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SUNUS

Baraj, akisini denetim altina almak amaciyla bir akarsuyun Ontine yapilan settir. Barajin
govdesi insa edilince, bu glicli yapinin gerisinde yavas yavas su birikmeye baslar. To-
planan su kilometrelerce uzunlugunda ve yuzlerce kilometrekare genigliginde yapay
bir gol olusturur. Olusan gol alany, icindeki eski kultirleri barindiran hoytklerin, antik
yerlesimlerin, ¢agdas koy, kasaba ve kentleri yavas yavas orterken, buralardan kaldirilan
insanlarin gecmis ile olan baglarini, geleneklerini silip stiptirir. Tim bunlarla birlikte tari-
hin asil tastyicist olan doga, yorenin 6zgin bitki ortlist ile jeolojik ve jeomorfolojik zengin-
likleri yitirilir. Olusturdugu kalici ve geri dontssiiz etkilerle bulundugu yorenin kaderini
yeniden ¢izen barajlar, enerji tiretimi ve tarim sulamasi acilarindan tilke ekonomisine katki
saglar ancak, bolgedeki biitiin dogal stirecleri kesintiye ugratir. Orada tarih Baraj Oncesi
(BO) ve Baraj Sonrast (BS) diye ikiye ayrilir. Barajin insa edilecegi ydrenin bir projeyle bir-
likte arkeolojik arastirmaya dayali bir koruma ve kurtarma plani, projesi gelistirilmemis ise
sorunlar da zincirleme olarak baslar. Baraj projesi ile birlikte tarihi ve dogal ¢cevreyi koruma
planlart gercekci bicimde yapilmis, isbirligi sonucu gerekli zaman ve olanaklar saglanarak
ingaat alani ve cevresinde, ayrica olusturulacak gol alant icinde gerekli dnlemler alinmus,
eski yerlesmelerin ve arkeolojik degerlerin arastirma, inceleme ve kurtarma kaziart yapilip,
bulgular, belgeler, bilgiler toplanmissa, kiltir tarihinin saptanmast agisindan kayip buyuk
olmayabilir. Ancak bunlar ihmal edilmis ve gerceklestirilmemis ise, neyin yok oldugunu
bilemedigimiz bilgiler bir daha yerine konmayacak sekilde tarihten silinip gidecektir.

Turkiye, dinya tarihi ve kultirel mirasinin énemli bir bolimune ev sahipligi yapmaktadir.
Barajlarin gol sulart altinda kalan ve kalacak olan yerlesimler ve kalintilar yalnizca eser ya
da mal degil, aynt zamanda bilgi kaynaklarimizdir. Her yok olan kalinti ile birlikte tilkemiz
tarihinin bir parcasinin geri doniissiiz bir bicimde silinmesi diinya tarihinin de belli 6l¢tide
yok olmasi anlamina gelmektedir. Turkiye’de sistemli ve organize kurtarma projesinin ilk
olarak uygulanmis oldugu Keban’da maalesef envanter calismalari ile arkeolojik kazilar
barajin bitme asamasina yakin baslamis, hedeflenen arkeolojik yerlesmelerin ¢ok az bir
bolimi kurtarilabilmistir. Keban't izleyen Karakaya, Atatiirk, Ilisu ve Kralkizi gibi projeler
bilinclenmeyi de beraberinde getirdigi icin daha basarili olmustur.

Kutahya ili, Aslanapa ilcesi, Kureysler koyt ve yakin cevresini etkileyecek olan Kureysler
Baraji gol alaninda kalacak olan arkeolojik degerleri arastirmak ve kurtarmak amaciyla 2014
yilinda Kiitahya Miizesi Midirliigii ile DSI'nin isbirligi sonucu baslatilan calismalar 2016
yilinda tamamlanmistir. Projede hedeflenen baraj gol alanindaki arkeolojik yerlesmelerin
hepsinde kurtarma kazilari baslatilmis ve calismalar tamamlanmistir. Projeye stirecinde
baraj golinin etkilenme alanindaki Derekoy yakinlarinda, dogal malzemelerden tasarim
harikast bir kazi evi insa edilmis, kazi altyapist sorunsuz bir hale getirilmistir. Kiitahya Muiz-
esi adina kazi calismalarinin tiim sorumlulugunu (stlenen Miize Uzmani Serdar UNAN'1n
enerjisini gereksiz ve zaman kaybettirici hukuki streclere ve kavgalara degil, arkeolojik
degerlerin kurtarilmasina harcamis olmasi, bundan 6nce ¢ok sayida 6rnegini gdrdigiimiiz
“baraj ve arkeoloji” facialarinin bir yenisinin yasanmasint 6nlemis gibi gorinmektedir.

Kureysler Baraji gol alani icinde ti¢ 6nemli arkeolojik merkez yer almaktadir; Hoytktepe,
Attepe Yerlesimi ve Derekdy Nekropoli. Erken donemlerin arastirildigi Hoylktepe'de
bolge icin oldukca énemli Erken Tung Cagi (MO 3000 - 2000) ve Orta Tung Cagt (MO 2000
- 1600) yerlesmeleri aciga cikarilmistir. Hoyiiktepe'de ayrica, 10-11. yizyillara tarihlenen
bir Ge¢ Dogu Roma (Bizans) koyu de saptanmustir. Hoytuiktepe'ye oldukc¢a yakin konum-
daki Derekoy Nekropolti'nde 10. ytzyila ait ¢cok sayida mezar bulunmustur. Baraj govde
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duvarina yakin bir konumu olan Attepe’de ise yine 10-11. ytizyillarda insa edilmis bazilikal
planlt bir kilise kalintist ortaya cikardmustir.

Baraj alanindaki kazi alanlarindan Hoytktepe'nin, a¢iga cikardan mimari bulgularn ve
buluntulari ile I¢ Bati Anadolu Erken Tung Cagi arkeolojisine ¢cok dénemli katkilar yapug:
gozlenmektedir. Erken Tung¢ Cagi'nda Anadolu yarimadast irili ufaklt bircok beylik ve kiil-
tlir bolgesi arasinda paylasiimis, MO 3. Binyilda Bati ve Orta Anadolu belli dlciide benz-
erlik gosteren evrimsel bir siire¢ icine girmistir. Tung alasimi ile birlikte madencilik tim
yarimadayt icine alacak sekilde yayginlasmistir. Madencilikte hayli yol alan ve birikim
yapan Anadolu insani, ilk kez bu donemde, topraklarini birilerine kars: savunmak zorunda
kaldigindan, arti trtinlerin toplandigi kentler icerden ve disardan gelecek tehlikelere karsi,
i¢ ice insa edilen, iki sur duvar ile ¢evrilmeye baslanmistir. Krala ait “yukart kent” ve halka
ait “asagi kent” olgusu bu donemin yeni anlayisidir. Yukart Kent ve Asagi Kent olgusu,
Anadolu’da sinifsal farkliligin olustugunun kanitidir. Yonetici sinifin varligini ve glicting,
ailesinin Ustlinligunt, maden eserlerinin egsiz Ozellikleriyle Alacahoyuk Kral Mezarlart
gozler dnline sermektedir. Erken Tung Cagi'nda, Anadolu’da, etrafi surla cevrili, yerel bir
beyin / kralin yonetiminde bulunan bir¢cok kent devleti kurulmustur. Anadolu’nun topo-
grafik yapist nedeniyle, o ¢agin sartlarinda kiic¢lik bolgelere hitap eden bu yerel beylikler,
yeralti ve yertsti zenginliklerini denetimleri altinda tutuyorlardi. Maden ve 6zellikle bakir,
¢agin en 6bnemli malzemesi oldugundan, Anadolu’nun bu yondeki zenginligi Ortadogu ul-
kelerinin ilgisini cekiyordu. Erken Tung Cag: ortalarindan itibaren, Onasya’daki devletlerin
kendilerini ekonomik ac¢idan daha gucli kilabilmek icin madene gereksinim duyduklari
ve bu nedenle Anadolu platolarindan ¢ikarilan madenleri elde etmek tizere girisimde
bulunduklari gorilmektedir.

Erken Tun¢ Cagi'nda Anadolu’yu ilk olarak anlatan ve tanimlayan yazili kaynaklar Akkad
krali Sargon’'un (MO 2334) “Savas Kral1” ve torunu Naramsin’in (MO 2255) “Kutha Efsanesi:
Disman Kabileler” ile “17 Diisman Kral” metinleridir. Sargon, Anadolu topraklarinda bu-
lunan Burushattum’a (Hititce PuruSanda) ticaret icin gelmis Sami kokenli (blytik olasilikla
Akkad) ticcarlarin kentin krali Nur-Dagan’la yasadiklar birtakim sikintilart gidermek icin
bir sefer gerceklestirmistir. S6z konusu seferin anlatiddigt Sar tamhari (Savas Kral) metin-
lerinde, Burushattum disinda bir Anadolu kenti anidmamaktadir. Buna karsin, Sargon’un
Anadolu’ya ilgisini gosteren diger bir metinde ise Hatti (Hattum/Hattus), Kane§ ve Hahha
kentlerinden bahsedilmektedir. Kral Naramsin ile ilgili metinlerde ise, Akkad Kralligi'na karst
ittifak yapan on yedi Anadolu kralinin maglup edilisi anlatilmaktadir. Naramsin’in seferi
sirasinda Hatti ve Kane§ kentlerinin anilmis olmasi oldukc¢a onemlidir. Bu kentlerin Naram-
sin metinlerinde bulunuyor olmasi, Sargon’un faaliyet gosterdigi Orta Anadolu cografyasi
ile torununun da ilgilenmis olduguna isaret etmektedir. Akkad krallar1 Sargon ve Naram-
sin ile ilgili metinlerinden Erken Tun¢ Cagi III (MO 2400-2000) Anadolu’sunda birtakim
kent devletleri yani beylikler oldugu algilanmaktadir. Bu baglamda Orta Anadolu'nun
devletlesme stirecine henliz yonetim organizasyonlart ve toprak yapilanmasint tam olarak
anlayamadigimiz bir tiir beylikler sistemi ile girmis oldugu anlasilimaktadir.

Akkad krali Sargon’un Burushattum seferi ayni zamanda Anadolu ile Suriye - Mezopotamya
ticaretinin yazili kaynaklara ilk yansimasi olarak ayrt bir 6neme sahiptir. Burushattum’a
gelmis Akkadli tiiccarlarin MO 24. yiizyihin ikinci yarisindaki varligi, hem séz konusu
ticaretin en azindan birka¢ nesil onceden baslamis olduguna hem de yaklasik 350 yil
sonra Kane§ merkezli baslayacak ticaretin gelenegi ve kokenini dogru olarak anlamamizi
saglamaktadir. Bu durum Anadolu ile Suriye - Mezopotamya ticaretinin sistemli olarak
en azindan Erken Tung¢ Cagi II'in baslarinda Orta Anadolu merkezli olarak baslamis
olduguna isaret etmektedir.
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Akkadli ticcarlarin Anadolu’daki varliklari temelinde yazili belgelerden izlenebilen Anad-
olu ile Suriye - Mezopotamya (Akkad Krallig1) arasindaki ticaretin arkeolojik bulgulari her
gecen giin giderek artmaktadir. Acemhoyiik ya da Konya Karahoyiik oldugu diistintlen
Buruhattum’dan daha batida yer alan Kitahya yakinlarindaki Seyitomer Hoyuk’te ele gecen
fayans Akkad silindir muhtrleri ile hayvan bi¢imli boncuklar, bu 6nemli yerlesmenin ticar-
et ag1 icindeki onemli bir merkez, belki de bir beylik oldugunu kanitlamaktadir. Akkad
muhirlerinin Kiltepe’de uzun yillardan beri bilinen varliklart da distntldiginde, Mezo-
potamya - Suriye ticaretinin Erken Tung¢ Cagi [I'de Orta Anadolu Uizerinden gerceklestigi
gozlenmektedir. Hoylktepe Erken Tung¢ Cagi II tabakalarinda bulunan kilden yapilmis
deve figiirini ise, I¢c Batt Anadolu ile Suriye - Mezopotamya arasindaki baglantilarin daha
da erken gerceklesmis olabilecegine isaret etmektedir.

ic Batt Anadolu ile Orta Anadolu’da gozlemlenen bu arkeolojik gelismelere karsin, soz
konusu bolgelere ait arkeolojik bulgularin yanlis degerlendirmelere tabi tutulduklarint bir
suredir izlemekteyiz. Turan EFE tarafindan “Biytk Kervan Yolu” olarak isimlendirilmis bir
varsayima gore, Erken Tung¢ Cagi [I'de Kuzey Suriye - Gliney Anadolu (Tarsus) - Konya
Bolgesi (Karahoyik) - Eskisehir Bolgesi (Kiilltioba) ve Kuzeybati Anadolu (Troya) hattinda
cark yapimi canak-comlek, Suriye sisesi, depas, tankard, kursun figiirin ve ayak bicimli
damga muhir gibi bulgularla karakterize olan, “Ana Ticaret Yolu” niteliginde bir guiz-
ergah bulunmaktaydi. Orta Firat Havzasi, Kiltepe, Acemhoyiik, Ovaoren, Alisar Hoyuk,
Alaca Hoyuk, Eskiyapar, Resuloglu, Oluz Hoytik, Masat Hoylk, Hacibektas Hoytik (Suluca
Karahoytk), Kaman-Kalehoyiik ve Ankara Bolgesi'ni (Karaoglan, Ilica-Asarcik) devre dist
birakan Biyik Kervan Yolu varsayimi, giizergdht karakterize eden cark yapimi canak-
comlek, Suriye sisesi, depas, tankard, kursun figtirin ve ayak bicimli damga muhur gibi
arkeolojik bulgularin Kizilirmak Havzast ve yakin cevresindeki yerlesme ve bolgelerde-
ki varliklarin1 yok sayarak kurgulanmistr. Tarihsel cografya acisindan bakildiginda MO
2500-2400’lerde olustugu iddia edilen Buylk Kervan Yolu'nun, Kiltepe merkezli Assur
Ticaret Kolonileri Cagi yol sistemleri ile giizergah acisindan, Kuzey Suriye ve Tarsus GO-
zlikule disinda hicbir iliskisi bulunmamaktadir. Kizilirmak Havzasi yerlesmelerindeki cark
yapimi ¢anak-¢comlegin Erken Tung Cagi IIl'e degil de, Orta Tung¢ Cagr'na gecis evresine
tarihlenmesi gerektigi gibi bilimsel mantikla uyusmayan subjektif bir goris temelinde Orta
Anadolu’yu dénemin ticaret sistemi disinda birakan Turan EFE, Kiltepe, Yagmurlukoy,
Acemhoylk, Alisar Hoyik, Alaca Hoyluk, Oymaaga¢c Mezarligi, Merzifon, Masat Hoyuk,
Hacibektas Hoyik, Karaoglan ve Ilica-Asarcik’daki depaslari, Kiltepe, Acemhoyik ve
Alisar Hoyuk’teki Suriye siselerini, Eskiyapar hazinesi ile giimiis Suriye sisesini, Acem-
hoytk, Hacibektas Hoyuk, Alisar Hoyuk ve Oluz Hoyuk’teki ayak bicimli damga muhiir-
leri hayali bir varsayim olusturmak adina gormezden gelmektedir. Orta Anadolu’da ¢ark
yapimi kaplarin en erken 6rnekleri bugtinkii bilgilerimiz 1siginda Acemhoytk’ten gelmek-
tedir. Erken Tung¢ Cagt II'ye tarihlenen s6z konusu Acemhoytk kaplart agir donen carkta
sekillendirilmistir. Corum yakinlarindaki Resuloglu’'nda gerceklestirilen arkeolojik kazilar
sirasinda bulunan c¢ark yapimi Erken Tung¢ Cagi I canak-¢comlegi, donemin Bati ve Giiney
Anadolu merkezleri ile cagdastir. Hatta en kuzeyde, Ikiztepe'de bile Erken Tung Cagi
[II'de gortlen cark yapimi ¢anak-¢comlekler, cark teknolojisinin 6ncelikle Batt Anadolu’ya
ulasmis oldugu konusundaki goruslerin artik sorgulanmast gerektigini gostermektedir.
Fikri KULAKOGLU tarafindan Kiiltepe'nin Erken Tung¢ Cag: tabakalarinda gelistirilen yeni
kazilar, Akkad Doénemi’'nin Orta Anadolu’da ne denli yogun ve glicli yasanmis olduguna
isaret etmektedir.

Kiitahya Miizesi Uzmani1 Arkeolog Serdar UNAN ve ekibinin basarili calismalart kazilarla
sinirlt kalmamis, 2014 donemi kazilarinin sonuclarindan hemen sonra elinizde incele-
mekte oldugunuz bu yayin ve eki olan kazi raporu olmak tzere iki ciltlik devasa eser
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olusturulmustur. Kultiir Varliklari ve Mizeler Genel Mudurligi, Kitahya Miizesi Mudurlagi
ve DSI, dogru, hizli, ézverili ve teknolojik altyapist gliclii calismalart ile yalniz Tiirkiye
arkeoloji camiasimna degil, dinyaya da o6rnek olacak bir proje ile takdiri fazlasiyla hak
etmislerdir.

16.X11.2019
Istanbul

Sevket DONMEZ
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PRESENTATION

A dam is a barrier built on the way of a stream to control its flow. When the body of the
dam is built, water slowly begins to accumulate behind this strong structure. The accu-
mulated water creates an artificial lake that is kilometers long and hundreds of square ki-
lometers wide. The lake area that has been formed will transform the mounds containing
ancient cultures, ancient settlements, modern villages, towns and cities, covering it slowly,
it wipes out the ties and traditions of the people who were removed from these places
with the passage of time. Along with all this, nature, which is the main transmitter of his-
tory, the unique vegetation of the region and its geological and geomorphological riches
are lost. Dams, which redraw the fate of the region with the permanent and irreversible
effects they create, contribute to the country's economy in terms of energy production and
agricultural irrigation, but they interrupt all natural processes in the region. There, history
is divided into two as Before the Dam (BD) and After the Dam (AD). If a conservation
and rescue plan based on archaeological research has not been developed together with
a project of the region where the dam will be built, a chain of problems emerge. With
the dam project, if the plans to protect the historical and natural environment were made
realistically, necessary time and opportunities were provided as a result of cooperation,
necessary precautions were taken in and around the construction area, as well as in the
lake area that is going to be created, research, survey and salvage excavations of old set-
tlements and archaeological values were carried out and the findings were obtained and
documents and information are collected, the loss may not be great in terms of determin-
ing the cultural history. However, if these are neglected and not implemented, the infor-
mation that we do not know what disappeared will be erased from history permanently.

Turkey is home to an important part of the world's historical and cultural heritage. The
settlements and ruins that are or will remain under the lake waters of the dams are not
only artifacts or property, but they are also our sources of information. The irreversible
deletion of a part of our country's history with every vanishing remnant also means the
disappearance of the world's history to a certain extent. In Keban, where the systematic
and organized rescue project was first implemented in Turkey, unfortunately, inventory
studies and archaeological excavations started close to the completion of the dam, and
very few of the targeted archaeological sites were saved. Projects such as Karakaya,
Atatirk, Thisu and Kralkizi, which followed Keban, were more successful because they
have created awareness.

The research, which were initiated in 2014 as a result of the cooperation of the Kiitahya
Museum Directorate and DSI, in order to study and save the archaeological values that
will remain in the Kureysler Dam lake area, which will affect the Kureysler village and its
immediate surroundings, in the province of Kiutahya, Aslanapa district, were completed
in 2016. Salvage excavations have been initiated and studies have been completed in all
archaeological settlements in the dam lake area targeted in the project. In the process
of the project, an excavation house, which is a design wonder, was built near Derekoy,
which is in the affected area of the dam lake, and the excavation infrastructure was made
seamless. The fact that Museum Specialist Serdar UNAN, who took all responsibility for
the excavations on behalf of the Kiitahya Museum, spent his energy not on unnecessary
and time-consuming legal processes and fights, but on the recovery of archaeological val-
ues, seems to have prevented a new "dam and archaeology" disaster, of which we have
seen in many examples before.
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There are three important archaeological sites within the Kureysler Dam Lake area; HOoyuk-
tepe, Attepe Settlement and Derekdy Necropolis. Early Bronze Age (3000 - 2000 BC) and
Middle Bronze Age (2000 - 1600 BC) settlements, which are very important for the region,
were unearthed in Hoylktepe, where the early periods were investigated. A Late Eastern
Roman (Byzantine) village dated to the 10th-11th centuries was also identified at Hoyuk-
tepe. Numerous 10th century tombs have been found in the Derekoy Necropolis, which is
very close to Hoyuktepe. In Attepe, which is close to the dam body wall, the remains of
a basilica church built in the 10-11 centuries were unearthed. It is observed that Hoyuk-
tepe, one of the excavation sites in the dam area, made very important contributions to
the Early Bronze Age archaeology of West-Central Anatolia with its architectural findings
and evidence.

In the Early Bronze Age, the Anatolian peninsula was divided among many principalities
and cultural regions, large and small, and in the 3rd Millennium BC, Western and Central
Anatolia entered into an evolutionary process that displayed some similarity. With the
emergence of bronze alloy, mining has become widespread to include the entire penin-
sula. Since the Anatolian people, who made great progress and accumulations in mining,
had to defend their lands against someone for the first time in this period, the cities where
the surplus products were collected began to be surrounded by double fortification walls,
built one within the other, against the dangers from the inside and the outside. The phe-
nomenon of "upper city" belonging to the king and "lower city" belonging to the people
is a new understanding for this period. The phenomenon of Upper City and Lower City
is the proof of existence for class differences in Anatolia. Alacahoytik King Tombs reveal
the existence and power of the ruling class, the superiority of the family, and the unique
features of the metal works. In the Early Bronze Age, many city-states were established in
Anatolia, surrounded by walls and under the rule of a local lord/king. Due to the topo-
graphical structure of Anatolia, these local principalities, which reigned over the small re-
gions under the conditions of that period, kept the underground and aboveground riches
under their control. Since metal, and especially copper, was the most important material
of the age, Anatolia's wealth in this direction attracted the attention of Middle Eastern
countries. It is seen that since the middle of the Early Bronze Age, the states in the Near
East needed mines in order to make themselves economically stronger, and therefore they
attempted to obtain the mines extracted from the Anatolian plateaus.

Written sources that first described and defined Anatolia in the Early Bronze Age are
the texts of the Sargon of Akkad (2334 BC) “King of Battle” and his grandson Naramsin
(2255 BC) “The Legend of Kutha: Enemy Tribes” and “17 Enemy Kings”. Sargon carried
out a campaign to resolve some of the problems experienced by merchants of Semitic
origin (most likely Akkad) who came to BuruShattum (Hittite Purusanda) in Anatolian
lands to trade with the king of the city, Nur-Dagan. In the texts of $ar tamhari (King of
Battle), in which the said campaign is described, no Anatolian city is mentioned except
Burushattum. On the other hand, another text showing Sargon's interest in Anatolia men-
tions the cities of Hatti (Hattum/Hattu$), Kane§ and Hahha. In the texts about King Nara-
msin, the defeat of seventeen Anatolian kings, who made an alliance against the Kingdom
of Akkad, is told. It is very important that the cities of Hatti and Kane§ were mentioned
during Naramsin's campaign. The fact that these cities are in the Naramsin texts indicates
that Sargon's grandson was also interested in the Central Anatolian geography where he
was active. From the texts about the Akkadian kings Sargon and Naramsin, it is perceived
that there were some city-states, namely principalities, in Anatolia, in the Early Bronze
Age TIT (2400-2000 BO). In this context, it is understood that Central Anatolia entered the
statification process with a kind of principality structure, in which we do not fully under-
stand the aspects of administrative organizations and land structuring yet.
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The Burushattum expedition of the Sargon of Akkad also has a special importance as
the first reflection of the Anatolian and Syria-Mesopotamian trade in written sources. The
presence of Akkadian merchants who came to Burushattum in the second half of the 24th
century BC not only indicates that the trade in question started at least a few generations
ago, but also provides a correct understanding of the tradition and origin of the trade
that will begin in Kane§ approximately 350 years later. This indicates that the systematical
trade between Anatolia and Syria-Mesopotamia started in Central Anatolia, at least in the
early Bronze Age III.

Archaeological findings of trade between Anatolia and Syria - Mesopotamia (Kingdom of
Akkad), which can be traced from written documents on the basis of the presence of Ak-
kadian merchants in Anatolia, are increasing day by day. Faience Akkadian cylinder seals
and animal-shaped beads found at Seyitomer Hoylk near Kiitahya, located further west
than Burushattum, which is thought to be Acemhoytik or Konya Karahoytk, prove that
this important settlement was an important center, perhaps a principality, in the trade net-
work. Considering the long-known presence of Akkadian seals in Kiiltepe, it is observed
that Mesopotamia-Syria trade took place through Central Anatolia in the Early Bronze
Age TII. The camel figurine made of clay found in Hoyliktepe Early Bronze Age 1I layers
indicates that the connections between West-Central Anatolia and Syria - Mesopotamia
may have occurred even earlier.

Despite these archaeological developments observed in West-Central and Central Ana-
tolia, we have been observing for some time that the archaeological findings of the said
regions have been subjected to wrong evaluations. According to a hypothesis named
“The Great Caravan Route” by Turan EFE, in the Early Bronze Age III, wheel-made
bowls were found on the Northern Syria - Southern Anatolia (Tarsus) - Konya Region
(Karahoytik) - Eskisehir Region (Killioba) and Northwest Anatolia (Troy) line, there was
a “Main Trade Route” characterized by findings such as pottery, Syrian bottles, depas,
tankards, lead figurines and foot-shaped stamp seals. Middle Euphrates Basin, Kiltepe,
Acemhoyuk, Ovaoren, Alisar Hoyuk, Alaca Hoyuk, Eskiyapar, Resuloglu, Oluz Hoyuk,
Masat Hoylk, Hacibektas Hoyuk (Suluca Karahoylk), Kaman-Kalehoyiik and Ankara
Region (Karaoglan, Ilica-Asarcik) The hypothesis of the Great Caravan Route, which dis-
ables them, has been constructed by ignoring the existence of archaeological finds such
as wheel-made pottery, Syrian bottle, depas, tankard, lead figurine and foot-shaped stamp
seal finds, which characterize the route, in the settlements and regions in and around
the Kizilirmak Basin. From the point of view of historical geography, the Great Caravan
Route, which is claimed to have been formed in 2500-2400 BC, has no relation with the
road systems of the Assyrian Trade Colonies Period centered in Kiiltepe in terms of route,
except for Northern Syria and Tarsus Gozkule. Instead of dating the wheel-made pottery
in the Kizilirmak Basin settlements to the Early Bronze Age III, Turan EFE, who such as
dating it to the transitional phase to the middle bronze age, leaves central Anatolia out of
the trade system of the period on the basis of a subjective opinion that does not comply
with the scientific logic, ignores; Kiiltepe, Yagmurlukoy, Acemhoytik, Alisar Hoytk, Alaca
Hoyuk, Oymaaga¢ Cemetery, Merzifon, Masat Hoyuk, Hacibektas Hoyik, Karaoglan and
Ilica-Asarcik depas, Syrian bottles in Kiltepe, Acemhoyik and Alisar Hoyuk, Eskiyapar
treasure and silver Syrian bottle, Foot-shaped stamp seals at Acemhoyiik, Hacibektas
Hoyuk, Alisar Hoytk and Oluz Hoyuk to make an imaginary assumption. The earliest
examples of wheel-made vessels in Central Anatolia come from Acemhoyiik in the light
of our current knowledge. These Acemhoyik vessels dated to the Early Bronze Age II
were shaped on a slow rotating wheel. Wheel-made Early Bronze Age III pottery found
during archaeological excavations in Resuloglu, near Corum, are contemporary with the
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Western and Southern Anatolian centers of the period. Even in the far north, at Ikiztepe,
the wheel-made pottery seen in the Early Bronze Age III shows that the views that wheel
technology first reached Western Anatolia should be questioned. The new excavations
developed by Fikri KULAKOGLU in the Early Bronze Age layers of Kiiltepe indicate how
intense and prominent the Akkadian Period was in Central Anatolia.

The successful work of Kiitahya Museum Expert Archaeologist Serdar UNAN and his team
was not limited to excavations, and immediately after the results of the 2014 excavations,
a two-volume work was created, the publication you are examining and the excavation
report with its appendix. The General Directorate of Cultural Heritage and Museums, the
Kitahya Museum Directorate and DSI have deservedly appreciated a project that will set
an example not only for the Turkish archaeology community, but also for the world, with
their accurate, expeditious, devoted and technologically advanced work.

16.X11.2019
Istanbul

Sevket DONMEZ
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ONSOZ

“Igne ile kuyu kazanlara...”

Ulkemizi ve tiim diinyay: etkisi altina alan “kiiresel 1stnma” sorununa bagli olarak her
gecen giin suya olan ihtiyac artmaktadir. Iklim sartlar1 bu sekilde giderse 21. yiizyilin or-
talarinda belki de su, tim canlt tiirleri icin diinyanin en 6nemli glindem maddesi haline
gelecektir. Barajlarin bu su sorununa ne gibi katkist olabilecegi ya da kiresel isinmayi te-
tikleyici bir unsur olup olmadigi bambaska bir tartisma konusudur. Ulkemizde 1960’lardan
itibaren sulu tarima yoOnelik atilan adimlara paralel olarak insa edilen barajlar nedeniyle,
pek cok arkeolojik merkez sular altinda birakilmak zorunda kalmustir. Barajlarin bu ar-
keolojik merkezlere olan etkileri ve “baraj-arkeolojik kazt” ikilemi de yillardir stirdiirilen
baska bir tartisma konusudur. Kiitahya ilinin, Aslanapa ilcesinin, Kureysler kdyiinde DSI
tarafindan insasi gerceklestirilen Kureysler Baraji da nispeten ktictik bir sulama baraji olsa
da, etkiledigi sahadaki kulttr varliklarinin arkeolojik kazilar marifetiyle belgelenmesi ba-
kimindan, Anadolu arkeolojisine 6nemli katkilar saglamustir. Kureysler Baraji'nin etkiledigi
bu tescilli arkeolojik alanlarda 2014 - 2016 yillart arasinda, tarafimm sorumlulugunda, bi-
limsel kazilar gerceklestirilmistir.

Kureysler Baraji Kurtarma Kazilari’'nt sadece arkeolojik kazt calismalar ile sinirlamak kana-
atimce dogru bir yaklasim olmayacaktir. Bu kazilar, bir miize tarafindan olusturulan ve tl-
kemizdeki arkeolojik calismalarin boyutunu distindigiumiizde, ¢alisan ekip sayist, ele ge-
¢en buluntularin niteligi ve niceligi ile ¢alisilan alanlarin buyukligi bakimindan, nispeten
buytk bir arkeoloji projesidir. Bu projenin sonuclarini distindigimiizde ise kazi ¢calisma-
lar1 ve bulgular itibariyle bu buiytik ekibin, birlikte gerceklestirdigi bir basart hikayesidir.
Hikdyenin en basina baktigimizda, 2014 yili Mayis ayinda oncelikle Hoytiktepe'yi, sonra-
sinda Attepe Yerlesimi ve Derekody Nekropoliini kazmak icin, DSI tarafindan saglanan tic
karavanla, Derekoy’tin yakinindaki bir alanda, bir grup arkeologun aksamlar: ates yakarak
isinmaya c¢alistigint gormekteyiz. Ani gelisen sartlar nedeniyle ortada ne gidilecek bir tu-
valet, ne yemek yenilecek bir masa, ne sandalye, ne de bu masa sandalyenin konulacagi
kapali bir alan ve kazi evi olarak kullanilacak bir yer vardir. Yemekler, karavanlarin i¢cinde
bulunan iki kisilik masa ve sandalyelerin, acik alanda birlestirilerek, gerekirse sira ile yenil-
mis ve eksiklikler, bizi sicak bir ilgi ile kucaklayan Derekoy halki tarafindan saglanmustir.
Arazide de durum pek farkli degildir; calismalar miizemiz tarafindan saglanan ¢apa ve ko-
valarla, bunlar yeterli olmayinca da bir siire ¢iplak elle ot yolma seklinde gerceklestirilen
faaliyetlerle baslamistir.

Sadece birkag ay sonra ise kazimizi ziyaret eden akademisyenlerin ve misafirlerin, kazinin
ilk yili olduguna ve Kiitahya Mizesi tarafindan gerceklestirildigine inanamamalari, bizi
mutlu eden ve gururlandiran ilk tepkiler olmustur. Gerek hava kosullari gerekse malzeme
eksikligi nedeniyle zor sartlar altinda baslayan kazi c¢alismalart ilk sezon sonunda, tara-
fimizdan insa edilen bir kazi evine, 1sinabilecek bir ocaga, depoya ve yemek cadirlarina
kavusmustur. Tum eksikliklere ragmen en basindan sistemli bir sekilde baslayan arazi ¢a-
lismalari ise kisa siire sonra ilk sezon gorintisinden tamamen uzaklasmistir. Boyle zorlu
kosullara dahi uyum saglayabilen kazi ekibimizin emeginin heba edilmemesi baglaminda,
tim kazt sonuglarinin yerli ve yabanci akademisyenlerle birlikte ele alinarak, bilim dinyast
ile paylasiimast, Gizerimize aldigimiz buytk bir sorumluluk olarak karsimizda durmaktaydi.
Kazi ¢alismalarinin 2014 yili sonuglarint iceren “Kureysler Baraji Kurtarma Kazilari 2014”
yayint ile bu sorumlulugun bir bolimiini yerine getirdik. Elinizde tuttugunuz ve suan bu
satirlart okudugunuz “Kiitahya Kureysler Baraji Kurtarma Kazilart 2015-2016” yayini ile
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de bu buytik sorumlulugun geri kalanini yerine getirmenin ve elde edilen tim sonugclari
yayimlamanin mutlulugunu, “biraz da gozlerimiz nemlenerek” yasamaktayiz ki “verilen
emegin ve cekilen zorluklarin” ne oldugunu ¢ok iyi bilen ekibimiz adina.

Toplam ¢ sezona ve kisitl zaman dilimine sahip oldugumuzun farkindaligryla, kisa stre-
de Ug farkl alana yayilan arazi ¢calismalariyla birlikte, 6nemli planlamalar yapmak, i¢inde
bulundugumuz sistemin bir geregiydi. Ciinkti kazi calismalarinin yirttildigi bu alan ta-
mamen sular altinda kalacaktt ve zamanla yaris ¢coktan baslamisti. Daha ilk seneden, bilim
insanlarina acgilan kapilar, diger kapilari da agmaliydi ki 6yle de oldu. Gerek kazi ¢alisma-
larindan elde edilen verilerin degerlendirilmesi gerek cevrenin arkeolojik, jeolojik, etnog-
rafik ve fauna acisindan tanimlanarak belgelenmesi de 6nem tasimaktaydi. Bu nedenle
2015-2016 yillarint iceren sonuglar icin ikinci bir yayin yapma geregi dogmustur. Hatta bu
kitabin boyutu da tiim sonuclart yayimlamaya yeterli olmadigindan, bazi makaleleri K-
tahya Arkeoloji, Sanat Tarihi ve Tarih Arastirmalari (Kiitahya Muizesi 2020 Yuligy kitabina
aktarmak zorunda kaldik.

Bu kitapta, ozverili calismalariyla ve bilimsel destekleriyle yanimizda yer alan ekip tye-
lerimizin ve farkli Universitelerde gorev yapmakta olan yerli yabanci bilim insanlarinin
calismalarinin sonuglari yer almaktadir. En 0onemlisi; ti¢ sezon stiren Kureysler Baraji Kur-
tarma Kazilart ve bilimsel sonuclart gostermistir ki 6zelde kurtarma kazilart, genelde bu tip
projeler sehirlerin, muizelerin, makam ya da unvanlarin buiytik olmasinin degil, arkeolojiye
gercekten gonil verenlerin olmasi gerektigini, ancak bu sekilde her turli zorlugun ve
imkansizligin tstesinden gelinebilecegini bir kez daha ortaya koymustur.

10.XI1.2019
Kutahya
Serdar UNAN
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FOREWORD

“For those who attempt to do the impossible...”

The need for water is increasing every day due to the problem of “global warming”, which
affects our country and the whole world. If the climatic conditions go this way, perhaps by
the middle of the 21* century, water will become the most important item on the world’s
agenda for all living species. The contribution of dams to this water problem or whether
they are triggering elements of global warming is a completely different matter of debate.
In our country, in order to take parallel steps for irrigated agriculture dams were built and
those caused many arcaeological sites to be inundated since the 1960s. Other topics of
discussion on going for many years are the effects of dams on these archaeological sites
and the “dam-archaeological excavation” dilemma. Although the Kureysler Dam, built by
the DSI (Directorate of State Hydraulic Works) at the village of Kureysler in the Aslanapa
district of Kiitahya Province, is also a relatively small irrigation dam, it has made important
contributions to the archaeology of Anatolia since it documented the cultural assets in
its interaction area by archaeological excavations. Scientific excavations were carried out
under my responsibility at these registered archaeological sites affected by the Kureysler
Dam between 2014 and 2016.

In my opinion, it will not be appropriate to limit the aspect of Rescue Excavations of the
Kureysler Dam to archaeological excavations only. Taken in the account the size of archae-
ological works in the country, these excavations are relatively large archaeological projects
created by a museum in terms of the number of working teams, the nature and quantity
of the finds recovered and the size of the studied areas. When we think about the results
of this project, like excavations and findings, it is a success story that this large team has
realized all together. When we look back to the very beginning of the story, we see that
in May 2014, a group of archaeologists tried to warm up by a bonfire in the evening in
an area near Derekdy with three camping trailers provided by DSI to excavate beginning
with Hoytiktepe, then Attepe Settlement and Derekoy Necropolis. Because of the urgent
nature of conditions, there were no toilet to use, no table for eating, no chair to sit and no
enclosed place to put the table and chairs and no space for using as an excavation house.
The meals were eaten on tables made by the combining small, two-person tables from
the camper trailers together and chairs in the open area, by rotation when necessary and
the missing items were provided by the people of Derekdy, who embraced us with warm
interest. The situation is not much different in the field either; the studies started with the
picks and buckets provided by our museum and when these were not sufficient, the acti-
vities carried out by mowing the grass with bare hands.

Only a few months later, the freactions from academicians and guests who visited our
excavation made us happy and proud since they indicated that they could not believe it
was the first year of the excavation and it was carried out by the Kitahya Museum. The
excavations started under difficult conditions due both to weather conditions and lack of
required equipment. At the end of the first season, we have an excavation house built
by us, an oven that can be used for heating, a store room and mess tents. Despite all the
shortcomings, the field works, which began systematically from the very beginning, soon
completely moved away from the image of the first season. In order not to waste the labor
of our excavation team, which is able to adapt even to such difficult conditions, it was a
our responsibility that we took upon the duty of sharing all the excavation results with
the experts in academic fields. We fulfilled part of this responsibility with the publication
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“Kureysler Dam Rescue Excavations 2014”, which included the results of the excavation
work for 2014. With the publication “Kiitahya Kureysler Dam Rescue Excavations 2015-
2016”7, which you hold in your hand and currently reading these lines fulfilling the rest of
this great responsibility we are happy with tears of joy to publish all results on behalf of
our team, who know very well the spent labor and the difficulties.

it was the necessity of the system with the awereness that we have a total of three seasons
and a limited time frame, to make important plans together with the field works spread
over three different areas in a short time. Because this area where the excavation work
was carried out would be completely flooded, and the race against the time had already
begun. From the very first year, the doors to scientists should have opened other doors,
which they did. It was important both to evaluate the data obtained from the excavations
and also to identify and document the environmental data like archaeological, geological,
ethnographic and faunal data. Therefore, it was required to publish a second publication
for the results, we had to transfer some articles to the Kiitahya Archaeology, Art History
and History Researchs (Kitahya Museum 2020 Yearbook).

This book contains the results of the work of our team members who are with us with
their dedicated work and scientific support, as well as local and foreign scientists working
at different universities. Most importantly, the scientific results of the Kureysler Dam Res-
cue Excavations, which lasted for three seasons, showed that it is more important to have
dedicated people to archaeology than being in larger cities, museums, goverment office
authorities or having higher ranks; so that all kinds of difficulties and impossibilities could
be overcome.

10.XI1.2019
Kitahya
Serdar UNAN






HOYUKTEPE OGUTME TASLARI VE YERLESIM ICINDEKI
DAGILIMLARININ DEGERLENDIRILMESI

GROUND STONES FROM HOYUKTEPE AND THE EVALUATION OF THEIR
ON-SITE DISTRIBUTION

Adnan BAYSAL'

Ozet

Hoyuktepe kazilar Kitahya Mizesi Mudurligu tarafindan yirttilmustiir. Kazilar sonucunda ortaya
¢ikan arkeolojik buluntular arasinda ¢ok sayida ¢gitme taslarinin da bulundugu gozlenmis, kazi
projesinin yurlttcileri tarafindan detayli ve analitik incelenmesi icin sistematik olarak kazi alaninda
ve sonrasinda belgelenerek kazi sonrast analizleri icin depoda biriktirilmistir. Buluntular tizerinde
yapilan ilk incelemeler gerceklestirilerek elde edilen bilgiler yine ayni kurum tarafindan gercekles-
tirilen monograf icinde yayinlannustir. ilk degerlendirmeler Hoyiiktepe 6giitme taslarinin tipolojik
cesitliligi, hammadde ve kullanimina isaret etmekteydi. Buluntularin tipolojik acidan cogunlugu alt
ve st ogltme taslarindan meydana geldigi ve bunlarin yogun kullanimda kaldiklari gézlenmistir.
Bununla birlikte buluntularin kazi alanindaki konumlart degerlendirilmeden birakilmisti. Burada ilk
calismanin devami olarak disiintlen ve bir anlamda c¢alismay: tamlayacak olan bir perspektif ile
buluntularin konumlar1 ve kontekstleri degerlendirilecektir. Dolayistyla, bir dagilim analizi yapmak
amaclanmaktadir. Dagilim analizleri sonucunda da 6glitme taslarinin bulunduklari ortamlarla iliski-
leri disinda, onlarin kullanim tarihlerinin de bir anlamda ortaya ¢ikarilmast amaclanmakta ve mekin
ve alet kullanimi acgisindan da bir ¢erceve sunmayi1 amaclanmaktadir. Bu da yerlesmenin islevi ve
anlasilmasinda 6nemli oranda yardimci olacaktir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Ogiitme Taslari, Hoyliktepe, Tung Caglari, Bati Anadolu, Dagilim Analizi

Abstract

The excavation of Hoylktepe is conducted under the direction of Kiitahya Museum. As a result of
these systematic excavations numerous ground stone tools have been discovered. These tools were
registered and recorded during the excavations and stored in the depot of the dig house where
post-excavation analyses were conducted. Initial results of the examination of the assemblage were
previously reported in a monograph published by the Kiitahya Museum. This report considered
tool typology, raw materials and use of the raw materials. It indicated that the lower and upper
parts of grinding equipment were dominant in the assemblage compared to other types. However,
the first report did not include contextual analysis or consideration of on-site distribution of these
artifacts. As a follow up the previous one, this report focuses on the contextual analyses, on-site
distribution and use-life of the artifacts. The wider purpose of this report is to help in the interpreta-
tion of building use, household activities and life cycles of the ground stones, all of which are useful
in understanding the overall functioning of the site.

Keywords: Ground Stones, Hoyliktepe, Bronze Ages, Western Anatolia, Distribution Analysis

Giris

Arkeolojik arastirmalarda 1960’11 yillardan itibaren hem bilimsel hem de uygulanan calisma
metodlart ve yaklasimlar acisindan farklilasmanin basladigi, giderek sistematik yontemlerin
gelistirildigi ve teorik sorgulamalarin giindeme getirildigi gozlenmektedir. 1960’11 yillardaki
bu degisiklikler arkeolojik gelisim evrelerinin tanimlanmasinda “Yeni Arkeoloji veya Strec-
sel Arkeoloji” (New Archaeology veya Processual Archaeology) olarak tanimlanmustir. Bu

*Dog. Dr., Ankara Universitesi, Dil ve Tarih-Cografya Fakdiltesi, Tarih Oncesi Arkeolojisi Anabilim Dali, Arkeo-
loji Bolimt, Ankara / TURKIYE, abaysal@ankara.edu.tr
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degisim Amerika’li antropolog L. Binford ile gelismeye baslayan teorik bir akimdir. Binford
ile baslayan akim icerisinde bilimsel sorgulamalarin arttigi, materyal kulttiire olan yakla-
simin degistigi gozlenmektedir'. Akim 6zlinde kiltiirel degisiklikleri anlamanin cevresel
veya ekolojik degisiklikler ile birlikte ve bunlarin bulunduklari ortamla baglantili oldugu
gortisiinden yola cikarak, arkeolojik arastirmalarin temel amaclarinin bu konular olmas: ge-
rektigi dislincesini ileri sirmekteydi. Yeni arkeolojinin bu durusu ayni zamanda materyal
kulttr tarihgiligine de karst bir alternatif olmaktaydi. Yeni arkeoloji akimi 1960’1 ve 1970’li
yillarda ¢ok buytk yankilar uyandirmis ve bircok arastirmacty: da derinden etkilemistir.

Yeni Arkeoloji akiminin etkilerini Tiirkiye arkeolojisinde de gdérmek miimkiindir. Ozellikle
istanbul Universitesi mensubu olan Ali Dincol ve Sénmez Kantman isimli iki arastirmacinin
bu etki ile birlikte ¢ikarmis olduklart ‘Analitik Arkeoloji’ (Analitik Arkeoloji 1969) isimli ya-
yin o donemdeki arkeologlarin yenilik¢i diisiincelere hem agik oldugunu ve aynt zamanda
farkli degerlendirmelerin uygulanmasi tizerine bir kanit olusturmaktadir. Bu yapilan yayin,
hemen hemen 1962’de baslayan® 1968’de Binford'un® gelistirmis oldugu ve genel olarak
materyal kultir odakli calismalarin kiltirel sistemi temsil ettigi diistincesinden uzaklasmak
uzere hareketlenen diisiincelerin en poptler ve yaygin oldugu doneme rastlamaktadir. Yine
sozi edilen calisma ayni zamanda Clarke’in* ¢ikarmis oldugu analitik arkeoloji (Analytical
Archaeology) yayini ile hemen hemen ayni doneme denk gelmektedir. Kisaca Binford'un
ortaya koydugu dustincelerin ne kadar cabuk yayginlasarak arkeolojik arastirmalara teorik
ve metod agisindan yansidigini ve o donem icin bu gelismeleri de yakindan takip eden
geng ve istekli arkeologlarimizin oldugunu gostermektedir. Din¢ol ve Kantman'in ¢alis-
malart maalesef uzun 6murli olamamis ve bu tir yaklasimlar Turkiye Arkeolojisi icindeki
platformunu bulamamuistir. Kisacast stiregsel arkeolojinin arkeolojik materyalleri kultir ta-
rih¢iliginin disinda, zaman ve mekan baglaminda da degerlendirilmesi geregi konusu ¢ok
fazla benimsenemeden Turkiye Arkeolojisi icin kaybolup gider.

1980’li yillara gelindiginde ise "Yeni Arkeoloji" olarak da tanmnan stregsel arkeoloji akimi
cesitli alternatifler ile karsilasmaya baslar. Bu akimlar arasinda ise Hodder onciliginde
gelismeye baslayan ve genel olarak Post-Stirecsel Arkeoloji (Post-Processual Archaeology)
olarak tanimlanan yeni bir yaklasimin varligi dikkat ¢ceker. Bu yaklasim genelde stirecsel
arkeolojinin bir elestirisi olarak goriliir. Hodder'in yayinlart ve diger Ingiliz arastirmacila-
rin ¢alismalart da’ siiregsel arkeoloji i¢in Atlantik Okyanusu’nun karst kiyisina 6nemli bir
diisiinsel platform olarak olusmaya baslar. Oncelikli olarak ‘anlam’ ve ‘sembol’ler {izerinde
durmaya baslayan post-siire¢sel arkeoloji ‘tarih’ ve ‘aracr’larin da ge¢mis ve ge¢misten gii-
nimuze ulasan baglamlarda oncelikli olarak ele alinmasi geregini ve aynt zamanda kul-
tiriin ‘uzun-dénem’de gelisen bir stire¢ oldugu ve bu sekilde kavranmasi gereginin altint
cizer. 1980°den baslayarak 2000°1i yillara kadar popiilerligini koruyan ve bu konuda bir¢ok
yayin yapilan post-siire¢sel arkeolojinin bu kadar uzun streli olarak yaygin ve tartisiimasi-
nin nedenlerinden birisi de s6z konusu sembollerin ve anlamlarin yorumlanmasi konusun-
da sadece teorik olarak yaklasimlarla yetinmeyerek metot ve pratige dayali® calismalarin
da yapilmis olmasindan gelmektedir. Bu calismalarin ilk asamalarinda karsimiza baglam
ve daha sonrasinda bunu yorumlayabilmek icin de matematiksel islemlere dayali analitik
yaklasimlarin gelistirildigi gozlenmektedir. Bu calismalar arasinda en 6nemlisi olarak ele
alacagimiz ve burada bizim arastirmamiza da temel olusturan calisma, yine Hodder tara-
findan hazirlanmis olan arkeolojik buluntularin zamansal ve mekansal olarak dagilimlarint

! Binford 1962: 217, 218; Binford 1968: 267, 269.
2 Binford 1962,

3 Binford 1962.

4 Clarke 1968.

> Shanks 1987; Shanks 1992.

® Hodder 1992.
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KUTAHYA, KUREYSLER DAM RESCUE EXCAVATIONS 2015-2016

SUMMARY

An irrigation dam project was carried out by DSI at the village of Kureysler, Aslanapa dis-
trict, Kitahya province and the construction has been completed. In this area, there are
Hoyuktepe, Attepe Settlement, Derekody Necropolis and Almacik Bridge, which are regis-
tered as Grade 1 protected Archaeological Sites. Since the those archaeological sites are
located in the dam lake basin, studies have been carried out by Kiitahya Museum Director-
ate under the responsibility of Museum expert Archaeologist (MA) Serdar UNAN for three
years. There is an avarage of 3 km distance between Hoyliktepe, Attepe Settlement and
Derekdy Necropolis and the studies were conducted between 2014 and 2016.

The borders of Hoytiktepe were determined as 200 m in east-west and north-south direc-
tions, and it was determined to be a medium sized mound which is the first place the
Kureysler Dam Rescue Excavation was started. Attepe Settlement is located northeast of
Kureysler village, approximately 3 km east of Hoyliktepe. Derekody Necropolis is located
in Dere village, Kizlar Yeri locality. The first rescue excavation in this area was carried out
in 2013 by Kitahya Museum Directorate.

Field work was carried out for 6 mounths during the 2015 excavation season at three
areas, namely Hoyulktepe, Attepe Settlement and Derekdy Necropolis. 56 squares, each
measuring 10.00x10.00m, at Hoylktepe, 31 squares at Attape and 7 at DerekOy were exca-
vated. In the 2016 excavation season, it was possible to work for three months. 23 squares
were studied at Hoytiktepe and 1 square at Attepe. At Hoyuktepe settlement; four different
periods: Early Bronze Age, Middle Bronze Age, Hellenistic and Late Roman Periods; at At-
tepe Settlement Late Eastern Roman Period settlement dated to 10-11st century AD were
identified. Marble sarcophagi of secondary use dating to the Roman Imperial Period and
tombs dating to the Late Eastern Roman Period (10-11st century AD) were unearthed at
Derekody Necropolis.

The results of the archaeological excavations conducted at the Hoyuktepe Settlement and
the Derekoy Necropolis in 2014 were immediately published in 2015 in the book titled
“Kutahya, Kureysler Dam Rescue Excavations 2014”!. This book titled “Kiitahya, Kureysler
Dam Rescue Excavations 2015-2016” has been prepared for publication, this is the con-
tinuation of the mentioned book. This book contains the articles about these subjects:the
Early Bronze Age II architecture, pottery, metallurgical finds, seals, bone tools, figurines,
terracotta brushes, textile group, chipped and ground stones of Hoylktepe settlemet; and
Middle Bronze Age architecture, pottery and small finds of the Hoyuktepe Settlement.
Also there are articles about the Late Eastern Roman (Byzantine) Period, its architecture,
coins, metal artifacts, lead seals. Architecture and metal finds of Attepe Settlement are
worth mentioning. The articles that evaluate findings of Hoylktepe, Attepe settlements
and Derekoy Necropolis as a whole are about the tomb types and death practices, glass
ware-, pottery, metal finds, archaeobotanical finds, anthropological remains, faunal stud-
ies. Beside these there are articles about Paleolithic researches, georadar, metal analyses,
paleoclimatology and geomorphological researches. The findings were reflected in the

'TURKTUZUN, M., UNAN, S., (eds.) (2015), Kureysler Baraji Kurtarma Kazilar1 2014, Bilgin Kltiir Sanat Yayi-
nevi, Ankara.
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studies by using carbon 14 age determination and dendrochronology methods within the
scope of archaeometry. Dating results are also included in related articles.

This book includes articles particularly by Serdar UNAN, who took the scientific respon-
sibility of the Kureysler Dam Rescue Excavations, scientific consultants, archaelogists and
academics working in different universities in Turkey and the World who participated and
contributed to the Kureysler Rescue Excavations.

825



Kisaltmalar Listesi

AE
AMDK
Ars. GOr.
AT

BC
Bkz.
BP
cent.
cm
cev.
Ciz.

Der:
DK
dn.
Dog. Dr.
DSI
EBA
EDR
Env.
ETC
Fig.
Fot.

GDR
Gen:
G.O.
gr
HT
TG

Kal:

Kat. No:
km

Ky.

Lev.

It

MBA

MO

MS

MYO
OTC
Ogr. Gor.
PI.

Prof. Dr.

pt

826

Bronz
Antemortem Dis Kaybi
Arastirma Gorevlisi
Attepe

Batu

Before Crescent
Bakiniz

Before Present
century

santimetre

ceviri

Cizim

Dogu

Derinlik

Derekoy

Dipnot

Docent Doktor
Devlet Su Isleri
Early Bronze Age
Erken Dogu Roma
Envanter

Erken Tung¢ Cagt
Figur

Fotograf

Gulney

Gec¢ Dogu Roma
Genislik
Gliniimiizden Once
gram

Hoyuktepe

flk Tung Cag1
Kuzey

Kalinlik

Katalog Numarast
kilometre

Darp Yonu

Levha

Litre

metre

Middle Bronze Age
milimetre

Milattan Once
Milattan Sonra
Meslek Yiiksek Okulu
Orta Tung Cagi
Ogretim Gorevlisi
Plate

Profesdr Doktor
pismis toprak



Ref. No.
Res.
Taf.
SO
Sek.
Uz:
XRD
XRF
vb
vd
Vol.
Yuk:

Referans Numarasi
Resim

Tafel

Seyitomer Hoylik
Sekil

Uzunluk

X-Isinlari Kirinim
X-Isinlar1 Floresans
ve benzeri

ve digerleri
Volume

Yikseklik

Yizyil

sayfa

Kaynakca Kisaltmalar Listesi

AJA
AST

ANES

BAR

BAR

BIAA

CNRS
DTCF

ed.

eds.
ICARDA
istMITT
iTC

I.U.

KST
MKKSTMiize
MTA

NW

ODTU
TASK
TTKY
TUBA-AR
TUBA-KED
TUBITAK
USA

American Journal of Archaeology

Arastirma Sonuglart Toplantist

Ancient Near Eastern Studies

British Archaeological Research

British Museum Catalogues

British Institute at Ankara

Centre national de la recherche scientifique

Dil Tarih Cografya Fakiltesi

Editor

Editorler

International Center for Agricultural Research in the Dry Areas
Istanbuller Mittelungen

flk Tung Cag1

Istanbul Universitesi

Kazi Sonuclart Toplantist

Kurtarma Kazi Sonuclari Toplantist

Maden Tetkik Arama

Northwest

Ortadogu Teknik Universitesi

Tarih, Arkeoloji, Sanat ve Kultiir Mirasini Koruma Vakfi
Turk Tarih Kurumu Yayinlar

Turkiye Bilimler Akademisi Arkeoloji Dergisi
Turkiye Bilimler Akademisi Kiiltiir Envanter Dergisi
Turkiye Bilimsel ve Teknolojik Arastirma Kurumu
United States of America

827



828






e,

..._r_..._w. fm....ﬁﬂ; > t .“,. £
- .:...AJ : Jn







832









