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[ZMIR'IN PREHISTORIK YERLESIM ALANTI: YESILOVA HOYUGU

Zafer Derin

Ozet

Yesilova Hoytugt Bornova Ovasi'nin ortasinda yer almaktadir. Guntumtizde deniz kiyisindan 4 km. uzakta olan yerlesim
alani toprak yuzeyinin 80 cm. altinda yer almaktadir. Bornova Ovasi Prehistorik donemde [zmir'in ilk yerlesimcilerine
ev sahipligi yapmistir. Yesilova Hoyugtintin de bulundugu ovada bes prehistorik tepe bulunmaktadir. Yesilova Hoytik
[zmir'in merkezindeki en eski yerlesim alanidir. Bu merkez Yassitepe ve Ipeklikuyu Hoyukleri ile birlikte “Izmir’in Pre-
historik Yerlesim Alani'n1” olusturur. 2005 yilinda baslayan kazilar kisa bir aradan sonra 2008 yilindan itibaren Kultur
ve Turizm Bakanhgi ve Ege Universitesi adina surdurtulmektedir. Yerlesim alani 70 bin metrekarelik bir alani kapsar.
Prehistorik donemde Bornova ovasi topogratyasi, zengin bitkileri ve hayvan kaynaklari ile ilk yerlesimcilerin tercih et-
tikleri alan olmustur.

Bornova Ovasinin ortasinda Manda Deresi ile Gokdere'nin birlestigi yerde kalin bir altvyon tabakas: altinda kalmis
olan Yesilova Hoyugu, kentin icinde prehistorik zamana ait bilinen tek yerlesim alamdir.

Alandaki ilk kazilar 2005 yilinda [zmir Arkeoloji Mtizesi -Ege Universitesi Arkeoloji Bolumit ortak ¢calismast olarak bas-
laulmistr. Kazilara 2008 yilindan itibaren Bakanlar Kurulu karanyla Kultar ve Turizm Bakanhigi ve Ege Universitesi
adina devam edilmektedir. Kaz1 calismalari, Kultar ve Turizm Bakanliginin, Bornova Belediyesi, Ege Universitesi ve
[zmir Buyuk Sehir Belediyesi'nin destegiyle gerceklestirilmektedir.

Yesilova Hoyugii tist tiste 14 kez yerlesilmis, 70 bin metrekareden fazla bir alana yayilan ve zamanla gintimtizde ova se-
viyesinin altinda kalmis hoyuk tipi bir yerlesimdir (Fig.1).

Neolitik Dénem’in sonundan itibaren hemen yakinindaki Yassitepe ve Ipeklikuyu yerlesimlerinin bulundugu alanlara

da yayilarak gelisimini surdurmustir. Bornova Ovasi'min ortasinda (Fig.2), Izmir'in kent kultur tarthinin dogdugu 800

m. capindaki bu alan “Izmir’in Tarih Oncesi Yerlesim Alamdir”.!

Yesilova Hoyugu yayilim alani icinde Neolitik donemden Roma donemine kadar bir¢cok kulturtn yasadigi anlasimistir.
Buna gore kultur katlarl yuizeyden baslayarak Roma Donemi, Tung Cag, Kalkolitik Cag ve Neolitik Cag olarak siralan-
maktadir.

Yesilova Hoyitk Tabakalan
[. Tabaka: Roma (MO.10-MS.290)
I1. Tabaka: Tun¢ Cag -E.T.C Mezart
111. Tabaka: Kalkolitik 1,2 (MO.4340-4230)
ARA
IV.Tabaka: Neolitik
1ab,c.-2 (MO.6000-5730)
3-8 (MO.6500-6060)

! Derin 2007, 377.
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Hoyuk'teki ilk yerlesim, gintmuzden en az 8-9 bin yil ¢énce Neolitik Cag’da baslamistir. Neolitik Donem’e ait IV. Kat
Yesilova Hoyugu'ntun en uzun sureli ve en kalin kultur kaudir. Yillar icinde genellikle tahribatlardan sonra yeniden insa
edildigi anlasilan 13 mimari kata sahip bu strecin kendi icinde ¢ evrede gelisim gosterdigi anlasilmistir; Tabaka V.
la-c-2, 3-5 ve 6-8.

Hoyukteki ilk yerlesime ait kullu ve sikistirilmis toprak taban kalinti ve buluntular (Tabaka.IV6-8) bugunkit ova sevi-
yesinden yaklasik 4 m. asagidaki ana topragin tizerinde yer almaktadir. Bu erken evre 2005 kazi doneminde kisith bir
alanda arastirilmistir.

Neolitik donemin ilk katlarindan yasayanlarin oval ya da dortgen planli saz ve aga¢ dallarindan olusan kultubelerde
oturduklarn anlasilmistir. Cevresinde tas temeli olmayan ve belirli bolgeleri kaplayan kullu tabanlar ve daha cok ince
dallarin komurlesmis kalintilar bu tir mimarinin varligini kanitlar. Firn ve ocak kalintilanndan gunluk yasamin ku-
lubelerin disinda gelistigini anlamaktay1z.

Hemen her tabakada sel izlerine ait camur-kil birikintisi vardir. Baz1 tabakalar yagis ve sel baskinlarnin ardindan topragin
kurumasindan sonra killi yapisi nedeniyle beton gibi sertlesmistir. Ayni zamanda killi toprak yapist yagmur ve sel gibi
dogal olaylarda yerlesimin buyuk tahribata ugramasina neden olmustur. Buna neden olan taskinlar ve seller buyuk
oranda hoyugun kuzeyinde yer alan Manda deresinden gelmistir. Hoytikteki Neolitik yerlesimin de ayn1 yerden gelen
siddetli bir taskin ile son buldugu anlasilmistir.

En alt seviyeden itibaren saptanan buluntular, yerlesimin nitelikli keramik yapimini bilen bir topluluk tarafindan ku-
ruldugunu gostermektedir. Keramik, el yapimi ve monokromdur, hamuru minik tascik ve mika icermektedir. Kaplar
iyl derecede pisirilmistir. Hamur ve ytizey renginde grimsi, acik, cok acik, sarimsi ve kirmizimsi olmak tizere kahve
tonlar hakimdir. Bir grup keramik ise krem renktedir. Ytuiksek nem nedeniyle keramik ytizeyleri 6nemli derecede tah-
ribata ugramistir. Bununla birlikte kaplara hamur renklerinde ince astar uygulandigini gosteren parcalar mevcuttur.

Saptanan formlar sunlardir: bazilart boyunsuz ve kuresel govdeli daralan agizli, disa dontik agiz kenarli, duzlestirilmis
agiz kenarh comleklere ve disa acilan s1g govdeli kaselere ilk kez bu evrede rastlanmustir. Diger formlar arasinda disa
dontik agiz kenarli boyunlu comlekler, duz govdeli canaklar, yart kuresel govdeli canaklar/kaseler, s-profilli kaseler yer
alr.

Kap cidarlar genelde orta kalinliktadir (0.4-0.7 cm). Bazi daralan agizh ¢comlek parcalarn kalin cidarhdir. Comleklerde
dikine tunel kulplar yaygindir. Bunlar genelde uzun boyludur; az miktarda kisa enli olanlar da vardir. Diger yandan iri
ya da kisa-enli dikine yuvarlak kulplara da rastlanmaktadir.” Kaplar diiz ya da hafif ytuksek duz diplidir.

Keramikler disinda tas kaplar IV.6-8. katlarin belirgin bir buluntu grubunu olusturur. Sarimsi beyaz renkli yumusak
tastan ve mermerden yapilnus, basit agiz kenarli kase ve canak parcalar ele gecmistir.?

Yesilova Neolitik toplumu yakin cevreden getirdikleri cakmaktasi ve daha uzak kaynaklardan getirttikleri obsidyen bu
atolyede tas ve kemiklerin yardimiyla bir silaha, kesici ya da delici alete donusturalmustur.

Sigir, koyun ve geyik gibi hayvanlarin boynuz, kol- bacak ve kaburga kemikleri ile boynuzlar usta ellerde sekillenerek
bir alete donusturtlebiliyordu. En basitinden kemiklerin ucunu sivrilterek deri giysilerini isledikleri deliciler yapabili-
yorlardi.

Buluntular, Yesilova Neolitik toplumunda tas alet, arac ve esya endustrisinin gelismis oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir.
Buyutk cogunlukla cakmaktasindan yapilmis yontma tas aletler, okucu, dilgi, kesici, kaziyici, delici gibi cesitli tiplerdedir.
Yontma tas aletler icinde deri ve agac isciliklerinde rende gibi kullanilan kaziyicilar énemli bir yer tutar. Bunlarn disinda
dal ya da kemiklere gecirilerek bicak ve orak gibi kullanilan dilgiler, Neolitik toplumun yasamini kolaylastiran baslica

? Derin 2012, fig.10.
3 Derin 2012, fig.11.
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el aletlerini olarak bilinir. Kemik buluntular icinde boga basi seklinde yontulmus ve perdahlanmis idoltn ve paralellerini
Goller Bolgesinde buldugumuz sokma bash pismis toprak bir figurun Neolitik toplumun dinsel inanclarinin birer ka-
nitidir.

Yesilova Hoyugu 1V.7. Tabakadan elde edilen ilk sonuclar MO. 6490 yilina Erken Neolitik Doneme aittir ve 1V.8. taba-
kanin bu durumda 200 y1l 6nceye gidebilecegi yontundedir. Bu durum Ege Bolgesi kronolojisine 1sik tutmaktadir. Ye-
silova Hoyugu IV6-8 tabakalar buluntular Ege ve Goller Bolgesi Erken Neolitik yerlesimleri ile yakin paralellik gosterir.
Ege Bolgesinde Yesilova Hoyugt ile Ulucak Vd-f, Ugurlu V ve Cukurici X-1X karsilastirilabilir.* Yesilova’dan elde edilen
bulgulara gore Neolitigin baslangict MO. 6500 yili civarina tarihlenebilir. Bu bolgedeki gelismeler Neolitik toplumun
Goller Bolgesi ve Marmara bolgesi ile kuilturel iliskileri oldugunu gostermektedir.

IV.1la-c, 2 Hoyukteki en uzun yerlesilen donemi kapsamaktadir. Bu donem bu donem ayni zamanda Neolitik stirecin
en kalabalik, en gelismis donemidir. Duizenli evlerin insa edildigi bu donemde guclu bir stire¢ baslamistuir.  Yesilova
bulgularina gore MO. 6000-5800/5700 yillar1 arasini kapsayan bu donem ayni zamanda Neolitik strecin en kalabalik,
en gelismis donemidir. Bat Anadolunun “Neolitigin Rénesans Donemi” olarak adlandirabilecegimiz bu strecine ait
izleri genis bir alanda bulmak mumkundur. Kulturel yukselisle birlikte bir olctide niifus artisint da beraberinde getiren
bu stirecte yapilar buyumus duizenli hale gelmistir.

Neolitik yerlesimin son donemini temsil eden IV.1a-c tabakalarindaki, 5x6, 6x8, 9x10 metre boyutlarinda yan yana
insa edilmis dikdortgen planl sekiz mekan, 0.60-0.80 m. kalinhiginda tas temellere ve cukur tabanlara sahiptir. Ayrik
planda insa edilen mekanlarin genellikle bat taraflarinda taslarla yapilmis platformlar yer alir ve her birinin icinde tahil
ve toprak ogutmek icin kullanilan islikler bulunur. Bunun disinda, yapilann icinde ve disinda serpantin balta, cakmaktast
kesicilerinde bulundugu tas islikleri, dokuma islikleri gunlitk yasama iliskin bulgular olarak karsimiza ¢ikar. Firinlarin
mekan iclerine yapildigi gibi ortak kullamlan avluda da yer aldigr gortmustur.

Tek odali yapilarin batiya dogru cekilerek belirli bir sirada insa edildikleri kapilarinin gtineye bakacak sekilde uzun du-
varlarin ortalarina yapildigl saptanmistir. Yogun ezgi ve ogutme tast kalintilarindan, mekan aralarindaki bosluklarin da
islik olarak kullanildiklart anlasilmistir (Fig.9-10).

Mekanlarin tas temel tst yapisina iliskin gtntumiuize fazla bir kalintu ulasmamistir. Ele gecen kerpic bloklar kerpic
dokum seklinde yapilan ince duvarlarin varligini isaret etmektedir. Bu durum da 0.60-80 metrelik tas temeller tizerinde
catist agac direklerle tasinan, ince perde duvarlarnn oldugunu soylemek mumkundur (Fig.4).

Buluntular, tas alet, ara¢ ve esya endustrisinin gelismis oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir. Buytik cogunlukla cakmaktasindan
yapilmis yontma tas aletler, ok ucu, dilgi, kesici, kaziyict, delgi gibi cesitli tiplerdedir. Ele gecen ¢ekirdekler ve yongalar,
cakmak tast isciliginin de Yesilova’da yapildigini gostermistir (Fig.8) Bazi taslarin kolye olarak kullanmak amaciyla kare
seklinde kesilerek sekillendirildigi gorulmustir.

Kil objeler icinde bir ana tanrica figurini de ele gecmistir. Ayrica labirent ya da spiral motifleriyle pindetera-muhurler
de (Fig.6) bulunmustur.” Butin bunlar Yesilova Neolitik toplumunun organize bir yapiya sahip olduklarim gosterir.
Uc evreli Neolitik surecte ve dislarini ana tanrica, panter kabartmalar yapilmis ve disi kabalasurilmis kirmizi astarli
kaplar (Fig.5) Yesilova Hoyugu'nun IV.1-2. Katlarinda bulunmustur.

Deniz seviyesinin bugtine gore daha alt seviyede (yaklasik 35 m.) oldugu donemde Yesilova Hoyugu iki nehir arasindaki
yesil ova tizerinde bulunuyordu. Yesilovali ciftciler, bugday, arpa ve mercimek yetistiriyorlardi. IV 2 ve 1. Tabakalarda
goruldugt kadariyla koyun, keci gibi kuictikbas hayvanlarin daha ¢ok ttketildigi anlasilmaktadir. Buna ek olarak yabani
sigir, geyik ve yabani domuz bulgulart yaban hayvanlarin da yiyecek kaynaklarini zenginlestirdigini gostermektedir.

* Cilingiroglu et al. 2012, 141; Erdogu 2013, 6-7; Horejs 2012, 120-121.
> Derin 2012, fig.22; Derin 2014, 305-306.
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Topluluklar nehirde balik avlayan, deniz kiyisindan kabuklulari toplayan, av yapan farkh bir besin ekonomisine sahipti.
Deniz urtnleri tiketimi ¢zellikle Neolitik Dénem sonuna dogru artmistir (IV 1-3).

Yesilova Hoytugu buluntular: Izmir'in kokeninin Erken Neolitik Ege topluluklarina kadar gidecegini gostermistir. Orta
Bat1 Anadolu’'daki Yesilova Neolitik toplumu kendi kulturel gelisimini ortaya ¢ikartmistuir ve bu stirecte Goller Bolgest,
Melos Adasi, Kappadokya ve Marmara Bolgesi ile de iligkileri vardi. Olasilikla dogudan gelen bu toplum avci-toplayict
ve tarimet bir topluluktu ve kendi kulttirel strecini yaratmislardi. Bu bolge bir gecis bolgesi degildi.

Yesilova Hoyugunun Neolitik donemde IV.1 tabakanin sonunda yanginin ardindan terk edildigi anlasiimaktadir. Bu
durum Yukan Menderes'deki,® izmir Bolgesinde Cukurici VIII, Ulucak 1V ve Ege Gubre 111. tabaka sonunda MO.5800-
5700 ortaya cikmistir.” Bu terk ani gelen ve bircok kisinin slumune neden olan bir olaydan cok, yavas gelisen goclere
bagl olarak gorulen, MO.6.binin ilk yansindaki iklim degisimine bagh olarak gelisen felaketle iliskili olmahdir.? Yesilova
Hoyugu Neolitik yerlesimi de MO. 5800/5700 civarindaki buyuk yangmin ardindan tamuyle terk edilmistir.

Yesilova Hoyugtt Gec Neolitik Yerlesimi kuzeye Yassitepe Hoyugtine dogru yayilmistir. Bu yerlesim Manda Deresi ya-
ninda oldukea 6zel bir konumdadir (Fig.2). Prehistorik tepenin yarist modern yapilarin alunda kalmstir.

Yesilova Hoyugi'ne Neolitik donemin ardindan yaklastk 300 y1l sonra farkli bir toplum gelerek yerlesmistirBu degisim
Kalkolitik Cag isaret eder. Biz Neolitik toplumun nereye gittigini ve yeni gelenlerin nereden geldigini tam olarak bil-
miyoruz. Bildigimiz Yesilova'daki ilk yerlesimininde yasamin seller nedeniyle zorlastigi ve bolgenin altivyon tabakast
altinda kaldigidir.

Yassitepe Hoytik Neolitik donemden Roma zamanina kadar yerlesilmis, 6 metre ytksekliginde hoytik tipi bir yerlesimdir.
Geg Neolitik Donemden Roma Cagina kadar 14 tabakaya sahiptir;

[. Tabaka: Roma

II. Tabaka: Tung¢ Cag

A.Orta Tung 1,2

B.Erken Tunc 1-2 (MO.2880-2830), 3-5 (M0.3020-2900), 6-8 (?)
111. Tabaka : Kalkolitik 1,2 (MO.5320-5215, 5210-4995 )

ARA

IV.Tabaka : Neolitik (?)

Yesilova Hoyugu'nun kuzeyindeki yeni yerlesim alani Yassitepe Hoyugunde erken doneme ait kalintilara kuguk bir
alanda yapilan test acmasinda ulasilmistir. Bu alanda Neolitik yerlesimin ardindan Kalkolitik donemin devam ettigi
anlasilmaktadir. Kalkolitik donem Yesilova Hoyugu IV tabakadaki Neolitik stirecten cok farklidir. Bu donem hoytuikte
iki evreli olarak tespit edilmistir. Yassitepe Hoyugun merkezinde 1.25 metre kahnhginda (13.50-14.75 m. ) Kalkolitik
doneme ait 111.2 tabakasinda keramik ile birlikte cok az buluntu ele gecmistir.

Yassitepe 111.2 kata ait keramik hem hamur, hem de ytizey rengi ve form bakimindan homojen o6zelliktedir. Kalkolitik
keramik Neolitik keramikten daha az estetik ozellikte ve ytizeyde perdahin kullanilis astara gore daha onemlidir Yuzey
gri, gri-kahverengi ve kahverengindedir. Keramikler icinde perdahli canak comlek miktari basit canak ¢omlekten daha

© Dedeoglu 2014, 22.
" Derin, 2005, 87, Derin et al. 2004, 38; Saglamtimur 2007, 376.
8 Derin 2011, 100.
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fazladir. Ancak perdah genellikle daha hafif ve dikkatsizce gerceklestirilmistir. Kalkolitik keramik kabaca yapilmustir.
Hamur kuctik tascik ve kum katkilidir. Bazi canaklar Troas Bolgesinde Kumtepe 1a, Besik- Sivritepe, Hanaytepe,” Gul-
pmar'® ve Ulucak'! Kalkolitik katlarnda oldugu gibi tekli boynuz cikintl kulplara sahiptir.

Yassitepe Hoytk I11.2 tabakas: Bati Anadolu'da Erken Kalkolitik yerlesime sahip Ulucak Hoyuguk ile benzerdir. Yassitepe
111.2 tabakasi Radyo Karbon tarihlerine gore MO. 5320-5215'¢, Batu Anadolu Erken Kalkolitik Donemine tarihlenir.
Bu donem genellikle Ege’de Son Neolitik ya da GN II olarak gortilmektedir.

Yesilova’da orta Kalkolitik doneme ait I11. evresi sinirli bir alanda korunmus tabakaya sahiptir. Yerlesim alaninin mer-
kezindeki mimari kalintlar ile iliskili canak comlek ile tanimlanmaktadir. Kalkolitik doneme ait Tabaka 111, hoyukte
iki evreli yerlesim ile temsil edilmektedir. Mimari toprak icine acilan ¢cukur tabanl yapilardan olusmaktadir. Neolitik
tabakalarin icine acilan cukurlar hafif egimli ve 1.00 metre derinliginde, 6-8 metre capindadir (Fig.11).

Oldukca tahrip olan yapilarin tabanlari kuzey kesine dogru devam eder. Kultbenin camur sivali taban kalinlig yaklasik
3cm.dir. Bu taban tizerinde bir ocak yer alir. Ocagin zemini camur 1slakken sik bir sekilde keramik parcalar dosenmis,
lizeri de 2-3 cm. kalinhginda tekrar bir camurla stvanmistir. Cukurun alt seviyelerinde yaklasik 16.10 metrede irili-
ufakli taslar, yanmis kerpi¢/camur parcalart ve kaplardan olusan obekler Kalkolitik donemin ikinci katina aittir. Bu
katin taban: tizerinde de insitu durunda ttiim kaplar ve buluntular elde edilmistir (Fig.12).12

Kalkolitik keramik basit ytzeylidir. Yuzeyde grimsi ve kahverengimsi renkler hakimdir (Fig.12). III1.1 Tabakas1 kera-
mikleri icinde en karakteristik form omurgali canaklardir. Sepet kulp ve mantar bash kulp olmak tzere iki tip kulp var-
dir. Bunlara ilistirilmis olarak kuctuik memecikler bulunur.'?

Yuksek kulplu omurgali canaklar Orta Kalkolitik Donemi keramiginin belirgin gruplarindan biridir (Fig.12). Bu tip
kaplar Kuzeybat1 Anadolu’da Gulpinar ve Kumtepe Ia'da, Orta Bat1 Anadolu’da, Cakmak Tepe, Liman Tepe VI, Kulak-
sizlar, Demirli Cave, Yogurtcu Kale Magarasi 1, Guineybati Anadolu’da Becin Kalesi ve Karain Magarast, Goller Bolgesinde
Kurucay 11 Dogu Ege Adalari'nda Chios'da Emporio X-VIII ve Samos’da Tigani II-11I tabakalarinda da bulunmustur.
Karsilastirmalar Yesilova gozlenen Orta Kalkolitik donem canak ¢omlek kultturuni Antalya kiyilarindan Kuzeybati Ana-
dolu’ya uzanan genis bir cografi alan boyunca mevcut oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir. Ege adalarindan, Sakiz ve Sisam
da bu kulturel alan icinde yer almaktadir. Ustelik bu kulturel etkisindeki benzer unsurlara Orman Fidanhgimin VII .
katnda da rastlanmstr. '

Besik-Sivritepe’den (MO.4800-4500) ve Kumtepe 1A (MO. 4800-4370)'dan elde edilen Radyo karbon tarihleri, Yesilova
III.1 kaundan gelen MO. 4340-4230 tarihlerine yakin sonuclar vermistir."” Milattan once besinci binyihn ikinci yarisina
verilen Gulpinar ve Bakla Tepe 4 ile Yesilova III.1 tabakasim Orta Kalkolitik donemi tarihlemek mumkundur.!®

Yassitepe Hoytik'deki Erken Tunc Cag yerlesimi Kalkolitik Cagin devami olarak tanmimlanabilir. Troyanin en eski katiyla
cagdas olan 8 tabakadan olusan Erken Tunc Cag yerlesimi ince uzun dikdortgen planh, ytksek tas duvarl yapilardan
olusmaktadir (Fig.13-14).

[cinde ocak ve platformlar olan kuzeydogu-gineybat yonundeki uzun evlerin, iki metre yuksekliginde duvarlara sahip
oldugunu dusunmekteyiz (Fig.14). Yapilarin duvarlan ortak duvar seklinde insa edilmistir. “S” seklindeki duvarlardaki

9 Seeher 1987, Abb.2: 2-4.

10 Takaoglu 2006, fig.9: 17-18, 307-308, fig. 37.

' Derin et al. 2004, 18-21.

12 Derin 2012, fig.4-5.

'3 Derin et al. 2009, fig. 14; Derin 2011, 103, fig. 13:7,12; Derin 2012, fig.6.

" Caymaz 2010, sekil 86, 1; Efe 2001, Sekil 18, 281-3.

1> Derin et al 2009, 7.

10 Kromer et al. 2003 43-54; Derin 2012, 179 ;Sperling 1976, figs.9-11; Hood 1981, 165; Kaplan et al. 2013, 393.

2225



tahribat bu 5000 yillik eski yerlesimin bir deprem ile son buldugunu (MO. 2880-2830) gostermektedir. Deprem sonrast
burada yasayan toplum yapilarini onararak yasamaya devam etmistir. Bu mimari Yassitepe’de yer alirken, mezarlik Ye-
silova Hoyugunun merkezinde bulunmustur (Fig.16)."

E.T.C. Donemi tipik formlart insize bezemeli kalinlastirilmis ice dontik agiz kenarh kaseler, ip delikli kulplu comlekler,
uc ayakl comleklerdir (Fig.15). Erken Tung Cag I keramigi monokrom, el yapimi, koyu yuizeyli ve astarhidir.

Yesilova Hoyugu yerlesiminde on yildir kazilar devam etmesine karsin, ¢nemli buluntular Neolitik Cag'in basindan
1500 y1l oncesine kadar gecen strecle ilgili olarak bolgeye 1sik tutmaktadir.

7 Derin 2009, 258.
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Abstract

Yesilova Hoytik is situated in the middle of the Bornova Plain. The settlement area is located 80 cm below the plain sur-
face, 4 km from the present-day coastline. Bornova Plain, which had similar geographical boundaries in prehistory, be-
came home to the first settlers of the Izmir region. There are five prehistoric mounds on the plain, including Yesilova
Hoytik. Yesilova Hoytik is the oldest settlement centre within the city of Izmir. This centre, together with Yassitepe and
Ipeklikuyu Hoytik makes up “[zmir’s Prehistoric Settlement Area”. Excavations began in 2005 but were followed by a
break. Work resumed in 2008 under the auspices of the Ministry of Culture and Tourism and the Ege University. The
settlement area is thought to be some 70,000 m? in size. In prehistoric times, the Bornova plain, with its easy topography,
rich flora and animal resources, was the perfect place to settle for its first inhabitants.

The Yesilova Hoytik which is under a thick alluvium layer in the middle of the Bornova Plain, at the intersection point
of Manda Creek and Gokdere is the only settlement area from prehistoric times in the city as we know of.

The excavations in the area started in 2005 by the joint production of the Izmir Archeological Museum and the Ege
Universty Archeology Department. Excavation works are in progress since 2008 with the order to the Ministry of Culture
and Tourism which are administered under the the Ege University. Excavation are being sponsored by The Ministry of
Culture and Tourism, Municipality of Bornova, Izmir Metropolitan Municipality and the Ege University.

The Yesilova Hoytk is a mound style settlement, it was built upon fourteen times and spreads over a 70 thousand
square meter area and is now below the plain level today (Fig. 1). The prehistoric settlement in Yesilova spread to
Yassitepe and Ipeklikuyu starting from the end of the Neolithic Age and continued to develop. This 800 meter diameter
area in the middle of the Bornova Plain (Fig. 2) which was the birthplace of Izmir’s city culture is “Izmir’s Prehistoric
Settlement Area.”

It is now known that many different cultures lived within the Yesilova Hoytik spreading area from the Neolithic Age to
the Roman Period. So, the cultural layers starting from the surface include the cultures of the Roman Period, Bronze
Age, Chalcolithic Age and Neolithic Age.

Yesilova Hoytik Layers

I. Level: Roman (10 B.C.-290 A.C)
I1. Level: Bronze Age -E.B.A Cemetery
I11. Level: Chalcolithic... 1,2 (4340-4230B.C.)
Hiatus
IV.Level : Neolithic
1 a,b,c.-2 (6000-5730 B.C)
3-8 (6500-6060 B.C)

! Derin 2007, 377.
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The first settlements in the Hoytk began during the Neolithic Age, at least eight to nine thousand years before our time.
The third layer is the longest standing and thickest cultural layer of the Yesilova Hoyuk. It is known that is process,
which has thirteen levels that is thought to be rebuilt, developed in three states within itself. The most important
elements that characterise the Neolithic settlement levels are the pottery and the small finds. These finds show that the
Neolithic at Yesilova Hoytitk developed in three phases; levels IV. la-c-2, 3-5 and 6-8.

We have come across some ashy areas and compressed soil foundations in the first levels of the Neolithic Age (level IV
6-8) meters below the surface of the plain. This early phase was researched during the 2005 excavations season in a
limited area in the southeastern section of grid.

From the soil foundations and burn marks, we understand that oval or rectangular huts made from wicker and tree
branches were built in this area. Oven and ash remains that were dug from around the huts are important in terms of
establishing that daily works and cooking were done outside of the huts.

In almost all the layers there is a deposit of mud-clay with evidence to show there had been a flood. Due to the high
clay content of the soil, some of the layers that were established immediately after the ground flooded by rain and flood-
waters had dried up were almost as hard as concrete. However, at the same time the clay consistency of the earth meant
that natural events like heavy rainfall and floods caused serious damage to the settlement. Most of the overflows and
floods came from the Manda Brook and Gokdere. The Neolithic settlement at the hoytik is known to have been destroyed
by a serious flood from the same sources. The finds from the lowest level upwards show that the community who es-
tablished this settlement were already experienced in pottery making. This pottery group is hand made and mono-
chrome. The paste of the pieces is tempered with very small stones and mica. The pots are well fired. Greyish, light/very
light yellowish and reddish brown tones are the dominant paste and surface colours. However, one pottery group is
cream in colour greyish brown, light brown; very light brown; reddish brown; light reddish brown; reddish yellow;
yellow. Due to the high humidity level, the surfaces of the pottery had been significantly damaged. However, there are
some pieces that show the pottery was sometimes covered with a fine layer of slip of the same colour as the paste.

The forms that have been identified are as follows: Some of them are spherical in shape and without necks, narrowing
at the mouth; bowls with everted rims and flaring shallow bowls are seen for the first time in this phase. Among the
other forms there are necked jars with everted mouth rims, bowls with straight sides, semi-spherical bowls and ‘S’ profile
bowls.

The sides of the pots are usually medium in thickness (0,4-0,7 cm); some of the jars that narrow at the mouth have
thicker sides. Tube handles are frequently seen on the jars. These are usually on the tall jars; there are also a small
number of broad jars with this handle type. Vertically attached round handles are seen on the large jars and short broad
ones * (Fig. 10). The bases of the pots are flat or slightly raised. Some pieces of bowls with simple rim profiles made of
a yellowish white coloured marble were also found (Fig. 11).°

The Yesilova Neolithic community used flint and obsidian to make tools and weapons for cutting, piercing and scraping
and also made piercers and scrapers from animal bones that were used for working on the animal skins. Among the
bone tools, the most common types are ones that are long and thin in shape and awls with pointed ends. Apart from
these, a knife/sickle was uncovered that had one side split in the middle to allow the blades to be inserted. Some deer
antlers were used as handles for tools and some of the bones left from animals that had been consumed were shaped
into animal heads to resemble a kind of statuette.

The first result obtained from Level IV.7 is 6490 BC. Early Neolithic Period and the finds from Level 1V.8 suggest that
it could go back a further 200 years. The light of this for the Neolithic Age of Aegean Region would be choronology.
The finds from Yesilova Hoytik levels IV.6-8 show close paralles to those of the Early Neolithic/levels of Aegean and

2 Derin 2012 (Fig. 10).
3 Derin 2012 (Fig. 11).
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Lake Region settlements. The key settlements contemporary with Yesilova Hoytik in the Aegean Region is Ulucak Vd-
f, Ugurlu V and Cukurici X-1X.* Accordingly, the beginning of the Neolithic secuence at Yesilova can be dated to around
6500 BC, signifying that the onset of sedentary life in the Aegean region was initiated by an Early Neolithic community.
It is also evident that this Neolithic community while developing in this region, had cultural contacts with its contem-
poraries in the Lakes Region and in the Marmara Region.

The level IV.1a-c, 2 is known as the longest permanent settlement area of the Hoytk. This period where tents and huts
were used for housing in Yesilova, a rich process has started which we call the Renaissance of the Neolithic Age (Fig.
3). The advancements that look place in the IV 1-2 levels of the Hoyuk, the founding of bigger residences due to pop-
ulation growth, in other words, the birth of a larger scale architecture is closely related to change in nutrition, which
we call the life economy of huminaty. Permanent shelters and a settled lifestyle in the Yesilova Hoytik only came about
after a sustainable nutrition became possible.

The spaces between the structures and the courtyard were built with ovens, strained and grounded stones (Fig. 4). Not
many remains have survived today regarding the upper structure of the stone foundation. The walls of the structures
were built with mud which consisted of a mixture of clayley soil and plant remains that were put in 10-15 centimeter
molds, unlike traditional architecture which used mud bricks (Fig. 4).

Usually, on the southern parts of the structures, platforms made of mud smeared stones and kitchen workshops that
were used to grind wheat. We also see important elements of daily life such as stone workshops that were used for
making axes from serpentine stones, weaving workshops and earthenware production units (Figs. 9-10). While there
are small stoves inside some of the structures, the majority of the ovens are located in the courtyard thus proving that
courtyards had an important place in social life.

Most of the stone tools and hunting weapons are made of flint and consist of different types including arrowheads,
blades, cutters, scrapers, piercers and borers. The cores and chips show that the production of flint tools was carried
out at Yesilova (Fig. 8).

Some stones had been cut to make them square so they could be used to make necklaces. Among the clay items there
is a miniature (Fig. 7). the pintadera seals with labyrinth and spiral motifs were were found here (Fig. 6).” The Yesilova
Neolithic community had an organised social structure. They had at least a three-phase settlement in the Neolithic Pe-
riod, red-slipped pottery (Fig. 5) roughened on the outside and decorated with mother gooddess, pantera and fingernail
impression designs were found in levels IV 1 - 2 of Yesilova Hoytk.

The sea level was much lower than today (about thirty-five m.) and the little mound of Yesilova was situated on a green
plain between two rivers. The people of Yesilova were farmers and grew wheat, barley and lentils. It appears that in
levels IV 2 and 1 the smaller pastoral animals, sheep and goats, increased in importance; remains of cattle and pigs show
a distinct decrease. In addition, the founding of remains of domestic cows, deer, pantera and wild boars proves the
richness in food resources.

The economy was diverse as they also fished in the rivers, collected seashells, hunted game and gathered wild herbs.
The consumption of seafood increased especially towards the end of the Neolithic Period. (IV 1 - 3). Almost all of the
seafood remains consist of univalves (e.g. screw shells) and bivalves (e.g. mussels) that live in sandy environments in
the bays and shallow waters near the shore.

The Yesilova finds show that the orgins of [zmir go back as far as an Early Neolithic Aegean community. The Yesilova
Neolithic community in the central-western Anatolia region underwent their own cultural development and must have
had links with the Lakes Region, the island of Melos, Cappadocia and the Marmara region. These people, who probably
came to Izmir from a region further east, were the first here to combine hunter-gathering with stockbreeding and

* Cilingiroglu et al. 2012, 141, Erdogu 2013,6-7; Horejs 2012, 120-121.
> Derin 2012, fig.22, Derin 2014, 305-306.
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farming, and when they settled were the first Aegean people in the vicinity of {zmir, where the community established
its own culture and society; this was not merely a transitional region.

This development process, that includes the end of the level IV.1 -Neolithic, shows that the Neolithic settlement was
left like Menderes Area,® Izmir Region: Cukurici VIII, Ulucak IV and Ege Gubre 111 at 5800-5700 B.C.” There was pos-
sibly a new and dramatic shift in the climate, which brought drought to West Anatolia... While a climatic or natural
event may be held responsible for the region-wide abandonment of sites, we lack concrete data as to why Yesilova was
not inhabited after the heavy fire destroyed the settlement. The Yesilova Hoyuk Neolithic settlement was completely
abondoned after a huge fire around 5800/5700 B.C.

The Yesilova Late Neolithic settlement had spread to the north, all the way to Yassitepe Hoytik. The settlement has a
very specific location near Manda Deresi (Fig. 2) . Half of the prehistoric mound remained under the modern buildings.

We know that Yassitepe was invaded 300 years later by a complately different society. This process we are referring to
point to an era we call the Chalcolithic Age. We don’t know where the Neolithic communities went and where the new
one came from. What we do know is that first settlers in Yesilova came across floods many times and it was difficult for
them to live in the area after alluviums swarmed the region. The Yassitepe Hoyuk is a mound style settlement, it was
built upon fourteen times from Late Neolithic to Roman times:

Yasstepe Hoyuik Layers

1. Level: Roman
1I. Level: Bronze Age
A.Middle Bronze 1,2
B.Early Bronze 1-2(2880-2830B.C)
3-5(3020-2900 B.C.)
6-8
I11. Level: Chalcolithic... 1,2 (5320-5215 B.C, 5210-4995 B.C.)
Hiatus
IV.Level : Neolithic (?)

The deposit of early period found in only a small area in step trenchs at Yassitepe Hoytik, under the new settlement at
the north of Yesilova Hoytk. There are sherds and lithic in the Neolithic Period. The Chalcolithic Age after Neolithic
settlement in this area has continued. The Chalcolithic period had a different culture from the Neolithic Period in the
Yesilova Hoytik (IV). The existence of a two phase settlement extending across the whole hoytk at this level was iden-
tified. In The Center of Yassitepe Hoytik, small remains were found together with the pottery finds from the Chalcolithic
level 111.2, which is 1.25 m. (13.50-14.75 m. ) in thickness.

The pottery of level I11.2 at Yassitepe is homogeneous in character in terms of both paste, surface features and shapes.
The Chalcolithic pottery is less aesthetic than the Neolithic pottery and burnish is more important than slip in the suface
treatment. Among the surface colors is grey, grey-brown and brown. The amount of burnished pottery is somewhat
more than that of simple pottery. However burnish was generally performed lightly and carelessly. The Chalcolithic
pottery was generally roughly made. The paste was tempered with small stones and sand. Some of the bowls have a
single horned handle such as in the Troad Kumtepe la, Besik- Sivritepe, Hanaytepe,® Gulpinar” and Ulucak'® at Chal-
colithic Levels.

o Dedeoglu 2014, 22.

7 Derin, 2005, 87; Saglamtimur 2007, 376.

8 Seeher 1987: Abb.2: 2-4.

9 Takaoglu 2006: Fig. 9: 17-18, 307-308, fig. 37.
10 Derin et al. 2004, 18-21.
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The cultural horizon to which the assemblages from Yassitepe Hoytik TI1.2 level, like as Ulucak Hoyuk of the Early
Chalcolithic Period in Western Anatolia. Yassitepe II1.2, which has also provided radiocarbon dates ranging from 5320
to 5215 BC. In the Early Chalcolithic Period in Western Anatolia. It has generally been viewed as trail of he LNII or
Final Neolithic (FN) period in the Aegean.

Level III, representing the middle Chalcolithic period at Yesilova, has preserved deposits only in a limited area. In the
center of the settlement, architectural remains have been attested along with associated pottery. Level III appears to
have represented two different phases in the Chalcolithic settlement, extending across the whole mound. These structures
are characterized by pit floors which were dug directly into the soil. The edges of the structures, which had been first
dug in the Neolithic levels, descend with a slight slope and reach a depth of 1 m. in the center and at least 6-8 m. in di-
ameter (Fig. 11).

The building’s floor, the edges of which appeared to be damaged, continued in the northern cross-section. The floor of
the hut was formed of mud plaster around 3 cm in thickness. A fireplace also occurs on this floor, which was paved
with pieces of broken pottery in quite a few places while the mud was still wet before being covered again with a layer
of mud plaster 2-3 cm in thickness. In the lower levels of this hollowed-out section, heaps of debris were found ap-
proximately 6,1 m. in thickness consisting of stones of various sizes, pieces of burned mud and pots belonging to the
second level of the Chalcolithic Period. Some whole pots and other finds were found in situ on top of this floor (Fig.
12).1

The Chalcolithic pottery is less aesthetic than the Neolithic pottery and burnish is more important than slip in the
surface treatment. On the surface, shades of gray and brown are common (Fig. 12). The most characteristic shape in
the pottery of level II1.1 is the carinated bowls. Attached to the space between the rim and the shoulder on the interior
and exterior, these handles are of two types, namely basket-handles and mushroom-shaped handles. Small knobs are
frequently seen on their lower back (Fig. 6).!?

Carinated bowls with high handles are the foremost distinctive element of the pottery of the Middle Chalcolithic Age
(Fig. 12). Such bowls were found at Gulpinar in North-Western Anatolia, Cakmak Tepe, Liman Tepe VI, Kulaksizlar,
Demirli Cave, Yogurtcu Kale Cave in Central-Western Anatolia, Becin Fortress, and Karain Cave in South-Western Ana-
tolia, and Kurugcay 11 in the Lake District, as well as Emporio X-VIII on Chios and Tigani II-111 on Samos in the eastern
Aegean Islands. Comparisons reveal that the pottery culture of the Middle Chalcolithic period observed at Yesilova was
present throughout an extensive geographical area extending from north-western Anatolia to the coast of Antalya. Of
the Aegean islands, Chios and Samos are also included in this cultural area. Furthermore, elements akin to this cultur-
ally-influenced are encountered in layer VII of Orman Fidanlig."

The radiocarbon dates from Besik-Sivritepe range from 4800-4500 BC and the ones from Kumtepe IA from 4800 to
4370 BC. Since the radiocarbon results from level 1111 at Yesilova date between 4340 and 4230 B.C.,'* it is possible to
date the period called the Middle Chalcolithic, extending from Gulpinar to Bakla Tepe Late Chalcolthic 4, to the second
half of the fifth millennium BC at the site".

The Early Bronze Age settlement in the YassitepeHoyttk can be defined as the continuation of the Chalcolithic Age. In
addition to the similarities in earthenware, the stone foundation colossal architecture points to an important develop-
ment.

" Derin 2012 (Fig. 4, 5).

12 Derin et al. 2009, fig. 14; Derin 2011, 103, fig. 13:7,12, Derin 2012.

3 Caymaz 2010, fig. 86: 1; Efe 2001, fig.18: 281-3

" Derin et al. 2009, 7.

5 Kromer et al. 2003, 43-54, Derin 2012, 179; Sperling 1976. Hood 1981, 165; Kaplan etal. 2013, 393.
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The Early Bronze Age settlement has eight levels, which became with the oldest layer of Troy, and is made up of thin,
long, rectangular planned structures with high stone walls (Figs. 13-14).

We know that there were fire places and platforms in those structures which as walls as high 2 meters and were stretched
out as long houses along the northeast-southwest axis (Fig. 14). The walls of the structures were built as joint walls.
The structures were renovated and reused. The destruction of the walls with an ‘s’ shape suggest that this 5000-year-
old settlement ended with an earthquake (2880-2830 B.C.). Civilizations that lived here after the earthquake restored
the structures and continued living here.

These architectural remains pertaining to this cultural process was unearthed at Yassitepe and the graveyard was found
at the center of the Yesilova Hoyuk (Fig. 16).1°

The typical forms of EBA I period are bowls with thickened interior rims with incised decoration, bowls with horizontal
tubular lugs, tripod cooking pots (Fig. 15). The Early Bronze Age I the pottery is monochrome, handmade, dark faced
and slipped.

Although excavations in the area have only been going on ten years, important findings were obtained that can shed
light on a period that started at the Neolithic Age and ended 1500 years ago relating to the settlement in the Yesilova
Hoyuk.

16 Derin 2009, 258.
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Resim 1/ Figure 1: Yesilova Hoyugu / Yesilova Hoyuik Area.

YASSITEPE IPEKLIKUYU

Resim 2 / Figure 2: [zmir'in Prehistorik alani / Resim 3/ Figure 3: Neolithik yapilar / Neolithic Buildings
Prehistoric area of [zmir.
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Resim 4 / Figure 4: Neolitik IV.1a Seviyesi / Neolithic Level IV.1a

Resim 5/ Figure 5: Neolitik Donem Canak ¢comlekleri / Neolithic pottery
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Resim 6 / Figure 6: Neolitik Dénem Muthirleri / Neolithic seals

Resim 7/ Figure 7: Neolitik Donem Figuirini /
Neolithic Figurine

Resim 8/ Figure 8: Neolitik Donem Tas Eserler / Neolithic Lithic

Resim 9/ Figure 9: Havan, Neolitik Donem /
Neolithic pestles

Resim 10/ Figure 10: Neolitik Dénem baltalar: / Neolithic Axes
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Resim 11/ Figure 11: Kalkolitik Donem Seviyesi (I11.1) / Chalcolithic Level (III.1)

Resim 12 / Figure 12: Kalkolitik Donem Canak
comlekleri / Chalcolithic Pottery

Resim 13/ Figure 13: Erken Tung cagi yapilar1 / Early Bronze Buildings
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Resim 14/ Figure 14: Yassitepe Erken Tun¢ Cagl yerlesimi / Early Bronze Age settlement of Yassitepe
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Resim 16/ Figure 16: Erken Tunc Cagi Gomusti / Farly Bronze Age Burial
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