BILKENT UNIVERSITY DEPARTMENT OF ARCHAEOLOGY

NEWS
LETTER

Cover Design: Ege Bans Giinday

2023 ISSUE

What Can Archaeology in the 2020s
Look Like?

Archaeology Club Events

The Sorrows of a Neo-Hittite
Cartographer

Hernitage 1n
Storage:
Cuneirform Collections and

Cuneitform Studies in Turkey

Bilkent Archaeology Day

The Cognitive Significance of
Overdetermination in the Shape of the
Earliest Bifaces

Alexander Statuette, Sagalassos, Tiirkiye.

(Peter Talloen).



Newsletter of the
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Dear readers,

We are honored to introduce you for the third consecu-
tive year to the 2023 Issue of the Bilkent Archaeology
Newsletter. Published by the Bilkent Archaeology Club
and its many supporters, the content of this issue not
only contains papers from both Bilkent Archaeology
Department students and istructors but also peers from
all around the world. We have greatly expanded the
range of our topics thanks to their contribution.

Preparing for this issue has been a challenging yet educa-
tional experience. It has been an incredible journey,
from collecting the articles to translating them and finally
organizing them. As undergraduate and master's level
students, this Newsletter taught us skills and abilities
different from what we learn in class. For this reason, I
would like to thank everyone who took the mitiative to
contribute to this Newsletter. It is not easy to prepare a
newsletter like this while being a full-time student in a
demanding institution like ours.

On top of that, as a country, we have faced a difficult
year, starting with the devastating earthquakes of the 6th
of February. This event has caused major setbacks not
only in our lives but also in our education. I would like
to share my condolences to those who have been affect-
ed by the earthquake.

For all these reasons, I want to share my gratitude to
those who put their efforts into the Bilkent Archaeology
Newsletter.

I hope that you enjoy reading it.

Esen Zeynep Okutucu
Chair of the Board of Bilkent Archaeology Club

Saygideger Okuyucular,

Uc wildir diizenli olarak yayinlanan Bilkent Arkeoloji
Biilteni'nin 2023 Sayisi'mi sizlere sunmaktan onur duyuy-
oruz. Bilkent Arkeoloj Kuliibii ve bir¢ok destekgisi
tarafindan yaymmlanan bu saymin icerigi, sadece Bilkent
Arkeoloji Bolimii 6grencileri ve 6gretim gorevlileri
tarafindan degil, aym zamanda dinyanin doért bir
yanindan gelen meslektaslar katkilarla zenginlestirilm-
istir. Onlarm katkilarr sayesinde konu ¢esitliligimizi
biiyiik olctide genisletmis bulunuyoruz.

Bu sayiy1 hazirlamak hepimiz i¢in zorlu ancak 6gretici
bir deneyim oldu. Makaleler1 toplamaktan cevirilerine
ve nihayet diizenlemesine kadar inanilmaz bir yolculuk
oldu bizler i¢in. Lisans ve yiiksek lisans 6grencileri
olarak, bu Biilten bize smiflarda 6gretilmesi zor olan
beceri ve yetenekleri 6gretti. Bu nedenle, bu Biilten'e
katkida bulunan ve 6zellikle insiyatif alan herkese tesek-
kiir etmek istiyorum. Boylesine zorlu bir kurumda tam
zamanli 6grenci olarak cahsirken boyle bir Biilten
hazirlamak kolay degil.

Buna ek olarak, tilkece 6 Subat depremleriyle baslayan
zorlu bir yil yasadik. Bu olay, sadece hayatlarimizda
degil, aym zamanda egitimimizde de biiytik aksakliklara
neden oldu. Kaybettiklerimize ve depremden etkilenen-
lere bas saghg diliyorum.

Tim bu nedenlerle, Bilkent Arkeoloji Biilteni'ne emek
verenlere minnettarh@imi paylasmak istiyorum.

Keyifli okumalar dilerim.

Esen Zeynep Okutucu
Bilkent Arkeoloj Kultiibii Yonetim Kurulu Bagkant
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Heritage 1n Storage:

Cuneiform Collections and

Cuneitform Studies 1in Turkey

Written by Ilgi Gercek, Department of Archacology,
Alumna of Department of Archaeology and History of Art (2005), Bilkent University.

The Cuneiform Script

The cuneiform (i.e., “wedge-shaped”) script is one of the
earliest writing systems in human history. It was invented
sometime around 3200 BC in southern Mesopotamia
(modern Iraq) and remained in use for over three
thousand years, in a vast area that stretched from north-
ern Anatolia to the Persian Gulf, from the eastern shore
of the Mediterranean to Iran. The first language record-
ed in the cuneiform script was Sumerian, a linguistic
isolate spoken i Mesopotamia until the beginning of
the 2nd millennium BCE. During the second half of the
3rd millennium BCE, the script was adapted to a new
language - Akkadian, a Semitic language related to
Arabic and Hebrew. Over time, it came to be used to
record about a dozen languages including the linguistic
isolates Hattic, Elamite, Hurrian, Urartian; Indo-Euro-
pean languages Hittite, Luwian, Palaic, and Old Persian;
as well as Semitic languages Akkadian, Ugaritic, Eblaite,
and Amorite.

The cunetform script was designed to be written on wet
clay, and throughout its history, tablets fashioned from
clay were the primary mediums for the script. However,
cuneiform was also written on other surfaces, like metal
or stone. The signs were impressed on moist clay by a
writing instrument now known as “stylus” - a stick with

Civi Yazis1t Metinler

Civi yazist (cuneiform yani "¢ivi bi¢imli" yazi), insanlik
tarihindeki en eski vazi sistemlerinden biridir. MO
3200 civarinda Giiney Mezopotamya'da (Irak) icat
edilmis olup, ti¢ bin yildan uzun bir siire boyunca Kuzey
Anadolu’dan  Basra Korfezine; Dogu  Akdeniz
kiyilarindan fran’a kadar uzanan genis bir bolgede
kullamilnustir. Civi yazis ile kaydedilen ilk dil, MO 2.
binyihn baslangicina kadar izole bir sekilde Mezo-
potamya’da konusulan Stimercedir. MO 8. binyihn
ikinci yarisida civi vazisi Arapca ve Ibranice ile iliskili
bir Sami dili olan Akadca’ya uyarlanmistir. Zaman
icerisinde, Hattice, Elamca, Hurrice, Urartuca gibi izole
dilleri; Hititce, Luwice, Palaic ve Eski Farsca gibi
Hint-Avrupa dillerini; Akadca, Ugaritce, Eblaca ve
Amurru dili gibi Sami dillerini, yani totalde bir diizine
dili yaziya dokmek icin kullanilmustir.

Civi yazsi, 1slak kil tizerine yazilmak tizere tasarlan-
mustir ve yazinin tarihi boyunca kilden yapilan tabletler,
¢ivi yazisimn birincil araclar olmustur. Ancak ¢ivi yazis
ayni zamanda metal veya tas gibi diger yiizeylere de
vazilmustir. Isaretler, nemli kil iizerine "stilus” olarak
bilinen bir yazi araci ile basilmustir. Bu arag, ahsap,
kemik, fildisi veya metalden yapilmus, koseli uclu bir
cubuktur.



an angular tip, made out of wood, bone, vory, or metal.
Farly cuneiform used both impressed and incised (or
drawn) signs, so the signs consisted of both curved and
impressed marks. At its earliest stage, the cuneiform
script was mainly pictographic, meaning, most of the
signs were pictures; however, the signs gradually became
more abstract. Initially, the cuneiform script was
logographic, which means each sign represented a word
or idea. During the adaptation of the cuneiform script to
Akkadian, the script became syllabic, so that signs repre-
sented syllables. For most of its history, the cuneiform
script remained syllabic (not alphabetic). Over time,
alphabetic versions of cuneiform were developed too,
though the use of alphabetic cuneiform was restricted to
certain periods and places.

Cuneiform Collections i Turkey

Today, there are an estimated half a million known
objects—mostly clay tablets—inscribed in cuneiform.
Since there is no official tally of cuneiform tablets in the
museums around the world, this number is approxi-
mate. Cuneiform objects are distributed across multiple
museums and a number of private collections around
the world. Aside from the relatively few objects on
display, the vast majority of cuneiform objects are kept
In museum storage rooms and can only be accessed by
specialist scholars upon special permission.

Turkey houses approximately 120,000 cuneiform
tablets, with the majority housed in two of the world's
nine largest cuneiform collections, and smaller numbers
distributed across other regional museums. The
languages best represented in these collections are
Sumerian, Akkadian, and Hittite. The largest collection
in Turkey, comprising approximately 84,000 tablets, 1s
kept in the Eski Sark Eserleri Miizesi in Istanbul, which
makes it the third largest cuneiform collection in the
world, after the British Museum and the National
Museum of Iraq. The majority of the Istanbul cuneiform
collections were accumulated following an antiquities
law prepared by Osman Hamdi Bey and enacted in
1884. This law required all antiquities discovered on
Ottoman lands—whether excavated or confiscated—to be
handed over to the Ottoman government and delivered
to the Imperial Museum. Most of the collections were
thus brought from excavations in Ottoman territories
between 1884 and 1925, and only a small part was
brought in through acquisition.

The lstanbul cuneiform collection comprises twelve
major and eight minor collections, largely named after
the ancient sites or regions from where they were recov-
ered. The largest of the twelve major collections are the
“Lagash” collection comprising more than 40,000
documents from ancient Girsu (modern Tello), the
Nippur collection (mod. Nuffar) with over 14,000
documents from Nippur, followed by Umma (over
3,800, mod. Dhi Qar Province), Assur (over 3,600,
mod. Qal’at Sherqat), Bogazkoy (over 2,900, ancient

Erken donem ¢ivi yazisinda hem basilnus hem de kazin-
mis (veya cizilmig) isaretler kullamilmustir, bu nedenle
isaretler hem kavisli hem de basilmis 1saretlerden
olusmustur. En erken asamalarinda, ¢ivi yazisi ¢ogun-
lukla isaretlerin resimlerden olustugu piktografik bir
sistemken, isaretler zamanla daha soyut hale gelmeye
baslamus, bu stirecin sonunda ¢ivi yazisi logografik, yani
her isaretin bir s6zctik ya da fikri temsil ettigi bir sistem
haline gelmistir. Civi yazismin Akadca’ya uyarlanmasi
stirecinde, 1saretler hece olarak kullanilmaya baslanmus,
boylece ¢ivi yazist bir hece sistemi haline gelmustir. Civi
yazst, tarthi boyunca cogunlukla alfabetik olmadan,
hece vazisi olarak kalmistir. Zamanla, ¢ivi yazismin
alfabetik versiyonlart da gelistirilmistir, ancak alfabetik
¢ivi yazismin kullanmmi belirli donemler ve bolgelerle
smurh kalmastir.

Turkiye’deki Civi Yazis1 Koleksiyonlar

Giiniimiizde, varhig: bilinen yaklasik yarim milyon c¢ivi
yazili belge mevcuttur. Bilinen ¢ivi yazili belgelerin resmi
bir sayis1 olmadigimdan, bu say1 tahminidir ve bu belgel-
er diinya capmda birden fazla miize ve bir dizi 6zel
koleksiyonda barndirilmaktadir. Civi yazili belgelerin
nispeten az bir kismu miizelerde sergilenebilirken, bu
nesnelerin bitytik ¢cogunlugu miize depolarinda saklan-
makta ve sadece 6zel izinlerle uzman bilim insanlar:
tarafindan erisilebilmektedirler.

Tirkiye, yaklasik 120,000 ¢ivi yazisi tablete ev sahipligi
yapmaktadir. Bu tabletlerin  ¢ogunlugu diinya
genelindeki dokuz biiyik ¢ivi yazisi koleksiyonundan
ikisi olan Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri ve Anadolu
Medeniyetleri Miizesinde yer almaktadir. Tabletlerin
bir kismu ise kiictk, bolgesel miizelere dagilmustr. Bu
koleksiyonlarda en ¢ok rastlanan diller Siimerce,
Akadca ve Hititcedir. Tirkiye'deki en biiyiik koleksi-
yon, yaklasik 84,000 tablet i¢eren [stanbul'daki Eski Sark
Eserler1 Miizesinde bulunmaktadir, British Museum ve
Irak Ulusal Miizesinden sonra diinyamin en biyiik
ticiincii ¢ivi yazist koleksiyonudur. Istanbul'daki civi
yazist koleksiyonlarmm ¢ogu, Osman Hamdi Bey
tarafindan hazirlanan ve 1884'te yurtrliige giren tarihi
eserler yasasi geregince toplanmustir. Bu yasa, Osmanli
topraklarinda bulunan tiim tarihi eserlerin, kazilmis ya
da el konulmus olsun fark etmeden Osmanlh hiikiime-
tine teslim edilmesini ve Imparatorluk Miizesine
ulastirlmasini gerektiriyordu. Cogu koleksiyon, 1884 ile
1925 willar1 arasmda Osmanh topraklarinda yapilan
kazilardan getirilmis ve sadece kii¢iik bir kismu satin
almarak elde edilmistir.

Istanbul'daki civi yazisi koleksiyonu, on iki biiyiik ve
sekiz kii¢tik koleksiyondan olusmaktadir ve genel olarak
bulunduklart antik kentlerin ya da bolgelerin adlarimi
almuglardir. On iki biiyiik koleksiyonun en biiyigi,
antik Girsu'dan (modern Tello) gelen, 40.000'den fazla
belge i¢ceren, "Lagash" koleksiyonudur; onu 14.000’den
fazla belge iceren Nippur (mod. Nuffar) koleksiyonu
takip etmektedir. Ardindan Umma (3.800'den fazla



Hattusa), and Sippar (over 1,000, mod. Ebu Habbeh).
The minor collections include Babylon, “El-Muhat-
tap,” Nineveh, Palestine, Nuzi (Yorgantepe), Urartu
(Cavustepe), along with clay nails (predominantly from
Tello), and tablets of unknown provenance. In
addition to these twenty collections, the museum
houses several thousand inscribed objects of unknown
provenance, many of which are small and/or illegible
fragments.

The Ankara Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesi holds the
second largest cuneiform collection, comprising close
to 40,000 tablets. The two largest subsets within this
collection are the Hittite tablets from the Bogaz-
kale-Hattusa excavations (around 20,000) and the Old
Assyrian tablets recovered from the Kiiltepe-Kanesh
excavations (approximately 17,000).

A third substantial collection, containing approximately
4,500 tablets, is held by the Corum Arkeoloji Miizesi.
The majority of these tablets are Hittite, originating
from the Ortakoy-Sapinuwa excavations.

The cuneiform collections in Turkey cover a wide
range of languages, periods, and genres, from the
annals of Hittite kings to the private letters of Assyrian
merchants abroad, or to Old Babylonian school texts
young scribes used while learning Sumerian.

(lgi Gergek).

belge, mod. Dhi Qar Eyaleti) koleksiyonu gelmektedir,
Assur (3.600°den fazla, mod. Qal'at Sherqat) koleksi-
yonu, Bogazkoy (2.900’den fazla, antik Hattusa) kolek-
styonu ve Sippar (1.000’den fazla, mod. Ebu Habbeh)
koleksiyonu yer almaktadir. Kiiciik koleksiyonlar arasm-
da Babil, "EI-Muhattap," Ninova, Filistin, Nuzi (Yorgan-
tepe), Urartu (Cavustepe) yer almaktadir. Ayrica
Tello'dan gelen c¢ivi yazisi ¢ivi tabletlerinden olusan
koleksiyon ve bilinmeyen kokenli tabletlerin yani sira
binlerce yazili nesne daha bulunmaktadir, bu nesnelerin
bir¢ogu kiiciik ve/veya okunmasi gii¢c parcalardir.

Ankara Anadolu Medeniyetlert Miizest, yaklasik 40,000
tablet iceren ikinci biiyik c¢ivi yazisi koleksiyonunu
barindirmaktadir. Bu  koleksiyonun en biyik ki
bolimii, Bogazkale-Hattusa kazilarindan gelen Hitit
tabletleri  (yaklasik ~ 20,000) ve  Kiiltepe-Kanes
kazilarindan elde edilen Eski Asur tabletleridir (yaklasik
17,000).

Yaklasik 4,500 tabletten olusan ticiincii énemli koleksi-
yon ise Corum Arkeoloji Miizesinde bulunmaktadir.
Bu tabletlerin cogu Hitit kokenlidir ve Ortakéy-Sapinu-
wa kazilarindan gelmektedir.

Turkiye'deki ¢ivi yazist koleksiyonlar, Hitit kraliyet
kayitlarmmdan Asur tiiccarlarinin  yabanci diyarlardan
gonderdikleri kisisel mektuplarma ve hatta Stimer dilini
ogrenen geng¢ Kkatiplerin kullandigr Eski Babil okul
metinlerine kadar genis bir dil, dénem ve tir yelpazesini
kapsamaktadir.

(ilgi Gergek).



Assyriology or “Cuneiform Studies” in Turkey
J O J

The study of the languages, history, and culture of the
people who used the cuneiform script 1s the domain of
Assyriology, also referred to as “cuneiform studies” or
“ancient Near Eastern studies” today. Assyriology covers
numerous subfields, each focusing on a specific
language or region, such as Sumerology or Hittitology,
and 1s closely related to other fields such as archaeology
and linguistics. Assyriology, Sumerology, and Hittitology
have been prominent areas of scholarship since the
founding of the Turkish Republic, thanks primarily to
the efforts of Atatiirk to establish these fields in Turkish
universities, and the pioneering work of both foreign
and Turkish scholars, including Benno Landsberger,
Hans Gustav Guterbock, Fritz Rudolf Kraus, Muazzez
[lmiye C1g, Hatice Kizilyay, Kemal Balkan, and Sedat
Alp. These individuals significantly contributed to the
establishment of these fields through their crucial work
organizing, cataloging, and publishing the rich cunei-
form heritage in museums in Turkey, as well as training
successive generations of scholars.

Today, much work is yet to be undertaken to continue

the groundbreaking work of the founders of cuneiform
studies m Turkey. A vast majority of cuneiform
documents, not just in Turkey but also In museums
worldwide, have yet to be published. Several factors
contribute to this situation: becoming proficient in the
cuneiform script and the languages of the ancient Near
East requires years of dedicated study, so that there are
only a few hundred specialists in the world scattered
across a small number of universities! Moreover, access-
g cuneiform documents and securing publishing rights
can be challenging. Consequently, the study and accessi-
ble publication of the unpublished collections i1s among
the primary concerns of cuneiform studies in Turkey.
However, equal importance must be placed on inform-
ing the public about the rich cuneiform collections n
our museums and the multi-layered history of how these
museum collections were formed. In Bilkent Universi-
ty’s Department of Archaeology, we are working towards
training a promising new generation of Assyriologists,
Sumerologists, and Hittitologists, who are already
working tirelessly to unravel the ancient world through
its written records.

Further reading

C1g, Muazzez [Imiye. 1988. “Atatiirk and the Begin-
nings of Cuneiform Studies in Turkey.” Journal of
Cunetform Studies 40: 211-16.

Ozkan, Stleyman. 2017. “Tirkiye Miizelerinde Korun-
an Civi Yazili Tabletler (Cuneiform Tablets Pre- served
in Museums of Turkey).” In Prof. Dr. Recep YildirnmKa
Armagan edited by P. Pinarcik et al., 173-192. Ankara:
Bilgin Kiiltir Sanat Yayimnlar.

Asurbilm veya Tiurkiye'de “Civi Yazisi
Calismalar”

Civi yazist yazan toplumlarm dilleri, tarihlen ve kiltirl-
erinin inceleyen bilim dalma gintimtzde "Asurbilim"
denmektedir; bu alan "¢ivi yazis1 ¢alismalar” veya "Antik
Yakin Dogu calismalar" olarak da adlandinlabilir.
Asurbilim, Stmeroloji ve Hititoloji gibi belirli bir dil
veya bolgeye odaklanan bircok alt alam kapsar ve
arkeoloji ve dil bilim gibi diger alanlarla yakindan
iliskilidir. Asurbilim, Stimeroloji ve Hititoloji, Turkiye
Cumbhuriyeti'nin kurulusundan bu yana énemli bilim
alanlar olmuslardir. Bunun bashca sebepler Atatiirk'tin
bu alanlan Tirk tniversitelerinde kurmaya yonelik
¢abalarimin yansira ve Benno Landsberger, Hans Gustav
Giiterbock, Fritz Rudolf Kraus, Muazzez [lmiye Cig,
Hatice Kizilyay, Kemal Balkan ve Sedat Alp gibi yabanci
ve Tirk bilim msanlarmim 6ncii ¢ahsmalandir. Bu
kisiler, Turkiye'deki miizelerde bulunan zengin c¢ivi
yazist mirasini diizenleyerek, kataloglayarak, yayimlayar-
ak ve sonraki nesilleri egiterek bu alanlarin kurulmasina
o6nemli katkilar saglamislardar.

Bugiin, Tirkiye'de ¢ivi yazisi ¢alismalarmi  kurucu-
larnin devrim niteligindeki ¢alismalarim  siirdiirmek
i¢cin hala yapilmasi gereken cok 1s vardir. Sadece Tiirki-
ye'de degil, diinya genelindeki miizelerde de bir¢ok ¢ivi
yazist belgesi heniiz yayimlanmamustir. Bu durum birkag
faktorden kaynaklanmaktadir: ¢ivi yazisi ve Antik Yakin
Dogu dillerinde yetkinlik kazanmak yillar siiren 6zverili
bir ¢alisma ve egitim gerektirir, bu nedenle diinyada
sadece birka¢ yiiz uzman, smirh sayida tiniversiteye
dagilms durumdadir! Ayrica, civi yazis1 belgelerine
erisim ve yaym haklarmi almak da olduk¢a zorlu bir
stre¢ olabilmektedir. Sonu¢ olarak, yaymmlanmamug
koleksiyonlarin ¢alisilmast ve ensilebilir bir sekilde
yayimlanmasi, Turkiye'deki ¢ivi yazist ¢ahismalarinim
oncelikli énem verdigi konulardan biridir. Ancak,
miizelerimizdeki zengin ¢ivi yazist koleksiyonlart ve bu
miize koleksiyonlarmm nasil olusturulduguna dair ¢ok
katmanli tarthin halki bilgilendirmek icin esit 6éneme
sahip olmasi gerekmektedir. Bilkent Universitesi
Arkeoloji Bolumii olarak, yeni bir nesil Asurbilimci,
Stimerolog ve Hititolog yetistirmek i¢in ¢alisiyoruz ve bu
gen¢ arastrmacilar, antik diinyayr yazih belgeleri
aracih@yla  ¢6zme konusunda simdiden azimle
¢alismaktalar.

Fk Okumalar

C1g, Muazzez [lmiye. 1988. “Atatiirk and the Begin-
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Bilgin Kiltiir Sanat Yayinlari.
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Discovery of an Anatolian Empire. A Colloquium to
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Dogan-Alparslan, A. Schachner, and M. Alparslan,
139-146. Istanbul: Tiirk Eskicag Bilimleri Enstitiisii.

Adali, Selim Ferruh and Erol, Hakan. 2020. "The
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Oxford: Oxford University Press.
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Kocaman and Kayadibu:
Epipaleolithic and Mesolithic
Findspots from Karaburun (Izmair)

Written by Ciler Cilingiroglu, Department of Archaeology, Fge University.*
Alumna of Department of Archaeology and History of Art (2001), Bilkent University.

Karaburun Archaeological Survey Project (KASP) led by
Ege University discovered two open-air sites in the
Karaburun province of Izmir*. This short contribution
mtroduces these sites: Kocaman and Kayadibi. The
lithics from both localities fill a significant gap in our
knowledge on pre-Neolithic foragers of western Turkey.
Techno-typological analysis and comparison of these
assemblages suggested that Kocaman belongs to the
Epipaleolithic period (i.e. Pleistocene) whereas Kayadibi
belongs to the Mesolithic period (i.e. Holocene).

The Aegean is one of the few areas where both Epipaleo-
lithic and Mesolithic facies are recognized. Mesolithic
ends whenever sedentary and food-producing communi-
ties appear 1n a given area. Current evidence suggests
coastal western Turkey and the Aegean, especially the
islands, share affinities during the pre-Neolithic periods
(Cilingiroglu et al. 2020). The importance of the materi-
al presented here lies in their ability to broaden our
knowledge of Final Pleistocene and Initial Holocene
foragers of western Anatolia and eastern Aegean.

Research History
One of the least investigated topics in western Anatolian

archaeology 1s Epipaleolithic and Mesolithic periods.
Lack of data hampers not only solid evidence on forager

Ege Universitesi Protohistorya ve Onasya Arkeolojisi
tarafindan gerceklestirilen Karaburun Arkeolojik Yiizey
Arastirma Projesi (KASP) kapsamimnda [zmir’in Karaburun
il¢esinde 1ki acikhava buluntu alam kesfedilmstir** Bu kisa
makalede Kocaman ve Kayadibi adini tastyan bu 1ki alam
tanitmaya calisacagim. Her iki yerde bulunan yontmataslar,
Turkiye nin bati kesiminde yasamus Neolitik 6ncesi aver-to-
playicilarla ilgili bilgilerimizde énemli bir boslugu doldur-
maktadir. Bu malzeme gruplarmm tekno-tipolojik incelem-
esi ve karsilastirmasi sonucunda Kocaman’in Epipaleolitik
(Pleistosen sonu) doneme, Kayadibimin ise Mezolitik
(Holosen baslangicl) déneme ait oldugu gorilmiistiir.

Fge bolgest Epipaleolitk ve Mezolittk dénemlerin her
ikisinin  birden gortildigti az sayida bolgeden biridir.
Bilindigi gibi Epipaleolitk Dénem Buzul Cagmn son
binyillarinda  yasamus toplayici-avellara  isaret ederken,
Mezolittk Dénem Holosen i¢inde toplayicr-aveihga devam
eden gruplan tammlar. Mezolitk dénem, yerlesik yasama
dayali tarima toplumlarm ortaya ¢ilkmasiyla sona erer.
Eldeki veriler Turkiye’nin bati kiyisi ve 6zellikle de adalar
olmak tizere Ege’nin Neolitik 6ncesi donemlerde benzer-
likler tasichgm gostermektedir (Cilingiroglu et al. 2020).
Bu makalede sunulan malzeme, Bati Anadolu ve Dogu
Ege’de Son Pleistosen ve Ik Holosen devirlerinde yasamus
bulunan toplayic-aveilarla ilgili bilgi dagaraiginmuz genislet-
mesi acisindan 6nem arz etmektedir.
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activities and networks, it also limits a thorough under-
standing of neolithization processes.

Okiizini is the key site for understanding the Epipaleo-
lithic sequence in Turkey as it contains deposits that
cover a time period from ca. 16,000 cal. BCE into the
Holocene (Kartal 2009). Pmarbast B rock shelter is
another significant sites with well-preserved deposits
from the Epipaleolithic era (Baird 2012). Another group
attributed to Epipaleolithic is known from the Black Sea
coast, north of Istanbul, called as the “Agach Group” in
the literature. These constitute a blade industry with
conical cores and microlithic tools, which are compared
with Balkan Epigravettian traditions (Gatsov and
OZdogan 1994).

New discoveries established that Epipaleolithic groups
thrived in coastal western Anatolia. Dated m absolute
terms to 12,000 cal. BCE finds from a cave near Dikili,
north of Izmir, revealed a chipped stone industry with
geometric and non-geometric microliths.!  Similar
discoveries of potential Epipaleolithic and Mesolithic
assemblages were made i Bozburun peninsula on the
Aegean coast of southwest Turkey (Atakuman et al.
2021). Surveys in Gallipoli Peninsula and on Gokg¢eada
(Imbros) spotted possible Epipaleolithic sites (Ozbek
2009; Ozbek and Erdogdu 2014).

Figure 1/ Resim 1:

Digital elevation model of Karaburun Peninsula.

Karaburun and KASP
Karaburun 1s a north-south oriented peninsula located

! Cf. works cited in footnotes.

Arastirma Tarihgesi

Bati Anadolu arkeolojisinde en az arastirllms konular
Epipaleolitik ve Mezolitik devirlerdir. Veri yetersizligi
yalmzca bu donemler icindeki toplayicihik-aveilik
faaliyetleri ve sosyal-kiiltiire] aglar1 anlama konusunda
bilgi eksikligine neden olmamakta, aym zamanda
neolitiklesme siireclerinin kapsamh bir sekilde anlasil-
masina engel teskil etmektedir.

Okiizini, yaklastk M.O. 16.000 kal. yildan Holosene
kadar devam eden bir siireyi kapsayan tabakalar
barindirdigindan Tiirkiye’de Epipaleolitik siirekliligin
anlasilmas1 acisindan temel bir alandir (Kartal 2009).
Konya’'nn gtineyinde yer alan Pmarbas1 B kaya sigmag:
ise Epipaleolitik ¢agdan kalan 6nemli ve iyi korunmus
alanlardan biridir (Baird 2012). Epipaleolitik dénemle
bagdastinlan bir diger grup ise [stanbul’un kuzeyinde,
Karadeniz kiyisinda yer alan ve literatirde “Agach
Grubu” olarak adlandirilan gruptur. Bunlar, Balkan
Epigravettiyen  gelenekleriyle  karsilastirlan  konik
¢ekirdekl ve mikrolitik bir dilgi endiistrisini olusturmak-
tadir (Gatsov ve Ozdogan 1994).

Yenm vyapilan kesiflerle Epipaleolitik gruplarin  Bati
Anadolu’'nun kiy1 kesiminde gelisim gosterdigi tespit
edilmistir. Mutlak sekilde M.O. 12.000 kal. villarina
tarihlenen ve Izmir'in kuzeyinde yer alan Dikili’de ele
gecen buluntular geometrik ve geometrik olmayan
mikrolitlerden olusan bir yontma tas enddistrisi ortaya
cikarmisar.! Giineybat Tiirkiye'nin Ege kiyisinda yer
alan Bozburun yarnimadasinda yine Epipaleolitik ve
Mezolittk doéneme ait olmasi muhtemel malzeme
gruplarn bulunmustur (Atakuman vd. 2021). Gelibolu
Yarmmadas1 ve Gokceada’da (Imbros) yapilan ylizey
arastirmalarinda da Epipaleolittk doneme ait olmasi
muhtemel alanlar kesfedilmistir (Ozbek 2009; Ozbek ve
Erdogdu 2014).

Karaburun ve KASP

Karaburun, Turkiye’nin batisinda yer alan giiniimiiz
[zmir sehri ile Izmir Korfezi’nin batisinda kuzey-giiney
yoniinde uzanan bir yarmrmadadir (Resim 1). Tiirkiye’nin
en batisinda yer alan noktalardan biri olup Sakiz
Adasrnm 18 km dogusunda, Midilli Adasr’nin ise 33
km giineyinde yer almaktadir. Yarimada engebeli ve
daghk bir araziden olusmaktadir. Biyiik Kkiregtast
olusumlari, gri-siyahims1 bazalt taslart ve seyrek bitki
ortisiiyle  kiyi1  kesimleri  mikemmel bir  yiizey
goriiniirlagt sunarken i¢ kesimler ise genellikle yil boyu
yesil kalan ve gortintrliige engel teskil eden makilerle
kaphdir.

Karaburun Arkeolojik Ylzey Arastirmasi, kisa adiyla
KASP, 2015 yihinda hayata gec¢irilmistir. Arastirmamiz
bugiine dek kaydedilen 182 ilgi noktasi (POI) ile devam
etmektedir. Karaburun, yirittigiimiiz incelemeler
oncesinde arkeoloji acismdan bilinmeyen bir arazi (terra
incognita) olarak kalmistir. Bolge, buradan “Mimas”



to the west of Gulf of Izmir and the modern city of Izmir
i western Turkey (Fig. 1). It 1s one of the westernmost
points of Turkey and 1s located 18 km to the East of
Chios and 33 km south of Lesvos. The peninsula is
composed of rugged and mountainous terrain. The
coastal areas offer perfect surface visibility with massive
limestone formations, grey-blackish basaltic rocks and
weak floral presence, while the inland landscape 1s
mainly covered by evergreen shrub hampering visibility.

KASP began in 2015. To this day, our research contin-
ues with 182 POIs recorded. Prior to our investigations,
Karaburun was essentially a terra incognita in terms of its
archaeology. It was known through ancient literary
sources such as the Odyssey where it 1s mentioned as
“Mimas”. Non-systematic fieldwork was carried out
before 2015 producing a few findspots (Cilingiroglu et
al. 2018a). Previous research in the area demonstrated
exploitation of cinnabar by Chalcolithic groups during
the 5th millennium BC (Kosay and Giiltekin 1949).

KASP embraces a Landscape Archaeology perspective
with an aim to document a wide variety of human activity
over the landscape in the long-term. KASP team
composed of different specialists, including not only
archaeologists but also zooarchaeologists, epigraphs,
material specialists, underwater archaeologists and art
historians actively taking part in the fieldwork. The team
identifies and records archaeological remains indicating
human activity with a diachronic approach using exten-
sive pedestrian survey methods (as described in Cherry
et al. 1991; Alcock & Cherry 2004).

Walking in transects enables us to systematically cover
specific landscape types. Fach covered area 1s called as
“Survey Unit” (SU), which receives a unique code.
Survey Unit forms record GPS routes, geology, geomor-
phology, flora, surface wisibility and archaeological
observations of a given area covered by the team.
Human-made remains are recorded separately and
receive unique codes as “Point of Interests” (POIs). A
POI can be a settlement, an architectural feature, a
workshop, a burial ground, a cave, an epigraphic find or
simply a scatter of archaeological materials over the
surface.

It is our foremost aim to document not only settlements,
but also gain insights about human mobility and activity
over the landscape through ages. Therefore, we target
small-scale activity sites, camp sites, potential taskscapes
and raw material sources by documenting non-intensive
surface scatters. All POIs are documented using stand-
ard forms at the field, which constitute the basis of our
MS Access and GIS databases. At each POI, finds are
sorted, counted, photographed and -when necessary-
collected for further documentation and analysis in the
KASP lab located at Ege University. Lithic assemblage
of Kayadibi and Kocaman has been undertaken by J.
Kozlowski and M. Kaczanowska.

olarak bahseden Odyssey gibi antik edebi kaynaklardan
biliniyordu. 2015 6ncesinde gerceklestirilen sistematik
olmayan saha cahsmalann birkac buluntu yeri ortaya
cikarmustir (Cilingiroglu vd. 2018a). Daha 6nce bolgede
gerceklestirilen calismalar M.O. 5. binyilda Kalkolitik
gruplarin zincifre madeni isledigini gostermistir (Kosay

ve Giiltekin 1949).

KASP, insanlarin dogal cevrede uzun vadede gosterdigi
¢esith etkinlikleri belgelemek amaciyla Peyzaj Arkeoloji-
s yaklasiminmi  benimsemektedir.  KASP  ekibi
arkeologlarin yani sira ayni zamanda saha calismasinda
etkin bir sekilde yer alan zooarkeologlar, epigraflar,
malzeme uzmanlari, su alti arkeologlar1 ve sanat tarihcil-
erini de biinyesinde barindiracak  sekilde farkl
alanlardaki uzmanlardan meydana gelmektedir. Ekip,
(Cherry vd. 1991; Alcock & Cherry 2004 tarafindan
tanimlandigi sekilde) yaya gerceklestirilen genis kapsam-
i yiizey arastirma yontemlerini kullanarak, artzamanh
bir yaklasimla insan etkinligi gosteren arkeolojik
kalintilar1 tespit ve kayit etmektedir.

Bir sira halinde dizilen ekip tyelerinin ylizeyl taramasi
seklinde yapilan yuriiytisler sayesinde belirli araz turlert
sistematik bir sekilde katedilebilmektedir. Katedilen her
bir alan benzersiz bir kodla ifade edilen “Yiizey Arastir-
ma Birimi” (SU) olarak adlandirilmaktadir. Yiizey
Arastirma Birimi formlarinda ekip tarafindan gezilen
belirli bir alanin GPS rotalan, jeolojisi, jeomorfolojisi,
bitki ortiisii, ylizey goriiniirligii ve arkeolojik gozlemleri
ver almaktadir. Insan yapim kalmtilar ayr olarak kayit
altina alinmakta ve “ﬂgi Noktas1” (Point of Interest,
POI) seklinde iinik kodlar verilmektedir. ilgi noktasi bir
yerlesim, mimari 6zellik, atélye, mezar alani, magara,
epigrafik buluntu veya basitce yiizeye yayilmis arkeolojik
malzemeler olabilmektedir.

Oncelikli amacimiz yalnizea yerlesim verlerini belgele-
mek degil, aym1 zamanda farkli devirlerde ¢evredeki
insan hareketliligi ve etkinligi konusunda da bilgi
edinmektir. Bu nedenle, kiiciik dl¢ekli etkinlik alanlari,
kamp alanlar, potansiyel gorev cevreleri ve hammadde
kaynaklarim hedeflemekteyiz. Ttum ilgi noktalarn MS
Access ve GIS veritabanlarimizin temelini olusturan
standart formlar kullamlarak sahada belgelenmektedir.
Buluntular her bir ilgi noktasinda aynstirilmakta,
sayllmakta, fotograflanmakta ve gerektiginde ileri belge-
leme ve inceleme islemleri icin Ege Universitesi biinye-
sinde yer alan KASP laboratuvarinda toplanmaktadir.
Kayadibi ve Kocaman tas malzemelerinin incelenmesi
ve istatistiki analizler gorevi Polonya’dan meslek-
taslarimiz J. Kozlowski ve M. Kaczanowska tarafindan
ustlenilmustir.

Kocaman (POI.16.35)

2016 yihnda kesfedilen Kocaman, Karaburun Yarmma-
dasrmin  giineydogu bolimiinde dogu-bati yoniinde
uzanan bir yamac tuzerinde, giiniimiiz kiy1 kesimine
paralel bir sekilde konumlanmaktadir (Resim 2).



Kocaman (POI.16.35)

Discovered in 2016, Kocaman is located parallel to the
modern coastline on a West-Fast oriented slo, in the
southeastern part of Karaburun Peninsula (Fig. 2). The
local name of the area is Kocaman located in Balikliova
(Urla). This is an open-air site over the limestone
bedrock. Covering an area of 0.5 ha the surface showed
relatively intense distribution of chipped stones (Cilingi-

roglu et al. 2018b).

Lithic Industry

The site provided 369 artefacts produced on local chert
(Fig. 3). Majority of artefacts are entirely covered with a
white patina, which made macroscopic identification of
most of the used raw materials impossible.

Bolgenin yerel adi Kocaman olup Balikhova’da (Urla)
yer almaktadir. Buras1 kiregtasi kayaclar tizerinde yer
alan bir actk hava alamdir. 0.5 hektarlk bir alam
kaplayan ylizeyde gorece yogun dagiima sahip
yontmataslar ele gecnistir (Cilingiroglu vd. 2018b).

Yontmatas Endiistrisi

Alanda yerel ¢ortten tretilen 369 par¢a bulunmustur
(Resim  8). Parcalarm ¢ogunlugu tamamen beyaz
patinayla kaplanmis olup bu durum kullanilan ¢ogu
hammaddenin makroskopik tespitini imkansiz kilmustir.

Cekirdekler ve ¢ekirdek parcalart (n=24)

Sayica en yiiksek grubu uzunlugu 16 ila 30 mm, genisligi
ise 8 ila 38 mm arasimda degisen tek platformlu ¢ekird-
ekler (n=24) olusturmaktadir. iki ¢ekirdek daha biiyak
yongalardan yapilmistir.

Figure 2 / Resim 2:
General view of Kocaman. (KASP).

Cores and core fragments (n=21)

The most numerous group is the single-platform cores
(n=24) from 16 to 30 mm length and from 8 to 38 mm
width. Two cores are made on larger flakes.

Flakes (n=131)

These artefacts account for 35.5% of the assemblage.
Flakes include five blade-like flakes. Flake length 1s in the
range from 10 to 36 mm, width from 8 to 31 mm, and
thickness from 2 to 13 mm. Majority of specimens come
from advanced stages of reduction and show no cortex.

Yongalar (n=131)

Bu eserler malzeme grubunun 9635.5’in1 olusturmak-
tadir. Yongalar arasmda bes dilgi benzeri yonga yer
almaktadir. Yongalarmn uzunlugu 10 ila 36 mm, genisligi
8 ila 31 mm, kalmhg1 ise 2 ila 13 mm arasinda degismek-
tedir. Orneklerin biiyiik bir boliimii ileri seviye yongala-
ma tasimakta ve herhangi bir kabuk yapis1 gostermemek-
tedir.

Dilgiler (n=39)
Dilgiler envanterin %10.6’lik bir kismin olusturmaktadir.
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Blades (n=39)

Blades account for 10.6% of the inventory. Only five
blades are complete. The dimensions of complete
blades are in the interval of 17 to 20 mm long, 7 to 10
mm wide and 2 to 4 mm thick. Blades were detached
from blade cores, evidenced by the presence of almost
only blade scars on the dorsal side.

Chips

Chips, 1.e. artefacts less than 15 mm long, numbers 32
items accounting for 8.7% of all finds. Four splinters are
identified.

Tools
Twenty-nine tools and nine tool fragments constitute
10.2% of the inventory. Identified tool types are as
follows: End-scrapers (n=2), burins (n=2), one perfora-
tor, backed pieces, retouched truncations (n=3),
retouched blade (n=1), retouched flakes (n=4) and
denticulated-notched tools (n=3).

blades are complete. The dimensions of complete
blades are in the interval of 17 to 20 mm long, 7 to 10
mm wide and 2 to 4 mm thick. Blades were detached
from blade cores, evidenced by the presence of almost
only blade scars on the dorsal side.

Kayadibi (POI.15.31)

Discovered in 2015, Kayadibi is an open-air site located
at an elevation of 140 m near the limestone outcrops
overlooking the Balikliova Bay on the modern road
from Mordogan to Izmir (Fig. 4). The local name is
Kayadibi. The site, which 1s made out of scattered lithics
covers only 0.14 ha sloping gently southwards (Ciling-
roglu et al. 2016). The surface is devoid of vegetation,
allowing good visibility. The soil shows reddish-brown
colour and compact formation. The site produced low
density chipped stones. The lithics do not bear altera-
tion due to heavy rolling.

Figure 4 / Resim 4:
General view of Kayadibi. (KASP).

Lithic Industry

Kayadibi yielded 136 siliceous rock artefacts (Fig. 5).
Macroscopically 14 types of raw materials were 1denti-
fied, the majority of which are probably of local or

Yalnizca bes dilgi biitiin haldedir. Butiin haldeki dilgiler-
in uzunlugu 17 ila 20 mm, genishgi 7 ila 10 mm,
kalhgy ise 2 ila 4 mm arahigindadir.

Uretim Artiklan

Uretim artiklan olarak adlandmlan 15 mm’den kisa
kalintilarin  sayis1 32 olup tiim buluntular igerisinde
%8.7°lik bir dilime sahiptir. Dort parga tespit edilmistir.

Aletler

Bulunan yirmi dokuz alet ve dokuz alet parcasi envanter-
m 9610.2’lik kismim olusturmaktadir. Tespit edilen alet
tiirleri su sekildedir: On kazyicilar (n=2), taskalemler
(n=2), bir adet delici, sirth parcalar, dizeltih budanmis
parcalar (n=3), duzeltih dilgi (n=1), diizeltli yongalar
(n=4) ve dislemeli-centikli aletler (n=3).

16
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Figure 3 / Resim 3:

Retouched tools from Kocaman. Burin (1,6), primary
burin spall (2,3), end-scraper (4,5), perforator (7),
backed piece (8-14), retouched truncation (15,16),
denticuated-notched tool (17,18), side-scraper (19),
retocuhed flake (20,21).

Kayadibi (POI.15.31)

2015 yilinda kesfedilen Kayadibi, Mordogan’dan
[zmir'e giden giiniimiiz yolu iizerinde Bahklova
Korfezi'ne bakan kiregtasindan yiikseltiler yakinminda
140 metre rakimda bulunan bir agik hava alamdir
(Resim 4). Bolgenin yoredeki ismi  Kayadibi’dir.
Daginik haldeki taslardan meydana gelen alan hafif¢e
giineye dogru inen bir meyille yalnizca 0.14 hektarlik
bir alam kaplamaktadir (Cilingiroglu vd. 2016). Yiizey-
de bitki ortitsit bulunmadigindan iyt bir goriis imkani
sunmaktadir. Toprak kirmizimsi-kahverengi renge ve



mesolocal origin. Extralocal raw materials, macroscopi-
cally identified, namely beige chert and red radiolarite
are represented only by three artefacts. Most artefacts
are covered with a thick layer of white patina.

Hl N

Figure 5/ Resim 5:
Lithics from Kayadibi. Flakes (1,3-4), retouched flakes
(2,6), blade fragment (5), notch (7) and endscraper (8).

Cores (n=14)

The assemblage yielded 14 cores, including seven small
indeterminate fragments. Single-platform blade cores
(n=4) predominate, 30 to 50 mm high and 20-25 mm
wide.

I'lakes (n=71)

The assemblage contained 71 flakes, including 29
complete specimens, 42 fragments, and 9 fragments of
blades or flakes. Only one flake represents a definite
preparation stage (a tablet). Complete flakes are between
14-54 mm length, 11-47 mm width and 3 to 24 mm
thick.

Blades (n=7)

Blades did not preserve in complete form. The assem-
blage contains seven fragments, mainly proximal. Their
width ranges from 11 to 20 mm, thickness from 3 to 8
mm.

Tools (n=21)

End-scrapers (n=4), perforators (n=1), backed pieces
(n=2), retouched flakes (n=6), retouched blades (n=1),
denticulated-notched tools (n=>5, side-scrapers (n=3) and
one sickle blade are identified.

Discussion

Kocaman offered an assemblage with rather high
presence of blade cores and blades as well as presence of
geometric inserts such as crescents. This renders the site
highly interesting concerning its connections to the wider
Mediterranean. Presently, Ouriakos on Lemnos and
other newly discovered contemporary sites offers
comparable material with Kocaman (Efstratiou, Biagi
and Starnimi 2014; Efstratiou et al. 2023). Despite
technological differences between Ouriakos and Koca-
man, two localities seem to belong to a temporal horizon

sitki bir yapiya sahiptir. Alanda disik yogunlukta
yontmataslar bulunmustur. Taslar iyice asmdig1 i¢in
bozulma gostermektedir.

Yontmatas Endiistrisi

Kayadibi’nde 136 silisli tas parcasi elde edilmistir (Resim
5). Makroskopik acidan 14 hammadde cesidi tespit
edilmis olup bunlarin ¢ogunlugu muhtemelen yerel
veya mezoyerel kaynaklidir. Makroskopik incelemeye
tabi tutulan dis kaynakh hammaddeler, yani bej ¢ort ve
kirmizi radyolarit yalmizca ¢ parcada gorilmustiir.
Parcalarm ¢ogu kalm bir beyaz patinayla kaphdir.

Cekirdekler (n=14)

Buluntu grubunda yedi adet kiiciik ve belirlenemeyen
parca dahil olmak tizere 14 ¢ekirdek yer almaktadir.
Tek platformlu dilgt ¢ekirdekleri (n=4) sayica baskin
olmak tizere uzunluklar: 30 ila 50 mm, genislikleri ise 20
ila 25 mm arasimda degismektedir.

Yongalar (n=71)

Buluntu grubunda 29 biitiin 6rnek, 42 par¢a ve 9 dilgi
veya yonga par¢ast dahil olmak tizere 71 yonga yer
almaktadir. Yalnizca bir yonga belirli bir hazirhk asamas
(tablet) gostermektedir. Biitiin yongalar 14 ila 54 mm
uzunluga, 11 ila 47 mm genislige ve 3 ila 24 mm
kalinhga sahiptir.

Dilgiler (n=7)

Dilgiler butiin halini muhafaza edememistir. Buluntu
grubunda geneli proksimal olan yedi parca yer almak-
tadir. Genislikler1 11 ila 20, kalinhklar ise 3 ila 8 mm
arasinda degismektedir.

Vletler (n=24)
On kaziyicilar (n=4), deliciler (n=1), sirthi parcalar (n=2),
diizeltili yongalar (n=6), diizeltili dilgiler (n=1), disleme-
li-centikli aletler (n=5), kenar kaziyicilar (n=3) ve bir adet
orak dilgi bulunmustur.

Tartisma

Kocaman’da daha ¢ok yiiksek oranda dilgi ¢ekirdegi,
dilgi ve yarimay gibi geometrik iirtinlerden meydana
gelen malzeme grubu ele gecmistir. Bu durum, genis
Akdeniz cografyas1 ile olan baglar agisindan alani
oldukca 1ilgi cekici kilmaktadir. Limm Adasi’'nda
bulunan Ouriakos ve yeni kesfedilen diger cagdas
yerlesim yerleri Kocaman ile mukayese edilebilir
malzeme sunmaktadir (Efstratiou, Biagl ve Starnini
2014; Efstratiou vd. 2023). Aradaki teknolojik
farkliliklara ragmen, Ouriakos ve Kocaman Pleistosen
sonunda bir zamana ait iki yerlesim yer1 gibi gériinmek-
tedir (Cilingiroglu vd. 2020). Bu nedenle, Kocaman
envanterinin - Ouriakos buluntu toplulugu ile olan
teknolojik iliskisi Antalya ve kuzey Ege gruplar arasinda-
ki kayip halkay1 gosterebilir. Oyle ki, teknolojideki yerel
farkhbklara ragmen Levant bolgesi, Antalya, Bat



at the end of the Pleistocene (Cilingiroglu et al. 2020).
Technological affinity of Kocaman inventory with those
of Ouriakos presents, therefore, a missing link between
the Antalya and northern Aegean groups. As such, it is
plausible to suggest that Younger Dryas foragers of the
Levant, Antalya, west Turkey and northern Aegean
produced analogous toolkits despite local differences to
their technology.

The Mesolithic site of Kayadibi displays a lithic industry
that is remarkably different Kocaman. The sample size
at Kayadibi is smaller than Kocaman and is heterogene-
ous in character. This heterogeneity implies presence of
multiple components which can be attributed to differ-
ent time periods. The bulk of the assemblage seems to
belong to the Aegean Mesolithic (ca. 9000-7000 cal.
BCE). The predominance of flakes and flake tools in
comparison to the virtual absence of blades at Kayadibi
is a well-known characteristic of Aegean Mesolithic
toolkits. As mentioned above, multiple technological
and typological features can be correlated with the
assemblages from the excavated sites in the Aegean such
as Maroulas, Kerame and Cave of the Cyclope
(Koztowski and Kaczanowska 2009). Recent studies
show that similar industries were prevalent in the
Cyclades and on Crete as well (Carter et al. 2014; Carter
2016). Heavy presence of flakes and ad-hoc flake tools is
most likely indicative of a common subsistence and
lifeway strategies of west Anatolian foragers with their
Aegean counterparts.

Karaburun sites offer also new insights about the neolith-
ization of western Anatolia. The earliest known Neolith-
ic sites from the region date back to the early 7th millen-
nium BCE. These sites are characterized by mud-based
rectilinear architecture, fully developed agro-pastoral
economies, ground stone industries and symbolic
elements (such as red plaster floors, stone bracelets, disc
beads) that find parallels in southwest Asian pre-pottery
Neolithic cultures (Cakirlar 2012; Cilingiroglu 2017).
Karaburun sites do not only confirm presence of forager
groups 1n this area, they also allow us to compare and
contrast lithic assemblages from different temporal
zones from the Late Pleistocene into the Holocene.
Such an analysis would help to infer the possibility of
neolithization, input of
know-how for the neolithization process, forager-farmer

autochthonous forager
mteractions and forager strategies upon encountering
farmer groups.
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Tirkiye ve Kuzey Ege Erken Dryas toplayici-avalarinin
karsilastirnlabilir alet takimlari trettigini 6ne siirmek
miimkiindiir.

Kayadibi Mezolitik alam1 Kocaman’dan son derece
farkll bir yontmatas endustrisi gostermektedir. Kayadi-
br’ndeki 6rnek boyutu Kocaman’dan az olup heterojen
bir karakterdedir. Bu heterojenlik farkli dénemlere
atfedilebilen ¢oklu bilesenlerin varligina isaret etmekte-
dir. Malzeme grubunun biiyiik bir boliumi Ege Mezoli-
tik (yakl. M.O. 9000-7000) devrine ait gibi gériinmekte-
dir. Kayadibi’nde goriiniiste dilgi bulunmamasima
kiyasla yonga ve yonga aletlerin ¢cok olmas1 Ege Mezoli-
tik alet takimlarmin iyi bilinen bir 6zelligidir. Yukarida
da belirtildigi tizere, ¢ok sayida teknolojik ve tipolojik
ozellik Maroulas, Kerame ve Cyclope Magarasi gibi
Ege’de kazilan alanlardan elde edilen malzeme gruplari
ile bagdastirilabilir (Kozlowski ve Kaczanowska 2009).
Yapilan son c¢alismalar Kiklad Adalan ile Gint'te
benzer enddstrilerin mevcut oldugunu goéstermektedir
(Carter vd. 2014; Carter 2016). Yongalarin ve ad hoc
yonga aletlerin yogun varhi@i biiyiik ihtimalle Bat
Anadolu ile Ege toplayici-aveilarinin ortak bir ge¢im ve
yasam tarzi stratejisi paylastigim gostermektedir.

Karaburun’daki alanlar aym zamanda Bati Anado-
lu'nun neolitiklesmesi konusunda yeni fikirler sunmak-
tadir. Bélgede bilinen en eski Neolitik alanlar M.O. 7.
binyilin baslarina kadar gitmektedir. Bu alanlar Giiney-
batt Asya Canak Comleksiz Neolitik kiiltiirleriyle
paralellik gosteren kil bazli doértgen mimari, tamamen
gelismis tarimsal ekonomi, siirtmetas endustriler: ve
sembolik unsurlar (kirmiz siva, tastan bileklikler, disk
sekilli boncuklar vb.) ile karakterizedir (Cakirlar 2012;
Cilingiroglu 2017). Karaburun’da yer alan alanlar
buradaki toplayici-aver gruplarin varhgimi dogrulamak-
la beraber aym zamanda Gec¢ Pleistosenden Holosene
kadar farkli zaman dilimlerinden elde edilen yontmatas
malzeme gruplarm karsilastirma imkani da sunmak-
tadir. Bu yonde bir inceleme yerelde neolitiklesme
olasiigina, neolitiklesme siirecinde toplayici-aver bilgi
birikimi girdisine, toplayici-aver ve ¢iftei etkilesimlerine
ve cift¢ilerle karsilasma durumunda toplayici-avellarin
benimsedigi stratejilere iliskin ¢ikarimlar yapmada
yardimer olacaktir.
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Why Trajan?

Photograph: History Hogs.

Written by Julian Bennett, Department of Archaeology, Bilkent University.

As some of you readers will know, I am the author of
the (Trajan: Optimus Princeps, Routledge and Indiana
University Press, 1997, rev. ed. 2001), the first ever
full-length biography in English of the Roman emperor
Marcus Ulpius Traianus, 98-117. Perhaps one of the
most famous emperors after Augustus himself, he was
certainly an exceptional character, the only emperor
ever officially named as Optimus Princeps, ‘greatest of
emperors’, and at that in his own lifetime. Moreover, he
features in what was effectively the accession confirma-
tion of later emperors, with the prayer ‘Felicior Augus-
to, melior Traiano’ (may the new emperor be ‘luckier
than Augustus, and better than Trajan!’). And what is
more, he is also praised in Islamic tradition as well as by
the Renaissance writer Dante, so it is hardly surprising
that his reputation as a ruler survives without any blem-
ish to the present day, 19 centuries later.

Yes, Trajan certainly was an exceptional emperor, and
deserving of a modern biography, but as some of my
students have asked, “Why Trajan?’, given that I make
no secret the Roman emperor I most admire is Claudi-
us... And so this little note for the Newsletter as request-
ed by its editors, and in a way as a vade mecum for
anyone tempted to do something similar, write an
Imperial or other biography of a famous person from
antiquity! (ONLY do it if you really want to punish
yourself!). But to begin at the beginning, the simple
truth of how Trajan came to be written was a matter of
accident. In my Ph.D thesis, The Setting, Develop-
ment, and Function of Hadrian’s Wall (Newcastle
1991), I made the then revolutionary suggestion that
Hadrian’s frontier policy, one of containing the Roman
Empire within marked frontiers, originated under his
Trajan, his immediate predecessor as ruler of Rome.
This came to the attention of the late Professor Tony

Baz1 okuyucularmn bildigi tizere, 98-117 yillar arasinda
yasamis olan Roma Imparatoru Marcus Ulpius
Traianus’un ilk tam kapsaml Ingilizce biyografisinin
yazartyim (Trajan: Optimus Princeps, Routledge ve
Indiana Universitesi Yayinlari, 1997, revize ve 2. Baski
2001). Belki de Augustus'tan sonraki en tnlii impara-
torlardan biridir ve siiphesiz essiz bir karakterdi. Resmi
olarak "mmparatorlarin en buayagi" Optimus Princeps
olarak adlandirilan tek mparatordu ve istelik bu
unvan heniiz hayattayken verilmisti. Dahasi, 'Felicior
Augusto, melior Traiano' (yeni imparator 'Augustus'tan
daha sansh ve Trajan'dan daha iyi olsun!) duas: ile
sonraki imparatorlarin etkin bir sekilde katthm onayina
dahildi. Daha da fazlasi, Ronesans yazari Dantenin
yani sira Islami gelenekte de éviilmektedir, bu nedenle
bir hikiimdar olarak {intnin 19 yiizyll sonra
giinimiize kadar lekesiz bir sekilde devam etmesi
sasirtict degildir.

Evet, Trajan Kkesinlikle istisnai bir imparatordu ve
modern bir biyografiyi hak ediyordu ancak baz 6gren-
cilerimin de sordugu gibi “Neden Trajan?” Ozellikle,
Roma imparatorlart arasinda en ¢ok takdir ettigim
kisinin Claudius oldugunu dile getirmeme ragmen...
Ve boylece, editorlerinin talep ettigi gibi Biilten i¢cin bu
kiiciik not ve bir bakima benzer bir sey yapmak isteyen
herkes icin vade mecum olarak, antik ¢aglardan biri
imparatorun ya da tinlii bir kisinin biyografisini yazma
hikayesi (SADECE eger kendinizi ger¢ekten cezaland-
irmak istiyorsaniz bunu yapin!). Ancak en bastan
baslamak gerekirse, Trajan'n nasil yazilmaya karar
verildigine dair gercek bir tesadiiften ibaretti. Hadrian
Duvar'nin Yerlestirilmesi, Gelisimi ve islevi (Newcas-
tle 1991) adli doktora tezimde, Hadrian'm sinir politi-
kasinin, yani Roma hnparatorlug‘u'nu belirgin sinirlar
icine  hapsetme politikasinin, Trajan, yani Roma
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Birley, the doyen of Roman Imperial studies, who
challenged me to support my claim by writing a book on
Trajan to put the claim in context.

And that really was a challenge, for Trajan 1s the only
Roman emperor for whom there is no contemporary or
even near-contemporary biography of any kind. Thus to
write a biography of Trajan was quite a formidable task,
one that could only be done using the very limited
references to his life and activities provided in the
Roman History of the 3rd century writer Dio Cassius,
the relevant parts of which only survive in a series of
‘Byzantine’ epitomes. Other than that, all that was availa-
ble from the ancient literary sources were the (in)famous
Panygeric in Praise of Trajan, a speech in praise of the
emperor delivered i his presence by the Roman
senator Pliny the Younger; a few passages in the orations
of the Greek philosopher Dio Chrysostom; and odd
snippets in some very late and so ostensibly unreliable
Roman sources.

Obviously, to write a biography of this emperor was
going to involve a wide range of research, covering
everything from contemporary inscriptions, to coinage,
to the results of archaeological surveys. I was fortunate in
a sense that there was exactly one modern biography of
the man, by the Italian historian Roberto Paribeni, but
his Optimus Princeps: Saggio sulla storia e sul tempi
dell'imperatore Traiano (two vols., Messina 1926-27)
was naturally in Italian, a language I had never learnt but
which I managed to struggle through with my limited
Spanish (I will probably/perhaps have to face the wrath
of Luca and Michele for writing that - but it’s true! And
note, readers, I am, don’t forget, talking of aeons ago
before the internet even existed, never mind Google
translate...) However, the plentiful footnotes Paribeni
provided contained the standard references for the
mscriptions and coins he had used in his research and so
that gave me a head start on that side of things.

Then came the research proper, which likewise relied
on getting and then reading texts in a variety of languag-
es, albeit principally Spanish, French, and German,
which I could at least work my way through. If nothing
else this exercise confirmed to me a very valuable lesson
which was drilled into me at Durham, my alma mater,
where I did my BA, the need for all archaeologists to
have at least a reading ability in the main European
languages! It also meant - in those pre-internet and
pre-ILL days - spending lengthy periods in a variety of
libraries, reading books that were often out print or
journals that were not freely available. Thus lengthy
spells in New York City at its City Library and in Wash-
ington DC at the Library of the Houses of Congress,
through to Oxford and the Bodleian and London and
the Society of Antiquaries Library, all made possible by
my then employment as a cruise ship lecturer and
archaeological guide for a USA travel company.

hitktimdar olarak selefinin déneminden kaynaklandigi-
na dair o zamanki devrim niteligindeki 6neriyi yaptim.
Bu, Roma Imparatorluk arastrmalarnm  duayeni
merhum Profesor Tony Birley'n dikkatini ¢ekti ve
iddiami baglama oturtmak i¢in Trajan hakkinda bir kitap
yazarak iddiami desteklemem i¢in bana meydan okudu.

Ve bu ger¢ekten bir meydan okumaydi, ¢tinki Trajan
hakkinda herhangi bir ¢agdas ve hatta ¢agdasa yakin
biyografisi olmayan tek Roma imparatorudur. Bu neden-
le, Trajan'in biyografisini yazmak oldukc¢a cetin bir isti;
bu, yalmzca 3. yiizyl yazari Dio Cassiusun Roma
Tarihinde saglanan ve ilgili parcalar1 bir dizi “Bizans”
ozetinde bulunan, yasami ve faaliyetlerine iliskin ¢ok
siirh  referanslar  kullamilarak — yapilabilirdi.  Bunun
disinda, antik edebi kaynaklardan elde edilebilen tek sey,
Romali senatér Geng Pliny tarafindan huzurunda yapilan
imparatora 6vgiide bulunan bir konusma olan (koth)
inlii Trajan'a Ovgitdeki Panygeric idi; Yunan filozofu
Dio Chrysostom'un soylevlerinden birkag¢ pasaj; ve baz
¢ok ge¢ donemli ve goriintiste giivenilmez Roma kaynak-
larmdaki tuhaf par¢aciklar.

Acikgasi, bu imparatorun biyografisini yazmak, cagdas
yazitlardan madeni paraya ve arkeolojik arastirmalarin
sonuclarina kadar her seyi kapsayan genis bir arastirma
yelpazesini icerecekti. Imparatorun yazilmis tek bir
modern bibliyografisi oldugundan bir bakima sanshy-
dim. Bu ltalyan tarih¢i Roberto Paribeni tarafindan
yazilmisti ama onun Optimus Princeps': Saggio sulla
storia e sul tempi dellimperatore Traiano (iki cilt, Messi-
na 1926-27) dogal olarak ftalyancaydi ve bu dil hic
ogrenmedigim ama smurh [spanyolcamla miicadele
etmeyi basardigim bir dildi (Bunu yazdigim i¢in muhte-
melen Luca ve Michele’nin gazabina ugrayacagim ama
bu dogru! Ve okuyucular, unutmayn, internetin daha
olmadigr uzak bir ge¢cmisten bahsediyorum, Google
ceviri yoktu...). Bununla birlikte, Paribeni'nin sagladig
cok sayidaki dipnot, arastirmasinda kullandig1 yazitlar ve
madeni paralar i¢in standart referanslar iceriyordu ve bu
da bu agidan bana bir adim énde baslamanu saglad.

Ardindan, aym sekilde, en azindan kendi yolumu
bulabildigim, basta [spanyolca, Fransizca ve Almanca
olsa da ¢esith dillerdeki metinleri alip okumaya dayanan
gercek bir arastirma basladi. Higbir sey olmasa dahi, bu
abstirma bana mezun oldugum okul olan Durham’da
tiim arkeologlarin tiim ana Avrupa dillerinde en azindan
okuma becerisine sahip olma sartiyla ilgili degerli bir
dersi dogruladi. Aym zamanda bu- internet 6ncesi ve
ILL oncesi giinlerde - c¢esith kiitiphanelerde uzun
streler gecirmek, genellikle basili olmayan kitaplari veya
ticretsiz olarak bulunmayan dergileri okumak anlamima
gelivordu. Boylece New York City’deki Sehir Kiittiphan-
esi’'nde, Washington DC’deki Kongre Evleri Kiitiiphan-
esi’'nde, Oxford’dan, Bodleian, Londra ve Antikacilar
Dernegi Kiitiiphanesi'ne kadar bir¢ok yerde uzun
streler gecirdim. Bunlarin hepsi o zamanlar bir ABD
seyahat acentesinde arkeolojik rehber ve yolcu gemisi
ogretment olarak ¢alismamla miimkiin oldu.



Plaster and marble-dust casts from Trajan's Column, made between 1939 and 1943, depict Trajan and his soldiers

triumphing over the Dacians.
(Kenneth Garrett, Nat Geo Image Collection).

As for the actual process of writing, that was also made
possible by my then job, as in return for a total of seven
months a year working on a 7/24 basis in Europe, North
and West Africa, the Levant, Scandinavia, Russia, and
South America(!), I got five months free-time! It was also
made simpler by the increasing availability of laptop
computers using floppy discs (Google it, you younger
ones!), and so the purchase in NYC of a Toshiba
T5200/100, which I later upgraded to a Toshiba
T2115CS for putting the final text together. This was
sent to the original publishers (Batsford) in Spring 1995,
but then that company was taken-over by Routledge, and
so the first edition did not actually appear until 1997, the
second revised edition in 2001. That first edition is still
i (electronic) print, but the second is not, although it
can be bought on the second-hand market for GBP 26

also been translated into Romanian (Traian Imparati
Romana, Bucharest, 2008), Polish (Trajan Optimus
Princeps: zycie 1 czas, Oswiecim, 2015), and Italian
(Traiano: Optimus Princeps, Iserna, 2022), so I guess it
has stood the ‘test of time’ reasonably well, although
there 1s now competition - Nicholas Jackson, Trajan:
Rome’s last conqueror (Barnsley, 2022), which I have
yet to see.

The obvious question at the end of all this 1s - would I
do it again? Well, I would like to write an account of
Trajan’s last two campaigns, in Nabataea in 106-107, and
against Parthia, in 113-117, and I have even begun a
draft of this. But not having as much free time as in the

So, stay tuned!

Asil yazma siirecine gelirsek, bu, o zamanki isim
sayesinde, yilda toplam yedi ay Avrupa, Kuzey ve Bat
Afrika, Levant, iskandinavya, Rusya'da ve Giiney Ameri-
ka’da 7/24 ¢alisma karsihginda miimkiin oldu. Bes aylik
bos bir zamanim vardi! Ayrica, yazma is1 disk kullanan
diziistii bilgisayarlarin (gencler, Google’a bakin!) artan
mevcudiyeti ve Toshiba T5200/100 serisinin NYC’de
satin alimi, ki bu nihai yaziy1 bir araya getirmek i¢in daha
sonra Toshiba T2115CS serisine yiikseltildi, ile daha da
kolaylasti. Nihai metin, orjjinal yaymnclara (Batsford)
bahar 1995’te gonderildi ancak sirket daha sonra
Routledge tarafindan satin alindi. Bu sebeple ilk baski
1997 yilina kadar ¢ikmadi ve ikinci, yenilenmis baski
2001 yilinda ¢kt. Bu ilk baski hala (elektronik olarak)
baskida ancak ikinct  baski  kullamilmis  kitap
saticilarindan 26 sterlin gibi bir rakama (bu suan 33
Dolar’dan fazla yapiyor!) alinabilmesine karsin, basimda
degil. Kitap ayni zamanda Rumence (Traian Imparati
Romana, Biikres, 2008), Lehce (Trajan Optimus
Princeps: zycie i czas, O$wiecim, 2015) ve talyanca’ya
(Traiano: Optimus Princeps, Iserna, 2022) ¢evrildi. Bu
yizden, sanim "zamanm testinden" oldukg¢a 1y1 bir
sekilde gecti, ancak su anda heniiz okuyamadigim bir
rakip var- Nicholas Jackson, Trajan: Rome’s last
conqueror (Barnsley, 2022).

Tim bunlarn sonundaki bariz soru su: Bunu tekrar
yapar muydim? Pekala, Trajan'in 106-107'de Nabat-
aca'da ve 113-117'de Partlara karsi yaptig1 son iki seferin
bir aktarmmim yazmak istiyorum ve bunun taslagin bile
baslatm. Ancak gecmisteki kadar bos zamana sahip
olmadigimdan bu emeklilik gelene kadar beklemek
zorunda kalabilir...!!!

Beklemede kahin!
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The Cognitive Significance ot

Overdetermination 1n the Shape of

the Earhiest Bifaces

Written by Thomas Wynn,

Department of Anthropology, University of Colorado, Colorado Springs,

University of Colorado Center for Cognitive Archaeology.”

Abstract

Using examples from the early East African biface sites
of Kokiselei 4 and Olduvai Gorge FLK West, this essay
discusses the nature of biface ergonomic design. It then
emphasizes the phenomenon of overdetermination of
biface form and uses it to identify several important
cognitive developments associated with the advent of
biface technology (the Acheulean) 1.8 million years ago.

Introduction

Over the last fifty years, paleoanthropology has come to
a consensus that the advent of biface culture (the Acheu-
lean) marked a significant break with the stone-tool
technologies that preceded it. This essay addresses a
component of biface technology that is especially reveal-
ing about the the nature of this technical shift - overde-
termination of form.

Any discussion of the earliest bifaces must begin with a
few basic definitions. Over the last two centuries archae-
ologists have introduced a variety of terms for this
artifact type but have not been consistent in applying
them. In addition, a significant difference has arisen
between anglophone and francophone archaeologists

*Thomas Wynn https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4341-3564

Ozet

Bu makale, Kokiselei 4 ve Olduvai Gorge FLK West'te
yer alan erken dénem Dogu Afrika iki yiizli alet
alanlarindan  6rnekler kullanarak iki yiizlii aletlerin
ergonomik tasarimim ele almaktadir. Ayrica, iki yizli
alet biciminin asirt belirlenme olgusu tizerinde durarak
ki yiizlii alet (Asolyen) teknolojisinin 1.8 milyon 6énce
gelistirilmesiyle iliskili pek ¢ok onemli biligsel gelisimi
tespit etmek tizere asin belirleme olgusundan yararlan-
maktadir.

Giris

Geride biraktigimiz elli yilda, iki yizli alet kiiltiiriintiin
(Asolyen) ortaya ¢ikisinin kendinden 6nce gelen tas alet
teknolojilerinden 6nemli bir kopusa isaret ettigi konu-
sunda paleoantropoloji  alaminda  goriis  birligine
varilmustir. Bu makale, 6zellikle de bu teknik degisimin
yapisini ortaya koyan iki yiizlii alet teknolojisi bilesenini,
bir diger deyisle, bicimin asir1 belirlenmesini ele almak-
tadr.

ik iki yiizlii aletlerle ilgili tim tartismalar birkac temel
tamimla baslamahdir. Geride kalan 1ki yiizyll boyunca,
arkeologlar bu eser tiri i¢in c¢esith terimler o6ne

Correspondence concerning this article should be addressed to Thomas Wynn, Department of Anthropology, University of Colorado Colorado Springs, 1420

Austin Bluffs Parkway, Colorado Springs, CO 80918. Email: twynn@uccs.edu.



that confuses the non-specialist and occasionally archae-
ologists themselves.

Bifaces, LLCTs, and handaxes

The biface is a basic tool type first appeared in the
archaeological record of East Africa about 1.76 million
years ago (Beyene et al., 2013; Lepre et al., 2011). They
appear to have been a response to the need for a large,
hand held cutting tool that could do heavy work. Gowlett
(Gowlett, 2006) has provided arguably the best descrip-
tion, 1dentifying six design features that guided biface
production:

1) A mass of stone situated toward one end of the artifact
that placed the center of gravity close to or within the
hand (“glob-butt”).

2) A length of stone extending away from the butt that
provided leverage (“forward extension”).

3) A sturdy edge along all or most of the length (“edge
support”).

4) Expanded width, typically within the hand-held
portion, to counteract the tendency for the tool to twist
during use (“lateral extension”).

5) Thickness reduction to reduce weight (“thickness
adjustment”).

6) A slight skewness in form to optimize the cutting edge
opposite the palm (“skewness”).

These are all ergonomic features tied to the manipula-
tion of the artifact as an extension of a hominin’s arm
and hand. When they worked together to guide manu-
facture, the result was a roughly teardrop-shaped tool
with a cutting edge around all or much of the perimeter.
Note that bifacial trimming is not a component of the
design features. It was simply the best way to produce
and maintain a sturdy edge. Because of this, and also
because of the interpretive baggage that has come to be
associated with the terms ‘biface’ and ‘handaxe’, many
archeologists prefer the label ‘large cutting tool (LCT)’.
Recently, John Shea (2016) has taken this a step further,
favoring a purely morphological term that drops
functional assumptions. In his taxonomy of stone tools,
they are type E1 - ‘long core tools’ (also abbreviated
LCTs) (Shea 2016:32). Artifacts that fit this definition
can be found almost everywhere our ancestors (and
perhaps a few cousins) made stone tools. They were a
kind of generic, hand-held, heavy duty cutting and
chopping tool.

Specialists studying the Lower Palaeolithic often distin-
guish between four sub-categories of biface: handaxes,
cleavers, picks, and knives. Handaxes have lateral edges
that converge on a pointed or rounded tip; cleavers have
lateral edges that extend to an untrimmed ‘bit’ oriented
at a right angle (more or less) to the long axis of the tool;
picks have a trihedral cross-section that converges on a
tip (they also tend to be less modified); and knives have
one untrimmed lateral edge (the least common sub-cate-
gory). All four varieties appear in the earliest biface

stirmusler, ancak bu terimlerin kullanimi konusunda
tutarhlik gosterememislerdir. Buna ek olarak, Ingilizce
ve Fransizca konusan arkeologlar arasinda biiytik bir
farkhilik gorilmiis ve bu farkhilik konunun uzmamn
olmayan kisiler1, hatta kimi zaman arkeologlar bile kafa
karisikhigina stiriiklemistir.

iki yiizlii aletler, biyiik kesici aletler (BKA) ve
el baltalan

iki yiizlii alet, ilk olarak Dogu Afrika’da bulunan 1.76
milyon yillik buluntularla arkeolojik kayitlara ge¢mis
temel bir alet turiidiir (Beyene vd., 2013; Lepre vd.,
2011). Bu aletler, elle tutulan ve agir islerde kullamlabi-
lecek kesici bir alet ihtiyacina yamit olarak dogmus
gorinmektedir. Gowlett (Gowlett, 2006) 1ki yizli alet
yapmmima yon veren alti tasarim 6zelligi belirleyerek
belki de bu konuda en 1y1 tanim yapmustir. Bu 6zellikler

su sekildedir:

1) Arkeolojik eserin bir ucuna dogru konumlanan ve
agirlk merkezini ele yakin tutan veya elin icine
yerlestiren tas Kiitlesi (“glob-butt” veya “yuvarlak sap”)
2) Sap kismundan cikinti yapan ve kullanimi saglayan tas
kismui (“forward extension” veya “on ¢ikint1”)

3) Cikintinin tamamu veya biiyiik bir kismum kaplayan
dayanikli kenar (“edge support” veya “kenar desteg1i”)
4) Genellikle elde tutulan kisimda yer alan ve kullanim
sirasinda aletin donmesine karsi islev goren genis enli
kisim (“lateral extension” veya “yatay genislik”)

5) Agirhgr diisirmeye yarayan kalinlik azaltma (“thick-
ness adjustment” veya “kalinlik ayarlamas1”)

6) Kesici kenarm avug i¢inin karsi tarafina gelmesini
saglayan hafif bicim egriligi (“skewness” veya “egrilik”)

Bunlar, hominin kolu veya elinin bir uzantis1 olarak islev
goren eserin kullanimina bagh ergonomik 6zelliklerdir.
Alet yaparken bir arada kullanildiklarinda, netice olarak
¢eperinin tamami veya biiyiik bir kismi kesici kenar olan
ve genel hatlaryla gozyasi damlasia benzeyen bir alet
elde edilmekteydi. Burada, iki yiizli alet kirpma islemi-
nin (rimming) bir tasarim unsuru olmadigmni goz
ontinde bulundurmak gerekmektedir. Kirpma islemi,
dayanakli bir kenar elde etmenin ve bu dayamklilig
stirdirmenin en iy1 yoludur. Hem bu nedenden hem de
‘iki yiizla alet’ ve ‘el baltast’ terimleriyle iliskilendirilen
yorumlama dagarcigimdan dolayi, ¢ogu arkeolog ‘biyiik
kesici alet (BKA)’ terimini tercih etmektedir. John Shea
(2016) bu konuda 1s1 bir adim ileriye gotirerek islevsel
varsayimlari bir kenara birakan tamamen morfolojik bir
terimi  desteklemistir. Bu aletler, Shea’nin tas alet
siiflandirmasimda E1 tipi - ‘uzun ¢ekirdekli aletler’
(veya kisaca LCT) olarak ge¢mektedir (Shea 2016:32).
Bu tanima uyan eserler atalarimizin (ve belki de baz
kuzenlerimizin) tas alet yapug1 hemen her yerde buluna-
bilmektedir. Bunlar genel 6zelliklere sahip, elde tutulan,
agr islere uygun kesici ve dilici aletlerdir.

Alt Paleolitik donemi ¢alisan uzmanlar aletleri genellikle
el baltasi, nacak, kazma ve bicak seklinde dort alt
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assemblages, but handaxes and cleavers were most
common. A few handaxes and cleavers demonstrated a
further feature that is particularly informative and 1s the
focus of this essay: overdetermination.

Overdetermination

Consider the artifact in Figure 1.

Figure 1/ Resim 1:

Handaxe from 1.76 million-year-old Kenyan site of
Kokiselei 4.
(Lepre et al. 2011).

It is a biface, in this case a handaxe, that instantiates most
of the ergonomic design features listed by Gowlett. It 1s
also one of the oldest bifaces yet found, from the site of
Kokiselei 4 in western Kenya (Lepre et al. 2011). Other
early bifaces present a similar picture - basic ergonomic
forms capable of heavy-duty work as a handheld tool.
Handaxes from Konso in Ethiopia are as old as those
from Kokiselel but include more picks and cleavers
(Beyene et al. 2013), a difference that may reflect task
differences or different social learning traditions. These
early bifaces thus support an ergonomic/functional
account of bifaces as artifacts linked to an adaptive shift,
perhaps butchery of large animals (de la Torre & Mora,
2014; Toth & Schick, 2018). Hominins of the same age,
presumably Homo erectus, present a number of

kategoriye ayirmaktadir. El baltalarinda sivri veya yuvar-
lak bir ugta birlesen iki yan kenar; nacaklarda aletin
uzun eksenine (yaklasik olarak) dik aciyla gelecek
sekilde konumlanan kirpilmamus bir ‘u¢’ kisma dogru
uzanan yan kenarlar; kazmalarda ug kisumda birlesen ti¢
yiizli bir kesit (bunlar aym zamanda daha az degisiklige
ugramaktadir); ve (en az goriilen alt kategori olan)
bicaklarda ise kirpilmamis bir yan kenar bulunmak-
tadir. Belirtilen bu dort ¢esit de en erken donemlere ait
buluntu gruplart arasinda yer almakta olup el baltasi ve
nacaklar en yaygin olanlaridir. Baz el baltalar ve nacak-
larda ozellikle bilgilendirici olan ve bu makalenin odak
noktasmi olusturan asirt belirleme dedigimiz farkl bir
ozellik de goralmustir.

Asirt Belirleme
Resim 1’de yer alan eseri inceleyiniz.

Gowlett tarafindan belirtilen  ergonomik tasarim
ozelliklerinin - bircogunu  biinyesinde barmdiran iki
yiizlii bir alet, buradaki érnekte ise bir el baltasidir.
Ayni zamanda, Kenya’nin batisinda yer alan Kokiselei 4
alaminda simdiye kadar bulunan en eski iki yozli
aletlerden biridir (Lepre vd. 2011). Erken donemlere
ait diger iki yiizli aletlerde de elde tutulan alet olarak
agir iste kullamma uygun temel ergonomik bicim
seklinde benzer bir tablo gorilmektedir. Etiyopya’min
Konso sehrinde bulunan el baltalart Kokiselel el
baltalar1 kadar eski olmakla birlikte daha fazla kazma ve
nacak icermektedir (Beyene vd. 2013). Bu durum,
yerine getirilen gorevdeki degisikliklere veya farkh
sosyal 6grenim geleneklerine isaret ediyor olabilir.
Erken donemlere ait bu iki yizli aletler, uyumsal
degisimle ve belki de biiyiik hayvanlarin kesilmesiyle
thntili birer arkeolojik eser olarak iki yizli aletlerin
ergonomik/islevsel yapisim desteklemektedir (de la
Torre & Mora, 2014; Toth & Schick, 2018). Daha
onceki donemlerde yasayip alet kullanan homininlere
6zgli bicime kiyasla, bu donemde yasayan ve muhteme-
len Homo erectus olan homininler daha biyik
alanlarm kullanimi ve daha acik yerlesim ¢evreleri de
dahil olmak tizere 6nemli derecede uyumsal degisim
gosteren bir dizi anatomik ozellik gostermektedir (de la
Torre & Mora, 2014; Toth & Schick, 2018). Biiyiik
memeli 6lilerinin viicut bosluguna erismek icin bir
cesit agir islere uygun kesici alet (Baber & Janulis, 2021)
ve bu 181 gorecek 1ki yiizlii aletler gerekmekteydi.

Simdi de Resim 2’de yer alan eseri inceleyiniz.

Olduvai Gorge FLK West alaninda bulunan bu el
baltas1 neredeyse Kokiselei ve Konso kadar eski olup
1.69 milyon yil 6ncesine tarihlenen ¢okeltilerden in situ
olarak elde edilmistir (Diez-Martin vd., 2015). Ancak,
bu el baltasinda oldukga farkli bir durum mevcuttur. Bu
farklihklardan biri oldukca biyiik boyutlu olmasidir. El
baltas1 30 ¢cm uzunlugunda ve 3.6 kilo agirhgindadir.



anatomical features that indicate a significant adaptive
shift away from the pattern typical of earlier tool-using
hominins, including use of larger territories and a shift to
more open habitats (de la Torre & Mora, 2014; Toth &
Schick, 2018). Breaking into the body cavity of a large
mammal carcasses would have required a heavy-duty
cutting tool of some sort (Baber & Janulis, 2021), and
bifaces would have met this need.

Boyutu, aym stratigrafi seviyesinden elde edilen diger 35
FLK W iki yiizli aletlerinin temsil ettugi cesitliligin
oldukca disindadir. Ayrica, tartismaya agik bir sekilde
etkili bir el aleti olmak i¢in hem cok biytik hem de
agirdir. Diger farklilik ise iki tarafli simetri gosterme-
sidir. Kirpma diizeninin detayh analizi tasi yontan Kisinin
simetri  elde etmeye calisugim  gostermektedir

(Diez-Martin vd. 2019).

Figure 2 / Resim 2:
Giant handaxe from the 1.69 million-year-old Tanzanian site of Olduvai Gorge FLK West.
(Diez-Martin et al., 2019). By permission.

Consider now the biface in Figure 2.

This handaxe from the site of Olduvai Gorge FLK West
was excavated from primary context in sediments dating
to 1.69 Ma, almost as old as Kokiselei and Konso
(Diez-Martin et al., 2015). But there is something very
different about it. One difference is its very large size. It
is 30 cm long and weighs 3.6 kilos. Its size 1s well outside
the range of variation demonstrated by the other 35 FLK
W bifaces from the same stratigraphic level, and it 1s
arguably too large and heavy to have been an effective
hand tool. A second difference is its bilateral symmetry.
A detailed analysis of the sequence of trimming indicates
that the knapper strove to produce the symmetry
(Diez-Martin et al. 2019). The knapper flipped the
artifact several times in the course of manufacture and
applied several discontinuous sections of trimming. The
symmetry was thus not an accident; it was a guiding
consideration. Two decades ago, Machin (Machin,
Hoshield, & Mithen, 2007) directed a controlled experi-
ment to test whether symmetry provided any functional
benefit to a handaxe. Her results suggested that it did
not, a conclusion that has been corroborated by more

Tas yontucusu alet yapimu sirasinda tasi pek ¢ok kez
¢evirmis ve kesintili bir sekilde defalarca kirpma
isleminde bulunmustur. Boylece simetri kazara ortaya
¢ikmamus, onceden tasarlanmustir. Yirmi yil kadar énce,
Machin (Machin, Hosfield & Mithen, 2007) simetrinin
el baltasina herhangi bir islevsel yarart bulunup bulun-
madigin kontrollii ~ bir  deney
gerceklestirmistir. Elde edilen sonuglara gore, simetrinin

incelemek  i¢in

bu yonde bir faydasi bulunmadigi saptanmis ve bu
sonu¢ yakin zamanda gerceklestirilen deneysel bir
calismada dogrulanmustr (Baber & Janulis 2021). El
baltasim 1riligi ve simetrik olmast goriiniirde aletin
islevselligi icin gerekli degildir. Gowlett'in ergonomik
tasarim Ol¢ttleri bu 6zelliklert agiklayamamaktadir. Bu
nedenle, aletin bi¢cimi asir1 belirlenmistir, yani tas
yontucusu eserin ¢alismasi i¢in gerekenden daha fazla
zaman ve ¢aba harcamustir.

Tas yontucusunun el baltasinin seklini neden asir1 belirl-
edigi konusunda arkeologlarin neredeyse hicbir fikri
bulunmamaktadir. Tahmin yiiriitenlerin ¢ogu ise bunun
gosterls amact tasidigmi, tas yontucusunun becerisini
veya giiciinti gosterdigim 6ne siirmektedir. Ancak, bu

19



20

recent experimental work (Baber & Janulis 2021). The
gigantism and symmetry appear not to have been neces-
sary to the function of the tool. Gowlett’s ergonomic
design criteria cannot account for these features. The
form of the tool was thus overdetermined - the knapper
mvested more time and effort to produce these effects
than was needed for the artifact to work.

Archaeologists have almost no idea why the knapper
overdetermined the shape of this handaxe. Most who
hazard a guess suggest it was a display activity; the
knapper was demonstrating skill or dominance. But if
the reason for the effort is out of reach, the nature of its
overdetermination reveals interesting things about the
knapper’s cognition (Diez-Martin et al., 2019; Gowlett,
2021; Herzlinger, Wynn, & Goren-Inbar, 2017; Shipton
& Clarkson, 2015; T Wynn, 2002, 2021).

The 1mposition of bilateral symmetry on the FLK W
giant handaxe 1s one obvious focus of analysis. Earlier
Lomekwian (Harmand et al., 2015) and Oldowan (Toth
& Schick, 2018, 2006) knappers did not impose symme-
try on their tools - indeed they appear to have paid no
attention to overall shape - so this shape imposition was
a new development. Derek Hodgson (Hodgson, 2009,
2011, 2015), a cognitive archaeologist from York
University, has written extensively about the cognitive
basis for the symmetry mmposed on handaxes. He
emphasizes that bilateral symmetry is an example of a
basic Gestalt shape that the primate visual system recog-
nizes with ease. There are cell groups in the visual
processing system that are sensitive to symmetries.
When activated, they send signals to pleasure/reward
producing cell groups. Perceiving symmetry is thus
pleasurable and rewarded. There are good evolutionary
reasons for this. Naturally occurring symmetries are
often living organisms of some kind, and perceiving
them quickly aids in finding food and avoiding preda-
tors. All anthropoid primates have this perceptual bias
and 1t was thus not new with the biface knappers. It was
the imposition of symmetry that was new, and it required
developments not in symmetry perception but in the
control of action.

The anthropoid primate visual processing system has
two major streams of activation (Hecht, Pargeter,
Khreisheh, & Stout, 2023; T Wynn, 2002). There 1s a
dorsal stream i which visual information passes from
the occipital cortex to the parietal lobes where cell
groups process basic spatial information and coordinate
action in space. A second, ventral processing stream
handles shape recognition, passing information from the
occipital cortex to regions in the inferior temporal lobes,
the fusiform gyrus in particular. There are cell groups in
the fusiform gyrus that are dedicated to facial recogni-
tion and there are cell groups sensitive to symmetry.
Some of the earliest research in neuroarchaeology
(Stout, Toth, Schick, Stout, & Hutchins, 2000) estab-
lished that basic stone knapping by an expert (Nick
Toth) relied on visually guided action that included

¢abanm sebebini bilmiyor olsak da asm belirlemenin
sekli tas yontucusunun bilisselligi konusunda ilging
seyler aqifa c¢ikarmaktadir (Diez-Martin vd., 2019;
Gowlett, 2021; Herzlinger, Wynn, & Goren-Inbar,
2017; Shipton & Clarkson, 2015; T Wynn, 2002, 2021).

Buyiik boyutlu FLK W el baltasina iki tarafli simetri
uygulanmasi olduk¢a acik bir inceleme konusudur.
Daha onceki donemlerde Lomekwi (Harmand vd.,
2015) ve Oldowan (Toth & Schick, 2018, 2006) tas
yontuculari aletlerinde simetri kullanmamslardi. Aslina
bakilirsa, aletin genel bicimine dikkat vermemislerdi. Bu
nedenle, bu bi¢im uygulamasi yeni bir gelismeyi gosteri-
vordu. York Universitesi'nden bilissel arkeolog Derek
Hodgson (Hodgson, 2009, 2011, 2015) el baltalarinda
kullanilan simetrinin bilissel temelini  derinlemesine
arastirmustir. Hodgson, 1ki tarafli simetrinin  primat
gorme sisteminin kolaylikla algiladig1i 6rnek bir temel
Gestalt bicimi oldugunu vurgulamistir. Gérme isleme
sisteminde simetriye duyarh hiicre gruplart bulunmak-
tadir. Bunlar etkin hale geldiginde, haz/6diil ireten
hiicre gruplarina sinyal gonderirler. Bu nedenle,
simetrinin algilanmasi haz verir ve édullendirilir. Bunun
evrimsel siirecte gecerli sebepleri bulunuyor. Dogada
bulunan simetriler genellikle bir tiir yasayan organizma
oldugundan bunlarm hizli bir sekilde algilanmasi yemek
bulma ve avalardan kaginma Kkonusunda yardima
olmaktadir. Tiim insansi primatlarda bu algisal egilim
bulundugu i¢in bu durum iki yiizli alet isleyenler icin
yeni bir sey degildi. Yeni olan simetrinin uygulamyor
olmasiydi. Bunun i¢inse simetri algisinda degil, eylemin
kontroliinde gelisim yasanmasi gerekiyordu.

insans: primatlarin gorme isleme sisteminde iki biiyiik
etkinlesme zinciri  bulunmaktadir (Hecht, Pargeter,
Khreisheh, & Stout, 2023; T Wynn, 2002). Bunlardan
biri dorsal zincir olup bu zincirde gorsel bilgi oksipital
korteksten pariyetal loblara gider ve burada hiicre
gruplart temel mekansal bilgiyi 1sleyerek uzaydaki
hareketi koordine eder. Digeri ise ventral isleme
zinciridir. Bu zincir, bilginin oksipital korteksten inferi-
yor temporal lob bolgelerine ve o6zellikle de fusiform
girusa gecisini saglayarak bir seklin taninmasim saglar.
Fusiform girusta yiiz tammma gorevi goren hiicre gruplar
le simetriye duyarh hiicre gruplar1 bulunmaktadir.
Noroarkeoloji  alaninda  yapilan ilk  ¢alismalardan
bazilarinda (Stout, Toth, Schick, Stout, & Hutchins,
2000) Nick Toth isimli bir uzman tarafindan
gerceklestirilen temel tas yontma isinin gorme giidiimli
etkinlige dayandig1 ve bu dogrultuda pariyetal ve oksipi-
tal kortekslerin, baska bir deyisle gorme isleme
sisteminde dorsal akisin kapsamli bir sekilde etkin hale
geldigi tespit edilmistir. Tas yontucusu sekli uygulamak
icin ventral akis kaynaklarini kullanmak durumunda
kalmustr (Wynn 2002). Noroarkeoloji alaninda yapilan
daha sonraki arastrmalarda (Hecht, Gutman, Bradley,
Preuss, & Stout, 2015; Hecht vd., 2023; Stout, Hecht,
Khreisheh, Bradley, & Chaminade, 2015) ise uzman-
larin el baltas1 yaparken temel yontma islemi sirasinda
etkinlesen noral kaynaklara (sirali eylemi kontrol eden



extensive activation of the parietal and occipital cortices,
1.e., the dorsal stream of visual processing. In order to
impose shape the knapper needed to incorporate
ventral stream resources (Wynn 2002). Later research in
neuroarchaeology (Hecht, Gutman, Bradley, Preuss, &
Stout, 2015; Hecht et al., 2023; Stout, Hecht,
Khreisheh, Bradley, & Chaminade, 2015) established
that when experts produce handaxes they rely on a
much wider set of neural resources than those activated
in basic knapping, including resources in the left inferior
parietal lobe, which controls sequential action. Thus,
mmposition of symmetry required the evolutionary
transformation of neural resources and could not simply
have been a social or cultural development.

The cognitive implications of gigantism are less clear,
but once again it was probably linked to features in the
primate visual system. As just noted, certain visual
patterns, such as symmetry, elicit a pleasure response.
Exaggerated versions of the pattern elicit an even greater
response, a phenomenon identified in the literature of
neuroaesthetics as ‘peak shift’ (Leder, Belke, Oeberst, &
Augustin, 2004; Leder & Nadal, 2014). Modern artists,
graphic novelists, and cartoonists regularly exploit this
effect in their productions because it is an effective say to
deliver emphasis. Thus, one way to understand gigan-
tism is to suggest that the knapper exploited the peak
shift effect (Berlant & Wynn, 2018). Again, we do not
know why, but it 1s very good evidence that the knapper
was Interested in what the tool looked like. Moreover,
the effort invested suggests that the knapper expected
others to be impressed by, or at least interested 1n, the
appearance of the tool. Hominins were thinking about
the tools themselves, not just using them as components
of a procedure (T Wynn, 2021).

Brains

What evolutionary changes in brains enabled this new
way of thinking about tools? Early cognitive archaeolo-
gists such as Hodgson (Hodgson, 2009, 2015) and
Wynn (T Wynn, 1989, 2002) could only make
informed guesses, but in the last twenty years the
research specialty of neuroarchaeology (Hecht et al.,
20183; Putt, Wiyeakumar, & Spencer, 2019; Ruck, 2014
Stout, Apel, Commander, & Roberts, 2014; Stout et al.,
2000; Uomini, 2006) has begun to describe patterns of
neural activation that support tool making and tools use,
especially stone knapping. Erin Hecht, Dietrich Stout,
and colleagues have conducted a multi-year study of
modern humans learning to stone knap with the goal of
ultimately duplicating Acheulean handaxes similar to
those excavated at the 500,000-year-old site of Boxgrove
in England (Hecht et al., 2023; Stout et al., 2014). At
periodic intervals in the training, they used neural
immaging technology (IMRI and Diffusion Tensor
Imaging) to track changes in the neural activation
patterns as novices became more adept. The training
presumably activated latent neural resources that had
evolved in support of stone knapping. They also imaged

sol inferiyor pariyetal lobdaki kaynaklar dahil) kiyasla
daha genis bir noral kaynak dizisine ithtiyac duyduklar
belirlenmistir. Bu sayede, simetrinin uygulanmasi i¢in
noral  kaynaklarm  evrimsel doniisiimiine  ihtiyac¢
duyuldugu, bu durumun yalnizca sosyal veya kiiltiirel bir
gelisim olamayacag@1 goriilmiistiir.

Tasm ir1 boyutuna iliskin bilissel ¢ikarimlar yeterince
acik degildir. Ancak, muhtemelen primatin gérme
sisteminin Ozellikler ile iliskilidir. Daha oénce de belirt-
tigimiz tizere, simetri gibi bazi gérme egilimleri bir haz
tepkisi olusturmaktadir. Bu egilimin abartili 6rnekleri,
noroestetik alanyazininda ‘tepe noktasi degisimi’ (‘peak
shift’) olarak bilinen daha da buyiik bir tepki yaratmak-
tadir (Leder, Belke, Oeberst, & Augustin, 2004; Leder
& Nadal, 2014). Bir seylere vurgu yapmanm etkili bir
yolu oldugundan giintimiiz sanatgilari, ¢izgi romancilar
ve karikatirciiler trettikleri eserlerde bu etkiyi diizenli
olarak kullanirlar. Bundan dolayi, ir1 boyutlara olan
egilimin anlagilmasin bir yolu da tas yontucusunun
tepe nokta degisim etkisinden yararlandigini ileri
stirmektir (Berlant & Wynn, 2018). Her ne kadar neden
oldugunu bilmesek de yontucunun aletin goriiniisiine
dikkat ettiginin olduk¢a iyi bir kamtidir. Ayrica,
harcanan caba yontucunun aletin gortintisiiyle baskala-
i etkilemek veya en azindan ilgl gostermelerini
saglamak istedigini dastindirmektedir. Homininler
aletleri yalnmizca bir islemin unsuru olarak kullanmiyor,
ayn1 zamanda aletler tizerine de dustiniiyordu (T Wynn,

2021).
Beyin

Ne gibi evrimsel degisiklikler aletlerle ilgili bu yeni
diistince  yontemini  mumkiin  kilmistir?  Hodgson
(Hodgson, 2009, 2015) ve Wynn (T Wynn, 1989, 2002)
gibi erken dénem bilisselligi tizerine calisan arkeologlar
yalnizca bilgiye dayali tahminler yiriitebilirken son yirmi
yilda noroarkeoloji arastirma uzmanhgr (Hecht vd.,
20138; Putt, Wijeakumar, & Spencer, 2019; Ruck, 2014,
Stout, Apel, Commander, & Roberts, 2014; Stout vd.,
2000; Uomini, 2006) basta tas yontuculugu olmak tizere
alet yapmm ve alet kullanmmim destekleyen noral
etkinlesme egilimlerini tanimlamaya baslamustir. Erin
Hecht, Dietrich Stout ve arkadaslar 1ngiltere’nin
500.000 yillik Boxgrove alaminda aciga cikarilan Asoly-
en el baltalarina benzer el baltalarim kopya etme amaciy-
la tag yontmay1 6grenen giintimiiz insanlar tizerinde ¢ok
yilli bir calisma gerceklestirmistir (Hecht vd., 2023; Stout
vd., 2014). Egitim swrasinda donemsel araliklarla noral
goruntiileme teknolojisi (fIMRG ve Difiizyon Tensor
Gortntileme) kullanarak acemi yontucularm uzmanlas-
maya basladik¢a noral etkinlesme egilimlerinde meyda-
na gelen degisiklikleri izlemistir. Egitim muhtemelen tas
yontuculugunu destekleyecek sekilde evrilen gizli noral
kaynaklar1 etkinlestirmistir.  Arastirmacilar ayrica tas
yontmada uzmanlasmus  Kisilerin - beyinlerini  de
gorintiilemis ve elde edilen tiim sonuclar insan
olmayan primatlar tizerinde yapilan temel deger-
lendirme ¢alismalan ile kiyaslamustir. Bu ¢gir agia
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the brains of expert knappers and compared them all to
baseline studies of non-human primates. This ground-
breaking research has provided a number of important
msights, among them:

1) Compared to activation patterns of chimpanzees and
macaques manipulating tools, “...humans showed signif-
icantly more activation in regions of the inferior
parietal, ventral premotor, and inferior temporal cortex
also commonly activated in stone-tool-making” (Hecht
et al. 2023:2). Thus, the human technical brain has
evolved features not possessed by our nearest cousins.
2) The brains of expert stone knappers and the novices
who were able to make Boxgrove-like handaxes demon-
strated activation patterns not seen in simpler
Oldowan-like core and flake production. A region of
the right inferior frontal gyrus known as the pars
triangularis showed activation during handaxe manufac-
ture. More generally, neural activation patterns suggest
that handaxe manufacture required more complex
control of action sequences and increased motor preci-
sion (Hecht et al., 2023; Stout, 2021).

The participants in these experimental studies were not
Homo erectus and we cannot simply equate their
neural activation patterns with those of the first biface
makers. However, it is very likely that some of the
neural changes found in modern humans were in place
by 1.76 Ma, especially activation in the inferior tempo-
ral lobes and right inferior frontal lobe. The former
processes shapes, including symmetry (and, later,
information), while the latter
controlled sequential action.

semantic guides

Significance

Knowing that 1.76-million-year-old hominins overde-
termined the form of some of their stone tools to more
closely resemble basic Gestalt shapes is certainly
interesting, but was this development just a curiosity or
does it reveal important insights about hominin evolu-
tion in general?

Stout and colleagues have used the results of their
neuroarchaeological analyses to develop a general
model of hominin technical cognitive evolution that
emphasizes the imcreasingly powerful ability to control
sequential action (Stout 2021; Hecht et al. 2023). This
is clearly evident from their neural imaging. They then
build on this base to posit that controlled motor proce-
dures, combined with mirror neurons (well-attested for
non-human primates and assumed for early hominins),
enabled high fidelity social learning (true imitation, for
example, which requires copying of motor procedures),
which they see as the cognitive prerequisite for cumula-
tive culture change. More provocatively, they suggest
that the hierarchical organization of technical cognition
became the neural substrate that enabled grammatical
language (Stout 2021). If confirmed, and Stout and
colleagues acknowledge that the hypothesis is tentative,

arastirma bazi 6nemli noktalara 151k tutmustur. Ornegin;

1) Alet kullanan sempanze ve makaklarin etkinlesme
egilimleri ile kiyaslandiginda, “...insanlar genellikle tas
alet yapmminda da etkinlesen inferiyor pariyetal, ventral
premotor ve inferiyor temporal korteks bolgelerinde
anlamh derecede daha fazla etkinlesme gostermektedir”
(Hecht vd. 2023:2). Boylece, mnsamin teknik beyni en
yakin kuzenlerimizde bulunmayan ozellikler
gelistirmustir.

2) Boxgrove tipi el baltasi yapabilen acemi ve uzman tas
yontucularin  beyinleri daha basit olan Oldowan tip1
¢ekirdek ve yonga yapmunda goriilmeyen etkinlesme
egilimleri gostermustir. El baltasi yapimu sirasinda pars
triangularis olarak bilinen sag inferiyor frontal girusun
bir bolgesi etkinlesmistir. Daha genel acidan bakacak
olursak, etkinlesme egilimleri el baltasi yapiminda eylem
dizilerinin daha karmasik sekilde kontroliinii ve yiiksek
motor hassasiyeti gerektirdigini gostermektedir (Hecht
vd., 2023; Stout, 2021).

Bu deneysel ¢ahismalarmm katlimeillarn Homo erectus
olmadigindan katthmcilarin néral etkinlesme egilimler-
mi ilk 1ki yiizli alet yapanlarla tam anlamiyla bir tutama-
yiz. Bununla birlikte, giintiimiiz insanlarinda bulunan
noral degisimlerden bazilarnin, 6zellikle de inferiyor
temporal loblar ile sag inferiyor frontal lobdaki
etkinlesmenin 1.76 milyon yil 6nce de var olmasi muhte-
meldir. Bunlardan inferiyor temporal loblar simetri dahil
sekilleri (ve daha sonraki asamalarda anlamsal bilgiyi)
islerken sag inferiyor frontal lob ise kontrollii siral
eylemi idare etmektedir.

Onemi

1.76 milyon yil onceki homininlerin kullamlan tas
aletleri temel Gestalt sekillerini hatirlatacak sekilde asir
belirlemeleri  kuskusuz olduk¢a ilgingtir.  Peki, bu
gelisme sadece bir meraktan mu ilert gelmistir yoksa
genel anlamda hominin evrimi ile ilgih daha 6nemh
konulara mu 1s1k tutmaktadir?

Stout ve arkadaslar1 noroarkeolojik incelemelerden elde
ettikleri sonuglart kullanarak gittikce artan sirali eylemi
kontrol etme becerisini 6n plana ¢ikaran genel bir homi-
nin teknik bilissel eviimi modeli gelistirmistir (Stout
2021; Hecht vd. 2023). Bu, gerceklestirilen noral
goriintilemeden acgik bir sekilde goriilebilmektedir.
Arastirmacilar daha sonra bu noktadan yola cikarak
kontrollii motor islemlerin (insan olmayan primatlarda
kanitlanmis, homininlerde ise varhigi kabul edilen) ayna
noronlarin da yardimmyla birikimsel kiiltiir degisimi icin
bilissel 6n sart olarak gordiklern yiiksek duyarlikli sosyal
ogrenimi (6rnegin motor islemlerin  kopyalanmasini
gerektiren gercek taklit) mimkin kildigim 6ne
strmiislerdir. Arastirmacilarin asil tarismaya agik onerisi
1se hiyerarsik teknik bilissellik diizeninin gramere dayal
dili miimkiin kilan néral alt katman oldugunu ileri
stirmeleridir (Stout 2021). Bunun dogrulanmas: ve Stout
ile arkadaslarmin hipotezin gegerliligini onaylamas:



then the first bifaces are the earliest evidence that this
complex and important co-evolutionary system (cogni-
tion, culture, and language) had produced significant
change.

But there are other ways to understand the significance.
Stout’s (2021) model does not address the overdeter-
mination of shape itself, just the control of action neces-
sary to achieve it. In this model, symmetry and other
regular shapes are phenomena that elicit and allow the
detection of complex action control. What if these
regular shapes were themselves important? French
neuroscientist Stanislav Dehaene and colleagues have
recently discovered some very interesting about human
perception that has interesting implications for bifaces
and for cognitive evolution generally (Amalric et al.,
2017; Sable-Meyer et al., 2021). They devised a proto-
col for testing how sensitive an individual is to regular
geometric shapes. In the protocol, individual partici-
pants were shown an array of shapes, one of which was
a geometrically regular shape such as a pentagon or
square. If the participant chooses the regular shape,
they are rewarded. It 1s a simple protocol that can be
used with adults, children, and non-human primates.
Non-human primates performed at a chance level; they
arguably cannot distinguish regular shapes from irregu-
lar shapes. Human adults recognize the shapes with
ease, but perhaps this is because Western adults grew
up with these shapes and a language the includes them.
When Dehaene and colleagues gave the tests to
non-Western people who grew up in a non-industrial
society with a language that did not include such terms,
they, too, easily detected the regular forms. As did
young children. Dehaene et al.’s results indicate that
modern humans have an evolved ability to perceive
regular geometric forms. It is thus not simply a compo-
nent of modern culture, it is an evolutionary adapta-
tion. They go on to point out that geometry is one of
the pillars of mathematical thinking, possessing a cogni-
tive power that rivals language. And this 1s where the
overdetermined, symmetrical bifaces enter the discus-
sion. According to Dehaene and colleagues the roots of
geometric thinking go all the way back to these first
bifaces.

Conclusions

The overdetermination of form apparent on a few of
the very early bifaces supports several more general
conclusions.

1) Significant cognitive developments accompanied the
advent of biface technology (the Acheulean). Other
components of biface technology support this conclu-
sion, including evidence of hierarchically organized
procedures (Stout, 2021) and the landscape/temporal
organization of the procedures (Herzlinger et al.,

2017).

durumunda 1ki yiizlii aletler, bu karmasik ve énemli
birlikte evrimlesme sisteminin (bilissellik, kiltir ve dil)
anlamh bir degisime neden oldugunun ilk kamti
olacaktir.

Ancak, bu anlamlihgr kavramanm baska yollart da
bulunmaktadir. Stout’'un (2021) modelinde bi¢imin
asirt belirlenmesine degil, elde edilmesi i¢in gerekli
olan eylem kontroliine vurgu yapilmaktadir. Bu model-
de, simetri ve diger diizenli sekiller karmasik eylem
kontroliiniin tespit edilmesini saglayan ve miimkiin
kilan olgulardir. Peki, bu diizenli sekillerin kendisi
6nem arz ediyor olabilir mi? Fransiz norobilimei
Stanislav Dehaene ve arkadaslari, insan algisi baglamin-
da 1ki yiizli aletler ve genel olarak bilissel evrim konu-
sunda ilgi ¢ekici sonuglar doguran oldukea ilging bir sey
kesfetmistir (Amalric vd., 2017; Sable-Meyer vd., 2021).
Bir bireyin diizenhi geometrik sekillere ne kadar hassas
oldugunu test etmek tzere bir protokol olustur-
muslardir. Protokol dahilinde, bireysel katthmcilara
iclerinden biri besgen veya kare gibi geometrik acidan
diizenli bir sekil olan bir sekil dizisi gosterilmistir.
Katilimer diizenli sekli sectiginde 6diillendirilmistir. Bu
basit protokol yetiskinlere, ¢cocuklara ve insan olmayan
primatlara uygulanabilmektedir. Insan olmayan primat-
lar gelisigiizel bir se¢im yapti§indan muhtemelen
diizenli sekilleri diizensiz sekillerden ayiramamaktadir.
Yetiskin insanlar sekilleri kolaylikla tanimakta, ancak
bunu belki de hem batili olduklart hem de bu sekiller ve
sekiller1 i¢inde barindiran bir dil ile yetistikleri i¢in
yapabilmektedir. Dehaene ve arkadaslar testi benzer
terimler igcermeyen bir dil konusan ve sanayilesmemis
bir toplumda vyetismis batii  olmayan insanlara
uyguladiginda, bu kisiler de diizenli bi¢imleri kolaylikla
tespit edebilmistir. Aymi durum ¢ocuklar i¢in de gecer-
lidir. Dehaene vd. tarafindan elde edilen sonuglar
modern insanin diizenli geometrik bicimleri algilayacak
beceriyl gelistirdigini gostermektedir. Dolayisiyla bu
yalmzca modern kiiltiiriin bir getirisi degil, evrimsel bir
uyumdur. Arastirmacilar aym zamanda geometrinin dil
e boy olciisecek  derecede bilissel  bir  glic
barindirdigim ve matematiksel diisiincenin temellerin-
den biri oldugunu ileri siirmustiir. Asir1 belirlenmis
simetrik 1ki yhzli aletler de iste burada s6z konusu
olmaktadir. Dehaene ve arkadaslarina gore, geometrik
diistincenin  kokleri bu ik iki yiizli aletlere kadar
uzanmaktadir.

Sonuc

ilk birkac iki yiizlii alet tizerinde goriilen bicim asir
belirlemesi daha baska genel ¢ikarimlart da destekleme-

ktedir.

1) Onemli bilissel gelisimler iki yiizli alet (Asélyen)
teknolojisinin dogusuna eslik etmistir. iki yiizlii alet
teknolojisinin diger bilesenleri hiyerarsik olarak diizen-
lenmis islemler (Stout, 2021) ve islemlerin meka-
na/zamana gore diizenlenmesi (Herzlinger vd., 2017)
dahil bu sonucu desteklemektedir.
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(C: Eduardo Mendez-Quintas, CC BY).

2) The relationship between hominins (presumably
Homo erectus) and their tools had changed dramatical-
ly. Lomekwian and Oldowan hominins focused on task
completion and access to raw material. In this their
technology was still very apelike (Tennie, Premo,
Braun, & McPherron, 2017; T. Wynn, Hernan-
dez-Aguilar, Marchant, & McGrew, 2011). The biface
makers thought about the tools themselves. Tools had
become a separate epistemological category in hominin
thought. This thinking about, rather than thinking
through, was an important development that produced
a distinct disjunction with the ape technology that
preceded it (Overmann & Wynn, 2019).

3) Hominins had acquired an enhanced interest in
regular geometric shapes. Perception of these shapes
was not new but using them as goals of action certainly
was. Evolutionary scholars do not know why this
interest emerged - speculation focuses on aesthetics or
social signaling - but this is the oldest evidence for a
component of modern cognition that has been very
important, eventually enabling the development of
geometry-based reasoning.

2) Homininler (muhtemelen Homo erectus) arasi iliskil-
er ve bu homininlerin aletleri ciddi 6l¢iide degisiklige
ugranustir. Lomekwi and Oldowan homininleri bir
gorevi yerine getirmeye ve hammaddeye erisime odakl-
anmuslardi. Bu nedenle, teknolojileri hala daha oldukca
maymunsuydu (Tennie, Premo, Braun, & McPherron,
2017; T. Wynn, Hernandez-Aguilar, Marchant, &
McGrew, 2011). iki yiizlii alet yapanlar ise dogrudan
aletler tzerine dustunmiislerdir.  Aletler, hominin
disiincesinde ayr bir epistemolojik kategori olusturmus-
tur. Bu tizerine distinme, daha dogrusu usa vurma
durumu kendisinden 6nce gelen maymun teknolojisin-
den belirgin bir kopusa yol acan 6éneml bir gelisme
olmustur (Overmann & Wynn, 2019).

3) Homininler, diizenli geometrik sekillere karsi artan
bir ilgi duymuslardir. Bu sekillerin algilanmasi degilse de
eylem amaci olarak kullanilmalart kesinlikle bir yenilik-
tir. Evrim tizerine ¢alisan bilim insanlar1 neden boyle bir
ilginin  dogdugunu bilmemekle beraber tahminler
estetik veya sosyal isaretleme ftizerinde yogunlasmak-
tadir. Ancak, nihayetinde geometri odakli diistincenin
gelisimine on ayak olacak olan bu alet olduk¢a énemli
bir modern bilissel unsurun en eski kamtidir.



What Can Archaeology
in the 2020s Look Like?

Written by Michele Massa, Department of Archaeology, Bilkent University.

INTRODUCTION

The recent hirings at the Archaeology Department and the
reshaping of the graduate programs seem a good starting
point to reflect on how I see the direction archaecology can
take 1n the next few years. In extreme summary, these
developments can be identified with four words: inclusive,
relevant (to society), engaging (with a wider public), and
mterdisciplinary.

INCLUSIVE

Radical global social and economic changes after the
Second World War meant increasingly easier and more
mclusive access to umversity for a larger and more diverse
range of people. This process 1s also clearly detectable in
archaeology, which for the first 150 years of its existence as
a discipline (ca 1800-1950) was almost entirely dominated
by white, western, wealthy, older male mdividuals who
approached the study of the past mainly as a hobby.
Starting in the 1950s-1960s, S with a society-wide move-
ment for women’s equal rights, female students and
academics started to practice archaeology and set research
agendas in ways that dramatically departed from those of
their predecessors. Similarly, the democratization of
higher education allowed people from less wealthy
backgrounds to become archaeologists and helped shed

the aura of archaeology as simply a pastime for rich people.

Following independence and/or postcolonial movements,
between the 1950s-1980s countries in Africa, Asia and
South America saw the establishment of archaeological
departments where either none had existed before, or

GIRIS

Arkeoloji Bolimii'ndeki son ise alimlar ve lisanststii
programlarinin  yeniden sekillendirilmesi i¢in yapilan
¢ahismalar, arkeolojinin 6niimiizdeki birka¢ yil 1cinde
gidebilecegi yon hakkindaki diistincelerimi  yansitmak
icin 1y1 bir baslangic noktasi gibi goriintiyor. Kisa ve 6z
bir sekilde, bolimdeki bu gelismeler dort kelimeyle
tanimlanabilir: kapsayici, toplumla ilgili, daha genis bir
halk kitlesiyle etkilesimli ve disiplinler arasi.

KAPSAYICI

ikinci Diinya Savasindan sonraki radikal kiiresel sosyoe-
konomik degisimler, daha genis ve c¢esith bir
yelpazedeki insanlarin tiniversite egitimine giderek daha
kolay ve daha kapsayict bir sekilde erisebilecekleri
anlamma geliyordu. Bu degisim stireci, bir disiplin
olarak varligmm ilk 150 yilinda (yaklasik 1800-1950)
neredeyse tamamen beyaz, batili, varhikli, yash ve
gecmisin arastirillmasina esasen bir hobi olarak yaklasan
erkek bireylerin hakimiyetinde olan arkeolojide de
acikca gorilebilir. Kadmlarin esit haklara sahip olmasi
icin toplum genelinde baslatilan harcketle es zamanl
olarak 1950-1960'h yillardan itibaren kadmn égrenciler
ve akademisyenler arkeoloji ile ugrasmaya ve kendiler-
mden o6nceki akademisyenlerden carpicr bir sckilde
ayrilan arastirma giindemlerini belirlemeye basladilar.
Benzer sekilde, yiksekogrenimin demokratiklesmesi,
daha az varlikli kesimlerden insanlarin arkeolog olmasi-
na olanak saglamis ve arkeolojinin sadece zenginlere
yonelik bir eglence oldugu imajnin yikilmasina
yardimer olmustur.
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where colonial administrations had dictated how archae-
ology should be taught, what could be excavated, and
more importantly who could interpret the past. This
meant that indigenous groups gained for the first time
the power to investigate the material culture created by
their ancestors, and to produce their own archaeological
narratives. And as the LGBTIQA+ rights movements
fought to obtain important legal recognition and paved
the way for more sustained societal acceptance between
the late 1990s and 2010s, queer archaeologists started to
be more represented in academia as well.

Why is it important that all these heterogeneous groups
of people participate in the production of archaeological
knowledge? For instance, this meant moving away from
research solely focused on ancient palaces and temples
and treasures and accounts of wars, which were the
product of a very small minority of people in any society
at any given time in history, and were also the favorite
target of wealthy white male western archaeologists.
Female and queer individuals, people from disadvan-
taged backgrounds or from minority communities or
non-western countries all bring their interests and experi-
ences from their own present to research our collective
past with a rainbow of different perspectives.

If we think of archaeology as the study of past societies
and their interaction with their environment and non-hu-
man actors, then from games to animal biographies,
from toilets to fashion, from sexuality to drug consump-
tion nothing should be off-limits, no matter how trivial
the topic is considered by some. In this regard, it is for
example quite puzzling that Timothy Taylor’s The
Prehistory of Sex (1996) is one of the very first books
dedicated to understanding what made ancient people
tick in bed, what were their kinks, how did they
approach sex and how did they think of gender and
sexuality. It took almost two hundred years for an
archaeologist to tackle one of the most important aspects
of human life in the past (and present)!

The engagement of non-western researchers in the
creation of archaeological conceptual and methodologi-
cal frameworks contributed to another major shift,
namely the growing acceptance that knowledge produc-
tion does not necessarily fit within the parameters of the
“scientific method”. Aristotelian logic may be at the
foundation of western science, but rationalism has been
hailed for too long as the only possible way of conduct-
ing scientific inquiry. Increasingly so, the international
community 1is accepting that non-linear logic, traditional
wisdom, oral histories, subjective and qualitative
research are all contributing to knowledge production.

This inclusivity of perspectives into archaeology as a
science 1s what Ian Hodder, the most famous excavator
of Catalhoyiik, calls “multi-vocality”. It 1s the acceptance
that there are no archaeological truths to be reached, and
that each and every one of us has the same right to partic-
Ipate in creating interpretations of our collective past.

1950-1980 yillart arasinda Afrika, Asya ve Gliney Ameri-
kada bagmsizhk ve/veya  somirgecilik
hareketleri takiben, daha 6nce hi¢ arkeoloji boliimii
bulunmayan ya da somiirge yonetimlerinin arkeolojinin
nasil 6gretilecegini, neyin kazilabilecegini ve daha da
6nemlisi ge¢misi kimin yorumlayabilecegini dikte ettigi
tilkelerde arkeoloji boliimleri kurulmustur. Bu, yerli
gruplarin ik kez atalan tarafindan yaratilan maddi kiilttrt
arastirma ve kendi arkeolojik anlatilarimi tiretme giictinii
kazanmasi anlamma geliyordu. Ve 1990Tarn sonu ile
2010'lar arasinda LGBTIQA+ haklar hareketler1 onemli
yasal tanmmalar elde etmek i¢cin miicadele edip
toplumsal kabuliin éntinii actikca, queer arkeologlar da
akademide daha fazla temsil edilmeye basladi.

SOnrasl

Tim bu heterojen msan gruplarmin arkeolojik bilgi
tretimine katilmasi neden o6nemlidir? ()I‘negill bu
durum, tarihin herhangi bir déneminde herhangi bir
toplumdaki insanlarmn ¢ok kii¢tik bir azinligmm trtini
olan ve aym zamanda zengin, beyaz, erkek ve batilh
arkeologlarin favori hedefi olan; yalmzca antik saraylara,
tapmaklara, hazinelere ve savas hikayelerine odaklanan
arastirmalardan uzaklasmak anlamina geliyordu. Kadin-
lar, queer bireyler, dezavantajh gecmislerden gelen ya da
azmnlik topluluklarindan olan veya batli olmayan
tilkelerden gelen insanlar, kolektf gecmisimizi farkh
perspektiflerden olusan bir gokkusagiyla arastirmak icin
kendi ilgi alanlarim ve deneyimlerini kendi bugtinlerin-
den getiriyorlar.

Arkeolojiyi gecmis toplumlari ve bu toplumlarm cevre-
leriyle ve insan olmayan aktorlerle etkilesimlerinin
mcelenmesi olarak disiintirsek, oyunlardan hayvan
biyografilerine, tuvaletlerden modaya, cinsellikten
uyusturucu  tiikketimine  kadar, hicbir konu bazilar
tarafindan ne Kkadar onemsiz gorilirse goriilstn,
smurlarin disinda kalmamalidir.

Bu baglamda, 6rnegin Timothy Taylorn The Prehistory
of Sex (1996) adh kitabmin, eski insanlar yatakta neyin
harekete gecirdigini, sapkmliklarmm neler oldugunu,
sekse nasil yaklastiklarim, cinsiyet ve cinsellik hakkinda
nasil dusiindiiklerini anlamaya adanmus ilk kitaplardan
biri olmasi olduke¢a sasirticidir. Bir arkeologun ge¢miste
(ve glinlimiizde) nsan yasamimn en énemli yonlerinden
birini ele almasi neredeyse 1ki yiiz yil siirdii!

Batli olmayan arastirmacilarin arkeolojik kavramsal ve
metodolojik cercevelerin  olusturulmasma katithmi  bir
baska ¢nemli degisime, yani bilgi Gretiminin "bilimsel
yontem" parametrelerine uymak zorunda olmadiginm
giderek daha fazla kabul edilmesine katkida bulunmus-
tur. Aristoteles mantig1 Bati biliminin temelini olusturuy-
or olabilir, ancak rasyonalizm ¢ok uzun bir siire boyunca
bilimsel arastirma yapmanin tek olasi yolu olarak selam-
land1. Uluslararasi toplum dogrusal olmayan mantigin,
geleneksel bilgeligin, sozlii tarihlerin, 6znel ve nitel
arastrmalarm  bilgi tretimine katkida bulundugunu

giderek daha fazla kabul etmektedir.



RELEVANT TO SOCIETY

Traditionally, archaeologists have been prone to sitting
in their proverbial ivory tower, often disconnected from
and without much attention paid to the ebbs and flows of
modern life and, more importantly, not interested in
making the results of their studies relevant to people
living in today’s world. Collecting artefacts, cataloguing
them, creating typologies, finding comparanda is a big
part of archaeological research, but this per se does
nothing to contribute to modern society. From the late
1970s onwards, a movement known as post-processual
archaeology has started questioning the reasons why we
do what we do, and how can we contribute to make our
society a better place for us and future generations. In
other words, what 1s the role of archaeology in our
world?

It is a question that -I believe- most of us ask themselves
multiple times during their studies and careers.

At the most basic level, archaeologists have the ability to
feed a curiosity for our collective past that is all too
evident 1n any interaction with family, friends, strangers:
as soon as we tell them we are archaeologists, their eyes
light up, followed by rapid-fire questions (generally about
aliens and lost treasures!). But beyond gold and myster-
1es and pointy-headed creatures, I believe that they want
to know how different or similar to them ancient people
were, how they were living, how they were loving, how
they were experiencing the world. Archaeology can be a
powerful mirror to reflect on who we are as humans, by
providing a physical, tangible connection between us and
20, 50, 200, 10000 generations of past humans and
hominins. Standing at the end of a very long line of lives
lived 1s both a powerful reminder of our smallness as
idividuals, but also provides a warm feeling of being
part of something much bigger than us.

Furthermore, while archaeology has often been at the
service of the powerful -think of its role in the ideology of
the Third Reich, or in creating artificial national 1denti-
ties in Furope during the late 19th century-, a new gener-
ation of activists 1s employing archaeology to tackle the
mjustices of our society. In this sense, the most powerful
tool at our disposal is the ability to identify social,
economic, cultural and political processes and to track
their development across time. Very much like psycho-
therapists, archaeologists are able to identify the causes
of current societal issues and disentangle the mecha-
nisms by which they came into existence. And as anyone
undergoing psychological therapy knows, understanding
the cause of a problem is the first step to heal and move
beyond it.

For mstance, archaeological research clearly shows that
patriarchal systems have had a very short lifespan (6-7
millennia at the most) compared to the history of our
evolution, and that they have generally developed in
parallel with the growth of more complex political

Perspektiflerin bir bilim olarak arkeolojiye bu sekilde dahil
edilmesi, Catalhoyik'in en tnlt kazicist lan - Hodder'n
‘cok seslilik" olarak adlandirdig1 seydir. Bu, ulasilmas
gereken arkeolojik gercekler olmadigimin ve her birimizin
kolektif gecmisimizin yorumlanmasma katilma hakkma
sahip oldugumuzun kabuliidiir.

TOPLUMILA ILGILI

Geleneksel olarak, arkeologlar meshur fildisi kulelerinde
oturmaya meyilhdirler, genellikle modern yasamm
gelgitlerinden kopukturlar ve bunlara pek dikkat etmezler
ve daha da 6nemlisi, ¢cahsmalarmin sonuglarmi giiniimiiz
diinyasinda yasayan insanlarla alakali hale getirmekle
ilgilenmezler. Eserler toplamak, kataloglamak, tipolojiler
olusturmak, karsilastrmalar yapmak arkeolojik arastir-
mamn biiytk bir par¢asidir, ancak bu tek basina modern
topluma hi¢bir katkida bulunmaz. 1970lerin sonlarmdan
itibaren, post-siire¢sel arkeoloji olarak bilinen bir hareket,
yaptigmmiz seyl neden yaptigimizi ve toplumumuzu
kendimiz ve gelecek nesiller icin daha iy1 bir yer haline
getirmeye nasil katkida bulunabilece@imizi sorgulamaya
basladi. Baska bir deyisle, arkeolojinin diinyamizdaki rolii
nedir?

Bu soruyu ¢ogumuzun egitimleri ve kariyerleri boyunca
kendilerine defalarca sorduguna inaniyorum.

En temel diizeyde arkeologlar, allemizle, arkadaslarimizla
ve yabancilarla olan her tiirlii etkilesimde ¢ok belirgin olan
kolektif gecmisimize yonelik meraki besleme becerisine
sahiptir: onlara arkeolog oldugumuzu séyler séylemez
gozleri parlar ve ardindan hizlica sorular sorarlar (genel-
likle uzayhlar ve kayip hazineler hakkinda!). Ancak altin,
gizemler ve sivri bash yaratiklarin 6tesinde, eski insanlarm
kendilerinden ne kadar farkl ya da kendilerine ne kadar
benzediklerinmi, nasil yasadiklarim, nasil sevdiklerini ve
dinyayr nasil deneyimlediklerini bilmek istediklerine
maniyorum. Arkeoloji, 20, 50, 200, 10000 nesil gecmis
insan ve homininlerle aramizda fiziksel, somut bir baglanti
saglayarak, insan olarak kim oldugumuzu yansitmak icin
glclii bir ayna olabilir. Yasanmis ¢ok uzun bir hayat
¢izgisinin ~ sonunda  durmak, hem birey olarak
kiigiiklagiimiiziin giiclii bir hatrlaticisidir, hem de bizden
cok daha biiytik bir seyin par¢ast oldugumuza dair sicak
bir his verir.

Dahasi, arkeoloji ¢ogu zaman glicliilerin hizmetinde
olmus olsa da -Uciincii Reich ideolojisindeki ya da 19.
ylzyllin sonlarinda Avrupa'da yapay ulusal kimliklerin
yaratilmasmdaki roliinii disiiniin-, yeni nesil aktivistler
toplumumuzdaki adaletsizliklerle miicadele etmek i¢in
arkeolojiyi kullaniyor. Bu anlamda, elimizdeki en giiclii
arac sosyal, ekonomik, kiiltiirel ve siyasi siirecleri tanimla-
ma ve bunlarm zaman i¢indeki gelisimini izleme becerisi-
dir. Tipki psikoterapistler gibi arkeologlar da mevcut
toplumsal sorunlarm nedenlerini tespit edebilir ve bunlarin
ortaya cikis mekanizmalarim ¢ozebilirler. Psikolojik terapi
goren herkesin bildigi gibi, bir sorunun nedenini anlamak,
onu lyilestirmenin ve 6tesine gegmenin ilk admudir.
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entities. Understanding the causes and mechanisms of this
process can be used as a lever to imagine a world where this
does not need to be the norm. Similarly, archaeology
indicates that inequalities of various kinds (gender, social,
political, economic) are very much culturally-specific, they
do not have an intrinsic, “natural” reason to exist, and they
change through time. Realizing this may help individuals and
communities to fight for a more equal society. As a last
example, coming into contact with past societies that had
different perceptions of gender fluidity and sexuality ~think
of the Greek and Persian worlds to remain close to home- 1s
also another tool to suggest that difference can be addressed
mn different ways.

ENGAGING WITH THE INTERESTED
PUBLIC

We've all been to museums whose exhibitions felt as dry as
the Sahara desert, and whose explanations for the objects on
display were obscure even to specialists, and we’ve all
watched videos of pontificating professors hat could not
keep us awake...we can safely say that overall archaeologists
are not great at communicating their research! But -especial-
ly over the last 15-20 years- there 1s instead a thriving industry
of “experts” talking about pyramids and ancient astronauts
on every talk show and Netflix documentary available: they
are often very engaging, but transmit a narrative that is not
based on any sound archacological research. If we think that
archaeology can play a relevant role i society, then we need
to understand how to use communication tools to pass on
the messages we think are important. In other words: how
can we make archaeology fun and engaging while using
sound scientific results?

To begin with, we can more actively learn how to use widely
available social media platforms, YouTube, TikTok to
create entertaining content, I myself am an avid end-user of
history and archaeology channels. While coding for videog-
ames may be a step too far for most archaeologists, we can
certainly both use the likes of Civilization, Age of Empires,
Assassin’s Creed in classrooms and homework projects, but
also perhaps participate as consultants in the creation of new
games or films.

We can also try to more systematically engage with the
people that we most frequently meet during our fieldwork,
but that archaeologists tend to be least interested in: farmers,
shepherds, workers. If we let go of our “masks”, of the power
dynamics that we often establish with others (as better-edu-
cated, cosmopolitan, urban dwellers -I am guilty of that
too!), we may discover that they not only can be genuinely
curious about what we do, but they can also offer us incredi-
ble nsights into archaeology. Not only their ideas and
experience of archaeological remains, but also what it does
remind them of in their daily Lives, from traditional activities
(agriculture, provisioning of resources, manufacture of tools
and ornaments, architecture) to social structures and cultural
continuity. This co-production of knowledge, where both
archaeologists and non-archaeologists can create mformation
together from different perspectives, with different skills and
tools, 1s at the essence of community archaeology.

(")megin, arkeolok  arastrmalar  ataerkil - sistemlerin - eviim
tarthimize kiyasla ¢ok kisa bir émre sahip oldugunu (en fazla 6-7
bin yil) ve genellikle daha karmasik siyasi olusumlarn biiyiimesine
paralel olarak gelisugini acik¢a gostermektedir. Bu siirecin neden-
lermi ve mekanizmalarm anlamak, bunun norm  olmasmm
gerekmedigi bir diinya hayal etmek i¢cin bir kaldira¢ olarak
kullanulabilir. Benzer sekilde arkeoloy, cesitli tiilerdeki (tophumsal
ansivet, sosyal, siyasi, ekonomik) esitsizliklerin biyiik olgtide
kiiltiire 6zgit oldugunu, var olmak i¢in igsel, "dogal" bir nedene
sahip olmadiklarm ve zaman i¢inde degistiklerini gostermektedir.
Bunun farkina varmak, bireylerin ve topluluklarm daha esit bir
toplum i¢cin miicadele etmelerine yardima olabilir. Son bir 6rnek
olarak, toplumsal cinsyet akiskanh: ve cinsellik konusunda farkh
alglara sahip ge¢mus toplumlarla temasa gecmek de -yakin
durmak 1¢cin Yunan ve Pers dimyalarm diistiniin- farkliliklarm
farkl sekillerde ele almabilecegini gosteren bir baska aractr.

[LGILI KAMUOYU ILE ETKITLESIM

Hepimiz sergleri Sahra Colii kadar kuru olan ve serglenen
nesnelere iliskin agiklamalan uzmanlar i¢in bile anlagilmaz olan
miizelere gittik ve hepimiz bizi uyanik tutamayan ahkam kesen
profesorlerin videolanm izledik... Genel olarak arkeologlarm
arastrmalarmu letme konusunda pek 1y1 olmadiklarmn rahathkla
soyleyebilinz! Ancak -Ozellikle son 15-20 yildir- bunun yerine,
meveut her talk show ve Netflix belgeselinde piramitler ve antik
astronotlar hakkinda konusan "uzmanlardan” olusan gelisen bir
endiistit var: genellikle ¢ok ilgi ¢ekicidirler, ancak herhangi bir
saglam arkeolojik aragtrmaya dayanmayan bir anlat aktarar.
Arkeolojinin  toplumda 6nemli  bir rol  oynayabilecegini
distintiyorsak, 6nemli oldugunu  diistindiigiimiiz  mesajlar
tletmek i¢cin letisim araclanm nasil kullanacagmz anlamanmiz
gerekir. Baska bir deyisle: saglam bilimsel sonuglan kullanirken
arkeolojiyi nasil eglenceli ve ilgi cekici hale getirebiliriz?

Oncelikle, eglenceli icenkler yaratmak i¢in yaygn olarak
kullarulan sosyal medya platformlarmi, YouTube'u, TiKTok'u
nasil kullanacagmuz daha aktf bir sekilde 6grenebiliriz, ben de
tarth ve arkeoloji kanallarmmn hevesli bir son kullanicistymm. Video
oyunlan i¢in kodlama yapmak ¢ogu arkeolog i¢in fazla ileri bir
acdim olsa da, Civilization, Age of Empires, Assassin's Creed gibi
oyunlan smiflarda ve ev 6devlerinde kullanabilir, aym zamanda
belki de yeni oyunlarn veya filmlerin olusturulmasma danmsman

olarak katlabiliriz.

Saha  cabsmalanmuz srasmda en sk karsilastgimiz,  ancak
arkeologlarn en az ilgi gosterdigi insanlarla da daha sistematik bir
sekilde iliski kurmaya cahsabiliriz: cificiler, cobanlar, iscler. Eger
"maskelerimizt’, baskalanyla  kurdugumuz giic  dinamiklerini
(daha 1y1 egitimli, kozmopolit, kenthi insanlar olarak - ben de
bundan sucluyum!) bir kenara buakisak, onlarm sadece
yaptgmmuz isi gercekten merak etmekle kalmayip, aym zamanda
bize arkeoloji konusunda manilmaz i¢goriiler sunabileceklerin de
kestedebiliriz. Sadece arkeolojk kalntilarla ilgili fikir ve deneyim-
lerini degil, aym zamanda geleneksel faaliyetlerden (tarm, kaynak-
larm temin, alet ve siis esyasi tiretimi, mimari) sosyal yapilara ve
kiiltirel stireklilige kadar ginlik yasamlarmda onlara neleri
hatrlatagm da. Hem arkeologlarn hem de arkeolog olmayan-
larm farkh perspektiflerden, farkh beceri ve araclarla birlikte bilgt
tiretebildigi bu ortak bilgi tiretimi, topluluk arkeolojisinin 6ziint
olusturmaktadr.



INTERDISCIPLINARY

Last but not least, archaeology has been for a while and will
continue to be one of the most interdisciplinary branches
of known science, and the simple explanation is that it deals
with every possible aspect of human experience in the past.
As detectives on a very old crime scene, in order to make
sense of our data we need to collaborate not only with
social scientists like (art) historians, philologists, architects,
anthropologists, economists, behavioral psychologists, but
also with palaeopathologists, geneticists, archaeobiologists,
environmental scientists, palaeoclimatologists, geologists,
chemuists, physicists, engineers...

Because of this, we pressingly need to learn enough of
other disciplines to know what can specialists do for archae-
ology, what can be asked of those disciplines, and how can
their results be interpreted in an archaeological conceptual
framework. I know from experience that simply juxtapos-
ing e.g. archacometric and archaeological research side by
side 1s not sufficient to create interdisciplinarity; one needs
to work together, in synergy, and understand each other’s
research questions, models and methods.

And one of the many reasons why here at the Archaeology
Department we welcome so many students from other
backgrounds is because they represent an mcredible
opportunity for enrichment. They bring with them skills
and knowledge and perspectives that we could not possibly
teach them, and that they can apply to their senmor projects
and MA theses into an original work from which we can all
learn.

DISIPLINLERARASI

Son olarak, arkeoloj bir stiredir bilinen bilimin en disiplin-
ler aras1 dallarindan biri olmustur ve olmaya devam edece-
ktir ve bunun basit aciklamasi, ge¢cmisteki msan deneyi-
minin miimkiin olan her yoniiyle ilgilenmesidir. Cok eski
bir su¢ mahallindeki dedektifler olarak, verilerimizi anlam-
landirmak i¢in sadece (sanat) tarthcilen, filologlar, mimar-
lar, antropologlar, ekonomustler, davrams psikologlar gibi
sosyal bilimcilerle degil, ayn1 zamanda paleopatologlar,
genetikgiler, arkeobiyologlar, ¢evre bilimciler, paleoklima-
tologlar, jeologlar, kimyagerler, fizikciler, mithendisler ile
de isbirligi yapmanuz gerekiyor...

Bu nedenle, uzmanlarin arkeoloji i¢in neler yapabi-
lecegini, bu disiplinlerden neler istenebilecegini  ve
sonuclarmm arkeolojik bir kavramsal cercevede nasil
yorumlanabilecegini  bilmek i¢cin  diger  disiplinleri
yeterince  6grenmemiz  gerekiyor. Deneyimlerimden
biliyorum ki, 6rnegin arkeometrik ve arkeolojik arastirma-
lan yan yana getirmek disiplinlerarasihk yaratmak icin
yeterli degildir; birlikte, sinerji icinde calismak ve birbirler-
min arastirma  sorularim, modellerini ve yontemlerini
anlamak gerekir.

Arkeoloji Bolimii'nde farkh ge¢cmislerden gelen bu kadar
¢ok 6grenciye kucak agmamizin nedenlerinden biri de bu
ogrencilerin inanilmaz bir zenginlesme firsati sunmasidar.
Bizim onlara 6gretemeyece@imiz beceriler, bilgiler ve
bakis acilar1 getiriyorlar ve bunlart bitirme projelerine ve
yiksek lisans tezlerine uygulayarak hepimizin 6grenebi-
lecegi 6zgiin bir ¢ahsma ortaya koyabiliyorlar.

An 11,000-year-old carving found among the remains of a Neolithic structure in Turkey.

(K. Akdemir).
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Photograph: Official Turkish Museums.

Miletus - Palatia

Written by Christof Berns, Hamburg University.

Miletus is located between Soke and Didim, at the
southwestern edge of the Meander Valley. Instead of
large cities, it 1s surrounded by several villages. One of
them is named ‘Balat’ as a continuation of the Late-An-
tique name for Miletus, ‘Palatia.” The national park of
Dilek Peninsula-Biiyiik Menderes Delta covers a large
area west of Miletus. Both the geographical situation and
the small villages in the vicinity give the site of Miletus a
pastoral characteristic (Figure 1).

The site harmoniously accommodates both agricultural
and touristic uses. Considering its former boundaries,
the area covered by the remains of monumental ancient
buildings today make up only a small part of the original
city area (Figure 2). These structures include the theatre
and the Byzantine castle, the remains of the Roman
baths and the Ilyas Bey Mosque. Most of the old city
area is today covered with olive groves and fields. The
low hills north of the city are used as pasture land. The
fact that the land 1s used for agriculture and animal
husbandry is both an important source of livelihood for
the inhabitants of the region and prevents the land from
being covered with maquis. These activities add diversity
and vitality to the landscape of Miletus.

Research History

Archacological research in Miletus began at the end of
the 19th century. At first the French archaeologist
Olivier Rayet started his works m 1873. In 1899, a
comprehensive excavation project began under the
direction of Theodor Wiegand, which would last for
many years. The German archaeologist, commissioned
by the Royal Museums in Berlin, carried out excavations
in Priene before he worked at Miletus and eventually in
Didim and Pergamon. When he first arrived in Miletus,
he was fascinated because of it’s unusually large size.

Milet, Menderes Ovasi'min giineybati simirinda, Soke ile
Didim arasinda, trafik yogunlugu olmayan bir bolgede
yer alir. Cevresinde buyiik sehirler yerine, birka¢ koy
bulunmaktadir, bunlardan biri, Milet'in ge¢ antik adi
olan "Palatia™y1 aldig1 Balat koyiidir. Dilek Yarmmadas
Milli Parki, Miletin batisindaki Menderes deltasina
kadar uzamr. Milet antik kenti, konumu ve ¢evresindeki
kiiglik yerlesimlerin etkisiyle pastoral bir karaktere
sahiptir (Resim 1).

Milet kenti biinyesinde, hem tarimsal hem de turistik
kullanim alanlarini, uyumlu bir sekilde barindirir. Eski
stmurlar géz 6ntine alindiginda, bugiin anitsal antik yap:
kahntilarmimn kapladigr alan, asil sehir alanmm sadece
kii¢tik bir kismim kapsamaktadir (Resim 2). Bu yapilar
arasinda Tiyatro ve Bizans kalesi, Roma Hamamlarmin
kalntilar ve Ilyas Bey Camii bulunmaktadir. Eski kent
alanin buytk bir kismi bugiin zeytin  bahgeleri ve
tarlalarla kaphdir. Kentin kuzeyindeki alcak tepeler
mera arazisi olarak kullanilmaktadir. Topragm tarim ve
hayvancilik i¢in kullanihyor olmasi hem bolge sakinleri
icin 6nemli bir gecim kaynagidir, hem de arazinin maki
ile kaplanmasina engel olmaktadir. Bu aktiviteler
Milet'in peyzajina cesitlilik ve canhilik katmaktadir.

Arastirma Tarithi

Milet’te arkeolojik arastirmalar 19. yiizyilin sonlarinda
basladi. 11k olarak, 1873'te Fransiz arkeolog Olivier
Rayet arastrmalar yapti. 1899 yilinda, Theodor
Wiegand baskanhginda uzun yillar stirecek olan
kapsaml bir kaz projesi basladi. Alman arkeolog,
Berlin'deki Kraliyet Miizeleri tarafindan gorevlendiril-
erek Milet'ten once Priene, sonra da Didim ve Berga-
ma’da kazilar yaritmistir. Wiegand, Milete ilk geldigi
zaman Kkentten adeta biylilenmisti ¢iinkii  burasi
alisilmisin disinda buytiklitkte bir sehirdi. Ge¢ Arkaik



Figure 1 / Resim 1:

Agricultural landscape of Miletus.
(M. Breuer 2022).

In the Late Archaic Period (6th century BC), the area of
the walled city was about 150 hectares. Thanks to its trade
relations, the city was part of a network that extended to the
Mediterranean world as well as to the interior of Anatolia.
‘Wiegand was interested not only in the ancient phases of
the city, but also in its broader and longer history.

Wiegand's excavations were highly innovative in terms of
the methods he used and the topics he nvestigated.
Instead of analysing valuable finds or individual monu-
mental buildings, he was interested in the development of
Miletus in an urban context. For this reason, together with
Paul Wilski, he also systematically investigated Miletus'
surroundings. In many phases, Miletus' chora was densely
populated with farmhouses and small villages. At the same
time, Wiegand was interested in all phases of the city's
history. In addition to his publications on the ancient
buildings of the city, in 1935 he published a comprehen-
sive book on the Islamic history, architecture and ceramics
of Miletus (Figure 3). Other pre- and post-antique periods
of Miletus, such as the Bronze Age or the Byzantine
period, have been intensively researched i recent
decades.
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Figure 3/ Resim 3:

Turkish bath building, documented in the first
campaigns at Miletus.

(K. Wulzinger 1935).

Dénemde (M.O. 6. yy.) surlarla cevrili kent alammn
yizolciim yaklasik 150 hektardi. Kent, ticaret iliskilert
sayesinde Akdeniz diinyasmin yani sira Anadolu’nun i¢
kisimlaria kadar uzanan ticaret agimn bir pargasiyd.
Wiegand, sehrin sadece antik evreleriyle degil, daha
kapsamli ve uzun tarihi ile ilgileniyordu.

Wiegand'in kazilari, kullandigr metotlar ve arastrdigi
konular acisindan oldukgea yenilikci idi. Degerli buluntu-
lar1 veya tek tek amtsal binalar incelemek yerine,
Milet'in kentsel baglamdaki gelisimi ile ilgileniyordu. Bu
nedenle, Paul Wilski ile birlikte Miletin ¢evresini de
sistematik olarak arastrmist. Milet'in ¢evresi bir¢ok
evrede, yogun olarak ciftlik evleri ve kiiciik koyleri
barindiriyordu. Aynmi zamanda, Wiegand, sehir tarthinin
tiim evreleriyle 1lgileniyordu. Kentin antik yapilarla ilgil
vaymlarnm  yaninda, 1935t Milet’in  Islam  tarihi,
mimarisi ve seramiklert tizerine kapsaml bir kitap yaymn-
landi (Resim 3). Milet'in Tun¢ Cagr ya da Bizans
Donemi gibi diger pre ve post-antik dénemleri ise son
onyillarda yogun bir sekilde arastirlmustir.

Figure 2 / Resim 2:
Overview of the site.

(H. Bumke 2011).

‘Wiegand'in kazilarindan ¢ikan buluntular, o dénemlerde
ahgilagelmis oldugu tizere, Tiirk ve Alman kuruluslar
arasinda boliinmiistii. Bu nedenle, Milet'in baz1 heykelleri
ve mimari parc¢alar bugiin Berlin Miizeleri’'nde sergilen-
mektedir. Berlin'e neredeyse tamamen gelmis tnlii bir
amt, Roma dénemine ait Milet Agora Kapis'dir. ilk
kazilardan elde edilen buluntularm biiyiik kismu, Istanbul
ve Izmir arkeoloji miizelerinde depolanmakta ve sergilen-
mektedir. Glintimtizde ele gecen buluntular 2011 yilinda
acilmis olan yem Milet Miizesi'nde sergilenmektedir.

Milet'te Theodor Wiegand'den sonra, Alman Arkeoloji
Enstitiistt farkli Alman tniversitelerinin de katilmiyla
arastrmalar yaprmmstr. 1990 ile 2012 willan arasinda
Bochum Ruhr Universitesinden Volkmar von Graeve
baskanhginda yapilan kazilar Milet arastirmalar i¢in
ozellikle yenilik¢i bir dénem olmustur. Von Graeve
Milette  klasik  arkeolojik — arastrmalarm  yaninda
doga-bilimsel ~ yontemlerle vyiirttilen kapsamli  bir
program baslatmustir. Ozellikle derin sondajlarla topragin
tabakalasmasim arastran  jeo-arkeoloji ve topragm

31



32

As was customary at the time, the finds from Wiegand's
excavations were divided between Turkish and German
organisations. For this reason, some sculptures and
architectural fragments from Miletus are now on display
in the Berlin Museums. A famous monument that has
almost completely come to Berlin is the Roman Agora
Gate of Miletus. Most of the finds from the first excava-
tions however are stored and exhibited in the archaeo-
logical museums of Istanbul and Izmir, while the young-
er finds are exhibited in the new Miletus Museum,
opened in 2011.

After Theodor Wiegand, the German Archaeological
Institute conducted research at Miletus with the partici-
pation of various universities. Between 1990 and 2012,
the excavations led by Volkmar von Graeve of Ruhr
University Bochum were a particularly innovative period
for Miletus research. In addition to classical archaeologi-
cal research, von Graeve initiated a comprehensive
programme of natural-scientific methods at Miletus. In
particular, geo-archaeology, which investigates the
stratification of the soil through deep soundings, and
geophysics, which is used to visualise the structures
beneath the soil, have yielded outstanding results at
Miletus. Thus, our knowledge of the history of the
ancient city of Miletus has greatly expanded, even
though we cannot see the ruins in the field. The
grid-planned old street system, which was revealed as a
result of geophysical research, is reflected in today's
sightseeing routes for visitors to perceive (Figure 4).

The tradition of university excavations at Miletus is
currently being continued by an international team led
by the University of Hamburg with the participation of
Mimar Sinan University in Istanbul and the Ecole
normale supérieure in Paris. The focus of current work
is on the long-term history of the city and the residential
areas and streets outside the city's public centre.

History of the Landscape

The topography of Miletus has undergone great changes
over the ages. Miletus, which was one of the most impor-
tant harbours of the Mediterranean world for centuries,
1s today a land city surrounded by plains, 9 km from the
sea (Figure 5). Geoarchaeological researches show that
there was a deep gulf up to the level of Priene around
800 BC. Today's Lake Bafa formed the southern end of
this bay before it was disconnected from the sea. The
Menderes Plain spread further towards the water surface
n time, so that by the Emirates Period (13th-15th centu-
ry) ships could reach Miletus, or Palatia as it was called
in this period, only by river. The alluvial soils of the
Menderes plain are very fertile and therefore intensively
used for agriculture.

Rock formations that prop up from the ground here and
there in the Meander Plain are actually the tips of old
islands. Hence, we should consider Miletus as an
archipelago in the Bronze Age (3rd-1st millennium BC).

alindaki  striiktiirleri gortntiilemeye yarayan jeofizik
yontemleri ile Milet'te olaganiistii sonuclar ele edilm-
istir. Boylelikle Milet antik kent tarihine dair bilgimiz,
kalmtilar1 arazide birebir goremesek de, biyiik olg¢tide
genislemistir. Jeofizik arastirmalar sonucu ortaya ¢ikmis
olan 1zgara planh eski sokak sistemi, ziyaretcilerin
algilayabilmesi i¢in bugiinkii gezi rotalarina yansitilmistir
(Resim 4).

Figure 4 / Resim 4:
Marking of an ancient street course in the terrain.

(Ch. Berns 2017).

Milet'teki tiniversite kazilar gelenegi giintimiizde Ham-
burg Universitesi liderliginde Istanbul Mimar Sinan
Universitesi ve Paris Ecole normale supérieure katilim
ile olusan uluslararas1 bir ekip tarafindan stirdiiriilmek-
tedir. Giincel cahsmalarin agirhk merkezinde sehrin
uzun donem tarihi ve kentin kamusal merkezi disindaki
konut alanlar ve caddeleri bulunmaktadir.

Peyzaj Tarihi

Milet’in bulundugu topografya ¢aglar i¢inde ¢ok biiyiik
degisimlere ugramustr. Yizyillar boyunca Akdeniz
diinyasinin en 6nemli lmanlarmdan birt olan Milet
bugiin denize 9 km uzaklikta, ovalarla ¢evrili bir kara
kentidir (Resim 5). Jeoarkeolojik arastirmalar, MO 800
civarinda Priene'nin bulundugu hizaya kadar derin bir
korfezin  oldugunu gostermektedir. Bugiinkii Bafa
Goli, denizle baglantisi kesilmeden 6nce bu koyun
gliney ucunu olusturmaktaydi. Menderes Ovasi zamanla
su yiizeyine dogru daha da yayllms, bu nedenle
Beylikler Donemi’'nde (13.-15. yy.) gemiler artuk Milet,
ya da bu donemdeki ismiyle Palatia’'va sadece nehir
yoluyla ulasabilir olmuslardir. Menderes ovasimin
aliiviyal topraklart ¢ok verimlidir ve bu nedenle tarim
icin yogun olarak kullamlmaktadr.

Menderes Ovasi’'ndan yer yer yiikselen kayaclar aslen
denizde uzanan adalarin uclaridir. Mileth de  Tung
Caginda MO 38.-1. bin yil) bir takimada olarak diisiin-
meliyiz. Tun¢ Cag1 yerlesmesi, sahilin hemen yakininda-
ki bir adada kurulmustu. Bu kiiciik adalar zamanla
birleserek ge¢ arkaik donemde Milet kentinin tizerinde
yaylldig1 yarimadaya donismustiir.



Bronze Age settlement in Miletus was placed on an
island near the shore. These islands were united over
time and formed a peninsula, over which Miletus
spanned in the Late Archaic periods.

The rocks rising from the Menderes Plain are actually
the tips of islands lying in the sea. We should consider
Miletus as an archipelago during the Bronze Age
(3rd-1st millennium BC). The Bronze Age settlement
was established on an island just off the coast. These
small 1slands merged in time and turned into the penin-
sula on which the city of Miletus spread in the late archa-
ic period.

Even today, the Menderes Plain is of great importance
for long-distance road transport. In ancient times,
Miletus, located at the entrance of the gulf, was a centre
where the trade routes between the Mediterranean and
central Anatolian cities intersected. The bays that
sheltered the three ancient harbours of the city can be
clearly perceived even in the present state of the land. In
any case, the history of Miletus was strongly influenced
by this geographical situation.

City and Buildings Throughout Ages

The archaeological site now is predominantly covered
with monumental buildings from the Hellenistic (3rd-1st
century BC) and Roman (Ist-3rd century AD) periods
(Figure 6). The theatre across the visitors’ parking area
was built around the end of the 4th century BC and, later
on, substantially modified in the Ist and 2nd century
AD. The cavea section is so large that it constitutes a
triangulation point not only in Miletus but also in the
whole Menderes Plain (Figure 7). Several wide stoas
surrounding the South Agora were constructed in the
Hellenistic Period. Although the Agora is hidden
beneath green fields today, the massive substructures of
stoas are clearly visible in the landscape and give an idea
of the size of the city in the Hellenistic and Roman
periods (Figure 8).

Figure 6 / Resim 6:

Public buildings in the centre of Hellenistic and Roman
Miletus.
(Ch. Berns 2022).

There are many baths in the city, built in the 1st and 2nd

Figure 5/ Resim 5:
Milets and the Maeander Valley.
(Ch. Berns 2014).

Menderes Ovasi uzun yol ulasimi i¢in bugtin bile biiytik
onem tasimaktadir. Antik déonemde, o zamanki korfezin
girisinde yer alan Milet, Akdeniz ve i¢ Anadolu sehirleri
arasindaki ticaret yollarmm kesistigi bir merkezdi.
Sehrin {i¢ antik limanm barindiran koylar, arazinin
buglinkii durumunda bile belirgin bir sekilde algilanabil-
mektedir. Her haltikarda, Milet'in tarthi bu cografik
durumdan ¢ok etkilenmistir.

Caglar Boyunca Sehir ve Yapilarn

Sit alaminin su andaki siluetine, Helenistik (MO 3.-1. vy.)
ve Roma doneminden (MS 1.-3. yy.) amtsal yapilar
hakimdir (Resim 6). Ziyaretci otoparkinin tam karsisinda
yiikselen tiyatro, MO 4. yiizyihn sonlarinda insa edilmis,
1. ve 2. yiizyillarda 6nemli ol¢lide genisletilmistir. Cavea
boliimii o kadar biiyiiktir ki, yalmzca Milette degil,
butiin Menderes Ovasinda bir nirengi noktast olusturur
(Resim 7). Helenistik doénemde, Giliney Agora'yi
cevreleyen genis stoalar insa edilmistir. Agora bugin
yemyesil tarlalarin altinda gizlenmis olsa da, stoalarin
masif alt yapilar1 arazide rahathkla goriilebilmekte ve
Helenistik ve Roma Doénemindeki sehir merkezinin
bitytikliigii hakkinda bir fikir vermektedir (Resim 8).

Figure 7 / Resim 7:
Theatre.
(H. Binay 2020).

Sehirde MS 1. ve 2. yiizyillarda yapilmis olan ¢ok sayida
hamam bulunmaktadir. Ozellikle sehir merkezindeki
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Figure 8 / Resim 8:
Phase plan of Miletus.

centuries AD. The Faustina Baths in the city centre are
particularly well preserved. Extensive restoration work in
recent years has revealed the size, spatial diversity and rich
mterior furmshings of these complexes. Apart from the
Faustina Baths, there are other large baths in the city, such as
the Humeitepe and Capito Baths and the Museum baths,
which were documented as part of a summer school project
in 2022 (Figure 9). These baths were public facilities.

The fact that there are mostly Hellenistic and Roman
remains in the site does not mean that Miletus does not
have an older history. These older remains are today
hidden beneath meters of soil. Excavations in the 90s found
evidence of human occupation in the form of a small Anato-
lian settlement dating around the end of the 4th millennium
BC or the Chalcolithic Age.

Faustina Hamarm olduk¢a 1y1 korunmustur. Son yillarda
gerceklestirilmig olan kapsaml restorasyon ¢alismalarndan
sonra, bu komplekslerin biytikligt, mekansal gesitlligi ve
zengin i¢ donanmmlan ortaya ¢iknustir. Kentte Faustina
Hamami disinda, Humeitepe ve Capito Hamamlan ve
2022’de gerceklestirilmis olan yaz okul projest kapsammda
belgelenmis olan Miize hamamu gibi biiytik hamamlar bulun-
maktadir (Resim 9). Bu hamamlar halka acik tesisler idi.

Sit alaminda ¢ogunlukla Helenistk ve Roma doénemi
kalntlart olmasi, Miletin daha eski bir tarthi olmadig
anlamma gelmemelidir. Bu eski kalmtilar bugiin metreler
yiiksekligindeki dolgu tabakasmm altinda sakl kalnustir. 90
villarda yapilmus kazlarda, MO 4. binyiln sonundan yani
kalkolitik ¢agdan kiiciik bir Anadolu yerlesimine ait izler
bulunmustur.



In later periods, Minoan Greeks (2nd mill. BC) settled on
an island near where they later built a temple for Athena.
The Mycenaean settlement that follows the Minoan Period
spread to a larger area. Remains found from this period
were located 500 meters northeast of the Athena Temple,
where the Delphinion was later located. Mycenaean tombs,
however, were found south of the city, on Degirmentepe.

Figure 9 / Resim 9:

Roman baths at the museum, documented in the frame
of the DAAD summer school at Miletus in 2022.

(M. Lehmann).

Miletus 1s best known from the Archaic period
(7th/6th century BC). The famous Greek historian
Herodotus of Halicarnassus described the city as "the
ornament of Tonia", although at the beginning of this
period it consisted only of various small settlements
centred around Kalabaktepe. Probably by the end of
the 6th century BC its size had increased many times
over and the whole city was surrounded by a new city
wall. Archaic artefacts can be found only in a few
places on the site. For example, the remains of houses
with courtyards unearthed on the slopes of Kalabak-
tepe indicate that various productions were carried out
in these houses. Especially in the temple of Aphrodite
at Zeytintepe, southwest of the city, a large number of
ceramics and various sacred offerings dating from the
7th and 6th centuries BC were discovered. These
artifacts shed light on Miletus’ wealth at that time.

Daha sonra Minoyen Yunanhlar, MO 2. binyilinda,
sonradan Athena Tapmagimn yapildigi bolgenin
yakimindaki bir adaya yerlestiler. Minos dénemini takip
eden Miken yerlesimi, biraz daha genis bir alana
yayilmustir. Bu doénemden kalma buluntular, Athena
tapmagmm 500 metre kuzeydogusunda daha sonra
Delphinion’un bulundugu alanda ortaya ¢iknustr.
Miken mezar odalar ise, sehrin giineyindeki Degirment-
epe'de bulunmustur.

Milet'in en ¢ok tanindig1 dénem Arkaik dénemdir MO
7./ 6. yy). Unlit Yunan tarih¢i Halikarnash Herodot
Mileti "lonyamin siisit' olarak  betimlemistir.  Bu
doénemin baslarinda, merkezi Kalabaktepe'de olan farkh
kiiciik yerlesimlerden ibaretti. Muhtemelen M.O. 6.
yiizyihn sonlarma dogru boyutu kat kat artmusti ve tiim
sehir yeni bir sur duvart ile ¢evrelenmisti. Arkaik dénem-
den Kkalmis buluntular arazide sadece birka¢ yerde
gorulebilir. Ornegin, Kalabaktepe'nin eteklerinde ortaya
¢ikarllan avlulu evlerinin kahntilar, bu evlerde cesith
tretimler yapildigina isaret etmektedir. Ozellikle Zeytin-
tepe'deki Afrodit tapmagimda, yani sehrin giineybatisin-
da, MO 7. ve 6. yiizyildan kalma cok sayida seramik ve
cesith kutsal sunu kesfedilmistir. Bu buluntular Miletin o
donemdeki zenginligine isaret etmektedirler.

Milet'in bu refah seviyesi, kentin o zamanki bilinen
diinyayla yogun bir ticaret baglantisi olmasma da
dayaniyordu. Kazilarda tiim Akdeniz bolgesinden gelmis
olan cok sayida amforanin parcalar bulunmustur. Aym
zamanda Milet seramikleri Ege Denizi'e, Karadeniz
bélgesine, hatta Asagi ftalya ve Iber Yarmadas’na ve
Kuzey Afrika'daki yerlesimlere kadar yayillmist. Milet'in
arkaik donemde cok sayida koloni sehri kurmasi da
ayrica sehrin kiresel iliskilerini pekistirmisti. Marmara
Denizi'ndeki Kyzikos, Karadeniz'deki Smop ve Odessa,
ayn1 zamanda Misir'daki Naukratis ve daha bircok sehir
Milet'in kolonileriydi.

Arkaik Milet, aym zamanda Iyon Dogal Felsefesinin bir
merkeziydi. Bati diinyasimun ilk filozoflar olarak bilinen
Thales, Anaximander ve Anaximenes MO 6. yiizyilda
Milet'te yasamslardir. MO 5. yiizyilda yasanus olan sehir
plancisi ve devlet teorisyeni Hippodamos da Milet'te
dogmustur. Atina yakmlarindaki Pire’nin, Taranto
Korfezi'ndeki Thurioi'nin ve Rodos’un planlanmasimda
yer aldig1 s6ylenir. Hippodamos'un adi genellikle klasik
zamanlarda Milet'in yeni sehir planlamasi ile birlikte
anilir. Ancak simdiye kadar bunu kanmitlayacak somut bir
buluntuya rastlanmanmustir.

Milet’in sakinleri, tarth boyunca tekrar tekrar dramatik
doniim noktalarina sahit olmuslardir: Miken yerlesimi
Hitit saldimlar sonucu tahrip olmus, Arkaik Milet, MO
479’da Persler tarafindan yok edilmistir. Orta Bizans
doneminde, kent sakinleri, cevredeki kirsal alanlara go¢
etmustir. 11. yiizyillda ger1 donen halk, tiyatro tepesinde
surlarla ¢evrili kiiciik bir yerlesim kurmustur. Kentteki
bu degisimler, mevcut binalarin kullaniminda da islev
degisiklikleri olmasma sebep olmustur.



Miletus' prosperity was also based on the city's intensive
trade links with the then known world. Excavations have
uncovered numerous fragments of amphorae from all
over the Mediterranean region. At the same time,
Milesian ceramics were found in various places, such as
other cities in the Aegean, the Black Sea, Lower Italy,
and even the Iberian Peninsula and North Africa.
Miletus' establishment of numerous colonial cities in the
Archaic period strengthened the city's global relations.
Kyzikos on the Sea of Marmara, Sinope and Odessa on
the Black Sea, as well as Naukratis in Egypt and many
other cities were colonies of Miletus.

Archaic Miletus was also a centre of Ionian Natural
Philosophy. Thales, Anaximander and Anaximenes,
known as the first philosophers of the Western world,
lived in Miletus in the 6th century BC. Hippodamus, an
urban planner and theorist of the state who lived in the
Sth century BC, was also born in Miletus. He 1s said to
have been imnvolved in the planning of Piraecus near
Athens, Thuriol on the Gulf of Taranto and Rhodes.
Hippodamus' name is often associated with the new town
planning of Miletus in classical imes. However, no clear
evidence for this has been found so far.

The inhabitants of Miletus have repeatedly witnessed
dramatic turning points throughout history: The myce-
naean settlement was damaged by Hittite attacks, Archaic
Miletus was destroyed by the Persians in 479 BC. During
the Middle Byzantine period, the inhabitants migrated to
the surrounding countryside. In the 11th century, they
returned and established a small walled settlement on the
theatre hill. These changes in the city led to changes in
the function of the existing buildings, which is most
evident in the theatre.

The material used during the renovation of the stage
building in the 2nd century AD was obtained from the
destruction of a 5th century BC temple in the nearby city
of Myus and brought to Miletus. The castle, built five
hundred years later, was located on the third level of the
theatre, while small houses were built in the cavea.
Additionally, most of the seating steps of the cavea were
used in the castle walls (Figure 10).

In the early 15th century, with the establishment of the
Ottoman Empire and the change of traffic routes, the
ports of Palatia (Miletus) lost their interregional impor-
tance. What remained of the famous city of Miletus was
the village of Balat. After an earthquake in 1955, the
village was relocated to its present site south of the old
town.

A new age of prosperity began in Palatia (Miletus) in the
13th century AD when the Turks conquered it. It gained
great importance as a port during the Menteseogullari
Principality. Caravansaries and mosques were built in this
period; one of the latter is the Isa Bey Mosque Complex,
which was restored between 2008-2011. In the early 15th
century, with the establishment of the Ottoman Empire

Ozellikle tivatro yapisimda farkli evreleri gérmek miim-
kiindiir.

MS 2. yiizyilda sahne binasimnin yenilenmesi sirasinda
kullamlan malzeme., yakindaki Myus kentinde, MO 5.
yiizyila ait bir tapmnagin yikimindan elde edilip Milet’e
getirilmis parcalardir. Bes yiiz yil sonra insa edilen kale,
tiyatronun Uctincit kademesinde vyer alirken, cavea
bolimiine kiicik evler msa edilmistir. Buna karsilik,
caveanin oturma basamaklarinin cogu kale duvarlarinda
kullanilmustir (Resim 10).

Figure 10 / Resim 10:
Medieval castle built with material from the theatre.

(Ch. Berns 2015).

MS 13. yiizyilda Tiirkler tarafindan fethedilen Palatia
(Milet) i¢in yeni bir refah ¢ag1 baslamustir. Menteseogul-
lant Beyliginde bir man kenti olarak biyiik 6nem
kazanmustir. Bu donemde sehirde kervansaraylar ve
camiler yapilnustr. Bu camilerden Isa Bey Camii Kom-
pleksi 2008-2011 aras1 6zenle restore edilmistir. 15.
yizyiln  baslarinda ~ Osmanh 1mparatorlugu'nun
kurulusuyla, trafik rotalarmm degismesi ile, Palatia
(Milet) limanlart  bolgelerarast  onemini  yitirmistir.
Meshur Milet kentinden geriye "Balat" koya kalmustr.
Koy 1955 yilinda bir deprem sonrasinda eski sehir
alaninin giineyinde bulunan bugiinkii yerine taginmistir

Turistik Oren Yeri Olarak Milet

Milet'in turistik bir éren olarak 6zelligl, gecmis donem-
lerin kentsel resmini yogun bir sekilde yansitmasi
degildir. Ayrica, ziyaretcileri ¢ekecek olan ikonik
binalara da sahip degildir. Bu agidan, Milet, antik bir sit
alaninin, geleneksel beklentlerini tasiyan ziyaretcilert,
ilk bakista hayal kinkhgma ugratabilir. Gizelligi ve
buluntularinin zenginligi ancak daha yakindan bakinca
fark edilebilir.

Mileti diger 6ren yerlerinden ayiran en 6nemli 6zelligi,
tabiat ve kiltir tarihinin essiz baglantisi ve karsilikli
ctkilesimidir. Bu etkilesim, Miletin topografyasinda,
mevsimlerin etkisiyle, stirekli birbirini izleyen kuraklik
ve sel dénemlerinde, ayni zamanda da topragm isletilm-
esinde g6z onine c¢ikmaktadir. Arkeolojik alanm
ozelliklerinden birl de, mimari buluntularinin, kentin



and the change of traffic routes, ports of Palatia (Miletus)
lost their interregional importance. What remained of the
famous city of Miletus was the village of Balat. After an
earthquake i 1955, the village was relocated to its present
site south of the old town.

Miletus as a Touristic Site

The pecularity of Miletus as a tourist site 1s not that it
mtensively reflects the urban picture of past eras. It also
lacks the iconic buildings that would attract visitors. In this
respect, Miletus may disappoint at first sight those visitors
who have traditional expectations of an ancient site. Its
beauty and the richness of its finds can only be realised on
closer inspection.

The most mmportant feature that distinguishes Miletus
from other archaeological sites is the unique connection
and mutual interaction of natural and cultural history.
This interaction 1s evident in the topography of Miletus, in
the influence of the seasons, in the successive periods of
drought and flood, as well as in the exploitation of the
land. One of the charactenistics of the archaeological site 1s
that the architectural finds reflect the change and transfor-
mation of the city over a long history. The few buildings
that have survived to the present day have been in use for
centuries, and therefore, they bear the traces of having
been adapted to the ever-changing needs of the city.

In order to understand the city of Miletus as a whole, 1t 1s
crucial to examine the minor artifacts in addition to the
monumental structures. These remains are exhibited in a
beautiful museum built near the ancient city. In addition
to the exhibition hall presenting statues, vases, jewellery
and other objects, there are numerous stone artefacts in
the museum's large garden (Figure 11). These different
finds give a good 1dea of the variety of material recovered
from the metropolis

The constant change in the natural landscape of Miletus,
and the close interaction between this change and its
urban development, should be emphasised more strongly
n the future. The site should be interpreted not only as an
ancient settlement that has ceased to be used, but also as
an archaeological park whose change is still ongoing and
whose use 1s continuous.

Figure 11 / Resim 11:
Miletus Museum.
(Ch. Berns 2015).

uzun bir tarih ¢ercevesindeki degisim ve doniisimuni

yansitmasidir. Giintimiize ulasmus olan birka¢ bina,
yiizyillar boyunca kullanilmis oldugundan farkl evreleri
biinyesinde barindirmakta, siirekli degisen ihtiyaclara
uyum saglamis olmanin izlerini tasimaktadirlar.

(Official Turkish Museums).

Milet sehrini bitinsel olarak kavramak i¢in, binal-
armm yanmda diger kiicik buluntu gruplarmma da
bakmak gerekir. Bu buluntular antik kent yakininda
msa edilmis giizel bir miizede sergilenmektedir. Sergi
salonunun yani sira, miizenin genis bahcesinde de ¢cok
sayida heykel, vazo, miicevher ve baska objeler bulun-
maktadir (Resim 11). Bu farkh buluntular, metropolde
ele gecen malzemenin cesitliligi hakkinda iy1 bir fikir
vermektedir.

(muze.gov.tr).

Arkeolojik sit alam ele ahmrken, Milet'in dogal peyza-
Jindaki siirekli degisim, ve bu degisimle kentsel gelisimi
arasidaki yakin etkilesim, ileride daha giiclii bir sekilde
vurgulanmahdir. Sit alani, sadece kullanim siireci sona
ermis, antik bir yerlesim olarak degil, degisimi halen
devam etmekte olan, kullammu siireklilik iceren bir
arkeopark olarak yorumlanmahdir.
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Painting: Johannes Vermeer.

The Sorrows of

a Neo-Hittite Cartographer

Written by Zsolt Simon, Hungarian Research Centre for Linguistics, Budapest.

Johannes Vermeer’s famous painting The Geographer
shows a cartographer, thinking intensely while half
leaning on his chart. If you, dear reader, need to create
a Neo-Hittite map, you will quickly find yourself in this
geographer’s situation.

For instance, if you submit a paper on the Neo-Hittite
world, you are frequently asked by the editors to
provide an illustrative map. At first glance, this is rather
easy. A plethora of Neo-Hittite period maps are acces-
sible; most of the (Neo-)Hittite and Ancient Near
Eastern handbooks offer one, not to mention the
superb map collection of the cartographic volume of
the renowned encyclopaedia of antiquity called Der
Neue Pauly. However, as soon as you have a closer
look, the task becomes more difficult. If your sites are
less famous (and several Neo-Hittite period sites and
toponyms are definitely not that famous), they will
probably not be included in these maps; however, this
can be amended. The real problem you will face is that
the available maps strongly diverge conceptually: some
of them provide clear borders, others do not, and
nowadays there are also even widely reprinted colour-
ful, fine-graded maps with directly controlled territory,
sphere of influence, claimed territories, and
no-man’s-lands. How to choose? Which is the correct
one? The sad answer 1s that the more specific a map 1s,
the more untrustworthy it is - the fine-graded maps are
just an llusion. However, whichever map is preferred,
the key issue is to be aware of the pitfalls of drawing a
Neo-Hittite map. Especially, because there are mostly
only pitfalls.

Johannes Vermeer’in tinli tablosu Cografyaci, haritasi-
na yaslamirken derin diistincelere dalmig bir haritaciyr
resmeder. Eger siz, sevgili okuyucu, bir Ge¢ Hitit
haritas1 olusturmanz gerekiyorsa, kendinizi ¢abucak
bu cografyacinm yerinde bulacaksimiz.

Orlleg‘in, Geg¢ Hitit diinyasiyla ilgili bir makale gonder-
wrseniz, editorler genellikle sizden illiistrasyonlu bir
harita sunmamz isteyeceklerdir. Ilk bakista ashnda bu
oldukca kolaydir. Ge¢ Hitit donemine ait bir¢ok harita
erisilebilir durumda; (Geg) Hitit ve Antik Yakin Dogu
el kitaplarinin ¢ogu bir harita sunar, s6z konusu tnli
antik ¢ag ansiklopedisi Der Neue Pauly’nin kartografik
cilt koleksiyonundan bahsetmiyorum bile. Ancak, daha
yakindan baktigimizda, bu gorev daha da zorlagir. Eger
sit alanlariniz pek tnla degilse (ve bir¢ok Geg¢ Hitit
donemi sit alanlart ve yer adlart kesinlikle tinli
degildir), haritalarda muhtemelen yer almayacaklardir;
ancak, bu duzeltilebilir bir sorun. Asil sorunla
karsilasacagimz nokta, mevcut haritalarm kavramsal
olarak onemli olciide farklhiliklar tasimasidir: bazilart
net suurlar sunarken, digerleri sunmaz ve giintimiizde
dogrudan kontrol edilen bolgeleri, etki alanini, iddia
edilen bolgeleri ve kimsesiz bolgelert iceren genis ¢apta
yeniden basilmis renkli ve detayli haritalar dahi bulun-
maktadir. Nasil secmeliyiz? Hangisi daha dogru?
Uziicii cevap, bir haritan ne kadar spesifik olursa, o
kadar gtvenilmez oldugudur - ince smiflandirilmis
haritalar sadece bir illiizyondur. Ancak tercih edilen
hangi harita olursa olsun, en 6nemli nokta Ge¢ Hitit
haritas1  ¢izmenin tuzaklarmin farkinda olmakutir.
Cunki ¢ogunlukla sadece tuzaklar vardir.



These pitfalls start with the framework, with such simple
questions as what the proper name is for the Neo-Hittite
states In general (there 1s no agreement on that, but
presumably you have already defined your views in a
footnote of your manuscript, or perhaps you were even
forced to do so) and precisely which states belong to this
category (surprisingly, there is no agreement on this
either, but this should have been clarified in your manu-
script if you were writing about debated states). These are,
so to say, first world problems; we have much more basic
problems when drawing Neo-Hittite maps. We shall also
leave out of consideration now the labelling problem: due
to the fragmentary nature of our sources, Neo-Hittite
maps traditionally use a mix of Luwian and Neo-Assyrian
terms for these states and regions. Although the situation
1s improving, we still do not know (precisely) the local
Luwian term in several cases, and thus, this unsatisfying
practice will remain with us for a while.

The basis of any Neo-Hittite map comes of course from
the findspots of the Iron Age Hieroglyphic Luwian
mscriptions. If one does not need to be explicit about the
historical interpretation, then one is lucky and can
provide a nice map without further ado (the Hittitologist
Tayfun Bilgin has created an excellent map available
online). With states on the map, the situation is different,
as we face chronological and geographical problems.
One should not forget that the Iron Age Hieroglyphic
Luwian inscriptions cover roughly a half millennium
(early 12th - early 7th c.). This necessarily implies that
we must not draw a single map claiming a static world.
Indeed, even our limited evidence clearly demonstrates
the appearance of new states, the fragmentation and
disappearance of others, and the growth and reduction
of their territories. Despite these facts, practically all
handbooks provide ‘timeless’ static maps covering the
entire period 1n a single map, including the most recent
treatment of these states (the noteworthy exception being
the maps of the above mentioned Der Neue Pauly).

As for the geographical problem, it is two-tiered. Based
on their content and/or findspot, most of the Iron Age
Hieroglyphic Luwian inscriptions can be attributed to
specific states, but this 1s not always the case. Problems
can arise, especially in the case of inscriptions that do not
refer to a territory or ruler. On the one hand, this has led
to the misattribution of some inscriptions (this is why the
standard edition of the Iron Age Hieroglyphic Inscrip-
tions, organized according to territories, does not have a
chapter on Sam’al: according to its author’s simplifying
preconception, Sam’al was an Aramaean polity, and thus
its Hieroglyphic Luwian inscriptions were relegated to
other chapters). On the other hand, we still have a blind
spot in Central Anatolia: although one of the most prolif-
ic areas In terms of inscriptions, a satisfying combination
of the local rulers and their polities and the rulers and
polities of this region mentioned in the Neo-Assyrian
sources 1s still lacking, since, with the exception of a small
territory in the south, the local inscriptions do not inform
us about the names of the local realms.

Bu tuzaklar, genel olarak Gec¢ Hitit devletleri i¢cin uygun
adin ne oldugu (bu konuda bir anlasma yok, ancak
muhtemelen metninizin bir dipnotunda goraslerinizi
zaten tammmlamigsimzdir veya hatta bunu yapmak
durumunda birakilmissinizdir) ve bu kategoriye 6zellikle
hangi devletlerin dahil oldugu gibi basit sorularla baslar
(sasiric bir sekilde bu konuda da bir anlasma yoktur,
ancak tarismali devletler hakkinda yaziyorsamz bunun
makalenizde agikhiga kavusmasi  gerckmektedir).
Bunlar, bir nevi birinci diinya sorunlanidir; Ge¢ Hitit
haritalarini cizerken cok daha basit ve temel sorunlarla
karsilasiriz. Su anda etiketleme sorununu da dikkate
almayaca@iz: Kkaynaklarmuzin bolik porciik  dogasi
nedeniyle, Ge¢ Hitit haritalar1 geleneksel olarak bu
devletler ve bolgeler icin Luvice ve Yeni Asurca terimler-
min bir karnsimim kullanir. Bu durum gelisiyor olsa da,
birka¢ durumda yerel Luvice terimlert (kesin olarak)
hala bilmedigimizden dolayr bu pek de tatmin edici
olmayan uygulama bir siire daha bizimle kalacak.

Herhangi bir Ge¢ Hitit haritasinin temeli elbette Demir
Cag Luvi Hiyeroglif yazitlarmmin buluntularindan gelir.
Eger kisi tarthsel yorumun ac¢ik olmasma ihtiyac
duymuyorsa, sanshsimz ve kolaylikla glizel bir harita
sunabilirsiniz (Hititolog Tayfun Bilgin cevrimici olarak
erisilebilen mitkemmel bir harita olusturmustur). Ancak
haritaya devletler dahil oldugunda durum farkllasr,
ciinkii kronolojik ve cografi sorunlarla karsilasinz.
Demir Cag Hiyeroglif Luvi yazitlart yaklagik olarak
yarim milenyumu (erken 12. - erken 7. yy.) kapsar. Bu
zorunlu olarak, sabit bir diinya iddia eden tek bir harita
cizmememiz gerektigi anlamina gelir. Aslinda, smirh
kamtlarimiz bile yeni devletlerin ortaya ¢iktgin, digerl-
erinin par¢alandigini ve kayboldugunu, topraklarimin
biiytidigiinii ve azaldigini agik¢a gostermektedir. Biitiin
bu gerceklere ragmen, neredeyse tiim el kitaplari, bu
devletlerin en giincel ele alimisini da iceren, tek bir harita-
da tiim dénemi kapsayan ‘zamansiz’ statik haritalar sunar
(yukarida bahsedilen Der Neue Pauly’nin haritalar
dikkate alinmazsa).

Cografi sorunlar ise iki katmanhdir. fcerikleri ve/veya
buluntu yerlerine dayanarak, Demir Cag Hiyeroglif Luvi
yazitlarinin ¢ogu belirli devletlere atfedilebilir, ancak her
zaman degil. Ozellikle bir toprak veya hitkiimdarla ilgili
olmayan yazitlarda sorunlar ortaya ¢ikabilir ve bu, baz
yazitlarin yanhs atfedilmesine yol acnmustir (bu nedenle
bolgelere gore olusturulan Demir Cag Hiyeroglif
yazitlarinin standart baskisi, Sam'al {izerine bir boliimi
icermez: yazarin basitlestirici 6n kabuliine gore Sam'al
bir Arami kralhgidir ve bu yiizden Hiyeroglif Luvi
vazitlar1 diger bolimlere gonderilmistir). Ote yandan,
Orta Anadolu’da hala bir kér noktamiz var: yazitlarin
cogalma acisindan en verimli bolgelerden biri olmasina
ragmen, yerel yoneticiler ve onlarin kralliklar ile Yeni
Asur kaynaklarinda bahsedilen yoneticilerin, kralliklarin
ve bu boélgenin isimlerinin memnun edici bir kombi-
nasyonu hala bulunmamaktadir; giineydeki kiiciik bir
bolge harig, yerel yazitlar yerel kralliklarm isimlerini bize
bildirmemektedir.
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This is why the region is simply referred to as Tabal, a
Neo-Assyrian blanket term. But these are still minor
problems in comparison with the issue arising after
mapping the inscriptions and attributing them to differ-
ent states: our map will show that (sometimes extensive)
no-man’s-lands surround practically all states. Moreover,
if we create different maps for different periods, these
no-man’s-lands will increase, since the evidence per
period 1s unsurprisingly thinner than the entire corpus.

There are, fortunately, additional sources. We have, of
course, the texts themselves. They frequently refer to
political changes, vassalages, toponyms. These are
immensely helpful and also, needless to say, immensely
problematic. Take, for instance, the economic
documents called KULULU lead strips from the
above-mentioned region of Tabal, which present dozens
of toponyms: there is no agreement on where and in
which state these numerous toponyms are to be located.
Unlike in the Hittite period, we do not (vet) have border
descriptions (although the enormous philological and
geographical discussions on those border descriptions
show that not even these detailed descriptions provide us
with a clear-cut picture).

We also have several sources written in languages other
than Luwian. Some of them are from the Neo-Hittite
states (and their raison d’étre is of course a matter of
intense debate). One of the most intriguing ones is the
Cebelireis Dag1 inscription, which, although written in
Phoenician, clearly reflects the internal affairs of a
Neo-Hittite state (of course unnamed) - nevertheless,
located far away from any Neo-Hittite state. If the gener-
al agreement that the inscription belongs to Hiyawa
could be demonstrated, it would radically alter our maps
of Hiyawa. More substantial are the external sources,
especially the already mentioned Neo-Assyrian ones.
The descriptions of the Assyrian campaigns in the
Neo-Assyrian royal inscriptions serve as sorts of itinerar-
1es, with explicit references. These external sources
became increasingly important in the final period of the
Neo-Hittite states since, as it happens, we do not yet have
local texts from the last 250 years (ca. 650 - 401 BC), for
reasons yet to be explored.

For obvious methodological reasons, the role of archae-
ology 1s limited; nevertheless, it at least hints to problems
that can turn out to be helpful in reconstructing our
maps - as happened, for instance, in the case of the left
bank of the Euphrates, where it surprisingly revealed
Neo-Hittite monuments (and later even inscriptions)
which eventually led to the historical re-evaluation of the
area. Needless to say, an intensification of archaeological
research in Neo-Hittite area and period would be most
welcome.

Finally, one could of course suggest that natural bounda-
ries such as rivers or mountains can also help to deline-
ate the Neo-Hittite states. The Kizihrmak and the
Euphrates have indeed been frequently used and explic-
itly referred to as the northern and eastern borders of the

Bu nedenle bolge, Yeni Asur'un genel bir terimi olan
Tabal olarak adlandirihr. Ancak bu, yazitlar1 haritaland-
irdiktan ve farkh devletlere atadiktan sonra ortaya ¢ikan
sorunlara kiyasla hala kiiciik bir problemdir: haritamiz,
(bazen genis ¢apli bir sekilde) kimsesiz bolgelerin nered-
eyse tim devletleri ¢evreledigini gosterecektir. Dahasi,
farklh donemler i¢cin farkli haritalar olusturursak, bu
kimsesiz bolgelerin sayisinin artacagl anlamina gelir,
cunkii farkli donemlere ait kamitlar tiim veri kiimesine
kiyasla sasirtict derecede daha azdar.

Neyse ki, ek kaynaklarimiz mevcut. Ve elbette, metinler-
imizin kendileri de var ve sik sik siyasi degisikliklere,
vassalliklara, toponimlere atifta bulunurlar. Bunlar son
derece yardimaidir ancak aym zamanda, soylemeye bile
gerek yok, son derece sorunlulardir. Omegin, yukarida
bahsedilen Tabal bolgesinden gelen KULULU kursun
seritleri olarak adlandirilan ekonomik belgeler, onlarca
toponim sunar: ancak bu ¢ok sayida toponimin nerede
ve hangi devlette bulundugu konusunda bir ortak anlayis
yoktur. Hitit Dénemi’nin aksine, (hentiz) smr tanimm-
larmmz yok (siur tammmlariyla ilgili diizenlenmis kapsam-
Ii cografi ve filolojik tartismalar bize gosteriyor ki, bu
derece detayh aciklamalar bile bize net bir resim
sunamamaktadir).

Ayrica, Luvice disinda baska dillerde yazilmus birkag
kaynagmuz daha var. Bunlardan bazilan Ge¢ Hitit
devletlerindendir (ve tabii ki neden var olduklari yogun
tarisma konusudur). En ilgi ¢ekici olanlardan birt Cebe-
lireis Dag1 yazindir ki, Fenike dilinde yazilns olmasina
ragmen acikca bir Ge¢ Hitit devletinin i¢ islerini yansit-
maktadir (tabii ki de isimsizdir) -yine de herhangi bir
Ge¢ Hitit devletinden olduk¢a uzak bir konumda yer
almaktadir. Eger yazitm Hiyawa'ya ait oldugu yoniinde
genel bir uzlasi kanitlanabilirse, Hiyawa haritalarimiz
koklii bir sekilde degistirecektir. Daha saglam olan dis
kaynaklar ise ozellikle zaten bahsedilen Yeni Asur
kaynaklarnidir. Yeni Asur kraliyet yazitlarindaki Asur
kampanyalarmin aciklamalari, yolculuk giizergahlarmin
bir tirti olarak hizmet eder ve acik referanslar icerir. Bu
dis kaynaklar, Ge¢ Hitit devletlerinin son déneminde
giderek daha 6nemli hale gelmistir ¢iinkii, ayn1 doneme
ait yerel metinlere hentiz kesfedilmemis nedenlerden
dolay1 sahip degiliz (yaklasik M.O. 650-401 yillar arasy).

Acik metodolojik nedenlerden dolay1 arkeolojinin roli
simirlidir; ama yine de arkeoloji, en azindan harita-
larmizin ~ yeniden  yapilandinlmasinda  yardimer
olabilecek sorunlara isaret eder - O&rnegin, Firat
Nehri'nin sol kiyisidaki durumda oldugu gibi, arkeoloji
beklenmedik bir sekilde Ge¢ Hitit amitlarm (ve daha
sonra hatta yaztlar)) ortaya ¢ikardi ve alanin tarihsel
olarak yeniden degerlendirilmesine yol acti. Ge¢ Hitit
bolgesi ve donemindeki arkeolojik arastirmalarim yogun-
lastirllmas1  kuskusuz son derece memnuniyet verici
olacaktir.

Son olarak, dogal sinirlarm, nehirlerin veya daglarin da
Ge¢ Hitit devletlerini belirlemede yardimer olabilecegi
onerilebilir.



(Zsolt Simon).

Neo-Hittite states and world. This is, however, too good to
be true, and indeed, closer inspection revealed that none of
these rivers served as boundaries in the Neo-Hittite period.
Mountains seem to be better candidates: the distribution of
the mscriptions of the neighbouring states of Hiyawa and
Sam’al are practically separated by the Amanus Range, and
thus, it 1s logical to identify their boundaries with this moun-
tamn.

All these sources undoubtedly contribute to a better recon-
struction of our maps, but the result is ‘only’ that the territo-
ry and/or a part of the ‘border’ of some of the states in some
periods can approximately be given. But by no means can
all of the territories and ‘borders’ or the entire history of a
given state be mapped. Also, the no-man’s-lands will be
reduced but do not disappear entirely, and thus, we have
the practical problem of what to do with them. One may
msist on drawing borders: first, based on the Hittite
tradition, and, second, on hints from the Neo-Hittite period
to the existing concept of a ‘border’ (such as the existence of
a Luwian word for ‘border’). However, since our evidence
1s extremely limited, as per above, most of these borders
will only reflect the imagination of their authors.

Shall we then leave those no-man’s-lands as they are? In
that case we would definitely not mislead readers with
invented things or a false illusion of knowledge and we
would be acting in accordance with the evidence.

Kizihrmak ve Firat Nehri, Ge¢ Hitit devletlerinin kuzey
ve dogu smurlar olarak sik¢a kullamlmus ve acikea atifta
bulunulmustur. Ancak bu durum gercek olamayacak
kadar iyidir ve gercekten de daha detayh yapilmis incele-
meler bu nehirlerin Ge¢ Hitit déneminde smir
olmadigimi gostermistir. Daglar bu konuda daha iyi
adaylar gibi gortiinmektedir: Hiyawa ve Sam’al'm komsu
devletlerinin yazitlarmin dagihmi, Amanus Sira Daglar
tarafindan neredeyse tamamen ayrilmistir ve bu nedenle
devletlerin smurlarim bu dagla belirlemek mantikhidir.

Tim bu kaynaklar stiphesiz haritalarimizin daha iy1 bir
sekilde yeniden yapilandirilmasina katkida bulunur,
ancak sonug ‘yalnizca’, bazi donemlerde bazi devletlerin
topraklarmin ve/veya ‘smirlarimin’ yaklasik olarak verile-
bilecegi bir durumu gostermektedir. Ancak, tim bolge-
lerin ve ‘siirlarinin’, veya belirli bir devletin tiim tarithini
haritalandirmak mutmkiin degildir. Ayrica, kimsesiz
bolgeler azalacak ama tamamen kaybolmayacaktir, bu
nedenle bu alanlarla ilgili de pratik bir sorunla karsi
karsiyayiz. Smurlarin ¢izilmesi konusunda israrci olabilir-
iz: ik olarak, Hitit gelenegine dayanarak ve ikinci
olarak, Ge¢ Hitit doneminde var olan bir ‘simr’ kavrami-
na isaret eden ipuglarma dayanarak (6rnegin, ‘smir’
anlamma gelen bir Luvice kelimenin varhigi gibi).
Ancak, yukanda da belirtildigi gibi, elimizdeki kantlar
son derece simrh oldugundan, bu sinirlarin cogu, yalniz-
ca yazarlari hayal giiciinti yansitacaktir.
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It can even be surmised that at least in specific areas, such
as rugged, mountainous terrain, there were indeed
no-man’s-lands not controlled by any of the neighbouring
states. These were not necessarily unoccupied; they might
have been frontier areas with dubious, double, or contest-
ed control, but this 1s again a topic on which we have only
limited evidence.

Is it a satisfactory solution? Hardly. Nevertheless, the
truism that ongoing investigations and new evidence
continuously improve our knowledge, and, by extension,
our maps, is explicitly true in a period so poor in evidence
- as was nicely illustrated in May 2023 at the (Neo-)Hittite
historical geography conference of Bilkent’s Department
of Archaeology. However, as the far better-evidenced
case of Hittite geography reminds us, there 1s a long way
of heated debates to go between the growing evidence and
the improvement of our maps. Some people say Vermeer
depicted his geographer at the moment of revelation. We
can only hope to experience many such moments in the
research of Neo-Hittite historical geography.

(Zsolt Simon).

Note

Some of the issues discussed above were treated in detail
in some of my papers (Simon 2017a, 2019). Bilgin’s map
1s available at <http://hittitemonuments.com/>. The most
recent treatment of the Neo-Hittite world is Weeden
2023. The standard edition of the Iron Age Hieroglyphic
Luwian inscriptions 1s Hawkins 2000. The interpretative
possibilities of the KULULU lead strips are analysed in
Simon 2017b. The end of the Neo-Hittite statechood 1s
discussed in Simon 2021. Handbooks that provide maps
for the Neo-Hittite period include Jasink 1995, Melchert
2003, Bryce 2012, Ehringhaus 2014, Liverani 2014, and
the exhibition catalogue Das Volk der 1000 Gotter. Die
Hethiter und ihr Reich (Stuttgart - Bonn, 2002). The
maps of Der Neue Pauly were created by M. Novik
(including the fine-graded one, dated to c. 900 BC, its
most up-to-date version was published in Novak 20283)
and A. Fuchs.

Opyleyse, bu kimsesiz bolgeleri oldugu gibi birakmali
my1z? Bu durumda, okuyuculart uydurma seylerle veya
bilgi yanilsamalariyla yamiltmamaliyiz ve kamtlarla
uyumlu bir sekilde hareket etmeliyiz. Hatta belirli bolge-
lerde, 6rnegin zorlu, daglik arazilerde, komsu devletler-
m hi¢biriin kontroliinde olmayan kimsesiz bolgelerin
oldugu tahmin edilebilir. Bu bolgeler ilaha ki kullanil-
manus olmak zorunda degildir; stiphels, ¢ift kullanimh
veya tartismali smir bolgeleri olabilirler, ancak bu konu
da yine sinirli kamtlara sahip oldugumuz bir konudur.

(Zsolt Simon).

Bu memnuniyet verici bir ¢6ziim mi? Giicbela. Bununla
birlikte, stirekli devam eden arastirmalar ve yeni kamitlarm,
ozellikle kamtlarm oldukca az oldugu bir bolgede, bilgimi-
z1 ve dolayisiyla haritalarimizr stirekli olarak gelistirdigi
actkca dogrudur -Mayis 2023’te Bilkent Universitesi
Arkeoloji Bolimii'nde diizenlenen (Ge¢)Hitit tarihsel
cografya konferansinda giizel bir sekilde aciklandi@ gibi.
Bununla birlikte, Hitit cografyasinin ¢ok daha iyt kamtlan-
mus durumu bize sunu hatarlatir: artan kamtlar ve harita-
lanmuzin gelismesi i¢cin daha ¢ok hararetli tarismalarn
yasanmasi gerekmektedir. Bazi insanlar Vermeer’'in
cografyacisin aydimlanma aninda resmettigini séyler. Geg
Hitit tarihsel cografyacisimin, arastirmasinda da béyle an
deneyimleyebilmesini ancak umabiliriz.

Not

Yukarida tartislan bazi konular, bazi makalelerimde
(Simon 2017a, 2019) detayh olarak ele alindi. Bilgin’in
haritasina  suradan  ensilebilir:  http:/hittitemonu-
ments.com/. Ge¢ Hitit diinyasmm en giincel incelemesi
Weeden 2023’te yer almaktadir. Demir Cag Hiyeroglif
Luvice yazitlarmm standart baskist Hawkins 2000°de
bulunmaktadir. KULULU kursun seritlerinin yorumlana-
bilir olasiliklart Stimon 2017b’de analiz edilmistir. Geg
Hitit dénemi i¢in haritalar sunan el kitaplart arasinda
Jasink 1995, Melchert 2003, Bryce 2012, Ehringhaus
2014, Liverani 2014 ve sergi katalogu Das Volk der 1000
Gotter. Die Hethiter und ihr Reich (Stuttgart - Bonn,
2002) yer alir. Der Neue Paulynin haritalart M. Novak (c.
M.O. 900’e tarihlenen incelemesi, en giincel versiyonu
Noviak 2023'te yaymland)) ve A. Fuchs tarafindan
olusturulmustur.
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My internship took place at the Ko¢ University Vehbi
Ko¢ Ankara Studies Research Center (VEKAM). The
specific department where I was allocated for work was
the Ankara Orchard House, under the supervision of
Ceyda Ciiceloglu and Dr. Feyza Akder. The Conserva-
tton Unit focused on the mventory of the Ankara
Orchard House. The Ankara Orchard House is located
inside the VEKAM campus and it hosts the collection of
Semahat-Nusret Arsel. It is one of the last standing
authentic examples of the Orchard House tradition in
Ankara.

During my nitial days of the internship, my responsibility
mcluded conservation of a Photograph Album of Ankara
Castle. The conservation process included dry cleaning,.
Having never learned how to do conservation, this was
my first time. My supervisor, Ceyda Ciiceloglu, taught me
how to do dry cleaning for such artifacts. Before conserva-
tion the covers and pages of the album were partially
dirty. There was some dust on them, especially the edges
and the corners. Each page of the album including the
front and back cover had to be separately dry cleaned.
This process was done using an Art Eraser. After the dry
cleaning was completed, I had to write a report on the
album. The report included documenting the album,
identification of the photographs, and taking digital
pictures for record. The album consisted of a total of 59
pages and 92 photographs, each page and photograph
had to be separately documented and identified. Along
with a thorough report, I was responsible for completing
its conservation laboratory artifact documentation form.

Stajmu  Ko¢  Universitesi  Vehbi  Ko¢  Ankara
Arastirmalart Merkezi'nde (VEKAM) gerceklestir-
dim. Staj calismalarimi, Ceyda Ciiceloglu ve Dr.
Feyza Akder'in goézetiminde Ankara Bag Evi'nde
stirdirdiim. Restorasyon Birimi, Ankara Bag Evi’nin
envanterine odakli ¢alisti. Ankara Bag Lvi, VEKAM
kampisii i¢cinde yer almakta ve Semahat-Nusret Arsel
koleksiyonuna ev sahipligi yapmaktadir. Ankara Bag
Evi, geleneksel bag evlerinin kalan sayill ve 6zgiin
orneklerinden biridir.

Stajimin ilk giinlerinde, Ankara Kalesinin Fotograf
Albiimii’niin restorasyonunda c¢alistim. Restorasyon
sirecinde, kuru temizleme islemi bulunuyordu.
Basta restorasyon yapmaya dair bilgi sahibi degildim
¢unkii bu konudaki ilk deneyimimdi. Bu tiir eserler
icin kuru temizleme yapmayr gozetmenim Ceyda
Ciiceloglu bana 6gretti. Restorasyon éncesi albiimiin
kapaklart ve sayfalart kismen kirliydi. Ozellikle
kenarlarinda ve koselerinde toz birikmisti. Albiimtn
her sayfasi, 6n ve arka yiizii olmak tlizere temizlenme-
st gerekti. Bu islem hamur silgi kullanilarak yapildi.
Kuru temizleme tamamlandiktan sonra albiimle ilgili
bir rapor yazmam gerekiyordu. Rapor i¢in albiimiin
belgelenmesi, fotograflarin tanmimlanmas: ve dyjital
resimlerin ¢ekilmesi gerekiyordu. Albiim toplam 59
sayfave 92 fotograftan olusuyordu ve her sayfa ve
fotograf ayri ayr1 belgelenmeli ve tanimlanmaliydi.
Bu detayh raporu yazmanmn yam sira, restorasyon
laboratuvari eserbelgeleme formunu tamamlamaktan
sorumluydum.
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The Ankara Orchard House mventory holds collection
which consists of copper, brass and bronze vessels and
objects produced in Turkey between 18th and 20th
centuries. The shapes and decoration of these objects
reflect the places where they were produced. The motifs
are symbolic as showing the degree to which Ottoman
metalworking was influenced by eastern and western art.
I was given six metal objects which had to be hand
drawn, digital 2D images, and then 3D images were to be
created. I had learned how to draw images of artifacts by
hand in my HART 125 course and successfully passed it
with an outstanding grade. But creating their respective
2D digital and 3D images I learned on this internship. I
picked up a skill which I believe would prove to be very
beneficial for me in my future. Of these six metal objects,
three of them were ewers and three of them were bowls.
The objects from the collection are in fine condition and
a great example that exhibit the stylistic characteristics of
particular workshops. Some of these objects also had
mscriptions on them. One of the pieces 1s a bath bowl
which I found to be the most interesting. It has been
dated to 1780 and was made in Istanbul. I found it very
mteresting because of the names engraved on it. The
names engraved on it are of the Seven Sleepers. The
Seven Sleepers 1s a famous legend in Christianity and
Islam. Their names are engraved on the bath bowl so
that those who use the bowl will be protected from the
evil eye and all kinds of illnesses. These metal objects are
a great resource of knowledge, skill and experience of a
craft that 1s slowly disappearing and record for future
generations the beauty of these hand-worked objects.

The first technique used to draw these objects was
creating their profile drawings by hand. The drawings
were made n full-size (1:1). Profile drawings of artifacts
are made after they have been properly excavated,
photographed, cleaned, analyzed, and restored. In a
profile drawing, you draw an exterior view on the right
and a profile cutting of the object on the left.

The next technique involved creating their respective 21D
digital 1mages using software on the computer to study
more on the details of the same objects. This was my first
time making digital images of an object using a comput-
er. However, I learned how to make digital plans on
AutoCAD in my HART 126 course but these drawings
needed to be very detailed and had to perfectly reflect
the design, production, and loss of the metal in them.
My first step was taking pictures of the object in order to
create their images. Dr. Akder and I made a set up with
a white background and a scale to take the pictures
(Figure 1 1s a picture of one of Ewers we took). The
pictures were taken using iPhone X (it has a 12-megapix-
el camera). After the pictures were taken, I created 2D
images of the three Ewers using the software GIMP
2.10.32. Various 2D details images have been created
for one object to clearly reflect all its stylistic features,
design features, production, and loss of the metal over
time (Figure 2 shows one of the drawings of a Ewer done
on the software which reflects its designs and features).

Ankara Bag Evi envanteri, 18. ve 20. yiizyillar arasinda
Tirkiye'de tretilmis bakir, piring ve bronz kap ve
esyalardan olusan bir koleksiyona sahiptir. Bu
esyalarin sekil ve dekoru, tretildikleri yerleri yansit-
maktadir. Osmanli metal isciliginin dogu ve bat
sanatindan ne kadar etkilendigi motiflerden anlasilabil-
ir. Bana alti adet metal esya sunuldu ve bu esyalarin el
¢izimi, dyital 2D ve ardindan 3D goriintiilerinin ¢izilm-
esi istendi. HART 125 dersinde eserlerin el ¢izimlerini
yapmay! 6grenmis ve tstiin basarill bir not almistim.
Ancak 2D ve 3D dyjital ¢izimler yapmayi staj siirecimde
ogrenmis oldum ve gelecekte ¢ok faydali olacagina
mandigim bir beceri edindim. Verilen alti esyanin tgii
ibrik, diger icii ise kase/legendi. Koleksiyondaki
esyalart 1y1 durumdaydi ve belirli atolyelerin stilistik
ozelliklerini sergileyen giizel orneklerdi. Bu esyalarin
bazilarinin Gstiinde yazilar da bulunmaktaydi. Aralarin-
da bulunan banyo legeni iclerinden en ilging
buldugum eser oldu. Legenin [stanbul’da yapildig1 ve
1780 yilna ait oldugu biliniyordu. Bu esyayr Yedi
Uyurlar'm isimlerinin tstine islenmis olmasidan
dolayr ilgin¢ buldum. Yedi Uyurlar, Hristiyanlik ve
Islam inancinda yaygm bir efsanedir. Legende bulunan
isimler, legeni kullananlarin kétii gézden ve her tirli
hastaliktan korunacag@1 inanciyla tistiine islenmistir. Bu
metal esyalar, yavas yavas kaybolan bir zanaatin bilgi,
beceri ve deneyim acisindan 6nemli bir kaynagidir ve
el emegi ile yapilmus bu esyalarin giizellikleri gelecek
nesillere bir miras niteligindedir.

Bu esyalarin ¢iziminde kullanilan ilk teknik, profiller-
min el ¢izimiydi. Cizimler esyalarin boyutuna bire bir
Olciiyle yapildi. Profil ¢izimleri yapilmadan 6nce,
eserlerin uygun sekilde kazilmasi, fotograflanmasi,
temizlenmesi, analiz edilmesi ve restore edilmesi
gerekir. Profil ¢izimleri, eserin dis goériinimii sag
tarafta ve profil kesiti sol tarafta yer alacak sekilde
¢izilir.

Ardindan  kullandigim  teknik, bilgisayar yazilimi
yardimiyla eserin 2D gorintilerinin olusturulmasiydi.
Bu teknik sayesinde eserlerin Gstiindeki detaylar daha
kolay calisilabiliyordu. Ik kez bir eserin dijital
goruntiilerini olusturuyordum. Her ne kadar HART
126 dersinde AutoCAD iizerinde dyital planlar
yapmay! 6grenmis olsam da burada yaptugim ¢izim-
lerde eserin tasarmmindan metal kaybmma kadar her
detay1 kusursuzca yansitmam gerekiyordu. Ik adimm
eserlerin fotograflarini cekmek oldu. Eserleri beyaz bir
arka planda fotograflayabilmek icin Dr. Akder ile
birlikte  bir  diizenek  kurduk  (Resim 1:
Fotografladigimiz  ibriklerden  biri). Fotograflar,
1iPhone X 12-megapiksel kamera kullanilarak cekildi.
Fotograflar ¢ekildikten sonra ibriklerin ti¢tiniin de 2D
gortuntillerini GIMP  2.10.82 yazihmim  kullanarak
olusturdum. Eserlerdeki stil, tiretim ve metal kaybi gibi
detaylarin yansitilmasi adia her bir eser icin ¢esitli 2D
goruntiiler olusturuldu (Resim 2: Yazihm ile olusturu-
lan, eserin tasarim ve Ozelliklerini yansitan ibrik
¢lzimi).



Figure 1/ Resim 1:
Profile Picture of a Ewer.

The most crucial and challenging step of documenting
and drawing these metal objects was creating their 3D
mmages. To know how to construct a 31) image 1s a very
significant skill in the field of Archacometry. Since my
interests inclines towards this field, I was determined to
learn this skill and Dr. Akder helped me throughout. I
used the software Agisoft Metashape 1.8.3 (demo
version) for producing the 3D images. In order to first
learn how to use the software and inquire whether I'd be
successful in creating a 3D image or not, I used a mortar
from the Ankara Orchard House inventory. The mortar
1s made of wood so it is respectively an easy object to
startwith for learning rather than using a shiny metal
object. I took 95 pictures of the mortar from all sides
and angles using an iPhone X. Using the software, I
aligned the pictures, created masks using intelligent
scissors to cut out the background, built a dense cloud,
a mesh, and then texture to attain the appropriate 3D
image. After successfully having created a 3D image
(Figure 3 shows the 3D image of the mortar), I learned
that I was qualified enough to go ahead and complete
creating 3D images for the rest of the objects. Following
the same techniques and procedure that I used i
creating the 3D image of the mortar, I created 3D
images of the three Ewers.

Before starting this internship, I had certain expecta-
tions from myself and this opportunity. I have main-
tained a vested interest in the fields of conservation and
restoration and came across Archacometry as a field
that would be the perfect fit for me in the near future.
My goal was to secure an internship in a significant

Figure 2 / Resim 2:
Motif and Material Loss on the Body of the Ewer.

Eserlerin belgelenmesi ve ¢izimindeki en kritik ve zorlu
adim, 3D gorintilerinin  olusturulmas1  oldu. 3D
goriintiler olusturmak arkeometri alaminda oldukc¢a
6nemli bir beceridir. Bu alana ilgi gosterdigim i¢in bu
beceriyl edinmeye karar verdim ve Dr. Akder bana bu
stirecte yardim etmek i¢in eslik etti. Gortuntiilert olustur-
mak icin Agisoft Metashape 1.8.3 (deneme stirtimi)
yazilmmi  kullandmm. Yazihmm nasil - kullanacaginm
ogrenmek icin ilk olarak Ankara Bag LEvi envanterin-
den bir havan tistiinde deneme yapmaya karar verdim.
Havan tahtadan yapildigi i¢in parlak metal bir esere
kiyasla ¢alismasi daha kolay oldu. Farkli agilar kullanar-
ak iPhone X ile havamn 95 fotografim ¢ektim. Yazilim
tizerinden fotograflart  hizaladim, akilh makas ile
maskeler olusturdum. Yogun bulut, 6rgii ve son olarak
uygun 3D gériintiiyii elde etmek icin doku ekledim. ilk
basarili 3D ¢izimimin ardindan asil eserlerin 3D ¢izim-
lerini olusturmaya yetkin oldugumu anladim. Havamn
3D goriintiisiint olusturmak i¢in kullandigimm teknik ve
prosediirii {i¢ ibrigin 3D goriintiisiinii olusturmak i¢in
takip edip uyguladim.

Stajima baslamadan énce hem kendimden hem de staj
deneyiminden bazi  beklentilerim  vardi.  Stajm
sayesinde koruma ve restorasyon alanmna duydugum
lgiyi  stirdirdiim  ve  gelecekte kendime uygun
gordiigiim arkeometri alamyla tamstm. Amacim,
arkeometr1 alaninin en 6énemli uygulama ve becerilerini
ogrenebilecegim 6nemli bir kurulusta staj yapmakt.
Hayallerime ulagsmak i¢in tek dogru yolun VEKAM’da
yapilacak bir stajdan gececeginden emindim. Kog
Universitesi’'nin - Ankara Bag Evi ve koleksiyonunu
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can grow and learn the best
practices and skills required for the field of Archae-
ometry. I was determined that the only institution that
would put me on the right path to achieve my dreams
would be VEKAM. I was impressed by the mstitu-
tion’s research facility 1.e., library archive and conser-
vation unit. It is very admirable of Ko¢ University to
take initiatives to conserve and restore the Ankara
Orchard House and its collection. During my place-
ment, I found a mentor in Dr. Feyza Akder with
whom I discussed my future goals and interests
regarding Archaeometry. After taking my ambition
into account, she designed a specialized program for
me which merged the fields of Conservation, Archae-
ology and Archaeometry. Through this program I
learned skills which I might not have gotten the
chance to learn otherwise. I learned how to produce
2D Digital images of an object using software. But
most importantly I learned how to do 3D imaging.
The world today is evolving and innovating at a
tremendous speed. With everything being digitalized,
knowing how to produce 3D images of archaeological
artifacts 1s a very vital, beneficial, and necessary skill. I
discovered that I was capable of doing this and for me
this was the best part about the internship.

mstitution where 1

Figure 3/ Resim 3:

The final 3D model image produced of the mortar.

This internship tested my knowledge, my skills and
my craft and prepared me for what’s coming in the
future. I made connections at VEKAM and through
VEKAM, which are guiding me and leading me
towards the right direction. My experience at VEKAM
was one I can never forget. I am truly grateful for the
people at VEKAM who gave me a chance to experi-
ence this.

I am indebted to Dr. Feyza Akder who believed in me
and kept telling me I can do it every step of the way. |
am also grateful to Prof. Thomas Zimmerman who
helped me get this internship. This internship at
VEKAM was technically my first step into my profes-
sional life and it was the perfect first step. The work
environment at VEKAM, the staff, and my supervisors
have raised the bar of expectations way higher than the
one I initially came with.

koruma ve restorasyon calismalari i¢in aldig1 inisiyatifler
ve kiitiiphane arsivi ve koruma birimi olmak iizere
kurumun arastirma olanaklar beni ¢ok etkiledi. Stajim
esnasinda Dr. Feyza Akder ile gelecek hedeflerim ve
Arkeometri  alamindaki  ilgi  alanlarnnm  hakkinda
konustuk. Amacim  dikkate alarak, bana o6zel bir
program tasarladi ve koruma, arkeoloji ve arkeometri
alanlarin birlestiren bir programi benim i¢in olusturdu.
Bu program sayesinde aksi taktirde Ogrenmeye
firsattmin olmayacag becerileri 6grendim. Bir nesnenin
yazihm Kkullanarak 2D dyital gorintiilerini iiretmeyi
ogrendim ve en 6nemlisi, 3D gortntileme konusunda
bilgi sahibi oldum. Giintimiiz diinyas1 hizla evrim geciri-
yor ve yeni buluslarla tamsiyor. Her seyin dyitallestigi
giinimiizde, arkeolojik eserlerin 3D  gortintilerini
tretmeyi bilmek c¢ok o6nemli, faydali ve gerekli bir
beceridir. Bunu yapabilecegimi kesfettim ve benim i¢in
stajin en glizel yam buydu.

Bu staj, bilgimi, becerilerimi ve uzmanhgimu test etti ve
beni gelecege hazirladi. VEKAM'da baglantilar kurdum
ve VEKAM sayesinde bana rehberlik eden insanlarla
tamstim. VEKAM'daki deneyimim asla unutamaya-
cagim bir deneyim oldu.

Bu firsati yasamama 1zin veren VEKAM calisanlarma
gercekten minnettanm. Ozellikle ati@im her adimda
beni yapabilecegime inandiran ve cesaret veren Dr.
Feyza Akder'e minnettarim. Ayrica bu staj almamda
bana yardimci olan Prof. Thomas Zimmerman'a da
tesekkiir ederim. VEKAM'daki bu staj, teknik olarak
profesyonel hayatima attgim ilk adimdi ve miikemmel
bir ilk adimdi. VEKAM'daki ¢alisma ortami, personel ve
gozetmenlerim beklentilerimi baslangicta oldugundan

cok daha yiiksege tasidi.

ﬂ.- -3 st - l‘-_." '--H . '. g Tl
Ceyda Ciiceloglu, Roha Sajjad and Dr. Feyza Akder.
July 2022, Ankara Orchard House.



Sunt Lacrimae Rerum

Written by Fatma Zehra Demuirc,

34 year Student, Department of Archaeology, Bilkent University.

As I lay in this pitch-black, dreary chamber, I think
about my life and the experiences I have had. I have
lived a very long time, traveled to three different conti-
nents, seen a great number of monarchs and emper-
ors, and sometimes experienced their overthrow. I
have seen human pain, as well as flames and battles.
Do not misunderstand me; I had a very prosperous
and luxurious life. I was carried in the most exquisite
packages of my time, wrapped in the highest quality
materials, and adorned with gold. I saw countless
numbers of people bowing down to me and reaching
out to touch me. Although I was generally pleased
with the care and attention they provided, they also
made me angry. They removed and dispersed the
thorns that made me who I was, and now I am no
different from a little girl's handcrafted daisy crown.
However, the years passed and made me wiser as I
slowly withered away and was swallowed by death.
‘With this insight, I now see things much more clearly.
Now that I am more aware of people and what they
have been through and done to me, I can forgive

them.

I am weary of all the disasters I have been through,
especially the recent fire*. The fire was tremendous,
and I saw the ceiling collapse as the monks drew me
to safety. They brought me to this museum™®, where I
am currently resting. I have only seen a living being
twice since moving into my new place. They seized
and kissed me and then kneeled to pray, as I expected
of them. I do not believe I can handle another disaster
or displacement. My days have become increasingly
lonesome, and I expect fewer visitors day by day. This
1s why I could not think of anything better than to tell
you of my life while I lie here peacefully.

Bu kasvetli, zifir1 karanhk odada uzanirken, hayatim
ve basimdan gecenleri distniiyorum. Cok uzun bir
hayat siirdiim. Uc farkh kitaya seyahat ettim. Bircok
monark ve imparator gérdiim ve yeri geldi devrilisler-
ine tanik oldum. Insan acisini, alevleri ve savaslari
gordim. Beni liitfen yanhis anlamayin; refah ve liiks
dolu bir hayatim oldu. Zamanin en kaliteli malzeme-
leriyle donatilip, altinlarla siislendim ve en goz alici
paketlerde tasindim. Sayisiz insan1 6ntimde egilirken
ve bana dokunmak i¢in ellerini uzatirken gérdim.
Genelde bana gosterdikleri 6zen ve ilgiden memnun
kaldiysam da zaman zaman 6fkelendim de. Beni ben
yapan dikenlerimi kopararak bolistiler ve beni kiigiik
bir kizin el yapimi papatya tacindan farksiz biraktilar.
Ancak yillar beni ciratip bilgelestirdikce her seyi
daha 1y1 gorir hale geldim. Artik insanlarin
yasadiklarimi ve bana yasattiklarii daha 1y1 anhiyorum;
artik onlar affetmeye hazirim.

Basima gelen onca felaketten yorgun distiim,
ozellikle de yangindan®. Yangm dustindikce hala
dehsete  kapiliyorum; papazlar beni  kurtarmaya
cabisirken tavanin  ¢oktigint hatirhyorum. Beni
bugtin bulundugum miizeye* onlar getirdiler. Buraya
geldigimden beri beni sadece iki kisi ziyaret etti. Beni
ellerine alip 6ptiiler ve ardindan onlardan bekledigim
tizere tapinmak icin 6niimde diz ¢oktiiler. Bir felaketi
daha kaldirabilecegime inanmak c¢ok gic. Artik
glinlerimi yalniz basima gecirdigim ve ¢ok ziyaretci
beklemedigimden, burada huzur i¢inde uzanirken
size hayatimi anlatmak istiyorum.

Bir zamanlar genctim ve dallarim hala yesildi. Diken-
lerimse bicak gibi keskindi, hatta o kadar sik ve
keskinlerdi ki beni tutmak i¢in uzanan her el delik

*Notre Dame Fire, a fire broke out beneath the roof of the Notre Dame cathedral in Paris on 15 April 2019, all relics and reliquaries were rescued.

*
Louvre Museum.
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I was young once, my branches still green and my thorns
as sharp as a razor. I had thorns so dense and sharp that
any hand that dared to hold me would be pierced. I have
but a few recollections except for my strength and might -
everything else I know 1s from hearsay. I remember that
I was made to be crowned to someone. I remember a
long, winding route and a man's agonizing groans. What
happened afterwards, I cannot recall. I have only been
told later that my presence was intended to cause him
pain and mock his claim of authority. As is the case with
one’s childhood experiences, my memory fails me.
Perhaps you should read the Book rather than hear it
from me if you wonder who this poor man was. I shall
now talk about my early years in Jerusalem.

I spent a long time at the Church of Sion 1n Jerusalem.
The priests were once citing a piece written in Armenian
regarding the church; I appreciate their quote, so I will
include it here. “It 1s a hundred ells in length and seventy
i breadth and has eighty columns joined by arches. It
has no upper room but a wooden screen, and I was
hanging there as if I were placed on the head of the
life-giver.”?

During my stay there, I learned that I was a sacred matter.
I was regarded as a unique object that was closely related
to the occasions in Christ's life. Not only did I and holy
relics alike cross the lines separating matter and spirit,
earth and heaven, human and divine, part and whole, but
we contained elements of both or collapsed all. We
performed incredible tasks by means of physical contact
or simple proximity and, as a result, became objects of
veneration. This poor man who I once tortured: I was
now being venerated in his honor. We were idolized and
used as sources of miracle treatments. People coming
from great distances visited us with such burning enthusi-
asm that there was no taking them away from us. Some of
them fell to their knees and worshipped me as if they
could see me on the Lord's head.? Others were linking
our existence with particular concepts and even
themselves - they were using us as allegories. Chromatius
of Aquileia, for example, portrayed me as a sign of royalty
and judgment at a time when many people were unaware
of my existence.

The Crown of Thorns . . . stands for our community At
one time, we were thorns, that 1s to say, sinners. Believing
now in Christ, we have become a crown of righteousness,
... we surround His head with our profession of faith. the
crown foretold by David in a psalm: "You placed a crown
of precious stones on His head" (Psalms 213 [20:4 1.XX])
(Sermo 19).*

However, something then happened that I had no idea
would impact my entire life. I was lying down in the low
light. A priest raced in like a whirlwind. He was loudly
discussing our "transportation” with those surrounding
him. What happened after is blurry. I remember that they
put me i an elaborate but uncomfortable reliquary; I
must have fainted from the incessant tossing and turning.’

“ Cf. works cited in footnotes.

desik ederdim. Giiciim ve ihtisamimdan ote o giinlere
dair pek fazla sey hatirlayamiyorum. Gerisi ise duyduk-
larimdan  ibaret. Beni, birini taclandirmak  i¢in
yaptiklarmi animsiyorum. Uzun dolambach bir yol ve
benimle taclandirilan adamin aci dolu haykimnslarinu...
Sonradan isittigim rivayetlere gére adama act vermek ve
gliciiyle alay etmek i¢in basia taclandirilmisim. Ancak
maalesef hatirladiklarim bunlardan ibaret; hepsi birer
¢ocukluk amsi gibi bulanik. Bu nedenle bu zavall
adama ne oldugunu benden dinlemek yerine kutsal
kitabr okumaniz tavsiye ederim. Bense simdi hayatimin
Kudiis’te gecen erken yillarindan bahsetmek istiyorum.

Uzun bir siire Kudiis’teki Siyon Kilisesi’'nde yasadim.
Giiniin birinde rahipler kiliseyle ilgili Ermenice bir eser
okumuslardi. Soyledikleri o kadar hosuma gitmisti ki,
sizlerle de paylasmak istiyorum. “Kilise yiiz adim
uzunlugunda ve yetmis adim genisligindeydi ve kemerl-
erle birlestirilmis seksen siituna sahipti. Kilisenin st
katinda ahsap bir blme vardi ve ben Isa Mesih’in basina
adeta tekrar taclandirlmiscasina orada asih duruyord-
um.”?

Kudiis'te ¢ok ge¢meden kutsal emanetlerden biri
oldugumu 6grendim. [nsanlar beni, isa Mesih’in
hayatinin essiz bir parcasi olarak gortiyorlardi. Madde ve
ruh, yer ve gok, insan ve ilah, par¢a ve biitiin gibi ayrim-
lar1 hem asan hem de birlestiren bir esyaydim. Birisine
olan temasim veya yakinlgim halinde mucizeler
gerceklestirebilir ve bana dokunanlari kutsardim. Ben ve
benim gibi bircok kutsal emanet yiikseltilerek pek ¢ok
hastaligm ve derdin mucizevi tedavi kaynaklar olarak
kullamldik. Uzaklardan gelen insanlar her giin bizi
buyiik bir coskuyla ziyaret ederdi; onlari bizden alikoy-
mak adeta imkansizdi. Bazilart 6ntimde yere ¢oker, beni
isa Mesih’in basinda goriircesine aglayarak tapinirlardi.?
Bazlariysa bizi belirh  disiinceler ve ideolojilerle
bagdastirir, birer alegori olarak kullanirdi. Mesela,
Aquileia’lh Chromatius, pek ¢ok insanin hentiz varhgim-
dan bihaber oldugu bir dénemde, beni kraliyetin ve
yargimin bir isareti olarak betimlemisti.

Dikenler Taci.. toplulugumuzu temsil eder. ... Bir
zamanlar biz dikenlerdik, yani giinahkarlardik. Simdi
[sa'va inanarak, adil bir ta¢ olduk, ... imammizla basim
¢evreliyoruz... Davut tarafindan bir ilahide 6nceden
sozii edilen tag: "Basin tizerine degerli taslardan bir tag
yerlestirdin." (Mezmurlar 213 [20:4 LXX]) (Sermo 19).*

Ancak sonra hi¢ tahmin edemeyecegim, hayatimi
tamanuyla degistiren bir sey oldu. Bir giin her zamanki
gibi karanhkta uzanirken, rahiplerden biri firtina gibi
iceriye daldi. Etrafindakilere yiksek bir sesle beni
oradan hemen gotirmeleri gerektigini soyliyordu.
ivedilikle, incelikle islenmis fakat oldukc¢a rahatsiz bir
sandiga koyuldum. Ardindan yasananlarsa pek bulanik;
sandigin icinde doniip sarsimaktan bayillmis olsam
gerek.” Ancak anladigim oydu ki, rahipler bizi farkh
goriislere sahip insanlardan korumaya calisiyordu.
Bizlerin varligi adeta bu farkli topraklardan gelen



However, I could only realize they were doing this to
protect Us from those who saw us in a different light.
We were convenient subjects to the hatred of such
people. For the first time, I was struck by the disparity
in people's thoughts and comments about Us.

I was later told that we were transported to Constan-
tinople as a result of the successful military campaign of
the rebellious soldiers in the Fast.® There, I found
myself in a church where an imperial palace could be
seen from a distance and was occasionally flooded with
light from a lighthouse. The church had apparently got
its name from this lighthouse. Among those who came
to visit me was a man named Mesarites, who once
murmured that this magnificent church was similar to
the Garden of Eden and the Ark of the Covenant.’
While I do not like to boast, I burst with pride for my
home when I first heard this from him. He also dedicat-
ed a piece for me in his Decalogue. I will add what he
wrote to my narrative so you can see how much he
cared for me:

Hear from my lips the divine account, and learn how
these then treasures are called. First, there 1s the Crown
of Thorns displayed for veneration, still fresh and green
and unwithered, since it had a share in immortality
through its contact with the head of Christ the Lord,
refuting the still unbelieving Jews, who do not bow
down to worship the Cross of Christ. In appearance, it
1s neither rough nor stingy nor harmful in any way but
mstead looks like it was made from beautiful flowers. If
one were allowed to touch it, it would feel smooth and
lovely. The branches from which it was wrought are
unlike those that grow in the hedges of the vineyards,
which catch the dips and hems of garments like street
robbers catch their pray, or which sometimes scratch
afoot with their thorny tips and draw blood when one
passes by: no, nothing like this at all. Rather, they
resemble the blossoms of the Frankincense tree, which
grow as tiny shoots on the knots of their branches,
much like small leaves.?

In Constantinople, I had a delightful time. During big
feast days, some of Us would be brought out of the
church to be venerated at the Church of the Holy
Wisdom™ and other locations. I craved these feast days
a month in advance. We were viewed as Christ's
greatest treasures, and it was thought that We guarded
the city and the empire. I deduced that the Roman
emperor during this time saw himself as the guardian,
protector, and distributor of most of Us, especially
those associated with the Virgin Mary and the Passion
of Jesus. He did, after all, could not help but boast that
he was depicted by artists as the main subject, just as we
holy relics were. We served as proof of the emperor's
strong ties to divine forces, ensured his victory in
combat, and gave his office political and spiritual
prestige. A prestige that other Christian tyrants could
only aspire to achieve if they came into possession of
Us, precious and truly priceless items.’

-9 e S
&9 Cf. works cited in footnotes.
*Hagia Sophia

1syancilarm nefretini kortiklityordu. O giin, hayatimda ilk
kez bize karst duyulan fikir ayriliklarimin farkina vardim.

Sonradan 6grendim ki, Dogu’dan gelen isyancilarin
Kudiis’e yaptiklar1 basarih bir askeri sefer nedeniyle
Konstantinopolis’e tasinmustk.® Sarayr uzaktan hafifce
goren ve bazi bazi bir deniz fenerinin 1s181yla aydinlanan
bir kiliseye yerlestirildik. Kilise 1smini bu deniz fenerin-
den almusti, Pharos Kilisesi. Beni sik sik ziyaret etmeye
gelenlerden biri olan Mesarites, bu muhtesem Kkilisenin
Adem'in Bahgesi ve Ahit Sandigina benzediginden séz
etmist.” Bunu ilk duydugumda gururlanarak evimle
oviindigiimii diin gibi hatirlyorum. Bana dekalogundan
bir parca bile vermisti. Daha cok éviinmek istemesem de
bana verdigi 6nemi anlamaniz i¢in yazdiklarm buraya
ekleyecegim:

flahi mesaji benim dilimden dinleyin ve bu hazinelerin
adlarmi 6grenin. flk olarak, tapinma amaciyla sergilenen
Dikenler Taci.. Korudugu tazelik ve yesilligini [sa
Mesib’in - basiyla  temasindan  edindigi - Sliimsiizliige
borcludur. Solmayan Sliimsiiz yapraklan, Isa Mesih’in
carmihinm 6ntinde egilip tapmmay reddeden inangsiz
Musevileri haksiz ¢ikarmaktadir. Tac¢ ne pirazli, ne
keskin, ne de zararh olup, aksine giizel ciceklerden
yapimis gibidir. Eger ona dokunabilseydiniz, dokusu
purizsiiz ve glzel hissettirirdi. Onun  dallan, Gzim
baglarinin ¢itlerinde yetisen, giysilerin uclarina takilan ve
ayaklar1 ¢izip kanatan dikenli dallara hi¢c benzemez.
Onun dikenleri sigla agacinm cicekleri gibi olup,
dallarmda kiiciik yapraklar gibi filizlenerek biiyiirler.?

Konstantinopolis'te cok keyifli giinler gecirdim. Biyiik
solen glnlerinde arkadaslanmla kiliseden c¢ikarilip
Avyasofya Kilises1* ve bircok baska yere ilgi gormek tizere
gotiriliirdiik. Bunun gibi solen giinlerini aylar éncesin-
den baslayan bir heyecanla, sabirsizhkla beklerdim.
Bizler, Isa Mesih’in en biyiik hazineleri olarak
goriiliirdiik. ilahi giiclerimizle, sehri ve imparatorlugu
korudugumuz distinilirdid. Cok gecmeden Roma
Imparatorunun, kutsal  esyalarin
koruyucusu olarak gordiigint anladim. Biyik ve
satafath tablolarda bizimle birlikte yer almaktan
oviindiikce dviiniiyor, Meryem Ana ve Isa Mesih’in

kendisini  biz

hayatinda ver alanlarimiza 6zel ilgi gosteriyordu. impara-
torun gozinde biz kutsal eserler, kendisinin ilahi gliclerle
olan bagmm o6nemli bir kantiydik; onun zaferlerini,
siyasi ve ruhani prestijini ancak biz kutsal emanetler
saglayabilirdik. Bir Hiristiyan lider, biz kutsal emanetler

elinde olmadikca, bu prestije ancak riiyasinda sahip
olabilirdi.’

Imparator, cesitli renk ve dillere sahip ziyaretcileriyle
bize sik sik ziyaretlerde bulunurdu. Ancak sadece en
seckin misafirler imparatorlugun en saygideger hazine-
ler1 olan bizi gormenin onuruna layik gortliirdi. Zaman
zaman benim dallarimdan bir diken veya bir azizin uzvu
bu konuklara hediye olarak da verilirdi. O donemdeki
safigimdan 6tird bunun neden oldugunu kavray-
amamuis olsam da simdi anhyorum.

49
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Figure 1 / Resim 1:

A carving of an imperial ceremony at the Great Palace of Constantinople, Trier, Cathedral Treasury, so-called “Trier Ivory’.

The emperor would frequently pay Us visits with his
visitors of various hues and tongues. But only the most
distinguished foreign visitors were granted the honor of
seeing Us, the most revered treasures of the empire.
Furthermore, these guests were occasionally given a
piece of Us as a gift, like a thorn from my branches or a
saint's mb. Due to my naivety at the time, I was unable
to understand why, but now I realize. We were special
and holy. There were only a few nations outside the
Romans that could see Us, much less possess Us. The
Romans loved giving gifts, which, more than anything
else, emphasized their power over their Western guests.
Additionally, by accepting Us as a gift, the affluent
visitors were left with the burden of returning the favor
to the mmperial court. This strategy was occasionally
applied to permanently establish Byzantine religious
practices and its political power in other locations.'”
My pleasant times there also came to an end, as with all
good things. One day, nobody showed up when the
monks and priests who looked after me were supposed
to arrive and light the incense. After a while, some
soldiers appeared. They were strange and constantly
yelling. They transported Us to a new place. On our
way, I spotted a half-naked woman dancing on a throne
and several crosses turned upside down. Soldiers were
shouting everywhere. There, I learned that the Crusad-
ers, led by a figure people bow to as the Pope, were to
defeat the powerful Egyptian Ayyubids and recapture
Jerusalem -my motherland. However, they had instead,
due to an unforeseen series of events, sacked Constan-
tinople.!!

I believe that the best approach to tell you of the chaos
during those days would be to give this narrative seat to

my close friend, a chronicler called Niketas. In sorrow-

Cf. works cited in footnotes.

Bize sahip olmay1 birakin, bizi gérmeyi bile zor firsat
edinen uluslar, imparatorluk sarayindan gelen hediyel-
ere ve lituflara karsiik verme yiikiimlaligi altinda
birakiliyordu. Yani Romalilar bizi hediye ederek, impar-
atorlarmin batih misafirleri tizerindeki giictinii vurgula-
mayr amachyordu. Bu strateji, Dogu Roma dini
uygulamalarimi ve politik merkezini baska yerlere daha

kalic1 bir sekilde yerlestirmek icin de kullamliyordu.'

Giizel olan her sey gibi buradaki keyifli giinlerim de bir
son buldu. Giinlerin birinde rahip ve kesislerin tiitsi
yakmasi gereken saatte etrafta kimseyi goremedim.
Sonra bir grup asker karsima ¢ikageldi. Bizi yanlarina
alip yeni bir yere gotiirmek i¢in yola koyuldular. Tahtin
kadinin  dans
animsiyorum. Etrafim ters ¢evrilmis haglar ve bagmrp

astiinde yart  ¢plak  bir edisini
cagiran askerlerle cevrilivermisti. Askerlerden duydugu-
ma gore Papa onciliigiindeki bir Hacli ordusu,
ongoriilemeyen sebeplerden dolay1 Konstantinopolis’t
yagmalamaya baslanmsti; halbuki bu ordunun ilk amaci
Misirh Eyyubileri yenilgiye ugratip Kudiis’ii ele ge¢irme-
ke !t

O giinlerde yasanan felaketi size aktarmammn en iy
yolunun, s6zi yakin arkadasim Niketas adli bir tarthciye
birakmak oldugunu diisiintiyorum. Kendisi, mihrabm
parcalamisini, paha bicilmez sanat eserlerinin  yok
edilisini ve kutsal alanda eseklerin yiriytisiint biyiik bir
tiziintiiyle soyle tasvir ediyor. "Onlarin [Hachlar] ger¢ek
birer sahtekar oldugu ortaya ¢ikmusti. Kutsal Kabir'in
intikamm almak amaciyla carnuhi devirerek ve Isa'ya
karst kin tutarak biyiik bir giinah islediler. Sirtlarinda
tasidiklarr carmihi, altn ve glimiis ugruna ayaklaryla
¢ignemekten utanmadilar. Onlar, Incileri avuclayip
[sayi reddetmeyi sectiler."? Son olarak, Niketas,
Hachlarm bozduklar: yeminlere dikkat ceker. Isyanci
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ful tones, he depicts the smashing of the altar, the
destruction of priceless items of art, and the stalling of
donkeys in the sanctuary. “In truth,” he wrote, “they
were exposed as frauds. Seeking to avenge the Holy
Sepulchre, they raged openly against Christ and sinned
by overturning the Cross; with the Cross, they bore on
their backs, not even shuddering to trample on it for the
sake of a little gold and silver. By grasping pearls, they
rejected Christ.”"? Finally, Niketas writes about the
broken vows of the invaders: they were not meant to
stray from their intended course until they had located
the Saracens, but they did so. They had sworn they
would not sin, but they did harass and rape Roman
womern.

Pretty soon, I realized that the armies of the Crusaders
knew of the relics of Us. What they did not know was
how to handle or protect Us. The thought that our fates
were in the hands of these individuals who did not
realize our true worth terrified me and my friends, who
were virtually always taken from our cozy pillows for the
ceremonies and the cheerings. Soon enough, our fears
came true; some of my companions were sold to tooth-
less, unsightly traders who were always rubbing their
hands together and grinning. Some of us were
kidnapped. Where they were taken, no one knows till
this day. That was when I realized that we were only
valuable because of their desire to possess us - we were
being gifted, stolen, or sold. While we relics were
fighting a silent war against time, our iImportance was
shaped according to those who looked at us. I was
walking into a new world - a world where 1 felt the
desperation of a lady whose ship had sunk on her way to
marry someone she had never met and who was trapped
in a place where a language she had never heard was
spoken.

You might wonder what happened to me in that chaos.
Well, the empire was in a terrible economic crisis
because of the close-to-collapsing dynamics of the old
Constantinople and the inexperience of the
newly-brought administration. This led to the new
emperor, in Latin clothes," requently drawing from the
Venetians, a people of the lagoons well-versed in trade.
However, neither did the loans repair the economy nor
was the repayment of the debt certain. The Venetians
cleverly used this crisis to their advantage and demanded
goods from the empire, which money alone could not
buy, one of which was me.!*

I had been the Imperial city's most treasured relic for
nearly a thousand years. It was me crowned to Christ,
the prophet of the ever-reigning religion of this glorious
empire. Now I was being used as collateral by the new
emperor for a pile of money, a sacrilegious insult to my
divine worth. Unfortunately, this was what my life had
come to. The Venetians were planning to capture and
take me to the lagoon as a captive in the case that the
money was not paid back.

Cf. works cited in footnotes.

Araplar1 bulana kadar belirledikleri rotadan sapmamaya
yemin etmis, ancak rotalarindan sapip Konstantinopo-
lis’t yagmalamislardi. Giinah islemeyeceklerine yemin
etmis, ancak Romali kadinlarin irzina ge¢mislerdi.

Cok geemeden Hagllar'in, biz  kutsal esyalarin
varhigmdan 6nceden de haberdar oldugunu fark ettim.
Ancak bize nasil davranmilmasi ve bizlerin nasil korunul-
mas1 gerektigi konusunda en ufak bir fikre sahip degill-
erdi. Kaderlerimiz artik, degerimizin farkinda olmayan
bir grup insanin elindeydi. Bir zamanlar torenler icin
konforlu yastiklarimizdan alman bizler, bu ac1 gelecegi
diisiindiikce dehsete kapiiyorduk. Korkularmmz cok
kisa bir siirede gercek oldu. Bazilarimiz dissiz, ¢irkin,
ellerini  siirekli ovusturup siritan  ticcarlara  satildi.
Bazlarimiz kacirildi ve bugiine dek bulunamadi. O an
anladim ki, degerimizi insanlarin bize sahip olma arzusu
belirliyordu; bizler her daim hediye ediliyor, caliniyor
veya satiliyorduk. Strekli zamana karsi sessiz bir savas
veren bizlerin degeri, sadece insanlarm bakis acisi ve
emellerine gore degisiyordu. Yeni bir dinyaya adim
attyordum. Kendimi, tanimadig1 biriyle evlenmek icin
dilini bilmedigi topraklarin yolunu tutan caresiz bir
kadin gibi hissetmekten alikoyamiyordum.

Yasanan bu kargasada olanlardan ve arkadaslarimm
yasadiklarindan yeterince bahsettigime gore, gelin
benim basima neler geldigini anlatayim. Isgalden sonra
yeni sekillenen imparatorluk o zamanlarda buyiik bir
ckonomik krizle karsi karsiyaydi. Cokmeye yakin olan
eski  Konstantinopolis  ekonomisi ve yeni idarenin
deneyimsizligi bu krize sebep olmustu. Yeni Latin
imparator,'® bu zorluklarin {stesinden gelmek icin
ticarette deneyimli olan Venediklilerden sik sik bor¢ ya
da farkli sekillerde yardim ahyordu. Ancak ne alinan
yardimlar ekonomiyl kurtarmak icin yeterli oldu, ne de
Venediklilerden ahman borclar gert 6denebildi. Bu
akillica yararlarina kullanan Venedikliler,
imparatorun bor¢larini 6dememesi halinde, baz kutsal
esyalarin kendilerine teslim edilmesini talep etti. Bu
kutsal esyalar arasmnda ben de vardim. Venedikliler,
imparatorun bu talebi reddetmesi halinde beni tutsaklar
olarak kacirmay: planliyordu.'

durumu

Imparatorluk sehrinin bin yila yakin siiredir en paha
bicilmez eseri olan ben... Sanl bir imparatorlugun
Mesih’ine taclandirlan ben, simdi sadece bir teminattan
ibarettim. Bu olanlar benim kutsal degerime edilen bir
hakaretten baska bir sey degildi. Ancak maalesef bu
gunleri de gormiis oldum. Sonrasinda imparatorun beni
kurtarmak i¢in gen¢ Frank krali 9. Louis ile anlastigim
ogrendim. Louis, kendisine hediye olarak verilmem
sartiyla imparatorun teklifini kabul etmisti. Anladigim
kadariyla Louis, kendisini kutsal eserlerin en hakl sahibi
olarak gortiyordu.

Alpler tizerinden Louis'”nin adina Paris'e getirildim.
Sunu belirtmeliyim ki Paris’teki yasamim, Konstanti-
nopolis’teki yasamimdan ¢ok daha zordu.

Cn



I then learned that in Paris, the emperor begged the
youthful Frankish king, Louis IX, to redeem me. Louis
accepted on the condition that the emperor made a gift
of the Crown to the Frank monarch in appreciation for
its help and in the hope of future assistance. I knew he
saw the translation to him as the best option.

Better days were ahead. They brought me across the
Alps to Paris on behalf of Louis IX."” It was tough living
with that man. The man advertised me and my other
companions in every manner possible, and he used Us
to climb to whatever position he desired. He showed Us
naked on a temporary platform to people outside of
Paris, and he commissioned artists to create miniatures
and paintings of Us. He put me in Sainte-Chapelle,
which he had built especially for me. Several friends
joined me a short time later, including portions of the
Cross, the Holy Spear, the vinegar-soaked sponge, the
purple cloth, the relics of the Virgin, the Mandylion, and
the Stone of the Holy Sepulchre. T could see with the
completion of his treasury in the Sainte Chapelle, Louis

was clearly attempting to recreate the Pharos in France.

F w

Figure 2 / Resim 2:

Louis IX presenting a thorn to Bartolomeo da Vicenza,
engraving, London British Museum #1895,0915.95.
(photo courtesy Trustees of the British Museum).

He, however, was particularly interested in me since I was
the only holy relic that was still whole. He specifically wanted
me because of my visibility and capacity to build a devotion-
al group that reinforced the principles of the Crusades.

15 Cf. works cited in footnotes.

Figure 3/ Resim 3:

Painting that is depicting Jesus with the crown of
thorns.
Gemilde Galerie Berlin.

1stedigi mevkilere ulasmak icin beni ve diger
arkadaslarmmi diledigince kullanip, bizi bir platform
tstinde ¢iplak  bicimde, Paris’in - disindan  gelen
ziyaretcilere sergiledi ve minyatiir ve tablolarimizin
yapilmasi icin sanatcilara talimat verdi. Ozel olarak
benim i¢in insa ettigi Kutsal Sapel’e yerlestirildim.
Kisa bir sire sonra Carmih’in parcalar, Kutsal
Mizrak, sirkeyle 1slatilmis siinger, mor Kkumas,
Meryem Anamin emanetleri, Mandylion ve Kutsal
Kabir Tas1 gibi baz1 arkadaslarim da orada bana
katildi. Her hazinenin Kutsal Sapel’e getirllmesiyle
anladim ki Louis’nin amaci, Pharos Kilisesi’nin bir
kopyasini Paris’te insa etmekti.

Ozellikle ben, Louis’nin 6zel ilgisine sahiptim ciinkii
diger kutsal eserlerin aksine ben bitinligimi koruy-
ordum. Hach  seferlerini  destekleyen  ibadet
gruplarinin ~ dikkatini  ¢ekmem nedeniyle Louis
ozellikle beni istedi. Kendisini benimle taclandird: ve
Hachlarin Krali ilan etti. En 6nemlisi, dikenlerimi ve
kutsal esyalarimi bircok insana hediye olarak verdi.
Louis’nin yaninda sanci dolu giinler gecirdim; her
gecen giin baska bir dikenim koparildi ve kendimden
bir parca kaybettim.
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I was crowning him to make him King of the Crusaders,
which he later became. Most importantly, he gave my
thorns and reliquaries to many people as a gift. My thorns
were being torn off - the time I spent with Louis was excru-
ciating. I recall that I stopped counting when they ripped
off my seventeenth thorn; they used to put my thorns in a
case bearing the mscription "SPINA DE SACROSANC-
TA CORONA DOMINI" (thorn from the most Holy
Crown of the Lord) or "Unam de spinis sacrosancte
Corone Domini nostri Iesu Christi".! I can now see that
my dear friend Louls was attempting to strengthen his
authority by doing this, to venerate me prominently.

My life was quieter after my beloved friend Lows' terrible
death. I stayed there, in this magnificent church, until the
French Revolution. The lovely Archbishop Jean-Baptiste
de Belloy of Paris helped me and a few of my friends
move to the treasury of Notre Dame in 1790 so that we
could be worshipped by the entire population of Paris as
a shared civic treasure. We remained i the cathedral
until the fire, surviving the Commune's savagery and the
two World Wars. Now you may ask, “Then what
happened?” but I believe from this point onward, you
know the rest of the story.

Despite numerous wars, calamities, and other threats
from the vagaries of time, I, a modest, sacred item, a little
cluster of old branches that represent Christian redemp-
tion, have survived. I have a long and rich history as an
item, a relic, and an 1dea. I have been made and rebuilt
countless times by the people who possess me. Do not,
however, forget my story is only one of the many voices
that have and will exist throughout history.

As I'lay in this pitch-black, dreary camber, I will continue
to fulfill my role by motivating you, giving you hope, and
serving as a constant reminder that even the smallest of
your loves may have a powerful impact on your life.

(Reuters: Philippe Wojazer).

Cf. works cited in footnotes.

On yedinci dikenimi koparmalariyla saymay1 birak-
tim. Dikenlerimi “Spina de Sacrosancta Corona
Domini” yani “Tanr’nin En Kutsal Tacinin Diken-
leri” veya “Unam de spinis sacrosancte Corone
Domini nostri lesu Christi”'®yazili kiliflara koyarlardi.
Louis’nin biitiin bunlar1 otoritesini giiclendirmek ve
beni 6n plana cikarip yiiceltmek icin yaptigini diger
bircok sey gibi ancak simdi anliyorum.

Louis'nin trajik oliimiinden sonra hayatm daha
huzurlu bir hal aldi. Bu goérkemli kilisede Fransiz
Devrimi'ne kadar kaldim. Paris'in sevgili Baspiskopo-
su Jean-Baptiste de Belloy, 1790 yilinda benim ve
birkac¢ arkadasimin Notre Dame hazinesine tasinmasi-
na yardimer oldu. Boylece tiim Paris halki tarafindan
ortak bir kultirel hazine olarak tapmilmamiz
saglandi. Katedralde kaldigimiz siirede Komiin'in
vahsetine ve Diinya Savaslarima tamik olduk. "Peki ya
sonra ne oldu?" diye sorabilirsiniz. Ancak saniyorum
ki hikayenin geri kalanini zaten biliyorsunuz.

Tarthin karsima cikardigi savas ve felaket gibi bircok
tehdide ragmen ben, Hiristiyan kurtulusunu temsil
eden bir demet daldan yapilmis miitevaz1 bir kutsal
esya, hayatta kalmayr basardim. Bir esya, bir tarihi
eser ve hatta bir fikir olarak uzun ve zengin bir
gecmise sahibim ve sahiplerim tarafindan defalarca
kez yeniden yapildim. Ancak unutmaym ki benim
hikayem tarith boyunca var olmus ve var olacak sayisiz
sesten sadece bir tanesi olacak.

Bu kasvetli, zifiri karanhk odada uzamrken, roliimia
benimsemeye devam ediyorum. Size ilham ve umut
vermek ve hayatimzda en kicik asklarmizin bile
biiyiik bir etkisi olabilecegini siirekli hatirlatmak i¢in
buradayim.




Bilkent Archaeology Club

Written by Esen Zeynep Okutucu,

3 year Student, Department of Archaeology,

Chair of the Board of Archeology Club, Bilkent University.

The 2022-2023 year for Bilkent Archaeology Club has
been incredibly active. With the enthusiastic board
members of the club, we have managed to host nine
events successfully. The participation in the activities was
filled with archaeology students and non-departmental
contributions, and we will always welcome more.

‘We have a long list of activities to talk about. We started
the year with an Excavation Memories Interview. After a
long summer of excavations, our students and instruc-
tors had lots of memories to share. Although not very
pleasant but essential for the self-protection of prospec-
tive students, I have personally talked about my experi-
ences in Gobeklitepe in Sanhurfa. Then we had a large
group of students who attended Labraunda excavations
in Mugla. We had a lot to share and continued with the
Survey of Polath and learned firsthand how surveys are
conducted in archaeological research. Then our beloved
instructor Thomas Zimmerman shared his memories of
excavations from his student years. We had so much to
share that we had to arrange a Part 2 of the Interview.
Coming 1n a bit...

After our first event, one of our beloved, now-graduated
MA students, Aziz Cem Kayaalp, requested that we
make a presentation on "Westeros History," commemo-
rating the newly aired spin-off TV series of the famous
Game of Thrones, the House of the Dragon. He
explained the fictional realm George R. R. Martin
created and has been the base of both book series and
the famous HBO show Game of Thrones and House of
the Dragon. He made parallels between the events, the
characters portrayed, and other details inspired by actual

Bilkent Arkeoloji Kultibii i¢in 2022-20283 yili son derece
aktif bir yil oldu. Kuliibiin hevesli yonetim kurulu
tyeleriyle birlikte, dokuz etkinligi basarih bir sekilde
gerceklestirmeyi basardik. Hem arkeoloji 6grencilerin-
den hem de bolim dist 6grencilerden oldukca fazla
katlm sagladilar Arkeoloji kuliibii olarak her zaman
daha fazla katillimelyr memnuniyetle agirlamaya devam
edecegiz.

Anlatilacak bircok etkinligimiz var. Yili bir “Kaz1 Anilar
Soylesisi” ile baslattik. Ogrencilerimiz ve 6gretim gorev-
lilerimiz, yogun gecen bir kazi sezonunun ardindan
paylasacak ¢ok fazla amya sahiplerdi. Ik olarak ben
Sanlurfa'daki  Gobeklitepe  kazisindaki  amlarimdan
bahsettim, hos olmasalar da gelecekte kaziya gidecek
ogrencilerin  kendilerini  koruyabilmeleri agisindan
paylasiimasi énemli bir deneyimdi. Ardindan Mugla'da-
ki Labraunda kazlarna katlan 6grenci grubumuzu
dinledik ve paylasacak ¢ok hikayeler: vardi. Polath
Yiizey Arastirmalart projesinde de ylzey arastirma-
larinin nasil gectigini 6grendik. Sevgili 6gretim gorev-
limiz Thomas Zimmerman, 6grencilik yillarindaki kazi
anilarim paylasti. Paylasacak o kadar ¢ok seyimiz vardi ki
Soylesinin 2. Boliimiinii organize etmemiz gerekti.
Birazdan anlatacagiz...

ik etkinligimizden sonra (mezun olmus) yiiksek lisans
ogrencilerimizden Aziz Cem Kayaalp, tinlit Game of
Thrones dizisinin = spin-offu olan House of the
Dragon'un yaymlanmasi: serefine "Westeros Tarihi"
tizerine bir sunum yapmak istedi. George R. R.
Martin'in kurgusal evrenini, kitap serisini ve tinliit HBO
dizileri dizileri Game of Thrones ve House of the



Cuneiform Writing Workshop.
(Ege Barig Giinday).

historical events. It was most intriguing for us fiction
nerds, whether archaeology or non-archaeology
students.

Then came our "Excavation Memories Part 2" event.
We discussed the Milet Summer School experience
with Burak Bosdurmaz at this event. Followed by Tell
Atchana Alalakh mn Hatay and Parion in Canakkale
narrated by our students. With that, we left the stage to
our newest addition to the Department, Michele Massa,
who talked about his excavation memories all around
Anatolia. These Excavation Memories Interviews aimed
to answer one of the most frequently asked questions to
students and archaeologists, "What do you do in excava-
tion?". At the end of these events, most students report-
ed positive feedback, and we had the chance to visualize
the experience of excavations to many people.

And the last event of our semester was the Cuneiform
Writing Workshop given by our dear instructor, N. Tlgi
Gergek. In this workshop, we had limited space and thus
could not host as many people as we wanted. We had
friends joining us from other universities as well. We all
learned the basics of cuneiform writing, how to deal with
clay, and how to write a 3D script that many civilizations
have used, the earliest form of systematic writing known
worldwide. T believe, since the collapse of the Hittite
State, such a crowd did not gather to write cuneiform
(Gergek, 2022)" This event marked the semester's
ending for us.

‘We had a lot of plans for the spring semester of 2023.
However, our plans got interrupted due to the devastat-
ing earthquake on the 6th of February. Our projects

Dragon'un temelini olusturan detaylar agikladi. Olaylar,
canlandmlan karakterler ve gercek tarithi olaylardan
esinlenen diger detaylar arasinda paralellikler kurdu.
Arkeoloji ve arkeoloji disinda 6grenciler icin olduk¢a
ilgincti, oOzellikle katilimcilar hem arkeolojiye, hem
kurguya merakhlarilarsa.

Ardindan  “Kazi  Amlann  Soylesisi 2. Bolim”
etkinligimize gectik. Bu etkinligimize Burak Bosdur-
maz ile Milet Yaz Okulu deneyimimizi anlatarak
basladik. Ardindan Hatay'daki Tell Atchana Alalakh ve
Canakkale'deki Parion’u 6grencilerimizden dinledik.
Boylece sahneyi boliimiimiiziin en yeni tyelerinden
olan Michele Massa'ya biraktik, o da Anadolu'nun dort
bir yaninda gegen kazi amlarindan bahsetti. Kazi Amlar
Soylesisinin asil amact hepimizin arkeolog/ 6grenci
olarak en sik duydugu soru olan “Kazida ne yapiyor-
sunuz?” sorusuna cevap vermesi. Etkinlik bittiginde pek
¢ok katimcidan olumlu yamit aldik ve saha calismasin
pek ¢ok Kkisiye tanitma sansi yakaladik.

Ve dénemin son etkinligi, 6gretim gorevlimiz N. ilgi
Gergek tarafindan verilen “Civi Yazist Atolyesit” oldu.
Bu atSlyede siurhi bir alanmmz vardi ve istedigimiz
kadar cok kisiyi agirlayamadik ancak Ankara’daki diger
tniversitelerden gelen 6grencileri bizlerle agirlaya-
bildik. Hepimiz civiyazismuin temellerini, kil ile nasil
ugrasilacagini ve bircok medeniyet tarafindan kullanilan
dinyanin  bilinen en eski vyaz1 sisteminin  nasil
yazilacagim 6grendik. "Hitit Devletinin ¢okiisiinden bu
yana boyle bir kalabaligin ¢iviyazisi yazmak i¢in
toplandigini  distinmiiyorum  (Gercek, 2022)." Bu,
dénemin son etkinligi oldu.
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Poster of Bilkent Archaeology Day Student Symposium.

(Ege Bans Giinday).

have been delayed and have become smaller in scale. We
had to cancel our plans for a trip to Sanhurfa to see Gobek-
litepe again. Firstly, we had the Bilkent Archaeology Day
Student Symposium planned for months on our club
calendar; many of our guest speakers were either accom-
modating in the earthquake zone or were affected by it.
Ultimately, we managed to organize it and the department
symposium the day before. It was held hybrid, both
face-to-face and online; we attracted many audiences. At
this event, we had a lot of demand from Bilkent and
outside audiences on both platforms. "Identity in Archae-
ology" was a sensitive topic that all participants studied
carefully. This interdisciplinary symposium included
students from Anthropology, Archaeology, and even
Japanese Language and Literature. We had a wide range
of geographic and periodical topics, all exciting: The
Archeology of Eunuchs in Byzantium, Nature of Naming,
Anadolu Arkeolojisinde Kadmm Yeri, Vestal Virgins of
Rome, Body Awareness, Female Homosexuality in Antig-
uity, and Gender Archaeology of Japan were our presenta-
tion topics. All were well-researched and well-defended,
leading to extensive discussions between the audience and
the presenter.

After the intense symposium, we all moved on to our next
event that took place the same day, the Cuneiform Writing
‘Workshop Part 2. The event we did in the first semester
had a lot of demand from Bilkent students and outside.

Archaeology”
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2023 bahar dénemi i¢in bir¢ok planimiz vardi. Ancak 6
Subat'taki yikici deprem nedeniyle planlarimiz biyiik
olctide aksadi. Projelerimiz gecikti ve daha az kapsamh
diizenlemek  zorunda kaldik. Uzun zamandir
planladigimiz Sanhurfa ve Gobeklitepe gezimiz bir kez
daha iptal edildi. ik olarak ajandamuzda, aylarca
planladigmmiz  Bilkent Arkeoloji  Guni Ogrellci
Sempozyumu vardi; bircok konuk konusmacimiz ya
deprem bolgesinde konakliyorlardi ya da depremden
etkilenmislerdi. Sonunda, sempozyum hem yiz yiize
hem de ¢evrimi¢i olarak diizenlenebildi ve bolim
sempozyumu da onceki gin gerceklestirildi. Bu etkinlik
hem yiiz yiize hem de ¢evrimigi platformlarda Bilkent
ogrencilert ve disanidan gelen izleyiciler tarafindan
biiyiik bir talep gordii. "Arkeolojide Kimlik" konusu,
tiim katthmailarm dikkatle ¢alisign hassas bir konuydu.
Bu disiplinler aras1 sempozyum, Antropoloji, Arkeoloji
ve hatta Japon Dili ve Edebiyati 6grencileri tarafindan
hazirlanan sunumlar iceriyordu. Cografi ve dénemsel
olarak genis bir konu yelpazemiz vardi, hepsi birbirin-
den farkli ve heyecan vericiydi: Bizans'ta Kastrasyonun
Arkeolojisi,  Isimlendirmenin Dogasi;,  Anadolu
Arkeolojisinde Kadimin Yeri, Roma’nin Vestal Bakire-
leri, Beden Farkindaligi, Antik Cagda Kadin Homo-
sekstielligi ve Japonya'da Cinsiyet Arkeolojisi sunum
konularmmizdi. Hepsi 1yi arastirilmis ve iyl savunulmus
olup, izleyici ve sunucu arasinda uzun stiren fikir alisver-
isleriyle daha da zenginlestirildi.



Bilkent Archaeology Day Student Symposium.

(Esen Zeynep Okutucu).

This time, we extended our capacity and hosted students
from our school and all our friends participating in the
symposium. Our MA student M. Ali Akman, who studies
Hittite Language with ilgi Gereek, explained the nature of
the Hittite language and the systematics of cuneiform
writing. He again explained the nature of the Hittite
language and the systematics of cuneiform writing. Once
again, working with clay and experiencing a 3D writing
system amazed most of our attendants. With this, we ended
Bilkent Archaeology Days.

Then came our last round of events, the Discussion
Readings. There has been great demand from our under-
graduate and graduate-level students to hold regular Discus-
sion Readings. We prepared a survey that we shared with
our members, and based on the responses we got, we
designed a plan that allowed us to hold 3 of these meetings
once in two weeks. We started by doing a discussion with
Olivier Henry from Umnversité Lumiere Lyon 2 about
Labraunda. We had lots of students, from prep school to
master’s, planning to go to Labraunda as a summer intern-
ship; thus, we felt that it would be suitable for them to learn
about the site before they went to the field. We asked for
two articles from the Director of Excavation, Olivier Henry,
to reach all students. We had an hour-long discussion
where the students had the chance to talk to Olivier Hoca
and ask him their questions regarding the articles or, in
general, Labraunda.

Yogun gegen sempozyumdan sonra, aym giin ger¢eklesen
ve bu sefer daha biyik caph ger¢eklestirdigimiz
etkinligimize gectik: “Civi Yazisi Atolyesi 2. Bolim.” ik
donem de ger¢eklestirdigimiz bu etkinlik, Bilkent 6grencil-
er1 ve disaridan gelenlerden biiyiik talep gormustii. Bu sefer
kapasitemizi genisletik ve sempozyuma Kkatilan tiim
arkadaslarmuzi da aguladik. flgi Gercek ile birlikte Hitit
Dili tizerine ¢ahsan yiiksek lisans o6grencimiz M. Ali
Akman, Hitit dilinin dogasini ve ¢ivi yazisinim sistematigini
acikladh. Kil ile cahsmak ve 3D bir yaz sistemini deneyimle-
mek, kathmalarmz bir kez daha etkiledi. Boylece
Bilkent Arkeoloji Giinleri'm tamamladik.

Sonra sira geldi son etkinliklerimize, “Okuma Grubu.”
Lisans ve yiiksek lisans 6@rencilerimiz arasmda diizenli
olarak Okuma Grubu organize etmemiz yoniinde biiyiik
talep vardi. Bir anket hazirlayip tiyelerimizle paylastktan
sonra aldigimiz yanitlara dayanarak 1ki haftada bir
gerceklestirerek ti¢ toplanti yapabilecegimiz bir plan
tasarladik. Oncelikle Olivier Henry ile Labraunda hakkin-
da bir tarisma gerceklestirdik. Yaz staj olarak Labraun-
da'ya gitmeyi planlayan bir¢ok 6grencimiz vardi, bu ylizden
araziye gitmeden 6nce bu antik kent hakkinda bilgi edinme-
lerinin uygun olacagim duisiindiik. Labraunda kazi baskan
Olivier Henry’den tiim 6grencilerin kavrayabilecegi diizey-
de 1ki makale istedik. ogrencﬂel‘ bir saat boyunca makalel-
erle 1lgili sorularm ve genel olarak Labraunda ile ilgili
sorularmi Olivier Hoca'va sorma sansi buldular.



Next, we hosted Michael Jones from Koc¢ University/
KUDAR. We read two articles beforehand and discussed
the definitions of maritime archaeology, nautical archae-
ology, and underwater archaeology. Then we discussed
the maritime archaeology of Fjord coastlines and ancient
harbor structures and how they represented society and
people.

Our last event was again a discussion reading with Martin
Steskal from Austrian Archaeological Institute, who
works as the assistant director in Ephesus excavations.
‘We again had students that were going to work in Ephe-
sus during the summer. He suggested two articles, one on
burial practices and the other on harbors. Both heavily
discussed issues in the archaeological research conducted
in the excavations of Ephesus. We discussed the changing
trends of burial traditions and the leading causes of
change. After an hour-long discussion, we finished our
meeting along with the year.

The 2022-2023 academic year for the Bilkent Archaeolo-
gy Club has been the most active one for a long time. We
have squeezed nine events into one year, more than what
had been done in the last two years. The Board of Direc-
tors consisted of 7 people, E. Zeynep Okutucu (chair of
the president), Melis Yiicedag (general secretary), Burak
Bosdurmaz (treasurer), inci Nil Sen (human relations),
Pamir Goksu (translator), Ege Baris Giinday (designer),
and Defne Giiler Bilgili (organization) have made this
year's activities possible. They took the mitiative and
performed their responsibilities to their full extent. Also,
I would like to thank our active members who have
continuously supported the club events and motivated us
to do better.

As the board of the club, I can confidently assert that we
are proud of what we have achieved and grateful for all
the support. While there 1s always room for improve-
ment, we did our best to keep that room small. We hope
next year's board will achieve more than us and have a less
problematic year.

Sonraki etkinligimizde Kog Universitesiy KUDAR'dan
Michael Jones'u agirladik. Onceden iki makale okuduk ve
denizcilik arkeolojisi, nautik arkeoloji ve sualti arkeolojist
tanimlanm tartistk. Ardindan, Fiyort sahil seritlerinin ve
antik man yapilarimn denizcilik arkeolojisini ve toplum
ile insanlar1 nasil temsil etigini tartistik.

Son etkinligimiz tekrardan bir tarisma okumasiydi ve
Avusturya Arkeoloj Enstitiistin’den, Efes kazilarinda kazi
baskan yardimcisi olarak gorev yapan Martin Steskal’mn
katahmuyla etkinligimize basladik. Yaz aylarinda Efeste
calismay1 planlayan 6grencilerimiz vardi bu sebeple ayni
Labraunda’da yaptugimuz gibi 6grencilerin ihtiyaclarim gz
ontinde bulundurduk. Martin Steskal, defin gelenekleri ve
limanlar {izerine iki makale 6nerdi. Her ki makale de Efes
kazlarindaki arkeolojik arastirmalarda énemli konular ele
aldi. Degisen defin geleneklerini ve bu degisikliklerin
onct nedenlermi tartstk. Bir saatlik bir tarismann
ardindan toplantimizla birlikte yih da sonlandirdik.

Bilkent Arkeoloji Kultibi i¢in 2022-2023 akademik yili
uzun zamandir gecirilen en aktif yil oldu. Bir yila toplamda
dokuz etkinlik sigdirdik ki bu son iki yilda yapilandan
daha fazla. Yonetim Kurulu, E. Zeynep Okutucu
(baskan), Melis Yiicedag (genel sekreter), Burak Bosdur-
maz (muhasebeci), Inci Nil Sen (insan iliskiler), Pamir
Goksu (cevirmen), Ege Baris Giinday (tasarimei) ve Defne
Giiler Bilgili (orgamizasyon) olmak tizere 7 kisiden olusuy-
ordu. Hepimizin bu yil diizenlenen etkinliklerde emekleri
var. Ayrica, kuliip etkinliklerimize stirekh destek olan aktif
tyelerimize tesekkiir etmek istiyorum, bizi daha iyi isler
¢ikarmamiz i¢in tesvik ettiler.

Kuliip yonetimi olarak, elde ettigimiz basarilarla gurur
duydugumuzu ve aldigimiz tim deste§e minnettar
oldugumuzu goéniil rahathgiyla séyleyebilirim. Her zaman
daha 1y1 1sler ¢ikanlabilir ve elestirilebilecek yanlarimiz
olmustur ancak, bu yonlerimizi en aza indirmek i¢in
elimizden gelenin en 1yisini yaptik. Gelecek yihn yonet-
minin bizim basarilarimizi asmasim ve daha sakin bir yil
gecirmelerini temenni ediyoruz.

(Ege Bans Glinday).
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Bilkent Archaeology Day

Grounding Selves:

Archaeological Approaches to

Past Identities

Written by Dominique Kassab Tezgor,

Chair of Department of Archaeology, Bilkent University.

The Bilkent Archaeology Day has been organized since
2018 every year on different topics, except in 2020 when
it was cancelled due to the pandemic:

- 2018: Archaeology and Bilkent and Archaeological
Research at Labraunda

- 2019: New Perspectives on the Bronze Age in Anatolia

- 2021: What a Colourful World: Some Pigments and
Colours in Antiquity (online)

- 2022: The Environmental Challenge: Views and
Lessons from Antiquity (online)

- 2028: Grounding Selves: Archaeological Approaches to
Past Identities (hybrid)

The 5th yearly Bilkent Archaeology Day was held this
year on the 31st of March, although because of the tragic
earthquake in the Southeastern Turkey, we remained
unsure for some time if such an organization would be
appropriate.

Bilkent Arkeoloji Giinii, 2018 yilindan bu yana, (2020
yilinda pandemi nedeniyle iptal edilmistir) her yil farkl
konular tizerine diizenlenmektedir.

- 2018: Bilkent ve Labraunda'da Arkeoloji Arastirmalar
- 2019: Anadolu'da Tun¢ Cagmna Yeni Perspektifler

- 2021: Ne Renkli Bir Diinya: Antik Cagda Baz
Pigmentler ve Renkler (¢evrimigi)

- 2022: Cevresel Miicadel: Antik Dénemden Perspekti-
fler ve Dersler (¢evrimic)

- 2023: Kimlikleri Koklendirme: Gec¢mis Kimliklere
Arkeolojik Yaklasimlar (hibrit)

Yillik diizenlenen Bilkent Arkeoloji Glinii'ntin besincisi
bu yil 31 Mart tarthinde gerceklestirildi. Gilineydogu
Tirkiye'deki trajik deprem nedeniyle bir siire boyunca
béyle bir organizasyonun uygun olup olmayacag1 konu-
sunda  belirsizik  yasandiysa  da  organizasyon
gerceklestirildi.



Dominique Kassab Tezgor, Bilkent Archaeology Day 2023.
(Bilkent University Department of Archaeology).

In the end, together with the students, we decided to go
ahead with the event. Our reason was that in order to fulfill
our mission to construct the future, we should look forward
and have live meetings where possible and fair during the
online teaching period. For this reason, we organized it on a
smaller scale and opted for hybrid attendance, without the
closing evening reception. At the opening of our event, our
first thoughts went to all the victims of this tragedy, the ones
who have lost their life, members of their family, their home
and their hopes.

Bilkent Archaeology Day 1s traditionally comprised of a
morning and an afternoon session. For reasons to do with
scheduling issues, this year we began our Archaeology Day
with the afternoon session organized by our department,
and the day after, the Students Symposium took place,
organized by the Club of Archaeology. The quality and
diversity of the presentations and the success of the organiza-
tion as a whole were outstanding.

Last year, the topic had been The Environmental
Challenge, Views and Lessons from Antiquity. Today,
antiquity serves as bridge between now and the past and
brings us a message of hope and continuity, as Antioch has
been devastated by earthquakes more than once since. We
remember that the worst earthquake 1n this area was n AD
526, killing 250,000 people and setting the whole city on fire.

Sonugta, 6grencilerle birlikte aldigimz karar dogrul-
tusunda etkinlife devam ettik. Amacimizin gelecegi insa
etmek oldugunu géz 6ntinde bulundurarak, c¢evrimici
ogreim  doneminde mimkiin  oldugunca canl
toplantilar yapmak ve adil bir sekilde ilerlemek adina bu
karan aldik. Bu nedenle, etkinligi daha kiciik bir
Olcekte diizenledik ve kapamis aksam resepsiyonunu
yapmadik. Etkinligimizin ag¢ilisinda, ilk distincelerimiz
bu trajedide hayatlarmi kaybedenlere, aile tyelerine,
evlerine ve umutlarmi kaybedenlere gitti.

Bilkent Arkeoloji Giinti genel olarak sabah ve 6gleden
sonra olmak tizere iki oturumdan olusur. Bu yil
programlama sorunlarindan dolay1 Arkeoloji Giinii'ni
ogleden sonra oturumuyla baslattik, ardindan bir giin
sonra Arkeoloji Kuliibii tarafindan diizenlenen C)grenci
Sempozyumu gerceklesti. Sunumlarnn kalitesi ve ¢esitlil-
1g1 ile organizasyonun genel basarisi ¢ok yiiksekdi.

Gegtigimiz  yil, konu "Cevresel Miicadele: Antk
Doénemden Gortsler ve Dersler" idi. Bugtin antik ¢ag,
simdiyle ge¢mis arasinda bir koprii gorevi gormekte,
Antakya’nin daha 6nce bir¢ok kez depremlerle yikilmis
olmasi gibi, bize umut ve siireklilik mesaj iletmektedir.
Bu bolgedeki en koti  depremin, MS 526'da
gerceklestigi ve 250.000 kisinin éliimiine ve tiim sehrin
alevlere teslim olmasma neden oldugunu hatrlatiyor bizlere.



Indeed, it was successfully reconstructed and
became the beautiful city it was known to be. So will
it be rebuilt and resplendent once again.

This year, Grounding Selves: Archaeological
Approaches to Past Identities was at the center of
our discussion: how can we define social and politi-
cal, cultural and an artistic identities, or indeed
gender identity? The papers given by our speakers
explored some of the possible answers to this
question. Although we had less speakers than in the
previous years, we followed the usual sequence of
the Bilkent Archaeology Day by hearing from our
faculty members as well as colleagues from other
mstitutions and had the pleasure to listen to Musa
Kadioglu from Ankara University, our keynote
speaker; Luca Zavagno, from our department; our
alumna Ilgi Gercek, also from our department and
Ivana Jevtic from Kog¢ University. Our Master
students kindly assisted wus throughout: Esma
Demiryiirek was the moderator and Ugur Tanriverdi
in charge of the coordination with the Zoom partici-
pants.

We hope that the 6th Bilkent Archaeology Day will
be organized next April 2024 under good omens on
a larger scale and on another challenging topic.

i

Bilkent Archaeology Day 2023.
(Bilkent University Department of Archaeology).

Gergekten de Antakya basanih bir sekilde yeniden insa
edilmis ve bilindigi gibi giizel bir sehir haline gelmist.
Gegmiste oldugu gibi gliniimiizde de yeniden insa
edilecek ve tekrar ithtisamli olacagmna dair giivence vermek-
tedir.

Bu wyil, Kimlikler1 Koklendirme: Gec¢mis Kimliklere
Arkeolojik Yaklasimlar, tartismalarimizin merkezindeydi:
toplumsal ve siyasi, kiiltiirel ve sanatsal kimlikler1 ya da
cinsiyet kimligini nasil tanmmlayabiliriz?
Konusmacilarimizin sunumlari, bu sorularm olasi cevap-
larmdan bazlarim arastardi. Onceki yillara kiyasla daha az
konusmaciya sahip olsak da, Bilkent Arkeoloji Giinti'niin
alisila gelen siralamasimi takip ettik. Fakiilte tiyelerimizden
ve diger kurumlardan meslektaslarimizi dinleme sansi elde
ettik; Ankara Universitesinden Musa Kadioglu, ana
konusmacimiz olarak bizi onurlandiran, boliimiimiizden
Luca Zavagno, aym zamanda mezun 6grencimiz olan flgi
Gercek, ve son olarak Koc¢ Universitesinden Ivana Jevtic’i
dinleme firsati bulduk. Yiiksek lisans 6grencilerimizin de
katkilar yiksekti: Esma Demiryiirek moderator olarak
gorev yaparken ve Ugur Tannverdi, Zoom kathmeilariyla
koordinasyondan sorumlu oldu.

Umanz ki 6. Bilkent Arkeoloji Giinii, Nisan 2024'te 1yi
isaretlerle, daha gems bir olcekte ve baska bir tartismal
konu tizerine diizenlenecekdr.
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