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SYMPOSIUM AND EXHIBITION PROGRAM

(September 7, 2022)

Registration Desk Procedures for Participants with Memorandum (9.45-10.00)
Opening of the Symposium and Stand in Silence (10.00-10.10)

Keynote Speeches (10.10-10.30)

Musa SARI (District Governor of Kemalpasa)

Ridvan KARAKAYALI (Mayor of Kemalpasa)

Prof. Dr. Engin BERBER (Symposium Coordinator)

Kemal KILICDAROGLU (CHP Chairman / If deemed appropriate)

Symposium Opening Lecture Prof. Dr. Erglin AYBARS (Em.),

" 100th Anniversary of the Great Victory " / Dokuz Eyliil University,

Atatiirk's Principles and Revolution History Institute Former Director, (10.30-
11.00)

Tea-Coffee Break (11.00-11.20)

SESSION 1
Session Chairman Prof. Dr. Temucin Faik ERTAN

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Zafer DERIN "Kemalpasa Plain with its Prehistoric Cultural
Past", Ege University- Mound Yesilova Head of Excavation, (11.20-11.40)

Prof. Dr. Ozlem CEVIiK, "Mound Ulucak Excavations in the Light of New Data",
Trakya University- Mound Ulucak Head of Excavation, (11.40-12.00)

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Miijde PEKER, "Excavations on Mount Nif (Olympos) in the
Light of Archaeological Research and Findings", Istanbul University Mount Nif
Head of Excavation, (12.00-12.20)

Prof. Dr. Danis BAYKAN, "izmir Mount Nif (Olympos) Excavation Karamattepe
Metal Workshops", Trakya University, (12.2012.40)

Question & Answer (12.40-13.00)

Lunch (13.00-13.50)



SESSION 2
Session Chairman Prof. Dr. Engin BERBER

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Hasan Peker, "Karabel Monument", Istanbul University, (14.10-
14.30)

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Emine TOK, "Anatolian Pars and Kemalpasa", Ege University,
(14.30-14.50)

Lecturer-Author Rahim SAG, "A Review of the History of the Byzantine State of
Iznik within the Framework of the Sarcophagus of Theodoros Laskaris II",

Liitfii Urkmez Mesleki ve Teknik Anadolu Lisesi (14.50-15.10)

Doctorant Emel AKBAS, "Nif as an Administrative Center during the Lascarides
Period", Sakarya University, (15.10-15.30

Assistant Prof. Cenk BERKANT, "Byzantine Churches in Mount Nif", Mugla Sitki
Kogman University, (15.30-16.10)

Question & Answer (15.50-16.10)

Tea - Coffee Break (16.10-16.30)

SESSION 3
Session Chairman Prof. Dr. Ozlem CEVIK
Prof. Dr. Temugin Faik ERTAN- Dr. Emine Giintepe YESILBURSA, "Documents on
Nif in the Archive of the Turkish Institute of Revolution History with
Classification and Analysis", (Ankara University Institute of Turkish Revolution

History), (16.30-16.50)

Prof. Dr. Tanju DEMIR, "Nif District in the Annuals of the Province of Aydin",
Adnan Menderes University, (16.50-17.10)

Dr. Tiilay GUL, "Kemalpasa in izmir Provincial Annuals of the Republican
Period", Ege University, (17.10-17.30)

Prof. Dr. Engin BERBER, "A Florean Refugee in Kemalpasa: Cemil Zeki Bey", Ege
University, (17.30-17.50)

Question & Answer (17.50-18.10)
Awarding of Certificates of Attendance and Closure: (18.10-18.30)

Dinner: (19.10)



SOCIAL PROGRAM

September 8, 2022

Departure from the Hotel in the Morning: (10.00)
Kemalpasa Anakent Cultural Route Walking (10.20-11.30)
Kurudere / Nazarkdy Excursion (12.00-13.00)

Lunch ( G&l Park)

Leaving from Kemalpasa
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Dear Mayor,
Dear colleagues,
Dear representatives of our political parties and civil society organizations,

Dear ladies and gentlemen and our esteemed professors

Welcome to the symposium organized by our Municipality on the occasion of the
September 8, Liberation of Kemal pala. We
liberation of the city over a century ago, which today is our day of honor and prithe After
First World War, while the invasion forces were sharing the pie at the table, they gave our regio
and our district to their subcontractors, the Greek State. Nevertheless, under the leadership o
Mustafa Kemal Pasha and his comradaisms, and withhe collective contribution of our
Turkish, Kurdish, Alevi and Sunni people from the east and west of the country, the war resultec
in victory.

The Great Leader envisioned the victory in advance and gave an appointment in Nif on
September 9th to the amlzaks's of the imperial states asking for an appointment with him
in a telegram while he was in Afyonkarahisar. The Turkish soldier walked an average of 2
kilometers a day with the sandals on their feet and entered Izmir in 12 days by creating an epi
Our professors will soon explain this more eloquently. They have gifted us this beautiful country.

| don't want to take much time, here | would like to leave the floor to my mentors, our
esteemed professors. | would like to express my appreciation on foehaélb and our
district to both our guests here and our esteemed professors for your participation and
contributions. May we reach many more centenaries.

Musa SARI
Governor of Ke |
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Dear Governor,

Dear Distinguished Professors, Department Heads, Political Party Chairmen
Executives and My Fellow Citizens

Mr. Governor made a genuinely nice speech about August 30th and September 9th, 1922
I sign my name under all of them. We orgar
| was the District Director of National Education then. We, as the districiagshig, the
municipality and the District Directorate of National Education, had worked in coordination
and efficiency for this feast of knowledge. The result was an absolutely beautiful work of art.

With the joint efforts of researcmofessor Rahita K and Mr s. Ar zu
Al t Entoz), one of our Deputy Mayors, we t
For this academic study, we specifically
liberated from occupation. | strongly velithat it will be a pleasant meeting. | am quite sure
that we will hear incredibly good memoranda and that we will have a book that will stay with us
for many years. | can already sense the excitement and pride of publishing this book and leavir
it to the next generations: our children and grandchildren. | would like to express my gratitude
in advance to those who contribute.

We celebrated the 100th anniversary of our August 30 Victory Day yesterday with
enthusiasm. | will welcome a group coming fronmAfyp o mor r ow ( Sept-ember
Hamzababa. From there, we wil!/l go to Sina
Tun- wi || al so come, we wi || have a speec
celebration with Onur AKIN concert aur recreation area. Well, you have come here, we are
i ncredibly happy to welcome you as Kemal p:
an important settlement that dates back to the early ages of history and was once the capital «
the Easteriroman EmpireMr. Governor has already briefed it; | would like to thank him very
much. | wish you saess in your work, | wish you "all the best" Aa@py holidays". Thank
you very much.

REdvan KARAKAYALI
Mayor of Kemal pala
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Dear Governor, Dear Mayor,

Dear Esteemed Colleagues and Members of the Audience,

| would like to start my remarks by greeting you all with respect antixszsdgormge". |
also contributed to the previous symposium mentioned by Dear Mayor (1999) by presenting &
memor andum on Kemalpala during the time i:
the old movie theater (which no longer exists) where the symp@sitheld. The focus of
that symposium was culture and environment. The symposium, which is about to begin in
commemoration of the 100th Anniversary of the Great Victory, does not have an
environmental dimension but is focused specifically on the rdiscigfli archaeology, art
history and history.

There has been no public call for the memoranda you are about to listen to. Each and
every one of my colleagues here has been invited to the symposium in the context of thei
i nterest i n Kpabticatioms.al Weuld kke © expréss my sincere gratitude to
them for their kindness. Incidentally, | would like to emphasize that none of the memoranda to
be presented here was presented at the symposium held in 1999 or elsewhere by the authors
the menoranda. Most of my colleagues had the courtesy to make memorandum on topics that
woul d compl ement a deficiency in Kemal pale
at the end of the day, our knowliéghdge of Ni

There are two other aspects that distin
Kemal palLa" from the previous symposi um.
kafaKEndan Zaf eiran |9 BE@Gipbe lauhdhad Adgjunstiorowsth
the symposium. The supply of movable cultural assets for this exhibition, which | wrote and
curated with pleasure and which | think wi
Li brary that Kemal pahasMbrieni galrirti yedwantts
A. K . I would |Iike to sincerely thank Mr.
second one is that all memoranda to be presented will be also published in English.

I would like to conclude by expressmg gr ati tude to Mr. RE
Kemal palLa, and al | his coll eagues, especi a
who saw a new symposium as a need for Ke
allocated this beautiful venuauts and to Prof. Dr . Ergen Ay
of giving the opening speech. | wish a successful symposium and a pleasant exhibition for a
of us.

Prof. Dr. Engin BERBER
Symposium Coordinator



(Bl ank page)



SYMPOSIUM OPENING REMARKS



(Bl ank page)



Symposium Opening Lecture

200 YEARS OF HI STORY:
T RKKYE AGAI NST GREEK AND CRUSADER
Ergen AYBARS
After having conquered Anatolia with th
Eastern Rome to withdraw to the north 1
MiryakefallempafBar dwergi on) I n 1176. The wuse
Venaen iand Genoese merchants after the Turk
owner of Anatolia. With the Mongol i nvasi
Founded in 12BQi ndhpabOhtytmaen most ptoi wneer f u
with iIts successive congukdsitasndanfdi ncaapliyt alls
1453, the t-Mueht msfwdarkeshned by Europe a
the "Eastern Problem" and canudealdusgiraenatp rfoel
Spain was solved by massacres -MaslLlédmm20Q0tt ame
Empire.
At a ti me wHhPerno ttehset aCnatt hroelliicgi ous war was
by Sul ei man the Magni f iucte nEu rcoapues.e dl tg rweaast 1f

houses and bachelor houses were opened in
to the big cities from the villages, the (
governors and tited Anud tofi anhevait5Ws th t he 2z
2nd Fetret period took place. Despite the
Ottoman Empire could not recover. 1After
Karl of-a, i thrweast ntoo | Buinrgepe.a The Eastern P
ti me.

From the 15th century onwards, pi oneer e

the age of discoveries with the discovery

shipeemnging. They switched from mercantil i s
and colonialism, and plundered and shared
with great massacres. The Capitul atiades s

the Ottoman Empire an open market for Eu

humani sm consolidated Europe's supremacy.

"Dokuz Eyl ¢l il niversitesidodnden (Em.) Prof. Dr .



of the victorious alliances in thenwaro atgh
agenda at the Congress ofit Feefiobhdsbsesh8apel

from the@BrBalakaans France, Austria and Prussi
was aS|Ran st game. Russia,r Bwiitthai nh e nslu ppr
Ort hodox, Catholic and Protestant <churche
Over 24,000 Muslims and thousands of Jews

Ottoman Empire could netd Swpprhed 9 tthhreo mr évlee

t he Governor of Egypt. The governor's son
an army and navy of 25,000 men and put do
of the Ottoman Empilreswaefstuphprmassdcr Regh
own col oni es, as a result of the agreemer
i mperial i st empift Be ©@aveman m&®miei tfdneat Ki ag
Pel opodmes e@ttoman Empisr e@mo¢epeacst eadh ti nt er f
affairs. Having started a war without decl
Navarin (October 20, 1827). According to
Proksch Vvami OslQGeubtrye( QMia,g axei pnteeember 2001), wh
l zmir during this incident, they also shel
Russia to attack the Ottoman Empire. When
t he Ottomamnc eEpnpeid edef eat and accepted the
agreement signed in London in 1830. This Kk
adodpttehe strat edityo odf e Meelglail @ s fl Wiietak ©Oh &€ o ma a
Empor e

The reforms of the Ottoman Sultan Mahmu

into practice in Turkey with the opening o
Academy (1834) and schools for the Egdencetr al
i n 1839. Meanwhi |l e, Britain'"s prevention
and 1839 and its defense against Russia b
1838, a trade agreement (Bal tsai iPeogdpe wmlse s
access to the interior of Anatolia and re
exploration. The agreement soon spread, es

the Aegean islands tohAnBtohcapaBriyvaoh, PF

side of the Ottoman Empire in the war bet



BridGgaiamm was to burn the Russian navy and
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I terranean. Wi tgho atlh ewaGCsr iancehaine wéad, t hi s
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m the Bal kans and extending from the B
Af ghani §han mbget Chimpar ttamtasp drhte dft t tomia
ter T¢rkiye). The Straits are the gat e\
the Persian Gulf (this line is still \
European Syste/im o a&Sndt%satwitthhe ARrariicsl el
was accepted that a state intending to
er states, otherwise other states coul c
| d imoptl ebmeent ed. The Ottoman Empire incul
1854 due to the expenses of the GC9®9i mea
cent, this debt was spent on t lparmceaadss
a navy that would | ater be Il eft to rot
the construction of palaces and weddi ng
ntually, the Ottoman Empest wasi usaldkeét
1838 trade agreement, Britain and Fr an
railroad was | aid, one to the north at
hts on the | andde206f kiBite that br, B e dree agfay v ¢
Pari s et &abmaahmadlnkthanb ul in 1856 by L«
s bank would be able to issue banknot es
a period of 30 years. -tthimnmd Il dof mahet laa
culatione Bankomngtpedyitthbge Sk as é& awsdul d
nknotes) . It will receive a half percen
ing creditors. Il n 1863, French bankers
bi mgpesttocon to the Ottoman Bank was th
7, the European Commission pr ovBookgedda na n c
rt of the Ottoman Empire) and placed i

alelnitshorh Romania was approved by an Ottt

Romani a, Bal kan nations started to rev
ire, in an exemplary act, introduced t|
harter in 1868 when it saw t hat t he Ch

ece. | t abolished the tax | evied on Chi



addition to Turkish. However, tehca au pryi sRiure
continued i1its provocations -Sloaviinsftl upeanlciec yt.
Germany supported Russi &Ruismia@arnd era ptpa ogrheewe
note given to the Ottoman Hmptihree,t atxhaetyi odne
the freedom of worship and the establishn
although the Ottoman Empire accepted the

and military force was wmasdacTlkese BuwdopaamMa
notes from European states called for ref.:
Christian gangs. The Europeans knew this,

After the Tanzi mat Edict, awnew deree rodati
Musl im society. The youth who had studied
association called "Young Ottomans" and o
constitutional monarchy theytheaey pekhi s he d
public newspaper, wrote drTahmatp er fworrman aa ¢

KemafiVvat amuty aQiclriesattreed a gr eat ent husi asm
Writingvelfs began. fiTchme bamrfceedwerod adopt e
Abdg¢l azi z oshistturautcitoend. tFoé | ewt ngvadpdptazil
which even the interest on the debts coul
Muslims in the Balkans, I heaasednfbof{!| abhiez

di smi ssed Grand Vi zier Ma h mu t Nedi m Pasha

pr-Russi an. Mi t hat Pasha was appointed as
Mi ni ster of War, deposed Abd¢loazfiizn do na Maoyl
situati on. The Russian Tsar and the Aust

negotiations on the division of t he Bal k:
|l stanbul was decl ared as ta farceceepdi ttyh.i sWhs
threatened them with war, a conference wa
with the participation of the great power
announced the pro<l &@&smasso(Cofi ohg Kased on

Ottoman people. The great states did not |
unacceptable privileges for Christians. | r
system, Britaicnonared nefrdandcdetwdrheey woul d | o
could i mpose whatever they wanted on the ¢

decl ared war against the Ottoman Empire ot



Ayastefanoan(Yduiel kT’rye)a,t y of Ayastefanos w
Russia would dominate the regi-on Maatzanma
threatened Russia and ensured the organi z
The conclesnbdeeeivashit §at té&h e nOtltwemame Ewnpu Ir
I't was only after this date that the parti
The same year, Britain |l eased the island
Thetore, Britain established its own Medi't
and Gibraltar.

Britain decided that it would not be po:
from seizing the Persian andthséeegdethbhe G@G¢
and therefore changed their strategy. The
Ar meni a, which would support the Caucasus

domi nate the Straits and theaAdg®8ahknanagtie

organi zations who failed to achieve their
Musl im popul ati on. When the Ottoman Empir
incidents, those who welcomed that madeshkhcsl
were massacring Christians. Meanwhi | e, Fr
Egypt under its protection and settled th

(subordinate to the Othn®maaniikenped eEant exn ¢
more t¥Hhah “OBe popul ation was Musl i m. The
front of Varna and supported sending troo
take any initiative.ha&adtboegtwhelhmi mOglty mam
bet ween the Ottoman Empire and the Kingd
Abd¢gl hamit 11, the Ottoman Empire failed
i mperialist states.

At the beginenngrgf the 208tdh Constitutio
with the Young Turk and Unionist Progress

the Sultan's reinstatement of the Constit

the armed foceespapdl aheon. A new era bega
March 31, 1909 (April 13 in the Gregori at
anxious that the government-Gawomaud C€ammi titn
Uni on andKPtopmaesJerakki), and with the ar

from Thessal oni ki and the suppression of t



Since t-BhaegiBeadiRail way was commi ssioned wi

regisonoi | resources and the rapid introduc
the world's energy hub. As a result of im
Al liance and the Triple Entente nkktleo cbhs owa sw
al armed by the Ottoman Empire's entry int ¢
growing closeness to Ger many. It was ensur
social 1ife was shaidaghamrda yRawatsc i cautl yo ftfh eb
Bal kan War . The Bal kan War ended in disas"
Treaty of London, all of Thrace, except Ga
Romani a, Greece andr &endsathat aBbukedaonat Wwe
Bul garia withdrew its army from Thrace to
Pasha offered KOmil Pasha to |iberate Edi

fwe woul d amQereWBpadrn,ai hal at Pasha assignec
Subli me Porte (Prime Ministry). After thi
Thrace. Conqueror of Edi-rimew EnveheqOttkm:
gener al andftWaer Mi Bmeeéer Pasha was responsi

the First World War on the side of Ger many

powers on the Caucasus, Romanian, Mesopot a
of Ma8ch1915, August 10, 1915Amianadnh 1cShlabn gaet
course of world history. The British War N
that they would win the war in one wsean, t
why the war ended in four years. After Oct
the Ottoman Empire was in desperate strait

The Paris Peace Conference, with a prec

territory and homel and of t he Ottoman Emj

Jerusalem at the end of December 1917, h e
and expressed his anger [iSe lpauhnacdnd inbhg, ugheet ttto
Crusades arlen ovheer smaome year, LIl oyd GCadn ge

wild feelifiWgswbyl saypeb the Tur ksr dé mowmhaAnce

t hey haveWictohmet he outbreak of the war, Arm
massacred civilians. Considering the Ar mer
(Britain, France, I'taly antdot gievé&ni hedWss ta

t o Greece and Eastern Anatolia to Ar meni a



arrested 144 prominent members of the Com
Bojazl éyan District Governor Kemal Bey.

The Britiinshi tpsr easrst,i cl es published in 19
iMusl im Turks continue to massacre Chmigti :
Samsun, AdamTaheayn dweArne emi sl eading the Briti
f or Qroeelcaen dWhinl &iztmeea . kept on writing such
nex-t column i tiMwas Vewumriizelens trheagqguested our
per mi ssi ok tar myhet GretaPntMapgelMassatdesth
wd given permissiornad oa | famractee nofe ptShtea hke Bz i
ord&More than 5,000 Muslim Turks were massa
the exception of the Soviet Union) who wer
playing out the same scenario. Greak n@dl| or
hi s ¢ omiiden dselrcsyl d not l and troops in Anat
Andtiom, AnatoliaUwitédb8tatuesgohvAmerica P
drew the map of Armeni a.

Al t hough there wer eh¥adt ecnondlaboeheéeli bhon
military desertions, | ack of weapons and
war, epidemics, etc., the JFuhkiiesth M.a tKieomals
the founder of tbpalfTuAEsemMbiGyandh&aGr eek e
days with the Great Offensive. The Tur ki st
first action was to take down the Greek f
the Turkishifliag, t wWei cheglcent moon. With t

of Oc tlolberl 932 2, Thrace, including Edirne,
def eat of i mperial i sm. |t i's apparent t he
started ed 1821922dwlhurhkitshhe vMucstloirny of t h
Tur ki sh Revolution, Turkey achieved succe
At at ¢rk, Hatay was annexed to the homel anoc
bul |l et .

Tuek remained neutral duri-ag45he ISecan
Greeks fleeing the German occupation as r ¢
experienced another great devastation. T
agr eemetnt st we United States in 1945 and 1¢

winning the 1950 &elections, the Democrat
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reements were signed, which further 1incr
drea on t hefimuntiumd iopNlp\al ®d st gt es needed Tur Kk
rkey needed NATO. NATO could not be sec!

rsian and | skenderun gulfs and the Stra

NATO in 1952. On May 29, 1953, it was the
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e Government under Menderes did not oOr ¢
eece. The youth and the people melrebirmag.e
1956, t he EOKA organization began terr
rning of the house in Thessaloni ki wher e
ptembdr t6 was | ater disceveoadftihat byh@&ut
th the EOKA terrorist attacks, Greece st
itain | aunched a joint study. Under t h
eement in 1960, Tur keayr,amBtrartsaiinn aCydp rGur se
esident of the Republic of Cyprus violat
nstitution. In 1964, they tried to force
e Tur ki sh Muj aahsi dfecernc emdo vteomesntto pv when t he
e Greek Cypriot armed units and Greek we
e Turkish Regiment in Cyprus was Ssurrout
ref er encter etad yt hdJS1 P4 si diéYmtu T@ammodan uts
apons we give you without our peer ngosvsiieatr

ion's iodther Camtisoman i mperialist face o
d not whatveGBreece did tried to prevent
enario took place again in Cyprus. A c
ervention. |t was understood that Greec
ner &f , SB8al eyman DemiAeglkeas Howmgr nvasnte sl
ansformed the gendarmerie into a comman
ghters i aWitthhe twvhoer | adi)d 3recei ved from Ger
tabl i skhaldei nTiKé&ré&knstruction of | anding
I n 1974, the Greek Junta Government I mp
eece) with the Nikos Samson coup agains
tack. With whehdegbseonmeakenfbB¢l ent ECc
July 20, the Turkish army | anded on t he

otection of air and naval f orces and |



Mount ai ns. Pungnofthiher kmesh, British and G
gave Turkey a second chance of operation
Cypriots. The Turkish army headed south, e
started Torkewyitso | eave thhaep piesnleadn dwiatsh itfh e
Ml right, the coup is over, doawmay @y lbans my
1956 to 1974, the massacres committed by C
hd used the guarantor powers wunder the Z1

consti-temgalonal ghts of the Turkish Cypriot

financi al and economic embargoes, the gov
Incirlik Air Base in Adana. Greece did not
it at every opportunity. Particul amiyVyein
operation. He made numerous attemppetss itrmety
put on a show in the Aegean, and whieuwr k e

are attoacking us

Greece and the Armenian diaspora in Sou
1975. It was agr eed gtama tz aAri nmennsi awo utl edr ract rtias
consul ate personnel. While Greece would p
captured, Its embassies in that country w

Ar meni an terroe werlkadad Bhesedatthac&seiowne T
support MATOON eplultihees US and the EU. When T

di scomfort. When the attack on Turks at t
was put an emgl itm.Damasacumseeitn 1982, Syria
In 1984, the PKK began terrorism by killin

were providing weapons training to the PKEk

Damascuest twi tMfe Assad and resolve the probl

pocket he had Abdull ah ¥calan's phone nu
Damascus, which had been given to him by
the sulhjee ®PtKKo fc atme up, Demir el gave Assad
number , but Assad refused and said he woul
Attach® of the Turkish Embassy in Damascus

el evtanhroee people come quickly and get on t

Syria shows Ocalan and sets its stance.
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I n 1959, t he Fr enMahd awriiatgear, 3 aniiBvbard@opreé adce
rocaurntki sh: Me hmet Cliihaatgii ons Kkl B&B&0KAslEa
blished with a foreword by Andre Maur oi
tions. When talking aboidéecehefoblr B&gartiibe
rkey, he states ohaEutbpewestEerambbhdedUr
rkey is in the European geography. He s
ur hundred year s, granted religious fre
gui sitionmaasasacommi tthirmggh religious oprf¥
as an example in Europe; that if Europ
ristian i dentiintgy,i tist owonu | vda | bbee gdgeensyth a $ h @
s twhaast fiaar from Socratic thinking (indi\
ientific thinking), but that thtHdether Keaey
re tr WHet vaorgtuheybu rtkhsatartehead oi kEdir ® p enksssb It én
mpdamed he deceitful Greeks iMpdé6bh.aiBekng

Doj okustates that Turkey became a modern ¢

t h
Tu

at Kemalism was an exemplary r ewalautiiomn
rkey.

In 1963, Germany and France signed the
mber of members was six but the number

untries today is 27, but 2t hdorsmhéri so fr e

Apostles of Jesus? Turkey is a member c
rkish fl ag, representing the Crescent a
rkey was one of t heEU ouhret reiaerd itehsatt. alphpel il

ve made it clear that they do not want
rmer Ger mé&mi@hiandelolcoffBlnlksd )madatadmithtad k
vr esSThe Cust omsgnfkedgr eneintehntt hse EU i n 1995
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oper abuminnpg my conferences at t hat ti me,
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KEMALPAKA PLAI N WHISHORICITCELTBRRAE
BACKGROUND
Zafer "DERKN

Generally, cities are social organisms possessing a strong or weak, systematic or
disorganized historical memory, in which forms of social and political sovereignty are
effectively reflected. In this regard, many of our cities can trace their historytbahle
ancient period as a result of being home to some of the oldest social settlements of humanity
in Anatolia. Many settlements in and around the cities constitute a part of the cultural history
of the city. Through their cultural assets, cities talartplace in Anatolia's 12 thousand
years of history. Any settlement or ruin that takes place in the cultural history of the city
builds on the culture created before it and differentiates and develops in line with the
characteristics of the settlers. Acdimgly, cities have the historical identity of the past,
especially by identifying with the cultural assets in their centers.

One of the oldest cities still inhabited in the world today is Izmir. It differs from many
other cities in Turkey with itdistory dating back to prehistoric times. Studies show that
traces of humans in the early history of 1zmir date back to the Paleolithic period. Although
our knowledge about this period is quite limited, the surface researches carried out in the
Karaburun ad Bozburun peninsulas outside the city center, the stone tools found on the
ridges of Narl edere Kstikam School and ¢
vicinity of Bornova Kkizg°ller have shown
be taced back to the Paleolithic, Mesolithic / Epipaleolithic age between 300 thousand years
and 35 thousand years ago. However, there are no settlements identified from these periods.

The findings from the excavations started in 2021 in Dikili Cave, onleeodiistricts
around the city center, can be seen as important evidence of human habitation outside the
center of 1zmir. It is believed that the cave was used as a temporary shelter and dates back
to 14 thousand years ago. Furthermore, archaeologicaldgmttiom the excavations of other

surrounding districts such as Ege G¢bre i

" EgeUniversity Faculty of Letters, Department of Archaeology, Department of Classical Archaeology, Assoc.
Prof. Dr.



Heybelitepe in Torbaleée, and ¢ukuri -i HCy ¢ k
life dating back to the prpottery and pottgrperiods of the Neolithic Age.

An area of 1200 meters diameter
covering Yekilova HP°
Hoy ¢k and Kpekl i kuyu
middle of the Bornova Plain at the
center of Izmir was explored as the
first settlement area of the Prehistoric
Peaiod within the city. The
excavations started
Hy¢k 1 n 2005 and Ya
in 201 revealed a muitayered rich
cultural process dating back to
approximately & thousand years

ago.

As human life began in Izmir and its surroundings, significant changes were also
observed in the geography of Western Anatolia. Before the Neolithic period, when alluvial
deposits were not such thick anders flowed more strongly, the level of the Aegean Sea
was quite different than it is now. It is realized that the coastline of Western Anatolia has

Figure 1.Plain settlements in the undergone some changes since the
Prehistoric Period Paleolithic period. It is known that
during the AL as Dryat)capprodimaeely fromM@800htg @600 BC, the
level of the Aegean Sea was about@&8bm lower than today, and all islands close to the
mainland were connected to the mainfaf@etween 7000 and 6500 BC, at the beginning of
the Neolithic period, it igstimated that the rise in the Aegean Sea continued, reaching up to
-20 meters below its present level. Presumably, this caused changes in the shoreline of the
Gulf of Izmir and the coast was located at a more distant point than it is today. Due to this
geographical difference, human life was affected and environmental factors became
prominent in the beginning of social life. Consequently, the plains connected to the coast or

located away from the coast became areas where life was concentrated.

1Der n, Zal @rm,l 72@2, 1
’Bekarojlu, ®rdem, 2008, 1



For the prehistoric settlers, key factors were water, vegetation, fertile soil and climatic
conditions. Many fertile plains such as Bc
covering the features ment i omnrergrovande Pictere ar e
H.With this article, we wil/ examine the e
one of the plain settlements in the east of Izmir.

First studies in this region started in 1960, when British archaeologist David French
coducted surface research in the vicinity
study, Prof . Recep Meri-, a professor at |
conducted three surface research ieregidn9 85,
where both scientists focused their researExcavation studies started considerably later

than the surface studies. The first excay
Ulucak* H°y¢Kk

Kemal paka Pl ain i s #fwest dgnel staucturalotnoughs off t h
Western Anatolia. Located between Mount Ma

south, the area is an inland plain cut by the Belkahve threshold in the norsontstast
direction in the west

Regions suchasthe Kemt paka Pl ain became the -first
hunter communities. This is why there ar
Ulucak, Yexkilova, Limantepe, Cukuri-i, Arwv
of Izmir at the plai level and on the stream barfk&Figure 1) Nonetheless, the most
fundamental problem of plain settlements was flooding due to their location along the banks
of rivers. Some of these settlements were submerged under the alluvium left by the flowing
streans, whereas settl ements at | ower | evels
Ege G¢bre, were completely submerged unde
especially the ones built close to the sea and on the banks of streams were meed inte
affected by natural events.

It is well known that Izmir has many settlements from east to west and from north to
south within its current borders. To -the ¢

250 meters above sea level is the highkeshn [zmir (Figure 2). This plain, which is partly

SMer i -, Recep, ¥z, AIlIi Kazém, M Recep; 198789340, n Eki n 2 C
1989, 385392. 1990, 36:B66, Derin, Zafer, Batmaz, Attila, 2004, 77.

ie | ng rojlu, Altan, Der n, Zafer, Abay, Ekref, S
SDerin, Zafer, ¥ner, Ertuj, 1997, 412.

6 Derin, Zafer, Batmaz, Attila, 2005, 760 O ; Evr en, -K8; Haejs, Barba®ay72012,1 1 1
117-131.



a plateau, contains many prehistoric settlements located one after another along the Nif
stream. Among these settl ements, Ul ucak H
(Fi gur e 3) tedaddthyglzneAnkas Rdad, t5&m away from the center of Izmir

as the crow flies. It is one of the easternmost prehistoric settlements excavated in Izmir. As

i n the Kemal paka Plain, Ulucak and its sut
the meantime, this region located at the entrance to Izmir has a dense settlement. Since it is
within the borders of the industrial zone,
Excavations at Ulucak H°y¢k, ainhsamrtedin 1995 e x ¢
under the administration of the Izmir Archaeological Museum Directorate and under the
scientific directorate of Prof . Dr . Al t ar

Archaeology at Ege University. Since 2009, excavations Ieesn ongoing under the

direction of Prof . Dr . ¥Zl em ¢evik from Tr
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Figure2.Pr ehi st ori c Settl ement Centers of

It is found that several cultures |ivedo
Roman period. It isremarkable with its rich architectural remains and finds, mostly
dominated by mudbrick architecture. In the beginning of the Neolithic Perie2) Isn
thick mud plastered wattle and daub system was used in the construction of the buildings,
whereas it wageplaced by flat roofed structures covering -smied mudbrick blocks

towards the end of the Neolithic Pedotllucak is one of the edge settlements of Western

“¢cevi k, ¥z1| em, Vurukkan, - mabheviSkyvi ¥zl €mkkVumr, urloe
Ge° z, Bur h2010, 2164zt ¢ r Kk
8 Derin, Zafer 2005, 894.



Anatolia, showing the characteristics of Central Western Anatolia in terms of daily life,

artifacts and architecture, where pottery and stone tools are produced and weaving is strong.
Other settlements can be found on the Kemalpasa Plain extending eastward from

Ulucak H°y¢k. Yenmi k Hey¢k, an unexcavated

6 km. east of Ulwucak H°y¢ ¢k on the side of

the presence of vineyards on the

western part and a gravel processing

plant and a factory on the eastern slope,

two thirds of the settlement was

i destroyed (Figure 4). The visible height

l\ of the settlement is about 2 m. as it is

! partially under the highwayeolithic,

N Rl Chalcolithic, Bronze Age, Hellenistic,

-\ Roman and Byzantine pottery sherds,

flint tools and bone fragments were
found on it.

Figure3.Ul ucak H°y¢k

Figure4d.Yenmi Kk H°y ¢k and the facility

Nemrut H°y¢k is I ocated in thé¢FiggaXl.tter nm
is 12 km. away from Ulucak. Situated about 100 m. south of the-&nkara highway,

H° y ¢ k-5 m.sabo@e the plain level. On the north, the southern hills of the Manisa



Mountains rise. Villagers caKeémehTaik maeee a wl
isshown aXxar aoj lam tHhid [t opographical map . Rec
di scover the N®&wmg kit °Nedeythelesd, bathtnanses are not used by

the villagers. The vicinity of H°y¢k i s an
and fruit farming. H°y ¢k severely damaged
illicit digging (Figure 6). @nsequently, it is evident that it lost a significant amount of its

original height and its cultural layers disappeared. The findings from the surface indicate
that the H°y¢k was heavily inhabited durir
theH y¢k reveal that the site was inhabited

Meri -, Rec-&45., 1993, 144



Figure5.Ne ol i t hi ¢ pottery sherds from Ne
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Figure 7. Nemrut H°y¢Kk

It is hard to identify newsettlements of the early period because of the rapid
construction and industrialization on the plain. But we can consider that there were other
settlements along the Nif Stream. Indeed, excavations conducted in the courtyard of the
Laskarisler Palaceinkea | paka di strict revealed a 2nd
that there was a settlement in the immediate vicihity

Being separated from each other by the
provided appropriate conditions for thesfisettlements of the Prehistoric Age in a sense,
and these areas were preferred by prehistoric settlers after the transition to the first
production (Figure 7). It is a possibility that the society built their villages in the fertile areas
around the NifStream on the plain during the Neolithic period was affected by the floods.

As in Ulucak H°y¢ ¢k, the surroundings of th
|l ayers resulting from the floods and the

The relationships anduttural characteristics of the prehistoric settlements in the
Kemal paka Pl ain may have some differences
of the day. The Belkahve threshold can be seen as the main barrier dividing the coastal
AegeanandKemplak a communi t i es . -2Bkilontetbre, a distancethat t o d
we cover in a short time with today's means of transportation, is equivalent to a day's walk
in the Neolithic period, which reveals the difficulty of relations between settlemenss. Th

Mercang®°z, Zeynep, Der n45®afer, Dojer, Ers n 20:



was because the distances that seem close today corresponded to a long distance in Neolithic
conditions.

So how did the prehistoric settlements
settlements on the Bornova Plain in the west? It is likely thatftikyved two different
paths in order to sail to the Coastal Aegean under the conditions of the day. We can find this
out by following the caravan routes apparently used until the recent period. Besides the road
that climbs up and over Belkahve and dedseto the Bornova Plain, the caravan routes
following the Nif StreamCandktdespeondi dg ¢t
transportation (Figure 8). Consequently, we can conclude that prehistoric societies
established commercial and cultural tielas by making a very difficult journey compared

to today.
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.
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Figure 8. Tr ansportation routes from Kemal paxka

The residents of the settlements in the
kept livestock, conductedgriculture, and also hunted animals in their surroundings. It
appears that the communities were also gatherers and probably included mussels and sea
fish in their food chain through commercial activities. Utilizing minerals such as hematite

and galena, samunities having rich clay deposits for pottery making were able to obtain



materials such as Melian obsidian, jade/nephrite stone and seafood through barter. Such
relationships indicate that the rich pret
influential in the development of the communities in its neighborhood. Being the only
excavated settl ement of the Prehistoric F
I nsight into the Prehistoric period lf Ke
relationships.
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ULUCAK H¥Y, K EXCAVATI ONS I N LI GHT
¥zl em LoOKKKIN SKVK]

Abstract

Ulucak H°y¢k is one of the earliest Ne
from 6850 to 5670 cal. BC and a key site for understanding the early sedentary life in the regiol
The settlement has been occupied for more than a thousand yearstantiatwhanges
occurred in architecture, economy, production activities and symbolism during Neolithic period
in UlucakThis article aims to summarize the Neolithic site of Ulucak with social, economic and
symbolic aspects.
Key Words: Ul u c a k  HUAtlyicg WestermN Anatblia, craft specialization, ritual and
symbolizm.

Introduction

The prehistoric site of Ulucak is located modern town of Ulucak, in the district of
Kemal paka, lzmir, 16 km east of t hlecatGul f o
in the intersection of the Izminkara and Izmuistanbul highway connection roads. The
site is surrounded by Mount Spil in the northeast and Mount Nif in the south. Nif Stream is
one of the tributaries of the Gediz River and flows 500 metets bou o f t he Ul uc a
It is worth emphasizing that the mound is located on a natural road connected the coastal
Aegean region to Central Anatolia by the Belkahve pass. Being one of the earliest
settlements of Western Anatolia, it can be emphasizedhtteatt| ocat i on of Ul 1
very favorable for agriculture and animal husbandry and strategically advantageous. The
initial occupation of Ulucak dated from 6850 cal. BC and continued to 5670 cal. BC without
interruption in the Neolithic period. In thate n s e, Ulucak H°y¢k is
settlements in Western Anatolia and provides substantial results in understanding the
emergence of sedentary life in the region.

The prehistoric mound of Ulucak has reported by David French in 1969 as part of his
surface survey in Western Anatolia primatilfFollowing early study, the site has reported
in the 1980s 2bExcawdtonsiofthe sousdwere igitiated in 1995 under the

head of Izmir Archaeological Museum with the scientific supervisionrof. ®r Altan

* Trakya University, Department of Archaeology, Department of Protohistory and Prehistory Archaeology,
Prof. Dr.; TrakyaUniversity, Department of Archaeology, Department of Protohistory and Prehistory
Archaeology, Research Assistant.

! French, David, 1960.

2Meri -, Recep, 1993.



¢ilingirojl u, Ege University. By 2009, Wi
excavations have been carried out under
University.

Ulucak H°y¢sk excavati ons pr eof sedentarwliel uab
in Western Anatolia and the development of Neolithic societies over 1000 years. Results
from Ulucak contributed prominent views not only to understand how early prehistoric
societies lived and formed practices at the site but also npratend the Anatolian
Neolithic as a whole.

Di scussions on the fAemergence of t he N
archeology for many years and the transition to sedentary life has been among the main
research topics in the field even presemt.dNonetheless, recent excavations and results of
early archaeological settlements have brought new approaches to interpreting and
understanding the Neolithic period. The ¢
in the 1940s by Gordon W. Childeresidered the transition to sedentary life as a rapid and
radical change from consumer societies to productive socielasy researchers in the
1960s have affected by Childe's economic perspective and focused on the origins of
sedentary life in core gions where wild ancestors of modern domestic speciesfound

Interdisciplinary  studies have mainly formed around the New
Archaeology/Processual Archaeology movement after the 1960s in the’VRetarchers
on varied topics had begun taking pareéxtavations for the first time and contributed to the
development of experts such as archaeobotany and archaeo2oBleggarch projects on
Aithe origins of agricultureo has also ena
studies and researcheits most prehistoric research, the evaluation of varied groups of
findings by the related specialists is almost a standard present day. Furthermore, researchers
studying the origins of the sedentary life aim to understand cognitive changes that led to the
inclusion of social and symbolic factors among the topics of discussion in this process
following new approaches in archaeolbgy

Even though Processualist methods supplied multidisciplinary approaches in

archaeology, Pog?rocessualist researchers depeld new perspectives and principles to

3 Childe, Gordon, 1942.

4 Braidwood, Robert J.,1960.

5 Binford, Lewis, 1962.

Br ai dwood, Robert J. and ¢ambel , Hal et |, 1969.
7 Cauvin Jacques, 2000.



understand micro dynamics (social and economic) of cultures by applying methods in the
field®. PostPr ocessual i st approaches have been ¢
approaches and bisgArchatdogysanod confributed to arahaeslagieal |
description with new study methods.

Following the later critics of archaeological approaches and methods, new systematic
interpretations have improved. Contextualism marked the holistic interpretation of
archaeological objects with related artefacts or components as a whole to reach the meanings
or functions of artefacts. Muttiocality also has a complement method and underlines that
researchers from different specialities are also a vital necessity oliegc interpretation
beyond the material definition. Contextualism and mudiality are among the accepted
working methods in archaeological research today.

As a result of new studies conducted in the Euphrates Basin in Anatolia, it is
understood thathe transition to sedentary life preceded the emergence of farming
communities. Monumental buildings and prevalent symbdlisithe early settlements such
as G°beklitepe, dating back to the 10t h an
of the early occupant® The complexity of social organization in early societies leads to
discuss of Neolithic people from different perspectities

The ongoing research conducted in different regions of Anatolia has also enabled us
to understand that sedentédife developed in different interacting centers, such as in Central
Anatolia, rather than diffuse from the geographies where the wild origins of agricultural
plants were found.

Ulucak H°y¢k is a key site for sitiondoer st a
sedentary life in western Anatolia following 10th millennium BC in Southeastern Anatolia
and in the 9th millennium BC in Central Anatolia. Site is vital to understanding how early
process of Neolithic for 1100 years. Studies from Ulucak suppli¢elworthy results not
only for occupants of the site but also for the structure of early societies in Anatolia related
to architecture, subsistence, early specialization and symbolism in Neolithic people in recent

years.

8Hodder, lan, 1985.

9 Schmidt, Klaus, 2011.

¥zkaya, Vecihive Cokkun ¥zge¢nel 2011, Karul , Ne
Mi chael | 2011; Ko d a k, Herdldr 20}1] Erir¥2 @2>¢ anHa Aptl manm011;
2000; Cauvin, Jacques,vd 2012, Schmidt, Klaus 2011.

11Benz, Marion vd. 2017.
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Stratigraphy and Dating

From 19950 2022, the excavated area reached 1608@m Ul ucak H°vy ¢ k.
65 radiocarbon results, it revealed that
interruptions during the Neolithic and Chalcolithic Periods, the Bronze Age and the Late

Roman/Edy Byzantine Periods (Table 13

Strata C14 Dates Period

VI 68506530 BC PreNeolithic Period

\% 65306000 BC Early Neolithic Period

\Y; 60005670 BC Late Neolithic Period

1] 56005460 BC Early Chalcolithic Period

Il - Early Bronze Age

I 20001500 BC Middle Bronze Age

0 - Late Roman/Early
Byzantine

Tablel.Stratigraphy of Ulucak H°y¢k

The Neolithic settl ement at Ul ucak H°y,
Neolithic (Level VI), the Early Neolithic (Level V) and the Late Neolithic (Let&8l from
6850 cal. BC to 5670 cal. BC. The earliest level of the settlement, Level VI (Initial Neolithic
period), dates between 686630 cal. BC and characterized by two cultural phases (Vla
b} The earliest occupat i oPotterg Neolithic orcEarky H° vy
Neolithic period, which defines the first half of the 7th millennium BC (76500 BC) in
Anatolian terminology. Pottery emerged in Northern Mesopotamia, Central Anatolia and the
Lakeb6s District Regi ot Os the dthercane, it is sndexstoodu n d
that ceramic and other c¢clay objects have
before 6500 BC. Therefore, the first occup
Early Neolithic period and named thmtial Neolithic period. Following the Initial Neolithic
period, the Early Neolithic period (Level V), consists of five building phases{V&adated
to between 6538000 cal BC. The Late Neolithic period in Ulucak (Level 1V) is dated to
60005670 BC ad consists of ten phases (Ma It is important to emphasize that the

B¢evi k, ¥zlem, ¥02¢t ukkan and Sivil

“¢t¢evi k and Erdoju 2020.

Ni euwenhuyse, Tsuneki vd. 2010, 75; N23% @Grieiskkd. and
2017, 37; Tsuneki and Miyake 1996, 114; Miyake 2017, 56; Balkasielli 2017,88 5; ¥z d° 1l , Ser a
Bé-ak-¢e&, Er i8nbury,@012,28012, 96



Neol ithic cultural sequence of Ul ucak H°y
building levels in total, demonstrates cultural continuity from the earliest phases.

Following an interruption of circa 60 years after the end of the Neolithic occupation,
the Early Chalcolithic settlement, represents prominently different culture from the Neolithic
period and dates to 5660 cal BC. The changes occurred in Ulucak during the Early
Chalcolithic period, (Level 1ll), accompanied by a significant cultural break in other
contemporary centers in Anatolia. Archaeological records show that most of the settlements
in Central Anatolia, Lakebs Di sttween3700Reqgi o
5500 BC and had not beensgsettled before the 5th or 4th millennium BC, or pronounced
changes occurred in the settlements that were continuously océujiee occupation of
Ulucak continued with interruptions in the Middle and Early Bronze sAged Late
Roman/Early Byzantine periods after the Early Chalcolithic period and resulted in a mound
formation of about 7 meters of Neolithic deposition and reaching 11 meters for all cultural

levels.

Settlement and Architecture

In Ulucak, 42 buildings wovered dating to Neolithic period (Table 2).

Level Building No Dating (C14)
IV (a-k) 4,5, 6,8, 10,12, 13,19,5
55, 56, 60, 61, 62,63,64,6 M¥ ¢ al-56706 0 0 O
66, 67
V (a-b) 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 2
30, 33, 46,47, 51, 68, M ¥ cal. 6250/62065000
30,33, 47,51
V (c-e)
40, 54, 58, 59 M¥ ¢ al-62506308 0
VI 42-43 M¥ cal .-65@ 50,
Table2.Ul ucak H°y¢s sk Neolithic houses an
Level Vi occupation in Ulucak Harea¢ k h

Excavations show that Level VI is characterized by two adjusted buildings and open areas

with ovens concentrated particularly to the south of these buildi(f§igure.3VI). The

%¢evi k, ¥zlem and Bur-in Erdoju 2019.
“"¢evi k, ¥zl em, OsmanO0.Vurukkan and Sivil 202



structuregeferred to as Building 42 and Building 43 are rectangular buildings constructed
of mudbrick walls without stone foundations. Both buildings have red painteghlastered
floors and an oven in the corners adjusted to the south walls. It is understiobe thdjacent
buildings were constructed contemporary even though Building 42 was renewed three times
and used longer than Building 43.

Building 42 and 43 have regghinted, limeplastered floors and the wall fragments on
the floor of Building 42 markethat walls were regainted and have red decorations in
cream panels. Archaeological records show that-piastered buildings occurred in both
special buildings and houses in the Le¥Ant On t he ot her hand, G
Neval.i ¢ or i and Muswdak detdeméh®s yndidate that kplastered floors used
in special buildings with a communal character in Anatdlia

Owens and hearths in open air activity areas in the south of the buildings renewed at
least three times, indicating a loteym wse of the area. Intramural burial practices have yet
been evidenced in Level VI. Two infant burials uncovered near the ovens surrounding the
open activity area. Infant burials are substantial to identifying early burial practices in the
first half of the Th millennium BC for Western Anatolia. Considering the elaborate plastered
floors, decorated walls, and multiple ovens around buildings, Buildings 42 and 43 and the
open area could have been a communal character. If this suggestion is accurate, the nature
of the houses of the earliest occupation in Ulucak is not yet known. Notwithstanding, it
appears that buildings with lirastered floors were probably intentionally sealed with a
sterile fill of green clay.

Buildings in Ulucak V has constructed in ateggular form similar to the previous
level and built in the early stages without stone foundations witHgamsed walls or wattle
anddaub walls, adjacent or independent, with an average size of 20(RigureV). The
buildings are separated by streglied with small pebbles in the later phases. Although
every building from the beginning of the Level V has ovens and storage- umitsates
economically independent housesit is observed that storage capacities increase
significantly after 6200 calBC (Level Vab) compared to the earlier houses {je The

plastered silos and clay boxes replaced the shallow smaller storage pits of the earlier phases.

18 Banning, Edaward and Bruce Byrd, 1987; Rollefson, Gary Orin, 1998.
¥Erim¥zdojan 2011; Hauptmann, Herald, 2011; ¥zbakara
2¢ilingirojlu vd 2012; ¢evik 2019a.



These changes in Ulucak overlap with the 8.2 ka climate change when many settlements in
Northern Mesopotamia and Anatolia were either abandoned, or crucial changes o€curred

Building 47 dated to Level Vb, has features distinguish from other houses of this layer
and represent the special building after 6500 cal. BC in Ulucak (Mg B contrast to
contemporary rectangular buildings, Building 47 has an oval plan and covers an area of
approximately 4 rh Several figurines, including figurine heads, and one ceramic sherd with
relief decoration were found in Building 47. Similar to the houses of LeveBMIding 47,
has limeplastered floors and contains an oval formed oven, probably a special building
where certain rituals were performed on a community #asis

The | ate Neolithic period in Ulucak H°y
ten bulding phases (IV&) dated between 6088670 cal. BC (Figure:BV). The latest
phases of Level IV characterized by rectangular buildings with one or two rows of stone
foundations. Among the Late Neolithic Period, Level IVc constitutes the earliest settleme
period excavated in a large area. Recent results from Ulucak IVc are substantial to the
understanding of early specialization in pottery production in Ulucak.

Level Vb arises above Ulucak IVc and represents the most extensively excavated
settlement peod of Ulucak. In contrast to the buildings of Level V, Ulucak IVb buildings,
which have larger dimensions with an average o#@5m2, were built with sudried
mudbricks on stone foundations [1] (Figurd\8). The adjacent buildings have independent
walls and separated by narrow passageways connected to wider streets. Some houses are
divided into two rooms with thinner pise walls. All of the houses constructed on the east and
west sides of the wide street. As a repeated practice, ovens and grindithfimssavere
built opposite the entrances. Some of the houses are separated from the street by thin
courtyard walls built in the pise technigue. Considering all of the results together from Layer
IVb, we suggest that buildings might indicate economigatlgpendent households and has
more prominent privacy concerns with their courtyard arrangements and independent walls

between adjusted houses.

Subsistence
Based on the archaeobotanical records, no evidence for domestication processes from
theeariesphases has observed at Ulucak H°%°yg¢k.

developed agricultural system based on cereals (emmer, einkorn, durum and bread wheat

21Plicht, Peter vd. 2011; Baf o s

ef Of er , 2019; Geo z, Bur han 2019.
2¢evi k 2019a, 229.



and barley) and legumes (lentils and peas) was conducted from Ulucath®/learliest
phags3. Likewise, archaeozoological data indicates that sheep, goats, cattle and pigs had
been domesticated and were the basis of the subsistence economy from the earliést phases
Similarly, domestic species of plants and animals in the subsistence paesiemtar pattern

i n other early Western Anatolian settl eme
Knosso$. On the other hand, domesticated pigs have not been recorded in the Marmara
Region until the 6th millennium BC, even though cattle were dtioaed in Central
Anatolia in the second half of the 7th millennium BC and pigs were domesticated much
later’®. Further, sheep and goats were the most dominant domestic animal species during the
Neolithic period in Ulucak, consumption of pigs has reldyiv@gher in Level VI and
decreased in Level IV simultaneously increasing cattle consumption. Additionally,
archaeozoological results show that consumption of wild species increases relatively
following 6000 cal. B&'. Among the wild animals are red deegrfaus elaphus), fallow deer
(dama dama) and rabbit (lepus europaeus).

In concord with gradual changes in material culture during the Neolithic period, there
were also changes in economic activities. The culling patterns of ovicaprids suggests that
from theLate Neolithic onwards, the secondary products of small ruminants such as milk
and wool were also utilized. Additionally, the residue analyses of the ceramics sherds
indicate the consumption of milk, and the changes in weights of the spindle whorty durin
this period argued the use of wool in textile productidn.

It is also observed that marine species has used for consumption and secondary
purposes for instance making personal ornaments in Ulucak. In addition to tuna and bream
remains found inside hoes, marine shells of different species were also found during the
Neolithic deposit$® Solen marginatusCerastoderma glaucunionax sp., Mactra sp.,

Pinna sp. Ruditapes decussatus, Arca noae, Monodonta turbinate, Spondylus gaederopus,

Hexaplex brandarisiHexaplex trunculus, Columbella rustiege common shell species

Z Erkal, Aylan, 2013.

A¢akerl|l ar3.2012a, 9

®Horejs, Barbara vd. 2015; de Cupere vd 2008; Ateéc

26 Arbuckle, Benjamin vd 2014 -8.
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®¢akérlar 2012b, 89.
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Production and Early Specialization

An overview of the stone tool I ndustry
materials varies in terms of diversity and proportion between the lddéiss, quartz,
obsidian and mountain crystal were used from the earliest phases of Ulucak VI. The XRF
analyses on the obsidian source indicate that the obsidian mainly obtained from the island of
Melos, 1000 km distant, whereas Central Anatolian obsitiarepresented by a small
number of samples. On the other hand, the proportion of obsidian, which is less than 1% at
Ulucak VI but increases to 180% of all chipped stone tools at UlucakV

Awls, needles, spatulas and scrapers are the most commorrioslifiothe bone tool
industry in Ulucak. Metapodials, ribs, tibia and long bones (radius, humerus, femur) has
evaluated primarily in tool production. The most common bone tool group is constituted
made mostly of metapodial, representing more than 50%eottiire repertoire. While
spatulas and scrapers constitute the other common tool forms, bone needles are also present
in the tool repertoire beginning from Level V. The tool production at Ulucak VI has mainly
based on long bones of animals and indicages for a short time with little burnishing, and
anatomically suitable bones mostly chosen for the tool form at Ulucak V &ad IV

Archaeological results of Ulucak IV suggest that stipyasehold production started
in the early 6th millennium BC. A pottergroduction workshop indicated that pottery
production was organized at the supoausehold level in Ulucak IVc (606840 cal. BC).
The building complex has seven rooms and constructed without stone foundations in the
wattleanddaub technique (Figurel¥). Even though the building has been damaged on
the north and west parts heavily by Roman foundations, a large numbesitf fimdings
were found inside the rest of the buildings. In contrast to the houses of the earliest phases, at
least two rooms ofhie structure have built with wider wooden posts and have ovens and
grinding installations. Findings unearthed from the workshop, reveal how pottery
manufacturing was organized inside the building. Mineral and deapered clay loaves,
red hematite lumpand incomplete pottery fragments show clearly that they were made in
the coiling technique, grinding stones used for grinding hematite, polishing stones and
turnetlike coarse plates also used for coiling proce$¢Egyure.5. The artefacts and spatial

organization of the building complex are evaluated together, it is thought that these buildings

31 Milic, Marina 2014.
32 paul, Jarrad vd 2022
B¢evi k 2016.



may have been used for different stages of ceramic production. It is known that imineral
tempered, thirwalled and welburnished vessel forms were produced htclk starting

from Level VP4 Pottery production, which has been developed from Ulucak V onwards, is
also important in terms of providing a model of early specialization in the first half of the
6th millennium BC.

Spindle whorls indicating textile produati were also found in Ulucak from the early
stages of the Early Neolithic period simultaneously with clay objects started to be used
35(Figure.§. Throughout Neolithic period, the weights and diameters of the spindle whorls
gradually increase from Level \0tLevel IV (920 g / 13138 g). Considering these data
together with the archaeological results, suggests that animal fibres as well as plant fibers
were used in Ulucak from the late 7th millennium BC onwards. Moreover, it should be
emphasized that the nier of spindle whorls varies among the houses from the late stages
of Ulucak V and in some houses, spindle whorls were found with loom weights and clay
seals together. Preserved ochre residues in clay seals indicate that they might be printed on
textiles n Ulucak®. Moreover, textile productierelated objects were concentrated in some
houses, and it might argue that certain households specialized in textile production during

the Neolithic period.

Rituals and Symbolism

As mentioned above, Buildings 42 and 43 represent the earliest buildings in Ulucak
VI, together with the open area to the south of these, where the numerous ovens are located,
which might have been used for special commuleiyl activities such as food
consumption. The mandible, scapula, grinding stone and bone belt found on the floor of
these two buildings indicate ritual practices related to the closure of buildings. Building 47
with lime-plastered floor in Layer Vb, dating to the Early Neolithic periodght also
represent a communal building with its size, form and artefacts.

Building 43, 42 and 47 refer to some rituals that were performed in some structures in
Ulucak during the Neolithic period with collective participation at the community level.
Related to early traditions of Ulucak, Building 42 has rebuilt three times at the same spot
and at least in the last two phases, a grinding stone has left at the same spot on the renewed

floors. This building continuity identified in Building 42 is also eantered in the building

¥¢tevi k and Vuruxkkan, Osman 2020.
35 Sevindik 2018, 33 vd.
%¢ilingirojlu, Altan, 2009, 14 vd.



levels of Ulucak Ve and Vd in the Early Neolithic period. Building 54 (Vd) was destroyed
by fire and closed with some abandonment practices similar to the earlier examples.
Following the abandonment of the building, ovens and livar fof the building in the
southern part were destroyed and a circular stone installation formed on the destroyed floor
of the building and a grinding stone was left upside on it. After the demolition of the building,
debris was scraped down to the groilenel and scapula from cattle and sheep, two whole
vessels and a necklace were placed within the boundaries of the building. It is possible to
say that building enclosures, also known from the Neolithic settlements of Central Anatolia,
were observed in Wkak in the 7th millennium BC in both residential and private buildings.

No evidence of building closure was found from the middle of the Early Neolithic
period onwards, on the other hand, evidence of the symbolic use of portable objects has been
recordedStarting from building Level Vb, we encounter human figurines, anthropomorphic
spoons and clay seals (Figure 7). The most similar clay spoons and anthropomorphic
figurines in terms of some stylistic features such as hairstyle and almond eyes can be found
both in Western Anatolia, such as Ege G¢br
in the Lakeso6 DiHsatcréil atr , r eBpideermd’] Bhecfighrireansl H©°
found both in special buildings like Building 47 with broken heads and badigspits dug
under the thresholds of houses and in the vicinity of production areas such as kilns and
grinding areas, oin vessels filled with flint¥. Considering the example of Building 47, it
might suggested that the broken figurines left in spdeiddings may have been used in
rituals such as the transition to adolescence.

Personal ornaments with a great variety in terms of forms and raw material, also found
from the earliest level onwards, with significant differences between layers (Figutrés8)
also known that various ornaments produced from different raw materials such as galena,
shell, clay, stone and bone have considerable role in the construction of age and gender
based identities in ethnographic socieflefdditionally, the galenagndants unearthed
from Ulucak VI are important in terms of the variety of raw materials used in personal

ornaments as well as early metallurgical examples in earliest fhases

Derin, Zafer, 2012; Sajlamtimur, Haluk 2012; Mell
®%Abay 2003; ¢evik 2019.

% Joyce, Rosemarry, 2005 and 2007.
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Discussion

With the current dat a; Ul uc akrnhfyygals e x c
in Western Anatolia and represent the earliest agricultural settlement in the region. Having
been occupied continuously for 1100 years between 68630 cal. BC, Ulucak is a key
site for understanding the continuity and change in sociahoge@, symbolic and ritual
practices of the early farming communities in Western Anatolia.

Results from Ulucak VI indicate that lifmastered structures, observed in the
Southern Levant, Northern Mesopotamia and Anatolia since the 10th millennium BC, were
practiced in Western Anatolia until the mifth millennium BC. Although limglastered
buildings encountered together with the-gmenestication phases in the centers that hunter
gatherers occupied in the 10th and 9th millennia BC, Western Anatolipasased from
these regions based on the domesticati on
plant and animal species have already been domesticated in the earliest phases of occupation.

While there is no evidence for the residential architecturthefinitial Neolithic
period, it appears that the houses had limited storage capacity in the Early Neolithic period.
Silos and clay boxes discovered in houses from the late phases of Ulucak V (ca. 6200 cal.
BC) onwards indicate an increased storage cgpddiese changes in the houses in parallel
with the 8.2 ka climate change, indicate that production was varied among households as the
findings related to textile production at Ulucak V were found in higher numbers in some
houses and combination with ridd objects such as clay seals and potsherds.

Economic changes such as the increase in the storage capacity of houses from Ulucak
Vb onwards and the variation in some production activities between dwellings become more
evident in Ulucak IV from 6000 cal. @ onwards. This change becomes evident in the
increasing privacy of houses which are separated from the streets by enclosed courtyards.
The analysis of the animal bones and the distribution of the textile findings suggest that
textile production may haveebn concentrated in some households at Ulucak IV. The
ceramic production workshop dated to Ulucak IVc is also important as it shows that ceramic
production was organized on a supi@sehold level in the first half of the 6th millennium
BC and provides al@aeological evidence for early specialization in pottery manufacturing
for this early period.

No lime-plastered building indicating communal linkages were found at Ulucak IV,
after 6000 cal. BC onwards. No evidence for practices such as building cloduneise

continuity after 6000 cal.BC in Ulucak. Instead of communal rituals, it appears that portable



objects replaced early practices and figurines particularly used for symbolic/ritual purposes
in productionrelated areas and houses.
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Figure 5. Ceramic production workshop findings from Ulucak IVc
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KZMKR MOUNT NKF ( OLYMPOS) EXCAVATKOI
ARCHAEOLOGKCAL RESEARCH AND DKSCO
M¢j de PEKER
Mount Nif (Olympos) is located east of Izmir, within the common borders of
Kemal paka, andBomava disfrictsBotilzmar (Figure 1). In the north of Mount
Nif is the Kemalpaka Plain, in the south t
connects the path between Smyrna and Sardi
Under the directorate of Prof.
Dr. Elif Tulunay! the first
systematic archaeological
research on Mount Nif was
carried out. Following the
archaeological excursions
(19992001) and the surveys
(20042005) conducted on

behalf of Istanbul University

with the permission of the

L 3 ‘ v /) Vo ; [ ; g .
. == A > General Directorate of Cultdra
Figure 1.Location of Mount Nif and Mount Nif excavatic .
sites Heritage and Museums of the
Ministry of Culture and Tourism
of the Republic of T¢rkiye, archaeol ogi ca

(under the leadership of Prof. Dr. Elif Tulunay between 22089 and Assoc. Prof. Dr.

M¢j de P e k20 Within thetscopelof Mount Nif Research and Excavation Project,
research and excavations were carried out in four areas registered as Grade | Archaeological
Site$ in 20072008 in the eastern and southern parts of Mount Nif, at Karamattepe and
Baldleel in Kemal paka district and at Daj ké

* Istanbul University Faculty of Letters, Department of Axeblogy, Department of Classical Archaeology,
Assoc. Prof. Dr.

11 would like to thank dear professor Prof. Dr. Elif Tulunay, who initiated the Mount Nif Research and
Excavation Project and ensured the documentatiorsafedjuardingf the cultural assets in Mount Nif, and |
would like to thank our team members who contributed to the excavation works.

2Tulunay, Elif T¢l 2012, 82 vd.; Tulwunay, Elif Tg¢l
% The excavation sites at Karamae p e , Ball écaoluk and Bakpénar wer e
Site in 2007, Dajkézélca was registered as Grade |
the Protection of Cultural and Natural Assets No. Il, and the Grade bAecb | ogi c al Site at

expanded in 2014. The lzmir Regional Council for the Protection of Cultural and Natural Assets No. |
registered Grade |11 Archaeol ogical Sites in Dajkeée



research and excavations have revealed cultural assets belonging to the Ancient and Middle
Ages, dating from the 8th century BC to the 14th century. AD

Kemal plasbdaé basin has a convenient | ocati
soils, water resources and minéEhese characteristics have led archaeological research and
excavations on Mount Nif to uncover numerous traces of settlements used for various
purpose (military, commercial, productierelated). In the excavations conducted at the
Karamattepe site (Figure2) of t he Vi knel. Nei ghtndsr hood
indicating the metal production in Antiquity were obtaiheBesides bronze castingdn
silver jigging from the ore, there were also unfinished products, production wassés,
furnaces, channels, holes and pits dug into the bedrock for workshop settings, indicating the
workshops for iron smelting and iron forging. Such archaeological evidence of mining and
metal production has provided us new information about the characterdti this
settlement, which is not mentioned in any of the ancient inscriptions and ancient sources.
The gaps in the literature on ancient metallurgical activities and the typology and dating of
its products (especially arrowheads) are filled by thestfiThe settlement, which was
dated from the last quarter of the 8th century BC to theGthidcentury BC with the remains
of rectangular buildings and workshops, was abandoned after the Persian invasion (in the
second half of the 6th century BC), andsthrea was used as a necropolis fei76Q/ears
from the last quarter of the 4th century BC. A total of 20 graves (17 inhumation and 3

4We would like to thank the Ministrof Culture and Tourism, General Directorate of Cultural Heritage and
Museums for their permission and funding for the excavation of Mount Nif (Olympos). The excavations carried

out on behalf of Istanbul University were supported by the Istanbul Univesientific Research Projects
Coordination Unit (Project numbers: 2036883, 20199219, 201725771, 201681767, 54371, 44246,

31514, 24897, 14992, 2014841, 51286, 44197, 24952, 24848, 13915, 6841, 3736, 2195, 579,
541/05052006: 394/03062005: 238/290084 and 1508/28082000). The projects conducted by deputy director

of the excavation Prof. Dr . Dani k Baykan were supr
Unit (Project no. 20131, 201591, 201784, 2017124, 2018101, 2019146, 202647,202048). We would

like to thank Izmir Metropolitan Municipality for the financial support since 2020 and the Turkish Historical

Society for the project support since 2021 (7336 and TP4 18 9) , as wel | as Tor be
MunicipalitiatspakK®@SBKgéKemed | ndustri al Zone) Di r e
Kajét San. ve Tic. A.k., Kzmir G¢zelyalée Rotary ClI

A. k. for their aids in kind. Wt Wowubal @l Biost i ket tG
Kemal paka and Torbal é Gendarmerie Commands for the
security of the excavation sites.

SKayan, Kl han et al. 1999, 1. There are faults in
in the Ancient Age. Tulwunay 2012, 83; Tepe, ¢i]jdem
5 The settlement at Karamattepe was first uncovered by thentVNif Research and Excavation Project.

Tulunay 2002,18 9; Tul unay, E200;; Tulun@y:2D07, 3522620 Taulunayl, 3098 798.

"The met al finds from the Mount Nif excavation are
D a n i ak 2026t 25; Baykan 2021;29. His detailed article on the ancient metallurgical finds at Karamattepe
titled " Kzmir Nif (Olympos) Dajé Kazésé Karamatt e

SBay kan, Danik vd. 2012,18231; Baykan, Dani k vd. 20



cremation) belonging to this last period were excavated (FigtirBegides metal finds from
both periods of occupatiqsettiementworkshop and necropolis), silver and bronze djns
terracotta vesséfs and weaving tools (loom weights and spindle whétls)ere found

during the excavations.

Figure 2. Aerial photograph of Karamattepe excavation site (2015)

Figure 3. Aerial photograph of Karamattepe excavation site (2020)

9 After the plans and architectural drawings drawn during the surveys inR2Z8% excavations were started

at Ball é&caoluk in 2008. Tulunay, Eli f Tg¢l 2006, ]
400401.

YLenger, DiOh%; 5865 Savak 2

“Bil gin, Mustafa, Derin, Burcu 2013, 100 pp.; Bilg
2 Loom weights and spindle whorls found in the Mount Nif excavation were studied under the supervision of
Prof. Dr. Dani k ®iarykraqi ra'ss p@frnalofya F@miaver sity) mas:
¥rnekl eri ile Antik ¢afj Dokuma Gere-1leri (Anci en

Excavation)"



Figure 4. Karamattepe Grave 1 (2006)

I n the northwest of Karamattepe, on a r
the north and Narl é& Stream Ball Beasbukh(F
Excavations on the hill with an altitude
(Maiden's Castlé§, have revealed a settlement partially surrounded by fortification*tvalls
It can be observed that the natural topographthefland and the limestone rocks in the
surrounding area were utilized as quarries, resulting in fortification walls built between the
rocks and ending on steep slopes that do not require fortification. No towers were observed
in the fortification systenil'he high cliffs where the fortification walls were connected were
used as towers. The si ngl-standingan¢he soatltern 8apé | € ¢
of the hill. The structure known as " Kul
funciom as a watchtower observing Karamattep
Torbalée Plain to Karabel Pass from its |c

Er slbn, Gezgin, Ksmail, 19

3Me r Recepl 9 8 8, er ,
Wihdn ,-1 M¢ | deer, k BeOrL,2 ;28.61j d e, 2015,

20
BTeéosr&km M¢jde41
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T¢r
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contained one of the forts associated with the defense of Smyrna in the Helleristit®P

Within the excavations on the eastern part of the hill began in 2011, a house dated to the
Hellenistic period is finding out. (Figure®8) I n recent excavation
the focus was on the excavation of this house and new finds regarding its architecture and
the function of its were obtain&d As in Karamattepe; besides metal fifdsilver and

bronze coin¥, terracotta vesds’®, mold$! and figurine fragment$ and weaving tools

(loom weights and spindle whortdiwer e al so found at Ball éca

. Ballicaoluk

Figure5.Locati on of Ball écaoluk and Kar

¥This subject was studied in Yijit Ozar's master
tevresindeki Kal el er (Fortr ess e sderdahe supervdion®fdgsocn a i n
Prof. Dr. M¢jde Peker. Ozar, YijJit, 2020.

peker, Mg¢jlde, 2POelk7e,r ,16M¢j de vd. 2019, 54 pp.

YThis building at Ball écaoluk is being studied un
the scopye GofzeHl Mamem's (Il stanbul University) PhD
Yerl eki mi ndeki Hel |l eni sti k Konutun Mekan Anali zi

Settl ement at Kzmir Mount Nif)"
18 Baykan, Ceren 2017c, 141%0.

¥lenger, Din-er -1$8&vak, 2017, 114
20 Bilgin, Mustafa, 2017, 3209.

AT¢rkmen, Mej-26%2, 2011, 262
2G¢n Bulgurlu, 183!l ma, 2017, 110
2Girengir, ®B&rat, 2020, 33
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Figure6. The watchtower at Ball écaolu

Figure7.The view of the surroundings from th



Figure8.Ex cavation of a Hellenistic

Figure9. Tombs at Ball écaol uk

house



Figure10.Bal | écaol uk Grave 2 (top) and Gr ¢

Considering the proximity oKk ar amatt epe and Ball écaol u
similarity of the finds, it is likely that they were part of the same settlement with joint
production. Finds in both areas are interrupted after the 6th century BC. Archaic finds from

Karamattepe can besaxciated with architecture, but there are no architectural remains from

this period at Ball écaol uk. There are no
Karamattepe and Ball écaoluk. By the end o
necroml i s, while Ball e@caol uk i s? #isfewealedthath at
the settl ement at Ball é&caoluk was not i nh:

sheltered and fortified hill and having natural caves, there was a sttiath&at here during

the Byzantine Period. A chapel, six inhumation tombs (Figuk®)? four of which are cist

“Peker, M¢jde,
Bpeker, Mg¢j-2be,

NN
oo
e
~ ~



tombs (simple troughs) and two tile tombs, and some structures constructed partly using
natural caves were found in period.

During the researcknd excavations in the necrop:¢
nei ghborhood of Torbale District (Figure 1
found. In this necropolis, besides the tumuli, which have been extensively destroyed, circular
terracotta sarcophagi (Figure F2) cist graves and simple inhumation have been
documente®!. The necropolis was registered as a Grade | Archaeological Site in 2008 upon
the recommendation of the excavation directorate to the relevant board. However, since the
expropriation of the entire site has not yet been completed, the planned archaeological
excavations and conservation activities cannot be realized and the necropolis is exposed to
illegal excavation€The expropriation and allocation for the excavation of tblot
containing a chamber tomb u-DM@&)rthatats ariginedu | u s
context was destroyed but its chamber and mound of earth was preserved, has been
completed. With the excavations and arrangements in and around this tombtatite ex
southern row of the stone enclosure surrounding the mound of earth is found out. (Figure
13). This necropolis and especially the tumuli provide new information about the location of
other tumuli and their road and settlement connections in the f&gion

In the vicinity of Mount Nif, finds and remains of settings (trapetum, orbis, screw
weights, press beds) indicating Ancient olive oil and wine production was found (Figure
140, Since they were scattered on the field or roadside due to activitiessstielaring the
land for farming or for construction of road, they were found and documented on the surface
rather thann situ. Assuming that due to their weight they were not relocated too far from
their original location, it seems that the productioraaneere located a little outside of the
settlement and near the road. Typological analysis of the workshop features, identification
of the agricultural products for which they were used by analyzing organic residues, and

determination of the functions ardistribution of agricultural production remains will

%®The terracotta sarcophagi from Dajkézélca necropo
Tulunay in Defne Kucur (Tekay Bali)'s PhD dissert a
Lahitler (Terracotta Sarcophagi with a €itar Section in Anatolia)". Defne Kucur 2013, 34, 52, 92.

2’The studies conducted in Dajkézeéelca within the sc
publication: Tulunay vd. (preparing for publication).

®peker, M¢j-3re, 2021, 32

2 The excavation sites of Mount Nif and the surrounding tumuli are being studied under the supervision of

Assoc. Prof . Dr . M¢jde Peker, within the scope of
entitled "Kzmir Ni f D iy €BS veeBelgelevmest &1SrDdoirkentatidnéofriel ¢ s |
tumul i in Kzmir Mou Nif and its Surroundings)"

nt
¥Bektak, GOokMur, 2015, 72



contribute to studies to understand the road networks, trade capacity and demography of the
region in Antiquity.

The Byzantine Building ComplefFigure 15§, uneart hed i n the B
Daj kézélca Neighborhood of Torbal e Distri
fragments due to illicit diggings and the nearby kiln quarry. Excavations here revealed a
building complex consisting @f large building with a single apse (Church A), a church with
three apses with opus sectile floors (Church B) and a chapel to the south (Church C) (Figure
16), and fortythree graves were found around the complex, most of which were covered
with terracottailesBak p énar Byzantine Building ompl e
Fragments of Roman sarcophagi and slabs with inscriptionsusedeas spolia in the large
building (Church Awith an single apse, angular from the outside and round fromdige jn
indicates the presence of a necropolis dating to thesindenturies AD in the vicinity of
B a k p®*& Within the scope of the research aimed at understanding the phases of the
Bakpénar By zant i A edocEBmentdtiahioh mByzentina @rbieotural
elements used as spolia
and Byzantine
architectural  elements
and liturgical function,
and evaluation of the
primary and secondary
uses of these elements
are studied. Fragments of
Byzantine liturgical

elements, templon piers

and the altar table eve

M

Figure11.Necr opol i s at Dajk

®The structures at the Bakpénar site were first u
Project. Tulunay 208 1931 92; Tul unay, El i f T¢l, 2007, 355; Tul
®2Tulunay, Eli-268¢1Yakoer, AR$S$du Bil ban2011500; 23; Yal
Yal -én, Asnu Bilban 2015, 49 vd.

33 Baykan 2022, 45@57.

%ThepreByzantine spolia stone architectural elements
studied by Dr. Sel ma G¢n, and the Byzantine archit
Assoc. Prof. Dr Muhsine Eda Ar maj an.



identified and some of the
fragments could be assembled ;
Dating to the 5tHL8th centuries !
AD, the metal find®, coins,
terracotta vessels and glass®’
artifacts reveal the various phase:
of the complex (Figure 118)%.
The internal filling of the building
was not excavated in order to

preserve the polychromatic and

figured frescoes found on the

. i . Figurel2Excavation of Dajk
interior walls of Church A, which sarcophagus) (2007)

were damaged hificit diggings and natural causes. It is necessary to build a protective roof
over the building before the excavation in order to complete the excavation with immediate
restoration without damaging the wall paintings. Preliminary studies on the pryotembif
protective have been carried et the project has not yet been implemented due to its
high cost.

The plots in Karamattepe and Bakpénar
allocation procedures were completed, were surrounded by a wsreferece for protection
purposes in 2020 and 2021 with the approval of the projects submitted to the relevant board.
Architectural remains unearthed in these areas are covered with geotextile felt for temporary
protection against external factors. More narable parts such as furnaces, brickwork
facades are covered with D% RBeotektiE NeltsTagep ar E
controlled every year and the worn parts &
1) in the ancient n elcis lmgated dn sa plot rof labdh Wwhiose z € |
expropriation and allocation was completed was surrounded by a wire mesh fence in 2020.
In order to prevent filling the burial chamber with rain and mud, sand bags were placed

Baykan, Danik, 2017b, 5468vd. ; Baykan, Danik, 2022
*%pojer, Lale, 2015, 57 vd.; Lale Dojer, 2017, 211.
S"Canav ¥zg¢mek, 7|7z | iCfammta,y 2@ .m¢k3 | z1 i300at, Kanyak,
®Tulunay, EI i-269.T¢I1, 2022, 2638

% The proposedpot ect e roof project for Bakpénar Byzant.
thesis titled The Byzantine Complex at Bakpénar:
in 2022 by architect B ef hegiven) Kndeax the sup@risiom ofl ProtDr Uenesav e r s
Patr2cio. Kna#d92. Bengi , 2022, 178

40Baykan, Ceren, 2016, 371.
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inside the burial chamber.
Camera trapsvere placed in
several areas under the
supervision of the district
gendarmerie to protect the
excavation sites from illegal

diggers.

In the laboratory of the
Mount Nif Excavation

Housé! conservation and

Figure 13.Daj kézél ca Tomb

restoration of small finds are
carried out?, they are photographed, drawn and classified (Figure 19). In order to transfer
excavation data to the Geographical Information Sy$teand to evaluate them using
statistical method$, data stanardization processes are carried out.

With the support of |5 -y
. 0s

the Turkish Historical

Society in the years 2021
and 2022, various
analyses were carried out
on terracotta, mortar and
metal samples in the
laboratories of Trakya Figure 14.0Orbis and press bed found on Mount Nif

University Technology Research and Development Application and ResearderC

(T} TAGEM) and I stanbul Technical Universit

evaluations of ICAMS analyses and surface spectroscopy (SEM) data indicate local

41 The Mount Nif Excavation House, built within the scope of the IZKA project, has been in use since the 2012
excavation season. We woulkld to express our gratitude to our Honorary Head of Excavation Prof. Dr. Elif
Tulunay, the architect of the project Assist. Pr of
Culture and Tourism and the Izmir Provincial Directorate of Cultune: Tourism.

42The restoration of the Mount Nif excavation finds and the drawings of the metal artifacts are carried out by
Lecturer Ceren Baykan. Baykan, Ceren, 2013; Baykan, Ceren, 2015; Baykan, Ceren, 2ATB, Bad/kan,

Ceren 2020; Baykan, Ceren, 2, 4962; Baykan, Ceren, 2021b, 5B.

“#Qur project numbered 122K270 " Nif Dajé Arkeol oji
Arakteérel masée", which we submitted to T} BKTAK 1001
Program irthe first semester of 2022 and found suitable for support, is still ongoing.

“Assoc. Prof. Dr. Tutku Tuncalé Yaman is conductin

Tutku 2020, 328 2 9 ; Tuncal & Ya+#hn, Tutku 2022, 65



production and provide some clues about the production technique. Preliminagtienalu

of XRD (X-Ray Diffraction) analysis used for determining the mineralogical composition
indicate that there were both locally made and imported ones among the terracotta samples.
Furthermore, the chemical composition of a sample of a lump foumgrave indicates the

dyestuffknown as Egyptian Blue.

Figure 15:Aer i al photo of Bakpénar Byzantine

In accordance with the permission obtained from the General Directorate of Cultural
Heritage and Museums of the Ministry Gllture and Tourism, experts from the Izmir
Regional Laboratory for Restoration and Conservation analyzed five metal finds selected by
the excavation team experts with a portablRXY fluorescence spectrometer-¥RF)
device for nordestructive chemical aenposition analysfS. Preliminary assessments
indicate that the examined bronze finds contain high levels of lead. This preliminary
information, which will provide an important clue for finds that are thought to be locally

produced, are currently being évated in detail.

45 A portable XRAY Fluorescence Spectrometer of Olympus Vanta C series model was used in the analysis,
and analysis were made in the 'Alloy Rldsirkish Museum' Mode of the device at a pulse duration of 60
seconds and at 40 kV.



Starting from the first years of
the excavations, various social
events and conferences targeting the
local community were organized to
inform and raiseawareness about
the protection of cultural heritage.
While investigating the production
methods of arrowheads found in the
excavation sites of Mount Nif,
conferences and workshops were
held in order to make comparisons

with  traditional and modern

archery,and to provide solutions to
Figure16. Aer i al photo of B .
Complex (2015) the problems of terminology,
dating, production, typology and
function. Accompanied by volunteer instructors, the excavation house also provided archery
training for local children and young people with the aim of promotingaaalbgy and art

history through games and sports (Figure*20)

Figure17.Ar t i facts depicting peacocks found in t
Building Complex

46 We would like to express our gratituleo ar chery coach Aysel Babage¢r f ol
our excavation since 2012.



Figure 18.The window construction and crown glasses found in the excavation
att he Bakpénar Byzantine Building C

Figure 19. Studies on artifacts in the laboratory of the Mount Nif Excavation



Figure 20.Archery training at the Mount Nif excavation (2022)
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MOUNT NIF EXCAVATION KARAMATTEPE METAL ATELIERS
Dani Kk BAYKAN

Mount Nif is located between the city center of Izmir to the west, Mount Sipylos to
the north and Bozdajlar to the east. The
under the direction of Prof. Dr. Elif Tulunay between 2@089 and Assoc. Prof. Dvl¢, | d e
Peker since 2020 in the study fields of K
in the southeast of the mountaiffrrom the classification of more than four thousand metal
findings and archeometallurgical ddtabtained from the Karamafie excavation site
(Figure 1) in Karamattepe | ocated in Vikril
significant and intensive metal production was conducted*.h@reen the analogical and
typological evaluation of the bronze and iron artifacts areltjfpe of the 4 furnaces

identified, it is impossible that the entire process of metal production and the use of the

“"Trakya University, Faculty of Letters, Depart ment
Prof . Dr .

L would |ike to express my gratitude to my &estee
opportunity to evaluate Karamattepe met al findin
Bakpénar and DajkKiézeExaavatitdhmr, Momuctt o our new e:
coll eague Assoc. Prof. Dr . M¢jde Peker for enabl
archaeometal |l urgical data in 2020 and beyopndNuhde

bet ween 2006Pakar 2082) de3e@@ul, urR®2,2 ,EIBISA00T .1 TuUROD &)
2007:;36251 Tul un%g;, DWIOBNaky2%b ;20T0WOI,undlY8;20TL0un&E7 2
99Tul unay,-32,018uyl BRay,anHl iTf, rkgme n 4@ yjl dlen,ay2 0 E1 i f T
201217147 Tulunay2%2; ,TRIOWUBagy 2WBB., 2014, 343-357;
vd. 20466 ; 38B3B! unay358&;. T2Wl1lu7n a y3 V&;. T2u0l 2u8n1a%y36ORBEIQ. 3,
Tulunay ,vBaAT,ul2WR&OY ve&.0,, 202D,ul 3I7 | i ke to thank to
the English redaction of this paper.
I would like to express my gratitude to my dear wife Lecturer MA Ceren Baykan, who carrig¢ideout
conservation and restoration of more than four thousand five hundred metal artifacts and metal production
data recovered from the Mount Nif excavation, as well as all of the Karamattepe metal findings,
archaeometallurgical data and restitution drawifige photographs of the images used in this article are
taken from the Mount Nif Excavation Archive, the illustrations are the work of Ceren Baykan (MA), and the
map has been created by me.
SMount Ni f Excavation Karamattepe met al findings
TUBAP project s7 In,u p@8lr 32d 12503 77224 7-100L1 8124031 942702 0
and 286202021 Tur ki sh -3H3 6 Tankd @ 8 P121S3a9€ dpertoyj eTcPtds and
2022, TUBI TAK 1001 Scientific and Technol ogical
122K270 "l nvestigation of Mount Nif Archaeol ogic
project.
“Baykan,Dani Kk, 2461 Baykan,2281Ba, 19904; Baykan, 2013b, 15765; Baykan, 201541-48;
Baykan, 2016a, 233; Baykan, 2016b21-36; Baykan, 2016c374-382; Baykan, 2016d60-67; Baykan,
20173 105118;Baykan, 2017ph1840; Baykan, 20182-3; Baykan, 2021a, 536.



ateliers was a single phas&he only findin§ as the remainder of the bronze casting phase
which can be typologized is a fibula datirgthe late 7th century BC or early 6th century
BC at the latest. The iron smelters and iron ateliers, containing most of the production data,
are dated to the second half of the
6th century BC at the earliest.
During the archaeometallurgical
studies atKaramattepe, bronze
casting, silver extraction from
ore, iron smelting and iron
shaping ateliers were identified.
Within the scope of Karamattepe
metal findings and
archeometallurgical data, two
different atelier phases were

identified in the same argarhe

Figure 1. Overview of Karamattepe Excavation Area fr distinction of the atelier phases,
the South and Aerial View which we can easily make for
small findings, should also be applied to smelting furnatéstal of 4 smelting furnaces of
2 different types were identified and preserved in sitiwat Karamattepe Three of these
furnaces (Nif furnaces-2, 4) are of the same type while only one (Nif Furnace 3) is of a
different type. Three iron smelter haces belong to the second phase of the atelier whereas
the salt carburizing furnace (Nif Furnace 3) belongs to the first pAgsa.result of the
excavations at Karamattepe, the metal production data, their origin, their contexts and their
evaluation irthe historical process point to two different atelier phidses
In order to interpret what type of iron material was produced at Karamattepe, the

typological classification of the iron artifacts found during the excavations had to be

> Recently, by utilizing different disciplines such as spatial analysis, ethnoarchaeology and experimental
archaeology, the phases of the Karamattepe Metal Ateliers have been identified in detail and the
archaeological data frothe production processes have been classified according to these phases: Baykan,
2021b, 129 and Baykan, 2021c, 2231.

6 M. Nif Finding numbered 098: Baykan, 2012, 234, 236, fig. 10.

7 Baykan, 2021a, 556.

8 Baykan, 2021b,-P9; Baykan, 2021c, 21231.

' n situ conservation of the Karamattepe furnaces
Ceren Baykan. For more informa#illon please see. B a

0 Baykan, 2021b,-P9; Baykan, 2021c, 21231.



completed andemtifinished products had to be identified. Iron is the most abundant metal
in Karamattepe on Mount Nif and contains data from every stage of production. In the
vicinity of the Mount Nif excavation® ther
and Yazéb a i 8esidad thent, weremphasize on that the iron ore vein discovered

in Ball écaoluk settl ement of Mount Ni f e X
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Cizim: Ceren Baykan
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Figure 2a and 2b Karamattepe Iron Arrowhead Types

11 MTA 2485.
12MTA 136, 6668; MTA 424; 463; 465; 483; 498; 503; 1556 and 2482.
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Figure 3. Locations where Persian Collision and Ammunition Data can be Dete

More than five hundred iron arrowheads, grouped under four'fffégures 2a and
2b) as a result of typology and analogy studies at Karamettepe, are the most numerous among
the iron findings. The identification of unfinished and incomplete examples of all four types
shows that they constitute the majority of sdimished objects. Considering that the
appearance of iron arrowheads in Anatolia is associated with the Persian presence and the
intensity of production, it becomes certain that Karamattepe was an irontatelest by the
Persian army during their western adee. It is thus possible to date the 2nd Metal Atelier
Phase of Karamattepe, which was used by the Persian army as an iron ammunition factory,
between 546 and 510 BT The Persian army had already begun its western advance in
continental Greece before th@jor battles such as Marathon (490 BC), Thermopylon (480
BC) and Plataea (479 BC) and had seized control of Abdera in 512 BC (Figure 3). Therefore,
the 2nd Metal Atelier Phase of Karamattepe must have started to be utilized after the seizure
of Sardis andnust have been used continuously until the army's westward advance began.
Considering that the Persian army moved with craftsmen who manufactured ammunition,
Karamattepe was probably not used as an iron atelier after the first western advance.

Based on tb quantitative analysis of the findings from the Mount Nif excavations, it

is clear that iron arrowheads are more numerous than the bronze ones. While developing the

13 Baykan 2012, 231234, 242, figure 2.
4 Baykan 2012, 234235; Baykan, 2021b,-29 and Baykan, 2021c, 2PB1.
15 Baykan, 2021b,-P9; Baykan 2021c, 21231.






