 68-70)
koken tartismalarini degistirmistir. Nitekim s6z konusu tasarimin Gordion'daki S1, S2, Z, | tiimiiltslerinde
(Kohler, 1995, PL. 65; Fig. 60B-C, Pl. 75.C; PL. 81D; Fig. 25A; PL. 33A, P1.35B-C), Ankara civari tiimiiliis
buluntularinda (Ozgﬁg & Akok, 1947, Lev. 10, Res.18; Lev. 20, Resim. 40; Lev. 22:45; Bulug 1979) ve hatta
Gordion mengseili cam bir kise 6rneginde (Jones, 2005, Fig. 8.4) belgelenmesi, bu kaselerin 6zgiin birer Frig
tiretimi oldugunu kanitlamigtir.

Mellink, iginsal ¢igek bezemeli bu kaselerin, Frig halkalt mesomphalos kiasesi ile oryantal ¢igek kasesinin bir
melezi oldugunu belirtmektedir. Arastirmaciya gore Frigya sanatgilari, Yakindogu etkisiyle bu formu gelisti-
rerek dzgiin ve islevsel bir yaptya kavusturmuglardir (Mellink, 1981, s. 235).
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Frigyada bu tiir bir siisleme geleneginin 6nciilii bulunmadigini belirten Smith, lotus motifin kokeni icin
Suriye’yi 6nermektedir. Bu goriisiiniit Nimrud (Barnett, 1974, Pl. 30, S36d) ve Megiddo (Loud, 1939, PL
13: 55-56; Pl. 28:148; Pl. 29: 151.a-b) buluntusu lotus bezemeli Suriye tarz:1 fildisi eserlere dayandiran
arastirmact; Gordion késelerindeki genis oluklu gobegi ise yerel bir Frig katkisi olarak degerlendirir (Smith,
1986, s. 71). Yazar, bu grubu kendi tipolojisinde “B1” desenli 6rneklerden tiireyen “1C-II” tipi iginde sinuf-
landirmaktadir (Smith, 1986, s. 71-72).

Smith’in (1986, s. 72) lotuslu kaselerin siislemesine dair Frig sanatinda siireklilik gosteren yerel bir gelenegin
bulunmadigi yoniindeki tespiti; kanimizca Anadolu’nun zengin ikonografik birikimi géz ard1 edilerek yapil-
mus bir degerlendirmedir.

Mevcut ikonografik veriler, ele alinan lotus bezemesinin (Fig. 6¢) kokenini, Anadolu’nun kendi sanatsal gelene-
gindeki koklii bir siireklilik ve doniisiim siireciyle aciklayabilecegimizi gostermektedir. Safakta acilip giin bati-
minda kapanmasi ve radyal yaprak yapisi nedeniyle giines sembolizmiyle dogrudan iliskilendirilen bu motifin
(Caneva, ve ark., 2023, s. 17) Anadolu sanatindaki en erken 6rnegi; Naumann (1955, s. 70) tarafindan MO
13. ylizyila tarihlendirilen Konya Eflatunpinar Anie’nin giiney cephesindeki (Erbil & Mouthon, 2012, s. 70)
Giines Tanricast polosunda yer almaktadir (Fig. 6a-b). S6z konusu ikonografik detayin tespitinden hareketle,
bu ¢alismada Eflatunpinar Tanrigasi'nin giines halesinin, Frig lotuslu késelerinin bezeme motifi icin prototip
olusturmus olabilecegi goriisii bir hipotez olarak onerilmektedir. MO 13. yiizyila tarihlenen bu anit ile ilk
ornekleri MO 8. yiizyilin fiiincii geyregine tarihlenen kaseler arasindaki bu dekoratif aktarimdaki 500 yillik
kronolojik siireg, heniiz kesin bir stilistik stireklilik kaniti sunmakla birlikte; epigrafik ve arkeolojik veriler 151-
ginda giiglenen, bir etkilesim modeli gergevesinde degerlendirilebilir.

2019 yilinda Konya-Tiirkmen-Karahdyiik’te bunan bir yazit (TKH1), Osborne ve meslektaslarinin énerisine
gore Biiyiik Kral tinvant tagtyan K/Hartapu adinda bir Hitit sonrast hitkiimdarinin, genellikle Frigya'y: ifade
ettigi diisiiniilen, Muska Ulkesi iizerindeki zaferini ve ardindan kendisine karsi ¢tkan 13 kralin yenilgisini
anlatmaktadir (Osborne ve ark., 2020, s. 20). Yazit arastirmacilar tarafindan 6nce MO 8. ylizyila, Hartapu'nun
hitkiimranligs ise MO. 8. yiizyilin baglarina tarihlenmistir (Goedegebuure ve ark., 2020, s. 40). Bu arastir-
macilara gére TKH1 de anlatilan Frigyanin fethi “mutlaka tam bir yenilgiye isaret etmez, Frigya toprakla-
rina yapilan baskinlara isaret ediyor olabilir ve bu da Hartapu'nun Mita ile ¢agdas oldugunu gostermekeedir”
(Goedegebuure ve ark., 2020, s. 41). Yazitn tarihlendirilmesine 2024 yilinda geri donen Goedegebuure (2024,
5. 461) son olarak yazit icin MO 9. yiizyil sonlarindan sekizinci yiizyila kadar bir tarihlendirme Gnerir.

Hawkins ve Weeden (2021, s. 393) bu yazitin metin ve igerigini farkli bir sekilde yorumlamakta, Muskadan
bahsedilen bolimii Kizildag 4 (KZLD4) yaziunin bir pastisi olarak degerlendirmektedir.

Son yillarda, genel olarak Midas 6ncesi Frigya tek bir birlesik krallik degil, Frig kiiltiiriiniin bircok 6zelligini
paylasan bir dizi kiigiik krallik olarak diistiniilmektedir (Summers, 2023, s. 125). Osborne ve Massa (2022, s.
98) TKH1 ve KZLD4 yazitlarinda ad1 gecen Muska'nin, kral Midas'in giineydoguya dogru genislemesinden
onceki Frigya kralligini ifade etigi olasiligs iizerinde durmakeadir. MO 9. ve 8. yiizyillar arasinda Frigya'nin
siyasi orgiitlenmesi sorununu yeniden ele alan Santini (2024, s. 84-86) Hartapu'nun Muska etnonimini,
aralarinda Frigya ve Muski hiikiimdarlarinin da bulundugu ¢ok etnikli bir koalisyon i¢in kisaltma olarak
kullandigini 6ne stirmektedir. Benzer bir sekilde, TKH1 ve Topada yazitini birlikte degerlendiren D’Alfonso
ise Muska'yr hem 13 kral ile hem de Wasusarma’'nin diigmanini Friglerle 6zdeslestirerek, bu yazitlarda anlat-
lan olaylari, MO 9. yiizyilin sonundaki, Frig-Muski koalisyonu ile Hitit sonrast kanton devletler arasindaki
miicadele olarak yorumlamaktadir (D’Alfonso, 2024, s. 28-31, Fig. 7).

Yukaridaki saurlarda gorildigi gibi TKH1 yazitin icerigine ve tarihine iligkin farkli gériisler sz konusu
olmakla birlikte; bu yazit ve 2021 yilinda Massa ve Osborne tarafindan yiizey arastirmasinda tespit edilen,
MO. 9-8. yiizyila tarihlenen, Gordion tarzt bej tizerine kahverengi bezemeli bir seramik parcast (Massa &
Osborne, 2022, s. 91; Osborne & Massa 2024, Fig. 8) Frig siyasi ve kiiltiirel niifuzunun Konya Ovas’'na
kadar uzandigint agik¢a ortaya koymaktadur.
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Diger yandan Gordion Yassi Hoyiik'te Hitit sonrast bir gelenekle temasin kaniti olarak kabul edilen
orthostat ve kabartmalar giin 1s1gina ¢ikarulmistir (Sams, 1989). D’Alfonso bu kabartmalarda goriilen
etkinin dogrudan Suriye-Hitit diinyasindan kaynaklanmaktan ziyade Giiney Orta Anadolu kaynakli da
oldugunu ileri siirer. D’Alfonso (2024, s. 21-24, Fig. 3.a-c); Gordion YHSS 6B evresine ait Megaron 2’de
bulunan kazima ¢izimler (Roller, 2009, s. 148) ile bir orthostat kabartmasindan yola ¢ikarak, bu verilerin
yalnizca Suriye-Hitit figiiratif sanatiyla paralellik gostermedigini, aynt zamanda MO 10. ve 9. yiizyillarda
Giineydogu Anadolu Platosu ile var olan giiclii bir baga da isaret ettigini belirtir. Nitekim D’Alfonso,
Alisar IV seramiklerinin en erken 6rneklerinin de YHSS 6B baglaminda ele gegtigine dikkat gekerek; bu
buluntu grubunun, Ge¢ Hitit figiiratif kabartmalari ve orthostatlariyla ayni kronolojik evreyi paylasti-
gint ifade eder. Aragtirmaci ayrica Hitit sonrast ikonografik gelenegin benimsenmesini, dogrudan Kuzey
Suriye ile kurulan iligkilerden ziyade, Giiney Orta Anadolu'daki Geg Hitit kanton devletleriyle gerceklesen
etkilesimlerin bir sonucu olarak degerlendirir (D’Alfonso, 2024, s. 26). Benzer sekilde Matessi de Orta
Anadolu ve giiney arasindaki kiiltiir transferini yonlendiren baglanti modellerinin son derece karmagik
oldugu ve yalnizca Toroslar 6tesi temaslarla agiklanamayacagini ifade etmektedir (Matessi, 2025, s. 59).
Ayrica Osborne ve Massa'nin da ortaya koydugu iizere, Giiney Orta Anadolu MO. 11. ve 10. yiizyildan
itibaren farkli iktidarlar temsil geleneklerinin kargilastigi ve déniisiime ugradigs dinamik bir etkilesim
alani 6zelligine sahiptir (Osborne & Massa, 2024, s. 405).

Gerek Turkmen-Karahoyiik (TKH1) yazit, gerek D’Alfonso’nun Gordion'un YHSS 6B baglamindaki orz-
hostad ve seramik degerlendirmeleri, gerekse Roller'in Gordion Megaron 2'deki tespitleri; Orta Anadolu
Platosu’nun giineyi ile Frigya arasindaki baglantunin Midas 6ncesi dénemde kurulmus olduguna isaret
etmektedir. Bu baglamda, Tiirkmen-Karahoyiik cevresinde yer alan Eflatunpinar gibi anitsal kabartmalarin
ve s0z konusu ikonografik repertuvarin, bu iliskiler ag1 icerisinde Frigler tarafindan gozlemlenmis olabilecegi
distiniilebilir. Bu durumda lotus motifinin Frig sanatina dahil edilmesini, yalnizca Toros Daglari’'nin Stesin-
deki Suriye kokenli dolayl: etkilerle aciklamak yerine; Orta Anadolu Platosu ile kurulan bu temas sayesinde,
“komsu bélgelerin gii¢ ve otoriteyi temsil eden unsurlarinin benimsenmesi ve donstiiriilmesi” (D’Alfonso,
2024, s. 24) stireciyle gerceklesmis olabilecegi ileri siiriilebilir.

Degerlendirme ve Sonug

Sakarya Miizesi envanterine miisadere yoluyla kazandirilan kiselerin buluntu yeri ve stratigrafisi belirsiz olsa
da form ve ikonografi tizerinden yapilan kargilagtirmali analizler; buluntu baglami, kronoloji, atélye ve iko-
nografi odakli bazi tespit ve 6nerilerde bulunmaya olanak sunar.

Késelerin buluntu baglami, kullanim alanlariyla dogrudan iliskilidir; nitekim bu formlarin ziyafet, hedi-
yelesme, ganimet (Layard, 1853, Pl. XXXV), vergi/hara¢ ve mezar baglamlarindaki rolleri belgelenmistir.
Genellikle alkollii igeceklerle bagdastirilan metal kaplar (Baaklini, 2016; McGovern, 2003, s. 279-298),
Frig, Asur ve Akhaimenid elitlerinin ziyafet sofralarinin temel bilesenidir (Baaklini & Spruyt, 2024, s. 275;
Mellink, 1981, s. 233, 236). Formlarin kraliyetle bagt (Nylander, 1999), harag seklinde sunuldugunu (Oates
& Oates, 2001, s. 53, Fig. 27) ve kokleri Eski Babil/Mari’ye uzanan bir gelenekle (Radner, 1999-2001, p.
21) konuklara ve vasallara armagan edildigini gosterir (Gunter & Root, 1998, s. 26; Hunt, 2015, s. 180).
Akhaimenid Imparatorlugu icinde de karsilik bulan bu diplomatik hediyelesme uygulamast, yerel elitlerle
iligkileri giiclendirmenin merkezindedir (Miller, 2010, s. 856; Sancisi & Weerdenburg, 1989, s. 133-135).
Diger taraftan Frig (Kohler, 1995; Young, 1981), Asur (Hussein, 2016) ve Akhaimenid Dénemi (Moorey,
1980, Fig. 6; C)zgen ve ark., 1996) mezarlarinda bulunan kase 6rnekleri, bunlarin yaygin ve prestijli birer
mezar hediyesi olarak kullanildigint da kanitlamaktadir.

Sakarya Miizesi 6rneklerinin iyi korunmusluk diizeyleri ve tipolojik paralellerinin genellikle mezar bagla-
mina dayanmasi, seckinlere ait mezar hediyeleri olma ihtimallerini kuvvetlendirmektedir. Bununla birlikte,
bu buluntularin tek bir merkezden mi geldigi yoksa farkli merkezlerden gelen heterojen bir topluluk olup
olmadig; belirsizligini korumaktadir.
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Frig lotuslu kaselerinin bir 6rnegi olan K1; Frigya tiimiiliislerindeki benzerleri isiginda MO 8. yiiz-
yil sonu-7. yiizyilin Gi¢lincii ¢eyregi arasina ve Frig kraliyet tislubunun takipgisi bir Frig atélyesinin
iiretimi olabilir. K2 ve K3 morfolojik ve bezeme unsurlart bakimindan MO 8. yiizyil sonu-7. yiizyil
sonu araliginda faaliyet gosteren Asur atélyelerine atfedilebilir. K4 6rnegi ise MO 6. yiizyilda Yeni
Asur sanat gelenegini stirdiiren bir Akhaimenid Dénemi at6lyesinin tiretimi olarak degerlendirilebilir.
Pfrommer’in (1987, s. 46) Erken Akhaimenid Donemi metal kap repertuvarina dair verilerin kisicli-
ligina yonelik tespiti dikkate alindiginda; K4 numarali kise, s6z konusu evreye ait bir érnek olarak
literatiirdeki bu kronolojik ve tipolojik boslugun daraltilmasina nitelikli bir katki saglamaktadir.

K2 ve K4 numarali késelerin iiretim tekniklerine yonelik analizler, bu eserlerin yalnizca tipolojik ve
islevsel 6zellikleriyle degil, ayni zamanda yiizey kurgularindaki estetik yaklagimlari yansitmalari baki-
mindan da 6nemli birer arkeolojik veri olduklarini ortaya koymakrtadir. Miize koleksiyonunun en 6zgiin
orneklerinden biri olan K2 numarali kisenin bezeme programindaki balik figiirii, kabin sivi1 ile olan
iliskisini belirginlestiren bir unsur olarak degerlendirilebilir. Kéaseye sivi dolduruldugunda, 1sik kiril-
mast ve stvinin devinimiyle baligin ‘yiiziiyormus® izlenimi vermesi, nesnenin kullanim siirecinde ortaya
ctkan bir gorsel etkidir.® Antik Cag yeme-igme kiiltiiriindeki olasi bir sagirtmaca deneyimine isaret eden
bu durum, kisenin ziyafet ortaminda teatral bir islev yiiklenmis olabilecegini diisiindiirmektedir.

K2 numarali kasenin bezeme unsurlari {izerinden yapmis oldugumuz estetik okumalar, antik zanaat-
karin niyetine dair kesin bir kanit iddiast tastmamakla birlikte; sunulan etnoarkeolojik veriler 1s181nda,
nesnenin kullanici tizerindeki potansiyel etkisine yonelik bir yorum onerisi olarak degerlendirilmelidir.
Benzer sekilde basit bir yama parcasindan ¢ok daha fazlast oldugu anlagilan K4’tin kanatli giines diskli
apligi, Akhaimenid Donem metal kap ustalarinin estetik tasrim diinyasini somutlastiran 6ziin bir veri
olarak okunabilir.

K1 numarali 6rnegin ikonografik analizi, bu tip késelerdeki lotus motifinin kokenine dair mevcut
gorislerin yeniden gozden gegirilmesine olanak saglamistir. Bu galisma, kaselerin 6zgiin birer Frig yara-
tumi oldugu konusunda MellinK’in goriisiinii disglamamakla birlikte, bu yaratim stirecine etki eden kiil-
tiirel baglama Giiney Orta Anadolu/Hitit mirasinin da eklenebilecegini hipotetik olarak dnermektedir.

Sakarya Miizesi kaseleri, form niteliklerinin 6tesinde sahip olduklari bezeme programlariyla zengin bir
anlam diinyasina da stk tutmaktadir. Bu dogrultuda K2 tizerindeki rozet motifleri ile balik figiirii ve
K4 tizerindeki kanatli giines diski sembolii, Yakin Dogu ikonografisindeki kadim sembolik dilin 6zgiin
birer temsilcisidir.

Bu caligma; Sakarya Miizesi envanterine miisadere yoluyla dihil edilen dért kése tizerinden, arkeolojik
baglamindan kopmus miize malzemelerinin, uygun metodolojik yaklasimlarla ele alindig: takdirde yeni
bilimsel katkilar sunabilecek kiymetli birer veriye doniisebilecegini agik¢a ortaya koymaktadir.

Sonug olarak; miize koleksiyonunda yer alan ve MO 8-6. yiizyillar arasina tarihlenen bu eserlerin
biitiinii, mevcut kosullar ve miize izinlerinin elverdigi 6l¢iide tipolojik, ikonografik ve iiretim tekno-
lojisi odakl: olarak biitiinciil bir yaklasimla incelenmistir. Elde edilen gorsel veriler kaplarin iiretim
teknolojisi ve ikonografisi hakkinda 6nemli ¢ikular sunsa da, ilerleyen siireclerde (izin alinabilirse)
gerceklestirilecek analitik ¢aligmalarin, eserlerin tiretim teknolojilerine dair bilgileri derinlestirecegi ve
hammadde kaynaklarini aydinlatacagi 6ngoriilmektedir.

6 Bezer bir gorsel etki bugiin Giineydogu Anadolu bslgesinde kullanilan hamam taslarinda da goriilmektedir. Bu rneklerde balik

figiirii govdesi hareketli parcalardan olugur. Omphalos iizerine yerlestirilen bu figiir, bir pim yardimiyla 360 derece dénebilen
ozellige sahiptir. Baligin govde parcalarinin arasina dolan su, figiiriin hareket etmesini saglayarak ylizme efekti yaratir.
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Tesekkiir

Bu calisma, Sakarya Miize Mudiirlugiintin 20.12.2022 tarihli ve 77698839.155-3283416 sayili izniyle
gergeklestirilmistir. Sakarya Miizesi kaselerini calismaya beni tegvik eden, miizenin eski uzmanlarindan,
gliniimiizde ise Troia Miizesi'nde gorev yapmakta olan Arkeolog Yeliz Kocayaz'a igtenlikle siikranlarimi
sunarim. Ayrica, miizedeki belgeleme calismalari sirasinda sagladiklar destek ve kolaylik icin Sakarya Miize
Midiirligi'ne ve miize uzmanlarina tesekkiir ederim.

Calismanin kaynakeasinda yer alan bazi yayinlara ulasmami sagladiklari i¢in degerli meslektaslarim; Emine
Koker Gokee, Hiiseyin Erpehlivan, Yal¢in Kamig'a siikranlarimi sunar; arastirma siirecinde kiitiiphane imkan-
larindan yararlanmamu saglayan Tiirk Tarih Kurumu ve Nevsehir Hact Bektag Veli Universitesi Kiitiiphanesi
calisanlarina tegekkiirii borg bilirim.

Katalog

Katalogda yer alan kaplarin teknik ¢izim ve fotograf ¢ekimleri makalenin yazar1 tarafindan gergeklestirilmis-
tir. Katalogda yer alan kisaltmalar: A: Agirlik, Ag: Agiz Capi, gr: Gram h: Yiikseklik, K: Kase, Miiz. Ev. No:
Miize Envanter Numarasi, K: Kase.

Si1g Kaseler

Basit agiz kenarli s1§ kase (Frig lotuslu kése). Fig. 1a-c
K1- Miiz. Env. No:2012-116(A), Sekil la-c. Ag: 20,6 cm, h: 5,1 cm, A: 361,69 cm, A:361,69gr. Teknik:

Dévme, repoussé.

Karinali pseudo-ombaloslu s1g kise. Fig. 2a-c, Fig. 3a-c

K2- Miiz. Env. No:2012-112(A), Sekil 2a-c; Sekil 3a-c. A¢:15,5 cm, h: 3,8 cm, A: 184,68gr. Teknik: Dévme,
aplike, kazima.

Derin Kaseler

Karinali yuvarlak govdeli derin kise. Fig. 4a-b
K3- Miiz. Env. No:2012-115(A), Sekil 4a-b. A¢:18 cm, h:7,3 cm, A: 320,57 gr. Teknik: Dévme, kazima.

Karinali omphaloslu derin kase Fig. 5a-c
K4- Miiz. Env. No:2012-114(A), Sekil 5a-c. Ag:15 cm, h: 7,1 cm, A: 159,34 gr. Teknik: Dovme, aplike.
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Extended Abstract

AN EVALUATION OF IRON AGE BRONZE BOWLS AT THE
SAKARYA MUSEUM AND THE DECORATION OF
PHRYGIAN LOTUS BOWLS

ne of the primary objectives of this research is to examine a group of bronze bowls preserved in
O the inventory of the Sakarya Museum through the method of analogy, based on archaeological and
epigraphic evidence, to determine their typological and iconographic characteristics, as well as their
significance within the metal vessel industry of the Iron Age. Additionally, having inspired from a Phrygian
lotus bowl within the group, this study seeks to propose a new interpretative framework for ongoing debates
concerning the origin of the decorative repertoire of the bowls. The proposed framework will essentially be

centred around the Eflacunpinar Monument, and the Hittite cultural heritage of Southern Central Anatolia.

Given that the findspot of these bowls cannot be securely established, their evaluation relies on an analytical
approach. In this regard, an analogical assessment has been undertaken, drawing upon the archaeological,
iconographic, and epigraphic evidence available in the current literature.

For a formal analysis of the Sakarya Museum bowls, the typological classifications taken into consideration
include those proposed in the following studies on Iron Age metal and ceramic vessels: Luschey (1939),
Abka’i-Khavari (1988), Smith (1986), Adachi (1997), and Curtis (2013), as well as those ceramic typologies
discussed by Jamieson (2012) and Blaylock (2016). In addition, samples obtained from Phrygian tumuli
(Dortliik et al., 1988; Kohler, 1995; Ozgiig—Akok, 1947; Ozkan, 1990; Young, 1981), along with samples
from settlements such as Deve Hoyiik (Moorey, 1986) and Ur, were also examined which provide compar-
ative material yielding parallels to the Sakarya Museum bronze bowls. Our iconographic analyses further
benefited from epigraphic evidence of (Goedegebuure, 2024; Thureau-Dangin, 1912), and archaeological
data (Curtis & Reade, 2000; Curtis, 2013; Erbil & Mouthon, 2012; Kohler, 1995) gathered in Near East
and Southern Central Anatolia.

Although the original provenance and stratigraphic context of the bowls acquired by the Sakarya Museum
through institutional acquisition remain uncertain, comparative analyses based on form and iconography
have enabled significant determinations and proposals regarding their archaeological context, chronology,
workshop, and iconography.

Within this framework, the K1 (Fig. 1a-c), representing the Phrygian lotus bowl type, may be attributed—
on the basis of parallels from Phrygian tumuli (Young, 1981; Kohler, 1995)—to a Phrygian workshop fol-
lowing the Phrygian royal style and active between the late eighth century BCE and the third quarter of the
seventh century BCE. The K2 (Fig. 2a-c; Fig. 3a-c), a characteristic example of the Neo-Assyrian carinated
bowl type, exhibits close similarities to finds from Nimrud, Ashur, and Zincirli (Curtis, 2013; Luschey,
1939) and, the K3 (Fig. 4a-b), a round-bodied carinated bowl, demonstrates strong affinities with “palace
ware” ceramics and metal bowls from centres such as Nimrud, Tell Ahmar, and Tille Mound. Considering
these analogies, K2 and K3 may plausibly be attributed to Assyrian workshops operating between the late
eighth and late seventh centuries BCE. The K4 (Fig. 5a-b), due to its formal characteristics and close parallels
with both Neo-Assyrian bowls (Hamilton, 1966; Miglus, 1996) and Achaemenid examples (Moorey, 1980),
may be interpreted as the product of a Achaemenid workshop that perpetuated the Neo-Assyrian artistic
tradition during the sixth centuries BCE. Considering Pfrommer’s (1987) observation regarding the limited
amount of evidence for the early Achaemenid metal vessel repertoire, K4 contributes important new data
concerning form type and manufacturing technique, thereby helping to narrow a significant chronological
and typological gap in the existing literature.
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Analyses of manufacturing techniques of the bowls reveal that K2 (Fig 3a, Fig. 3¢) and K4 (Fig. 5¢) are dis-
tinctive not only in their typological and functional characteristics but also in their aesthetic qualities, man-
ifested respectively through the illusion of movement created on their surfaces and the aesthetic approaches
reflected in ancient repair practices. The visual richness oriented toward the moment of use, together with
the deliberate symbolism embedded within the repair process, demonstrates that Iron Age metalworkers
successfully combined technical expertise with uninterrupted aesthetic continuity. The examined objects
materialize the technical and artistic interventions occurred throughout the lifecycle of an artifact. In this
respect, these samples constitute living evidence documenting the evolution of technological knowledge
and aesthetic perception in ancient metal vessel production, thereby offering an original contribution to the
literature as tangible proof of this artistic tradition.

Disussions and Conclusion

The iconographic analysis of the bowl labelled as K1 proposes a new interpretative model for the lotus
motif (Fig. la-c; Fig. 6¢) in Phrygian art, situating it within the Hittite cultural heritage of Anatolia instead
of traditional theories that explain the motif solely through Near Eastern and Syria-Levantine influence.
Indeed, the earliest known Anatolian example of the motif appears as the solar halo adorning the polos of
the Sun Goddess (Fig. 6a-b) at the Eflatunpinar Monument of Konya, dated to the thirteenth century BCE
(Naumann, 1955, p. 70). The geographical region in which the Tiirkmen-Karahoyiik (TKH1) inscrip-
tion (Goedegebuure, 2024) and Phrygian-type ceramics (Massa & Osborne, 2022) have been documented,
demonstrates that the Phrygians were in contact with the post-Hittite canton state of Southern Central
Anatolia from the ninth century BCE onward. Considering the possibility that the Phrygians may have
directly encountered the Eflatunpinar Monument during these interactions, it is proposed that they may
subsequently have incorporated the lotus motif into their own artistic repertoire.

The bowls examined in this study reflect an aesthetic equilibrium between functionality and symbolism.
In particular, the daisy-shaped and diamond-shaped rosette motifs visible on K2 reflect profound symbolic
meanings beyond mere ornamentation. In Neo-Assyrian and Achaemenid art, such motifs are widely under-
stood as emblems symbolizing royal authority, divine protection, and cosmic order (Gansell, 2013; Grobler,
2021; Hart, 2016; Ussishkin, 1982). In this context, the rosettes located on the tondo and omphalos of
K2 must have contained a symbolic message expressing divine protection, abundance-prosperity, and the
continuity of life for its owner. The fish figure depicted on the same vessel similarly derives from the “cosmic
water” imagery rooted in the cult of Enki/Ea, the Mesopotamian god of wisdom and water in Sumerian-
Akkadian theology (Van Buren, 1948). Within this iconographic framework, the motif symbolized health
and abundance in worldly life, while in funerary contexts it represented rebirth and divine safekeeping
(Bottéro, 2007).

Likewise, the winged solar disk featured on K4 (Fig. 5¢), functioning as a repair patch, constitutes one of
the most powerful symbols of royal authority and divine protection in Western Asia (LeMon, 2010), with
origins extending back to Egypt during third-millennium BCE (Winter, 1976a). The deliberate placement
of this figure on K4 not only repaired a physical defect but also endowed the vessel and its owner with the
protection of a celestial power, thereby assuming an apotropaic function.

Finally, this study of four bowls from the Sakarya Museum’s collection acquired through institutional proce-
dures, demonstrates most clearly how artifacts lacking a primary archaeological context can be transformed
into meaningful scientific outputs through typological analogy and iconographic analysis.
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Figiir 1
a~c: K1, Basit agiz kenarli kase (Frig lotuslu kase), Sakarya Miizesi / a-c: KT, Plain-rimmed bow! (Phrygian lotus bowl), Sakarya
Museum.
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Figiir 2
a~c: K2, Karinali pseudo-ompholoslu sig kase , Sakarya Miizesi. / a-c: K2, Carinated shallow bow! with a pseudo-omphalos,
Sakarya Museum.
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Figiir 3
a: K2, Tondo detay, b: K2, Omphalos detay, c: K2, Balik detay, Sakarya Miizesi / a: K2, Tondo detail, b: K2, Omphalos detail,
c: K2, Fish detail, Sakarya Museum.
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Figiir 4
a~b: K3, Karinali yuvarlak gévdeli derin kase, Sakarya Miizesi [ a-b: K3, Carinated deep bow! with a rounded body, Sakarya
Museum.

AN

Figir 5
a~b: K4, Karinali omphaloslu derin kase, c: K4, Kanatli gtines diski detay, Sakarya Miizesi [ a-b: K4, Carinated deep bowl with
an omphalos, c: K4, Winged sun disk detail, Sakarya Museum.
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Figiir 6

a: Eflatunpinar Aniti, Gines Tanricasi (Guiney platform), Kaynak: Anil, 2017 / b: Giines Tannigasi polos detay, Kaynak: Bilgin,
2018, ¢ K1, lotus motifi detay / a: Eflatunpinar Monument, Sun Goddess (southern platform). Source: Anil. 2017, b: Sun
Goddess polos detail, Source: Bilgin, 2018, c: K1, Lotus motif detail.
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6zet

Bu ¢alisma, Yeni Assur Devleti’nin Zagroslar'a yonelik dogu politikasi ¢ercevesinde Ellipi Kralligi'nin siyasi
konumunu, tarihsel gelisimini ve Bat Iran'daki kiiltiirel baglamini incelemektedir. Aragtirmanin temel amaci,
Assur kraliyet yazitlart ile arkeolojik ve cografi verileri birlikte degerlendirmek, Ellipi Kralligr'nin Zagros
cografyasindaki roliinii anlamak ve Luristan bélgesiyle olan iliskilerini tartismakur. Caligmada II1. Salmanasar,
III. Tiglat-pileser, II. Sargon, Sanherib ve Asarhaddon dénemlerine ait Assur yazitlari karsilagtirmali bicimde
incelenmis; ayrica Bati Iran'daki arkeolojik bulgular, yerlesim dagilimlari, gegit sistemleri ve Demir Cagt
canak ¢omlek gelenekleri degerlendirilmistir. Elde edilen veriler, Ellipi'nin MO 9-7. yiizyillar arasinda Assur
ve Elam arasinda gii¢ dengeleri i¢inde etkin bir yerel siyasal aktor oldugunu gosterir. Bununla birlikte Ellipi'ye
ait dogrudan tanimlanabilir bir maddi kiiltiir grubunun heniiz kesin bi¢cimde belirlenemedigi anlagilir. Buna
karsin Baba Can III tipi “Luristan tiiri” ¢anak ¢omleklerin dagilimi ve bélgesel 6zellikleri, Ellipi'nin kiiltiirel
cografyasina iliskin dolayl: veriler sunmaktadir. Bu veriler, Zagroslar'in parcali topografyasi icinde gelisen
yerel siyasi olusumlarin, Assur'un dogu politikas agisindan sanilandan daha etkin bir rol oynadigini gosterir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Ellipi Krallig1, Yeni Assur, Zagroslar, Luristan, Batl Iran
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he Zagros Mountain belt, stretching between the Mesopotamian plains and the Iranian plateau, was

more than a buffer zone shaped by the military campaigns of major empires; it also constituted a

political and cultural contact zone formed through interactions among local kingdoms, tribal com-
munities, and communication networks. The interest of major powers in the region, such as Assyria, Elam,
Babylonia, and Urartu, were directly connected to the control of natural resources, mountain passes, trade
routes, and strategic military corridors. For this reason, the region should be approached not only through
the expansionist policies of large states and their interest in raw material resources but also through the local
political formations that managed to survive within this sphere of pressure and competition.

Knowledge concerning the Zagros people during the Iron Age derives largely from Neo-Assyrian inscrip-
tions. During this period, the Zagros became a principal target of Assyria’s eastern policy. Assyria’s military
and administrative interventions to the east were shaped by factors such as the control of the routes linking
Mesopotamia with the Iranian plateau, access to mineral resources in the mountainous regions, security of
trade networks, and supply of horses (Grayson, 2008a, p. 266). In this process, the Assyrian kings not only
conducted repeated campaigns into the region, but also incorporated certain political entities into vassal
relationships, annexed some territories directly into the provincial system, and established new adminis-
trative centres at strategic locations (Frame, 2013, pp. 436-437). The frequent appearance of local political
units such as Mannea, Zamua, Parsua, Karalla, Allabria, Media, and Ellipi in Assyrian inscriptions (Grayson,
2002, pp. 212-213; 2008a, p. 266; 2008b, pp. 79-80) demonstrates the fragmented political geography of
western Iran and the Zagros zone.

Simultaneously, the history of the region cannot be reconstructed solely through Assyrian royal inscriptions
and the military campaigns recorded in them. Beyond military expeditions and relations of political dom-
ination, the region must also be considered in light of geographical corridors, seasonal mobility, mineral
resources, transhumant patterns, settlement systems, and the circulation of material culture. Such an
approach also raises broader questions concerning the interpretation of Zagros material culture. Certain
pottery groups associated with the Medes, the Manneans, and Ellipi point to a more complex historical
context in which cultural formations in Western Iran emerged through interaction among different local
communities. Therefore, this article therefore seeks to evaluate the eastern policy of Neo-Assyria toward the
Zagros and its impact on the region through a combined examination of written sources and geographical
evidence. This study aims to clarify the extent of Assyrian activity within the Zagros zone and the nature of
its relations with the region by comparing campaign narratives, place names, and political relations recorded
in Neo-Assyrian royal inscriptions.

Geographical Context of the Zagros

A proper evaluation of the historical and archaeological development of the Zagros requires attention
not only to material cultural remains but also to the environmental and social contexts in which these
remains emerged. The Zagros form a fragmented topographical belt that extends between Mesopotamia’s
low plains and the Iranian plateau’s elevated regions. This belt stretches from the Lake Urmia basin in
the northwest to the region of Fars in the southeast and is characterised by varying elevation zones, nar-
row valleys, high plateaus, and mountain passes. Formed by parallel mountain chains running predomi-
nantly in a north-south direction, this landscape created a geography in which movement was channelled
through specific routes (Fig. 1).

The western Zagros slopes descend more steeply and unevenly toward Mesopotamia. In this area, valleys
carved by rivers such as the Diyala, the Lesser Zab, and the Greater Zab created natural corridors through
the mountains. Throughout history, these valleys shaped the principal routes of east-west movement; mil-
itary campaigns, commercial circulation, and population movements all passed through these corridors.
Therefore, it is no coincidence that the Assyrian kings campaign routes largely followed these lines of
passage (Levine, 1974).
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In the interior regions of the Zagros, the topography becomes considerably more complex. Enclosed basins
and plateau surfaces situated between high mountain ranges formed micro-regions in which local settlement
networks developed. Further east, the Zagros gradually merge into the Iranian plateau’s broader and more
open landscape. These transitional zones, particularly in regions where political entities such as Mannea,
Media, and Ellipi emerged (Levine, 1974; Medvedskaya, 1999), present an environment in which moun-
tainous and semi-arid landscapes intersect. Within the context of Assyria’s eastern policy, this geography
functioned both as a landscape that shaped campaign routes and as an environmental setting that influenced
the forms of resistance adopted by local powers.

Figure 1

Map showing the natural routes through which the Assyrians advanced into the Zagros, the Assyrian inscriptions and rock
reliefs positioned along these routes, and the possible location of Ellipi / Assurlularin Zagroslara ysnelik seferlerinde izledik-
leri dogal giizergéhlar, bu giizergéhlar tizerinde bulunan Assur yazitlari/kabartmalarini ve Ellipinin olasi konumunu gésteren
harita ($. Kaya, 2026)

The fragmented nature of the Zagros landscape and its topography shaped by natural mountain passes
make it difficult to define the boundaries of the region’s political formations. In this context, differing
views have emerged regarding the localisation of the Kingdom of Ellipi. Scholars have proposed various
locations based on Assyrian inscriptions, geographical data, and archaeological evidence.

The first comprehensive evaluations of the Kingdom of Ellipi were presented in the works of E.
Schrader. Although his study relied on a limited body of source material, Schrader nevertheless devel-
oped a coherent and well-argued proposal for the kingdom’s location according to the standards of his
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time' (Schrader, 1878, p. 174). Another important contribution came from M. Streck, who broadly
placed the Kingdom of Ellipi in northwestern Luristan and defined this location with considerable
accuracy in relation to modern geography (Streck, 1898, p. 376). His proposal was largely adopted
and cited by subsequent researchers. L. D. Levine argued that the Kingdom of Ellipi was situated in
the Western Zagros, between Elam and Assyria, within the borders of Luristan and south of the Great
Khorasan Road (Levine, 1974, p. 106). According to Levine, its northern boundary corresponded to
Harhar, while its western boundary roughly matched the present-day Iran-Iraq frontier; the eastern
boundary, however, could not be determined with certainty. Drawing upon Assyrian texts and later
scholarship, I. Medvedskaya proposed that the territory of Ellipi corresponded to the Pish-i Kuh region
of Luristan (Medvedskaya, 1999, pp. 58-59). In her reconstruction, the kingdom was bounded in the
north by the Garin Mountains immediately north of Aleshtar, extended eastward to Mount Oshtoran,
and reached the difficult terrain of Kabir-Kuh in the west (Medvedskaya, 1999, pp. 58-59). While the
eastern boundary was defined by the Garin mountain range, the region itself was divided into eastern
and western sectors by the Kuh-i Sefid range (Goff Meade, 1968, pp. 105-108). Within this geograph-
ical framework, the pottery assemblage from Level III at Baba Djan Tepe, dated to the 9th-8th centu-
ries BC and identified as “Genre Luristan” (Goff Meade, 1968, pp. 115-116), has been interpreted as
reflecting a regional cultural production tradition and has therefore been discussed in relation to Ellipi
by several scholars (Bahrami, 2022; Medvedskaya, 1999).

Assyrian Presence in the Zagros

During the Ist millennium BC, Western Iran witnessed continuous struggles and shifting political tensions
among the Urartians, Assyrians, Babylonians, Manneans, Medes, Ellipians, and Elamites. Among these
conflicts, the struggles between the Assyrians and their eastern neighbours in the Zagros Mountains stand
out most clearly due to their extensive representation in written sources. From the 10th to the 7th centuries
BC, Assyrian armies repeatedly campaigned in the Zagros to control the region’s rich natural and mineral
resources, secure the Great Khorasan Road connecting Mesopotamia with the Iranian plateau, and ensure

access to the horses bred by the peoples of Western Iran (Fuchs, 2017, p. 260).

Assyrian interest in the east began during the reign of Ashurnasirpal II (883-859 BC) in the early 9th century
BC. The region of Zamua, located in the western Zagros, was first reduced to Assyrian vassalage and sub-
sequently incorporated into the imperial provincial system (Grayson, 2002, p. 40). Although this policy of
imposing vassal status followed by direct annexation was implemented consistently in the western territories
of Assyria, it was not maintained with the same stability in the east. Campaigns toward the Zagros continued
under Shalmaneser IIT (858-824 BC), the son of Ashurnasirpal II, yet Assyrian authority in the region never
developed into uninterrupted or permanent control due to the political and geographical conditions of the
Zagros and the resistance of local powers (Levine, 1972, p. 6).

Neo-Assyrian inscriptions provide evidence for the existence of numerous small kingdoms and local political
formations such as Mannea, Ellipi, Zamua, Hubuskia, Harhar, KiSesim, Media, Gizilbunda, Gilzanu,
Andia, Karalla, Allabria, Parsua, Namri, Hamban, Arazias, Sangibuti, Abdadani, and Bit-Kapsi (Frame,
2013, 2021; Grayson, 2002). In the context of Assyria’s eastern policy, most of these small kingdoms appear
as vassal territories obliged to provide tribute.

For a long time, the Assyrian presence in the Zagros was known primarily through written sources, while
archaeological evidence remained limited. However, discoveries made from the second half of the twentieth
century onwards have provided tangible evidence of Assyrian activity in Western Iran (Potts et al., 2019).
Among the earliest and most significant archacological finds are the Assyrian objects recovered during the

' Schrader places the kingdom of Ellipi geographically within the region of southern Media and defines this area as extending

from the upper basin of the Kerch4 (Karkheh) River and the zone where its tributaries originate, across the Behistun Plain and as
far as the frontier of Hamadan (Ecbatana). This reconstruction is based primarily on a comparative evaluation of the campaign
routes and place names recorded in Assyrian inscriptions dating to the reigns of Shalmaneser III, Sargon II, and Sennacherib

(Schrader, 1878, pp. 172-178).
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excavations at Hasanlu (Cifarelli, 2019), the stele of Sargon II discovered at Najafabad in 1965 (Frame,
2013; Levine, 1972), and the stele of Tiglath-pileser III reportedly found in Western Iran in 1968 (Levine,
1972; Tadmor & Yamada, 2011, pp. 80-87, No. 35). Other important discoveries include the rock relief of
Sargon II uncovered at Tang-i Var in 1968 (Frame, 2006, pp. 56-58; 2013; 2021, pp. 438-443; Sarfaraz,
1969), the second rock relief at Eshkaft-e Gulgul dated to the reign of Esarhaddon or Ashurbanipal and
discovered in 1972 (van der Spek, 1975; vanden Berghe, 1973) and the silver bucket bearing a cuneiform
inscription of Esarhaddon found in Kalmakareh Cave in 1992 (Henkelman, 2003; Leichty, 2011, pp. 281-
282).% Further evidence has expanded the scope of the Assyrian presence in the region. These include a rock
relief discovered in 2009 at Heydarabad-e Mishkhas near Eshkaft-e Gulgul, which clearly reflects Assyrian
iconographic traditions despite lacking an inscription (Alibaigi et al., 2012); a fragment of a rock relief
brought to the Sanandaj Museum in 2012 (Radner et al., 2020: 91-92); and inscription fragments uncov-
ered during excavations at Qal’eh-i Imam, southeast of Lake Zeribar, in 2015 (Radner et al., 2020). Most
recently, a glazed brick inscribed in Assyrian cuneiform discovered at Rabat Tepe (Hassanzadeh & Curtis,
2018, p. 173, Fig. 192) and fragments of a Sargon II stele excavated at Quwakh Tepe in the Mahidasht
Plain in 2021 (Alibaigi et al., 2023) have added to this growing body of evidence. These finds are of consid-
erable importance for the archaeological confirmation of Assyrian administrative and military activities in
the Zagros region.

Ellipi Kingdom:
Sources, Political Identity, and Historical Representation

Information concerning the Kingdom of Ellipi can be traced only through Neo-Assyrian sources, as the king-
dom itself possessed no known writing system (Grayson, 2002, p. 40). In written records, Ellipi appears as an
independent political entity in Western Iran from the 9th to the 7th centuries BC (Grayson, 2002; 2008b, pp.
79-80). Neo-Assyrian texts mention Ellipi during the reign of Shalmaneser I1I (858-824 BC) (Grayson, 2002,
p. 40). These references continue throughout the reign of Esarhaddon (Leichty, 2011, p. 181).

The Kingdom of Ellipi played a key role in Assyria’s military and political activities in the east, particularly
because of its close relations with Elam, and frequently pursued a pro-Elamite policy (Levine, 1974, p.
104; 1987, p. 230; Medvedskaya, 1999). At the same time, Assyrian sources explicitly refer to the rulers
of Ellipi with the royal title “king,” in much the same way as the rulers of Mannea (Balatti, 2017, pp.
264-266; Fuchs, 2023, p. 730).

In the 9th century BC, the tribute offered to Assyria by a local ruler named Bar(i of
Ellipi during Shalmaneser III’s campaign against Namri constitutes one of the earli-
est records documenting Ellipi’s political existence (Grayson, 2008a, p. 266). Later, in
the inscriptions concerning the eastern campaigns of Tiglath-pileser III (745-727 BC),’
the joint mention of Iranzu, king of Mannea, and Dalta, king of Ellipi (Levine, 1972, p. 6), indicates
that the relations of these two kingdoms with Assyria followed a parallel course. Tiglath-pileser III is
known to have conducted only two eastern campaigns. The first, in 744 BC, was limited to the con-
quest of the small Zagros principalities in the Diyala basin, whereas the second, in 737 BC, advanced
further into the mountainous interior as far as Media (Grayson, 2008b, p. 79). This second campaign
is also mentioned on the heavily damaged stele of Tiglath-pileser III (Levine, 1972, p. 6; Tadmor &
Yamada, 2011, p. 82) (Fig. 2).

“As for Iranzu of Mannea, Talta (Dalta) of Ellipi, the chieftains of Namri, of Singibutu, of all of the moun-
tains of the high country (?), [I received tribute from them] horses, mules, Bactrian camels, cattle, sheep,
I imposed upon them (as tribute). I received it yearly in Assur. I made stelae in all (?) the lands. The great
gods, my lords, I engraved thereon. I depicted a likeness of my majesty on it” (Levine, 1972, pp. 17-21).

However, these and other cuneiform objects may be forgeries, or their inscriptions may have been added to the existing objects
at a later date (Henkelman, 2003; Khosravi et al., 2010; Muscarella, 2014, 2018; Tavernier, 2011).

3 'There are also references to both Mannea and Ellipi during the reign of Adad-nirari III (810-783 BC) (Grayson, 2002, p. 212).
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Figure 2
The Tiglath-pileser Il stele, preserved in three fragments and currently preserved

in the Israel Museum. The reconstruction drawing of the fragments is shown on the
left, and the preserved condition of the stele on the right / [srail Miizesi nde bulunan
ve (¢ parcadan olusan lll. Tiglat-pileser steli. Solda parcalarin rekonstriiksiyon cizimi,
sagda ise stelin mevcut korunmug hali yer almaktadir (Alibaigi & MacGinnis, 2018,

Fig. 8; Tadmor & Yamada, 2011, Fig. 5).

The references to the Kingdom of Ellipi in this inscription state that Dalta, king of Ellipi, together with
Mannea and the local rulers of mountainous regions such as Namri and Singibutu, presented tribute
to the Assyrian king (Levine, 1972, pp. 17-21). The nature of the tribute is particularly significant.
The prominence of livestock, including horses, mules, two-humped camels, cattle, and sheep, indicates
that animal husbandry largely influenced the economy of the Zagros region. The frequent references in
Assyrian sources to the horses of the Zagros (Grayson, 2008a, p. 266) further suggest that the region
constituted a strategic military resource zone for the empire. Indeed, a considerable portion of the
horses required for the cavalry forces and chariot units of the Assyrian army was supplied from these

mountainous regions.

The expression “all of the mountains of the high country” used in the inscription reflects the tendency
of Assyrian texts to portray the mountainous frontier regions as a broad geographical zone that had been
conquered and subjected to tribute. Such statements, however, often indicate symbolic acknowledgment of
Assyrian supremacy rather than direct political control. Therefore, the tribute relationship mentioned in the
text does not imply that these kingdoms were incorporated directly into the Assyrian administrative system;
instead, it points to a form of vassalage accepted under diplomatic and military pressure. The statement of
Assyrian king that he erected stelae in these regions and inscribed the names of the gods upon them together
with his own image also reflects an important element of Assyrian royal ideology. The practice of erecting
stelae was more than the construction of victory monuments; it constituted a political act marking the
king’s authority symbolically within conquered territories or regions acknowledging Assyrian domination.
Such monuments functioned both as displays of power directed toward local populations and as enduring
expressions of Assyrian royal propaganda. In this respect, the stelae erected in the Zagros region by Tiglath-
pileser IIT and the kings who followed him (Alibaigi et al., 2023; Levine, 1972) may be regarded as material
indicators of Assyria’s attempts to establish a lasting sphere of influence in this geography.
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The inscription of Tiglath-pileser III also provides important evidence of the historical visibility of the
Kingdom of Ellipi. The fact that Dalta is mentioned together with Iranzu, king of Mannea, indicates
that Ellipi occupied the same diplomatic sphere as the other major kingdoms of the region during
this period. In other words, Ellipi appears, like Mannea, as a political kingdom recognised in Assyrian
sources and incorporated into a tributary relationship with Assyria (Levine, 1972, p. 7). During this
period, Tiglath-pileser III established two new Assyrian provinces in the east, Bit-Hamban and Parsua,
in order to strengthen the administrative organisation of the region (Grayson, 2008b, p. 79). This
reorganisation may be regarded as one of the earliest concrete steps taken by Assyria toward the insti-
tutionalisation of its control over the Zagros region.

Following the reign of Tiglath-pileser III, information concerning the Kingdom of Ellipi appears in
the inscriptions of Sargon II (721-705 BC). During his campaign of 716 BC, Sargon II first captured
Kisesim, removed the ruler of the city, appointed an Assyrian governor in his place, renamed the city
Kar-Nergal, and the surrounding territories within a new administrative unit (Levine, 1972). He then
marched against Harhar, where he found that the local order loyal to Assyria had collapsed and that
the population had turned towards Dalta, king of Ellipi. After suppressing the revolt, Harhar was reor-
ganised and transformed into an Assyrian centre under the name Kar-Sarrukin. The city was reinforced
through population transfers, and Assyrian control over the route leading into Median territory was
strengthened (Grayson, 2008b, p. 94). The stelae erected in connection with the campaigns of Sargon
IT served as declarations of this new political order. In a manner comparable to the policies pursued
by Tiglath-pileser III in Bit-Hamban and Parsua, Sargon made his authority visible in conquered and
reorganised regions through inscriptions and royal imagery. Indeed, both in his annals and on the
Najafabad stele (Fig. 3), he records the erection of three stelae at Kisesim (Kar-Nergal), Harhar (Kar-
Sarrukin), and Izirtu (Frame, 2021, pp. 60-62).

Figure 3

The Sargon Il stele discovered at Najafabad, currently preserved in the National Museum of
Iran. The figure shows the reconstruction drawing, the front view of the stele, and the inscri-
bed reverse side / Najafabadda bulunan ve giinimiizde lran Millt Miizesinde muhafaza edilen
II. Sargon steli. Figirde stelin rekonstriiksiyon ¢izimi, 6n ytizii ve yazith arka yiiz(i gésterilmektedir

(Borker-Klshn, 1982, p. 173; Levine, 1972, PL. VII-VIID).

When the written and visual evidence from the reign of Sargon II is considered together, it becomes clear
that the king’s activities in Western Iran can also be traced through inscriptions and reliefs left at different
locations across the region. In this context, stelae and rock inscriptions gain importance as material traces
of the campaigns described in the royal annals. Written sources explicitly state that stelae were erected at
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Kisesim (Kar-Nergal) and Harhar (Kar-Sarrukin) (Frame, 2021, p. 454). The Tiglath-pileser III stele, the
Najafabad stele, the Quwakh Tepe stele, and the Tang-i Var rock relief (or Uramanat relief) that survive
today demonstrate how this practice was materialised across different parts of the region (Alibaigi et al.,
2023; Frame, 2021, pp. 27-28, 438, 444).

Figure 4

The Tang-i Var rock relief (Uramanat relief), carved on the flanks of Kuh-i Zinanah in the Tang-i Var pass, Iranian Kurdistan,
approximately 50 km southwest of Sanandaj and 85 km northwest of Kermanshah / lran Kiirdistaninda, Sanandajin yakla-
stk 50 km giineybatisinda ve Kirmansah'in 85 km kuzeybatisinda bulunan Tang-i Var gecidindeki Zinanah Dagi'nin yamacina
islenmis Tang-i Var (Uramanat) kaya kabartmasi (Kojaro, 2025)

Figure 5
Relief and inscribed stele fragments discovered at Quwakh Tepe / Kuvakh Tepe kazilarinda agiga
cikan kabartma ve yazitl stel parcalar (Alibaigi et al, 2023, Fig. 7, 8,10, 13).
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The Tang-i Var rock inscription (Fig. 4) reflects a different phase from the earlier Sargon II Najafabad and
Quwakh Tepe stele in terms of both its historical references and discursive structure (Frame, 2021, p. 438). The
explicit reference in the text to the defeat of Marduk-apla-iddina (II) and the re-establishment of Assyrian con-
trol over Babylon makes it possible to date the inscription to a period after 710-709 BC (Frame, 2021, p. 438).
Whereas the texts of the Najafabad and Quwakh Tepe stele (Fig. 5) treat places such as Karalla, Kisesim, and
Harhar as concrete military objectives and administrative centres, in the Tang-i Var inscription these regions
instead appear within a list of territories already brought under the king’s authority (Frame, 2021, p. 438).

The inscription fragment discovered at Qal’eh-i Imam and the brick fragment recovered from Rabat Tepe*

should also be included within this group of inscriptions attributed to Sargon II. The Qal’eh-i Imam find’
is associated with the reign of Sargon II on the basis of its formulaic expressions and, in particular, the close
parallels in the titles attributed to Dalta and Iranzu (Frame, 2021, p. 437). The reference to Harhar in the
text, together with information concerning its reorganisation as Kar-Sarrukin, is consistent with the data
recorded in the royal annals.

Throughout his sixteen-year reign, Sargon II conducted several military campaigns in Western Iran. The
year 714 BC witnessed the most extensive of Sargon II's campaigns and one of the most significant military
achievements of his reign (Fuchs, 2017, p. 264). In that year, the Assyrian army marched into the province
of Lullumu, where the king personally supervised the troops, and from there advanced toward the regions
of Zikirtu and Andia. During the campaign, Sargon received tribute from Uishdish, Mannea, Allabria, and
Ellipi, as well as from the local rulers of Parsua, Namri, and the Medean territories (Frame, 2021, p. 444;
Grayson, 2008b, p. 95). The campaign was generally successful and considerably expanded Assyrian influ-
ence in Western Iran. However, in 713 BC, the Assyrian administration was forced to deal with renewed
rebellions in the regions of Karalla and Ellipi. In Karalla, which had previously been forcibly annexed to the
province of Lullumu in 716 BC, the local population revolted, expelled the Assyrian officials, and installed
Amita$i, the brother of A$$ur-le’u, as ruler. In 713 BC, the Assyrian army suppressed the revolt, recaptured
Karalla, and reorganised it as an independent province (Frame, 2013, 2021; Grayson, 2008b). In Ellipi,
King Dalta remained loyal to Assyria but was deposed following uprisings in parts of the kingdom. Sargon’s
army intervened in the rebellious districts and carried out severe punitive measures; after acts of plunder
and repression, Dalta was restored to the throne (Grayson, 2008b, p. 97). Nevertheless, Ellipi soon began
to resist Assyria once again. Much like the struggle for the throne between Aza and Ullusunu following the
death of Iranzu, the Assyria-loyal king of Mannea, the death of Dalta, the Assyria-loyal ruler of Ellipi, in
708 BC triggered a new civil conflict within the kingdom. His two sons, I$pabara and Nibe, born of differ-
ent mothers, each claimed the throne. Nibe formed an alliance with the Elamite king Sutruk-Nahhunte 11,
whereas ISpabara appealed to Assyria for support. Sargon II dispatched an army in 708 BC, defeated Nibe,
and confirmed the rule of I$pabara despite the support provided by the Elamite army. With Assyrian military
and diplomatic backing, ISpabara defeated Nibe and the Elamite forces supporting him and seized Ellipi’s
throne in 707 BC. Shortly afterwards, however, I$pabara became involved in a conspiracy against Assyria.
Following these developments and after Sargon II's death in 705 BC, his successor Sennacherib launched
a campaign against Ellipi in 702 BC. During this campaign, however, he was unable either to capture
I$pabara or to remove him from the throne (Grayson & Novotny, 2012: 10). According to the inscriptions,
Sennacherib targeted the Kassites and the Yasubigallians during the expedition, capturing and plundering
the fortified city of Bit-Kilamzah. Moreover, he captured and plundered the principal cities of Ellipi, includ-
ing Sigitru and Kummahlum, and annexed part of the region (Grayson & Novotny, 2012).

During excavations conducted between 2006 and 2008 at Rabat Tepe 11, identified as the city of Mannea, five Neo-Assyrian
cuneiform bricks were discovered. Three of these preserved legible cuneiform signs, whereas the remaining two were poorly
preserved. All inscriptions are written in Neo-Assyrian cuneiform script. Irving Finkel reads the text as: [LUGAL(?) URU.ar-
zi?[-z]u], “king(?) of the city of Arzizu”(Hassanzadeh & Curtis, 2018, p. 171; Heidari, 2010, p. 150).

In 2015, alabourer presented a fragment from the front face of a stone stele to a team of Iranian archaeologists excavating at Qal’eh-i
Imam near Lake Zeribor under the direction of Dr. Hassan Karimian. The poorly preserved inscription probably belongs to Sargon
IT and is most likely connected with his military activities in the Zagros Mountains: “...No translation possible...[... a] submissive
[subje]ct who pul[led my yoke ... king of the land Ellip]i, the land Harh[ar ...] land [...]” (Frame, 2021, p. 437).
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Sargon’s inscriptions indicate that Bit-Barru was a province attached to the kingdom of Ellipi. This sug-
gests that, during the reign of Sargon II, Ellipi may have expanded its borders and emerged as a significant
regional power. Indeed, when referring to the same region, Sennacherib describes Ellipi as a “wide land”
(Grayson & Novotny, 2014, p. 237). The growing strength of Ellipi may also explain why neighbouring
smaller kingdoms, such as the Harharites who feared an Assyrian invasion in 716 BC, sought to place
themselves under Ellipian protection. In this context, Sargon’s attempts to re-establish Assyrian authority
over Ellipi, which maintained close ties with Elam, should likewise be understood within the framework
of regional power politics (Medvedskaya, 1999, p. 54). After the death of Sargon II, Sennacherib (704-681
BC) regarded Elam, Babylon, and Ellipi as the principal threats along Assyria’s southeastern frontier. In 702
BC, Sennacherib launched a campaign against Ellipi, devastated the country, and once again attached Bit-
Barru and its surrounding territories to the Assyrian province of Harhar (Grayson & Novotny, 2014, p. 93).
Despite this, anti-Assyrian resistance in the region was not fully suppressed. Ellipi later joined the anti-As-
syrian coalition led by Elam and Babylon at the Battle of Halule in 691 BC. This development indicates that
Ellipi’s policy toward Assyria had taken an increasingly hostile turn (Fuchs, 2017, p. 264).

The references to Ellipi in Sennacherib’s palace inscriptions from Nineveh (Grayson & Novotny, 2014,
pp- 73-74, 237-238) clearly show that the Assyrian policy in Western Iran assumed a harsher, more direct,
and more destructive character after the reign of Sargon II. In these texts, Ellipi is represented as a hos-
tile land requiring direct punishment. The statement, “I ruined the land of Ellipi and destroyed its settle-
ments” (Grayson & Novotny, 2014, p. 74), reflects the conventional rhetoric of destruction characteristic of
Assyrian royal ideology, but it also indicates that Ellipi was regarded as a serious source of political instability
and a threat to Assyrian security.

A fragment of an octagonal clay prism from AsSur, describing Sennacherib’s military campaigns and build-
ing activities, states that ISpabara abandoned his throne, palace, and cities and fled before the arrival of the
Assyrian army (Grayson & Novotny, 2014, pp. 237-238). The inscription represents a typical example of the
“fight of the enemy” motif frequently encountered in Assyrian royal texts. Although this narrative served as
an ideological formula emphasising the king’s absolute military superiority, it also suggests that the central
authority of the Kingdom of Ellipi was seriously weakened in the face of Sennacherib’s intervention. What is
particularly noteworthy is that the Assyrian king does not boast of defeating the ruler of Ellipi directly, but
instead focuses on centres such as Mar’ubistu and Akkuddu, described in the text as “royal residence cities.”
The siege, capture, burning, destruction, and plundering of cities such as Mar’ ubistu, Akkuddu, Si(s)sirtu,
and Kummahlum, together with numerous smaller settlements in their vicinity (Grayson & Novotny, 2014,
pp- 237-238), reflects the standard punitive strategy employed by Assyria in mountainous frontier regions.
This strategy included several key elements: the destruction of local centres of power, the deportation of pop-
ulations, the seizure of livestock, the direct incorporation of strategic territories into the Assyrian administra-
tive system, and the establishment of new administrative centres. The annexation of Bit-Barrli demonstrates
(Grayson & Novotny, 2014, pp. 237-238) that Assyria was no longer satisfied with its indirect influence over
Ellipi but instead sought to incorporate the region into its own administrative structure.

The capture of the city of Elenza$ and its renaming as Kar-Sennacherib (Grayson & Novotny, 2014, pp. 79,
238) likewise represents a characteristic yet powerful example of Assyrian imperial practice. The renaming
of a city effectively constituted a declaration of sovereignty that redefined the place itself. In this way, the
existing local political memory was erased and replaced with a new Assyrian centre bearing the king’s name.
Moreover, the resettlement of populations deported from conquered territories into this new centre, together
with the city’s placement under the authority of the governor of Harhar, clearly reflects the Assyrian policy
of resettlement and administrative integration in frontier regions.

The inclusion of Ellipi alongside Elam, Babylon, the Chaldeans, and the Arameans in the context of Halule
further clarifies the kingdom’s role in regional politics. This record shows that Ellipi was not regarded as an
isolated power acting independently against Assyria but rather as part of a broader anti-Assyrian coalition
(Grayson & Novotny, 2014, p. 194). Therefore, in Sennacherib’s texts, Ellipi is represented on two different
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levels: on the one hand, as a hostile land subjected to punishment and fragmentation on a local scale; on the
other, as a political actor of sufficient regional importance to form alliances with Elam and Babylon. This
dual representation clearly illustrates the significance of Ellipi within Assyrian frontier policy.

It should also be noted that Assyrian inscriptions, as always, employ a heavily propagandistic royal language.
Expressions such as “I devastated,” “I destroyed,” “I burned with fire,” and “I diminished his land” belong
to the standard victory rhetoric of Assyrian royal inscriptions and should not be assumed to reflect historical
reality in a direct or literal sense. Even so, such exaggerated formulae are sufficient to indicate that Ellipi was
subjected to serious military intervention during Sennacherib’s reign, that some of its cities were destroyed,
that it lost territory, and that its political unity was weakened. The continued appearance of Ellipi within
anti-Assyrian coalitions in later periods further suggests that, despite Sennacherib’s rhetoric of destruction,
the kingdom was not completely eliminated, although it was severely weakened.

References to the Kingdom of Ellipi continue into the reign of Esarhaddon (680-669 BC), who succeeded
Sennacherib on the Assyrian throne. However, the name of Ellipi appears for the last time in connection
with the Median revolt that occurred during Esarhaddon’s reign (Leichty, 2011, 181). Documents from
this period show that Ellipi openly sided with the rebel alliance in the uprising. The absence of any further
references to Ellipi in later written sources suggests that the kingdom lost its independence and came under
Median control, marking the end of the period of local kingdoms in Western Iran.

The Kingdom of Ellipi emerged as a local political power of strategic importance for Assyria’s eastern pol-
icy between the ninth and seventh centuries BC. Under Tiglath-pileser III, Ellipi appeared as a kingdom
that paid tribute to and acknowledged Assyrian supremacy, whereas it became directly subject to Assyrian
administrative intervention and regional reorganisation policies during the reign of Sargon II. By the time
of Sennacherib, it was defined as a hostile land that required punishment. This development reflects the
flexible yet increasingly harsh character of Assyrian policy in the Zagros, which shifted between vassalage,
political supervision, suppression of revolts, and direct annexation. Simultaneously, Ellipi’s participation
alongside Elam and Babylon in anti-Assyrian coalitions demonstrates that the kingdom was not merely a
passive buffer zone but an active political force within regional power relations. Finally, the disappearance
of Ellipi from the sources after the reign of Esarhaddon suggests that the kingdom may have passed under
Median control, marking the end of the period of small local kingdoms in Western Iran.

Archaeological Identification of the Kingdom of Ellipi and its
Geographical and Cultural Connections with Luristan

All evidence for the existence of Ellipi derives from written sources, and this creates an important archaeo-
logical problem: can the Kingdom of Ellipi be identified archacologically, and how might an Ellipian cultural
assemblage be distinguished? These questions are difficult to answer because no direct archaeological material
that can be securely identified as Ellipian has yet been recognised. Nevertheless, evaluations based on Assyrian
sources concerning the geographical location of Ellipi allow the archacological evidence from the region to be
interpreted indirectly (Levine, 1974; Medvedskaya, 1999). Within this geographical framework, the pottery
assemblage discovered in Level III at Baba Djan Tepe, dated to the ninth-eighth centuries BC and defined as
“Genre Luristan” (Fig. 6-7) (Goff Meade, 1968, pp. 115-116), reflects a regional cultural production tradition
and has led to discussions concerning its possible association with Ellipi (Bahrami, 2022; Medvedskaya, 1999).
The pottery from Baba Djan III displays connections and similarities with the Iron Age IT cultures of Western
Iran, particularly those of Luristan, Khurvin, Sialk, and Hasanlu, while exhibiting a distinctive local character
in its formal and technical features (Goff, 1978). Most of the vessels are handmade and well fired, with light
grey, beige, and reddish tones predominating. The surfaces are generally burnished or carefully smoothed; shal-
low parallel grooves, incised decoration, applied knobs, and triangular-dot motifs are characteristic features.
The repertory of forms is dominated by small jars with perforated shoulders, jugs with a single vertical handle,
open-mouthed pots, cups, and bowls. Spouted teapot, a diagnostic form for Iron I-II, is almost absent in Pish-i
Kuh. This form is widespread at sites such as Khurvin and Sialk, suggesting that its appearance at Baba Djan
represents only a limited or relatively late influence (Goff, 1978, pp. 34-36).



ASSYRIAS EASTERN POLICY: THE KINGDOM OF ELLIPI 189

Figure 6
Map showing the sites where Luristan-type pottery has been identified / Luristan tipi canak cémledinin gériildiigi arkeolo-
jik yerlesimleri gésteren harita (S. Kaya, 2026).

By comparison, the vessels of the Baba Djan III tradition differ markedly from the Median pottery assem-
blages at Nush-i Djan. Whereas the Median examples are thin-walled, wheel-made, and characterised by
uniform surfaces, the Baba Djan III wares are thicker-walled, more rustic in texture, and decorated with
geometric motifs. Although Goff tended to associate this group with the Medes (Goff, 1968, p. 131),°
Medvedskaya rejected this interpretation and argued that the tradition followed a developmental trajec-
tory independent of Median culture. In particular, she suggested that the concentration of painted vessels
of the Baba Djan III type west of the Garin mountain range corresponds to the cultural geography of
Ellipi (Medvedskaya, 1999, pp. 58-59). The fact that Median pottery appears west of the Garin range only
from the seventh century BC onward is likewise consistent with this chronological and political process of
expansion and influence (Medvedskaya, 1992, pp. 100-105; Medvedskaya, 1999, p. 59).

The Luristan tradition became widespread during the early first millennium BC, particularly in the late
Iron Age II (950-800 BC) and Iron Age III (800-650 BC) periods and was frequently used in settlements
and cemeteries of the Pish-i Kuh region (Adachi, 2004, p. 81). Roman Ghirshman first identified this type
during excavations at Giyan Tepe (Contenau & Ghirshman, 1935, Pl. XVI), and was later designated by
Clare Goff as the “Baba Djan III painted ware” at Baba Djan Tepe (Goff, 1978, p. 29). Vessels belonging to
the Baba Djan III group are generally decorated with geometric motifs in kite or bow-tie forms. With a use-
life spanning approximately three centuries, this group is divided into two principal phases: the “old style”
(Baba Djan III), produced either by hand or on a slow wheel, and the fully wheel-made “new style” (Baba
Djan IIIB). Newly identified examples south of Harsin indicate that technical diversity in Luristan pottery
production increased through processes of cultural interaction (Goudarzi, 2023).

¢ P R.S. Moorey suggested that this pottery tradition may have belonged to communities originating outside Luristan, possibly

the Kassites, Cimmerians, Medes, or Elamites (Moorey, 1974, p. 19).
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This chronological framework is supported by three independent radiocarbon (14C) measurements
carried out at the Baba Jilan cemetery in Dilfan, all of which indicate a date range between 850 and
800 BC (Hasanpour et al., 2015, p. 176). A close correspondence has also been observed between the
material culture from this cemetery and that of Baba Djan III in the same region (Goff, 1978, 47,
Fig. 5-6). In addition, material recovered from ninth-eighth century BC levels at the excavations of
Falak ol-Aflak Castle has been reported to display the same characteristics as the Baba Djan III group
(Bahrami, 2022, p. 35).

This combined body of evidence suggests that the Baba Djan III tradition represents a distinctive local
production practice in Luristan and provides indirect yet consistent indications concerning the cultural
sphere of Ellipi through the features that differentiate it from the Median pottery tradition (Goff, 1978;
Goff Meade, 1968). Recent studies, particularly those conducted by Iranian scholars, have drawn upon
Medvedskaya’s approach and evaluated the Luristan pottery tradition within the Kingdom of Ellipi’s
framework (Adachi, 2004; Bahrami, 2022; Goudarzi, 2023; Molazadeh & Goudarzi, 2016).

Another category of material culture that may be considered within the Kingdom of Ellipi is the group
known as the Luristan bronzes. These bronzes represent a distinctive and geographically limited cor-
pus of metal objects that differs markedly from the known typological and stylistic traditions of Iran
and the ancient Near East (Moorey, 1971). The most characteristic examples of the Luristan bronzes
are generally dated to Iron I, that is, between the twelfth and ninth centuries BC, whereas production
became more intensive and widespread during the Iron II and Iron III periods, that is between the
ninth and seventh centuries BC (vanden Berghe, 1968, p. 114; 1983, p. 119). Although the precise
extent of Ellipi remains uncertain, the kingdom is generally thought to have been located in north-
western Luristan, particularly in the Pish-i Kuh region (Medvedskaya, 1999). The possible relationship
between Ellipi and the Luristan bronzes becomes especially significant within this context. If the bor-
ders of Ellipi overlapped with the Luristan region, it is possible that the communities associated with
bronze production lived within the political or cultural sphere of this kingdom. At present, however,
there is no direct evidence linking the Luristan bronzes specifically to an Ellipian cultural identity. The
geographical overlap nevertheless raises the possibility that these objects may at least have been used by
communities identified with Ellipi. Simultaneously, the communities that used the Luristan bronzes are
generally considered to have possessed a nomadic or semi-nomadic character (Kaya, 2026).

Nomadism and seminomadism have been proposed as the most prominent models of the lifeways of
the communities associated with the Luristan bronzes (Kaya, 2026). The archaeological landscape of
the Iron Age in the region is characterised less by large urban centres than by cemeteries, small-scale
settlements, temporary occupation areas around mountain passes and sites connected with seasonal
transhumant movement between summer and winter pastures. The cemetery zones concentrated in the
Karkheh and Seymareh basins reflect forms of social organisation structured around mobility between
highland and lowland zones (vanden Berghe, 1968, 1983). The topography of the Zagros, marked by
narrow valleys and seasonal climatic conditions, also provided an environmental setting favourable to
mobile lifeways. The nature of the bronze assemblages is likewise consistent with this mobility. The
prevalence of weapons, portable standards, and personal bronze objects, together with the iconography
of the bronzes themselves, suggests that this material culture may have been associated with mobile
communities (Kaya, 2026). The fact that these objects have been recovered predominantly from ceme-
teries and cult places (vanden Berghe, 1968, 1983) further supports this interpretation. In addition, the
control of mountain passes in the Luristan region, seasonal transhumant mobility, and economic activi-
ties such as pastoralism and transit trade contributed to the diversification of the social structure in the
region (Kaya, 2026). Within this framework, the Luristan bronzes appear to be more closely connected
with the material culture of nomadic or semi-nomadic groups maintaining a mobile, highland-lowland
oriented way of life, rather than with settled palace-centred societies.
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Figure 7

Genre Luristan pottery from Baba Djan (a-f), Mauyilbak Tepe (g-h), Tepe Giyan (i-}), and
Baba Jilan (k) (digital colour enhancement based on published colour descriptions and refe-
rence codes) | Baba Can (a~f), Mauyilbak Tepe (g=h), Tepe Giyan (i~j) ve Baba Jilan (k) ka-
zilarinda bulunmus olan Luristan tiirii canak ¢émlek émekleri (renk kodlari ve tanimlar referans
alinarak djjital ortamda yeniden renklendirilmistir) (Goff, 1978, Pl. lla, llla, IVb; Goff Meade,
1968, PI. IVb; Hasanpour et al., 2015, PI. 16; Overlaet, 2003, Fig. 29-30, 37).

Conclusion

When the evidence relating to the Kingdom of Ellipi and the region of Luristan is considered within the
broader framework of Assyria’s eastern policy, the historical development of Western Iran during the first
millennium BC can be understood through both military activity and the local political structures, mobility
networks, and material culture traditions that emerged within the mountainous frontier zones. In this con-
text, the Zagros belt was more than a frontier region shaped by the interventions of major powers such as
Assyria, Elam, Babylon, and later the Medes; it also functioned as a zone of contact and competition defined
by its mountain passes, resources, and local kingdoms. The distribution of Assyrian inscriptions and rock
reliefs is closely connected with this political and geographical landscape. Monuments such as the Najafabad
Stele, the Tang-i Var rock inscription and relief, the Quwakh Tepe stele fragments, and the Qal’eh-i Imam
inscription are positioned along the natural passes and valley systems that provided access into the interior
of the Zagros. Their placement reflects not only the routes followed by the Assyrian armies but also the
projection of imperial authority across this frontier landscape. Concentrated particularly around the Great
Khorasan Road and the natural corridors connected to it, these monuments indicate that during the reign of
Sargon II, Western Iran had become a strategically important zone of intervention for Assyria. Within this
framework, the Kingdom of Ellipi occupied a distinctive position among the local political formations of
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Western Iran. Assyrian texts dating particularly to the reigns of Shalmaneser 111, Tiglath-pileser III, Sargon
II, and Sennacherib show that Ellipi was a kingdom with its own rulers, territorial boundaries, and politi-
cal agenda. At the same time, the fact that all information concerning Ellipi derives from external sources,
particularly Assyrian royal inscriptions, means that the historical reality of the kingdom is largely perceived
through a framework defined from outside. Although the available evidence allows the political history of
Ellipi to be traced to some extent, it makes the direct identification of its archaeological and cultural identity
considerably more difficult.

To date, Ellipi has not yet been securely identified archaeologically as a clearly definable cultural region.
No inscribed material, in situ finds, or unequivocal corpus of material culture reflecting an Ellipian iden-
tity has so far been identified. However, this absence does not mean that the material world of Ellipi is
entirely inaccessible. On the contrary, when the geographical framework indicated by the Assyrian sources
is considered together with the local pottery traditions, cemetery evidence, and regional distribution
patterns identified in Luristan, particularly in the Pish-i Kuh region, indirect yet meaningful indications
concerning the cultural geography of Ellipi can be obtained. The Baba Djan III pottery tradition is of
particular importance within this context.

The Baba Djan III tradition represents a strong example of local production traditions in Western Iran in
terms of both its technical and morphological characteristics and its chronological distribution. The clear
distinction between this group and Median pottery, together with its concentration in Pish-i Kuh and the
surrounding region, has led some scholars to associate this local production tradition with the cultural sphere
of Ellipi. In particular, as proposed by Medvedskaya, this pottery tradition, which was concentrated west of
the Garin mountain range, may have been connected with a local political and cultural structure that pre-
dated Median expansion into the region. Therefore, even if the Baba Djan III material cannot be regarded
as direct evidence for Ellipi, it may still be interpreted as representing a distinctive local material culture that
developed within the geographical area generally associated with the kingdom. Simultaneously, stronger
conclusions will require stronger stratigraphic, analytical, and regional comparative evidence.

The cultural context of Luristan places this discussion within a broader framework. Although the region
appears geographically mountainous and fragmented, it was never an isolated area due to its position along
the routes connecting Mesopotamia, Elam, the Iranian plateau, and northwestern Iran. The principal passes
used by Assyrian armies, long-distance trade routes, seasonal transhumant movement, and access to metal
resources turned Luristan into a zone of multidirectional circulation and interaction. Therefore, the material
culture tradition observed in Luristan should not be understood as the product of a homogeneous cultural
model spreading from a single centre, but rather as the outcome of long-term relationships among different
power centre, mountain communities, and regional networks. The stronger Elamite influences visible in
southern and eastern Luristan, together with the Assyrian and northern Syrian connections evident in the
north and north-west, further confirm this multi-centred cultural structure. In this context, Ellipi should
not be viewed merely as a political name preserved in Assyrian inscriptions. It is more appropriate to regard
Ellipi as a local centre of power that emerged within the geographical setting of Luristan and the western
Zagros. The historical significance of Ellipi lies in the way it makes visible the forms of interaction between
large imperial powers and local mountain communities. Similarly, Luristan should be understood not simply
as an archaeological region defined by the Luristan bronzes, but as a dynamic historical landscape shaped by
mobility, local production traditions, and frontier geographies.

Considering all this evidence, establishing a definitive and unidirectional equation between the Kingdom of
Ellipi and Luristan does not seem possible at present. Nevertheless, when Ellipi is placed largely within the
Pish-i Kuh region and its surroundings, considered together with the distribution of the Baba Djan III local
production tradition and the position of Luristan within the Assyrian-Elamite-Median interaction zone, it
becomes clear that Ellipi constitutes a key concept for understanding the local cultural and political forma-
tions of the western Zagros.
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Abstract™*

The glass artifacts decorated with gold leaf found in the Ancient City of Pisidia Antiochia, located in Yalvag
District, Isparta Province, constitute the subject of the present study. Within the scope of the study, 1 wall
covering/panel made using the Sandwich Gold-Glass technique and glass tesserae made using this technique
were evaluated. This study aims to reveal how these artifacts, which constitute one of the unique and special
find groups, were used in architecture and particularly within a local context in Anatolia, by examining
their forms, production techniques, areas of use, and comparisons with similar examples. First, the wall
covering/panel was evaluated. First, the wall covering/panel was evaluated. This piece, made in the Sand-
wich Gold-Glass technique for now, is the only example found in the city. First, the form was defined and
the production technique was discussed. Then, based on similar examples and the find context, an attempt
was made to date it. The second group of glass tesserae features applied gold gilding decoration. To date,
1012 tesserae produced using this technique have been found at Antioch. All of them were unearthed in the
church located on Aedilicus Hill. The church, known to have two phases, underwent its first phase during
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the reign of Emperor Justinian and was destroyed by an attack during the reign of Caliph Walid (713 AD).
9th century AD. In the middle of the century, in order to build the new church, the ruins of the old church
were filled in and leveled out to create a flat surface. The gold-leaf tesserae found within this fill layer must
have adorned the walls and ceiling of the church’s initial phase. For these gilded mosaic tiles, a date range of
the 6th-7th century AD can be given. In addition to its contributions to regional archaeology In addition
to its contributions to regional archaeology, the study also sheds light on glassworking in Anatolia from the
perspectives of production and function.

Keywords: Pisidia Antiokheia, Byzantium, Aedilicus Hill Church, Gold-Glass, Wall Covering / Plate, Tessera

6zet

Isparta 1, Yalvag ngsi’nde yer alan Pisidia Antiokheia Antik Kentinde bulunan, Altin Varak siislemesiyle
yapilmis cam eserler, ¢alismanin konusunu olusturmaktadir. Calisma kapsaminda, Sandwich Gold-Glass
tekniginde yapilmigs 1 adetduvarkaplamasi/levhasi ve bu teknikte yapilmis cam tesseralar degerlendirilmistir.
Unik ve 6zel buluntu gruplarindan birisini olusturan bu eserlerin; formlari, tiretim teknikleri, kullanim
alanlar1 ve benzer drneklerle karsilagtirmalart yapilarak, mimaride ve 6zellikle Anadoluda yerel baglamda
nasil kullanilmis olduklarini ortaya koymak amaglanmistir. Ilk olarak, duvar kaplamasi/levhast
degerlendirilmistir. Ilk olarak, duvar kaplamasi/levhasi degerlendirilmistir. Bu parga, simdilik Sandwich
Gold-Glass tekniginde yapilmis, kentte bulunan tek 6rnektir. Oncelikle form tanimlamasi yapilarak,
tretim teknigine deginilmistir. Sonrasinda benzer ornekler ve buluntu kontekstinden yola ¢ikilarak
tarihlendirmeye ¢alisilmistir. Alun yaldiz stislemesinin uygulanmis oldugu ikinci grup cam tesseralardir.
Antiokheiada simdiye kadar, bu teknikte tiretilmis 1012 tane tessera bulunmustur. Tamami Aedilicus
Tepesi'nde yer alan kilisede agiga gikartilmgtir. Iki evresinin oldugu bilinen Kilisenin ilk evresi; Imparator
Justinianus Dénemine ait olup Halife Velid Doneminde (MS 713) yapilan saldirtyla yakilip yikilmistur.
MS 9. yiizyilin ortasinda yeni kilisenin yapilabilmesi icin eski kilisenin yikintlari, alttaki yapilarin igine
doldurularak diizlestirilmistir. Bu dolgu tabakasinin igerisinde bulunan altin varakli tesseralar kilisenin,
ilk evresine ait olan duvarlarini ve tavanini siisliiyor olmaliydi. Altn varakli bu tesseralar icin MS 6.-7.
ylizy1l tarih araligi verilebilir. Calisma, bolgesel arkeolojiye sagladig katkilarin yani sira Anadoludaki cam
isciligine tiretim ve islev agisindan da 151k tutmakeadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Pisidia Antiokheia, Bizans, Aedilicus Tepesi Kilisesi, Altun Cam, Duvar Kaplamasi/

Levhasi, Tessera
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lass artefacts is one of the densest groups of finds unearthed during the excavations of Pisidia An-

tiocheia. Among these, the fragment of wall revetment with gold-gilded decoration and tesserae

are of particular significance This study will first focus on the wall revetment, which was produced
using the Sandwich Gold-Glass technique.

Although it is known that the use of gilding in glass decoration first appeared in the Hellenistic Period
(Harden, 1968, p. 46-72), Dan P. Barag’s study, “The Prelude to Hellenistic Gold-Glass”, is supported
by archaeological evidence that the origin of golden glass dates to the Phoenician art of the 8th century
BC (Barag, 1988, p. 19-25). During the Hellenistic Period, 22 examples of this technique are known
(Cesarin, 2018, p. 27). The most prominent examples known to have been preserved to this day are the
Canosa group bowls, found at Canosa and dated to the late 3rd century BC (Harden, 1968, p. 21-47), a
bowl found in the city mound of Gordion, dated to the second half of the 3rd century BC (Saldern, 1959,
p. 45-48), another bowl found in Mozdok dated to the beginning of the 3rd century BC (Adriani, 1967,
p. 105-127). This technique was further developed and continued to be applied in the Late Hellenistic
and Early Roman Periods, as seen in gold strapwork bowls that combined colored glass and gold leaf (For
exemplification, see Grose, 1982, p. 20-29; Grose, 1983, p. 43- 44.). The same technique was employed
in the Late Roman and Byzantine periods; subsequently, it continued to be used on medallions depicting
various religious and non-religious subjects and individuals (For examples of these medallions, see Mez-
zolani & Rini, 2023, p. 2-10).

A Fragment of Wall Revetment

During the conservation work carried out in 2014 in the area referred to as “Shop 6,” located to the east of
the square extending from the city’s west gate (the main entrance) towards the north (Ozhanli, 2015, p. 5)
(Fig. 1), a fragment of wall revetment produced using the gold-gilded glass technique was unearthed within
the Wall (Ozhanli, 2015, p- 5, res. 4). This technique, known as Gold-Glass, Sandwich Gold-Glass, or Glass
Revetment, is relatively uncommon and involves the placement of a thin gold leaf between two layers of glass
(Baykan & Baykan, 2012, p. 30).

Figure 1
Western Gate, the Square, and Shops / Bati Kapisi, Meydan ve Diikkanlar
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The piece examined within the scope of the study is the only example found in the city made in the Sand-
wich-Gold Glass technique (Fig. 2). As can be understood from the current state of preservation of the piece,
it has a long, thin rectangular form: width: 5.8 cm, protected length: 6.1 cm, thickness: between 0.4 and 0.7
cm (Thickness increases from edge to the middle). The thickness of the glass under the lamination is 0.3-0.6
cm, while the glass thickness above the lamination is 0.1 cm, which is relatively thin. In the details seen on
the edges of the broken wall parts (Fig. 3), these two layers and the thin gold leaf placed between them can be
observed clearly. From the tool marks seen on the edges, it is understood that the glass placed on the upper
or lower layer was shaped by pulling it. The piece is made of green glass, and a small number of bubbles can
be seen inside and on its surface.

Figure 2 Figure 3
A Piece of Gold-Leafed Sheet / Altin Varakli Levha Parcas Gold leaf Sheet Fragment, Side View [ Altin Varakli

Levha Pargasi, Yandan Gériinim

The back surface is left rough, and mortar residues remain in these textured spaces. Leaving the back side
rough can be interpreted in two ways. Anastasios C. Antonaras, while describing the production of this type
of glass, molten glass is poured into a mold lined with sand and pulled with tongs to shape it into a rectan-
gular shape. Then, gold leaf is placed on the surface, and a second layer is created by blowing thin colorless
glass onto it while the glass is still hot (Antonaras, 2008, p. 301). According to this explanation, leaving the
back side like this could be due to cither the sand in the mold during the production phase or because it was
used by gluing it to a surface.

Although only a small part of the piece is preserved, it is understood that its surface was decorated with
an ornamental motif. The gold leaf decoration does not cover the entire surface of the plate. At the corner
point, a semi-circle is created with blue color, and its edges are bordered with a dark color. Afterwards,
gold leaf was placed, and then blue was placed again. There are traces of adhesive on the surface of the
midpoint of the semi-circular shape in the corner. There was probably a glass or stone decoration placed
on top of this area by gluing it in place.

When similar examples of the piece in question are examined, it becomes clear that these are glass plates used
in wall decoration. It is known that they form a composition on their own, while sometimes they are cut
into pieces and placed side by side to create an exceptional composition. Pieces made in a similar technique
to the Antiochian example were found in the Iznik (Nicaea) Theatre (Ozgiimiis, 2009b, p. 735, pl. XXVII/
pic. 4, 732, tab. 11/12), Excavations at the St. Polyeuktos Church in Istanbul (Harrison & Gill, 1986, p. 172,
174), in the Topkapt Palace Courtyard (Atik, 2009, p. 309-314), in the istanbul/Marmaray Excavations
(Ozgiimiis, 2009a, p. 328, fig. 6), in the Basilica of Paul the Apostle in Kefalari near Argos (Antonaras, 2008,
p- 298-302), and the Basilica of St. Demetrios in Thessaloniki (Antonaras, 2012, p. 301-3006).

In similar examples, two distinct date ranges are associated with these glass plates. 6-7th century AD and
9-12th century AD. However, the finding location and the layer complicate the situation considerably. It is
challenging to date the piece, which was found in the fill soil used to repair the wall of a shop in Antioch for
sales purposes during its last use, based on the location of the find. The piece was unearthed during conser-
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vation work carried out to strengthen the walls of the shop. During the work, three coins and four pendant/
necklace Anadolu Arastirmalar - Anatolian Research pendulums were also found on the wall, along with the
glass plate piece in question (Fig. 4). These findings have been fascinating for the dating of the glass plate.

Figure 4
Find Layer / Buluntu Katmani

The form of pendant/necklace pendulums; there is a round
hanging hole at the top, three groove decorations under the
hole, and the body ends with a rounded shape starting from
the bottom of the decorations (Fig. 5). A date range of 1-5
centuries AD is given for this style of pendant/necklace pen-
dulums (Kutluer, 2021, s. 167-168, kat. no. 123-124; Ga-
ran, 2015, p. 81, ks. 5-7). One of the coins cannot be read
because of the damage. The second coin belongs to Maxim-
ianus Herculeus (Augustus, 286-305; 307-308; 310), and
the third coin belongs to the Arcadius period (395-408)>
(Fig. 6). When examining the dating of these findings, we

encounter a very complex date range.

Another issue that generates ambiguity concerns the prov-
enance of the find. Detailed examination of comparable
examples demonstrates that such objects were typically un-
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earthed in the courtyards of private residences (Antonaras, 2008, p. 301.), or within prominent Byzantine
structures, particularly churches. Accordingly, the likelihood that a piece of this nature was employed in an

' Mint of Heraclea
Follis, c. 295-299

O/ IMP C M A MAXIMIANVS P F AVG; Sun beam crowned, draped and armored bust of the emperor, facing right.

A/ CONCORDIA MIL-ITVM; Emperor standing facing right, holding a spear in hand; Jupiter standing facing left, holding a

scepter in his left hand and a Victoria on a globus in his right hand, offering it to the emperor.

RIC VI, 581, No. 16b.

2 Mint of Heraclea
4, 388-392

O/ DN ARCADI-VS PF AVG; Pearl-diademed, draped and armored bust of the emperor, facing right.

A/ [SALVS] REI PVBLICAE; Victoria advancing left, holding trophy in right hand dragging captive to the left; cross in the

left; SMHA.
RIC IX, 198, No. 26¢; LRBC 11, Salus Rei Publicae, Type 2.

(I would like to thank Hacer SANCAKTAR for her help in reading the coins.)



200 TUBA-AR38/2026 Habibe UGUZ

ordinary shop for commercial purposes appears highly improbable. Nevertheless, it is noteworthy that St.
Paul’s Church is situated to the northeast of the area where the shop is located. However, St. Paul’s Church
is located in the northeast of the area where the shop is situated. It may therefore be suggested that this dis-
tinctive glass plate fragment was originally employed in St. Paul’s Church and, following the church’s disuse,
was redeposited within the fill subsequently utilized in the repair of the wall of “Shop 6”. It is known that
during his missionary expeditions, St. Paul visited the city of Antioch in Pisidia three times (between 46 and
58 AD) and laid the foundations of the Christian religion by delivering the first sermons in the town. For
this reason, the largest church in the city was attributed to him. The church, built in the 4th century AD, is
the largest early basilica-planned church in the Pisidia Region in terms of its dimensions. It is also essential
because it functions as a “Pilgrimage Church” (Kahraman, 2023, p. 153-167). It is possible that the glass
plate in question, which is a very special find, belongs to this church.

Figure 6
Coins [ Sikkeler

It is challenging to determine the place of origin of this unique plate, decorated with gold leaf, found in An-
tioch. Anastasios C. Antonaras points out that such gold leaf decorated plates/pieces are a Syrian-Palestinian
tradition and points to the Syrian-Palestinian coast as their production center (Antonaras, 2012, p. 305). For
similar examples evaluated in her work titled “Three Byzantine gold-glass pieces”, Seniz Atik, does not speci-
fy a clear place about the production places of these types of ornaments, which are rare decoration elements,
but states that the examples found in the capital Constantinople (such as Hagia Sophia, Polyeuktos Church
and imperial palaces) may have been produced in the capital (Atik, 2009, p. 313). In the studies conducted
in the city so far, it has been determined that glass production was concentrated in four areas in Antioch
during the Byzantine Period. In these areas, various forms were certainly produced for multiple uses, includ-
ing lightning rods, daily use, and ornamental purposes (Uguz, 2021, p. 29-41). However, there is currently
no evidence for the production of gold leaf glass. The gold leaf tesserae which will be evaluated in the future
within the scope of this study, are understood to have been produced using a similar technique. Given their
abundance, it is likely that the production of gold leaf tesserae took place within the city.

Tesserae

The second group to apply gold foil decoration is glass tesserae. These tesserae were produced with a
similar technique to the gold leaf plate fragment described above. Gold leaf is placed on the surface of
the molten glass, which is then poured into a sheet-shaped mold. While the glass is hot, transparent thin
glass, called cartellina (Loukopoulou & Moropoulou, 2009, p. 307), is blown over it and covered with
a second layer that serves as protection. After the glass plate has cooled, tesserae are created by cutting it
into small, square pieces.
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During excavations carried out in Antioch, 1,012 tesserae produced using this technique were found. All
of it was unearthed in the church on Aedilicus Hill®. Ten of them are triangular, the rest are all squares
(Fig. 7). Dimensions vary between 1.5 x 1.0 x 0.5 cm and 0.4 x 0.6 x 0.5 cm. The majority of them are
translucent green and light green, and a few are in light yellow and greenish-yellowish colors. In addition to
well-preserved examples, there are also those whose thin upper layer has been removed (Fig. 8); the gold leaf
placed between them has disappeared or is only partially preserved. Light yellow and light green colors were
preferred to cover the upper layer, which is quite transparent compared to the lower layer. Their dimensions
range from 0.1 cm to 0.2 cm. In some tesserae, although both the bottom and top layers were preserved, the
gold leaf in between them has disappeared. How the second layer of glass was placed can be understood from
the surface of some of the round-edged tesserae created by cutting from the edge of the plate (Fig. 9). The
second layer of support glass ends before the edges of the tesserae. It is placed on it by combining it well. Yael
Gorin-Rosen explains that the existence of the edges of these sheets, which were created to produce tesserae,
is because they were produced locally as part of the process of making colored glass tesserae (Gorin-Rosen,
2015, p. 99). As a matter of fact, in some of the tesserae found in Antioch, it is seen that the thin glass placed
to cover the upper layer has melted and become amorphous (Fig. 10). Possibly due to the sudden cooling
that occurred during the placement of the second layer after the gold leaf was placed or the failure to form
a thin layer, the upper layer remained in the form of large bubbles. The back surface of all the tesserae eval-
uated in this group was left rough.

Figure 7
Gold Leaf Glass Tessera, Front and Back Sides / Altin Varakli Cam Tesseralar, On ve Arka Yiiz

3 Three other churches/buildings in the city may have been decorated with tesserae produced in gold leaf technique. However, as
a result of systemic excavations in the church on Aedilicus Hill and meticulous examination of the glass findings, only tesserae
produced in gold leaf technique can be seen among the glass findings of this church.
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Figure 8
The Detached Top Layer of Gold Leaf Glass Tesserae | Altin Varakli Cam Mozaik Parcalarinin
Ayrilmis Ust Katmani

Figure 9
Gold Leaf Tessera Edge / Altin Varakli Tessera Kenar Kismi

A
o
1

- LS

o L) -

Figure 10
Amorphous Tesserae, Front and Back Sides | Amorf Tesse-
ralar On ve Arka Yiiz
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These tesserae, made in the Sandwich Gold-Glass technique, were used not to cover an entire wall but only
in small sections for decorative friezes, bands, dividing lines, surface, and other vital parts (Saldern, 1980, p.
92; Kazhdan, 1991, p. 1413). Unlike the Antiochian examples, it is seen that some tesserae have dark, and
linear decorations between the gold leaf decorations (Fig. 11). Another difference observed in some tesserae
is that once again they were made with the Sandwich Gold-Glass technique, the surface of the tesserae was
painted with blue color, gold leaf was placed on it and the upper surface was layered with a thin glass that
again served as a protective layer (Fig. 12). The present group of findings does not constitute a composition
on its own. As mentioned above, they were likely used to convey essential details within the fresco.

Figure 11 Figure 12 )
Examples of Linear Ornamentation / Cizgisel Bezemelerin Painted Samples / Boyali Olan Ornekler
Oldugu Ornekler

It is known that glass began to be used as a decorative element on walls in the Late Republican Period of
Rome. To decorate villas, caves, and Nymphaea with materials such as seashells and broken glass has been
used. Glass tesserae from the first half of the 1st century BC began to be used in fountains, other water-re-
lated areas, and on the surfaces of walls, vaults, and domes (Dunbabin, 1980, p. 113). From the 4th century
AD, it became a form of wall decoration frequently used to decorate the wall mosaics of churches and cha-
pels (Kazhdan, 1991, p. 1413). Gold leaf tesserae, found together with glass tesserae in various colors, were
widely preferred, especially in mosaics that covered the walls of churches. Gold leaf glass tesserae are defined
as one of the flashy and expensive wall decoration elements (The cost of Hagia Sophia’s mosaics was calcu-
lated, and a very high price was determined. For details, see.; Mango, 1992, p. 125-126). However, Marco
Verita states that approximately six square meters of mosaic sheets can be made with 20 grams of gold (one
cubic centimeter) (Verita, 2000, p. 68). Gold leaf tesserae are found not only in capital cities such as Rome
and Constantinople, but also in rural churches, monasteries, and settlements, which shows that they do not
require significant costs (Gorin-Rosen, 2015, p. 100).

Gold leaf tesserae, which are a part of the ostentation and magnificence of buildings, are finds that are
not taken into consideration in excavation results and reports. Every ancient city where Christianity was
observed has at least one church structure. It is one of the places that is admired both religiously and archi-
tecturally. For this reason, the most crucial ornamental element that adorns every church that can afford it
should be glass tesserae. However, although this group of archaeological finds has not received the scholarly
attention it deserves in excavation reports, existing publications indicate that gold leaf tesserae had a wide
distribution. One of the earliest examples was found in Sardis and dates back to before 400 AD (Saldern,
1980, p. 92). Amorium (Lightfoot & Lightfoot, 2006, p. 89-92), Dereagzt Mastaura(?) (Morganstern, 1983,
p- 81-93:) in Lycia, Anazarbus (Gough, 1952, p. 115), St. Polieuktos Church (Schibille-McKenzie, 2014,
p. 114-127), and the most crucial finding area of all, Hagia Sophia ($Simsek, 2015, p. 10-11). In addition to
these locations, it was used extensively in Ravenna and Rome (Muscolino, 2019, p. 119-132). These glass
tesserae found in Antioch are similar to those found in these cities in terms of size, technique, and decora-
tion. The walls of large and small churches dating between the 5th and 9th centuries AD are decorated with
gold tesserae. It is understood from the gold glass mosaic inscriptions found in Bet Shean/Beysan during
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the Umayyad period that the gold glass tesserae tradition, which
was used to decorate essential buildings of Byzantium, continued in
Islamic culture (Khamis, 2001, p. 159-176). Gold leaf tesserae were
also used in Anitkabir, the building complex that houses the mauso-
leum of Mustafa Kemal ATATURK is located in Ankara’s Cankaya
district. The fact that the walls and ceiling of the mausoleum are dec-
orated with gold leaf tesserae (Fig. 13) indicates that this decorative
element?, which first appeared in the 4th century AD, has continued
to be used on the walls and ceilings of essential buildings to this day.
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The gold leaf tesserae evaluated in the study were unearthed during
excavations carried out in the church on Aedilicus Hill and its sur-
roundings within the 2024 excavations program. The vast majority
of it was found in the trenches designated as AT 69+68 (Fig. 14).
This area is located outside the south wall of the square-planned  Figure 13

space in front of the arched door, situated in the southwest corner of Anitkabir Wall Decoration |/ Anitkabir
the church. The context was documented as being filled with bricks, ~ Duvar Stslemesi

tiles, marble slabs, and mortar. Within this deposit, glass fragments attributable to a dense assemblage of
handled oil lamps (approximately six large crates), as well as bronze-lead alloy wick stabilizers and bronze

suspension fittings associated with these lamps, were identified (These glass lamps will be evaluated in a sep-
arate study.). As a result of the work done in the church so far, it’s understood that the current church has
two phases. The first church, which belonged to the reign of Emperor Justinianus, was burned and destroyed
by an attack during the Caliphate Velid period (713 AD) (Ozhanli, 2017, p. 97), in the middle of the 9th
century AD, the ruins of the old church were leveled by filling them into the structures below so that the new
church could be built. The gold leaf tesserae found in this fill layer, along with glass lamp fragments, must
have adorned the walls and ceiling of the church, which belonged to the first phase. Based on the excavation
data of the area in question and other finds from the area, a date range of the 6th to 7th century AD can be
assigned to the gold leaf tesserae evaluated within the scope of the study.

Figure 14
Church on Aedilicus Hill / Aedilicus Tepesi Kilisesi

4 (BBC Tiirkge, 2023)
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Conclusions

These gold leaf tesserae, unearthed from the church on the Aedilicus Hill, must have been produced locally.
There is data that glass production was made in four different areas in Antioch during the Byzantine period.
One of these areas is the church on the Aedilicus Hill. Although no furnace or crucible remains have been
found in the church so far, finds for glass production have been unearthed in the surrounding buildings
(These findings are amorphous, foams, and slags of glass.). It is misleading to think that the church, a com-
plex structure, did not have a glass furnace in the early period, based solely on the late destruction (Uguz,
2021, p. 40-41). Additionally, from written sources, it is revealed that during the construction of religious
public buildings, such as churches, glaziers set up small facilities. It is known that they produced the church’s
mosaic glass and oil lamps locally and then dismantled the ovens (Keller, 2010, p. 183-198). Considering
the structures surrounding the church and the presence of a wall, it can be easily assumed that this could be
a city monastery. Apart from all this, the abundance of glass finds in the church also shows that the tesserae
may have been locally produced. As a result, the tesserae evaluated in the study must have been made ecither
in a special workshop producing colored glass belonging to the church or locally by temporary glass masters
coming to the church. The fact that numerous production errors and amorphous finds were also discovered
during the excavations supports this idea.

Although the church is almost preserved at a basic level today, archaeological findings are sufficient to enable
us to imagine the splendor of the church in its first phase of use. In addition to the gold-leaf glass tesserae
adorning the walls and ceiling of the church, the plaster and column capitals are also decorated with gold
gilding. This reveals the magnificent structure and historical significance of the church during its time of use.
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Abstract

This study examines the holistic conservation of tangible and intangible cultural heritage through the case
of the Pomak houses in the town of Konakli, located in Nigde Province within the Cappadocia region
of Tiirkiye. Konakl: is characterized by a multilayered cultural structure shaped by successive migration
waves, and today communities of Thessaloniki, Romanian, and Bulgarian origin continue to sustain
intangible heritage through language, culinary traditions, music, rituals, and everyday practices. However,
the traditional Pomak houses have largely lost their original functions and face serious risks of deterioration
and abandonment. Employing a qualitative case-study approach, the research documents the architectural
characteristics, spatial organization, construction techniques, and current conditions of the houses through
systematic field observation and on-site documentation, and evaluates these data together with the cultural
practices of the local community based on literature review and comparative analysis. The findings underline
that addressing tangible and intangible heritage in an integrated manner strengthens the continuity of local
identity and supports the long-term safeguarding of rural architectural heritage. Based on this integrated
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assessment, adaptive reuse scenarios including a local cultural exhibition space, culinary heritage facilities,
and small-scale production and sales units are proposed as conservation tools compatible with the cultural
character of the settlement. The study concludes that a holistic conservation framework constitutes
an effective model for sustaining vernacular architecture and safeguarding cultural continuity in rural
settlements shaped by migration.

Keywords: Holistic Conservation, Tangible and Intangible Heritage, Rural Architectural Heritage, Konakli
Immigrant Pomak Houses, Adaptive Reuse

6zet

Bu ¢alisma, Tiirkiye’'nin Kapadokya Bolgesi'nde, Nigde iline bagli Konakli kasabasindaki Pomak evleri 6rnegi
tizerinden somut ve somut olmayan kiiltiirel mirasin biitiinciil korunmasini ele almaktadir. Konakls, farkli
dénemlerde gergeklesen go¢ hareketleri sonucunda sekillenmis ¢ok katmanli bir kiiltiirel yapiya sahip olup,
giiniimiizde Selanik, Romanya ve Bulgaristan kokenli topluluklar dil, mutfak kiiltiirii, miizik, ritieller ve
giindelik yasam pratikleri araciligiyla somut olmayan kiiltiirel mirasi yasatmaya devam etmektedir. Bununla
birlikte, geleneksel Pomak evleri biiyiik dl¢tide 6zgiin islevlerini yitirmis olup fiziksel bozulma ve terk edilme
agisindan ciddi tehditlerle kargi kargiyadir. Nitel durum galigmasi yaklagimiyla yiiriitiilen aragtirmada, Pomak
evlerinin mimari 6zellikleri, mekénsal organizasyonlari, yapim teknikleri ve mevcut durumlari sistematik
alan gozlemleri ve yerinde belgeleme calismalariyla ortaya konulmus; elde edilen veriler, literatiir incelemesi
ve kargilagtirmali analizler dogrultusunda yerel toplulugun kiiltiirel pratikleriyle birlikte degerlendirilmistir.
Bulgular, somut ve somut olmayan kiiltiirel mirasin birlikte ele alinmasinin yerel kimligin stirekliligini
giiclendirdigini ve kirsal mimari mirasin uzun vadeli korunmasini destekledigini gostermektedir. Bu
biitiinciil degerlendirme dogrultusunda, yerlesimin kiiltiirel karakteriyle uyumlu koruma araglari olarak
kiiltiirel sergileme mekanlari, mutfak mirasina yonelik deneyim merkezleri ve kiigiik olgekli tiretim satig
birimlerini igeren yeniden islevlendirme 6nerileri gelistirilmigtir. Arastirma, go¢ kokenli kirsal yerlesimlerde
geleneksel mimari mirasin korunmasi ve kiiltiirel sirekliligin stirdiiriilebilir bigimde yasatilmast agisindan
biitiinciil koruma yaklagiminin etkili bir model olusturdugunu gostermekeedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Biitiinciil Koruma, Somut ve Somut Olmayan Kiiltiirel Miras, Kirsal Mimari Miras,
Konakli G6¢men Pomak Evleri, Yeniden Islevlendirme
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igration has historically constituted not merely a demographic movement but a complex cul-

tural process through which belief systems, languages, traditions, social organization, and spa-

tial practices are transferred to new geographies. In Tiirkiye, particularly Balkan-origin migrant
communities have generated distinctive rural settlements by reinterpreting their cultural memory through
local materials, construction techniques, and environmental conditions. This interaction between migration
and space has produced layered rural landscapes in which architectural forms operate as physical testimonies
of social continuity and cultural negotiation (Gogebakan & Saban, 2021; Oztiirk & Ascikoga, 2013).

Contemporary heritage conservation approaches have expanded beyond monumental architecture to
include vernacular settlements, everyday life practices, and migrant-built environments. Since traditional
architecture emerges through the inseparable relationship between tangible and intangible components,
the integrated documentation of built fabric and living cultural practices has become essential for under-
standing and safeguarding rural heritage (Bademci, 2018, pp. 14-15; Karakul, 2007, p. 151). Rural
houses constructed with local techniques may thus be interpreted not only as shelters but also as spatial
embodiments of linguistic traditions, culinary cultures, belief systems, production patterns, and social
relations. Consequently, holistic conservation approaches addressing buildings, settlement patterns, and
cultural practices together provide a more sustainable framework for preserving the heritage of migrant
communities (Karakul, 2007, pp.151-152).

Within this conceptual framework, Pomak culture constitutes a multilayered heritage system composed of
language, foodways, rituals, and everyday practices, while Pomak houses embody the material traces of this
identity. Architectural spaces acquire meaning through narratives, customs, and collective memory; there-
fore, conservation strategies that isolate physical fabric from social practices risk reducing heritage to static
objects detached from lived experience (Karakul, 2007, p .152; Metin Basat, 2013, p. 62).

The study area, Konakli Town in Nigde Province, represents a settlement shaped by successive migration
waves that have produced a complex cultural palimpsest. In the nineteenth century the town was inhabited
by a Greek Orthodox (Karamanli) population; following the 1923 population exchange between Tiirkiye
and Greece, Muslim migrants from Thessaloniki and its surroundings were resettled in the area. Between
1940 and 1960, Pomak communities migrating from Bulgaria further transformed the demographic and
cultural structure of the town. These successive movements reshaped Konaklr’s spatial organization, building
traditions, and social life, generating a multilayered rural landscape.

The Pomaks constitute one of the indigenous Muslim communities of the Balkans and have been associ-
ated with Cuman-Kipchak elements from the eleventh century onward (Alp, 2012, p. 7). Until the nine-
teenth century, Pomak populations were concentrated in Lovech, the Rhodope Mountains, Western Thrace,
and Eastern Macedonia, and their origins have been variously defined as Islamized Bulgarians, Muslim
Macedonians, or Slavicized Albanians (Kirul, 2019, p. 188; Koyuncu, 2013, pp. 141,144). The term
“Pomak,” introduced in the nineteenth century by Ami Boué, derives from the Slavic word pomoci meaning
“to help” (Kanitz, 1882, p. 183; Turan, 1999, pp. 69-70). Following the Balkan Wars and the Second World
War, Pomak communities migrated to Anatolia and settled primarily in Thrace and Western Anatolia, while
forming smaller communities in provinces such as Nigde and Konya (Oztiirk & Asgikoga, 2013, p. 411;
Pelin, 2021, p. 756).

Although Pomaks and migrants from Thessaloniki, Bulgaria, and Romania originate from different ethnic
backgrounds, they have collectively sustained the shared cultural heritage of Balkan Muslim communities in
Tiirkiye. Throughout the twentieth century, Konakli evolved into a multi-ethnic migrant settlement where
similar life practices, belief systems, and daily routines fostered a common cultural fabric. Today, popula-
tions of migrant origin continue to inhabit the town, and numerous elements of intangible cultural heritage
remain active in everyday life. This situation necessitates that the Pomak houses of Konakli be evaluated not
solely as the architectural heritage of a single group, but rather as components of a multilayered cultural
landscape continuously re-signified through shared memory and social interaction.
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Despite this cultural richness, most of the stone masonry Pomak houses have fallen out of use, and physical
deterioration has accelerated due to abandonment, loss of function, and insufficient maintenance. These pro-
cesses threaten not only the architectural fabric but also the cultural practices historically embedded within
these domestic spaces. While previous studies have examined Balkan migrant housing traditions, Pomak cul-
ture, or the relationship between heritage and rural development, relatively few investigations have addressed
Pomak houses currently inhabited or reinterpreted by different migrant communities together with both
their tangible and intangible components through a holistic conservation framework. This research therefore

seeks to address this gap through the case of Konakl:.

The primary objective of the study is to analyze the Pomak houses of Konakl: together with the settlement’s
intangible cultural heritage and to explore how an integrated conservation strategy can contribute to the
sustainable safeguarding of this multilayered heritage. In this respect, the research seeks to document the
architectural, typological, and material characteristics of the Pomak houses, to examine the intangible cul-
tural heritage of Pomak and migrant communities such as language, cuisine, music, and ritual practices and
to discuss adaptive reuse strategies that reinforce local identity while ensuring the continuity of these cultural
expressions within a holistic conservation framework.

The theoretical framework of the research is grounded in the premise that conservation strategies integrat-
ing tangible and intangible heritage foster cultural sustainability more effectively than approaches focused
exclusively on physical preservation. The main hypothesis proposes that the combined evaluation of Pomak
houses’ architectural features and the living cultural practices of Konaklr’s migrant communities enables
these structures to be reactivated as components of a living cultural landscape, thereby strengthening both
cultural identity and local resilience. Three sub-assumptions support this hypothesis: first, that architectural
heritage gains interpretive depth and social value when addressed together with intangible practices; second,
that adaptive reuse grounded in community memory offers a more sustainable conservation model; and
third, that culturally sensitive, community-oriented approaches enhance the continuity of migrant identity.

Within this context, the study focuses on three principal research questions: it first seeks to identify the archi-
tectural characteristics of the Pomak houses and the tangible and intangible heritage elements of Konaklr’s
migrant communities, and to examine how these dimensions intersect and mutually reinforce one another
within the settlement fabric. Secondly, it investigates the ways in which holistic conservation approaches can
contribute to the long-term safeguarding of this multilayered rural heritage by integrating built form, cul-
tural practices, and community memory into a coherent protection framework. Finally, the study questions
whether adaptive reuse strategies that combine architectural fabric with living traditions can generate a fea-
sible and transferable conservation model for similar rural settlements shaped by migration, thereby offering
a broader methodological contribution to the preservation of vernacular heritage landscapes.

By framing the Konakli Pomak houses as components of a dynamic cultural landscape rather than isolated
architectural artifacts, the study aims to contribute to broader discussions on vernacular architecture, migra-
tion heritage, and holistic conservation practices in Anatolia.

Literature Review

Rural tourism is commonly defined as a form of tourism that supports the social, cultural, and economic
development of rural areas in line with sustainability principles and that is integrated with natural environ-
ments, traditional lifestyles, and agricultural activities. By enhancing community participation, supporting
local economies, and increasing the visibility of traditional cultural practices, rural tourism is widely regarded
as a strategic instrument in the conservation of cultural heritage. The literature emphasizes that rural tourism
allows visitors to experience local culture, participate in traditional production practices, and enjoy rural
environments while preserving the distinctive character of settlements (Enk et al., 2010; Pakurar & Olh,
2008; Perales, 2002; Sert, 2024; Simeanu et al., 2025; Soykan, 2003; Tovmasyan, 2023). In addition, rural
tourism contributes to landscape protection, employment generation, local production, and the integration
of ecotourism, cultural tourism, and agrotourism within sustainable development policies.
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Recent studies highlight the multidimensional impacts of rural tourism on heritage conservation and local
development. Kumar et al. (2024) underlines its role in fostering intercultural interaction, while Jayalakshmi
and Vijayasree (2025) emphasize its contribution to the visibility of handicrafts and festivals. Tola et al. (2024)
point to economic benefits and employment creation, whereas Yilmaz and Yilmaz (2019) stress the reinvest-
ment of tourism revenues into heritage conservation. Zhao (2024) frames rural tourism as an environmen-
tally integrated approach that ensures intergenerational transmfoftenission of heritage values, and responsible
tourism practices based on community participation are frequently highlighted as essential (Jayalakshmi &
Vijayasree, 2025). Tunca and Akyiiz Levi (2021) further demonstrate that rural tourism strengthens infrastruc-
ture, social life, and public services in rural settlements while reducing rural-urban migration.

Ecological villages emerging within rural tourism contexts contribute significantly to the safeguarding of
tangible and intangible heritage through the continuation of traditional knowledge systems such as per-
maculture, organic agriculture, natural construction techniques, and local production. International cases
including Findhorn (Scotland) and Auroville (India), together with Turkish examples such as Dedetepe
(Canakkale), Marmarig (Izmir), and Giilnar (Mersin), illustrate how rural tourism enhances the economic
sustainability of such settlements and raises awareness of ecological lifestyles (Tunca & Akyiiz Levi, 2021).

The integration of cultural heritage and tourism in rural contexts has become a central research topic (Aktas
& Aktas, 2025; George et al., 2009; Lane & Kastenholz, 2015; Yazgan & Kadanali, 2012). Tangible and
intangible heritage elements constitute core components of rural destinations, while cultural practices such
as music, dance, gastronomy, and handicrafts enhance destination distinctiveness and local economies
(Bourdin et al., 2019; Staréevi¢ et al., 2022). Network-based cooperation among local economies, tourism
actors, and heritage institutions is emphasized as a prerequisite for successful heritage-led tourism models,
and participatory governance structures are seen as critical for balancing conservation and development
(Paulino et al., 2023). At the same time, the literature cautions against risks such as overtourism, commodi-
fication, and loss of authenticity, thereby underlining the necessity of context-sensitive planning.

Numerous studies investigate the relationship between intangible heritage and rural tourism (Capar, 2016;
Cerquetti et al., 2022; Diker, 2019; Ekici & Avcikurt, 2023; Ozbek & Oz Celikbas, 2021; Pekersen &
Calik, 2017; Pelit & Turkoglu, 2019; Roigé et al., 2019; Shakya & Vagnarelli, 2024; Wang et al., 2019).
Although these studies demonstrate the contribution of intangible heritage to destination competitiveness
and sustainability, they often treat cultural practices independently from the architectural and spatial con-
texts in which they are embedded, thus insufficiently addressing the reciprocal relationship between tangible
and intangible heritage.

In the context of migrant culinary heritage, studies conducted in Nigde also emphasize the role of adaptive
reuse in sustaining intangible cultural values. For instance, Acar Ata (2023) proposes the transformation
of a traditional stone mansion in Yesilbur¢ (Denee) into a “gastronomy house” to support the transmis-
sion of migrant culinary culture through experiential learning. This approach highlights the importance of
integrating spatial heritage with food-related practices and demonstrates the potential of reuse strategies in
sustaining intangible heritage.

International scholarship and UNESCO’s 1972 and 2003 Conventions strongly advocate for the integrated
treatment of tangible and intangible heritage. Smith (2006) and Harrison (2013) conceptualize heritage as
deriving meaning from lived practices rather than solely from physical remains, a position reinforced by the
Yamato (2004), Xi’an (2005), Quebec (2008), and Naples (2011) Declarations, which stress the importance
of conserving not only material fabric but also meanings, uses, and traditional knowledge systems.

Nevertheless, a methodological divide persists in conservation research. Architectural studies frequently pri-
oritize physical fabric while neglecting everyday practices and cultural contexts (Degirmenci & Koskliik Kaya,
2020). In Turkiye, definitional gaps and institutional fragmentation further hinder holistic approaches, par-
ticularly due to the absence of a legal definition of “rural site,” which prevents the integrated assessment of
architectural heritage together with the agricultural and forest landscapes that sustain it (Soykok Ede, 2025).
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Research on rural architectural heritage and migrant communities in Tiirkiye remains limited. Existing stud-
ies primarily focus on Balkan migrant settlements (Caligkan, 2015), housing typologies (Karpuz, 1996), or
intangible cultural heritage practices (Ersoy, 2018). Within this body of literature, scholarship on Pomaks
is largely concentrated on migration histories and cultural traditions, providing detailed documentation of
language, music, gastronomy, rituals, and everyday practices (Basaran, 1999; Zafer, 2001; Basaran & Tipigil
Giirciim, 2007; Koyuncu, 2013; Ileri & Kemaloglu, 2013; Ozriirk & Asgikoga, 2013; Ozcan, 2013; Yigit,
2016; Ergene, 2015; Kamil, 2017; Aksoy, 2019; Deniz, 2019; Poyraz, 2019; Vardar, 2019; Ozlem, 2020;
Aslan, 2020; Zafer, 2020; Pelin, 2021; Mertol et al., 2021; Giizel & Akyurt Kurnaz, 2023; Cetinbas, 2025).
However, these studies generally do not integrate architectural heritage with intangible cultural values within
a unified analytical framework, particularly in relation to rural tourism and holistic conservation approaches.

A similar gap is also evident in international literature, where migrant-built rural settlements are predom-
inantly evaluated in terms of economic utilization and tourism potential, while intangible cultural dimen-
sions and everyday cultural practices remain secondary (George, 2010; Hall & Williams, 2002). Despite
the growing body of research on rural tourism and heritage conservation, limited attention has been paid to
migrant-built rural settlements in Anatolia that simultaneously address architectural fabric and living cul-
tural traditions. In this context, both national and international studies rarely examine spatial heritage and
socio-cultural practices together within a holistic conservation and rural tourism framework.

A similar gap is evident in international literature, where migrant-built rural settlements are predominantly
evaluated in terms of economic utilization and tourism potential, while their intangible cultural dimensions
remain secondary or underexplored (George, 2010; Hall & Williams, 2002). In the study conducted by
Ugurlu and Efe Yavagcan (2025), adaptive reuse strategies are developed for the Konakli Greek Church, and
the structure is assessed together with the underground city and surrounding Pomak houses within a holistic
conservation framework. In this context, Pomak houses are acknowledged as integral components of the
settlement’s cultural landscape, highlighting its multilayered heritage structure. However, the study does not
provide a detailed focus on the architectural characteristics, typological features, or adaptive reuse potential
of Pomak houses (Ugurlu & Efe Yavascan, 2025).

Although existing studies on Konakli and its cultural heritage address individual components such as the Greek
Church, underground city, and broader migration history, these works generally approach the subject either
from an architectural conservation perspective or from a socio-cultural heritage perspective in isolation. In
particular, research specifically focusing on Pomak houses remains limited, and these structures are typically
referenced only within broader settlement analyses without in-depth typological or spatial examination.

In this respect, the present study addresses a clear research gap by integrating architectural analysis with
living intangible cultural heritage practices within a unified holistic framework. Unlike previous studies
that tend to treat built heritage and cultural practices separately, this research combines spatial organization,
construction techniques, domestic architectural typologies, and the everyday cultural practices, rituals, and
memory structures of the community. In doing so, it offers an interdisciplinary contribution that not only
documents Pomak houses as physical heritage assets but also interprets them as active cultural environments
shaped by migration processes, collective memory, and the continuity of tradition.

Within this context, the lack of comprehensive literature specifically focusing on the Pomak houses of
Konakli constitutes a key theoretical and original contribution of the study. By documenting architectural
characteristics and evaluating living traditions in an integrated manner within a rural tourism framework,
the research proposes a holistic conservation model that links spatial heritage with socio-cultural prac-
tices and highlights the potential of rural tourism as a tool for the sustainable safeguarding of multilayered
migrant heritage. This study does not argue for the complete absence of research on Pomak houses; rather, it
underlines the absence of a focused and systematic analysis of the Konakli case. This specific gap defines the
principal originality of the research and reinforces its contribution to both architectural conservation and
cultural heritage studies.
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Methodology

This research is designed as a qualitative case study that investigates the relationship between architec-
tural heritage and living cultural practices in a rural migrant settlement through a holistic conservation
perspective. Rather than approaching rural environments solely as tourism resources, the study conceptu-
alizes Konakli Town and its Pomak houses as components of a multilayered cultural landscape shaped by
successive migration processes. The case study method was adopted to enable in-depth, context-sensitive
analysis of the spatial, material, and socio-cultural dimensions of the settlement and to examine how tan-
gible and intangible heritage values intersect within everyday life.

The study area consists of Konakli Town in Nigde Province and the Pomak houses located within the
settlement. The site was selected through purposive sampling because it preserves significant elements of
its vernacular architectural fabric, intangible cultural practices continue to be maintained in daily life,
and the settlement represents a rare example of a multi-ethnic Balkan migrant community in Central
Anatolia. In addition, the researchers’ positionality is explicitly acknowledged, as they were born and
raised in the study area and have maintained continuous engagement with the settlement through ongo-
ing visits and close familial ties. Many of their relatives still reside in Konakli, which has enabled sustained
access to local knowledge, social relations, and everyday spatial practices over time. Within this context,
the researchers have grown up immersed in the local cultural environment and have directly experienced
intangible cultural heritage practices, including rituals, oral traditions, and daily cultural expressions, as
part of their lived experience. This long-term and embedded familiarity provided a significant method-
ological advantage, allowing for a deeper understanding of both tangible and intangible heritage elements
within their socio-cultural context. However, the potential for subjective bias arising from this insider
position was carefully considered throughout the research process. To ensure analytical rigor, all obser-
vations were systematically documented, critically reflected upon, and cross-checked with architectural
survey data, field records, and relevant scholarly literature. This reflexive approach aimed to balance
experiential knowledge with academic objectivity, thereby enhancing the reliability, transparency, and
interpretive validity of the study.

The data collection process began with a comprehensive review of national and international literature
addressing vernacular architecture, migrant settlements, Pomak culture, cultural landscapes, and holistic
conservation theory. This review established the conceptual framework of the research and clarified the
theoretical foundations underlying the research questions.

Fieldwork focused on the in-situ documentation of selected Pomak houses and their immediate surround-
ings. Architectural survey techniques were employed to record plan typologies, construction systems,
materials, spatial organization, facade characteristics, and relationships to the settlement pattern. Data
were gathered through measured drawings, photographic recording, and systematic on-site observation,
and were interpreted with reference to rural architectural heritage studies and conservation literature.
Particular attention was paid not only to physical attributes but also to how domestic spaces are or were
formerly used in everyday life.

Intangible cultural heritage was investigated through the observation of traditional practices related to
daily life, food production and preparation, rituals, music, and social interaction within the settlement.
These practices were examined in relation to architectural spaces to reveal how cultural continuity is spa-
tially structured and how domestic environments act as carriers of collective memory. The analysis was
framed with reference to UNESCQO’s 2003 Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural
Heritage and contemporary holistic conservation approaches, allowing the built environment and living
traditions to be evaluated as interdependent heritage components.
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Data analysis combined descriptive and interpretive methods. Architectural and cultural findings were
categorized under thematic headings such as building typology, materiality, domestic use, ritual space,
and community practices and cross-read to identify patterns of interaction between tangible and intan-
gible heritage. Rather than producing purely technical inventories, the analytical process sought to inter-
pret architectural form within its socio-cultural context and to assess how adaptive reuse scenarios could
sustain both material fabric and living traditions. These interpretations formed the basis for developing
conservation-oriented reuse proposals compatible with the historical character of the settlement and the
cultural practices of its inhabitants.

In conclusion, the methodological framework adopted in this study treats rural architectural heritage
not as isolated physical artifacts but as socially embedded cultural systems shaped by memory, prac-
tice, and migration history. By integrating architectural survey techniques with cultural analysis and
conservation theory, the research proposes an interdisciplinary approach applicable to the study and
safeguarding of migrant-built rural landscapes in Anatolia and comparable contexts.

Findings

Settlement Characteristics of Konakli and Architectural Features of Pomak Houses

Konakli Town is located approximately 30 km northeast of Nigde within the Cappadocia Region
and was referred to as “Buntak Ova” during the Ottoman period (Chantre, 1999). Its former name,
Misthi, derives from the Greek mercenary soldiers (Mist-hioi) who once inhabited the area (Chantre,
1999). Following the Treaty of Lausanne in 1923, the Greek Orthodox population migrated to Greece;
Turkish immigrants arriving from Thessaloniki settled in the town in 1924, and Pomak communi-
ties from Bulgaria and Romania followed between 1936 and 1951. Due to climatic and agricultural
incompatibilities, the Pomaks soon migrated to other regions of Anatolia. The name of the settlement
was later changed from Misli to Konakli in reference to the hospitality of its inhabitants, and the town
acquired municipal status in 1989 (Nigde Konakli Belediyesi, 2025).

Today, Konaklr’s economy is primarily based on potato cultivation. In earlier periods, wheat and barley
were grown due to water scarcity, while irrigated agriculture and livestock breeding developed after
wells were opened after 1975. Tangible heritage assets in the settlement include the Greek Church built
in 1844, the Underground City, the Pomak houses, and a limited number of ruined Greek dwellings.
The Pomak houses are largely concentrated around the church, while others are dispersed across differ-
ent parts of the town.

The Pomak houses reflect both architectural traditions specific to Pomak culture and the vernacular
rural building practices of the Cappadocia region. In Pomak cultural life, domestic space is not merely
conceived as shelter but as the setting of rituals, collective memory, and major life events (Giizel &
Akyurt Kurnaz, 2023, pp. 202-203). Practices such as birth, marriage, death, guest reception, and food
preparation have shaped domestic layouts, rendering these dwellings significant as spatial expressions of
migrant identity. In Konakli, most Pomak houses were constructed by the state according to standard-
ized projects during the population exchange process and were subsequently left behind when Pomak
communities relocated.

Field surveys identified a total of twenty-one Pomak houses within the settlement (Fig. 1, Fig. 2). Only
a small number of these buildings continue to be used as residences, while the majority function as
storage spaces or remain abandoned. Changes in use and lack of maintenance have resulted in the dete-
rioration of original plan schemes and architectural elements, placing the Pomak houses under both
physical and cultural threat (Fig. 6, Fig. 10).
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Figure 1
Locations of the Immigrant Pomak Houses in the Town | Kasabadaki G6¢men Pomak Evlerinin Konumlari

Figure 2

Examples of Immigrant Pomak Houses in the Town | Kasabadaki Gé6cmen Pomak Evleri Ornekleri
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The Pomak houses typically display an L-shaped plan typology and consist of three principal units: the
kitchen, the main living room (salon), and the storage room (kayit odast) (Fig. 3, 4, Fig. 6, 7). In the
single-storey houses, the entrance on the eastern fagade opens directly into the kitchen, which also serves
as a circulation space. The salon accommodates sitting, sleeping, and guest reception within a single mul-
tifunctional room and is characterized by a wooden beam ceiling. Floors were traditionally covered with
reed mats and kilims, while walls were arranged with cushions and pillows. The storage room is generally
located on the northern side and was originally used for keeping food and household goods; today it
mostly retains a storage function, while some houses have been enlarged with additional volumes to create
secondary living spaces.
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Figure 3 .

Site Plan Showing Two Pomak Houses / Iki Pomak Evini Gésteren Yerlegim Plani
In the aralik-kitchen area, a hearth serving both cooking and heating functions is present (Fig. 4, 5, 8). This
hearth is connected to a shared chimney system with the living room, enabling smoke evacuation while
simultaneously heating both spaces. Such an arrangement constitutes an energy-efficient vernacular solution
in which architectural form and everyday practices are closely integrated. Another traditional cooking device
associated with Salonika immigrants is the kapama, an oven-like installation composed of a tray and a lid

placed within a wall niche; this feature continues to demonstrate cultural continuity in Konakli (Ornek,
2023, p. 162), (Fig. 9).

KYZEY
é AHSAP—_|
MERTEK

1200SOMLER]

z03 |
KAYIT ODAFI v

AHSAP MERTEK
SAGAK — 1ZDOSOMLER]
1zo0sUMO n N\
AHSAP
SAGAK
1ZDOSOMO

ZEMIN KAT PLANI
1 2 3 4 5

Figure 4
Ground Floor Plan of the Pomak House / Pomak Evi Zemin Kat Plani
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Figure 5
Sections of the Pomak House / Pomak Evi Kesitleri

Figure 6

Living Room Spaces in Pomak Houses (Living and Guest Reception Areas); Examples of Dwellings, Storage Uses,
and Abandoned Buildings are Shown / Pomak Evlerindeki Yasama Alanlari (Oturma ve Misafir Adirlama Alanlary): Konut,
Depolama ve Terk Edilmis Ornekler
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Figure 7 _
Interior Examples of the Kayit Odasi (Storage Room) / Kayit Odasinin (Depo) Ic Mekan Gériintiileri

Rectangular wooden doors and windows are used throughout the buildings, and simple square or rectan-
gular niches that support daily activities are incorporated into the kitchen, living room, and storage spaces.
Some of these niches are detailed with wooden frames (Fig. 10). The survival of the Pomak houses to the
present day can largely be attributed to their original and durable construction techniques. Foundations were
formed through shallow excavation and hard stone; corner stones ensured structural integrity, while infill
material provided additional stability. The walls were built of roughly dressed stone laid in a cross-bonded
pattern and reach a thickness of 40—60 c¢m, providing both load-bearing capacity and thermal insulation.
Horizontal wooden tie beams and lintels were inserted at door and window openings (Fig. 10).

Figure 8
The Traditional Hearth and Chimney System That Has Survived to the Present Day (The Chimney on the Right is Closed)
| Giintimiize Kadar Ulagmis Geleneksel Ocak ve Baca Sistemi (Sagdaki Baca Kapatilmis)
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Figure 9
The Traditional Cooking Device “Kapama,” Representing Migrant Identity in Konakli Town
| Konakli Kasabasinda Gégmen Kimligini Temsil Eden Geleneksel Pisirme Araci “Kapama”
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Figure 10
Building Materials, Construction Techniques, and Architectural Details of the Pomak
Houses / Pomak Evlerinin Yapi Malzemeleri, Insaat Teknikleri ve Mimari Detaylar
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The ceiling system was constructed by placing wooden beams at intervals of 40—50 cm and covering them
with floorboards; the upper layer was plastered with soil- or clay-based mortar to prevent moisture and air
infiltration. Interior walls were finished with lime plaster and whitewash, while exterior stone surfaces were
left exposed in order to preserve material authenticity (Fig. 10).

The most distinctive architectural feature differentiating the Pomak houses from other traditional buildings
in Konakli is their roof system. Instead of flat earthen roofs, gable roofs were employed. These roofs consist
of wooden purlins and boards placed on load-bearing beams and are covered with red tiles. With slopes of
approximately 30-35%, they facilitate snow and rain drainage, while projecting eaves protect the fagades.
Projecting eaves protect the walls; the wooden soffit boards of the eaves have survived to the present day in
only one house (Fig. 10). In accordance with the L-shaped plan layout, the roofs slope in two directions;
additional floor layers are present above the kitchen and living spaces, whereas part of the storage room lacks

a floor covering (Fig. 4, 10).

Immigrant Pomak Cultural Identity and the
Identification of Intangible Cultural Heritage

According to the UNESCO 2003 Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage,
intangible cultural heritage is defined under five domains oral traditions, performing arts, social practices,
rituals and festive events, knowledge and practices concerning nature and the universe, and traditional
craftsmanship-and aims to ensure their transmission to future generations (UNESCO, 2025). This approach
foresees the sustainable safeguarding of cultural diversity through community participation. Oguz (2007,
pp- 31-32) emphasizes that cultural space is central to the protection of intangible heritage and that culture
is preserved not only through products but also through context. Detaching traditions from the spaces in
which they emerge disrupts their authenticity and integrity; therefore, tangible and intangible elements must
be addressed together in conservation strategies (Kuscuoglu & Tas, 2017, p. 64).

In Konakli, the intangible cultural heritage of Salonika immigrants and Pomaks has been identified on the
basis of these five domains (Table 1). The tangible heritage elements include the Pomak Houses, the Greek
Church, and the Underground City, while the intangible elements comprise oral traditions, handicrafts,
performing arts, social practices, and rituals. These components reflect Konaklr’s multilayered immigrant
identity and shared cultural values.

Within oral traditions, language functions both as an independent form of expression and as the carrier of
other intangible heritage elements such as ceremonies, folktales, prayers, and music. Pomak language (a dia-
lect of Bulgarian) is distinguished through folktales, legends, lullabies, manis, prayers, and nickname-giving
practices, as well as through its unique linguistic structure (for example, the use of the suffix -4, the absence
of the letter / at the beginning of words, and the dominance of the letter 7). Despite digitalization, Pomak
language is under threat of extinction (Poyraz, 2019).

The rich handicraft tradition of Pomaks and immigrants includes a wide range of traditional woven prod-
ucts such as mintan, headscarf (karpa), entari, fistan, ferace, saya, bedding and yiikliik covers, floor textiles,
prayer rugs, cacala, runners, pillows, tablecloths, Pomak cloth, bundles (bohca), saddlebags (heybe), waist-
bands (ugkur), and aprons (Table 1; Fig. 11). These products play an important role not only in daily life
but also in weddings, engagements, and other ceremonies. In particular, needle lace worked on the edges
of peskir cloths constitutes indispensable ornaments of engagement bundles in Konakli. Kicona kilims and
mekik (weft shuttle) lace formerly symbolized women’s skill, while knitting, slipper and sock making, and
bead-sequin embroidery are also widespread. Wool spinning is referred to as “predene” by Pomaks and “kir-
men spinning” by immigrants. These handicrafts play a significant role in maintaining social belonging and
cultural identity; today, women sustain the culture while generating income through needle lace and immi-
grant-style slippers. Pomaks wear layered woolen garments against harsh climatic conditions and prefer dark
and vivid colors, while women’s clothing is made of cotton, wool, or aba fabrics and decorated with beads,
sequins, and plain-weave techniques (Basaran, 1996, pp. 50-51).
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The performance arts of the Pomak and immigrant communities include folk songs (pesna), immigrant bal-
lads, and tambourine (def) playing, which occupy a central place (Table 1). The ability to sing folk songs is
developed from childhood, and lived experiences and emotions are reflected in these songs, through which

collective memory is transmitted via oral culture (Zafer, 2001, p. 570).

Social practices, rituals, and festivals are highly diverse within Pomak and immigrant culture (Table 1).
Bocuk Night, Mantufar ¢ikarma, Sedenka, Hidirellez, religious holidays, birth and death ceremonies, cir-
cumcision and wedding traditions, superstitious beliefs, folk medicine, and food culture constitute the main
components of this diversity. Bocuk Night is a ritual celebrated by Pomaks at the beginning of winter; cold
weather and frozen waters are associated with the year’s fertility. Wishes for magic, abundance, and prosper-
ity, together with entertainment and social solidarity, come to the fore in this ritual (Giizel & Akyurt Kurnaz,
2023, p. 202; Ozcan, 2013, p. 69-71). Sedenka is a cultural gathering where women engage in handicrafts
and strengthen neighborhood relations (Ozcan, 2013, p. 72-73). During Hidirellez, rituals associated with
health, healing, abundance, and good fortune are performed.

Mantufar ¢ikarma is an important ritual performed by women on 24 March to celebrate the arrival of spring
(Ornek, 2022, p. 119). Also known as mantuvar in Anatolia and the Balkans, this practice functions as a
wish-making game similar to Hidirellez (Aktiirk, 2014, pp. 71-72). The ritual begins when a previously
appointed person collects the women’s personal items. On the following day, women of Selanik immigrant
origin wear their traditional clothes, braid their hair, and adorn themselves. The collected items and newly
bloomed spring flowers are placed into a clay jar filled with water. Women gather at a designated place in the
village, link arms, sing folk songs, and dance. Items are drawn one by one from the jar, and a mani (thymed
verse) is recited for the owner. The ritual continues throughout the day with games and entertainment,
reinforcing social bonds among women. Within the intangible cultural heritage of Selanik immigrants,



224 TUBA-AR38/2026 Emel EFE YAVASCAN & Cavit UGURLU

another ritual called “dernek” holds a special place. Symbolizing the arrival of spring and the new year, this
celebration begins early in the morning with boiling eggs in onion skins. With competitions, games, and
courtship and mate-selection rituals for young people, it takes the form of a local festival that strengthens
community solidarity. Today in Konakls, this tradition survives only in the memory of second-generation
exchange migrants, thus representing a form of cultural continuity embedded in place.

For Pomak Turks, religious holidays hold an important place in social life; greeting and hosting guests
are among the fundamental rituals of social attachment (Ergene, 2015, pp. 47-48). They are equally sig-
nificant for immigrants in terms of cultural identity and solidarity. On the eve of the holiday, no work
is done, and cemetery visits are made after the afternoon prayer. On these days, Selanik kapama bread
and Bulgarian kolac: are baked and consumed on the morning of the holiday. On the evening of the eve,
children go door to door in the tradition known as givri gezme, collecting pastries, candy, and money
while loudly chanting: “Sivri sivri sisirtme, yali borek pisirtme, vermeyenin tavuklarini tilkiler yesin.”
This tradition both enhances children’s holiday joy and strengthens social solidarity. On the first evening
of the holiday, married women visit their natal families for a ziyafer, meaning a banquet invitation (Nigde
Konakli Belediyesi, 2025).

Circumcision and wedding ceremonies among Pomaks and Selanik immigrants are traditional events that
include numerous rituals and occupy an important place in social life. In both communities, consanguin-
eous marriages are not preferred. The ritual of asking for a bride is completed in three stages, and the
groom does not participate in these ceremonies (Kirul, 2019, p. 204).

The promise ceremony (soz kesme) constitutes the first official step of the marriage process, during which
the groom’s family sends gifts such as a headscarf, gold, or a ring to the bride’s family and thus declares
the girl “promised.” The purpose of this practice is to prevent the girl from marrying someone else and
to establish a bond between the families (Zafer, 2001, p. 572). The tradition of peskir alma (receiving
embroidered towels) holds an important place in engagements and weddings; the bride’s family sends dec-
orated pegkir to the groom’s side as a message of goodwill and commitment. The family receiving the peskir
is then visited by townspeople, thereby reinforcing the tradition socially. At weddings, Selanik immigrants
use three different local costumes: ¢ etek during the daytime, kdylii bicimi on the henna night, and don
yelek during the groom’s shaving ceremony. Today these costumes have largely been replaced by a single
outfit; however, don yelek is still recognized in the town as an important local garment with its distinctive
design and cultural significance. Many rituals such as engagement, sini, mendil alma, finding money in
baklava, and taking the bride’s chest key are performed at weddings; therefore, the ceremonies last for an
extended period. After the wedding, the newly married couple is successively invited to banquets (ziyafer)
by relatives.

Birth rituals hold an important place in Pomak and immigrant communities. Women who wish to have
children use traditional remedies, and making vows (adak) is common (Mertol et al., 2021, p. 901). For
women who cannot conceive, a healing ritual of passing through a holed stone is practiced; in Konakli
this is performed by passing through the narrow gap between two large stones next to “Golciik Suyu.”
Various rituals are applied during periods such as predicting the baby’s gender, naming, the fortieth day
(kirk ¢ikarma), teething, the six-month henna ceremony, and the first walking of the child (Mertol et al.,
2021, pp. 901-905). Prayers are recited for the baby’s health, and protective practices against the evil eye
are performed. During the postpartum period, beliefs and protective practices against evil spirits such as
al karisi, karabasan, and al basma continue (Ozcan, 2013, p. 73).

Death rituals are practiced similarly in both communities. No food is cooked in the house of the deceased;
neighbors bring meals. On the 7th, 40th, and 52nd days after death, the Qur'an is recited, a mevlid is
held, and food is distributed. On the seventh day, distributing halva is common. In addition, a chair cov-
ered with a towel is placed at the door of the deceased’s house. These rituals are performed to show respect
to the deceased, to ensure the peace of the soul, and to strengthen social solidarity (Ozcan, 2013, p. 74).
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Among Pomaks and immigrants, the rain prayer performed for abundance and prosperity during drought
periods is an important ritual. In Konakli Town, the ceremony, usually held in May, is carried out by collec-
tively cooking and consuming meals prepared with the material and moral contributions of the community.
This ritual both ensures harmony with nature and reinforces social solidarity.

In Pomak and immigrant communities, there are numerous superstitions shaping daily life, health,
fertility, and protection. These beliefs consist of a combination of Islam and ancient Turkic, animist,
and regional folk beliefs carried from the Balkans to Anatolia. Folk medicine includes natural plants,
medicinal herbs, prayers, and magical practices transmitted from generation to generation. The ritual
of goz kapama, still practiced in the town, aims to protect against the evil eye and harmful influences.

The culinary culture of the Pomak and immigrant communities living in Konakli Town is rich and con-
stitutes an important part of intangible cultural heritage (Table 2). Various soups (digin-goce, ovma,
tarhana, tavsan, kesme, tranu, etc.), pastries and pies (kombarnik, bide-pita, nohutlu ekmek, kartina,
cornbread, pita, Pomak boredi, kol boredi, carsaf boredi, etc.), desserts (un helvasi, hosaf, baklava, pump-
kin and black-squash desserts, hosmerim, adim ¢oregi, sweet gizleme), snacks (kaygana, kupriva, popara,
kobelek), and distinctive dishes (kapama, keskek, tutmag, sofiulu, etc.) reflect this diversity (Table 2).
Food culture does not merely satisfy biological needs; it plays a central role in transmitting cultural
knowledge, language, collective memory, belonging, and identity. In migrant communities, food is an
important tool for preserving and reconstructing the cultural memory of the places of origin. Foods
whose preparation, presentation, and consumption are ritualized nourish collective memory. In par-
ticular, dish names, cooking techniques, and local terms make the community’s identity visible and
support cultural continuity. For example, immigrants call their bread “Selanik bread,” thereby keeping
the place they came from alive in their memory. In Pomak society, dish names such as kapama, kaca-
mak, and diigiin-goce soup are symbolic in the intergenerational transmission of linguistic and cultural

memory (Ornek, 2023, p- 1506).

In immigrant and Pomak communities, the folk calendar is connected to nature and agriculture. The
year is divided into Kasim Days (8 November-5 May) and Hizir Days (6 May-7 November). The arrival
of spring is explained through the falling of the cemres (to the air on 20 February, to the water on 26-27
February, and to the soil on 4-5 March). However, the days known as Mart Dokuzu, Dokuzun Dokuzu,
Mart Otuzu, April Besi, Aprilin Besinin Begsi, and Sitte-i Sevr are associated with the risk of cold and
storms. Hidrellez on 6 May is celebrated as the definitive arrival of spring (Table 1).

Konakli Town is characterized by a multilayered cultural structure formed through marriages between
Selanik, Bulgarian, and Romanian immigrants and the local population. The food cultures, languages,
rituals, and spatial production practices of different communities have developed through mutual
interaction; this is reflected in both the tangible and intangible cultural heritage of the town. As stated
in Ornek’s study, differences in the preparation of keskek reveal cultural boundaries and interaction:
while Selanik immigrants prepare keskek only with wheat and milk, Romanian immigrants add chicken;
today, chicken kegkek has become a heritage element representing the transformation of culinary culture
through shared living (Ornek, 2020, pp. 134-135). Similarly, potato production, referred to by Pomaks
as kumpir and long practiced by Selanik immigrants, demonstrates the continuity of agricultural heri-
tage. In addition, the sharing of meals at round floor tables and the indispensable presence of soup and
potatoes at meals in both communities (Cavusoglu, 1993, p. 165) indicate that collective memory and
everyday life practices are sustained within the context of intangible cultural heritage.

This rich heritage in Konakli Town reveals the holistic cultural identity of Pomaks and Selanik immi-
grants, encompassing not only their architectural character but also language, culinary culture, rituals,
and handicrafts. Therefore, conservation approaches must be based on holistic methods that address
both tangible and intangible heritage elements together.
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Table 1

Tangible and Intangible Cultural Heritage Elements of Konakli Town (Basaran, 1999; Ozcan, 2013; Ornek, 2022; Nigde
Konakli Belediyesi,2025; Authors Personal Observations1) / Konakli Kasabasinin Somut ve Somut Olmayan Miras Unsurlan
(Basaran, 1999: Ozcan, 2013; Ormek, 2022: Nigde Konakli Belediyesi, 2025; Yazarlarin Kisisel Gozlemleri)

1Eigfis o el Intangible Cultural Heritage

Heritage
¢ Eonakll Pomak ® Pomak language (a dialect of Bulgarian)
ouses ® Pomak and immigrant tales, legends, and prayers
°
(K;nal;ll&reel; 1. Oral traditi q ® | ullabies and folk verses (manis)
HmyA-nure ’ :;\Xtrraeslstig):ss an ® Nicknaming, coinage of words, and abbreviation of some words
*  Konakl P among Pomaks and immigrants
g:derground ® Use of the suffix “-ma” in sentences among Pomaks and immigrants
ity .

non-use of the letter “h” at the beginning of words
® Dominant use of the letter “r"

® Pomak and immigrant hand-woven textiles
® Traditional every day and wedding costumes

® Pomak and immigrant peskir (embroidered towels)
® Embroidery
2. Tradition of ® Kiconarugs
handicrafts * |mmigrant needle lace (oya)
® Pomak and immigrant knitted works
L]

Immigrant slippers (patigi) and socks

® Sequin and bead embroidery and sewing

* Shuttle (mekik / atkage) lace

* Spindle spinning (kirmen), distaff (furka), predene

® Pesna (Pomak folk songs)
3. Performing arts ® |mmigrant folk songs
* Playing the tambourine (def)

® Bocuk Night

® Mantufar Ritual

Sedenka

Hidirellez

Dernek

Religious holidays (bayrams)
Rain prayer

Birth rituals

Death rituals

Circumcision and wedding traditions
Superstitions

4. Social practices,
rituals, and festivals

Folk medicine
* Food and beverage culture (Table 2)

5. Knowledge and ® Agriculture
practices concerning Animal husbandrya

nature and the ® Weather knowledge
universe

Nature-based calendar

' 'The authors of this study Efe Yavagcan and Ugurlu were born and raised in Konakli Town, and grew up within the immigrant

culture alongside their family elders who migrated from Thessaloniki. In this context, they were in direct contact with these culinary
traditions, daily practices, rituals, and social values, and witnessed firsthand both oral transmissions and practical experiences.



HOLISTIC CONSERVATION OF KONAKLI POMAK HOUSES IN THE CONTEXT OF TANGIBLE AND INTANGIBLE 227

Table 2

Local Dishes of the Immigrant and Pomak Cuisine in Konakli Town (Ozcan, 2013, p. 79; Guizel & Akyurt Kurnaz, 2023, p.
211; Ornek, 2023, pp. 159-163; Cetinbas, 2025, pp. 57-65; Nigde Konakli Belediyesi, 2025; Authors’ personal obser-
vations) | Konakli Kasabasinda Gégmen ve Pomak Mutfagina Ozgii Yerel Yemekler (Ozcan, 2013, s. 79; Guizel & Akyurt
Kurnaz, 2023, s. 211; Ornek, 2023, ss. 159-163; Cetinbas, 2025, ss. 57-65; Nigde Konakli Belediyesi, 2025; Yazarlarin
Kisisel Gézlemleri)

Main and Traditional Dishes Soups Bg:jgl: :r aosc';:‘i:tss— Desserts SideSDn iast:: e
¢ Orfene / Erfene (slow- * Dugin-gsce * Breads - Pastries  ® Agure * Ayran
cooked small ruminant soup (meat and - Dough « Flour halva « Urda (fresh
shared communally) legume soup) Products cheese)
Kapama (rice dish with * Ovmag-Umag Muhacir bread > Rehalile :
. iy based, * Pickles
meat or chicken, cooked soup (dough and (Thessaloniki lina)
in a covered pan — yogurt soup) “kapama” bread) bl * Gélle-géce

ceremonial dish)

Tarhana soup

Pomak “kravay’;

* Hosmerin/
Hosmerim

(boiled corn)

Nohut kapama (chickpeas (milk-based or among * Kavurga
fried in the kapama tomato-paste Thessaloniki (hezss elie) (roasted
method) based) | nessaloni * Tarayenisa boiled corn,
Immigrants
Kegskek * Rabbit soup “bukimekikra, (m|d||(<:|—‘and—egg Wﬁeit and
rufteynu” pudding) chickpeas)
Tutmag (yogurted cut- * Tranu (wheat (e bied) BERe " . Kumpi
dough dish) and milk soup) chickpea brea ("Tmp‘% € (qutlr dish)
. Corn bread 038 potato cis
Papuda (dried black-eyed  * Kesme soup « Bakl « Kupriva (et
pea dish) (broth made Pristapalka pastry axiava d.uE;Na nette
Listo (durnplings / manti) with finely cut Rice birek * Brakana *
Isto Laumpiings /mant noodles) ce bore |/ Rakana * Borani
g.ur;)nu (chickenand comm ey Pogaca goil-dosgh (spinach dish)
° Kasinka / Retka Hidrellez bsrek esser * Black plum
Sarma (sarmi, sarmoa) Kase / Slatka . * Adim ¢éregi dish
Kepo el Yufka bérek ) .
Tapkana cugka (red (cornmeal soup) Lucnik (fresh * Gozleme * Popara (fried
peppers stuffed with EROR ) dessert stale bread
beans) onion pie e Tikvenik with sweet or
Labada (herb dish) pita (dough- (s sl s )
ased, yogut dessert) * Kaygana /
Softulu (head-meat broth and buttered Kaygan (fried
with dough dish) * Kara pumpkin ygan i
q - batter with
B, essert (with
Carsaf borek milk) yogurt or
Kol brek S oo colostrum)
) aeze * Kobelek (fried
Pomak bsrek Palezu dough)
(leek pie) (starch-based 9
Gevrekli brek jelly dessert) * Brekunek
-Bulamag (mushroom
(phyllo, cheese (euedis o e Mo 1)
and potato pie) milk flour
’ %99 e Kabalka (yeast
Kolag (sesame and sugar)
. dough baked/
and black-cumin fried
bread) )
* Dizmana

Garlic water
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The Strategic Position of Konakli Town within the Cultural Landscape of Cappadocia

Konakli Town is not merely a rural settlement located within the administrative boundaries of Nigde
Province, but also an important cultural threshold area that must be evaluated within the historical, spatial,
and touristic integrity of Cappadocia. The town is located on the southern boundary of Cappadocia, along
the Nevsehir, Derinkuyu, Nigde axis, and is in direct spatial relationship with Derinkuyu Underground City,
one of the region’s strongest tourism attraction centers (Fig. 12). This proximity makes Konakli not just a
peripheral settlement, but an integral component of Cappadocia’s multilayered cultural landscape.
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Figure 12

Location of Nigde in Cappadocia and the Location of the Konakli-Derinkuyu
Underground City / Nigde nin Kapadokyadaki Konumu ve Konakli Kasabasi'nin ve
Derinkuyu Yeralt: Sehrinin Konumlari
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Derinkuyu Underground City is one of the globally recognized archaeological and cultural icons of
Cappadocia and attracts hundreds of thousands of visitors to the region every year. Konakli Town’s
close proximity to this focal point renders the town a secondary cultural destination that can be directly
integrated into the Cappadocia tourism system. This condition enables the Pomak houses and migrant
cultural heritage in Konakli to gain visibility not only at the local scale but also within the broader
Cappadocian context (Fig. 12).

Cappadocia tourism has long been structured predominantly around geological formations, rock-cut
architecture, and underground cities. However, this approach has largely left the region’s living cultural
fabric and its migration-shaped rural heritage in the background. The Pomak and Thessaloniki migrant
settlement in Konakli represents one of the rare examples that complete this missing dimension of
Cappadocia. Therefore, Konakl: offers a cultural layer interpreted through people, migration, memory,
and everyday life, as opposed to Cappadocia’s history that is primarily read through stone and rock. An
integrated cultural tourism and heritage route to be established between Derinkuyu Underground City
and the Pomak houses of Konakli would enable visitors to experience Cappadocia not only through
underground spaces, but also through the everyday culture of the communities that historically inhab-
ited this geography. In this respect, Konakli can be evaluated as an important stop within Cappadocia’s
living rural cultural landscape, complementing the historical depth of Derinkuyu with contemporary
cultural practices.

This spatial proximity and functional complementarity strengthen the feasibility and regional relevance
of the adaptive reuse model proposed for the Konakli Pomak houses. In this way, Konakli can be posi-
tioned as a distinctive cultural destination integrated into the main tourism axis of Cappadocia, where
migrant identity, intangible cultural heritage, and rural architecture are presented together.

Immigrant Pomak Houses:
A Holistic Adaptive Reuse Proposal
Integrated with Intangible Cultural Heritage

The process of assigning new functions to historic buildings is of critical importance not only for
ensuring physical continuity but also for transmitting cultural values and identities to future genera-
tions (Yaldiz & Asatekin, 2016, pp. 161-162). In adaptive reuse practices, the architectural and tech-
nical characteristics of buildings are generally foregrounded; however, their place in social memory,
user experiences, and everyday rituals are often neglected. Yet these intangible elements constitute the
fundamental components that define a building’s cultural identity and sense of place (Misirlisoy &

Giinge, 2016, pp. 91-92).

Within this framework, the Pomak houses in Konakli represent a multilayered cultural heritage
area integrated not only with architectural qualities but also with language, food culture, rituals,
handicrafts, and collective memory. The adaptive reuse proposals developed in line with the spatial,
typological, and cultural data presented in the Findings section aim not only to ensure the physical
conservation of the buildings but also to sustain the intangible cultural heritage that embodies Pomak
and immigrant identities. Accordingly, based on the findings presented in Tables 1 and 2, the pro-
posed functions for the Pomak houses and the rationales for selecting these functions are summarized
in a holistic framework in Table 3. The selection of two abandoned Pomak houses located in the town
center, along the main street, in close proximity to one another and with spacious courtyards as the
pilot area supports the feasibility of cultural functions in terms of location, accessibility, and spatial
capacity (Fig. 13).
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Table 3

Functionalization of Pomak Houses within the Scope of the Holistic Conservation of Tangible and Intangible Heritage and
the Reasons for Function Selection | Somut ve Somut Olmayan Mirasin Biittinciil Korunmasi Kapsaminda Pomak Evlerinin
Yeniden lslevlendirilmesi ve Islev Seciminin Nedenleri

Proposed Functions for

Pomak H Definition of the Function Reasons for Selecting the Function
omak Houses
A center where the oral traditions, To strengthen cultural memory,
Pomak and Immigrant handicrafts, and rituals of Pomaks and make cultural identity visible, and
Cultural House and Museum  immigrants are exhibited and where transmit intangible heritage to future
educational activities are conducted. generations through education.

To preserve traditional culinary
culture that is under the threat of
disappearance, to stimulate tourism,
and to support cultural transmission.

A culinary experience space where traditional
dishes are prepared and presented together
with their associated rituals.

Pomak-Immigrant Culinary
Experience Center

To safequard and promote cultural
products and to provide economic
benefits for the local community.

Immigrant Local Production A venue for the production, exhibition, and
and Sales Point sale of handicrafts, food, and textile products.

Pomak and Immigrant Cultural House and Museum

The Pomak and Immigrant Cultural House and Museum aims to present the region’s multilayered cultural
heritage in a holistic and multifunctional manner. Visitors are directed in the reception and information
area, while elderly narratives are conveyed in the oral history room through audio and visual recordings.
The main hall is arranged as a living room, kitchen, and bedroom with traditional furniture and household
items, and exhibition areas are created for handicrafts, clothing, rituals, and festival representations. The
multipurpose hall serves educational and cultural activities, while the kitchen exhibition is dedicated to
the transmission of traditional culinary culture. The courtyard accommodates reception, resting areas, a
tea house, administrative units, an archive, a museum shop, and open-air exhibitions, thereby ensuring the
continuity of rituals and social practices within the spatial setting (Fig. 13-15).

KOMSU PARSEL

Figure 13

Schematic Representation of the Site Plan and Functional Layout Proposal for the Pomak
and Immigrant Cultural House and Museum / Pomak ve Gé¢men Kiiltiir Evi ve Muzesi Igin
Vaziyet Plani ve Yerlesim Onerisinin Sematik Gésterimi
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Figure 14
Schematic Representation of the Ground Floor Adaptive Reuse Proposal for the Pomak and Immigrant Cultural House
and Museum / Pomak ve Gégmen Kiiltiir Evi ve Miizesi Icin Zemin Katin Yeniden Kullanim Onerisinin Sematik Gésterimi
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Figure 15

Schematic Representation of the A-A and B-B Sections of the Adaptive Reuse Proposal for the Pomak and Immigrant
Cultural House and Museum [ Pomak ve Gogmen Kiiltir Evi ve Miizesi icin A-A ve B-B Kesitlerinin Yeniden Kullanim
Onerisinin Sematik Gésterimi
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Pomak-Immigrant Culinary Experience Center

The Pomak-Immigrant Culinary Experience Center begins with an orientation area where visitors are intro-
duced to the culinary culture of the Pomaks and the Thessaloniki immigrants through panels, screens, and
brochures. In the Living Kitchen Workshop, traditional dishes are prepared using copper cauldrons, stone
ovens, and tandoors, while the Communal Dining Area offers a collective dining experience around round
tables. The Food Culture Exhibition Area supports cultural transmission through displays of regional dishes,
cooking techniques, and kitchen utensils, whereas the Product Sales Corner strengthens economic sustain-
ability by offering women’s products such as noodles, tarhana, and jams. The Event and Training Hall is
allocated for workshops, documentaries, and talks, and the Rest and 1asting Corner is dedicated to beverages
and snacks specific to Pomak cuisine. This spatial organization integrates the conservation of the building
with local participation and the preservation of cultural memory (Fig. 16, 17).

Figure 16

Schematic Representation of the Ground-Floor Adaptive Reuse Proposal for the Pomak=Immigrant Culinary
Experience Center | Pomak-Gécmen Mutfak Deneyimi Merkezi Icin Onerilen Yeniden Isleviendirmenin Zemin Kat
Planinda Sematik Gésterimi
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A-A KESITI

— B-B KESITI

Figure 17

Schematic Representation of the A-A and B-B Sections of the Adaptive Reuse Proposal for the Pomak-
Immigrant Culinary Experience Center | Pomak-Gé¢men Mutfak Deneyimi Merkezi Igin Onerilen Yeniden
Islevlendirmenin A-A ve B-B Kesitlerinde Sematik Gésterimi

Immigrant Local Production and Sales Point

The Immigrant Local Production and Sales Point begins with an entrance area that welcomes visitors through
information panels, audio-visual presentations, and short films. In the exhibition and sales section, prod-
ucts such as noodles, jams, knitted socks, and needle lace produced by Pomak and Thessaloniki immigrant
women are presented together with their production stories. In the Live Handicrafts Production Corner,
weaving, knitting, and needle-lace making are demonstrated in practice, enabling visitor participation. The
storage area ensures the hygienic preservation of products, while the information desk organizes orders and
records. The seating area creates an environment that encourages cultural interaction through local refresh-
ments. This spatial configuration presents a sustainable conservation model that integrates economic benefit
with cultural transmission and community participation (Fig. 18, 19).
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Figure 18
Schematic Representation of the Ground Floor Adaptive Reuse Proposal for the Immigrant Local Production and Sales
Point | Gé¢men Yerel Uretim ve Satis Noktasi Icin Yeniden Isleviendirme Onerisinin Zemin Kat Planinda Sematik Gésterimi
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A-A KESITI

B-B KESITI

Figure 19

Schematic Representation of the A=A and B-B Sections of the Adaptive Reuse Proposal for the Immigrant Local
Production and Sales Point / Gécmen Yerel Uretim ve Satis Noktasi Icin Yeniden Islevlendirme Onerisinin A-A ve B-B
Kesitlerinde Sematik Gésterimi

Conclusions

Konakli Town exhibits a multilayered migrant identity shaped by successive waves of population movement
and represents a distinctive rural cultural landscape produced through the coexistence of Balkan immigrants
and Pomak communities. This demographic diversity has generated a complex heritage structure embedded
in the town’s collective memory, reflected not only in the tangible architectural fabric but also in intangible
elements such as language, culinary traditions, rituals, and social practices. In this respect, Konakli consti-
tutes a significant case for understanding how migrant-origin cultural heritage is formed and sustained at
the rural scale in Anatolia.
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The Pomak houses should be interpreted not merely as stone-built dwellings but as cultural carriers his-
torically integrated with everyday life, production patterns, family organization, and ritual practices of the
Pomak community. As a result of demographic change and the gradual departure of Pomak households,
many of these structures have lost their original functions; while some survive as storage spaces or secondary
residences, a considerable number remain abandoned and have entered advanced processes of physical dete-
rioration. This situation leads not only to the degradation of architectural fabric but also to the accelerated
erosion of the intangible cultural heritage associated with these buildings. The decline of the second gener-
ation of exchange migrants further intensifies the risk of losing the social bearers of this cultural memory.
Accordingly, the study underlines the necessity of conservation strategies that extend beyond the building
scale and incorporate community-based and culturally embedded dimensions.

Within this framework, the proposed adaptive reuse functions namely the Pomak and Immigrant Cultural
House and Museum, the Pomak-Immigrant Culinary Experience Center, and the Immigrant Local
Production and Sales Point are presented as spatial instruments through which holistic conservation prin-
ciples may be operationalized. These functions aim not only to support the physical safeguarding of the
buildings but also to enable the continuation of intangible heritage elements such as language, culinary
practices, handicrafts, and social rituals as living traditions. The selection of a group of abandoned Pomak
houses located along the main street of the town as a pilot intervention zone increases the spatial coherence
and potential public visibility of the proposed model.

Konaklr’s proximity to the Nevsehir-Derinkuyu Underground City, one of the major nodes within the
Cappadocia tourism system, constitutes an important regional advantage for integrating the settlement into
existing cultural tourism routes. Cappadocia’s high visitor numbers, heritage-based tourism infrastructure,
and international recognition may facilitate the wider visibility of Konaklr’s Pomak houses and migrant cul-
ture. In this respect, the study suggests that Konakli could be evaluated as a complementary rural destination
within the broader Cappadocia tourism corridor.

Local community participation emerges as a critical component for the long-term viability of the proposed
approach. The involvement of residents in museum operations, culinary activities, and production—sales
units, together with the sharing of household objects, clothing, handicrafts, and oral histories, is expected to
contribute to both cultural continuity and local economic sustainability. Such participatory structures help
prevent the reduction of heritage to a purely touristic object and instead support the reinforcement of local
identity and sense of belonging.

At the implementation stage, technical and financial assistance that may be provided by national and inter-
national institutions such as the Ministry of Culture and Tourism, the General Directorate of Foundations,
municipalities, and universities, as well as UNESCO, Europa Nostra, EU Creative Europe, and the World
Monuments Fund could support restoration works and the systematic documentation and transmission of
intangible cultural heritage.

In conclusion, the holistic, community-based, and rural tourism—oriented conservation framework devel-
oped for the Pomak houses of Konakli is presented not solely as a site-specific proposal but as a refer-
ence model that may inform future interventions in Cappadocia and comparable regions characterized by
migrant-origin rural heritage. By addressing architectural fabric and living cultural practices together, the
study contributes to emerging conservation paradigms that emphasize integrated, socially grounded, and
sustainable heritage management strategies.

In addition to its site-specific findings, this study contributes to the literature on rural heritage conservation
and rural tourism by addressing a gap in both Turkish and international scholarship, where migrant-built
rural settlements are rarely examined together with their living cultural practices. By focusing on the Pomak
houses of Konakly, the research moves beyond typological architectural documentation and integrates spatial
analysis with ethnographic data on language, rituals, food culture, and everyday life, thereby operationalizing
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the conceptual relationship between tangible and intangible heritage emphasized in UNESCO’s 1972 and
2003 Conventions and subsequent international frameworks. Moreover, the community-based and tour-
ism-oriented adaptive reuse model proposed in this study structured around cultural, culinary, and local pro-
duction functions advances existing discussions on rural conservation by demonstrating how architectural
heritage can be reactivated through intangible cultural practices while strengthening local participation and
economic sustainability. By positioning Konaklr within the wider Cappadocia tourism system rather than
treating it as an isolated case, the research further contributes to regional-scale heritage planning approaches
and offers a transferable analytical and methodological reference for future studies on migrant-origin rural
settlements in Anatolia and comparable geographies, supporting integrated strategies that reconcile architec-
tural preservation, community engagement, and sustainable rural development.

Despite the significant potentials outlined in this study, it is essential to critically acknowledge several lim-
itations and risks. The integration of rural tourism into heritage conservation processes may lead to the
commodification of cultural values, where traditions, rituals, and everyday practices risk being transformed
into staged or consumable experiences for visitors. Such processes may weaken the authenticity of intangible
cultural heritage and alter its meaning within the local community. In addition, increased tourism pressure
particularly due to Konakli’s proximity to the Cappadocia tourism region may generate challenges related to
carrying capacity, environmental impact, and spatial transformation, potentially disrupting the rural char-
acter of the settlement. From a socio-economic perspective, unequal distribution of tourism-related benefits
and the possible exclusion of certain local groups also constitute potential risks. Furthermore, the proposed
model relies heavily on sustained community participation and institutional support; therefore, its long-
term viability may be constrained by limited financial resources, governance challenges, or declining local
engagement. In this regard, future studies should further investigate mechanisms for balancing conservation
and development, ensuring community-centered governance, and safeguarding cultural authenticity against
market-driven transformations.
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