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Abstract

he results of the first campaign of the “Land of the Storm God Survey” in the Sehitkamil

district of Gaziantep province in Southeastern Tiirkiye are—according to the two foci of
the survey—twofold: First, an off-site survey on the slopes of Diiliilk Baba Tepesi, the home of
a storm god temple built during the Middle Iron Age, was conducted. Here, an expansion of the
Roman “priest necropolis,” a second necropolis on the Southern slope, as well as economical in-
stallations of Late Antiquity have been documented. The second focus is an on-site survey, where
the investigation of six archaeological sites in the vicinity revealed longer settlement phases than
previously assumed.
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Introduction

The Sehitkamil district of Gaziantep province in southeastern Tiirkiye (Fig. 1) is present in
contemporary research mainly through two sites—Diiliik (also known as Keber Tepe) and Diiliik
Baba Tepesi. The medieval citadel of Gaziantep, on the other hand, is located about 50 m south of
the border between the districts of Sehitkamil and Sahinbey, which here runs across the center of
modern Gaziantep. There is little confirmed knowledge of the surrounding area of these two sites,
especially during the Iron Age. Therefore, the “Land of the Storm God Survey,” whose prelimi-
nary results are presented below, was initiated.
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Research History

Previous archaeological excavation activity in Sehitkamil has been limited to the sanctuary
of Jupiter Dolichenus located on the summit of Diiliikk Baba Tepesi (2001-2015) and Keber Tepe/
Diiliik, the site of ancient Doliche (since 2015).2 While the latter is an important Paleolithic site
in the area where a Hellenistic-Roman city was built later,® the former, located about 4 km to the
south of Diiliik, goes back at least to a Middle Iron Age temple,? but also yielded some traces
of the Pre-Pottery Neolithic B and the Late Bronze Age.® Most probably already in Persian, but
certainly in Hellenistic-Roman times at the latest, the temple became a superregional cult center.®
After its destruction in 253 CE, a monastery complex was built there in the fifth century CE,
which was in use until the Middle Ages.” On Keber Tepe, Doliche was probably founded during

2 For a more detailed research history of Sehitkamil, see now Birgiil Ogiit, “Zum Stand der archéologischen Forschungen
in Sehitkamil, nordlich von Gaziantep/Tiirkei,” in Zwischen Schwarzem Meer und Persischem Golf: 125 Jahre
Deutsche Orient-Gesellschaft, ed. Joachim Marzahn and Dirk Wicke (Darmstadt:Philipp von Zabern, 2023), 91-95.

3 Muine Atasayan, “1938 yilinda Gaziantep Kdylerinden Diiliik ve Civarinda Bulunan Cakmaktasi Aletler Uzerine bir
Not,” Tiirk Arkeoloji Mecmuast 19-22 (1939): 314-17; Enver Y. Bostanci, “Researches in South-East Anatolia:
The Chellean and Acheulean Industry of Diiliik and Kartal,” Anatolia 6 (1961): 111-62.

41.a. Engelbert Winter, “Der Kult des Tupiter Dolichenus und seine Urspriinge: Das Heiligtum auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi
bei Doliche,” in Von Kummuh nach Telouch: Archdologische und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene, ed.
Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt,
2011), 1-17; Birgiil Ogiit, “Die altorientalische Keramik vom Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” in Kult und Herrschaft am
Euphrat, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien 73 (Bonn:
Rudolf Habelt, 2014), 49-64; Wolfgang Messerschmidt, “Das Heiligtum auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi in der
vorhellenistischen Eisenzeit — Versuch einer kulturgeschichtlichen Einordnung,” in Vom eisenzeitlichen Heiligtum
zum christlichen Kloster: Neue Forschungen auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und
Kommagenische Forschungen 9, Asia Minor Studien 84 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2017), 33-56.

5 Dirk Leder, “The Lithic Finds from Diiliik Baba Tepesi and Their Place in the PPNB of the Western Euphrates Region,” in
Vom eisenzeitlichen Heiligtum zum christlichen Kloster: Neue Forschungen auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi, ed. Engelbert
Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 9, Asia Minor Studien 84 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2017), 21-32.

6 Andreas Schachner, “Die Welt des Ostlichen Mittelmeers in kleinen Bildern — Weitere Beobachtungen zu den Siegeln
und Kleinfunden der spéten Eisenzeit vom Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” in Yon Kummuh nach Telouch: Archéologische und
historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen
4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 19-46; Andreas Schachner, “Beobachtungen zu den Siegeln
und Kleinfunden der Eisenzeit vom Diiliik Baba Tepesi (2010-2012),” in Kult und Herrschaft am Euphrat, ed.
Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien 73 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt,
2014), 33-48; Andreas Schachner, “Das Heiligtum auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi in der Eisenzeit,” in Persische
Reichspolitik und lokale Heiligtiimer, ed. Reinhard Achenbach, Beihefte zur Zeitschrift fiir Altorientalische und
Biblische Rechtsgeschichte 25 (Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 2019), 63—89; Silke Haps and Werner Oenbrink, “Das
Heiligtum auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi bei Doliche in hellenistisch-romischer Zeit,” in Zwischen Bruch und
Kontinuitit: Architektur in Kleinasien am Ubergang vom Hellenismus zur romischen Kaiserzeit/Continuity and
Change: Architecture in Asia Minor during the Transitional Period from Hellenism to the Roman Empire, ed. Ute
Lohner-Urban and Ursula Quatember, Byzas 25 (Istanbul: Ege Yayinlari, 2020), 133-48; with further literature.

7 Margherita Facella and Matthias Stanke, “Eine Inschriftenplatte fiir Theodoros Stratelates und weitere christliche
Zeugnisse vom Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” in Yon Kummuh nach Telouch. Archéologische und historische Untersuchungen
in Kommagene, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64
(Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 157-86; Pier G. Borbone and Werner Oenbrink, “Das christianisierte Heiligtum
auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi: Eine syrische Inschrift, Architekturbefunde und Bauglieder,” in Von Kummuh nach
Telouch: Archéologische und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und
Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 187-206; Pier G. Borbone,
“Neue syrische Inschriftenfunde — Das Kloster des Mar Salomon auf dem Diililk Baba Tepesi,” in Kult und Herrschaft
am Euphrat, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien 73 (Bonn:
Rudolf Habelt, 2014), 127-39; Matthias Stanke, “Eine nachantike Tonbulla mit Kreuzmonogramm: Uberlegungen zur
Existenz eines Klosterarchivs auf dem Diililk Baba Tepesi,” in Kult und Herrschaft am Euphrat, ed. Engelbert Winter,
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the Hellenistic period and was inhabited until the Middle Ages. The settlement was replaced
by Gaziantep as the main city of the region only after the twelfth century CE.® Due to the close
relationship between the city and the summit sanctuary, the question arises whether the pre-Hel-
lenistic storm god worshipped was also the deity of a specific, other city in the surrounding area
or whether a pre-Hellenistic predecessor settlement existed that passed on its name to Doliche, as
Edward Lipinski assumes for Karahoyiik.®

Several surveys were conducted in the district of Sehitkamil and wider surveys included
this region as well. To the latter belong the survey of 1970 under the direction of Piero Meriggi'®
and the project of the Gaziantep liceleri Tasinmaz Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklar: Envanteri under the
direction of Mehmet Onal published in 2007." A part of this project with some sites in Sehitkamil
has been published separately in more detail by Fikri Kulakoglu.'? In addition, Jean Perrot visited
the area in 1961" and a Paleolithic survey was conducted in 2011 by Erksin Giileg¢ and her team
which focused mainly but not exclusively on Sehitkamil." The goal of these researches were
mostly limited to the documentation of sites; only Archi et al. 1971 added some thoughts on the
historical geography of the region by identifying UrSu(m) with Gaziantep or Tilbesar.

Research Goals

Since none of the above-mentioned surveys targeted the region of Sehitkamil in its entirety
throughout the periods from the Paleolithic to the Early Modern Age, the primary objective of the
“Land of the Storm God Survey” is to close these research gaps, with a special focus on the Iron
Age and the surroundings of Diiliilk Baba Tepesi. With regard to the well-published surveys of the
neighboring regions, this recent study should lead to a reduction of the “terra incognita” between
the surveys in the Euphrates valley and adjacent areas in the east,' the surveys of the Kahraman-
maras plain and the Islahiye valley in the west,' as well as the surveys in the Kilis plain and in

Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien 73 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2014), 141-49.

8 L.a. Michael Blomer, Dilek Cobanoglu, and Engelbert Winter, “Die Stadtgrabung in Doliche: Zu den Ergebnissen
der Feldarbeiten 2015-2018,” Istanbuler Mitteilungen 69 (2019): 103—86; Michael Blomer and Engelbert Winter,
eds., Exploring Urbanism in Ancient North Syria: Fieldwork in Doliche 2015-2020, Doliche Urban Excavations 1
(Berlin: De Gruyter, 2022).

9 Edward Lipinski, The Aramaeans: Their Ancient History, Culture, Religion. Orientalia Lovaniensia Analecta 100
(Leuven: Peeters, 2000), 177-78, n. 91.

10 Alfonso Archi, Paolo Emilio Pecorella, and Mirjo Salvini, Gaziantep e la sua regione: Uno studio storico e
topografico degli insediamenti preclassici. Incunabula Graeca 48 (Rome: Edizioni dell’ Ateneo, 1971).

11 Mehmet Onal et al., Gaziantep Iiceleri Tasinmaz Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklari Envanteri (Gaziantep: Gaziantep 1
Ozel idaresi, 2007).

12 Fikri Kulakoglu, “Gaziantep ve Adiyaman illeri Kiiltiir Envanteri Projesi 2005 Yili Calismalar1 Sonug¢ Raporu,”
Aragtirma Sonuglart Toplantisi 24, no. 2 (2007): 325-34.

13 Jean Perrot, Reconnaissance Archeologique en Turquie Meridionale 1961 (Jerusalem: Self-published, 1962).

14 Erksin Giileg et al., “2011 Y1li Gaziantep ve Hatay Illeri Yiizey Arastirmas1,” Arastirma Sonuglar: Toplantist 30,
no. 2 (2012): 257-66.

15 Paul Sanlaville, ed., Holocene Settlement in North Syria: Résultats de deux prospections archéologiques effectuées
dans la région du nahr Sajour et sur le haut Euphrate syrien, British Archaeological Reports 238 (Oxford: British
Archaeological Reports, 1985); Guillermo Algaze, Ray Breuninger, and James Knudstad, “The Tigris-Euphrates Ar-
chaeological Reconnaissance Project: Final Report of the Birecik and Carchemish Dam Survey Areas,” Anatolica 20
(1994), 1-96; Tony J. Wilkinson, Edgar J. Peltenburg, and Eleanor B. Wilkinson, eds., Carchemish in Context: The
Land of Carchemish Project, 2006-2010, Themes from the Ancient Near East 4 (Oxford: Oxbow Books, 2016).

16 U. Bahadir Alkim, “The Amanus Region in Turkey. New Light on the Historical Geography and Archaeology,” Ar-
chaeology 22, no. 4 (1969), 280-89; Elizabeth Carter et al., “The Kahramanmaras Archaeological Project Survey
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the Quwayq valley in the south."”

Based on the research history as well as the focus on Diiliik Baba Tepesi and Doliche, some
more detailed questions arise: Did a settlement/activity gap actually exist around Diiliik Baba
Tepesi from the impressively attested Paleolithic onwards, which would stand in contrast to the
area around the peak?'® Is there any evidence for settlements that could have ensured the subsis-
tence of the sanctuary at Diiliik Baba Tepesi, which stands out especially in the pre-Hellenistic
period due to its numerous animal offerings?' A second set of questions concerns the settlement
structure of the region, including the question of regional centers. During the Hellenistic-Roman
period, the dominance of Doliche as the most important settlement in the region is beyond ques-
tion; from the Middle Ages at the latest, this can apply to Aintab. But what can we expect for the
time before Doliche was founded?

Survey Methodology

Due to the survey focus on the area surrounding Diiliikk Baba Tepesi, two different survey
methods were applied for the Sehitkamil district and the area surrounding the mountain sanctuary.

Extensive Survey in Sehitkamil

For the large-scale site survey in Sehitkamil, the already known sites from previous survey
reports were first georeferenced via published maps and located on satellite images. Additionally,
previously unknown sites were located based on previous site visits and also via satellite imagery.
For the first campaign in 2022, six sites within a radius of approximately 10 km around Diiliik
Baba Tepesi were selected for site visits.

The geographical recording of the sites was done via GPS coordinates. After an initial
inspection of the site, it was usually divided into five areas, the hilltop and the slopes—if possi-
ble, depending on the topography—in the four cardinal directions, and possibly also additional
topographic units. Each zone was covered by transects of six persons with a spacing of ca. 5 m
between them, recorded by a tracking software (OSMAnd). The surface conditions were good;
most areas were plowed or covered by scattered small plants. Small finds such as figurines, beads
or bracelets, ground stone tools, lithics and pottery sherds were collected and documented by
drawing and photography. The locations of special finds were recorded by GPS.

1997,” Arastirma Sonuglar: Toplantisi 16, no. 2 (1999): 569—76; Andrew Garrard et al., “The Early Prehistory of
the Sak¢agozii Region, North Levantine Rift Valley: Report on 1995 Survey Season,” Anatolian Studies 46 (1996),
53-81; Atilla Engin et al., “2019—2020 Y1li Yesemek Heykel Atdlyesi ve Islahiye-Nurdag: Yiizey Arastirmast
Sonuglari,” Gaziantep University Journal of Social Sciences 21, no. 4 (2022): 1846-79.

17 Engin Ozgen, Barbara Helwing, and Atilla Engin, “The Oylum Regional Project: Archaeological Prospection 2000,”
Arastirma Sonuclart Toplantist 19, no. 2 (2001), 217-28; Engin Ozgen et al., “The Oylum Regional Project: Re-
sults of the 2001 Prospection Season,” Arastirma Sonuglar: Toplantist 20, no. 2 (2002), 151-57; John Matthers,
ed., The River Queiq, Northern Syria, and Its Catchment: Studies Arising from the Tell Rifa’at Survey 1977—1979.
British Archaeological Reports International Series 98 (Oxford: British Archaeological Reports, 1981).

18 This has been shown by the former surveys as well as ours. Both demonstrate relatively continuous occupation of
this region from the Paleolithic or Chalcolithic / Early Bronze Age respectively onwards. Cf. Ogiit, “Zum Stand der
archiologischen Forschungen.”

19 Nadja Pollath and Joris Peters “‘Smoke on the Mountain’ — Animal Sacrifices for the Lord of Doliche,” in Von
Kummuh nach Telouch. Archéologische und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene, ed. Engelbert Winter,
Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 47—68. From
the sixth to the fifth century BCE there are about 28,000 bone finds, in the early and middle Roman period about
this declines to 6,000.
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Intensive Survey at Diiliik Baba Tepesi

For the small-scale second part of the survey at Diiliik Baba Tepesi, the same methods were
used as for the extensive survey, except for the fact the distance between the persons was extended
to ca. 10 m. In 2022, the areas to the north and west of the excavation area up to the foot of the hill
could be surveyed. In the south, however, a military area prevents the investigation of the lower
slopes, so the chosen route was adjusted to the southeast, where the northern limit of the military
area runs a little further south. Due to the coniferous forest, needles cover the ground almost ev-
erywhere, making it harder to spot small objects. Due to their scarcity, on Diiliik Baba Tepesi, the
findspots of all objects were measured by GPS.

Preliminary Results

Diiliik Baba Tepesi

As a foothill of the Kartal Mountains (Sof Daglar1) descending from the west, Diiliikk Baba
Tepesi (1208 m) rises about 200-300 m above the plain of the Gaziantep Plateau surrounding it
from the north, east and south. During the site visits, besides ceramics mainly from Early Roman to
the Late Antique-Early Byzantine period (see Plates 5j-1, 6a, h), 13 rock-cut tombs and 25 archaeo-
logical sites were identified and recorded. Three of the recorded rock-cut tombs have already been
published by Rifat Ergeg,° the remaining 10 were partly already known but remained unpublished
until now (for tomb F9, see Figs. 2a—b). The other sites have not yet been recorded archaeologically.

The results of the survey are of great importance for the knowledge of the periphery of the
Jupiter Dolichenus sanctuary. Most significant is the discovery of numerous new tombs of the
Roman Imperial period. Already known for a long time is a necropolis extending about 1.2 km
west of the sanctuary directly on the crest of the ridge sloping down to the west.?! It is a concen-
tration of 17 tombs, some of which are elaborately decorated. Because of its location away from
a settlement—the city of Doliche is about 3.5 km, possible smaller settlements at least 1.5 km
away—only a connection with the sanctuary can be considered for the necropolis. This connec-
tion is confirmed by a lost inscription found in the sanctuary which mentions a priest of Jupiter
Dolichenus.?2 It can therefore be assumed that priests and their families were buried there.

The inspections have now shown that the priestly necropolis extends further to the east
in the direction of the sanctuary than was previously known. Six previously unknown rock-cut
chamber tombs have been registered, which, due to their small spatial distance of approx. 300 m
and their shape, must be attributed to the complex of the priestly necropolis. The tombs are rock-
cut chamber tombs, as they are typical for ancient northern Syria and are often attested,?® and are
accessed via dromos. This leads to a door that could be closed by a rolling stone. Behind it lies at

20 Rifat Erge¢, Nekropolen und Grdber in der siidlichen Kommagene, Asia Minor Studien 47 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2003).

21 Jorg Wagner, “Neue Denkmdler aus Doliche: Ergebnisse einer archdologischen Landesaufnahme im Ursprungsge-
biet des Iupiter Dolichenus,” Bonner Jahrbiicher 182 (1982), 133—66; Ergeg, Nekropolen und Grdiber, 2003.

22 Michael Blomer and Margherita Facella, Diiliik Baba Tepesi II: Inscriptions and Sculptures from the Sanctuary
of Jupiter Dolichenus, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 12, Asia Minor Studien 101 (Bonn: Rudolf
Habelt, 2022), 109-10, no. 32.

23 On the rock-cut necropolises of the region, cf. Wagner, “Neue Denkmiler aus Doliche”; Ergeg, Nekropolen und Griber;
Michael Blomer and Dilek Cobanoglu, “Kommagene ve Kyrrhestike’de Roma Donemi Kaya Oda Mezarlari,” in Rifat
Erge¢ Armagani. Studies Presented to Rifat Ergeg, ed. Timur Demir et al. (Ankara: Bilgin Kiiltiir Sanat, 2019), 65-82;
Hiiseyin Yaman, “Death in Zeugma: A Survey of the Tombs,” Anadolu 45 (2019), 125-68.
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least one burial chamber, into whose walls niches were cut, which served as burial chambers. In
general, it should be noted that the tombs were probably painted in color, which complemented
the tombs and their rudimentary decoration, which appear simple in their present state. The paint
was apparently often applied directly to the unplastered walls, which contributed to the fact that
it could disappear within a short time.24

In contrast to the area of the previously known priestly necropolis, where the graves are
located close together, the newly discovered graves appear more isolated. The graves do not allow
an exact chronological classification, but it can be safely assumed that they were laid out before
the destruction of the sanctuary in 253 CE. A terminus post quem is the first century CE, since
hardly any rock-cut chamber tombs are attested from earlier times in the region. Thus, the graves
definitely date to the Roman Imperial period.

The graves F14-F18 (for F14 and F18, see Figs. 3—4) are the first evidence of a necropolis
on the southern slope of Diiliilk Baba Tepesi. These seem to be typical rock-cut chamber tombs,
but the interior of the tombs could not be investigated. Nevertheless, it can be assumed that these
graves can also be dated to the Roman Imperial period. In contrast to the priestly necropolis, how-
ever, it remains unclear how they relate to the sanctuary. The distance to the summit plateau of
about 1.15 km and more is similar to the case of the priestly necropolis, but the newly discovered
necropolis lies much lower on the slope and closer to a potential settlement site, which could have
been located below the graves in the area of the military site. However, it is also possible that this
site was chosen for burials because it was located on an uphill path to the sanctuary.

Karahoyiik

Karahoytik is located on the eastern edge of an industrial area, northeast of Diiliik Baba Tepe-
si and, with a height of about 18 m (863 m) and an area of about 6 ha, it represents one of the largest
settlement sites within the survey area (Fig. 5).2° Since this hill has already been declared an ancient
site, it has not been built on or used for agriculture, so the original surface structure is largely visible,
including remains of ancient architectural structures on the hilltop and in the lower part of the west-
ern slope. Nevertheless, to the west and especially to the south, construction activities have come
very close and are encroaching on the lower slopes. At its base, the conical Karahdyiik is roughly
circular in shape, and oval on the approximately 0.4 ha area on the hilltop.

A first review of the lithic finds could indicate an occupation in the Aceramic Neolithic.
Based on the ceramic material, Karahdyiik appears to have been settled in the Early and Late
Bronze Age, as well as in the Middle and Late Iron Age (see Plates 4a—c and 5d-i). Some sherds
from the Middle and Late Iron Age are fine wares. Since neither finds from the Hellenistic nor
from the Roman period have been discovered, a hiatus until Late Antiquity can be assumed. How-
ever, Onal et al. state to have found Hellenistic in addition to Bronze and Iron Age material 2
Finally, Abbasid pottery could be retrieved.

Toyocagi Héyiik
The flat site of Toyocag1 Hoytik (925 m) is located in the middle of a new development

24 On the painting of tombs in the region around Doliche in general, see Michael Blomer, “The Diversity of Funerary
Portraiture in Roman Commagene and Cyrrhestice,” in Funerary Portraiture in Greater Roman Syria, ed. Michael
Blomer and Rubina Raja, Studies in Classical Archaeology 6 (Turnhout: Brepols, 2019), 45-64.

25 Cf. Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 76, no. 107, fig. 128; Onal et al., Gaziantep, 504.

26 Onal et al., Gaziantep, 504.



Preliminary Report of the First Season of the “*Land of the Storm God Survey” in Sehitkamil, Gaziantep, Turkiye
B. Ogiit - M. Blémer - M. Lange - E. Strothenke-Koch - D. Yasin 141

area on the northern edge of Gaziantep and has already been severely damaged or cut on all sides
by construction and road works (Fig. 6).27 Due to the very shallow cultural layers on the bedrock,
which is only about 20—30 cm high, and which is very well recognizable in the profile at the edge
of the site by the cutting roads, it can be assumed that the site was inhabited only for a relatively
short time. Nevertheless, the dating suggests a relatively wide historical spectrum: Hellenistic,
Late Antique-Early Byzantine, and pottery from the Umayyad period through the Middle Ages is
attested (see Plates 51, 6f, g, and 7g, h). Onal et al. dated Toyocag:1 Hoyiik to the Bronze Age as
well as to the Roman period,2® epochs of which no traces could be found in 2022.

Cingin Hayiik

Cingin Hoylik (or Togagi Hoyiik), located about 2.6 km south-southwest of Karahoyiik, is
about 15 m high (880 m) and, with an area of about 3 ha, about half the size of the former, but also
conical in shape (Fig. 7).2° It is already clearly marked by a factory to the northwest and access
roads for ongoing construction to the northeast, as well as the fill of construction debris and trash
on this slope. The hilltop consists of an oval-shaped area of about 0.25 ha. To the west and north,
the slopes drop very steeply into the plain, whereas to the south and east a much less steep slope
can be noted.

At the moment, the investigated material does not indicate a continuous occupation of the
site (see Plates 2d—e, 3e, and 4e—g). Thus, the objects from Cin¢in Hoylik could so far be dated
to the Neolithic, the Early and Late Bronze Age, the Late Iron Age, and the Late Antique-Early
Byzantine period (ca. fifth to sixth century CE), including numerous finds of the Bronze and Iron
Ages. Ground stone tools were also found relatively frequently here. Onal et al., however, date the
settlement of Cingin Hoyiik exclusively to the third millennium BCE.3°

Bedirkent Hoyiik

Bedirkent Hoyiik (Bedirkdy Hoyiik) is a rather flat settlement mound about 6 m high (830
m) with a roughly circular base area of about 1 ha (Fig. 8).3! The hill, which is privately owned,
is now planted with olive trees.

Among the artifacts found at Bedirkent Hoyiik, two figurine fragments stand out: a torso of
a seated human figure with feminine connotations with legs tapering to the feet (Figs. 9a-b) and a
fragment which —in light of the better-preserved fragment— can be interpreted as a piece of the right
leg of a similar figure. Both fragments were made of clay with a slightly polished surface and seem
to represent two seated figurines of approximately the same size. The fact that two fragments of an
almost identical figurine form were found on the same site suggests that this kind of figurines must
have been produced relatively often. Comparative examples indicate a dating into the Chalcolithic
period.32

The first evaluation of the pottery points to an occupation in the Chalcolithic and in the

27 Cf. Onal et al., Gaziantep, 503.

28 Onal et al., Gaziantep, 503.

29 Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 59—60, no. 45 (“Cincin”); Onal et al., Gaziantep, 502.

30 Onal et al., Gaziantep, 502.

31 Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 55, no. 30, fig. 50; Onal et al., Gaziantep, 501.

32 Cf. Nadja Cholidis and Lutz Martin, Der Tell Halaf und sein Ausgriber Max Freiherr von Oppenheim: Kopf hoch!
Mut hoch! und Humor hoch! (Mainz, Philipp von Zabern, 2002), fig. 26 right; in general, see Ellen H. Belcher,
“Embodiment of the Halaf: Sixth Millennium Figurines from Northern Mesopotamia,” (PhD diss., Columbia Uni-
versity, 2014).
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Early and Late Bronze Age, although a few finds from the Neolithic could also be established (see
Plates 3d, 5b, and 7f). In addition, the site was occupied at least during the Middle Iron Age as
well as the Late Antique period. The Early Bronze Age dating coincides with that of Onal et al,33
whereas no evidence could be found for the dating of Archi et al. to the Roman period.34

Aktoprak Hoéyiik

Aktoprak Hoyiik is located on the northern edge of the industrial area of Sehitkamil (Fig.
10).35 The relatively massive hill is about 20 m high (932 m), 3 ha in size and slopes steeply to the
north and west. The field at the western foot of the hill is noteworthy, as it contained a strikingly
high number of flint tools. These indicate an occupation of Aktoprak Hoyiik both in the Paleolith-
ic and, due to several Byblos points, in the Aceramic Neolithic (PPNB),3¢ with a high number of
lithic finds, axes, and obsidian objects and axes as well as ground stone tools in general. Ceramics
range from the Neolithic through the Chalcolithic, the Early, Middle, and Late Bronze Age until
the Early—probably—and Middle Iron Age which suggests that a continuous occupation encom-
passing these periods is at least possible (see Plates 1a, 2a—c, 2f-i, 3a—c, 3f—j, 4d, Sa—c, j-k, 6b,
and 7a—c, e, i-1). A hiatus could be assumed between the Iron Age and the first datable Hellenistic
sherds of the first century BCE. From Hellenistic to the Middle Ages, a second continuous phase
of use can be suggested. This is indicated by a small number of high-quality pottery from the
Roman period as well as finds from Late Antiquity to the Middle Ages. In contrast to that, Onal
et al. dated Aktoprak Hoyiik only from the Bronze to the Iron Age.?”

Erikli Hayiik
Erikli Hoylik (or Ceydeyli Hoyiik), ca. 4 ha in size and ca. 20 m (960 m) high, seems to
be a natural elevation in the landscape, on top of which there might have been a fortification or
another kind of material-intensive building complex (Fig. 11).38 This is due to the extremely high
number of worked basalt blocks, which nowadays serve to delimit the various fields extending
across Erikli Hoyiik in ramparts several meters wide and high. The production and transport of
the basalt blocks for this purpose alone can be ruled out.
In addition, numerous ground stone tools, such as fragments of hammer stones, were found.
A high concentration of lithic finds, mostly from the hill foot in the southeast, could possibly indi-
cate Paleolithic traces, while Neolithic as well as Chalcolithic use can be regarded as certain. The
later finds suggest a possibly continuous occupation from the Early Bronze Age to the Hellenis-
tic—so far with the exception of the Early Iron Age—with finds of these periods being the most
numerous overall. After that, Erikli Hoyiik seems to have been inhabited only in the Ummayad
and Abbasid periods. In contrast, Onal et al. dated Erikli Hoyiik to the Bronze and Iron Ages,
Archi et al. only to the Tron Age.*®

33 Onal et al., Gaziantep, 501.

34 Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 55.

35 Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 68, no. 74, fig. 95 (“Giicege”); Onal et al., Gaziantep, 515.

36 Cf. e.g., Makoto Arimura, The Neolithic Lithic Industry at Tell Ain el-Kerkh, Excavation Reports of Tell el-Kerkh,
Northwestern Syria 1, Al-Shark 4 (Oxford: Archaeopress, 2020), 43, fig. 2.18.

37 Onal et al., Gaziantep, 515.

38 Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 58, no. 41, fig. 61 (“Cegde”); Onal et al., Gaziantep, 513.

39 Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 58; Onal et al., Gaziantep, 513.



Preliminary Report of the First Season of the “*Land of the Storm God Survey” in Sehitkamil, Gaziantep, Turkiye
B. Ogiit - M. Blémer - M. Lange - E. Strothenke-Koch - D. Yasin 143

Conclusion

In the course of the evaluation of the survey so far, some preliminary results can be record-
ed. With regard to Diiliikk Baba Tepesi, it could be shown that the rock-cut tombs of the so-called
priestly necropolis extended over a significantly larger area in the direction of the temple than
previously known, which makes the connection between temple and necropolis in the form of
priestly and perhaps also kin burials more probable. Second, a second necropolis existed on the
southern slope of the hill at a similar distance but much closer to potential settlement sites. Third-
ly, a more intensive economic use of the mountain can probably be stated from the Late Antique
period onwards. The absence so far of Iron Age and Hellenistic traces in the investigated areas
also represents a result, albeit an unexpected one.

:).iiliik Baba i(.arahiiyiik :”I“oyocagl 4C.ing:in :edirkent Z.ktoprak l7§.rikli
Tepesi Hoyiik Hayiik Hoyiik Hoyiik Hoyiik
Paleolithic D, s? §? s?
Neolithic D §? S s? S S
Chalcolithic S S S
Early Bronze Age S X, S X, 8 S S
Middle Bronze Age S S
Late Bronze Age S S S S S
Bronze Age in X, S X S S X, S X, S
general
Early Iron Age S?
Middle Iron Age S S S S
Late Iron Age D S S S
Iron Age in general | D X, S S X8 0,X,8
Hellenistic D X S S S
Roman D,S X O S
Late Antique—Ear- |D, S S S S S S
ly Byzantine
Ummayad D S S S S
Abbasid D S S S S
Late Middle Ages/ |D S S
Early Modern

Table 1: Schematic overview of the results of Archi et al. 1971 (O), Onal et al. 2007 (X), the excavations on
Diiliik Baba Tepesi (D) and the “Land of the Storm God Survey” (S = certain dating, S? = possible dating).

Regarding the extensive survey of sites in Sehitkamil, the knowledge of the occupation
periods of those could be expanded, in particular, the early periods rarely or not previously doc-
umented or mentioned for this region, the Neolithic (apart from Diiliikk Baba Tepesi) and Chalco-
lithic.4° The same holds true for the post-Roman periods, which neither Archi et al. nor Onal et al.

40 Cf. Ogiit, “Zum Stand der archéologischen Forschungen.”
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mentioned but which are relatively well-documented at the investigated sites.

With regard to the more detailed research objectives of the “Land of the Storm God Sur-
vey,” it remains to be stated that the Early Iron Age has not yet been reliably proven, whereas the
Middle and Late Iron Ages are quantitatively and qualitatively well-established.#! With Karaho-
yiik and Erikli Hoytlik there are two candidates which, due to their potentially continuous occu-
pation during the Middle and Late Iron Age as well as their size, could be considered for a closer
relationship with the storm god temple on Diiliilk Baba Tepesi. Furthermore, it is striking that so
far, no evidence for a Hellenistic settlement could be obtained from Karahoyiik, which might
support the thesis of Lipinski of a pre-Hellenistic predecessor settlement of Doliche/Keber Tepe.

Finally, and this is probably the most important project result, it was possible to document
the construction activities which threaten Toyocagi Hoyiik as well as Karahdyiik in particular and
to submit them to the local office for the preservation of historical monuments in order to hope-
fully still prevent a complete destruction of these sites.
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Ozet

Tﬁrkiye’nin Giineydogu bolgesinde yer alan Gaziantep iline bagl Sehitkamil ilgesinde ger-
ceklestirilen “Land of the Storm God Survey (Firtina Tanrisinin Topraklar1 Yiizey Arastir-
masi)”in ilk sezonunda yapilan ¢aligmalarin sonuglari, arastirmanin iki ana odagina gore iki par-
cadan olusmaktadir. Sonuclarin ilk kismi, Orta Demir Cagi’nda bir firtina tanrisinin tapinagina
ev sahipligi yapan Diiliikk Baba Tepesi’nin yamagclarinda gergeklestirilen alan dis1 yiizey arag-
tirmasinda elde edilmistir. Burada, Roma Donemi’nden kalma “rahip nekropoli” genisletilerek
olusturulan, giiney yamacta yer alan ikinci bir nekropol ve Ge¢ Antik Cag’a ait ekonomik yapilar
belgelenmistir. Sonuglarin ikinci kismi ise yakin ¢cevredeki alti sit alaninin incelenmesiyle gergek-
lestirilen alan i¢i ylizey aragtirmastyla iliskilidir. Bu arastirma, bu alanda daha 6nce diisiiniilenden
daha uzun siireli yerlesim evreleri bulundugunu ortaya koymustur.

Anahtar Kelimeler

Yiizey Aragtirmasi, Gaziantep, Demir Cagi, Tapinak, Firtina Tanrisi
Giris
Tiirkiye nin Giineydogu bolgesindeki Gaziantep iline bagh Sehitkamil ilgesi (Fig. 1), gliniimiiz
arastirmalarinda, temelde iki sit alaniyla tanimnmaktadir: Diiliik (Keber Tepe olarak da bilinir) ve Diiliik
Baba Tepesi. Gaziantep’in Orta Cag’da insa edilen i¢ kalesi ise, Sehitkamil ilgesi ile Sahinbey arasinda-
ki smirin yaklasik 50 m giineyinde, modern sehir merkezine agilan bir bolgede konumlanmustir. Bu iki

alanin gevresi hakkinda, 6zellikle Demir Cagi dénemine ait dogrulanmus bilgiler oldukca kisithdir. Bu
sebeple, asagida ilk sonuglar sunulan “Firtina Tanrisi’nin Topraklarn Yiizey Arastirmas1” baslatilmasgtir.
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Deniz Yasin, Universitdt Bern, ORCID: 0000-0001-5757-0029, deniz.yasin@unibe.ch.
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Arastirma Gecmisi

Sehitkamil’deki arkeolojik kaz1 ¢aligmalart Diiliikk Baba Tepesi’nin zirvesinde bulunan Jii-
piter Dolichenus tapinaginda (2001-2015) ve antik Diilik’tiin bulundugu Keber Tepe/Diiliik’te
(2015°ten bu yana) yapilan arastirmalarla sinirlidir.2 Keber Tepe, sonraki donemlerde bu bolgede
Helenistik-Roma sehrine ev sahipligi yapmis olan, 6nemli bir Paleolitik Dénem alanidir.® Diger
yandan Diiliik Baba Tepesi, Diiliik’iin yaklasik dort kilometre giineyinde yer alir ve en ge¢ Orta
Demir Cagi’na tarihlenen bir tapinaga sahiptir.# Bununla birlikte, burada ayni zamanda Canak Com-
leksiz Neolitik B ve Ge¢ Tung Cagi’na dair izlere de rastlanmistir.®> Muhtemelen Pers Imparatorlu-
gu doneminde, en ge¢ Helenistik-Roma Donemi’nde bu tapinak, bolgeler iistii bir kiilt merkezine
dontigmustiir.® MS 253’te yikilan bu alanda, MS besinci yiizyilda bir manastir kompleksi kurulmusg
ve bu kompleks Orta Cag’a dek aktif olarak kullanilmigtir.” Diiliik, Keber Tepe’de biiyiik olasilikla

2 Sehitkamil iizerine daha detayl bir arastirma tarihi icin, bkz. Birgiil Ogiit, “Zum Stand der archéologischen Forschungen
in Sehitkamil, nérdlich von Gaziantep/Tiirkei,” Zwischen Schwarzem Meer und Persischem Golf: 125 Jahre Deutsche
Orient-Gesellschaft i¢inde, der. Joachim Marzahn ve Dirk Wicke (Darmstadt: Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft,
2023), 91-95.

3 Muine Atasayan, “1938 yilinda Gaziantep Kdylerinden Diiliik ve Civarinda Bulunan Cakmaktasi Aletler Uzerine bir
Not,” Tiirk Arkeoloji Mecmuasi 19-22 (1939): 314-17; Enver Y. Bostanci, “Researches in South-East Anatolia:
The Chellean and Acheulean Industry of Diilikk and Kartal,” Anatolia 6 (1961): 111-62.

4 La. Engelbert Winter, “Der Kult des Iupiter Dolichenus und seine Urspriinge: Das Heiligtum auf dem Diiliik Baba
Tepesi bei Doliche,” Von Kummuh nach Telouch: Archéiologische und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene
icinde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn:
Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 1-17; Birgiil Ogiit, “Die altorientalische Keramik vom Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” Kult und
Herrschaft am Euphrat i¢inde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor
Studien 73 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2014), 49—64; Wolfgang Messerschmidt, “Das Heiligtum auf dem Diilik Baba
Tepesi in der vorhellenistischen Eisenzeit — Versuch einer kulturgeschichtlichen Einordnung,” Vom eisenzeitlichen
Heiligtum zum christlichen Kloster: Neue Forschungen auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi iginde, der. Engelbert Winter,
Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 9, Asia Minor Studien 84 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2017), 33-56.

5 Dirk Leder, “The Lithic Finds from Diiliik Baba Tepesi and Their Place in the PPNB of the Western Euphrates Re-
gion,” Vom eisenzeitlichen Heiligtum zum christlichen Kloster: Neue Forschungen auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi
icinde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 9, Asia Minor Studien 84 (Bonn:
Rudolf Habelt, 2017), 21-32.

6 Andreas Schachner, “Die Welt des Ostlichen Mittelmeers in kleinen Bildern — Weitere Beobachtungen zu den Siegeln
und Kleinfunden der spdten Eisenzeit vom Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” Von Kummuh nach Telouch: Archdologische
und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene icinde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische
Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 19-46; Andreas Schachner, “Beobachtungen zu
den Siegeln und Kleinfunden der Eisenzeit vom Diiliik Baba Tepesi (2010-2012),” Kult und Herrschaft am Euphrat
icinde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien 73 (Bonn: Rudolf
Habelt, 2014), 33—48; Andreas Schachner, “Das Heiligtum auf dem Diiliikk Baba Tepesi in der Eisenzeit,” Persische
Reichspolitik und lokale Heiligtiimer iginde, der. Reinhard Achenbach, Beihefte zur Zeitschrift fiir Altorientalische
und Biblische Rechtsgeschichte 25 (Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 2019), 63—89; Silke Haps ve Werner Oenbrink, “Das
Heiligtum auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi bei Doliche in hellenistisch-romischer Zeit,” Zwischen Bruch und Kontinuitdit:
Architektur in Kleinasien am Ubergang vom Hellenismus zur romischen Kaiserzeit/Continuity and Change:
Architecture in Asia Minor during the Transitional Period from Hellenism to the Roman Empire iginde, der. Ute
Lohner-Urban ve Ursula Quatember, Byzas 25 (Istanbul: Ege Yayinlari, 2020), 133-48; ve ilave kaynaklar eklenebilir.

7 Margherita Facella ve Matthias Stanke, “Eine Inschriftenplatte fiir Theodoros Stratelates und weitere christliche
Zeugnisse vom Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” Von Kummuh nach Telouch. Archéiologische und historische Untersuchungen
in Kommagene iginde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien
64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 157-86; Pier G. Borbone ve Werner Oenbrink, “Das christianisierte Heiligtum auf
dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi: Eine syrische Inschrift, Architekturbefunde und Bauglieder,” Von Kummuh nach Telouch:
Archéologische und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene i¢inde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und
Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 187-206; Pier G. Borbone,
“Neue syrische Inschriftenfunde — Das Kloster des Mar Salomon auf dem Diilikk Baba Tepesi,” Kult und Herrschaft
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Helenistik Dénem’de kurulmus ve Orta Cag’a kadar varligini siirdiirmiistiir. Bununla birlikte, bu
yerlesim MS on ikinci yiizyildan itibaren 6nemini yitirmis ve Gaziantep, bolgenin ana sehri haline
gelmistir.8 Sehirle tepedeki kutsal alan arasindaki bu siki iliski géz 6niinde bulunduruldugunda, He-
lenistik Dénem’den 6nce tapinilan firtina tanrisinin, tipki Edward Lipinski’nin Karahdyiik icin ileri
stirdiigli gibi, ¢evredeki baska bir sehrin tanrisi olup olmadig1 veya Diilitk’e adin1 veren Helenistik
Donem Oncesi bir yerlesim biriminin var olup olmadigi sorular1 giindeme gelmektedir.®

Sehitkamil ilgesinde birkag arastirma yapilmistir ve bu ilge, daha genis ¢apli arastirmalara
da dahil edilmistir. 1970 yilinda Piero Meriggi’nin yiiriittiigii arastirma'® ve 2007 yilinda Mehmet
Onal rehberliginde yayimlanan Gaziantep liceleri Tasinmaz Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklar: Envanteri
projesi," s6z konusu genis ¢apli arastirmalar arasinda yer almaktadir. Bu projenin Sehitkamil’deki
bazi alanlar1 konu alan bir boliimii, Fikri Kulakoglu tarafindan ayrica ve daha fazla detayla ya-
yimlanmistir.’2 Ayrica, Jean Perrot 1961°de bolgeyi ziyaret etmistir' ve 2011°de Erksin Giileg ve
ekibi tarafindan, diger bolgelerle birlikte 6zellikle Sehitkamil’e odaklanan, Paleolitik Cag’a dair
bir yiizey arastirmasi gergeklestirilmistir.' S6z konusu arastirmalarin amaci ¢ogunlukla alanlarin
belgelenmesiyle sinirli kalmistir; yalnmizca Archi vd. 1971°de bolgenin tarihi cografyasi lizerine
baz1 goriislerini ekleyerek UrSu(m)’u Gaziantep veya Tilbesar ile 6zdeslestirmistir.

Arastirma Hedefleri

Yukarida sozii gegen ylizey arastirmalarinin higbiri, Paleolitik Cag’dan Erken Modern Cag’a ka-
dar Sehitkamil bolgesini tam anlamiyla ele almadigindan, “Firtina Tanrisinin Topraklart Yiizey Aras-
tirmasi”nin temel amaci, ozellikle Demir Cagi’'na ve Diiliik Baba Tepesi’nin ¢evresindeki bulgulara
odaklanarak bu konudaki bilgi boslugunu gidermektir. Civardaki bolgelerde yapilan 6nemli arastirmalar
dikkate alindiginda, yakin zamanda gergeklestirilen bu ¢alismanin, doguda Firat Vadisi ve ¢evresi,'® ba-

am Euphrat icinde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien
73 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2014), 127-39; Matthias Stanke, “Eine nachantike Tonbulla mit Kreuzmonogramm:
Uberlegungen zur Existenz eines Klosterarchivs auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” Kult und Herrschaft am Euphrat
icinde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien 73 (Bonn: Rudolf
Habelt, 2014), 141-49.

8 I.a. Michael Blomer, Dilek Cobanoglu ve Engelbert Winter, “Die Stadtgrabung in Doliche: Zu den Ergebnissen der
Feldarbeiten 2015-2018,” Istanbuler Mitteilungen 69 (2019): 103—86; Michael Blomer ve Engelbert Winter, der.,
Exploring Urbanism in Ancient North Syria: Fieldwork in Doliche 2015-2020, Doliche Urban Excavations 1 (Ber-
lin: De Gruyter, 2022).

9 Edward Lipinski, The Aramaeans: Their Ancient History, Culture, Religion. Orientalia Lovaniensia Analecta 100
(Leuven: Peeters, 2000), 177-78, n. 91.

10 Alfonso Archi, Paolo Emilio Pecorella ve Mirjo Salvini, Gaziantep e la sua regione: Uno studio storico e topogra-
fico degli insediamenti preclassici. Incunabula Graeca 48 (Roma: Edizioni dell’Ateneo, 1971).

11 Mehmet Onal vd., Gaziantep Ilceleri Taginmaz Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklart Envanteri (Gaziantep: Gaziantep 11 Ozel
Idaresi, 2007).

12 Fikri Kulakoglu, “Gaziantep ve Adiyaman Illeri Kiiltiir Envanteri Projesi 2005 Y1li Calismalar1 Sonug Raporu,”
Aragtirma Sonuglart Toplantis1 24, no. 2 (2007): 325-34.

13 Jean Perrot, Reconnaissance Archeologique en Turquie Meridionale 1961 (Kudiis: Self-published, 1962).

14 Erksin Giileg vd., “2011 Y1li Gaziantep ve Hatay Illeri Yiizey Arastirmast,” Arastirma Sonuglart Toplantist 30, no.
2 (2012): 257-66.

15 Paul Sanlaville, der., Holocene Settlement in North Syria: Résultats de deux prospections archéologiques effectuées
dans la région du nahr Sajour et sur le haut Euphrate syrien, British Archaeological Reports 238 (Oxford: British
Archaeological Reports, 1985); Guillermo Algaze, Ray Breuninger ve James Knudstad, “The Tigris-Euphrates Ar-
chaeological Reconnaissance Project: Final Report of the Birecik and Carchemish Dam Survey Areas,” Anatolica
20 (1994), 1-96; Tony J. Wilkinson, Edgar J. Peltenburg ve Eleanor B. Wilkinson, der., Carchemish in Context: The
Land of Carchemish Project, 2006—-2010, Themes from the Ancient Near East 4 (Oxford: Oxbow Books, 2016).
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tida Kahramanmaras Ovas1 ve Islahiye Vadisi,'® giineyde ise Kilis Ovas1 ve Quwayq Vadilerinde yapilan
incelemelerle birlikte “terra incognita”lan aydinlatmasi beklenmektedir.'”

Arastirma ge¢cmisinin yan1 sira odagin Diiliik Baba Tepesi ile Diiliik {izerinde olmasi dikkate
alindiginda, daha karmasik sorular glindeme gelmektedir: Etkileyici sekilde ortaya konan Paleolitik
Cag’dan itibaren, Diiliik Baba Tepesi ¢evresinde dikkat ¢ekici bir yerlesim ya da faaliyet boslugu
gercekten olusmus muydu?'® Ozellikle Helenistik donem &ncesinde gok sayida hayvan adagiyla
one ¢ikan Diiliilk Baba Tepesi’ndeki kutsal alanin varligini idame ettirmesini saglayabilmek icin
gerekli yerlesim yerleriyle ilgili somut deliller var miydi?" Bolgedeki yerlesimin yapisi ve bolgesel
merkezlere dair sorular da belirlenmistir. Helenistik-Roma déneminde, Diiliik tartismasiz olarak
bolgedeki en 6nemli yerlesim yeridir. Bu durum Orta Cag itibariyla Gaziantep i¢in de gegerli olabi-
lir. Bununla birlikte, Diiliik’{in kurulusundan 6nceki donemle ilgili beklentilerimiz neler olmalidir?

Arastirma Yontemleri

Diiliik Baba Tepesi ¢evresine odaklanan bu arastirmada, Sehitkamil ilgesi ve tepedeki kut-
sal alanin ¢evresi i¢in iki ayr1 aragtirma yontemi benimsenmistir.

Sehitkamil’de Kapsamli Yiizey Arastirmasi

Sehitkamil’deki genis ¢apli arastirmada, daha O6nceki arastirma raporlarindan bilinen yer-
lesim yerleri ilk olarak yayinlanan haritalar araciligiyla cografi olarak isaretlenmis ve uydu go-
rlintiileri lizerinde konumlandirilmigtir. Bunun yani sira, daha 6nce yapilan alan ziyaretleri ve
uydu goriintiilerinde 6nceki donemlerde tespit edilmemis alanlar da belirlenmistir. 2022°deki ilk
ziyaret i¢in, Diililk Baba Tepesi ¢evresinde yaklasik 10 km yaricapinda alt1 bolge secilmistir.

Sit alanlarmim cografi konumlandirmasi GPS koordinatlari ile yapilmustir. ilk inceleme son-
rasinda, alan, genellikle topografik yapisina bagl olarak tepe ve dort yondeki yamaglardan olusacak
sekilde bes bolgeye ayrilmistir. Ihtiyaca gore farkli topografik birimler de eklenmistir. Her bir bélge,
yaklasik 5 m araliklarla konumlanmus alt1 kisilik ekiplerce titizlikle incelenmistir. Bu incelemeler,
OSMAnd adl bir izleme yazilimi ile kayda alinmistir. Yiizey sartlart genellikle iyi bulunmustu; ¢ogu
alan tarim i¢in siirtilmiistii ya da kiigiik bitkilerle kapliydi. Figiirinler, boncuklar, bilezikler, tas aletler

16 U. Bahadir Alkim, “The Amanus Region in Turkey. New Light on the Historical Geography and Archaeology,”
Archaeology 22, no. 4 (1969), 280-89; Elizabeth Carter vd., “The Kahramanmaras Archaeological Project Survey
1997, Arastirma Sonuglar: Toplantisi 16, no. 2 (1999): 569-76; Andrew Garrard vd., “The Early Prehistory of
the Sak¢agdzii Region, North Levantine Rift Valley: Report on 1995 Survey Season,” Anatolian Studies 46 (1996),
53-81; Atilla Engin vd., “2019-2020 Y1l1 Yesemek Heykel Atdlyesi ve Islahiye-Nurdag1 Yiizey Arastirmasi Sonug-
lart,” Gaziantep University Journal of Social Sciences 21, no. 4 (2022): 1846-79.

17 Engin Ozgen, Barbara Helwing ve Atilla Engin, “The Oylum Regional Project: Archaeological Prospection 2000,”
Arastirma Sonuglart Toplantist 19, no. 2 (2001), 217-28; Engin Ozgen vd., “The Oylum Regional Project: Results
of'the 2001 Prospection Season,” Arastirma Sonuglari Toplantis1 20, no. 2 (2002), 151-57; John Matthers, der., The
River Queiq, Northern Syria, and Its Catchment: Studies Arising from the Tell Rifa’at Survey 1977—1979. British
Archaeological Reports International Series 98 (Oxford: British Archaeological Reports, 1981).

18 Hem daha 6nce bolgede yapilmis olan ylizey aragtirmalart hem de bizimki bglgenin Paleolitik ya da Kalkolitik/
Erken Tung Déneminden itibaren kesintisiz yerlesim gdrmiis olacagi fikrini teyit etmektedir Cf. Ogiit, “Zum Stand
der archédologischen Forschungen.”

19 Nadja Pollath and Joris Peters “‘Smoke on the Mountain’—Animal Sacrifices for the Lord of Doliche,” in Von Kummuh
nach Telouch. Archdologische und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und
Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 47-68. MO altinc1 ve beginci
binyilda 28,000 kemikl buluntu varken Erken ve Orta Roma Déneminde bu say1 6,000’e diismektedir.
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ve seramik pargalar1 gibi kiiciik buluntular toplanmig ve hem c¢izim hem de fotograf yoluyla detayl
bir sekilde kayit altia almnustir. Onemli buluntularm konumlari ise GPS ile ayrica isaretlenmistir.

Diiliik Baba Tepesi’nde Yogun Tarama

Diiliik Baba Tepesi’ndeki arastirmanin ikinci ve daha kiiciik 6lgekli kisminda, yine kap-
samli inceleme i¢in kullanilan yontemler tercih edilmistir. Bununla birlikte, bu arastirmada kisiler
arasindaki mesafe yaklasik 10 metreye kadar artirilmistir. 2022 yilinda, kazi alaninin kuzey ve
bat1 yonlerindeki bolgeler, tepenin dibine kadar taranmistir. Giiney tarafta bir askeri bolgenin yer
almasi alt yamaglarda yapilacak incelemelere engel olmustur. Bu nedenle rota, giineydogu yonii-
ne, askeri bolgenin kuzey sinirinin giineye uzandigi bir alana ¢evrilmistir. Bolgede igne yaprakli
bir orman yer aldigindan, zeminin neredeyse her yerinin yapraklarla kapli olmasi kiigiik nesnele-
rin bulunmasini zorlastirmistir. Diiliik Baba Tepesi’nde az sayida buluntu ele gectiginden bulunan
tiim nesnelerin yerleri GPS ile kaydedilmistir.

On Sonuglar

Dijliik Baba Tepesi

Kartal Daglari’nin (Sof Daglar1) batidan algalan bir etegi olan Diiliik Baba Tepesi (1208 m),
cevresini kuzey, dogu ve giineyden saran Gaziantep Platosu’ndan yaklasik 200-300 m yiiksektedir.
Alan ziyaretleri sirasinda, ¢ogunlukla Erken Roma’dan Ge¢ Antik-Erken Bizans Donemi’ne kadar
tarihlenen seramiklerin yan1 sira (bkz. Levha 5j-1, 6a, h) 13 kaya mezar1 ve 25 arkeolojik sit alan
belirlenip kaydedilmistir. Kaydedilen kaya mezarlarinin ti¢li Rifat Erge¢ tarafindan daha 6nce ya-
yimlanmustir.2° Diger mezarlardan 10’u biliniyor olsa da bugiine kadar bunlarla ilgili bir yayn ya-
pilmamustir (mezar F9 i¢in bkz. Fig. 2a-b). Diger alanlar heniiz arkeolojik olarak kaydedilmemistir.

Arastirmanin sonuglari, Jiipiter Dolichenus kutsal alaninin gevresi hakkindaki bilgiler agi-
sindan oldukg¢a degerlidir. Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi’ne ait bircok yeni mezarin kesfi dzellikle
dikkat cekicidir. Kutsal alanin yaklasik 1,2 km batisinda, batiya dogru egimli sirtin zirvesi lizerinde
bir nekropol alani bulundugu daha 6nceden bilinmektedir.?! Bu alanda, bazilar1 6zenle siislenmis 17
mezar yer almaktadir. Uzaklig1 goz 6niine alindiginda (bu alana Diiliik yaklagik 3,5 km, daha kii¢iik
yerlesim yerleri ise en az 1,5 km uzakliktadir) nekropoliin yalnizca kutsal alanla iligkili oldugu dii-
stinlilmektedir. Bu iligki, kutsal alanda bulunmus ve Jiipiter Dolichenus™un bir rahibinden bahseden
bir yazitla da teyit edilmistir.22 Dolayistyla, rahipler ve ailelerinin buraya gomiildiigii varsayilabilir.

Incelemeler, rahiplere ait nekropoliin daha énce bilinenden daha doguya, yani kutsal ala-
na dogru genisledigini gostermistir. Daha Once bilinmeyen alt1 adet kaya mezar kaydedilmistir.
Bu mezarlar, aralarinda bulunan yaklasik 300 metrelik kisa mesafenin yan1 sira sahip olduklari
sekiller nedeniyle, rahiplere ait nekropol kompleksiyle iliskilendirilmistir. Mezarlar, antik kuzey
Suriye i¢in tipik olup?? sik¢a belgelenen kaya mezari seklindedir ve mezarlara bir dromos ile eri-

20 Rifat Ergeg, Nekropolen und Gréber in der siidlichen Kommagene, Asia Minor Studien 47 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt,
2003).

21 Jorg Wagner, “Neue Denkmaler aus Doliche: Ergebnisse einer archdologischen Landesaufnahme im Ursprungsge-
biet des lupiter Dolichenus,” Bonner Jahrbiicher 182 (1982), 133-66; Ergeg, Nekropolen und Grdber, 2003.

22 Michael Blomer ve Margherita Facella, Diiliik Baba Tepesi II: Inscriptions and Sculptures from the Sanctuary of
Jupiter Dolichenus, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 12, Asia Minor Studien 101 (Bonn: Rudolf
Habelt, 2022), 109-10, no. 32.

23 Bolgede bulunan kaya mezarlarindan olusmus mezarlik alanlari i¢in, cf. Wagner, “Neue Denkmdler aus Doliche”;
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silir. Dromos, ziyaretcileri yuvarlanan tasla kapatilabilen bir kapiya yonlendirir. Kapinin ardinda,
duvarlarinda nislerin yer aldig1 en az bir mezar odasi bulunmaktadir. Genellikle, bugiinkii halle-
riyle sade gorlinen mezar odalar1 olasilikla boyalarla renklendirilmis, bu da mezarlar1 ve mezar
odalariin kabaca siislenmesini tamamlamistir. Goriinlise gore boya, genellikle sivasiz duvarlara
dogrudan uygulamis, bu da boyanin kisa siire iginde yok olmasina sebep olmus olabilir.24

Daha 6nce bilinen, rahiplere ait nekropol alanina kiyasla, yeni kesfedilen mezarlarda daha
izole bir diizen hakimdir. Net bir kronolojik siiflandirmaya izin vermeseler de mezarlarin, MS
253 yilinda tapmagin yikilisindan 6nce olusturulduklari sdylenebilir. Mezarlarin Roma impara-
torlugu Donemi’ne tarihlenmesi nedeniyle ve bolgede daha onceki donemlere ait neredeyse hig
kaya mezar1 belgelenmediginden terminus post quem MS birinci yiizyildir.

F14-F18 mezarlar1 (F14 ve F18 i¢in bkz. Fig. 3—4), Diiliik Baba Tepesi’nin giiney yamacin-
da yer alan bir nekropole dair ilk kanitlardir. Tipik kaya mezarlar1 gibi goriinseler de mezarlarin
i¢ kism1 incelenememistir. Bununla birlikte, bu mezarlarin da Roma Imparatorlugu Dénemi’ne
tarihlenebilecegi varsayilabilir. Ayn1 zamanda, rahiplere ait nekropolden farkli olarak bunlarin
kutsal alanla nasil bir iliskisi oldugu belirsizdir. Platonun zirvesiyle aradaki yaklasik 1,15 kilo-
metrelik mesafe, rahiplere ait nekropole benzer olsa da, yeni kesfedilen nekropol ¢ok daha algakta
ve askeri alanin oldugu bolgedeki mezarlarin alt tarafinda yer alabilecek potansiyel bir yerlesim
yerine daha yakindir. Bununla birlikte, bu alanin kutsal alana giden yokusta oldugu i¢in mezarlik
olarak secilmis olma ihtimali de diisliniilebilir.

Karahdyiik

Karahdyiik, Diiliikk Baba Tepesi’nin kuzeydogusunda, bir sanayi bolgesinin dogu ucunda
yer alir ve yaklasik 18 m yiiksekligi (rakim: 863 m) ve 6 ha alani ile arastirma bdlgesi i¢indeki
en biiyiik yerlesim alanlarindan biridir (Fig. 5).25 Bu tepe zaten arkeolojik sit alan1 olarak deger-
lendirildiginden ingaat veya tarim faaliyetleri i¢in kullanilmamuis, bu sayede 6zgiin yiizey yapisi,
tepenin zirvesinde ve bati1 yamacinin alt kismindaki antik mimari yap1 kalintilariyla birlikte biiyiik
Olctide korunmustur. Bununla birlikte, bati ve 6zellikle giiney kisimlarda insaat faaliyetleri alt
yamaglara yaklagmistir ve sit alaniyla i¢ ige gegmektedir. Tabani koni bigiminde olan Karahdyiik,
kabaca daire seklindedir ve tepenin zirvesinde yaklasik 0,4 hektarlik oval bir alan yer almaktadir.

Yontmatag buluntularin ilk degerlendirmesi, Canak Comleksiz Neolitik Donem’de bir
yerlesim olabilecegine isaret etmektedir. Seramik malzeme iizerinde yapilan incelemelere gore,
Karahoyiik’iin Erken ve Geg¢ Tung Cagi ile Orta ve Geg Demir Cagi’nda iskan edilmis oldugu
anlasilmaktadir (bkz. Levha 4a—c ve 5d-i). Orta ve Ge¢ Demir Cagi’na ait bazi ince seramik par-
calar1 da ele ge¢mistir. Helenistik ya da Roma Donemi’nden esere rastlanmadigi i¢in Geg Antik
Cag’a kadar bir yerlesim boslugu oldugu diisiiniilebilir. Bununla birlikte, Onal vd., Tung ve Demir
Cagi’nin yani sira Helenistik Donem’e ait malzemede bulduklarini belirtmistir.26 Son olarak, bol-
gede Abbasi donemine ait seramikler de bulunmustur.

Ergeg, Nekropolen und Grdber; Michael Blomer ve Dilek Cobanoglu, “Kommagene ve Kyrrhestike’de Roma D6-
nemi Kaya Oda Mezarlar1,” Rifat Erge¢ Armagani: Studies Presented to Rifat Erge¢ iginde, der. Timur Demir vd.
(Ankara: Bilgin Kiiltiir Sanat, 2019), 65-82; Hiiseyin Yaman, “Death in Zeugma: A Survey of the Tombs,” Anadolu
45(2019), 125-68.

24 Genel olarak Doliche ¢evresindeki bolgede yer alan mezar resimleri iizerine, bkz. Michael Blomer, “The Diversity
of Funerary Portraiture in Roman Commagene and Cyrrhestice,” Funerary Portraiture in Greater Roman Syria
icinde, der. Michael Blomer ve Rubina Raja, Studies in Classical Archaeology 6 (Turnhout: Brepols, 2019), 45-64.

25 Cf. Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 76, no. 107, fig. 128; Onal vd., Gaziantep, 504.

26 Onal vd., Gaziantep, 504.
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Toyocagi Héyiik

Diiz yerlesim olan Toyocagi Hoyiik, Gaziantep’in kuzeyinde yer alan, iskana yeni agil-
mis bir bolgenin merkezindedir ve rakimi1 925 metredir. Bu alan ingaat ve yol yapim ¢aligsmalari
nedeniyle her yonden ciddi hasar gérmiistiir (Fig. 6).2” Anakayanin iistiinde yalnizca 20-30 cm
kalinlhigindaki s1g kiiltiirel tabakalar, yol ¢alismalarinin olusturdugu kesitlerde net bir sekilde go-
rilebilmektedir. Bu durum, yerlesim yerinin yalnizca kisa bir siireligine kullanilmis olabilecegini
disiindiirmektedir. Bununla birlikte, yapilan tarihleme Helenistik Donem, Geg¢ Antik-Erken Bi-
zans Donemi’ne kadar genis bir zaman dilimine isaret eder ve Emevi doneminden Orta Cag’a
kadar seramik buluntular da ele ge¢mistir (Levha 51, 6f, g ve 7g, h). Onal vd., Toyocag1 Hoyiikiin
Tung Cagi ve Roma dénemine de ait oldugunu belirtmis olsalar da?® 2022 yilinda yapilan arastir-
malarda bu donemlere ait herhangi bir bulguya rastlanmamuistr.

Cingin Héyiik

Cing¢in Hoyiik (veya Togagi Hoylik), Karahdyiik’iin yaklasik 2,6 km giiney-giineybatisinda
yer almaktadir. Rakimi 880 metreye ulasan bu hoyiik, yaklasik 15 m yiiksekligindedir ve 3 hektarlik
bir alan1 kaplamaktadir. Bu 6lgiilerle boyutu Karahdyiik ’iin yarisi kadar olsa da Cingin Hoylik, ben-
zer sekilde konik bir yapiya sahiptir (Fig. 7).2° Kuzeybatida bir fabrika ve kuzeydoguda devam eden
ingaat calismalart i¢in agilan yollar, hoytigi belirgin bir sekilde ¢cevrelemistir. Yamagta insaat atiklart
ve ¢opler de birikmistir. Hoytik zirvesi yaklasik 0,25 hektardir ve oval bigimindedir. Hoytigiin bat1
ve kuzey yamaglari ovaya dik bir sekilde inerken giliney ve dogu yamaglar1 daha az egimlidir.

Su ana kadar yapilan incelemeler, yerlesim yerinin kesintisiz bir sekilde kullanildigina dair
bir kanit sunmamaktadir (Levha 2d-e, 3e ve 4e-g). Cincin Hoyiik’ten elde edilen objeler, Neo-
litik Donem’den Erken ve Ge¢ Tung Cagi’na, Ge¢ Demir Cagi’'ndan Ge¢ Antik-Erken Bizans
Donemi’ne ( yakl. MS besinci ila altinci ylizyil) kadar genis bir zaman dilimine tarihlenmektedir.
Ayrica, bdlgede 6giitme tasindan yapilmis aletler de siklikla bulunmustur. Bununla birlikte Onal
vd., Cingin Hoyiik yerlesimini yalnizca MO iiciincii binyila tarihlemektedir.3°

Bedirkent Hoyiik

Bedirkent Hoyiik (Bedirkdy Hoyiik), 6 m yiiksekliginde (rakim: 830 m), yaklagik 1 ha ta-
ban alanina sahip, oldukga diiz bir yerlesim hdyiigiidiir (Fig. 8).3' Ozel miilkiyet olan tepe su anda
zeytin agaclari ile kaphdir.

Bedirkent Hoylik te bulunan eserler arasinda; ayaklara dogru incelen bacaklara sahip, disil
ozellikleriyle dikkat ¢eken, oturmus bir insan figiirii (Fig. 9a—b) ve benzer bir figiiriin sag baca-
ginin bir kismi olarak degerlendirilebilecek bir parga olmak iizere iki figlirin parcast 6ne ¢ikmak-
tadir. Her iki par¢a da yiizeyi hafifce cilalanmis kilden yapilmistir ve yaklasik ayni biiyiikliikte
olan, oturmus iki figiirii temsil etmektedir. Ayn1 yerlesim yerinde neredeyse ayni formda iki figiir
parcasinin bulunmus olmasi, bu tiir figiirlerin sik {iretildigini diisiindiirmektedir. Karsilagtirmali
ornekler, bunlarin Kalkolitik Dénem’e tarihlendirilebilecegini gostermektedir.32

27 Cf. Onal vd., Gaziantep, 503.

28 Onal vd., Gaziantep, 503.

29 Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 59—60, no. 45 (“Cincin”); Onal vd., Gaziantep, 502.

30 Onal vd., Gaziantep, 502.

31 Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 55, no. 30, fig. 50; Onal vd., Gaziantep, 501.

32 Cf. Nadja Cholidis and Lutz Martin, Der Tell Halaf und sein Ausgrdiber Max Freiherr von Oppenheim: Kopf hoch!
Mut hoch! und Humor hoch! (Mainz, Philipp von Zabern, 2002), fig. 26 sag; konu ile ilgili genel bilgi i¢in, bkz.
Ellen H. Belcher, “Embodiment of the Halaf: Sixth Millennium Figurines from Northern Mesopotamia,” (Doktora
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Parcalarn ilk degerlendirmesi, yerlesim yerinin Kalkolitik Dénem’de ve Erken Tung ile
Geg Tung Cagi’nda kullanilmis olduguna isaret etmektedir. Bununla birlikte, Neolitik Donem’e
ait birka¢ buluntu da saptanmistir (Levha 3d, 5b ve 7f). Ayrica, bolgede en azindan Orta Demir
Cag1 ve Geg Antik Cag’da de yerlesim olmustur. Erken Tung¢ Cag1 tarihlendirmesi, Onal vd.’nin
bulgulartyla ortiigse de®® Archi vd. tarafindan Roma donemine yapilan tarihlendirmeyle ilgili her-
hangi bir kanit bulunamamigtir.34

Aktoprak Héyiik

Aktoprak Hoyiik, Sehitkamil’in sanayi bolgesinin kuzey ucunda yer almaktadir (Fig. 10).3%
Yaklasik 20 m yiikseklikteki bu etkileyici tepe, 3 hektarlik boyutuyla kuzey ve batt yonlerinde dik
bir egime sahiptir. Tepenin batiya bakan etegindeki tarla, ¢ok sayida cakmaktasi alet barindirmasi
bakimindan dikkat ¢ekicidir. Bu aletler, Aktoprak Hoyiik’{in hem Paleolitik Cag’a hem de ele gegen
bazi Byblos uglari sebebiyle Canak Comleksiz Neolitik Cag’a (PPNB) tarihlendigini gostermekte-
dir.3é Ayrica bolgede gesitli yontmatas eserler, baltalar, obsidyen objeler ve 6giitme taslar1 da bulun-
mustur. Bulunan seramikler Neolitikten Kalkolitik Donem’e, Erken, Orta ve Ge¢ Tung Cagi’na ve
muhtemelen Erken ve Orta Demir Cagi’na kadar tarihlenebilir. Bu durum, belirtilen dénemler ara-
sinda kesintisiz bir yerlesimin olabilecegini gostermektedir (bkz. Levha 1a, 2a—c, 2f-i, 3a—c, 3f,
4d, 5a—c, j-k, 6b, ve 7a—c, e, i-1). Demir Cag1 ile MO birinci yiizyila tarihlenen Helenistik Dénem
seramikleri arasinda bir hiatus oldugu varsayilabilir. Helenistik Donem’den Orta Cag’a kadar ikinci
bir kesintisiz yerlesim donemi olabilecegi, Roma Donemi’ne ait yiiksek kaliteli seramikler ve Geg
Antik Cag’dan Orta Cag’a kadar tarihlenen buluntularla desteklenmektedir. Bununla birlikte, Onal
vd. Aktoprak Hoyiik i sadece Tung ve Demir Cagi’na tarihlendirmektedir.”

Evrikli Héyiik

Erikli Hoyiik (veya Ceydeyli Hoyiik) yaklasik 4 ha biiyiikliige ve 20 m yiikseklige (rakim:
960 m) sahiptir ve dogal bir yiikselti gibi gériinmektedir. Uzerinde biiyiik olasilikla bir sur veya
karmasgik bir yap1 bulunmus olabilecegi diistiniilmektedir (Fig. 11).*® Bu disiincenin temeli, gii-
niimiizde Erikli Hoyiik tizerinde farkli tarlalar1 ayiran, birkag metre genisliginde ve yiiksekliginde
cok sayida islenmis bazalt blokun bulunmasidir. S6z konusu bloklarin sadece bu amagla tiretilip
tagindig fikri g6z ard1 edilebilir.

Bolgede ayrica ¢giitme tasindan cekic tasi parcalart gibi cesitli aletler de bulunmustur.
Gilineydogu yoniindeki tepenin eteginde bulunan ¢ok sayida yontmatas aletin olasilikla Paleolitik
Doénem’e ait olabilecegi, ancak Neolitik ve Kalkolitik Dénemlerde kesin olarak kullanildig: dii-
stiniilebilir. Daha ge¢ doneme tarihlenen buluntular, Erken Tung Cagi’ndan Helenistik Donem’e
kadar olan siirecte (Erken Demir Cag1 hari¢) muhtemelen kesintisiz bir yerlesim olabilecegine
isaret etmektedir. En ¢ok bu donemlerden buluntulara rastlanmistir. Sonrasinda, Erikli Hoyiik te
yalnizca Emevi ve Abbasi dénemlerinde yerlesim oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Buna karsilik Onal vd.,

tezi, Columbia University, 2014).

33 Onal vd., Gaziantep, 501.

34 Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 55.

35 Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 68, no. 74, fig. 95 (“Giicege”); Onal vd., Gaziantep, 515.

36 Cf. Makoto Arimura, The Neolithic Lithic Industry at Tell Ain el-Kerkh, Excavation Reports of Tell el-Kerkh,
Northwestern Syria 1, Al-Shark 4 (Oxford: Archaeopress, 2020), 43, fig. 2.18.

37 Onal vd., Gaziantep, 515.

38 Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 58, no. 41, fig. 61 (“Cegde”); Onal vd., Gaziantep, 513.
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Erikli Hoytk i Tung ve Demir Cagi’na, Archi vd. ise sadece Demir Cagi’na tarihlemektedir.3°

Sonug

Simdiye kadarki yiizey arastirmasinin degerlendirmesinde bazi 6n sonuglar elde edilmistir.
Diiliik Baba Tepesi’yle ilgili olarak, rahip nekropolii olarak bilinen kaya mezarlarinin, daha dnce
diistiniilenden ¢ok daha genis bir alana, tapinaga dogru yayildig: anlagilmistir. Bu durum, tapinak
ile nekropol arasinda, biiyiik olasilikla rahiplere ve belki de aile iiyelerine ait gomiilerle daha
gliclii bir baglantiya isaret etmektedir. Buna ek olarak, tepenin giiney yamacinda, olas1 yerlesim
alanlarina daha yakin bir mesafede, ikinci bir nekropol daha bulunmaktadir. Ayrica Ge¢ Antik
Cag’dan itibaren tepeden ekonomik anlamda daha fazla yararlanilmis olabilecegi ifade edilmek-
tedir. Simdiye kadar incelenen alanlarda beklenmedik bir sekilde Demir Cagi ve Helenistik D6-
nem’e ait izlerin bulunmamis olmasi da elde edilen sonuglardan biridir.

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7.
Diiliik Baba | Karahdyiik | Toyocagi | Cingin Bedirkent | Aktoprak Erikli
Tepesi Hoyiik Hoyiik | Hoyiik Hoyiik Hoyiik
Paleolitik D,§? S? 8?
Neolitik D S? S S? S S
Kalkolitik S S S
Erken Tun¢ Cag1 S X, S X, 8 S S
Orta Tung Cagi S S
Ge¢ Tung Cagi S S S S S
Tung Cagi (Genel) X,S X S S X,S X.S
Erken Demir Cag: S?
Orta Demir Cagi S S S S
Ge¢ Demir Cagi D S S S
Demir Cagi (Genel) D X,S S S X, S 0,X,8
Helenistik D X S S S
Roma D,S X O S
Geg Antik - D, S S S S S S
Erken Bizans
Emeviler S S S S
Abbasiler 8 S S S
Geg Orta Cag / Erken Modern D S S

Tablo 1: Archi vd. 1971 (O) ve Onal vd. 2007 (X) tarafindan gergeklestirilen galismalarda, Diiliik Baba
Tepesi (D) ve “Firtina Tanrisi’nin Topraklar1 Yiizey Arastirmasi” (S = kesin tarihleme, S? = olasi tarihleme)
caligmalarinin sematik incelemesi.

Sehitkamil’de yapilan kapsamli ylizey arastirmalari sayesinde bu bolgede, daha dnce nadi-

39 Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 58; Onal vd., Gaziantep, 513.
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ren belgelenmis veya bahsedilmis olan erken donemler olan Neolitik (Diilitk Baba Tepesi haric)
ve Kalkolitik donemlerdeki yerlesimlerle ilgili kapsamli bilgi edinilebilmistir.*® Bu durum, Archi
vd. ile Onal vd. tarafindan bahsedilmeyen, ancak arastirma yapilan alanlarda nispeten iyi belge-
lenmis Roma sonras1 donemler i¢in de gecerlidir.

“Firtina Tanrisinin Topraklart Yiizey Arastirmasi’na dair daha kapsamli arastirmalarla il-
gili hedefler agisindan, Erken Demir Cagi’nin heniiz kesin olarak kanitlanamadig1 ancak Orta ve
Geg¢ Demir Caglarimin nicelik ve nitelik olarak iyi bir sekilde ortaya kondugu goriilmektedir.#!
Karahdoyiik ve Erikli Hoylk, gerek boyutlar gerekse Orta ve Geg Demir Cagi’nda kesintisiz iskan
potansiyelleri ile, Diiliik Baba Tepesi’ndeki firtina tanrisi tapinagiyla daha yakindan iliskili olabi-
lir. Ayrica, Karahoyiik’ten simdiye kadar Helenistik bir yerlesime dair hi¢bir kanit elde edileme-
mis olmasi, Lipinski’nin Diilik/Keber Tepe’de Helenistik Donem 6ncesinde onciil bir yerlesim
yeri bulunabilecegine dair tezini desteklemektedir.

Son olarak, bu proje kapsaminda elde edilen belki de en 6nemli sonug, 6zellikle Toyocagi
Hoyiik ve Karahoyiik’ii tehdit eden insaat faaliyetlerinin belgelenebilmesi ve bu alanlarin tamamen
yok olmamasi i¢in tarihi eserlerin korunmasiyla ilgilenen yerel ofisin bilgilendirilebilmesidir.

Tesekkiirler

Her seyden Once, ylizey arastirmasini onayladiklari i¢in Tiirkiye Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanli-
g1ile Tiirkiye Eski Eserler Miidiirliigiine tesekkiir ederiz. Deutsche Orient-Gesellschaft’in comert
destegi olmasaydi, bu 6nemli sonuglar1 daha projenin ilk yilinda yayinlamamiz miimkiin olmaz-
di. Ayrica, Tiirkiye Eski Eserler Miidiirliigii temsilcisi Ismail Saripinar’a ilk sezonun biirokratik
slirecinin sorunsuz ge¢mesi i¢in gosterdigi yogun ¢abalardan 6tiirii tesekkiir ederiz. Doliche kazi
evinde ekibimizi sicak bir sekilde karsilayan ve hem teknik hem de diger materyalleri saglayarak
kiiglik arastirmamizi tiim katilimeilar i¢in ¢ok keyifli bir hale getiren Prof. Dr. Engelbert Winter’a
da tesekkiirlerimizi sunariz. Neyse ki Dilek Cobanoglu’nun yerel biirokratik isler konusunda uzun
yillara dayanan deneyiminden faydalanabildik, bu da ekibimizi ¢ok fazla zaman kaybetmekten ve
potansiyel sorunlardan kurtards. Ik sezon Birgiil Ogiit ydnetiminde, Kaan Oytun Arabaci, Gamze
Kaynak, Matthias Lange, Aysenur Pala ve Sehriban Yiiksel ile 19.09. - 09.10.2022 tarihleri ara-
sinda gerceklestirildi.

40 Cf. Ogiit, “Zum Stand der archiologischen Forschungen.”
41 Diger yiizey arastirmlarinin hi¢niri Demir Cagi donemleri arasinda ayrim yapmamistir.
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Fig. 1: Map of Sehikamil in the Province Gaziantep with the surveyed sites (by Birgiil Ogut, Basemap: Openstreetmap)
Fig. 1: Incelenen alanlarin yer aldigi Gaziantep ili Sehikamil haritasi (Birglil Ogiit, Basemap: Openstreetmap)
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Fig. 2a: Rock-cut tomb F9.
Fig. 2a: Kaya mezari F9.

Fig. 2b: Ground plan in tomb F9.
Fig. 2b: Mezar F9’un taban plani.



Sehitkamil, Gaziantep Yizey Arastirmasi ilk Sezon On Raporu (Land of the Storm God Survey)
B. 0giit - M. Bldmer - M. Lange - E. Strothenke-Koch - D. Yasin 157

Fig. 3: Entrance to tomb F14.
Fig. 3: Mezar F14’ln girisi.

Fig. 4: Entrance to tomb F18.
Fig. 4: Mezar F18'in girisi.
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Fig. 5: Satellite image of Karahdylk (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
Fig. 5: Karahdylk’iin uydu gériintlisi (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).

Fig. 6: Satellite image of Toyocagdi Hoyiik (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
Fig. 6: Toyocadi Hoyuk’lin uydu gorlintlisii (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
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Fig. 7: Satellite image of Cincin Hoylik (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
Fig. 7: Cingin Hoyuk’lin uydu gdriintlisii (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).

Fig. 8: Satellite image of Bedirkent Hoyiik (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
Fig. 8: Bedirkent Hoyuk’in uydu gdrintlsii (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
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Fig. 9a: Frontal view of a figurine from Bedirkent Hoytik. Fig. 9b: Sideview of a figurine from Bedirkent Hoyuk.
Fig. 9a: Bedirkent Hoyiik’ten bir figlirinin 6nden gorinimda. Fig. 9b: Bedirkent Hoyiik’ten bir figlirinin yandan
goérinimi.
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L
Fig. 10: Satellite image of Aktoprak Hoyiik (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
Fig. 10: Aktoprak Hoylk’lin uydu gorintisi (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).

Fig. 11: Satellite image of Erikli Hoylk (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
Fig. 11: Erikli Hoyuk’tin uydu gériintlisti (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
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Plate 1: Selected Neolithic Pottery.
Levha 1: Neolitik canak ¢émleklerinden se¢meler.
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Plate | Find number Preliminary | O Ware Surface treatment
dating
la Aktoprak BY Ser 019 | Neolithic 140 | Dark sherd, with a lot of chaff and little medium Surface outside with dark brown color coat-
mm | coarse lime, porous, soft fired ing, lightly polished
1b Bedirkent B_Ser 011 Neolithic 220 | Brown sherd, with a lot of chaff and a few fine Surface inside and outside with reddish slip,
mm | stones, very porous, soft to medium hard fired chaff imprints clearly visible
le Bedirkent B Ser 012 Neolithic 320 | Brown sherd, with little chaff and a few fine Surface inside and outside with red color
mm | stones, porous, fired medium-hard coating, slightly polished
1d Bedirkent G_Ser 014 Neolithic 280 | Brown sherd, with a lot of coarse chaff, many Surface clay base inside and outside, chaff
mm | fine stones and a lot of fine lime, core dark, very | marks clearly visible
porous, soft to medium hard fired
le Bedirkent G_Ser 015 Neolithic 240 | Brown sherd, with little chaff and a few fine Surface inside and outside with
mm | stones, porous, fired medium-hard self-slip, smoothed
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On o Hamur Yiizey teknigi
tarihleme
la Aktoprak BY Ser 019 | Neolitik 140 | Koyu hamur, yogun saman ve az miktarda orta/iri | D1g yiizey koyu kahverengi astarli, yumusak
mm | kireg katkili, gbzenekli, yumusak pigsme ackil
1b Bedirkent B_Ser 011 Neolitik 220 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun saman ve az sayida I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmiz1 astarli, saman izleri
mm | tagcik katkili, cok gozenekli, yumusak-orta sert belirgin
pisme
le Bedirkent B Ser 012 Neolitik 320 | Kahverengi hamur, seyrek saman ve az sayida I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmiz1 astarli, yumusak
mm | tascik katkili, gézenekli, orta-sert pisme ackil
1d Bedirkent G Ser 014 Neolithic 280 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun saman, ¢ok sayida taseik | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, saman izleri belirgin
mm | ve kire¢ katkili, orta kismi daha koyu renkli, cok
gozenekli, yumusak-orta sert pisme
le Bedirkent G_Ser 015 Neolithic 240 | Kahverengi hamur, seyrek saman ve az sayida I ve dis yiizey kendinden astarl1, agkili
mm | tagcik katkili, gdzenekli, orta-sert pisme
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Plate 2: Selected Chalcolithic Pottery.
Levha 2: Kalkolitik canak ¢cdmleklerinden se¢meler.
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Plate | Find number Preliminary dating | | Ware Surface treatment
2a Aktoprak BY Ser 042 | Ubaid? Beige-orange sherd, with little very fine lime, small | Surface inside and outside clay base,
stones and very little fine chaff, fine pores, medium | outside slightly smoothed, painting:
hard fired 2.5 YR 2.5/1 reddish black
2b Aktoprak_ BY_Ser 051 | Late Halaf Light beige sherd, with very little fine lime and very | Surface inside and outside clay base,
little very fine chaff, hardly any pores, medium to | outside slightly smoothed, painting:
hard fired 7,5 YR 2,5/1 black and 5 YR 4/6
yellowish red
2¢ Aktoprak BY_Ser 052 | Halaf Light beige sherd, with very little fine lime and very | Surface inside and outside clay base,
little very fine chaff, hardly any pores, medium to | outside slightly smoothed, painting: 5
hard fired YR 3/2 Dark reddish brown
2d Cingin B Ser 001 Chalcolithic 300 |Reddish-brown sherd, with many fine stones, few Surface inside clay base, outside with
mm | pores, hard fired still faintly recognizable painting in
beige and red, polished
2e Cingin_B_Ser_003 Chalcolithic 300 | Brown sherd, with many small stones and mica, Surface inside and outside with
mm | porous, medium hard fired self-slip
2f Aktoprak G_Ser 001 Chalcolithic 180 | Brown sherd, with a lot of coarse chaff, few small Surface inside and outside clay base,
mm | stones, porous, soft to medium hard fired chaff imprints well visible
2g Aktoprak_G_Ser_004 Chalcolithic 160 | Brown sherd, with a lot of coarse chaff, few small | Surface inside and outside clay base,
mm | stones, porous, soft to medium hard fired chaff imprints well visible
2h Aktoprak G_Ser 006 Chalcolithic 150 | Brown sherd, with a lot of coarse chaff, few small Surface inside and outside clay base,
mm | stones, very little fine lime, porous, soft to medium | chaff imprints well visible
hard fired
2i Aktoprak_K_Ser 006 Chalcolithic 200 | Brown sherd, with a lot of coarse chaff, few small | Surface inside and outside clay base,
mm | stones, porous, soft to medium hard fired chaff imprints well visible
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On tarihleme (%) Hamur Yiizey teknigi
2a Aktoprak BY Ser 042 | Ubaid? Bej-turuncu hamur, seyrek ince kireg, kiigiik tascik | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, dis yiizey
ve ¢ok az ince saman katkil, ince gézenekli, orta hafifce diizeltilmis, boya: 2.5 YR
sert pisme 2.5/1 kirmizimst siyah
2b Aktoprak BY Ser 051 | Geg Halaf Acik bej hamur, ¢ok az ince kireg ve ¢ok az ¢ok I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, dis yiizey
ince saman katkili, gézeneksiz, orta-sert pisme hafif¢e diizeltilmis, boya: 7,5 YR
2,5/1 siyah ve 5 YR 4/6 sarims1
kirmizi
2c Aktoprak BY Ser 052 | Halaf Acik bej hamur, ¢ok az ince kireg ve ¢ok az ¢ok I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, dis yiizey
ince saman katkili, gozeneksiz,orta-sert pisme hafifce diizeltilmis, boya: 5 YR 3/2
koyu kirmizimsi kahverengi
2d Cingin B Ser 001 Kalkolitik 300 | Kirmizimsi kahverengi hamur, yogun tas¢ik katkili, | I¢ yiizey yalin, dista ¢ok silik bej ve
mm | az gozenekli, sert pigme kirmizi boya kalintisi, agkili
2e Cingin_B_Ser 003 Kalkolitik 300 |[Kahverengi hamur, yogun tas¢ik ve mika katkali, I¢ ve dis yiizey kendinden astarli
mm | gbzenekli, orta-sert pisme
2f Aktoprak G Ser 001 | Kalkolitik 180 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun iri saman parcalari, az I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, saman izleri
mm | sayida tascik katkili, gézenekli, yumusak-orta sert | belirgin
pisme
2g Aktoprak_G_Ser_004 | Kalkolitik 160 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun iri saman pargalari, az I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, saman izleri
mm | sayida tagcik katkili, gézenekli, yumusak-orta sert | belirgin
pisme
2h Aktoprak G _Ser 006 | Kalkolitik 150 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun iri saman pargcalar1, az I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, saman izleri
mm | sayida tasgik, cok az ince kireg katkili, gdzenekli, belirgin
yumusak-orta sert pisme
2i Aktoprak K Ser 006 | Kalkolitik 200 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun iri saman parcalari, az I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, saman izleri
mm | sayida tascik katkili, gézenekli, yumusak-orta sert | belirgin

pisme
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Plate 3: Selected Early Bronze Age Pottery.
Levha 3. Erken Tung Cagi canak ¢émleklerinden segmeler.
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Plate | Find number Preliminary | O Ware Surface treatment
dating
3a Aktoprak K Ser 005 Early Bronze |260 |Beige sherd, with little chaff, fine stones and very Surface inside and outside reddish-orange,
Age mm | little fine lime, slightly porous, medium hard fired core dark
3b Aktoprak K Ser 008 Early Bronze Brown body with little chaff, fine stones and very Surface reddish-orange inside and outside,
Age few fine quartz particles, very fine pores, medium core dark, decorated with simple stick
hard fired impressions.
3c Aktoprak K Ser 009 Early Bronze |220 |Reddish-brown sherd, with little chaff, fine stones Surface inside and outside with light slip
Age mm | and very few fine quartz particles, porous, medi-
um-hard fired
3d Bedirkent G_Ser 032 | Early Bronze |300 |Reddish sherd, with much fine and little coarse lime, | Surface inside and outside clay base
Age mm | little fine chaff, porous, medium hard fired
3e Cingin_ D _Ser 019 Early Bronze | 180 | Light brown sherd, with a lot of chaff, little fine lime | Surface inside and outside with self-slip,
Age mm | and a few fine stones, porous, medium-hard fired smoothing traces visible
3f Aktoprak BT _Ser 012 | Early Bronze |100 |Brown body, with a lot of medium coarse lime and a | Surface inside and outside red slip, lightly
Age mm | little very fine mica, hardly any pores, medium hard | polished
fired
3g Aktoprak BY Ser 024 | Early Bronze | 160 |Brown sherd, with little chaff and medium coarse Surface inside and outside clay base
Age mm | lime and very few fine stones, slightly porous,
medium hard fired
3h Aktoprak D Ser 003 Early Bronze |80 | Beige sherd, with little chaff and medium coarse Surface inside and outside clay base
Age mm | lime and very few fine stones, porous, medium hard
fired
3i Aktoprak D Ser 008 Early Bronze | 140 | Beige sherd, with little, very fine lime and very fine | Surface inside and outside clay base,
Age mm | mica, no pores, very hard fired smoothed
3j Aktoprak D Ser 010 | Early Bronze | 130 |Beige sherd, with little very fine lime and fine mica, | Surface inside and outside clay base
Age mm | no pores, very hard fired
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On tarihleme | @ Hamur Yiizey teknigi
3a Aktoprak K Ser 005 Erken Tung 260 | Bej hamur, az miktarda saman, tascik ve cok az ince | Ig ve dis yiizey kirmizimsi turuncu, koyu
Cagi mm | kireg katkili, az gdzenekli, orta sert pisme renkli 6z
3b Aktoprak K Ser 008 Erken Tung Kahverengi hamur, az miktarda saman, tascik ve ¢ok | I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmizimsi turuncu, koyu
Cagi az ¢ok ince kuvars katkili, cok ince gdzenekli, orta renkli 6z, basit ¢ubuk baski bezeme
sert pisme
3c Aktoprak K Ser 009 Erken Tung 220 | Kirmizimsi kahverengi hamur, az miktarda saman, f¢ ve dis yiizey agik renk astarl
Cagi mm | tascik ve ¢ok az ¢ok ince kuvars katkili, gézenekli,
orta-sert pisme
3d Bedirkent G _Ser 032 | Erken Tung 300 | Kirmizimsi hamur, yogunlukla ince ve az miktarda | i ve dis yiizey yalin
Cagi mm | iri kireg, seyrek ince saman katkili, gézenekli, orta
sert pisme
3e Cingin_D_Ser 019 Erken Tung 180 | Agik kahverengi hamur, yogun saman, az miktarda | I¢ ve dis yiizey kendinden astarli, diizeltme
Cagi mm | ince kire¢ ve az sayida tascik katkili, gozenekli, izleri goriiliiyor
orta-sert pisme
3f Aktoprak BT Ser 012 | Erken Tung 100 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun miktarda orta irilikte kirec | I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmizi astarli, hafifce
Cagi mm | ve az miktarda ince mika katkili, gozeneksiz, orta parlatilmig
sert pisme
3g Aktoprak BY Ser 024 | Erken Tung 160 | Kahverengi hamur, az miktarda saman, orta I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Cagi mm | yogunlukta iri kire¢ ve ¢ok az tas¢ik katkali, seyrek
gozenekli, orta sert pigme
3h Aktoprak D Ser 003 Erken Tung 80 | Bej hamur, az miktarda saman, orta yogunlukta iri I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Cag1 mm | kire¢ ve ¢ok az tas¢ik katkili, gozenekli, orta sert
pisme
3i Aktoprak D Ser 008 Erken Tung 140 | Bej hamur, az miktarda ¢ok ince kire¢ ve ¢ok ince I¢ ve dis yiizey yalm, diizeltilmis
Cag1 mm | mika katkili, gbzeneksiz, ¢ok sert pisme
3j Aktoprak D Ser 010 Erken Tung 130 | Bej hamur, az miktarda gok ince kireg ve ince mika | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Cag1 mm | katkili, gdzeneksiz, ¢ok sert pisme
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Plate 4: Selected Early Bronze Age and Iron Age Pottery.
Levha 4: Erken Tung Cagl ve Demir Cadi canak ¢cémleklerinden secmeler.
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Plate | Find number Preliminary @ | Ware Surface treatment
dating
4a Karahoyik G Ser 022 |Early Bronze 180 | Dark beige body, with much fine lime, little coarse | Surface inside and outside with self-slip
Age mm | lime and few small stones, slightly porous, hard fired
4b Karahoytuk K_Ser 021 |Early Bronze 180 | Brown body, with little fine lime and stones, slightly | Surface inside and outside clay base
Age mm | porous, fired medium hard
4c Karahoyik K Ser 027 |Early Bronze 180 | Beige sherd, with a lot of fine lime and a few small | Surface inside and outside with light slip
Agell mm | stones, porous, medium hard fired
4d Aktoprak_BY_Ser 010 |Early Bronze 100 | Light beige sherd, with little chaff, fine stones and | Surface inside and outside clay base
Agell mm | very little fine lime, very porous, soft to medium
hard fired
4e Cingin D Ser 024 Early Bronze 140 | With little fine chaff, little fine lime and very little Surface inside and outside with light slip
Age I mm | fine mica
4f Cingin_DY_Ser 035 Early Bronze 120 | Brown sherd, with a lot of fine chaff, few small Surface inside and outside with self-slip,
Age 111 mm | stones, fine mica and lime, few pores, hard fired slightly polished
4g Cingin D Ser 004 Iron Age 360 |Brown sherd, with a lot of chaff, many small stones | Surface inside and outside with light slip,
mm | and fine lime, porous, medium hard fired outside slightly polished
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On tarihleme |@ | Hamur Yiizey teknigi
4a Karahoyiik G Ser 022 | Erken Tung 180 | Koyu bej hamur, yogun ince kireg, az miktarda iri I¢ ve dis yiizey kendinden astarl1
Cagi mm | kire¢ ve az miktarda tas¢ik katkili, az gozenekli, sert
pisme
4b Karahdyiik K Ser 021 |Erken Tung 180 | Kahverengi hamur, az miktarda ince kireg ve tascik | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Cagi mm | katkili, az gozenekli, orta sert pigsme
4c Karahoyiik K Ser 027 | Erken Tung 180 | Bej hamur, yogun ince kireg ve ¢ok az tascik katkili, | i¢ ve dis yiizey agik renk astarl
Cagi 11 mm | gézenekli, orta sert pisme
4d Aktoprak BY Ser 010 | Erken Tung 100 | Az miktarda ince saman, az miktarda ince kireg ve | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Cagr 11 mm | ¢ok az ince mika katkil1
4e Cingin_ D _Ser 024 Erken Tung 140 | Az miktarda ince saman, az miktarda ince kireg ve I¢ ve dis yiizey acik renk astarli
Cagi 111 mm | ¢ok az ince mika katkili
4f Cingin_DY_Ser 035 Erken Tung 120 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun ince saman, seyrek tascik, | i¢ ve dis yiizey kendinden astarl, hafifce
Cagr 111 mm | ince mika ve kireg katkili, ¢ok az gozenekli, sert parlatilmig
pisme
4g Cingin D_Ser 004 Demir Cagi 360 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun saman, yogun tasgik ve I¢ ve dis yiizey kendinden astarl1, dis
mm | ince kireg katkili, gozenekli, orta sert pigme ylizey hafifce parlatilmig
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Plate 5: Selected Iron Age and Hellenistic Pottery.
Levha 5: Demir Gagi ve Helenistik canak ¢cémleklerinden secmeler.
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Plate | Find number Preliminary @ | Ware Surface treatment
dating
Sa Aktoprak BT Ser 023 Middle Iron Age 240 | Beige sherd, with a lot of coarse lime, a few fine stones, Surface inside and outside clay base
mm | very little, very fine mica, fine pores, medium to hard fired
5b Bedirkent B_Ser 013 Middle Iron Age 300 | Brown sherd, with little chaff and a few fine stones, porous, | Surface inside and outside with reddish slip
mm | fired medium-hard
Sc Aktoprak D Ser 011 Middle Iron Age 180 | Beige sherd, with little chaff, a little very fine lime and very | Surface inside and outside red slip, lightly
mm | few fine stones, porous, medium-hard fired polished
5d Karahoyik B Ser 004 Middle Iron Age 240 | Reddish sherd, with a lot of fine lime and few small stones, | Surface inside and outside with reddish slip
mm | hardly any pores, hard fired
Se Karahoyik G Ser 016 Middle Iron Age 140 | Reddish sherd, with many small stones and coarse to fine Surface inside and outside clay base
mm | lime, porous, fired medium-hard
5f Karahoyik G Ser 019 Middle Iron Age 180 | Beige-brown sherd, with much fine quartz, little chaff and Surface inside and outside with reddish slip
mm | fine lime, porous, medium-hard fired
Sg Karahoyik K _Ser 010 Middle Iron Age 140 | Beige sherd, with a lot of fine lime, few fine stones, very Surface inside and outside with reddish slip,
mm | porous, medium hard fired outside slightly polished
Sh Karahgyiik_B_Ser 002 Late Iron Age 240 | Reddish sherd, with a lot of fine lime, few fine stones, Surface inside and outside clay base
mm | hardly any pores, hard fired
Si Karahoyik B_Ser 003 Late Iron Age 260 | Brown sherd, with many small stones, little chaff and fine Surface inside and outside with reddish slip
mm | lime, porous, medium hard fired
5j Aktoprak BY_Ser 035 1% half of 1 140 | light orange-beige sherd, very fine without noticeable inclu- | Surface inside and outside red, slightly shiny
century CE mm | sions, very dense without pores, medium-hard fired coating
Sk Aktoprak_DT_Ser_001 1* half of 1+ 140 | yellow-beige body, very fine without noticeable inclusions, | Surface inside and outside red, slightly shiny
century CE mm | very dense without pores, medium-hard fired coating
51 Toyocagi Ser 001 Mid 2nd century 90 orange-beige sherd, medium quantity of small minerals, Surface inside and outside remains of a thin
B.C. to mid Ist mm | some brown, red-brown, gray and white very small to small | layer of paint, red-orange
century A.D. inclusions, dense, only a few pores, medium hard fired
possible
Sm DiBa_Yo G Ser 002 Hellenistic 220 | orange-brown sherd,a lot of small minerals, small gray, Surface inside and outside clay base
mm | white and red-brown inclusions, dense without pores, medi-
um-hard to hard fired
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On tarihleme |@ |Hamur Yiizey teknigi
Sa Aktoprak BT Ser 023 Orta Demir Cagr | 240 | Bej hamur, yogun iri kireg, ¢ok az tasgik, ¢ok az, ¢ok ince i¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
mm | mika katkili, ince gozenekli, orta-sert pisme
5b Bedirkent B_Ser 013 Orta Demir Cagt 300 | Kahverengi hamur, seyrek saman, ¢ok az tascik katkal, I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmizimsi astarlt
mm | gozenekli, orta-sert pisme
Sc Aktoprak D Ser 011 Orta Demir Cagt 180 | Bej hamur, az miktarda saman, az miktarda ¢ok ince kireg I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmizi astarli, hafifce parla-
mm | ve ¢ok az tas¢ik katkili, gozenekli, orta-sert pigme tilmis
5d Karahoyik B_Ser 004 Orta Demir Cag1 240 | Kirmizimst hamur, yogun ince kire¢ ve az miktarda tasgik I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmizimsi astarlt
mm | katkili, gozeneksiz, sert pisme
Se Karahoyik G Ser 016 Orta Demir Cag1 140 | Kirmizimst hamur, yogun tas¢ik ve iriden inceye degisen i ve dis yiizey yalin
mm | kireg katkili, gézenekli, orta-sert pisme
5f Karahoyik G Ser 019 Orta Demir Cag1 180 | Bej-kahverengi hamur, yogun ince kuvars, az miktarda i ve dis yiizey kirmizimst astarli
mm | saman ve ince kireg katkili, gézenekli,orta-sert pisme
S5g Karahgyiik_K_Ser 010 Orta Demir Cagi 140 | Bej hamur, yogun ince kireg, az miktarda tasgik katkili, gok | I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmizimst astarly, dis yiizey
mm | gézenekli, orta sert pisme hafifce parlatilmig
Sh Karahoyik B_Ser 002 Geg Demir Cagi 240 | Kirmizimst hamur, yogun ince kireg, az miktarda tasgik I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
mm | katkili, gézeneksiz, sert pisme
Si Karahoyik B_Ser 003 Geg Demir Cagi 260 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun tasgik, az miktarda saman ve ince | I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmizimsi astarli
mm | kireg katkili, gézenekli, orta sert pisme
55 Aktoprak BY Ser 035 MS 1. yiizytlm ilk | 140 | Agik turuncu-bej hamur, goriilebilir katki maddesi yok, ¢ok | i¢ ve dis yiizey kirmuzi, ince parlak bir kirmizi
yarisi mm | yogun gozeneksiz hamur, orta-sert pisme astar
Sk Aktoprak DT Ser 001 MS 1. yiizyilm ilk | 140 | Sari-bej hamur, goriilebilir katki maddesi yok, ¢ok yogun I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmiz, ince parlak bir kirmiz
yarisi mm | gézeneksiz hamur, orta-sert pisme astar
51 Toyocag1 Ser 001 MO 2. yiizyil 90 Turuncu-bej hamur, orta yogunlukta kii¢iik mineraller, az i¢ ve dis yiizeyde kirmizi-turuncu renkli boya
ortasindan MS 1. | mm | miktarda kahverengi, kirmizi-kahve, gri ve beyaz renkli ¢ok | izleri
yiizyil ortalarina kiigiikten kiiglige degisen boyutlarda katki maddeleri, yogun
hamur, ¢ok az gézenekli, orta sert pisme
Sm DiBa Yo G Ser 002 Helenistik 220 | Turuncu-kahverengi hamur, yogun kiigiik mineraller, kiigiik | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
mm | gri, beyaz ve kirmizi-kahve renkli katk1 maddeleri, yogun

gozeneksiz hamur, orta-sert/sert pisme




172 TURK ARKEOLOJI VE KULTUREL MiRAS ENSTITUSU DERGISI - 03

ihém

= ("“/-—| M

W

e T,

Aksegenk BV Ses 00
'l s b

Dl O Ser 001

Karghfpik A e 074

-

vy, B St 417

Farshanik 1l Te_ 018

"
»
—

v Y g

Toyncads_Ser_ D04

I' Topemadp S 0117

h Dl C1_S&i 0%

Wom
| I
I
Plate 6: Selected Roman to Byzantine Period Pottery.

Levha 6: Roma ve Bizans Dénemi canak ¢dmleklerinden segmeler.
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Plate | Find number Preliminary (%] Ware Surface treatment
dating
6a DiiBa C1_Ser 001 2md 5t century 160 | Orange-brown sherd, finely limed, very dense and | Surface inside and outside clay base
CE mm | very hard fired
6b Aktoprak BY 68" century 90 | Gray-brown sherd, finely limed, very dense and Surface inside and outside clay base,
Ser 002 CE mm | very hard fired darkened
6¢ Karahoyiik B 6%-mid 8 160 | Light beige body, medium-grained, some white, Surface outside self-slip light beige; sur-
Ser 016 century CE mm | red-brown and gray minerals, very small to small face inside clay base
inclusions, dense, without noticeable pores, medi-
um-hard fired
6d Karahoyiik B_ 6"—mid 8" 160 | Light beige body, medium-grained, some white, Surface inside and outside clay base
Ser 017 century CE mm | red-brown and gray minerals, very small to small
inclusions, dense, without noticeable pores, medi-
um-hard fired
6e Karahoyik B 6"—mid 8" 160 | Light beige sherd, some white, red-brown and gray | Surface inside and outside clay base
Ser 018 century CE mm | minerals, very small to small inclusions, dense,
without visible pores, medium hard fired
of Toyocag1_Ser_002 Late 6"—8" cen- | 100 | Yellow-beige sherd, gray, white and red-brown Surface inside and outside clay base
tury CE, maybe | mm |minerals, dense, with very small pores, medium
even early 9 hard fired
century CE
6g Toyocagi Ser 004 Late 6"-8" cen- |90 | Yellow-beige sherd, gray, white and red-brown Surface inside and outside clay base
tury CE, maybe |mm |minerals, dense, with very small pores, medium
even early 9" hard fired
century CE
6h DiiBa_CI1_Ser 005 Late Antique to | 200 | Orange-brown sherd, mineral inclusions, numerous | Surface inside and outside clay base
Early Byzantine |mm | white small and grey inclusions, few pores, quite
dense, medium hard fired
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On tarihleme 1% Hamur Yiizey teknigi
6a DiiBa C1_Ser 001 MS 2.-5. yiizy1l | 160 | Turuncu-kahverengi hamur, ince kireg katkili, cok | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
mm | yogun ve ¢ok sert pisme
6b Aktoprak BY MS 6.-8. yiizy1l |90 | Gri-kahverengi hamur, ince kireg katkili, ok yogun | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, koyu renk
Ser 002 mm | ve ¢ok sert pisme
6¢ Karahoyik B MS 6. yiizy1l-8. | 160 | Agik bej hamur, orta taneli, seyrek beyaz kirmizi- | Dis yiizey kendinden astarl, agik bej; i¢
Ser 016 yiizyil ortast mm | kahve ve gri mineraller, ¢ok kiigiik ve kiigiik katk1 | ylizey yalin
maddeleri, yogun, gézeneksiz, orta-sert pisme
6d Karahoyik B MS 6. yiizy1l-8. | 160 | Acik bej hamur, orta taneli, seyrek beyaz kirmizi- | Ig ve dis yiizey yalin
Ser 017 ylizy1l ortasi mm | kahve ve gri mineraller, ¢ok kii¢iik ve kiigiik katki
maddeleri, yogun, gézeneksiz, orta-sert pisme
6e Karahoyik B MS 6. yiizy1l-8. | 160 | Acik bej hamur, seyrek beyaz kirmizi-kahve ve gri | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Ser 018 yiizy1l ortast mm | mineraller, ¢ok kiigiik ve kiiciik katkt maddeleri,
yogun, gozeneksiz, orta-sert pisme
6f Toyocagi Ser 002 MS geg 6.-8. 100 | Sari-bej hamur, gri, beyaz ve kirmizi-kahve mineral | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
yiizy1l, hatta mm | katkili, yogun, ¢ok kiiciik gdzenekli, orta sert pisme
belki erken 9.
yiizy1l
6g Toyocagi Ser 004 MS geg 6.-8. 90 | Sari-bej hamur, gri, beyaz ve kirmizi-kahve mineral | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
yiizy1l, hatta mm | katkili, yogun, ¢ok kiiciik gdzenekli, orta sert pisme
belki erken 9.
yiizy1l
6h DiiBa C1_Ser 005 Geg Antik Cag- | 200 | Turuncu-kahverengi hamur, mineralli, kiiciik beyaz | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Erken Bizans mm | ve gri katki maddeleri, ¢cok az gozenekli, olduk¢a

yogun, orta sert pisme
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Plate 7: Selected Pottery from the Middle Ages.
Levha 7: Orta Cag canak ¢cémleklerinden secmeler.



Plate | Find number Preliminary O | Ware Surface treatment
dating
Ta Aktoprak BY_Ser 028 Middle 7®-8™ 120 | Yellow-beige sherd, numerous very small white, gray and Surface inside and outside self-slip in body color
century CE (Uma- | mm | red-brown inclusions, very dense, medium hard fired
yyad)
7b Aktoprak D Ser 018 Probably 8®-10™ 170 | Gray-brown sherd, numerous small to medium gray and Surface inside and outside clay base, inside
century CE mm | black inclusions, some small white inclusions, some pores, | partly preserved traces of smoke
but medium to hard fired
Tc Aktoprak_BY_Ser 018 Mid-9"—121%/13®" Red-brown sherd, numerous very small white, very small Surface outside clay base with self-slip in
century CE (Ab- to small black, red-brown and gray mineral inclusions, very | brown, indented stick decoration, irregular;
basid) dense, medium to hard fired surface inside clay base
7d Toyocagi Ser 011 10"—13™ century 160 | Orange-beige sherd, some gray, brown, red-brown and few | Surface inside remains of green glaze, applied
CE mm | white mineral inclusions, very few small pores, dense, medi- | directly to the body; surface outside clay base
um hard fired
Te Aktoprak_BT_Ser 017 Late Antique— 120 | Yellow-beige ware, some brown and gray small inclusions, | Surface outside and inside clay base
Umayyad/Abbasid | mm | numerous very small to small white inclusions, dense with-
out discernible pores, medium hard fired
7f Bedirkent_G_Ser_ 022 Late Antique/Early | 38 Gray-brown sherd, numerous very small to small and Surface clay base, inclusions partly burst out on
Byzantine mm | isolated medium sized white inclusions (probably lime), few | the surface
small pores but dense, medium to hard fired
7g Toyocagi_Ser_006 Early Byzantine- |90 | Orange colored sherd, some brown and white mineral inclu- | Surface outside and inside clay base
Umayyad mm | sions, dense, medium hard fired
7h Toyocagi Ser 008 Late Antique—Ear- | 100 | Light beige sherd; numerous white, gray and brown mineral | Surface inside and outside self-slip in body color
ly Byzantine mm | inclusions, porous appearance, nevertheless compact and
medium-hard fired
7i Aktoprak BY Ser 006 Early Byzantine— | 160 | Yellow-beige sherd mineral, numerous very small white, Surface inside and outside self-slip in body color
Abbasid mm | gray and red-brown inclusions, very dense, medium hard
fired
7 Aktoprak BY Ser 007 Early Byzantine— | 130 | Yellow-beige sherd mineral, numerous very small white, Surface inside and outside self-slip in body color
Abbasid mm | gray and red-brown inclusions, very dense, medium hard
fired
7k Aktoprak BY Ser 011 Early Byzantine— | 130 | Yellow-beige sherd mineral, numerous very small white, Surface inside and outside self-slip in body color
Abbasid mm | gray and red-brown inclusions, very dense, medium hard
fired
71 Aktoprak BT Ser 016 Medieval-Early 220 | Gray-black sherd, numerous small to large, angular black, Surface outside and inside clay base
Modern mm | slightly shiny inclusions, few dark brown medium to large
inclusions, very dense without pores, hard fired
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On tarihleme |©@ |Hamur Yiizey teknigi
Ta Aktoprak BY_Ser 028 MS 7. yiizy1l 120 | Sari-bej hamur, ¢ok sayida kiigiik beyaz, gri ve kirmizi- I¢ ve dis yiizey hamur renginde kendinden
ortasi—8. yiizyil mm | kahve katki maddeleri, ¢ok yogun, orta sert pisme astarl
(Emevi)
7b Aktoprak D Ser 018 MS 8.-10. yiizy1l | 170 | Gri-kahverengi hamur, ¢ok sayida kiigiik/orta gri ve siyah I¢ ve dig yiizey yalin, ig yiizeyde kismen korun-
mm | katk1 maddeleri, az sayida kii¢iik beyaz katki maddesi, az mus duman izleri
gozenekli, orta sert pisme
Tc Aktoprak BY_Ser 018 MS 9. yiizy1l or- Kirmizi-kahverengi hamur, yogun ¢ok kiigiik beyaz, cok Dis yiizey yalin, kahverengi kendinden astarli,
tasi—12./13. yiizy1l kiigiik/kiiciik siyah, kirmizi-kahve ve gri mineral katkili, ¢cok | bilingli diizensiz ¢ubuk baski bezeme; i¢ yiizey
(Abbasi) yogun, ortadan serte pisme yalin
7d Toyocagi Ser 011 MS 10.-13. yiizy1l | 160 | Turuncu-bej hamur, seyrek gri, kahverengi, kirmizi-kahve I¢ yiizeyde yesil sir izleri, dogrudan govde
mm | ve birkag beyaz mineral katkili, ¢ok az kii¢iik gozenekli, lizerine uygulanms; dis yiizey yalin
yogun, orta sert pisme
Te Aktoprak BT Ser 017 Geg Antik Cag- 120 | Sari-bej hamur, az miktarda kahverengi ve gri kiigiik katki I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Emevi/Abbasi mm | maddeleri, cok sayida ¢ok kiigiik/kii¢iik beyaz katki maddel-
eri yogun, gozeneksiz, orta sert pisme
7f Bedirkent G_Ser 022 Geg Antik Cag/ 38 Gri-kahverengi hamur, ¢ok sayida ¢ok kiigiik/kii¢iik ve izole | Yiizey yalin, katki maddeleri yer yer yiizeye
Erken Bizans mm | orta boyutlu beyaz katki maddeleri (olasilikla kireg), cok az | ¢ikmug
kiigiik gozeneli, yogun, orta-sert pisme
7g Toyocagi_Ser 006 Erken Bizans/ 90 Turuncu hamur, az miktarda kahverengi ve beyaz mineral I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Emevi mm | katki, yogun, orta sert pisme
7h Toyocagi_Ser 008 Geg Antik Cag/ 100 | Agik bej hamur; ¢ok sayida beyaz, gri ve kahverengi miner- | i ve dis yiizey govde renginde kendinden astarh
Erken Bizans mm | al katki, gozenekli ama sikistk hamur, orta-sert pisme
7i Aktoprak BY_Ser 006 Erken Bizans/ 160 | Sar1-bej hamur, mineral, gok sayida ok kiigiik beyaz, gri ve | I¢ ve dis yiizey govde renginde kendinden astarh
Abbasi mm | kirmizi-kahve katki, ¢ok yogun, orta sert pisme
il Aktoprak_ BY_Ser 007 Erken Bizans-Ab- | 130 | Sari-bej hamur, mineral, cok sayida ¢ok kiiciik beyaz, gri ve | i¢ ve dis yiizey govde renginde kendinden astarl
basi mm | kirmizi-kahve katki maddeleri, ¢ok yogun, orta sert pisme
7k Aktoprak BY Ser 011 Erken Bizans-Ab- | 130 | Sari-bej hamur, mineral, cok sayida ¢ok kiiciik beyaz, gri ve | i¢ ve dis yiizey govde renginde kendinden astarl
basi mm | kirmizi-kahve katki maddeleri, ¢ok yogun, orta sert pisme
71 Aktoprak BT Ser 016 Orta Cag-Erken 220 | Gri-siyah hamur, ¢ok sayida kiigiik/biiyiik, koseli siyah, I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Modern Cag mm | hafif¢e parlak katki maddeleri, az miktarda koyu kahverengi

orta-iri katki maddeleri, ¢ok yogun, gézeneksiz, sert pisme
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