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Sunus

Presentment

Aliaga, Yunt ve Dumanli daglarnnin :
eteginde, Ege’nin kiyisinda gevresi-

ni bir deniz feneri gibi binlerce yildir

aydinlatiyor. Sadece sanayinin degil;

olmez agag zeytinin, bereketin simgesi

glinesin, denizin, tarihin, kentlesme-

nin, uygarliklann besigidir Aliagamiz.

yasama gegtigi 8.500 yildan bu yana
uygarliga ev sahipligi yapiyor. Yasadi- :
gimiz topraklar, Neolitik Donem’den

gliniimiize sayisiz uygarliga kollarini

agmis, insanligin uzun yolculuguna
tions from the Neolithic Period to the

Aliaga gevresinde Kyme, Myrina | present, witnessing the long journey
Gryneion, Tisna, Larissa, Aigai, Elaea, of humanity.

tanikhk ediyor.

Pitane gibi birgok onemli Antik

Kent giiniimiize kadar

Aliaga Belediyesi olarak bolgemizdeki
tarihi, kiiltiirel, arkeolojik birikimin
kayit altina alinarak gelecege tasin-
mas sorumlulugu tasiyarak bir gok

bilimsel faaliyete ev sahipligi yapiyoruz.

Bu topraklarda binlerce yildir kuru-
lan uygarliklar, iiretilen kiiltiir bizim

kiiltiiriimiizdiir. Bu kiiltiiriin evrende :

ulagmis.

At the foot of the mountains of Yunt
and Dumanl, Aliaga, it has been

illuminating its surroundings on the

shore of the Aegean for thousands of

years. Not just industry; Our Aliaga is

the cradle of the immortal tree olive,
the symbol of fertility, the sun, the sea,

Aliaga ve cevresi, insanligin yerlesik history, urbanization and civilizations.

Aliaga and its surroundings have
been home to civilization since

8.500 years when humanity star-

ted to live. The lands we live in have

opened theirarmsto countlessciviliza-

Many important ancient cities such
as Kyme, Myrina, Gryneion, Tisna,
Larissa, Aigai, Elaea, Pitane around
Aliaga have survived to the present
day. As Aliaga Municipality, we host
many scientific activities, ride the

responsibility of recording the his-

Bu cogjrafyada giiniimiize ulasan her torical, cultural and archaeological

sey, koruyup gelecege tasimamiz igin accumulationinourregionandcarrying

bize emanet edilen gegmisin mirasidir. them into the future.

Everything that reaches the present
in this geography is the legacy of the

past entrusted to us to preserve and

ALIAGA VE CEVRESI ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



biraktigi ayak izlerini korumak ve :

gelecegde tasimak bizim igin bir sorum-

luluk ve ayni zamanda gorevdir.

bildirilerle olustu.

Aliaga Belediyesi’nin kurumsal orga-

nizasyonu ve Aydin Adnan Menderes

yapilan Sempozyuma yurtiginden ve Many academicians from Turkey

yurtdisindan gok sayida akademisyen : qnd ghroad attended the symposi-

konusmaci olarak katildi. Universite-

lerimize, Sempozyumumuza katilan

tiim bilim insanlarimiza kentimiz ve :

hemsehrilerimiz adina gok tesekkiir
: versity. On behalf of our city and our

ediyorum.

En derin sevgi ve saygilarimla.
Aralik/2020

carry it to the future. The civilizations
established in these lands for thou-

sands of years, the culture produced

_ . are our culture. It is a responsibility
Bu kitap, 27-28 Eyliil 2018 tarihlerin- :
. and also a duty for us to protect the

d klestirdigimiz “Ulusl :
¢ geredestiraigimiz LA Ce footprints left by this culture in the

AL U5 (Aol Al EEE), | universe and carry it to the future.

Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar
. This book was created with scientific

Sempozyumu”nda sunulan bilimsel :

: paperspresented at the “International
Symposium on Aliaga and Its Terri-
tory-Aiolis Region-Archaeology and
Interdisciplinary Researches™ held on

Universitesi’nin  bilimsel destegiyle September 27-28, 2018.

. um, which was organized with the

institutional organization of Aliaga

Municipality and highbrowed scien-
tific support of Adnan Menderes Uni-

. fellow townsmen, Iwould like to thank
our universities and all scientists who

. attended our Symposium.

With my deepest love and respect.
December/2020

Serkan ACAR
Aliaga Belediye Baskani/Mayor of Aliaga

SUNUS PRESENTMENT
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Murat CEKILMEZ ALIAGA VE CEVREST

Giris

Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri Arkeolojik Yiizey Aras-
tirmalar (MYGAR) Baskanligi ve Aliaga Belediyesi’nin ku-
rumsal destegiyle birlikte 27-28 Eyliil 2018 tarihlerinde
Izmir Ili, Aliaga Ilgesindeki Hampton by Hilton Hotel’de
“Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bolgesi-Arkeoloji
ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu” gercek-
lestirilmistir. Sempozyumda, Aliaga ve cevresiyle birlikte
Aiolis Bolgesi’nde yapilan arkeolojik ve bu kapsamdaki
interdisipliner arastirmalarin bilim diinyasina sunulmasi,
Antik Kentlerde yapilan arastirmalarda elde edilen veri-
lerin diger Antik kentlerle karsilastirilmasi, bolgeyle ilgi-
li sorular ve tartismalariyla birlikte ¢oziim yollar ve fikir
alis verisi amaglanmistir. Bu kapsamda; Kyme, Myrina ve
Gryneion, Tisna, Elaia, Aigai, Phokaia, Larisa, Melanpa-
gos, Pergamon ve Leukai yerlesimlerinde yapilan kazi ve
arastirmalariyla birlikte disiplinlerarasi ¢alismalar sunul-
mustur. Iki giin boyunca devam eden sempozyumumuz-
da farkli oturumlarda, konularinin uzamani olan akade-
misyenler tarafindan sunumlar gerceklesmistir. Basta
iilkemiz olmak iizere Italya, Polonya, Isvicre, Fransa ve
Almanya gibi farkli iilkelerdeki lniversitelerden katilan
arastirmacilar iki giin boyunca uzmanlik alanlaryla ilgili
sunumlar yapmistir.

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bolgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu
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T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi, Kiltiir Varliklart ve Miizeler Genel Mudiirlii-
gi’niin izinleriyle Aydin Adnan Menderes Universitesi 6gretim iiyesi Dog. Dr.
Murat Cekilmez baskanligindaki bilim ekibi tarafindan yiiriitiilen Myrina ve
Gryneion Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmalari’ndaki amaglarimizdan biri de bolge-
nin arkeolojisi konusunda yeni veriler elde etmek ve sempozyumlar diizenle-
yerek bu verileri sunmaktir. Bu amag dogrultusunda sempozyumda sunulan
bildiriler, bu eserde bir araya getirilerek bilim diinyasina sunulmustur.

Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmalari’nin oncelikli hedeflerinden biri de arkeoloji
disinda farkli bilim dallarinin katkilanyla kiiltiirel mirasin belgelenmesi ve
korunmasiyla ilgili galismalardir. Bu kapsamda; 2863 Sayili Kiiltiir ve Tabiat
Varliklarint Koruma Kanunu kapsaminda sozii edilen korunmasi gerekli tasi-
nir ve tasinmaz kaltiir varliklarn belgelenmekte ve envanterlenmektedir.

2015 yilindan itibaren Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentlerinde yapilan arastir-
malar ve elde edilen buluntular, “Myrina ve Gryneion Arkeolojik Yiizey Aras-
tirmalari, Belgeler ve Yeni Arastirmalar” 1. Cilt, Aliaga Kent Kitapligi dizisinin
3. yayini olarak, Aliaga Belediyesi’nin destekleriyle 2017 yilinda bilim diinya-
sina sunulmustu.

2018 yilinda, “Myrina ve Gryneion Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmalari, Son Aras-
tirmalar ve Disiplinlerarasi Calismalar” adli 2. Cilt Aliaga Belediyesi’nin des-
tekleriyle, Aliaga Kent Kitapligi Dizisinin 6. yayini olarak yayilanmistir.

2019 yilinda, Aliaga Belediyesi’nin destekleriyle “Aliaga ve Cevresindeki An-
tik Kentler, Kyme, Myrina, Gryneion, Tisna, Elaia, Aigai, Larisa” adli yayin
Aliaga Kent Kitapligi’nin 9. sayisinda Dog. Dr. Murat Cekilmez editorliigiinde
yayinlanmistir.

Sempozyumun gerceklestirilmesindeki katkilar nedeniyle Kyme kazisi eski
baskani Dog. Dr. Antonio La Marca’ya, Aigai kazisi baskani Dog. Dr. Yusuf
Sezgin’e, Larisa arastirmalari baskani Prof. Dr. Turgut Saner’e, Elaia arastir-
malari baskani Prof. Dr. Felix Pirson’a, Myrina ve Gryneion arastirma ekibine,
sempozyumun bilim ve diizenleme kurulu liyelerine tesekkiir ederim.

Yiizey arastirmalari ve kazilarin gerceklesmesini saglayan izinler ve destek-
leri nedeniyle; T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligl, Kiltiir Varliklar ve Miizeler
Genel Miidiirliigii’ne, Izmir Il Kiiltiir ve Turizm Miidiirliigii’ne ve bizleri her
firsatta destekleyen Izmir Miizesi Miidiirliigii’ne cok tesekkiir ederiz.

ALIAGA VE GEVRESI



Aydin Adnan Menderes Universitesi Rektorliigii’ne, Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi
Dekanligi’na ve Arkeoloji Boliim Baskanligi'na destekleri icin ¢ok tesekkdir
ederiz.

Aigai kazilari eski baskani ve Ege Universitesi 6gretim iiyesi Prof. Dr. Ersin Do-
ger tarafindan ¢alismalara biiyiik bir bilimsel destek verilmektedir. Aiolis Bol-
gesi’ni karis karis gezerek bilyiik bir birikime sahip olan hocamiza destekleri,
onerileri ve yardimlari igin ¢ok tesekkiir ederiz. Destekleri nedeniyle ayrica
Dog. Dr. Lale Doger’e tesekkiirler.

Bu ¢alismanin yayinlanmasindaki destekleri yaninda bolgedeki kazi ve yiizey
arastirmalar konusundaki en biiylik destekgimiz Aliaga Belediye Baskani
Serkan Acar olmustur. Belediye Baskanligi, bolgenin ekonomik kalkinmasinin
yani sira gevresel, sosyal ve kiiltiirel yasamina katkida bulunmayi oncelikleri
arasinda degerlendirmektedir. Bu kapsamda bolgenin sosyal ve kiiltiirel izle-
rini yansitan arastirmalarimizda bizleri destekleyen Aliaga Belediye Baskani
Acar ve ekibine personeline ¢ok tesekkiir ederiz.

2017 yilinda ilk defa baslayan sempozyumun geleneksellesmesi ve yayin ¢a-

lismalarinin artmasi temennisiyle, saygilarimla. "

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bolgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu
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Dr. Emel DEREBOYLU POULAIN Dr. O. Emre ONCU

Dr. Asena KIZILARSLANOGLU Dr. Carmelo COLELLI

Sempozyum Yiriitme Kurulu / Executive Committee
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Arkeolog Umut KAPUCI Arkeolog Merve ARING

Bilimsel Organizasyon / Scientific Organizers
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Aliaga-1ZMIR
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Antonio LA MARCA"

Aiolis Kyme’si:
Tarih, Ekonomi ve Toplum
[M.O. 8-M.8S. 5. Yiizyil]

ALIAGA VE CEVRESI

Konusmama baslamadan once kisa bir giris yapmak is-
tiyorum. Bugiin biiyiik bir mutluluk ve biiylik bir 6zlemle
Aliaga’da aranizdayim. Ayni zamanda hiiziinliiyiim. Ya-
samimin uzun yillarini giizel Aliaga’da gecirdim. 1982°de
Italyan Arkeoloji ekibiyle Aliaga’ya geldim. Profesor Se-
bastiana Lagona beni liniversiteyi yeni bitirmis bir arkeo-
log olarak Kyme’ye getirdi. Bu 6nemli Antik Kenti kariye-
rim igin blyiik bir olanak olarak gordiim. Yerel otoriteler
ve Aliaga halki bize her zaman destek verdi. Aramizda
glizeliliskiler kuruldu.

2008 yilindan itibaren, Kyme Kazi Bagkani oldum. 8 yil
bu gorevi ciddiyet ve fedakarlikla yaptim. Bugiin araniz-
da konusmaci olarak bulunuyorum; Aydin Adnan Men-
deres Universitesi, Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Bo-
liimii Ogretim Uyesi Dog. Dr. Murat Cekilmez’e beni bu
organizasyona davet etme inceligini gosterdigi icin cok te-
sekkiir ederim. Kyme yasamimin en giizel tecriibelerinden

1 Dog. Dr. Antonio La Marca, Dipartimento di Studi Umanistici,
Universita della Calabria, Arcavacata di Rende (Cosenza).

© MAIKE= Missione Archeologica Italiana Kyme Eolica-Aiolis
Kyme’si Italyan Kazi Ekibi.

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bolgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu
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biri oldu. Aslinda daha devam etmek isterdim, bu sekilde bitmesini asla bek-
lemiyordum. Uzgiin oldugumu belirtmeliyim. Kyme Antik Kenti ne yazik ki

Turkiye’nin en biiyiik sanayi tesisleri arasinda kalmistir (Fig. 1)
Fabrikalar yavas yavas kentin cevresini sarmis ve kente ¢ok yaklasmislardir.

® Kyme Korfezi

Fig.1 Kyme Korfezi. (Google Earth)

Korfez igindeki iskeleler her yil sayica artmaktadir (Fig. 2)*. Bu nedenle 30
yil 6ncesine gore bolge biitliniiyle degismistir; sanayi hem arkeolojiye bagli
turizmi hem de arkeolojik kazilar zora sokmustur (Fig. 3).

® Kyme Korfezi
e @ _Nemport,

@ EskiLiman

Fig. 2 Kyme Korfezi ve yeni liman yapilarini gosteren hava fotografi. © MAIKE

2 LaMarca 20153, 113-134.

3 LaMarca 201543, 137, res. 8.

ALIAGA VE GEVRESI



Fig. 3 Kyme periferi.

Bu giristen sonra Kyme’nin tarihi, ekonomisi ve toplumu konusunda bilgiler 7

verecegim. Antik kaynaklar ve galismalarimiz sonucu ortaya koydugumuz ar-
keolojik verileri birlestirerek kentin uzun soluklu tarihinin sentezini yapmaya
calisacagim.

Siiphesiz Aiolis Kyme’si, Akdeniz tarihinde 6nemli bir yer tutar®. Italyan ekip

kent alaninda (Fig. 4) Izmir Miizesi uzmanlari iigiincii derece arkeolojik alan-
da kurtarma kazilari yapmislardir (Fig. 5). Bu galismalar kent merkezi ve gev-
resinde degisik donemlere ait kent organizasyonunun anlasilabilmesine yeni

katkilar saglamistir®.

Yunanli kolonistler oncesi, Kyme’nin birkag yiiz metre 6tesinde Ege Giibre
alaniicinde erken Neolitik Donem’e tarihlenen bir yerlesim ortaya ¢ikmistir®.

4 Frasca 2018, 163-212.
5 LaMarca 20173, 1-39; La Marca 2017d, 1-352.

6 Saglamtimur 2007, 359-376.
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1. Stoa
2. Kale
3. Iskele
4. Stoa
5.Agora
a. Biiyiik Bina
b. Kilise
c. Nekropol
6- Kiigiik Tapinak
7- Siitunlu Cadde
8- Biiyiik Yol
9- Tiyatro
10-Roma Hamami
11- Cadde ve Roma Yapisi
12- Hellenistik Ev
13- Kutsal Alan
14- Hellenistik Sur Duvari
15- Hellenistik Sehir Duvar

® Bilgilendirme Panosu

Fig. 4 Kazilmis alanlarla ile Kyme plani (Cizim: Mimar Arzu Kurun). @ MAIKE

Kyme Antik kaynaklara gére M.O. 2. binin sonlarinda kurulmustur. Ancak bu-
giin elimizde Protogeometrik Donem’e tarihlenen ¢ok az sayida seramik par-
casi bulunmaktadir”. Son yapilan kazilar kentin Bizans Dénemi sonuna kadar
kullanim gérdiiguni ve kamusal, dini, konut ve Nekropol alanlari® arasindaki

farkliig ortaya koymustur®. Ilk yasam izlerine ait az sayidaki buluntuya kar-
sin, Kyme’nin icinde bulundugu topraklarin verimliligi ve Kyme Limani lize-
rinden denizle baglanti kurmak isteyen Lidya ve Frigya gibi zengin kralliklar-
la olan iligkisi sayesinde ekonomik ve kiiltiirel anlamda refahi yakalamis bir
kent goriintiisiinii vermektedir?®.

7 Colelli 2017, 59-74; Camera 2017, 41-58; Scatozza Héricht 2017, 331-343; Colelli 2012, 41-
70; Camera 161-184; Sudano 2017, 95-120; Frasca 1993, 393-398; Frasca 1988, 273-279.

8 Pace 2016, 171-197; La Marca 2015, 633-640; La Marca, in print.
9 LaMarca2017d,1-39; La Marca 2016, 237-252.

10 Nic. Dam. FGrHist 90 F 44; Stark 1954, 598; Lagona 1993, 20.
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® Kyme Korfezi

® I Tiimiiliis

® Antik Mendirek a ® SuDeposu
B A

® KYME || :
® Nekropol Alani

opol_Alam

Fig. 5 Kyme ve banliyosiinde arastirilan alanlar. (Google Earth)

Antik kaynaklar Kyme’yi, Lidya ve Kral Midas’in®! Frigya’siyla elektron ve al-
tinla olasi bir metal isciligi ile ve de Aliaga’nin kuzeyinde bulunan tuzladan
elde edilen, tuz ticaretiyle iliskilendirirlert2.

Hesiodos tarafindan deniz ticaretine hizmet ettigi anlatilan derin bir korfezin 19

merkezinde giivenli bir limani bulunur®. Strabon igin kent, “Aiolis kentleri-
nin en eskisi ve en biiyiigiidiir”4. Kyme ayni zamanda Italya’nin giineyindeki
Cuma kolonisinin anakentidir®.

Seramik buluntular Euboea, Ionia, Lesbos, Chios, Samos, Rodos, Korint-
hos ve Atina gibi Ege’deki bircok merkezle iliski iginde oldugunu kanitlar?.
Kyme’de Aiolis bukkero’su gibi 6zel seramik iiretimlerine yonelik atdlyelerin
varligi anlasilmaktadir?’.

11 Scatozza Héricht 2017, 117-126.

12 Patitucci - Uggeri 2001, 54.

13 Hesiod. Op. 631-639; v. Pettinato 2004, 17-29.

14 Strab., XIII 3, 6.

15 Mele 2004, 27-32; Lagona 2004; Ragone 2009, 39-71.
16 Frasca1998, 273-279.

17 Colelli 2012, 54-55; Frasca 1993, 52-55.
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Ilk donemde Telefanes ve Agamemnon isimlerini gormekteyiz. Telefanes’in
zeytin agaci dikimi'®, Agamemnon’un kizi Demodike’nin Frigya Krali 2. Mi-
das ile evlenmesi aktarilir®®. Bu evlilik paranin bulunusu, daha dogru deyisle
kiymetli metallerin degis tokusuyla iliskilendirilmistir. Kyme, yalnizca 5. yiiz-
yildan itibaren sikke basmistir®.

Cok gorkemli bir kent olan Kyme ayni zamanda barisgil bir kentiydi; bu ne-
denle zengin kiiltiir, sanat ve miizik yasamina sahne olmustur; Miizisyen
Melanopos’un vatanidir?, M.O. 547°de Kroisos’un yenilmesiyle, Kyme 6nce
Lidya sonra Pers hakimiyetine girmistir. Yerlesimin M.O. 7. ve 6. yiizyillarina
ait cok fazla bilgimiz yoktur. Antik kaynaklardan limanin halen kullanimda
oldugunu anlamaktayiz?.

Arkaik Donem’e tarihlenen anit yoktur. Ancak bir Aiol basligi? (Fig. 6), lize-
rinde kopekle birlikte 6liiniin tasvir edildigi bir mermer mezar steli® (Fig. 7)
ve birkag tas heykel, Foga’da ve kolonilerinde goriilen oturan Kibele (Fig. 8),

Fig. 6 Aiol baslik. Fig. 7 Mermer mezar steli.  Fig. 8 Tahtta oturan
tanriga heykeli.

18 Heracl. Polit. X 13 (611, 36 Rose).

19 Pollucis Onom. IX 83 (ed. Dindorf 1824, 182).
20 Pollucis Onom. IX 83 (ed. Dindorf 1824, 182).
21 Paus.V78.

22 Paus.V7y,8.

23 Parapetti 2017, 121-132.

24 Taliano Grasso2012, 21-28.
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naiskos iginde kadin heykelleri kiiltler® ve diger merkezlerle olan iligkilere
dair bir fikir verebilmektedir?.

Persler M.O. 480°de donanmalarini Kyme Limani’nda toplamislardir ve bir
yil sonra Salamis yenilgisinden sonra Kserkses’in hasara ugrayan donanmasi
burada tamir edilmistir. Aiolis Birligi’nin lideri olan Kyme sonra Atina Birligi
tyesi olmustur?.

M.O. 4. yiizyilin ilk yarisinda daha tutarli olmak iizere Attika seramiginin var-
Ligi goriilmektedir. Onemli bir mimari yapi bulunamamistir®®. Kent 1.0. 387
yilinda Pers hakimiyeti altindayken Kyme’li Herakleides tarafindan Persika
adli eser yazilmistir®. 4. ylizyil sonundan itibaren Kyme biiyiik bir ticaret
merkezi olmustur. Kyme’de imal edilmis amfora kulplan tizerinde miihiir ola-
rak yag kabi kyathos’un tasvir edilmesi Kyme’nin yag iiretimine isaret eder;
Kyathos ayni zamanda Kyme’de basilmis sikkeler iizerinde de kentin simgesi
olarak ortaya gikar3° (Fig. 9). Bir mezardan ele gegen pinakion3 (Fig. 10) 6rne-
ginde oldugu gibi bazi liretimlerde de ayni simgeye rastlanir.

Fig. 9 Amfora kulbu miihiird. Episemon di Kyme

25 Erdan 2018, 286-287, res. 8; La Marca 2015¢, 90-91, res. 7-8-9; Taliano Grasso 2008,
35-39; Lagona 2000, 143-148.

26 Reinach 1889, 543.

27 Herodot. I 149; Strab. XIII; Diod.97 3-6; Xen. Hell. 3,4,27.

28 Scatozza Horicht 2014, 96.

29 Diog. Laert 5,93 sg.; FGrHist 689; RE VII, c. 469 sg., nr. 42.

30 Lagona1984, 453-456, fig. 1.

31 LaMarca 2013, 31, res. 15.
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Kyme sadece Lesbos ve Tenedos gibi yakinindaki kentlerle degil ayni zaman-
da oldukga uzaktaki Kyrene ile de ticari iliskilerde bulunmustur. Biiyiik Is-
kender, M.O. 334 yilinda Thebes ganimeti olan bronz bir samdani Kyme’deki
Apollon Tapinagi’na adar®.

Fig. 10 Pinakion.

Ince iscilikli takilar mermer Iskender basi gibi heykeller, Kyme Limani acikla-
rinda denizden ele gecen bronz atlet® (Fig. 11) ve giizel sikke serileri ve Isken-
der adina basilmis sikkeleri kentin Hellenistik Donem’de ekonomik agidan
zenginligini gostermektedir.

‘H Nekropol kazilarindan diadem, bilezik,
kolye, kolye ucu, kiipe, yiiziik gibi bir-
cok degerli eser ele gegmistir®* (Fig. 12).
S6z konusu takilar Kyme kuyumculugu-

nun ulastigr yiiksek seviyeyi anlatmak-
tadir. Nekropol buluntulari, Hellenistik
Dénem’de kentin kuyumculuk alaninda
lider konumda oldugunu kanitlamak-
tadir ve yeni sorulara neden olmakta-
dir®. Baltazzi tarafindan bulunmus iki

Fig. 11 1979 yilinda Kyme 8nlerinde tamamlanmamis heykel (Fig. 13) tipki
denizde bulunan bronz atlet heykeli.

32 Plin. NH XXXIV, 14; Gallet de Santerre, 1947, 302-306.
33 Bu heykeligin bkz. Lagona 123-127; Paoletti, in print.
34 LaMarca-Mancuso 2012,24-27; Scatozza Horicht 2010, 105-121.

35 La Marca 2015, 633-640; Atila - Korkmaz- Giirman 2015, 13-28; Urkmez - Diindar 2014,
58-63; Tarakgi / Cirak - Kaya 2013, pp. 217-232; Verger - Pace - Jolivet 2013, 245-260; Tarakci -
Selguk 2013, 185-198; Mancuso 2012, 20-21-22; Kormaz - Giirman 2012, 71-96; La Marca -
Mancuso 2012, 21-31; Taliano Grasso 2012a, 21-28; Taliano Grasso 2012b, 9-22; Scatozza
Horicht 2010, 105-127; Iren 2008, 613-638; Firat, 2009, 171-198.
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Fig. 12 Kyme Nekropolleri’nde agiga gikarilan kiymetli eserler.

Fig. 13 Kyme’den iki bitmemis heykel.

seramik kap ve figiirin atolyeleri gibi
Kyme’de olasi bir heykel atélyesi varligi-
naisaret edebilir (Fig. 14).

Kent, Seleukhoslar kontroliine gegtik-
ten sonra, 6zerk olmakla birlikte, bagli
oldugu Pergamon’un golgesinde refa-
ha ulasti. Bulunan bir yazit, Philetairos
hanedaniyla Kyme’nin dogrudan iligki-
sine isaret etmektedir3®. Kyme, Galat-
lara karsi I. Attalos ile hareket etmistir.

Italyan kazilari kentin planina iliskin
bilgilerimizi de giincellemistir. Sur
Kyme’nin lizerine kuruldugu iki tepeyi
cevreleyecek sekilde uzanmaktadir®”

36 Virgilio 2017, 147-168.

37 Sur yapisi Hellenistik Dénem basglari-
na tarihlenebilir. Tim liman alanini asar ve
gliney tepeyi gevreler. 3,20 m. genisliktedir;
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Fig. 14 Kyme’de seramik ve heykelcik atolyeleri.

(Fig. 15). Kuzey kenari uzun Stoa tarafindan sinirlanmis® Agora®, Kiigiik
Tapinak“®, Kuzey Tepe’deki Isis Tapinagi*, deniz kiyisindaki Stoa“, Giiney

arasi gesitli tas ve toprakla doldurulmus tas bloklardan insa edilmistir. Giiney Tepe’nin
dogu eteklerinde duvarin yeni bir béliimi agiga ¢ikarilmistir; La Marca 2013a, 301-316; La
Marca 2007, 71-82; La Marca 2006, 27-48.

38 Tiyatro ile Agora arasindaki alanda 125 m. uzunlugunda, 15 m. genisliginde dikdort-
gen biiyiik bloklardan olusan ¢ok uzun bir temel yapisi ortaya gikarilmistir. Stoa’nin en

erken evresi M.O. 4. yiizyil sonlar, 3. yiizyil baslarina tarihlenir; La Marca 2012, 194-195,
res. 5; Colelli 2012, 41-42, fig. 4.

39 Agora’daki kazi galismalar kalker ve andesit bloklardan yapilmis, dosemenin genis

bir boliimiinii ortaya gikarmistir. Agora, diger Roma Agoralar ozelliklerini tasir: Kaideler,
esedralar, portikler. Agora dosemesini kesen tas dosemeli yolun lizerinde agiga gikarilan

cesitli yapilar, buranin Orta Cag’a kadar kullanim gordiigii fikrini dogrular. Alanda tek nefli,
apsisli bir kilise yaninda Nekropol ve Agora’yi kuzeybati - giineydogu dogrultusunda ke-
sen bir caddenin varligi anlasilmistir; La Marca 2012, 194-195, res. 5; La Marca 2011.

40 Geg Hellenistik Donem’de yapilmis, dikdortgen planli bir yapidir. Cok azi korunmus
olup Roma Donemi yapilariyla biitiinlesmistir; Scatozza Horicht 2007a, 112-126.

41 Taliano Grasso 2008.

42 Parapetti 2006, 121-132; Colelli - La Marca, in print
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Fig. 15 Sur Yapisi. Hellenistik Donem baslarina tarihlenebilir. @ MAIKE

Tepe’deki Hellenistik Ev*3, uzun iskele** ve Tiyatro* (Fig. 16).

Bu durum M.0. 129°da, Efes’in Roma’nin Asya Eyaleti’nin baskenti olmasina
kadar degismemistir. Bu tarihten itibaren ekonomik ve politik merkez giine-
ye kaymistir4s. Kyme Asya Eyaleti’nin bir parcasi olmustur. M.O. 17 ve 105
yillarinda iki yikict depremiyle sarsilmistir®’. Bazi alanlarda yapilan kazilar ve
seramik buluntular bilgilerimizi zenginlestirse de, Kyme’nin Roma Ddnemi
tarihi heniiz pek agikliga kavusmus degildir“®.

43 Yerlesim alani (mahalle), kazilar Giiney Tepe’nin yerlesim alani olarak kullanildigini
gostermektedir. Roma Donemi’nde insa edilen peristilli bir evin iginde Proto Bizans Done-
mi’nde degisiklikler yapildigi anlasilmaktadir. 7. ylizyilin ilk yarisinda ev tahrip olmus ve
terk edilmistir; Frasca 2007, 89-102.

44 Esposito 2002, 1-37.

45 Tiyatro, Hellenistik D6nem’de insa edilen tiyatro, iki Roma Dénemi evresi gosterir;
yazitlarin da devsirme olarak kullanildigi mermer bloklarla doseli orkestra (birinci evre) ve
daha sonra arena ve colimbetra’ya doniistiiriilen orkestra (ikinci evre). Bizans Donemi’n-
de orkestra alaninda tig kireg ocagi bulunmaktadir; Mancuso 2012.

46 Strab., X1V, 7; Ragone 2003, 25-13.
47 Tac. Ann. 1l 47, 5; Conti 2008, 374-386.
48 DiGiovanni 2007, 115-186.
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Fig. 16 Kyme merkez alani hava fotografi: 1) Tiyatro; 2) Siitunlu Cadde; 3) Cadde ve
Roma Yapisi; 4) Kiigiik Tapinak; 5) Stoa; 6) Agora; 7) Biiyiik Bina;
8) Hellenistik Sur Duvari; 9) Bizans Kalesi; 10) Iskele. © MAIKE

Yazitlardan anlasildigi kadariyla Augustus’un destekleri ve birkag Romali ha-
yirseverin katkilariyla Kyme, Erken Imparatorluk Dénemi’nde yeni bir refah
donemi yasamistir®®. Bir yazitta kentin kurucu ve kurtaricisi olarak anilan
Hadrianus kenti yeniden canlandirmistir.

Buluntular 1siginda Geg Antik Cag ve Erken Bizans Donemleri’nde IV.-VII.
kentin genis bir yayilim alanina sahip oldugu anlasilmaktadir. 536°dan itiba-
ren gesitli konsiil toplantilarina ev sahipligi yapan bir Psikoposluk merkeziydi.
Sonuncu Piskopos’un, 11. yiizyilda Thedoros oldugu bilinmektedir*°.

Hiristiyan Kymesi’ne ait ¢ok az iz mevcuttur. 18. yiizyil kazilarindan bir kili-
se bilinmektedir. Italyan ekip tarafindan Agora’da yapilan kazilarda 5. ve 7.
yiizyillar arasina tarihlenen tek nefli, apsisli bir kilise ek binalariyla ortaya
ctkarilmistir. Kilise disinda 5. ve 7. yiizyillar arasina tarihlenen 44 mezar ele

49 Tondo1993, 104.

50 Kyme Piskopos’lari icin bkz. Darrouzés, 1981, 207-335, nn. 1-4, 7, 9-10; Culerrier 1987,
156-157; Fedalto 1988, 126-127.
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gecmistir® (Fig. 17). Bizans kalesinde, 6. ylizyila tarihlenen Hagli mermer lev-
ha devsirme malzeme olarak kullanilmis olarak ele gegmistir (Fig. 18).

Fig. 17 Kyme merkez alani hava fotografi. @ MAIKE

12. yiizyildan itibaren kent (Fig. 19) yasaminin limani koruyacak sekilde ko-
numlandirlmis kale ve Agora’daki dikdortgen binada yogunlasmis oldugu
goriinmektedir (Fig. 17)>2.

Italyan kazilari, 12. yiizyilin sonu ve 15. yiizyilin baslari arasinda kullanimda
olan seramiklere dayanarak Kale’de kisa bir yagamin varligini tespit etmistir.
Bu seramikler arasinda Anadolu’da siklikla rastlanan “Zeuxippus ware” bii-
yiik bir grubu olusturmaktadir>3 (Fig. 20).

51 LaMarca 2012, 192-193, res. 3-4; Teegen 2017, 299-310.

52 Kale. Devsirme malzemeyle M.S. 12. yiizyilda limanin hemen yanina insa edilmis yapi
kare kuleleriyle giiclendirilmis, diizensiz besgen plana sahiptir. Ic kisimda dikdortgen genis
avlu etrafinda degisik islevli bolimler vardir; La Marca 2013b, res. 1-3-4; Parapetti 2004, 59-70.

53 Patitucci-Uggeri 2001, 90-110; Patitucci-Uggeri 1993, 71-102.
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Fig. 18 Hacli mermer levha. @ MAIKE

Az sayida ele gecen Orta Cag sikkesi,
Hacli Seferleri’yle ilintilidir. Francesco
Dandalo’a (1329-1339) ait bir Venedik
solidusu bu siirecin sonunu isaret eder
goriinmektedir>*.

Kale, 14. yiizyilda Selguklularin eline
gecmistir. Kale’nin diistisii 1415°te
I. Mehmet’in sehri almasiyla baglanti-
lidirss. Izleyen zamanlarda sehir surla-
ri yikilmaya baslamis ve batakliklarla
cevrilen kent terk edilmistir.

Osmanli Donemi’nde kale ve ¢evresi Rumca’da “kastron”, Tiirk¢e’de Nemrut

Kalesi olarak anilmigtir®®.

Fig. 19 Bizans Kalesi. © MAIKE

54 Carroccio 2018, 60, fig. 32; Apolito 2017, 47-50.

55 Patitucci 2006, 187-192; Patitucci - Uggeri 2001, 92-112.

56 Patitucci - Uggeri 2001, 112.
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Fig. 20 “Zeuxippus ware” seramik. (da Patitucci - Uggeri 1993, 90-94-95).
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Gryneion Antik Kenti ve
Cevresi Arkeolojik
Yiizey Arastirmalari (MyYGAR|

Giris

2018 yili, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri Arkeolojik Y-
zey Arastirmalari’na, T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi, Kiiltiir
Varliklarn ve Miizeler Genel Midiirliigii’niin, 31.07.2018
tarih ve 94949537-161.01-E.638671 sayili yazisina ekli
30.07.2018 tarih ve 94949537-161.01 -637162 Sayili Yii- 39
zey Arastirmasi Izin Belgesiyle [Proje Numarasi-YAO13505 -
(2018)] birlikte baslanmistir. Izmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi sinir-
larinda yer alan Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentlerinde T.C.
Kiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi, Kiltiir Varliklan ve Miizeler
Genel Miidiirliigii ile Aydin Adnan Menderes Universitesi
adina baskanligim tarafindan yiiriitiilen, ‘4. Donem Arkeo-
lojik Yiizey Arastirmalari ve Belgeme Calismalarr’, 27 Agus-
tos-12 Eyliil 2018 tarihleri arasinda gergeklestirilmigtir2.

1 Dog. Dr. Murat Cekilmez, Aydin Adnan Menderes Universitesi,
Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Bolimii.

2 Sagladiklar destekten otiirii T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig,
Kultiir Varliklar ve Miizeler Genel Miidiirliigii’ne, Tirk Tarih Ku-
rumu Baskanligina, Aydin Adnan Menderes Universitesi Rektorlii-
gi’ne, Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Dekanligi’na, Aliaga Belediye Bagkani
Serkan Acar ve Belediye Personeline, Izmir Il Kiiltiir ve Turizm Mii-
diirliigii’ne, Izmir Miizesi Miidiirliigii’ne, Izmir IT Numaral Kiiltiir
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Ilk defa 2015 yilinda baslayan, Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmalari’nin 2018 yiliy-
la birlikte 4. sezonu tamamlanmistir.

‘Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmasi Calismalarr’,
2017 yilindan itibaren Tiirk Tarih Kurumu tarafindan desteklenmektedir3. Bu-
nun disinda Aydin Adnan Menderes Universitesi, Bilimsel Arastirma Projeleri

birimi tarafindan destek saglanmistir®. Arastirma ekibinin konaklama, yiye-
cek ve ulasim ihtiyaglari konusunda Aliaga Belediyesi’nden destek alinmistir.
Yukarida adi gegcen kurum ve kuruluslara yilizey arastirmalarina destekleri

icin arastirma baskani olarak ¢ok tesekkiir ederim.

2018 calismalarina, arastirma baskan yardimcisi Dr. Emel Dereboylu Pou-
lain, Aydin Adnan Menderes Universitesi, Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji
Boliimii Dr. Ogr. Uyesi Emre Erdan ve Dr. Ogr. Uyesi Aydin Erdn, Biyoloji Bo-
limii 6gretim tyesi Prof. Dr. Mesut Kirmaci, Arkeoloji Boliimii’nden Ars. Gor.
Nihan Aydogmus ve Ars. Gor. Arzu Ozver, Istanbul Universitesi Cerrahpasa,
Miihendislik Fakiiltesi, Jeofizik Miihendisligi Boliimii Dr. Ogr. Uyesi Fethi
Ahmet Yiiksel, Gaziantep Universitesi, Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Bo-
limii’nden Ars. Gor. Emrah Ozdemir, Arkeologlar Merve Arinc, Fevzi Ozcan,
Umut Kapuci, Pinar Taspinar, Kemal Ersavas ve Jeofizik Miihendisi Kerim
Avci ile birlikte Aydin Adnan Menderes Universitesi, Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi,
Arkeoloji Bolimii lisans programi 6grencileri katilmislardir. 2018 yili ylizey
arastirmalarinda Aydin Arkeoloji Miizesi’nden uzman Songiil Erbay, Bakanlik
temsilcisi olarak gorev almistir. Tim ylizey arastirmasi ekibime, gostermis ol-
duklari istiin gayret ve 6zveriden otiirii cok tesekkiir ederim.

Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmasi Alani

Projenin basladigi 2015 yilindan itibaren giiniimiize kadar yiiriitiilen
arastirmalarda c¢alisma sahasinin kesin sinirlari  belirlenmistir. Buna
gore arastirma alani genel olarak, Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleriyle

Varliklarini Koruma Bolge Kurulu Miidiirliigii’'ne, yiizey arastirmasini destekleyen tiim ku-
rum ve kuruluslara ictenlikle tesekkiir ederiz.

3 2018 yili Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmalar’ina destekle-
ri nedeniyle Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Baskanligi’na ve uzmanlarina tesekkiir ederiz.

4 Myrina ve Gryneion arastirmalari, Adnan Menderes Universitesi, Bilimsel Arastirma

Projeleri Birimi (ADU-BAP) tarafindan FEF-18023 kodlu bireysel arastirma projesiyle des-
teklenmektedir.
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gevresinden (territorium) olusmaktadir. Calisma alani Izmir 1li, Aliaga Ilcesi
sinirlarinda, kuzeybatida Karga Burnu’ndan kuzey doguda Yiiksekkdy mev-
kine uzanir, dogu sinirlan diiz bir hat halinde giineye dogru Kapukaya, Kara-
kaya, Kalabak ve Karadivlit mevkiine, giineydogu siniriysa Karakdy mevkiine
uzanmaktadir. Aliaga ilge merkezinin kuzeyinde yer alan giiney sinir diiz bir
hat halinde dogudan batiya dogru Karakdy, Uzunburun ve Kayalanovasi’n-
dan devam ederek giineybatida Aliaga Limani igerisindeki Tuzla Burnu’na
kadar devam eder (Fig. 1).

Myrina-Gryneion Antik Kenti Calisma Alam

w2
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[12] 2- Gryneion Antik Kenti Calisma Alani N o
[4]5] 3- Myrina - Gryneion Antik Kenti Calisma Alani
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Fig. 1 Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri calisma alani. @ MYGAR 2019, haz. A. Orgen.
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Gryneion Antik Kenti

Izmir ilinin 51 km. kuzeybatisinda, Aliaga Ilcesi sinirlar icerisinde, ilce
merkezinden 13 km. kuzeydogudaki Temasalik Burnu iizerinde yer alan
Gryneion, Izmir-Canakkale karayolu iizerindedir. Karayolu, yerlesimi dogu
ve bati alani olmak iizere iki boliime ayirmistir. Elaitikos (Candarli) Korfezi
icerisinde kuzeyindeki Akmermer ve giineyindeki Mersinli Koyu arasinda ya-
rim ada ve kara baglantisi lizerinde konumlanmistir. Haciomerli Mahallesi
sinirlari igindeki Gryneion’un kuzeydogusunda Yenisakran Mahallesi, giiney-
batisindaysa Caltilidere Mahallesi yer almaktadir. Antik Cag’da kuzeyinde
Pitane ve Elaia, giineyinde Akhaion Limen (Caltilidere Hoyiigii?), Myrina, Kyme,
ve Tisna/Titne, dogusundaysa Aigai Antik Kentleri arasinda yer almaktadir®.

Ilk defa Herodotos® daha sonra Ksenophon’ve Yasli Plinius8 kent hakkinda bil-
giler vermektedir. Baltazzi, Myrina ve Gryneion’un Pergamon topraklarinin si-
nirlariicinde kaldigini diisiinmektedir®. Reinach, Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizesi’n-
deki bir Apollon heykelini degerlendirdigi 1896 yilindaki yayininda Gryneion
Apollon Tapinagi’ndan bahsetmektedir®. G. Bean, Myrina’nin kuzeyinde
bulunan Gryneion’un zamanla bagimsizligini yitirip Myrina’ya baglandigini,
kentin Gryneion’da bulunan Apollon kutsal alani nedeniyle énemli oldugu-
nu belirtmektedir. M.S. 106 yilinda gecirdigi deprem sonrasi Hiristiyanligin
yiikselisiyle birlikte kentin kutsal yerlerinin onemini kaybettigini aktarmak-
tadirY. 1979 yili Kyme kurtarma kazisi kapsaminda, Myrina ve Gryneion
Antik kentlerine deginilmektedir?. S. Lagona, 1982 yilindaki Anadolu’nun
Bati kiyisinin topografisi ve Kyme kazi kampanyasi baslikli calisma kapsa-
minda Larissa, Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentlerinde topografik arastirmalar

5 Oztiirk — Giiloglu — Girgin 2014, 190 — 201; Oztiirk — Girgin — Giiloglu — Leygara 2014,
531 — 546; Oztiirk — Giiloglu — Leygara 2015, 375 — 384; Cekilmez 2016a; Cekilmez 2016b;
Cekilmez 20173, 157 - 174; Cekilmez 2017b, 21 - 23; Cekilmez 2018a, 199 - 218; Cekilmez 2018b,
23 - 41; Cekilmez 2018¢; Cekilmez 2019a, 199 - 218; Cekilmez 2019b, 67 — 86.

6 Herodotos. 1.149.

7 Ksenophon. Hell. 3.1.

8 Plinius. Nat. Hist. 5. 32.
9 Baltazzi 1881, 283-284.
10 Reinach 1886, 157.

11 Bean1997, 87.

12 Ugankus 1980, 139 vd.
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yiiriitmiistiir. Ozellikle Bean’in yayinlarindan yola cikilarak kentin daha énce
tanimlanmayan béliimlerinde arastirmalar gergeklestirilmistir. Liman ve bu
yapiyla baglantili uzun bir dalgakiran ve yuvarlak bir kule tespit edilmistir.
Yiizey aragtirmalarinda seramik pargalari, bronz bir yiiziik ve firinlanmis se-
ramik parcalarina rastlanmistir®3.

H. Malay, 1983 yilinda yayinlanan Kyme’de bulunan li¢ yeni dekret adli ya-
yininda yazitlardan yola ¢ikarak Kyme’de bir Homonia tapinagi oldugunu
belirtir. Arastirmaci bu goriisten yola cikarak tapinagin vatandaslar, Roma
ya da komsu bir kentle Kyme arasindaki dostlugu pekistirmek icin kurul-
mus olabilecegini belirtir. Bunun disinda Kyme ve Myrina arasinda ortak
bir Homonia parasinin oldugunu, bu nedenle Homonia Tapinagi’nin Kyme
ve Myrina arasindaki dostluk ve kardeslik duygularini pekistirmek igin
yapilmis olabilecegini belirtir. Ayni yayindaki igclincii yazitta bahsedilen
Arkhippe’nin sehre bagisladigitarlalarin Akhaia Bélgesi’nde (Khoros Akhaios)
olduklarindan hareketle Myrina ve Gryneion arasindaki Akhaion Limen’dan
soz edildigi belirtilmektedir. 2001 yilindaysa Erkanal ve Iren tarafindan
Myrina’nin gevresindeki Hatundere koyii cevresi Musabey koyii, Menemen
ve Sakaltepe’de yiizey arastirmalar gergeklestirilmistir. 2001-2003 yillar
arasinda ayni arastirmacilar tarafindan kuzey Izmir-Menemen arastirmalari
kapsaminda diger merkezlerle birlikte Myrina ve Gryneion’u da kapsayan
Giiney Aiolis bolgesi yiizey arastirmalarina devam edilmistir®®. Yasemin Tuna-
Norling, Attika Siyah Figiir Seramigi’nin Bat1 Anadolu’da Yayilimi adli calisma-
sinda, Aiolis Bolgesi 6rnekleri arasinda Myrina ve Gryneion buluntularindan
bahsetmektedir. Arastirmaci, Aiolis ve Lesbos’ta M.0O. 600-450 tarihleri ara-
sinatarihlenen seramiklerin bircogunun M.0. 575-525 arasindan oldugunu ve
ylizyilin sonuna dogru eserlerin miktarinda azalma oldugunu belirtir®. Foga
tarafindan 2011 yilinda tamamlanan Aliaga Ilcesi sinirlarindaki Kendirci mev-
kii, IDC liman kurtarma kazisinda ortaya gikarilan bir grup mezar incelenmis-
tir. Arastirmaci, M.O. 8. yiizyilin baslarinda Anadolu kiyilariyla Aliaga Korfezi
cevresinde Aiolis Bolgesi’ne ait 12 kent devletinin konfederasyon olusturacak
sekilde birlestigini ve bu birligin dini birlesim ya da ortak kutsal alaninin

13 Lagona1983, 45 vd.

14 Malay 1983, 44 vd.

15 Iren1993, 1vd; Erkanal Oktii - iren 2004, 245 vd.
16 Yasemin Tuna - N6rling 1994, 439 vd.
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Gryneion’daki Apollon kutsal alani oldugunu belirtir”. Myrina ve Gryneion
Antik Kentlerindeki kalintilarin belirlenmesi, kentlerin birbiri ve gevresiyle
iliskilerinin arastirilmasina yonelik olarak 2015 yilindan itibaren devam eden
belgeleme calismalari kapsaminda arastirma programina bagl olarak calis-
malara devam edilmistir (Fig. 2).

Gryneion Apollon Tapinagi
Arastirmalan

Gryneion’daki Apollon Tapinagi hak-
kinda Strabon®®, Pausanias® ve Yasl
Plinius? gibi Antik Cag yazarlan bilgi-
ler vermektedir.

TEMASALIK BURNU '

Myrina basimli sikkeler lizerinde de en
cok karsimiza gikan tanri Apollon’dur®.
M.O. 160-140 arasina tarihlenen Myri-
na basimli bronz sikkelerin 6n yiiziinde

Fig. 2 Gryneion’da saptanan arkeolojik

alanlar, © MYGAR 2019, genellikle saga doniik gelenkli Apollon

basi, arka yiizdeyse ayakta ve saga
doniik Apollon Grynios, sol elinde defne dali, sag elinde phiale tagimakta-
dir2. Hellenistik Dénem 6rnekleri disinda Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi’nde
de Apollon sikkeler lizerinde en ¢ok karsimiza ¢ikan tanridir. Marcus Aurelius
Dénemi’ne tarihlenen Myrina basimi bir sikkenin 6n yiiziinde saga, sakal-
li Imparator basi verilirken arka yiizde ayakta, himation giyimli, sag elinde
patera, sol elindeyse defne dali tutan Gryneion Apollon’u betimlenmistir?.
1.S. 193-211 yillari arasinda Septimus Severus ve Julia Domna dénemlerine
tarihlenen Myrina basimli bronz bir sikkenin arka yiiziinde bir tapinagin

17 Foga20m, 5vd.

18  Strabon.13.3.5.
19 Pausanias.1.21.7.
20 Plinius. Nat. 5. 32.

21 M.0.160-140 arasina tarihlenen Myrina basimli bronz sikkelerin 6n yiiziinde genellikle
saga doniik gelenkli Apollon basi, arka ylizdeyse ayakta ve saga doniik Apollon Grynios, sol
elinde defne dali, sag elinde phiale tasimaktadir, bkz. Hoover — Macdonald 1999-2000, Fig. 1.

22 Hoover — Macdonald 1999-2000, Fig. 1.
23 Wroth 1894, BMC 43.
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Fig. 3 Gryneion yerlesimi, 2018 yili arastirmalari, @ Mygar 2019.

on cephesi betimlenmistir?*. Buradaki betimlemede, alinlikli ve cephesinde
altr adet siitunu bulunan (hexastyle) tapinagin ortasinda ayakta ve himation
giyimli olan Gryneion Apollonu, sag elinde patera, sol elindeyse defne daliyla
birlikte betimlenmistir?.

1912 yilinda yayinlanan Altartiimer von Pergamon I adli yayinda Conze ve
diger arastirmacilarin tzerinde durduklan alanlardan biri de Myrina ve
Gryneion yerlesimleridir. Arastirmacilar, ilk olarak Apollon Tapinagr’yla iinlii
Gryneion’un lokalizasyonu konusunda onerilerde bulunur. Daha sonra kentin
Sakran Burnu ile Haciahmet Aga mevkii arasinda oldugu belirtilir. Strabon
tarafindan bahsedilen Akhalilarin Limani (Akhaion Limen) adli bélge ken-
tin glineyine yerlestirilmektedir®. Arastirmacilara gore Gryneion, ozellikle
mimari parcalar ve diger kalintilar nedeniyle, “Yahudi Kalesi” anlamina ge-
len Cifit Kalesi’yle ayni alanda yer almaktadir. Burada yapilan galismalar-
da, 68x84 metre olciilerinde dortgen planli ve 1.70 m. kalinliginda duvar-
lari, diizensiz taslardan 6riilmis bir Orta Cag kalesinden bahsedilmektedir.

24  Wroth 1894, BMC Myrina 44.
25 Franke 2007, 76, Nr. 335, (1668).
26 Conzevd. 1912, 98 vd.
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Bu dortgen formlu yapinin yaninda architrav bloklariyla birlikte siitun tam-
burlar tespit edilmistir. Arastirmacilara gore Cifit Kalesi, deniz seviyesinden
3 m. kadar yukarida bir teras lizerinde yer almaktadir. Gryneion’da boyle bir
yapinin Apollon Tapinagi’ndan daha geg donemden olmasi gerektigi iizerinde
durulmustur?.

Fig.4 Gryneion yerlesimi, 2018 yili arastirmalari, @ Mygar 2019.

Gryneion’daki Apollon Tapinagi konusunda en kapsamli calismaysa G. Rago-
ne’nin, 1990 yilinda Studi Ellenistici ITI’de yayinlanan, “Il Tempio di Apollo
Gryneios in Eolide, Testimonianze Antiquarie, Fonti Antiche, Elementi per la
Ricerca Topografica” adli makalesidir?®. Arastirmaci, 1988 yilinin Temmuz ve
Agustos aylarinda yiriittiigii yiizey arastirmalarinin verilerine gore calismayi
tamamlamistir. Calismanin baslangicinda 1447-1954 yillar arasinda Grynei-
onve Apollon Tapinagrylailgiliyapilan arastirmalar aktarilmistir. Bu kapsam-
da eskiden giinlimiize dogru Anconali Ciriaco, Chandler, Leake, Texiet, Pullan,
Pottier ve Reinach’in Gryneion ve tapinak konusundaki anlatimlarina yer
verilmistir. Arastirmaciya gore 1883 yilinda Istanbul Miizesi Miidiirii Osman
Hamdi Bey’in onciiliigiinde, Demosthenes Baltazzi Bey ve Fransizlar tarafin-
dan bu alanlarda kazi ¢alismasi yapilmasina ve daha genis capta arastirma

27 Conzevd.1912, 98 vd.

28 Ragone, G., “Il Tempio di Apollo Gryneios in Eolide, Testimonianze Antiquarie, Fonti An-
tiche, Elementi per la Ricerca Topografica”, Studi Ellenistici III, 1990, 9-111. Ragone’nin Ital-
yanca makalesinin Tiirkge gevirisi i¢in Prof. Dr. Ersin Doger’e ok tesekkiir ederim.
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ylritilmesine karar verilmistir. Bunun disinda W. von Diest ve diger arastir-
macilar tarafindan 1886 yilinin Nisan ve Haziran aylari arasinda Pergamon ve
cevresindeki alanlar konusunda arastirmalar yiriitiildiigi belirtilir. 1887°de
tekrarvon Diest tarafindan Gryneion’un ziyaret edildigi, 1912°de Schuchhardt
tarafindan bir arastirma yiiriitiildiigl ve 1964 yilinda Stark’in, Gryneion ve
tapinagin yeri konusunda onerilerde bulunuldugu aktanlmistir®®. Ragone
calismanin devaminda Gryneion yarimadasi ve bolgesinin o giinkii durumu
konusunda elde ettigi verileri aktarir. Ragone, ilk olarak bolgenin topografya-
si lizerinde durmaktadir. Daha sonra deniz kenarindaki dortgen alanda Orta
Cag ve Bizans Dénemi’ne ait duvar bloklariyla birlikte yivsiz siitun tamburla-
rinin bulundugu belirtilmistir. Ayni alanda Klasik, Hellenistik ve Roma Impa-
ratorluk Donemi’ne ait seramik pargalarinin bulundugu, 6zellikle Keene ve
Meric tarafindan saptanan M.O. 2. bin yilina ait seramik parcalari nedeniyle
kentte M.O. 2. binden itibaren yerlesimin olmasi gerektigi belirtilmistir°.

L. Keene, 1959 yilinda Tiirk Arkeoloji Dergisi’nde yayinlanan makalesinde
1957 yilinda Izmir-Bergama yol yapimi sirasinda Gryneion’da yapilan kazi ¢a-
lismalari ve buluntular degerlendirmistir3. 1992 yilinda, Gryneion’da, Izmir
Arkeoloji Miizesi Miidiirii T. Ozkan tarafindan kurtarma kazisi gerceklestiril-
mistir. Arastirmac, literatiire degindikten sonra yarim ada iizerinde Apollon
Tapinagi’nin olmasi gereken yerde Cifit Kalesi olarak adlandirilan geg donem
yapisinin kalintilarinin bulundugunu belirtir32. Gryneion Apollon Tapinagi
ve korusu hakkindaki en 6nemli ve kapsamli ¢alismaysa E. Doger ve H. Or-
tag tarafindan ele alinan, “Osmanli Donemi’nde Giizelhisar-1 Menemen Kazasi
Tahrirlerinden (15.-17. Yiizyillar) Hareketle Apollon Gryneion Kutsal Korusu’nun
Sinirlan Uzerine Yeni Veriler” adli makaledir. Myrina ve Gryneion Arkeolojik Yii-
zey Arastirmalan 2. Cildi kapsaminda, 2018 yilinda yayinlanmasi planlanan
calismada Antik kaynaklar tarafindan aktarilan veriler ve diger bilgiler detayli
olarak sunulmustur3.

29 Ragone 1990, 9vd.

30 Ragone1990, 38.

31 Keene19sg, 55-59.

32 Ozkan1994, 2.

33 Doger — Ortag 2018, 45 — 59.
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Gryneion’daki Apollon Tapinagi’nin olasi yerini belirlemek ve giiniimiize ula-
san kalintilari hakkinda bilgi toplamak amaciyla yarimada da 2015 yilindan

itibaren galismalara devam edilmistir (Fig. 3 -4). 2018 yilinda yapilan arastir-
malarda oncelikli amacimiz Apollon kiiltii ve suyla olan iliskisidir. Bu nedenle

Apollon kiiltii ve ¢evresinde Antik Cag’dan gliniimiize kadar ulasan olasi su

kaynaklari, havuzlar, gesmeler ve kuyular konusunda arastirmalar yapilmistir.
Temasalik yarimadasinda yer alan 8 numarali parselin kuzeyindeki bahge ice-
risinde bir su kuyusuna rastlanmistir. Yapilan incelemede yaklasik 10 m. de-
rinlige sahip olan kuyunun hem Antik Cag’da hem de giiniimiizde kullanildig

anlasilmistir. Ayni alanda yer alan sulak bitkiler, alaninin su agisindan zengin

bir bolge oldugunu gostermistir. Benzer sekilde 1039 numarali parselin gii-
neyindeki tarlada diger su kuyusuna rastlanmistir (Fig. 5 - 12).

Fig. 6 8 numarali parselin kuzeyindeki Fig. 7 1039 numarali parselin giineyindeki
bahge icerisinde yer alan bir su kaynagi, su kuyusu, © Mygar 2019.
© Mygar 2019.
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1005 numarali parselin giiney batisindaysa giiniimiizde hala akan biiyiik bir
kuyuya rastlanmistir. Digerlerine gore daha biiyiik boyutlu olan kuyu yaklasik
5 m. derinlige sahiptir.

Fig. 9 1005 numarali parselin giiney batisinda yer alan su kaynagi, ® Mygar 2019.
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Devam eden calismalar sirasinda 1003 numarali parselde, 1.60 m. uzunlu-
gunda, 1.35 m. genisliginde, 0.76 m. derinliginde diger kuyu tespit edilmistir.
Bu kuyunun gevresindeki daire formlu duvar sirasindaki taslardan en iyi ko-

runmus ornek, 33x25 cm. olciilerindedir.

g"‘t il 5

Fig. 10 1003 numarali parselde yer alan su kaynagi, © Mygar 2019.

Ayni alanda 1955 yilinda devsirme malzeme kullanilarak insa edilmis bir halk
gesmesine rastlanmistir. 1.70 m. yiiksekligindeki gesme, 1.50 m. genislige ve
0.74 m. derinlige sahiptir.

Yarimada’nin dogusunda yer alan 1043
numarali parselde yapilan ¢alismalar-
da, bir mimari yapida kullanildigi anla-
silan ¢ok sayida mermer parganin tarla-
nin ylizeyine dagildigi tespit edilmistir.

Fig. 11 1955 yapimi halk gesmesi,
© Mygar 2019.
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Fig. 12 1043 numarali parselde saptanan mermerden mimari pargalari, @ Mygar 2019.

Gryneion Karakuyulu Mevkii Aragtirmalari

2018 yilinda, Gryneion Antik Kenti ve Haciomerli Mahallesi’nin dogusunda
yer alan Karakuyulu mevkinde arastirmalara baslanmistir. Izmir ili, Aliaga
Ilgesi, Haciomerli Mahallesi, Karakuyulu-Temasalik Mevkii, 12 pafta, 194 nu-
marali parselin orta kisminda 8 m. ¢apinda, 1, 25 m. kalinliginda bir duvarla
cevrili, dokilen molozlarla birlikte toplam ¢api 14,30 m. olarak belirlenen
1 numarali tiimiilus tespit edilmistir (Fig. 13 -14).

Kroki

Fig. 13 Gryneion, Karakuyulu Mevkii, 1ve 2 Fig.14 Gryneion, Karakuyulu Mevkii,
numarali Timiilusler kroki gizimi, 1ve 2 numarali Tumiiliisler, © Mygar 2019.
© Mygar 2019, A.
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Tumiiliist ceviren duvarlar hargsiz, kuru duvar teknigindeki taslardan yapil-
mis olup bu taslardan korunan bir tanesi 85 cm. uzunlugunda, 57 cm. ge-
nisliginde ve 48 cm. yiiksekligindedir. Iyi korunan diger bir 6rnekse 70 cm.
uzunlugundadir. Tiimiiliis I’e bitisik durumda, kuzeybati yoniinde daha kiigiik
boyutlu ikinci bir Tiimiiliis tespit edilmis ve Tiimiiliis 2 olarak adlandirilmis-
tir. Iki Tiimiiliis arasi mesafe 10,50 m’dir. 2 numarali Tiimiiliis, kuzey-giiney
yoniinde 9,70 m. uzunlugunda, dogu-bati yoniinde 7, 60 m. genisligindedir.
Gomdii alani 1, 14 m. uzunlugunda ve 80 cm. ¢apinda, derinligiyse olgiilebil-
digi kadaryla 1 m. olarak belirlenmistir. Kuru moloz taslarin st lste bindi-
rilmesiyle iizeri 6rtiildiigi anlasilan gémii alaninin giineyinde ortalama 4 m.
uzunlugunda ve 2,40 m. genisliginde ikinci bir gomi alani tespit edilmistir.

1 numarali Timiilisiin 8,60 m. dogusunda, kuzey-giiney dogrultulu 45,50
m. uzunlugunda ve 60 cm. kalinliginda hargsiz moloz taslardan olusturul-
mus bir duvar kalintisi tespit edilmistir. Duvari olusturan tas ornegi 20 cm.
uzunlugunda ve 20 cm. genisligindedir. Bunun disinda gesitli boyutlarda kul-
lanilan taslar da goriilmektedir. Ayni duvarin kuzey ucundan 29 m. bati yonii-
ne devam ettigi gozlemlenmektedir. Duvarin kuzeydogu kdsesinin 20,70 m.
glineyinde Tiimiiliis 1’e dogru dogu-bati dogrultulu uzanan 4,57 m. uzunlu-
gunda ve 60 cm. genisliginde ayrica bir duvar tespit edilmistir. Duvar cift sira
taslarla sirt sirta hargsiz oriilmistir. Timiillis 1’in kuzeyinde, kuzey-giiney
dogrultulu 17, 80 m. uzunlugunda 75 cm. kalinligindaki duvar kalintisi ku-
zey ucta bati yoniinde 15,30 m. devam etmektedir. Kuzeybati kdsede giiney
yoniine 16,55 m. uzunlugunda devam ettigi, bati yoniine 9,55 m. doniis yap-
tiktan sonra tekrar gliney yoniine 20,20 m. uzandigi tespit edilmistir. Ayrica
Tiimiiliis 2’nin kuzeyinde kuzey-giiney dogrultulu 15,92 m. uzunlugunda bir
duvar daha tespit edilmistir. Bu duvar, kuzeyindeki 15,30 m. uzunlugunda ve
75 cm. kalinligindaki dogu-bati dogrultulu duvara baglanmaktadir. Yukarida
olciileri belirtilen duvarlarin iki timiiliisii cevreledigi ve bazi noktalarda kendi
icerisinde mekanlar olusturdugu anlasilmaktadir.

Gryneion’daki Arkeojeofizik Calismalan

2017 yilindan itibaren gerceklestirilen Gryneion Arkeojeofizik Calismalari, Is-
tanbul Universitesi Cerrahpasa, Miihendislik Fakiiltesi, Jeofizik Miihendisli-
gi’nden Dr. Ogr. Uyesi Fethi Ahmet Yiiksel ve Jeofizik Miihendisi Kerim Avci
tarafindan yapilmaktadir. Eski dénemlere ait kalintilarin tahkiki amaciyla
jeofizik yontemlerden biriolan Jeoradar (Yerradar-GPR)yontemi kullanilmistir.
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Yapilan jeofizik calismalar sonucunda iki boyutlu (2D) ve iig boyutlu (3D)
Jeoradar yeralti goriintiileri elde edilmistir (Fig. 15 - 20).

izmir ili, Aliaga ilgesi,/
Gryneion Antik Kenti/Sahasi
— Arkeojeofizik Aragtirmalari
Gpr Radar Vaziye}:/Planl
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Fig. 16 2017 ve 2018 yilinda arkeojeofizik galismasi yapilan alanlar, @ Mygar 2019.
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Fig. 18 2018 yili arkeojeofizik calismalari, @ Mygar 2019.

ALIAGA VE GEVRESI



Gryneion’da yer alan Apollon kutsal alaninin kuzeyindeki 9 numarali bolgede
yapilan 6lgiim ¢alismalarinda, anomali dagilimi kat haritalarinda yiiksek gen-
likli anomaliler gozlenmistir. Belirlenen bu yiiksek genlikli anomaliler, lineer
uzanimli, paralel gidisli, kare, dikdortgen sekilli, koseli, geometrik formda
goriintiilenmistir. Alanin batisinda dogrusal uzanimli yiiksek genlikli anoma-
liler dikkat cekmektedir. Alanin dogusundaysa yaygin olarak kése formunda
anomali dagilimlar goriintiilenmistir

Gryneion’da yer alan Apollon kutsal alaninin kuzeyindeki 10 numarali bolge-
de yapilan 6lgiim ¢alismalarinda, anomali dagilimi kat haritalarinda yiiksek
genlikli anomaliler gozlenmistir. Belirlenen bu yiiksek genlikli anomaliler, li-
neer uzanimli, paralel gidisli, kare, dikdortgen sekilli, koseli, geometrik form-
da goriintiilenmistir. Alanin ortasinda, dogu ve bati kesimlerinde yogun kose
formlu ve dogrusal gidisli yliksek genlikli anomali dagilimlarn goriintiilenmistir.
Gryneion’da yer alan Apollon kutsal alaninin giineyindeki 12 numarali bolgede
yapilan 6l¢iim ¢alismalarinda, anomali dagilimi kat haritalarinda yiiksek genlik-
li anomaliler gozlenmistir. Belirlenen bu yiiksek genlikli anomaliler, lineer uza-
mimli, paralel gidisli, kare, dikdortgen sekilli, koseli, geometrik formda goriintii-
lenmistir. Alanin ortasinda dogrusal gidisli anomali dagilimi dikkati cekmektedir.

4303214

4303204

: S
= 505312 505322

w (m)
e

Fig. 19 9 numarali bolgenin sadece yiiksek genliklianomalilerin alan igerisinde dagilimini goster-
en, i boyutlu (3D hacimsel voliimetrik) kiip model jeoradar tistten goriiniimii, © MYGAR 2019.
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10.Bolge

n.Bolge

12.Bolge

Fig. 20 2017 ve 2018 yili, 50 cm. derinlik igin anomali dagilimi kat haritasi, © Mygar 2019.

Yayin ve Degerlendirme Calismalan

2017 yilindayapilan arastirmalar ve elde edilen buluntular, Myrina ve Gryneion

Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmalari, Belgeler ve Yeni Arastirmalar 1. Cildi, Aliaga Kent
Kitapligi Dizisinin 3. yayini olarak, Aliaga Belediyesi’nin destekleriyle M. Ce-
kilmez ve E. Dereboylu Poulain editérliigiinde bilim diinyasina sunulmustur.
(Fig. 21).

2018 yilinda arkeolojik yiizey arastirmalarinin 2. Cildi, Myrina ve Gryneion Arke-
olojik Yiizey Arastirmalar, Son Arastirmalar ve Disiplinlerarasi Calismalar M. Ce-
kilmez-E. Dereboylu Poulain ve E. Erdan editorliigiinde yayinlanmistir (Fig. 22).
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Editdrler
Murat Cekilmes
Emol Deraboyly Poulain

Myrina ve
Gryneion
Arkeolojik Yizey
Arashrmalan

Belgeler ve
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Fig. 21 2017 yilinda yayinlanan Myrina ve
Gryneion Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmalari 1. Cildi, © Mygar 2019.

Fig. 22 2018 yilinda yayinlanan Myrina ve
Gryneion Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmalari 2. Cildi, @ Mygar 2019.
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Emel DEREBOYLU POULAIN® ALIAGA VE GEVRESI
Murat CEKILMEZ:

Myrina Antik Kenti 2018 Y1l
Arkeolojik Yuizey Arastirmasi (MyGAR)
Calismalari (4. sezon)

Kesin kurulus oykiisu belirsiz olmakla birlikte, yazili kay-
naklardaki sdylencelere gére M.O. 1100 yillarindan sonra
Yunanistan’dan gelen Aiol topluluklar tarafindan kurulmus
olan kentin ismi ilk defa Herodotos’ta, 12 Aiol Kenti’nden
biri olarak ge¢mektedir3. Isim kdkeni, Myrinus isimli mito-
lojik bir kahramana dayandirilmaktadir. Strabon ise ken-
tin Amazon Kraligesi Myrina tarafindan kuruldugunu ve bu
ylizden onun ismiyle anildigini belirtmektedir®.

Kent hakkinda bilgilerimiz ¢ok kisitli olmakla birlikte Aio-
lis Konfederasyonu’nda yer alan diger kentlerle benzer ta-
rihsel kaderi paylastigi diistiniilebilir. Olasilikla biiyiik ve
onemli bir kent olan komsu Kyme’nin golgesinde kalmis
bir kasaba-kent goriiniimiindeki kentin isminin M.O. 5.
ylizyilda Attika-Delos Deniz Konfederasyonu’nun vergi

1 Dr. Emel DEREBOYLU POULAIN, (Collaboratrice scientifique),
Université de Lausanne, Faculté des Lettres, IASA (Institut
d’archéologie et des sciences de LAntiquité)-Quartier UNIL—
Chamberonne, Batiment Anthropole, 1015 Lausanne/ISVICRE.

2 Doc. Dr. Murat Cekilmez, Aydin Adnan Menderes Universitesi,
Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Bolimii.

3 Doger1998, s.17-18 ; Cekilmez 2017, s.21-22
4 Smith 1854, “Myrina” maddesi; Cekilmez 2018 (1), s. 21
5 Strabonm.s
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Fig. 1 Myrina ve gevresinin haritasi.
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listelerinde yeraldigi ve M.O. 454°den 425’e dek konfederasyona heryil6000

drahmi 6dedigi bilinmektedir®. Xenephon’dan 6grenildigine gore M.O. 4.
yiizyilda Myrina diger sehirlerle birlikte, Pers egemenligi altindayken M.O. 3.
yiizyilda Pergamon Krali I.Attalos’un eline gecmistir”. M.O. 2. yiizyilda Perga-
mon Krallig’’nin bir pargasiolarak biiyiik bir refah donemiyasadigi anlasilmak-
tadir, ki seramik buluntularin kalite ve zenginligiyle basilan giimiis tetradrah-
miler bunun kanitidir®. M.S. 17. ve 30. yillarinda pespese yasanan depremler
Bati Anadolu’daki bircok kent gibi Myrina’yi da etkilemistir. Imparator
Tiberius aralarinda Myrina’nin da bulundugu zarar goren kentleri 5 yilligina

6 Pottier&Reinach&Veyries 1887, s.47 ; Cekilmez 2017, s. 22

7 Ksenephon, Hellenika III, 1. 6; Bean 1997, s. 91; Doger 1998, s. 27.

8 Pottier&Reinach&Veyries 1887, s. 48
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vergiden muaf tutmus ve kentlerin yenilenmesi icin yardimda bulunmus-
tur®. Bu donemden sonra kentin ismi de Sebastopolis olarak anilmaya
baslanmistir’®. Traianus doneminde M.S. 106°’da Myrina yeni bir depremle
yikilir ve tapinak da paganizmin azalmasi nedeniyle 6nemini tamamen yiti-
rir', Deprem sonrasi kent Hadrianus’un yardimlariyla tekrar sekillenir. Su an
Viyana Ulusal Miizesinde korunan Roma Imparatorluk dénemi yol haritalari
olan Peutinger Haritalarinda Gryneion artik belirtilmezken Myrina Mirina/
Mirimna ismiyle varligini siirdiirmektedir’2. Gec Imparatorluk déneminde

kent, Ephesos’a bagli bir piskoposluk merkezi haline doniisiir®.

Fig. 2 Peutinger Haritalarinda Mirina/Mirimna ismiyle belirtilen Myrina.

Kentteki arastirmalar 1870 yilinda Aristides Baltazzi’nin Kalabasar’daki gift-
lik arazisinde calisanisgiler tarafindan kesfedilmesiyle baslamistir. Tesadiifen
ortaya ¢ikan mezarlarda ele gegen figiirinler tinlenip Avrupa pazarlarina ka-
cirilmaya baslaninca kentte kacak kazilar baglar**. Bu kagak kazilara bir 6nlem

9 Reinach&Pottier 1882, s. 208 ; Pottier&Reinach&Veyries 1887, s. 50-51
10 Bean1997, s.87; Cekilmez 2017, 5. 23
11 Sevin 2001, s.77 vd.; Cekilmez 2017, s. 23

12 https://www.lexilogos.com/carte_peutinger.htm (Erisim Tarihi:11.07.2020);
Reinach&Pottier 1882, s. 208

13 Sevin 2007, s.77 vd. ; Cekilmez 2017, s. 23.

14 Baltazzi188s, s. 35-38.
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olarak Aristides Baltazzi’nin talebiyle Atina Fransiz Okulu’nun yénetiminde
resmi kazilar yapilmaya baslanmistir. Myrina’da, Fransiz ekip tarafindan yii-
riitlilen bu kazilar, 1880 yilindan 1882 yilina kadar yaklasik 14 ay boyunca
surdirilmistir®™. Bu sirada sadece mezarlarin kazilmasiyla kalmamis, tiim
kentin detayli haritalari da hazirlanmistir’®. 4. sezonun sonunda ekip uyesi
A. Veyries’in 6liimii ve Osmanli Hiikiimeti’nin verdigi kazi izninin son bul-
masiyla Myrina’daki arastirmalar cok uzun siireligine durdurulmustur?’.

Euarepels de Myrma 5 g ; ; S . : x .,?I.[ :
| s ! K

| EMPLACEMENT ACTUEL

de
CMYRINA

— e |
T e e e

T s e Ty T e e e T e e
4 - - a N 3 ¥ C ] 4 2 ' S o o §

Fig. 3 Pottier ve Reinach’in arastirmalarina gore kent plani.

1950°li yillarda Ord. Prof. Dr. Ekrem Akurgal tarafindan nekropolde bazi
sondajlar agilmis ve bulunan bir grup figiirin Bergama Miizesi’ne ka-
zandinlmistir®®, 2011-2013 yillari arasinda Erzurum/Atatiirk Universite-
si’nden Prof. Dr. Nurettin Oztiirk, Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentlerinde
ylizey aragtirmalar yiritmiustir®®. 2015 yilindan itibaren Adnan Menderes

15 Dereboylu Poulain 2017, s. 65-79.

16  Pottier&Reinach&Veyries 1887, s.19-41; Dereboylu Poulain 2017, s. 77.
17 Dereboylu Poulain 2017, s. 75.

18 Tin 2001, s. 6.

19 Oztiirk 2012, s. 151-161; Oztiirk — Giiloglu — Leygara 2014, s. 375-384.
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Fig. 4 Pottier ve Reinach’in arastirmalarini derledikleri La Necropole Myrina kitabi.

Universitesi’nden Dog. Dr. Murat Cekilmez baskanliginda gerceklestirilen
arastirmalarsa Prof. Dr. Nurettin Oztiirk’iin calismalarinin detaylandirlmis
bir devami olarak kentin ve gevresindeki alanlarin tespitine ve yiizey
buluntularinin belgelenmesine yonelik olarak gergeklestirilmektedir?°.

Kentin alani Guizelhisar (Titnaios) gayinin denize dokiildigii kisimda yer al-
makta ve Oteki Tepe, Beriki Tepe, Andiz Tepe, Sarikaya, Komiircii ve Kalem
Tepe adli alanlan kapsamaktadir?. Kent mendirekle cevrilmis korumali bir li-
mana sahip olup bu konumuyla Candarli (Elaitikos) Kérfezi’nin 6nemli liman

20 Dog. Dr. Murat Cekilmez baskanliginda gergeklestirilen arastirmalar MYRINA VE
GRYNEION Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmalan adiyla 2. Cilt olarak yayinlanmistir. Kitaplarin
iceriginde 2015-2017 yillar arasindaki aragtirmalarin sunuldugu ¢ok yazarli makaleler yer
almaktadir: Myrina ve Gryneion Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmalari, Belgeler ve Yeni Arastirmalar,
1. Cilt, ed. M.Cekilmez ve E. Dereboylu Poulain, Aliaga Kent Kitapligi Dizisi: 3, Ankara 2017
ve Myrina ve Gryneion Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmalari, Son Arastirmalar ve Disiplinler Arasi
Calismalar, 2. Cilt, ed. M. Cekilmez - E. Dereboylu Poulain ve E. Erdan, Aliaga Kent Kitaplig
Dizisi: 6, Ankara 2018.

21 Cekilmez 2018, s. 30.
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kentlerinden biri olma 6zelligi tasimaktadir?2. Kent merkezini Oteki ve Beriki
Tepe’yiicinde bulunduran alan olusturmaktadir.

Dikdortgen kesme bloklardan atki teknigiyle yapilmis Hellenistik Do-
nem surlarina ait kalintilar 6zellikle Oteki Tepe’de denize yakin kisimlarda
goriilebilmektedir. Bizans doneminde surlar Hellenistik Donem surlarina eklen-
tiyapilarak kullanilmistir®. Liman’in giineyinde Oteki ve Beriki Tepe arasindaki
diizliikte, olasilikla kentin agorasi bulunmaktaydi. Bu alanda Dor diizeninde
siitun basligi ve belirli bir diizende devam eden siitun tamburlari bulunmasi
burada Dor diizeninde bir stoaya sahip agora olmasi fikrini giiglendirmektedir.

Tiyatro Beriki Tepe olarak da adlandirilan Apar Tepe’nin bati yamacina yas-
landinlmistir®. 85x75 m. olgiilerinde ve 75 m. ¢apindadir. Yapiya ait tiim
kalintilar toprak altindadir. Oteki Tepe’nin (Kato Tepe) kuzey-dogusunda
rihtim ve limana ait kalintilar goriilebilmektedir?. Nekropol alani islenmeye
elverisli volkanik bir olusum olan tiif ana kaya lizerinde yer almaktadir?. Bu
alan Apar Tepe’nin kuzey-dogusu ile Andiz Tepe ve bu iki tepe arasinda kalan
vadinin igindedir ve oldukga genis bir alani kaplar. Kentin Akropolis’i Beriki
Tepe lizerinde yer almaktadir®. Tepe lizerinde az sayida mimari unsur goriil-
ebilmektedir.

2016 yilinda nekropoliin kapsadigi alanin tespiti amagli yiiriitiilen arastirma-
larda ayni zamanda kentin Nekropol gelenegi ve mezar gesitliligi anlagilmaya
calisilmis, 6zellikle Andiz Tepe yamacinda ¢oklu gomii iceren oda mezarda
ve Kalem Tepe lizerinde tespit edilen bir diger oda mezarda detayli calisma-
lar gergeklestirilmistir®. Ayni zamanda kente su ihtiyacini saglayan ve Agil
Tepe’den Kalem Tepe’ye uzanan, yaklasik 1 km. uzunlugundaki su yolu da
incelenmistir3°,

22 Cekilmez 2017, s. 21; Cekilmez 2018, s. 20.

23 Cekilmez 2017, s. 28, 31-32; Cekilmez 2018, s. 23.

24 Cekilmez 2017, s. 33 ; Cekilmez 2018, s. 24.

25 Cekilmez 2017, .28, 34-35; Cekilmez 2018, s. 26.

26 Cekilmez 2017, s. 28.

27 Cekilmez 2017, s. 28 ; Cekilmez 2018, s. 27-28, Fig. 2.
28 Cekilmez 2017, s. 35 ; Cekilmez 2018, s. 28.

29 (Cekilmez 2018, s. 27-29, Fig. 6-8.

30 (Cekilmez 2018, s. 30-31, Fig. 9-11.
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Fig. 5 Myrina Antik Kenti. (Google Earth).

Fig. 7 Agora alaninin bulundu
geride kentin liman go
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Fig. 8 Nekropol alani.

Fig. 9 Akropolis’in yer aldigi Beriki/Apar Tepe’nin genel goriiniimii.

2018 yili arastirma sezonunda calismalar 28 Agustos-12 Eyliil tarihleri
arasinda, daha ¢ok Myrina Akropolisi’nin yer aldigi Beriki Tepe’nin lizerinde
ve yamaglarinda yuritilmistir®. 2018 yili calismalari tepenin giiney ya-
macindaki Bizans Dénemine ait sur duvarinin etrafinda baslatilmistir. Bahsi
gegen sur duvar kuzey giiney yoniinde uzanmakta olup, moloz tas, kesme
tas bloklar ve kiigiik tugla parcalarinin kireg harciyla birlestirilmesiyle oriil-
miis ve duvarin dis kisminda kaplama olarak kesme tiif taslar kullanilmistir.

31 Arazive eser buluntu yerlerine ait bilgiler ylizey arastirmasi sirasinda tutulan giinliik
raporlardan derlenmistir.
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Fig. 10 Akropolis’in bulundugu Beriki Tepe giiney yamacindaki Bizans donemine ait sur duvari.

Fig. 11 Akropolis’in bulundugu Beriki
Tepe giiney yamacindaki Bizans

donemine ait sur duvari.

Sur duvarina bitisik durumda bulunan
Hellenistik Donem sur duvarinda kul-
lanilan tas bloklarin Bizans sur duvarin-
da tekrar kullanildigi gozlemlenmistir.
Arastirmalar sirasinda  giliney-dogu
yamag lzerinde cesitli mimari yiizey n
buluntularina rastlanmistir. Bu alanda
dis kisminda kesme blok tas, i¢c kismin-
daysa ana kayayla birlikte moloz taslar
kullamlarak hargsiz olusturulmus bir
sur kulesinin de var oldugu gorilmiistiir.
Ayni alanda siirdiiriilen ¢alismalar-
da, Akropol kuzey yamaci kuzeydogu
kosesinden dogu-bati dogrultulu 32 m.
uzunlugunda sur duvariyla bir de kule
saptanmistir. Akropol zirvesinde siir-
diiriilen ¢alismalar sirasinda bir adet
sarnig gozlemlenmis, bu alanda ve
Akropolisin bati yamacinda siitun tam-
buru, stel yuvasi ve altardan olusan mi-
mari bazi 6geler tespit edilmistir.

Tiyatronun gilineyinde, yamaca yaslandirilmis Geg Roma-Erken Bizans Done-
mi diikkan ve bu diikkanin giineyinde devam eden bitisik diizende yapilmis
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olarak yer alan, Diikkan A ve B olarak adlandirilan iki adet diikkanin moloz
taslar ve harg kullanilarak yapilmis destek duvarilar incelenmistir. Diikkan-

nin arka duvarinda yer yer fresko izleri tespit edilmistir.

Fig. 12. Akropolis giiney yamagtaki Bizans donemine ait sur duvarinin dayandigi
Hellenistik duvar.

Fig. 13 Tiyatronun giineyindeki Bizans duvarina ait destek duvari.
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Fig. 15 Diikkan A ve B olarak adlandirilan bitisik diizendeki iki Bizans diikkani.

Glineybati yamacta yer alan tiyatroda Cavea béliimiinii lstten sinirlayan
destek duvarlarina rastlanmistir. Analemnalar arasi genislik yaklasik 48 m.
olciilerindedir ve sahne binasi ve orkestra kismi ortalama 10 m. genisliktedir.
Bu alandan mimari bazi pargalarla bir adet mermer kabartma pargasi ele
gecmistir.
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Fig. 16 Akropolis’in, giineybati yamacinda yer alan tiyatronun genel goriinimii.

Akropolisin genelinde mimari 6geler disinda yiizeye taginmis seramik ve kiigiik
buluntular dik egimli arazi yiizeyinin bitki ortiisiiyle kaplanmis olmasi nedeniy-
le zorlukla goriilebilmektedir. Ancak arazinin teraslara boliinmiis kisimlarinda
ve kismen yamag eteklerine akmis seramikler yer yer segilebilmektedir. Bu alan-
larda kaba ve bezemesiz kaplara ait govde pargalari, kapali kap ve amphora
govde ve kulp pargalari, Klasik Dénem siyah firnisli seramiklere ait kaide ve agiz
24 parcalari (krater, balik tabagi vb.) ile Hellenistik Donem Megara kaseleri, bati
- yamaci seramiklerine ait parcalar ve gati kiremitleri, pisirme kaplarina ait par-

calar, piramidal bir agirlik ve Helenistik Donem kandil parcalari tespit edilmistir.

| | Myrina Akrapol 28.08.2018

Fig. 17 Akropolisin genelinde goriilen seramik drnekleri.
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| | Myrina Seramik 2018

Fig. 18 Akropolis’in genelinde goriilen seramik 6rnekleri.

Yine bu alandan Geg Arkaik-Erken Klasik Dénem’e tarihlenen ve kirik iki par-
¢anin birlestirilmesinden olusan bir pismis toprak figiiriin tiim olarak ele geg-
mistir. Kaide tizerinde oturan khiton ve himation giyimli kadin / Tanriga’nin
kucaginda bir gocuk oturmaktadir.

Akropol’iin kuzeybati yamacinda iki biiyiik kagak kazi ¢ukuruyla karsilagil-
mistir. Akropol zirvesinde ve sarnig civarinda yine kagak kazi alanlan tespit
edilmistir. Bunun yaninda arazinin hemen hemen tiimiiniin detektorleriyle
tarandigini gosteren nokta cukurlar da sik sik karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Arazi
genelinde siklikla karsilastigimiz bu kagak kazi gukurlarinin yaninda 6zellikle
2018 yili arastirmalarinda, 80 no’lu parsel olarak belitilmis alanda, alanin
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goriinlimiinii ve topografyasini degistirecek sekilde, arazinin is makinasiyla
diizeltildigi bu alandaki kiiltiir tabakalariyla mimari pargalarin yogun tahri-
bata ugratildigi gozlemlenmistir.

Nekropol alaninda daha dnceki galismalar sirasinda tespit edildigi gibi 2018
yilinda da yeni agilmis kacak kazi cukurlar ve usulsiiz uygulamalar dikkat
cekmistir. Myrina Kenti igin liziintii verici bu durum igin acil onlemlerin alin-

masi zorunludur.

Fig. 19 Akropolis ve yamaglarindaki kagak kazi ve usulsiiz uygulamalar.

Fig. 20 Akropolis yamacindaki usulsiiz uygulama ve tahribat.
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| Tayfun CAYMAZ: ALIAGA AND
ITS TERRITORY

Aliaga and It’s Close
Vicinity in the Neolithic
and Chalcolithic

The excavations in the Izmir region, especially of Ulu-
cak, Yesilova and Ege Giibre, have provided some results
which has considerably enlightened the early settlement
periods. These results also enable to evaluate the finds
found during the surface surveys, more reliably. In this
paper, it will be useful to reconsider the data of the sur-
face surveys about the early periods of Aliaga and it’s
close vicinity.

The Neolithic Period

The excavations of Ege Giibre, under the supervision of
Haluk Saglamtimur, have unearthed the remains be-
longed to a Neolithic village. According to the remains,
the community here was living in wattle-and-daubt
houses on stone foundation around a central courtyard.
The rectangular structures which have hearth and oven
inside, seem to be residences and the round structures
seem to be used for storage?. Sheep, goat, cattle and sea
products are commonly seen in the food economy?.

1 Dr.Ogr.UyesiTayfunCAYMAZ, University of NevsehirHaciBektas
Veli Faculty of Science and Letters Department of Archeology.

2 Saglamtimur 2007: 374; 2012: 198.

3 Saglamtimur 2012: 201.
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The figurines and relief decorated potsherds* show that people from Ege
Giibre are members of the culture of mother goddess.

There is a Neolithic village also at Araptepe about 6 km. beeline south of
Ege Gubre (Fig. 1). The hill has both agricultural field®> and water sources®.
Araptepe which was discovered by Muzaffer Senyiirek in 19497, has been re-
searched again and its finds have been evaluated since 1990s8. The surface

material spreads out an area in approximately 5-6 ha. Most of the pottery
has slip with paint in red shades and burnish. The Ulucak IV, Yesilova IV1-2°

and Ege Giibre III-1V are also characterized with this type of pottery!®. The

vessels with small gritted paste are generally shaped with care and well-fired.
Deep bowls, most of them are with S-shaped profile (Fig. 2: 1-4), have a wide

coverage in ceramic repertoire™. Jars might be with a short neck or long neck

or without any neck (Fig. 2: 5; Fig. 3: 5). Large jars with flat rim are typical

(Fig. 3: 1-4). This type of jar was appeared and spread in the phases IV 1-2

in Yesilova'2. Besides the Ulucak IV and Ege Giibre III-IV5, these were ob-
tained from Morali** and Gilimiisova Deresi Tepe I*® in Aliaga’s close vicinity.
On deep bowls and jars, vertical tunnel lugs have been commonly used (Fig.
2: 6). Bases are flat, slightly high and ring shaped (Fig. 3: 6-9). Both lugs and

base types show parallelism with Ege Giibre'® and the other settlements.

4 Saglamtimur 2012: 200.
5 The plain part in front of the hill has been known as Cayirigi.

6 Bekirler Cesmesi (Fountain Bekirler) takes place in the southern foot of the hill and
Boceli Cesme (Fountain Boceli) takes place in the neighbor hillin its east.

7 Senyiirek et al. 1950: 492-493.

8 Erkanal-Erkanal 1997: 109; Caymaz 1998: 55-61; 2004; 2006; Erkanal et al. 2003: 302-
303; Lichter 2001: 162-166.

9 Previous III1- 2, (Derin vd. 2017: 145.)
10 Cilingiroglu et al. 2012: 143; Derin 2012: 181; Saglamtimur 2012: 199 .

11 This type of bowlis also common in Ulucak IV (Cilingiroglu et al. 2012: 144), Yesilova IV
1-2(Derin 2012:181) and Ege Giibre (Saglamtimur 2012: 200.)

12 Derinetal. 2009: 5

13 Cilingiroglu et al. 2004: 39; Saglamtimur 2012: Fig.10: 1-2.
14 French196s: Fig.4: 7-13.

15 Driehaus1957: Abb.2: 5, 8.

16 Saglamtimur 2012: Fig.14.
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It has been encountered some vessels with impression decoration at Arapte-
pe (Fig. 2: 7). At Ege Giibre, impressed potsherds are also in a significant
number? . The pottery with impression decoration has been appeared at the
level of IV1-2in Yesilova'®. At Ulucak IV, the most frequent decoration type
is impression®,

At Araptepe, stone and chipped stone tools, except pottery, have been ob-
tained. Grinding stones, pestles, palettes and axes take place among the
stone tools?. In chipped stone finds, blades and bladelets are common?.
These have been mostly made from local flint. The region is rich in flint
sources?. Afew obsidian tools have been encountered. It has been suggested
that some of them might have been originated from Melian sources®. In
neighbor Ege Glibre, the chipped stone industry is mainly based on flint, on
the other hand obsidian is not used much?.

The comparisons show that the pottery of Araptepe display parallelism with
Ege Giibre ITI-1V, Ulucak IV and Yesilova IV 1- 2. This pottery is characterized
with the developments such as the domination of red-faced ware, appear-
ance of large jars with flat rim and impression decoration. It has been under-
stood that the population increased and the settlement spread over a wide
area in this period at Yesilova?. The detection of lots of structure remains in
a narrow area at Ulucak?®, indicates the existence of a growing settlement
here too. It is proper to evaluate the late levels which show development,
growth and some cultural differences when compared to the previous phases

17 Saglamtimur 2012: 200.
18 Derinetal. 2009: 5.

19 This decoration which is seen in a limited number at the level of VA, has not been
encountered at the lower levels. (Cilingiroglu et al. 2012: 147).

20 Caymaz 2006: Res. 7-10.
21 Caymaz 2006: Res. 6.

22 Karagakmak Tepe on the main road in the northeast of Araptepe, Akgakmak Tepe in
the 2 km. north of this (Caymaz 2006: 3) and Gakmakli Village nearby Ege Giibre (Saglam-
timur-Ozan 2013: 588), have flint sources.

23 Erkanaletal. 2003: 302.
24 Saglamtimur 2012: 200.
25 Derin 2012:180.

26 Cilingiroglu 2012: 142.
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in both settlements, within the scope of Late Neolithic Age. The C* results
show that this period takes place between the ends of the 7" millennium BC
and 5700/5600 BC?.

The Early Chalcolithic Period

After the end of the Neolithic villages, it has been seen that new communities
started to be settled to Ege Giibre and Ulucak after a while. Within the area
that can be excavated at Ege Giibre, the remains of this settlement phase
forms a very thin level. The remains and finds intermingle with the Neolithic
ruins in many areas. It has not been encountered any remains that prove
the architectural structure. The remains of structure with stone founda-
tion have been uncovered at Ulucak?®. The communities which founded the
settlements of Ege Giibre IT and Ulucak III, have a completely different pot-
tery culture. This pottery is made with less care and esthetic in comparison
with the Neolithic period. In surface colors the shades of brown and grey
are common. In surface treatment, self-slip took place of slip with paint.
Burnishing is applied rather on open vessels. The vessel forms generate a
original repertoire. Bowls with inward thickened rim are very common (Fig.
4). Grooved decoration on their rim and interior is an application that is fre-
quently seen. Decoration on the thickened rim is in the shape of rope knitting.
Interior grooved decoration was formed by deep and coarse incision. Pattern
burnish decoration is also common at Ulucak III. Grooved and pattern bur-
nish decoration was applied together on a bowl®. Jars with unperforated
lugs under rim and jars with vertical handles are common in close vessels
(Fig. 5). Some of the vertical handles are horned. This type of handle is also
seen on deep cups (Fig. 6: 1). Horns might be sharp, stubby or button head
(Fig. 6: 3). Afew cheese-pot sherds have been obtained at Ege Giibre (Fig. 6: 2).
These vessels have not been encountered at Ulucak IIT with approximately
2 m. deposit. Bases are commonly simple form (Fig. 6: 5). The short footed
vessels also exist (Fig. 6: 4). At Ulucak, in the finds besides pottery, marble
bracelets and Kilia figurine are charecteristic*.

27 Cilingiroglu et al. 2012: 151-152; Derin 2012: 183; Saglamtimur 2012: 198, 201-202.
28 Cilingiroglu et al.2004: 18, Fig.12.
29 Caymaz 2003: Ciz.6:16.

30 Cevik-Vuruskan 2015: 586-587.
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The closest analogies of the pottery of the Ege Giibre IT and Ulucak I1I levels
exist at Ilipinar VB in Eastern Marmara and the levels of Asagipinar 5-4 in
Eastern Thrace. The parallelisms in various degrees reach out to the culture
of Karanovo III in Balkans and generate a very wide area of relationship=L.
The C* results of the mentioned settlements point out roughly the middles
of the 6™ millennium BC32. According to this, the new culture owners came
up just after the abandonment of the Neolithic villages or after a not too long
time. The traces of these communities have been encountered at Giimiiso-
va Deresi Tepe I3* and Kaymaktepe* in the north of Aliaga. The settlement
Cine-Tepecik IV* in the south, was also found by these culture owners. Be-
sides parallel pottery with the Izmir region, marble bracelet and Kilia figu-
rines have been obtained here®*.

The next period from the culture of red slipped-burnished pottery, has been
identified as the Middle Chalcolithic by some archaeologists. This identifica-
tion is based on the fact that the bright last phase of the Neolithic Age in
the Konya and Lakes regions has been identified as the Early Chalcolithic. We
think that it is proper to use the definition of Chalcolithic only for the period
following a complete cultural alteration. In this manner, the long and origi-
nal cultural process roughly starting in the middles of the 6™ millennium BC
and reaching to the beginning of the 3t millennium BC, should be handled
by dividing into phases in itself. According to this, it should be defined the
phase in which the settlements Ege Giibre IT and Ulucak III exist, as the Early
Chalcolithic. Thus, the hafirs of Ulucak and Yesilova make chronological
identification in this manner®.

31 Caymaz 2013: 45-49.

32 Thissen 2008: 98.

33 Driehaus1957: Abb.1: 10-14.

34 Kokten 1949: 816.

35 Giinel 2014: 16.

36 Giinel 2007: 236; Giinel 2015: 292.

37 Cevik-Vuruskan 2015: 583, 586; Derin et al. 2017: 147.
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It has been seen that the Chalcolithic process had a lot of phases, and the
elements such as the style of surface treatment, pattern burnish decoration,
cheese pots and horned handles became traditional and they were being con-
served throughout the phases like a legacy, furthermore predominant and
popular forms changed in each phase. The settlements Kumtepe IA, Ugurlu
V-1V, Besik-Sivritepe and Giilpinar in Northwestern Anatolia, upper levels of
Upper Cave in Agio Gala of Chios, Tigani I in Samos, Asopos Tepesi nearby
Denizli, Suluin and Karain II in Antalya Region took place in a process from
the second half of the 6" millennium BC to the first half of the 5* millennium
BC. There are settlements of this period the Cakallar®® and Yassitepe IIIB**
in Izmir region.

The Middle Chalcolithic

In the second half of the 5% millennium BC, carinated bowls with basket or
mushroom shaped high handles are typical?®. Cheese-pots vary and become
widespread®. Pattern burnish decoration and horned handles continue their
existences. Yesilova II, Emporio X-VIII and Tigani II-III are settlements of this
cultural period. The Settlement Alacaligél, Limantepe (Larisa) and Giilpinar in
theCanakkaleregion,Karain, Tavabasiand BeginKalesiinthedistricts of Antalya
and Mugla, show that this culture has a wide distribution area.

Some settlements have specialized in specific professions in this period. The
inhabitants living in Kulaksizlar in Akhisar region, were occupied with pro-
ducing marble idols and vessels*2. A community mining mercury ore, was liv-
ing in Cakmaktepe in mountainous peninsula of Karaburun“.

Some new ceramic forms and mat white painted decoration have appeared
through the ends of the 5™ millennium BC. The transition phase is followed
at Limantepe VII*4.

38 Caymaz-Emeg 2017: 629-632.
39 Derin et al. 2016: 166; 2017: 147.
40 Caymaz 2013: 51-52.

41 Caymaz 2013: 52.

42 Ding1996: 25-27.

43 Kosay-Giiltekin 1949: 20.

44 Caymaz 2013: 53, 54, 57.
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The Late Chalcolithic

In the beginnings of the 4" millennium BC, mat white painted decoration is
characteristic in pottery. This decoration was applied on small jars and jugs
and rims of bowls. Bakla Tepe in the coastal part and Beycesultan in the in-
ner part are the well-known settlements. At Bakla Tepe, bowls with inward
thickened rim and mat white painted decoration are common and distinctive
(Fig. 7: 2-4). Most of these bowls is in middle and wide size. Similar bowls
have been also found at Haciyusuf Degirmeni nearby Ilipinar in south of
Aliaga (Fig. 7:1).

Grill planned structures for protecting the product from damp at BaklaTepe,
clay bins inside the houses at Beycesultan“®, carbonized cereal grains detect-
ed in both* show that the settlements of this period were in dense agricul-
tural activity. The bellow, crucibles from potsherds and copper tools found at
Bakla Tepe“®, prove that the metallurgical processes might be done even in

smallvillages. On the other hand the silver ring at Beycesultan®’, shows that

precious metals were also being processed.

Through the ends of the 4 millennium BC, it has been seen in the pottery
that mat white painted decoration gradually diminishes. Bowls with inward
thickened rim are still common, however they are preferred in small sizes.
Another form which became widespread, is beaklike spouted jugs. The cul-
ture of this period is identified with Troy IB in the Canakkale region. Yassi
Tepe in Bornovais another significant settlement of this phase with its depos-
it in approximately 2 m®°. At the excavations here, the remains belonging to
long houses with stone foundation, have been uncovered>!. Melengic Sekisi
on the plain of Helvacikdy in south of Aliaga, was a settlement level which
belongs to this period. In the pottery observed here, black and grey well-
burnished bowls with inward thickened rim are common (Fig. 8: 1-5). Similar

45 Ozkan-Erkanal1999: 35-37.

46 Lloyd-Mellaart 1962: 25.

47 Lloyd-Mellaart 1962: 23-25; Ozkan-Erkanal 1999: 40.
48 Ozkan-Erkanal1g99: 40.

49 Lloyd-Mellaart 1962: 281,282.

5o Derinetal. 2017: 147.

51 Derin et al.2015: 457-458.
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potsherds have been also seen at Hoylicek nearby it (Fig. 8: 6-7). Bowls with
triangular projection rising from rim and carinated bowls taking place in both
settlements, are the precursors of the following Troy I culture.

Conclusion

The possible aceramic level uncovered at Ulucak, has taken the settlement
date of the Western Anatolian coastal part back to the first half of the 7t
millennium BC>2. However we have not had any data which reflect the de-
velopment of the early pottery in this part yet. The developed communities
in producing pottery were settled on virgin soil in Yesilova and over the re-
mains of the level VI within a small area that might be excavated in Ulucak.
It has been seen that the population increases and the Neolithic villages
grow through the ends of the 7*" millennium BC. The increase of carrying and
storage pots in number and the abundancy of grinding stones prove that the
agricultural production has improved. Ege Giibre and Araptepe in the Aliaga
region, are the settlements that belong to this period. Roughly in the ends
of the first quarter of the 6% millennium BC, the life in the Neolithic villages
came to an end. The communities producing red-faced esthetic vessels, on
an advanced economical stage, went out of existence all of a sudden. The
Chalcolithic communities came to exist just after this or after a short while.
Completely different pottery of the newcomers became traditional in time
and conserved its main characteristics and took place in a process not less
than 2500 years. The middle and late phases of this process are defined with
the increase of agricultural production, the appearance of settlements spe-
cialized in specific economical sections, and the metallurgical developments.
Ege Gubre II, Melengic Sekisi, Hoyiicek and Haciyusuf Degirmeni in the re-
gion of Aliaga, are the settlements that reflect the various stages of the long
Chalcolithic period.

52 Cilingiroglu et al. 2012: 141-142.
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Figures

Fig. 1 The Neolithic and Chalcolithic Settlements in Central Western Anatolia (Only
mentioned ones in the text have been shown.): 1. Ege Giibre, 2. Araptepe, 3. Hoyiicek, 4.
Melengig Sekisi, 5. Haciyusuf Degirmeni, 6. Kaymaktepe, 7. Glimiisova Deresi Tepe I, 8.
Morali, 9. Kulaksizlar, 10. Yesilova, 11. Ulucak, 12. Yassitepe, 13. Limantepe, 14. Cakallar,
15. Cakmaktepe, 16. Agio Gala, 17. Emporio, 18. Tigani, 19. Baklatepe, 20. Tepecik, 21. Bey-
cesultan.
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Fig. 2 The Late Neolithic pottery from Araptepe (1).

Fig. 3 The Late Neolithic pottery from Araptepe (2)
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Fig. 4 The Early Chalcolithic pottery from Ege Giibre II (1)
91

Fig. 5 The Early Chalcolithic pottery from Ege Giibre II (2)
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Fig. 6 The Early Chalcolithic pottery from Ege Giibre II (3)

Fig. 7 The Late Chalcolithic early period pottery from Haciyusuf and BaklaTepe

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY




Fig. 8 The Late Chalcolithic late period pottery from Melengig Sekisi and Hoylicek

International Symposium on Aliaga and Its Territory-Aiolis Region-Archaeology and Interdisciplinary Researches

93



94

Bibliography

Caymaz 1998

Caymaz 2004

Caymaz 2006

Caymaz 2013

Caymaz-Emeg 2017

Cevik-Vurugkan 2015

Cilingiroglu-Derin-Abay-
Saglamtimur-Kayan 2004

Cilingiroglu-Cevik-
Cilingiroglu 2012

Derin 2012

Derin- Ay-Caymaz 2009

Derin-Caymaz-Eroglu
2015

Derin-Caymaz-Eroglu
2014

Derin- Eroglu-Erden-
Yurtsever -Kizil-Yildirnm-
Oztiirk 2017

Caymaz, T. “1998 izmir ve Cevresi Neolitik Dénemi”, Ege
Universitesi Lisans Tezi, 1998. Izmir.

Caymaz, T. “Izmir Bélgesi Neolitik Yerlesimleri”, ITI. Ulusal
Arkeolojik Arastirmalar Sempozyumu, Ankara, AU DTCF, 29-
30 Nisan-1 Mayis 2004, Yayinlanmamus Bildiri.

Caymaz, T. “Aliaga Helvacikdy Bolgesinde Bir Neolitik Yerle-
sim: Araptepe”, ADerg, VIII (2006/2), 2006, 1-11.

Caymaz, T. “Yeni Veriler Isiginda Orta Bati Anadolu Kalkoli-
tik Cag Kiiltuirii”, ADerg XVIII (2013), 2013, 39-112.

Caymaz, T., Emeg, M. “Urla Yarimadasi Giiney Kesimi 2015
Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi”, AST, 34-1, 2017, 623-646.

Cevik,0., Vuruskan, O. “Ulucak Héyiik 2012-2013 Yili Kazi
Calismalan® KST, 36-1, 2015, 583-599.

Cilingiroglu, A., Derin, Z., Abay, E., Saglamtimur, H.,-
Kayan, 1. Ulucak Hoyiik Excavations Conducted Between 1995 and
2002, Ancient Near Eastern Studies Supplement 15, 2004.

Cilingiroglu, A., Cevik, O., Cilingiroglu, C. “Ulucak Hoyiik”,
M. Ozdogan-N. Basgelen-P. Kuniholm (eds.), The Neolithic
in Turkey: Western Turkey, Istanbul, 139-175, 2012.

Derin, Z. “Yesilova Hoyiik”, M. Ozdogan-N. Basgelen-P.
Kuniholm (eds.), The Neolithic in Turkey: Western Turkey, Is-
tanbul, 2012, 177-195.

Derin, Z., Ay, F., Caymaz, T. “Izmir’in Prehistorik Yerlesimi
Yesilova Hoylgi 2005-2006 Yili Calismalan®, ADerg, XIII
(2009/1), 2009, 1-52.

Derin, Z., Caymaz, T., Eroglu, G., “Izmir’in Prehistorik Yer-
lesim Alani Yesilova Hoyuigii 2013 Yili Calismalarn”, KST, 36-
2, 2015, 447-466.

Derin, Z., Caymaz, T., Eroglu, G. “Izmir-Yesilova Hoyiigii
2014 Yili Calismalari”, KST, 37-1, 2016, 159-174.

Derin, Z., Eroglu, G. Siimer, Erden, A. G., Yurtsever, M., Kizil
M., Yildinm, Y., Oztiirk M. “Izmir’in Prehistorik Yerlesim
Alani Yesilova Hoyiigii 2015 Yili Calismalan”, KST, 38-2,
2017,143-160.

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



Ding 1996

Driehaus 1957

Erkanal-Erkanal 1997

Erkanal-Oktii-iren-
Lichter 2003

French 1965

Seving 2007

Seving 2014

Seving 2015

Kosay-Giiltekin 1949

Kokten 1949

Lichter 2001

Lloyd-Mellaart 1962
Ozkan-Erkanal

Saglamtimur 2007

Saglamtimur 2012

Ding, R. “1994 Yili Akhisar-Kulaksizlar Mermer Idol Atolyesi
Yiizey Arastirmasi”, AST, XIII-2, 1996, 11-41.

Driehaus, J. “Prahistorische Siedlungsfunde in der Unteren
Kaikosebene und an dem Golfe von Candarli”, IstMitt, Heft
7,1957,76-101.

Erkanal, A., Erkanal, H. “Akdeniz’in En Eski Limani”, Atlas,
54,1997,108-1089.

Erkanal, A., Oktii, Ayse Giil Akalin, Iren, K., Lichter, C.
“2001 Kuzey izmir-Menemen Ovasi Yiizey Arastirmasi”,
AST, 20-1, 2003, 301-314.

French, David, H. “Early Pottery Sites from Western Ana-
tolia”, Bulletin of the Institute of Archaeology 5, 1965, 15-24.

Seving, G. “Cine-Tepecik 2007 Yili Kazilan”, KST, 28-1,
2007, 231-246.

Seving, G. “Cine-Tepecik 2012 Yili Kazilan”, KST, 35-2, 2014,
111-123.

Seving, G., “Cine-Tepecik 2013 Yili Kazilan”, KST, 36-2,
2015, 287-289.

Kosay, H., Giiltekin, H. “Karaburun (izmir) Cakmak Civa
Madeninde Ontarih Buluntulan”, Tiirk Tarih, Arkeologya ve
Etnografya Dergisi, V, 1949, 16-27

Kokten, I. Kilic. “1949 Yili Tarih6ncesi Arastirmalari Hakkin-
da Kisa Rapor”, Belleten, XIII, 1949, 811-829.

Lichter, C. “Central-Western Anatolia: A Key Region in the
Neolithisation of Europe?”, F.Gerard-L.Thissen (eds.), The
Neolithic of Central Anatolia, Istanbul, 2001, 161-169.

Lloyd, S., Mellaart J. 1962 Beycesultan, Vol. I, London.
Ozkan, T., Erkanal, H. 1999 Tahtali Baraji Kurtarma Kazisi
Projesi, Izmir.

Saglamtimur, H. “Ege Giibre Neolitik Yerlesimi”, M.Ozdo-
gan-N.Basgelen (eds.), Tiirkiye’de Neolitik Donem, Istanbul,
2007,373-376.

Saglamtimur, H. The Neolithic Settlement of Ege Giibre”,
M.0Ozdogan-N.Basgelen-P.Kuniholm (eds), The Neolithic in
Turkey: Western Turkey, Istanbul, 2012, 197-225.

International Symposium on Aliaga and Its Territory-Aiolis Region-Archaeology and Interdisciplinary Researches

95



Saglamtimur-Ozan 2013

Senyiirek-Giiltekin-

Senyiirek-Dénmez 1950

Thissen 2008

96

Saglamtimur, H., Ozan, A. “Ege Glibre Neolitik Yerlesiminin
Paleocografya Ozellikleri ve Geligimi”, Ertug Oner (ed.), Pro-
fesor Doktor Ilhan Kayan’a Armagan, Izmir, 2013, 587-596.

Senyiirek, M., Giltekin, S. Hakki, Senyiirek, E., Donmez, A.
“Larissa Civarinda Hoyiicek’de Yapilan Sondaj”, Belleten,
XIV, 1950, 487-494.

Thissen, L. “The Pottery of Phase VB”, J.Roodenberg-S.
Alpaslan Roodenberg (eds.), Life and Death in a Prehistoric
Settlement in Northwest Anatolia The Ilipinar Excavations, Vo-
lume III, 2008, 91-115.

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



G



ALIAGA VE CEVRES{
AioOLis BOLGESi

ULUSLARARASI
ARKEOLO]JI VE
J] DIiSiPLINLERARASI
ARASTIRMALAR

T SEMPOZYUMU

SEMPOZYUM BILDIRILERI
Symposium Proceedings




| Tomasz POLANSKI" ALIAGA AND
ITS TERRITORY

The Rise and Fall of the Aeolic
School of Art History

I am going to collect together and discuss dispersed
items of information which clearly refer or seem to be
suggestive of the third outstanding school of art histo-
rians in the Greek intellectual life of the Hellenistic peri-
od: the Aeolic, Pergamene or Attalid school. The Aeolic
school developed in the first half of the 2" century and
succeeded the earlier Sicyonian school and for some time
rivalled the Attic school. Let us focus on some select-
ed aspects of the Attalid patronage in art - those which
inspired and influenced the development of the Aeolic
school of art history.

In 210 BC Attalos I purchased the island of Aegina from
the Aetolians, and he immediately confiscated a colossal
bronze statue of the young Apollo by Onatas and sent it
to Pergamon. This act of robbery committed by Attalos
on his Greek compatriots launched the history of the At-
talid collection of Late Archaic sculpture. It is interest-
ing to observe that nearly four centuries later Pausanias,
who was born in the Valley of the Meander, shared At-
talos’ predilection for Late Archaic beauty and expressed

1 Tomasz POLANSKI, University of Kielce, Poland.
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his admiration of Onatas’ Apollo, its impressive size and artistic perfection
(Paus. 8, 42, 7). Attalos’ theft is corroborated by the epigraphic evidence in
Pergamon (IvP 48). An anonymous poet of the Palatine Anthology (IX, 238)
(Antipatros of Thessalonice?) described the same statue of Apollo with Ho-
mer’s words, dppoata wai xegainv dyhadl. (I1.2, 476), clearly fascinated
by Apollo’s ancient, pre-Pheidian, austere beauty.? The studied connoisseur-
ship of the epigram testifies to the poet’s familiarity with the art books. We
can see time and again that epigrammatic poetry was strongly influenced by
art books (dedicatory and ecphrastic epigrams, artists’ signatures composed
by professional poets). An inscription with the name of another sculptor of
Aegina, Theron the Beotian, discovered in Pergamon (IvP 49), shows that
Attalos’ robbery in 210 BC involved more than one Apollo of Onatas.® We
also learn from Pausanias of a sculptural group of Charites by Bupalos, yet
another Archaic master. The bronze Charites, who embodied feminine grace
and beauty, adorned the private apartments of Attalos (II?) (Paus. 9, 35, 6).*
In 208 BC Attalos I and his Roman allies sacked the wealthy city of Opus
in Beotia. Only the immediate intervention of Philip V saved the Opuntians
from the loss of all of their precious votive items and divine images.> In 199
BC at the beginning of the Second Macedonian War the by now elderly At-
talos I and Roman invaders attacked Oreus-on-Euboea, and carried off an-
other set of art works to Pergamon. This robbery was also corroborated by
epigraphic evidence in Pergamon; a German team of archaeologists found
the signature of Silanion, the Athenian sculptor, active in the 2" half of the
4t century BC (IvP 50).° Two statues, one of Athena and one of Hera, were
found in the north stoa of Athena’s sanctuary in Pergamon. They evidenly-

2 Benndorf 1862, p. 46, identified the poet as Antipatros of Thessalonice, who visited
Pergamon in 10-8 BC, Schwarz 1971, p. 10, n. 20. Schwarz 1971, p. 11 emphasised the
epigram’s Gelehrsamkeit and Pointiertheit and added that Apollo’s strahlende Schonheit al-
lein dem Epigrammatiker zum Thema diente. The reader can find a comprehensive paper on
Onatas by E. Walter-Karydi, in Vollkommer 2007, pp. 591-595.

3 IvO0 49is dated to the period of Eumenes II. Cf. S. Lehmann, Theron (2" half of the 3™
century BC), Vollkommer 2007, p. 898.

4 W. Miiller, Bupalos, Vollkommer 2007, p. 125f. (2nd half of the 6th century).
5 Cf.Hansen 1971, p. 49.

6 IvP50: Zihavim [...] €x Qreod [-] = OGIS 288. IvP 38=0GIS 284; cf. Hansen 1971, p. 62.

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



formed part ofthe arcollection established by Eumenes II.” The original work
behind this copy of Athena was dated to ¢.450 BC and described as a work
from Pheidias’ circle.® The statue of Hera was compared to the Venus Genet-
rix, the Iris from the Parthenon and the Kore of the Erechteion.® The Volume
VII of the Altertiimer von Pergamon shows many Pergamene copies which can
be referred to well-known originals from the 5% and 4% centuries BC, for ex-
ample a man’s head in Berlin which resembles the head of Harmodios;° a
copy of Athena Parthenos, about one-third of the original size, now in Ber-
lin;™* a graceful copy of Leda, now in Berlin, compared to sculptures from the
acroteria of Asclepius’ temple in Epidauros, the original dated to the early
4% century BC.2 Many other illustrative examples from the archaeological
material may be adduced here.

We may also trace the intelligently designed layout of the Attalid museum,
carefully arranged to show the historical and stylistic development of Greek
art, in the literary sources. In his catalogues Pliny the Elder listed Apol-
lodorus of Athen’s painting Ajax fulmine incensus (struck by lightning) (93 OL.
408-405 BC), ‘which can be seen today in Pergamon’ (HN 35, 60).% In his
history of sculpture in stone Pliny the Elder expressed his admiration for a
symplegma, a sculptural group of wrestlers or more likely of a pair of lovers,
which was made by Kephisodotos, the son of Praxiteles, and could once be
seenin Pergamon (HN 36, 24). This quotation from an art book, probably one
compiled by a learned Pergamene art historian, was adorned with an impres-
sive epigram, which is rare in Pliny the Elder’s highly synthetic catalogues:
symplegma nobile digitis corpori verius quam marmori impressis (his ‘Kephisodo-
tus’ celebrated group of figures interlaced, in which the fingers seem to press

7 Hanseni971, p. 353.

8 AvPVII, 13-23, no.22, PL. II-V; Hansen 1971, p. 354.
9 AvPVII, 25-33, no.23, PLVI-VII, Hansen 1971, p. 354.
10 AvPVII, g, no.18.

11 AvPVII, no 24, PL. VIII, Beiblatt 2,3.

12 IvPVII, 58ff., no. 40, Beiblatt 6 Timotheos (?).

13 Quae Pergami spectatur et hodie, ‘still to be seen’, should perhaps be read as a quota-
tion from Pliny the Elder’s source book; cf. Ajax emerging from the stormy waters at the
Gyrai Rocks oton ¢k méghj dnaférwn, with the ship set on fire by lightning in the back-
ground, Philostratus the Elder, Imagines 13,2.
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on flesh rather than on marble, trans. K. Jex-Blake).!* At an auction of the
spoils (in praeda venanda) on the ashes of Corinth in 146 BC Attalos II want-
ed to purchase a highly valued painting of Dionysos by Aristeides for a large
sum of money (600, 000 denarii) (HN 35, 24; 7, 126; Strabo VIII, 6, 23).%
Attalos’ abortive effort to acquire the legendary painting from the hands of
Q. Caecilius Metellus, a brutal conqueror, was later ironically commented on
by Pausanias. Metellus carried off to Rome whatever was valuable of the Co-
rinthian votive offerings and other adornments to arrange a public show of
the Corinthian spoils, Pausanias wrote (ta. pe pdhioto avirovto eg Oavpa
avnyeto),* only to add: ‘those of lesser account he gave to Philopoemen, the
general sent by Attalos’ (trans. W. Jones). Pausanias did not forget to add: ‘In
my time the spoils of Corinth were still to be seen in Pergamon’ (Paus.VII, 16,
8). Hansen explained the phenomenon of the large Pergamene collection of
copies by ‘the interest of the Attalids in the study of art from both the histor-
ical and critical points of view.’”” The Attalids managed to collect a number of
original art works, however they were not always able to obtain all the orig-
inals they were interested in to reconstruct their imaginary history of Greek
artin the rooms, halls, corridors and porticoes of their palaces, so ‘copies had
to be produced.’*®

14 The appended stylish epigram, as if cited from the Palatine Anthology, should proba-
bly have a different translation than the rigid and factual rendering given by Jex-Blake. ‘a
beautiful couple of lovers, their fingers’ touch change marble stone into flesh’ (?).

15 Strabo VIII, 6, 23 cited a passage from Polybius’ account of the siege of Corinth. In
Polybius’ description a group of primitive Roman soldiers threw dice in the middle of the
street using the painting by Aristides as a table. Polybius confessed that he saw other

paintings lying on the ground in Corinth (EQQLLVEVOUC Tivarag €T £0GQOVG). The

painting by Aristeides was dedicated in the Temple of Ceres in Rome (Plin.HN 35, 24; 99.
Strabo 8. 6. 23), Richardson 1992, p. 80; Pape 1975, p. 154.

16 Attalos II was renowned as a passionate art collector, which is also reflected by
Pliny’s erroneous information on Attalos’ effort to purchase Nikias of Athen’s necyo-
mantea Homeri, Odysseus’ katabasis. According to Pliny Nikias rejected Attalos’ royal
price of 60 talents (HN 35, 132). Such negotiations would certainly have been impossible
on chronological grounds, cf. also AP IX, 792. Nikias died c.300 BC; U. Koch-Brinkmann,
Nikias (II), Vollkommer 2007, pp. 571-573.

17 Hansen1971, p. 355.

18 Hansen 1971, p. 355; Pliny the Elder documented the efforts undertaken by the At-
talid art historians and copyists when he commented on Epigonos, who omnia fere prae-
dicta imitatus (produced examples of almost all the subjects I have mentioned, trans. K.
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Even the fragmentary history of the Attalid art collections which can be re-
constructed from the archaeological data and the dispersed and scarce infor-
mation in the literary sources shows that the collections came into existence
and grew as a result of different factors:

1. The wartime robbery committed by Attalos I, Eumenes II and Attalos II
on Mainland Greece, in the Aegean and Asia Minor (Phrygia, Bithynia). Some
of those robberies are documented.

2. The Attalids must have had professional art historians at their side as
consultants, which is evident in the case of Aegina (210 BC, Onatas’ Apollo),
Oreus (208 BC, Silanion) and Corinth (146 BC, Aristeides’ Dionysos).

3. Purchases of artworks, which is corroborated by Pliny the Elder’s art books.

4. A well-thought out programme of collecting copies and reproducing Greek
original artworks. The agenda must have been supervised by professional
art historians, who created a highly intellectualised, academic art history of
the Greeks. Judging by the surviving artefacts from the Pergamene art gal-
leries and ateliers, the Aeolic art historians shared a predilection for the Late
Archaic sculpture and the Pheidian school.

We can identify two art historians who were employed by the Attalid court
and worked in the library of Pergamon: Antigonus of Karystos and Polemon
of Ilion. A third one, Adaios of Mytilene, is still a mysterious figure. Antigo-
nus appears on the pages of Pliny the Elder’s art history in the context of Par-
rhasios (HN 35, 67-68). This is a rare instance of a more extensive quotation,
which we can safely regard as a page from a lost art book, Antigonus’ history
of the Greek painting in Latin translation. This passage is worth reading full:
primus symmetriam picturae dedit (scil. Parrhasios), primus argutias voltus, ele-
gantiam capilli, venustatem oris, confessione artificum in lineis extremis palmam

Jex-Blake) (HN 34, 88). Pliny appended this comment to the preceding catalogue of sculp-
tors who made statues of the same class (eiusdem generis opera fecerunt) (HN 34, 86-87)
and of the artists who specialized in certain subjects, for example in portraits of the
philosophos, adornantes se feminas (women adorning themselves), luctatores (wrestlers),
tyrannicidas (tyrant slayers), feminas nobiles (society ladies) and others (HN 34, 86-87). J.
Pollit was probably right when he commented that Epigonos alle Statuentypen, die in nat.
34, 86-87, aufgefiihrt werden, imitierte (imitatus sollte hier viell. am besten mit ‘in Variatione
fertigte’ libersehen werden), J. Pollitt, Epigonos, in Vollkommer 2007, p. 207.
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adeptus. Haec est picturae summa suptilitas. Corpora enim pingere et media re-
rum est quidem magni operis sed in quo multi gloriam tulerint, extrema corporum
facere et desinentis picturae modum includere rarum in successu artis invenitur.
Ambire enim se ipsa debet extremitas et sic desinere ut promittat alia post se osten-
datque etiam quae occultat. Hanc ei gloriam concessere Antigonus et Xenocrates
qui de pictura scripsere, praedicantes quoque, non solum confitentes. Et alia multa
graphidis vestigia exstant in tabulis ac membranis eius, ex quibus proficere dicun-
tur artifices (HN 35, 67-8) (He (scil. Parrhasios) first gave painting symmetry,
and added vivacity to the features, daintiness to the hair and comeliness to
the mouth, while by the verdict of artists he is unrivalled in the rendering of
outline. This is the highest subtlety attainable in painting. Merely to paint
a figure in relief is no doubt a great achievement, yet many have succeeded
thus far. But where an artist is rarely successful is in finding an outline which
shall express the contours of the figure. For the contour should appear to fold
back, and so enclose the object as to give assurance of the parts behind, thus
clearly suggesting even what it conceals. Preeminence in this respect is con-
ceded to Parrhasios by Antigonus and Xenocrates, writers on painting, who
indeed not only concede but insist upon it. Many other traces of his draughts-
manship remain, both in pictures and on parchments, which are said to be
instructive to artists, trans. K. Jex-Blake). Antigonus adhered to the doctrine
of symmetria which dominated the Greek art history for centuries and also the
Xenocratic theory of evolution in the figural arts: It was Parrhasios who first
painted real portraits (argutiae voltus), perfected rendering of hair (elegantia
capilli), his models’ mouths were shapely and charming (venustas oris), and he
was the artist who attained such perfection in draughtsmanship that he was
unrivalled among the Greek painters (in lineis extremis palmam adeptus). In his
art book Antigonus emphasised that drawing constitutes the very essence of
the art of painting (picturae summa suptilitas). He explained his judgement
in the sophisticated learned language of the professional art historian: ‘the
contour should appear to fold back, and so enclose the object as to give as-
surance of the parts behind, thus clearly suggesting even what it conceals’
(trans. K. Jex-Blake). Antigonus added that Parrhasios’ preparatory studies
(graphidis vestigia) on wooden tablets and parchment made a corpus of in-
valuable instructive materials for other painters. Pliny the Elder informed his
readers that the quotation was drawn from Xenocrates and Antigonus’ art
books. I think Sellers was right when she observed that ‘the Xenocratic trea-
tise was minutely worked over by a writer (scil. Antigonus) who used it not
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simply to quote from, but as a solid framework into which to fit new material

of his own.”¥ In his art history Pliny the Elder recorded salient information on

the sculptors who worked for the Attalids: plures artifices fecere Attali et Eu-
menis adversus Gallos proelia, Isigonus, Pyromachus, Stratonicus, Antigonus qui

volumina condidit de sua arte (HN 34, 84). Pliny corroborated Antigonus’ book
on sculpture in bronze as his source in the bibliographical notes for Books 33

and 34 (Antigonus qui de toreutice scripsit).?° I also think that Urlichs was ba-
sically right when he referred Pliny’s words on the artifices qui compositis volu-
minibus condidere haec to chapters 54-72 in Book 34, which discuss the art of
Pheidias, Myron, Polycleitos, Lysippos, Praxiteles and the pupils of Lysippos

down to Xenocrates and Antigonus as the ultimate source.?

It is tempting to fill in the missing part of the inscription which celebrated
Attalos I’s victory over Antiochus Hierax (IvP 1, 22),2? with Antigonus’ name:
I'ONOVYEPTA 1In all likelihood this inscription should rather be attributed
to Epigonos, as three others are (IvP 1, 29, 31-32), where Epigonos’ name
is clearly legible.? I do not think that von Wilamowitz-Mdllendorf in his dil-
igent book on Antigonus of Karystos was exactly right when he argued that
two Antigonoi, a philosopher, biographer and paradoxographer and an art
historian and sculptor were the same person, and lived in the 2" half of the
3 century BC.% Antigonus the sculptor, and art historian was a contempo-
rary of some sculptors whom we know from the inscriptions on the frieze of
the Great Altar: Orestes of Pergamon (IvP 1, 75, 1, c. 183-174 BC), Theorretos
(IvP 1, 83), Nikeratos of Athens (IvP 1, 132, dated in the reign of Eumenes II,

19 Sellers 1896, p. XXXVII; cf. Urlichs 1886, p. 30.

20 Urlichs 1886, p. ; von Wilamowitz-Méllendorf 1881, p. 7.

21 Urlichs 1886, pp. 38-9, who relied on the doctoral dissertation of Schreiber, de artifi-
cum aetatibus, Leipzig 1872, p. 29.

22 Loewy 1885, p. 116,i 1-3.

23 Cf.].Pollitt, Epigonus, in Vollkommer 2007, on hisinscriptionsin Pergamon, pp.206ff.;
von Wilamowitz-Mollendorf 1881, p. 7; Urlichs 1886, p. 33 incorrectly quoted Diog.Laert.2,
15, 10 when he referred dvdgravtomoldg to Antigonus. Cf. E. Paul, Anaxagoras, Vollkom-

mer 2007, p. 37, C. 500-450 BC, Antigonus v. Karystos wiirdigte in seinen kunstgeschichtlichen
Schriften die Bedeutung des Anaxagoras (Diog.Laert.2, 15; Overbeck 435).

24  Antigonos in Pergamon, von Wilamowitz-Médllendorf 1881, p. 7; the art historian
and the biographer Antigonus of Karystos as one and the same person, von Wilamowitz-
Mollendorf 1881, p. 130.
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197-159 BC), Myron of Thebes (IvP 1, 137=Loewy 116 m, n), Xenocrates (IvP
1,138=Loewy 116 k-l), Praxiteles (Loewy 116 0).%* At a certain stage in the
research Antigonus the sculptor and art historian seemed to appear so real
that B. Schweitzer attributed the Pasquino group, Menelaos with the body
of Patrocles, to him.?® The visitors to ‘the Grand Atelier’ of Italian art recall
the modern classicist reconstruction of the group displayed in the Loggia dei
Lanziin Florence. Schweitzer’s attribution is certainly only a speculation.?

Polemon of Ilion, one of the most influential and prolific researchers of the
Hellenistic age, discussed the figural arts in a number of his writings.?* Re-
ferring to Polemon’s Letter to Attalos (Athen.VIII 346b), K. Deichgraber
called him ‘ein Glied des pergamenischen Konigshauses.’> Thanks to Prel-
ler’s painstaking collection of Polemon’s extant passages (1838) we can learn
something about his art descriptions. Athenaios adduced a description of
Hippeus’ painting (Hippys) in Athens, which depicted the wedding of Peirit-
hoos (Athen.XI, 474c, Overbeck 1960). This ecphrastic passage was drawn
from Polemon’s polemical writing adversus Antigonum de pictoribus (7100g
Avtiyoyov megi Emyodwv) (Preller frg. 63).%° Judging by Athenaios’ de-
106 scription Hippeus was a genre painter. In his Wedding of Peirithoos Hippeus
showed a wine scoop and a goblet made of a semi-precious stone with a rim
inlaid with gold leaf (v oivoydny kai 16 kdmelhov Aibva, xpvomdoav yeiin
neprtepav vicag). The viewer could also admire other drinking vessels, such
as kantharoi made of clay, probably Athenian painted kantharoi (xepaveoie
kavOapoug). There were also pine couches and richly decorated divans on the

25 Urlichs 1886, p. 34, felt unwilling to concur with the results of von Wilamowitz-Mol-
lendorf’s study: Ich vermute, daf3 der bekannte Biograph bei Zenobius infolge einer Verwechs-
lung den Kunstschriftsteller verdringt hat.

26 B.Schweitzer 1936; Hansen 1971, p. 314, n. 110.

27 The sculptural group is obviously real, whatever its authorship: the Pasquino from

Palazzo Braschiin Rome, Bernhard 1980, il. 177; the head of Menelaus, MN Warszawa, Ber-
nhard 1980, il. 176; remnants of the group in Sperlonga and Aphrodisias, Bernhard 1980, p.
266.

28 Deichgraber, RE 21,2, cc. 1288-1320; Sellers 1896, pp. XXXIX-XLV; von Wilamowitz-
Moéllendorf 1881, pp. 8-10. Polemon’s date: inscription in Delphi, Polemon’s proxenia 176
BC, ibid.p.9.

29 Deichgraber RE 21, 2, c.1291.

30 Deichgraber RE 21, 2, c. 1306; Overbeck 1960.
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floor of the banquet hall, and a lamp hanging from the ceiling threw light
on the vessels and furniture (Tov AOyvov Opoimg éx 0QOQENG ENETNUEVOV
avoreyvuévag yovred tag ohdyac). In his description of the ‘luminist paint-
ing’ Polemon employed his skills of rhetorical description (ecphrasis),® and in
a passage drawn from megil TV év Zixvave mvéxmv revealed his predilec-
tion for anecdote, which was shared by all the Hellenistic art historians. He
told the story of Melanthios and Apelles’ painting of the triumphant Aristra-
tos, tyrant of Sicyon (Plut.Arat. 13=Preller frg. 17).3> When Aratos the freedom
fighter came to power (251 BC) he decided to destroy the monuments of
Corinth’s tyrants. However, he wavered in exceptional case: in Aristratos’
painting. Its makers, Melanthios and Apelles, students of Pamphilos from
the Sicyonian school, were renowned and very expensive painters. Aratos
eventually agreed to save the painting when his friend Nealkes, a repre-
sentative of the younger branch of the Sicyonian school, painted over the
image of Aristratos concealing it with a palm tree. This story can be cited as
representative for the Hellenistic art historians. Its anecdotal narrative put
together a couple of famous artists (cf. Protogenes and Zeuxis, Parrhasios
and Timanthes), artists and well-known historical persons (cf. Nicias and
Alexander, Stratonice and Ctesilas). Plutarch’s story of Aristratos’ painting
also offers one more story of art destruction and a story of arts and politics.
We encounter similar components in the narrative of an anonymous Theban
citizen who hid gold in the statue of Kleon of Thebes, a celebrated singer,
during the plunder and bloodshed committed by Alexander the Great, who
punished Thebes for its rebellion in 335 BC (Athen.I19c, Preller frg. 25).33 The

31 Deichgraber RE 1305, Athen.V 210ab, Preller frg.58; Overbeck 1768. Polemon in contra
Antigonum mentioned the stoa of the Polemarchoi in Phlius painted by Sillax; Deichgraber
RE 1306, Athen.VIII 341a, Preller frg. 66, Polemon adv. Antigonum, a genre painting of
Androkydes of Kyzikos, the fastidiously rendered images of fish on his painting of Scylla;
Deichgraber RE 1305, Athen.XI 484bc, Preller frg.60. Polemon’s ecphrastic periegetic pas-
sage adv. Antigonum: an Gydipo or a painting (?) of Albvvoog Téhélog sitting on the rock
accompanied by bald Satyros.

32 Deichgrdber RE 1297; Overbeck 1795; A. Villing, Nealkes, in Vollkommer 2007, pp. 548-549.

33 Deichgraber RE 1298, from Boiotika (?), Overbeck 506; Pliny the Elder seems to tell
roughly the same story (HN 34, 59): Pythagoras Rheginus ... fecit ... citharoedum, qui Dicaeus
apellatus est, quod, cum Thebae ab Alexandro caperentur, aurum a fugiente conditum sinu eius
celatum esset. The story was commented by Sellers 1896, p. 48n.: A Theban poet named
Kleon.
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Theban returned to his city after 30 years and recovered his valuables from
the statue, which survived the destruction of the city. In this instance
Polemon quoted Kleon’s epitaph as a token of authenticity: ITvOéa viog
0d°¢oti Khéwv Onpatog Gowdods - otnhoxdmag (Overbeck 506). Polemon
was nicknamed sthlokopaj (stele-glutton) by Asclepiades of Myrlea (Athen,
VI. 234d). The Aeolic art historians mastered their epigraphic skills to prove
the authenticity of artworks. We come across this time and again when we
read extant passages of their art books.3¢ The Attalid art historians’ epigraph-
ic studies must have been inspired and influenced by the editors of the Aeolic
Archaic poets. They too worked under the patronage of the Attalids in Perga-
mon. This linguistic inclination can also be deduced from Polemon’s interests
in the ancient Archaic images of divinities worshipped under antiquated and
hardly clear names, as for example the stone d&yapo of Dionysos Morychos
in Sicily, made by Simmias, son of Eupalamos (Zenob, 5, 13, ed. Leutsch; Prel-
ler frg. 73; Epistula ad Diophilum).3 When we read that this epithet originated
from the religious ritual of smearing the god’s face with grape juice during
the grape harvest (46 av 16 mpdommov aviovpohveabal), we realize that
the Aeolic art historians also employed linguistics, and in this particular case
etymology, in their art historical studies.

The first half of the 2" century BC, the age of Antigonus the sculptor and
Polemon of Ilion, was remarkable for its ingenious creativity in literature,
sculpture, painting, and in sciences and humanities. The Greek artists and
men of letters worked as if in a hurry, as if they had wanted to task their work
before the imminent disaster. Late Hellenism, period of creativity and inven-
tion, was simultaneously characterized by a progressing political and eco-
nomicdecline demarcated by the seizure and destruction of Syracuse (212BC),

34 For example Polemon’s story of Lais, who was killed by jealous women in Thessaly.
Her epigrammatic epitaph can be found on the banks of the Peneios River, and not in
Corinth as sometimes held, Deichgraber RE 1308, Athen. 589.

35 Deichgraber RE c. 1312, Preller frg. 73, Ep. ad Diophilum, Overbeck 346: cf. Clement
of Alexandria, Protr. IV., p. 42 (eds. Pott), Overbeck 347, by Simon in Athens. Further ex-
amples of the archaistic studies in art, religion and language: Deichgridber RE 1307, Athen.
X. 416bc, Polemon on the temples of Demeter Hodephagia, Demeter Sito (the idol), and
Demeter Imalis in Beotia; the statues of Demeter Megalartos and Megalomazos, Das
Epiklezis-motiv spielt hinein, der Sinn fiir seltene, alte, den modernen Anschauungen nicht mehr
Entsprechende Vorstellungen und Bezeichnungen.
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Pella (167 BC) and Corinth (146 BC). It is also interesting to observe that this
period of nervous creativity marked by human genius which brought a phe-
nomenal development in the Pergamene and Rhodian schools in the beaux
arts and sophisticated art historical studies was paralleled by important de-
velopments in art theory in the Late Stoic school. Diogenes of Babylon dis-
tinguished and described aioOnolg avtopvig, an irrational, sensual percep-
tion of beauty embedded in art forms, something different from the learned
perception acquired by artists, art historians and connoisseurs (aioOnoig
émotnpovini))*. A passage by Polemon from his epi toov éva Zunvi bt
(Athen. XIII 567b, Preller frg. 16=Overbeck 1762) seems to recall new inspi-
rations which appeared in aesthetics in his time.?” Polemon wrote that the
pornographic paintings by Aristeides, Pausanias (Pausias?), and Nikophanes
were beautiful: pynuoveter déxa TavTa Rahdg yoaQovtwy. Deichgriber
commented on this passage in the following way: ‘Das Urteil... Ist insofern
von besonderen Interesse, als es vielleicht von der Voraussetzung, wenn
auch nicht von einer voll angebildeten Theorie ausgeht, dak das Asthetische
sich in der Kunstbetrachtung von dem gewihlten Thema scheiden l4Rt.’38

A number of passages testify to lively academic debate between the Aeolic
art historians Antigonus, Polemon of Ilion and Adaios of Mytilene. In the
course of their professional polemics they discussed the problems of author-
ship and authenticity of art works, they adduced biographical details in their
efforts to establish the personal identities of artists and presented their own
predilection for colourful anecdotes. They attributed art works to alternative
authors, they combined two persons in one, or vice versa split up an artist
and his work into two separate individuals when confronted with insoluble
chronological and biographic difficulties. They constructed complicated ge-
nealogical trees of schools of painting and sculpture along the principle of
master/pupil relations.

36 Tatarkiewicz 1960, p. 237. Philodemos, de musica ed. Kemke 11.
37 Deichgraber RE 1296, Overbeck 1762.

38 Deichgraber RE 1296; cf. Chairephanes, Overbeck 1767; this genre of painting was
very popular in Graeco-Roman antiquity, Casa VII. 2, 25 Pompei (Pygmies in African
landscapes); V 1, 26 Casa di Lucius Caecilius Iucundus; VI. 5, 2 (the tortures of Psyche);
Casa del Fauno (a black boy with a white girl on the mosaic) etc.
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Polemon of Ilion (176 BC, the date of his Delphic proxenia) compiled a polemic
in six books t& mpo Adaiov xai Avtiyovov, which I have already quoted.*®
All the extant passages from Antigonus’ art books show that Polemon chal-
lenged his expertise as an art historian. Polemon, who was an experienced
epigraphist and periegetic writer became a demanding adversary for Anti-
gonus?*®. Unfortunately we know very little about Adaios*:. We only learn
from Athenaios’ Deipnosophistae that he compiled a treatise entitled meot
aydipataov (Athen. XIII, 606a).4?

In his book de toreutice Antigonus argued that Nemesis’ xoanon in Rhamnous
was made by Agorakritos, which was corroborated by the sculptor’s own sig-
nature: ATOPAKPITOX ITAPIOX EIIOIHZEN (Zenob.V 82)*. Pliny the
Elder added that Agorakritos lost the competition for the statue of Aphro-
dite in Athens against Alcamenes, and offered his Aphrodite Nemesis to the
demos of Rhamnous (HN 36, 17). Antigonus’ opinion was contested:

00 Bovpaotov O€. kal GAAoL Yap ToAAol £l TV oikelmV £TEpOV Emyeypapacty
ovop. €ikog ovl kai tov Pediov T Ayapokpite® cvykeywpnkévol. MV yop
OTOY £pMdpEVOS, Kol AAL®G EnTonTo Tepi Té Tadikd (Zenob. V 82) (But this is
no proof, for many have also inscribed another’s name upon their own works,
a complacency which Pheidias probably showed to Agorakritos, whom he
loved, trans. E. Sellers).

It is clear, then, that Pliny the Elder drew on Antigonus’ authority, while Ze-
nobius recalled Polemon’s adv. Antigonum.* Polemon’s biographical argu-
ment drawn from The Lives of The Artists (Duris of Samos’ Bioi?) prevailed in the

39 Deichgraber RE 1304ff.; Sellers 1896, pp.XXXIX-XLV; von Wilamowitz-Méllendorf
1881, pp. 8-10; Polemon’s Delphic proxenia, von Wilamowitz-Mollendorf 1881, p. 8.

40  Polemon’s extant citations came from his nepi g ABvnoiv dxpondiems (Athen.
XI. 486d) (Str. g, 1, 16; Aten. XIIL. 587c); nepi 1OV &v Zikvdvi midkov (Athen. XIIL. 567b),
nept OV &v Aakedaipmvi Gvadnudtov (Athen. XIII. 574c); ogpi tdv Aghptic Onovpdv
(Plut.quaest.conv. V., 2, 675b); Boiotika (?), Deichgraber RE c. 1298; nepi 1OV KoTd TOAELS
émypappdtov Deichgraber RE c. 1314.

41 R.Reitzenstein, Adaios of Mytilene, RE 1,1894, c. 342 Nr. 7.

42 Sellers 1896, p. XXXIX. ; von Wilamowitz- Mollendorf 1887, p.8.

43 Overbeck 836; Sellers 1896, p. XLII; von Wilamowitz-Mollendorf 1881, pp. 9-15; Ur-
lichs 1886, pp. 34-38.

44  Von Wilamowitz-Moéllendorf 1881, p. 13-14.
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Graeco-Roman humanities.** Pausanias did not share these doubts about the

Pheidian authenticity of Rhamnusian Nemesis (Descr. I, 33, 3). I would ven-
ture on a guess, although I cannot prove it, that Pausanias drew on Polemon’s

writings on Attica. I think his detailed ecphrasis of Nemesis’ xoanon was a quo-
tation from the lost periegetic writing of Polemon: tovtov ®e1diog tov Aibvov

glpyacato dyoipo pév eivar Nepeoewc, tn Kepoin 6£€méott g He00 oTépavog

"EXdpovg Exawv kol Nikng dydApo od veydAd taic déxepaoiv éxel ™ pév KAGSOV
unyéag, T 6£E18 6Ey1aAny, AibBloneg 6¢€ émi ) pidiin memoinvrau. Itis interesting

to observe that Pausanias joined in the old discussion of two Hellenistic art

historians and added his own opinion. He contested the explanation why the

Aethiopians’ images were engraved on the phiale: ‘As to the Aethiopians I

could hazard no guess myself (copfarécOor 8¢ 16 £g ég Tovg Aibiomag ovte

avtog etyov) nor could I accept the statement of those who are convinced

that (obte dmedeydunv tov cvviévon meibopévorl meiopévm=Polemon?) the

Aethiopians have been carved upon the cup because of the river Ocean’ (trans.
W. Paton). The traditional interpretation said that Okeanos was Nemesis’
father. However, Pausanias was an experienced traveller himself. His perieget-
ic experience which included visits to the Near East and Africa inspired him to

enrich Hellenistic art historians’ discussion with new material and a new ar-
gument. He decided to append the old discussion with a fairly long digression

on the geography of Africa. His own words begin with a polemical opening
phrase: ‘Qkeavd yap o0 motaud (the Ocean is not a river) (Paus. I 33, 4-6).
He concluded his addition with the usual é¢ Tocovtov gipnobo..

45 Suidas and Photius (Overbeck 837); Tzetzes, Chil. VII 931 (Overbeck 838); Tzetzes,
Epist. 2 (Overbeck 839); Paus. 133, 3 (Overbeck 840), Hezychius (Overbeck 841); Pomponius
MelaII, 3 (Overbeck 842); Solin., Collect.rerum memorab. 7, 26, p. 66 (ed. Th. Mommsen); it
is interesting to observe that Strabo (IX p. 396, Overbeck 835) recalled a stylistic analysis,
which he must have cited from an art book: ‘Some say the statue of Nemesis was made
by Diodotos, some others that it was by Agorakritos. Personally I think that its size,
beauty and perfection suggests it was made by Pheidias’ (koi peyédn kol kalket opddpa
Katopbopévov kai Evaviliov toig Oediov £pyoig). Pliny the Elder attributed Nemesis’ xo-
anon to Agorakritos like Antigonus. However, Pliny also suggests that it was attributed to
Pheidias: eiusdem discipulus (scil. Pheidiae) fuit Agoracritus Parius et aetate gratus, itaque
e suis operibus pleraque nomini eius donasse fertur (HN 36, 17). This passage and its context
seems as if Pliny or his Latin translator did not entirely understand the Greek text. It
seems contradictory and out of context compared with the following narrative (the story
of Agorakritos’ and Alcamenes’ contest in Athens), cf. Sellers 1896, p. XLI.
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In the discussion on Nemesis of Rhamnous’ xoanon we can follow the Hel-
lenistic art historians at work. On the one hand, with Antigonus, we can see

the employment of epigraphy (Agorakritos’ signature), and art history (the

competition between Agorakritos and Alcamenes); on the other hand, with

Polemon, we get biographical details and an anecdote (Pheidias’ relationship

with Agorakritos),*® the Greek mythology as a key to the right iconographic
interpretation (the Nemesis-Helen-Leda story), the analysis of the style

(documented in Strabo’s passage, Overbeck 835), the story of art forms (the

older images vs. more recent ones), and the chronology (the historical con-
text of the Persian war, 480-479 BC). The comparison of Pausanias’, Pliny
the Elder’s, Zenobius,” and other accounts gives us a unique chance to realize

that Pliny the Elder’s and Zenobius’ passages present only a highly reduced

synthetic references to areal, erudite, prolonged discussion which was rich in

arguments of different sorts.¥

46  The anecdotic motif of Pheidias’ erotic relations with boys was also exploited in the

story of the great image of the Olympian Zeus: Pheidias allegedly engraved Pantarkes’
name on the finger of Zeus: TIANTAPKHY KAAOX (Photios, Overbeck 742; Clement of
Alexandria, Protr. 53, Overbeck 470); cf. von Wilamowitz-Mollendorf 1881, p. 11; Pausanias

contemplated an engraved image of dvadvopevog, a young sportsman of Elis, believed to

be the portrait of Pantarkes. The image appeared in a scene of an Olympic sports compe-
tition on a panel between the legs of Zeus’ throne (one of tecobpeg kavoeg SC. Tdv T0H
Opovov poddv) (Descr.s, 1, 3).

47 Some other instances of discussions on the authenticity of artworks: Urlichs 1886,
p-37 pointed to the chryselephantine Athena in the Acropolis of Elis: of Kolothes, a pupil
of Pheidias, the shield painted by Panainos (Paus.6, 26, 3); Urlichs 1886, p. 38: Asclepius

of Thrasymedes, in Epidauros mhnvei unvoet éniypappa (Paus.2,27,2) (Overbeck 853) vs

Athanagoras, Leg. pro Christi 14, p.61 (ed. Dechair) of Pheidias; cf. Lacroix 1949, XXVI 12.
Other instances: on the sculptors of the Mausoleum in Halicarnassos: Praxiteles, nonnulli

etiam putant Timotheum (Vitr. VIL. praef. 12) (Overbeck 1178); a colossal statue of Mars on

the Arx in Rome, alii Leocharis, alii Thimothei putant esse (Vitr. IL., 8, 11) (Overbeck 1307).
We learn that Kolothes of Heraclea made a chryselephantine sacrificial table in Olympia

(Paus.s, 20, 2). Pausanias added that of denoAnpaypovicavteg omovdn té £G TOVG TAUGTOG

(the most inquisitive researchers in the history of sculpture) Ilapiov dmopaivovcy 6va

avtov, pabnmy nociéhovg (and not of Pheidias like the aforementioned Kolothes). Was

Kolothes of Paros taken for Kolothes the pupil of Pheidias, c. 450BC? This is still a riddle

for modern scholarship to solve: T. Ganschow, Kolothes (I), Vollkommer 2007, p.422: c.
450 BC, he worked on the Olympian Zeus with Pheidias (HN 34, 87), his works in bronze

and chryzelephantine technique; Kolothes (II), T. Ganschow, Vollkommer 2007, p. 422, a

painter from Teos, c. 400 BC; Kolothes (III), T. Ganschow, only in Pausanias (Descr.5,20, 2).
The latter’s master’s name Pasiteles only adds to the problem.
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Pliny the Elder preserved a synthetic summary of one more debate be-
tween two Pergamene art historians, which was held on the identity of two
Pythagoroi (HN 34, 61). Standing before the statue of Leontiskos, an Olym-
pian champion wrestler and praising its maker Pythogoras of Rhegion, Pau-
sanias sighed with admiration: ginep T1¢ xai GAlog Gyadog ta £g mTAaotikn!
(Paus.6, 4, 3) (an excellent sculptor if ever there was one, trans. W. Jones)
(was there ever a better sculptor than he?). Pliny presented a short cat-
alogue of Pythagoras’ works in bronze, and briefly characterized his style,
adding that there was a second Pythagoras of Samos, who practised as a
painter in his young years. Pliny the Elder saw his bronze group of six nude
statues in the Temple of Fortuna Huiusce Diei in Rome. They must have been
images of Olympic winners with their original inscriptions, where the sculp-
tor’s name was usually given as well. The Plinian passage was appended with
some perplexing words: hic (Samius) supra dicto (Rhegino) facie quoque indis-
creta similis fuisse traditur (HN 34, 61). What does it mean that they were so
similar to one another that you could not tell them apart? We probably have
one more instance of the Latin translation from the Greek used by Pliny the
Elder. He does not seem to have fully understood the translation, or perhaps
it was abbreviated in such a way that it lost some necessary information. In
all likelihood Pliny the Elder preserved an example of Polemon’s intelligent,
ironical and malicious humour, his tool for sharp professional critique. Sellers
correctly interpreted the passage: “Your second Pythagoras, looks to me sus-
piciously like your first.’*® Pliny the Elder appended his concise chapter on
Pythagoras with more, equally confusing words: Rhegini autem discipulus et
filius sororis fuisse Sostratus (It was the Rhegine Pythagoras, however, of whom
Sostratos was the pupil and nephew, trans. K. Jex-Blake). This is clearly
a biographical argument for two Pythagoroi (Antigonus’ version) and not
for a single one (Polemon’s claim).*® The discussion remained inconclsive.

48 Sellers1896, p. LIII; ibid. n. 2: ‘W. Klein explained to me, (...) the whole satirical force
of the words.” Urlichs 1886, p. 39; Sellers 1896, p. LIII: ‘a sharp criticism (...) has amusingly
escaped Pliny.’ She referred to Miinzer 1897, p. 526: ‘Polemon’s whole book was merely the
comprehensive criticism, the improvement and enlargement of that of Antigonus.’

49 Urlichs 1886, p. 39: Sostratos was Rheginus’ student and nephew, consequently there
is no doubt that there were two Pythagoroi: A. Villing, Sostratos (II) in Vollkommer 2007,
p. 848; A. Villing, Sostratos (I), a sculptor in bronze from Chios (?).
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Diogenes Laertios again recalled two Pythagoroi (VIII, 1, 25).%° In his turn
Pausanias acknowledged only one sculptor named Pythagoras, and val-
ued him highly.*! In this way and incidentally we have come across one
more instance where Pliny the Elder followed Antigonus’ argument for two
Pythagoroi, while Pausanias referred Polemon’s expertise for one Pythagoras.
The discussion of the two Pergamene art historians was aptly summarised by
Sellers: ‘Polemon was wrong in the case of Antigonus’ Nemesis, in that of
Pythagoras of Samos and Rhegion, he was - as it happens - quite right.”>?

Atrace of Antigonus’ art book can also be spotted in Pliny the Elder’s informa-
tion on Telephanes of Phocaea (HN 34, 68).53 In his reference to Telephanes
Pliny the Elder adduced ‘the sculptors who have written treatises on the sub-
ject’ (artifices qui compositis voluminibus condidere haec (scil. the narrative on
the five leading sculptors in bronze, who were presented immediately before
the Telephanes passage). Pliny the Elder praised highly Telephanes, whose
art rivalled the art of Polykleitos, Myron and Pythagoras. Sellers believed,
and I think she was right, that this intriguing information and evaluation
of an otherwise unknown sculptor must have been drawn from Antigonus’

5o Overbeck 507; Urlichs 1886, p. 39.
51 Urlichs 1886, p. 40.

52 Sellers 1896, p. LIV; M. Weber, Pythagoras (I), Vollkommer 2007, p. 769: Da kein
Denkmal identifiziert ist, bleibt offen, ob es sich um eine Person handelt, die —aus Samos stam-
mend— aus polit. Griinden in Rhegion ansdssig wurde, wie in der Forsch. meist angenommen.
No original works, no Roman copies, no convincing attributions. However, Pythagoras of
Rhegion emerges from the archaeological material. We know his inscription from Olympia.
He signed a statue dedicated by Euthymos (472BC), Loewy 1885, 23, p. 19=Iv0 144. It is not
unlikely that a second inscription from Olympia is also by him (Loewy 1885, 24, p. 20). Oth-
er instances of confusion in artists’ identities: Socrates’ Graces in the Propylaia of Athens:
Socrates fecit alius ille quam pictor, idem ut alioqui putant (HN 36, 32) (Overbeck 915); the
reliefs of three Graces of Socrates, the son of Sophroniscus in Schol. Aristoph.Nub.773 (ed.
Dindorf); Socrates, s. Sophroniscus in Paus. 1, 22, 8; 9, 35, 3, Overbeck 911; Diog.Laert. IT.,
19 (Overbeck 913) quoted Duris: Socrates, s. Sophroniscus; Socrates, the painter in HN 35,
137 (Overbeck 1765). Paintings of Asclepius and his daughters and piger...spartum torquens
quod asellus adrodit. Cf. R. Vollkommer 2007, Sokrates (III), Vollkommer 2007, 840f., the
painter: ‘Die Existenz des S. hangt von einer sehr schwierigen Textstelle bei Plinius ab (HN
35,137). S. Ackermann, R. Gottschalk, Sokrates (II), Vollkommer 2007, p. 841: Als Sohn des
Steinmetzen Sophroniskos war der Philosoph auch handwerkl. ausgebildet.

53 Urlichs 1886, p. 39; Sellers 1896, p. XXII. R. Vollkommer, Telephanes, Vollkommer
2007, p- 874.
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writings.>* The Telephanes passage was appended to a chapter which is re-
markable for its harmonious, studied Xenocratic composition. Pliny the El-
der commented that Telephanes, one of the greatest Greek sculptors, was

forgotten because he lived in Thessaly, far from the centres of the arts and

humanities, only to add that alii non hanc ignobilitatis fuisse causam, sed quod

se regum Xerxis atque Darei officinis dediderit, existimant (others give a different
reason for his comparative obscurity, saying that he passed into the service of
king Xerxes and of Dareios, trans. K. Jex-Blake). Urlichs aptly commented on

Pliny’s words about Telephanes: ‘Sie verrit eine auserlesene Gelehrsamkeit
und ist deshalb Beniitzung einer schriftlichen Quellen anzunehmen.*>> Here

we must take into account Antigonus’ de toreutice. Interestingly enough, we

also learn of a Greek sculptor who emigrated to Persia, and probably worked

in Susa or Persepolis. The employment of Greek stonecutters at the court of
Susa was documented by the Persian archives, which speak of the Ionian,
Lydian, Babylonian and Egyptian craftsmen who also constructed the most
fabulous royal residence of the ancient world, the palaces of the Achaeme-
nids in Persepolis, a still unforgettable experience for the modern visitor. In

this way Antigonus probably alluded to the contemporary stormy fates of
colleagues, artists and scholars, who changed into political émigrés in search

of a safe haven to evade the Roman invaders who were annihilating the art
centres of the Hellenistic world one by one.

Pliny the Elder also offers us an interesting instance of the art historians’
discussion on the origin of sculpture in marble (origo artis). This discussion
shows us one more component of their professional workshop (HN 36, 9-14).
Pliny’s principal source (Xenocrates) dated the inventores Dipoinos’ and
Scyllis* akme to the 15 Olympiad (580-577 BC).® They were Cretans who

54 Sellers 1896, p. XXII.
55 Urlichs 1886, p. 35.

56 The archaeological context of Pliny the Elder’s characteristic of Dipoinos and Scyl-
lis is strikingly different: the gap between the archaeological reality and Xenocrates’ ac-
count was aptly described by Ahermary, Dipoinos, Vollkommer 2007, pp. 184-185: Die von
Plin. tradierten Uberlieferungen, ob sie man auf Xenokrates von Athen zuriickgehen oder nicht,
iiberraschen (p.185). So far sculptures in stone from the time of Dipoinos (50 Ol. 580-76 BC,
HN 36, 9) have not been found on the Island of Crete. It is the same with Sicyon, to where
Dipoinos and Scyllis emigrated. The archaeological evidence strongly contradicts Pliny’s
statement marmore sculptendo primi (HN 36, 9) (scil. Dipoinos and Scyllis). Pausanias
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emigrated to Sicyon at a later stage of their lives. Pliny’s synthetic entry on
Dipoinos and Scyllis, which comprised a short catalogue of their works with
museographic information and a colourful anecdote on their conflict with the
citizens of Argos (drawn from a Duridian biography?), is interrupted by a po-
lemical chapter on the sculptors from Chios (HN 36, 11-12). Sellers aptly com-
mented that ‘to the Xenocratic contention that the art of sculpture in bronze
was elaborated by Daidalid artists on the mainland of Greece, a later writer
—presumably Antigonos— adjusted the account of the rise of sculpture in mar-
ble in the islands of the Aegean, under the auspices of Chian sculptors.”>” In
his discussion with Xenocrates Antigonus recalled a popular anecdote which
connected the poet Hipponax with the sculptor Bupalos from Chios. Since
Hipponax’s chronology was well-established (the 60" Ol. 540-537 BC), An-
tigonus easily acquired the dates for Bupalos and his brother Athenis, and
managed to roughly calculate the chronology of their ancestors who were
also sculptors: Archermos (father), Micciades (grandfather) and Melas (great
grandfather), and in this way Antigonus acquired an approximate date for
the origo artis as the First Olympiad (776-773 BC) on the basis of genealogy of
artists, chronology, and biography employed in his art historical research. To
complete Antigonus’ methodology of research, I would like to adduce a hid-
den poetic epigram (the evidence of inscriptions), which was probably unwit-
tingly saved by ananonymous Latintranslator: nonvitibus tantum censeri Chion
sed et operibus Archermi filiorum (HN 36, 12) (Chios was not honoured for her
vines alone but for the works of the sons of Archermos, trans. K. Jex-Blake).*®
In all likelihood here we have a reflection of exactly the same discussion in
the Scholia ad Arist. Aves v. 573. An anonymous scholiast wavered whether
the earliest images of a winged Nike and Eros were made by Archermos, the
father of Bupalos and Athenis or by the painter Aglaophon of Thasos ®j ot

also differs significantly from Pliny the Elder’s account. He never mentions Dipoinos as a
sculptor in stone. He records his statues or statuettes of the Dioscuri together with their
wives and children in ebony and ivory in Argos (Descr. 2, 22, 5). Cf. Georgios Kedrenos,
Comp.Hist.p. 322B (=Overbeck 327=PG 121, cc. 613-614) on the emerald statue of Athena
Lindia in the Palace of Lausos.

57 Sellers 1896, p. XXVf., p. XLIII: Antigonus ‘proclaimed the priority of invention of the
isle-schools over the schools of the mainland.’

58 Schwarz 1971, p. 134 observed that the AP epigrams which referred to the Archaic art
were scarce.
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peri Karvstion ton Pergamhnon fasi (Overbeck 315). Antigonus’ argument
was based on strong factual grounds. Hipponax was actually a popular poet
and we can still read some of his poems. In addition, we have an inscription
from Delos which probably refers to Micciades, the grandfather of Bupalos
and Athenis.*®

In Pliny the Elder’s highly synthetic passage on the beginnings of encaustic
painting (origo artis) the reader once again encounters a Xenocratic argument
confronted with an alternative polemical version (HN 35, 122). Pliny the Elder
informs us that ‘some believe that it was invented by Aristeides’®® and per-
fected by Praxiteles,” only to add that aliquanto vetustiores encaustae picturae
exstitere (encaustic paintings of a somewhat earlier date existed). In this dis-
cussion we can recognize two rival schools of art historians, and their differ-
ent perspectives:

1. Aristeides (Theban-Attic school) and Praxiteles, who are representatives
of Mainland Greece vs.

2. A somewhat earlier Polygnotus of Thasos, Nicanor and Arcesilaos/Mnas-
ilaos from Paros, probably promoted by Antigonus, who ‘proclaimed the pri-
ority of invention of the island-schools over the schools of the mainland.’®

Antigonus’ alternative catalogue of ‘inventores’ composed of the Aegean Is-
lander painters also included Elasippos of Aegina who picturae suae inscripsit
évékaev, which ‘he certainly would not have done before the invention of en-
caustic painting’ (trans. K. Jex-Blake). It seems that the anonymous Latin
translator managed to save the flavour of Antigonus’ erudition (evidence
from inscriptions). The words multo vetustiora principia (the art’s origins are
much older) return in Pliny the Elder’s art book in the context of the very be-
ginnings of painting, which his source (Antigonus?) dated to the times of king
Kandaules, the last of the Heraclids (c. 700 BC) (HN 35, 55). He praised the
Archaic Greek art in much the same way as Pausanias did as well, and centu-
ries later Erhart Kdstner: manifesta claritate artis, adeo absolutione (the art had
attained the greatness, even perfection, trans. K. Jex-Blake). This archaizing

59 Loewy188s,1, p. 3f.
60 G. Broker, Aristeides (I), Vollkommer 2007, p. 81f.
61 Sellers 1896, p. XLIII.
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flavour is symptomatic of the Aeolic art history and of the structure of the
Pergamene art galleries as well.

In the 2" century the Greek men of letters experienced the reality of a gradu-
ally narrowing intellectual space in the Hellenic Eastern Mediterranean. The
fatal Peace of Apamea (188 BC) and imminent death of Antiochus III radically
curtailed the royal patronage of the Seleucids in Antioch on the Orontes. In
the late years of Attalos II and in the reign of Attalos III (138-133 BC) the
Attalid court became a unique refuge for researchers and artists, offering
patronage on an incomparable scale in the Eastern Mediterranean, at a
time of decline and rapidly diminishing opportunities for the development
of the arts and sciences. In 167 BC the magnificent library and art collection
of Perseus in Pella was confiscated and transported to Rome. Heracleides
the sculptor escaped from Pella to Athens (HN 35, 135). After 166 BC the
mercantile republic of Rhodes, which played the role of a local patron of the
arts and letters, was brought to ruin by the Romans and eventually declined
and vanished once and forever. In 146 BC the Romans seized, plundered
and completely destroyed Corinth. In 145 BC Ptolemy VIII closed down the
academic institutions of Alexandria. Apollodorus of Athens, a chronographer
and historian of religion (pert ge®n), left Alexandria and went into exile like
many of his colleagues. He probably found a temporary refuge at the court of
Pergamon.®? At that time Pergamon might have been something of a Noah’s
Ark for Greek men of letters and artists.

Pergamon was plundered by the Romans. The war against Eumenes III, At-
talos III’s legitimate successor to the throne, added to the destruction and
robbery of the kingdom.®® Incidentally, we hear of artworks from the Per-
gamene galleries displayed in Rome by the conquerors, as for example the
bronze statues of Aesculapius and Hygieia by Niceratus, which were dis-
played in the Temple of Concordia.®* Pliny the Elder mentioned of tubicen

62 Apollodorus dedicated one of his writings to Attalos II, H. Dorrie, Apollodorus, KP
1, C. 438.

63 In her otherwise simply brilliant book Hansen 1971 repeats the slogans of the hos-
tile war propaganda, when she writes about ‘fanatical bands’ of Aristonicus, cf. Robinson
1954, Polanski 2013.

64 Pape 1975, p. 155; cf. M. Frankel, Pergamon VIII, 1, 1890, nr. 132; Hansen 1971, p. 301:
‘made for the Asclepieum in Pergamon and transferred to Rome after the annexation of
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(HN 34, 88), in all likelihood Epigonos’ bronze trumpeter, which he probably
saw in Rome. This Pergamene bronze work probably survived in the impres-
sive marble stone copy of the dying Gaul in the Capitolino.®® Epigonos’ dead
mother and child (matri interfectae infante miserabliliter blandiente) (an infant
piteously caressing its dead mother, trans. K. Jex-Blake) (HN 34, 88) can also
be added to the catalogue of the Pergamene plundered art. This small but im-
pressive ecphrastic piece, a rarity in Pliny the Elder’s economic catalogues, is
either suggestive of personal observation (Rome) or of Antigonus/Polemon’s
quotation.® Next the bronze Alcippe, the sister of Caicus in Pompey’s the-
atre can also be added to the list of plundered Pergamene antiquities.®” In
fact the looting of the Pergamene art galleries went on for a longer time.®®
With the slaying of Attalos III and his closest relatives the greedy and
aggressive Roman senators also terminated the last great project of patron-
age over the Hellenistic arts, letters, and sciences.

the kingdom,” n. 14: K. Bursian in: Sitzungsberichte der Bayerischen Akademie zu Miinchen,
1874, . 154..

65 Hansen 1971, p. 305, 303 n. 30; the art of Pergamon was famous for its images of bar-
barians as well as of exoticism and death, cf. Bierikowski 1908.

66 Hansen 1971, p. 305: Epigonos’ Dead Mother is sometimes included in reconstructions
of the circular Gallic monument in Pergamon. In this context it is interesting to observe
that the smaller victory monuments were dated by Lippold not to the reign of Attalos I,
but to Attalos IT, Hansen 1971, p. 312.

67 The bronze image of Alcippe: Tat.orat. ad Graec.53, Overbeck 917, Hansen 1971, p. 300.
Other instances of plunder in Pergamon: the Pasquino warrior from the Palazzo Braschi,
see above; ‘Pergami symplegma’ (HN 36, 24). The locative may be interpreted as either
Pliny’ ‘non vidi’ (the group was stillin Pergamon in his time, notin Rome), oras atranslated
citation from a Pergamene art historian’s book compiled in the 2" century BC. Likewise
the paintings by Apollodorus of Athens sacerdos adorans et Aiax fulmine incensus quae
Pergami spectatur hodie (HN 35, 60).

68 Tac.Ann. 16, 23, 1 (Nero), Pape 1975, p. 195; cf. Verres’ plunder of artworks in Chios,
Erythrae, Halicarnassus, Tenedos, Samos, Aspendos, Perge, Pape 1975, p. 206ff.
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| Mariantonietta DE FAZIO" ALIAGA AND
ITS TERRITORY

Horse and Rider Plaques From
Kyme: Iconography and
Comparision With Other Specimens
Found in Greece and in Asia Minor

On the occasion of some reordering of the deposits of
the MAIKE? (Italian Archaeological Mission at Aeolian
Kyme) at Aliaga, carried out in 2014 and 2015, some
fragments of clay reliefs, commonly known as “votive
plaques”, have been rescued and properly documented
and classified. These singular coroplastic artifacts depict
a mounted horseman, known as heros equitans, “horse-
man-hero”. The rediscovered specimens come from var-
ious areas of Kyme.

Most of them were found during the excavations in the
south-eastern necropolis of the ancient city, carried out
in 2008, in the property of Dort Yildiz company; only a
few were rescued, instead, during an intervention of
“preventive archeology” in the area of the northern hill
of Kyme (connected to some modernization of the local
electricity grid), dating back to 2010 and financed by the
Turkish petrochemical company Kar-Demir (Fig. 1).

1 Dr. Mariantonietta De Fazio, University of Calabria, Arcavacata
di Rende (CS)-ITALY.

2 Ithank Prof. Antonio La Marca for giving me the possibility to
study the coroplastic art of Kyme and to consult the documentation
of the material found in the excavations and kept in the deposits of
the Italian mission house.
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Fig. 1 Site of ancient Kyme: various areas where fragments of
votive plaques were found. (Google Earth).

We present here a group of five fragments of votive plaques (Fig. 2), depicting

a heros equitans. Despite their small size, they enable us to propose a tenta-
126 tive morphological reading. A proper —more technical- catalogue will follow
in a next contribution, to be published in Studi su Kyme eolica VII.

Fig. 2 New fragments of votive plaques with heros equitans.

The new fragments are to be added to nine more items (Fig. 3— Fig. 4) already
known and listed in the inventories and reports of the Czechoslovakian expe-
dition, and to some published later by M. Dufkova3, S. Besques*, O. Ozyigt®,

3 Dufkova 1974, 151; Dufkova 1980, 121-123; Dufkova 2006, 123-124.
4 Besquesi972,101.

5 Ozyigit 2006, 97-119.
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M. Grasso®, S. Cokogullu” and G. De Martino®.

M.Grasso®doesn’tprovidereliableinformationonthe provenanceand present
location of three items of his catalogue. The chronology of all the above men-
tioned fragments falls within a time span extending from the III to the I cen-
tury BC.

The fragments were found both in votive and funerary contexts: some of them

are fortuitous findings merged into private collections and later donated to

important Turkish and European museums?'?; others come from excavations

carried out over the years at the site of the ancient city by the University of
Prague™, the Izmir Museum*? and the Italian Mission®*. The coarse terracot-
ta votive reliefs of Kyme are a derivation of the well known full-size reliefs

showing a similar subject, and a cheap substitute of their much more expen-
sive stone or marble counterparts: in a nutshell, they are votive offerings,
accessible to common people, chosen for their economic affordability and

immediate typological recognizability (in obvious connection with a specific
cult), rather than for their handicraft or artistic value®.

Fig. 3 Fragments already published.

Grasso 2006, 11-91.
Cokogullu 2007, 20-23, 53, pl.s.

Di Martino 2012, 101-110.

O o N o

Grasso 2006, 82.

10 Frontier1892, 379-410.

11 Bouzek 1974; Bouzek et al. 1980.

12 Ugankus 1989, 139 - 149

13 Lagona 1993, 249-301; Lagona 2007, 9-15; La Marca 2017, 1-41.

14 Comella 2002, 179.
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The iconography of the heros equitans, widespread throughout the Greek and
Roman world, remained unchanged for a long time (apart from the addition
of some details) and is documented in different classes of materials (clay,
stone, metal)®.

Most of the votive reliefs representing the heros equitans do not generally
exceed 50 cm in height, and usually resemble a stele with base larger than
height, often provided with inscription. In some exceptional cases —including
the Kyme items— the dimensions are smaller (about 11-15 cm. in height), and
the shape is square or rectangular®®.

The sceneis standardized and totally similar to that represented in the reliefs
of larger dimensions: the figure of the horseman-hero dominates the central
part; body and head are almost always in profile, either turning left or right;
nevertheless in some items, while the torso in profile remains, the face is in-
stead portrayed in a frontal positionY.

Fig. 4 Fragments already published.

The horseman -hero, rarely bare- chested, is usually dressed in a short tunic
(chiton), a fluttering and pretty long cloak (chlamys), a sort of long trousers or
a short skirt. The head is sometimes bare, sometimes crowned or covered by
a headgear (causia or petasos) or by a light helmet; the feet —only rarely bare—
are generally protected with boots or sandals®.

The horse, equipped with harnesses, portrayed in step, galloping or rampant,
advancing solemnly right or left, always remains the most important figure

15 Salapata 2002, 19-42.
16 Burr1963,108-109..
17 Barri19g6, 134.

18 Ozyigit 2006, 97-119.
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of the scene after the horseman. It’s symbolism is very complex and closely
linked to fertility cults and initiation rites®.

Most of the known specimens are also enriched with additional details, such
as a snake, a chthonic symbol for excellence?. Exact interpretation of the
animal arouses some controversy, concerning its variable characteristics, po-
sitions, and attitudes. The snake appears either between the legs or under
the hooves of the horse; in the act of drinking from a patera; rising from (or
entangled to) a column or a tree. Such iconographic scheme (drinking reptile
associated with human figures and horse) is attested since the fifth century
BC, and hints to a close association between —on the one hand- snake and
hero, and —on the other— chthonic deities?.

The horseman is frequently flanked by other human figures, interpretable as
worshipers, servants, heroines, or deities related with the cult of the hero?.

The whole scene is generally encompassed by a geometric frame, with side
strips or doors; sometimes it is enclosed within the sketched outline of a
temple or heroon with smooth or fluted columns and Ionic, Eolic or Corinthian
capitals, that support an architrave and a tympanum, sometimes including a
clypeus. In some items there is also an altar, a clear reference to sacrifices
practiced by the followers of the heroic cult, and in the same time a way of
emphasizing the sacredness of the place. The altar is frequently associated
with the snake, but it seems missing in the representations where the female
character is present?.

Thus,weshouldtakeintoconsiderationthe possibilitythatinsuch scenesthe
altar iconographically points to the serpent’s —more than the horseman’s—
divine nature. In a sense, the serpent would be the zoomorphic representa-
tion of a supreme deity, while the horseman should only play a subordi-
naterole?.

19 Nemeti1999-2000, 107; Prieur 1988, 142; Marinescu 1980, 293.
20 Barr1996, 135; Nicolae 2011, 159- 174; Salapata 2002, 19-42.

21 Salapata 2002, 19-42; Hoestetler 2007, 203.

22 Barr1996, 135-138.

23 Boteva 2000, 113.

24 Boteva 2000, 113.
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Crowns or hanging garlands® are sometimes added as ornamental finishes
to the scene. Such framings are missing in the most ancient reliefs, dating
back to the early Hellenistic age. On several examples there are also hanging
holes and sometimes traces of color. Other items are entirely white -or ivory-
slipped, in order to imitate their more precious marble counterparts?®. Only
to a very limited extent, however, the details added to the scenes may be
constitute a hint to possible diversifications or changes in the specific wor-
ship of local heroes, to whom —as sometimes explicitly attested by added in-
scriptions— the clay reliefs refer. Unfortunately inscriptions are lacking in the
votive plaques of Kyme; moreover, neither archaeological contexts, nor an-
cient literary sources provide any reliable data concerning their intended use,
i.e. their pertinence to some specific hero-cult and sacred place. Although
some numismatic?’ and epigraphic?® evidence testifies to the presence of
hero-cults in the Aeolian city?, no certain connection is at present possible.
In many places in Greece®®, in Magna Graecia® and elsewhere in the Italian
peninsula®, clay plaques with heros equitans have been found in funerary and
cultural contexts (tombs, sanctuaries, votive deposits) or, in rare cases, in
the very places of production (furnaces, shops). An even broader continuity
and diffusion of the figure of the equestrian hero is attested in Roman times.
The abundance of the relevant finds has made possible some comprehensive
study, the best known of which is that in the LIMC?? (Lexicon Iconographicum
Mythologiae Classicae).

25 Barr1996, 135-138.

26 Comella 2002, 179.

27 Caltabiano 2004, 49-50.

28 Ragone 2003, 25-113.

29 LaMarca 2015, 89-96; Taliano Grasso 2008, 45-49.

30 Brooner1942,128-161; Miller1gg7, 48; Ginouves 1995; Callaghanig78, 21-29; Matz 1942, 122.

31 Bliimel 1928, 100; Dimitrova 2002, 222; Scatozza Horicht 2007, 69-70; Iacobone1988.
pl. 112-118; Iannelli — Cerzoso 2000, 689-700.

32 Dana - Ricci 2014, 1-30; Floriani Squarciapini 1962; Collina 1990, 357-366.
33 LIMC1992.
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The iconography of the heros equitans, declined in different variations, is testi-
fied also in a series of representations in Cyrene and Cyrenaica®* (Libya), and

especially in the Balkan area®, over a vast extent of territory including the

north-east of modern Greece, the south of Bulgaria, and European Turkey: i.e.
the former area of the Roman provinces Upper and Lower Moesia, Upper and

Lower Pannonia, Thrace, and Dacia. Archaeological research in these regions

brought to light more than 2.500 items, dating from the II. to the IV. century

BC, in most cases illustrated by inscriptions, which often represent the only

solution to the challenging problem of the hero’s identity=®.

The horseman’siconography was also very popular in Asia Minor. Most of the
items come from the Aegean coastline (Troad, Aeolis, Ionia); a minor part
from other regions (such as Lydia, Pisidia, Lycia, and Pamphylia), where they
date not earlier than the Roman-Imperial age, and the figure of the horse-
man-hero assumes theidentity of the local hero Kakasbos, whose iconography
resembles that of the Greek national hero Herakles®".

The small votive terracotta plaques with heros equitans typical of the Aegean
coast, instead, are different from those found elsewhere in Asia Minor. Their
bulk comes from Troy, where more than 400 items —all of them datable to
the Hellenistic age— have been unearthed in various areas of the city3®. Few
examples come from Pergamon®, Miletus“°, Priene*, Ephesus*?, while many
votive plaques, similar in size and craftsmanship to those found in Troy, come
from ancient cities of the Eolian that gravitate around Kyme,.

A series of fragmentary plaques with heros equitans, datable to the Hellen-
istic age, merged into the Louvre collection between the end of the 19t and

34 Kane 2003, 27-34.

35 Kazarow 1938, 5-9; Giacchero 1981, 190-191;Will 1955; Goceva - Oppermann 1979;
Cermanovic - Kuzmanovic 1982.

36 Kazarow 1938, 5-9.

37 Robert 1946, 38-77., Drouin, 2014, 1-203; Dimitrova 2002, 221-222
38 Barr Thompson 1996; Miller 1991; Rose 1993; Rose 1998.

39 Ippel, 1912, 310-31; Ziegenaus — De Luca 1968, 121- 122, pl. 42.

40 Henninger - Kossatz 1979, 174-186.

41 LIMC1992.

42 Pfuhl-Maobius 1977, pl. 195, n. 1338.
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the beginning of the 20" century. These plaques come from Orta-Kdy*, a
place not yet identified on the ground. The fragments were donated to the
Louvre by the French engineer P. Gaudin, a passionate collector of antiqui-
ties, as a result of fortuitous finds during the construction of the railway line
from Smirne designed by himself. Some archeologists identify the place with
Orta-Koy Phrygia**. On the other hands, others recognize it as a city of
Lydia®*. Up on a map of the late ‘800, attached to an article of A. M.
Fontrier*®, appears a place with the name Orta, in Aeolis region, not far from
Yanikkoy and Buruncuk (Fig 5). In this area we know about the existence
of other ancient known cities, cited from ancient sources and found after
archaeological investigations, along with the name of other cities not yet
discovered in their precise location but only through the testimony of ancient
authors. It could be assumed, therefore, that Gaudin had stumbled upon
some of these still unknown and gravitating sites in the Kyme area.

132

Fig. 5 Frontier’s map where is reported the site of Orta (detail).

43 Besques1972,112-113, pl. 140, D 723-727; pl. 141, D 728- 732; Burr 1963, 57.
44 Besquesi972, 112.

45 Ozyigit 2006, 103.

46 Frontier1892, 379-410.
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Other specimens, which show numerous analogies with the votive plaques
of Kyme, were already known from the old excavations of Larissa®, and have
been unearthed in more recent excavations or surveys at Aigai*® and Neon
Teichos* (Fig. 6).

The horsemen depicted on the clay plaques under discussion are portrayed
without weapons. This circumstance suggests that the standard scene is in-
tended to “evoke” their post mortem condition°. This hypothesis seems to
be confirmed by the very presence of the horse and the snake as epithets. In
fact, both animals are related to subterranean and celestial world: the ser-
pent, a symbol of transformation and rebirth, could represent the deceased
himself, as well as his friendly union with the chthonian deities; on the other
hand, the horse seems to allude to the former status of the deceased, in par-
ticular to his military victories and to the equestrian funeral games organized
in his honor>. It should also be noted that many of the plaques with heros
equitans have been found in graves: a circumstance which seems to imply
a link between heroic and chthonian worship. Although heroic worship al-
legedly originated from the ancestral veneration of some hero’s grave, it is
in fact often associated also with female deities with a strong kourotrophic
identity (Cybele®?, for example), and this could also explain why clay reliefs
are sometimes found in sanctuaries or votive deposits. In all place in Aeolis
where specimens of heros equitans have been found, also the cult of Cybele
is attested*3, as shown by several terracotta or marble statuettes, or small
pinakes, depicting the goddess seated on a throne.

47 Boehlau - Schefold 1942, 48.

48 Dereboylu Poulain 2012, 273-280.

49 Dereboylu Poulain 2015, 62-65. Ramsay 1881, 283.

5o Dimitrova 2002, 222-226; Salapata 2002, 19-42; Boteva 2000, 113.
51 Barr1996, 135; Nicolae 2011, 159-174; Salapata 2006, 541- 560.

52 Rose 1993, 98-112.

53 Taliano Grasso 2008, 29-44; Lagona 2006, 15-16; Dufkova 1974,124; Dereboylu-
Poulain 2012, 273-280.; Dereboylu-Poulain 2015, 62-65. Boehlau-Schefold 1942, 48, pl 8;
Pottier-Reinach 1888; Burr 1934; Burr 1957, 108-128.
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Fig. 6 Map of Eolic sites where the votive plaques were found. (Google Earth)

In the plaques of Kyme all the iconographical peculiarities of the heros
equitans recur: the snake is represented in almost all items (Fig. 2 a, d, e; Fig.
3 a, ¢; Fig. 4 b, c), except in those of which only a minor fragment from the
higher partis preserved (Fig. 3 d; Fig. 4d); the frame which encloses the scene
is sometime formed by strips (Fig. 2 d, e; Fig. 3 a, b, e; Fig. 4 a, b), sometime
—instead— by smooth or grooved columns supporting an architrave ( Fig. 2.
a, b; Fig. 3 ¢, e; Fig 4 c) The rider is often flanked by other female and male
figures (Fig. 2 c; Fig. 4 b). Almost all the votive plaques were realized in mold
and finished in cue for details, sometimes fingerprints are visible on the back
(aconsequence of fabrication technique, as for these objects a clay prototype
was realized, from which several terracotta matrices were obtained, in view
of mass production).

Circumstances determining the choice of particular offerings may vary and
remain obscure for us, but it seems likely that dedicants made their choice
from a predetermined selection, which depended both on their specific con-
cerns or circumstances, and the nature of the particular cult involved. This is
the overall trend of votive practice: small offerings acquired, dedicated and
displayed in sets.
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The general assumption is that each object found in a sanctuary was the
only offering a person made at that time. The choice to make terracotta vo-
tive plates was also favored by the local presence of a flourishing and highly
experienced artistic craft, specialized in a production of particular demand.
The evident affinities existing between the items found at Kyme and those
coming from ancient cities gravitating around it confirm the diffusion of a
common language in the cult of a god or a goddess (which could be Cybele in
this case), or a demi-god (the hero himself), and the existence, for the time
being, of adense network of relationships between the respective sanctuaries
or shrines.

135
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Foreign Influences in

Aiolian Cyme Material Culture
[8®-7®" Century BC]

Introduction

The focus of this short paperis on imported pottery or, as

is better to say, on the pottery with externalinfluences, in

Cyme during the Geometric period. According to literary
sources, the city was founded in 1050 BC?, a period corres-
ponding to the Protogeometric period (PG). 141

The Aiolian material culture of the Geometric period has
different features when compared with the rest of the
East Greek area. In his fundamental volume the “Ten
local styles of Greek geometric pottery” Coldstream consid-
ered the Ermos River as a cultural boundary: to the South
of the River there’s the proper East Greek area while, “on
the Asian mainland north of the river Hermus. The prevailing
local pottery was a grey monochrome ware of native Anato-
lian character®”.

1 Dr.Carmelo COLELLI, Funzionario Archeologo, Soprintendenza
Archeologia, Belle Arti e Paesaggio per le Province di Catanzaro,
Cosenza e Crotone, Piazza Valdesi, 13, Cosenza.l would like to
express my sincere gratitude towards Antonio La Marca, Director
of the Italian team in Cyme between 2008 and 2017.

2 Eus. Chron. 11, 970.

3 Coldstream 2003, p. 262.
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Of course if we look at the total amount of Geometric pottery known from
Cyme, local grey ware and the painted pottery is predominantly. However,
above all for the Late Geometric (LG), the evidence appears more complex
than previously thought; for example, painted pottery, decorated with bands
or lines, is very well documented.

Archaeometrical analysis on material from Cyme are very rare; only a
cooperation between Massimo Frasca (from Italian team) and Michael
Kerschner provide some data. Nevertheless, with a few exceptions, analyses
have been done above all on 7% century BC fragments (often connected to the

“Wild Goat” Style). New archaeometrical analysis on Cyme Geometric pottery,
were scheduled but the new “geo-political” situation makes it difficult to
initiate the project.

Moreover, the periods for the production of East Greek pottery are fairly
complex: several production centres between Aiolia, Ionia Troas are known,
and the direct connections between Western Anatolia and Greek Islands are
very well documented. For Cyme -and for the whole Aiolia area- the closer
connections are with Lesbos, located directly in front as a part of the ancient
region.

It is both due to the complicate mosaic of productions as well as the lack of
archaeometrical data, that it is preferable to apply the expression “foreign cul-
tural influence” in regards the material culture of Cyme. Therefore, imported
pottery is only identifiable in cases of clearly recognisable classes (e.g. Co-
rinthian pottery) or were archaeometrical analysis allowes for a provenance
identification.

The Main Contexts

There is no space here to show all the context with Geometric materials
known from Cyme, to whom it is easier to refer to previous publications*; I
just recall here the main information we have (Fig. 1). A few Geometric frag-
ments were already known to have come to light during the Czech and Turk-
ish excavations®. However, it was not before 1993 that a Geometric context

4 See Colelli 2015 and Colelli 2017 with bibliography.
5 See Bouzek 1974, p. 77.
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was actually published by M. Frasca. The article contained Geometric pottery
from the slope of the Southern Hill®. M. Frasca identified several local grey
ware fabrics in addition to minor groups of painted pottery dating between
the middle and the end of 8" century BC from Greece and western Anatolia.
For subsequent excavations and examination of this context I refer to the
contribution by M. Camera in this volume”’.

143

Fig. 1 Cyme during the Geometric period: 1- Southern hill (Low Acropolis); 2- Northern
Hill (Nemrut Tepe); 3- Lower Area close to the see; 4- Southern necropolis (‘Ege Giibre’);
5- ‘Aytemiz Oil Company’ Necropolis; 6- ‘Abbas’ necropolis (after Colelli 2015).

6 See Frasca1993, Frasca1998.

7 Camera 2017a and Camera 2017b.
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It is also relevant to high light numerous rescue excavations conducted im-
mediately outside the archaeological site, where several necropolises from
the Geometric period were partially excavated during the last 15 years by
Turkish and Italian archaeologists®.

The most important Geometric contexts in Cyme, however, are probably
those excavated in two trial trenches by the current author between 2006
and 2012 in the central area of the Greek and Roman city, close to a sizable
Hellenistic stoa. (Fig. 2)°.

144

Fig. 2 - Cyme: the trenches in the lower agora. a- Western Trench b- Eastern Trench c-
Stone blocks belonging to a Hellenistic porticoes. Photo C. Colelli.

Because of the presence of later structures covering the earlier stratigraphy,
we could only investigate the Geometric levels in two minor areas (amounting
to a total of 15 m2).

During the excavations we identified a profound vertical stratigraphical sequence
from where a large amount of pottery was recovered (Western Trench, Fig. 3).

8 Forasynthesis see Sudano 2015, Sudano 2017.

9 See Colelli 2012, Colelli 2015, Colelli 2017.
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Sezione B-B’

3

Fig. 3 Cyme, lower Agora, Western trench. General plan and sections (after Colelli 2012).

A small trench excavated in 2012 a few meter east of the first one, provides
additional information about the earlier phases of Cyme (Eastern Trench). In
the excavation, a small portion of an encircling pebble wall was found. The
structure -heavily disturbed by the foundation trench of the Hellenistic stoa-
probably had an apsidal or oval ground plan. Just east of the external side
of the wall, a round fireplace, probably connected with the structure was
uncovered (Fig. 4).

145

Fig. 4 Cyme, lower Agora: The apsidal structure in the Eastern trench (General plane).
Relief M. V. Gabriele.
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The layers can easily be dated to the second half or the last quarter of the
8th century BC and the beginning of the 7" century BC. From a chronological
point of view, the pottery is rather homogeneous, but quite heterogeneous if
we look at the quality.

The Earlier Materials (PG and SPG)

Until a few years ago the presence in Cyme of materials earlier than Late
Geometric was only a suggestion. New materials found in different areas of
the city suggests that the city was active at least from the PG period. However,
the data relating to the phases, earlier than LG are extremely rare.

A small group of PG pottery has been mentioned (but not published) by
Ugankus as early as the 1970ties’® In 2008 Iren published a PG grey ware
amphora from the South necropolis of Cyme!. Limited groups of pottery
dating back to the same period have also been published by the present
author (2012, 2017) and recently by Marco Camera (2017a and 2017b).

In the short list of pottery earlier than the LG we can also mention a dinos
(Figs. 5-6) excavated by Fabrizio Sudano, member of the Italian team, in
the Southern necropolis of the city (in the Ayaz property). The big vessel had
been used as an incineration burial (Grave 1): it was covered by a stone slab

and contained cremated bones?®?.

Fig. 5 The dinos in the Southern Necropolis, Fig. 6 The dinos found in the Ayaz property.
Ayaz property, parsell 435 (Grave I) during  Drawing.
the 2008 excavation.

10 Ugankus 1980, p. 148.
11 1Iren 2008, p. 31, Fig. 2.3n.1.

12 For the preliminary publication and about the context see La Marca 2010, p. 405,
resim 12; La Marca 2012; Sudano 2015; Sudano 2017, pp. 101-102, Figs. 14-15.
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The dinos is decorated with painted geometric motives: a zig zag motive is
drawn on the upper part while a panel with a serie of sigmas, is painted in the
lower part of the vessel.

The particular shape, with the two small handles connecting the rim to the
shoulder, and above all the painted decoration, suggests a chronology to the
PG or to the Sub Protogeometric (SPG). Zig zag motives are already known
during the PG period in Greece but they generally have a net decoration in
the empty spaces. A more direct parallel for the decoration is possible with
a Sub Geometric cup from Marmariani (Thessaly)®s. In Western Anatolia the
same decoration is known on a group of fragments from Bayrakli* and Klaros.
According with the recent publication by Onur Zunal, the cups with zig zag
decoration from Klaros can be dated to PG™. In Klaros, two main production
centres have been suggested for the cups with this decoration: Attic and
Thessaly -Euboea™.

Late Geometric Material Culture

In the two main Geometric contexts excavated in Cyme (Southern Hill and
Central Area), grey ware is statistically preponderant. The local painted pot-
tery is very well documented, and above all represented by closed shapes.
This group is very heterogeneous, because of the colours used for paint and
for the surface rendering. As already noted, in the 8t century BC this painted
production is part of the Aiolian cultural background. The pottery is repre-
sented by coarse ware, grey ware (the so-called Aiolian Bucchero), and local
and imported painted potteryY.

13 Coldstream 2003, p. 40, Fig. 8,d; in the official site of Athens Nation Archaeological
Museum, where the vessel is stored, it is dated to 900 — 850 BC, http://www.hellenica-
world.com/Greece/Museum/NationalMuseumAthens/en/NAMAML27612.html last view
(Accessed: 19/05/2019).

14 Ongnel 1978, pp. 23-24, Figg. 26, 27, 28, 29.

15 Zunal 2016, pp. 177-180, Figs. 9-11.

16 Zunal 2016, Type III, pp. 177-180.

17 See Colelli 2012, pp. 62-64; Colelli 2017, pp. 74-78.
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Foreigners Influences

In his 1993 article about the pottery coming from the Southern Hill, Frasca
identified several local fabrics of grey ware and painted pottery. He also pub-
lished a small groups of painted pottery dating between the middle of 8" and
beginning of 6% century BC from Greece and Western Anatolia and identified
potsherds from Corinth (6), Euboea (19), Smirne (6), Samos (3), Chios (6) and
from unidentified production centres (3).

Corinthian and “East Greek” imports are well documented but we lack im-
ports from Attica area earlier than the 6% century BC. The pottery published

by Frasca stem from partially mixed context, dating between the middle of
8 to beginning of 6 century BC. The largest amount of the imports are from

Euboea, this is notable current for the 8" century BC material®®.

The two trenches excavated in the central area of Cyme have a more defined

stratigraphy with layers dating back to the second half of 8" beginning of
the 7th century BC. As already mentioned local grey ware and local painted

pottery are the most common groups. Imported or “reflecting outside inspi-
ration” pottery are very common.

I shall here only mention a group of LG Corinthian fragments (Fig. 7) and ge-
neric East Greek fragments.

Fig. 7 Late Geometric Corinthian kotyle from the central area of Cyme (Drawing M. V.
Gabriele).

18 Cfr. Frasca1993.
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Completely different from the local background is a jug fragment with a 8
petals flower (Fig. 8).

The flower is a symbol common in 8t - beginning of 7*" centuries Greek con-
texts. Many examples are known also from the East Greek area, where, the
model with 4 petals is generally used. In Aiolis I just mention two exemplars
from Myrina'® and from Panaztepe® both with 4 petals. The decoration of
the two vessels directly recalls LG North Ionian motives.

The 8 petals motif, instead, is not com-
mon in Western Anatolia: the models
recalls the production from Euboea®
and Athens?, where also the 4 petal
flowers are very common. The flowers
with 8 petals are generally a bit ear-
lier than the 4 petals and they can be
dated to the MG or LGZ.

Models from outside are also recalled

in the two very small fragments of cups
decorated with painted birds (Fig. 9
Fig. 8 Closed shape with painted a-b). Again it is difficult to define the
decoration (8 petals flowers). provenance of models and vessels that

19 Iren 2008, p. 36, n. 10, Fig. 2.6, 3-4, with bibliography.
20 Iren 2008, p. 36, n.12, Fig. 2.6, 2, with bibliography.

21 Cfr. the large crater from Eretria, sanctuary of Apollo Daphnephoros, fosse 197-
dating to MGII (Eretria XX, p. 19, pl. X, n. 25; Eretria XXII, II, p. g, pl. 63, n. 49). The same
decoration appears also on the famous crater of “Cesnola painter” dating back to 750-
740 BC now at the Metropolitan Museum of New York (inv. N. 7451965). Current opinion
attributes it to a workshop on Euboea, rather than to the island of Naxos, in the Cyclades
as previously supposed (see and the Metropolitan Museum official site https://www.met-
museum.org/art/collection/search/240553 with references, see contra Coldstream 2008, p.
xxi, plate 35). (Accessed: 08.07.2020)

22 Seee.g. the flat pyxis from the Agora Pso62 dating back to the beginning of Late Geo-
metric IA (Coldstream 2008, p. xii, Tav. 9, j).

23 Probably 4 petals decoration does not disappear completely with LG; an exemplar
from Thera, Cyclades, now in the Copenhagen National Museum, is dated to the begin-
ning of SG (Coldstream 2008, p. xxii, Tav. 40e).
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can be maybe connected to Ionia?* or Euboaea. After all, in Cyme Late Ge-
ometric contexts, for their quantity, the most interesting groups, are repre-
sented by fragments with Euboean and North Ionian features.
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Fig. 9 Fragments from Bird cups from the central area of Cyme.

24 The bird on the fragment depicted in Fig. 9a has a body filled with a net motif as seen
in Klazomenai (see e.g. Hiirmiizlii 2004. Figs. 10, 12, 13, pl. 40, 178/1, 6, 7, 8).
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Euboea

As already noted in the Southern Hill contexts, the Euboean style fragments
are very common in the 8% century BC.%

In the two trenches in the lower City Euboean or Euboean inspired vessels
are documented (Fig. 10) but there is not the numerical prevalence as ob-
served on the Southern hill; maybe due to a later chronology of the contexts
(the presence of fragments dating to the first half of the 8% century BC is not
so clear). In the second half of the 8" century BC, Euboean sailors increase
their relationships with the West and it lead to a decrease in trades with
Eastern Aegean.

Fig. 10 Euboean (or Euboean inspired fragments) from the central area of Cyme.

A direct connection between Cyme and Euboea, is probably earlier than the

LG as recently demonstrated by the results of NAA analysis carried out by

Kerschner?. Very important is a pendant semicircles crater/skyphos from

Ephessos?. The NAA analysis demonstrated that there existed at least 4 dif-
ferent provenance groups of Pendant Semi Circles skyphoi, indicating several

local production centers in the Eastern Aegean. After all, an “organic connec-
tion” with Euboea already in LPG-SPG is also probably for Ionia as shown by

the evidence from Klazomenai?® and from other centers®.

25 See Frasca 1993, and more recently Camera 2017b, pp. 137-138 with bibliography.
26  Mommsen Kerschner 2006; Kerschner 2006; Kerschner 2014.

27 Kerschner 2014, p. 129, Fig. 7, sample Ephe 166.

28 Aytaglar 2004, pp. 30-31; Ersoy 2007, pp. 151-152.

29 Seethedistribution of pendent semicircle skyphoiin the Eastern Aegean asillustrated
by Kerschner 2014, Fig. 1.
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For one of the groups (G in Kerschner’s classification) it is possible to deter-
mine the provenience from Cyme or Larisa. As noted by the Austrian scholar
there are several reasons for assigning the provenance group G/g to Cyme:

1- The conspicuous prevalence of this element pattern within the whole set
of samples from the site;

2- The longevity of the group G/g at Cyme (attested so far from the Archaic to
the Roman Imperial period);

3- The great diversity of ceramic classes showing the complete element pat-

tern3°

The strong and direct connection with Euboea is also suggested by Hesiodus
who inform us his father was from Cyme; the poetry left his village (Askra)
only once to Euboea3!.

Ionia

As known, Aiolian material culture is quite different from the Ionian in terms
of production, shapes and decorations (often horizontal lines or wavy bands).
The main differences are:

1- Massive presence in Aiolia of grey wares with rich variety of shapes and
types, and different features indicating different workshops or production
centres. Generally, the quality of Cyme grey ware is higher even if compared
to other centres of Aiolia (see for example the case of Lesbos) or Ionia;

2- As already noted by Coldstream in the traditional local productions the
geometric decorations are missing32. Cymean local productions evoke, for
instead, the evidence from the Troas or from other areas of Western Anatolia.

In Cyme, the huge amount of pottery with “non-local” features, however,
often directly recalls the nearby North Ionian productions. Ionian vessels
are very well known in Cyme (Figs. 11, 12)*. In the two trenches in the lower
Agora, their amount is notably impressive. Several craters, dinoi and above

30 See Kerschner 2014, pp. 112-114.

31 Hes. Erga, 633-640. About this passage see recently Colelli 2017, pp. 67-70 with bib-
liography.

32 Coldstream 2003, pp. 262-264.

33 See Frasca1993; Colelli 2012.
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all skyphoi have been found in the layers dating to the end of 8 beginning of
7 century BC. The fragments are different for technical features of paint and

clay and, probably, they can be connected to different production centres.
Vessels with those features in Aiolia they are generally considered as import-
ed from workshops of Ionia such as Smyrna, Teos, Claros, Ephesos.

re— )
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Fig. 12 Central area of Cyme: Large fragment from a Ionian (inspired) crater.
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Many of the fragments from Cyme have technical features which, after a mac-
roscopic analysis, are not different from local productions. However, shapes
with Ionian features are always connected to the symposium ritual and there
are very close parallels with local grey wares3*. We are allowed to imagine
that maybe the introduction of new shapes in Cymean material culture can
be somehow related to the introduction of new cultural habits, strictly con-
nected to the Greek culture, as the drinking wine can be considered.

Nevertheless, the high number, the macroscopic analysis of the clay of some
of the fragments and the direct parallels in the shape with local grey ware,
suggest the presence of a local production in Cyme, where, a production of
painted pottery is very well documented. Of course we cannot exclude the
presence of imported vessels.

To support the idea of a local production of Ionian style pottery in Aiolia I like
to mention the evidence from Aigai, few kilometers from Cyme. In the small
inland centre, the evidence dating back to the Archaic and Geometric age is
very poor. Particularly significant is a nucleus of fragments with the typical
TIonain style decorations3 whose technical features and clay very closely re-
calls the local productions and the vessels from Cyme. Only archaeometrical
analyses could give an answer.

Conclusion

In conclusion, at least since the middle of the 8t century Cyme is involved in
trades and connections all around Greek world, including Corinth, Euboea
and Ionia. This data completely matches with literary sources as we can read
from the famous passage by Strabo:

“According to some writers, it is said of them that they only began to let the
tolls of the harbour three hundred years after the foundation of their city”3®

Without archaeometrical analysis it is impossible to distinguish the imports
from the local production imitating or recalling foreign models. If the Ionian
style productions are, also partially, locally made we should maybe reconsider

34 Seealso Colelli 2012, pp. 54-55; Colelli 2015, pp. 76-77, Fig. 17.
35 Doger 2017, pp. 326-328.
36 Strabo XIII, 3, 6.
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the local production in Cyme as more complex.

Nevertheless, a support to the idea of a production in Cyme of pottery with
non-local features, is already documented by the pendant semicircles cup
from Ephesos, mentioned before. If this is not the only example of Euboean
style pottery local made in Cyme (on in his vicinity) we could imagine in Aiolia
something of culturally similar to what happens in the same decades in the
Western Greek word.

Local productions of Euboean style pottery, indeed, are very well documented

at least from the first half of the 8t century B.C. in Southern Italy, where
the archaeological record is supported by a huge quantity of archaeomet-
rical analysis®. I can just mention here the Oenotrians Euboean produc-
tions known from Francavilla Marittima3%, the italo-geometric group from
Campania® and maybe the one from the area of Lokroi“°. Those productions
have a regional and interregional distribution*! (Fig. 13).

Right now we do not have enough data to define Cyme’s material culture but
we cannot exclude production models like the ones known in the same period

in Western Greek World. R. G.
155

Fig. 13 Main local production centres (stars) of Euboean style pottery in Southern Italy
during the 8% century BC and their diffusion (circles). (Google Earth)

37 Andaloro 201, pp. 85-190; D’Agostino 2014.
38 Jacobsen et al. 2015, pp. 161-165
39 See D’Agostino 2014; D’Agostino 2015, pp. 234-236.

40 See Mermati 2012, pp. 237-239. A local production imitating Euboean models is
probably but still not supported with archaeometrical analysis.

41 Jacobsen et al. 2009; Jacobsen et al. 2015, pp. 165-170.
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Lucia Amalia e
SCATOZZA HORICHT:

Aeolian Kyme:

Late Archaic and Classical Pottery
from Fields Researches in the
Lower Agora [2005-2006]

This paper is focused on the pottery found in the excava-
tions carried out in the city area in the years 2005-2006
from the team of University “Federico II” of Naples with a
short overview on the other areas of the settlement (Fig. 1).

The archaic and classical settlement lies on two hills and

on the flat area between and around them, as revealed 163
by Italian archaeological researches? Archaic material
has been found on the slopes of the low Acropolis (Giiney
Tepe) and in the flat area between the two hills; only few
archaic sherds have been found on the Northern Hill
(Nemrut Tepe).

Furthermore several graves dating between the last
quarter of the 7" and the middle of the 6" century BC are
located in the flat area outside the ancient city?>.

1 Lucia Amalia Scatozza Horicht, Universita di Napoli Federico II,
Dipartimento di Studi Umanistici.

2 Lagona 2000, 235; La Marca 2017,1-39.
3 Iren 2008, 63-637; Atila-Korkmaz-Giirman 2015,13-27.
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An Overview of Late-Archaic Pottery from the
Northern and Southern Hill

1. Stoa
2. Castello Bizantino
3. Molo
4. Stoa
5. Agora
a. Edificio Rettangolare
b. Chiesa
c. Necropoli Bizantina
6- Sacello Ellenistico-Romano
7- Via Colonnata
8- Strada Romana
9- Teatro
10-Terma Romana
11- Strada e Strutture (Scavo Museo Izmir)
12- Casa Ellenistico-Romana
13- Santuario Sulla Collina Nord
14- Cinta Muraria Ellenistica

15- Porta Con Gli Stipiti

Fig.1 Kyme, general plan of the settlement (adapted after La Marca 2017):
no. 6-late Hellenistic shrine; no.10-Roman bath.

In the sanctuary on the Northern Hill an Aeolian capital dating to the first
6™ century BC enclosed into a wall of classical period and belonging to the
oldest shrine of Kyme, devoted to Cybele (the Phrygian female divinity whose
worship is testified also by archaic sculptures found in the necropolis) testi-
fies the prosperity of city in the Archaic Age®.

On the Northern Hill the oldest sherds of Orientalizing painted pottery have
been found in 1965 during the survey of Th. Schifer* and the investigations
carried out in 1991 by Italian archaeologists in the foundation trench of the
small archaic temple (to which we could add few archaic ones from the 2010
field season): they supplied some dishes and deinos fragments belonging to

4 Taliano Grasso 2008, 29 ff.
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the Wild Goat Style. The chronology to 6™ century BC of the deinos fragment
is the same as the aiolian capital®.

Orientalizing pottery and striped ware were found in 1953 on the saddle
between the two hills during investigations carried out by E. Akurgal®.

A widespread settlement during the archaic period is attested in different
areas of the “Southern Hill” by materials and boundary walls, the earliest
being a fine polygonal wall on the seaward side’. Archaic grey® ware frag-
ments are plentiful on the surface of the southern hill: Akurgal in the 1950’s
found sherds here going back to the 5t century, further sporadic sherds of
Grey Ware found on the slope of the southern hill testify a variety of shapes?®.
Many years later, U.T. Ucankus mentions sherds dating to 7 and 6™ century,
furthermore black-and red figured painted pottery from the north-western
slope of the Southern Hill, found in 1979 during excavations carried out by
the Izmir archaeological Museum?.

New data about the development of Cyme in the archaic and classical period
have emerged after field researches carried out in the years 1988-1990 on
the slope of the Southern Hill by Massimo Frasca (University of Catania),
who discovered a classical house, dating before the late 5" century BC ".In
2012 and 2015 new excavations on the northern slopes of the Southern Hill
reached the deepest archaeological layers: they revealed, beneath the earli-
est material dating to Geometric period, imported and local pottery of the full
7" and 6" century BC12.

A small trench was excavated in 2004 by the team of University “Federico
II” of Naples beneath the paving level of the Roman Bath on the eastern
slope of Southern Hill (Fig. 2 a, b). During the excavations we found a filling

5 Schifer 1974, 211.

6 Taliano Grasso 2008, 72 ; Parapetti 2017.
7 Akurgal 1956, 12.

8 Akurgal1gs6, 11 ff.; Schafer 1974, 207 ff.
9 Bayne2000,191.

10 Ugankus 1980, 149.

11 Frascai1993; Id. 2017.

12 Camera 2017a Scatozza Horicht 2007b, Fig. 21,b; Di Lorenzo 2017.
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INTONACO

Fig. 2 Kyme, Southern Hill. The trench opened beneath the Roman bath (2004):
a-general view; b-the section.

layer, which yielded, besides many weight of clay, a few sherds of LG pottery
(i.e. a protokotyle with meander-tree and hatched lozenges of North-Ionian
provenances®, and a Corinthian “chevrons” skyphos, Fig. 3a), besides dish

13 Photo 2004,186, US 18-19. Cfr. Akurgal et al. 2002, 66-68; Kerschner 2009a, 79- 93; Id.
2014, 109-110.
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fragments decorated by encircling meander hooks on the flat rim, common
in Aiolian and Ionian land, as well as a north-Ionian drinking cup decorated
with rosettes of dots (Fig. 3b), assigned to the 7" century BC and only some
sherds of Attic black-figured bowls dated to 6™ century BC (Fig. 3c). The
analysis of this context enlarge the presence of an archaic settlement on the
slope of the Southern Hill*.

Fig. 3 Kyme, Southern Hill. The Roman bad, archaic pottery from the archaic layers.

The Researches in the Lower Agora

New data about the late archaic and classical phase of Cyme have also
emerged after field researches carried by the team of University “Federico I1”
in 2005-2006 in the central area of the Hellenistic and Roman city (better
known as Vb area), a few meters east of to the Hellenistic Stoa foundations
The investigations discovered a little late-Hellenistic shrine, very poorly pre-
served: today only the base, consisting of regular and beautiful blocks of
limestone, is visible (Figs. 4,5 a, b).

A small and deep trench has been opened to state the chronology of the
monument (Fig. 6): during the excavation, we found walls and rough paving
mosaics of Hellenistic houses and identified a stratigraphic sequence from
which a large amount of pottery was recovered, dating from Orientalizing
period onwards. The earliest material dates from the full 7" century BC
onwards; until 2005 this phase was not testified in the flat area between
the hills. The deepest layers could be investigated only on a small area

14 Inv.25, US 13, Photo 2004, 715. Cfr. Cook-Dupont 1998, 26-28, Fig. 6.2, last 7t'-
beginning 6 century BC; Akurgal et al. 2002, 63-72; Ersoy 2004, 54, Fig. 12 (600-570 BC)

15 Scatozza Héricht 2007b, 107 ff.
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Fig. sa Kyme, the late Hellenistic shrine, general view.

because of the presence of the monument. The assemblage consists of
grey ware and of local and imported painted pottery produced in main sites
of the western Anatolia, in Aiolis and in nearby Ionian area. Generally it is
possible to observe a prevalence of archaic local pottery, from late 7" until
the first half of the 5" century BC: figured and non-figured ware, striped ware,
coarse ware, trade amphoras imported from nearby Aegean area. Beside the
homogeneous series from the late 7" and the first half of the 6% century BC,
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Fig. 6 Kyme, lower Agora, the excavations in the late Hellenistic shrine: The sections
(after Scatozza 2007).
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the layers yielded an amount of fragments dated through the late 6™ and the
beginning of the 5™ century BC. This assemblage forms a series similar to
those of kymean necropolis south and west of the city explored from the year
2000 onward?® and also to those of the huge tumulus recently uncovered
north of the ancient city during a recent field season (2012) by French
archaeologists involved in the excavationsY. Representative and valuable
figured pottery is lacking, that usually is attested in sanctuaries and graves.

A plenty of old archaic pottery was discovered by the team of University of
Calabria in a near area only few meters south of our trench (2009, 2012): ac-
cording to C. Colelli all the material can easily be dated to the second half of
the 8™ and the beginning of the 7" centur'®. The results of those excavations
in the deepest layers of the area V, beside the researches carried out by the
team of Naples®, allow us to reconstruct easily the long life of this area, near
to the harbor, from the Late Geometric until the first half of the 4™ century BC.

Furthermore, the ceramics found in the trench opened in 2005 in the low
agora provide us with some knowledge of the pottery circulation and also
demonstrates the relations of Kyme with the main Aegean sitesin late archaic
and classical period.

I will describe in the following.

“Aeolian Grey Ware”, “Anatolic Grey Ware”’, “Monochrome Ware”

Grey ware is common in the deepest layers: different shapes can be identified,
they are comprising either fragments with a very thin wash in dark clay, or
the fine monochrome with polished surface.

As stressed by M. Frasca? generally the most amount of grey ware is attested
in Kyme during the Orientalizing period (7" and 6™ century BC), but the lo-
cal production was continuing also in the 5" century with coarser products.

16 Iren 2008; Atila-Korkmaz-Giirman 2015; Sudano 2015; La Marca 2018.
17 Verger-Pace-Olivet 2013.

18 LaMarca 2010; Id. 2012 a; Id. 2012 b; Colelli 2012; Id. 2015, 2017.
19 Scatozza Horicht 2007b.
20 Lagona- Frasca 2009, 290 f.
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According to P. Dupont‘s recent observations?, typological studies, such a
comprehensive monography of Bayne (2000), might well be deluding for
continental Aiolis. A common feature of most “grey ware” is the difficulty
of chronological classification due to the low number of the fragments. The
items which can be dated with greater certainty are those having precise
parallels in Greek ceramics.

A
|
B
% | r e
|
0 1 Scm
L1 1

Fig. 7 Kyme, lower agora. Grey ware.

Beside coarse and grey ware dating likely to an earlier period -a dish with red-
dish and rough clay similar to the Phocaean ones (Fig. 7a)**and a careened and
grooved dish in grey ware, whose form is very common in Cyme, Smyrna and
Elaia (Fig. 7b)*- most of the shapes are dating to the 7t and 6 centuries BC
and are similar to examples from the main sites of northern Anatolian coasts,
including Smyrna, Larisa, Assds, Troy, Lemnos island?*: they are comprising a
crater shape close to Greek types (Fig. 8a)%; a bowl shape with incurving rim,
with a wide distribution® (Fig. 8b); a shape of late-archaic cup, already known

21 Dupont 2015, 104.

22 M 2a, US 22. Cfr. Bayne 2000, 140-154, Figs. 34-37 (“Shapes™), 186 ff., Fig. 52(2),
Phocaea without dating.

23 M16b, US 22. Cfr Bayne 2000,140-154, Figs. 34-37 (“Shapes®). Kyme: Bayne 2000, 190
ff., Fig. 54 nos. 5,9, assigned to 9o0-700 BC; Fig. 54, no. 10; Fig. 56 no. 5; Smyrna: Bayne 2000,
157 ff., Fig. 42 no.10; Elaia: Bayne 2000, 192, Fig. 56 no 5, doubtfully assigned to 700 - 600 BC.

24 Bayne 2000,140-154, Figs. 34-37.

25 SLP1, US 116. Kyme: Bayne 2000, Fig. 55 no 2; Larisa: Boehlau-Schefold 1943, 110, Fig.
35m, 7th century BC.

26 GDM 4. Cfr. Bayne 2000,143, Fig. 35 no 7.
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in Cyme from sporadic finds?; finally a jug type of coarse ware (Fig. 8c)*; at
last, many fragments belonging to shoulder-handled amphoras and to ca-
reened oinochoai with ovoid or pear shaped body and recessed base (Fig. 8d)>.

) i

/'_'-.w

Fig. 8 Kyme, lower Agora. Grey ware.

Aiolian Painted Pottery

Plenty of striped fragments was discovered in the deepest layers, as well as
in the archaic layers of the trench opened in 2005; on the contrary a very few
fragments of Aeolian Orientalizing painted pottery have been found.

Beside few sherds of a deinos painted in the “Aeolian Wild Goat Style” (AWGS
IT)2° with horizontal rim decorated by a running meander hook, very common

27 SLP2,US 116. Kyme: Bayne 2000, 145, Fig. 35 no 10; Larisa: Boehlau-Schefold 1943, 123,
Figs. 48 f.; Troy: Aslan.

28 SLP 6, US 118. Asimilar type is attested in Kyme: Colelli 2012, PL. I.2.

29 Photo 2006, 918-919,US 116:Scatozza Horicht 2007b, Fig. 21. Cfr. Bayne 2000, 150, Fig.
36 n0.13. Assos: Utili 1999, 230- 265, nos. 526-811, Figs. 30-43, second half of the 7t and the
first half of the 6th century BC; Ephaistia: Beschi 2005, 110 (E 1418), PL. XX, second half of
the 6™ century BC; GDM 3, US 116: for similar recessed base cfr. Aslan 2002, 112, Fig. 118,
dated roughly to 625-575 BC.

30 Photo 2012, 4208-4211, US 118: Scatozza Héricht 2012b, Figs. 7, 8. Cfr. Iren 2002, 165-
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in Aiolis (Fig. 9a, b)®, the archaic layers yielded a small and shallow dish with
flat rim /or pithos lid, bearing groups of added white bars (Fig. 9c): the inner
zone bears circling series of dots and running “fish pattern” with a central
dot32. Similar examples in shape and decoration are known from old Smyrna,
dating to mid- 6™ century BC*.

Fig. 9 Kyme, lower Agora. Aeolian painted pottery.

Banded Wares

Stemmed banded dishes (Fig. 11a) have been found in late 7% - first 6%
century levels of the lower Agora**, as well on the lower Acropolis®*® and in
the Necropolis of Cyme3®, beside fragments from the great dishes with an

207; Kerschner 2006,109-126; Dupont 2007, 177-183; Kerschner 2017, 110-113.

31 Photo 2012, 4213, US 116: Utili 1999, 176, Fig. 11 nos. 201, 203, 580-560 BC; Paspalas 2006,
97, Fig. 12, from Old Smyrna.

32 Photos 4194, 4221, 4223, US 116. The “fish” motif appears on Aeolian Orientalizing
pottery assigned to the first half of the 6" century BC: cfr. Iren 2003,127, Fig. 71b. Close
parallels for the form are available among the published material from the Necropolis of
Pitane (Akurgal1983,60, Fig. 116, crater and it’s lid, 570-560 BC) and Larisa (Boehlau -Sche-
fold 1943, 92, PL. 40 no. 10,1, period 1V, 58: 600-580 BC). The rim decoration is reminiscent
of those which appears on the rim of small dishes found at Assos in funerary contexts: Utili
1999, 178, Fig. 12, nos. 213, 216.

33 Paspalas 2006, 95, Fig.4 no. 32.

34 M8, US 24: Scatozza Héricht 2007b, 131 1., PL. I-II. Cfr. Isler 1978, 75 f., PL. XXXII, 1-2
(Samos); Boldrini 1994, 99, PLI, 171 (6oo-550 BC), from Gravisca; Barnés 2000, 130, Fig. 5,
the st series (Massalia); Aslan 2002, 115, no. 150, tav. 18 (600/575-550 BC), from Troy; Iren
2003, 76 f., 182, Pl.20-27, Ts III a, b: 600-550BC.

35 Frasca1993, 55, Fig. 11; Camera 2017, 51, Fig. 16.; Id.2018, 75, PL.12.
36 Iren2008, 625, n0.12, Fig. 9.
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Fig. 10 Kyme, lower Agora. Banded wares.

Fig. 11 Kyme, lower Agora. Grey ware.
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horizontal rim (Fig. 10a, b)*. The assemblage comprises banded bowls (Fig.
11b, )38, lekanides*® (Fig. 11d, e) and lekanai with linear painted decoration
(Fig. 12 a, b)*°.

Fig. 12 Kyme, lower Agora. Banded wares (lekanai).
175
They were popular in the main sites of Ionia (Didyma, Smyrna, Samos) and —

also in Aiolis (Assos) and Troy, and in the Ionian sites of the Black Sea in the
6™ and probably continuing into the 5" century BC. According to Iren, North
Ionia and Aeolis borrowed the shape of the stemmed banded dishes probably

37 Misa, US 22:Voigtlinder 1982,Fig.16 (Miletus); Utili1999, 182 f., Fig. 14 no. 246 (Assds);
Gantés 2000, 117 f., Fig. 2, no.3 (600-550 BC), from Massalia; M 17d, US 22: Utili 1999, 169,
294, Fig. 9, n0 136; Schattner 2000, 54, Fig. 3 (Didyma and Samos).

38 M17a US 22: Barnés 2000, 130, Fig. 5 (Massalia); Lejpunskaia 2010, 141, PL.74, A 131, A
133, from Olbia (“pottery imitating Ionian items); M 17b, US 22: Lejpunskaia 2010, 138, PL.
68, A 85 (525-450 ? BC).

39 M 4b US 18: Bouloumié 1992, 206-209, no. 564 C; Schattner 2000, Fig. 3, PL. 68, A 88
(Didyma); Tubelli 2006, 251,PL. 21 (13), 180, TTA 269 (late 6*-first 5t" century BC), from Kyme
in Southern Italy; Lejpunskaia 2010, 139, PL. 68, A 88 (525-450 BC); M6 US 19: Utili 1999,
29 ff., 186, 301 (262): 590-540 BC; Schattner 2000, Fig. 2, 9t series; Lejpunskaia 2010, 139,
PL. 68 (A 88): 525-450 BC.

40 M 4a, US18: UTILI 1999, 186, Fig. 16 (266,267), 29 ff. (590-580 BC); ASLAN 2002, 115
no. 150, PL. 18 (600/575-550 BC), from Troy; M 16, US 22: Sparkes-Talcott 1970, 197, no 1552,
PL. 69 (450-420 BC).
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from South Ionia as early as the third quarter of the 7" century BC: It seems
that this shape survived over a century through western Anatolia®.

Even if the repertoires of the pottery from the small trench opened in 2005 is
limited, generally it is possible to observe that between the banded wares the
most common shape are the lekanides, apparently produced locally in many
places of Northern Aiolis, as Troy and Assos and of Black Sea as Olbia, dated
fromtheearlytolate 6" century BC depending onthe contexts. In Utili’s opinion,
the lekanides from funerary contexts in Assos dating to 600-580 BC were
realized by an Aeolian-Attic workshop to localize in the ancient Troad.

Trade Amphoras

The late archaic levels yielded also imported wares, comprising few and small
fragments of trade amphoras*% Chian amphoras with white slip on the rim,
assigned to the first half of the 6™ century BC (Fig. 13a, b)*%; amphoras with
band running down the handles of Chian or Klazomenian provenance dating
to the years 530-510 BC (Fig. 14)*; amphoras with cornice-shaped rim (Fig.
15a) typical of Milesian and of “Zeest Samian” types®, dating through the
end of the 6% and the first half of the 5% century?® (the last one well attested
at Klazomenai and nearby Old Smyrna, and widespread through the Euxine,
that chemical analyses revealed of North-Ionian origin); furthermore, frag-
ments of unpainted amphoras with beak-shaped rim (Fig. 15b), probably of
Klazomenian provenance dating to early 6 century BC¥, finally fragments

41 Iren 2008, 619.

42 SLP 5 US 16: Whitebread 1995, 135 ff.; Cook-Dupont 1998, 146 ff., Figs. 23 f.; Sezgin
2012, Figs. 5-6, eth century BC. The type is attested also on the “Southern Hill”: Camera
2017, Fig. 18;1d.2018.

43 SLP5US 116: Whitebread 1995, 135 ff.; Cook-Dupont 1998, 146 ff., Fig. 23 f.; Sezgin 2012,
Figs. 5-6, gth century BC. The type is attested also on the “Southern Hill”: Camera 2017,
Fig.18; Id.2018.

44 Photo 2005, US 116: Dupont 1982, 193-209; Cook-Dupont 1998, 151 ff.; Ersoy 2004, 56, Fig.
15; Sezgin 2004, 169- 183; ID. 2012, Fig. 5 (Chian), Fig. 6 (Klazomenian); Dupont 2012, Fig. 4.

45 Mo, US 24: Voigtldnder1982, 42,19, no. 49, Fig. 7; Dupont 1982,193-209; Tuchelt 1996,
176, Fig. 108 (Ke 24), later.

46 Carlson 2003, 583, f.; Dupont 2010, 39-43; Id. 2012, 253-257.

47 Mo, US 23: cfr. Dupont 1982, 193-209; Dupont-Skarlatidou 2012,253, Fig. 8: later 7*-
early 6" century BC.
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of unpainted amphoras with bulbous neck likely of Chian origin dating to
early 5% (Fig. 15 ¢)*® and fragments of Chian swollen necked amphoras with
ared painted mark assigned to late 5% century BC (Fig. 15 d)“. Generally, the
assemblage confirms the trade relations between Kyme and Ionian land al-
ready testified by the fine pottery described above.

177

Fig. 14 Kyme, lower Agora. Klazomenian amphora.

48 Ms, US 22: cfr. Voigtlander 1982, 117, no. 36, Fig. 6; Dupont 1982, 193-209; Tuchelt 1996,
176, Fig. 109 (K 42), V century BC; Cook-Dupont 1998, 148 ff., Fig. 23.2; Ersoy 2004, 66, Fig.
23(e), Klazomenai, layers of the beginning of the 5% century BC.

49 My, US 22: Lambrino 1938, 100 ff. ;107-113, 115, 127-128, types A1, A2, Figs. 63, 65, 73-74,
76; Grace 1979, Fig. 45.
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Fig. 15 Kyme, lower Agora. Banded wares (lekanai).

Attic Red-Figured, Stamped and Black-Painted Pottery

178

Fig. 16 Kyme, lower agora. Attic red-figured pottery.

Only few sherds of Attic red-figured pottery*° have been found (Fig. 16) to-
gether with stamped black-painted bowls®!. On the contrary, a great plenty
of black painted pottery is testified (Fig. 17a, g): the assemblage comprises
small cups with thickened rim, projecting outwards, dating to the last 5"

50 A red-figured kylix US 23, Photo 2005, 681-685; 2012, 4218-4219, 4289-4290. Cfr. Attic
figured pottery from Phocaea: Tuna Norling 2002 A; Ead. 2002b.

51 Photo 2005, 681-685; 2012, 4291-4292, US 23.
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century BC*, small cups with rim projecting outwards, rounded on top*3,
small cups with incurving rim>* and a kantharos type with moulded rim>®
dated to the first half of the 4% century BC.

LI A N S

Fig. 17 Kyme, lower Agora. Banded wares (lekanai).

Coarse Ware

Together with the black-painted pottery, in the same layers, we found coarse
ware dating from the second half of the 5™ to the second half of the 4" century
BC: a type of angled cooking pot (Fig. 18a)%, two types of lopades, the first
one dated to the second half of the 5t century BC, the second one to the 4%
century BC (Fig. b, c)*, at last a lopadion type dating to the second half of the
4t century BC (Fig. 18d)5.

52 Miyc, US 22: Sparkes-Talcott 1970,128 ff., 291, Fig. 8(779), 430 BC. Similar examples
from Klazomenai and from Kyme’s necropolis, assigned to 404-365 BC: Iren 2008, 619, 625,
nr.9, Fig. 15.

53 M12a, US18: Sparkes-Talcott 1970, 128 ff., 293, Fig. 8(802), ca 380 BC.

54 M3 US 22: Sparkes-Talcott 1970, 131, 295, Fig. 8(826), 400-380 BC.

55 M12b US18: Sparkes-Talcott 1970, 118 ff., 282, Fig. 6 (649), 390-380 BC.

56 M 1, US 18, similar to examples from Didyme dating to 4 century BC: Tuchelt 1996,
215, Fig. 118 (ke 145).

57 M1, US 22, M19 US 20: Sparkes-Talcott 1970, 227, 373, tav. 95 (1963), 375-350 BC, PL. 95
(1964), 350-320 BC.

58 M 2b, US 22: Sparkes-Talcott 1970, 373, Pl. 95(1964), 350-320 BC.
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Fig. 18 Kyme, lower Agora. Coarse ware from the classical and Hellenistic layers.
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Conclusions

The presence of material from late archaic and classical layers coming from
distant areas of the city proves the extension of the settlement in this time.
The analysis carried out on the contexts provide us with some knowledge of
the pottery circulation in the period, but also demonstrates the economic
level of the city. Generally the Aeolian evidence looks the same as that in
the Troad and on the coasts of Black Sea in Northern Aegean. During the 7t
and 6% centuries BC as well as in the earlier period, the kymean evidence of
painted vessels looks the same as that identified in Larisa and Smyrna, im-
ported material seems came from the near North-Ionian areas, whereas the
contexts between the 5™ and 4t century demonstrate the presence of import
from Attica.

Recently M. Kerschner® focused East Greek pottery workshops in the 7 cen-
tury BC and the activity of the producers for export: among the production
centers of decorated and semi-decorated pottery in the Eastern Aegean
during the 7 century BC, Kyme was a production center for export on a mi-
nor scale. Its ceramic products are defined by chemical provenience of the
clay group “G” and his subgroup “g”. The repertoire of the pottery-center
“G/g” is comprising different styles and techniques of painted pottery as well
as grey and banded wares®.

The extensive excavations carried out recently in a sanctuary of the Phlegrean
Cyme on the bay of Naples in the Southern Italy have yielded Orientalizing
pottery of “London Dinos Group”, realized in an Aeolian workshop, most likely
situated at Cyme Aiolis and have provided aninsight into a broader spreading
of kymean Orientalizing pottery together with the Ionian on®.

As stressed by M. Kerschner®?, the distribution of the “London Dinos Group”
reveals widely disseminated export along the coasts of the Mediterranean
and Black Sea, but always involving low numbers of vessels. These pots

59 Kerchner 2017, 100-113, Fig.12.1.
60 Kerschner 2006.
61 Scatozza 2012; Ead. 2015.

62 Mele 2016, 237-239.
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seem to have been gifts or for a xenos or votives at a sanctuary rather then
products in mass circulation, swamping the markets like Theian bird bowls.
The central and western Mediterranean distribution partially coincides with
Phocaean routes as recorded by Herodotus (1. 163): Kyme and Phocaea may
have formed an economic symbiosis of neighboring poleis.

The lack of information we have about the oldest period of Cyme allow only
hypotheses. Only the study of all materials, from the excavations carried

out in the ancient settlement from 1950 onwards -beside chemical analyses-
would be able to provide new data and enlarge the picture, in order to rebuild

and/or confirm the trade route to and from Kyme between the end of the 7t

and 4t century B.C., to better understand the economic dynamics relying on

the role of Kyme in the late archaic and classical periods as a major harbor on

the coast of Asia Minor, as testified from historical sources (Hdt. I, 153; VIII,
130; DIOD. XI, 27, 1)%.

182

63 Mele 2016, 237-239.

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



Bibliography

Akurgal 1955

Akurgal 1956

Akurgal et al. 2002

Aslan 2002

Atila-Korkmaz-Giirman
2015

Barnés 2000

Bayne 2000

Beschi 2005

Birzescu 2013

Boehlau-Schefold
1940-1942

Boldrini 1994

Bouloumier 1992

Camera 2017 a

Akurgal, E. ‘Preliminary report’, in Anatolian Studies 5, 1955,
1-18

Akurgal, E. “Les fouilles de Phocée et les sondages de
Kymé”, Anatolia 1,11-14 Akurgal 1983: Akurgal, E. Eski Izmir
I, Yerlesme Katlari ve Athena Tapinagi, 1956, Ankara.

Akurgal, M., Kerschner, M., Mommsen, H., Niemeier, W.
Topferzentren der Ostigdiis. Archdometrische und archdolo-
gische Untersuchungen zu mykenischen, geometrischen und
archaischen Keramik aus Fundorten in Westkleinasien, 3. Erg.
OJh, Wien, 2002.

Aslan, C. Chabot. “Ilion before Alexander: Protogeometric,
Geometric and Archaic pottery from D9, Studia Troica, 12,
2002, 81-130.

Atila, C, Korkmaz, E., Glirman, B. “Grave types of East Ne-
cropolis in Kyme”, Prof. Dr. Omer Ozyigit’e Armagan, Studies
in Honour of Omer Ozyigit, (edt.) Okan E., Atila C. Studies in
Honour of Omer Ozyigit, (edt.) Okan E., Atila C. 2015, Istan-
bul, 13-27.

Barnés, U.C., “Ceramicas e identidades culturales: algunas
reflexiones sobre la ciudad griega arcaic de Marseilla”, Ce-
ramiques ionies 2000, 125-15.

Bayne, N. The Grey wares of North West Anatolia, in The Mid-
dle and Late Bronze Age and the Early Iron age and their rela-
tion to the early Greek settlements, Asia Minor Studien, Bd 37,
2000, Bonn.

Beschi, L. “Culto e riserva delle acque nel santuario arcaico
di Efestia (Lemno)”, ASAtene 83,1, 2005, 95-219.

Birzescu, I., “Transport amphoras of the Second Half of the
7th-beginning of the 6th century in Histria”, PATABS III,
2013, 201-212.

Boehlau, J., Schefold, J. 1942: Larisa am Hermos. Die Ergeb-
nisse der Ausgrabungen 1902-1934, Band III: Die Kleinfunde,
1940-1942, Berlin.

Boldrini, S. Le ceramiche ioniche, Gravisca 4, 1994, Bari.

Bouloumier, B. Saint Blaise, L’habitat protostorique:
les céramiques grecques, Aix en Provence, 1992.

Camera, M. “Dal protogeometrico all’eta arcaica: nuovi rin-
venimenti ceramici dalla Collina Sud”, Studi su Kyme eolica
VI, Edt: La Marca, A., Universita della Calabria, 2017, 41- 58.

International Symposium on Aliaga and Its Territory-Aiolis Region-Archaeology and Interdisciplinary Researches

183



184

Camera2017b

Camera 2018

Carlson 2003

Colelli 2012

Colelli 2015

Cook-Dupont 1998

Coulié 2009

Cuozzo-D’Agostino-
Del Verme 2006

Danile 2007

Danile 2009

Danile 2011

Camera, M. “Nuovi dati sulle fasi pit antiche di Cuma eoli-
ca”, AsAtene 95,2017, 162-283.

Camera, M. “Nuovi dati e antiche ceramiche da Kyme eoli-
ca: produzioni locali e rotte commerciali fra ’Eta geometri-
caedil VIsec.a.C”, Cronache di archeologia 37,2018, 61-87.

Carlson, D.N. “The classical shipwreck at “Tektas Burnu”,
Turkey”, AJA107, 2003, 581-600.

Les céramiques de la Grece de ’Est et leur diffusion en Occident
(Naples, 6-Juillet 1976), Paris.

Ceramiques Jonies d’epoca arcaica. Centres de produccio i com-
mercialitzacio al Mediterrani Occidental, Actes de la taula ro-
dona celebrada a Empuries, els dies 26 al 28 de majg de 1999,
Monografies Emporitanes 11, (eds.) Cabrera Bonet, P., Santo
Retolaza, M., 2000, Barcelona.

Colelli, C. “Lo scavo nell’angolo della Stoa. Produzioni ce-
ramiche a Kyme eolica fra VIII e VII sec. a.C.” in Scatozza
Horicht, L. A. (eds.), Nuovi studi su Kyme Eolica. Produzioni e
rotte transmarine, Napoli, 2012, 41-69.

Colelli, C. “The Dawn of Cyme”, Prof. Dr. Omer Ozyigit’e Ar-
magan, Studies in Honour of Omer Ozyigit, (eds.) Okan, E.,
Atila, C. 2015, Istanbul, 71-88.

Cook, M., Dupont, P. East Greek Pottery, 1998, London.

Coulié,A.,“SmyrneetlaGrecedel’Est. Lesateliersde poitiers
aux VIIe et Ve siecles av.].C.”, D’Izmir a Smyrne. Découv-
erte d’une cité antique, (eds.) Hasselin Rous I., Lugier, L.
Martinez, J. L., 2009, Paris, 38-39.

Cuozzo, M. A., D’Agostino,B., Del Verme, L., Cuma, Le for-
tificazioni, 2. I materiali dai terrapieni arcaici, 2006, Napoli.

Danile, L. “La Cultura materiale tra la fine dell’Eta del Bron-
zo e gli inizi dell’Eta del Ferro”, Hephaestia 2000-2006: Ri-
cerche e scavi della Scuola Archeologica Italiana di Atene in
collaborazione con il Dipartimento di Archeologia e Storia delle
Arti dell’Universita di Siena, Atti del Seminario, Siena-Cer-
tosa di Pontignano, 28-29 maggio 2007 (Tekmeria 6), (eds.)
Greco, E., Papi, E. Paestum, A., 2007,39-53.

Danile, L. “Lemniam Grey ware”, Pontic Grey Wares, Interna-
tional Conference (Bucarest-Costanza, 30™ September-3™ Octo-
ber 2008), Pontica 42, Suppl. 1, (eds.) Dupont, P, Lungu, V.,
Costanza, 2009, 305-326.

Danile, L. La ceramica grigia di Efestia dagli inizi dell’eta del
Ferro all’eta alto arcaica, 2011, Roma.

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



Di Lorenzo 2017

Docter 2000

Dupont 1982

Dupont 2007

Dupont 2009

Dupont-Lungu 2010

Dupont-Skarlatidou 2012

Dupont-Lungu 2013

Dupont 2015

Empereur- Garlan 1986

Di Lorenzo, C. “Ceramica attica dalla Collina Sud”, Studi su
Kyme eolica VI, (eds.) La Marca, A., Universita della Calabria,
2017,133-146.

Docter, R. F. “East Greek fine wares and transport amphorae
of the 8t-5% Century BC from Carthage and Toscanos”, Ce-
ramiques jonies, 2000, 63-88.

Dupont, P. “Amphores commerciales archaiques de la Gréce
de PEst”, I Focei dall’Anatolia all’Oceano, PP CCIV-CCVII,
1982,193-2089.

Dupont, P. “Le vide Phocéen vu d’Histria et de Bérézan”, Da-
cia 51,2007, 177-183.

Dupont, P. “Les amphores “samiennes” et “protothasi-
ennes” de Zeest. La piste nord-ionienne?”, Synergia Pontica
et Aegeo-Anatolica, 2009, Galati, 3-11.

Dupont, P., Lungu, V. “Erythraea. 1. Les amphores “sami-
ennes” et “protothasiennes” de Zeest: la piste nord-ioni-
enne?; 2. Lesamphores hellénistiques d’ Erythrees”, PATABS
1, Production and trade of Amphorae in the Black sea (Actes de
la table ronde internationale de Batoumi et Trebza, 27-29 avril),
(eds.) Tezgor Inaishuili,K., 2010, Paris, 39-43; 44-53.

Dupont P., Skarlatidou, F. “Archaic Transport Amphoras
from First necropolis of Clazomenian Abdera”, Archaic pot-
tery of the northern Aegean and its periphery (700-480 BC),
Edt: Tiverios, M. et al., 2012, 253-263.

Dupont, P, Lungu, V. “Les fouilles anglo-turques de l’an-
cienne Smyrne (1948-1951): archives de John Cook sur
les amphores de transport. 1: Les imballages; 2. Les tim-
bres amphorique”, PATABS III, Production et commerce
amphorique en Mer Noire (Actes de la Table Ronde international
de Constanta, 6-10 October 2009), Pontica Suppl.2, (eds.) Bu-
zoianu, L., Dupont, P,, Lungu, V. Costanta, 2013, 213-218;
219-249.

Dupont, P. “Ionian cups: towards a Phocean connection ?”,
Prof. Dr. Omer Ozyigit’e Armagan, Studies in Honour of Omer
Ozyigit, (eds.) Okan, E., Atila C. 2015, Istanbul, 103-111.

Empereur, J. Y., Garlan, Y., Recherches sur les amphores
grecques. Actes du colloque international organisé par le Centre
National de la recherche scientifique, Athénes 10-12 Septembre
1984 (BCH Suppl.13), 1986, Athéne-Paris.

International Symposium on Aliaga and Its Territory-Aiolis Region-Archaeology and Interdisciplinary Researches

185



186

Ersoy 2004

Etienne 2010

Frascai1993

Frasca 1998

Frasca 2000

Frasca 2017

Gantés 2000

Gjerstadt 1971-1977

Grace 1979
Hasselin-Lugier-

Martinez 2009

Iren 2002

Iren 2008

Isler1978

Kakhidze-
Khalvashi 2010

Ersoy, Y. “Klazomenai. 900-500 B.C. History and Settle-
ment Evidence”, Klazomenai, Teos and Abdera. Metropoleis
and Colony (Proceedings of the international Symposium, Ab-
dera 20-21 October 2001), 2004, Thessaloniki, 43-76.

Etienne, R. La Méditerranée au septiéme siécle av. J. C., 2010,
Paris.

Frasca, M. “Osservazioni preliminari sulla ceramica pro-
to-arcaica e arcaica di Kyme eolica”, Cronache di Archeologia,
32,1993, Catania, 51-70.

Frasca, M. “Ceramiche greche d’importazione a Kyme eoli-
canell’VIII secolo a. C.”, ’Eubea e la presenza euboica in Cal-
cidica e in Occidente, Atti del convegno internazionale di Napoli
13-16 Novembre 1996, (eds.) Bats, M., D’Agostino, B. Napoli,
1998, 273-279.

Frasca, M. “Ceramiche tardo geometriche a Kyme eolica”,
Akten des symposions Die Agdis und das Westliche Mittelmeer
Beziehungen und Wechselwirkungen 8. bis 5. Jh. v. Chr., Wien
24. bis 27. Mdrz 1999, Wien, 2000, 393-98.

Frasca, M. “Scavi e ricerche sulla Collina Sud di Kyme eol-
ica”, Studi su Kyme eolica VI, (eds.) La Marca, A., Universita
della Calabria, 2017, 75-94.

Gantés, L. F. “Un atelier d’Occident a ’époque archaique:
’exemple de Marseilles”, Ceramiques Jonies, 2000, 111-135.

Gjerstadt, E. Greek Geometric pottery and Archaic pottery
found in Cyprus, Stockholm, Grace 1971: Grace, V. 1971,
“Samian amphoras”, Hesperia 40/41,1977, 52-95.

Grace, V. Amphoras and the ancient Wine trade. Excavations in
the Athenian Agora, Princeton, Rev. (eds.), 1979.

Hasselin Rous, 1., Lugier, L., Martinez, J. L. D’Izmir a Smyrne.
Découverte d’une cite antique, 2009, Paris.

Iren, K. “Die Werkstatt des Londoner Dinos: eine Phokiische

Werkstatt”, Ist Mitt 52, 165-207. Iren K. 2003: Iren, K. Ai-
olische orientalisieende Keramik, 2002, Istanbul.

Iren, K. “The necropolis of Kyme unveiled. Some observa-
tions on the new finds”, Euergetes. Festschrift fiir Prof. Dr. Ha-
luk Abbasoglu zum 65. Geburtstag, 2008, Antalya, 613-637.

Isler, H.P. “Samos. La ceramica arcaica®, Les céramiques de la
Greéce de I’Est, 1978, 71-84.

Kakhidze, A. Khalvashi, M. “Chian amphorae at Pichmari”,
PATABS1, 2010, 35-137.

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



Tezgor-
Inaishvili 2010

Kerschner-
Mommsen 2006

Kerschner-
Mommsen 2009

Kerschner 2014

Kerschner 2015

Kerschner 2017

Lagona 2000

Lagona-Frasca 2009

La Marca 2010

Tezgor, K. Dominique., Inaishvili, N. (eds.), PATABS III,
Production and trade of amphorae in the Black Sea (Actes de la
Table ronde internationale de Batouni et Trebzon, 27-29 Avril
2006), 2010, Paris.

Kerschner, M., Mommsen, H. “On the Provenance of Aeolian
Pottery”, Naukratis: Greek Diversity in Egypt, (eds.) Villing, A.
Schlotzhauer, U. 2006, London, 109-126.

Kerschner, M., Mommsen, H. “Neue archiologische und
archdometrische Forschungen zu den Topfenzentren der
Ostdgdis”, Les production céramiques du Pont Euxin a [’épo-
que grecque, Actes du colloque international (Bucarest, 18-
23 septembre 2004), (eds.) Dupont,P., Lungu, V., 2009,
Roma-Paris, 79-93.

Kerschner, M. “Euboean Imports to the Eastern Aegean and
Eastern Aegean Production of Pottery in the Euboean Style:
New Evidence from Neutron Activation Analyses”, Archae-
ometric analyses of Euboean and Euboean related pottery:
New results and their interpretations,Proceedings of the Round
Table Conference held at the Austrian Archaeological Institute
in Athens, 15 and 16 April 2011, (eds.) Kerschner, M., Lemos,
1.S.2014, Wien, 109-140.

Kerschner, M. “Die Sammlung von Keramikfragmenten aus
Klazomenai und Berezan”, Keramikfragmente aus Klazomenai
und Berezan, Ein lehrreicher Uberblick. Georg Loeschcke und das
Akademische Kunstmuseum. Ausstellung im Akademischen
Kunstmuseum Bonn zum 100. Todestag Georg Loeschckes
26.11.2015 bis 14.2.2016, (eds.) Schrader, G., Bonn, E. 2015,
62-63.

Kerschner, M. “East Greek pottery workshops in the
SeventhcenturyB.B.:tracingregionalstyles”, Interpretingthe
Seventh Century B.C. Tradition and Innovation, (eds.)
Charalambidou, X., Morgan, K. 2017, Oxford, 100-113.

Lagona,S. “Kyme eolica”, Die Agdiis und das westliche Mittel-
meer, Akten des Symposions (Wien, 24 bis zu 27 Mirz 1999),
2000, Wien, 235-237.

Lagona, S., Frasca, M. “La ceramica grigia a Kyme e in
Eolide”, Pontic Grey Wares, International Conference Bucar-
est-Costanza, 30 Semptember-3* October 2008, Pontica 42,
SUPPL. 1, (eds.) Dupont, P, Lungu, V. 2009, Costanza, 285-
304.

La Marca, A. “Kyme 2008 Yili Kazi Calismalan”, KST, 31. 4.,
2010, Ankara, 397-416.

International Symposium on Aliaga and Its Territory-Aiolis Region-Archaeology and Interdisciplinary Researches

187



188

La Marca 2012a

La Marca 2012b

La Marca 2014

La Marca 2017

La Marca 2018

Lambrino 1938

Lawall 2010

Lawall 2017

Lejpunskaia 2010

Mele 2016

Naso-Oniz
2005-2016

6zgiinel 1978

Ozkan 1999

La Marca, A. “Kyme 2010: Sehir ve Yayilim Alani. Yeni
topografik veriler”, 27. Arkeometri Sonuglari Toplantisi
(Malatya 23-27 Mayis 2011), 2012, Ankara, 191-208.

La Marca, A. “Nuove prospettive d’indagine e possibili svi-
luppi di ricerca e di scavo a Kyme”, (eds.) Scatozza Héricht
2012a, Napoli, 11-18.

La Marca, A. “Eski ve Yeni Gorunumuyle Aiolis Kymesi
Arkeolojik Siti”, KST 36, 3, 2014, 133-134.

La Marca, A. Studi su Kyme eolica VI, Ricerche 10, Universita
della Calabria, 2017.

La Marca, A. “Kymesi Nekropolisleri”, Epiphaneia, Prof. Dr.
N. Sahin’e Arnagan Kitabi, A Festschrift for Prof. Dr. N. Sahin,
Bornova-Izmir, 2018, 231-244.

Lambrino, M. Les vases archaique d’Istria, 1938, Bucuresti.

Lawall, M. “Transport Amphoras”, The lower city of Olbia
(sector NGS) in the 6™ century B.C. to the 4" century A. D.,
(eds.) Guldager Bilde, N. A., Munk Hgijte, J. et al., 2010, Aar-
hus, 354-405.

Lawall, M. “Regional styles of transport amphora. Pro-
duction in the archaic Aegean”, Material koinai in the Greek
early Iron Age and archaic period. Acta of an a international
conference at the Danish Institute at Athens (30 january-1 feb-
ruary 2015), 2017, Aarhus, 289-311.

Lejpunskaia, N.A. “A late archaic painted tableware”, The
lower city of Olbia (sector NGS) in the 6% century B.C. to the
4th century A.D., (eds.) Guldager Bilde, N. A., Munk Hgijte, J.
etal., 2010, Aarhus, 121-141.

Mele, A. “Cuma eolica: ascesa e declino di un’oligarchia”,
Archippe. Studi in onore di Sebastiana Lagona, Monografie
della Scuola di Specializzazione in Beni Archeologici, 2, (eds.)
Frasca, M., Tempio, A., Tortorici, E. 2016, Catania, 229-246.

Naso, A. “Anfore commeriali arcaiche a Mileto: rapporto
preliminare”, AA 2005, 73-85. Oniz 2016: Oniz, H. Ampho-
rae in the eastern Mediterranean, Oxford 2016.

Ozgiinel, C. “Spitgeometrische Keramik in Bayrakli
(Alt-Smyrna)”, Les Céramiques de la Grece de ’Est et leur
diffusion en Occident, Centre Jean Berard. Institut Frangais de
Naples (6-9 Juillet 1976), 1978, Napoli, 16-26.

Ozkan, T. Izmir Arkeologji Miizesi Katalogu, 1999, Izmir

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



Ozyigit 2007

Pace 2016

Parapetti 2017

Paspalas 2006

Paspalas 2017

Posamentir 2002

Posamentir-Arslan-
Birzescu 2009

Scatozza Horicht 2007 a

Scatozza Horicht 2007 b

Scatozza Horicht 2012 a

Scatozza Horicht 2012 b

Ozyigit, O. “Die Jiingsten Ausgrabungen in Phokaia”, Kyme
e I’Eolide. Da Augusto a Costantino, Atti dell’Incontro Interna-
zionale di Studio, Castel dell’Ovo 12-13 dicembre 2006, (eds.)
Scatozza Horicht, L.Napoli, 2007, 21-44.

Pace, R. “Kyme eolica in eta classica e ellenistica. Uno
sguardo attraverso le necropoli”, L’Eolide dans "ombre de
Pergame, Topoi, Suppl. 14, (eds.) Savalli Lestrade, I. 2016,
171-197.

Parapetti, L. “Un nuovo capitello a volute verticali da Kyme
eolica”, StudisuKymeeolica VI, (eds.) LaMarca, A., Universita
della Calabria,121-131.

Paspalas, S. “The non-figured Wares from Anglo-Turkish Ex-
cavations at Old Smyrna. Points of Contact with Naukratis”,
Naukratis: Greek Diversity in Egypt, (eds.) Villing, A.,
Schlotzhauer, U. Oxford, 2006, 93-104.

Paspalas, S. “Old Smyrna: a window onto the seventh
century painted wares from anglo-turkish excavations
(1948-1951)”, Interpreting the Seventh Century B.C. Tradition
and Innovation, (eds.) Charalambidou, X., Morgan, K., 2017,
Oxford, 114-122.

Posamentir, R. “Funde aus Milet, 12. Beobachtungen
zu archaischen Deckeln, Tierfries und Graue Ware”, AA,
No. 1, 2002, 9-26.

Posamentir, R., Arslan, N., Birzescu, I., “Zur Herkunftbestim-
mung archaisch-ionischer Keramik, 3. Funde aus den Helles-
pondstitten, Histria und Olbia” IstMitt 59, 2009, 35-49.

Kyme e I’Eolide, da Augusto a Costantino, Atti dell’incontro
Convegno internazionale di studio, Missione archeologica
italiana (Napoli, 12-13 dicembre 2005), (eds.) Scatozza
Horicht, L.A., 2007, Napoli.

Scatozza Horicht, L. A. “Nuovi dati per lo studio della citta
di Kyme in eta ellenistico-romana. Le ricerche dell’Univer-
sita Federico II di Napoli”, (eds.) Scatozza Horicht, L. A.
2007, 103-134.

Nuovi studi su Kyme Eolica. Produzioni e rotte transmarine,
(eds.) Scatozza Horicht, L. A ., 2012, Napoli.

Scatozza Horicht, L. A., “Ceramica eolica del Wild Goat
Style a Cuma Flegrea®, Nuovi studi su Kyme Eolica. Produzioni
e rotte transmarine, (eds.) Scatozza Horicht, L. A., 2012,
Napoli, 19-39.

International Symposium on Aliaga and Its Territory-Aiolis Region-Archaeology and Interdisciplinary Researches

189



190

Scatozza Horicht 2015

Scatozza Horicht 2017

Schifer 1974

Schattner 1996

Schattner 2000

Schlotzhauer-
Weber- Mommsen
2012

Sezgin 2004

Sezgin 2012

Sparkes-Talcott 1970

Sudano 2015

Taliano Grasso 2008

Tubelli 2006

Scatozza Horicht, L. A. “Bemalte nordionische und aiolische
Keramik aus Pithekoussai und Kyme in Siiditalien”, Prof. Dr.
Omer Ozyigit’e Armagan (Studies in Honour of Omer Ozyigit),
(eds.) Okan, E., Atila, C., Istanbul, EgeYayinlari, 2015, 373-
384.

Scatozza Horicht, L. A. “Cuma eolica e il lontano Occidente:
nota in margine alla circolazione della ceramica arcaica”,
(eds.) Cicala, L., Ferrara, B. Kython-Lydios, Studi di storia e
archeologia con G. Greco, 2017, Napoli, 331-343.

Schéfer, J. “Zur Topographie von Kyme”, Anatolian collec-
tion of Charles University [Kyme 1] (eds.) Bouzek, J., 1974,
Praha, 207-214.

Schattner, T. G. “Die Fundkeramik”, Didyma III, 1, Ein
Kultbezirk an der Heiligen Strafle von Milet nach Didyma, J. ,
Tuchelt, K. 1996, Mainz, 163-216.

Schattner, T. G. “Ceramicas Jonies de Didyma y de Samos:
algunas aspectos tecnicos y metodologicos”, Ceramiques
jonies, 2000, 47-55.

Schlotzhauer, U., Weber, S., Mommsen, H., “Griechische
Keramik des 7. Und 6. Jhs v. Chr. Aus Naukratis und Anderen
Orten in Agypten”, Archéologische Studien zu Naukratis, 3,
Worms, 2012.

Sezgin, Y. “Clazomenian Transport Amphorae of the
Seventh and the Sixth centuries”, Klazomenai, Teos and
Abdera, Metropolis and Colony (Proceedings of the International
Symposium, Abdera 20-21 October 2001), 2004, Thessaloniki,
169-183.

Sezgin,Y. “Arkaik Donem Dogu Yunan Ticari Amphoralari”,
Tsmail]-'azliogjlu Ani Kitabi, 2012, Edirne, 201-212.

Sparkes, B. A., Talcott, L., Black and plain pottery of the 6%, 5%
and 4™ Centuries BC (The Athenian Agora XI1), 1970, Princeton.

Sudano, F. “Kyme of Aeolis. Excavations in the Necrop-
olis (2007-2008). Preliminary Data”, 15th Symposium of
the Mediterranean Archaeology (SOMA), Catania, 3-5 marzo
2011, BAR International Series, 2015, Oxford, 431-433.

Taliano Grasso, A. Il santuario della kourotrophos a Kyme eo-
lica. Rende, 2018.

Tubelli, A. “Ceramica di tipo greco-orientale”, Cuma. Mate-
riali dai terrapieni arcaici, (eds.) Cuozzo, D’Agostino. Del Ver-
me, 51-53,173-175.

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



Tuchelt-Schneider-
Schattner 1996

Tuna Norling 2002 a

Tuna Norling 2002 b

Ugankus 1980

Utili1999

Utili 2006

Verger-Pace-
Olivet 2013

Villing-Schlotzhauer
2006
Voigtlinder 1982

Whitebread 1995

Zeest 1960

Tuchelt, K., Schneider, T., Schattner T. G. “Ein Kultbezirk an
der Heiligen Strasse von Milet nach Didyma”, Didyma I11, 1,
Ergebnisse der Ausgrabungen seit dem Jahr 1962, 1996, Mainz.

Tuna Norling, Y. “Attische Keramik aus Phokaia (Eski Foga)”,
AA,2002,161- 231.

Tuna Norling, Y. “Attisch-schwarzfigurige Keramik aus Alt
Smyrna (Bayrakli), Addenda”, Studien zum antiken Kleinasien,
5, 2002, Roma, 1-24.

Ucankus, U. T. “Kyme Kurtarma Kazis1 1979, KST 2., 1980
139-149.

Utili, F. “Die archaische Nekropole von Assés”, Asia Minor
Studien, 31, Bonn, 1999.

Utili, F. “Archaische ostgriechische Amphoren und Kannen”,
Ausgrabungen in Assos 1993, (Asia Minor studien Band 57),
(eds.) Stupperich, R. 2006, Bonn, 49-60.

Verger, S., Pace, R., Olivet, V. “La fouille de Kelebektepe, un
grand tumulus tardo-archaique dans la nécropole Nord de
Kyme d’Eolide”, Anatolia antiqua XXI, 2013, 45-259.

Villing, A., Schlotzhauer, U. Naukratis, Greek diversity in Ae-
gypt, 2006, London.

Voigtlander, W. “Funde aus der Insula westlich des Bouleu-
terion im Milet”, IstMitt 32,1982, 117-120.

Whitebread, I. K. Greek trasnsport amphorae: a petrological
and archaeological study, 1995, London.

Zeest, 1. B. Ceramigeskaia tara Bospora (MIA 83), 1960,
Moskva.

International Symposium on Aliaga and Its Territory-Aiolis Region-Archaeology and Interdisciplinary Researches

191



ALIAGA VE CEVRES{
AioOLis BOLGESi

ULUSLARARASI
ARKEOLO]JI VE
J] DIiSiPLINLERARASI
ARASTIRMALAR

T SEMPOZYUMU

SEMPOZYUM BILDIRILERI
Symposium Proceedings




| stefania MANCUSO" ALIAGA AND
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The Theater of Kyme: Architectural,
Cronological and Decorative
Problematic: Same Considerations

The great diffusion of theaters in Asia Minor, which
started in the Hellenistic period and intensified during
the Roman era, registers the presence of more than a100
buildings of theatres?, 4 alone of which are present in
Eolide. Although known since the beginning of the twen-
tieth century, the systematic investigations carried out in
recent years are leading to an understanding of theater,
through an ever-better defined architectural, typological
and chronological with a diachronic analysis of its struc-
ture that, like all ancient monuments, the monument is
interpreted as dynamic (Fig. 1).

The study of Kyme theater is part of a renewed interest
about theatrical architecture in Turkey that need to set up
a systematic study without failing to recognize the prob-
lems linked with this type of building due to the diversity
involved?.

1 Prof. Stefania Mancuso, University of Calabria, Department of
Humanities. Rende, Italy.

2 DeBernardiFerrero 1966-1974; Isler 1994: 347-534; finally Yilmaz
2009.

3 Historically, the studies of these buildings have been analyses
in the form of historical-architectural surveys and censuses which
highlight the issues relating to this particular type of building, as
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Fig. 1 Kyme theater.

Kyme’stheater, probably one of theoldestin Turkey,islocatedinthe northern
part of the city® on the southwestern side of the northern hill®, the discovery

well as their diversity “it would be futile to expect to identify the common features of a

given chronological period, which is moreover difficult to establish”, Gros 2001, 334.

This is also justified by the role played by Asia Mainor in Roman antiquity in terms of
assimilation / dissemination / rejection of the criteria and western ways which did not

enter into the customs of building cities in Asia Minor, or which, as in some theaters built

in Roman times, follow a typically Greek way of creating the structure , and here I am

referring to the possibility of exploiting the natural slope of the hill for the construction

of the cavea, even and in spite of any preordained urban organization of the space (see

Hierapolis), just as the presence of orchestra pits exceeding the semicircle is not exclusive

evidence of Hellenistic systems.

If, therefore, an attempt to classify all the theatres appears to be difficult, it seems far
more profitable to review structures within the vicissitudes of urban centers from which

they have emanated, in which these theatrical structures take on specific meaning and

value and furthermore the individual adjustments and the re-organisation of these struc-
tures, in response to a more general change of taste for theatrical events are closely linked

to the political and cultural developments of a given city, Mancuso 2012, 87-91.

4 Mancuso 2012, 63-69.
5 Forarecent review of the known documentation La Marca 2017, 1-40.

6 Taliano Grasso 2008.
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Fig. 2 Planimetry of the Kyme site by Kyme II.

of its location is due to Salac and Nepomucky in 1925, and following field
trips they identified the location of the theatre without having the chance to
investigate it’.

Knoblauch and Schafer (Fig. 2) later conjectured that the presence of
seven semi-circular walls served as a support for the steps, divided into
twenty wedges. This hypotheses appeared to be mistaken in Ondrejov’s esti-
mation, which dealt with the issue of the theatre, as part of the results of the
Czechoslovak expedition of 19808.

The research of the Italian Archaeological Mission has set out its investiga-
tions in different points to get to know the area of the orchestra pit, the cavea
and the stage with the aim of understanding the monument both chronologi-
cally and architecturally®.

The study of the theater was resumed in 2006 and the investigation has fo-
cused on the building of the stage and the orchestra pit which are usually
the parts of the theater which are more subject to the fashions of the times,

7 Sala¢192s, 478.
8 Ondfejova 1980, 110.

9 For the results obtained up to 2004 v. Lagona 1993, 26; Lagona 1999, 14-15; Lagona
2004, pp.6-8; Lagona 2005, 26-27 and finally Mancuso 2012, 30-38.
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and therefore those that record major changes. Although it is possible to
hypothesize a phase of Hellenistic foundation'®, now two roman phases are
visible in areas currently under investigation.

The first phase corresponds with a semicircular orchestra pit exceeding
slightly and delimited by a channel of euripo beyond which the cavea was to
be developed (Fig. 3).

This phase corresponded to a stage building with a regular plan 20.40 me-
ters long and 6.45 meters wide of which the foundation remains, built with 3
beds of andesite blocks linked with dovetailing joints. The stage building was
preceded by a stage 4.35 m. wide, with the wall of the “pulpitum” in marble,
made monumental with 12 columns between two pillars with a square base,
of which there is a trace in the layout excavated in the stylobate.

A large paved area supporting the stage building was developed behind it,
but it was somehow connected as shown by the shared gutter.

Fig. 3 Stage building.

10 Mancuso 2012, 64-69.

1 Part of the text presented below is found in Mancuso 2015, 391-398. See also Bejor
2008, 95-114.
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In the second phase, a transformation of the theater is witnessed, not
unusual for ancient theaters and attested in Asia Minor, for example, in
Myra, Hierapolis, Miletus, Ephesus and Side. The orchestra pit, expanded
at the expense of three rows of steps of the auditorium, is transformed into
an arena which could also be Colimbetra filled with water for water games,
very widespread from the fourth century onwards and strongly criticized by
Giovanni Crisostomo*2.

The expansion of the orchestra pit was paved with stone blocks placed radi-
ally, in which there were alternating square blocks with a central hole which

was used to fit an additional protective wooden fence that ran in front of the

balteus (Fig. 4).

The space for the performances is defined by the balteus which creates a
higher separation for the spectators and above which would probably be a
defence barrier, mobile, as evidenced by holes in the first row of blocks above
the same. Walls made of blocks, in a curved progression, closed the parodoi
and were joined to the sides of the Analemma pulpitum.

Fig. 4 Balteus

12 Crisostomo, 59, 7.
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The balteus was waterproofed with hydraulic cement®* and then covered
with slabs of marble as evidenced by the mounting holes for the nails (Fig. 5).

KYME ‘09
TEATRO

us o228

15 09 2009

Fig. 5 Hydraulic cement and slabs of marble.

The pulpitum was also waterproofed, by dismantling and moving the
columns forward. The door, which was at the center was made smaller and
the two central columns were moved to the sides. The iposcenio was filled and
later taken up by a series of tanks. In this rearrangement two blocks of Doric
frieze were reused, perhaps they pertained to the previous stage building.

The orchestra pit floor was covered with marble slabs in a pavement that
supports the new pulpitum and reuses tiles with Greek inscriptions'“.

When the building was no longer used for performances, a terraced platform
was built overlooking the paving of the west parodos, this could be due to the
reorganization of the area for defence purposes.

Later, the orchestra pit area was occupied by several small craft facilities which
were involved in lime production, some of which are still plainly visible (Fig. 6)%.

13 See Miriello et Alii 2015 and also Miriello et Alii 2017, 311-323.
14 See Manganaro 2004, 49-54 and Virgilio 2017, 147-168.

15 Mancuso 2012, 57-61.
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Fig. 6 Small craft in the Orchestra.

If possible, hypothesize in general the organization of the space of the thea-
ter structure and its transformation?®, it is difficult to determine the decora-
tive apparatus employed for the scaenae frons throughout the various stages
the building was in use, and the overall organization of the cavea.

However, in the course of the investigation blocks of stone used for seating,
and architectural elements that by their typology, shape and material ap-
pear to belong to the steps leading to the cavea (Fig. 7) were recovered from
the raised area located in the central part of the arena, all of which may, as
research goes on, in some way contribute to a greater understanding of its
overall design and purpose?.

16 Notwithstanding that the theatre of Kyme is not as well-preserved as, for example,
Ephesus, Side, Hierapolis, Pergamon, or Assos, recently a fresh look has been given at
the archaeological problems of the monument, also in view of the redevelopment of
the theatre, and the site in all its complexity. A first attempt at visual communication of
the different phases of the structure and of the surrounding territory was presented on
March 3, 201 in the 15%" Symposium of Mediterranean Archeology University of Catania.
See Mancuso 2015, 391-398. Today, the historical-architectural problem of the theatres is
closely related to that of their valorisation and reutilisation see Ahunbay, Izmirligil 2006
and Masino, Mighetto, Sobra, 2012.

17 Mancuso 2012, 102-103.
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Fig. 7 Blocks of stone used for seating

The excavations carried out in the area of the theatre until 200418 yielded
eight fragments of architrave frieze in limestone, found at different times in
various sites within the theatre area, and at secondary locations.

The eight blocks all belong to the same type of frieze. In the various fragments
that were found, the decorative syntax appears to be the same: an underlying
part defined by three horizontal lines, as has been widely documented
in architrave friezes, and an upper part, defined by a frame with double
moulding. The latter shows a garland frieze festooned with flower and fruit
motifs between theatrical masks, and a rosette /patera filled in the convex-
part of the festoon*® (Figs. 8 - 9).

Although this type of frieze is more widely used in funerary structures, there
is ample evidence for its use in public buildings, in fact, at the end of the 3™

18 Mancuso 2012, 101.

19 For afirst catalog, see Mancuso 2012, 101-127.
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century BC garlands cease to be employed purely for religious monuments
and start being used for civic monuments®.

Fig. 9 Frieze blocks.

One basic semantic level links the motif of the garland to those which,
during religious rituals, were hung on the walls or on the portico of the temple,
and to the symbols of sacrifice, that is to say, the motif was a representation, 201
in stone, of the ritual, or better: of the symbols, of the practical or principal
objects of the ritual as it unfolded in reality. A second semantic level, on the

other hand, refers to the due recognition of athletes, winners, etc.

The type is reminiscent of the garland friezes that were common in the Greek
cities of Asia Minor and that, from the end of the first century onwards,
had as its center of production and distribution the city of Aphrodisias?.
Examples dating back to the Hellenistic Period can be found at Magnesia on
the Maeander?? and in the School of Pergamon?®, where garland reliefs are
confirmed for the 3 century BC.

20 Turcan1971; Honroth 1971; Chaisemartin 2001, 147-158.
21 Squarciapino 1947; Jacopi, Crema 1939, 164-167.

22 Von Gerkan 1929; Ozgan 1982, 196-209.

23 Von Gerkan 1972, 49-63.
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In the case of the blocks of Kyme, the reference to the theatre, to the
nexus between the theatre and Dionysus, to ritual, but also the recognition
of a victory in the agones is richly expressed in the subjects and motifs repre-
sented. This could lead to an attribution of the decoration of the scaenae, or
“Scene”-Building, which, hypothetically, may have had at least one level that
would have corresponded to the Ionic order columns. However, conclusive
evidence for this hypothesis is still missing, especially as this type of frieze
could also originate from another building like, for example, the stoa behind
the theater building*.

If it is not easy to determine to which monument the blocks of the frieze be-
longed, an iconographic and stylistic analysis seems to be able to identify a
possible comparison with the frieze of the marble lintel of the parodos of the
theater of Pergamon found in 1883%.

The dating of the Pergamon frieze fluctuates between the second and first
century. B.C.%

Here we provide only some elements of comparison with the fragments re-
covered at Kyme that is the general decorative syntax and garlands with gar-
lands supported by masks of different types alternate.

The Kyme blocks, still under study?, require a thorough analysis both to
understand if the 8 fragments found belong to the same architrave, which
seems at first sight improbable, both for a timely stylistic and chronological
framing.

Their proximity to the school of Pergamon, however, seems quite evident.

24 For an excavation next to the theater area which also includes the Stoa area see Ca-
puzzo 2009, 49-62.

25 Bohn 1896 13; Dorpfeld 1912, 271-273. ,

26 See Mathys 2014, 156-157 and here precedent bibliografy and especially 157, 988 for
comparison with theater of Letoon e the frieze of Kos

27 The specific study of the blocks is being published in Kyme VII.

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



Bibliography

Ahunbay-izmirligil
2006

Bejor 2008

Bohn 1896

Capuzzo 2009

De Bernardi Ferrero
1966-1974

Dérpfeld 1912
Knoblauch 1974
Isler 1994

Yilmaz 2009

Gros 2001

von Gerkan 1929
von Gerkan 1972
Jacopi, Crema 1939

Lagona 1993

Lagona 1999

Lagona 2004

Lagona 2005

Ahunbay, Z. Izmirligil, U. Management and Preservation of
Archaeological Sites, Side, 2006.

Bejor, G. “Le trasformazioni della citta antica. Dalle cam-
pagne di scavo della cattedra di Archeologia e storia dell’ar-
te greca dell’universita degli studi di Milano nel 2006”,
Acme, 102, 2008, 95-114.

Bohn, R. “Die Theater-Terrasse”, AvP4, 1896, Berlin.

Capuzzo, D. “Kyme Eolica: campagna di scavo 2008” Lanx.
Rivista della scuola di specializzazione dell’Universita di Mi-
lano, 3, 2009, 49-62.

De Bernardi Ferrero, D. Teatri classici in Asia Minore, Voll. I-IV,
1966-1974, Roma.

Dorpfeld, W. “DieArbeiten zu Pergamon 1910-1911. Die Bau-
werke”, AM 37,1992, 233-276.

Knoblauch, P. “Eine neue topographische Aufnahme des
Stadtgebietes von Kyme in der Aolis”, AA, 1974, pp. 285-291.

Isler,P.,,H. “Turchiain Ciancio” Rossetto P., Pisani Sartorio G.
(eds.) Teatri greci e romani. Alle origini del linguaggio rappre-
sentato, III, 1994, Rome.

Yilmaz, Y. Anadolu Antik Tiyatrolar, 2009, Istanbul.

Gros, P., Larchitettura romana. Dagli inizi del III secolo a.C.
alla fine dell’Alto Impero. I monumenti, 2001, Milano.

von Gerkan A. Der Altar des Artemis-Tempels in Magnesia am
Mdander, 1929, Berlin.

von Gerkan A. Die skene des Theaters von Pergamon, in Aa.Vv.,
Pergamon Gesammelte Aufsitze, 1972, pp. 49-63, Berlin.

Jacopi G., Crema L. “Gli scavi della Missione Archeologica
italiana ad Afrodisiade nel 1937”, in Monal, 1939, 38.

Lagona, S. “Kyme eolica: fonti, storia, topografia”, Cronache
di Archeologia, 23,1993, 19-33.

Lagona, S. “Le ricerche a Kyme eolica”, 1999, Aitna, 3, 7-19.

Lagona, S. “Kyme alla luce delle nuove scoperte” in Lagona,
S. (eds.), Studi su Kyme Eolica II, 3-16, Catania.

Lagona, S. Kyme d’Eolide. La prima citta degli Eoli sulla costa
anatolica, 2005, Catania.

International Symposium on Aliaga and Its Territory-Aiolis Region-Archaeology and Interdisciplinary Researches

203



204

La Marca 2017

Mathys 2014

Mancuso 2013

Mancuso 2015

Manganaro 2004

Masino-Mighetto-
Sobra 2013

Miriello-Antonelli-
Apollaro-Bloise-Bruno-
Catalano-Columbu-Crisci-
De Luca-Lezzerini-

La Marca- Mancuso 2015

Miriello-De Luca-Bloise-
Apollaro-La Marca-Crisci-
Gli 2017

Moretti 1992

Ondiejova 1980

6zgan 1982
Salaé, 1925

Schifer 1974

Squarciapino 1947

La Marca, A. “Kyme d’Eolide: dal paesaggio antico a quello
moderno” in La Marca A. (eds.), Studi su Kyme Eolica VI. Aiolis
Kyme’si Calismalari VI, 2017, 1-40, Universita della Calabria.

Mathys, M. Architekturstiftungen und Ehrenstatuen. Untersu-
chungen zur visuellen reprdsentation der berschicht im spdthell-
enistischen und kaiserzeitlichen Pergamon, 2014, PF 16, XLVI.

Mancuso, S. Studi su Kyme Eolica V. Il teatro: attivita delle
campagne di scavo 2006-2011. Aiolis Kyme’si Calismalari V. Ti-
yatro’da 2006-2011 Kazi Donemi Calismalari, 2013.

Mancuso, S. “Ancient monuments between research and
development: the theatre of Kyme (Turkey)”, in Oniz H., Mi-
litello P. (eds.) XV Symposium on Mediterranean Archaeology,
BAR International series 2691 (I), 2015, 391-398.

Manganaro, G. “Nuove iscrizioni greche di Kyme: tra il di-
nasta Philetairos e un imperatore romano damnatus (Cara-
calla?) in Lagona®, S. (eds.) Studi su Kyme Eolica II, 49-54.

Masino, F., Mighetto, P., Sobra, G. Restoration, and
Management of Ancient Theaters in Turkey, 2013, Galatina.

Miriello, D., Antonelli, F., Apollaro, C., Bloise, A., Bruno, N.,
Catalano, M., Columbu, S., Crisci, G. M., De Luca, R, Lezze-
rini, M., La Marca, A., Mancuso, S. “A petro-chemical study
of ancient mortars from the archaeological site of Kyme
(Turkey)”, in Periodico di Mineralogia, 84, 3A (Special Issue),
2015, 497-517.

Miriello, D., A., De Luca, R., Bloise, A., Apollaro, C., La Mar-
ca, A., Crisci, G. M., Gli. “Studi archeometrici sulle malte e
gli intonaci nel sito archeologico di Kyme eolica”, in La Mar-
caA. ed., Studi su Kyme Eolica VI. Aiolis Kyme’si Calismalari VI,
2017, 311-323, Universita della Calabria.

Moretti, J., C. “L’architecture des théatres en Asie Mineure
(1980-1989)”, Topoi, 2,1992, 9-32.

Ondrejova, 1., “The theatre”, in Bouzek, J. Kostomitsopou-
los, P. et al. (eds.) Kyme II., The results of the czechoslovak
expedition, Universita Karlova, 1980, Praga.

Ozgan, R. “Zur Datierung des artemisaltars in Magnesia am
Maeander”, MDAI, 32,1982, pp. 196-209.

Sala¢, A. “Chronique des fouilles”, Bulletin de correspondance
hellénique, 49,1925, 460-485.

Schéfer, J. “Zur topographie von Kyme” in Bouzek, J. (eds.)
Kyme I. Anatolian Collection, of Charles University, Universi-
ta Karlova, 1974, Praga.

Squarciapino M. La scuola di Afrodisia, 1947, Roma.

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



Taliano Grasso 2008 Taliano Grasso, A. “Il santuario della Kourotrophos a Kyme
eolica”, 2008, Rossano.

Turcan 1971 Turcan R., “Les guirlandes dans PAntiquité classique”, JAC,
14,1971, pp. 1971, 92-139.
Virgilio 2017 Virgilio, B., “La lettera diFiletero a Kyme eolicaeidecretidel-

la citta relativi a una fornitura di armamenti per la phylake”
in La Marca A. (eds.) Studi su Kyme Eolica VI. Aiolis Kyme’si
Calismalan VI, 2017, 147-168, Universita della Calabria.

205

International Symposium on Aliaga and Its Territory-Aiolis Region-Archaeology and Interdisciplinary Researches



ALIAGA VE CEVRES{
AioOLis BOLGESi

ULUSLARARASI
ARKEOLO]JI VE
J] DIiSiPLINLERARASI
ARASTIRMALAR

T SEMPOZYUMU

SEMPOZYUM BILDIRILERI
Symposium Proceedings




Benedetto CARROCCIO® ALIAGA AND
ITS TERRITORY

Coins from Aiolian Kyme:
A Provisional Synthesis

The methods of stratigraphic archaeological excavation,

which have been theorized and refined over recent years?,

going beyond the original purpose of simply recovering

objects and ancient architectural structures, has been

oriented towards achieving a deeper and more compre-

hensive knowledge and reconstruction of the topographi- 207
cal, landscape, anthropic, historical and cultural contexts
of the areas explored.

Since excavation involves destroying the strata encoun-
tered, the precise recording of the findings and their con-
texts is essential if we are to achieve an accurate recon-
struction. This is an operation of greater complexity and

1 Prof. Benedetto Carroccio, Universitadella Calabria, Dipartimento
di Studi Umanistici, 87036 Arcavacata di Rende cs Italy, and MAIKE.
This paper expresses the results of a research project carried out
with funds from the Rectorate and the Department of Humanities
(ex 60% funds) of the University of Calabria, and FABR funds from
the Italian Ministry of Education, Universities and Research. I
would like to thank A. La Marca and the various authorities of the
Turkish Republic who, in a spirit of great friendship, allowed and
continue to allow the study of materials in their possession, Prof. M.
Cekilmez for asking us to present our results and Dr. S. Tanner for
English translation.

2 Particularly in Harris 1979.
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slowness compared to a traditional excavation, and often conflicts with the
turnover of the teams and individual scholars involved. It also implies longer
publication times, and the risk of losing excavation documents or of them
becomingillegible, due to the deterioration of paper or computer media. This
risk is even greater in the case of multi-year excavation campaigns, as has
been widely reported?, and must be countered by creating study groups to
accelerate the preliminary and monographic publications of each campaign.

An increased awareness of these problems and obligations towards the host

country led the Italian Archaeological Mission to Aiolan Kyme (MAIKE), un-
der the direction of A. La Marca (2008-2017), to accelerate the publication of
their findings* and also to create in 2012 a Kyme Numismatic Team dedicated

to the study of coin finds made since 1986.

208

Fig.1 Carroccio, La Marca, Rizzari, Spinelli at work with coins in Kyme (2014)

3 Seeforexample Tréziny 2018, 1 (reporting the disappearance of excavation documents
regarding the excavations of the French Mission at Megara Hyblaea (Sicily) for the years
from 1958 to 1966); Unal 2009, 9 (on afind in Ankara of coins from Turkish excavations at
Kyme in the years 1951-1954 without specifying of the contexts in which they were found);
Carroccio 2004, 98 (discrepancy regarding the American excavations at Morgantina,
Sicilia, between the coin finds mentioned in the preliminary report of Allen 1970, 364-366
and their failure to be mentioned in Buttrey et alii 1989).

4  See the miscellaneous monographs and volumes Lagona et alii 1998; Lagona 2004;
Lagona 2006; La Marca 2006; La Marca - Mancuso 2012; La Marca 2017b; Mancuso 2012;
Scatozza Horicht 2007a; Scatozza Héricht 2012; Taliano Grasso 2008 and the numerous
partial papers summarized in their bibliography, as well as note 8 here.
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The following are members of the Team: Benedetto Carroccio (coordinator),
Marianna Spinelli and Pasquale Apolito, plus the restorer Rossella Rizzari,
for the University of Calabria; Maria Caccamo Caltabiano, Vice President of
the International Numismatic Committee, and Mariangela Puglisi, from the
University of Messina; and Pinar Aydemir from Turkey (Fig. 1).

Our work was carried out —in constant and friendly liaison with the Turkish
authorities— on three fronts: 1) Accurate survey of the coins kept in the Mis-
sion house and in the museum of Izmir; 2) Study of the coin circulation in
Kyme; 3) Study of the history, meaning and circulation of coins of the Kyme
mint®. The dissemination of the results achieved, as stages in a process of
progressively “bringing into focus” the aspects of a complex, unique phe-
nomenon, has already led to nine presentations at international conferences
in Turkey (Fig. 2) and Italy® (Fig. 3) and to the publication of ten papers on the
coin finds in Kyme and on the iconography of the Kymean coins’. .

209

Fig. 2 Puglisi at the Antalya Congress (2013). Fig. 3 Apolito’s paper at XV. International

Numismatic Congress (2015).

5 See Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017; Carroccio - Apolito in press.

6 I International Congress of the Anatolian Monetary History and Numismatics (Antalya
2013); 20th Annual Meeting of the European Association of Archaeologists (Istanbul 2014,
cfr. Carroccio 2014; Puglisi 2014); Verso Taormina 2015:le monete segno di relazioni tra Sicilia,
ITtalia e Mediterraneo meeting (Arcavacata 2015); XV International Numismatic Congress
(Taormina 2015); Workshop nazionale Medaglieri Italiani (Taormina 2016); II International
Congress on the History of Money and Numismatics in the Mediterranean World (Antalya 2017);
International Symposium on the Port Cities of the Aegean World. Coins, Seals and Monograms,
(Izmir/Manisa 2017).

7  Caltabiano — Carroccio - Puglisi 2014; Apolito 2017; Carroccio — Apolito - Spinelli 2017;
Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017; La Marca 2017a; Carroccio 2018; Puglisi 2018;
Carroccio - Apolito in press; Puglisi in press; Spinelli in press.
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Our experience was presented as an advanced model of group work in a
congress promoted by the General Directorate for Archaeology of the Italian
Republic®. It is our intention to publish a monograph summarizing 30 years

of studies and finds.

The survey and identification of the
coins found was conducted progres-
sively, operating in the field. This in-
volved taking very high resolution pho-
tos (Fig. 4) of and cleaning the coins
-which were mostly bronze, extremely
encrusted and at risk of oxidation-°,
1 stored in the Mission house (Figs. 5, 6),
and checking reports of excavators and

Fig. 4 Coin HD Photography (2013). restorers.

It should be noted that at the end of each year of excavations the Turkish
government commissioners took the best pieces and sent them to the Izmir
Museum, leaving the badly preserved or uncleaned coins in storage at the
Mission house. As their number increased, after initial cleaning and careful
registration, 835 of them were then delivered to the Izmir museum at the
end of the 2014 campaign'®. We hope as soon as possible to provide an
analysis of the coins of first choice conserved in Izmir, and perhaps a
comparative study of the Kyme coins kept in the museum of Bergama, which
will join the studies on those already published or recorded.

Fig. 5 Uncleaned and cleaned Follis of Fig. 6 Uncleaned and cleaned Follis of
Constantius II (Rizzari’s restoration 2012).  Constantius II (Rizzari’s restoration 2012).

8 Carroccio — Apolito - Spinelli 2017.

9 Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 257-265; On the problems related to the
restoration of the coins see Rizzari 2017; Rizzari in press.

10 Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 262.
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Fig. 7 Kyme: Chronology and mints of the uncovered coins (sample: 892 identified).

To date we have a provisional total of 1192 coins, 892 of which are more or
less well identified, including those published as being found in the 1951-
1954 Turkish excavations by Unal® (Fig. 7) The resulting picture reflects the
history of the city over 19 centuries and the differing degree of archaeological
exploration in the various city areas. However, we can already consider as
consolidated and reliable the percentage of coins from the surface layers,
10.42% of the total, which, despite not containing stratigraphic contextu-
alization, remain useful for determining the general picture of coin circula-
tion in the city®2. This percentage appears comparable with those found in
publications of finds in other well explored urban areas, such as the almost
12% from Hierapolis®.

As regards the history of coin circulation in the city, the absolute preponder-
ance of bronze coins (98.49% of the total!) compared to those in precious
metal (1,51%, only 1 golden e 17 silver coins) (Fig. 8), not unlike the data
in our possession for the archaeological explorations at Hierapolis (1%) and
Zeugma (2,4%)%, must be clarified in advance.

11 Unal 2006; Unal 2009.
12 Carroccio 2018, 57.

13 Travaglini - Camilleri 2010. Ten times lower, perhaps because of the characteristics
of the site and of excavation methods, was the number of coins indicated as coming from
surface layers in Frascone 2013. Contrary, only 1673 coins from the 10364 uncovered in
Morgantina (Sicily) were reported as stratigraphically related in Buttrey et alii 1989.

14 Travaglini - Camilleri 2010, 3; Frascone 2013.
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Although the bibliography points out
some hoards containing Kyme coins,

1% 0%

not necessarily coming from the city®,
none of them was recorded during our
excavations, and this may be due both
to its continued survival up to the sev-
enth, and in certain areas the fifteenth

; century AD, and its reduced involve-
® AEorBi @ Ar Au ;
ment in wars, usually the reason for

Fig. 8 Kyme: Metal of uncovered coins.  their concealment.

From a chronological point of view, there are no finds of coins prior to the fifth
century BC, with the most ancient instances reported represented by 3 silver
Kyme obols with Head of an eagle/ “mill sail” incuse square, dated 480-450
BC, from the 2008 excavations of the necropolis?®.

If we limit our analysis to the classical and above all Hellenistic Greek age,
to which about 36% of the total coins found can be dated, there is a clear
preponderance of pre-Roman issues from the Kyme mint, 92% of the total
for that period and 35% of the total coins found, if we also consider the Kyme
series from the Roman imperial age (Fig. 7). The fair amount of small-scale
coin issues of the Greek age in a city that continued to survive throughout the
Roman period and for most of the Middle Ages is a strong sign of its commer-
cial liveliness, once one considers that for many centuries the ancient cities
minted above all for occasional reasons of public spending, without achieving
a level of everyday currency circulation comparable to the Roman and
modern ages.

Among the Kyme series, the most widely represented are bronze issues from
the fourth century BC with an eagle (33%) or horse protome (41%) associated
with the one-handled cup? (Fig. 9), which, in addition to being the main

15 See Oakley 1982, 12-14; Ashton 2014, 29-31.

16 Wroth 1894, XLIX, LI, 105; Caltabiano — Carroccio - Puglisi 2014, 143; Carroccio —
Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 265-268, 279-280. On these excavations see Sudano 2017.

17 Wroth 1894, LI-LII, 106-109 nn.16-20, 27-52 and pll. XIX, 12-14, and XX, 6-12; Ashton
2014, 27-28, 32-34, 38-43.
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or secondary type in many Kyme series, is confirmed in its role as an episemon
(badge/seal) of the city by its use on metallic weights, tiles and other objects
with official status (Fig. 10)®.
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Fig. 9 Kymaean Greek bronze issues uncovered in Kyme (sample: 160 coins).

Fig. 10 Kyme mna official weight in

Hermitage Museum (from Tekin 2016).

Fig. 11 Kymaean bronze Amazon/
Horse coin (1995 campaign).

There is a lower number of coins with a
Horse/one-handled cup (5%) and of the
later series with the Head of an Ama-
zon and horse (20%) (Fig. 11), or horse
protome (1%)%. Rare are the other late
Hellenistic bronze series. No examples
were found of the rare silver series with
the head of Amazon/Horse and of the
more famous tetradrachms with Head
of Amazon/Horse surrounded by a
crown of leaves?°.

18 See Lagona 1984; Tekin, Celik 2013, pl. 11,
Fig. 034; Tekin 2016, 32; Carroccio — Apolito —
Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 276. See also La Marca
in this volume for a probable pinakion with
the same symbol.
19 Ashton 2014, 27-35, 43-44; Carroccio —
Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 271.
20 See Ashton 2012; Oakley 1982; Carroccio
— Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 272, 279-280;
Carroccio 2018, 58.
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Apart from the Kyme series, particularly important are the 8% of Greek coins
from other cities and states, testifying to a network of commercial, cultural
and human relations that went beyond the Anatolian sphere. Obviously, the
main group consists of 18 bronze coins of Ionian-Aeolian or nearby mints:
Phokaia (Fig. 12), Smyrna, Ephesos, Larisa Phrikonis, Nesos and Pergamon. More
interesting are two silver coins of Alexander (struck in Kolophon) and Philip
V of Macedonia (1 tetradrachm, ca. 211-197 BC) (Fig. 13), and a bronze coin
of the Thracian king Chersobleptes (mid IV cent. BC) from old Turkish excava-
tions?.

Fig. 12 Bronze coin from the Phokaia/ Fig. 13 Tetradrachm of Philip V of
Phocaea mint (2006 campaign). Macedonia (restorer’s cast).

For Roman times, the marked reduction in finds of coins from the period
between the second century BC and the second century AD seems to reflect
the difficulties encountered, as a result of several earthquakes, by the city,
which in the Augustan and Flavian ages still survived, with important monu-
ments and signs of recovery and civic growth?.

The third century AD marks an important increase in the presence of coins, in

particular of antoniniani in copper alloy with a small percentage of silver (15%

of the total, above all issues of Claudius II Gothicus, 268-270 BC) minted, at

the current state of research, by the imperial mints in Rome, Siscia and Cyzi-
cus®. However, two other important phenomena must be mentioned.

21 See Unal 2009, 8 n. 2; Caltabiano — Carroccio - Puglisi 2014, 143 n. 23.

22 Tacit. Annales II, 47, 7; Oros. VII, 12, 5; Hieronim. Chronicon 194 (Helm); Scatozza
Horicht 2007b, 126; La Marca - Mancuso 2012, 4; La Marca 2017b, 3; La Marca 2017¢, 3;
Scatozza Horicht 2017; Varotto 2017.

23 In contrast, only 2 folleis from the age of the Tetrarchy, between Diocletian and

Constantine, were found, see RICV, vol. 1, 259; Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017,
281.
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Inthe first place, five antoniniani issued from the mints of Colonia in Germany
or Camulodunum in Britannia by rebel leaders of the imperum galliarum Vic-
torinus, Tetricus, Carausius and Allectus were identified (Fig. 14); although

these were also found in Hierapolis, they are nonetheless a sign of extensive

contacts and trade?.

Fig. 14 Antoninianus of Allectus Fig. 15 Bronze coin from Temnos mint with
(294-296 AD)(2012 campaign). Tyche as Obverse type (2003 campaign).

Secondly, 101 coins were recognized as pertaining to local issues today de-
fined as “Roman-provincial” or “semi-autonomous”, minted from the T up to

the first half of the III century AD, equivalent to 11% of the total coins identi-
fied. Of these, 19 (only the 2,13% of the total, and 5,76% of the kymean coins

uncovered) are certainly coins bearing the name of Kyme, and 48 were issued

by the nearby Aeolian mints or Lydian/Ionian mints of Elaia, Temnos (Fig. 15),
Thyateira, Nacrasa, Saitta, Magnesia ad Sipylum, Philadel-phia, Stratonikeia,
Tralleis, Phokaia, Smyrna, Metropolis and Ephesos, Pergamum and Mytilene, but

also of Philippi in Macedonia?®.

The number of small bronze coins found to be issued in the IV-V cent. AD par-
ticularly by Constanti-ne and his successors is much more relevant, account-
ing for about 20% of the total, from the imperial mints of Roma, Alexandreia,
Antiokya on the Orontes, Constantinople (Fig. 16), Heraclea (Fig. 17), Cyzicus
(Fig. 6) and Nicomedia.

24 Travaglini - Camilleri 2010, 15-30; Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 281.

25 Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 281 Fig. 10, 283.
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Fig. 16 Bronze in the name of Constantinople Fig. 17 Bronze coin of Maximianus
(IV cent. AD)(1995 campaign). (1997 campaign).

It was possible to date a further 52 coins (6% of the total) to the Byzantine

and medieval period, with an evident concentration of bronze specimens dat-
able from the late fifth to the sixth century AD (Fig. 18), in accordance with

the history of the site?, minted by the mints of Constantinopolis, Nicomedia,
Cyzicus and Theoupolis/Antiokya (Fig. 19). However, a golden Constantinop-
olitan Tremissis of Maurice Tiberius (582-602 AD), a silver Milaresion of Leo IV
and Costantinus VI (775-780 AD) (Fig. 20) and a few Folles restruck by Pho-
cas (602-610 AD) and Heraclius (610-641 AD) were also found. Subsequent

Byzantine series were almost absent, even if two anonymous folles (X-XI sec.
AD) were found?.

14
12 -
10 I
8 I
6 I
4 I
2 I
° End V-VI VII-VIII XI-XII XIII-XIV
n N - = = -
c.AD c<.AD IX-X c.AD c.AD c.AD UncertmT‘

Fig. 18 Chronological distribution of the medieval coins (sample: 52).

However, the survival both of Kyme and of its commercial and strategic im-
portance in the Mediterranean is clear from the discovery in the Agora and
Castle areas of eight bullion deniers tournoises coins, beaten in the Greek
mints of the Franco-Crusader states of Thebae (Guillaume I or Guy II de la

26  Apolito 2017; Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 285-289; La Marca 2017¢, 3,
9-10, 12, 14-18, 21.

27 Apolito 2017.
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(Google Earth)

Fig.20 Silver Milaresion of Leo IV and Fig. 21 Silver Venetian Soldino of
Constantine VI (1992 campaign). Francesco Dandolo (2011 campaign).

Roche, 1280-1308 AD) and Glarentsa (Guillaume of Villehardouin, 1245-
1308 AD and John of Gravina, 1318-1338 AD), as well as two Venetian Soldini.
One of the latter, in the name of Francesco Dandolo (1329-1339 AD) (Fig. 21),
is chronologically the latest coin found in the area?.

28 Apolito 2017; Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 289.
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The collaboration between Numismatics and Archaeology is also important
for the contribution that the former can give to interpreting the function
and importance of the buildings and areas unearthed, and of the areas still
unexplored. To this end, we have begun to check to what extent the amount
and chronological distribution of the coins found in the different urban areas
diverge, not only as a result of their different degree of exploration, but also
as indicative of differences in specialization, development, or continued use.

At the current state of research, and considering the division of the city by
areas made by the chiefs of the mission, we can already note the significant
figure of 22%, of the total of 877 non-surface coins, found in area “V-Va”,
which contains public buildings such as the theatre, agora and stoa (Fig. 22).

13 % 9% 2% 30 %

® Areal
® Areall
AreaIII
0% ® ArealV
® AreaV
Area VI
© AreaVII

15 % 22% 7%

Fig. 22 Areal distribution of the finds (sample: 877 non superficial).

In this case the most widely represented series and chronologies consist of
30% of Hellenistic Kyme coins, 22% of Imperial Roman coins from the fourth-
fifth centuries AD and the same percentage of both imperial and “provincial”
series, with another 5% of pieces belonging to the Byzantine-medieval age
(Fig. 23) ».

Even more significant in terms of number and importance of the site, are the
30% of non-surface coins found in “area II”, corresponding to the extra-ur-
ban area of the port and the castle, the “Marine” door and the andesite wall,
with an higher percentage of coins from IV to XIV cent. AD (Fig. 24).

29 Carroccio 2018, 59.
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Fig. 23 Area V: Chronological distribution of the uncovered coins (sample: 160).
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Fig. 24 Area II: chronological distribution of the uncovered coins (sample: 206)

Area VI, meanwhile, comprising the North Hill and the Hellenistic sanctuary,
explored between 1991 and 1999, accounted for 15% of the unearthed
specimens, with a breakdown by period consistent with that obtained for the
entire urban area.

“Area III1” (exploration of the cypress grove) accounted for 9% of the coins
found, while “area IV” (South Hill) gave us 7% of the coins and only 2% came,
respectively, from area I (stoa near the sea and small portico) and from area
VII (exploration of the southern slope of the South Hill)).

Justas Kyme received bronze coins from other cities from the late classical age,
so its status as capital of the Aeolian League favoured its presence in other
micro-Asian cities: beyond the particular problem offered by the areas of dis-
covery of the tetradrachms, at the current state of research we have findings
of bronze coins from Kyme in Aigai, Neonteichos, Allianoi, Claros, Ephesos, Side
of Pamphylia, Telmessos/Fethiye, Afyon, Pergamon, Sardis, Smyrna and Ancyra,
but also from southern Macedonia and Serbia®. Further research will also
focus on a comparison between the various degrees of coin usage in various
periods and the contemporaneous degree of economic development of the
city as obtained from an analysis of ceramic finds.

Beyond that, the analysis of the coins found was also a good opportunity to
re-examine the long history of the mint of Kyme (in our opinion from the fifth
century BC to the third century AD), both from the chronological point of view
and in terms of the function and ideological messages expressed in each issue.

30 Cfr.IGCH, nn. 1300, 1313; Arslan 1996, 109 n. 21; Ashton 2014, 29-30, 36; Cizmeli-Ogiin
2007, 223; Tekin — Erol-Odizbay 2016, 119, 124; Schachinger 2016, 309; Notices from Y. Sezgin.
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As is known, Kyme is involved in the various ancient traditions on the birth
of coinage minted because of Demodike or Hermodike, according to Pollux
(in a passage taken from Xenophanes) daughter of an Agamemnon, king of
the Kymeans, included in the list of possible inventors of coinage not insofar
as from Kyme but because she married the Phrygian king Midas (VIII cent.
BC)3. However we are today fairly certain that the first coins, in electrum,
were issued by the kings of Lydia, who exerted an influence on Kyme, in VII
cent. BC3?, while no series in electrum, of any type, were found there, or bear
the initials of the city, before the already mentioned obols after 480 BC*.
However, tradition testifies to the relative economic importance of the city.

A major contribution in the reconstruction of the religious and cultural history
of Kyme, and of the function performed by its issues, can come from its
epigraphic corpus, from the numerous mentions of characters found in its
most widespread bronze series (Fig. 25) and on the silver issues from the
Hellenistic age®, as well as from that of their iconography.

Iconographic analysis, also conducted in the light of the comparative meth-
od used in the Lexicon Iconographicum Numismaticae project®, has already
allowed us to propose innovative theories. First, the most widely adopted

types of eagle, horse or horse protome, and one-handled cup, seem to betray
along familiarity or cultural consonance with regions such as Thrace (Fig. 25)

(see the discovery of a coin of Chersobleptes) and Thessaly, as well as with

Macedonia, which adopted very similar types, had a similar cult of the Heros

Equitans (the divine horseman) and a monarchy inspired by that of Zeus, sym-
bolized by the eagle.

31 Poll. Onom. IX, 83.

32 Cfr. Hdt. I, 94, 1, 50-52; Poll. Onom. IX, 93; Barello 2006, 44-55; Cahill - Kroll 200s;
Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 266.

33 Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 265-268.

34 Onthese, see Milne 1940; Masson 1986; Ashton 2012; Ashton 2014, 38-44; Carroccio —
Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 268-272, 285; and also Virgilio 2017; La Marca 2017c, 20-21.

35 On this method and project, sponsored by the International Numismatic Council
and based on the comparison of diachronic and diatopic instances of the iconographies,
associated with each other in ways similar to those of parts of speech and inserted in
updated and non-ideal reconstructions of cultural contexts, see Caltabiano 2007.

36 See Cermanovié-Kuzmanovic et alii 1992; Unal 2009, 7; Carroccio 2010; Di Martino
2012; Caltabiano — Carroccio - Puglisi 2014, 143-151; Carroccio, Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli
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Fig. 25 Kersobleptes and Kyme coins (from auction catalogues).

The reciprocal and various combination of these main types, and a partial
commonality of the personal names placed on the series, make us assume
that they did not follow each other but were issued simultaneously, as steps
and expression of an “iconic programme” (similar to those already recon-
structed for other mints by Caltabiano) involving various silver and bronze
issues and denominations (Fig. 26)¥.

In the evaluation of the reasons why the type of the horse was adopted, there
was very likely to have been a strong connection with the cult of the eponymous
Amazon Kyme (another prominent female figure with Hermodike and Archippe),
also evoked by her image in various Hellenistic —and also Roman—issues®.

As for the silver series from Kyme subsequent to the obols with an eagle’s
head, the failure to find them, to date, in the city, the limited number of
names of people (magistrates, or rather officials or an evergetes) placed on
them? and the discovery mostly in Northern Syria and in Cylicia, of its fa-
mous tetradrachms (Fig. 26)4°, suggest that their coinage was short-lived
and did not respond to economic, commercial, or domestic public spending
requirements. Much more likely is that they, like many other issues of the
Greek age, were minted to finance military campaigns®.

2017, 276-277; Carroccio 2018, 58-59.
37 See Caltabiano 20m; Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 268-271.

38 See Oakley 1982; Picard 2006; Ashton 2012; Arrigoni 2013, 123; Fabbri 2013,
127-132, 137; Salamone 20132, 319-320, 327-342; Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari -
Spinelli 2017, 266, 276-278.

39 14 in the fractions, only 6 monograms in the Amazon/Horse persic standard
didrachms; only 12 names in the tetradrachms, see Oakley 1982, 4-5, 8; Ashton 2014, 32,
38-41; Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 271, 280.

40 See Oakley 1982, 12-14; Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 272 and 280, also
for bibliography.

41 Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 271-272.
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Protome

Fig. 26 Hypotesis of an iconic programme of contemporaneous Kymaean issues.

The countermarking (with figures or monograms) of 13 bronze coins with the
head of the Amazon found during from our excavations is also interesting,
since it indicates tax measures whereby they were provisionally withdrawn
from circulation and then re-introduced after payment*2.

The chronology of “stephanophoroi” (with the crown of leaves) tetradrachms
also depends on that of other very similar, and perhaps coordinated, issues
from other cities and states in Asia Minor (also nearby as Myrina) (Fig. 27),
of the Eastern Mediterranean, and Athens. The comparative study of this
“iconographic fashion” and of these series, perhaps less recent than previ-
ously assumed, may perhaps lead us to imagine a propagandistic aim, sup-
porting a “new political beginning” of the issuing states*.

42 See MacDonald 2009; Ashton 2014, 35; Carroccio — Apolito — Rizzari - Spinelli 2017,
272-275.

43 See Carroccio 2011 (on “iconographic fashions™); Carroccio - Collura 2016, 385 on
chronological problems; Carroccio - Apolito, Rizzari - Spinelli 2017, 272, 277-278; Spinelli
2010; Spinelli 2011; Spinelli in press.
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Fig. 27 Kyme and Reverse of Myrina tetradrachms (from auction catalogues).

Nor can we fail to mention the impor-
tance and interest shown by scholars
towards the “semi-autonomous” or
“Roman-provincial” local issues of the
imperial age. These series display great

variation in terms of types, and are
Fig. 28 Semi-autonomous coin of very rarely found in specimens whose
Kyme: Homer/Its mother Kritheis inscriptions are fully legible. The in-
(2004 campaign). scriptions, moreover, are sometimes
long, and show names of citizens, also associated with abbreviations of pub-
lic posts (Fig. 30), often not found in other documents. As has been shown
by the repertoires and ongoing analyses by M. Puglisi*4, and confirming the
episodic nature of their issue, with little influence in a coin circulation domi-
nated by coins minted by imperial mints, out of fifty series minted in the name
of Kyme, only eight were found, with 20 coins, in our excavations (Fig. 28)*.

They have great importance for a reconstruction, through iconographic
analysis, of the cultural roots of Kyme and its propaganda needs at that time.
Apart from the usual imperial images (Fig. 30) and the deified Antinous, the
types are composed of divine images, both Olympian and imported (Isis
—Fig. 30-, Serapis, Harpokrathes...), which are related to more local or minor
cults (Artemis Ephesia, Asklepios, Hygeia, Telesphoros, the Kymean nymph
Krethis, mother of Homer, Homer himself...). (Fig. 28), so closely linked to

44 Spoerri-Butcher 2006; Puglisi 2014; Puglisi 2018; Puglisi in press.
45 Wroth 1894, 114-124; Spoerri-Butcher 2006, 97-132; Carroccio, Apolito, Rizzari, Spinelli
2017, 282-283; Carroccio 2018, 58.
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the territory of Kyme as to be eponymous personifications (Kymean Sybilla,
Amazon Kyme, Tyche, the Xanthos and Hermos rivers...), and/or relating to
sporting contests or to institutions (the Hieros Synkletos/Genius of the local
Senate, common to other micro-Asian mints) (Fig. 29).

Fig. 29 Kyme: Coins with Hieros Synkletos/Xanthos or Hermos (from auction catalogues).

If we consider the marked typological variety, the limited size of the issue, the
presence in the Ky-maean series of explanatory/identifying writings and the
presence at Kyme of coins minted by other cities, we must share with Puglisi

the impression that these coins, apart from responding to limited funding

needs, served for the self-representation of the identity of the city and of its 225
ruling classes (perhaps themselves funding the issues and related initiatives
as euerghetai). (Fig. 30), in any case connected to the imperial institution.

At the same time, as already argued by
Howgego, they would not have served
to affirm a monopoly of the activity
of minting as token coinage and with
their circulation would have become

a sign of the collaboration between
Fig. 30 Kyme: Faustina/Isis Pharia and the “interactive élites” of a much wider

Lollianus name (161-175 AD) area than that of the city“°.
(from auction catalog)

46 Howgego 2014, 309.
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| ilkay AYDAS'-Murat AYDAS: ALIAGA VE GEVREST

Myrinal1 Agathias ve
Tralleis Arkeolojisine EtKisi

Giris

Agathias’in M.S. 554 yilinda, olasilikla Iskenderiye’den
Konstantinopolis’e donerken, Tralleis’te mola verdigi

sirada gidip yerinde gordugi yaziti, Siikrii Til, Agathias’-

tan asagi yukar 1424 yil sonra 1978 yilinda Karagozler
Yaylasi’na gidip in situ gordii ve fotografini gekti. Agathias’- 233
In yaziti gordugii tarihten 1457 yil sonra, 2011 yilindaysa —
Khairemon’un yazitini ilk kez tam metin negrettik>.

1 Ogr. Gor. Ilkay AYDAS, Arkeolog (M.A); Adnan Menderes
Universitesi, Karacasu Memnune Inci MYO, Mimari Restorasyon Bsliimdi.

2 Dog. Dr. Murat AYDAS, Classicist & Epigraphist; Adnan Menderes
Universitesi, Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji B6liimii.

3 Til & Aydas 2011, 3-19.
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Fig. 1 [Agathias ve Siikrii TUl’tin in situ gordiigl yazit].
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Myrina

Aiolis Bolgesi’nin ana kara* kentlerinden Myrina, Lemnos’daki® ve Girit’teki®
Myrina kentlerinden MUguva mapd KOpev Kyme yakinindaki Myrina tanimiy-
la’ ayrilmistir. Bu tanim, Myrina Egemenlik Alani’nin (khora) Kyme ile sinir
oldugunu gosterir.

Yazitlarda diger bir ayrim daha belirtilmistir: Aiohevg mo Mugivng Myri-
na’dan Aiolisli®... Tanimlardan biri Myrina’yi Kyme kentiyle, digeriyse yer al-
digi bolgeyle konumlandirmaktadir.

4 Hdt.1.149: nOMeg gioi, aide d¢ ai Aioideg, KOun 1) ormvig xaieopévn, Afooo
Néov teiyog, Thuvog, Kila, Notov, Aiywpdeooa, ITitdvy, Aiyator, Miguva,
Folvewa. avtar Evdena Alohéwv mOMec ai  Qyotor. wio Yoo opéwv moeehdon
Sphovn 07 Thvov. foav Yo #al adtol Suddexa ai v Th Nreiop. Aiolis kentleri ise
sunlardir: Phrikonis olarak da adlandinlan Kyme, Lerisai, Neon Teikhos, Temnos, Killa, Notion,
Aligiroessa, Pitane, Aigaiai, Myrina, Gryneia. Bunlar eski Aiol kentleridir. Aiollerin on bir kenti
vardir. Ciinkii Aiol kentlerinden biri, Smyrne, Ionialilar tarafindan Aiollerin elinden alinmistir.
Oysa ana karadaki Aiol kentlerinin sayisi da 12 idi; Hdt. 1.150; Steph. Byz., E©GNIKQN 463
[Myrina]: €0t nai thg Ailohidog dlAn. Aiolis’te de baska bir Myrina kenti vardir.

5 Steph. Byz.,, EONIKQN 463: Mgwva, molg év Afuve. ‘Exataiog Ebgdmn. My-
rina, Lemnos’da bir kenttir.Hekataios onu Avrupa’ya yerlestirir. Steph. Byz., EGNIKQN 413:
Afjpvog, vijoog meog T O, d0o mohes éxovoa, Hoamotiav zol Mbgwav, mg
‘Exatatog Evodmn. Lemnos, Thrakia yakininda adadir. Iki kenti vardir: Hephaistia ve Myrina.
Hekataios onu Avrupa’ya yerlestirir.

6 Plin., Nat. Hist. 4.12.59: Oppida eius insignia Phalasarna, Elaea, Cisamon, Pergamum,
Cydonea, Minoium, Apteron, Pantomatrium, Amphomala, Rhithymna, Panhormum, Cy-
taeum, Apollonia, Matium, Heraclea, Miletos, Ampelos, Hierapytna, Lebena, Hierapolis,
et in mediterraneo Gortyna, Phaestum, Gnosus, Polyrrhenum, Myrina, Lycastos, Rham-
nus, Lyctus, Dium, Asium, Pyloros, Rhytion, Elatos, Pherae, Holopyxos, Lasos, Elcuther-
nae, Therapnae, Marathusa, Gytisos. Onun (Girit’in) 6nemli kentleri sunlardir: Phalasarna,
Elaia, Kisamon, Pergamon, Kydonea, Minoion, Apteron, Pantomatrion, Amphomala, Rhithym-
na, Panhormon, Kytaion, Apollonia, Mation, Heraklea, Miletos, Ampelos, Hierapytna, Lebena,
Hierapolis ve adanin ig kesiminde Gortyna, Phaiston, Knosos, Polyrrhenon, Myrina, Lykastos,
Rhamnos, Lyktos, Dion, Asion, Pyloros, Rhytion, Elatos, Pherai, Holopyksos, Lasos, Elkuthernai,
Therapnai, Marathusa, Gytisos.

7 1GI3266 (bk. epigraphy.packhum.org).

8 Epigr. tou Oropou 524 (bk. epigraphy.packhum.org) [Oropos (Boiotia) ve Myrina
iliskilerini gdsteren belge], str. 13-14: wbaguothg [H]yého[ylog Aoxinmo[yév]ou
AioleVg 70 Muivng. Asklepiogenes’in oglu, Myrina’dan Aiolisli Hegelokhos, (Amphiaraia
ve Rhomaia Bayramlar’nda) kithara galgicisi olarak zafer kazand.
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Kyme Egemenlik Alani ile siniri olan Myrina Egemenlik Alani, kuzeye genis-
leyip Gryneia kentini®, doguya genisleyip Aigai kentini'® igine almistir.

Tralleis

Lydia Bolgesi kentlerinden Tralleis, Messogis Daglar’nin! giineyinde,
Maiandros Irmagi’nin yakininda yer alir'2. Maiandros Irmagi, Lydia ve Karia
bolgelerinin sinindir®. Kent merkezi trapetsion iizerinde olan surigi Tralleis,
giiney Lydia’da sinir kentidir ve egemenlik alani (khora) kuzey Karia’nin bir
kismini kapsar®.

9 Steph. Byz., EONIKQN 213: T'odvol, ohixviov Mugwaiwv. Exatalog 8¢ v
oMy Toivelay xakel. Aéyetan ol Totvelog AOMY. Grynoi, Myrinalilarin kasabasidir.
Hekataios ise kenti Gryneia adlandirir. Bu kasabaya Gryneios Apollon da denir. Kasaba staiisii

ve “Grynion” adlandirmasi igin bk. Strab. 13.3.5.

10 Steph.Byz., EONIKQN 38-39: Aiyol mohelg molhai. xail 1) €v Muoivn év tf) AloAloL.
Birgok Aigai kenti vardir. Aiolis’deki Aigai da Myrina (scilicet Egemenlik Alan) igindedir.

11 Steph. Byz. EONIKQN 448: Méoowyig, 60og Avdiag. Messogis, Lydia’da bir dagdir.

12 Steph. Byz. EONIKQN 630: Todhhig, moAg Avdiog mo0g T Motdvoom ToTou®.
Trallis, Lydia’da Maiandros Nehri’nin yakininda bir kenttir.

13 Strab. 12.8.15: Maiavdgog témwg pev dwa tig Pouyiag dpépetar, Emerta dLoilel
v Kagiav »ai v Avdlov xoato 10 Mawdvdgou xohotpevov mediov. Maiandros
bir siire Phrygia’da akar; sonra Maiandros’un adini alan ovada Karia’yi ve Lydia’yi ayirir;

Strab. 14.2.29: 1) eig TodhAelg €otl drafdvtl 1OV Maiovdpov norta lizerindei4 olan sur
ici Tralleis, giiney Lydia’da sinir kentidir ve egemenlik alani (khora) kuzey Karia’nin bir kis-
mini kapsaris.

14 Strab.14.1.42: (©doutan 8 M pev TV Tealhovdv Mg £m Teameliov TvOg dnoav
gyovrog éouuviv. Tralleislilerin kenti, surla gevrili tepeye sahip olan diiz yiikselti (trapet-
sion) tizerinde kurulmustur.

15 Steph. Byz. EONIKQN 688: ot »ol Kaptoag dAln mwolg Xboa& 1 viv Teddhg.
Karia’da da baska bir Kharaks kenti vardir; o kent simdi Trallis’tir. Fontrier 1880, 336-338;

Pappakonstantinou 1895, 43-45, no. 65; Poljakov 1989, 202-208, no. 250: yQOg Aguxrn

nopn moOg T® Xdoaxt. Kharaks yakininda Leuke Kome arazisi. Ayrintili inceleme igin

bk. Aydas 2017, 21-218.
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Agathias, Tralleis ve Khairemon Yaziti

Tustinianus Donemi’nin tarihgisi Myrinali Agathias®® [Agathias Myrinaeus]
(M.O. 531-581), yapitinda Tralleis’e? yer vermistir. 17 numarali béliime, Tral-
leis’in cografi konumunu ve kurucu unsurunun Pelasglar oldugunu belirte-
rek baslar. Ardindan Augustus Donemi’ne gegerek Tralleis’i yikan depremle
Khairemon’un harabeye doénen Tralleis igin fedakdrca c¢abalamasindan,
Augustus ile goriismesinden ve Augustus’un Tralleis’e yardimindan bah-
seder. Bu siddetli depremde Ionia ve Aiolis kentlerinin de zarar gordiigiinii
kaydetmistir.

Yapitinin 102. sayfasindaysa sunlar yazmistir: “tovmyoauua, omep éywye
Exeioe EAQv vedeEdunv. v v ydo v uplTny molw yoav, 60ev on
@V ETVyyavey 0 Xouonjuwv, (Zi0noovs 0 dvoua td vod éxelve) fouog
idovtar oyaidTarog, &v o O mdlat, ws éowxe, ToH X aupruovog dyaiua
Epetathxnel. VOV yaQ 0VOEY OTIODY £V avVTQ PaiveTal. Eyxeydooxtol O¢
Suwg &t to Eleyeiov T Poud wdé mwg ov” oraya gidip epigrami bastan
sona okudum. Tralleis kentinin etrafinda yeralan arazilerden birinde karsima
Khairemon gikti. (O arazinin adi, Siderus idi). O arazide gok eski bir heykel
altlig vardi. Oyle goriiniiyor ki, bu altliginin iizerinde bir zamanlar Khaire-
mon’un heykeli duruyordu. Clinkii simdi onun lizerinde higbir sey goriinmii-
yor.

Onun buyazdiklar, zamaniginde kaybolan Siderus Arazisi’nin (Z10motg  y0g),
bugiin Karagozler Yaylas’nda oldugunu bulmamizi saglamistir. Bu tespit, Tralleis
arkeolojisi igin 2011 yilinda yaptigimiz ¢ok 6nemli bir kesiftir8.

Agathias’in bastan sona okudugu epigram, Khairemon’un heykelinin lizerin-
de durdugu kaideye yazilmis yazitin orta boliimiidiir. Agathias’in yapitinda
yazitin tam metni yoktur. Agathias’in kopyasi da, orijinal yazitttan farklidir.

16 Niebuhrius 1828, XIII: Agathias natus est Myrinae in Aeolide Asiae. Patre Memno-
nio, rhetore, matre Periclea, matrona sanctissima. Agathias, Asia’daki Aiolis’te Myrina’da
dogdu. Babasi hatip Memnonios, annesi ise cok saygideger hanimefendi olan Periklea idi.
Ayrica bk. ibid., XIII-XXII.

17 Agathias Myrinaeus 100-102, 1{ [no. 17].
18 Tiil & Aydas 201, 12.
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Agathias’in metni degistirerek yapitina aldigi béliim, 8-13. satirlardir. Chris-
topher P. Jones, Siikrii Tiil ile ortak calismamiz®® iizerine iki makale yazdi?®.
Yazitin tam ve Tralleisliler tarafindan yazilmis orijinal metni soyledir:
“T0 xowov TV Zidafo]-
2 elwv Xawonuove Ocopi[11]]-
TOV MEETPEVoaVTL TO[OG]
a TV oVvxAnTOV *Ol TO[V AVTO]-
xodrooa Kailoapa vmép t[1js dev]-
6 Té00G XTITEWS TNG [ OAewS]
xal EmMTUYOVTL.
8 KlaoBeiong mdroags octoud mot[e, Kdvrafow &g yav]
Xoawonuwv émrny motolda gvo[ouevos.]
10 Kaioagt 0’ idiyO¢eis mepl yovvalat, tav ueydiavyov]
238 adoOwoev TodALews Tav 10T[€ Rexdiuévay.|
e 12 v’ v ovvyevées tevEalv Boétag, Spo’ Em foud,]
¢ O, xal xTiota Tdvo[e pégotto ydow.]

14 Mnvodwo[og].”

1 2 10 %owov v Eid[wh]etwv [Heykeltraslar Birligi] Til & Aydas.
TO ®ovov TV Zwdafgletwv [Demirciler Birligi] Jones.
2 3 Xapfuovt OzodpiIn]tov [Theophiletos’un oglu Khairemon] Tiil & Aydas.

Xauwpnpove @eod[da]tov [Theophrastos’un oglu Khairemon] Jones.

14 Mnvodwolog] €yparpe [Menodoros epigrami yazdi] Jones.
Mnvodwo[og] émoinoev [Menodoros heykeli yapti] Aydas.

19 Tiil & Aydas 201, 3-19.

20 Jones 2011, 107-115; Jones 2012, 126.
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Larisa (sonraki adi Derira) koyii, bu koyiin sinirlari iginde yer alan Isodrome
Meter Kutsal Alani, Larisali Zeus Tapinagi (sonraki adi Larisa Manastir) ve Si-
derous Arazisi, Messogis Daglari’nda Karagozler Yaylasi’nda bulunmustur?.

‘Siderous’ ve ‘Derira’ sozciikleri, ‘Isodrome’ s6zcligiinden doniismiis olabilir.
Isodrome Meter Kiiltii, M.S. 6. ylizyilda, Ephesoslu Ioannes’in Hiristiyanlas-
tirma gorevi sirasinda islevini yitirmis ve kutsal alani belki Siderous Arazisi
olmustur. Siderous, hapaks legomenon Sideres sahis isminin genitivus’u da
olabilir. Blgede demir madeni bulunamadigi? da dikkate alinirsa, Siderous
agros [Sideres’in Arazisi], 6zel miilk olabilir?.

Eski Yunanca Yazitin Tiirkgesi

Heykeltiraslar Birligi / Demirciler Birligi, Senatus’a ve Imparator Caesar’a,
Tralleis kentinin yeniden kurulusu igin elgi olarak gitmis ve onlarla konusmus
olan; Theophiletos’un oglu / Theophrastos’un oglu Khairemon’a (tesekkiir
eder / bu heykeli yaptirdi) / Khairemon’u (onurlandirdi).

“Bir depremle yikildiginda yurt,
Kurtarmak igin vatani,
Derhal Cantabria’ya gitti Khairemon.
Kapanip dizlerine Caesar’in,
Yerle bir olan gorkemli Tralleis’i kaldird ayaga.
Bunlara karsilik Tralleis’liler,
Kaide iizerine heykelini koydular.
Khairemon heykeli, bir kurtariciya duyulan minneti de
Gerektigi gibi tagisin.”
Menodoros epigrami yazdi. / Menodoros heykeli yapti.
Myrinali Agathias’in Tralleis’te kopyaladigi yazit ve bulundugu yer hakkinda

verdigi bilgiler, Epigrafi Calismalari’nin yani sira Tralleis Arkeoloji Calismalari’n-
da, ‘kazi yapmadan’, cok onemli tarihi cografya kesiflerine yardimci olmustur.

21 Tiul & Aydas 20m, 4, 6, 14, 17.
22 Jones 2011, 111, dn. 15.

23 Aydas 2017, 212-213.

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bolgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu

239



240

Kaynakca

Agathias Myrinaeus
Aydas 2017

Fontrier 1880

Jones 2011

Jones 2012

Niebuhrius 1828
Pappakonstantinou 1895
Plininy 1961

Poljakov 1989

Byzantii 1849

Strabon 1924

Tiil-Aydag 20m1

ALIAGA VE GEVRESI

Agathiae Myrinaei Historiarum Libri Quinque, Niebuhrius, G.
B. (eds.), Bonnae 1828.

Aydas, M. “Tralleis: Konum, Mekan, Isim ve Bellek”, Arkeo-
loji ve Sanat 156, 2017, 211-218.

Fontrier, A.M. “Inscription de Tralles (pl. IV)”, BCH 4, 336-
338.

Jones, C.P. “An Inscription Seen by Agathias”, ZPE 179,
2011, 107-115.

Jones, C. P. “Correction to “An Inscription Seen by Agathi-
as” (ZPE 179 [2011] 107-115)”, ZPE 180, 2012, 126.

Bkz. Agathias Myrinaeus, 1828.
Pappakonstantinou, M. Ai TodAAeig, 1895, Atina.

Pliny, Natural History. Volume I, Libri III-VII, translated by H.
Rackham, The Loeb Classical Library 1961.

Poljakov, Fjodor. Die Inschriften von Tralleis und Nysa, IK 36,1,
1989, Bonn.

Byzantii, Stephani. EONIKSN, Meineke, A. (eds.), Chica-
go, Illinois, 1992, (Unchanged Reprint of the Edition, Berlin,
1849).

Strabon, The Geography of Strabo. Libri XII & XIII-XIV, trans-
lated by H. L. Jones, The Loeb Classical Library 1924 [XII] &
1929 [XIII-XIV].

Tul, S. & Aydas, M., “Mesogis listiindeki Larisa-Derira-Side-
rus”, 2011, Ege Defterleri 02, 3-19.



G



ALIAGA VE CEVRES{
AioOLis BOLGESi

ULUSLARARASI
ARKEOLO]JI VE
J] DIiSiPLINLERARASI
ARASTIRMALAR

T SEMPOZYUMU

SEMPOZYUM BILDIRILERI
Symposium Proceedings




Emrah Ozdemir? ALIAGA VE CEVRESI
Murat CEKILMEZ:

Myrina Antik Kenti Nekropoli,
Mezar Tipleri ve
Olii Gomme Gelenekleri

Myrina Antik Kenti, Izmir Ili Aliaga Ilcesinin 8 km. ku-
zeydogusunda, Candarli Korfezi (Elaitikos) kiyisindaki
Giizelhisar Cayr’’nin (Titnaios) denize dokiildiigii alanda
kurulmustur. Myrina’nin giineybatisinda Kyme, dogusun-

da Aigai, kuzeydogusunda Achaion Limen yerleskesi ve
Gryneion Antik Kenti, batidaysa Candarli Korfezi (Elaiti-

kos) yer alir (Fig. 1). Herodotos3; Kyme, Larissa, Neonte- 243
ikhos, Temnos, Killa, Notion, Aigiroessa, Aigai, Smyrna,
Gryneion ile birlikte Myrina’yi, 12 Aiol Kenti arasinda say-
maktadir. Kuzeyde Yunt Dagi ve giineyde Dumanli Dag ile
cevreli olan Aliaga’da Helvaci ve Giizelhisar Cayi’nda yer
alan ovalarverimlitarim alanlari sunar. Bakir Cay ve Gediz
Irmaklar arasinda kalan yorenin en onemli akarsuyuysa
Giizelhisar Cayr’dir. Bolge konumundan dolayi Prehistorik
Donemlerden giiniimiize kadar stratejik 6neme sahiptir.
Myrina gerek deniz kiyisindaki konumuyla Antik Diin-
ya’ya acilmasi, gerekse Bakirgay ve Gediz vadileri araci-
ligiyla Anadolu’nun i¢ kisimlarina uzanan ticaret rotalari
sayesinde diger Anadolu kiiltiirleri arasinda yerlerini alir.

1 Ars.Gor.Emrah OZDEMIR, Gaziantep Universitesi, Fen-Edebiyat
Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Bolimii.

2 Doc. Dr. Murat Cekilmez, Aydin Adnan Menderes Universitesi,
Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Bolimii.

3 Herodotos 1, 149.

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bolgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu



Kentin batisinda birkac terastan olusan Kalabasar-Oteki Tepe, dogusunda
Akropol’iin de yer aldig1 Apar-Beriki Tepe bulunmaktadir. Antik Kent genel olarak
bu iki tepe ve iki tepe arasindaki diizliikte bulunan Agora boliimiinden olusur.
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Fig.1 Myrina Antik Kenti ve gevresini gosteren harita, (Talbert, R. J. (ed.), 2000°den alinmistir).

Myrina Nekropolii

Myrina Antik Donem Nekropolii, Apar-Beriki Tepe’nin kuzeyi, Andiz Te-
pe’nin glineyi ve bu iki tepe arasinda kalan diizliikten olusmaktadir (Fig. 2).
Nekropol’iin konumlandirildigr alanda dogal kayag olan Foga Volkanitleri*
kaya oygu mezar formlarina elverisli bir arazi sunmaktadir. Nekropol kazilari
1880-1882yillari arasinda Atina Fransiz Okulu adina, E. Pottier ve S. Reinach
tarafindan gergeklestirilmistir. Bu tarihler arasinda yapilan ¢alismalarda
5.000 civari mezarin kazisi yapilmistir.

Arastirmacilar daha sonra yaptiklari galismalari ve elde ettikleri verileri, 1887
yilinda metin ve levhalar olmak iizere, 2 Cilt halinde yayinlamislardir®. S6z
konusu bu yayin ve son yillarda gergeklestirilen yiizey aragtirmalar yaptigi-
miz bu calismanin ana kaynaklarini olusturmaktadir.

4 Semiz 2017, 243 — 244, Fig. 2.
5 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, 1vd.
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‘Myrina Nekropolii’ adli yayinda, kentin kazi tarihgesi, tarihi cografyasi, arazi
ve topografyaya ait arastirmalar, arkeolojik kalintilar, giinliik kazi gozlemleri,
kazi sirasinda tutulan giinlik raporlarla birlikte levhalar boliimiinde kazilar
sirasinda bulunan figiirinler ele alinmistir. Ayrica terrakotta figiirin imalati ve
mitolojik konular, cenaze esyalari, metal nesneler; takilar, strigilisler, aynalar,
bronz vazolar ve tabaklar incelenmis, Myrina’nin yeri, Candarli Korfezi hari-
talama gibi calismalar yapilmistir. Ikinci boliimde ele alinan konu ¢alismani-
zin ana temasini olusturur. Bu boliimde ¢alismalar sirasinda goriilen ve kazisi
gerceklestirilen mezarlar ele alinmistir. Burada mezarlarin yapim teknikleri,
formlari ve boyutlarr ayri ayri ele alinarak degerlendirilmistir. Arastirmacilar,
yapilan kazilarda bulunan mezarlar baslica 6 grup icerisinde degerlendirirler®;

1- Dortgen gukur seklindeki mezarlar, 4-Kesme blok tastan yapilmis form,
2- Yuvarlak gukur form, 5-Tas lahit formu,
3- Mezar odasi formu, 6-Pismis toprak lahit formu.

EMPLACEMENT ACTUEL

de

MYRINA
T " B D ST R T T = - Far g Bl

Fig. 2 Myrina Nekropol Alani. Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, pl 1.

Arastirmacilarin kazilar sirasinda tespit ettikleri ve tipolojisini olusturduklar
bu mezarlardan bazilari, son zamanlarda Myrina Nekropolii’nde ve gevresin-
de yapilan yiizey arastirmalarda tespit edilmistir. 1, 2 ve 3 numarali mezar

6 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, 58 -60 vd, Fig. 3-4 vd.
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tiirleri yerel ana kaya tiifiin icerisine oyularak olusturulmasi nedeniyle yerin-
de tespiti yapilabilmistir. 4 numarali mezar tiirii Nekropol alaninda gegen za-
man icerisinde toprak altinda kalmistir. Fakat son zamanlarda yapilan kagak
kazi gukurlariyla, bu tiire ait birka¢ adet 6rnegi giin yiiziine ¢iktigr goriiliir. 5
numarali mezar tipse tasinabilir olmasi nedeniyle modern yerlesimlerin ¢ev-
resinde sadece birkag ornekle karsilasilmistir. Son olarak 6 numarali 6rnek-
lerse gerek gegen siire igerisinde mezarlarin iizerinin toprakla dolmasi gerek-
se yogun bitki ortiisiinden dolayi tespit edilememektedir.

Yapilan ¢alismanin lizerinden yaklasik 140 yillik bir zaman araligi ardindan
bu mezarlarla ilgi daha fazla veri elde edilmis ve tiirleri hakkinda genel bir
literatiir birligi olusmustur. Bu nedenle daha giincel bir mezar tipolojisi or-
taya koymak miimkiin olmaktadir. Ele aldigimiz ¢alismada séz konusu me-
zarlarn tiirleri yeniden degerlendirerek ve son yillarda yapilan yiizey aras-
tirmalarinda tespit edilen yeni mezarinda eklenmesiyle giincel bir tipoloji

olusturulmustur;

1- Khamosorionlar 6- Sanduka Mezarlar

2- Yuvarlak Kaya Ostothekleri 7- Lahitler

3- Kaya Oygu Mezarlar a. Tas Lahitler

4- Anit Mezarlar b. Pismis Toprak Lahitler
5- Tiimiilis Mezarlar 8- Kiremit Mezarlar

1- Khamosorionlar

Khamosorionlar, Antik Donem Anadolu cografyasinda yasamis cesitli uy-
garliklarda yaygin olarak kullanim gérmiistiir. Kaya mezarlarin en basit tipi
olan khamosorionlar plan olarak gesitlilik gostermektedir. Bu tarz mezarlar
ylizeydeki bir kaya iizerinde oyulmus olmalari sebebiyle erisimi kolaydir ve
genel olarak soyguna ugramis durumdadirlar. Bu nedenle, khamosorionlara
gomiilen kisilerin statiisiinii belirlemek zordur. Fakat kaya lizerine oyulmus
olup herhangi bir bezemeye sahip olmadiklari ve ok az bir masraf s6z konusu
oldugu icin genellikle alt tabakadan insanlar tarafindan ragbet gordiigii
fikrini akla getirmektedir.

Myrina Nekropolii’ndeki khamosorionlar Nekropol alaninda tespit edilen
daha 6nceden agilmis mezarlarin biiyiik bir boliimiini olusturur (Fig. 3).
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a b
Fig. 3 Khamosorionlar (Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, 59 - 60, Fig. 5 - 6).

Khamosorionlar, Antik Donem’de bircok bolgede var olup her yerde ayni se-
kilde insan viicudu olgiilerine gore hazirlanmaktadir. Myrina’da tespit edilen
ornekler ortalama 2 m. uzunluga, 0.60 m. genislige ve 0.50 m. derinlige sa-
hiptirler. Bazi 6rnekler plan ve boyut olarak farklilik gosterir. Bu 6rneklerden
bir tanesi; 2.80 m. uzunluga, 1.30 m. genislige ve 2.10 m. yiikseklige sahiptir.
Baska bir drnekse, 1.40 m. genislige, 2.50 m derinlige sahiptir. Diger farkli
orneklerse; 0.10 m. daha derin ya da 0.40 m.—0.50 m. daha genistir. Bas
kismi genis olup ayak kismina dogru daralan gercek bir tabut formlu 6rnekler
de tespit edilmistir. En kiigiik 6rnekse; 0.60 m. uzunlugunda ve 0.20 m. ge-
nisligindedir. Myrina Nekropolii’nde tespit edilen khamosorionlar birkag farkli
sekilde kullanim gérmiistiir:

e Kapama blogu olan Khamosorionlar (Fig. 3a),
e Kapama blogu olmayan Khamosorionlar (Fig. 3b),
e Ince bir tiif plaka ile ayrilarak yan yana siralanan Khamosorionlar (Fig. 4),

e Asagiya dogru daralarak st iiste siralanan Khamosorionlar (Fig. 5).

Fig. 5°teki ornekte mezarlar iist iiste konuldugu igin kapama bloklarinin ki-
rilmasi sonucunda buluntular birbirine karismistir. Ayrica bazi 6rneklerin du-
varlar ve kapaklari ince pismis toprak plakayla kapali oldugu da goriilmiis-
tlir’. S6z konusu kapama bloklari ortalama 0.20 m. kalinliga sahiptir. Genel
olarak diiz olan kapama bloklarinin bazilari semer dam catilidir (Fig. 6). Bir
khamosoriona yerlestirilen kapama bloklari birle-bes arasinda degisirken ge-
neli dort adettir. Bu kapaklarin konuldugu yerler 0.03 m. ile 0.04 m. arasinda

7 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, 60 — 66.
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degisen cikintilara sahiptir. Ister kapama bloklari olsun ister olmasin mezar
boyutlarinin her iki durumda da ayni oldugunu tespit edilmistir®.

Fig. 4-5 Yan yana ve iist iiste siralanmis khamosorrion tipleri (Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887,
61,Fig. 5-6).

Khamosorionlara ait kazilmis durumdaki 6rnekler yiizey arastirmalari sirasin-
da Apar Tepe’nin kuzey etekleri ile Andiz Tepe’nin giiney etekleri arasindaki
tiif ana kaya bulunan vadide tespit edilmistir.

A B
Fig. 6 Diiz ve semer dam khamosorion kapama bloklari (Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, 61).

2015-2016 yillarinda yapilan yilizey arastirmalari sirasinda bu tipteki
mezarlardan ¢ok sayida arazide gozlemlenmistir. Mezarlarin dort tanesi do-
gu-bati yoniinde islenirken biri kuzey-giiney, diger ikisi ise kuzey dogu-gii-
ney bati dogrultuludur. Buradan bu tip gomiilerde herhangi bir yon birliginin
olmadigi daha ¢ok ana kayanin elverdigi sekilde yon verildigi anlagilmakta-
dir. Son zamanlarda yapilan yiizey arastirmalarinda tespit edilen 6rneklerin
hi¢birinde kapama blogu bulunmamaktadir®.

8 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, 61.

9 Cekilmez vd. 2016, 221; Cekilmez 2017, 157 —173.
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Anadolu’nun gesitli bolgelerinde tespit edilmis khamosorionlarin en yaygin
olarak kullamim gordiigli bolge Karia Bolgesi’dir. Karia Bolgesi’nde Alaba-
yir'%, Alinda™, Altintas®?, Ancinkdy—Saglik Koy (Alabanda)®, Iasos, Kafa-
ca'®, Labraunda'®, Latmos Haraklia'’, Ortakdy—Beypinari®®, Orthosia’da®,
Thera’da?® Khamosorionlar tespit edilmistir. Karia Bolgesi genelinde MO
4. yiizyildan Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi’ne kadar kullanim gérmiisler-
dir?. Ionia’da Ephesos?, Pontos’ta Samsun?, Ordu Ili, Unye Kalesi cevre-
si?4, Fatsa Cingirt Kayaliklari®, Hatipli Beldesi?®, Kilikia’da? 6zellikle Olba?,

10 Henry 2005, kataloguetexte, 20, To1, pl. 7.

11 Ozkaya — San 2000, 181 -1196, 6 -14; Ozkaya — San 2007, 237 — 254, Fig. 3, 11; Ozkaya
— San 2003, 121, Fig. 17; Henry 2005, kataloguetexte, 28 — 38, LM 4, 5, 6, pl.15, LM7, pl. 16,
TMg, pl. 25, TM10, pl. 26, TM12, pl. 27, TM15 (A, B, C), pl. 28, TM16, pl. 29, TM A- B, pl. 30.

12 Paton 1900, 66; Henry 2005, kataloguetexte, 45, To1, pl. 38.

13 Henry 2005, kataloguetexte, 48, To1, pl.43. Ancinkdy Alabanda’nin giineyinde daglik
alanda bulunan bir koydiir. Kéyde, Klasik Donem ve sonrasina tarihlendirilebilecek gesitli
mezar yapilari bulunmaktadir. Bunun yani sira Alabanda nekropoliinde ve Alabanda ter-
ritoriumu igerisinde yer alan Camizagili ve Hasanlar koylerinde bulunan Nekropollerde

Khamosorionlar bulunmaktadir.

2

14 Henry 2005, kataloguetexte, 172, To6,pl. 179. 49
15 Henry 2005, kataloguetexte, 191, To3, pl.197; Roos 2006, 12, res. 7.

16 Henry 2005, kataloguetexte, 224 — 233, To2, To3, Tog, To6, Toz, T1o, T11, T14, T27, T28,
T31,T32, T34, T35, T36, TA, pl. 227 — 236; Henry 2010, 71-128.

17 Peschlow 1989, 153 — 169, Abb. 1- 14; Peschlow 1990, 383 — 400, Abb. 1 — 15, Peschlow
1996, 141—160, Abb. 5.

18 Ro00s1980, 19, Fig. 2; Henry 2005, kataloguetexte, 261 — 262, To1-To3, pl. 267 — 268.
19 Henry 2005, kataloguetexte, 263 — 267, T1og A ve B, T338, Tss3, pl. 269, 271, 274.
20 Baran2017,7,res.9—10.

21 Peschlow 1989, 157; Peschlow 1990, 384.

22 Yazicl 2014, 54, res. 14.Yazic yapmis oldugu “Ephesos Antik Kenti Nekropollerindeki
Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi Mezar Tipleri” adli yiiksek lisans tez calismasinda, Panayir
Dagr’nda bulunan bir Khamosorionu, “Kaya Oygu Mezar” olarak belirmistir.

23 Bilgivd. 2003, 87 — 96, Res. 4, giz. 1.
24 Kumandas 2004, 33 - 34.

25 Erol, 2012, 183 — 196, res. 12.

26 Erol 2014, 161174, res. 10.

27 Sahinvd. 2010, 321 - 338.

28 Karaiiziim 2005, 38 — 42, lev. 27 — 32; Akgay 2008, 33 — 34, kat. no. 19 — 25, lev. 16, Fig.
32 — lev.18, Fig. 35.
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Antiokheia?®, Anazarbus3°, SeleukeiaPieria3!, Tapureli®’, Silifke Karadedeli
Koyl Akhoyiik Mevkii®3, Silifke Bogsak Adasi®, Bayindir Kéyii*, Narlikuyu
Mahallesi, Allioren Mevkinde3® Khamosorionlar yaygin durumdadir. Pisidi-
a’da Uylupinar®, Yuvalak Koyii, Seydiler Koyii, Bayramlar Koyii, Yesilkoy’de 8,
Kremna gevresinde®, Termessos’ta“®, Bucak Ilcesi Kayna Kalesi cevresinde®,
Bucak Bogazkoy*?, Bucak Karapinar nekropoliinde®® Khamosorionlar tes-
pit edilmistir. Troas’ta Canakkale’nin Can Ilcesi cevresinde**, Pamphilia’da
Sillyon**da. Antalya Bey Daglar’’nda yer alan Mnara“®, Likya’da Phaselis
kuzeydogu nekropolisinde®, Bithynia’da Bolu ve Ilgelerinde yapilan yiizey
arastirmalarinda, Coraklikadirler, Kadilar, Kayislar, Kiigiikkuz Mevkilerinde 2.
Isauria’da, Isaura bati nekropoliinde*®, Lykaonia’da Karaman Ili, Ermenek

29 Pamir 2010, 371 -394, res. 2; Pamir — Yamag 2011, 361 — 378, res. 2.
30 Ergeg1999, 390 — 394, res. 3, 4, 8, 10.

31 Altunay 2008, 19 — 23.

32 Aydinoglu — Morel 2017, 557.

33 Sahinvd. 201, 379 — 388.

34 Varinlioglu 2013, 21.

35 Aydinoglu -Morel 2016, 138 — 140.

36 Sahin— Ozdizbay 2016, 509 — 527, res. 10.

37 Dokii 2013, 398 — 402, res. 5; Dokii — Baytak 2012, 71 — 89, res. 5, 7, 8; Dokii — Baytak
2015, 217 — 240.

38 Dokii — Baytak 2016, 646 -654, res. 12.

39 Metinvd. 2015, 205 — 216.

40 Celgin 1990, 193 — 194, res 239 — 248.

41 Becks vd. 2015, 274.

42 Metin —Soslu 2016, 314.

43 Metin — Soslu 2017, 524, res. 11.

44 Kiiciikefe 20m, 142, res. 107, 108, 113 - 115. Kiiciikefe yapmis oldugu, “Troas Bolgesi Olii
Gomme Adetleri” adli doktora calismasinda, Canakkale’nin Can Ilgesi cevresinde bulunan
bes adet Khamosorionu, ‘Kaya Mezari’ olarak belirtilmistir.

45 Ozer—Taskiran 2010, 279, res. 2, 4; Ozer 201, 38 — 39, res.10.
46 Kizgut 201, 239 — 250, res. 13.

47 Arslan - Tiiner Onen 2013, 81.

48 Ortag2014,1-22, res. 2, 10.

49 Doganay vd. 2015, 210, res. 9.
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Ilgesine bagli Giizelyurt Kasabasi cevresinde®®, Lale Kdyii sinirlari igerisin-
de Kaynar Orenyeri’nde®, Zengibar Kalesi giiney Nekropoli’nde®?, Ayranci
Ilgesi’nde3, Taskent Bagdat Kiri Mevkii’nde® Khamosorionlar bulunmustur.
Kappadokia’da Argaios Dag cevresinde® ve Bati Kappadokia’da Nevsehir ili,
Giilsehir Ilgesi Agiksaray Oren Yeri, Karsi Kilise Mevkii’nde®® Khamosorionlar
tespit edilmistir. Daglik Phrygia Bolgesi’nde en ¢ok goriilen mezar tipi olan
Khamosorionlar basit Khamasorionlar ve lahit formlu Khamosorionlar olarak iki
ana gruba ayrilir. Bolgede 3 tanesi agilmamis, toplamda 350 adet basit kha-
mosorion tespit edilmistir. Bu ornekler genel anlamda; Eskisehir Seyitgazi®’,
Eskisehir, Afyon ve Kitahya illerinde bulunmustur®®. Diger bir Khamosorion
tipi olan lahit formlu orneklerse, bolgede toplamda 80 adet tespit edilmistir.
Bunlardan 31 adedinin besik catili olan kapaklariyla birlikte koruna gelmistir.
Genel olarak Afyon ve Eskisehir illerinde tespit edilmislerdir®.

Myrina Khamosorionlarina en yakin 6rnekler komsu, Kyme’de® goriilmektedir.
Myrina’da oldugu gibi tiif kaya icerisine agilan teknelerin lizeri kapama blok-
lariyla kapatilmistir. Myrina 6rneklerinde goriilen yan yana ve st iiste sirala-
nan ornekler Kyme Nekropolii’nde goriilmez.

Yukarida da belirttigimiz gibi Anadolu da ¢ok yaygin goriilen Khamosorionlar
ylizeydeki kayaliklara oyulmasi sebebiyle soygun gecirmislerdir. Myrina’da
tespit edilen orneklerse bir kazi calismasi tarafindan bazi 6rnekleri korun-
mus olarak toprak altindan ¢ikarilmistir. Tespit edilen 6rneklerden bazilarinin
kapaksiz olarak direk toprakla kapatildigi anlasilmistir. Bununla birlikte ayni
kaya lizerinde uzunca oyulmus kanal igerisinde ince plakalarla birbirinden

50 Askin 2015, 104.

51 Askinvd. 2016, 176 — 178, res. 2.

52 Doganay vd. 2016, 447 — 449, res. 1.

53 Askinvd. 2017, 413, res. 7.

54 Baldiran vd. 2012, 86 — 87, res. 3.

55 Durukan 2012, 20, Fig. 7 - 8.

56  Oztiirk 2016, 494, res. 8.

57 Sivas — Sivas 2003, 157.

58 Kortanoglu 2006, 30 — 31, kat. no. 1—-336.
59 Kortanoglu 2006, 31— 32, kat. no. 337 — 401.
60 Kiigiikgliney — Altun 2009, 59 — 62, res. 4C-c, 5a, 7b.
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ayrilarak siralanan orneklerde gorilmistiir. Ayrica kayanin elverdigi dlgiide
asagiya dogru daralarak en fazla ii¢ adet Khamosorionun iist iiste siralandigi
orneklere bakildiginda bu ii¢ farkli uygulamanin, Myrina’ya 6zgii 6zellikler
tasidigini sdyleyebiliriz. Benzer olarak iist iiste yerlestirilmis ikili 6rnekler Ka-
ria Bolgesi’nde Labraunda’da® ve Latmos Heraklia’da®? goriilmektedir.

2- Yuvarlak Kaya Ostothekleri

Ostothekler iclerinde yanmis kemik ve kiiller konulan, bagimsiz ostothekler ve
kaya ostothekleri olarak ikiye ayrilan, dortgen veya yuvarlak formlu mezarlar-
dir. Kaya ostothekleri Khamosorionlarda oldugu gibi kayalik bolgelerin elver-
digi alanlarda gerek dortgen gerekse yuvarlak formlarda karsilasilmaktadir.
Khamosorionlar kadar yaygin olmasa da Nekropol alanlarinin uygun kayalikli
kesimlerinde siklikla goriilmektedir. Bu form kayalar iizerinde agilan sunu gu-
kurlari, islikler, stel zivana yuvasi gibi 6rneklerle siklikla karistirilabilmektedir.
Bazi 6rnekleri kapakli oldugu icin kaya yiizeyinde agilan dortgen veya yuvar-
lak gukurun etrafinda kapagin oturtuldugu izler goriilmektedir. Ana kayaya
oyulan bu form, bir Khamosorion ile birlikte ya da tek basina olabilir ve “yu-
varlak kaya Ostotheki” olarak adlandirilmistir. Kisaca silindir bigimli bir cukur,
agzinda kapak icin bir yiv olan veya olmayan ve konik bir kapaga sahiptir®.
Genel olarak birgok 6rnekte herhangi bir kapak tespit edilmemistir. S6z konu-
su form boyutlarindan da anlasildig iizere gomii sekli kremasyondur.

Yuvarlak Kaya Ostothekleri, Nekropoliinikincitiiriiniiolusturur. Caplari0.50 m.
ile 1 m. arasinda degismekte olup derinlikleri ortalama 1 m. civandir (Fig. 7).

Kazi sirasinda ilk karsilasildigi zaman

ne kemik, ne kiil, ne de herhangi bir
obje icermedikleri icin basit bir su ¢u-

kuru olarak disiiniilmiis, fakat daha

sonraki kazilarda benzer orneklerde

kemikler ve bazi yaygin seramikler ele

Fig. 7 Kaya Ostateki . o . o
(Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, 66, Fig. o). 8eSirilmesi lizerine bir mezar tirii ol-

duklar anlasilmistir. Ayni zamanda

61 Henry 2005, kataloguetexte, pl. 232, T27, pl. 233, T28.
62  Peschlow 1989, 155, Abb. 13.
63  Cevik1997,127 - 150.
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0.50 m. ¢apinda 0.60 m. derinligindeki yuvarlak sekilli mezarlarin neredeyse
tamami boslugu dolduran seramik ya da bronz bir kap igerisine yanmis iske-
letlerin kondugu tespit edilmistir®. 2015 yilinda yapilan yiizey arastirmalari
sirasinda Andiz Tepe’nin giiney eteklerinde tiif ana kayaya sahip alanda bulu-
nan Khamosorion tiirii mezarlarla birlikte bir adet yuvarlak kaya Ostotheki ile
karsilasilmistir (Fig. 8).

253

Fig. 8 Andiz Tepe’nin giiney eteklerinden Kaya Ostothek ornegi, (2015 yili Arastirma Arsivi).

Myrina Nekropolii’nde tespit edilmis yuvarlak kaya ostotheklerinin higbirinde
herhangi bir kapak tespit edilmemistir. Yapilan kazi calismalariyla bazi 6rnek-
leri korunmus olarak agiga cikarilmistir. Bu formun da Khamosorionlarda oldu-
gu gibi kapaksiz ve toprakla kapatilmis olusu Myrina’ya 6zgii bir gomii sek-
lidir. Kaya Ostothekleri Khamosorionlar kadar olmasa da Anadolu’nun hemen
hemen her yerinde goriilebilmektedir. Fakat yukarida da bahsettigimiz gibi
genel anlamda sunu gukurlari, stel zivana yuvalari ve isliklerle karstirldig
icin Ostothek adiyla yayinlanmis sinirli sayida 6rnek vardir. Genel olarak

64 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, 61.
65 Myrina — Gryneion 2015 yili yiizey arastirmasi raporlari (19 Eylal).
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dortgen kaya Ostothekleri Karia’da Kafaca’da®®, Kusgular’da®, Kaunos’ta®s,
Likya’da, Trebenna’da®, Pisidia—Milyas’ta, Termessos’ta’®, Kilikia’da, Tiild
Asar (Lamos ?)’ta’ tespit edilmistir. Myrina’da tespit edilen yuvarlak kaya
ostotheklerine en giizel 6rnek Likya’daki Trebenna yuvarlak kaya ostothekle-
ridir’2. Buradaki yuvarlak kaya ostotheklerin caplari 0.24 m ile 0.57 m., de-
rinlikleri 0.20 m.—0.36 m. arasinda degismektedir. Konik bigimli kapaklarin
¢apl 0.50 m. ile 0.70 m. yiikseklikleri ise 0.42 m.—0.70 m. arasinda degis-
mektedir’?. Bunun yani sira Pisidia—Milyas’ta Termessos’ta’, Troas’ta Ca-
nakkale’nin Can Ilgesi, Duman Kayii, Koca Kisla Mevkii’nde”>tespit edilmis
yuvarlak kaya ostotheki ornekleri vardir.

Ostothekler genelde tek kisilik gomii olarak bilinmesinin yani sira aile mezar
olarak kullanildigi da diisiiniilmektedir. Ornegin, Izmit Miizesi 333 envanter
numarali Ostothekin kapaginda yer alan kabartmada figiir baslarinin sayisiy-
la igerisine yapilan gomiiyle iliskili oldugu diisiincesi hakimdir. Benzer bir 6r-
nek, Kastamonu Miizesi’nde 1717 envanter numarali bir Ostothekin igeriden
uzunlamasina iki béliime ayrilmasi bu fikri gliclendirmektedir’®. Ayni sekilde
Manisa Miizesi’nde yer alan 4433 envanter numarali Ostothek igerisinde, iki
adet yuvarlak gukur bélmeden olusmasi”” bu diisiinceyi desteklemektedir.

66 Henry 2005, kataloguetexte, To6, T1o, pl. 197 —198.
67 Henry 2005, kataloguetexte, pl.218; Henry 2009, 227, Fig. 105 — 106.
68 Karagoz Arthan 2007, 163 -164.

69 Cevik1997,127 — 150, res. 17,18, 24; Cevik vd. 1999, 401 — 422; Cevik vd. 2004, 265 -278;
Cevik vd. 2005, 101 - 114.

70 Celgin 1990, 460 — 544, res. 613 -616.

71 Sogiit 2004, 284 — 285.

72 Cevik1997,127 — 150, res. 13 - 15, 17 - 32; Cevik vd. 1999, 401 — 422, res. 1; Cevik vd. 2004,
265 -278, res. 4; Cevik vd. 2005, 101 - 114.

73 Cevik1997, 129 —131.

74 Celgin 1990, 460 — 544, res. 82, 242.

75 Kiglikefe 2011, 142, res. 108 — 109. S6z konusu alanda iki adet yan yana yuvarlak kaya
ostotheki bulunmaktadir. Yapilan ¢alismada bu 6rnekler sunu gukuru olarak belirtilmistir.

76 Celgin1990, 470.
77 Mertelli 2015, 80 — 81, Kat. No: 18.
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Trebenna’da bulunan bir yuvarlak kaya ostothek kapagi iizerinde yer alan
bes satirlik yazida “Trokondas’in bu mezar kendisi ve karisi artemeilos igin
yaptirdigi”’® yazmaktadir. Yazit, ostotheklerin yani sira kaya ostotheklerine
birden fazla gémiiniin yapildigini kanitlamasi agisindan oldukga 6nemlidir.

3- Kaya Oygu Mezarlar

Myrina Nekropolii’nde yer alan ‘Kaya Oygu Mezarlar’ genel olarak birden

fazla gomii alanina sahip olup uzun yillar kullanim goren aile mezarlaridir. Bu

mezarlar, Myrina Nekropolii’nde 6nemli bir yere sahiptir. 1880-1882 yillar

arasinda yapilan kazi calismalari sirasinda Nekropol alaninda ve farkli yerler-
de bu mezar tiiriine ait li¢ adet 6rnek tespit edilmis ve bunlardan ikisinde kazi

calismalar gergeklestirilmistir™.

Andiz Tepe’de, kuzeydogu yondeki Nekropol yakinlarinda yore halki tara-
findan Intasi olarak adlandirilan mevkide, dar bir girise sahip tavani tonoz
seklinde islenmis bir mezar tespit edilmistir. Bu mezar uzun siiredir civardaki
¢obanlari icin barinak olarak kullanilmis ve bu nedenle herhangi bir kazi ¢a-
lismasi yapilmamistir®. Ayni mezar son zamanlarda yapilan arastirmalarin-
da tespit edilmistir8l. Mezar, 2015 yilindan itibaren Dog. Dr. Murat Cekilmez
baskanliginda yiiriitiilen yiizey arastirmalarinda MYR1IS5NAOMO1 seklinde
numaralandirilarak kayit altina alinmistir (Fig. 9).

Kuzey—giiney dogrultulu uzanan mezara giris giiney kissimdaki ana kayaya
oyulmus dort adet basamaktan olusan 2.05 m.x1.05 m. élgiilerinde 1.95 m.
yiiksekligindekidromosilesaglanir. 5.10m.x2.55m.06lglisiinde,1.91m.-1.83m.
arasinda degisen dortgen mezar odasinin tavani tonoz seklindedir. Mezar
odasinin uzun kenarlari olan dogu ve bati duvarlarinda iger, kisa kenarlari
olan kuzey giliney duvarlarinda ikiser ve bir adet kapi girisinde zemine agilmis
toplamda 11 adet 6lii yatagi® tespit edilmistir (Fig. 10). Olii yataklarinin

78 Cevik 1997, 129 — 130.

79 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, 66 — 68.
80 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, 66.

81 Oztiirk vd. 2014, 377, res. 11 —12.

82 Mezar zemininde bulunan dolgu toprak nedeniyle zeminde yer alan gomii alani bir-
den dahafazla, 1ile 6 arasinda olabilir.

83 Oztiirk 2012, 377, res. 11; Cekilmez vd. 2016, 221, res. 8; Cekilmez 2017, 166 — 167, res. 6.
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formu iglerinde bulunan toprak dolgusu nedeniyle tespit edilememektedir.
Fakat Andiz Tepe’nin giiney eteklerinde 2012 yili yiizey arastirmalarinda bi-
rebir benzer ornek tespit edilmistird*. S6z konusu mezarin 6li yataklari bu
mezarla ayni olmalidir. Belirtilen 6rnekte dlen kisi, duvarlara agilan kemerli
oyuklarin icerisinde oda zemin seviyesinin altina tekne seklinde agilan 6lii
yataklarina yerlestirildigi anlasilmaktadir.

256

Fig. 9 MYR15NAOMo1 numarali kaya oygu mezar.

Yapilan arastirmalarda mezar igerisinden herhangi bir buluntu elde edilme-
mistir. Fakat mezarin disarisinda bulunan atik toprak iizerinde 5 adet bronz
sikke ele gecirilmistir. Sikkeler lizerinde yapilan incelemelerde dordii Klasik
Dénem’e, bir tanesiyse Hellenistik Donem’e tarihlendirilmistir. S6z konusu
sikkelerin Myrina’ya komsu; Gambrion, Kyme, Lebedos ve Pitane kentleri ba-
simi olduklari tespit edilmistir®.

84 Oztiirk 2013, 192, res. 15.
85 Cekilmez 2017, 166 —167.
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2M.

Fig. 10 MYR15NAOMo1 numarali Kaya Oygu Mezar plani, Cekilmez 2017, 166, Fig. 6.
Kesfedilen diger iki ‘Kaya Oygu Mezar’ ilk formdan daha farkli yapiya sahip-

tir. Ilki (Fig. 11) biiyiik Nekropoliin disinda, eski adi Kato Tepe olan Kalabasar

Tepe’de tespit edilmistir.
257

Fig. n1 Mezar odasi formu/Oda mezar (Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, 67, Fig. 10).

Giris, iki yuvarlak levhayla kapatilmis ve dairesel formda oyulmus bir gukur
tarafindan gizlenmistir. Ucgen seklinde girise sahip mezar odasi 2 m. uzunlu-
gunda, 1.80 m. genisligindedir. Yukariya dogru daralan duvarlar tonozlu bir
tavan olusturmaktadir. Yukar dogru yaklasan duvarlar ¢ift egimli bir tonoz
olusturur; tepe lizerinde tiif tasi acikca goriilebilir. Giris bu sekilde gizlenmis
olmasina ragmen, tonoz ¢oktan agilmis ve mezar arastirilmistir. Oda ice-
risinde alisilmis formdakiler gibi hicbir nis, kline ya da lahit bulunmamistir.
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Girisin yakinlarinda, sadece siyah ve komirlesmis kemikler, iki kiigiik ter-
rakotta baslari, bazi cam esyalar, bir diidiik, bircok yaygin canak ¢comlek ve
kirmizi, sari ve mavi gizgiyle bezeli kalin harg parcalar bulunan biiyiik bir bi-
rikinti bulunmustur.

Nekropol’iin kuzeyindeki biiyiik tepede tespit edilmis diger mezar (Fig. 12)

onceki ornekte oldugu gibi, giris (A), toprakla dolu bir ilk tiif gukurunun duva-
rinda olusturulmus ve dort adet dortgen plaka ile kapatilmistir. Mezar, dige-
rinden daha genistir ve arastirilmamistir. Arkada bes adet kesme tas plakayla

kapali dortgen bir mezar bulunmustur. Girise yakin alanda yedi kafatasi ve bir
miktar kemik yerlestirilmis; mezarda iic iskelet, bes canak ¢omlek, iki kulplu

bir vazo ve kiigiik bir pismis toprak tabak bulunmustur®®.

Fig. 12 Oda mezar 6rnegi (Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, 68, Fig. 11)

2016 yili arastirmalarinda Andiz Tepe’nin giiney eteklerinde tespit edilen
MYR16NAOMO1 numarali oygu mezarsa tiif ana kaya igerisine kuzey—giiney
yoniinde konumlandinlmistir (Fig. 13).

Mezarin daha onceki yillarda kagak kazilaryla agildigi ve tahribata ugradigi
anlasilmaktadir. Giris kismi 1.41 m.x0.97 m. olciilere, dlgiilebilen yiiksekligi
0.63 m olup goriilebildigi kadariyla iki adet basamakla mezar odasina bagla-
nir. Mezar odasi 2.88 m.x3.07 m. olgiilerinde, olgiilebildigi kadariyla 0.84 m.
ylikseklige sahiptir. Tavan boliimi tonoz bigiminde sekillendirilmistir (Fig.
14). Oda igerisindeki toprak dolgu nedeniyle gémii alaninin formu tespit

86 Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, 68.
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edilememistir. Fakat dolgu toprak icerisinde tespit edilen bir iki parga islen-
mis mermer plaka pargasi bir kapama blogu ya da bezemesiz bir lahite ait
oldugunu disiindiirmektedir®’.

A-B KESITI
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Fig. 14 MYR16NAOMo1 numarali oygu mezar.

2012 yilinda Prof. Dr. Nurettin Oztiirk baskanliginda yapilan arastirmalar sira-
sinda, Andiz Tepe’nin glineydogu eteklerinde tipki MYRISNAOMO1 numarali
mezarla ayni forma sahip bir kaya oygu oda mezar tespit edilmistir®(Fig. 15).

87 (Cekilmez 2017, 167 —168,fig. 7.
88 Oztiirk 2013, 192, res. 15.
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Fig. 15 Andiz Tepe giiney eteklerinde yer alan Kaya Oygu Mezar, Oztiirk 2013, res. 15

Kagak kazilar sonucunda tavan kismi tamamen ¢okmiis olan mezar biiylik
olciide tahrip edilmistir. Tespit edilebildigi kadaryla tavan kisminin tonoz
seklinde islenmis 3.96 m.x3.10 m olgiilerindeki mezar odasinin dogu—bati
yonlerinde cer adet, kuzey—giiney yonlerindeyse ikiser adet 6lii yataklari
bulunmaktadir. Odanin her bir duvarina dik bir sekilde agilmis kemerli gomii
alanlarinda zemin seviyesinin altina 6lii yataklarn acilmistir. I¢ kisimdaki
toprak dolgusu ve tavanin ¢okmesi gibi nedenlerle mezar odasinin girisi, ol-
ciileri, yiiksekligi ve gomii alani sayisi tam olarak anlasilamamistir. Andiz
Tepe’de yer alan ‘Kaya Oygu Mezarlarin’ girisleri genel olarak deniz yoniine,
glineye baktiklari tespit edilmistir®. Bu 6zellik de Myrina Antik Kenti 6lii
gomme gelenekleri agisindan 6nemli bir tespittir.

89 Cekilmez2017,167.
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4- Anit Mezarlar

Myrina Antik Kenti’nde simdiye kadar yapilan arastirmalarda Andiz Tepe’nin
glineyinde zirveye yakin bir noktada bir adet anit mezar®° tespit edilmistir>.
Mezar yaklasik 5 m.x5 m. dlgiilere sahip bir alanin kepgeyle kazilmasiyla agi-
ga cikmistir (Fig. 16). Etrafa sagilan mimari bloklardan ve agiga gikan duvar
kalintilarindan anlasildig kadariyla cok kaliteli isgilik s6z konusudur. Diizgiin
tiraglanmis kesme tas bloklardan hargsiz bir orgiisiine sahip mimari bloklarin
yerel ana kaya olan tiiften yapildiklari ve birbirlerine demir kenetlerle baglan-
dig1 goriilmektedir2.
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Fig. 16 Andiz Tepe’de yer alan Anit Mezar, Oztiirk - Giiloglu 2017, res.13.

90 So6z konusu mezar kagak kazilar sonucu agiga gikarilmistir. Yaptigimiz calismalarda
kagak kazi gukurunun iizeri yeniden toprakla kapatilmis oldugu igin mezar hakkinda yeter-
li bilgi elde edilememistir. Tespit edildigi zaman gekilmis fotograflardan, cevreye sagilmis
mimari bloklardan ve daha 6nceki yaymlarda Anit Mezar olarak nitelendirildiginden bu
calismada da Anit Mezar olarak belirtilmistir. Fakat yapi hakkindaki yeteri kadar arastir-
ma yapilamamasi nedeniyle bu mezarin Oda Mezar olma ihtimalinin de oldugunu vurgu-
lamak gerekmektedir.

91 Oztiirk vd. 2014, 378, res. 13; Oztiirk-Giiloglu 2017, 155.

92 Ayni mezar 20715 yili ylizey arastirmalar sirasinda da tespit edilmis, fakat agilan guku-
run tekrardan kapatilmasi sonucu mimari bloklar disinda herhangi bir veri gozlenememistir.

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bélgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu




262

5- Tiimiliis Mezarlar

Myrina’da kentin dogusunda Kayaalan Ovasi iizerinde, Izmir—Canakkale ka-
rayolunun kenarinda bir adet mezar tespit edilmistir®. 2016 yili arastirma-
larinda MYR1I6NAOMO?Z2 envanter numarasi verilen mezar, kesme tas blok-
lardan hargsiz bir duvar orgiisii ve tonozlu bir tavana sahiptir. Tonoz bloklari
birbirine kenetlerle tutturulmustur. Daha onceki yillarda kagak kazilara ma-
ruz kalan mezarin tizerindeki toprak kaldirilmis ve tonoz kismindaki baz
bloklar sokiilmiistiir (Fig. 17). 3.70 m.x3.13 m. 6lgiilerinde ve dolgu seviyesin-
den 2.71 m. yiikseklige sahiptir®*. Giineyde yer alan mezar odasinin girisi tah-
ribat ve dolgu toprak nedeniyle belirlenememistir. Mezar etrafinda bulunan
yigintidan anlasildigi kadariyla 10-12 m. yiiksekliginde bir Timdiliis olmalidir.
Tiimiiliis oldugu konusundaki diisiincemiz, mezarin ova yiizeyinde korundu-
gu kadaryla 6 m.-7 m. yiiksekliginde yapay bir tepecik olusturmasindan ve
tonozlu yapinin s6z konusu tepeligin kuzeyinde olup giiney kisimlara dogru
uzanan farkli bir veya birkag¢ boliime ait kalinti izlerinin yer almasindan
kaynaklanmaktadir.

Fig. 177 MYR16NAOMo2 Arastirma envanter numarali Oda Mezar, Cekilmez 2017, res. 9.

93 Oztiirk 2017, 144 — 145, res. 9.
94 Cekilmez 2017, 168 — 169, Fig. 8.
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Plan ve Tonozlu mezar odasi agisindan benzer bir 6rnek, Aiolis Bolgesi’nde

Elaia’nin 3 km. giineyinde Gryneionile Eleia arasinda kalan alanda tespit edil-
mis Se¢ Tepe Tumiiluisiidiir. Se¢ Tepe Tiimiillisii dromos, 6n oda ve asil mezar

odasina sahip olup Hellenistik Déneme M.O. 3.-2. yiizyila tarihlendirilmistir®.
Myrina’da yer alan Tiimiiliis Hellenistik Donem’e, °¢ tarihlenmekte olup isgi-
lik agisindan Seg Tepe Tiimiillisii’ne gore biraz daha geg olmalidir.

6- Sanduka Mezar

Nekropol alaninda tiif igcinde oyulmayan mezarlar oldukga azdir. Kesme tas-
tan yapilan bu tiire ait mezarlar boyut ve form agisindan siradan tiire benzer-
ler. Duvarlar harg kullanilmadan tiif veya kireg tasindan yapilmistir (Fig. 18).
Bu durum tiif kayacinin bulunmadigi ya da derinlerde oldugu alanlarda bu tiir
basit mezar formlar kullanilmis oldugunu gostermektedir. Bu mezar formu-
na ait ornekler genel anlamda Nekropol kazilarin ardindan gegen siire igeri-
sinde toprak altinda kalmis olmalidir. Son yillarda yapilan yiizey arastirmalari
sirasinda ‘Sanduka Mezarlara’ ait birkac 6rnek kacak kazi cukurlarinda tespit
edilmistir®”.

Fig. 18 Kesme tastan yapilmis form/Sanduka Mezar (Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, Fig. 12).

7- Lahitler

Myrina Nekropolii’nde tespit edilmis lahitler tas ve pismis toprak olarak iki-
ye ayrilir. Nekropol alani igerisinde her iki grup ile de karsilagilmamistir. Tas
lahit 6rneklerini Caltilidere Mahallesi ve Karsiyaka Mahallesi ‘Ebru Sitesi’nin
bahgesinde gormek miimkiindiir. Fakat pismis toprak ornekler sanduka

95 Pirson 2012, 225 — 227, Abb. 59 - 61.
96  Oztiirk 2017, 144, Fig. 9.
97 2016 Yili Myrina — Gryneion Yiizey Arastirmalari Raporlari (17 Agustos).
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mezarlarda oldugu gibi muhtemelen kazi sonrasinda gegen zaman igerisinde
ya toprak dolgusu altinda kalmis ya da tahribata ugramis olmalari nedeniyle
suana kadar yapilan arastirmalarda tespit edilememistir.

a) Tag Lahitler

Bu form, Pottier ve Reinach’a gore ayri ayr plakalardan olusturulanlar ve tek
bir kireg tasi bloguna oyularak olusturulanlar olmak tizere iki tipe ayrilmak-
tadir. Bunlar kimi zaman topraga, kimi zaman da birinci tipte oldugu gibi tiif
ana kaya igerisine yerlestirilmislerdir. Bu lahitler, genellikle 2 m. uzunluga ve
hafifce iki yana egrilen ve tek bir kireg tasi levhadan olusan bir kapaga sahip-
lerdir (Fig. 19). Higbirinde kabartma ya da yazit bulunmamaktadir®®. 2015 yili
ve sonrasinda yapilan yiizey arastirmalari sirasinda Caltilidere’ye bagli Kar-
styaka Mahallesi’nde yer alan Ebru Sitesi icerisinin bahgesinde, Myrina’dan
getirildigi bildirilen tiif tasindan yapilmis 2 adet lahit bulunmaktadir. Birinci
ornek tamamen bezemesiz ve kabaca islenmis olup MYR15NATL17 arastirma
etlit numarasi verilmistir®.

Fig. 19 Tas lahit formlu (Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, Fig. 13)

Ikinci 6rnekse normal drneklerden daha kiigiik boyutlu olup, lahit tamamen
bezemesiz ve kabaca islenmis'®® ve MYR15NATL27 arastirma etiit numara-
st verilmistir (Fig. 20). Bir diger lahit 6rnegiyse Caltilidere Mahallesi, Okul
Sokak, No. 2a’daki bir kahvehanenin bahgesinde yer alir. Perlit’ten yapilmis
olan lahit diger orneklerden daha kiigiik boyutlarda olup MYRI5NATL72
arastirma etiit numarasi verilmistir (Fig. 20)*°.

98 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, 69 — 70.
99 1.50 m.x0.90 m. Olgiilere, Yiikseklik: 0.64 m., Kalinlik: 0.11m.
100 1.21m.x0.58 m. dlgiilerinde, Yiikseklik: 0.32 m., Kalinlik: 0.10 m.

101 113 m.x0.54 m. Olciilerinde, Yiikseklik: 0.45 m., Kalinlik: 0.08 m.
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Fig. 20 Tas lahitler.

b) Pismis Toprak Lahitler

Myrina nekropoliinde tas lahitlerde oldugu gibi pismis toprak lahitlerin®? de
hem toprak hem de tiif ana kaya icerisine yerlestirildikleri tespit edilmistir®
(Fig. 21). Pottier—Reinach’in 6 numarali form olarak degerlendirdigi pismis
toprak lahitlere son zamanlarda yapilan yiizey arastirmalarinda rastlanma-
mistir’®4. Pismis toprak lahitlerin tespit edilememe sebebi Nekropol kazilari
sonrasi aradan gecen zaman icerisinde kazi alaninin ve mezarlarin toprak al-
tinda kalmis olmasidir.

265

Fig. 21 Pismis toprak lahit formu (Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, Fig. 14).

102 Pottier — Reinach pismis toprak lahitleri ve gati kiremitlerini ayni form igerisinde de-
gerlendirmislerdir. Fakat farkli 6lii ggmme gelenekleri olduklarindan bu formlar ayri bas-
liklar altinda degerlendirmeye alinmistir.

103 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, 70.

104 Cekilmez 2017, 170.
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Fig. 22 Tas lahit formlu (Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, Fig. 13)

Myrina Nekropolii’niin bir diger mezar cesidini olusturan kiremit mezarlar,
ince diiz cati kiremitlerinin semer dam seklinde iki yana egimli olacak sekil-
de birbirlerine tutturularak oliiniin tizerinin kapatilmasiyla olusturulmustur
(Fig. 22)1%. Genel anlamda basit ve alt tabakaya hitap eden bir mezar formu
olarak bilinmektedir.

Mezar Buluntulan

Myrina Nekropolii’nden ele gecen mezar buluntulari genel olarak figiirinler,
metaller, seramikler ve cam eserlerden olusmaktadir.

Figiirinler

Pismis toprak figiirinler, Myrina Nekropolii’nde ele gegirilen buluntularin en

dikkate deger olanidir. Agilan mezarlarda binin tizerinde terrakotta figiirin ele

gecmistir. Bunlarin icinde; Aphrodite, Hermes, Apollon, Eros, Dionysos, Hera,
Athena, Artemis, Herakles gibi Tanr ve Tanriga figiirinleriyle Nikeler, kadin,
erkek, cocuk, grotesk, mask, dans eden kadinlar, ve hayvan figirinleri bulun-
maktadir (Fig. 23). Figiirinler, yerel iiretimdir. Stil agisindan Pergamon eko-
liinden, bazi erken kaliplar Tanagra etkileri gosterir. Genel anlamda M.O. 2.
yiizyildan M.S. 2. yiizyila kadar figiirin iiretimi goriiliir. Bazi 6rneklerse, M.O.
5. ylizyila kadar uzanmaktadir'®®. Bu az da olsa erken dénemlerde Myrina’da
figlirin tretiminin var oldugunu, Myrinalilar’in figiirin tretimine yabanci ol-
madiklarini géstermesi agisindan 6nemlidir.

105 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, 70, Fig. 15.
106 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, s.154 —196.
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Fig. 23 Figiirin 6rnekleri, Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, lev. XIII, XX, XXI, XXXVII — XXXVIII.

Metal Objeler
267

Myrina Nekropolii’nde mezar buluntular arasinda degerli metaller ok na-
dirdir. Kazilar sirasinda ele gegen sikkeler arasinda birgok giimiis tetradram-

hmi varken kesinlikle altin sikke olmadigr belirtilmistir'®. Genel olarak me-

zardan gelen ince plakalar halinde birkag altin diadem ve birkag altin kiipeyle

sinirlidir. Metal buluntular iginden en biiyiik grubu sikkeler olusturur. Dikkat

ceken bir ornek ziimriit taklidi camdan

bir Griphon bezemeli ¢cok hafif bir altin

yliziik tasidir (Fig. 24).

Metal buluntularin diger grubunu stri-
gilisler olusturur. Sayilar olduk¢a az
olan strigilisler cogunlukla kirik olarak
ele gecmistir. Iyi korunmus ender or-

neklerin birinde, Ion sutunu lzerinde
Fig. 24 Altin yiiziikteki bezeme. ayakta duran Hermes figiiri dikkat
(Pottier — Reinach - Veyries 1887, Fig.19.)  cekmektedir (Fig. 25).

107 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, s. 199.
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Aynalarsa, Myrina Nekropolisi’nde 100
Uzerinde mezarda tespit edilmistir.
Bunlar bezemesiz diiz yiizeyli ve

T
i
-

A=z ax\!

kenarinda bordiir bulunmayanlar, kenari
bordiirlii ve {lizerinde konsantrik dai-

———r

—

relerden olusan bezeme bulunanlar ve

~—a

kenari bordiirsiiz konsantrik daire beze-

—

meli olanlar seklinde ii¢ gruba ayrlmistir.

T

Metal objeler icerisinde en ilgi ceken

B

buluntu grubunu uzunluklan 7 cm. ile
12 cm., yiikseklikleri 2 cm. ile 5 cm. ara-
sinda degisen ve kalinliklari 1 mm.’yi

Fig. 25 Strigilis 6rnegi. (Pottier — Rein- gegmeyen bronz plakalar olusturur
ach- Veyries 1887, fig. 20.) (Fig. 26).

OR300

o BANA B RLCIAAS
AR ST

Sl ot

3

Fig. 26 Pinakion. (Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, Fig. 21.)

Plakalarin kesik olan dip kisminda icinden ip gegirilen bir delik ve iizerinde
isim disinda nokta seklinde kabartmalar bulunmaktadir. Pottier ve Reinach
plakalar tizerindeki yazilari 6len kisinin ismi olarak degerlendirmektedir®s.
Aslinda bu metal objeler Antik Dénem’de mahkemelerde adaletli bir yargila-
ma yapilmasi igin klorateria denilen alet icerisine sokularak magisterat segi-
minde kullanilan pinakion denilen kiiciik bronz levhalardiri©°,

Dikkat ¢eken baska bir buluntuysa 7 cm. ¢apina sahip, ortasinda oturan ka-
din kucagina oturttugu cocugu emziriyor ve kadinin sol bacagina yiikselen
tanidik bir kopek bulunmaktadir'® (Fig. 27).

108 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, s. 204 -205.
109 Galanakis — Skaltsa 2012, 619 — 653, Fig, 3; Fedoseev — Beilin 2017, 960 - 966, Fig. 1, 5.

1o Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, s. 210, Fig 22.
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Fig. 27 Kabartmali Kursun Obje, Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, Fig. 22.

Cam Objeler

Arastirmacilar kazilar sirasinda bulu-
nan camlarin birgogunun tespit edil-
R dikleri sirada kirildigini, incelenen or-
t?ﬁ'-".‘;‘.&‘.... f neklerden Myrina’da cam kadinin ¢ok
e, ilerlemis oldugunu vurgulamaktadir.
Emaye ve camsi toprak nesneler 6zel-
likle dikkat cekici olup, ince formlarin
cogu siradan siselerdir. Genellikle so-
luk yesil, mavi veya beyaz renkte ol-
duklari ve birgogunun goriiniimiindeki
asiri gekici renk oynamasi zamanin et-
kisinden dolayi pul pul dokiilmeye yat-

kin olduklarini belirtmislerdir. Eserler
Fig. 28 Strigilis 6rnegi. arasinda kiiglik gozyasi siseleri, kadeh-
(Pottier - Reinach-Veyries 1887, Fig. 20.) ey vazolar vs. yer formun zarafetiyle
renklendirilme 1sisi agisindan olaganiistii kaliteye sahip bir sisenin altindaki
dort yuvarlak gukurun ve gobegi son derece ince ve agik renkli macunun olan
kadeh formundaki bir cam vazodan Myrina’nin cam sanayisindeki ustalig
gostermesi agisindan 6nemlidir (Fig. 28). Daha kalin bir macundan baska bir
kap hayranlik veren bir renk oyumu sayesinde etkisi artirilan kabin karninda-

ki hafif ¢ikintili konsantrik dairelerle siisliidir™.

m  Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, s. 211-214, Fig 23.
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Seramikler

Mezar buluntularindan pismis toprak biiyiik boyutlu amphoralar, meza-
rin lizerine birakilan ve libasyon igin kullanildigi one siiriilen buluntulardir.
Diger pismis toprak buluntular, mezar igine birakilan eserler olarak
degerlendirilmislerdir. Bunlar arasinda krater, kantharos, unguentarium,
pyksis, phiale, tabak, lekythos, oinokhoe, alabastron, govdesi badem ve de-
niz kabugu seklinde amphoriskoslar, kandil ve boylari 0.03 m. ile 0.05 m.
arasinda degisen ici dolu kiiciik kaplar yer alir. Ici dolu kiiciik kaplarin islevsiz
oldugu, bunlarin mezar igin uretilmis sembolik eserler olmasi gerektigi belir-
tilmigstir'2.

Myrina seramiklerinin geneli yerli bir liretimin Griini olup seramiklerin kili,
genellikle kahverengi veya siyah kapli, parlak kirmizidir. Cok gesitli olan
formlar oldukga zariftir, Fig. 29,a-b-c numarali formlar Myrina’daki en yay-
gin uiretilen kaplardir; Fig. 29°de ikinci siradaki ig govdeli unguentarium Antik
Diinya’nin neredeyse tiim Nekropollerinde yaygindir. Bazi seramikler ¢ok bii-
yiik boyutlardadir ve bunlarin ¢ogu mezarlari 6rten kapama bloklarinin lize-
rinde kirik halde tespit edilmistir.

Yerel iiretim olan iig 6rnege ek olarak, en sik goriilenler krater, kiigiik kant-
haros, pyxis, alabastron ve gesitleri, aryballos, ounochoe, phiale ve gesitli
yemek kaplardir. Kulplu ¢ok sayida ¢anak ¢omlek formlu fincan ¢ok parlak
siyah firnise sahiptir; bazi 6rneklerde govdesi siyah oldugunda, boyun bazen
kirmiziya boyanir. Myrina’da kandiller cok nadirdir. Nekropol buluntular ara-
sinda kirmizi veya siyah renkli birgok gicek rolyefiyle bezenmistir. Genel olarak
6lii hediyesi olarak ¢ok kullanilmamis olup bulunan 6rneklerin gogu kullanim
gormiis burun kisimlarinda is oldugu belirtilmistir. Farkli bolge ve kentlerden
gelen amphora ornekleri, Myrina, Knidos, Thasos ve Rodos arasinda onayla-

diklari ticari iliskileri ortaya koymasi agisindan da 6nemlidir'®.

Diger seramik &rnekleriyse zengin bitkisel bezemeli gruptur. Bu seramik-
ler neredeyse tiim Yunan diinyasinda yaygin olarak kullanim gérmiistiir. Ilk
olarak kulplarinda diigme kabartmali, siyah zemin lizerine beyaz boyayla
bezeli Fig. 29-d-f formlari goze carpmaktadir. Beyaz yaprakli bu siyah zeminli

112 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, s. 221-276, Fig 23.

13 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, s. 221-227.
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vazolar, Yunan seramiginin son déneminde, Roma donemlerinde kabartma
comleklerle karigtirildigi bilinmektedir. Siis alani bazen rolyeftir, daha siklikla
sart, kirmizi turuncu, kirmizi ve siyah renkte boyanir. Ayni zamanda oldukga
yaygin olan bir baska vazo tiirii de Fig. 29-g - 1 formlandir: Boyunlar siyah-
tir, gobek acik kirmizidir, siyah cizgilerden olusan bir 1zgarada beyaz noktalar
agi diizenlenmigtir. A. Veyries kazi notlarinda lizerinde yazi bulunan kapakli
yliksek bir pyxis’in (Fig. 29-j) karni lizerinde, pembe ve mavi yatay bantlar
olusturan renklendirilmemis bir aplike renk boyasinin izlerini goriliir; ayni
renkler ayagin lstiinde, kulplarda ve kapakta bulunur. Siyah zemin iizerine
beyaz boyayla olusturulmus izgara ve palmet motifleri olan pismis toprak
bir alabaster s6z konusu zengin siislemeli seramik orneklerinin belli basli

orneklerini olusturmaktadir®.

271

Fig. 29 Seramik 6rnekler, Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, 221-230, Fig. 25-34.

14 Pottier — Reinach- Veyries 1887, s. 227-231.
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Sonug ve Degerlendirme

Onemli sanayi kuruluslariyla adini duyurmus Aliaga, topraklarindaki
insanogluna ait kiiltiir varligi kalintilarini Neolitik Donem’den giiniimiize
kadar kesintisiz olarak sunmaktadir. Yaptigimiz bu ¢alismada s6z konusu
kalintilardan ve bu zamana kadar yapilmis arastirmalardan elde edilen
verilerle bolgenin onemli yerleskelerinden biri olan Myrina Antik Kenti’nin
olii gomme adetleri hakkinda bilgi sunulmustur. Bu kapsamda galismada
Myrina Antik Kenti’nin mezar tipleri ve mezarlara birakilan belli basli adak
esyalari ele alinmistir.

Myrina Nekropolii’nde mezarlarin yayilim alanina bakildiginda genel olarak
Andiz Tepe’nin giiney etekleriyle Akropol Tepesi’nin kuzey etekleri arasinda-
dir. Clinkii bu alanlar Khomosorion, Kaya Ostothekleri ve ‘Kaya Oygu Mezarla-
rin’ yapimina elverisli yumusak bir kayag olan tiif ana kayadan olusmaktadir.
Bunun disinda Nekropol alaninin bazi 6rneklerden yola ¢ikarak kuzeyle dogu
yonlere uzandig anlasilmaktadir. Ayrica Pottier ve Reinach’tan edinilen bil-
giye gore nadir de olsa bazi kaya oygu mezarlarin kent igerisinde (Kato Tepe
- Kalabasar Tepe) kaldig1 anlagilmaktadir™®. Olii ggmme gelenegi olarak inhu-
masyon ve kremasyon gomii tipleri de goriilmektedir. Giincel olarak mezar
tipolojisi sekiz ana baslik altinda toplanmistir. Bazi mezar buluntularindan
gomiilen kisilerin cinsiyeti ve meslegiyle ilgili bilgiler edinilebilmektedir. Bu-
nun disinda ozellikle Hellenistik Donem’de figiirin, seramik ve metal (ire-
timlerinin yerel olarak uretildikleri bazi verilerden farkli kent ve bolgelerden
ticaretle geldigi de tespit edilmistir. Tum veriler ele alinarak Nekropol alani
genel anlamda M.O. 2. yiizyil ve sonrasina tarihlendirilmistir. Fakat az sayida
buluntu Nekropol Alani’ni Arkaik Donem’e kadar uzandigini gostermektedir.

15 Pottier — Reinach 1887, 66 — 67, pl. 1. Su ana kadar yapilan arastirmalarda Kalaba-
sar/Oteki Tepe’nin batisinda ve Apar/Beriki Tepe’nin kuzey ve dogu yamaclarinda yer yer
Hellenistik Dénem’e ait sur kalintilar tespit edilmistir. Ayni hat iizerinde Bizans Dénemi
onarimlar yapildigi da anlagilmistir. Yani bilinen en erken sur sistemi, Hellenistik Donem’e
aittir. Kalabasar Tepe iizerinde ‘Kaya Oygu Mezarlarin’ var olmasi, Hellenistik D6nem
oncesi bu tepenin kent disinda kalmis, Hellenistik Donem’le birlikte kent Kalabasar Te-
pe’ye genislemis ve bir surla ¢evrilmis olma ihtimalini gosterir. Bu diisiince su an igin bir
teoriden oGteye gitmemekle birlikte, ilerleyen donemlerde yapilacak kazi galismalariyla
kesinlik kazanacaktir.
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| Turgut SANER'-Ilgin KULEKCI: ALIAGA VE CEVREST

Larisa’daki Mimari Yiizey
Arastirmalarinin Getirdigi
Baz1 Yeni Tespit ve Bilgiler [2010-2018]

Larisa’da (veya Larisa oldugu simdilik genel kabul goren
Antik Yerlesmede) 2010 yilinda, T.C. Kdltiir ve Turizm
Bakanligi-Kiiltiir Varliklar ve Miizeler Genel Midiirlii-
gi’niin izinleriyle, ITU Mimarlik Tarihi ekibinin inisiya-
tifi ve Universitenin de maddi destekleriyle bir ‘ylizey
arastirmasi’ baslatilmistir. Genel Miidiirlik nezdinde
ylizey arastirmasi ¢alismalar daha ¢ok genis alanlan (il-
leri veya ilgeleri) kapsayan olgekte degerlendirilmektedir.
Projeler genellikle o yonde olmaktadir. Larisa’daki ¢alis-
manin yayginligiysa kabaca 2-3 km’lik bir eksenle sinir-
lidir. Zaten kalinti alanina yakin kurulu koye yakistirilan
‘Buruncuk’ adinin da ima ettigi gibi Larisa’nin gozle gorii-
lir yerlesim yayginligi Gediz Ovasi’nda, Dumanli Dag’dan
¢tkarak bir burun bicimi olusturan nispeten ince kiitleyle
biiyiik oranda 6zdestir. Buna mutlaka Antik Donem’ler-
de gegerli olmasi beklenen daha genis bir etki alanini da
eklemek miimkiindiir. Yiizey arastirmasinin uygulandigi
sahanin oldukga dar ve topografik kosullarla da fazlasiyla

1 Prof. Dr. Turgut SANER, Istanbul Teknik Universitesi, Mimarlik
Fakiiltesi.

2 Ilgin KULEKCI, istanbul Teknik Universitesi, Fen Bilimleri
Enstitiisii, Mimarlik Tarihi Programi Doktora Ogrencisi.
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tanimli olmasinin yaninda yontem farkinin da altini gizmek uygun olacaktir.
Larisa yiizey calismalart mimari agirlikli olarak, mimarlik tarihi bakis agisi ve
yontemleriyle ilerlemektedir. Mimarlik tarihi genis bir disiplin ve bilgi iiretimi
alanidir. Nesnesi, 6rnegin Selcuklu veya Osmanli yapilarn oldugunda o kiil-
tiirlerin tarihi ve yapi bilgileri 6ne ¢ikar. Donemler temelinde bakilirsa “tas
tas tistiine koyulan” ilk andan itibaren tiim diinya insanlik etkinligi mimarlik
tarihinin kapsamina girer. Dolayisiyla oncelikle Arkaik ve Klasik donemlerin?®
kalintilarina rastlanan Larisa da bu anlamda “yerlesim ve mimarlik tarihi
nesnesi” olarak ele alinmakta, tespit edilebilen izler belgelenmekte ve aras-
tirma birikimi uyarinca degerlendirilip yorumlanmaktadir. Araziden elde edi-
len bilgiler gesitli vesilelerle ‘on raporlar’ niteliginde paylasiimaktadir®.

Bazi hususlari tekrar etme endisesiyle bu yazida farkli bir kurgu tercih edilmis,
ozellikle Larisa’daki ¢alismalarin, 20. yilizyilda edinilen bilgileri hangi diize-
ye tasidigi, hangi yenilikleri getirdigi tizerinde durulmustur. Yazinin akisinda;
simdiye kadar yapilabilenler, 6zgiin katkilar/kesifler ve (6zellikle tarihleme
konularindaki) bazi zorluklar sergilenmektedir. Ayni zamanda Larisa lizerine
gelistirdigimiz bazi tezler veya fikirler de burada serbest bir anlatimla dile ge-
tirilmektedir.

280
2010 Yilina Kadar 20. Yiizyil Kazilanyla
Yerlesen Larisa Imgesi-Akropol

Larisa’daki kazilar 1902 ile 1932-1934 arasina sinirli, toplam dort seferde ger-
ceklesmistir®. Isvec-Alman ortakligiicinde, Antik Yunan sanatinin kaynaginin

3 Larisa’nin yerlesim tarihi kiiciik buluntular uyarinca M.0. 6500’lere kadar uzanmakta-
dir. Hem 20. yiizyil Larisa yayinlarinin ifadeleri hem de Prof. Dr. Mehmet Ozdogan’in (1U)

Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri Koleksiyonu’nda yaptigi incelemeler Neolitik varligini ortaya

koymustur (Ozdogan 2018, 122-129). Alanda hala gbriilebilen Tung Gagi’na tarihli sur par-
castileilgili kiiciik buluntular da bu cagin Larisa’daki karsiligini yansitmaktadir. Ancak ITU

projesi, Arkaik ve Klasik donemlerin verilerine odakli yliriimektedir.

4 Bubaglamda, Dog. Dr. Murat Cekilmez’in (ADU) daveti iizerine Aliaga Belediyesi’nin
kiiltiirel ve tarihsel mirasi konu alan toplanti ve yayinlarina da Larisa’daki galismalarmizi
sunmus bulunmaktayiz (Saner 2018, 109-120; Kiilekgi 2018, 97-108; Saner 2019, 167-182). Bu
vesileyle, hem Sayin Cekilmez’e hem de yine onun vasitasi ile galismalarimizi tanitma ola-
nagi buldugumuz ve 2018 Larisa Yiizey Arastirmasi’ni biyiik bir ilgi ve misafirperverlikle
destekleyen Aliaga Belediyesi’ne bir kez daha zevkle tesekkiir etmek isteriz.

5 Kazigalismalarinin sonuglarintigeren 20. yiizyil yayini igin bkz. Boehlau-Schefold 1940;
Akerstrbm-Kjellberg194o; Boehlau-Schefold 1942.
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Anadolu’da aranmasi geregine odakli bir hipotezle baslatilmistir. Kazi alani
da calismalarin siiresi gibi sinirlidir. Akropol Bélgesi’nin M.O. erken 5. yiiz-
yilda surlarla sekil kazanan alani tamamen kazilmistir. Giineye ve doguya
dogru M.O. 4. yiizyil icinde yeni bir sur hattiyla tanimlanarak gergeklesen ge-
nisleme kisimlariysa bu kaziya biiyiik oranda dahil edilmemistir. Glineydeki
sur hattina ait sadece bir kisim kazilmistir. Giineye dogru gelisen esas sehir
alaninda, akropole nispeten yakin kisimlarda, uzunlamasina agilan bes adet
sondaj da bazi duvar pargalari ve seramik buluntu saglamistir. Larisa Bati’da,
bir 6n kale olusturacak sekilde insa edilen M.O. 4. yiizyil surunun kuzey hatti
da tizeri bir miktar ‘siyrilarak’ takip edilmistir. Nihayet, Nekropol’de bir grup
mezar yapisinda kazilar yapilmis, kiigiik buluntular elde edilmistir. Kazilar bu
sayilan yerlerle sinirli kalmistir.

Kazilarin sinirli olmasina ragmen buluntular, 6zellikle de boyali mimari lev-
halar ilgi uyandirmistir; ayrica Akropol surlarinin miilkemmel tas isciligine sa-
hip 1 numarali kulesi bilinir olmustur. Kazilar stratigrafiyi kismen gozetebil-
mis, bazi ¢izimler ve bilgiler kaybolmus, yayin da kaziyi baslatanlarin yas ve
saglik sorunlar nedeniyle ve 1902’den sonra gelen uzun aranin da etkisiyle
ancak zor kosullar altinda hazirlanabilmistir. Yayinda olabildigince bilgi pay-
lasilmis, buluntular degerlendirilmis, fakat birgok konu da zorunlu olarak agik
birakilmistir. Sehir gelisiminin tarihlenmesi (6zellikle yazit ve sikke eksikligi
nedeniyle) mimarive kiigiik buluntular tizerinden ilerlemistir. Buluntularin bir
kisminin baglami belli degildir, bir kismi sarniglara atilmis halde bulunmustur.
Bu durum yapilarin saglikli bicimde tartisilmasini, mimari buluntularla (tas-
tan islenen mimari diizen 6geleri ve pismis toprak mimari levhalar) iliskilen-
dirilmesini zorlastirmaktadir. Yayinda yine de karsilasilan, her tiirli mimari
parcayi belli bir yapiyla bagdastirma ¢abasi ve relativite icinde gelistirilen
kronolojik baglar, degerli bir gaba olmakla beraber sorunlar da getirmektedir.

Larisa, yayinlari ve bunlarin icerdigi zengin buluntularla iyi taninan eski kazi
yerleri arasinda yerini almistir. Ancak bu yolla bilgi dagarcigina ve gorsel ha-
fizaya yerlesen “Larisa imgesi” aslinda Larisa’nin biitiiniinii yansitmamakta-
dir. Ornegin cok yetkin bir iscilikle insa edilmis Lesbos orgiisiinii 6rnekleyen
surlar hala sehir suru sanilabilmektedir. Akropol plani zaman zaman sehir
planini gosterir nitelikte kullanilir olmustur. Bagka bir ifadeyle literatiirde La-
risa yerlesimini hala Akropol alanindaki sinirlikazinin sonuglari ve goriintiileri
temsil etmektedir. Yerlesimin tarihlenmesiyle ilgili temel alinabilecek bulun-
tulari Akropol kazilari vermis olsa da, Akropol bu sehrin sadece bir parcasidir.
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ikili Yerlesim Yapisi: Larisa Dogu ve Larisa Bati

Mimari arastirmalar Larisa’nin iki yerlesim tepesi ve bunlarin gevresi ve ara-
sindaki alandan olustugunu kesin bicimde gostermistir (Fig. 1). Larisa Do-
gu’da M.O. erken 5. yiizyila tarihlenebilecek 6zenli mimari gosteren bir kale
ve bunun eteklerinde teraslar veya dogal platformlar halinde uzanan bir yer-
lesim alani bulunmaktadir. Lesbos 6rgiilii duvarlariyla ve insaat 6zellikleriyle
Larisa Bati’daki Akropol surlarini tekrarlayan kale, 20. yiizyil yayininda da
kisaca deginildigi veya onerildigi gibi aslinda Larisa’nin dogal Akropoliidiir.
Savunmaya dogrudan yonelik islevsel bir mimarisi vardir. Bat’da, M.O. erken
5. yiizyil Akropol surlarinin insaat inisiyatifini gosteren mutlak giic, olasilikla

Dogu’daki kalenin de yapicisidir.
=

LT/

)

///

Fig. 1 Larisa’nin (Dogu ve Bati) yakin gevresiyle birlikte genel yerlesim plani.

Kalenin etegindeki yerlesme nispeten kiigiik bir niifusu barindirmaktadir.
Kale sadece bu sinirli grubun savunma veya gekilme yeri degildir, Bati yerles-
mesinin sakinlerini de icerecek sekilde diistiniilmiistiir. Ayni zamanda konu-
mu ve 6zenli mimarisiyle Bati’yi merkez alarak yoneten giiciin temsil aragla-
rindan biridir.

Larisa Bati ise belli ki ana yerlesmedir (Fig. 2). En yiiksek kayalik noktasi (ka-
zilarin yapildigi yer) akropol olarak degerlendirilmis, saraylar ve tapinak bu-
rada insa edilmistir. Akropol’iin giineydogusunda nispeten genis sehir alani
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Fig. 2 Larisa Bati yerlesmesi (Akropol ve sehir) ve Nekropol.

uzanmaktadir; teraslamalar ve duvar izleri yerlesimin dokusuna iliskin bilgi
vermektedir. Akropoliin hemen kuzeyindeki yamag da (belki giineydoguda-
ki yerlesim alanina gére daha geg bir tarihte) sehir alanina katilmis, M.O. 4.
yiizyila tarihlenebilen surla sarilmistir. Kuzeye, kuzeydoguya dogru, sehrin
¢ok yakinindan baslayan Nekropol uzanmaktadir.

Bati’dan bakisla; Nekropol’iin sonlandigi yerlerde, kismen dogal kayalik olu-
sumlarin belirledigi hatlarla ayrilacak sekilde (asagida anlatilan) tarim alan-
lari baslamaktadir (Fig. 3). Nekropol’iin son mezarlari ile tarim yapilarinin
(ayrr tutulmakla birlikte) birbirine dokunacak kadar yaklasmasi Dogu ve Bati
yerlesmelerinin birbirine ait oldugunu tereddiit birakmayacak sekilde goster-
mistir. Dogu’daki kalenin mimarisinin Bati’daki Akropol suruyla olan 6zdesli-
gi de zaten bu beraberligin gostergesidir.

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bolgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu




284

=0 Tarim 3 /

/f apila
Dy ) Z

Uzun duy:
X . J \

y

Gediz
Ovasi

Fig. 3 Nekropol’lin kuzeydogu uzantisi, tarim igin ayrilmis alan ve
Larisa Dogu (kale ve yerlesme).

Akropol ve Sehir Alanlarindaki Yeni Caligmalar®

Larisa Batr’da, Akropol’iin yapilar 20. yiizyil kazilarinin dayandigi baslica
yorum kaynaklardir. Ancak yapilarin bir kismi o donemde tas plani hassa-
siyetinde olgiilememistir. Bu eksikligi de gidermek Larisa’daki Mimari Yiizey
Arastirmalari’nin baslica gorevlerinden biri olarak goriilmigstiir. Hemen 2010
yili seferinden baslayarak; Eski Saraylar ile Megaron, daha sonra yiiksek li-
sans ve doktora tezleri cercevesinde Yeni Saray, Tapinak, Kuzeydogu Yapisi,
Propylon ve Akropol’ii gevreleyen surlarin hassas planlarinin (ve ilgili kesit ve
goriintslerinin) elde edilmesine girisilmistir.

Akropol’ui giiney ve kuzeyden saran sehir alaninda ¢alismalar gergeklestiril-
mis, yine olabildigince tanimli ¢ok sayida duvar izi kaydedilmistir. Giineydeki

6 Bu alanlarda yapilan belgeleme galismalari ile yiiksek lisans ve doktora tezlerinin ko-
nulari, Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri’nde 2018 yilinda acilan, Larisa: Farkl Hayatlar Farkl
Renkler sergisinin katalogunda kisa yazilar halinde yaymlanmistir: Saner, Kiilekgi, Oncii
(ed.) 2018.
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alan oldukga genistir, ova yoniine dogru dogal setlerle inmektedir. Kayalik
dogal diisiislerin yaninda mimari teraslamalarla da yerlesim alanlari kaza-
nilmistir. Sehrin bu kisminda, en azindan belli bir boliimiin 1zgara sistem esas
alinarak tasarlandigina iliskin gostergeler vardir. Akropol’ii saran M.O. er-
ken 5. ylizyil surlarinin sehri de igine alacak sekilde uzatilmis olmasi beklenir.
Ancak bunlarin izlerini tespit etmek kolay degildir; simdilik bazi oneriler var-
dir. M.O. 4. yiizyildaysa Akropol alaninin genisletildigi, giiney ve kuzey se-
hir alanlarinin da dikdortgen duvar orgiisii gosteren yeni surlarla kusatildig
soylenebilmektedir. Bu sirada kuzeydoguda, diateichisma hattinin yardimiyla
bir 6n (veya ic) kale olusturulmus, ayrica asagida da anilan “dis sur” insa edil-
mistir. Kuzey yamaci fazlasiyla diktir. Ve yerlesim icin uygun goriilmeyecek bu
topografya bir tiyatroyla degerlendirilmistir. Tiyatro, M.O. 4. yiizyil sur hatti-
nin iginde kalmaktadir. Ayni yamagta baska tanimli bir yapi 6nermek simdilik
zordur, ama bu yamacin, dikligine ragmen yapilastigi arazide tespit edilebi-
len gesitli duvar izleriyle tespit edilebilmektedir.

Nekropol’de Tespitler ve Anitsal Tiimiiliisler

Nekropol’iin varligi 20. yiizyilda tabii ki tespit edilmis, bazi mezar halkalar
nispeten ayrintili bicimde ¢izilmis, ama sadece ayrintisiz yalin dairelerden
olusan bir gosterimle yayginligi bir plan lizerine aktarilmistir’. Bazi mezarlar-
da kazi da yapilmistir. Nekropol’iin 20. yiizyilda elde edilen yerlesim plani, La-
risa Bati’nin kuzeydogusuna dogru agilarak uzanan bir alani ifade etmektedir.
Larisa’daki Yiizey Arastirmalarimizin, Nekropol’le ilgili getirdigi en 6nemli ye-
niliklerin baginda Nekropol’iin isgal ettigi alanin yeniden tanimlanmis olma-
sidir. Buna gore Larisa Nekropol’ii sadece Bati yerlesmesinden kuzeydoguya
dogru yonelen genis hatla sinirli degildir. Eski Buruncuk kéyiinii yukaridan
sinirlayan ve arazide hilal bigiminde bir ¢izgi olarak kendini belli eden sirtin
hemen dis yamaglari, yani kuzeyi, dogusu ve giineyi biitiiniiyle Nekropol is-
levine ayrilmistir. Bagka bir ifadeyle, Larisa Bati’da akropole ulagimi saglayan
ve tas dosemesiyle hala goriilebilen yoldan baslatirsak, Gediz Ovasi tarafina
kadar saat yoniinde gizilecek ¢ok genis bir yay Nekropol’d igine almaktadir.
Dolayisiyla, Nekropol’iin vaziyet plani yenilenmistir. Bir baska yenilik, tespit
edilebilen tiim mezar birimlerinin tas plani hassasiyeti icinde belgelenmis

7 Boehlau-Schefold 1940, Tafel 31b, Tafel 44.
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olmasidir®. Ayni baglamda kabaca sekillendirilmis bloklarla ve diizgiin islen-
mis ¢okgen bloklarla 6riilmiis mezar halkalarinin bu farklarinin da dikkate
alinmaktadir. Baska bir ifadeyle, daha 6zenli ve daha az 6zenli tiimiiliis mima-
rilerinin, yaptiran gruplarin toplumsal konumlarina, maddi ve temsil giiglerine
isaret edebilecegi diisiincesinden hareket edilmektedir. Tiimiiliislerin ¢aplari
ve Nekropolicindeki konumlaridayine toplumsal statiilere, ayrica Nekopol’iin
arazi tizerindeki kronolojik gelisme dogrultusuna iliskin ipuglari verebilecektir.

Nekropol ¢calismalarimizin en 6nemli katkilarindan bir bagkasi, eski Buruncuk
kdyliniin lizerindeki sirtta dizili, kalinti halindeki dort adet yel degirmeninin,
anitsal boyda tiimiiliislerin lizerine insa edildiklerinin ortaya koyulabilmesi-
dir. Tumdiliisler arazide birer kabarti olarak rahatlikla okunmaktadir, yiginla-
rin igcinde 6zgiin duvar halkalar da yer yer goriilebilmektedir. Diger taraftan,
Ege’den bilinen yel degirmeni 6rneklerinde her degirmenin kuskusuz bir ta-
bani veya kaidesi bulunabilmektedir, ancak alt kisimda tiimiiliise benzer bir
kabartiyla degirmen mimarisinde karsilagilmamaktadir. Dort numarali Tii-
milus’iin (degirmenin) hemen kuzeybatisinda, arazideki izleri daha az oku-
nur olan (lizerine yel degirmeni insa edilmemis) bir besinci Tumiiliis daha
tespit edilmistir. Bu yapi basamakli bir yiikselmeyla kendini gostermekte, in-
saatinin bu farkiyla digerlerinden ayrilmaktadir. Yaklasik 36 m.’lik ¢api da bu
tlimaliisu, sirt tizerindeki diziiginde en gorkemli anit konumuna tagimaktadir.
Sirt boyunca bir de sur hattinin izleri goriilebilmektedir. 20. yiizyil Larisa ya-
yinina gore bu “dis sur” M.O. 4. yiizyildaki ek bir savunma ihtiyacinin sonu-
cudur. Surun insaati sirasinda daha onceki donemlerde gevreden goriilmek
tizere yerlestirilen Tlimiillisler hattin icine alinmis, hatta sur, tiimiilislere
zarar vermeden, uygun zig zaglar cizerek mezar anitlarini igeride birakacak
sekilde tasarlanmistir. Bu uygulamayla tiimiiliisler perdelenmis ve ¢evreden
goriilmez hale gelmis olmalidir.

Nihayet mimari ylizey arastirmalarinin Larisa’ya iliskin bilgileri cok onemli
oranda yenileyen bir baska kesfi de “Biyiik Timiiliis”lin zayif kalintilarini
teshis edip belgeleyebilmis olmasidir. Yapinin ¢api yaklasik 55 m’dir, yani ola-
silikla 200 Antik ayak dlgiistindedir. Nekropol’iin gliney uzantisinin en ug kis-
minda ve kayalik bir ugurumun basinda, Gediz Ovasi’ni karsilar konumdainsa

8 Tespit edilen tumiiliisleri gizimleriyle birlikte tanitan bir katalog igin bkz. Saner-Kiilek-
€i 2017, 45-259.

ALIAGA VE GEVRESI



edilmis olan bu anitsal tiimiiliis, Larisa’nin (belki M.O. 5. yiizyilda hiikiim sii-
ren) mutlak yoneticilerinden birinin iddiasini yansitmaktadir. Cevresini saran
duvarin bloklari igin kayalik bir hat iizerinde blok yerlestirme yataklari olus-
turmus, mezar odasi da tam merkezde konumlanmayan bir kaya kiitlesinin
islenmesiyle elde edilmistir. Yasadisi bir kazinin ortaya c¢ikardigi iki blok hala
yerinde goriilebilmektedir.

Tarihleme agisindansa, relatif bir kronoloji dnerilebilir. Dort adet yel degir-
meni kalintisinin altindaki tiimilisler biiylikce caplari ve 6zel konumlariyla,
ama Nekropol’iin M.O. 6. yiizyil buluntularini yogun olarak veren orta kis-
mina yakinligi nedeniyle, yine o yiizyilin dnde gelen kisiliklerine ait olarak
degerlendirilebilir. Sirtin lizerine insa edilen daha da anitsal boyuttaki basa-
makli Tlimiiliis’se bu hat lizerinde, ilk d6rt mezardan sonraki bir tarihte insa
edilmis olmalidir. O biiyiikliigiiyle o dar mevkie ancak basamaklandirlarak,
yani genis taban alani kazandinlarak insa edilebilmistir. Biiyiik Tiimdiliis ise
bu kronolojide, iddiasi ve yeni konumuyla ti¢lincii sirada olmalidir.

Tarim Alanlari ve Kocatepe Yapisi

Larisa Dogu’daki kalenin ve etegindeki yerlesmenin hemen disinda tarim
alanlan kurgulanmistir. Mimari ¢alismalarimiz bu bolgede iyi tasarlanmis,
avlulu-avlusuz dikdortgen planli yapilar ortaya koyabilmistir. Bunlarin {iriin
depolama, isleme, hayvan barindirma ve hayvan iiriinleri elde etme gibi islev-
lere hizmet etmis olacagi diisiiniilebilir. Yapilarin disinda arazide tespit edilen
teraslar da farkli triinlerin (ova yerine veya ovanin yani sira) yetistirilmesi-
ne yonelik onlemler olarak goriilmelidir. Kale’ye yakin yamaglarda tarimsal
islevi isaret eden, yakin zamanlara, yillara ait diizenlemeler, gevirmeler de
halaizleriyardimiyla goriilebilmektedir. Bunlarin arazide agtigi yaralar heniiz
tazedir; moloz taslarla olusturulmus nispeten gevsek orgiileri ve “cevirme”
olarak tanimlamanin uygun olacagi duvar hatlari bulunmaktadir. Bu fark, An-
tik kalintilarla yakin zamana ait kalintilari birbirinden ayirt etmeyi kolaylas-
tirmaktadir. Tespit ettigimiz kalintilarin toprak ve zayif bitki ortiisii icindeki
entegrasyonu, az sayida blok sirasinin korunmus olmasi ve en 6nemlisi plan
ozellikleri genel anlamiyla, ‘Antik’ oluslarinda kusku birakmamaktadir. Bu tiir
yapilari, Larisa’nin kisitl dmrii igcinde Arkaik donemlere cekmek pek miimkiin
goriinmemektedir. M.O. Geg 5. yiizyil veya 4. yiizyili diisiinmek simdilik kay-
diyla uygun olacaktir. Seramik gostergeler agisindan tarim bolgesi pek giiclii
degildir.
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Dumanli Dag’in, Gediz Ovasi seviyesine indigi yerde, Larisa Dogu’nun yak-
lasik 1 km.-1,5 km. dogusunda iki algak tepe bulunmaktadir. Bunlardan, Kii-
ciik Tepe iizerinde yapilasma kalintisi yerine, kayalarin Antik Donem’lerde
tas ocagi olarak kullanildigina isaret eden izler tespit edilebilmektedir. Koca
Tepe’deyse avlulu biiyiik bir yapinin kalintilar durmaktadir. Yakin ¢evresinde
yorumlamaya agik baska duvar kalintilari da vardir. Koca Tepe Yapisi’ni, ka-
lin duvarlari, avlusu ve avlusunu saran mekan dizileriyle, tarimla iliskili bir
yapiolarak gormek miimkiindiir. Ayni alanda bulunan bir Olynthos degirmeni
parcasi da Uriin isleme ile ilgili bir islevi gostermesi agisindan en azindan bir
gosterge olarak yorumlanabilir. Alanda M.O. 5.-4. yiizyillara ait sayilabilecek
siyah firnisli seramik parcalar gozlenmistir. Koca Tepe Yapisi aslinda Larisa
Dogu ile Neonteikhos yerlesim alaninin kabaca ortasinda yer almaktadir. La-
risa calismalari sirasinda, Larisa’nin egemenlik alani iginde kaldigi kabuliiyle
ayrintili bicimde belgelenmistir, ancak Neonteikhos’la iliskili olabilecegi de
ihtimal disi birakilmamalidir.

Tas Ocaklari-Uretim ve
Uriin Islemeye Yonelik Bazi Kiiciik Buluntular

Antik tas ocaklarinin ¢ok sayidaki izi Larisa’daki mimari arastirmalara eslik
etmistir. Bunun kanitlanabilir en eski drnekleri M.O. erken 5. yiizyildandir;
M.O. 4. yiizyilda da ayni yontemler gecerli olmustur. Uzun ve kisa kesme
izleri, ayrica ¢ok yogun bicimde karsilasilan kama oyuklari baslica tas elde
etme yontemleri olmustur. Bu bilginin Larisa’ya belki Larisa disindan gruplar
getirilerek ulastigi one siiriilebilir. M.O. erken 5. yiizyilin cok iddiali ve 6zenli
yapilarini da ayni gruplar gergeklestirmis olmalidir. Kama oyuklarinin hassas
bicimde belgelenmesiyle Larisa Dogu ve Larisa Bati’nin iliskisine ve 6zellik-
le Nekropol’iin yayilma yoniine iliskin de bilgiler ¢ikarilabilmektedir. Ayrica
¢ok sayida kaya yiizeyinde kama oyuklarinin agilmasi ancak blok kazanma
isleminin tamamlanmamasi “Larisa’nin son giinleri”’ne nispeten ani bir istila
durumuyla gelindigini diisiindiirmektedir.

Larisa Yiizey Arastirmasi bir mimarlik tarihi disiplini cergevesinde yiiriimekle
birlikte arazi de karsilasilan bazi belirgin buluntular da belgelenmekte, yerle-
sim ve mimariyle iliskilendirilmek lizere kaydedilmektedir. Bunlarin arasinda
ozellikle tanimli bir gereg olan Olynthos degirmenlerini saymak gerekir. Lari-
sa Batr’da, akropolde ve giiney sehir alaninda, ayrica terk edilmis eski Burun-
cuk koyiinde ve yukarida da belirtildigi tizere Koca Tepe Yapisi’nin mevkinde
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farkli boyutlarda ve iscilik ozelliklerinde ornekleri bulunmustur. Bu degir-
men taslarn genellikle en zayif yerleri olan ortadaki agikliktan ikiye boliin-
miis durumdadir. Yine ezme/ogiitme isleviyle ilgili olarak el degirmenlerine
de siklikla Larisa Bati’daki Akropol ve giiney sehir alaninda rastlanmistir.
Bunlarin sayisi oldukga fazladir. Bigimleri, “tepesi kesik bir koninin diiseyde
ikiye ayrilmis hali” olarak tanimlanabilir. Eski Buruncuk kdyiinde bir adet de,
zeytin isleme gereci olarak bilinen trapetum diizenegine ait bir adet bazalt
orbis pargasi bulunmustur. Nihayet Larisa Bati’da, giiney sehir alaninda iki
adet mortarium’un pargalariyla da karsilasilmistir. Caplari yaklasik 35 cm.-
40 cm.’ye tamamlanabilmektedir.

Diisiinceler

Yukarida paylasilan son onyilin arazi tespitleri zaten kendi ifade degerleriigin-

de Larisa mimari calismalarinin bugiin geldigi asamayi 6zetlemektedir. Larisa
calismalari, ‘bir kaziya hazirlik’ plani iginde yiiriitiilmemistir. Mimarlik tarih-

ciliginin birikim ve bakisiyla arazide hala teshis edilebilen pek ¢ok yapi kalinti-

sinin hassas bicimde belgelenmesine ve bunlarin degerlendirilmesine odakli-

dir. Kronolojik cergeveyi, kismen stratigrafiyi de gozeten 20. yiizyil kazilarinin
kazandirdigi bilgiler belirlemektedir. Kiiciik buluntularin M.O. 7. yiizyila da 289
yogun bicimde isaret etmesi, mimaride karsiligini pek fazla bulamamakta-
dir. M.O. 6., 5. ve 4. yiizyillarsa yapi tipolojisi, insaat teknikleri, duvar 6rgii-
sui gibi konular baglaminda mimariyle iligkilendirilebilmektedir. Akropoliin,
sehrin ve Nekropol’lin gegirdigi bazi genisleme asamalar da mimari gozlem-
ler sonucu kronoloji igine yerlestirilebilmektedir. Son olarak; Larisa’nin iki te-
peli bir yerlesim yapisinin olmasi, Nekropol’lin yayilimi ve tarim alanlarinin
tespiti, topografyaya bagli toplumsal bir is boliimii veya birliktelige de isaret
etmektedir.
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Protogeometric Pottery
from the South Hill and
New Data on Archaic Kyme

ALIAGA AND
ITS TERRITORY

The predominance of the monumental remains of the
Hellenistic and Roman city implies that the knowledge
of the most ancient phases of Aeolian Kyme is linked to
the episodicinvestigation of the archaic layersand to the
interpretation of a rather scanty archaeological dossier,
almost exclusively limited to ceramics. Nevertheless,
the topic has been the focus of particular attention for
the Italian Archaeological Mission, which has been
working on the site for over thirty years. We have to deal
with the gap between the literary sources on the foun-
dation of the city and the archaeological record estab-
lished during more than a century of research. According
to the historical sources, the foundation of the city is
usually established at a date ranging from the end of the
twelfth to the middle of the eleventh century BC2 But up
to recently, while ceramics have ensured the occupation
of the site only since the middle of the eighth century
BC, the evidence of the earlier stages is still based on

1 Dr.MarcoCamera,UniversitadegliStudidiCatania,Dipartimento
di Scienze Umanistiche, Piazza Dante 32, Catania-Italia.

2 Euseb.Chron.II, 970.
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scanty and fragmentary evidence, sometimes dubious or lacking any con-
firmation?.

Fig. 1 Ancient Kyme: Urban area and necropolis.

While LG pottery was found at various locations in the city (Fig. 1)*, the only
mention of the discovery of PG pottery dates back to the investigations car-
ried out in 1979 on the South Hill by the Izmir Museum under the direction
of H. Ugankus: the notice refers to finds unfortunately still unpublished and
has caused some perplexity®. More recently, in the lower town, where it has
been possible to reach the deepest layers dating back to the second half of
the VIII. century, the presence of residual shards from more ancient periods
has not been excluded (Fig. 2)°.

3 Forasummary of the data on the archaic city: Frasca 2005.

4 Akurgal19s6; Bouzek 1974, 77; Schifer 1974, 211; Bayne 2000, 197; Scatozza Horicht 2007, 110.
5 Ucankus 1980, 148-149. On the same finds see also Iren 2008a, 31.
6

La Marca 2012; Colelli 2012, 54; Colelli 20153, 74-75; 78-79; Colelli 2015b, 260-263; Co-
lelli 2017.
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Fig. 2 Kyme: EIA pottery from lower town.

Broadening the view to the peri-urban area, the reports from the excava-
tions carried out in the necropolis seem to outline a picture not different: The
documentation allows to go back at least to the second half of the eighth
centry’, but, as in the settlement, an earlier evidence is provided by a grey
ware PG krater whose shape can be traced back to the Anatolian tradition of
the Bronze Age (Fig. 3)*%.
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Fig. 3 Kyme: PG krater from the South Necropolis (Iren 2008b).

The latest excavations on the South Hill now provide a new tool for discussing
chronological problems and developing some interpretative hypotheses. On
the South Hill, already considered by E. Akurgal as the site of the earliest
settlement of Kyme?, systematic research has been carried out since 1988 by

7 Frasca 2005, 569; Sudano 2015; Colelli 20153, 73; Colelli 2015b, 259.
8 1Iren2008a,31; 35, n. 1, Figs. 2.3, 1; 2.5, 1; Iren 2008b, 621, n. 18, Fig. 25.

9 Akurgal19s6.
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the team of archaeologists of the University of Catania led by Prof. Massimo
Frasca'®. On the South Hill, between 1988 and 1990, in the deepest layers
reached within later room A (Fig. 4), a large group of Geometric and Archaic
pottery shards was found, providing the first significant opportunity to
lay the basis for an organic study of local pottery production and of trade
relations established from the 8" century onwards™.. Together with the most
ancient ceramics (Fig. 5) and local painted pottery and grey ware, many
imported LG fragments were found, mostly North Ionian bird-kotylai (Fig. 6),
and Euboean pottery (Fig. 7).
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Fig. 5 Kyme: Mid-8" skyphoi from South  Fig. 6 Kyme: North Ionian bird-kotylai
Hill. from South Hill.

10 For a summary of the results of archaeological research on the South Hill: Frasca
2012; Frasca 20717.

11 Frasca1993, Frasca 1998; Frasca 2000; Frasca 2005.
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Hill.

Fig. 8 Kyme: Excavation on South Hill.

Between 2012 and 2015 it was decided
tocarryoutanewstratigraphicsondage
within Late Roman room H, near room
A where the first archaic fragments
were found. Here, in a very limited
space, the excavation was deepened
until reaching the rock, unearthing
the layers not altered by the levelling
works carried out for the enlargement
of the terrace on which the roman
imperial domus was built, which is
now the most important monumental
complex in the area (Fig. 8)'%. A group
of ceramic fragments recovered during
the excavation offered the possibility
to re-propose the issue of the chro-
nology of the most ancient finds in the
urban area and of the archaic ceramic
productions attested in Kyme, already
successfully set by Massimo Frasca
with regard to the first discoveries on
the South Hill®.

Ceramic fragments belong to grey ware and Greek type painted pottery.

There are two categories of grey ware shapes: those belonging to the most

ancient local or Mycenaean tradition, dating back to the late Bronze Age,

and those imitating contemporary Greek prototypes. The first group in-
cludes the one-handled mugs decorated with thin incised lines (Fig. 9). It

is one of the most ancient shapes, widespread in North-Western Anatolia

during the early Iron Age, the origin of which was assumed to be a mixture

12 The excavations were directed in the field by me under the scientific direction of Prof.
Massimo Frasca, whom I thank for having entrusted me with the study of the finds. I also
thank Prof. Antonio La Marca, director of the archaeological mission, for having allowed
its publication. The photographs and drawings of the finds are by the author.

13 Camera 2017; Camera 2018a; Camera 2018b.
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of hetogneouselements of Mycenaean derivation. The same origin has also
been hypothesized for a type of one-handled cup (Fig. 10) found at many sites
of North-Western Anatolia, which seems to be long-lasting even beyond the
Archaic Age, even if its spread began at a very early date™.

298

Fig. 9 Kyme: EIA grey ware mugs from South Hill.

14 Bayne 2000, 140-141 (shape 1). See also Frasca 1993, 54, Fig. 5c, n. 17 (Kyme); Bayne
2000, 160; 162, Fig. 38, nn. 1-4; 163, Fig. 39, nn. 1-3 (Smyrna); 211; 214, Fig. 62, nn. 1-2 (Myti-
lene); Danile 2009, 318, Fig. 21 (Lemnos); Chabot Aslan 2002, 110, n. 100, Tavv. 12-13 (Troy).
15 Bayne 2000, 141 (shape 2); 160; 163, Fig. 39, nn. 4-7 (Smyrna); 175 (Larisa); 201; 203, Fig.
57, nn. 2-3 (Antissa).
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Fig. 10 Kyme: EIA grey ware cups from South Hill.
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To the local tradition of the second millennium BC is connected a type of

bowl (Figs. 11-12) well attested, sometimes even in its larger version, in Troy,
in the earliest levels of many Aeolian sites, and also in Kyme in the lower
town™. The finding contexts suggest to assign an early chronology to this
shape, which is also influenced by Greek PG pottery. A fragment belongs to
a PG krater (Fig. 13) similar to the one found in the necropolis of Kyme al-
ready shown before?. The shape, widespread since the late Bronze Age, is
long-lasting in Aeolis during the Geometric Period, but this one seems to be
very close, because of the shape of the rim, to prehistoric prototypes®.

16 Bayne 2000, 142-143 (shapes 4-5). This typology is already attested in Kyme (BAYNE
2000, 191; 193, Fig. 54, nn. 3-4; Colelli 2012, 54; Colelli 20153, 74-75; 78; Colelli 2015b, 260-262).

17 Iren2008a, 31; 35, n. 1, Figs. 2.3, 1; 2.5, 1; Iren 2008b, 621, n. 18, Fig. 25

18 Bayne 2000, 150 (shape 12); 160; 164, Fig. 40, n. 6.
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Fig. 12 Kyme: EIA grey ware bowls from South Hill.

0 10cm

Fig. 13 Kyme: EIA grey ware krater from South Hill.

Moving on to the shapes having more or less exact parallels in Greek ce-
ramics, the earliest find is a fragment of skyphos morphologically belonging
to the LPG deep bowls with monochrome or geometric painted decoration
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(Fig. 14)%. Others shards belonging to closed shapes such as belly-handled

amphorae and oinochoai seem to be equally ancient. Two amphora rim frag-
ments are morphologically similar to PG painted and grey ware examples

from Troy and other Aeolian sites (Figs. 15-16)%. One of them has a grey fab-
ric but a red surface carefully polished on the outside as grey ware is: It could

be one of the uncommon cases of red ware, widespread in the Bronze Age but

still episodically found in the region in the early Iron Age?.

Fig. 14 Kyme: EIA grey ware skyphos from South Hill.

/)' 30
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Fig. 15 Kyme: EIA grey ware amphora from South Hill.

Fig. 16 Kyme: EIA red ware amphora from South Hill.

19 Lemos 2002, 33-46; Tavv. 32.4; 34.7-8; 36.4-5; 67.5-6.
20 Chabot Aslan 2002, 101, n. 31, PL. 4, 31; Danile 2009, 323, Fig. 27 (Lemnos).

21 Bayne 2000, 139.
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A fragment of a krater rim (Fig. 17) is later and can be compared to pro-
totypes dating from MG II to LG I%. Though its small size does not allow
the reconstruction of the profile, the finding in the deepest layer allows us
to date no later than the 8 century BC a fragment of deinos or krater with
incised decoration (Fig. 18), perhaps an imitation of metal prototypes.

0 10cm

Fig. 17 Kyme: EIA grey ware krater from South Hill.
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Fig. 18 Kyme: EIA grey ware deinos or krater from South Hill.

Now, moving on to painted pottery, we can distinguish between East Greek
imports, for which the place of origin can at the moment only be hypothe-
sized, and likely local products.

Among the finds from the deepest layer there is a shoulder/neck fragment
of a large amphora or hydria, with a very well-preserved red painted decora-
tion, consisting of groups of at least twelve concentric circles or semicircles,

22 Verdan et alii 2008, 145, PL. 11, n. 28; 154, PL. 20, n. 67 (Euboea).
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separated by groups of four pendent tongues (Fig. 19). The peculiar deco-
ration clearly indicates its belonging to the Protogeometric Period. The re-
duction of the tongues to small groups of strokes is suggested by N. Cold-
stream as a distinctive feature of the East Greek products compared to the

Attic models from which the motif comes?. The fragment has some parallels

at Ephesus ascribed, by means of neutron activation analysis, both to local

production and to Euboean import?, where this decorative pattern is well at-
tested®. Other shards dating back to the same period, decorated with a dou-
ble wavy line or concentric circles typical of PG belly-handled amphorae and

hydriai from Attic prototypes have been found on the South Hill (Fig. 20)2.

0 10cm

Fig. 19 Kyme: PG amphora or hydria from South Hill.
303

Fig. 20 Kyme: PG amphorae from South Hill.

23 Coldstream 20082, 265.
24 Kerschner 2014, 133, n. Ephe 70, Fig. 14; 131, n. Ephe 125, Fig. 11.

25 Popham - Sackett 1980, 272, n. 983, PL. 276; Catling - Lemos 1990, 40-42, Tavv. 2g; 65,
n. 469; 66, n. 471.

26 Desborough 1952, Tavv. 4-5.
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One of the most ancient finds is a fragment of a clay animal figurine, unfor-
tunately not complete, with only the head remaining (Fig. 21). The preserved
part shows the animal’s skull with a very long snout, flattened at the end,
and added bulbous eyes. Above and behind the clearly visible jaw, the broken
and abraded surface does not allow to identify other anatomical features of
the animal, probably identifiable as an horse. The surface still bears evident
traces of the painted decoration. The head structure is almost the same as
the one of the famous LPG stag figurine from the Kerameikos necropolis in
Athens, dating back to the 2" half of the 10* century BC (Fig. 22).

Fig. 21 Kyme: PG figurine from South Hill. Fig. 22 Kyme: PG figurine from
Athens (Kraiker-Kiibler 1939).

A belly-handled PG amphora neck (Fig. 23), with the rim decorated with dis-
tinctive strokes and edge, is very similar to a grey ware PG fragment from
Troy?®. Some other fragments (Figs. 24-25) have small size not allowing the
reconstruction of the shape and a complete evaluation of the decoration:
they belong to long lasting shapes and have generic decorative patterns,
for whom the chronological range can be very wide, up to include the entire
Geometric Period and sometimes beyond.

27  Kraiker - Kiibler 1939, PL. 77; Kiibler 1943, 40 (inv. 641), PL. 26.
28 Chabot Aslan 2002, PlL.1,n. g.
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Fig. 24 Kyme: EIA/Archaic painted pottery from South Hill.
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Fig. 25 Kyme: EIA/Archaic painted pottery from South Hill.

A dating between EG and MG Periods can be proposed for some fragments
with dark ground style decoration or a panel with zigzag pattern (Fig. 26)%.
Finally, there is a small group of LG fragments: some are likely to be Euboean
imports®°, others are East Greek products (Fig. 27). Among these are the
bird-kotylai, both imported from the nearby Ionian area and locally produced
(Fig. 28)3L

29 Coldstream 2008, passim (EG/MG); Akurgal 1983, Pl. 15 a-b (EG from Smyrna); Blanas
2006, 258-259, n. 138 (MG from Amorgos).

30 Some fragments, belonging to skyphoi, can be compared in shape and decoration
with LG examples of Eretria: Verdan et alii 2008, Pls. 100-105. For euboic skyphoi of the
same type from Kyme: Frasca 1993, 59, nn. 76-79, Fig. 23 (LG).

31 The archeometric analysis has demonstrated the localization of the production in
the North Ionian area, in the Klazomenai peninsula and in particular in Teos: see, lastly,
Kadioglu et alii 2015. See also Kerschner - Mommsen 1997, 138-140; Kerschner 2002a;
Kerschner 2002b, PL. 1. See also Walter 1968, 40-41, Pls. 42-44 (Samos); Ozgiinel 1978,
20-21, PL. 2. III (Smyrna); Ersoy 2004, 50, Fig. 6f (Klazomenai); D’Acunto 2015, 486, Figs.
26-28 (Rhodes). An Aeolian production has been hypothesized on the basis of laboratory
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Fig. 26 Kyme: EG/MG pottery from South Hill.
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Fig. 27 Kyme: LG Euboean and East Greek pottery from South Hill.

Fig. 28 Kyme: LG bird-kotylai (North Ionian and local) from South Hill.
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To sum up: The EIA is still elusive at Kyme and we are far from painting a clear
picture of the settlement and it’s material culture. The group of ceramic finds
dealt with here, despite its small number and fragmented state, covers a
wide chronological range, providing a useful tool for discussing chronological
problems and offering a perspective on the local handicraft and trade rela-
tions of the city at the beginning of its history. So, being aware that conclu-
sions are preliminary, it seems important summarizing and analysing some
key points:

The first point to highlight is the possibility to confirm for the first time a
well-documented presence of PG painted pottery in Kyme. Despite the possi-
bility of a persistence of a SPG style after 900 BC, the decoration of the most
ancient fragments seems to be purely PG and, therefore, no later than the
end of the 10*" century or a little later. Thanks to the association with painted
PG pottery, now verified for the first time, we can confirm the hypothesis of
N. Bayne of the ancient chronology of several grey ware fragments found in
Kyme, often belonging to Bronze Age tradition®2. As a result, it is possible to
establish an earlier chronology, of at least a century and a half, of the most
ancient archaeological evidence in the urban area.

Secondly, as fabric seems to suggest, the possible attribution to a local work-
shop of some of the PG fragments would mean the establishment of the first
Greek workshops in Kyme at a very early stage compared to what was as-
sumed in the past, confirming the most recent hypotheses made by the re-
sults of archaeometric analyses by M. Kerschner.

Thirdly, the painted fragments belonging to EG/MG Periods can be a first
evidence of materials that, with future discoveries, could fill the gap currently
recorded between LPG and LG Periods®*.

Finally, the certainly Attic or Euboean models to which the most ancient
painted fragments we examined belong, confirm the direct or indirect close

analysis: see Kerschner 2002a, 8s, Pl. 1, n. 18. For other bird-kotylai previously found in
Kyme, see Frasca 1993, 61, nn. 81-85, Figg. 25-26; Colelli 2012, 66, Figg. 28-30.

32 Bayne 2000, 241; 190-191 for grey ware in Kyme.
33 Kerschner 2014, 114.

34 Iren2008a, 3s5.
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trans-Aegean relations established since the early Iron Age. The archeomet-
ric analyses carried out by M. Kerschner and the studies carried out by other

scholars such as M. Frasca and K. Iren, have indeed shown that, since the

10t or 9t centuries BC, Kyme and the centres of the Western Anatolian coast

seem to have maintained close relations with Euboea, proved both by the im-
portsand the local production of pottery inthe Euboean style®. Trans-aegean

contacts between Euboea and Kyme played an important role until the end of
the Geometric Period, as evidenced by the large dossier of Euboean imported

LG ceramics found in Kyme together with others from North Ionian cities®.
Alongside this East-West route, if we also look at data offered specially by

grey ware, the picture of typological comparisons reveals a second North-
South route showing the Aeolis in contact with Troad and North Ionia, con-
firming the picture already outlined by K. Iren (Fig. 29)%".

In conclusion, the archaeological dossier offered by the new ceramics found

on the South Hill provides an image of a key site for the knowledge of the

most ancient history of the whole Aeolian region: A dynamic city looking out-
wards and included, since its earliest stages, in the networks connecting the

coastal regions of the Aegean during Early Iron Age.

Fig. 29 Aeolian connections in the Protogemetric Period (left) and in the Geometric
Period (Iren 2008a).

35  Kerschner 2014, 119-122; Frasca 1998; Iren 2008a.
36 Frasca1993;1998; 2000; 2005.

37 Iren2008a, 35.
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| sabri ARICI" ALIAGA VE GEVRESI

Hellenistik Donem’de Phokaia

Izmir’in Foca Ilcesinde bulunan Phokaia’nin gecmisi
M.O. 3. bine kadar gitmektedir? Kent, M.O. 1. binin bas-
larinda 6nce Aiol, sonradaIon kentlerinden biri olmustur?.
Pausanias’a gore,* Atinali onderler (Philogenes ve Da-
mon) esliginde bolgeye gelen Phokisliler, Kymeliler’in izin
verdigi yerde ilk yerlesmelerini kurmuslardi. Strabon ise,®

Philogenes onderligindeki Atinalilar tarafindan kentin 315

1 Dr. Ogr. Uyesi Sabri Arici, Mersin Universitesi, Fen-Edebiyat
Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Bolimii.

2 Son donem kazilarinda, Phokaialilar’in Aioller’den de gok dnce
burada olduklari anlagilmistir. Phokaia’nin ilk yerlesim alani kazila-
rinda, Oryantalizan Donem megaronlarinin altinda Protogeomet-
rik Donem oval evleri ortaya gikarilmistir. Erken Protogeometrik
Donem’e ait iki ayri oval evin varligi bu alanda Ionlarin yerlestigini
gosterir. Ayrica ayni alanda Myken ve Gri Minyas seramiginin bu-
lunmus olmasi da 6nemlidir. Ayni alanda daha alt seviyelerde M.O.
3. ve 2. bin yerlesim izlerine seramiklerle birlikte rastlanilmis olma-
si, en azindan M.O. 3. binden beri Phokaia’nin var oldugunu bize
gostermektedir. Ilk kurulus hakkinda Ozyigit 1998, 772-777. Ozyigit
20033, 342-344; Ozyi{git 2009, 30-31. Phokaia’nin geneli hakkinda
bkz. Akurgal 1956a, 33-40; Akurgal 1993, 55-59; Ozyigit 1998, 9-15;
Ozyigit 2003b, 97-106; Ozyigit 1998.

3 Akurgal19s6a, 13; Akurgal 1956b, 32-33. Ozyigit 2003a, 97 ve 102.
4 Pausanias 7. III. 5.

5 Straboni4.1.3.
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kuruldugunu soyler ancak, Phokisli’lerden hig s6z etmemistir. Ote yandan, E.
Akurgal® bu goriise katilmamaktadir. Soyle ki; Phokaialilari, Phokis’te oturan
halkla bir tutmanin yanlis oldugunu ve bunun Ion kolonizasyonunu Attika’ya
baglamak amaci tasidigini ileri siirmektedir. E. Akurgal’in yapmis oldugu
kazilarda gok sayida gri seramigin bulunmasi, ilk yerlesenlerin Kymeliler
gibi, Aioller oldugunu kanitlamaktadir. Yine bu kazida ele gegen Protogeo-
metrik Donem seramikleri de Ionlarin, Phokaia’da en erken M.O. 9. yiizyilin
sonundan itibaren yasadiklarini géstermektedir”.
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Fig. 1 Phokaia’dan genel goriinim.

M.O. 7. yiizyilin ortalarindan itibaren kolonizasyon hareketleri icinde yer alan
Phokaia, uzun deniz yolculuguna cikan ilk Ionia kentidir’. Denizcilikleri saye-
sinde, Phokaia’nin Bati Akdeniz’den Karadeniz’e kadar biiyiik kolonizasyon
hareketlerini gerceklestirmistir®. Bu derece denizcilikte ileri konumda olmasi,
Phokaia’nin® cografik avantaja sahip 6nemli iki limanindan ileri gelmektedir

6 Akurgaligs6b, 38.

7 Akurgal 1995, 32; Akurgal 2000, 290.
8 HerodotosI.142ve I.163.

9 Graham 1982, 83; Cook 1946, 67-98.

10 Phokaia, 7-8 km.lik kent suruyla ve Athena tapinagiyla M.O. 6. yiizyilin ilk yarisinda
en dnemli Ion kentlerinden biridir. bkz. Akurgal 1956b, 33-40; Akurgal 1993, 55-59; @zyigit
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Fig. 2 Kuzey Ionia-Giiney Aiolis arasi Atik yollar.

(Fig. )™ Tlkel denizcilik yontemlerinin kullanildigi dénemlerde, gemiler yak-
lasik 57 km. uzunlugundaki dar Smyrna Korfezi’nden gegmeleri sirasinda bir-
takim zorluklarla karsilagiliyordu. Bu yiizden gemiler yiiklerini daha yakin olan
Phokaia, Klazomenai veya Erythrai’ya bosaltmayi uygun bulmuslardlrlz. Boy-
lece Phokaia Limani deger kazanmistir. Bir tarafinda batisindaki deniz (ize-
rinde dogal kale olarak dnemli islev goren irili-ufakli adalar bulunurken, diger
yandan da kentin dogu ve kuzeyine yayilan tepelerin bulunmasi, savunma agi-
sindan Phokaia’ya 6zel bir ayricalik katmistir. Bunun yaninda Phokaia, Magne-
sia (Manisa) lizerinden Hermos Nehri paralelinde Sardis’e giden ticaret yolu
(Kral Yolu) sayesinde de karadan énem kazanmistir (Fig. 2)®. Phokaia’nin

1998, 9-15; Ozyigit 2003b, 97-106.

11 Reobuck1gsg, 15.

12 Maggie 2003, 46-47, dipnot 94.
13 age.
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tanimsal alanlarysa verimli, ancak sinirlidir®®. Ote yandan Phokaia’nin arka bél-
gesi olan yani dogusundaki tepelerin ardinda, Hermos (Gediz) Nehri’nin getirdigi
altivyonlar sayesinde oldukga verimli topraklar ve sulak alanlar bulunmaktadir®.

Antik kaynaklardan Phokaia’nin mor renk boyali kumaslarinin oldukga
meshur oldugu bilinmektedir . Nitekim, 1991 yilindaki tiyatro kaZ|smdal7,
analemna duvarinin disindaki tabakada, deniz hayvanlarinin kabuklarin-
dan olusan bir tabakanin bulunmasi da bu goriisii dogrulamaktadir. Ayrica,
Phokaia’nin karakteristik tasi olan tiif, doseme tasi olarak gevre kentlerde
yaygin olarak kull:=1n|lm|§18 ve Phokaia ekonomisine dnemli katki saglamistir.

Deniz ve kara ticaretinde etkin olmasi, sinirli da olsa verimli topraklarinin ol-
masi, mor boya elde etmesive Foca tiif tagininihracati sayesinde, Phokaia’nin
M.O. 6. yiizyilin baslarinda etkin kentlerden biri oldugu anlasilmaktadir.’®
Ancak, M.O. 546 yilinda® Persler’in kenti ele gecirmesiyle birlikte, bu ihti-
samli yillar yavas yavas geride kalmaya baslamis ve Phokaia eski giiciine bir
daha ulasamamistir.

M.O. 386 yilindaki Sparta ile Persler arasinda gerceklesen Kral Barisi’n-
318 dan, Biiyiik Iskender’in Anadolu’ya girdigi tarihe kadar (M.O. 334 yilindaki
. Granikos Savasi) gecen evreyi, Bati Anadolu, onceki yillara oranla nispeten
daha sakin gecirmistir?. Biiyiik Iskender ile birlikte Hellen kentleri i¢ isle-
rinde bagimsiz oldular ancak, bundan bdyle Perslere 6denen vergiler Make-
don Kralligi’na aktarilmistir?2 Boylece Phokaia’nin M.O. 546°dan M.O. 334%
kadar Persler’e, M.O. 334’den sonra da Makedon Kralligr'na vergi vermekten
kurtulamadig anlagilmaktadir. Anadolulu Hellenler, fethedilmis topraklarda ya-
sadiklar icin Biiyiik Iskender, Hellenler ile yapilan tiim antlasmalarda kosullari

14 Reobuck 1959, 15; Méller 2000, 88. Dagi bulunmayan ilgede, en yiiksek tepeleri Sapha-
ne Tepesi 450 m., Kartal Tepesi, 435 m., ve Kizildag Tepesi, 352 metredir.

15 Budeltanin batisinda Panaztepe hoyuigii bulunuyor.
16 Malay 1983, 58; Magie 2002, 29, dipnot 73.
17 Ozyigit 1993, 5.

18 Strabon, X1V, 645. Bazi yazitlarda goriilen lithos Phokaikos (Foga tasi) ve bomos Pho-
kaikos (Foga tagindan iiretilmis bomos) .

19 Ozyigit 2003a, 103.

20 Cahill1988, 481-507; Ozyigit 1994, 83-84; Ozyigit 20034, 106.
21 ArrianosI.18.2; Doger 1998, 31.

22 Doger1998, 31; Magie 2003, 8, dipnot 14.
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ve vergileri belirlemis, kimlerin yonetici olacagina karar vermistir®. Biiyiik Is-
kender, Ephesos’taki yiiksek riitbeli bir subay olan Alkimakhos’u, Pers haki-
miyetinde bulunan Aiolis ve Ionia Bélgesi’nde etkin olan oligarsik diizenin
yerine demokrasinin kurulmasi, yerlesimlere 6zgiirliiklerini geri vermesi ve ayni
zamanda Persler tarafindan konulan vergileri affetmesi igin gondermistir®* Za-
manla Biiyiik Iskender ile birlikte kentlerde, dsnemin sartlarina gére demokratik
bir diizen iginde? Bati Anadolu’da Ion birligi tekrar kurulmustur®. Bu gercevede,
Tonlartarafindan kutlanan Aleksandria Festivali bunun bir gostergesidir?. Biiyiik
Iskender ile birlikte Phokaia’da bir kipirdanmanin belirtisi olarak Hellenistik D6-
nem’in baslarinda, kiiciik boyutlu, Anadolu’nun ilk tas tiyatrosu insa edilmistir.

Biiyiik Iskender’in oliimiinden sonra kumandanlari arasindaki toprak
paylasimi sirasinda, Aiolis bélgesi 6nce Antigonos Monoftalmos’un (Tek

gozlii) eline gecti. Antigonos, Biiyiik Iskender’in Hellen kentlerine uygu-

ladig1 sistemi ayni sekilde siirdiirdiigii goriilse de, M.O. 306 yilinda ‘Kral’
tnvanini aldiktan sonra kentlerin ig islerine karismaya baslamistir ve bu yiiz-

den kentlerde kargasa gikmistir?®- Antigonos’un Pagos Dagi’nda Smyrna’yi

yeniden kurmasiyla deniz ticareti etkin olmaya baslamistir. Ciinkii gelisen
gemicilik teknikleri sayesinde, ince uzun olan Kérfez (57 km.), artik rahatlikla
asilabiliyordu. Bu sebeple, daha 6nce Klazomenai ve Phokaia Limani etkin 319
iken, Smyrna Liman’inin devreye girmesiyle her iki limanin 6nemi azalmaya
ba§lam|§tlr30. Yukarida soz edildigi gibi, liman ticareti Phokaia igin ok 6nem-
li gelir kaynagiydi. Pers isgali ve liman ticaretinde Phokaia’nin 6neminin azal-
masi yiizlinden, yapilan arkeolojik kazilarda kentin daraldigi goriilebilmekte-
dir. Soyle ki; arkeolojik kazilarda, Hellenistik Dénem’in baslarindan itibaren
kullanilmaya baslanan nekropolis, ¢ok genis alanlara yayilmis olan Klasik ve
Arkaik Dénem yerlesim katmanlarin tstiinde kurulmustur3.,

23 Bosworth 2005, 306.

24 Arrianos1.18.2.

25 Magie 2003, 10; Bagnall- Derow 2004, 2.

26 Magie 2003, 24-25.

27 Magie, 2003, 25.

28  Ozyigit 1991, 127-139; Ozyigit 2003a 105.

29 Maggie 2003, 30.

30 Maggie 2003, 52-53.

31 Ozyigit 1991, 129-137; Ozyigit 2008, 489-512; Ozyigit 1997, 1-26.
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Antigonos’un, M.0O. 301 yilinda Ipsos’da® (Afyon-Cay), Lysimakhos ile I. Se-
leukos’un birlesik ordusuna yenilmesinden sonra, bolge bu kez Trakya Krali
Lysimakhos’un eline gecti. Kral tarafindan bolgede, onemli imar faaliyetle-
rine girisildi. Smyrna ve Ephesus’un gelismelerini sagladi. M.O. 282 yilinda
Kral Lysimakhos ile Pergamon’un kurucusu Filetairos arasinda anlasmazlik
¢ikti. Bunun lizerine, bolgede etkin olmaya baslayan Pergamon Krali, I. Se-
leukos Nikator’dan yardim istedi. Bati Anadolu’yu ele gegirmek icin bu ola-
yi firsat bilen I. Seleukos’un ordusuyla Lysimakhos’un ordusu Magnesia ad
Sipylum (Manisa) yakinlarinda Kurupedion Ovasi’nda (M.O. 281) yapilan sa-
vasta karsilasti, Lysimakhos bu savasta yenildi ve orada 6ldii*. Bu dénemde
Kyme, Myrina, Phokaia ve Aigai gibi kentlerin bastiklar sikkelerin tizerinde
yer alan Seleukos tasvirlerden yola cikarak bélgenin, en azindan M.O. 262-
252 yillari arasinda hatta M.O. 246 yilina kadar, Seleukos Kraligrnin (I1.
Anthiokhos) etkisi altinda oldugu anlagilir®*. Hareketli gegen bu yillardan iti-
baren, arkeolojik kazilarda Phokaia’nin daha ¢ok seramik iiretimi yapan bir
merkez oldugu anlasilmaktadir3.

M.O. 4. yiizyilda Orta Avrupa’dan goc eden ve Keltler olarak da taninan yag-
maci ve saldirgan bir kavim olan Galatlar,® Italya ve Balkanlara kadar inmis,
M.O. 280 yilinda Makedonya Krallarinin etkisi azalinca Marmara Denizi
kiyilarina kadar gelmislerdir. Anadolu’ya gegecek gemileri olmayinca Mar-
mara Denizi ve bogazlarin Avrupa kiyilarini yagmalamislar ve kentleri haraca
baglamislardi. Ancak M.O. 278 yilinda Bithynia Krali I. Nikomedes, bir ic is-
yani bastirmaya yardim etmeleriigin, bunlari Anadolu kiyilarina gondermistir.
Zamanla Galatlarin Tolistobogoi Kabilesi, Ionia ve Aiolis bélgelerindeki bazi
Hellen kentlerini yagmalamis ve onlardan harag almistir. Biyiik bir olasilikla,
Phokaia da bu durumdan olumsuz etkilenen kentlerden biri olmustur. Perga-
mon Kralligi, I. Attalos’un tahta gecisine kadar (M.0O. 241-197) Galatlar’a ha-
ragvermekteydi.I. Attalosise 6nce haragvermeyireddetti, sonrada Pergamon

32 Plutharkos Demetrios’un Yasami 28-29; Diodoros, Bibliotheke 21; Lund 1992, 77-79.
33 Lund1992,101,199-206; Doger 1998, 83-84; Aslan 2007, 53, dipnot 237.

34 Maggie 2007, 20, dipnot 27; Doger 1998, 84. dipnot 89; Aperghis 2004, 215.

35 Civelek 2004, 133; Civelek 2006, 190; Roma Dénemi icin, Ozyigit 1991, 127-154.

36 Budonemde Larissa da (Buruncuk Tepe) Galat akinlarindan en gok etkilenen kentler-
den biri olmalidir. M.0. 279’da bu yagma akinlarindan sonra Larissa’nin bir daha kendini
toplayamadigi ve terkedildigi anlagilmaktadir. Bean 1995, 79; Doger 1998, 84-85
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onlerinde Galatlar’i bozguna ugratarak, tehlike kisa bir siire igin de olsa at-
latilmis oldu. Attalos’un bu zaferi, bolgede “Kentlerin Koruyucusu” roliinii
ustlenmesine neden olmustur®. Bu koruyuculuktan, Phokai’nin da nasibini
aldigi muhtemeldir.

Pergamon Krali I. Attalos’un énce, M.O. 226 yilinda tahta gegen III. Seleu-
kos’un generalleri karsisindaki zafer elde etmis olmasi ve ii¢ yil sonra da geng
Kral’in (III. Seleukos) 6lmesi sonucunda, Bati Anadolu’daki Seleukos Kralli-
gI’nin prestiji 6nemli oranda sarsilmasina neden olmustur. Bu sayede 6nce-
likle, I. Attalos komsu kentlerle ittifaklar kurarak giiciinii saglamlastirmis-
tir. Bu kentler arasinda, Kyme, Themnos, Aigai, Teos, Kolophon, Lampsakos,
Ilion, Kyzikos, Aleksandria Troas, ve Smyrna ile birlikte Phokaia da bulun-
maktadir™. Pergamon kiyidaki bu kentler icin egemen bir gli¢ olup, kentler
ic islerinde 6zgiir bir sekilde varliklarini siirdiirdiiler. Bu 6zgiirliik doneminde
Hellen kentleri arasinda festivaller bile dUzenleniyorduSs-

M.O. 3. yiizyilin son ceyreginde, Bati Anadolu kentleri iizerindeki Seleukos

egemenligini yeniden kurmayi diisiinen yeni bir komutan, Akhaios ortaya ¢ik-
t1. Bu komutan tarafindan ¢ok kisa bir siire iginde tiim Aiolis kentleri (Phokaia

da dahil) ele gegirildi (M.O. 223-218). Akhaios, Bati Anadolu’da elde ettigi bu

basarilardan cesaret alarak ITI. Antiokhos’a karsi, kendini kral ilan etmigtir#©.
Seleukos Kralligi icindeki bu kargasadan yararlanmak isteyen Pergamon Krali

I. Attalos, Akhaios isgalindeki Aigai, Myrina, Kyme, Phokaia ve Temnos’u ye-
niden ele gegirmeyi basardi*l. Bu siire zarfinda 6nce Akhaios’a bagli olmalarn

konusunda korkutulsa da Phokaia, yerinde bir manevrayla I. Attalos’a bagli-
Lgini bildirmistir#2. Asagida agiklanacag iizere, Phokaia diplomasi alaninda
kendine gore ilk ve son kez dogru bir tercih yapmistir, yani hem yakininda hem

de giiclii olanin yaninda yer alarak mevcut durumunu saglamlastirmistir.

37 Maggie 2007, 25.

38 Maggie 2007, 29-30.

39 Maggie 2007, 30.

40 Doger1998, 84-85

41 Polybios V.77.4; Maggie 2007, 30, dipnot 36.
42 Polybios V.5.77.

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bélgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Aragtirmalar Sempozyumu

321



I. Attalos’un 6liimiinden sonra yerine gegen oglu II. Eumenes’in iktidarinin
(M.0O. 197-159) daha ilk yilinda III. Antiokhos tarafindan, Anadolu’daki Se-
leukoslar’in egemenligini yeniden saglamlastirmak ve Pergamon Kralligr’nin
topraklarini ele gecirmek iizere yeni bir sefer baslatildi. M.O. 197 yilinin kis
mevsimini Ephesus’da gegiren Seleukos Krali, bolgede Smyrna disindaki tiim
kentleri boyundurugu altina ald.

Phokaia, M.O. 2. ve 1. yiizyilda diplomaside taraflardan birini tercih etme ko-
nusunda hep hatali olmus ve bu hatadan dolayi da ¢ok zarar gormiistiir. Nite-
kim arkeolojik kazilar sonucunda Phokaia’nin Hellenistik Donem’in ortalarin-
dan itibaren bir diisiis icine girdigi yukarida agiklanmisti. Phokaia’nin siyasi
tercih hatalarindan birincisi Magnesia Savasi’nda olmustur. M.O. 192 yilinda
uglii ittifak olan Pergamon, Rhodos ve Roma’nin karsisinda Seleukoslar’in (II1.
Antiokhos) yer aldigi bir savas ¢ikmistir. Bu savasta Phokaia, 6nce Roma’nin
yaninda oldugunu bildirmis, ama sonradan kiskirtilarak Roma’nin karsisinda,
yani Seleukoslar’in yaninda yer alarak™ kendi gelecegiyle ilgili son derece
kotii bir karar vermistir. Ciinkii bu savasin kaybedeni, Seleukoslar olmustur.

M.0.191yilinagelindiginde,II.EumenesénceRomailebirlikte ITI. Antiokhos’a

322 karsi Euboia agiklarindaki basarisiz girisimi sirasinda, Roma donanmasi Pho-
- kaia Limanini kullanm|§t|r44. Phokaia, ardindan M.0O. 191 sonbaharinda III.
Antiokhos’un“® eline gectikten sonra ayni yil Roma ve Selekoslar arasinda iki

defa el degistirmistir“®. M.0. 190 yilinda kenti kusatan Romali Amiral Praetor
Lucius Aemilius Regillus, Phokaia’nin direncine hayret edip sunlari sdylemis-
tir: “Phokaialilar bu sekilde savasmakla, Romalilardan daha kararli goriinmiistiir.”
Seleukos Kral’ndan gerekli destegi alamayan Phokaia, direnisine ragmen Ro-
malilarla teslim igin gorlismistiir. Bu goriismeyle, yagmalama ve kiyim yapil-
mamasi soziine karsilik Phokaia kenti teslim olmustur. Ancak, Roma askerleri

soziinde durmayip kenti yagmalamistir. Ardindan Regillus, muhtemeldir ki,

43 Maggie 2007, 40-41, dipnot 56.
44 Radt 2002, 31.

45 Livy 36. 43. 8. II. Eumenes M.0. 191 yilinda 6nce Roma birlikte ITI. Antiokhos’a karsi
Euboia ve Khalkis adalarinda harekete gegmistir.

46 Baronowski 1991, 460.
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bu rezalete karsilik sonraki yillarda Phokaia’ya bagimsizligini geri vermistir47.
Bu durumda, Phokaia’nin vergi vermeye devam ettigi olasi gériinmektedir.

M.O. 188 yilindaki Apameia Antlasmasi’ndan sonra, Seleukoslar Toroslar’in
ardina gekilmis, Bati Anadolu’da da artik Roma agirligi hissedilmeye baslan-
mistir. Phokaialilar, Seleukoslari desteklemesinden dolayi Roma’nin istegi
.. . .. . . 48

uzerine vergiyi II. Eumenes’e vermislerdir . Bundan sonra, Pergamon Kralli-
g1 (II. Eumenes) tarafindan Phokaia’ya bagimsizlig verilmi§tir49. Boylece, var
olan eski arazileri ve yasalari iade edilmistir®C.

Apameia Antlasmasi’ndan sonra, yaklasik 50 yil Phokaia’nin durumu hakkin-
da bilgiler bulunmamaktadir. Ancak kent tipki Kyme gibi, bu evrede Perga-
mon’a bagli 6zerk bir yapida yonetilmis olmalidir. Nitekim, Phokaia’ya cog-
rafi yakinligi olan Kyme, Bithynia Krali IT. Prusias’in saldirisi disinda nispeten
sakin bir donem gegirmistir. Ozerk olmasina karsin Pergamon Kralligi’na bag-
liydi. Pers dénemi boyunca Iran’dan gelen Kral Yolu’nun denize ulastigi nok-
talardan biri olmanin ayricaligini yasamisti. M.O. 2. yiizyilda, Kyme Liman’i
araciigiyla Dogu Akdeniz ticaretine baglandi®. Burada, yukarida da agiklan-
digi lizere, Phokaia da 6nemli bir liman kenti idi ve Kral Yolu’na baglanan tali
yolun burada bulunmasi sebebiyle Phokaia’nin da benzer bir durumu yasa-
mis olmasi kuvvetle muhtemeldir.

Phokaia’nin diplomasideki ikinci tercih hatasi, Aristonikos ayaklanmasin-
da®? karsimiza cikmistir. III. Attalos’un M.O. 133 yilinda 6liimiinden sonra,
onun vasiyeti lizerine Bati Anadolu topraklarina sahip olan Pergamon Kralligi

47 Bean19gs,107; Livy 37.32. 9.

48 Baranowski 1991, 450-463; Polybius 21.22, 43, 46.

49 Maggie 2007, 43 ve dipnot 75. Diger bagimsizlik kazanan kentler: Kyme, Smyrna, Ai-
gai, Miletos, A. Troas, Klazomenai, Kaunos, Khios, Kos, Kyzikos, Dardanos, Erithrai, Hali-
karnassos, Latmos Herakleiasi, Ilion, Lampsakos, M. ad Meandrum, Methymna, Mylasa,
Myndos, Notion, Pedasa, Priene, Samos ve Tenedos.

5o Livy, ab Urbe Condita XXXVIII 38.39, 8-12.; Polybios, Historiai XXI 45, 4 v.d.; Baronows-
ki 1991, 460; Tozan 2016, 39.

51 Doger 1998, 85.

52 Africa 1961, 110-124; Vavrinek 1975, 109-129; Collins 1978, 48-107; Malay 1987, 13-48; Jo-
nes 2004, 469-485; Tozan 2011, 158-178. Antik kaynaklar: Just. Epit. 36.4.5-12, 37.1.1-3; Stra-
bo 13.4.2, 14.1.38; Diod. Sic. 34/5.2.26, 34/5.3; Livy, Per. 59; Eutr. 4.8.21-9, 4.9.1-23; Vel. Pat.
2.4.7; Plut. Vit. Flam. 21.6; Polybios XXI 6, 1.
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Roma’ya blrakllm|$t|r53. I1. Eumenes’in evlilik disi iliskisinden dogan Aristo-
nikos, livey kardesi ITI. Attalos’un vasiyetini kabul etmeyerek, III. Eumenes
adiyla Kral’ligini ilan etmistir. Aristonikos, donanmasini giiglendirmek igin,
korunakli limanlara sahip olan Kyme ve Phokaia’nin®* destegini almistir. Ay-
rica, bolgenin kirsalindaki yoksullar ve kélelerin Aristonikos’a verdikleri des-
tek, onlar igin mevcut sosyo-ekonomik kosullardan kurtulup daha iyi yasam
sartlarina kavusmak anlamina geliyor olmalidir™. TII. Attalos’un M.0. 133
yilindaki vasiyeti tizerine Anadolu’da baslayan Roma hakimiyeti sonrasinda
halk biiyiik bir vergi yiikii altinda ezilmistir. Bu da kentlerin refah durumu-
nu etkilemi§tir56. Phokaia’da muhtemelen bu yiizden Aristonikos’un yanin-
da yer almistir. Ancak, bolgenin en giiclii kentleri olan Ephesos, Smyrna ve
Pergamon bu isyana karsi glkm|§t|r57. Sonuc olarak, M.0. 132 yilinda Hellen
kent devletlerinin Ephesos liderligindeki donanmasi, Kyme yakinlarinda Aris-
tonikos’u maglup etmistir. Boylece, Aristonikos i¢ bolgeye cekilmek zorunda
kalmistir®®. Bu durumda, s6z konusu yillarda Phokaia ile Kyme’nin deniz gii-
ciiniin ¢ok da iyi olmadigi disiiniilebilir. Aristonikos isyaninin bastirilmasin-
dan sonra, Roma bu isyana destek veren kentlerden olan Phokaia’yi senato
karariyla cezalandirmak istedi. Ancak Phokaia’nin eski bir kolonisi olan Mas-
324 sailia’nin (Marsilya)>® araya girmesiyle kent, yikimi hafif atlatm|$t|r60.

Phokaia’nin basina gelen bir baska talihsiz olay da VI. Mithridates® ile ilgilidir.
M.O. 1. yiizyilin baslarinda Pontos Krali VI. Mithradates, kisa zamanda Kiigiik
Asya’nin hakimi olmustu. Kral, Anadolu’da ilerleyisi sirasinda pek az yerde di-
renisle karsilagmisti. Zaten, Romali vergi toplayicilarinin agir vergileri altinda
ezilen halk her yerde Pontos Krali’ni tanr tarafindan gonderilmis bir kurta-
rci gibi karsilamisti. M.O. 88 yilinda, Mithradates’in generalleri tarafindan

53 Strabon, XIII, 4, 2.

54 Iust. Epit. XXXVII 1, 1.

55 Maggie 1950, 152.

56 Arslan 2000, 32.

57 Africa1961, 110-124; Malay 1987, 13-48.
58 Strabon, XIV1, 38.

59 Bu kent M.O. 600 yilinda Phokaiali kolonistler tarafindan kurulmustur. Dolayisiyla
aralarinda aile bagi bulunmaktaydi.

60 Justinus Epitomae XXXVII, 1; Africa 1961, 115.

61 Arslan 2007, 151-152.
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Pergamon kusatilinca, Pergamon halki bunu sevingle kargiladi®?. Hatta VI.
Mithridathes’in, Kiiglik Asya’yi Romalilardan temizledikten sonra, Perga-
mon’da kendi adina altin stater ve giimiis tetradrakhmonlar bastirmisti. Bu
durum, diger bircok Bati Anadolu kentinde uygulanmisti (M.O. 88—85)63. VL.
Mithridathes, Bithynia’y1 IV. Nikomedes’ten, Kiigiik Asya’yi Romalilarin elin-
den aldiktan sonra, Pergamon’u kralliginin yeni baskenti ilan etmis ve kente
yerleserek dostlarina servet, gii¢ ve tiranliklar bahgetmigtir“. Pergamones,
Sulla’nin katliaminda Ephesos gibi Romalilari 6ldiirmekle kalmamis, bir de
Pontos kralini onurlandirmigtir. Bu cergevede, Phokaia’nin diplomasideki
Uglincii tercih hatasiysa, Pontus Krali VI. Mithridates’in yaninda yer almis
olmasidir. M.O. 85 yilinin yazinda 1. Pontus—Roma Savasi bittikten sonra,66
Miletos, Klazomenai ve Phokaia kenti de Pontus Krali VI. Mithridates’e olan
desteklerinden dolayi, 6zgiirliiklerini ve 6zerkliklerini kaybetmi,c,lerdir67.

Bati Anadolu kentlerine yonelik vergi yiikii uygulamalar, VI. Mithridates’i
yenen Sulla Donemi’nde de devam etmistir. Bu kentler, VI. Mithridates ta-
rafindan somiiriilmiis, Roma ordusu tarafindan yagmalanmistir. Bu durum
kentlerde ciddi bir ekonomik ¢okiise neden olmu5tur68. Zaten iyi durumda
olmayan Phokaia’nin bu siirecte daha da zor duruma diistiigi, yapilan kazi-
larda arkeolojik buluntularin zayiflamasindan anlasilabilmektedir.

Phokaia, Roma Generali Pompeus (M.O. 106-48) zamaninda, Phokaia “Ci-
vitas Libera” (6zgiir sehir) olmustur®. Ancak kent daha sonra, Plinius’tan
aktarimlarina gére, Pontus’u yenen Roma, M.O. 70-50 yillari arasinda Asia
Eyaletini 10 bélgeye ayirip, Smyrna’yi idare merkezi yapmistir. Phokaia da
buraya baglik entlerden biri olmusturm.

62 Cicero Flaccus. XXIV. 57.
63 Arslan 2007, 166 dipnot 740.

64 Arslan 2007, 156 Plutarchos Sulla. XI. 1-2; ayrica bkz. Livy Periochae, 76-77; Strabon.
XIV. 1. 42 c. 649; Plutarchos Lucullus, II1. 3; Appianus. Mithridates. 48; 62.

65 Arslan 2007, 256 Magie 1950, 237 dn. 12; 417 dn. 42.
66 Arslan 2007, 246 Appianus Mithridates, 58.
67 Magie 1950, 223 dn. 49; 237 dn. 14; Rigsby 1996, 177.

68 Arslan 2000, 36; Magie 1950, 237 Pergamon, Piriene ve Milet gibi kentler dini bayram-
lari ekonomik durumdan dolayi yapamamiglardir.

69 Cassius Dio, 41.25.3.
70 Jones 1971, 73. Doger 1998, 39.
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M.O. 1. yiizyilda, Ephesos’u Smyrna ve Kyme iizerinden Pergamon’a baglayan

yol, Manlius Aquilius tarafindan bu donemde genisletildi ve olasilikla tiimiiyle

tas dosenmistir”™. Zaten, Aristonikos ayaklanmasinin bastirilmasindan sonra

Pergamon, Roma tarafindan yollarin baslangic noktalarindan biri olarak belir-
lenmistir’2. Smyrna-Pergamon arasindaki tas doseli yolda Kyme’ye ugranirken,
Phokaia ¢ok daha dista kalmistir. Bu yoldan yeteri kadar yararlanamayan Pho-
kaia’nin gelismelerden ve kara ticaretinden uzak kaldig asikardr.

Antik kaynaklar, M.S. 17. yilinda 6zellikle Aiolis Kentleri basta olmak tizere
Bati Anadolu’da biiyiik bir yikict depremden s6z etmektedir’®. Depremden et-
kilenenler, Asia’nin 12 iinlii kenti olmustur. Depremde biiyiik hasar goren ¢ev-
re kentlerden olan Kyme, Myrina, Themnos ve Aigai’den s6z edilirken, Phokaia
isminin olmamasi sasirticidir. Ayni bélgede olan Phokaia da bu depremden gok
etkilenmis olmalidir. Kaynaklarda, 12 iinlii kent iginde Phokaia’nin ismine yer
verilmemesi, bu evrede ¢ok da iyi durumda olmadigini ve kentin giderek one-
mini kaybettigini diisiindiirebilir. Phokaia’daki M.O. 340-330 yillari arasinda
yapilan tiyatronun kullanimi, olasilikla bu depremle baglantili olarak, M.S. 1.
ylizyilin ortalarindan 6nce sona ermistir’*. Kuvvetle muhtemeldir ki, yukarida
sozii edilen M.S. 17. yiizyilin depremiyle birlikte hasar goren ve Roma Impara-
toru Tiberius’dan yardim alamayan Phokaia, daha da zayiflamistir.

Degerlendirme ve Sonug

M.O. 546 yilinda Persler tarafindan ele gecirilen Phokaia, bu tarihten son-
ra gecmisteki gorkemli yillarini aramaya baslamistir. Bu diisiis siirecinde,
Phokaia hem karadan hem de denizden etkisi azalmis olmalidir. Biiyiik Is-
kender’le birlikte yeniden hamle yapan kent, M.O. 4. yiizyilin sonlarindan
itibaren tekrar dirilmeye ¢alismis (Hellenistik Donem’in baslarinda yapilan
tas tiyatro bunun bir ispatidir.) M.O. 3. ve 2. yiizyil arasini nispi olarak refah
gecirmistir.

71 Magie 2002,17, dipnot 19; Doger 1998, 92.
72 Tozan 2016, 92, dipnot 433.

73 http://www.koeri.boun.edu.tr/sismo/Depremler/thistoric.htm (Erisim Tarihi:
03.04.2018). M.S. 17. yiizyil depremi igin bkz. Strabon, XII, 8, 18; Tacitus, Annales, II, 47;
Suetonius, Tiberius, XXXXVIII, 2; Cassius Dio, LVII, 17, 7; Pliny, N.H., II, 86, 200.

74 Ozyigit1993, 6-7.
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M.O. 3. yiizyilin basinda, Smyrna Limani ve Pergamon’a bagli olan Elaia Li-
mani”®ile Kyme Limanlarinin daha etkin kullanilmasi sonucunda, Phokaia’nin
gliclii yonu olan limaninin etkisi azalmistir. Persler zamanindan itibaren,
Phokaia’nin diger giiglii yoniiyse karayoludur. Bu yol, Magnesia iizerinden
Kral Yolu’na baglanan tali bir yoldur. Ancak Hellenistik ve Roma Dénemi’nde
Smyrna-Pergamon yolu etkin olunca, yol tizerindeki, Kyme Limani ve bunun-
la baglantili kara yolunun deger kazandigi, Phokaia tali yolununsa 6nemini
yitirdigi anlasilmaktadir.

Sik sik el degistiren Phokaia, Perslerden sonra Hellenistik Donem iginde, Ma-
kedonlar, Galatlar, Seleukoslar, Pergamon, Pontus ve son olarak da Romali-
larin etkisinde kalmistir. Bunlar yiiziinden Phokaia’ya uygulanan talanlar ve
agir vergiler, kentin kendini toparlamasina izin vermemistir. Hellenistik D6-
nem’in ¢ok giiclii kentleri olan Pergamon ve Smyrna arasinda kalan Phokaia
uzun bir siire, Pergamon’un boyundurugu altinda kalmistir.

M.O. 2. ve 1. yiizyilda diplomasi alanindaki tercih hatalari, yani savas ortamin-
da desteklediklerinin hep kaybeden olmasi, Phokaia’yi daha da zayiflatmistir.
Aristonikos ayaklanmasi sirasinda, daha ¢ok kéleler ve toplumda ekonomik
durumlari iyi olmayanlarin Aristonikos’a destek vermesinden yola cikilirsa,
Phokaia’nin da bu gruba girdigi tahmin edilebilir. O donemin siiper giigleri
olan Pergamon, Smyrna ve Ephesos’un bu ayaklanmaya destek vermemesi,
Phokaia’nin diistigli durumu gozler 6niine sermektedir. Phokaia’nin yanlis
tercihleri yiiziinden 6zellikle Roma, Phokaia’y1 g6z ardi etmis ve kent Helle-
nistik Dénem’in ikinci yarisindan itibaren Roma Imparatorlugu boyunca hep
golgede kalmistir. Bu siire zarfinda kentte yasam olsa da, yogunluklu olarak
seramik lretimi yapan bir merkez olmustur. Aslinda Phokaia, Hellenistik D6-
nem’de ne kadar stratejik hatalar yapsa da, Seleukoslar Dénemi”® haric, en
azindan kendi parasini basma konusunda 6zgiir oldugu gorilmistiir”.

75 Strabon, 13, 35.5; Pirson et al. 2015, 22-55.

76 Bkz. dipnot 33.

77 Sikkelerin 6n yiiziinde Tanriga Athena’nin arka yiiziindeyse griffonun goriilmesi,
Arkaik Dénem’de yapilan Athena Tapinagi’nin Hellenistik Donem’de de giincelligini koru-
dugu anlasilmaktadir. Akurgal 1956b, 36, Lev. 3; Akurgal 1993, 58-59, Lev. 104-108; Akurgal
1995, 35-37, 39-40; Ozyigit 2003, 98-99. Phokaia sikkeleri i¢in bkz. http://www.asiaminor-
coins.com/gallery/thumbnails.php?album=135 (Erigsim Tarihi: 20.08.2018)
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| 6zden URKMEZ® ALIAGA VE GEVREST

Kyme Nekropolisleri Uzerine
Genel Bir Degerlendirme

Klasik Hellen geleneginin bir temsilcisi olan Stra-
bon’un aktarimina gore Kyme, Kita Yunanistan’dan ge-
len Aiol gogmenleri tarafindan kurulmustur. Hikayenin
ayrintisinda Erken Demir Cagr’nda Anadolu’ya gikan
Aioller, bolgenin en giigli kenti konumundaki Pelags-
lar’in yonettigi Larisa’yi alabilmek icin ilk 6nce Neontei-
kos’u kurmuslar, sonrasinda buradan yaptiklari akinlarla i
Larisa’yi ele gecirmis ve bu esnada bas sehir Kyme’nin
temellerini atmislardir2. Uzerinde tartisilmasi gereken
bu hikayeden anlagilan, Kyme’nin ilk kez Yunanistan gog-
menleri tarafindan Erken Demir Cagi’nda kuruldugudur.
Erathostenes’ten Eusebios’a, ondan da Pseudo Herodo-
tos’a aktarilan bilgilere gore de Kyme, Troia’nin alinisin-
dan 132 yil sonra yani M.O. 1051 yilinda kurulmustur?.
Kent cevresinde yapilan kazilarda ele gegirilen mezarla-
rin biri haricinde digerlerinden hicbirinin Geometrik Do-
nem’den onceye gitmemesine karsin, kentteki protogeo-
met donem seramiginin varligi®, Antik yazarlarin kentin

1 Dog. Dr. Ozden URKMEZ, Izmir Demokrasi Universitesi,
Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Boliimii.

2 Strabon, Geographika, XIII, I11I, 3.
3 Pseudo Herodotos, Vita Homeri, 38.
4 H.T.Ugankus tarafindan 1979 yilinda gergeklestirilen kazilarda
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ilk kez Aiol gogmenleri tarafindan kurulma hikayesini desteklemektedir. Bu
giinkli Candarli Korfezi’nin glineyindeki Nemrut/Nemport girintisinde kuru-
lan kent territoriumunun ¢aglar boyu genisledigi anlasilir (Fig. 1).

Fig. 1 Antik Cag ve giiniimiizde Kyme ve gevresi.

Kyme’deki ilk Nekropolis kazilar kentin kuzeyinde 1881 yilinda gerceklesti-
rilmis ve burada %50 civarinda mezar agiga gikartilmistir®. 20. yiizyilin ikinci
yarisinda Ulkenin sanayilesmesiyle paralel bir bicimde bolgenin de bir agir sa-
nayi merkezi haline gelmesi ve sanayi kuruluslarinin alanlarini gittikce genis-
letmesi, Antik Kent cevresinde ozellikle 21. ylizyilin bagindan itibaren yogun
kurtarma kazilarinin yapilmasina sebep olmustur®. Kurtarma kazilari sonu-
cunda Antik Kent merkezini gevreleyen ve sayilar onu bulan birgok nekro-
poliste iki bine yakin mezar ele gegmistir. Bu mezarlarin %90’nindan fazlasi
Antik Donem’de dahi soyulmamis olup giiniimiize kadar in situ olarak gelme-
yi basarmistir. Miize kurtarma kazilari raporlari disinda, Nekropolislerin bir
kismiyla ilgili akademik diizeydeki calismalar ilk kez Kaan Iren tarafindan

protogeometrik donem seramiklerinin varligindan bahsedilmektedir. Bkz. Ugankus 1979,
148.
5 Reinach 1889, 543-546.

6 Cok sayidaki bu kurtarma kazisiyla ilgili sinirli bilgiler ancak Miize Kurtarma Kazilar
raporlarinda yer almaktadir. Bu kurtarma kazilarnyla ilgili olarak, La Marca tarafindan ve-
rilen bilgiler cok kisa, yiizeysel ve bazilari maalesef izinsizdir. bkz. La Marca 2018, 231-244.
S6z konusu makalede izin alinmadan ve referans verilmeden paylasilan resim.1 ile ilgili,
resmi izinli yayinlar icin bkz. Atici — Karakas 2013, 229-242, resim 8-13; Urkmez 2018, 183-
201, resim 1-14.
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sinirli bir bicimde yapilmistir. Sonrasinda Kyme’nin ii¢ Nekropolisinde iig
yil boyunca miize uzmanlariyla birlikte tarafimizca yiiriitiilen kazilarla ilgili
yayinlarda, kentin 6zellikle Geg Klasik, Hellenistik ve Erken Roma donemle-
rine ait Nekropolis verileri ayrintili bir bicimde ortaya konulmaya calisilmis-
tir. Bunun haricinde, Stephane Verger ve ekibi tarafindan gergeklestirilen ve
yayinlanan Tiimiiliis de kentin Nekropolis gelenekleriyle ilgili dnemli bilgiler
vermistir. Bu calismanin amaci, kimi ¢ok kisitli kimi de oldukga ayrintili cok
sayidaki Kyme Nekropolisi ve mezarlariyla ilgili bilgileri bir araya getirerek,
Nekropolislerin topografik dagilimlarini ve 6lii ggmme geleneklerindeki de-
gisimleri ozellikle kronolojik bir bicimde ortaya koyabilmektir.

Erken Demir Cag / Protogeometrik-Geometrik Donem
Nekropolis ve Mezarlari

Kyme’nin en erken mezarlarina sahip alani olarak karsimiza dncelikle Ayte-
miz Nekropolisi gikar. Kentin giineyinde kiyiya yakin bir yerde konumlanmis
Nekropoliste, ilk kez 2000 yilinda Izmir Arkeoloji Miizesi’nden M. Karahan
tarafindan bir kazi galismasi yapilmis ve ortaya gikarilan mezar ve buluntular
K. Iren tarafindan ayrintili bir bicimde incelenmistir. Mezarlar igindeki en er-
ken 6rnek, gri monogrom bir kraterin kullanildigi urne mezardir (Fig. 2). Iren
bu krateri protogeometrik doneme
tarihlendirse de lizerine yaptig1 yorum-
larda formun aslinda Geg¢ Tung Cagi
ve Erken Demir Cagi geleneginin bir
devami oldugundan da bahseder’. Bu
yorumla da aslinda urneyi kesin olarak

protogeometrik doneme tarihlememis
Fig. 2 Aytemiz Nekropolisi Erken Demir  Olup onun Aiol kolonizasyonundan az
Cag (Protogeometrik) urne krateri. Iren  oncesine ait olma ihtimalini de akil-
20083, Fig. 2-3.(1), lara getirir. Oyleyse bu urnenin Kita
Yunanistan’dadogup buraya go¢miis bir Aiol’linya da Aioller burayiiskal etme-
den 6nce bolgede yasayan, Herodotos ve Strabon’un degimiyle bir Pelags’in
mezari olma olasiligl da vardir. Her iki durumda da Kyme’nin Erken Demir
Cag oli gomme gelenegi olarak karsimiza kremasyon ve urne ¢ikmaktadir. As-

linda bu urne krater kentteki agik ara en erken ve tek mezar olmasi agisindan

7 1Iren 2008a, 31, Fig. 2-3.(1), 2.5.(1); Iren 2008b, 621, no.18.
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Kyme igin iinik sayilabilecek bir mezardir. Antik Kent’in hemen giineyinde ko-
numlanmis Ayaz/Ege Giibre Nekropolisi, urne geleneginin Geometrik Dénem
boyunca da benzer bigimde devam ettigini gostermistir® (Fig. 3). Aytemiz ve
Ayaz Nekropolislerinde kraterlerle Erken Demir Cag boyunca siirdiiriilen bu
gelenegin Arkaik Donem’e kadar ulastigi anlasilir. Bu durumla ilgili olarak,
yine giiney Nekropolislerinden biri olan IDC Liman Nekropolisi’nin en erken
mezarlarindan ikisi olan amphora urneler, miizeci hafirleri tarafin M.O. VII.
yiizyila tarihlenmisken®, onlarin daha erken bir zamana, Ge¢ Geometrik D6-
nem’e ait olma olasiliklari da belirtilmistir'© (Fig. 4). Burada 6nemli olan nok-
ta, Protogeometrik ve Geometrik Dénem’deki urne krater geleneginden Geg
Geometrik Dénem’den itibaren kiiglik bir degisiklikle amphrora urne ve stam-
nos urne gelenegine gecilmesidir. Bu kiiciik degisikliklere ugramis kremasyon
geleneginin Arkaik Donem’de de benzer bir bicimde devam ettirildigi gordliir

Fig. 3 Ayaz/Ege Giibre Nekropolisi Goometrik-Arkaik Donem urne mezari.
La Marca 2010, res. 12.

8 Sudano 2015, 431-433; La Marca 2018, 232, res.7. La Marca ¢ok benzer bir urne dinosu
bu sefer Dort Yildiz Nekropolisi’nde, Arkaik Donem’e ait olarak degerlendirmistir. bkz. La
Marca 2010, 414, res. 12. Baska bir yayinindaysa geometrik bir bezeme repertuarina sahip
oldugunu belirtir fakat 7. yiizyilin 3. geyregine tarihler. bkz. La Marca 2012, 199.

9  Kiiglikgiiney - Tung-Altun 2008, 58, res. 4A.

10 Sempozyumun tartisma kisminda bir Erken Donem amphora uzmani olan Yusuf Sez-
gin, bu iki formun Arkaik Donem’den ziyade yiiksek olasilikla Geg Geometrik Donem’e ait
olmasi gerektigini soylemistir.
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Fig. 4 IDC Liman Nekropolisi Ge¢ Geometrik-Erken Arkaik Dénem urne amphoralari.
Kiiglikgliney-Tung-Altun 2008, 58, res. 4A.

Arkaik Donem Nekropolis ve Mezarlari

337

Fig. 5 Aytemiz Nekropolisi Oriantalizan Dénem urne amphoralari. Iren 2008b, Fig. 41-43.

Aytemiz Nekropolisi buluntulari 6zellikle Erken Arkaik Donem ve sonrasinda
da urne geleneginin bu kaplarin oriantalizan sitildeki 6rnekleriyle Kyme’de
devam ettirildigini gostermektedir® (Fig. 5). Ayni Nekropolis’te bulunan kil-
den bir Klazomenai lahti, M.O. VII. yiizyilin son ceyregine tarihlenmistir'2. Bu
durum basta Klazomenai olmak lizere, muhtemel Misir etkisiyle Bati Anado-
lu’da yiizyilin ikinci yarisinda goriilen 6nemli ve yeni bir mezar tipi gelenegi-
nin Aiolis Kymesi’nde de en basindan beri goriildiigiine dair bir delil olmakta-
dir. Hatta bu gelenek degisimi sadece mezar tipiyle ilgili degil ayni zamanda

11 Iren 2008b, 615-616, no. 2-4, Fig. 41-43.
12 Iren2008b, 614, Fig. 36.
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kremasyon tarzdan inhumasyon gomii
tarzina gecisle de ilgilidir. Nitekim ayni
gelenek degisimi komsu Pitane’den de
bilinir'®. Kyme’nin dogusundaki Boz-
kéy/Habas Nekropolisi’nde ele gecen
cok sayidaki mezarin en erkenleri M.O.

7. yuzyiin ortasina tarihli olup, yine
Fig. 6 IDC Liman Nekropolisi, tas sehrin diger yakin Nekropolislerinde
kapaklarla kapatilmis PT. lahit mezar. goriildiigii iizere karsimiza urneler sek-
linde gikar. Bunlarin yaninda daha geg tarihli iki adet pismis toprak Klazome-
nai lahti, Arkaik Dénem’de kentteki benzer gelenek degisimini destekler'.
IDC Liman Nekropoli’sinde de bir adet iizeri tas kapaklarla kapatilmis pismis
toprak Klazomenai Lahti bulunmustur (Fig. 6). Kyme’de varligi bilinen bir-
kag pismis toprak lahite bakildiginda, bu Arkaik gelenegin kentte tam olarak
yerini almadan ortadan kayboldugu anlasiimaktadir. Aslinda ¢ok sayida Ar-
kaik buluntu vermesine karsin, Kyme’nin batisinda denize yakin bir yerde ko-
numlanmis Batigim Nekropolisi hakkinda yayin eksikliginden dolayi ¢ok fazla
bilgiye sahip degiliz. Buna ragmen Nekropolis’teki Arkaik mezarlarin basta
338 urneler olmakla birlikte basit toprak ya da sanduka tiplerinden olustugunu
E— bilmekteyiz. Kyme’nin Arkaik Donem mezar gelenekleri arasinda, birkag anit
mezardan da s6z edinilebilir. Bunlar diger adi Anadolu piramitleri olan Tum{-
liis mezarlardir. Kazisi yapilmasi suretiyle en iyi bilineni Kelebek Tepe Tiimii-
liis’tiniin en az iki kere soyuldugu tespit edilmistir (Fig. 7). Buna karsin Tlimii-
lis’lin en ge¢ 500 civarlarindainsa edildigi ve kesinlikle Arkaik Donem’e belki
de M.0O. 7. yiizyila ait oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Tiimiiliis ayni zamanda kentin
hemen kuzey yanindaki kuzey Nekropolisi’nin de bir parcasi olmalidir’>.

13 Cook 1966, 1991, Fig. 1-2.

14 Korkmaz ve Giirman 2012, 75, res. 2. IDC Liman Nekropoli’sinde de bir adet
Klazomenai pismis toprak lahti bulunmustur.

15 Verger — Pace — Jolivet 2013, 245-249.
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Fig. 7 Arkaik Donem Kelebek Tepe Tiimiilisi’niin kuzey-dogudan goriinimii.

Klasik Donem Nekropolis ve Mezarlar

Kyme Nekropolislerinde Arkaik Dénem’de kremasyondan inhumasyona gec-
me suretiyle yavas yavas goriilen gelenek degisikliginin Klasik Donem’de ye-
rini neredeyse tamamen inhumasyona biraktigi goriiliir. Bu gelenek degisimi
sonucunda Geometrik ve Erken Arkaik Donem’in yegane mezarlari olan urne- 339
ler, yerlerini artik baska ve daha gesitli mezar tiplerine birakmak zorunda kal-
mislardir. Kymeigin Arkaik Donem de diisiiniildiiglinde, belki de pismis toprak
Klazomenai Lahitlerinden etkilenerek yontulmus Monolitik Lahitler, Klasik
Donem mezar tipleri arasinda kayda deger bir bicimde yer almaktadir. Ken-
tin tiim Nekropolislerine bakildiginda bu lahitler icin en 6nemli ortak 6zellik
bolgenin yerel tiif/kireg tasindan kiivet teknesi biciminde ¢ok ta zorlanilma-
dan yontulmus olmalari ve bu nedenle kazilar sirasinda yaklasik %70°lik bir
kisminin ironik bir bicimde pargalanmis/dagilmis bir vaziyette ele ge¢gmesidir.
Bunlarin haricindeki %30’luk kismiysa kayaglarin daha sert béliimlerinden
isciligi daha zor bir bicimde yontuldugu anlasilir. Bu nedenle de diger hem-
cinslerinin aksine biiyiik cogunlukla tamamen saglam olarak ele gegmislerdir.
Birkag Nekropolis haricinde neredeyse kentin tiim Nekropolislerinde higbir
zaman en ¢ok kullanilan mezar tipleri olmadan sayica kisitl bir bicimde kar-
simiza ¢ikan Monolitik Lahitlerin hicbiri M.O. 5. yiizyilin sonundan daha én-
ceye ait degildir. Aslina bakilirsa bu durum Kyme’deki tiim mezar tipleriyle
ilgilidir ve kentte ortaya gikarilan iki bine yakin mezara karsin M.O. 5. yiizyila
ait olanlari belki de yok denecek kadar azdir. Bu bir asirlik hiatusu, zamanin
politik tarihine bakildiginda 499 yilinda Ionia Ihtilali’yle baslayan ve 404’de
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Peloponnessos Savaslarinin sonuglariyla biten ¢alkantili doneme baglamak
dogru olacaktir. Catisma igindeki Kita Yunanistan Hellenleri ile Anadolu haki-
mi Persler arasinda kalan Kymeliler’in, V. yiizyilda kenti ne kadar bosalttikla-
ri, asker olarak nerelerde oldiikleri ya da en basit bir bicimde kentte Glenlerin
kremasyona ugrayip kiillerinin hemen denize mi birakildigi gibi diisiincelerinin
hepsinin su anki verilere dayanarak muamma ve tartisilir oldugunu soylemek
te gerekir'®. So6z konusu lahitlerin en ¢ok kullanildigi Nekropolis olarak kar-
simiza Bozkdy/Habas Nekropolisi gtkmaktadir!'”. Gimriik Nekropolisi'®, Ayte-
miz Nekropolisi'®, IDC Liman Nekropolisi bu tip besik catili kapaklara sahip
Klasik Donem Monotitik Lahitlerin goriildiigii diger Nekropolislerdir (Fig. 8).
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Fig. 8 Kyme Nekropolislerinden Monolitik Lahit ve lahit kapagi 6rnekleri.

16 V.ylizyillailgili bu durum aslinda tiim Aiol ve Ion sehirleri igin de gegerlidir.
17 LaMarca 2018, 233, Res.10.

18 Unlii-Ozsaygi 2005, 14-15, Res.3-4.

19 Iren 2008b, 621, 614, Fig.35.
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Kyme’nin Geg Klasik Donemi’nde tastan dizayn edilen tek mezar tipi mono-
tilik lahitler degildir. Ayni cins tiif tasinin kalin ya da ince dikdortgen plakalar
halinde kesilmesi ve sonra bunlardan 3,5’inin bir araya getirilmesiyle olustu-
rulan farkli 6rnekler de mevcuttur. Hatta bu tiplerin sayisi Kyme Nekropolis-
lerinde Monolitik Lahitlerden ¢ok daha fazladir. Tiplerden ilki, bizim ilk kez
2014 yilinda zikrettigimiz pseudo sarcophagus yani yalanci lahitlerdir®. Bu tip-
ler uzun dikdortgen plakalar halinde diizgiince kesilmis tiif tasi bloklarin, bir
Monolitik Lahit forma doniisecek sekilde birlestirilmesi ve birbirlerine kursun
dokiim ya da bronz/demir perginlerle kilitlenmeleri seklinde olusturulmus-
lardir. Bunlar arasinda en giizel rneklerden birisi M.O 4. yiizyilin ortalarina
tarihlenebilecek IDC Liman Nekropolisi’nden bir drnektir (Fig. 9).

34

Fig. 9 IDC Liman Nekropolisi’nden pseudo sarcophagus/yalanci lahit 6rnegi.

Diger tip, yine benzer sekilde kesilmis plakalardan olusturulan sanduka me-
zarlardir. Bu mezarlarin yalanc lahitlerden farki daha kiigiik boyutlarda ke-
silmis tas plakalarin gomii ¢cukurunun etrafini, birbirlerine kenetlenmeden
cevirmeleridir. Bu tiplere ait giizel 6rnekler yine IDC Liman ve Samurlu 877
nekropolislerinde karsimiza cikar (Fig. 10). Ozellikle Kyme’nin Nekropolis
gelenekleri icinde tas plakalarin M.O. 4. yiizyilda yalnizca gémii cukurlarinin
tzerini kapatmasi suretiyle olusturulan kapama mezarlar, Myrina ve Kyme
basta olmak lizere Aiolis’in karakteristik Klasik ve Erken Hellenistik Donem
mezar tipleri olarak karsimiza gikar. Bu mezarlarin sayisi Kyme’de, 1000’

20 Urkmez 2014, 351.
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yakinken, Myrina’da 4000-5000 civarindadir®'. Bizim Tas Kapama Mezar
tabiriyle yine ilk kez 2014 yilinda zikrettigimiz mezar tiplerinin ilk 6rnekle-
ri, gozlemlerimize gore belki de Bati Liman Nekropolisi’nde karsimiza gikar.
Buradaki mezarlar aslinda ana kayanin gomii ¢ukuru icin sekilsiz bir bigcim-
de oyulmasi ve gomiiniin ayni cins plaka taslarla kapatilmasi ile olusturulan
bir ¢esit primitif khamosoriondur?. Geg Klasik Donem iginde bu gelenek Ky-
me’nin tiim Nekropolislerinde sert topraga agilan gomii gukurunun 2-5 ara-
sinda degisen tas plaka ile kapatilmasiyla olusturulan kanonik Tas Kapama
Mezar tiplerine doniismiistiir®. Yalniz, bu mezar tipleri kentin Nekropolisle-
rinde ne kadar Geg Klasik Dénem’de ortaya ¢iksa da onlarin Erken Hellenistik
Donem’de de yogun olarak kullanildiklarini belirtmek gerekir. Hatta Myrina
ornekleri neredeyse tamamen Hellenistiktir (Fig. 11).
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Fig. 10 IDC Liman Nekropolisi’nden sanduka mezar rnegi

21 Myrinaigin bkz. Pottier-Reinach-Veyries 1887, 61, Fig.7-8.
22 Konak-Tarakgi - Selguk 2012, 193, Res.4ab.

23 Basta Samurlu 877 Nekropolisi olmak iizere bu mezar tipi igin ayrintili olarak bkz.
Urkmez 2014, 341-345.
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Fig. 11 Samurlu 877 Nekropolisi’nden tas kapama mezar rnekleri ve gémii bigimi.

Kyme kentinin neredeyse tiim Nekropolislerinde goriilen ve kanonik hale
gelen bu tas mezarlar disinda, benzer bir sekilde dizayn edilmesine karsin
kentteki tek ornek olmasi agisindan iinik bir mezar olan M.71’e de kisaca
deginmek gerekir. Samurlu 879 Nekropolisi’nin en erken mezari olan M.71,
icinde kremasyona ugramis kemikler barindiran sanatsal degerdeki bir bronz
hydrianin, yalanci lahit formunda olusturulmus kare bir sandukanin igine yer-
lestirilmesiyle dizayn edilmistir?* (Fig. 12).

24 La Marca’nin kitabinda izinsiz olarak yer verdigi (Bkz. Lamarca 2018, 233, Res.n), ta-
rafimizdan kazilan Samurlu 879 Nekropolisi buluntusu M.71 icin ayrintili olarak bkz. Urk-
mez 2018a, 183-201, resim 1-14.
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Fig. 12 Samurlu 879 Nekropolisi’nde, sanduka iginde bulunmus Bronz Hydria Urnesi.

Hellenistik Donem Nekropolis ve Mezarlari

Kyme’nin Hellenistik Donem mezar tipolojisine ve 6lii gomme geleneklerine
bakildiginda, aslinda yalnizca Aiolis’in degil Troas’tan Karia’ya Bati Anado-
lu’nun tiim nekropolisleriyle yakinlik gosterdigi anlasilir. Bu durum dogal ola-
rak Iskender’in baslattigi ve tiim eski diinyayi etkisi icine alan Yeni Hellenistik
Kiltir ile alakalidir. Bu yeni kiiltiiriin Kita Yunanistan’tan Levant’a, Nekropo-
lislerde goriilen en biiyiik etkisi Stroter Kapama Mezarlardir®®. Mezar gukur-
larindaki dliilerin lizerlerinin stroterlerin birbirlerine gatilmasiyla olusturulan
mezarlarin sayisi Kyme Nekropolsilerinde, Hellenistik Donem mezarlarinin
yaklasik %50’sini olusturmaktadir. Ayrica bu tipler Protogeometrik Do-
nem’den, Roma Donemi’ne kentte agiga cikartilmis 2000°ne yakin mezarin
1/3’{inii olusturur. Kyme’nin Hellenistik Donem’de gomii yapilan tiim Nekro-
polislerinde Stroter Kapama Mezarlar her zaman en ¢ok kullanilan mezar tipi
olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir (Fig. 13). Kyme’de 6zellikle M.O. IV. yiizyilin or-
talarindan itibaren artmaya baslayarak, Erken Hellenistik Dénem le beraber
Klasik Dénem’e nazaran mezar sayisinin neredeyse 25-30 kat fazlalasma-
sinin en gegerli nedeni, saniyorum ancak bir gocle agiklanabilir. Bu konuyla
ilgili belki de en giizel veri Samurlu 879 Nekropolisi’nde karsimiza gikar. Sa-
murlu 879 Nekropolisi’nde karsilastigimiz Hellenistik Donem pithos mezar-
lari ayni donemdeki diger Kyme Nekropolisleri bir yana, Troas’dan Ionia’ya
diger Bati Anadolu Nekropolislerinde neredeyse hig goriilmez?® (Fig. 14).

25 Tiirk arkeoloji litaratiiriinde kiremit catkili mezar, cati kiremidi mezar gibi problemli
isimlerle ifade edilen, bizim kiremit ile birlikte stroter ifadesini ilk kez 2014 yilinda ortaya
koydugumuz ve 2017 yilinda konuyla ilgili tematik bir sempozyumda tartisarak stroter ka-
pama mezar ifadesini kabul ettirdigimiz mezar tipi icin ayrnintili olarak bkz. Urkmez 2014,
338-341; Urkmez 2018b, 237-238.

26  Urkmez 2016, 167-177, Fig. 9-13. Sempozyumun tartisma kisminda, heniiz yayinlanmamakla
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Kyme’de, M.O. 1V. yiizyilin 2. ve 3. ceyreginde kesme blok tiif taslariyla
olusturulan mezar tiplerine yaklasik olarak M.0. 330°dan sonra basta stroter
kapama mezarlar olmak tizere yer yer diger mezar tiplerinin de eklendigi bel-
lidir. Bununla birlikte tas plakalardan olusturulan mezarlar Erken Hellenistik
Donem’de de kullanilmaya devam etmis fakat III. yiizyilin sonlarina dog-
ru yerlerini tamamen diger mezarlara, 6zellikle stroter kapama mezarlara
birakmistir. Buradaki bir baska onemli nokta, Geg Klasik ve Erken Hellenistik
Dénem’e ait bircok Kyme Nekropolisi’nin mezarlarindaki zenginliktir. Ozel-
likle IDC Liman?, Samurlu 877 ve Samurlu 879 nekropolisi mezarlarinin kon-
tekstleri, Kyme’nin s6z konusu dénemdeki (M.0. 350-250/200) zenginligini
stiphesiz olarak ortaya koyar (Fig. 15).
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Fig. 13 Kyme Nekropolislerinden Hellenistik Donem stroter kapama mezar.

birlikte Trakya’da Hellenistik Dénem’e ait bu tiir pithos mezarlardan s6z edilmistir. Aslin-
da bu durum Samurlu 879 Nekropolisinde bulunan bronz hydria mezar ile de uyum iginde-
dir. Nitekim bu tiir bronz urne mezarlarla da Trakya’da ¢okga karsilasilmistir. Bu benzerlik-
ler ve Kyme Nekropolislerinde demografik olarak patlak veren artis, Trakya’dan Kyme’ye
IV. yiizyilin ortalarindan itibaren baslayan ve Erken Hellenistik Donem’de devam eden bir
goce isaret eder. Fakat bu durum ancak antropolojik galismalarla netlik kazanabilir.

27 Cirak - Kaya 201, 217-232.
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346 Fig. 15 Kyme Geg Klasik ve Erken Hellenistik Donem mezarlar kontekstlerinde bulunan
onlarca altin takidan kiigiik gruplar.

Roma Donemi Nekropolis ve Mezarlan

Geg Klasik ve 6zellikle Hellenistik Donem’in ilk iki ylizyilinda Kyme Nekro-
polislerinin gosterdigi yogun gomiilerde M.O. 1. yiizyildan itibaren bir diisiis
gozlemlenmektedir. Bunlardan Habas/Bozkdy Nekropolisi’nde gémiilerin
M.O. 1V. yiizyila kadar yapildigina deginilmistir?. Hafirlerin verdigi bilgiler
arasinda s6z konusu doneme ait mezarlarin tipleri hakkinda bilgi yoktur. Bu-
nunla birlikte Nekropolis’e yapilan gomiilerin biiyiik IV. yiizyil depremiyle
son buldugu bilgisi 6nemlidir. Samurlu 877 Nekropolisi, Roma Dénemi’ne ait
gomiilerin yapildigi kentin diger bir mezarligidir. Hellenistik Donem’e naza-
ran daha az sayidaki Roma Cagi’na ait en gec mezar M.O. I1. yiizyila tarihlen-
mistir. Bununla birlikte Nekropolis’te, Hellenistik Dénem’de goriilen 6rnegin
zengin kontekstli Monolitik Lahitlerden hi¢ olmamasi, yine daha énce gorii-
len tas kapama tiplerden iz kalmamasi, bunlarin yerine daha ¢ok basit toprak

28 Korkmaz - Giirman 2012, 75.
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gomii/ahsap kapama mezar® tiplerinin goriilmesi Roma Donemi’ndeki hem
ekonomik bir gerilemenin hem de 6lii gomme geleneklerindeki kiigiik degi-
simlerin izleri olmalidir. Kyme’de en geg gomiilerin ne zaman yapildigina dair
izlerse kent merkezinde karsimiza gikar. Hellenistik ve Roma Donemi Agorasi
izerinde tespit edilen 44 mezar, muhtemelen Kyme Kilisesi’yle cagdas olma-
lidir®®. Benzer bir bicimde, Dortyildiz Nekropolisi’ndeki en ge¢ mezarlar da
Italyan meslektaslarimiz tarafindan M.O. VILI. yiizyila tarihlenmistir3..

Genel Degerlendirme

Biiylik Candarli Korfezi’nin en gilineyindeki Kiigiik Nemrut Korfezi’nde, antik
yazarlar haksiz ¢ikartmayacak bicimde, Protogeometrik/Geometrik Donem’de
kurulmaya baslandigi anlasilan deniz kiyisindaki Kyme’nin etrafi cok sayida
Nekropolis’le ¢evrelenmistir. Burada goze ¢arpan nokta, az sayida olmakla
birlikte en erken ornekleri Protogeometrik/Geometrik Donem’den itibaren
goriilmeye baslayan mezarlarin denize ve kent merkezine yakin Nekropo-
lislerde bulunmasidir. Hatta bu durum Arkaik Donem’de de devam etmistir.

® KYME / / ,
g Kelebek Tepe Tiimiilsii
® SAMURLU
‘877 ve 879

ekropolisleri
N\ £ S »

Fig. 16 Kyme Territoriumu ve kent merkezinin etrafini saran nekropolisler. (Google Earth)

29 Ahsap Kapama Mezar icin ayrintili olarak bkz. Urkmez 2018b, 238-240.
30 LaMarca 2018, 234, Res. 14.

31 La Marca 2018, 233-234, Res.8, 14. M.O. VII. yiizyildan itibaren kesintisiz olarak kul-
lanilan ve hakkinda sinirli bilgilere sahip oldugumuz Dért Yildiz Nekropolsi igin ayrica bkz.
age., 232-233.

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bélgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu

347



348

Daha sonraki donemlerdeyse 0zellikle kentten uzaklasarak giineye ve dogu-
ya dogru agilan Nekropolislerdeki gomiilerin kalabaligi dikkat gekicidir (Fig.
16). Ornegin bunlardan IDC Liman Nekropolisi’nde 1000’e yakin gomii tespit
edilmistir. Bu disa agilma, aslinda kentin sosyal hinderlantinin niifusla paralel
bir bigimde gittikce genislemesiyle agiklanabilir. Bunun disinda, 6rnegin Sa-
murlu 877 ve 879 gibi birbirine ¢cok yakin ve cagdas Nekropolislerin kendi
iclerindeki sikisikligi ve bazen birbirlerinden farkli gomii gelenekleri, aslinda
isimleri biz hafirleri tarafindan konulan Nekropolislerin farkli demos gémii
alanlari oldugunu da gosterir niteliktedir. Kentteki kazisi yapilmis 10’dan
fazla nekropolis ve 2000’e yakin mezarin bize sundugu belki de en 6nemli
veriler, Arkaik Donem’in basindan itibaren gittikge artan Kyme niifusunun,
Arkaik Donem’in sonunda birdenbire durdugu, Klasik Dénem’in sonundan
itibaren tekrar ve bu sefer ¢cok yogun bir bicimde artmaya basladigi, kentin
ozellikle M.O. 350-200 yillari arasinda 6nemli bir zenginlik yasadigi ve Geg
Hellenistik Donem’den itibaren tekrar soniiklesmeye basladigidir (Fig. 17).

1500
1000
500
0
Pro. . |Geometrik| Arkaik Klasik Geg_ Hellenistik| Roma
Geometri Klasik

Fig. 17 Kyme Nekropolislerinde agiga ¢ikarilan mezarlarin kronolojik olarak yaklasik dagilimi.
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Emre ERDAN" ALIAGA AND
ITS TERRITORY

Tisna and the First Results
of the New Researches

The Aiolis Region describing broadly is located in
between the north of the Gulf of Izmir and the south

of Mysia-Troas Regions (Fig. 1). Moreover, the coastal

islands such as Lesbos are considered within the Aiolis

Region. Herodotus tells after the colonisation movement,

which is now controversial in its actuality?, the Aiolians

came to this region via Greece formed a confederation 353
(Herodotus 1, 149). The centres such as Kyme, Larisa,
Neonteikhos, Temnos, Killa, Notion, Aigiroessa, Pitane,
Aigai, Myrina, Gryneion and Smyrna can be named among
the main 12 Aiolian cities known through Herodotus
accounts and archaeological studies. (Herodotus 1, 149.
Smyrna later joined Ionian League.)

1 Dr. Emre Erdan, Aydin Adnan Menderes University, Faculty of
Art & Science, Department of Archaeology.

2 See Rose 2008 for further information.
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Fig.1

Tisna is located at the now Izmir province, Aliaga district, at the boundaries
of Uzunhasanlar and Karakuzu quarters (Fig. 2). It was established at a
sheltered point overlooking Gulf of Candarli (Elaitikos), a rough terrain
but surrounded by very fertile land next to the Giizelhisar Stream (Fig. 3)
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Fig. 2
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(Titnaios/Tisnaios/Pythikos) on now named Kocakale Tepe® and Sarikale
Tepe that reach 350 m. altitude in places. Tisna surrounded by Aspordene
(Yunt) in north and Sardene (Dumanli) Mountains in south.

Fig. 3

The information about the city relayed by ancient sources is very limited.
Pliny is the only source which we can gather direct information about the city.
Pliny who mentions Tisna as Titanus in his work Naturalis Historia, refers to
the existence of other cities apart from Tisna, such as Larisa, Kyme, Myrina
(Sebastopolis), Aigai, Attalia, Poisdea, Neonteikhos and Temnos in the Aiolis
Region (Pliny HN 5.32) %.

3 Means “Hill” on Turkish.

4 Plinius states in his excerpt where he describes Tisna that the river which runs north
of the city is called Titanus and the city was names after this river. What we would like to
emphasize here is; there is another river had the same name and another city that took its
name from the river. The city in question is at the Peloponnese peninsula and the moun-
tain, which it was built on, the river that runs above and the city were all named Tita-
nus. Furthermore, there is another settlement in Mainland Greece, near Sicyonia bears
the same name and the city was named Titana, Titane and Teutanion at different times.
It is known that the Tisna was known as Titne for some time, similar to the Titane, the
name that was used for the city of Titanus near Sicyonia. Pye 1803, Titanus Maddesi; C.
Foss, S. Mitchell, G. Reger, R. Talbert, T. Elliott, and S. Gillies, ‘Tisna/Titne: a Pleiades
place resource’, Pleiades: A Gazetteer of Past Places, 2012 <https://pleiades.stoa.org/
places/550933> [Accessed: 07 June 2018].
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Although it was not considered as a part of the Aiolian League, it is known
that Tisna gained power, especially in 4" century BC, became a polis and
issued coins®. The coins found there and many of which currently offered
for sale overseas through smuggling, have on one side a horned river god
Tisnaios/Titnaios (TIENAION= tiovaiov, tiovalwvv) whom was the city
named after and seen on the coins of Aigai®, on the other side a sword in
scabbard with strap or a one-handled cup is depicted (Fig. 4). One-handled
cup was frequently depicted on Kyme coins between 350-250 BC and the
symbol is considered as Kyme’s parasemon’. This concurs with the informa-
tion relayed by Strabo on Kyme being the metropolis of Aiolis Region® and
suggests that through the good relations Tisna forged with Kyme, it was un-
der the protection of the Kyme during the Hellenization process®.

Fig. 4

The origin of the city’s name provides interesting as well as controversial ap- 357

proaches. No direct detection of Tisna among other Greek city names and the
name not having any meaning in Greek however the reading of Tisna which
is the name of a holy mountain in Kizzuwatna in the Hittite texts'°, the city
is full of questions on location and geographical relations. Nevertheless, the
written and archaeological findings showing the cultural and trade relations

5 Imhoof-Blumer 1883, 275-276, Pl. 29-31; Pottier ve Reinach 1887, 35-36; Wroth 1894, Ixii,
PL. xxix-12; Babelon 1910, col. 2074-2080, Pl. CLVII-22-27; Imhoof-Blumer 1923, 225-226,
Taf. IV. Nr. 28-29; Keil 1937, 1481; Kiechle 1959-60, 150; Masson 1985, 23; Sallet 1987, 284;
Schonert-Geiss 1987, 425; Anabolu 1990, 361; Anabolu 1997, 33, Res. 1; Goktiirk 1999, 224,
Lev. 3-35-36; Rubinstein 2004, 10571; Altinoluk 2005, 214-215, Lev. XXXI-1.2,1.3; Lenger 201,
156; Dusinberre 2013, 74, Tab. 3.

6 The god Tisnaios/Titnaios is observed on the Aigai coins 600 years later than Tisna.
Heinle 2015, 43.

7 Heinle 2015, 41.

8 Strab. XIII. 3-6.

9 Heinle 2015, 41-42.

10 Groddek 1997, 184; Tremoille 1998, 265
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which gathered pace from Early Bronze Age throughout Late Bronze Age at
Eastern Mediterranean — Eastern Aegean line and continued in Iron Age as
well, suggests the early settlers came from this region may carried over the
city’s name. Indeed, in some studies that were carried out in the Tisna in pre-
vious years, the city was mentioned among the centres with findings from 2"
millenium BC*, some fortification walls that present cyclopean qualities and
some pottery detected in surveys initiated by us in 2018, render the subject
even more interesting.

The first information about Tisna comes from the French traveller Guichon
who visited the area in 1860s. Guichon remarks a low relief resembling the
Karabel relief he saw in a hollow during his travels in Giizelhisar Stream val-
ley. Although S. Reinach and D. Baltazzi organised a research trip to the area
in 1881 based upon this information, they could not find the relief mentioned
by Guichon?2.

The most extensive study done on the city to date belongs to A. Conze®.
Conze, arriving Tisna in 1909, describes a broad plan for the fortification
walls that he observed at Tisna and three rock-cut tombs as the result of his
short-term research. E. Doger who conducted research in the area at inter-
vals, and his team visited the city which was forgotten for a long time in the
following years; Doger considered this place as a military outpost that was
used in the years of Persian occupation'.

Forgotten for a long time after Conze’s short-term research in 1909
and known only through the findings from illegal excavations that were
taken to museums or auction companies local and abroad, surveys have been
commenced by a team led by E. Erdan titled “Survey Project on Tisna and
Vicinity”. The research of 2018 focused on the two areas that are thought to
encompass the Tisna, Kocakale Tepe and Sarikale Tepe.

11 Sayce 1882, 221etal.
12 Chronique d’Orient 1885, 107-109 (5.72-3) quoted by Doger 2017, 189.
13 Conze19m.

14 Doger 2017, 78-79.
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Kocakale Tepe

Kocakale Tepe as the highest settlement of Tisna is a hard to reach elevation
approximately 360 m. above sea level. Terrace walls that reach 120 m.x35 m.
were located during the studies we started on the north section of the hill
which faces the now Giizelhisar Dam, covered with thick flora steep, on the
steep slopes and footpaths. No traces of other structures in between or near
the mortarless stone walls observed to be constructed using the casemate
technique with local andesite, were found. Therefore, for the present it is
thought that these walls were constructed with a similar purpose to known
necropolis terraces in Aiolis Region (Fig. 5).

359

Fig.5
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The ruins of a structure with elliptical plan and 90 m above sea level, with
dimensions of 10.70 m.x10.15 m. and walls range in thickness from 1.20 m.
to 1.60 m. were detected. 7 water wells were found during the examinations
made in and around of this structure that is different from other wall struc-

tures we observed and think may be dated to an earlier period (Fig. 6).

360

Fig. 6

Two rock-cut tombs discovered and drawn by A. Conze in 1909, were visited
during the continued work at Kocakale Tepe. The first of the tombs (Fig. 7a- b),
which we registered as Rock-cut Tomb 1 and 2, is 340 m. high and at the
south facing peak point of the city. The entrance to the single-room tomb
is via a dromos and the burial chamber has three kline that are on the east,
west and north. The tomb number 2 is located on the north facing peak point
of the hill. It was discovered that the tomb, which also has a dromos as it’s
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entrance passage, has two chambers. A single kline was positioned parallel
to the tomb entrance inside each chamber that are on the south of the tomb.

361

Fig. 7

A floor observed to be heavily damaged, made with brick shards, sand and
lime mortar, with dimensions of 1.50 m.x1.35 m. and was discovered 360 m.
above the sea level on the south of the Kocakale Tepe, near the tomb
described as Rock-cut Tomb 1. The floor that is located in between bedrocks
shows Byzantine Era qualities. A 2.40 m. long and 1.50 m. high structure
made with bricks, irregularly formed andesite and mortar was detected at
the same area and coordinates. It was determined that the structure, which
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appears to have an apsis, is connected with the floor and constructed in
Byzantine Era (Fig. 8).

Fig. 8

Arockmonumentwithstepsthatisapproximately 300 m. highwasdiscovered
on the south of the Kocakale Tepe. A curved throne facing southwest that is
on a northeast-southwest axis is located on the monument. Two hand rests
situated either side of the throne. There is a 1.79 cm. wide, 53.5 cm. deep
and 27.5 cm. high sitting platform starting from the first step just below the
throne. A libation canal on the northeast with the measurements of 4 cm at
its starting point, 35 cm. wide and 40 cm. starting from the first step; 24.5 cm.
at the end of the first step, 15.5 cm. at the start of the second step and 6 cm.
at the end point of the second step was detected. The libation canal’s length
determined as 1.87 m. and the detected depth as 7.5 cm. The width of the
floor, where the throne and sitting platform is on, is 3.67 m. and its depth is
1.20 m. The aspect of the aforementioned monument with steps is towards
Dumanli Mountain (Sardane) that is on the south of Tisna. The monument,
which its examples can be seen in many regions of Western Anatolia, mainly
in Phrygian highlands, is thought to be related to the powerful cults of mother
goddess, especially Matar-Kybele.

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



During the studies that were continued in between the north of Karakuzu Vil-
lageandsouth ofthe Kocakale Tepe, apitwith measurementsof 60 cm.x40 cm.
and depth of 28 cm. that is thought to be a hollowed rock offering pit was
detected (Fig. 9). What make the pit interesting are two 5.5 cm.x4 cm. labrys
drawings that are made with incision technique found inside.

Fig. 9

Overall, Orientalising®®, Archaic, Hellenistic, Roman and Byzantine Era pot- 6
363

tery shards which most of them do not have a profile are discovered in small
quantitiesin the areas that were surveyed as a part of the 2018 studies made
at Kocakale Tepe vicinity. The concentrated closing tiles we observed at the
area give rise to thought that the north slopes of the area in question might
be used as a necropolis for a long time as stated above, the topographically
highest areas of Kocakale Tepe might have been used as the acropolis of the
city as from the Archaic Period and again the same area might have had a
small Byzantine settlement encompassing Kocakale Tepe’s south slopes as
well in Byzantine Era. In the following years of the first year studies, which
we conducted as to mostly getting to know the territory, the drawings and
plans of the located walls in the territory should be made. Furthermore, a
re-examination of the walls that show cyclopean characteristics, which we
observed at Kocakale Tepe, compared with the structures detected at the
area’s early settlements is projected. Indeed, the walls in question show pro-
foundly interesting characteristics in both their construction technique and

15 See also for an amphora in Izmir Archaeological Museum stated to be brought from
Tisna: Iren 2003, Cat. No. 13.
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their distinct materials and thought to be able to answer the questions on 2™
millennium BC history of the city.

Sarikale Tepe

The first year study program which was based on familiarisation with Tisna
and its surroundings changed upon the unexpected findings that were dis-
covered mainly at the part of the city called Sarikale Tepe and with the de-
tection of intense illegal excavations at the area the majority of the work was
concentrated on Sarikale Tepe for urgent documentation. The studies were
commenced in a rock-cut tomb that was coded as Rock-cut Tomb 3 (Fig. 7c)
which its existence previously known through A. Conze’s work and 145 m.
above sea level at the area in question which was known as Kiiglik Canita or
Kiiglik Kale Tepe in former studies. Two berms, which were severed by a canal
deep in the middle canal that is 9 cm. wide and 21.5 cm. deep was detected
during the examinations at the tomb which has a rectangular entrance with
a flat roof and a saddle roof inside.

Fig. 10

A spring, which is 120 m. above sea level, conjoining with the bedrock that
has volcanic craters and seemingly possible sacrifice canals, surrounded by
50 m. long wall and feeding from a groundwater source, was detected (Fig.
10). The area, which is understood to be surrounded by an enclosure wall, is
thought to be a sanctuary related to the river god of Tisna, Tisnaios. A dried
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streambed on east-west axis in the said sanctuary and it is thought that the
source, which the streambed is connected, is related to the sanctuary!®. The
stream, which feeds from underwater sources, joins with the Sirge Brook on
the southwest.

The pavement line of an ancient road that is in between Uzunhasanlar and

Karakuzu quarters and 140 m. above the sea level on northwest-southeast
axis, itspreserved measurementsdeterminedas43.80m.inlengthand 2.68 m.
in width was detected. A sanctuary that is 180 m. above sea level and heavily
damaged by illegal excavations, was found at the peak point of a hill which

can be reached by following the road. It is understood through pottery and

other small findings found on the surface that the said sanctuary was used

between Archaic and Hellenistic Periods. The area, which we call Tisna-
Sarikale Tepe Sanctuary, has rock etchings that are unique for Anatolian

Archaeology, pottery shards that can be dated between 7" and 4t century
BC, figurines, perrirhanterion pieces, a niche, which was made by hollowing
of bedrock and a well like place that has 12 steps. The sanctuary in ques-
tion is thought to be used in at least Archaic-Hellenistic Periods through the

data that were gathered in it and peripheral evaluation and had a relation to

cult of Matar-Kybele that was known to be prevalent in the area. The studies

conducted around the sanctuary, has shown that the sanctuary is enclosed

by polygonal walls that can be dated as far back as Early Archaic Period and

their traces were followed in different points of Sarikale Tepe (Fig. 11).

16 Dr. Serdar Vardar who is one our team members examined the vicinity of the sanctuary,
itis stated that the streambed, which is on east-west axis, was not known in former studies.
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Fig.

A tumulus 70 m. above sea level and was uncovered by illegal excavations
on the west of the hill during the studies conducted at Sarikale Tepe (Fig. 12).
The tumulus was coded, as “Tiimiiliis 1” after it was understood that many
tumuli were located in the area. The tumulus, which has a dromos and two
chambers, was formed by hollowing of the bedrock and was covered by ir-
regular andesite stone blocks. Broken kline pieces were discovered in the
tumulus which encloses an area that is approximately 50.53 m. radius, on
one of the pieces a two line inscription was found that is dated as 4% century
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BC. As indicated, on the west plane of Sarikale Tepe where many tumuli are
located, itis thought that the number of tumuli can be much higher than what
was detected during the research in 2018 through the aerial photography
and high-resolution video recordings provided by Aliaga Municipality, in the
comingyears the workis planned to be concentrated in this areaand drawings
and geophysical scanning of the tumuli which their top level stones can be
seen on the surface are to be carried out.

Fig. 12

As a result of the research done at Sarikale Tepe, it is thought that the area
was settled in Middle Bronze Age, Early Iron Age, Archaic, Classical and
Hellenistic Periods and the main settlement area of the Tisna. The evidence
belonging to the periods are supported by both architectural and small
findings (Fig. 13), it is thought that the peak and west slopes of the hill served
as the acropolis. The fortification wall that surrounds the peak of Sarikale
Tepe which was detected in different satellite images and was defined as
acropolis before the survey studies began could be clearly tracked both in
the field and the aerial photographs (Fig. 14). Walls, structures and inner wall
systemsareprojected tobestudied extensivelyand theworktobe concentrated
here in the coming years. It is thought that the preserved wall and following
structures will give usimportant data on Iron Age city planningin Aiolis Region.
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Furthermore, the traces of a great necropolis area were found through
presently detected 13 tumuli on the west of Sarikale Tepe. The location of the
necropolis area overlooking the important cities of Aiolis Region Kyme and
Myrina makes us think that the area might have been used by noble and rich
individuals lived in the city. It is thought that the small amount of grey Early
Iron Age pottery that was found at the Sarikale Tepe acropolis area may bring
light to one of the problematic subjects both of the period and the region.
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Fig.13
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Fig.14
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| Sedat AKKURNAZ: ALIAGA VE GEVRESI

Melanpagos

Melanpagos ile Ilgili
Yapilan Arastirmalarin Tarihgesi

Melanpagos? ile ilgili ilk arastirmalar, 19. yiizyilin sonlarin-
da baslamistir. Giiney Aiolis Bolgesi’nde arastirma yapan
Ramsay, Hermos’un giineyinde buldugu bir sinir tagindan
bahseder ve bu sinir taginda Melanpagos ve Herakleia 373
isimleri okunmaktadir®. Ramsay (1881) ve daha sonraki
arastirmacilar Weber* (1892), Kiepert® (1894) ve Keil-Von

1 Dr. Ogr. Uyesi. Sedat Akkurnaz. Adnan Menderes Universitesi,
Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Boliimii. Fotograflar igin, Prof. Dr.
Suat Ateslier’e tesekkiir ederim.

2 Melanpagos’un kent statiisiine yiikselmis bir yerlesim mi,
yoksa sadece bir kutsal alan gevresinde sekilenmis kiigiik bir dag
yerlesimi mi oldugu sorgulanabilir. Yerlesim barindirdigi kalintilarin
niteligi dikkate alindiginda, tam anlamiyla klasik kent ozellikleri
tasimadigi goriiliir. Fakat bolgedeki sinir taslarinin da gosterdigi
gibi (bkz. Doger 1995, 65) Melanpagos komsu yerlesimlere gore
daha biiyiik bir araziye sahiptir. Bununla birlikte, alandaki mimari
unsurlar géz oniine alindiginda ise Melanpagos igin “kutsal nitelikli
bir dag koyii” tanimlamasi yapilabilir.

3 Ramsay 1881, 296-297; Re XV.1, 391; Doger 1995, 61.
4 Weber 1892, PL. XVIII.
5 Kieperti894, 4.
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Premerstein® (1908) yayinlarinda bu yerlesimleri lokalize etmeye galismislar-
dir’”. Sadece Melanpagos’u konu edinen ilk calismaysa 1913 yilinda Keil tarafin-
danyapilmistir®. Daha sonra Real Encyclopadia’da Ramsay ve Keil’e dayanilarak
‘Melampagos’ baslikli bir madde sunulmus ve bu madde iginde s6z konusu sinir
tasinin tizerinde yer alan yazitin orijinal metni verilmistir. Bu metinde OPIA
MEAANIIATITQN yazmaktadir®. Konuyla ilgili ilk kaynaklarda'© yerlesi-
min adi ‘Melampagos’ olarak gecmesine ragmen, orijinal metinde goriildiigii
tizere ‘Melampagos’dur®. Daha sonraki arastirmacilar orijinal metni dikkate
alarak, soz konusu yerlesimin adini ‘Melampagos’ olarak anmislardir'2.

1990°li yillarda Doger, Melanpagos ve gevresinde yiizey arastirmalar ger-
ceklestirerek, bolgedeki sinir taslarini incelemis ve bunlara yenilerini ekle-
mistir’®. Doger ve Gezgin, 1998de yayinladiklar makalede, Melanpagos’un,
Akhaemenid Donemi’nde Smyrna Kenti’ne kuzeyden gelebilecek tehlikelere
karsi savunma amagli bir karakol olarak gorev yaptigini belirtmektedirler®.
Doger’in Giiney Aiolis Bolgesi’nde gerceklestirdigi yilizey arastirmalan sira-
sinda Melanpagos’da, bir Aiol ante basligi bulunmus ve bulunan bu baslik-
tan hareketle, Ateslier tarafindan 2000 ve 2006 yillarinda iki makale yayin-
lanmistir’®. Umar, 2002 yilinda yayinladigi Aiolis Bolgesi Kentleri’ni tanitan
kitabinda Doger’in goriislerinden faydalanarak Melanpagos hakkinda sinirli
bilgiler vermektedir?®.

6 Keil-Premerstein 1908, 95.

7 Doger199s, 61; Doger-Gezgin 1998, 17.

8 Keil1913,163-168.

9 ReXV., 391

10 Keil1913,163-168; Re XV.1, 391.

1 Sinir tasinda “Melanpagos” yazmasina ragmen ilk arastirmacilar tarafindan
“Melampagos” olarak anilmasinin nedeni; Grekge gramer kurallarina gore “N” (Ni) harfi,
dudak harflerinin 6ntinde yer aldigi zaman degisime ugrar. “I1”(Pi)’de bir dudak harfi
oldugu igin, “N” (Nu) harfi burada “M”(Mii)’ye doniismiistiir (bkz. Sinanoglu-Tiirkkan
1979, 196; Or.£v-todMV=£umodav, év-moiém=¢éumoiém). Dolayisi ile her iki okunusta
dogru kabul edilebilir.

12 Doger 1995, 61-70.

13 Doger 1995, 61-70.

14 Doger-Gezgin 1998, 24; Gezgin 2001, 185.

15 Ateslier 2000, 71-79; Ateslier 2006, 59-68.

16 Umar 2002, 70.
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Melanpagos ile ilgili giinimiize kadar yapilmis olan bilimsel ¢alismalar di-
sinda lizerinde dikkatle durulmasi gereken bir diger husus da, yerlesimin
kutsal alaninda, surlarin dibinde ve Nekropol alaninda kagak kazilarin yapi-
liyor olmasidir. Gozlemlerimiz sirasinda hala kagak kazilarin yapildigina dair
izler bulunmus ve kagakgilarin biiyiik bir cesaretle kazi aletlerini kazi alani
yakininda gizledikleri goriilmistir. Yapilan kacak kazilar 6zellikle yerlesimin
kutsal alaninda yogunlagmaktadir. Kutsal alan disinda giiney tarafta yer alan
Nekropol alaninda kagak kazilarla ortaya gikarilmis ve tahrip edilmis birgok
mezarla karsilasilmistir.

Melanpagos’un Cografi Konumu

Bati Anadolu’nun Izmir Kérfezi (Hermios Kolpos) ile Edremit Kérfezi (Adram-
yttenos Kolpos) arasindaki kiy1 kesimi, Antik D6nem’de Aiolis Bolgesi olarak
anilmaktadirY. Herodotos 12 Aiol kenti saymasina'® ragmen, bu bolgedeki
kentlerin sayisi bunun ok lizerindedir. Herodotos ve daha sonraki antik ya-
zarlarin metinlerinde Melanpagos ile ilgili herhangi bir bilgiye rastlanma-
maktadir. Aiolis Bolgesi’nin giiney siniri lizerinde yer alan Melanpagos, Gok-
kaya olarak anilan yalgin ve sivri bir kayaligin koruyuculugundan yararlanip
kuzeyini glivenceye alan ve s6z konusu bu dogal engelle Yamanlar Dagi’nin
(Amanara) kuzey sirtlari arasindaki bir boyun iizerinde yer alan bir dag yerle-
simidir® (Fig. 1).

Savunma amagli olarak, 40 m. yiiksekligindeki dik bir dogal kayaliga (Fig. 2)
sirtini dayamis olan yerlesimin kuzeybatida Herakleia (Eski Emiralem) ve ku-
zeydoguda Palaudis (Asartepe) olmak Uzere iki komsu yerlesimi vardir. S6z
konusu bu lig yerlesim birbirlerinden sinir taglariyla ayrilmaktadir?°. Bélgede-
ki ilk sinir tasini 19. yiizyilin sonlarinda Ramsay bulmus? ve pek ¢ok arastir-
maci da bu sinir tasindan yola ¢ikarak konuyu irdelemistir?2. Daha sonra Do-
ger konuyu yeniden inceleyerek, bélgede Melanpagos ile ilgili, birisi Ramsay’i

17 Sevin 2001, 75, Res. 11.

18 Herodotos, I, 149; Sevin 2001, 74.
19 Doger 1998, 290; Umar 2002, 70.
20 Doger 1995, 61.

21 Ramsay 1881, 296-297.

22  Weber 1892, PLXVIII; Kiepert 1894, 4; Keil-Premerstein 1908, 95; Keil 1913, 163-166;
Doger 1995, 61; Ragone 2011, 272-279.
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buldugu olmak lizere li¢ adet sinir tasinin varligindan s6z etmektedir?. Si-
nir taslarinin Melanpagos’a bakan yiizlerinde OPIA MEAANITATTTQN
yazmaktadir?. Yamanlar Dagi (Amanara) ile Emiralem Ovasi arasinda kalan
platonun iizerinde bulunan bu sinir taslari Hellenistik Donem’de bolgede
arazi anlagsmazliklarinin varligini géstermektedir®. S6z konusu sinir tasla-
rindan biri platonun kuzeybati tarafinda, “Osmantepe” mevkinde, diger sinir
taslariysa platonun kuzey tarafinda “Vakif Melengi¢” ve “Cetili Yaka” mev-
kilerinde bulunmustur?®. “Osmantepe” ve “Vakif Melengic” mevkilerindeki
sinir taslarinin giineye bakan yiizlerinde Melanpagos, kuzeye, yani Emira-
lem’e bakan yiizlerinde ise Herakleia adlar okunmakta, dolaysiyla, bu sinir
taslar Gokkaya’da bulunan Melanpagos ile Eski Emiralem kdyiiniin yama-
cindaki “Ballik Kayasi” lizerinde bulunan Herakleia arasindaki siniri gizmek-
tedir?. “Cetili Yaka” mevkiinde bulunan sinir tasi ise, yine Melanpagos ile
Dere Mahallesi’nin tizerindeki Palaudis (Asartepe) yerlesimi arasindaki siniri
belirlemektedir?. Sinir taslarinin da gosterdigi gibi platonun ¢ok biiyiik bir
kesimi Antik Donem’de, Melanpagos’a ait olmalidir®.

Melanpagos yerlesiminin adi bolgede bulunan sinir taslar lizerindeki yazit-
lara dayanilarak saptanmistir®. Arastirmacilar, Melanpagos’un Grekge’de
“Yagiztepe, Karatas, Karatepe veya Laciverttepe” anlamina geldigini belirt-
mislerdir3. Grekge’de “Melas” (Méhag) “Kara=siyah=koyu” anlamina gelen
“Ug Bitimli Oxyton” bir sifattir ve “Melan” (Méhawv) ise bu sifatin Neutrum
cinsidir®2. “Pagos” ([1dryog) ise “Dag, Tepe” anlamina gelen Masculinum
cinsi bir isimdir®. Dolayisi ile “Melan” ve “Pagos” kelimeleri birlestirilerek

23 Doger 1995, 61-70.
24 Ramsay 1881, 296; Keil 1913, 164; Doger 1995, 69-70; Ragone 2011, 276.

25 Doger 1995, 66-67; Doger 1998, 222; Yerlesimlerin sinir tartismalari altinda yatan
cografi ve ekonomik nedenler ve bu konudaki tartismalar igin bkz. Doger 2005, 110-111.

26 Doger1998, 222, 289-290; Ragone 2011, 276.

27 Doger 1995, 66; Doger 1998, 289-290; Ragone 2011, 276 .

28 Doger 1995, 67; Doger 1998, 29, 222, 289; Ragone 2011, 276.
29 Doger1998, 223.

30 Keil1913,165-168; Doger 1998, 291; Umar 2002, 70.

31 Doger 1998, 291; Umar 2002, 70.

32 Sinanoglu-Turkkan 1979, 215.

33  Sinanoglu-Tiirkkan 1979, 223.
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yerlesime “Karatepe” anlamina gelen “Melanpagos” (Melavmayog) ismi
verilmistir. Melanpagos kelimesindeki tepe anlamina gelen pagos kelime-
sinin yerlesimin yani basinda yiikselen Gokkaya ile iliskili oldugu rahatlikla
soylenebilir.

Emiralem Ovasi ile Yamanlar Dagi (Amanara) arasinda yer alan Degirmende-
re Vadisi’nin kuzey ucunda sarp bir kayaliga sirtini dayayan yerslesim, hem
Emiralem Ovasi’na hem de Degirmendere Vadisi’ne hakim bir noktadir. De-
girmendere Vadisi ile Yamanlar Dagi (Amanara) lizerinden Smyrna’ya inen
dag yolunu kontrol edebilecek konuma sahiptir34. Bu 6zelliginden dolay1 Me-
lanpagos’un Akhaemenid Donemi’nde 6nemli bir kale (karakol) oldugu diisii-
nilmektedir=.

Melanpagos’da bilimsel kazi yapilmadigi igin ilk olarak hangi donemde iskan
gordiigi bilinmemektedir. Yerlesim icinde bulunan en erken buluntu, Do-
ger’in bolgede gerceklestirdigi yiizey arastirmalari sirasinda bulunan ve M.O.
6. ylizyila tarihlenen 6nemli bir yapiya ait Aiol ante basligidir®. Yerlesimde
bulunan seramik pargalarinin incelenmesi sonucunda, kentin yaklasik M.O.
2. yiizyilin ikinci yarnsinda, yani Romalilarin Bati Anadolu’ya hakim olmaya
basladiklari donemde, terk edildigi anlagilmaktadir®”.

Melanpagos Kutsal Alani

Gokkaya’nin giineybatisinda yer alan boyun lizerinde yogun bir yapilasma
goriilmektedir (Fig. 3). Bolim 6grencileriyle birlikte yaptigimiz arastirma
gezisi sirasinda bu alanda, olasilikla kagak kazilar sirasinda ortaya gikaril-
mis olan, bir adet Aiol ante baslig1 goriilmiistiir. S6z konusu baslik, Doger’in
Giiney Aiolis Bolgesi’nde gergeklestirdigi ylizey arastirmalari sirasinda Me-
lanpagos’da buldugu ve simdi Ege Universitesi Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi 6zel
miizesinde sergilenen ve Ateslier tarafindan yayinlanan3® Aiol ante basligiy-
la benzerlik gostermektedir®. Ateslier, basliklarin hangi doneme ve nasil bir

34 Doger 1998, 29.

35 Doger 1995, 61-70; Gezgin 2001, 185.

36 Ateslier 2000, 71-79, Fig. 1-6.

37 Doger199gs, 69; Doger 1998, 291; Umar 2002, 70.
38 Ateslier 2000, 71-79, Fig. 1-6.

39 Ateslier 2006, 6o.
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yaplya ait olmasi gerektigi sorusunu, bugiine kadar ele gegen benzer bulun-
tularla karsilastirarak yanitlamaya galismis ve ante basliklarinin birlikte de-
gerlendirilmesi gerektigini ve Melanpagos’da Arkaik Donem’de insa edilmis
bir tapinaga ait olabilecegini belirtmistir‘®. Ilk bulunan baslik yapinin sag
ante duvari iizerinde, halen kutsal alanda bulunan diger basliksa sol ante du-
vari tizerinde kullanilmis olmalidir®.,

Ante basliklan yoresel kireg tasindan islenmis olup, basliklarin islendigi tas
kahverengi renkte ve yumusak bir yapidadir. Tagin kirilgan ve kiiglik gozenekli
olmasi nedeniyle bloklarin yiizeyinde piiriizsiiz bir isgilik sergilenememis ve
ayrica cephe islenisinde de isgilik kalitesi diisiiktiir*2. Benzer ozellikler goste-
ren iki Aiol ante basligl, sadece insa edilen donemin tas mimarisine 151k tut-
makla kalmayip, ayni zamanda, tas mimarisinde kullanilan unsurlarin ahsap
mimarinin bir yansimasi olarak diislindiiglimiizde Aiolis Bolgesi’nde daha
erken donemlerde kullanilan yoresel ahsap mimari isciligi hakkinda da bilgi
edinmemizi saglamaktadir 3.

Kutsal alanda kacakgilar tarafindan agilmis gukurlarda tahrip edilmis bircok
mimari blokla karsilasilmistir. S6z konusu bloklar arasinda Arkaik Dénem’e ait
bir adet ¢orten blogu dikkat cekmektedir. Yoresel kireg tagindan yapilmis ve
kabaislenmis ¢ortenin olasilikla ante basliklari ile ayni yapida kullanildigi, yani
Arkaik Donem’de insa edilmis Aiol Tapinagi’na ait oldugu disiiniilmektedir.

Ayni gukurlarda yine ayni donem ve tapinaktan oldugu diisiiniilen iki adet
yagmur suyu tahliye blogu bulunmustur®. Egimli bir profil veren s6z konusu
bloklar yoresel kireg tagindan islenmis olup birlestirildiginde fonksiyonu an-
lasilmaktadir. Kaba isgilik gosteren bloklar, 6n tarafinda iki adet dikey profille
ice dogru kademelendirilmistir.

Melanpagos’daki Arkaik Donem kutsal alaninda yer alan ¢orten blogu ve
yagmur suyu tahliye bloklari benzerlerine ¢ok az rastlanan malzemelerdir.

40 Ateslier 2000, 78; Ateslier 2006, 63.

41 Ateslier 2000, Fig. 6; Ateslier 2006, 60.
42 Ateslier 2000, 71, Fig. 1-6.

43 Ateslier 2000, 75.

44 Ateslier 2006, 62, Res. 15-16.

45 Ateslier 2006, 62, Res. 11-14.
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Kagak kazilarla tahrip edilen alandaki degerli malzemeler, hem Arkaik Donem
Aiol mimari ¢alismalari icin, hem de gelecekte Melanpagos’da gergeklestirile-
cek bilimsel arastirmalar agisindan son derece faydali bilgiler sunacaktir.

Ayni alanda, kagak kazilarla ortaya cikarildigi diisiiniilen, yoresel kireg tagin-
dan yapilmis, kaba iscilik gosteren anathyrosisli bir blok goriilmiistiir. Bu par-
¢anin yan tarafinda olasilikla baska bir bloga birlestigi noktada ge¢me yeri
vardir. Ust kismi diizgiin tiraslanmis blok muhtemelen Arkaik Dénem’de insa
edilmis Aiol Mabedi’ne ait olmalidir. Fakat blogun yapinin neresine ait oldu-
gu konusunda kesin bir fikir vermek oldukga zordur.

Ayrica, kutsal alanda, yukarida s6z edilen parcalar kadar nitelikli olmasa da,
bircok islenmis blogun oldugu goriilmiistiir. Yoresel kireg tagsindan kaba se-
kilde islenmis olan bu bloklar da kagak kazilarla ortaya gikarilmis ve tahribata
aclk sekilde arazide durmaktadir. Kutsal alanda daginik sekilde bulunan tas
bloklar, s6z konusu yerde, Ateslier’in de saptadigi gibi M.O. 6 yiizyilda olasi-
likla M.O. 540-520 arasinda insa edilmis agir ve kiitlesel bir yapinin, muhte-
melen bir Aiol Tapinagi’nin varligini géstermektedir“®.

Bilindigi gibi eski donem insanlarn yiiksek tepelere, su kaynaklarina, ulu 379
agaclarin yiikseldigi koruluklara dini anlamlar yiiklemektedirler. Kentin yani -
basinda yiikselen Gokkaya da ihtisami ve sarpligindan dolayi yerlesimi sa-
vunmada sagladigi kolaylik nedeniyle, yani koruyucu konumundan dolayi, bu
sekilde degerlendirilmis olmalidir. Nitekim kentin adinin Grekge anlami da bu
diislinceyi dogrular tarzdadir. Melanpagos, “Karatepe, Laciverttepe, Yagizte-
pe” anlaminda olup, Gokkaya ile 6zdeslestirilmistir®. Kent yiiksek bir yerde
kurulmus olmasina karsin, yani basinda bulunan pinar sayesinde su sikintisi
¢ekmemektedir. Caglar boyu insanlarin su kaynaklarina ve koruma ihtiyacini
karsilayan kayaliklara gosterdikleri 6zel ilgi g6z oniinde tutulursa Melanpa-
gos, kutsal alani ve ¢ok yakinindaki dinsel kimlikli Gokkaya nedeniyle Arkaik
Donem boyunca bolgede ilgi géren bir dag yerlesimi olmustur.

Gelecekte kentte yapilacak bilimsel kazilar sonucu kutsal alan hakkinda daha
saglikli bilgiler elde edilebilir. Bu alanda ne tiir bir yapilasma oldugu, kutsal
alanin erken veya geg evrelerinin olup olmadigi, hangi tanriya ya da tanrilara

46 Ateslier 2000, 76; Ateslier 2006, 62.
47 Doger1998, 291; Umar 2002, 70.
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adanmis bir alan oldugu belirlenebilir. Alana dagilmis haldeki ¢ok sayidaki
mimari pargalarin detayli calisilmasi durumundaysa, bunlarin tek yapiya mi,
yoksa birkag yapiya miait oldugu, kullanildiklar yapinin fonksiyonu ve bolge-
nin Arkaik Donem mimarisi hakkinda son derece degerli bilgilere ulasilabilir.

Melanpagos Savunma Sistemi

Degirmendere Vadisi ve Emiralem Ovasi’na hakim bir noktada kurulan yerle-
sim gerek sarp bir yamag iizerinde olmasi, gerekse yani basinda bulunan 40
m. yiiksekliginde yalgin ve sivri bir kayaliga sahip olmasinin sagladigi avan-
tajdan dolayi savunulmasi oldukga kolay bir konumdadir. En azindan Arkaik
Donem’den beri varligi bilinen bir kutsal alanin gevresinde kurulmus olan yer-
lesimde, bilimsel kazilar yapilmadigindan ve bilimsel ¢calismalarin yetersizli-
ginden dolayl Melanpagos’un ilk olarak hangi donemde iskan edildigini bile-
miyoruz. Dolayisiyla yerlesimin ve kutsal alanin Erken Dénem yapilagmasi ve
Erken Dénem savunma sistemi hakkinda da bilgimiz yoktur.

Melanpagos’daki kalintilar lizerinde yaptigimiz gozlemlere sonucu, Melan-
pagos savunma sistemini l¢ ana baslik altinda degerlendirebiliriz. Yerle-
380 simde savunma sistemine yonelik en erken kalinti glineybati tarafta, kutsal
alanin hemen yani basinda yer alan Arkaik Donem ait polygonal bloklardan
olusan duvardir (Fig. 4). Diger kalinti topluluguysa, Doger’in arastirmalarin-
da Akropolis olarak tanimlanan Gokkaya’nin giineybati kesiminde yer alir*®.
Dikdortgen bloklardan insa edilmis ve kuleli sur duvarlariyla giiclendirilmis
olan bu kalintilar (Fig. 5-8) bir gozlem karakoluna aittir. Farkli 6rgii teknik-
leriyle insa edilmis bu duvarlar, M.O. 4. yiizyil boyunca gozlem karakoluna

eklemeler ve yenilemeler yapildigini gostermektedir.

Savunma sistemine yonelik arazide bulunan bir baska kalinti ise Akropolis’in

giineyinde yer alan, dikdértgen ve kare bloklardan olusan egimli duvardir>

(Fig. 9). Doger’e gore, s6z konusu egimli duvar kentin bu noktasindaki savun-
ma boslugunu doldurmak tizere insa edilmis sur kalintilarndir>.

48 Doger 1998, 290.

49 Doger 1998, 290; Umar 2002, 70.
5o Keil1913, 167, Fig. 50.

51 Doger 1998, 290.
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a) Arkaik Donem’e Ait Duvar Kalintisi

Gokkaya’nin giineybatisindaki boyun iizerinde yer alan kutsal alanin (Fig. 3)
batisinda Arkaik Donem’e ait polygonal taslardan &riilmiis duvar kalintila-
n>2 (Fig. 4) goriilmektedir. Sadece dort sirasi giiniimiize ulasan duvarin ne
amagla yapildigini tahmin etmek zor olmakla birlikte iki olasilik iizerine yo-
gunlasmak gerekir. Duvar, kutsal alani destekleyen teras duvari olabilecegi
gibi, diisiik bir olasilik da olsa Arkaik Dénem’e ait sur duvarinin kalintilari da
olabilir. Eger kalinti sur duvarina ait bir parga ise, Melanpagos’un Arkaik D6-
nem’de surla gevrili oldugu disiiniilebilir. Bilimsel kazi yapilmadigi igin erken
evreleri olup olmadigi bilinmeyen kutsal alanda en azindan Arkaik Donemde
Aiol ante basligi bulunan bir yapinin varlig bilinmektedir>3. S6z konusu Arka-
ik duvar, icinde Aiol Mabedi ve muhtemelen birkag yapinin daha bulundugu
kutsal alanlarla birlikte, bu kutsal alanin hemen yaninda kurulmus kiiciik bir
yerlesimi ¢evreliyor olmalidir.

Yerlesimde savunma sistemine yonelik en erken kalinti olan Arkaik Dénem
duvar yoresel kireg tasindan islenmis ve yiizeyleri diizgiin tiraglanmis pol-
ygonal bloklardan oriilmustiir (Fig. 4). Polygonal duvarlarda kenarlarn diiz
olarak yontulmus cok koseli tas bloklar yer alir. Bloklarin birbirine paralel ol-
mayan asagl yukari ayni uzunlukta bes kenarlari vardir. Bu kenarlar ¢ok net
acilarla birbirlerini keserler. Bu nedenle bu tarz duvarlar gériiniim olarak kar-
masik kenarli bir agr andirirlar>. Genelde Arkaik Donem’de goriilen polygo-
nal duvar isciligi Bati Anadolu’daki surlarda oldukga sik kullanilmistir.

Arkaik Donem duvari isgilik agisindan Neandreia’da bulunan ve Arkaik Do-
nem’e tarihlenen kale surlar® ile karsilastirilabilir. Neandreia sur duvarlari
polygonal bloklarin birbirleri lizerine yerlestirilmeleri ile olusturulmustur. Tas
bloklarin sadece dis yiizeyleri diizeltilmis, i¢ ylizeyleriyse oldugu gibi birakil-
mistir®®. Bu yoniiyle Neandreia Surlar ve Melanpagos Arkaik Donem duvari
birbirlerine benzemektedirler.

52 Keil1913, 166, Fig. 48.

53 Doger1998, 291; Ateslier 2000, 76; Ateslier 2006, 6o.
54 Erdogan 991, 33, Res. 2-3, Ciz. 71.

55 Winter 1985, 680, Fig. 2; Akarca 1998, 199, Lev.52.

56 Erdoganigg1, 96, Res. 42-45.
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Melanpagos yakinda bulunan Larissa Kentinde Arkaik Donem’e tarihlenen
ilk evre surlari da, Melanpagos Arkaik Donem Duvarlari ile karsilastirilabilir.
Larissa ilk evre sur duvarlari polygonal bloklardan insa edilmis olup duvar-
lar lesbos tarzinda yerlestirilmistir®”. Bu nedenle Melanpagos Arkaik Donem
duvarindan farklidir. Larissa ilk evre sur bloklari son derece diizgiin bir isgilik
gostermekte ve duvar olusturan bloklarin birlesim kenarlari keskin bir se-
kilde tiraslanip, bloklarin duvar késesine denk gelen kisimlari diizeltilmistir.
Duvar koseleri, rektogonal bloklu duvarlarin kdselerinde oldugu gibi keskin
bir profil vermektedir®®. Larissa sur duvari bu yoniiyle, Melanpagos duvarin-
dan biraz farklidir. Melanpagos duvarinda iscilik kalitesi daha diisiik olup bir-
lesen kenarlar Larissa 6rnegine gore daha kabadir. Ayrica blok yiizeylerinin
islenisi bakimindan Larissa duvar bloklarina gore, Melanpagos’daki bloklar
daha kaba isgilige sahiptir.

Melanpagos’un ¢ok yakininda bulunan Neonteikhos Kenti’nde bugiin goriile-
bilen duvarlar arasinda, cogunlugu Akropolis’i cevreleyen ikinci evre suruna
aittir>®. S6z konusu sur duvarlari Melanpagos’daki Arkaik Donem Duvariyla
benzerlik gosterir ve tamamen polygonal bloklardan insa edilmislerdir. Blok-
larin birlesme noktalar son derece diizgiin kesilmis ve on yiizeyleri diizeltil-
mis olup hafif bosajli birakilmistir. Genelde birbirine yakin boyuttaki bloklarin
aralarina ince ve yassi taslar yerlestirilerek duvar orgiisiinde diizgiin tas sira-
lar olusturulmustur®. Melanpagos Arkaik Donem Duvarlariyla Neonteikhos
ikinci evre surlari, aralara yerlestirilen ince ve yassi tas baglantilar disinda
iscilik acisindan oldukga benzerlik gostermektedir.

Melanpagos’un kuzeydogusunda Yamanlar Dagi’nin (Amanara) giiney yama-
cindayer alan ve Tantalos’un Mezari® olarak anilan anit mezarin kaidesi, Me-
lanpagos Arkaik Donem Duvariyla iscilik ve 6rgii teknigi agisindan benzerlik

57 Winter 1971, 79, 296, Fig. 56.

58 Winter 1971, 79.

59 Erdogan 1991, 105, Res. 120-122.
60 Erdogan 1991, 105, Res. 118-119.

61 Texier 2002, II. Cilt, 20-21; Weber 1880, 19-20; Dinsmoor 1950, 66; Bean 2001, 38, Lev.
2; S6z konusu mezarin kime ait oldugu konusunda ortak bir diisiince olmamakla birlikte,
Bu ¢alismada karsilastirilan yapilarin daha kolay anlasilmasi igin, mezar tespit eden ve
pesin hiikiimle “Tantalos’un Mezar” olarak adlandiran (bu konuda bkz. Doger 2005, 102-
103) aragtirmacilarin ortaya attigi isimlendirme kullanilmistir.
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gostermektedir. Mezar, dis duvarlari polygonal orgiili dairesel bir kaide ve
onun tizerinde yiikselen koni bigimli bir list yapidan olugsmaktadir®. Meza-
rin kaidesinde goriilen orgii teknigi aynen Melanpagos Arkaik Donem Duvari
gibi olup, bloklarin dis yiizeyleri diizgiin sekilde islenmistir®3. Her iki duvarin
birbirine yakin bolgede bulunmasindan dolayi s6z konusu duvarlarin birlikte
degerlendirilmesi gerekmektedir.

Konumu nedeniyle Melanpagos, Smyrna’ya kuzeyden gelebilecek tehlikele-
re karsi kullanilmis bir yerlesimdir®4. Dolayisiyla, Smyrna’la yakin bir iliskide
bulunan Melanpagos’da insa edilmis Arkaik duvar, Smyrna’daki Arkaik Du-
varlarla karsilastirilabilir. Smyrna’da bulunan Oryantalizan podyumun giliney
duvarn® ve Athena Tapinagi’nin ana giris koridorunun bati duvari® Melan-
pagos’da bulunan Arkaik Donem sur duvarlaryla benzerlik gostermektedir.
Oryantalizan podyum duvari, polygonal tarzda insa edilip aralara duvari
saglamlastirmak icin kiiciik taslar yerlestirilmis® olmasi nedeniyle Melan-
pagos duvarindan farklidir. Athena Tapinagi giris koridorunun bati duvari®®
polygonal tarzda islenmis olup Melanpagos Arkaik Donem Duvariyla iscilik
agisindan kismen benzerlik gosterir. Athena Tapinagi’na ait duvar bloklarinin
ylizlerinin daha kaliteli isgilik gostermesi, ana kent ve tasra yerlesimi arasin-
daki ekonomik durumla agiklanabilir. Smyrna’da bulunan ¢ok sayida benzer i
ornekler goz oniinde bulunduruldugunda®, Melanpagos Arkaik Dénem Du-
var’nin M.0O. 6. yiizyilin ikinci yanisinda insa edildigi diisiiniilebilir. Nitekim
alandaki imar faaliyeti bir biitiin olarak degerlendirildiginde, bu duvarla ilis-
kili goriinen Arkaik Aiol Mabedi’nin de M.O. 6. yiizyilinin ikinci yarisina yak-
lasik olarak M.O. 540-520 arasina tarihlenmesi’®, Arkaik duvarin insa tarihi
hakkindaki diisiimcemizi desteklemektedir.

62 Dinsmoor 1950, 66; Bean 2001, 38-39, Lev. 2.

63 Weber 1880, 19-20; Bean 2001, 39, Lev. 2.

64 Doger1998, 223; Gezgin 2001, 185.

65 Akurgali1997, 57, Lev. 66.

66 Akurgal1997, 62-63, Lev. 8o.

67 Akurgali1997, 58, Lev. 66.

68 Akurgal1997, 90, Lev. 8o.

69 Smyrna’dainsa edilmis Arkaik duvarlar igin bkz. Akurgal 1997.

70 Ateslier 2000, 76; Ateslier 2006, 62.
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Melanpagos’da savunma sistemine yonelik en erken kalinti olan Arkaik Do-
nem Duvari yukarida gesitli yerlesimlerdeki benzer érnekler ile karsilastirilip
degerlendirilmistir. Arazide, ‘Kutsal Alan’ ve gevresinde daha sistemli aras-
tirmalar yapilmasi durumunda, yerlesimin Arkaik Donem savunma sistemi-
ne yonelik daha fazla bilgiye ulagsmak miimkiin olacaktir.

b) G6zlem Karakoluna Ait Duvar Kalintilar

Gokkaya’nin bati tarafinda dikdortgen bloklardan insa edilmis duvar kalin-
tilan” (Fig. 5-8) iizerinde yaptigimiz gozlemlere dayanarak, duvarlarin ola-
silikla Akhaemenidler Déneminde birkag kez yenilenerek veya eklemeler ya-
pilarak insa edilmis bir gozlem karakoluna ait olabilecegi diisiiniilmektedir.
Melanpagos’un kuzeydogusunda bulunan Dere Mahallesi’nin bati tarafin-
daki bir tepe iizerinde kurulan Palaudis (Asartepe) yerlesiminde de M.O. 4.
ylizyilda insa edilmis bir karakola ait kalintilar bulunmaktadir’2. Palaudis ve
Melanpagos Akhaemenid Donemi’nde Emiralem Ovasi ve Degirmendere Va-
disi’ni kontrol etmektedir. Giinlimiizde Menemen-Manisa karayolunun geg-
tigi Emiralem Ovasi’ni Akhaemenid Donemi’nde Palaudis kontrol ederken,
Melanpagos’daki karakolsa Degirmendere Vadisi ile Yamanlar Dagi (Amana-
ra) lizerinden Smyrna’ya inen dag yolunu kontrol etmektedir”3.

Melanpagos gozlem karakolunun bulundugu alandaki duvarlar iscilik ve 6rgii
teknigi bakimindan incelendiginde dort farkli evreye isaret etmekte, ilk evre
duvari karakol 6ncesi bir yapiya ait iken, diger evre duvarlar gozlem karako-
luylailiskilidir. S6z konusu duvarlar;

e Ilk evre; (Fig. 5) M.O. 5. yiizyil iglerine
e Ikinci evre; (Fig. 6) M.O. Erken 4. yiizyila
o Ugiincii evre; (Fig. 7) M.O. 4. yiizyil ortalarina

e Dordiincii evreyse; (Fig. 8), M.O. Geg 4. yiizyil-Erken 3. yiizyil tarihlerinde
yapilmis olmalidir.

flk Evre Duvan: Acik renkli yéresel kirec tasinda islenmis bloklardan oriil-
mis olan duvarin bes sirasi korunmustur (Fig. 5). Yaklasik 30 ¢cm.x50 cm.

71 Doger 1998, 290.
72 Doger1998, 29.
73 Doger-Gezgin 1998, 17-18, Dipnot 64-65; Doger 1998, 29, 288.
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ebatlardaki bloklarin yiizeyleri diizgiin tiraslanmamis, kaba birakilmistir.
Gozlem karakolu insa edilmeden hemen 6ncesine ait bir yapinin varligina isa-
ret eden kaba iscilige sahip bu duvar, 6n yiiziinde kagakgilarin agtigi bir qukur
sayesinde goriilebilmektedir. Duvarin birkag sirasi korundugu igin ve cevre-
sinde ayni iscilige sahip baska duvar goriilememesi nedeniyle, s6z konusu
duvarin ait oldugu yapinin planini veya islevini belirlemek miimkiin degildir.

Melanpagos’un ana kenti konumundaki Smyrna’da Athena temenosunun
M.O. erken 5. yiizyila tarihlenen bati duvarlan, taslarin boyutlari ve 6rgii
teknigi agisindan oldukga benzemekledir. Melanpagos ilk evre duvarinda
bloklarin yiizeyi kaba birakilmisken, Smyrna’daki ¢agdas duvar bloklarinin
yiizeyi tiraglanarak diizlestirilmistir.

Ikinci Evre Duvan: Gokkaya’nin bati eteklerinde kuzey-giiney yéniinde

uzanan ve ayni boyda yaklasik esit olglilere sahip kareye yakin bloklardan

oriilmiis olan M.O. 4. yiizyil baslarina tarihledigimiz ikinci evre duvarinin

bes sirasi giiniimiize ulasmistir (Fig. 6). M.O. 4. yiizyilda faal sekilde kulla-

nilmis olan Gozlem karakolunun ilk evresine ait oldugunu diistindiigiimiiz bu

duvarin devami toprak altinda oldugu icin, duvarin uzunlugu ve ait oldugu

yapi plani anlasilamamaktadir. Duvarin yanlara bakan dis sirasina ortalama 385
50 cm.x60 cm. olgiilerinde kesilmis bloklar yerlestirilip, aralara moloz dol-
durularak 6riilen bu duvarin 6rgii teknigi, M.O. Erken 4.yiizyila tarihlenen’
Neandreia glineydogu duvariyla birebir benzemektedir. Neandreia ve Me-
lanpagos duvarlarina ait bloklarin isciligi, ylizeylerinin kaba islenmis olmasi
nedeniyle de ortak 6zellikler gostermektedir.

Ugiincii Evre Duvan: Karakolun M.0. 4. yiizyil ortalari veya hemen sonrasi-
natarihlenen ligiincii evre duvarlar rektogonal bloklardan olusan atkili pseu-
do isodomik orgii sistemine sahiptir (Fig. 7) ve duvarlarda kullanilan bloklar
dik agili olarak bigcimlendirilmistir. Duvarin alt siralarinda kareye yakin biyiik
bloklar, orta siralarda yaklasik esit dlgiilerde dikdortgen bloklar, kat gecisinde
basik tutulmus yassi baglanti bloklar ve diizensiz araliklarla atki taslari kul-
lanilmistir. Taslarin yiizeyleri ise kabaca bosajlanmistir. Melanpagos karako-
lunda gériilenve M.O. 5.yiizyildanitibaren yiikseklikleri esitlenen bloklardan

74 Akurgal1997, 68, Lev. 77b.
75 Winter 1985, 682, Fig. 3- 5; Akarca 1998, 196, 199, Lev.51.
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olusan orgii tarzi genelde iki sekildedir’®. Iki boy tas kullanilarak &riilen du-
vardaki taslarin bir boyu duvar genisligine esit, bir boyu da bunun yarisi ge-
nisligindedir. Dar bir genislige sahip olan tas bloklar uzun yanlari disa gelecek
sekilde ¢ift olarak yan yana dizilir, iizeri yassi taslarla kapatilirdi. Ikinci rgii
tarziysa tek boy tas kullanilarak oriilen duvarlardir. Bu 6rgiide taslar bir sira
uzun kenarlari, bir sira kisa kenarlari disa gelecek sekilde dizilerek ayni yiik-
seklikte tas siralari elde edilir. Boylece duvardaki tas bloklar esit gériinmeyip
duvar yiizeyinde bir sira uzun, bir sira kisa tas dizisi olarak izlenirler””. Yukari-
da bahsedilen her iki tas isciligi diizensiz olarak Melanpagos karakolu duvar
orgisiinde kullanilmistir.

Acik kahve tonlardaki yoresel kiregtasindan diizgiin sekilde insa edilen duva-
rin, en fazla on bes sirasi giiniimiize kadar ulagmistir. Kenarlar gayet diizgiin
kesilip dis ylizeyleri hafif bosajli birakilarak kaba islenen bloklarin birbirleriyle
birlestikleri noktalar ¢ok iyi goriilebilmektedir. Duvarlar insa edilirken arala-
ra, duvarin saglam olmasi icin bir sira yatay baglanti bloklar dosenmistir. S6z
konusu yatay bloklar koyu kahverenginde olup diger bloklarla ayni cins tas-
tan islenmislerdir (Fig. 7). Benzerleri diger yerlesimlerdeki gagdas duvarlarda
goriildiigii gibi, karakol duvarinin déniis yapan dis kosesindeki kose bloklarin
kenarlari ince isgilikle gayet giizel tiraslanarak keskin bir hat olusturulmus ve
boylelikle yapi duvarlarinin koseleri darbelere karsi dayanikli hale getirilmistir.

Melanpagos’a oldukga yakin bir noktada bulunan Larissa Kentinin M.O. 4.
ylizyila tarihlenen sur duvarlan® iscilik ve 6rgii teknigi bakimindan tgiincii
evre duvarina oldukca benzemektir. Larissa M.O. 4. yiizyil duvarlarinin, alt
siralarda kareye yakin biiyiik bloklar, orta siralarda yaklasik esit olgiilerde
dikdortgen bloklar, kat gecislerinde basik tutulmus yassi baglanti bloklari ve
diizensiz araliklarla atki taslan kullanilmistir. Taslarin yiizeyleri ise kabaca
bosajlanmistir. Bu orgii teknigi ve isgilik Melanpagos gozlem karakolunun
orgi teknigi ve isciligiyle tamamen ortlismekte olup, iki duvarinda ¢agdas
oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir. Neandreia’da M.O. 4. yiizyil ortalarina ta-
rihlenen kuleye ait duvarlariyla” Notion Kentinin dogu girisinde kiigiik bir

76 Erdogan 199y, 35, Res. 15, Ciz. 34.

77 Erdogan 1991, 36, Res. 17 Ciz. 35.

78 Doger 1998, 285; Akarca 1998, Lev.13’de sagda goriilen duvardir.

79 Winter198s, 682, Fig. 6; Erdogan 1991, Res. 47; Akarca 1998,199, Lev. 53.
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kismi korunmus olan ve M.O. 4. yiizyila tarihlenen sur duvari® Melanpagos
Uclincu evre duvariyla orgii teknigi ve yiizeyleri hafif bosajli bloklarin iscilik
kalitesi yoniinden oldukga benzesmektedir. Her li¢ duvarda da, altta biiyiik
boyutlu kareye yakin bloklar, yukari ciktik¢a yiikseklikleri kisalan ve dikdor-
geneyaklasan ebatlarda bloklar kullanilmis, baglantiamagli aralara diizensiz
dikey atki taslar yerlestirilmistir. Bu duvarlar donemin duvarlarinda siklikla
goriilen atkili pseudo isodomik tarzda oriilmiistiir. Pergamon yakinlarindaki
Atarneus Kentinde de ayni 6zellikler sergileyen cagdas duvarlar vardir®.,

M.O.4.yiizyil ortalarindainsa edilmis olan gozlem karakoluna ait iiciincii evre
duvarlari iscilik ve 6rgii tarzi agisindan Assos Kenti’nde M.O. 4. yiizyilda insa
edilen sur duvarlariyla® benzerlik gostermektedir. Assos duvarlari yer yer 20
m. yiikseklige kadar korunmus olup, korunan sur duvarlari daha ¢ok bati ka-
pisinin her iki yaninda bulunmaktadir®. Duvarda kullanilan bloklarin yiiksek-
likleri 30 cm.-40 cm. arasinda degisir, yer yer iist kisimlarda 45 cm.-50 cm.
arasinda yiikseklige sahip tas bloklarina da rastlanir. Duvarlar lizerinde her
iki-ti¢ sirada bir atki tasi kullanilmistir84. Melanpagos’da bulunan karakol du-
varinda da benzer atki bloklar vardir (Fig. 7). Assos Kenti sur duvarlarinda
kullanilan bloklarin arka yiizleri kaba bir iscilik gosterir ve ¢ok az tiraglanmis-
tir. Dis ylizeyleriyse 6zenle diizeltilmis olup bosajlidir. Bosajlar fazla yiiksek
olmamakla birlikte, ylizeyde degisik yiikseltiler meydana getirmektedirler ve
bloklarin uzunluklar birbirinden tamamen farklidir. Assos’ta oldugu gibi blok
uzunluklar farkli olup, bosajli yiizeylerinde degisik yiikseltiler bulunmakta-
dir. M.O. 4. yiizyilda insa edilen Assos surlariyla® Melanpagos gozlem ka-
rakolunun duvar orgii teknigi birbirine cok benzediginden dolayi ayni donem
icinde insa edilmis olmalidir.

80 Akarca1998,197, Lev.1s.

81 Winter 1985, 682, Fig. 9.

82 Erdogan 991, 41, Res. 15-16, Ciz. 41; Serdaroglu 1995, 23.
83 Mcnicoll1997, 185, 86,87.

84 Erdogan9g1, 41, Res. 18-19.

85 Erdogan 1991, 41, Res. 14-19.
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M.O. 4. yiizyil ortasi veya hemen sonrasina tarihlenen Alabanda surlari®,
atki tasli diizensiz pseudo isodomik tarzda 6rgii teknigi ve bloklarin islenigin-
deki iscilik nedeniyle, Melanpagos gozlem karakolunun iigiincii evre duvarini
tarihlemek adina oldukga 6nem tagimaktadir. Alabanda sur duvarinda® alt
siralarda kareye yakin biiyiik bloklar, orta siralarda yaklasik esit olgiilerde
dikdortgen bloklar, kat gegislerinde basik tutulmus yassi baglanti bloklari
ve diizensiz araliklarla atki taglar kullanilmistir. Bu orgii tarzi Melanpagos
gozlem karakoluyla tamamen ayniyken, tas isciliginde, yoresel tas kullani-
mindan kaynaklanan kiigiik farkliliklar vardir. Tipki Alabanda surlari gibi M.O.
4. ylizyil ortasina tarihlenen Hallikarnassos surlar® da Melanpagos igiincii
evre duvarlarinaiscilik ve orgii teknigi bakimindan benzemektedir.

Latmos Herakleia’sinda insa edilmis M.O. 4. yiizyil surlariyla Melanpagos
gozlem karakolunun iigiincii evre duvarlar isgilik ve orgi teknigi bakimdan
oldukga birbirine benzemektedir. Herakleia surlarinda goriilen esit boylarda
taslardan yapilmis atkili 6rgii teknigi ve katlar arasi gegisi gosteren digerle-
rine gore daha basik tutulmus yassi baglanti sirasinin® benzeri Melanpagos
karakol duvarlarinda da goriilmektedir. Herakleia 6rneginde katlar arasinda-
ki baglanti sirasini olusturan taslar pseudo isodomik orgiideki diger blokla
ayni cins ve renge sahipken, Melanpagos’daki basik baglanti taslar duvar 6r-
giisiinde kullanilan diger bloklarla ayni cins olmasina ragmen, farkli renktedir.

Melanpagos karakoluna ait ligiincii evre duvarlari, Priene Kenti sur duvarla-
ryla da iscilik ve 6rgii tarzindan dolayi benzerlik gostermektedir. Priene sur-
lar1® M.O. 4. yiizyil ortasindan sonra kullanilan yapim teknigi ve insa tarzinin
giizel bir 6rnegi olmasi bakimindan énemlidir. Bu 6zelligiyle diger kentler igin
iyi bir kriter olusturmaktadir. Son derece milkemmel bir iscilige sahip olan
surlar oldukga iyi korunmus olup, isodomik tarzda rektogonal bir isgilik sergi-
lemektedirler®. Ozellikle Priene Kenti’nin bati kapisinin iki yaninda yer alan

86 Mcnicoll1997, 10, Tab. 4.

87 Tirpan 1990, 173, Res.18; Mcnicoll 1997, 34, PL. 16,19.

88 Winter1971, 236-237, Fig. 248-249; Karlsson 1994, 144, Fig. 2; Pedersen 1994, 221, Fig. 16,20.
89 Peschlow-Bindokat 1996, 29-30, Abb. 38-40.

90 Karlsson 1994, 147, Fig. 3; Mcnicoll 1997, 51, PL. 23; Rumscheid 2000, 42-43, Fig. 31-32.
91 Erdogan 1991, 155-163, Res. 217.
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sur duvarlari®?, Melanpagos’da bulunan karakolun diglincii evre duvarlarina
oldukca benzemektedir. Gozlem karakolunun duvarlar, M.O. 4. yiizyil orta-
sindan hemen sonra insa edilen Priene sur duvarlarina benzemesinden do-
lay1, karakolun iigiincii evre duvarlarinin M.O. 4. yiizyil ortasinda insa edildigi
disiiniilmelidir.

Karakol kalintilarinin bulundugu alanda kagak kazi gukurlari géze ¢carpmak-
tadir. S6z konusu gukurlarin birinde iki duvarin arasinda kalan bir koridor go-
riilmektedir. Bu koridorun karakola girmek icin kullanilan girislerden birine
ait oldugu diisiinilmektedir.

Dérdiincii Evre Duvari: Melanpagos karakolunun dordiincii evresine ait olan
ve M.O. Gec 4. yiizyil-Erken 3. yiizyila ait duvarin alti sirasi giiniimiize kadar
korunmustur (Fig. 8). Gokkaya’nin bati eteklerinde dogu-bati yoniinde uza-
nan dordiincii evre duvari, kuzey-giiney yoniinde uzanan ikinci evre duvarinin
ylizeyi tiraglanarak, buna dik agiyla yaslanmaktadir. S6z konusu duvarlarin
birlesme noktasinda gok ince bir iscilik goriilmektedir. Kuzey-giiney yonli du-
var iizerinde dik bir profil yapilip, diger duvar bu profil hizasinda oriilmistiir.
Bu durum erken duvar islevini siirdiiriirken, dordiincii evre duvarinin farkli bir
islev diisiiniilerek yapildigini gostermektedir.

Dordiincii evre duvari gri renkli yoresel kiregtasindan kesilmis bloklardan iki
boy tas kullanilarak ériilmistiir. Esit yiikseklige sahip dikdortgen bloklardan
olusan birinci grup taslar, duvarin agirlikli 6rgii tasidir ve bu bloklarin arasina
baglanti amacli diizensiz sekilde ayni dlgiilerdeki dikey atki bloklar yerles-
tirilmistir. Ikinci boy bloklarsa, diger taslardan daha basik olmakla birlikte,
yine dikdértgen formdadir ve duvarda yatay atki tasi olarak kullanilmistir ve
bu yatay atki tasinin bir sirasi duvarda goriilmektedir. Bu duvarda kullanilan
bloklarin isciligi ve olgiileri, onceki evre duvarlarindan farklilik gostermekte-
dir. Iki tip 6lciide islenmis bloklarin yiizeyleri, 5nceki evrelere ait bloklardan
daha diizenli bosaja sahiptir.

Melanpagos gozlem karakolunun son evresi olarak, kabaca Erken Hellenistik
Donem’e tarihleyebilecegimiz dordiincii evre duvari, Priene ve Latmos He-
rakleia’si surlarinin Erken Hellenistik Donem’e tarihlenen duvarlariyla karsi-
lastirilabilir. Iki boy tas kullanilarak atkili pseudo isodomik tarzda riilmiis

92 Erdogan 1991, 156, Res. 217.
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Melanpagos duvari, Herakleia’da Erken Hellenistik evreye ait sur duvari®® ve
Priene akropolisindeki kulenin®* duvarlari ve yiizeyi bosajli bloklaryla isgilik
ve orgii teknigi agisindan ¢agdas kabul edilebilir. Benzer 6rneklerin yogunluk-
la kule duvari olmasi, Melanpagos dérdiincii evre duvarinin kule duvar oldu-
gunu akla getirmekte, nitekim ikinci evre duvarinin yiizeyi tiraslanarak, buna
bitisik insa edilmis olmasi bu diisiinceyi desteklemektedir.

Esit yiikseklige sahip dikdortgen bloklardan oriilmiis ve aralarina ayni 6lgii-
lerde dikey atki bloklar yerlestirilmis duvarlara sahip olan Kaunos bati sur
duvan® ve Tekekale gozlem karakolunun duvarlari®®, benzer 6rgii sistemine
sahip olan Melanpagos dordiincii evre duvariyla birlikte degerlendirildiginde,
bu duvarlardaki bloklarin basik dikdértgen formda olmasi ayni déneme ait
olduklarini ortaya koymaktadir. Tekekale duvarindaki dikey atki bloklarinin
duvar yiizeyinden gikintili yerlestirilmesi, iki duvar arasindaki farkliligi gos-
terse de gerek Tekekale, gerekse Melanpagos gozlem karakollunun duvarin-
daki basik dikdortgen bicimli bloklarin yiizeylerinde kenarlarin ince isgilikle
tiraglanmis ve ortasi siskin bosajli birakilmis olmasi yoniinden ayni isciligi
sergilemektedir. Melanpagos duvari, Erken Hellenistik Donem’e tarihlenen
Ephesos Kenti’nin Lysimakhos surlariyla®, blok ylizeylerindeki iscilik ve esit
yiikseklikteki bloklardan olusan orgii sistemi yoniinden olduk¢a benzemek-
tedir. Bu ozellikler her iki duvarin da yakin tarihte insa edilmis oldugunu or-
taya koymaktadir.

Bati Anadolu, Akhaemenid Dénem’inde 6zellikle de M.O. 4. yiizyilda siya-
si yonden oldukga karigik bir durumdadir®®. Dolayisiyla bélgeye hakim olan
Persler kentleri birbirine baglayan giizergahlari kontrol altinda tutmaya ca-
lismislardir. Bu nedenle stratejik noktalara gozlem karakollari kurmuslardir.
Gokkaya’nin bati eteklerinde kalintilar goriilen karakol da Yamanlar Da-
g’nin (Amanara) kuzey yamacinda stratejik bir noktada bu amagla kurulmus
bir gozlem karakoludur. Doger ve Gezgin bu tip karakollarda bir askeri gar-

93 Karlsson 1994, 150, Fig. 5.

94  Winter1971, 162, Fig. 142.

95 C)gUn-Islk 20071, 38, Res. 22.

96  Mcnicoll1997, 41, Fig 7.

97 Winter1971, 242, 244, Fig. 258-261.

98 Bu ddnemin siyasi olaylari hakkinda bkz. Ksenophon Hellenika.
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nizon bulundugunu ve garnizonlarin basinda da bir “Khiliarkhos” oldugunu
belirtmektedirler®.

Bati Anadolu’da benzer 6rneklerine sik rastlanan ve kaliteli tas isciligiyle dik-
kat ceken Melanpagos gozlem karakolu, ileride yapilacak bilimsel ¢alismalar
sonucunda daha ayrintili tanitilip degerlendirilmesiyle Anadolu savunma mi-
marisine onemli katkilar saglayacaktir.

c) Egimli Duvar

Gokkaya’nin giineyinde yer alan egimli duvar'® (Fig. 9) acik renkli yoresel ki-
re¢ tasi kullanilarak yapilmis olup, diizgiin kesilmis dikdortgen ve kare blok-
lardan olugsmaktadir. Gliniimiize kadar dort sirasi korunmus olan egimli duvar
iscilik acisindan diizensiz rektogonal duvar 6rgiisiine sahiptir. Bu tarz orgii-
de bloklarin esit uzunlukta olmalari aranmadigindan ocaktan cikartilmalari
oldukca masrafsiz olup bu &zelligi nedeniyle M.O. 5. yiizyildan itibaren cok
stk kullanilmistir. Bati Anadolu’daki yerlesimlerin pek cogunda, 6zellikle kent
icinde yer alan duvarlarda benzer 6rgii cesidine sik sik rastlanmaktadir. Ayri-
ca surlarin onarim géren kisimlarinda da bu 6rgii kullanilmigtiri©t,

S6z konusu duvarisgilik agisindan Kolophon Kentinde insa edilen ligiincii evre 39
surlarylal®? benzerlik gostermektedir. Kolophon Kenti’nin giiney ve giiney-
batisinda rastlanan surlarin bloklar diizensiz rektogonal tarzda oriilmiistiir.

99 Doger-Gezgin 1998, 21; Gezgin 2001, 186; “Khiliarkhos” kelimesi Grekge’de “bin
kisinin yoneticisi” anlamina gelmektedir. “Khilioi” (X{Atov) Grekgede “bin” anlaminda
sayi sifatidir (Sentuna 1981, 132). “Arkhos” (Agywc) ise “Arkhon” (Agywv) kelimesinden
tliremis olup “ydnetici” anlamina gelmektedir (Sinanoglu-Tiirkkan 1979, 187). Dolayisiyla
“Khilioi”  (Xuhor) ve “Arkhos” (Agywc) kelimelerinin birlesmesiyle “Khiliarkhos’
(Xihagywg) yani “bin kisinin yoneticisi” anlamina gelen kelime olusmustur. Kelimenin
anlamindan ¢ikarilabilecek en kestirme sonug, bu karakollarda bin kisilik garnizonlar
bulundurulmasina yonelik bir askeri sistemin benimsendigi diisiincesidir. Ancak,
Melanpagos karakolunun kapladigr alan ve buna bagli olarak asker barindirma kapasitesi
dikkate alindiginda, bin kisiden olusan garnizonlarinla, Melanpagos gibi sapa ve iicra
karakollardan ziyade, bu tiir kiigiik karakollarin bagli oldugu merkezi idare birimi islevi
goren ana garnizonlar kastedilmis olmalidir.

)

100 Keil1913,167, Fig. 50.
101 Erdogan 1991, 35, Res. 153-154, Ciz. 30.

102 Ugiincii evre surlari tartismali olarak M.O. 4. yiizyila tarihlenmektedir. bkz. Erdogan
1991, 127-128.
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Bloklarin 6n yiizeyleri diizeltilerek fazla yiiksek olmayan bosajlar birakilmis-
tir'%. Melanpagos’da yer alan egimli duvarin bloklari da aynen Kolophon
Kenti lglincli evre sur bloklari gibi 6n yiizeyleri diizeltilmis ve fazla yiiksek
olmayan bosajlar birakilarak islenmistir.

Ilk olarak Keil’in 6ne siirdiigii'®* gibi, bolgede arastirmalar yapan Doger de,
s6z konusu duvarin (Fig. 9) egimli insa edilmesinden dolayi Neonteikhos
surlarina benzedigini belirtmektedir'®. Neonteikhos Kenti’nde Akropolis’in
kuzey ve kuzeydogusunda egimli duvarlar yer almaktadir. Neonteikhos
Akropolisi’nin kuzeydogusunda yer alan ve giinlimiizde on dort sirasi gorii-
lebilen egimli duvar rektogonal isgilik sergilemektedir'®® ve bu yoniiyle Me-
lanpagos’daki duvara benzemektedir. Bloklarin yiizeyleri diizeltilmis olup sik
stk centik izlerine rastlanmaktadir. Bloklarin son derece diizgiin bir sekilde
biraraya getirilmesiyle olusturulan duvarin ¢ok az bir kismi korunmustur.
Neonteikhos’un baska hicbir yerinde goriilmeyen ve ¢ok diizenli bir isgilige
sahip olan duvarin hangi amagla insa edildigi kesin olarak bilinmemekle bir-
likte savunma amacli olabilecegi diistiniilmektedir'®’.

Neonteikhos Akropolisi’nin kuzeyindeki egimli duvar ise polygonal iscilik gos-
termektedir'®8. Iscilik acisindan Melanpagos’daki egimli duvardan farklilik
gosteren duvarin son derece kaba bir isciligi vardir. Akropolis’i, gevreleyen sur
duvarinin goriinen alt kismina dayanan egimli duvar, sur duvarini desteklemek
amaciyla yapilmis olmalidir'®. Melanpagos’da bulunan egimli duvarlariyla
Neonteikhos Akropolisi’nin kuzeyindeki duvar isgilik tarzi dikkate alinmadan
karsilastirildigi zaman, Melanpagos’daki s6z konusu duvarin ayni amagla ya-
pilmis olacag disiiniilebilir. Nitekim Doger, Melanpagos’daki egimli duvari
Neonteikhos’da bulunan duvarlara benzeterek, duvarin savunma amacli ola-
bilecegini belirtmistir!®. Melanpagos’daki egimli duvar savunma amagli insa

103 Erdogan 1997, 127, Res. 154.
104 Keil1913, 67, Fig. 50.

105 Doger1998, 290.

106 Erdogan 1991, 107, Res. 128.
107 Erdogan 1991, 107, Res. 129.
108 Erdogan 1991, 107, Res. 130.
109  Erdogan 991,107, Res. 129.
110  Doger 1998, 290.
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edilmis sur duvari olabilecegi gibi, ayni zamanda teras duvari da olabilir. S6z
konusu duvarin hemen iizerinde bulunan egimli arazide her hangi bir yapi ka-
lintisi bariz sekilde goriilmese de, arazinin egiminden dolayi kayan toprakla-
rin altinda yapilasma olmasi muhtemeldir (Fig. 9). Dolayisiyla bu yapilar insa
edilmeden arazi teraslanip s6z konusu egimli duvar yapilmis olabilir.

Melanpagos’da bilimsel amagli kazi yapilmadigi takdirde veya ilging 6zellik-
ler gosteren egimli duvar bilimsel olarak calisilmadigi siirece hangi amagla ve
hangi donemde insa edildigini belirlemek zor olacaktir.

Melanpagos Nekropolii

Melanpagos’un giiney tarafinda mezarlarin bulundugu Nekropol alaninda
kagakgilar tarafindan agilmis ve tahrip edilmis birgok mezar vardir. Tas san-
duka seklinde yapilan bu mezarlarin tas isciligi benzer 6zellikler tagimakla
birlikte, mezarlarin boyutlar farklilik géstermektedir. Normal boyutlular ya-
ninda asiri dar ve uzun yapida olanlari da vardir.

Kagak kazilar sonucu ortaya cikarilan mezarlardan birinin uzunlugu yakla-
stk 2.50 m’dir. Bu mezarin (Fig. 10) uzun kenarlarindan biri iki adet, diger
uzun kenar ise li¢ adet tas blok yerslestirilerek olusturulmustur. Mezarin
kisa kenarlarindan birinde tas blok varken, diger kisa kenarda tas blok ola-
silikla kacak kazilar sirasinda sokiilmiistiir. Mezarin sandukasini olusturan
tas bloklarin yiikseklikleri ortalama 50 cm., kalinliklari 25-30 cm.dir. Uzun-
luklariysa, 50 cm. ile 100 cm. arasinda degismektedir. Yoresel kireg tasindan
yapilmis bloklarin, mezarin igine bakan cepheleri ve iiste bakan dar kenarlar
ince iscilikle tiraslanmis, taslarin birlesen yiizeylerse kaba iscilige sahiptir.
Derinligi 50 cm. olan mezarin genisligi normal tas sanduka mezarlara gore
oldukca dardir ve yaklasik 40 cm.’dir. Mezar boyunun oldukga uzun olmasi ve
genisliginin bir insanin zorlukla sigabilecegi boyutta olmasi nedeniyle olduk-
cailgingtir. Alanda, mezarin uist ortiisiine dair kesin veriler tespit edilememis
olmakla birlikte, genelde bu tiir mezarlar goriildugii lizere, olasilikla birkag
yassi blokla kapatilmistir.

Nekropol’de goriilen diger bir tas sanduka mezarsa 2.20 m. uzunluk, 60 cm.
genislik ve 50 cm. derinlindeki olgiileriyle normal bir insanin sigabilece-
gi boyutlardadir. Alandaki mezarlarda oldugu gibi yoresel kirectasindan
islenmis bloklar ile sanduka olusturulmustur. Yiizeyleri diizgiin tiraslan-
mis bloklardan olusan mezarin hemen yaninda, olasilikla mezarin iizerine
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kapatilmis olmasi gereken, yoresel kireg tasindan islenmis oldukga biiyiik
yassi bir blok tespit edilmistir.

Melanpagos nekropoliinde gozlemlenen bir diger tas sanduka mezar ise,
yaklasik 3 m. uzunluga sahip olmasiyla, normal bir insanin boyuna gore ol-
dukca uzun yapilmistir. Mezarin genisligiyse diger mezarlarla yaklasik ayni
olciilerde 60 cm.dir ve ortalama olarak bir insanin sigabilecegi boyuttadir.
Alandaki diger mezarlarda oldugu gibi yoresel kireg tasi kullanilmis ve isgilik
kalitesi benzerdir.

Kagak kazilar sonucu ortaya gikarilmis mezarlar disinda Nekropol alaninda
kagakgilarin ulasamadigi bircok mezar oldugu diisiiniilmektedir. Kagakgilar
tarafindan tahribata acgik olan mezarlik alanindaileriki donemlerde yapilacak
bilimsel kazilar veya yeni agilacak olan mezarlar iizerinde yapilacak detayli
bilimsel ¢calismalar, Melanpagos’da ve Giiney Aiolis Bolgesi’nde uygulanan
gomme bigimleri ve mezar tiirleri hakkinda 6nemli bilgiler saglayacaktir.

Sonug

Bu calismada ulasilan sonuglari kisaca 6zetlemek gerekirse; 19. yiizyilin ba-
sindan beri, yaklasik 100 yildir bilim diinyasi tarafindan bilinen Melanpagos,
Arkaik Donem’de kiigiik bir Aiol tapinaginin etrafinda sekillenmis, kutsal ni-
tellikli bir koy durumundadir. Arkaik Kutsal Alan’in tam sinirlarini belirlemek
miimkiin olmasa da, polygonal bloklardan yapilmis duvar kalintisi kutsal ala-
nin bir duvarla gevrilip korumaya alindigini gosterir.

Daha sonra, Akhaemenid Donem’de Melanpagos’un stratejik 6nemi artmis,
kutsal kimligini kaybeden yerlesime Gozlem Karakolu insa edilmis ve boyle-
ce Smyrna’nin kuzeyindeki dag yollari kontrol altinda tutulmustur. Gozlem
Karakolunun M.O. 5. ve 4. yiizyilda gecirdigi insa evreleri tespit edilmis, bu
evrelere ait duvarlarin isgilik ve ortii teknigi yoniinden degerledirmesi yapil-
mistir. Yapilan degerlendirme sonucunda; bu gozlem karakolundaki yenile-
meler ve eklemelerin dort farkli zamanda yapildigi tespit edilmistir. M.O. 5.
yiizyildan M.O. 4. yiizyilin sonuna kadar yaklasik 100-150 yillik siirecte bu
gozlem karakolu aktif sekilde kullanilmis olmalidir.

Melanpagos’da bilimsel kazilar yapilmadigi igin Hellenistik Donem’deki
durumu hakkinda bilgilerimiz yetersizdir. Sadece Arastirmacilarin bélgede
buldugu ve Hellenistik Déneme tarihlenen 3 adet sinir tasi bize bilgi verir.
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Bu sinir taglarina gore Hellenistik Donem’de, Melanpagos’un sinirlari yer al-
digi plato lizerinde oldukga genis bir yer kaplamaktaydi. Arazide goriilen tas
sanduka bigimli mezarlarsa, bildigimiz tas sanduka mezarlara nazaran, dar
ve uzun formda olmalari nedeniyle yerlesime 6zgii tiptedir. Ge¢ Hellenistik
Donem sonunda, Roma hakimiyetiyle birlikte bolgede istikrar olustugu igin,
sarp bir noktada yer alan Melanpagos stratejik islevini kaybetmistir ve bu ne-
denlerden dolayi yerlesim terk edilmis olmalidir.
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Fig. 1 Giiney Aiolis haritasi.

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bélgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu

395



396

Fig. 3 Arkaik Kutsal Alan’in genel goriinitimii.
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Fig. 5 Melanpagos Gozlem Karakolu Ilk Evre Duvari.
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Fig. 7 Melanpagos Gozlem Karakolu Uciincii Evre Duvari.
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Fig. 9 Melanpagos Egimli Duvar.
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Fig. 10 Tas Sanduka Mezar.
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Myrina ve Gryneion

Antik Kentlerinde

Yerlesme Tarihine Yon Veren
Dogal Faktorler

Giris

Tarihin ilk dénemlerinden itibaren &nemli bir dkiimen
alan statiisiinde olan Ege Denizi havzasi, czellikle Yu-
nan, Roma ve Anadolu uygarliklarina ait kalintilara ev
sahipligi yapmaktadir. Bu kalintilardan ikisi olan Myrina
ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri eski sasali giinlerinin kaniti
olan gorkemli kalintilanyla Candarli Korfezi kiyilarinda
sirlarinin agiga ¢ikarilmasini beklemektedirler (Fig. 1).
Bilhassa arkeoloji alanindaki calismalarla ortaya konula-
cak eski yerlesme ve yasam kosullarinin yaninda, cografi
bakis agisiyla boylesi giizel yerlesmelerin neden terkedi-
lerek birer harabeye dondiigiiniin de izahi biliyiik onem
arz etmektedir. Yapilan saha ¢alismalarinda karsilasilan;
aktif faylar, muhtelif volkanik materyal, giincel aliivyal
dolgular ve deforme olmus mimari eserlerin siirece daya-
li degerlendirmeleri neticesinde bélgede meydana gelen
bazi dogal hadiselerin yerlesme sahalarinin kullanimi ve
tahliyesinde etkili olan faktorlerin basinda geldiklerine
dair isaretlere rastlanmistir. Bu isaretlerin s6z konusu
dogal aktivitelerin etki mekanizmalar da dikkate alinarak

1 Dr. Ogr. Uyesi Atilla KARATAS, Marmara Universitesi,
Fen-Edebiyat Fakdiltesi, Cografya Bolimii.
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incelenmesinin Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentlerinin hangi sebeplerle, ne se-
kilde ve nasil bir seyir izleyerek tarih sahnesinden gekildiklerinin anlasilmasi-
na isik tutacagi yoniindeki giiglii kanaatlerin itici giicliyle sahanin yerlesme
seriivenine yon verebilecek dogal vakalarin detayli tetkikleri yapilmasinin
gerekli oldugu anlasilmistir. Yapi, tektonik, jeoloji ve litoloji temelli ilk ince-
lemelere volkanik faaliyetler ve Ostatik siireclere dair gozlemler eklenmistir.
Akabinde sedimantasyon vetiresinin de dikkate alinmasiyla genel bir ¢ika-
rim yapilmasi hedeflenmis; kesin bilgi ve sonuglara ulasilmasi icin modern
teknik ve yontemlerle hassas bir degerlendirmeye tabi tutulmasi gereken
hususlar ortaya konulmustur. Her ne kadar analitik degerlendirmeleri heniiz
yapilmamis olsa da, saha gozlemleriyle elde edilen neticelerin hangi konu-
larin gozden kagirilmamasi ve detayli tetkiklerin nerelerde, hangi 6zelliklere
odaklanmasi gerektigi gibi muammalarin ¢6ziimiine kapi araladigina siiphe
yoktur. Bu sebeple ¢alisma sahasi olarak belirlenen Myrina ve Gryneion Antik
yerlesme sahalariyla bu sahalarin miicavirinde vuku bulan hadiselerin kila-
vuz mesabesindeki izlerinin takibi yoluna gidilerek bu calismanin icerigi ve
sinirlarinin tayin edilmesinin uygun bir yaklasim olacagi goriisii benimsenmis
ve calismanin hacim agisindan ilksel bulgularla iktifa edilecek bir ¢ercevede
406 sekillendirilmesinin daha dogru olacagi kanaatine erisilmistir.

Tektonik, volkanik ve fliivyal siireglerin yani sira kiyi dinamiklerinin de 6nemli

oldugu bir bolgede yer alan galisma sahasinda yerlesmeler ve yerlesme sii-
regleri lizerinde etkili olan dogal faktorler, nispeten daha yikici ve ani gelisme

gosteren tektonik ve volkanik hadiselerden baslayarak ele alinmistir. Ardin-
dan her ne kadar ¢ok daha yavas bir seyirle de olsa cok onemli ve genis ¢apli

etkileri olan sedimantasyon siirecleri degerlendirilmistir. Biitiin bu faaliyetle-
rin bir hiilasasi niteligindeki altyapi ve mimari orijinli problemlerle peyzaj de-
gisimiyse genel bir sebep-sonug analizi algisi da verebilmek igin son boliimde

bahis konusu edilmistir.

Tektonik

Basta Zeytindag-Bergama Fay Zonu? elemanlan seklinde nitelendirilebilecek
kabaca kuzeydogu-giineybati uzanimli faylar olmak lizere ¢alisma sahasinda
¢ok sayida aktif fayin bulundugu bilinmektedir (Fig 2). Bu faylarin ¢ok sayida

2 Kaya1979, 47; Saroglu et al. 1992.

ALIAGA VE GEVRESI



KARADENIZ

AKDENIZ

407

GRYNEION * - P
e 3

4

%

MYRINA

Fig. 2 Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri civarinda rolyefin ana hatlariyla faylarin genel
gorunimd.
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segmentten olugmalar ve bolgenin yiiksek jeodinamik aktivitesi sebebiyle
sik sik depremlerle sarsildigini séylemek bugiinkii kosullarla da teyidi miim-
kiin bir gercegi ifade etmek kabilindendir.

Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri civarinda heniiz silinmemis egim kiriklariy-
la izlenen ve geng jeolojik yapilar da deforme eden faylar, hareketli litolojik
dokanaklar, akarsu yataklarindaki keskin dirseklerle yerlesmelerin ¢ok yaki-
nindaki aktif faylarla uyumlu seyreden oldukga taze goriinimlii egim kiriklar®
tektonik aktivitenin canliligina ve yogunluguna isaret eden baslica unsurlar
olarak tanimlanmistir (Fig 3). Cogunlukla tas ve camur kullanilan yapilardan
olusan s6z konusu Antik sehirlerin orta siddetteki depremlerle bile ciddi
zararlara maruz kalacag aciktir. Ozellikle deprem firtinasi seklinde birbirini
takip eden sarsintilarin zamanla sehirlerde onarilmasi gii¢ hasarlara sebep
oldugunu diisiinmek miimkiindiir. Bununla birlikte tek ve biiyiik bir depreme
bagli genis capli bir yikim ihtimali de goz ardi edilmemelidir. Nitekim M.S. 17
ve 106 yillarinda meydana gelip sehirlerin nemlerini kaybetmelerinin altin-
da yatan temel sebep olarak kabul edilen iki biliyiik deprem bu kapsamda de-
gerlendirilebilir*. Ancak bolgenin dinamik yapisi diistintildigiinde, tekil hadi-
selerden ziyade miitemadiyen devam eden ve bolgeyi yasamak igin cazip bir
saha olmaktan gikaran belki daha kiiciik 6lgekte ancak ¢ok sayidaki tektonik
aktivite ihtimali tizerinde durmanin isabetli olacagi anlasilmaktadir.

Fig. 3 a- Myrina kiyisinda hareketli tiif-andezit dokanagi. b- Kalabasar Tepe’nin bati
yamacinda aktif tektonige isaret eden faylanma kaynakli geng egim kiriklarinin goriintimii.

3 Gok and Polat 2014, 155; Karatas 2018, 342—343.

4 Cekilmez 2017, 26.
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Volkanizma

Calisma sahasindaki tektonik faaliyetlerin yogunlugu esasinda ne denli
kinlgan ve zayif bir yereyin s6z konusu oldugunu agik¢a gostermektedir.
Boylesi zayif bir kabuk yapisinin varligi da beklendigi gibi aktif bir volkanik
sahanin ortaya ¢ikmasina vesile olmustur. Asidik magma uriini tif, kiil ve
andezitlerden bazik lav ¢ikislarina varan genis bir tiir skalasina sahip volka-
nik malzemeleri yorede yaygin olarak gormek miimkiindiir. Bu malzemelerin
hemen tamami Miyosen sonrasi siirecin iiriinleridir®. Ozellikle Pliyosen gibi
yakin bir devrin mahsulii olan andezitik ve dasitik kiilleri keserek yiizeye
ulasan geng bazalt akintilaryla® bugiin bile ilksel goriiniimiinii koruyan vol-
kan bombalari yakin donemde meydana gelmis volkanik faaliyetlere dair izler
tagimaktadir.

Fig. 4 a- Geometrisinde ve yiizey dokusunda bozulma izine rastlanmayan bir volkan
bombasi ornegi (Sarikaya Tepe batisi). b- Kalabasar Tepe kuzeybatisinda heniiz tam
sogumadan iizerine yapisan detritiklerin dahi konumlarini korudugu izlenen geng bazalt
bloklarindan birinin goriintimi.

Bolgenin, Antropojenik Donem’e ait volkanik faaliyetlerin varligi kesin bir
sekilde ortaya konmus olmasa da, 130 km. dogusunda Kula volkanik sahasi
gibi bir 6rnegin varligi boyle bir ihtimalin olabilecegine dair dayanak teskil
etmektedir. Nitekim giincel yontemlerle yaslandirmaya muhtag olmakla
birlikte, ¢ok sig bir oksidasyon disinda neredeyse hig alterasyona ugramamis
goriintiisli veren bazalt bloklarinin bulunmasi ve yine deformatif etkilere ma-
ruziyet arz etmeyen volkan bombalarina rastlanmasi, genis kapsamli olmasa
da ara ara niikseden lokal volkanik indifalarin yasanmis olabilecegini akla

5 Kozanvd. 1982; Karacik et al. 2007, 493.
6 Esdervd.1991.
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getirmektedir (Fig. 4). Bu minvaldeki ipuglarina yer yer karsilasilan, ylizeyde
yayilis gostermesine ragmen heniiz ayrismaya ugramamis tiif ve kiiller ile
geng tektonik hareketler tarafindan tetiklendigi izlenimi veren aktif faylarla
uyumlu bir seyir izleyen bazalt ¢ikislari gibi 6rnekleri de eklemek miimkiin-
diir. Bu sebeple Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentlerinin yerlesme siireglerinin
evrimi incelenirken volkanik etkilerin de dikkate alinmasi zaruri bir hal olarak
ortaya ¢cikmaktadir.

Transgresif Bogulma

Ege kiyilarinda basta graben olusumunun, bunun yani sira da negatif yonlii
bolgesel tektonik faaliyetlerin etkisiyle kiyi seridinin siklikla karalarin aleyhi-
ne ilerleme gosterdigi bilinmektedir. Ote yandan pozitif yonlii ostatik hare-
ketlerin kayda deger bir etkisinden bahsetmek 6zellikle Holosen ortalarindan
itibaren izlenen diisiik amplitiidlii seyir g6z oniine alindiginda pek miimkiin
degildir’. Ancak ¢alisma sahasinda 1-2 m’yi agsmayan bu diisiik amplitiidiin
yerlesmeleri olmasa da kiyi ve liman yapilarini etkiledigi, ayni zamanda da
kiyr dinamikleri lizerinde yarattigi tesirle sedimantasyon siireglerine kismen
de olsa yon verdigi unutulmamalidir.

Tarihin ilk donemlerinden itibaren 6nemli bir 6kiimen alan statiisiinde olan
¢alisma alani, 6zellikle Yunan, Roma ve Anadolu uygarliklarina ait kiyr yerles-
melerinin denizcilik faaliyetleri kapsaminda insa ettikleri yapilar lizerinden
kiyi seridindeki gelismeleri okuma firsati vermektedir. Bu kapsamda Myrina ve
Gryneion Antik Kentlerine ait bogulmus mendirekler ve dalgakiranlar burada
karanin aleyhine bir kiyi seridi degisimine isaret etmektedirler (Fig. 5). Birgok
faaliyetini denizle olaniliskisine endekslemis olan boylesi kiyi yerlesmelerinde
liman ve dalgakiran gibi yapilarin zarar gérmesi ya da islev kaybina ugramasi
halinde kiyiya dair avantajli durumlarin ortadan kalkacagi, ayni zamanda da
hayatin ulasimdan ticaret, gida temini ve savunma stratejilerine varincaya
kadar bircok vechesiyle zorlasacagini tahmin etmek zor degildir. Bu durumda
s6z konusu yerlesmelerin yavas yavas soniiklesmesine giden yolun agilma-
st miimkiindiir. Myrina ve Gryneion igin parlak giinlerin geride kalmasinda,
denizle olan iligkilerindeki olumsuz gelismelerle ilintili yonlerin bulunabilece-
gi konusunun degerlendirilmesi bu nevi sorunlarin etkili oldugu bilinen bolge-
de dikkatle tizerinde durulmasi gereken bir husus olarak 6ne ¢ikmaktadir.

7 Kaser 2010, 105; Kayan 2012, 15.
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Fig. 5 a- Myrina ait Antik Liman’in bogulmus mendiregi. b- Myrina batisinda deniz
isgaline ugrayip tahrip olmus dalgakiranin goriiniimii.

Aliivyona Bogulma

4m

Fig. 6 Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri ve yakin gevresinin litoloji haritasi.

Sedimantasyon ve aliivyal siirecler Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentlerinin bu-
lundugu bolgede giincel degisimin en 6nemli mimarlar arasinda yer alirlar.
Ozellikle Giizelhisar Cayi’nin getirdigi aliivyonlar dalga ve akinti sistemlerinin
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denetiminde kiyinin muhtelif bolgelerinde dolgu alanlari insa ederek onemli
jeomorfolojik degisiklikler ortaya gikarmislardir (Fig. 6). Yapilan aliivyal son-
dajlar ve aliivyal jeomorfoloji calismalarindan elde edilen bulgular da bu duru-
mu desteklemektedir®. Sahadaki genis aliivyal duizliiklerde karsilagilan tagkin
¢okelleri ani sellenmelere, bazi koylari neredeyse tamamen dolduran ve tom-
bolo morfolojisini sekillendiren detritik malzemelerse miitemadiyen devam
eden riisubatla bogulma ve kiyi cizgisi degisimlerine delil teskil etmektedir.

Varliklarini ve sosyo-ekonomik iliskilerini biiyiik oranda limanlarina borglu
olan sehirler igin riisubat akisi ve kiyi cizgisindeki degisikliklerin hayatiyetini
takdir etmek zor degildir. Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentlerinin kurulumunu
ve liman, savunma yapilari ve baglanti yollari gibi sehirlerin stratejik 6neme
sahip yapilarinin konumlarini degistirmeyi zorunlu kilan boylesi doniisiimle-
rin bircok faaliyeti sekteye ugratarak ekstra maliyetle yeniden yapilanma gibi
kiilfetleri beraberinde getirmesinin yerlesilen sahanin cazibesini kaybetmesi
gibi bir sonucunun da olmasi kaginilmazdir. Dolayisiyla s6z konusu kentle-
rin ortadan kalkma siirecinde fliivyal siireglerle aliivyona bogulmanin etkili
oldugunu soylemek yerinde bir tespit olacaktir. Siirecin kronolojisiyle yerles-
melerin yasi arasinda siki bir iliskinin olmasi da bu durumu desteklemektedir.

Her ne kadar bir kiyi kenti goriiniimiinde olsalar da Myrina ve Gryneion kent-
lerinin, bulunduklan boélgede etkili olan Akdeniz iklimine has yaz kuraklig
disiindldigiinde tatli su kaynaklarina olan ihtiyaglarinin hayatiyeti rahat-
likla anlasilabilmektedir. Su elbette her kosulda ve devirde yerlesmeler igin
vazgecilemez ve yerine baska bir sey konulamaz bir madde olmustur. Ancak
genel goriiniimleri bir yarimada seklinde tezahiir eden ve dogrudan tatli su
kaynagina sahip olmayan ¢alisma alani i¢in ana karadan su teminini sagla-
yacak su temin ve isale hatlaryla diger su yapilar bu konudaki problemleri
ortadan kaldirmanin yegane yolu olmustur (Fig. 7). Dolayisiyla su yapilarinin
saglikliisleyisiyle sehirlerin varligini korumasi arasinda kesin ve siki bir iligki
bulunmaktadir.

8 Vardar 2017, 272-274.

9 Ocakoglu et al. 2005, 158; Uzel et al. 2012, 442; Albayrak and Ozgiiner 2013, 616; Giiney
ve Polat
2014, 153; Karaoglu 2014, 21; Coskun et al. 2016, 213 ile arazi verileri baz alinarak olusturul-
mustur.
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Fig. 7 Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri ve yakin gevresinin jeomorfoloji haritasi.

Gerek tektonik aktivitenin yogunlugu, gerek volkanik faaliyetler gerekse
ostatik hareketler ve bunlara bagli meydana gelen fliivyal siire¢ degisiklik-
lerinin calisma alanindaki su yapilar lizerinde olumsuz etkilere sebebiyet
verdiklerine siiphe yoktur. Bu etkiler; daha ¢ok su kanallarinin tahrip olmasi,
sarniglarin bozulmasi, akifer sistemlerinin deforme olarak kaynaklarin zarar
gormesi, su yollarinin yogun riisubatla bogulmaya ugramasi ve kiyi akiferle-
rindeki tuzlu su girisimi seklinde ortaya ¢ikmistir. Bazi donemlerde niikseden
mevsimlik ve periyodik kurakliklarin da eklenmesiyle, bolgenin su kaynaklari
konusunda yasadigi sorunlar sehirlerde yasayanlarin zorluklarla karsilas-
masini ve dolayisiyla da baska yasam alanlar tercih etmeleri gibi sonuglar
dogurmustur. Bu, Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentlerinin giin gectikce soniik-
lesmesiyle sonuglanacak siireci beraberinde getirmistir

Peyzajin Degismesi

Candarli Korfezi kiyilarinda dogal siireglerin ne denli genis kapsamli ve etkili
olduguna dair anlatilanlar 1siginda, bolgenin genel goriinimiinde yillar
icerisinde bazen hizli bazen de yavas seyreden degisikliklerin oldugu agikga
goriilebilmektedir. Tektonik ve volkanik faaliyetlerle iliskilendirilebilecek to-
pografik degisiklikler ve insan yapisi unsurlarin ortadan kalkmasindan, kara
ve deniz alanlarinin degisimine ve delta olusum siireglerinin hizinda degisik-
liklerin meydana gelmesine varincaya kadar birgok olay ve durum bolgedeki
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peyzaji degistirip doniistiirmistiir’®. Giincel kosullara uygun kurgulanan ya-
samsal faaliyetler yeni ortaya ¢ikan durumlara adapte olmak zorunda kalmis-
tir. Ancak bu her zaman kolayca gergeklestirilememistir. Sonugta, baslangig
asamasinda yerlesmek igin ¢ok uygun bir goriintii sunan dogal liman saha-
si, denize nazir konum, korunakli tepe yamaci ve ana karayla kontrolii ko-
lay saglanabilecek durumdaki dar bir baglanti seridi gibi 6zellikler zamanla
ortadan kalkarak sahanin cazibesini yitirmesine zemin hazirlamistir. Bunlara
artan niifusun barinmasi igin yeterli genisleme alanindan yoksun lokasyon ve
su ve yiyecek basta olmak lizere, kaynak temininde meydana gelen sikintilar
da eklenince bolgenin yerlesmeye miisait durumu bozulmustur.

Sonug

Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentlerinin bulundugu Candarli Korfezi kiyi kesimi,
yerlesme tarihi boyunca tektonik faaliyetlerden volkanizmaya ve deniz sevi-
yesi degisikliklerine; fliivyal siireglerin yikici etkilerinden degisen mekansal
ozelliklere ve tahrip olan suyollarina varincaya kadar bir yerlesme sahasi igin
sorun olabilecek birgok olumsuzluga sahne olmustur. En kisa ve net ifadesiyle,
sahanin yerlesilmek iizere tercih edilmesini saglayan olumlu yonlerinin he-
men tamaminda dogal siireg ve etmenlerin denetiminde genel bir kétiiye gidis
meydana gelmistir. Bu degradasyon siireci zaman igerisinde sehirlerin 6nce
soniiklesip ardindan da tamamen terkedilerek birer harabeye donmesinde
etkili olmustur. Biitiin bu gelismeler, Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentlerinin
yerlesme tarihlerinin dogal yapidaki degisikliklerden ve afete maruz kalma
potansiyellerinden ayri diisiiniilmemesi gerektigini telkin etmektedir. Giincel
teknik imkanlarin elverdigi 6lglide yaslandirma ve birimler arasi kronolojik
iliskilendirme yapilarak bu konuda ¢ok daha objektif ve kesinlik derecesi yiik-
sek ¢ikarimlara ulasilmasi miimkiindiir. Bu sayede s6z konusu yerlesmelerin
tarihlerinin daha iyi anlasilmasina ve giiniimiizdeki yerlesmeler icin de bol-
gesel siireglerin isleyisi temelinde 6nemli gikarimlarin elde edilmesine olanak
saglanacaktir. Sonug itibariyle, bugiinkii vaziyetin tiim detaylariyla anlasila-
rak mekansal planlama ve arazi kullanimi gibi konularda gelisme kaydetmek
suretiyle daha az yanlisa diisiilmesi gibi onemli gelismelerin ancak gegmisin
dogru analiz edilerek biitiin yonleriyle kavranmasindan gectigi gerceginden
yola ¢ikarak, mevcut durumda bolgenin yerlesme tarihinin azami dikkatle
uizerinde durulmasi gereken bir husus oldugu bir kez daha anlagilmaktadir.

10 Briickner et al. 2002, 47.
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The Urban Development and
Physiognomy of Elaia in the Context
of the Pergamon Micro Region

In the framework of the Pergamon Regional Survey, ur-
ban culture was to be regarded as part of a greater region,
since the underlying survey research project in Elaia fo-
cused from the start on aspects such as the city’s rela-
tionship to Pergamon, its integration into a micro-region,
as well as natural factors and human-environment rela-
tionships®. The basic assumption was Pergamon’s strong
influence on Elaia, which has had crucial functions for the
residential city on economic, military and communicative
levels. In the following, this assumption, which is based
on source studies, archaeological surface investigations

1 Prof. Dr. Stefan FEUSER, Christian Albrechts University Kiel,
Institute for Classics, Classical Archaeology, Johanna-Mestorf-Str.
5, D-24118 Kiel.

2 Dr. Ulrich MANIA, German Archaeological Institute Istanbul,
Inonii Cad. 10, TR-34431, Istanbul.

3 Prof. Dr. Felix PIRSON, German Archaeological Institute
Istanbul, Inoéni Cad. 10, TR-34431 Istanbul.

4 Reports of the Elaia Survey Project have been published in
“Archidologischer Anzeiger” (Pirson u. a. 2008, 47-58; id. 2009,
130-140; id. 2010, 182—200; id. 2011, 188—220; id. 2012, 166—185; id.
2013, 222—247; id. 20144, 123-130). Preliminary results have been
published in Pirson 2014b and Pirson et al. 201s.
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and geoarchaeological research, will be examined on the basis of the
development of Elaia between Classical times and late antiquity.

Elaia as Classical Polis

The Polis Elaia is located at the eastern end of the Gulf of Candarli (Fig. 1).
The so-called Acropolis played a decisive role in the foundation of the city,
whose roots date back to the early Bronze Age according to ceramic finds.
The Acropolis hillis flattened at the top and at first pushed over the coastline
as a peninsula into the sea (Fig. 2).

Pindasos’(Kozak)

Aspordenon (Yénd Dag)

Fig. 1 Map of the western lower Kaikos valley. © DAI Pergamon Excavation, 2018.

Few prehistoric building remains indicate that a settlement might have
existed here®. Presumably it continued without interruptions up into Early
Iron Age as the few early surface finds of the Acropolis cover Bronze Age and
Late Bronze Age as well as Geometric period.

By the 4% century BC, the topography of Elaia’s surroundings had already
changed considerably: Sedimentation had shifted the coastline so far to the
west that the Acropolis was no longer a peninsula surrounded by water, but
aflat coastal plain connected to the hill in the north and south®. This was the

5 Acomparable example in terms of topography and defensive walls could be the Liman
Tepe settlement (Erkanal-Artzy 2001, 379; Kalogeroudis 2008, 170-171).

6 Pirson 2014a, 123—130 (M. Bartz, H. Briickner, D. Kelterbaum, A. Pint, M. Seeliger);
Seeliger et al. 2019.
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Fig. 2 Map of Elaia with the coastlines since 2000 BC. ® DAI Pergamon Excavation, 2018.

initial situation when the city wall of Elaia was probably erected in the 5% or
4t century BC. In the same time the historical tradition of the city begins with
the appearance of Elaia on the tribute lists of the Attic League’.

The distribution of the pottery finds shows that at this time the settlement
was no longer exclusively on the Acropolis, but also on a second hill in the

7 Pirson 2004, 207; Heinle 2015, 33f.
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northeast, the so-called Maltepe. The expansion of the Classical settlement
is confirmed also by the isolated finds of roof tiles with a dense, shiny black or
red coating, which were found exclusively on these two hills.

The city wall’s course has been reconstructed on the basis of geophysical sur-
veys, topographical considerations and the allocation of scattered building
materials. The locally extracted limestone could be found only in the northern
and northeastern sections of the city wall as well as at the southern start-
ing point of the Diateichisma — a wall that separates a northwestern from
a southeastern part of the city. In the east and southeast, however, only
andesite is found. According to the extension of the Classical city over the two
hills in the north it can be concluded, that the Classical city wall was made
of the local limestone. That andesite could be understood as an indicator
of Hellenistic building activity will be discussed later.

Not much can be said about the internal structure of the Classical city: It
is very likely that on the acropolis hill also the temple of the city goddess
Athena was located?; in a hollow on the eastern acropolis slope a theatre
could have been situated since Classical times. On the southern flank of the
hill northeast of the Acropolis an orthogonal street grid with Insulae could be
proven by geophysical prospections®. Whether this already belongs to the
Classical time cannot be proven without excavations of course. It is to be
assumed that a quarter was found here comparable to other Greek cities that
consisted of residential houses on approximately equally sized properties™.

Of particular importance is the occupation of the hills surrounding the city
with tomb monuments. The largest was on the Bozyertepe north of Elaia.
The finds indicate that the tumulus was built at the end of the 4t century BC
at the earliest™. View shed analyses suggest that the tumuli were designed

8 Bean 1965, 588 after the discovery of an early Hellenistic decree to place an honorary
inscription in the Athena Sanctuary.

9 Thegeophysicalinvestigations were carried out by the Institute for Geosciences of the
Christian-Albrechts-University Kiel and the company Eastern Atlas.

10 Theinsulae have a width of about 28 meters with an aspect ratio of 1:2. Comparable in
size and aspect ratio are only the insulae of the city of Rhodes, founded in 408/7 BC, which
are 26,5 m wide and almost 47 m. deep. (Hoepfner 1999, 292. 299—-306).

11 Pirson 201, 202—208 (S. Feuser, A. Sarioglu).
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to attract the attention of those who approached Elaia by sea'? (Fig. 3).

Fig. 3 View from the tumulus on top of the Bozyertepe towards the Acropolis and the
Gulf of Candarli. @ DAI Pergamon Excavation, 2009.

According to current knowledge, Elaia seems to have been a city in Classi-
cal times that hardly differed from other Greek coastal cities. The choice of
the settlement site was probably due to natural conditions: The location
deep inside a bay made the place a suitable anchorage, while the core of the
settlement on the Acropolis was easy to defend. Good natural conditions
were offered by the fertile alluvial plain, which directly adjoins the city wall
in the north. Pollen charts obtained from a drilling in the sediments of the
closed harbour basin shows that the Classical Polis Elaia was constituted in
an agrarian cultural landscape®®: The name of the polis itself and the olive
branches depicted on the earliest coins illustrate the economic importance
of oil for Elaia. The agricultural land use in Classical times is characterised
by the increase in open areas and declining forests, which in the long term
triggered soil erosion which lead to larger sediment deposits in coastal areas.

12 The view shed analyses were carried out by Christina Williamson, Groningen, to
whom we are indebted for further information on the results of these analyses.

13 Shumilovskikh et al. 2016.
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A coastline that has already moved clearly to the west in Classical times
bears witness to these anthropogenic processes (Fig. 2)*.

Elaia under Pergamenian Rule

New unpublished investigations by the historian Ludwig Meier show that
Elaia fell under Pergamenian sovereignty under Eumenes 1.%* This could be
associated with urban planning changes, which consist in an extension of the
walled city area and the establishment of a closed harbour and an adjacent
open harbour zone. These changes will be described in the following (Fig. 2).

424

Fig. 4 Outer mole of the harbour, view to southeast. @ DAI Pergamon Excavation, 2006.

Theclosed harbour consists of two molesenclosingabasin of morethan200 m.
in diameter (Fig. 4). A rectangular structure on the east side of the
harbour is probably a quay. At the landside end of the western mole
is a square structure which forms the starting point of the land wall.

14 Pirson 20m, 214-219 (H. Briickner, M. Knipping, M. Seeliger); Pirson et al. 2015, 28 (H.
Briickner, M. Bartz, M. Seeliger); Shumilovskikh et al. 2016.

15 The contribution will be published in the final publication on the research in Elaia in
the “Altertiimer von Pergamon” series.
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Most probably it is a bastion on which catapults could be placed to protect
the harbour?®.

Geoarchaeological investigations in the harbour basin showed that in the 4t
or 3" century BC there was a transition from a shallow marine to a lagoon
environment. The change can be explained by the separation of the harbour
basin from the sea and thus shows that the construction of the piers took
place in Hellenistic times?.

The extension of the city wall doubled the defendable area to 50 hectare. An

indication that Pergamon influenced this city enlargement can be seenin the

city wall itself: while the Classical wall was built of local limestone as men-
tioned above, the Hellenistic extension consists of andesite blocks. The same

rock was used in Pergamon as a locally occurring resource for most construc-
tion tasks. In Elaia, it first had to be brought to the site and bears the same

stonemason’s marks known from Pergamon.

The distribution of pottery finds and roof tiles shows that the newly incorpo-
rated urban areawas hardly built on (Fig. 5). Therefore the purpose of the wall
extension seems to have been rather to create a militarily secured coastal
strip in the southeast of the city than to enlarge the settlement. We interpret
this protected coastal stretch as an open beach harbour?®.

Geoelectrical measurements between the closed port in the north and the
beach port in the south show long structures arranged parallel to each other,
which may be interpreted as ship sheds?®.

The closed port in combination with shipsheds and beach port appears far
too big for the small polis Elaia. Taking into account the historical situation
and the literary tradition which proves Elaias importance as a naval base
for the Attalid Empire in the First Macedonian War (215-205 BC) and in the

16 The Lysimachean city wall of Ephesus features comparable defence facilities towards
the sea (see Groh 2006, 61f. und Abb. 7).

17 Seeliger et al. 2013, 79-82.

18 Pirson 2014b, 346f.; Pirson et al. 2015, 32—34 (S. Feuser); Comparative findings
originate from Marseilles (France) in the 5t century BC and from Roman imperial Mainz
(Germany).

19  Feuser — Pirson — Seeliger 2018, 97—99.
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Syrian-Roman War (190 BC) it can be assumed that the extensive harbour
construction took place under the influence of Pergamon?°.

Elaia Survey 2006 - 2011

Distribution of all findings

Fig. 5 Distribution of archaeological finds in Elaia and its surroundings.
© DAI Pergamon Excavation, 2013.

The open beach harbour allowed to beach the light warships on the coast and
to set up camps for the crews in a military protected area. In this context, the
view into neighbouring Kane is revealing?. Livius 36, 45, 8 reports that the
Roman fleet spent the winter near Kane in 191 BC by pulling the ships to the
shore and surrounding them with a defensive structure. This was not neces-
sary in Elaia, where the defence was guaranteed by the specially erected wall.

The importance of Elaia’s port for Pergamon will not only have had a military
dimension. For the mercantile use of the port, there must have been possi-
bilities to dock with merchant ships with a greater draught than warships. In
the area of the beach port, quays or jetties could not be proven. It can there-
fore be assumed that the closed port of Elaia was intended as well for trans-

20 Onthe historical sources cf. Pirson 2004.

21 Pirson 20173, 139-150 (E. Laufer).
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port vessels. This assumption is supported by the existence of a quay and a
building in the north of the port, which has been confirmed by geophysical
investigations, and which, on the basis of a comparison with buildings at the
ports of Ephesus and Delos, is to be considered as a storage building and
transhipment point?.

How the inner-city structure of Elaia changed in the Hellenistic period cannot
be said on the basis of the few indications. Some buildings on the Acropolis
and west of it can be seen in the geophysical prospections but cannot be
dated without excavations. Probably they have been sanctuaries. Also the
already mentioned presumable theatre on the eastern slope of the Acropolis
could have been built in Hellenistic times. Despite these uncertainties, we
can assume that the urban physiognomy of Elaia changed under the influ-
ence of Pergamon?*: This was mainly due to the numerous building activi-
ties on the seaside, which clearly demonstrate the importance of the city for
Pergamon as a contact zone with the sea. The influence of the Attalids proved
to be extremely fruitful for Elaia and its development under Pergamenian
influence was quite different from a number of Aeolian rural towns that did
not have access to the sea. These include Atarneus and Teuthrania or the
smaller fortified settlement of Hatipler Kalesi in the interior of the Kane
Peninsula, which lost importance parallel to the rise of Pergamon and were
even abandoned in the case of Atarneus in the 1st century BC.

Elaia and the Pergamon Micro Region in the
Imperial Period

The distribution and density of Hellenistic and Imperial finds in Elaia are al-
most identical. Therefore, a constant prosperity of Elaia during this period
can be assumed?. Only in Late Antiquity a noticeable decline in settlement
activity occurred and a renewed concentration of activities on the Acropolis
like in the Classical period took place. This was accompanied by a reduced
agricultural use of the surrounding area of Elaia: This can be seen on the one

22 Feuser — Pirson — Seeliger 2018, 96.
23 Pirson 2014c, 626 f.
24 Pirson 2017b, 92—96.

25 Pirson 2017b, 94 fn. 167; Pirson et al. 2015, 37—38; Pirson 201 et al, 195—202.
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handin an increasing reforestation and on the other hand in the fact that in the

surrounding of the city settlements from the Hellenistic but not from the Impe-
rial period could be identified. Geoarchaeological investigations have indicated

that the reasons are to be found on an ecological level: For Elaia’s development
the sedimentation of the closed harbour played a decisive role. It was naviga-
ble until the 39-4% century A.D., but silted up continuously and the coastline

shifted further and further to the west (Fig. 6)%. In the area between today’s

coastline and the shallow water in front of it a waterway was kept open in the

alluvial sediment in order to continue to reach the port or the city. One reason

for this could have been that Elaia had attained a certain importance in the

production of architectural ceramics and coarse kitchenware in Late Antiquity.
This is indicated by a relatively large number of prospected kilns.
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Fig. 6 Recently silted coastland southwest of the ancient harbour, the Acropolis of Elaia
in the background. @ DAI Pergamon Excavation, 2006.

While the loss of the military importance of the port with the Pax Romana did
not harm the urban prosperity of Elaia, the loss of economic importance due
to the port sedimentation seems to have weighed more heavily and is pri-
marily due to the anthropogenic influence in the micro region: The centuries

26 Seeliger et al. 2013, 80.
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of intensive land use in form of agriculture and pasture farming led to a deg-
radation of the natural vegetation and an increase in sedimentation rates?.

Fig. 7 Remains of the walls belonging to the salt works of Elaia.
© DAI Pergamon Excavation, 2007.

The reduction of Elaia since late antiquity was followed by the emergence of
smaller settlements in the surrounding area. From the 4" to the 6 century,
salt works west of the ancient city area, which were used until modern times,
may have provided an economic basis for Elaia’s successor settlements.
They consist of a system of several hundred metre long walls made of spolia.
These were built in the sedimentation area at the diffuse boundary between
land and water and enabled the regulation of the water inflow necessary
for salt extraction (Fig. 7). The bay also changed its face with the creation
of a sand bank in its southern area, which rose out of the water from the 7t
century BCand was artificially stabilised and used as a mooring post from

27  Pirson 2012, 175—185 (H. Briickner, M. Bartz, M. S.). The fact that today the sea again

reaches to the port can have many causes. Even more important than the eustatic sea-
level rise or possible tectonic depression could be a relocation of the mouth of the Kaikos

to the west, as a result of which the main part of the transported sediment would no

longer be deposited in the bay but in the depths of the Aegean Sea.
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850 AD 2. At this time, however, Elaia was no longer inhabited and had been
abandoned in favour of the successor settlements.

If there were specific Aeolian elements besides the factors described here,
which influenced the urban physiognomy of Elaia, can hardly be determined
with the current state of research. Especially the formation of Elaia’s archi-
tecture cannot be estimated due to the lack of excavation findings. What is
known so far shows that Elaia’s development was much less influenced by
specific Aeolian elements than by neighbouring Pergamon and the Attalids.
In addition, there are ecological factors that played a decisive role for the
city’s history®.

The description of the urban development of the city thus shows that the
change of its specific urban physiognomy was a process dependent on many
factors. Additionally to the interpretation of Elaia’s urban history with a fo-
cus onits dependence on Pergamon particularly during the Hellenistic period,
the geoarchaeological approach offers a complementary line of argument,
which convincingly explains the changes over time on the level of mutual
human-environment interactions. If the traditional archaeological-histori-
cal approach is combined with geoarchaeological methods, a detailed pic-
ture emerges of the events and factors which formed the urban and rural
landscape between 2,300 and 1,400 years ago at the Bay of Elaia. This
example shows how the ecological analysis and interpretation contributes
to a more complex understanding of urban history and prevents monocausal
and simplistic assessments.

28 Pirson 2010 et al., 194—198 (H. Briickner, M. Seeliger) und Seeliger et al. 2014.

29 Onthese ecological factors influencing Elaia‘s urban development see Seeliger et al.
2013; Seeliger et al. 2014; Seeliger et al. 2019; Shumilovskikh et al. 2016.
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Elaia Antik Kenti 2006-2011 Yillar:
Seramik Yuizey Arastirmasi:
Kullanilan Yontemler ve Sonuclari

Giris

Eski bir Aiol Liman kenti olan Elaia’nin kalintilari, Izmir
1li, Bergama Ilcesinin 26 km. giineybatisinda, Candarli
Korfezi kiyisinda, bugiinkii Zeytindag-Kazikbaglar mev-
kinde uzanir (Fig. 1). Elaia’da, Pergamon kazi baskanligi
tarafindan, 2006 ile 2011 yillari arasinda toplam 6 sezon
siiren intensif bir ylizey arastirmasi gergeklestirilmistir2.
Arastirmanin amaci, bir liman kenti olarak bagli oldugu
krallik baskenti Pergamon’la, Elaia arasindaki iliskinin
ve karsilikli etkilesimin tespit edilmesiydi3. Elaia yii-
zey arastirmasinda, farkli disiplinlerden bilim insanlari
tarafindan gesitli yontemler uygulanmistir. Arastirmada
kent yiizeyinin arkeolojik, topografik ve mimari yontem-
lerle belgelenmesi gibi klasik ¢alismalarin yani sira, jeo-
fizik ve jeoarkeoloji gibi disiplinlerden de yararlanilmistir.

1 Dr. Ogretim Uyesi, Giiler ATES, Manisa Celal Bayar Universitesi,
Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Boliimii.

2 Bu makalede kullanilan tiim gorseller, Alman Arkeoloji
Enstitiisii Pergamon Kazi Arsivi’ne aittir. Elaia ylizey arastirmasinin
detayli raporlari igin bkz. Pirson 2007; Pirson 2008; Pirson 200g9;
Pirson 2010; Pirson 2011.

3 Arastirmanin amaci igin bkz. Pirson 2007, 47-48.

4 Pirsonvd. 2015, 28-29, Methoden.
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Pindasos’(Kozak)

Aspordenon’(Yind Dag)

Fig. 1 Bakirgay Ovasi’nin batisini gosteren harita (Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii, Pergamon
Kazi Arsivi) (Ulrich Mania, Fig. 1)

Az miktarda da olsa yiizeyde goriilen mimari kalintilari ve bol miktarda
goriilen seramik pargalarini kapsayan intensif bir yiizey arastirmasi yapilmis,
ayrica bazi alanlarda jeofizik taramalar gergeklestirilmistir. Jeoarkeolojik
incelemelerse, Elaia Limani’nin karasallagsmasi siirecini agiga ¢ikarmak
icin kiyilarda ve sig suda gergeklestirilmistir. Jeodezi uzmanlari tarafindan
yalnizca kent alaninda degil, ayni zamanda gevresinde de arazinin topografik
yapisi Ol¢iilmiis ve haritalara islenmistir. Uygulanan yontemlerin sonuglari
bir araya getirildiginde kent hakkinda gok sayida veri toplanabilmistir (Fig.
2). Bu yazida, arastirmada uygulanan yontemlerden biri olan intensif sera-
mik ylizey arastirmasiyla ele gegirilen seramik buluntularinin arazide ve daha
sonrasinda nasil incelendigi ve sonuglari ele alinacaktir®.

Elaia Antik Kenti’nin bulundugu alan bugiin yogun bir sekilde tarim faaliyet-
lerinin suirdiirildiigu bir bolgede yer almaktadir. Bu nedenle alanda ¢ok az
miktarda mimari kalintinin korunmus olmasinin yani sira, arazi yiizeyi stirekli
alt-ust edildiginden seramik buluntularn da ufak parcalar halinde ele gegmek-
tedir. Buna ragmen seramik parcalarinin niteligi, arastirmacilarin ilgilerini
uzun yillar 6nce bu kente ¢cekmelerine neden olmustur. Nitekim Elaia’nin
ilk kez, 2006 yilinda bilimsel bir proje kapsaminda arastirilmasindan ¢ok

5 Elaia yiizey arastirmasina katilan arastirmacilarin timii, kullandiklar yontemler ve
sonuglari, seramik calismalari da dahil olmak iizere, bir 6n rapor halinde ortak olarak
yayinlamiglardir, bkz. Pirson vd. 2015; arastirmanin nihai sonuglar gok yazarli bir kitap
halinde yayina hazirlanmaktadir.
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Fig. 2 Yiizey arastirmalari sonuglarina dayanarak olusturulan Elaia Kent Plani (Alman
Arkeoloji Enstitiisii, Pergamon Kazi Arsivi) (Ulrich Mania, Fig. 2).

daha once, kent yiizeyindeki seramik parcalari Elaia hakkindaki ilk yayinlara
konu olmustur. 1968 yilinda J. Mellaart bir makalesinde, Elaia’da bulunmus

bir Myken, seramik pargasiyla modern arastirmacilarin dikkatini ¢ekmistir®.

6 J.Mellaart, her ne kadar kentte Myken seramigi gordiigiinden bahsetse de, parganin
detaylan ve tam olarak nerede bulundugu hakkinda bilgi vermemektedir, bkz. Mellaart
1968, 88; Elaia’da Myken seramigine rastlanmis olmasi daha sonraki arastirmacilar
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Daha sonra, Kazikbaglari‘nda bir temel kazisi esnasinda M.O. 7. yiizyilin ikin-
ci yarisina tarihlenen kabartmali bir Pithos’un ele gecirilmesi, Elaia seramik-
lerinin kronolojisi ve niteligi hakkindaki ilk izlenimleri pekistirmistir”.

2006-20m Yillari Seramik Yiizey Arastirmasinda Uygulanan
Intensif ve Ekstensif Yontemler

438

Fig. 3 Elaia Kent Alani ve Liman’in kuzeyden goriiniimii (Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii,
Pergamon Kazi Arsivi).

2006 yilinda Pergamon kazi baskanligi tarafindan Elaia yiizey arastirmasina
baslandiginda, yilizeydeki seramiklerin incelenmesi konusunda soyle bir yon-
tem izlenmesi uygun goriilmiistiir: Yukarida da belirtildigi gibi, kent alaninin
tarimsal faaliyetler nedeniyle diizlestirilmis olmasi ve parsellere ayrilmis
olmasi, tiim yiizeyin miimkiin oldugunca esit olarak intensif bir sekilde
taranmasina olanak saglamaktadir (Fig. 3). Yiizeyin intensif bir sekilde
taranmasindaki amag, seramik pargalarinin dagildigi alanin sinirlarini,

tarafindan da irdelenmistir: bkz. Simpson ve Lazenby 1973, 75; Schachermeyer 1976, 194;
Mee 1978; French 1973; Niemeier 2007, 54-56.

7 Kabartmali Pithos bir kurtarma kazisiyla ele gegirildikten sonra Istanbul Arkeoloji
Miizesi’ne gotiirilmis ve daha sonra Alpay Pasinli tarafindan yayinlanmistir, bkz. Pasinli

1976.
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dagilim yogunlugunu ve alandaki kronolojik dagilimi tespit etmektir. Bu ne-

denle alandaki her bir parsel oncelikle 10x10 metrelik plan karelere ayrilmis

ve her bir plankare kendi icinde 5x5 metrelik dort kiiciik alt karelere boliin-

miistiir. Bu dort kiigiik pargadan, biiyiik plankareyi en iyi sekilde temsil eden

biri secilip, ylizeyinde goriilen ve Elaia seramik buluntularinin genel olarak

kiiglik pargalar halinde korunagelmis olmasi nedeniyle, en az bir elin bas

parmagi biiyiikliigiinde olan tiim parcalar istatistige alinmistir. Istatistik
calismasi kapsaminda, parganin niteligi, formu, kabin neresine ait oldugu,

yiizey isciligi, varsa bezemesi, tarihlemesi, miimkiinse iiretim yeri gibi bilgi-

ler yerinde kaydedilmistir. Daha sonra istatistik sonuglari biiyiik plankareye
tasinarak bu islem kent alaninin 6nemli noktalarda tekrarlanmis, incelenme-

si tamamlanan seramikler arazi yiizeyine tekrar dagitilmistir. Intensif sera-

mik arastirmalari sonucunda elde edilen bulgular veri tabanina yiiklenmis ve

Jeo Bilgi Sistemi yardimiyla istatistik sonuglarini yansitan haritalar olustu-
rulmustur. Intensif arastirmaya paralel olarak, nitelikli seramik parcalarina
ulasabilmek igin ekstensif bir calisma da yiiriitiilmistir. Bu baglamda, yii-

zeyde goriilenler iginde tarihlenebilen, profil veren, bezemeye sahip; kisacasi

onemli tlim pargalar, miimkiin oldugunca farkli gruplardan olmak tizere, ayri

bir sekilde toplanmis ve yayinlanmak tizere detayli bir sekilde belgelenerek 439
incelenmistir. Bu esnada kagak kazi ¢ukurlarinda, kurtarma kazilarinda ve —
moloz yiginlarindaki seramik parcalari da ayrica degerlendirilmistir. Sera-
miklerin yani sira terrakotta pargalari, sikkeler, toprak ve metal atiklar, pismis
toprak borular, tugla ve kiremit pargalari, ayrica cam malzeme de istatistige
alinmistir. Yiizeyin plan karelere ayrilarak incelenmesi, dolayisiyla elde edilen
Jeo Bilgi Sistemi haritalariyla pargalarin dagildigi alan ve dagilimin yogunlu-
gu belirlenebilmistir® (Fig. 4).

8 Pirsonvd. 2015, 37.
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Fig. 4 Intensif seramik yiizey arastirmasi sonucunda buluntu dagilimini gésteren GIS
haritasi (Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii, Pergamon Kazi Arsivi) (Ulrich Mania, Fig. 5).

Seramik Buluntularinin Kent Alanindaki Kronolojik
Dagiliminin Tespit Edilmesi

Seramiklerin incelenmesi sonucunda, Elaia’daki en erken malzemenin M.O.
3. bine (Erken Tung Cag1), en geg malzemeninse geg Antik Donem’e (M.S. 6.
ve 7. yiizyillar) ait oldugu tespit edilmistir®. Jeo Bilgi Sistemi verilerine gére,
Tung Cagi ve Klasik Donem oncesine ait tiim pargalarin kentin Akropol’liniin
bulundugu tepede ve eteklerinde yogunlastigi goriilmiistiir. Boylece Elaia
Kenti’nin ilk olarak bu alanda kuruldugu ve buradan itibaren asagiya dogru
genisledigi tespit edilmistiri®.

Klasik Donem oncesi seramik parcalan ¢ogunlukla yerel gri Aiol seramik
grubuna aittir':; ancak az da olsa boyali geometrik ve arkaik orneklere de

9 Kentin terkedilme siireci igin bkz. Pirson vd. 38-41.
10 Pirsonvd. 2015, 37.

1 Aiolgriseramigi,isminden de anlasilacagi iizere gri renktedir ve kendi renginde ince bir
astara sahiptir. Kap yiizeyi genel olarak perdahli olusu bu seramik grubunun karakteristik
ozelliklerinin baginda gelir, bkz. Bayne 2000.
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rastlanmistir'?. Gri Aiol seramigi acik ara ile Elaia’nin baskin Erken Dénem
malzemesidir ve burasinin eski bir Aiol yerlesmesi olduguna isaret eden 6nem-
li verilerden biridir. Klasik Dénem’e ait parcalar da Erken Dénem malzemesi
gibi kentin Akropolii’nde ve kuzey yamacindaki alanda yogunlasmaktadir. Bu
veri, kentin artik yalnizca tek bir tepe lizerinde yer almayip, genislemeye bas-
ladigina isaret etmektedir. Yiizey arastirmasinda elde edilen seramiklerin in-
celenmesine paralel olarak arkeometrik analizlerin yapilmasiyla, Elaia’da ele
gecirilen ve aralarinda kandillerin de bulundugu siyah firnisli Klasik Donem
seramik pargalarinin bazilarinin Attika’dan ithal edildigi tespit edilmistir®3.

Hellenistik Donem’e ait parcalar, kaydedilen tiim seramik 6rneklerinin yak-
lasik ligte birini kapsamakta ve boylece Elaia seramik kronolojisinde biiyiik
bir sigrama gostererek ilk onemli grubu olusturmaktadir. Bu déneme ait
seramikler kentin Akropol’ii disinda, ayrica kuzey, kuzeybati kesiminde
yogunlagsmakta, ancak doguya ve giineydoguya dogru da yayilmaktadir®.
Hellenistik Donem seramikleri ¢ogunlukla Pergamon’dan bilinen, ‘Bati
Yamaci Seramigi’, beyaz astarli, aplike, kabartmali ve basit astarli seramik
gruplandir’>. Bazi 6rneklerin arkeometrik agidan incelenmesi, Elaia’da ele
gecirilen Hellenistik Dénem’e ait seramiklerin gogunun Pergamon’dan ithal
edildigini; ancak Pitane (Candarli) gibi diger merkezlerin mallarina da rast-
landigini ortaya koymustur®. Ince seramigin yani sira kent alaninda ele
gecirilen ¢ok sayida damgali amphora kulbu, Elaia’nin Ege Bolgesi’ndeki
ve adalardaki diger kentlerle ticaret iligkilerini ortaya koymasi bakimindan
onem tasimaktadir. Tespit edilebilen yaklasik 30 amphora kulbuna gore Elaia,
basta Rhodos olmak iizere, Chios ve Thasos Adalari ve Knidos’la yakin ticaret

44

iliskisi iginde olmustur?’.

12 Pirson vd. 2015, 37.

13 Seramik pargalarinin  arkeometrik analizleri NAA ve RFA yontemleriyle
gerceklestirilmistir, bkz. Japp 2009, 204, 209, 252-253, Abb. 28, Ela 06.

14 Pirson 2010, Abb. 4.

15 Hellenistik Donem’de, Pergamon’da iiretilmis bu seramik gruplari igin bkz. Schifer
1968.

16 Japp 2009, 252-253, Abb. 28, Ela o5.

17 Pirsonvd. 2015, 37.
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Roma Dénemi’ne ait pargalarin, tim kent alanina yayilmis oldugu, ancak
ozellikle kuzey ve dogu kesiminde daha fazla yogunlastiklari goriilmektedir.
Bu veriden yola ¢ikarak kentin bu donemde en genis yiizolgiimiine ulastigi-
ni soyleyebiliriz. Roma Donemi ince seramikleri, basta Candarli’dan bilinen
formlar olmak ilizere genellikle kirmizi astarli ESC (dogu sigillatasi C) 6rnek-
leridir'®; ancak diger sigillata gruplarina ait orneklere de rastlanmaktadir.
Bunlarin yani sira giinliik kullanim ihtiyacina yonelik astarsiz kaba seramik
ornekleri de yogun bir sekilde tespit edilmistir.

Elaia seramik buluntular kronolojisindeki bir diger biiyiik grup, M.S. 5. ve
6. ylizyillara ait orneklerden olugsmaktadir. Kentin terkedilmeden 6nceki son
evresini olusturan bu déneme ait parcalar, hemen hemen yalnizca Akropol
civarinda goriilmekte, bundan dolayi da kentin bu dénemde kiigiilerek yine
eski alanina gekildigine isaret etmektedir. Bu donem seramik pargalar ara-
sinda gerek ithal gerekse yerel iiretim 6rneklerine rastlanmaktadir. Ozellikle
kirmizi astarli Late Roman C formlarina ait 6rnekler cogunluktadir; bunlar
arasinda az da olsa ele gegirilen M.S. 7. ylizyila ait pargalar Elaia seramik bu-
luntularina ait en geg 6rnekleri olusturmaktadir®.

Seramik Yiizey Arastirmasi Sonucunda
Elaia’da Yerel Uretimin Tespit Edilmesi

Elaia Kent Alani’nin intensif bir sekilde taranmasi esnasinda, yerel iiretime
isaret eden farkli nitelikte ¢omlekgci atiklarina sik¢a rastlanmistir. Bunlar
arasinda, Elaia’nin komsusu, Pitane’de liretildigi kabul edilen Candarli Ware
(ESC) formlarina ait pisme hatali 6rnekler 6zellikle dikkat gekicidir ve kentin
cesitli noktalarinda ele gegirilmistir? (Fig. 5).

Kent alaninda bulunan ve yerel liretime isaret eden diger bir 6nemli buluntu
pismis topraktan bir minyatiir sunak kalibidir?. Uzerinde yer alan bir kurban

18 Son zamanlardaki arastirmalar, ESC (dogu sigillatasi C) olarak kabul edilen grubun
hem Candarli hem de Pergamon’u igine alan bélgede iretildigi ve bunlarin birbirlerinden
ayrilmamasi gerektigini ortaya koymustur. Bu nedenle artik, ‘Candarli Ware’ teriminin
kullanilmamasi gerektigi tartismaya agilmistir. bkz. Japp vd. 2012, 252-255; Loeschke
tarafindan Candarl’da (Pitane) tespit edilen tiretim igin bkz. Loeschke 1968.

19 Late Roman C formlariigin bkz. Hayes 1972, 323-370, Form 10, Fig. 71.
20 Bukaplarin Elaia’da iiretilmis olduguna dair bulgular igin bkz. Japp 2009, 203-209.

21 Pirson 201, 174 Abb. 103; Pirson 2012, 250.
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Fig. 5 Finnlanma esnasinda birbirine yapismis iki Candarli tabagina ait ¢émlekgi atig
(Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii, Pergamon Kazi Arsivi).

toreni sahnesinin ikonografik agidan incelenmesi ve kalibin Pergamon’da
uretilen aplike seramikle olan baglantisindan yola ¢ikarak Hellenistik Do-
nem’e ait oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Minyatiir sunak, Elaia’da en azindan
M.O. 2. yiizyildan itibaren nitelikli bir yerel iiretimin varligini ortaya koymasi
bakimindan biiyiik 6nem tagimaktadir?.

22 Bkz. Pirson 2012, 250.
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Fig. 6 Firinlanma esnasinda birbirine yapismis iki Candarli tabagina ait ¢omlekgi atig
(Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii, Pergamon Kazi Arsivi).

Kent yiizeyinde en yogun sekilde ¢omlekgi atiklarina Akropol’iin kuzeyindeki
diizlik alanda rastlanmaktadir. Buradaki parcalarin kil rengi, icerigi, ylizey
isciligive pisirilme kalitesibakimindangenelolarak benzerbir goriintiiye sahip
olmasi, ilk bakista bunlarin Elaia’da iretilmis olduklarini akla getirmistir®.
Pargalar arasinda amphoralar, testiler, tencere kapaklari ve kiremitlerin yani
sira gogunlukla biiyiik boyutlu mutfak kaseleri bulunmaktadir (Fig. 6). Ayri
ayr formlardan alinan 6rneklerde yapilan arkeometrik analizler, bunlarin
ayni liretim grubuna ait olduklarini ve Elaia’da iiretildiklerini ortaya koyarak
tahminlerimizi dogrulamistir®. En fazla sayiyla basi ceken ve giinliik kullanim
kaplari oldugu anlasilan mutfak kaseleri genis agizli, derin govdeli ve diiz di-
plidir®. Ozensiz iiretilmis oldugu anlasilan kaplarin form yelpazesi oldukca
sinirlidir, ancak agiz kisimlarindaki bezemeler cesitlilik gosterir. Kaplarin
tizerinde yemek pisirmede kullanildiklarina dair herhangi bir iz yoktur; buna
karsilik sofra kabi olamayacak kadar kaba ve biiyiik boyutta olduklarindan,
ancak mutfakta yemek hazirlarken kullanilmis olmalan akla yatkindir.

23 Bu pargalarin hamuru agik saridan kirmizimsi sariya kadar bir renk yelpazesine
sahiptir. Hamurun igeriginde ince kum, mineral partikelleri ve ince mika goriilmektedir.

24 Japp 2009, 257-260, Abb. 34, Ela 28-Ela 32.
25 Ates 2017, 515-526.
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Fig. 7 Finnlanma esnasinda birbirine yapismis iki Candarli tabagina ait ¢émlekgi atig
(Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii, Pergamon Kazi Arsivi).

Elaia kaseleri, 6zellikle agiz bezemeleri bakimindan, baska yerlerde bulunmus

paralelleriyle karsilastirildiginda, kendine 6zgii mallar olarak nitelendirile-

bilir (Fig. 7). Bezemeler kaplar firinlanmadan once bir taragin agiz iizerinde 445
gezdirilmesiyle dalga seklinde, ya da bir obje yardimiyla cizikler, ¢entikler
atilarak olusturulmustur. Zaman zaman baski yardimiyla farkli bezemelerin
olusturuldugu, ya da hem dalga hem baski bezemelerin bir arada kullanildigi
da goriilmektedir. Elaia’da agiz kisimlarindaki gesitli bezeme versiyonlariyla
karsimiza ¢ikan bu kaplarin benzerleri bati Anadolu’da, Efes, Milet ve Didim’de,
ayrica Samos Adasi’nda goriilmekte ve genel olarak M.S. 3.-4. ile M.S. 5.-6.

ylizyillar arasindaki bir zaman dilimine tarihlendirilmektedir?.

Baska yerlerdeki benzer orneklerin tarihlemeleri, Elaia mutfak kaplarinin
buluntu durumu hakkinda kaydedilen gozlemlerle de uyusmaktadir: Elaia’da
ele gecirilen kaselere ait tiim pargalar, istisnasiz olarak kentin terkedilme-
den once kiigiilerek daraldigi Akropol’iin kuzeyindeki alanda bulunmus-
tur. Ayrica bu kaplarin genellikle LRC ornekleriyle birlikte, ayni noktalarda
goriildiigli gozlenmistir. Gerek kaselerin paralellerinin tarihlemeleri, gerekse
agiz kisimlarindaki bezemelerin LRC tabaklariyla benzerlik gostermesi
bakimindan bu kaplarin Elaia’da, M.S. 5. ve 6. yiizyillara tarihlenmesi uygun

26 Ates 2017, 517-518, Dipnotlar 56-64.
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goriinmektedir. Kaplarin buluntu yerinin kentin son evresinin yer aldig ala-
na denk gelmesi, uzun zamandan beri artik bir liman kenti olmaktan ¢ikan
Elaia’nin bu kaplarin Gretimiyle yeni bir ekonomik gelir kaynagina ulastigini
disiindiirmektedir.

Mutfak kaselerinin yani sira, yeni bir amphora tipine de rastlanmistir (bkz. Fig.
6). Bu tipe ait birkag amphora pargasinin mutfak kaplariyla birlikte arkeomet-
rik yontemlerle incelenmesi, amphoralar ile kaselerin ayni iiretim grubuna ait
oldugunu, dolayisiyla Elaia’da uretildigini ortaya koymustur?. Nitekim am-
phoralara ait parcalar da, kaseler gibi yine kentin son evresine ait bdlgesin-
de goriilmektedir. Yukarida da belirtildigi gibi, Elaia Kent Alani’nda yiizeyde
bulunan seramikler ok 6nceden de arastirmacilarin ilgisini gekmis ve bazilari
yayinlanmistir. Arastirmacilarin ilgisini ceken parcalardan birisi de bu ampho-
ra tipine ait bir ornektir: 1980°lerde Elaia’da Kent Alani’nda ylizeyde amphora
parcalarini goren Jean Yves Empereur ve Maurice Picon bir makalelerinde bu
yeni amphora tipinden de soz ederek, yerel iiretime ait olabilecegini belirt-
mektedirler®. Yaptigimiz intensif seramik ylizey arastirmasi esnasinda bu am-
phora tipine ait pisme hatali 6rneklere rastlamamiz, énceki arastirmacilarin
tahminlerini dogrulamaktadir. Ele gegirilen pisme hataliamphora pargalarinin,
446 arkeometrik analizlerle mutfak kaseleriyle ayni gruba girdiginin tespit edilme-
si ve ylizeyde birlikte goriilmeleri, bu iki grubun asagi yukari ayni donemlere
ait olduguna isaret etmektedir?. Sonug olarak Elaia’nin, Geg Antik Donem’de
artik eski ihtisamini kaybederek gekildigi kent alaninda goriilen mutfak kase-
leri ve yeni amphora tipi seramik literatiiriine yeni formlar kazandirmistir.

Jeofizik Yontemleriyle Elaia’da
Gomlekgi Firinlarinin Lokalizasyonu

Ozellikle mutfak kaselerine ait pargalarin yogunlastigi akropoliin kuzeyin-
deki alanda, olasi atdlye ya da firin kalintilarini tespit etmek amaciyla,
cogunlukla jeomanyetik olmak iizere farkli jeofizik yontemleriyle olglim-
ler gerceklestirilmistir. Ol¢iimler esnasinda kaydedilen giiclii anomalilerin

27 Japp 2009, 257, Ela 24.
28 Bkz. Empereur-Picon 1986.

29 Daha sonra Dominique Pieri, Empereur ve Picon’un ¢alismasinda bilim diinyasina
sunulan, Elaia amphorasini LRA 13 olarak siniflandirir ve tarihleme olarak M.S. 5. yiizyilin
ortasini dnerir, bkz. Pieri 2005, 139.
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degerlendirilmesi sonucunda bu alanda gergekten de birden fazla seramik
firini olabilecek yuvarlak striiktiirlere rastlanmistir (Bkz. Fig. 2). Bu sonuglar-
dan yola gikarak en azindan Geg Antik Donem’de liretilen mutfak kaseleri ve
amphoralarin buradaki firinlarda rretildigini sdylemek miimkiindiir®.

Sonug

Elaia yiizey arastirmasinda, sonuglar cogunlukla birbirini destekleyen farkli
yontemler kullanilarak kent hakkinda onemli verilere ulasilabilmistir. Kentin
yerlesim tarihgesi, dagilim alani, limanin ne zaman kullanilmaya baslandi-
g1 ve ne zaman islevini yitirdigi, Pergamon’la yogun iliskilerin niteligi gibi
onemli konularin yani sira, 6zellikle ‘Elaia Yiizey Arastirmasi’nda seramikle-
rin incelenmesi beklenmedik sonuglar vermistir. Bu sonuglar yalnizca Elaia
icin degil, tiim bolgenin seramik tretim iliskilerinin agiklanmasi bakimindan
da 6nem tagimaktadir. Yukarida sozii edilen minyatiir sunak kalibinin Perga-
mon seramik liretim tekniginin etkisinde yapilmis olmasi, Pergamon ile Elaia
arasinda ¢omlekgilik alaninda bir bilgi alisverisinin oldugunu gostermekte-
dir. Elaia kentinin Hellenistik Donem’den itibaren, Pergamon’un Liman Ken-
ti olarak hizmet vermesi ve dolayisiyla baskentin ekonomik ve siyasi agidan
etkisi altinda kalmis olmasi goz oniinde bulunduruldugunda bu sasilacak 447
bir sey degildir. Ancak Elaia’nin yalnizca Pergamon’la degil, 6zellikle Roma
Donemi’nde ayni zamanda komsu kenti Pitane’yle de seramik dretimi ko-
nusunda yogun bir alisveris icinde oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Bu degis tokus
ayni zamanda Geg Antik Donem’de, Elaia ile Phokaia arasinda da gegerlidir.
Son arastirmalar bolgede ESC, Candarli seramikleri ve LRC gibi endistri-
yel mallarin yalnizca birer merkezde degil, bu merkeze bagli birden fazla
tretim subelerinde de iiretilmis oldugunu gostermektedir®. Elaia seramik
arastirmalarinin sonuglari da bu goriisii dogrular niteliktedir. Geg Antik D6-
nem’de, Elaia’da iiretilmis olan mutfak kaseleri ve amphoralarin tespit edil-
mesiyle genel olarak seramik literatiiriine yeni formlar katmasi bakimindan
ayrica 6nem tagimaktadir.

30 Pirsonvd. 2015, 29, Abb. 5.
31 Bkz. Japp vd. 2012.
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Yeni Tespitler ve Gozlemlerle
Leukai Yerlesimi Hakkinda
Bir On Degerlendirme

‘Leukai’, Izmir Korfezi’nin kuzeybati ucunda, giiniimiiz

Camalti Tuzlasi sinirlarinda, Uctepeler olarak adlandiri-

lan mevkide (Fig. 1) konumlanmaktadir. Olasilikla kiyidan
bakildiginda birbirine paralel li¢ tepeden ibaret bir toprak

parcasi gibi goriiniiyor olmasi alana Uctepeler isminin
verilmesinde rol oynamistir. Ancak adinin aksine kiyidan 451
bakildiginda goriinen Poyraz Tepe, Orta Tepe ve Lodos
Tepe haricinde dordiincii bir tepeninse Lodos Tepe’nin
ardinda kalan Abdullah Aga Tepe oldugunu bilmekteyiz.
Kentle ilgili ge¢miste yapilan sinirli degerlendirmeler-
de bu dort tepe igerisinde ana yerlesim noktalar olarak
giineyde yer alan Abdullah Aga Tepe ve Lodos Tepe’nin
kabul gordiigii anlasilmaktadir. Ancak son donem aras-
tirmalari sayesinde bugiin geldigimiz noktada kentin bu
iki tepe disinda Orta Tepe ve Poyraz Tepe’ye de yayildigini
gormekteyiz. Bunu bu alanlarda tespit ettigimiz hem ce-
sitli donemlere ait pismis toprak buluntularin kalitesi ve
yogunlugunu hem de gii¢lii mimari kalintilarin varligini
g0z online alarak on gorebilmekteyiz.

1 Ars. Gor. Hakan GONCU, Dokuz Eyliil Universitesi, Edebiyat
Fakiiltesi Arkeoloji Bolimii.

2 Ars. Gor. Dr. Burak YOLACAN, Dokuz Eyliil Universitesi,
Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Arkeoloji Bolimii.
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® Poyraz Tepe

@ Qrté-'Tep_e

Fig. 1 Leukai Antik Kenti’ni olusturan adaciklar/Uctepeler Mevkii.

Leukai Antik Kenti; Kiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi izniyle, 2016-2017 yillarinda

gerceklestirilen, Izmir Ili Merkez Ilceleri ve Menemen Ilgesi Yiizey Arastirma-
si Projesi’nin? bir pargasi olarak yine s6z konusu yillar igerisinde arastirilmig-
tir. Bu galismalar sayesinde elde edilen yeni tespitler mevcut literatiir bilgileri

Isiginda bu yazida paylasilacaktir.

Leukai (Agdxrat) adinin kelime anlami hem beyaz hem de parlak demektir.
Olasilikla tizerinde kurulu oldugu kayaliklarin agik renginden ismini alan ken-
tin, bugiin etrafinda bulunan tuzlalar da goriiniimiinii adina uygun olacak
sekilde beyaza boyamaktadir. Leukai, giiniimiizde oldugundan daha genis
bir alana yayildig tahmin edilen Izmir Korfezi icerisinde eski bir ada yerlesi-
mi® olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Kérfez’in girisini kontrol etme anlaminda
onemli bir konuma sahip oldugu anlasilan kent giiniimiiz Menemen Ovasi’nin
olusumu siirecinde ada olma 6zelligini zaman icerisinde kaybetmistir®. Ken-
tin konumlandigi alan bugiin Cigli Dogal Yasam Parki ve Kus Cenneti sinirlar

3 IzmiriliMerkez Ilceleri ve Menemen Ilcesi Yiizey Arastirmasi Projesi 2016°dan bu yana
Dog. Dr. Akin Ersoy baskanliginda Dokuz Eyliil Universitesi adina yiiriitiilmektedir.

4 Bkz. Gutzwiller, 2007, 180.

5 Plinius, Nat. His. V, 31. Plinius’a gore bir adada kurulmus olan kent Diodoros’a gore bir
kiy1 kentidir. Leukai kentinin en azindan Klasik Dénem’den itibaren bir kiyi kenti olmasiyla
ilgili, bkz. Rubinstein, 2004, 1046.

6 Doger, 1998, 30.
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icerisinde yer almaktadir. Antik Kent denizle adaciklar arasina olusturulmus
modern tuzlalarin varligi sayesinde ada 6zelligini kaybedip karaya baglanmistir.

Antik kaynaklar kent hakkinda fazla bilgi vermese de, en azindan kurulusu
hakkinda gesitli bilgiler edinmemizi saglamaktadir. Biiyiik Pers Krali’'na kar-
st isyana kalkismis olan Pers Amirali Glos oldiiriildiikten sonra onun ardili
Takhos deniz giiclerinin komutasini devralir’. Takhos ve askerleri M.O. 383
yilinda Ugtepeler mevkinde kayalik bir alanda, deniz kenarinda, Leukai kenti-
ni kurarlar. Apollon’a adanmis bir kutsal alanin da bulundugu bilinen Leukai
kentinin stratejik konumu dolayisiyla isyan sirasinda iis olarak kullanmak is-
temektedirler ancak kisa bir siire sonra Takhos da hayatini kaybeder.

Takhos’un 6limiinden bir siire sonraysa, Leukai’nin gelecegiyle ilgili iki kent
arasinda anlasmazlik ¢ikar. Kentin yonetimini ele gecirmek isteyen Kyme ve
Klazomenai, savasin esigine kadar gelirler. Ancak daha sonra Pythia’ya da-
nisan kentliler Leukai’nin yonetimini kimin ele gecirecegi konusunda her iki
kentten ayni giin, sabah giin dogumunda birer grubun yola ¢ikmasi gerektigi-
ni ve kente ilk kim varip kurban keserse o kentin Leukai’nin yonetimini de ele
gecirecegi cevabini alirlar. Leukai’ye ¢cok daha yakin olan Kymeliler bu yarisi
kazanacaklarini diisiinseler de Klazomenaililer aralarindan segtikleri bir gru-
bu Leukai’ye yakin bir noktada bir koloni kurmaya génderirler ve yaris igin bas-
langi¢ noktasi olarak bu yeni kent topragini kullanirlar. Boylece Kymeliler’den
once Leukai’ye ulasip kentin yonetimini ele gegirirler ve sonrasinda her yil,
Prophthaseia adini verdikleri bir festival diizenleyerek kutlamaya karar verir-
ler®. Klazomenai ve Leukai iligkisi her iki kentin sikkeleri lizerinde de benzer
motiflerin kullanilmasi ile de goriilebilmektedir®. Ayrica bu yarisma ve ken-
tin yonetiminin Klazomenai’ye geg¢mesiyle ilgili gondermeler Klazomenai’de
ele gegmis olan seramik buluntular iizerinden de takip edilebilmektedzir'®.

Leukai bir siire sonra Rheomithres tarafindan yonetilen Misir donanmasinin
deniz iissii olarak da kullanilmigtiril,

7 Diodoros XV 18.

8 Diodoros XV 18.

9 Klazomenai sikkeleriigin bkz. Meadows, 2009, 247-262. Leukai sikkeleri igin bkz. Kinns,
2010, 479-505.

10 Hasdagli, 2018, 1-20.

11 Diodoros XV 92.
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Bu tarihten sonra, Klazomenai’nin yonetimine gecen Leukai’nin sonrasinda

Aiolis Bolgesi icinde gelisen bazi olaylar cergevesinde stratejik konumu do-
layisiyla 6nemli bir pozisyonda olmasini beklemek kaginilmazdir. Keza kent
yaklasik 2 yiizyil sonra yine bir ayaklanmada 6nemli bir rol oynayacaktir. Per-
gamon Krali III. Attalos, M.O. 133 yilinda ardinda bir erkek ¢ocuk birakmadan

olmiistiir. Kral vasiyetteyse hakimiyetinde olan topraklarin denetimini Ro-
ma’ya biraktigini belirtmistir. Bir onceki Kral II. Eumenes’in gayrimesru oglu

ve dolayisiyla, III. Attalos’un kardesi olan Aristonikos krallikta hak iddia

ederek III. Attalos’un vasiyetnamesine karsi ¢ikmis ve Roma’ya karsi isyan

etmistir. Aristonikos Ayaklanmasi*? olarak literatiire gegen isyan hakkinda en

genis bilgiyi veren Antik kaynaklardan Strabon’a gore!?* Aristonikos, askeri

hareketliligi icin Leukai’yi iis olarak kullanmis ve buradan harekete gegmistir.
Olasilikla Leukai’nin deniz kiyisindaki konumu, kolay savunulabilir yapisi ve

Pergamon’a yakinligi gibi 6zellikleri ayaklanmanin merkezi olarak tercihinde

kenti 6ne gikaran etkenler olmustur. Bu sirada sadece Phokaia kenti Aristoni-
kos’a destek verse de Pergamon Kralligi’nin etkisi altindaki diger kentler Aris-
tonikos’a karsi koymuslardir'®. Bu ayaklanmayla basa ¢ikmak icin ordunun

basinda Anadolu’ya gonderilen Roma Konsiilii Crassus ile Aristonikos’un yan-
daslari arasinda Leukai kenti yakinlarinda bir savas yapilir ve beklenmedik bir
sekilde Crassus ¢atismayi kaybeder ve devaminda da Pergamon’a dogru geri

cekilirken esir duistip Aristonikos’un askerleri tarafindan olddiriliir®.

Ardindan kisa bir siire icinde M.0. 130 yilinda Konsiil Marcus Perperna orduy-
la birlikte i¢ kesimlere dogru ilerlemektedir, bu kez Aristonikos ciddi kayiplar
verir ve Stratonikea’ya gekilmek zorunda kalir, ardindan yakalanarak oldii-
raliir'®. Aristonikos Ayaklanmasi’nin bastirilmasiyla birlikte Leukai’nin de
Roma lejyonlari tarafindan ele gegcirilip belki de cezalandinldigi diisiiniilebilir.

Bu tarihten sonra anlasildigina gore kentin Roma hakimiyetinde tarihi daha
sakin bir hal almaktadir, artik Leukai kiiglik bir liman kenti olarak varligini
siirdiirmektedir. Hem kentteki buluntular hem de yazili kaynaklar kent ve

12 Aristonikos Ayaklanmasi hakkinda ayrintili bilgi igin bkz: Magie, 1950, 147 ve devami;
Malay, 1992; Tozan 2011.

13 Strabon, XIV, 1, 38.
14 Tacitus IV 5s.

15 Strabon, XIV, 1, 38.
16 Ergin, 2013, 72.
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cevresindeki yerlesimin Roma Donemi’nden, Bizans Donemi sonlarina kadar
uzum bir siire daha devam ettigini gostermektedir. Antik yazarlardan Pseu-
do-Skylaks’a gore kentin pek de 6nemli olmamasi gereken birden fazla lima-
ni” bulunmaktadir. 13. yiizyila gelindiginde Menemen Ovasi, Lefke Idari Bi-
rimi iginde yer almaktadir'®. Adi ayni zamanda Lembos Manastir kayitlarinda
da bulunan kentin arazisi Imparator Ioannes Dukas Vatatzes (1221-1254) tara-
findan buranin vakif arazisine dahil edilmistir’®. Leukai Antik Kenti’nde (Fig.
2) 2016 yilina kadar herhangi bir kazi ya da yiizey arastirmasi yapilmamistir,
bu nedenle kentle ilgili bilinenler oldukga sinirlidir ve literatiir taramalariyla
kisitlidir. 2016 ve 2017 yillarinda yiizey arastirma projesi kapsaminda iki defa
ziyaret edilen kentte, daha 6nce Keil ve Premerstein tarafindan tespit edilen
ve kisa bir yaziyla yayinlanan? veriler disinda bir kayit bulunmamaktadir.

Fig. 2 Poyraz Tepe’den Orta Tepe, Lodos Tepe ve Abdullah Aga Tepe’ye bakis.

17 Pseudo-Skylaks 98.
18 Doger, 1998, 49.
19 Keil ve Premerstein, 1908, 91.

20 Keil ve Premerstein, 91-92.
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LEUKAI-YUZEY
Ciz.no:34 Olgek:1/1

D.Gap:1.03(?) km | H:13.3 cm

Roma Amphora | T.Ertag

Fig. 3 Lodos Tepe iizerinde bulunan bir Roma Dénemi Amphora kaidesi.

Ilk kez 2016 yilinda gerceklestirilen arastirmalar sirasinda kent alaninin
hemen hemen tamaminda, 6zellikle Geg Hellenistik-Erken Roma Dénemi’ne
ait ¢ati kiremitleri ve pismis toprak seramik pargalarina rastlanmistir (Fig 3).
Neredeyse alanin biitiiniinde buluntularin yogunlugunun metrekareye 5-10
adete kadar ciktigi tespit edilmistir 2.

Alanin giiney béliimiinde Abdullah Aga Tepe ve Lodos Tepe’deki yerlesimin
izleri Keil ve Premerstein tarafindan isaretlenmistir?? (Fig. 4). Yazarlara gore
bu iki tepede, 0zellikle dogudaki Lodos Tepe’nin etrafinda, kent surlarina ait
kalintilar yer yer kaybolmaya yiliz tutmus olsa da halen goriilebilmektedir.
Arastirmacilara gore dikey baglantilar bulunmayan, dort kose isodomik planli
bu duvar érgiisiiniin M.O. 4. yiizyila kadar tarihlendirebilecegi 6nerilmektedir.

Yazarlar tarafindan Lodos Tepe’de tanimlanan bu duvarlara ait izleri bu-
giin sadece bir noktada gorebilmek miimkiindiir. Tepe’nin kuzey kisminda
sadece 3 adet blok tas sirasi toprak iizerinde goriilebilmektedir (Fig. 5). Bu
bloklar disinda tepeyi ceviren sur hattina ait herhangi bir izse gliniimiizde
goriilememektedir.

21 Yolagan, Goncii, Ersoy, 2018, 52. Yolagan, Goncii, Ersoy, 2019.

22 Keil ve Premerstein, 91 abb 89. Resim 1’de Keil’den alinan harita tizerine kirmizi renk
ile gesitli eklentiler yapilmistir.
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Fig. 4 Keil ve Premerstein’e gére Leukai Kenti mimari buluntularinin haritasi (Keil ve
Premerstein, 1908, 91, abb.89).

K
i

Fig. 5 Tepe lizerinde gozlemlenen duvar kalintilari.

Lodos Tepe’nin orta noktasina yakin bir alandaysa oldukc¢a uzun siire once
acilmis oldugu anlasilan bir kacak kazi cukurunun icinde blok tas siralar
goriilebilmektedir (Fig. 6). Dortgen seklinde islenmis yerel kireg tasi bloklarin et-
rafa dagildigi cukur icerisinde gesitli pismis toprak seramik pargalarina da rast-
lanmistir. Bu bloklarin nasil bir yapiya, hangi yapi planina bagli oldugu konu-
sunda herhangi bir fikir yuiriitmek kazi yapmaksizin miimkiin gériinmemektedir.
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Fig. 6 Lodos Tepe iizerinde eski bir kagak kazi gukuru igindeki bloklarin gériindiigii hava
fotografi.

Lodos Tepe’nin yine kuzey béliimiinde, baska bir kacak kazi gukuruna daha

rastlanmistir. Cukurda ve cevresine yayilmis hafriyat topragi icerisinde gesitli

ebatlarda amphora, gati kiremitleri ve Antik Donem diger giinliik kullanim

kaplarina ait pismis toprak seramik pargalarinin yogun bir sekilde oldugu go-
rulmustir (Fig. 7).

Ayrica yine pismis toprak malzemeden bir kiink hattinin da ¢ukur igerisinde
uzandig goriilmustiir. Yaklasik 20 cm. gapa sahip kiinklerin igcinde herhangi
bir kireg olusumu goriilmediginden bu hattin olasilikla dip suyunu degil de
yagmur suyunu iletmek igin kullanildigi degerlendirilmektedir.

Keil ve Premerstein tarafindan Abdullah Aga Tepe’nin en bati noktasinda ve
sehir surlarinin disinda insa edildigi sdylenen 2 bir sapel ise varsa bile bugiin
tamamen yok olmustur. Alanin bu kuzey noktasinda yiiksek kayaliklarda yo-
gun olarak erozyon ve toprak kaymasi oldugu goriilebilmektedir. Bu toprak
kaymalari sonucunda burada bulunan sapel biiyiik bir olasilikla kayaliklar-
dan asagiya dogru yuvarlanip kaybolmustur.

23 Keil ve Premerstein, 91.
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Fig. 7 Kacak kazi qukuru igindeki gesitli pismis toprak kalintilar ve kagak kazilara iliskin
bir karot.

459
Lodos Tepe ile Abdullah Aga Tepe’nin kuzey kiyi béliimlerinde iki dogal girinti
yazarlar tarafindan liman olabilecek noktalar olarak tanimlanmistir?*. Bugiin
her iki nokta da sularin gekilmesi, yogun erozyon ve tuzlalar nedeniyle top-
rakla dolmustur ve bu noktalarda gergekten limanlar varsa bile yazarlarin s6-
ziini ettigi kalintilarin goriilmesi miimkiin degildir. Ayrica Orta Tepe’nin dogu
boliimiinde de oldukga diizgiin bir sira liman kalintisi isaretlenmistir?. Ayni
sekilde olasi limanlardan birinin daha bulunabilecegi bu nokta bugiin tiim
adaciklann etrafinda olusturulan tuzlalarin altinda kalmistir ve goriilmeleri
imkansiz bir hal almistir.

Yazarlar tarafindan Orta Tepe ve Poyraz Tepe lizerinde herhangi bir kalin-
tinin varligindan bahsedilmemistir. Lodos Tepe’den daha biiyiik ve yerle-
sime miisait olan bu iki tepede de kente ait kalintilarin olmamasini diisiin-
mek mimkiin degildir. Keza 2016 ve 2017 yillarinda gergeklestirilen yiizey

24 Keil ve Premerstein, 91.

25 Keil ve Premerstein, 92.
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arastirmalari sirasinda Poyraz Tepe’nin orta noktalarina yakin bir yerde, ol-
dukga biiyiik bir kagak kazi cukurunun igerisinde olasilikla Bizans Donemi’ne
tarihlenebilecek bir yapinin kalintilarina rastlanmistir (Fig. 8). Bu noktada
yapinin sadece bir kismi goriilebildiginden kalintilarin plani ve olasi fonksi-
yonuyla ilgili fikir yliritmek heniiz miimkiin olmamaktadir. Ancak Bizans Do-
nemi’nde Lefke olarak adlandirilan kentin topraklarinin miilkiyetinin Lembos
Manastiri’na devredildigi ve alanin cevresinde yerlesimin devam ettigiyle il-
gili bilgilerin varligi g6z oniine alindiginda bu Bizans Dénemi yapi kalintilarin
alanda gozlemleniyor olmasi dogaldir.
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Fv e

Fig. 8 Kagak kazilarla ortaya gikmis olan olasi Bizans Dénemi yapi duvari.

Leukai yerlesimine dair mimari anlamda bugiin yiizeyden tespit edilebilen
en onemli kalintilarysa, kentin en kuzey noktasinda yer alan Poyraz Tepe
uzerinde konumlanmaktadir. Tepenin denize bakan kuzey yamaglarinda yak-
lasik 200 metre boyunca takip edilebilen giiglii bir sur hatti uzanmaktadir.
Dogu-bati hattinda uzanan bu duvarin tepenin bati ucunda giineye dogru don-
digu goriilebilmekte, ancak yilizeyden takibiyse saglanamamaktadir. Sandik
duvar tekniginde insa edilen bu sur hattinin genisligiyse yaklasik 2 metre civa-
rindadir. Belli noktalarda, 2-3 siraya kadar korunabilmis bu kalintilarin cephe
orgisiindeyse, pseudo-isodomik duvar teknigini benimsenmistir (Fig. 9-10).
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Fig. 9 Poyraz Tepe iizerinde yer alan sur duvarlarinin bir boliimiiniin cephe gizimi.

Ana kaya lizerine yerlestirilen blok taslarin arasindaysa irili ufakli polygonal ve
moloztas yongalarinin dolgu malzemesi olarak kullanildigi goriilebilmektedir.
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Fig. 10 Poyraz Tepe’nin kuzey ucunda tespit edilen yaklasik 2 metre genisligindeki sur hatti.

Bu sur hattinin dogu kosesindeyse hatti dik bir sekilde sonlandiran dértgen
planli bir kuleye ait olabilecek in situ duvar kalintilar yer almaktadir. Yine
blok taslardan olusan bu kalintilarin i¢ kismindaysa oldukga biiyiik bir kagak
kazi ¢ukuru bulunmaktadir. Burada goézlemlenen yogun moloztas dolguysa
sandik duvarin ig kismina ait olup biiyiik oranda tahrip edilmistir. (Fig. 11).
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Fig. 11 Poyraz Tepe kuzeyindeki olasi kule kalintisi.

Fig. 12 Poyraz Tepe iizerindeki kagak

kazi gukurlarindan biri ve igerisindeki
tas bloklar.

ALIAGA VE GEVRESI

Tepe lizerinde gozlemlenen irili ufak-
i hemen biitlin kagak kazi gukurlarin
icinde cesitli boyutlarda baska tas
bloklar da goriilmektedir (Fig. 12). An-
cak birbirinden bagimsiz bu bloklarin
nasil bir yapiya ait olabilecekleriyle il-
gili fikir yiiritmek miimkiin olmamakla
birlikte Tepe iizerinde yer alabilecek
diger Antik yapilara ya da savunma
sistemlerine ait kalintilar olduklar asi-
kardr.

Poyraz Tepe ve Orta Tepe iizerinde
diger bir arkeolojik tespitse cesitli
noktalarinda ana kayalar iizerinde
dikkat ¢eken tasgi izleri olmustur (Fig.
13). Bu noktalardan blok tas ¢ikartmak
amaciyla yapilan islemlere ait olabile-
cek bu kalintilar kentin imarinda ihti-
ya¢ duyulan tas malzemenin en azin-
dan bir kisminin yerel kaynaklardan



Fig. 13 Ana kayadan blok tas gikarilmasiyla ilgili tasci izleri.

karsilandigini gostermektedir. Leukai’nin dogal kirectasi yoniinden zengin
jeolojik yapisi bu yonde de olasilikla kentin kurulus agsamasinda imari igin bir
avantaj saglamistir.

Leukai Antik Kenti, Izmir Kérfezi’nin, kuzeybati ucunda, Menemen Ovasi’nin
kenarinda, Camalti Tuzlasi’nda, Kus Cenneti’nin oldugu alanda simdiye ka-
dar uizerinde yeterince ¢alisma yapilmamis Antik bir yerlesimdir. Hem, ‘Ar-
keolojik Sit Alani’, hem de ‘Dogal Sit Alani’ olmasi itibariyle koruma altinda
olan alanin arkeolojik anlamda yiiksek potansiyeli goz oniine alinarak ilerde
gergeklestirilecek bilimsel inceleme ve belki de kazilarla daha iyi bir sekilde
anlasilmasini beklemekteyiz.

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bélgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu

463



464

Kaynakca

Diodoros

Doger 1998
Ergin 2013
Gutzwiller 2017

Hasdagh 2018

Keil-Premerstein

Kinns 2010

Magie 1950
Malay 1992

Meadows 2009

Pseudo-Skylaks

Plinius

Rubinstein 2004

Strabon

ALIAGA VE GEVRESI

Diodorus Siculus, Library of History XII., translated by Fran-
cis R. Walton, Loeb Classical Library 423, Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press, 1967.

Doger, E. ilk Iskdnlardan Yunan Isgaline Kadar Menemen ya
da Tarhaniyat Tarihi, Sergi Yay., 1998, izmir, 406 s.

Ergin, G. Anadolu’da Roma Hakimiyeti: Direnis ve Diizen, Tiir-
kiye Is Bankasi Kiiltiir Yay,, 2013, Istanbul, 666 s.

Gutzwiller, K. A Guide to Hellenistic Literature, 2017, Singa-
pore, 261 p.

Hasdagli, I. “Klazomenai Parasemonu tasiyan Seramik Bu-
luntular Isiginda 4. Yiizyilda Klazomenai ve Leukai Iliskisi”,
Trakya Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Dergisi, Cilt. 8, Say:. 16,
Temmuz 2018, s. 1-20.

Keil, J., Premerstein, v. A., Bericht Uber eine Reise in Lydien
und der Siidlichen Aiolis, 91-92, Wien.

Kinns, P. “The Coinage of Leukai”, Catling, R., W. F.-F. Mar-
chand, Sasanov, M. (eds.), Onomatologos. Studies in Greek
Personal Names Presented to Elaine Matthews, 2010, Oxford,
479-505.

Magie, D. Roman Rule in Asia Minor, 1950, Princeton, 744 p.

Malay, H., Hellenistik Devirde Pergamon ve Aristonikos Ayak-
lanmasi, Izmir Bergama Belediyesi Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 1992,
200s.

Meadows, A., “The Hellenistic Silver Coinage of Clazome-
nae”, Oguz Tekin (ed.), Ancient History, Numismatics and
Epigraphy in the Mediterranean World: Studies in Memory of
Clemens E. Bosch and Sabahat Atlan and in honour of Nezahat
Baydur, Ege Yay., Istanbul, 2009, 247-262

Pseudo-Skylaks, Periplous, cev. Murat Arslan. Mediterranean
Journal of Humanities, I1/1, 2012, 239-257.

Plinius, Historia Naturalis.

Rubenstein, L., “Ionia”, Mogens Herman Hansen and Tho-
mas Heine Nielsen (eds.), An Inventory of Archaic and Classi-
cal Poleis, An Investigation Conducted by The Copenhagen
polis Centre for the Danish National Research Foundation,
2004, Oxford, 1416 p.

Strabo, Geography I-VIIL., translated by. H. L. Jones, London,
1917-1932, Loeb Classical Library.



Tacitus

Tozan 2om

Yolagan-Goncii-
Ersoy 2018

Yolagan-Goncii-
Ersoy 2019

Tacitus, Histories-Annals II-V., translated by. C. H. Moore-].
Jackson, London 1925-1937, Loeb Classical Library.

Tozan, M., “Aristonikos Ayaklanmasi Hakkinda Son Zaman-
larda Yayinlanan Belgeler ve Cesitli Goriisler”, Uluslararasi
Bergama Sempozyumu, 07-09- Nisan 2011, I. cilt, 158-178,
Izmir.

Yolacan, B., Goncii, H., Ersoy, A. “2016 Yili izmir Ili Merkez
Ilgeleri ve Menemen Ilgesi Yiizey Arastirmasi Projesi”, 35.
Arastirma Sonuglan Toplantisi, 1. Cilt, 2018, Bursa.

Yolacan, B., Goncil, H., Ersoy, A., “2017 Yili Izmir ili Merkez
Ilgeleri ve Menemen Ilcesi Yiizey Arastirmasi Projesi”, 36.
Arastirma Sonuglar Toplantisi, Yayima hazirlaniyor.

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bolgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu

465



ALIAGA VE CEVRES{
AioOLis BOLGESi

ULUSLARARASI
ARKEOLO]JI VE
J] DIiSiPLINLERARASI
ARASTIRMALAR

T SEMPOZYUMU

SEMPOZYUM BILDIRILERI
Symposium Proceedings




Fethi Ahmet YUKSEL" ALIAGA VE CEVRES
Murat CEKILMEZ2-Kerim AVCIs

Myrina ve Gryneion Antik
Kentlerinde Arkeojeofizik
Arastirmalar

Giris

Bu calisma, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri 2018
Yili Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmasi’ kapsaminda, Izmir Ili,
Aliaga Ilgesi, Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kenti sahasinda
gergeklestirilmistir. Calismanin amaci, Jeofizik yontem-
lerden biri olan Jeoradar (Yerradar-GPR) ydnteminin
uygulanmasiyla, Izmir Ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, Gryneion Antik
Kenti sahasinda, toprak altinda gomiilii kalmis kalintila-
rin bulunmasidir.

Arastirma alaninda, duvarlarin temellerini Jeoradar ol-
ciimleriyle goriintiilemek icin, elde edilen GPR verilerin-
den, veri islem asamalarindan sonra, iki boyutlu (2D) ve
tic boyutlu (3D) yeralti goriintiileri elde edilmistir. Calis-
mada GPR 6lgiim cihazi ve ekipmanlari (ProEx iinite, 250
Mhz anten, notebook, DGPS anten) kullanilmistir. GPR
verileri (radargramlar), Reflex 2D ve li¢ boyutlu grafik ya-
zilimlar (Slice 3D) kullanilarak yorumlanmistir.

1 Dr. Ogr. Uyesi Fethi Ahmet YUKSEL, Istanbul Universitesi
Cerrahpasa Miihendislik Fakiiltesi, Jeofizik Miihendislik Bolimdi.

2 Jeofizik Miihendisi Kerim AVCI, Geometrik Miihendislik,
Miisavirlik, Yeralti Arastirmalari.
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Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentlerinde gergeklestirilen Jeoradar (GPR) 6lgiim
calismalari ve degerlendirmeleri neticesinde elde edilen 50 cm. derinlik ara-
likli iki boyutlu anomali dagilimi kat haritalar ve li¢ boyutlu kiip modelleri
goriintiilenmistir. Anomali dagilimi kat haritalarinda yiiksek genlikli anoma-
liler gozlenmistir. Tapinak alaninda ve kiyi kesiminde genis dogrusal gidisli,
tapinak bolgesinde dikdortgen formlu yaygin yiiksek genlikli anomaliler, ta-
pinak alani ¢evresinde belirli araliklarla sirali, hemen hemen esit boylu ve
kalinlikli yiiksek genlikli anomaliler, lineer uzanimli, paralel gidisli, kare ve
dikdortgen sekilli geometrik formda (mimari yapi temeli formu veren) yiiksek
genlikli anomaliler goriintiilenmistir. Tapinak alaninda, tapinagin temelini
olusturacak iri bloklara ait kare ve dikdortgen geometrik formlu yiiksek gen-
likli anomaliler saptanmistir. Calisma alaninda olgiimlenen, derinlige bagli
olarak degisen, bu yiiksek genlikli anomalilerin, farkli agilardan goriintimlii

3D (Ug boyutlu) hacimsel kiip goriiniimleri elde edilmistir.

Gryneion g AR Gryneion Detay

Fig. 1 Izmir Ili, Aliaga Ilgesi, Yenisakran, Gryneion Antik Kenti sahasi Jeofizik calisma
bolgesi. (Google Earth).

Izmir Iline bagli Aliaga Ilcesi sinirlari ierisinde yer alan Gryneion Antik Kenti,
Aiolis Bolgesi’nde yer alir (Fig. 1). Candarli Korfezi’ne uzanan Temasalik
Yarimadasi ile bu yarimadanin kara ile birlestigi cografyada konumlanan ve
12 Aiol Kenti’nden biri olan Gryneion’daki, Apollon Tapinagr’nin Myrina’nin
kutsal alani olarak Antik kaynaklarda yer aldigi bilinmektedir (Fig. 2).
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En onemli Apollon Tapinaklari’ndan birinin Gryneion’da oldugu Antik kay-
naklarda yazilmistir3.
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Fig. 2 Myrina ve gevresindeki yerlesimler (Digital Atlas of the Roman Empire).

IzmirIli, Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri 2018 Yili Yiizey Aras-
tirmalan Arkeojeofizik Calismalari’ kapsaminda, Gryneion Antik Kenti’nde,
toprak altinda gomiilii kalmis arkeolojik kalintilarin bulunmasiigin (Fig. 3 - 4)
ol konumlandirmasina bagli olarak Jeoradar 6lgtimleri yapilmistir®.

3 Cekilmez ve Dereboylu Poulain 2017.

4 Avcl 2017; Avcl 2018.
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1zmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi,

Gryneion Antik Kenti Sahasi
2017 ve 2018 Arkeojeofizik Aragtirmalan
Gpr Radar Vaziyet Plani.

L

n.Bolge

Fig. 3 Izmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi, Gryneion Antik
Kenti Sahasinda GPR &lgiim bolgeleri (Siyah alanlar 2017 donemi 6lgiim bolgelerini gosteriyor).
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Fig. 4 Izmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi Arkeojeofizik
Arastirmalari.

Myrina ve Gryneion Antik Kentleri, 2017 yili yiizey arastirmasi ¢alismalari-
nailave olarak tapinak alaninin kuzey dogu ve giiney bati taraflarindaki dort
bolgede GPR olglimleri yapilmistir. 2017 yilinda olasi tapinak alani ve giiney
bati gevresinde 8 bolgede 212 profilde, 2018 yilindaysa tapinak alaninin ku-
zeydogu ve giineybatisina bitisik ¢evrelerinde 4 bolgede 176 profilde GPR
olgtimleri yapilmistir. Daha sonra 2017 ve 2018 yili 6l¢limleri ve sonuglari bir-
lestirilerek birlikte yorumlanmigtir?

Arkeojeofizik Calismalar

Gryneion’da Apollon Tapinagi’nin varligi Antik kaynaklarda gectigi ve yilizey
arastirmasinda bolgede siitunlarin varliginin belirlenmesi tapinak yerinin be-
lirlenmesini gerektirmistir®. Bu amacla; Izmir ili Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve
Gryneion 2017 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi’ kapsaminda, Gryneion Antik Kenti saha-
sinda, olasitapinakalanindave GBcevresinde Jeoradar (GPR) 6lgiimlerigercek-
lestirilmistir. ‘Myrinave Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi’ kapsamindaysa

5 Yikselve dig. 2019.
6 Oztiirk 2017.
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olasi tapinak alanina bitisik KD ve GB kenarlarinda GPR 6l¢iimlerine devam
edilmistir (Fig. 5).

1zmir ili, Aliaga ilgesi, |
Gryneion Antik Kenti Sahasi

2017 ve 2018 Arkeojeofizik Aragtirmalarn
Gpr Radar Vaziyet Plani.

—_—

Fig. 5 Izmirili, Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi Arkeojeofizik
Arastirmalari’nda GPR 6lgii profilleri. (Siyah alanlar, 2017 yili GPR 6lgiim alanlarn).

Arkeojeofizik galismalardaarkeolojik alanlarin 6zelligine gore, tahribatsiz yon-
temlerden olan ve her tiirlii ortamlarda 6lgui alabilen (havada, su ortaminda,
karada, galeriiginde uzaydanvb.), birgok jeofizik yontem (manyetik, mikro gra-
vite, jeoelektrik, sismik vb.) ve ekipman (bilgisayar destekli) kullanilmaktadir.
Calismanin amacina uygun sekilde Jeofizik inceleme yéntemlerinden Jeora-
dar (Yer Radari-GPR) Yontemi s6z konusu bu arastirmada kullanilmistir. Son
otuz yil igerisinde elektronik miihendisliginde olaganiistii gelismeler, bir
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zamanlar zahmetli ve pahali bir is olan isik hizi 6l¢iimlerini son derece
ucuz, kolay ve duyarli bir sekle doniistiirmistiir. 1970’ yillarda milisaniye
(1073s) duyarlikla yapilan zaman 6lgiimleri, 1980°li yillarda mikrosaniye (10°®
s), 1990°Li yillardaysananosaniyeye (1079 s) duyarliga kadar inmistir. Elektro-
nikteki bu gelismelere paralel olarak, yer altinda 1sik hizina yakin bir siiratle
hareket eden elektromanyetik dalgalarin yolculuk siirelerinin nanosaniye
mertebesinde olgiilebilmesi, sig jeofizik goriintiileme yontemlerine 6nemli
katkilarda bulunmustur. Yer radar yukarida s6ze dilen bu gelismelerin somut
bir sonucudur.

Genel hatlariyla bir yer radari, verici anten, alici anten ve kayitgidan olusmak-
tadir. Verici anten, yatay dogrultuda elektrik alan vektoriine sahip (TE: Trans-
vers Elektrik), birkag nanosaniye siireli bir elektromanyetik sinyal iiretecek

sekilde tasarlanmistir. Alici antense, yine ayni yonde, yeralti derinliklerinden

donen elektromanyetik sinyali algilayacak dogrultuda konumlandirilmistir.
Yeraltinda, her iki tarafi farkli dielektrik 6zellige sahip kayaglardan olusan bir
ara ylizey varsa, elektromanyetik dalga bu ara yiizeyde yansima ve iletime

ugrayacaktir. Calismanin amacina uygun sekilde Jeofizik inceleme yontemle-
rinden Jeoradar (Yer Radari- GPR) Yontemi kullanilmistir.

Arazide olgiimler kontrol edilerek alindiktan sonra, dnce alinan sinyallere
Static Corection ile istenmeyen veri atilmistir, devaminda devow filtre (su-
btract-mean) uygulanmistir, daha sonra gaile veriye kazang saglanmistir, en
son band gegisli filtre uygulanarak (bandpassbutterworth) veri kalitesi artti-
rilmis ve istenmeyen giiriiltiiler yok edilmistir.

Inceleme alaninda yapilan jeofizik olciim calismalarindan elde edilen
verilerin veri-islem asamasindan sonra iki boyutlu (2D) ve ii¢ boyutlu (3D)
yeralti jeoradar goriintiileri olusturulmustur. Bu goriintiilerde anomali olarak
belirlenen lokasyonlar ve tarihsel kalintilarin neden oldugu diizenli anomali
yerleri isaretlenmistir

‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi’ndaysa tapinak alaninin KD
ve GB bitisik cevrelerinde 4 bélgede 176 profilde GPR 6lciimleri yapilmistir. Ol-
¢im alanlarinda kendiicerisinde saha kotundan 5 m. derinlige kadar Jeoradar
olgtimleri yapilmistir. Elde edilen GPR verilerinden, veri islem asamalarindan
sonra, iki boyutlu (2D) (Fig. 6) ve li¢ boyutlu (3D) (Fig. 7) yeralti goriintiileri
elde edilmistir.
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Fig. 6 1zmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi
Arkeojeofizik Arastirmalari’nda GPR 6lgiim balgeleri, 6lgii alanlarinin resimleri ve
45.5 cm.-67.5 cm. arasi 2D yiiksek genlikli anomali dagilim seviye haritasi (time slice).
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Fig. 7 Izmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi
Arkeojeofizik Arastirmalari’nda GPR 6lgiim bélgeleri, 6lgii alanlarinin 3D yiiksek genlikli
anomali dagilim kiip modeli.

Calismada; GPR 6lgiim cihazi ve ekipmanlari (ProEx iinite, 250 Mhz anten,
notebook, DGPS anten) kullanilmistir. GPR verileri (radargramlar), Reflex 2D
ve lig boyutlu grafik yazilimlari (Slice 3D) kullanilarak yorumlanmistir.
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Gryneion Antik Kent olasi tapinak alaninin KD kenarindaki sahil ve bahge
kismi olarak iki bélgede gergeklestirilen GPR Olciim calismalarinin vaziyet
planinda yeri, Fig. 4’de 6l¢lim ¢alismalarinin ve alaninin goriintiisi Fig. 8°de
goriilmektedir.

Fig. 8 Izmir Ili, Aliaga ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Y1li Yiizey Arastirmasi’ Olasi
Tapinak Alaninin GB kisminda GPR 6lgiimleri.

Arastirma sahasinda gergeklestirilen Jeoradar (GPR) 6lgiim galismalari ve de-
gerlendirmeleri neticesinde, olasi tapinak alaninin KD kesiminin sahil ve bah-
ce kisimlarina ait, elde edilen 25 cm. aralikli anomali dagilimi kat haritalari

Fig. 9 ve Fig. 10’da goriintiilenmektedir. Anomali dagilimi kat haritalarinda

yiiksek genlikli anomaliler gozlenmistir. Belirlenen bu yiiksek genlikli anoma-
liler, lineer uzanimli, paralel gidisli, kare, dikdortgen sekilli, koseli, geometrik
formda oldugu goriilmistiir. Alanin batisinda dogrusal uzanimli yiiksek gen-
likli anomaliler dikkat cekmektedir. Alanin dogusunda yaygin olarak kose for-
munda anomali dagilimlar goriintiilenmistir. Calisma alaninda olglimlenen,
derinlige bagliolarak degisen, bu yiiksek genlikli anomalilerin farkli agilardan

goriiniimlii 3D (Ug boyutlu) hacimsel kiip model goriiniimleri Fig. 11 ve Fig.
12’de yer almaktadir.
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Fig. 9 Izmirili, Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi
Arkeojeofizik Arastirmalari’nda olasi tapinak alaninin KD kesiminin sahil kismi GPR
yiiksek genlikli anomali dagilim 2D kat haritalari (22 cm. seviye aralikli).
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478 Fig. 10 1zmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi
Arkeojeofizik Arastirmalari’nda olasi tapinak alaninin KD kesiminin bahge kismi GPR
yiiksek genliklianomali dagilim 2D kat haritalari (22 cm. seviye aralikli).
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Fig. 11 1zmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi Arkeo-
jeofizik Arastirmalari’nda olasi tapinak alaninin KD kesiminin sahil kismi GPR yiiksek
genlikli anomali dagilim 3D kiip modeli. (Tepeden bakis).
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Fig. 12 1zmirili, Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi
Arkeojeofizik Arastirmalari’nda olasi tapinak alaninin KD kesiminin bahge kismi GPR
yiiksek genlikli anomali dagilim 3D kiip modeli. (Tepeden bakis).

Gryneion Antik Kent sahasinda olasi tapinak alaninin GB bitisigindeki
bolgenin sahil ve bahge tarafi kisimlarinda gerceklestirilen GPR Olgiim ¢a-
lismalarinin vaziyet planinda yeri Fig. 5°de, 6lgiim ¢calismalarinin ve alaninin

goriintiisii Fig. 13°de gorllmektedir. 479

Fig. 13 1zmir Ili, Aliaga ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Y1l Yiizey Arastirmasi Olasi
Tapinak Alani’nin GB kisminda GPR 6lgiimleri.
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Arastirma sahasinda gergeklestirilen Jeoradar (GPR) o6lgiim calismalari ve
degerlendirmeleri neticesinde, Olasi Tapinak Alaninin GB kisminin sahil ve
bahce kisminda, elde edilen 25 cm. aralikli anomali dagilimi kat haritalari Fig.
14 ve Fig. 15°de goriintiilenmektedir. Anomali dagilimi kat haritalarinda yiik-
sek genlikli anomaliler gozlenmistir. Belirlenen bu yiiksek genlikli anomaliler,
lineer uzamimli, paralel gidisli, kare, dikdortgen sekilli, koseli, geometrik
formda goriintiilenmistir. Alanin batisinda ve ortasinda dogrusal gidisli yiik-
sek genlikli anomali dagilimlan goriintiilenmistir. Calisma alaninda 6lgiim-
lenen, derinlige bagli olarak degisen, bu yiiksek genlikli anomalilerin farkli
acilardan gériiniimlii 3D (Ug boyutlu) hacimsel kiip model goriiniimleri Fig.
16 ve Fig. 17°de yer almaktadir.
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Fig. 14 1zmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi
Arkeojeofizik Arastirmalari’nda olasi tapinak alaninin GB kesiminin sahil kismi GPR
yiiksek genlikli anomali dagilim 2D kat haritalari (22 cm. seviye aralikli).
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Fig. 15 Izmir ili, Aliaga ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi
Arkeojeofizik Arastirmalari’nda olasi tapinak alaninin GB kesiminin bahge kismi GPR
yiiksek genliklianomali dagilim 2D kat haritalari (22 cm. seviye aralikli).

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bolgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinlerarasi Arastirmalar Sempozyumu




Fig. 16 Izmir Ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Y1li Yiizey Arastirmasi Arkeo-
jeofizik Arastirmalar’’nda olasi tapinak alaninin GB kesiminin sahil kismi GPR yiiksek

482
genlikli anomali dagilim 3D kiip modeli (tepeden bakis).
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Fig. 17 Izmir Ili, Aliaga ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Y1li Yiizey Arastirmasi
Arkeojeofizik Arastirmalari’nda olasi tapinak alaninin KD kesiminin bahge kismi GPR
yiiksek genlikli anomali dagilim 3D kiip modeli (tepeden bakis).
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Izmir Ili, Aliaga Ilgesi, Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi Arkeo-
jeofizik arastirmalarinda olasi tapinak alaninin KD ve GB kesimlerinin sahil ve
bahce kisimlari ve ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2017 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi Arkeojeo-
fizik Arastirmalar’nda olasi tapinak alani ve G kesimi ve sahil surlari izerinde
elde edilen GPR yiiksek genlikli anomalilerinin birlikte degerlendirilmesiyle
elde edilen 50 cm. ve 100 cm. derinlik seviyesi kat haritalari Fig. 18 ve Fig.
15°da goriilmektedir.

10. Bolge

483

m. Bolge

Fig. 18 Izmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2017-2018 Y1li Yiizey Arastirmasi
Arkeojeofizik Arastirmalari’nda olasi tapinak alaninin igi, G orta kism, sahil sur duvar
listii ve GB kesiminin sahil bahge kismi GPR yiiksek genlikli anomali dagilimlarini birlikte
gosteren 2D kat haritasi (5o cm. seviye aralikli).
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10.Bolge

1. Bolge

Fig. 19 Izmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, ‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2017-2018 Y1li Yiizey Arastirmasi
Arkeojeofizik Arastirmalari’nda olasi tapinak alaninin igi, G orta kisim, sahil sur duvari
listii ve GB kesiminin sahil bahge kismi GPR yiiksek genlikli anomali dagilimlarini birlikte
gosteren 2D kat haritasi (100 cm. seviye aralikli).
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Sonug

Izmir, Aliaga ilgesinde yer alan Gryneion Antik Kenti, Candarli Kérfezi’ne uza-
nan Temasalik Burnu ile bu yarimadanin karayla birlestigi cografyada konum-
lanmistir. Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 yili yiizey arastirmasi kapsaminda eski
dénemlere ait kalintilarin tahkiki amaciyla Jeofizik yontemlerden biri olan
Jeoradar (Yerradari-GPR) yontemi kullanilmistir.

Arastirma alaninda, ol¢ii konumlandirmasina bagli olarak 176 profilde, va-
ziyet planinda da gosterilen 4 bolgede, kendi igerisinde saha kotundan 5 m.
derinlige kadar Jeoradar dlgiimleri yapilmistir. Elde edilen GPR verilerinden,
veriislem agamalarindan sonra, iki boyutlu (2D) ve ii¢ boyutlu (3D) yeralti go-
riintiileri elde edilmistir. Calismada; GPR 6lgiim cihazi ve ekipmanlari (ProEx
uinite, 250 Mhz anten, notebook, DGPS anten) kullanilmistir. GPR verileri (ra-
dargramlar), Reflex 2D ve iig boyutlu grafik yazilimlari (Slice 3D) kullanilarak
yorumlanmistir.

Arastirma sahasinda gergeklestirilen Jeoradar (GPR) 6lglim galismalari ve de-
gerlendirmeleri neticesinde elde edilen 22 cm. derinlik aralikli anomali dagili-
mi kat haritalari ve derinlige bagli olarak degisen, bu yiiksek genlikli anoma-
lilerin, 3D (Ug boyutlu) hacimsel kiip modelleri goriintiilenmistir.

Gryneion Myrina’nin, Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 ve 2017 yillarinda élgiilen ve
degerlendirilen yiiksek genlikli GPR anomalileri birlikte degerlendirilmistir.
2017 yilinda goriintiilenen 8 bolge ve 212 GPR profili ve 2018 yilinda goriin-
tiilenen 4 Bolge ve 176 GPR profili birlikte degerlendirilerek toplam 12 bolge
ve 388 GPR profiline ait yiiksek genlikli anomali dagilimlarinin bir birleriyle
iliskileri goriintiilenmistir.

Gryneion Antik Kent sahasinda olasi tapinak alaninin KD ve GB bitisiginde
sahil ve bahge kesimlerinin anomali dagilimi kat haritalarinda yiiksek gen-
likli anomaliler gozlenmistir. Belirlenen bu yiiksek genlikli anomaliler, lineer
uzanimli, paralel gidisli, kare, dikdortgen sekilli, koseli, geometrik formda
goriintiilenmistir. KD Alanin bahge kesiminde (batisinda) dogrusal uzanimli
yiksek genlikli anomaliler dikkat gekmektedir. KD alanin sahil kesiminde (do-
gusunda) yaygin olarak kose formunda, mimariyapi temelleri gériinimiinde,
anomali dagilimlan goriintiilenmistir. Gryneion Antik Kent sahasinda olasi
tapinak alaninin KB kisminda da anomali dagilimi kat haritalarinda yiiksek
genlikli anomaliler gozlenmistir. Belirlenen bu yiiksek genlikli anomaliler,
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lineer uzamimli, paralel gidisli, kare, dikdortgen sekilli, koseli, geometrik
formda goriintiilenmistir. Alanin sahil kesiminde (batisinda) ve ortasinda
dogrusal gidisli ve koseli formda, mimari yapi kalintilari goriinimld, yiiksek
genlikli anomali dagilimlar goriintiilenmistir.
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‘Myrina ve Gryneion 2018 Yili Yiizey Arastirmasi’nda gerekli izinleri veren,
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yneion Antik Kentleri arkeolojik yiizey arastirmasi calismalari, 2017 yilindan
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Kyme Antik Kenti Surlariin
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Giris

Antik Kyme Kenti kalintilari, Izmir’den Bergama’ya gi-

den yolun sol tarafinda, Aliaga Ilcesinin 6 km. giineyinde

yer alir. Kyme surlarindan s6z eden yazili kaynaklar azdir

ve yetersizdir. Bu amagla jeofizik yontemlerden yararla-

narak yeraltinda gomiilii sur temellerinin goriintiilenmesi 489
icin GPR yonteminden yararlanilmistir. Izmir Ili, Aliaga Il- ——
cesi, Kyme Antik Kenti ve cevresindeki sur bolgesinde te-
melleri kaybolan Antik surlarin yerini belirlemek amaciyla
ol¢ii konumlandirmasina bagli olarak toplam 10 bolgede
165 profilde Arkeojeofizik calismalar kapsaminda GPR 6l-
cumleri yapilmigtir.

1 Dr. Ogr. Uyesi Fethi Ahmet YUKSEL, Istanbul Universitesi
Cerrahpasa Miihendislik Fakiiltesi, Jeofizik Miihendislik Bolimii.

2 Dog. Dr. Antonio LA MARCA, Dipartimento di Studi Umanistici,
Universita della Calabria, Arcavacata di Rende (Cosenza).

3 Jeofizik Miihendisi Kerim AVCI, Geometrik Miihendislik,
Musavirlik, Yeralti Aragtirmalari.

4 Dr. Murat CURA, Dipartimento di Biologia, Ecologia e Scienze
della Terra (DIiBEST), Universita della Calabria, Arcavacata di
Rende, CS, Italy.

5 Jeofizik Miihendisi Emine AVCI, Geometrik Miihendislik,
Musavirlik, Yeralti Aragtirmalari.
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Elde edilen GPR verilerinden, veri islem asamalarindan sonra, iki boyutlu (2D)
ve li¢ boyutlu (3D) yeralti goriintiileri elde edilmistir. Calismada; GPR 6lgiim
cihazi ve ekipmanlari (ProEx iinite, 250 Mhz anten, notebook, DGPS anten)
kullanilmigtir. GPR verileri (radargramlar), Resex 2D ve iig boyutlu grafik yazi-
limlari (Slice 3D) kullanilarak yorumlanmistir.

Inceleme alaninda Arkeojeofizik amacli jeoradar dlciimlerinden elde edilen
iki boyutlu (2D) ve iig boyutlu (3D) jeoradar kesitleri, kiip model goriintiileri
ve kat haritalarina gore, arastirma alanin da 6 m. derinlige kadar devam eden
prizmatik-dikdortgen geometrik yapiya sahip, kare, dikdortgen, koseli go-
riinimli mimari yapi temellerine atfedilebilecek, yliksek genlikli anomaliler
goriilmektedir.

Oniimiizdeki yillarda Kyme’deki gesitli yasam evrelerinde kent planinin 6zel-
liklerini anlamak ve andezit duvarin devam yoniinii dogrulamak igin en fazla
duvar yogunlugunun goriildiigii iki tepenin kenarlari boyunca arkeolojik ve
jeofizik calismalarin yapilacagi planlanmaktadir.

Boylece kentin ve Aiolis Bélgesi’nin daha genis tarihsel kapsamda arkeolojik

verilerinielde etmek miimkiin olabilecektir. Surileilgiliyapilacak Arkeojeofizik

ve arkeolojik calismalar ayni zamanda giivenilir genel bir ¢cerceveden yoksun

ve bircok baglanti noktasi eksik olan kent dokusuyla ilgili sorularin da ¢6zii-
miine fayda saglayacaktir.

Antik Kyme Kenti kalintilari, Izmir’in Aliaga Ilgesi’nin 6 km. giineyinde yer alir
(Fig. 1). Kyme M.O. 2. binin sonlarinda, Candarli Kérfezi’nin giineyindeki bir
koy icinde, Hellas’in kuzeyinden gelen toplumlar tarafindan kurulmustur®. Iki
nehirle sinirlanmis iki tepe lizerine insa edilmis olan Antik Kent denizdeki giiglii
konumu, hinterlandindaki verimli ovanin varligiyla oldukga kisa bir siire iginde,

“Aiolis kentlerinin en 6nemlisi ve en biiyligi” durumuna gelmistir”’ (Fig. 2).

6 Eusebio, Hier. Chron. 11, 970.
7  Strabon, Geografia, X111, 3, 6.
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1- Bergama 6- Menemen 11- Bayindir 16- Selguk 21- Narlidere
2- Dikili 7-Cigli 12- Odemis 17- Torbali 22- Guizelbahge
3- Kinik 8- Karstyaka 13- Kiraz 18- Menderes  23- Seferihisar
4- Aliaga 9- Bornova 14- Beydag 19- Balgova 24- Cesme

5- Foga 10- Kemalpasa 15- Tire 20- Konak 25- Karaburun

Fig. 1 Izmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, Antik Kyme Kenti yer bulduru haritasi.
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METHYMNIA 3

MYTILENE

NOTION

AiolisBblgesi e~ o b KnroniotA MARS

Fig. 2 Aiolis Kentleri®.

M.O. 8. yiizyilda Kymeliler deniz yoluyla ticaret yapiyorlardi; ayrica tarim
ekonomilerinin temelini olusturmaktaydi®. Kyme 6nemli bir liman kentidir.
Yaklasitk 200 m. uzunlugunda bir iskeleye sahip olan liman, giiniimiizde de
hala goriintir durumdadir'. Arkaik Donem’de sikke basan ilk koloniler ara-
sindadir. Klasik Donem’de ise Kyme, Ege sehirleri arasinda 6nemli bir siyasi
konuma sahipti. Hellenistik Donem’de bazi 6nemli yapilarin insasiyla kent
yeniden diizenlenmistir. Tim kentte homojen olarak belgelenen arkeolojik
veriler, piskoposluk merkezi olmasi nedeniyle Geg Antik ve Erken Bizans D6-
nemi’nde, kentin hala yaygin yerlesim alanini korudugunu isaret etmekte-
dir''. Yapilan arastirmalar ve eldeki veriler Antik Kent’in kurulusundan M.S.
13. yiizyila kadar kesintisiz iskan gordiigii dogrultusundadir'2. Son yillardaki
calismalar 6zelikle kent merkezindeki kazilara odaklanmistir: Agora, Stoa,

8 LaMarca2013,301-316.

9 Esiodo, Le Opere e i Giorni, vv. 635-640.

10 Esposito — Felici — Gianfrotto — Scognamiglio 2003, 1-37.
11 LaMarca 2013, 301-316.

12 LaMarca 2012, 103-116.
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Tiyatro®, Kiigiik Tapinak, Siitunlu Yol*, Yerlesim Bolgesi (Mahalle)*®, Helle-
nistik Dénem Sur Duvan? (Fig. 3-4-5). Bunlarin yani sira Bizans Kale’sindeki
restorasyon calismalar tamamlanmistir’®, Merkezdeki arastirmalar devam
ederken, kentin banliydsiinde de kazilar yapilmistir’s. Ayrica Kyme’de bazi
ciftlikler, bir zeytinyagiisligi, kentin su gereksinimine hizmet veren sarniglarin
goriildiigii bir alan ve M.O. 7. yiizyildan Erken Bizans Donemi’ne kadar genis
bir zaman dilimi iginde kullanim géren nekropoller agiga ¢ikarilmistir.

M.O 4. yiizyilin sonuna tarihlendirilen sur yapisi baslangicta liman alaninda
aciga cikarilmistir. Kazisi yapilan boliimiinde sur 2.40 m. yiikseklige erisir.
Kalinligi 3.20 m. ve iki duvar arasi dolgu teknigi kullanilmistir.

Kyme Korfezi

Kyme Antik Kenti Kazi Alanlar (Kyme Kazi Arsivi)

1- Liman 5- Tiyatro 9- Avlulu Kapi 13- isis Tapinag
2- Kale 6- Agora 10- Roma Hamami 14- Adak Copliigii
3- Sur Duvar 7- Kiglik Tapinak ~ 11- Yerlessim Alani  15- Sur Duvari

4- Stoa 8- Siitunlu Ev 12- Stoa 16-Yeni Tumiilis

Fig. 3 Izmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, Kyme Antik Kenti kazi alanlari ve sur duvarlarinin konumu
(Kyme Kazi Arsivi).

13 Mancuso 2011.

14 Horicht 2007, 103 —134.

15 Lagona 2004, 1-89.

16 Frasca 2007, 89 —102.

17 LaMarca 2013, 301-316.

18  Patitucci 2006, 187 —192; Patitucci — Uggeri 2001, 47 — 112.

19 LaMarca 2010, 397 — 417; La Marca — Pace 2011.
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494 Birinci Béliim (Tratto A)

Sur Duvari - Cinta Muraria
Geg Hellenistik -Tardo ellenistico

Ge¢ Roma - Tardo romano
Proto Bizans - Proto bizantino

K= X1 yiizyil

Fig. 5 Sur Duvari ve Bizans Kalesi plani (Kyme Kazi Arsivi).
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Arkeojeofizik Aragtirmalar

Kyme surlarindan s6z eden yazili kaynaklar azdir ve yetersizdir. Bu amagla
jeofizik yontemlerden yararlanarak yeraltinda gomiilii sur temellerinin go-
riintiilenmesi icin GPR yonteminden yararlanilmistir. Izmir ili, Aliaga Ilcesi,
Kyme Antik Kenti ve ¢evresindeki sur bolgesindeki temelleri kaybolan Antik
surlarin yerini belirlemek amaciyla profilde Arkeojeofizik calismalar kapsa-
minda GPR élgiimleri yapilmigtir (Fig. 6).

495

Fig. 6 Izmir Ili, Aliaga Ilgesi, ‘Kyme Antik Kenti Cevresindeki Surlarin GPR Radar Olciim
Profillerinin Vaziyet Planr’, 1 m.-5 m. seviye araligindaki kat haritalari, kazi alanlarn ve
surlarin konumu, galisma alanindan goriintiiler ve galisma alaninin uydu ve hava fotograflari.
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Arastirma alani, Izmir Ili, Aliaga Ilcesi, Kyme Antik Kent sahasi ve cevresin-
deki, Antik surlarin kaybolan temellerinin bulundugu lokasyonlari igerir°.
Olgii konumlandirmasina bagli olarak toplam 10 bélge de 165 profilde GPR
radar olgiimleri alinmistir. Elde edilen GPR verilerinden, veri islem asamala-
rindan sonra, iki boyutlu (2D) ve ii¢ boyutlu (3D) yeralti goriintiileri ve kat
haritalar elde edilmistir. Calismada; GPR 6lgiim cihazi ve ekipmanlari (Pro-
Ex linite, 250 MHz anten, notebook, DGPS anten) kullanilmistir. GPR verileri
(radargramlar), Reflex 2D ve tig boyutlu grafik yazilimlari (Slice 3D) kullanila-
rak yorumlanmistir. Arazide dlgiimler kontrol edilerek alindiktan sonra, 6nce
alinan sinyallere Static Corection ile istenmeyen veri atilmistir, devaminda
devow filtre (subtract-mean) uygulanmistir, daha sonra gain ile veriye kazang
saglanmistir, en son band gegisli filtre uygulanarak (bandpass butterworth)
veri kalitesi arttirilmis ve istenmeyen giiriiltiiler yok edilmistir.

Inceleme alaninda Arkeojeofizik amacli jeoradar dlciimlerinden elde edilen
iki boyutlu (2D) ve tig boyutlu (3D) jeoradar kesitleri, kiip model goriintiileri
ve kat haritalarina gore, arastirma alanin da 6 m. derinlige kadar devam eden
prizmatik-dikdortgen geometrik yapiya sahip, kare, dikdortgen, koseli go-
riinlimli mimari yapi temellerine atfedilebilecek, yiiksek genlikli anomaliler
goriilmektedir.

Oniimiizdeki yillarda Kyme’deki cesitli yasam evrelerinde kent planinin 6zel-
liklerini anlamak ve andezit duvarin devam yoniinii dogrulamak igin en fazla
duvar yogunlugunun goriildiigii iki tepenin kenarlari boyunca arkeolojik ve
jeofizik calismalarin yapilacagi planlanmaktadir.

Boylece kentin ve Aiolis Bolgesi’nin daha genis tarihsel kapsamda arkeolojik

verilerinielde etmek miimkiin olabilecektir. Surileilgiliyapilacak Arkeojeofizik

ve arkeolojik galismalar ayni zamanda giivenilir genel bir cergeveden yoksun

ve bircok baglanti noktasi eksik olan kent dokusuyla ilgili sorularin da ¢6zii-
miine fayda saglayacaktir.

20 Avcl 2015, 104.
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Sonug

Izmir 1li, Aliaga Ilgesi, Kyme Antik Kent sahasi ve cevresindeki surlarin yeri-
nin belirlenmesi amaciyla, Jeofizik yontemlerden biri olan Jeoradar (Yerrada-
r-GPR) yontemi kullanilarak Arkeojeofizik ¢alismalar yapilmistir. Arastirma
alaninda, 6l¢ii konumlandirmasina bagli olarak toplam 165 profilde Jeoradar
olclimleri yapilmigtir.

Kyme Antik Kent surlarinin gectigi diisiiniilen lokasyonlarda Arkeojeofizik
amagli jeoradar 6lgiimlerinden elde edilen iki boyutlu (2D) ve tig boyutlu (3D)
jeoradar kesitleri, kiip model goriintiileri ve kat haritalarina gore, arastirma
alanin da 6 m. derinlige kadar devam eden prizmatik-dikdortgen geometrik
yaplya sahip, kare, dikdortgen, koseli goriinlimlii mimari yapi temellerine at-
fedilebilecek, yliksek genlikli anomaliler goriintiilenmistir.

Kyme’deki ¢esitli yasam evrelerinde kent planinin 6zelliklerini anlamak ve
andezit duvarin devam yoniini dogrulamak igin arkeolojik ve ilave jeofizik
calismalar yapilmalidir.

Kyme Antik Kenti’nin ve Aiolis Bolgesi’nin daha genis tarihsel kapsamda
arkeolojik verilerini elde etmek igin kazilar siirdiiriilmelidir. Sur ile ilgili
yapilacak arkeojeofizik ve arkeolojik ¢alismalar birgok baglanti noktasi eksik
olan kent dokusu ve sur devamliligiyla ilgili sorularin da ¢6ziimiine fayda sag-
layacaktir.

Tesekkiir

Uluslararasi Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bélgesi Arkeoloji ve Inter Disipliner
Arastirmalar Sempozyumu’nun Bilimsel Organizasyon Komitesine, diizenle-
yenlerine ve calisanlarina, Dog. Dr. Murat Cekilmez’e, Kurumsal Organizator
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Kaymakamligi’na tesekkiir ederiz.
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| Michel E. FUCHS® ALIAGA AND
ITS TERRITORY

Mosaics of Kyme,
Myrina and Gryneion:
Old and Recent Discoveries

Up until now, only a few elements of mosaics have been
discovered in the territory of Aliaga?. They are of interest
both for the reasons they are recognised and for the con-
text to which they are most likely to be attached. The first
pavement of this regional list was discovered in Kyme in
1979 by Ekrem Akurgal, near the city wall on the eastern
edge of the southern hill. In addition, there is a fragment
found in Myrina and a drawing published in 1959 and
three other fragments from Gryneion.

A Pebble Mosaic in Kyme

The Kyme mosaic was uncovered following the laying of a
pipe,whichdamageditscentralaxis(Fig.1). Theexcavation
photo also highlights the fact that the pavement was dis-
turbed by the construction of a later wall®. The decoration

1 Prof. Michel E. Fuchs, Université de Lausanne , Anthropole, CH
-1015 Lausanne.

2 My special thanks go to Dr. Emel Dereboylu Poulain, scientific
collaborator of the Institute of Archaeology and Ancient Sciences
(IASA), University of Lausanne, for presenting me this documenta-
tion and allowing me to present it at the symposium at Aliaga. My
thanks to its organizer, Prof. Murat Cekilmez.

3 Salzmann 1993, Figs. 2-5; Lagona 1999, 17, Figs. 41-42; Bingdl
1997, 80-82, Figs. 54-55.
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Fig. 1 Kyme, dolphin mosaic. Photo Excavation E. Akurgal, 1979.

is well recognizable: Undoubtedly framed on three sides by a black and white
border, a rectangular white carpet stands out from the background, with a
frame of two black stripes followed by a line of single roll-up posts; in the
centre of the space thus delimited, a six-black petal finial inserted in a square
is surrounded by two carpets whose motifs are sufficiently preserved to re-
produce four dolphins on each side of the central finial, two facing each other
and two following each other in two registers, in a curious arrangement be-
cause one would have expected an opposition in the symmetry of the motifs,
at least according to the proposed restitution design (Fig. 2), taken up by Or-
han Bingol*. However, considering the detail of the second dolphin carpet,
the dolphins continue in the part furthest from the central finial, as is clearly
indicated by the tail appearing to the left of the fully preserved dolphin (Fig.
3), suggesting that the two dolphins closest to the finial were facing each

4 Bingdl1997, Fig. 55; restitution is taken up again by Guimier-Sorbets 20ma, Fig. 11.
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other; the restitution drawing must therefore be corrected (Fig. 4). The pe-
culiarity of this pavement, which provides a first element of dating, is that it
is not made of mosaic tesserae but of pebbles, a very old technique that will
only be supplanted by the opus tessellatum, the mosaic of stone cubes, from
the end of the 3" century BC.
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Fig. 3 Kyme, dolphin mosaic. Lagona 1999, 38, Fig. 42.
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Fig. 4 Kyme, dolphin mosaic, restitution revisited in its right part. Drawing C.
Chezeaux, A. Mazzoni, IASA, Unil, from Bingol 1997, Fig. 55.

Without wishing to repeat the history of pebble paving, it is worth recalling
here that this type of flooring can be used for ornamental, geometrical and
floral motifs as well as for figurative motifs as early as the 5% century BC in
Corinth, for example, and that it took its place in the ceremonial rooms of the
house in the classical period, as in Olynthos in the first half of the 4* century
BC®. In this city, the Villa de la Bonne Fortune, named after one of its floors
bearing the inscription Agathe Tuche, has more elaborate pebble carpets in
the wing that includes a vestibule followed by a magnified threshold to enter
the banqueting hall, in the andron. The figurative motifs refer to the Iliad and
the scene of Achilles receiving his arms from Thetis in the vestibule, a sign
of the good education of the owner of the premises, followed by two panis-
koi or fauns around a crater, setting the tone as he enters the andron, where
the procession develops, the thiasos of Dionysus installed on his chariot.
As Anne-Marie Guimier-Sorbets has shown, the Dionysian theme is the one
that was generally used in banquet halls from the 4% century BC onwards
and throughout the Hellenistic period®. In Eretria, during the excavations

5 Dunbabin 1999, 6, Figs. 1-2 (Korinthos); Dunbabin 1999, 6-8, Figs. 4-5 (Olynthos).
6 Guimier-Sorbets 2011b, 437-438.
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carried out by Swiss archaeologists, currently directed by Karl Reber, profes-
sor of classical archaeology at the University of Lausanne, the discovery of
the so-called Mosaic House revealed pebble paving reserved for banqueting
halls and their surroundings’. The discourse is not very different from that of
Olynthos: Mask and floral motifs in the andron 5 (Fig. 5), sphinxes against
felines in the vestibule 8 (Fig. 6), nereid carrying Achilles’ weapons on the
threshold and a fight between griffins and Arimaspi accompanied by lions
chasing horses in the centre of the andron 9, scenes that surround a rosette
inscribed in a square that is decorated with eagles and boucrania in the
spandrels (Fig. 7). We are around 360 BC. Later, in Pella, a deer hunt occu-
pies an andron of the House of the Kidnapping of Helena, in the last quarter
of the 4*" century; the vegetal ornament still has its place in the frame, as do
the lines of posts, which are found in the tholos building and in the house
of the Dionysus of the Macedonian capital as well as in the palace of Ver-
gina®. In Alexandria, the tone changes but the pattern remains: An andron
from the region of the palaces near the Great Library is decorated with chases
and animal confrontations framed by a hunting scene, this time with Erotes
as hunters, completely in the Alexandrian spirit®. Closer to the example of
Kyme, two pebbled floors of Assos and Erythrai see a rectangular carpet
occupying the central space of a room; griffins face each other on the floor of
Assos, around six-petalled florets; on the long side, one of the griffins shows
a leonine head and the other a crested bird’s head; surrounded by posts, the
centre of the device has not been preserved (Fig. 6). The frame is adorned
with griffins with leonine heads facing each other around palmettes in Eryth-
rai, a house under the Bouleuterion; the central carpet is fringed with posts,
enhanced by sea monsters in spandrels of an incomplete rhombus (Fig. 7).
Both flooring are dated to the 2" century BC*°.

7 Ducrey-Metzger-Reber 1993, in part. 45-47, 58-61, 85-96, Figs. 44-45, 95-97, pl. I-II1.

8 Ginouves et al. 1993, Figs. 105, 115, 116 and 118; the chapter on Hellenistic mosaics of
Macedonia in Ginouves et al. 1993, 117-136, is by A.-M. Guimier-Sorbets.

9 Guimier-Sorbets 2071c, 47.

10 Guimier-Sorbets 20ma, Fig. 7, Arslan-Bakan 2012, 3-4, Fig. 4 (Assos); Bingol 1997, 78-
79, Fig. 51, falsely attributes the mosaic to Erythrai. Bingol 1997, 78, pl. 8, 3; Guimier-Sor-
bets 20m1a, 187, Fig. 6 (Erythrai).
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Fig. 6 Eretria, House of Mosaics, Lobby 8. Photo A. F. Voegelin, AMB.

The decoration of the Kyme pavement is found on many pebble mosaics:
Dolphins are facing each other on either side of a carpet of Abdera, in Thrace,
with plant motifs and finials: A rosette surrounded by birds in flight in the
spandrels adorns the centre of a Pergamon pavement, while facing griffins
occupy one of the sides of the carpet below the line of posts that surrounds it
(Fig. 8). In the 3 century BC, the fore-chamber part of a Tarsos pavement in
Cilicia shows a pair of dolphins back to back on either side of a nine-petalled
rosette; the bottom of the room gives way to three circular crowns schema-
tized in front of three palmettes. The whole is inserted in an architectural
border of a line of warheads and spearheads, a braid with two strands and a
line of posts, forming a unitary program whose meaning should not escape
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Fig. 7 Erétrie, Mosaic House, andron 9. Watercolour, B. Reymond, ESAG, Lausanne.

the users of the room™. It is still the Dionysian theme behind these presenta-
tions: Dionysus, fleeing Lycurgus and his pretensions, meets the nereid The-
tis in his sea voyage; he becomes the master of the dolphins. The finial and
the rosette are the places where the table will be set or, better still, the crater
in the banqueting rooms*2. At Nymphaeum Arsameia in Commagena, the

1 Salzmann 1982, cat. n° 142, Guimier-Sorbets 2011a, Fig. 9 (Abdera); Bingdl 1997, 71, 73,
Fig. 45, Dunbabin 1999, 19-20, Fig. 17 (Pergamon); Salzmann 1982, cat. n° 125, pl. 63, 3-4;
Bingdl 1997, 78-79, Figs. 52-53 (Tarsos).

12 Guimier-Sorbets 2011c, 46-47.
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Fig. 8 Erythrai, building under the Bouleuterion, mosaic with griffins and sea horses.
Bingdl1997, pl. 8, 3.

Fig. 9 Samosate, palace, mosaic with dolphins. Salman 2012, Fig. 1.

Dionysian presence signified by a decoration of dolphins is obvious:
Ivy scrolls intervene at the edge of a central carpet where two dolphins are
facing each other on either side of an amphora, six-petalled florets certainly
bordering them on each side, even if the one on the right is not preserved®.
The transition to mosaic tesserae was carried out between the end of the 2"
and the beginning of the 1st century BC, facilitating the arrangement of the

13 Bingdl1997, 106-107, Figs. 71-72; Guimier-Sorbets 20ma, 187, Fig. 5; Salman 2012, 189-190, Fig. 2.

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



border in a varied series of motifs, beads and pirouettes, meanders, saw-
tooth, posts and turreted fringe. The pattern has become more complex,
but the preferred theme of Hellenistic ceremonial floors has been retained.
The tessellated flooring allows variations on the pattern that is perfectly il-
lustrated in the mosaic of the Samosate palace dated to the 1st century BC,
where two dolphins once again confront each other around an amphora!4.
The treatment is nuanced both in the colour and in the shapes taken by the
figures; only black, white, red and grey are used, but in such a way as to offer
the possibility of differentiating between the two dolphins whose beaks are
detailed according to the Roman mode of the end of the Republic and the
beginning of the Empire; the framing takes on the appearance of a seascape
by distributing fish of different kinds in space, confronted, even accompanied
by a pilot fish for one of them, around a pattern of algae and coral replacing
the finial or rosette of the previous examples (Fig. 9). In Delos, pebbles and
tesserae were mixed at the end of the 2" century and the beginning of the 1st
century BC, between about 130 and 88 BCY; they perpetuate the tradition
of motifs introduced from the 4% century onwards by refining their render-
ing for central carpets made with tesserae while the pebbles are inserted in
the frames. Still surrounded by posts, a finial is arranged in a square with
palmettes in the spandrels in the centre of Room I of House III N, a rectan-
gular carpet is bordered by framing lines in the centre of Room F of House B,
another with a complex frame features finials, amphora and laurel branches
in the House of Masks, while two dolphins facing each other plunge in their
direction on an adjoining carpet; to put a few figures, the House of Tritons
organizes the floor of its andron in pebbles around the tesserae that make up
the image of a female Triton flown over by an Eros*®. The central space of the
banquet rooms remains the place of figurative or ornamental speech, refined
by the use of a new technique. The dolphin motif has benefited from this and
it’s significant position in an andron makes it the most privileged figure in the
whole Mediterranean area: It is found both in southern Italy, in Buccino-Vol-
cei, through a rare example of the use of marble and terracotta veneers
for it’s treatment, and on the Spanish coast, in Cartagena, where dolphins

14 Bingol1gg7, 110, pl. 24, 2; Guimier-Sorbets 201b, 444-445, Fig. 12; Salman 2012, 188-189, Fig. 1.
15 Dunbabin 1999, 30-31.
16 Dunbabin 1999, Figs. 31, 37, 297; Guimier-Sorbets 2011b, 441-442, Fig. 6; Bruneau 1972, 176.
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circle around a central finial'. Even though the context of Kyme’s paving is
not well known, there is no doubt that it’s pebbled floor invites us to interpret
it as the decoration of a banquet hall, an andron. The style adopted, in view of
the series of similarities mentioned, leads us to date the composition to the
end of the 3 or the beginning of the 2" century BC, which is what proposed
0. Bingol8.

White Tesserae to Myrina
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Fig. 10 Myrina, Oteki Tepe, mosaic with coarse white tesserae. Photo M. E. Fuchs, Lausanne.

17 Guimier-Sorbets 2011c, 81; Vassal 2016, Figs. 2, 5.

18 Bingol 1997, 80; Lagona 1999, 17, in turn advances the date to the second half of the
3" century BC.
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The 2012 survey in the Myrina region recorded part of a pavement still in situ
on the path to the top of the Oteki Tepe (Fig. 10)™. Large white tesserae, 1-2
and up to 3 cm.insize, are laid in lines perpendicular to the slope. The type of
tesserae used and their arrangement invite to see there the paving of a path,
a portico, or a corridor on a par with the paving of the large portico of the villa
of Tiberius in Capri and the gallery that gives access to it. The context having
yielded numerous ceramic shards dating from the Classical and Hellenistic
periods, such a pavement would have to be linked to the end of the Hellenis-
tic period, if not to the beginning of the Roman Empire.

A Geometric Mosaic at Gryneion

In 1957, a mosaic was discovered along the Izmir-Pergamon road under con-
struction. The data given by Lenore Keene are relatively precise: 75 km. north
of Izmir, where the road is 50 m. from the sea near Aliaga, where it passes
through a cut in the hills® . It is there that a “very thin mosaic pavement”
is cleared on the land side of the road while a cemetery is founded on the
sea side. A first mosaic is then described, specifying that swans were placed
in each corner, according to its discoverer, Robert MaclIntyre, USIS (Unit-
ed States Information Service) director responsible for Turkish roads in the
districts of Izmir and Pergamon; it has not been preserved. However, the brief
description given suggests that we are dealing with an early mosaic, present-
ing a carpet in the tradition of the dolphin pebble mosaics studied above or
with birds with outstretched wings as in Pergamon, but certainly treated
with tesserae, following a technique and style specific to the 2" or 1st centu-
ry BC?. L. Keene, on the other hand, has seen the mosaic that we are about
to occupy, observed over an area of about 3.60 m.x1.30 m. (Fig. 11). Only
part of the pavement has been excavated, drawn and described as follows:
“mosaic... with brilliant colors-brick red, yellow, black, greenish-gray, orange
and white... The motifs used in it were purely geometric and stylised floral
designs... The pattern was a mixture of squares, triangles, and polygons, set
against other to form a pattern of large interlocking circles with the center

19 Oztiirk 2017, 141, Fig. 7.
20 Keene 1959, 55.

21 Dunbabin 1999, Fig. 17 (Pergamon), Fig. 34 (Delos, House of Dolphins), Fig. 74 (Gla-
num, House of Capricorn).
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Fig. 11 Gryneion, mosaic discovered in 1957. Drawing Keene 1959, pl. 28, Fig. 1.

512 a hexagon, bordered with 6 squares alternating with 6 equilateral triangles
- places to forma a 12-sided circle”. The description goes on in detail; very well
done, I do not hesitate to quote it here again: “All the designs were bordered
in black. The middle of one circle was a four-bladed spiral fan, in yellow, black,
and red, with a center of 4 bits of green. Another hexagon had a 4-bladed
propellor in red, with graceful swirls around it. And the third circle center
probably had a stylized flower and leaf design, though this was found to have
been almost all destroyed. Finally, one hexagon with a red linear design was
partially uncovered”?. Thus four hexagons were found, more or less whole.
The south side of the pavement was obliterated by the construction of the
road while the other sides were to continue but could not be raised. Keene
admits that it is a fairly wide pavement, but there is no evidence of the edge
of the pavement. The cleared plaque was re-veiled at the end of the excava-
tion. During a further visit to the site, part of the pavement was cleared in the
presence of L. Keene and an employee of the Izmir Museum, Hakki Giiltekin,
who is in favour of a late Roman decoration. Villagers mention on this

22 Keene 1959, 55-56.

ALIAGA AND ITS TERRITORY



occasion a fragment of a mosaic with birds, which is said to be related to
the swan mosaic. L. Keene rightly assumes that the latter is older and that
it would have been covered at a higher level by the mosaic with the white
discoloured background.

The type of varied representation shown on the pavement is reminiscent of a
very ancient tradition in Asia Minor, since in the 8t century B.C. In Gordion,
the play on the mixture of geometric motifs was already present?. However,
the organisation of the motifs, the style adopted and the details, even if we
have to rely on a drawing, bring the tile flooring closer to a later series of
tesserae, developed as early as the Roman period, as can be seen in a floor-
ing of Pergamon dated from the 3" century AD and even more so in a mosaic
of the Basilica of St. John of Ephesus dated from the 5% century AD%. It is,
however, a peculiar pattern that can be deduced from the drawing of Lenore
Keene, who saw his first witnesses under Emperor Galerius in the early 4%
century in Thessaloniki and Romuliana/Gamzigrad®. The description that
can be given of Gryneion’s decoration, based on the repertoire of geometrical
decorations of the Roman mosaic?, is as follows: detail of a honeycomb com-
position of secant dodecagons: In a circle and around a central dodecagon
are distributed at least six dodecagons, all secant, creating effects of squares,
triangles and hexagons; these are occupied by various motifs, concave
squares, Solomon’s knot, chessboard-pattern, polychrome rectangles for the
squares and composite finial with elements of volutes and hederae, square
with loops, probably svastikas and turning wheel, more difficult to distin-
guish, in the hexagons. This type of pattern is found among other carpets in
peristyles or galleries such as in Sardis, in the synagogue, in the middle of the
4t century AD. A mosaic in the Basilica of the Agora of Aphrodisias offers a
decorative scheme closer to our example, dated between 360 and 370 AD;
this paving scheme continued at least until the 5% century, as shown in the
mosaic in the church of Manisa?. The pattern is adopted in private spaces,

23 Bingoliggy, pl. 3, 3.
24 Bingolig9g7, Fig. 87 (Pergamon); Scheibelreiter-Gail 20m, Fig. 181 (Ephesus).

25 Kolarik 1994, pl. XCIII, 1-2 (Thessaloniki, Galerius’ palace); Kolarik 1994, pl. XCIV, 1
(Romuliana, Galerius’ residence).

26 Balmelle et al. 2002, in part. 322-326, pl. 205-208.

27 Scheibelreiter-Gail 201, Figs. 578-580 (Sardis); Scheibelreiter-Gail 201, Figs. 13-14
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whether in a peristyle in Erythrai in the 5" century or in a villa occupied from
the 4% to the 6% century at Nymphaion-Kemalpasa, whose flooring is stylis-
tically dated to the 5t century?®. A close organisation was chosen in the 5
century for a floor at the entrance to the basilica in Germe-Gonen in the dis-
trict of Balikesir®. It is perhaps to a proto-Byzantine church that the flooring
of Gryneion should be attributed.

Fig. 12 Gryneion, fragments of mosaics seen during prospecting in 2019.
Photo M. E. Fuchs, Lausanne.

Discovered during prospecting on the site of Gryneion, west of the Izmir-Per-
gamon road, without any direct relationship with remains, two fragments of
mosaic were submitted to me by Emel Dereboylu Poulain in 2018. During a
new survey in July 2019, the fragments in question were rediscovered and
cleaned (Fig. 12). With the help of relatively coarse tesserae, 1 cm.-1.5 cm.
square, an ivy scroll was found on a white background, consisting of a double
yellow and black stem with black ivy leaves on one side and yellow leaves
on the other. On the fragment to the left of the illustration, scattered yel-
low tesserae suggest the existence of a motif other than ivy at this location.

(Aphrodisias); Tok 2008, Figs. 1-3, 5 (Manisa).
28 Jobst20m, 494, Fig. 27 (Erythrai); Tok — Talaman — Atici 2013, figs. 3, 90,ill. 4 (Nymphaion).

29 Jobst 20m, Figs. 8-10, 12-20.
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Note that the fragment on the right of the illustration has lost a part of the
motif above the yellow ivy leaf between 2018 and 2019 (Fig. 13). An addi-
tional fragment has been identified, consisting of white and two light yellow
tesserae; the smaller size of the tesserae and the difference in support make
it advisable to restore this fragment to another mosaic.

The representation of ivy on mosaic,
isolated or in scrolls, has been known
for a long time, including on pebble
pavements. However, the way in which
the two Gryneion motifs are presented
leads one to believe that they are late
decorations, such as those of the stoa
of Alytarchos at Ephesus, on the edge
of the Curetes Street, or of the House
of the Tetrapylon at Aphrodisias, both
dated between the end of the 4 and
the beginning of the 5" century AD3°.
The motif accompanies the interior of

central compartments or carpets as
well as being found on the borders of

Fig. 13 Gryneion, mosaic fragment
discovered during prospecting in 2017. compositions. This is the case in Ha-

Photo E. Dereboylu Poulain, Lausanne.  [jkarnassos, in a late house in the an-

cientcity, the House of Charidemos, on a pavement dated to the second half of

the 5t century. In Xanthos, in the East Basilica, whose flooring was published
in the first volume of the Corpus of Mosaics of Turkey, the south wing has a
central decoration close to that of Gryneion designed by L. Keene and the
atrium is paved at the same time, around the middle of the 5 century, with
a border decorating the entire perimeter of the peristyle carpets, enhanced
by a scroll of ivy close to the recently discovered fragments3!. Furthermore,
the treatment of the scrolls of the foliage, with weedy tigellae, seems to
correspond to the isolated yellow tesserae of the first fragment of Gryneion.

30 Scheibelreiter-Gail 201, Fig. 71 (Ephesus); Scheibelreiter-Gail 201, Figs. 45, 47-48, 50
(Aphrodisias).

31 Poulsen 2008, Figs. 10-11 (Halikarnassos); Raynaud 2008, 121-122, Figs. 1-3a; Raynaud
2009, Figs. 18, 20-21, 25, 39, 77, 80-81, 85, 88-91.
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Moreover, the strange motif seen on the drawing of Gryneion’s pavement,
which one would be tempted to interpret as a spinning wheel, is similar to a
motif in the north corner of the atrium of the Basilica of Xanthos, understood
here as a pomegranate tree3. Gryneion’s decoration is also not very far from
the first decorative phase of the paving of the basilica of Derecik, Bliyiikorhan
district in the province of Bursa3® . Excavation and study of the central carpet
of the nave have shown that it dates from the mid-4t century. It plays on the
variation of singular geometric motifs, on a limited number of colours, while
organizing them in a centralized system (Fig. 14). On the edge of the carpet
that succeeds it towards the apse to the east, a scroll of coarse ivy took place
at the same time, before the repairs of the 5% century.

516

Fig. 14 Derecik, Biiyiikorhan, basilica. Central carpet and departure from the apse. Photo O.

Taking into account the various elements advanced, the design of Gryneion’s
paving preferably represents a basilica floor rather than a late Antique vil-
la. The preferred dating is that of the end of the 4" and beginning of the 5t
century AD. The two fragments of ivy scrolls, are therefore I propose to see
in the drawing of the pavement of Gryneion the representation of a basilica

32 Raynaud 2009, Fig. 26.
33 Fuchs — Delbarre-Bartschi 20m, Figs. 5, 7; Fuchs — Delbarre-Bartschi 2018, Figs. 8-9.
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floor rather than a villa of late antiquity. The preferred dating is that of the
second half of the 4*" century or the beginning of the 5 century AD. The two
fragments of ivy scrolls could well have come from the same building; they
certainly belong to a late border decoration, from the same period as the mo-
saic found in 1957.

There are very few pavement decorations that can be linked for the moment
to the cities of Kyme, Myrina and Gryneion. The prospecting launched by
Murat Cekilmez has already brought new elements. Let us bet that the works
in progress and future excavations will bring to light their lot of decorations
in the form of mosaics or murals worthy of a region where Apollo is majesti-
cally honoured.
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Apameia Antlagmasi 323

Apar Tepe 248

Aphrodite 110 - 266

Apollon 22-42-44.45.46-47-48-55-.59-157 - 227 - 228 - 236
- 266 -453.469 - 471

Argaios Dagi 251.275

Aristides Baltazzi 65 - 66

Aristonikos 323.324.326-327-330-331-454 . 464 - 465

Arkaik Donem 190-272-319-327-336-337-338-339-347-348-378
-379-380-381-382-383-384-397-492

Arkhippe 43

Artemis 224 - 266

522 Assos 173-176 -190 - 199 - 387 - 402 - 505 - 518
- Asya Eyaleti 25

Atarneus 387-427

Athena 100-101-112-116-183- 266 - 316 - 327 -383-385-401
-422

Atina Fransiz Okulu 66-77-244

Augustus 26 - 237

Aydin Arkeoloji Miizesi 40

B

Bakirgay 89.243

Ballik Kayasi 376

Baltazzi 22-42-46-58-65-66-77-358
Batigim 338

Bayindir Koyii 250

Bayramlar Koyii 250

Benedetto Carroccio 12-30-34-207-209

Bergama 47 - 66 - 210 - 331 - 435 - 465
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Beriki Tepe
Bithynia

Bizans

Bogazkoy
Bogsak Adasi
Bozkdy
Buruncuk
Biiyiik Iskender

c

67-68-70-244-272
103-250-320-323-325

18-25.26-27-47-68-70-71-272- 276 - 455 - 460 -
492 -493

250

250

32-338-340-346-349
132.279-285-286 - 288 - 289 - 290
22-319-329

Caltilidere
Camalt: Tuzlas
Candarli

Cantabria

¢

42 -263-264
451 - 463

42 .67 -95-243 . 245 .334 - 347 - 354 - 405 - 413 - 414 -
416 - 420 - 435 - 441 - 442 - 447 - 468 - 485 - 490

239

Cetili Yaka
Chandler

Chios

Christopher P. Jones
Cifit Kalesi

Cingirt Kayaliklan
Conze

Crassus

D

376 523
46 —
19-86-113-116 - 119 - 148 - 441
238

45.46-47

249

45. 46 - 58 - 358 - 360 - 364 - 370
454

Degirmendere Vadisi

Demir Cagi

Demosthenes Baltazzi

Dere Mabhallesi
Derira
Diateichisma
Didim

Dor

377-380-384
333.335

46

376 -384

239

285422

445

68
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Dortyildiz Nekropolisi 347

Duman Koyii 254

Dumanli Dag 243279 - 288

E

Edremit Korfezi 375

Ege Giibre 17.35.81-82-83-.84-85-88-89-95-336

Ekrem Akurgal 66-160 - 501

Elaitikos 42-67-243-354

Emiralem Ovasi 376 -377-380-384

Emre Erdan 12-.13.40-353-416

Ephesos 65-153-155-214.215-220-230-249-277-319-324 -

325326 -327-390-431

Ephesoslu Ioannes 239

Erathostenes 333

Eros 116 - 266 - 509

Erythrai 317-505-514

Euboea 19-148-149-151-152-154-160 - 302 - 309
524 Eusebios 333

F

Felix Pirson 10-12-419

Foga 20-43-44.59-190-244 - 318 -329-330-415

Francesco Dandalo 28

Frigya 18-.19-20

G

Galatlar 320-327

Gambrion 256

Gediz 89.243.279.285-286-288 - 318

Geometrik Dnem 333.335.336-347

Girit 235

Glos 453

Gokkaya 375-376-377-379-380-381-384-385-389-390-391

Griphon 267

Giimriik Nekropolisi 340
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H

Hagli Seferleri
Hadrianus Kenti
Hallikarnassos
Hellas

Hera

Herakleia
Herakleides
Herakles

Hermes Figiirii

28

26

388

490

100 -101- 266

277 -373-375-376-388-389 -390
21

131- 266

267

Hermos 136 -183-225-290-317-318 - 373

Herodotos 42.58-63-77-243.316-328-333-335.375-401

Hesiodos 19

Hiatusu 339

Holosen 410

Homonia Tapinagi 43

I

Iasos 249

Ilion 103 - 106 - 108 - 109 - 110 - 120 - 136 - 138 - 183 - 310 -
321-323

L. Attalos 23.321.322

II. Eumenes 322-323-324-454

III. Attalos 323.324.454

II. Prusias 323

i

inta§| 255

Isis Tapinag: 24

istanbul Arkeoloji Miizesi 42 - 438

izmir Arkeoloji Miizesi 31-47-335

J

James Mellaart 95

Jean Yves Empereur 446

Julia Domna 44
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K

Kalabak 41
Kalabasar Tepe 257 . 272
Kalem Tepe 67 - 68
Kapukaya 41
Karadedeli Koyii 250
Karadivlit 41
Karagozler Yaylasi 233.237-239
Karakaya 41
Karakoy 41
Karakuyulu Mevkii 51
Karapinar 250
Karatag 376-405-408 - 416
Karatepe 376 -377-379
Karga Burnu 41
Karia 236 - 249 - 252 - 254 - 274 - 275 - 276 - 344
Karsiyaka Mahallesi 263.264

526 Kastron 28
Kato Tepe 68 -257-272
Kaunos 254 -323-390-402
Kayaalan Ovasi 262
Kayislar 250
Kayna Kalesi 250
Kaynar Orenyeri 251
Kazikbaglan 438
Kelebek Tepe Tiimiiliisii 338
Keltler 320
Kemalpasa 519
Kendirci mevkii 43-.59-349
Khamosorionlar 246 - 247 - 249 - 250 - 251 - 252 - 253
Khiliarkhos 391
Kiepert 373-375-402
Kilikia 249 - 254 - 273 - 274 - 275 - 277
Killa 235.243.353
Klaros 147 - 161
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Klazomenai

Knidos

Koca Kigla Mevkii
Koca Tepe
Kolophon
Konstantinopolis
Korinthos

Kral Yolu

Kremna

Kroisos
Ksenophon
Kserkses
Kiigiikkuz
Kurupedion Ovasi
Kus Cenneti
Kusgular

Kyathos

Kybele

Kyrene

Kyzikos

L

150-151-156-158-176 -177-179 - 185 - 187 - 190 - 306 -
311-317-319-323-325-337-338-339-453.454 - 464

270 - 441

254

288

214 -321-391-392
233

15.504
317-323-327

250 - 276

20

42 -58-77-390-401
21

250

320

453 - 463

254

21

31 527
22

107-321-323

Labraunda
Laciverttepe
Lampsakos

Larisa

Latmos Heraklia
Leake

Lebedos

Lefke

Lemnos

Lesbos

Leukai

249 - 252275 - 277
376 - 379
321-323

9-10-59-86-136-152-171-172-173-180-183 - 214
-239.279-280-281-282-284 -285-286 -287 - 288 -
289-290-298-333-353-356

252

46

256

455 - 460

171-235-298 - 301
19.22.43.60-142-152-281-282-353-370-371-382
9-451-452-453.454 - 455 . 460 - 463 - 464
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Likya 250 - 254

L. Keene 47 -511-512-513- 515

Lodos Tepe 451 - 456 - 459

L

Lydia Bolgesi 236

Lykaonia 250

Lysimakhos 320-390

M

Magisterat 268

Magnesia 201-204-205-215-317-320-322-327

Magnesia ad Sipylum 215-320

Maiandros Irmagi 236

Makedon Kralligi 318

Manlius Aquilius 326

Marcus Aurelius 44

Marcus Perperna 454

Marsilya 324

Massailia 324

Maurice Picon 446

Megaron 284

Melan 376

Melanopos 20

Menemen 43.47.59-77-329-401-416 - 452 - 455 - 463 - 464 -
465

Menodoros heykeli 238-239

Merig 47

Mersinli Koyu 42

Michel E. Fuchs 501

Milyas 254

Mnara 250

Musabey Koyii 43

Myken 315-437-438
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Naiskos 21

Narlikuyu Mahallesi 250

Neandreia 381-385-386

Nemport 334

Neolitik Donem 95.272

Neonteikhos 139.243.288-353-356-382-392

Neutrum 376

Nike 116

Notion 235.243.323-.353.386

Nymphaion 514 -519

(o)

Olba 161-249-329-401

Olynthos Degirmeni 288

Orbis 289 - 402

Orta Cag 24.28.45.47

Orta Tepe 451 . 459 - 462 529

Orthosia 249

Osman Hamdi Bey 46

Osmanli 28-47-59-66-280

Osmantepe 376

Ostothekler 246 - 252 - 254

b

Oteki Tepe 67-68-244-272-511

P

Pagos Dagi 319

Palaudis 375-376-384

Pamphilia 250

Pausanias 44-99.100-102-109 - 111+ 112 - 113 - 114 - 115 - 117 -
315.328

Pelasglar 237

Peloponnessos 339
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Pergamene

Pergamon

Perlit

Pers
Philetairos
Philogenes
Phokaia

Phrygia
Pinakion
Pisidia
Pitane
Pithos
Pliyosen
Pompeus

Pottier

Poyraz Tepe
Premerstein
Propylon
Pullan
Pythia
Ramsay

Reinach

Rheomithres
Rhodos

ALIAGA VE GEVRESI

99-.101-102-103-109-113-114-117-118 - 119

9-.23.42-45-.47-64-99-100-101-102-103-105 -
108 -118-119-120-121-122-131-199- 201 - 202 - 203
-204 - 214 - 220 - 235 - 266 - 277 - 320 - 321 - 322 - 323 -
324 -325-326-327-330-387-419-424 - 425426 - 427
-430-431-432-435-438-441-442-447 - 448 - 449 -
454 - 464 -506 - 507 - 511 - 513

264
20-21-64-319-323-453
23-204

315

9-160-188-190-214-215-315- 316 - 317 - 318 - 319 -
320-321-322-323-324-325-326-327-328-329-330
- 447 - 454

103-132.236-251- 276

21-213-268-275

131-250 - 254 - 274
6-42-173-235-256-338-349-353-441-442- 447
173 -344 - 345438 - 448

409

325

46 -64-65-66-78-139-244 - 245 . 247 - 248 - 253 - 255
- 264 - 265 - 266 - 267 - 268 - 269 - 270 - 271 - 272 - 277 -
350-357-371

451 -459 - 460 - 462

374 - 402 - 455 - 456 - 458 - 459 - 464
284

46

453

133.139-373-374-375-376 - 402

21-35-42-46-60-64-65-66-78-139-244 264 - 265
-268-272-277-334-350-357-358-371

454
322-441



Roma

Roma Donemi

S

24-25-30-31-34-35.36-43-44-47-59-65-137 -
138-139-184-190-203- 205 - 215 - 226 - 228 - 230 - 249
-271-275-276-277-320-322-323-324 -325-326-327
-328-329-331-335-344-346-347-395- 405 - 410 -
441-442 - 447 - 454 - 455 - 456 - 464 - 498 - 519

24 -25-275-320-327 - 344 - 346 - 347 - 442 - 455 - 456

Sakaltepe
Salamis

Samos

Samurlu

Sardis

Sebastiana Lagona
Sebastopolis

Seg Tepe Tiimiiliisii
Selguklu

Septimus Severus
Seydiler Koyii
Seyitgazi

Sillyon

Smyrna

Sparta

Stark

Stephane Verger
stoa

Strabon

Stratonikea

43
21

15-86-110-113-114-119-148-173-174 -175-186 - 189
-306-313-323- 445

341-342-343-344 - 345 - 346 - 348 - 349 - 350
220-226-317-513

15-188

65 - 356

263

280

44

250

251

250 - 276

153.171-173-175-176 -180 - 189 - 190 - 214 - 215 - 220
-243-298 - 306 - 317 -319-320 -321-322-323-324 -
325326327 -353-374 - 377 - 383 - 384 - 385 -394 -
401- 415

318

18 - 47

335

24 -100-107 - 144 - 145 - 356 - 492 - 515

19-44.45.58.63-77-240-315-318-324-325-326-
327-328-333.335.454-464 -490

454
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T

Takhos 453
Tantalos 382
Tapureli 250
Tekekale 390
Temasalik Burnu 42 - 485
Tenedos 22-119-323
Teos 112-153-156-158-185-190-306 - 311-312-321
Termessos 250 - 254 .274
Thebes 22.106 - 107
Thedoros 26
Themnos Aigai 321
Theophiletos 238-239
Theophrastos 238 -239
Thera 149 -249 . 274 . 449
Thessaloniki 185.190-311-513
Tiberius 64 .216 -326 - 511
532 Tisna 6-9-10-42-59-290-353-354-356-357-358-359-
T 362-363-364-367-370
Tolistobogoi 320
Traianus 65
Tralleis 215.233.236-237-239-240
trapetum 289
Troas 60-142-152.231-250-254-276-321-323-344-371
Troia 139-333
Tiilii Asar 254 -277
Tung Cagi 280 -335-440
Tuzla Burnu 41
U
Ulrich MANIA 419
Uylupinar 250 - 274 - 275
Uzunburun 41
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V'

Vakif Melengig

Veyries

VI. Mithridates

376

244 - 245 - 247 - 248 - 253 - 255 - 264 - 265 - 266 - 267 - 268

-269-270-271-277 - 350
324 -325

Weber 114 -190- 373 - 375-382-383 - 402
W. von Diest 47

X

Xanthos 225-515-516- 519
Xenephon 64

Y

Yagiztepe 376 -379

Yahudi Kalesi 45

Yasli Plinius 42-44

Yenisakran 42-471

Yesilkoy 250

Yiiksekkoy 41

Yunt Dagi 243

Yuvalak Koyii 250

z

Zengibar Kalesi 251-274
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Aliaga Kent Kitaplig1 Yayinlari

Aliaga'nin elhisar

Alinga Gevrasi e Birlikte

Antik Kentleri

Geiprdriy i fan

" Aliaga Tarihi

Il Cag'dan 21. Yizyila

[RILTE D] I
DYOUU

Tapu Taher Datiriee e Gora Aliaga ve Gevresindeki
16. yiizyilda Antik Kentler

 Giizelhisar -

Aliaga Kent Kitaphgi



Aliaja
ve Geyresinde Oynanan Gegmisten Giiniimiize

Gocuk Oyunlar

Tisna Antik Kenti'nde

| B | :j
7, .

Mgt By

p

Aliaga Kent Kitaphg

Aliaga ve
Cevresi

pinGs
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Aliaga ve cevresi, insanlhigin yerlesilc yasama gectigi 8.500 yildan bu yana uygarhga ev sahipligi
yapiyor. Yasadigimiz topraklar, Neolitik Dénem'den giiniimiize sayisiz uygarhga kollarim agmus,
insanhgin uzun yolculuguna tamlkhk ediyor.

Aliaga cevresinde; Kyme, Myrina, Gryneion, Tisna, Larissa, Aigai, Elaea, Pitane gibi bircok 6nemli
Antik Kent giiniimiize kadar ulasmmistir. Aliaga Belediyesi olarak bolgemizdeki tarihi, kiiltiirel, arkeolojik
birikimin kayit altina alinarak gelecege tasinmasi sorumlulugu tasiyarak birgok bilimsel faaliyete ev
sahipligi yapiyoruz.

Uluslararas: Aliaga ve Cevresi-Aiolis Bolgesi-Arkeoloji ve Disiplinleraras: Arastirmalar Sempozyumu
bunlardan biriydi. Sempozyum bildirileri, bilim insanlarimizin ¢alismalariyla elinizdeki esere doniistii.
Bu eserin, Aliaga ve gevresindeki Arkeolojik mirasi Sosyal Bilimler literatiiriine kazandirmasi
yaninda gelecege bir bagvuru kitabi olarak ulasmasim; bélgemiz igin gelecekte yapilacak calismalara
katki saglamasim dileriz.

Aliaga and its surroundings have been home to civilization since 8.500 years when humanity started
to live. The lands we live in have opened their arms to numerous civilizations from the Neolithic
Period to the present, witnessing the long journey of humanity.

Around Aliaga; Many important ancient cities such as Kyme, Myrina, Gryneion, Tisna, Larissa, Aigai,
Elaea, Pitane have survived to the present day. As Aliaga Municipality, we host many scientific activities
by carrying the responsibility of recording the historical, cultural and archaeological accumulation in
our region to the future.

International Symposium on Aliaga and Its Territory-Aiolis Region-Archaeology and Interdisciplinary

Researches was one of them. Symposium papers turned into the work in hand with the work of our
scientists. Besides bringing the archaeological heritage ofA.Liaga and its periphery to the social sciences

= l.lterature,we wish thls work willreach the future asd refe}‘ence book and ccmtnbnte to future stud.les f
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