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Lidyalilardan Once Lidya
Lydia Before the Lydians

Christopher Roosevelt

Giris

Bir Demir Cagi krallig: olan Lidya'nin bagkenti Sardeis'in yiikselmesinden cok dnce, rarihi Lidya bsl-
gesi bin yil boyunca iskdn gérmiistit. Yine de Lidya dili konugan topluluklarin Orta Bat: Anadohynun
bu kismuna kesin olarak ne zaman geldikleri tam anlamiyla agikliga kavusmamugtir. En iyi sekilde
daha geg rarihe ait klasik kaynaklardan bildigimiz “Lidya"nin bélgesel tarifi, Demir Cag1 Sardeis’inde
tarihi krallarin saltanatlarindan 6nce pek énem arz etmemis olabilir. Dolayisiyla “Lidyalilardan 6nce
Lidya” {izerine bir aragtirma bir sekilde tarcigmali cografi ve kronolojik sinirlarla ifade edilmek zorun-
dadir. Lidyanin en erken sakinlerinin bolgesel tanimi ve kiiletirel bilesimi konusunda halen yeterli
bilgiye sahip degiliz. O halde buradaki odak noktamiz, ana yurdu Gediz (antik Hermos), Kiiciik
Menderes (antik Kaystros) ve bunlarin Manisa, Izmir ve Usak’taki kollarinin yarattig: genis vadiler-
den meydana gelen Lidya Kralligi'nin topraklar: ile dreiisen I¢ Orta Anadolu’dur. Kronolojik olarak,
bu inceleme yak. MO 1200°de, Geg Tung Gaginin sonu ile Yunan kaynaklarinda deginilen Sardeiste
merkezi iktidarin kademeli yiikseligine yol agan, ama ¢ok az arastirilmig Geg Tung Gagindan Erken
Demir Cagna gegis evresine kadar olan zaman dilimini ele alir.

Orta Bati Anadolu'nun prehistorik gegmisi ile ilgili aragcirmalar bir yiizyildan fazla bir siiredir
devam etmektedir, ama bunlar sadece yakin zamanda yogunlagmustir. Kazilardan ziyade yiizey

Introduction

Long before the rise of Sardis, the capital of the Iron Age Kingdom of Lydia, the broad region of
historical Lydia had been inhabited for millennia. Yet precisely when Lydian-speaking populations
first migrated into this area of central western Anatolia is inexactly known, and che regional definition
of “Lydia” itself, as known best from later Classical sources, may have had little significance before
the reigns of che historically attested kings of Iron Age Sardis. Thus, a review of “Lydia before the
Lydians” must be defined by somewhat arbitrary geographical and chronological limits; we are still
very ignorant of the cultural composition and regional definition of the area’s earliest inhabitants. Our
focus here, then, will be on the area of inland central western Anarolia that overlaps the historical
kingdom of Lydia, defined at its core by the broad valleys of the Gediz (Classical Hermus) and Kiigiik
Menderes (Classical Kaysrer) Rivers and their larger cributaries in cthe modern Turkish provinces of
Manisa, [zmir, and Usak. Chronologically, coverage will conclude with the end of the Late Bronze Age,
ca. 1200 BCE, and the still lictle-explored rransition from the Late Bronze Age to the Early Iron Age,
which led to the gradual rise of a centralized power at Sardis, as chronicled in Greek sources.

Research into the prehistoric archaeology of central western Anarolia has been conducted now
for more than a century, but only recently intensively. That it has been defined primarily by
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Res.1. Ortabat) Anadolu’daki
Paleolitik, Neolitik ve Kalkolitik
yerlegimleri gbsteren harita. Orta
Lidya'daki Marmara Golii etrafinda
bulunan yerlesmeler igin bkz. Res,
16.

Fig.1. Map of Paleolithig, Neolithic,
and Chalcolithic sites in central
western Anatolia. For sites around
Marmara Gélii in central Lydia,
see 16.
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targeted nature of most surveys, which |
conspicuous occupation mounds at the
active alluvial and erosional processes' that have obscured many ea
of the main river valleys. Nevertheless, che prehistoric archaeol
particularly rich, spanning Paleolichic through L
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aragtirmalariyla sekillenen bu dsnem, bolgedeki dnemli yerlesmelerin yayiliminin genel olarak an-
lagiimasina kack: saglamugtir, ancak stratigrafik denetimin eksikligi, yerel kronolojilerin Anadolu

ve Ege’deki daha genis capl: geligmelerle olan iligkileri hakkinda daha fazla bilgi edinme ihtiyacin;
dogurmakradir. Mevcut bilgilerimizdeki bosluklar ayrica, diger tipte

g0z ardi etme pahasina sadece dikkac ceken hoyiikleri bulmaya ve k
odakli yiizey arastirmalarindan ile halen akrif alitvyal ve erozyonal siireclerin nehir vadilerini icinde-
ki ve etrafindaki erken dénem sit alanlarini yok etmesinden kaynaklanmaktadir.! Yine de, gériinen

o ki, bolgenin prehistorik arkeolojisi zellikle zengindir ve Paleolitik’ten Geg Tung Cagina kadar
olan zaman dilimini kapsamakeadr, Stiregelen ve gelecekteki yizey
giderek artacak sonuclar vaac etmekeedir.? Neolitik ve Geg Tung

ve bityiikliikteki yerlegmeleri
ronolojik olarak tanimlamaya

aragtirmalar; ile kazilar 6nemj
Gag1 arasinda Orta Anadolu’da
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surface surveys rather chan by excavations has resulted in a general understanding of the distribu-
tion of major sites throughout the region, but the lack of stratig
o be desired concerning the correlation of local chronolog
in Anatolian and Aegean spheres. Only stratig

understandings of all periods of Lydian prel

raphic control leaves something
ical phases to broader developments
raphic excavations will provide more conclusive
history. Gaps in knowledge result also from both the
have aimed to locate and chronologically characterize
expense of other types and sizes of sites, and from scill
rly sites in and along the edges
ogy of this region seems to be
ate Bronze Age times, and ongoing and future
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Res.3. Sindel yakinindaki Gakallar
lav akmtilari tarafindan korunmusg
ayak izi. Dedeogiu, The Lydians and
Sardis'ten, s. 18.

Fig. 3. View of a footprint preserved
by the Cakallar lava flows nsar
Sindel.

From Dedeoglu, The Lydians and
Sardis, p. 18
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yasayan yerlesik niifusun Paleolitik’ten Mezolitik'e devam eden faaliyetleri, kiiltiirel iligkileri ve
yerlesme sekillerine ait gegici izlerin 8nemine ilaveten, “Lidyalilardan 6nce Lidya” konusuyla alakal:
geriye kalan anahtar sorular arasinda, Ge¢ Tun¢ Cagindan Erken Demir Gagina gecisin niteligi ile
Lidya dili konusan topluluklarin gelis tarihleri ve sartlar: da bulunmakeadir.

Paleolitik ve Epi-Paleolitik Dénemler

I¢ Orta-Bati Anadolu’daki Paleolitik kalineilar seyrektir, ama gene de bolgede, ortak yiyecek
arama alanlar: ve yollart lizerindeki hem magara hem de acik hava yerlesmelerinde yogunlagmig
faaliyetlere ait kanitlar sergilerler. Anadolunun genelde Afrika, Giineybat1 Asya ve Avrupa arasin-
daki teknoloji ve insan goglinde dnemli bir rol oynadig:
bilinen bir goriistiir Orta-bati Anadolu'nun da bu ge-
nig dlgekli siireglere dahil olmast miimkiindiir. Manisa
Dagrnin {antik Sipylos) yamaclarindaki magaralarda
bulunmug Paleolitik aletler ve Kiicitk Menderes vadisi-
nin gliney kiyisindaki kaya resimleri diginda®, giivenli
bir sekilde tarihlenebilen Paleolitik kanitlar, Marmara
Géli'niin (antik Gyges Golii) hemen giineyindeki,
Demir Cag: tiimiiliisleriyle iinlii Bin Tepe'de bulunan
Bozyer adli agik hava yerlesmesinde ortaya ¢ikariimig-
or (Res. 1-2).’Algak héyiik ve yaninda dere yaragi bo-
yunca dagilmis Levallois tipi yongalar ve boynuzeas:
¢ekirdekleri ile muhtemelen Abbeville tipi yongalar

intensive surveys and excavacions promise to produce
increasingly important results.? In addition to the
significance of ephemeral traces of Paleolithic through
Mesolithic activities and the culrural affiliations and
settlement patterns of the sedenrary populations liv-
ing in central western Anarolia between the Neolichic
and Late Bronze Age periods, key remaining ques-
tions concerning a “Lydia before the Lydians” include
the nature of the transicion from the Late Bronze to
the Early Tron Age and che date and circumstances of
the arrival of Lydian-speaking popularions.

The Paleolithic and Epi-Paleolithic Periods

Paleolithic remains in inland cencral western
Anarolia are few and far between, yet they show evidence of early activities in the area that were
probably concentrated in both cave and open-air sites located along what must have been com-
mon foraging grounds and routes of travel from early times. That Anacolia in general was sig-
nificant in the migration of technologies and early human ancestors between Africa, southwest
Asia, and Europe is a common assumption,” and central western Anatolia in particular may have
participated in these broader processes. Aside from possibly Paleolithic tools found in caves on
the slopes of Manisa Dag (Classical Me. Sipylus) and rock-art from the souchern side of the Kiigiik
Menderes River valley,* the most securely dated evidence for Paleolichic activities comes from the
open-air site of Bozyer in Bin Tepe, an area better known for its Iron Age burial mounds, just
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south of Marmara Golu (the Classical Gygaean Lake) (Figs. 1-2).° Found distributed across the
low mound and its accompanying gully, chert cores and flakes of Levallois type and quartzite

cores of possibly Abbevillian type prove the presence of early human foraging groups already in
Middle Paleolichic times {ca. 250,000-45,000 years ago), and possibly even earlier.® Local tool
types reflect well-known Levantine and European technologies, demonstrating the broad affinities
of cultural manifestations during these eras and highlighting the role of cencral western Anacolia
as an intermediary between these better-known regions.

Lydia Before the Lydians

Res.4. Ulucak Hayiik'ten Neolitik
canak ¢omiek segkisi (Ulucak kazi-
larinin izniyle).

Fig. 4. Selection of Neglithic pottery
sherds from Ulucak Hoyiik
Courtesy of the Ulucak Excavations
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5. Kulaksizlar'da bulunmusg

nanfardan yapilan Kiia tipi figiirinin

1a gizimi {T. Takaoglu'nun izniyle).

5. Composite Hlustration of a Kilia-type
ine from working fragments found at
ksizlar. (Courtesy of T. Takaogiu)
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daha Orra Paleolitik'te, hatta daha 6ncesinde (giiniimiizden yak. 250.000-45.00 yil énce) toplayict
erken insan topluluklarinin varligini kanitlamakeadir.

Avrupa'da, genellikle modern insanin ortaya ¢ikigtyla birlikte sembolik betimlerin sayist ve tip-
lerindeki “devrim niteliginde” artig sayesinde ayire edilen Ust Paleolitik ve Epi-Paleolitik’e (yak.
45.000-15.000 y1l 6nce) ait kanstlar Anadolunun diger yerlerinde oldugu gibi Orta-Bat: Anadolu'da
da nispeten azdir” Orta Lidya'dan birka¢ muhtemel geometrik mikrolic ornegi ve diger tag aletler,
Ege diinyasinda Mezolitik olarak adlandirilan Epi-Paleolitik dénem faaliyetlerini temsil edebilir.®
Bolgedeki dier yerlerde de gériilen Paleolitik ve Epi-Paleolitik yerlesimlerin seyrekligi, muhteme-
len erken prehistorik faaliyetlerin gergekten az olugundan ziyade genellikle daha ge¢ Prehistorik do-
nemlere odaklanan ylizey arastirmalarin yéntem ve hedeflerinden kaynaklanmaktadir. Kuzeybati,
Giineybati ve Orta Anadolu'da agik hava ve magara yerlesimlerinde yapilan caligmalar bu gortisti
desteklemekte, ileride bu bolgelerde yeni kesiflerin yapilabilecei umudunu vermekeedir?

Adala-Karatag ve Kopriibagt arasinda, Gediz Nehir vadisinde yer alan Sindel Koyii yakinin-
daki ayak izleri, uzun zamandir Orta Bati Anadolu'da Paleolitik insanlarin varligini gosteren
en carpict kanit olarak kabul gdrmektedir (Res. 3). Ayak izleri aslen nemli bir
tabakaya ¢ikmistir ve Cakallar Tepe olarak bilinen Kula Volkanik Alans

nin Pleistosen-Holosen ¢ag: ciiruf konisinden ¢ikan bazalr lavlar tarafindan tesadiif
eseri korunmustur. Izler Laeroli’den (Tanzanya) iyi bilinen ve daha gec bir kesif olan
Australopithecus afarensis'inkileri hatirlacmakeadir.’® Ayak izlerini daha eski atala-
rimuzla (yak. 250.00 yil 6ncesine) iligkilendirme ¢abalarina karsin, son radyometrik
veriler bunlarin Holosen Caginda meydana geldiklerine isaret etmektedir.!! Bu, son
10.000 y1l 6ncesi anlamina gelmektedir ve ayak izleriyle birlikte 15.000 yil 6ncesine

Evidence from the Upper Paleolithic and Epi-Paleolithic periods (ca. 45,000
15,000 years ago), characterized in Europe by “revolutionary” increases in the abun-
dance and types of symbolic representation usually associated with the appearance
of fully modern humans, remains relatively unknown in central western Anatolia,
as in many other areas of Anatolia.” A few possible examples of geometric micro-
liths and other stone tools known from central Lydia alone may represent local
Epi-Paleolithic activities contemporary with the period known as the Mesolithic
in Aegean spheres.® The scarcity of Paleolithic—~Epi-Paleolithic sites elsewhere in
the area probably results more from the methods and interests of surveys, usually
extensive and focusing on later prehistoric periods, than from a real scarcity of early
prehistoric activities. Recent work on other open-air and cave sites in northwestern,
southwestern, and central Anatolia confirms chis point and suggests promise for
future discoveries in the area.®

Long revered as the most spectacular evidence of Paleolithic people in central
western Anatolia is a set of footprints located near the village of Sindel in che
Gediz River valley, between Adala-Karatag and Kopriibas1 (Fig. 3). The footprints
were originally made in wet sediments, were coincidentally preserved by basaltic
lava flows from one of the Pleistocene-Holocene-epoch cinder cone of the Kula
Volcanic zone known as Cakallar Tepe, and are reminiscent of the later-discovered
and far better known Awustralopithecus afarensis footprints from Laetoli, Tanzania.'®
Despite earlier attempts to date the footprints to much earlier human ancestors
(around 250,000 years ago), recent radiometric dates suggest they were made dur-
ing the Holocene epoch'' -- that is, during the last 10,000 years or so, a date that
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might have been suggested otherwise by the fact that the human prints were accompanied by dog
prints, and dogs had not been domesticated until around 15,000 years ago. Given the paucity
of pre-Neolithic finds in Lydia to dare, the prints were very likely made during somewhat later
Holocene times, perhaps by local inhabitants of the Neolithic period, and well before the area
was well known to Classical historians who might have chronicled the volcanic events had they
occurred in contemporary or recent times.

The Neolithic and Chalcolithic Periods

The transition from the Epi-Paleolithic (or Mesolithic) to the Neolithic period in central
western Anatolia is not well understood, bur ar present it seems that new populations may have
produced the changes witnessed in the archaeological record.'? Current research suggests that
the simultaneous appearance of sedentism and agricultural lifeways in small-scale village society
defines the beginning of the Neolithic in this area by the mid- to late-seventh millennium BCE,

Res.6. Ortabat! Anadolu'daki
Erken, Orta, Orta/Geg ve Geg Tung
Gadl yerlesimlerinin haritast. Orta
Lidya'da Marmara Gélil etrafindaki
yerlegimler igin bkz. Res. 16.

Fig. 6. Map of Early, Middie, Middle/
Late, and Late Bronze Age sites in
central western Anatolia. For sites
around Marmara Golil in central
Lydia, see 16.
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Res.7. Bakir (alagimi?) hanger. No. 4
{Manisa 4340), Eski Balikhane’deki
bir Erken Tung Gag pithos
gémiisiinden (EB 69.3).

Fig. 7. Copper (alloy?) dagger, from
an Early Bronze Age pithos burial at
Eski Balikhane. (EB 69.3) (No. 4)
VNTM

Res.8. Giimiis kog “pandantif”, No.
1 (Manisa 167), Eski Balikhane'deki
bir Erken Tung Gag: pithos
gémiisiinden (EB 69.3).

Fig. 8. Silver ram “pendant,” from
an Early Bronze Age pithos burial at
Eski Balikhane (EB 69.3) (No. 5)
VNTM

Res.9. Altin kulak tikaci, No.

2-3 (Manisa 168-169), Eski
Balikhane'deki bir Erken Tung Cagi
pithos gémisiinden (EB 69.3).

Fig. 8. Gold earplugs, from an Early
Bronze Age pithos burial at Eski
Balikhane (EB 69.3) (Nos. 6-7).
UNTM

NAN
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kadar evcillestirilmedigi bilinen képeklere ait izlerin birlikee bulunmug olmas: s6z konusu tari-
hi dogrulayan baska bir kanittir. Simdiye kadar Lidya'daki Neolitik 6ncesi bulunrularin azliina
bakilirsa, izlerin Holosen'in gec evrelerinde, belki de Neolitik Dénemin yerel sakinleri tarafindan
ve kendileriyle ¢agdas ya da yakin zamanda meydana gelmis volkanik faaliyetleri kaydermelerini
bekleyebilecegimiz Klasik Dénem tarihgilerinden ¢ok dnce yapilmigtir.

Neolitik ve Kalkolitik Dénemler

Orta Anadolu'da Epi-Paleolitik’ren (ya da Mezolitikten) Neolitik'e gecis yeterince acik degildir,
fakar su anda goriinen o ki, arkeolojik verilerde fark edilen degisimler yeni gelen topluluklarin eseri
olabilir."” Siiregelen araguirmalar, kiigiik dlgekli koy topluluklarinda yerlesik hayata gecis ve tarima
dayals yasamin ayni zamanda ortaya cikisini bu bslgede Neolitik'in baglangicini MO 7. binyilin
ortalari-sonuna yerlestirmekredir. Burada s6z konusu donem “Ge¢ Neolitik” olarak adlandirilacak-
tur, glinkii bahsi gecen degisimler Anadolunun geri kalaninda cok daha erken donemlerde meydana
gelmistir.” Geg Neolitik topluluklarin Géller Bolgesinden ya da bagka yerlerden mi geldikleri
halen tartismalidir ve aragtirmalar sonugra Geg Neolitik kiiltiirlerin halen bilinmeyen erken ye-
rel Neolitik geleneklerden gelistiZini gésterebilir. Anadolu'nun diger yerlerinde Erken Kalkolitik'e
kadar uzanan (MO erken 6. binyil) Ge¢ Neolitik Dénem, Giineydogu Avrupa ve Balkanlardaki en
erken Neolitik kiilciirlerle ¢cagdastir. Aslina bakilirsa Bat: Anadolunun Yakindogu'dan Avrupaya

here called the “Late Neolithic” because these changes are witnessed elsewhere in Anatolia at
much eatlier dates."” Where Neolithic sertlers came from, either the Lake District or elsewhere,
is an issue yet to be resolved with any clarity, and ongoing research may eventually show chat
Late Neolithic cultures developed out of still unknown and earlier local Neolithic cradicions. This
Late Neolithic period, extending into what is considered to be the Early Chalcolichic period of the
early sixth millennium BCE elsewhere in Anacolia, is contemporary with the earliest Neolichic
culcures of southeastern Europe and the Balkans. Western Anatolia, in fact, is sometimes viewed
as the land bridge over which agriculeural peoples passed from the Near East to Europe, but
more research in western Anarolia is needed to suppore this idea. Nonecheless, we have much
fuller dara available for the Late Neolichic period than we do for earlier periods.

The type-site for the central wescern Anatolian Lare Neolithic is now Ulucak Hoyiik, in the
Kemalpaga Valley, where excavations began in 1995 and where the Late Neolithic of the late
seventh millennium and the early sixth millennium BCE is well represented by at least two pri-
mary building levels.” Of the cultural and economic connecrions among the inhabitants of che
site, interpretations based on a variety of features - architecture and sice organization (waddle-
and-daub, or “post-wall,” agglomerated units and lacer mudbrick, pisé, and timber architecture
buile along streets), ceramics (red-slipped and burnished pottery of diagnostic forms) (Fig. 4),
and other small finds (e.g., figurines, bone spoons) -- suggest affinities wich, but local distinc-
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gegen tarim topluluklart igin koprii gorevi gordiigii bazen ileri siiriilmekeedir', ama bu gériigiin
Bat1 Anadolu'da yapilacak daha fazla aragtirmayla desteklenmesi gerekmektedir. Yine de, erken
dénemlere kiyasla elimizde Geg Neolitik'e air cok daha fazla veri vardir.

Orta Bat1 Anadolu'nun Geg Neolitigi igin tipik yerlesim 1995'ye kazilmaya baglanan Kemalpaga
Vadisi'ndeki Ulucakhdytik'tiir. Burada Geg Neolitik, MO 7. binyil sonu-6. binyil bagina ait en az
iki yapt kat: tarafindan iyi sekilde temsil edilmektedir.”” Yerlesim sakinlerinin kiiltiirel ve ekono-
mik iligkileri gesitli 6zellikler 1i181nda agiklanmiugtir: mimari ve yerlesim diizeni (¢it camur teknigi
ya da “dikme duvar,” kiimelenmis yagam birimleri, kerpic, sikistinilmig toprak), keramikler (kir-
mizi astarls, perdahlt ayire edici formlar; Res. 4) ve diger kiigitk buluncular (6rnegin figiirinler ve
kemik kagiklar) kuzeydeki bélgelerle, 6zellikle Marmara Denizi, Trakya cevresindeki “Fikirtepe
Kiilelirli,” dogu-gtineydogu Géller Bolgesi'ndeki ile benzerlikler, ama ayni zamanda yerey diizeyde
ayriliklar gostermekeedir.® Ege ve Orta Anadolu ile olan baglar Ulucak ve bolgedeki diger yer-
lerde goriilen Melos ve Orta Anadolu obsidyenleri rarafindan temsil edilmektedir.!” Ulucak’taki
figlirin ve desenli kumag iiretimi kugkusuz geligmis torensel ve sembolik uygulama ve inanclar:
da yansitmakradir.'®

Ulucak Ortabati Anadolu'da kazilmig tek Neolitik yerlesim olmakla birlikte, bslgede en az 11
yerlesim daha (Kemalpagsa Vadisi'nde iki, Manisa Dagrin kuzeyinde Manisa ve Akhisar vadilerinde
ales, glineydoguda Alasehir Vadisi’nde li¢ tane) benzer yiizey buluntularina, szellikle de keramiklere
sahiptir.” Biitiin bu Geg Neolitik yerlesimler vadi zeminlerinde yiikselen hdyiiklerde ya da vadileri
meydana getiren dag silsilelerinin yamaglarindaki dogal yitkselrilerde konuglanmistir ve hepsi iyi
sulanan, tarim agisindan zengin topraklarda bulunurlar. Bu durum, yerlesim alanlarinin tarimsal
yasam tarzint benimsemis topluluklar gbz 6niinde bulundurularak secildigini géstermekeedir.

tions from, areas to the north, especially the “Fikirtepe Culture” around the Sea of Marmara and
Thrace, and to the east-southeast, around the Lake District.!* Connections with the Aegean and
central Anatolia are indicared also by the presence of both Melian and central Anacolian obsidian
at Ulucak and elsewhere in the region."” Figurines and patterned-textile production at Ulucak no
doubr reflect well-developed ritual and symbolic practices and belicfs as well. ™

While Ulucak remains the only excavated Neolithic site in inland central western Anatolia,
at least eleven other sites exhibiting similar surface assemblages, especially ceramics, are known
elsewhere in the area: two more in the Kemalpaga Valley itself, six sites in the Manisa and Akhisar
Valleys, north of Manisa Dag, and three others in the Alasehir Valley, to the southeast.!? All chese
Late Neolithic sites are found on mounds raised from valley floors or on the natural heights of
foothills extending from valley-defining mountain ranges; all are surrounded by or in close prox-
imity to well-watered, agriculturally rich land, suggesting, in part, that site locations were chosen
to suit communities with agricultural ways of life.

Following the local Late Neolithic, the Middle Chalcolithic period of the second half of the
sixth millennium and the first half of the fifch millennium BCE appears to be defined by a wide-
spread abandonment. Witnessed both by surface surveys and in the stratigraphy of Ulucak, this
apparent gap in settlement is attested also across much of western Anatolia. When settlement
resumes in the beginning of the Late Chalcolithic period of the second half of the fifth millen-
nium and the fourth millennium BCE, sites are still located in agriculturally productive areas.
Elsewhere in western Anartolia, upsurges in metallurgical and stone-working technology, long-
distance exchange, and social complexity are contemporary trends. In central western Anatolia
these trends are best illustrated by the site of Kulaksizlar in the Akhisar Valley, a mid-fifch
millennium BCE production center of marble vessels and the marble Kilia-type figurines that
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Res.10. Kesitli akitacakl testi. No. 5 (Man
7494), Eski Balikhane’deki bir Erken Tung
Gag pithos gémistinden (EB 69.3).

Fig. 10. Cutaway-spouted jug, from an Ea
Bronze Age pithos buriat af Eski Balikhan
(EB 69.3) (No. 8).

YNTM

Res. 11. Kiigiik igki bardag), No. 6, Eski
Baltkhane'deki bir Erken Tung Cagi pithos
gbmiisiinden (EB 69.3).

Fig. 11. Small tankard, from an Early
Bronze Age pithos burial at Eski
Bafkhane (EB 69.3) (No. 9).

VNTM

Res.12. Tag idol, No. 7, Erken Tung
Gag, Sancakl Bozkay'den.

Fig. 12. Marble idol, of the Early
Bronze Age from Sancakh Bozkoy
{No. 10).
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Res.13. Bakir (alagim?) keser veya el
baltast, No. 8, (Manisa 7527), Erken
Tung Gagt, Turgutiu'dan.

Fig. 13. Polished stone handaxe, of
the Early Bronze Age from Turgutlu
(No. 11). VNTM

Res.14. Bakir (alagim?) kama, No.
9, (Manisa 7529), Erken Tung Gag,
Turgutiu’dan.

Fig. 14. Spearhead of the Early
Bronze Age from Turgutlu (No. 12).
VNTM
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Yerel Geg Neolitik'i takip eden Orta Neolitik’'te (MO 6. binyilin ikinci yarisi-MO 5. binyilin
ilk yarist) yaganan genis ¢apli bir terk bu dénemi tanimlamaktadir ve hem yiizey aragtirmalari hem
de Ulucak stratigrafisiyle kendini gostermekredir. Bu bogluk Bati1 Anadolunun bityiik kisminda
izlenebilmektedir. Geg Kalkolitik’in sonlarinda, yani MO 5. binyilin ikinci yarisinda ve MO 4.
binyilda yerlesimler yeniden ortaya ¢iktiginda, bunlar yine verimli alanlarda kurulmuglardir. Bat
Anadolunun diger yerlerinde metalurji ve tag isleme teknolojisinde ani artis, uzun mesafe ticaret ve
sosyal yapida karmagiklasma gagdas egilimler olarak karsimiza gikar. Ortabati Anadolu’da bu egi-
limler en iyi sekilde, Bati Anadolu ve Ege’'de yaygin olarak gériilen Kilia tipi mermer figiirinler ile
mermer vazolarin MO 5. binyil ortalarindaki tiretim merkezi Akhisar Vadisi'ndeki Kulaksizlar'da
izlenebilmektedir (Res 5).*° Kulaksizlar disinda, bu dénemde yeni yerlesmelerin filizlenmesi, MO 4.
binyila tarihlenen en az 24 yerlesmenin ortaya ¢ikist ile kendini gostermekredir.?! Ge¢ Neolitik'te
gorilldiigli tizere, keramik repertuvari kuzeyde Troas ve Marmara cevresi ile dogu-giineydoguda
Goller Bélgesi ile iliskilere isaret eder; ama simdi kiy1 ve dogu Ege yerlesimleri de dahil olmustur.
Fakar farklt niteliklerdeki ve boyutlardaki keramikler bolgenin Geg Neolitik'te oldugu gibi kiiltii-
rel agidan farkliligini yansitsr.”? MO 4. binyilin sonuna gelindiginde, Giineybat: Anadolu ile olan
keramik iligkileri kesilir ve Ortabats Anadolu ile kuzeyindeki daha yaygin gelenekler baskinlagir.?

Yerlesim tercihleri ile Geg Neolitik ve Geg Kalkolitik Ortabati Anadoluw'daki bélgesel iliskilerde
izlenen agik baglanular goz 6niinde bulunduruldugunda, Orta Kalkolitik'teki boglugun ne anlama
geldii merak konusudur. Bazt bilim adamlari Geg Kalkolitikteki yeniden canlanmay: Giineydogu
Avrupa'dan gelen gé¢men niifusa baglamakla birlikte, devamliligin varligi gécii tartigmals bir
konu yapmakeadir.** Yine de MO 5. binyilin sonlarinda, 6zellikle de MO 4. binyilda Giineydogu
Avrupa ile Bati Anadolu arasinda girerek artan iligkiler halka idoller, keramikler ve figiirinler-

are found distributed throughout western Anatolia and also in the Aegean (Fig. 5).%° Aside from
Kulaksizlar, a general burgeoning of settlement is indicated at this time by the appearance of at
least twenty-four sites dating primarily to the fourth millennium BCE.*' As in the Late Neolithic,
the ceramic repertoire again indicates relations with sites to the north, in the Troad and around
the Sea of Marmara, and to the east-southeast, in the Lake District, but now also with coastal
and east Aegean sites; yet in its somewhat differenc quality and proportions, the pottery suggests
the region may have been culcurally distinct, as in the Late Neolithic period.”? By the late fourth
millennium BCE, ceramic connections with southwest Anatolia appear to have been severed,
and more distinct traditions common to central western Anatolia and areas to the north became
prevalent.?’

With apparent continuities in both site preferences and interregional connections between
Late Neolithic and Late Chalcolithic central western Anartolia, one wonders abour the significance
of the Middle Chalcolithic gap. While some scholars have argued that the Late Chalcolithic resur-
gence is one of immigrant populations from southeastern Europe, such continuities argue for cau-
tion in invoking migrations at this time.* Nonetheless, increasingly strong connections between
southeastern Europe and western Anarolia in the late fifth millennium BCE and, especially, in
the fourth millennium BCE are indicated by ring-idols, ceramics, and figurines.?> The nature of
these interconnections, however, has yet to be firmly escablished, and they cannot be attributed
confidently to massive migrations; a broad cultural interaction sphere may be the better model.?
The participation of central western Anatolia in such an interaction sphere would be unsurprising
in light of its status as a nexus of communication corridors, a function chat is well atcested by the
distribution of sites at regular intervals along the courses of major river valleys connecting both
coastal and inland and northwestern and southwestern Anatolia.”’
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le temsil edilmektedir.> Ancak séz konusu iligkilerin niteligi halen
tam anlamiyla ortaya koynlmamugstir. Bunlar toplu gég ile kuskuya
yer birakmayacak sekilde agiklanamaz; genis bir kiiltiirel etkilesim
alant daha mantikls bir model olabilir.?® Ortabati1 Anadolunun béyle
bir etkilesime istiraki, bolgenin iletisim koridoru olarak konumu gz
oniine alindifinda sagireics degildir. Bolgenin bu iglevi, yerlesimlerin
kiy1 ve i¢ kesimler ile Kuzeybat1 ve Giineydogu Anadolu’yu birbirine
baglayan baslica nehir vadileri boyunca diizenli araliklarla yayilmig
olmalarindan gayet iyi anlagilabilmektedir.”

Erken Tung¢ Cag

Ortabati Anadolunun Geg Kalkolitik’teki baglarini tanimlayan
genis kiilriirel erkilesim alani Erken Tun¢ Cagrnda (ETC), MO 3.
binyilda varliginr korumustur. Toplumsal yapinin giderek karmagik-
lagmas: ve artan bolgelerarasi baglar yaninda kiiltiirel siireklilik cok
biiyiik ol¢iide devam etmistir. Genel olarak, Bat: Anadolu’'da ETC bir
dizi kademeli degisimler ile tanumlanir: bircok yeni yerlesimin orta-
ya gtkmasiyla baglantili niifus artigs; yerlesim boyutlari ve yapilarda-
ki degisimler; anitsal yapilarin ve tahkimatlarin kendini gésterme-
si; Gzellikle metaliirji ve keramik alanindaki firetim teknolojilerinde
ilerlemeler; mezar buluntularindan anlagildigs kadariyla, merkezile-
sen toplumlar i¢inde mevkilerini egzotik mallarla belli eden st sinif

The Early Bronze Age

The broad cultural interaction sphere that defined the Late
Chalcolithic culeural affinicies of cencral western Anatolia conrinued
into the Early Bronze Age (EBA) of the third millennium BCE with
evidence of increasing social complexity and regional interconnec-
tivity, and with little to no evidence of cultural discontinuity. In
general, the western Anatolian EBA is characterized by a number of
gradual changes: population increases marked by the appearance of
many new sices; changes in sertlement size and structure, including
the appearance of monumental buildings and fortifications; increases
in the sophistication of craft-production technologies, especially
with respect to mertallurgy and ceramics; and increasing evidence of
long-distance exchange, probably practiced most frequently between
elite members of increasingly centralized communities, perhaps
chiefdoms, who signified their status in one way with exotic goods,
as indicared by mortuary evidence. These trends emerge in the EB
I phase (ca. 3000-2700 BCE) but become emphasized especially in
the EB II {ca. 2700-2400 BCE) and EB III (ca. 2400-2000 BCE)
phases of the broader period. These phenomena can be identified
only tentatively in central western Anatolia, and their relationship
to developments and chronological phases more clearly identified
elsewhere remains obscure; yet some broad patterns emerge from the
available evidence.

Res.15. Orta Lidya'daki Marmara Goli'nden (antik Gyges Gli) gériniimler.
Fig. 15. View of Marmara Gélil, the ancient Gygaean Lake, in central Lydia.
CLAS
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Res.16. Marmara G6ld etrafindaki
Kalkolitik ve Tung Gag:
yerlegmelerini gésterir harita (Orta
Lidya Arkeolojik Aragtirmalari
izniyle).

Fig. 16. Map of Chalcolithic and
Bronze Age sites around Marmara
Goli.
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mensuplari arasindaki uzun mesafeli ticarete ait artan kanutlar. Bu eilimler ETC [ evresinde (yak.
MO 3000-2700) goritlmekre, fakat asil ETC II (yak. MO 2700-2400) ve ETC IlI'te (yak. MO
2400-2000) belitgin hal almaktadir. Orrabari Anadolu’da ise bunlar sadece belli belirsiz tespit

‘edilebilmektedir; bagka bolgelerde agik¢a tanimlanabilen gelismeler ve kronolojik evrelerle iliskileri

muglakur. Yine de eldeki kanitlardan bazi genel sablonlar ¢ikarabiliriz.

Stnuels kazilar (20. ylizydin baginda, Yukar: Bakircay Vadisi'nde, Gelembe'nin hemen kuzeyinde
Yortan (bugiinkii Bostanci); 1960’larda Marmara Gélii'niin giiney kiyisinda Ahlacl: Tepecik ve Eski
Balikhane ve son yillarda Alagehir yakinindaki Gavurtepe ve Kemalpaga Vadisi'ndeki Ulucak) do-
nem i¢in en iyi kontekst buluntularin: vermektedir ve hem gémii hem de yasam alanlarindan gelen
malzemeler arasindaki belirgin benzerlikleri agiga ¢ikarmakradir.®® Ayni zamanda, yiizey arastirma-
larinda bolgede genis ve diizenli yayilim gésteren 100’tin tizerinde ETC yerlesmesi tespit edilmigtir
ve goriiniige bakilirsa ¢ofu bu dénemde kurulmugtur (Res. 6).” Onceki donemlerde oldugu gibi,
bircok yerlesme vadi tabanlarindan yitkselen héyiikler iizerindedir. Bazilar: ise vadi kenarlarindaki

dogal sirtlarda ve platolarda bulunur.
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Neolitik ve Kalkolitik dénemlerdeki gibi, ETC'de de bolge sinurlart dihilinde detayls kazilmag
yerlesimlerin azligi, belirgin geleneklerin mezarlarda sikga bulunmug keramik ve kiigiik buluntu-
lar sayesinde yapilabilecek kiiltiirel ve ekonomik agiklamalart kisitlamakradir. Detaylarin halen
agiga kavusturulmas: gerekse de elimizdeki buluntu gruplarina dayanarak, ETC I ve ETC II Batt
Anadolu’daki genis keramik alanlarinin somutlagtigs evreler seklinde ifade edilebilir. Béylece Lidya,
Yortar'daki pithos mezarhigindan ¢ikanlara benzeyen ¢anak ¢6mlekleriyle birlikte, Troia I-Yortan-
iznik bolgesine girmekredir®® Ayni tsluptaki keramiklerin Gediz nehri vadisi boyunca Kulaya
kadar goriilmesi, s6z konusu iislubun genis kapsamini gostermekte, ayn: zamanda dogu kadar
giineydeki daglik bélgelere ve vadilere de niifuz etmis olabilecegini diisiindiirmekeedir ki, bu da
bahsedilen balgede ortak bir kiilciirel cevrenin varligina isaret eder”’ Dogudaki @rnegin Kusura
ve Beycesultan), batidaki (Iasos, Lesbos, Khios ve Samos gibi kiy1 Ege yerlesimleri) ve giineydeki
(Karia Aphrodisiast ve Lykia daki Karatag-Semayiik) yerlesimlerle agikga izlenen keramik baglanti-
lart Bat: Anadolu'nun ETC etkilesim alanlarinin genigligini gostermekredir.”

Sit alanlar yerel yerlesim sekillerinin detaylarini agifa ¢ikaracak kadar kazilmamigur; yine de
kazilan yerlerdeki gémiilere ait kalintilar, yukarida deginilen dénemde hem yerlesme igi (genellikle
cocuklara aittir) hem de yerlesme digt gomii tiplerinin ve buluntularinin cegicliligi hakkinda 6nemli
bilgiler saglamaktadir. Bat1 Anadolu'daki diger yerler gibi, en ¢ok rastlanan gémii tipi, bedenin bir
pithos icine yerlestirildigi tiptir; 6liiye hemen her zaman keramikler ve bazt 6rneklerde de zengin
bagka buluntu gruplari eglik eder: tag vazolar, metal ya da tagtan hayvan figiirinleri ve antropo-
morfik figiirinler veya “idoller”, cilalanmig tag baltalar, bakir alagimli silahlar, giimiis, altin veya
elektron gahsi siis egyalari (Res. 7-14). Ege kiy1 bolgelerine yakin yerlerde goriildiigii tizere, sandik
mezarlar da mevcurtur. Bunlar bazen pithos gomiilerin yanindadir ve Kiklac geleneklerinden etki-
ler tasirlar.® Kiklatlarla iligkiler Akhisar Vadisi'ndeki bir pithos gémiide ele gegmis ETC II'ye ta-

Limirted excavations -- in the early twentieth century at Yortan (modern Bostancy), in the upper
Bakir River valley just souch of Gelembe; in the 1960s at Ahlatli Tepecik and Eski Balikhane, on
the southern shore of Marmara Golii; and more recently at Gavureepe, near Alagehir, and Ulucak,
in the Kemalpaga Valley -- provide the best contextual evidence for the period, revealing broad
similarities of material from both burial and habitation contexes.?® At the same time, surface
surveys have revealed a widespread and more regular distribution of over 100 sites of EBA dare
throughout the region, the majority of them apparently newly setcled in this period (Fig. 6).”
As in earlier periods, most settlemencs are on mounds cthat rise from valley floors, while some are
located on higher ground, on the natural ridges and plareaus at valley edges.

For the EBA, as for the Neolithic and Chalcolithic periods before it, the paucity of thor-
oughly excavared sites in che area limits cultural and economic interprerations to those that can
be derived from porrery and other small finds, frequently found in burials of distinctive tradi-
tions. While details still need ro be worked out, based on the discovery of fuller assemblages of
material, the EB I and EB II phases may generally be characterized by the solidification of broad
pottery zones within western Anatolia, so that Lydia falls within what has been idencified as the
Troy I-Yortan-fznik zone,*® wich pottery like that recovered from the pithos cemetery of Yorran
predominating. The appearance of the same style pottery at sites located throughout the Gediz
River valley as far east as Kula shows the broad extent of the style, which may have penetraced
the uplands and valleys to the east and south as well, probably indicating a shared cultural milieu
within this area.”’ Ceramic connections to sites to the east (e.g., Kusura and Beycesultan), to the
west (e.g., coastal and Aegean island sites such as Iasos and sites on Lesbos, Chios, and Samos),
and to the south (e.g., Aphrodisias in Caria and Karatag-Semayiik in Lycia) are apparent as well,
showing the broader connections of the EBA interaction spheres of western Anarolia.”
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rihlenen Kiklat yapim: iki tas kase ile ayrica temsil edilmektedir.’ Gomii ve yerlesim kanitlarindan
da izlenebilen Kiklat etkileri, kendilerine 6zgii gomii gelenekleriyle gelen yeni halklardan ziyade
ve tamamen Anadolu’ya &zgii gelisimler degilse, Geg Kalkolitik kiiltiirel iligkilerini sekillendirmis
aynu tip genis etkilesim alaninin iiriintidiir.>

Geg ETC I evresinde ve ETC Il'nin sonunda bircok yerlesimde gériilen tahribatin akabinde,
ETC IIT'tin boyle genis etkilesim alanlari, Anadolu'da simdi Troia, Limantepe ve Bat: Anadolu'daki
Karatag-Semayiik, Orta Anadolu'daki Demircihtyiik ve Kiilliioba ile Kilika'daki Tarsus gibi bey-
liklerle iligkili tist sinflar arasindaki mal aligverisinde ciddi artisa sebep olmugtur. “Anadolu Ticaret
Ag1" veya “Biiyiik Kervan Yolu” olarak bilinen bu etkilesim alant MO 3. binyilin ikin yarisinda mal
gruplarina bolgeler arasi karakter kazandirmigtir. Bunlar arasinda mermer idoller (Res. 12) ile depas-
lar, gift kulplu bardaklar ve kesitli akitacakls testiler gibi bat1 kokenli mallar yaninda (Res. 10), tipik
dogu etkili el yapimi vazolar ve Suriye siseleri bulunur. Ayrica, artik gercek kalay tuncundan yapilan
metal nesnelere (mesela miihiirleri silahlar ve igneler) karg: ilgi genel anlamda artis gostermektedir’
Boyle birgok buluntu Ortabat: Anadolu'daki buluntu gruplar: arasinda goriilmektle beraber, bélgenin
MO 3. binyil sonunda bu aga istirakinin her yerde gériilen belirtisi, “Bati Anadolu Kirmizi Perdahls
Mallar1” olarak bilinen ¢ark yapimi canak ¢mleginin ortaya cikisidir?® Bunlar ve diger kanitlar, 6zel-
likle tiretimde binyilin baginda baglayan merkezilesmeye dogru bir egilime isaret ermektedir. Soz
konusu egilim sonraki dénemde sosyal ve siyasi cok yonliiliigii doruk nokrasinda tagtyacakir.

Orta ve Geg Tung Caglari

“Anadolu Ticarer Agi"nin Orta Tung Cagrnda (OTC, yak. MO 2000-1600) diger her yerdeki
uzun vadeli sonucu, Kiiltepe, Alisar, Acemhdyiik, Karahéyiik-Konya ve Beycesultan’dan bilinen
sehir devleti sistemlerinin meydana ¢ikmasidir. Bunlarda biiyiik boyutlardaki yerlesimler, saraylar,

Settlement sites have yet to be excavated fully enough to reveal details of local settlement
structure, yet mortuary remains from the excavated sites mentioned above provide good informa-
tion about the range of burial types and grave goods found in both intramural burials (usually
associated with children) and extramural cemeteries. As elsewhere in western Anartolia, the most
frequently attested type of burial is in a pithos, with the deceased accompanied by grave goods
that almost always include ceramics, and, in particular examples, a rich assortment of other
items: stoneware vessels; animal and anthropomorphic figurines, or “idols,” in stone or metal;
polished stone axes; copper-alloy weapons; and silver, gold, or electrum personal adornments
(Figs. 7-14).” As elsewhere in regions peripheral to Aegean coastal territories, burials in cists are
found as well, sometimes alongside pithos burials, and from these are usually inferred influences
from Cycladic traditions.”” Additional Cycladic connections can be found in two stone bowls
of Cycladic manufacture and EB II date found in a pithos burial in the Akhisar Valley.”> These
Cycladic interconnections, among others suggested by mortuary and settlement evidence, need
not represent the migration of new peoples with their particular mortuary traditions; rather, they
probably resulted from the same type of broad interaction sphere that defined Late Chalcolithic
cultural affinities, if not from entirely internal Anatolian developments.’

In the late EB II phase and, following destructions common to many sites at the end of EB I,
the EB III phase, such broad interaction spheres resulted in significant increases in the exchange
of materials across Anatolia between elites now associated with chiefdoms at such sites as Troy,
Liman Tepe, and Kararag-Semayiik in western Anatolia, Demircihdyiik and Kiilliioba in central
Anatolia, and Tarsus in Cilicia, among many other sites. Known casually as the “Anatolian Trade
Network” or “Great Caravan Route,” this interaction sphere of the second half of the third mil-
lennium BCE resulted in the interregionality of material assemblages, including characteristically
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western features such as stone idols (Fig. 12), and ceramic forms, including depata, rankards, and
jugs with cutaway spouts (Fig. 10), and characteristically eastern features such as wheel-made
pottery, Syrian borttles, and a general increase in metal goods now made from real rin-bronze
(e.g., seals, weapons, and pins).”” While many such finds can be located among the assemblages
of central western Anatolia, the most ubiquirous manifestation of its participation in this network
of the late third millennium BCE is the widespread occurrence of wheel-made pottery known as
“West Anatolian Red Slipped Ware.”* These and other pieces of evidence point towards a cul-
mination of the trend of centralization, especially of production, that began earlier in the millen-
nium and that led to a crescendo of social and political complexity in the subsequent period.

The Middle and Late Bronze Ages

The long-term results of the “Anatolian Trade Network” elsewhere in the Middle Bronze Age
(MBA, ca. 2000-1600 BCE) included the rise of city-state systems best known from sites like
Kiltepe, Alisar, Acemhoyiik, Karahoyiik-Konya, and Beycesultan, where large site sizes, palaces,
massive fortifications, and evidence of long-distance commercial interactions are characteristic.
Gradually developing and strongly centralized state systems appear in central western Anatolia,
too, but perhaps not until slightly later, after several centuries sometimes thought of as transi-
tional to the western Anatolian MBA.? While the earlier part of the MBA is scill not well under-
stood locally, by the latter part, ca. 1700 BCE, large fortified citadels with lower towns had begun
to develop in the middle Gediz River valley, along the lines of similarly pronounced and roughly
contemporary developments in the Troad (e.g., Troy VI). The centralization of production and
power associated with this period might be reflected also in setclement patterns, wherein a general
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Res.17. Kaymakgi'daki algak
glineydogu terasi {izerinde otlanan
koyunlar (Orta Lidya Arkeolojik
Aragtirmalart izniyle).

Fig. 17. Sheep grazing on the lower

southeastern terrace of the citadel
at Kaymakg1.
CLAS
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masif tahkimarlar ve uzun mesafeli ticaret iligkileri tipikeir. Giderek gelisen ve son derece merkezi
devlet sistemleri kisa stite sonra, bazen Bati Anadolu OTC’sine gecis evresi olarak tanimlanan bir-
ka¢ yiizyilin ardindan Ortabati Anadolu'da da gériiliir”” OTC'nin ilk kismi yerel bazda ¢ok iyi
anlagilamamasina ragmen, ikinci kismina gelindiginde, yani yak. MO 1700’lerde, Gediz nehir va-
disi boyunca asa@: sehirlere sahip tahkimacl bilyiik kaleler (sitadel) geligmeye baglar. Bunlar, ayni
sekilde belirgin ve kabaca cagdas Troas drnekleri ile (Grnegin Troia VI) ayni ¢izgidedir. Bu dénem-
le iligkilendirilen iiretim ve iktidarin merkezilegmesi yerlesim sekillerine yansimigeir: I¢ Ortabat
Anadolunun her tarafina yayilmis yerlesimlerin sayisinda genel bir azalma (MO 3. binyilda 100
yerlesmeden MO 2. binyilda yaklagik 70 yerlesime), daha yogun niifuslu merkezler icin eskilerin

terki anlamina gelebilir.

Bununla birlikte, MO 2. binyil icinde yerlesim sekillerindeki degsimi tespit etmek, bu dénem
boyunca yerel canak ¢mlek geleneklerinin siirekliligi yiiziinden karmagiklagmakeadir. Oyle ki,
yerlesimleri binyildan daha Gteye tarihlemek ¢ogu zaman imkénsizdir. Sorun, bir¢ok durumda Orta
Tung Gagrnt Geg Tung Cagrnda (GTC, yak. MO 1600-1200) sadece yiizey keramigine dayali ka-
nitlarla ayiramuyor olusumuzdur. MO. 2.binyil siiresince yerlesme sayilarindaki genel diisiise kargin,
MO 3. binyildaki bslgeler ayn1 gekilde iskan edilmislerdir; buralardaki yerlesmelerin secimi gegen
binyilda gériilen modeli devam ettirmekredir. Akhisar ve Manisa arasindaki vadiler gibi yerlerde
az sayida yerlesme vardir. Yine de, ileride Demir Cagi bagkenti Sardeis'in kurulacag: Gediz nehir
vadisinin orta kesiminde, yerlesmelerin ¢ofaldifina ve yerlesim sekillerinde belirgin bir degigime
sahit olunmakeadir.

Burada, Marmara Gélii'nii cevreleyen tepe yamaclari ve kiyilarda (Res. 15), yak. MO 1700’ lerde
en az dore tahkimatls sitadelden —ikisi biiyiik ikisi kiiciik- olusan bir yerlesim ag: gelismistir. Yakin
zamanda kegfedilen bu sitadellerin her biri GTC'ye kadar iskin edilmis ve bundan sonra bir daha

reduction in the number of sites spread throughout inland central western Anatolia -- from over
100 sites in the third millennium BCE to roughly 70 sites in the second millennium BCE -- may
suggest local abandonments in favor of nucleation at larger population centers.

Identifying changes within second-millennium BCE settlement partterns, however, is compli-
cated by the durability of local pottery traditions chroughout the millennium, so that it is often
impossible to date sites more closely than to the millennium. This problem arises from an inability,
in many cases to, separate the Middle Bronze Age from the Late Bronze Age (LBA, ca. 16001200
BCE) based on surface pottery alone. Despite the general contraction in settlement numbers
throughout the second millennium BCE, the same general areas occupied in the third millennium
BCE remained populared, with site preferences appearing to follow the pattern set millennia earlier.
A reduced number of sites can be found in areas such as the valleys becween Akhisar and Manisa; yer,
significantly, an increase in the number of sites and a distinct change in settlement patterns occur in
the middle Gediz River valley, the heartland of the later Iron Age capital at Sardis.

Here, in the foothills and along the lakeshore surrounding Marmara Gélit (Fig. 15), a recently
discovered network of at least four fortified citadels - two small and two large — developed by
ca. 1700 BCE, and each citadel was used until the end of the LBA, after which none was sig-
nificantly reoccupied (Fig. 16)." All show some evidence of burnt destructions on their surfaces,
but it is impossible to determine from surface materials alone whether such destructions caused
their abandonment or came somewhat earlier in their histories. The two smaller citadels, Kizbact
Tepesi and Gedevre Tepesi, enclose roughly 1 ha of fortified space each. The two others enclose
areas that are substantially larger than any known contemporary citadel in all of western Anatolia,
with Asartepe enclosing 3.8 ha and Kaymakgt a total of 8.6 ha. The citadels of Gavurtepe,
Bademgedigi Tepe, and Troy, for example, are much smaller, each enclosing between 1 ha and
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yeniden yerlesime tantk olmamugtir (Res. 16)." Hepsi de yiizeyde yangin tahribatina dair izler tastr,
ama sitadellerin bu tahribattan dolay: mi terk edildigi yoksa yikimin daha erken bir rarihte mi
meydana geldigi tek bagina yiizey buluntularindan anlagilamamaktadir. Kizbaci Tepesi ve Gedevre
Tepesi olarak adlandirilan iki kiigtik sitadelin her biri kabaca birer hektarlik bir alani ¢evrelemek-
tedir. Diger ikisi ise Bati Anadolu’da bilinen ¢agdas sitadellerin hepsinden daha biiytik bir alan:
(Asartepe 3,8 ve Kaymake 8,6 hektar) kaplamakradir. Ornegin Gavurtepe, Bademgedigi ve Troia

2.2 ha. In addition, the two larger citadels of the network surrounding Marmara Gélii are each
associated with large lower sertddements. Because of its dominant position and size and its inter-
nal complexity, as determined from microtopographic and geophysical survey, Kaymakei is best
understood as the capital of the local network, and probably also as the capital of the entire region
(Figs. 17-18).

Preserved in ruined condition at the highest elevation of che site is an inner circuit of fortifica-
tions that defines a central sector or inner citadel characrerized by concentric terraces surround-
ing an acropolis-like platform. The general organization of this inner citadel at Kaymakei bears
some similarity to the citadel of Troy VI-VII, yet ar Kaymakgr it composes only one part of the
larger well-fortified space. An outer circuit of fortifications at Kaymakci helps to define lower
terraces in a broad southeastern sector that seems to be characterized by buildings arranged in a
roughly grid-like organization, as well as a western sector characterized by large open spaces and
monumental buildings, at least one of them apparently built in basic megaron form. Upper slopes
wichin the outer circuit of fortifications at Kaymake1 were also buile up, but the definition of their
use remains obscure at this time. Qutside the citadel, a large lower setclement at Kaymakgr adds
tens of hectares to the rotal site area and indicates its potential to host a large community. This
lower sectlement is evidenced primarily by surface pottery that extends away from the highpoint
of the sice to limits chat have yet to be identified.

Pottery from these second-millennium BCE sites in central western Anatolia bears closest affini-
ties to assemblages from sites in coastal western Anarolia, from Panaztepe to Troy, as well as from
the inland sites of Kusura, Beycesultan, and Aphrodisias (Fig. 19)."" Contaces with regions further
afield, such as Hictite central Anatolia and the Mycenaean sphere of the Aegean, are apparent in
imported wares and their local imitations, and perhaps also in burial customs.™ That cencral western
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Res.18. Kaymakgi sitadelinin
Quickbird uydu gériintiisiinden
elde edilmis ii¢ boyutlu gortintisi
{bati-giineybatidan) (Orta Lidya
Arkeolojik Aragtirmalart izniyle).
Fig. 18. Three-dimensional rende-
ring of a QuickBird satellite image
of the citade! of Kaymake: (view to
WNW).
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Res.19. Marmara G6lii etrafindaki
yerlesmelerinden Orta ve Geg
Tung Gadit keramikleri (Orta Lidya
Arkeolojik Aragtirmalari izniyle).
Fig. 19. Selection of Middle and
Late Bronze Age pottery from sites
around Marmara Géli
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sitadelleri cok daha kiicitkeiir, her biri 1 ild 2,2 hekrarlik bir alana sahiprir. Ustelik, Marmara
Golivnii cevreleyen bu iki bityiik sitadelin yine biyiik agagt sehirleri vardir. Mikrotopografik ve jeo-
fizik aragtirmalarin gosterdigi lizere, baskin konumu, bitytikltigii ve dahili gelismigligi, Kaymakgry:
bu yerlesim aginin ve muhtemelen biitiin bélgenin merkezi yapmaktadir (Res. 17-18).

Yerlesimin en yiiksek nokrasinda, yikinet halindeki i¢ tahkimat, akropolis benzeri bir platformu
cevreleyen konsantrik teraslarin meydana getirdigi bir merkezi alan ya da ig sitadeli belirlemektedir.
Bu ic sitadelin genel diizenlemesi Troia VI-VII sitadeline baz: agilardan benzer, ama Kaymakcr'da
iyi tahkimatl: bitylik bir alanin sadece bir kismini meydana getirir. Kaymak¢rnin dig cevre tah-
kimatlar1, kabaca 1zgara planli yapilar: barindiran genis giineydogu kesmindeki alcak teraslar ya-
ninda, agik alanlar ve anitsal yapilarla (en azindan bir tanesi tipik megaron planindadir) 6ne ¢ikan
bati kesimini belirler. Kaymakernin dig tahkimatlart icindeki tist yamaclarda yap: izleri vardur,
ama ne amagla kullanildiklar: belli degildir. Sitadelin digindaki bityiik agag: yerlesme sit alaninin
toplam alanina onlarca hekrar eklemekte ve biiyiik bir topluluga ev sahipligi yapma kapasitesini
gostermekredir. Agag1 yerlesme aslen sit alaninin en yiiksek yerinden baslayan ve siniri heniiz tespit
edilemeyen ylizey keramigi ile varliZini belli ecmekredir.

Ortbat1 Anadolu yerlesmelerinden gelen ¢anak ¢Smleklerin en yakin benzerleri Bati Anadolu
kiyilarinda Panaztepe’den Troiaya kadar, aynt zamanda Kusura, Beycesultan ve Aphrodisias gibi i¢
kesimdeki merkezlerde gbriiliir (Res. 19). Orta Anadolu'daki Hitit anayurdu ya da Ege’nin Miken
etkisi altindaki béliimii gibi uzak bélgelerle olan iligkiler ithal canak comleklerde, onlarin yerel
taklitlerinde ve belki gomii geleneklerinde kargimiza ¢ikmaktadir.®? Ortabati Anadolunun daha
genis bir Hitit diinyasinin parcasi oldugu savi, bolgede kaya anitlarinin kesfedilmesinden beri giin-
demdedir. Bunlardan biri Akpinar'da Manisa Dagrin kuzey bitimindeki bir kaya iizerinde, digeri

Anatolia was part of the larger Hictite world has been assumed ever since the early discovery of rock-
cut monuments in the area: one on a cliff at the northern terminus of Manisa Dag at Akpinar; the
other on a south-facing cliff in the Karabel Pass through the Boz Dag range, at the southern edge
of the Kemalpasa Valley (see Fig. 6)."* Both monuments present relief sculprures accompanied by
inscriptions in hieroglyphic Luwian, a language of the Anatolian sub-branch of the Indo-European
language family (along with Nesite (Hictite), Palaic, etc.). Both are understood as monuments
established by local rulers rendered in styles, traditionally considered Hittite,* that had become
common throughout much of central, south-central, and western Anatolia by the thirceench century
BCE. Associated with a nearby spring, the monument at Akpinar has been identified traditionally
by Classical geographers and modern scholars alike as a seated image of Cybele or another “mother
goddess” figure, yet an alternative reading sees it as a bearded mountain god (Fig. 20).% The Karabel
relief is more overtly geopolitical in nature and provides evidence for the identity of the LBA king-
doms that occupied the area of early Lydia (Fig. 21).

The hieroglyphic Luwian inscription of the Karabel monument records that it was established by
Tarkasnawa, a late-thirteenth-cencury king of Mira, a territory known from archives recovered from
the Hittite capital at Hattusa (modern Bogazkdy).”® Earlier in the second millennium BCE, Mira
and its neighbors had been part of a regional complex known to the Hittites as the Arzawa Lands.
Comprising all of central western Anatolia, and probably greater territories around it, Arzawa was a
significant power in LBA Anatolia, whose kings corresponded diplomatically with Hattusa and Egypt
alike. Frequent sympathizing with the Hittite adversary state known as Ahhiyawa (probably an east
Aegean Mycenaean state or group of kingdoms known to Homer as the Achaeans), and Ahhiyawan
territorial conquests during the mid- and late fourteenth century BCE, led co the conquest and dissolu-
tion of Arzawa into component vassal kingdoms by the Hirtite king Mursili IL% Mira, with its capital
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Res.20. Manisa’min hemen dogusundaki
Akpinar Amitymin gbriiniimi. Muhternelen
sakall bir dag tanrisi tasvir edilmistir.
Fig. 20. View of the Akpinar Monument,
just east of Manisa, probably represen-
ting a bearded mountain god.
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ise Kemalpaga Vadisi'nin gliney kenarinda, Boz Dag'daki Karabel Gegidinin giineye bakan kayalik
yiiziindedir (Res. 6).%* Her iki anit da Anadolu Hint Avrupa dil ailesinin alt kollarindan biri olan
Hiyeroglif Luvice (Nesili (Hititge), Pala vb. dille gibi) yaziclarin eglik etrigi kabarcmalara sahiptir.
Anutlar yerel yoneticiler tarafindan yaptirilmigtir ve Orta, Giiney ve Bati Anadolu’da MO 13. yiiz-
yilda yaygin olan Hitit iislubunda™ iglenmistir. Yakindaki bir kaynak ile iliskili olan Akpinar’daki
kaya anit1 Klasik cografyacilar ve modern bilim adamlari tarafindan oruran Kybele ya da bir baska
“ana tanriga” figlirii olarak ranimlanmigtir. Alternacif bir agiklamaya gére sakalli bir dag tanri-
st becimlenmigtir. (Res. 20).” Karabel kabartmast jeopolitik niteliklidir ve Klasik Dénem oncesi
Lidya'da hiikiim siiren Ge¢ Tung Cagr kralliklarinin kimlikleri konusunda kanic saglar (Res. 21).
Karabel kaya kabarmasinin hiyeroglif Luvice yazits, aniein Hitie bagkenti Hatrusa (bugiinkii
Bogazkoy) arsivlerinden bilinen Mira Kralliginin MO 13. yiizyil sonundaki krali Tarkasnava ta-
rafindan dikildigini akearir.®® MO. 2. binyilin baslarinda Mira ve komsulari, Hititlerin Arzava
Ulkeleri olarak adlandirdig: bir bolgesel birligin iiyesiydi. Bat1 Anadolunun tamamint ve muhte-
melen cevresindeki daha genis topraklar: kapsayan Arzava,
GTC'de 6nemli bir giictii; krallar Hactusa ve Misir ile
diplomatik iligkiler igindeydi.”” Hiriclerin rakibi Ahhiyava
(olasilikla Homeros'un Akha'larina kargilik gelen bir Dogu
Ege Miken devleti ya da devletler roplulugu) ile yakinli-
& ve Ahhiyavanin MO 14. yiizyilin ortas: ve sonundaki
fetihleri II. Mursuli’nin Arzava'yr isgaline, ardindan vasal
kralliklara bslmesine yol agmistir.®® Baskenci Apasa (an-
tik Ephesos) olan ve en azindan Biiyiik Menderes (antik

at Apasa (Classical Ephesus) and with territories extending
at least over the Bliyitk Menderes (Classical Meander) and
Kiigitk Menderes Valleys, coincided with the southern areas
of Classical Lydia.™ The Seha River Land, another member
of Arzawa forced into vassalage by Mursili I1, shared a border
with Mira and is now identified as the Gediz River valley and
areas farther north, coinciding with the heartland of Classical
Lydia® Thus the largest of che citadels around Marmara
Golii, Kaymakgi, might be identified as the regional capital
of the Seha River Land. We know from scarce mentions in
the archives from Hattusa that the vassal Seha River Land
remained a strategic intermediary between Hitrice and
Ahhiyawan lands and interests at least until the late chir-
ceenth century. Thereafter, all historical eraces of it were lost
in the tumultuouns decades of destructions and migrations
assoctared with the end of the Late Bronze Age throughour
the eastern Mediterranean.

The Transition to the lron Age and the Arrival of
the Lydians

Even though strictly historical evidence for Lydia is
lacking for the period between the fall of the local Late
Bronze Age kingdoms of Mira and che Seha River Land
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Meandros) ve Kiicitk Menderes vadilerini igine alan bolgelerde hitkiim stiren Mira Klasik Dénem
Lidyasinin giineyi ile sreiigmekeeydin® 11 Murisili'nin vasal krallik statiisiine indirgedigi Arzava
birliginin bir baska tiyesi olan Seha Nehri Ulkesi, Mira ile sinir komgusuydu. Buras: simdi Gediz
nehir vadisine ve daha kuzeydeki bolgelere yerlestirilmekee, boylece antik Lidyanin anayurdu ile
kesismektedir.”® Dolayisiyla, Marmara Golii civarindaki sitadellerin en bityiigii olan Kaymakg¢t Seha
Nehir Ulkesinin bolge merkezi olarak kabul edilebilir. Hattusa arsivlerindeki sinirls sayida ifade-
lerinden, vasal Seha Nehri Ulkesi'nin en azindan MO 13. ylizy1l sonlarina kadar Hitit ve Ahhiyava
topraklart ile gikarlari arasinda stratejik bir arabulucu oldugunu anliyoruz. Bu tarihten sonra, biitiin
Dogu Akdeniz'de Geg Tung Gagrnin sonuna atfedilen yikim ve goclerle dolu onyillar iginde, Seha
Nehir Ulkesi’ne dair biitiin tarihi izler kaybolmustur.

Demir Cagr'na Gegis ve Lidyahlarin Gelisi

Geg Tung Gag: kralliklart Mira ve Seha Nehir Ulkesi'nin yikiligt ile Sardeis'te Lidya Kralligrnin
yiikselisi arasindaki donem igin tam anlamiyla tarihi kaniclardan yoksunuz. Daha sonralari Klasik
yazarlar, MO 7. yiizyilin baglarindan ortalarina kadarki Yeni Asur belgelerinde tarihi varlifi kanice
lanan Gyges'in kurdugu Mermnad siilalesinden nce iki kral siilalesinden bahseder. Herodotos'taki
erken Lidya siilalelerine dair gergeklerle bagdagmayan gondermeler arasinda belki en basit olanlari,
ilk Lidya siilalesinin Atys oglu Lydos tarafinda kurulmasi ve ardindan gelen 22 nesillik Heraklid'ler
siilalesinin, Gyges'in son Heraklid krali Kandaules'i tahtindan indirmesine kadar 505 yil hitkiim
siirmeleridir® MO 12. yiizyil baslarinda Sardeis’in Heraklid'ler tarafindan ele gegirilisi, kabaca
bu déneme denk gelen bir tahribat tabakast ve ithal Miken canak ¢omlegiyle goriiniirde emin bir
sekilde iligkilendirilmekeedir? Ne var ki, Sardeis'te bu rabakalarin sinirls goritlmesi, yerlesimin tii-

and the rise of the Lydian Kingdom at Sardis, later Classical authors cited the existence of at least
two dynasties of Lydian kings ruling before the Mermnad Dynasty initiated by Gyges, who is
hiscorically artested in Neo-Assyrian archives of the early- to mid-seventh century BCE. Among
many seemingly irreconcilable references to early Lydian dynasties are the stories of Herodotus,
perhaps the simplest, from which we learn chat che first Lydian dynasty was founded by Lydus,
son of Atys, and that twenty-two generations of a second dynasty, known as the Heraclids, ruled
for some 505 years until Gyges” overthrow of the last Heraclid king, Candaules.’" Archacological
corroboration of a Heraclid conquest of Sardis in the early twelfth century BCE has been some-
what presumptuously cited in a level of destruction and imported Mycenaean pottery found at
Sardis roughly dating to this time.”® The rescricted exposure of cthese levels at Sardis makes it
impossible to speak of site-wide events, however, and Sardis is only one of many sites in central
western Anarolia at which have been found Mycenaean pottery of the fourteenth through twelfth
centuries BCE. Further complicating the matter of these fabled early Lydian dynasties are the
“Maconians,” the name by which inhabitants of the middle Gediz River valley were known to
Homer in the late eighth or early seventh century BCE.” The Maconians have been traditionally
understood as early Lydians and Maeonia as a name for early Lydia. While largely credible, these
understandings are based on lictle actual fact, bringing us to the question of what evidence there
is for the arrival of Lydian-speaking populations in the area. Did the Maeonians speak Lydian, or
did Lydian-speaking populations arrive with Gyges and the Mermnad Dynasey? Were Lydians
already present in the MBA and LBA, or did they arrive in the aftermath of the LBA collapse?
The excavations ac Sardis have provided only limited help in addressing these questions, yet
they attest occupation by the LBA, if not earlier, some level of cultural continuity into the Early
Iron Age, and high levels of cultural continuity between the Early Iron Age and the seventh- and
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miine yayilmig olaylardan séz etmeyi imkansiz kilmakrtadir ve Sardeis, Ortabati Anadolu’da MO 14.
yiizyildan 12. yiizyila kadar Miken ¢anak ¢6mlegi veren yerlesmelerden sadece biridir. Bu efsanevi
erken siilaleler meselesi, MO 8. yiizyilin sonunda-7. yiizyilin baginda Homeros'un Malyonyalilar
olarak adlandirdig: Orta Gediz Vadisi sakinlerinin varligt ile daha da karmagiklasmakeadir®
Malyonyalilarin erken Lidyalilara, Malyonya da erken Lidyaliara kargilik geldigi geleneksel olarak
kabul edilmigtir. Bu goriis biiyiik oranda inandirici olmakla birlikte, gercek olaylara cok az dayanir
ve bizi Lidya dili konugan halklarin bslgeye gelisine dair ne gibi kanitlarin bulundugu sorusuna
yoneltir. Malyonyalilar Lidya dili mi konusuyorlard: yoksa Lidya dili konusan halklar Gyges ve
Mermnad siilalesi ile birlikte mi gelmiglerdi? Lidyalilar OTG ve GTC de var miydi yoksa GTC deki
yikimlarin ardindan mi1 ortaya ¢ikmiglards?

Sardeis'teki kazilar bu sorularin cevaplama konusunda sadece kisitli kack: saglamustir. Bununla
beraber, daha erken degilse bile GTC de yerlesimin bulundugunu; Erken Demir Cagrna kadar belli
derecede varligini koruyan, Erken Demir Gag ile Lidya dili konuguldugunu bildigimiz MO 7. ve
6. yiizyildaki Mermnad dénemi arasinda da biiyiik oranda devam eden bir kiiltiirel stirekliligin
varhigint kanitlamistir”* O halde, Sardeis'teki erken tabakalarda gériilen siireklilik Lidya dili konu-
sanlarin Mermand’lardan ¢ok daha 6nce geldiklerini desteklemektedir.

Bununla birlikte, Orta Lidya'da Marmara Golii civarindan gelen arkeolojik kanitlar GTC'yi takip
eden gegis evresinde yerel geleneklerde Snemli kesilmelerin olduguna isaret ecekeedir. Onceki hakim
gliclerle iligkili sitadeller terk edilmigtir, ama eldeki verilerle daha genis capli bir bélgesel terkten séz
edilememektedir. MO 1. binyilin basinda Erken Demir Cag: yerlesimleri ortaya ciktigi zaman, bunlar
her nasilsa énceki hoyiik ve sitadellerden farkli modeller sergiler. Ayni sekilde, en iyi Sardeiste izlenen
daha ge¢ “Lidya” keramik gelenekleriyle uyumlu yeni keramik tipleri ve kil formiilleri yaninda, farkls

sixth-century Mermnad period, when we can be assured of the presence of Lydian speakers.” The
continuity of early levels at Sardis, then, supports the general assumption that Lydian speakers
arrived well before the Mermnads.

Archaeological evidence from central Lydia around Marmara Gélii, however, points to sig-
nificant disruptions in local traditions during the transitional period following the LBA. The
citadels associated with the previous ruling power(s) were all abandoned, yet a wider phenom-
enon of regional abandonment cannot be demonstrated with current evidence. When Iron Age
sites appear in the early first millennium BCE, at any rate, they are associated with different
sectlement patterns, avoiding earlier mounds and ciradels, and different production traditions,
especially those associated with new pottery types and clay recipes marching later “Lydian”
ceramic traditions, best known from Sardis, and also with different mudbrick manufacture. These
changes might easily be explained by internal developments arising after the fall of the local LBA
kingdom. Alternatively, they might support a view adhered to by most historical linguists, that
Lydian speakers, having entered Anatolia at the latest by the early second millennium BCE (along
with the speakers of other languages of the Anatolian sub-branch of Indo-European), migrated
into Classical Lydia, perhaps from northwestern Anarolia in the Early Iron Age.” Lydian speakers
are presumed, in this view, to have replaced the previous Luwian-speaking populations associated
with monuments like Akpinar and Karabel, and presumably also with the ruling kingdom of the
Seha River Land.

Other linguistic evidence, however, highlights continuities between Bronze and Iron Age
roponyms in the Seha River Land and Lydia,’® especially, and there remains the possibility that
Lydian speakers were already present in central western Anatolia in the second millennium BCE.
In such a scenario, the Luwian that appears in hieroglyphic form at Akpinar and Karabel may have
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Res.21. Kemalpasa'nin hemen
glineydojusundaki Karabel Amiti,
Mira Kral) Tarkasnava’nin ad
kabartmaya eglik eden yazitta
belirtiimektedir.

Fig. 21. View of the Karabel
Monument, just southeast of
Kemalpasa, showing Tarkasnawa,
king of Mira, as identified in the
accompanying inscription.
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kerpi yapim teknikleri, degisik yapim gelenekleri ile iliskilendirilmektedir. Bu degisimler yerel GTG
kralliginin ¢skiisiinden sonra meydana gelen dahili geligmeler ile agiklanabilir. Bunun alternaifi, bir-
cok rarihf dilbilimcinin hemfikir oldugu bir goriis, yani en ge¢ MO 2. binyilin baglarinda Anadoluya
girmig (Hint-Avrupa dil ailesinin diger Anadolu alt kollarin: konusan halklarla birlikte) Lidya dilini
konugan topluluklarin Erken Demir Caginda belki de Kuzeybati Anadoluwdan Klasik Lidyaya goc
ettikleri savidir.”® Buna gore Lidya dilini konuganlar, Akpinar ve Karabel aniclar: ile iliskilendirilen
Luvice konugan halklara ilaveten muhtemelen Seha Nehir Ulkesinin yerine gecmislerdir,

Orte yandan, diger dilbilimsel kansclar Seha Nehir Ulkesi ile Lidya'daki yer isimlerinin benzerli-
&ine dikkar cekmektedir’ ve Lidya dili konuganlarin MO 2. binyilda zaten Ortabati Anadolu'da bu-
lunduklars ihtimali meveuttur. Bu senaryoda, Akpinar ve Karabel anitlarinda hiyeroglifik formda
goriilen Luvice, diplomatik yazismalar ve en azindan kismen iki dilli bir Luvi ve Lidya ortamindaki
kamusal anitlarda kullanilmig olabilir. Seha Nehir Ulkesi ve Lidya Kralligr'nin boslgesel benzerlik-
leri, Tung ve Demir ¢aglar1 boyunca siyasi olmasa da kiiltiirel devamliigin destegiyle aranabilir.’?

Sonugta, elideki kanitlarin farkls sekillerde yorumlanabilecegi talihsiz fakar yaygin bir durumla
bag basayiz. Ge¢ Tun¢'tan Erken Demir Gagrna gegiste Orta Lidyanin arkeolojik verilerinde goriilen
belirgin degisimler, Bati Anadolu'nun herhangi bir yerinden gelen Lidyalilar kadar, GTC sonundaki
¢okiigten kaynaklanan yerel sosyal, ekonomik, siyasi gelismeler ile akabinde kompleks bir roplu-
mun yeniden inkisafi sayesinde de agiklanabilir. Lidya dili konugan halklarin Lidya'ya tam olarak
ne zaman geldikleri konusu, Lidya arkeolojisinin ya da en azindan Lidya'ya ait bugiinkii arkeolojik
verilerin cevaplayamadigi bir gizemdir. Lidya prehistoryasinin zenginligini aydinlatan ylizey aragtir-
malarinin bagarsina kargin, prehistorik evre ve dénemlerin hem kendi iclerinde hem de aralarindaki
—ozellikle GTC'den Erken Demir Cagina gegisteki- kiileiirel gelismeleri daha iyi a¢tklamak icin

been used exclusively for diplomacic correspondence and public monuments in at lease a partially
bilingual Luwian and Lydian environment. The territorial uniformity of the kingdoms of the Seha
River Land and Lydia may also be sought in support of cultural, if not also political, continuity
across the Bronze and Iron Ages.’’

We are left wicth the unfortunare, but all too common, predicament that current evidence
can be interpreted in multiple ways. The distince changes in the archaeological record of central
Lydia across the transition from the Late Bronze to Iron Age might be explained by the arrival
of the Lydians from elsewhere in western Anarolia, just as they mighe be explained by local,
social, economic, and political developments arising from the LBA collapse and the subsequent
redevelopment of complex society. Exactly when Lydian-speaking populations arrived in Lydia,
then, is an enigma thar Lydian archaeology, or at least the archacological record of Lydia as it is
known today, seems unable to resolve. Again, despite the successes of surface surveys in illumi-
nating the richness of Lydian prehistory, stratigraphic excavations are greatly needed to clarify
further such cultural developments, both wichin and across prehistoric phases and periods, and
especially across the transition from the LBA to the Iron Age. Whatever may have happened in
the period between the abandonment of the LBA citadels and the appearance of Iron Age sites
in central Lydia, and regardless of when Lydian speakers did actually arrive, one thing is clear:
When state-level society did reappear, the central node of power had shifted from che area around
Marmara Goli, the probable core of the kingdom of the Seha River Land, to the south, across che
Gediz River valley, and to Sardis, where culturally and linguistically distinct Lydian populations
living under the historical Mermnad Dynasty thrived in their florescence of the middle of the
first millennium BCE.
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yine stratigrafik kazilara ihtiyag duyulmakeadir. Orta Lidya'da GTC sitadellerinin terk edilisi ile
Demir Cai yerlesimlerinin ortaya gikigi arasinda her ne olmugsa ve Lidya dili konugan halklarin
her ne zaman gelmigse bir sey kesindir: Devlet diizeyindeki toplumlar yeniden kendilerini goster-
diklerinde ikridarin merkez? agi, Seha Nehir Ulkesinin muhtemel ¢ekirdegi olan Marmara Golii
civarindan giineye, Gediz nehri vadisine ve MO 1. binyilin ortalarinda serpilen tarihi Mermnad
sitlalesi hakimiyetindeki kiiltiirel ve dilbilimsel agidan farkli Lidya halklarina ge¢mistir.

Notlar

1 Oudogan 1989, 202; Seeher 1990, 15; Meri¢ 1993b, 143—44.
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[e%)

deki kaya sanat igin R.L. and U. Bengisu'ya verdikleri bilgilerdne dolayr tesekkiir ederim.
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42 Sardeis'te bazi Hirit keramikleri ve bir cung ok ucu bulunmugtur, ama bunlar daha geg kontekstlerden gelmekeedir. (Spier 1983,
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4 Ramage 1994.
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ve ayrica Stefanini 2002, 798,
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