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ABSTRACT

SOCIAL CONTEXT OF SMALL FIND DISTRIBUTION AT DOMUZTEPE;
RITUAL DISPLAY AND SOCIETY

Erdem, Deniz
Ph.D., Department of Settlement Archaeology
Supervisor: Assist Prof. Dr. Cigdem Atakuman

September 2013, 178 pages

This study examines the spatial distribution of small finds within a late Neolithic
ritual context at the site of Domuztepe-Kahramanmaras (c. 6500-5500). This ritual
context is composed of 3 interrelated components, namely the Death Pit, the Ditch
and the Burnt Structure, all of which were found located in relation to a specially
prepared space made up of compacted red earth, which is called the Red Terrace. The
small finds that were recovered from these contexts during the excavations included
items such as stamp seals, stone vessels, obsidian objects, shells, beads, small axes,
spindle whorls, bone tools and such. Distribution of these items has been examined
through correspondance analysis, which aims to demonstrate the relationship
between the object groups and the spatial contexts.

The aim of such an analysis is to understand the nature of the rituals that took place
at Domuztepe, so that the significance of ritual can be evaluated in context of the
social organization of the time period. At 20 hectares, Domuztepe is the biggest 6"
millennium BC site known to date. This period is named as Halaf Period in North
Mesopotamia (6000-5200 BC) and it falls between the Neolithic Transition (c.10500-
7000 BC), a term that is used to refer to the appearance of first settled populations
and agricultural societies, and the Urban Transition (c. 4000-2500 BC), a term that is
used to refer to the appearance of first city-states in the Near East. Therefore, the

time period is traditionally perceived as an important stage in the evolution of central



authority and ritual and economic centralization that was the hallmark of the first

city-states.

Within an alternative theoretical approach, this study reviews the space-object-
person relations of the time period through a critical analysis of the material culture,
related ritual activity and settlement patterns in an attempt to draw a picture of social
and economic trends during the Halaf Period. Following this, the significance of
ritual activity is evaluated in context of these trends to understand the patterns of
social change. As a result, | argue that objects that were studied in this thesis
regulated complex social relationships between individuals and groups. As such,
their use and ritual deposition indicate significance of routine ritual activity in social
organization; however, the findings do not allow one to firmly argue for the
existence of central authority that is capable of collecting both the ritual and

economic activities of the whole Domuztepe society.

Keywords: Halaf Period, Ritual, Social Structure, Small Finding, Correspondance

Analysis
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DOMUZTEPE’DE KUCUK BULUNTU DAGILIMININ SOSYAL
BAGLAMI; RiTUEL SERGILEME VE TOPLUM

Erdem, Deniz
Doktora, Yerlesim Arkeolojisi Anabilim Dal1
Tez Yoneticisi: Yrd. Dog. Dr. Cigdem Atakuman

Eyliil 2013, 178 sayfa

Bu c¢alisma kapsaminda Kahramanmaras ilinde yer alan ve Geg¢ Neolitik Donem’e
tarinlenen Domuztepe yerlesiminin ritiiel olarak tanimlanan alanlarindan ele gegen
kiiciik buluntularin mekansal dagilimi incelenmistir. Bu kontekstler Oliim Cukuru,
Hendek ve Yanmis Yapi olarak adlandirilmis ve sikistirilmis kirmizi toprakla 6zel
olarak yapildig1 anlasilan Kizil Teras alani icinde ve bu alanla baglantili olarak
tanimlanmislardir. Kazilar sirasinda bu alanlardan ele gegen kiigliik buluntular;
miihiirler, tas kaplar, obsidyen nesneler, deniz kabuklari, boncuklar, kiiciik
baltaciklar, agirsaklar, tas ve kemik aletler olarak siralanabilirler. Bu objelerin
dagilimi Uyum Analizi yontemi ile incelenmistir. Bu yontem sayesinde nesnelerin
birbirleri ve mekanlar ile olan iligkileri ve bu iliskilerin derecelerinin saptanmasi

miimkiin olmustur.

Bu analizlerin amact Domuztepe’de gerceklesen ritiiellerin dogasini aciklamaya
calismak; bu sayede de Geg¢ Neolitik topluluklarinin sosyal organizasyonlarinda
ritiiellerin dnemi anlamaya ¢alismaktir. Domuztepe 20 hektarlik alan1 M.O. 6. bine
tarihlenen yerlesimlerin en blyligiidiir. Kuzey Mezopotamya’da “Halaf” olarak
tanimlanan bu dénem (M.O. 6000-5200), Neolitik gegis (c.10500-7000 BC), olarak
adlandirilan; ilk yerlesik ve tarim topluluklarinin ortaya ¢iktigi donem ile ilk sehir
devletlerinin ortaya ¢ikist (c. 4000-2500 BC), arasinda kalan bir zaman araligini

tanimlamamak i¢in kullanilmaktadir. Bu nedenle, Halaf Donemi geleneksel olarak
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ilk sehir devletlerini karakterize eden merkezi otorite, ritiiel ve ekonomik

merkezilesme evriminde dnemli bir agama olarak algilanmaktadir.

Bu ¢alisma, donemin mekan-nesne-insan arasindaki iliskileri yeniden inceleyerek,
maddi kiiltiir, ilgili ritiiel faaliyetler ve yerlesim modellerinin elestirel bir analizi
yardimi ile Halaf Donemi boyunca sosyal ve ekonomik egilimleri anlamaya
caligmaktadir. Bunu takiben, ritliel faaliyetlerin 6nemi, bu egilimler baglaminda
toplumsal degisim kaliplarin1 anlamak i¢in degerlendirilmistir. Sonug olarak bu tez
kapsaminda caligilan nesnelerin bireyler ve gruplar arasindaki karmasik sosyal
iligkilerin diizenleyicisi oldugu tartigilmistir. Bu nedenle, bu nesnelerin kullanimi ve
ritiel birikimi toplumsal orgiitlenme de rutin ritiiel faaliyetlerin Onemini
gostermektedir; ancak yine de buluntular kesin bir sekilde tiim Domuztepe’nin
ekonomik ve ritiiel aktivitesini toparlayan bir merkezi otoritenin varligini tartismaya

izin vermemektedir.

Anahtar Sozciikler: Halaf Donemi, Ritiiel, Toplumsal Yapi, Kiiciik Buluntu, Uyum
Analizi
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CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION

1.1 The Problem

The “Halaf” period, dated to c. 6000-5200 BC, has been defined in the
archaeological literature as an important transition phase (Table 1), that is
chronologically located between the Early Neolithic Period, when the first wide
spread evidence of settled life and agriculture began to emerge, and the Late
Chalcolithic period during which the first urban settlements began to emerge in the

Near East.

Table 1.Prehistoric Chronology for Near East (Ozdogan 2011).

Epi- Paleolithic/

Proto Neolithic 11.000-10.000
PPNA
9.500-9.000
Early PPNB 8500
Middle PPNB 8000
Late PPNB 7500
PPNC 7500-7000

Early Pottery Neolithic | 7000
Middle Pottery Neolithic | 6500
Late Pottery Neolithic | 6000

Early Chalcolithic 6000-5500

With its eye-catching material culture, Halaf period has attracted the attention of
many archaeologists since the beginning of the 20™ century. The so called Halaf
pottery is named after the discovery of distinctly painted pottery at Tell Halaf near
Syrian Turkish border, being excavated between 1911 and 1929. This distinctive
pottery was exceptionally fine, a thin hard ware in a wide range of competent and

1



attractive shapes bearing brilliant carpet-like designs painted in black, red, and white
on the buff surface. Later works of Oppenheim in Sakcagdzii (1943) and Mallowan
in Arpachiyah (1933) have indicated that, this pottery also existed in Northern Irag.
After, that type of pottery was found in Arpachiyah by Mallowan, Sakc¢agozii by
Garstang (1908) and Amuq plain by Braidwood (1945) as well. These works
suggested that so called Halaf culture are concentrated on the north part of the region
known as “Fertile Crescent” where mixed dry farming economy could be sustained.

The wide scale adoption of intricately painted pottery, stamp seals, stone bowls, and
elaborated obsidian items over the rain-fed areas of the Northern Mesopotamia has
been interpreted as migration of new populations by the culture-historically oriented

archaeologists of the early 20" century.

"\é e More than 10ha N L\__-
} ;‘ Less than 10ha 8

Map 1. Distribution of the Halaf Material Culture in the Near East

Max Mallowan’s excavations at Arpachiyah in North Iraq revealed that the Halaf
ceramic development could be divided into Early, Middle, and Late phases from the
late 6th to early 5th millennia BC (5050-4300 BC uncal.) (Mallowan and Rose
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1935). Mallowan also suggested North Iraq as the potential center for the emergence
of Halaf tradition. After excavations of Tepe Gawra and Nineveh it is understood
that Halaf pottery was preceding Ubaid style pottery (Campbell, 1992:182-195).
After that Davidson (1977) appended Halaf-Ubaid Transitional Phase.

Table 2. Halaf Chronology Table-1 (Campbell, 1992: 181).

| Ubaid
4500 8. .E.
Late
Halaf
48300 . c.E. T
Early
Halaf
5200 B.C.E, ]
Hassunal
Samarra
5_-54]{! B.C.E.
Proto-Hassuna
5900 B.C.E. i I

Watkins and Campbell developed new bipartite chronology for Halaf as Early and
Late Halaf (Watkins and Campbell 1987). Campbell further developed this structure
by recognizing the changes within the early and the late periods. According to his

recent work Halaf period is examined in four sections (Campbell 2007).

Halaf la (Earlier than Early Halaf),
Halaf Ib (Early Halaf)

Halaf lla (Middle Halaf)

Halaf 11b (Late Halaf)



Table 3. Halaf Chronology Table-2 (Campbell, 2007: 127).

&
)
a N \ SONN AN o~

4000

beJ) yuoN
ada] ueuay|
yepeAiz e
iqy,-|e 8L
ebeuysew 181
npany{ |18y
ANAQH IpnsI 4
ade)znwoq
peAqy 1qes 8L

lleweys »esoy ||aL

Further studies indicate that chronological boundaries that archaeologists try to
devise are not sharp and clear (Campbell 2000, Akkermans2000, 2008). In specific,
Sabi Abyad excavations in the late 1980’s and 1990°s proved that no sudden events
or massive migrations contributed to the evolution of the culture. Instead, the
excavations of Sabi Abyad indicated that emergence of Halaf pottery and related
material culture and settlement pattern followed a local development starting with the
7th millennium BC (Akkermans 2000: 46-54). In the light of these studies; Late
Neolithic period could be perceived through a long term interaction and fusion of
local cultures rather than a sudden revolution or immigration. Though this period is
still to be defined upon the relative relationship between ceramics and settlements;



new models put forward recently contributes to the focusing on the smooth and
heterogeneous structure of late Neolithic.

In the latter part of the 20™ century, archaeologists of the social evolutionary
approach (Fried and Service 1960) began to focus more on the social organizational
aspects of the Halaf period, mostly based on the possible exchange patterns of
objects with an assumption that the wide spread adoption of similar objects and
distribution of long-distance exchange items such as obsidian must have required
some kind of central organization and social complexity. It is still argued that
obsidian, with its main sources located in Central and East Anatolia, controls over
the Halaf sites and because of that control some local central authorities must have
emerged (Akkermans and Schwartz 2003:126-130). Whereas some studies argued
that this time period should be treated as a chiefdom level society, with a lower
degree of social complexity (Davidson 1977, Watson and Le Blanc 1970, Yoffee
1993), others claimed that settlement patterns and architectural remains indicate a
cooperative life style so Halaf societies should be defined as egalitarian
(Nieuwenhuyse 2006, Frangipane 2007). According to Akkermans (2003), based on
the settlement pattern, Halaf social organization was based on small scale egalitarian
family or kinship. According to him, Halaf social organization should be non-
hierarchical and tribal. However, the existence of stamp seals let many scientists to
think that there was a complex organization during that period. Some would argue
that the Halaf societies may be categoriazed as wealth based chiefdoms rather than
staple based chiefdoms (Earle 1985, 1987). Wealth based chiefdoms would excel on
the trade of exotic materials or socially valuable items which endow status to their
owners. Yet, a social system based on wealth finance would be exteremely
vulnerable to various social and ecological stresses and in constant danger of
extinction. Nevertheless, the wealth based chiefdoms would be able to carry an elite
class who was aware of the abundance and distribution of exotic materials, who had
access to them through social networks and who had access to the craft labor capable

of shaping these materials.

There certainly is not enough archaeological evidence to prove the existence of site
level or regional level authority in Halaf period. Although the settlements of the time

period differed in dimensions and plans, they are commonly observed to be small
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(usually less than 1 hectares) and temporarily occupied which give the impression of
a society that was organized around extended family groups organized through
houses, residing at the above mentioned small and scattered villages (Akkermans and
Schwartz 2003:126-130). Within the last 20 years, a few large-scale settlements such
as Domuztepe-Kahramanmaras, Takyan-Sirnak and Kazane-Urfa have begun to
change this general picture. Although these sites motivated many researchers to
argue for the existence of small scale political centralization, such as chiefdom based
society for the Halaf, thorough evaluations of the material culture and settlement
patterns have proved difficult to categorize the Halaf societies as chiefdom level
societies. Consequently, this dilemma, which may be called as the Halaf paradox,
calls for a better understanding of the time period beyond the conventional frames of
culture historical and social evolutionary approaches. Therefore, this dissertation is
aimed to critically evaluate the work done up to now and try to develop a new
theoretical perspective. This dissertation is aimed to critically evaluate the work done
up to now, and find the answer to the question of how it should look from a new

point of view.

1.2 The Approach: Ritual and Social Construction

In Halaf Period the existence of a central authority has not been supported by
archaeological evidence; neither at site level nor at regional level. However,
routinely practiced rituals must have had an important role in maintaining the social
structure. With its 20 hectares area, Domuztepe is one of the largest Halaf
settlements, providing a rich context for evaluating the patterns of social change and
social organization during this time period. Ongoing excavations at the site have
revealed an interesting ritual area with human and material burials (Carter et al.
2003:117-133). In this study, three different contexts within this ritual context were
focused upon; two of them are related to complex ritual activities (the Death Pit and
the Ditch) while the other context (the Burnt Structure) can be defined as a domestic

context.

These three contexts were selected from the Operation I. It is thought that two of

these contexts (the Death Pit, the Ditch) were hosting complex ritual activities. The
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data related to the burials and feasting were recovered from these contexts. The other
context, the Burnt Structure is close to the red terrace but it remained outside of the
area which is encircled by the terrace. This structure consists of a combination of the
courtyard and house associated with more domestic areas. It was destroyed by
sudden fire so Burnt Structure has a large number of in-situ findings. All of these
separate contexs were located on a specially prepared place called the Red Terrace,
which was apparently prepared by carrying red soil that commonly occurred in the
vicinity of the site. Upon consideration this special treatment, it can be said that the
terrace might have had special meaning and it is even possible to say that it might
have functioned as a boundary that separates the domestic space from ritual contexts.
The contexts with different functions were included in the analysis so that social

context of small find distribution could be discussed.

In the anthropological literature, rituals are commonly treated as symbolic means of
communication, rearranging and regulating social practices to alleviate social stress,
to help define social structure and to make the power hierarchies agreeable. In
general, it can be defined as a process of socio-cultural integration or exchange (Bell
1992: 10-20). Emile Durkheim (1965) described the rituals as social manifestos
which are bringing people together as a collective group and creating a common
identity. In fact they can be viewed as arena in which social relations were negotiated
and structured. These activities could be considered as the occasions where social
negotiations took place and they were quite likely that the social roles are re-
determined (Peregrine 2002:370-371).

Mark Aldendenfer (1993) claimed that rituals maintain the balance in society. He
also claims that a ritual, being a way of social networking, is used to justify the
existing social relations as well. Context, which in hold the actors of society are
consisting of beliefs to explicitly define societies’ current perception of the world.
Rituals could be defined as practice form of these beliefs in economic and social
construction. So these activities provide the necessary tools for the emergence of
persistent social inequality. Therefore, understanding the changes in the human
social behavior is only possible through understanding of the beliefs and rituals
which are important part of human life. And understanding the social inequality in

society will be possible through examining the material remains of rituals.
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In this view, activities considered as rituals may not need to be merely isolated to
religion and temples but it covers all activities which keep individuals under social
control and determine the hierarchy within a much wider context of life including
marriage, initiation, all sorts of bodily performance, eating, feasting etc. These
practices may be extended to cover production, consumption which actually
constitutes habitus (Bourdieu 1977, Kuijt, 2004: 183-199). While human beings
carry out their daily routines, they learn and internalize the social norms, values and
rules. According to Bourdieu (1977), daily routine activities like eating, sleeping, and
mourning thus become the mechanisms for the individuals to socialize within
specified routines of rules and regulations. This view allows us to see the social
practice in its totalty as a ritualized performance with differing degrees based on its
significance (Bell 1992).

In rituals, the existence of a common symbolic language both in the tangible form
such as employment of objects in preparation of place, food and bodies, and in the
intangible form, such as employment of myths and stories, are the most significant
factors for providing links between the objects, places and people whereby identities
are structured. In Paul Connerton’s terms (1989), rituals could be defined as
incorporating activities. Especially in prehistoric periods history was enacted by the
aid of those who were skilled in keeping the memory of stories of the group’s past.
Therefore, he claims that remembering process is not only a biological process but
also selected and socially structured process. As stated by him “struggle of people
against the central authority is the struggle of memory against the forgetting”. So
manipulation of collective memory is the important source of power. In this point of
view, what is remembering and what is forgetting is socially determined and this
process was controlled by the ritual activities. Public rituals could be interpreted as
incorporating activities and way of manipulation of symbolic world. Public rituals
take place in public places for all to see. These events are staged in such a way that
social participation and common beliefs and values were emphasized in a highly
structured environment where social control and its hierarchies were clearly defined.

In this regard, people, who have the right to speak during these activities, have
accumulated capitals that can be used in shaping the society. Rituals, being held in a
centralized area of the settlement, may be related to social inclusion, while it can be

claimed that segregated rituals are relevant to the social manipulation process.
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During public events, sharing and consumption of large amounts of food was
probably an important part of rituals that seeked to form a social cohesion among the
participants. Especially in Sabi Abyad/ level 6 Burnt Village (Helwing 2003) and
Domuztpe/Death Pit food consumption would appear to be a vital part of public
rituals (Kansa and Campbell 2002). Feasting might be approached as a field of social
competition which functioned to increase social credit of the feast giver through
material displays and consumption of large amounts of food (Hayden 1996:127-146).
Twiss argues that (2008), feasting activites can be archaeologically identified based
on the following criteria: 1) evidence for consumption of large quantities and special
foods. This consumption is determined by the archaeological remains such as
residues of food preparation, refuse pits, big ovens and kiln, cooking utensils and
specially decorated presentation dishes. 2) Evidence for special preparation of space
in common and sacred spaces. 3) evidence for use of special objects which enhanced
the status display. Indeed, during these events, highly crafted artifacts, as well as
food, displayed the participants’ skill and understanding of norms and values, thus
increasing his status and symbolic capital in the social ladder (Hayden 2001: 571-
582). Such large-scale organization requires control of labor, and to some extent
control of the events. Thus, participants in exchange were inclined to be in close
relations with those who displayed greater prestige. In return, amount of food and its
quality must have been significant issues to evaluate by the feast giver. This control
results in expansion of organizational leadership roles (Aldenderfer 1990:1-40). As
social networks and alliances grow, the number of families with their self-defending
success about the political and economic struggles has been increased (Hayden 2009:
29-52). Therefore, it can be claimed that through these activities some individuals or
groups had made a serious symbolic power accumulation. During these events,
presentation of food in symbolically recognizable pottery was important, since the
ceramic shape and symbolism arguably reflected common aesthetic and moral values
of social groups. Olivier Nieuwenhuyse’s studies (2006) suggest that the rising
importance of pottery style and decoration during the Halaf Period was an indicator

of ritualized contexts of food consumption from household to public spheres.

Objects must have played an active role in the functioning of rituals involving large
scale food consumption. Some objects are signs of social status in the society that

determines economic and social rights of individuals (Earle 2001). Hayden argues
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that (1998) some objects may be produced as an indicator of the power, wealth or
success rather than fulfilling some practical tasks. In general, objects established a
relationship between materials and those who have them and those they belong to
(Plourde, 2009: 265-277). Objects gain their values depending on material,
production techniques, producer and the person who was using them and where they
used. It signals, having access to the source of exotic materials, having trade contacts
and thus the power of knowledge ad success to their owners. High craftsmanship in
objects immediately signals access to skilled labor that can successfully synthesize
the cultural values into status and invoke admiration and desire (Helms 1988).
Within this model, the concept of wealth could be defined as power and symbolic
capital acquisition. With respect to some researches (Miller-Tilley 1984; McGuice
1992), power concept defined as a result of a need for regulation and coordination in
the society. Power and knowledge exist in daily practices through the dominant
group (Bourdieu 1977). Bourdieu defines the capital providing power accumulation
in social, cultural symbolic and economical ways. These define the individuals’
social status as well as the social structure. For the Halaf settlements, it can be
thought that symbolic capital is of essential importance and status should have
gained through an accumulation of symbolic capital.

From a different angle, food sharing and public displays are also perfect contexts to
construct segregated spheres within society. Consuming certain foods could be
indicator of certain groups. Different social identities could access the different types
of food, such as women and children may have consumed more whole grains while
men have consumed mainly protein. Starting from the point of food acquisition to
processing, preparation and to presentation, consumption and disposal, food has
meaning and importance which defines the culture. For example, Michael Smith
(1987) suggests that people use the whole process of food preparation, display and
disposal as a mechanism to segregate and structure social relations. In this view, the
place of original source, how it is grown (domestic vs wild), production techniques,
harvest age, by whom and how it was cooked, what devices are used to, cultural
context in which they are consumed, where and how the remains were thrown, are all
structured in relation to cultural and social expectations. Within this context, Smith
states six criteria which was sought preparation of luxury foods; rarity, diversity,

availability, necessary labor force, origins and harvest periods. Also, according to
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Kansa (2002) feasting foods should be different from daily food. Based on the
criteria developed by Horwitz (1987) she summarizes the criteria determination of
animal consumed during the rituals as; unfragmented/complete animal skeleton,
consumption of deliberately very young or very old animals, selecting specific part
of animals (horn), one gender should be preferred more than other, consumption of
rare species, association with human bones and grave goods.

During the Pre-Pottery Neolithic Period, monumental architecture tradition was
practiced in some parts of the Near East, especially in South East Anatolia and
Northern Syria. Just like in the case of the Gobekli Tepe, some sites were specifically
set up for the ritual ceremonies (Schmidt 2010:45-54). Monumental buildings
indicate that people began to give special importance to the group formation during
this period. At the same time, they also can be interpreted as institutionalized version
of the rituals, being among the most important means for providing the social
organization and social structure. The good examples of this kind of buildings were
found in Cayonii Tepesi in Diyarbakir. The Saltasli, Terrazo Building, Skull Building
of Cayonii should have used for ritual activities (Ozdogan 1995:79-100).

In contrast to the public ceremonies which took place in specifically designated
structures, sometimes approaching to monumental scales of the Pre-Pottery Neolithic
Period (e.g. Gobekli Tepe, Jerf el Ahmar, Nevali Cori, Cayonii), special ritual
buildings disappeared from the archaeological record of the 6™ millennium BC.
Instead, highly visible symbolism reappeared on small portable objects such as
pottery, stamp seals, possibly textiles and such. Widely recognizable corpus of
symbolism occurred on pottery, stamp seals, figurines and possibly textiles which
constructed a sense of unity and hierarchy among people for around 800 years. These
objects were employed in intricately staged rituals of differing degrees which
combined a number of strategies of object, human and architectural burial for a
successful manipulation of the past events for the sake of the present narratives.
Infact, John Chapman (2000), who studied the Neolithic and Chalcolithic Periods in
the Balkans, had found contexts where incomplete broken objects such as pottery and
figurine were clustered. He claims that these objects were deliberately broken and

dispersed. According to him these broken objects could have been linking people to
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places so they might have been symbolizing the social exchange. He defines this
situation as the process of enchainment.

Especially when considering the deliberately broken and buried objects of high
craftsmanship during the Halaf Period, it can be said this practice has symbolic
meanings which can not be revealed by merely focusing on the economic value of
these artifacts. As will be further discussed in Chapter 1, object burials were mostly
composed of stone vessels, miniature axes, ornaments, pottery and figurines, which
sometimes occurred in association with the human burials. Many examples of the
application were available in many Halaf settlements. At a different level, human
burials of Halaf Period could be varied, as inhumation in pits, cremation, burials in
container, and a few skull separations. Although there appears to be great variation
from site to site in burial type or the burial position, human burials linked place and
people in particular ways that give clues to household histories, in particular gender
roles. Burials can be considered as social investments in locations to construct
meaningful links between places and people. Burial rituals were part of creating
cultural memory (Campbell 2013). They can be defined as a way to reconstruct the
past; to remember and forget in an attempt to construct a manageable present.

Indeed, any burial creates an immediate location for memory and a physical
boundary between the living and the dead or “the above and the below.” The
processes through which the materials go through before final burial, such as
production, consumption, display, breakage, disarticulation, and the circumstances
surrounding their final deposition are all structured cultural events. By means of
examining the practices surrounding their final structured deposition, we can gain
insights into the significance of these acts in the construction of meaning and
structure in the society.

Despite the changing the format and regional differences, rituals have played a vital
role in all the Halaf Period settlements. Increased importance given to the material
culture and ritual activities become an important part of daily life, and kinship-based
relations could have modulated through symbolic rituals. It would appear that the
large settlements provided for the small groups with mixed subsistence stragtegies to

come together for extended periods of time to exchange materials, share food and
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ideas through the agency of the objects. Small numbers of large-scale settlements
such as Domuztepe, Sabi Abyad, Tell Kurdu, YarimTepe, Munbate, Takyan and
Kazane which are agglomerations of distinct subgroups these large settlements could
function as natural borders and signs of a long term existence, at the same time
serving to accommodation, security and storage purposes. Additionally, rituals like
marriage, feast etc. also takes place in settlements. In permanent settlements, they
provide the continuation of society, symbolic capital, and indicate the historical
relations. This new types of settlement brought about by changes in the economy and

settlement pattern as well as changes in the rituals and social structure.

Arguably, during the Halaf Period, ephemerally constituted but routinely employed
rituals regulated the social relationships constantly. In the absence of a centralized
authority, ritual as well as the materials used in them played very important role in
social life. During this period in which power had not gathered in one place, rituals
were turned to negotiation area in which social relations and structure constructed,
revised and considered. Therefore, rituals as well as the symbolic materials used
during the rituals have an important heuristic role in understanding the structure of
communities. In this sense, the social organization models in Halaf period can be
understood through close examination of ritual contexts and the differential use of

objects in these contexts.

Ultimately, the evidence of Domuztepe may hold a clue to the routines and rituals of
daily life and the differential use of material culture in these routines and rituals. To
achieve this goal, the findings of ritual and domestic contexts of Domuztepe are
analyzed in this study, through the employment of correspondence analysis
(Greenacre1994:1). Correspondence analysis determines the relationship between
the objects, their context and the degree and significance of their relation.
Interrelationships of the materials is expected to facilitate the categorization of the
material clusters. In the same respect, understanding of the relationship between

material groups and their contexts will facilitate to find their role in social life.

So, to understand the social life of Halaf Period settlements, material culture studies
will be helpful. Moving from this point on, in the second chapter, Halaf period social

structure investigated through ritual activities and relation between the human,
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objects and places, thereby forming the skeleton of the dissertation. In Chapter Il
also given wide coverage in the material culture uncovered from the Halaf sites. The
studies of this period done so far have been revised as well. Therefore, when
considering the role of rituals in social structure, the definition of the ritual has
become very important. Moving from this point on, the second part of the Chapter 11
Is devoted to these discussions.

Because of the size and geographical position, Domuztepe could provide important
clues of that period. Excavations of Domuztepe probably indicate the social
construction and daily life, rituals, material culture and relationship between the sites
of Halaf Period. The site has been engaged to long-distance exchange especially
obsidian. And from the site lots of statue items have been captured. In addition to
them there is evidence of using stamp seals. The site also housed an interesting burial
place and ritual area. All of these finds could be evident for some degree of
complexity (Carter et all 2003:117-133). All of these properties render Domuztepe a
significant settlement for the Halaf period. Through the investigation of findings
from Domuztepe, answers to several questions will be sought. The investigation of
findings from Domuztepe excavations in regard to their relevant contexts within the

settlement will be handled in Chapter I11.

In Chapter 1V, discussed materials were analyzed. Firstly, the numeric distributions
of the findings, which have been used during the analysis, according to contexts are

represented in prepared bar-charts.

The findings of ritual and domestic contexts of Domuztepe will be analyzed through
correspondence analysis. These analyses help to separate the findings in groups
according to their spatial distribution and measure the relationship between them and
contexts. With the help of correspondence analysis, relationship between the objects
and context and the degree of this relation will be determined. The statistical
significance of these relationships will be seen. Interrelationships of the materials
will facilitate the categorization of the material clusters. In the same respect,
understanding of the relationship between material groups and their contexts will
facilitate to find their role in social life. Meaning of this relation, properties of these

objects and the role of rituals and the objects in construction of social life will be
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discussed in Chapter IV. Moving from this point on, in the second part of the
theoretical discussions, Halaf period social structure investigated through ritual
activities and relation between the human, objects and places, thereby forming the

skeleton of the dissertation.

In the discussion chapter objectives and contents of the rituals as well as their
relations between the objects will be discussed. It is tried to understand the social,
symbolic and cultural capital achievement through the object and the space relations,
as well as how these capitals provided a power acquisition during the societal
processes. As a result, by using the object and space relation, existing perspectives
will be critically evaluated. As a result, social structure of Domuztepe, dated to
Halaf period which is defined as transitional phase, is re-evaluated in the light of

space-objects and human relationships.
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CHAPTER I

HALAF MATERIAL CULTURE, SETTLEMENT, SUBSISTENCE AND
SYMBOLIC PRACTICES: A REVIEW

11.1. Settlement Pattern and Subsistence

In Halaf Period it is seen that there were both temporary and permanent settlements.
In some cases, settlements were consisting of non-permanent small camps. It can be
considered that these small settlements were established for special purpose. For
example in the Khabur region, the Halafian sites, which had number of stone tools on
their surface, are temporary settlements used for hunting or other specific purposes.
It is thought that Umm Dabaghiyah, placed on northern part of Iraq could be used for
onagers and gazelle hunting by semi-nomadic group (Campbell 1992:119-20).1t is
possible to say that same situation is true for many Halaf sites which were smaller
than 1 ha (Campbell 1992:119-20; Akkermans 1993). Others were small hamlets,

made up of small numbered places, occupied by few generations.

The typical Halaf settlements were continually changing interrupted and small sites
of 1-2 ha in dimensions. Although there were some differences in settlement type
and time, some settlements such as Tell el Kerkh, Tell Halula, Sabi Abyad, were
uninterrupted and long-lasting settlement clusters. They were close to water and
suitable for agriculture and husbandry (Akkermans and Schwart 2003: 126-133).
But, recent studies indicated that larger Halaf settlements big as 10-20 ha have also
existed such as Kazane (Wattenmaker and Misir 1994, Bernbeck, Pollock and
Coursey 1999), Takyan (Algaze et al. 1991), Nusaybin (Lyonnet 2000), Mounbateh
(Akkermans 1990) and Domuztepe (Carter 1996, 1997, Campbell et al. 1999). These
large-scale settlements could have been placed as a sign of being, and most probably
symbols of political power. These large-scale settlements could indicate a presence
of long time; and they could have functioned as a ritual center as well.
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Intra-site settlement pattern exhibited difference with respect to regions. For instance
Domuztepe and Tell Kurdu were neighborhoods with spatial boundaries. In Tell
Kurdu there were some small rooms, opening to a large room. The boundaries of this
construction were hard to find within a neighborhood however there were alleys and
streets between them. Upon look at Domuztepe, a different tradition is observed. In
Domuztepe, small three roomed building were found in cluster. This difference was
observed in ceramic decorations as well (Fletcher 2008:111-115). In that period, the
dependence on cultivation and domestication were increased and extended household
as unit of independent social and economic unit which depended on that strategy was

appeared, so these differences could be related to them.

In the 6™ millennium, an architectural tradition named tholoi of 5-6 m diameter and
with a spherical plan appears (fig.1). These buildings were occupied for several
reasons. Rectangular entries have also been added to those spherical planned
structures. The top portions of these are the shape of bee-hive. The constructions of
these structures are easy and cheap; it can be finished in a week by a group of 5-6
people. Generally, rather than big buildings and permanent settlements, they
preferred perishable and lightweight materials and temporary sites and mobile life
style. Some of contemporary sites were important for trade between settlements. This
could be the return of the Epipaleolithic or early Neolithic architecture tradition, as
well as it could be preferred since the raw material was the most environment
compatible and abundant one (Akkermans 2000: 46-54).

At the end of the Pre-pottery Neolithic B, landscape was inhabited by small and
segmentary groups which dealt with agriculture and transhumance (Akkermans
1993:250-68; Zeder 1994, 1995; Akkermans and Schwartz 2003:127-28). During this
period, previously known big settlements and the monumental architecture had
disappeared. Recent studies have shown that around 8.600-8.200 BP there was cold
and arid climate and this affected the subsistence strategy of settlements. New
settlements had been established in the undamaged parts of the North Mesopotamia.
The reason of these new settlements was old hunter-gatherers who started to deal
with the agriculture rather than population growth (Campbell1998: 39-52). Between
the North and South Mesopotamia there were ecological differences such as rain or

resources. For that reason Halaf sites were built wide and consisted of several types
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of area, wet valley, open area and mount slopes such as eastern part of Iraq, South-
eastern Anatolia, Northern Levant and Steppe-dessert part of Syria, which were
suitable for agriculture and husbandry (Campbell1998: 39-52).

In that period mobile life gained considerable importance, they usually prefer more
flexible subsistence system. Despite the expansion of agriculture and animal
husbandry, hunting gathering had not been completely abandoned. At the middle of
6" millennium consuming wild animal ratio reached to 40% at Khirbeth Es
Shenef/Balikh, hunting was very common in Shams ed din, Umm Qseir, Boueid 1l
and Ummdabagiyah. Hunting increased during the autumn and winter in which

domesticated animals trapped in limited spaces (Akkermans 1993).

Plant and animal remains recovered from the settlements were showing differences
from region to region, even settlement to settlement (Akkermans and Schwart 2003:
126-133). Generally, they consumed emmer, wheat, barley, lentil, chickpea, and
vetch and dealt with the dry farming. Some sites were settled close to road of wild
animals; red deer, roe deer, wild boar were found and flat area for suitable for cattle
and gazelle. In addition to agricultural products, some wild species such as raspberry,
fig, almond and peanut were consumed. In addition to hunting or agriculture, new
food production techniques were found, named as secondary product revolution. The
introduction of ceramics for a wide range of food was related to new method of food

preparation, storage and service and social and economic transformation of society.
11.2 Material Culture

Late Neolithic period societies have a wide range of material culture, such as
ceramics, tools and ornaments. These objects could have been obtained locally, as
well as they could have been exported from other places, thousands of kilometers
away. Obsidians, copper and many precious stones are supplied from Anatolia, while
cheddar wood, tubular flint and sea shells are from Levant and bitumen is from Jebel
Bishri, north Irag. These foreign materials are generally used for luxury items, such
as stone pots, beads and pendants (Akkermans and Schwart 2003 138-142).

18



In addition to stone items there was also clay, bone or items from any other materials
(Van Zeist and Waterbolk-Van Roojen 1996). In Sabi Abyad number of sealing
indicated use of baskets. In some settlements such as Bougras, Sabi Abyad,
Domuztepe it is detected that they used mats on the white plastered floors. And
spindle whorls in settlements reveals that they were engaged with textile. Findings
obtained from various settlements indicate a developed textile manufacturing (Fig.2).
Obtained material reflects only a small portion of material culture, since wood textile
and other nondurable materials could not reach our times (Akkermans and Verhoven
1995:5-32).

Several types of stone tools were used for daily activities such as big stone slabs,
small mortars, grinding stones and other small stone tools. Grindintg stones and
pestle made of various sizes depending on the objectives (Akkermans 2003: 130-
135). Almost all the settlements have stone vessels, cups and plates. Some of them
were used for such purposes as obtaining prestige rather than daily use. For practical
purposes, or to respond to food storage needs, materials were produced in different
contexts and have served different purposes. For example, stone macehead was
effective as a weapon at the same time it could have became indicator of status.
Many stone chisel used for as pendant and for carpet production or scraping; in ritual

context they were used for initiation ceremonies (Akkermans 2003:130-135).

A variety of material culture is a serious technological requirement. It is also possible
to see the different styles. These styles appeared in wide geographical area in the
Halaf period. However, this extension is not considered as consistent and uniform.
Although much research done still, there are evidences that indicated differences on
both site level and regional level. These styles could have importance for both
manufacturers and users. But the spread of material culture is not showing
boundaries of the single ethnic group or groups sharing the same material or cultural
area. In Near Eastern prehistory it is not possible to find an isolated cultural group;
on the contrary there were cultures which intersect in various ways that indicated
networks, economical properties and political organization of individuals or

communities.
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The prominents of Halaf material culture are classified as a pottery, stamp seal and
obsidian items.

Pottery

At the beginning of the Pottery Neolithic Period first ceramics, coarse wares, straw
temper, handmade, unpolished, vessel shape often with handles were introduced. At
6500 BC there was increase in pottery usage, and in their shape and size. Fine wares
also were seen. In that period there were several pottery styles were observed in
Near East such as coarse simple ware, washed impressed ware; but the predominant
style was Dark-faced burnished ware. These ceramics are not always black. There are
also some red burnished wares found. Around 6000 BC number of decorated pottery
were reached %80 (Wengrow 1998:786). As a decoration generally incised motifs
which were made while the pot was wet were seen. One of the objectives of the
emergence or use of pottery is practical such as preparing, preservation, storage and
serving of food. But in different decoration and different context (ritual), pottery gain

different meaning such as membership of certain groups (Verhoven 2002:5-13).

To distinguish the pottery which has generally regional properties before the Halaf
period, Pre-Halaf term is used. Pre- Halaf covers the stages including the stage of
ceramics which began during the Halaf period. Although Pre-Halaf process is
referred by different names of various scientists, it is generally known as Proto-
Hassuna, Archaic Hassuna, Standard Hassuna and Samarra (fig.3a-b). Recent
works at Syria led to name the period between the early stage of ceramics and Halaf
as Transitional (Le Miére ve Nieuwenhuyse, 1996). Samarra has fine quality
ceramics than other groups. Samarran potteries have thin paste, organic temper and
sometimes mica temper. These pots were well fired. Color of paste was generally
orange and pink but also there were few gray pastes seen. General form is open
vessel, in addition to those, plates and bowls were found. Painted decoration
generally is placed inside of the rim or on the S profile; pottery start from rim and it
reaches the end takes. (Tekin, 2005: 183-202).

Halaf Period pottery reflects a superior craftsmanship with intricate decoration. They

have specific motifs which distiguish them other types of pottery. Generally black,
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white or red colored motifs were applied on the buff colored surface. Generally
carpet-like motifs were preferred. Halaf fine ware was thin-walled, painted and
exhibited excellent firing. Geometric bands, crosshatching, triangles, zig zag, dots,
check boards (fig. 4) were also found. There are also animal figures on Halaf
potteries especially birds. Other changes occurring during Halaf Period were
observed in the new forms of some pots, such as everted small, round-mouthed
containers (Dolukhanov 1998: 297).

On the basis of the progress of technical and decorations of pottery, so called Halaf
culture is examined in three period early, middle and late Halaf. Halaf pottery was
partially hand-shaped, partially wheel-shaped. Only after Middle Halaf Period,
pottery which had bright burnished and different composition schemes, started to be
seen (Roaf, 1990: 51). By the Late Halaf Period pottery reached the final stage of
variety of tones and visuality. At this stage, both white painting and incised
decoration took place in the pottery groups. In Halaf pottery collection there were
paint decoration as well as unpainted pottery and dark faced burnished ware (Tekin,
2005: 183-202).

Stamp Seals

Seals and sealings have generally been identified as symbols of ownership. Sealing
may represent a mode of communication and information exchange and on the other
hand, a control device in a stylized, symbolic manner. Sealing served to mark
properties, secured containers against unauthorized opening and consequently,
allowed a certain degree of control over the exchange networks (Akkermans 2003).
According to Duistermaat, they have two major functions; defining the property of
certain groups and hindering outsiders’ access. The hundreds of sealings found in the
Early Halaf village (level 6) of Sabi Abyad are rather peculiar in this regard
(Duistermaat 1996). 67 different stamp seal were used in Sabi Abyad. These stone
seals in decorative techniques are similar to the ones that are found in the Amuq,
Domuztepe or Arpachiyah (Akkermans and Duistermaat 1996:17-44). The common
motifs of Halaf seals are geometrics such as cross hatching, dots, concentric circles,

zig zags, chevrons.
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If a phenomenon of ownership and possession is to be accepted as the beginning of
social differentiation, seals could be the indication of these phenomena. Indicators of
administrative system such as seals could be related to economic development, and
needs of recording system. These could be associated with private ownership and
family identity. In this condition seals could be thought as administrative tools which

provided people or family to reach the goods.

Evidently within small communities, such as the site of Sabi Abyad, this information
exchange or control proceeded more effectively through other, individual modes of
communication. It therefore seems that the sealing of goods was mainly of
importance if goods were transferred beyond the local community. The numerous
clay tokens found in association with sealing seem to support this view. Tokens are
very small and have simple geometric shapes such as cylinders, discs and cones.
Most likely they acted as counting devices expressing the quantities of objects
exchanged or otherwise (re)distributed (Costello 2011: 252).

The seals which were found at Halafian sites are very resemble each other (fig. 5).
This situation could be interpreted as a seal role, being not only administrative but
also having symbolic meanings (Akkermans and Verhoven 1995:19-23). The pottery
decorations from the Neolithic period are also observed on seals. All these
decorations on seals can be seen in all Halaf settlements which shed a doubt on the
thoughts which considers symbolic union. The symbolic motifs on the seals may
have indicated some bond within the society which could understand cross-regional
communities. In this point of view seals consist of a social order and indicate roles of
the people or groups. It may be that these seals also structured membership in the

community in a similar to the obsidian case.

Obsidian

Obsidian is volcanic glass which was intensively used for production of beads and
blades during the Neolithic period. In the Near East, its sources are found in Central
and Eastern Anatolia and the Caucasus. Material either in raw or worked forms were
traded over a wide geographic area (Campbell and Healey 2011: 328, Kuijt and
Morris 2002:361-440). In Halaf period obsidian, as Campbell (1992) suggests, may
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have been the only item traded over long distances in this way. Rather realistically, it
may simply be the best preserved example of a much wider context within which

variety of objects moved.

There are sites such as Arpachiyah where interesting patterns in the access and
manufacture of two general sources of obsidian have been identified. Campbell’s
study (1992: 154) shows that Arpachiyah recieved its East Anatolian obsidian
directly from the source in the form of cores, and manufactured them into blades and
bladelets subsequently. The central Asian obsidian at Arpachiyah was received
mostly in finished blade form and often worked into bladelets. Sites such as
Arpachiyah although small (at 1ha) may have been important in redistribution of

obsidian to the other sites.

By the Late Halaf, obsidian is consistently common in all parts of the Fertile
Crescent. Campbell (1992) argues that the exact frequency ranges widely but in north
Irag and North-eastern Syria, it ranges from above 30% of the lithic assemblage to
the height of 80% at Tell Agab (Davidson and Watkins 1981). Also its distribution to
the southern extent of the Halaf spread in Hamrin was also achieved in much higher
and steady quantities at this time (Bulgarelli 1981), indicating that the Late Halaf had

indeed seen a great expansion of a variety of material cultural traits.

A small site Umm Qseir in the Khabour has apparently 42% of its lithics made up of
obsidian (Hole and Johnson 1986-87). Girikihaciyan, closer to the sources has only
24% (Watson 1983) while the western Halaf sites such as Sabi Abyad has
approximately 20% of their lithic assemblage consisting of obsidian. At many
investigated sites, such as Umm Qseir (Hole and Johnson 1986-87), Tell Aqgab,
Kharabeh Shattani (Campbell 1992:182-192), Shams ed-Din (Azoury and Bergman
1980), Banahilk (Watson 1983), obsidian occurs largely in the form of blades or
blade products with very little evidence of production on site (Campbell 1992). Hole
and Johnson (1986: 87) suggests that obsidian arrived at these sites in the form of
prepared blades.
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11.3 Burial Activity

As suggested in the previous Chapter of this study, burials can be considered as
social investments in locations to construct meaningful links between places and
people. They can be defined as a way to reconstruct the past; to remember and forget
in an attempt to construct a manageable present. Burial creates a boundary between
the living and buried materials. The processes through which the materials go
through before final burial, such as production, consumption, display, breakage,
disarticulation, and the circumstances surrounding their final deposition are all
structured cultural events. Through their structured deposition we can gain insights
into the significance of these acts in the construction of meaning and structure in the

society.

11.3.1 Human Burials

Looking at the burial traditions of the Pre-Pottery Neolithic Period, it can be seen
that the dead were not always left intact in their primary place of inhumation. Some
of their body parts especially skulls were taken out of their primary context of burial
(usually in association with private domestic contexts) and re-buried again in a
secondary context at a different location of the settlement often with other skulls (fig.
6). Commonly referred to as the skull cult, this tradition of ancestor cult applied to
both age and sex groups. These skulls would have been plastered and decorated to
give the impression of the skin of a living individual which suggest that they were on
some kind of display and were perhaps part of other rituals before their second burial
(fig. 6). Evidence from Cayonii’s Skull Building would suggest that, at least in some
places bones of dead may have been collected at specially constructed buildings
which may have been opened at certain times of year (Ozdogan, 1995: 79-100,
Ozbek, 2005: 127-135, Erdem, 2006). Burial customs and other rituals were probably
carried out in public places of the settlement for a wide range of people to see, with
the participation of individuals who are sharing the common belief. In the Levant,
increase in ritual activity draws attention to an increasingly competitive structure in
the community, controlled by a group of few families. By the end of the pre-pottery
Neolithic B period in the Levant, rituals were no longer sufficient to provide social
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reconciliation possibly due to the stresses of competition and population increase
(Kuijt 2004, 183-199). It can be said that played a vital role in the regulation of the
social relations of households during various life-cycle events, such as marriage,
initiation, death, which structured affinity and kinship ties among the participants and
defined their social status within the wider group. This tradition must have structured
identities of the participants at various levels by connecting them to the place and the
group through the agency of the dead relations (Kuijt 2004, 183-199, Goring-Morris
2000:106). Skull burials were one of the most potent symbolic agents which
articulated on the household history while connecting this history to the group

history.

Halaf Period settlements have a wide variety of burial customs. In addition to single
or collective inhumation, cremations were also observed. Both intramural and
extramural burial spaces were detected. In contrast to the Pre-Pottery Neolithic
Period, the burials under the floor of the houses have decreased during the Halaf
Period; while women and children were usually buried under the floor of the houses.
Some scholars suggest that the infant burials in threshold of the house could
symbolize the border between life and birth (Akkermans 2008:621-645 Campbell
2007b: 125-140).

Numbers of extramural cemeteries were found in many Halaf sites such as Yarim
Tepe, Tell el Kerkh, Bougras (Akkermans 2008: 621- 645). One of the burial places
dated to Halaf Period is found in Domuztepe. This place, Death Pit has been home to
many complex traditions of burial, as well as feasting activities. There were a few
examples related to the removal of the skull as well. One of them is uncovered from
Yarim Tepe Il and belongs to a child. Skull were taken and then placed on the other
bones (Merpert and Munchaev, 1987:26-27). In Bougras two intentionally deformed

skulls were found.

There was neither unity of burial type nor the unity of burial position. According to
Pollock (2011:47) these differences in traditions might have been used by the
organizers to increase the diversity of their applications. When compared to other
communities’ rituals, this diversity could have been used for strengthening their

authority. She also claims that difference in traditions might have originated from the
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difference in individuals' social roles and changes in rituals could have been of help
to protect the group cohesion.

11.3.2 Architectural Burial

This tradition has been known since Pre Pottery Neolithic. One of the best examples
of this is Cayonii Tepesi. Although it is the most obvious example belonged to Cell
Buildings, this tradition was also observed in Cobble paved buildings. The tradition
of burying structure had led to an area covered with large stones in the eastern part of
the site called Pebbled Plaza. This area had reinforced the division of the functional
areas of the settlement. Southeast of the plaza was bordered by special structures. In
the southeastern corner, Skull Building and one-room structure, which articulated the
Skull Building were placed. In the Southwest corner Sekili Yap1 were found. Plaza
was used for daily activities; since there was no workshop. Cobbled Plaza had been
expanded three times which covered the previous phase’s structures. At the eastern
part of the settlement, Pebbled Plaza also served as the basement of Earth Plaza.
Eastern section of it was prepared as a new plaza. This area covered by the red soil,
which obtained from the in situ during burning or burnt kerpi¢ remains. A floor of
the plaza had been renovated several times and was cleared each time. Two series of
stelae erected in east-west direction and two grooved stones placed on eastern part.
During the second renovation of the plaza these stelae were broken and buried
together with the grooved stones. All of these special items and treatments were
emphasizing the importance of plaza (Ozdogan 1999: 35-65). According to
Ozdogan, this plaza could be seen as transition from walled-off places to open places
as well. At the north of plaza, houses probably belonged to privileged people and
Terrazo Building was placed. Although an architectural technique of this building is
significant; the main significance of it is a floor which was constructed by 12cm
thick pinkish limestone which was taken from the Ziilkiif Dag. This building was

also abandoned with the destruction of in the middle of the floor.

Some features of this tradition is often seen in Halaf settlements. One of the good
examples of this tradition is Burnt Village, which is recovered from the Sabi Abyad
(fig. 7). In the village, some circular house and storage building which identifed as

intentionally burned were found. Hundreds of finds were recovered from the storage;
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stone tools, mortars, pestles, sealing and tokens. Two human skeletons were found
in this building as well. One of them belongs to man and other belongs to women and
their position implied that they were not buried but placed on the roof (Akkermans
and Verhoeven 1995: 5-32).

In Bougras phase 111, a building was recovered which was destroyed by fire. In this
building, pieces of six people skeletons were found. It is unknown that if this
building were burned deliberately or not. But another building named House 12 was
burned deliberately. These two buildings should have different usage purposes and
both of them were destroyed by fire and host to human burials (Akkermans, 2008).

Another example of the tradition of burning is a storage building named TT6
building found in Arpachiyah and dated to Halaf Ib (fig. 8). This building has two
rooms (Long Room- Full Room). Aapproximately 150 different objects were found
in these rooms. A large part of these objects were very attentive. Among them, the
most noticeable ones are plates and vessels, which were made elaborately and had
distinctive decoration and these were not common in Halaf period (fig.9). Other
artifacts are nine stone bowls, eleven seals, twenty four sealings, six stone axes,
obsidian and shell beads, other ornaments, figurines, original and stone knuckle
bones, stone tools and other utility tools ( fig. 10-11) (Campbell 2000:1-40). On the
base of the deliberately burnt building, several pieces of plates were found which
were broken delibaretly and spread before the fire (Campbell 2000:1-40). Through
this tradition and very valuable object found from there, it is thought that this
building could have special importance. Even Halaf Period status objects which are

described according to findings were uncovered in this building.

There is no architectural burial found at Domuztepe. However it can be thought that
that red terrace has some features of this tradition, when considering the continuous
renewal of the terrace with compacted red earth which gives an impression that the
past activity should become history, with only some parts of it remembered, through
a reappropriation of the place obsessively (Campbell 2013).
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11.3.3 Object Burials

There were large numbers of examples of this type of burial tradition in Halaf
society. One of them is anthropomorphic vessel found in Yarim Tepe Il (fig. 12).
This vessel after being the broken intentionally was burned during the cremation and
then buried (Merpert and Munchaev, 1987:26-27). At Tell el-Kerkh, from the
cremation grave of a newborn baby, apparently deliberately broken sherds of a
ceramic vessel were recovered. Burial of two or three vessels were also uncovered at
the same site (Tsuneki 2010).

Same examples of this at Domuztepe are stone bowl burials, which were made
immediately before the settlement was abandoned. These bowls were found empty,
but one of them had human teeth. Other examples are seal, pottery, and obsidian
objects which are found from the Ditch. The Ditch at Domuztepe is an object burial
area. This feature has feasting disposal, special materials and pottery were buried

here. Existence of re-cuts evokes the tradition of burying building, just like a terrace.

In the following sections, the data with regard to the burial contexts and objects
found in relation to them at Domuztepe will be discussed and analyzed in more detail
before a contextual synthesis of theory, method and data are achieved in the

discussion and conclusion
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CHAPTER 111

METHODS & DATA ANALYSIS

111.1 History of Domuztepe Excavations

Domuztepe, which is located on 30 km south east of Kahramnmarag/Pazarcik at
about 20 ha, is one of the largest mounds for Halaf Period (fig.7). It was found
during the Kahramanmaras Survey Project at 1995 and then excavated in 1996-2005.
It was a joint project conducted by Elizabeth Carter from UCLA and Stuart Campbell
from Manchester University. Domuztepe is currently being excavated by the METU

and Hacettepe University collaboration directed by Halil Tekin.

Map 2. Location of Domuztepe (Campbell 2012:308).
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Domuztepe is not a single settlement; it is formed by agglomeration of different
distinct sub settlements. During the surveys at least two more agglomeration formed
in this way were found which 12-15 km close to Domuztepe. Kahramanmaras
surveys have shown that at least one of a long-term settlement has been inhabited
and this layout had begun in Early Pottery Neolithic (Atakuman-Eissenstat 2004).
Small and short-term settlements should have been formed by some sub-segmented
groups which were mobilized because of the agricultural subsistence policy of that
period. Despite mobility and an increase in portable objects, commitment to long-
term settlements played an important role in determining the social structure.
Through this commitment social and cultural capital was obtained. Like Domuztepe

large-scale Halaf settlements is related to this phenomenon.

Up to now more than 2500m? were excavated. Its major strata were dated to late
Halaf 5700-5470 BC. Studies indicated that during the 5500 BC nearly the entire
mound was housing and it is population was nearly 2000 (Carter at all, 2003:177-
193).

Halaf period is important for Near East since it has provided a lot of information
which makes it easy to understand the emergence of complexity. Excavation of
Domuztepe is providing new information about the social organization and
relationship with the environment. The site was dealing with long distance trade and
there is also evidence of status items and its production. There are also signs of
intensive use of stamp seals. Domuztepe has very good example of Halaf potteries.
There is also evidence for economic intensification, notably the possible use of
secondary products (Carter 1996: 331-341).

The history of settlement had begun in Early Neolithic Period (6800-6400BC) and
lasted the end of the Halaf Period (5500 BC). The site has been inhabited without
interruption. The commonly used chronology for Halaf Period is Halaf I-11. However
in Domuztepe transitional phase, Early and Late Halaf has been preferred. The
stratification of the site has been investigated and named several times, and each
attempting was named with a letter. The last and in use attempt is name with D-

attempt.
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Table 4. Chronology Table of Domuztepe

Cal BC D-attempt General phase Traditional external parallels
6,800-6,400 Phase D-1 Early Ceramic | Early Ceramic Neolithic
Neolithic
6,400-6,200 Phase D-2 Late Ceramic | Late Ceramic Neolithic
Neolithic
6,200-6,100 Phase D-3 Transitional Transitional Halaf
6,100-5,800 Phase D-4 Earlier Halaf Halaf |A
5,700-5,650 Phase D-5 Later Halaf Halaf 1A
5.650-5,600 Phase D-6 Later Halaf Halaf 11B (or 11A)
5,600-5,575 Phase D-7 Later Halaf Halaf 1I1B (i.e. traditional Late
Halaf)
5575 Phase D-8 Later Halaf
5,575-5,500 Phase D-9 Later Halaf Halaf 11B (i.e. traditional Late
Halaf)
5,500-5450 Phase D-10 Halaf 1I1B (i.e. traditional Late

Halaf)

Halaf sites generally depend on dry farming so they preferred the fertile environment

in which the amount of annual rainfall is allow the dry farming. Domuztepe was

established a fairly good place, it is placed between the wetlands and dry lands; so

they had both dry land and wetland harvest. Emmer, einkorn, wheat, barley and

legumes were products of wetlands. This area provided required material for baskets.

The faunal remains of Domuztepe mostly composed of domestic animals such as

sheep, goat, pig, cattle. Their butchering age indicated secondary milk production.

Wild animal ratio is nearly 20% and they consist of deer and bear. In addition to

agriculture, domestic animals were also very important component of economy.
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Some of domestic animals such as cattle have some symbolic roles as well. The
bukrania motifs on pottery and use of horns might have some place in belief system.
Tools which made of animal bones indicate that people involved textile industry as
well (Kansa et all, 2009:897-914).

Domuztepe has different architectural style such as rectangular buildings, tholoi and
courtyards. The shapes of the houses are unclear, but some potteries which have
architectural depiction give an idea. According to these depictions houses had two

floors and roof made of rushes.

The site has lots of craft production. One of them is stone vessels; these are various
in shapes and generally made of serpentine. The resource of serpentine was close to
Domuztepe. The site has different shape of stone bowl which is more than other
sites. Some of them have incised decoration. Other craft production is seals. They
used local stone for seals. Up to date more than 100 seals were found. This number is
more than the number of seals found in other Halaf sites. The usage of seals is
controversial; some of them could be used as pendants, amulets, jewelers. But
sealing proved that they were also used as seals. Except from one hand shaped and
two feet shaped seals other stamp seals have geometrical motifs. According to
Campbell they are signs of identity and status (Carter et all, 2003:117-133).

Obsidian is a raw material obtained from the long-distance exchanged. In Domuztepe
nearly 10,000 chipped stone assemblages were found. This material used for make
tools but they were also used to make elaborated objects such as mirror, bead, bowl,
and axe (Healey2001: 389-398). All these factors suggest that obsidian was valued
not only as a raw material for tool manufacturing but also as a material from which
to make luxury items. As an exotic material it is also likely to have a key role in
forging and maintaining social and economic relationships, both within the site and

more widely.

Until know nearly 10.000 small finds were uncovered from Domuztepe. These small
finds are; utility tools such as chipped stone, food preparation, textile and agricultural
tools, and non-tools such as jewelers, decorated pots, obsidian mirror, bead and seal,

figurines, small axes and seals (Campbell et al 1999).
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When considering that the size, long distance trade, use of seals and craft production;
it can be though that Domuztepe should have some degree of complexity. But it

cannot be clearly identified archaeologically.

Operation |

Excavations have been carried out in six operations. However most of the data were
found in Operation I.  More than 1000 m? were excavated. Periods long 200-250
years and dated to mid of 6™ millennium BC. Both rectangular and circular buildings
and Halaf pottery were found in that operation. Faunal and botanical remains
indicated that they consumed domesticated food (Campbell et all 1999: 395-418).

The earliest level was found northern parts of exposure. There were some
constructions found. These are abandoned structures with an almost artifact-free
white lime plaster and reddish clay matrix. After a time this deposits shaped as
terrace. This is not a single construction, it has repeated pattern (Campbell et all
1999: 395-418).
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Plan 1. Operations of Domuztepe (Carter 2003:180)

In the light of this information, it can be tough that red terrace functioned as a
separator between the public and cultic areas (Kansa et all, 2009).

Some rectangular buildings with open courtyards were found in the southern part of
Operation I. Three rectangular complexes with multiple rooms were found in central
areas of Operation |. East of the rectangular structures, four "tholoi” were found (fig.
14). Diameters of these tholoi is 2- 2,5 m. and they are semi-circular tholoi. Their
pebble foundation floors covered with thin white lime plaster. This application
indicated that these structures functioned as a communal storage facility. Two similar
"tholoi" were identified in the southwest corner of the excavation, possibly indicating
the presence of a second similar compound of circular storage structures (Campbell,
2003:177-133).
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Plan 2. Plan of Operation | (Kansa et al 2002:3)

The Red Terrace

Terrace is running east-west across the northern section of Operation I. The terrace
edge is composed of a ¢.15m. wide band of red soils, deliberately brought onto the
site and generally mixed with very little cultural debris (fig. 15). Terrace edge was
not a single construction. As well as the deposition of the red soils, it is probably also
necessary to envisage regular cleaning of the area, perhaps with soil scraped off as
well as added, since there is very little evidence for cultural debris or lenses of soil
derived from more regular deposits. (Campbell et all 1999: 395-418).

Red Terrace’ is 45m. long but total length may be as much as 75m on an alignment
that is very close to east-west. Terrace has three layers. Red terrace is a mark of
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important boundary, which separated ritual area from the site. Ditch, workshop areas,
and death pit could be related to ritual activity.

Domuztepe

Operation |

(A

Plan 3. Plan of Red Terrace (from Domuztepe archive).

In the area enclosed by Red Terrace has lots of pits, they could have been used for
deposition area for the feasting remain of Death Pit (fig. 16). At the same time it is a
shaft have been recovered in the area surrounded by terrace. This was 9 m. deep and
1m wide was dug into the mound during the 6th millennium BC (fig. 17). This was
used for a very short time weeks or months. It should have been used for extracting
water for the ceremonies of Death Pit. It has functioned as a well in short time after
that it was filled back. It was cut through the Early Pottery Neolithic phases. Filling
of shaft was consisted of exactly the same material. This is not accidental and helps
to avoid contamination. Campbell concluded that the material of earlier phases
should have different meaning and be symbolically important. According to him
origins of material is related to the regulation of relations between the present and the
past.
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I11.2. The Burnt Structure, The Ditch, The Death Pit

In this study, small finds from the Ditch, Death Pit and Burnt House will be used.
Ditch and Death Pit are located in the area surrounded by the Red Terace. As it
mentioned, area surrounded by terrace might have special meaning and these two
contexts could be defined as ritual area. Burnt Structure is placed outside of
surrounded area but right next to the terrace (fig.19).
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Plan 4. Plan of Contexts (From Domuztepe archive)
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111.2.1. Ditch

Ditch is placed on Red Terrace which functioned as border in the settlement. The
‘ditch’ was repeatedly re-cut and its measure is 60-75 in width, it is full of pottery,
other small findings, bones, carbons and gleyed soil. Significant quantities of
charcoal and gleyed soil indicated that there were high organic contents and water.
The small clay head broken from a male figurine with the other Early Halaf Period
(5.700-5.500 B.C.) pottery indicated that ditch was used for very long time.
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Plan 5. Plan of Ditch and Terrace (from Domuztepe archive).

In addition to pottery stamp seals, bone tool, litchis and bone tool part of handled
obsidian mirror were found in. In ditch 3 partially completed pots were found. One
of them has architectural scene, other has headless man and on the last of them men

are shown apparently dancing with linked hands (Campbell et all 1999: 395-

38



418).Both the terrace and the ditch built up were maintained over a very substantial
period; perhaps at minimum 300 years (fig. 12).

Presence of re-cut pits suggests that the Ditch was deliberately chosen as an object
burial place. Although the excavations made so far in the Ditch has not revealed all
of the pits, it can be said that the Ditch was composed of hundreds of recuts. Each
one of these pits is an individual deposition. Vast majority of pits found in here

contain animal bones. Most probably these bones were involved to feasting activities.

Ongoing analysis indicated that animal bones, uncovered here, are different from the
bones of other disposals. As it is understand from that, normal context and feasting
context are separated. When the bone of the Ditch are handled, it is seen that the
ratio of cattle bones are higher than the other parts of the settlement, on the contrary
pig bones were less in number than the other parts of the settlement. All of these
findings indicated that ditch consists of food preparation and feasting residues
(Kansa, et all, 2009: 159-171).

Except from the animal bones; objects burial were found in Ditch. So Ditch could be
defined as individual object burial area as well. Pottery sherds, bone tools, stone
tools, seals, piece of handled obsidian mirror and three nearly complete pottery were
found in Ditch. The decorations of this pottery are different from the general and it
seems possible that they are directly associated with ritual activities (Campbell et all,
2003:117-133). One of them has a house motif; this could be related to the social
narrative and myth. Other one has “dancing ladies” motifs. This figure, which is
made up of people probably engaged in the same dress and the same moves, depict
special dance performed during ceremonies. On the last pottery, headless people and
vultures on them were depicted, this can be interpret as ritualistic scene as well (fig.
20 a-b). All these findings and small re-cut pits could be indicator of slightly
different ritual activities than other highly visible ritual activities. In, here segregated

ritual were taking place, conduct by smaller and more refined group.
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111.2.2 The Death Pith

The so-called Death Pit at Domuztepe consists of a pit that was constructed in a
single episode (Carter and Campbell 1997, Campbell and Carter 1998). Its filling
constitutes various phases including placement of skeletal parts in a medium of mud
(fig. 19). The excavators suggest that a post might have marked the location of the
Death Pit where remains of approximately 40 individuals from crosscutting age and
gender groups have been recovered (Campbell et al. 1999). As the surface collection
of Domuztepe suggests, after the Death Pit event, the whole site might have

gradually contracted to a point of final abandonment (fig 21).

Shallow pits (Pit A-B) were cut into the edge of a terrace Pit. Mixture of mainly
animal bones placed in the bottom of the pit. After each phase it was watered and
thin silt appeared. After that a secondary pit probably had been inserted with more
cattle bones. On the base of the pit high numbers of human and animal bones were
found. Animal bones consist of mostly cattle but also dog and sheep/goat. The bones
were very well packed against the stamped into a muddy side of the pit. More human
remains were packed into the hollow together with pise-like material and individual
dumps of grey ash (Kansa 2009:2-13).

To the south of the low bank, dense deposits of broken pottery and animal bones
(with very few human) raise the level of the lower ground to allow the raised hollow
to be maintained, albeit at a slightly more elevated height. A thin, possibly related,
deposit may have been used to the west of the hollow to define the western edge as
well. There is a small patch of burning on the base of the hollow suggesting a small
fire within it. Stones are grouped on the base of the hollow, together with a few
skulls and a cluster of intact long bones on the northern edge. In this hollow, large
quantity of ash and some burnt brick and fire of that ashes burned elsewhere. There
was no cremation trace in this phase however some scorched bones were found
(Campbell 2002:117-133). Six years old child skeleton was recovered from southern
edge of the ash, this skeleton probably was buried in basket and tightly bound.

Generally skeletons were found un-fragmented but this one is articulated.
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In north and east part of Death Pit, later pits were dug. It was containing ashes,
unusual pottery including a multi-partitioned vessel. In the silting fills above the

Death Pit human jaw is uncovered.

There was domestic occupation nearly for two generation placed 20-30 m. far from
the Death Pit. An area around the Death Pit of about 20-30m across remains clear of
domestic occupation for a sustained period in the order of two generations perhaps.
There is no evidence for ritual activities in the area of the Death Pit (Campbell
2002:117-133).

The human remains are almost entirely disarticulated. There are about 30 skulls to
give an idea of the minimum number of individuals. There was a single cremated
child skeleton. The cremation does not seem to have been done in the Death Pit and
the remains are rather scattered. Much of the paleo-pathology remains to be done
so the facts here are based on a small number of individuals (Campbell and Kansa
2002: 2-13).

Four skulls were cut at the first vertebrae, while other bones were broken
intentionally (fig.22 a-b). In ashy place group of complete skulls were found,
however generally fragmented ones have been uncovered. One of the skulls was
buried with the mandible but with the other ones the mandible was probably fallen
down to the pit. In the many of skulls have wear trace and breaks, this should have
related to transmission of the last state of burial. Some of the long bones may have

been used as awls (Campbell and Kansa 2002: 2-13).

Although there were more fragmented bones uncovered in other parts of the
settlement, this situation is also different in Death pits hollow. Fragmentation was
clearer with human bones than animals. There were also two complete dog skulls
were found Kansa 2009: 159-171).

Some stones and round pot sherds were put in the base of the hollows. There were

stamp seals and figurine without head was found but it is not clear whether they were

grave goods. According to Campbell (2002) these finds were not the grave goods but
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separate burials. Any trace of occupation immediately before the Death Pit was not
found.

The activity of Death pit had occurred in a short time period. Deposit covered with
silt and it was intact, suggesting that there were a little time between the coverings
and lying down. The later human deposition could have occurred in a short time
period. Probably whole activity of Death Pit had took place in a few months or
weeks. Ashes were belonging to high-grade fever which was burnt somewhere else
(Campbell and Kansa 2002: 2-13).
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As discussed in previous chapter Death Pit, placed in the remaining within the area
surrounded by terrace, has the distinction of being a burial place (Chapter 111.3.2). It
was used in a short time period, nearly 40 disarticulated individuals were determined.
This is not a simple burial place; it has been home to a wide variety of burial rituals.
One of them is fragmentation. On the some bones, in addition to fragmentation,
traces of human teeth were found, and they have been exposed to heat as well. This
brings to mind that these processes may have been related to the sacrifice or
cannibalism. Other example is related to special treatment of skulls, some skulls have

signs of blunt trauma (Kansa and Campbell 2002: 2-13).

In addition to bones several small finds were uncovered; sherds, stone tools, seals
and bone tools, but it is thought that these artifacts were not grave goods, these are
individual burials as well (Campbell and Healey 2011). At the end of each phase,
Death Pit was covered with a thin layer of ash. It was determined that the fire was
burned in some other places and ashes were brought here. At the same time, with the
help of two large pots, the place of Death Pit was marked and it was reserved as a
special space. It is though that Death Pit was not only a burial place but it was
hosting feasting activities as well.

When examining the animal bones from Death Pit, it is understood that mostly cattle
were consumed. Nevertheless unlike the rest of settlement, death pit has much lower
number of pig bones; especially in pits where human bones were found also almost
no pig bones were recovered, this is indicated that certain species were preferred.
The age distribution of animals is similar to the ages of the animals consumed in the
settlement, but there is a differentiation in choice of sex. In the settlement ratio is 1
female/1male but in death pit the ratio is 4 females/ 1 male. Death pit, compared to
settlement, has much more complete or nearly complete animal skeletons. The
number of bone exposed to heat of Death Pit is two times more than the settlement.
Fragmentations and cut shapes were similar to that in settlement; and this suggests
that the animal bones found in Death Pit could have been related to the eating rather
than sacrifice. However, numbers of complete skeletons point out the different

tradition of butchering, cooking or consumption (Kansa and Campbell 2002: 2-13).
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Uncovered animal remains indicated that particular time of the year is selected for
this activity (Kansa et al 2009: 159-172).Certain species and sexes were selected for
consumption, and the use of a special cut and cooking techniques indicated that

special foods were chosen.

Uncovered pottery from Death pit also has different forms and decoration and this
situation indicated that special containers were used in Death Pit as well (Kansa and
Campbell, 2002: 2-13). As discussed later, food wastes buried in a special area are
thought to be consistent with feasting criteria. In the light of all of this information,
it seems possible to say that this place had also been a feasting area. All of these
properties imply that death pit was a venue that hosted highly visibile and large

participated rituals.

111.2.3 The Burnt Structure

The term Burnt Structure is better than burnt house, since it is not a single house.
Certainly it includes a courtyard as well as interior space (fig. 23a). However, it has
also been particularly informative because it also challenges our ideas about
architecture. The Burnt Structure has evidence for walls made of organic material
(probably matting) and divisions marked by lines of bones (fig. 23b), as well as short
stretches of what we assume to be foundation stones and a probably post pad. It can
be dated c.5, 600-5,575 cal. BC.

The Burnt Structure was clearly substantially burnt by fire, although this probably
varied in intensity in different sections. The likely use of organic material within the
structure presumably contributed. The presence of in situ findings could be
indicating that fire was accidental. The burning could have taken place as part of the

preparation for the Death Pit.

Area 1: A roofed space which had a much worn thin plaster floor. There is a
concentration of burnt, fallen roofing. Walls are very ephemeral and posts may also
have supported the roof. The curved wall in particular is interesting because the

curve is continued by a line of animal jaw bones.
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There was a hearth at the south end of this space and some pieces of in situ ground
stone close to it. A range of mainly coarse ware vessels were sitting on this floor,
especially at the northern end of the space, where they were better protected by the
collapsed roofing. A very fine, large, painted Halaf jar was probably originally in this
area as well . Very little of it remained in situ, however, and most of the fragments
were scattered over the slope running down to where the Death Pit would be, to the
north east of the Burnt Structure. It isn’t clear whether this pot was deliberately
broken and the pieces scattered or whether it eroded out of the end of the Burnt
Structure. It obviously suggests that the Burnt Structure isn’t a sealed location
although a lot of in situ material is present, objects may also have been removed and

there is some potential for disturbance.

There were sub-divisions within this area, including an east-west ‘wall’, presumably
made of organic material, which had been completely lost but was indicated by the

bones that had lain against it.

Area 2: This lies to the west of Area 2. It has had considerable more post-
depositional disturbance. There is no evidence that this area ever had a plaster floor.
It was roofed with extensive fallen and burnt roofing as well as what is probably the
post pad from a very substantial post. There are three parallel east-west walls that run

into the west baulk. There appear to have been standing in the same phase.

The most distinctive thing is evidence for manufacture of beads, particularly obsidian
but also other stones. The evidence mainly comes from a series of bead blanks (fig.
25).

Area 3: This lies to the south of Area 2 and is almost certainly an external area, with
no evidence of roofing. There is a thin mud surface but the area is almost entirely
devoid of in situ material. It is clearly bounded to the east and west by roughly north-
south walls; the southern boundary is in the south baulk. There is an indication of a
wall between Area 3 and Area 1 but, like the other major architectural remains it is

very incomplete.
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Area 4: This is an alcove on a north-south wall that opened onto Area 3. It was
originally roofed and was burnt down, with burnt roofing remains including the top
of the post. Presumably this was a small, covered storage area on the east of Area 3.
There was a collection of pots stored in the alcove, probably about 16 originally.
Some are standard Halaf paint and plain vessels, but some clearly relate to special
functions. In particular the two spouted vessels are very distinctive as are the two

small cylindrical vessels. There was also a broken flint blade and some beads.

111.3. Data Description

In addition to pottery, Domuztepe has other craft production. Until now nearly
10.000 small finds were uncovered from Domuztepe. These small finds are; utility
tools such as chipped stone, food preparation, textile and agricultural tools, and non-
tools such as jewelers, decorated pots, obsidian mirror, bead and seal, figurines,

small axes and seals.

Chipped stone of Domuztepe is a wide collection. Obsidian artifacts from
Domuztepe account for about 18%, or some 10,000 artifacts, of the chipped stone
assemblage. Obsidian is one of the few non-local materials at Domuztepe and in
addition being used to make tools, it was also used to make items of jewelers,
mirrors, bowls and axe-like objects. There are also lots of bones and stone tools were
found in Domuztepe. Bone tools repertoire of Domuztepe is similar to all other
contemporary sites but the number of tools is twice. Within this variety, Domuztepe
has more variety of stone vessel types than the other Halaf sites. They mostly used
serpentine to produce stone vessels. Bowls and spouted bowls are of common type.

In addition to them several incised stone bowls were found in Domuztepe.
For seal production local stones were used. Approximately 150 seals and related

objects were found in the Domuztepe. The site has higher number of seals than the
other sites. Most of them were found in the Operation |.
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111.3.1. Pottery

A majority of the pottery found in Domuztepe whether painted or unpainted defined
as Halaf Pottery (fig. 26c-d). They were usually orange or buff colored but
sometimes they were found in gray. The shape and motifs of them were very
common in Halaf Tradition. But, as in many other sites, some regional stylistic
characteristics are observed in Domuztepe as well (Campbell 1999: 415-417). These

are naturalistic scenes motifs are also available in painted Halaf group (fig. 26b).

While the second group used widely is unpainted pottery. They have usually red,
brown or black surface. General form was bowl. However they were generally found

in western part of Halaf tradition, best examples came from Levant, Wadi Rabah.

The other group consists of painted orange, orange slip on dark brown and black; bi-
chrome they very resembled to painted orange but they have dark and red paint. This

group has a small portion in Domuztepe pottery collection Fletcher, 2008:111-124).

Another group is vessels. These have globular bodies and long vertical necks with
very thick walls (ca. 10 mm, fig. 26a). They have several forms; some of them have

vegetable tempered examples (Fletcher, 2008:111-124).

The ratio of painted potteries found in Domuztepe is 40%. Rest of them consists of
burnished ware; this type of ware was very common in Neolithic Period. In addition
to them, there was another pottery type which was produced for ritual activities. This
ware was generally broken intentionally during the rituals and placed at the graves
(Campbell, 1992:182-195). During this period there was no central authority, rituals
could be used for regulating the social relations. When considering the motifs some
type of pottery and broken potteries could have had special meanings and played

different roles in ritual activities.

111.3.2. Stamp Seals

The discovery of more than 100 stamp seals (fig 27) and sealings (fig 28) from
Domuztepe suggests the presence of a need to control and/or record various
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commodities. Nearly half of the seals were found in Operation I. Shape and motifs of
these seals are geometric such as square, rectangle, circle and triangle. There is one
seal in the shape of a hand and one or possibly two that represent feet (Campbell et al
1999 395-418).

There were some seals which are partially finished, indicated that seals were seals
which were manufactured at Domuztepe. Wearing degree, rounded corners, re-
drilling activities show that seals were used a long time and recycled (Gauld
S.;Campbell S.;Carter E., 2003: 117-133).

111.3.3. Stone Vessels

Numerous miniature spouted stone bowls were found in operation I. Having a very
fine workmanship, these bowls were made of a serpentine which is the local resource
of Domuztepe. It is not surprising that stone bowls were found Halaf sites regularly
but the ratios of these bowls were quite low. Despite this fact, in Domuztepe
numerous of stone bowls were found. More than 140 fragments of base and rime
were found, in addition to that numbers of complete bowls were found as well (fig
29). These were both spouted and decorated bowls. According to Campbell they are
belonging to a group of high-status manufactured items, such as obsidian (Campbell,
et all, 1999: 395-418). Considering that the ceramic technology was known, stone
bowls, especially the fine incised decorated one could not be explained by only being

used for practical purposes.

111.3.4. Obsidian

Obsidian, as Campbell (1992) suggests, may have been the only item traded over
long distances in this way. Rather realistically, it may simply be the best preserved
example of a much wider context within which variety of objects moved. When
considering the circulation and re-circulation pattern of obsidian items, distance of
obsidian resource, need for elaborate workmanship, it can be thought that these items

were really valuable. Although they were generally used for chipped stone industry,
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Non-utilitarian obsidian items were found. As an exotic material Obsidian required
knowledge of sources and contact from there and when consider invest in non-
utilitarian objects, and spatial distribution of items, it can be said that these objects
had also a social value. Controlled by the certain groups, access to source and
distribution could be controlled by certain groups. These materials played an
important role of social identity during the Halaf period (Campbell et all 1999 395-
418).

Obsidian artifacts from Domuztepe account for about 18%, or some 10,000 artifacts,
of the chipped stone assemblage. Obsidian was obtained by long-distance exchange.
This material is used for making tools in addition to being also used to make

elaborated objects such as mirror, bead, bowl, and axe (Healey2001: 389-398).

Nearly 8000 obsidian tools were found in Domuztepe. In addition to that 200 non-
utilitarian Obsidian objects were revealed. The obsidian was imported from eight
different and widely separated sources in Central, Northeast and Southeast Anatolia.
These sources are between 200 and 900 km distance from Domuztepe. Green
Obsisian: Bingol/Nemrut, Tranculent Gray: Gollidag-East, Tarnculent Brown-
Opaque Black: Bingdl calcalkaline source, Reddy-brown black tranculent mixed
Arteni, Black with red inclusion Pasinler (Healey, 2007:171-189). Chipped stones
were made of black obsidian but non-tool obsidian items were made of grey, brown
and reddish brown obsidian (Healey 2007: 171-189).

Mirror, vessel, small axes, seals and beads can be given as examples of non-
utilitarian obsidian tools. Non-utilitarian objects are generally made of grey
Obsidian. Only four tranculent green objects and three reddish Brown vessels were
found (Healey, 2001: 389-398). Uncovered elongated beads (fig.30b), which were
broken during the perforation, it is a fair assumption to think that some of them were
made in Domuztepe. Some places, where lots of beads were found, were thought as
a bead work-shop. However there is no evidence indicating that polished artifacts
were made in Domuztepe. Not only polished items, but also there are no large pieces
which used to making mirror or vessels (fig. 30a-c), was found (Healey, 2001: 389-
398). In addition to them, there were some obsidians or other polished stone axes
found (fig 31).
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111.3.5. Figurines

The item which defines as figurine is consisting of a small animal and human
sculpture usually made of clay but can be made of stone or bone. Figurines could be
interpreted in several ways; children toys, good-luck charms, doll representing,
casual spontaneous artistic, sacred and mythical, naked woman-mother goddess,
reflection of Neolithic ideology, associated with ancestor (Akkermans and Schwartz
2003:140-144). Some of the researchers believe that these figurines were used in cult
practices (Akkermans and Schwartz 2003:140-144).

During the Pre Pottery Neolithic period figurines were made small and stylized. In
some cases, changing regionally, stylized human figurine heads were made portable.
The human figurines were made in several position; standing, sitting, kneeling.
Female figurines sometimes depicted as keeping their breasts by hand. During the
pre-pottery Neolithic period some animal sculpture were found in several
settlements. In Nevali Cori, Ain Ghazal and Gobekli Tepe, limestone sculptures in
forms of lion, birds and other animals were found. There were also stone masks were
uncovered. In Gobekli Tepe T-shaped pillar were uncovered. Which are nearly 3m
tall and have animal reliefs such as lion, birds, snakes and other animals (Schmidt

2000). These t-shaped pillars could be representing masculinity.

In Halaf, figurines emerge in several forms, both fairly naturalistic and more stylized.
The incised or paint motifs could be indicating clothes or body ornamentation.

In Sabi Abyad dozens of female figurines were found. General techniques of early 6™
BC were painting and firing of clay. Some of figurines have hole in the neck
indicated that head was separated. In some cases heads were broken intentionally.
Animal figurines were crude and represent quadruped some with horns. These

figurines could be bull.

In Domuztepe there were only a few figurines were found. Around the Death pit
human and bird shaped pendant and piece of sand stone in the form of a phallus were
found (fig. 32-b-c-d). In addition to them headless female figurines (fig. 32a) and
pottery vessel in the shape of a woman (fig. 32e) were found (Campbell et all, 1999
395-418).
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111.3.6. Stone Tools

Chipped stone of Domuztepe is a wide collection. They used a variety of materials as
a tool. Chert is the most common one and most probably they were coming from
several different sources. They used brown to black flint which could not be local.
Quartz and obsidian were also used. Obsidian was taken by long distance trade. 7%-
19% of chipped stone were made of Obsidian (Gauld S.; Campbell S.; Carter E.,
2003: 117-133).

Chert was generally used for flake and blade production. Most common among the
chert artifacts, are edge-retouched blades. There are some evidences indicating
bitumen usage. Pierces, drills and scrapers were also found. There are a few number
of projectile point were found, but the numbers of bifacial flaked were uncovered
(Campbell et all, 1999: 395-418).

The settlements of this period have different obsidian distribution. Generally all
settlements have a high percentage of obsidian, the ratio of obsidian in chipped stone
industry is 20-40%, but in some sites it reached 80% (Tell Agap). However the
manufacture debris cannot be determined in the sites. Most probably they had
brought their stones in manufactured form. Obsidian generally was used for blade
production (Campbell et all 1999: 395-418).

111.3.7. Bone Tools

Bone tools were found in nearly all settlements in a large number. From the Neolithic
periods they had not demonstrated any significant differences in terms of the variety
of tools. There were settlements with a similar repertoire having a wide geographical
area. Their proportions may change but awls, pins and spatulas were the same tools

which were detected in Neolithic settlements.
Almost all the settlements of Halaf period were same in the repertoire of the bone

tool, especially same in terms of the form. Arpachiyah (Mallowan and Rose 1935),
Sabi Abyad (Akkermans and Verhoeven 1995), Girikihaciyan (Watson and LeBlanc
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1990), and Yarim Tepe Il and Il (Merpert and Munchaev 1993c; Merpert and
Munchaev 1993d), among other Halaf sites have the same tool repertoire

Although similarities of tools were same as the other Halaf settlements, Domuztepe
have more than twice bone tools than other settlements tools. The reason of that
could be related to size of settlements. Most of the bone tools the vast majority of
bone tools in Domuztepe were found in Death Pit. This situation may indicate the
importance of bone tools for rituals burial (http://ebookbrowse.com/dt-bone-tools-
doc-d263435131).

Jeffrey J. Szuchman are categorized the bone tools of Domuztepe in pointed
implements, spatulas, Notched Scapulae, pierced ribs, pin and needle. Pointed
implements are the tools which have been found in Domuztepe during the early level
(fig. 33a). Generally they were described as awl. They were made of sheep, goat or
other medium-sized mammal’s long bones. Spatula’s frequency is less than points
(fig. 33b). These were made of sheep, goat or cattle ribs. In Domuztepe no complete
spatula were found. It is manufacturing and wear pattern is the same as the points.

Pierced ribs frequency is relatively frequent. They are generally spatula shaped and
making from ribs. They were made from the large mammals ribs as well. Generally
they have a hole on the round edge. The six percentage of the bone assemblage of
Domuztepe is consisting of pins and needles (fig. 33c). Needles were generally made
very fine and flat shape, pins were rounder. There is only one complete needle was
found. Both of pins and needles are polished. A notched scapula is made of both
sheep/goat and cattle (fig. 33d). It is the largest example measures nearly 16
centimeters across. The notched surface is well polished on one specimen and only

slightly polished on the others.

In addition to these findings, a large number of beads were uncovered from the
Domuztepe. Beads were made up of a variety of materials. Mostly serpentine or
shell beads were preferred (fig 34a-b), while obsidian beads (fig 34c) which were
broken during the perforation suggests that there might have been bead work-shop.
In addition to these, especially around the Death Pit some pendants were recovered

as well.
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During analysis, in addition to materials introduced so far, sling ball and pot / stone
Disc (fig. 35-36) will also be used. At Domuztepe, as with all Halaf settlements there
were pottery which repaired after broken and if could not have been repaired, they

were used for other purposes such as pot discs or spindle whorls.
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CHAPTER IV

ANALYSIS

1VV.1 Numeric Data Distribution of Contexts

First of all the numeric distribution of data from Domuztepe is done and represented
in prepared bar-charts. Firstly, the total 946 finds which will be used for analysis

were classified according to their types and present in the Table I.

Sling Ball 63 Disc 193 Stone Bowl 88
Spindle Whorl {30 Pottery 51 Mat Impression |11
Bone 113 Ground Stone 36 Sealing 4
Polished Stone |24 Stamp Seal/Pendant |40 Figurine 5
Beads 243 Worked Stone 37 Elab. Obsidian |2
Manuport 6
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Table 5. Distribution of the finds with regard to artifact categories
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As a second step, these classified findings evaluated according to their contexts and
distribution tables were prepared.

IV.1.1 The Ditch

The number of 283 artifacts, which are to be used in the study was recovered from
ditch.

Sling Ball 0 Disc 75 Stone Bowl 46
Spindle Whorl |4 Pottery 9 Mat Impression |0
Bone 62 Ground Stone 7 Sealing 1
P. Stone 1 Stamp Seal/Pendant | 17 Figurine 2
Beads 45 Worked Stone 11 Elab. Obsidian |2
Manuport 1
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Table 6. Distribution of artefacts in the Ditch
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1V.1.2 Death Pit

The numbers of 368 artifacts to be used in the study were recovered from Death Pit.

Numerical distribution of the finds uncovered here are as follows;

Sling Ball 45 Disc 52 Stone Bowl 30
Spindle 10 Pottery 7 Mat Impression |10
Bone 43 Chipped 25 Sealing 2
Polished Stone |9 Stamp Seal/Pendant |12 Figurine 2
Beads 105 Worked Stone 14 Obsidian 0
Manuport 2
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Table 7. Distribution of artefacts in the Death Pit
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1V.1.3 The Burnt Structure

The numbers of 295 artifacts, to be used in the study were recovered from Burnt

Structure. Numerical distribution of the finds uncovered here are as follows;

Sling Ball 18 Pot Disc 66 Stone Bowl 12
Spindle Whorl |16 Pottery 35 Mat Imp. 1
Bone 8 Ground Stone 4 Sealing 1
Polished Stone |14 Stamp Seal/Pendant |11 Figurine 1
Beads 93 Worked Stone 12 Elab. Obsidian |0
Manuport 3

61



Table 8. Distribution of artefacts in the Burnt Structure
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Small finds in both categories, as well as the comparison of contexts finds as follows;

Table 9. Comparison of Numeric Distribution of Three Spatial Contexts

W Ditch
M Deaath Pit
o BurntStructure

120
100
80
60
40
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Bar charts show that;

o Numeric Data Distribution of Contexts
o Each finds in each category shown in each context
o Death Pit has the largest number of findings

o Some findings are more numerous in some contexts;

But they do not help to determine if results are statistically significant. At the same
time they do not say that which find groups are related to each other, and related to
contexts and not indicate the degree of correlation. Therefore, to find answer of these

questions, correspondence applied.

I1V.2. Relationship of Small Findings to Each Context

The aim of this analysis is to understand the artifact group relationships with each
other according to their spatial distribution and based on this relation to identify the

role of both space and objects in constructing social relations.

IV.2.1 Correspondence Analysis

In order to understand whether there is any significant relation between the contexts
and small findings Correspondence Analysis was applied. Correspondence Analysis
provides understanding of relationship with data and contexts examining the finds
groups according to contexts, categorizing the finds associated with each other and
the relationship between finds and contexts; and measures the degree of this
relationship (see Greenacrel994). The technique is examining the data for their
relationship among them and represents this relation in a two dimensional chart. To
do the analysis, numbers were given to each context and to prevent any confusion,

these numbers were standardized and were used throughout the study.

There are two primary reasons for advocating the use of correspondence analysis as a
method of data reduction and exploration. First, the technique assumes that all values

in the matrix are positive (zeros are acceptable), and second, it assumes that all row
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and column totals are greater than zero. In a typical correspondence analysis, a cross
tabulation table of frequencies is first standardized, so that the relative frequencies
across all cells sum to 1.0. One way to state the goal of a typical analysis is to
represent the entries in the table of relative frequencies in terms of the distances

between individual rows and/or columns in a low-dimensional space.

First the data were entered to the SPSS 14, and then strata were kept fixed and the
numbers of group that are examined were distributed by weight case. And then the
strata were listed in the rows and groups were listed in columns, and the ranges of
these were defined. After this process, correspondence analysis, which is placed in
SPSS 14, was used. The distribution between the points in the Correspondence
Charts expresses the correlation between them. To explicitly define, chi-square test

and Bertin Graphics is employed.

Correspondence analysis helps drawing a two dimensional table which shows the
distances between the row and/or column points. However this method has some
handicap; to find an optimal cross tabulation, it locates the columns and rows on the
same scale. To solve this problem new graphical methods developed by Bertin (see
in Bertin 1983). It turned to correspondence analylsis coordinates into ranks.
(Chauchat and Risson, 1998). CA plot is much more chaotic, with a respectable
amount of data loss; the observer should spend a notable time to find out associated
points while simultaneously acting in a confused manner in the point cloud. Bertin
Graphic can be defined as matrix of display. By using Bertin graphs, it is possible to
turn initial matrix into a more homogeneous structure and obtain clerarer
presentation. Bertin Graphs acquire data directly from contingency table and
naturally create discriminative cluster groups for further interpretations. Data loss is

minimized
It supplies more homogeneous cluster groups than Correspondence permutation

table. This homogeneity makes it possible to see more detailed results in rows and

columns.
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To construct of the bertin graph
1
2- Construction of drawing directly according to these percentages.
3

Calculating the vertical percentages of the table,

Giving the columns with a width proportional to the totals obtained from

table.
4

In the final drawing; writing the totals per column (Giines 2012: 99).

Permuted Correspondence Tables were re-calculated again by using the chi-square

test and transformed into Bertin Graphics.

In order to make analysis, findings category has taken a number. Total of fourteen
categories were included in the analysis. It is try to understand their relations with

each other and the contexts according to the spatial distribution of these groups.
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Categories;

1 Polished stone is consisting of polished small axes;
2 Beads. Both stone and shell beads.
3 Manuport includes exotic materials.
Mat Impression. In the category of pottery, just special decorated
pottery are included,
4
5 Pottery
Bone Tools included bone point, spatula, pins, needle, notched
6 scapula. Additionally, fragments of bone tools were included
7 Stamp Seal/Pendant
8 Discs include stone disc and spindle whorl.
Elaborated Obs category is consisting of beads, small axe, mirror,
vessel, pendant, tranchet, lunate, and other polished obsidian,
figurine includes both animal and human figurines and in the
category of stone bowls both bowls and fragments of bowls are
9 present.
10 Stone Bowl
11 Sealing
12 Sling Ball
13 Figurine
Ground Stone includes chipped stone, pestles, mortars ans other
14 types of stone

Each context also has taken a number for the analysis;

Places;

1 The Ditch

2 The Death Pit

3 The Burnt Structure
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Findings were grouped in 14. In order to understand the connection between these 14

groups according to contexts Correspondence Analysis is employed.

Table 10. Correspondence Analysis of Small Finds Relation through the Contexts.

Row and Column Points

Symmetrical Normalization

< 4 O CATEGORIES
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The spatial contexts are shown in the table with the blue ring and the artifact
categories shown with the green rings. As the table indicates, majority of groups are
related to each other and the Death Pit. Obsidian, appearing to be distant from the
groups, looks relatively more closely related to the Ditch. Again ceramics seeming

distant from the groups, seems to be closely related to the Burnt Structure.

Permuted Correspondence Tables were re-calculated again by using the chi-square

test and transformed into Bertin Graphics. A Chi Square test was employed to
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represent the relationship between the context and data in a different way. After the
chi-square test, the category of bone tools, stone bowl, figurine; stamp seal, disc,
sealing and beads and manuport appeared to be correlated with each other according

to their spatial distribution and elaborated obsidian, ground stone, mat impression,

sling ball and polished stone is not correlated with other assemblages.

Table 11. Chi-Square Test of Small Finds Relation through the Contexts.

Ground Stone

Chi-Square Death Pit Burnt Structure
Elab. Obsidian 0,782707622 | 0,607508532
Bone Tools 43,08946103 44,7554521
Stone Bowl 37,55313099 48,50609368
Figurine 4,88702364 4,44640291
Stamp Seal 30,95847891 | 67,06137536

Pot Disc 214,3267624 | 242,4421345

Sealing 6,773971836  |5,638773237

18,19152554

17,2422402

Sling Ball

Pottery

Beads 188,7033095 283,9449172
Manuport 4,035112853 2,820952664
Mat Imp. 3,353811149 | 3,254037362

30,74018738

19,20819113 29,87918398

Polished Stone

8,475698958

12,30156951

7,920477469
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As a result of Chi-square test items according to spatial distribution grouped again.
In Table 12 how many of these finds were recovered in each context and the total

number of finds were uncovered in context were represented.

Table 12. Numeric Distrubition of Clustered Groups through the Contexts

A B C
The Burnt
The Ditch The Death Pit Structure
1
Elab. Obsidian 2 0 0
2 | Bone Tool, Stone
Bowl, Figurine 110 75 21
3 | Stam Seal,
Sealing, Disc 93 66 78
4
Ground Stone 7 25 4
5
Bead, Manuport |46 107 96
6
Mat Impression |0 10 1
7
Pottery 9 7 35
8
Sling Ball 0 45 18
9
Polished Stone 1 6 14
10
Total 268 341 267

By applying =YUVARLA(((A1/A$10)*10);0) this Excel formula Bertin Graphic can be

drawn.
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Table 13. Bertin Graphic of Small Find Relation through the contexts

Bone Tool
Stone Bowl

Figurine

Stamp Seal
Disc

Sealing

Ground Stone

DITCH

DEATHPIT

BURNT STRUCTURE

Bead

Manuport

Pottery

Sling Ball

Polished Stone
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In Correspondence analysis table distances between the points indicates the
relationship between the categories and places, however the degree of this

relationship is clearly understood afterapplication of Bertin Graphic methods.

As can be seen from the table 13, groups which are evaluated according to the
context some of the groups are related each other and contexts. The most related
artifacts and the spatial contexts are grouped as Bone Tools, Stone Bowls and
Figurines cluster. This group has 100% relation to the Ditch, 50% relation to the
Death Pit and 25% relation to the Burnt Structure. The other group clustered with
each other is Stamp Seal, Disc and Sealings. This group has 75% relation to the
Ditch and the Death Pit, 50% relation to the Burnt Structure. The last clustered group
consists of Beads and Manuport. This has 50% relation to the Ditch, 75% relation to
the Death Pit and 100% relation to the Burnt Structure. Some groups showed no
correlation with the others according to their spatial distribution. These are ground
stone, pottery and sling ball. Ground Stone is not clustered with any other groups and
related only Ditch with 25%. Pottery has limited relation with Burnt Structure. Sling
Ball has 25% relation with Death Pit and Burnt Structure.

1V.2.3. Relationship of Cateogrically Selected Small Findings to Each Context

After first application of Correspondence Analysis to get clearer picture and
understand the certain pattern of relationship data categories are narrowed.
Categoies which can be defined as utuily tools such as ground stone; bone tools; and
discs are excluded from analysis. These three categories are removed than continue

with the remaining 10 categories and the analysis is performed again.
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Ten categories used in the second stage;

Categories

1 Polished Stone

2 Bead

3 Manuport

4 Pottery

5 Stamp seal/Pendant
6 Stone Bowl

7 Mat Impression

8 Sealing

9 Figurine

10 Elaborated Obsidian
Places

1 The Burnt Structure
2 The Ditch

3 The Death Pit

As in the previous stage, to understand the relationship between this ten categories
and places acoding to their spatial distrubition Correspondence Analysis was

employed again.
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Table 14. Correspondence Analysis Cateogrically Selected Small Findings
Distribution of Contexts

Row and Column Points

Symmetrical Normalization

O CATEGORIES
CJPLACE
10
L] ~ 4
1 (8]
5
0 1
! 0 1
B o
[
07 : 2
Q
3
g O
o
-17] .
-2 o
- 1 | I 1 | 1
3 2 -1 0 1 2

As it is understood from the Table 14, the Death Pit is correlated with figurine,
sealing, beads and mat impression. The Ditch is correlated strongly with stamp seal
and stone bowl and to an extent with elaborated obsidian. The Burnt structure is

correlated with pottery, beads, manuport and polished stone.
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Table 15. Chi-Square Test
Distribution of Contexts

of Cateogrically Selected Small Findings

Chi-Square Death Pit Burnt Strucutre
Elaborated -
Obsidian 0,752642706 |-0,723044397
Stone Bowl )
0,293245362 | -12,34026928
Stamp Seal ]
2,891472076 | -0,216017139

Figurine 0,01481864 -0,925809944
Sealing )

0,208691377 -0,630146838
Bead )

5,491651322 0,301919416
Mat
Impression -2,88372093 -2,228206174
Manuport ) ]

0,208691377 [ 0,029463699
Pottery ) ]

1,428328004 | 7,745484402
Polished -
Stone 4,450692929 | -0,00011135

As a result of the chi-square analysis

(Table 14) it seems that elaborated obsidian

stone bowl with seal and stamp seal create a cluster and are related to the Ditch.

Other cluster is consisting of sealing, bead, figurine, mat impression and related to

the Death Pit. Last cluster is consisting of manuport, pottery, and polished stone and

related to the Burnt Structure. To explicitly define and understand the degree of this

relation, bertin graphics is employed.
formula =YUVARLA(((A1/A$4)*10);0) is

Firstly final table is prepared and than excel

applied.
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Table 16. Numeric Distrubition of Cateogrically Selected Small Findings Clustered
Groups through the Contexts

A B C
The Ditch The Death [The Burnt
Pit Structure
Obsidian, Stamp Seal 23 65 37
1 BOWI
Figurine, Seallhg, 161 48 123
2 | Bead, Impression
Manuport, Pottery,
3 | Polished Stone >2 11 18
4 Total 236 124 178

Table 17. Bertin Graphic of Cateogrically Selected Small Findings Distribution
through the Contexts (Bertin Graphs)

DITCH DEATH PIT BURNT STRUCTURE

Elab. Obsidian

Stamp Seal

Stone Bowl

Figurine

Sealing

Bead

Mat Impresion

Manuport

Pottery

Polished Stone
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To begin with, it must be remembered; that this analysis measures the relationship of
artifact categories with each other and places based on their distribution in spatial
contexts. With this in mind, the artifact cluster of manuport, pottery and polished
stone has been found to have 40% relation to the Burnt Structure, whereas it has only
20% relationship to the Death Pit and the Ditch. This 20 % relationship between this
artefact cluster and the Death Pit and the Ditch was primarily due the large amounts
of pottery found in the ditch, not due to the presence of polished stone and manuport
in these contexts. However, the artifact cluster of manuport, pottery and polished
stone is mostly related with the Burnt Structure which was destroyed by a sudden fire
and has a large number of in-situ finds.

Other two groups seem to be strongly associated with the Death Pit and the Ditch.
One artifact cluster consists of stone bowl, obsidian and seals. The degree of
association of this artifact cluster with the spatial contexts is: 100% relation to the
Ditch, 40% relation to the Death Pit and % 20 relations to the Burnt House. The third
artifact cluster consists of figurine, sealing, beads and impression which has 100%
degree of correlation with the Death Pit and 40% degree of correlation with the
Ditch. Its relationship with burnt structure is the same as the previous group; 40%.
Considering the results of analysis it can be said that extraction of daily use materials
generally does not contradict the table. To explicitly define, some objects which have
strong spatial correlation with the Death Pit and the Ditch continue to retain this

relation.
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CHAPTER YV

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Correspondence analysis method is used for the understanding of the relationship and
correlation degree between the objects and the places. By means of this analysis,
findings are grouped in terms of their relationship to each other and according to
their spatial distribution. Through the analyses findings were clustered in three

groups according their relation degree with the contexts:

The first artifact cluster group consists of elaborated obsidian, stamp seal and stone
bowl. This group has 100% relation of Ditch, 40% of Death Pit and 20% of Burnt

Structure.

The second artifact cluster group consists of figurine, sealing, mat impression and
bead, and it is relation degree with contexts is as follows 100% relation of Death Pit,
40% of Ditch and 20% of Burnt Structure.

The third and last artifact cluster group consists of pottery, manuport and polished
stone. With a degree of 40% this group is mostly related to Burnt Structure, and it
has 20% relation degree with other two ritual contexts. The reason of this correlation
could be explained by the Burnt Structure being destroyed by sudden fire and has
lots of in-situ findings. According to analysis results it can be said that objects related
to burial context and domestic context are sharply different. Objects that are
correlated with Burnt Structure are defined as daily used objects such as ground
stone, pottery, and sling ball. This situation must have been related to the fact that,
this place is not associated with the ritual activities and at the end of sudden fire it

had lots of in-situ findings.

It is significant that the Death Pit and the Ditch were associated with two separate
assemblage groups. The Ditch is most strongly related to the first group (elaborated

obsidian, stamp seal and stone bowl). The Death Pit is most strogly related to the
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group two which is composed of figurine, sealing, mat impression and bead which
may be considered as personal belongings. In contrast to these two special contexts,
the Burnt Structure, possibly a domestic context, was associated with pottery,
manuport items, and polished stone. | suggest that, the Ditch could be identified as a
segregated meeting place of select individuals who gathered in isolation and
performed culturally meaningful practices which involved stamp seal, stone bowl
and elaborated obsidian use and discard. Nevertheless, this isolated meetingof select
individuals would appear to have taken place in context of a large scale public event
and at a speacially prepared place of the Red Terrace, which was composed of a
series of other socially meaningful structured practices that involved human burials

and food consumption.

In the light of the discussion up to now, rituals of this period could be summarized
under two headings; Public and Private Rituals. Public rituals are highly visible and
highly participated. Therefore, they did not obey strict rules in order to enhance
aimed to social inclusion. The Red Terrace as a whole and the practices surrounding
the deposition of the high numbers of human skeletons at the Death Pit can be
considered as examples of the public rituals.

Private rituals are segregated in space and use of materials which indicate a different
agenda. Segregated rituals were probably performed by a small and special group. It
is understood that this special group had acess to special knowledge and skill that
could handle objects such as obsidian, stamp seals and stone bowls. As will be
remembered, obsidian was traded long-distance in Halaf Period. As an exotic
material which represent the knowledge of sources and the social contacts, the
symbolic meaning of obsidian is important as much as its physical properties. In fact,
the elaborated vs. daily use obsidian tools were made from different sources with
different colors, which may be an indication that the ritually symbolic vs the daily

objects were differentiated.

In spite of the fact that production of ceramics was easier, Halaf settlements
continued using of stone vessels. Considering the time and effort spent on them for
decoration, they should have had different significance. In Domuztepe, most widely

used stone resource is serpentine. In the region serpentine resources was available
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but the selection of right sources (quality and workability) is very difficult and needs
expertise (Dirican unfinished Phd Thesis). This indicated that great effort had been
made to find a rightsource. Some evidence from the Hagoshrim settlemtn in Israel
indicatethat the Southeastern Anatolian serpentine may have been used as the
material of stone bowls in the Levant (Rosenberg, et al. 2010:281-293). Trading of
this material which was often locally available suggest that serpentine of
Kahramanmaras serpentine may be a valuable object recognizable to the societies of
a wide region. On the other hand, with their symbolically laden imagery recognizable
to a wide audience, seals, which were often produced from the locally available
serpentine, might have represented a kind of group identity, social status and its

responsibilities rather than ownership.

More significantly, these materials were buried at the end of this segregated meeting
of special individuals so that noone else could have acces to them. It is difficult to
say who was in this special group, however it can be argued that they represented the
groups which were involved in the public rituals. Their existence at the Ditch may be
related to the end of past of social identities and relationships and beginning of new
ones. It is possible to say that the groups executing these segregated rituals were the

ones who had been deciding what is to be forgotten and to be remembered.

Indeed, some researchers believe that the 7" and the 6™ millennium BC in Northern
Mesopotamia is related to an increased segregation of male and female spheres with
males taking increasingly more active public roles in which they were making
decisions about the exchange of partners. According to Joan Oates (1996), headless
female figurines were related to such nuptial agreements between men where female
figurine heads were broken up when an agreement is achieved. David Wengrow
(1998) also suggests that there were strong link between stone objects and gender
representation. In his perspective, stone objects may have symbolized the
unbreakable ancestral property of community controlled within male domains
whereas artefacts made from clay, such as pottery, may have symbolized the female
labor. Findings of pottery pieces in the Ditch, which may arguably be a male domain
in the light of the above discussion, may be interpreted as demonstration of access to

and control of female labor.
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CHAPTER VI

CONCLUSIVE REMARKS

In the light of the discussions so far, based on the Domuztepe rituals, practices of this
period could be summarized under the following topics; first of all it can be said that
rituals were not performed within strict guidelines. Despite the disappearance of the
monumental buildings commitment to space was still continuing. Different
temporary small Halaf communities had come together in especially large-scale
agglomerated placements for ritual practices.

In the ritual zone enclosed by the Red Terrace, both communal and segregated ritual
traditions are observed. Red Terrace is thought to be a boundary that separates areas
of daily life vs. ritual areas of the settlement. The Death Pit and the Ditch, placed in
the Red Terrace were very important spatial contexts, because of their relation to
activities such as burials and food consumption. Analyses indicated that the objects
related to these spatial contexts were differentiated. The figurine, sealing and the mat
impression artefeact cluster was found associated with the Death Pit, while they
showed a minimum correlation to the Ditch. These objects have been used in
communal rituals and were shown to be relevant to each other and to the venue. The
Death Pit was placed in central part of settlement and participated by large number of
people. Through the highly visible rituals (such as preparing of Red Terrace or
communal burials in Death Pit) social inclusion was achieved in this location of the
settlement. It is possible that the Death Pit was part of a closing ritual associated with
the abandonment of at least part of the site, since this context is chronologically very

close to the abandonement of the site during the late Halaf Period.

On the other hand, the objects used in Ditch are different from the Death Pit. It
indicates that a different type of ritual was performed with different types of objects.
Stamp seals, stone bowls and elaborated obsidian are closely related to the Ditch.
Objects which are correlated to this place could be interpreted as quite valuable in

terms of social and cultural meaning. These objects differ from the other findings in
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the way of raw materials, manufacturing technique and possibly symbolic value. The
Ditch was arguably a venue for segregated rituals. Here it is thought that smaller
groups were carrying out activities. With specialized knowledge, skill and social
status to handle highly valued objects, these people perhaps were representatives of

the sub-groups who gathered for the special occasion of feasting at Domuztepe.

As a result, it can be said that the group here had a determining role in the
manipulation of the social processes, through the capital and power gained through
the objects. The question hypothesizing whether the members of this group come
from a prioritized class or representatives from different families will shed a light on
the formation of institutional hierarchy in the next period. It is likely that the activity
associated with the Ditch may be associated with some gender segregated social elite
whose authority was accepted for making some important decisions. Nevertheless,
this group does not seem to be consistent with an established institutionalized
hierarchy that is capable of controlling the whole society in all economic and social

matters.

The social and economic life of Halaf communities would appear to be based on
extended family organizations (Akkermans 2003) who gathered in locations and
formed large agglomerations such as Domuztepe. At these places, the social relations
were controlled through highly visible public ritual activity where “socially
significant” portable objects were employed. In the absence of monumental
architecture, the relatively mobile groups of the Halaf period had focused on portable
materials for defining their social relations and structuring their sense of self in a
community. These objects gained their value due to their agency for constructing
links between between the spaces and people. With the help of social practices which
employed these objects, social relations were constantly revised and re-formatted
with an eye toward the future. Such an interpretation calls for a closer look at the
social structure of extended households in terms of gender and age relations which

may be a subject of future study.
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Figure 1. Example of Tholos from Sabi Abyad
(Akkermans, 2003:104).
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Figure 2. Examples of Spindle Whorls from Sabi Abyad, Operation |
(Rooijakkers 2012:97).
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Figure 3a. Samarra Pottery from Hakemi Use (Tekin 2005).

Figure 3b. Hassuna Pottery from Hakemi Use (Tekin 2005).
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Figure 4. Examples of Painted Halaf Pottery from Domuztepe (from Domuztepe

archive).

Figure 5. Stamp Seals from Sabi Abyad (Akkermans and Duistermaat
2004:4).
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Figure 6. Skull Burial from Abu Hureyra Trench B (Moore and Molleson,
2000:281).
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Figire 7. Axionometric View of Burnt Village at Sabi Abyad (Akkermans and
Verhoven 1995:10).

Figure 8. Axionometric View of Burnt House at Arpachiyah (Campbell 2000:5).
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Figure 9. Plates from Burnt House at Arpachiyah (Campbell 2000:8-9).
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Figire 10. Obsidians from Burnt House at Arpachiyah (Campbell 2000:21).

Scale 1:2

Figure 11. Knuckle Bones from Burnt House at Arpachiyah (Campbell 2000:19).
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Figure 12. Yarim Tepe Il, Broken Anthropomorfic Vessel (Merpert and Munchaev
1987:30).
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Figure 13. Northern view of Domuztepe (from Domuztepe Archive).
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Figure 14. Tholoi at the Eastern Edge of Operation | (Carter et all 2003:124).
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Figure 15. Red Terrace in Operation | (From Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 16. Pits cutting into the Red Terrace (from Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 17. Well in the southern edge of the Red Terrace in the Middle-Late Halaf
(Campbell 2012:340).
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Figure 18. Dancing Ladies Depicted Pot Piece from Ditch, Domuztepe

(from Domuztepe archive)

Figure 19. Death Pit, Burnt Structure and Red Terrace from South East
(Carter and Campbell 2007:132).
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Figure 20a. House Depicted Pot from Ditch (from Domuztepe archive).

Figure 20b. Headless People and Raptors Depicted Pot from Ditch
(from Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 21. Plan of Death Pit (Campbell 2012:317).

109



Figure 22a. Human Long Bones from Death Pit (from Domuztepe archive).

Figure 22b. Human Skulls from Death Pit (from Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 23b. Line of Bones (from Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 24. Pottery from Burnt Structure (from Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 25. Beads from Burnt Structure (from Domuztepe archive).

113



Figure 26a. Thick-burnished Ware (from Domuztepe archive).

Figure 26b. Painted Halaf Pottery Naturalistic Scenes (from Domuztepe archive).

Figure 26¢. Unpainted Halaf Pottery (from Domuztepe archive).

Figure 26d. Painted Halaf Pottery (from Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 27. Stamp Seals from Domuztepe (from Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 28. Sealing from Domuztepe, Halaf Transitional Phase (from Domuztepe

archive).
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Figure 29. Stone Vessels from Domuztepe (from Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 30a. Handled Obsidian Mirrors (from Domuztepe archive).

Lo dennd

Figure 30b. Obsidian Beads (from Domuztepe archive).

e

Figure 30c. Pieces of Obsidian Vessel (from Domuztepe archive).

118



T TP

Figure 31. Polished Stone Axes from Operation | (from Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 32a. Headless Pendant Figurines Figure 32b. Male Figurine
(Carter et all. 2003:127). (Carter et all. 2003:128).

Figure 32c Serpantine Pendants Figure 32d. Human Head
(Carter et all. 2003:129). (from Domuztepe archive).

Figure 32e Anthropomorfic Vessel Figure 32f Animal Head
(from Domuztepe archive). (from Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 33a. Bone Points (from Domuztepe archive)

Figure 33b. Bone Spatula (from Domuztepe archive)

Figure 33c. Notched Scapulae
(from Domuztepe archive)
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Figure 33d. Bone Needle
(from Domuztepe archive)



Figure 34a. Serpantine Beads (from Domuztepe archive).

Figure 34b. Shell Beads (from Domuztepe archive).

Figure 34c. Pendants (from Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 35. Sling Balls from Operation | (from Domuztepe archive).
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Figure 36. Pot Discs from Operation | ((from Domuztepe archive).
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APPENDIX B. DATA OF DEATH PIT

Op. Name | Lot No |Object Type Artifact Name Material
Op. | 1700 Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentinite
Op. | 1700 Ground Stone Grinding Stone Basalt

Op. | 1700 Ground Stone Pestle Basalt

Op. | 1700 Ground Stone Grinding Stone Basalt

Op. | 1700 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. | 1706 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. | 1706 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 1706 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired clay
Op. | 1706 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired clay
Op. | 1706 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired clay
Op. | 1706 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 1706 Worked Stone Disc Lime Stone
Op. | 1706 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 1706 Ground Stone Pestle Basalt

Op. | 1706 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. | 1706 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 1706 Adornment Bead Bone

Op. | 1706 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 1706 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 1708 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. | 2502 Modelled clay Disc Unbaked Clay
Op. | 2502 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 2502 Bone tool Point Bone

Op. | 2502 Adornment Bead Shell

Op. | 2502 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Unbaked Clay
Op. | 2502 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
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Op. | 2502 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. | 2502 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Unbaked Clay
Op. | 2502 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. | 2502 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. | 2502 Worked Stone Disc Limestone
Op. | 2502 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 2502 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 2502 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op.1 2502 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 2502 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 2502 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 2502 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 2502 Worked Stone Disc Unidentified
Op. | 2502 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. | 2502 Polished Stone | Vessel Limestone
Op. | 2502 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 2502 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 2502 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. | 2502 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. | 2502 Ground Stone Worked Stone Chert/Flint
Op. | 2505 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 2505 Ground Stone Worked Stone Basalt

Op. | 2505 Ground Stone Worked Stone Quartz?

Op. | 2505 Ground Stone Worked Stone Basalt

Op. | 2512 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired clay
Op. | 2514 Adornment Bead Dentalium Shell
Op. | 2514 Bone tool Awl Bone

Op. | 2514 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. | 2514 Deregistered Handstones Serpantine
Op. | 2547 Bone Tool Awl Bone
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Op. 2547 Polished Stone Macehead Serpentine
Op. 2547 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 2547 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 2547 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 2547 Pottery Spindle Whorle Pottery
Op. 2547 Adornment Vessel Obsidian
Op. 2547 Ground stone Worked stone Serpentine
Op. 2567 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 2567 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2567 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2567 Worked Stone Worked Stone Serpentine
Op. 2567 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 2567 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 2567 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 2567 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 2580 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 2580 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 2580 Polished Stone Vessel Obsidian
Op. 2747 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2747 Adornment Bead Pink Stone
Op. 2747 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 1703 Ground Stone Pestle Basalt

Op. 1703 Worked Stone Disc Quartzite
Op. 1704 Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentine
Op. 1704 Polished stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 1704 Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentine
Op. 1704 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Clay

Op. 1704 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1704 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1704 Adornment Pendant Chert/Flint
Op. 1704 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery
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Op. 1704 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 1704 Adornment Bead Bone

Op. 1704 Adornment Bead Obsidian
Op. 1704 Modelled Clay Sling ball Fired Clay
Op. 1707 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 1707 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1707 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1707 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1707 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1707 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1931 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 1931 Ground Stone Block Limestone
Op. 1931 Ground Stone Grinding Stone Basalt

Op. 1931 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1931 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1931 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 1931 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 1931 Polished Stone Vessel Obsidian
Op. 1934 Polished Stone Macehead Serpentine
Op. 1934 Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 1934 Bone Tool Spatula Bone

Op. 1934 Bone Tool Tool Bone

Op. 1934 Polished Stone | Axe or Adze Serpentine
Op. 1934 Worked Stone Worked Stone Quartz
Op. 1934 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 1934 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 1934 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 1934 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 2563 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 2596 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. 2596 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired clay
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Op. 2596 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired clay
Op. 2597 Adornment Bead Lime Stone
Op. 2597 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 2597 Bone Tool Tool Bone

Op. 2597 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2597 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery
Op. 2597 Pottery Spindle Whorl Compressed clay
Op. 2597 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 2597 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 2597 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1711 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1711 Ground Stone Hand Stone Basalt

Op. 1711 | Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 1711 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1711 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1715 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 1719 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 1719 Ground stone Quern Basalt

Op. 2495 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 2495 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 2496 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2496 | Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2496 Manuport Mineral, stone Mineral
Op. 2496 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 2496 Pottery Pot Disc Pottery
Op. 2500 Adornment Bead Obsidian
Op. 2500 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 2500 Bone Tool Spatula Bone

Op. 2500 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2500 Manuport Rock Crystal Rock Crystal
Op. 2500 Pottery Pot Disc Pottery
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Op. 2500 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. 2500 Polished Stone Vessel Stone

Op. 2538 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired clay

Op. 2538 Manuport Rock Crystal Rock Crystal
Op. 2538 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. 2541 Bone tool Awl Bone

Op. 2541 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. 2541 Deregistered Hand Stone

Op. 2542 Adornment Bead Limestone

Op. 2542 Polished Stone | Vessel Serpentine

Op. 2542 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine

Op. 2542 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 2543 Adornment Bead Turguoise

Op. 2560 Adornment Stamp Seal Chert/Flint

Op. 2560 Manuport Mineral Mineral

Op. 2561 Adornment Bead Dentalium Shell
Op. 2561 Adornment Bead Dentalium Shell
Op. 2561 Adornment Bead Stone

Op. 2561 Worked Stone Worked Stone Serpentine

Op. 2561 Adornment Bead LimeStone

Op. 2564 Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. 2564 Adornment Bead LimeStone

Op. 2564 Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. 2564 Adornment Bead Quartz

Op. 2609 Adornment Bead Limestone

Op. 2638 Bone Tool Spatula Bone

Op. 2641 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2641 Adornment Bead Dentalium Shell
Op. 2657 Polished Stone Axe or Adze Serperntine
Op. 2664 Bone Tool Point Bone
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Op. | 2664 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 2664 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 2664 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 2664 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 2695 Adornment Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 2695 Bone Tool Tool Bone

Op. | 2696 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 2696 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 2696 Ground Stone Worked Stone Limestone
Op. | 2696 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 2697 Worked Stone Worked Stone Serpentine
Op. | 2697 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. | 2697 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 2697 Impression Impression

Op. | 2699 Adornment Bead Dentalium Shell
Op. | 2699 Adornment Bead Rose quartz
Op. | 2699 Adornment Bead Diorite
Op. | 2699 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3037 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 3039 Polished Stone | Vessel Seperntine
Op. | 3044 Adornment Bead

Op. | 3088 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3197 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 3199 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 3199 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 3300 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 3301 Worked Bone Worked Bone Bone

Op. | 3302 Bone Tool Neddle Bone

Op.l 2669 Adornment Bead Quartz
Op. | 2682 Adornment Bead Serpentine
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Op. | 2690 Adornment Bead Diorite

Op. | 2690 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 2690 Ground Stone Worked Stone Basalt

Op.l 2690 | Ground Stone Worked Stone Basalt

Op.1 2692 Impression Impression Plaster

Op.l 3199 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. | 3296 Pottery Worked sherd Pottery

Op. | 3296 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery

Op. | 3300 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. | 3268 Modelled clay Token Unbaked clay
Op. | 3239 Pottery Worked sherd Pottery

Op. | 3290 Pottery Vessel Pottery

Op. | 3295 Pottery Worked sherd Pottery

Op. | 3383 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Unbaked clay
Op. | 3383 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Unbaked clay
Op. | 3384 Ground Stone Hand Stone Serpentine
Op. | 3393 Pottery Worked sherd Pottery

Op. | 2600 Ground stone Axe or Adze Chert/Flint
Op. | 2600 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 2611 Worked Bone Disc Bone

Op. | 2623 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 2629 Ground Stone Worked Stone Basalt

Op. | 2629 Ground Stone Worked Stone Basalt

Op. | 2630 Modelled Clay Lumps Unbaked Clay
Op. | 2649 Adornment Pendant Serpentine
Op. | 2649 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 2649 Impression Impression Clay

Op. | 2663 Adornment Bead Turquoise
Op. | 2663 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 2663 Polished stone Vessel Serpentine

132




Op. 2663 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 2619 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2619 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 2656 Bone Tool Spatula Bone

Op. 2656 Adornment Bead Deep Red Stone
Op. 2656 Adornment Bead Diorite
Op. 2656 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 2656 Adornment Bead Light Green Stone
Op. 2658 Ground Stone Blade Serpentine
Op. 2658 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2658 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2658 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2658 Adornment Bead Diorite
Op. 2658 Ground stone Palette Lime Stone
Op. 2658 Pottery Worked sherd Pottery
Op. 2659 Impression Impression Fired clay
Op. 2659 Adornment Bead Stone,

Op. 2659 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 2659 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 2659 Polished Stone | Vessel Serpentine
Op. 2659 Adornment Bead Obsidian
Op. 2659 Ground Stone Pendant Obsidian
Op. 2673 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 2673 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2681 Bone Tool Notched Scapula |Bone

Op. 2681 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2683 Adornment Bead Obsidian
Op. 2683 Adornment Bead Turquoise
Op. 2689 Adornment Bead Obsidian
Op. 2688 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2693 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
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Op.l 2800 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 2801 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 2802 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 1938 Polished Stone | Axe or Adze Lime Stone
Op. | 1938 Bone Tool Worked bone Bone

Op. | 1938 Modelled clay Sling Ball Fired clay
Op. | 1938 Modelled clay Sling Ball Fired clay
Op. | 1938 Polished stone Vessel Stone

Op. | 1938 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 1938 | Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 1938 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 1938 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 1938 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 1938 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 1938 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 1938 Adornment Bead Stone

Op. | 1938 Bone tool Tool Antler

Op. | 1939 Bone tool Awl Bone

Op. | 1939 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 1939 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 1939 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery
Op. | 1939 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. | 1939 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 1939 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 1939 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 1939 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. | 1939 Adornment Bead Dolomite
Op. | 1939 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 1939 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 1939 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 1939 Adornment Bead Serpentine
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Op. 1939 Ground Stone Worked Stone Limestone
Op. 1939 Ground Stone Grinding Stone Limestone
Op. 1939 Bone tool Needle Bone

Op. 1939 Bone tool Needle Bone

Op. 2467 Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentinite
Op. 2467 Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentinite
Op. 2467 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. 2604 Adornment Bead Lime Stone
Op. 2607 Impression Sealing Unbaked clay
Op. 2607 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2608 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2612 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery

Op. 2614 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 2614 Impression Sealing Unbaked clay
Op. 2615 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. 2615 Polished Stone Vessel Limestone
Op. 2615 Ground Stone Palette Basalt

Op. 2615 Ground stone Worked Stone Basalt

Op. 2616 Impression Impression Plaster

Op. 2616 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2617 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. 2621 Adornment Bead Steatite

Op. 2622 Adornment Bead Deep Red Stone
Op. 2622 Ground stone Worked Stone Chert/Flint
Op. 2626 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. 2627 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. 2627 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. 2627 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2627 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2627 Impression Impression Plaster

Op. 2627 Adornment Bead Serpentine
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Op. 2627 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2627 Impression Impression Fired clay
Op. 2627 Ground stone Worked stone Basalt

Op. 2631 Adornment Bead Diorite

Op. 2639 Bone tool Awl Bone

Op. 2639 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2640 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2642 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 2642 Ground Stone Polisher Stone,

Op. 2643 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2643 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. 2643 Modelled Clay Figurine Fired Clay
Op. 2643 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2644 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2646 Adornment Stamp Seal Alabaster
Op. 2646 Modelled Clay Figurine Stone

Op. 2646 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2646 Impression Impression Mat

Op. 2648 Adornment Bead Chert/Flint
Op. 2648 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 2648 Impression Impression Plaster
Op. 2650 Adornment Bead Diorite
Op. 2651 Adornment Bead Chert/Flint
Op. 2651 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2651 Adornment Bead Diorite
Op. 2651 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2651 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 2652 Worked Stone Worked Stone Serpentine
Op. 2652 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. 2652 Adornment Bead Obsidian
Op. 2652 Adornment Bead Serpentine
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Op. 2652 Adornment Stamp Seal Stone

Op. 2653 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2653 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2653 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2653 Adornment Bead Diorite

Op. 2654 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Unbaked Clay
Op. 2654 Ground stone Hand Stone Basalt

Op. 2655 Worked bone Worked bone Bone

Op. 2655 Pottery Worked sherd Pottery

Op. 2660 Adornment Pendant Chert/Flint
Op. 2660 Adornment Bead Dark Red Color
Op. 2660 Adornment Bead Quartzite

Op. 2660 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2660 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2660 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2660 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2661 Adornment Bead Dentalium Shell
Op. 2661 Adornment Bead Dentalium Shell
Op. 2661 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2661 Adornment Bead Diorite

Op. 2661 Adornment Bead Quartz

Op. 2661 Ground stone Worked Sherd Basalt

Op. 2662 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2662 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2670 Modelled Clay Sling ball Unbaked clay
Op. 2670 Ground Stone Polisher Limestone
Op. 2671 Impression Impression Fired Clay
Op. 2671 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2671 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2674 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. 2674 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
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Op. 2674 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. 2675 Polished Stone Axe Obsidian

Op. 2675 Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 2675 Adornment pendant Serpentine
Op. 2675 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. 2675 Modelled Clay Sling ball Fired Clay
Op. 2675 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 2675 Adornment Bead Diorite

Op. 2675 Adornment Bead Diorite

Op. 2675 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2675 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2675 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2675 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2675 Adornment Bead Diorite

Op. 2675 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2677 Adornment Bead Dolomite

Op. 2677 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2677 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2677 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Unbaked Clay
Op. 2677 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2677 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2677 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 2679 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 2679 Pottery Disc Pottery

Op. 2679 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Unbaked Clay
Op. 2684 Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 2684 Shell Worked Shell Shell

Op. 2684 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Unbaked Clay
Op. 2684 Ground Stone Worked stone Basalt

Op. 2685 Bone Tool Awl Bone
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Op. | 2687 Worked Stone Worked Stone Stone

Op. | 2687 Impression Basket Plaster
Op. | 3056 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 3074 Polished Stone | Vessel Serpentine
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APPENDIX C. DATA OF BURNT STRUCUTRE

Operation

Name Lot No |Object Type Artifact Name Material
Op. | 3063 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Unbaked Clay
Op. | 3067 Modelled Cay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. | 3827 Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. | 3959 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery

Op. | 3949 Polished Stone Axe Serpentinite
Op. | 3945 Polished Stone Axe Serpentinite
Op. | 3927 Adornment Bead Blank Obsidian
Op. | 4040 Shell Shell

Op. | 4039 Manuport Shell Shell

Op. | 3827 Manuport Shell Shell

Op. | 3990 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. | 3992 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 4040 Adornment Bead Quartz

Op. | 3992 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. | 4036 Adornment Bead Blank Obsidian
Op. | 4044 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3063 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. | 3067 Pottery Vessel Pottery

Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Serpantine
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Serpentin
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Serpentin
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Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Serpentin
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Serpentin
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Serpentin
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Serpentin
Op. | 3067 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Disc Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 3063 Chipped Stone Point Chert/Flint
Op. | 3250 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 3067 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. | 3067 Artefact Stamp Seal Serpentinite
Op. | 3067 Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. | 3249 Pottery Worked sherd Pottery
Op. | 3063 Polished Stone Vessel Limestone
Op. | 3067 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 3067 Adornment Pendant Serpentinite
Op. | 3067 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Pot Disc Pottery
Op.l 3067 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Pot Disc Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 3067 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery

141




Op. 3250 Pottery Vessel Pottery

Op. 3250 Pottery Vessel Pottery

Op. 3250 Pottery Vessel Pottery

Op. 3067 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. 3067 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 3067 Adornment Bead Dolomite
Op. 3836 Adornment Bead Dolomite
Op. 3854 Chipped Stone Tranchet Obsidian
Op. 3836 Polished Stone | Axe or Adze Serpentine
Op. 3854 Adornment Bead Dolomite
Op. 3836 Adornment Bead Blank Obsidian
Op. 3836 Adornment Bead Blank Serpentine
Op. 3940 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3827 Modelled Clay Sling ball Unbaked Clay
Op. 3836 Worked Stone Disc Limestone
Op. 3865 Worked Stone Worked Stone Serpentine
Op. 3963 Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3865 Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3854 Adornment Pendant Dolomite
Op. 3853 Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3854 Worked Stone Worked Stone Serpentine
Op. 3865 Adornment Bead Dentalium Shell
Op. 3919 Polished Stone Axe or Adze Quartz

Op. 3854 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 3919 Adornment Bead Blank Obsidian
Op. 3919 Adornment Bead Blank Obsidian
Op. 3976 Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentinite
Op. 3976 Adornment Stamp Seal Stone

Op. 4022 Polished Stone Vessel Jasper

Op. 3892 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3892 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
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Op. 3919 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3919 Ground Stone Token Stone

Op. 3927 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3865 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3836 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Unbaked Clay
Op. 3869 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 3827 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired Clay
Op. 3949 Ground Stone Ball Basalt

Op. 3836 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3865 Polished Stone | Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3959 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery

Op. 3959 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery

Op. 3918 Pottery Vessel Pottery

Op. 3976 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 3976 Adornment Pendant Serpentinite
Op. 3886 Worked Stone Disc Stone

Op. 3976 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 3990 Adornment Bead Dentalium Shell
Op. 3976 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 3949 Worked Stone Disc Quartzite
Op. 3928 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3853 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3919 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3919 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3919 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3854 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3853 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3959 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery

Op. 3927 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3927 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3959 Polished Stone Axe or Adze Serpentine
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Op. | 3992 Adornment Bead Blank Quartz

Op. | 3992 Adornment Bead Dentalium Shell
Op. | 4006 Adornment Bead Blank Obsidian
Op. | 4006 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3991 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 4006 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 4006 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op.l 4005 Pottery Vessel Clay

Op. | 3927 Pottery Vessel Clay

Op. | 4006 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 4006 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 4006 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3928 Modelled clay Sling Ball Fired clay
Op. | 3959 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery

Op. | 3992 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3992 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. | 3958 Modelled clay Sling ball Fired clay
Op. | 4006 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3992 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. | 3992 Adornment Bead Stone

Op. | 4012 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. | 4006 Adornment Bead Blank Obsidian
Op. | 4009 Adornment Bead Blank Obsidian
Op. | 3992 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. | 4006 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 4006 Adornment Bead Quartz

Op. | 3958 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. | 3958 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. | 3992 Adornment Bead Blank Obsidian
Op. | 3958 Ground Stone Mortar Serpentine
Op. | 3945 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
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Op. 3927 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 4036 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 4022 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 3992 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 3918 Polished Stone Lunate Obsidian
Op. 4001 Polished Stone | Axe or Adze Serpentinite
Op. 3836 Pottery Worked sherd Pottery

Op. 3958 Worked Stone Pierced Disc Serpentine
Op. 3927 Ground Stone Worked Stone Stone

Op. 4033 Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentinite
Op. 4044 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. 4036 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 4044 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 4036 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 4048 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 4044 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 4006 Pottery Vessel Pottery

Op. 4006 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 3919 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery

Op. 3879 Polished Stone Vessel Calcite

Op. 4048 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 4047 Adornment Bead Stone

Op. 4048 Adornment Bead Obsidian
Op. 4039 Polished Stone Figurine Serpentine
Op. 4036 Adornment Bead Blank Obsidian
Op. 4022 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 4006 Chipped Stone Tranchet Obsidian
Op. 3827 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired clay
Op. 4022 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3927 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3854 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
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Op. 4005 Polished Stone | Vessel Serpentine
Op. 4048 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 4006 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery
Op. 4005 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery
Op. 4040 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery
Op. 3992 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 4036 Worked Stone Worked Stone Dolomite
Op. 4046 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. 4001 Polished Stone | Vessel Limestone
Op. 3976 Adornment Bead Stone

Op. 4048 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 4048 Adornment Bead Serpentinite
Op. 3892 Chipped Stone Blade Obsidian
Op. 3991 Adornment Bead Pottery
Op. 3919 Impression Impression Impressions
Op. 4043 Pottery Worked sherd Pottery
Op. 3963 Polished Stone | Weight Limestone
Op. 3958 Worked Stone Disc Chert/Flint
Op. 3940 Polished Stone Macehead Serpentine
Op. 4012 Worked Stone Spindle Whorl Serpentine
Op. 3945 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery
Op. 4005 Ground Stone Rubbing Stone Pumice
Op. 3990 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3250 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3853 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3825 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3853 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3869 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery
Op. 3892 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery
Op. 3825 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3869 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
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Op. 3865 Polished Stone | Vessel Jasper

Op. 3853 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3945 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3976 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3963 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3963 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3963 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3976 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3976 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3976 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3958 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 4043 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3990 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 4051 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 4039 Polished Stone | Axe or Adze Serpentine
Op. 4051 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired clay
Op. 4053 Pottery Spindle Whorl Pottery
Op. 4046 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Fired clay
Op. 4040 Ground stone Worked stone Serpentine
Op. 4053 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 4025 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3991 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3992 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3990 Worked Stone Disc Serpentine
Op. 3990 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 3990 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 4051 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. 4053 Ground Stone Worked Sherd Pumice
Op. 3992 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 4036 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. 4022 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
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Op. | 4022 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 4039 Pottery Worked Sherd Pottery
Op. | 4036 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op. | 4006 Adornment Bead Dentalium Shell
Op. | 4012 Bone Tool Weft bobbin Bone

Op. | 4005 Polished Stone | Axe or Adze Serpentine
Op. | 3919 Modelled Clay Sling Ball Unbaked Clay
Op. | 3919 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3919 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3919 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3919 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3919 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 3919 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3919 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3919 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3919 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3919 Adornment Bead Stone

Op. | 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 3945 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 4040 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op.l 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
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Op. | 4044 Polished Stone Vessel Serpentine
Op.l 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Serpentine
OP. I. 4005 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Stone

Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Amorphous silica
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead LimeStone
Op. | 3067 Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op.l 3250 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 3250 Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. | 4025 Sealing Sealing Clay

Op. | 3990 Worked Bone Worked Bone Bone

Op. | 3975 Adornment Pendant Stone

Op. | 3976 Adornment Pendant Ceramic/stone
Op. | 3976 Adornment Pendant Ceramic
Op. | 3827 Worked Bone Worked Bone Bone

Op. | 3976 Adornment Pendant Stone

Op. | 3250 Pottery Ware Clay
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APPENDIX D. DATA OF DITCH

Operation

Name Lot No | Object Type Artifact Name | Material
Op.l 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op.l 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op.l 3073 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 3745 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. | 3745 | Adornment Bead Bone

Op. | 3725 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. | 3725 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. | 3967 |Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3980 |Worked Stone |Worked Stone |Serpentine
Op. | 3954 | Adornment Pendant Serpentine
Op. | 3891 |Manuport Shell Shell

Op. | 3073 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. | 3073 |Bone Tool Spatula Bone

Op. | 3073 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 3073 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 3745 |Bone Tool Needle Bone

Op. | 3745 | Adornment Bead Quartzite
Op. | 3680 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3702 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. VIII 3962 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Polished Stone |Basin Serpentine
Op. | 3073 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
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Op. | 3073 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3160 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op.l 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. | 3073 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 3073 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 3073 | Polished Stone | Mirror Obsidian
Op. | 3073 |Artefact Stamp Seal Quartzite? Green
Op. | 3073 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. | 3073 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. | 3196 |Adornment Bead

Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. | 3073 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. | 3073 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. | 3196 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. | 3196 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
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Op. | 3073 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op.l 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3196 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. | 3624 | Ground Stone |Pestle Basalt

Op. | 3624 |Bone Tool Tool Bone

Op. | 3624 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 3073 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. | 3624 |Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3638 |Ground Stone |Slabs Serpentine
Op. | 3702 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 3680 |Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentine
Op. | 3702 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. | 3680 |Artefact Bead Serpentine
Op. | 3638 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. | 3702 |Adornment Pendant Serpentine
Op. | 3624 | Polished Stone |Vessel Marble
Op. | 3702 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
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Op. 3680 |Artefact Vessel

Op. 3624 | Chipped Stone |Drill Chert/Flint
Op. 3624 | Chipped Stone |Arrowhead Chert/Flint
Op. 3725 |Bone Tool Needle Bone

Op. 3656 |Pottery Vessel Pottery

Op. 3073 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery

Op. 3680 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3745 | Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 3745 |Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 3680 |Adornment Bead Dolomite
Op. 3725 |Adornment Bead Faience/frit
Op. 3725 |Adornment Bead Quartzite
Op. 3725 |Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 3680 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3680 |Modelled Clay |Token? sealing |Unbaked Clay
Op. 3745 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 3745 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3702 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3725 |Adornment Pendant Green Stone
Op. 3702 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3822 |Adornment Pendant Serpentine
Op. 3745 | Adornment Stamp seal Serpentinite
Op. 3680 |Adornment Bead Blank Stone

Op. 3680 |Bone Tool Needle Bone

Op. 3822 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3822 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3822 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3680 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery

Op. 3907 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 3867 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 3926 |Bone Tool Point Bone
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Op. 3926 |Bone Tool Needle Bone

Op. 3907 |Bone Tool Needle Bone

Op. 3907 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3907 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3867 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3867 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3866 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3867 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3954 | Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentine
Op. 3954 | Adornment Stamp Seal Quartzite
Op. 3926 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3867 |Bone Tool Needle Bone

Op. 3926 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3864 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3867 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3883 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 3852 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3889 |Deregistered Worked bone |Bone

Op. 3852 |Adornment Pendant

Op. 3866 |Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 3920 |Adornment Bead Shell

Op. 3960 |Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 3920 |Worked Stone |Disc Lime Stone
Op. 3953 | Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentine
Op. 3954 | Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 3953 | Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 3953 | Bone Tool Needle Bone

Op. 3960 |Adornment Bead Bone

Op. 3950 |Worked Stone |Worked Stone |Serpentine
Op. 3980 |Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentine
Op. 3983 |Adornment Stamp Seal Quartz
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Op. 3980 |Modelledclay |Figurine Terracotta
Op. 3954 | Adornment Bead Bone

Op. 3895 |Ground Stone |Worked Stone |Sandstone
Op. 3926 |Ground Stone |Polisher Limestone
Op. 3899 | Ground Stone |Disc Quartzite
Op. 3895 | Pottery Worked sherd | Pottery
Op. 3895 | Pottery Spindle Whorl | Pottery
Op. 3926 |Adornment Pendant Serpentine
Op. 3954 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3702 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3685 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3685 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3685 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3973 |Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 3890 |Ground stone |Polisher Serpentine
Op. 3920 |Polished Stone |Rubbing Stone |Jasper

Op. 3937 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3937 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3899 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3995 |Adornment Pendant Serpentine
Op. 3891 |Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. 3890 |Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. 3962 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3962 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3962 | Pottery Spindle Whorl | Pottery
Op. 3961 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3967 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3967 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3680 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3980 |Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 3995 | Worked Stone |Disc Serpentine
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Op. 3989 |Pottery Spindle Whorl | Fired clay
Op. 3962 |Worked Stone |Worked Stone |Quartz

Op. 4032 |Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentine
Op. 3995 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3999 |Adornment Pendant Serpentine
Op. 3989 |Modelled clay |Figurine Pottery
Op. 3745 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3895 |Worked Stone |Worked stone |Serpentine
Op. 3745 | Ground Stone | Mortar Serpentine
Op. 3895 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3989 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3989 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3883 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3857 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3983 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3902 |Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. 4020 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 4020 |Polished Stone | Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3920 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3920 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3920 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3920 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 4032 | Polished Stone | Vessel Serpentine
Op. 4032 |Worked Stone |Worked stone |Serpentine
Op. 3980 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3973 | Pottery Spindle Whorl |Fired Clay
Op. 3995 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3896 |Bone Tool Notched scap. |Bone

Op. 4024 |Bone Tool Notched scap. |Bone

Op. 3995 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 3702 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
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Op. 3926 |Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. 3867 |Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. 3864 |Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. 3867 |Pottery Vessel Pottery
Op. 3866 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 3685 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3680 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3883 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3685 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3680 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3624 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3624 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3624 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3999 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3999 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3999 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3999 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 4042 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3995 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3995 | Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3073 | Pottery Pot disc Pottery
Op. 3995 | Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3999 |Worked stone |Disc Serpentine
Op. 4000 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 4000 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 4000 |Pottery Worked Sherd | Pottery
Op. 3920 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3920 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine
Op. 3680 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3680 |Bone Tool Notched scap. |Bone

Op. 3980 |Pottery Worked sherd | Pottery
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Op. | 3764 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. | 4024 | Chipped Stone |Vessel Serpentine

Op. | 4024 | Polished Stone | Vessel Serpentine

Op. | 4000 |Polished Stone |Vessel Serpentine

Op. | 3073 |Bone Tool Notched scap. |Bone

Op. | 3926 |Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. | 3899 |Adornment Stamp Seal Serpentine

Op. | 3899 |Bone tool Notched scap. |Bone

Op. | 3899 |Bone tool Awl Bone

Op. | 4000 |Adornment Bead Limestone

Op. | 3999 |Adornment Bead Turquoise?

Op. | 3891 |Adornment Bead Limestone

Op. | 3890 |Adornment Bead Stone, unidentified
Op. | 3890 |Adornment Bead Amorphous silica
Op. | 3965 |Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. | 3890 |Adornment Bead Amorphous silica
Op.l 3702 |Worked Bone |Worked Bone |Bone

Op. | 3890 |Adornment Bead Stone, unidentified
Op. | 3890 |Adornment Bead Serpentinite

Op. | 3965 |Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. | 3965 |Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. | 3638 |Adornment Bead Stone, unidentified
Op. | 3890 |Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. | 3702 |Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. | 3702 |Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. | 4020 |Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. | 3890 |Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. | 3995 |Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. | 3899 |Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op. | 3954 | Adornment Bead Serpentine

Op.l 3995 |Adornment Bead Limestone
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Op. 3891 |Adornment Bead Basalt

Op. 3899 |Adornment Bead

Op. 3680 |Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 3937 |Bone Tool Spatula Bone

Op. 3866 |Bone Tool Point Bone

Op. 3866 |Bone Tool Awl Bone

Op. 3638 |Adornment Bead Limestone
Op. 3638 |Adornment Bead Serpentine
Op. 3999 |Worked stone |Disc Stone, unidentified
Op. 3073 |Bone Tool Spatula Bone

Op. 3878 |Worked bone |Worked bone |Bone

Op. 3702 |Worked bone |Worked bone |Bone
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APPENDIX F. TURKISH SUMMARY/TURKCE OZET

“Domuztepe Yerlesiminde Kiigiik Buluntu Dagilimmin Sosyal Baglami; Ritiiel
Sergileme ve Toplum” baslikli tezimde Geg Neolitik Dénem’e tarihlenen Domuztepe
yerlesiminden ele gecen kii¢iik buluntularin birbirleri ve mekanlarla olan iliskileri
incelenmistir. Bu ¢alisma i¢in yerlesimden {i¢ alan se¢ilmistir. Bu alanlardan ikisi
Oliim Cukuru ve Hendek, kirmiz teras adi verilen yapi ile gevrelenmis alanda yer
almaktadir. Terasin yapiminda kullanilan kirmizi topragin yerlesim disindan
getirildigi ve Ozel bir alani gevreledigi diisiiniilmektedir. Diger alan ise terasin
cevreledigi alanin hemen yaninda ele gecmistir ve Yanmis Yapi olarak
adlandirilmigtir. Bu alanin daha ¢ok evsel aktivitelerle ile ilgili oldugu saptanmustir.
Bu kontekstlerden ele gecen kiigiik buluntularin dagilimi Uyum Analizi yontemi ile
incelenmistir. Bu yontem sayesinde nesnelerin birbirleri ve mekanlar ile olan
iliskileri ve bu iliskilerin derecelerinin saptanmasi miimkiin olmustur. Analizlerin
amacit Domuztepe’de gerceklesen ritliellerin dogasini agiklamaya calismak bu sayede
de Geg¢ Neolitik topluluklarinin sosyal organizasyonlarinda ritiiellerin 6nemi

anlamaya ¢aligmaktir.

Alternatif bir teorik yaklagim 1s1@inda donemin mekan-nesne-insan arasindaki
iligkileri yeniden inceleyerek, maddi kiiltiir, ilgili ritiiel faaliyetler ve yerlesim
modellerinin elestirel bir analizi yardimi ile Halaf Donemi boyunca sosyal ve
ekonomik egilimleri anlamaya ¢alismaktadir. Bunu takiben, ritiiel faaliyetlerin
onemi, bu egilimler baglaminda toplumsal degisim kaliplarim1 anlamak igin
degerlendirilmistir. Sonug olarak bu tez kapsaminda calisilan nesnelerin bireyler ve
gruplar arasindaki karmasik sosyal iligkilerin diizenleyicisi oldugu tartigilmistir. Bu
nedenle, nesnelerin kullanimi ve ritiiel birikimi toplumsal 6rgiitlenme de rutin ritiiel
faaliyetlerin 6nemini gdstermektedir; ancak yine de buluntular kesin bir sekilde tiim
Domuztepe’nin ekonomik ve ritiiel aktivitesini toparlayan bir merkezi otoritenin

varligini tartismaya izin vermemektedir.

Kuzey Mezopotamya’da “Halaf” olarak tamimlanan dénem (M.O. 6000-5200),

yerlesik yasama gecis ve sehir devletlerinin ortaya ¢ikisi arasinda kalan bir zaman
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araligini1 tanimlamamak i¢in kullanilmaktadir. 6.bin yil topluluklarina genel olarak
baktigimizda, genis akrabalik iliskileri kapsaminda olusan ev odakli bir yapilanma
gozlemlenmekle beraber, bu “ev” odakli gruplarin Domuztepe gibi ortalama 20
hektarlik biiylik alanlara sahip yerlesimlerde sosyal iliskilerini nasil diizenledikleri
net bir bigimde anlasilamamaktadir. Yerlesimlerdeki mimari yap1 ve yerlesim
dokusu, “esitlik¢i” bir kaynak dagitim ve erisim diizenine isaret etse de, bu donemde
yaygin bir bigimde kullanilmaya baglanan obsidyen, miihiir, tas kap, figiirin ve boyali
seramik gibi bir¢ok nesnenin sosyal iligkileri ve sosyal hiyerarsileri belirlemede

onemli bir rolii oldugu diisiiniilebilir.

Halaf Donemi geleneksel olarak ilk sehir devletlerini karakterize eden merkezi
otorite, ritiiel ve ekonomik merkezilesme evriminde Onemli bir asama olarak
algilanmaktadir. Ancak, bu anlayis bugiine kadar yapilan calismalarla yeterince

desteklenmemistir.

Geleneksel antropolojik yaklasimlar ve ¢izgisel evrimciler ilk tarim topluluklarinin
esitlikei bir yapiya sahip oldugunu iddia etmektedirler. Ancak kurumsal hiyerarsinin
bulunmadigir bu topluluklarda ev odakli bir hiyerarsiden bahsetmek miimkiindiir.
Bourdieu evi yas, cinsiyet, akrabalik iliskilerine bagl esitsizligin kurgulandigi en
kiiciik yap1 olarak tanimlamaktadir. Halaf olarak tanimladigimiz doénem ise
kronolojik olarak bu ilk tarim topluluklari ile kurumsallasmis hiyerarsinin bulundugu
sehir devletlerinin tam ortasinda yer almaktadir. Genellikle sosyal evrim kurami
kapsaminda konuya yaklasan aragtirmacilar, Neolitik donemin kii¢lik ve bolgesel
olarak merkezilesmemis kOy tipi yerlesimlerinin, c¢esitli ekonomik ve sosyal
dinamikler neticesinde sehir-devletleri ortaya ¢ikaran daha karmagik bir yapilanmaya
dogru gittiklerini ileri siirmektedirler. Bu kuramin {irettigi modellere gore, niifus
artisi, bolgesel kaynaklarin kullanimi, mesleki 6zellesme ve ticaret gibi faktorler
kisiler arasindaki iligkilerin ve dolayisiyla sosyal yapinin ve yerlesim diizeninin
karmagiklagmasina neden olmaktadir. Sosyal evrim kuramlari iizerinden hareketle ve
genis bir alana yayilmis objelerin benzerliginden yola cikarak, Halaf i¢in aligveris
aglarmin kontroliine dayali ve ilkel seflik (low-level chiefdom) diizeyinde bir
merkezi otoritenin varligindan s6z etmektedirler. Kurama gore, bu karmasay1 en
etkin sekilde diizenleyecek sosyal yapilanmalar zaman icinde evrilerek, siyasi ve dini

otoritenin bolgesel diizeyde merkezilesmesine ve sehir devletlerin ortaya ¢ikmasina
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yol agmaktadir. Ancak kazilardan ele gegen buluntular yerlesim dokusu ve mimari

gibi bu goriisii desteklememektedir.

Halaf donemi yerlesimlerinin ve nesnel kiiltiir zenginliginin, obsidyen alisverisinin
kontroliine bagli oldugu halen giincelligini koruyan bir tartisma konusudur. Ana
kaynaklari, I¢ Anadolu ve Dogu Anadolu bélgesinde bulunan obsidyenin, Giiney
Mezopotamya ve Filistin kiyilarina kadar uzanan ticaretinin cografik olarak arada
konuslanmis Halaf topluluklari tarafindan kontrol edildigi ve bu kontroliin baz1 yerel
merkezi gliglerin olugsmasina sebep oldugu tartigilmaktadir. Diger taraftan, bazi
aragtirmacilar seramikler iizerindeki desenlerden hareketle Halaf topluluklarinin
dokumacilik iizerine uzmanlagmis olabilecegini iddia etseler de, tekstil, halicilik veya
hasir 6rgli nesnelerin toprak altinda c¢abuk bozunmaya ugramasi dolayisiyla bu
iddialart dogrulamak miimkiin olmamaktadir. Halaf yerlesimlerinde siklikla ele
gecen “tag baski miihiirler” in varligi, alis-veris veya genel olarak miilkiyet
kontroliine dayal1 bir biirokrasinin tirlinii olarak goriilebilir. Sonug olarak yerlesim
dokusu ve mimari yapisi itibari ile esitlik¢i gibi goriinen; ancak uzak mesafe ticareti,
karmagik ritiiel aktiviteler ya da miihiir gibi baz1 kii¢iik buluntular diisiiniildiiglinde
kiicik Olcekli de olsa bir merkezilesmenin gerekliligi Halaf topluluklarinin
paradoksal yapisini1 gozler oniine sermektedir. Su ana kadar gelistirilen teoriler ise bu
durumu agiklamada yetersiz kalmislardir. Bu noktada Halaf Donemi topluluklarinin
var olan geleneksel yaklasimlarin diginda yeni bir perspektif ile incelenmesi

gerekliligi dogmustur.

Bir onceki donemle kiyaslandiginda Halaf’ta ¢ok daha yogun bir materyal kiiltiir
cesitliligi ve kullanimi oldugu goriilmektedir. Karmagik ritiiel aktiviteler ile birlikte
materyal kiltlirlin bu donemin sosyal iliskilerinde belirleyici bir rolii oldugu
diisiiniilebilir. Hatta Domuztepe gibi bliyiik 6lcekli yerlesimlerin bu karmagik
aktivitelere ev sahipligi yaptig1 diisiiniilebilir. Bu diisiinceden yola ¢ikarak bu
aktivitelerin tanimlanmasi bu esnada kullanilan malzemelerinin roliiniin anlasilmas1

bu dénemin sosyal yapisinin da anlasilmasini kolaylastiracaktir.

Ritiieller sosyal esitsizligin legalize edildigi aktiviteler olarak tanimlanabilir. Ve
ozellikle yazisiz toplumlarda sosyal yapinin ancak bu aktivitelerin ve bu esnada

kullanilan nesnelerin materyal kiiltiir kalintilarinin incelenmesi ile anlagilmasi
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miimkiin olacaktir. Bu bakis acisi ile ritiiel temelli materyal kiiltiir caligsmalarinin. Bu
nedenle Halaf Doneminin genel yapisi ancak daha ¢ok yerlesimde yapilacak olan bu

tip caligmalarin sayesinde anlasilabilecektir.

Ritliel terimi sadece dini aktiviteleri degil ¢ok daha genis alanda ¢ok farkli
aktiviteleri kapsamaktadir (evlilik, bosanma, ziyafet vs) hatta biitiin bunlarinda
Otesinde Kkiiltiirel hareketleri tanimlamak ic¢in kullanilmaktadir. Ritiieller sosyo-
kiltiirel entegrasyonu ya da degisimi olarak tanimlanabilirler. Hatta insanlar1 ortak
bir kimlik altinda kolektif bir grup yaratacak sosyal manifestolar olarak

tanimlaniglardir.

Connerton’in da sdyledigi gibi 6zellikle yazisiz topluluklarda, toplumsal hafizanin
maniiple edilmesi i¢in kullanilmiglardir. Bu topluluklarda olusturulan kolektif hafiza
sosyal yapinin belirlenmesinde biiyiik rol oynamaktadir ve ritiieller neyin hatirlanip
neyin unutulacagimin belirlendigi aktivitelerdir. Bu tip aktivileterl toplumsal dengeyi
saglamak i¢in kullanilmaktadir ve var olan sosyal esitsizligi legalize etmek icin
sosyal aglar olusturulmaktadir. Bu aktiviteler kalic1 esitsizlik i¢in gerekli araglar
olusturmaktadirlar ve insan topluluklarinin sosyal davraniglar1 ve yapilar1 ancak bu
aktivitelerin maddi kalintilarinin incelenmesi ile miimkiin olacaktir. Ritiieller bir
cesit sembolik sunum olarak diisiiniilebilir. Bu 6zelliginden dolayi ritiieller toplumun
yapilandig1 aktiviteler olarak diisiiniilebilir. Ve bu alanlarda s6z sahibi olanlar ya da
bu ritiiellerin yiiriitiiciileri de ellerinde bir ¢esit sembolik ve sosyal gii¢ birikimini

tutmaktadirlar.

Son zamanlarda yapilan calismalar insanlarin yerlesik yasamla birlikte ritiiel
aktivitelerle cok daha yakin baglar kurdugunu gostermistir. Hatta Gobekli Tepe, Jerf
el Ahmar, Tell Abr bigi yerlesimler belirli cografyalarin 6zellikle tapinak ya da ritiiel
aktiviteler icin se¢ildigini gostermektedir. Seramiksiz Neolitik Donem; yerlesik
yasam, bir araya gelme, 0liim, ata kiiltii, hafiza ve ge¢misle kurulan iliskiler olarak
ozetlenebilir. Gii¢ kavrammin en erken formu On Asya neolitiginde atalarla ile
kurulan iligskidir ve bu tekrarlanan ritiieller ve 6liimle kurulan iliskilerde kendini

gostermektedir.
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Seramiksiz Neolitik Donem kiilt objeleri, kafatasi kiiltii (al¢il1 kafataslar1 ve kafatasi
deformasyonlar1), ikincil gomiileri ve kiilt yapilart bu donemin toplumsal algisi ile
dogrudan ilgilidir ve toplumsal yapinin belirlenmesinde 6nemli rol oynamaktadir.
Olii gdmme tdrenleri ortak inanci tastyan toplumsal bireylerin katilimini arttirmak ve
torenleri daha basarili hale getirmek i¢in herkesin gorebilecegi kamusal alanlarda
gerceklestirildigi diisiiniilmektedir. Ikincil kafataslarmin bulundugu fiziksel mekanlar
ve etnografik veriler 1s181inda 6liim ritiiellerinde yiiksek katilimin oldugunu séylemek
miimkiindiir. Kafataslar1 evsel diizeyde ritiiel torenlerinin, ata kiiltiiniin en 6nemli
gostergelerinden biridir ayn1 zamanda evlilik, akrabalik ya da politik sebeplerle
kurulan ev halklarinin hem kendi aralarinda hem de birbirleri olan iligkilerinin
diizenlenmesinde 6nemli rol oynadifi sdylenebilir. Oliim ve ata kiiltii ritiielleri
kontrol eden kisilerin elinde gii¢ birikmesini saglayan birer ara¢ olarak kullanildig:
iddia edilmektedir. Kafataslar1 ayni zamanda bulunduklari mekéanla iligkileri
tizerinden hem prestij kazandiran hem de sosyal aidiyeti simgeleyen nesnelere

doniismektedirler.

Seramiksiz Neolitik Donem sonlarina gelindiginde esit degerler ve ritiiel elitlerin
birlikte var olmasina dayanan organizasyon, gelisen toplumsal diizen ve
topluluklardaki niifus toplanmasi karsisinda varligini ¢ok siirdiirememistir (Kuijt
2004, 183-199). Donemin sonlarina gelindiginde cesitli sebeplerden biiyiik
yerlesimler ve gorkemli mimari gelenegi ortadan kalkmis; yerine ¢ok daha kiigiik
Olcekli ve basit yerlesimler almistir. Bu ¢okiis ekonomi ve yerlesim dokusunda
degisikler meydana getirdigi gibi toplumsal yap1 ve ritliellerde de degisim
yaratmistir. Materyal kiiltiirde yiliksek bir artis ve gesitlenme gdzlemlenmektedir.

Malzeme ile toplum arasinda giderek artan bir iletisim goriilmektedir.

Halaf Donemi’ne gelindiginde ise kiigiik ve gecici yerlesimlerde bir Onceki
donemden taninan anitsal ritiiel mimari gelene8inin kayboldugu goriilmektedir.
Ancak biiylik olcekli ve kesintisiz yerlesimlerin ayni zamanda ritiieller igin bir
toplanma merkezi gorevi istlendigi soOylenebilir. GOomi ve ziyafet {izerine
yogunlasan bu donemin ritiiellerinde ¢ok g¢esitli nesnelerin  kullanildig1
goriilmektedir. Nesnelerin iizerlerindeki bezeklerin bir¢ok yerlesimde karsimiza

¢ikmasi ise sembolik bir dilin olustugunu diistindiirtmektedir.
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Bu teorik g¢erceveden yola ¢ikarak Domuztepe yerlesimi ve buradan ele gegen
mekanlar, nesneler ve bunlarin birbirleri ile olan iligkileri ve bunlarin sosyal baglami

anlasilmaya caligilmistir.

Domuztepe Giineydogu Anadolu Bolgesi’nde Kahramanmaras ilinde yer almaktadir.
MO 6500-5.500 arasina tarihlenen hoyiik 20 ha’lik alani ile bilinen en biiyiik Halaf
Donemi yerlesimlerinden biridir. Bu doneme tarihlenen bagka blyiik o6lcekli
yerlesimlerde olmakla birlikte Domuztepe ayn1 zamanda genis bir kaz1 alanina sahip
olmast nedeniyle en fazla bilgi edindigimiz kaynaklardan da birisidir. Hoylk,
Gilineybat1 Suriye sinirina yakin bir yerde konumlanmistir, bu sinir aynt zamanda
geleneksel Halaf bolgesinin de siniridir. Bu konumu ve genis kazi alani ile kronolojik

olarak iki devrim arasina sikismis olan bu dénem i¢in 6nemli bir bilgi kaynagidir.

Domzutepe’nin sagladigi en 6nemli bilgilerden biri yerlesimin sosyal yapisi, gilinliik
yasami, ritlielleri, materyal kiiltiirii ve diger yerlesimlerle olan iliskilerini gosteren
ipuclandir. Yerlesim sakinleri uzak mesafe ticareti ile yogun bicimde ugrasmislardir
ozellikle obsidyen ile. Bunlarin disinda hdyiikten ¢ok sayida kiiclik buluntu ele
gegmistir. Aym1 zamanda yogun damga miihiir kullanimi gdsteren veriler de
mevcuttur. Yerlesim ayn1 zamanda bir¢ok karmasik ritiiel aktiviteye de ev sahipligi
yapmustir. Biitlin bu bilgiler 15181nda yerlesimde diisiik dereceli de olsa bir merkezi

yapinin var oldugunu diisiindiirtmektedir.

Domuztepe yerlesiminden ii¢ farkli alan secilmistir; Yanmis Yapi, Oliim Cukuru ve
Hendek. Secilen alanlarda ele gecen malzemelerin mekanlarla iligkileri anlasilmaya
calismistir. Bu alanlardan Yanmis Yapr evsel Oliim Cukuru ve hendek ise karmasik

ritiiellerin yapildig alanlardir.

Yanmis Yapr aslinda tek bir evi degil ev ve avlulardan olusan bir kompleksi
tanimlamaktadir; bu nedenle ev yerine yapi olarak adlandirilmistir. Yapr ayni
zamanda bugiine kadar mimari ile ilgili bilgilerimizi zorlamasi agisindan da oldukca
onemli bilgileri barindirmaktadir. Yapidan elde edinilen bilgilere baktigimizda ilk
olarak duvarlarin organik materyalden biiyiik ihtimalle de hasirdan yapildigim
diistindiirtmektedir ve ayrimlarin kemik siralar1 ile gosterildigi anlasilmaktadir.

Yapinin yaklasik olarak 5, 600-5,575 cal. tarihleri arasinda kullanildigi saptanmustir.
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Yapinin yangin sonucu tahrip oldugu kesin bir sekilde saptanmistir, organik materyal
kullanim1 da &zellikle bazi boliimlerde atesin yogunlugunun artmasina ve yapinin
tamamen yok olmasina sebep olmustur. Yap1 iginde ele gecen ¢ok sayidaki in-Stu
malzemeden yola ¢ikarak bilingli olarak yakilmadigi kaza sonucu bir yanginla yok
oldugu diisiiniilmektedir. Bu yangmm Oliim Cukurunda diizenlenen seramoniler

sirasinda kullanilan atesin yapiya sigramasi sonucu ¢iktigi diistiniilmektedir.

Diger iki mekan ritiiel alan1 olarak tanimlanmistir ve Kirmiz1 Teras adi verilen bir
yapt ile cevrelenmis Ozel bir alanin iginde yer almaktadir. Teras dogu—bati
dogrultusunda yapilmistir ve Operasyon I'in kuzey bolimiinde yer almaktadir.
Terasin yapiminda kullanilan kirmizi topragin yerlesimin disindan 6zel olarak
getirildigi anlasilmaktadir. Terasin ¢evreledigi alan igerisinde ritiiel alanlar, bazi ¢op
cukurlar1 ve bir kuyu yer almaktadir. Terasin 6zel alan ile giindelik alan1 birbirinden

aytran bir sinir gorevi gordiigii digiiniilmektedir.

Bu alan igerisinde yer alan Hendek ¢esitli zamanlarda yeniden kazilmis 60-75 cm
genisligindedir. Hendegin iginde birgok seramik pargasi disinda ¢esitli kiigiik
buluntular, kemik ve karbon bulunmustur. Karbon disinda yogun suya maruz kalmis
toprak bulunmaktadir. Olduk¢a yogun bir sekilde ele gegen bu toprak ve karbon
yogun bir organik malzeme ve su kullanimini gostermektedir. Yogun bir sekilde ele
gecen seramikler ise bu yerin uzun zaman kullanimda oldugunu diisiindiirmektedir.
Hendek’te karbon ve hayvan kemikleri disinda ¢ok sayida kiiciik buluntu ele
gecmistir. Bunlar arasinda; Erken Halaf Donemine tarihlenen (5.700-5.500 B.C.)
kafas1 koparilmis bir erkek figiirin, damga miihiirler, kemik aletler, tutamakl
obsidyen ayna pargasi sayilabilir. Hendekte ii¢ adet tiime yakin seramik kap ele
gegmistir. Bu seramikler {izerlerindeki bezekler itibari ile 6nem arz etmektedir. Bir
tanesinin iizerinde iki katli ev tasviri bulunmaktadir ve bunun ritiieller esnasinda
kullanilan evin bir modeli oldugu diisiiniilmektedir. Bir digeri iizerinde ise dans eden
kadinlar motifi bulanmaktadir ve yine bu dansin ritiieller sirasinda yapildigi var
sayllmaktadir. Sonuncu seramigin iizerinde ise bagsiz insanlar ve onlarin iizerinde
ucan yirtict kuglar tasviri yer almaktadir. Bu motif de ritiielistik bir sahne olarak

yorumlanabilir.
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Terasla cevrelenmis alanda ele gegen bir kontekst ise Oliim Cukuru ’dur. Isminden
de anlasilacagi lizere gdmii mekani olarak tanimlanmistir. Kisa siireli kullanilan
Oliim Cukuru’nda 40’dan fazla birey tespit edilmistir. Oliim Cukuru sadece basit bir
gomil alan1 degildir; aksine c¢esitli karmasik 6lii gdbmme ritiiellerine ev sahipligi
yapt1g1 anlasilmaktadir. Bunlardan ilki kemiklerin parcalanarak gémiilmesidir. Oliim
cukuru’nda ¢ok sayida bilingli olarak pargalanmis ve gdmiilmiis insan kemigi ele
gecmistir, kafataslart ayirma islemi burada da karsimiza c¢ikmaktadir. Diger bir
gelenek ise kafataslarina uygulanan bir islemdir; bazi kafataslarinda sert bir objeyle
yapilan vuruk izleri bulunmustur. Bu islemin 6liim sebebi mi oldugu yoksa 6liim
gerceklerstikten sonra mi1 uygulandiginin tespiti miimkiin olmamakla birlikte bir
ritlielin parcasi oldugu diistiniilmektedir. Yine baz1 kemiklerin 1stya maruz kaldiklar
tespit edilmis aym1 zamanda dis izlerinin de bulunmasi yamyamlik ya da insan

kurban1 gelenegini akla getirmistir.

Kemiklere ek olarak bazi kiigiik buluntular da ele ge¢mistir. Bunlar arasindan
seramik pargalari, tas aletler, damga miihiirler ve baskilari, boncuklar ve kemik
aletler sayilabilir. Ancak bu buluntularin mezar esyasindan ¢ok kendi baslarina birer
gomii olduklar1 diislintilmektedir. Her kullanim agamasindan sonar g¢ukur ince bir kiil
tabakasi ile miihiirlenmistir. Bu kiiliin baska bir yerde yakilan atesten elde edildigi ve
buraya tasindigi sanilmaktadir. Oliim Cukuru iki adet biiyiik kiip ile alanmn diger

kisminda ayrilmis ve bir gomii alani olarak isaretlenmistir.

Oliim Cukuru’nda ele gecen hayvan kemikleri, bunlarm niteligi, sunumu, pisirme
alanlar1 ve kaplar diislintildiiglinde buranin ayn1 zamanda ziyafet aktivitelerine de ev

sahipligi yaptig1 diisliniilmektedir.

Bu ii¢ alandan ele gegen kiiciik buluntularin birbirleri ve secilen alanlarla arasinda
gecerli bir iligkinini olup olmadiginin anlagilmasi i¢in uyum analizi ydntemi
uygulanmistir. Uyum Analizi buluntu gruplarmin birbirleri ile iligkilerini mekansal
dagilima gore saptamakta ve buluntular mekanlarla olan iligkileri dogrultusunda
kiimelenmesini saglayarak mekanlarla olan iliskilerinin derecelerinin Olgiilmesine
olanak vermektedir. Bu yontem sayesinde ¢oklu verinin ve iligki derecelerinin iki

boyutlu grafiklerle sunulmasi miimkiin olmustur. Analizlerin yapilabilmesi i¢in her

169



buluntu grubuna ve kontekste birer numara verilmis ve bir standart saglanmistir,

biitiin analizler boyunca bu standart kullanilmigtir.

Daha oncede belirtildigi gibi analizler sayesinde iki boyutlu tablolarin ¢izilmesi
mimkiin olmustur; bu tablolarda satir ve siitunlar arasina yerlestirilen noktalarin
birbirine olan mesafesi iliski derecelerini gostermektedir. Ancak bu metodun bazi
acmazlart bulunmaktadir. Uyum analizi yontemi uygun c¢apraz tablolar
olusturabilmek i¢in yontem satir ve siitunlart ayni Ol¢ekte degerlendirmektedir.
Analiz tablosundaki noktalar diizensiz bir yapiya sahip oldugu i¢in veri kaybina yol
acmaktadir, ayn1 anda hem ilgili noktalar1 6grenmek hem de karigik bir sekilde
hareket eden nokta bulutunu anlamak i¢in oldukg¢a fazla zaman kaybedilmektedir. Bu
problem ¢d6zmek icin Bertin grafik yontemi kullanilmaktadir. Bu yontem sayesinde
Uyum analizi koordinatlar1 agamali olarak siralanabilmektedir. Bertin Grafik bir
matris sunumu olarak tanimlanabilir. Ve bu grafik sayesinde ilk matrisi daha
homojen bir yapiya doniistirmek ve daha net bir sunum elde etmek miimkiin
olmaktadir. Bertin Graphs direk olarak uyum analizi durum tablosundan verileri
alarak ¢ok daha ayrintili kiimelenmis gruplar olusturmaktadir ve dogal olarak
yorumlamayir da kolaylastirmaktadir. Ayni zamanda da veri kaybmni minimize
etmektedir. Boylelikle Uyum Analizinin permutasyon tablolarindan ¢ok daha
homojen kiimeler elde edilmesini saglayarak bu homojenlik sayesinde satir ve
stitunlar arasinda ki iliski derecelerini de netlestirmektedir. Bu sebepten analizler

siiresince analiz sonuglar1 bertin grafik tablolar1 ile sunulmustur.

Analizler iki kere tekrarlanmistir. Ikinci tekrarda giinliik kullanim nesnesi olarak

tanimlanan gruplar ¢ikarilarak daha net bir resim elde edilmesi amaglanmigtir.

Analizlerin ilk etabinda bazi buluntular mekansal dagilimlarina gére gruplanmistir.
Bu gruplardan ilki kemik aletler, tas kaplar ve figilirinlerden olusmaktadir. Bu grup
Hendek ile %100, Oliim Cukuru ile %50 Yanmis yapi ile de %25lik bir iligki
derecesine sahiptir. Diger bir grup ise damga miihiirler, miihiir baskilar1 ve
disklerden olusmakta olup, %75 Hendek ve Oliim Cukuru ve %50 Yanmis Yapr ile
iliskilenmistir. Son grup ise manuport ve boncuklardan olusmaktadir. Bu grup %50
Hendek, %75 Olim Cukuru ve %100 Yanmis Yap: ile iliskilenmistir. Bazi

buluntular ise digerleri ile herhangi bir korelasyon gdstermemis ve tek baslarina
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temsil edilmislerdir. Bunlar 6giitme taslar1, seramik ve agirsaklardir. Ogiitme taslari
sadece Hendek ile ve %25 lik bir derece ile iligkilenmistir. Seramik ise Yanmis Yap1
ile oldukga diisiik bir dereceyle iliskilenistir. Agirsaklar ise Hendek ve Oliim Cukuru
ile %25 lik bir iliski gostermektedir.

Daha keskin bir sonug¢ elde edebilmek i¢in daha c¢ok gilindelik olarak
tanimlanabilecek olan tas ve kemik aletler, disk, agirsak gibi buluntular ¢ikarilarak
analizler tekrarlanmistir. Bu ikinci analizlerde buluntular mekansal dagilimina gore
tic grup olusturmuslardir. Bunlardan ilki tas kap, damga miihiir ve 06zel
obsidyenlerden olusmaktadir. %100 likk bir dereceyle Hendekle iliskilenen bu grup
%40 Oliim Cukuru ve %20 Yanmus Yapi ile iliskilenmistir. Ikinci grup ise figiirin,
miihiir baskis1 ve hasir izlerinden olusmaktadir. %100 liik bir derece ile Oliim
Cukuru ile iligkilenen bu grup %40 hendek ve %20lik bir derece ile de Yanmis Yap1
ile iliskilenmistir. Sonuncu grup ise seramik, kii¢iik baltaciklar ve manuporttan
olusmustur. Kontekstlerle yogun bir iligski gdstermeyen bu grup %40 yanmis yapi ile
iliskilenirken Oliim ¢ukuru ve Hendek ile sadece %20 lik bir korelasyon gdstermistir.

Analiz sonuglarini tartisabilmek i¢in Halaf ritiiellerine yakindan bakmak gerek.

Ritiiel kontekstler sosyal birlikteligin saglanmasi agisindan oneme sahiptir. Halaf
Donemi’nin birgok ritliel pratigi Erken Neolitik Donem’den bilinen gelenekler
tizerine oturaktadir. Kii¢iik gruplarin ritiieller i¢in bir araya gelmesi hem toplumsal
birlik algisin giiclendirmekte hem de toplumsal yapiya sekil veren miizakerelerin
yapilmasina olanak vermektedir. Erken Neolitikte olduk¢a siki bir sekilde takip
edilen ve gorkemli yapilarda gerceklesirken torenler, Halaf Donemi’nde ayni mekana
sadik kalmakla birlikte her seferinde farklilasabilen bilen ritiiellere donlismiistiir. Bu
durum kiictik, gecici ve dagiik halde bulunan Halaf yerlesimleri ve yerlesim dokusu
ile de tutarlidir. Ancak bu donemde karsimiza ¢ikan ve biiyiik boyutlu olan
yerlesimlerinin toplu ritiiel aktiviteleri i¢in de kullanildigi diisiiniilmektedir. Sabi
Abyad 3 de ele gegen tas duvarlar ile ¢evrili teras merkezi plaza olarak
tamimlanmistir. Yine Domuztepe ‘de Operasyon I’de ele gegen ve Geg¢ Halaf
Donemi’ne tarihlenen kirmizi teras ile domestik alandan ayrilmis olan kiilt alan1 da
buna Ornek olarak gosterilebilir. Bu alanlarda ne tip seramonilerin gergeklestigi
sorusuna ise materyal kiiltir kismen cevap vermektedir. Ornegin seramiklerde

siklikla goriilen dans sahnelerinin bu aktiviteler ile ilgili oldugu diistiniilmektedir. Bu
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tasvirlerin hepsinde ayni kostiim ve durusa sahip ayni yone bakarak dans eden
figlirler tasvir edilmistir. Bu sahnelerin bir ritiiel ya da festival canlandirmasi

olduklar1 var sayilmaktadir.

Halaf Donemi ritiiellerini ikiye ayirmak miimkiindiir; ziyafet ve gémii. Ancak gémii
ritiiel yapmun c¢ok biiyilk pargasini olusturmaktadir. Ug tip gdmii aktivitesi

bulunmaktadir; insan, obje ve mekan gomiileri.

Insan gomme geleneklerine bakildiginda oldukga cesitli oldugu goriilecektir;
cukurlara yapilan topraga inhumasyon ve kremasyon, kap i¢i gomiileri ve az sayida
goriilen kafatasinin ayrilmas: gibi. Oliiler de ne yon birligi ne de gomii pozisyonu
birligi bulunmaktadir. En karakteristik olan gelenek ¢ukurlara yapilan gémiilerdir;
ancak bu cukurlar evlerin tabanlarinin altinda degil evlere bitisik mezar odalar1 ya da
cukurlar seklindedir. Bu tip gomi gelenegine bircok Halaf yerlesiminde
rastlanmaktadir. Yerlesim disinda da mezarliklar bulunmaktadir. Ancak kafatasi
alim ile ilgili ¢cok fazla 6rnek bulunmamaktadir. Bunlardan biri Yarim Tepe II’de ele
gecen bir cocuk mezarina aittir. Cocugun kafatast alinmis ve iskeletin geri kalaninin
istiine yerlestirilmistir. Bougras’da ise iki tane bilingli olarak deforme edilmis
kafatas1 ele gecmistir. Halaf DOnemi’ne ait en ilging 6lii gdbmme mekani ise
Domuztepe’den ele gecen Oliim Cukuru’dur. Burada tek kontekste cok cesitli
uygulamalarin oldugu goriilmiistiir. Bu donemde ev i¢i gomiiler azalmistir; genellikle
kadin ve ¢ocuklar evlerin tabanlarinin altina gémiilmektedir; ancak bu esnada evlerin

hala kullanimda olup olmadig: belli degildir.

Bu donem mezarlarinda mezar esyas: kullanimi ¢ok fazla degildir. Bu esyalar
cogunlukla seramiklerden olusmaktadir; ancak tas kaplar, minyatiir baltalar ve siis

esyalarina da mezarlarda rastlanmaktadir.

Halaf Donemi yerlesimlerinde insanlar gibi objeler de gomiilmektedir. Bu objeler
insan gomiilerini animsatacak sekilde gdmiilmiislerdir. Bu uygulamanin bir¢ok Halaf
yerlesiminde Ornegi mevcuttur. Bunlardan biri Yarim Tepe II de ele gecen bir
antropomorfik kaptir. Obje bilingli olarak kirildiktan sonra kremasyon islemi
sirasinda yakilmig ve daha sonra gomiilmiistiir. Tel el-Kerkh’de ise kremasyon

gelenegi ile gomiilen yeni dogan mezarinda bilingli olarak kirilmis seramik kap ele
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gecmistir. Yine ayni yerlesimde iki ya da ii¢ kaptan olusan bir gdmii ele gecmistir.
Domuztepe ’de ise Kizil Teras’ta son kullanim evresine tarihlenen bir dizi tas kap
gomiisii ele gegmistir. Yine ayni yerlesimde bulunan Oliim Cukuru’nda ele gecen
objelerin mezar esyasi olmaktan c¢ok bagimsiz gomiiler oldugu diisiiniilmektedir.
Oliim Cukuru’nun da yer aldig1 kizil terasin ayn1 zamanda ziyafet aktivitelerine de ev
sahipligi yaptig1 diisliniilmektedir. Ve bu aktiviteden sonra kalanlarin ayri birer

cukura gomiildiigii anlagilmaktadir.

Bu dénemi bir baska 6lii gomme gelenegi ise mimari de karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Bazi
yerlesimde binalarin islevlerinin yakilarak ya da gomiilerek sonlandirildigi
goriilmiistiir. Bunun en iyi orneklerinden biri Sabi Abyad 6’da ele gecen Burnt
Village’dir. Kasith olarak yakildig: tespit edilen Burnt Village’de birka¢ yuvarlak
planli ev disinda depo binasi ele gegmistir. Depo binasinda tas aletler, 6gilitme taslari,
havanelleri ve miihiir baskilar1 ve hesap i¢in kullanildigr disiiniilen tokenlar olarak
Ozetlenebilecek yiizlerce buluntu ele gegmistir. Bina da ayni zamanda insan
iskeletleri de ele ge¢mistir. Bir erkek ve bir kadma ait olan iskeletlerin
pozisyonlarindan anlasildigi kadartyla bu iskeletler oldiikten sonra catiya
yerlestirilmigler ve yangin sirasinda catinin ¢Okmesiyle beraber binanin igine
diismiislerdir Yine Bougras’da IIl. 6 bireye ait iskelet pargalarinin da bulundugu
yanginla tahrip olmus bir bina ele ge¢mistir. Bu binanin bilingli olarak yakilip
yakilmadigr bilinmemekle beraber House 12 ismi verilen binanin kasten yakildig
anlasilmistir. Bu iki yerlesimde de farkli kullanim amaglari olan mekanlar daha sonra
insan gomiilerine de ev sahipligi yapacak sekilde tahrip edilmistir. Yakma
geleneginin bir baska 6rnegi ise Arpachiyah yerlesiminden Halaf 1b donemine ait bir
binadir. TT6 ismi verilen ve Burnt House olarak da tanman yapinin depo binasi
oldugu anlagilmistir. Iki odas1 bulunan yapida (Long Room- Full Room) yaklasik
olarak 150 adet obje ele ge¢mistir. Bilingli olarak yakilan binanin tabaninda yangin
oncesinde kirilmis ve tabana yayilmis tabaklarin bulunmasi yapinin farkli bir anlami
olabilcegini akla getirmektedir, Aynm1 zamanda bu kadar ¢ok degerli objenin ele
gecmesi binaya ayr1 bir onem katmaktadir. Hatta bu binadan ele gecen buluntular
Halaf Donemi i¢in statii gostergesi olan objeler olarak diisiiniilebilir. Binalarin
yakilmasi geleneginin temizlik ya da kapatma siireci ile iligkilendirilmektedir. Ayrica

6li gdbmmenin de bir parcasi olarak diisiiniilebilir.
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Bu dénemin ritiiellerinin uygulanma big¢imlerini iki sekilde degerlendirmek miimkiin;
bunlardan ilki merkezi yerlerde birgok kisinin katilimi ile gergeklestirilen
gorlniirliliigli yiiksek ritliellerdir. Bu aktiviteler esnasinda kat1 kurallar yerine
toplumsal ihtiyaca gore degisiklik gosterebilen daha esnek bir yapmin oldugu
distiniilmektedir ve buradaki amag¢ ¢esitli kiigiik topluluklarin bir araya
getirilmesiyle sosyal birliktelik olusturulmas1 olarak 6zetlenebilir. Ikinci tip ritiiel
aktivte ise Ozel ritiieller olarak tanimlanabilir. Kii¢iik ve farkli bilgi birikimleri olan
0zel gruplar tarafindan yiiritiildigi diistiniilen bu seramonilerin farkli amaglar
oldugu iddia edilmektedir. Bu aktivitiler sirasinda nesnelerin de yardimi ile yeni
sOylemler olusturuldugu ve bu sayede de toplumsal siireglere yon verildigi
diistiniilmektedir.  Seramoniler esnasinda kullanilan nesneler daha sonra
gomiilmektedir, bu islemin sona eren sosyal siirecleri sembolize ettikleri var

sayilmaktadir.

Domuztepe de ele gegen kontekstlerden ikisinin karmasik ritiiellerle ile ilgili oldugu
belirtilmisti. Bunlardan ilki, Olim Cukuru adi verilen alandir. Bu mekan hem
karmagik oOli gomme geleneklerine hem de ziyafet aktivitelerine ev sahipligi
yapmistir. iki biiyiik kiiple isaretlenerek alan goriiniir bir hale getirilmistir. Ele gecen
buluntulardan buradaki aktivitelerin olduk¢a yiiksek katilimla gergeklestigir ve bu
ozelligi ile Olim Cukuru’nun komiinal ritiiel aktivitilere &rnek teskil ettigi

sOylenebilir.

Hendek ise ayrilmis ya da ozel ritliellere ev sahipligi yapmustir. Burada daha kiiciik
gruplarin aktivite yaptig1 diisliniilmekledir. Bilgi birikimi ve statiileri farkli olan bu
kisilerin nesneleri de kullanarak yeni sOylemler olusturdugu sdylenebilir. Burada
kullanilan nesneler analizler sonucunda anlasilmistir ki diger ritiiel alanindan
farklidir ayn1 zamanda da sembolik olarak farkli anlamlar igermektedir. Hendek’teki
ritliellerde her gruptan secilmis kisiler mi yoksa tamamen 6zel bir grup mu vardi
bilmek zor. Kendi i¢lerinde bagimsiz olan genisletilmis ailelerin &zerklikleri bu
merkezi ritiieller sirasinda kaybedilmis olabilir. Bu sorunun cevabi bir sonraki

donemde merkezilesmenin nasil oldugu sorusunun cevabini da verecektir.

Uyum analiz sonuglari evsel alan ile ritiiel alan ile iliskilenen nesnelerin birbirinden

keskin bir sekilde ayrildigini géstermistir. Ayrica iki farkl ritiiel alani ile kiimelenen
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malzemelerin de birbirinden farkli oldugu saptanmistir. Daha komiinal ve gorselligi
yiiksek olarak degerlendirilen Oliim Cukuru’ nun miihiir baskilar1, boncuklar ve hasir
izlerinden olusan grup ile yogun iligkileri bulunmaktadir. Bu nesnelerin mezar esyasi
yerine bagimsiz gomiiler oldugu iddia edilmekle birlikte, genellikle kisisel

esyalardan olugmalar1 6liim ritiielleri ile olduk¢a uyumludur.

Ayrilmis 0zel ritiiellere ev sahipliligi yapan Hendek ile damga miihiirler, tag kaplar
ve 0zel obsidyenlerle yogun iliski géstermistir. Daha secgkin olarak yorumlanabilecek
bu yerde ele gecen buluntular malzeme, is¢ilik hem de sosyal ve kiiltiirel anlam
bakimidan olduk¢a degerli nesnelerdir. Ilk olarak bu nesnlerin hepsinin
malzemesinin tas olmasi olduk¢a 6nemlidir. Diger 6nemli bir sonug ise ayni tastan
yapilan (serpantin) miihiir ve tas kaplarin birbiri ile iliskilenmeleri olmustur.
Vengrow tas nesnelerin daha ¢ok erkek varligini, kil nesnelerin ise kadin varligini
temsil ettigini ileri siirmektedir. Mihiirlerin kullanim amaclar1 tam olarak
saptanamamakla birlikte {lizerlerindeki motiflerin birgok Halaf yerlesiminde ortak
olmasi aidiyetten ziyade daha bagka sembolik anlamlar1 oldugunu akla getirmektedir.
Hendek’te ele gegen obsidyen buluntular ise 6zel nesneler olarak tanimlanmuistir.
Bunlar alet niteligi tasiyan nesnelerden farklidirlar. Obsidyen kaplar, ayna, boncuk
gibi obsidyenden yapilmasi olduk¢a zor olan nesnelerden olusmaktadirlar. Bu
nesnelerin bir diger 6zelligi ise alet yapiminda kullanilanlardan farkli bir kaynaktan
gelen ve farkli renkte olan obsidyenlerden yapilmis olmalaridir. Bu nesnelerin 6zel
ritliellerde gomiilmeleri ise akla biten sosyal siiregleri sembolize ediyor

olabileceklerini getirmektedir.

Bu nesnelerin bugiinkii kapitalistik bakis agis1 ile prestij nesneleri olarak
degerlendirilmeleri miimkiindiir; ancak Domuztepe’den ele gecen buluntular ve
bunlarin ritiiel alanlarla iliskilerinin incelenmesi sonucunda kullanim alanlar1 ve
bigimlerinin de malzemelere deger kazandirdiklari sdylenebilir. Bu nesnelerin
gomiilmesi bunlarin toplumdan bagimsiz kisilerin kendilerine atfettigi giic nesneleri
olmadiklar1 tam tersine giiciinii ve islevlilerini toplumsal siireclerde kazandiklarin
distindiirtmektedir.  Nesneler, toplumsal iligkinin mekan {izerinden kuruldugu
topluluklarda eskiyle i¢ i¢e girmis durumdadirlar ve bu iliskiyi manuple etme roliinii

istlenmislerdir. Hatta toplumun farkli katmanlarindan gelen insanlarin bu nesnelerin
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insan ve mekan {zerinden kurduklart iliski sayesinde toplumsal baglarim

olusturduklari iddia edilebilir.

Bu degerli nenelerin gomiilmesi ve mekana anlam katmasi ya da gomiildigi
mekanla beraber objelerin farkli bir anlam kazanmasi s6z konusu olabilir. Objelerin
gomiilmeleri kapanan bir toplumsal siireci veya o objelerin islevini tamamlamasi ile
ilgili olabilir. Bazi arastirmacilar bu objelerin insan kimliginin ayristirilan bir
parcasini temsil ettigini diisiinmektedir. Bu geleneginin 6liiden ¢ok yasayanlarla ilgili
bir aktivite oldugunu diisiindiirtebilir. Gomiilen objelerin genellikle seramik ve tas
kaplar oldugu g6z oniine alinirsa bu objelerin toplumsal anlamda farkli bir rollerinin
oldugunun diisiiniilmesi de miimkiin goriinmektedir. Gomiilen mekanin 6zellikleri

sayesinde gomiilen nesne kontrol edilir, giinliik yasamdan koparilir.

GoOmii kiiltiirel olarak yaratilan bir kimlik siirecidir. Gomiiler kasitli olarak mekanla
link olusturmak, kontrol etme, unutma-hatirlama olayini yapilandirmak ve ritiiellerin
ithtiyaglarim1 karsilamak icin kullanilir. Sosyal olarak giiclii materyal siireci de
bundan farkli degildir. Gomiiniin amaci; spesifik lokasyonlara sosyal kapital yatirimi
Yerlerin unutma ve hatirlama siiregleri ile birlikte ayrilmaz bir pargast Bugiiniin bir
pargasi olarak ge¢misin olusturulmasi ve yonetilmesi i¢in bir yol Gomme, gomiilen
nesneler ile yasayanlar arasinda bir sinir yaratir. Ayni sekilde seramiklerin kirilmasi

evlerin yakilmas1 ge¢cmisle iliskili bir yikim siireci olarak yorumlanabilir.

Sonu¢ olarak Halaf Donemi’nde ritiiellerin  Ozellikle gomii {izerinden
gerceklestirilmesi aslinda hatirlama ve unutma siireclerini akla getirmektedir. Bazi
ritiiellerin yerlesimin merkezi bir kisminda gergeklestirilmesi ve yiiksek katilimla
yapilmas: aslinda sosyal birliktelik ile ilgiliyken ayrilmis ritiiellerin toplumsal
manipiilasyon siireci ile ilgili oldugu iddia edilebilir. Daha 6ncede tartisildigi gibi
gomiilen nesnelerin farkli sembolik ve kiiltiirel degerleri bulunmaktadir. Sosyal ya da
kiiltiirel olarak sorumlu olarak tanimlanmasi ve bdyle bir kapitale sahip nesnelerin
gomiilmesi aslinda belki de biten sosyal siirecleri isaret ediyor olmalidir. Bu
durumda Ozellikle ayrilmis ritiielleri yapan grubun neyin unutulup neyin
hatirlanacagini belirleyen grup oldugunu sdylemek olasidir. Bu nesnelerin belirli
yerlere gomiilmesi bu mekanin biten sosyal siireglerin temsiliyeti agisindan biiyiik

Ooneme sahip oldugunu gostermektedir.
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Sonug olarak da ritiiel alanlarla 6zellikle de Hendek ile iligskilenen nesnelerin (tas
kap, mihiir ve obsidyen) sosyal olarak degerli ya da sorumlu nesneler olarak

tanimlanmast miimkiin goriinmektedir.

Ozetleyecek olursak analiz sonuglari; giinlik ve ritiiel alan malzemelerin
birbirlerinden net bir sekilde ayrildigini gosterirken, iki farkli ritiielin yapildigi
alanlarin iliskili oldugu nesneler de birbirinden farklilik gdstermistir. Oliim
cukurunda (figiirin, miihiir baskis1 ve hasir izleri) ele gegen malzemeler 6liim ritiieli
ile iligkili ve kisisel esyalar olarak tanimlanmaktadir ve bu nesneler Hendek ile ¢ok
az derecede bir korelasyon gostermektedir. Ote yandan Hendek te daha az sayida ve
“farkli statiilere sahip” kisiler tarafindan gerceklestirilen ritiiellerde kullanilan
nesneler ise, en ¢ok bu mekan ile iliskilenmistir ve analize dahil edilen diger ritiiel
alan ve evsel yapiyla korelasyon derecesi oldukga diisiiktiir. Bu nesneler gerek
malzeme ve yapim teknigi gerek de sembolik ve kiiltiirel degerleri agisindan diger
buluntu gruplarindan farklilik gdstermektedir. Ayni zamanda burada ele gegen
seramikler lizerindeki farkli tasvirler bulunmaktadir ve bu bezeklerden de yola
cikarak Hendek de yapilan ritiiellerin 6liim olgusuyla ilgili oldugu kadar yeniden
tiretim ile de baglantili oldugu sonucuna varilmigtir. Bu farklt degerlere sahip
malzemelerin belirli yerlere gomiilmesi ise nesneler iizerinden mekana yapilan
kapital yatirimini gozler 6niine sermektedir. Sonug olarak mekan ve nesne ilizerinden
kazanilan kapital ve gilic sayesinde buradaki ritiielleri yoneten grubun aslinda
toplumsal siire¢lerin manipiilasyonunda etkin oldugu soéylenebilir. Bu grubun
ayricaliklt bir ziimre mi yoksa farkli ailelerden gelen temsilcilerden mi olustugu
sorusu ise bir sonraki donemde kurumsallasan hiyerarsinin olusumu konusunu da
¢ozecektir. Hendek ile iliskilenen nesneler hem yapildiklari malzemeler, hem yapim
teknikleri hem de kullanim ve gomiilme bi¢imleri itibari ile hendegin kullanim
amacint dogrular niteliktedir. Ve bu nesneler sosyal ve kiiltiirel olarak Oonemli

nesneler olarak tanimlanmislardir.

Analizlerin bir diger sonucu ise farkli iki amaca hizmet eden iki farkli ritiiel
aktivitenin ayn1 mekanda gerceklesmesidir. Buradan da anlagilacagi gibi yliriitiilen
aktivite kadar mekaninda 6zelligi 6nemlidir. Ve bir 6nceki donemden bilinen mekéana
baglilik burada devam etmektedir. Ozetle Domuztepe ’de var olan bir insan-nesne-

mekan kurgusundan bahsetmek miimkiin goriinmektedir. Mekana baghilik agisindan
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benzerlik s6z konusuyken Halaf’ta giiniin kosullarina gore degisebilen ritiieller s6z
konusu. Bina yapilmamasi ise sosyal yapinin ¢ok kompozit olmasi ve herkese
uyabilecek sosyal katilimi saglayacak pratiklerin tercih edilmesiyle ilgilerdir. Erken
Neolitikte ritiieller ge¢migle baglar1 vurgularken Halaf’ta bugiin ve gelecek ile
ilgilenilmistir. Mekan iliskisi ve portatif nesneler ritiiellerin ¢ok kat1 olmadigini daha

ziyade katilimci bir yapiya sahip oldugunu gostermektedir.

Biitin bu tartigmalar 1s183inda Domuztepe yerlesiminde kurumsallagmis bir
hiyerarsinin bulunmadig1i genisletilmis aile odakli organizasyonun oldugu
sOylenebilir. Esitlikgi gibi goriilen yasam bi¢iminin rekabet alanini ritiieller
olusturmaktadir. Kirmizi Teras ile ¢evrelenmis ve giindelik yasam alanindan ayrilmis

olan bolgede iki farkli ritiiel gelenegi gdzlemlenmektedir.

Materyal kiltiir ¢esitliligi ve tasinabilir olmaya baglamasi gocebe yasam bi¢imi ile
tutarlidir ancak hem mimari hem de malzeme gomiileri diisiiniildiiglinde hem de
bezekler yolu ile olusturulan sembolik dil gbz oniine alindiginda nesnelerin énemli
bir rolii oldugunu sdylemek miimkiindiir. Ozellikle seramiklerin iizerindeki bazi

motiflerin ritiiellerin yeniden canlandirma 6zelligi ile ilgili oldugu disiiniilmektedir.

Sonug olarak geleneksel yaklagimlarin ¢izgisel evrim siirecinde Halaf Donemine bir
yer bulma ve bu donemin yapisini anlama ¢abalar1 yetersiz kalmistir. Buraya kadar
yapilan tartisma 1s1ginda karmasik ritiiellerin ve bu esnada kullanilan sosyal ve
kiiltiirel degeri bulunan nesnelerin bu donemin sosyal yapisini bigimlendirmede
onemli bir rol oynadig sdylenebilir. Olusturulan bu sembolik dil sayesinde toplumun
bigimlendirildigi iddia edilebilir. Esnek bir toplumsal yapiya sahip olan Halaf
topluluklarinda ritiieller ve sembolik dil sayesinde dengesi ¢cabuk bozulabilecek olan
toplumsal yapinin tekrar tekrar miizakere edilerek dengeye oturtulmaya calisildigi

sOylenebilir.
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