K. Levent Zoroglu'na Armagan

Studies in Honour of K. Levent Zoroglu

AYRIBASIM / OFFPRINT






K. Levent Zoroglu'na Armagan
Studies in Honour of K. Levent Zoroglu

Editor / Edited by
Mehmet TEKOCAK

®

() £c)
(O (O

Suna — Inan Kira¢ Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Arastirma Enstitiisii
Suna & Inan Kira¢ Research Institute on Mediterranean Civilizations



SUNA - iNAN KIRAC AKDENiZ MEDENIVETLERI ARASTIRMA ENSTITS{
SUNA & INAN KIRAC RESEARCH INSTITUTE ON MEDITERRANEAN CIVILIZATIONS

Armagan Dizisi / Festschrift Series: 3

K. LEVENT ZOROGLU'NA ARMAGAN
STUDIES IN HONOUR OF K. LEVENT ZOROGLU

Editor / Edited by
Mehmet TEKOCAK

ISBN 978-605-4701-27-8
© Suna — Inan Kira¢ Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Arastirma Enstitiisii, Antalya 2013
Yayinci Sertifika No / Publisher Certificate No: 25840
Biitiin haklar1 saklidir. / All rights reserved.

Bilim Kurulu / Scientific Committee
Celal SIMSEK
Nurettin ARSLAN
Bilal SOGUT
Mehmet TEKOCAK

Bu yayindaki biitiin makaleler bilim kurulu degerlendirmesinden ge¢mistir.
All papers have been evaluated by the scientific committee.

Tiim metin ve fotograflarin yayim hakk: saklidir. Tanitim i¢in yapilacak
kisa alintilar disinda yazarlarin ve yayimcinin yazili izni olmaksizin hicbir yolla ¢ogaltilamaz.
Bu eser ile ilgili tiim sorumluluklar yazarlarina aittir.

All rights reserved. No part of this book may be used or reproduced in any manner
without written permission from the author and the publisher except in the context of reviews.
Responsibility of the essays in this work rests on its author(s).

Yazisma Adresi / Mailing Address
Barbaros Mah. Kocatepe Sok. No. 25
Kaleici 07100 ANTALYA - TURKIYE
Tel: 0 (242) 243 42 74 » Fax: 0 (242) 243 80 13
akmed@akmed.org.tr
www.akmed.org.tr

Bask1 / Printed by
Matsis Matbaa Hizmetleri
Sefakdy / Istanbul
Tel: 0212 62421 11 www.matbaasistemleri.com

Sertifika No / Certificate No: 20706

Yapim ve Dagitim / Production and Distribution
Zero Prod. San. Ltd. Sti.
Abdullah Sokak, No. 17, Taksim
34433 ISTANBUL - TURKIYE
Tel: +90 (212) 244 7521 Fax: +90 (212) 244 3209
e.mail: info@zerobooksonline.com
www.zerobooksonline.com/eng www.egeyayinlari.com

@72 Vehbi Koc Vakfi



Icindekiler / Contents

Ons6z (Mehmet Tekocak) IX
Sunus (Omer Ozyigit) XIII
Selguk Universitesi ve Arkeolojiye Adanmis Bir Omiir (Prof. Dr. Hakki Gokbel, Rektér) XV
Fakiiltemizin Ilklerinden (Prof. Dr. Alim Giir, Dekan) XVII
Prof. Dr. K. Levent Zoroglu'nun Ozgecmisi ve Yayinlari XIX
Mustafa Biiyiikkolanci

Miizeci Kékenli Dostum, Bilim Insani Levent Zoroglu'na 1
Celal Simgsek

Bir Ogrencisi Olarak Benim Géziimde Levent Zoroglu Hocam 3
Catherine Abadie-Reynal

Italy and Zeugma (I**-111" c. A.D.) 5
Isik Adak-Adibelli

Tarsus Cumhuriyet Alani'nda Bulunan Insan Tasvirli Afrika Kirmizi1 Astarhilar 19
Hiiseyin Adibelli

Tarsus’ta Arkeolojik Mirasi Koru(ya)mamanin Yarattig1 Sonuglar ve 2001 Yili Kanalizasyon

Kazilarinin Siirpriz Bulgular: 29
Engin Akdeniz

Kayacik ve Cevresinin Arkeolojik Potansiyeli 41
Ali Akin Akyol

Diinyada ve Tiirkiye'de Arkeometrinin Diinil ve Bugiinit 55
A. Oguz Alp

Burdur Arkeoloji Miizesinden Ge¢ Roma-Erken Bizans Dénemi’ne Ait Ug fon Siitun Bashigt ... 63
Melih Arslan

Yeni Bir Bronz Kybele Heykelcigi 73
Nurettin Arslan

Frank Calvert Koleksiyonu'nda Akhilleus Ressami'na Ait Bir Nolan Amphora 81
Siimer Atasoy

Kentsel Arkeoloji ve Istanbul 89
Mustafa Bilgin — Burcu Derin

Nif (Olympos) Dag1 Karamattepe Yerlesmesi’nde Bulunan Kuslu Kotyle ve Skyphoslarla Ilgili

flk Degerlendirmeler 97
Emanuela Borgia

Building Activities in Roman and Proto-Byzantine Cilicia through Epigraphic Sources 115



VI Icindekiler / Contents

Aytekin Biiyiikozer
Knidos’un Kent Planlamasinda Limanlarin Yeri ve Kentle iliskisi

Aynur Civelek
Seikilos’un Sarkisi

Mustafa Tolga Cirak

Kelenderis Toplumu'nda Element Analiziyle Paleodiyet'in Ortaya Cikarilmasi ve Diagenesis ...

Ertekin M. Doksanalti — Ibrahim Karaoglan — L. Ufuk Erdogan
Giresun-Aretias/Khalkeritis Adasi 2011-2012 Kazilar1 On Raporu

Bahadir Duman
Lykos Laodikeiasinda Bulunan Bati Yamaci Tekniginde Bezenmis Seramikler

Erkan Diindar
Imports from Ionia: A Group of Ionian Ceramics from the Building Complex on the Tepecik
Acropolis at Patara

Makbule Ekici
Lagina ve Cevresinde Bulunan Bir Grup Hellenistik Donem Hanedanlik Sikkesi

Eugenia Equini Schneider — Chiara Morselli
Elaiussa Sebaste, Rock Tombs between the Theater and the Agora

Adele Federica Ferrazzoli
Late Hellenistic Stuff from Elaiussa Sebaste

Zaraza Friedman
The Ships Depicted on the Kelenderis Mosaic

Ian Hodder

Why do Pot Styles Change? A Consideration of Culture Change from the Perspective of Catalhoyiik

Bilge Hiirmiizlii
Isparta Miizesinde Korunan Karia Kékenli Bantli ve Dalgali Cizgi Bezekli Oinokhoeler

Veronica laocomi
Private Architecture and Building Techniques at Elaiussa Sebaste, Isauria (Rough Cilicia)
in Late Antiquity and Early Byzantine Period. A Methodological Approach

Ilker Isik
Antik Cag'da Epikiiros¢uluk

Deniz Kaplan
Korykos'un (Kilikia) Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi Uzerine Yeni Gozlemler

Hagsim Karpuz — Tolga Bozkurt
Ilgin-Beykonak (Tekke) Kéyii'nde Halk Mimarisi

Abuzer Kizil
Milas Akkent Lahit Mezar1

Asena Kizilarslanoglu
Gozlitkule Kazisi'ndan Bir Grup Etiitlik Tung Cag1 Seramiginin Mikromorfolojisi

Zeynep Kogel Erdem
Tekirdag Miizesinden Meidias Uslubu’'nda Bir Bodur Lekythos

Zafer Korkmaz

Distribution of Eastern Sigillata A, Eastern Sigillata B and Eastern Sigillata C Potsherds in Sivas

139

155

161

175

191

205

233

245

257

277

293

305

313

329

335

345

361

371

385



Icindekiler / Contents vl

Taner Korkut

Ostotheken oder Kindersarkophage? 405
Ergiin Lafli

Five Early Imperial Lamps from the Museum of Tarsus 415
Chris Lightfoot

Write or Light? Roman Glass Inkwells and Lamps 425
Sina Noei

2006 Yili Kelenderis Kazist Koruma ve Onarim Calismalari — On Rapor 433
Mehmet Okunak

Hierapolis 159D Nolu Tiimdiliis ve Buluntulari 441
Elif Ozer

Olympos Antik Kenti'nden Bir Grup Rolyefli Lahit 479
Ilhame Oztiirk

Mersin li, Silifke Ilcesi, Yesilovacik Beldesi, Inénii Mevkii Gozlegentepe Nekropolii Kurtarma Kazisi ... 499
Omer Ozyigit

Phokaia'da Cenevizliler Dénemi 511

Jeroen Poblome — Dennis Braekmans — Nalan Firat — Bert Neyt — Eva Kaptijn — Hannelore Vanhaverbeke
Femke Martens — Kim Vyncke — Rinse Willet — Marc Waelkens — Patrick Degryse

How Did Sagalassos Come to Be? A Ceramological Survey 527
Dalit Regev — Uzi Greenfeld

New Finds from the Samaria-Sebaste Necropolis 541
Susan I. Rotroff

A Phakos Ostrakinos from the Athenian Agora 569
Baris Salman

Kirsehir Miizesi'nden Dextrarum Iunctio Sahneli Bir Mezar Steli 585
Mustafa Hamdi Sayar

Kelenderis’te Antoninus Pius Dénemi'nden Bir Hamam 595
Bilal Ségiit

Stratonikeia'da Hellenistik Donem Oncesi 605
Marcello Spanu

Roman Honorary Arches in Cilicia? The Cases of Korykos and Diokaisareia 625
Celal Simsek

Laodikeia Nekropoli'nden Kremasyon Kaplar1 647
Oguz Tekin

Calchedon and Lysimachia: Remarks on Two Published Hellenistic Weights 705
Mehmet Tekocak

Aksehir Miizesi'nde Bulunan Pigsmis Toprak Kandiller 707
Numan Tuna — llham Sakarya

Resadiye ve Burgaz Kazilarinda Bulunan Mortarlarin Tipolojik Gelisimi 729
Volkan Yildiz

Mersin Miizesinde Bulunan Bir Grup Attik Vazo 743
Candemir Zoroglu

Anadolu'dan Bir Grup Zirhli Imparator Heykeli Uzerindeki Bitkisel Bezeme ve Anlami 757







ONSOZ

Saygideger hocam Prof. Dr. K. Levent Zoroglu’nu bdyle bir yaziyla kisaca tanitmak gergekten ¢ok zor bir g6-
revdi benim i¢in. Caligsmalari, yasantisi, prensipleri ve kisisel 6zellikleriyle biiyiik bir deger olan hocami hal boyle
iken kisa bir yaziyla, sanki cerceve icerisine sikistirilmis bir fotograf tadinda, nasil anlatabilirdim ki. Buna ragmen
ben de kendisinin her zaman yaptig1 gibi zor olan1 yapmaya c¢aligarak bu sinirli sayfalarda O’nu ve bu zamana
kadar geride biraktiklarin1 sunmaya gayret ettim.

1971 yilinda Side Miizesi’nde baglayan meslek hayatini, 1977 yilinda iiniversitedeki akademik ortama tagtyan
degerli hocam Prof. Dr. K. Levent Zoroglu’nu ilk kez bundan tam 24 y1l 6nce tanimigtim. Bu ilk tanigma benim
icin hi¢ unutulmayacak bir aniy1 da icinde barindirmaktadir. Ben siniftaki diger arkadaslarimdan biraz daha gec
bagladigim i¢in heniiz hicbir derse girmemistim. Okula geldigim ilk hafta boliim dersliklerimizin bulundugu ko-
ridordaki B1 122 nolu smifin 6niinde Arkeolojiye Giris adli dersin baglamasini bekliyordum. Dersin hocasinin
Dog. Dr. Levent Zoroglu oldugunu ders programindan biliyordum ama kendisini hi¢ gérmemistim. Tam o sirada
oldukca vakur, ciddi ve sik giyimli bir hoca benim 6niimden gegerek sinifa giriverdi ve kapiyr kapatti. Haliyle
sinifa ondan sonra girmek zorunda kalmistim. Hemen derse bagladi ve tahtaya bir seyler yazdi, tahtada yazacak
yer kalmadiginda ise bana bakarak “Sen cezalisin” dedi ve tahtay1 silmemi istedi. Benim tahta silme cezam ders
sona erene kadar devam etti. Sonradan 6grendik ki hocamiz kendisinden sonra derse girilmesine ¢ok kizar ve bunu
bazen sozle, bazen bu tiir davraniglarla, kimi zaman da derse almayarak muhakkak cezalandirirdi. Hocamiz hak-
liyd1 clinkii kendisi derslerine gelmemezlik yapmadig1 gibi gec de kalmazdi. Bu tutumundan emekli oldugu giine
kadar asla taviz vermedi ve bu yoniiyle herkesin takdirini kazandi. Bu yiizden de 6grenciligimiz boyunca kendisi
en ¢ekindigimiz hoca olmustur. Benimkisi galiba sansli oldugum bir giine denk gelmisti ve ucuz atlatmistim. Belki
de bu olay hocamla bugiine kadar siirecek olan birlikteligimizin bir habercisiydi. Clinkii ayn1 yilin sonunda 6gren-
ci olarak katildigim ve beni bu meslek diginda bagka hicbir meslegi yapamam diyecek kadar sabit diisiinceli hale
getiren, Kelenderis Antik Kenti Kazisi’nin bagkan1 da yine kendisiydi.

Benim gibi daha bir¢ok kisiyi akademisyenlige yonlendiren ve bu konuda elinden gelen tiim imkani bizler i¢in
hi¢ cekinmeden seferber eden hocamiz, emeginin karsiligini da fazlasiyla almigtir. Halen tilkemizdeki pek ¢ok
iniversitenin arkeoloji boliimlerinde, Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi’nda ve miizelerde O’nun yetistirdigi, ondan feyz
almis olan 6grencileri gorev yapmaktadirlar. Bunlardan akademik hayata devam edenler bulunduklari iiniversite-
lerin iiretkenligine 6nemli katkilar sagladiklar1 gibi ayni zamanda bir¢ogu ulusal ve uluslararasi alanda ses getiren
arkeolojik kaz1 ve arastirma projelerine baskanlik etmekte, onemli islere imza atmaktadirlar. Ogrencilerinin ba-
sarili olmalarindaki yegéne ortak nokta hepsinin Levent Zoroglu hocalarindan 6grendiklerini harfiyen uygulama
gayretleridir. Levent Zoroglu hocamiz ve Kelenderis Kazis1 etrafinda filizlenen 6grencileri icin bir okul olmusg, bu
okulun gayretli 6grencileri feyz aldiklar1 gelenegin birer temsilcisi ve dgreticisi haline gelmiglerdir. Hocamiz ve
ekibi tipkt bir asirlik ¢inar agaci gibi lilkemizin akademik hayatina ve arkeolojisine yikilmamak iizere kok salmig
durumdadir. Bu gelenek iilkemiz arkeolojisine yaklasik 50 yilin1 adamis olan hocamizin adeta bir ekol haline gel-
mis ¢aligsma sistemi ve etik degerler olgusundan meydana gelmektedir. Levent Zoroglu ekolii; usanmadan ¢aligkan
olmak, ciddi ve disiplinli olmak, titiz olmak, sabirli olmak, arastiran ve sorgulayan olmak, hoggoriilii olmak, ada-
letli olmak, yardimsever olmak, paylasmak ve her seyden 6nemlisi bir bilim insani oldugunu unutmadan caligmak
tizerine kuruludur.



X Onsoz

Prof. Dr. Levent Zoroglu ismi akademik diinyada iki ana disiplinle 6zdeslesmis durumdadir. Bunlardan ilki ar-
keolojik kazilarda ve buna bagli olarak miize koleksiyonlarinda en sik gordiigiimiiz seramiklerdir. Degerli hocam
yurt icinde ve yurt disinda hemen her donemden seramikler {izerine bircok yayin yapmis ve bu yiizden de hem
tilkemizde hem de yurt disinda hatir1 sayilir bir yer edinmistir. Daha 6nceki dénemlerde dikkate deger bulunmayan
Hellenistik ve Roma Donemi seramikleri ile ilgilenerek bu alanda uzmanlagsan Levent Zoroglu hocamiz bu konu-
da calisanlarin oldugu kadar seramik aragtirmalar1 alaninda faaliyet gosteren kurum ve kuruluglarin da miiracaat
ettikleri bir otorite haline gelmistir. Kendisinin uluslararasi seramik komisyonlarina olan tiyelikleri ve Corpus
Vasorum Antiquorum Tiirkiye Komitesi’nin baskanligim yiiriitiiyor olmasi bunun en acik gostergesidir. Alaninda
diinyanin en saygin projelerinden birisi olan Corpus Vasorum Antiquorum serisinin Tiirkiye’deki ilk band1 olan
“Silifke Miizesi Corpus’unu” ¢ikaran Levent Zoroglu lilkemizde bu alandaki bir ilke imza atmis oldu. Doktora tezi
kapsaminda tespitini yaptig1 “Kizilirmak Havzast Seramikleri” ifadesini literatiire kazandirmisgtir.

Levent Zoroglu ismiyle 6zdeslesen ikinci ¢agrisim ise Kelenderis Antik Kenti ve kentin icinde yer aldig1 Ki-
likya Bolgesi olmugstur. Hocamizin Kelenderis’le tanismasi uzun yillar calistigi Stratonikeia’dan ayrilarak kendi
adina calismaya karar verdigi 1980°li yillara kadar uzamr. Ozge¢misinde de goriilecegi iizere kendisi, 6nceki
yillarda Stratonikeia diginda da pek ¢ok projede ekip iiyesi olarak gorev aldig: gibi, bir boliimiinii de bizzat yonet-
mistir. Neredeyse arkeoloji ile ilk tanigtig1 yildan itibaren araliksiz kazi ve aragtirmalara katilmistir. Zoroglu nun
Kelenderis’e yonelmesindeki en 6nemli etken Silifke Miizesi’nde gérmiis oldugu Attik vazolardir. Zamanin miize
miidiirii olan dostunun bu eserlerin Kelenderis’ten geldigini sdylemesi, burada uzun yillar siirecek kazi ve arastir-
malarin da kivileimini ateglemis oldu. Kentte ve bolgede birkac yil siirdiirdiigii incelemelerin ardindan 1986 yilin-
da Anamur Miize Miidiirliigii ile ortak olarak baglatt1g1 Kelenderis Kazilari’n1 sonraki yillarda kendisine verilen
Bakanlar Kurulu Karari ile baskan olarak yiirlitmeye baslamistir. Gecmiste ¢ok fazla ragbet gormeyen bu yiizden
de oldukca bakir durumda olan Kilikya Bolgesi’ne gelerek oldukga zor sartlarda basarili ve uzun soluklu caligsma-
lar gerceklestirmis olmasi, kendisini Kilikya Bolgesi tarihi cografyasi ve arkeolojisiyle ilgili de otoritelerden biri
haline getirmistir.

27 yi1l 6nce nerdeyse bir kazma, kiirek ve el arabasiyla, ¢cok gii¢ sartlarda baglamis olan Kelenderis Antik Kenti
Kazilari, hocamizin sahip oldugu pratik zekasi, biiyiik fedakarliklar1 ve stratejik planlamasi sayesinde her y1l giic-
lenen ve kendi ekoliinii yaratmig olan kurumsal bir yap1 halini almigtir. Bu kurumsal yapi, bir¢ok bilim insaninin
ve arkeologun mesleki gelisimine vesile oldugu gibi etik degerlere duyarl ve disiplinli bireylerin yetistirilmesine
de biiyiik katk1 saglamistir. Kelenderis Kazis1 ayn1 zamanda Selcuk Universitesi, Arkeoloji Boliimii’niin de halen
devam eden uygulamali egitim ve 6gretimin verildigi bir kaz1 laboratuari olmustur. Benden 6nce, benim zama-
nimda ve sonrasindaki 6grencilerin Kelenderis kazis1 icin sdyledikleri su soz; “sayet bir sey dgrenmek istiyorsan
kesinlikle Kelenderis Kazist’'na katilmalisin” bu kurumsal yapinin degerini gosteren en somut kanittir. Bu s6ziin
ortaya cikmasinin sebebi pek tabii ki Levent Zoroglu hocamizin isine olan ciddi bakisi ve tavizsiz disiplin anlayi-
stydi. 1990 yilindan itibaren kazisina katilarak bu duruma en uzun siire tanik olan kisi olma serefi de bu satirlarin
yazarina nasip olmugtur. Bir giin bile hocamizin bizden sonra kalktigini, kazi alanina gelmedigini ve herhangi bir
sorumuzu cevapsiz biraktigini gormedim. Hemen her giin sabahin bes bucugunda kalkar, gece yatana kadar da
biiyiik bir heyecan ve istekle ¢alisirdi. Ilk zamanlar tiikenmek bilmeyen bu giicii nereden buldugunu saskinlikla
karsiladigim hocami tanidikca bunun bir felsefe, bir ask oldugunu anladim. Agik olunan ise arkeoloji bilimiydi. Bu
felsefe onun biz 6grencilerine tekrarladigi su ciimlelerinde ses bulurdu;

“Kazilarda onemli olan hizli kazmak degildir. Bizler defineci degil bilim insanlariyiz. Arkeolojik alan kazilar
swradan kazilar degildir. Bizler vurdugunuz her kazmaya ve buldugumuz her esere cok biiyiik dzen gostermek zo-
rundayiz. Bu sebeple calismalarin her asamast biiyiik bir titizlikle takip edilmeli ve eksiksiz bir sekilde kayit altina
alinmalidir”.

Levent Zoroglu yaptig1 tiim ¢alismalarinda bu etik degerlere bagh kalmig, bundan da asla taviz vermemistir.
Kazi1 ve aragtirmalarinda reklam yaparak popiiler olmak gibi bir diiglincesi de asla olmamus, tek gayesi ortaya
cikardig1 sonuclart kiiltiirel mirasin korunmasi ve tanitilmasina yonelik bir arac¢ olarak kullanmak, yakin ¢alisma
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arkadaglarini da bu yonde tegvik etmektir. Ayn1 prensiplerle Tarsus Miize Miidiirliigii ile ortak olarak 1994-2003
yillar1 arasinda Tarsus Cumhuriyet Alan1 kazilarini yiiriitmiig, boylece Kilikya Bolgesi’nin hem daglik hem de
ovalik boliimiinde kaz1 yaparak iilkemiz arkeolojisine olan hizmetlerine bir yenisini daha eklemistir.

Prof. Dr. Levent Zoroglu akademik ve mesleki hayatindaki sayginlig ile basarisini, atandig1 idari gorevlerin
yanu sira yiiriittiigii proje ve faaliyetlerde de gostermistir. Boylece hem bagli bulundugu Selguk Universitesi’ni en
iyi sekilde temsil etmis hem de pek ¢ok kurum ve kurulusun fikrine bagvurdugu veya kendisinden istifade etmek
istedigi degerli bir sahsiyet haline gelerek, basta ailesi olmak tizere tiim dostlar1 ve biz 6grencilerinin gurur kayna-
81 olmugtur. Hocamizin kazilarda ve Kiiltiir Varliklarin1 Koruma Kurullari’ndaki gorevleri sirasinda korumacilik
ve kiiltiirel miras yonetimi konularinda ortaya koydugu fikirleri ile gerceklestirdigi uygulamalar, bu alanda cesa-
retle atilan adimlar olarak 6rnek gosterilen diizenlemelerdir. Bu konuda sahip oldugu bilgi birikimi ve tecriibe-
sinden ilgili kurum ve kuruluslarin kendisini davet ederek faydalanmak istemis olmalari, hocamizin korumacilik
alanindaki etkinliginin en biiyiik ispatidir. Hocamiz tarafindan Kelenderis ve ¢evresindeki kiiltiir varliklarinin ko-
runmasit konusunda alinan kararlar, bolgenin gelecek nesillere aktarilmasinda tarihi 6neme sahip uygulamalardir.
Kendisinin Adana Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklarin1 Koruma Kurulu iiyeligi donemindeki ¢cabalar1 da hep bu dogrul-
tuda olmugtur. Bununla birlikte hayatinin biiyiik bir boltiimiinii gecirdigi Konya nin kiiltiirel ve kentsel mirasinin
korunmasi icin yaptiklari, bugiin i¢in degeri anlagilamasa da gelecekte ortaya cikacak olan kazanimlarla farkina
varilabilecek olan onemli birer adimlardir. Bugiin Konya kent merkezindeki tiim ingai faaliyetlerde ortaya ¢ikan
kalintilarin tespit edilerek kayit altina alinmasini tamamen Levent Zoroglu hocamizin Konya Koruma Kurulu
Bagkanlig1 donemindeki yilmak bilmeyen miicadelelerine bor¢lu oldugumuza tarih muhakkak sahitlik edecektir.

Ogrenciliginden itibaren baglayan kazi ve arastirma tecriibesi, bitmek bilmeyen calisma arzusu, yetistirdigi
miizeci ve akademisyenler, bilimsel etige olan saygisi, caliskanligi ve disiplinli tutumu, hocamizin arkeoloji bi-
limi konusunda iilkemizin saygi ve sevgi duyulan, ayn: zamanda 6rnek alinan ve her zaman fikrine bagvurulan
yeri doldurulamayacak nitelikteki bilim insanlarindan biri olmasini saglamigtir. Yurt i¢cinde almig oldugu 6diil ve
tesviklerin yani sira biiylik cogunlugu yurt dis1 kurum ve kuruluglar tarafindan verilen burslar kendisinin ne denli
onemli bir bilim insani1 oldugunun apagik gostergesidir. Yayinlar listesinde de goriilebilecegi gibi Prof. Dr. L.
Zoroglu, sahip oldugu bu mesleki bilgi ve becerisini iiretime doniistiirmiis olmastyla da hakli bir sayginlik kazan-
mugtir. Bagta seramik sanati olmak {izere yurt icinde ve yurt diginda, arkeolojinin pek ¢ok alaniyla ilgili makaleler
yazmis, konferanslar vermis, seminer ve panellere konusmaci ve yonetici olarak katilmig ve kitaplar yazmistir. An-
cak kendisi bununla da yetinmemis arkeolojinin sevdirilmesi, korumacilik zihniyetinin gelistirilebilmesi adina pek
cok platformda konusmalar yapmis, fikirler iiretmis ve de bunlar1 tiim meslektaglariyla her ortamda paylagmstir.

Bu kitapta Hocamizin hayatindaki iki kisiden bahsetmemek biiyiik haksizlik olur diye diislinliyorum. Bunlar
hocamizin saygideger esi Handan Zoroglu Hocam ve sevgili kiz1 Deniz Zoroglu’dur. Handan Zoroglu hocam di-
yorum, giinkii kendisi benim iiniversite 1. siniftaki Ingilizce dersime girmisti. Onlar1 da hocamla ayn1 y1l tanidim.
Pek cok kazi sezonunda birlikte kaldik. Zaten her ikisi de kaz1 ekibinin dogal birer iiyesi olmuslardi. Ozellikle
Handan Hocam’in isi cok zordu. Ciinkii neredeyse olmayan malzemeyle, derme ¢catma mutfakta {istiine iistliik
cok sicak bir ortamda bizleri doyurabilmek i¢in yilmadan yemekler yapardi. Sayesinde hi¢ a¢ kalmazdik. O’nun
Konya’da kendi elleriyle yaptig1 ev recelleri kahvalti soframizi ayrica taglandirirdi. Deniz, yorgun giin sonlarinda
bizlerin oyun arkadag: olur, hepimize nege katardi. Anlayacagimiz ailesinden yazin da ayr1 kalmak zorunda olan
ogrenciler i¢in sicak bir aile ortami burada yaratilmisti. Kazida gordiigiim bu tabloyu adeta hizlandirilmis bir film
karesi gibi simdi aynen kendim de yasiyorum.

Saygideger Hocam Prof. Dr. K. Levent Zoroglu’nun arkeoloji bilimine ve lilkemizin kiiltiirel mirasina yapti§1
katki ve hizmetlerine karsilik minnettarligimizi sunmak adina kendisi i¢in hazirlanan bu armagan kitabina degerli
yazilari ile katki saglayan tiim yazarlara ¢ok tesekkiir eder, siikranlarimi sunarim. Benim de icerisinde yer aldigim
bilim kurulumuzun degerli iiyeleri Prof. Dr. Celal Simsek, Prof. Dr. Nurettin Arslan ve Prof. Dr. Bilal Sogiit’e
gelen makalelerin degerlendirilmesi sirasinda gostermis olduklar: 6zen ve harcadiklar: degerli emekleri icin min-
nettarli§imi sunarim. Tesekkiirlin en biiyiigiinii de, bir makalesinin yan1 sira, kitabin sunug boliimiinii yazmay1
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hic tereddiit etmeden kabul ederek, gegirdigi biiyiik bir trafik kazasi sonucu viicudundaki kiriklara aldirmadan,
hastanedeki hasta yataginda “Sunus” yazisini kaleme alan degerli hocam Prof. Dr. Omer Ozyigit’e ayirmak istiyo-
rum. Kendisine yakisan bu tavriyla Omer Hocam gercekten vefali bir dost, iyi bir meslektas ve etkileyici bir yazar
oldugunu hepimize bir kez daha gostermistir.

Ayrica ilk teklif gotiirdiiglimde, iiniversitemizin kurulusunda ve sonraki donemlerinde iiniversitemiz i¢in bii-
yiik emekleri olan boyle degerli bir hocamiz i¢in memnuniyetle bir seyler yazmak isteriz diyerek teklifi kabul eden
ve desteklerini esirgemeyen Selguk Universitesi'nin degerli Rektorii Sayin Prof. Dr. Hakk1 Gokbel ve Edebiyat
Fakiiltesi’nin Dekan1 Sayim Prof. Dr. Alim Giir hocalarima da ayr1 ayri tesekkiir eder, saygilarimi sunarim.

Bu kitabin meydana gelmesinde, yazarlar ve bilim komitesinin diginda, tesekkiirii hak eden bircok kisi var.
Onlara tesekkiir etmemek biiyiik haksizlik olurdu. Bagta Ingilizce metin ve 6zetlerin biiyiik cogunlugunu oku-
yarak diizeltme sabrin1 gosteren sevgili dostum Chris Lihghtfoot’a, ayn1 sekilde Tiirk¢e metinlerin okunmasin-
da gostermis oldugu sabri, titizligi ve gayretleri igin 6grencim Zehra Ceylanci’ya, Ingilizce 6zetlerin Tiirkgeye
cevrilmesindeki 6zverili calismasi icin Ars. Gor. Dr. Zafer Korkmaz’a, makalelerin yazim kurallarinin kontrolii
gibi mesakkatli ve bir o kadar da dikkat gerektiren iste gdstermis olduklar1 hassasiyet, calisma azmi ve tiikenmek
bilmeyen enerjileri i¢in Senol Seving’e, Ars. Gor. Dr. Volkan Yildiz’a, baz1 makalelerdeki ¢izimleri yeniden yap-
mak durumunda kaldigimizda bu konuda yanimizda olan 6grencim Arkeolog Ciineyt Oz’e ve zaman zaman fikir
alisverisinde bulundugum sevgili Candemir Zoroglu’na ne kadar tesekkiir etsem azdir.

Tiim bunlarim yani sira bu kitabin yaymlanmasina verdikleri maddi destekten dolay1 Suna Inan — Kira¢ Akdeniz
Medeniyetleri Arastirma Enstitiisii’'ne (AKMED) ve onun degerli miidiirii Sayin Kayhan Dértliik’e ¢ok tesekkiir
eder, siikranlarimi sunarim. Son olarak da her bir enstriimandan ayr1 ayri ¢ikan notalarin kulaga hog gelen tinilara
doniigsmesini saglayan bir orkestra sefi gibi, gelen yazilar1 ustaca bicimlendirerek her birine kimlik kazandiran
ve hakli olarak edindigi adina layik bir sekilde, bu kitabin dizgi ve baskisini gerceklestiren Ege Yayinlari’ndan
Sayin Ahmet Boratav’a ve bilhassa da ¢ok biiyiik zahmetlere katlanan kitabin goriinmez kahramanlarindan Hiilya
Tokmak’a ¢ok tesekkiir etmek istiyorum.

Saygideger hocam Prof. Dr. K. Levent Zoroglu'na iilkemiz arkeolojisi, bilim diinyas: ve biz 6grencileri i¢in
yaptiklarindan dolay1 ¢ok tesekkiir eder, ailesi ve tiim sevdikleriyle birlikte daha nice saglik, basar1 ve huzur dolu
yillar dilerim.

En icten saygilarimla...

Mehmet TEKOCAK
Istanbul, Ekim 2013



SUNUS

Sevgili Dostum, Sevgili Levent Hoca,

Senin igin bu yaziy1 Ege Universitesi Hastanesi’nin bir odasinda, trafik kazasi nedeniyle ¢ok sayida ba-
cak, omurga ve kaburga kemigim kirik olarak yaziyorum. Daha dogrusu ben sdyliiyorum, bir 6grencim kaleme
aliyor. Bana verilen bu gorevi daha iyi kosullarda yerine getirmek isterdim. Icinde bulundugum durum nedeniyle
animsayamadigim {istiin niteliklerin i¢in simdiden eksikligimi hog gor. Biliyorsun yarim yiizyila yakin siire 6nce
seninle tanmigmistik Dil ve Tarih-Cografya Fakiiltesinin dersliklerinde. 1960’11 yillarin sonlarina dogruydu. Sen
gececiydin ben de giindiizcii; ama kimi zaman ben gece derslerine giriyordum, sen de giindiiz derslerine. Daha
sonraki yillarda da yazgilarimiz benzedi. Bir siire miizecilik yaptik seninle. Sen Side ve Ankara Anadolu Me-
deniyetleri Miizesi’'nde, ben ise Bergama Arkeoloji Miizesi’nde ¢alistim. Miizecilikten akademisyenlik hayatina
gecen ilk arkeologlardandik. Bu miizecilik yasamimizda da seninle oldukca deneyim kazandik biirokrasi ve kazilar
konusunda. O zamanlar meslegimize baglanisgimiz daha bir bagkaydi. Miizeciler icerisinde en geng, en idealist
kisilerdik. Ayni1 anda akademisyenlik i¢in ugras veren miizecilerdik.

Mesleki onurumuzdan ve sayginligimizdan hi¢bir zaman 6diin vermedik. Ozellikle Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklarini
Koruma Kurulu iiyeliklerimiz sirasinda. Bu ¢ok 6énemliydi. Ulkemizin ve biitiin insanligin mali olan kiiltiirel
varliklarin korunmasi konusunda dogru bildigimizden sasmadik ve tek bir dogru ¢izgide yiiriidiik. Bu yaklagim
bizi bir¢ok giicliikle zaman zaman karsi1 karsiya birakti; ancak mesleki sayginligimizi her zaman korumus olmamiz
bizden sonrakilere ne yazik ki pek 6rnek olamadi. Bu durum iilkenin kiiltiirel varliklarinin korunmas: konusunda
uygulanan yanlig politikalarla ilgiliydi.

Seninle Yunanistan maceralarimizi da hi¢ unutmadim. Bende giizel anilar olarak kaldi. Ug dort yilda bir Yu-
nanistan Kiiltiir Bakanlig1 tarafindan diizenlenen Hellenistik Seramik kongrelerine birlikte katilmistik. 1997°de
Girit’in Hanya kentinde, daha sonra 2000 yilinda Volos’ta. Atina Havaalani’nda unuttugun paltonu almak icin
ucaga kosarak dalmani ve arkandan ¢ok sayida Yunanli polisin de seninle birlikte ucaga kosturmasini; ayrica Pire
limaninda Hanya’ya gitmek iizere gemiye cok sayidaki bavulumun bir boliimiinii tagiman sirasinda bana kizmani
ve birlikte kaldigimiz otel odalarinda seni uyutmamami unutmadim. Bunlar bende hos anilar olarak kaldi.

Sevgili Levent Hoca, iilkeye, arkeolojiye, eski eserlere hizmetlerin biiyiik! Cok sayida lisans, yliksek lisans ve
doktora dgrencileri yetistirdin. Bilimsel calismalarin ve yaptigin kazilar, son derece 6nemli. 1971 yilinda Prof. Dr.
Yusuf Boysal Hocamiz ile Mugla, Yatagan, Turgut’ta baglayan kazi seriivenin, Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesi’nin
kazi galismalartyla siirdii. Prof. Dr. Nimet Ozgii¢’iin bagkanligindaki Samosata kazi caligmalarin oldukca 6nemliy-
di. Modern bir yerlesim olan Tarsus’un icinde antik kentin géze carpan bir boliimiinii ortaya ¢ikarman senin biiyiik
projelerinden biriydi. Boylelikle bugiinii yasayan kentli, antik kentle bulusuyor ve onunla biitiinlesmis oluyordu.
Arkeolojik parklarin modern yerlesimler igerisinde diizenlenerek sergilemeye agilmasi, koruma bilincinin de ya-
sayan kentliye agilanmasi yoniinden oldukg¢a 6nemliydi. En biiyiik projen ise, 1986 yilindan bu yana siirdiirdiigiin
Kelenderis kazilartydi. Kelenderis ile 6zdeglestin ve onu bir¢cok zorluga karsin yeniden yarattin.

Yazmis oldugun ¢ok sayida makale ile bircok konuya 151k tuttun. Biiyiik projen Kelenderis kazilarinin iizerine
cok sayida makale ve kitap yazdin. Hellenistik ve 6zellikle Roma Donemi seramigi ile Dogu Sigillatalar: iizerine
biiyiik uzmanligin tartigma gotiirmez. Ayrica Kilikya Bolgesi calismalariyla da 6n plana ¢iktin. Degisik donemler
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iizerine seramik uzmanligin, kazi ¢caligsmalarinda ortaya ¢ikarilan mimarlik eserleri ile kazi katmanlarinin tarihlen-
mesinde biiyiik kolaylik sagladi; ¢iinkii her kazi1 bagkaninda bulunmasi gereken bu uzmanligin sende fazlasiyla
olmasi, seni diger kazicilardan 6ne ¢ikardi.

Sevgili Levent Hoca, 40 yil1 agkin bir siirede yapmis oldugun bilimsel nitelikli kazilar ve diger bilimsel ¢alis-
malar, Anadolu Arkeolojisi'ne hatir1 sayilir 6l¢iide katki sagladi. Gerek iiniversitede, gerekse kazilarda yetistirmis
oldugun 6grencilerinin bir boliimii akademik hayata atildi, bir boliimii de miizelerde gorev aldi. Bayrag: senden
devralacak 6grencilerin senin izinde yiiriiyeceklerdir.

Sevgili Dostum, bundan sonraki yagaminda da saglik, mutluluk ve basar1 dolu yillar dilegiyle...

Prof. Dr. Omer OZYIGIT



SELCUK UNIVERSITESI VE
ARKEOLOJIYE ADANMIS BiR OMUR

Yakin zamanda 38. Kurulus yildoniimii kutlanan Selguk Universitesi’nin kurucu 6gretim iiyelerinden olan
kiymetli Hocamiz Prof. Dr. K. Levent Zoroglu, iiniversitemizin akademik ortamina onemli katkilar yapan
degerlerimizden birisidir. Akademik yasantisimin biiyiik boliimiinii Selguk Universitesinde siirdiiren Prof. Dr.
Zoroglu, mesleki iiretkenliginin yani sira idareci veya yiiriitiicli olarak gorev aldig1 organizasyon ve projelerdeki
yetkinligi ve kisisel sayginlig1 ile de kurumumuzu en iyi sekilde temsil etmistir. Meslek ilkelerine ve akademik etik
degerlere gosterdigi hassasiyet her tiirlii takdire sayandir.

1986 yilindan beri siirdiiriilen ve adi hem kendisi hem de tiniversitemiz ile birlikte anilan Kelenderis Antik Kenti
Kazis1 bagta olmak tizere, iilkemiz kiiltlir mirasinin korunmasi ve arastirilmasi i¢in gerceklestirdigi calismalarda
gosterdigi gayret ve iistiin basari, Selguk Universitesi’nin hakli gurur kaynaklarindan birisi olmustur.

Mesai arkadaglar1 ve 6grencileri arasinda ciddiyeti ve prensiplerinin yani sira nezaketi nedeniyle de biiyiik
sayg1 ve sevgi goren Prof. Dr. Zoroglu, bu gibi degerleri yasatiyor olmasi ile geng akademisyenlerin 6rnek almasi
gereken bir kisilige sahiptir. Bununla birlikte, diinya goriisii ve bitmek bilmeyen meraki nedeniyle iilke ve diinya
glindemini yakindan takip eden biri olarak, yenilik ve gelisime acik olan Prof. Dr. K. Levent Zoroglu, yakin
cevresinin oldugu kadar iiniversite yonetimlerinin de goriig aldig1 bir fikir adami olmay1 bilmigtir.

Biitiin bu 6zellikleriyle yeri doldurulmasi zor olan kiymetli Hocamizin dersliklerdeki mesaisi bitmig olsa da
tilkemiz kiiltiir ve sanat hayatina kazandiracagi eserlerin artarak devam edecegi siiphesizdir.

Universitemizin akademik yasantisina, iilkemizin kiiltiirel mirasina ve bilime yaptig1 katkilardan dolay1 kendi-
sine tesekkiir eder, Selcuk Universitesi Ailesi adima siikranlarimi sunarim.

Prof. Dr. Hakki GOKBEL

Selcuk Universitesi Rektorii






FAKULTEMIZIN ILKLERINDEN

Fakiiltemizde 31.03.1977 tarihinde goreve baslayip 17.07.2013’te emekli olana kadar hizmet eden Prof. Dr.
Kamil Levent Zoroglu hocamizla 30 y1li agkin bir siiredir tanisiriz. Degerli hocamiz mesleki sayginliginin yaninda
insani iligkilerine gosterdigi 6zen sebebi ile de her zaman takdir edilen bir sahsiyet olmustur.

Sosyal bilimlere verdigi 6nemi her zaman dile getiren sayim Prof. Dr. Zoroglu, gerek proje bazinda, gerekse
sahsi olarak yiiriittiigii caligmalarinda etik prensipleri ve yenilikciligi onde tutmus, akademik yasantiya gereken
katkiy1 saglamigtir. Prof. Dr. K. Levent Zoroglu’nun yiiksek6grenimin esast olan lisans ve lisans listii derslerine
gosterdigi titizlik, kendisinin mesleki ilkelere ve etik degerlere olan bagliligindan kaynaklanmaktadir.

Prof. Dr. Zoroglu basta halen devam eden Kelenderis (Mersin/Aydincik) antik kenti olmak iizere, Tiirkiye nin
cesitli yerlerinde yaptig1 arkeolojik kazi ve arastirmalarla kendi alaninda takdir toplamistir. Biitiin bunlarin yani
sira kiiltiirel mirasla ilgili gorev aldig1 kurumlarda da mesleki ilkeler ¢ercevesinde hareket eden, sz konusu alan-
larda yeni yaklagimlar getirebilen Prof. Dr. K. Levent Zoroglu’nun bu caligmalarina devam etmesi, lilkemiz kiiltiir
degerlerinin arastiritlmasi ve korunmasi bakimindan biiyiik 6nem arz etmektedir.

Bu acidan bakildiginda Selcuk Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi akademik kadrosunun saygin isimlerinden
olan Prof. Dr. Zoroglu’nun emeklilik yillarinda da gerceklestirecegi proje ve yayimlarla akademik iiretkenliginin
devam edecegi sliphesizdir.

Sayin Prof. Dr. Kamil Levent Zoroglu hocamiza fakiiltemize ve bilim diinyasina yaptig1 degerli katkilarindan
dolay1 cok tesekkiir eder, bundan sonraki hayatinin da saglikli, huzurlu ve iiretken olarak ge¢cmesini igtenlikle
dilerim.

Prof. Dr. Alim GUR

Selcuk Universitesi
Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Dekani
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OZGECMIS

17 Temmuz 1946 Ogretmen Hasan Zoroglu ve esi Nezihe Zoroglu’nun ilk gocugu olarak Marag’ta dogdu. ilk ve orta 6grenimini burada

tamamladi.
Ogrenim
1967-1971 Lisans Ankara Universitesi, Dil ve Tarih Cografya Fakiiltesi, Klasik ve Cagdas Anadolu
Arkeolojisi Bolimii.
1972-1974 Yiiksek Lisans Ankara Universitesi, Dil ve Tarih Cografya Fakiiltesi, Klasik Arkeoloji Boliimii.
1974-1978 Doktora Ankara Universitesi, Dil ve Tarih Cografya Fakiiltesi, Klasik Arkeoloji Boliimii.
Mesleki ve Akademik Gegmisi
1971-1972 Miize Uzmanlhig1 Side Miizesi.
1972-1977 Miize Uzmanlhigi Ankara Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesi.
1977 Aragtirma Gorevlisi Selguk Universitesi, Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji ve Sanat Tarihi Boliimii.
1982 Yardimc1 Dogent Selguk Universitesi, Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji ve Sanat Tarihi Boliimii.
1984 Dogent Selguk Universitesi, Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji ve Sanat Tarihi Boliimii.
1995 Profesor Selguk Universitesi, Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Klasik Arkeoloji Boliimii.
Idari ve Diger Gorevler
1978-1980 Arkeoloji ve Arkeologlar Dernegi Genel Bagkanligi.
1984-1989 Konya Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklarin1 Koruma Bolge Kurulu Uyeligi.
1993-1995 Selcuk Universitesi, Silifke Tagucu Meslek Yiiksek Okulu Miidiirliigii.
1993-1996 Konya Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklarin1 Koruma Bolge Kurulu Uyeligi.
1997-1998 Adana Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklarmi Koruma Bolge Kurulu Uyeligi.
1997-1999 Arkeoloji ve Arkeologlar Dernegi Genel Baskanligi.
2004-2011 Konya Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklarin1 Koruma Bolge Kurulu Uyeligi.
2007-2013 Selguk Universitesi, Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Klasik Arkeoloji Anabilim Dali Bagkanlig1.
2013 Selguk Universitesi, Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Kiiltiir Varliklarin1 Koruma ve Onarim Boliimii Bagkanhig1.

Uyesi Oldugu Bilimsel Kuruluslar

Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii.

Avusturya Arkeoloji Enstitiisii.

Rei Cretariac Romanae Fautores (RCRF) (Uluslararast Roma Seramik Komisyonu).
Tiirk Eskicag Bilimleri Enstitiisti (Turkish Institute of Archaeology).

Corpus Vasorum Antiquorum Tiirkiye Komitesi (Bagkan).
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Aldig1 Yurt i¢i ve Yurt Dis1 Burslar ve Hibeler

1974-1977 American Research Institute in Turkey (Tiirkiye’de American Tlmi Arastirmalar Dernegi) Doktora Bursu.
1979-1980 Selguk Universitesi Yurt Dis1 Dil ve Aragtirma Bursu (Almanya).

1984 British Council Aragtirma Bursu (British Museum ve Ashmolean Museum’da Arastirma).
1986 Fransiz Kiiltiir Bakanlig1, Paris Louvre Miizesi’'nde Arastirma Bursu.

1991 Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii Bursu, Berlin DAI Merkezi’nde Arastirma.

1993 Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii Bursu, Yunanistan’da Samos ve ve Atinada Arastirma Bursu.
1998 Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisti Bursu, Berlin DAI Merkezi’nde Arastirma.

1998 Fransiz Kiiltiir Bakanli§1 Arastirma Bursu.

1998 Amerikan Arkeoloji Enstitiisii 100. Y1l Kongresine Katilim Bursu.

1999 Viyana Universitesi Aragtirma Bursu.

2001 Fransiz Kiiltiir Bakanlig1 Antioch Toplantis1 (Lyon) Katilim Bursu.

2008 Amerikan Biiyiikel¢ilik Hibesi (Kelenderis Agora Bazilikas1 Konservasyonu Amagli).
Katildig1 Kazilar

1971-1982 Stratonikeia Kazilari, Mugla (Prof. Dr. Yusuf Boysal baskanligindaki).

1972-1974 Alaca-Eskiyapar Kazisi, Corum (Raci Temizer bagkanligindaki).

1972-1973 Ilgin-Yalburt Kazisi, Konya (Raci Temizer baskanlhigindaki).

1982-1985 Samsat Kazis1, Adiyaman (Prof. Dr. Nimet Ozgii¢ bagkanligindaki).

Yiiriittigli Kazilar

1974
1994-2003
1986-

Mercimektepe Kazisi, Yozgat.
Tarsus Cumhuriyet Alani Kazilari, Mersin.

Kelenderis Antik Kenti Kazilari, Mersin (halen devam ediyor).

Doktora ve Diger Danigmanliklar

Asuman Baldiran

Hasan Bahar

Mehmet Taglialan

Hatice Corbaci

Nurettin Arslan

Abuzer Kizil

Mehmet Tekocak

Bahadir Duman

Sehnaz Eraslan

Volkan Yildiz

Selguk Universitesi
Stratonikeia Nekropol Buluntular1 (1990).

Selcuk Universitesi
[sauria Bolgesi Tarihi (1991).

Yalva¢ Miizesi, Emekli Miize Miidiirii
Pisidia Antiocheia’st Augustus Kutsal Alani ve Tapinagi’nin Rekonstriiksiyonu (1993).

Adiyaman Universitesi
Anadolu’da Alabastronlar (1995).

Canakkale 18 Mart Universitesi
Kilikya Bolgesi Demir Cagi Seramigi (1998).

Mugla Universitesi
Karya Bolgesi Roma Dénemi Anit Mezarlari (1999).

Selcuk Universitesi
Kelenderis Roma Cag1 Seramigi (2006).

Pamukkale Universitesi
Laodikeia Hellenistik ve Erken Roma Donemi Seramigi (2010).

Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1

Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi Mozaik Sanatinda Okeanos ve Tethys Betimlemelerinin Tipolojik ve Tkonografik

Acidan Degerlendirilmesi (2011).

Dicle Universitesi
Akamenid Donem’de Kilikya Bolgesi ve Yakin Cevresinde Attika Seramigi (2013).
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Kilikya Demir Cag1 Yerlesimleri (2013).
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WHY DO POT STYLES CHANGE?
A CONSIDERATION OF CULTURE CHANGE FROM THE
PERSPECTIVE OF CATALHOYUK

Tan HODDER"

Ozet

Canak ¢omlek tiirleri neden degisir? Catalhoyiik perspektifinden
bakarak kiiltiirel degisim iizerine diisiinmek

Bu boliim, zaman icerisinde kiiltiirel 6gelerin artisina veya azalisina yol agan siirecleri incelemektedir.
Ortaya ¢ikan yeni ozelliklerin goriilme sikligi, diger kiiltiirel ozelliklere uyumluluguyla dogru orantili
olarak artmaktadir. Uyumluluk, islevsel, biligsel ve somutlagmis boyutlara sahip elverirlik, soyutlama
ve rezonanstan olugsmaktadir. Ornegin Orta Dogu’daki ¢anak ¢omleksiz Neolitik donemde insan
kafataslarimin viicutlarindan ayrilmast hayvan kafataslarimin viicutlarindan ayrilmast gibi daha yaygin
bir cercevede gerceklestirilen bir uygulamayla ve topluluk icindeki uzun siireli iligkilerle uyumluluk
gosteriyordu. Benzer olarak ¢canak ¢omlegin kullanilmaya baslanmasinin, devaminda mineralli ¢canak
comlegin kullamimi ve sonrasinda bezemeli ¢canak ¢omlegin kullamimi da daha genis cercevedeki
toplumsal ve materyal dolaniklikla uyum icinde oldugu diisiiniilebilir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Canak Comlek, Kiiltiirel Degisim, Catalhoyiik, Uyumluluk, Kil Toplar, Neolitik.

Recent work at Catalhdyiik has greatly benefited from the support given by the Konya Koruma Kurulu, and in
particular from the advice given by Levent Zoroglu and I am therefore very keen to contribute to a volume in his
honour. Levent Zoroglu has added very much to our understanding of the Konya region and he has given much
wise and sage advice to those of us working there. I offer this account of cultural change at Catalhdyiik, with par-
ticular reference to pottery, as a mark of my respect for him.

Why do some things seem fitting?

Throughout the history of the discipline of archaeology a recurrent theme has been cultural variation and change
through time. A key underlying question has been how an individual stylistic trait fits into something larger that
is often called a style or culture or tradition. Archaeologists have become adept at describing ceramics and other
materials in quantitative terms and showing how the individual artifacts fall into larger groupings. They then use
these groupings to answer a range of questions. In the early days of archaeology the main questions concerned
spatial and temporal patterning, that is how the styles and cultures were located in space and time and how they
diffused. In the last 50 years stylistic patterning has been used to explore questions such as identity, social diffe-
rentiation, exchange and the evolution of complexity.

* Prof. Dr. lan Hodder, Stanford University, Department of Anthropology, Main Quad, Building 50 450 Serra Mall Stanford, CA 94305-2034.
E-mail: ihodder@stanford.edu
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But in my view there has been a lacuna in the ways that archaeologists have thought about stylistic patterning. It
is accepted that certain traits fit into specific styles, cultures or traditions, but what exactly is meant by this notion
of “fit’? In much writing in archaeology this term is not problematized; it is taken for granted. Archaeologists
talk of habituated ways of doing things, of social cohesion, of traditions, but why does a particular style fit in a
particular place and time? In neo-evolutionary archaeology that follows principles of Darwinian evolution, there
are often sophisticated accounts of social copying and competition that explain how certain traits become more
common over others. But the ‘fit” here is defined in terms of productive or reproductive success, or in terms of the
social success of those copied!. In such work we see that certain traits are adopted because they are advantageous
in some way. The advantages include reproductive and productive success and social prestige. But these types of
arguments seem limited. There are many factors that determine why a certain ceramic or other trait seems to ‘fit’
in a particular context. In recent work I have tried to define a broader concept of ‘fittingness’ which allows a wider
consideration of the factors involved in the adoption or rejection of traits within assemblages of other traits.

I argue that there are three components to ‘fittingness’2. The first is affordance, and this term is closest to the
approaches described above. I define affordance as how a thing or trait works in relation to some project. In other
words, it refers to the functions of a trait — how it allows certain ends to be achieved within a particular society.
The ends may be reproductive, productive or social; they may be economic or emotional or aesthetic. Certain traits
enable these ends or they inhibit them. Those that enable are more likely to be adopted and persist in the archae-
ological record.

By resonance I mean the human bodily search for coherence across senses and domains. Certain traits or styles
come to ‘feel right’ in particular contexts. Or else we reject them because they cannot be made to cohere. My ar-
gument is that humans have bodies that seek non-discursive affinities across domains. So certain styles of music
or furniture or clothing or pottery seem to be fitting in one context but not another.

But of course humans also consciously seek for coherence in their thoughts and ideologies. They come to belie-
ve in certain ways of behaving as right, and they develop complex arguments to justify what they see as right or
wrong. These conscious abstractions also play a part in deciding that certain styles and traits are appropriate and
fitting in one context but not another.

So, overall, we can say that conscious abstractions and bodily coherence work with affordances to produce a par-
ticular cultural tradition in which certain traits are adopted and are put together into styles and cultures. In these
traditions, humans come to have bodies of a particular kind and things have forms of particular kinds.

resonance

affordance =——————gbstraction

Fig. 1 The factors that produce material culture fittingness.

The example of skulls at Catalhoyiik

I want to provide an example of how this type of thinking can be applied to the archaeological context of Catalho-
yiik. Here I want to look at the relationships between affordances and the two types of coherence I have identified:
resonance and abstraction.

1 eg. Shennan 2003.
2 Hodder 2012.
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Catalhoyiik is a Neolithic site east of Konya and dated to 7400-6000 BCE. At its height up to 8000 people lived
there, in a relatively egalitarian village or ‘town’. One of the problems people had at Catalhdyiik was that there was
little stone on the alluvial fan on which the site was situated. All houses thus had to be built of unfired mudbrick.
But the local mud was smectitic and thus expanded and contracted very much when it got wet and dried out3. As
a result the houses were very unstable and the inhabitants of the site had to resort to a wide range of mechanisms
to hold up the house walls. They even got help from the ancestors! In one instance they placed a human skull at
the base of one of the support posts in a house. The skull was placed in a pit at the bottom of one of the main
upright posts in Building 6*. In 2009 we made an interesting discovery at the site. By a small protruding platform
(or “capital’) at the top of a post in Building 79 we found a human skull. This skull may have been dislodged from
elsewhere in the collapse of the building, but the close association with the top of the post invited the interpretation
that the skull had been placed on the platform at the top of the post. Perhaps the posts were seen symbolically as
ancestors. Whether this interpretation of the Building 79 skull is correct or not, the skull placed at the base of the
post in Building 6 suggests that one role of ancestor skulls was to help support the posts and walls of houses.

Another role of skulls at Catalhoyiik was to create long-term relationships through time. In early agricultural so-
cieties a key concern was to build relationships between people that held together in the delay between the input
of labor and the receipt of some return for that labor (in the form of harvested crops and meat from domesticated
animals). Some version of skull manipulation occurs as early as the Natufian in the Southern Levant. I have argued
that from very early in the intensification of plant and animal use in the late Epi-Palaeolithic and Natufian in the
Middle East houses are built on houses and on previous burials in order to create ancestry and lineaged. All of
this afforded the possibility of long-term delayed agricultural systems. The dead were placed fleshed beneath the
floors of the houses at Catalhoyiik, and the houses with many (up to 62) burials beneath the floors can be termed
‘history houses’®. Only a few burials in the history houses were then revisited and the heads removed.

But what made skulls and burials and houses appropriate modes of achieving this adaptive affordance of creating
duration at Catalhdyiik? There were abstractions about skull use across the Middle East in the millennia leading
up to the occupation at the site. Removal of skulls was widespread in the PPNA and PPNB7 and there are many
known cases of plastering of skulls to create facial features as is found in one case at Catalhdyiik®. The functions
of these severed heads probably varied across space and time® but there are some widespread similarities in the
ideas with which they are associated. At Catalhdyiik, wall paintings show headless bodies with vultures. At G6-
beklil0 a pillar is engraved with a headless body associated with a bird. Stones engraved with vulture images like
those at Catalhdyiik occur at Jerf el Ahmar!!. A relationship between birds and human heads is also seen at Nevali
Cori in southeastern Turkey!2.

So practices and ideas about head removal, plastering of human skulls and an association between head removal
and birds were widespread throughout the Neolithic of the Middle East and Turkey over millennia. These ideas
were drawn on at Catalhoyilik. Were they just repeated practices or were conscious abstractions also involved?

Hodder 2011.

Hodder 2006.

Hodder 2007.

Hodder — Pels 2010.

Kuijt 2008 ; Verhoeven 2002.

Bonogofsky 2005 ; Kuijt 2008 ; Verhoeven 2002.
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Testart 2008 ; Hodder 2009.

10" Schmidt 2006.

I Stordeur et al. 2000.

12 Hauptmann — Schmidt 2007, 67-8.
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It is clear that the latter were involved to some degree. The representation of these practices and abstractions in
paintings and engravings suggests that at some level narratives, and perhaps myths, were associated. Conscious
re-enactment of head removal is also seen at Catalhoyiik where figurines often have dowel holes for the insertion
and removal of heads — and again the figurine heads are sometimes found separately!3.

We can see that these abstractions crossed over into other areas of life at Catalhdyiik, and indeed throughout the
Neolithic of the Middle East. Already at Hallan Cemi in Turkey in the 11th millennium BC there is an aurochs
skull on a wall of a ‘public building’!* and by the time of the PPNA and PPNB there is widespread use of bucrania,
animal skulls and horns'3. At Catalhdyiik these animal skulls are often plastered to recreate facial features and are
installed on walls or pedestals. A conscious metaphorical link is made between human and bull heads in the deco-
ration of the pot shown in Figure 2. There are bull heads on the two sides of the pot and human heads at the two
ends. In addition at Catalhdyiik both human and animals heads are plastered.

So we can see that people in the Neolithic in the Middle East, and specifically at Catalhoyiik, were caught up in
ideas and metaphors that crossed distances and domains. These were to some degree conscious abstractions. We
can also argue that bodily resonance was involved. As the heads were carefully removed from human bodies, the
cutting and lifting would have recalled the cutting and lifting of heads of animals. As plaster was smeared over
the human skull, so the similar movements and practices of smearing plaster on animal skulls would have been
recalled. It is further possible that the plastering of interior house walls and the plaster floors above burials would
have resonated with the refleshing of human and animal heads!®. All of these replasterings produced a particular
type of body and person — one that could be refleshed to live again and one that could be divided up and passed
between people. So humans became stretched out over time. Most of us today find the burial practices at Catal-
hoyiik offensive; it seems deeply unpleasant to live centimeters above decaying flesh and to live in the smells of
decaying bodies and to divide up human bodies and pass them around. To our bodies the Catalhdyiik practices
seem wrenching and disgusting. But ethnographic cases are known!7 in which humans live close to the dead and
may even value the odors of the ancestors on them.

At Catalhdyiik there were abstractions that circulated, probably as myths. These abstractions got extended as pe-
ople built metaphors across domains. Different areas of life were made coherent through transfers of ideas. Some
of the cross-domain coherence was also produced by a bodily resonance that gave a biological certainty to the
abstractions. Produced in the specific context of delayed returns for labor and long-term associations that endured
beyond individual lives, these new bodies ‘felt right’ and underpinned the abstractions they resonated with. The
treatment of the dead and the plastering of human and animals skulls produced a certain type of person — one that
could be divided up and dispersed; one that could endure through time; one that, in contrast to our own sensitized
individualism, valued the social and the collective as primary. Thus the treatment of skulls at Catalhoyiik was fit-
ting within a particular set of affordances, resonances and abstractions.

The examples of clay houses and pots at Catalhdyiik.

Some houses were built and then abandoned fairly quickly at Catalhoyiik. Other houses were more successful,
being rebuilt in the same way and in exactly the same location up to 6 times'8. This variability of surviving and
non-surviving houses seems ripe for a Darwinian analysis. Surely the long-lived houses were those with greater
reproductive or replicative success?

13" Meskell et al. 2008.

14 Rosenberg 2007.

15 Hodder — Meskell 2011.
16 Hodder — Meskell 2011.
7" eg Firth 1936.

18 Hodder 2006.
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The evidence at present intimates that the Catalhoyiik houses may not have been machines for the reproduction of
genes. Using tooth morphology as a proxy measure for genetic distance, Marin Pilloud (2009)'° has demonstrated
that individuals buried beneath the floors of houses were not more closely related to each other than individuals
in the population as a whole. And those buried beneath the floors of the long-lived houses do not seem to have
been better off in terms of health either. The health indicators so far studied by the team led by Simon Hillson and
Clark Larsen?0 do not show differences between the long-lived and shorter term houses. And there is no evidence
so far of greater productive success. Storage and productive space, for example, remains much the same in both
long-lived and short-term houses?!.

It is possible to argue instead that the houses that successfully persisted were those that were fitting in relation to
other aspects of society at the time. They were the ones that were most successful at performing this local version
of what Maurice Bloch, Webb Keane and Peter Pels, working at the site, have classified as a version of a ‘house
society’22. Those in the long-lived houses were most successful at keeping the walls up, repairing them and furnis-
hing them. They were the ones that were most effective at using ancestral cults and memory construction to keep
the house going. They were the ones that were best at constructing ‘history’ through the passing down of animal
and human skulls and body parts. They were the ones that best performed a particular material, social, symbolic
and sensual repertoire — they did things that were fitting within a particular entanglement involving clay, bricks,
skulls, bulls and houses but also involving ideas of history, ancestry, relations with the dead. We can find no evi-
dence that the long-lasting houses controlled production or exchange or had better resources in some way. Rather,
once they had successfully started to build a history and to amass evidence of that history (skulls, bucrania, body
parts, images of feasts), these houses were able to elaborate on and perform that history more powerfully than
others. So a society in which history was important, and which was itself fitting within the long-term relations of
delayed-return economies?3, was a context or niche in which those humans and things good at building continuiti-
es and memories were more likely to be successful and be selected for.

Individuals at Catalhdyiik were sensuously tied to clay and to the clay house and hearth?*. We have seen that they
engaged in a variety of strategies to keep the house from leaning and falling apart. The more it fell apart, and the
more humans caused change to the local environment, the more they had to intensify, change brick technologies,
build thicker walls. Looking after the house involved recruiting the ancestors to hold up posts. A good feast may
have not only solidified the social ties of the ‘house’ of people but may also have helped the material house to
stand. In performing history humans depended on the house, but at the same time the house depended on humans.
House, human and society were all materially entangled together. Any material, technological, social, symbolic,
stylistic change only persisted in so far as it was fitting within these entanglements.

The introduction and spread of pottery at Catalhoyiik provides a further example. Fired clay objects and plaster
occur from the earliest levels (around 7400 cal BC), but fired clay pottery starts in Level XII, at around 7000-
6900 cal BC. At first the quantities of this thick, undecorated, organic (straw) tempered pottery are very small®,
increasing gradually through time. There is little evidence from exterior smudging that these early, thick, small
vessels were used in cooking over a fire. Rather, in the early levels up to Level VII cooking seems to have been

19 Pilloud — Larsen 2011.

20 pers. comm.

21 Hodder — Pels 2010.

22 Bloch 2010 ; Keane 2010 ; Hodder - Pels 2010.
23 Woodburn 1980.

24 Hodder 2011.

25 Last 2005, Table 5. 2.
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achieved with the extensive use of balls of clay that were heated and placed with food in containers of basketry,
wood or clay?2°,

Around Level VII, these clay balls die out and at the same time pottery changes to being thin-walled and mineral
tempered (Figure 3), and the pots have larger capacity. Frequent evidence of smudging on the outer surfaces of
these pots suggest they were used in cooking, and experiments in behavioural archaeology have shown the greater
efficiency of heat transfer in mineral-tempered pots in contrast to organic-tempered pots?’. So what was it that
selected for the use of clay pots in cooking instead of clay balls in Level VII at Catalhdyiik? What types of affor-
dance, resonance and abstraction were involved in the successful introduction of a new type of (mineral-tempered)
pottery?

Careful comparison of cooking with pots and clay balls, using ethnographic and experimental data, demonstrated
that the main advantage of cooking in clay pots over a fire was that the cook was afforded the ability to do other
things at the same time23. Use of clay balls involved continual monitoring of the cooking process, moving the
balls back into the fire as they cooled down, shifting the balls around. But a cooking pot could more easily be left
on the fire, acting as a ‘delegate’ of the cook?®. The cook was more able to do other things and leave some of the
cooking to the pot. Efficiencies of this type may well have become significant around Level VII in the Catalhdyiik
sequence since it is in Levels VII and VI that the settlement seems largest and most densely crammed with houses.
There is also more evidence of symbolic elaboration and burial in houses in Levels VII and VI. With more going
on in the houses and more pressure on available resources, behaviour that allowed greater efficiencies and multi-
tasking in houses was selected for.

But the entanglements between humans and things at Level VII were yet more complex. A shift to the use of
sandier bricks also occurred in Level VII. This shift in brick composition involved new sources of clay and new
technological processes as bricks were now made and dried prior to being brought to site. The shift to new sources
of clay with mineral inclusions and off-site production of bricks could have had an impact on the simultaneous
switch to the production of pottery with mineral inclusions3?. The same sandier clays used in the bricks were also
used in making pottery in Level VII and after.

Another aspect of the entanglement of cooking pottery was its use for processing animal fat. Residue analysis has
suggested that the mineral tempered cooking pots were used for processing the fats of small ruminants, probably
domesticated sheep and goat3!. There is much evidence from the faunal remains that domesticated sheep and goat
were by far the main source of animal protein at the site, and that the bones were very carefully processed to remo-
ve all fats and marrow32. Given the importance of sheep and goat in the diet, and the intensive labour involved in
breaking up bones to gain fats, the efficiencies gained by switching from clay balls to pots in cooking would have
been significant.

I have described the fittingness of mineral tempered cooking pottery in terms of the affordances it provided in
Level VII at Catalhdyiik. But why was that pottery undecorated (Figure 3)? Why was undecorated pottery fitting
in the main sequence at the site? As we have seen, the cooking pots were used to process domesticated sheep and
goat products. These animals hardly, if ever, appear in all the rich symbolism at the site. It seems fitting, therefore,

26 Atalay 2005.

27 Skibo et al. 1989.

28 Atalay 2005.

29" Latour 2005.

30" Doherty 2008.

31 Copley et al. 2005.

32 Russell - Martin 2005.
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that the pots in which their fats were processed were similarly not decorated. Rather, decoration and symbolism
concentrated on wild animals, on hunting, baiting and feasting on them, as well as on burial33. Burial platforms
in houses are often marked with red ochre or painted decoration. It is remarkable too that a clear rule existed at
Catalhoyiik: whole pots could not be placed in graves with humans. Pots, rather, were involved in a world of do-
mestic production and processing, separated from the production of histories, wild animals, death and burial. The
abstractions and resonances of decoration precluded its use on daily domestic items such as pots.

Except, that is, for the pot shown in Figure 2. This was a one-off. Found in pieces in a midden in the northern part
of the site, probably close to Level VI in time, this is a remarkable pot. Not only is it unique in levels in which all
pottery remains undecorated, but also it encapsulates so effectively the main themes in the production of history
at the site. The pot has a human face at either end, with eyes not marked. At Catalhdylik, a human skull has been
found with facial features modelled* in plaster. The eyes are not shown and the same lack of eyes is found on the
pot, and so it is possible that the human faces on the pot are of the dead. On the two sides of the pot are shown the
heads of bulls. It is mainly bull and human heads that are collected and kept or passed down at Catalhdyiik in order
to build histories. Wonderfully creative as it is, this pot was never copied, never transmitted. It is in the wrong
medium. At this time in the occupation of Catalhdyiik, all pottery was undecorated because it was used in cooking
and sheep and goat fat. This decorated example did not get copied. It was not fitting in its time.

At the end of the Catalhdyiik sequence and on the ensuing West Mound, decorated pottery of the type shown in
Figure 4 appears. This time the decoration is massively copied. This time decorated pottery, sometimes with hu-
man and animal imagery, is introduced, spreads and the new trait persists for at least 500 years. The proliferation
occurred because a new set of affordances, resonances and abstractions gradually emerged in which pottery got
caught up. The propensity towards pottery decoration at Catalhdyiik increases gradually from Level V upwards
(towards Level I) at the same time that we begin to see shifts towards an erosion of the emphasis on the production
of history in the house, so that there is less evidence of exact repetition of houses built on top of each other in one
place, and less of the bull and other installations in houses3?. It is possible that wild bulls became less available
in the landscape after the intensive hunting in Levels VII and VI. In the uppermost levels (III and above) the ex-
cavations by Team Poznan have found a tomb rather than in-house burial®® and by the Chalcolithic West Mound
(6000-5500 cal BC) there is no evidence of adult burial beneath platform floors. In the latest levels at Catalhoyiik
and on the later West Mound the houses change in character. The houses become larger, with more rooms, and
with more storage and productive space. The hearth moves into the centre of the main room and pottery is used
mainly for serving and consumption. It is this display pottery that is decorated. Pottery decoration in this context
was fitting. It allowed the expression of productive potential around the central hearth in these new large houses
focused on production3”.

In this account, we see cooking pottery increasing, and then decorated pottery increasing. And we do see conti-
nuities of tradition in which transmission must have played a part. But really the persistence of that tradition can
only be loosely linked to reproductive success of the carriers — it is difficult to see how one could even begin to
explore that idea in the archaeological data (unless one resorts to proxies such as the varying economic success of
households for which, as we have seen, there is little evidence). And it seems unlikely that we can explain all this
by mode of transmission — even if we could demonstrate what that was. Rather the increase of cooking pottery and
then the increase of decorated pottery are tightly linked to a complex interweaved web of other changing factors

33 Hodder 2006.
34 Hodder 2006.
35 Diiring 2006.
36 Marciniak — Czerniak 2008.
37 Hodder 2006.
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— the role of the house, the placing of the hearth, the production of bricks, the role of cooking etc. The frequencies
of cooking pottery and decorated pottery both show gradual increases. But the key to understanding these lineages
is not reproductive success or mode of transmission. It is in getting to grips with the selective context for repro-
duction and transmission.

Fittingness here is different from fitness in natural selection in that the former is not based solely on reproductive
success or survival but on how a trait works within and resonates within assemblages of other traits and abstrac-
tions. Types and traits persist to the extent that they are ‘fitting’. I have described the decrease in the use of clay
balls at Catalhoyiik and the concomitant increase in cooking pottery. The shift from clay balls to cooking pots
needs to be understood as a solution to problems that needed fixing. So rather than just plotting the frequencies
of types (upper part of diagram in Figure 5), the sequence of balls and pots can be set within a decision-making
environment (lower part of the diagram).

CLAY BALLS
COOKING POTTERY
time
clay balls—» consuming —» cooking potteryi pottery production —» pottery exchange
cooking

more efficient cooking = more activities in house
clay bricks— new clay sources

X-VI ViI/VI Vi VI-| LEVELS AT GATALHOYUK

v

TIME

Fig.5 Sequences of types (clay balls and cooking pottery) set within a decision-making environment at Catalhoytik.

In Figure 5, the decrease in clay balls and the increase in mineral-tempered cooking pottery in Level VII is related
to the time-consuming nature of cooking with clay balls as well as to the opportunities afforded by the shift to the
use of sandy bricks. As a result of this specific problem and opportunity, cooking pottery is introduced and this le-
ads to other changes such as increased pottery production, more efficient cooking, and thus more activities taking
place in the house. Through time houses do increase in size as they accommodate more and more activities within
them. And yet the diagram in Figure 5 does not describe the full picture since there are many other variables invol-
ved. There are also the social and symbolic aspects of life at the time that concentrate on ancestors, death, feasting
and wild bulls. It is these areas that are seen as socially marked and important. As a result it seems inappropriate
at this time to decorate pottery — I argue that this would have seemed wrong both at the level of bodily resonance
and conscious abstraction. Later on at the West Mound, however, it does seem appropriate to decorate pots as they
become central to social display in the house and as the house changes from being about ancestry and feasting to
being about production.
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Conclusion

I have argued in this paper that the adoption and perseverance of traits, such as ceramic and burial styles, can be
approached in a systematic way that incorporates a broad theoretical perspective. The limitation of archaeological
discourse in this area is that it has tended to focus on individual factors. So debate has concentrated on the use
of traits to indicate temporal change and regional traditions, with little account of how and why traits act in this
way beyond assumptions of tradition and identity. Others have argued that traits are used in asserting identities
and social status. Neo-evolutionary theories have taken evidence for the adoption and perseverance of traits in a
different, more explanatory, direction, arguing that traits are adopted and persevere if they increase reproductive or
productive fitness or if they contribute to social standing in some way.

By adopting a broader framework, I have suggested in this paper that the adoption and persistence of traits can be
understood in relation to three main groups of factors: how they afford certain ends, how they cohere at the bodily
level, and how they make sense within conscious abstractions. These three interconnected forms of fittingness
allow a broader account of cultural change than parallel notions of ‘fit” within neo-evolutionary theories.

As examples I have taken various aspects of the data from Catalhdyiik. The adoption and spread of a human skull
cult at the site and elsewhere in the Neolithic of Anatolia and the Middle East can be understood as affording the
long-term relations that are key to survival in delayed-return economic systems, but they also spread as part of
conscious myths dealing with skull removal and as part of bodily sensitivities very different from our own. Simi-
larly the use of undecorated cooking pottery at Catalhoyiik afforded more activities to take place in the house, but
at the same time it was fitting in a society in which daily cooking was seen as outside the sphere of ritual symbolic
elaboration (associated with skulls and bulls). Decorated pottery only became common later on as the skull and
bull cults declined and domestic production took a more central social role.

In all these cases we see that the styles studied by archaeologists do not just come and go; they do so within comp-
lex social, symbolic and material fields. Changes in, for example, pottery styles need to be studied as part of all the
other changes in artifacts, whether lithics, animal bones, carbonized seeds, metals, beads, house types and so on.
It is only by understanding how pottery styles afford these other artifact types to function, and how they are fitting
within such heterogeneous assemblages, that we can hope to understand how and why they change.
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Fig.2 The ‘face pot’ found in the 4040 area of Catalhoyiik
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Fig.3 Mineral-tempered pot of the type found Fig.4 Decorated pottery from the West Mound
in the middle levels at Catalhoyiik at Catalhoyiik



