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Onsoz

2004 yilinin bahar aylarinda Komana’'nin varsayilan lokasyonuna 6nce Yrd. Doc¢. Dr.
Geoffrey Summers ile daha sonra Prof. Dr. Vedat Toprak ve Prof. Dr. M. Liitfi Stizen ile iki
ayri ziyarette bulunduk. Doktora tezi arastirmalarim sirasinda siradisi sosyal, idari ve eko-
nomik yapist ile beni distinduren, ve Hellenistik donem arkeoloji, tarih ve inang tarihine
onemli katkilarda bulunacagini éngoérdugum bu arkeolojik alanda yaptigimiz on ziyaret-
lerde arkeolojik kalintilarin derin alivyonlar altinda kaldigini ve ileri arastirmalarin jeo-
morfolojik etmenler sebebiyle zorlu olacagi gézlemlenmistir. Ancak, Kilich (Gimenek)
koyunun icerisinde bulunan ytiksek tepe ve tzerine dagilmis seramik ve kiremit parcalari-
nin ve dagimik sekilde goziimuize ¢carpan yapi taslarinin arkeolojik bilgi tretimi potansiye-
line sahip oldugu ve Komana icin tanimlanan bu lokasyonun ileri arastirmalar ile netlesti-
rilmesi ihtiyaci acikca gortlmustir. Ayni yilin Ekim ayinda 4 Kkisilik bir ekiple baslayan
yuzey arastirmalar1 2009 yilina kadar devam etmistir. Yazey arastirmalarinda hem yukarida
soz ettigim tepe (Hamamtepe) ve cevresinde, hem de Komana’nin Roma dénemi kaynak-
larinda gecen ve asagi yukar: bugtin Tokat’in Merkez il¢esini icine alan etki alaninda genis
capl arastirmalar yapilmistir. Yiizey arastirmalar1 Komana’'nin Gumenek ve cevresindeki
bolgede genis kentsel alaninin kalintilar ve nekropol alanlari ile tanimlanmasini saglamis-
tir. Diger yandan hem Komana’nin kentsel alani icerisinde hem de kontrolundeki bolge-
de yasamin Ge¢ Kalkolitik donemden bu yana neredeyse kesintisiz stiregeldigini goster-
mistir. Bircok farkli doneme ait yerlesim belirlenmis ancak 6zellikle Orta Bizans donemini
temsil eden yerlesimler oldukca belirgin bir yerlesim agina isaret etmistir.

2009 yilinda kaz1 calismalar: 6ncelikli olarak Komana’nin merkezinde bulunan
Hamamtepe tizerinde baslamistir. Kaz1 ¢calismalarinin birincil amaci Hellenistik donemde
onemli bir ugrak yeri olan Komana kutsal alaninin yapisal 6zelliklerini ortaya ¢ikararak
“tapinak devleti”, “tapinak kolesi”, “tapinak fahiseleri” gibi kavramlarin fiziksel yansimala-
rina ulasmak olmustur. Komana yalnizca kutsal alan olma 6zelligine sahip degildir. Ayn1
zamanda hem tarimsal faaliyetlerden elde ettigi bir zenginlige sahiptir, hem de, 6zellikle
de festival zamanlarinda, onemli bir ticaret merkezidir. Mithriadates hanedanhiginin tapi-
nim merkezi yari-6zerk olarak tanimlayabilecegimiz statisiniit Roma doneminde dahi sur-

dirmaustar.
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Komana’da kazi ¢alismalar1 6 yildir suregelmektedir. Bu asamada Hellenistik donem ve
hatta Roma donemine dair kalintilar oldukca sinirhdir. Yapisal kalintilar 3 ana evreyi tem-
sil etmektedir. Hamamtepe tlizerinde en son kullanim evresi Osmanli donemine tarihle-
nir. Hemen altinda 12.-13. ytzyillara tarihleyebildigimiz Danismend/Selcuklu evresi bulu-
nur. Bu evre 11.-12. ytzyillarda kullanim gérmis Orta Bizans dénemi kilise ve nekropol
evresinin uzerinde bulunur. Roma dénemine ait yazitlar, seramik parcalar1 ve Hellenistik
doneme ait seramikler tepede daha erken donemlerde de yerlesim oldugunu 6nerse de
hentiz anakayanin derinlestigi bolgelerde ¢alismalar ilerlememis ve buralarda izlerine
rastlayacagimiz daha erken donem kalintilarina ulasilmamaistir.

Bir yandan kazi ¢alismalarinin temel problemine cevaplar ilk 6 y1l icerisinde alinmaya bas-
lanamamis olmasina ragmen diger yandan ortaya ¢ikarilan ve disiplinleraras: bir yaklasim-
la ele alinan 11.-17. yiizyillar arasina yayilan Bizans ve Islamiyet dénemi kalintilar1 Anadolu
icin az bulunan nitelikte veriler ortaya koymustur. Kaz1 ekibi bu buluntular 1s1g1nda proje-
nin hedeflerinde degisiklikler yaparak onceligi Anadolu’da Bizans hakimiyetinin zayifla-
masi ile birlikte Tturklesme ve Musltimanlasma stireclerini anlamaya, bu sturecleri 6zel ola-
rak kirsal ekonomi, idare, ntfus ve yerlesim sistemlerinde tanimlamaya vermistir. Calisma
bu haliyle bircok anlamda bilgi tiretmektedir. Komana boélgenin 6énemli bir kenti,
Hamamtepe’de bu kentte idarenin, uretimin, stoklarin ve kriz anlarinda vatandaslarin
guvenlik altina alindig kalesi olmalidir. Amorium kazilarinda g6zlemlendigi gibi kale ve
asag1 sehirde yasam Komana’nin yerlesim dokusunu da belirlemis, Komana kirsal bir kale-
nin otesinde, yaygin yerlesimli bir kent olarak islevini sirdirmustur.

Komana kazilarinda bugtine kadar 11.-17. yazyillar arasinda ti¢ farkli idari giictin egemen-
liginde yasamin suregeldigi Komana’da Bizans’dan Osmanli’ya, mimariye, iretime, yasam
kosullarina, dogal cevreye, tarim ve hayvanciliga, ticarete, ve inanca dair bilgiler derlen-
mistir. Hazirladigimiz kitapta bu bilgilerin 6n bir degerlendirmesinin yapilabilmesi ve
sunulmasi amaclanmistir. Kitabin 1. Boltiimii’'nde Komana’nin tarihi 2. B6lumu’'nde ise
arkeolojik kaz1 calismalar: ve kazi calismalarinin 6n sonuglart sunulmaktadir. Sonuclar
kaz1 raporlarinin detaylarindan arindirilarak evreleri takip eder bicimde ve buluntularin
genel bir degerlendirmesi ile sunulmustur. Uctincii boliim Komana’nin cografyasi ve jeo-
morfolojisi Gizerine araziden ve kaynaklardan derlenmis verilerin sunumu ve yorumunu
icermektedir. Kazilarda Roma donemine tarihlenebilecek 3 adet yazit bulunmustur.
Hamamtepe nin yerlesim tarihini aydinlatic1 bilgiler sunan bu t¢ yazit 4. Bolum’de ele
alinmistir. Kazilarda 11.-12. yzyili temsil eden kilise evresi nekropolle birlikte degerlendi-
rilmistir. Bugtine kadar yaklasik 70 bireye ait mezar bulunmus ve iskeletler antropolojik
olarak incelenmistir. Komana’da Orta Bizans donemi kirsal yasam sartlari ile ilgili 6nemli
gozlemler iceren bu calisma 5. Boliim’de sunulmustur. Antropolojik calismalarin sagladi-
g1 yasama dair verileri destekler nitelikte cok degerli arkeozoolojik ve arkeobotanik aras-
tirmalar kazinin ilk yilindan itibaren projenin bir parcasi olmus, Ortacag botanigi ve zoo-
lojisine dair bilgilerin hatirt sayilir bicimde artmasini saglamistir. 6. ve 7. Bolimler bu
alana ayrilmistir. Komana'nin 2013 ve 2014 yillarinda ortaya cikarilan iki kilisesi zengin
metal buluntular ile 11.-12. ytizyila tarihlenebilmis, roliker haclarin degerlendirilmesi 8.
Bolum’de yapilmistir. Yine kilisenin freskleri roliker haclarla tarihi olarak ortasmustur.

Dokuzuncu Bolum fresklere ayrilmistir. Komana’da seramikler ¢cok yogun olarak tim kat-
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manlardan elde edilmektedir. Hem kaliteli kaplar hem de gtunlik kullanim kaplar: cesit
olarak zengindir. Seramiklerin genel degerlendirilmesi calismasi hala devam etmektedir
ancak kitabin 10. B6liumi’'nde bir ¢co6p ¢cukurundan gelen seramik grubu degerlendirilmis-
tir. Seramiklerin tipolojik, kronolojik 6zellikleri ve ekonomik anlamlarini ele alan bu
boltimi, tretim teknolojileri ve yerel tretimi sorgulayan malzeme calismasi 11. Bolum’de
takip etmektedir. Son olarak Komana’daki kiiltler kazida bulunan yazitlar, antik kaynaklar
ve devsirme yap1 taslari 1s1iginda tartistlmaktadir.

Bu kitabin hazirlanmasindaki amag¢ kazinin ozellikle ilk bes yilinin degerlendirilmesidir.
Ancak bunun 6tesinde bu kitabin énemli bir misyonu daha vardir. Anadolu’da Ortacag ve
ozellikle de Bizans — Beylikler ve Selcuklu donemi gecisleri arkeolojik olarak cok az tize-
rinde durulmus bir donemdir. Kaz1 calismalar1 genellikle hedefledikleri doneme yonelir-
ken ortaya c¢ikardiklar1 katmanlarin tizerini 6rten bu “gec” malzemeyi ya bir kenara itmis
ya da hizlica degerlendirip yoluna devam etmistir. Boylece bircok kazi alanindan elde edi-
lebilecek Ortacag’a dair bilgi yok olmustur. Komana’da kazilarin sundugu veriler genis ve
cok disiplinli bir ekiple ele alindiginda Ortacag’da Anadolu’nun i¢ bolgelerinin hareketli-
ligini, uluslararasi niteligini, yerlesimlerin cesitliligini ve dolayisiyla gozard: edilen bu mal-
zemenin potansiyelini acikc¢a ortaya koymustur. Konstantinopolis i¢in parlak ancak i¢ bol-
geler icin sontk oldugu varsayillan Orta Bizans doneminde Anadolu’nun i¢ bolgelerinin
de canli ekonomilere sahip olduklari, Komana 6rneginde 6zellikle Dogu bolgelerle yakin
iliskiler icerisinde bulundugu ve prestij objeleri ve pahali tiiketim mallarina ulasabildigi
gozlemlenmistir. Bu gozlemler elbette calkantili siyasi durumu go6zardi etmemize sebep
olmamis aksine, Beylikler doneminde, Tokat’ta Danismendler idaresinde yasamin suregel-
digini, yerlesik kentsel yasamin ¢ok ¢abuk benimsendigini, iretim faaliyetlerinin yogun
bicimde devam ettigini ve varolan kaynaklarin etkili bir sekilde kullanildigini géstermistir.
Dolayisiyla kitabin misyonu, Anadolu Ortacag’inin Beylikler doneminin arkeolojik arastir-
malarin bir parcasi oldugunda tiretebilecegi bilgileri gostermektir. Ontimiizdeki yillarda
Komana Arkeolojik Arastirma Projesi’nin misyonu ise Tokat’ta Bizans’dan Danismendler’e
geciste yerlesim dokusunun anlasilmasi, siyasi ve ekonomik krizlerin arkeolojik veride yan-
simalarinin izlenmesi, Anadolu tarihsel cografyasinda Hiristiyanliktan Muslimanhiga geci-
sin sebep oldugu degisimlerin tanimlanmas: ve bu degisimlerin aktorlerinin ortaya kon-
masi olacaktir. Yine gorece az calisilmis Osmanl arkeolojisine de katki saglamay1 hedefle-
yen proje hem yazili kaynaklar hem de arkeolojik veriler 1s1g31nda Osmanh kirsalini da
aydinlatmay1 hedeflemektedir.

Bu ¢alismanin stirdtaralmesinde manevi ve maddi etkili bir¢cok kisi ve kurum bulunmakta-
dir. En basta, Komana’ya benimle seyahat ederek alanda ilk incelemelerde bulunan Yrd.
Doc. Dr. Geoffrey Summers, Prof. Dr. Vedat Toprak ve Prof. Dr. M. Litfi Stizen’e tesekkiir
ederim, kesif ziyaretleri bilge kimselerle her zaman iyi sonuclar vermistir. Ayrica TUBITAK
projemizin danismani Prof. Dr. Simer Atasoy’da bilge Kkisiligi ile bize her zaman yol gos-
termistir. 2012 yilindan beri Kazi Baskan Yardimciligini ytirttmekte olan Prof. Dr. Murat
Arslan’a hem yogun calismalar: arasinda bize destek olmaya devam ettigi hem de Karadeniz
ile ilgili engin tarih bilgisini paylastig: icin tesekkir ederiz. Calismanin ilk gtintinden ve
hatta doktora tezimin yazzmindan, 2000 yilindan beri hem idari hem de manevi destegini

hi¢ esirgememis olan eski Tokat Muzesi Muduru Arkeolog Gliven Yetiskin tim Komana
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kaz1 ekibi icin ¢ok degerlidir. Tokat’ta bize yine ilk ginden beri destek olan, bilgi, tecriibe
ve arsivlerini paylasan Hasan Erdem Tokat icin oldugu kadar Komana icin de degerli bir
hazinedir. Tokat’ta ilk yillardan bu yana bircok vali gérev yapmuistir, her biri Komana kazi-
sin1 gonulden desteklemislerdir, kendilerine tesekkir ederiz. Tokat 11 Ozel Idaresi eski
Genel Sekreteri Muhlis Yesilyurt Komana’'nin potansiyelini gormiis, calismalarimiza inan-
mis ve sonsuz destek vermistir. Tokat Miuzesi bizleri her zaman gulerytizle karsilayan, calis-
malarimizi kolaylikla stirdirmemiz icin ¢alisan bir kurum olmustur; Mize Mudura Halis
Sahin, Arkeologlar Huilya Aydin ve Saliha Icen idari konularda desteklerini esirgememis-
lerdir. Tokat Muizesi Teknisyeni Mehmet Ucar Komana kazisi ve kazi ekibi icin her asama-
da calismis, maddi manevi her konuda bizlere destek olmustur. Kendisi Tokat Miizesi ve
Komana icin vazgecilmez bir degerdir. Tokat Il Kiiltiir Miidiiri Abdurrahman Akytiz, 11
Kualtar Sube Mudurt Selahattin Adigtzel, I1 Kiltir Mudar Yardimeist Ali Ucar, Tokat
Valisi Ozel Kalem Miidiirti Yilmaz Demirci, ve tim I1 Ktltir Mudurlagu, Miuze, Ozel Idare
calisanlari, 11 Genel Meclisi tiyeleri, 6zellikle Daim Namli ve Valiligin ilgili birimleri cali-
sanlar ilgi ve desteklerini sirdiirmektedirler, kendilerine tesekkiir ederiz. Bula kdyt muh-
tar1t Ahmet Yilmaz ve Bula koyu sakinleri bizlere kucak acmistir, onlara da sonsuz tesekku-
ru borg biliriz. Kazidaki iscilerimiz Bula ve Giimenek koylerinden gelmektedir. Canla basla
calisan koy sakinleri calismanin emektarlart olmuslardir.

Komana kazis1 maddi olarak da bir¢cok kurumdan destek almistir. T.C. Kaltir Bakanlig:
Kiltiir Varliklar1 ve Miizeler Genel Miidirligi, DOSSIM, Tokat Valiligi 11 Ozel Idaresi,
Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi Bilimsel Arastirma Projeleri, TUBITAK 1001 Bilimsel ve
Teknolojik Arastirma Projelerini Destekleme Programi (2010-2012) destekleri sayesinde
proje surdurulmektedir.

Komana ekibi tek tek cok degerli tiyelerden olusmaktadir, bugiine kadar calismalarimiza
katilmis tim 6grenci ve hocalarimiz calismanin basarisina katkida bulunmuslardir kendi-
lerine tesekkur ederiz.

Bir de ekibimizin gonullileri vardir ki onlar kazinin maddi manevi diregi olmuslardr.
Komana kazis1 Gonul, Murat, Yaz ve Kar Erciyas’in destekleri olmadan hayal bile edilemez-
di, onlara sonsuz tesekkurler.
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Foreword

We have visited the proposed location of the site of Komana in 2004 first with Asst.Prof.
Geoffrey Summers then with Prof. Vedat Toprak and Prof. M.L. Stizen. At these prelimi-
nary visits at this site, which had struck me with its peculiar social, administrative and eco-
nomic characteristics during my PhD research and which proved to have a great potential
in understanding the archaeology, history and religion in Hellenistic Pontus, we have
observed that the ruins were buried under deep aluvial depositions and further archaeo-
logical work would be difficult due to geomorphological processes at the site. Yet, the hill
in the middle of the village of Kilich (Gimenek) and the scattered architectural frag-
ments around this hill and in the village indicated that it would be worth initiating further
research at the site. In the month of October of the same year, a small team of four began
surveys which continued until 2009. During the surveys both the immediate area around
the hill mentioned above (Hamamtepe) and the area within the borders of Roman
Komana which coincided with the Merkez province of modern day Tokat was investigated.
These surveys enabled us to define the urban borders of Komana with the help of archi-
tectural remains and the identification of the necropoleis. Surveys also indicated that
communities continuously existed in the larger territory from the Late Chalcolithic peri-
od onwards. Sites dating to various periods were identified however, the Middle Byzantine
sites had signaled a unique settlement network.

The excavations at the site began in 2009 on the central hill, Hamamtepe. The prelimi-
nary objective of the excavations was to reveal the physical characteristics of the sanctuary
at Komana in order to identify the reflections of the terms “temple state”, “temple slaves”
and “sacred prostitutes” in archaeological remains. Komana was not only a sacred sanctu-
ary but it was also a rich center due to fertile arable lands and trade especially during the
festivals. The semi-autonomous status earned during the reign of the Mithradatic kings

resumed even during the Roman period.

We have completed six years of excavations at Komana. The remains dating to the
Hellenistic and Roman periods at this point is scarce. The structural remains represent
three main periods. The final occupation at Hamamtepe dates to the Ottoman period.
Immediately below that is the Danishmendid/Seljukid period (12th.13th centuries).
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Underneath is the Middle Byzantine (11"-12 centuries) church and cemetery level. The
inscriptions dating to the Roman period and ceramics dating to the Roman and Hellenistic
periods were recovered at Hamamtepe and indicated earlier phases of occupation at the
site, however the excavations at locations where the bedrock is deeper are yet insufficient
to reveal habitation levels of the Roman and Hellenistic periods.

The excavations in the last six years have not answered much of the initial research ques-
tions however, the interdisciplinary work conducted at the site produced unique data
regarding the little understood Medieval Anatolia. In the light of the preliminary results,
the team had revised the primary aim of the project and decided to spend time and ener-
gy to understand the transition period between the Byzantine and Seljukid rules and iden-
tify the processes involved in the transition with an emphasis on rural economy, adminis-
tration, population and settlement systems. During these tumultous years, Komana
appeared to have been an important city in the region with Hamamtepe as its citadel
where the administration, production facilities, storage and even rural population during
times of crisis were secured. Life on the citadel as well as the Lower Town identified the
settlement pattern at Komana, just like at Amorium and the city continued its existence
beyond the citadel in the rural land surrounding the center.

At Komana where life existed at the presence of three different political authorities
between 11" and 17" centuries, information regarding architecture, production, living
conditions, natural environment, agriculture and animal husbandry, trade and religion
have been compiled. This book aims at presenting a preliminary evaluation of all this
data. The first chapter of the book provides a historical background while the second
chapter describes and discusses the excavation results. The excavation results have been
cleared from technical details and presented in chronological order together with a brief
evaluation of small finds. The third chapter comprises of the assessment and presentation
of geographical and geomorphological data collected at the site and from other sources.
Three Roman period inscriptions were recovered during the excavations, these are pre-
sented in Chapter 4. The churches dating to the 11!-12" centuries and the necropoleis
were studied together. So far almost 70 individuals were excavated and the skeletons were
anthropologically studied. This work which also includes important observations concern-
ing rural living conditions at the site is presented in Chapter 5. These observations were
strengthened by the archaeozoological and archaebotanical investigations conducted at
the site from the very beginning. The results have great significance for Medieval Anatolia
since new species were identified and are presented in Chapters 6 and 7. The dating of
the churches was possible through a study of the church paraphernalia including reli-
quary crosses found underneath and in workshop deposits. The discussion of the reliquary
crosses can be found in Chapter 8. The 11%-12" century date for the churches was con-
firmed by the frescoes from the church, a brief evaluation is presented in Chapter 9. All
the layers from Komana include high percentages of ceramics. Both fine ware and coarse
ware are found in abundance and with great variety. A general study on the ceramics con-
tinues but a group found in a cesspit is presented here in Chapter 10. The ceramics are
studied in terms of typology, chronology and economic value in this chapter. Chapter 11

on the other hand, deals with an identification of source of the clay in order to under-
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stand the role of local clay sources thus local production. Finally the book comes to an
end with a discussion of the cults at Komana based on ancient sources and spolia discov-
ered at the site.

The main purpose of this book is to present the preliminary results of especially 5 years of
excavations. However, in addition to this main purpose the book has another significant
mission; the Medieval period in Anatolia and especially the transition from the Byzantine
rule to the Seljukids have been insufficiently studied. While most excavations concentrat-
ed on their targeted period they either put aside the “late” material or mentioned in pass-
ing. Thus, much information which could be attained from many sites vanished. The exca-
vation data revealed at Komana promises to provide important information on the eco-
nomic dynamism in and the international character of provincial towns, and diversity in
settlement types during the Middle Byzantine period. An interdisciplinary study is sure to
increase the potential of the data. It was observed at Komana that, at a period identified as
prosperous for Constantinople but tumultous for the interior, the economy in the interior
was also rather lively and international as witnessed by goods from the East and access to
wealthy and prestigous goods. In spite of political instability under the Danishmendids,
urban life and production continued at Komana and the available resources were avidly
used. Therefore, this book’s mission is to show the amount of information that could be
produced if and when the Medieval remains are included in the archaeological studies
conducted at sites in Anatolia. In the coming years, the mission of the project will be to
study the settlement patterns during the transitional period between the Byzantines and
the Danishmendids, the reflections of political and economic crisis on archaeological
data, to identify the changes initiated by the transition in Anatolia from Christianity to
Islam and to identify the actors in these changes. The project also aims at concentrating
on the Ottoman rural life through a study of written documents as well as archaeological
data.

This study was supported by various people and institutes. I would like to first of all thank
Asst. Prof. Geoffrey Summers, Prof. Vedat Toprak and Prof.M.L. Stizen for joining me in
the preliminary visits to the sites, such visits are beneficial when accompanied by wise and
experienced people. I would also like to thank our advisor for the TUBITAK project Prof.
Stmer Atasoy for his wisdom and dedication. We would also like to thank Prof. Murat
Arslan who accepted to be the Vice Director of Komana excavations since 2012 and shared
his invaluable expertise on Pontic history with us. From the first day I stepped in Tokat in
2000, during my dissertation until the last minute her retired, the Museum Director at
Tokat, Guven Yetiskin, has been supportive of our work and a great friend. Another good
friend is Hasan Erdem who shared his knowledge and archives, he is a treasure for Tokat.
Many governors have served in Tokat and each supported Komana project, many thanks
to all of them. Mubhlis Yesilyurt, former Secretary General of Tokat Provincial Adminstration,
identified the potential of the project from the first day and supported us in many ways.
Tokat Museum has always greeted us with smiles and assisted us continuously. I would like
to thank the Museum Director Halis Sahin and archaeologists Huilya Aydin and Saliha
Icen. Also Tokat Museum technician Mehmet Ucar helped us in countless occasions and
supported us throughout. I would like to thank the Director of Tokat Cultural Directorate
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Abdurrahman Akytz, Vice Director of Tokat Cultural Directorate Ali U¢ar, Tokat
Governor Executive Assistant Yilmaz Demirci, all of the staff of Tokat Governorship,
Cultural Directorate, Museum, Office of Tokat Provincial Administration, Members of the
Provincial Council, especially Daim Namli. The village of Bula welcomed us to their village
with the initiative of the vilage headman Ahmet Yilmaz. We are very thankful for their
hospitality. Men and women who served on excavation from the villages of Bula and Kilich
have become an inseperable part of our project.

The research at Komana was funded by many institutes. The surveys and excavations con-
tinue with the support from the Ministry of Culture and Tourism, DOSSIM, Tokat
Governorship Office of Provincial Administration, Middle East Technical University
Scientific Research Project Fund, TUBITAK 1002 Short Term R&D Funding Program,
TUBITAK 1001 Scientific and Technological Research Projects Support Program (2010-
2012).

Komana team is made up of numerous wonderful people. I would like to thank all of the
students and academic staff who joined us in the field and in Ankara. However, the volun-
teers require special attention here, without the presence and support of Gonul, Murat,
Yaz and Kar Erciyas, this project would not have been possible.
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In Memoriam

Gonul Erciyas
1941-2014

Gontl Erciyas Komana ekibine 2005 yilinda hentiz

yuzey arastirmalar1 yeni baslamisken katldi. 2007

yilina kadar Komana’nin bir kazi evi yoktu ve DSI

Misafirhanesi’nde kalinirdi, onun sorumlulugu o

zaman 3 yasinda olan kizim Yaz Erciyas’a goz kulak

olmakti. 2007 yilinda kazi evimiz tamamlanip Bula

koytne tasindigimizda kazievimizin direginin Gonul

Erciyas olacagini anlamistik. O yildan itibaren kazie-

vinin tim sorumlulugunu tstlenerek Komana kazi

ekibinin annesi oldu. Bir yandan ekibin yemeginin

hazirlanmasini koordine ederken bir yandan da evin

diizenini sagladi. Gulerytizti, enerjisi, tim ekip uye-

leri ile kurdugu yakin ve sicak iliskiler Komana kazi-

evinin cehresini degistirdi. Sabahlar: haydi kizlar

diyerek Sema’y1, Samiye’yi, Kiibra’y: ise kosup fasulyeleri ayikladiktan, patatesleri soyduk-
tan, tavuklar1 tencereye attiktan sonra terasda ictigi Turk kahvesi ile tellendirdigi sigarasi,
hizli adimlarla telas icinde hazirladigi aksamustt atistirmalik strprizleri, salondaki koltu-
gunda oturup ekibin her tiyesini dikkatlice ve sessizce izleyisi, ekibin donmesini ve anlata-
caklar1 hikayeleri heyecanla bekleyisi, giines gozlugi ile patates kizartisi, ve bize verdigi
sicacik sevgi ve sefkat ne gozimuzden ne gonlimiuzden hi¢cbir zaman silinmeyecek. Onu
ozlem, sevgi ve minnetle anarak bu kitab1 anisina ithaf ediyoruz, Komana ile binlerce yil
varolman umidiyle, sevgiyle...

Gontl Erciyas joined our team in 2005, just after the very beginning of the surveys. Until
2007 the excavations did not have a dig house and the team would stay at the State
Hydraulic Works lodgings. Gonul Erciyas’ main responsibility was to look after my then 3
year old daughter. When our dig house was completed in 2007 and we moved in, then it
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became obvious that she would become the backbone of the dig house. From that year
onwards, she took the responsibility of running the house and became a mother to all.
While she coordinated the preparation of the meals she also maintained the house. Her
smiling face, energy and the warm and intimate relationship she established with each
team member transfromed the outlook of the dig house. Her peculiar ways will never
disappear from before our eyes or our hearts: how in the mornings, after she called upon
Sema, Samiye, Kubra, prepared the beans, peeled the potatoes, placed the chicken in the
pan, she enjoyed her Turkish coffee while she smoked her cigarette on the terrace, how
she prepared afternoon snack surprises running around all excited, how she waited for
the team to arrive in the evenings and tell her stories from the dig, how she fried potatoes
with her sunglasses and most of all how much love and affection she gave to all of us. We
dedicate this book to her memory with much love and gratitute. We hope that you conti-
nue your gracious existence for as long as Komana exists. We miss you...
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Hellenistik’ten Osmanli’ya Pontos ve Komana’'nin
Tarihsel Cogratyasi

D. Burcu ERCIYAS®

Abstract

The Black Sea Region, known as Pontos in ancient sources is perhaps best known
during the Greek colonization period due to colony sites investigated around the
Black Sea and the Hellenistic period due to the aggressive reign of Mithradates
VI. In this book, we will not be dealing with the problems of Greek colonization
process thus this chapter begins with a detailed account of the Hellenistic period.
The central Black Sea region became an important political center during the
reign of the Mithradatids and especially Mithradates VI Eupator. Emerging from
Pontus with the support of Pontic cities Mithradates VI resisted Roman rule in
Anatolia assuming a saviour role for the Greek cities. His dual identity represent-
ed very well the political atmosphere of the period as well as the ethnic back-
ground of the region. After his defeat, Mithradates VI fled from the region, and
died. The region was reorganized by Pompey but Komana remained as a sanctu-
ary well into the Roman period. Throughout the Roman period Paphlagonia,
Pontus, Bithynia and Galatia were repeatedly reorganized to include or exclude
one another. With the introduction of Christinity to the Black Sea region in
Anatolia, and changing political dynamics in the eastern part of the Roman
Empire, settlements went through a transformation in terms of both size and
regional patterns. Komana continued its central role during the Byzantine peri-
od as indicated by various significant residents/visitors at the site and the archae-
ological evidence obtained from the excavations. Once again, the religious trans-
formation, this time from Christianity to Islam brought about certain changes to
the region in general and Komana in particular. Danishmendids took control of
the area in early 12" century. During this period the citadel at Komana remained
occupied and busy. Seljukids took control of this area by the last quarter of the
12 century to hand it over to the Ottomans at the end of the 14", The central
Black Sea region occupied a central role in the politics and economy of the Black
Sea region from the Hellenistic through the Ottoman period due to its advanta-
geous location on the crossroads and in fertile lands.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Pontos, Komana, Mithradates, Hellenistik, Roma, Pompey,
Caesar, Danismend, Osmanh

# Prof. Dr. D. Burcu ERCIYAS, Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi, berciyas@metu.edu.tr
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2 D. Burcu Erciyas

Giris

Karadeniz cevresi tarih ve arkeoloji kaynaklarinda Pontos olarak anilmaktadir ve bolge bu
ad1 Pontos Euxenios yani Karadeniz’in kendisinden almistir.! Karadeniz’in bugtin
Turkiye’nin sinirlari icerisinde bulunan guney kiyilarinda kurulan en erken Hellen kolo-
nileri yazili kaynaklar isiginda M.O. 8. yy’a tarihlenmektedir.? Ancak arkeolojik buluntular
gliney kiyilarda ve 6zellikle de Sinope, Trapezus ve Amisos’da en erken yaklasik M.O.
600’lerde Hellen varhigina isaret etmektedir.? Ttrkiye nin Karadeniz kiyilari ve bu kiyilar-
da kurulan Hellen kolonilerinin kurulus amaclari, tarihleri ve kolonilesme stirecleri gore-
ce yogun bir sekilde tartisilmis olmakla birlikte Karadeniz bolgesinin i¢ kesimlerinde
detayh arkeolojik arastirmalarin sayisi yakin zamana kadar sinirh kalmistir. Son 10-15 yilda
sayilar1 hizla artan arkeolojik arastirma projeleri her ne kadar bilgilerimizin artmasina
fayda saglamis olsa da halen bilgilerimiz olduk¢a genel duzeydedir.

Samsun, Amasya, Tokat, Corum ve Sivas illerinde yapilan yuzey arastirmalari i¢ bolgelerde
yerlesimlerin Geg Kalkolitik ¢aglardan bu yana siiregeldigini gostermektedir.* I¢ bolgele-
rin timuinde Erken Tunc caginda yerlesim sayilar1 artmis, yeni yerlesimler kurulmus ve
degisen yogunluklarda yerlesim 2. Binyil’da, Demir ¢aginda ve Hellenistik/Roma dénem-
lerinde devam etmistir.”

Hellenistik Donem’de Pontos

Suphesiz bolgenin en zengin zamanlar:1 Hellenistik donemde, Pontos krallari
Mithradatesler’in yonetiminde yasanmuistir. Polybius’a gore Pontos hanedanhiginin kuru-
cusu Ariobarzanes’in oglu Mithradates I. Ktistes, Pers hanedanlhiginin Yedi Ailesi’nden gel-
mekteydi ve topraklar kendisine Darius 1. tarafindan hediye edilmisti.® M.O. 363/2’de bir
Mithradates’i Ariobarzanes takip etmis ve M.O. 337/6’ya kadar da hiikiim stiirmiistii.” Bu
Ariobarzanes’in Buyuk Satrap Ayaklanmasi’n1 baslatan Hellespont Phrygia’s1 hukumdar:
Ariobarzanes ile karistirilmamasi gerekir.® Ariobarzanes’i baska bir Mithradates takip
etmis, ve bu Mithradates Iskender’in fetihlerini gogiislemistir. Mithradates’in Iskender’in
fetihlerinden zararsiz ¢cikmasinin arkasinda Artabazos’un kizi ve Iskender’in sevgilisi

Barsine’nin, ¢ocugu ile birlikte Mithradates’in kontrolindeki Pergamon’da bulunmasi

1 Karadeniz Bolgesi’nin Pontos olarak anilmas ile ilgili tartsmalar i¢in bkz. Arslan 2007, 1-16.

2 Eusebius Trapezus’un kurulusunu M.O. 756’ya tarihler (Chron.II, pp.80). Wilson (1960) da Korintli
Eumelus’un siirinden yola cikarak (Schol. Ap.Rhod.ii 946a) bu tarihi onaylar. Aslinda siirde Sinope’nin adinin
gecmesi Hellenler’in Sinope’yi tanidigini gostermekle birlikte orada yasadiklarina dair bir kanit da olamaz.

3 Akurgal ve Budde Sinop cevresinde 1951-3 yillar1 arasinda arastirmalar yapmis, daha erken tarihli kalintilara
rastlamamaislardir (Akurgal ve Budde 1956). Sinope’de kazilan mezarlarda Dogu Yunan seramigi yanisira
daha sonraya tarihlenen Korint seramiklerine de rastlanmistir. (Boysal 1959, Cook 1946).

4 Mehmet Ozsait Amasya’nin ilcelerinde 1986-96 yillar arasinda yiizey arasurmalari yapmistir. ((")§sait 198891,
1996-98); Durbin, Tokat ve Sivas’in Demir Cagi seramiklerini calismistir (Durbin 1971); Tuba Okse 1992-97
yillar1 arasinda Sivas’da ytizey arastirmalart yapmus ve toplam 328 yerlesim tesbit etmistir.; Doonan Sinop’ta,
Ogzsait Tokat’ta (1994, 1999); Stiel Corum’da (1990, 1991) ve Sipahi ve Yildirim yine Corum’da 1998, 1999)
yapuklart arastirmalart yayinlamislardir. 2007 yilindan bu yana Amasya Oluzhdyuk’de siirduriilen kazilar,
Karadeniz bolgesinin kronolojisinin anlasilmasi acisindan énemli veriler saglamistir (Dénmez 2010)

Erciyas 2001.

Polyb. 5.43.2; Diod. Sic. 19.43.2.

Diod. Sic. 16.90.2.

Diod. Sic. 15.90.3.

®w® g & Ot
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olabilir.? Bu durum Mithradates’in hem Pers Imparatorlugu hem de Iskender ile baglanti-
sin1 guclendirmis bir etken olarak da gorulebilir. Mithradates M.O. 302’de Cius yakinla-
rinda Antigonos’a karst kumpas kurdugu sawvi ile oldtralmustar.

Idaredeki ticinctt Mithradates, Mithradates I. Ktistes’dir. Mithradates I. Ktistes 6nce
Eumenes’in ordular: ile birlikte Iran’da savasmis daha sonra Gabiene’yi takiben
Antigonos’a katulmistir. Mithradates I. Ktistes Pontos’da ilk krallik sikkelerini basan kral-
dir. Sikkelerin basimi1 M.O. 281°de Seleukos I.’in generali Diodorus’a karsi kazanilan
zaferden sonraya veya Lysimakhos veya Seleukos’un éltiimtiinden hemen sonraya tarihlene-
bilir.!? Bu olaylarin herhangi birinden sonra Mithradates I. Ktistes kendisini kral ilan
etmis, ve Iskender’in staterlerini kopya eden sikkeler basmistir. Mithradates I.Ktistes’in
halefi Ariobarzanes hakkinda elimizdeki bilgiler son derece sinirhdir, ancak onun oglu
Mithradates II. (M.O. 25-220) Mithradates I.’i takip ederek Antiokhos II. Theos’un kizi, ve
o zamanki Seleukid krali1 Seleukos II. Kallinikos’un kizkardesi ile Ankyra savasindan 6nce
M.O. 245°de evlenerek Seleukid’lerle ittifakini guclendirmistir.

Mithradates III., M.O. 220-189/188 yillar1 arasinda hikkiim stirmistiir.!! Sinope’yi ele
gecirmekle tehdit eden Mithradates bu Mithradates midir sdylemek zor.'? Ancak bu
donem Pontos krallar1 doneminin en sessiz donemlerinden biri oldugu icin genelde
Mithradates III.’e atfedilir. Sikkelerinde Mithradates III. basinda taci ile kisa sacli, yash
biri olarak tasvir edilmistir.

Mithradates IIL.in halefi kral Pharnakes (M.O. 189/8-160) cok saldirgan ve genislemeci
bir politika gutmustur. Pharnakes, Roma’ya ilk el¢i gonderen Pontos kralidir. Pergamon
krali Eumenes II.’le arasindaki bir anlasmazligin ¢6ztim1 i¢in yolladig: bu el¢i ayn1 zaman-
da Pontos ve Roma arasindaki ilk diplomatik iliskidir.'> M.O. 155’de Khersonesos ile itti-
fak yapmuis, Sinope’yi ele gecirmesi sonucunda giiney Karadeniz kiyisinda hareketli bir
limana sahip olmus ve kuzey Karadeniz kiyisindaki kentlerle dostluklar kurmustur.!*

Pharnakes Atina ve Delos ile de iyi iliskiler icerisinde olmustur.

Pharnakes’in halefi Mithradates IV. Philopator Philadelphus (M.O. 160-150) Roma ve
onun miuttefikleri ile ittifaki se¢mistir.

Mithradates V. Euergetes’in (M.O. 150-120) politikalariin Mithradates VI. iizerinde etkisi
buyuktar. Mithradates V. Roma ile dostluk iliskisini surdtirmiis ve hatta Roma Mithradates
V.’e Phrygia Maior’u hediye etmistir. 1> Kappadokia’yr ele gecirmis, kiz1 Laodike’yi
Kappadokia krali V1. Ariarathes ile evlendirmistir.!®

9 Just. Epit. 13.2.7; Diod. Sic. 20.20.1.
10 Savasin Byzantium, Khalkedon, Herakleia, Tieium, Kierus’u kapsayan Kuzey Tttifaki icin mi yoksa kisisel bir
cekisme sonucu mu yapildig: belirsizdir (Pomp. Trog. Prol.17).
11 McGing 1986, 23.
12 Polyb. 4.56.

13 Anthiocos’un yenilgisinden sonra Roma Eumenes II.’ye daha once Bithynia krali Prusias I.’in kontroliindeki
topraklar1 vermistir. Bu iki kralin M.O. 188’den sonra savasmasina sebep olmus, savas M.O. 183’e kadar stirmusttr.

14 IPE 17 402; SEG XXX, 962; Polyb. 23.9.2 Strabon 12.3.11, Livius 40.2.6.

15 Topraklar, Roma’nin Aristonicos ile miicadelesine destek olmak tizere asker yolladiktan sonra verilmistir.
Strabon 14.1.38 ¢.646, Just. Epit. 37.1.2, Eutr. 4.20, Oros. 5.10.2.

16 App. Mith. 10; Just. Epit. 38.1.1, Memnon 22.1.
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Mithradates VI. Eupator, Mithradates V. Euergetes’in ogludur.!” M.O. 120’de babasi 61dii-
riildiigiinde 13 yasindadir.!® Justin’e gére, Euergetes’in oglu kralligi devralmis ve daha
sonra kendi oglunu oldirtmeye calismistir. Justin, Eupator’u 6ldirmek icin gardiyanlari-
nin tehlikeli atlara bindirerek mizrak attirdigini, basarili olamayinca da zehirlemeye calis-
tiklarini anlatir.!® Bu stirecde Eupator’un antidotlar alarak bircok zehire karsi bagisiklik
kazandig1 da soylenir.

Yine antik kaynaklar, Eupator’un yasamini strdirebilmek icin yedi yilini ormanlarda gegir-
diginden ve bu siirecin onu daha da giiclii bir adam haline getirdiginden de bahseder.?
Justin tarafindan aktarilanlar iyi bir at binici ve okcu olabilmesi icin aldig1 egitim hakkinda
fikir sahibi olmamizi saglar, nitekim Eupator’un hayatinin sonuna kadar mukemmel bir
binici oldugu soylenir. McGing’e gore, Justin ve Pompeius Trogus Mithradates’in egitimini
yanlis yorumlamis ve onun ormana hayatini tehditlerden korumak icin gittigini 6nermisler-
dir. Krallikdan izole gegirilen vakit doguda yaygin bir aliskanlik olup, Iran kraliyet efsanele-
rinde gencligin kralliktan uzakta gecirilmesi 6rneklerine rastlanan bir olgudur.?! Eupator’un
hayat hikayesinde iki baska Iran gelenegi daha goze carpar. Dogdugu ve tahta gectigi yillar-
da bir yildizin 70 giin boyunca giinesi bile golgede birakircasina parladig rivayet edilir.??
Ikinci hikayeye gore de, Eupator’a bebekken yildirim ¢arpmustir, Mithradates’in kullandig
Dionysos adinin da buradan geldigi tahmin edilir.?3 Mithradates’in yasamina dair bu roman-
tik hikayeler gui¢clu bir kral olduktan sonra turetilmis olmalidir. Bu hikayeler bir yandan
Mithradates’in siradisiligini gosterirken 6te yandan da onu kendisi hakkinda da benzer
hikayeler bulunan Buyuk Iskender ile iliskilendirmektedir.2* Daha sonra benzer hikayeler
Roma Imparatorlar1 hakkinda da anlatilmistir. Bunlarin en tnliisii, Suetonius’un
Augustus’un dogumu ve yasamu ile ilgili anlatuklaridir.?>

Eupator kralliginin hakimiyetini M.O. 116/5 yilinda kazanmis olmalidir. Kral olduktan kisa
bir stire sonra Kirim ve Bosporan Kralligi'n1 ele gecirmistir. Tauric Khersonessos kendilerini
komsu “barbar”lardan korumak tizere Mithradates’t davet etmislerdir. Boylece Mithradates
Bosporan kralligini idaresi altina almistir. Kisa stre sonra da dolayh veya dogrudan

17 Mithradates’in yasamina dair ¢ok sayida ¢alisma yapilmistuir. Bunlardan en yakin tarihli olanlari Mayor
2010, Arslan 2007, Ballesteros Pastor 1996, McGing 1986.

18 Strabon (10.4.10) tahta gectiginde 11 yasinda oldugunu soyler. Memnon (22.2) 13 yasinda oldugunu
soyler. Appianus (Mith. 112; Plin. HN 25.6) 57 yil hitkkiim strdugint, 68 veya 69 y1l yasadigini ve Cicero’nun
konsullugu sirasinda M.O. 63’de 6ldigunii belirtir (Dio.Cass. 37.10, Oros. 6.6.1).

19 Epit.37.2.9.

20 Just. Epit. 37.2.

21 Widengren 1960, 230-1.

22 Just, Epit. 37.2.

23 Dionysos’un annesi Semele’ye Dionysos’a hamileyken yildirim carpar (Plut. Mor. 624B). McGing bu
hikayelerin Mithradates ailesinin Pers geleneklerine verdigi énemi ve Mithradates ve Iskender benzetmesini
anlamak acisindan 6nemini vurgular. Tanrilarin isimlerinin epithet olarak kullanilmasi Ge¢ Hellenistik
donemde baslamstir.

24 Biyiik Iskender’in annesi Olympias riiyasinda rahmine yildirim diistigint gérmusttr: Plut. De Alex. fort.
2.2.

25 Duvarin bir kismina yildirim diismustir. Bu da o kentten birinin bir giin diinyay1 yonetecegine isarettir.
Augustus’da Apollon’un oglu kabul edilmistir ¢iinki efsaneye goére annesi Apollon tapinaginda uyurken
bir yilan tarafindan hamile birakilmistir. Buna benzer fantastik hikayeler, Augustus’un yasaminin farkl
donemleri icin anlatilir: Suetonius Augustus, 44-5.
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Karadeniz’in tim kiyilarina hakim olmayr basarmistir. Bir tek Bithinya ve kuzeydogu bolgesi
hakimiyeti disinda kalmistir. Karadeniz cevresindeki genislemesi I. Mithradates Savasi sonu-
cunda tamamlanmistir. McGing, Mithradates’in Karadeniz’in kuzey kiyisindaki Yunan kolo-
nilerini Iskitlerin baskisindan kurtararak “Hellen diinyasinin sampiyonu” oldugunu séyler. 20
Kuzeydeki seferlerinin ardindan Mithradates fetihlerini planlamak tizere tim Anadolu’da
dolasmistir. Bithynia krali Nikomedes III. Euergetes ile ittifak kurarak M.O. 108/7’de
Paphlagonia’y1 ele gecirmistir. Mithradates ve Nicomedes Paphlagonia’yr aralarinda paylas-
mislardir. Daha sonra Mithradates Galatya’y1 ele gecirmistir, burdan sonra hedefi
Kappadokia’dir. Ancak VI. Arirates’in 6liminin ardindan Nicomedes M.O.
103/2’deKappadokia’y: ele gecirir. Mithradates hemen harekete gecer, Nikomedes ve kendi
kizkardesi Laodike’yi Kappadokia tahtindan indirerek tahti kendi yegeni VII. Ariarathes’e
verir.2” M.O. 100,99 yilinda Kappadokia tahtina Gordius’un yardimciliginda Mithradates’in
oglu getirilir ve Kappadokia kraliyetinin geleneksel ismi olan Ariarathes ismini alir.

Mithradates M.O. 89 yilinda Bithynia’yr da ele gecirir. Bu arada Asia eyaletinden sorumlu
Roma generallerinin herbiri ayr1 bolgelerde gorev yapmaktadir: Aquilius 6nce Pergamon
daha sonra Rhodos’ta, Cassius once Phrygia’da daha sonra Apameia’da ve Oppius
Lycus’daki Laodikeia’da.?® Bu durum Mithradates’in rahat hareket etmesini saglar.
Apameia ve Tralles Mithradates’t baris icinde karsilar ancak Laodikeia direnir ve
Aphrodisias’dan yardim ister. Ancak kisa bir sire sonra boyun egerek Oppius’u
Mithradates’a teslim eder. Ayn1 zamanlarda Aphrodisias da Mithradates tarafina gecmis
olmalidir. Mithradates’a direnen kentler arasinda Telmessus, Termessos, Stratonikeia,
Tabae ve 6zellikle Magnesia am Meander vardir. Ilium ve Kos Roma’ya sadik kalmis olma-
Iidir ¢linkii savas sonunda Sulla tarafindan 6zgurlikleri geri verilmistir. Mithradates’in
hakimiyetini takiben bazi Asia kentleri sikke basmistir: Pergamon’da basilan Yeni Stil
glimils tetradrachmiler yeni Pergamon erasini gosterir.?’ Efes’de, Erytrae’da, Miletos’da,
Smyrna’da ve Tralles’de altin staterler basilmistir. M.O. 88’de Mithradates giiney Asia’nin
buytk boliimunt ele gecirmistir.

Mithradates’in Asia hukimdarlig: sirasinda tarihi acidan son derece 6nemli bir olay yasan-
mistir. Mithradates Asia kentlerine tiim Roma ve italyahlar’l oldiirme emri vermistir.30
Tahminlere gore bu sirada yaklasik 80,000 ila 150,000 kisi olduralmustir.3! Bu antik cag
icin oldukca siradist bir olay olup guntumuze kadar bu 6lcekde bir soykirim seyrek olarak
yasanmuistir. Anis1 uzun yillar stiregelmis bu olayin tarih kaynaklarinda ¢ok ytizeysel olarak
gecmesi bir hayal kirikligidir. Bu soykirim kuskusuz Mithradates’in hakimiyet hirsini
kanitlayan en 6nemli gostergedir. Mithradates kentlerin kendisine baghligini garantile-
mek icin Romali ve Italyalilar’a 6ldiiren kentlere 6zgiirlitk ve borglarin fesih edilmesi ve

kolelere o6zgurlik sozu vermistir.32

26 McGing 1986, 64.
97 Just. Epit. 38.1.1.

28 App. Mith. 19.

29 Reinach 1888, 93.
30 Badian 1976, 110-1.
31 McGing 1986, 113.
32 App. Mith. 47.
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6 D. Burcu Erciyas

Bu olaylar yasanirken Mithradates’in generali Arkhelaos Delos’u ele gecirmis, Delos hazi-
nesi ile birlikte 2000 adam1 Atina’ya yollamistir. Mithradates Atina’yr da saflarina cekmeyi
basarmis, M.O. 88 yilinin sonunda neredeyse tium Asia ve Yunanistan’a hakim olmustur.
Sulla’nin Pontos ordusunu Orkomenos’da yenmesi Pontos ordularinin Yunanistan tizerin-

deki varliklarini sonlandirmistir.>3

Yunanistan’daki bu kayiptan sonra Mithradates Asia’da popularitesini yitirmeye baslamis-
tir. Bu siirecte 60 Galatli soyluyu Pergamon’a davet etmis daha sonra timunu ve Galath
tetrarklar ve ailelerini kendisine karsi plan yaptiklar: gerekcesi ile oldiirmustiir.

Sulla ve Mithradates M.O. 85’de Dardanos’da baris stirecini gorusmek uzere bulusmuslar-
dir.3* Bu bulusma Mithradates’in Roma ile ilk savasini kaybettigi anlamina da gelmistir.
Yenilginin arkasinda ise ele gecirdigi bolgelerde hakimiyet kurma strecinde yaptigi buyuk
hatalar bulunur.

Mithradates ve Roma arasindaki ikinci savas bir yanlis anlasma ya da Murena’nin hirsi
sonucu ¢cikmistir. Mithradates Roma ordular1 karsisinda galip gelerek Bosporos’daki ayak-
lanmalar1 bastirmis ve tahta diger oglu Makares’i gecirmistir. Roma ile iliskilerini netlestir-
mek isteyen Mithradates Dardanos Baris’inin yazili halini istemek tizere Roma’ya bir elci
gondermistir.3® Ancak bu hareketi bir saldir1 olarak algilanmis ve Mithradates bir kere
daha Lucullus tarafindan yenilgiye ugratilmistir. Kral M.O. 68 yilinda Pontos’a geri don-
miistiir. M.O. 66’da Manlius yasasinin Pompeius’e doguda hakimiyet vermesi iizerine
Mithradates doguya Kolkhis’e kagmak zorunda kalmistir. Oglu Makhares’in intihar etme-
sini saglamis, Bosporan Kralligi’'nda yerlesmis ve Roma’ya Roma’nin hitkmunt kabul etti-
gi haberini goturen elciler yollamistir. Ancak Pompeius Mithradates’in teslim olmasini
istemis, Mithradates ise bunu kabul etmemistir.

Mithradates’in hayatini1 sonlandirmak tizere zehir ictigi ancak basaramadigi, bunun tzeri-
ne Galli korumasindan kendisini 6ldiirmesini istedigi sdylenir. Pompeius, Roma ordusuna
Mithradates VI.1n 6ldugint mujdelemis ve kralin kendi arzusu ile olduraldugtnu bildir-
mistir.?6 Mithradates’in oglu Pharnakes’e karsi yolladig1 askerler tarafindan éldirildigii
bilgisi yalniz Dio Cassius’da vardir. Magie, intihar girisimi ve Galli koruma hikayesinin

Pharnakes’i korumak tizere sonradan uydurulmus olabilecegini 6nermistir.7

Mithradates VI.’nin hiktm strdugu ve bolgeyi ciddi calkalanmalara sturikledigi donemde
Pontos kralliginin yeni baskenti guney Karadeniz sahillerinin en korunakli limanina sahip
Sinope idi. Amisos ise i¢ bolgelerden kolaylikla ulasilabilir olmasi ve cografi olarak
Karadeniz’in daha merkezi bir yerinde bulunmasi sebebi ile ekonomik anlamda daha gucli
bir konuma sahipti. Amisos’da bulunan ve icerisinde altin takilar, cam, mermer ve seramik

buluntular olan Hellenistik donem mezar1 bu zenginligi gostermesi acisindan onemlidir.

33 App. Mith. 49.
34 Kesin tarih tartismasi icin bkz. McGing 1986, 130 n.187.

35 Bircok kesin tarih 6énerilmistir. Bu tarihlerden M.O. 80, Sulla’nin hala basta oldugu y1l, en mantikl olanmidir
(App. Mith. 67). See McGing 1986, 136 n.17; Reinach 1890, 300; Magie 1950, 321.

36 Plut. Pomp. 41,5.
37 Magie 1950, 1229 n.25.
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Ticaret yollar1 tizerinde bulunmasi ve dogal kaynaklarinin zenginliginin yanisira Orta
Karadeniz bolgesi iki tapinak merkezi ile de Hellenistik donemde ¢ekim merkezi olmay:
basarmistur. Komana ve Zela hem bolge halklar1 hem de komsu halklar icin 6nemli ziyaret
merkezleri olmuslardir. Ancak Komana’'nin tint daha genis bolgelere yayilmistir.

Hellenistik Donem’de Komana

Komana, Dazimonitis (Kazova) ovasinin ortasinda Iris (Yesilirmak) irmaginin iki yakasin-
da kurulmustur ve bir yandan Yesilirmak’in verimli altivyonlar: sayesinde zengin bir eko-
nomiye sahip olmus, diger yandan da konumu ile ziyaretcilere gorsel bir sdlen sunmus
olmalidir. Komana bir kent olmaktan 6teye bir din merkezidir ve rahipler tarafindan
yonetilmistir. Hellenistik donemde kral tarafindan secilmis ve kraldan sonra en yetkin
konuma sahip olan rahip, verimli topraklarin islenmesini saglamis, gelirler tapinakta birik-
mis ve yilda iki kere duzenlenen festivallerde (Exodus) konuklar, torenler ve senliklerle
agirlanmistir. Komana’nin Korinth’i aratmayacak kadar bastan ¢ikarici bir ticaret ve din
merkezi oldugunu soyleyen Amaseia’li Strabon, bizim kentle ile ilgili ayn1 zamanda en

onemli kaynagimizdir.

Komana’da bulunan kutsal merkez, tanrica Ma’'ya adanmistir. Ma’nin kelime anlami anne
olmasina ragmen, 6zellikleri onu savasci bir tanri¢ca olarak tanimlar. Epitetleri arasinda
aniketos yani “yenilmez”, ve he nikephoros yani “zafer getiren” bulunur ki tanrica sikkeler
tizerindeki tasvirlerinde de bu 6zelliklerle betimlenmistir.?® Strabon Ma’y1 Enyo ile,
Plutarkhos® ise Semele ve Athena ile bagdastirir. Efsaneye gore Iphigenia ve Orestes’in,
Artemis Tauropoulos’un kultint Scythia’dan Anadolu’ya getirirken Komana’da saclarini
tanricaya bagislamis olmalar: kiilltiin ayn1 zamanda her iki cinsin de yetiskinlige gecisi ile
iliskilendirilmesine sebep olmaktadir.*” Komana’da yasamlarini ve hizmetlerini tapinaga
adamis ve mutlaka belli ayricaliklara sahip, Strabon’a gore 6000 tane tapinak hizmetkar:
bulunmaktaydi. En azindan Roma donemine kadar Komana’nin nifusunu bu hizmetkar-
larin olusturdugunu séylemek mumkiin, ancak bu hizmetkarlarin yasam alanlari, medeni
halleri gibi bilgiler hentiz elimizde yok. Bu sebeple Komana’da nufus tahmininde bulun-
mak son derece zor. Komana’'nin Hellenistik donemde sahip oldugu yari-6zerk statiyt
Roma déneminde de sturdirmiis oldugu dustnulebilir. Romalilar Ma’yr Bellona ve daha
sonra Virtus ile bagdastirmis, 6zellikle de kultiin egzotik o6zelliklerini (trans hali, kehanet
vb.) cekici bulmuslardir.

Yesilirmak kenarindaki Komana hem kutsal bir ziyaret merkezi hem de Anadolu’nun dort
bir yanindan ve 6zellikle de Armenia’dan gelen ticcarlara durak noktas: olmustur. Verimli

topraklarindan elde ettigi zenginlikleri ve tiiccarlara sundugu hizmetlerle tunlenmistir.!

Ayni tarde bir idarenin gozlemlendigi Zela Pers tanrilar1 Anaitis, Omanus ve Anadatus’a
adanmistir. Her ne kadar bu tapinagin ziyaretcilerini tanimlamak zor da olsa, Strabon

38 SNGvA 126.

39 Sulla 9.7.457c.

40 Strabon 12.2.3; Cass. Dio 36.11.
41 Strabon 12.557.
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8 D. Burcu Erciyas

burada Pontos halki tarafindan her tir yeminin edildigini belirtmistir. Kuskusuz bu tapi-
nagin ve yerel yazitlarin incelenmesi Orta Karadeniz bolgesinin geleneklerinin anlasilabil-
mesi acisindan 6nemli bilgiler saglayacaktir.

Bu iki tapinak merkezinin yanisira tanrt Men’e adanmis tapinak da Hellenistik donemde
onemli bir rol Gstlenerek krallik yemininin edildigi yer olmustur. Men tapinagi Kabeira’da
bulunan Ameria’da Pharnakes tarafindan kurulmustur ve bir benzeri Pisidia

Antiokheiasi’nda bulunur.*?

Anadolu’nun Karadeniz bolgesinde orta kisim dogal olarak korunakli ancak ulasilabilir
bir alandir. Daglar tizerlerine serpistirilmis stratejik kaleleri ile dogal bariyerler olustur-
mustur. Orta Karadeniz’in iki buytk kenti Amaseia ve Amisos kalelerle ¢evrelenmistir.
Kabeira yakinlarindaki kiicik kale, Kaenum Khorium Mithradates VI.1in hazinesine ev
sahipligi yapm1§t1r.43 Mithradates’in av koski de yine Kabeira’dadir. Baz1 kaleler savunma
amacl ve orduya hizmet etmek tzere kurulmuslardir, digerleri ise ticaret yollar1 tizerinde
duraklar olmalidirlar.

Mithradates doneminde Orta Karadeniz bolgesi Karadeniz’in tim cevresi ile buttin haline
gelmis, kentler kendi adlari ile ayni tipte bakir sikkeler basmistir. Yerel ekonomideki hare-
ketlenme sikke basimi ile de desteklenmistir. Sikkeler, antik kaynaklar ve Delos’da Pontos
kraliyeti tarafindan insa ettirilen anitlar, Mithradates’lerin Hellenistik donemde kazanma-
ya calistiklar1 gticti ve bunun icin verdikleri muicadeleyi temsil eder.

Roma Donemi’'nde Pontos

Pontos’da Roma donemi Marek’in 6nemli ¢alismasi ile daha iyi anlasilir olmus ancak arke-
olojik arastirmalar uzun yillar yetersiz kalmistir.** Ozellikle Pompeiopolis ve
Hadrianopolis’de 2000’1i yillarda baslayan kazi calismalari, Karadeniz’in Roma dénemini
aydinlatmaya yonelik énemli veriler ortaya koymustur.*> Komana'nin Roma dénemine
gecmeden once bolgedeki bazi gelismeleri aktarmak yerinde olacaktir. Mithradates bolge-
yi terk ettikten sonra, Pompeius aldig1 bolgelerde yeni bir organizasyona gitmistir.
Pompeius'nin M.O. 64 yilinda duyurdugu yeni béliimlenmeye gore, batida Bithynia’dan
Pharnakeia’ya ve guineyde de Kappadokia onlerine kadar yeni bir eyalet haline getirilmis
ve Bithynia’ya baglanmistir.*® Pontos’un i¢ bolgeleri Galatli tetrark Deiotaros’a devredil-
mistir. Paphlagonia ise Pontos’a baglanmuistir.

M.O. 48 yilinda Iulius Caesar Pompeius’i giiney Thessallia’da maglup ettikten sonra
Asia’nin hakimiyeti ona verilmistir. Ertesi yil Tulius Caesar Misir’dayken Eupator’un oglu
Pharnakes’in kuzey Anadolu’da sturdurdugu istilalart durdurmak icin Pontos’a ¢agrilmis-

tir. Tulius Caesar ve Antonius arasindaki cekismenin farkinda olan Pharnakes bu stirecte

42 Mitchell 1993.
43 Strabon 12, 556.

44 Marek 1993; Marek 2003; Kassab Tezgor ve Dereli 2002; Doonan et al. 2001; Doonan 2004; Summerer
2008; Lafli 2008.

45 Summerer 2011; Lafli ve Gurler 2010.
46 Livy Periochae 102, Strabon 12.541.
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Kolkhis’i ele gecirmis, ve Armenia Minor’a inmistir. Pharnakes’le karsilasan Calvinus
komutasindaki Roma ordusu Nikopolis’de agir bir yenilgi almistir. Alt1 ay sonra Iulius
Caesar Pontos’a ulastiginda Pharnakes baris icin hazirdir ancak Iulius Caesar savasmaya
kararhdir. Zela yakinlarinda yapilan savasta Iulius Caesar galip gelir ve o meshur ciumle
zafer gecitlerinde tabelalar: susler “Geldim, gordtim, yendim”.47 Savastan sonra Amisos’a
ozgurlik verilmistir.*8 Sinope’nin adi Colonia Julia Felix Sinopensis olarak degistirilmis,
ve Romalilar yerel halklarin yanisira kente yerlesmistir.*” Apameia Myrleia ve Parium’da
koloniler kurulmus, Romalilar Herakleia Pontika’ya yerle@tirilmi@lerdir.50

Augustus Roma hakimiyetini aldiktan sonra, Polemo’nun Pontos kralligini elinde tutmasi-
na izin vermistir. Paphlagonia M.O. 6’da Pontos’a eklenmistir. Kaesareia Proseilemmenitae
Augustus tarafindan bu birlesmeyi takiben kurulmus olmaldir. Komana bagimsiz bir
rahiplik olarak varligini 6nce Kleon Gordiukome daha sonra da Dyteutus yonetiminde
devam etmistir. Zela’da tapinak kenti olarak islevine devam etmistir.>!

Polemo M.O. 8’de Giiney Rusya’da éldiikten sonra Pontos tahtina karisi Pythodoris gec-
mistir.? Bu zamanda Amasya ve yukar1 Kizilirmak vadisi Pontos’dan alinmis ve Galatia’ya
baglanmistir. Roma ile son derece iyi iliskileri olan Pythodoris biiytik olasilikla Augustusun
rizasi ile Kapadokia krali Arkhelaus ile evlenmistir. Boylece iki bolge birlesmistir.

Pontos bolgesinde kentlesme ile desteklenen gelisme Traian doneminde yol yapimi ile
devam etmistir. Galatia ve Kapadokia’nin Romali valisi Titus Pomponius Bassus Ankyra ve
Amaseia arasindaki yollar1 onarmistir. Yine Pontos’dan Paphlagonia ve Bithynia'ya
Phazemonitis tizerinden uzanan yol Traian zamaninda yeniden insa edilmistir. 110’da
Traian idari ve ekonomik reformlar yapilmasi gerektigini dusindugu Bithynia/Pontos
kontrolinti senatonun kendisine vermesini saglamistir. Bolgede gorev yapmak tizere Gaius
Plinius Caeculius Secundus’u yollamistir. Nicomedeia, Nikea, Klaudiopolis ve Sinope’de

iyilestirme c¢alismalar1 yapmus, su yollar1 ve kamusal yapilarin insasini saglamistir.
Ayrica Plinius Traian’dan t¢ konuda yardim istemistir:>3

1. Bithynia halklarmin tekrar organize edilebilmesi icin Pompeius kanunlarini kullan-
mak,

2. Bazi kentler tarafindan yeni konsey lyelerinden istenen giris ticretleri sorunu,

3. Kent konseylerine baska kentten gelen insanlarin da tiye olabilmesi.

Traian pratik ¢oztimlerle Plinius’a yardimci olmustur.

107 ve 113 yillarinda Galatia ve Kapadokia ayrilmistir. Bu ayrima gére Pontos’un i¢ bolge-
leri Kappadokia’ya i¢ Paphlagonia’da Galatia’ya baglanmistir.

47 Suetonius De vita Caesarum. Lib. 1.37.2.
48 Strabon 12.547.

49 Strabon 12.546.

50 Strabon 12.542.

51 Strabon 12.560.

52 Strabon 11.495, 12.555, 557, 560, 14.649.
53 Plinius Epistulae 92-93.
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Roma Donemi’nde Komana

Komana’'nin alan tarih boyunca genislemistir. Pompeius Komana’yr prenslige donusttr-
diikten sonra topraklarina iki schoeni veya 60 stades yani asag1 yukar1 2,5 mil ¢apinda bir
alan eklemistir.>* Tulius Caesar veya Antonius Komana rahiplerine dért schoeni kadar top-
rak daha vermis olmalidir. Bu yeni topraklar doguya, gineye ve batiya, yani Zelitis ve
Megalopolitis’e karsilik gelen bolgeye eklenmistir. Kuzeyde ve yakinda bulunan iki buytik
kent Magnopolis ve Neokaesareia kentin kuzeye dogru buytiimesini sinirlamis olmalidirlar.
Octavius doneminde Komana’nin alani bolgedeki civitates ler kadar biiyimistiir. Komana
M.O. 84/35°de Pontos Galaticus’a eklendiginde, Magnopolitis’de Komana’ya dahil olmus-
tur.?> Komana topraklar1 imparator Maurice Tiberius (M.S. 582-602) zamaninda impara-
torluk topraklarina eklenmistir. Tiberius ve Mithradatesler arasinda bir zamanda buranin
ager publicus oldugu da bilinmektedir.%%

Pontos kralligi dagildiktan sonra Komana Pompeius tarafindan prenslik yapilmis ve basi-
na Archelaus getirilmistir.”” Archelaus™u oglu izlemis ancak o da Tulius Caesar tarafindan
M.O. 47°de gérevden alinmistir. Komana rahipligine Kappadokia kokenli Bithynia’li
Lycomedes gelmistir. Octavius tarafindan sirasiyla Medeius, Kleon ve Dyteutus Komana
rahipligine getirilmislerdir. Komana’nin ilhaki bu rahiplerden sonuncusunun o6ltimine
rastlar. Bu donemde tapinak hala aktif oldugu halde, rahipler eski 6nemlerini yitirmisler-
dir. Titus doneminde, ve belki de daha da 6nceden, kent hem Hierocaesareia hem de
Komana olarak anilmaya baslanmistir.?® Komana’daki tapinagin onemini yitirmesinde
Hiristiyanligin yayilmasi 6nemli rol oynamis olmalidir. Cevresindeki topraklar kiuiciik ama
daha merkezi pozisyondaki Daximon’a verilmistir.

Sikkeler tizerinde Ma’nin tasviri Caligula zamaninda baslamistir. Tapinagin mimarisi hak-
kindaki bilgilerimiz de yine Caracalla, Septimius Severus ve daha sonralar1 Trajan sikkelerin-
deki tasvirlerden gelmektedir. Sikkelerdeki tasvir tapinagin tertrastil oldugunu 6nermekte-
dir. Bugtn Tokat Ali Pasa Camii'ndeki 8 gri stitun bir zamanlar Ma tapinagina ait olabilir.5¥

Bizans Doneminde Pontos ve Komana

Asia Minor’un o6zellikle kirsal bolgelerinin Hiristiyanlasma stureci hentz acik bir sekilde
anlasilamamistir. 0 Bat bolgeler icin Hiristiyanligin varhigindan 3. yy’in ortalarindan iti-
baren s6z etmek mimkiindiir.®! Orta Anadolu’da ise yine 3. yy’in ortalarinda
Hiristiyanlasma olgusu yogun ancak parcali olmustur.®? M.S. 325’te yapilan Nikea Konseyi

54 Magie 1950, 371; Wilson 1960, 229.

55 IGRIII, 105; Waddington et al. 1904, 109.

56 RGS Supp.Pap. III 1893, 736

57 Wilson 1960, 228; App. Mithr. 115.

58 IGRIII 105, 106.

59 Waddington et al. 1904, 109.

60 Mitchell 1993, 37-43; Chavarria ve Lewit 2004.
61 Trombley 1985, 327-352.

62 Mitchell 1993, 62.
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zamaninda asag1 yukar1 tim kentlerin birer piskosposu oldugu S(")ylenebilir.63 Bu kentlerin
kirsallar: icin ise degisimin ancak 4. ve 5. yylar’da gerceklestigi dusinulmektedir.b4
Pontos’a Hiristiyanlik Apostolik donemde girmis olmalidir; Peter’in I1k Risale’si
Hiristiyanlara Pontos’da duyurulmustur. Daha sonra 111-113 yillarindan elimizde Geng
Plinius’un mektubu bulunur. O zamanlar Bithynia ve Pontos valisi olan Plinius, Traian’a
yazdig1 mektupta, bolgesinde yasayan Hiristiyanlarin 6ldurtiilmesi sorununu nasil ele
almas1 gerektigini danismaktadir.%® Plinius’'un hangi kentlerden bahsettigi yeterince acik
degildir ancak Plinius hem kentlerden hem de kirsalindan bahsetmektedir. Plinius bu
mektubu Amasra’dan yaziyor olmalidir. Eusebius Korinthli piskopos Dionysius’un (M.S.
170) Amastris ve Pontos’daki diger kiliselere yazdigi bir mektuptan séz eder.5

Pontos ve hatta Komana ile iliskili oldugu bilinen birka¢ 6nemli sahsiyetten bahsetmek
mumkinduir. Bunlardan en erkeni 240 yilinda Neokaesareia piskoposu olan Gregory
Thaumaturgus’tur.57 Thaumaturgus, Amaseia piskoposu tarafindan goéreve atanmistir.
Nysa piskoposu Gregory’'nin (390-394) Thaumaturgus’a yazdig1 methiyede
Thaumaturgus’un Pontos’da Hiristiyanligin yayilmasindaki rola anlatilmaktadir.
Komana’nin ilk piskoposu Alexander’in 250’de goreve atanmasi ve boylece Komana’da
Hiristiyanligin resmi olarak kabuliinden de bahseder.%® Bu sekilde Komana’'nin adi
Hiristiyan metinlerinde ilk defa anilmistir. Bir yandan Komana’'nin bu dénemde
Daximon’un idaresine gectigi iddia edilse de diger yandan Komana’nin kendi piskoposu-
nun bulunmasi onun bir yerlesim olarak énemini korudugunu da disandurmektedir.
Elbette Hellenistik ve Roma donemlerinde bir tapinak merkezi olarak 6nemi Hiristiyanligin
yayllmaya baslamasi ile zayiflamis olmalidir ancak arkeolojik veriler de Komana’nin Bizans
doneminde bolge icin merkezi roltiint desteklemektedir.

Komana’nin bilinen piskoposlarindan biri de Basiliskus’tur. Ludtke’nin Acta Sanctorum
cevirisine gore, Basiliskus’'un Komana’nin 8 km kuzeyinde Omala’da (Go6zova) bir kilisesi
bulunmaktadir.?

Birinci Nikea Konstil'i 325 yilinda toplanmistir ve burada bahsi gecen 318 piskopos ara-
sinda Komana piskoposu Helpidius da vardir. Helpidius Nikea’da Amasya piskoposu
Euthykius, Zela piskoposu Heraklius, Neokaesareia piskoposu Longinus, Trebizond pisko-
posu ve Pityus piskoposu Stacophilus ile birlikte takdim edilmistir.”” Ancak bu Helpidius
hakkinda hicbir bilgi bulunmamaktadir. Yine Syriac Miscellanialar1 Birinci ve Ikinci Genel
Konseyler ile ilgili bilgi verirken Komana’dan gelen bir Eurerius’dan bahseder.”!

63 Mansi 1644, 691-702; Honigmann 1942, 20-80.

64 Trombley 1994, 75.

65 Plinius, Letters 10.96, Book VIII-X Panegyricus, B. Radice Loeb Koleksiyonu terctimesi (1969).

66 Eusebius Ecclesiastical History 4.23.6, K.Lake Loeb Koleksiyonu terciimesi (1926).

67 Telfer’e gore Neokaesareia’da kilisenin kurulusu ile ilgili bilgi bulunmamaktadir (229).

68 Thaumaturgus tarafindan Alexander’in secilmesi detaylar: icin bkz. Heil 1990, 38-38; Sterk 1998, 227-253.

69 Metne gore sapeli Xovpdro’da bulunur, bu isim olasilikla Omala’dir. Ludtke 1914, 44-5; Gézova’da 2007
yilinda yapilan yuzey arastirmasinda Bizans dénemine tarihlenebilecek, cok odali dikdortgen bir yapi
kalintis1 tesbit edilmistir.

70 Mansi 1644, 699-700.
71 Cowper 1861, 33.
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Erken Hiristiyanlik donemi Pontos bolgesinin 6nemli isimlerinden biri de Buytik Basil’dir
(329-379). Basil’in 6nemi Hiristiyanliga manastir olgusunu tanitmis olmasindan ileri
gelir.72 Anadolu’nun ilk manastirini Yesilirmak kiyisinda ailesinin topraklarinin bulundu-
gu Annesi’de kurmustur.” Annesi Komana yakininda hatta Komana'nin arazisinde olma-
lidur.

Komana Aziz John Chrysostomos’un seyahatinde surgun yeri olarak ge¢mektedir.
Chrysostomos erken Hiristiyanlik rahiplerinden ve vaizlerindendir. Oniki yil Antakya’da
rahip olarak gorev yapmis, daha sonra Konstantinopolis baspiskoposu olmustur.”
Chrysostomos Komana yakinlarinda, sehit Basiliscus kilisesinde 6lmustir. Basiliscus’un

yanina rahipler ve rahibeler esliginde gomiilmiistiir.”>

Fransiz tarihci ve teolog Michel Lequien alt1 Episcopi Comanorum Ponticorum’dan bahseder:
Alexander, Prothymus, Petrus, Johannes, Thedorus and II. Johannes.76 4. yyin sonunda,
Neokaesareia Trebizond, Cerasus, Polemonium, Comana, Rhizaeum, ve Pityus’u iceren
bir kilise/eyalet olmustur. Vatikan kitiphanesi’'nde bulunan Ermeni Kodex’inde, Notitiae
Episcopatumun Ermenice versiyonlarinda (1180 yilinda c¢evrilmislerdir), Neocasareia kont-
rolinde Kerasus, Polemonium, Komana, Alia ve Kokos ile bir stiredir varligini sirdiarmek-
te olan bir piskoposluk merkezi olarak ge¢mektedir.”’

Phanaroia’da yeralan Neokaesareia gercekten de Bizans donemi kentleri arasinda gorece
daha iyi bilinen bir kenttir.”8 Aziz Gregory ve 1440 yillar1 arainda, Neokaesareia'nin en azin-
dan 22 piskoposu ve metropoliti olmustur. 640’larda, dort yardima piskoposu bulunan kili-
sede, daha sonra 11. yy’da bu say1 10°a yiikselmistir.”” Neokaesareia Bizans’in ceperinde
yeralmis ve surekli huzursuzluklarla ugrasmak durumunda kalmistir. Bu huzursuzluklar
ozellikle 11. yy’in ikinci yarisinda Turk beyliklerinin kurulus stirecinde ¢ok artmistir. Ancak
bu zaman kadar gorece huzurlu ve dengeli yasam, ticaret yollar1 ve yogun koy yerlesmeleri-
nin varligindan anlasilmaktadir. Kizihrmak ve Yesilirmak havzalarinda bulunan Amaseia,
Eukhaita, Neokaesareia, Sebasteia, Koloneia, Nikopolis and Argyropolis gibi 6nemli ticaret
ve tarim merkezleri hem yerli halklarin, hem yabanc tiiccarlarin, hem de Bizans ordusunun
ihtiyaclarini karsilamislardir. Bu model aslinda Pontos boélgesi icin Hellenistik ve Roma
donemlerinden beri stiregelen bir model olmus ancak kent yerlesimlerinin degisen fonksi-
yonlari farkli donemlerde yerlesim sistemi a¢isindan belirleyici olmustur.

72 Morison 1912, 4.

73 Bateson 1899, 140; Kopecek 1973, 464-466; Rossiter 1989, 101-110.
74 Attwater 1959, 168-169.

75 Telfer 1936, 341.

76 Lequien 1740, 515-518.

77 Conybeare 1896, 118-136.

78 Bizans déneminde Pontos Bryer ve Winfield tarafindan kapsamli bir sekilde ¢alisilmis ancak ¢alismanin
odag1 Trebizond. Dolayisiyla cografi olarak kiy1 Pontos’u ve etnik olarak da Hellen kiy1 yerlesimlerini
kapsamistir. Calismanin guney siirlar: daha belirsizdir, Komana ve Tokat’1 disarida birakirken yalniz
Neokaesareia’yr dahil etmistir (Bryer ve Winfield 1985, 2). Osterreichische Akademie der Wissenschaften
tarafindan hazirlanan Tabula Imperii Byzantini serisi komsu bolgeler Paphlagonia ve Kappadokia'yr da
icermektedir ancak bu bolgeler icin Bryer ve Winfield’in yaptigi gibi kapsaml bir calisma ne yazikki yoktur
(Hild ve Restle 1981 ve Belke 1996).

79 Bryer ve Winfield 1985, 107.
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Komana’da Hiristiyanligin etkileri 6nemli olmustur. Kent etrafinda, yerlesim aginda tapi-
nagin onemini yitirmesi sonucu 6nemli degisiklikler meydana gelmistir. Dazimon daha
once de bahsedildigi gibi Bizans doneminde kale yerlesiminden kent yerlesimine donts-
mustir. Dazimon ayn1 zamanda verimli arazileri ile Bizans ordusu icin doguda 6nemli bir
durak olmustur.8? Neokaesareia’nin da artan énemi Komana’yr etkilemis olmalidir,

Komana Neokaesareia’nin yaninda ikincil bir rol tstlenmistir.

Danismendler ve Komana

Erken Bizans doneminin bolgedeki stabilitesi yerini 9-12. yylar arasinda muicadelelere ve
karisikliklara birakmistir. Her ne kadar Orta Bizans donemi Bizans sanat ve mimarisinin
ve dolayisiyla kiltiirtiintin genis cografyalara yayilmasi sebebiyle Bizans tarihinin “Klasik
(Cag1” olarak adlandirilsa da, Anadolu a¢isindan zorlu bir déonemi temsil etmektedir.8!
Savunmanin 6nem kazandigi bu déonemde yerlesimlerin yuksek kesimlere kaydig: bilin-
mektedir ve tahkimatli Amaseia, Dazimon (Dokeia), Koloneia gibi kentlerin 6nem kazan-
dig1 gorulmektedir.

Karadeniz’in kuzey kiyilar: ve i¢ bolgeler 1071 tarihinden itibaren Anadolu’ya Orta
Asya’dan giren halklar tarafindan istila edilerek yagmalanmaya baslamistir. VII. Michael
Doukas’in idaresine (1071-1078) rastlayan bu déonemde Bizanshlar ile Danismendler
(1097-1178), Gurculer, Artuklular (1101-1409), Saltuklular (c.1071-1202) ve Mengtcekler
(1118-1252) arasinda sturekli bir gerginlik ve muicadeleden bahsetmek mumkiindir. Bu
istilalardan 6nce Tokat bolgesinde ve genel olarak Orta Karadeniz’de olduk¢a bariscil bir
ortamin oldugu istikrarli bityimeden anlasilabilmektedir. Ticaret yollar1, kentler etrafin-
da olusan yogun koy yerlesimleri ve eklesiastik idarenin gelisimi dengeli biiyimenin
onemli gostergeleri arasinda yer alir. Hellenistik ve Roma donemlerinde de goruldugt
gibi Amaseia, Euchaita, Neokaisareia, Sebasteia gibi merkezlerle tabi Komana ve Dokeia
(Tokat) gibi kentler ticaret ve tarim merkezleri olarak hem kendi vatandaslarina, hem
ticcarlara hem de Bizans ordusuna hizmet etmislerdir. 12. yy’in ortalarindan itibaren
Bizans diinyasinin disinda kalan Neokaisareia Bizans donemi boyunca Tokat ve ¢cevresinin
en etkili merkezi olmustur.®? Bizans déneminde Komana’da da yasamin daha 6nce inani-

lanin tersine devam ettigi gorulmektedir.

Danismendlerin 6nemli bir eseri olan Danismendname’de bolgedeki kilise ve manastirla-
rin yakilip yikilmasi, kentlerin ele gecirilmesi ve savas ganimeti toplanmasi detayli bir
sekilde anlatilmaktadi.%3 Bu eserde Komana’dan da oldukca bahsedilmektedir.84 Eserde
kent, Sisiyye olarak anilir. Kentin genis bir alana yayildigindan, tahkimatlh bir kaleye sahip

oldugundan ve kalenin 6ntinde bulunan buyuk bir kopriuden soz edilmektedir. Bu kopru-

80 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, de Ceremoniiis 444-445; Foss ve Winfield 1986, 19.
81 Dark 2002, 17.
82 Erciyas ve Sokmen 2010, 126.

83 Melikoff 1960. Turkler ve Bizanshlar arasindaki gerginliklerin Pontos kentlerine yansimalar: Vryonis
tarafindan ayrintuli bir sekilde ele alinmistir.

84 Demir 2002.
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nun uzerinde kuruldugu nehrin kentin icinden gectigi de ifade edilmektedir.®> Kentin
sakinlerinin ¢cogunun din adami oldugu ve kentte sayisiz kiliselerin varhigi da s6z konusu-
dur. Eserde Sisiyye ordusuna Danismendler’e kars1 sirasiyla komutanhik eden yoneticile-
rin, Natron ve Esriyanos’un Melik Danismend tarafindan bertaraf edilip kentin musla-
manllastirilmas: da anlatilmaktadir.8¢ Bir anekdota gore, Melik Danismend Komana’da
yasayan tim halki Muslimanlastirma sozt vermistir.3” Kars: ciktiklarinda ise kentin yone-
ticisi giinde bes vakit namaz kilinmasi ve camminin ziyaretini zorunlu hale getirmistir.
Sarap icenler ise kirbaglanmistir. Bizans ordusu Komana’ya geldiginde yerel halk tiim
Musliman Turkleri 6ldirmaus, camiileri ytkmis ve manastirlar insa etmistir. Komana ve
Dokeia 1101 yilinda diger bircok kent gibi Danismedlerin eline ge¢mistir. Bunun sonu-
cunda nufus kismen kirsal alanlara ¢ekilmis, salgin hastaliklar, achk basgostermis ve
Turkler’e esir diissmustir.58 14. yy dan itibaren Tturkmenler’in sayisindaki artis kilisenin

yokolusunu hizlandirmaistir.

Tokat 1175’de II. Kilicarslan tarafindan alinmis ve bolge Selcuklu hakimiyetine gecmis-
tir.39 1277 tarihinden itibaren Tokat ve Niksar 24 eyalet ve subasilik merkezlerinden ikisi
olmustur.?? 1340’dan itibaren Tokat Eretna Beyligi'ne dahil olmustur. Nihayet 1399’da
bolge Sivas, Kayseri ve Aksaray ile birlikte Osmanl egemenligine girmistir.

Osmanli Donemi’nde Komana

Komana, tarihsel olarak Osmanli doneminde Sivas (Rum) Vilayeti’nin Tokat Kazasi’na
bagliyd: ve Tokat sehri 6nemli bir uluslararasi ticaret yolu tizerindeydi. Ayrica sehirde
canli bir sinai ve zanaat uiretimi, zengin kirsal ¢cevresinde ise verimli bir tarimsal tretim
vardi.?! 16. yy’da Sivas-Tokat sancaginin kazasi olan Tokat merkez disinda Cincife, Venk,
Komanat, Kafirni, Kilmigad, Tozanlu, Yildiz ve Kazabad nahiyelerinden olusmustur. 16.
yy’da bolgede sahit olunan hizlh nifus artisi ile bunun tarimsal tiretimin yapisi ve yerlesim
dizeni tzerindeki etkileri tizerine Cook (1972) ve Islamoglu-inan’m (1999) calismalar:
onemli veriler saglamistir. 15. yy baslarindaki Seyh Bedreddin, 16. yy baslarindaki Kizilbas
ve 17. yy baslarindaki Celali Isyanlari’nin Komana-Tokat bolgesinde olumsuz etkileri
olmustur. Ozellikle sonuncusunun yerlesim duzeni tizerinde yol actig1 tahripkar etkisi Ali
Acikel’in doktora tezinde ayrintili bir sekilde islenmistir.92 Oktay Ozel’in komsu Amasya
ve diger bolgeler tizerine yaptig1 benzer ¢alismalarin bulgulart Tokat-Komana bolgesi icin
de 6nemli karsilastirmali veriler sunmaktadir.”® Tavernier Tokat'in 17. yy’da Dogu’nun
énemli kavsaklarindan biri oldugunu ve Iran, Diyarbakir, Bagdat, Istanbul, Izmir ve Sinop

85 Danismendname, 71b/2.

86 Danismendname, 60a/13, 70b/7.

87 Danismendname, 278, 284, 380-381.

88 Vryonis 2008, 169.

89 Turan 1993, 255. 1248 Kosedag savasinin ardindan Ritkneddin Kili¢ Aslan bolgeyi Ilhanhlar adina
yonetmistir.

90 Cahen 1968, 41-50.

91 Simsirgil 1990; Gen¢ 1988; Duman 1998.

92 Acikel 1999.

93 Ozel 1993; Ozel 2013; Ozel (yaymn asamasinda makale).
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arasinda gidip gelen kervanlarin ugrak yeri oldugunu anlatmaktadir.* 1883 Sivas
Salnamesi’'nde Sancak statisiinde yeralan Tokat’ta hizli1 bir ntfus artis1 kaydedilmistir.
1875 Sivas Salnamesi’'ne gore Tokat’ta 6002 Misliman ve buyik bolimu Gregoryen
Ermeni 5186 Hiristiyan yasamaktadir.”®

94 Tavernier 1682.
95 Oztiirk 2011, 444; 1907 Vilayet Salnamesi'ne gore detayh niifus dagilimi bir tabloda verilmistir.
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Komana’da 2009-2014 Ylllarl Arasinda Yapilan Kaz
Calismalarinin On Degerlendirmesi
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Abstract

Hamamtepe and its surrounding area (mainly the Glimenek village) was identified
as the location of the Hellenistic and Roman site of Komana with the evidence pro-
vided by the ancient travelers, ancient literary sources and 5 years of surface surveys
in Tokat region (2004-2008). The excavations which began in 2009 and post-
excavation interdisciplinary research suggested that Komana was continously occu-
pied starting from the Hellenistic period until the present day.

While Hellenistic and Roman periods on the site are represented with minor pri-
mary contextual evidence, Komana provided an armful of knowledge on the
16-17th centuries Ottoman residential occupation, 12-13th centuries Danishmendid
domestic and semi-industrial life, 11-12th centuries Middle Byzantine church and
its cemetery and 5-9th centuries Early Byzantine period occupation. These periods
are archaeologically little known in Anatolia thus making Komana a good candida-
te for further study.

In addition, these periods were better understood in terms of their administrative
and religious aspects and studies emphasized on Constantinople, royalty and monu-
mental buildings. Komana, on the other hand offers a chance to investigate these
periods in a rural context, and understand domestic and semi-industrial habits,
which is most crucial in explaining changing political dynamics, social structures
and economy in Medieval Anatolia.

In this paper, hitherto results of the excavations at Komana are reported and dis-
cussed in comparison to similar and limited number of contemporary sites of
Anatolia and nearby geographies.

Anahtar Kelimeler: 16-17. yy Osmanli, 12-13. yy Danismend, 11-12. yy Orta Bizans,
Gec Roma, Hellenistik, kilise, mezarlik, ocak, Komana, Tokat.
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Giris

Anadolu’da Ortacag Kazilar1 ve Komana

Anadolu Ortagagi’na dair calismalar yakin ge¢cmise kadar cogunlukla idari ve dini yapilarin
irdelenmesi ve elit sinifin materyal kiiltiir kalintilarinin analizine yogunlasmistir. Ozellikle
anitsal olcekteki Bizans yerlesimleri bilim diinyasinin ilgisini ¢ekmis, ikincil buyuklukteki ve
kirsal yerlesimler ile konutlara ait kalintilar gézardi edilmistir.! Ancak bu tir yerlesimlerin
daha detayli calismalara konu olmasi Bizans donemi ekonomisi ve sosyal yasamini anlamak
acisindan buiyiik 6nem tasimaktadir. Yazilhi kaynaklar da Bizans donemi icin agirhikl olarak
idari ve dini konular1 icermekte kirsal yasama dair bilgi vermemektedir. Bu alanda, 1960’lar,
1970’lerde Keban baraji sular1 alunda kalacak arkeolojik sitlerde yuritiilen kazilar ilk veri-
leri saglamaya baslamistir. Asvan Kale and Taskun Kale Bizans donemi kirsal yerlesimleri
arasinda ilk kazilanlardandir.? Yine Atatiirk Baraji yapim1 6ncesi kazilarla ortaya cikarilan
ve Ortacag yerlesimlerine 151k tutan Tille Hoyuk ve Gritille Hoytik kirsal ve konutsal yapilar
hakkinda bilgiler vermistir.® Ilisu Karkamis kurtarma kazilar kapsaminda; Zeytinlibahce
Hoyuk, Mezraa Hoyuk ve Gri Virike 6nemli veriler saglam1§tlr.4

Goksu vadisinde kazist devam eden Kilise Tepe, domestik yapilar: yanisira kilise kompleksi
ve proje kapsaminda yurutulen cevresel arkeoloji arastirmalar: ile de Komana acisindan
onemli bir 6rnek olusturmaktadir.® Kurtarma kazilarinin Ortacag arkeolojisi acisindan
onemi Baku-Tiblis-Ceyhan Boru Hatti Kurtarma Kazilar1 projesinde de kendini gostermis-
tir. Erzincan-Akmezar, Erzurum-Gullidere, Kahramanmaras-Minnetpinar: and Ardahan-
Sazpegler 6n calismalar yapilmis Ortacag yerle§imleridir.6

Arkeolojik arastirma projeleri kapsaminda calismalar yapilan Afyon’da Amorium ve
Mersin’de Yumuktepe kurtarma kazilarindan daha kapsamli veri saglayan, yayinlar: etrafli
Ortacag yerlesimleri olarak Anadolu’nun bu cagina 1sik tutmuslardir.” 1954-1955 yillarin-
da Seton Lloyd tarafindan kazilan Beycesultan’in Ortacag malzemesi de simdilerde yayin-
lanmaktadir.® Bu projelerin arasina géreceli yeni eklenen Cadirhoyiik ve Komana, Orta
Anadolu ve Karadeniz Bolgesi'nin i¢ bolgelerinin kent-kirsal iliskisinin aydinlatilmas: aci-
sindan 6nem tasimaktadir.

Komana’da Bizans doneminde, daha sonra Turk beylikler, Selcuklu ve Osmanli donemle-
rinin arkeolojik bulgularla ortaya konulmasi, 6zellikle gtindelik yasam ve turetime dair
materyal kiltirin elde edilerek incelenmesi Anadolu’nun Orta¢ag doneminin aydinlatil-
masi icin 6nemli olacaktir.

Whittow 2008, 478.
Mitchell 1980; McNicoll 1983.
Moore 1993; Redford 1998.

Deveci ve Mergen 1999, Frangipane ve Bucak 2000, Frangipane vd. 2002, 2004, 2011; Okse ve Tekinalp 1999,
Okse vd. 2000, Yalcikli ve Tekinalp 2002, 2004, 2011; Okse 1999, 2000, 2002, 2004.

Postgate ve Thomas, 2007.

Gorur ve Ekmen 2005; Senyurt ve Ibis 2005; Tekinalp 2005; Tekinalp ve Ekim 2005.
Lightfoot 1994; 2003; 2012; Gill 2002; Caneva ve Koéroglu 2010.

Vorderstrasse, 2009, 222.
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Komana’da Seyyahlar ve Arkeolojik Arastirmalar

Komana antik kenti, Tokat ilinin 9 km kuzeydogusunda, Yesilirmak (Iris) nehri kenarmda
konumlanmistir. Yaklasik 8 km capinda bir alana yayilmis olan kentin gorulebilir kalintila-
r1 gunumuizde Hamamtepe olarak adlandirilan ve Tokat-Niksar ve Tokat-Almus yollarinin

ayriminda bulunan, eski adiyla Giimenek, buguin Kilich olarak anilan kéytn yanindadir.

Komana antik kentinin yerinin su anki Gimenek (Kili¢cli koyti) olduguna dair ilk bilgiler
bolgeyi ziyaret eden gezginlerden gelmektedir. J.A. Cramer, 1830’larda yaptig1 gezisinde
Gumenek’in Komana oldugunu mimari kalintilar: anlatarak onermistir.? Sonrasinda WJ.
Hamilton, burada bir cok mermer arsitrav ve friz parcasindan ve Roma donemine ait bir
kopruden sozetmektedir.!? Bahsedilen arsitrav parcalar1 su anda Tokat Muzesi'nde bulun-
maktadir ve Komana kentinin ismi bu arsitrav parcalarinda ‘kutsal sehir Komana’ olarak
gecmektedir. (Fig. 1) Hamilton’in ifade ettigi Roma Donemi koprusa de bugtin Devlet Su
Isleri’nin regulatorintin temelini olusturmaktadir. (Fig. 2) Bu kopriude devsirme olarak
kullanilmus iki adet yazitta Komana kentinin ismi Hierokaisareia tinvan ile birlikte kulla-
nilmistir.!! Bizans dénemi kayitlarinda ise Hiristiyanligin onemli kisileri ile anilmis
Komana’ya Hiristiyanligin erken ulastig1 bilinmektedir.!? Bunlar arasinda Gregorius
Thaumaturgus (M.S. 210-270), Basiliscus (M.S. 308 civar1), Buayuk Basil (M.S. 329-379),
Aziz Ioannes Khrysostomos bulunmaktadir. Danismendname adli eserde kentin adi Sisiyye
olarak gecmektedir.

Komana antik kentinde 2004 yilinda yuzey arastirmalari, 2009 yilinda kaz1 calismalar: bas-
latilmistir.!® Hellenistik ddnem Mitridat Kralligi’nin tapinak merkezi olarak tanimlanan
Komana’da bugine kadar Orta Bizans — Osmanli donemleri arasinda tg evre ile temsil
edilen kirsal bir kale yerlesimi gtinytiztine ¢ikarilmistir. Bu kale yerlesiminde 2009 yilin-
dan bu yana devam eden kazilarda elde edilen bulgular son iki yil icerisinde daha anlasilir
sonuclar vermeye baslamis, Anadolu’da kazi ve arastirmalarin siklikla ihmal ettigi Turk
beylikleri, Selcuklu ve Osmanli donemlerine dair somut veriler 6zellikle Anadolu’nun
Turklesme sturecini, Bizans ve Turk beylikleri arasindaki sosyal, kultturel ve ekonomik ilis-

kileri anlamaya yonelik sorgulamalara imkan saglamistir.

Komana Arkeolojik Kaz1 Calismalar: ve Kulturel Katmanlar

Calisma Alanlari

Hamamtepe yerlesimi tizerinde gerceklestirilen arkeolojik kazilarda 7 farkli alanda kazi
calismasi yarutalmustir. (Fig. 3 ve 4) HTPO1 alani yerlesimin merkezinde yer alirken,
HTP02 Hamamtepe’'nin bati bolimunde yerlesimi cevreleyen savunma duvari ve i¢ ve dis

9 Cramer 1971, 108.
10 Hamilton 1842, 350.
11 Erciyas 2006, 14.
12 Erciyas ve Sokmen 2010, 123-9.

13 Yiizey arastirmalar1 ve kazi raporlar: icin bakiniz Erciyas 2006; 2007; Erciyas vd. 2008; Erciyas 2009; 2010;
Erciyas vd. 2011; Erciyas 2014.
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bolimundeki yapisal kalintilar1, HTPO3 yerlesimin dogusunda olusturulan basamakl
acma kazi alanini, HTP04 Hamamtepe’nin kuzeydogusunda modern Gumenek yerlesimi
yol seviyesinde bulunan konutsal yapilarin tesbit edildigi alan1, HTPO05 yerlesimin dogu-
sunda savunma sinirlar1 disinda kalan alcak bir boliimde olusturulan test agcmasini, HTP06
yine yerlesimin en ust noktasinda ve merkezinde, HTPOI alaninin gtineyinde olusturul-
mus bir bagimsiz alani1 ve HTP07 bauda yer alan sur duvarinin disinda diiz alanda olustu-
rulmus test agmasinin bulundugu alani temsil etmektedir.

Hamamtepe arkeolojik alaninda gerceklestirilen kazi ¢alismalarinda sirasiyla Osmanli
donemi konut evresi (16-17. yy) (Evre I), Danismend dénemi konut ve islik evresi (12-13.
yy) (Evre II), Orta Bizans donemi kilise ve mezarlik evresi (11-12. yy) (Evre III) ve Erken
Bizans donemi evresi (5-9. yy) (Evre IV) tesbit edilmistir.

Osmanli Donemi Konut Evresi (Evre I)

Osmanli dénemi konut evresini temsil eden yapisal kalintlar kalinhiklar: 70-90 cm, ytksek-
likleri 30-100 cm arasinda degisen harcsiz kuru duvar temellerinden olusmaktadir. Cogu
zaman sikistirilmis ve ezilmis kil ve toprak ile olusturulmus olan mekan tabanlar1 bu 6zel-
ligi sayesinde kolayca tesbit edilebilirken, erken kullanim evrelerinin yasam tabanlari ile
kiyaslandiginda oldukga iyi korunmus bir bicimde ortaya cikarilmistir. (Fig. 5 ve 6) Diger
erken evrelere gore Osmanl konut evresinin taban ve yapisal kalintilarinin tizerinde baska
yerlesik bir kulttirel yap1 evresi bulunmamasindan dolayr korunma durumu oldukea iyidir.
Yerlesimin terk edilmesinin ardindan kalintilarin tahribinde dogal etmenler de, kulttirel
etmenler kadar etkili olmustur. Osmanli evresinin tzerine yeni bir yerlesim insa edilmedi-
ginden diger evrelerde oldugu gibi duvar temelleri tarafindan tahribat Osmanl evresi icin
gecerli degildir. Bir alt evre olan Danismend islik evresinin Osmanli konut evresinin bina
temelleri ve seviyeleme calismalar: nedeniyle oldukca tahrip edildigi kazilar sirasinda
yogun olarak gézlemlenmistir.

Osmanli déonemi konutlarinin taban seviyelerinin tesbitinde rehber olan bir baska 6zellik
ise mekanlarin duvarlar1 boyunca ve zaman zaman da mekanin orta noktasinda ortaya

cikarilan direk taslaridir.

Osmanli konut evresinin mekanlarinda, Danismend islik evresinden farkli olarak, sinirl
saylda ocak, firin, depolama ve ¢6p gibi kullanimlara dair yapisal 6geler bulunmaktadir.
Mekan iclerinde ele gecen yapisal ogeler daha cok bu evreye 6zgli olarak gozlemlenen
tabana sabitlenmis pithos tipi depolama kaplar: ve orta buytuklikte seramik kaplardan
olusmaktadir. Bu yapilarda yiyecek uretimi ve tiiketimi, metal, cam, kemik ve tas isciligi
gibi uretimlere ve bu uretimlerden geriye kalan artiklara dair izler sinirlidir. Kullanim
izlerinin siirh oldugu yaklasik 10 x 10 m ol¢ulerinde bazi genis mekanlarin kismen hay-
van barinagi kismen de konut olarak kullanilmis olabilecekleri diisinilmektedir.

Osmanli déonemi evresinin mekanlarini kaplayan, kalinligi 10 cm ile 70 cm arasinda degi-
sen ve tarim topraginin hemen altindaki tabakalardan seramik parcalari, cok sayida iyi
korunmus durumda ve her biri 6zel olarak tasarlanmis pipo, az sayida monokrom duvar
cinisi ve sikkeler elde edilmistir. (Fig. 7 ve 8) Ozellikle dekoratif amach olarak kullanilan
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ve edinilmesi olduk¢a masrafli olan ¢inilerinin konutsal mekanlarin i¢ yizeylerinde kulla-
nildiklar1 dasuntldigunde, mekanlarin 6zenli olarak insaa edildikleri ve ekonomik duru-
mu iyi olan bir sosyal grup tarafindan kullanildiklar: izlenimini dogurmaktadir. Ancak
cinilerin sayica azhig1 yerlesimin terk edilmesinden sonra geriye kalanin alandan tasinmis
olabilecegi izlenimini yaratmistir. Erken evreler ile kiyaslandiginda Osmanli donemi evre-
sinin buluntu miktar1 oldukc¢a azdir ve birkac¢ saklama kab1 disinda hi¢ bir buluntu in situ
olarak ortaya c¢ikarilmamistir. Bu durumu yine yerlesimin asamali olarak terkedilmis olma-
sina, ani bir yitkim ya da yangin izi olmamasina ve ytizeyde kalan kalintlarin insanlar tara-

findan tekrar tekrar degerlendirilmis olmasina baglamak uygun olacaktir.

Osmanli konut evresi yap1 kalintilar1 biiyik oranda HTPO1 alanina yayilmaktadir. HTP02
alaninda sur duvariin ic bolumuinde de tesbit edilmistir. Bu béltiimde, ortasinda kil bulu-
nan etrafi tugla doseli yaklasik 100 cm capinda genis dairesel bir ocak yapisi, tezgah olarak
kullanilmis olabilecek harclhi bir banket, yere sabitlenmis kiictik bir kip ortaya c¢ikarilmis-
tir. HTP02’de bulunan mekanlar, Osmanli donemi evresinin tepenin timiine yayildigini
gostermistir. Ayrica HTP02’de ortaya c¢ikarilan Osmanli donemi evresi mekanlarda
HTPO1’den farkh olarak yasam ve liretime dair daha fazla ize rastlanmistir.

Danismend Doénemi Konut ve Islik Evresi (Evre II)

Danismend donemi konut ve islik evresinin mimarisi har¢siz dogal taslar ile insaa edilmis
kuru duvar temellerinden olusmaktadir. Yiikseklikleri 10-110 cm ve genislikleri 70-90cm
arasinda degisen tas duvar temellerinin degisik seviyelerinde mekan tabanlari yer yer tes-
bit edilebilmistir. (Fig. 9 ve 10) Danismend konut ve islik evresinde anakaya olduk¢a yogun
bicimde kullanilmistir. Kimi zaman ana kaya tabanlar1 olustururken, ¢cogu yerde ocaklar
ve depolama kaplar1 i¢in zemin olarak islev géormustiir. Anakayanin kullanilmadigi durum-
larda sikistirilmis toprak zeminlerin varhigr tesbit edilmistir ancak bu zeminler oldukca
tahrip olmuslardir. Mekan tabanlarindaki tahribatin daha ¢ok yogun kulttrel olusum
stureclerinden kaynaklandigi son derece aciktir. Osmanli konut evresinin insaasi sirasinda
yalnizca Danismend konut ve islik evresinin mimarisi ve yapisal 6geleri tahrip olmamus,
ayn1 zamanda belki de in situ ya da de facto olarak geri de birakilan basta seramikler olmak
uzere arkeolojik buluntular Osmanl evresinin kurulumu sirasinda seviyeleme ve temel
calismalar1 neticesinde tahrip olarak dolguya karismis ve sistemik kontekstlerini yitirerek
arkeolojik kontekstin bir parcasi olmuslardir.!* Danismend evresi ile Osmanl evresi ara-
sinda birkac ylizyillik bir hiatus bulunmaktadir, bu sirede meydana gelen bir takim kiilti-
rel ve dogal olaylar da buluntularin gercek kontekstlerinden uzaklasmalarina sebep olmus
olmalidir.

Danismend konut ve islik evresini temsil eden mekanlarin duvar temellerinin tizerlerinde
kerpic tuglalardan olusan ve ahsap ile desteklenmis duvarlarin var oldugu distintlmektedir.
Kerpi¢ tugla ve ahsap yap1 malzemeleri yerlesimin terkedilmesinin ardindan dogal neden-

14 Schiffer 1996, 89 ; 1983; bkz. “de facto refuse” terimi Schiffer tarafinda yerlesimin terk edilmesi sirasinda
geride birakilan halen kullanilabilir durumda olan arkeolojik materyaller icin kullanilmaktadir. Schiffer
1995, 26; 1972; bkz. “systemic context” materyallerin davranigsal bir sistemin parcasi olduklar1 durumu
ifade ederken “archaeological context” materyallerin kultirel bir sistemin elinden gectikten sonra
arkeologlarla karsilastigi durumu ifade etmektedir.
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lerle kaybolmus olmalidir. Ahsap yap1 malzemeleri yapt malzemesi olarak tekrar kullanilmak
uzere veya yakit olarak degerlendirilmek icin toplanmis olmalidir. Yikint1 kerpi¢ malzeme
ise ezilerek ve sikistirilarak Osmanli mekanlarinin tabanlarinin olusturulmasinda kullanil-
muis olabilir, cinkti Osmanli konut evresinin tesbit edilen tabanlarinda siklikla acik sar1 killi
ezilmis ve sikistirilmis toprak ile karsilasilmistir. Ote yandan kerpi¢ malzemenin dogal strec-
lerin etkisiyle eriyerek ve dagilarak dogaya karismis olma olasilig1 oldukca ytiksektir.
Hamamtepe’de yapilan kazilarda Danismend konut ve islik evresini temsil eden bir tabaka-
da birbirine kenetli halde birka¢ parca kerpic tugla kalip olarak yikint1 halinde bulunmus,
kerpic tuglalarin etrafinda ise erimis halde kil tesbit edilmistir. (Fig. 11)

Danismend konut ve islik evresi mekanlarinda ¢ok sayida ocak, hazne, depolama ve ¢op
cukuru gibi yapisal 6geler ortaya cikarilmistir. Birbirine komsu mekanlarin her birinde
birden fazla ocak yapisinin ortaya cikarildigi Danismend evresinde mekanlarin son derece
yogun bir tretim faaliyeti i¢in kullanilidg1 dustintlmektedir. Incelenen ocaklarin anakaya
uzerine ve mekan tabanlarinin kismen ic¢ine yerlestirilecek sekilde insa edildikleri gézlem-
lenmistir. (Fig. 12) Devsirme su ktinklerinin havalandirma sistemi olarak kullanilmais oldu-
gu pismis toprak ocaklarin ¢aplar: 70-90 cm arasinda degisirken, ytizeyde kalan boltimleri-
nin dis etkenlerden tahrip olmasi nedeniyle yikseklikleri 5-40 cm arasinda degismektedir.
Kazilar sirasinda ocaklarin islevlerini yitirmelerinin veya yerlesimin terkedilmesinin ardin-
dan kismen tahrip olduklar1 distintlmekte olup, kirilip i¢ boltiime diismus parcalarla sik-
Iiklikla karsilasilmis, bu gézlemden yola ¢ikarak ocak boylarinin tahribat 6ncesinde daha
yuksek oldugu 6ngorulmustir. Duvar kalinliklar: ise 2-3 cm arasinda degisen ocaklarin
etraflar tugla parcalari ile tabana oturdugu kisimlar nehir cakili ile desteklenmistir. Ocak
ici taban kismu ise sikistirilmis topraktan olusurken yer yer yassi bir tugla parcasinin yerles-
tirildigi gorulmustir. Danismend evresinde ortaya cikarilan ocaklarin benzerlerine Asvan
Kale, Taskun Kale, Tille Hoyuk, Gritille Hoyuk, Zeytinlibahce Hoyuk, Mezraa Hoyuk, Gri
Virike, Kilisetepe, Akmezar, Gullidere, Minnetpinari, Sazpegler, Amorium, Yumuktepe ve
Cadirhoytik gibi kirsal ve konutsal mekanlarin ortaya cikarildigi Ortacag donemi kazila-

rinda da rastlanmistir.!?

Hamamtepe’de anakaya oyularak derin ¢ukurlar olusturulmus ve agiz kismi dar i¢ bolum-
de genisleyen, derinlikleri 3 m’ye ulasan depolama alanlar1 olarak kullanilmistir. Bazi
orneklerde ise bu cukurlarin i¢ boltimlerinin tas ile 6ralduga gorulmustiar. Olusturulan
bu cukurlarin agiz kistmlari kil, tas ve tugla kullanilarak insa edilmis ve boylece toprakta
var olan zararli canlilar ile baglantisi kesilerek tahil saklama alanlar1 olarak kullanilmistir.
(Fig. 13) Depolama islevini yitirmelerinin ardinda yerlesimin terkedilmeye yakin ve terke-
dilmesinin ardindan ¢op cukurlarina donustikleri dusintilmektedir. Cop cukurlar: ayni
zamanda sikistirilmis toprak zemin icinde sinirlar1 belirlenmis caplarr 100-150 cm arasin-

da degisen cukurlar olarak karsimiza cikmaktadir. (Fig. 14)

15 Anadolu’da yapilan Ortacag donemi kazilari, kirsal ve konutsal yapilar ve ortaya ¢ikarilan ocak yapilari i¢in
bkz. Mitchell 1980; McNicoll 1983; Moore 1993; Redford 1998; Deveci ve Mergen 1999; Frangipane ve
Bucak 2000; Frangipane vd. 2002; 2004; 2011; Okse ve Tekinalp 1999; Okse vd. 2000; Yalcikh ve Tekinalp
2002; 2004; 2011; Okse 1999; 2000; 2002; 2004; Postgate ve Thomas 2007; Gortr ve Ekmen 2005; Senyurt
ve Ibis 2005; Tekinalp 2005; Tekinalp ve Ekim 2005; Lightfoot 1994; 2003; 2012; Gill 2002; Caneva ve
Koroglu 2010; Cassis 2009.
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Anakayanin taban ve tabana yakin olarak kullanildigi boélimlerde ise yaklasik 1 m ¢apinda
rezervuarlar olarak kullanildiklari, ocak etraflarinda ise bir takim bank ve tezgah benzeri
yapisal 6geler de gozlemlenmistir. Tim bu yapisal 6gelerin ocaklar ile birlikte bir Gretim
faaliyetinin bir parcast olduklar1 disintlmektedir. (Fig. 15)

Ortaya cikarilan bu yapisal o6geler 6zellikle mekanlardan elde edilen ¢ok sayida arkeolojik
buluntu, zengin arkeobotanik ve arkeozoolojik veriler ile birlikte degerlendirilerek tre-
tim, tiketim ve yasamsal aktivite ve davranislar anlasilmaya calisilmaktadir.16 Etnoarkeolojik
ve etnografik calismalarin kullanimlar ile ilgili ipuclar: verdigi bu ogeler yukarida bahsi
gecen veriler ile birlikte ele alindiginda Danismend konut ve islik evresinin aktorlerinin
yasantilar: hakkinda daha somut bilgiler sunmaktadir.!? Sur icerisinde tas duvar temeller,
yer yer tesbit edilebilen toprak tabanlar, pisirme veya tiretim amach kullanildiklar: duisa-
nulen ocaklar ve 6zellikle tahil saklamak icin kullanilan izole depolama cukurlarinin
karakterize ettigi Komana Danismend donemi evresi, 11-13. yy’lar arasina, Bizans-Selcuklu
donemine tarihlenen, Gritille yerlesimi ile benzer o6zellikler g(")stermektedir.18 Yakin bir
cografyada yer alan Yozgat'ta bulunan Cadirhoyuk’te de etrafi sur duvari ile cevrili askeri
amacla kullanilmis kastron Komana ile karsilastirilabilecek 6rneklerden biridir.!?
Cadirhoyuk’an cografi olarak Komana’ya yakinlig1 da bu iki yerlesim tipinin ortakliklari-

nin belirlenebilmesi icin 6nemlidir.

Danismend konut ve islik evresinden yogun miktarda seramik parcalari, amorf metaller,
cam obje ve cam bilezik parcalari, bronz objeler, islenmis kemik objeler, arkeozoolojik ve
arkeobotanik kalintilar elde edilmistir. Komana ile mimari anlamda paralellik gosteren
Gritille’de Komana’da islik tabakalarindan sik sik bulunan farkli renklerde spiral bilezik
parcalarina da rastlanmaktadir.?’ (Fig. 16) Komana’da 6zellikle tizerinde simli motifler
bulunan ornekler Sagalassos’da 10-13. yy’lar arasinda tarihlenen cam bilezik parcalari ile
paralellik gé')stermektedir.21 Kemik objeler yine Bizans donemi kemik isciliginin tipik 6zel-
liklerini tasimakla birlikte, cesitlilik acisindan ¢ok zengindirler. (Fig. 17) Kemik objeler
arasinda agirsaklar 6nemli bir yer tutar. Komana’daki agirsaklar bir yandan konut ici tire-
timi onerirken bir yandan da yapim teknikleri a¢isindan karsilastirilabilir, dolayisiyla tarih-
lenebilirlerdir. Agirsaklarin cogu yassi yarim kiire olarak sekillendirilmis ve tzerleri kazi-
ma teknigi ile c¢izgi veya noktali daire deseniyle bezenmislerdir. Zeytinli Bahce ve
Yumuktepe kazilarinda benzer 6rnekler bulunmustur.?? Kemikler tizerindeki halka beze-
mesi yaygin olarak Komana kemik eserlerinde goriilmektedir.?® Komana’da kazilarda elde
edilen hayvan kemikleri tizerinde yapilan zooarkeolojik incelemelerde kemik obje treti-

16 Zooarkeolojik ve Arkeobotanik veriler icin bkz. Piskin 2015 (Bu kitapta 6. B6lim); Piskin ve Tatbul 2015
(Bu kitapta 7.Bolim).

17 Geg¢ Kalkolitik ¢cagdan giiniimuze dek kullanim gérmekte olan tandir ocaklar: tizerinde gerceklestirilen
etnoarkeolojik calismalar icin bkz. Parker 2011; Parker ve Uzel 2007; Koskla 2006.

18 Ellis ve Voigt 1982, 326-332.
19 Cassis 2009.

20 Ellis ve Voigt 1982, 330.

21 Lauwers vd. 2010.

22 Dell’Era 2012, 403-404, Fig. 11¢; Kéroglu 2012 2012, 315, Fig. 8.
23 Odekan 2007, 149-152.
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minin 6n hazirlik asamalari siklikla gozlemlenmistir. Bu verilerden yola ¢ikarak Komana’da
bulunan kemik objelerin yerlesim icinde turetildigi guvenli bir bicimde onerilebilmekte-
dir. Metallerin ve bronz objelerin buyik ¢cogunlugu kilise malzemesi 6zelligi tasimalar:
sebebiyle islik evresinde ikincil baglamda bulunmus olmalidirlar. Objeler arasinda hag
parcalari, aydinlatma elemani parcalari, canlar, zincirler, teller, kemer tokalar1 ve mobilya
parcalart bulunmaktadir. (Fig. 18) Bu objeler genel ozellikleri itibariyle Orta Bizans done-
mi bronz isciligine 6rnek olustururlar. Benzerleri Beycesultan, Amorium, Bogazkdy gibi
arkeolojik alanlarda bulunmustur. Komana’da bulunan ¢anlar ve samdan parcalar:
Beycesultan ornekleri ile, polykandela parcalar1 Elaiussa Sebaste o6rnekleri ile, tart1 ve kan-
dil askilar1 Bogazkoy 6rnekleri ile benzerlik gostermektedir.?? Bogazkoy de bulunan hay-
van bicimli kilit parcas1t Komana’da bulunan kilit parcasina iyi bir 6rnek teskil etmekte-
dir.? (Fig. 19)

Hayvansal ve tarimsal besin tretim ve tiketimine dair kanitlarin 1s1k tuttugu Danismend
evresinden elde edilen amorf metaller ve metal curuflar1 sayesinde kiiciik capl da olsa
metal isciligi ve dolayisiyla endustriyel aktivitelerin varligi da onerilebilir.

Komana’'nin Danismend islik/konut evresinde kurevi-konik kaplar ele ge(;migtir.26 (Fig.
20) Kurevi-konik kaplar form ve olasi islevleri acisindan 9-13. yy’lar arasina tarihlenmekte-
dir. Bu kaplar civa kabi, parfim kabi, ates korukleyici (aeolipie), kandil, el bombasi ve sivi
icerik (sarap, bira) kabi olarak cesitli islevlerle aciklanmaktadirlar. Oldukca populer olan
bu kap formuna Yakin Dogu’da bir ¢ok merkezde, Anadolu’da, Orta Asya ve Volga
Bolgesi'nde yapilan arkeolojik calismalarda rastlanmistir.?” Sirsiz érneklerinin ¢ogunlukta
oldugu bu kaplar zaman zaman da kabartmal1 bitkisel yada helezonik motifler ile stislen-
mis olarak karsimiza cikmaktadir. Anadolu’da 6rneklerine Alanya Ickale, Ani, Kubadabad,
Kad: Kalesi ve Kiz Kalesi kazilarinda rastlanmistir.?8

Islik evresinde in situ buluntu sayist cok azdir. Seramiklerin saglam olanlari ise tabaka icin-
de iri kaya parcalar1 ve bosluklar gibi tesaduf eseri olusan korunma kosullar1 sayesinde
gunumuze kalmistir. Fakat ¢op cukurlarinin etraflarini ¢cevreleyen bir sinira sahip olmala-
11 ve dis etkenlere daha az maruz kalmalarindan dolayr 6zellikle seramik buluntular tiim-
lenebilir parcalar halinde elde edilebilmektedir.?? Genel olarak buluntularin korunma
durumlar ve birincil kontekstlerinde ele gecmemeleri yukarida daha 6nce bahsettigimiz
gibi yerlesimin asamali terkedilmesi, terkedilme sonrasinda ziyaretlere maruz kalmasi ve
materyallerin tekrar degerlendirilmek tlizere yerlesimden uzaga tasinmasi, Uist evrenin
kurulumu sirasinda tahrip edilmesi ve karistirilmasi gibi kulttirel etkenler ve cesitli dogal
streclerin de etkisi ile dogru orantili olarak iliskilidir. Yine de buluntular elde edildikleri
tabakalar1 karakteristik olarak ortaya koymaktadir. Bu tabakalarin yorumlanmasi sirasinda

24 Wright 2000, 165, 167 ve Wright 2007, 146 Fig. 19; Ferrazzoli 2012, 295 pl.7; Bohlendorf-Arslan 2012, 357.
25 Bohlendorf-Arslan 2012, 363 pl.11, 9-10.

26 Erciyas ve Sokmen 2012, 92.

27 Ettinghausen, 1965: 218-229.

28 Mercangoz ve Inanan 2011, 433-442; Coruhlu 2010, 145-178; Arik 1991, 355-359.

29 HTPO1 alaninda 277/603 T07’de ortaya c¢ikarilan sikisik toprak sinirli ¢op cukuru ve 282/583 T11’de
ortaya cikarilan anakaya oyularak olusturulmus ¢6p cukurundan cok sayida timlenebilir seramik ele
gecirilmistir. Seramikler icin bkz. Vorderstrasse 2015 (Bu kitapta 10.B6lim).
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sistemik ve arkeolojik kontekstler arasindaki sertivenleri sirasinda yasamis olduklar: kulta-
rel ve dogal olusum siireclerini irdeleyerek ¢ikarimlar saglamak énemlidir.

Kazilarda simdiye kadar edinilen sonuclara gére Danismend konut ve islik evresi en yogun
HTPO1 alaninda temsil edilmektedir. HTPO1 alaninda Danismend evresinin tamaminin
uzerinde yaygin olarak Osmanl konut evresi tesbit edilmistir. Danismend evresinin 6zel-
likle anakayanin yuzeye yakin oldugu bazi bolumlerde gecmiste var olsa da Osmanli evre-
sinin kurulumu ve isleyisi sirasinda izlerinin tamamen silinmis oldugu dustunulmektedir.
HTPO02 alaninda sur duvariin i¢ bolumunde de islik evresine ait bolimler bulunmakta-
dir. (Fig. 21) HTP03 ve HTP04 alanlarinda da tretim ve tiketim aktivitelerinin gercekles-
tirildigi mekanlar ortaya ¢ikarilmistir. HTP06 alaninda olusturulan test agcmasinda hava-
landirma sistemli tandir ocakli mekanin ortaya ¢ikmasiyla da Danismend dénemi konut ve
islik evresinin HTPO1 alaninin guneyinde de devam ettigine dair veriler saglanmistir. (Fig.
22) HTPOI alaninda ortaya c¢ikarilan Orta Bizans donemi kilise yapisinin giiney nefinde,
orta nefin cokmesi ve bu mekan ile baglantisinin kesilmesi ve kilisenin islevini yitimesinin
ardindan Danismend evresi sirasinda isligin bir parcast olarak kullanildig1 diistinilmekte-
dir. Tim bu durumlar g6z 6ntunde bulunduruldugunda, evreler aras1 gecislerde, bazi
mekanlarin ya da mekan duvar temellerinin tekrar kullanildiklar: anlasilmaktadir. Ayrica
bazi duvar temellerinin tekrar kullanilmalarindan 6tirt de en erken var olan yapilarin
yonelimlerinin sonraki evrelerde olusturulan yapilarda da ayni sekilde devam ettigi goz-
lenmistir.

Orta Bizans Donemi Mezarlik ve Kilise Evresi (Evre III)

Hamamtepe Danismend konut ve islik evresi oncesinde, 9-11. yy’lar arasinda, nekropol
alan1 olarak kullanilmistir. 2014 kaz1 sezonunda ortaya c¢ikarilan mezarlar ile birlikte
mezar sayist 69’a ulasmistir.>! Mezarlik evresini tamamlayici bir diger kesif ise 2013 kazi
sezonunda HTPOI alaninda ortaya ¢ikarilan Orta Bizans donemine tarihlenen Kkilise yapisi
olmustur. (Fig. 23 ve 24)

Komana’da bulunan Orta Bizans donemi mezarlar1 dogu-bati uzantili olup bazi mezarlar-
da sayica az da olsa hag, kiipe ve yuzuk gibi 6l buluntular: tesbit edilmistir. Kiipelerden
birisi bronz bir halka ve tizerinde ti¢ bronz boncuktan olusmaktadir. (Fig. 25) Kapenin bir
benzeri Selanik’te bulunmustur.?? Antonaras bu kiipe tipinin yaygin bulunan bir tip oldu-
gunu soylerken Selanik 6rnegini 10-12. yy’lara tarihlemektedir.

Mezarlar hem toprak hem de ana kayanin uygun oldugu bolimlerde olusturulmus oyuklar
icerisine yerlestirilmistir. (Fig. 26) Olii yerlestirilen anakaya oyuklari dar ve uzun hazirlan-
mustir. Dogal bir kaya kutlesi tizerinde bulunan Hamamtepe’de tim evrelerin anakayay1
sekillendirerek kullandig1 gortilmektedir. En erken evrede yap1 temelleri anakayanin duz
olan ya da duizlestirilen boltimlerine saglamligindan dolayr oturtulurken, nekropol evresin-
de mezarlar icin kullanilmus, islik evresinde ise hazne ve ¢op ¢ukuru islevi géormustur.

30 Schiffer, 1995; 1972.
31 Iskeletler hakkinda antropolojik bilgi i¢cin bkz. Erdal vd. 2015 (Bu kitapta 5.Bélim).
32 Antonaras 2012, 118; Kypraiou 1997, 173; Skouteri-Didaskalou 2007, 126f.
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Hamamtepe’de tesbit edilen bircok mezarin Usti yine anakayadan kesilmis yass1 kapak
taslar: ile kapatilmistir. Yerlesimin bu dogal o6zelligi ne derece etkili kullandig1 tiim bu
orneklerden anlasilmaktadir.

Hamamtepe’de ortaya cikarilan mezarlarin bir kismi bozulmamis sekildedir, bir kismzi ise
nekropol evresi tizerinde bulunan Danismend dénemi konut ve islik evresinin kurulu-
munda, yap1 temellerinin olusturulmasi sirasinda kismen dagilmaistir. Ust evrenin kurulu-
mu sirasinda derinde yer alan mezarlar daha az zarar gorurken kapak tas1 olan mezarlar
da in situ olarak ele gecirilmistir. Baz1 mezarlar ise tekrar acilmis ve ikinci bir bireyin
gomulmesi sirasinda degisiklige ugramistir. Bu degisiklik cogu kez daha 6nce géomiilen
bireyin kemiklerinin bir yigin olarak kenara itilmesi seklindedir. Baz1 6rneklerde arada
ince bir toprak tabakasi yaratilarak ust tste ayni dogrultuda yerlestirildikleri gortlmustur.
Ote yandan halen yap1 temelleri altinda yeri tesbit edilmis fakat miidahale edilememis

mezarlar bulunmaktadir.

Hamamtepe’de ortaya cikarilan mezarlarin HTPO1 alaninin kuzeyinde kilise yapisinin etra-
finda topraga gomu seklinde olduklar: goriiliirken, HTPO1 alaninin bati bolimde ortaya
cikarilan tim mezarlar anakaya tizerine ve anakaya oyuklari icine yerlestirilmistir. Bu iki
farkh tarz anakayanin HTPOI alaninin kuzey boltimtinde dik bir bicimde derinlesmesi ve
bat1 bolimde yuzeye daha yakin olmasindan kaynaklanmaktadir. HTP02 alaninda ortaya
cikarilan mezarlar ise hem topraga gomulerek hem de anakayay:r kullanarak olusturulmus-
tur. Mezarlar HTP0O2 alaninda hem sur duvarinin i¢ bolimunde tst evre mekan tabanlari-
nin altinda hem de sur duvarinin disinda yamacta anakaya tizerinde ortaya ¢ikarilmistir.

HTPOI alaninin kuzey boliumunde ortaya cikarilan kilise yapisi bir ana apsisli orta nef ve
bu nefin kuzey ve gineyinde iki kiictik apsisli nefden olusmaktadir. (Fig. 27) Kilisenin ana
apsisli nefinden tugla ve devsirme mermer yapi taslari, taban tizerinden yogun miktarda
dokunti harg, cok sayida fresk parcasi ve keramoplastik duvar stslemeleri iceren yikinti
kaldirilmistir. Ayrica kilisenin ana apsisinin ytikseltilmis bolimuinde yerde devsirme olarak
kullanilmis bir yazit parcast da bulunmustur.3? Kilisenin zeminini tamamiyla kaplayan
yikint icinde tek bir yanik pismis toprak kandil disinda hi¢bir materyal kilttr 6gesi, hay-
van kemigi ve bitki kalintis1 elde edilmemistir. Bu 6zellik kilisenin ana nefinin ¢6kmesin-
den itibaren sonraki evrelerde kullanilmadigi izlenimini dogurmustur. Kilisenin kuzeyde
bulunan kiictik apsisli nefinde mezarlar tesbit edilirken, giiney de bulunan nefin
Danismend konut ve islik evresinde kullanim gordugu tesbit edilmistir.

Kilisenin ana apsisli nefinin duvar o6zellikleri incelendiginde tugla, harc ve bolgeden elde
edilen kirmizi kesme taslarin birbirini izleyen sekilde insa edildigi ve devsirme malzeme
ile tabaninn olusturuldugu, kiicik apsisli neflerin ise kuru tas duvar 6rme teknigi ile son-
radan eklendigi gorulmustiir. (Fig. 28) Genisletmeden o6nce Olctileri 6m x 8m olan ana
yapi, iki yan nefin eklenmesinden sonra 4 metre daha genisleyerek 10 m’ye ulasmistir.
Sonradan eklenen narteksin hentiz bat1 duvar: ve giris kapisi bulunamadigindan kilisenin
genisletildigindeki boyunu 6nermek mumkiin gérinmemektedir. Kilisenin narteksi daha
sonra Danismend konut ve islik evresinde de kullanim gérmusttr.

33 Bu yazit Alten tarafindan kitabin 4.Boliimt’nde tartistimaktadar.
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Buytk olctide ortaya c¢ikarilan Orta Bizans donemi kilise yapisinin hemen dogusunda
(yaklasik 4 m) ayni tarzda insa edilmis ve es zamanl kullanildiklar1 distintlen bir kilise
yapist daha 2014 kazi sezonunda ortaya ¢ikarilmisur. Fakat tizerinde bulunan Danismend
donemi ve Osmanli dénemi yapisal kalintilarinin yapinin tizerine yayilmis olmasindan
dolayr tam olarak temizlenemediginden detayh bilgiye burada yer verilmemektedir. Bu
kilise de 2013 yilinda bulunan kilise gibi 3 nefli insa edilmistir ve duvarlarinda freskler
bulunmalidir. (Fig. 29a-b) Cok daha az sayida fresk parcasi bu kilisenin yikintisinda da
gorulmustir. Diger kilisede oldugu gibi burada da keramoplastik mimari sisler bulun-
mustur, duvarlar da ayni sekilde tugla, harc ve tas siralarindan olusmustur.

Kilise yapisinin duvarlar1 hicbir bolimde tam olarak ayakta degildir ve in situ fresk ornek-
leri yalnizca gliney duvarin i¢ kisminda az miktarda gorulmektedir. Gortnen freskler de
duz beyaz renktedir. Fakat duvar ve zemin iscilik tekniginin, mimari planinin ve evreler
bazinda kullaniminin anlasilabilmesine olanak saglayacak yeterli veriler saglanmuistir. Ote
yandan yuzeyden itibaren kilisenin kesfedildigi her bir asamada kilise yapisinin tanimlan-
masinda ve yayilldigr alanin belirlenmesinde tabakada yogunlasan keramoplastik buluntu-
lar, yogun harc¢ yikinti, fresk parcalari ve bronz haclar rehberlik etmistir. (Fig. 30)

Orta Bizans donemi kilise mimarisine Anadolu’da 6rnekler sinirli sayida bulunmaktadir
ve 6rnekler daha cok anitsal dlcektedir.>* Kapadokya bolgesi Orta Bizans Donemi kilise
ornekleri acisindan zengin olup ozellikle freskleri Komana ornekleri ile karsilastirilabi-
lir.3> Bu kitapta 8. Bolumde freskler tartistimaktadir. Selanik ve cevresinde Orta Bizans
donemine tarihlenen oldukca fazla sayida kilise bulunmaktadir. Bu kiliseler Komana kili-
seleri ile karsilastirilabilecek en gtizel 6rnekleri sunmaktadir. Ozellikle Olcek ve mimari
teknikler acisindan Komana kiliseleri Kastoria’daki kiliselere benzerlik gostermektedirler.
(Fig. 31 ve 32) Bu kiliselerden Koubelidiki, Hagios Stephanos, Taxiarch ve Hagia Anargyroi
farkli 6zellikleri ile karsilastirilabilir 6rneklerdir.?® Her ne kadar bu kiliselerin tiim duvar-
lar1 ayn1 anda ve ayni teknikle insa edilmis olsalar da plan itibariyle 6zellikle Hagios
Stephanos, Hagioi Anargyroi ve Taxiarchs kiliseleri Komana Kkiliselerine benzemektedir.3?
Bu kiliselerin her birinde bir buytk iki kuctk apsisli tic nef bulunmaktadir. Kastoria’daki
bu kiliseler de Komana’dakiler gibi kticiik kiliselerdir. Kastoria, Taxiarchs ve Hagios
Nikolaos yaklasik 10 m x 7 m biyuklugiinde, Hagia Anargyroi ise 11 m x 10 m buytkli-
gundedir. Hagioi Anargyroi ve Hagios Stephanos kiliselerinde nefler arasinda gecislerin
benzeri Komana’da 2013 yilinda ortaya c¢ikarilan kilisenin giney tarafindan da bulunmus-
tur. Kilisenin ana nefi ile kuzey nefi arasindaki duvarin alt seviyelere kadar tahrip olmus
olmas: oradaki gecisin goriulmesini engellemektedir. Epstein, Koubelidiki, H. Stephanos,
ve Taxiarchs’t gec 9. - erken 10. yy’lara, H.Anargyroi 11. yy’1in ilk yarisina, ve Kasnitze’deki
H. Nikolaos’u ise 12. yy’in ikinci yarisina tarihlemistir.>® Komana’daki kiliseler de roliker

haclar ve freskler yardimi ile 11-12. yy’lara tarihlenebilir.

34 Bursa Trilye’deki Fatih Camii, Pekak 2000; Istanbul Myrelaion ve Theotokos (Fenari Isa Camii), Ousterhout
1999.

35 Epstein 1979.
36 Epstein 1980.
37 Epstein 1980, 191.
38 Epstein 1980, 199.
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Kazinin ilk yilindan itibaren Hamamtepe’de belirlenen mezarlarin gomu tarzi ve yer yer
mezar buluntulari, ve mekan iclerinde elde edilen bronz haclar, kilise aydinlatma aksam-
lar1 ve torensel amach kullanildig1 distiintlen daha ¢ok cesitli bronz obje yerlesmede var
olan Hiristiyan inanch bir toplumun varligini haber verirken, kiliselerin kesfi ile bu cika-
rim daha da gecerli bir hale gelmistir. Bu sporadik buluntulara ek olarak islik tabani altin-
da 2013 yilinda bulunan kilisenin yakininda toplu halde takilar bulunmustur. U¢ tane
giimiis tash erkek yiizGigiintiin yanisira giimis bir kolye zinciri ile tizerinde Isa tasviri bulu-
nan cepecevre incilerle bezeli kolye ucu ve bir cift altin sepet tipi kiipe bulunmaktadir.
(Fig. 33) Bu kipe Fatimi stilinde bir kiipe olup benzeri New York Metropolitan Sanat
Miizesi'nde bulunmaktadir.3® Kiipe 10-11. yy’lara tarihlenmistir.

Kazilar, Hamamtepe’de kilise ve nekropol evresinin hemen tizerine ve kisa bir stre iceri-
sinde yeni bir yerlesimin oturtuldugunu onermistir. Buna gore yukarida da tarif edildigi
gibi kiliselerin, ki yikik olmalidirlar, ayakta kalan kisimlarinin i¢i doldurulmus, mezarlar
kenara itilmis, kimi zaman duvarlar kafataslarinin tizerine oturtulmus, bronz kilise esyalari
ya dolguya karismis ya da yeni mekanlarda birikmistir. Ozellikle mezarlarin gordigii mua-
mele bu mezarlarin anisinin kaybolmus veya bir sonraki kullanici icin 6nemsiz olabilecegi-
ni dusindurmaustir. Yine bronz ha¢ ve roliker haclarin islevlerini yitirmis olmalari, belki
de tekrar eritilmek tizere toplanmis olmalari yine kilise/nekropol tzeri evrenin artik
Hiristiyan olmadigini dnermistir. Ote yandan Bizans sikkeleri kullanilmaya devam edilmis,
onlarin yanina Danismend/Selcuklu sikkeleri eklenmistir. Gtinltk yasama dair bulgular
her iki evre icin de farkli arkeolojik malzemelerden elde edilebilmektedir. Bir yandan
iskeletlerin antropolojik incelemeleri agir sartlarda yasayan, iyi beslenmeyen, kirsal yasami
oneren hastalik ve rahatsizliklarla miicadele etmis bir halka isaret ederken, bir tist evreden
gelen arkeozoolojik ve arkeobotanik veriler beslenme bozukluklari, protein eksikligi, kar-
bonhidrat agirlikli beslenme grafigi ile hemen ardindan gelen dénemde kirsal yasam sart-
larini desteklemistir. Ancak kaliteli kaplarin yogunlugu, Dogu’dan ithal edildigi duistinu-
len pahali seramikler ve meyve sebze cesitliligi bolgenin kirsal bir yasam dahi strse pahali

urunlere ulasabildigini 6nermistir.

Toparlayacak olursak; 11. ytuzyilda bir degil en azindan iki kilisesi bulunan Komana’nin
merkezi konumundaki kayalik, belki o donemde surlarla cevrelenmis, pesinden
Danismendlilere yenik dusmus ve 12.-13. yuzyillarda Danismendlilesmis hatta musliman-

lasmustir.

Orta Bizans Donemi Surlari

Komanaantik kentinde ytrttilen yiizey arastirmalarinda ve Harita Genel Komutanligi’'ndan
elde edilen hava fotograflarinda Hamamtepe etrafinda tesbit edilen sur duvarlarimin yapi-
sal ozelliklerini anlamak ve tarihlendirebilmek amaciyla surlarda kazi ¢calismalar: ytrttal-
mustir. Hamamtepe’nin kuzey bati kosesinde baslayan kazilarda sur duvarinin yer yer 3,5
m kalinliga ulastig1 ve en az iki evreli oldugu anlasilmistir (Fig. 34 ve 35). Bat1 tarafda
kuzey-gtiney dogrultulu sur duvarinin kuzey-bati kosede bir bur¢ olusturdugu, ve anakaya

39 Welch vd. 1979,/1980, 16.
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uzerinde donerek doguya devam ettigi gorulmustir. 2014 yilinda kuzey surlarin dis tara-
finda bir test agmasi yapilmis ve burada surlarin iyi korunmus oldugu anlasilmistir. Test
acmasinda surun tabanina ulasilmistir. Buna gore surun yuksekligi korunan kisimda 4,5
m’dir (Fig. 36). Sur duvarinin tepenin kuzey tarafi boyunca devam ettigi hatta kaleye giri-
sin bu taraftan olabilecegi gorusu olusmustur. Surun izleri gtineyde ve giiney dogu da
takip edilebilmektedir. HTP03 alaninda yurutulen ¢alismalarda sur duvarimin dogu kisi-
minin bulunamamis olmasi duvarin daha yiiksek kottan devam etmis ve yapinin Erken
Bizans evlerinin tuzerine kurulmus olabilecegini 6nermistir. Bu sekli ile sur duvarlar siyasi
karisikliklarin arttigi Orta Bizans donemine tarihlenebilir. Surlu kirsal kale yerlesimleri
Gritille ve Cadirhoyuk gibi 6rneklerde de goruldigu gibi Orta Bizans doneminde yaygin
bir yerlesim tipidir.

Erken Bizans Donemi Evresi (Evre IV)

Hamamtepe’de gerceklestirilen kazilarda Erken Bizans donemine tarihlendirilebilecek
in situ yapisal kalintilar ve arkeolojik buluntulara da rastlanmistir. HTPOI alaninda Orta
Bizans mezarlik ve kilise evresinin daha alt seviyesinde duzlestirilmis anakaya tizerine
yerlestirilmis Gizerinde kenet yuvalar:t bulunan blok kirectaslari tesbit edilmistir. Daha
erken doneme ait buiyak kamusal bir yapinin kalintilar1 olma olasiligi dogmustur.
Duzlestirilmis saglam bir anakaya zemin tizerinde olmalar1 da buyuk bir yapinin temeli
icin uygun bir kosuldur. Ortaya cikarilan blok taslarla ayn1 seviyede daha erken donem-
de kullanilmis oldugu anlasilan bir ocak yapisi da tesbit edilmistir. (Fig. 37) Kucuk bir
bolumde tesbit edilen bu ocakli erken evre 9. yy’1n 6ncesi bir donemi temsil etmektedir.
Bu evrede tekrar kullanilmis olabilecek blok kirectas: yap: temeli ise daha da erken bir
evreyi temsil ediyor olabilir. Fakat bu alandan hentiz tarihlemeyi kesinlestirecek veriler
elde edilememistir.

HTPO02 alaninda sur duvarinin i¢c bolimunde Osmanli ve Danismend dénemlerinden
once kullanilmis oldugu duistintlen ve alanda kalinliklar: 70-90 ¢cm arasinda degisen
basit duvarlarin aksine, har¢ kullanilarak insa edilmis olan yaklasik 150 cm eninde uzun
bir duvar sirasi alt seviyede ortaya ¢ikarilmistir. Ortaya ¢ikarilan bu duvar yapisinin da 9.
yy mezarhk ve kilise evresinden 6nceki bir donemde kullanim gérduagu ve savunma
duvari ya da daha farkli bir kamusal yapinin bir parcasini temsil ettigi dusuntlmektedir.
(Fig. 38) Fakat tarihleme icin hentiz kesin bir veri saglanamamistir. Ote yandan HTP02
alaninda tzerinde bir savas sahnesi betimlemesi olan Hellenistik donem Megara kasesi
parcas1t bulunmustur. (Fig. 39 ve 40) Hamamtepe’de tarihlemeyi Hellenistik doneme
goturen bu buluntunun yerlesimdeki yapilar ile olan iliskisi hentz tesbit edilememistir.
Fakat bu buluntu, birka¢ ytzyil1 askin zamandir elde edilen tarihi veriler 1s1g1nda
Komana antik kentinin merkezi olarak kabul goren Hamamtepe ve etrafindaki alanin
Roma imparatorluk dénemi yapisal kalintilarinin da 6ncesine 151k tutmasi acisindan son

derece onemlidir.20

40 Hamamtepe’nin dogusunda bulunan Yesilirmak tizerinde kurulu DSI regiilatorii iizerinde devsirme olarak
kullanilan Roma dénemi imparatorluk tapinagi yazitindan yola ¢ikarak Hamamtepe’'nin ve sinirlari icinde
yer aldig1 Glimenek koyliniin Roma déneminden giintimiize kesintisiz iskan edildigi ¢ikarimini yapabiliriz.
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HTPO3 alaninda tepenin dogu yamacinin ve stratigrafinin anlasilmas1 amaciyla olusturu-
lan basamakli acmalardan elde edilen erken donem seramikler ve 5-6. yy’a tarihlenen
bronz deniz kabugu kapakli kandil bu konutsal nitelik tasiyan alanin tarihlemesini 5-6.
yy’lar arasina tasimaktadir. (Fig. 41a-b)

Hamamtepe’'nin kuzeydogusunda modern Guimenek yerlesiminin yol seviyesinde bulu-
nan HTP04 alaninda yapilan kazilarda ise Hamamtepe’de tesbit edilen sur duvarinin
disinda kalan ve Yesilirmak’ in tasidigi altivyon dolgunun altinda oldukc¢a zengin arkeo-
botanik veriler iceren ocakli konut mekanlar: iki ayr1 evre olarak ortaya ¢ikarilmistir.
Ortaya c¢ikarilan mekanlar kalin bir tabaka ile birbirini takip eden iki ayr1 konut evresini
temsil etmektedir. Evrelerden ytizeye en yakin olan Danismend donemi konut ve islik
evresini temsil etmektedir. Ayn1 acma icerisinde yapilan sondaj kazisinda ise daha derin
bir seviyede bulunan ocakli bir evre tesbit edilebilmistir ve bu evrenin 5-9. yy’lar arasini
temsil ettigi dusinulmektedir. Fakat bu ¢ikarimi kesinlestirecek guvenilir veriler hentiz

saglanamamistir.

Gec¢ Roma Donemi Devsirme Yapr Malzemeleri

Hamamtepe’de ortaya ¢ikarilan evrelerin tamaminda daha 6nceki donemlerde yerlesim
ve yerlesimin etrafinda var olan erken doneme ait yapilarin yapisal malzemelerinin devsir-
me olarak kullanildig1 anlasilmaktadir.

Orta Bizans donemi kilisesinin apsisli ana nefinin tabaninda Theos Hypsistos’a adanmis
bir 3-4. yy adak yazit parcas: ele gecirilirken, kuzeydeki apsisli nefte Euprepes adinda bir
sporcuya adanmis 3. yy ve Polykhronis isimli bir cocuga ait Ge¢c Roma donemi mezar yaziti
ele gegirilmi@tir.41

Ayrica kilisenin apsisli ana nefinin tabaninda ve kiicuk apsisli neflerinde yakin civarda
bulunan kamusal yapilardan alinarak kullanilmis olan mermer bloklar, sttun ve arsitrav
parcalar tesbit edilmistir. Mermer kamusal yap1 6geleri Danismend dénemi konut ve islik
evresi ve Osmanli donemi konut evresinde de duvar yapilar: ve mekan iclerinde bagimsiz
olarak da ele gecirilmistir.

Bir diger devsirme yap1 malzemesi ise pismis toprak taban karolar1 ve cati kiremitleridir
(tegula). Kilise zemininde ve Danismend donemi konut ve islik evresi mekanlarinda taban
dosemelerinde devsirme olarak kullanildiklar: tesbit edilmistir. (Fig. 42) Kilise etrafinda yer
alan Orta Bizans donemi mezarlarinda ise ¢at1 kiremitleri mezarlarin yan duvarlar ve tst
kapaklar1 olarak kullanilmistir. (Fig. 43) Ayrica ortaya ¢ikarilan ikinci kilisenin temelinin
dolgusunda cok sayida kirik cati kiremiti ortaya ¢ikarilmistir. Bu da ele gecirilen malzemele-
rin kilise ve mezarlik evrelerinden dncesinde kullanilan yap: ya da yapilardan ele gecirildik-
lerini gostermektedir. Hamamtepe’de tesbit edilen pismis toprak taban dosemesi ve cati
kiremitlerinin yerlesim ya da yerlesime yakin bir noktada bulunmus olan bir gec donem
Roma villasindan ya da erken donem Bizans konutunda ilk kullanildiklar1 dastintilmektedir.

41 Hamamtepe’'de ele gecen yazitlar icin bkz. Alten 2015 (Bu kitapta 4. Bolim).
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Kaybolan Evreler Tartismasi

Hamamtepe’de gerceklestirilen kazilarda tesbit edilen evreler 5-9. yy erken Bizans konut
evresi, 11-12. yy orta Bizans mezarlk ve kilise evresi, 12-13. yy Danismend konut ve islik
evresi ve 16-17. yy’lar arasinda Osmanli konut evresi olarak tanimlanmistir. Fakat yap1
kalintlariyla tanimlanmis bu evrelerin disinda derinde yer alan tabaklardan mekanlarla
iliskilendirilmesi olanaksiz olan fakat erken donem malzemelerin tesbit edildigi durumlar
da gorulmektedir. Ozellikle alanin tamaminda daha alt tabaklarda Gec Roma dénemine
ve kisithi da olsa Hellenistik donemlere tarihlendirilebilecek seramik parcalar: ele geciril-
mektedir. Derin tabakalardan elde edilen bu malzemelerin dolgu malzemesi olarak civar-
dan getirilen toprak ile tepeye tasindigi dusunulirken, diger bir gorus ise tepenin
Hellenistik ve Roma donemlerinde de iskan edildigi fakat anakaya ytuzeyinin en erken
donemlerde goruntr olmasi nedeniyle ilk evrelerin kullanimi sirasinda birbirinin izlerini
yok ettigidir. Ayrica yerlesik olarak tesbit edilemeyen Hellenistik ve Roma donemi evrele-
rine ait yapi malzemelerinin sonraki evrelerde devsirilmelerinin ne derece yogun oldugu
Orta Bizans donemi kilise ve mezarlik evresinden itibaren gézlenmektedir. Bu yogun dev-
sirme nedeniyle Hellenistik ve Roma evrelerinin Hamamtepe tzerinde kayip olduklari
¢ikarimi hakli nedenlere dayandirilabilir. Yine de Hellenistik ve Roma dénemi yap1 temel-
lerinin kismen de olsa in situ bulunmasi tepenin kullanimini zamanda daha geri goture-
cek verileri bizlere saglayacaktir.
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Fig. 3. Hamamtepe hava fotografi.

Fig. 1.

Komana kentinin isminin
‘kutsal sehir Komana’
olarak gectigi arsitrav
parcast.

Fig. 2.
DSI regulatorinde
kullanilan yazitlar.
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Fig. 4.
Hamamtepe tim
evreler plani.
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Fig. 5. HTPO1 alan1 Osmanl evresi hava fotografi.
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Fig. 6. HTPO1 alan1 Osmanl evresi plani.
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Fig. 7. Osmanl dénemi pipolari.

Fig. 8. Osmanli donemi monokrom duvar ¢inisi.
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Fig. 9. HTPO1 alan1 Danismend evresi hava fotografi.
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Fig. 10. HTPO1 alan1 Danismend evresi plani.
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Fig. 11. Kerpi¢ tuglalar.

Fig. 12. Danismend evresi ocaklari.
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Fig. 13. Danismend evresi silosu.

Fig. 14. Danismend evresi ¢cop cukuru.
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Fig. 15. Danismend evresi ocakli mekan.

Fig. 16. Cam bilezikler.
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Fig. 17. Kemik objeler.

Fig. 18. Metal objeler.
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Fig. 19. Hayvan bicimli kilit parcasi. Fig. 20. Kurevi-konik kap.

Fig. 21. HTP02 alan1 Danismend evresi kalintilari.
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Fig. 22. HTPO6 alan1 ocak yapisi.

Fig. 23. Kilise hava fotografi.
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Fig. 24. Kilise plani.

Fig. 25.
Mezar buluntusu boncuklu
bronz halka kupe.
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Fig. 26.
Anakayada olusturulmus
mezarlar.

Fig. 27.
2014 kaz1 sezonunda
kesfedilen ikinci kilise.

Fig. 28.
Kilise duvar yapisi.
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Fig. 29a-b. 2013 kaz1 sezonunda kesfedilen 3 nefli kilise.
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Fig. 30. Kilise mimarisinde kullanilmis olan keramoplastik buluntular.

Fig. 31. Kastoria Hagios Stephanos, Hagioi Anargyroi, Taxiarchs kiliselerinin planlar1 (Epstein 1980,
181).
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Fig. 32.
Hagioi Anargyroi Kilisesi
Kastoria, Yunanistan.

Fig. 33.

Ug adet tash giimiis erkek yiiziigii, giimiis kolye
zinciri, Isa tasvirli inci bezeli kolye ucu ve bir ¢ift
sepet tarzi altin kiipeden olusan buluntu
gurubu.

Fig. 34. HTPO02 alan1 hava fotografi.
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Fig. 35. HTPO2 alan1 plani.
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Fig. 36. Komana’nin kuzey sur duvari.

Fig. 37. Erken Bizans evresinde kullanilmis olan blok taslar ve ocak yapist.
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Fig. 38. HTPO02 alaninda ortaya ¢ikarilan Erken Bizans evresi duvar yapisi.

Fig. 39. HTP02 alaninda bulunan Hellenistik Fig. 40. HTPO02 alaninda bulunan Hellenistik
donem Megara kasesi parcasinin fotografi. donem Megara kasesi parcasinin ¢izimi.

Fig. 41a-b. Bronz deniz kabugu kapakli kandil.
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Fig. 42. Kilisenin tugla doseme zemini.

Fig. 43. Cat1 kiremitleriyle insa edilen mezar.
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Komana Antik Kenti (Tokat) ve Cevresinde
Jeoarkeolojik ve Jeomorfolojik Gozlemler

Bekir Necati ALTIN®

Abstract

Determination of geological, geomorphological, and geographic features of the
natural environment which has mutual influence on and interaction with the
humans is extremely important for development and organization of a settlement.
Multidisciplinary studies were carried out with the research team of “Komana
Archaeological Research Project” (KARP) in order to determine the effects of the
natural environment as well as topographic and geomorphologic factors on the
selection of the place of establishment of Komana (Tokat) archaeological site and
on both current and historical economic activity and land use.

The establishment and development of the ancient city of Komana, its influence
area (hinterland and umland), topographical features of the site where it is locat-
ed, and the functioning dynamic character of the natural environment are extreme-
ly important in terms of the existence of the settlement. During the surface surveys
carried out under the project over a large area, the general character of the topog-
raphy and the functioning of Yesilirmak River especially in the deployment of
Komana archaeological site as well as the general geographic view which is put for-
ward by it have been highlighted.

GPS records of the archaeological sites and landform generations were taken and
these sites and generations were evaluated and mapped digitally. Human structures
from different periods were evaluated together with the natural conditions; rela-
tionships between the past and the present of the natural environment were sup-
ported by findings obtained from archaeological trenches and analyses, and the
human-environment interaction of the past and the present was established geo-
archaeologically.

Almost all of the current settlements extending parallel to the Yesilirmak River are
in the form of slope settlements. Residential area preferences of civilizations from
different periods have also been different. The fact that the next settlement was
influenced by and mangled the previous settlements is noteworthy as well.

It was endeavored to establish the fact that there were different preferences for
erosion-deposition surfaces rising in steps from the valley floor of Yesilirmak River

* Yrd. Doc. Dr. Bekir Necati Altn, Nigde Universitesi, bekirnecati@gmail.com
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in terms of settlement and land use and to present the directive effects of primarily
the Yesilirmak River and its branches as well as the morpho-dynamic conditions.
The dynamic properties of and the changes in rivers, the measures which humans
attempted to take in the face of the functioning of natural processes, and how the
current situation is evaluated today constitute the starting point of our efforts.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Jeoarkeoloji, Jeomorfoloji, Komana, Tokat.

Giris

Calismalarimiz, bugtin hoyuk géorantiminde olan Komana antik yerlesmesinin gecmiste
kalan sirlarini, sosyo-ekonomik yasamini, siyasi ve kiltirel degerlerini aydinhiga kavusturma-
y1 amaglayan disiplinlerarasi arkeolojik arastirma projesinin bir par¢asidir. TUBITAK tara-
findan desteklenen ve Prof. Dr. D. Burcu Erciyas baskanliginda yurutiilen arkeolojik kazilar

sirasinda jeofizik, jeoarkeoloji, jeomorfoloji, arkeobotani, arkeozooloji, antropoloji, cografya

ve mimari alanda calisan kisiler disiplinlerarasi ortak bir projeyi gerceklestirmistir.

Bu calismada, projede elde edilen baz veriler cografya ve uygulamali jeomorfoloji acisin-
dan degerlendirilmektedir.

Calisma alam

Komana antik kenti bugtin Tokat il sinirlari icinde, Tokat il merkezinin kuzeyinde, Tokat’a
9 km uzaklikta Niksar-Almus kara yollarinin ayriminda, Kilich (Gimenek) Koyt’nde
Yesilirmak Nehri kenarinda, Hamamtepe mevkiinde yer almaktadir.

Komana antik yerleskesi, bati-dogu uzaniml yiiksek daglik arasinda, icine KKD-GGB dog-
rultulu Yesilirmak Nehri’nin yerlestigi tektonik depresyonun tabaninda bulunur.

Yesilirmak Nehri ve kollar1 bolgenin yuksek platoluk bir gortiniim almasina neden olmus-
tur. Metamorfik kayaclarin egemen oldugu ytiksek kesimler tektonik hatlar boyunca dilim-
lenmistir. Yer yer genisleyen altivyal dolgu akarsu ovalarindan daglik alanlara gecisler
alcak esikler veya tastnmis yamag dolgular ile gerceklesir.

Komana antik kenti Yesilirmak Nehri kenarinda ve tagkin yataginda, tabani nehre paralel,
kismen metamorfik temel tizerinde tasinmis materyallerce ortilmaus, ikizkenar ticgeni
andiran gorunume sahiptir. Kuzeydeki daglik alandan sularini alip Yesilirmak’a baglanan
Kilich Dere altivyal yelpaze sahasinin gtineybati ucundadir.

Depresyon tabani kenarlarinda gozlenen akarsu seki sistemleri, yuksekte kalmis eski men-
deres yenikleri, yer degistirmis yatak izleri, yarilmis altivyal koni ve yelpazeler, seviye degi-

sim izleri, akarsu drenajinin ve isleyen dentudasyonal stireclerin belirleyicileridir.

Bolgede, Kuzey Anadolu Fayr’nin ve kollarimin egemen oldugu tektonik rejim morfolojinin
ana yapisal ozelliklerini belirlemistir!. Yesilirmak Nehri’nin yerel taban seviyesi olusturmasi,
kendisine baglanan akarsu kollarinin genc tektonik hareketlerle olusan yeni taban seviyesi-
ne gore genclesmeleri, depresyonda polisiklik bir topografyayr meydana getirmistir.

1 Ardos 1984, 1992; Erol 1979, 1983; Bozkurt 1990; Kocyigit ve Bozkurt 1990.
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Bolgedeki fay sistemleri, yapisal yersekli jenerasyonlari, akarsu seki sistemleri ile korele
edilen korelat (yasit) depolar, akarsu seviye degisimleri ve lokal kiitle hareketleri morfodi-

namik etkilerin gtinimuzde devam ettigini gosterir.

Akarsularin ve sellerin tasimis oldugu malzemelerin istiflenisi, eski ve yeni altivyal koni ve
yelpazelerin parcalanip ic ice gecmeleri bolgede fluvyal etkinligin cok hizhi gelistiginin
gostergesidir. Bayer Altin, calismasinda yan akarsu havzalarinin sel potansiyellerinde havza
sekillerinin 6nemli olmadigini; yuksek egim degerleri, gecirimsiz litolojinin ve bitki orti-
stinden yoksun olmanin sel olusumunu tetikledigini belirtmektedir.?

Yersekli Jenerasyonlar:

Yapugimiz calismalarda yersekli jenerasyonlari Erol sistemi’ne uyumlu olarak 2 grup altin-
da siiflandirabilir.?

Birincisi, yuksek daglhk alanlarin ve akarsu drenajinin kurulusu tzerinde etkili olan
Neotektonik donem asinim-birikim ytizeyi yersekli topluluklarini olusturan metamorfik ve
ofiolitik serilerin egemen oldugu yuksek kuatlelerdir.

Ikincisi ise, Yesihirmak Nehri boyunca depresyon tabaninda ve diger akarsu vadileri boyun-
ca cesitli seviyelerde karsimiza ¢ikan Pleistosen-Kuaterner donemi altivyal ve koltivyal mal-

zemelerin olusturdugu akarsu seki sistemleridir.

Asinim-Birikim Yuzeyi Sistemleri

750-800 m yukselti basamag tizerinde yiikselen Paleozoik - Mesozoik yash metamorfik kayac-
larin ve ofiolitik serilerin olusturdugu, ytiksek topografya ytizeyinde yer yer genisleyen veya
daralan bir cok yerde kesintiye ugrayan asinim veya birikim ytzeylerinden olusan sistemler-
dir.* Bircok yerde akarsularca yarildiklarindan dolay: yiiksek plato goriintimiindedirler.

Yayladagr Asimum Yiizeyi Sistemi (DI): 1400-1700 m seviyeleri arasinda, 1500-1600 m seviyele-
rinde yaygin olan tizerinde asinim artigi basik tepelerin yer aldig yiksek yayla seviyelerini
olusturan cat1 duzltkleridir. Asinim yuzeyi karakterinde olmakla birlikte ayrismis malzeme
kismen korunmustur. Bu ytizeyler izerinde arkeolojik bir veriye rastlanilmamustir.

Yelpe Asumum Yiizeyi Sistemi (DII): Kuzeyde Yelpe ve Senkoy, gineyde Hasanbaba ve Korucak,
kuzeydoguda Coregibuytik koyleri gerisinde ytikselen asinim kismen birikim ytizeyi siste-
midir. 870-900 m seviyesi tizerinde takip edilirler. Daglik alandan havza tabanlarina dogru
faylarla alcalan bloklarin tizerlerini ayrisma trtinlerinin orttigu, alt seviyelerde ise glasiler-
le gecisli egimli pediment ytizeyleridirler. Havza kuzeydogusunda Pliosen omuzlarina
gecis olustururlar. Havza kenarlarinda sel ve seyelanlarca tasinmis ayrisma trtnlerinin

olusturdugu etek molozlari ile ortaludurler.

2 Bayer Altin 2013.
3 Erol 1979, 1983.
4 Bozkurt 1990; Kocyigit ve Bozkurt 1990.
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Bula Asimum / Birikim Yiizeyi Sistemi (DIII): Bula, DOllUK, Pinarh cevresinde 750-900 m’ler
arasinda uzanan, kismen asinim, daha cok birikim karakterinde ytizeylerdir. Faylarla dilim-
lenmis olarak DII sistemleri ile Alt Pleistosen yuksek seki sistemleri arasinda gecis olustu-
rurlar. Ozellikle Pliosen akarsu sistemlerinin kontroliinde gelismis, genc tektonik hareket-
ler ile yuksekte kalmis, sekiler sistemleri gerisinde yikselen omuz duzltkleridir. Kilicli,
Bula, Karakaya, Coregibuyuk ¢evresinde Pliosen omuzlar1 kolayca ayirt edilebilir.

Akarsu Seki Sistemleri

Yesilirmak Nehri vadisi boyunca, tagkin yatagina ait altivyal taban dolgularinin iki yaninda
yukselen eski akarsu birikim depolaridir. Bliylik oranda yapilasmaya ugramis, karayolu
dolgulari, acilan cakil ocaklar1 ve sulama kanallar: ile deforme olmuslar, hatta gincel akis
kanali bile suni olarak olusturulmustur.

Sekileri, Yesilirmak Nehri su seviyesi esas alinarak eskiden yeniye ve birbirleriyle olan ilis-
kilerine gore su sekilde siniflayabiliriz.

SY: Yiiksek Seki Sistemleri (Ust Pleistosen-Kuaterner) :

SY: En ustte 30-55 m sekileri ( Camagzi, Akbelen, Guizova seviyeleri)

SY,: Orta sirada, 15-30 m seki seviyeleri

SY,: En alt seki, 10-15 m seki seviyesi ( Altivyal yelpazeler ile gecisli )

SA: Alcak Seki Sistemleri (Holosen)

SA,: Ust seki, 5-10 m seki seviyesi

SA,: Orta seki, 3-5 m seki seviyesi (Komana Regulator piknik alani art sekisi)

SA,;: En alt seki, 1-2 m seki seviyesi (Komana Regulator piknik alani 6n sekisi)

TY: Guncel akarsu taskin yatagi : 0.5-1 m (Komana’'nin iki tarafindaki yol seviyesi)

VT: Guncel vadi tabani1 ve akis kanali
Materyal ve Yontem

Komana antik kentinin etki alani (hinterlandi ve umlandi), icinde bulundugu topografya-
nin ozellikleri, dogal ortamin isleyen dinamik yapisi, yerlesmenin varligi acisindan son
derece 6nemli olmustur. Yuzey arastirmalari ve kazilar, Komana’nin kurulusunda
Yesilirmak Nehri’nin belirledigi genel cografik gorintiimun 6n planda tutuldugunu gos-
termistir.

GPS kayitlar1 alinan arkeolojik alanlar ve yersekli jenerasyonlar: sayisal ortamlarda harita-
landirilmislardir. Dogal ¢evrenin dint ve bugunt arasindaki iliskiler, arkeolojik agmalar-
dan elde edilen bulgular ile desteklenerek gecmisten gunumuze insan-cevre etkilesimi
jeoarkeolojik olarak ortaya konulmaya calisilmistir.

Proje arkeologlarinca tanimlanan 75 yapisal birim (16 tip) ve arkeolojik donemleri (12
donem), arazi gozlemlerimiz, jeomorfolojik bulgularimiz, GPS kayitlar: sayisal haritalara

donustirilerek yorumlanmaya calisilmistir (Tablo 1 ve Tablo 2).
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Bulgular

Yerlesim Yerinin Secimi

Dogal cevrenin sundugu “imkanlar” yerlesim yerinin seciminde en 6nemli faktordur.
Cevrenin, yerlesmeler arasindaki sosyo-ekonomik toplumsal iliskileri duizenleyici ve yasami
kolaylastirict nitelikte kullanilabilirligi saglamasi gerekir. Savunma kolaylig1 ve erisebilirlik
yer seciminde oncelikli tercih nedenidir. Suya ve topraga olan baghilik fiziki cevrenin algi-
lanis ve kullanilis bicimine yansir. Yaz veya kis donemlerinde ortaya ¢ikan defalarca tekrar-
layan ve afet boyutuna ulasan sel ve seyelanlar, susuz gecen déonemler arazi kullanimini,
ekonomik faaliyetleri buiytik 6lctude etkilemistir.

Tektonik yapisal uzanim yerlesmelerin dagilist kadar ekonomik faaliyetlerin cercevesini de
belirlemistir. Platoluk alan ile vadi tabaninda arazi kullanimi ge¢cmiste gintimuzde oldugun-

dan farkli olmasa da vadi tabaninin daha cok tarimsal amach kullanildig1 sdylenebilir.

Komana ¢evresinde kurulan medeniyetlerin topografik yapiyr degerlendiris ve arazi kulla-
nim bicimlerinde birbirlerini referans aldiklar: gortlar. Ancak yerlesim yeri seciminde
tercihlerin her medeniyette ayni olmadigi yizey arastirmalarindan anlasilmaktadir. Bunda
beseri anlayisin ve toplumsal kosullarin 6ncelikleri 6nemli rol oynamaistir.

Yerlesme alanlarinin stratejik konumlari, dogal ve beseri imkanlara ulasim zaman icindeki
arazinin kullaniminin farklilasmasina zemin hazirlamistir. Toplumun savunma stratejileri
ve buna bagh toplumsal hareketin yonunde, fiziki ¢cevrenin sundugu avantajlar énemli
olmustur.

Yesilirmak Nehri’nin ve kollariin ortaya koydugu gtincel jeomorfolojik gorintim Komana
ve cevresi i¢in “yonlendirici” etkide bulunmustur.

Yerlesim alanlarinin kuruldugu mekan ve topografik ytikselti basamaklar dikkate alindi-
ginda yerlesimler, gecmisten guinimuze genelde yukaridan asagiya dogru bir hareket izle-
mistir (Fig. 2).

Birkag¢ bin yillik zaman diliminde gerceklesen morfodinamik etkiler ve o doneme ait bir-
cok sorun topografyada ve yerlesmelerde gorulebilir. Bugtin etkin olan sel ve seyelanlarin
veya su sikintilarinin yasandigr kurak donemler, akarsu depolarinin karakterine, yansidig:
gibi bunlardan yerlesim alanlarinin da etkilendigi arkeolojik bulgulardan anlasilmaktadir.

Yesilirmak’in yatak degisimleri, sel ve seyelanlar arkeolojik verilerin genis alanlara yayilma-
sina neden olmustur. Yerlesmelerin cogunun guncel akis kanalindan 10-15 m daha yuk-
sekte yer almasina ragmen alt yamaclarda taskin yatagi izleri ve sekiler zaman zaman neh-
rin genis bir yatak icindeki seviye degisimlerinin etkisini gosterir. Kaz1 alaninda yamaclara
dogru acilan mezarlarda gorulen deformasyonlar ve ytiksek nem bu durumu dogrular
niteliktedir.

Jeolojik anakaya yerlesim alanlarinda, meskenin hazirlanisi ve kullaniminda etkili olmus-
tur. Kilich-Bula koyleri gerisinde ytikselen metamorfik seriler ve kalsit damarlarinda rastla-
nilan anakaya tuzerindeki alet izleri buralarin yapilarda kullanilmak icin tas ocaklar1 olarak
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degerlendirildigini gosterir. Kazilar sirasinda ¢ikarilan ve duvarlarda kullanilan bazi kesme
taslar cevre ocaklardaki kayaclarla buiytik benzerlikler gosterir.

Calisma alaninda yerlesmelerde sehirsel merkeziyet ve kirsal alan tanimlarindan yola ¢ikil-
diginda buiyik bir sehirlesme yerine ekonomik faaliyetin 6n planda tutuldugu kirsal yer-
lesme egemenliginden soz edilebilir. Yiizey calismalar: genis alanda cevreye yayilmis bir-
cok yerlesim biriminin varligini ortaya koymaktadir. Komana bunlarin adeta merkezi
konumundadir. Hamamtepe’yi ¢evreleyen dis surlarin mevcudiyeti merkezin 6nemli bir

rol ustlendigini gosterir.

Kazi alani yerleskesi Yesilirmak Nehri'nin eski menderesinin dis kenarinda, Kilich
Deresi’nin eski altivyal yelpazesinin u¢ kisminda yuzeylenen metamorfik temel tizerinde
yerlesmistir. Bu temel yerlesimin kullanimi acisindan 6nemli bir sinirlayict olmustur.

Yesilirmak’a paralel olarak hat boyu yerlesmeler seklinde, belirli ytikselti basamaklarinda
yogunlasan yerlesmeler yamaclarda jeolojik birim ayirt etmemistir. Ancak Hamamtepe ve
yakini haricinde de vadi tabani yerine vadi tabaninda ytikselen anakayanin ytikseldigi yer-
ler tercih edilmistir. Bu durum, vadi tabaninin tarimsal amaclar icin degerlendirildigini
gosterir.

Metamorfik serilerin olusturdugu ayrisma urtnlerinin ytizeysel sellenmeler ile tasinarak
birikmesi, tarim alanlarinin taracalandirilarak koluvial malzemenin kontrol altina alinma-
sina neden olmustur. Ayrismis anakaya malzemesinin tasinarak biriktirildigi alanlar otlak
alanlar olarak degerlendirilmistir. Giinimuizde baz1 koylerin asagi-yukar: olarak tanimlan-
mas1 koylerin eski ve yeni yerlerini belirleyen, dogal yaptirimlarin izlerini tasiyan, yakin
donem yap1 kalintilarindan anlasilmaktadir. Bu durum ayni zamanda kéylerin sik dokulu
olmasindaki baslica nedendir.

Su Kaynaklarinin Kullanimi, Hidrografik Etkiler

Yerlesim ve tarim alanlarinda suyun varligi ve miktar1 yaninda kullanim amaci ve suyun
degerlendirilebilirligi 6nemlidir. Suyun tarimsal 6nemi, iklimsel degisimler karsisinda
ortaya cikan durumlara gore kaynak ve taban suyunun sulama ihtiyacina gore tasindigi,
havuz ve sarni¢larda toplandigi bir gercektir.

Yeralt1 su kaynaklarinin kullanilmasi, akis kanallarinin degistirilmesi, kanallarin acilmasi,
tasinan sularin toplanmasi, yagish ve kurak donemler icin alinan 6nlemler gunliuk yasa-
min bir parcast olmustur. Su tutulan yerler, suyun dagitim ve kullanim sistemleri, yerlesim
yerlerine, yola yakinligi, ulasim kolayligi, kemer, kopru gibi yapilar jeomorfolojik esaslara
gore degerlendirilmistir. Yesilirmak’a baglanan akarsu kollar1 arasinda kalan tarim alanla-
rinda kayma yaralari veya sellerin actigi genc yarintilar suyun dogal olarak kanalize edildi-
gi yerlerdir. Su buralara yakin yerlere insa edilen sulama havuzlarina aktarilmis daha sonra
kunk ve kanallarla dagitilmistir.

Vadi tabanlarinda su toplama merkezlerinin mevcudiyeti dogal havuzlama yontemleri ile
saglanmistir. Gintmuzde akarsu yataginda, kum banklar1 arasinda tutulan sular moto-
pomplar ile sulama faaliyetlerinde kullanilmaktadir.



Komana Antik Kenti (Tokat) ve Cevresinde Jeoarkeolojik ve Jeomorfolojik Gozlemler 69

W.J. Hamilton, giiniimiizde Devlet Su Isleri’nin regulatorii temelinde kullanilan ve Roma
dénemine ait olabilecegini bir képriidden s6z etmektedir.® Bu kopri depresyonun merkezi
bir konumda olmasi, nehrin iki yakasi arasinda gecisin kontroliinii elinde tutmasinin yani

sira taskin donemlerinde suyun yayilarak gtictintn zayifladig: yerdir.

Kazi alani gerisinde Roma doneminde yagish donemlerde ylizey suyunu drene etme amac-
I1 yapilan kopru guntumiuzde, Kilich Dere’nin sularini akis kosullar1 degerlendirilmeden
Yesilirmak’in akisina ters sekilde yapilan yatak degisimi sonrasinda ¢ok kisa sirede altiiv-
yonlarca dolarak islevini yapamaz duruma gelmistir.

Bula koyt yolundan havuza ayrilan patikanin kosesindeki ¢cesmenin arkasinda (batisinda)
312x580 cm boyutlarinda moloz tas 6rgulii temelin havuza ait oldugu ve daha yukarida
visne bahgesinde ayn1 dogrultuda bulunan diger havuzla iliskili oldugu belirtilmektedir.®

Yerlesme sahasi gerisinden gelen akarsularin ve onlara ait eski akis kanallar1 gtincel akis
kanallari ile karsilastirildiginda, akarsulara sik sik midahale edildigini yatak degisimine

gidildigi anlasilmaktadir ki bu durum bugtin bile devam etmektedir.

Ozellikle egimli yamaclarda yiizeysel sellenmelerden dolayr drenaji 1slah ve yiizeysel suyu
yonlendirme amaciyla kanal acmalarin ge¢miste de yaygin oldugu, yuzeysel erozyonu

onlemek icin taracalandirma gelismistir.

Dogal bitki ortistintin dokusunun yatay ve dikey dagilisinda arazi kullanimina bagh olarak
gosterdigi degisim yogun antropojen etkilerin surekliligini yansitir.

Sonuclar

Calismalarimizda arazi tizerinden GPS ile alinan veriler sayisal ortamlarda degerlendirile-
rek eski ve yeni yerlesmeler arasinda bazi farkliliklara ragmen birbirlerini kontrol eder
sekillerde ve sistematik bir dagilis gosterdikleri gorulmiustir. Dogal cevre ve isleyen morfo-
dinamik ortam kosullar1 her zaman i¢in yerlesmeleri, ekonomik faaliyetleri etkilemis ve
yonlendirmistir.
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5 Erciyas 2012; Hamilton 1842, 350.
6 Erciyas 2005
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Fig. 1 Sayisal Topografik (DEM) haritasi, gtincel yerlesmeler.

Fig. 2 1:100.000 6l¢ekli topografya haritasindan genellestirilmis morfolojik birimler ile arkeolojik
lokasyonlar arasindaki iliskiyi gosterir harita. 1-Giincel vadi tabani ve tagkin yatagi, 2- Eski vadi tabani ve
akarsu etki alani, 3- 750m seviyesi altinda kalan birikim ytzeyleri ve yamac¢ dokuntileri alani, 4- 750-
1000m aras1 asginim-birikim ytizeyleri alani, 5- 1000m tsti yiiksek asinim ytizeyleri alani, tist sinir
Yesilirmak Nehri akaclama havza sinirini olusturmustur, 6-Yitksek daghk alan ve Yesilirmak ardi
havzalari, 7- Arkeolojik noktalar.
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Fig. 3 Jeolojik birimler ile Yerlesim alanlarinin iligkisi.

Fig. 4 1. Pliocene, Continental clastik rocks, 2. Eocene, Continental clastik rocks, 3.Eocene, clastik
rocks, 4.Mesozoic, ophiolitic, 5. Paleozoic- Mesozoic, Schist, phyllite, marbke, metabasic rocks etc., 6.
Paleozoic, metamorphic, 7. Quaternary, sedimantary, 8. Eocene, sedimantary, 9. Mesozoic, clastic and

carbonate rocks (flysch) 10. Yesilirmak River, 11. Ancient settlements and ID.
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Fig. 5 Eski yerlesim birimlerinin topografya ile olan iliskileri ve dagilis voronoi haritasi.

Fig. 6 Yeni (kirmizi cizgiler ve yesil yuvarlak noktalar) ve Eski ( siyah cizgiler ve yildiz isaretli yerler)
yerlesmelerin karsilastirmali komsuluk iliskilerini gosterir basit voronoi haritasi.

73
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Fig. 7 Eski yerlesmelerin tiplerine (16 birim) ve arkeolojik déonemlerine (12 donem) goére voronoi
diagram tzerinde dagilisi. Tablo 1 ve 2 ile degerlendiriniz.

Birim Tip (ID) Birim Tip(ID) Birim Tip (ID)
Yerlesme 1 Kale 7 Su Kemeri 13
Kilise 2 Kopri 8 Duvar 14
Nekropol 3 Kaya Mezari 9 Mezarhk 15
Manastir 4 Tirbe 10 Gozetleme K. 16
Tamulis 5 Hoyluk 1
Havuz 6 islik 12

Tablo 1 Tanimlanan yapisal birimler ve sayisal haritalarda kullanilan karsiliklari.

D6nem ID D6nem ID Donem ID
Erken Tung 1 Ge¢ Demir Cag- Erken Hellenistik 5 Bizans 9
Orta Tung 2 Hellenistik 6 Orta Bizans 10
Geg Tung 3 Roma 7 Ortacag- Beylikler Dénemi 11
Demir Cagi 4 Geg¢ Roma-Geg Antik Cag 8 Osmanli- Ermeni 12

Tablo 2 Tanimlanan yapisal birimlerin siniflandirildigr arkeolojik donemler.
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Komana’dan Yeni Yazitlar

Elif ALTEN"

Abstract

In this artcile, three Greek inscriptions discovered during the excavations at
Komana Pontike (= Kopava ITovtikn) are being discussed. Two of these inscriptions
are stelai and one is a dedicatory inscription. The inscriptions date between 1st and
3rd centuries and the Late Roman period.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Komana Pontike, arastirma tarihi, mezar yaziti, adak yaziti.

Giris

Komana Pontike (= Kéuava Iovtik)), Tokat ilinin 9 km. kuzeydogusunda, Iris Irmagi’nin
(Yesilirmak) kenarinda yer almaktadir.! Yerlesim, gunumuzde Tokat-Niksar ile Tokat-
Almus guizergahlarinin yol ayriminda yer alan ve Gimenek Koyt diye adlandirilan

Hamamtepe Hoyugu tizerinde konumlanir.? Strabon, Iris Irmagi’nin kaynaginin bu ken-
tin ortasindan gectigini belirtmektedir.?

Komana kenti ilk olarak J. A. Cramer’in bolgeye duzenledigi geziler sirasinda kentin
mimari kalintilarini kayda gecirip yayinlamasi ile bilim dunyasina tanitilmistir.* 1842 yilin-
da, W. J. Hamilton Asia Minor, Pontos ve Armenia ¢alismalarini iceren eserinde Komana
arastirmalarina da yer vermistir.> 1903 yilinda, J.G.C. Anderson bélgede yaptig1 calismala-
rin1 Pontos arastirmalarina iliskin eserinde toplayarak kayit altina almistir.% Ardindan
Cumont kardesler, 1906’da Pontos arastirmalarini bir araya getirdikleri yayinlar1 Studia

*

Ars. Gor. Elif Alten, Akdeniz Universitesi, Edebiyat Fakltesi, Tarih Bolumi.
Ruge 1943, 1126; Strobel 1999, 672.

Erciyas vd. 2011, 212.

Strabon XII. 3. 15.

Cramer 1832, 108.

Hamilton 1842, 350.

Anderson 1903, 60-73.
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Pontica ITde Komana kentini de ele almislaridir.” T.B. Mitford ise kentte arastirma yapma-
sina ragmen bu calismalarini yayinlamamistir. Yine 1909 yilinda H. Grégoire, Studia
Pontica ciltlerine ek olarak gezilerinin arkeolojik ve cografik sonug¢larini payla§m1§t1r.8 G.
De Jerphanion, 1928’de Mélanges d’archéologie et d’histoire adl1 eserinde Tokat’taki Selcuklu
yapilarin ele almaktadir.? D.R. Wilson, The historical geography of Bithynia, Paphlagonia and
Pontus in the Greek and Roman period adli tez calismasinda Hellenistik ve Roma donemlerin-
deki Pontos Komanasi'nin tarihsel cografyasimi tanitmistir. '

1980’lerde bolgeye B. Rémy baskanliginda Fransiz bir ekip gelerek arastirmalara baslamis-
dir. Tokat Muizesi’'nde yapilan arastirmalar sirasinda 25 yazit kopyalanmais olsa da bunlarin
5 tanesi yaymlanmistir.!! M. Amandry ve B. Rémy, ayrica kentin Roma Imparatorluk
Donemi’ne ait sikke corpusunu yaylnlarm@lardlr.12

2004-2005 yazinda N. Tuner-Onen, M. Arslan ve B. Takmer s6z konusu kentin muzesin-
den kopyalanan 36 adet yazittan 10 tanesini yayinlamislar ve bunlardan 1 tanesinin
Komana Pontike kentine ait oldugunu saptamislardir.'?

Kent ve teritoryumundan su ana kadar toplamda 22 yazit yayinlanmistir. Bunlar 4 tanesi
adak, 3 tanesi onurlandirma, 3 tanesi miltasi, 1 tanesi sinir, 12 tanesi ise mezar yazitindan

olusmaktadir.'* 2005 y1li yiizey arastirmalarinda ise 4 adet yazit fragmani ele gecmisse de

7 Cumont — Cumont 1906, 237-59.
8 Gregoire 1909, 28-32.
9 Cumont 1930, 670.
10 Wilson, 1960, 392-462.
11 Rémy vd. 1990, 519-26; Rémy — Ozcan 1992, 119-23.
12 Amandry - Bernard 1999.
13 Tuner-Onen vd. 2006, 183-91; Ttiner-Onen vd. 2006, 187, nr.4.

14 Adaklar: Ramsay 1882, 153, 14 (= IGR 111 106) [Adtokpdropoiv M. Adp. Avtoveive ZsBoccT(T) I Kaioopt x]oi
Avpniie Ovn[po Z]eBlafotd | Kalis(apy)] 1 Tep[okon]capéwv Kopavé[ov vs(mcopog] kol dov<io>[c] | [moAg
——-émueAn@év]<t>(?)og {dpyov]<T>oc} avtii<¢>(?) ABn[vimv]og Kpiomeivov é[xi | avtiot]palthyou(? ] AiAiov
TMpbx[Aov]; Rémy et alii 1990, 520, 1 (= SEG XL 1166): [Avt]okpdropt Kaic[a]lpt Be0d Adpravod vid, | Beod
Tpoowvod viel[v]®, Be0d Népova éyydve | [T(1tw) AiJAio Adprovd Aviol[v]eive Evoeel Zefooctd | [& ]pxlspst
peylote, dnl[ulapyixiic é€ovotag, | [V]rdte 10 87, n(atpl) | n(atpidog), Tepol[kaicopéo]v Kopavéov | [molig( '7)]
[ --- 1 --ZYN|; Rémy - Ozcan 1992, 119, 121. 1 (= SEG XLII 1133); AD‘COKp(X‘COpl Kaicopt B[e0b Nepoto mu)
Nepobg Tpoctocvm ZaBacm) l"spuocvuc]u) Aoucmo) [MopBucd, | dpyt]éper MSYIGTG) I Snuocpxucng ¢ovotog [0 Kk
{xo’?}, odTokpdTopt 10 1y’ VrdTE 10 ¢, moTpl motpidog ] Kopavéw[v | iepo kol ac]v?»og nOMG; Remy -Ozcan
1992, 122. 3 (= SEG XLII 1135); [----A]Uyouom) Zsﬁ(xc‘rml [----]o® - Movcawviov | [----] #roug - BEp”.

Onurlandirma: Reinach 1893, 86, 31 (= IGR I1I. 107); [----] kot evyévelofv ------- ] éntonpov [¢év @] | TIévie [-----1 --] kol
tov | [Kou]avéwv dfupov kol to[v NE]OKOLLGOLpeu)V viov Zk( EI[le]VloU ITiov, [&plyrepéng [TOU]l [Tévtov, (¢)1h[ovb]
polriog?) [ xoli pihavdplog koi ethol[telkviog drip [————] 6 Kopavéwv dfipog; Tschichatschef 1859, 330 (= IGR III
105; SEG XLI 1107); [AL]MOV Kadoapa Tpoovov Adprovov ZeBoctov ... kod A. AlJhov Katoapo | [ Teplokoicapémy
| Kopavéov noéhg: | #1ovg py’; Rémy- Ozcan 1992, 121, 2-122 (= SEG XLII 1134). [Abto]x pdropa Ko [icapo ----2] |
[TpouJovov {[ASpiJavov?} ZePafotov ----2] | [----]L P A [----]. ’ ’

Miltaglari: Ramsay 1882, 155, 16; CIL III 6896; RRMAM II 56; Imp(erator) Nerva Caes(ar) Aug(ustus) | pontif(ex)
max(imus), trib(unicia) po[test(ate), co(n)s(ul) III, p(ater) p(atriae), resti|tuit per Pomponi|um'Bassum leg(atum) |
Aug(usti) pro pr(aetore). | [m(ilia)] p(asuum); Cumont 1902, 312,1; RRMAM II 948; [Imp(erator) Caesar [L. Septimi]|us
Severus [Pert]ijnax Aug(ustus) Alr]a[b(icus), Adiab(enicus)], | Parthi(cus) Ma[x(imus), p]o[nt(ifex)] | max(imus),
trib(unicia) pote[(state) —, imp(erator)] | XI, co(n)s(ul) II, <p>(ater) p(atriae), pro[c(on)s(ul)] | [et] Imp(erator) Caesar M.
| Aurel. [Anto|ninus Aug(ustus) — —]; French 1981, 155; RRMAM II. 959; Robinson 1905, 329 nr.79; Robinson 1906, 449
nr. 3; AE 1977, 788. [Imp(eratori) Caesari M.] | [Aurelio Probo] | [p(io) f(elici) invicto Aug(usto), pont(ifici)] | max(imo),
trib(unicia) pot(estate) II1I, p(atri) p(atriae), | proco(n)s(uli). a Comana| mil(ia) II. curan|te Ael(io) Quintiano, | v(iro)
p(erfectissimo), {vac.} pr(aesidi) {vac.} pr(ovinciae) P(onti).

Sinir: Rémy vd. 1990, 523-25; Feissel 1992, nr. 619 (= SEG XL 1171): pot dovriog tod | edoryodg uovozc‘rnpion I 10 drylov
Todvvovu | 100 Bartiotod 100 énudeyouévov Trowpod | pthotiunbévreg | mopd 1@v edoef(e)o(tdrmv) Blo)o(héwmv> |
Nudv Mavpikiov | Tifeplov kol | Kovetovtivng.
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sadece bir yazit tek satir halinde kalarak okunabilmistir.!?

2004-2008 yillar1 arasinda kent ve teritoryumunda D. Burcu Erciyas baskanliginda yuzey
arastirmalar1 yapilmis ve bunlarin raporlari yayilanmistir.'® 2009 yilindan itibaren ise
Erciyas, Komana kentinin kazi1 baskanligini ustlenerek kentte arkeolojik kazilara baslamis-
tur. 17

1. Euprepes’in Mezar Yaziti

Hamamtepe. HTPO1 Alani. Kuzey Kilise odasindan ele gecmistir. Kire¢ tasindan tcgen
alinlikli mezar steli. 7 saturlik yazith yizey tizerinde bazi harfler silinmis ve tasin alt kismi
kiriktir. Yak: 67 cm; gen.: 39 cm; der.: 22 cm

tov Bpoi-

oLV év 6Todl-
3 oig Evmpénny

npofoxdro-

pai, un ple moi-]
6 peAOng m-

[piv -—]'8

Yarismalarda cesaret gosteren
provocator Euprepes’i

(dikti), yanimdan [yaziy1
okumadan gecme!]

Tarih: Harf karakteri ve provocator adlandirmasi dolayisiyla M.S. 2.-3. ytizyil.

Str. 4-5: tpoPoxdtwp (provocator= meydan okuyan)!?: Ge¢ Roma Cumhuriyet ve Erken
imparatorluk dénemlerinde (M.O. 1. yy.) ortaya ¢ikan bu gladyator cesidi, kisa etek,
kemer ve sol dizinde baldir zirh1 (ocrea) ile sag bacaginda keten bandaj giyer; sag kolunun
daha asagisinda kolluk, agizlik ve sorguc yerine her iki tarafi tayltt korumali bashk takar-
d1.2 Onceleri dikdortgen seklinde olan, daha sonra ise hilal seklinde olan goégiis zirhiyla

Mezartaslari: CIG III 4184: ©gogiln Zo. Bdntog @(?)ocBiavtog {Zapantog [t]od Blavtog?}, | yovi 8¢ ®1hoydpov Mou-
@drov, | xalpe; Cumont 1902, 312. 2-6: [----]ltog tfj [yovar]lki 18ig pu[vAaunc] | xdpv; ---- E----I 101¢ [ropd]lyovov |
xaipw {xaipew); Kédept | Aovkiov | Ovepyewvilo v Kédepog | vidn | Ayobe[ivog(?)] I---- ; petectdBhv {netestddn} éx
700 Biovl Maptiov talg tp 1évtov {tpravia = tpidkovtal; OOAmiag | Atyvpravng; Rémy et alii 1990, 522-27 (= SEG XL
1167-70): Télog Tutvpviov. | xoipe; Lréplovog | Zekotlvdou | totg nalpdyov[ot]; AoAnleiuig | AdAovLeluiog | xolpe;
MuBoldwpildog | Avtwlviov | pvilung xdlpwv; AE 1968, 505: 0ed MoAwvt. | T. TodAiog Tplbemy, Blevepukidprog) TovAiov
| Zeovnpov vraltikod, | evxfig xdpwv. Avtwvile Tloviia) Matilua Avtolvig KAelondtpn untpt uviung xapuv.

15 Erciyas 2007, 156-57 (= SEG LVIIL, 1467-70); Bu yazittaki fragman sadece ITo0Alxpng isminden olusmakla
birlikte Bizans Dénemi’ne tarihlenebilir, bk. Erciyas 2007, 156 (= SEG LVIII 1470).

16 Erciyas 2006-2010.
17 Erciyas vd. 2011, 121 vd.
18 Tamamlama 6rnekleri i¢cin bk. MAMA VIII, 569; Robert 1965, 184-92; BE 1966, 409.

19 Provocator Euprepes olarak gecen bir baska yazit Mylasa’da (Milas) bulunmustur (SEG XLIV 1150). Diger
bir yazit da Artake’dedir (Erdek) bk. Perrot 1872, 89 nr. 52; Reinach 1882, 278; IGR IV.166; Mendel 1914,
nr. 1062; Robert 1940, 226-27, nr. 291; Pfuhl-Mo6bius 1979, 299-300, nr.1232; IK Kyzikos, nr. 216. Cevirisi
icin bkz.: Lewis- Short 1891 s.v.”provocator, oris” 1494; OLD s.v. “prouocator” 1507.

20 Matthews 2003, 64; Jacobelli 2003, 17; Nossov 2009, 61; Uzunaslan 2010, 163.
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(kardiophylaks) korunan s6z konusu gladyatorler uzun dikdortgen kalkan (scutum) ve kisa
kilicla (gladius, spatus) doviisirlerdi.?! Bu gladyatdr tipinin vahsi hayvanlara karst doviisti-
g0?2 distnilse de daha sonradan bulunan mezar stelleri ve rolyefleri kendi aralarinda
dovistuklerini de géstermi@tir.23 Genellikle provocator grubu ile eslesirken, murmillio ile
eslestigi 6zel durumlar da olmustur.2*

2. Polykhronis’in Mezar Yazit1

Hamamtepe. HTPO1 Alani. Kuzey Kilise odasinda bulunmustur. Kire¢ tasindan dikdort-
gen bir mezar steli. Yazili yiizey olduk¢a tahrip olmus durumdadir. 7 satirlik yaziun alt
tarafinda bir adet menorah (7 kollu samdan) kabartmasi islenmistir. Yiik: 46 cm; gen.: 25

cm; der.: 5 cm; harf yik.: 3-5 cm

#vOo xa-
ToKiee

3 10 mediv
[ToAvypovig
V10G

6 TloAvypo-
viov kol
Agovtag

Polykhronios ve Leonta’nin oglu, kiicticiik bir ¢cocuk olan Polykhronis burada yatiyor.
Tarih: Gec Roma Dénemi.

Str 1-2: xatoklee= KoToKiEl

Str 3: nediv = nondlov?

Polykhronios ismi Amaseia kentinde bir yazitta gecmektedir ve bu isim yaygin olarak M.S.
2.-3. ylizyillarda kullanilmaktadir.?® Polykhronis ismi ise bu yorede simdiye kadar tespit
edilmemis olmakla birlikte Anadolu’nun cesitli bolgelerinde rastlanilmaktadir.2” Leonta
ad1 da bolgede ilk defa Komana kentinde kullanilmis olmakla birlikte bu isim daha 6nce-
den Lykia bolgesinde ele gecen bir yazit aracihigiyla belgelenmistir.?8

21 Provocator, kullandig1 spatus adli alete dayanarak spatarius olarak da bilinir: bk. Uzunaslan 2010, 162.

22 Schneider 1918, 777; Malay-Silay 1991, 17; Junkelmann 2002, 38; Jacobelli 2003, 17; Meijer 2008, 83;
Uzunaslan 2010, 162.

23 Uzunaslan 2010, 162.

24 Robert 1940, 226-27; Junkelmann 2000, 37; 57-9; 2002, 38; Bach- Dell’Orto 2009, 13. Muppiddiov icin bk.
Junkelmann 2002, 37. Bu gladyatorlerin kiyafetleri icin ayrica bk. Wisdom-McBride 2001, 38; 63; Nossov 2009, 62.

25 moudiov kelimesi yerine nediv kelimesinin kullanildigr baska bir ornek Sulusaray’da bulunmaktadir (Rémy
1991, 120, 3; SEG XLI 1139)

26 Anderson vd. 1910, 103.

27 Ephesos: McCabe 1991, 651; Hierapolis: Judeich-Winter 1898, 204; Laodikeia Kombana: MAMA 1, 218;
Anazarbos: SEG XXVIII 1262; SEG XXXVII 1262.

28 Petersen - Luschan 1889, 56 nr. 103.
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3. Theos Hypsistos’a adak

Hamamtepe. HTPO1 Alani. Kuzey Kilise Apsis tabaninda ¢n-situ olarak bulunan kire¢ tasin-
dan adak steli parcasi. Yazit sol tstten ve kenarlardan kirik. Yik: 20 cm; gen.: 18 cm (en
genis);

e
2 viot[o]

3

..8)

Aopet-
4 (A<A>o evy-
opLoTiog

Dometil(I)a
Theos Hypsistos’a
sukran geregi (adadi.)

Tarih: M.S. 3-4. yuzyl.

Theos Hypsistos (0gdg “Yyiotog = en ulu tanr1) tapinimi bolgenin diger kentlerinde de
goriilmektedir.?” Yahudi topluluklarin tanrisi oldugu farz edilen bu tanri, Anadolu’da
Israil tanrisini belirtmek i¢in kullanilir.?® Nilsson’a gore her bityiik tanriya Hypsistos adi
verilmektedir.?! Zeus en biyiik tanr1 oldugu icin Zeus Hypsistos ile es tutulmus fakat
Phrygia Nakolea’daki bir yazitta Zeus ve Hypsistos ayr1 verilerek bir olmadigi kanitlanmis-
tir.%? Pagan dininde Zeus Hypsistos, Yahudilikte Theos Hypsistos, Hiristiyanlikta da
Hypsistos olarak ge¢cmektedir. Bu tanrilar arasindaki ayrim ve benzerlikler hala netlik
kazanmamistir.33 Bununla birlikte Anadolu’ya gelen Yahudilerin Hellenleserek Yahve’ye
Hellence Hypsistos diyerek ona bu isimle tapindiklart diistintilmektedir.*

Yazitta bulunan Dometilla ismi ise bu bolgede kullanilmamakla birlikte Suriye’de bulunan

bir yazitta gecmektedir.3?

29 Cumont 1914, 446-47; Graf 1998, 822-23. Sinop: IK Sinope 118-9; Amasra: Marek 1993, 1 b; 79; Sulusaray:
Mitford 1991, 190. 4. Theos Hypsistos tapinimi i¢in ayrica bk. Mitchell-Nuffelen 2010, 167-230.

30 Cumont 1911, 62.

31 Nilsson 1950, 637

32 Drew-Bear — Naour 1990, 2035 vd. ve dn. 386-87; ayrica bk. Karayaka 2007, 206.
33 Stein 2001, 119-25; Karayaka 2007, 262 vd.; ayrica bk. Oztiirk 2018, 334.

34 Karayaka 2007, 206.

35 IGLSyr 2 665.
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Ortacag’da Niifus Degisimi Oncesine Ait
. Bir Bizans Toplulugu:
Komana Insan Kalintilarinin Antropolojik Analizi

Yilmaz Selim ERDAL, Omiir Dilek ERDAL, Meliha Melis KORUYUCU"

Abstract

Komana is situated in the village of Kilich (Glimenek) 9 km northeast of Tokat, by
the river Iris (Yesilirmak) and at the junction of Niksar-Almus roads. The architrave
discovered at the site and now on display in the Tokat Museum have identified the
site as the “sacred city of Komana”, Hierocaesareia. The site was densely inhabited
through the ages, and during the Middle Byzantine period, a church was built
around which a graveyard was situated. This article is a preliminary anthropological
analysis of the skeletal remains from these graves which also represent the IIIrd
phase at the site.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Antropoloji, Demografi, Ortacag Mezarlari, Komana, Tokat.

Giris

Komana, Tokat ilinin 9 km kuzeydogusunda, Iris (Yesilirmak) nehri kenarinda, Niksar ve
Almus kara yollarinin kesisiminde bulunan Kilicli Kéyti'nde (Gtimenek) yer almaktadir.
Tokat Miizesi’'nde sergilenen ve Roma donemine tarihlendirilen bir képriye ait olan arsit-
rav parcalarinda ‘kutsal sehir Komana’ olarak adi gecen kentin tiinvaninin Hierokaisareia
oldugu ifade edilmektedir.! Hiristiyanligin 6nemli kisileri ile anilmis Komana’'nin sadece
Roma déneminde degil, Bizans doneminde de énemini koruyan bir yerlesme oldugu belir-
tilmektedir?. Yerlesme Ortacag’da Sisiyye adiyla bilinmektedir ve bolgenin yerlesim dokusu

* Prof. Dr. Yilmaz Selim Erdal, Hacettepe Universitesi, yserdal@hacettepe.edu.tr; Omiir Dilek Erdal, Hacettepe
Universitesi, oderdal@hacettepe.edu.tr; Meliha Melis Koruyucu, Hacettepe Universitesi.

1 Erciyas 2006.
2 Erciyas ve Sokmen 2010.
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icerisinde merkezi rol tstlendigi ortaya konulmustur.? Bizans déneminde insa edilen bir
sapelin cevresi mezarlik olarak kullanilmistir. Ancak, sapel etrafindaki mezarlarin Beylikler
doneminde insaa edilen yapilarca kismen tahrip ediligi tespit edilmistir. Karadeniz kiyilar
ile i¢ bolgelerin baglanti noktasinda olan Komana tarihsel olarak da takip edilen olaylara
taniklik etmistir. Bolge, 1071 tarihinden itibaren Anadolu’ya Orta Asya’dan giren halklar
tarafindan istila edilmistir. Bu donemde ise Bizanslilar ile Danismendler, Gurciler,
Artuklular, Saltuklular ve Mengticekler arasinda strekli bir gerginlik ve mticadelenin oldu-
gu belirtilmektedirt. Bu calisma, Komana'nin III. evresinde gun 1s1g1na ¢ikarilan ve Bizans
donemine ait bir sapel ile birlikte degerlendirilen mezarlardan ele gecen insan kalintilari-
nin antropolojik acidan bir 6n degerlendirilmesini icermektedir.

Mezarlar ve Minimum Birey Sayisi

Komana antik kentinden 2009-2013 yillar1 arasinda 41 buluntu alanindan toplam 68 bire-
ye ait iskelet kalintilar1 ele gecmistir. Kazilardan ele gecen buluntu alanlar: birincil ve
ikincil olarak iki gruba ayrilabilir. Birincil mezarlardan genellikle bir iskelet ele ge¢cmistir.
Mezarlar bati-dogu (bas-ayak) yonelimli olup, iskeletler sirtiisti yatirilmus, eller goguste ya
da karinda capraz birakilmistir (Fig. 1). Birincil gomiulerin saptandiglr mezarlar topraga
acilmuis, topragin derin olmadigi alanlarda anakayaya oyularak olusturulmustur. Anakayaya
oyularak olusturulan mezarlarda kapak sistemine rastlanilmamistir. Gérece iyi korunmus
mezarlar daha derinden ele gecirilenlerdir. Bu mezarlardan bazilarinin tizerleri kismen ya
da butinuyle kayrak tasiyla kapatilmis halde bulunmustur. Ancak, yer yer 2 metre derin-
likten ele gecen diger mezarlar ise, mezarligin kullanim asamasi tamamlandiktan sonra
Ortacag’da (12/13. yuzyil) mezarhigin tsttine insa edilen Beylikler donemine ait yapilarca
tahrip edilmistir (Fig. 2). Dolayisiyla bireylerin bir kismi eksik veya viicudun bazi parcalari
ile temsil edilmektedir. Buna ek olarak, mezarlarin bazilar1 acmanin icerisine dagilmis
kemikler halinde saptanmistir. Mezarlik alaninda, ayni mezara birden fazla 6ltintiin gomul-
digu durumlar da mevcuttur. Bu tip mezarlarda usttste iki gomu in situ halde tespit edi-
lirken, digerlerinde birden fazla bireye ait kalintilar ya son gomuntuin tzerine yigilmis ya
da mezarin hemen disina ikincil olarak gomulmus halde bulunmustur (Fig. 3). Incelenen
33 mezardan 6’s1 ikincil kullanima sahip iken, 18’i agmanin farkli alanlarina dagilmis ya
da belirli alanlara kiimelenmis halde ele ge¢cmistir. Kazilarda bireylerle iliskisi kurulama-
yan tekil kemikler de bulunmustur.

Toplulugun Demografik Yapisi

Komana antik kentinden ele gecirilen iskelet kalintilarindan hareketle toplulukta 68 bire-
yin bulundugu tespit edilmistir (Tablo 1).

Yas dagilimi Gzerinde yapilan incelemeler toplulugun %26,5’inin (18 birey) 15 yasinin
altinda 6lmus bebek ve cocuklardan olustugunu gostermektedir (Tablo 1). Bunlardan biri
14a numarali 30-34 yaslarinda 6lmus kadinin karin boslugunda saptanan cenin iskeletidir.

3 Erciyas bu kitap, 32.
4 Erciyas ve Sokmen 2010; ayrica bkz. Erciyas vd. bu kitap.
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Anne olasilikla hamilelik stirecinde karsilastigi saglik sorunlar1 nedeniyle 19 haftalik bebe-
gi ile birlikte yasamini yitirmis ve gomulmustir. Diger bireylerin 8’ini dogum ile 2,5 yas
arasindaki bebekler, 9’unu ise 2,5-15 yas arasindaki cocuklar olusturmaktadir. Anadolu
Ortacag topluklarindan Minnetpinari, Topakli, Kovuklukaya ve Aziz Nikolaos gibi % 10
civarinda sikliklara sahip topluluklar bir kenara birakilacak olursa, Komana'nin ¢agdaslari
arasinda dustk duzeyde bebek ve cocuk olumliligiine ya da temsiline sahip bir toplulugu
yansitugi séylenebilir (Fig. 4).5 Bebek ve cocuklarm sikhigi, ayn1 déneme tarihlendirilen
Anadolu topluluklariyla karsilastirildiginda Komana toplulugunun Tepecik, Tepecik/
Ciftlik, Symrna Agorasi ve Yortanli topluluklariyla benzerlik gosterdigi gézlemlenmistir.®
Buna karsin, cocuk 6liim oranlar1 % 50 ve tzerinde olan Karagiindiiz, Dilkaya, Tepecik,
Giillidere, Iznik-Cavea disi, Kadikalesi, Kosk Hoyiik ve ayni cografi bolgede benzer ekolo-
jik ve cevresel oruntuye sahip Oluz Hoyuk’ten (ki bu toplulukta cocuk 6lim orani yaklasik
%66°dir”) cok daha diisiiktiir.8

Anadolu Ortac¢ag topluluklarinin bebek ve ¢cocuk 6ltim oranlarina genel olarak bakildigin-
da Komana’nin % 26,5 degeriyle dusuk bir orana sahip oldugu gortlmektedir. Ancak,
arkeolojik topluluklarda bebek ve cocuk olumliluguniin yuksek olmas1 beklenen bir
durumdur.® Bebeklerin kemiklerinin kirilgan olmasi, kemiklerin organik dokusunun daha
yogun olmasi ve gomu gelenekleri gibi etkenlerden dolayr arkeolojik kazilardan daha az ele
gegirilebilmektedir.10 Nitekim Komana’da birincil gomulerdeki bebek ve cocuklarin ikincil
gomulerden daha az oldugu belirlenmistir. Bir tist evredeki yapilarin insas1 esnasinda top-
rak ylzeyine yakin olan ¢ocuk mezarlarinin daha fazla tahrip edilmesi bu yas grubunun
daha az temsil edilmesini etkilemis olabilir. Dolayisiyla, Komana toplulugunda bebek ve
cocuklarin daha az temsil edilmesinde korunma durumlarinin etkili oldugu soylenebilir.
Ancak, disik dogurganlik ve bebek olumlulugu, bebek ve cocuklarin farkh alanlara gomul-
mesi gibi biyolojik ve kiiltiirel etmenler de géz 6ntinde bulundurulmahdar.

Komana Ortacag toplulugunda yetiskinlik asamasina ulasmis 50 birey tespit edilmistir
(Tablo 1). Cinsiyeti belirlenebilen 46 bireyin 18’inin erkek, 28’inin kadin oldugu saptan-
mistir. Her ne kadar 4 yetiskin bireyin cinsiyeti belirlenememis olsa da, toplulugun %
60,9’unun kadinlardan olustugu gorulmektedir. Bu durum, yalnizca bebek ve cocuklarin
degil, Komana’da yetiskinlerin de temsil edilmesinde 6nemli bir sorun oldugunu dustn-
dirmektedir. Nitekim normal bir toplulukta erkek/kadin oraninin birbirine esit olmasi
beklenirken, Komana toplulugunda bu oranin 0,64 ile kadinlarin lehine oldugu belirlen-
mistir.!! Komana cinsiyet oran1 acisindan diger Anadolu Ortacag topluluklariyla karsilati-
rilmis (Fig. 5) ve Dilkaya, Elaiussa Sebaste, Eski Cezaevi ve Kovuklukaya topluluklarindaki
s6z konusu oranin 1,1 oldugu goérilmiustir.!? Symrna Agorast ve Yortanli topluluklarinin

Yigit vd. 2007; Gule¢ 1988; Erdal 2004; Erdal OD 2009a.

Sevim 1993; Biiytikkarakaya vd. 2008; Gozlik vd. 2005; Nalbantoglu vd. 2000.

Erdal 2010.

Gozlitk 2004; Ozer 1999; Sevim 1993; Sevim vd. 2006; Erdal 1996; I"Jstﬁndag 2008; Koruyucu 2012.
Angel 1969.

10 Ozbek ve Erdal OD 2006.

11 Brothwell 1981.

12 Ozer ve Gulec 2000; Paine vd. 2007; Erdal 2003; Erdal 2004.
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ise normal bir topluluk gériniimiine sahip oldugu sdylenebilir.!® Ancak, Topakli,
Karagtiinduz, Degirmentepe, Minnetpinari, Aziz Nikolaos, Iznik, Kosk Hoyuk ve Oluz
Hoytik erkeklerin oransal olarak cogunlukta bulundugu topluluklardir.!* Bu acidan
Komana’'nin, kadinlarin daha fazla oranla temsil edildigi Tepecik, Gulludere, Tepecik/
Ciftlik, Bogazkoy/Hattusa ve Kadikalesi topluluklarina benzer bir yapi sergiledigi gorul-
mektedir.!® Bircok arastirmada erkek ve kadin arasindaki oransal farkliligin 6rneklem
boyutundan kaynaklanmis olabilecegi belirtilmektedir.!® Cinsiyet gruplari arasindaki
oransal farkliliklara iliskin degerlendirmelerin erkeklerin oransal acidan fazla oldugu bir-
kac toplulukla sinirli kaldigr dikkati cekmektedir. Erkeklerin kadinlardan daha fazla olma-
st Iznik’te bireylerin asker olmalarlyla;17 Aziz Nikolaos Kilisesi’'nde kiliseye yakin mekana-
lara gémiilenlerin rahip ve diger calisan olmalariyla;!® Kosk Hoyiik’te de sapel etrafina
erkeklerin gémulmesiyle aciklanmistir.1? Tekinalp, Minnetpinari’nda belirli alanlara
kiimelenen ve toplulugun 6nemli bir kismini temsil eden erkek iskeletlerinden hareketle,
yerlesimin askeri nitelikteki bir toplulugu barindirabilecegini 6nermekte; sapele yakin
gémiilmenin bir ayricalik oldugunu genel kabul olarak ileri sirmektedir.?? Nitekim
Ortacag topluluklarinda sapel ve kilise gibi dini yapilarin yakinina kadin ve ¢ocuklardan
ziyade papaz ya da kilise heyeti tiyesi olan erkek bireylerin gémtilmesinin yaygin bir uygu-
lama oldugu belirtilmektedir.2! Erkekler lehine yapilan bu gému uygulmasinin evlenme-
mis ya da dul kalmis kadinlarin ekonomik gticinun sapel/kilise yakinindaki “seckin”
mezarlara yetmemesinden kaynaklandigi ileri stirtilmektedir. S6z konusu bu aciklama Aziz
Nikolaos Kilisesive Kosk Hoyuk topluluklarinda mimkiin olsa bile, sapel etrafindan ele
gecmis Komana toplulugu icin gecerli bir aciklama niteligini kazanmamaktadir.?2
Topluluktaki kadinlarin oransal fazlaliginin anlasilabilmesi icin her iki cinsiyet grubunun

oltm oranlar1 ve yas dagilimlarini detayl bir sekilde incelenmesi gerekmektedir.

Komana eriskinleri arasindaki en yogun 6limtn % 40 oraniyla 30-45 yas arasinda gercek-
lestigi belirlenmistir (Tablo 1). Her iki cinsiyet grubunda da diger yuksek oltimliligun
15-30 yaslar1 arasinda gerceklestigi ancak, erkeklerdeki gen¢ eriskin 6limlerin kadinlar-
dan daha fazla oldugu saptanmistir. Iki cinsiyet arasindaki dikkati ceken farklilik 45 yas
uzerindeki yash bireylerde ortaya ¢ikmaktadir (Tablo 1). Erkeklerin yaklasik % 6’s1 yasla-
nabilirken, bu oran kadinlarda yaklasik %18’dir. Kadinlarin yaslanabilmesi Ortacag ve
sonrasi topluluklarinin bir 6zelligi olarak karsimiza cikmaktadir.?® Benzer yap1 gunumuz

13 Gozliik vd. 2005; Nalbantoglu vd. 2000.

14 Gule¢ 1988; Gozluk 2004; Ozbek 1985; Yigit vd. 2007; Erdal OD 2009a; Erdal 1992; Koruyucu 2012; Erdal
2010.

15 Sevim 1993; Sevim vd. 2006; Biiytiikkarakaya vd. 2008; Wittwer-Backhofen 1986; I"Jstflndag 2008.
16 Biiyiikkarakaya vd. 2008; ayrica bkz. Erdal OD 2009a; Ustiindag 2008.

17 Erdal 1992.

18 Erdal OD 2009a.

19 Koruyucu 2012.

20 Tekinalp 2010.

21 Sullivan 2004.

22 Erdal OD 2009a; Koruyucu 2012.

23 Erdal OD 2009a; ayrica bkz. Erdal 2010.
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Turkiye’sinin demografik yapisinda da gériilmektedir.24 Aziz Nikolaos, Oluz Hoyuk,
Tasmasor ve Komana topluluklarinda yashilik asamasindaki kadinlarin daha fazla temsil
edilmesi, Turkiye’deki mevcut durumun s6z konusu yerlesmeler icin daha 6nce basladigi-
n1 desteklemesi acisindan énemlidir.?> Bu durum, ayni zamanda Komana’da dogurganlik
asamasini asmis kadinlarin yuksek temsil edildigi yash bir topluluk oldugunu da goster-
mektedir. Bununla birlikte, 6rneklem sayisinin sinirl olusu ve eriskinlik asamasina ulasan
ancak yaslar1 tahmin edilemeyen bireylerin 6nemli bir oranla temsil edilmesi (% 16,2),
ortaya cikan farkliligin yorumlanmasinda engel teskil etmektedir. Ancak, az sayidaki erkek
bireyin (18 birey) % 82’sinin genc ve orta yaslarda yasamlarini yitirmesi, Komana Ortacag
toplulugunda erkekler tizerindeki baskinin kadinlardan daha fazla oldugunu gostermek-
tedir. Kadin ve erkeklerin temsilindeki farkliliga iliskin diger bir aciklama ise bolgede geli-
sen siyasal karmasa ve savaslar nedeniyle erkeklerin sayisinda azalma meydana gelmesi ya
da yerlesmenin disinda 6lmiis olma ihtimalleridir. Nitekim Anadolu 1071 tarihinden itiba-
ren Orta Asya’dan giren halklar tarafindan istila edilmistir. VII. Michael Doukas’in idare-
sine (1071-1078) rastlayan bu déonemde iskeletlerin ait oldugu Bizanshlar ile Danismendler
(1097-1178), Gurciiler, Artuklular (1101-1409) Saltuklular (c.1071-1202) ve Mengucekler
(1118-1252) arasinda streklilik gosteren bir mucadelenin oldugu belirtilmektedir.26
Komana’da ele gecirilen kiirevi-konik kaplar, bir taraftan mezarlarin ust tabakasinda tespit
edilen igliklerin 11.ytzyila tarihlendirilmelerini desteklerken, diger taraftan da bu donem
boyunca yasanan politik huzursuzlugun simgesi olarak dikkate alinmaktadir?’. Komana’nin
1101 yilinda Danismendlerin eline gectigi bilinmekte ve Danismendname’de Komana’dan
oldukca sik bahsedilmektedir.?® Bu tiir miicadeleler ve savas baskisindan toplumun her
kesimi etkilenmekle birlikte, dogal savascilar olan erkeklerin baska bolgelerde 6lmeleri ya
da savasa gitmeleri gibi durumlar, erkeklerin duistik siklikla temsil edilmesinde etkili olabi-
lir. Bolgedeki bireylerin 6zellikle yetiskin erkeklerin Bizans ordusuna hizmet ettigi ifade
edilmektedir.?® Bu veriye, diisiik sikliktaki cocuk 6liimleri de destek olarak degerlendirile-
bilir. Bircok geleneksel toplulukta, ytiiksek bebek ve cocuk 6limu, ozellikle de yenidogan
olumleri, yiksek dogurganlikla birlikte gézlemlenmektedir. Komana toplulugunda sapta-
nan az sayldaki bebek ve cocuk iskeletleri, belki de dogurganligin dusik olmasiyla iliskili-
dir. Toplumda sinirh sayidaki erkek ile dogurganhik asamasindaki kadinlarin azhigi1 bebek
olimliliginian dusukligun muhtemel bir nedeni olabilir. Dolayisiyla demografik yapiy1
etkileyen sture¢, Hiristiyan Bizans toplulugu ile Beylikler doneminde Anadolu’ya ulasan
diger topluluklarin karsilasmalarinin dogrudan ya da dolayli bir sonucu olarak degerlen-
dirilebilir. Buttin bu veriler, demografik 6zelligin sekillenmesinde bu donemde karsilasi-
lan politik karmasanin etkili olabilecegini dusiundurmektedir.

Yasanilan stres faktorleri topluluklarin sadece demografik yapilarini degil, ayn1 zamanda
saglik yapilarini da olumsuz yonde etkilemektedir. Dolayisiyla, Komana toplulugunun

24 TUIK 2011.

95 Erdal OD 2009a; Erdal 2010; Erdal 2011.
26 Erciyas ve Sokmen 2010; Erciyas 2013, 134.
27 Erciyas ve Sokmen 2010; Erciyas 2013, 140.
28 Demir 2004.

29 Erciyas ve Sokmen 2010, 126.
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demografik yapisinin sekillenmesinde etkili olan siyasal yapinin saglik yapisina olan etKkisi-
nin de goz ontne alinmasi gerekmektedir.

Saglik Sorunlar:

Eski insan topluluklarinin yasadiklari ¢evreye uyarlanma strecinin anlasilmasinda en sik
basvurulan alanlardan birisini saglik sorunlar1 olusturmaktadair. Insanin ontojenik gelisimi
surecinde karsilastig1 binlerce hastalik olmasina karsin, bunlar arasinda ancak kronik
olanlar kemige yansiyabilmektedir. Iskelet kalintilar1 tizerinde yiiriitillen patolojik arastir-
malar hastalik sikligina iliskin dogrudan bilgi degil, ayn1 zamanda etkilenen bireylerin
demografik yapisiyla birlikte degerlendirilerek bireyin davranislari hakkinda ipuclarinin
da elde edilmesine olanak saglamaktadir. Bu nedenle, Komana insanlarinin yasadiklari
cevreye uyarlanma bicimlerinin anlasilmasi amaciyla bu ¢alismada da, kemige yansiyan ve
makroskobik olarak izlenebilen yaralanmalar, enfeksiyonel hastaliklar, vitamin eksiklikle-
ri, anemi, timorler ve endokrinal hastaliklar incelenmistir (Tablo 2 ve 3).

Yaralanma ve Kiriklar

Yaralanmalar eski insan topluluklarinin gtindelik yasami, hem yasadigi cevre ile olan iliski-
si hem de topluluk ici ve topluluklar arasi iliskilerinin belirlenmesinde sik¢a basvurulan
veri kaynaklarindan birini olusturmaktadir. Dis etkenlerden dolayr kemik butinligtinde
meydana gelen kirik ya da yaralanmalar travma olarak tanimlanmaktadir.3? Kaza ya da
kasith bir eylem sonucunda meydana gelen travmalar yerytzundeki her toplulukta goru-
len en 6nemli saglik sorunlarinda biri olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Eski insan toplulukla-
rindaki yaralanmalarda savaslar, bireyler arasindaki siddet, uzuv kesme (mutilasyon), gin-
luk yasamdaki kazalar, meslek kazalar1 ve osteoporozu iceren metabolik faktorler gibi
nedenlerin etkili oldugu belirtilmektedir.?! S6z konusu bu etkenler cinsiyet ve yas gibi
demografik degiskenler ile geleneksel davranislari iceren kualtiirel yap1 ve cevreye uyarlan-
ma surecleri icerisinde sekillenmektedir. Bu sebeple de, travmalarin sikliklar: toplumdan
topluma farklilik g(")sterebilmektedir.?’2 Spesifik bir ¢evre icerisinde fiziksel ve kulttrel fak-
torlerin gostergesi olan travmalardan hareketle incelenen toplulugun yasam bicimi hak-
kinda énemli ipuclari elde edilmektedir.?3

Komana Bizans toplulugunda yaralanmalar acisindan incelenebilen 30 kafatasindan
6’sinda (% 20) yaralanma saptanmistir (Tablo 2). Kafa yaralanmalarinin saptandigi bir
bireyde (G18, Fig. 6) alin kemiginin sag tarafinda 13x7 ve 8x8 mm boyutlarinda oval ve
yuvarlak bicimli iki adet iyilesmis ¢oktunti biciminde yaralanma tespit edilmistir. Diger
bireylerde saptanan yaralanmalarin tamami duvar (parietal) kemigindedir. Bunlar, G39 ve
Gl4c numarali bireylerin obelion bolgesinde her iki duvar kemigine yayilmis 11,5x26 ve
12,5x14,5 mm; GO7 numarali bireyin sol mastoid kdsesinde 6x21 mm; G02 numaral bire-

30 Roberts ve Manchester 1995, 65-98; ayrica bkz. Jurmain ve Bellifemine 1997.

31 Ortner 2003; ayrica bkz. Angel 1974; Lovejoy ve Heiple 1981; Merbs 1989; Standen ve Arriaza 2000.

32 Torres-Rouff ve Junqueira 2006; ayrica bkz. Angel 1974; Walker 1989.

33 Jurmain, 1988, 2001; ayrica bkz. Judd ve Roberts 1999; Lovell 1997; Neves vd. 1999; Merbs 1989; Judd 2004.
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yin sag tuber parietalesi tzerinde 18x27 mm, 2011 yilinda gin 1s1gina c¢ikartulan ve izole
olarak numaralandirilan kafatasinin ise obelion noktasinin sol tarafinda 12.5x13.5 mm
boyutlarinda (Fig. 7), cogunlukla dis kabuk (tabula externa) ve singerimsi dokuyu (diploe)
hafifce etkileyen kuctuk boyutlu yaralanmalar bicimindedir. Yalnizca GO2 no’lu bireyde, i¢
kabugun (tabula interna) beyne dogru hafifce ¢oktigu ve yaranin iyilesme sturecinde oldu-
gu gorulmustiur. Kiactk boyutlu bu yaralanmalarin bireyleri 6ldurecek nitelikte olmadigi
soylenebilir. Kadinlardaki yaralanmalar (%27,8) erkeklerdekilerin (% 14,3) iki kat1 kadar-
dir. Ancak, yaralanmalarin bi¢imi, boyutu, rastlanildigi kemikler ve sikliklar: cinsiyetler
arasinda anlamh farklilik gosterecek nitelikte degildir.

Govde kemiklerinde karsilasilan yaralanmalar kafataslarinda gozlenenlerden daha fazladir
(Tablo 2). Incelenebilen 34 bireyden 11’inde (% 32,4) goévde yaralanmast saptanmistir. GO2
no’lu kadinin sol ust kolunda (humerus) iyilesmis yas dal kirig1 (green stick fracture) nedeniyle
kol kemiginin alt yaris1t mediale dogru egilmistir. G14c numarali kadin bireyde ise tstkol
kemigi govde ortasindan kirilmis, alt u¢ 6ne dogru kayarak kaynasmisuir (Fig. 8). En sik kar-
silasilan kiriklar parmak kemiklerinde gozlemlenmistir. Soyle ki G40 numarali kadin bireyin
sag el parmaklarindan biri; G29 numaral kadinin sol 5. ayak tarak kemigi; G21 numarah
bireyin sag elinin distal parmaklarindan biri; G10 numaral bireyin sag el 3. proximal parma-
g1 (Fig. 9) ile G11 numaral bireyin el parmaklarindan birinde kirik gézlemlenmistir. Ek
olarak bir bireyde (G21, Fig. 10) 6n kol kemiginin (radius) alt ucunda, kemigin arkaya dogru
buikilmesini saglayan Colles kingu ile bir bireyde de (G13, Fig. 11) sol dirsek kemiginin (ulna)
alt ucunda savunma kirigi olarak da bilinen kirik gerceklesmistir. Savunma kirigi izole bir
dirsek kemiginde de tespit edilmistir. Bircok toplulukta siklikla g6zlemlenen kaburga kirigi-
na (Fig. 12) ise Gl14c numarali bireyde nadir karsilasilan sirt omurunun gévdesindeki kirikla
(Fig. 13) birlikte rastlanilmistir. Orta erigkin yaslardaki bu kadinda kafatasi yaralanmasi ve
sol ust koldaki kirikla birlikte toplamda iyilesmis 5 kemik kirig1 saptanmuastir.

Toplulukta karsilasilan diger yaralanmalar daha cok kasin zedelenmesi ve bunu takip
eden kas ve ligamentlerin kemiklesmesi biciminde kendini gosteren myocitis ossificans bici-
mindedir. GO2 no’lu bireyin sol dirsek kemiginin alt ucunda, G14c no’lu bireyin ust kol
kemiginin deltoid ve pectoralis major kaslarinin birlestigi bolgede, G36 no’lu bireyin sol kaval
(tibia) ve igne (fibula) kemiginin alt u¢larinda, bunlarin neredeyse kaynasmasini saglaya-
cak bicimde interossseal yuzeylerde myocitis ossificans gelismistir (Fig. 14). Her ne kadar
govde kemiklerinde yaralanmalarin sikligi kafatasindakilerden daha fazla olsa da, cinsiyet-
ler arasindaki farklilik kafatasindaki kadar belirgin degildir. Hem kafatast hem de govde
kemiklerindeki yaralanmalar cinsiyetler arasinda istatistiksel acidan anlamli bir farklilik
gostermemektedir.

Bebek ve ¢ocuklarda hi¢ yaralanma goézlemlenmezken, kafa yaralanmalar1 genc eriskinler-
de digerlerine gore daha fazladir (Tablo 3). Govde yaralanmalarinda ise orta ve ileri yas-
lardaki bireylerde yaralanmalar daha siktir ve bu yas grubunun yarisindan fazlasi yaralan-
maya sahiptir.

Iskeletlerin tizerinde karsilagilan yaralanmalarin kemiklere gore dagilimi da yaralanmala-
rin nedenleri hakkinda 6nemli bilgiler saglamaktadir. Komana’da yaralanma a¢isindan
incelenen 273 uzun kemikten 9’unda (% 3,3) kirik tespit edilmis ve en yiiksek sikligin sol
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dirsek kemiginde oldugu goérulmustir (Fig. 15). Bu kemikte karsilasilan kiriklardan ikisi
savunma kirigi biciminde iken digeri ayn1 bolgedeki ligament yirtilmasidir.

Komana’nin ¢agdasi diger topluluklar arasinda Minnetpinari ve Kosk Hoytik’ten sonra en
diisiik kafatasi travmast sikhigina sahip topluluk oldugu goriilmektedir (Fig. 16).3* Kafatast
yaralanmalarinin en sik gozlendigi topluluk Kovuklukaya iken Komana’nin siklik ac¢isin-
dan en cok benzerlik gosterdigi toplulugun ise Eski Cezaevi oldugu tespit edilmistir.?®
Kovuklukaya, Aziz Nikolaos ve Eski Cezaevi topluluklarinda hicbir kafatas1 yaralanmasinin
bireylerin 6liimi ile sonuclanmadig ifade edilmektedir.?% Kiiciik boyutlu ve iyilesmis
olmalarindan hareketle bu topluluklarda karsilasilan kafatasi travmalarinin fiziksel aktivi-
te, engebeli arazi, calisma kosullar1 ve gunluk hayatta karsilasilabilecek disme, carpma
gibi kazalarla iliskisi kurulmustur.?” Bu topluluklara benzer sekilde, Komana bireylerinde
saptanan travmalarin da kiicik boyutlu oldugu, tabula externa ve diploeyi hafifce etkiledigi
dolayisiyla 6lumcul olmadigi dikkate alindiginda bu yaralanmalarin da ¢alisma kosullar,
gunlik aktiveler ve bununla baglantili kazalar ile iliskili olabilecegi dustintulmektedir.
Ancak izole kemikler arasinda iki kafatas: parcasindaki muhtemel kesik izlerinden (Fig.
17) hareketle travmalarin etiyolojilerinin sadece guinliik aktivitelere bagh olmadig: soyle-
nebilir. Dolayisiyla bireyler arast anlasmazliklar sonucu ¢ikan kavgalarin ya da bazi bireyle-

re uygulanan siddetin de yaralanmalarda etkili olabilecegi dustiintulmektedir.

Bilindigi gibi, yaralanmalarin gunlik aktivite ya da ugrasilan ise bagh olarak meydana gelen
kazalardan kaynaklandigina dair en 6nemli veriler gévde kemiklerinden elde edilmekte-
dir.38 Cagdas1 topluluklarla karsilastirildiginda, Komana’nin Kovuklukaya ve Tepecik/
Ciftlik’ten sonra en yuksek govde travmasi sikligina sahip oldugu gorulse de siklik acisindan
Eski Cezaevi ve Aziz Nikolaos topluluklari ile benzer oldugu dikkat cekmektedir (Fig. 16).%9
Soz konusu bu topluluklarda gozlendigi sekilde, Komana toplulugunda da kaburgalar, el ve
ayak kemiklerindeki kiriklar, 6nkol kemigindeki Colles’ kirigi, ligamentlerdeki yirtilmalar ve
kemiklesmeler onemli olctide giindelik aktiviteler ve kazalarla ilgili gorinmektedir. Nitekim
insan topluluklarinda bu bolgelerde saptanan kiriklarin genellikle diisme, carpma, vurma
gibi kazalarla iliskisi kurulmaktadir.?® Bununla birlikte, Komana’da savas gibi yerlesmeye
disaridan etki eden saldirilarin mevcut olmadigini séylemek miimkiin goziikmektedir.*!
Her ne kadar yerlesmede son evresi Orta Bizans’a tarihlenen bir savunma sisteminin kalinti-
larinin oldugunu gosteren arkeolojik kalintilar saptanmas ise de yangin, silah ve toplulugun
siddeti iceren bir yapiyla yer degistirdigini gosteren arkeolojik kanitlar mevcut degildir.*?
Ancak, toplulukta bireysel kavgalarin olmadigi sdylenemez. Iki bireyin dirsek kemiginde yiiz
yuze kavgalarda basin ve gévdenin korunmasi sirasinda kemigin orta ve alt tgte birlik kis-

34 Ozdemir 2008; Koruyucu 2012.

35 Erdal 2004; Erdal 2003.

$6 Erdal 2004; Erdal OD 2009b; Erdal 2003.

37 Erdal OD 2009b; ayrica bkz. Erdal 2003, 2004.

38 Erdal 2004; ayrica bkz. Erdal OD 2009b, Lovell 1997.

39 Erdal 2004; Buytukkarakaya vd. 2008; Erdal 2003; Erdal OD 2009b.
40 Erdal 2003, 2004; ayrica bkz. Erdal OD 2009b, Lovell 1997.

41 Erdal OD 2012.

42 Erciyas 2013, 141.



Ortacag’da Niifus Degisimi Oncesine Ait Bir Bizans Toplulugu: Komana Insan Kalintularinin Antropolojik Analizi 91

minda gelisen savunma kiriklari ile karsilasilmistir.#® Komana 6rneklerinde karsilasilan
kiriklarin kavgalar ile dogrudan iliskisini kurmak mumkiuin degise bile, bir bireyde humerus
kemiginde karsilasilan kirik ve savunma kiriklariyla birlikte saptanan kafa yaralanmalari
bireysel kavgalarin gozard: edilemeyecegine isaret etmektedir. Bu tir siddetin, besin kaynak-
larinda azalma, kithk, 6zellikle de sosyopolitik yapidaki bozulma ile kuvvetli bir iliskisi mev-
cuttur. Kadinlar arasinda daha sik karsilasilan kiictik boyutlu kafa yaralanmalar: ve savunma
kiriklari, bunlarin 6ltiimctl olmamasi durumu, grup ici siddetin mevcudiyetine génderme
yapabilir. Buna karsin, benzer donem ve cografi ortamda yer alan Oluz Hoyuk ile Komana
toplumlar1 arasinda demografik yapinin sekillenmesinde oldugu gibi yaralanmalar acisin-
dan da farklihiklar meveuttur.* Oluz Hoyiik’te gomii gelenekleri genellikle Islami gomiiler-
de oldugu gibi bati-dogu yontunde sirt Gstt yatirilmis, yiz ve gévdenin hafifce guneye, kible-
ye donduruldugu bir gomu gelenegiyle karsilasilmistir. Birkac mezarda oluntun atilmais izle-
mini veren durumlara da rastlanmistur. Bunlar arasinda ti¢ bireyin bir ¢cukura atildigi gomu,
sirtistl yatarcasina atilmis bir diger gomu (SK 10), sol koluyla kafatasini1 korurcasina yari
hocker pozisyonda ele gecen SK 30, sol bacagi yanlis yerlestirilmis SK 23 ve yalnizca bacak
kemiginden olusan SK 71 siralanabilir. Ek olarak, Oluz Hoyuk bireyleri yaralanmalar a¢isin-
dan da Komana toplulugundan farklihk gostermektedir. Oluz Hoyuk’te iyilesmis kafa yara-
lanmasi bir erkek bireyle sinirhidir. Kadinlarda kafa yaralanmasi yoktur. Buna karsin bu top-
lulukta sirt ve boyun omurlari, kaburga ve kiirek kemiklerinde iyilesmekte olan coklu kirik-
larin saptandigi cocuk, kafatasi ve govde kemiklerinde perimortem kesiklerin saptandig1 bir
erkek birey ve dizinde ¢ok sayida kesigin bulundugu bir sol bacak gomusu, Oluz Hoytuk’te 6
gomude en az 8 bireyin o6lumlerinde bireysel kavga, saldiri, belki de savas gibi nedenlerin
etkili oldugunu gostermektedir.*® Oluz Hoytk’teki bu bireylerin biitiniiniin dénemleri
kesin olarak bilinmese de Komana ve Oluz Hoytik topluluklar: arasinda siddet sikligi, bicim-

leri ve nedenleri arasinda 6nemli farkliliklarin mevcut oldugunu gorialmektedir.

Enfeksiyon Hastaliklar:

Bakterilerin, viruslerin, parazitlerin ve mantarlarin yol actig1 bircok hastalik enfeksiyon
hastaliklar: olarak tanimlanmaktadirS. Enfeksiyonel hastaliklarin insan 6limlerinde savas-
lar, aclik ve kitliktan daha etkili oldugu kabul edilmektedir.#” Ancak, her ajan enfeksiyo-
nel hastaliga yol agcmayacagi gibi, insan saghigini etkileyen ve 6limle sonuc¢lanan bir¢ok
enfeksiyondan yalnizca kronik seyredenler kemikte iz birakabilmektedir.*® Kemige yansi-
yan enfeksiyonel hastaliklar spesifik nedenlere dayananlar ve spesifik bir nedene dayan-
mayanlar olmak tizere iki ana gruba ayrilarak degerlendirilmektedir.

Enfeksiyonlar ac¢isindan incelenen 41 bireyden yalnizca birinde muhtemelen tiberkuloz
ile baglantili spesifik bir enfeksiyona rastlanilmistir. G26¢c numarali bireyin, tist ve orta

43 Ortner 2003.

44 FErdal 2010.

45 FErdal 2010.

46 Larsen 1997; ayrica bkz. Ortner 2003.

47 Roberts ve Manchester 1995.

48 Ortner 2003; ayrica bkz. Roberts ve Manchester 1995; Larsen 1997.
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kaburgalarinin i¢ yuzeylerinde ve egimli boltiimlerinden boyun kisimlarina kadar olan
alanlarda gozeneklenme ve yeni kemik olusumlar: biciminde enfeksiyon izleri saptanmis-
ur (Fig. 18). Bu bireyin sag kal¢ca kemiginde (coxae) yeni kemik olusumlar: ve kemik zari-
nin uzerine til biciminde yapismis bir lezyon gozlemlenmistir (Fig 19). Bu lezyon, kalca
kemiginde gozlemlenen psoas abse ile uyurnludur."’9 Ayn1 bireyin sol kalca kemiginin
eklem ytlizeyi oldukca sigdir ve uyluk kemiginin basi Calve-Perthes hastaligindakine ben-
zer bir yap1 kazanmistir. Acetabulumun arka kenari bir yuzey gorunumundedir. Her ne
kadar omur ve kafatas1 mevcut degilse de kaburga ve legen kemiginde saptanan bu tir
olusumlar tiiberkiiloz enfekiyonu ile kismen uyumludur.?”

Staphylococcus, Streoptococcus, Escherichia, Salmonella ve Nesisseria gibi mikroorganizmalarin
kemikler tzerinde yol actig1 periostitis ve osteomyelitis gibi lezyonlar, spesifik enfeksi-
yonlarin tersine, viicudun hemen her bolgesinde benzer lezyonlara yol acabilmektedir-
ler. Travmadan ishale, beslenme bozukluklarindan herhangi bir atesli hastaliga kadar
bircok nedenden dolay1r kemiklerde doku bozuklugu ya da kemigin tzerini kaplamis
gozenekli ek doku seklinde makroskobik olarak gézlemlenen lezyonlar tespit edilmekte-
dir. Bu nedenle enfeksiyonel lezyonlar, toplumlarin cevreye uyarlanma bicimlerinin
anlasilmasinda ve saghk yapisinin belirlenmesinde olduk¢a 6nemli bilgiler saglamakta-
dir.’! Komana toplulugunda spesifik enfeksiyonlarla gorece sinirli sayida karsilasiimasi-
na ragmen, spesifik bir ajanla iliskilendirilemeyen enfeksiyonlar olduk¢a yaygindir.
Incelenen 43 bireyden 15’inde spesifik nedenlere dayanmayan enfeksiyonlara rastlanil-
mistir (Tablo 3). Yaralanmalarda oldugu gibi kadinlardaki spesifik olmayan enfeksiyon
siklig1 erkeklerinkinin iki katindan daha fazladir. Spesifik nedene dayanmayan enfeksi-
yonlardan ikisi bebek ve cocuklarda tespit edilmistir. Bunlar 252/613a ve 282/598 T05
(Fig. 20) no’lu cocuk ve bebegin duvar kemiklerinin i¢ yuzeylerinde dokuma benzeri
yeni kemik olusumu ve gozeneklenmeyle kendini gosteren sub-dural enfeksiyonlar bigi-
mindedir. Benzer olusum izole olarak dikkate alinan ve bir kadina ait oldugu saptanan
kafatasinin i¢ yuzeyinde de gozlemlenmistir. Yetiskin bireylerde karsilasilan lezyonlar
genelde lokal bicimde izlenmektedir. Bunlarin ¢ogunlukla, kemik kiriklari, ligament
yirtilmalar: ve lokal travmalarla birlikte ortaya ciktig tespit edilmistir. S6z konusu enfek-
siyon izleri, G04 no’lu bireyde sol uyluk kemiginin alt ucunda, GO2 no’lu bireyde sag
dirsek kemiginin alt ucunda travmanin bulundugu alanda, G14c numarali bireyde kiri-
gin saptandigi alanda lokal ve periosteal reaksiyonlar bicimindedir. Ayrica, G37 no’lu
bireyin kaburgalarindan birinin sternal ucunun i¢ ytzeyde siskinlikle birlikte porozite,
G21 no’lu bireyin igne kemiginin distal ucunda ve 4.-5. bel omurlarinin ventral yuzeyle-
rinde, G30 no’lu bireyin sag igne kemiginin nutrisyal forameninin ¢evresinde ve G31
numarali bireyin manibrium sternisinde (Fig. 21) gelisen lezyonlarin kiriklara bagl olma-
yan diger nedenlerle iliskili oldugu belirlenmistir. 4 bireyde ise kaval kemiklerinin medi-
al yuzeylerinde iyilesmis kemik zar1 enfeksiyonlar: saptanmis ancak hicbir bireyde oste-
omyelitise rastlanilmamaistir.

49 Mann ve Hunt 2005.
50 Ortner 2003; ayrica bkz. Mann ve Hunt 2005.
51 Larsen 1997.
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Hemen hemen her yas grubunda az sayida birey mevcut olsa da spesifik nedene dayanma-
yan enfeksiyonlar cocukluk ¢cagindan yashhga dogru artis gostermektedir (Tablo 3). Yas
gruplar1 arasindaki farkliliklar istatistiksel acidan anlaml degildir ve hastaliklar nitelik a¢i-
sindan da, bebek ve cocuklar disinda anlamli bir farklilik géstermemektedir.

Genel olarak ele alindiginda, Komana'nin ¢agdas: topluluklar arasinda Eski Cezaevi (%
40,5), Aziz Nikoloas Kilisesi (% 45,5) ve Kosk Hoytik (% 47,3) topluluklariyla yiksek
enfeksiyon oranina sahip oldugu gériilmektedir (Fig. 22). %2 Oluz Héyiik, hastaliklarin
frekans: acisindan Komana ile benzerlik gosterirken, 12 bebegin yarisinda ve cocuklarin
% 42’sinde spesifik olmayan enfeksiyona rastlanmasiyla yapisal acidan degilse bile frekans:
acisindan Komana’dan farkhilik gostermektedir.?® Komana toplulugunda saptanan enfek-
siyonel olusumlarin bir kismi travmalarla baglantili olsa da bu lezyonlarin gelisiminde hij-
yen kosullar1 ve beslenme modelleri gibi bircok faktortun etkili olabilecegi de dikkate alin-
malidir. Buna ek olarak, Komana toplulugunda her yas ve cinsiyet grubunu etkileyen
enfeksiyonel hastaliklarin fizyolojik stresler, koti yasam kosullar: ve dolayisiyla dustk sos-
yo-ekonomik yapiya isaret ettigi sdylenebilir.>*

Metabolik Hastaliklar

Ortacgag topluluklarinin bircogunun aksine, Komana bireylerinin hic¢birinde C ve D vita-
mini eksikligi belirlenememistir.’® Buna karsin, yaklasik ayn1 déneme tarihlenen Oluz
Hoytik’tin 9 bebek iskeletinden ikisinde (% 22) ve sonraki yillarda ¢ikartilan diger bircok
bebek iskeletinde D vitamini eksikligi mevcuttur.’® Mevcut veriler, birbirleri ile ekolojik
acidan benzer bir ortama sahip olan iki yerlesme ve insan topluluklar: arasinda yasam bici-

mi acisindan 6nemli farkliliklarin oldugunu gostermektedir.

Eski insan toplumlarinda yaygin sekilde karsilasilan bir diger patolojiyi de anemi/kan-
sizlik olusturmaktadir. Anemi paleopatoloji literatarinde kirmizi kan hicrelerinin
(hemoglobin) miktarinda ya da iceriginde (hematocrit) veya her ikisinde azalmayla karakte-
rize olan durum olarak tanimlanmaktadir.’” Talasemi, orak hureli anemi ve Glokoz-6-
dehidrogenaz enzim eksikligi gibi kalitsal kokenli ve demir eksikligi ile kan kaybindan
kaynakli gevresel etkenler olmak tizere iki gruba ayrilarak ele alinmaktadir. Iskelet iize-
rinde, kafatasinda gelisen ve porotic hyperostosis (symmetrical hyperostosis) ve cribra orbi-
talia (hyperostosis spongiosa orbitale) olarak da bilinen lezyonlar, aneminin ayirt edici gos-
tergeleri olarak kabul edilmektedir®®. Komana toplulugunda porotic hyperostosis acisin-
dan 29 bireyin kafatasinda goézlem yapilabilmis ve bunlarin % 13,7 sinde lezyon tespit
edilmistir (Tablo 2). Kadinlarda lezyona rastlanilmaz iken, biri orta eriskin, diger yash

iki erkegin ve iki cocugun porotic hyperostosise sahip oldugu gozlemlenmistir (Tablo 3,

52 Erdal 2003; Erdal OD 2009a; Koruyucu 2012.

53 Erdal 2010.

54 Erdal 2003, 2004.

55 Erdal 2003, 2004; ayrica bkz. Ustiindag 2008.

56 Erdal 2010.

57 Ortner 2003; ayrica bkz. Aufderheide ve Rodriguez-Martin 1998; Roberts ve Manchester 1995.
58 Angel 1966; ayrica bkz. Stuart-Macadam 1992.
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Fig. 23). Aneminin diger gostergesi olan cribra orbitalia acisindan 19 birey incelenebil-
mistir. Cribrotic lezyon biri cocuk (Fig. 24), biri erkek ve biri de kadin olmak tizere tg
bireyde tespit edilmistir (Tablo 2, 3). Anemiye iliskin lezyonlarin gelisimi eriskin birey-
lerde hafif iken, hastaligin belirlendigi cocuk bireyde aktif ve siddetli oldugu tespit edil-

mistir.

Komana toplulugunun porotic hyperostosis acisindan Kosk Hoytk (%12), Minnetpinari (%
16,2) ve Kadikalesi (% 17) topluluklariyla benzer bir yap: sergiledigi gozlemlenmistir
(Fig. 25).59 Cribra orbitalia acisidan ise cagdas topluluklar arasinda Minnetpinari’ndan
(% 11,3) sonra en diisiik sikligin Komana’ya (% 15,8) ait oldugu belirlenmistir.%° Her iki
hastalik acisindan dustik siklikta anemi gostergelerine sahip Komana ve Oluz Hoyuk ara-
sinda bir benzerligin mevcut oldugu séylenebilir.%! Komana'nin porotic hyperostosis ve crib-
ra ortbitalia izlenen bireylerinde yiiz kemiklerinde genisleme ile diger govde kemiklerin-
de hiperplazinin; uzun kemik iliginde genisleme, kortikal doku incelmesi ve osteoporoz
gibi degisimlerin gozlemlenmemesi lezyonlarin kalitsal nedenlerden kaynaklanmadigini
isaret etmektedir. Anadolu eski insan toplumlar1 Gzerinde yapilan ¢alismalarin 6nemli
bir kisminda aneminin edinimsel oldugu sonucuna ulasmislardir.%2 Demir acisindan
fakir besinlerin tiketilmesi, bagirsak parazitleri ve enfeksiyonel hastaliklarin demir eksik-
ligi anemisinin temel nedenleri arasinda yer aldigi dikkate alinmaktadir.5® B12 ve B9
eksikligiyle iliskili megaloblastik anemi ile enfeksiyonlar, C vitamini eksikligi, bitkisel bes-
lenmeye dayali bir diyetin bireyin anemik olmasinda etkili oldugu belirtilmektedir.%* C ve
D vitamini eksikliginin neden oldugu lezyonlara rastlanilmamasi, Komana toplulugunda-
ki anemik yapinin olusmasinda vitamin eksikliklerinin etkili olmadig1 soylenebilir.
Toplulukta enfeksiyon oranin goérece yuksek olmasi ile beslenme bozukluklar1 porotic
hyperositosis ve cribra orbitalianin ortaya ¢ikmasinda etken nedenlerden biri olarak dikkate
alinabilir. Bununla birlikte 252/613c numarali izole cocuk kafatasinda, duvar kemiginin
10 mm’lik bir kalinliga ulasmis olmasi ve cribra orbitalianin trabekiiler bir gelisim goster-
mesi bu bireyde aneminin siddetli boyutlarda olduguna isaret etmektedir. Ancak, bireyin
yalnizca kafatasi ile temsil edilmesi, bu 6rnekte aneminin olasi nedeninin tahmin edilme-

sini guclestirmektedir.

Tumor

Komana toplulugunda metastatik malign timorlere rastlanilmamistir. Bununla birlikte,
GO1 no’lu kadin bireyin tst kol kemiginin tuberositas deltoidea’sinda osteoma gozlemlen-
mistir. Buna ek olarak, G29 numarali kadin bireyin kafatasinin alin ve duvar kemiklerinde

cok sayida kiictik boyutlu diigme bicimli osteomalar tespit edilmistir. Kiictik boyutlu bu iyi

59 Koruyucu 2012; Ozdemir 2008; Ustiindag 2008.
60 Ozdemir 2008.
61 Erdal 2010.

62 Erdal 2004; ayrica bkz. Usu"mdag 2011; Buytikkarakaya ve Erdal 2012; Koruyucu 2012; Buytikkarakaya vd.
2008.

63 Lallo vd. 1977; ayrica bkz. Stuart-Macadam 1992.
64 Walker vd. 2009.
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huylu tiimorlerin nedeni tam olarak bilinmemekle birlikte, travmanin, enfeksiyonun, kali-

timin ya da gelisimsel bozukluklarin etkili olabilecegi belirtilmektedir.5?

Eklem Hastaliklar:

Hareket sistemimiz kemik, kikirdak, kas, tendon ve ligamentlerle butinlik olusturan eklem
ve eklemi idare eden noromuskular sistemin etkilesimiyle calismaktadir. Eklemi olusturan
bu sistemde ortaya ¢ikan sorun ise artrit ya da eklem hastaligi olarak tanimlanmaktadir.%®
Klinik calismalar etiyolojileri dikkate alinarak yapilan siniflandirmalara goére 100’Gn tizerin-
de eklem hastalig1 cesidinin bulundugunu gostermektedir.5” Geleneksel toplumlarda yaygim
adryla kireclenme olarak bilinen osteoartrit ya da dejeneratif eklem hastalig1 eski insan top-
lumlarinda oldukca yaygindir. Osteoartrit, gelisimsel bozukluklar, travmalar, eklem uyus-
mazliklari, endokrinal bozukluklar, genetik etkenler gibi bir¢ok faktorden kaynaklanabil-
mektedir. Ancak, eklemin bozulmasinda mekanik stresin daha etkili oldugu vurgulanmakta-
dir.%8 Bu nedenle, cinsiyet ve yas gruplari osteoartritten farkli oranlarda etkilenmektedir.
Dolayisiyla, iskelet sisteminde herhangi bir lezyona rastlanilmazsa osteoartritin bireyin yapti-
g1 isten kaynaklandigi one surtlmektedir. Bu ozelligiyle osteoartritin siklig1 ve siddetinden
hareketle yok olmus topluluklarin fiziksel aktiviteleri hakkinda 6nemli ipuclar: elde edil-
mektedir.% Etiyolojisinde mekanik stresin énemli olmasi nedeniyle, topluluktaki artrit veri-
leri eklemlerde ve omurlarda olmak tizere cinsiyet gruplarina ayrilarak ve gelisim dereceleri
dikkate alinarak toplanmistir. Buna gore, Komana erkeklerinin tcte ikisinin eklemlerinde
artrit tespit edilmistir (Tablo 4). Buttin bireylerin yarisindan fazlasinin en azindan bir ekle-
minde hafif gelisim gosteren eklem hastaligl gézlemlenmistir. Birer bireyde olmak tuzere
orta diizeyde ve siddetli gelisen eklem hastaliklar1 da saptanmustir (Fig. 26, 27). Kadinlar
arasinda hafif seyreden eklem hastaliklar1 daha dustik diizeydedir (Tablo 4, % 42). Buna
karsin kadinlarda, orta ve siddetli eklem hastaliklarinin siklig1 erkeklerden daha fazladir.
Benzer durum omurlardaki artritik degisimlerde de goézlemlenmistir. 10 erkek bireyin
9’unun omurlar1 hastaliktan etkilenmis iken, kadinlarin tcte ikisi hastaliga sahiptir.

Genc eriskin bireylerde hastalik hafif dizeyde seyretmektedir (Tablo 5). Bu yas grubunda
tek bir kadin bireyde siddetli artrit saptanmistir. Bu bireydeki siddetli eklem bozulmasi
tuberkuloz ile birlikte gozlemlenmistir. Orta yash bireylerin tigte ikisinden fazlasi, eklem
hastaligina sahiptir ve bunlarin nerdeyse yarisinin gelisim derecesi orta ve siddetlidir. Az
sayirdaki yash bireylerin tamaminin eklem ve omurlarinda hastalik gézlemlenmis ve bunla-
rin siddetinin yasla birlikte arttig1 tespit edilmistir (Tablo 5).

Komana eriskin bireylerinin neredeyse tamiminda, genc eriskinlik asamada baslayan artri-
tik degisimlerin gézlemlenmesi toplulugun guinltik hayatta erken yaslardan itibaren aktif

rol aldiklarin isaret etmektedir.”” Ancak, erkeklerdeki artrit oraninin kadinlardan fazla
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olmasi, fiziksel yiklenmenin erkeklerde daha yogun oldugunu goéstermektedir.
Osteoartritin etiyolojisinde 6énemli bir yeri bulunanan bir diger etkeni yas olusturmakta-
dir. Nitekim gtuntmiiz topluluklarinda osteroartrit yashlik hastaligi olarak ele alinmakta-
dir.”! Benzer durumun Komana eriskinleri i¢in de gecerli oldugu séylenebilir. Her iki
cinsiyet grubunda da yasla birlikte hastaligin siddeti artmakla birlikte kadinlardaki artis
erkeklerden fazladir. Osteoartritin kadinlarda daha siddetli seyretmesi demografik bulgu-
larla 6rtismektedir (Tablo 1). Toplulukta yaslanabilen bireylerin % 83 tintin kadinlardan
olustugu dikkate alindiginda, Komana toplulugu i¢in osteoartritin etiyolojisinde yasin
mekanik faktori izleyen énemli bir faktér oldugu séylenebilir.”2

Guindelik aktivitelerin neden oldugu agir fiziksel yuklenme ve yaslanma disinda, Komana
toplulugunda muhtemel eklem hastaliklarindan birinin enfeksiyonlarla iliskili oldugu tespit
edilmistir. Kaburgalar, symphysis pubis ve auricular ytizeyler gibi kikirdaklarin mevcut oldu-
gu alanlardaki degisimden hareketle 50 yaslarinda oldugu tahmin edilen G26 numaral bire-
yin, alt taraf iskeleti mevcut degildir. Iskeletin ikincil gémii olmasi nedeniyle ¢cogunlukla iist
taraf kemikleri digerlerinden ayrilabilmistir. Kemiklerinin gévde kisimlar1 gorece kisa ve
oldukc¢a narin, buna karsin eklemleri olduke¢a geliskin olan bireyin ek kemik olusumlar: ve
eklemlerin bozulmasi seklinde ortaya cikan eklem hastaligina sahip oldugu belirlenmistir
(Fig. 28). Bireyin sag on kol kemiginin caput radiisi yerinde yoktur. Bu bolge kama gibi sivri
bir yap1 kazanmistir ve bu kemigin basi yok olmus géztikmektedir (Fig. 29). Ancak dirsek
kemiginde 6n kol kemiginin eklem yaptig1 alan olan incisura radialisin anterioruna bu kemi-
gin basinin kaynastigi belirlenmistir. Bireyin sag 6n kol kemiginin tist ucu eklem bolgesinde
asirt gelisim gostermekle birlikte bu alandaki eklem ytizeyinin buitintyle bozuldugu ve cev-
resinde nodiiller gelistigi saptanmistir. Sol dirsek ekleminde ise tist kol kemiginin alt ucu,
dirsek ve 6n kol kemiklerinin tst uclar1 gévdeye gore asir1 gelisim gostermistir ve eklem
yuzeyleri bozulmus durumdadir (Fig. 30). Sol st kol kemiginin basinda belirgin osteofitik
olusumlar ve eburnation mevcuttur. Kemigin govdesi uzunlamasina ve enine gelisim goster-
memis, ancak deltoid tuberositast asir1 gelismistir. Alt ucta ise trochlea humeride belirgin artritik
lezyonlar tespit edilmistir. Kalca eklemi o6zellikle acelabulum minimal duzeyde etkilenmistir.
Hemen butin kemiklerinde belirgin osteoporozun saptandigi bu bireyde kafatast daminda
parietal incelme gozlenmistir. Bireyin alt ekstremiteleri, el ve ayak parmaklarina ait iskelet
kalintilarina rastlanamasa da, uzun kemiklerin govdelerinde enfeksiyonun olmamasi, neop-
lastik ve enfeksiyonel bir hastaliga rastlanilmamasi bu hastaliklar1 gézlem disi birakmamiza
olanak saglamaktadir. Apendikuler iskelette subkondral kemik kaybiyla iliskili yaygin eklem
tahribati, eklemlerin cevresinde gelisen kistik olusumlar ve kemiklerde o6zellikle enine geli-
simde aksaklik, bireyin cocukluk caginda yakalandig1 enfeksiyonel eklem hastaligina sahip
oldugunu gostermektedir. Ayrica eklemlerin bozulmasi nedeniyle kullanimdan kaynakl ola-
rak osteoporozun gelistigi gozlemlenmistir. Bireyde saptanan bu tiir olusumlarin juvenil

kronik artrit ya da juvenil idiopatik artrit ile uyumlu oldugu séylenebilir.”>
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Agiz ve Dis Saghgi

Komana toplulugunda en sik karsilasilan hastaliklar agiz ve dis saghgiyla iliskili olanlardir.
Toplulukta toplam 503 sturekli dis ¢uriuk acisindan incelenmis ve bunlardan 64’tiinde
(%12,7) curik tespit edilmistir (Fig. 31). Curtk sitkliginin %13’e ulasmis olmasi, yasam
biciminin yogun tarima, beslenme modelinin ise karbonhidratl, sekerli ve mayalanmis
besinlere dayali oldugunu gostermektedir’%, Bu siklik Ortacag’a tarihlendirilen bircok
Anadolu eski insan toplulugu icin belirlenen sikliklarla uyumlu, ancak onlardan biraz
daha yiiksektir.”” Nitekim Anadolu eski insan toplulularinda dis ¢iiriigii stkhigini derleyen
Koca ve arkadaslari, ¢tirak sikliginin bircok Ortacag toplulugu icin % 10’un tizerinde
oldugunu bulgulamislardir.”® Tarim topluluklarini degerlendiren Turner II ise ciirtik sik-
ligin1 %10 civari olarak belirlemistir.”” Bu agidan bakildiginda Komana, tarimin etkin
oldugu bir beslenme modeline isaret etmektedir.

Curuk sikliginin ytiksekligine karsin, dislerdeki asinmanin duasik diazeyde oldugu gorul-
mustir. Asinma acisindan incelenen 493 disten 28’inde (% 5,7) herhangi bir asinma gelis-
memistir. 251 (%50,9) dis ya sadece minede bir yiizey gelisecek kadar ya da dis tiberkiille-
rinin Uzerinde adaciklar halinde dentin dokusu gortunecek kadar asinmistir. Bu ise mev-
cut dislerin yarisindan fazlasinda, gtinimuz toplumlarinda oldugu gibi hafif seyreden dis
asinmanin mevcut oldugunu gostermektedir. Dislerin % 42,2’sinde (208 dis) tiberkuller
asinmis, ancak mine disin cigneme yuzeyinde halen izlenebilir bir boyutta korunacak
halde yok olmustur. Orta duzeyde sayilabilecek bu tiir asinmalar da azimsanamayacak
duzeydedir. Komana toplulugunda yalnizca 5 disin ta¢c kismi ya kismen ya da buttnuyle
yok olmustur. Bu 6zellikleriyle, Komana ve Oluz Hoytik topluluklar: arasinda bir benzerlik
mevcuttur.”® Her iki toplulukta da asinma siddetli degildir. Dis asinmasi, sert, iri taneli,
lifli ve az islenmis besinler tiketen topluluklarda daha yogundur. Komana toplulugundan
elde edilen veriler, dis asinmasinin gorece yavas oldugunu, ancak orta ve ileri yastaki birey-
lerin dislerinde asinmanin siddetli olabilecegini gostermektedir. Yiiksek dis curagu toplu-
lugun karbonhidrat agirlikli bir beslenme modeline sahip olduguna isaret etse de dis asin-
malarindan hareketle besinlerin iyi islenmis, icerisindeki yabanci partikillerden arindiril-
mis, yumusak ve yapisici oldugu soylenebilir.

Disler, yalnizca besinlerin cignenmesi surecinde degil, ayn1 zamanda gundelik aktiviteler-
de tucuncu bir el gibi de kullanilmaktadirlar. Komana bireylerinden tc¢ctunde olasilikla ip
uretimi ve bunlardan mamul trtn elde etme islemlerinde dislerin ticincti bir el gibi kul-
lanilmasi nedeniyle, kiictik ¢entikler gelismistir. Bir bireyde ise tst cenedeki kesici dislerin
dile bakan ytizeyinde LSAMAT (Fig. 32) olarak adlandirilan asinmaya, digerinde ise dis
aralarinin temizlenmesi gibi nedenlerden otira kirdan kullanim izlerine rastlanilmistir.
Dislerdeki c¢entikler, Kovuklukaya Bizans toplulugunda oldugu gibi, yalnizca kadinlarda
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gozlemlenmistir.” Bu ise kadinlarin giindelik aktiviteleri arasinda ip iiretimi ve bunlardan
mamiul irun elde etmenin 6nemli bir yere sahip oldugunu gostermektedir.

Gelisimsel Kusurlar1 ve Boy

Komana toplulugunda incelenen yaklasik 400 disten % 65’inde mine hipoplazileri saptan-
mustir (Fig. 33). Mine hipoplazileri, buytime caginda karsilasilan beslenme bozukluklari,
hastaliklar, vitamin ve mineral eksiklikleri gibi fizyolojik nedenlerden kaynaklanmaktadir.
Mine kusurlari, avci-toplayici toplumlardan ziyade tarim toplumlarinin, kent toplumlarin-
dan ziyade kéy toplumlarinin 6zelligidir.? Ayrica, sosyo-ekonomik diizeyi diisiik olan top-
luluklarda mine kusurlarinin gorialme sikligr yiksek sosyo-ekonomik duzeye sahip toplu-
luklardan daha fazladir. Bu anlamda, Komana toplulugunun karsilastigi fizyolojik stresle-
rin olduk¢a yogun oldugu gorialmektedir.

Buyume kusurlari yalnizca, dislerde biiyime geriligine yol agmamais ayn1 zamanda bireyle-
rin boy uzunluguna da yansimistir. Incelenen 15 kadin ve 11 erkek bireyde Pearson ve
Trotter-Gleser esitlikleriyle boy uzunlugu hesaplanabilmistir.3! Buna gére ortalama boy
uzunlugu erkeklerde 164-169 cm, kadinlarda ise 154-158 cm.’dir. Farkl esitliklerle ulasi-
lan boy uzunluklari, her iki cinsiyetin boylarinin gorece kisa oldugunu gostermektedir.
Buyime bozukluklarinin yaygin oldugunu gosteren mine hipoplazileri ile buytiimede geri
kalmanin nihai sonucu olan kisa boy, Komana’nin dustik sosyo-ekonomik yapiya sahip bir
topluluk olduguna isaret etmektedir.

Degerlendirme ve Sonug

Anadolu Ortacag topluluklarindan elde edilen verilerle birlikte degerlendirildiginde
Komana toplulugu ile ilgili bazi yorumlar yapmak olanakli géralmektedir. Basit toprak,
ana kayaya oyulmus ya da taslarla cevrelenmis mezarlarda sirtisti, eller gogus ya da karin
uzerinde birlestirilmis iskeletlerin saptandigi Komana toplulugu, 6l gomme gelenekleri
acisindan Bizans topluluklarinda gozlemlenen o6lu gomme gelenegi ile benzerlik goster-
mektedir.3? Bir sapel ve cevresinde gelisen Hiristiyan mezarligi, kullanim evresinin biti-
minden kisa bir stire sonra, Beylikler doneminde Danismendlilerce yogun bir yerlesme
olarak kullanilmistir. Bu durum Bizans donemi mezarlarinin 6nemli ol¢ctude tahribatina
yol acmistir. Ele gecen insan iskeleti sayist minimum 68 olup yeni kazilarla birlikte bu say1
artmaktadir.

Bilindigi gibi demografik ve patolojik durumlar tretim-tiketim iliskileri, gtindelik aktivite-
ler ve yasanilan ekolojik ortam gibi ozelliklerce sekillenmektedir.8® Komana’da 6zellikle

kadin nufusunun erkekler ve cocuklara kiyasla fazla oldugu gortulmektedir. Bu durum
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insan iskeletlerinin ilk kez giin 1s5131na ¢1ktigr sezondan bu yana degismemistir. Anadolu’da
cocuk olumlulugiuntin ¢ok diisiik oldugu Topakli, Kovuklukaya ve Aziz Nikolaos gibi yer-
lesmeler mevcut ise de Komana’dan elde edilen oranlar Yortanli, Bogazkoy, Tepecik,
Tepecik-Ciftlik ve Symrna Agorasi toplumlar: gibi gorece dustk cocuk olumluliige sahip
bir topluluga isaret etmektedir.8* Erkeklerin dusiik siklikta temsil edilmesi ise Kadikalesi,
Bogazkoy, Tepecik-Ciftlik, Giilliidere ve Tepecik gibi topluluklarla benzerlik gostermekte-
dir.®% Saglik sorunlar1 arasinda yer alan travmalar Aziz Nikolaos ve Sultanahmet-Eski
Cezaevi orneklemleri ile enfeksiyonel hastaliklar ise Oluz Hoytik ve Kadikalesi gibi toplu-
luklarla benzerlikler sergilemekte, diger topluluklardan farklilasmaktadir.®0 Benzer durum
aneminin gostergeleri icin de gecerlidir. Komana, karsilastirilan topluluklar arasindan
Kadikalesi, Minnetpinari ve Oluz Hoyiik ile benzemektedir.8” Incelenilen 6zellikler agisin-
dan bakildiginda, Komana’nin cagdasi olan diger topluluklarla yer yer benzerliklere yer
yer ise farkliliklara sahip oldugu gorulmektedir. Bu acidan, Komana ile birebir benzer bir
uyarlanmaya sahip topluluk yok gibidir. Ancak, butiin topluluklarin birbirlerine gore fark-
lilik ve benzerliklerini a¢iklamak olanakli degildir. En azindan, Yesilirmak vadisinde, bir-
birlerine zamansal ve mekansal acidan benzer bir ortamda yer alan Komana ve Oluz
Hoyiik topluluklarina daha detayl bakmak gerekmektedir.®®

Insan iskelet kalintularinda saptanan anemi, enfeksiyon, dis carugu, hypoplazi ve kisa boy
uzunlugu toplumun sosyo-ekonomik duiizeyinin diisik oldugunun gostergeleridir. Komana
yerlesiminde yurutilen disiplinli calismalar tarimin yasam biciminde 6nemli oldugunu gos-
termistir. Bu durum silolar, cukurlar ve tandirlardan ele gecen tahil ve baklagil kalintilari-
nin mevcudiyeti ile desteklenmistir. Ek olarak, yerlesmede cok sayida tizim c¢ekirdegine rast-
lanmas1 bagciligin tretim-tiketim iliskilerindeki agirligina gonderme yapmaktad1r.89
Komana toplumu sigir yerine koyun ve keci gibi kiictikbas hayvancilik etrafinda yogunlasmis
bir ekonomiye isaret etmektedir.”’ Etnografik ve tarihi veriler, tiretim-titkketim iliskilerinin
Osmanli donemi Amasya ili icin de gecerli oldugunu gostermektedir. Oluz Hoyuk toplulu-
guna ait iskeletler tizerindeki ilk incelemeler, toplulugun yasam biciminin tarim, hayvancilik
ve bahcecilige dayali oldugunu gostermistir.”! Bu acidan, benzer ekolojik 6zelliklere ve tire-
tim-tiketim iliskilerine sahip iki yerlesmedeki insan kalintilarinin daha fazla benzerliklere
sahip olmasi beklenmektedir. Ancak, durumun beklenilenin aksine olmasi, s6z konusu top-
luluklarin farkl etnik gruba dahil olmalari, yasam bi¢imlerinin, ¢evreye uyarlanmalarinin ve
cevresel baskilardan etkilenme durumlarinin farkli olmasi ile aciklanabilir.

Nitekim iki topluluk 6li gomme gelenegi acisindan temel farkliliklara sahiptir. Komana
Hiristiyan gelenegine gore gomiilmiis iken Oluz Hoyiik toplulugu cogunlukla Islami gele-
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neklere uygun sekilde defnedilmistir.?2 Bu farklilik topluluklarin etnik koken ve inang
sistemleri acisindan 6nemli farkliliga sahip olmasindan kaynaklanabilir. Buna ek olarak,
nufus yapisi ve hastaliklar arasindaki farkliliklar ise yasam bi¢imleri ve kulttrel orantule-
rindeki farklhiliklara isaret edebilir. Oluz Hoyuk toplulugundan iki bireyden elde edilen
kalibre edilmis C14 verileri, M.S. 1020-1077 + 20, (26 %94,45 olasilikla) tarihlerini vermis-
tir. Antropolojik, tarihi ve arkeolojik veriler, Oluz Hoyuk insanlarinin Anadolu popilasyo-
nunun Turklesme donemine denk gelen, olasilikla hayvanciliga dayali ve gécebe bir yasam
bicimine sahip oldugunu gostermektedir. Bu acidan, iskeletler tizerinde karsilasilan yara-
lanmalardan bir kismu siyasi calkantilar ve poptilasyon degisimine iliskin ipuclari saglamis-
tir.93 Buna karsin Komana, bu dénemin hemen éncesine tarihlendirilen bir topluluktur.
Komana toplulugunda, kadinlarin yuksek sikhigina karsin cocuk olimlerinin azhigi, belki
de 11. yuzyillda Turkler ve Bizanshlarin karst karsiya gelmelerinin bir trtinudur. Ayrica bu
durum, erkeklerin Bizans ordusunda goérev yapmis olma ihtimalinin ve Turk gruplar ile
Bizans arasindaki muicadelenin dogrudan veya dolayli etkilerinin bir sonucu olabilir. Bu
cercevede, uretkenlik asamasindaki erkeklerin sayica az olmasi, Bizans ordusunun savasci-
asker ihtiyacini karsilamak amaciyla erkeklerin yerlesmeden ayrilmasi dolayisiyla disarida
olmeleri ya da yerlesimi terk etmeleriyle iliskilendirilebilir. Bu durum, bir taraftan erkele-
rin sayica azligina isaret ederken diger taraftan da yerlesim icerisinde yaralanmalarla ifade
bulan stresin artmasini agiklayabilir. Ote yandan Anadolu’nun Tiirklesmesi siirecinde geli-
sen siyasi karmasa nedeniyle Komana ve cevresindeki yerlesimlerin terk edildigi ve daha
yiiksek alanlara goc edildigi yapilan yiizey arastirmalart ile belirlenmistir®®. Nitekim kadin-
larda karsilasilan yaralanmalarin bir kismi giindelik aktiviteden kaynaklanmis olsa da,
savunma kiriklari, st kol kemigindeki yaralanmalar ile kadinlarda sik karsilasilan kemik
kiriklariin grup ici siddetin bir parcasi olarak gelismesi de kuvvetle muhtemeldir. Sosyal-
politik degisimlerin oldugu, farkl etnik gruplar arasinda sturekli el degistiren ve stabilite-
nin olmadig1 bir bolgede? yalnizca gruplar aras siddetin degil grup ici stresin artmast da
olasidir. Bu cercevede, birbirleriyle benzer ekolojik ortamda yasayan iki topluluktan biri
olan Komana’'nin bagka bir etnik ve kaltirel grupla karsilasmanin yol actig1 grup ici stresi
mevcut oldugu, cesitli nedenlerle erkeklerin ayrilmasiyla demografik acidan kadinlarin
baskin oldugu, tiretim-tiiketim iliskileri ve buna bagh olarak sosyo-ekonomik diizeyinde
bozulma gerceklesen bir topluluk oldugu soylenebilir. Buna karsin Oluz Hoyuk ise yoreye
yeni go¢ eden, kismen gocer, cocuk olumliliigintn yuksek oldugu, cevresel baskilardan
olumsuz etkilenen, 6ltimlulikle sonuclanan bireysel kavga ve savaslari yansitan ve yerel
toplumlarla yer degistiren 6nciil bir topluluk goriintiimiindedir.?® Insan kalmtlari tizerin-
de surdurulen ilk calismalardan hareketle yapilan bu 6neri ancak kazilardan ele gececek
daha fazla sayida insan iskeleti ve bu kalintilarda biyolojik uzaklik, beslenme ve hareketli-

ligi iceren daha detayl ve kapsamli arastirmalarla ¢cozimlenecek gibi gértinmektedir.
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Fig. 1
KARP12 HTP02-G21 mezari

Fig. 2
KARP12 HTP02-G35 mezari
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Fig. 3 KARP12 HTP02-G26 ve G27 mezarlari
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Fig. 4 Komana ve ¢agdasi topluluklarda bebek ve cocuk 6lim oranlari
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Fig. 5 Komana ile cagdas: topluluklarda erkek ve kadin oranlari
Fig. 6 G18 no’lu bireyin kafatasinda ¢cokuntii Fig. 7 Izole olarak ele gecen kafatasinda ¢okiintii
seklinde iyilesmis travma seklinde iyilesmis travma
Fig. 8

G14-C no’lu bireyde humerus kirigi

Fig. 9
G10 no’lu bireyde parmak kirig
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Fig. 10
G21 no’lu bireyde Colles’ kirigi

Fig. 11
G13 no’lu bireyde savunma kirigi

Fig. 12
G14-C no’lu bireyde kaburga kirig:

Fig. 13
G14-C no’lu bireyin sirt omurunda
travma
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Fig. 14
G36 no’lu bireyde myocitis ossificans
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Fig. 15: Komana toplulugunda yaralanmalarin uzun kemiklere gore dagilimi
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Fig. 16: Komana ve ¢agdasi topluluklarda kafatasi ve gévde travmast siklig
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Fig. 17 G20 no’lu bireyin kafatasinda muhtemel Fig. 18 G26-C no’lu bireyin kaburgasinin i¢
kesik izi (3) yuzeyinde enfeksiyon
Fig. 19 G26-C no’lu bireyin acetabulumunda Fig. 20 282-598 T05 no’lu bireyin kafatasinda
enfeksiyon enfeksiyon
Fig. 21

G31 no’lu bireyin sternumunda
enfeksiyon
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Fig. 22: Komana ve cagdasi topluluklarda spesifik olmayan enfeksiyon sikligi
Fig. 23 252-613A no’lu bireyde porotic hyperostosis Fig. 24 252-613B no’lu bireyde cribra orbitalia
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Fig. 25: Komana ve cagdasi topluluklardaki anemi sikligi
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Fig. 26 G40 no’lu bireyin tibiasinin tist ucunda Fig. 27 G40 no’lu bireyin parmak kemiklerinde
osteoartrit osteoartrit
Fig. 28 G26A no’lu bireyde juvenil kronik artrit Fig. 29 G26A no’lu bireyde juvenil kronik artrit

Fig. 30 G26A no’lu bireyde juvenil kronik artrit Fig. 31 G29 no’lu bireyde ctiruk
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Fig. 32 G9-C no’lu bireyde LSAMAT Fig. 33 G16 no’lu bireyde mine hypoplazisi
Erkek Yetiskin Cocuk Genel
n % n % n % n % N %
Fetiis <0 - - - - - - 1 5,6 1 1.5
Bebek (0-2.5 yas) - - - - - - 8 44,4 8 11,8
Cocuk (2.5-15 yas) - - - - - - 9 50,0 9 13,2
Geng Erigkin (15-30yas) | 5 27.8 6 214 13 26,0 - - 13 19.1
Orta Erigkin (30-45 yas) |8 44.4 12 42.9 20 40,0 - - 20 294
Yash (45+) 1 5.6 5 17.9 6 12,0 - - 6 8.8
Eriskin Belirsiz (15+) 4 22.2 5 17.9 1 22,0 - - 11 16.2
Toplam 18 100,0 |28 100,0 |50 1000 |18 100,0 |68 100,0
Tablo 1 Komana Bireylerinin Yas ve Cinsiyet Dagilimi
Erkek Kadin Genel
n/N % n/N % n/N % X
Yaralanma
Kafatasi 2/11 18.2 4/14 28.6 6/30 20.0
Govde 4/11 36.4 7/17 41.2 11/34 324
Enfeksiyon
Spesifik 0/15 0.0 1/20 5.0 1/41 24
Spesifik Olmayan 3/15 20.0 9/21 429 15/43 34.9
Vitamin Eksiklikleri
C Vitamini 0/11 0.0 0/15 0.0 0/31 0.0 -
D Vitamini 0/14 0.0 0/18 0.0 0/37 0.0 -
Osteoporoz 2/15 134 9/14 64.3 11/33 333
Anemi

PH 2/10 20.0 0/13 0.0 4/29 13.7
co 1/10 10.0 1/9 11.1 3/19 15.8
Tamor 0/7 0.0 2/12 16.7 2/22 9.1

Tablo 2 Komana Bireylerinde Hastaliklarin Cinsiyete Gore Dagilimi



114

Yilmaz Selim Erdal, Omiir Dilek Erdal, Meliha Melis Koruyucu

Bebek-Cocuk Geng Erigkin Orta Eriskin Yash
n/N % n/N % n/N % n/N % X2
Yaralanma
Kafatasi 0/5 0.0 2/7 28.6 3/14 214 1/4 25.0
Govde 0/6 0.0 0/5 0.0 8/14 57.1 2/4 50.0
Enfeksiyon
Spesifik 0/6 0.0 1/7 14.3 0/18 0.0 0/5 0.0
Spesifik Olmayan 2/7 28.6 2/7 28.6 7/19 36.8 2/5 40.0
Osteoporoz 0/4 0.0 1/5 20.0 6/16 37.5 4/5 80.0
Anemi
PH 2/6 333 0/7 0.0 1/12 83 1/4 25.0
co 1/3 333 0/4 0.0 1/9 11.1 1/3 333
Tamor 0/3 0.0 0/2 0.0 1/12 83 0/4 0.0

Tablo 3 Komana Bireylerinde Hastaliklarin Yas Gruplarina Goére Dagilimi *p<0.05

Eklemlerde Artrit Hafif Orta Siddetli

N % % %
Erkek 11 54,5 9,1 9,1
Kadin 19 42,1 15,8 10,5
Genel 21 45,2 12,9 9,7

Omurlarda Artrit

N % % %
Erkek 10 50,0 20,0 20,0
Kadin 15 333 13,3 20,0
Genel 26 38,5 15,4 19,2

Tablo 4 Komana Toplulugunda Eklem Hastaliklarinin Cinsiyete Gore Dagilimi

Eklemlerde Artrit Hafif Orta Siddetli

N % % %

Geng Eriskin 40,0 0,0 0,0

Orta Eriskin 17 52,9 17,6 59

Yasli 4 25,0 25,0 50,0

Omurlarda Artrit

% % %

Geng Erigkin 25,0 0,0 25,0

Orta Erigkin 15 46,7 26,7 13,3

Yash 4 50,0 0,0 50,0

Tablo 5: Komana Toplulugunda Eklem Hastaliklarinin Yasa Gore Dagilimi
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Byzantine and Ottoman Animal Husbandry
in Komana

Evangelia PISKIN*

Ozet

Komana’da Zooarkeolojik ¢alismalar kazinin basladigi ilk yildan itibaren ve cok
miktarda organik kalintinin arastirma sorularinin basarili ve detayli olarak yanitla-
nabilmesine imkan verecek ve son derece iyi korunmus olarak ele gecirilmesinin
ardindan baslamistir. Bu raporda genel hayvancilik ekonomisinin tir oranlari, iske-
let temsili ve 6lam profilleri araciligiyla elde edilen ilk sonuclart sunulmaktadair.
Alandaki hayvan kullanimi, en fazla koyun ve keci, ikinci olarak sigir ve ti¢ctincu
olarak da domuz tarlerinin olusturdugu memeli tiirlerinin 6n tedarik hazirhigina
yonelim gostermektedir. Tavuk tartntn kullanimi énemli 6lctlerde gézlemlenir-
ken, balikcilik ve yaban tavsanini bunu disinda tutarsak, avcilik daha az éneme
sahip olarak gézlemlenmistir.

Keywords: Zooarchaeology, Middle Byzantine, Komana, Tokat.

Methodology

The materials studied are separated to three phases: The Ottoman period (17" AD), the
Workshop phase (12" — 13" AD) and Middle Byzantine (to contain Middle Byzantine
deposits that could not be assigned to Workshop phase). The Ottoman and Workshop
assemblages originate from rooms uncovered in Hamamtepe Area HTPO1. Bones from
HTPO1 that could not be definitely assigned to the Workshop phase as well as layers of the
same date but different sectors of the site (HTP02, HTP03 and HTP04) were all grouped
together under the name “Middle Byzantine”.

A total of 13556 bone fragments were recorded. The most intensively studied area is the
HTPOI with an assemblage of totally 12,386 fragments. From HTP02, HTP03 and HTP04, the
bone fragments studied count for 481, 527 and 162 respectively. Despite the fact that some
variation in the composition of the assemblages of the different sectors of the site was observed,

* Assist. Prof. Dr. Evangelia Piskin, Middle East Technical University, ioannido@metu.edu.tr.
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these are not presented separately here because of the small size of the samples of HTP02,
HTPO03 and HTP04. Future work will expand on this issue with the purpose of tracing possible
differentiations in the animal exploitation between the different parts of the town.

The routine recovering method for all bones was handpicking during the excavation. Dry
sieving was not carried out regularly but some deposits of particular interest such as deep
pits/cesspits were either dry sieved or the whole of the soil was collected for flotation. Bones
were identified in the field and at the Environmental Archaeology Research Unit of the
Department of Settlement Archaeology, METU, Ankara. The Diagnostic zone system pro-
posed by Dobney and Rielly was used in the recording.! Bone fragments whose exact species
could not be specified, were put into categories according to the size of the animal they may
represent: cattle-sized, sheep-sized, and pig-sized. In addition to these categories, three more
were created. There were several small mammal bones and further few bones that looked as
if they are very young ovicaprids but the species could not be positively ascertained. These
were recorded as “small mammals”. The second category, “hare-sized”, includes bones of
animals of the size of a hare or a cat. A third category includes “very small”, mice sized mam-
mal. Finally, bone fragments too small to be assigned in any of these categories are included
as “unidentifiable”. Each of these categories was further subdivided according to “bone type”
categories as follows: long bones (including all the leg long bones save for phalanges and
tarsals/carpals), flat bones (meant to include fragments of scapula and pelvis but also skull,
rib, and vertebrae pieces that were too fragmented to be recognised as such might have
been included), ribs and vertebrae. One more group needs to be mentioned here: the
“birds” category is more likely to include mostly chickens. These bones are not very fragmen-
tary but they lacked those features that could trustfully separate them to species. Most of
them though are ribs, pieces of sternum, vertebrae and fragments of skull.

These fragments that are mostly assigned to “size categories” and cannot be considered
safe to call them, for example, a “sheep” or a “cattle”, take up a large proportion of the
assemblage. Nevertheless, because in Komana, a large number of bone fragments have
been studied and the positive identification of certain species amongst these bones togeth-
er with the lack of others that could coincide in sizes, it is rather safe to conclude that the
size categories represent these most commonly identified species. It is highly unlikely that
the “sheep sized” bones are anything else than indeed ovicaprids. The alternative is dog
and roe deer. Dog bones may have been mixed to some extend with sheep bones but their
contribution is not expected to be high as it is not likely that any settlement would had
kept dogs in excessive numbers. Roe deer has not been found in the site at all to date.
“Cattle sized” bones may be more difficult to interpret in this way as they may well include
red deer and equid bones but again these species appear in low rates in the settlement.
“Pig sized” bones are all that are in between sizes from a pig to a young cattle for this rea-
son this category is the most difficult to define while recording and to discuss at reporting
as it may include pigs, smallish deer, very young cattle and young/small equids.
Accordingly, the cattle and ovicaprid proportions in the sample are likely to be much
higher than indicated by the counts of species definitely identified.

1 Dobney and Rielly, 1988.
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For the quantification of the assemblage the following methods were followed: For the
Number of Identified Specimens (NISP) all fragments were counted. For Diagnostic
Zones (DZ), only bones preserving at least one zone, and, on the condition that this zone
was present in a proportion of 50% or more, were counted. The Minimum Number of
Individuals (MNI) is based on the most commonly occurring bone or tooth with the reser-
vation that this should have at least one zone on 50% or more (if tooth also 50% or
more). Also sides (left/right) were taken into account, scoring the MNI on the side that
had the highest counts. Two tables were constructed for the species proportions. Table 1
gives the full composition of the assemblage and shows all bones identified and unidenti-
fied by NISP. Table 2 purpose is to explain the pattern of meat consumption therefore it
contains only the “food animals”. Here the quantification is more detailed and the pro-
portions are given by NISP, DZ and MNIL

The skeletal representation tables were counted on the diagnostic zones system. Both left
and right sides were added up for these scores. Adjustments were made for phalanges to
bring their number to an equal to the other paired elements of the skeleton. Accordingly,
phalanges were divided by four and then the result was rounded to the closest number.
Pig metapodia were divided by two. Metapodia II and V were excluded if their count was
less than the metapodia II and IV. Finally, mortality profiles based on epiphyseal fusion
were counted on the MNI of the respective skeletal elements. Ages for skeletal maturity
are given according to Silver?. Mandibles saving enough teeth to give good information
about slaughtering practices are relatively few. Since the work is ongoing it was decided to
leave their analysis for a latter study. Tables 6, 7 and 8 show the counts of the state of
fusion of all bones of cattle, ovicaprids and pig, grouped as fused, unfused and fusing. The
Figures 4 and 5 are constructed on percentages of the compact calculation of groups of
bones fusing at similar ages. These groups of bones are as in the Tables 6, 7 and 8.

Species proportions

The full list of all the species recovered to date at Komana is shown at Table 1. A large
number of the bones are not identifiable at species level. These are indicative of the degree
of fragmentation amongst the different assemblages and the different species and are use-
ful for gauging the comparability of the assemblages. In this case, the fragmentation across
the three different assemblages is very similar: in Middle Byzantine period a total of 61,1%
fragments are attributed to size categories, in Workshop 66,3% and in Ottoman 67,4%. In
addition, there are no big differences amongst the species in terms of fragmentation. The
“sheep sized” bones appear to be slightly more fragmented in the Workshop and Ottoman
phase than in Middle Byzantine whilst “cattle sized” bones appear to be more fragmented
in the Late Byzantine layers than in the other two phases. Therefore, differential fragmen-
tation is not considered an important bias for comparisons.

The first thing that strikes in the species proportions (Table 1) is the very little and insig-
nificant role wild fauna played in the diet of the people of Komana. The only wild mam-

2 Silver 1969.
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mal that is targeted is hare and in good proportions. (It should be noted here that the
osteometric analysis has not been completed yet and hare bones may include large rabbits
also). Fish also should have been an easy to acquire food resource from the nearby river.
The loss of fish bones because of poor recovery techniques is often argued for the lack of
evidence but this should not be the case here. A very large amount of soil was water sieved
for the recovery of botanical remains but fish vertebrae were found very occasionally. The
only wild bird positively attested is the partridge. Nevertheless, partridge can also be bred
in captivity. There is a reservation here, that there is a very high variability on the survival
of bird bones from different contexts. Even if bird and chicken bones have been found in
many fills, the contexts that preserve these bones best are pits. Several of these pits are still
under study and not presented here. Therefore the overall importance and species com-

position of fowl needs still to be clarified.

Other species include the dog, cat, a single find classified as fox and numerous bones of
equids. The presences of these animals amongst the deposits is not surprising as often
their bones are found in sites mixed up with regular domestic refuse. It is also not expect-
ed to be representing any food resource. The one only bone of fox put the species in the
place of the occasional, unsystematic kill. Equids are obviously important working animals
and not expected to be eaten by the Byzantines or Ottomans. Nevertheless, these may be
eaten at cases of extreme dire such as war time. Dogs and cats are obviously pets or work-
ing animals. The dog bones comes mostly from two complete skeletons found in HTPO1
deposited there as the bodies of the dead. The case demonstrates another origin of the
bones for many of these non-food species which is actually the most usual way for them to
find their way to archaeological deposits. They represent events happening during disrup-
tions in the occupational sequence when the abandoned areas of the settlement were
used as a dumbing place. Mouse, tortoise and snake remains are perhaps intrusive since
these are burrowing animals. The human bones are obviously coming from destroyed
graves of the underlying cemetery.

The pattern of animal husbandry has many similarities amongst the three phases. Referring
here to the NISP data of Table 2, Fig. 1, cattle holds a 30,6% in Middle Byzantine period, a
37,4% in workshop and 31,9% in Ottoman. Ovicaprids proportions are a bit more varied:
57,4% in Middle Byzantine falls to 52,6% in Workshop and rises at its maximum of 59,6% in
Ottoman levels. Pig rates have the biggest variation. Whilst in the Middle Byzantine period it
makes up to 10,6% of the assemblage, in Workshop and Ottoman layers it falls to 4,3% and
5,4% respectively. It is not so much about the 5% difference in numbers that should count
but rather that its proportion is halved. Differences of the same and even higher magnitude
observed for cattle and ovicaprids are not considered that important because their overall
proportions are much higher. Game and fishing has unimportant role whilst birds are a
large important sources of meat. Chicken, in the Workshop phase, holds a high 8,6% and
the category “birds” adds up a further 5,1%. Hare is also a constant in the diet, with a 2,3%
that nevertheless falls in Middle Byzantine and Ottoman to only 0,7%.

Percentages of species vary amongst the different methods used for calculating them
because all have different inherent biases. An attempt will be made here to explain which
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of these variations are significant and testify a “real trend”. The cattle proportions show a
stable trend of being higher in NISP reducing in DZ (Table 2, Fig. 2) and even reducing
more in MNI. This is a fragmentation function. The only exception occurs in the DZ cal-
culation of the Ottoman phase. It seems that this fluctuation is caused by the place of the
minor species, especially the chicken, which are taking up a good portion of the assem-
blage. The ovicaprids proportions differ rather little for NISP and DZ in Middle Byzantine
but drop by about 6-9% in MNI (Table 2, Fig. 3). In the Workshop phase the percentages
are very stable: they score the same for DZ and MNI and are only 2,3% higher in NISP. In
Ottoman phase NISP and DZ are almost the same (only 1,5% difference) but drop by
89,5% in MNI. This can be interpreted as the result of lower fragmentation in Ottoman
and Workshop that hold the NISP and DZ rates at same level whilst the MNI rate is
reduced because of the inflated values of the minor species. Pig proportions are very sta-
ble for all methods for the Workshop. The results for the Ottoman layers show some
minor changes in proportions with lower the values of the DZ and higher those of MNI.
This is again a reflection of fragmentation for the DZ and a function of the constant bias
of MNI that is minor species, including pig itself, becoming overestimated when the sam-
ple size is small. The biggest differences are observed in Middle Byzantine where the NISP
shows the lower representation of pig, getting higher in DZ and even reaching a big 17,8%
by MNI. The increase of pig at DZ and MNI are more likely indicative of relatively less
fragmentation which allow for more bone units to be counted by those two methods. In
NISP the overwhelming number of bone fragments of other species reduced the propor-
tions of pigs shown to be present in the assemblages. All other species show similar trends.
They increase progressively from the NISP to DZ and even more in MNI. Related to the
large game and fish finds, their inflated proportions at DZ and MNI are once more relat-
ed to the way these calculations are made as discussed for pig. No matter how much fish
and game increase, their contribution to the diet is small. The species that perhaps
deserves more attention is the chicken, birds and hare. The vast majority of the bones of
these species were found complete or with little damage mainly on the ends of the bones.
Therefore their actual numbers of bones in the deposits is reflected better by DZ and even
perhaps by MNI. Nevertheless their proportions compared to the other species are prob-
ably best described by NISP.

The differences observed amongst the calculation methods are explainable and not major
so as to cast doubts on what are the main trends of the economy. Despite the fact that the
exact numerical percentage of each species cannot be absolutely established, there are
clear characteristics testified to be the same in all calculations. The backbone of animal
husbandry is sheep, goat and cattle. Then, other species contribute to the meat intake at
various and changing proportions. The main species for all phases are the ovicaprids.
They are slightly less important in Workshop than in Middle Byzantine and Ottoman but
still their rate in the assemblage is by far the highest and with big difference with all other
species. Cattle are the second in importance animal holding about the same place in
Middle Byzantine and W but it becomes slightly more abundant in Ottoman. The role of
pig changes a lot: It is the third in importance animal in Middle Byzantine contexts hold-
ing a good proportion from 10,6% by NISP up to a possibly inflated 17,8% in MNI , third
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in impotence in Ottoman when its rate falls by half. It is the fourth contributor in
Workshop. Surprising, its proportions are slightly higher in Ottoman than in Workshop.
The chicken (and the hare to a lesser degree) makes a minor contributor in Middle
Byzantine and Ottoman but it characterizes a trend in Workshop phase which is impor-
tant. It shows an extensive utilization of these small animals that often escapes notice.
Even if animal husbandry as an economic activity relied on large ungulates, everyday meals
probably were mostly directed towards these “small packages of meat” rather than slaugh-
tering big animals. The big mammals were obviously of central significance for the overall
economy since keeping the flocks was an expensive but productive business and provided
a variety of secondary products apart from meat. Nevertheless, these animals may have
been slaughtered and their meat enjoyed more rarely than of the small, easy to raise and
restock chickens. The case may be considered as underlining the differences between
“economy” and “household economics”. The abundant pits excavated in the W phase
have contributed a lot in helping us understand the standing of this animal which may
have gone unnoticed if such contexts were not available. It is possible that chickens and
even hares were also important in Middle Byzantine and Ottoman but the magnitude of
their value may have been masked by the fact that pits are not so many there.

Skeletal representation

The skeletal representation calculations are valuable tools for tracing the distribution of
animal parts in a site that can be indicative of differential consumption patterns. The sam-
ples for ovicaprids and cattle are large and can be studied in detail allowing for safe infer-
ences to be drawn. Both of them are quite homogenous in the frequencies of skeletal
elements. The ovicaprid data (Table 3) showed no important differences amongst the
percentages of the various body parts. The fluctuations in rates are more or less following
the pattern one can expect from “density mediated attrition”. The only cases of elements
having noticeable higher frequencies are the Tibia and Radius for Middle Byzantine, the
Astragalus for Workshop and Tibia for Ottoman. It is hard to find an explanation for the
high frequencies of these bones. They are holding an average amount of meat and they
are not particularly more desirable for consumption than other bones of the body. Tibia
can be often chosen for tool manufacture and this might have been the case here.
Nevertheless, other bones that are also preferred for tool making, such as the Metacarpal
and Metatarsal, are not particularly high in the assemblage. It is therefore concluded that
no body part selection is done in any of the phases. We are dealing with complete car-

casses of animals rather than portions of it.

The cattle element distribution (Table 4) is a little bit more uneven than that of ovicaprids.
Head elements counts are very low. Maybe these parts of the body, bulky as they are, were
deposited somewhere else. The back leg elements (Pelvis, Femur, and Tibia) are present
in about equal proportions in Middle Byzantine. In W the femur scores are higher than
the other two bones. Differences are not very big but maybe there is some indication for
selection of “meaty” parts of the carcass. The Ottoman pattern for back leg suits neither

the density nor the “meaty” models and it might be “accidental”. The front leg elements
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rates are almost equally distributed for all phases with some minor exceptions. Ulna is bet-
ter represented for Middle Byzantine and Ottoman nevertheless this must not be seen as
an evidence for the marketing of “portions”. The Ulna and the Radius are attached to
each other and the Radius much lower rate is a counter-argument for special selection of
the Ulna. The bones that are considerably better represented are the Metatarsal for all
phases and Metacarpal for the Middle Byzantine phase only. The Astragalus and
Calcaneum which are associated with the Metatarsal are also having relatively high scores.
The Metatarsal rate is especially high for the Ottoman and Workshop where it holds
almost double the percentage than other bones. These bones are very hard and durable
but this character is not likely to be the only factor affecting their good representation
since other bones such as the Tibia, which is also hard and durable, is not so well repre-
sented. Metatarsals and Metacarpals are a prime choice for tool making or manufacturing

other bone objects and this should be the explanation here.

The sample of bones on which the skeletal representation of pig is based is very small to war-
rant detailed discussion and sound conclusions (Table 5). The biggest is the Middle
Byzantine sample. Here a few observations can be made: Elements of the front leg are recov-
ered in higher proportions compared to the back leg. From the back leg spurious is the
absence of Tibia which is one the strong, dense bones. The low proportions of Pelvis is not
unexpected as it is a soft bone which can be easily destroyed/eaten by dogs, especially for
animals killed at a young age. Surprising for the back leg is the high proportion of Femur.
The extremities, that is the Metacarpal, Metatarsal, tarsal/carpal bones and Phalanges are
absent or represented in very low numbers. The Mandible and Maxilla are relatively well
represented nevertheless less numerous than what would have been expected. Mandibles
are the strongest bones in the pig skeleton. Their density, heavy construction and durable
teeth often put them amongst the best represented bones. It seems that some of the pig
consumed in the site may have not come as complete carcasses but as portions, consisting of
the front leg from the Radius upward and the Femur of the back leg. This trend continues
to some extend in the Workshop phase but with some differences. The extremities are still
underrepresented, the jaw bones less well represented than expected, the Femur is the most
frequently found bone but now not with the big proportional difference seen in Middle
Byzantine. It is actually as common as the Humerus, another bone of the skeleton that holds
a high amount of meat. The elements of the front leg are in general well represented. The
back leg has a more balanced representation than it had in LB. It might be argued that
together with full skeletons of pig we also have some dressed carcasses in the W phase. The
Ottoman phase sample is given here only for the sake of presenting the data. The sample is
so small (16 bones) that it is hard to justify any discussion.

Mortality profiles

The mortality profiles of cattle show remarkable similarity amongst the phases (Table 6,
Fig 4). The first noticeable trait is that no bones of cattle younger than 10 months have
been found in any of the layers. Slaughter starts at the age of 13-18 months but it is very
few animals that are killed at this stage. Adding up the unfused and fusing bones, 12,8%
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of cattle is slaughtered during the Middle Byzantine phase, only 4,5% during the work-
shop phase and 10,3% in Ottoman times. The low slaughtering schedule of the Workshop
for the previous stage is made up for at the next age bracket: A little less than one third of
the cattle is slaughtered during their third year in the Workshop phase but much less in
Middle Byzantine and Ottoman times (16,7% for both cases). Then about half the flocks
of cattle are slaughtered during their fourth year in all phases. Overall the morality profile
of cattle is of a meat focused economy with slight difference between the periods as to
what age the animals will be killed. Obviously labour and dairy products are also harvested
as shown by the portions of the flocks surviving their 4" year.

The management of ovicaprids (Table 7, Fig. 5) is essentially different than that of cattle.
Here we have young deaths in an appreciable proportion. In Middle Byzantine period the
mortality profiles show a gradual slaughter starting at 6-10 months with a relatively low
percentage of 14,8%. Then the deaths double at the next age bracket (30,2% at 13-18
months). A massive 58,1% of the flocks are slaughtered between 20 and 36 months old
which is the prime age for meat. The rest of the animals are killed between their third and
fourth year with only a small 18,2 surviving this age. During the Workshop phase the pat-
tern is similar to that of the Middle Byzantine with some deviations. Slightly more animals
are killed at the early stage of 6 to 10 months (1,7% more). Considerably more animals
are slaughtered at between 13-18 months (5,8% more than in LB phase). In the next age
group (20 to 36 months) the slaughter rate increases even more and only 34,8% of the
flocks survive this stage. Then a small 16,7% of the flocks are kept to beyond their 4" year.
In the Ottoman phase there is a tendency for the ovicaprids to be slaughtered at an older
age. Young deaths (6-10 months) are found to be fewer compared to the other two phases
(10,7%). The deaths at 13 — 18 months account only for 17% of the flocks which makes a
big difference compared to the Byzantine phases (30,2% for Middle Byzantine and 24,5%
for W). Then a massive slaughtering happens at 20-36 months. Only 25% of the animals
survive this age which is a big contrast with the previous phases (41,9% for Middle
Byzantine and 34,8% for W). There is no evidence for animals of the next age stage since,
surprising, not even one bone belonging to this category has been recorded. Perhaps a
bias is introduced here due to the smaller size of the Ottoman assemblage as well as the
fact that this layer is the uppermost, very close to the topsoil and hence more susceptible
to destruction of materials. The Ottoman sample clearly showed an almost “pure” meat
strategy peaking the deaths at the age which would be most favoured by the Islamic sacri-
fice regulations. A meat strategy is apparent for the Byzantine layers too but the slaughter
schedules are more varied with a small proportion of animals above 4™ year surviving,
probably these are the ones kept for their secondary products and perhaps security of the
herd reproduction.

The pig bones (Table 8) preserving evidence for ageing are very few and therefore, the
evidence is inconclusive. Six bones are recorded for the Ottoman layers and 18 for the
Workshop. Most bones (35) came from the Middle Byzantine. The slaughtering schedule
is very clear and unmistakable for this species that is bred only for its meat and it grows up
very fast. Most of the animals are left to mature till their first year of age. After this time,

very few fused bones are to be seen. One distal Tibia that fuses at 2 years is found in
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Middle Byzantine. Two first phalanges, also fusing at the second year of the animal’s life,
are recorded for the Workshop and one more in the Ottoman phase. The only bone of an
advanced age found is a Proximal Femur and it is found in the Workshop phase.
Accordingly only one animal is killed after the age of two years for the Middle Byzantine
and Ottoman periods. For the Workshop, there is evidence for at least an animal above
the age of two years (two first phalanges) but this number may increase to two animals
since there is one more 1*' phalange at the stage of fusing nevertheless it may belong to
the same animal as the aforementioned fused phalanges (explained as slightly delayed
fusion of homologous elements). Only one animal of rather old age (above 42 months) is
recorded at Workshop by one single bone, a proximal femur. The first phalanges men-
tioned above may belong to this animal too. This might be an old sow.

In general, the major trend observed for all phases is an emphasis in meat. The animals
are mostly slaughtered at or around their prime for meat age (about 2 years for the
ovicaprids, 2-3 years for cattle and after their first year for pigs). Overall, there are few
young deaths. Young animals are usually slaughtered when they appear to be weak or
when there is a need to reduce the number of animals per flock to a manageable size. The
small number of animals surviving in an older age and the lack of very young deaths often
is considered as a sign of a meat focused economy that do exploit secondary products but

not intensively.

Discussion

The study of the species proportions showed a pattern not novel: as found in many sites
and through all times, Anatolian people based their animal husbandry on the raising of
sheep and goats primarily, but cattle as well. Both animals provide the bulk of meat avail-
able but also a good number of other products, such as milk, wool, hides and labour. In
the case of Komana, the mortality profiles pointed out to a “meat” focus and did not give
strong evidence for the exploitation of secondary products. Some hints for the use of cat-
tle as a labour animal as well as the cattle and the sheep/goat for dairy products are
reflected in the proportions of animals kept at an old age but these are rather low in num-
bers. At such a late historical period when the utilization of cattle for traction and the use
of dairy products are well documented it is highly unlikely that this is the case.? The
emphasis on meat should be better seen as an indication of the site being a consumer
rather than a producer. The remains of the animals we have here are those that were
brought up in the site for the provision of meals. The bones of animals used for any other
purposes probably lie somewhere else within the countryside. That is not to argue that the
people of Komana were not involved in the keeping of flocks. “Urban” people in medieval
times are often involved in works of agriculture and animal husbandry even if they resided
in the town and they also may have raised some animals within the walls.* But the majority
of the flocks would have remained out in the fields and here, in the site, mostly the ani-
mals killed at their prime age for meat would have been brought.

3 Motsias 1998; also see Griinbart 2007; Koder 2007.
4 Matschke 2002; also see Dagron 2002.
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Pig holds a more equivocal place in the animal economy of Anatolia, sometimes having
pivotal role and other times diminishing in the occasional readily source of meat. This is
the case in Komana too. This species was important enough during the “Middle Byzantine”
phase but became a much smaller contributor in the Workshop and Ottoman phase. Its
body part distribution showed that, in some cases at least, portions of pork rather than full
carcasses may have been brought in the site. It is interesting that the pig finds are so low
in Komana because the animal seems to have been popular in Byzantine times. Evidence
for this is many in the ancient texts. As a sample, regulations about the slaughter and sell-
ing of pig are mentioned in the Book of Eparch and, in a rather comical manner, the
animal is mentioned in the “Timarion” a satirical dialogue of the 12" AD where Theodore
of Smyrna appears to crave for pork fat, chicken and lamb.?

One of the interesting features of the Komana assemblage is the high proportion of chick-
en bones (Fig. 6) found in all layers. It is the fourth in importance species for Middle
Byzantine and Ottoman phases and the third for the Workshop, scoring even higher per-
centages than the pig. Chicken bones are found in many historical assemblages but in
general in low numbers. Exception to this is Sagalassos but the finds reported belong to
an earlier date.® Should we conclude that Komana is a special site where unusually large
amounts of these birds were kept and consumed? More likely the deposits excavated in
Komana had somehow favourable conditions for the recovery of these species. In this way,
it opened a “window” in a past economic activity that was not visible in most archaeologi-
cal bone assemblages because of taphonomic biases. Chickens should have been a staple
of the diet especially in rural areas. They are mentioned in Byzantine texts and they are
also part of the Byzantine tax system. For example, in the times of Emperor Alexios I
Komnenos the “kanonikon”tax that a bishop should receive per annum from a village with
30 households included, amongst other contributions, 30 chickens.” One wonders if the
coincidence on the number of chickens and households implies that every house in a vil-
lage was expected to raise chickens. In the 11h AD, another small tax, the kaniskion, when
paid by a small landowner, should include one loaf of bread, one chicken, half a metron of
wine and a modios of barley.® It looks as if chicken was always readily available and at hand

as much as bread and wine.

Fish bones were very few in Komana. This is very surprising given the period as well as the
position of the site near an aquatic source, the Yesilirmak River. In Byzantine times, espe-
cially fish should have been consumed often, if not at any time at least at periods of fasting
which are numerous in the Christian calendar. Fish consumption was so important that it
was often mentioned in various texts, laws, medical treatises and there are is a large num-
ber of species referred to in Byzantine texts.” Isotope analysis has also shown it to contrib-

ute significantly in diet.!” This, in combination with the fact that extensive sampling and

5 Eastmond and James 2006.
6 De Cupere et al. 2005.
7 Preiser — Kapeller and Mitsiou 2010.
8 Oikonomidis 2002.
9 Chrone-Vakalopoulos and Vakalopoulos 2008.
10 Bourbou et al. 2011.
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flotation of soils was carried out during excavation, makes the lack of fish a surprising
omission.

Hunting was unimportant for the people of Komana. Large game especially is very rare.
Only the remains of partridge (Fig. 7) and hare (Fig. 8) are abundant. This is not totally
unexpected as in a late historical period hunting may not be expected to have been impor-
tant economically. Nevertheless, it continued to be a good source of meat or delicacy.” It
was also important socially, at least amongst the elite and the heroes. The widely known
epic poem of Digenis Akritas describes the bravery of the hero through his hunting per-
formances as well as his excellence in battles. Abundant are also the stories told about
hunting pursuits of various Emperors who in addition to pursuing animals in the wild they
even created hunting parks.!? The rich forests and various ecological habitats around the
Yesilirmak valley should have been a favourable place for deer and boar, wolfs and bears,
and aquatic birds amongst many others. Perhaps then, the site was inhabited by a peaceful
flock accustomed to doing their daily business and subsisting on agricultural and animal
products rather than hunting the fame. Were they peasants, or landowners, maybe arti-
sans, administrators or the clergy but probably not the brave soldiers.

Zooarchaeological evidence from other sites of similar dating are rather few. They show
quite some variation in the animal exploitation strategies. For example, in Cadir Hoyuk, a
site that is relatively close to Komana, cattle is the most important animal, followed by pig
then by ovicaprids.!? In Tilbesar, the pattern is similar to Komana: the most important ani-
mals are ovicaprids, the cattle and last pig.!* The same is true for Amorium as well as the
Ottoman layers of Kaman Kale hoyiik.!® In Gritille, the highest proportions are those of pig,
then ovicaprids and then cattle.!® Kroll in her extensive study of Byzantine animal husband-
ry argued that the variety noticed in bone assemblages is due to adaptation of local commu-
nities to their environments.!” This might well be truly a factor but it is also likely that the
character of the site and its function plays important role in defining the species that would
characterise the animal economy. Overall, a mixed strategy of obtaining a variety of prod-
ucts is postulated for most of the sites and again meat seem to be one of the main aims.
Clear evidence for an intensive focus on wool or dairy production has not been proven. In
Gritille, there are the strongest indications for the use of cattle for traction and milk and in
Cadir Hoyuk, it is argued that wool of sheep is also an important in addition to meat and
milk. In all sites, complete or more or less complete carcasses are found to be present but in
Cadir Hoyuk the pig skeletal representation displays some underrepresentation of elements
the extremities and back leg and an overrepresentation of the fore limb and axial skeleton
which is to some extend similar to what we have seen in Komana.

11 Dalby 2003.

12 Sevéenko 2002.

13 Arbuckle 2009.

14 Berthon and Mashkour 2008.
15 Ioannidou 2012; Hongo 1996.
16 Stein 1998.

17 Kroll 2012.
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One of the most important questions raised here is the matter of the chicken exploitation.
Chicken remains have been found in many sites but none matches the quantity recovered in
Komana. One only bone is reported from Tilbesar, three in Gritille accounting for 0.03% of
the overall species proportions (but there are another 215 bird bones for which the species
is not given), in Amorium deposits of 10th — 11" AD the chickens bones account to a 0,4% ,
none is reported from Cadir Hoyiik (but there are five bones listed as “Aves”). Turning to
the role of game, again this is limited in most cases. In Cadir Hoytk, there is no evidence, in
Tilbesar there is a limited amount of thirteen bones recovered representing a low 0,80% of
all species. Nevertheless, they belong to five different species which indicates that quite a
breath of animals is actually hunted. In Gritille, the proportions of large game comes up to
3,20% and in Amorium at 1,6% Hare and fish remains are even fewer in all sites. In Tilbesar
no hare bones are reported but there are six fish bones (0,37%). In Gritille, no fish were
found but there were nine hare bones reported (0,11%). In Cadir Hoytik the finds are even
fewer: One bone of hare and none of fish. In Amorium the fish finds count for a 0,2% with
no any hare bones found for the 10t — 11th AD (but there is hare in earlier deposits). It
seems that hunting large game was always a practice but never a regular event of the every-
day life. More often perhaps small mammals and maybe birds were targeted. What remains
totally unexplainable is the lack of fish bones.

Conclusions

The animal husbandry in Komana was relying heavily on ovicaprids. Cattle were an impor-
tant contributor in the economy and became even more important during the Ottoman
times. Pig had an appreciable contribution in the diet in the Middle Byzantine phase but
it was reduced very much in importance during the Workshop and Ottoman phase. It is
interesting though that pig is still systematically exploited in this last phase. The mortality
profiles for the large ungulates showed a target towards meat supply rather than other
products. This more likely represents the mechanisms of provision with food of the settle-
ment rather than the full economic strategy of animal raising. A weak reflection of the
possible operation of a market is seen in the skeletal representation of pig where some
portions of the body may have been selected but no such evidence have been testified for
the cattle and ovicaprids. Exceptional in quantity are the finds of chicken bones and to a
secondary degree of hare. Evidence for large game and fish are very sparse.
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Fig. 1 “Food” species proportions by NISP, based on Table 2.
MB = Middle Byzantine, W = Workshop, O = Ottoman
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Fig. 2 “Food” species proportions by DZ, based on Table 2.
MB = Middle Byzantine, W = Workshop, O = Ottoman
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MNI species proportions
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Fig. 3 “Food” species proportions by MNI, based on Table 2.
MB = Middle Byzantine, W = Workshop, O = Ottoman

Cattle Mortality Profile
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7-10 m 13-18 m 24-36 m 36-48 m

Fig. 4 Cattle mortality profiles.
MB = Middle Byzantine, W = Workshop, O = Ottoman, F= Fused, UF = Unfused, FG = Fusing.
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Ovicaprid Mortality Profile

MBF% MBUF% MBFG% WF% WUF% WFG% OF% OUF% OFG%

6-10M 13-18 20-36 36-42

Fig. 5 Ovicaprid mortality profiles.
MB = Middle Byzantine, W = Workshop, O = Ottoman, F= Fused, UF = Unfused, FG = Fusing.

Fig. 6 Chicken tarsometatarsi
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Fig. 7 Partridge tarsometatarsi

Fig. 8 Hare bones
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Species Middle Byzantine Workshop Ottoman

N % N % N %
Cattle/Bos taurus 414 9,4 584 84 226 10,1
Goat/Capra hircus 59 1,3 94 14 26 1,2
Sheep/Ovis aries 47 1.1 90 1,3 13 0,6
Sheep/goat (ovicaprids) 669 15,3 936 13,5 383 17,1
Pig/Sus scrofa dom. 143 33 91 13 38 1,7
Boar/Sus scrofa 3 0,1 1 0,01
Red deer/Cervus elaphus 1 0,02 1 0,01 1 0,04
Deer/Cervid 1 0,04
Chicken/Gallus gallus 4 0,1 174 2,5 13 0,6
Duck/Anas sp. 2 0,03
Partridge/Alectoris chukar 8 0,1
Bird/Aves 1 0,02 98 14 2 0,1
Hare/Lepus 10 0,2 49 0,7 5 0,2
Horse/Equus caballus 18 04 22 0,3 6 03
Donkey/Equus asinus 3 0,1 10 0,1 8 04
Equid 2 0,05 3 0,04 3 0,1
Dog/Canis familiaris 286 6,5 117 1,7
Canid 44 0,6
Fox/Vulpes vulpes 1 0,01 1 0,04
Cat/Felis catus 1 0,02 1 0,04
Fish/Pisces 0,03
Human 42 1 4 0,1 1 0,04
Mouse/Rodentia 1 0,01 1 0,04
Tortoise/Testudo sp. 2 0,05 2 0,03
Reptile 1 0,04
Cattle sized 1212 27,6 1717 24,8 651 29
Sheep sized 1067 24,3 2077 30 697 31,1
Pig sized 147 3,4 147 2,1 74 3,3
Small mammal 12 0,3 84 1,2 12 0,5
Very small mammal 11 0,3 25 04 6 0,3
Unidentified 232 53 545 7,9 71 3,2
Totals 4386 100 6929 100 2241 100

Table 1 Species proportions.



134 Evangelia Piskin

NISP

Middle Byzantine Workshop Ottoman
Species N % N % N %
Cattle 414 30,6 584 27,4 226 31,9
Ovicaprids 775 57,4 1120 52,6 422 59,6
Pig 143 10,6 91 43 38 54
Large game 4 0,3 2 0,1 2 0,3
Chicken 4 0,3 174 8,2 13 1,8
Other birds 1 0,1 108 51 2 0,3
Hare 10 0,7 49 2,3 5 0,7
Fish 0 0 2 0,1 0 0
Totals 1351 100 2130 100 708 100

Diagnostic Zones

Middle Byzantine Workshop Ottoman
Species N % N % N %
Cattle 146 24,7 242 24,2 113 32,7
Ovicaprids 358 60,5 542 54,3 201 58,1
Pig 72 12,2 41 4,1 16 4,6
Large game 4 0,7 2 0,2 2 0,6
Chicken 2 0,3 127 12,7 9 2,6
Other birds 0 0 18 1,8 2 0,6
Hare 10 1,7 25 2,5 3 09
Fish 0 0 2 0,2 0 0
Total 592 100 999 100 346 100

MNI

Middle Byzantine Workshop Ottoman
Species N % N % N %
Cattle 8 17,8 12 171 6 23,1
Ovicaprids 23 51,1 38 54,3 13 50
Pig 8 17,8 3 4,3 2 7,7
Large game 2 4,4 2 2,9 1 3,8
Chicken 1 2,2 12 17,1 3 11,5
Hare 3 6,7 2 2,9 1 338
Fish 0 0 1 14 0 0
Total 45 100 70 100 26 100

Table 2 “Food” species proportions by NISP (Number of Identified Specimens, DZ (Diagnostic Zones)
and MNI (Minimum Number of Individuals).
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Ovicaprids Middle Byzantine Workshop Ottoman
Element N % N % N %
Scapula 20 5,6 34 6,3 11 55
Humerus 32 8,9 48 89 17 8,5
Radius 41 11,5 32 59 13 6,5
Ulna 17 4,7 16 3 6 3
Metacarpal 23 6,4 33 6,1 8 4
Pelvis 25 7 22 41 10 5
Femur 1 3.1 14 2,6 9 4,5
Tibia 38 10,6 39 7,2 23 11,4
Metatarsal 23 6,4 32 59 13 6,5
Calcaneum 18 5 15 2,8 8 4
Astragalus 24 6,7 66 12,2 1 55
1st 6 1,7 17 3,1 7 3,5
2nd 2 0,6 10 1,8 3 1,5
3rd 1 03 5 09 1 0,5
Mandible+teeth 14 39 19 35 7 35
Maxilla+teeth 18 5 17 3,1 5 2,5
dp4 2 0,6 4 0,7 2 1
M3 8 2,2 7 1,3 5 2,5
Atlas 8 2,2 10 1,8 3 1,5
Axis 5 14 9 1,7 4 2
Total 358 100 542 100 201 100
Table 3 Skeletal element representation of ovicaprids.
Cattle Middle Byzantine Workshop Ottoman
Element N % N % N %
Scapula 6 4,1 7 2,9 3 2,7
Humerus 9 6,2 9 3,7 4 3,5
Radius 7 4.8 6 2,5 3 2,7
Ulna 9 6,2 8 33 7 6,2
Metacarpal 11 7,5 12 5 7 6,2
Pelvis 7 4,8 8 33 7 6,2
Femur 7 4,8 14 58 5 4,4
Tibia 6 41 10 41 3 2,7
Metatarsal 12 8,2 23 9,5 12 10,6
Calcaneum 13 89 13 54 5 4,4
Astragalus 10 6,8 12 5 3 2,7
1st 5 3,4 12 5 5 4,4
2nd 3 2,1 8 33 5 4,4
3rd 2 14 5 2,1 2 1,8
Mandible+teeth 3 2,1 2 038 2 1,8
Maxilla+teeth 2 14 4 1,7 0 0
dp4 0 0 3 1,2 0 0
M3 4 2,7 3 1,2 4 3,5
Atlas 1 0,7 8 3,3 1 0,9
Axis 1 0,7 2 0,8 1 09
Total 146 100 242 100 113 100

Table 4 Skeletal element representation of cattle.
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Pig Middle Byzantine Workshop Ottoman
Element N % N % N %
Scapula 7 10,4 2 53 0
Humerus 6 9 5 13,2 2 12,5
Radius 6 9 2 53 1 6,25
Ulna 7 104 4 10,5 0 0
Metacarpal 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pelvis 5 7,5 3 7,9 2 12,5
Femur 12 17,9 5 13,2 1 6,25
Tibia 3 4,5 3 79 2 12,5
Metatarsal 1 1,5 1 2,6 0 0
Calcaneum 2 3 2 53 2 12,5
Astragalus 0 0 0 0 0 0
1st 2 3 1 2,6 1 6,25
2nd 1 1,5 1 2,6 1 6,25
3rd 1 1,5 1 2,6 0 0
Mandible+teeth 5 7,5 3 79 2 12,5
Maxilla+teeth 5 7,5 2 53 2 12,5
dp4 0 0 1 2,6 0 0
M3 2 3 0 0 0 0
Atlas 1 1,5 1 2,6 0 0
Axis 1 1,5 1 2,6 0 0
Total 67 100 38 100 16 100
Table 5 Skeletal element representation of pig.
Cattle Middle Byzantine Workshop Ottoman
F UF FG F UF FG F UF
Element Age
Scapula D 07.Agu 3 1
Pelvis 07.Eki 10 14 7
Humerus D 13-15 3 3 2
Radius P 15-18 7 7 1 1
1st phalange 15-18 17 1 31 1 12 1
2nd phalange 18 7 1 25 2 1 1
Tibia D 24-30 6 9 5 1
Metacarpal D 24-36 7 2 1 1 1
Metatarsal D 27-36 7 4 8 2 3
Calcaneum 36-42 6 5 1 2 5 1 2 1
Femur P 42 3 2 4 2 2 2 2
Humerus D 42-48 1 2
Radius D 42-48 2 2 1 4 4 2
Ulna P 42-48 2
Femur D 42-48 2 2 2 4 10 2
Tibia P 42-48 2 4 1 4 1 1

Table 6 Epiphyseal fusion of cattle, P= proximal, D= distal.
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Ovicaprids Middle Byzantine Workshop Ottoman

F UF FG F UF FG F UF FG
Elements Age
Scapula D 06.Eki 13 2 22 1 4
Pelvis 06.Eki 24 23
Humerus D 10 11 6 2 26 4 3 1 1 2
Radius P 10 21 1 1 15 8 1 5
1st phalange 13-16 13 1 2 47 9 1 18 3 1
2nd phalange 13-16 6 31 3 1 11 1
Metacarpal D 18-24 2 3 4 6 1 1
Tibia D 18-24 16 7 3 20 6 10 2
Metatarsal D 20-28 9 3 13 1 2 1
Ulna P 30 1 3 2 3 1
Calcaneum 30-36 5 6 3 11 6
Femur P 30-36 2 4 1 4 18 1 2 3
Radius P 36 1 8 2 5 1
Humerus P 36-42 3 1 2
Tibia P 36-42 6 2
Femur P 36-42 2 6 3 4 1

Table 7 Epiphyseal fusion of ovicaprids, P= proximal, D= distal.

Pig Middle Byzantine Workshop Ottoman
F UF FG F UF FG F UF

Element Age

Scapula D 12 1

Humerus D 12 3 1

Radius P 12 2 1

Pelvis 12 4 1 1 1

2nd phalange 12 1 1 1

Metacarpal D 24

Tibia D 24 1 1 1

1st phalange 24 3 2 2 1 1

Calcaneum 24-30 2 1

Metatarsal D 27

Ulna P 36-42 4 2

Humerus P 42 1 3

Radius D 42 3 1

Femur P 42 2 1 1

Femur D 42 1

Tibia P 42 4 3

Table 8 Epiphyseal fusion of pig, P= proximal, D= distal.
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Archaeobotany at Komana:
Byzantine Plant Use at a Rural Cornucopia

Evangelia PISKIN, Mustafa N. TATBUL"

Ozet

Baslangi¢ nitelgi tasiyan bu arkeobotani raporu Komana Arkeolojik Arastirma
Projesi kapsaminda gerceklestirilen kazilarin ilk doért yihinda (2009-2012) elde edi-
len verileri icermektedir.

Orta Bizans donemi kirsal yasaminin dretim, tiiketim ve atik izlerinin cok iyi tanim-
lanabildigi Komana arkeolojik yerlesmesinde bu gtundelik aktiviteler oldukc¢a zen-
gin bitkisel kalintilar1 ihtiva eden ocaklar, ocak etrafi yanik alanlar, depolama
cukurlari, dogal anakaya icinde olusturulmus hazneler ve ¢op cukurlar gibi cesitli
kontekstlerden alinan zengin icerikli toprak érneklerinin incelenmesi sayesinde
gun yuzine ¢ikarilmaktadir.

Baslangic¢ niteligindeki bu raporda, incelenen toprak érneklerinde varlig: tespit
edilen tahil, baklagil ve meyve gibi ekonomik tirlerin tanimlamalarina ayrintili yer
verilirken, tespit edilen yabani tiirlerden genel olarak bahsedilmistir.

Keywords: Archaeobotany, Byzantine rural economy, cesspit, Komana.

Introduction

Komana archaeological site (Hamamtepe Hoyuk) bears the character of a mound with
the dimensions of 250 x 150 m. Hamamtepe Hoéytik with its 25 m elevated well defended
position from the flat level over a bedrock and its visible remains of fortification, is the
largest in scale within the sites identified during the 5 years of surveys, that the excavation
campaign started in 2009 in order to understand the formation of the mound and its peri-
ods of occupation. Four years of excavations showed as a preliminary result that the site
represents a small-scale rural town surrounded with a fortification wall, which was a char-
acteristic of Middle Byzantine period settlements (kastron). It has been observed that the
site is not solely limited intramural. Domestic spaces have been exposed in the flat levels

* Assist. Prof. Dr. Evangelia Piskin, Middle East Technical University, ioannido@metu.edu.tr;
Res. Assist. Mustafa N. Tatbul, Middle East Technical University, tatbul@metu.edu.tr.
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and extramural. Great number of fire installations such as ovens and a variety of pits, as a
result of working activities, storage and refuse behavior, were revealed on the center of the
mound within the thick defensive-like walls. Based on the architectural and utility features
and due to the preliminary observation of both artefactual and ecofactual materials recov-
ered during the excavations, it was clear that the excavation team leading by Prof. D.
Burcu Erciyas was dealing with a Byzantine rural settlement. This settlement was bearing
the potential of information concerning all stages of economic activities in a microscale or
household level.

An alternative consideration for the character of the site is that it might have been a local
market providing service for the villages and farmsteads scattered within the territory of
Komana. It is convenient to mention here that Hamamtepe is the largest site defined
among other Byzantine sites based on the 5 years of surface survey in the region. In both
presumptions we are dealing with a remarkable settlement type, which is highly significant
in the pursuit of better understanding the medieval rural history of Anatolia.

Based on the archaeological materials recovered during the excavations, the site was used
as a cemetery during the 10-11th centuries and as a rural settlement during the 12- 13t
centuries. Consequently Ottomans occupied it in the 16™ century. The chronology based
on especially the coin evidence. Characteristic pottery and metal finds, and structural fea-
tures representing the Middle Byzantine period in Anatolia are other strong evidences
with cross-reference to other contemporary sites (e.g. Gritille Hoytk, Kilisetpe, Cadirhoyuk,
Beycesultan).

Excavations at the Komana (Hamamtepe) archaeological site have been conducted in
seven areas: HTPO1l (workshop area), HTP02 (western defensive wall), HTPO3 (step
trench), HTP04 (lower domestic), HTPO05 (test trench), HTP06 (southern neighbouring
area to HTPO1) and Late Roman hexagonal pool and its environment (HVZ) in an inde-

pendent and remote location ca. 2 km north of Hamamtepe.

Aims and methods

The archaeobotanical work at Komana started from the first year of the excavation (2009)
and the work focused on exploring the potential for such work according to the site’s
characteristics. Hence, the sampling was sporadic and based on judgment. Samples were
collected when a deposit appeared to be of interest and the volume of samples was small
(from 5 to 20 liters). The first evaluation of the 2009 season’s results showed that there
was a great potential for a fruitful archaeobotanical work to be undertaken. Since 2010,
the sampling was systematic, intensive and extensive. Judgement sampling continued to
be used as the main retrieval strategy because the knowledge derived from the 2009 expe-
rience showed that particular deposits targeted were so rich that even if only sampling
these was enough to obtain abundant plant remains. Nevertheless, an additional sampling
strategy was also designed and applied on a limited number of cases. This was a “random”
sampling. It was done for two reasons; firstly, to check for any information that the judge-

ment sampling method may had missed, secondly, to follow the spatial distribution of



Archaeobotany at Komana: Byzantine Plant Use at a Rural Cornucopia 141

plant remains outside of predefined and obvious archaeological features. This last is a
work to be completed later as part of an ongoing PhD.!

In this report, 73 samples taken in 2009, 2010 and 2011 excavation seasons are quantified
whilst 75 samples from 2012 are recorded as presence/absence only. The preservation of
the plant remains was very good and abundant ovens and pits created favourable condi-
tions for plant remains to be recovered in good amounts either as carbonised or mineral-

ised remains.

On site procedures

Burnt deposits, oven contents plus areas around ovens, soil inside intact vessels and pits
were all collected. In most of the cases, the whole of the soil contained within the defined
feature was collected and floated. In a small number of cases when the soil amount was
exceedingly large, only a part was floated and the rest dry sieved. Pits and ovens were sam-
pled gradually in depth in order to screen stratigraphic distributions of plant remains and
detect possibly intrusive materials at the top parts of the features originated from distur-
bance and post-depositional processes. Sample volumes were measured and recorded in

litres by the team members who operated the flotation process.

A steel sheet barrel was designed which operates with an attached air compressor to sup-
ply air and water circulation. No chemicals were used to aid the flotation. The overflow of
the operation (Light Fraction- therein LF) was collected in a bucket lined with chiffon
polyester fabric of very dense wave (considered to be the equivalent of 250 microns). The
residue (heavy fraction-therein HF) was collected on a plastic mesh of Imm eye mesh.

Laboratory procedures

LF and HF were brought to Environmental Archaeology Research Unit Laboratory (EARU) of
the Graduate Program in Settlement Archaeology (SA) at the Middle East Technical
University (METU) at Ankara for further work.2 Plant remains recovered from the sam-
ples were identified by using the Digital Atlas of Economic Plants in Archaeology, A Manual for
the Identification of Plant Seeds and Fruits, Jacomet’s manual Identification of Cereal Remains
Jrom Archaeological Sites and the reference collections housed at the British Institute at Ankara
(BIAA) and EARU

All HF were first sieved using 2mm, Imm and 500 micron sieves and then each division was

sorted out separately. LF was sorted using 2mm, Imm, 500 micron and 250 micron sieves.

1 Ongoing PhD dissertation of Mustafa N. Tatbul at the Department of Settlement Archaeology, METU,
Ankara, with the title “Understanding the function of a Medieval Building Complex Through Spatial Analysis
of Archacological Data at Komana, Tokat”.

2 Access to Environmental Archaeology Research Unit web site is available via the following web link: http://
earu.sa.metu.edu.tr/http://www.earu.sa.metu.edu.tr

3 Neef et al. 2012 ; Cappers and Bekker 2013; List of the plant species present in the botany reference
collection in the laboratory can be accessed via the following web link of British Institute at Ankara: http://
www.biaatr.org
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The initial phase of the research aimed to investigate the economic plant species that
were present in the settlement throughout the phases of occupation. A two stage
approach was adopted for the processing of the materials. First, a quick check was done,
scoring presence/absence of species for all the samples. Then detail identification and
counting each seed was done for a number of samples. The results are shown separated
by excavation areas. Detailed identifications for HTPOI are given in Table 1, for HTP02
in Table 2, for HTP03 in Table 3, for HTP04 in Table 4 and for HVZO01 in Table 5.
Presence/absence is scored in Table 6 for HTPO1 area, in Table 7 for HTP02, in Table 8
for HTP04 and in Table 9 for HTP06. A general absence/presence view of economic
plants in Byzantine Anatolia is shown in Table 10. Final identification of weeds was not
done at this stage. Seeds were counted as “one” when complete. For fragmented materi-
als, the following criteria were applied: For cereals caryopses, the embryo part, was count-
ed. For culm fragments each node was counted. For grape seeds the tip as well as the rest
of the fragments were scaled with precision scales providing 1/10000 of gram. For stalks
of fruits, the terminal point of the articulation of the pedicel with the fruit was counted.
For legumes, whole seeds were counted as “one” and split seeds were counted as half
when one of the cotyledons was present in full. Smaller fragments were counted when the
hilum was present.

The archaeobotanical assemblage
Cereals
Triticum aestivum/durum (Bugday) (Wheat)

Wheat is the dominant cereal found in most of the samples studied. Nearly all of the sam-
ples that did contained edibles included also wheat. It is also found in the largest amounts.
Both T. aestivum and T. durum have been identified on the evidence of few rachises and
some of the grains that were distinctive enough. Other types of wheat were not found
apart from a single grain of 7. dicoccum, obviously a stray find.

Hordeum vulgare (Arpa) (Barley)

Barley is present in many samples and found in good quantities. It is clearly a regular crop
rather than a weed. Only hulled type of barley was found. As a crop it might be considered
inferior to the free - threshing wheat since hulled cereals are more difficult to bring them
to a consumable state requiring intensive processing to remove the hulls. Bread made of
barley is also considered inferior to bread made of wheat and was called “ryparos artos”
even though this type of bread could also be made from bran.* Nevertheless, barley is very
much used as fodder. To date no mortars or other equipment required for the processing
of hulled cereals have been found and this might be an indication that the barley might
have been used mostly as fodder for domestic animals, perhaps for horses or chickens
(the latter are found to be abundant). Alternatively, it may have been de-husked in small

4 Koder 2007, 66; also see Dagron 2002, 446.
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quantities and occasionally as the need arose, and in this case, the work may have been
done with little equipment. If this was the case, we may conclude that barley had a lesser
role in diet than wheat. Barley also may have been used for the production of beer.
Evidence for such a practice has not been found therefore, the case can neither be sup-
ported nor rejected.

Oryza sativa (Piring) (Rice)

The finding of rice was surprising (Table 6). Rice was known to Near East from relatively
early times.% It is mentioned in various texts of the Classical and Roman period but archae-
obotanical finds are very limited.® Its status in Byzantine times is not well known. Dargon
considers that rice spread in Byzantium after the 10" century AD and even then, it should
have been rare and expensive.” Koder refers to Byzantine sources where rice is listed as an
army supply but he doubts that the word “oryzin” refers indeed to rice or to another
cereal (he proposes Arabic millet or barley).® In Anatolia, the earliest archaeological evi-
dence for rice is reported in Gritille from the 12 century AD based on oryza glume frag-
ments in pit, oven and floor deposit contexts, during the first occupation of the site under
Muslim rule (phases 5 & 6).7 Attestation of the oryza in Komana is the first archaeological
evidence in the inner-northern part of Anatolia of Middle Byzantine Period. Unfortunately,
only one grain was saved in a unique cesspit context in mineralised form so it is difficult to
make an interpretation/inference of its use. We may speculate that if the crop is valuable
and expensive, additional care should have been exercised so as none should be wasted by
accidental burning. The question remains whether or not rice was a local crop or this sin-
gle grain came to the site as a rare commodity purchased through trade. Rice cultivation
is demanding and requires a combination of abundant water, low altitude (for summer
temperature) and flat land (probably for water retention in a stable level).!? Nevertheless,
rice cultivation is practiced in certain locations in Anatolia today and especially in nearby
areas in Central Black Sea region. On the other hand, based on the large number of sam-
ples and plant species recovered in the archaeological record in Komana, to find only one
grain of rice is obviously indicative of the rarity of the species.

Secale cereale (Cavdar) (Rye)

Rye grains are very few (total 12) therefore it cannot be considered anything else but a
minor crop on the basis of the current evidence. On the other hand, the species has been
identified in several samples (10 samples, one from Ottoman phase and the rest from the
Byzantine phases). This might be an argument for rye being more often used as a crop
than the mere count of seeds shows.

Nesbitt et al. 2010.

Nesbitt et al. 2010, 326, 329.
Dargon 2002, 446.

Koder 2007, 65.

Miller 1998, 222, 212.

10 Nesbitt et al. 2010, 313.
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Avena sp. (Yulaf) (Oat)

Oat is also very sporadically found in the samples. It occurred in four samples, with maxi-
mum concentration, 6 grains. The total count for all samples is 16 grains. More grains of
oat have been identified than for rye nevertheless, the number of samples that contained
oat is fewer than the samples containing rye. Based on this last observation we may con-
sider that actually rye has been used more often than oat. Oat is always found together
with rye, and abundant wheat and barley. This may be pointing out to oat growing as weed
in the fields.

Legumes
Lens culinaris (Mercimek) (Lentil)

It is the most frequent found legume, found in 26 samples. Most samples had low counts
of seeds but in two samples from HTP03 where 17 and 18 lentils were found together.
This is a good evidence for lentil being a crop and it would have been very surprising not

to have been one.

Cicer Arietinum (Nohut) (Chickpea)

Only one whole charred chickpea was identified in a pit in HTPO1 (Table 6).

Pisum sativum (Bezelye) (Green Pea)

Green pea fragments are found in 5 samples. Three more samples contained fragments
tentatively identified as green pea. The counts are very low with maximum 3 seeds identi-
fied in one sample.

Lathyrus sativus (Murdumuk) (Grasspea)

Lathyrus fragments were found in low numbers in 5 samples. The few occurrences of
Lathyrus species cannot be taken as a proof for the consumption of the species especially
considering its characteristics. Lathyrus is a very hardy plant and can continue giving pro-
duce when all others fail. As such, it is considered a foodstuff to turn to in time of crisis. But
there is a dark side on all the goodness of this species. It is one of the most toxic amongst
the legumes and even if sporadic consumption of it does not present a health hazard, when
it becomes a staple of the diet it can cause paralysis of the lower legs (lathyrism).!!

Vicia sp. (Fig) (Vetch)

Many fragmentary small-medium seeded legumes were found in the majority of the sam-
ples. Most of them looked like Vicia sp. but they were not easy to separate from the 23 or
so species of this plant native to Turkey. The most readily identified were Vicia ervilia and
Vicia sativa.

11 Hansen 2000.
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Vicia ervilia (Burcak) (Bitter Vetch)

Vicia ervilia was identified in eight samples. In two of the samples their number was 11.
One sample was from HTP03 and the other from HTPOI.

Vicia sativa (Fig) (Common Vetch)

Vicia sativa was identified in 7 samples. The concentrations are low, usually 1 to 3 seeds
but one samples contained 5.

Spice/oil/fiber plants
Linum usitatissimum (Keten) (Flax)

Two flax seeds were found in one sample from HTPO04. It is difficult to specify the use of
the plant for oil or fiber and more likely both. It is also used as medicine. It is natural to
think of the finds as “expected” but on the evidence of only two seeds we cannot establish
whether the species is cultivated locally or bought from a market.

Nigella sativa (Corekotu) (Nigella)

Few Nigella seeds were found in a cesspit context in mineralised form (Table 6). Nigella
has been used as a spice and medicine from at least the Bronze Age and the earliest finds
of the species in Anatolia are of the Hittite period.!?

Fruits/nuts
Celtis sp. (Citlembik) (Hackberry)

Whole fruits have been found in 2 samples in HTP02, 1 sample each in HTPO1, HTP03
and HTP04 (Tables 3, 4, 6 and 7). This fruit has the widest distribution in the site. It is
though a not very palatable one and has little flesh. It may have been eaten or may have
come attached to branches for fires.

Cornus mas (Kizilcik) (Cornelian cherry)

Cornus mas has been found in one sample only (Table 1). The fruit is eaten frequently
and also used to make jam or both alcoholic and soft drinks.

Crataegus sp. (Alic) (Hawthorn)

Hawthorn seeds were found in two samples, one in HTPO1 and one in HTP04 (Tables 1
and 4). Tentatively the seeds are attributed to the species C. tanacetifolia, local in Turkey.
Hawthorns are abundant in Turkey and their fruits can be eaten raw or made into jam.

12 Salih et al. 2009.
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Rubus fruticosus (Bogurtlen) (Blackberry)

Two samples in HTP04 contained Rubus seed fragments. The plant is abundant in the
region.

Punica granatum (Nar) (Pomegranate)

Two Punica granatum seeds were identified in a sample in charred form from HTPOI area.
Both of them have burnt/caramelised pulp surrounding the seed (which to a certain
degree hampered identification).

Ficus carica (incir) (Fig)

Fig seeds were identified only in one context that is a cesspit (Table 6).!® Fig seeds are
often reported in archaeobotanical reports of all periods therefore the rarity of the fruit
in the Komana samples more likely reflect a really limited use of this fruit.

Cucurbitaceae (Kabakgiller) (Cucurbit)

Seeds of Cucurbitaceae were found in 2 samples from HTP03 and 4 samples from HTPO1
(Tables 1, 3 and 6). This family includes cucumbers, melons and watermelons amongst
other species some of them growing wild in areas of Turkey (especially in the south such
as the Citrullus colocynthis). It would be most interesting and informative to point out the
exact species but the fragmentary state of the seeds made the identification at species level
very difficult. One case was tentatively identified as melon (Cucumis melo) and another one
is believed to be watermelon ( Citrullus lanatus). Cucumber, melon and watermelon are
still cultivated in fields in the region in small scale and there are commonly grown every-
where in Anatolia.

Malus/Pyrus (Elma/Armut) (Apple/Pear)

Three seeds of either apple or pear were found in one sample at HTP03. Also, mineral-
ised apple/pear seeds were recovered in a cesspit context at HTPOI.

Prunus domestica (Exik) (Plum)

Fragments of plum were found in 6 samples (1 in HTP03, 1 in HTP02 and 4 in HTPO1).
In the sample from HTP02, both fragments of the endocarp as well as the seed of the spe-
cies were found. The seed was difficult to definitely attribute to a certain species of Prunus

13 Ficus carica sp. was recovered in the soil sample (KARP11-HTP01-S08, S11 and S31) taken from a cesspit
context (KARP11-HTPO1-F34) during the 2011 excavation season. It should be noted that the samples were
recovered in mineralized form together with an abundant number of grape seeds, cucurbitaceae sp. seeds,
malus sp. seeds, fruit stones and fruit skins. Also the mineralization conditions were due to the water
retention capability of the rocky bottom of the pit. Rodent and cat bones and various insect remains were
also recovered from the pit. The color of the soil was yellow and green. All these conditions made us to
consider the feature as a cesspit. For the material inclusions, indicators and identification of a cesspit see
Smith 2013; Hellwig 1997.
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but the size of it was very small and pointed out to Prunus domestica. The find indicates the
cracking of Prunus endocarps to reach and consume the seed inside. This practice is rath-
er common in Turkey today but applies to endocarps of apricots rather than plums.
Cracking the stones of Prunus fruits to obtain the seed (or the oil from it) may also be
done for the production or flavouring of liqueurs.

Prunus armeniaca (Kayis1) (Apricot)

Small fragments of apricot stones were found in two samples, one in HTPO1 and another
in HTPO3 (Tables 1 and 3).

Prunus cerasus/Prunus mahaleb (Visne/Mahlep) (Sour cherry/Mahaleb)

Fragments of endocarps of Prunus of the subgenus cerasus were found in 3 samples (2 in
HTPOI and 1 in HTP06). One of them was attributed to the aromatic Prunus Mahaleb and
the others were more likely like cherries but it was not possible to separate between sweet
cherries and sour cherries. Therefore, the species is given here as Prunus cerasus (sour
cherries) with reservation.

Prunus dulcis (Badem) (Almond)

Almond finds are also few. Small fragments were found in one sample from HTPOI1 and
one from HTPO3 (Tables 1 and 3).

Corylus avellana (Findik) (Hazelnut)

One sample from HTPOI and one from HTP02 contained each a small fragment of hazel-
nut shell (Tables 1 and 2). Even though the name of the species is given here as Corylus
avellana, definite separation of the species of common hazel and the wild hazel (Corylus

colurna) could not been done from the fragments found.

Junglans regia (Ceviz) (Walnut)

Three samples from HTPO1 produced fragments of walnut (Table 6). The shells were

rather smooth but the surface sculpture, typical of walnut, could be clearly seen.

Olea europaea (Zeytin) (Olive)

The few finds of olive stones in four samples (3 in HTPO1 and 1 in HTP02) are significant
as the area is unsuitable for olive tree cultivation (Tables 2 and 6). Surely, they came to
the site through trade and they may well be considered as an expensive item. Since it can-
not be grown locally, the stone fragments found obviously do not represent olives pressed
for oil. They would rather have been pickled or salted table olives. As the findings are very
few it cannot be considered as regularly consumed item. Its consumption may have been
restricted by economic reasons and it may have been purchased for use at lent when many

other foodstuffs are not allowed to be eaten.
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Vitis vinifera (Uziim) (Grape)

Grapes have been found in most of the samples and in large numbers. Grape pips are
found both mineralised and carbonised. Not only seeds but even whole grapes and pedi-
cles are common. They are actually so abundant that it requires questioning whether these
grape crops are used only for fresh fruit consumption or they are systematically processed
for any other product. Drying grapes for raisins is one option. Wine production is another,
nevertheless no suitable installations for grape pressing have been found to date. If wine
was produced, it would have been in small quantities using ordinary household vessels to
hold the liquid and perhaps baskets to hold the grapes while pressing them. Apart from
grape pips, pedicles and whole fruits, no other vegetative part is there. In wine making,
residues of pressing include not only pips, pedicles and skins but also peduncles and rachis-
es.!* These may had been reserved to be used as fertiliser or for further instillation but
their total absence is curious especially since we have such an abundance of both carbon-
ised and mineralised grape remains. Wine dregs in contrast include numerous pips with
moderate amounts of skins and pedicles.!5 In these terms, if wine is produced in the site,
then we have no any evidence for the pressing stage but only the maturation stage of the
fermenting liquid. In the absence of “pressing residues”, we may consider that, if some of
these grape finds do represent “dregs”, then they may have been the waste of perhaps
another product such as grape molasses (pekmez). The whole fruits were examined in an
attempt to identify whether they represent fresh table grapes or raisins according to the
criteria described by Margaritis and Jones.!® It was not easy to apply the criteria but one of
them was clear in all cases, that no caramelised pulp/liquid was seen around the fruits.
Instead, the fruits appeared pretty intact with smooth skins, qualities that are described as
characteristic of raisins.

Discussion

Few of the samples studied for this report were empty of seeds. Most contained an array of
findings at various quantities. Floor samples were usually poor. Oven contexts were not as
rich as expected. Most of them had a lot of charcoal and little seeds and only a few of
them had an appreciable quantity of seeds. The richest samples, not only in number of
finds but also in species diversity, were those recovered from pits.

Special preservation conditions, that is mineralisation of plant remains, were prominent
in those pits cut in the bedrock, thus enabling water retention, as well as in cesspits. These
contexts had always a different species assemblage compared to all other contexts contain-
ing carbonised remains. In the mineralised contexts no cereals were found other than one
single mineralised barley grain (and just one charred barley) even though wheat and bar-
ley were found almost in every sample in charcoal form. Vice versa no rice remains were
recovered from burnt contexts up to date. Considering this information provided by

14 Margaritis and Jones 2006, 791, 798.
15 Margaritis and Jones 2006, 791, 798.
16 Margaritis and Jones 2006, 794 - 797.
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inspecting large number of samples, it is almost possible to construct the relation between
preservation condition and expected species retrieval in the site.

The majority of the samples come from the Byzantine occupation of the site. Few samples
were collected from the Ottoman phase and these are mostly poor. In particular, 11 sam-
ples were assigned to Ottoman period and another 6 as potentially belonging to the same
phase. The samples contained very few seeds (mostly wheat and barley, occasionally len-
til). From fruits mostly grape was found (one sample had a good amount of them — 29)
and in one occasion 1 Prunus, 1 Rubus and 1 seed of Cucurbitaceae were found. The reason
for the scarcity of finds from the Ottoman phase is more likely the lack of ovens and
burned deposits. Accordingly, the following discussion concerns the Byzantine layers of
the site. Among the Byzantine levels, the so-called “Workshop” phase is most intensively
sampled and again most of the samples come from the area HTPOI. The reason for this is

the abundance of ovens and pits in this phase/area.

The crops

Opverall, cereals are the most common find followed by grape pips. Amongst cereals free
threshing wheat is dominant whilst barley comes second in importance. Rye and oat are

found in few samples and they may have been minor crops.

Legume seeds are found in many samples but in low numbers. No other parts of these
plants are present apart from their seeds. All the legumes identified are common crops
with a long history in Anatolian agriculture. In this sense, it is hard to argue that they are
anything else than regular crops. Nevertheless, the numbers of seeds found is, in most
cases, so low that it is hard to judge their role in diet and economic life of the site and
even to confirm that indeed these plants were cultivated. Most of them occur naturally in
the vegetation and they could have been simply weeds of the surroundings of Komana or
they may have come into the assemblage together with cereal crops as arable weeds. The
exception to this is lentils and chickpea. The Vicia and Lathyrus sp. are commonly found in
many soils and their ability to flower for an extended period of 4-5 months makes them an
attractive foodstuff as they can give fresh pods for a long time. Nevertheless, the small
seeds of Vicia sp. and the whole of the plant appear to have been preferred as fodder for
animals rather than for human consumption. The same holds for Lathyrus and its many
sub-species. Pisum sativum is the one that stands out as it is preferred for human consump-
tion not only on the grounds of its larger seeds but also on its palatability.

Abundant fruits and nuts have been identified. Even if most are represented by few speci-
mens (save for grape) the diversity of species is big, hence a convincing argument that a large
variety of foodstuffs was consumed. For the species that occur in small numbers, one thing
that is important is to specify whether or not they might have been part of the natural vegeta-
tion on the site and therefore had entered the deposits accidentally. This is very unlikely to
have happened. The soils at Hamamtepe are very thin and in most cases the archaeological
deposits are very close to the bedrock indicating that this was the geological background in

the past too: Hamamtepe should have been a rock with a thin soil cover. In such conditions
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trees are unlikely to have been grown either naturally or intentionally. It is expected that the
fruits are coming from orchards down at the feet of the hill or in the nearby river valley there-
fore they were brought intentionally to the site by people. The fact that many fruits and nuts
are represented only by few fragments needs an explanation then. The most apparent reason
for the scarcity of such finds should be that they were consumed rarely. This explanation
though is not very satisfactory for all the species. It could have logically been the case for
foodstuffs that are rare, expensive and need to be traded. For other fruits that are easily
grown in the region, and they are indeed abundant today in Komana, such an explanation is
probably insufficient. The reason for the low representation of them should rather be that
fruits do not need cooking and as they ripen in the summer months when the ovens are not
regularly lit for heating but only for cooking, they are unlikely to come often in contact with
fire. If they are rarely carbonised then they are naturally a rare archaeobotanical find and the
reason we actually recovered so many different species is the very extensive sampling carried
out at HTPO1. On the indirect evidence of fruit tree branches, we have an indication that
they were more common than the finds of actual fruits. The many burned whole grape fruits
may be considered as an indirect evidence for the drying of some of the grapes for raisins to
be consumed in the winter months. Nuts are usually consumed in winter and their shells
could easily have been thrown in the fire to dispose of them. Thus, the low number of nut
finds can be considered an evidence of them being a rarer food.

Weeds

Weeds are found in all samples but they are abundant in only a few. Most of them are
arable weeds or weeds of waste ground (such as Gallium, Lolium, Polygonum, Thymelaea,
Lithospermum, Adonis). Work on weeds has not been completed yet. They may have
come in with the crops, they may have been seeds of plants growing around the houses or
they may have been from dried plants used for firing the ovens. For the last case, these
plants more likely would have been used as a kindling only and in limited numbers since
there are no high concentrations. Also the same argues for the lack of use of dung as fuel.
Some of these weeds could have also come into the site together with the crops. There are
indeed some weeds that could have been introduced to the site this way but again there is
not an intense concentration of weeds and other by-products found in crop cleaning. The
highest numbers of weeds that can be associated with crops are these in the samples that
contain many small unidentified (yet) grasses. The size of weeds in general is rather small-
ish compared to cereal grains and sometimes similar. The sizes of the grasses are also
mostly similar to cereal grains or slightly smaller. Smaller sized weeds (as compared to
grain) are expected to be found as a waste from fine sieving of the crops. Weeds of similar
size to grain are removed at the last stage of cleaning that is hand sorting usually done at
home before cooking.17 This indicates, as noticed above for chaff and straw remains, that
the crops came clean containing only few impurities.

17 Hillman 1984.
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Chaff and straw

Very little evidence of cereal chaff and straw has been found for all the cereals. Only in six
samples rachis fragments were recovered and even in these cases the counts were too low
(from 1 to maximum 10 fragments). Straw was slightly more common. It is apparent that
only clean crops were brought to Hamamtepe. “Clean crops” are often considered as an
indication of a “consumer” place where people are buying their foodstuffs from a market. It
is equally possible though that these people could be owners of land, taking part in the pro-
duction of agricultural goods, but they were threshing and cleaning the crops from straw
and other impurities at the fields only bringing the cleaned product in their houses. This
could actually have been very convenient since they wouldn’t need to carry the bulky sheaths
of cereals up to the hill. For the very fact, the location of threshing floors in Byzantine times
is postulated to be close to the fields.'® There is something to consider here though. Straw
has many uses: from fodder for animals, to bedding, from substrate for floors to admixture
for bricks and ceramics and kindling for fires. The question remains if animals were penned
in the site or bought also from somewhere else. Stables are usually strewn with straw to
absorb dirt and moisture. A conclusive answer is difficult to be given on this since a structure
that may have had such use has not yet been identified by the excavations at Komana.

Lighting the fires

One of the common questions in archaeobotanical research is what is used for fuel to lit
the cooking and heating fires: wood or dung. The many ovens found at the site allows for
such investigation. Ethnographic work has shown that such ovens are usually lit with straw,
sticks and dried plants and then is fed with dung.!? The use of dung is usually explained
as an alternative fuel when wood is sparse or perhaps as a fuel that is cheap and readily
available in villages. Another reason for using dung may be that it burns slowly. Abundant
weeds with low ratios of cereals have been argued to be the signature for dung.? Evidence
for burning dung has not been found in the ovens neither much in the pits since the weed

flora is rather low in numbers.

Fruit tree branches with buds on them have been found often in the samples. They are
most common in pits obviously indicating the cleaning of the ashes from the ovens that
were then thrown into the pits. They are the obvious kindling used to start the fires in the
ovens. The buds often seen on the branches posed the question of whether or not we
could specify the season these fires where lit. Buds begin to form in late summer after the
fruiting period, stay dormant in winter and they start to swallow in early spring getting
ready to burst in leaves and flowers. These branches were most likely collected during the
late summer or very early spring, perhaps during the pruning of the fruit trees as it would
have been unlikely to cut branches of fruit trees at the time they should be ready to flower
or during the winter when the wood is wet. The fires might have been lit also at that time.

18 Stathakopoulos 2007, 33.
19 Bradley and Uzel 2007.
20 Miller and Smart 1984.
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Nevertheless it is equally possible that the villagers had collected and stored the small
branches as kindling for whenever they may have a need of them. Even though the season
of lighting the ovens with these branches cannot be specified, their abundance in the fires
and the lack of any other kindling (like straw or whole dried small plants) is a further evi-
dence that the people who lived in Hamamtepe owned a good number of fruit trees that
they pruned and the cuttings were enough to provide a sufficient supply.

In three cases thorns were observed amongst the charcoal of the samples. One of them
was identified as belonging to a rose plant more likely the common Rosa canina. Another
two thorns were very typical of the Prunus family but the species could not be identified.

If we consider that oven and pit contents of fire refuse were the remains of final activities
prior to abandonment of the settlement it would be useful to try to establish the season of last
use and therefore the time of abandonment. This would be difficult to be done based on a
single variable but further work on charcoal and quantification of all evidence from ovens
and pits in their varied combinations across the site may help to shed light to this question.

Plants in Byzantine Anatolia

Archaeobotanical research in Byzantine and Islamic sites in Anatolia is quite limited.
Reports are published for eight sites: Gritile, Kilisetepe, Cadirhoytk, Mezraahoyuk and
Gre Virike, Beycesultan, Sercelimani, and Amorium.2! A summary, based on presence/
absence of economic plants and compiled from the above-mentioned reports, is given in
Table 10. Wild plants, common weeds which nevertheless could have been used as vegeta-
bles, dyes or medicine but this use of them could not be ascertained are not included.

The results from all these sites confirm the importance of wheat and barley as the staple
cereals recovered from all sites. Rye is found in several sites and it was probably of second-
ary importance. Millets are found only occasionally. Oat and rice are reported together
only from Komana but rice was found in Muslim Gritille and oat and rye are reported in
samples from Amorium dating to the Seljuk period.?? As for the pulses, lentil is the most
commonly consumed legume whilst Lathyrus and Pisum are also often found. Cicer and the
Faba bean are rarer.

Fruits are not very well documented in the archaeobotanical record of the Byzantine peri-
od. Only grapes are found at almost all the sites and perhaps this is not unexpected since
itis one of the species in the well-known Mediterranean triad since at least the Bronze age
(wheat — olive - grape). Fig and pomegranate appear relatively often too. For all the rest of
the fruits, evidence come almost exclusively from Komana and Sercelimani. The number
of fruit and nuts species (both domestic and wild) recovered in Komana is impressive
when compared to other sites. Fifteen species are documented whilst in Sercelimani only
9 and in Gritille and Kilisetepe only 4. Clearly, the archaeobotanical record from Komana

21 Miller 1998; Bending and Colledge 2007; Smith 2007; Oybak Dénmez 2006; Halbaek 1961; Ward 2004;
Giorgi 2012.

22 Miller 1998; Giorgi 2012.
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added a large number of species not recorded in previous research. Should then Komana
be considered an exceptional site amongst the Byzantine communities studied to date or
should the favourable conditions of preservation and the extensive sampling carried out
be considered the reason that provided the opportunity to obtain a more complete and
true picture of what was the norm in that times? In fact, the archaeobotanical finds from
Komana suit the literary evidence about Byzantium better rather than emerging as an
exceptional case. The summary of Hierophilos lists of foods to be eaten quoted in Koder
includes a large number of vegetables and fruits some of which are recorded here: pome-
granates, apples, pears, grapes, white figs, melons, plums, peaches, cherries, raisins,
almonds, hazelnuts (this one in the original Greek text is referred to as karya pontika).?3 It
is also interesting that he often refers to dried fruits (raisins mentioned separately as
staphides). In the same article, referring to the food ways of Byzantines, Koder commends
that a large number of days (he calculates to be 144) are devoted to fasting (Lenten). He
also quotes one of the Patriarchs of Constantinople recommending to eat kollyba in lent,
a meal made of boiled whole grains of wheat mixed with raisins and pomegranate seeds.?*
In Greece, today this “food”, tied to funerary ceremonies, includes walnuts, sugar and cin-
namon as well. Its (more likely) close relative in Turkey (asure) includes dried fruits and
some legumes. Komana has testified finds for all the ingredients.

Conclusions

The inhabitants of Hamamtepe enjoyed a rich array of plant foods. The most common
finds are, as usual, cereals and legumes. This is not a surprise as these foodstuffs not only
are the basis of nutrition but also they need to be cooked before eaten therefore they have
the highest chance to get carbonised. Cereal consumption is centred on wheat and barley
but other species such as rye and oat are also sporadically used. Rice was possibly a luxury
for the period. For the legumes, lentil is the usual but also peas and even the more
demanding in cultivation chickpea are evidenced. Nigella seeds probably added some
spice in the everyday bread and the same might have been the use of flax seeds even
though the latter may had had many other uses too. Impressive and unique to Komana (to
date) is the variety of fruits and nuts recovered. Would all these considered as evidence for
an elite? Surely, it is evidence for a rich diet but if those people who lived in Hamamtepe
were indeed rich and of a distinguished class is not easy to decide. They could have been
a well off group that had the economic means to buy all these foodstuffs. But they might
as well have been simple farmers who cultivated their own crops and trees. Nevertheless,

even in this last case, they should have owned a large enough land to grow so many crops.
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Fig. 1 Cereals Fig. 2 Oryza sativa

Fig. 3 Cicer arietinum Fig. 4 Nigella sativa

Fig. 5 Celtis sp. Fig. 6 Cornus mas
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Fig. 7a Crataegus sp. Fig. 7b Crataegus sp.
Fig. 8 Punica granatum Fig. 9 Ficus carica

Fig. 10 Cucurbitaceae sp. Fig. 11 Prunus domestica
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Fig. 12 Prunus dulcis Fig. 13a Corylus avellana

Fig. 13b Corylus avellana Fig. 14 Juglans regia

Fig. 15 Juglans regia Fig. 16 Olea europaca
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Fig. 17 Vitis vinifera Fig. 18 Vitis vinifera

Fig. 19 Vitis vinifera Fig. 20 Vitis vinifera

Fig. 21 Vitis vinifera Fig. 22 Triticum aestivum rachis
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Fig. 23 Cereal straw fragments Fig. 24 Fruit tree twigs with buds
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Table 1. HTPO1 Area plant remains counts.

Abbreviations: R = rodent, S = Snake, F=fish, R = rodent, B =large mammal bone fragments, Pp =
puparia, E= egg shell, S = shells, B = bird, Fr = frog, TF = On floor, P = Pit, O = oven, Ou = Oven upper,
Om= Oven middle, Ol = Oven lower, Oa=Oven around, Pi = pithos, Cwp = clay water pipe, L = layer, C
= charred, M = mineralised, WS = Byzantine Workshop Phase, BYZ = Byzantine Church Phase, OTTO =
Ottoman Phase, Pu = Pit upper, Pm = Pit middle, Sc = South corner, Wc = West corner, Ec = East
corner, SW = South-west corner, Sec = South-east corner, NEc = North-east corner, BA = Burnt Area, G
= Grave, Ci = Ceramic inside, Cess = Cesspit
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%
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+ | ¢ 2 %3 | | 3| £ 2 g
Sites O) >4 o = 9 @ n < 4
Period Byz Byz Byz |11-13th | 11-13th | 10th 11th | 8th-11th | 12th-13th
# of samples 77 9 1 14 5 1 ? 19 148 - otto
CEREALS
Hordeum X X X X X X X X
Triticum X X X X X X X X
Secale X X X X
Avena X
Oryza X
Panicum X X
Setaria X X
PULSES
Cicer X X X
Lathyrus X X X X X X
Lens X X X X X X
Pissum X X X X x? X
Vicia faba X X
Vicia ervilia/sp. X X /x X
Trifolium (clover) X X X
Trigonella foenum-graecum X
SPICE/OIL/FIBRE
Nigella sativa X
Coriandrum X

Table 10. Economic plants in Byzantine Anatolia.
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Komana Kazis1 Metal Buluntularindan Bir Grup:
Roliker Haclar

Meryem ACARA ESER*

Abstract

The metal finds which were found in Comana excavations between 2009 and 2013,
show the importance of this site during Byzantine period. In this study, reliquary
crosses were introduced and evaluated. Reliquary crosses were made in casting
technique with bronze and decorated with engraving. On some objects, hollows for
embellishment with colored glass or stones were found. Six reliquary crosses deco-
rated with figures. Two of the figures could be identified, one of them is Mother of
God (Cat. No. 1), and the other one is Saint George (Cat. No. 10). Geometrical
motifs and concentric circles take an important place in their decorations as well as
figures. According to the general features as type and styles, reliquary crosses were
dated between 11% and 12 century.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Roliker, Roliker hac, Bronz, Orta Bizans

Giris

Komana antik kentinde 2009 yilinda baslayan kazi calismalarinda ele gecen ve Orta Bizans
donemine ait veriler sunan buluntular icerisinde metaller zengin bir grup olusturmakta-
dir. Ozellikle téren, takdis ve adak haclari, roliker haclar gibi liturjik objeler, aydinlatma
araclarina ait cesitli ornekler, stis esyalar: bi¢cim ve bezemeleri ile dikkati ¢eker ve yerlesi-
min Bizans donemindeki 6nemine isaret eder. Bu boliimde, metal buluntular icerisinden
on roliker ha¢ tanitilarak degerlendirilmistir.

Hiristiyan inancinda, rolik kiiltii 6nemli bir yer tutar. Rolik, kutsal kisilerin, aziz ve martir-
lerin bedeninden kalan kalintilardir. Bu kisilere temas eden nesneler de rolik olarak
kabul edilmistir. Bu inanisla iliskili olarak roliklerin muhafaza edildigi rolikerler de form

cesitliligi ve bezemeleri ile Bizans el sanatlarinin zengin bir grubunu olusturur.! Rolikler,

* Yrd. Doc. Dr. Meryem ACARA ESER, Cumhuriyet Universitesi, meryemacara@gmail.com

1 Hiristiyanlikta rolik, rolik kualti ve rolikerler hakkinda ayrintih bilgi icin bkz. Aydin 2011; Buschhausen 1971;
Frazer and Cutler 1991, 3: 1782-3; Pitarakis 2006; Taft and Kazhdan 1991, 3: 1779-81.
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4. yizyildan itibaren altin, gtimus, fildisi gibi degerli malzemelerden kutu biciminde
veya tastan lahit biciminde yapilmis rolikerlerde korunmuslardir. Ozellikle, ikonoklas-
mus donemi sonrasina tarihlenen hag¢ bicimli rolikerler tasinabilir, kisisel objelerdir.
Gunumuze ulasan 6rneklerin yogunlugu, yaygin bir kullanim alanina sahip olduklarini
gostermektedir.

Hac bicimli rolikerler, menteseler ile birbirine baglanan icleri oyuk iki hactan olusur. Bu
hac st kolda yer alan aski halkasina gecirilen metal veya deri bir aski ile boyuna asilarak
gogus uzerinde tasinabilir. Miize ve koleksiyonlarda altin ve giumus roliker ha¢ ornekleri
olmakla birlikte malzemede yogun olarak bronz tercih edilmistir. Bronzun dokim teknigi-
ne uygun ve dayanikli bir metal olmas1 bu tercihte 6nem tasimaktadir. Dokium ile elde
edilen kabartma tekniginin yani sira kazima teknigi ile de bezenen orneklerde renkli cam
icin yapilmis yuvalar da gorulebilir. Roliker haglarin tizerine cogunlukla figtrli bezemeler
yapilmistir. Islevi ile iliskili olarak bir yuzunde “Carmihta Isa” tasviri bulunurken, diger
yuzunde orans durusunda Meryem veya bir aziz figtiri, kimi 6rneklerde kol uclarinda incil
yazarlarinin bustleri yer alabilir. Bir grup roliker hacta ise her iki ytizde de geometrik stis-
lemeler ve renkli cam dolgusu icin ayrilmis yuvalar bulunmaktadir.

Katalog

No. 1 Bronz Réliker Hac (Fig. 3-4)
Kazi Env./Buluntu No: 298 / KARP13-HTP01-198
Buluntu Yeri-Tabaka: HTP01-277/613-T08

Olcti: Tam Yik.: 12.2 em, Hac Yiik.: 7.9 cm, Gen.:
5.4 cm, Kal.: 1 cm

Tanim: Saglam durumdaki rolikerin ytzeyi
korozyon nedeni ile kismen tahrip olmustur.

On yiiziinde, kazima teknigi ile yapilmis, orans

durusunda haleli bir figuir tasvir edilmistir. Basinin

uzerinde “MHTHP[ ]XC” harfleri bulunmaktadair.

“Tanr1 Anas1” ve “Isa” kisaltmasinin birlikte

verildigi anlasilmaktadir. Figtir; oval, uzun yuzu, sivri cenesi, yuvarlak gozleri,
duiz bir cizgi halindeki agzi ve kaslari ile birlesik “U” bicimindeki burnu ile stilize
edilmistir. Ayni stilizasyon viicudunda da goruliir. Viicut hatlar: belli olmayan
figaruan giysisi birbirini kesen paralel cizgiler ile eskenar dortgenlere ayrilmistir.
Kollar: belinden iki yana dogru ac¢ilmistir, buiytuk ve stilize ellerinde parmaklar
birer ¢izgi ile belirtilmistir. Ayaklar: birbirine ters yonde iki yana donuktir.

Arka yuzunde; her hac kolunda birer ticgen ile olusturulmus yildiz motifi yer
alir. Hacin merkezinde ve hag kollarinin uclarinda daire bicimli birer yuva
bulunmaktadir. Ozguniinde renkli tas veya renkli cam dolgusu i¢in yapilan
yuvalar gintimiizde bostur.

Tip: Hac Tip IV; Aski Halkas: Tip V1.2 (Fig. 1-2)

Tarih: 11. yuzyil

Yayin: -

2 Pitarakis (2006)’ in tipolojisi esas alinmustir.
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Bronz Réliker Hac (Fig. 5-6)
Kazi Env./Buluntu No: 297 / KARP11-HTP01-338
Buluntu Yeri-Tabaka: HTP01-297/603-T04

Olcti: Tim Yiik.: 10.3 cm, Hac Yuk.: 7.2 cm, Gen.:
5 cm, Kal.: 0.9 cm

Tanim: Saglam durumdaki rolikerin yuzeyi
korozyon nedeni ile kismen tahrip olmustur.

On yuzunde, kazima teknigi ile yapilmis, orans

durusunda haleli bir figtir tasvir edilmistir.

Basinin uzerindeki yazit tahrip oldugundan

cozumlenememistir. Figtir; oval yuzu, oval gozleri,

bitisik ve tek cizgi halindeki kaslari, burnu ve agz ile stilize edilmistir. Ayni
stilizasyon vicudunda da gorular. Vicut hatlar: belli olmayan figirun giysisi
iki kistmdan olusur. Icteki uzun kollu ve ayaklarina kadar uzanan kiyafetinin
uzerinde, boynundan asagiya uzanan ve belden asagisinda ti¢ ha¢ motifi olan
ikinci bir parca (atki / orarion veya epitrakhelion) bulunmaktadir. Giysisi aziz
olmasinin yani sira din adami oldugunu gosterir. Kollar1 belinden iki yana
dogru acilmistir, buiyik ve stilize ellerinde parmaklar birer cizgi ile belirtilmistir.
Ayaklar1 birbirine ters yonde iki yana donuktur.

Arka yuzunde; her ha¢ kolunda birer ticgen ile olusturulmus yildiz motifi yer alir.
Hacin merkezinde daire bicimli bir yuva bulunmaktadir. Ozgtintinde renkli cam
dolgusu icin yapilan yuva giinimuzde bostur.

Tip: Hac Tip I; Aski Halkas: Tip VIII (Fig. 1-2)

Tarih: 11-12. yazyillar

Yayin: Erciyas 2012, 133, Fig. 5; Erciyas 2013, 139, Fig. 12

Bronz Roliker Hag (Fig. 7-8)

Kazi Env./Buluntu No: 297 / KARP13-HTP01-197
Buluntu Yeri-Tabaka: HTP01-277/613-T08

Olcti: Hac Yiik.: 8.1 cm, Gen.: 4.5 cm, Kal.: 0.4 cm

Tanim: Rolikerin bir ytuzu ve aski halkas1 guntimiize
gelebilmistir. Yiizeyi korozyon nedeni ile kismen
tahrip olmustur.

Eserin mevcut ytiziinde, kazima teknigi ile yapilmas,

orans durusunda haleli bir figur tasvir edilmistir. Ask1 halkas1 hacin tizerine
kivrilarak zaman icerisinde butunlesmis ve temizlik ¢alismasi sirasinda da
acilamamistir, bu nedenle figtirtin basinin tizerindeki yazit okunamamistir. Figur;
yuvarlak yuzu, sivri ¢enesi, diiz cizgiler ile yapilmis yuz hatlari ile stilize edilmistir.
Ayni stilizasyon vicudunda da gorulur. Vicut hatlar: belli olmayan figturin
giysisinde, paralel tger sira cizgi ile eskenar dortgenler olusturulmustur. Kollari,
hacin yatay kollarinda, figtirin bedeninden bagimsiz gibi durmaktadir, buiytk ve
stilize ellerinde parmaklar birer ¢izgi ile belirtilmistir. Figtirtin ayaklar1 bu kissmdaki
korozyon nedeni ile gortilememektedir.

Hacin i¢ tarafi 0.3 cm derinliginde oyuktur.
Tip: Hac¢ Tip I; Aski Halkas: Tip VI (Fig. 1-2).
Tarih: 11-12. ylzyillar

Yayin: -
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Bronz Réliker Hac (Fig. 9-10)

Kazi Env./Buluntu No: 456 / KARP13-HTP01-256
Buluntu Yeri-Tabaka: HTP01-277/613-T08

(3191"1: Hac Yiik.: 9 cm, Gen.: 5.2 cm, Kal.: 0.4 cm

Tanim: Rolikerin bir yuzu ve menteseleri
gunumuze gelebilmistir. Iyi durumdadr.

Rolikerin mevcut yuzinde, kazima teknigi ile

yapilmis, orans durusunda haleli bir figtr tasvir

edilmistir, kimligini belirten yazit yoktur. Figtr;

oval, uzun yuzu, sivri ¢cenesi, oval gozleri, gozleri ile birlesik “U” bicimindeki
burnu ile stilize edilmistir. Agiz belirtilmemistir. Ayn1 stilizasyon viicudunda
da gortular. Vicut hatlar: belli olmayan figturtn tst kismi ticgen bicimindedir.
Giysisi bu kisimda yarim daire biciminde cizgiler ile bezenmistir. Giysinin alt
kismui ise, birbirine paralel cizgiler ile eskenar dortgenlere ayrilmistir. Kollar:
belinden iki yana dogru acilmistir, buytk ve stilize ellerinde parmaklar birer
cizgi ile belirtilmistir. Giysinin alt bolimunde farkli bir bezeme var gibi gortinse
de bunlar figirun birbirinin aksi yone donuk ayaklaridir. Hacin ust ve yan
kollarinda kiyafetindekilere benzer geometrik bicimlerle olusturulmus bezemeler
bulunmaktadir.

Hacin i¢ tarafi 0.3 cm derinliginde oyuktur.
Tip: Hac Tip IV (Fig. 1).

Tarih: 11. yuzyil

Yayin: -

Bronz Réliker Hac (Fig. 11-13)

Kazi Env./Buluntu No: - / KARP11-
HTP04-037

Buluntu Yeri-Tabaka: HTP04-
352/678-T06

Olcti: Hac Yiik.: 9.1 cm, Gen.: 5.3 cm,
Kal.: 0.9 cm

Tanim: Rolikerin iki yuzii de gtinimitize
gelebilmekle birlikte baglant1 kisimlar:
dagilmis ve yuzeyi asir1 korozyon nedeni
ile tahrip olmustur.

Rolikerin iki yuztu de kazima teknigi ile bezenmistir. Bir ytizinde, biri hacin
merkezinde digerleri kollarinda olmak uzere ikiser cizgi ile yapilmis yuvarlak
cerceveler icerisinde ic¢ ice dairelerden olusan bezemeler vardir. Bu motiflerin
merkezlerinde de, yatay kollardan birisi disinda birer kiictiik delik yer alir.

Hacin diger yuzunde ise, merkezde ayni motif kollarda ise 0.9 cm ¢apinda birer
yuva bulunur. Renkli taslar icin hazirlanan yuvalar bostur.

Tip: Hac¢ Tip IV (Fig. 1).
Tarih: 10-12. ytzyillar arasi
Yayin: -
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Bronz Roliker Hac

Kazi Env./Buluntu No: 585 / KARP13-HTPO01-335
Buluntu Yeri-Tabaka: HTP0O1-T06

Ol¢ti: Hac Yiik.: 8.2 cm, Gen.: 4.7 cm, Kal.: 0.3 cm

Tanim: Bir yuzt gunumuze gelebilen rolikerin yuzeyi asir1 korozyon nedeni ile
tahrip olmustur.

Tip: Ha¢ Tip I (Fig. 1).
Tarih: -
Yayin: -

Bronz Réliker Hac (Fig. 14-15)

Kazi Env./Buluntu No: 735 /

KARP13-HTP01-435

Buluntu Yeri-Tabaka: HTP0I-T10

Olcii: Hace Yuk. (k): 3.8 cm, Gen.: 5

cm, Kal.: 0.4cm

Tanim: Rolikerin bir yuzi gunumuze

gelebilmistir. Ust kolu tamamen, alt kolunun ise u¢ kism1 eksiktir. Yiizeyi korozyon
nedeni ile tahrip olmustur.

Rolikerin mevcut kisminda kazima teknigi ile yapilmis orans durusunda bir
figurtn govdesi ve kollari, alt kolda ikinci bir figtirtn ytuzu bulunmaktadir. Basi
gunumuze gelemeyen figtirtin tst kismi ticgen bicimindedir ve giysisi egik, paralel
cizgiler ile bezenmistir. Kollar1 belinden iki yana dogru acilmistir, parmaklar:
stilize edilerek cizgiler ile belirtilmistir. Alt kolda yer alan, buist halindeki ikinci
figtir oval, uzun yuz, sivri ¢enesi, nokta halindeki gozleri, kaslari ile bitisik burnu
ve duz bir ¢izgi halindeki agzi ile stilize edilmistir.

Hacin i¢ tarafi 0.2 cm derinliginde oyuktur.

Tip: Ha¢ Tip I (Fig. 1)

Tarih: 10-11. yazyillar

Yayin: -

Bronz Roliker Hag (Fig. 16-17)

Kazi1 Env./Buluntu No: 296 / KARP13-
HTPO01-196

Buluntu Yeri-Tabaka: HTP01-277/613-T08

Olcit: Hac Yik.: 9.5 cm, Gen.: 6.2 cm, Kal.: 0.5 cm
Tanim: Rolikerin bir yuzu guintumuze
gelebilmistir, hafif korozyon tabakasina ragmen
oldukca iyi durumdadair.

Roliker hacin digerlerinden farkli olarak kol

uclari ikiser daire ile sonlanmaktadir. Mevcut yuziinde kazima teknigi ile yapilmis
bir ha¢ motifi ve hacin yuzeyinde paralel, egik cizgiler ile olusturulmus geometrik
bezemeler yer alir. Ayrica, biri hacin merkezinde digerleri kollarinda olmak tizere
0.9 cm c¢apinda birer yuva, bu yuvalarin ortasinda taslar: sabitleyebilmek icin
birer delik bulunmaktadir. Renkli taslar i¢cin hazirlanan yuvalar bostur.

Tip: Hac Tip II (Fig. 1)
Tarih: 11-12. ytzyillar
Yayin: -
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No. 9 Bronz Roéliker Hac (Fig. 18-19)
Kaz1 Env./Buluntu No: - / KARP12-HTP01-719
Buluntu Yeri-Tabaka: HTP01-282/603-T05
(3191"1: Hac Yuk.: 7.6 cm, Gen.: 4.8 cm, Kal.: 1 cm
Tanim: Rolikerin iki ytzu de gunumuze
gelebilmistir, ancak asir1 korozyon nedeni ile
iki ytizey de tahrip olmus ve iki kapak birbirine
kaynamistir. Bir yizunde, yatay kollardan
birisinin yaris1 eksiktir.

Roliker hacin digerlerinden farkli olarak kol uclar1 yarim daire bicimindedir ve
bu kistmlarin iki yaninda disa taskin, kicuk birer yarim daire bulunmaktadir.
Yuzeylerdeki tahribat nedeni ile herhangi bir bezeme veya yazit tespit
edilememistir.

Tip: Hac Tip IX (Fig. 1).
Tarih: 11-12. ytzyillar
Yayin: -

No. 10 Bronz Réliker Hac (Fig. 20-23)
Kazi Env./Buluntu No: 342 / KARP13-HTP03-092
Buluntu Yeri-Tabaka: HTP03-332/583-T04
Ol¢it: Hag Yiik.: 8.8 cm, Gen.: 5.7 cm, Kal.: 0.15 cm

Tanim: Levha halinde iki hac ve iki ha¢t menteseler
yerine birbirine baglayan 1.2 cm genisliginde hac
bicimli levhaya ait parcalardan olusur. Bu 6zelligi ile
kutu bicimini almistir. Haglarin her ikisi de saglam ve
iyi durumdadir ancak birlestiren levhalar birbirinden
ayrilmistir ve eksiktir. Korozyon nedeni ile yuzey
tahrip olmustur.

Her iki hac¢in yuizeyi kazima teknigi ile bezenmistir.

Haclardan birisinin ytizeyinde orans durusunda bir

figiir ve basinin tzerinde “'EOPT'IO(” (Georgios)

yazisi bulunmaktadir. Figur; oval, uzun ytuizu, sivri ¢enesi, oval gozleri, kaslar:
ile birlesik “U” bicimindeki burnu ile stilize edilmistir. Agiz birbirine paralel iki
cizgi ile vurgulanmaistir. Ayni stilizasyon vicudunda da gorular. Vicut hatlar:
belli olmayan figtr, uzun bir giysi ile tasvir edilmistir. Giysinin 6ntinde ¢apraz
cizgilerle olusturulmus eskenar dortgenler ile bezeli bir parca yer alir. Korozyon
nedeni ile olusan tahribat, iki yana a¢ilan kollari, stilize elleri ve ayaklarinin
tamuyle secilmesine engel olmaktadir.

Diger hacin ytzeyi Kat.No. 5 ile benzer bezeme ve diuzenlemeye sahiptir.
Tip: Hac Tip 1 (Fig. 1).

Tarih: 11. yuzyil

Yayin: -
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Degerlendirme

Bugiinkii durum: Komana antik kentinde, 2009-2013 yillar1 arasinda yapilan kazi calismala-
rinda on roliker ha¢ bulunmustur. Bunlardan alti objenin iki parcasi da mevcuttur (Kat.
No. 1, 2, 5, 6,9, 10), déordiintin ise bir yiiziit korunmustur (Kat. No. 3, 4, 7, 8). Yedi 6érnek
korozyon nedeni ile kismen tahrip olmakla birlikte tasvirler tanimlanabilmektedir (Kat.
No. 1, 2, 3, 5,7, 8, 10), bir 6rnek tasvir acisindan en iyi durumdadir (Kat. No. 4), iki 6rne-
gin yuzeyleri tamamen korozyon ile kapli oldugundan tasvir ve yazit gorulememektedir
(Kat.No. 6, 9). Figtrla o6rneklerden ikisinde yazit okunabilir (Kat. No. 1, 10), ikisinde tah-
rip oldugu icin ¢6ztimlenememistir (Kat. No. 2, 3), bir drnekte yazit yoktur (Kat. No. 4),
bir 6rnekte ise hacin tst kolu kirik oldugundan yazit olup olmadig: tespit edilememistir
(Kat. No. 7).

Dort rolikerin aski halkasi glinimuze gelebilmistir (Kat. No. 1, 2, 3, 9).

Hag ve Asku halkas: Tipleri: Hag tipleri cesitlilik gostermekle birlikte Tip I, bes ornekle ilk
sirada yer alir (Kat. No. 2, 3, 6, 7, 10), ti¢ 6rnek Tip IV (Kat. No. 1, 4, 5), birer 6rnek Tip
IT (Kat. No. 8) ve Tip IX (Kat. No. 9) icerisinde degerlendirilmistir (Fig. 1).

Tip I; Gst ve yatay kollar1 birbirine esit Latin haci bicimindedir ve kollar merkezden disa
dogru genislemektedir.

Tip II; Tip I’e benzer, ancak kol uclar1 ikiser daire veya damla motifi ile sonlanir.
Tip IV; Tip I’e benzer, farkli olarak yatay kollar tist koldan kisadir.

Tip IX; Kollar: birbirine esit Yunan hac tipindedir, yarim daire bicimindeki kol uclari iki
yaninda daha kuctk, disa taskin birer yarim daire ile sonlanir.

Aski halkas1 gintimtize kalabilen dort rolikerden ikisinin halkalar1 Tip VI (Kat. No. 1, 3),
bir 6rnegin Tip VIII (Kat. No. 2) ile ayn1 oldugu tespit edilmistir. Bir 6rnegin ise (Kat. No.
9) korozyon nedeni ile aski halkasi tipi belirlenememistir (Fig. 2).

Tip VI; Silindirik bicimli halka ve halka ile mentese kismini baglayan ticgen parcadan
olusmaktadir.

Tip VIII; Ayn1 bicime sahiptir, farkli olarak silindirik bicimli halka merkezde, dikey eksen-
de iki yana uzatilmis ve bir c¢izgi ile vurgulanmistir.

Boyut: Rolikerde hag yiiksekligi 7.2-9.5 c¢m, hag genisligi 4.5-6.0 cm arasinda degismekte-
dir. U¢ 6rnekte hac yuksekligi 7.2-7.9 cm (Kat. No. 1, 2, 9), tic 6rnekte 8.1-8.3 cm (Kat.
No. 3, 6, 10), ti¢ 6rnekte ise 9.0-9.5 cm (Kat. No. 4, 5, 8) arasindadir. Ha¢ genisligi bes
ornekte 4.5-5.0 cm (Kat. No. 2, 3, 6, 7, 9), bes 6rnekte 5.2-6.2 cm (Kat. No. 1, 4, 5, 8, 10)
arasindadir. Boyutlara bakildiginda ytikseklik ile genislik arasinda dogru orantidan, ytik-
sekligin arttikca genisligin de arttigindan so6z edilemez. Bu durumda 6nemli olan, genel-
likle Latin hag¢1 bi¢imi tercih edildiginden alt kolun her kosulda diger kollardan uzun

olmasidir.

Malzeme-Teknik: Tim orneklerin malzemesi bronz olup, tahrip oldugu icin ytzeyleri hak-
kinda fikir edinemedigimiz iki 6rnek (Kat. No. 6 ve 9) disinda sekiz rolikerde bezemelerin
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kazima teknigi ile yapildigi gorulmustir. Dort 6rnekte (Kat. No. 1, 2, 5, 8) renkli cam
dolgusu veya renkli taslar icin yuvalar bulunmaktadir. Ancak cam veya taslar giintimuze

gelememistir.

Bezeme: Bezeme goriilen sekiz roliker hactan alti 6rnekte (Kat. No. 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 10) orans
durusunda birer figtur yer almaktadir. Diger iki 6rnekten Kat. No. 5’in her iki ytztiinde,
Kat. No. 8’in ise guinumuze gelebilen bir yuzinde cizgisel, geometrik motifler gorultr.
Dolayst ile Kat. No. 8’in diger yuziinde geometrik bezemeler olabilecegi gibi, figiir olmasi
da olasilik dahilindedir.

Uslup: Rolikerleri birbirinden farklilastiran en énemli unsur tisluptur. Genel olarak bakil-
diginda, stilize figtirler acisindan birbirleri ve yayinlanmis 6rnekler ile benzerlik gosterseler
de detaylarda farklhiliklar tespit edilebilmektedir. Bu farkliliklar daha cok bas bicimi ve kas,
g6z ve burun gibi ytiz detaylarinda dikkati ceker. Baslarda tu¢ degisik bicim s6z konusudur:
Oval ve uzun bas, sivri ¢cene (Kat. No. 1, 4, 7, 10), oval bas (Kat. No. 2), yuvarlak bas ve sivri
cene (Kat. No. 3). Yz detaylarinda ise; gozlerde iki farkl bicim gorulir: ici bos veya dolu
daire (Kat. No. 1, 7), yatay veya egik oval (Kat. No. 2, 4, 10). Burunlar kaslar veya gozlerle
birlestirilmis “U” biciminde (Kat. No. 1, 4, 7, 10) veya tek c¢izgi halindedir (Kat. No. 2). Bir
ornekte ise (Kat. No. 3) ytiz detaylar1 net bir bicimde gorulememektedir (Fig. 24).

Vucut bicimleri, el ve ayak islenisleri ise birbirine benzerlik gosterir. Farkli olan kiyafetler
ve bezemeleridir. Figtirlerden dordu yuvarlak omuzlarindan ayaklarina dogru dikdortgen
biciminde uzanan kiyafetler icerisindedir (Kat. No. 1, 2, 3, 10). Iki figtirin viicudunun st
kismi ise ticgen bicimindedir (Kat. No. 4, 7), (Fig. 25).

Kiyafetlerde; figrtun bir din adami oldugunu gosteren hach atki disinda (Kat. No. 2),
paralel cizgilerin farkli dizenlenmesi ile olusturulmus eskenar dortgen (Kat. No. 1, 10),
karsilikli yerlestirilmis ticgenler (Kat. No. 3, 4), basak motifine benzer bicimde yerlestiril-
mis karsilikli egik cizgiler (Kat. No. 7) ile yapilmis bezemeler goralmektedir.

Tium orneklerde kollar bel hizasindan iki yana aciktir. Dirseklerine kadar govdeye bitisik
olan kollar dirseklerinden itibaren iki yana ac¢ilmis gibi durmaktadir. Ellerde, basparmak
digerlerinden ayrik olup diger parmaklar uzun ve tek cizgi halindedir (Fig. 26).

Tarihlendirme ve Sonuc:

Roliker haclarin tarihlendirilmesi ikonografi, tislup ve kontekst degerlendirmesi ile yapil-
maktadir. Komana buluntularinin tarihlendirilmesinde, mtize ve koleksiyonlarda bulunan
ve diger kazilarda ele gecen yayinlanmis roliker haclarin yani sira, tslup acisindan benzer
ozellikler gosteren diger el sanati tirtinleri ve resim sanat ile ayn1 kontekstte ele gecen
buluntular dikkate almmustir. Ornekler ayni yiizyillarda benzer tislup 6zelliklerinin tiim

tasvir sanatlarinda gorualdugtina ortaya koymaktadir.

1 no.lu roliker hagn 6n yuzindeki figiirin bas bicimi ve yiiz detaylar1 acisindan en yakin
benzerleri, Turkiye ve Avrupa’da cesitli muze ve koleksiyonlarda bulunan ve 10-11. ytizyil-
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lara tarihlenen érneklerdir.® Figtir tislubu acisindan benzerlik gésteren Royal Ontario
Museum’daki bir téren haci da 11. veya 12. yiizyila tarihlendirilmistir.* Ayrica, Sivas
Arkeoloji Miizesi'nde bulunan ve 11-12. yuzyillara tarihlenen buhurdan tslup a¢isindan
benzerlik gosterir.® Yiiz bicimi, goz ve burun tasviri agisindan benzerlik gosteren, Temple
Gallery’deki roliker hag ise 6-9. ytizyillar arasina tarihlendirilmistir.%

Arka ytizindeki yildizli ve renkli cam/tas icin hazirlanmis bes yuvali dizenlemenin en yakin
benzerleri 11. yazyila tarihlenen, Konya Arkeoloji Miizesi’ndeki takdis ha¢1 ve Toronto’da
bulunan Baskent veya Anadolu kokenli réliker hagta goriilmektedir.” Ayrica, Ankara Anadolu
Medeniyetleri Miizesi'ndeki bir roliker hacta da benzer bir diizenleme bulunmaktadir.®

2 no.lu roliker hagn 6n yuzunde tasvir edilen figirtn yuz bicimi ve elbisesindeki haclh atki
agisindan en yakin benzerleri 11. yiizyila tarihlenen réliker haclarda tespit edilmistir.?
Arka yuzundeki yildiz motifi ve merkezde renkli cam icin hazirlanmis yuva ile olusturulan

dizenlemenin en yakin benzeri 11. ytizyila tarihlenen bir roliker hacta gérﬁlﬁr.lo

3 no.lu roliker hagn uzerinde tasvir edilen figtirtin yiz tipinin benzeri 11-13. ytizyillar arasi-
na tarihlenen, Haltk Perk Koleksiyonu’ndaki bir yuziikte, silindirik boynunun benzeri ise
10-12. yuzyillar arasina tarihlenen, Istanbul Arkeoloji Muzeleri’'ndeki bir roliker hacta
bulunmaktadir.!!

4 no.lu roliker haan Uzerinde tasvir edilen figir uzun, oval yuzu ve sivri cenesi acisindan 1
no.lu roliker haca benzerlik gosterir. Gozleri ile birlesik “U” bicimli burun acisindan ben-

zerleri 6-9. ytizyillar arasina ve 11. ytzyila tarihlenen 6rneklerde tespit edilmistir.1?

5 mo.lu roliker hagn on yuzindeki bezemelerin benzeri 10-11. yazyillara tarihlenen roliker
hacta, arka ytziintin benzeri ise 11-12. ytzyillara tarihlenen réliker hacta goriilmektedir. '

7 no.lu réliker haan st kolu kirikuir. Ha¢in merkezinde bir figtirtin govdesinin tst kismi,
alt kolunda ise bir figtirtin yuzii yer almaktadir. Tim orneklere gore, 6zgiiniinde “Meryem
ve Cocuk Isa” tasvir edilmis olmalidir.1* Ozellikle yatay kollarda bagka btstlerin olmamasi
da bu dustnceyi desteklemektedir. Figur, oval ve uzun yuzu, sivri ¢enesi ile Kat.No. 1 ve
4’e benzerlik gosterir. Nokta bicimindeki gozler 10.-12. ytizyillar arasina tarihlenen, Haltk

Pitarakis 2006, no. 272-3, 281, 340, 468, 470, 476, 480, 484-491, 494, 506, 511, 516.

Cotsonis 1994, 102-103, no. 12.

Acara Eser 2011.

Temple 1990, 95, no. 57. Yayinda yer alan tiim roliker haclar 6.-9. ylzyillar arasina tarihlendirilmistir.
Pitarakis 2006, 158, Fig. 97; 289, no. 332.

Aydin 2003, 32-3, no. 14. Arastirmaci, roliker haclarin tarihlendirilmesinin zor oldugunu, Ankara Anadolu
Medeniyetleri Muzesi’'ndeki haclarin benzerlerinin 8. ytizyil ile 12. ylizyil arasina, oldukca genis bir zaman
dilimi icerisine, 14. No.lu hacin benzerlerinin 5-11. ytizyillar arasinda tarihlendirildigini belirtmistir (Aydin
2003, 36, 40).

9 Pitarakis 2006, 296, no. 351; 306, no. 381; 326, no. 442.
10 Pitarakis 2006, 380, no. 617.
11 Odekan 2007, 130; Odekan 2007, 185.
12 Temple 1990, no. 50; Pitarakis 2006, 311, no. 396; 327, no. 446; 360, no. 549.
18 Pitarakis 2006, 377, no. 607; Pitarakis 2006, 378, no. 612.

14 Meryem ve Cocuk Isa tasvirli roliker haclar icin bkz. Pitarakis 2000 ve 2006. Ornekler genellikle 11-12.
yuzyillara tarihlendirilmistir. Ayrica bkz. Aydin 2003, Abb. 9b.
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Perk Koleksiyonu’'ndaki bir yuziikte, 10-11. ytizyillara tarihlenen bir roliker hacta, nokta
biciminde go6zler, kaslarla birlesik burun acisindan 10-11. ve 11-12. yuzyillara tarihlenen
roliker haclarda gortlir. !5

8 no.lu réliker ha¢ kol uclarindaki ve merkezdeki renkli tas kakma icin yapilmis yuvalar ve
geometrik bezemeler acisindan Katahya Miuizesi'nde bulunan ve 10-12. ytzyillar arasina
tarihlenen bir roliker haca, Baskent ve Anadolu kokenli, 11. ytizyila ve 11-12. yuzyillara

tarihlenen roliker hacglara benzerlik gésterir.16

9 no.lu roliker hag, izerindeki bezemeler gorulemediginden tip acisindan degerlendirilebil-
mektedir. Benzer tipteki kolye ve roliker haclarin tiimtinde bezemeler dokiimle elde edi-
len kabartma teknigi ile yapilmistir. Komana buluntusunda ise kabartma teknigi ile beze-
me yapildigina dair veri yoktur. Roliker hacin bezemesiz olma olasiligi yuksektir. Bu tip,
11-12. yuzyillara tarihlenen 6rneklerde yogun olarak kullanilmistir.'” Ancak, 12- 13. yuzyil-
lara tarihlenen 6rnekler de bulunmaktadir.!®

10 no.lu réliker hag tip acisindan diger rolikerlerden farklidir. Bu tip rolikerler altin-mine
teknigi ile aretilip, bezenen orneklerde gorulur. 9. yuzyila tarihlenen stavrotek boyut ola-
rak 10 no.lu roliker hactan biytiktiir.!¥ 13. ytizyl basina tarihlenen roliker hag ise boyut ve
tip acisindan daha yakin benzeridir.2? Tip agisindan farkli olmakla birlikte bezemeler
diger roliker haclarla kompozisyon ve uslup acisindan benzerlik gosterir. 11. yuzyila tarih-
lenen bir roliker hac¢ ve 11-12. ytizyillara tarihlenen téren hacinin tizerindeki figirler yiz
bicimi, hale, boyun, kas ve goz bicimi acisindan paralel érneklerdir.?! “Georgios”, roliker
haclarda en cok tasvir edilen azizlerden birisidir. Baz1 6rneklerde, 10 no.lu roliker hacta
oldugu gibi bir yuztinde Georgios tasviri, digerinde geometrik bezemeler, baz1 6rneklerde
ise rolikerin bir yiiziinde Georgios, digerinde ise Meryem ve Cocuk Isa tasviri yer alabilir.??

Rolikerin diger ytziindeki bezeme Kat.No. 5’in 6n yuzu ile benzerlik gostermektedir.

Sonug olarak; Komana kazilarinda, Hamamtepe tzerinde yapilan calismalarda bulunan
roliker haclarin bicim ve tslup acisindan 10-12. ytzyillar arasina tarihlendirilen roliker
haclara, tislup acisindan ayni ytzyillara tarihlendirilen bir buhurdana, toren ve takdis hac-
larina, 11. ytizy1l baslarina tarihlendirilen Ihlara Agacalt1 Kilisesi duvar resimlerine benzer-
lik gosterdigi tespit edilmistir. Tim o6zellikler g6z 6nune alindiginda Komana roliker hac-

15 Odekan 2007, 129; Pitarakis 2006, 73, Fig. 48; Pitarakis 2006, 259-264, no. 228, 231-4, 239, 241-7; 107, Fig.
72.

16 Odekan 2007, 247; Pitarakis 2006, 289, n0.331; 295, no.350; 327, no. 447; 335, no.472; 339, no.484; 340,
n0.487; 351, no.521; 354, no.529; 378, no.612.

17 Evans and Wixom 1997, 173, no. 124 A-B; Pitarakis 2006, 237, no.173; 238, no.174-6; 239, no.177-8, 180;
240, no.182-4; 241, no.185; Baran Celik 2011, 57, no.84.

18 Pitarakis 2006, 239, no.179; 240, no.181; 241, no.186.

19 Vatikan, Museo Sacro’da bulunan “stavrotek”in boyutlar1 27x18 cm’ dir. Ayrinuli bilgi icin bkz. Wessel
1967, 46-50, no.7.

20 Washington, D.C., Dumbarton Oaks Koleksiyonundaki réliker hac¢in boyutlart 9.7x6.2 cm’ dir. Ayrintuli
bilgi i¢cin bkz. Evans and Wixom 1997, 174, no.125.

21 Pitarakis 2006, 316, no.412; Odekan 2007, 121.

22 1l.yuzyila tarihlenen Georgios tasvirli bazi roliker hac érnekleri icin bkz. Pitarakis 2006, no.312-5, 318-9,
322, 325, 3279.
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larinin tarihini 11-12. ytizyillar ile sinirlandirmak mamkunddr. I"Jslupta; yuz bicimleri, kas,
g6z ve burun tipleri acisindan farkliliklarin bulunmasi, hag bi¢cimlerinin yaygin roliker hag
bicimleri ile benzerlik gostermesine karsin (Tip I ve IV), yayinh 6rnekler icerisinde daha
az ornegi tespit edilen Tip IX ve Tip II’'nin birer 6rneginin kazi1 buluntular1 arasinda yer
almasi, 10 no.lu roliker hacin bicimi ile diger tiim 6rneklerden farkli olmasi yerel bir tire-
timden soz etmekten ziyade, Orta Bizans Doneminde bolgeye ziyaretci akisini, dolayisi ile
kentte yasamin devam ettigini gostermektedir.??

23 Kaz1 alaninin ve diger buluntularin tarihlendirmesi de roliker haclarin tarihleri ile uyum gostermektedir.
Ayrintil bilgi icin bkz. Erciyas 2013, 138-141.
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Figtir 1 Roliker Hag Tipleri (Pitarakis 2006, 30, Fig. 12)

Figiir 2 Aski Halkas1 Tipleri (Pitarakis 2006, 28, Fig. 10)
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Figtir 24
Roliker haclarda gortlen yuz tipleri
(Kat.No.1,2,3,4,7,10)

Figtr 25
Roliker haclarda gortlen vicut tipleri
(Kat.No.1,2,3,10 ve 4,7)

Figtr 26- Roliker haclarda goriilen el tipleri (Kat. No. 1,2,3,4,7)
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A Medieval Ceramic Assemblage at Komana

Tasha VORDERSTRASSE"

Ozet

Komana antik kentinde 2009 yilindan bu yana yapilan kazilarda Ortacag’a ait cok
kapsaml1 bir seramik korpusu ortaya c¢ikarilmistir. Bu korpus icerisinde 6zellikle
¢6p cukurlarindan elde edilen seramikler guvenilir tarihleme ve tipoloji imkani
sunmaktadir. Bu makalede 12.-13. Yuizyillara tarihlenebilen ve ¢6p cukurlarindan
elde edilen bir grup seramigin 6n calismasi sunulmaktadir. Yapilan bu 6n calisma
Komananm é6zellikle Islami seramiklerin daha iyi anlasilabilmesi ve yalnizca kaliteli
kaplar degil giinltik kullanim ve pisirme kaplart ile ilgili de veri saglanmas1 acisin-
dan 6nemini vurgulamistir.

Keywords: Komana, Byzantine ceramics, Islamic pottery, 12-13th century, Tokat.

Introduction

Investigating medieval material from Komana in the Tokat region provides an opportu-
nity to shed light on an area that has not received much attention hitherto. The central
Black Sea region has largely been neglected, but despite this, shows clear connections with
material that has been found throughout Anatolia. This preliminary report, focusing on a
group of material from a single pit at the site, will hopefully provide a first look at this
important material, its significance in Anatolia as a whole and its connections along the
Black Sea in Georgia, Bulgaria, and the Crimea, as well as form the foundation for future
work on the pottery.! This is an important region because of its position in Anatolia along
one of the connections between Asia and Europe. The site was located along the northern
route along which merchants travelled to Erzurum, Ani, and Tabriz and Central Asia, via
Sivas and Erzurum (or one could go south to Ayas or Baghdad from these cities) or along
the northern coast by sea. It remained an important route into the early 19" century until
the steamer service meant that the city of Tokat fell into decline.?

* Dr. Tasha Vorderstrasse, Oriental Institute, University of Chicago, Chicago USA tkvorder@uchicago.edu

1 The ceramics studied here were recovered from a cess pit (KARP11-HTP01-F34) in 2011, in sector 277/603
of HTP01 on Hamamtepe. For plant data of the pit see chapter 7 in this volume. A catalogue of the drawings
of ceramics have been added to the end of the chapter.

2 Coxe 1802 (first published in 1784), 342; Winfield 1977, 152-4, 163-6; Edwards 1985, 226-7.
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The pottery found in this pit seems to date to the 12" - 13" centuries on the basis of com-
parison with pottery from elsewhere. This means it dates to the time when the region was
under Seljuk and Mongol control. In the 8/9™ centuries AD, the region was an area of
conflict between the Byzantine and Arab armies who were attempting to conquer Anatolia.
It is not until the late 11t century, however, that Islamic rule in the area became entrenched.
In the late 11" - 12" centuries the Danishmendid emirs established strongholds on the
northern roads of Erzurum, Bayburt, Divrigi, and Niksar. Tokat was a Danishmendid city in
the later 11" century and then was controlled by the Seljuks from the 12" century onwards.
It was held between 1250-1257 by the Kastamonu before coming under the Mongol control
as their armies came westwards. Semi-independent rulers then controlled the city.?

Archaeology of Central Anatolia in the Islamic Period

As noted above, the central Black Sea region where Komana has been located has largely
been neglected. Central Anatolia, despite its rich archaeological heritage, has largely
found itself neglected in the overall study of archaeology in the Islamic period in Turkey.
The majority of archaeological excavations that have been published dating to the Islamic
period in Turkey have been in the east, where they have been connected to salvage work
on the Euphrates and Tigris rivers or in Cilicia and the Hatay.* While there have been
excavations in these areas, most notably in the area around Konya at the various Seljuk
foundations, these have yet to be fully published. The majority of the publications on
these sites have focused on the fine ware tiles from the sites, for instance. Other sites,
including Kalehisar,? Alishar Hoyiik® or Kamen-Héyiik?, or surveys, such as the Galatia
Survey®, are both located to the south of the Tokat region while work in Paphlagonia has
uncovered Islamic period remains to the west’. Although Islamic materials have been
found in both these areas, they have not been fully published. While important collections
such as the British Institute of Archaeology at Ankara’s pottery collection online and con-
tain a number of Islamic period collections of pottery from this region, including Komana

(see below), this material has not been systematically studied.

Pottery Types

Komana has a high percentage of glazed pottery to unglazed, which is expected in this
period when glazed pottery production began to expand and become more common-

place. What is less common, however, are some of the very fine ware examples of stone

3 Winfield 1977, 161; Wolper 2003, 48-55.

For more on this, see forthoming article by Vorderstrasse on the archaeology of the countryside in Islamic
Anatolia in the Oxford Handbook of Islamic Archaeology.

Aslanapa 1967.
Riefstahl 1937.
Vroom 2006.
Anderson 2008.

Doonan 2004, 123-158; Matthews, Metcalfe and Cottica 2009, 173; Diiring and Glatz 2010, 210-211; Glatz, C., B.
Diiring, and T. E. Serifoglu with M. Cassis and G. de Boeur 2011, 283-284, 287. See also Izdebski 2012, 59-63.
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paste ceramics, including luster ware and very fine molded stone paste, all of which would
have been extremely expensive to buy at the time. These all point to influence from Iran,
although they may have been produced somewhere in the region, as noted below. Some
of the pottery closely resembles pottery produced in eastern Anatolia, northwest Syria,
and Cilicia, pointing clearly to the fact that the residents of Komana were looking east-
wards for their inspiration in some instances. The particularly finely decorated examples
of pottery are looking to Persian or Seljuk influences rather than those of the Byzantines.
Some of the pottery shows close ties with the rest of Anatolia, the Caucasus, north Syria,
and the Crimea. There are pieces that are similar to Zeuxippus ware and its derivatives,
which was widely distributed throughout the Mediterranean and along the Black Sea coast
by Italian merchants from Constantinople and the Crimea and beyond. Further, deriva-
tives of Zeuxippus were also produced at different sites as well.!? All of the pottery studied
argues for a dating to the 12 /13™ century with connections to material in Anatolia, the
Caucasus, Crimea, and north Syria, with the possibility that some material also dates to the
early 14" century. Komana may have served as a residence for the wealthy elite of Tokat,
as it certainly had wealthy elite residents who could buy expensive luxury products.

The pottery from the pits seems to be fairly typical of assemblages of the 12" /13" centu-
ries found throughout Anatolia, north Syria, and the Caucasus. Many of the pieces are
decorated with sgraffiato decoration, and this is also typical.!! The material is not surpris-
ingly related to the 12" /13™ century material collected from Tokat and Komana in the
British Institute of Archaeology collections.!? The collection of material from Komana
includes material from the 12"/13™" century, including polychrome as well as mono-
chrome pottery (including one yellow glaze piece with sgraffiato decoration, see discus-
sion below), in addition to what appears to be a 16th century Ming dynasty Chinese sherd
(perhaps from a tea cup) and what appears to be a piece of Chinese porcelain of unclear
date.!® It is currently unclear who collected these sherds or when they did so.

Glazed Pottery

The site is characterized by a number of pit deposits that were filled with medieval pottery.
One of the most interesting of these is the “Green pit,” a cess pit that was discovered filled
with a variety of different objects, including pottery. Not surprisingly, it is clear that there
was mixing when the pit was dug into earlier contexts as the presence of pottery from the
older levels of settlement suggests. The glazed pottery primarily consists of decorated and
undecorated bowls that probably would have been used in dining, as well as various cook-
ing vessels (Figs. 1, 2, 3). The glazed pottery consists of green and yellow glazed pottery

10 There is an extensive bibliography on Zeuxippus ware. For a summary of the Zeuxippus ware finds in
Anatolia see Bohlendorf Arslan 2004, 125-131. For a discussion of the trade of Zeuxippus ware see
Dimopoulos 2009, 189.

11 Vorderstrasse 2005a, 2005b.

12 These photographs are available online at the British Institute of Ankara’s website. See http://www.biaatr.
org/collections/image.php?lang=&id=2110 (Tokat); http://www.biaatr.org/collections2/site.php?id=287
(Komana, described in the database as being from Commana Pontica).

13 Until these pieces are examined in person it is not possible to make more detailed statements about them.
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(sometimes with the exterior of the vessel in one color and the interior in another), which
should not be considered surprising. The glazed pottery is white slipped with the addition
of green or yellow glaze. Green glaze, which is made from copper oxide, and yellow glazed
pottery, made from iron oxide, are some of the most common glazed pottery colors in the
medieval period and typical of medieval pottery in Anatolia (see discussion above). The
forms of the glazed pottery include straight sided bowls as well as ledge-rim bowls which
are common in both monochrome and polychrome glaze pottery from this period. Some
of pottery is decorated with sgraffiato decoration that would have been incised in the pot-
tery with a thin pointed instrument, in addition to champlevé decoration where more of
the slip has been removed and gouged out, rather than simply incised. Other pieces have
been decorated with slip trailed decoration on the exterior. While it is common in many
types of glazed pottery to have the white slip from the interior of the pot to drop over the
side of the exterior, in these instances the slip has been deliberately applied in the form of
patterns. Such slip pattern decoration is found elsewhere in Anatolia dating to this period,

including at sites such as Kalehisar.'*

It is unclear how much of the pottery was produced locally or in the area around the site.
The presence of tripod stilts in the excavations and a few wasters points to the presence of
local pottery production. Some of the exceptional pieces may have been imported from
elsewhere or may be special commissions by individuals living at the site. The majority of
the ceramics from the Green pit are pottery, but there is one piece of stone paste which is
very fine. Stonepaste ceramics were probably imported from elsewhere although they may
have been made in Tokat or brought from further away. This particular piece of stone-
paste is very thin, suggesting it was well made and stonepaste of high quality.

One of the most interesting pieces from the Green pit is this yellow-glaze bowl which has
a human figure in it made with sgraffiato decoration, standing, holding a flower in either
hand, which forms the border around the bowl (Fig. 4). Such human figures incised on
pottery occur at sites, but are not extremely common. This is in contrast to Seljuk wall
tiles, where they appear in large numbers.!®> The design of the bowl is similar to tiles
found at Seljuk palaces dating to the late 12" /early 13" centuries. It is common to find
figures sitting between flowers or occasionally holding the flowers as well.!% In some cases,
the depiction of the flower in both the tile and the bowl is identical.!” None of the figures
on the tiles, however, have sleeves that are similar to those depicted on this standing fig-
ure. Further, the figures are usually sitting rather than standing. Nonetheless, it seems
suggestive that the style is closely related and argues that the pottery dates to the begin-
ning of the 13th century. These types of figures drawn in sgraffiato on monochrome pot-
tery are attested elsewhere in central Anatolia at Kalehisar, Amasya Museum of unknown
provenance, and Masathoytuk near Tokat as well as further afield at Konya. Another piece
is from a village near Alaca. The fragment from Masathoyuk is perhaps of the most inter-

14 Aslanapa 1965, Kleurenplaat 1. 1-2.

15 Bakirer 1980, 216.

16 Arik 2000, Figs. 182-4, 188-192; Arik 2008, 273, 275, 314-6, 394, figs. 221, 303-8.
17 Arik 2008, 374-5, figs. 399, 401, 405.
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est because it is found in the same region around Tokat as the piece from Komana. It was
not found in archaeological excavations, however, but by villagers. In addition, pottery of
this type is attested at Cherson in the Crimea, the Caucasus, and eastern Anatolia.!8 The
fact that this figure closely resembles the Konya tiles in some respects makes it clear that
Seljuk elite art spread down to less expensive materials. This should not be considered
surprising and has been observed elsewhere. What are interesting are the implications of
this influence. Seljuk art clearly spread from sites such as Konya to the rest of Anatolia,
where it influenced and affected the art produced for middling and lesser elites.

In addition to exceptional figural pottery from the pit, there was also the more common
types of decorated glazed pottery that are decorated with geometric and floral designs. Some
of this pottery is decorated with incised bands that were probably made with a compass,
pseudo-Arabic inscriptions, and floral decoration. The sgraffiato decoration decorates both
the inside and outside of the pottery in some cases. The pottery is similar to what is in the
British Institute of Ankara collection of material from Tokat.!¥ Even though this pottery was
clearly simpler than more elaborately decorated types, it was still valued by its users. One of
these pieces was repaired and continued to be used after it was initially broken.

In addition, one bowl from the Green pit is also decorated with a bird, which is the most
popular type of figural decoration on medieval sgraffiato pottery (Fig. 5) This bird, in
contrast to many examples, was drawn so it was on the side of the vessel’s interor, rather
than on the bottom of the interior, so that it could be seen only once the vessel was large-
ly empty. In this it closely resembles a piece in the Istanbul Archaeological Museum, pos-
sibly from Aksaray (inv. no. 82.20). Further, it is not only the position of the bird on the
interior of the bowl that makes it similar to the Tokat example, but also the manner of its
decoration, which is made with both sgraffiato and champlevé decoration. The bowl that
may be from Aksaray depicts a seated man holding what appears to be a large flower and
bird next to him. The birds have both been made in a very distinctive manner: the major-
ity of the bird’s body has been carved away, leaving it a brown color from the yellow glaze
being applied directly onto the body of the pot rather than onto the slip, which makes the
pot yellow in color. The only part of the bird that where the slip was left is the wing, and a
rectangular area from around the eye of the bird to the back of its head. While the two
pieces are clearly made by different potters, this very distinctive form of decoration sug-
gests that they were made by related workshops. The bird also closely resembles another
piece from the Cherson excavations, depicting a man on a horse with the bird on his arm,
apparently some sort of falcon. The close similarity between this piece and pieces in a sim-
lar style from Asia Minor led Oney to suggest it was a Seljuk import.20 The photograph
that has been published of the bowl makes it difficult to see the bird’s head very well, but
itis generally similar in type to the other two. This also suggests that the bird from Komana
was originally part of a larger composition, which is also suggested by fact that there is a
design next to the bird that has since broken away.

18 Oney 1981, 118-122, Figs. 3-6, 7, 9-10, 14, 17-20.

19 This material is in the British Institute of Archaeology in Ankara see: http://www.biaatr.org/collections/
image.phprlang=&id=2110.
20 Takobson 1950, 205-206, Taf. XXXI. 127; Talbot Rice 1965, 214-215, Fig. 22; Oney 1981, 118.
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The coarse ware from the site is primarily made from red fabric with red slip, which is
again common throughout Anatolia and the south Caucasus as a general type. At Komana,
the main type of red slip red ware consists of storage jars and cooking pots, some with
obsidian and others with mica inclusions, as well as red and white wares with molded and
applied decoration. These were probably used for storing water or other beverages on the
table. The cooking pots were not necessarily made to last, such as cooking pots that were
made from a very friable gritty fabric with white inclusions that would have been very frag-
ile (Fig. 6). These were clearly not built to last and were extremely burned, suggesting
they had come into close contact with cooking fires. Other cooking wares were made with
so much mica that the pottery appeared extremely shiny. The white wares at Komana are
of a common type that had their origins in the Sasanian period and spread throughout
the Middle East in the Early Islamic period. It is another indication of the fact that the
pottery of Komana is looking towards the Islamic world. But in the Green pit, only a few
white wares are attested. In addition to storage jars and cooking pots, and those for use at
the table. Those found at Komana included not only cooking pots themselves, but also
lids (Fig. 7). There are two types of lids attested in the pit and these are of types that are
found throughout Anatolia and the south Caucasus: those with strap handles and those
with knob handles. Similar lids to those from the Green Pit are attested in eastern Anatolia,
such as at the sites of Asvan Kale and Taskun Kale. Some of the knobs in the Green pit
have also been decorated with incised designs.?! While there are certainly connections
with coarse wares elsewhere, many of the shapes and types remain unique and must be
studied further in order to determine which are contemporary with the glazed pottery
and which may date to an earlier period.

Pottery from Komana in Context

It is likely that most food was eaten from glazed ceramics. There are also some glazed bottles
as well as red slip red ware and white ware vessels that were used for liquids. In terms of wine
and water (or other beverages), the majority seems to have been drunk from unglazed con-
tainers. There are only a few glazed pieces that might be bottles thus far attested. In addi-
tion, the only lamp so far attested is glazed not unglazed. In addition to the vessels that
would have been used in dining, there was also coarse ware pottery from the pits that would
have been used as storage jars, food preparation jars and bowls, as well as cooking pots. The
storage of foodstuffs was necessary in Anatolia because plants were not cultivated all year
round and were consumed in the winter. These would have been stored in jars, in addition
to pits and cellars. The goods would have been stored in a variety of ways to prevent spoil-
age, including pickling, drying, ice, and the use of spices as preservatives.??

The cost of fuel meant that the cooking of food was more expensive than one might initially
imagine. More wealthy individuals cooked at home on stoves and in ovens, but the poor
tended to buy food at markets or use a public oven, since market food was seen to be of poor

21 Mitchell 1980, 221, Fig. 15 (1301); Mc Nicoll 1983, 153, Fig. 72.195.
22 Trépanier 2014, 67-68.
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quality.?3 The fact that pots from Komana came into direct contact with flames from cooking
is evident from the fact that many have been blackened by fire. Cooking pots were probably
not particularly long lived due to the fact that they were used intensively. Further, some reci-
pes called for new pots, arguing that it was convenient to have new pottery close to hand.?* At
Komana, there is limited evidence for the production of glazed pottery at the site and it is
likely that coarse wares were also produced either at the site or somewhere in the vicinity.

The pots were clearly of various shapes and sizes at Komana because they would have had
different functions in preparing different types of foods. It was considered very important
to cook with a pot in the size of dish specified in a recipe since to do otherwise could ruin
the dish. Large pots were needed to make beef stews, porridge, grains, and dishes that
would then be simmered in the oven, while medium pots were used for bird stews, white
stews and other delicate meat dishes. The cooks apparently used small pots for fried dish-
es, braised meat, and generally dishes made in small quantities.?> Some dishes were also
used for food preparation, rather than for cooking and this included using plain green
glazed ware bowls as storage jars for medicines.?® Therefore, we cannot assume that all the
glazed pottery found at Komana was in fact for dining. Some of the less decorated exam-
ples may have been used in food preparation or storage contexts.

The lids found at the site would have been used at various stages of cooking. The purpose
of the lid was to prevent the food from being contaminated while it was cooking, as well as
to prevent flies from falling into it after it had been cooked or to keep a dish warmed.?’
Lids were also used on pots to cook a variety of foods, including cakes or stews,?® and they
were also used to cover ovens when they were used to bake bread, cookies, and cakes.??
Bakirer, in her discussion of such lids from Korucutepe, suggests that they would have
covered deep cooking vessels but does not offer any evidence for this.*’ Some of these ves-
sels that were used to prepare meals and then covered with a pot would have been served
directly from the stew pot rather than into a specific serving bowl. Diners would have then
eaten either from a communal bowl or used individual servings.?! The relatively small
glazed bowls from the Green pit argues that these individuals were eating from individual
servings or perhaps eating a variety of dishes in small bowls that were served to everyone.

While many of the conclusions about cooking comes from a cookbook that dates to 10th
century Baghdad, it documents a long lived cuisine that can be found throughout the
Islamic world from India to Spain and therefore can be used to better understand the
context of such cooking pots and lids found at Komana.?? Nevertheless, it is important to

23 Nasrallah 2007, 35-47; Ibn Warraq 2007, 416; Lewicka 2011, 118.

24 Tbn Warraq 2007, 205.

25 Waines 2003, 575; Ibn Warraq 2007, 84, 88.

26 Ibn Warraq 2007, 198, 232-3, 376, 415-6, 585, 779; Ibn Warraq 2007, 443-4.

27 TIbn Warraq 82, 273; Nasrallah 2007, 37.

28 Ibn Warraq 192, 279, 415; Nasrallah 2007, 37.

29 Ibn Warraq 2007, 88, 119-121, 416, 420, 427.

30 Bakirer 1980, 190.

31 Ibn Warraq 2007, 273, 276, 480; Nasrallah 2007, 27; Lewicka 2011, 191, 193, 429.
32 Nasrallah 2007, 27.
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keep in mind that the advent of the Turkic peoples in the Middle East did alter the cui-
sines of the different cultures in the Middle East with whom they came into contact. One
example is rice pilafs that were popular throughout the Middle East, but particularly for
the Turkic groups. Pilafs do not appear in the 10th century Baghdad cookbook, but rather
this seems to have been an innovation that occurred later when the Turks appeared in the
Middle East.??

The glazed pottery at the site argues for at least some of the individuals living at Komana
to have been fairly wealthy. It is likely that even the less well off had access to good food
and those dishes that were popular with the elites were also enjoyed by others in the com-
munity. Nevertheless, there are clear differences between the various classes, since the
more wealthy would have been able to afford spices, honey, and more expensive cuts of

meat.>* Spices that had already been processed would have been stored in glass jars.?®

Conclusion

This initial look at the pottery from the site of Komana demonstrates that it is an impor-
tant site that adds to our knowledge of Anatolia in the Islamic period. As noted in this
article, the fact that the Islamic pottery of central Anatolia is rarely published means that
the site of Komana is that much more important to our understanding of pottery in this
period. Further, it allows us the opportunity to study not only glazed pottery and its rela-
tionship to Seljuk art in Anatolia in general, but also cooking pots, storage jars, and other
coarse wares. The site of Komana was clearly fairly rich and at least some of its inhabitants
had access to pottery that would have been in the height of fashion at the time. The mate-
rial from the Green pit is particularly interesting due to the light it sheds on the consump-
tion patterns of the population at Komana. The population in this period seems to have
largely eaten out of small bowls that show connections to pottery from Anatolia, the
Caucasus, and Cherson. The influence of Seljuk art can be seen in the standing figure
holding the flowers which has close ties to material from Konya, and a fragmentary piece
of a bird has close connections to a piece that may be from Aksaray (as well as another
from Cherson). As the pottery from Komana continues to be studied in detail, it will con-

tinue to shed light on what is an understudied period in Anatolian archaeology.

33 Buell and Anderson 2010, 68-72. For a discussion of grains among the early Turkic peoples see Perry 2010.
34 Waines 2003, 574-5; Nasrallah 2007, 34.
35 Ibn Warraq 2007, 87.
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Fig. 1 Glazed fineware from cesspit (F34), KARP11-HTP01-093

Fig. 2 Glazed fineware from cesspit (F34), KARP11-HTP01-093

Fig. 3 Glazed fineware from cess pit (F34), KARP11-HTP01-093
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Fig. 4 Bowl, with human figure standing, holding Fig. 5 Bowl with a bird from cesspit (F34),
a flower in each hand, from cesspit (F34), KARP11-HTP0O1-093
KARP11-HTP01-093

Fig. 6 Cookingware from cesspit (F34), KARP11-HTP01-093

Fig. 7 Lids from cesspit (F34), KARP11-HTP01-093
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Komana’daki Bizans Donemine Ait Duvar Resimleri

Nilay CORAGAN KARAKAYA"

Abstract

An assemblage of fresco fragments were revealed from the debris of a 11-12th cen-
tury middle Byzantine church at Komana, Tokat, during the 2013 exacavations.
While there were no frescoes recovered in situ attached to a wall, every single piece
was carefully collected by the team members. In this paper figures that were identi-
fied among the thousands of fresco fragments are studied.

Anahtar kelimeler: Komana, Tokat, Bizans, 11-12. yy, kilise, duvar resimleri / fresk,
secco teknigi.

Giris
Tokat merkez ilceye bagli, Giimenek Koyt Hamamtepe Mevkii’ndeki Komana antik ken-
tinde bulunan Bizans donemine ait kilisede yapilan kazilarda, kilisenin duvar resimlerine

ait cok sayida fragman ele gecmistir. Bu fragmanlar figtrli, geometrik ile bitkisel bezeme-
li ve kitabeli olmak tizere ti¢ ayr1 grup halinde incelemek mtumkinddr.

Figuirlt Fragmanlar

Bu gruptaki en yogun onekleri sahne ya da tek figurlere ait yuzler olusturur. (Fig. 1-13)
Fragmanlarda cepheden, ya da dortte ti¢ profilden tasvir edilmis figtrlerin ytizleri vardir.
Bu orneklerde acik sar1 ten renkli yazlerde badem bicimi goézler, ince-uzun burun ve
kucuk agiz kizil kahve konturlarla olusturulmustur. Orneklerin cogunda gozlerin ust boli-
mu ile kaslar siyah kalin hatlarla belirginlestirilmistir. Baz1 6rneklerde gozlerin alt ve st
konturlar i¢ ve dis koselerde birlesmemekle birlikte, goz kapagi ve goziin altindaki torba
kizil kahve yuvarlak hatlarla vargulanmistir. Ayrica goéz kapaklarinin alt boltiimtinua olustu-
ran hat, dis kosede yukar1 dogru hafif kivrilmaktadir. Gozlerde koyu kizil kahve goz bebek-

* Prof. Dr. Nilay Coragan Karakaya, Erciyes Universitesi, Edebiyat Fakultesi, Sanat Tarihi Bolim1.
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lerinin ig¢i siyah kiictiik dairelerle belirlenmistir. Ince-uzun burun altta yuvarlak bir hatla
sonlanarak iki yanda yarim yuvarlak burun kanatlarina sahiptir. Haleler koyu sar1 olup
dista kalin siyah ve ince beyaz bir hatla ¢evrelenir. Baz1 6rneklerde halelerin beyaz oldugu
gorulur. Yuzlerde 151k, acik sar1 ten tizerine beyaz uzun fir¢ca darbeleri ile yapilmistir.
Saclarda cizgisel ve detayci anlatim vardir. Sa¢larda hacim, birbirine paralel hatlarla veril-
mistir. Fragmanlardan edinebildigimiz sinirli aslup verileri, ayni uslup 6zelliklerinin
Goreme Tokali Yeni kilisede uygulandigini gésterir.! Ayrica 11. yy tarihlenen Géreme
Meryem Ana Kilisesi (n0.33), Tagar Trikonchos ile Nigde Gumusler Manastir kilisesinde-
ki duvar resimlerinde figiirlerin yuzlerindeki tslup 6zellikleri Komana ile paraleldir.?

Fragmanlardaki yuzlerin portre 6zellikleri figurleri tanimamiza yardimci olmaktadir.
Fragmanlardan biri, muhtemelen Hodegetria Meryem tasvirine ait cocuk Isa figiiradiir.
(Fig. 1) Bu fragmanda ¢ocuk Isa’nin hach halesi ile sacsiz basi dikkati cekmektedir.
Basinda ta¢ olan ve dortte ¢ profilden tasvir edilen iki erkek figtra ise muhtemelen
Anastasis (Isa’nin Cehenneme Inisi) sahnesine ait Tevrat peygamberleri olmalidir. (Fig.

6-7)

Bu gruba ait 6rneklerden bir kacinda el tasvirleri bulunmaktadir. (Fig. 14-16) Koyu mavi
fon uzerinde kizil kahve hatlarla yapilmis ince-uzun parmaklar iki boyutludur. (Fig. 14-15)
Diger bir 6rnekte ise el ve parmaklar bir 6nceki 6rnegin aksine tonlamalarla olusturul-
mus, hacimli tasvir edilmistir. (Fig. 16) 2014 yilinda yapilan calismalarda bulunan diger
kiliseden ele gecen bir fragmandaki el tasviri de diger 6érneklerde oldugu gibi ortak tslup
ozellikleri icerir. (Fig. 24) Anitsal resim sanatindaki aym tslup 6zellikleri gosteren eller,
genellikle 11. yy’la tarihlenmektedir.

Figurlu tasvirlerin bulundugu fragmanlardan birinde, cennetin bek¢i meleklerinden;
kerubim ve serafimlerin kanatlarina ait boyamalar gérulmektedir. Kizil kahve kanatlarda
siyah hatlarla yapilmis cok sayida gozler dikkati ceker. (Fig. 17) Dolayisiyla duvar resimle-
rine ait fragmanlar arasinda bu meleklere ait parcalarin da yer almast, kilisenin apsis yarim
kubbesinde Apokaliptik Teophany (Diinya Hakimi Isa) sahnesinin olabilecegini distind-
rur. Sahnenin apsis yarim kubbesinde yer aldig1 6rnekler erken déonemlerden itibaren
gortilmekle birlikte 9-10. yy’larda yayginlasir.?

Bu gruba ait 6nemli 6rneklerden biri de kus tasvirli fragmandir. (Fig. 18) Mavi fon tizerin-
deki kusun basi ve kanatlar1 kismen gorulebilmektedir. A¢ik mavi renkteki kusun uzun
boynu ile profilden tasvir edilmis yuvarlak basi vardir. Basinda buytik yuvarlak siyah g6z
ve sivri gagasi dikkati ¢ceker. Basinin tizerinde ise sar1 boyamalar bulunur. Kusun kanatlar
birbirine paralel siyah ve beyaz paralel hatlarla olusturulmustur. Figiur, Mujde ile Vaftiz
sahnelerinde gortlen ve kutsal ruhu simgeleyen gtivercin tasvirlerine benzememektedir.
Dolayisiyla figtiran Incilci Yahya’'nin simgesi kartal olmasi muhtemeldir. Fragmanin Incil
yazarlarinin sembollerini iceren Teophany sahnesine ait olabilecegi dusunulebilir.

1 Jolivet-Levy C. La Cappadoce Médiévale, images et spiritualité, Paris 2001, pl.39.
2 Restle,M. Byzantine Wall Painting in Asia Minor, Recklinghausen. 1969, III, res..356-358; Jolivet-Levy 2001,
pl. 63, 65,67 (Goreme Meryem Ana), pl.119-120 (Nigde Guimusler).

3 Teophany sahnesi icin bkz. Lafontaine-Dosogne,]. “Teophanies-Visions Auxquelles Participent les Prophetes
Dans L’art Byzantin Apres la Restauration des Images” Synthronon (1968),135-143.
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Yukarida bahsettigimiz meleklerin kanatlarina ait fragmanlar ile bu 6rnek, kilisenin apsis
yarim kubbesinde Teophany sahnesinin olabilecegine dair kanitlardir. Ayrica Komana’daki
ile benzer 6zelliklere sahip kus tasvirleri, Naksos’daki Hagia Kiriaki kilisesi duvar resimle-
rinde goriilmektedir.*

Bitkisel ve Geometrik Bezemeli Fragmanlar

Bu gruba ait fragmanlarda beyaz ve koyu sar1 fon tizerine kizil kahve ya da siyah hatlarla
spiral, ytirek motifleri olusturan stilize kivrik dallar bulunmaktadir. Bu tir motifler genel-
likle sahnelerde yer alan figtirlerin ya da tek aziz, martir ve piskopos gibi figurlerinin elbi-
selerinde gorulmektedir. Stilize kivrik dallarin olusturdugu bu bitkisel bezemeler, anitsal
resim ile el yazmalar1 6rneklerinde genellikle 11-12. yy’larda yogun olarak tasvir edilmis-
tir.? Ayrica baskent kaynakli ayn1 doneme tarihlenen seramikler tizerindeki bezemelerde
de ayn1 motiflere rastlanmaktadir.®

Bitkisel motiflerle birlikte, ayn1 fragmanlar tzerinde beyaz kiictik daire motiflerinden olu-
san inciler, balik sirti motifleri ile birbirine paralel hatlardan olusan geometrik motifler
bulunmaktadir. Bu motifler de figtirlerin elbiselerine ait tasvirlerdendir.

Kitabeli Fragmanlar

Bu grup, duvar resimlerine ait fragmanlar arasindaki en yogun grubu olusturur. Genellikle
beyaz fon tizerinde siyah hatlarla yapilmis harfler bulunmakla birlikte okunabilir yazit

gunumuze gelememistir.

Teknik

Resimler secco tekniginde yapilmistir. Siva, kire¢ ve saman karistmi olarak hazirlanmistir.
Kirec, sikistiric1 olarak kum, saman tozu ile kesilmis saman ¢opu, kendir ve kitik icerir.
Resimlerde kullanilan toprak renkler; siyah, beyaz, kizil kahve (demiroksit), acik mavi ile
grimsi koyu mavi, koyu sar1 (ocker) ve zeytin yesilidir. Beyaz ve siyah ile renklerin koyu,
acik tonlar: elde edilir. Kire¢ beyazi yaygin olarak ten ile elbise tizerindeki 1siklarda ve
kitabelerde, karbon siyahi ise konturlar ile kitabelerde kullanilmistir. Siyah, beyazla karis-
trildiginda grimsi mavi elde edilmistir. Yogun olarak kullanilan kizil kahve, tasvirleri sinir-
layan seritler, konturlar, ten ve elbiselerde gorulur. Kilisenin resimlerinde genellikle mat

4 Chatzidakis,M. Byzantine Art in Greece, Naksos, Athen 1989, 61, pl.6.

5 Restle 1969, II, res. 177 (Goreme Elmal Kilise), res.207 (Goreme Carikli Kilise), ITI, res.385 (Susumbayiri, H.
Theodoros Kilisesi), res.423 (Sovis Sahinefendi Kirkmartir Kilisesi); Talbot Rice , D. The Church of Hagia
Sophia at Trebizond. Edinburg, 1967, ¢iz.124 (Trabzon H.Sophia);.El yazma 6rneKkleri icin bkz. Lazarev,V.
Storia Della Pittura Bizantina, Torino 1967, res. 232-233,251 (Paris Ulusal kitiphanesindeki Ioannes
Krisostomos Homilyesi ile Roma Vatikan kiitiiphanesindeki Incil (Urb.gr.2)).

6 Sigrafitto tekniginde stilize kivrik dallarin bezendigi seramikler icin bkz. Hayes , J.W. Excavations at
Sarachane in Istanbul. II, New Jersey 1992, Lev 7b,10a, 11e; Vogt, C. “Technologie des ceramiques Byzantines
a glacure d’epoque Comnene.” Cahiers Archeologiques , 41(1993), 100b,101a,b; Spieser , J. M. Die
Byzantinische Keramik aus der Stadtgrabung von Pergamon. New York.1996, Lev.47, 438; Maquire, E. D.
Keramik Arts of Everyday Life. (ed.Evans, Wixom, The Golory, 1997), New York, 1997, 259-260.
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olan grimsi mavi, 11-12. yy’1n anitsal resimlerinde sik kullanilan renklerden biridir. Azurite
olarak adlandirilan mavi, arka fonda siyah zemin tizerinde ve elbiselerdedir. Koyu sar1
ocker, figurlerin halelerinde, beyazla karisimdan olusan ten renginde ve elbiselerdedir.
G0z ve kaslar, burun, agiz, kulaklar kizil kahve hatlarla verilmistir. Yizlerdeki bu kizil
kahve hatlar genellikle 10. yy’dan itibaren yogun olarak gérﬁlﬁr.7 El ve ayaklarda ana renk
acik saridir. Konturlar kizil kahve ve siyah hatlarla olusturulmustur. Genelde sar1 halelerin
konturlarinin icte siyah, dista beyaz oldugu gorulur.

Komana antik kentinde bulunan kiliselerde ele gecen duvar resimlerine ait fragmanlarin
sinirh 6zellikleri, resimlerin 11. yy icinde degerlendirilebilecegini gosterir. Kentte yapilan
arkeolojik arastirmalarda, Bizans donemine ait kiictik buluntularin da bu yuzyil icinde
degerlendirilmesi, 6nerdigimiz tarihlemeyi desteklemektedir.®
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Fig. 1 Figurli fragman; Cocuk Isa. Fig. 2 Figurlu fragman; Azize.
Fig. 3 Figurlu fragman. Fig. 4 Figurlu fragman.
Fig. 5 Figurla fragman. Fig. 6 Figurli fragman; Tevrat

peygamberi (?).
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Fig. 7 Figurla fragman; Tevrat peygamberi (?). Fig. 8 Figurlu fragman.

Fig. 9 Figurla fragman; Meryem (?). Fig. 10 Figtrli fragman.

Fig. 11 Figtrli fragman. Fig. 12 Figtrli fragman.
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Fig. 13 Figurli fragman. Fig. 14 Figurla fragman; el tasviri.

Fig. 15 Figurli fragman; el tasviri. Fig. 16 Figurla fragman; el tasviri.

Fig. 17 Figurla fragman; melek (?). Fig. 18 Figtrl fragman; kus tasviri.
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Fig. 19 Bitkisel bezemeli fragman. Fig. 20 Bitkisel bezemeli fragman.
Fig. 21 Bitkisel ve geometrik bezemeli fragman. Fig. 22 Bitkisel ve geometrik bezemeli fragman.
Fig. 23 Kitabeli fragman. Fig. 24 2014 yilinda bulunan kiliseye ait figtrla

fragman; el tasviri.
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Komana Orta Bizans Donemi Canak Comlekleri
Uzerine Arkeometrik Arastirmalar

Mehmet Bilgi ER, Gililay ERTAS™

Abstract

The archaeological excavations in Komana unearthed the primary signs of local
pottery production. This study aims to get more information for the local pottery
production and distribution in Komana during the Middle Byzantine Period (12 —
13th AD) using archaeometrical techniques (thin section analysis, XRD, ICP-OES
and MS). In this paper, thin section analysis is discussed. Preliminary results indi-
cate that at least three different raw materials might be used for glazed pottery and
cooking pots production in the Middle Byzantine Period in Komana.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Bizans Donemi, canak-comlek, arkeometri, ince kesit analizi,
hammadde kaynak analizi

Giris

Arkeolojik yerlesimlerde cok sayida bulunan arkeolojik kanitlardan birisi olan ¢anak ¢6m-
lek parcalar yerlesimin ve gecmiste yasanmis insan aktivitelerinin anlasilmasina yardimci
olan 6nemli bilgiler icermektedir. Bu bilginin uretilmesinde arkeometrik yontemler

onemli yer tutmaktadir. Bu yontemler dogru ve esash bir sekilde uygulandiginda yerlesim
yerlerinde sosyal, kultirel veya ekonomik acidan tamamlayici bilgiler sunabilmektedir.

Komana antik kentinde 2009’da baslayan kazilarda ¢ok sayida ve cesitlilikte bulunan ¢anak
¢omlek parcalarinin tarihsel olarak Orta Bizans donemine ait oldugu dusunulmektedir.
Kazi ¢calismalari ile elde edilen arkeolojik bulgular Komana’da yerel ¢comleklerin tretimi-
ne iliskin ipuclar1 sunmaktadir. Su ana kadar yapilan kazilarda dretimin en gu¢la kaniti
olan seramik firinina ulasilamamasina ragmen uretim basamaklarinda kullanilan ticayak

kalintisinin bulunmus olmasi yerel tiretimin Komana’da bu déonemde yapilmis olmasinin

* Mehmet Bilgi Er, Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi, mehmetbilgier@gmail.com; Doc¢. Dr. Giilay Ertas, Orta
Dogu Teknik Universitesi, gertas@metu.edu.tr.
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gucli bir kanit1 olarak dustnulebilir (Fig. 1). Yerel tretime iliskin bu isaretler, ¢comlek
uaretiminde kullanilan hammaddelerin kaynagi, tiretim teknolojisi ve uretilmis comlekle-
rin yayilmasi ile ilgili tarihe 1s1k tutmaktadir. Bu ¢alisma ile arkeometrik yontemlerden
elde edilen bilimsel sonuclara dayanarak 12.—13. yy’da Komana’da sirli ¢comleklerin treti-
mi ve dagilimi ile ilgili bilgilere ulasilmasi amaclanmaktadir. ODTU Arkeometri Anabilim
Dal1 doktora 6grencisi Mehmet Bilgi Er’in tez ¢alismas: kapsaminda yapilan bu ¢alisma ile
arkeolojik kazilardan elde edilen 6rnekler petrografik, mineralojik ve kimyasal karakteris-
tiklerine gore gruplandirilmaya calisilmaktadir. Bu gruplama, yerel hammadde kaynaklari
kullanarak tretilmis sirli canak- comlekler ile ithal olanlar arasindaki ayrimin yapilabilme-
sini olanakli kilmas1 ve yerel tiretimi tanimlayan referans grubun belirlenmesi ac¢isindan
cok onemlidir. Elde edilecek referans grup, bu yorede ¢comlek hareketliligi ile ilgili bolge-

sel bilgi birikiminin olusmasini saglayacaktir.

Arkeometrik, jeolojik, CBS (cografi bilgi sistemleri) ve etnografik yontemler ile elde edile-
cek olan sonuclarin birbirini tamamlayic1 ve/veya destekleyici olacagi dustintlmektedir.
Calisma kapsaminda Bizans tabakalarindan alinan sirli canak-¢omlek, yemek kaplarina ait
ornekler ve yerel kil yataklarindan alinan toprak ornekleri ince kesit analizi, ICP-MS ve
ICP-OES ve XRD teknikleri ile analiz edilmektedir.

Seramik kokenli arkeolojik malzemelerin kaynak analizinde 6rneklerin petrografik-mine-
ralojik ve eser element derisimlerine dayanan gruplama siklikla uygulanan ve kabul géren
bir yakla§1rnd1r.l

Komana ve cevresinin jeolojik 6zelliklerinin ¢anak-comlek ve toprak 6rnekleri tizerinde
yapilan ince kesit analizi iretimin yerel kaynakli olup olmadigi hakkinda 6nemli bilgiler
saglayacaktir. Bu raporda bir kismi tamamlanan ince kesit analiz sonuclar1 verilmektedir.

Yontem ve Ornekler
Arkeometrik Yontemler

Petrografik analiz i¢in ince kesit 6rnekleri ODTU Jeoloji Mithendisligi Ince Kesit
Laboratuvari’nda hazirlanmistir. Hazirlanan ince kesitler, ODTU Yerlesim Arkeoloji

Bolumu Cevresel Arkeoloji Birimi Laboratuvari’nda incelenmis ve fotograflanmstir.

Yerel Kayac Birimleri ve Drenaj Havzas1 Modeli

Gecmiste Tokat ¢evresindeki ¢comlek tiretimine ait bilgilere ulasmak icin Tokat’ta gtinu-
muzde halen ¢omlekcilik yapmakta olan ustalar arastirilmis ve sadece bir ustanin bilgisine
ulasiimistir. Atolyesi Emirseyit kasabasinda olan ¢omlekei ustast Kazim Comlekgioglu'nun
aretimde kullandig: killeri Yesilirmak’in tasidig: altivyonlardan elde ettigi 6grenilmistir.
Comlek yapiminda kullanilmasi icin Yesilirmak kiyisindan alinan malzemenin, ¢omlegin
ana hammaddesi olan kilin yaninda, nehrin gectigi bolgelerden stirukleyerek getirdigi

diger malzemeleri de icermektedir. Buradan yola ¢ikarak yuzey sularinin stirikleme alani-

1 Vince 1989; Francois ve Spieser 2002; Degryse vd. 2003; Sauer ve Waksman 2005; Waksman ve Teslenko
2010; Brackmans vd. 2011; Neyt vd. 2012; Kibaroglu ve Falb 2013 southeast of Malatya (Turkey)
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n1 ortaya koyan drenaj havzast modeli QGIS 2.6 programi kullanarak gelistirilmistir. Model
icin Avrupa Cevre Ajansi tarafindan saglanan 30 metre ¢ozintrlige sahip sayisal yiikseklik
modeli kullanilmistir. Model, nehir kollarini, ana ve alt drenaj havzalarinin sinirlarini gos-
termektedir. Ana drenaj havzasinin sinirlart MTA’nin 1/25000°lik jeolojik haritasi icin bir

sinir olusturmus, kayac¢ birimleri ana havza sinirlar icerisinde belirlenmistir.

Ornekler

Calisma kapsaminda incelenmekte olan seramik 6rnekleri 12.-13. yy Bizans donemi
tabakalarindan rastgele alinan sirli canak-comlek parcalari, pisirme kaplar: ve uc¢ ayak-
lardan olusmaktadir (Fig. 2 ve 3). Sirli canak-comlekler hedef 6rneklerdir. Pisirme kap-
lar1 ve ticayaklar ise yerel kaynaklar kullanilarak yapildig: varsayilan orneklerdir. Sirhi
canak-comlek o6rnekleri belirlenirken herhangi bir stilistik kriter ya da 6n kosul dikkate
alinmadan, pisirme kaplar: icin ise farkli kaplardan 6rnekleme yapilabilmesi i¢in pisir-
me kaplarina ait kapaklardan o6rnekler toplanilmistir. Toplamda 51 adet sirh canak -
comlek ve 10 adet pisirme kab1 6rnegi ile 1 adet tic ayak bu tez kapsaminda analiz edil-
mistir (Tablo 1).

Toprak ornekleri bes farkli kaynaktan alinmistir. Alinan 6rneklerden tg¢ tanesi Kaplice
Koy, Kocakavak—Boyunbaba Mevkii, Kiremit Atolyeleri Mevkilerinden saha ¢alismasi
yapilarak alinmistir. Bu ti¢ 6rnegin alindig: yerlerin noktasal koordinatlar1 Tablo 2’de
verilmistir. Diger iki ornekten ilki Emirseyit’te atolyesi bulunan ¢émlekci ustasinin kendi
comlekleri icin kullandig: kilden, digeri ise Komana’daki duvar kalintilarinin korunmasi
icin Resadiye’den getirilmekte olan kilden elde edilmistir.

Elde Edilen Bulgular ve Tartisma

Ince kesit analizlerine gore ornekler optik mikroskop altinda analiz edilmis ve elde edilen
veriler, orneklerin petrografik 6zelliklerine gore u¢ gruba ayrilabilecegine isaret etmistir.
Petrografik Grup A, B ve C olarak adlandirilan bu gruplar Tablo 3’de ve ozellikleri Tablo
4’de verilmistir.

Petrografik Grup A; kirmizi renkli, camlasmis yapida ve kiiciik boyutlu izole gézenekleri
bulunmaktadir. Hemen hemen hi¢ kaya¢ parcasi ya da mineral tanesi tespit edilememesi
ve tane/matris orani ¢ok diistik olmasi bu grup érneklerin cok ince taneli bir kilden yapil-
dig1 sonucunu desteklemektedir.

Petrografik Grup B; kirmizi-kahve renkli, camlasmis yapiya sahip bu grup 6rneklerin goze-
nekleri izole fakat Grup A orneklerine gore biraz daha buytik boyuttadir. Degisen boyut-
larda kirectas1 parcalar1 iceren bu grup ornekler, feldspat, hematit ve opak gibi mineraller
icermektedir. Tane/matris orani orta olarak tanimlanan bu grup orneklerin kirecli bir
kilden yapildig1 soylenebilir.

Petrografik Grup C; siyah ve gri renkli ve orta derecede camlasmis yapida olan bu grup
orneklerin buiytik boyutlu uzun ve birbiri ile baglantili gozenekleri bulunmaktadir. Fillit/
sist, polikristalli metamorfik, kire¢ tas1 ve magmatik kayac parcalari ile bu kaya¢ parcalarin-
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dan kopmus mineral taneleri icermektedir. Bu gruba ait 6érneklerin tane/matris orani

diger gruplara gore en fazladir.

Sirli canak-comlekler Grup A ve B, pisirme kaplari ise Grup C olarak siniflandirilmistir. A,
B ve C gruplarinin icerisine dahil edilememis 3 6rnek bulunmaktadir (K133, K137, K145).
Tane/matris oranindaki belirgin farkliliklar, 6rneklerin petrografik olarak gruplanmasin-
da 6nemli bir parametredir ve bu durum kaynak farkliligindan ziyade tiretimdeki teknolo-
jik farkliliklarin bir gostergesi olarak degerlendirilebilir. Canak ¢comlegin icerisindeki plas-
tik olmayan kisimlarin, kilin sekillendirilmesi sirasinda kile calisilabilirlik sagladig: ve
sekillendirilen ¢é6mlegin kurumas: sirasinda da catlama riskini azalttig1 bilinen 6zellikler-
dir.? Ayrica kayac parcalari ve mineral taneleri gibi eklenen ya da ¢émlegin yapildigi top-
ragin kendisinden gelen bu malzemeler, comlegin ani sicaklik degisimlerinde catlama
riskini azalttig1 da bilinmektedir.? Bu acidan pisirme kaplarinin tane/matris oranin yuk-
sek olmasi beklenen bir bulgudur (Fig. 4).

Uretim teknolojisi hakkinda bilgi saglayan gozenek sekilleri ve camlasma derecesine gore
gruplar arasinda belirgin bir farklilik bulunmaktadir. Grup A i¢erisinde bulunan érnekle-
rin iyi camlasmis kirmizi renkli matris icerisinde kiicuk, az sayida ve izole gozeneklere
sahip olmasi bu orneklerin kontrolli ve oksitleyici bir firin ortaminda pisirildigini goster-
mektedir. Grup B orneklerinin de Grup A 6rneklerine benzer bir ortamda pisirildigi soy-
lenebilir. Grup C orneklerinde ise daha koyu renkli ve daha az camsi bir yapiya sahip
olup, matris icerisinde derin catlak ve buytik gézenekler bulunmaktadir. Grup C érnekle-
rinin pisirme kaplar1 olmas1 bu catlaklarin kaplarin kullanimi sirasinda maruz birakildik-
lar1 sicaklik farklarindan kaynaklanabilecegi olgusunu ortaya koymaktadir.

Orneklerin icerdigi kaya¢ parcalar1 ve mineral taneleri ¢canak ¢omlegin yapiminda kullani-
lan malzemenin belirlenmesinde 6nemli rol oynar. Grup A 6rneklerine ait ince kesitlerde
hammaddenin icerisinden gelen ya da sonradan eklenen kaya¢ parcalar1 ve mineral tane-
lerine rastlanilmamis ve yapiminda ¢ok ince kil kullanildigi tespit edilmistir. Grup B
orneklerine ait ince kesitlerde ise kuvars, feldpsat, hematit ve plajioklas taneleri ve farkh
buyukliklerde kire¢ tasi parcalarinin yaygin oldugu tespit edilmistir. (Fig. 5). Cok buytuk
boyutlu fillit/sist parcalari, polikristalli metamorfik kayac parcalar1 ve genel iri mineral
taneleri Grup C orneklerine ait ince kesitlerde belirlenmistir (Fig. 6).

CBS ortaminda yapilan drenaj havzast modeli ve havzanin litolojisi ¢comlek yapiminda kul-
lanilan yerel hammaddenin karakterize edilmesinde 6nemlidir. Uretilen drenaj havzasi
modelinde alt havzalar birlestirilerek ana havza ortaya ¢ikarilmis ve 1,/25000 o6lcekli jeolojik
harita bu ana havza icerisinde degerlendirilmistir. Elde edilen sonuclara gore sist, ¢ort,
bazalt ve volkano-sedimenter kayaclar havza icerisinde 6n plana ¢ikmaktadir (Fig. 7).
Pisirme kaplarina (Grup C) ait ince kesitlerde buytik boyutlu sist parcalarinin tespit edilmis
olmas1 CBS modelinde de havza icerisinde genis alanlarda sist kayalarinin ortaya ¢ikmis

olmasi, pisirme kaplarinin yerel killerden tretilmis olabileceginin sinyallerini vermektedir.

2 (Calisabilirlik; ingilizce “workability”’den cevrilen bu terim kilin suyla karismasindan sonra sekillendirme
isleminin yapilabilirligini ifade etmektedir.
3 Rice 1987, 74.
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Sonuclar

Birden cok ve birbirini tamamlayic1 yontemin birlikte kullanilacag: bu calismanin ilk
sonuglari olan ince kesit analizleri ile sirli ¢comleklerinde (Grup A ve B) uretim stirecinde
birden fazla secimin yapildig1 sdylenebilir. Grup B’nin kirecli bir matrise ve kirec tas1 par-
calarina sahip olmasi bu ¢comleklerin kire¢ orani yiksek bir kilden uretildigini ortaya koy-
maktadir. Grup A sirli comleklerin cok ince taneli homojen bir matrise sahip olup, kilin
tane boyutu eleme ya da levigasyon yontemi kullanilarak tane boyutu kucuk olanlarin ter-
cih edildigi g(")zlemlemmigtir.4

Pisirme kaplarinin kapak kisimlarindan alinan érneklerin timint iceren Grup C érnekle-
rinin ince Kkesitlerinin yerel litolojik durum ile uyusmasi bu kaplarin yerlesimin en yakinin-
daki yerel kaynaklar kullanilarak tiretilmis olabilecegi sonucunu gticlendirmektedir.
Yapilacak kimyasal ve mineralojik analizler pisirme kaplarinin yerel kaynakli tretim olup
olmadig1 yargisim1 desteklemesi beklenmektedir.
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Fig. 1 247/ 633 acmas: 3. tabakadan ¢ikan ti¢
ayak parcasi.

Fig. 2 Sirh canak ¢omlek orneklerinden bazilari, (a)
K123, (b) K124, (c) K128, (d) K131 nolu 6rnekler

Fig. 3 Pisirme kaplar1 6rneklerinden bazilari, (a)
K134, (b) K135, (c) K136, (b) K141 nolu 6rnekler

Fig. 4 K139 nolu pisirme kabina ait ytiksek tane/matris oranini gosteren ince kesit fotograflari, 4
buytitme, (a) Kirec tast ve polikristalin metamorfik kaya¢ parcalar: arasindaki az miktardaki matris , (b)
Kirec tas1, volkanik ve serpentinlesen kaya¢ parcasi ve kaya¢ parcalarindan kopmus mineral taneleri
arasindaki az miktardaki matris
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Fig. 5 Grup B orneklerinde yaygin olarak gortlen kirec tasi parcalar: ve kire¢ orani yluksek
matris, 4 buytitme (a) K131, (b) K150 nolu 6rnekler

Fig. 6 Grup C orneklerinde yaygin olarak gortlen fillit/sist parcalari, 4 buyttme (a) K134, (b)
K141 nolu 6rnekler

Fig. 7 Drenaj havza siirlari ve havza icerisinde kalan kayag¢ birimleri
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Mehmet

Bilgi Er, Giilay Ertas

Alan Acma Tabaka Ornek Sayisi
HTPO1 277/603 6 7

HTPO1 277/603 7 1

HTPO1 287/598 2 14

HTPO1 292/598 2 5

HTPO1 292/598 7 30

HTPO1 292/598 8 4

Tablo 1 Canak ¢o6mlek 6rneklerinin alindigi yerler

Ornekleme Yeri Enlem (Lat.) Boylam (Long.)
Kiipliice Koy 40°9.387'N 35°40.067'E
Kocakavak - Boyunbaba Mevkii 40°18.787'N 36°32.759'E
Kiremit Atolyeleri Mevkii 40° 22.058'N 36° 39.029'E

Tablo 2 Toprak 6rneklerinin alindiklar1 koordinatlar

Ozellik Grup A Grup B Grup C
Renk Kirmizi Kirmizi-kahverenkli Siyah-gri
Camlagsma lyi camlasmig iyi camlasmis Orta derecede camlagmis
Tane/matris orani Cok Az Orta Yuksek
GoOzenek ozellikleri | Kiiclk ve izole gozenekler zziz::;;rta boyutlu Buylik ve uzun gozenekler, catlaklar

Mineral icerigi -

Feldspat, hematit, opak
mineraller

Kayac¢ parcalarindan kopmus
mineraller

Kayag parcasi icerigi | -

Kireg tasi parcalari

Sist/fillit ve cok kristalli metamorfik
kayac parcalari, Kireg tasi parcalari

Tablo 3 Petrografik gruplara ait 6rnekler

Petrografik Grup Ornekler

A K101, K102, K104, K107, K108, K116, K117, K121, K126, K127, K143, K146, K147,
K153, K155, K157

B K103, K105, K106, K109, K110, K111, K112, K113, K114, K115, K118, K119, K120,
K122, K123, K124, K125, K128, K129, K130, K131, K132, K144, K148, K149, K150,
K151, K152, K154, K156, K158, K159, K160, K161

C K134, K135, K136, K138, K139, K140, K141, K142

Siniflandirilamayan Ornekler | K133, K137, K145

Tablo 4 Petrografik gruplar ve karakteristik 6zellikleri
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Komana: A New Find from Hamamtepe and a
Preliminary Study on Sanctuary’s Cults

Eleni T. MENTESIDOU"

Abstract

Bu makalede Komana’da bulunan tapinak kenti ktltlerinin bir 6n calismas: yapil-
mistir. Calismanin amaci, yazili kaynaklar ve arkeolojik buluntular 1s1g1inda
Komana’da tapinim goérmis tanr ve tanricalarin tanimlanmasidir. Agirhikli olarak
da Komana Hamamtepe kazilarinda bulunmus Roma donemi ithaf yaziti yardimi
ile Theos Hypsistos kiiltii tartisilacaktir.

Keywords: Komana, Cult, Enyo, Ma, Artemis, Theos Hypsistos, Zeus Hypsistos.

Introduction

Komana was a temple state of the Hellenistic Kingdom of Mithridatids, a significant reli-
gious centre that mainly thrived under the Mithridatic kings and continued flourishing

during the Roman period.!
The main ancient source for Komana is the Amaseian geographer Strabo.

Above Phanaroea is the Pontic Comana, which bears the same name as the city in
Greater Cappadocia, consecrated to the same goddess and copied after that city; and I
might almost say that the courses which they have followed in their sacrifices, in their
divine obsessions, and in their reverence for their priests, are about the same, and par-
ticularly in the times of the kings who reigned before this, I mean in the times when twice
a year, during the “exoduses” of the goddess, as they are called, the priest wore a diadem

and ranked second in honor after the king®.

Now Comana is a populous city and is a notable emporium for the people from Armenia;
and at the times of the “exoduses” of the goddess people assembles there from everywhere,

* Eleni T. Mentesidou (Ph.D. candidate), Democritus University, ementesidou@hotmail.com.

1 Erciyas 2009; Sokmen 2009.
2 Strabo, 12.3.32.
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from both the cities and the country, men along with women, to attend the festival. And
there are certain others also, who in accordance with a vow, are always residing there,
performing sacrifices in honor of the goddess. And the inhabitants live in luxury, and
all their property is planted with vines; and there is a multitude of women who make
gain from their persons, most of whom are dedicated to the goddess, for in a way the city
is a lesser Corinth, for there too, on account of the multitude of courtesans, who were
sacred to Aphrodite, outsiders resorted in great numbers and kept holiday. And the mer-
chants and soldiers who went there squandered all their money so that the following
proverb arose in reference to them: “Not for every man is the voyage to Corinth. "Such,

then, is my account of Comana.™

According to Strabo, Komana in Pontus and Komana in Kappadocia had been consecrat-
ed to the same goddess. From another passage of Geography it is known that the temple in
Komana Kappadocia was dedicated to goddess Ma; in this Antitaurus are deep and narrow
valleys, in which are situated Comana and the temple of Enyo, whom the people there call “Ma”.*
Moreover, the rituals and the celebration of goddess’ festival was the same in both sanctu-
aries. The priest of Komana, who was responsible for the administration of the temple, the
sacred land and the hierodouloi-sacred slaves, was very important for the Kingdom. The
priest was the second in rank and honored after the king. In the annual festival, during
the solemn processions that were called the goddess’s exodoi, the priest would wear a dia-
dem as a symbol of his power.

Komana was a notable and wealthy temple state. Sacred courtesans, who were dedicated to
the goddess, offered their services to the temple and the temple servants cultivated the
fertile land of Dazimonitis plain. The total number of hierodouloi, men and women that
were living under priest’s authority, was 6.000.> Moreover, the location of Komana in the
centre of the Mithridatic Kingdom and its position on the bank of the Iris River, one of
the biggest water transportation routes of Pontus, contributed to Temple’s growth from a
mere religious center to a self-sufficient economic center. The sanctuary retained its semi-
autonomous position under the Hellenistic dynasty of Pontus and later as part of the
Roman Empire. Inscriptions of the Roman period are indicative of sanctuary’s impor-
tance. According to the epigraphic evidence Komana was given the rights of a sacred and
privileged city- iepa kai dovrog.6 However, Pliny the Elder quotes that Komana, used to be
a town, but at his time there was nothing but an oracle.”

The archaeological investigation

The site of Komana was first identified by travelers in the 18" - 20™ centuries. Architectural
remains such as fragments of marble architraves, friezes and columns built into later walls

3 Strabo, 12.3.36.

4 Strabo, 12.2.4.

5 Strabo, 12.3.34.

6 SEG42:1133.

7 Pliny the Elder, Naturalis Historiae V1.4.
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on a natural hill (Hamamtepe) and its close vicinity attracted their interest.® Hamamtepe
is in the form of a triangular hill with the dimensions of 250m x 150m and it is located 9
km northeast of Tokat center, on the bank of Iris River (Yesilirmak) (Fig. 1). Indeed, as
Strabo mentioned Iris was flowing through the middle of the city Komana in Pontus.® Various
inscriptions found around Hamamtepe made it possible to identify the site as the temple

state of Komana. Today, the inscriptions are on exhibit at the Tokat Museum. !’

Despite the fact that the site of ancient Komana was previously located, the broad archaeo-
logical investigations began in 2004 under the directorship of D. Burcu Erciyas of the
Middle East Technical University, Ankara.!! Following the five years of surface survey, the
excavations started in 2009 at Hamamtepe. The site is surrounded by a fortification wall
which was most probably further supported with towers. While a Middle Byzantine,
Danishmendid and Ottoman period occupations have been revealed, the most important
significant architectural feature unearthed at Hamamtepe so far, is a three naved church
of the Middle Byzantine period.!?

Myth and Cults

According to Procopius of Caesarea (6th century AD) the mythological founder of the
temple state of Komana was Orestes.!® Orestes after leaving Tauris with his sister Iphigenia
got sick!*. Following the oracle that was given to him, he travelled in the Black Sea region
to seek for a site similar to Tauris in order to build a city and a temple to propitiate god-
dess Artemis. Coming to the Dazimonitis plain, Orestes thought that the site was similar to
Tauris and decided to erect there the temple of Artemis. He also cut his hair-xéun accord-
ing to the oracle and named the city he founded Komana-Kopava. However, the anger of
Artemis was not mitigated and Orestes suffered even more from his illness. Then he
moved to Kappadocia, where he finally found the appropriate site that looked exactly like
Tauris and he founded a new city and two temples there, one for Artemis, another for
Iphigenia. Strabo mentions the same tradition when he speaks of Komana in Kappadocia.
According to his text, Orestes brought the sacred rites to Komana in honor of Artemis

Tauropolus and deposited there the hair of mourning that named the city.15

Procopius’s account of Komana differs from that of Strabo’s at one point. While Procopius
states that Komana in Pontus was founded before Komana in Kappadocia, Strabo reports
that the temple of Komana in Pontus copied the former cult and the structure of
Kappadocia. There are not many ancient texts that throw light on the subject. The lack of

8 Tournefort 1717, 175; Hamilton 1842, 349-350; Hogarth and Munro1893, 735; Anderson 1903, 63-7;
Cumont 1906, 248-253.

9 12.3.15.
10 Ramsay 1882, 153; Wilson 1960, iv.1-3; Rémy et al. 1990, 520-2; IGR III 105-7; SEG 42:1133
11 For the archaeological investigation at Komana and related bibliography see http://www.komana.org
12 Erciyas 2013; Tatbul 2013.
13 Procopius, Wars 1.17.13-19.
14 For Orestes and Iphigenia myth see Graves 1960, 116.
15 Strabo, 12.2.3.
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information concerning Komana was first noticed by Dio Cassius (34 BC). When the his-
torian deals with Komana, he mentions the tradition that links the temple to Orestes, but
he states his inability to find more information concerning the foundation of the sanctu-
ary. However, it seems that the Kappadocian cult and the temple were commonly known
to have been the oldest one. As Hirtius quotes, when Caesar visited the sanctuary, he
called it the oldest and most sacred sanctuary of Enyo.!® Indeed, according to P. Karolides,
who wrote a monograph on Kappadocian Komana, Assyrian inscriptions testify the exist-
ence of the city Khoumanou in Kappadocia even from the 1130 BC.!7 Despite that, it is
quite difficult to clarify which of the two sanctuaries was the oldest one.

However, what is of greater importance for our study is the existence of a tradition that
connects the cult of Komana to Orestes, Iphigenia and goddess Artemis. The myth, which
must have been invented in order to explain the nature and the significance of the cult at
Komana, stresses that on the one hand, the sanctuary hosted a very ancient cult the roots
of which can be traced in the distant mythic past, on the other hand the cult was initiated
by Orestes, a descendant of the notable family of Atreidai. Consequently, the temple state
of Komana was “by nature” very important due to its inveteracy and its noble founder.
Strength of the tradition of the foundation can be understood from the fact that the

priests of the goddess were called Oresteiadai, as it derived from Orestes.!8

Apart from the fact that Strabo mentions the same tradition that links Komana to Artemis’
cult, when he introduces the Kappadocian sanctuary, he quotes that the cult was dedicat-
ed to goddess Enyo, whom the people in Kappadocia call Ma.'¥ In that way, the geographer
gives on the one hand the information that the goddess worshiped at Komana was Enyo
and on the other hand, that Enyo was assimilated to Ma.

Ma is a dimorphic goddess with warlike and solar functions that was worshipped both as
male and female deity.? The goddess was particularly popular in the regions of Pontus
and Kappadocia. Inscriptions reveal her characteristics; Ma was often called Nikeforos, the
one that brings Victory-Nikngopov ®cog and strategos-otpatnyodv.21 Her warlike character
led to her assimilation with the Greek Enyo, goddess of war and battle and Athena.?? Enyo
was connected to Ares, who is represented either as her father or her brother. It is due to
Enyo that Ares was often called Enyalios, Apng, dgwvog évoéiog.?? The same epithet was
also used in connection to Artemis; the Athenian Polemarchos had to offer a sacrifice to
Aptépudi Aypotépa koi Evoalio once a year.2* Apart from the warrior gods and goddesses,
Ma had been assimilated, during the Hellenistic period, to the Mother of Gods and was

16 Hirtius, Bellum Alexandrinum, 100.66.

17 XKarolides 1882, 13.

18 Fotios, Myriobiblos 340. For the priesthood at Komana see Saprykin 1989, 128; Sokmen 2005, 16-8; 2009, 280.
19 Strabo, 12.2.3.

20 Capar 1995, 584.

21 Waddington 1883, 127; Tit. Coman. Capp. 2.05; 2.15,

22 Homer, Iliad 5.318, 333; Aeschylus, Seven 46. At Pergamon Ma was identified as Athena Nikephoros (Rider
1972, 77).

23 Homer, lliad 2.651.
24 Pollux 8.91.
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often worshiped along with her at the same temple.?> During the Roman period the gen-
eral Sulla introduced the cult of Ma into Rome, where the goddess was identified with the

roman warrior goddess Bellona.®

As Enyo was a warrior goddess, a statue depicting her, made by the sons of Praxiteles, was
placed, among others of Ares, Aphrodite and Athena, in the Ares sanctuary at the Athenian
Agora.27 Unfortunately, Pausanias does not provide further information concerning the
statues’ form. However, a depiction of the goddess Enyo-Ma as a cult statue at Komana
appears on Septimius Severus coin types (205-206 AD). On the reverse, the goddess is rep-
resented standing, wearing a long chiton and a radial crown, holding a club and a shield
(Fig. 2).28 The radial crown is the iconographic element of Ma as sky goddess, while club
and shield reveal her warlike features.?’ The club and the goddess’ portrait wearing the

radial crown were also depicted on other Roman coin types of Komana.3"

Consequently, the cult at Komana was dedicated to the female warrior goddesses Artemis
and Enyo-Ma. Moreover, the cult of Aphrodite is testified here as well. According to
Strabo, it was on account of the hierodouloi, Aphrodite’s courtesans that Komana were pop-
ular among men, merchants and soldiers, which resorted in great numbers and kept holiday in
Komana. As a result, the following proverb arose “Not for every man is the voyage to Corinth”.3!
Aphrodite entered the Greek world as a goddess of war. However, her warlike characteris-
tics faded with time.3? Apart from Aphrodite’s rebirth as the goddess of love, she contin-
ued to be worshiped along with warrior gods, at the same temple as synoikos-the one who
shares the same oikos, temple.

A New Finding from Hamamtepe and Theos Hypsistos Cult

Although the excavations at Komana Pontica began in 2009, there is still no archaeological
material to attest the worship of the abovementioned goddesses. However, architectural
findings, such as a great number of large and small marble blocks, column drums, bases and
capitals, pilasters, pedestals, doorsteps, parts of friezes and cornices, statue bases and even
inscriptions (Fig. 3), that can be linked to public buildings, temples or altars, have been
unearthed or can be seen built in later walls. Moreover, reused archaeological material can
be seen in Guimenek (Kilichi) and in neighboring villages, as the spoliation of the buildings
at Hamamtepe during late Roman and early Byzantine periods were extensive.

25 SEG 36: 618, 36:619, 36:620.

26 A dream of Sulla reveals Ma’s warlike characteristics. The goddess appeared in his dream in order to
encourage him to win his enemies (Capar 1985, 596).

27 Pausanias, Description of Greece 1.8.4.
28 WBR, (Komana) n.8; Seyrig 1970, 76; Amandry and Remy 1999, 17-8.

29 According to Casabonne, the club indicates goddess’ terrifying and dark nature and may also point to her
male character (Casabonne 2009, 186-7).

30 WBR (Komana) n.6-7; Amandry and Rémy 1999, 1-13. A warrior goddess with radial crown that is
represented on a Hellenistic bronze object of unknown provenance has been also identified as Ma (Seyrig

1970, 76-7).
31 Strabo, 12.3.36.
32 Simon 1985.
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The only finding so far from Hamamtepe referring to the cults at Komana is a marble
dedication from the Roman period built in the pavement of the Middle Byzantine church
(Fig. 4). The dedication cannot be studied sufficiently at the moment, as the excavation
team has not removed it, since the research at the church complex has not been finished
yet. However, the inscription is well preserved and can be easily read.?

Oed Y-

2 viot[o]
Aopet-

4 <k>a edy-
aplotiog

According to the text a woman, whose name is written in nominative, Dometilla-Aopetiidra,
oftered the dedication to Theos Hypsistos- @@ Yyiote in order to thank him-evyapiotiog,
sometime between the 3'4 and 4™ centuries A.D.3*

Domitilla is a female Latin name. The best known was Flavia Domitilla the Elder, the wife of
Emperor Vespasian and mother of the emperors Titus and Domitian and Domitilla the
Younger.?® Another famous Domitilla or Domitia Longina was the daughter of Nero’s general
Corbulo, who married Emperor Domitian.?® However, no connection to either of the above
mentioned Domitillas would be possible as the inscription from Hamamtepe is of a later period.

For the moment, the study will be limited to the god that the dedication was offered to;
that is Theos Hypsistos - @e® Yyiotw, as it is written in dative at the inscription. Theos
Hypsistos - O@cdg “Yyiotog, was identical to Zeus Hypsistos or Hypsistos whose cult is testi-
fied in Pontus only for the Roman period.?” Zeus Hypsistos’ cult origin and nature has
been a long discussed subject of the late Hellenistic and Roman period. Nonetheless, still
many aspects of the god’s cult remain unknown.

According to resent research Zeus Hypsistos was identified as a healing god and Epekoos,
great savior, protector and soter and was considered the greatest of all.>® The archaeo-
logical findings from Macedonia, where Hypsistos cult is well testified and studied, suggest
that the cult became popular and expanded in the 1% century BC.3? As for Theos Hypsistos,
testimonies to his cult come from the 2nd century A.D.40 During the Hellenistic period,
the cult of Zeus Hypsistos expanded into Macedonia, South Greece, Balkans, Asia Minor
and Eastern Mediterranean, where the deity was attached and syncretized to supreme
gods of non-Greek origin.*! Apart from that, Zeus retained his traditional characteristics
combining them mostly with functions of Sabazios and the Almighty and Great Jewish

33 For the inscription see Alten (in this volume, no 3).

34 The inscription has been dated by E. Alten (supra n. 18).

35 C. Suetonius Tranquillus Divus Vespasianus, 3.

36 C. Suetonius Tranquillus Domitianus, 1.

37 Saprykin 2010, 472.

38 Tzanavari 2012, 596.

39 Drougou 1990, 61-4; Voutiras 2006, 343-4.

40 Chrysostomou 1996, 67-8.

41 Taceva-Hitova 1978, 62-7; Drougou 1990, 61-3; Tzanavari 2012, 596.
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God. According to A. B. Cook, the expansion of Hypsistos cult, during the late Hellenistic

and Roman periods, was due to a general tendency to monotheism.*?

A great number of dedications to Zeus Hypsistos, in the form of statuettes and reliefs, have
been found in sanctuaries.*® The majority of the offerings are of private character and the
dedicators derive mostly from the middle class.** Hypsistos representations and symbols
originate from a Hellenistic cycle and are connected to Zeus; the god was often represented
standing or sitting, always accompanied by his sacred bird, the eagle, which in some cases
replaced his image. More often the bird is depicted standing frontally, sometimes grasping
thunderbolt, with close wings or standing with open wings and head to the right (Fig. 5).
Eagle on thunderbolt is represented also on the obverse of the bronze coins of Mithriadates
Eupator (Fig. 6).%5 Other attributes that come along with Hypsistos, are his scepter, the
thunder, phiale, bucranium, garlands, wreaths, griffins and Zeus’ sacred tree, the oak.46

The epigraphic evidence from Pontus proves the existence of the Hypsistos cult in the
region.*’ The god, who has the same functions as in Macedonia and South Greece, was
worshiped as Epekoos, healing god, protector and savior.*® His worshipers who were both
of Roman and Greek origin often asked for protection or thanked him for rescuing them

from great danger.*

The dedication of Theos Hypsistos from Hamamtepe is not the only indication of a Zeus cult
at Komana. On the reverse of Septimius Severus coins an eagle, god’s most identifiable symbol
is depicted. Here, the eagle is represented frontally, standing on a snake, his head facing left
with open wings (Fig. 7).5° More informative is the depiction of the temple on another coin
type of Septimius Severus. On the reverse the tetrastyle temple of Enyo-Ma with her cult statue
inside and an eagle with snake on the pediment are represented (Fig. 8).5! The iconographi-
cal motif is the same in both eagle representations; the bird is depicted along with a snake.

The Hypsistos dedication from Hamamtepe and the representation of an eagle at a prom-
inent place, the pediment of the temple, suggest that Zeus was worshipped along with
Enyo-Ma, Artemis and Aphrodite at Komana. This is not the only case, where Zeus
Hypsistos was worshiped along with a warlike goddess. A dedication to both Zeus Hypsistos
and Artemis from Akrini in Macedonia reflects the existence of a sanctuary, where the two
gods were worshiped together.5?

42 Cook 1965, 889.
43 The most extensively excavated sanctuary of Zeus Hypsistos is located in Dion, in Macedonia (Pantermalis 2009).
44 Drougou 1990, 62.

45 Head 1991, 502; BMC Pontus, (Amaseia) n.30-34, 36, 39, (Amisos) n.22-29, (Gaziura) n.1, (Pharnakia) n.2;
WBR (Amaseia) n.1-2, (Amisos) n.14-15, (Sinope) n.58-60.

46 Drougou 1990, 62; Chrysostomou 1996, 62; Tzanavari 2010.

47 Dedications to Hypsistos have been found in various citi@s; Sinope (IK Sinope 117, 118, 119), Amastris
(Marek, Kat. Amastris 1,b; SEG 35.1322), and Tieion (Rob., Et. anat. 287,12.).

48 Marek, Kat. Amastris 1, b.

49 French 1996, 15; IK Sinope 117-9.

50 Amandry and Rémy 1999, 22a, 23a, 23b.

51 Price and Treel 1977, 95-9, Fig. 176-7; Amandry and Rémy 1999, 15a-g.
52 EAM 90.
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However, the depiction of the snake along with eagle in relation to Zeus Hypsistos is not
common. Nevertheless, a similar representation, eagle with snake, can be found on bronze
issues of King Amyntas IIT (393/2-371/0 BC). Here, the eagle is depicted devouring the
snake (Fig. 9).%% According to C. Kallini, Zeus’ representations on Macedonian coins pro-
claimed royal family’s divine origin and in the cases where the eagle is depicted alone, it
replaces Zeus image.* Similarly, eagle’s representation on the pediment at Komana must
have replaced Zeus’ image and indicated his worship at the temple.

Eagle with snake were often represented along with Zeus.5® The snake is a symbol that links to
Zeus’ chthonic and apotropaic characteristics as Zeus Meilichios.?® Zeus is a polymorphic god
who combines many features and has many cult titles.’” That was the case also in Pontus,
where during the Hellenistic period, the Greek influence promoted the syncretism of Zeus
with local cults.?® Consequently, the god was worshiped as the protector of life in all its aspects,
god of weather phenomena, recovery and renaissance, patron of fertility and vegetation with

chthonic features, savior and patron of individual people, villages, cities and regions.>

As a chthonic god, Zeus was connected in Pontus with the Great Mother. This is suggested
in a dedicatory inscription from Euchaita.®” The dedication was offered from Silvanus,
who was Zeus Epikarpios priest and lawyer to Demeter and Kore, one day before the cel-
ebration of the Mother of the Gods. Consequently, Zeus, patron of fertility and vegetation
with chthonic features was connected with both Greek and native goddesses, who share
the same factions.%! Moreover, the god was worshiped along with the Mother of the Gods
even under the epiclesis Theos Hypsistos. A dedication offered to Theos Hypsistos by
Ariagni, a hierodoulos of the goddess, and her son Paramonos, from Leukopetra, near mod-
ern city of Beroia in Macedonia, testifies the cult of Theos Hypsistos at the sanctuary of
the Mother of Gods Autochthonos.%?

Furthermore, Zeus was also connected with the Mother of the Gods at Komana in
Kappadocia. According to the epigraphic evidence, goddess Ma, assimilated to the Mother
of Gods, was worshiped bearing the epiclesis Great Goddess or Mother Ma.%® Zeus was also
worshiped at the Kappadocian temple as Olvios and Epekoos, an epiclesis that, as mentioned
above, was often attached to Zeus Hypsistos.®* Consequently, we can suggest that if Zeus
was worshiped at Komana in Kappadocia, the same could have been happened at Komana
in Pontus where the cults were similar to those at the Kappadocian sanctuary.

53 Kremydi-Sicilianou 2000, 214-230; Psoma and Touratsoglou 2005, 19-20.
54 Kallini 2011.

55 Boardman and Hayes 1966, 83, 593.

56 Tiverios et al. 1997, 200-2.

57 Cook 1965.

58 For Zeus cult in Pontus see Saprykin 2009; 2010, 465-473.

59 Marek, Kat. Abonuteichos 1; Marek, Kat. Amastris 87; Rob., EL. anat., 286; SEG 33.1099; St. Pont. III 114a, 189.
60 St.Pont. 111 189.

61 Saprykin 2010, 467.

62 Chrysostomou 1996, 67-8; I. Leukopetra 151.
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64 Marek, Kat. Amastris 1.b; Tit. Coman. Capp. 3.09.
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Pliny’s account gives one more indication of a cult to Zeus at Komana. According to the
ancient author, Komana had become nothing but an oracle at his time; now only a
Manteium.% Many oracles were linked to Zeus’ cult, with the most famous and oldest of all
being that of Dodona in Epiros. In addition, in Thessaloniki, where Hypsistos cult was
practiced at the sanctuary of Serapis, the epigraphic evidence reflects the existence of an
oracle devoted to his cult. Hypsistos advised his worshipers against forthcoming events, by
giving them divine warning in their dreams - xot’ dvelpov ypnpaticdeic. 66 Consequently, the
god, as Epekoos and savior protected his believers in many ways, not only by saving them
from great dangers, but also by warning them, through oracles, in order to avoid forth-
coming hardships.57 Similarly, through his oracle at Komana, Zeus Hypsistos must have
saved and warned his worshipers.

Some Conclusions

Zeus polymorphy enabled his connection with native gods and goddesses in the Pontus
region. His chthonic characteristics and his functions as Epekoos, healing god, savior and
soter resemble those of the goddesses of Komana. Additionally, goddesses’ Ma dimorphic
character and her worship as both male and female enabled her assimilation to Zeus.
Zeus’ cult must have entered Komana in that context, and he was probably worshiped
along with Enyo-Ma, Artemis and Aphrodite. However, Strabo does not mention a cult to
Zeus in his account of Komana. This fact, coupled with the placement of god’s image in a
secondary position, the temples’ pediment, may indicate that Enyo-Ma remained the main
goddess of the sanctuary or, that Zeus cult was not practiced at the temple state during
Strabo’s time. It is difficult to trace when and under which circumstances Zeus cult entered
the Pontic temple-state. The majority of Theos Hypsistos dedications from the region of
Pontus are dated between the 15tand 2"d centuries A.D.; it may have been during this time
when Theos Hypsistos entered Komana. Zeus however, was possibly worshiped at the tem-
ple state even earlier and maybe under a different epiclesis.

Although the information is patchy, the introduction of the cults of Zeus and even Enyo,
Artemis and Aphrodite at Komana Pontica could be attributed to the Mithridatic kings.
The turbulent Hellenistic period, the continuous conflicts among the kingdoms and
Rome’s growing power urge the royal family to reinforce and promote worship of Greek
gods. One of the main goals of the Mithridatids’ royal propaganda was unify the Greek
and native population under their authority in order to establish a strong Pontic Kingdom.
In that context, on the one hand, the King strengthened the dynasty’s noble Persian ori-
gin and on the other hand, he emphasized his familiarity with the Greek world.®® The
worship of Greek gods was promoted according to the Mithridatids” propaganda in the
cities and the large sanctuaries of the Pontic Kingdom.

65 Pliny the Elder, Naturalis Historiae 6.4.
66 IGX,?21.67.

67 Tsalampouni 2011, 5.
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Mithriadates Eupator allowed or inspired the Greek cities to issue bronze coin types that
bear the images of Greek gods and goddesses, their attributes or sacral animals, in order
to advertise the Greek element of Pontus.®” Furthermore, it has been recognized that
Eupator portrayed himself, on the obverse of his royal coins, in two ways; as a Hellenistic
monarch, using the imagery of Alexander the Great and in a more idealized type. It has
been suggested that the later portrait type may reflect Mitridates’ proclamation as New
Dionysus. Royal propaganda used both Mithriadates’ Eupator portraits in order to imply
the message that Eupator was the New Alexander and New Dionysus, the savior and libera-

tor of Greeks against Romans.”"

After Mitridates’” proclamation as New Dionysus, Dionysus’s cult assumed a prominent role
in the Pontic Kingdom and became royal. The increase in production of Dionysus Masks
and figurines from Amisos workshop in the 1% century B.C. has been linked to the Mithridatic
religious policy.”! At the same time Dionysus image and attributes were frequent at Amisos
coin types.”? Artemis cult in Pontus has been also connected with Mitridates Eupator. King’s
interest in Artemis grew after his capture of Ephesus.” As a result, the propaganda pro-
moted goddess’ cult and Artemis image, her attributes and allusions to her were depicted
on Mitridates civic coin types.”* Furthermore, Zeus, the supreme of all Greek gods was
assimilated to native deities and became the protector and the patron of the royal dynasty
and Kingdom.”™ God’s portrait and attributes were depicted on the Kingdom’s coins (Fig.
6), temples and altars dedicated to his cult.”® The significance of Zeus for the Mithridatic
kings is emphasized by the fact that Mithriadates Eupator offered sacrifices to Zeus Stratios
before or after significant military operations; in 81 B.C., after pulling away the Roman
troops from Pontus and in 78 B.C. before invading Bithynia.””

Consequently, during the reign of Mithriadates Eupator, when the Kingdom was fighting
a constant war against Rome, Kingdoms’ religious policy promoted worship of Greek gods,
mainly cults of gods related to war and heroic deeds, the protectors and saviors of soldiers
and military forces.”® It could have been during that time, when Zeus cult entered the
Pontic temple state and the royal propaganda invented Orestes myth in order to explain
the presence of the Artemis cult at Komana and even more, it could have been under the
same circumstances that the cults at Komana became royal.
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Addenda

Following the representation of the temple of Ma on Roman coins from Komana, it has
been suggested that it was a tetrastyle temple and that the columns reused in Hatuniye
Cami at Tokat, belonged to the ancient building.” Although a structure which could be
identified as a temple has not yet been recovered at Komana, the few recently excavated
non-Byzantine architectural remains and a more careful look at the Severian coin types
could be helpful in developing a new hypothesis. On the reverse of the coins, the temple
is represented in Ionic order. Moreover, it seems that its’ column bases have two tori and
one scotia (Fig. 8). Indeed, among the new architectural finds from Hamamtepe there are
fragments of Ionic capitals and bases that have the same form as those depicted on the
coins (Fig. 3.c and 3.a, b). Consequently, the base and capital fragments could be associ-
ated to the temple represented on the Severian coin types, or to secondary buildings of
the sanctuary.

However, so far no Hellenistic or Roman buildings have been unearthed on Hamamtepe.
During 2014, some marble blocks were revealed in a deep trench (Fig. 10); four large and
four smaller marble blocks were found in situ over the bedrock.? The blocks must have
been part of the foundation of a rather large building. While further excavations revealed
that the rest of the foundations have been removed, it could still be suggested that they
belonged to an earlier structure at the site.

In addition, during the construction of a road close to Hamamtepe, elaborately carved
architectural fragments of the Roman period were found (Fig. 11). Their dimensions and
elaborated decoration led D. R. Wilson to assume that the fragments derived from a large
public building, maybe the one, whose foundations were recently unearthed at
Hamamtepe.®! Nonetheless, it is only the future investigation at the site and the study of
the architectural fragments that could associate them with a certain building or buildings
and verify the abovementioned hypothesis. The few architectural elements from Komana
do not allow any further conclusions concerning the monumental buildings and their
architecture. However, the material reflects the wealth of the temple state and provides a
glimpse of what rests below the Byzantine and Danishmendid occupation.
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Fig. 1 Hamamtepe

Fig. 2 Septimius Severus coin from Komana Pontica (205-206 AD)

Fig. 3 Architectural fragments from Hamamtepe.
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Fig. 4 The dedication to Theos Hypsistos built in the Fig. 5 Zeus Hypsistos eagle from Dion.
pavement of the Middle Byzantine Church.

Fig. 6 Laureate head of Zeus, eagle standing on thunderbolt.
Amisos coin (85-65 BC)

Fig. 7
Eagle standing on snake. Septimius Severus coin from
Komana Pontica (205-206 AD)
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Fig. 8 The temple of goddess Ma at Komana Fig. 9 Eagle devouring a snake. Coin of
Pontica. Septimius Severus coin from Komana Kings Amyntas III (393-369 BC)
Pontica (205-206 AD)

Fig. 10
Part of foundation unearthed
at Hamamtepe.
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Fig. 11 Cornice fragments.



