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Preface to the English Edition

The text has been revised, corrected, and at many points updated, as has the Bibliography and the lists of rulers in the Appendix. Reviewers of the German edition rightly pointed out that the thematic Bibliography did not make it easy to find the names of individual contributors to the field; for that reason, I have added an alphabetical list of authors with references to the numbers under which they are listed in the Bibliography. The notes have been supplemented with references to new source material and literature where this seemed indispensable. Chapter 2, on modern fieldwork in Asia Minor, has not been updated for good reasons: ongoing ramifications are difficult to follow, and current international fieldwork in Turkey is complex and short-lived. Some reviewers complained about the omission of Byzantine history in the book’s conclusion; however, I cannot meet this demand and stand by the reasons I have given.

I thank my translator, Steven Rendall, who has done a great job on a particularly challenging project full of idiosyncrasies and thorny jargon in a field of scholarship that covers a whole range of disciplines from classics to oriental studies, linguistics, archaeology, prehistory, and anthropology. My Zurich team has once again contributed: Max Gander, a specialist in Hittite and Near Eastern Studies, has revised Chapters 4 and 5, while Janett Schröder, a postgraduate student in ancient history, carefully read the drafts of other chapters. Dr. Ursula Kunnert again helped in many ways.

I owe much gratitude to Princeton University Press, and especially to Al Bertrand, Hannah Paul, Quinn Fusting, and Sara Lerner for having the courage to publish in English a book of such size and on such a topic, and for their unfailing support and advice. I also wish to adress particular appreciation to Cyd Westmoreland and Maria E. denBoer for admirably tackling the enormous tasks of copyediting and indexing. Peter Thonemann, whom I also thank here, was the first to urge me to arrange to have this book appear in English translation. Clearly, all shortcomings and errors on the following pages are my own.

Zurich, January 2016






Preface to the Second German Edition

A gratifyingly great interest in this volume has made a second edition necessary only a few months after the appearance of the first. Apart from a few small corrections, it was possible to reprint the text unchanged. However, the recent discovery, in the town of Milas in southwestern Turkey, of a princely tomb containing a splendid marble sarcophagus from the fourth century BCE shows that in the archaeological “El Dorado” that is Turkey there have already been new developments that have attracted the attention of experts in the field. The owner of this tomb may have been a member of the family of Maussollos (377–353 BCE).

Shortly before the reprinting begin, I received the sad news of the death of my co-author, Peter Frei. Up to the last, he had worked tirelessly on the great corpus of sources from the city of Dorylaion in western Anatolia. With Peter Frei’s death, research on Asia Minor has lost a scientist of worldwide renown. I dedicate this edition to my friend in grateful memory.

Taşköprü/North Turkey, Summer 2010

Christian Marek




Preface

The cultural area designated by the concept “Asia Minor” is now better known as Turkey—a country that many readers will have come to know as travelers. It impresses us by the plenitude and multiplicity of the various remains of prehistoric, Hittite, Phrygian, Iranian, Greek, and Roman sites from a distant past whose fascination attracts tourists interested in cultural history from all over the world, year after year. What the evidence of these cultures presented here shows very clearly is that they not only have a distant relationship to Europe, but they also proceed from a region in which the foundations of European cultural development were laid. The history of Turkey—including its most ancient history—is more relevant to our current concerns than ever, because an often-heated debate has arisen over the question as to whether this Islamic country is part of Europe or not.

The present book—as its sheer size already suggests—is certainly not a “brief introduction” to be read in haste, but it is conceived and written in such a way as to be accessible not only to the specialist but also to the general reader interested in history.* For that reason I have included genealogies, maps, and illustrations, as well as dates, translations, and explanations of words and technical terms in ancient languages that may sometimes be superfluous for scholars and perhaps occasionally problematic. On the same grounds, it seemed indispensable to provide additional guidance by appending chronological lists of rulers and a chronological table, and to make deeper study easier by providing a bibliography divided according to epochs and subject areas. The comprehensive lists of rulers in the Appendix are taken from various scholarly works and represent the present state of knowledge; I cannot claim to have undertaken an independent attempt to check in the sources the details of the chronology of the different rulers. The bibliography is generally limited to a selection of books (monographs) on Asia Minor; journal articles are mentioned only where books leave certain gaps. The titles are numbered successively. In the body of the text and the notes, primary and secondary sources listed in the bibliography are referred to by their numbers and short titles.

Seen from the point of view of cultural history, the unique mediating position of ancient Asia Minor between East and West might seem to require an explanatory approach that makes use of abstract concepts and models. But for an attempt like this one, which seeks to represent such a wide-ranging subject on the basis of the present state of scholarly knowledge, it may be more appropriate to eschew theorizing as much as possible. I see my task as being rather to remain as close as I can to the sources; and since the records are fragmentary, that means that I must often acknowledge that we do not know some things, or do not know them well enough to arrive at a clear conception of them. It goes without saying that no historian writes without making choices and shaping and coloring his material. In addition, I have not always refrained from making judgments on controversial questions, even if a full scholarly demonstration cannot be given in this book.

I am deeply indebted to many persons and institutions; they are so numerous that I cannot mention them all here. First of all, to my friend and predecessor in the chair at Zurich, Peter Frei. My desire to attempt a history of Asia Minor in antiquity would not have been realized had he not assured me that he would contribute the sections in which the historian has to base himself primarily on cuneiform and hieroglyphic sources. The description of the culture of the ancient Phrygians is also his.

Our contribution owes as much to our continuing passion for the country and its manifest, immense riches from the depths of history as it does to scholarly work conducted at our desks and in the field. Peter Frei first encountered Turkey in 1958, when he took part in the Zurich medievalist Marcel Beck’s “Journeys to the Orient.” He has been doing research on the territory of the Phrygian metropolis Dorylaion since 1976. From 1979 to the present I myself have repeatedly traveled in the area between Edirne and Cukurca, Knidos and Hopa, Anamur and Sinop; carried out epigraphic surveys; and participated in excavations in Kaunos and Pompeiopolis (Paphlagonia). Our scientific interests have been made fruitful at the university in lectures, seminars, and colloquia (sometimes presented jointly) on the ancient history of the country. To have awakened a similar passion in young researchers is surely a teacher’s finest reward.

I give special thanks to Werner Eck and Georg Petzl. As profound connoisseurs of Asia Minor and models for my scholarly work, they have both done me the great favor of reading the thick typescript of this book and eliminating many errors and weaknesses in it. Valuable suggestions were also made by our friends and colleagues Manuel Baumbach, Anne Kolb, Wolfram Martini, Andreas Müller-Karpe, Alexander Michael Speidel and Lâtife Summerer, all of whom I thank most heartily. I owe thanks to my colleagues Andreas Schachner, the director of the excavations in the Hittite capital, Ḫattusa, and Klaus Schmidt, who excavated the Neolithic shrine of Göbekli Tepe, for generously providing up-to-date maps and illustrations.

On the long road from the first drafts to the print-ready typescript, I was accompanied by my colleagues and students in Zurich. A priceless contribution to the book was made by: Ursula Kunnert, herself rerum orientalium perita and a trusted associate in my research on Asia Minor; my two assistants, Max Gander—a budding expert on the Hittites and a researcher in the area of the geography of Asia Minor in the second millenium BCE, and Emanuel Zingg—a philologist and researcher on Isocrates; and my doctoral student, Marco Vitale, a specialist in ancient history who does research on the Roman provincialization of Asia Minor; their efforts were more valuable to me than my thanks here can express. And I want to thank another member of this team, our secretary Monika Pfau, who helped proofread the typescript.

Here I would also like to express my gratitude to the University of Zurich—my alma mater Turicensis since 1994. I am aware that not all German-speaking institutions provide an academic milieu in which the kind of research work that underlies this book can be pursued undisturbed.

I offer my heartiest thanks to the Gerda Henkel Foundation for having included this volume in its “Historische Bibliothek” and for its substantial contribution to the costs of printing it. Last but certainly not least, I express my special gratitude to the C.H. Beck publishing house. Most authors can probably only dream of receiving the kind of backing and encouragement provided me by Beck’s readers and editors with the commitment, expert knowledge of ancient history, and tireless precision of Dr. Stefan von der Lahr and the meticulous technical support of his colleagues Heiko Hortsch, Peter Palm, and his assistant Andrea Morgan.

Over the long years of work on this book I have been sustained by the love and patience of my wife Ruxandra, and I hope that my son Sebastian will graciously accept this monster of a book, which is dedicated to him, and perhaps someday forgive me for occasionally neglecting him to undertake the necessary travels and research.

Zurich, January 2010



* On the spelling of names and words in foreign languages: to prevent “the magic of arbitrary signs [from] introducing useless pedantry into books that are relatively oriented toward the general reader” (Oleg Grabar, Die Entstehung der islamischen Kunst, Köln 1977, 10), I have reduced the use of diacritical signs and specialized transcriptions when reproducing ancient Egyptian, Hittite, Assyrian, Persian, Arabic, Greek, etc., names and thus have accepted a few inconsistencies. Thus I use the Anglicized form “Sasanid” when referring to the dynasty but give its founder’s name as “Sāsān,” and “Bīlād Rūm” in the context of a quotation from Ibn Baṭṭūta, but otherwise “Rum.” Names of kings known from history books, such as Shapur and Ardashir, are not transcribed as “Šābuhr” and “Ardaxšīr,” nor are the inevitably numerous transcriptions of words in ancient Greek given with accent and long-syllable signs. Popular forms of famous names (Mark Antony, Herodotus) have been treated as exceptions from the regular spelling (Marcus Antonius, Herodotos).
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction: Anatolia between East and West

Asia Minor and Ancient World History

The part of the ancient world that projects from the continent of Asia to the Mediterranean and is called Asia Minor almost coincides with modern-day Turkey. A history of Turkey has to begin with the Turks.1 However, for a history of Asia Minor, there is no unifying thread of this kind: it is shot through with a mixture of peoples and cultures, migrations, occupations and retreats, and shifting empires and states. Nonetheless, its location between seas and continents and its nature lend this peninsula a continuity over time in three respects: its “orientation,”2 its “mixture,”3 and its function as a “bridge.”4

The secularism introduced by Mustafa Kemal—Atatürk—less than a century ago has ultimately resulted in Turkey’s being strongly oriented toward the West. Despite Atatürk’s deliberate choice to locate a new capital in Ankara, in the middle of Anatolia, intellectual life, money, and trends are still concentrated in Istanbul—a city whose old center is on the European continent. From this city the sultans ruled a multi-ethnic empire that once stretched from Yemen to Transylvania and from the Atlas mountains to the Caucasus. The Turks had been in Anatolia long before they conquered Constantinople (subsequently known as Istanbul) in 1453 and had established several other empires there in addition to the Ottoman empire. They first encountered an imperial structure that was already decadent in many places; they called it “Rum.” The name is still found in many forms. The Anatolian Greeks who occupied part of the area up until Atatürk’s time were called “Rum” (as opposed to the Greeks of Greece, who were called “Yunan” [Ionians]). Places in both eastern and western Anatolia bore names containing the element “rum,” such as the city Erzurum or the fortress of Rumeli Hisarı on the Bosporus, which Sultan Mehmet II began to build in 1451, before the general attack on the capital (Figure 1). Jalāl ad-Dīn, the master (mevlâna) of Persian Islamic mysticism in the thirteenth century, came from Balkh, but used the name “Rūmī,” alluding to his second homeland, the Sultanate of Rum that had emerged around the ancient city of Ikonion (Konya).

In Arabic, Persian, and Turkish, “rum” is the word for Rome and the Romans. Used in reference to the Greeks of the Christian Byzantine Empire, “rum” implies the continuity of the ancient Roman Empire in the Byzantine millennium, whose new capital Constantinople had been founded on the Bosporus by Constantine the Great around 330 CE.


[image: ]

1. The fortress of Rumeli Hisarı, at the narrowest point of the Bosporus.



Constantine’s abandonment of “Eternal Rome,” the city built on seven hills along the Tiber, as the capital of this empire had been preceded by a shift in the latter’s center of gravity that had begun much earlier, and at the end of the third century had already led the Emperor Diocletian to take up residence in Nikomedeia (today İzmit) on the Sea of Marmara. From an Anatolian point of view, the seat of the imperial government was here in Nikomedeia, as it was later on the Bosporus on the western periphery. The orientation toward the West that had characterized the eastern provinces of the Roman Empire for more than 300 years continued. When Emperor Jovian made peace with the Persians in 363 CE and ceded to them the city of Nisibis on the Tigris (now Nusaybin on the Turkish-Syrian border), the latter’s inhabitants were gripped by despair; they wanted to remain Romans (Ammianus 25, 8, 13).

An orientation toward political and cultural centers of gravity outside the country reaches far back into Anatolian history. Asia Minor itself became the center of an outwardly expanding empire only under the Hittites, in the second millennium BCE. Seen from the capital Ḫattusa, at the height of its development the Hittite state was oriented toward the southeast. So were the succeeding smaller states. Power, wealth, and splendor were located in Egypt, Babylon, and Nineveh. The rise of the Median and Persian empires, along with new kingdoms with their centers in Ekbatana, Susa, and Persepolis, altered this force field only slightly.

In the Persian epoch, for the first time a split between the Aegean and the Euphrates appeared in Anatolia’s orientation. In the seventh and sixth centuries BCE, attractive power still radiated from the eastern palaces. In the world of high cultures, the Greeks lived on a remote coast and looked with admiration toward Asia. Their tyrants held court on the Lydian and Persian model. They also owed their literary and scientific achievements to the “simple fact” that they were “the most eastern of the westerners,” that is, they were the first receivers among the latter.5 But in the fifth and fourth centuries, the Anatolians—the most western of the easterners—began to change their orientation, no doubt under the influence of the development of the power of Athens after the repulse of the Persians: Lycian princes spoke Greek, read Greek literature, and were fond of Greek pictorial art. Lycians and Carians built communities (poleis) on the Greek model and settled on the Mediterranean. In the third and second centuries, after Alexander’s campaigns, this reorientation became more and more extensive: the Greek language and the culture of the polis spread to middle and eastern Anatolia, Cappadocians contributed to art and rhetoric in Greek cities, and kings bore the title “Friend of the Greeks.” Rome’s expansion into the Hellenistic world increased this tendency. The new superpower in the West controlled the Anatolian princes through the medium of Hellenization in the wake of the allied Kingdom of Pergamon. Asia Minor resisted direct Roman rule for only a short time, throwing itself into the arms of a King of Pontos of Iranian descent. However, Pompey’s and Octavian’s victories over the eastern kingdoms clearly showed what the future would hold. In less than fifty years, the Anatolian land mass became a series of Roman provinces. But the West did not rule it completely. Urban civilization ebbed away as one approached the Euphrates. Armenia, which faced in both directions, provided a latent field of tension between East and West until the end of the ancient world.

Nonetheless, at no point in its history can Anatolian culture be neatly divided up into eastern and western. As far back as we can trace events, there was always a mixture. Imperial structures were preceded or accompanied by new settlements of peoples and ethnic groups who brought with them multiple proximities, overlaps, and fusions with earlier inhabitants: the (Latin) Romans, Celts, Jews, Macedonians, Iranians, Greeks, Arameans, and Assyrians settled the area in large numbers before the Rum and Turkish settlements. The old Anatolian kingdoms, those of the Lydians, the Phrygians, the Urartians, and the Hittites, can also be traced back to immigrants. Traditions brought into the country and those already existent there blended, and neither of them remained what it was. Hittite culture cannot be understood without the synthesis of Hattian, Luwian, Hurrian, and Semitic elements; nor are the Ionian Greeks of Miletus in the sixth century BCE identical in every respect with the Greeks in Athens and on Euboea. Their symbiosis with Asians is evident. Gods like Zeus or Men in the Phrygia of the second century CE are not Greek but Anatolian gods, and despite its origin and widespread dissemination, a religion like the cataphrygian heresy, so-called “Montanism”—an apocalyptic Christian movement—is characteristically Anatolian.

The third constant consists of Anatolia’s role in transmitting culture (a “bridge”). The ancients made daring sea voyages and followed long caravan routes, on which a few people crossed continents and geographical spaces that were not rediscovered and made permanently accessible until the sixteenth century. Nonetheless, the ancient European civilization of the countries around the Mediterranean saw barriers in three directions: to the west, an ocean, not every part of which could be reached by conventional seafaring; to the north, an indeterminate multitude of barbarian peoples living in dark forests, endless steppes, and unbearably cold areas; to the south, deserts, heat, and wild animals. Although it had been circumnavigated by the Phoenicians, Africa remained a closed continent, even if its geographical outpost, Egypt, remained a source of fascination as the oldest cultural center. Only the east differed fundamentally from the other cardinal directions in this respect. Here there was no clear boundary at which the known world stopped. One country followed another like pearls on a string, the homelands of ancient high culture where there were permanent dwellings; writing was practiced; states were constructed and governed; laws were issued; and things produced, exchanged, and built. Only India, to which Alexander marched his armies and which Trajan’s yearning reached, represented an approximate limit. The closure to the north and south, and the openness to the east, must have given commerce to and from the Mediterranean world its enduring longitudinal axis.

Anatolia lay between: “Asia minor as a bridge between East and West.”6 The metaphor of the bridge, which has become classical, is apt: ideas, craft skills, knowledge, and commodities passed through the peninsula from east to west and from west to east, and not only by land. Between the Levant and the Aegean, seafaring peoples groped their way along the south coast of Asia Minor in both directions. Long-distance relationships go far back into prehistory: we read and understand—on the basis of traces left by a past that antedates writing, when people were becoming sedentary—the migration of key elements of cultural practice from the East to Europe: the oldest writings come from the Orient to the West in the Bronze Age. The alphabet, myths, cosmology, mathematics, “money,” music, and finally even Christianity followed. The polis, technology, architecture, baths, streets, and the theater moved in the opposite direction. The vigorous proliferation of cities is a special mission that finally became, in the Imperial period, the foundation of the “system” itself. In this respect Asia Minor differs from much of the Roman Empire—Gaul, Germany, the lands along the Danube, and Egypt.

This book seeks to provide a historical overview of Anatolia as a bridge and a melting pot, of the changing orientations, mixtures, and transmissions, from prehistory to the heyday of the Roman provinces. No other study has thus far done so. There is only the brief summary Kleinasien in der Antike written by Elmar Schwertheim, a specialist in ancient history at the University of Münster and published in 2005. The Roman period, which is the best documented in the sources, has been described in great detail by two works written in English. In 1993, Stephen Mitchell of the University of Exeter published a two-volume study, Anatolia. Land, Men and Gods in Asia Minor. He focuses on the central Anatolian context in the Roman period, giving special attention to the rise of Christianity. A work by David Magie, professor of classics at Princeton University, Roman Rule in Asia Minor (also in two volumes), offers a comprehensive bibliography of sources and literature, but was published more than four decades earlier. Beginning with the older periods, Magie describes the process of Roman expansion down to the age of the soldier-emperors.

It is true that the history of Asia Minor can hardly be abstracted from the general history of great ancient empires. Nevertheless, wherever possible I have avoided exceeding the geographical limits of our discussion. So far as the temporal boundaries are concerned, I do not continue all the way to the end of the ancient culture of Asia Minor, which survived the Arab expansion of the seventh century and gradually disappeared only in the middle of the Byzantine age. But although I conclude this account before Constantine, that endpoint is not an arbitrary one. With the tetrarchy, the reorganization of the provinces, Christian domination, and the Byzantine Empire, a period begins in Asia Minor whose richness and peculiar tradition cannot be squeezed into a closing chapter, but can be described only as a special historical epoch.

For more than a half century discoveries and research in the area of Asia Minor have increased exponentially. I have striven to take the current state of the field into account. It goes without saying that in view of the dimensions of the body of source material, the subject requires a compromise. Comprehensiveness—including everything, the essential trait of a genuine handbook—cannot be achieved here. Above all, the mass of archaeological and epigraphic sources excludes from the outset the possibility of presenting the material in a form similar to the one Magie attempted; the result would not only exceed the scope of the book but also make it questionable whether the latter could be completed at all. Since modern research on all aspects of life in ancient Asia Minor has long since exceeded the capacity of any single academic discipline, when one ventures to produce a synthesis, here as elsewhere in studies on the ancient world, the individual’s competence encounters its limits.

In the past, scholars far more capable than I hesitated to undertake a “History of Asia Minor,” and for good reasons. Louis Robert, the great Parisian scholar on ancient history, conducted excavations in Klaros and Amyzon; traveled through large parts of Turkey; and presented his phenomenal knowledge of the ancient geography, monuments, and documents of this land in countless articles and books—but never attempted an overall survey of it. He would certainly have disapproved of such a project.

The Name of the Land

In neither the cuneiform languages of Mesopotamia, Syria, and Anatolia itself, nor in ancient Egyptian, was there a name for the whole peninsula of Asia Minor. The Greeks originally called the land (according to a scholion on Odyssey 7, 8) simply “the mainland,” and in the fifth century BCE, the Greek historian Herodotus still occasionally used this expression in contrast to the offshore islands (e.g., Herodotus 1, 169.174). Our geographical idea of Asia goes back to a Greek expression that apparently already occurs in the Mycenaean period on a Linear-B tablet from Pylos: a-si-wi-ja, used here to designate the ancestry of a slave girl from the area on the eastern shore of the Aegean (PY Fr 1206). Concerning the older sources or origin of the word “Asia,” there is presently no general agreement, not even regarding which language it actually comes from. It may be derived from the name of the area in western Asia Minor that in the second millennium BCE the Hittites called “Assuwa.” Thus in a document of a certain King Tudḫaliya (probably Tudḫaliya I), we find: “When I had destroyed the land of Assuwa, I came back to Ḫattusa” (Annals of Tudḫaliya, v. II 33 f.).7 Another interpretation connects Assuwa with the place-name Assos in the Troad, and the Indo-Germanist Jakob Wackernagel has already traced the name “Asia” (originally from *Assia chora—“Assian land”) back to this place-name.8

In Homer’s Iliad there is a passage (2, 459 ff.) where the Achaean army’s invasion of the land of the Trojans is compared with the arrival of a swarm of birds: “And as the many tribes of winged fowl, wild geese or cranes or long-necked swans on the Asian mead (asio en leimoni) by the streams of Caystrius, fly this way” (trans. Murray). However, this is problematic, insofar as readings other than the one adjective asios are conceivable. The word occurs unambiguously as the adjective asis (“Asian”) around 700 BCE in a fragment of Hesiod: en asidi aie, “in Asian earth.”9 The noun Asie, Asia is also attested in the lyric poetry of the seventh and sixth centuries BCE: Archilochos, who speaks of the sheep-raising Asia (Fr. 226 West), Sappho (Fr. 55, 4 Diehl), and Mimnermos (Fr. 12, 2 Diehl). In each case the context indicates that “Asia” refers only to a very limited area in western Asia Minor.

As used by Herodotus, the term extended to the continent lying across from Europe and Libya (Africa), that is, to the land mass constituted by Asia Minor, Syria, Mesopotamia, and Persia. People knew that India and Arabia existed, but they had no precise idea of them—not to mention of the true dimensions of the continent. Likewise, the Romans used the term—following Greek tradition—to refer to the whole continent, but they also used it to refer to the province constructed out of the heritage of the Kingdom of Pergamon, which included large parts of western Anatolia. The first writer who clearly distinguished the continent from the peninsula (that is, Asia Minor as corresponding approximately to the borders of modern-day Turkey) was the geographer Strabo, an Anatolian from Amaseia (today Amasya) who had been given a Greek education and wrote in the time of the Emperors Augustus and Tiberius. In the Roman world, the term “Asia” continued to have three meanings: first, a continent opposed to Europe and Libya; second, a peninsula; and third, a province. Thus the province is also mentioned in the Bible (Acts 20:16): “For Paul had decided to sail past Ephesos, so that he might not have to spend time in Asia.”

We first encounter the term “Asia Minor” in Claudius Ptolemaios (Ptolemy), a mathematician and geographer of the second century CE whose world-picture dominated the European and Arabic (cf. “Al-Magest”) Middle Ages.10 In contrast, the name “Anatolia” appears later. Greek anatole means “sunrise” or “east”; Latin has the corresponding word oriens. In the late Roman Empire (after Diocletian, end of the third century CE), the provinces were reorganized and the whole of the Orient put under a praefectus praetorio per Orientem, whose title was translated in Greek as eparchos Anatolikon praitorion. The term was also used in the narrower field of military administration. In the seventh century CE, when the Byzantine Empire was divided up into military districts or “themes” (themata), one of the latter was named Anatolikon and included a large part of Asia Minor from the coast of the Aegean to Isauria (a mountainous region south of present-day Konya); its capital was Amorion. This district, whose extent was steadily altered, existed at least into the eleventh century, and the terms used by Arab geographers and historians of the ninth and tenth centuries ultimately go back to it: al-natulus, al-natulik.

Geography

Asia Minor is a rectangular peninsula projecting into the eastern Mediteranean whose longer, east-west sides follow an S-curve (Map 1a,b). It extends about 1,500 kilometers from east to west, if we take the borders of modern Turkey as our point of reference. The rectangle’s north-south sides are 500–600 kilometers long, narrowing to 480 kilometers at the place the Greeks called Isthmos. Taking the Asian part of Turkey as our basis, the total surface area is 756,855 square kilometers, the most extensive land mass in the Roman Empire, larger than Spain (about 580,000 square kilometers) or Gaul (about 550,000 square kilometers).

It is a mountainous land, situated in the Alpide belt of fold-mountains11 that stretches from the Atlas, Pyrenees, and Alps in the west to the Balkans, Zagros, the Hindu Kush, Karakoram, and Himalayas, and continues as far as Indonesia. On the peninsula, this belt has northern and southern fold zones that surround the central high plateau. On the southeast border, the Arabian plate begins; the rift that runs from the lakes of East Africa north through the Red Sea, Lebanon, and Syria abuts the Taurus Mountains north of Antakya in an arc that swings off to the northeast.

Northern Asia Minor

The north is traversed by the broad band of parallel rifts and faults of the Pontic Mountains. Elevations around the Sea of Marmara are relatively low, rarely over 1,500 meters. Beyond the Bosporus, the Istranca (Strandzha) Mountains in eastern Thrace stretch from the rugged plateau of the Bithynia peninsula as far as the lower Sakarya (Sangarios) River. Between the southern shore of the Sea of Marmara and the Valley of Bakır Çay (Kaikos) is a volcanic rock plateau that rises as high as 1,300 meters and drains into the Aegean, through the Bakır Çay, Gediz, and Menderes rivers, as well as into the Sea of Marmara and the Black Sea, through the Simav and Sakarya rivers. Northeast of the Sakarya plain a small strip of land along the coast separates the zone of the western Pontic Mountains, which are 200 kilometers wide in places and very steep, from the central Anatolian massif. Three main mountain ranges can be distinguished: the coast range (north of Kastamonu, rising to more than 2,000 meters); behind it, and separated by the valleys of the Filyos and Gökırmak rivers, are the Bolu and Ilgaz Dağları ranges (as high as 2,588 meters); to the south, separated by the valleys of Gerede Çay and Devrez Çay, the Köroğlu Dağları range. From approximately the middle of the southern range, a ridge runs south almost as far as the basin of Lake Tuz, with a few higher points, such as Elma Dağ on the east, Ayaş Dağ on the west, and the Karaca and Paşa Dağları in the south; Ankara lies in a depression on this ridge.
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Map 1a. Historical country names in Asia Minor.
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Map 1b. Important places. Maps drawn by Peter Palm, Berlin.





Farther east, the Pontic range is more clearly articulated by narrow valleys and broader lowlands; especially notable are the valleys of the Kelkit and Çoruh, the Suluova (Merzifon), and the basins of Erbaa, Zile, Turhal, Tokat, and Niksar. The East Pontos coastal range rises almost 4,000 meters above Yusufeli. The prevailing cliff coast in the north is interrupted for long stretches only by the alluvial plains in the Sinop peninsula, Bafra and Çarşamba Ovaları, which project into the Black Sea. Travel along the Black Sea coast and between it and the high plateau is difficult: for a long time, ancient harbors were connected only by sea; no continuous coastal road has been proven before the period of the Roman Empire. The relief offers favorable routes from the interior to the coasts only on the western and eastern edges of the middle Pontos arc, from the Bolu Ovası through the valleys of the Mengen Çay and Devrek Çay into the alluvial plains of the Filyos delta and in the east through the basin system between the Kızılırmak and Yeşilırmak rivers down toward Samsun. In antiquity, the rivers played a limited role in transportation; they are navigable with boats and small ships upstream from their mouths for only a short distance, as far as the gorges, and beyond them, on the high plateau.12 The Sakarya (Sangarios) River, the second-longest in Asia Minor, is already mentioned in Homer; it may be the river called Sahiriya in Hittite sources. It begins in the central massif, first curves around to the east, then west of Ankara it turns abruptly to the west, and finally, after a further curve to the north, breaks through the Pontos range and flows into the Black Sea. The Filyos (Billaios) River, the longest river in northern Anatolia after the Sakarya, follows a similar looping course. The climatic differences between the coastline and the plateau are very great. On the coast, a subtropical climate with luxuriant vegetation prevails. The heaviest annual precipitation in Turkey, 4,045.3 millimeters, was registered in 1931, east of Rize, in the legendary Colchis of antiquity. A continental climate prevails on the south side of the main mountain range, with cold, dry winters and humid, cool summers.

The Aegean Coast

The west coast is sharply divided, even cut up, as a result of folds and rifts running toward the west. The sea penetrates deeply into the rift zones and forms nine large bays that cut from 30 to 100 kilometers into the land. Between Edremit and Aydın (that is, in the largest part of the coastal region), rivers broaden into alluvial plains that are as wide as 12 kilometers and reach far into the interior; they are suitable for transportation and agriculture (Bakır Çay, Gediz, Küçük, and Büyük Menderes). In contrast, the southern section is characterized by craggy promontories extending into the sea, such as the Bodrum peninsula and especially the Reşadiye peninsula south of the bay of Gökova. Further north, in the interior the mountains run east and west. South of Aydın the relief becomes more uneven, with folds running northwest to southwest and north to south.

Central and Eastern Anatolia

The northwestern and western boundaries of the central Anatolian massif along the basin of the Sea of Marmara and the Aegean are hard to determine precisely; the plateau as a whole slopes slowly down to the west, although on both sides of the great river valleys there are ridges as high as 2,000 meters. The northeastern and eastern part of the central plateau, around Çankırı, Çorum, Amasya, and Tokat, is more clearly divided up and more humid than the southern half and offers fertile land for agriculture and livestock raising.

Central Anatolia is not a unified whole; it consists of high plains, mountain ranges, and peaks of various kinds of stone and origin; however, geological folds are rarer. The rises on the broad plains constitute no obstacles to transportation. A large part of this area lies inside the bend of the Kızılırmak (“Red River”), the longest river in Asia Minor. Fed by smaller tributaries east of Sivas, it first flows south in a broad curve through Cappadocia. Then, to the east of Lake Tuz (“Salt Lake”), it turns north and breaks through the Pontos Mountains and empties into the Black Sea. Its Greek name, Halys (“salt”) was connected in antiquity with the salt deposits in the Cappadocian region of Ximene; the first mention of it by the Greeks is in Aeschylus’s tragedy The Persians (866). The Hittites called it the Marassantiya.13

West and south of the Kızılırmak, in the parallelogram between Eskişehir, Konya, Niğde, and Ankara, hilly land and flat plains prevail. Everyone familiar with Anatolia understands the metaphor of “rolling hills” and loves the “apparent gentleness of the terrain, the rounding of the ridges and crests and the widespread areas that are still strikingly flat even in their relative high position above the valleys.”14 Low rises divide this plateau into three flat parts: the Sakarya valley, the Lake Tuz basin, and the Konya plains, which extend the farthest to the south, as far as the inner side of the arc of the Taurus Mountains.

East of a line running from Niğde through Nevşehir to Tokat, the central massif rises toward the east Anatolian high plateau. The latter is fissured by deep river valleys and divided by high mountain ranges and large volcanic peaks. The plains themselves are partly a product of the volcanoes in the middle of them, and the tuff landscape west of Kayseri is particularly bizarre (Figure 2).

These formations are the result of the erosion of lava and ash deposits proceeding from eruptions of Erciyas Dağ and Hasan Dağ. In the north, broader valleys divide up the parallel ranges along the east Pontos coast; for example, the Aşkale plain between Erzincan and Erzurum, and, farther east, the valleys of the upper Euphrates and upper Aras. North of the Aras valley rises the volcanic plateau of Kars, with a group of smaller volcanoes. At the eastern end and south of this mountain axis are the volcanoes of Mt. Ararat, Little Ararat, Süphan Dağ, Nemrud Dağ, and the Bingöl Dağları range. At 5,156 meters, the majestic Mt. Ararat is the highest peak in Asia Minor (Figure 3). In Armenian, it is called Masis; in Greek, Baris; and in Turkish, Ağrı Dağ. The name “Ararat,” which is used only in the European tradition, comes from the Old Testament (Gen. 8:4), where it designates the place where Noah’s Ark landed. The reference is to the Armenian upland ( Jerome translates it as super montes Armeniae—“on the mountains of Armenia”); the name comes from the Assyrian name for the region, Urartu (p. 99 f.). It is not entirely clear when this name came into use; the earliest attested uses appear to go back to the fourteenth century CE. Even today, attempts are repeatedly made, on foot and by air, to locate the Ark. In a book describing his travels in the Orient (partly copied from other authors, partly imagined), the fourteenth-century author who wrote under the name John Mandeville says that with God’s help, a monk had managed to take with him a splinter of wood from the Ark.15 The first known attempt to climb the mountain was made in 1707 by a professor of botany from Aix-en-Provence, Joseph Pitton de Tournefort (p. 20), but the summit was first reached by a German, Friedrich Parrot, in 1829.16 The volcano last erupted in 1840.


[image: ]

2. Tuff landscape in Cappadocia.



Lake Van, which Strabo calls Thospitis, lies at an altitude of 1,720 meters above sea level and is the largest lake in Turkey. It is remarkable for its depth (more than 250 meters near its shores) and its high soda ash content. Strabo (11, 14, 8) described it as “containing soda.” The fertile land along its shores already attracted settlers even in prehistoric times. South of the Van basin the Cilo and Sat Mountains rise as high as 4,000 meters and form a dividing wall between it and the steppe in northern Iraq.
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3. Mt. Ararat seen from the west.



The Euphrates and Tigris, which were, along with the Nile, the original life-giving rivers of the most ancient cultures, on the eastern plateau are not the broad, slow-moving waterways of Mesopotamia, but instead are torrents that cut deeply through the terrain, flowing rapidly through curves and canyons, and are dangerous for navigation. Particularly in the middle stretches of the Euphrates, gorges (sometimes with vertical rock walls) alternate with broader, intermontane basins, such as those around Erzincan, Elazığ, and Malatya, or, on the Murat, a large Euphrates tributary, around Bingöl.

Southern Asia Minor

As in the north, along the steep cliffs of the S-shaped coast south of the Taurus massif there are large alluvial plains in only a few places: on the Gulf of Antalya and between Mersin and the Bay of İskenderun.

The name “Taurus” (Turkish Toros) is first mentioned in Greek by Aristotle; the Greeks connected it with the homophonous word for “bull” (Dionysios Periegetes 641 Müller; Stephanos of Byzantion p. 608, 16–19 Meineke s. v.), associating its form with the humped back or its nature with the wildness of the bull. Libanios (or. 9, 92), a rhetorician and writer of the fourth century CE, gives another etymology: the mountain range is supposed to have been the first to emerge from the floodwaters and dry out, and for that reason was given the name Tersia, from tersaino (“dry out”). The Taurus Mountains can be divided into two segments: the western segment (Lycian Taurus) forms a barrier between the Aegean and the Mediterranean coasts. Its topography is complex. Above Antalya, axes running southwest to northeast and axes running north to south intersect; extensive basins (the Elmalı plateau) are imbedded in the high ranges; in the high ridges that continue toward the north and intersect the Cilician Taurus Mountains that swing northwest, broad corridors form the basins of Lake Eğridir, Lake Beyşehir, and Lake Suğla. East of these lakes and before the Taurus range, the Ala-Dağ and Alaca-Dağ massifs rise out of the plateau to form the western boundary of the Konya plain.

The Cilician Taurus range17 consists of rugged limestone and karst formations that tower over the coast. Behind them rise still higher massifs of granite that in the north decline into hills and finally into the plains of the southern part of the central massif. This folded zone is broken up by the Göksu (Kalykadnos) and, at the “Cilician Gates” (see Figure 69), by the Pozantı Çay, which cuts a thousand meters deep into the terrain. Above the Cilician alluvial plain the mountains divide into two main ranges, the Taurus and the Anti-Taurus, running southwest to northeast.

The Arabian Plate

The Arabian plate has a gentle topography. A series of broad, hilly plateaus level out to form the Euphrates basin in the southwest, the Harran plains in the middle, and the Tigris basin in the northeast. The plain is divided by the heights of the Karaca Dağ volcano (1,957 meters) that precede the plateau and the lower, lengthy ridge of the “Tur Abdin” north of Mardin.

✦ ✦ ✦

Taken as a whole, Anatolia has an extremely varied topography with sharp climatic contrasts. The broad “bridge” of the central massif is easily crossed but does not offer good conditions for settlement, at least in its dry southern part. Intense seismic activity is highly characteristic of Anatolia. Since the time of the Roman Empire, more than 800 earthquakes have been noted and reported. Antiquity has handed down to us harrowing testimonies to the regularly recurring suffering of the people—for instance, in Libanios’s plaintive monody (or. 61) on Nikomedeia or on the tombstones of children who were killed (see Figure 92).






CHAPTER 2

Modern Fieldwork in Asia Minor

The analysis of ancient cultures in the area of Turkey is a central topic in the modern history of science. One has only to consider, to name three examples, what Troy is for the history of archaeology, the cuneiform archives of Ḫattusa for the linguistics and philology of ancient languages and literatures, and the Monumentum Ancyranum (the Temple of Augustus and Rome in Ankara) for ancient history. Whereas the Hittites, Hurrians, and Urartians first became known to us through archaeological finds, it was especially the Greek and Latin literature on Asia Minor that had been handed down from the archaic period through the Middle Ages and Renaissance that conveyed to its readers in every age the picture of a densely settled, civilized part of the ancient world. When at the same time that ancient culture was being reborn in early modern Europe, this region finally passed into the permanent possession of the Ottoman Empire, and this awareness faded away: readers and interpreters of the ancient texts lacked the visual impact of and physical encounter with the world from which these texts arose and to which they bore witness. Here I can offer only a brief sketch of the recovery of this knowledge. In doing so, the discussion is limited to travel, discovery, and excavation in the area, though they constitute only part of the relevant research. Even in this context selection and limitation are called for: today, Höyük and Tepe are of no less interest to researchers on antiquity than the acropolis and agora. Nonetheless, I largely forgo discussion of cultures without writing and emphasize Hittite and “classical” civilization. In Chapter 3, which is based exclusively on archaeology, major prehistoric sites and the research on them are presented.

It is difficult to pinpoint the beginning of the long process of regaining reliable knowledge about the ancient geography and topography of Asia Minor. One of the most important thematic strands in travel to and exploration of important sites of the past starts in Christian late antiquity; for example, it becomes visible in the first authentic pilgrimage account of the journey to the Orient undertaken in around 385 CE by Egeria, a noblewoman from Gaul or Spain (Peregrinatio Sanctae Egeriae). This lady’s curiosity was entirely focused on Biblical sites and the tombs of saints and martyrs, and her travel guide was the Holy Scriptures she brought with her. Egeria’s extant report mentions Anatolia only on her return trip and offers no details at all concerning the long, difficult route over the Taurus Mountains; she considers worth close examination only the site connected with St. Thecla near Seleucia Hisauriae (Seleukeia on the Kalykadnos River, in Isauria, now Silifke).

From the Fourteenth to the Nineteenth Centuries: Pilgrims, Clergymen, Diplomats, Merchants, and Scientists

The French term voyageurs generally has come to be used to designate travelers who since the early modern period went to the Orient to learn about it (see Figure 4). Most of them did not travel alone but rather in groups, and before the middle of the fifteenth century their routes in Asia Minor crossed the borders of various territories ruled by Christians and by Turkish emirs. As a rule, they traveled through the Ottoman Empire with the sultan’s permission and a letter of recommendation from him, accompanied by a dragoman (interpreter), an armed escort, a servant and cook, and riding and pack horses.

It was probably in 1333 that a Muslim pilgrim named Ibn Baṭṭūta, from Tangier in Morocco, boarded in Latakiya a Genoese ship headed for the land of the Turks. Eight years earlier he had traveled to Mecca, and finally returned thirty years later, after travels in the Near East, India, and China. This land of Bila̱d al-Ru̱m, he declared, “is one of the finest regions in the world; in it God has brought together the good things dispersed through other lands. Its inhabitants are the comeliest of men in form, the cleanest in dress, the most delicious in food, and the kindliest of God’s creatures.” He continues:

Wherever we stopped in this land, whether at hospice or private house, our neighbours both men and women (who do not veil themselves) came to ask after our needs. When we left them to continue our journey, they bade us farewell as though they were our relatives and our own kin, and you would see the women weeping out of grief at our departure.1

Ibn Baṭṭūta spoke no Turkish and was dependent on interpreters in his entourage or in his host’s home. He was chiefly interested in shrines, mosques, and tombs. But he also provides lively descriptions of the land and people, clothing, manners and customs, agricultural products, and foods, and he repeatedly reports on his encounters with the local notables. However, he very seldom mentions pre-Islamic relics or historical events and persons: for instance, he notes that people say Konya was founded by Alexander. In Selçuk he mentions, in addition to the Isa Bey mosque, the large church built with enormous stones, and says that the philosopher Aflāṭūn (Plato) lived in Pergamon—confusing him with the physician Galen. But in Amasya, which is praised by him for its beautiful gardens, trees, and fruit, he says nothing about the tombs of the kings cut into the rock cliffs.

In the Middle Ages, the route through Anatolia was not completely closed to Christian pilgrims from the West; however, most of them traveled by sea, and if they visited any cities, then only port cities, and even these usually only on the coasts of the Mediterranean.2 In 1498 the Florentine priests Bonsignore di Francesco di Andrea Bonsignori and Bernardo Michelozzi, who were interested in archaeological sites, traveled there by land and by sea: from Constantinople they went to Bursa, visited the ruins of Kyzikos and Ilion (Troy), sailed on to Mytilene and back to the coast, traveled overland, via Foca (Phokaia), to İzmir, and then sailed via Chios to Palestine.3 Pilgrims who crossed Anatolia—often on their way back from the Holy Land—chose different routes, through the Cilician Gates above Tarsos and via Ankara, or climbed (as did Arnold von Harff, a knight from Cologne, in 1499) up the valley of the Gök Su (Kalykadnos) River into the Taurus Mountains, passing through Anatolia via Karaman (Laranda), Konya, and Bursa.4
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4. Engraving from Marie-Gabriel-Florent-Auguste Comte de Choiseul-Gouffier, Voyage pittoresque dans l’Orient Ottoman, Paris 1782. Print in private possession of author.



For Christians, Asia Minor was not simply a land to be passed through on the way to Palestine. Even today American and European groups travel to the sites where the Apostle Paul was active. In the past, clergymen and missionaries made many a discovery; knowledge of the Bible and learned curiosity went hand in hand. Thus in the seventeenth century (1668–1671) the English chaplain in Constantinople, Thomas Smith,5 visited the seven cities mentioned in the Apocalypse of St. John and noted, in addition to those already known (Pergamon, Smyrna, Ephesos, Sardeis, and Philadelpheia), also the sites of Thyateira and Laodikeia. Edmund Chishull, the vicar of Walthamstow near London and a chaplain in Smyrna, was also interested in antiquities.6 In 1739, his countryman Richard Pococke, the archdeacon of Dublin and bishop of Ossory and Meath, traveled from Smyrna through the Maeander valley into the interior of Phrygia, where in 1740 he was the first European to obtain information about the existence of the ruins of Pessinus.7 A Florentine abbot, Domenico Sestini, published his notes on a journey undertaken in 1781 all the way through Anatolia and down the Tigris to Basra.8 In 1833 the British chaplain Francis Arundell discovered Antiocheia in Pisidia.9 Competent in Arabic, Turkish, Armenian, Persian, Hebrew, Syrian, and Sanskrit, the Lazarist Eugène Boré, from Angers in western France, was long active in Ankara, where he founded a school for poor Armenians; his travels through Bithynia and Paphlagonia in 1838 produced a great deal of information on ancient ruins and discoveries of inscriptions.10 The five-volume fundamental study on the cave churches of Cappadocia was completed in the first half of the twentieth century by the French Jesuit priest Guillaume de Jerphanion.11 Among the researchers on Asia Minor who have made a name for themselves, Sir William Ramsay (p. 24 f.), for example, was particularly fascinated by the Christian areas and sites, and his countryman William Calder “had first arrived in 1908 with the Old Testament strapped to one ankle and the New to the other.”12

From the late Middle Ages on, envoys and ambassadors constituted an important group of researchers on antiquity in Turkey. The Castilian nobleman Ruy Gonzales de Clavijo was sent to Tamerlane’s court in Samarkand by Henry III of Castile between 1403 and 1406. He mentions walls, bridges, and church buildings in a few cities on the Turkish coast of the Black Sea, which were then controlled partly by the Turks, partly by the Genoese, and partly by the Empire of Trebizond.13 In the sixteenth century, when European courts were more and more frequently sending legations to the new great power on the Bosporus, the Flemish diplomat Ogier Ghiselin de Busbeq resided in Asia Minor on several occasions. In 1554 Ferdinand I sent him to Sultan Suleiman II in Constantinople; he remained on diplomatic assignment in Turkey until 1562. When Busbeq arrived there, the sultan was away, waging war, and Busbeq followed him via Ankara and Çorum as far as Amasya. The journey to Amasya is described in the first of four letters to Busbeq’s friend Nicolas Michault,14 and we also have the notes taken by his companion, the Viennese humanist Hans Dernschwam, who came from Bohemia; they were first published in the nineteenth century.15 We owe to Busbeq not only the introduction of lilacs, tulips, and hyacinths into Central Europe, but also the discovery of the temple in Ankara, where the inscriptions giving an account of the deeds of the Emperor Augustus were found.

Contributions to research on archaeology were made especially by diplomats who lived for long periods in the provinces of the Ottoman Empire:

the British consul in Smyrna, William Sherard, made expeditions between 1705 and 1716, for example to Aphrodisias, from which he brought back copies of inscriptions, including fragments of Diocletian’s so-called “Prices Edict”;16

Pascal Fourcade, Napoleon’s consul in Sinop (1802–1812), who explored the site of Pompeiopolis in Paphlagonia and discovered the most important rock-cut tomb in northern Asia Minor;17

the French consul in Aleppo, Louis-Alexandre Corancez, who on returning home in 1812 brought along a description of the ruins of Side;18

the British Consul-General in Erzurum, James Brant, who traveled through eastern Anatolia in 1835 and 1838, between the Black Sea and Diyarbakır;19

the Russian Privy Councilor Nicolai Chanykoff, who in 1846 noted the rock-cut graves, inscriptions, and antique spolia in northern Asia Minor;20 and

the British vice-consul in Trebizond (Trabzon), Alfred Biliotti, who was the first to describe the ruins of Satala on the Euphrates (which were recognized only later as the remains of a Roman legionary fortress) after visiting them in 1874.21

Alongside the diplomats there have been, ever since the fourteenth century, the commercial travelers, merchants, and officers from the port cities (Genoa, Venice, and Ancona), as well as the agents of western trading companies on the Bosporus and in Smyrna and other ports. Here the Italian businessman Ciriaco Pizecolli from Ancona stands out. Between 1430 and 1452 he made four journeys to western Asia Minor. Of his works, which were rich in observations on antiquities, only a few fragments were found and published centuries later.22 The diamond dealer and traveler in India, Jean-Baptiste Tavernier, also reported on his overland journeys through Anatolia.23 Around 1688 Daniel Cosson, from Leiden, the vice-consul of the Dutch trade association, was murdered in a village near Smyrna. This businessman and avid collector of inscriptions owed his classical training to the German philologist and professor in Leiden, Friedrich Gronovius.24 Jacques Spon, an art dealer from Lyon, also wrote down the inscriptions on hundreds of ancient stones while traveling through western Asia Minor in 1676 with the English botanist George Wheler.25 Plagiarism already took place at that time: copies of inscriptions from Anatolia made by Arthur Pullinger, an agent for the Levant Company in the silk and textile trade in Aleppo ca. 1725–1739, were appropriated by the Anglican bishop Richard Pococke without acknowledging their original source.26 Andreas David Mordtmann, Sr., was a renowned researcher on antiquity who worked in Constantinople as a manager for the Hanseatic League. He explored northern Anatolia and composed his Skizzen und Reisebriefe aus Kleinasien (Sketches and Travel Letters from Asia Minor, 1850–1859).

In 1750, three wealthy and classically trained young Englishmen from Oxford and an Italian set out on a journey to the Orient, which—after one of them had died in Asia Minor—took the others to Palmyra and Baalbek. Their journey has been reconstructed from the papers of one of the participants, Robert Wood.27 Wood and his companions left descriptions, maps, and sketches of many sites of ruins between the Dardanelles and Mylasa, the most valuable of them being those of the Temple of Artemis in Sardeis and the Temple of Artemis Leukophryene in Magnesia on the Maeander, which they did not, however, recognize as the Ionian Magnesia. Together with Wood’s further notes on Kyzikos, Lampsakos, Pergamon, Teos, Ephesos, Miletus, Halikarnassos, Keramos, and Laodikeia on the Lykos, they constitute one of the most comprehensive dossiers on ancient architectural remains on the west coast of Asia Minor and are still important for archaeological research today.

Copies of ancient stone inscriptions were more and more in demand. The first large collection was produced by two extraordinary researchers: the French scholar and tutor of Charles-Louis-Napoleon Bonaparte (Emperor Napoleon III), Philippe le Bas, and an Englishman born and naturalized in France, William Henry Waddington, who read classics at Trinity College, Cambridge, and later became prime minister of France (1871).28 Le Bas, who discovered Alinda and Labraunda in Caria, reflects the spirit of the long-since flared-up competition in searching out unknown antiquities: “I left Mylasa, having squeezed every last drop of juice from the lemon. In future, travelers can dispense with going there. I have not left them the slightest kernel to find.”29

Since the eighteenth century, there has been an increasing number of organized expeditions to the Orient sponsored by European institutions and governments. Joseph Pitton de Tournefort, the botany professor from Aix-en-Provence who tried to climb Mt. Ararat, had been assigned by the king of France to conduct research on the flora of the East on the basis of ancient writings.30 Paul Lucas was also sent to the Orient by Louis XIV; he so fantastically adorned his impressions on two journeys through the tuff landscape of Cappadocia that no one believed him.31 Carsten Niebuhr, the father of the later equally well-known historian of antiquity, Barthold Georg Niebuhr, was the first in a series of great European researchers on Arabia. He studied mathematics in Göttingen and took part in the Danish expedition to the Orient that left Copenhagen in 1760. He was the only participant who returned alive.32 His copies of inscriptions from Iran helped Georg Friedrich Grotefend decipher cuneiform script in 1802. The research done in Ionia between 1764 and 1765 by Richard Chandler, a fellow of Magdalen College, Oxford, was conducted on behalf of the Society of Dilettanti. It was published in 1769 under the title Ionian Antiquities.33 Three years later appeared the Voyage pittoresque, a report written by Marie-Gabriel-Florent-Auguste Comte de Choiseul-Gouffier, d’Alembert’s successor in the Académie française, on his crossing of the Lycian-Carian borderland on the Gulf of Fethiye.34 Joseph Freiherr von Hammer-Purgstall, an Austrian orientalist and diplomat, traveled nearby in 1802 and was the first to record Carian alphabetic writing on a rock-cut tomb there.35 A researcher on the Orient from London, William George Browne, the discoverer of the Siwah oasis, crossed Turkey several times between 1802 and 1813, and wrote down his impressions.36 While traveling from eastern Anatolia toward Teheran, he was murdered by bandits. In 1829 the young Hessian cuneiform scholar Friedrich Eduard Schulz, from Gießen, met with the same fate in Kurdistan, which was nearly inaccessible to foreigners. He had been on his way to investigate, on behalf of the French Société Asiatique, inscriptions near Lake Van and Lake Urmia.37 We owe to him the first close examination of the Urartian capital Tuspa, and he also discovered the Kelischin (“blue stone”) stele, which is bilingual, Assyrian-Urartian, and is important for research on those languages.

Cartographers, Specialists in Natural History, and Archaeologists up to the First World War

The age of intensive exploration of ancient Asia Minor by European travelers began in the nineteenth century, after Napoleon’s expedition to the Orient (he landed in Egypt in 1798). To the amateurs—diplomats, clergymen, merchants—we can add a group of men who wanted to study the geography, geology, and flora of the country and were especially concerned with cartographic depiction, though they also paid close attention to the antiquities: natural scientists, engineers, physicians, and officers. In 1800 the Old Phrygian rock-cut tombs and monuments were discovered by the English artillery officer William Martin Leake while on an expedition across Anatolia.38 We owe to a captain working for the East India Company, John MacDonald Kinneir, the discoverer of Susa, observations from northern Asia Minor made between 1808 and 1814.39 In his book Karmania, or a Brief Description of the South Coast of Asia Minor and the Remains of Antiquity (London, 1817), the English admiral and hydrographer Sir Francis Beaufort provided a description of the sites of Patara, Phaselis, and Soloi. Many discoveries of ancient sites, especially in west-central Anatolia, such as the ruins of Aizanoi and Synnada, were made by the French engineer and cartographer Camille Callier during his travels in that area in 1830–1831; he also determined the location of the Cilician and Syrian Gates through the Taurus and Amanos Mountains, as well as that of ancient Samosata on the Euphrates.40

Soon thereafter, in 1834, Charles Texier from Versailles found walls that later proved to be those of the Hittite capital Ḫattusa; for Texier, who had studied mathematics, chemistry, and Greek, that was not his only glorious chapter; he also was the first to make known the ruins of the Temple of Artemis in Magnesia on the Maeander (which had already been visited by Robert Wood), and following his investigations in Assos, the reliefs from the Temple of Athena were taken to Paris. Between 1839 and 1848 he wrote his comprehensive Description de l’Asie Mineure. William Francis Ainsworth, a physician and geologist, collected the materials for his Travels and Researches in Asia Minor (1842) during the Royal Geographical Society’s Euphrates expedition carried out three years earlier. He measured Mons Casius—on the Turkish-Syrian border south of Antakya—and discovered the ruins of Apameia in northern Syria.

William John Hamilton must be considered an outstanding figure in the research of that time. Born in London, during his studies in Göttingen he turned first toward philology and history, but later became a natural historian with an emphasis on geology. Between 1835 and 1837 he traveled from Smyrna to large parts of western, northern, central, and eastern Anatolia. Among his works are descriptions, invariably accompanied by detailed geological studies—of the central Anatolian katakekaumene (literally, “scorched”) landscape and the coast between Sinop and Trabzon, in which he draws on Xenophon and Strabo. He climbed Erciyas Dağ and crossed the tuff terrain of Cappadocia.41

Advances in knowledge of the southwest coast of Asia Minor were achieved mainly by Englishmen: Sir Charles Fellows, who explored the almost unknown interior of Lycia and discovered the ruins of Xanthos in 1838, while on an expedition from Smyrna, became the father of Lycian archaeology. On a second trip the following year he reached the Arykandos valley and Milyas and Kibyratis. The legendary English ship Beacon carried several researchers and also served to carry away objects discovered in the ancient ruins. The “Xanthian marbles,” including the Nereid monument (p. 168) have been treasures of the British Museum ever since.42 Aboard the Beacon, Captain Hoskyn discovered Kaunos in 1840.43 The following year, under the command of Thomas Graves, the ship went on a research voyage led by Fellows, in which the physician and natural historian Edward Forbes and the naval officer Thomas Abel Brimige Spratt also participated.44 Among the discoveries made was Termessos in Pisidia. At about the same time Ludwig Ross, from Holstein, and a teacher at a Gymnasium in Posen (today Poznan), Julius August Schönborn, explored the interior of Caria and Lycia; Schönborn found the Heroon of Trysa.45 Rough Cilicia, which was still largely unexplored as late as the middle of the nineteenth century, was first crossed by the Prussian officer Fischer, followed soon afterward by the Austrian botanist Theodor Kotschy.46 Among German travelers there arose the curious notion of colonizing the fertile stretches of land in the north and in the south of Asia Minor.47

The reports of researchers on Turkey up to the middle of the nineteenth century were taken into account in the monumental work Die Erdkunde von Asien written by Carl Ritter from Quedlinburg (1779–1859), which appeared in nineteen volumes between 1832 and 1859. The work combines ancient written sources and the accounts of modern voyageurs in a regional study that offered a wealth of materials unparalleled at that time. At about the same time Albert Forbiger, the rector of the Nicolai Gymnasium in Leipzig, produced the first and still only comprehensive, three-volume handbook of ancient geography (Asia is covered in volume II). In 1861, Ritter’s student Heinrich Kiepert brought out the Atlas Antiquus, on the basis of which his son, Richard Kiepert, tried to produce an atlas of the whole of the ancient world, Formae orbis antiqui, but was unable to complete it. Among the most comprehensive reports of this period are those of two pioneers who were in the service of the Russian government. After resigning as an attaché at the Russian embassy in Constantinople, the geologist Piotr Alexandrovich Tschichatschew made six journeys through Asia Minor between 1848 and 1853. Heinrich Kiepert edited his notebooks and published them in abbreviated form in 1867.48 Between 1855 and 1860, Xavier Hommaire de Hell, who was also a geologist and an engineer, roamed around Bithnyia, Paphlagonia, Pontos, Armenia, Azerbaijan, and Persia, accompanied by the painter Jules Laurens, whose enchanting watercolors of landscapes and ruins are now preserved in Paris. Hommaire de Hell died in Isfahan when he was only thirty-six years old.49

In the nineteenth century, officials at the Porte began to devote attention to the exact cartography of Asia Minor and to import expert know-how from Europe. The cartography of eastern, northern, and central Anatolia in particular owed its unprecedented level to a group of German officers. The instruments they used were clocks, compasses, and barometers. The most prominent of these officers was Helmuth Karl Bernhard Graf von Moltke, who was later to be the victorious general at the battles of Königgrätz and Sedan, and one of the founders of the German Empire proclaimed in 1871. By the time he died at the age of ninety-one, Moltke had become a legend as a soldier and a writer, like the later “Lawrence of Arabia.” In 1835 he was assigned as a military advisor to the Porte when the latter was waging war against the renegade governor of Egypt, Mehmed Ali. During a four-year journey through eastern Anatolia, Moltke prepared the maps (published in 1852–1858) that were used by the Turkish general staff until well into the twentieth century. On a kellek (a raft made of animal hides), he floated down the upper Euphrates. Among his discoveries was an Urartian rock inscription found farther to the west than any other. His Letters about Conditions and Events in Turkey, Written during the Years from 1835 to 1839 and especially his Unter dem Halbmond. Erlebnisse in der alten Türkei became widely known.

The writings of the Prussian cavalry captain Walther von Diest about his travels through Phrygia, Bithnyia, and Paphlagonia (1866) are not inferior in vividness and accuracy to Moltke’s reports from the Euphrates region. Following in von Diest’s footsteps in the north, Captains Maercker and Schäffer, along with First Lieutenants von Flottwell, Kannenberg, von Prittwitz, and Gaffron, in 1893 were the first to explore more fully the mouth of the river the ancients called the Halys (now known as the Kızılırmak) and its many gorges.50 Around the turn of the twentieth century, their insights were broadened by the German geographer and geologist Richard Leonhard, who made three journeys through Paphlagonia and wrote a 400-page monograph on the area that appeared in 1915. Among other things, it contained new, precise information on the antiquities in the region, and especially the first comparative studies of Paphlagonian rock-cut tombs, with splendid photographs that were still taken on glass plates.

The descriptions of their horseback travels from village to village given by the Prussian officers and the geographer Leonhard offer an absorbing picture of the happiness and burdens—and the difficulties and dangers—they encountered on roads through the interior of late Ottoman Anatolia untraveled by other foreigners. The mountainous, densely forested terrain, and cold and rainy weather confronted researchers with harder tests than those they faced in the Mediterranean zones. Thus on November 1, 1886, Diest noted: “The horses were dreadfully soaked, the rain continued with only brief interruptions. On my way, I sketched the itinerary on the rubber cuffs of my coat.” Then come further enchanting views, such as that of Amasra, the ancient Sesamos-Amastris:

A marvelous sight, one of the most beautiful of our journey, lay before us. Rocky islands stretched far out into the broad, sunlight-saturated sea, with its shimmering garland of pearls foaming at their feet, while on their cliffs glowed the white walls of the Turkish houses, surrounded by medieval walls, lushly overgrown with dark green foliage, the whole blaze of colors standing out against the boundless surface of the blue Pontos Euxeinos.51

The local officials seemed especially suspicious of measurements and cartographic drawings, and people withheld information. Leonhard and Flottwell sensed distrust: “In the cities I was thought to be a spy, and in the villages an official working for the Turks who was supposed to conscript the men. The women often screamed when they saw me coming.”52 Certain localities had to be avoided because of cholera. Seeking refuge for the night in a misafirodası (guest room), they were plagued by myriad bedbugs and fleas, against which Persian insect powders were completely ineffective. Bands of robbers made roads and villages unsafe; a ringleader who had been wounded in a fight and taken prisoner was summarily shot by the local Kaimakam (administrator) before the visitors’ eyes. Dogs were ubiquitous and posed the greatest danger:

Every flock and every village is guarded by a number of these enormous animals. In packs of six to eight, they attack any stranger like charging cavalry, with a vehemence and fury that one hardly expects from dogs. Woe to him who cannot defend himself; he will inevitably be torn to pieces. The shepherds think a long time before calling off their dogs, and then it is still a question whether the dogs will obey them.53

Today, researchers traveling through these villages are still commonly confused by the kind of information that Flottwell encountered among the peasants: “Turks are so loath to tell a questioner something he will find displeasing that the information one receives regarding distances is very unreliable. As among Pomeranians a ‘not very great’ distance often turns out to be quite long, the Turk says: ‘you’ll be there in two hours,’ but when after two hours one asks the same question, the reply is the same: ‘in two hours.’”54 However, these travelers also praise, as have countless others since Ibn Baṭṭūta, the exuberant hospitality found in most places. Thus an English researcher who was journeying through eastern Anatolia put it this way: “I received amazing hospitality, north of Malatya, leaving a trail of slaughtered sheep.”55

The earliest true experts in the domain of studies on antiquity who undertook expeditions to these areas on the Black Sea and the neighboring regions in central Anatolia were archaeologists and epigraphists, first of all Georges Perrot, who was sent there in 1861 by Napoleon III to pursue scientific research—Perrot was accompanied by the architect and artist Edmond Guillaume—and Perrot’s countrymen Doublet, Legrand, and Mendel, as well as Gustav Hirschfeld from Königsberg and Ernst Kalinka from Austria. The Scot William Mitchell Ramsay first went to Asia Minor in 1881 on a research grant; later knighted and appointed professor of archaeology at Oxford and professor of humanities at Aberdeen, Ramsay made several trips to the region before the First World War, especially in western and central Phrygia, Pisidia, and Lycaonia,56 and published his Historical Geography of Asia Minor in 1890 and the two-volume study Cities and Bishoprics of Phrygia from 1895 to 1897.57 Exploring central Phrygia, he was joined by Gertrude Bell, at that time already a distinguished traveler, archaeologist, and writer on the Near and Middle East, and together with her he excavated the site known as “A thousand and one churches” (Binbir Kilise). In 1914, during excavations in Psidian Antiocheia, Ramsay found fragments of a third copy (after those of Ankyra and Apollonia) of the res gestae, the account of the Emperor Augustus’s deeds. John Robert Sitlington Sterrett of Boston traveled partly with Ramsay and partly on his own; he undertook the study of inscriptions at the American excavation of Assos and in Tralleis, and in 1884–1885 he searched for inscriptions throughout large parts of central Anatolia.58 The Englishmen J.G.C. Anderson, J.A.R. Munro, F. B. Welch, and D. G. Hogarth, along with the Belgians Franz and Eugène Cumont and Henri Grégoire, journeyed through Pontos, Lesser Armenia, and Cappadocia. Their reports and copies of inscriptions are collected in the volumes of the Studia Pontica.59 Grégoire, who put together a collection of Christian texts, also explored Cappadocia’s cave churches in greater detail.60

The culture and language of the Urartians on Lake Van attracted more interest. British excavations at Toprakkale Castle in 1879 produced few results. A few years after the path-breaking research done by Eduard Schulz, all the members of a scientific expedition, including the German scholar R. Rosch, were killed in the same area.61 New explorations were led by the orientalist Carl Friedrich Lehmann-Haupt in 1898–1899 in the area of the eastern Black Sea and the Caucasus, Armenia, Azerbaijan, and northern Mesopotamia. Members of his group also encountered perils. His adventurous travel writings, Armenien einst und jetzt (Armenia Past and Present), published in three volumes from 1910 to 1931, illustrate the wealth in historical relics, the ethnic-cultural and religious contradictions, and the enormous difficulties of traveling in this area (Figure 5). On almost every page, Lehmann-Haupt correlates his own observations of the country, people, languages, sites, and objects, as well as his descriptions of monuments and readings of inscriptions in Old Assyrian, Urartian, Greek, Syrian, and Arabic languages with the testimonies of ancient literature. His detailed reflections concern, for instance, the route described in the Anabasis and factual elements in Xenophon or the identification of Tigranocerta, the capital of the Armenian Empire founded by Tigranes II in the first century BCE.

Toward the end of the nineteenth and early in the twentieth century, several expeditions, especially epigraphic ones, were conducted in the west and southwest: Alfred Philippson traveled through Mysia and the adjoining parts of Bithynia and Phrygia.62 A selection of Karl Buresch’s unpublished papers appeared posthumously as Aus Lydien. Epigraphisch-geographische Reisefrüchte in 1898.63 The Austrians Josef Keil and Anton von Premerstein made three journeys in the same area in 1906, 1908, and 1911.64 Along with Ramsay, von Premerstein later evaluated the new text fragments of the res gestae from Apollonia. Gustav Hirschfeld visited Pamphylia in 1874,65 Eugen Petersen, a professor of archaeology in Dorpat, and Felix von Luschan, an archaeologist, physician, and anthropologist, traveled through Lycia, Milyas, and Kibyratis from 1882 to 1885.66 Städte Pamphyliens und Pisidiens (1890– 1892) was based on the travel experiences of the Viennese art-lover and patron Karl Graf Lanckoroński, the scion of a Polish noble family. The large-format volumes offer photographs and multicolored drawings of exceptional quality of, for instance, the layouts of the cities of Selge, Termessos, and Sagalassos. Otto Benndorf and Georg Niemann reported on southwest Asia Minor, and Rudolf Heberdey, Ernst Kalinka, and Adolf Wilhelm reported on Cilicia, where Theodore Bent was able to observe the ruins of the temple of Zeus Olbios in 1890.67
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5. Kurdish mountain country west of Hakkari. Note the rough terrain.



The Beginning of the Excavations

In the second half of the nineteenth century, Europeans and Americans began to excavate archaeologically promising sites in Turkey. Their motives varied and were not limited to the spirit of research. The British Museum, which was founded in the eighteenth century and has been housed in its current building since 1848, competed with the Louvre in the purchase of antiquities. Museums in other cities, such as Berlin and Vienna, followed suit. At the time, the removal of antiquities, which has since been sharply criticized, took place with the consent of the Turkish government. In 1856 Sir Charles Newton, formerly an assistant in the British Museum’s Antiquities Department and later vice-consul in Mytilene, discovered the remains of the Mausoleum at Halikarnassos—a funeral monument that in antiquity had been considered one of the wonders of the world because of its architecture and especially its sculptural decoration—from which he shipped sculptures and parts to London. In 1858 he had archaic sitting figures, a lion, and a sphinx from the Sacred Way at Didyma brought to the museum. In 1860 Newton returned to the British Museum, where he directed the Department of Greek and Roman Antiquities.68 A few years later John Turtle Wood began, with the permission of the Turkish government, a search for one of the wonders of the world, the Temple of Artemis in Ephesos, at first at his own expense, and then with the support of the British Museum.69

The archaeological sensations, which had up to that point been made known to the European public mainly by Britons, were soon thereafter supplemented by Germans working in Miletus, Troy, and Pergamon. After a French expedition of 1868, Theodor Wiegand began excavations in 1899 in Miletus, from which the structural elements of the two-story ornamental façade of the market portal were shipped off to Berlin.70 French excavations in Didyma in 1872–1873 and 1895–1896 preceded those of the Germans, and their discoveries ended up in the Louvre. Together with Hubert Knackfuß, Wiegand excavated in Didyma between 1905 and 1913 and again in 1924–1925, and he was the first to uncover the enormous temple (see Figure 41).71

The name of Heinrich Schliemann is inseparable from that of Troy. The son of a Protestant minister from Mecklenburg, he was a citizen of the world and a wealthy businessman who treated himself to the study of classical philology at the Sorbonne when he was in his middle forties. His fascination with Homer led him to search for the ruins of ancient Ilios, the scene of Homer’s Iliad. From his new home in Greece he traveled to the Troad (northwestern Anatolia; see Map 1a) for the first time in 1868, and the following year published Itaque, le Péloponnèse, Troie. Recherches archéologiques, on the basis of which the University of Rostock awarded him a doctorate. Following an idea that had been put forward by others long before, he looked for Troy under the hill of Hisarlık (p. 60 f.) and there undertook the first of his excavations from 1870 to 1873 and the second in 1879. The first excavation already struck gold, the “Treasure of Priam,” which can perhaps be considered, along with Howard Carter’s discovery of Tutankhamen’s tomb in the Egyptian Valley of the Kings in 1922, as the most spectacular in the history of archaeology. Schliemann established a Trojan collection in Athens, which he bequeathed to the German people. Transported from Berlin to Russia during the Second World War, this treasure still gives rise to diplomatic tugs of war between Berlin, Moscow, and Ankara.72 During Schliemann’s lifetime and afterward, his claim to have discovered “Homeric” Troy was highly controversial. Although it was firmly rejected by professionals in the field, his claim continues to be a subject of discussion even today. The excavation carried out by Schliemann’s follower Wilhelm Dörpfeld (1893–1894) later acquired its true scientific significance as a cornerstone of modern stratigraphy, whose findings structure whole systems of chronologies of early ceramics.

The history of the excavation of Pergamon is no less sensational. In it are intertwined politics and diplomacy between Berlin and the Sublime Porte, road and railway construction in Turkey, Kaiser Wilhelm II’s fascination with archaeology, the history of the German Archaeological Institute, and much more. It all began with the activities of German construction contractors in Turkey and the transport to Berlin of reliefs from the Great Altar. The massive sculptures made a powerful impression, and the attention given to the site in western Anatolia increased enormously. The “Pasha of Pergamon,” Carl Humann (1839–1896), was an engineer and entrepreneur from Essen who was also an architectural researcher and a pioneering archaeologist. He began excavating Pergamon in 1878. In 1882 he produced in Ankara the first complete cast of the long inscription at the Monumentum Ancyranum and near the site of the Hittite capital in Boğazköy casts of the sculptures at the Yazılıkaya sanctuary. In 1883 he and Otto Puchstein were the first archaeologists to examine the shrine on the Nemrud Dağ, which the engineer Karl Sester had discovered in eastern Anatolia. Between 1891 and 1893 Humann excavated the Temple of Artemis in Magnesia on the Maeander. In 1895 he collaborated in the Austrian excavation of Ephesos, and from 1895 to 1899 he excavated, along with Theodor Wiegand and Hans Schrader, the ancient Ionian city of Priene. Highly distinguished by the end of his career, Humann died in Smyrna after a life spent in the Orient. In 1967, his remains were transferred to Pergamon. The list of Humann’s successors who carried on (with interruptions) the excavations at Pergamon corresponds to the chapters of German archaeological history: Alexander Conze, Wilhelm Dörpfeld, Theodor Wiegand (Figure 6).73
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6. Portrait gallery in the excavation house at Priene: Carl Humann, Osman Hamdi Bey, and Theodor Wiegand.



Between 1881 and 1884 Otto Benndorf, an archaeology professor from Vienna, explored central Lycia on behalf of the Austrian Academy of Sciences, partly in collaboration with von Luschan and Graf Lanckoroński; reliefs from the Heroon of Trysa were transported to the Austrian capital.74 Then, encroaching on the Englishmen’s turf, Benndorf led the Austrian excavation in Ephesos, which had been begun in 1895. At that time Humann suspected that the Altar of Artemis “was located under the English rubble, and the devil knows whether the Englishmen will allow us to dig on their terrain.”75

Osman Hamdi Bey, from a wealthy Istanbul family, studied law in Paris between 1860 and 1869. There he became a painter, an art lover, and an art connoisseur. After his return to Istanbul he embarked on a career that culminated in his appointment as Director of Museums at the Sublime Porte in 1881 (see Figure 6). He not only founded the Archaeological Museum of Istanbul but also led the first Turkish research at Nemrud Dağ, at the shrine of Hekate in Lagina, and at Sidon, where the so-called Sarcophagus of Alexander was excavated and sent to the Istanbul museum.76 The discovery of Hittite culture in particular was to be of great importance for the growth of Turkish archaeology in the following period. Before the excavations began, the ruins at Boğazköy had been visited by many European scholars. After Heinrich Barth carried out a short excavation in Yazılıkaya in 1858, the Frenchman Ernest Chantre first began a dig in Boğazköy in 1893–1894. No one knew anything about a Hittite capital called Ḫattusa when in 1904 the Englishman John Garstang applied for permission to conduct excavations on the site. This project fell through when the German emperor personally intervened with Sultan Abdul Hamid II on behalf of the Assyriologist Hugo Winckler. Together with Theodor Makridi Bey, the curator of the museum in Istanbul under Osman Hamdi Bey, Winckler began excavations at the site in 1906. The inscriptions discovered there proved, even before Hittite was deciphered by Bedřich Hrozný in 1915, that they were in the capital of the great empire.

Even before the First World War, spectacular discoveries had shed light on the culture of the late Hittite principalities of southern Anatolia. Felix von Luschan conducted excavations in Zincirli between 1888 and 1902.77 After Henderson’s initial excavations made “Hittite” discoveries in the 1880s, David George Hogarth began his archaeological investigations in Karkamiš in 1910. The planned route of the Berlin-Baghdad railway to be built under German direction was supposed to cross the Euphrates at precisely this point, and the Germans threatened to deprive the excavators of the local labor force.

One assistant in the team was Thomas Edward Lawrence, whose book The Seven Pillars of Wisdom later made him famous as Colonel “Lawrence of Arabia,” after he had helped organize the Arab uprising against the Turks (Figure 7). As a young graduate of Oxford and an expert on “medieval pottery,” he investigated Syria’s crusader castles, on foot and in the summer heat, and thus commended himself as the kind of English archaeologist who was not deterred by the most difficult conditions— “extremely indifferent to what he eats or how he lives”78—and not eager to leave the Orient for a seat at the high table and a chair in the Bodleian.

In the spring 1911 the renowned archaeologist Gertrude Bell (see p. 24 f.) visited Karkamiš. She sipped a cup of tea and offered advice about digging technique, while the hitherto hapless young assistants Thompson and Lawrence boasted about their erudition. Lawrence wrote in a letter: “She was taken (in five minutes) over Byzantine, Crusader, Roman, Hittite, and French architecture (my part) and over Greek folklore, Assyrian architecture, and Mesopotamian ethnology (by Thompson); prehistoric pottery and telephoto lenses, Bronze Age metal technique, Meredith, Anatole France, and the Octobrists (by me): the Young Turk movement, the construct state in Arabic, the price of riding camels, Assyrian burial customs, and German methods of excavation with the Baghdad railway (by Thompson).” By the end, apparently, “she was getting more respectful.”79
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7. Karkamiš excavation team, with T. E. Lawrence in the middle of the front row. © The Trustees of the British Museum, London.



Lawrence sent an anonymous letter to the Times (published on August 9, 1911, under the title “Vandalism in Upper Syria and Mesopotamia”), in which he lamented with bitter irony the destruction of historical relics in Aleppo, Urfa, Biredjik, and Rum Kale, and accused the Germans of wanting to use material from Karkamiš to build the Baghdad railway. But at the beginning of the 1912 season he made friends with the engineers, and they agreed that it was to the advantage of both sides to remove the stones that were blocking further digging and use them for constructing the railway. The Karkamiš excavation was initially unsuccessful under Hogarth, but under Leonard Woolley the site became known as the “metropolis of hieroglyphs” when unique reliefs and especially inscriptions were discovered there.80

From the Interwar Period to the Present

In the Turkish national state founded by Mustafa Kemal Atatürk after the First World War, Kurt Bittel resumed the excavation of Ḫattusa in 1931 and continued this work, with a long interruption during the Second World War, until 1978. Other members of the team were the architect Rudolf Naumann and the Hittite scholars Helmuth Theodor Bossert, Hans Gustav Güterbock, and Heinrich Otten. In 1978 the direction of the excavations was taken over by the architect Peter Neve, in 1994 by Jürgen Seeher, a specialist in prehistory, and in 2006 by Andreas Schachner, an archaeologist specializing in the Near East. Excavations of Hittite sites had long since begun in other places. Tahsin Özgüç excavated Maşathöyük in 1945 and from 1973 to 1984; Aygül and Mustafa Süel have been excavating Ortaköy, near Çorum, since 1990, and Andreas and Vuslat Müller-Karpe have been excavating Kuşaklı, south of Sivas, since 1992. In the 1990s, the Karlsruhe architectural researcher Wulf Schirmer carried out an architectural survey of a large, late Hittite complex on the volcanic cone of the Göllü-Dağ in southwest Cappadocia.

Bossert and Güterbock played a key role in training a group of Turkish scholars who were to become influential in the development of scientific research on antiquity and teaching in the new Kemalist republic. Bossert became a professor in Istanbul in 1934 and a Turkish citizen in 1947. With his German student Franz Xavier Steinherr and his Turkish students Bahadir Alkım, Selim Dirvana, Halet Çambel, and Muhibbe Darga, all of whom were polyglots, he devoted himself chiefly to research on Hittite hieroglyphics, and between 1947 and 1957 he excavated Karatepe in Cilicia, where sensational discoveries were made. From these C. W. Ceram took the inspiration for his popular book on Hittite research, Enge Schlucht und Schwarzer Berg (1955; the English translation was published as The Secret of the Hittites: The Discovery of an Ancient Empire in 1956). The exploration of Hittite and Luwian hieroglyphic monuments was carried further by David Hawkins and Halet Çambel, who published their monumental corpus in 1999–2000. In addition, between 1980 and 2004 Horst Ehringhaus produced a survey of Hittite rock reliefs in the time of the Great Empire.

The invitation extended by Atatürk to scientists proscribed in Nazi Germany was accepted not only by the Jewish specialist on the ancient Orient, Benno Landsberger, and by Clemens Emin Bosch, a specialist on ancient history, but also by Hans Gustav Güterbock, who taught for years in Ankara before moving to Uppsala and then to Chicago (1948–1949). Among his most important students were Nimet Dincer and her later husband, Tahsin Özgüç, who in 1947 began with the excavations in Kültepe near Kayseri. Even before the Nazis seized power in Germany, the Istanbul department of the German Archaeological Institute (whose first director was Martin Schede, until 1938), was established in 1929, and the Turkish Historical Society (Türk Tarih Kurumu) was founded in Ankara in 1931. Atatürk wanted talented young Turks to study abroad in Europe, and among the first of them were Sedat Alp and Ekrem Akurgal, who studied languages in the elite institution in Schulpforta (near Leipzig) that had been made famous in the nineteenth century by Nietzsche and Wilamowitz. Both went on to study in Berlin, Alp with Johannes Friedrich, Akurgal with Gerhard Rodenwaldt. Alp returned to Turkey in 1940, Akurgal in 1941.

Ekrem Akurgal81 is considered the true Nestor of modern Turkish archaeology. The second and third generations of his students are now working at numerous excavation sites. Born in 1911 near Caesarea in what was then Ottoman Palestine, he spent his childhood and school days in Adapazarı and Istanbul before going to Germany. In 1941 he became a professor at the University of Ankara’s Faculty of Language, History, and Geography, which had been opened five years earlier, and continued to teach there until 1981. His research projects extended to the whole of Anatolia, but the focus was on the archaeology of Greek culture in western Asia Minor. It is true that his first excavation, carried out with Nimet and Tahsin Özguç in 1945, was in Zela, in Pontos, but from 1948 to 1952 he excavated the archaic Smyrna in Bayraklı with John Cook, and continued his work there from 1967 to shortly before his death in 2002. In the 1950s, 1960s, and 1970s, he led excavations on the Aeolian coast in Pitane, Kyme, and Phokaia, on the Ionian coast in Erythrai, and on the Carian coast on the Halikarnassos peninsula. With the Münster archaeologist Ludwig Budde, he conducted three campaigns in Sinop, the most important Greek colony on the Black Sea, and on the Propontis he worked in Kyzikos and Daskyleion, whose location, up to that time still a matter of debate, he was able to determine.

From 1932 to 1938 Carl Blegen directed the University of Cincinnati’s excavations in Troy and once again attracted international attention to the archaeology of the Trojan War. Manfred Korfmann, a specialist in prehistory from Tübingen, Germany, finally resumed the excavations in 1988 and before his death in 2005 significantly enlarged the radius of research around the hill. Since then Ernst Pernicka, an archaeologist at the University of Tübingen, has assumed the direction of excavations. The directors of the German Archaeological Institute in Istanbul—Erich Boehringer, Wolfgang Radt, and Felix Pirson—continued the German tradition after the Second World War in Pergamon. Long-term and still continuing research was conducted in Miletus by the architectural historian Wolfgang Müller-Wiener, director of the German Archaeological Institute in his time, and Volkmar von Graeve, an archaeologist from Bochum; in the 1990s the team included the specialist in prehistory Wolf-Dietrich Niemeyer, whose work focused particularly on the Mycenaean period. Miletus’s most outstanding temple, the Didymaion uncovered by Wiegand, was examined and restored after excavations there were resumed in 1962 by the archaeologist Klaus Tuchelt82 (director from 1978 on), who extended the excavation area around the Sacred Way that ends in the temple district and the extant architecture nearby, followed in 2002 by Andreas Furtwängler. The architectural researcher Lothar Haselberger found ancient payrolls and building plans that were scratched into the marble of the inner courtyard’s walls. Similar discoveries in Priene and Sardeis seem to confirm that such wall and floor surfaces in ancient structures were commonly used as drawing boards. In Priene the older German investigation was resumed by the Munich architectural historian and director of the German Archaeological Institute, Wolf Koenigs, and by the archaeologists Wulf Raeck (Frankfurt) and Frank Rumscheid (Kiel, Germany).83 In the ruins of the city overlooking the Maeander valley, studies of ancient city planning and the evolution of Hellenistic-Roman domestic architecture have become the focus of interest. Aizanoi in Phrygia, fifty-four kilometers southwest of Kütahya, has a Temple of Zeus dating from Roman times that is among the best preserved in Anatolia and has developed into one of the larger German Archaeological Institute projects. Begun in 1926 to 1928 by Krencker and Schede, since 1970 the excavations have been extended to the baths and gymnasium, the stadium-theater complex, the colonnaded street, and other discoveries in the surrounding area made by the architectural researchers Rudolf Naumann (the third director, after Schede and Bittel, of the German Archaeological Institute in Istanbul) and Klaus Rheidt.84 Rheidt was followed by the Freiburg archaeologist Ralf von den Hoff, who gave special attention to the Hellenistic phase of the city’s development.
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8. Ephesos, façade of the Celsus library and the south gate of the agora.



Hellenistic-Roman Ephesos has no doubt become the most imposing object of twentieth-century classical archaeology in Turkey concentrating on the architecture of ancient city centers. The excavations conducted by the Austrian Archaeological Institute from 1895 to 1913 and from 1926 to 1935 under Benndorf, Heberdey, Wilberg, and Keil were resumed after the Second World War by Franz Miltner from 1954 to 1959. Greek researchers had already undertaken restoration work in 1919 on the Basilica of St. John and the Church of Mary; Miltner carried out the first anastyloses (i.e., restoration using the original architectural elements to the greatest degree possible) in the area of the city, including that of the Temple of Hadrian. Under Fritz Eichler (1959–1969), Anton Bammer began excavating the Artemision. Finally, under the direction of the president of the Austrian Archaeological Institute, Hermann Vetters (until 1987), excavations at Ephesos underwent a phase in which large areas were uncovered and Roman buildings were re-erected, culminating in the terrace-house and library projects. While the former brought to light for the first time in the province a kind of interior architecture dating from the Roman Imperial period that is otherwise known only from Pompeii, the restored south gate of the agora and the restoration of the Celsus library by Friedmund Hueber and Volker Michael Strocka, completed in 1978, convey a vivid impression of the magnificence of the capital city of Asia during the Roman Empire (Figure 8).

However, a price was paid for the splendid achievements of archaeologists and engineers, since many investigations of the ruins could be made only by destroying existing late antique buildings.85 Here as elsewhere, excavation sites developed into large construction sites, and the sites both profited and suffered from the increasing mass tourism. Under Vetter’s successors Gerhard Langmann, Stefan Karwiese, Fritz Krinzinger, and (since 2008) Sabine Ladstätter and Johannes Koder, the construction of the largest archaeology park in Turkey advanced and currently attracts more than a million visitors per year.

Besides the one in Smyrna, a few smaller, notable sites are scattered over Ionia and Aiolis. In 1984 Orhan Bingöl began an excavation project in Magnesia, Ephesos’s southern neighbor, on the lower Maeander, and in 2004 Vedat İdil of the University of Ankara began another in Nysa on the middle stretch of the river.86 Theodor Makridi and Charles Picard had already carried out investigations in Klaros before the First World War, and between 1950 and 1960 Jeanne and Louis Robert excavated the site of the important oracle of Apollo. The Turks Mustafa Uz and Numan Tuna did research on the temple of Dionysos in Teos; Güven Bakır and Yaşar Ersoy worked in Klazomenai, where Greek excavations of the archaic necropolis had already taken place between 1919 and 1921; Ömer Özyiğit in Phokaia (Foca); and Ersin Doğer in Aigai.

Complex anastyloses of ancient stone architecture somewhat comparable to those in Ephesos and Pergamon accompanied the American excavations of Sardeis and Aphrodisias. In 1958 George M. A. Hanfmann resumed, under the sponsorship of the American School of Oriental Research at Harvard and Cornell Universities, the excavation work in the Lydian capital that was continued after 1977 by Crawford H. Greenwalt, Jr., of the University of California, Berkeley, and since 2008 has been directed by Nicholas D. Cahill, Professor of Art History at the University of Wisconsin, Madison. The enormous gymnasium-bath complex with the Jewish synagogue built into the south wing of the palaistra (a rectangular court in the architectural context of a gymnasium) was completely reconstructed, including the roof.87 In Aphrodisias, which is located in the highlands of Caria, the initial French excavations (Paul Gaudin) between 1904 and 1913 were followed by Italian excavations (Giulio Jacopi) from 1937 to 1939. The excavations carried out there by Kenan Erim of New York University from 1961 to 1990, and from 1993 on by R.R.R. Smith (Oxford) and Christopher Ratté (currently at the University of Michigan) yielded, among other things, rich discoveries of large sculptures from the Roman Imperial period that can be attributed to the activity of a school of sculpture in the city.88

A series of important archaeological sites emerged in southwestern Asia Minor between the Maeander and the Pamphlyian plain. In the nineteenth century, Hierapolis, Pergamon’s colony and, in the Imperial period, a big city on the upper reaches of the Maeander, had already attracted the attention of the Germans Humann, Cichorius, Judeich, and Winter before Paolo Verzone began the Italians’ systematic excavations in 1957.89 After 1960, Italian expeditions also worked in the coastal city of Iasos; begun under Doro Levi (the director of the Italian School of Archaeology in Athens) and continued by Clelia Laviosa and Fede Berti (the director of the National Archaeological Museum of Ferrara), these expeditions investigated the Hellenistic, Roman, and Byzantine structures in the large settlement area that covers a peninsula.90

In Knidos, the American archaeologist Iris Cornelia Love had since 1967 sought in vain the Aphrodite sculpted by the Greek master Praxiteles, which stood, according to the Roman writer Pliny the Elder (nat. 36, 22), in a shrine in the city.91 In 1987 the direction of the excavations was taken over by Ramazan Özgan of the University of Konya.92 In the 1980s and 1990s the Turkish archaeologists Yussuf Boysal and Çetin Şahin did research in Stratonikeia and Lagina, while Ümit Serdaroğlu examined the Imperial period temple of the Carian Zeus Lepsynos in Euromos. Since 1948, Swedish expeditions under Pontus Hellström and Lars Karlsson have studied the shrine of Carian Zeus Labrandeus in the mountains of inner Caria,93 and Danish expeditions under Kristian Jeppesen and Poul Pedersen have made new discoveries at the site of the Mausoleum at Halikarnassos.

In the late 1940s Jeanne and Louis Robert excavated the Temple of Artemis of Amyzon in northwestern Caria, and the excavations in Kaunos that were begun in 1966 by Baki Öğün of the University of Ankara have been directed since 2001 by his student Cengiz Işık.94 Lycia’s most important dynastic seat, Xanthos, and the neighboring shrine of Leto, have been French excavation sites since 1950, first under Pierre Demargne, then under Henri Metzger and Christian Le Roy, and finally under Jacques de Courtils.95 Here, in the center of the specifically Lycian-Greek mixed culture of the classical and Hellenistic periods, came to light an especially precious linguistic testimony—the Aramaic-Lycian-Greek trilingue, a document in three languages—that finds a parallel only in the later discovery of the bilingue of Kaunos, which is bilingual in Greek and Carian. The port city of Patara on the coast of western Lycia, with whose investigation and preservation Fahri Işık and his wife Havva Işkan, of the University of Antalya, Turkey, have been concerned since 1988,96 contained the rubble of an equally exceptional monument from the time of the Emperor Claudius (41–54 CE), which the epigraphers Sencer Şahin and Mustafa Adak reconstructed. Inscribed on it is a road map of the province of Lycia with indications of the distances between cities. Havva Işkan also conducted excavations in Tlos, in the upper valley of the Xanthos. The German archaeologist Jürgen Borchhardt investigated the great Lycian rock necropolis of Myra and began excavations farther east in Limyra, where he discovered in 1969 the heroon of the dynast Perikles. Since 1975 he has been a professor at the University of Vienna. He pursued the work in Limyra and in 2002 handed over its leadership to the Viennese archaeologist Thomas Marksteiner. The name Cevdet Bayburtluoğlu, of the University of Ankara, is associated with long-term research on the nearby city of Arykanda.97

Still farther to the east, the great excavation sites on the south coast become rarer: after the Second World War, the Istanbul archaeologist Arif Müfid Mansel conducted excavations in the extensive fields of ruins in Perge and Side, the former in 1946, the latter in 1957. At both sites his student Jale İnan directed the work from 1975 on.98 The excavation project in Perge also remained at the University of Istanbul after 1988, when Haluk Abbasoğlu took it over. Since that time, in addition to important discoveries of sculptures, splendidly decorated marble sarcophagi have been salvaged from the necropolis. Wolfram Martini, an archaeologist from Giessen, Germany, carried out surveys on the acropolis.99 In Cilicia, genuinely systematic excavations have been conducted over a long period of time in Anemurion (1960s– 1980s) by Elizabeth Alföldi-Rosenbaum and James Russell, as well as in Elaiussa Sebaste, headed up by Eugenia Equini Schneider, an archaeologist at the University of Rome (La Sapienza) since 1995.

If we go farther northwest and north from Pergamon, we also find few excavation sites other than Troy. The American excavations, begun in Assos by Henry Bacon and Joseph Clark from 1881 to 1883 in the Doric Temple of Athena (reliefs were sent to Boston at that time as well)—the agora, the theater, and the necropolis— were taken up again a century later by Ümit Serdaroğlu100 and recently continued by Nurettin Arslan. Since 1997 the Münster historian of antiquity Elmar Schwertheim has been excavating the early Hellenistic foundation of Alexandria Troas, which was later a Roman colony. Turkish projects at the Temple of Apollo Smintheus, directed by Coşkun Özgünel; the Imperial period temple in Kyzikos, directed by Abdullah Yaylalı and (recently) Nurettin Koçhan; the marble quarries on the island of Prokonnesos, directed by Nuşin Asgari; since 1988 the Persian satrap’s residence Daskyleion near Bandırma, under Tomris Bakır of the University of İzmir; and finally the theater excavations led by Bedri Yalman in Nikaia (İznik) since 1980 remain for the time being the only noteworthy ones in this region.

So far as the Greco-Roman civilization of the south coast of the Black Sea is concerned, this region has been neglected to an extent that is impossible to understand from a scientific point of view. After Akurgal’s and Budde’s excavations in Sinop, two larger projects were begun in Paphlagonia for the first time, that of the Munich archaeologist Lâtife Summerer in Pompeiopolis and that in Hadrianopolis directed by an archaeologist from İzmir, Ergün Laflı.

The European tunnel vision focused on the Greek classics and their ancient posterity in Hellenistic and Roman imperial art and architecture has—with the exception of the Hittite capital Ḫattusa—resulted in only scant attention being given to the large interior areas of Asia Minor. National traditions clung to the excavation sites with temples, halls, theaters, baths, and palaces, and to them flowed most of the money; the methodical approach to the ancient cultures of the land was in danger of being constricted. From the outset, John Garstang wanted to give a decidedly different emphasis to the British Institute of Archaeology at Ankara (BIAA), founded in 1948 at the urging of Seton Lloyd. Assessing the activities in one part of Turkey between 1971 and 1978, Stephen Mitchell and Anthony W. McNicoll lodged a complaint against an archaeology whose interest in the heritage of the past resembled that of a nineteenth-century museum.101 In opposition to the latter they argued for an approach to research on the model of the English “New Archaeology.” Perhaps the most consistent attempt to transfer this concept into reality was the Aşvan project. This hill, which rises out of the plain on the south bank of the Murad Su not far from Elaziğ, was settled from the Bronze Age down to the Middle Ages, and the BIAA director, David French, chose the village lying at its foot as the object of an ambitious human-environment study from prehistory to the present. Near the settlement site, which had very little to offer in the way of architecture or human artifacts, campaigns were conducted between 1970 and 1973 that, by using extremely refined sieving techniques, sought to make paleobotanical discoveries; locate animal bones, charcoal, and so forth; draw conclusions regarding the living conditions in the epochs concerned; and compare them—this was considered especially important—with the living conditions of the present inhabitants of the village. The project was not approved by the establishment in London, which gave priority to ceramics, artifacts, and buildings.102 More than three decades later, however, much has changed in the “classical” sites as well: today, several excavation and survey projects in Turkey can claim to approach the ideals of the New Archaeology.

At a certain distance from the sites on the coast mentioned up to this point, are middle-sized and larger enterprises on the Anatolian plateau that can be mentioned. Among these are, for instance, the Belgian excavations in Sagalassos in Pisidia, where Marc Waelkens of the University of Leuven is working with a large team. With regard to the methodological plurality of the historical and scientific-technical research in use there and the funds invested, this excavation corresponds most closely to the aforementioned ideal. Pierre Lambrechts and subsequently John Devreker of the University of Ghent devoted themselves to the old Tolistobogii center, Pessinus in Galatia. Gordion, an Old Phrygian metropolis, is not far from Pessinus. After Gustav and Alfred Koerte conducted in 1900 excavations on the tumuli and the hill where the city was located, work under the leadership of Rodney S. Young of the University of Pennsylvania Museum (Machteld J. Mellink, a specialist in prehistory, was a member of his team) began there in 1949 and was continued by Keith deVries in 1974 and by Kenneth Sams in 1987. One of the most important Byzantine sites, Amorion, lies in this part of west-central Anatolia. The first excavations there were conducted by Martin Harrison in 1988 and are currently being continued by Chris Lightfoot.103

Among the outstanding Iron Age sites east of Ankara we may mention the Kerkenes Dağ project of Geoffrey and Françoise Summers of the Middle East Technical University in Ankara (since 1993), which succeeded in determining an Iron Age city layout by using modern technical survey tools, and the German-American-Turkish investigations of Eski Kahta and Nemrud Dağ. Following Humann, Puchstein, and Hamdi Bey in the nineteenth century, in 1938 Rudolf Naumann and Friedrich Karl Dörner made new discoveries. In 1951 Dörner found a cult relief, a stone processional way, rock inscriptions, and the acropolis of Arsameia on the Nymphaios, where he began excavations shortly afterward. At the same time, an American expedition directed by Theresa Goell began work on the Nemrud Dağ. The 2,150-meter-high mountain, with its artificially raised tumulus quickly became a tourist attraction in eastern Anatolia, not least as a result of a flood of illustrated publications, among which were many amateurish, enthusiastic, and misleading representations. In 1987 and 1988 Dörner’s students Elmar Schwertheim, Sencer Şahin, and Jörg Wagner attempted to sound, by means of geophysical measurements, the inside of the tumulus, but they achieved no results that led further.104 In 1968 Dörner, who had also conducted surveys in Bithnyia, had already founded the Forschungsstelle Asia Minor at the University of Münster, where under the leadership of Elmar Schwertheim a center for research on Asia Minor was established. There, Commagene remained an emphasis; the main shrine of the god Jupiter Dolichenus, a deity of worldwide significance during the Imperial period, has been explored and excavated since 2001 by Engelbert Winter, who had a few years earlier also discovered two large Mithras cult shrines at the foot of the hill-settlement of Doliche.105 In Commagene, Samosata wholly disappeared, and Zeugma partly disappeared, beneath the waters of reservoirs; but before they did, emergency excavations were carried out there, in Zeugma by a Turkish-French-Swiss expedition beginning in 1996. Excavation and restoration in the Roman villa quarter with splendid mosaics are still being continued today under Kutalmiş Görkay of the University of Ankara.

In addition to the truly prehistoric sites where discoveries have been made, in Eastern Anatolia three further historical areas have moved into archaeology’s field of view: the Roman border defenses on the Euphrates, the neo-Assyrian and neo-Hittite sites, and the Urartians’ settlements and fortresses. In all these areas British researchers have made progress by digging. For instance, Richard Harper excavated the late Roman fort near Pağnik; in the 1980s David French excavated Tille-Höyük on the Euphrates; and in the 1950s Charles Burney carried out surveys of several fortresses in the Turkish part of the Urartian empire, and for one season in 1965, the excavation at Kayalıdere on the middle Arsanias (Murad-Su). In the 1960s, important Urartian fortresses were excavated: one in Altıntepe on the upper Euphrates by Tahsin Özgüç, two sites near Lake Van, in Adilcevaz by Emin Bilgiç and Baki Öğün, and in Çavuştepe by Arif Erzen Figure 9). The Bronze Age site of Kültepe near Kayseri, which is the most important site in early Anatolian history before the Hittites, will be discussed later (pp. 64–67).

From Voyageur to Survey

Fieldwork beyond excavation began to change after the Second World War; there were no longer voyageurs of the old kind who crossed the territory on horseback. Greater distances were covered by means of off-road vehicles, even if nostalgic writers expressed their scorn for them: “the lone archaeologist incarcerated in a tin box misses much while driving.”106 The notion of the voyage was replaced by the English concept of the survey; the latter’s “extensive” form, covering wider areas, concentrated mostly on certain kinds of material. In addition, other, more sophisticated forms have developed, such as the so-called intensive survey, in which individual researchers walk small areas or groups of several researchers walk a territory divided up into grid squares to document over large areas the remains of walls, the rubble of settlements, and scattered findings of all kinds.107
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9. Urartian site at Cavuştepe, south of Lake Van.



John M. Cook was a pioneer of historical regional studies in the Troad; he made multiple journeys from 1959 to 1969 that led, for instance, to the discovery of the ancient Greek town of Gergis.108 In the 1990s, the philologist Josef Stauber completed a study devoted in particular to Homeric topography. Surveys in Mysia, Aiolis, and Lydia with primarily epigraphic interests were carried out by Elmar Schwertheim from Münster; Hasan Malay of the University of İzmir; Georg Petzl, a philologist from Cologne, Germany; and Peter Herrmann, an ancient historian from Hamburg. The project of producing a corpus series of the inscriptions in Asia Minor, Tituli Asiae Minoris (TAM), which was initiated by the Austrian Academy of Sciences and was intended to supplement the Berlin Inscriptiones Graecae (IG), began with Ernst Kalinka’s edition of the Greek and Lycian inscriptions from Lycia (1901 and 1920). In 1981 and 1989 Herrmann published the results of his research in northeastern Lydia in two fascicles of volume V of the TAM series; Petzl extended the Lydian corpus by adding a third fascicle in 2007 covering the city of Philadelpheia and its territory. In Mysia the area around Pergamon has recently been examined more closely, with Felix Pierson’s investigations of Pergamon’s main port, the polis Elaia, on the one hand, and with the Atarneus survey conducted by Martin Zimmermann, an ancient historian from Munich, on the other hand.

Milesia—Miletus’s territory—has been thoroughly investigated by surveys made in the 1980s and 1990s by Walter Voigtländer, a specialist in prehistory, and the archaeologist Hans Lohmann.109 Lohmann also subjected to an intensive survey Mykale, a mountain ridge across from Samos, to which it had been difficult to gain access up to that point, because it was in a restricted military zone. He succeeded in finding previously unknown ruins there. After the Second World War, Caria has become one of the privileged areas for survey research: the territory was of special interest to Louis Robert, who planned a documentation of Mylasa in addition to his studies on Amyzon and Tabai.110 The Englishman George Bean, still remembered by the natives as “Mr. Thousand” (bin bey) or “Giant Pagan” (koca gavur) because of his size, traveled a great deal in the southwest from 1946 to 1952 and published, in addition to his epigraphic findings, popular travel guides.111 In the 1960s the Swede Paavo Roos produced a fundamental typology of Caria’s rock-cut tombs.112 At that time, Wolfgang Radt, who later led excavations at Pergamon, was examining not far away the remains of so-called Lelegian settlements on the Halikarnassos peninsula.113 The ruins south of it, in Carian Chersonnesos, have been under excavation since 2005 by the archaeologist Winfried Held. Numerous inscriptions and discoveries regarding the historical topography of western and southern Caria were collected by Wolfgang Blümel of the University of Cologne and the Turkish-French team under the leadership of Pierre Debord (Bordeaux) and Ender Varinlioğlu (Ankara).114 For several years, the territory of Herakleia on the slopes of Mt. Latmos has been the object of a multidisciplinary survey conducted by Anneliese Peschlow-Bindokat,115 and a new inventory of topographical discoveries and archaeological relics resulted from the travels of Hans Lohmann and Werner Tietz in the area on the border between Caria and Lycia on the Gulf of Fethiye.116

In neighboring Lycia, still more intense international activity has prevailed over the past decades. In 2004 Hansgerd Hellenkemper and Friedrich Hild published the results of topographical studies on Lycia and Pamphylia in Byzantine times (Tabula Imperii Byzantini 8). Earlier, George Bean had also traveled in these areas117 with his countryman Martin Harrison. The name of the small city Oinoanda in northern Lycia has become known to broader scientific circles because of the discovery, at the end of the nineteenth century, of fragments of a large inscription in which an Epicurean of the Roman Imperial period sought to set forth his master’s teachings for the public. This text is of great importance for the history of philosophy. In 1968 a philosophy student, M. F. Smith, discovered 38 new fragments,118 and the BIAA decided to undertake its own systematic survey of Oinoanda. The latter began in 1974 under the direction of Alan S. Hall and ended in 1983 with the completion of a map of the city and an epigraphic exploitation of eighty-six other pieces of the Epicurus inscription. This was immediately followed by a survey in the city of Balboura, not far to the north, which was carried out by James Coulton from 1985 to 1988. In Oinoanda international and multidisciplinary research continues to the present day, and more and more fragments of the Epicurus-inscription come to light.119 Kibyratis, which lies somewhat farther to the north, has recently been investigated by the epigrapher Thomas Corsten of the University of Heidelberg.120

In southern Lycia the surveys conducted by the architectural historian Wolfgang Wurster and the epigrapher Michael Wörrle have done pioneering work. Wurster investigated and compared a series of large and small seats of dynasts, while Wörrle shed light on the history and geography of Lycia as a whole as reflected in recently discovered inscriptions of exceptional richness.121 These were followed in the 1990s by the University of Tübingen’s Kyaneai project, directed by Frank Kolb, whose intensive surveys of the settlement structure of a city territory in central Lycia produced findings of unprecedented density and complexity. The significance of this project goes beyond Asia Minor itself, particularly with regard to the question of the relationship between city centers and rural settlement units. In its framework and in its wake, smaller individual projects led by Kolb’s students followed: Andreas Thomsen’s architectural documentation of the ruins on the Avşar-Tepesi; Christina Kokkinia’s new interpretation of the Opramoas inscription from Rhodiapolis; and the research done in Teimiusa, Phellos, and Tyberissos by Martin Zimmermann and Christof Schuler.122 The Austrian Thomas Marksteiner’s field research—beyond the excavation of Limyra that he led—is situated farther east, and Mustafa Adak has added to our knowledge of the topography and epigraphy of the border area between eastern Lycia and Pamphylia.123

British and American activities extended from northern Lycia deep into central Anatolia: in the second half of the 1920s and in the 1930s the newly founded American Society for Archaeological Research in Asia Minor initiated and financed several research trips that ranged from the coasts of Rough Cilicia to the whole of Phrygia and the neighboring areas. A concept was developed that calls for all ancient relics found on the surface to be photographed and described, area by area, and then published in regional corpora under the title Monumenta Asiae Minoris Antiqua (MAMA). Among the most important researchers taking part in the fieldwork were the American William Hepburn Buckler from Baltimore, a co-founder of the Society, and the Scot William Moir Calder, a fellow at Oxford and professor in Manchester and Edinburgh who had earlier worked with Ramsay in Lycaonia; between 1908 and 1954 he undertook seventeen expeditions to Asia Minor. Other participants included Archibald Cameron and Christopher William Machell Cox (later knighted), whose copies of more than 1,200 inscriptions were published only much later by Barbara Levick, Stephen Mitchell, and others in MAMA IX–X.124 From this research also proceeded Calder and Bean’s Classical Atlas of Asia Minor, published by the BIAA in 1957. It was again Bean who in the 1950s made advances in Pisidia’s highlands with regard to Graf Lanckoroński’s research.125 Between 1982 and 1996 Stephen Mitchell carried out, on behalf of the BIAA, a site survey of the cities of Antiocheia, Kremna, Sagalassos, and Ariassos, and traveled through various rural regions as well. If we also take into consideration the contributions of Bean, Hall, Ballance, Mitford, and French, we could say that Pisidia “is BIAA territory,”126 were it not for the research done by Hartwin Brandt, Bülent İplikçioğlu, and Marc Waelkens, the latter being a former member of Mitchell’s survey team.127

In Phrygia, Emilie Haspels, continuing Sir William Ramsay’s work, provided the first comprehensive documentation of the central highlands (the “city” of Midas) in her 1971 work The Highlands of Phrygia. Sites and Monuments, followed by Dietrich Berndt’s 2005 study.128 After earlier research by Louis Robert and Georges Radet, among others, Thomas Drew-Bear and Christian Naour undertook to investigate the epigraphy of this enormous area in the 1970s; since Naour’s untimely death in a car accident, Drew-Bear has continued the museum and field work, year after year.129 Marc Waelkens prepared a large study on so-called door-stones, parts of ancient tombs that are found primarily in Phrygia.130 The results of Peter Frei’s investigation of the territory of Dorylaion (now Eskişehir) in the 1980s and 1990s, also with an emphasis of epigraphy, will be published in his edition of a volume in the TAM series. Clemens Emin Bosch, who taught ancient history at the University of Istanbul, did outstanding work on the epigraphy of Galatia. In addition to important numismatic studies, his monograph Quellen zur Geschichte der Stadt Ankara (1967) is a milestone in research. Stephen Mitchell included in volume II of the series Regional Epigraphic Catalogues of Asia Minor (RECAM) the material I. W. Macpherson collected in the area around the city and published in his 1958 Cambridge doctoral dissertation. Together with David French, Mitchell published the first volume of a new Ankyra corpus in 2012. The fortresses of Galatia are dealt with in the surveys conducted by Levent Egemen Vardar from Ankara. In the 1990s Karl Strobel of Klagenfurt, Austria, and Christoph Gerber of Heidelberg investigated Tavium in eastern Galatia (Büyük Nefes Köy, near Yozgat). The Byzantine area was dealt with in a volume of Tabula Imperii Byzantini (TIB) published in 1984 by Klaus Belke and Marcel Restle.

Michael Gough, following in the footsteps of Ramsay, Swoboda,131 and others, went farther, exploring the site of the Alahan monastery in Lycaonia and church buildings in Rough Cilicia between 1952 and 1972. Gough also studied the great ruins of the city of Anazarbos. In the 1990s, Gabriele Mietke of the State Museums in Berlin carried out a research project on early Byzantine churches in Cilicia; work on towers and settlements was done by Serra Durugönül, who established a center for research on Cilicia at Mersin University. For the TIB, Friedrich Hild and Hansgerd Hellenkemper invested many years in survey work on the whole area that is particularly rich in late antique and Byzantine ruins (TIB, vol. 5, 1990).

After surveys made between 1930 and the 1980s, the epigraphy of that region was represented in two MAMA volumes, several different reports, and a monograph.132 Mustafa Sayar, an ancient historian from Istanbul, carried out new surveys that yielded a rich trove of inscriptions; he also discovered the previously unknown Seleucid fortress of Karasis, whose architectural plan is currently the subject of an international project.

Cappadocia has produced fewer finds. A survey made by the Hamburg archaeologist Dietrich Berges in the 1990s documented ancient remains in the area of Tyana; Berges presented his results together with Johannes Nollé’s compilation of the inscriptions.133 Since the first investigations carried out by Biliotti in 1874 and Hogarth in 1894, the boundary of the Roman Empire on the Euphrates between Commagene and Trapezus (now Trabzon) in Pontos and Cappadocia has become the domain of British survey researchers. Starting in 1963, Timothy Mitford explored, mostly on foot, the whole length of the borderline.134 After Biliotti, the Cumont brothers, Timothy Mitford, and Chris Lightfoot,135 the Roman legionary garrison at Satala was explored by the Swiss expedition led by Martin Hartmann (2004). In 1997, Mitford published the inscriptions that were discovered. Anthony Bryer and David Winfield investigated the primarily Byzantine relics found at the northernmost point of the Roman frontier, in Trapezus and in the whole Pontic part of the Turkish Black Sea coast, and published the results in a monumental study in 1985.136 In the 1980s, the long-time BIAA director David French, who was originally a specialist in prehistory, turned to research on the Roman road system and the collection of milestones throughout Asia Minor; he also published numerous newly discovered inscriptions, as well as a corpus of the city of Sinop.137 Among the fieldwork projects in the interior of Pontos are those of Bernard Rémy, the director of the École française Istanbul, in Sebastopolis, and those of Eckart Olshausen, an ancient historian from Stuttgart, in central Pontos. Of the ancient relics found in this area of the interior and in neighboring Paphlagonia, the rock-cut tombs are the most prominent. The Mainz archaeologist Robert Fleischer has recently investigated the larger ones in Pontos. After Hubertus von Gall’s study, the numerous monuments in Paphlagonia required a new, more complete treatment, which F. Eray Dökü has now provided in his dissertation in Turkish.138 This area had been earlier roamed by the Italian archaeologist Giulio Jacopi139 in the 1930s, by Ahmet Gökoğlu, a museum director from Kastamonu, in the 1950s, and by the Englishman David Wilson in the 1960s. I have carried out nineteen epigraphic surveys in northern Asia Minor between 1983 and 2009, and since 2006 my team and I have been doing research on the inscriptions of Pompeiopolis. The walls of Amasra, on the Black Sea coast, have been subjected to a more precise investigation by Stephen Hill and James Crow.140 In 1997 the director of the BIAA, Roger Matthews, began an interdisciplinary survey in southern Paphlagonia. Klaus Belke has authored a volume of the TIB (vol. 9, 1996) devoted to the region of Paphlagonia and Honorias.

Research and discoveries in the most western of the ancient lands of northern Asia Minor, Bithynia, also still lag behind those in the Aegean and Mediterranean regions. In addition to local projects, Friedrich Karl Dörner’s and Sencer Şahin’s comprehensive surveys have contributed to our knowledge of the topography and epigraphy of this region. Dörner collected and edited the epigraphic material from the Bithnyian peninsula (except for Chalkedon) for volume 4 of the TAM (1978).141 Şahin’s surveys covered the largest city territory in Bithynia, that of Nikaia. He himself brought out the corpus of the inscriptions from this city, initiated and shepherded the edition of other corpora of Prusias on the Hypios, Kios, Apameia, and Bithynion-Klaudiupolis, and in several studies put the historical geography of western Bithynia on a new basis.142

Inscriptions and Coins

Field research projects have greatly increased in number over recent years and cannot be further pursued here in all their current ramifications. In conclusion, we must cast one more look on the enormous number of inscriptions and coins found and published individually or in collections. So far as corpora of inscriptions from all over Asia Minor are concerned, the hieroglyphic corpus is unique, insofar as in it a coherent plan is consistently followed. Of all kinds, whether cuneiform, hieroglyphic, or alphabetic, Greek inscriptions on stone offer by far the most productive epigraphic documentation (cf. p. 181). There are hundreds of thousands of them. The obstacles to producing a comprehensive corpus were and are of other dimensions. Time soon swept aside the editions of Le Bas and Waddington, and of Boeckh and Franz in the Corpus Inscriptionum Graecarum, not merely because of the increased number of inscriptions found, but also because of methodological weaknesses in these early works. After Ulrich von Wilamowitz-Moellendorff took over the “marshy corpus matter” in 1902 and excluded Asia Minor from the new plan for the IG, no unified concept could any longer develop in this area. Competing national attempts to establish supraregional corpora—TAM, MAMA, RECAM—remained fragmentary. Today, the most comprehensive collection, with more than fifty volumes, Inschriften griechischer Städte aus Kleinasien (IK), brings together collections and studies with such different goals that one could better speak of a conglomerate than of an organized project to produce city corpora.143 On the Greek epigraphy of Asia Minor, the work of Louis Robert surpasses all others. Turkish researchers specializing in epigraphy emerged later and are still smaller in number than Turkish archaeologists; they cannot all be mentioned here. At the outset stands Zafer Taşlıklıoğlu, who worked as an assistant in classical philology under Ronald Syme, George E. Bean, and Walther Kranz in Istanbul and later taught this subject himself as a professor and director of the same institute. His research on inscriptions concentrated on Thrace and the area around the Sea of Marmara. Among his students are Hasan Malay, İsmail Kaygusuz, and Mustafa Sayar.144 The development of the discipline in Turkey also owes much to Sencer Şahin and Ender Varinlioğlu.

In Asia Minor, from the time of the Lydian Empire in the sixth century BCE to the Byzantine era, coins were minted that are now found in museums and collections throughout the world. The purely aesthetic interest in the minor art of coins, which was primarily focused on silver and gold, has long since been overtaken by the basic historical discipline of numismatics, which seeks to find “princes of a lost world,” particularly among the mass-produced, rather “unattractive frogs” of bronze coins minted by cities during the Roman Imperial period.145 Given Johannes Nollé’s estimate of the number of such coins—1 million—it is not surprising that attempts to produce overall corpora for Asia Minor have been up to this point even more fundamentally doomed to failure than editions of inscriptions on stone: the difficulties are of a different and greater kind than in epigraphy. A general publication on Asia Minor has nonetheless been envisaged. But William Henry Waddington, Ernest Babelon, and Théodore Reinach were no more able to advance their Receuil générale des monnaies grecques d’Asie Mineure beyond the beginnings than the Berlin Academy was able to realize the Corpus nummorum,146 or Clemens Emin Bosch his general catalog of coins from Asia Minor. Apart from these attempts, scientific editions of larger holdings are scattered among museums; private collections; and regional, city-based, and thematic corpora. The Swiss textile manufacturer and collector Friedrich Imhoof-Blumer (Kleinasiatische Münzen 1–2, 1901–1902), who collaborated on the Berlin coin corpus, was one of the leading experts on the ancient coins of Asia Minor and became the pioneer of a modern methodology. We also owe advances to Hans von Aulock, an excellent amateur scholar and great collector, like Imhoof, as well as to Andrew Burnett, Michel Amandry, and Pere Pau Ripollès, the editors of the volumes of Roman Provincial Coinage that have appeared up to this point. This monumental work lists approximately 100,000 coins for the period up to the end of the Julio-Claudian era, most of them from Asia Minor, but it neither claims nor seeks to be absolutely complete, even within these limits. Thus at this point such a diversification of the sources has emerged that projected research under a thematic aspect already has to conquer terra incognita in the material. Major regional collections have been and still are partly in private hands and are published by the collectors themselves or, in fortunate cases, are made accessible to scientific study. For instance, Imhoof-Blumer’s collection in the Winterthur Museum, Switzerland, is the core of the second volume of Hansjörg Bloesch’s catalogue of the Griechische Münzen in Winterthur, which is dedicated to Asia Minor; in a series of volumes, von Aulock has dealt with the areas of Lycaonia, Pisidia, and Phrygia;147 Henry Clay Lindgren has published important Asia Minor holdings; Edoardo Levante has published a comprehensive Cilicia collection; and Johannes Nollé and Ruprecht Ziegler have studied coins from Pamphylia and Cilicia held by various collectors in the Pfalz region, Germany, and in Düsseldorf.148 Corpora for particular cities are becoming increasingly numerous; Dietrich Klose’s corpus for Smyrna is very comprehensive.149 There are whole volumes devoted to representations of gods on coins,150 mintages representing the concept of homonoia (“order and unity”),151 Hadrian’s cistophoric (bearing the image of a casket) coinages,152 and many other topics.

Modern numismatics does not stick to the object, but instead includes the whole spectrum of kinds of sources in the interpretation of coins. This self-evident but difficult-to-fulfill ambition was that of the same Louis Robert who dominated Greek epigraphy. In particular, municipal coinages under the Romans have up to this point been the subject of few monographic analyses. Peter Robert Franke’s book Kleinasien zur Römerzeit (1968) is helpful for an exemplary overview.

Sabahat Atlan can be considered a genuine pioneer in classical numismatics in Turkey. She was a student of Clemens Emin Bosch in Istanbul and published a study on coins from Side. She has an outstanding successor in Koray Konuk, the editor of the first volume on Turkey in the series Sylloge Nummorum Graecorum (SNG).153 Work on ancient coins is confronted by huge tasks in Turkey alone, where the coins accumulated in large and small museums, excavation depots, and private collections remain largely unexamined; approximately 800,000 coins, seals, and casts are currently stored in Istanbul.

✦ ✦ ✦

Research on the ancient cultures of Anatolia is not a matter of isolated specialization. The most experienced digger with the most intimate knowledge of ceramic styles, the expert on Persian-period wall painting or early Christian church architecture, the interpreter of the poetry of Apollonius of Rhodes or Quintus of Smyrna, or of the prose of Aelius Aristides, the decipherer of epichoric alphabetical writing on stone, or the interpreter of Anatolian linguistic remains in toponymy and anthroponymy—all their results emerge into the light of historical knowledge only when they are related to one another:

It is contrary to the spirit of scientific inquiry when disciplinary groups, which were in any case formed accidentally, build their own hutches with a wolf trap in front of the door, and would like to reserve their own little showcase; and then they want to sing the praises of ‘multidisciplinary’ contacts. To do that is to take an enormous step backwards. Our science is not pursued by lining up cubes in a row, each in its little compartment, identified with nice labels, dabbed, sealed up, and sterilized. It is each individual’s brain that makes the synthesis, and to achieve it one has to work—work hard—following the documents wherever they lead us.154






CHAPTER 3

From Prehistory to the Oldest Written Culture

Paleolithic, Mesolithic (ca. 2,000,000–10,000 BCE)

Relics of early humans in Anatolia go back to before 20,000 BCE and thus far into the Paleolithic or Old Stone Age. Hunters of large animals left traces of themselves in camps and caves that they occupied seasonally, and in some places also permanently, from which they went out in groups to hunt and to which they returned with their prey to butcher it. There they also made their tools and found shelter. In all of Asia Minor, more than fifty sites have been thoroughly investigated. In the Urfa region of the northern Fertile Crescent, more than 130 open camps have been found, and it is no accident that the first Paleolithic axe was already discovered there (near Birecik) in the nineteenth century. Discoveries in other regions are less numerous but nevertheless significant: bones of Neanderthals in the Karain cave, twenty-seven kilometers northwest of Antalya, and not far away, on the east coast of Lycia, relics of the Belbaşı and Beldibi cultures (see the Chronological Table in the Appendix). A key place in research is occupied by the Yarımburgaz cave, twenty kilometers northwest of Istanbul, which was inhabited or visited from the Paleolithic down into the Roman-Byzantine period (with interruptions). Prehistoric wall paintings have been discovered in the easternmost part of Anatolia, as well as in the south and west, in the Kızların cave near Van, in Beldibi near Antalya, and recently in the Latmos mountain range, not far from the Aegean coast. These paintings depict animals and humans—individuals, pairs, and groups. However, they do not date from the Old Stone Age, but certainly from one of the following epochs.1

Neolithic, Chalcolithic (ca. 10,000–3500 BCE)

Today, traditional terms such as pre-pottery Neolithic and Chalcolithic—the New Stone Age without ceramics and the transitional period between the Stone and Bronze ages—must no longer be understood literally as temporal horizons. It has turned out that ceramics were already being produced in the pre-pottery period, and copper and lead jewelry were produced in the late Neolithic.2

Anatolia’s southeast flank projects directly into a zone where the transition to rain-fed agriculture and permanent settlements producing food on the basis of domesticated animals and cultivated plants took place in the early history of humanity. This is the zone of the so-called Fertile Crescent, on the slopes of the mountains running from the Persian Gulf through Kurdistan and on to Palestine. In prehistoric times, this transition took place essentially during the pre-pottery phase of the New Stone Age, and this is what gives this period its exceptional significance in Anatolia as well: people repeatedly speak of the “Neolithic Revolution”—the sedentarization of humans—even though part of modern research has sought to emphasize that we are in fact dealing with transformations that proceeded at different rates, depending on the region and perhaps also independently of one another. Why, how, and in what stages and with what interruptions this transformation took place in Anatolia, whether it is connected with a specific conception of the early Anatolian (e.g., as the bearer of a common linguistic family)—these are the guiding questions of prehistory, and their importance far transcends Anatolia.

Since advances in the settlement areas of western, northern, central, eastern, and southeastern Anatolia, which differ greatly in natural environment and climate (see Chapter 1), cannot be connected with one another in any simple way, it continues to be difficult to define a typically Anatolian model of development between the Middle East and Europe. In addition, the maps based on survey and excavation results still have large blanks, and the field research done during the transition from the twentieth century to the twenty-first is going through a dynamic phase. In any case, the conception of Asia Minor as a “bridge between Asia and Europe,” stretched to cover all historical periods, can be confirmed, if not (yet) traced precisely, insofar as there was a prehistoric transmission of agriculture, domestication, and processing techniques from the Orient to the Occident.3 It is beyond doubt that the routes by which cultivated grains; domesticated animals like sheep, goats, and cattle; and crafts like ceramics, stone-cutting techniques, and metallurgy spread must have passed across Anatolia and over the straits to southeastern Europe. According to the latest investigations using DNA, all present-day cattle in Central Europe are descended from the ones domesticated in the Near East in the early Neolithic, although an independent domestication of European cattle was possible.4

Isolated sedentary cultures comparable to those in the Levant first appear in Asia Minor between 8300 BCE and 7600 BCE, after nomadic or semi-nomadic hunter-gatherer groups occupied ecologically attractive niches in the lowlands. Except for farther-reaching migrations made by individual groups, the hunting and gathering activity remained within a radius of about five kilometers from the camp. There are several models on which one can imagine a gradual, experimental change in strategies of self-sufficiency. Certainly, long-term and also periodic settlement must have been favored by the existence of abundant wild grains or vegetables and finally led to experimental attempts to grow them. This may also have been promoted by greater planned management of the game hunted: groups of hunters may have recognized the advantage of fencing in wild herds, whether to hunt the animals more easily, or to keep them away from crops in the fields or from stored food supplies. Sooner or later, more systematic control of game stocks meant feeding them. And to do that, it was necessary to store up more plant material.
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Map 2. Göbekli Tepe.



However, the conditions under which advances toward sedentariness took place are not discussed solely on the level of strategies of self-sufficiency. The investigation of a site the German prehistorian Klaus Schmidt has been excavating on Göbekli Tepe, fifteen kilometers northeast of Urfa on the northern edge of the plain of Harran, has made it possible to develop fascinating alternatives (Map 2).5 There we find ourselves on the northern, hilly flank of the Fertile Crescent, in an area at the intersection of the trade routes and immediately adjacent to the north Syrian and north Mesopotamian cultural areas, where approximately one-third of all the extensively investigated or excavated Neolithic sites in Turkey are concentrated. It is a successively expanded and rebuilt complex that for monumentality has no peer in the pre-pottery Neolithic of the Middle East. The architecture (hearths or fireplaces are lacking) clearly had an exclusively or at least primarily religious function. On the south side of the hill, in the older, pre-pottery stratum III (PPNA, i.e., ca. 9600 to 8800 BCE), four round to oval temene (shrines) surrounded by circular perimeter walls were excavated. In their interior spaces stand, in their original places (in situ) on terrazzo floors, monolithic T-shaped pillars in a symmetrical arrangement. These pillars are three to five meters high and weigh as much as ten tons. There are as many as twelve smaller pillars on the periphery, with their capitals oriented toward the middle of the space and connected with each other by walls or stone benches, as well as a pair of especially large and carefully worked pillars in the center. Southwest and north of these enclosures and in the more recent stratum II (PPNB, i.e., ca. 8800 to 6800 BCE) are rectangular spaces with less numerous and smaller pillars about 1.5 meters high. Many of these pillars—twenty-two of thirty-seven in the older stratum III—are decorated with reliefs; here and there pairs of arms on the shaft still make clear the anthropomorphic shape. On the broad or frontal side of the capital and on the shaft, numerous images of animals and other motifs are carved, most of them with astonishing skill (Figure 10). In a secondary context—in the circular structures and around them—stone statuary of animal heads and bodies, and ithyphallic animal and idol-like human figures were excavated. Deeply cut into an elevated floor plate in enclosure A is a drawing of a woman—the only one found so far. She is squatting, with her legs spread, and something shapeless and long hangs from her vagina; it is impossible to decide whether this is meant to represent birth or sexuality. Perhaps people later than the builders carved this drawing; it is hard to fit it into the program of the original enclosures. Apart from this drawing, the iconography of Göbekli Tepe is exclusively male. Above all, individual animals and groups of animals are depicted, and are distributed in the enclosures, probably in accord with a deliberately chosen pictorial program. Snakes, foxes, and boars appear most often, along with aurochs, cranes, wild sheep, wild asses, gazelles, and leopards (or lions). A finely worked stone sculpture of a vulture’s head was found in the rubble. The T-shaped pillar in enclosure D, excavated in 2006, has an unusually rich pictorial program with H-shaped symbols, a large scorpion, an ithyphallic man without a head, and a vulture. However, the interpretation of this program remains difficult, and since the investigation is ongoing, statements about it must be provisional. Many questions arise: Can one establish relationships between these representations and the animal species hunted (and proven by investigations on animal bones found there)? Up to now, the results tend to indicate that the pictorial series does not represent the wild animals chiefly hunted in the area, and thus we can hardly speak of a pure hunting cult. Does the correct interpretation lie in totemic or shamanic performances? Can these spaces be described as temples at all, and if so, how many people gathered there for what kind of rites? The difference in the height of some of the pillar placements seems to exclude the possibility that they functioned to hold up a roof, which makes one think of open-air religious structures made of enormous monoliths like those at Stonehenge. The construction, decoration, and operation of these shrines presupposes a powerful elite capable of planning and organization. In any case, large groups must have been regularly brought together over a long period of time. None of the enclosures was built before the ninth millennium BCE.
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10. T-shaped pillar in Göbekli Tepe. On the front side of the capital and on the side of the shaft appears a dense series of images of birds; four-footed animals; snakes; a scorpion; an ithyphallic, headless man; and several other objects whose nature cannot be clearly determined. Photo courtesy DAI, Orient Department (photo: Klaus Schmidt).



The immediate environment includes a series of other, though somewhat later sites, including a village on the Gürcütepe. The pre-pottery Neolithic settlement Nevali Çori, which lies farther north on the right bank of the Euphrates,6 stands in a narrowly delimited temporal, architectonic, and iconographic context with Göbekli Tepe. The eastern part of the site, which had been under excavation by the prehistorian Harald Hauptmann since 1991 (it is now flooded by Atatürk Reservoir), went through five phases of construction and also has an enormous building (188 square meters) of the highest quality. In front of the inner walls plastered with clay and in the middle of the space (with a terrazzo floor) stand T-shaped pillars connected by a stone bench. Here, the base for a religious statue and the monumental stone statuary found in secondary structures also leave no doubt that the building, which may perhaps also be an open-air enclosure, functioned as a temenos, that is, a sacred precinct. Among the statues (some of them larger than life) and stone relief sculptures are animal and human heads and bodies, as well as composite human-animal figures; an enormous bird (a vulture?) repeatedly appears sitting on a human head. And there is no lack of representations of women. On one relief, big-bellied women (?) dance on either side of a huge Euphrates tortoise. About 700 clay figurines, most of them anthropomorphic and including naked female sitting figures (once again), a few pregnant women, and mothers with children, do not come from the context of the religious site. In addition, Nevali Çori has an extensive residential and storage area: twenty-nine buildings, most of them rectangular, between 13 and 18 meters long and 5.5 to 6 meters wide, with elaborate internal partitioning; stone bases for roof-supporting posts were found at a distance of 1.20 meters from foundations made of clay-mortared limestone masonry. Polished axes and other stone and metal artifacts (copper beads) point to relatively advanced techniques of workmanship. Here, the basis for subsistence was also hunting, and no less than fifty-six animal species are attested. Bodies were buried under the floors in the building. We will encounter this remarkable mode of human burial in other places as well. Numerous further discoveries in the Urfa region, including a Neolithic sculpture in Urfa itself, are so closely related to those in Nevali Çori that the assumption of a contemporary complex of settlements around a center (Urfa?) is inevitable. The importance of the discoveries in Nevali Çori and Göbekli Tepe is still hard to estimate. With regard to the dimensions and decoration of the shrines, one can only point out that the beginnings of religious architecture in Mesopotamia, the Ubaid-and Uruk V–IV-period temples built a thousand years later (fifth to the fourth millennia BCE), were significantly smaller and humbler.

At about the same time, not far to the east of Urfa, near Ergani in Diyarbakır province, humans settled for more than half a millennium an area on a hill of about 300 meters by 150 meters: Çayönü.7 Taken as a whole, the excavations carried out between 1964 and 1988 and recently resumed have revealed a varied architecture, remains of skeletons, and artifacts whose richness is unsurpassed. Among the types of buildings—round, oval, cellular, and spacious structures belonging to different phases of construction—the “grill-plan house,” so called because of its foundation, is represented by more than thirty examples. The stone foundations mortared with clay have several parallel, unconnected or meandering walls in front of a small, subdivided rectangle that is extended by a room or courtyard (with an oven). In the mud-brick buildings erected over them, these walls provided ventilation and drainage channels to ensure dry floors. In Çayönü as well, the presence of religious spaces has been proven: the “Bench Building,” with its stone benches on the interior walls; the “Flagstone Building,” with its large floor slabs; and above all the “Skull Building” and the “Terrazzo Building,” in which a large number of human skulls and skeletons were ritually buried. Noteworthy are traces of human blood (hemoglobin crystals) on a stone slab or the stone rim of a pit in the floor. Did human sacrifices take place there? Thirty percent of the hundreds of human bones found belonged to children under sixteen years of age. Especially well-preserved skeletons of young women from a complex in the eastern sector throw light on a sad individual fate: a pregnant woman apparently died giving birth to a twin, with which she was buried, the other twin still in her body. As only seldom elsewhere in Anatolia, the discoveries made in Çayönü allow us to draw conclusions concerning body size, life expectancy, and mortality rates of genders and age groups, as well as the bases of the inhabitants’ diet. Wheat is found in both wild and cultivated forms, along with barley, vetches, lentils, almonds, and pistachios; wild game is still at least as important as cultivated crops and includes aurochs, deer, and wild boars (with the highest rate of meat consumption among settlers in the older strata), bears, foxes, hares, and other wild animals. Goats were not yet domesticated, but sheep probably were, and interestingly, so were dogs (Canis familiaris). The earliest proof of copper-working with hammers and annealing (no smelting yet) was found in Çayönü and Aşıklı Höyük in Cappadocia.

Villages inhabited year-round were permanently established in great numbers during the two and a half millennia between 7600 and 5000 BCE, and not only in the southeast and south of Turkey. Special tools, such as those indispensable for field cultivation, textile production (at first from plant materials, such as flax), and finally pottery making, became widespread. Woven baskets and jars made of wood or stone probably appeared early, along with clay containers dried in the sun before fired ceramics were invented. Their forms and decorations are key discoveries for the definition of the temporal and spatial limits of cultures, that is, of the appearance of typical characteristics behind which stands a specific creative will. These cultures are not necessarily connected with particular peoples or groups of people; their spread cannot be interpreted simply as migrations, and their names generally stand only for the places in which the corresponding ceramics were first found.

Up to this point, the Aegean and Mediterranean coasts south of the Taurus Mountains have been little represented, mainly in the area around Mersin and Tarsos. In eastern Anatolia, Çafer Höyük occupies a key position: this pre-pottery Neolithic village on a hill forty kilometers northeast of Malatya has been only partly excavated;8 a few building foundations divided into small spaces were found there (no grill-plan buildings). The Neolithic topography of Thrace and the Sea of Marmara region is difficult to determine because of major changes in the seacoast, lakes, and marshy areas. The Late Neolithic-Chalcolithic village of Ilıpınar, near İznik (ca. 5200–4800 BCE) offers important discoveries. The late Neolithic ceramics from Fikirtepe were widely distributed, for instance as far as Thessaly. Northern Anatolia and the arc of the Pontos are still largely unknown territory; one lonely outpost of research in this region is Demirci Höyük near Eskişehir. This site was inhabited down to the middle Chalcolithic; then came an interruption until it was resettled in the late Chalcolithic and Bronze Age. Some pottery from the older settlement was found in the clay walls of the Bronze Age settlement.

The situation is entirely different on the northern edge of the western Taurus range: in the area containing lakes Acıgöl, Burdur, Eğridir, Beyşehir, and Suğla, on the hills around the lakeshores, there is clearly a settlement area dating from the Neolithic to the early Chalcolithic. Hunting was still predominant in the pre-pottery Neolithic village of Suberde, on the western shore of Lake Suğla: in one of the largest collections of animal bones from Anatolia (more than 300,000), sheep and goats that were obviously not yet domesticated are preponderant. And plants used for food do not belong to cultivated species (ca. 6500–5600 BCE). In contrast, in the sixth millennium BCE people in Erbaba, ten kilometers north-northwest of Beyşehir, ate only cultivated species. They lived in stone houses with small rooms that were entered through the roof. The village of Hacılar on the plain of Burdur was abandoned in the pre-pottery Neolithic and then resettled and strongly fortified in the Late Neolithic. It had large, two-story buildings with complexes of rooms grouped around courtyards. Again there was a “shrine” with a stone table (for sacrifices?), in which the dead were buried in the floor. Many clay figures represent women, girls, matrons, pregnant women, nursing mothers, who were standing, leaning, and enthroned, including a “Mistress of the Animals.” The inhabitants knew how to spin and weave, and they had pottery workshops in which they made ceramics painted with reddish-brown motifs.

To the east of this lake region, we come to the high plains between Konya and Niğde, which are now semi-arid. At the edge of the Cilician arc of the Taurus Mountains and at the foot of the conical volcanoes, conditions must have been more favorable to rain-fed farming—farming that can succeed without artificial irrigation—in the Neolithic than they are today. Here, on the Cappadocian plateau, outstanding villages—Aşıklı Höyük, Köşk Höyük, and Can Hasan—have been excavated. Among the skulls buried in the buildings of Köşk Höyük, two covered with plaster like the earlier ones known from Jericho (compare p. 56 on Çatal Höyük) are particularly striking.

On the plain of Konya, fifty-six kilometers southeast of the city of Konya, lies the site of Çatal Höyük, which still shapes like no other our image of Anatolian prehistory in general.9 Its size, its architecture, the wealth of tools and small discoveries, and above all its breathtaking world of images in wall paintings and in statuary give it a special status in all of Turkey; the excavator James Mellaart even spoke of a “town” instead of a “village” (Figure 11). Surveys in the surrounding area seem to exclude the possibility that this place had neighbors of the same size and quality at that time. On the hill, which is up to seventeen meters high and has a surface area of 13.5 hectares, excavations were conducted in a southwestern section between 1960 and 1967, and in a northern section from the mid-1990s on. Twelve strata date from the late pre-pottery period down to the ceramic Neolithic (ca. 7000–5500 BCE); the architecture of stratum VI A was completely destroyed by a catastrophic fire. More than 150 rooms are known, but certainly many more remain to be found. According to current estimates, at times more than 5,000 people may have lived in this place in as many as 1,000 rooms. With regard to their use, we can distinguish living and storage rooms, but in many buildings, decorations, statuary, and small discoveries indicate religious activities. These were earlier defined as “shrines,” but they are neither architectonically distinct from the dwellings, nor do they lack traces of habitation, such as stoves and ovens. To judge by their number and their integration into larger complexes of rooms, they may be the domestic shrines of clans and not real temples. Up to now, no public building type in a narrower sense has been found. The buildings do not stand on stone foundations; sun-dried clay bricks (some as long as ninety-five centimeters) were laid up in massive, self-supporting wooden frames made of oak and juniper (today, a similar construction method is still found in Anatolian farmhouses). These walls were plastered and topped with roofs that may have been flat and made of earth resting on wooden beams and covered with reeds or straw. The buildings were entered through the roofs; there were no entrances at ground level. In the northern section alone a street seems to have run along the side of a complex.
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11. Çatal Höyük, Neolithic building with “horned altars.”



In addition to hunting, which plays a dominant role in the imagery, the basis for subsistence was chiefly the cultivation of emmer wheat, einkorn wheat, barley, and vegetables (peas). As a result of the catastrophic fire in stratum VI, charred fragments of textiles made of flax have been preserved over the millennia. In addition to stone tools (arrow-and spearheads, daggers and axes), the rooms in stratum IX contained jewelry made of copper and lead. Çatal Höyük seems to be the oldest known site where copper was smelted and lead melted. The discovery of clay shards that were monochrome and for the most part unpainted, along with intact clay jars and a few wooden ones, allows us to surmise that the ceramics from Çatal Höyük were of relatively subordinate importance. The case is completely different for the wall paintings, reliefs, and statuary. The walls are covered with hand prints and geometrical patterns whose meaning may be partly symbolic (“kilim patterns”); representations of humans and animals; and large pictorial compositions with ritual pre-hunt scenes, in which a group of armed hunters dances around an enormous prey, while a woman with protruding buttocks, perhaps a priestess, looks on.

In excavator James Mellaart’s opinion, these wall paintings were not permanent decorations of the interior rooms but were instead produced on the occasion of an (unknown) event and later covered over with fresh plaster. This was repeated perhaps three times in the course of five generations, so that most of the time the wall had a monochrome appearance. Large, painted plaster reliefs of wild animals, such as a pair of leopards and several horizontal and vertical rows of images of horned ox heads (bucrania) on the wall or along the benches decorate these sanctuaries, along with anthropomorphic figures in childbirth posture, with raised arms and spread legs. The many clay and stone statues of men and women (roughly five to twenty centimeters high) come mainly from these rooms.

The object that serves as a “brand label” for Çatal Höyük was found in a grain container in one of the rooms in stratum II: a female sitting figure with pendulous breasts and a protuberant belly, from which a fetus is emerging through an opening, is enthroned atop a seat flanked by large predatory cats (Figure 12). Other sitting figures of women with large bellies and thighs hold their breasts in their hands. The religious significance of these figures is beyond question, but what they represent and exactly what function they fulfilled in the corresponding sites remains uncertain. Were they simple votive offerings of human images or genuine religious images of divinities, and as such objects of veneration and prayer? Can one already speak of “divinities” at all, or do these figures refer to impersonal supernatural powers?

In Çatal Höyük there were also ritual burials under the floors of certain rooms. The remains of more than 400 skeletons were discovered, a few of which were painted. A building excavated between 1995 and 1997 (Building 1) on the north side of the hill allows us to discern a clear separation of the living space in the southern part (access to which was also gained from the roof by means of a ladder) from the northern and eastern burial areas, divided between children and adults. The most recent burial inside this building is a headless skeleton of a man. Perhaps when the house was abandoned the skull may have been taken along for use as a “foundation deposit”—the ritual addition to the foundation of a new building, intended to safeguard it from collapsing—or as a precious object of ancestor worship. Excavations in 2004 unearthed a skull covered with plaster and painted red—the only one found here to date (see p. 54 on Köşk Höyük); it was held in the arms of the skeleton of a woman. In quite a few places the concentration of child burials is striking. Jewelry was buried with children and women, weapons and belt buckles (made of bone) with men. A noteworthy hypothesis was put forward by the excavator James Mellaart, who suggested that human skeletons were buried only after the bodies had been placed on elevated platforms, where they were protected from wild mammals but exposed to insects and vultures that stripped away their flesh. Is this procedure depicted in the wall paintings in which vultures attack dead, headless bodies? Insofar as they seem to symbolize death, perhaps they can be compared to the enormous birds sitting on the heads of people in the statuary of Nevali Çori and Göbekli Tepe.
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12. Seated figure of a woman from Çatal Höyük, now in the Museum of Anatolian Civilizations, Ankara.



These sensational images have given rise to wide-ranging reflections on the history and nature of religious representations. Female figures, some with protuberant lower bodies and buttocks, large breasts and thighs, giving birth or nursing, are well known in Africa, Asia, and Europe during the Neolithic. One of the earliest examples, from Mureybet on the middle Euphrates (Iraq), dates from the beginning of the tenth millennium BCE. However, we can hardly deny the peculiarly Anatolian continuity of this one particular type, which reaches from the sitting woman giving birth from Çatal Höyük to the representations of the great Anatolian Mother, and perhaps even to the early Aegean period and the Archaic age in Greece: the cult statue of Hera of Tiryns in Crete and the older cult statue of Athena Polias were images of sitting goddesses. As the protectress of hunters and givers of life, this ancient image of the woman belongs to the broader context of the fertility of humans, animals, and the earth. The sacrificial rite in Çatal Höyük obviously also seems to be established by the prominent representation of the noblest sacrificial animal, the ox. The pair of horns appears later as a sacred symbol connected with a sacrificial animal not only in Anatolia (e.g., in the early Bronze Age horned altar of Beycesultan), but also in the Minoan-Mycenaean culture of Crete.10 “In the background stands the hunter’s custom of partially giving back, the symbolic restitution of the killed wild animal.”11 The question of ritual sacrifices of humans, especially children, in the skull sites in Çayönü, Hacılar, and Çatal Höyük remains unanswered. Large cemeteries outside the settlements at this time are not known, but that does not mean that they did not exist. The number of individuals buried in the buildings in Çatal Höyük cannot approach that of the overall number of those who died during the long phase of settlement in these buildings, which raises the question of where the rest of them were buried. The burial or preservation of human skulls or skeletons in these rooms is a practice that is not peculiar to Anatolia but is widespread in the Middle East. It can be understood as a form of ancestor worship, and when accompanied by items buried with the dead, it certainly allows us to conclude that these people believed in a life after death.

It is more difficult to draw conclusions about subject areas other than the history of religion. The societies in Nevali Çori, Çayönü, Çatal Höyük, and elsewhere were based on the division of labor—but to what extent, if we go beyond the division of labor between men and women that is obvious in the discoveries made? The stone reliefs at Göbekli Tepe were certainly made by specialists. Wealth is unmistakable, and yet it seems to be equally distributed: up to this point no luxurious building, palace, or princely tomb from this period has been found anywhere. However, without powerful individuals, leaders, and priests, the relics can hardly be understood; a radical egalitarianism seems to be out of the question from the outset. But had social elites and claims to political leadership developed with access to resources, indeed, to territory? We cannot say to what extent societies like these defined themselves as a unit, or where the “foreign” began. We do not know their language or the names that they gave themselves and other natural and supernatural things. It is hard to determine what the rich nonfigural motifs on painted ceramics might express, especially whether they conveyed a message that went beyond the merely decorative, and if so, what it was. The Stone Age Anatolian also battled and killed his fellow humans. The inhabitants of Çatal Höyük were armed to the teeth, but war and fighting among humans were not among the motifs of their images. It is clear that weapons were not used solely for hunting, and that wounds cutting all the way to the bone were not simply caused by accidents. Conflicts are just as likely as clashes between neighboring groups. But were there long wars between large groups over land or hunting grounds?

In general, the question of exchange and trade already arises for the Neolithic as well. Obsidian from Cappadocia’s volcanoes and from the region west of Lake Van (Nemrud Dağ), whose flakes made especially sharp blades, found its way into the southern Levant (Tell es-Sultān [ Jericho]). Whether this took place through middlemen, and how many of them there were, remains unknown. The idea of traders, or even caravans, traveling over long distances raises the question of the density of village settlement along the routes and, of course, the risks involved in travel. Wandering groups of shepherds and hunters might also have played an important role in distributing many other desired commodities, such as metal, ceramics, textiles, and also certain foodstuffs. It is harder to prove the existence of market centers with barter economies. Can Çatal Höyük claim to have played such a role? Most questions regarding the highly important Neolithic remain unanswered.

Research on the Chalcolithic in Anatolia shows a clear rise in settlement activity. Between about 5000 and 3700 BCE, thousands of villages sprang up all over Anatolia, and it can be proven that there were contacts, indeed amalgamations, between settlement centers to form genuine cultural zones in various regions, for example, between the Konya plain and west Cilicia (Mersin). But the boundaries of these zones continue to be a subject of debate. In the southeast, the so-called Halaf and Ubaid cultures occupy a prominent place because of the wide distribution of their respective types of decorated ceramics, which were named after the sites where they were first discovered, Tall Halaf and Tall al Ubaid in Mesopotamia. In the far west, a settlement (Miletus I) emerged in the second half of the fourth millennium BCE on two small islands in the Latmian Gulf, where Miletus later grew up on the continent.12

Early and Middle Bronze Age (ca. 3000 to 1700 BCE)

Traditional periods divide the Bronze Age into three main parts, Early (3000–2000 BCE), Middle (2000–1700 BCE), and Late (1700–1200 BCE), abbreviated in English as EB, MB, and LB, respectively. The production of bronze, an alloy of copper and tin in a ratio of 8:1, gradually established itself in the course of the third millenium and gives the period its name. The increasing importance of metals—copper, tin (its presence in Anatolia is contested), gold, and silver provided the basis for the rise to wealth and power of some places in Anatolia. Settlements bore the stamp of social differentiation: in their fortresses, the heads of local societies built temples, expensive houses, and palaces, and buried their dead in special tombs with more valuable gifts than the rank and file received.

At the same time, the Sumerian-Akkadian high cultures of neighboring Mesopotamia produced political structure, systematic administration and cultivation of the flat land, organized trade, and above all writing. Just as for the West, Iraq is today an El Dorado of black gold, around 3000 BCE Anatolia emerged in the context of covetous glances on the part of the Mesopotamian local princes and merchants because of its deposits of metals that the land on the Euphrates and the Tigris wholly lacked. As part of a counterflow to the delivery of these metals, sooner or later the managers of long-distance trade introduced writing to Anatolia.

In the early Bronze Age, Anatolia was still far from being a cultural unit. Which regions were connected or corresponded to one another on the basis of types of architecture and ceramics, other artifacts, or forms of burial—where the boundaries of these cultures lay—is a complicated subject that cannot be elaborated on here.13 I once again limit this discussion to highlighting a few key sites.

For millennia, nothing Anatolian is comparable to the enormous Neolithic cult-sites in the Urfa region. We know that in the fourth millennium BCE there were structures in Mesopotamia that have been called “temples.” In connection with this phenomenon in late Chalcolithic and early Bronze Age Anatolia, Arslantepe and Beycesultan can be mentioned first and foremost.

The early culture on Arslantepe (“Lion Hill”), a place in eastern Anatolia six kilometers northeast of Malatya and not far from the right bank of the Euphrates, is approximately contemporary with the flourishing of Uruk in Mesopotamia (second half of the fourth millennium BCE). Between ca. 3300 and the beginning of the third millennium, powerful local lords established themselves on this hill, which had already been settled in the Chalcolithic. There they built the monumental double temples and decorated them with reliefs and wall paintings.14 Other remains of buildings contained thousands of clay seals with about 150 different styles of figural motifs (including a few cylinder seals), indicating a highly developed administration of large quantities of centrally stockpiled food supplies and objects. Relationships with Mesopotamia are obvious. This high culture, in which social stratification and a rudimentary form of political organization are in any case discernible, came to an abrupt end. It was followed by a much poorer development of the hill.

Beycesultan is located in the west, on the upper Büyük Menderes (Meander), about fifty-six kilometers northwest of Dinar.15 On a double hill separated by a saddle, forty different strata were excavated during the 1950s. Twenty of them date from the fifth and fourth millennia BCE, and twenty more from the fourth to the second millennia. In the early Bronze Age a rather large walled city arose there that almost covered the entire hill, a built-up area of about 800 by 300 meters. In the center, pairs of temples belonging to different construction phases were discovered, consisting of two adjacent rectangular cult rooms with a vestibule and a smaller room for priests at the rear. The construction type, which is similar to that of a megaron (p. 61), contains in its interior elaborate furnishings for its cultic function: in the eastern part of the main room, two flat steles with a clay horned altar in front of them represent the core of the sanctuary; behind the steles, beyond a small opening between them, a basin for libations (drink offerings) is embedded in the floor, accompanied by a sacrificial niche in the wall containing a “blood altar.”

An irony of the history of research in the nineteenth century—or more precisely, an error made by Heinrich Schliemann—identified the ruins on the hill of Hisarlık on the Dardanelles as Priam’s castle and thus put them at the absolute center of the archaeology of early history, indeed of archaeology itself. The site lies on the periphery of early Bronze Age Anatolia, in the network of a material culture that includes, in addition to the northwest coast of Asia Minor, part of Bulgaria, the European part of Turkey, and a few islands in the Aegean. Of its eight main strata, the oldest, I–III, belong to the early Bronze Age, while IV and V belong to the middle Bronze Age (ca. 3000 to 1700 BCE). Troy I and II are to be dated roughly to the period between 3000 and 2400. Atop the hill is a circular fortress; the walls of air-dried clay bricks rise from the steeply sloping stone base. Access to the interior is provided by ramps and gates. Older and more recent, symmetrically aligned forms of a rectangular building type that is generally known by the name megaron were constructed on the platform, which is about 110 meters across. In Homer, the Greek word megaron designates the main hall of the royal palace (as in Odyssey 17, 604). The long walls of the rectangle are extended on both sides and form a porch at the entrance. The oldest example of this kind of building in Troy Ia deviates from the type insofar as it has a kind of apse. The largest of these buildings, with a surface area 35 by 12.5 meters, has been interpreted as the local ruler’s dwelling or assembly hall. In Troy I, pottery was still made by hand; it was first turned on a wheel in Troy II. Schliemann gave the two-handled cups the appropriate Homeric name: depas amphikypellon (Iliad 1, 584). The most spectacular discovery in these strata was Schliemann’s “Treasure of Priam”: according to the discoverer’s report, this treasure must have been stashed in the wall by someone who left the castle in a hurry. The collection runs to more than 8,800 individual items, including a few precious ones of pure gold, whose immortal fame is connected with the photo of the beautiful Sophie Schliemann wearing shining jewelry (Figure 13). The later fate of the treasure in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries (p. 27) is perhaps even more breathtaking than its historical importance for early third millennium BCE.

A settlement probably accompanied the castle. There is still no consensus as to where its periphery is to be located. About 200 meters from the castle walls, a ditch with postholes in front of and behind it was found and excavated over a length of about forty meters: were these the remains of a palisade around Troy II? It cannot be proven that this Troy of the oldest phase dominated the whole of northwest Asia Minor and controlled maritime commerce by means of the straits that lie at its doorstep, even though this claim is found in the literature. It was already clear during Schliemann’s lifetime that this much older settlement has nothing to do with Homer’s Trojan War or Priam’s palace.

In contrast to the Neolithic-Chalcolithic burials under the floors of buildings that we have encountered in southern and southeastern Anatolia, archaeology has also discovered large, extramural cemeteries from the Bronze Age in western and central Anatolia, in which most of the dead were buried in clay pithoi (large urns), while people of higher ranks were also buried in stone-lined shaft or stone cist graves, with precious furnishings. There is a large Bronze Age necropolis near Demirci Höyük, not far from Eskişehir on the Sakarya, and discoveries from the shaft graves of the local elite of Alaca Höyük, about forty kilometers northeast of the later Hittite capital Ḫattusa, in the bend of the Halys River, go back to the period between ca. 2500 and 2100 BCE. Artfully cast standard holders, bronze solar disks, metal vessels, and gold jewelry underline the wealth of the pre-Hittite population in this region. Beyond the Taurus Mountains, in the Cilician plain, Bronze Age Tarsos developed into a walled city with (probably) two-story dwellings that were entered directly from the street.
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13. Sophie Schliemann wearing jewelry from the “Treasure of Priam.” Photo courtesy AKG-Images, Berlin.



There exists a fancifully embroidered narrative about the founder of the Mesopotamian dynasty of Akkad, Šarrukin (the Biblical “Sargon”), titled “The Epic of the King of the Battle.”16 To come to the aid of Akkadian merchants, he is supposed to have undertaken a campaign against a city in Asia Minor called Purusḫanda. The event may be fictitious, and the reference to the Central Anatolian trading city of Purusḫanda/Purusḫattum known later (cf. p. 65) may be an anachronism, but Akkadian trade relationships with a city in Anatolia as early as 2300 are not impossible. We must move only a few centuries later to find in Anatolia the prelude to written culture. Archaeology casts a bright light on a place in which a flourishing settlement with monumental architecture existed before trade actually brought to it the art of writing and even a school for scribes. Kültepe (Turkish “Ash heap”) is located at a historic intersection on the Cappadocian plateau, twenty-one kilometers northeast of the present city of Kayseri. I return to the script phase of its history in greater detail in Chapter 4. Strata XVIII–XI belong to phases of settlement in the early Bronze Age and provide proof that this was also the center of a regional power with wide-ranging connections with the Orient, with Syria, and perhaps with Mesopotamia. The religious building from the late phase of this epoch, dated ca. 2100, provides what is essentially the easternmost example of a megaron yet found in Anatolia, more than half a millennium before the appearance of this type of structure in the Aegean world. Among the exceptional discoveries made in round stone tombs with a separate chamber for the furnishings are alabaster figurines, small sitting figures, and remarkable idols with round bodies from which two “bottle necks” with mushroom-shaped heads protrude. Kültepe is the center of a kind of pottery, the much-discussed Cappadocian polychrome pottery, that was widely distributed.

The lordly economic and administrative center already found in Arslantepe and a thousand years later in Kültepe is a phenomenon of the greatest importance. From Mesopotamian written sources we are familiar with the structures known as palaces, which must be understood not merely as buildings that served as a ruler’s residence, but in an abstract sense as an economic and administrative system. One of the most imposing of these centers was found in stratum V of Beycesultan. However, here we are already in a period (early second millennium) in which writing was being practiced in Kültepe, whereas not a single written document from this time was found in Beycesultan. The “Burnt Palace” on the easternmost hill can in fact claim to be a palace in the architectural sense; it is a complex with a surface area of seventy meters by forty-five meters, with forty-seven rooms built on stone bases with clay-brick walls and timbering (Figure 14).

We do not know what kind of population these early princedoms (if we can call them that) produced in the various regions on the soil of Asia Minor, in Troy, Beycesultan, Alaca Höyük, Demirci Höyük, Tarsos, Arslantepe, Kültepe, and elsewhere. It has been suggested that there was a Luwian immigration even before the beginning of the early Bronze Age. It was thought that the widespread use of the Luwian language in the Asia Minor of the second millennium (as proven by the epigraphic testimonies) would allow inferences to be made about the people and its early history. But exactly what Luwiya designates is far from clear. We can say little more than that it referred to the bearer of a common language—not necessarily a people and certainly not a political structure. In any case, Luwian is Indo-European. The Indo-European family of languages in Anatolia, represented there by various idioms since the second millenium (p. 69 f.), presupposes an older Anatolian ancestor. This hypothetical linguistic stage is known as “Proto-Anatolian.” When and by what routes speakers of this language first migrated to Anatolia, where they settled, who they influenced, and what influenced them in turn, remains unknown. Attempts to connect them with archaeological discoveries from periods before writing are built on sand. Their first representatives of whom we can form a concrete idea are the Hittites.
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14. Beycesultan, the “Burnt Palace.” Reconstruction drawing. Image from Seton Lloyd and James Mellaart (1965), Beycesultan 2. Middle Bronze Age Architecture and Pottery (Occasional publications of the British Institute at Ankara 8). © London, British Institute at Ankara: fig. A13.



Before the Assyrians (ca. 2000 to 1700 BCE)

During the third millennium, Mesopotamian texts still have nothing to say about Asia Minor—except for the previously mentioned stories from twenty-fourth century BCE, according to which King Sargon of Akkad undertook a campaign into the interior of Anatolia. It was probably at the end of this millennium that Assyrian merchants began to settle in Anatolia. It is to them that we owe the earliest written documents from Asia Minor, all of them in the Akkadian language and written in cuneiform script (p. 68 f.). The site where most of the discoveries were made is the previously mentioned Kültepe, near Kayseri. The first written tablets were found there in 1871. A few smaller excavations were followed by Bedŕich Hrozný’s 1925 excavations, which produced about 1,000 texts.17 In the early second-millennium phase, the city named Kaneš (in the later, Hittite form, Nesa),18 on the hill, must be distinguished from the quarter known as “Kārum” (Assyrian “quay,” “harbor,” “emporium”), on the plain. As the texts tell us, such transfer points also emerged in many other places in Anatolia. By definition, these were originally stopping places, which then gradually grew to become colonies of foreign merchants. In Kārum-Kaneš, five levels are distinguished: two of them from an old period without writing dated to the end of the third and the beginning of the second millennium BCE (IV–III), two with writing, the earlier one in the twentieth and nineteenth centuries BCE (II), the later one between ca. 1833 and 1719 BCE (Ib), as well as a more recent one without writing (Ia).

Representatives of large trading companies that had their headquarters in the capital, Assur, provided commercial connections between Mesopotamia and Anatolia. Donkey caravans ensured a well-organized transportation system. Although we can speak of a private business community, the Assyrian state exercised a certain supervision over the whole. This required precise reporting in addition to extensive correspondence (some of it private), and thus in the heyday of this trade in the nineteenth and eighteen centuries BCE, a great deal was written and archived. A comparable wealth of economic texts is not found in any other period of antiquity. To date, more than 20,000 clay tablets have been found, most of which have not been published. “Letters” consist of tablets written on both sides and inserted into clay envelopes that also bear writing and seals stamped by the sender. The documents provide manifold insights into Anatolia’s complex economic life as well as its political, legal, social, cultural, and ethnic relationships.

The main features of trade can be described as follows. Anatolia had numerous copper, silver, and gold mines. Near the mines were storage and transfer sites; a series of these are known by name—Turḫumit and Tišmurna are often mentioned—but cannot be located with certainty. Copper was apparently mined primarily in the area north and northeast of Ankara, and it reached large trading centers via transfer points. One of these centers was a place called Purusḫattum, which has been identified with Acem Höyük, on the southern edge of Lake Tuz, which competed with Kaneš. Using donkey caravans, the Assyrians transported out of their homeland chiefly tin, wool, and textiles. Anatolia lacked tin, and the Assyrians held a regular monopoly on supplying it to markets in Asia Minor and sometimes outside it (though of course they too had to import it from elsewhere), and this gave them a privileged position with respect to the natives.19 However, why they were able to sell so much wool in Anatolia remains a puzzle. They used the imported commodities to pay for silver, gold, and especially copper in the form of bars. As a rule, they obtained the metal directly from the palace, which delivered it to them via an office set up in the trade quarter. But it would be a mistake to assume that the merchants transported the copper to Assur. Instead, they sold it in Anatolia, primarily in exchange for silver and gold, which were what they really wanted. An Assyrian who sold gold to a foreigner was in danger of being put to death by the state; only “brothers,” that is, fellow Assyrians, were allowed to trade in precious metals with one another. Thus copper bars constituted the most important means of payment, accepted in Assyrians’ business dealings everywhere, and for their customers, first and foremost the palaces, the metal provided the raw material for bronze utensils and weapons. Two units of wool were worth one unit of copper, while silver was valued in relation to copper at a ratio of about 1:60–90 (depending on the place and the quality). Long-distance traders from Assur were not entirely without competitors in Anatolian markets. There were also merchants from Ebla in northern Syria, who bought copper and paid in silver.
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