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Boztepe sit alani, Giineydogu Anadolu’da, Diyarbakir ili, Bismil ilge merkezinin 8 km
dogusunda yeralir (Sekil 1 ve 2). Buglinkii haliyle Boztepe kiigiik ve goreceli olarak
algak bir hoyiiktiir. Baz1 yerlerde kiiltiir tabakalari 4 m derinlige ulagmasina karsin,
hoyiiglin 6n goriinlimiinii ¢evredeki tepelerden ve kivrimli araziden ayirmak ¢ok
giigtiir.

Boztepe’de arkeolojik aragtirmalar 1999 yili Temmuz ay1 baginda, hdyiigiin iki farkli
boliimiinde, dort adet 5x5 m’lik agma ile baglamistir”. Sezon sonu itibari ile bu sayi
onbir agmaya ve iki sondaja yiikselmistir (Sekil 3). Ayni1 zamanda, Boztepe’de ve
hemen yakininda bulunan Talavag Tepe’de genis ¢apl yiizey arastirmasi yapilmigtir
(Bkz. Sekil 2 ve asagis1). Burada, bu ¢alismalarin sonuglarinin bir 6n raporu
sunulmaktadir.

Boztepe’deki Kaza Calismalar:

Boztepe Hoyligii iizerinin modern bir kdyiin kalintilariyla dolu olmasi nedeniyle,
a¢malarimizi iki ayn alanda yogunlagtirdik. Alan A’da bulunan agmalar hdyiigiin
ortasinda, iki terkedilmig evin avlularinda; Alan B’de bulunan agmalar ise hdyiigiin
giineydogu boliimiindeki bir yolun ¢evresinde, tahrip géormedigi diisliniilen bir
bolgede konumlandirilmustir (Sekil 3). '

" Arkeolojik galisma her zaman igin ortak bir ¢abanin iiriiniidiir. Pek ¢ok kisi ve kuruma, Yukar Dicle Arkeolojik
Aragtirma Projesi’ni hayata gegirme firsati verdikleri igin tegekkiirii borg biliriz. 1999 sezonu, National Geographic
Society, American Philosophical Society ve Tiirkiye’deki Amerikan Aragtirma Enstitiisii’nden saglanan comert kay-
naklar sayesinde miimkiin olmugtur. Ekibimiz bu makalenin yazarlari yaninda, Marco Baldi, Bonnie Bass, Elvan
Bagtiirk, Debbie Dilley, Mark Sharp, Jennifer Theiss Sharp, Hiiseyin Ciise ve §ehmuz Aslan’dan olugmustur.
Tiirkiye'deki yardimlarindan dolayr TACDAM Bagkani Dog. Dr. Numan Tuna, Jale Velibeyoglu, Diyarbakir Miize
Muidiirii Sayin Necdet Inal ve Bakanlik temsilcimiz Sayin Yagar Yilmaz’a 6zellikle tegekkiirlerimizi sunaniz. Debbie
Dilley ve Susannah Topham bu makalenin yazilmasinda bize yardimei oldular. Bu proje aynica, Utah Universitesi Tarih
Boliimii 6gretim iiyelerinden ve galiganlarindan biiyiik destek gormiigtiir. Bu bolimden 6zellikie L. Ray Gunn ve
Lindsay Adams’a ayrica tegekkiir ederiz.
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Alan A

Alan A’da iki agma ile ¢aligmalarimiza bagladik. Cagimiza ait yapi temellerinin derin
seviyelere kadar inmesi nedeniyle, A1 agmasi basarisiz sonuglar verdi. Ancak, yiizey
seviyesinin 2.6 m altinda Halaf Dénemi’ne ait bir mezarlikla karsilastik. Ilk iki
mezardaki buluntularin 6nemi, agmanin batisindan gelen baska bir mezarin da
bulunmasi ile kazilan alanin bu katmani kapsayacak sekilde genisletilmesi igin yeterli
neden olusturdu. Sonugta Halaf mezarliginda agilan alanin genigligi 12 m? olmustur ve
lic mezar tamamen ve bir mezar da kismen agiga ¢ikarilmistir. Oliiler, dogu-bati
yoniinde, bacaklar karina dogru ¢ekilmis olarak ve yiizleri doguya bakacak sekilde
yerlestirilmigtir. Her dort mezarda da gomii hediyeleri ele gecmistir.

Boztepe Halaf Donemi seramik toplulugu basik, disa-egik diiz kenarli kaplar kiiresel
ve yuvarlak agizli, boyunlu ¢omlekler ve pek ¢ok minyatiir vazodan olugmaktadir. Bu
seramiklerde cesitli karakteristik Halaf motifleri (Sekil 10) kullanilmigtir. Bunlar
arasinda yalnizca agizlarnin i¢ kisminda gortlen “kirmuzi-scalloped” motifi (Watson -
LeBlanc 1990: Fig. 4.7 no. | ve 3), krem rengi astar iizerinde siyah ag motifi
(Wilkinson - Tucker 1995: Fig. 63 no.12) ve yine krem rengi astar lizerinde su
damlas1 motifi (Watson - LeBlanc 1990: Fig. 4.16 no.1; Wilkinson - Tucker 1995:
Fig. 63 no. 7; Hijara 1980) sayilabilir. Ozellikle ilgi ceken bezemeler arasinda tiim bir
kap iizerindeki uzun boyunlu hayvanlarin ge¢is sahnesi vardir (Sekil 12). Boztepe
Halaf seramik grubu arasinda ayrica Watson ve LeBlanc’in tamimladig1 (1990: 68-80)
kaba, bezemesiz mallar da bulunmaktadir.

Mezar 1 (A1 L1009)

Mezar 1°de, 18 ve 35 yaglan arasinda, sag yaninin dstiine kuzeye bakacak sekilde
gbmiilmiis, yetigkin bir kadin iskeleti bulunmugtur. Bacaklar sikica kapali olarak
govdeye dogru ¢ekili, kollar ise dirseklerden biikiilerek eller ¢ene altinda kalacak
sekilde gomiulmiistiir. Kafatasinin arkasinda, kirmizi astar tizeri siyah polka noktalar
ile boyanmig basik bir ¢cémlek yerlestirilmistir (Sekil 11).

Mezar 2 (A1 L1009)

Yukarida agiklanan Mezar 1’in hemen altinda ikinci bir mezar bulunmusgtur. Bu
mezarda, 18 ve 35 yaglar arasinda, Mezar 1’le ayn1 dogrultuda sag yam lizerine
yatmug sekilde bir erkek iskeleti bulunmusgtur. Bacaklar sikica gogiis hizasina kadar
cekili, kollar ise hafifce kuzeye uzanir sekilde yerlestirilmigtir. Kaburgalar arkasinda
kiigiik bir “collar” ¢6mlek, sag humerus ve claviclenin bulustugu noktada ise bir
damga miihiir bulunmugtur.
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Mezar 3 (A1 L1014)

Mezar 3’te dogu-bati yoniinde uzanmis bir yetigkin iskeleti bulunmugtur. Cesedin
gomiildiikten sonra iskeletin yeniden yerlestirildigi, gogiis ve kafatasinin saga, bacak
ve ayaklarin ise sola bakmasindan anlagilmaktadir. Korunma kogulunun zayif
olmasindan dolay1, bu iskeletin cinsiyetini kazi sirasinda anlamak miimkiin olmamgtir,
Bu kiginin iskeleti de, bacaklan gogiise kadar ¢ekilmis ve kollar1 biikiilmiis olarak
bulunmugtur. Eller kafatasinin altina gelecek sekilde yerlestirilmigtir. Ug adet kiigiik
¢omlek (iki collar-agiz kenarli ¢omlek ve bir ip delikli kulplu ¢omlek) kafatasinin iist
seviyesinin 5 cm doBusunda; {istiinde hayvanlarin gegis sahnesi olan kirmizi-kahverengi
bezemeli bir adet genis aizh ¢dmlek ise kafatasinin arkasina yerlestirilmigtir (Sekil
12).

Mezar 4 (Al L1015)

Mezar 4’iin bir boliimii kazi ile ortaya ¢ikarilmistir. Kafatasi, sol scapula, ve sol
humerus viicudun bulunan boliimleridir. Ayrica bir adet bezemesiz, diga-doniik
boyunlu ¢émlek, mezarin kuzeyinde kafatasinin yaninda ele ge¢mistir.

Kemikler ileride analiz edilmek iizere Diyarbakir Dicle Universitesi’ndeki
labaratuvarlara tasinmigtir.

Her ne kadar, A1 ve A2 agmalan goreceli olarak birbirlerine yakin konumlarda olsalar
bile, bu iki agmadan elde edilen sonuglar ¢ok farklidir. A2’de iist toprak seviyesinin ve
bazi modern kalintilarin hemen altinda, Demir Cag1 mimari tabakalarim kesen, igleri
sivanmis durumda ¢ok sayida ¢ukur bulunmugtur ($ekil 4). Bu durum bizi, A2
¢ukurunun bitigiginde beg tane yeni agma kazmaya itti. A2’deki Demir Cag1
tabakalartnin bu gekilde genigletilmesi sonucunda kerpi¢ duvarl bir Demir Cagi evi ve
onunla iligkili tabanlar, saklama ¢ukurlar1 ve ¢ok sayida firin bulunmugtur. Bu
duvarlarin hi¢ birisinde tag temel ya da iist yapida tag kullaniimamgtir. Binanin iki
temel yap1 asamasi vardir. Bu iki agama arasinda bina ana duvarlarinin yonii biraz
degistirilmis, ara duvarlar ve taban eklemeleriyle pek ¢ok ara evre yasanmigtir. Bu
tabakalarda bulunan agirgaklar, dokuma agirlikian ve ¢ok sayida havan, mekanlarin
kiiciik tiretim, evsel aktiviteler ve tahil iiretimi i¢in kullanildigini1 gostermistir. Sonraki
daha biiyiik Demir Cag evi, bilyiik bir yangin sonucu yikilmig ve tist katin ¢okiintiisii,
alt kattaki tabanlar1 (A2’de) ve mutfagi (A3’de) kaplamistir (Sekil 5). Bu tahribi
belirleyen kalin kiil tabakasinin, tiim yerlesimin istila sonucu bilyiik ol¢iide yikimyla’,
ya da daha genis bir bakig acisiyla Assur Imparatorlugu’nun ¢okiigtiyle

' Bu kapsamda, Yeni Assur haberlesmesindeki pek ¢ok mektupta sinirin bu boliimiine karg: olan tehlikelerden
sozedilmektedir. Bu durumun bir 6rnegini Boztepe'nin yalnizca birkag kilometre giineyinde bulunan Tushan’da
yazilan ABL 506 11-22 ve 1.0. 8. yy."in son geyregine tarihlenen metindir. Bu metinde §8yle denmektedir: “... iig
(Urartu yoneticisi) yiikli hayvanlan ile beraber karsimizda toplandilar. Halk savunma duvalan iginde; okiizler ve
koyunlar nehrin bu tarafindalar [yani giiney kiyida). Yakinda gelecek [bir saldiriy:] bekliyor ve izliyoruz” (Lanfranchi -
Parpola 1990: 18).
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ilintilendirmek, ya da tamamen yerel bir yikim oldugunu sdyleyebilmek ig¢in heniiz
¢ok erkendir’. Ancak kesin olan bir durum, bu sezonun en ilging buluntularinin bu
yikim tabakasindan gelmesidir.

A2’nin giineybati kosesinde, kiil ve dokiintii birikintisi i¢ine gomiilmiis olarak bir ¢ok
siradig1 seramik kap bulunmustur. Bu buluntular arasindaki seramik parcalari el yapimi
kaba mallar olup yiizeyleri perdahlidir. Bu grupta kaideler, kaplar ve kil ¢ubuklar ele
gecmistir (Sekil 13). Bu pargalar yikandiktan ve kataloglandiktan sonra kaidelerin iki
sira kil gubukla birbirine birlestirildigi ve bir seri kabi destekledigi anlagilmigtir (Sekil
8). Seramik pargalari, yikim tabakasinda yukarida agiklanan tipte ¢ok sayida ¢anak-
¢omlek oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir.

A2 agmasinin batisinda bulunan ve olasilikla Demir Cag1 evinin hemen diginda kalan
A4’te, bir ¢ocuk mezar1 bulunmugtur. Cocuk, uzanmig ve giineydeki basi doguya
doniik olarak, bir deniz kabugu kolye, iki bronz bilezik ve bir demir hangerle birlikte
gomiilmiistiir,

Alan B

Alan B, hoyiigiin giineydogusunda ve en az tahrip gérmiis boliimii izlenimi veren bir
bolgede konumlandirilmigtir. Burada doguya dogru hafif bir egim vardir. Tamamen
diiz sayilabilecek yiizeyde, Alan A’da sik¢a rastlanan modern ¢ukurlarin, yigint ya da
bina ¢Okiintiilerinin izi yoktur. Alan B’de 10 m arayla, 5x5 m’lik iki set agma
actlmistir. B1 agmasinin yaninda B4 agmasi ve B3 agmasinin yaninda B2 a¢masi (bkz.
Sekil. 3). Bu agmalarin hig¢birinde dikkate deger mimariye rastlanmamistir, ancak
birka¢ kotii korunmus tabana ve ilging buluntulara ulagilmigtir. Bu alanda, ¢ok sayida
Hellenistik seramik parcasina ve bazi ¢arpict Hellenistik kii¢lik buluntulara
rastlanmigtir.

B3 ve B4 agmalari, ¢aligsmalarimizi A Alani’nda yogunlagtirmak amaciyla
kapatmamizdan 6nce, yaklasik olarak 1 m derinlige kadar kazilmistir. Bu iki agma
kerpi¢ dokiintiisii ve ¢esitli buluntular icermesine karsin, mimari kalintilar
bulunmamustir. B3’te gegici toprak taban iistiinde, ezilmis bir seramik kap ve olas: bir
tas seki ya da ¢aligma alani bulunmugtur. B4’te ise 30 cm ¢apinda, bir yiizii diiz, dogal
olarak kivrilan diger yiiziinde ise 2-3 cm’lik bir oyuk olan bir tas, kerpi¢ dokiintiiniin
i¢inde, dik duran bir saklama kabinin agzinin Ustline ve yanina gelecek sekilde
bulunmustur. Olasilikla bu tag kaba dogru akan bir kanal gorevi gormiis olmalidir. Bu
durum evsel bir faaliyetin kanit1 oldugunu diisiindiirmekte ise de bu sisteme ait bagka
bir kanit ele gecmemistir.

?Demir Cag tahrip tabakasinin daha kesin tarihlemesi igin bu tabakadan ele ge¢mis olan gok sayida C-14 Grnefinin
analiz sonuglarini bekliyoruz.
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B2’de de diger Alan B agmalarinda buldugumuz kerpi¢ dokiintiisii ile karsilastik.
Ayrica, olasilikla bitisikteki B3 agmasindan devam eden gegici bir toprak taban ortaya
¢ikarilmistir. Bu taban iizerinde ezilmis bir saklama kabi, bir havan, merkezindeki
oyuktan tanimlanan kiregtagindan bir kapi esigi mili bulunmugtur. Tabanla ya da kapi
mili ile ilintili hi¢bir duvara rastlanmamigtir. Bu tabani kaldirdiktan sonra kazilan alani,
agmanin gilineydogu ¢eyregi ile sinirladik. Burada 3.11 m derinlikteki anakayaya
ulagana kadar kerpig ve kiil birikintileriyle karsilastik.

B Alani’ndaki en dikkat gekici agma B1°di. Burada, agmanin ortasinda, kotii
korunmug durumdaki gakiltagi doseli bir taban tizerinde ezilmis iki adet ¢dmlek bu
tabanin listiinde, i¢inde de pek ¢ok havan bulunmustur. Ayrica, B1’in kuzeybati
kosesinde, ayrn bir ¢akiltas: taban pargasi, ikinci asamasi da dosenmis olarak
bulunmugtur. Bu tabanla ilintili bir duvar par¢asi agma duvarinda tespit edilmistir.
Ancak bitigik agma olan B4’te bu duvarin devami ya da bu duvarla ilgili diger
unsurlara rastlanmadi. Cakiltasi tabanin altinda, ¢ok sayida kiil ve kerpi¢ dokiintiisii ile
dolu yuvarlak ¢ukurlar bulundu. Bu ¢ukurlarin mimari ya da arkeolojik buluntulardan
yoksun toprak tabanlan keserek acildigim tespit ettik. Bu dolgu ve ¢ukurlarin ortasinda
toprakla dolu, biiyiik bir saklama kiipti bulduk. Bu kiipiin, herhangi bir tabanla iligkili
oldugunu diisiinmiiyoruz. Olasilikla, ¢cakiltas: tabanla eszamanli, bu b&liimiin ortasinda
bulunan bagka bir tabanin i¢ine gomiilmiistiir.

Yaklasik olarak 2 m derinlikte, B1’in toprak dolu c¢ukurlarla kapl oldugunu, ancak
herhangi bir mimari ya da taban olmadigini gordiik. B2 agmasinda ulagtigimiz ana
kayaya olan mesafeyi anlayabilmek i¢in, dogu agma duvarinin kenarinda 1x1 m’lik bir
sondaj actik (Sekil 7). Sasirtici bir sekilde, bu sondajda A Alani’nindaki birinci
acmamizdan tanidifimiz Halaf tipi seramiklerle karsilastik. Bu boliimde, 2 m derinlige
kadar Halaf seramikleri, obsidyen tag aletler ve ozellikle domuz kemiklerinin yogun
oldugu hayvan kemikleri bulduk. Ana kaya lizerinde duran Halaf Donemi’ne ait bir
tabanla birlikte bu sondaj son buldu. Bu ¢ukurun derinligi ve ¢ikarilan Halaf
malzemeleri, hoyiiglin bu kisminda yogun bir Halaf yerlesiminin A Alani’nda bulunan
mezarlikla birlikte diisiiniilebilecegini ortaya koymustur.

Belirgin mimarinin eksikligine ragmen, B Alani’nda pek ¢ok ilgi ¢ekici kiigiik buluntu
ele gegmistir. Kiiciik bir bronz igne, silindir seklinde metal agirlik, Hellenistik
Donem’e ait iistiinde keci figiirti aplikli bir kabin agiz kismi, B3 teki dolgu
kontekslerden ele ge¢mistir. B1’de, Hellenistik Donem’e ait lizerinde aslan basi
figiirii bulunan bir seramik kulp pargasi karisik tabakalar i¢inde bulunmustur.
Parlatilmug tagtan yapilmig kiigiik bir levha da (7.1 x 3.1 cm) B1’deki dolgu i¢inden
ele gegmistir. Bu levhanin bir yiizii yarim bir silindir seklinde yuvarlatilmig, diger
ylizii ise bir yaninda ufak bir ¢ukur birakilarak diizlenmigtir. Bunlar diginda levha
iizerinde bir dekor yoktur ve fonksiyonu bilinmemektedir. Alan B’den ele gecen diger
kii¢iik buluntular, biiyiik olasilikla Hellenistik Dénem’e ait agirgaklar ve dokuma
agirhklandir.
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Boztepe Arastirmasi

Boztepe’nin biiytikliigiinii tam olarak belirlemek ve 6zel aktivite alanlarini aramak i¢in
UTARP ekibi belirlenen alt1 adet hat iizerinde araziyi taramistir. Daha sonra tiim
seramikleri, 10’ar metrelik araliklarla, birer metre ¢apinda dairelerde, 10 cm derinlige
kadar topladik (Sekil 3). Tarama bulgulari, aslinda Boztepe yerlesiminin,
tahminlerimizin &tesinde, ¢ok daha genig bir alana yayildid1 izlenimini vermektedir.
Ancak Alan B’de de oldugu gibi, bu arazide yapilan sondajlarda (Alan C ve D — bkz.
Sekil 3) mimariye rastlanmamigstir. Bu sonug, hoylik iizerindeki kazi alanlarinin
sonradan tahrip edilmis tabakalar ile birlikte degerlendirildiginde, modern
yapilagmanin Boztepe’deki antik kalintilara biiyiik zarar verdigini gdstermektedir.
Alan A ve B’de mimarinin neredeyse tamamen eksik olmasi ve Hellenistik yapilara
rastlanmamas1 bu duruma 6rnek olarak gosterilebilir. Bu agsamadaki teorimiz,
Boztepe’nin daha 6nceden biraz daha yiiksek bir hyiik oldugu ve olasilikla kdye yol
yapmak i¢in yakin zamanda iist tabakalarin tahrip edildigi yontindedir. Bu tahrip, list
tabakalarin karismasina ve buradaki malzemenin ¢evre araziye yayilmasina neden
oldugu gibi ayrica hoyligiin tistlindeki, Hellenistik Dénem yapilarinin olmasit gereken
katlar1 da yok etmistir. Buna karsin, Alan C’de stratigrafik konumlar1 bozulmamig
Halaf Dénemi katmanlari bulmamiz 6nemlidir. Bu yiizden, Halaf Dénemi’nde
yerlesimin en az Alan C’ye kadar genigledigini sdyleyebiliriz. Ancak yilizey
taramasindan ¢ikan sonug, hyiigiin bat1 ve giineybatisinda bulunan malzemenin toprak
erozyonu, arazinin siiriilmesi ya da modern toprak taginmasi sonucu orada oldugudur.

Talavag Tepe Yiizey Arastirmasi

Talavag Tepe, Bismil ilge merkezinin yaklasik olarak 15 km dogusunda, Bismil-
Batman karayolunun kenarinda, Dicle Nehri koridorunun 5 km kadar kuzeyindeki
tepelik bir arazidedir. Yerlesim 550 m esyiikselti ¢izgisinin Ustiinde, dogal bir tepe
{izerindedir ve Dicle’nin bir kolu olan Moradan Cayr adli mevsimlik bir akarsuya
hakim konumdadir (Sekil 2 ve 8). Bu konum Talavag Tepe’de yasayanlara en az iki
yonden dogal korunma olanag: tanimugtir.

Talavag Tepe’nin tam biiyiikligiinii 6grenmek i¢in yerlesim ¢evresinde hatlar
belirledik ve bunlarin her birinde 10’ar m arayla belirledigimiz 1 m ¢aplh dairelerde
malzeme topladik (Sekil 8). Her dairede toplanan malzeme yogunlugu, yerlesimin
yayilimini anlamamizi sagladi. Ayrica, bu yontemle toplanan belirleyici seramik
pargalar1 yerlesimin kronolojik kapsamini, ¢esitli donemlerde yogun olarak yerlesilen
bolgeleri ve ozel aktivite alanlarinin yerlerini anlamamiza yardimci oldu. Yerlesimi
dogru olarak tarihleyebilmek i¢in elimizdeki karakteristik seramik parcalarinin temsil
edici bir 8rnegini topladigimiza emin olmak i¢in ve yerlesim i¢i kronolojik ve aktivite
farklilagmalarim daha iyi analiz edebilmek i¢in olugturdugumuz topografik birimlerde
dikkatli bir gekilde yiiriiyerek ylizey malzemesini topladik (bu metodun agiklamasi
i¢in bkz. Parker 1997; Wilkinson - Tucker 1995; Cherry et al. 1991).
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Yiizey taramasi sonuglari, Talavag yerlesiminin Ge¢ Tung Cagi’nda basladigini, Erken
Demir Cag1 boyunca siirdiigiinii ve Assur Imparatorluk Cagi’nda bir noktada aniden
sona erdigini gostermektedir. Hellenistik ve olasilikla Islami dénemlerde harabe
halindeki Talavas Hoyiik bir mezarlik olarak kullanilmistir.

Her ne kadar Ge¢ Tun¢ Cagi saman ve mineral katkili diiz tabak pargalar1 yiizey
taramasinda bulunmadiysa da, daha dayanikli olan dortgen agizli ¢omlekler bolca ele
gecmistir (Sekil 9: A ve B) (paralleller i¢in Bkz. Parker 2000; Bernbeck 1993,
Pfalzner 1995). Erken Demir Cagi seramikleri arasinda, ¢ok sayida, bazilar ¢izi ve
dalga bezekli kaplar baskindir (Sekil 9: C, D, E ve G) (paraleller i¢in bkz. Bartl 1994),
Cok sayida Demir Cag tipi seramik toplanan malzeme i¢inde tanimlanmigtir. Bunlar
arasinda S-kivniml ve agik kaplar (Sekil 9: H, T ve N), lokal Demir Cagi tiplerinden
centikli kulplar, baski tipi serit ve bazi lokal boyali pargalar sayilabilir (Sekil 9: F, M
ve olasilikla J) (bu pargalarin a¢iklamasi igin bkz. Parker 1997 ve Parker 2000). Iki
adet ice-dogru egimli agizli kap (Sekil 9: L ve O) ve az sayida Islam donemi seramik
parcast (Sekil 9: K) ise olasilikla daha geg tarihli mezarliktan gelmektedir.

Sonug

1999 yili ¢aligmalarinin sonucu olarak, Boztepe’deki Hellenistik Dénem yerlesiminin
biiylik olasilikla hoytk (stiindeki modern kdy yapilagmasi ve siiriim gibi faaliyetler
sonucu tahrip edildigini sdyleyebiliriz. Bunun sonucu olarak, yalnizca Hellenistik
Déonem’e ait kii¢iik boyutlu evsel yapilar ortaya ¢ikarilabilmistir. Alan A’daki ikinci
agmamizdaki konut mimarisi ve faaliyet alanlarinda da goriildiigli gibi Demir Cagi
yapilar1 daha iyi korunmustur. Ancak, antik donem cukurlar1 ve modern toprak ahmi
Demir Cag1 yerlesiminde de biiylik 6l¢iide tahribe yol agmistir. Bu durum Alan
A’daki ikiden yediye kadar olan agmalardaki ¢ok sayidaki gukurla, Alan A’da birinci
acmadaki tam haldeki Demir Cagi malzemesinin bulunmamasiyla da kanitlanmistir.
Buna karsilik, en iyi korunmus olan ve arkeolojik olarak en biliylik Onemi tagiyan
tabakalar Halaf Donemi’ne aittir. 2-3 m?’lik ge¢ donem tabakalar1 ve modern dokiintii
altinda bulunan Halaf D6nemi mezarlid1 ve yerlesimi, bizim i¢in sasirtici oldugu kadar
gelecek arastirmalar i¢in de tegvik edici olmustur. '

Boztepe’nin tersine, Talavas Tepe’de modern tahrip fazla degildir. Bu durumda,
belirlenen hatlar iizerinde arazi taramasinin sonuglar1 son derece faydali olmustur.
Buradan toplanan malzeme, yerlesimin kronolojisini ve genel 6zelliklerini
anlamamiza 6nemli 6lgiide yardimer olmustur. Boylece elimizde, Boztepe ve
bolgedeki diger yerlesimlerle kiyaslayabilecegimiz énemli bir malzeme grubu
olugmustur.
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Sekil3 Boztepe topografik haritasi: Kazi alanlart ve belirlenen hatlar iizerindeki daireler
gosterilmigtir (transekt daireleri dlgege gore degildir). Daireler icindeki sayilar, o dairede ele gegen
toplam seramik parcast sayisini gostermektedir

Figure 3 Topographic map of Boztepe with excavation areas and transect circles indicated (transect

circles are not to scale). The numbers inside the transect circles indicate the number of sherds recovered
in each circle.
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Sekil 4 Boztepe’den Demir Cagi canak-¢omlek pargalart

A: Siyah hamur 0zii, cok agik kahverengi dis yiiz (5 YR 7/4), orta mineral katkili

B: Kahverengi-siyah arasi hamur 0zii, agik kahverengi dig yiiz (7.5 YR 7/3), saman ve mineral katkil

C: Actk gri hamur 0zii, agtk turuncu dig yiiz (2.5 YR 7/4), saman katkily

D: Agik gri boya astar (7.5 YR 8/2), saman katkili

E: Turuncu hamur, kahverengi-gri hamur 0zii, turuncu-agik kahverengi dig yiiz (7.5 YR 6/6), orta miner-
al katkili

F: Koyu gri hamur (5 YR 4/1) (kirnuzimsy kahverengiye dogru koyulasan (5 YR 5/4)), kahverengi dig yiiz
(5 YR 5/3), orta mineral katkili

G: Gri-kahverengi hamur, kahverengi-kirmizi arast dig yiiz (2.5 YR 5/3), orta mineral katkilt

H: Agik kirmizimst kahverengi hamur (5 YR 6/4), koyu donuk kahverengi boya astar (10 YR 8/2), ince
mineral katkilt

I: Turuncu-kahverengiye ¢alan koyu gri hamur 6zii, kirmizimsi turuncu dis yiiz (5 YR 6/6), saman/kaba
mineral katkilr

Figure 4 Iron Age sherds from Boztepe

A: Black core, light tan surface (5 YR 7/4), medium grit temper

B: Brown to black core, light brown surface (7.5 YR 7/3), chaff and grit temper

C: Light grey core, light orange surface (2.5 YR 7/4), chaff temper

D: Light grey wash (7.5 YR 8/2), chaff temper

E: Orange fabric, brown-grey core, orange-tan surface (7.5 YR 6/6), medium grit temper

F: Dark grey fabric (5 YR 4/1) grading to reddish brown (5 YR 5/4), brown surface (5 YR 5/3), medium
grit temper

G: Grey-brown fabric, brownish-red surface (2.5 YR 5/3), medium grit temper

H: Light reddish brown fabric (5 YR 6/4), very pale brown surface wash (10 YR 8/2), fine grit temper
I: Dark grey core grading to orange-brown, reddish orange surface (5 YR 6/6), chafficourse grit temper
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10YR &/3 (Pale Brown): Clay loam with 1% pebbles {<1 c¢m). R R
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10YR 4/3 (Brown — Light Yelowish Brown): Sandy loam with 1% pebbles (<icm) and 1%
C14 bits (0.5 am).

3. 10YR 4/3 - 6/4 {Brown ~ Light Yeilowish Brown): Fine sandy loam with 1% pebbtes (<tcm)

and 1% C14 bits (<0.5 cm).
4. 10YR 4/3 (Brown): Sill loam with 2% pebbles (<1cm) and 2% C14 bits (<0.5 cm). 2

7.5 YR 6/6 (Reddish Yeliow): Clay loamn (fiving surlace). 3 —

( 4 9 1 meter

6. 10YR 3/4 (Dark Yeilowish Brown): Fine sandy loam with 2% pebbies (<1 cm) and 1% C14

bits {<0.5 cm). 4
7. 7.5 YR 6/6 {Reddish Yeliow): Clay ioam (living surtace). | QE——
8. 2.5 YR 6/6 {Ofive Brown): and 10YR 34 Dark Yellowish Brown) Silt loam with 3% pebbles b

{<1 cm) and 2% C14 bits (<0.5 cm).

3 s

8. Same Munsell as (8): Clay loam with1% pebbles (<1 cm).
10. Same Munsell as (8). Silty clay T

11, 10 YR 3/4 (Dark Yetiowish Brown}: Clay loam.
12, 10 YR ¥4 {Dark Yetiowish Brown): Clay koam; many animal bones {iving surface).
13. 5 YR 5/6 (Yetiowish Red): Siity clay with limestone pieces {<2 cm) virgin soil.

[ SRS

Sekil 5 A3 acmasi, giiney kesit, tahrip ve ¢okme tabakalar:
Figure 5 Trench A3 south section, destruction and collapse layers
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Sekil 6 A2 agmasi’min giineybat: kdgesinde, tahrip tabakasi icinde ele gegen ilging vazonun yeniden
tasarlanmig hali

Figure 6 Reconstruction of enigmatic vessel recovered in destruction layer in the southwest corner of
trench A2
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Sekil 9 Talavag Tepe'den cegitli canak-¢omlek parcalar
- A: Geg Bronz Cag, siyah hamur 0zil, acik kahverengi dig yiiz (7.5 YR 7/3), saman katkily
B: Geg Bronz Cagr, grimsi agik kahverengi dig yiiz (7.5 YR 6/3), ince saman katkily
C: Erken Demir Cagi, acik kahverengi hamur 6zii (7.5 YR 6/3), acik kahverengi dig yiiz (7.5 YR 6/3),
saman katkily
D: Erken Demir Cagi, siyah hamur 0zil, koyu kahverengi dig yiiz (7.5 YR 4/4), mineral katkili
E: Erken Demir Cagi, acik kahverengi hamur ozii ve dig yiiz (7.5 YR 6/3), saman katkili
F: Yerli Demir Cagi Kulp, dig yiiz (7.5 YR 7/4), dis yiiz astari (2.5 YR 2.5/1)
G: Erken Demir Cagi, hamur 6zii (5 YR 2.5/1), dig yiiz (5 YR 6/3)
H: Demir Cagi, kirmizimsi kahverengi dig yiiz (2.5 YR 4/6), ince mineral katkil:
I: Demir Cagi, cok agik kahverengi dig yiiz (7.5 YR 7/3), ince saman katkili
J: Olasilikla Yerli Demir Cagi, agik kirmuzimst kahverengi (2.5 YR 5/6), saman katkulr
K: Olasilikla Islam Déonemi, donuk kahverengi dig yiiz ve hamur 6zii (7.5 YR 7/3), kum katkili
L: Hellenistik, agik turuncu-kahverengi (5 YR 6/4), kaba mineral katkily
M: Yerli Demir Cagi, hamur ozii (10 YR 5/3)’e ¢alan (5 YR 5/6), dig yiiz (10 YR 6/4), dig yiiz astart (2.5
YR 5/6) ‘
N: Demir Cagi, agik turuncu dig yiiz (7.5 YR 5/6), ince mineral katkili
O: Hellenistik, kirmizimsi sart hamur 6zii (7.5 YR 7/6), kirmuzimst sari dig yiiz (5 YR 6/6), dig yiiz astart
(2.5 YR 5/2), kum katkili

Figure 9 Various sherds from Talavag Tepe

A; Late Bronze Age, black core, light brown surface (7.5 YR 7/3), chaff temper

B: Late Bronze Age, greyish-tan surface (7.5 YR 6/3), fine chaff temper

C: Early Iron Age, light brown core (7.5 YR 6/3), light brown surface (7.5 YR 0/3), chaff temper

D: Early Iron Age, black core, dark brown surface (7.5 YR 4/4), grit temper

E: Early Iron Age, light brown core and surface (7.5 YR 6/3), chaff temper

F: Indigenous Iron Age handle, surface (7.5 YR 7/4), surface paint (2.5 YR 2.5/1).

G: Early Iron Age, core (5 YR 2.5/1), surface ( SYR 6/3)

H: Iron Age, reddish brown surface (2.5 YR 4/6), fine grit temper

I: Iron Age, light tan surface (7.5 YR 7/3), fine chaff temper

J: Probable indigenous Iron Age, light reddish tan (2.5 YR 5/6), chaff temper

K: Probable Islamic, pale brown surface and core (7.5 YR 7/3), sand temper

L: Hellenistic, light orange tan (5 YR 6/4), coarse grit temper

M: Indigenous Iron Age, core (5 YR 5/6) grading to (10 YR 5/3), surface (10YR 6/4), surface paint (2.5
YR 5/6) '

N: Iron Age, light orange surface (7.5 YR 5/6), fine grit temper

O: Hellenistic, reddish yellow core (7.5 YR 7/6), reddish yellow surface (5 YR 6/6), surface paint (2.5 YR
5/2) grading to (2.5 YR 5/2), sand temper
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The site of Boztepe is located some 8 km east of the modern town of Bismil in
Diyarbakir Province, southeastern Turkey (Figure 1 and 2). Boztepe is today a small,
relatively low mound. In spite of the fact that in some areas cultural debris measures
more than 4 m in depth, its facade against the rolling terrain and neighbouring hills
makes it almost indistinguishable from the surrounding landscape.

Archaeological investigation at Boztepe began in earnest in early July 1999, at which
time we opened four 5 x 5 m trenches in two separate areas of the site.” By the end of
the season, we had expanded this number to eleven trenches and two soundings
(Figure 3). At the same time, work also began on intensive surveys of both Boztepe
and the neighboring site of Talavas Tepe (Figure 2 and see below). What follows is a
preliminary report outlining the results of this research.

Excavations at Boztepe

Because many parts of Boztepe are covered by the remains of a modern village, we
focused our initial trenches in two areas. Area A trenches were placed in the
courtyards of two ruined houses at the centre of the mound, and area B trenches were
placed in what seemed to be an undisturbed area around a road on the southeast side
of the mound (Figure 3).

* Archaeological research is always a collaborative effort. We owe a great debt of gratitude to many people and institu-
tions for helping us make the Upper Tigris Archaeological Research Project a reality. The 1999 field season was fund-

. ed by generous grants from the National Geographic Society, the American Philosophical Society and the American
Research Institute in Turkey. Our team was made up of the authors plus Marco Baldi, Bonnie Bass, Elvan Bagtiirk,
Debbie Dilley, Mark Sharp, Jennifer Theiss Sharp, Huseyin Ciise and $ehmuz Aslan. We are especially indebted to
Assoc Prof. Numan Tuna, Director of TACDAM, Jale Velibeyoglu, Director of Diyarbakir Museum Necdet [nal and
Yagar Yilmaz, government representative, for their assistance to us in Turkey. Debbie Dilley and Susannah Topham
aided us the production of this article. This project has received much support from the faculty and staff in the
Department of History at the University of Utah. Among them we owe special thanks to L. Ray Gunn and Lindsay
Adams.
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Buried within the deposit of ash and collapse in the southwestern corner of A2 were
the remains of several very unusual vessels. Sherds from these vessels are hand-made,
of a relatively coarse fabric with burnished surfaces. They consist mainly of pedestals,
bowls and clay rods (Figure 13). Once these sherds were cleaned and cataloged it
became clear that the pedestals were connected by two rows of clay rods and
supported a series of interconnected bowls (Figure 8). The corpus of sherds suggests
that there were several such vessels contained in the destruction layer.

Directly to the west of A2 in trench A4, which was probably just outside the Iron Age
house, we unearthed a child burial. The child was buried in an extended position with
the head on the south facing east and was adorned with a shell necklace, two bronze
bracelets and an iron dagger.

Area B

Area B was established in what appeared to be the least disturbed quarter of the site,
on the southeastern portion of the mound. Here, the ground slopes gently down to the
east and the surface is flat and even, with no evidence of the modern pits, mounds and
collapsed buildings that characterize area A. Two sets of 5 x 5 m trenches were
excavated about 10 m apart in area B: trench B1 adjacent to trench B4, and trench B2
adjacent to trench B3 (see Figure 3). None of these trenches contained significant
architecture, but a few poorly preserved surfaces and interesting finds were
discovered. Notably, this area contained numerous Hellenistic potsherds and some
distinctly Hellenistic small finds, described below.

Trenches B3 and B4 were only excavated to a depth of approximately 1 m before we
closed them in order to concentrate our efforts in area A. These two trenches
contained mud-brick debris and various finds, but no architecture. In B3 a smashed
pot and a possible stone bench or work surface were uncovered resting on an
ephemeral earthen surface. In B4 we discovered a 30 cm diameter stone with one side
hewn flat and a 2-3 cm groove carved into the opposite, naturally curved side. It
rested in mud-brick debris above and near the opening of an upright whole storage jar.
This stone may have served as a drain leading to the jar, reflecting some domestic
processing activity, although no further evidence of an installation was uncovered.

In B2 we encountered the same type of mud-brick debris present in the other area B
trenches. In addition, we uncovered an ephemeral earthen surface, probably a
continuation of the one found in adjacent trench B3. Resting on this surface were a
smashed storage jar, a mortar, and a limestone door pivot or wooden pillar base,
identified as such by a circular depression in its center. No walls were associated with
the surface or door pivot. After removing this surface, we narrowed the excavated
area to the southeastern quadrant where we encountered mud-brick and ash debris
before reaching virgin soil at a depth of 3.11 m.
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The most notable trench in area B was trench B1, where we uncovered a poorly
preserved cobblestone surface in the middle of the trench with two smashed pots
resting thereon. Several mortars were recovered both on top of and within this
surface. In addition, another cobblestone surface fragment with a second phase of
resurfacing appeared in the northwestern corner of B1. A possible wall stub attached
to this surface protruded from the baulk, but no evidence of this wall or the associated
surfaces was uncovered in adjacent B4. Beneath the level of the cobblestone surfaces
we encountered numerous circular pits filled with ash and mud brick debris cutting
several possible earthen surfaces too poorly preserved and lacking associated
architecture or artifacts to be conclusively identified as anything more than areas of
compacted soil. In the midst of the fill and pits, we excavated a large, earth-filled
storage jar. This jar was not clearly associated with any surface but was likely buried
beneath a floor contemporary with the cobblestone surface in the center of the unit.

At a depth of approximately 2 m, B1 was covered with earth-filled pits but no
architecture or surfaces were apparent. In order to determine the depth to the virgin
clay already reached in trench B2, we sank a 1 x | m probe along the east baulk
(Figure 7). To our surprise, this probe immediately yielded the same type of Halaf
ceramics that we recovered in area A, trench one. The probe continued for over 2 m
and contained Halaf pottery, obsidian lithics, and faunal remains including numerous
pig bones. A Halaf surface resting on virgin clay ended the probe. The depth and
quantity of Halaf materials recovered from this probe indicate that a substantial
settlement likely accompanied the Halaf cemetery discovered in area A.

Despite the lack of significant architecture, several interesting small finds were
uncovered in area B. A bronze toggle pin, a cylinder-shaped metal weight, and a
Hellenistic ceramic spout with a goat head sculpted above the opening were recovered
from debris contexts in B3. In B1 a portion of a Hellenistic ceramic handle containing
a sculpted lion head was unearthed in mixed fill. A small palate (7.1 by 3.1 cm) made
from polished stone was also recovered from fill in trench B1. One side of this palate
is rounded like a half-cylinder, while the other side is polished flat with a small
dimple at one end. No other decorations are present on the palate and its function is
uncertain. Other small finds from Area B include spindle whorls and loom weights
probably also of Hellenistic date. '

The Boztepe Survey

In order to determine precisely Boztepe's size and to search for any special activity
areas, the UTARP team laid out six transects across the site. We then collected all
ceramics in one-meter radius circles to a depth of 10 cm at 10 m intervals (Figure 3).
The survey data shows that cultural remains at Boztepe are spread far out into the
fields on all sides of the mound, giving the impression that Boztepe is a much larger
site than we originally assumed. However, as was the case in Area B, soundings
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placed in these fields (in areas C and D [see Figure 3]) revealed no architecture. This
result, combined with the disturbed nature of archaeological contexts in the upper
levels of all of the excavation units, the fact that architecture was almost completely
lacking from Area B trenches, and the absence of any Hellenistic structures, suggests
that the remains at Boztepe have been severely disturbed by modern construction. Our
working theory is that Boztepe was originally quite a bit taller than it is today and that
the site was levelled some time in the recent past, possibly to make way for the
modern village. This levelling not only mixed the cultural remains and spread them
far out into the neighbouring fields, but also obliterated the higher levels of the mound
where any Hellenistic structures would have been located. Yet it is notable that we
still found significant levels dating to the Halaf period in their correct stratigraphic
position in the sounding in area C. Thus, during the Halaf period, the site did indeed
extend at least to area C. However, the data from the transect survey suggests that the
material remains discovered to the west and southwest of the main mound are the
result of erosion, plowing and/or modern earth-moving.

The Talavas Survey

Talavag Tepe is located approximately 15 km east of the modern town of Bismil just
off the Bismil to Batman highway, in an area of rolling hills about 5 km north of the
Tigris river corridor. The site is situated above the 550 m contour line on a natural hill
overlooking a seasonal stream and part-time tributary of the Tigris called the Moradan
Cay (Figure 2 and 8). This location offered the inhabitants of Talavag Tepe natural
protection from at least two sides.

In order to determine Talavag Tepe's precise size we again laid transects across the
site and collected all artifacts in 1 m radius circles at 10 m intervals on each transect
(Figure 8). The density of artifacts in each circle allowed us to determine accurately
the size of the site. Furthermore, diagnostic ceramics collected in this manner also
aided us in determining both the chronological range of the site, the concentration of
settlement during each period that the site was occupied, and the location of special
activity areas. To ensure that we collected an adequate sample of diagnostic ceramics
to date the site accurately, and to further localize inter-site chronological and
functional variation, we divided the site into obvious topographical units and collected
surface ceramics by thoroughly walking each unit (for a discussion of this
methodology see Parker 1997; Wilkinson - Tucker 1995; Cherry et al. 1991).

The intensive survey data shows that settlement at Talavag Tepe began in the Late
Bronze Age and continued through the Early Iron Age and into the Assyrian Imperial
Period when occupation at Talavas Tepe came to an abrupt end. During the
Hellenistic period and possibly again in the Islamic period, the ruined mound of
Talavag served as a cemetery.
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