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ABSTRACT

RITUAL AND SOCIAL STRUCTURE
DURING THE LATE NEOLITHIC AND EARLY CHALCOLITHIC:
PI'T RITUALS OF UBMREBABPWY! K

Karamurat, Cansu
Ms, Department of Settlement Archaeology
SupervisorAssoc. Prof. Dr¢ i ] dem At akuman

June2018, 329 pages

Prehistoricpits are often interpreted amshor food storage; however, recent studies

indicate that pHuse is also relatetb ritual activities. The aim of this study is to
understand the funct-iGé6hk-etdpi ($mht o¥&j usl anty
Late Neolithic & Early Chalcolithic Periods (59d®00BC). Based on production

techniques, temporal and spatial relatiand artifact distributions amor&y pits and

related architectural contexts, this thesis establishes history of the emergence of pit

area and its social function.

Many elementsdj ur |l u pits; such as association with
practc e , pl aster u s e alengsideasSdeiatiansweth sgnhbolisallyn g o ,

significant artifactsindicate a structured social actjone. firitualo. Considering

regional variationsacomparative scheme demonstsinilarly structured pit rituals

became the hallmark from Northern Levant and Anatolia to Aegean and Balkans

during the & millennium BC. Strikingly, many elements of pit rituals also indicate

l inks to the Early Neolithic ifiefecingest or Cul i
processes of sl group formation through the agency of place.

iv



Whereas tts ancestorrituals negotiated social ties between place, actual houses and
actual deagdthe Late Neolithic and Early Chalcolithic ancestor rituals made the same
negotiation with pits and symbohl artifacts referring to houses and dead
metaphoricallyUl t i mat el vy, pit rituals of Ujurlu
majorsocialtransformatiorthat took place during and in the aftermath of transition to
agriculture intertwined with shifts n peopl eds perception of

landscape.

Keywords: Pit Ritwuals, Neolithic, Chalcolith



¥Z

GE¢ NEOLKTKK VE ERKEN KALKOLKTKK D¥NEMLE
RKT! EL VE SOSYAL YARIURL®Y KHKEA KA
¢ UKUR RKTIKELLER

Karamurat, Cansu
Y¢ksek Lisans, Yerl ekim Arkeol oji si A
Tez Y°%°neticisi: Do - . Dr . ¢ijdem At a

Haziran2018,329 sayfa

Tari h°ncesi yer |l ekismlkd reckd ab ul1°wpn aemr inhu kau réll adré,j
depo edil mesinde kullanélan mekanlar ol ar ak
-al exmal ar -ukur kull anéménén i nan-sal f 8

g°sternkeukt-edli&rk manéen amaZeyén i K° K2 ggRapliphr bsuo

yerl eki mi ndel, Er&keen Neaollkiotliikt i k d°nemlerine t:

i Kl evini 3@anaudkewark tvéer .i | i K ki | i mi mari yapeéel ar e
zamansal v e me k ©ns al I I i Kki meanalizleriee ar keol o]
dayanarak, -ukur alanéneéen vdancdleomekiddanén sosya
Ujurl uddaki -ukurl ar én, Kkomg¢nal binal ar, ° |
kapat maoneén yanénda sembol i k a-éeédan °neml i
yapélandérél méx bir sosyal eyl emi glsterir
Bl gesel farkl éleklara rajmen, benzer «kKkekil d
6. binyél boyunca Kuzey Levant ve Anadol udda
kedi ne ©°zg¢ bir gel enefj i ol dujunu g°sterir.
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°gesinin, Anadolu ve Levantdéén Erken Neo

varl éjeéenée g°stermesi a-éséndan di kkat - el
Bu rite¢eell erin, mek©sgnanl kgrubmasé ]| ggami
yansétteje fikri il eri s¢rée¢l mektedir. S«
bizzat °1I| ¢l er, evler ve mekanl ar araseénd
eder ken, Ge- Neolitik vegeEreennd&al mek©ni i
b u m¢zaker e, -ukurl arén yanénda °1 ¢l eri
birtakém nesnel eri nSogauertiand eUi uk d ruu |- makkutra
ge-i K sérasénda ve sonrasémga:;,megdanasagea
kendi kimlikIleri ve sosyal peyzaj al gel a
akamayeé yanseétmaktadeéer .

Anahtar Kelimeler: Cukur Ritg¢gel i, Neol i ti k, Kal ko
Analiz
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

In etymological perspective, pit isuallydefined asa hole, hollow, indentation or a

low areain theground or thesurfacein dictionaries(pit, n.d.; pit, n.d.)In contrast to

its simple description in dictionary, it can be said that pit is more complex formation
in the archaeology. Pits and practice ofipitigging is as old as human history. One

of the earliest usages of pits is observed as deliberate biudiedd that is considered

as one of some ways researchers may examine bothotiretive behavior and
development of selfonsciousness for early humarighis practice also means
emotional connection with the de@i@enfrew and Bahn, 2016, p. 391431). The
earliest instance of deliberate burial of dead with ornaments and colors has been
revealed irSkhul and Qafzeh Caves in Israel dated t® 830 kya (Shea, 201p, 8;

Shea and Barosef, 2005).Except for burial pits, humans dug pits to store food
having vitally importance because food must be preserved fotmer peoples,
animals, insects, bacterial or fungal actidespecially, torage of food in subterranean

pits has been developed as a subsistence strategy. In this way, people prevented food
scarciy for the communityife. Also, protecting seeds for future was very important
(Martinek, 1998, p. 89Gallagher and Arzigian, 1994 nothermotivationfor digging

pit is to remove refuse materials from the habikatwards, 2009, p. 65Pomestic
wastefrom daily use and constructional debris were mostly filled inside of the rubbish

pits.

Additionall vy, pit during the human history \

cooking that is the most i mportant part of t
p. 32). Primarily meat and some kinds of verq
hol e. One more field in which pit is used ef
pottery. This usage termed as pit firing 1is

1



suggested that firing i s an essFehlt owi ngt e

tanfired potteries are put together in t
materi al s. Later, pots are fired up to t
2017, p. 487). On the other héared,mosumavn st

need t oTIseursvd twieer r-chweelalni pgs werwi chitt haei o
roofs reaching down to the surface of t he

i n the grdowenld ionfg tshbe t hat they sup-port t

dwel | icnogv ewaesd wi t h bags ka Wiemdr ecsf opr cetag dthi
weat her @Mamdintgiepns 1POB)O., I n addition to al
the ritualatadtsi vointey of the most I mportan
prehistoric societies. Pits were used as
vowi ng, sanctifying of a place or est at

somewher e.

Il nddai ti1 68 wariousa seagpi pathernesically d
of filling indicating the historical pr o
|l ocation because thedsagigli ngxggeraamed sd u Wi
During filling of pit, this mixed heap
meanwhi | e, both inside of pit and the | ¢

stratigr @&dphitheadwpeatuse a pit cutisninhe t

same area, it becomes hard to under st a
constructions. TheGefdese apat odde mliggestcsa
Neverthel ess, pit i s ofner mditntdireheelmaed s 6t 6 d ie
due t o I ts vari ous fubckeoms halse nnteemti 0

under st anida snpge coifa Iplfyotsh enpa it taanlé ot @eggear ches

During the historgeemsat bhaleagpdlaggaetelay pr e

related in how archaeol ogdse st uanndeeds aof

surplomshd getting refuse awasye demnotmrsyetltilfe

agriaul pueclduct hiom nc Crutl @ utr,e Hi st omboalt er

understanding of Neol i th@cswatbeshapedr b
2
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heear I'{c e2® Crhyi | d e, 1935, 1936,hel342ansiChiolnd &
armingn his Oa(s1 %5 &Bypcootrhdda snigs ttoh eerh@a swahsy pot he

| i ntarticsgiussi ng t ol @mvifi @ wmiéem tstalit ea alt dtviaest e n d

f the |l.Bsée¢ tcei Agbhemgaednamadist a,nd pl ants wc
eémrced tn oasepyconsisting oAceowate@rngource
o Chil de, people domesticated plants and at
ompe(NVanoder war kelr3Ad2@ad6 ages D2 this subsi st
ncouraged societi ePeotpd eadbemtans eashe asttdrrye Itihfee
hen shared again these products between ea
nd distributid¢a®boafe Nearpiltilciad ed i n ti me. [ r
equired storage facilities anhd ecreamrrtcrhalciazled
ocieties beyond kinship (a&Chid®EEeHMmM1I®B60s 195
erspective, pits observed at Neol ithic set
acilities or facilities that help other dom

rash dEpeseétrocthep,e ol ogi st si mbetpwepheifienst hes

ny afhiarysingderstanding of pit function

The earl i estabiomt erpprte tfaun cotnison come from r e

N

ettlements in Britaiwoulldt hvaavse meatinil amed etdh a
iwlser eas the greater p({Garwewei RKAPOBEPptpd3as
f Neol i tihni cBrpietraeiond nt er preted as food stor
ar bomazeldnuts and tracesi mf.plgha, npiitnsi der o |
nNterprete @ aa threcaduisreighe f act that pits were
il 1li ng demenst etV eas sfeo otforpade cdcealmea rtdos ,end (
009, p.63).

Previous studi es adoptiimg arf auhvaedrodomnlpg ii g ap|

c
e
a
t

ritifaioazredvari aus tahepelwdtghennilAfHeOsspeci al | vy
thnoarchaeol ogi cal st udkinesvnb rgpwuogphets sau ahew p
pprohah ideology and soci al dynamics coul d

hedédrnogsrtaupdniiecs and their syntheddsesean be s
3



criti(Moome, 198 2g Gadrordodve, H ,02d0tI0BGB 2 a m cho Mg o r e
the most fQamsesulbowerdes| i ef s hcarpeeadt i tnhge nrad we
patteAmd mgt udasdotwhnat the routine practi
the symbolic orders and nlaodndse ro,fMoltodn8=2,15;0 c
1981

Fol | owt migs tmwar enes b npgrteahgies,t ournidce rssotcainedt i e s
andlev é Inkgipnds offordewndcersst anding their worl

i n the scope of .Abnt éax suwaplnit @ixd h dodieltohgey o

considered as an i epbetmeanicOPpphpdiienb) £68
198)7cohnsen & Ol sielmM)7# @r0 Gtdhmigdeesr i G 8 i § f&arence
exami ned itne napsopreacltist ygf space, depospbtdong
to the contextual approach, an ohpdct [
compawiitnhg ot her eombgcercals amadv isnpgatti al r el at.i
in terms of its |l ocation and( Beramad, akE%®:
p9s)

In the light ofthe ethnoarchaeological studieshas been suggested thmasterial
culture is meaningfully comisuted In other words, everything is meaningful and
meaningfully depositedHodder, 1991, 1995)Thus, both distributions of material
culture around placeand the process from production of object to its disceedte
meaning.Following toresearchereealized that some objects were deposited in some
specific places according to patterns, Colin Richards and Julian Thomaddicatgd
on depositions of material culture by considering the nature of ritual praktitee
same timeritual practicewasdefinedasi hi ghly f or mali zed and r
(Richards & Thomas, 1984And then, i has been suggested that structured behaviors
with intentional selections generated de
(Richards & Thomas, 1984Chapnan, 2000; Garrow, 2012)Due to carrying
fassociations and me an]jsimugtureo eepasitiothasiat s f un
importantrole for understanding the material cultkodder, 1986; Barrett, 1991;
Robb, 1998; Bradley 2@)Benjamin, 200%

4



Threecent studies adopting these newer theori
woufidmave been constituted as a r.eslunft of dc¢
this direction, all these approaches and the
for piAtstbhdi esd of comparisoinstamtdi amall lyyw e ¢
sel encatteedve mé sbur(Gadrow, p2086, p.6). I n addit:i
act, it has beeindiigngdiincga theadd tah amtlr iit¢ddc agiote ioa le
eventssuch as c(oEndmeamodrsa t7i@ge0md 92a0r@dl,,7 5p. 325) . Al s
it has been pointedi gaitng hfadr gpgasaca ilcien ko fb eti w
and ancestors (Chapman, 2000, p.64).

Looknggt t hese approgpadalde so,ft eNeodrig hd @amnmnBaan lIkya n s
i nter phat apigaed s ymebaonliincgesl atnidons (Bairl ¢eyhhe soci
2005)Li kpiwvdgirsee ,consi derwed ht or ibbeu arlelaactteadvi ti es i
with soci al regenerationSeirnbCBap(fmans, 28006h a
Tringhah| kaD®®, )20®1Wheeook at the studies of N
i n the regiiosne eonf tGraetefcaepptimtaacrhewgiomet @aé |y

directi dsymbdrpeia¢p et al . , 15DPUVvalqd4, 22087,
On the other hand, it cannot be sad that ar
Anatolia and Near Eastewkraveppdoatcdd stphieadp
researches in Balkans, Greece and Britain. T
f or froeofsu sear t howto rikesi laiid esdt at e i s a deficiency
problem for archaeol ogearal Easdtudi Blsi 9 np Ainratt oll
asone toate mosofvatihorms di ssertation. Further mo
geographically c¢close to each other and al so

sociieconomic activitiesonwlhkenmpowaartyheprazseée ceha

within close regions iIs being interpreted d
mi nds. This point I's also encouragement fact
this critical defici encuyai mengtadimed enc otnh e x t of
archaeology I|iterature.



As mentioned before, Neolithic transition was originated in Levant in which
communities started to farm with the stress of climatic crisis during Younger Dryas.
When the earliest domestication of plants angnalswas being performead the

Fertile Crescent in about 8500 BC, at the same twumen Neolithic life with some
indigenous differences noted on especially settlement schema, burial tradition and
lithic technology was observed in the central Anatdligaird, 2007; Esin &

Har mankaya, 2007; ¥zbakaran 2i07/1)AQnth8ai r d
other hand, the earliest Neolithic societies with the innovations of this transition in
western Anatolia appeared in the first half of the seventh millemBC when it has

been argued that the earliest Neolithic settlements in Marmara region are dated to
about 7000 BC onwards (D¢ring, 2013, p .
Neolithic life was observed in Balkans in the lat&millennium BC. Thisnovement

lastly reachedo Britain in about 3500 BC.

There are numerous modelling studies and researches of material culture on the spread
of Neolithic. These studies mostly claim that the driver of this spreading was
migration. The most accepted model for the Prehistory of Anatolia and Aegean is the
ONelil ¢t packaged suggesting moving with
(¢ilingirojlu, 2005; D¢ roidregni c2 Wl F)f usHHowme
the spread of Near Eastern farmers themselves, there are some archaeologists
preferringsibcndthbasingi d6hut he appropri at.
production by indigenous foragers. One of the key points enlightening this confusion
about the diffusion is Aegean Islands. Nevertheless, according to the point of view of
some archaeologists wainky on Aegean Islands, early farming communitiese not
located in the eastern Aegean islanBlsr (d o j ua, 2021B. THe importance of
Ujurlu appears at this key aspect becaus:
settlement in the eastern Aegdatands(Fig. 1, Fig. 2Er d o] ua, p.137). In4
addition, because Ujurlu is an ytodihdand se
some answers to some basic questioNdhy do peopl e choose to
how do they manage in an insuksetting? What kinds of relations exist between
i slanders and mai n& @a.nd6;ekKnap® @008 E ri8 D4). u , 20
6



ThereforeJ] ur | u si t e Maidhrillenhium Belgcatédromthe isand

of G° kasdeed selected as a case study

Totally 37 pits dated from 5900 BC to 4900 BC were excavated in the settlement.

According to spatial distributions of pits in the si#di, pits except for two ones in

Ujurlu have been aggr egat e ds da aomnfumaloon t of Bui
public building. Archaeological finds coming from pit contexts are observed as

elaborative craftsmanships and intensity of symbolism. In addition, human skeletons

and human bones one of the most important groups of archaeological finds have been
uncoveredinol vy pits at the site. Al so, geographic
contemporary sites having pit paplédice in Gr
Within this context, pits at Ujurl u wil!/ hel

praciecs and social structing for Neolithic Uju
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Tht beissi sai med to support thewimbaimttelre ofc @p

of a | arge scale archaeol ogi cal project
architectur al structures and also pits a
and space wil/l be mainly analfyztle diog Hha
been developed in this direction.

Foll avwieng i rst chapter, Chapter 2 obnsi st
pit satnddimes epeddli @egy | nThh bhmekigoeaindeof pi
pracandcerel ated condepttshearsecdstoanblafs hleid
Stat ement of the matter in the upper S
devel opment of theory and methods in arc
fuse willneWiet Rixpl ahe ge.dgrld phyeicdta | bsytc v ahit & x
Anatolia andariemsv ensetatghasteegipoh studies in

especially England will be introduced on

Piitr el ated approaches f eodc efsrsouna | cwadlilt$ucrdeer hsi
established iAsthkesefiapprogchbeaep. directly
devel opment of archaeol ogy, there are ea
Becawfset hethacf unkbai onateptedpastiaverierek
researchers in academia, in our time, the
Pit susairaénltyer preted as food storage and r |
Posprocessual and copetdemuabneappnoiaebestr
use in the second group of the I|iteratur
intell ectual devel opment of archaeol ogy
to these staskioecwiattheidb ai mgee of t he most [
characters of the social i fe.

Met hodol ogy 1 s i nt r oQ@huacpet@eorn 82 ¢ &ned csegscsointdy |
of understandinghibkBéofuocati pmootespi D 1t h
and related structures and material cul t
met hodol ogy wi | | be deveMepkddandi Iplr eben
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prodatssa step by step.

Radagat hered from a number of sources wil/ b
section will be Thendli emsaty rbteahgsemen sasagams . i ntr
becalWjswer|l unsieaelhsphaee case study of this di
repeatedt he cohdpaxdcADbf eat wkaierdds ,0f chronol ogy
built for spatial contexts, especially pits

the secédndl gysageand their outputs developed

and methods will be established one by one i
Out puts of analyses presented in the Chapter
this, finds of anal ysesiwisltlabbé stiesscuns €dhapm
Soededucdndneritical answer s Jjaboatwiplilt sbeand

obtained as a result of this process.

The historicaltdemwagbBonpmandt yonfmatrhized i n the C
5. The state realized during the gener al 0V
supported by Iliterature review became the |
met hods and anal yses devel chpead sf araitnhils ndeast. a
final picture Takeutatprug atril we sceft tpgietment wi | |

t hdee d u cati peasmeal yses.
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CHAPTER 2

PITS IN PREHISTORY

2.1 Previous Approaches to Pits in Archaeologit®&pproaches

From the early part of twentieth centunytil the early part athetwentyi first century,
numerous research has been made on the understandindwfdtiens of pitsn the

social and economic contexis consequence of these studies, kindarguments
concerning the uses of these pgimve been suggested, suchf@sd storage, trash,
dwelling, fire place, cooking area, burial place and ritual.dtean be said that the
subjects of how these diffareapproacheto pit i issue were shaped complies with
theprocess of the intellectual developmanthe field ofarchaeologyEspecially, he
perception of Neolithic transitiomas been mainly shaped by théture historical and
theprocessual approachesich have the tendency of grounding their interpretations
only on a survival/economic basis. In other words, Neolithic life has been understood
as limited to mainly three concepts: sedentary life and intensive agricultural activities
and consequently, surplus. From this point of view the Neolithic communities were in
the need of organizing / creating spaces in accordance with the requirements of
intensive production such as depos for storing, trash for residues of the intensive
produdion and consumption, firing places for cooking or baking poftehylde, 1935,

1936, 1942, 1950, 1951; Vanderwalker, 2006; Atakuman, 20IHa)s, these
functionalist argumentsn pits areadoptedoy a great number of researchers.

One of the earligsargumenton pits and their functions belongs to Pitt Rivers, who
has specifiedeflectingthe school of thougtaf histime that some pits fronthe Iron
Age in Britain, may have been used for grsiarage(Rivers, 1898 Bowden, 1991;
Garrow, 200%. In the first decade of the twentieth centunost ofinterpretationsand

12



arguments concernirgpout pits and their roles in the life of communmitgre shaped
according taRivers.Followed byWyman Abbot examined a certain number of pits
Peterborough, the greater pits as dwellings and the smaller ones as storage were
interpreted (Abbot, 1910, p.334; Garrow, 2006, p.4). Abbothe same period,
identified pits as closed findings becaustheir form as sealeaissemblages (Thomas,

2012, pl). During the following twenty years, some researchers continued to adopt
the similar approactwvhich meanghatpits meethe needs of sheltering, storing food

and depositingherubbish of the society.

In the 1960sClark and friendsshared aimilar pit perspectivef the first decade of
twentieth century. Thelgad excavated 200 small pits in small clusters at Hurst Fen in
Suffolk, which was a significant Neolithic settlement site containing huts or houses
consideredn relation to the large numbeo$ pottery and flint foundingQlark et al,
1960, p.205, 207; Garrow, 2006, p.5; Edwards, 2009, pglgé8Jactthat there was no
other construction apart from 200 pits and a possible later period ditch was not
regarded as strangesituationbecausehiswas accepteds a consequence ofmadic

life. Followed bythe examinations, it wadentifiedthat the site wagistcomposed of
pits. Researchers, hence, began to ponder on the aimiadigging. Then, aftethe

pits in Hurst Fen were analyzed andnmoared withthe similar basketined pits in
Egypt, items of Hurst Fen were interpreted as storageQligsk(et al, 1960, p.211;
Garrow, 2006, p.5). Moreover, some critical evidersigsh ascarbonized hazelnuts
and sherds with grain impressions stréeged the argumenhbat pits were used
mainly asfood storageClark et al, 1960, p.213; Edwards, 2009, p.63).

Christopher Houlder, studied at a Neolithic settlement on Hazard Hill in Devon, also
made contribution tthe understanding of passtorage by adding cooking holeso

his area of resear¢thi963; Garrow, 2006, p.5). In 196& paper written by Fieldt al

is regarded as significant for the topic of pits (Thomas, 2012, p.1). The geographical
distributions of pits were related tbe agrarian economy of the lowland in England
along with grain storage facilities. Consequently, Feldl. madetheassumptiorthat

if there were pits in the site, these pits would have been used as sthiahes the

13



indicatorof an arable economy. Ohé other hand, the economy of the society was
based on animal husbandry or pastoralism (Field et. al., 1964 B3 Brophy and
Noble, 2012, p.64Thomas, 2012, p.1).itl8 were inherently seen as being parthef
domestic activity instead @fritual (Field et. al, 1964, p.369; Garrow, 2006, p.5

These pit studies England &l short in terms of their methodologies. In tkesnse

posti processual and contextual perspectidisplayedin the 1980s have begun to
affect the perceptions about pitslowever, before 1980s, thergere very few
interpretations about pits stating that they raspbe a part of a ritualistic activityn

one of these investigations dated 1970s, Case, who excavated a site including lots of
intercutting pits consisting ofiles of potsherds, fragments of burnt animal bones and
flint flakes,brought forwardheideathatthis material had been extracted from rubbish
dumps in desolatsettlemerd (Case, 1973, p.188; Thomas, 2012, pAlgcording to

this idea, such material, thalsobeen preserved becauseepresentedertility . In this

regard sherds and flints in the pits were interpretedhdgatorof growingsoil crops.

Case, thus, considered that this material would have been deliberately chosen and
placedinside pitsfor sympathetic magic (Bradley, 1982; 1984, p.51; Thomas, 2012,
p.1-2).

I n t hes hlo9r8tOcsohmd ngwl t ure historicaadamandonpr

t he bfeacraatshee ogfaps tumatx pi@maierdd d arra:t i ci s ms

Uncritptahcaeco®é positivism, stress on
adaptation, behaviorist emphasis on b
emphasis on soci al relations or cogni
present socialegdggeduovenoempha&nseswbn s
conflict, reductednheots soti @Mitlelhearabe f
Till ey, 1 9S8hda;c ke o t&e dL)itnt | e, 1992, p.>5

Many archaeol ogi ist isachissengsgge i telge otmh anta n t
functi on almiasde cahpgpe mlaccchy LdehemadabBlaédn (| i fe
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this point, fbreegramo mlwi rbaet iscerenof functional i st
(Conkey & SPlradloel, &9Bj4tL tBeyond®9Rlhthiag. per cept |
been suggbet editldyraps b tlyi sbsaped by the symbol

nornksod@der, MAO®BEp,; 1981) . Al so, It was consi
contextual di s tirniveenttioanys odf htehses esrevtet$l emmegnhtts b
me a m g f u(l Hoadcdtesr , 1991, 1995). Thus, ideol ogy

read in the materi al cylmbwowild ¢ z{ Hgddemmuh9 & 2ad)
regul ating weialcedly mpaamitchse baThwsofinhtilse pe
secondt lgpecd uopf,i itplyi g gviarsg i nt er preted as a ritual
Al so, idiheggipmdg hasabeanpsuggestedmmemor ati ve ¢

At the beginning of the 1980s, lan Hodder and Henrietta Mdwaeing important
ethnoarchaeological fieldworks, brought a new perspewtinieh argueshat ideology

and social dynamics could be realized in the material culture (Garrow, 2006, p.5;
Moore, 1982; Hodder, 1982dJheycriticized the effects of beliefs oEommunity on

the way of disposingrubbish causingthe archaeological depositslodder, 1982b;
Moore, 1981). In other words, how the beliefs shaped the routes in which people
created structured material patternimgas wondered Therefore these studies
indicated that the routine practices like rubbish dispesaie influenced by the
symbolic orders and specific norms of the society (Garrow, 2012, p. 109, 134, 135).
Likewise,based on thenat er i all record connected to the p
article dated 1982epositionactivities with a material pattern was studied ascda
result of thecontextual analyses, social attitudes, rituals, ideological manners and
conceptual changesf the communitiescould be understood from the relations
between objects and contexts and their chatigesighouttime (Hodder, 1982b;
Moore, 1982; Shanks and Tilley, 1982).

Following to archaeologists realized that some specific objects were depasited i
reference to patterns having higher structur
the deposition of material culture wstsidied Soon afterin 1984, Colin Richards and
Julian Thomas firstly denominated the activity of deliberatively selaogoand
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accumulatingas O0structur ed de prdhert meatioredtualn t hei
activity and structured deposition in Later Neolithic Wessex (Chapman, 2000, p.62;
Garrow, 2012, p.86)Since this study consisting ofthe analysis of depositional
paterning having a systematic approach to the notion of ritual enables to the analyzing

of symbolism and structur@s contained in material culture and deposition, it can be

seen as a milestone for the literature of archaeology (Richards & Thomas, 1984, p.19

191; Garrow, 2006, p.6).

Until 1980s, itwas accepted that monumental structures were especially built for
ceremonial purposeTrashand -bpobstd structures known
however, were not taken into this frame (Richards & Thomas, 1984, p.189; Garrow,

2012, p.86)Later,Richards and Thomasdefined he noti on of &éritua
ritual activities weredefedasi hi ghl 'y f or mali zed, repetit]i
a high level of structureecognized as the main themedfst r uct ured dep
(Garrow, 2012, p.87). Based on this, they suggested that this concept capfilibe

on other types of deposit Thomas states that tlignceptualizationvas laterapplied

on pits of Neolithic depositional contexts (2012, p.1; Richards & Thomas, 1984,
p.215).Chapman mentions that because a high degree of structure could be related

with both ritual activitybeing formalized and repetitive behaviour and domestic

activity, afterRi char dsé and Thomasé work, archaeo
practice from secular one IBpecifyingcriteria (2000, p.62; Renfrew, 1985; Barrett,

1991, Cunliffe, 1992; Willis, 997; Clarke, 1997 Besides tdhis effect,Richards and
Thomas have demonstrated that né ritual
inferenced (Richards & Thoma $qllowihgpttge4 , p. 2
notion of O0str umdnifested divaslaeqepiesls ah essentiél socia s
practice by the archaeologists wéupport the later perspective

In her articleThe Later Neolithic in Eastern EnglanBosamund Clealeducedhat

O0structured depositiono6 ewatexts ofoibfluerdia | y r e

monuments but also modesb n e s , such as 6domestic cont
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intensively found in pitsnay have been chosen deliberatively (1984, p.54; Garrow,
2006, p.6).

During 1980sinterpretations of Neolithic pitsontinued in dichotomy: the pits should

have been functioned as eitlrabbishandstorageor structured deposition & ritual.

Following the discovery of numeroysts within various contexts during the 1980s

and 1990s, this sharp contréstween theanundane and rituafunction of thepits

slowly beganto disappearProbably, athe end of the 1990&llowing to the notion

of O6the rituali s acdineddhstofudther ededgpayidot iwarso
di s p might hae been accepted semepheromenon( Br ad | ey, 2005; Br ¢
1999, 2008; Brophy & Noble, 2012, p.65).

Georgieva, al so st udpartiThracgan cutturegputfopward c o mp | e x
some arguments to confibbeshhpitdter pbdbgtat hoan
1991 (p.1; Hawthorne, 2009, p.49Nekhrizov & Tzvetkova, 2012, p.177). In

Georgi evaods wor k, S 0me ant hropomorphic fig
6schematicd body parts were found in pits (
p.185). Moreoveralong withbones ofdomesticated and wild animalehich were

frequentlyfound whole or partial skeletortselong tovictimiseddogspart ofthe ritual

practiceswere rarelyencounteredn the pit contexts (Georgieva, 1999, p.194,-201

205; Nekhrizov & Tzvetkova, 2012, p.182). Georgieva, therefore, stated that Thracian

pits and pit fields should beonsideredas special sanctuaries in which rituals were

rel ated with foefr ttiHhea tdye a@diNakh(iztivogaT ioetkonh, t 8

2012, p.193194).

Many of the most important studiasad numerous articlesf 1990s belong to Julian

Thomas,authoro fRe& hi nki ng (19919,6 Niemé j t GukcbHure and 1d
(199WnNderdést andi n 1999)hThe idbb® d depdsition as @ cultural

practicei n i becameelthfe Gentef his research in 1991. The practice of depositing

somet hing under the ground was put in the ce
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733). In his case, Thomas indicated that Neolithic pits were not applicable for

comparing with Iron Age pits in terms of storing grains.

By focusing on deposited artifactghich containhuman bones, whole polished axes

and chalk plaques, he, in contrast taate facilities or daily house wastgcepted

t hat Neolithic pits were dug fspecifical
backfilled i mmediat el y Ina&i$ woekyiml®I6dTeamas( 1 9 9 1
pointed out ecritical issue Accordingdy, the pit- digging and deposition of items

would have afected on the relationships between people and place (p.116; Garrow,

2015, p.732). As a consequence of the state of thingsedeced hat At he phy
alteration of the earth would have had esn@p | eds perception of
Garrow, 2006, p. 7). Thomas ably struggled against the preconceived opinions grain
storage and rubbish for pits. In the boddnder st andi ng ittshe N e
demonstratethatshallow and bowkhaped pits were not proper for stordge to the
high-mobility life model and using of wild resources (Thomas, 1999, p.29; Brophy &
Noble, 2012, p.645; Edwards, 2009, p.320).

Torefute the ideas on pits beingbbishdepos moreoverThomas indicated that some
certain sherds intentionallyereput upright positionnside a pitwhichis an indicator
of the structured depositioAnd again, the deliberate deposition and selection of
specific parts of potteries would have had a roleéanmemorationvhich arerelated
with a symbolical social event, such as the feast (1999, p.70; Edwards, 200B6).75
Another fundamental argumesftThomass that a certain place would have gained a
meaning through the practice of pit digging. In other words, aphysical and
metaphoricabondbetween people and plas®uld have established. It é@dsonoted
t hat Aiboth the physical presence of pits
digging and filling in the longer term, would have served oime people of their ties
to a place, of i ts hi st oDepositionald@adidesalsp . 7 ;
had performative and improvizational structure with its local dynamics because it
cannot beconsidered am fiuni ver s al s erg the felationshipe s 0 d «
between people, place and materl(ard, 2001, p.316Ffhomas, 1999, p.739).

18



In his thesisJoshua Pollard followethe way ofThomas andighlighted two key

points which are 6intentiommlofsedercus wald irteé

and O0spati al and associational patterning in
p. 6) . I n Poll ardos study dat ed 1995, depos
remembrance. During the rituandsymbolicct i ces, o]

referencesd wer e ¢ o0me Theprgecesohdepositionitselt he speci e
might be apart of the ceremony that had been witnessedhbymembers of the

community(p.137; Pollard, 2001; p.325; Garrow, 2012, p987 Thomas, 2012, p.7).

In 2001, Pollardmentioned about eelation between pits and memasgii par t of t he
significance of the sporadic burial of settlement residues would have lain in
engender i rMpygRE23mkhonas, 3002, p.7). From similar perspective, Pollard

(1999) pointed out that the aim of the practice ofi piieposition may have been an

act of deprecation toward the disappearance of social wtdeh isfollowedleaving

settlement (p.89; Gamvg 2006, p.7).In the context of6 s pat i al and associ a
patterning in the past depositioné, Poll ard
use of left and right hands, and the laying out of objects in relation to the sides and

back/front of the bdy, could have served to reproduce classificatory principles of

purity, gender symbolism and so Simitart hd (2001
to Thomas, he, also, explored thagpdsitional practices had performatiamd

improvizationalnature (Gawww, 2006, p.8).

In his work (1995), J. D. Hillliscussed abouth e def i ni ti on of O6struct
together with the conceptsé6fs y mb ol i ¢ 6, -dourewsd i &l6§, 6dmdrent i on
6cer emoni al aéall deposits hawng asdocidtitase structured due to the
fact that all activities are structured, and meaning are produced symbolically by people
(Hill, 1995, p.95-96; Crease, 2015, [25). Thereforeaccording to Hill, dink between
O0structured depos.iismndogaséibleamedtablisdod, p.26] practi cEe
Edwards, 2009, 81). He alsostatedthat one single definition cannot be created for
0domesticd or 4. Athhe ens loféthe (1P@ Oabithors tarted to
mention the concepts deposition, pits andettlementogether in theistudies such
asEdmondswho coineda 6c e b at e d . Aveerdiagly, bitpradicesmamely,
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digging and fillingappeatobes i mi | ar t o &t Wwhich eferatdthiompge o f
of renewal and r ely€l996,p.29f Gawow,R001@). ap hor i

Richard Bradley emphasized the importance of structured depasstioa thouglthe
material culture in the deposhould have a sociaheaningapart from havingust
functionalpurposegBradley, 2005, p.194dwards, 2009, p.108He has noted that

the deposition with the context canuloederstoods a keywhich canhelp to interpret

the distinction betweethedeposition for storage facilitieend thedeposition for ritual
practice(Crease, 2015, p.2However, this separation between ritual and domestic is

a hard work Bradley, 2005;Edwards, 2009, p.1)}1When this issue is considered
specific to pits, Bradley explained that pits cannot be seen as an indicator of the

subsistence economy whereas stosdge grain were needed (Edwards, 2009, p.65).

In his works on the date of 2000, John Chapman questioned reasbreakdge,

broken objectsand the place preferencés deposition and metaphoricedlatiors

between people anthe objects He, thus, deel oped concepts of 0
6accumul ati on 6 theongd hisdstudies bBalkan settlemerds during

the Neolithic and Chalcolithic perioddethoughtthatt he pr ocess of o6fr
causes t haccumulaiimie sasn desftiaticmdwhilec r eat i ng O6ench
rel at i (@00 Garrqws 2006, p.8Jervis, 2014, p)P In other wordsthis is a

social procesas there i strong relation between act of fragmentation or intentional
breakage and links between people, structured deposition and artifact (Edwards, 2009,
p.105).He has powerfully challenged the perception of rubbish for pits. According to
Chapman, becausethee ani ng of &érubbishdé in 20t h ce
with its meaning in prehistoric practices, this case leads to conceptual confusion in the
archaeology literature (2000, p.61). He suggested that deposition practice in pits would

be more structuredhan random discard o6rubbishd (Cl
he suggested that the act of pitigging connects the present activity with past of
ancestors. Based on this, Chapman stated that digging of pit mendeestoodhs a

ki nd of 0 eaxnccheasmhgderetswichemew ones for 0ld2000, p.64).
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Duncan Garrow working ompits at Kilverstonesuggested thategositing specific

objects in certain locations may have been part of essential social practices (2012,

p.92). He, however, mentionethat6 st ruct ured depositiondé wused
directly related tosymbolic meaningsAlso, a certain differentiation was drawn

bet ween O6odd depositsd a(immas G2, @.034)a | cul tur
Indeed, hese two notionsre inthe two eds of a continuumo Mat er i al cul tur
patterningdoes not even have to come about (unintentionaftigausef underlying

symbolic schemes. It can just happen ( Gar r o w, Gary, Qespitefhis,1 09 ) .

pointed outthad o d d d eopsoicully tefedied symbolic values in a certain place

(2012, p.94).Garrow, moreoverstatedt hat o6t he arti facts show enx
weathering and burning, and there appears to have been a significant interval between

the accumulation of the cultural material imgp-p et cont ext 6 of some ki
final depositiond (2007, 12; Thomes, 2012, |
depositional processesd occurring around pit

deposition (Garrow, 2012, p.134). However,gp posi ti on t o Garrowds d

Thomas suggested thatoplen ad bei ng | ived in 6the grey ar ¢
spirituality and mundanity as parts of a s
activitiesd materiali ze akedparts efphecaimece O6sy mb

6recursive cycle of meaning/ practice6 (2012,

In addition to thesstudieswhich mostly belong toBritish archaeologicaschool of
thought it would be appropriate to mention several otpgerstudiesfrom different

sitescontemporay with of U] u suchuasGreeceBalkans,andespecially Bulgaria

Neolithicflat settlement of Makriyalos is situated on gentle slope of hill in the coastal
lowlands of Pieria in Macedonia, northern Greetke size of theesearch area
reached up to about 50 hectaresth the excavations performetly Greek
Archaeological Servicbetweenl1993i 1998 (Pappa et al., 2004, p. 17; Pappa and
Veropoulidou, 2011, p. 105). Two separate phases dated to Late Neolithic period were
uncovered in thexcavation (Fig3). The earliest phas@élakriyalos | dates to the
early Late Neolithic, 5500 / 54005000 BC while the second phasakriyalos I,
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datesto the later Late Neolithic, 49004600 / 4500 BC B@Pappa et al., 2013, p. 77

i 78). AuthorgdefinedMKI as a system of ditches, borrow pits and natural boundaries
because theweredominant during thigarliestphase Pappa and Veropoulidou, 2011,

p. 109. Ditches consisting of Ditch Alpha and Ditch Beta encircled an area of 28 ha
occupied by pitsarmed as pit dwellings or habitation pit¥@ppa et al., 2013, p.)(7
Borrow pits as another construction item measured about 30 m in diameter were
revealed by excavations (Tsoraki, 2007, p. 290; Pappa et al., 2084highlighted

thata great parbf the total amount of archaeological assemblages during phase of

MKI were foundin these pits (Pappa and Veropoulidou, 2011, p. 105).

Pit 212, one of the borrow pits at Makriyalos, is located in the middle of thevarea
issurrounded by DitcAlpha probably constructed contemporarily with this Bagpa

et al., 2004, p. 18; Pappa and Besios, 1999, p. DBhensions of pit are 30 m in the
direction of Northi South and 15 m in the direction of E&sWest. The depth is
between 1.2 1.4 m inthe middle of pit. Some smaller cuttipgs were alsambserved

in the bottom Pappa et al., 2004, p. 1Pit 212composedof three main layers was
dated to the early Late Neolithic by ceramic assemblage (ibid., p. 20). According to
the studieson materidinventoryinvolving a great number of pottery, animal bones,
seashells and stone tools in the context of Pit 212, ceramics consisting of large storage
vessels, small cups and bowls that are used for cooking, storing, presenting and
consuming inside of piare in good state. Burnt clay fragments of probably ovens or
hearths were found in the legfdl ing of the pit. Also, a huge amount of animal bones
(738 animalsaccording to MNI analysisyas uncovered in Pit 212.

Studieson surfaces of animal bones shamlvthe presence of rmechanical damage
whereas there is no trace of weathering (ibid., p. 21, 24, 33). On the other hand,
researchers mentioned thabshof finished shell productgere obtained in Pit 212 in
thephase oMKI whereas a high number of partly worked and unworked material was

revealed iranother borrow pjtPit 214(Pappa and Veropoulidou, 2011,14.4).

As resuls of all thesestudies authors suggest thkinds of objectsveredeposited in
pit within a period of several months or a few years (ibid., g. 22). This large
22



scale feasting periods with large number of ground stone objects and high standard

and various vessels used for cooking, serving and consuming possigyergs an

activity creating and maintaining collective identity in the communal and-inter
communal level (Tsoraki, 2007, p. 290; Pappa et al., 2004). On the othehiggahygl,
individualized small cupswere interpretedast her e wascommonal ii ntr a
compet i tHampaeial. (2013, p. B4
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>///< I 0 100m |
Ditch Alpha Pt
FigBreSite of NedqlAftlirc PldphpraFydal ad¢ ., 2013

The settlement of Kremasti is situat&8 km northeast of the towof Kozani, in
northern Greece (HondroyianWMetoki, 2010, p. 60i 61). At the end of the
examinations, a great number of archaeolodicdkincluding ditches, pits, cremation
burials and a large amount of small finds potteries, figurines, stone tools, faunal
remains, and human bones dated to the Late Neolithic perib807 4900 / 4800

BC (Fig. 4, ibid., p. 148). 462 pits wenenearthedn the site of Kremasti. The pits
having circular, elliptical, or irregular plans are in between 0.325 m in diameter

and in between 0.10 and 2.90 m ddapm their dimensionst is interpreted ashat

there isa gradual decline in depth and a conforming increase in the area of pits from
earlier periods to later oned@ndroyianniMetoki 2010, p. 156 166).

In terms of constructiosharacteristic®f pits, thar shaps areunderstoodrom the
profile view. The major forms are béllshaped or honeycomb, hemispherical, oval,

cylindrical, conical and convexoplane. And, beli shaped and hemispherical shapes
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were mostlyencounteredBell i shaped and oval pits are the deépsbereas
hemispherical pitsoverthe largest area (ibido, 1661 188). It wasobserved that first
forms of the majority of pits changed at Kremasti. This modificatimght be
intentionally performed by rdug or by disturbing of later pit. Hence, tt@se of re

dig and reuse earlier pits asserts the continuity of the space usage. Also, analysis
of pit bottomsin terms of form and composition shows that flat bottoms are common
for all phases (ibid.). Moreoveronrevidence for plastering inside of phias been
interpreted that these pits are not suitable for stoi@igeulia and Chondrou, 2013, p.
111).

Studieson stratigraphy inside pits indicate that the episodes of use show differences
for pits. Pits for single use, pits for two uses and pitsni@any uses have been
determined in the site. Majority of them are pits for single use. More than 65 % of
these pits were not sealed. Pits having two or more use were distributed in each layer.
These pits wersealed with a different backfill after each {s®ndroyianniMetoki

2010, p. 188 213. Most artifacts of Kremasti has been obtained from the pits
(Stroulia and Chondrou, 2013, p. 10%he head of excavation does not see the pits as
refuse because an intentional and patterned activity can be sady ateevidence of
structured deposition (ibid., p. 112). This casas supported byanalyzingground
stones.Analysis shows that fragments of tools deliberately broken were found in
different pits. The spatial distribution analyses of these fragmentatadhat this
activity is not most probably random or accideri&troulia and Chondrou, 2013, p.
124)

Remains of fired clagomingfrom the superstructures and floors of constructares
notusually foundnside pits HondroyianniMetoki 2010,p. 213i 244).Ceramics are
the greatest artifact group among the assemblage. Hondroetoki states that
content or use episode of each pit was constructed with a different event in a different
period. Also, due to the lack of ceramfosindoutside ¢ pits, this case is interpreted
that ceramics were made and then transferred from another location of the site (ibid.).
Zooarchaeologicakemainsrepresent the othéargest groumf the assemblagehile
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the archaeobotanical remarare rarely encounterdibid.). Stroulia and Chondrou
mentionedthat allcremation burials of Kremasti are secondawyials Followed by
the individual was burnt in somewhere out of sie¢tlementburial was then brought
toitsfinal location (2013, p. 113; Hondroyiarkietoki, 2010, p. 306 316, 627630).
One of the interpretations about possiteology of the Neolithic Kremasti is that the
concepts offertility with the dead wereonnected This case leads tattempts of
savng food. According toanotherassumptionthe use of the phial in the open form in
cremation burials may suggest a kind of change in burial pra¢tigether with the
objectsthathadsymbolc meanings Theseobjecs can be understoaas a symbol of
rebirth (HondroyianniMetoki, 2010.

}
|
m M - <

2

im 8

n
v

A

M

|

8 4 °
H

2 _ _ At TS S, 58 2

1 i T~ A
1

)IBlZM))BnZ‘ZIZS?‘ERHHllﬁ‘.‘lﬁﬂuﬂu'"!l'3lli!llfgl

Figée hE excavated (Af8wrmraul Kae®B@EBB)NGr d u

Kapitan Dimitrievo, known as Banyata tell i n
vill age of Kapitiaa3Dmmhéergbvoandhé&46i medi ame
on a terrace on the east slope of the | ow n:

excavated a big burnt buil ding ‘'dtact etdhet o t he

beginnirdtni 6l enimée uB . BT h e Fuithg .iclhed iflgo or made of

pebbles and clay was built in redtoamgul ar sh
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and | ocated between the two pillars supp:«
from the walls were found in the pit.
According to the examinations, this pit
of the building (Nikolov, 2006, p . VIl
trapezoid in thréphasepsofduEanmnigytiReeki & i
step, pit was oval with narrow side to tfF
inort hwestward with different depths 1in

moved to the idioud ditwiesrt .ofAl west & hpel &4 tadr e
with greenish c¢clay having waterproof f ez
covered with white plaster whereas wall
Ni kol ov points out that these thWreedbdbepints
constructed n relation to some architec
related with the idea of Mot her Goddess
reminded the shape of Mot her Goddess won
arftaict #fhnoutshee schasabepntbenterpreted that
regularly for thieX)next time (ibid., p . I
.”/
\
\
\\
/'/1/
\ N
< P \
-
Figbhrei tual pit from the Ear |I(yNiNeoolloivt,hi
2006: Fig. 5)
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Kapitan |Aoncdarteeedv oon t he border between Turkey
regEsnavations revealed a | awgd earideae dalbout 6
t wo paral lidldn ddiattcehde st 010t he | ast stage of the
Il V. Thewaahoings isdieetrigdiads center or sanctuary r at
This sacred aredCQwad&5 Wskd. fRomMma 5D 0of ritual
whiwdire perf or nseadh crt anatr yt veeatrds édreupcotsiiadned i n de
shall owogpe tsumwber i s probably mb22).than 260

Some of these pits were filled with burnt r
anthropomorphic vessels and other artifacts.
figurines, vessels along with Spondyl us pen:qt
bond &hifaduinme rfeatgsme nt s o fwegltew apodu nsdt oinne pi t s
wheupper grindisogesrieowesal esdhresse pits (i bid.,

Ni kol ov mentions that anthropoantor Kapict aiype ¢
Andreeoponetaloe most i mpreositve ffipnds. chlnstoa,i nma
speci alThweses ealnst.hr opomor phic vessels have a

ant hropomorphic head. I n addition, I nci sed
d the Gppers thaoldfy. o These vessels are measu

n
height (7i202iAd.zoopgmordhi c vessel oneiof the mos:s
h

~+

e waistd ound with an anthropomorphic figurir

-~

or -yd-atdl a¢hiin t he hocker position wa s rev.
archaeobotanical remains | i ke wild cherry, [
have been fqurbd di.n .t wo pits

I n additiomsetvpithh ss ¢ =i ttceddbhectt eueasrbyet ween 5500C
and 5000 BC have been revleywdridbatBa Bat gar i a (|

2,Sarnevo,anbbvedeakare some of these speci al p
i's obsertvidaht ¢l NidHogtc . dryaeid ifaeatnsa bunar 2 i s da:
5466MM00 BC. A central pit is situawasd i n the
filled with soil mixed with charcoal and ash
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number of-tddlie't,pideadedstianédi ng st ones were
Li kewisely, similar objects with anthr o]
broken pots were also found in other pit
for ritualvsotwivteh ffoiorde ianndcbeédéeéss!l t( Nfkbdbhe
p. -992 . More than 20001 BGCG warn e 3 a nbreleuld .h e
Nu me rforussgment ed grinding stones, animal b
and | ar gepdp9%4s number of pits in the cyl |
5000 BC were di s c owheircehdhiwsabsd Dgarveeahta ka moSuwon tl
pot sherds, broken burnt daufbquwadtari mo &lh,e
f iilnlspidtes (i bid., p.96).

Amt her site havingtséegsemaehtponsdi sh@hodéai
i n this area. ubBdsaoserpdtsiwere thought |
ritual practices at Ohoden duringofthe E
fragments of vessel s, burnt daub, ani mal
boar, charcaogawhsfWélkigpsa®faiidogubsthi neesspi t s .
Moreover ,-hclowhg cphastedeas roofosoppgddodthtes pwe

area. Graves in small nuimbé&&hse Wwere afsopil
|l ooked | i ke the female genital tract . I n
i nterpret aGod daess sMo twoemrb b ipd d1,Df2e)r.t i | ity (

I n the beginning of the 1990s,etivdeeind der

envir omhmeamh can be both a kind of refl ec
signification of soci al practi wesnngnaqat i
canali zing pract acrgost iodn nadfergeand eru,l tcuurlatl
Tringham has adopted approcaeclsasalofstf eamicri
used on archaeol ogeRcuasl e sr eocfo rfdesa satt e pOgposoavtoe ©
i s pe@iidls (Tringham, 2000, p.343). Opovo

vall ey of the Ti miLat KRi Meol iitnhiScer de tat. | eTnhe
bet weend 40/000BC bel ongiPhg!| nokt bael ¥unkha&a ( Tr |
1992, p . 351). Bt gd utsdtdi lmmedsfeoagh Ut e s dthgl ar
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si mwliarh Vinla culture in the middle Danube

di fference is observed in termsAaoaf hloirtshi c r a
mention that al/l stone tools at Opovo coul d
the site infinnsbdedf ormse®Hubsi stence strate
wild resources. According to these argument
per manentt eorrm as eséhsoana l site or a combination
Ssubsistence strategy iI@bB8)ngham et al ., 1992,
Some pits were sealed by unfired clay. Layer
al ongcavwibdmn gendi ¢c materials were reveal ed. M
with burned clay rubble from buildings (Trin

stone artifacts andwdrmreagaetndisn ed fgromnpi ts€ o(n
The di spoisalf ondmdebrned architectural struct
meaningful than the '"rational' fumcntion of g
pi Bsudinepit sdamo @ptbhvaatt etdh e r ewawdseep ocxsfi tfeadast i n
i n speci alwgsetpsarvahielde fasohm ot her ki tchen refu
from burned architectur al structures were |
(Tringham, i2Z0040r.i pgha3dd3menti ons tdleatt t here |
relation between burning of houses and pl aci
soci al action. The rubble deposit in garbage
"buri al rites'’ of the detlel hracwes e 260D 0s u pPp | y3 4
Tringhalmdlo.2, Gu.z3nxz;,, 27004, p. 75

When coming to the context of Anatolia and Near Eash Balkans and Greec
seems that the pit practiceedsto be examined i broader contexbecausepit i
diggingis closely related to thigskull culid as a ritual practiceoutinely observed in
Mesopotamia duringthe PrePottery Neolithic, especiallyin MPPNB. The
transformation to the sedentary life during the beginning of the Negl¢hicdcaused
some critical chages, such as incneg®f population and raw material exploitation,
spreathg of plant and animal domesticati@ndrising of of theritual and symbolism.
Because all ofthese increased the complexity between communities, their
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environments and materials, new social norrasawequired to govetheinteractions

with families, neighborhoods and other surrounding items (Kuijt 2000, 2008).

It can be said that i mplementing of these
definition, ritual is considered to be "a kindptterned activity oriented towards the

control of human affairs, primarily symbolic in character with a-ampirical

referent, and as a rule socially sanctioned" (Firth, 1951; quoted in Verhoeven, 2002,

p. 234). In other words, emotional and psycholalpontext is generated with various
symbolic actions within the scope of ritual practices. At the same time, they create a
mechanism justifying the social orders and rules that are necessary for the coalescence

in society (Turner, 1969; Atakuman, 2014).

Especially nortuary practicesncluding remowal, manipulaton and circulatbn of
humanskulls were related to the construction and continuation of social memory,
identity and relations (Kuijt2000,2008).Memoryis associated with meaniagnd

experience including the repetitive events, such as reiteration of words, actions and
interactions.Be c a u s e t hese repetitions ma k e t h
meaningful for people, they atke key aspedor the memory(Kuijt, 2008 p. 173.

On the other hand desause memory is dynamic, tireensitive and having multiscalar

aspects, meaning and memory can be created at multiple ileslelding the process

of remembering and forgettir(id., p. 174)In this contextf or o6 s k ul | cul t ¢
aftera pitwasfirstly dug into the floor inside of the building, dead was buried. This

pit may have been filled and then the location of the skdlyhave been marked for

its removal. Wien the skulls were removed from the bodies, tmay have been

related tothe specifc individuals and household§&ollowing to generations with

several manipulations of skulls, memories, identities and relatvenstransformed

from experiential, i.e. named persons to abstract, i.e. symbolic collectiveFames; (

ibid., p. 177178).

Followed bythis explanation, Kuijt has added that founding of large agricultural
villagesmay have caused some chages for mortuary practices and household ritual.
According to this picture, firstly, the secondary mortuary practices spaledth the
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reuse of skulls.Secondly, the naturalistic plaster skulls, human statues and busts
appeaed Small seated figurines made of stone and clay, thibéiggme widespread
There are also examples of small painted heapseserdd on the ends of animal
bones. h addition,he mentiomd that the removal oheads offigurines and the
secondary removal of human skulls from their bodgbe considered as parts of a
common ritual practice (ibid.)n brief, practices within the tradition of 'skull cult'
emphasizecycles ofthe commemoration. Members dfie society werecyclicaly
integratedin life and death during this proceddortuary practices as communal
actions served to memorialize the personal identity of deablalso, they were
medium for collective memgrand reiteration of community membership (Kuijt,
2000,2008).

At the end of the®PNB it can be observed thatth e mai n i dea of #dAskull
transferred tahe monumental buildingsn the Central AnatoliaThe placemaking

with shared system of symisois similar to a 'social contract' constructing the social

order and rules governing all reletionships within the society (Rappaport, 1999;

Atakuman, 2014). That is, symbolic constructiorir@place may be considered as a

medium to give the meaning ihir wolrd.

¢atal h°y¢k may Dbte obdeidvehis diteatsoh The socioeqpriomic

organi zation was based on the corporate Kking
These kin relationsiayhave been continued by repeatedly rebuilding of houses in the

same place in which many burials under the floors of buildings occurred (Hodder,
2016).Specific buildings and their locations must have been important for these people

(During, 2001). Thus, # connection with the past was highlightedtbg way of

building continuity.
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Mellaart discovered some buildings containing great quantities of bucrania

installations embedding in walls or platforms and elaborate paintings on certain walls.

These buildings also contain a higher quantity of human burials. Because he

considered thathese structures housed some public ritual activities, they were

1962)

ioned as fAshrineso (Mell aart,

me nt
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However,the micromorphological studies on these shrines evaluated once again by
Hodder and his team indicated thhe various domestic activities, such as food
preparation, consumption and tool production were continuously performed in these
buildings alongside ritual actions at certain times. It can be said that buildings were
used as domestic contexts with varying degref symbolism (Matthews, 1996;
Hodder& Cessford, 2004)Thereforejt is agreed thathe distinction between shrine

and house is highly difficult.

Within the scope adearchegxamining the variation between more and less elaborate
buildings, some builings having much more burials, wall paintings and installations
weret er med as fARitually EI aboAlsofthey vierei | di ngs o

investigated with the name of #@AHistory House

It has been confirmed that thesHistory Houses" or REBs were rebuilt more
frequently than less elaborated ones. They also contained more burials (Hodder & Pels,
2010. New buildings were forged the layout of the previous building. That is,
locations of walls, the hearth, platforms, buridlisor plasterings and types of plaster
used for special areas were repeated throughout the centuries (Hodder & Cessford,
2004).Interestingly, building continuitpbserved from Level Vilivas abandoned in

the settlement in Level VThis case has beanterpreatedthat more independent

householdsnay havecauselt hi s change (D¢ring, 2001; Hodde

According to the general picture of the contunity of architectural and symbolic
practices at ¢atal h°y¢ ¢k, evmgareconsidered | di ng, e
as a maintenance of the past i nthg he presej]
reproduction of el der s wasiinkdd torcanstrgcion bfeads at
physical or bodily routines repeataddailylife practices during days, mths, years

and even millenniarather than impositions of central authoritiisseems that the

house was in the central position for the constructidhegocial memory (Hodder &

Cessford, 2004, p.22, 35).
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When looked at pit studies in Anatolia, teere limited number of pit studies having

durable methodological base absorbing the theories and approaches mentioned above.
One ofthesequalified pit studies in Anatolidelongs to Domuztepe. In contrasthe

prevalent estimation, such as rubbish, food storage, cooking item and box in Near
Eastern Archaeology, Atakuman and Erdem (204Bj studied ortheLate Neolithic

contexts at Domuztepe in South East Anatolia, approachée pits fromthe social
andsyléhol i ¢ perspectives. Domuztepe is on &
about 20 haKig. 7). Domuztepgone of the biggest settlements 8fr@illennium BG

IS a concurrent settlement with the period of pit pracéte ] u r Theuste was
discovereddung t he Kahr amanmarak Survey Projec!
is dated 6100 5300 BC (Carter at all., 2003, p 177193; Carter and Campell, 2007,

p. 123; Erdem, 203 Atakuman & Erdem, 20)5The associated architectural features

of the Red Terracehe Ditch the Death Piand theBurnt Structuravere identified as

a ritual complex where pdigging,and artifact disposal activities were encountered.

The Red Terrace is about 100 m in the direction ofieasst in the northern part of
Operationl( Campbel | et all ., 2014, p . 38) . Af
artifactf r ee whi te | i me plaster and reddish cl
as terrace, this practice has been maintained repeahadhg 6100 BC to 5500 BC
(Erdem, 2013, p. 33 36; Campbell et all., 1999, p. 394.8). According to Campbell
et al., Red Terracsas useas a bordelbetweerdifferent activity zones, such as water
or feasting activities (2014, p. 38). Other important construciio@®muztepe are
Burnt House Area or Burnt Structure, Ditch and Death Pit. Burnt Structure cated
56007 5575 cal. BCconsists of multiple areas and a courtyadarge number of
small finds consisting of beads, elaborated pot sherds, ceramic discs, pieces of stone
vesse$ andstone axesvere found in thie conteXAtakuman and Erdem, 2015
On the other hand, lots of shallow intercutting pits were found in an area surrounded
by Red Terrace. This area has been termed as Ditch. Because these pits, unlike Red
Terrace, havearchaeological finds in large quantity, an intentional depositional
practice of refuse including animal bones probably related tvélieasting activity
has been mentiondxy researcherd-or Ditch, authorsuggest:
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The food preparation and feasting hibbave been highly structured, made up
of ritualized steps that explicitly referenced the many times the same actions

had been carried out in the past (Campbell et all., 2014,ip438

The activity of Death Pit consisting of a pit has been taken plegshort time, such

as a few months or weeks. The filling of Death Pit including almost 40 disarticulated
individuals has several phases. In addition, some stone tools, bone tools, stamp seals
made of black colored metaphoric storfegurine and round pot sherds were found in

this context. After the usage of Death Pit was finished at a phase, the surface of the
filling was covered with laminar ash. And this were repeated for the end of each phase
(Erdem, 2013, p. 4044). Moreoverthe certain time period of the year was preferred

for this activity based on animal remaif#ggakuman and Erdem, 2015; Kansa et all.,
2009, p. 159 172).

In the light of various analyses of relationships between artifacts and contexts, it is
suggesteddr Domuztepe that Red Terrace ditch wereplaces of the public rituals

that are highly visible and participatéthese rituals are also interpreated as being part
of the seasonal regeneration ritugddakuman & Erdem, 2005 The ritual activity

was mae daily item of socioeconomic order the connection between the cycle of
Red Terraceituals and the construction of settlemdntthe same time, these rituals
highlighted these places as being important contexts affirming identity and community
memberhkip (ibid.).
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Figure7. Pits from the Red Terracéfter Erdem,2013: Fig.16

The other pit study in Anatoliss performed inLaodikeiabased on a multilayered
methodological approactiaodikeiasituated 6 km north of city center of Denizli is

located in the middle of a productive plain of Lykos Valle®] uz hanoj |l u Akay
p. 21).Followed byseverapottery datedhe Early Bronze Age was unearthed during

the examinations datedtfteRomani Byzantine period, in the direction of soundings,
excavati on taodikedaKmedl i bkéné Yerl ekmesier ee |
started in a new trench in 2012 (ibid., p. 22). And then, an area of 680 sq. m was
excavated in 2012 2014 (ibid., p. 23). Fivenain layers have been determined.

Periods of Hellenistic, Roman and Byzantine were found in the first layer.
Architectural remains dated tbe Early Bronze Age Ill mainly represent the second

layer. Pits are in the lead role in the third layer dated 242800 BC. Five rubbish

pits and a few remains dhe floor were unearthed in the excavations. An area
consisting of graves, pits and anthropomorphic vessels were revealed in the fourth

layer dated 2750 2500 BC at the site. One pit in which there armtea pottery
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sherds datetheEarly Chalcolithic period was uncovered in the fifth layer (ibid., p. 24
i 25).

Thenstruction techniques of pits in the thir
techniques used in second and fourth | ayers.
the top of pit was coveayedPiwt tihs as dodfli edk at at

this process. Two pieces of one spindle whi
Li kewise, two pieces of a bowl were thrown i
i nterpreted that some pits were dug in the
ptisassi ngl e use ephsseoad el nbge cvaiutshe colffay i n partic
inside pits indicate that ani mal bones i n h

sherds and pieces of adobe were deposited to
range bieamvevhn |le dept hs Tdr éOifrorb etiwesen nO.t h@
l ayer (ibid., 32).

12 graves consisting of pithos, soil and sto
in the fourth | ayer (i bédwaspung8@yer ®©dei pithi
It is 0.80 m in diameter anidd.02B0mnt hinc ldregpd &

at the bottom of the pit. Alsenweount eraed aye:
Decorated pot s, chi ppedwerte nree t eall e da nidn at hsep i
part. The mouth of pit was sealed with cl ay

and pit has been interpreted that this pit 1

36). A number of pits rwevrees .u nAenatrhtrhoepdo noourtpshiidce
were found in some pits whereas some pits ar
When the state in third astdu,d ioawstthho rl angearrtsi ad rss

that the practice of ceveonegbawyohdcity fonc
i ncluding keepi ng c Aceadmngtosevemalresdarehers,thery t he gr
is a symbolic relation between burials in pithos, @t$)t hr opomor phi ¢ vessel
femininity, fertility, birth, creationanddeah. Thus, these pits may have been related
with rebirth or expectation of rebirth. Also, it has bektducedhat these pits may
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signalize some rituals spread out over a longer pe@dd ¢ z h a 20&4 pl 480).

Fi g8rexcavati on ptlhaen eonfd Loafo d2i Okle3d.a (aRi t s
arrow frmmerk Ofj uzhanojlu, 2015: Res

In addition to Domuztepe aridaodikeia, other several pit studies in Anatolia have

been examined in order to create a suitable methodology for this thesis. H©° y ¢ c e k
where a pit formation is observeitlcan besaid that the more specific settlement

different from the normal residences (Duru, 2012, p.8). The researches at the mound
demonstrate that the cultural layer above the phaslkeediarly Settlements Period
becomes different in terms of every aspect. This phase was named as Shrine Phase
(SP) approximately dated 644%100 BC (Duru, 2012, p-8; Yakar, 2011 p. 64).

Reports of theedechaavaheoea aresleots iof fix
4i hhSehri ne Phase divided into two main sp:
for storage are in the southern part of
storage area i ©finhthdumcdd iveegso nneatr eéd fr
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maienctsi on with a wall. A miniature staircase
wall . Lots of animal bones, marble bowls and
During the excavation, ilnct ipagaf ufnldierrt thhlea dfelso
behind the staircase I(n¢ialddntghioroogjalnnudys 2000 9f, | ipr
bl ades, fragment 6o winrd dteheirs apnittl e(r Bw mwe,r el 99 1,
thinks that wh@orpabtabli ¢ ceaisdhrmorn a&eBui Indion
amomaunt, it can be said that this structure ha
s@wall ed Most Sacred Place (Adyton) of the S
Shrine was al so di sc®o(v2elrle2d dourliOng t he excava

¢ukur anotiersiig e havi ng pontthe senter dfythe Adatoliaru r i - i
Aegean Coast i s on tHorejs, ROJ6, R k43Pdilowirdeor e s Pl ai n
the site was discovered by archaeologists from Efes Museum in 1995, Barbara Horejs,

who is head of Austriateam, systematically maintains excavations since 2007. In

terms of geomorpholgg the coastal line was closer to the site in ancient times
(¢ilingir o] lAsq,theldadién ofhegitewalimpbrianttolink Aegean

and Anatol iuwknur iAsi acarmredilst st of six different
Pottery Neolithic, Late Chalcolithic and periods of Early Bronze Agg. ©; Horejs,

2016, p. 143 144 . ¢ u k u r Tmiliennidnu BCihas gomplex networks both

intraregional and inteegional levels in terms of technology, style and use of material
culture and subsistence strategies. The HAAna
into the Levant having Neolithic symbolic systems as the interregional network.

Aut hor s ug g adaptaign offiNedlithichsyntbdlign in a regional context

with redplastered floors, sealing systems and others, also the ritual role of leopards

have been adopted and tr anHokjg 20dtep15By t he | oc
160).

Horejs mentions thainterregional symbolic connectivity of the special ritual of
| eopard hunting has been observed in the 1|ig
Cukuri-i. A femur fragment of a | eopard was
Phase VI late # millennium BC (Fig. 5 2016, p. 158; Galilet al, 2012). Pottery,
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fragments of a spoon, fragments of a stone axe, a clay sling ball, obsidian blades and
burnt animal bones and seeds were found with this bone in the pit. In terms of physical
structure, flastones were floored on the ground of pit. Also, inner surface of pit was
partially plastered with lime. The remains inside pit and condition of pit have been
interpreted that this activity was related with a feasting ritual. With specific treatment
and renains of feasting ritual in the pit, deposition with bone of leopard probably
dangerous and taboo animal in Neolithic societies of Neolithic Anatolia and Levant
potentially had significant ritual role in these communities as a symbol of the wild
dangerous wtside (Horejs, 2016, p. 158159).

Campex 10 - Men

Complex &

¥ ey

Complex 9

Complex 8

Fi g@tArechi tecture and activity zones of
(After Horejs, 2016: Fig. 7.5

G¢l pénar i1s in the bor derwe otfe rAmp opg d rotn  &fmii

Large aoatmbemall finds and archaeol ogi cal

|l evel s at G¢l pénar. Level ' 1 of G¢l pénar

remasihnoshat buil dings in this | evel wer e

and -bBahowWwerse revealed in the context of B
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were foundhheuutldiichegg.ofThese i nsidensaindeoedsi de

as indicators of food production and consump

Building B fromipaved. filliokdgars st omge i ndi ng s
uncovetlset ome platform. Traces of post hol es

in the middle of the floor. Author mentions
bedrock is the most sperct fofcatlhe onistte.ucTh erne
near the back wall of building. And, a pit v
Al so, Building K is different from other one
structure. This phaserims aff f€Eeramicgsr oGermnaimi
have high craftsmanship. Col ors of fine and
brown and orange. | nihtaenrdnhsel dod o ftvaeuwsrsveil t H oirmrsi, s i

idecor at i ommo sboobwgl esiTewatrdeo | | pl 4,244 5,

Ot her archaeol ogi cal structure in this secto
been revealed in a specificlPopelmiasr eaa eian ilse u
hi ghest | ocation imn, th@lsetpl ement 1p¥ydebi an

pits range from 70 to 90 dm2d&@mi | Somédeprtsep
have traces of pl ast er i ng Thneagdeelh so/fe dleaeyn on t
interpreted that t hadseoski paivehablcaid ¢ odlod t
protectedas nai de or age. Furtherdmesrce,vemady po
aroundhpseshol es wer e rcooonfs.i dAefrteedr waasr dpsar ttsh e
pits were uséd¢adla wedbledgs/h sphietre ,r okeas loel | s,
whol e ground stoweseaddpobayeli gnedlhede pits
with stones on top (ibitld46)p. 95; Takaojl u,
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FigudePlan of LeivaAflteéd Bak &)l lpenazOls:

Akt op/Jyl oklagked at about 25 km west of Burs
i's situated betFwegedlkant wlo andod eAv 2opd,d d2 A k1, |
arouinldm 8 hi ck and 2,5 m deep was unearthe

B (ibid., Kar ul , 2006, p . 481) . Kar ul h a
renewed sever al t i nmeess twointeh ipnl atshtee rf inmmasdte t
wal | of ditdboaondetdhehagreAhso, the direc
formed with two stidgltbg nrdwesy mc2®¥3 ,popg.t edy§
mentions that | ittdrei aloraogletl aitned fbreadwel o

coming from the ditch has been observed |
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Pitsconsisting obroken grounding stones and pottedaski color burnished wares
dated Chalcolithic periodsecond half of 8 millennium BC. It has beeimterpreted

that these pits were used as votive plaque (Karul, 2009, p. 5; Karul, 2013, p. 45). On
the other handec avati ons i n Aktoprakl ek C has revee
diameter in the area of buildings. In the lightstididies following to these pits were

filled with a great amount of animal bones frarattle and deer, they were covered

with stones. These evidences have been inte

consumption at regular intervals next to daily food consumption at thieolesiagle

home economicsodo may be performed in these p
2011, p. 3).

. 7

) -

i, il

Fi gblI eExcavation pl(érd tefr2Ka3ridigs,.akl ék B

Akajé Pénar is in the northern &bhge of the
occupational layers determiném the Early Neolithic to the Late Neolithiave
been revealed until recently¥ z d oj an, 2Aditch madepof 1 n2 de€p)and

plasteredloors havebeendiscoveredn Level 7of &kgjé Pénar . Al though its
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IS not yet clear, this construction has an important role becaafuies continuity

bet ween Level 7jaamancktlLeMel, &008zdp. 237)
wattleanddau b st r uct ur ¢thecbharaaterigtic featue fonLeval 6 akafé

Pénar . I n the Iight of the evobseevedbae of b
houses had ground made of wooden beams
2007, p. 418)Somecolumni like features made of dawiere uncovered in a room

of a structure. One feature was foundsitu on the floor while two columnar mud

brick objects werdoundi n ai |l & kiet depressioné in the r«
217).

During excavabns, huge animal bones were uncovered in the area in which there are
broad and shallow pits dated to the passing from Level 6 Neolithic period to Level 5
Chalcolithic period. These pits having fihich wasconsised of mixture of ash and
lime were mersf found as the architectural structureA K a J & inPRhés iplzase.

These pitsverei nt er pr et ed as temporary iR®bitatio

2.2 Applied Methodology in Ujurlu

When looked at the large picture, it can be said for pit pratiatet is associated with

ritual activities especially durintpe Late Neolithic to Early Chalcolithic periodm

the same time, pit practiége consideredas@ont i nuati on of O6skul |
of the social regeneration. In theensethis thesis will try to understand tHenction

of pits and discuss whether pit practice is a ritual or not. For this, the methodology
followed in this study has been developed on the basis of the literature review. The
historical process of landscape, materigdtuwre items and the movement of pits and
related structures throughout time and space should be mainly understood. A proper

methodology has been established in line with this purpose.

Firstly, pits will be examined in terms of their physical structw@shat standardized
or nonstandardized features of pit diggi:H
settlement. Thergchronology in the macro level will be built for pits and other related
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architectur al Bhe araacangistingf senches P3) P6) @5 and. O6
where there are great majority of pits will be focused at this stage so that the historical
development of this area can be understood with emergence of pits. For this,
distributions of pits, buildings and special floorghe time contextwill be viewed in

the upper scale.

Because artifactwhich arecomponents of social and economic life givk an idea
about intra and interregional relatiomgjuireto be understoqdrtifact categories will

be described at the thisdage of the methodologlfollowed bypottery, flint, human
bone, animal bone armbtanical remains will be introduced, small finds will be mainly
describedn relation to their raw materials which are mainly clay, shell, animal bone

and stone.

In the net stage of the methodology, artifact distributions will be analyzed in time &
space. In this directiothenumericdistributions of artifacts belonging to the different
places in the time context will ludiedfor each phasélhe varietiesamounts and
changeof artifactswithin the temporal contexdnd therelations between particular
artifacts and periods will be demonstratédterwards,the numericdistributions of
artifacts will be analyzed within the spatial contdixis assumed that this methavill

give opinions aboutthe varieties anddensitiesof artifacts in special places,

relationships between artifacts and places and the function of place.

Results ofthe chronological analysisf pits in the macro level will be subjected to
multilayerad micro level analyses within the other step of the methodology so that
relationships and distances in the context of time between pits and pit groups can be
analyzedor thepractice of pit' digging during Phase 1V to Phase III.

Analysesin the context of constructional features of pugll be made as another

method in the studythis method will give opinions about: relation between structural

properties of pits and their intended use and relations between pits having similar

constructional fe@rres in terms of function or intended use. Findings of this method
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will reinforce theassumptiorthat physical properties of pits may have been related
with their meaningand roles in this social activity.

The pocess of the emergence of the pit aretame & space will be constructed in the
consequence of multiple analys€®rrelations between small finds, ceramics, animal
& human bones, flint, structional features of pits and their temporal and spatial
locations in the pit area will lexaminedn order to observe the general picture of this

exclusive area in which pitdiggingwere performed throughout the centuries.
FollowedbyUj ur Il u case is introduced, all thes

in the next chapterf-ollowed bythe data analyses, findings of methods will be

discussed and concluded in the last chapters.
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CHAPTER 3

PREHI STORI C UJURLU AND I TS PITS

Literature revi ew s hiosshdaest hbacte nwhtehreecarset i lte | |

met hodol ogically strengt heniezalbyeapsesci alhliys du

devel opnienmamiaseast ed itself at the stage of
bel onging to Anatolia and menar prreagitamnc.e, Thins t
thesis, wild.l be tried to fill through Ujurlu
process. I n t his chapter, t herefor e, Uj ur |
demonstrated. Rreadt iadors®@th aptee hogpswieldl slme td@t
data can be processed and interpreted.

31PrehistorictugtdMilld efnmndniny BC

G°k-eada (I mbros), Il ocated in the northern p

kmz( Er doj a p.158 2014Y). Followed bythe islandshapedaround 14,000

years ago, today, it is 17 km west of the Gallipoli Peninsula and 25 km south of
SamothraceEr doj u, ¥z bek ¥arbdke kY janal ,EroiEw;do2 wl5, p.
and Y¢ c)eThe islaBdOvith328 km long axis and 12 km short axgostioned

in the direction of northeast to soutwe st . G° k- eada consi sts of v
undul ates with the -Erha warst, aiMust 1Gufja. Faenrda d@j] | aank
northern coast of the island is made up cli@a.the other hand, the southerrasbhas

a long sandy beach and the Salt Lakdea(r ma n k ay a a n dHarfBankdyaj] u , 2001;
and Erdoju4612003, p. 460

In consequence of two prehistoric surveys in 1997 and 1999 by Harmankaya and
Erdoj u, r eacountaredt 1h mrahistoric sites includig Aydénceéek Cav e,

Vaniyeri, Kal amya, Eksino Seéerte, Kukuvaki,
47



Keyésé, Pir ¢rig.42; Haarnmda nJ§ auyrd ua 4, ¢. 28).rBdcaysau , 20 (
most ofthese sites were covered with vegetation and thick shrubbery, ttratiasi

complicates detailed survey. Neverthel es
excavation since Neolithic material was ¢
and Cokkuntepe in terms of 1,8003;p. 46864]. Har mar
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After around 10 years fromithdi scovery, Bur-in Erdoju of un
started an excavation project in summer of 2009. The project has a crucial goal

clarifying the debate about how farming spread from Anatolia and Near East to Europe

via the Aegear0llasd@En201a, 20E2t2018, 214, 2014h.

The issue of the transition from foraging to farming in Southeastern Europe has

di vided archaeol ogi es i nto two groups; fir
meaning the spread of Near Eastern farmers themselveseaond group preferring

Acul tural diffusiond basing on the appropria
by indigenous foragers. One of the key points enlightening the confusion about the

diffusion is Aegean Islands. However, according to the poinview of some

archaeol ogists working on Aegean | sl ands, e ¢
|l ocated in the easterlm Apdpedgdagn Belcamde UEmudd]ju
known early agricultural settlement in the eastern Aegean Islands, disptiog

argument, it is so important in the science world.

Excavation has been st art eldcatediatthe basdvad cont our
the gentle slope at the eas¢toersg002s0omt of Moun
area mainly dated Neolithand Chalcolithic periods. Limited number of findings from
Early Bronze and Medieval Age were found on the site surface. Materials were
collected in 1x 10 m grids. Then, they are recorded on the forms as being pottery,
chipped stone, ground stone, shel f i guri nes and other cl ay obj
this systematic collection had two stages. The total number of artifacts for each period
is recorded at the first stage because it supports the first opiniontaeautount of
dated material and thmumber of chronological periods. In terms of the second stage,
the number of artifacts of each period within each grid is determined. In addition, a
computergenerated grighlan created for a visual assessment of both artifacts and a
complex picture of tl site (2Q1b p.47).Data of artifact assemblages and physical
features of pits, buildings and special floors could be broadly seen in Appendix A.
During the 2017 season, excavations continued in western and eastern sections with
two operations includingrenches of CC19, CC20, DD19, DD20, CC/DD19,
CC/DD20, BB2021, 06, P6 and O/P6 in the settleméng(13, Table J.
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Table 1. Chronologp f Uj url u site

PHASE CHRONOLOGY (C14)
Phase | Early Bronze Age and Medieval Times
Phase II 450071 4300 BC

(dated from bone collagen in Building 1
Phase Il 5500i 4900 BC

dated from bone coll age

¥148, ¥188, Hildindddi ng
Phase IV 590071 5500 BC

(dated from bone collagen in Building 5
Phase V 650071 5900 BC

(dated from bone collagen in Building 2
Phase VI 68006600 BC

In this sectiona general overview of architectural featyresind thorugh different
phases of Uj url u H° vy ¢ k, wi || be introduced
including pottery, lithics and small finds will be explainedhasection 33. Six main
cul tur al phases have been specified during t

in the direction from the topmost to the deepest one.

Phase VI(from 68007 6600 cal. BCthe earliest occupatiomt Uj ur |l u was expor
through a small sounding in the trenches BE220in theeastern part of the settlement.

There are no ceramics or other artifacts associated with the building. On the other hand,

red lime plaster pieces, possible figurine head, shell objects and bone objects were

uncovered. In Phase VI, the pressure teclaigasfrequentlyused for chipped stone

tools E r d opgrsonal communication, July 20, 2017

Phase V(650071 5900 cal. BC)s best known from the trenches BB-20 in eastern
sector of the settlemergdeAppendix A). This phase has two possible ocatipnal
layers. There is no architectural construction in the former layer; here, a large quantity

of animal bones belonging to domestic sheep, goat, pig and cattle, bones of wild red
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deer, hare and fox were found in cluster which indicate hunting prachicéhe later

layer of Phase V, Building 2 which is a single room structure with stone foundations,
earthen floor and mud walls has been revediggl {4). A large exterior buttress was

attached to this structure. The combination of a small room, tatle and exterior

buttress is interpreted that there was an upper story in the building. A sherd having
human motif in relief and an acrolithic figurine head made of animal bone were
uncovered in the northwestern part of Building 2. Also, some brokentbolseand

one stone axe were fourid situ (Er doj u, 2011a, ddisbnhlb |, 20
communication, October 20, 2016)

1234567 8(91011121334151617/18/1920/2122232425 26
e O s Ay = omiod:

TRENCH BB20 B TRENCH BB21

Building 2

9

Figurel4. Architectural structure in Phase(VMo di f i ed after Erdoj u
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Phase IV (from 59001 5500 cal. BC) is best known from the threnchesPB5n
western part of the settlement. Three chronological layers have been identified in this
phase (Fig. 3). Four layers are identified by the following structures from the earliest
to thelatest: Building 8, Yellow Floor, Building 5 in P5 and Building9in ®&r(d o] u,
2013, 2015personal communication, October 20, 20d€eAppendix A). Building 5

and Building 9 belong to the same layer. The last layer of Phase 1V is identified with
¥ 5 2 iclwib a pit that involves a great number of extremely-asfted awls that

appear to have a symbolic purpose.

Ther e ar e ¥34952) isPhés& IV#eAppendix A. All of them located

in trench of P5 in close spatial relations with Build®duilding 8 and Yellow Floor

(Fig. 19. In terms of their physical properties, Phase IV pits are similar to those of
Phase lli(Table 9, 10, 11, 12)The inner walls and the bottom of pits were plastered
with yellow colored clay and at the end of theselife, they were sealed with stones.
However, the dimensions of the Phase IV pits are smaller than the pits of Phase llI
(Table2); i.e. the pitdiameters range between 0.66 m and 0.46 m. These pits are quite
shallow with depths ranging between 0.16 mOt67 m. These pits yielded very
material, mostly stone and bone artefacts and animal bones gjable
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TRENCH 06
TRENCH P6

Figure B. Architectural structures and pits in Phase IV
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Phase Il (from 550071 4900 cal. BC)is defined as the period of Neolithic
Chalcolithic transition. Two buildings and thirtythree pits dated to Phase Il have
been revealed in the excavatioR#g( 16). Building 3 exists in the eastern section of
the settlementseeAppendix A). This large and mukioomed structure about 11 x 11

m was built with drystone walls and plastered with yelioeolored clay for floors.
Eight celli like rooms have been determined until today. Lots of grinding stones,
slabs, bone tooland any other stone tools with animal bones and shells indicating
food preparation process have been unearthed as a result of the excavations. In the
same part of the settlement, 20 x 5 m rectangular structure and likely mudtined
buildings dated td®hase Ill have been discovered at the end of the magnetometry
surveysEr doj u, 2011a, peréodallcommuricatibrid July 2502016),

These constructions havenot been excavat ¢

Building 4, the other structure dated to Phasgi$llocatel in trenches CC1®D20 in
western sectofseeAppendix A). This building has an area about 7 x 6 m in size

and built withstone walls. Several surface activities have damaged this buildiag.
entrance of the building was centrally placed onsiethern wall. A huge bull horn
uncovered in this entrance has been probably hung on an interior wall. The floor of
this building was plastered with burnt lime. Also, remains of red paint were found on
some sections of the floor. In addition to the flamface, these traces were discovered
next to the entrance. Mor eover, a fdApatio
figurines in broken condition were found near this aBeslding 4 has been based on
association with red plastered floors, animainsg figurines and lack of domestic
featuredEr doj u, 2011a, p&dDdalctmmurizcatian3May 25020156),

Other than buildinggwo special floors were discovered in in trenches of P5 and P6
(Fig. 18).One ofthems¥ 1 91 i s a x# inoneizeThe Hoorwdspladtered
with yellowi colored clay(see Appendix A Other onas¥ 1 9whichis about 3 x 3

m in size and plastered with yellow clagoth of these structuregielded a great
number of small findgFig. 18, see Appendix A.
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Total of 34 pits have been excavated in Phasehittyti oneof thesepits arewithin

trenches P#6 mostly located in front of Buildingwhereas two pits next to Building

3in trencheCC19DD20 (Table3, see Appendix A Cylindrical in shape, wi sizes

and diameters ranging betwek28 mand 0.50 mdepth betweeth.46 mand0.02 m

(Fig. 17). These pits were plastered with yellow color clay and thickness of this plaster
usuallyranges btween5 cmand3 cmwhen small number of pits have thick plaster

more than 5 cm (Fig.9. Within most of the pits, large amount of pottery sherds,
animal bones were discovered. Besides these large number of bone objects such as
awls, smoothers, worked horns and teeth, stwinjects such as grinding stones,
chisels, axes and stone vessels, Spondylus objects such as rings and bracelets, figurines
and special clay vessels such as eared pots, polypod vessels and decorated pots were
also unearthedther than these artefacts faumithin the pits, the pit area itself is full

of small finds, especially figurines, spondylus and bone objects as well as other small
finds.

I n three of these pits human skeleton remair
middlel aged manwas foundams soci ati on with red ochre in ¥
the richest pits in terms of small finds. More interestingly, skeletal remains of at least

thirteen individual s abeut2eninfdametedand2miné 188 . Thi
dept and includes beadd.t h e r pit ¥w@udles 2 human finggo o n e s . ¥29 is t he

richest pit in terms of small finds and ceranfi€gy. 18).

All the pits were closed with large stones at the end of their us&difee pithad flat

stones laid in the the midlepth which indicatenultiple closing episodes during the

use of a pitAlso, some pits s uclh2 6asoB8¥2¥ 3 ¥26 on ¥150, ¥178 c
and@b5¥ and ¥ 2&e opamed¥rbt@ of a previously openedd. 18, Fig.

20).

Due to the process of intensive pit digging and pit filling ifFBO506, it is difficult

to assess the chronology of pits based on th#llpiEspeciaaly, during the course of

the pit digging, material from earlier phases wer@ught tothe surfaceand mixed
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with the materials of thpit digging phase. This mixed material was then used to fill
the pits.During this process much of the earlier pit fills were disturbed it is
probable that the richness of small finds within the pit aregelisas within the pits is

due to this phenomenon.
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Phase Il (from 45007 4300 cal. BC) containsemains of the Western Anatolian
Chalcolithic Kumtepe B e Kk i k Si v r iThree @rehiteCurdl $tructuees are
dated to this phase in the settlement. Building 1 havinghly trapezoidal shape
measures ca. 5 x 5 m with stone walls. It was orierdeNE / SW Fig. 21, see
Appendix A). Following to a partial collapse, a wall and a stone buttress were added
to the northern part of the building. There is a compact earthen floor but no any feature
hearth or oven. It is stated that southwestern paheobuilding was used as storage
facilities due to large storage vessels and lots of shells in there. A kalfular
courtyard was also discovered in the western side of the building. A unique-human
faced vessel was found in this courty@edr d o | ua, 201218 2013, 2015

Building 6 havingcompact earthen floaneasures ca. 5 x 5 m with stone wadleg
Appendix A). There are two bigger and one small grinding stones, varied grinding
stones and sherds of a large storage vessel inside of the baitdingd the platform
(Erdoju, 2011a, 2011b, 2013, 2015). Buil di ng
settlementFig. 21, seeAppendix A). It can be said that there are similarities between
these two structures. There are grinding stones, pestles aagesboxes at the east
part of the platform in Building 7. Also, a circular closed area used as a kind of storage
facility was uncovered in the western side of the constructidoreover it is
consideredhat Building 4essentially used duringhase 11l vere usedor a whileas

being continuation of the previous phase this phase(Er d o pewusonal
communication, OctobelO, 207T7).
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3.2ProposedChr onol ogy for Pits at Ujurlu

Up to nows,t ubmafesRisehi storic Ujurlu have prov

gener al I nf oramad i roenl aatheodctosmgriruecdt eurr seisve i nf or m
piitpractice and their 1Importance for soci al C
A synthesis process has been started in thi:¢

been narrowed and theNameltegenspftedand thesr
architectural structures sharing the same ar
though this synthesis. Due to this gener al [
P6, O5 and O6 where tthserwe lar eb egrfeoactu sneadj oarti tty

so that the historical development of this a
of pits. For this, distributions of these sp
macro | evel

Al l pi ts oexwheipcth faorrectdnvat 88900 e BG@eawna BOOHMO BC
determined in trenches of P5, P6, O5 and O6
area i n terms Adfsopi totehveorl uatricohn t ect ur al struc
i n the @&smdnei mmrtetne same period of time. Accor
obtained 8ramtEctiefuand interviews, pits and
dated to Phase |V have been chronologically
enti t¥lledd2 aasr e found in the earliest stage of
FIl oor and one pit called as ¥149 in the seco
upstair of this | ayer. These three buildings

ardaring Phase | V. One pit called as ¥52 is
Phase | V. Building 9 probably |l ocated on the

I 1 is in the same specific area. However,
strestuiMhis building is i n the north of the
Domi nant construction is pits in pivotal ar e

found in trenches of PS5, P6, and O5. Al so, t

and west sidae. oOné hef stmemar e on the sout hwe
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pits when other one is on the northeast
architectur al structure in the same regi
o f Ujurl u. Thi s  Dbtueirlndicnogr noenr tohfe cnoorret haeraes
research had been used during Phase |11
where pits come together. Alhsios, pitcst uernet rc
seen in the 2dmadoef n g9 dien vkiegv. i nvol vi ng se

23consisting of air view as one single pl

xb TRENCH
4‘)) P5-P6-05-06

4900 BC

1

BUILDING 4

—> PITS & FLOORS

5500 BC /‘ /L”u.mmsa
e,

W —> YELLOW FLOOR & PIT
@é BUILDING 8 & PIT

Figure22. Historical development of Trench #505-06 through time

5900 BC
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TRENCH 06
TRENCH P6

TRENCH 05
TRENCH P5

Figure23. Pits, Buildings and Special FloorsTmenches P#6-05-06 throughime

Whereas pits can be located in between the big periods of time, temporal positioning

and relations within one certain period cannot be understandable apart from pits of

Phase IV Except for 4 pits from Phase Ill, individually temporal locations bect

with dating of C14 are not kn52&rcal.BE28 from t
¥25 including parts of human skeleton is dat
cal . BC and ¥188, d & 830hcalpBCBecause haskdlt ed t o 52¢
covering approximately 600 years is a very long period of time, these 4 dates from 34

pits are not enough to understand the relations in the context of time.
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this point, the information Bboatsesa

ronol ogical relations with before and &
ti m@ deulskémn, data of opening and cl o
|l 1 ected in the first stageorOzemitrad pal
ere pit was dug while closing value is

l ues of opening andFcHpopsi Ngmegusal enttohe

the chart represent depgtrhow alnu etsh eo fn et

rection due to increase in depth from
p of the chart. After pits, al so, nam
evations are |l ocated on the other side.

i's chardptceadn abse aacwi tehgei ft reom Ppnt &sf, i Isep eafi

il dings whose opening values are in the
g earlier. In the circumstances, the er
Aopondg to this table, not only tempora
t also tempor al relationships between

alyzed within both the same phase and

cording to tsheeq ucehnacret ,b ettewnepeonr ad142 and

n be determined with this chart: After
pports the previous data. Al so, ¥213 f
e settlement dabamlgy Phag ei mme diwatse lpy b e
this building whereas ¥219, ot her pit

i ng used in the same period.

rther mor e, it can be considered that b

eva,t i¥hl6 and ¥176 were probably | ast

ference, ceramic analyses that wi || b

nfirmed the state of these two pits.

ri zosnt ad nmumber of pits sharing the san

aph. This case has been i nterpreted th
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same time interval. Moreover, some essenti al
of PHhasheaviel been determined according to thi
the close | ddicaghame ,t Hdhheyamdenti me interval;

were dug in the same time. In the d@ontext of
haawey Cl1l4 dating were uUpedctitnceher|l astepet hi
Detailed chronology table for Ujurlu has bee
basic data and these new inferences about t e

structu#des (Tabl e
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¥188(B.88; h

PITS of Trench-O5:
¥ 102(B3510,

Table4Fi nal Chronol ogy for Buil di
BUILDING S PITS FLOOR
BUILDING -1: (PLATFORM)
011 B4,5,14
P11 B4,5,8,9
®) O-P11 B4,8,9
— om
w S
29 BUILDING -6:
I g -
“ 2 BB14-15 B5,9,10
BB15 B8,7,5,12,13
BUILDING -7:
BB14 B2,3,45
PITS of Trench-P5:
¥24(B.44), ¥
BUILDING -4:
¥26(B.46), ¥
06 B3,4,5,6,7,9,13,14
¥28(B. 48, 12 8| FLOOR of Trench-
06-7 B4
¥3B82(B.56), QPS5:
N/O6 B4
¥35(B. 63), ¥ 1 9B13)
¥48B. 89), ¥
¥126(0B.,13¥15( FLOOR of Trench-
P5:
Q PITS of Trench-Pé: ¥ 1 gBl161)
Py BUILDING -3:
= 8 ¥4@8B. 72), ¥
o2 DD20 B11,13,10,4
L § ¥117(B. 8),
< < CC/DD19 B7,9
I o ¥119(B. 10
e g DD19 B3
o ¥121(B. 16,
12} DD19/20 B3
¥122(B.17),
CC19 B31
¥177(B.58),
CC20
¥179(B.66),
B4,7,9,14,16,17,18
¥190(B. 87
CC1920 B3,7

¥103(11,23),
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Table 4 (continued)

PITS of Trench-O5-6:
¥136(B. 5)

FLOOR of Trench

Q PITS of Trench-OP5: 05-6/P56:
E§ ¥176(B. 3) ¥194(B. !
§ § PITS of Trench-

T o CC/DD19:
o o
% ¥219(B. 13
= PITS of Trench-DD20:
¥213 (B.1
BUILDING -9:
05 B25,33,36,38 PITS of Trench-P5:
05-6 B9 ¥52(B. 91, ]
BUILDING -5:
P5
P5 B 104,106, 107, 108

@)
> m
=] PITS of Trench-P5: FLOOR of Trench-
0 w
< 8 ¥149(B. 14 P5-P6:

o
o o YELLOW FLOOR

P5 B113,115,
118,121,122,
137,138
P6 B39
BUILDING -8:
P5 PITS of Trench-P5:
B146,149,150,152 ¥142(B. 14
> 0 BUILDING -2:
28 o BB20-21
T <3 B31, 35, 36
o To] ) i
— O
o8
n o O Sounding
< g @
z <
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33Dsrci pt iArntsi Gadtcaglboumde at Ujurl u

In this section, the artefacts found at di
presented followed by analysesAbofthetehdct d
of 2017 field season, todttali n2.d4 193 ognmalxlc afvian d
Uj urTlab ITea b9.&lIslGnja | o bfti afidnerd excavati on database
standardi zed to be convenienmyfmold abbreadlsy 9és ao
certain find have been determined and then

category. Thus, the number of 7daltadbd er i59s of
Pott eryl isthreirhabdmpanaen i maka rbd nleot anih@add sroe mai ns

been included in the {haabB)ydseaesse dasonditshhainrctr a
materials, there are eiCdhaty neaoijnns ¢ctsast eogfo rsipeisn dol
whorsl, decorated pots, eared pots, polypod
vessel s, ceramic diBsmre aothb nesdiasstlrsqd-Inauyl 1 ocebrj e ¢
spatul a, spatul a, wor ked bonkleqgokwsooruknedd hor n,
stone iommglewdes sl ing ball s, grinding stones,

vessels and ot heRe mwairsknedgl s tf o mal Eiad ego.ri es ar
and other sebhssHbHebhh,objgotsne, bead, metal o

Table 5. Artifact Categories

Pottery

Flint

Human Bone
Animal Bone
Botanical Remains

1 | Obsidian 10 | Ceramic disc 19 | Worked tooth
2 | Figurine 11 | Clay object 20 | Fishhook

3 |Bead 12 | Spondylus object | 21 |Sling ball

4 | Spindle whorl 13 | Seashell object 22 | Ground stone
5 | Decorated pot 14 | Awl 23 | Stone axe

6 |Eared pots 15 | Muller-Spatula 24 | Stone chisel
7 | Polypod vessel 16 | Spatula 25 | Stone vessel
8 | Miniature vessel 17 | Worked bone 26 | Worked stone
9 |Face decorated vessel | 18 | Worked horn 27 | Metal object
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Fortunately, the best studied trenches ef

change over ftoiuhmedomaaél|l be@ponavated areas.

and P6 in the western part of the -settl e
21 in the eastern part of the site. Fills
Therefore, isn atshsiusnetdh & shiag icterit ai n sect i
trenches <can ogi vae ba ab eplitcrteunrtee f act di stri
specific phase. I n other words, artifact
with analydses dhishasesufmplti on i s accepte
Due to this appr 6dcaacds nnmau mkhe rwsd tihn sTuanb loef n
tables showing artifact distributions th
In the direction mentioned above, trench.
that distributions of small finds can be
observed in fills of other trenches of e
have been preferred because these three
continuity and changel boweedtalhwea fuari ttshiim:
trenches of P5, BB14 and BB15 have been
ar ttisf accur i ng Phase |1, al |l smal | finds ¢
gat hered and then counted. According to
guantity during Phase II1. The number of
hand,esiss7) Tabl e

To cope with this limitation mentioned abowvegnches of P5 and P6 have been

selected because these two trenches have a successful cofinaikgmination of

artifact distributions during Phase Ill. And then, reliable numbers weagnelot from

these contextsAmall finds of Phase Iléncounteredhrough matrix of trenches of P5

and P6 have been gathered and counted for distribution analyses of artifact8).Table

It can be said that Phase Ill is substantial in terms of amount and variety of small finds.

When quantities in this phase are compared with other phases, the most figurines are

found in Phase Ill. Also, this phase is the richest period in terms obtpetieries,

such as decorated pots, eared pots and polypod vessels. A large humber of bone and
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shell objects, similarly, abound in this phase as to other phases. In addition, all
members of stone objects are found in this phase. On the contrary touhdaace,

the amount of bead decreases to a large extent.

Al t hough Phase |V can be also seen in sever a
have been used for distribution analyses of
trenches hiaevde ebxeteenn ssitwedl y and have the | onge
Rel ated units of trenches of P5 and P6 which
continuity in the settlement have been used
of small gf PhaseduNVi nThe dominant group is b
Comparisons of quantity of bone objects of F
amount in this group raised high. Similar S
Mor eover, t hed aimoumor eft baen the next phase.
number of eared pots main characteristic for
Phase 19 .(Tabl e

BB220D1 is the best observable trench for Phas
cul .t ukfeter rel ated uni2tls tihnatmarterpirxe soefn ttsr ePnhcahs

best way have been determined for numeric di

Vv, al |l smal | finds have I©e.enRatoaunt®efd samal lanf
durihmg tphase indicate that the amount of sh
objects are dominant among artifacts. Al so,

found in high quantity in Phase V.

Trench2 BBR®&s been al s oanmrl ggfseersr eod ftdri sa rpthiafsaec
is the best observable trench with its proce
one area within whole excavation site. Smal |
earlier |l ayeRkP8 ahdttthedieBBR011). According
bead and bone objects are found dominantl y.
phase.
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In the following pages, these artefact categories will be described and their
distributions in time and space will be shoemgraphs. Small finds will be presented

in relation to their raw materials which are mainly clay, shell, animal bone and stone.
However, figurines and beads are separately introduced, because these artefacts can

be made of clay, shell, animal bone arahst
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Pottery

The most prevalent group of artefacts is represented by pottery that utilizes the local
clay sources(Elddsjeu,t o2 QI 4Fpr thg putpbsés;of tlisO 1 3 ) .
thesis, decorated pot sherds, eared pot sherds, polypod vessels, miniatureaveksels,
other clay objects have been counted and recorded separately as small finds, each of
which will be explained in the upcoming pages. Here, a general overview of the

ceramic assemblages through time will be introduced.

In the earliest phase with potyen the site, Phase V, majority consists of red slipped

and burnished pottery handmade and thin walleie black sherds are rar&nd, this

pottery has characteristic lugs that are placed vertically and tubular. In add#sm, d

bowl s with ¢ Siémouthr veskelslare commmaonh formthoslipe(bid). 25).

Similarities of pottery in Phase V are seen at sites from Western Anatolian, Turkish

Thrace and Marmara region (Erdoju, 2014, p. 1

At Ujurlu of Peh @eddish, trnished dnd thid maletl pottery is

prevalent and represents a continuity fieinase V.In terms of techniques and colors

a variety can be noticed. Specifically, the color spectrum of black burnished series has

various hues. Besides, vertiggtlaced long, tubdéike seen from previous phase began

to be manufactured through different techniques.dDp bowl s with 6S6 shape
and bead rims are found widdlyig. 25). Although decoration is seen rarely, some of

the most common decorationseampresso and incised lines with dot impressions.

Very few painted sherds have been encountered and some of these show similarities

to Karanovo | example$ottery types during Phase IV are similar to contemporary

sites in the Aegean rather than Anatdli&Er doj u, 2014) .

Although some features of the pottery reflect continuity in phase Ill, in this phase a

number of stylistic elements that were unseen before began to be introduced.

According to the typological studies on pottery sherds, surfaces ofiepthee coated

with somecolor combinatios in different ratios of red, brown and blaakich are

simple red, reddish brown, reddish black, simple brown, blackish brown, blackish
83



purple, simple black and their different densities. According to the grajtatmg

color changing of sherds through time based on relative valuelthespectrum for

potteries of Phase Il having mostly mottled surfaces is extensive rather than previous
phases (Table 16able 17. Also, decorations of burnished channelimgpression

and incisionand horned handles appeared with eared pots. With similar decorations,
polypod vessels with large lids, buttbke or horned handles are another essential
pottery group in Ujurlu. In tersnomof f o
Karanovo IIHV, Boian and Vinca whereas eared pots, polypod vessels and figurines
have local and distinctive stylistic features for Phase-it.(25; 2014, p.164).

In terms of decoration, there are pattern burnished, channeling, incised idesorat

with horned and wistbone handles during Phase Il. The range of poiteglor was

explicitly decreased in this period (Tabl&)1Burnished black, gray, red and buff

colored and coarse wares are mainly seen according to the characteristics téthe po

in Phase |11. ( Er d oDistributiop 6f thih avall sHerdsltirdugh 2 0 1 6
time based on relative values presents twrse wares are larger than fine wares

during Phase Il while the ratios of thin wall sherds are high towards the parimis

at Ujurl8u (Table 1
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Table 16. Distribution opottery sherds through tinfetal numbers from buildings

and pits excluding fills defined ihable 15

12000 11437

3963
2008

1163

0 [ - —

Phase I Phase Il Phase IV Phase V

Table 17. Distribution of pottery colotBrough time

8000 6425
6000
4000 2100
1381
2000 758 417 833 « 450 567 126 470
0 WA e m &\\\\ PSS s BOBES
Phase I Phase Il Phase IV Phase V
®RED +BROWN &mBLACK
Table 18. Distribution of thin walled sherds through time
10000 7320

5000 . 3171
723 931
0 — - I

Phase I Phase Il Phase IV Phase V

FI ints

About 18.778 flints were studied until now (F&2, Table6). Local flint resource was

frequently preferred at Neol i

t hi

c

Ujurl u

techniquedé are rare in both PRdhalsleed/ faBal P

FIintd is the most nPhasel/ritkcanthe adso said that tbcalc t

flint source was mostly preferred

for

et al., 2017). The graph ofstribution of fints through time based on relative values

obtained from some certain spatial eotis shows that amounts of flint in Phase IV

and Phase lll are close and much more than other phases 19gble
86
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Table 19. Distribution ofelative numbers of flinthrough timeg(total numbers from

buildings, pits and special floors excluding fills defined able 19

1200

. I I
, I

Phase I Phase Il Phase IV Phase V

Human Bones
Human skeleton remains have beeandi sbevered
anal yses are continuing bAsBexakaBoerdi nnUskvt¢
3.0f this thesis, t hese rpdamasi nsn hPahvaes ebeddn ,r e
¥5¥28nd ¥188

Ani mal Bones

Because the specialist analysesspé<ciams mal b c
basardti cul ation and counééemgpos$siamli enail n bohies
However, ani mal bones that come from the pi
recorded (Table 20).

According itno aAtdéicté on stuc sdh@mest igoadniamall £ att |

ani mal bones, s uacrhe aasnmdeofamo nrge d hke esrp,ech es er
at UJfAurélcue et &aI2Erdepay/, 2@h2l1lop. D58t hese ani
change throughout the phases, however the c:

exploitation tHAhmeutsthseumayhbepbabkased to the
environment al l i mitations and resource manaog

accessibility and availability of pastures a
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Botani cal Remai ns

Soultana Valamet6 s continuing analyses of botani
thatihdomestic cer eal s ilriticurh mahococgumeit-romed r n - wh
barley Hordeum vulgarg naked barley Hordeum vulgare var. nua) and pea

(Pisum sativum L)aor e among the speci @Br cemnjco,un2et

p.159).Furthermore, a new wheat species (Triticum timopheevi which is Caucasian

88



wheat), one species of barley (Hordeum sp.) and one species of lentil (Lens sp.) were
detected in Phase lIl. Also, fig (Ficus carica) and peanut (Pistacia sp.) were also found
among the residues (Erdoju, 2015, p. 198) .

Clay Objects
This groupis one ofthe greatest mall find groupsa t U jlticanlbaisaid that the
most dominant charaats in the group of clay objectseadecorated psteared pat

and polypod vessel

Decorsahiemes e counted agq Ta®dbpsecadeedsal |y

decorated with various techniques of incisi

SudRcorative techniques can also be encounte

however the iideaoxsr abdednk nphetdss a4 udy are those
not been identified as polypod or eared pot

In addition to this graph, one netable was created to present the numeric changes
of artifacts through time (Table 27). This table shows situations of continuity, increase
or decrease for a certain trend of its previous phase for each phase. According to the
state of the former one, exgted state was compared with the real numbers in actual
phase. One of three situations vesounteredo the result of comparion. This table

supports inferences of Table 21.

In terms of places, Building 4 has a great amount of decorated pots. Adlibthygh

pits have much more decorated pots than building, the context of building is seen richer
as to total numbers (Table 12, Table 13). Its reason is Building 4 because in contrast
to all other buildings, one and only this construction has decoratethpgbe extreme.

In other words, apart from Building 4, there are few decorated pots in context of other
buildings. As decoration, relief decorations on some sherds are found in Phase V (Fig.
26). Whereas there is little trace of decoration on pottémi€hase IV, impresso and
incised lines with dot impressions are seen as typical decoration technique$)Fig. 2

Almost all decoration styles can be found in Phase Ill while there are pattern
89
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burnished, channeling and incised decorations in Phase I146ig. Er doj u, 20
p.164).

Fi gwrevVari eties of decoration on cer ami

(From Ujurlu archive)

Table 21. Distributi on(todt alecroumhi erds pfort o
and pits incl uTdibdp fli51 | s defi ned

180 172
90
o 42 23
0 I —

Phase Il (P5&BB14-15) Phase Ill (P5&P6)  Phase IV (P5&P6)  Phase V (BB20-21)

Earedorffothoot ed bo-wi k evi &ihsnredateieesrt domi nan
pottereyncgawnutper ed spe(Eidy, cTlad b lye i2n2 ER hdaaspel gl
2014 ,) pTa6adal |l y p3tcwesarved lpdt from @xcavat
Eared pots have mainly designs of cross
zitlgag by means of sever al decoration tec
channEBl gngi2find er ekt otnall ynumher of eared p
t hpeiafs phase t hteet hdhese moaiehdf hiyhe s ame
phaFablize TaBIl e

90



FigureS@amples and decorations of eared pots

(From Ujurlu archive)

Table 22. Distributiohobédl eauvmidepstsr omrbuigl
pits includihagblfel1%) defined in

90 87
60
30 16 17
0 I I

Phase Il (P5&BB14-15) Phase Ill (P5&P6)  Phase IV (P5&P6)  Phase V (BB20-21)

Box or poliyaposdoewesaslelf orm of pottery that ha:c

formsthatds on f ®WOr padfectelsr ehea vfee ebte.&EN gcount er e
28Tabl e 6, Erdoljhwe,y 22014 ofp.eln6 J)e.ccor ated with ¢
spiral dzagdwetg some decoration techniques,
andhannkedargg. quantity of pofiypmdt vespietl sawea
phase 111 and a (Tabl2 rTAM | tdadd | Frad8 aeb 11283 ,

27 .
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FigwBreSa@amples and decorations of 9iotgpod
(From Ujurlu archive)

Table 23. Distribution(todt plolypmohbewvesfsred:
and pits incl uldibnp fli5I 1 s defi ned

6 5
4
4
2 .
0
Phase Il (P5&BB14-15) Phase IIl (P5&P6) Phase IV (P58&P6)  Phase V (BB20-21)
Sypondyl us and Ot her Seashell Objects

At Ujurlu, there ar e conaisting&posdylks,Glydymerie f s h e
Nassarius, Cerastoderma, Venerupis and Patella within the big group ofishelts ¢ j u

& Y¢cel , RTothly292pems frbrAthisgrouper e f ound at Uj u
end of 2017 field seasomdble 6, Fig. 9, 30). It is known for a long time that seashells
transportedong distancewere used to produgersonal ornaments, such as bracelets,
pendantsandbeads And, Baysal and Erdoju state th
and Glycymeris were used in a broad areat@ining Aegean, Balkans and central
Europe during the Neolithic and Chalcoli
2013, p. 875). On the other hand, although shell products were utilized for the

92



manufacturing and recycling, theaeefew evidencegbout their consumption (Baysal
& Erdoju, 2014, p.374).

Spondylus which isighly valuable is consideress one of the most important signs

of both longi distance trade network and socisymbolic prehistoric life (Baysal &
Erdoj u, 2014, 2014, pl&pH AccoElnglto measurement results of
Spondylusbracelets, their diameters are not suitable for adults. Therefore, authors
mention that these bracelets may only have been produced for children or infants
(Baysal & Erd@8G7u, 2014, p. 366

Beads which are otherFipg9odiact uombmeafls Sweney
manufactured mostly in the form of di sc. Bu
thickness are not observed. Also, no certain
fragmemtshe manufacture of beadsvom&s been f
Baysal & Erdoj.u, 2014, p. 368

Becaus there are a | argpurnwmbaesrseonfb| agmp | et

form o the i sHo@pondiybud. obpecd3688) after this

e
considered that t he artefact sacraedde ionf fviamralou
n
close to the source of the materi al , r

pl ace

5

t he site. fisAuetlHo rwo rskti antgas lotthh g83° &k d @ midraa rsthloy
rimary manufacture, praobbabilg. | npgefiéefafFor r
thors menproduabioon oheshal duobpgct hat dUf -
hases that this state addatteldi swiddnttihreuil toy ada

nw T 9 ©
c

te due to the actibvidt) ep.of37passing seafar

I n the spatial context, at Ujurl u, 7 of 37 p
ot her seashell objeablkei b2 di Tl&le Ir ercic3o0,q Whankgli & i
to both the graph based on relative values

(9]
x

pected state ,wiitth ctahre lree asaindu mthheats usage d.
i n Phase |11 nearly shows palradllleel2i79m i i ar g
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number of seashel]l objects, especially S
fill of pit area during Phase | lal gireaver
number of samples worReed bDattleasysieebepro
compel |l ed topitniiionnk tahbaotutt here may be a v
(Baysal & ErdofudoPR014&, YpceBH72016t, cpan 19
be mentioned about distributieans tdfr olugdd
that this number decreases especially 1in
Spondyl us and ot her 3SBayshdl |I& &bjdo)df.tus 29 1

FigwWwreSamples of spondylus ebjfects frc
(From Ujurlu archive; Modi fied after

Fi gBbeSamples of other seashel]l object

(From Ujurlu archive; Modified after
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Tabl e 24.

40 35
28
30 NN
10 s \
0 N &
Phase Il Phase Il Phase IV
(P5&BB14-15) (P5&P6) (P5&P6)
» Spondylus object
Bone Objects
Anot her mo s t common

number s

Biyptomidlyd wis @ m 8 & fe btthhreobuj gehic otsiame

from bui

di n

gs admradl)yei t1b

13 1
Phase V Phase VI
(BB20-21) (BB20-21)

= Other Seashell object

s ma l

I f i n d1.049rbone p

objects were unearthed from excavations (Table 6). The main ones are awls, spatulas,

smoothers and worked bones whose function is not.cB®ane hooks are also

significant artifacts (Fig. B 32;

Erdoj u,

2014, p .

15 9f) .

necl

at

udi n

Ujur

Accor di

analyses on bone objects, there are traces of controlled firing strengthening the

structure and also needing experted knowledge. Some decorations, moreover, can be
2017) .

seen on the bone object (Paul, 2016, 9.7 ;

Paul &
numeric dstributions of bone objects in pits, buildings and special floors, pits are

Erdoj u,

richer by a narrow margin (Table 12, Table 13, Table 14). When looked in the context

of time, it is observed thdbllowing to amount of bone objects gradually increases

from PhaseV | to

27).

Phase
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FigureS8mples of FigwlreS8mpl es of
phases at Uju objects from al/|l

(From Ujurl u (From Ujurl u

The most prevalent bone objects@afbong sm
@ o btnhtat were mainly useofpntsdwelty aksds
ceramic decoration and t extsiulad rhaomran aodt w
(Paul, 2016, p.74). There is an interest:i
objects have rounded heads whichddiddist he
for symbolic activities ((khiag. a3 0;cobrntexjty,

hi ghest quantity is found in pits rather
Table 13, Table 14). The wealthiest pit [
context of time, the nuRMbaseof Vawhdl| eape
[ when this number is compared with f
Spondyl us object, it can be observed that

than pits during Phase |V and Phase 111.

The next common item from bone objects a
mean Omabl akdéd in Turkish (Tabl e 6, Fig.
|l ong boneschavediahbhdébhgand a smooth surf
object woud have been used to polish other surface or to remove fat from animal hide.
6Spatul ad | ooking |Iike smoother in terms
pottery production by removing extra material on the surface (20168@)3én the

discussiorpart, smoother and spatula will be examined as being one artifact group. Pit
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ding 4 among all bui

the spatial context. In terms of its numeric distributions in different phases, Phase IV

has hghest number (Table 25).

Bui

and

from pits
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GrouStdone Objects

Totéa3l7 gswooame obj ekt sggrbianchicege s, st one ax
chisels, stones vessels and wdeakékdFsgone
33) Al arge quantity of stone axes and chis
found at the e¥Eadatiugn 29iltde (ETdlbl9g9 . Al s

volcanic rock is andesitic f orn gtrhiends magt
context, apart from stone axe and chisel
for the quantityyfofpidls] edtdblliRenTlacBd nEtqebx tes
l14Majority of stone axe and chisel are fo
stone is much mMPrelnnag@gdtsi dTfabbesource

mar bl e does nont tnhaet uirsallalnyd ,ococnuiry omar bl e o
IV (¥zbek & Erdoju, 2015, p.119).

Figure 3. Samples from ground stone objects, flint and obsidian from all phases at

Ujurl uFrsomeUjurl u archive)

In the context of time, a rise is observed frearliest phase to Phase IV as to total
number ofground stone objectdn graph based on relative valuesereas this
affluencein Phase Ildecreasem actual factThe situation was confirmed with a table
showing trends by comparirexpected state witthe real numberi straighten liis
relative perceptionAt the end, the number of ground stone objects decreases in Phase
Il (Table27). In addition the higher ratios oftone axe, stone chisel and grinding
stone including pestles and mortars are fonrf@ghase VI ané®hase 1V Table 26.
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Obsidian

Totally 284 obsidians were studied until now (R3§, Table6). In terms of spatial

context, the only one wileBuildng2andkBlildiag8 ¥116 has
have the greatest number for obsidiarstiibution of Obsidian through time based on

relative values shows that the most intensive usage is seen in especially Phase IV

(Table28, Table27). According to the results of the analysis of obsidian pieces from

site, obsidian was brought from both Central Anatolia and Melos during Phase IV.

Anatolia is not seen among obsidian sources for Phase Ill. Also, similar case is true

for Phase Il in termsfo source of obsidian (Erdoj u, 2014
2017).

Table 28. Distribution o©bsidianthrough timgtotal numbers from buildings and
pits including fills defined ifMable 15)

15

10
: B
O — I

Phase I Phase Il Phase IV Phase V Phase VI
(P5&BB14-15) (P5&P6) (P5&P6) (BB20-21) (BB20-21)

Figurines

Tot a6fliygudr i nes have been ob2@Gfhetd dasebpanbu
(Tabd e F&Hg. Adbart fr omamo omaer pvhij acc &fl il ggd riaigueg i nes h
ant hropomor pAt akamami bBuAkkt hqgqu @ 1t7hei r raw ms;
mostly elarye @ heonsiderable number of figuri
shell and stotmedndédEicgoudii mgstoall clay figuri.
in the archaeol ogi cal context s. But , it has

breakag@i®gpttennherestingly, matching is out

Moreover, figurines were produced piece by ¢
According to this production technique, afte
bondedpmwart hbady part awhh (t Fiom drhgeganmi deads,

that most of figurines have inserted heads w
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while there Garmave gamy nfesl eofnor i nserted
suacfe was ornamented with some patterns.
bet ween 400 and 700 centigrade degree. O]
were produced from a monobl ock stone in

by piece.

a b

Fi guwrFee a ures of production and breakage
| laly.t andar d bbrpe askaimmpgd eaxXfdsguri ne having trze

parts of a figu(dnaeawomgf bgctEtwmi @es Ar 6haa)
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According to di shhased tdmnrsiehodt hfel ggcur@tinesests o f

it i's seen that majiomr i Rlya s pfarchimaaldlaye 61 ar e f
(TabpPeT@FArAaKkUuman et al . st asthea ptehda ta nsdi nbi d naer |
inserted head figurines at Ujurlu site are f
the |i kesiehapegpgyobmedt made of seashell an
Ujurl u arnad aguaiHacfeduwr , Bademajacée and H°yg¢cCo
Dur u, 2 09048;, Me.l 193ar t , 1970, Yp. 48fAterKuPlmaoé¢ | V,
figurines in Phase |1V and Phase |11 have soi
parallelism wieth Apradkwimauwms ephal . mention t he
figurines look |ike some cult uMlielsl émniSomt hwe

BCWi de hips, fat bodies and folded arms are r
figurines (2010®;3)Er ddjeu,f i2GX4 ,exm.mpl es of thi

seen in smal/l guantity in Phase | V. Then, t
Phase [ 11. Clay figurines have several decor
incised lineg¢Fi@®) .t Aedisro, sumafrdbdes fi guri nes ar e
are found in Phase 111 for the first time (2

I n te
IV and Phase 111l show paraésel samhwas hKabpmmpec
(Bacvarov, 2002, p . 129; Mi kov, 1959, p. 93)
Akaj] épénar (¥zddga@&a)n, RLIOUWBak p(c¢i2l57ngirojl u et
(Gerritsen, ¥zbal and Thissen, s2it3,ementsla

rms ofAtgeknweman dtordrnsgupoinets o@dt Ufjluat u i

terms of both form and decoration for figur.i
Makr i (Hansen, 2007, p. 199), Makriyalos (Ha
1986, -2p3:235%529 However, it shoulegpebeospeciofi e
figurines oflUjusl obsservepdi tdht some attri bu
the transition from Phase |11l to Phase 11 at
(2017) .
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Table 29. Di gtuutr h mets g b ott afhe number s from |
pits includihagblfel1%) defined in

30 27
25
20
15
10 7 7
4
. = 1
O - —
Phase Il Phase llI Phase IV Phase V Phase VI
(P5&BB14-15) (P5&P6) (P5&P6) (BB20-21) (BB20-21)

3.4 Analyses of Artifact Distributions in Time & Space

Based on the analysis of artifacts defined @ble 15, in this section, phase by phase
distribution of artefacts will be examinedl terms of their numeric values for each
analysed contextt is assumed that this method vglive opinions abouthe varieties
anddensitiesof artifacts in special places, relationships between artifacts and places

and the function of place.
3.4.1 Distributions of Artifacts in Phase I

Asment iiolmnetdhe i ntroductory,dptamough PRthas er
be obser vedumhbetfriebnicehewsfav atamoktny enadtees of

BB14 and BB15 have been preferrerdefbleec@atus ¢
patterns of cont i nfuoirt yt harsdagahhaasnegael 1o vieirn d s
from unitse dhfaveehibeemhagsat hered appgeéahed
dependi ng ont hleedlneet iowwbg ewcalsueasr e found i n h

I'l. The number of speciTaadb7)peott eri es and |
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In addition to distributions in theontext of time, artifacts of Phase Il according to the
spatial context have been examined in this section. These spatial contexts consist of
three buildings Building 1, Building 6 and Building 7. 2 obsidians #éinasupposed

as critical artifact groupseave found in Building 1. This context, also, is the wealthiest
building in terms of the number of stone objects. Special ceramics, bone and seashell
objects represent the equal distributioRig) (36, Table30). Special ceramic objects,

such as decoratedis, spindle whorl and ceramic disc and stone objects, such as
ground stone, stone axes and worked stones were found in Buildtig 874, Table

30). There are special ceramic objects, bone objects and stone objects evenly in
Building 7 (Fig. 38, Table30).

According to the chart of numeric distributi
during PhasBuillldiodig Uf umdsi,t he hi dgladdte number
S31IAbout rwaatlilo stohb fnpnoetstsery f or PpPhracentl I of i &l lat
pottery sherds consists of fine wares in onl
as fine or thin. The opposite situation demc

roughly only 35 % of sherds ifwarl |Pehda speo title rhya v

sherds. I n other words, naajb8 PeA ¢ yorodi mh etral s ¢
the distributions of <colors of pottery sher
duri ng TPahb8IPee Hbwever, it clhaamt btehes anumbenr afhi
sherds has increaseldadtol yt,hei nprteevrinosusofphameu

especially Building 1 keeps ahe3ad than ot her
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BludBéri c

Distributi €oneatektAr diuraatgs Pihi

SMALL FINDS

BUILDING -1

BUILDING -6

BUILDING -7

Obsidian

2

1

Figurine

Bead

3

Spindle whorl

1

Decorated pot

Eared pots

R O1N| -

Polypod vessel

Miniature vessel

Face decorated vess

Ceramic disc

Clay object

Spondylus object

Seashell object

Awl

Muller-Spatula

Nih~|OT D

Spatula

Worked bone

Worked horn

Worked tooth

Fishhook

Sling ball

Grinding stone

=

Stone axe

=

Stone chisel

WWIN| P

Stone vessel

Worked stone

Table 31.Numeric Distributions of pot sherds, flint, human bone and animal bones

in Each Spatial Context during Phase Il

BUILDING -1 | BUILDING -6 | BUILDING -7
Total number of pot 1060 504 444
sherds
Total number of flint 95 51 24
Total of human bones 0 0 0
Total of animal bones ) ) )
(kg)
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Table 32 Numeric Distributions of Total Thin Wall Sherds in Each Spatial Context
during Phase Il

500
403
400
300
200 181 147
- l .
0
BUILDING-1 BUILDING-6 BUILDING-7

Table 33Numeric Distributions of Pottery Sherds According to Colors in Each

SpatialContext during Phase Il

RED BROWN BLACK
BUILDING -1 446 157 457
BUILDING -6 148 160 196
BUILDING -7 163 100 180
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¥ |Obsidian @® |Ceramic disc
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Figure36. Spdial distribution of small finds in Building Iblue for stone, green for

clay, red for bone as raw materiatsodified fromUJ] ur | u) ar chi ve
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342 Di stributionPhaseAlttilfacts in

Trenches of P5 andt ®6i mhiveatbeetinhes edemce reall
di stributions based on breeclaaitsiev et hreastei otsw ot
studied successfully reflect the pattern:
phabBbel |l owsmdl by f i nedsl lolf hPehvaes been gathere
di stribution atnad gy else ofaiadat Wiacit Bhrame o

amount ahdrvatbLi kkegboswe and shell objects.
of figurines and some clay objects, such
vessels, Howmbdemeadtioneas | af a®leaxt ent .

According to the numeric distributiord artifacts in the spatial contexSable 34):

I nterestingly, obsidian is found in only
both two buildings of Phase Ill. The figurine was determined in only 4 of 34 pits.
Building 4 as being building ofthisphs e and ¥191 as a speci al
of figurines(Fig. 40, Fig.41). The max bead is found in ¥

Phase Ill. Moreover, the most sling ball were revealed in Building 4 with 52 artifacts.

The most decorateagdf eqpuantidywhiitchhi n sal |l archit
was uncovered in ¥177 pit with 19 artif a:
with 108 artifacts between buildings. Th
4 with 13 artiilfdicngss.amin/g7 adnd b¥wwll6 among
number of eared pots with 6 artifacts. Al
fl oors. The polypod vessel is found in o

addi tion, tjheicst swamsb allisco odbet er mi ned i n Bu

When all architectural structures are compared, it seems that Building 3 has high
number of Spondylus and seashell obj¢Etg. 39. On the other hand, it can be said
that these artifacts are two oktinost common finds found in pits. The most awl that
i s another group of the most popul ar art
among pits and in Building 3 with 4 artifacts terms of the mullespatula, Building
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4 makes difference with 5 ddcts between all constructions. Building 3 from two

buil dings of this phase, ¥29 pit between al/l
attract attention in the quantity of worked bone. Also, worked horn that is other

possible symbolic bone object svadentified in 1 building and 3 pits in Phase IIl.
Fishhook one of the most interesting objects

Al t hough stone objects are not common artifa

stones and wor ked stadrmde st.h aAl stoh,e iatmocuannn ootf bs

domi nant i n terms of buil dings. However, t h
symbolic object is onl y.lfnouanddd iitn oBw itlod itnhge s3e
finds, i f requiredi sdicatnr itkhagi oemsts cotiih cont her a

of the thesis.

Human remains as bone and skeleton were encountered in only three pits which are

¥188 pit including 13 individuals and ¥25 an
bones(Tabl®5) . I n terms of numeric distributions o
has the highest amount of pottery sherds with 1303 pieces. Building 4 among all

buildings at the site has the most pottery sherds with 2613 fiEziele 35.
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Table 34 (continued)
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stohe
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Table 35Distributions of pot sherds, flints, human bones and animal bones in Each Spatial Contex®lasmd|
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Distributionsofofpowatlelr yt hsihnenredsss f or pit s, bui

Phase 111 have been examined with data of ty
section, i f at | east 50 percent of al/l pott e
ceramics o¢cept sd pags maienlay fine in this stu
there are mainly thick wares in that pit. By
of al l sherds obtained fTabh)e.p BAdcsc oorfd i Phga steo It
chartrtaifo tcdhfe t hin wal | sherds to atbotudl potte
58 percent of al/l pott daypl)se.h8ldtdsc & nlzse solss erf
from the same chart that 67 percent of al/|l S
warTlab(l)e. 3Mt the same time, weallevadfit nmeasaad yse

pottery sherds for pits show that 26 of 31 pi
t hiwwal | ed pottery sherdf¥ab3dnfe.t he site during |

In addition, potery sherds have been analyzed in terms of distributions of color for
sherds from pits, buildings and special flodtsllowed bypottery sherds in different

colors in contexts had been observed, color factor has been added to typological studies
of pottey sherdsFrom the upper scale, when pits, buildings and floors are examined
as separated groups, black color is dominant for pits and buildings whereas
distributions of red and black colors are balanced for flddrsthe other hand, from

the subscaldijrstly, all sherds in each pit have been divided into main color groups

containing red, brown and black and then countedtle ¥).

However, because these main colors indicate some differences in itself, each main
color has been subclassified. Thesdgroups are made of some combinations in
different ratios of red, brown and black, such as simple red, reddish brown, reddish
black, simple brown, blackish brown, blackish purple, simple black and their different
densities. Then, these subgroups havenbaso countedTable ). This chart
indicates that black and its tones are dominantly found within pottery sherds of pits.
Red col or sherds are extremely in only one
demonstrates the color diversification of potteryrdaevithin pit context, this analysis
is useful. Nevertheless, because the least common denominator should be found to
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understand and interpret this case for several different places pits and related
structures, color distributions have been generallyiestuon the basis of main three

colors.

Secondly, all sherds for each building have been divided into main color groups
containing red, brown and black and then countedble 35. Afterwards, like in pits,
these three colors have has been subdividedcandted Table ¥). These graphs
show that the quantity of pottery shreds having black color is extremely dominant in
Building 3 and Building 4. It can be said that dominant color of sherds in pits and
buildings shows parallelism with character of its opimase according to color

distributions of pottery sherds in pits and buildings.

Lastly, distributions of coloof pottery sherds have been analyzed for special floors as

other architectural structure group at the site. The same procedure has been applied for
sherds in these floor&ollowing toall sherds for each floor have been divided into

main colors and thenoanted Table 3), each main color has been subclassified as

being red, redbrown, brown, blaclkpurple, blackbrown and black. According to these
graphs, bl ack color within assemblage of
black color sherds are cks wher eas bl ack color is more

another special floom@ble F).
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Table 36 Numeric Distributions of Pottery Sherds According to Colors in Each

Spatial Context during Phase Il

RED BROWN BLACK
¥24 4 2 2
¥25 109 32 341
¥26 33 69
¥27 50 29 77
¥28 134 52 214
¥29 218 79 1005
¥ 3-B2 82 26 83
¥33 20 8 51
¥35 33 35 88
¥48 110 10 132
¥58 3 9 17
¥7 1 3
¥102 239 48 271
¥103 43 5 59
¥116 321 115 215
¥118 1
¥119 14 5 18
¥121 76 50 132
¥122 41 16 114
¥125 46 22 83
¥126 3 1
¥136 158 61 315
¥176 10 11
¥177 115 38 125
¥178 9 1 8
¥179 10 1 9
¥187 24 7 29
¥190 1 8
¥213 34 14 120
¥219 84 44 228
BUILDING 3 368 118 616
BUILDING 4 877 232 1504
¥1901 526 16 563
¥194 4 2 16
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Figure 39. Spatial distribution of small finds in Buildingl8ug for stone, green for

clay, red for bone as raw materiatsodified fromUJ] ur | u) ar chi ve
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Figure 40. Spatial distribution of small finds in BuildingkBluge for stone, green for

clay, red for bone as raw materiatsodified fromUj] ur | u) ar chi ve

120



A [ Stose chbvel | |Clay object
. Stoae axe Mislature
-+ Stoae vessel o ‘:‘;ﬂ
@ [Stagball | & [Earcdpot |
Grindl Decorated pot
il I
Worked ¥ n
B fe | 0 [T |
§ Otdian ® |Cenamic dise
ISpiadle | [Spiadic whort|
-,‘;:,, e . -
Spoadyluy Seashell
ci® ‘_g:;_fs! 3 | @ .9_?)..'.‘;
9 Spatela & Malker
spatel
[Fshhook | w or.k:d bose |
8o o | @ |Werkedveoe)
Worked [ Bead
\hors !
/ ® Awm
Figure 41. Spati al di stri but bleeror stohe, s mal | fi
greenfor clay, red for bone as raw materjaisodified fromUj ur | u) ar chi ve
343 Di stributionPhateAt Vi facts in
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have skkee efrtotreddi st ri but i oni Rahnaasl ey sle\s f bodf h asunsael | f |
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phase. | nt ed essumbnegrl yof ldaamrigde pots main ch
found in smal/|l giima®)tei ti es i n Phase |1V (

According to the distributions of small finds in spatial context during Phase IV of
Ujurl u, obsidian playi ng estugations waenfaundr ol e
in only Building 5 and Building 8Hig. 42, Fig. 43, Table 38). The majority of the
architectural structures have decorated pots in various quantities in this Ppalblse (

38). Awl is found in all architectural structures, especi#l$ 2 pi t i n whi ch
22 finds {Table38). Similarly, mullerspatula is common in all structures in Phase IV
(Table 38). Also, stone objects involving ground stone, stone vessel, stone axe and
chisel are often found in pits, buildings and speciairflof this phaseTable 38). In

this context, it seems t hadntadd¥idn dfrequirad, i s t

distributions of other artifacts can be foundheappendices section of the thesis.
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According to theanumeric distributions of totglot sherden each spatial context during

Phase 1V, Building 5 has the most amount of pottery sherds among buildings of this

phase.

Ther e

ar e

S o0ome

sherds

i n

only ¥52

(Table 39). Ratios of thin wall pottery sherds to tottlerds obtained from spatial

contexts indicate that about 93 percent of all sherds in pits of this phase is fine ware

while about 65 percent of all sherds from all buildings in this phase consists of fine

sherds. Also, 73 percent of ceramics of speamalrfls fine wareTable39). The chart

of color distributions of pottery sherds in spatial contexts during Phase IV shows that

red color is dominant in the pithile black and its color tones are found more
frequently in Building 5, Building gFig. 44) and Yellow Floor(Fig. 45), this state

changes foBuilding 8 having red color and its tondsable D).

Table 39 Distributions of pot sherds, flints, human bones and animal bones in Each

Spatial Context during Phase IV

BUILDING
-5

BUILDING
-8

BUILDING
-9

¥51¥14

¥14

Yellow
Floor

Total
number of
pot sherds

1666

778

1013

121

353

Total
number of
thin wall
sherds

1188

498

618

113

267

Total
number of
flint

532

173

147

36 | 45

45

Total of
human bones

Total of
animal bones

(kg)

0,16| 0,05

0,02

124



Table 40 Numeric Distributions of Pottery Sherds According to Colors in Each

Spatial Context during Phase IV

RED BROWN BLACK
BUILDING -5 554 223 889
BUILDING -8 372 70 336
BUILDING -9 333 108 572
¥52 53 24 44
Yellow Floor 69 25 259

A Stone chisel [} (-'h\ object
= Y. ob)
. Stone axe . |Miniature
vessel
Stone vessel | Polypod
Rl e 1%
@ [Slingball | A& Eared pot
1 SUBE DA 5 SAIS po
Grinding Decorated pot
o stone A
Worked Figurine
*.* stone o _
¥ |Obsidian | @ |Ceramic disc
Spindle | Spindle whorl
Ll whorl ! —
Spondylus | Scashell
AN Lo | ™ |opjec
Spatula | Muller-
— | .1 spatula
Fishhook | Worked bone
|
e |Worked | mu |Bead
__.ﬁ horn | o
, Awl |

Figure 42. Spatial distribution of small finds in Buildibgblue for stone, green for

clay, red for bone as raw materiatsodified fromUj ur | u) ar chi ve
125



A Soscanal 8 [cm
1 Stoae axe . |Misiature
yessel
Stone vessel Polypod
- ® s
| @ [Siogbal | & Earcd pot
=" Grinding A Decorated pot
3M08¢
Worked o FlRurinc
B stone o
¥ [Obsdian | @ |Ceramicdisc
Spiadic Spiadic whorl
- =
AN |objest ® |object
Spatela Malier-
— @: spatela
® Fbddook @ | \Worked bone
® Worked 1] Bead
, Awl

Figure 43. Spatial distribution of small finds in Buildi@gblue for stone, green for
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Figure 44. Spatial distribution of small finds in Buildi@gblue for stone, green for
clay, red for bone as raw materiatsodified fromUj] ur | u) ar chi v e
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Figure 45. Spatial distribution of small findsYellow Floor (blue for stone, green
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344 Di stri butionPhateANWNti facts in
this excavBB 22blsa
Phase V due
anhkil 46 aldDEha

objects

Al t hough

for

itbeahesnhgobeagresabdg

to i tsSmadbhtifmuwidtsy hfaowre matear i

and amount of shell objects is -

are dominant among artifacts. Al so,

127



found in hitdghsqgepamt oddy oif nt i me.

I n addition to kinds of bomd wolhjse dti a,nsman
objects and decorated pots with 5 object
Phas€E®aM )€ Anawglsli stodif npnoetstser y sherds show
has the highest rati o i n € enla bivarBe.. Thi
According to the numeric distributions of
col or groupafthddleMoPrheacsvee rV, (Bui |l ding 2 i s on
the highest densTamMPef flint assembl age |
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Blumeéric Distribution
SMALL FINDS BUILDING -2
Obsidian 6
Figurine 1
Bead 1
Spindle whorl
Decorated pot 5

Eared pots

Polypod vessel

Miniature vessel

Face decorated vessel

Ceramic disc

Clay object

Spondylus object

Seashell object

Awl

Muller -Spatula

Spatula

Worked bone

N (k| DN

Worked horn

Worked tooth

Fishhook

Sling ball

Grinding stone

Stone axe

Stone chisel

Stone vessel

Worked stone
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Table 42 Distributions of posherds, flints, human bones and animal bones in Each

Spatial Context during Phase V

BUILDING -2
Total number of pot sherds 1163
Total number of flint 384

Total of human bones

Total of animal bones (kg) -

Table 43Numeric Distributions offotal Thin Wall Sherds in Spatial Contexts
during Phase V

1000 930

500

Table 44 Color Distributions of Pottery Sherds in Spatial Contexts during Phase V

RED BROWN BLACK

BUILDING -

5 567 126 470
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Figure 46. Spatial distribution of small finds in Buildi@dblue for stone, green for
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345 DistributionPhateANVWtifacts in

Artifact distributions analyses mwméndhlmi s phas:c
BB22D1I ec atunsies cbobheebest obwierwabte preocebsed
The graplthesakwsa ntdhdtonei objhe gths Haavwetvierynd her e

IS no any

pot(tTabyei A1) hi s
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I n gentehal contmégpaoé¢, ti me combiwnwat beas o
per f otromeudnder st and the historical process
related architectur al structures and cha

numeric distributions of artif acgusr ifnreom

i ncreases until Phase 111 and reaches a
decreases sharply. Bead which is found i
decreases explicitly in Phase Iihcr asaat |
with a great | eap in Phase |V LamsdIlrnyeadhhg
density of stone objects in Phase V and F
numbers reduce in Phase |11.

Changes of cerami ghoaltornrs maet i djeurnindi chat @
more dominant dur i nfaPhéaaskl)ev 4Hddad ePhadé al
was in the ascEaldlgent 3thborweRlease tilhlils (i ctur
1. Red col or bedglaam3d po Ratsheiod owdlplo eft ggrr i B8
Phase |1l show that the majority of sherd
seen that pottery shefalsldl@alkel|)dodpd mabtulty o
of potteriedhioomwail dateg ohat fine wares :
PhasEahab & a b4l pe.

According to the numeric distributions of archaeological finds in three main contexts
including pits, buildings and special flooesxcept for 5 artifact categories, resfs

small finds are found at distinct rates in all contexts. Human bone and fishhook of
artifacts are found in only pit contexts whereas spindle whorl, sling ball and
miniature vessel are in buildifigcontexts Table12, Tablel3, Tablel14). Especially

¥188 comes to the forefront with human b

having a few of human bones.

Moreover, decorated pots, eared pots and polypod vessels assumed as high symbolic
objects are found in high density in all pits. Building 4nfro a | | buil dings
makes a difference in terms of the amount and quantity of artifacts, sweli-asade

132



ceramic objects, figurines and sling balls.
all pits have the high density for the number of aldkle 38). In contrast to pits,

Building 2 and Building 8 come into prominence in terms of obsidian which is another

critical artifact Table4l1, Table38) . Al s o, it is seen that ¥191
pots, eared pots and polypod vessels in the dugintity Table34). Also, charts of

the ratio of sherds having thin wall to total pottery sherds show that pits and special

floors dominantly consist of fine ware$able 35, Table39). According to dominant

ceramic color seems to be related with tempooatext.

3.B5stablishing the Ritual &i6gnificance of t h

Up to this point, all analyses indicated that pit practice concentrated at a certain region

consisting of especially trenches P5 andrP@&hich there are related contextachk

as human burials, increasing pit practice and communal bugding Uj ur | u si t e i n
spatial context when Phase Il and Phase IV played host to this practice in the time
context(thesis sections of 3.1, 3.2, 3.Mrtifact distributions in these cultel layers

through Phase Ill and Phase IV have been investigated in order to observe the general

picture of this exclusive area in which practice of pit digging were performed

throughout the centuries.

The graph of artifact distributions of pits

trenches of P5 and P6 during Phase 111 indic
di sc and spatula not in the filshoaedaspei ndl ¢
and stone vessel not in pits, the rest of S
contemporary surrounding context. Remar kab|
qguantities of small finds in two digtinct <co
used with pits during Phase 111 i's wealthiet

finds 4bTaWhen the state is broadly viewed t
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context s, it i s seen that the fiiltluaits omo

is seen for other finding categories.

Ta bl eS mal .| find diPSt pibgst vensfihlPbd5n Phas
i ncludes both human bones and sk

120 111
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w Sum of Phase Il pits = Fill of Phase lll, except for pits

Artifact distributions of pittos paintds tihneitrr
of P5 and P6 partially explained for Phas:s
i n Phased4dPl I RqgtTads ein pits and fill show
particularly sel ected tvheo ubgehe na |el mbneadt deerd ail
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Tabl Ar &4 edfiascttr i buti ons of P-Otst &i ButidnegsfvE§gi
trenc-R6si R5Phase |V

80 73
70
58
60 )
y
50 %3
3
40 s
29 s
- 21,, ¥
= VIR 8 13 § % l% ©
77 7 % ¥ s 5, 3 s 6 6 6 7 3
SRESEAE N S eUVEEILY 1 223%RY
0 \\! k! » h_ k k 1 ol Sn L h! % ! 2 - kn gn EI Fa \.‘\\n
F LSS &E O D DS DN E B N L @D D &
SIS I e
S '0&@ %\& T & (b@b s & x@\ \q}% S & o&@ & 8 _&@0 e \o& o o8
K F P & F T P 5 & QT ® T e

2 fill of P5-6 except for pits&buildings & sum of pits & buildings

Gener al picture highlighted two main situat.
numbermr taff acts as to other contexts involving
maj ority of these finds are craftsmanship ¢
contemporarily with pits in the area of tre
poteaseriin high density. ¢éssthumbetabot, smal cahi

may be particularly selected though al/|l mat e
pits. When | ooked from the functiosnal viewpo
pits are | ocated with this contemporary and
guantities of artifacts. These anal yses and

(Tabd® Td®Pl. e Accordi ngastsau mphiemtaercointdyl i n cul t
shows that this region involving trenches P5
Phase IV and Pahse 1[I 11
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3.5.1Chronological Relations Between Pits of R®6 / O506

Following to themacro level synthesizing of pits and related structures in the section

of 3.2, it has been observed that all pits

relationships and distances in the context of time between pits for practiceiof pit
diggingduring PhasdV to Phase lll. Therefore, at the second stage of the synthesizing
mentioned in the section of23.distributions of merely pits in the contexts of tiine
space will be analyzed in more detail so that emergence of life cycleiopyattice

canbe understood in the micro level.

\

Fir

st of all, pits have been studied wit

oblplits and r el evant aatdeaheint edcett vari d le ds ti rnu cotr
tempor al rel aespashapbylbygit tve e@lnlRlh.&hEahsues |, 1

chart explained2heas theennskwttii loipztesdd r K3 . o f

relations between pits in Phase 1|11 wo ul
pr ockeisgpy . (
Pits hearihyg equal openi WNgt valPihaasyed lbleilemg

groupieglYl(t should be indicated that altho

in each pit group cannot be exactly know

t he basiRi gohft Sgptrfatgegrs occurr ed. It is supp

cluster8gobupkessere dug contemporaneously

2 undermost pits of the cPHASEBEATERTAGHEI
And all eitoblrodwpsnaTabl e
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Tabl e 47. New pit groups and their pits ac

New Pit Groups|Constituent Pits of
Tempor al Proxi
PHAS-EATSTAGE1l |[¥142 and ¥149

PHASERI BSTAGE2|¥52, ¥ ¥210 0and

PHAS-EBTSTAGE3 [|¥48, ¥58, ¥121, ¥122
PHAS-EBTSTAGE4 [¥3-382, ¥29, ¥119 and
PHAS-EBTSTAGES [¥35, ¥117, ¥118 and
PHAS-EBTSTAGEG |¥7, ¥26, ¥27, ¥28, ¥
PHAS-EBTSTAGE7 |¥24, ¥25, ¥102, ¥ 1 073
PHAS-EBTSTAGES8 |[¥116 and ¥176

I n addition to tKK4A88 emper alhapi it sgt hhep mp st
be | ocated between third and fourth groups
stratigraphic posiGbeen. sBeveettheheascertahanas
feature wil/l be separately | &A¢cattend sampdi anal
di stribution analyses of pits groups accordi
mul tiple analyses of artifacts.
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3.2Ar t iDiasttr isbomt Comonol ogPcal GyoOpdered

Distribution analyses of pit groups accordin
mul tiple anal yses oOPfFHASBH#4iTSATCAIGE.Isu b 1§ sm&nobome
bel onging to Phase 1V. Thus, it is isolated
these anal yses. But , it is inserted in genei
step of pit practice. Thdi é eatdelriettalre bone
in pPHAS-BHETSTAQGELe TzadhdBke. (

The next sub time zone is chronologicdlHASE4/3PITSTAGE2 There are three

pits in this period. Bone objects are dominant, especially awls. Stone and special clay
objeds are represented in small scdlalfle48). In terms of quantity of pottery sherds,
except for one pit, other pits are equal. When looked at wall thinness of pottery sherds,
sherds are mainly fine wares in this sub periddb(e 48). According to color
distributions of ceramics, mainly red color is observed with black color in the same
rate because red color is dominant in one pit whereas black color for sherds is dominant
in two other pits Table 48). The quantity of flint goes down in this sub time zone
(Table48).

Foll owing s WPHASEBRE ST dc®EN3siisst i ng of six pits =
[ I Distributions of small finds in this pe
figurines, decorated amfdd bdepairl esdo,p catbso uar e/ O0a t% to
pottery sher dabdee Bliamek waolesr (i s on the ris

per iTaddPe. And, average amount of flint in ea
previoufBalplge. i od (

The next suPHAREBeT SToAM&REM4 sg four pits. The m

artifact of this period is human bones. Furt
and eared pots is observed withlTabdhei ous bone
Al so, especi aldiyf f¥e2r9% npciet imma kteesr nass of amount s
terms of wall thinness of pottery sherds, h a
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hal f have C OPAHASSEE BW S TAGE H P . Mor eover, (
di stribution graphticoloat o thabBBghetr e om
¥29 pit is overabundant for I ithics when
z 0 nTea b4l Be.

The next sub ti mPHAGRBTEMAGESd evi Inlgl fiosur
Speci al pothtf ercitss ,anglhesltlone objects are
di stributions of simbdAPk. fApast ihramieneep
doin have pottery sherd. About HalbdiBof t h
Accordingi storicmitoirons, bl ack color is mai
(TabdlB. Apart from one pit, othEaBiphave al

The ot her sRIHHAS-BEBES ZAGMGERGI si x pits. Weight

of di st rsinbadtli dnsndosf i s special c¢clay objec
and eared potsTadbdie. bv2& mpibj eltas t(he hi ghe
sherds in this time zone. Al so, accordi ng

shemdsgpoprity of pits have fine Wabdeps wher
Color distributions of these shebdds i ndi
Al so, ¥7 pit has the highade.number of | |

The nexeée zBObe ti sn AEPHASESBITESINAGE7II yg seven
The most <critical artifact human bone is
domi nant smal | finds consi st of decorate
(T a b4l Be. Il n tlelr mshionnevas of pottery sherds,
war elSHASREBTSTAGQ@D7 peaMi@ged According to col oo
of ceramics, Dblack color is dominantly f
i n highest¥ 2y amitti taymarseg ianlfb bdpPe.t s of t hi s

The | ast s WPHASIEBE SAAEE8n st wo pits. Apart

and eared pot s, amounts of 0&ahdepe. sAmbaolut f

58 % of all powae€&agbdBh erlhd earees tfiinmge vy, do
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potteries has been changed fTabdph!| alchke t o r e
number of flint in one of tWwabdpBe.ts i s bent d
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Gener al picture from the earliest sub ti
forefront in the earliest period whereas
pots dominate small find assembl agtes i n |

from time to time accompany this artifact

i n the early sub time zone while red colo
Foll owedaclkky i s dominant until ittlse pérmad eoft o
in the | ast sub time zone. Moreover, fin

time zones whecteasse awaonsess odrdiokeserved

I nterregnum periods.

As mentioned above, artifact distributions andithchanges during stages of pit

practice have been analyzed until this point. Examination in T&blag been done

in order to enrich this analysis and to better understand relation between pits and
artifacts. This table indicates the fullest pits inrterof the quantity based on each

artifact category through all pit stages. Correlations between some pits and artifact
categories have been determined at the end of this examination. There are one or two

pits in almost each temporal pit group in this canht®its of Phase®itStagel are

equal to each other i1 n ter ms -PiStageRwithnt i t vy
5 artifact categoePriiteSst,a g¥l32 lwiptiht 3i na rRh af saec
in PhaseditStage4 with 8 artifact categorjes ¥ 1 1 7 p i-RitStageb withHa s e 3
artifact categoPyt SH¥28e piwi tim Pharsti3f act
Phase® i t St age7 with 7 artif acitPitStage8withd8r i e s
artifact categories are the fullest pitsintheiown t empor al groups.

i n the comparabl e HitSwmged.s with ¥25 in Pha
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3. BDi stributions of Artifacts in The Context

Fol |l oweodsebiyo@algati ons between artifact concen
pihtave been found ganhalnsedheofpreondtusu etairan
pilhaween dametnaerhlotd. i s b erleileavtei do rstohbaett we e n

structur al propertieiprafctpictes camd bteheind i gdlt &
some anaimeeboof Alhl pits have been compared
of four main physical attributes which cons

closing technique.

As mentioned iIiRhf dlhleows&eEtiPpyomco®ss 30f shape det

pihave been investigated for plastering. The
confirmed herein. Then, color and thickness
waypoeliminary preparations of diasertation.

been viewed in terms ofescel aldliasdyath ®icthadi qated A
in aTadhlee 2(

According to the resul ts TJosfh atpheessren €a mmracluyl saers |,
and cylindriqgahl by er tAbfsregm &fgflawer pits, ot her |

with usuéaddlyoyedltaewms of <closing approach, a
| arge stone. fTheeed wveesnghedeaseari teria. On
dept, di amet epl axntdent hh ke essmmpddettenmunesds as

i n each (TalbdBel moneer ms o¥14id9nmehisti Dtnasge 1, ¥52
PitStage2, ¥121 in PitStage3, ¥29 and ¥119 i
¥28 in PitStageb6¥1%¥@85i hnPPt E6agg87anadt he de
tiMéso, ¥142 in PitStagel, ¥190 in PitStage?2
¥35 and ¥118 in PitStageb, ¥7 in PitStageé6,

havée | argesatcdp carmamit epOntl ygr7o uppist.s¥ 52on<i sting
PitStage2,-3229nakPdt®8hged, ¥26, ¥Ih and ¥28
Pit Shage7pl aster greater than 5 c¢m.
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It can be said that pits have spimct are st
Howewasmp,ecially thickness of pl aster of f
observablsl fditfHege nfcact of ss me &l abld rhpy ctiksn m
pl aandr 29 othehi pheashkbaveng wabimpahadei b
terms of tThaebdfe. aPti it f #dAt8B (has been omitt e

because its excavation is stil!]l going on.

7 pits and other 29 pits carbarsetd ben caovmep:
numbers of arthkaetspper apivl Ipee @&l wmantde do.t
This analysis shows that human bones ani
Moreover, these 7 pits have half of tota

of pol ypod v ebsjseeclt,, sspeoansdhyeldypsa toablj &e,ctgr anun d

and stone chisel in all pits. Also, certa
of awl in 29 pits. I n terms of quantitie:
amounts ipni ttshesleas2ad vy, 1 of 5 figurines i
these 7 pits. Relationship between pl ast e
piteactivity may be mentioned in the Ilight
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Table 50 AverageNumbes of Artifacts per Pit
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All numeric information that were obtained from Tabl Zable 4 and Table50
according to criteria consisting sfructural conditions of pits, artifact abundance,
artifact variation, related objects having relationshwcertain places and certain
practices in the symbolic contemtell-madeceramics and density of animal bone and
flint has been converted to more interpretative form and then shown in Shble
Outstanding pit/s for each criterion in each temporal pit group have been highlighted
oneby-one. It is confirmed thadeductiors from this table match up with ones from

previous tables in the section of 3.5.
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CHAPTER 4

DISCUSSION

4.1 Emergence of The Pit Area in Time & Space

Subscaleanalyses performed in order to understand the evolution procss ot
area in thesection3.5 will be examined in the spatial context in the direction of
temporal contextUsing a great quantity of symbolic objeatsthin the pit area
representeth Table 45 and Table 4i6dicate that thipit area involving trenches of
P5P6/0506 plays host fothe pit practice Followed byunderstanding this situatipn
the nature of pit practiceill be examined closelyAccordingly, spatial distributions

of pit groups will banvestigatedso thatritual natureof pit practicecan beunderstood
speci fi c tFostotdll ecalol coding nas een done within this framework.
Then, all pits belonging to different sub time zehave been demonstrated &0
separatelrawings as to color coding (Fig6, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 484, 45. These
drawings showthe spatial distributions of all pits from the beginning of Phaseol
the end of Phase Il
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Phase4 PitStagela

T

The first specimens of pit practice are seen in the earliest stage of[?H&sg.

48).

Bui |l di ng 8 wihiah dre ¢ firdt &ructuriedn the pit area emerged in

this stage.

Following to Building 8 was closed,hts first pit was dug on the walbf this
buildingin the pit arexonsisting of trenches of AB6/0506.

This pit is highly shallow in terms of its dimensions.

In terms of materials obtained inside pit, there are bone and stone objects in small
quantities and no ceramic remain. Conversely, plenty of flint was found in the same

context.

[l Phased-Levelt/a
(6142, Building 8)

Figure48. Spatial distributions of pits and related architectural strestin Phase4
PitSategel/a
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Phase4 PitStagelb

T There are
49).

1 A floor plastered with yellowcolor clay was made in the same location of the

constructi

landscape where there are the firstgpitl building.

1 This floor was plastered several times.

¥149 pi tinthe aaslierdtaggf the floor. Followed bypit-use was ended,

ons

thefloor has been used for a whikg plastemg multiple times.

This pit shares similarity witthe previous pit interms ofthe structural features.

1 In terms of materials obtained inside pit, there are bone objects in small quantities

and no ceramic.

tstageFig.ar e

Yellow Flyﬂ \

| Phased-Levelt/a
( 6142, Building 8)
Phased-Level1/b
(0149, Yellow Floor)

Figure49. Spatial distributions of pits and related architectural structures in Rhase4

PitSategel/b
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Phase4PitStagel/c

1 Building 5 was built on the top of the previous constructions in the same location
in the last step of the first stage of pit practi€sy. 50).

1 There is no pit in this stage.

1 Building 9 was constructed far away frdhe firstpits and related strtures

1 After Building 5 was abandoned, a pit will be dug topha$ buildingin the same

location as a closure practice.

[l Phased-Levelt/a
(6142, Building 8)
[ Phases-Leveli
Bullding-8 {0149, Yellow Floor)

[ Phases-Levertic
(Bullding 5, Building 9)

Figure50. Spatial distributions of pits and related architectural structures in Rhase4
PitSategel/c
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Phase43-PitStage?

T

This stage coincides withtransition period from Phase IV to Phase(Rig.

51).

Three distinct sectors in the pit area warethe first timegenerated in this

stage.

There is one pit within the boundaries of each sector.

¥52 pit was Iatation withrthe firdt mts aschretaged architectural

structures, secalled asthe core area of pit practicélowever¥ 1 25 pit and
¥190 pit wer e posi tiis ooeedareze apusistentlyst ant |y
preferred during previous periods

¥ 5 2 ispocatal in the earliest period of this stagethe time context because

it is associated with the closureRdilding 5 previousy constructed

Building 4 known ashecommunal building emerge®xt tothe pitareain this

stage.

In terms of constructional faatr e s , ¥52 pit made of t hicl
distinctive depth comes to the fore in this stage of pit practice.

With regards to artifactbundance and variation, when compared to qtgr

¥52 pit is outstandi ng pifadtandvaietyimg t he hi g
this pit stage. This pit has the largest quantity of awl and also grinding stone

and Spondylus objecthaving relations with certain places and certain

practices in the symbolic context. Almost all pot sherd¥ 52 pit are t hin
wares. The grdast number of animal bone and flint are also found in this pit.

On the other hand, ¥125 pitintermsf ¥190 pi't
di ameter . Due to this attribute, ¥190 pit
Afigurinei s onl y f eiuimtds stage. THid c@rfiparative case will

be queried in the further part.
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Building-9

)
55 C
é )} &

/7

/

Building-4

[ Phased-Levelt/a
(6142, Building 8)

Il Phased-Leveltb
(0149, Yellow Fioor)

I Phased-Leveltic
(Building 5, Building 9)

B Phases-3-Leverz

(052, 6125, 8190,
Building 4)

Figure51. Spatial distributions of pits and related architectural structures in
Phase4/ditSatege2
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Phase3PitStage3

1 Pits in this stage were dug within the boundaries of Sector | and Sector Il (Fig.
52).

1 Locations of pits in the spatial contexte considered to helated with pits
dated Phase4/3PitStage2.

1 ¥58, ¥122, ¥126 and ¥150 pieearea Sector |
of pit practiceln the same time, these pits have equal diss&inom¥ 52 pi t .

1 In the spatial and historical contex$1 21 and ¥48 pits in Sect
| ocated by gi vi ngdugwithie thee sameesectotimthe¥ 1 90 pi t
previousstage

1 There is no pit in Sector Il during PhaseBStage3.

In terms of constructional features, all pitshis stage have the same plastering
feature, i.e. plaster thickness of pit walls between 3 ¢ m. ¥121 pit i s
deepest one and has the widesuth diameter in terms of dimensions.

1 When compared to othguits in Phased i t St age 3, ¥121 pit has
number and the greatest variety of small finds. This pit, moreover, has the
largest quantity of awl, grinding stones, figurines and Spondylus objects
having relations with each other, certain places and oeptaictices in the
symbolic context. The greatest amount of pot sherds, decorated and eared pots
are f ound ihisstageltdslpitip also the first number in terms of
theamount of flint and the second one for the amount of animal bones.

T Onthe ot her hand, ¥48 pit in Sector 11 and
with ¥121 pit for constructional featur e
bi ggest di amasthe secoadddepestlpi 2 pi t

1 Inaddition to these physical conditionsofp#sl 22 pit has the seconc
amount of animal bones and flint.

1 Thenumbesof s mal | finds ardfewdlth@ighdherdareé 121 pi ts
pot sherds in large quantities.
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T In terms of thenumbero f s mal | finds a
¥150eaal most empty. It 1is
and -3Dpits that will be opened in the ngit stage.

nd sherds,

consi

Building-9

Building-4

[ Phased-Levelt/a
(6142, Building 8)

I Phased-Leveltb
(0149, Yellow Floor)

I Phased-Leveltic
(Bullding 5, Building 9)

M Phased-3-Lever2
(652, 6125, 6190,
Building 4)
I Phase3-Levels
(048, 658, 8121, 6122,
6126, 0150, Building 4)

der ed

Figure52. Spatial distributions of pits and related architectural structures in Bhase

PitSatege3
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Phase3PitStage4

1 All three sectors have pits in this stage (5g).

Locations of pits in the area are shaped to be related with pitsttatectvious
stages.

1 ¥ 1 4 8-like stracturehousingto pit rituals in theothercontemporary sites was
probably dug in the Sector Il in the earliest parPbhseditStagd.

T ¥29 pi t-32pikderedl®@died on the top of pits dated Ph&&ttage3
within the boundaries dhecore area of pit practice.

T ¥178 pit duwasi ndiSeeccttolry Illo cwhicrewhsdudp ove of ¥
previous stagen the spatial context.
¥119 pit iwralationltathe fast pat ohthe Sector Ill.

There is no pitctivity in the areas of critical pits in the previous stage.

T Intermsoftheconstructi onal featur e3pitonthispi ts, onl
stageghave thick plaster (more than 5 cm). ¥2¢
and has the widest mouth diameter in this stage.

1 In terms ofthe artifactabundance and variation, wheampared to othepits in
Phase® i t St aged4, ¥29 pit has the | argest numb
variety of artefacts. This pit hassothe largest quantity of awls, polypod vessels,
human bones and Spondylus objed&irthermore, the greatesimount of
decorated pots and eared potswarearthed n ¥ 2 9 p i ttheamomtoda ddi t i on,
pot sherd n ¥ @b®ut four times more than the richeswydien compared with
all pits. The greatest quantity of flint and animal bones are found in this pdth
this stage and all times.

T On the ot h3®2 piatndi,n ¥Belct or | and ¥119 pit i
with ¥29 pit in terms of t h3ipirthasdhick st ructi or
pl aster and al so ¥sltdt®olpmetn PhaseRitStage4.bi ggest pi

T I'n addition to these physical conditions o
related objects, such as figurine and grinding stones.

T ¥178 pit is almost empty in terms of smal.l
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1 For archaeological matexil , -3 [@tlis too poor. It is considered that this
situatonmay be rel ated with ¥26 pit that wi
in PhaseditStage6.

T I't is thought that ¥29 pit may be wused
of artifacts symbolic objects, high variety and uncommon physical featiréise
same time, this pit may be seen as the first mark#veadritical changes for pit

practice at Ujurl u.

Building-4

I Phased-Leveltia
{6142, Building 8)

I Phases-Leveltis
(6149, Yellow Floor)

- Phase4-Levellic
(Building 5, Building 9)

B Phasess-Leverz
{652, 0125, 6190,
Building 4)
I Phase3-Leveld
(648, 058, 6121, 6122,
6126, 6150, Building 4)
B Phases-Levels
(629, 631-32, 6119,
0178, Building 4, 0148)

Figure53. Spatial distributions of pits and related architectatalctures in Phase3
PitSatege4
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Phase3PitStage5

= =2 =4 =

Two new sectorsrhichare Sector IV and Sector V emerge in this stage 4ig.

¥35 pit in Sector | was |l ocated on the fi

I n Sect or intludingmerd tBad® 13phunan burials was located in the
nearest point to Building 4 known as communal building. This special pit may be

usedin the earliest period of this stage or during this stage.

I n Sector |11, ¥118thepreviouspi@michlweredugned away
this sector.
¥131 pit is the first pit in Sector 1V.

¥117 pit pitiinsSectohve f i r st
Locationsof pits in this sage indicate that they wdtgynear to bounds of sectors.
In terms ottheconstructional features, all pitsthis stage have the same plastering

feature, i.e. plaster thickness of pit walls betwe&ncan.

In terms ofthe artifactabundance and variation Phased® i t St age5, ¥35 pi

the largest number and the greatest variety of small finds. However, when this

density is compared with other pits that arettithestones, it i s poor.

of pits having the largest quantity ®ymbolicallyrelatedobjects in this stag& n

addition, he greatest amount of pot sherds, decorated and eared pots are found in

this pit inthis stage

On the other hand, ¥118 pit in Sector |11
¥118 pit has the biggest volume in this
Al t hough ¥ 11 8hequartities of smalldimds and potrsherds, it has

the largest amount of anal bones and flint in Phasé3tStage5. This pit also put

an end to the pit practice Sector Ill.

It is observed that the nature of the pit practice undergoes a critical change with
human burials in ¥188 pit. Thtagewill ct ur e t

support the existence of change in this stage.
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Building-9

Building-4

I Phased-Leveltia Phase3-Level5S
5 (035, 0117,0118,
(0142, bullding 8) 8131, 8188, Building 4)
I Phased-Leveli/b
(8149, Yellow Floor)

I Phases-Leveltic
{(Building 5, Building 9)

- Phased-3-Level2
(852, 6125, 6190,
Building 4)
B Phase3-Lavel3
(048, 058, 6121, 6122,
6126, 6150, Building 4)
I Phases-Levels
(029, 631-32, 0119,
0178, Building 4, 0148)

Figure54. Spatial distributions of pits and related architectural structures in Rhase3
PitSategeb5
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Phase3PitStage6

1 Pits were dug in only Sector | and Sector Il in this stage §=ig.

¥33 pit was |l ocated within the boundaries
whereas ¥26, ¥27, ¥28 and ¥7 pits in the s
this core area. Also, ¥26 pit was directly

dugin Phasg&Pi t St a g e-R piatmatwastdBidlin Phas€aStage4.

1T ¥177 pit in Sector Il was | ocated close to

1 It can be said fordcations of pits inhis stage that theyereselected to be related
with former pits in their own stors.

1 Interms oftheconstructi onal feat umehsSectot R 6, ¥27 a
duringPhase® i t St age6 have thick plaster (more th
pit and also has wide mouth diameter in this stage.

1 With regards tdhe artifactabundance and variation, when compared with other
pitsinthisstage ¥28 pit has the | argest number of
variety of artefacts. This pith the same time, has the largest quantity of awls,
figurine and Spondylus objectsaving ymbolic meanings Furthermore, the
greatest quantities of pot sherds3, decor at e
pit. The largest amount of flint and animal bones are also found in thistpisin
stage.

T On the other hand, e&cQtéoranar & 2o mma rtalel e awet
due to their thick plaster Al so, because ¥7 pit has biggel
Phase&itStage6, it may be compadre

1 Inthisstage¥ 177 pit i's the other rich pit i n t
decorated and eargadtsaf t er ¥28 pit

1 In the spatial context, pit practice was finished in a micro area of Sewit |
¥26, ¥27, ¥ Zagdthenthidpak of Septor 1 v&as closed.
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Figure55. Spatial distributions of pits and related architectural struciorBsase3
PitSatege6
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