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Tarih Oncesi Dénemde Pergamon ve
Bakircay (Kaikos) Ovasi

Pergamon and the Kaikos Valley in

Prehistoric Times

Giris

Batida Ege Denizi'ne baglanan Bakircay Ovasi, dogu-
da Soma’ya kadar uzayan genis vadisiyle Bati Anadolu’da
bir mikro cografya niteligindedir (Fig. 1). Bolgenin tarih
oncesi donemlerdeki 6nemini ve gelisimini konu eden sis-
temli arastirmalarin sayisi oldukca azdir (Parzinger 1993:
208). Prehistorya ¢alismalarinin geleneksel olarak agirlik
merkezlerini, bugtine kadar 6rnegin, kuzeyde Troas bol-
gesi, Marmara Denizi cevresinden Eskisehir’e kadar olan
bolge, Trakyanin Turkiye sinirlar: icerisinde kalan kismi
ile gtineybatida Goller Bolgesi olustururken, Pergamon ve
cevresinde daha ziyade tarihi dénemler arastirilmistir. Bu
yargimiz, yiizey malzemesine ve eski kazilarin farkli veya
belirsiz tarihli kontekslerine ait tekil buluntularina dayan-
maktadir. Bunlara ilaveten c¢esitli 6l¢cim yontemleriyle des-
teklenen ytizey arastirmalari ve arkeometrik ¢alismalar, bil-
gilerimizi son yillarda oldukca genisletmistir. Yortanl’daki
eski kazilarda da goruldagu gibi, bu kaltir bolgesinin ta-
rih 6ncesi arastirmalari icin temel olusturacak bir stratig-
rafiyi sunan herhangi bir kaz1 yeri ne yazik ki yoktur. Bakir-
cay Vadisi’min tarih 6ncesini anlamak i¢in civar bolgelerde
ulasilacak yeni veriler buiyiik 6nem tasimaktadir (Efe 1988;
Efe 2007; Kull 1988; Lichter 2005: 1-11, 59-74; Ozdogan
2006; Ozdogan — Basgelen 2007; Ozdogan vd. 2012; Par-
zinger 1993; Schoop 2005; Mountjoy 1998; Niemeier 2007;
Schachner — Meri¢ 2000). Son yillarda, Cesme Yarimadasi
ve Izmir’den Kiiciitk Menderes’e (Kaistros) kadar uzanan ic-
bolgede yogunlasan ¢alismalar bu tir arastirmalara érnek
gosterilebilir (Erkanal 2008a; Erkanal 2008b; Giinel 1999;
Giinel 2006; Herling vd. 2008; Horejs vd. 2011; Horejs 2012;
Kouka 2008; Sahoglu 2007).

BARBARA HOREJS*

Introduction

The Kaikos valley with its opening to the
Aegean in the west and wide river valley reach-
ing to Soma in the east, forms a micro-region
in western Anatolia (Fig. 1) whose develop-
ment and significance in early prehistory have
been the subject of little systematic research
(Parzinger 1993: 208). While Troas, immedi-
ately to the north, and the region around the
Sea of Marmara as far as Eskisehir and Turkish
Thrace, for example, or the Lake District in the
south-west are traditional areas of prehistoric
research, in Pergamon and the surrounding
landscape the focus has primarily lain on the
periods in antiquity. The summary given here
can only draw on surface finds, individual arte-
facts and material from mixed or unclear find
contexts of various old excavations. Accompany-
ing this are new surveys using various prospec-
tion methods as well as archaeometric studies,
which have considerably enlarged the overall
picture in recent years. An excavation site that
could provide a fundamental index stratigraphy
for this cultural landscape in early prehistory is
lacking, unfortunately — if we disregard the old
excavations in Yortan. For our understanding
of early prehistory in the Kaikos valley we are
therefore also particularly reliant on the results
of investigations conducted in recent decades
in neighbouring regions (Efe 1988; Efe 2007;
Kull 1988; Lichter 2005: 1-11, 59-74; Ozdogan
2006; Ozdogan — Basgelen 2007; Ozdogan et
al. 2012; Parzinger 1993; Schoop 2005; Mount-

* Dr. Barbara Horejs, Austrian Academy of Science,
Institute for Oriental and European Archaeology,
Fleischmarkt 20-22, A - 1010 Wien, barbara.horejs@

oeaw.ac.at
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joy 1998; Niemeier 2007; Schachner — Meric
2000). These include intensive field research on
the Cesme peninsula and in the hinterland of
Izmir extending into the region of the Kucuk
Menderes (Kaistros) (Erkanal 2008a; Erkanal
2008b; Giinel 1999; Giinel 2006; Herling et al.
2008; Horejs et al. 2011; Horejs 2012; Kouka
2008; Sahoglu 2007).

Past Research Into the Prehistory
of The Kaikos Valley
Excavations in the necropolis of Candarh

(Pitane, Kocabaglar) began in the 19" centu-

PERGAMON AND THE KAIKOS VALLEY IN PREHISTORIC TIMES

Bakircay Ovasr’'nin Tarih Oncesi Hakkinda

Yiiritillmis Eski Arastirmalar

19. yizyilda Candarl (Pitane, Kocabaglar) nekropoliin-
de baslayan kazilar, 1960’larda Ekrem Akurgal tarafindan
yuratilmiis ve calismalarin buytk bolimu yayinlanmamis-
tir (Loeschke 1912: 404 vd.; Bittel 1950: 21; Akurgal 1987).
S. Loeschke’nin yayimladig: buluntular bir mezara ve ayni
nekropole ait ise (Loeschke 1912: 404 Fig. 11), mezarlarin
kullanim1 olasilikla Erken Tun¢ Cagi'na kadar geri gitmek-
tedir (Akyurt 1998: 19). Pitane’deki eski kazilarda ele gecen

Myken Dénemi’ne ait izengi kulplu bir kap gtintimiize dek
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A Spétchalkolithikum bis Friihbronzezeit 1 )™ Q
:ﬁc Prehistoric Anatolia
O Mittel- bis Spatbronzezeit 5 10 km = Darhara Horels
— Karte: M. Borner

x Lagerstétte UTM (WGS84) Zone 35 N © Pergamongrabung des Deutschen Archéologischen Instituts
ry, were resumed in the 1960s by Ekrem Akur- siiregelen referans ve tartismalara defa- Fig. 1: S
gal, and for the most part were not published .. Balarcay Ova51. ve prehistorik donem
c larca konu olmustur (Perrot — Chipiez buluntu yerleri

(Loeschke 1912: 404 £.; Bittel 1950: 21; Akurgal
1987). Use of the graves may go back to the
Early Bronze Age (Akyurt 1998: 19), providing
that an ensemble published by Loeschke does
indeed come from a grave and also belongs to
the same necropolis (Loeschke 1912: 404 Fig.

11). A Mycenaean stirrup jar from the early

Alman Arkeoloji Enstitaisii Pergamon

1894; Bittel 1950: 21; C)Zgﬁnel 1996: 2. Kazis1 arsivi verileriyle hazirlanmais
. . harita. Detaylar M. Bérner (ERC
136 vd. Lev. 20; Hertel 2011: 39). Bu Prehistoric Anatolia)
kap olasilikla SH IIT C (Gec¢ Hellas III ) ) o
. The Kaikos valley and its prehistoric
C) evresine ait, Sporad (Ozgunel 1996: sites
Basic map: Archives of the Pergamon

136 Vd.; MOllIlthy 1999: 1132 vd. Flg Excavation, DAI. Detail: M. Borner
> Prehistoric Anatoli:
464-465) ya da Kyklad Adalari’'ndan it- (ERC Prehistoric Anatolia)
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0 15 cm

Fig. 2: hal edilmistir (Kardara 1977: Fig. 1-4,
Candarlr’dan (Pitane) Myken Dénemi . .
tzengi kulplu kap 7, Moungoy 1999: 951-955) (Flg 2).

Bittel 1950, Lev. 5 . R . . . -
Kaikosun en eski yeri, bolgedeki tim

Mycenaean stirrup jar from Candarh
(Pitane)
Bittel 1950, P1. 5 olan Yortanli mezarhgidir. Yortanh

Erken Tuncg kiltarlerine adini vermis

nekropoliinde 100’den fazla mezarin

saptandig1 kazi calismalar1 (Akdeniz
2009: 52, 61 Fig. 9), 1900-1901 yillarinda P. Gaudin ve V.
Chapot tarafindan yapilmis, sonuclar kisa bir raporda ta-
nitilmis ve son olarak da T. Kamil tarafindan 1982 yilinda
detayh bir katalog halinde yayimlanmistir (Kamil 1982).
Avrupa’nin ¢esitli miizelerine dagilan eserler, analoji mal-
zemesi olmadigindan stirekli genis bir kronoloji tartisma-
sina cekilmistir. Bu nedenle de, buraya 6zgu bir kilttr izi
olmamasina ragmen, bolgenin MO 3. binyili Yortan Kul-

tira uzerinden tanimlanmistir. Yortan Kultirid’'nin ta-

excavations in Pitane has been cited and dis-
cussed many times since then (Perrot — Chip-
iez 1894; Bittel 1950: 21; Ozgiinel 1996: 2. 136
f. P1. 20; Hertel 2011: 39), it could well be an LH
1 ¢ dated import from the islands of the Dode-
canese (Ozgiinel 1996: 136 f.; Mountjoy 1999:
1132 f. Fig. 464-465) or the Cyclades (Kardara
1977: Fig. 1-4, 7; Mountjoy 1999: 951-955) (Fig.
2). The grave field of Yortan, located in the
source area of the Kaikos, has given its name to
the entire Early Bronze Age cultural horizon
of the region. Not precisely localized until re-
cently (Akdeniz 2009: 52, 61 Fig. 9), the ceme-
tery was excavated in 1900-01 by P. Gaudin and
V. Chapot, who found over 100 graves, which
were then presented in a brief report and final-
ly published in 1982 in a relatively exhaustive
catalogue by T. Kimil (Kamil 1982). The finds,
today dispersed among several European mu-
seums, have been repeatedly cited in wide-
ranging chronology debates in the absence of
alternatives. This has led to the region in the
3 millennium Bc being defined by a “Yortan
Culture” whose essential cultural manifesta-
tions were scarcely characterized and whose
dating continues to oscillate widely between
different centuries and relative-dating estima-
tions, according to perspective (Bittel 1950;
Lloyd — Mellaart 1962: 183; Renfrew 1972: 132;
Podzuweit 1979; Korfmann 1981; Efe 1988).

During field-walking in the area surround-
ing Pergamon the archaeologists W. Dorpfeld,
K. Bittel and J. Driehaus also found, surveyed
and assessed prehistoric sites and partially
published their results. In 1908 W. Doérpfeld,
O. Hepding and P. Schazmann also opened a
small test trench south of Yeni Yeldegirmentepe
(Dorpfeld 1908; Dorpfeld — Hepding 1910).
Later work undertaken by Bittel in the 1940s,
consisting of surface surveys and the collection
of individual finds, resulted in a standard refer-
ence article about the region (Bittel 1950). In
1955, following a suggestion by Bittel, Driehaus
carried out a survey in the Kaikos valley and
was ultimately able to localize 12 possible pre-
historic sites, which he published in an article
(Driehaus 1957).

Furthermore, excavations on the acropolis
mountain of Pergamon also contributed indi-
rectly to prehistoric research. Prehistoric finds
kept coming to light in the course of excava-
tions of the ancient city in progress since the

19™ century, for example polished axes and
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adzes (Bittel 1950; Kamil 1982: Fig. 20-22, 90;
Driehaus 1957: 88 Fig. 6, 26, 94), which indicate
at least temporary use of or presence on the
mountain in prehistory (Korfmann 1973/74:
42) but cannot be ascribed to any specific fea-
ture or strata. The excavations by W. Radt at
the oldest city walls also turned up Bronze Age
pottery fragments that were described as lying
in a secondary context (Radt 1992; Radt 1994:
397). The features in question, according to
the excavator’s description, were not associ-

ated complexes but rather “backfill layers” that

3

had rolled down and become deposited at what
was in fact an Archaic wall (Radt 1992: 169;
Radt 1994; Schachner — Meri¢c 2000: 311). The

ceramic fragments found there, first and fore-

\

most a beak-spouted jug reassembled with ad-
ditions (Radt 1992: 227 Fig. 7 P1. 30), were first 3
of all taken by A. Schachner and R. Meri¢ as

evidence of occupation of the acropolis moun-

tain in the 2" millennium Bc (Schachner —
Meri¢ 2000: 311). The find material from these

excavations was subsequently reprocessed

0————2,5¢cm

by D. Hertel and discussed at length in a re- rihlendirilmesi ise, bakis acisina gore Fig. 3:
articl 12011 1 1 ) . . . . Yeni Yeldegirmentepe’de yerel
cent article (Hertel 2011). Hertel postulates a farkl ytzyillar ya da goéreceli kronoloji malzemeden tas aletler. 1-3. Cekirdek
Bronze Age date of origin for the fortification . . . . parcalar 4. Kaziyic1 alet 5. Kesici alet
. . . . tahminleri arasinda bugin dahi de- M. Bergner 2008-2009 (Horejs'e 2011,
walls, which were used continuously into antiq- o . . Fig. e gore)
gisebilmektedir (Bittel 1950; Lloyd - §oc8

uity (Hertel 2011: 34). The further-reaching

conclusions of a “central site, larger than Troy

Mellaart 1962: 183; Renfrew 1972: 132; Stone tools made of local raw

materials from Yeni Yeldegirmentepe:

VI, with an affluent social elite, well organized Podzuweit 1979; Korfmann 1981; Efe 1-3 core fragments, 4 scraper, 5 sickle
N blade

power structures and at least one sanctuary” 1988). M. Bergner 2008-2009 (after Horejs

(Hertel 2011: 87-39) are unfortunately scarcely Pergamon ve cevresindeki yiizey 2011, Fig. 8)

verifiable. If we consider known Middle and arastirmalar1  sirasinda prehistorik

Late Bronze Age settlements both in the vicin- ..
) ) ' buluntu yerlerinin de aranmasini ve

ity of Pergamon and in western Anatolia as a . .

. . . bulgularin degerlendirilerek kismen yayimlanmasini W.
whole, then the steep, inhospitable rock with-

out fresh water resources represents a singular Dorpfeld, K. Bittel, J. Driehaus gibi arastirmacilara borg-

and rather unattractive settlement site for the luyuz. W. Doérpfeld, O. Hepding ve P. Schazmann 1908 y1-
Bronze Age (Driehaus 1957: 94). Nonetheless lindaki arastirmalari sirasinda Yeni Yeldegirmentepe'nin
the finds indicate an at least occasional, albeit gﬁneyinde kucuk bir sondaj da acmislardir (Dérpfeld
possibly only temporary use of the acropolis 1908; Dorpfeld — Hepding 1910). K. Bittel’in 1940 lar-

mountain in the 2" millennium Bc. L L
. . . daki, ytzey taramalar1 ve ele gecirilen az sayida bulun-
Finally we should mention the Greek-British

investigations in the Madras river delta directly tunun derlenmesinden olusan girisimleri ise bolge hak-

north of the Kaikos in the 1990s, which brought kinda esashi bir makale ortaya ¢ikarmistir (Bittel 1950).
further important prehistoric finds to light J. Driehaus ise Bittel’in tesvikiyle 1955 yilinda Bakircay
(Lambrianidis — Spencer 2007). The material Ovasr'nda bir ylizey arastirmasi yaparak, belirledigi 12

spectrum at both the prehistoric sites that were prehistorik buluntu yerini bir makalede yayimlamaistir

(Driehaus 1957).

Sonucta Pergamon kazilar1 da tarih oncesi arastir-

investigated shows close parallels with the inner
Kaikos valley and the coastal zone immediately
to the south.

malarina dolayll da olsa bir katk: saglamistir. Bu antik

metropolde 19. ytuzyildan bu yana devam eden kazilar-
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da, perdahli baltalar ve kesiciler gibi sayis1 ¢cok az da olsa
prehistorik buluntular gin 1s1gina ¢ikmaktadir (Bittel
1950; Kamil 1982: Fig. 20-22, 90; Driehaus 1957: 88 Fig.
6, 26, 94). Bu buluntular, somut bir konteks ya da taba-
kaya yerlestirilemese de, en azindan Pergamon’un tarih
o6ncesi donemde, belki gecici bir siire icin de olsa, kulla-
nildigina isaret etmektedir (Korfmann 1973/74: 42). W.
Radt’in kentin en erken sehir surlarinda gerceklestirdigi
kazilarda ele gecirilen Tun¢ Cag1 canak ¢omlek parcala-
rinin, dolgu tabakasina ait malzemeler oldugu 6ne sirul-
mustir (Radt 1992; Radt 1994: 397). Arkeologlara gore
Arkaik surun dibindeki bulgular kapali bir konteks degil,
buraya yukaridan akan dolgu tabakalaridir (Radt 1992:
169; Radt 1994; Schachner — Meri¢ 2000: 311). Buluntular
arasinda en 6nde geleni, tiimlenmis durumdaki bir gaga
agizli kaptir (Radt 1992: 227 Fig. 7 Lev. 30). S6z konusu
kaba dayanarak, 6énce A. Schachner ve R. Meric akropolis-
teki yerlesimin MO 2. binyila ait oldugunu tahmin etmis-
lerdir (Schachner — Meri¢ 2000: 311). Bu kazinin buluntu-
lar1 son olarak D. Hertel tarafindan yeniden ele alinmis
ve kisa bir stire 6nce yayimlanan detayl bir makalede tar-
tismaya acilmistir (Hertel 2011). Hertel, sur duvarlarinin
Tun¢ Cagrnda yapildigini ve antik doneme kadar kulla-
nima devam edildigini ileri surer (Hertel 2011: 34). An-
cak, “buradaki yerlesme, Troia VI’dan daha buytk, icinde
zengin bir elit tabakanin yasadigi, hakimiyet kurallarinin
belirlenmis oldugu ve en azindan bir de kutsal alanin bu-
lundugu merkezi bir yerdir” seklinde ifade ettigi diger go-
rusleri kanitlanamamistir (Hertel 2011: 37-39). Nitekim,
gerek yakin cevredeki, gerekse Bat1i Anadolu’daki diger
Orta ve Gec¢ Tung yerlesimleriyle karsilastirdigimizda, te-
miz su kaynagindan yoksun bu ¢orak ve sarp kayaliklarla
dolu tepe, Tun¢ Cag: icin oldukca alisitlmadik bir yerdi
ve pek cezbedici bir alan da degildi (Driehaus 1957: 94).
Tum bu yargilara ragmen, Radt'in yaptig1 kazilarda ele
gecirilen bu buluntular, akropolisin MO 2. binyilda gecici
de olsa, en azindan zaman zaman kullanildig:1 gercegini
degistirmez.

Son olarak, Bakircay deltasinin hemen kuzeyinde uza-
nan Madra Daglarr'nin oldugu bolgede 1990’larda gercek-
lestirilen Yunan-Ingiliz ortak arastirmalar1 da, bolgedeki
diger onemli prehistorik calismalar arasinda sayilmalidir
(Lambrianidis — Spencer 2007). Bu arastirma cercevesin-
de incelenen iki prehistorik alanda tespit edilen malzeme,
Bakircay Ovasr’nin ici ile giineyindeki kiyr boélgeleri ara-

sinda kultturel benzerlikler oldugunu ortaya koymustur.
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Current Research and New
Results on the Prehistory of the
Pergamon Area

The comprehensive investigation of the
area surrounding the city of Pergamon with
various projects on ancient settlement and
landscape history in Atarneus and Elaia (Pir-
son — Zimmermann 2011) was supplemented in
2007 by research into the prehistory. In 2008
as part of these diachronic research activi-
ties a third-party-financed survey project was
launched in cooperation with the Istanbul De-
partment of the DAI. The primary objectives
are to incorporate and evaluate past research
in the Kaikos valley in the context of our cur-
rent knowledge of western Anatolia and sec-
ondly, building on this, to establish a new
basis for prehistoric research using a variety
of survey and analysis methods. Our ongoing
projects, furthermore, are exploring the struc-
ture of the settlement and possible changes to
it, prehistoric societies’ access to and use of
raw material resources and their adaptation to
changing conditions, and lastly the structure
of the external contacts of the Kaikos valley
population. A key question that is still seeking
clarification is: when did the Kaikos valley and

its coastal zone begin to be used as a settle-
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ment area, and with what kind of intensity and

PERGAMON AND THE KAIKOS VALLEY IN PREHISTORIC TIMES

Pergamon’un Yakin Cevresinin Fig. 4:

Gumiis Vadisi’'ne dogudan bakis
Ch. Schwall, duzeltme F. Ostmann
(ERC Prehistoric Anatolia)

continuityr Prehistoryasina Dair Giincel

In the course of five campaigns, old and new
. ‘ . c Arastirmalar
sites (Pirson — Zimmermann 2011) have so far View eastwards into the Giimiis valley
Ch. Schwall, processed by F. Ostmann

(ERC Prehistoric Anatolia)

Pergamon metropolinun yakin cev-
been examined by means of field-walking and in 8 p ¥ ¢

some cases by intensive archaeological surveys,
with geophysical and geodetic surveys being car-
ried out in various case studies (Horejs 2010).
Thanks to the inclusion of palacogeographic
studies and geological reports the sites can now
be evaluated in their landscape context. Addi-
tional field-walking at potential raw material
deposits and in the Gumus valley (adjoining the
Kaikos valley on the south side) has revealed a
further settlement zone, investigated using geo-
archaeological methods. As a result a total of
15 sites are now known in the Kaikos valley plus
coastal zone and 3 settlements in the Gumaus val-
ley, to which 7 temporarily visited or seasonally
used places can be added (Fig. 1). Many of the
datings and interpretations postulated by Bit-
tel and Driehaus can on the one hand be con-
firmed and on the other hand rendered more

precise or chronologically expanded.

Location and Size of the
Prehistoric Settlements
The find repertoire of the sites in addition

to sporadically conducted geophysical investiga-

resinin detayli bir sekilde incelenmesini
hedefleyen cok yonli yiizey arastirmala-
r1 kapsaminda, Atarneus ve Elaia (Pir-
son — Zimmermann 2011) antik kentleri
ve bolge tarihiyle ilgili incelemeler devam etmekte olup,
2007 yilindan bu yana bu arastirmaya bdlgenin tarih 6nce-
si donemleri de dahil edilmistir. Genis bir zamani kapsayan
bu arastirmanin bir parcas: olarak, 2008 yilindan beri de-
vam eden bu proje Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisti ile ortaklasa
yurutilmekte ve cesitli kaynaklar tarafindan finanse edil-
mektedir. Projenin esas amaci, Bakircay Ovas’nda daha
once yapilmis olan arastirmalarin Bat1 Anadolu prehistor-
yas1 hakkindaki gtincel bilgilerle birlestirilerek degerlendi-
rilmesi ve bu temele dayanarak, tarih 6ncesi arastirmala-
r1 i¢in yeni analiz yontemlerinin gelistirilmesidir. Giincel
arastirmalarimizda, yerlesimlerin yapisi ve gecirdigi olasi
degisikliklerin yani sira, prehistorik toplumlarin hammad-
de kaynaklar: ile baglantisim1 ve degisen kosullara uyum
stirecini, ayrica da Bakir¢ay Ovasi'ndaki halkin bolge disin-
dakilerle iliskilerinin nasil oldugu incelenmektedir. Bun-

larin o6tesinde, Bakir¢ay Ovasr’nin ve kiy1 seridinin hangi
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doénemden itibaren ve ne yogunlukta yerlesim gérdugu gibi
konular arastirilmaktadir.

Toplam bes calisma sezonu boyunca, 6nceden bilinen
ve yeni saptanan buluntu yerleri taranmis (Pirson — Zim-
mermann 2011), cesitli jeofizik ve jeodezi c¢alismalariyla
desteklenmis olan kismen yogun ytlizey arastirmalar1 ger-
ceklestirilmistir (Horejs 2010). Paleocografya disiplini ile
ortak calismalar ve bu ¢alismalara jeoloji uzmanlarinin da
dahil edilmesiyle, buluntu yerleri artik kendi cografi kon-
teksleri icerisinde de degerlendirilebilmektedir. Bunlara
ek olarak, potansiyel hammadde yataklarinda taramalar
yapilmis ve giineyde Bakircay havzasindan ayrilan Gu-
miuis Vadisi'nde jeoarkeolojik yontemler yardimiyla baska
yerlesim bolgeleri de tespit edilmistir. Simdilik, Bakircay
Ovasr’nda 15 buluntu yeri ve Glimus Vadisi’'nde 3 yerlesim
bilinmekte olup bunlarin 7’si gecici ya da mevsimlik kul-
lanilmis alanlar olarak degerlendirilmektedir (Fig. 1). K.
Bittel ve J. Driehausun cogu tarihleme ve yorumlar: bir
yandan dogrulanmis, diger yandan somutlastirilarak kro-

nolojik acidan genisletilmistir.

Tarih Oncesi Yerlesimlerin Konumu ve
Genislemesi

Buluntu cesitliligi ve buralarda yurttilen jeofizik ince-
lemelerine gore bu alanlarda stirekli bir yerlesimin agir-
likta oldugu tahmin edilmektedir. Tespit edilen buluntu
malzemesi, Yortanli ve Babakoy mezarlarindakinin aksine,
iyi korunmus kap ve mezar hediyeleri iceren nekropollere
isaret etmemektedir (Bittel 1939-41; Kamil 1982). Bakircay
Ovasr’'ndaki yerlesimlerin ¢ogu nehir kiyisinda ve genellik-
le dogal yukseltiler tizerinde ya da kiyirya yakin alanlarda
yer alir (Fig. 1). Bu durum, en azindan ovada bilinen 15
buluntu yerinden 13’1 icin gecerlidir. Bakir¢ay Nehri her
doénemde bu bolge icin belirleyici bir unsur olmustur. St.
Schneider ve diger arastirmacilarin paleocografik incele-
melerinin sonuclarina gore, nehir periyodik olarak tasmak-
tayd1 (Schneider vd. 2011; Seeliger vd. 2011). Diizenli ola-
rak yiikselen su seviyesi, ovanin ulagim, tarim ya da mera
gibi diger amaclar icin kullanimini etkilemis olmaliydi. Bu
nedenle s6z konusu yerlesim alanlar1 sadece ova kenari ya
da tepelik alanlara gecis bolgesinde yer aliyor olmaliydi.

Yeni Yeldegirmentepenin sulak ovanin ortasinda yer
almasi, nehir akisinin belirli bir dengede kaldigini ya da
su seviyesinin en azindan yerlesim sturesince degismedigini
diustiindirmektedir. Arkeolojik ve jeofizik ylizey taramalari,

yakin ¢evredeki dogal tepelerin hemen 6ntindeki alanlarin

tions suggest that the sites were predominantly
permanent settlements. The material ensem-
bles contain no indications of necropoleis with
relatively well preserved vessels or grave goods
made of other materials, such as we know from
the grave fields of Yortan and Babakoy (Bittel
1939-41; Kamil 1982). Most of the settlements
in the Kaikos valley lie at the edge of the flood
plain, mainly on natural elevations or in the im-
mediate coastal zone of the bay (Fig. 1). This is
the case for at least 13 of the 15 known sites in
the river valley. The Kaikos was certainly the de-
termining element of the landscape in all peri-
ods, as the findings of the palaeogeographic in-
vestigations of Schneider et al. show (Schneider
et al. 2011; Seeliger et al. 2011); regular flooding
can probably be assumed. The regular flood-
ing level presumably also adversely affected
utilization of the plain for other purposes such
as transport, cultivation or pastoralism, which
consequently could only have taken place at the
edge of the plain and in the transition zone of
the adjacent ridges.

The location of Yeni Yeldegirmentepe in the
middle of the flood plain on the other hand
suggests a certain stability of the river’s course
and water level, at least during this settlement
horizon. The archaeological and geophysi-
cal surveys have provided evidence of the use
of the plains directly at the foot of the natural
hill, indicating that the settlement extended
into the immediately surrounding area. So long
as settlements are limited to natural geologi-
cal formations, they will most likely have been
of fairly small size. A different picture is pre-
sented by Degirmentepe, a substantial hill at
the south edge of the flood plain that offers a
comparatively large habitation area — as indeed
may be presumed in the light of our research
findings. As Driehaus proposed (Driehaus 1957:
94), possible use of terraces and the mountain-
ous hinterland may also be assumed, at least for
stable transport routes and seasonal ascent of
the hills. This is also suggested by our survey re-
sults in one secluded side valley, where sporadic
finds on the ridges indicate temporary presence
originating from permanent settlements in the

plain.

Raw Material Resources and
Contact Zones
Examination of the lithic finds shows that

primarily local raw materials were used for the
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production of flaked and polished stone tools
(Fig. 3). This testifies to the high quality of the
accessible and exploited raw materials in the
Kaikos valley. But the attributes of the local
deposits can explain the absence of imported
lithic raw materials only when it comes to actual
everyday need. The widely traded obsidian from
inner Anatolia and the Aegean is presumably
hardly present at all in the Kaikos valley. Use of
raw materials on the island of Lesbos, not far off
shore, seems to be comparable in this respect,
suggesting good knowledge and intensive ex-
ploitation of local resources throughout the re-
gion (Lamb 1936). But there was probably no in-
tegration in the far-reaching obsidian exchange
networks here, in contrast to the neighbouring
regions (Bergner et al. 2009).

At the present state of investigation into the
material culture of the Kaikos valley at least two
characteristics can be established. First, the re-
gion is integrated in the general development of
object types, as is attested by the direct parallels
with ceramic vessels in neighbouring regions
and by the occurrence of typologically known
metal cloak pins, spindle whorls with character-
istic decoration and other everyday implements.
Second, verifiably “foreign objects or artefacts”
are hardly observed at all; genuine imports are
isolated exceptions. Among the latter is presum-
ably the marble figurine of the Kiliya type from
Babakéy (GruBinger et al. 2011: 437 Cat. 2.15),
a necropolis north-east of Yortan. A marble
workshop discovered at Kulaksizlar, north-east
of Izmir (Takaoglu 2005), has been associated
with these characteristically western Anatolian
idols from the 5" and 4" millennium Bc (See-
her 1992), and it could very conceivably be the
source of this particular artefact. The imported
Mycenaean stirrup jar from Pitane (Fig. 2) has
already been mentioned. Whether the two cop-
per needles from Yeni Yeldegirmentpe come
from local workshops remains uncertain given
the lack of excavated settlements (Fig. 6. 6-7).
Their raw materials at any rate point to region-
al, western Anatolian copper deposits, as the
metallurgical analyses by M. Mehofer have dem-
onstrated (Mehofer, in preparation). The over-
riding impression made by the Kaikos valley is
that of a relatively self-contained cultural land-
scape without intensive contact with regions
some distance away. This somewhat isolated po-
sition, observed for the Late Bronze Age by P.
Mountjoy and W.-D. Niemeier (Mountjoy 1998;

PERGAMON AND THE KAIKOS VALLEY IN PREHISTORIC TIMES

dogal yerlesim alanlar1 olarak kullanil-
mis oldugunu gostermektedir. Yerle-
simlerin buytukligt dogal arazi tizerin-
deki diiz alanin izin verdigi oranda ol-
dugundan, bunlar daha ziyade kiictik
yerlerdir. Fakat ovanin gtiney kenarin-
daki hatir1 sayilir bir tepede yer alan
Degirmentepe’nin, incelemelerimiz so-
nunda daha buyuk bir yerlesim oldugu
tespit edilmistir. Driehaus™un da dikkat
cektigi gibi (Driehaus 1957: 94), ovanin
teras ve tepelik i¢ bolgeleri de, en azin-
dan guwvenilir ulasim ve mevsimlik yer-
lesme yerleri olarak kullanildig: esasen
varsay1labilir. Ovanin kapali bir yan va-
disindeki incelemelerimiz sirasinda az

sayida yuzey buluntusuna ulasmamiz,

Fig. 5:

Gumius Vadisi'ndeki Bagh Tepe’den
Erken ve Orta Kalkolitik Donem
canak ¢omlek parcalari: 1.2.4. Kirmizi
perdahli ince mallar 3. Tekstil baskili
parca

M. Borner, F. Ostmann; resim
uyarlamasi J. Traumdller (ERC
Prehistoric Anatolia).

1: GUMI/Alt/OF/1/91

2: GUMI/Alt/OF/1/83

3: GUM04/12/F3/1/9

4: GUMI/Alt/OF/1/106

Early and Middle Chalcolithic pottery
fragments from Baglh Tepe in the
Guimis valley: 1, 2, 4 fine ceramics
with red slipped and burnished
surface; 3 fragment with impressed
textile pattern

M. Borner, F. Ostmann; processed
by J. Traumtller (ERC Prehistoric
Anatolia).

1: GUMI/Alt/OF/1/91

2: GUMI/Alt/OF/1/83

3: GUMO04/12/F3/1/9

4: GUMI/Alt/OF/1/106

bu tepe silsilelerinin gercekten de ovada yasayanlar tara-

findan zaman zaman kullanildigini distindiirmektedir.

Hammadde Kaynaklar1 ve Baglant1 Noktalar:

Tas buluntularin incelenmesi, vurularak yapilmis ve

perdahl tas aletlerin tiretiminde yerel malzemenin kulla-

nildigini ve Bakircay Vadisi'ndeki hammaddenin ytiksek

kalitede oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir (Fig. 3). Ithal ham-

maddenin gortlmeyisi, yoredeki yeralti kaynaklarinin ka-

liteli olusu, ya da talep diizeyi ile agiklanabilir. I¢ Anado-
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Iu ve Ege’den uzak bolgelere kadar ihrac edilen obsidyen,
gorunuse gore Bakircay Ovasr’nda yok denecek kadar az-
dir. Yerel hammadde kaynaklarinin iyi bilinmesi ve yogun
olarak kullanilmas: konusunda Bakir¢ay Ovast da, karsi-
sindaki Lesbos Adasi ile benzerlik géstermektedir (Lamb
1936). Komsu bolgelerin aksine, burasinin, genis bir alani
kapsayan obsidyen alisveris aginin disinda kaldig1 tahmin
edilmektedir (Bergner vd. 2009).

Simdiye kadar incelenmis olan malzemeye gore Bakir-
cay Ovasrnda iki ozellik saptanmistir: Bolge esasen, ca-
nak comlek buluntular, metalden bezemeli giysi igneleri,
agirsaklar ya da gunlik yasama ait diger aletlerde, komsu
bolgelerdeki obje tiplerinin gelisimiyle benzer bir genel ge-
lisim gosterir. Ozgiin ithal malzemeler hari¢ tutuldugun-
da, “yabanci obje veya aletler” gticliikle gozlemlenmekte-
dir. Bunlar arasinda Yortan’in kuzeydogusundaki Babakdy
mezarlhiginda bulunan Kiliya tipi mermer bir idol 6zellikle
kayda degerdir (GruBinger vd. 2011: 437 Kat. 2.15).

[zmir’in kuzeydogusundaki Kulaksizlar’da kesfedilmis
olan (Takaoglu 2005) ve MO 5. ve 4. binyilin tipik Bati
Anadolu idollerinin uretildigi bir atolye (Seeher 1992),
olasilikla buldugumuz idoliin geldigi yerdir. Pitane’deki
ithal Myken Dénemi tizengi kulplu kaptan ise daha énce
de bahsedilmisti (Fig. 2). Yerlesimlerde kazi yapilmamasin-
dan dolay1, Yeni Yeldegirmentepe’deki iki bakir ignenin
yerel atolyelere ait olup olmadig1 anlasilamamistir (Fig. 6,
6-7). M. Mehofer’in metaliirjik incelemelerine gore, ignele-
rin hammaddesi en azindan Bati Anadolu’daki yerel bakir
madenlerine isaret etmektedir (Mehofer, basimda). Buitiin
olarak degerlendirildiginde, Bakircay Ovasi’'nin uzak bolge-
lerle yogun bir iliski icinde olmadigi, daha ziyade icine ka-
pal1 bir kaltir bolgesi oldugu izlenimi agir basar. Ge¢ Tung
Cag1icin P. Mountjoy ve W.-D. Niemeier de bu izole durumu

gozlemlemislerdir (Mountjoy 1998; Niemeier 2007).

Bakircay Ovasr'ndaki En Eski Izler

Her ne kadar komsu bolgelerdeki MO 7. binyil yerlesim-
lerinin en erken evreleri hakkindaki yeni arastirmalara ba-
karak (Gabriel 2000; Lichter 2006; Takaoglu 2006; Kraufl
2011; Ozdogan vd. 2012), Bakircay Ovasi'nda da Neolitik
Doénem koylerinin varolmasi gerektigi distuntlse de, bu
simdilik bir hipotez olarak kalmaktadir (Erdogu 2000, 161
Fig. 2; Lichter 2005, 62 Fig. 1). Bugtinkii bilgilerimize gore,
Bakircay Ovas’'nda en erken Ge¢ Kalkolitik / Erken Tung
Cagrndan (MO 4.-3. biny1l) itibaren sabit bir yerlesimin

varlig1 kanitlanabilmistir. Vadi havzasindaki kalin altivyon
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Niemeier 2007), is reflected by the current state
of research, which presents a similar picture for

the older periods discussed here.

The oldest traces of human

activity in the Kaikos valley

In the light of recent research into the old-
est settlement horizon of the 7" millennium BC
in the immediately adjacent regions (Gabriel
2000; Lichter 2006; Takaoglu 2006; Krauf3 2011;
Ozdogan et al. 2012), Neolithic villages can prob-
ably also be assumed for the Kaikos valley too,
but must remain hypothetical for the time being
(Erdogu 2000, 161 Fig. 2; Lichter 2005, 62 Fig.
1). At the present time, continuous occupation of
the Kaikos valley can be demonstrated only from
the horizon of the Late Chalcolithic to the Early
Bronze Age in the 4™ and early 3'* millennium.
The thick alluvial deposits in the river valley, the
eroded slopes and the altered coastal zone mean
that older surface finds are hardly to be expect-
ed. New investigations in the Giimts valley along
with a reappraisal of some old finds from that
basin landscape have nevertheless provided indi-
cations that the entire microregion was possibly
settled earlier (Fig. 4). Ceramic fragments with
red slipped and burnished surface and short ver-
tical tubular lugs belong to a vessel category that
is characteristic of the horizon around 6,000 Bc
(Fig. 5. 1.2.4) (Lichter 2005; Oxdogan et al. 2012).
A further fragment with a mat imprint probably
dates to the advanced Chalcolithic of the 5" mil-
lennium (Fig. 5. 3) (Takaoglu 2006). Though
the evidence is still very scanty, the region seems
not to have been unpopulated, as is suggested
by the above-mentioned Kiliya figurine of simi-
lar date from Babakoy. The Giimis basin, lying
south-east of Pergamon on the opposite side of
the Kaikos plain, at any rate provides the earliest
evidence discovered so far of human presence in

the region.

The Late Chalcolithic and Early

Bronze Age (4™-3" millennium)

The nine known find-spots from the hori-
zon of the Late Chalcolithic to the older Early
Bronze Age have yielded a very homogeneous,
settlement-typical find spectrum (Fig. 1). On
the basis of new surface surveys and various
in-depth studies, the entire find material from
the older investigations has been re-evaluated

(Fig. 6). The best parallels are found in the early
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phases of Troy I (Blegen et al. 1950), the early
phases of Thermi on the nearby island of Lesbos
(Lamb 1936), in Beycesultan XIX-XVII (Lloyd
— Mellart 1962: Fig. P.14-15, 25) and Cukurici
Hoyuk IV-III (Horejs et al. 2011), which results
in a dating from possibly the Late Chalcolithic
of the 4™ millennium, verifiably through EBA
1 and up to about 2700 Bc (Horejs 2011). The
settlements of these periods display a local cul-
tural horizon with clear links to neighbouring
areas. The find ensembles contain characteris-
tic settlement ware as well as everyday tools and
implements of the Early Bronze Age (Fig. 3. 6).

The settlement structure of the area at this
time does not reveal any internal hierarchies in
the location and size of sites (Fig. 1). The set-
tlement sites, regularly spaced along the edges
of the plain, show a very even distribution and
no site appears to be central, if we disregard
the purely topographic pre-eminence of Yeni
Yeldegirmentepe in the middle of the flood
plain (Fig. 7). In the entire find spectrum
there is at present no evidence of settlement
in the advanced 3'* millennium of a developed
Early Bronze Age. For this reason the absence
of a local centre is not surprising, since the
centralization process is commonly seen as a
characteristic phenomenon of the developed
Early Bronze Age, in the course of which sites
like Thermi (Lamb 1936), Limantepe (Erkanal
2008b), Baklatepe (Erkanal 2008a) and Troy II
develop into dominant centres in their respec-
tive surroundings and beyond (Kouka 2002;
Kouka 2008). This centralization and the ac-
companying emergence of proto-urban struc-
tures around the middle of the 3 millennium
BC are part of the radical systemic transforma-
tions that are apparent from western Anatolia
to the Greek mainland (Renfrew 1972; Maran
1998; Korfmann 2001: 355-368; Kouka 2002;
2008; Efe 2007; Unliisoy 2008). It appears to be
via these centres, furthermore, that the flour-
ishing, long-distance exchange of commodities
and knowledge takes place, as can be observed
in new technologies, far-travelled imports,
changes in the material culture, and new social
structures (Rahmstorf 2006). One such centre
may certainly be supposed for the Aegean coast
of the Kaikos valley or may possibly be identi-
fied in Thermi on Lesbos. However, the evalu-
ated surface finds provide as yet no evidence of
structural or material changes in the Kaikos val-

ley in the Early Bronze Age.
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dolgu, yamacg erozyonu ve kiy1 bolge-
sinin degismesi nedeniyle, olasi daha
erken buluntularin ytizeyde yer almasi
zaten beklenemez. Bununla beraber,
Gumus Vadisi'ndeki yeni arastirmalar
ve vadi ¢anaginda bulunmus olan eski
buluntularin yeniden degerlendiril-
mesi, bu mikro cografyada olasi erken
yerlesimlerin olabilecegine dair ilk
ipuglarini vermektedir (Fig. 4). Kirmizi
perdahli canak ¢omlek parcalari ile bir
‘boru seklinde tutamak’ parcasi, MO
6000 civarindan bilinen kaplara aittir
(Fig. 5, 1.2.4) (Lichter 2005; Ozdogan
vd. 2012). Tekstil baskil1 bir diger sera-
mik parcasi ise olasilikla MO 5. binyila,
Orta Bakir Cagr'na, isaret eder (Fig. 5,
3) (Takaoglu 2006). Kanitlar hentiz ¢ok
az olsa da, bolge en azindan yerlesilme-
mis gibi gérinmemektedir. Daha 6nce
de sozu edilen, Babakoy’deki ayni za-

man dilimine ait Kiliya idolii de bu go6-

Fig. 6:

Yeni Yeldegirmentepe’deki Erken
Tung Cag1 yerlesim buluntular:: 1.-3.
Kaseler 4. Kapak 5. Delikli parca/
agirsak 6.-7. Bakir igneler 8. Perdahli
tas alete ait parca, 9. Sapan taslar:

St. Grasbock, U. Ince, M. Mehofer, F.
Ostmann; resim uyarlamasi: Urban &
Partner, M. Rocklinger, J. Traumiiller
(ERC Prehistoric Anatolia)

1: YYT08/F1/E4/1/1
2:YYTO8/F1/E6/1/1

3: YYT09/F4/A6/1/5

4: YYT09/F3/A9/1/1
5:YYT09/F5/A1/3/304

6-7: Altfunde Bittel 1950, Lev. 4

8: YYTO08/F1/E5/3/263

9: YYTO08/F2/B1/3/256

The Early Bronze Age settlement
ensemble of Yeni Yeldegirmentepe:
1-3 bowls; 4 lid; 5 pierced ceramic
disc/spindle whorl; 6-7 copper
needles; 8 fragment of a polished
stone tool; 9 sling missile

St. Grasbock, U. Ince, M. Mehofer,
F. Ostmann; processed by Urban &
Partner, M. Rocklinger, J. Traumiiller
(ERC Prehistoric Anatolia)

1: YYTO8/F1/E4/1/1

2: YYTO8/F1/E6/1/1
3:YYT09/F4/A6/1/5
4:YYTO09/F3/A9/1/1
5:YYT09/F5/A1/3/304

6-7: Altfunde Bittel 1950, pl. 4

8: YYTO08/F1/E5/3/263

9: YYT08/F2/B1/3/256
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rusu destekler niteliktedir. Pergamon’un gineydogusunda,
Bakircay Ovasr’nin gtineyinde yer alan Giimus Vadisi, in-

sanhigin bolgede bugiine dek bilinen en eski izlerini tasir.

Gec Kalkolitik ve Erken Tunc Cag1 (MO 4.-3.
binyillar)

Bugtine dek bilinen toplam 9 adet buluntu yerinde, Geg
Kalkolitik’ten Erken Tun¢ Cagrna kadar homojen ve yerle-
simler i¢in tipik olan buluntular ele gecirilmistir (Fig. 1).
Yeni ytlizey tarama ve detay calismalarindan yola cikarak,
daha eski arastirmalara ait tiim buluntu malzemesi tekrar
degerlendirilmektedir (Fig. 6). Buna gore en iyi analoji
malzemesi, Troia I’de (Blegen vd. 1950), karsidaki Lesbos
Adasr’nda bulunan Thermi’nin erken evrelerinde (Lamb
1936), Beycesultan XIX-XVII'de (Lloyd — Mellart 1962: Fig.
P.14-15, 25) ve Cukurici Hoyuk IV-III (Horejs vd. 2011) ta-
bakalarinda yer alir. Bu sonuca gére bu yerlesmelerin tarih-
leri, olasilikla Ge¢ Kalkolitik Déonem’in MO 4. binyildaki
evresinden, kesin olarak Erken Tung I’e yani asag1 yukar:
MO 2700’e kadardir (Horejs 2011). Bu déneme ait yerlesim-
ler, komsu bolgelere gore net bir bicimde yerel kiiltiar 6zel-
likleri sergilerler. Buluntu yelpazesi, Erken Tun¢ Cagrna
ait tipik guinlik kullanim kaplarinin yani sira, aletler ve
araclar1 kapsamaktadir (Fig. 3. 6).

Bolgenin bu donemdeki yerlesim yapisi, konum ve ge-
nisleme konusunda herhangi bir siralama goéstermemekte-
dir (Fig. 1). Bakir¢ay Ovas’nin kenarinda diizenli bir da-
gilimla siralanmis olan yerlesimlerden hicbiri merkezi bir
konuma sahip degildir; Ova’nin ortasinda yukselen Yeni
Yeldegirmentepe ise topografik acidan buyukligu ile 6ne
cikmaktadir (Fig. 7). Buluntu yelpazesine gére, hentiz MO
3. binyildaki gelismis bir Erken Tun¢ Cag1 evresine dair
ipuclar1 yoktur. Yerel bir merkezin olmadigina sasirmamak
gerekir. Nitekim Erken Tun¢ Cagi, merkezilesme sireci-
nin yasandig1 bir evre olarak kabul edilmektedir ve kendi
bolgelerinde hakim olan Thermi (Lamb 1936), Limante-
pe (Erkanal 2008b), Baklatepe (Erkanal 2008a) ve Troia II
gibi yerlesimler bu dénemde bdlgelerine hakim birer mer-
keze dontsmuslerdir (Kouka 2002; Kouka 2008). MO 3.
binyil ortalarinda yasanan bu merkezilesme ve buna eslik
eden kentlesme 6ncesi yapilarin gelisimi, Bati Anadolu’dan
Yunanistan’a kadar uzanan, esasl bir sistem degisimine ait-
tir (Renfrew 1972; Maran 1998; Korfmann 2001: 355-368;
Kouka 2002; 2008; Efe 2007, fJnh'isoy 2008). Uzak mesafe-
lerle yogun bir sekilde karsilikli mal ve bilgi alisverisi de

bu merkezler tizerinden yapilmis gibi géorinmektedir. Bu

Middle to Late Bronze Age (2

millennium)

Evidence of settlement is most frequent in
the 2" millennium Bc. It includes the grave
field of Pitane and presumably only temporar-
ily used sites like Teuthrania. The find spec-
trum remains local west Anatolian in charac-
ter and shows marked correlations with Troy
(Driehaus 1957). According to recent material
studies on Troy by P. Pavuk, the early develop-
mental stage of Troy VI can be approximately
equated with Middle Helladic III, and subse-
quent phases with Late Helladic I (Pavik 2007:
475 Fig. 1; Pavak in press). The extent to which
younger periods of the Late Bronze Age (Troy
VII) are represented in the find material from
the settlements should be clarified by future
studies of the survey finds. The Mycenaean
stirrup jar from the Pitane necropolis proves at
least a burial in the 12 century Bc. Even though
there is a gap of about 800 years in the discern-
ible periods in the find ensembles, the ques-
tion of continuous Bronze Age settlement of
the microregion remains moot. Significantly,
as many as five of the sites used in the early 3™
millennium Bc are occupied again in the pe-
riod of Troy VI. In the case of Bagh Tepe in

the Gumis valley, the settlement site appears
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Fig. 7:
Yeni Yeldegirmentepe’ye gtineyden bakis
Ch. Schwall (ERC Prehistoric Anatolia)

Yeni Yeldegirmentepe, viewed from the north
Ch. Schwall (ERC Prehistoric Anatolia)

to have been relocated in the 2" millennium
BC to Ahirkaya, directly to the south (Fig. 1).
It remains to be seen, therefore, whether it is
really possible to postulate a hiatus in the set-

tlement history here.
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durum, yeni teknolojiler, ithal mallar, maddesel kiltiirtin
karsilikli etkilesimlerle farklilasmasi ve toplumsal degisik-
liklerde izlenebilmektedir (Rahmstorf 2006). Bu bolge i¢in
de boyle bir merkezi yer olasilikla Bakircay Ovasinin Ege
Denizi kiyisinda ya da Lesbos Adasi’'ndaki Thermi’de bu-
lunuyordu. Ancak degerlendirilen ytzey buluntulari, Ba-
kircay Ovasrnin Erken Tun¢ Cagrnda ne gibi bir yapisal
ya da kultirel degisiklige ugradig: konusunda simdiye dek

herhangi bir ipucu vermemektedir.

Orta ve Gec Tunc Cag1 (2. binyil)

En fazlaveriler, aralarinda Pitane nekropolt ve olasilikla
Teuthrania'nin da bulundugu MO 2. biny1l yerlesimlerine
aittir. Buluntu toplulugu yerel Bati Anadolu malzemesinin
ozelligini tasimakta ve Troia buluntular: ile buytk benzer-
lik gostermektedir (Driehaus 1957). P. Pavik’un Troia’daki
malzeme tUzerinde yaptig1 yeni arastirmalara gore, Troia
VI'nin erken gelisim evresi Orta Hellas I1I evresiyle paralel-
dir ve bunu izleyen evreler Ge¢ Hellas Iile cagdastir (Pavak
2007: 475 Fig. 1; Pavuk, basimda). Arastirdigimiz bolgede,
Ge¢ Tung Cagrnin (Troia VII) daha ge¢ evrelerine ait bu-
luntularin olup olmadigini, ileride yapilacak ytizey arastir-
malar1 gosterecektir. Pitane nekropolinde bulunmus olan
bir Myken kabi, burada en azindan MO 12. yuzyila ait bir
gominun varligini kanitlamaktadir. Buluntularda sapta-
nan kronolojiye bakildiginda 800 yillik karanlik bir dénem
s6z konusudur ve mikro cografyada stirekli nitelikte bir
Tunc¢ Cag1 yerlesiminin olup olmadigi sorusu heniz cevap-
lanamamistir. MO erken 3. binyilda kullanilmis olan alan-
larin, Troia VI evresinde tekrar kullanilmis gibi gorilmesi
dikkate degerdir. Oysaki Giimus Vadisindeki Bagh Tepe
orneginde, yerlesim 2. binyilda gtineydeki Ahirkaya’ya ta-
sinmis olmalidir (Fig. 1). Bu baglamda, yerlesim tarihinde
aslen bir bosluk oldugu kesin degildir.

Tesekkur

Yukarida ozetlenen, Bakircay Ovasr’nin tarih Oncesi
hakkindaki arastirmalar FWF ve ERC’nin takdire deger
katkilariyla finanse edilmistir (FWF projeleri P 19859-
G02 ve Y 528-G19; ERC projeleri 263339). Alman Arkeoloji
Enstittsii Istanbul subesi (DAI-Istanbul), Pergamon kazisi,
Avusturya Arkeoloji Enstitiisit (OAI-Viyana) ve Ephesos ka-

z1s1na lojistik desteklerinden dolay: tesekkiir ederiz.
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