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ABSTRACT

Excavations that started in 2011 at Hacilar Biiyiik Hoytik, which is located 27 km southwest of Burdur, are still in progess.
The EBA I settlement at the site consists of a strong defence system, which extends on a south to north axis in the western
part of the mound, and some civilian buildings in the area closer to the centre of the settlement. No temple has yet been
uncovered here but it is expected that, in the unexcavated central sections of the mound, not only sacred buildings but also
some public buildings and a palace or ruler’s residence are likely to be found. Although no specific sacred architectural
building in the form of temple has yet been found, some religious symbols have been uncovered in the form of unusual
architectural remains and non-portables, such as stelae. In addition to these, some items that seem to symbolise religious
beliefs and are thought to have been used in religious ceremonies, including a special purpose juglet, a pedestalled vessel, a
pithos fragment with a depiction of a birth scene on it, and idols and pubis models related to belief in the Mother Goddess,
were found in situ inside the houses or in areas near the stelae and in the courtyards of the casemates.
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Introduction

The Excavations at Hacilar Biiyiik Hoytik, which is located 27 km southwest of Burdur (fig.
1), began under my direction in 2011 and constitute the most recent phase of a long-term excavation
project in the region that started in 1976. In the context of the Excavations and Research Project of
Burdur and its Surrounding Region initiated by Prof. Dr. Refik Duru (Emeritus, Istanbul Univer-
sity), excavations were carried out at Kurucay (1978-1988), Hoyticek (1989—-1992) and Bademagaci
(1993-2010) and investigative work took place at the Hacilar Necropolis (1995, 1996).

The Stratigraphy determined during the 12 years of excavations is given below:

Early Bronze Age III (EBA III) ?

Early Bronze Age II (EBA II) EBA 11/ 1-3 Building Levels
Early Bronze Age I (EBAT) EBA 1 /1-2 Building Levels
Early Chalcolithic Period (?) ?
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Fig. 1. Map showing the location of sites in the Burdur Region and the surrounding area
O6p. 1. Kapma ¢ mecmononodceHuemo Ha obekmu 8 pe2uoHa Ha Bypoyp u okonHocmma

The EBA T settlement at the hoyiik consists of a strong defence system, which was uncovered
in the first year of the excavations and extends on a south to north axis in the western part of the
mound, and some civilian buildings in the area closer to the centre. The outer walls of the defence
system are 1.50—1.60 m thick and are built of medium-sized stones that reach a height of 2 m in
places. It is observed that protrusions in the defence wall, called ‘saw-teeth’, jut out to a length of
around 2.00, 2.20, 2.50 m in accordance with the dimensions of the casemate they belong to. We
think that, in the planning phase of the city’s layout, these protrusions were designed to form a cir-
cular plan (figs. 2-3).

Oval-shaped mudbricks and pisé pieces bearing imprints of tree branches found in the rubble
of the buildings give some insight into the structure of the upper walls that did not survive. The aver-
age dimensions of the inner walls of the adjacent, sometimes slightly irregular sections (casemates)
that form the defence wall, are 3.85 x 6.10, 4.5 x 5.5, 3.60 x 5.00, 4.7 x 7.1, and 5.7 x 7.4 m. They
are 1.10 m, 1.30 m and 1.50 m in thickness, and their doors open onto the eastern courtyards. The
doors in some of the rooms are 1.10—1.20 m in width, and the in situ pivot stone placed on the inside
of the door in some of them indicates the wooden door leaf opened inwards, while the doors in other
structures are in the form of a plaque and some of the thresholds are made of more irregular stones.
On both sides of the doors of the casemates, on the same axis as the long side walls, there are short
buttresses or antae walls that vary in size from 1-0.80 m. All these details cause the buildings to
resemble a megaron. We think that the casemates would have been covered with wooden beams,
branches and earth in the form of a flat roof. All kinds of pottery and items used for daily needs were
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Fig. 2. Aerial view of the Hacilar Biiyiik Héyiik (HBH Excavations — archive)
O6p. 2. Bo3dyweH uzened Ha Xaodxcunap Broiok Xbotok (apxue Ha paskonkume)

found in these defence structures, which shows that in addition to the obvious defence function of the
casemates, many of them were also used as dwellings.

There are two pre-planned gates used as entrances into the city, one of them the Western Gate
and the other the Southern Gate. The gate building is formed in the approximately 4.00 m gap be-
tween the two rectangular casemates/towers and has buttresses/antae walls that extend on both sides,
into and out of the city (figs. 2-3). Both gateways would have been covered with some form of roof-
ing. In addition to this, the outer walls of some of the buildings facing out of the city that make up
the defence system (such as G 6, G 7, G 17, K 6, K 7) were not closed — perhaps after they had been
demolished for some reason — but seemingly left as simple openings for the entry and exit of people
who worked in the fields or gardens, or engaged in hunting and even for the entry and exit of those
carrying water or leading herds of animals.

A slight, narrow stone wall demarking the borders of the courtyard section of the casemates
extends along the city wall on the inside of the defence system, with gaps in places left for passage
through it. It is clear that this wall intentionally separated the interior of the settlement from the de-
fence zone.

In the excavated area in the inner section of the city, there are two adjacent buildings with a
megaron-type plan (figs. 2-3, 6). The southern one is 17.5 m in length including its antae walls, and
its internal dimensions measure 7.55 x 5.40 m. Eight large earthenware storage jars were found in
situ in the courtyard in front of its door. Just east of the courtyard, on a west-east axis and on the
northern edge of a 7 m long wall, a row of five small adjacent cell rooms were uncovered. These
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Fig. 3. Plan of the Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik EBA settlements (by Fatih Congur)
O6p. 3. ITnaH Ha ceauwjama om PBE e Xadicunap Biook Xbotok (aemop Fatih Congur)

rooms with stone foundations seem to have been integrated with the northern antae walls of the stor-
age building. The walls of these rooms are 15-20 cm in thickness, and its dimensions average 1.9 x
2.1 m and 1.8 x 1.6 m. The doors of these cells, whose function (or what kind of storage they were
used for) is not fully understood, open in different directions. The interior dimensions of the build-
ing to the north, which is adjacent to the large building in the south, measure 10.80 x 5.70 m. These
buildings can be considered to have been part of a complex of large multi-room warehouse structures
that have not yet been fully excavated. It is likely that official storage and other related activities
were carried out in this part of the settlement. As excavations progress, findings connected to storage
systems are expected to increase.

At the eastern end of the same trench, a carefully constructed megaron with dimensions of 5.6
x 8.5 m must have been rebuilt several times after it had collapsed, with a few minor changes in plan
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Fig. 4. 1. The semi-circular structure, twin stelae and circular structures in the courtyard of casemates G 4
and G 5, view from the East; 2. The twin steles and one of the circular structures, view from the East
(photo by G. Umurtak)

O6p. 4. 1. Tlonykpseaa cmpykmypa, 080UHU cmeu U Kpb2au KOHCMPYKYuu 8 ouepmauusima Ha kazemamu G
4 u G 5, uszened om uzmok; 2. /[goliHume cmeau u eOHa om Kpseaume cmpykmypu, nozaeo om u3mok
(cHumka G. Umurtak)

29



30

Gulstin Umurtak

K1 .
Western Gate

0 10 m

Fig. 5. Some religious objects and their find locations (HBH Excavations — archive)
O6p. 5. Peaueuo3Hu npedmemu u mexHume MeCmoHaxoxcoeHus (apxue Ha pazkonkume)
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Fig. 6. AB trench. Aerial view of the large adjacent buildings, storage structures and the limestone stele in
the courtyard (HBH Excavations — archive)
O6p. 6. TpaHwes AB. Bb30yweH u32ned Ha 2onemume CsCeOHU c2paou, CKAado8u KOHCMPYKYuu u
eaposuxkosama cmesaa 8 080pa (apxug Ha pasKonkume)

(figs. 23, 6). The remains of another building, which had an intentional 2 m gap immediately next to
it on the western side, resembles a megaron. The similarity between the plan of this megaron and the
plan of the entrance gates to the city would suggest the possibility that this building could also have
been a gate (propylon). This megaron may have been an entrance in an inner wall surrounding the
acropolis in the middle of the city that contained official and religious buildings. The inner sections
of the city have not yet been extensively excavated, so that no buildings such as a ‘Palace’ or a ‘Tem-
ple’ have been uncovered. Suggestions of this kind will be confirmed or revised in future excavation
seasons (Umurtak 2020; 2021; 2022).

Finds with Religious Symbolism

Sacredness is a relative concept and, like all abstract imagery, is always open to discussion. As
mentioned above, no temple has yet been uncovered in the Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik EBA I settlement
during the excavations that have been in progress since 2011. Of course, this does not mean that there
were no temple(s) in the settlement. It is expected that, in the so far unexcavated central sections of
the mound, not only sacred buildings but also some public buildings and a palace or ruler’s residence
are likely to be found. Although no concrete example of a specific sacred architectural entity or a
temple has yet been uncovered, some religious symbols have emerged in the form of unusual archi-
tectural remains and immovables (non-portables), such as stelae. Pottery and some other small finds
that seem to symbolise religious beliefs have been found in situ inside the houses or in communal
areas and courtyards of the EBA I settlement.

In the courtyard section of the G 4 and G 5 casemates south of the Western Gate in the western
part of the settlement, two circular buildings situated side by side with a 1 m gap between them were
uncovered (figs. 2—4). The inner diameter of one of the structures is 2.53 m and that of the other is
3.20 m. These buildings, which have stone foundations approximately 40 cm in thickness, had sur-
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Fig. 7. Rectangular limestone stele in casemate G 8 (photo by R. Duru)
O6p. 7. I[IpasowsesaHa saposukoga cmena 8 kazemam G 8 (cHumka R. Duru)

vived up to a height of 40-50 cm. There are two wide openings (doors?) on the east-west axis of these
structures and their curved walls on the northern and southern sides resemble two opposing brackets.
Just beyond these circular buildings and in front of a semi-circular wall, there are two limestone ste-
lae spaced 80 cm apart (referred to as twin stelae due to their similarity and proximity), the height
of one is 90 cm and the other 50 cm. The upper sections of these quadrangular stone structures are
incomplete due to having broken off, and there are no symbols, relief decorations, depictions, etc.
on any of their four surfaces. It is clear that these stones were placed vertically into a hole dug for
each of them and then put into position by placing support stones at their bases. It is not possible to
know the original height of these twin stelae. Unfortunately, there is also no intact example that we
could use for the purpose of comparison. The isometric drawing is an approximate reconstruction
based on our own estimates (fig. 14). We do not know how the twin stelae, along with the circular and
semi-circular structures, relate to the defence system in the immediate vicinity, so it is not possible
to give any information about the connection between them. It is also not known how high the walls
of the circular structures would have been, so it is unclear whether there was a door in the openings
on each side, or whether or not there was any kind of roofing over them. Even if we assumed that
both buildings had doors and their roofs were covered, they would have been unsuitable for living
in due to their size. In addition to this, no objects or grain remains etc. that could give insight into
their function were found. The same can be said when discussing the function of the semi-circular

1 In order to understand whether the stone type used in the stone foundations and stelae of the settlement was
brought from the same source, samples were taken from the walls and stelae and the surrounding stone sources, and X-ray
diffraction (XRD) analysis were carried out on them by Assoc. Prof. Gonca Dardeniz Arikan. It was concluded that the
stones used for the twin stelae, and the stones of the stele in casemate G 8, were brought from a different quarry to the one
that the foundation stones of the defence system came from. The stone of the stele in the courtyard of the large building in
the centre of the hoytik is from a different source to that of the other stelae.
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Fig. 8. Unusual beak spouted juglet (HBH Excavations — archive)
O6p. 8. HeobuualiHa KAHUUKa ¢ KAOHOBUOHO ycmue (apxue Ha paskonkume)

stone foundation behind the twin stelae. We therefore need to consider that the twin stelae had a
shared function together with this semi-circular foundation. No such system has been found in any of
the areas already excavated. At the same settlement, there are circular structures with much smaller
diameters in the inner city entrance of the Southern Gate and in the courtyard of the casemate im-
mediately south of this gate (figs. 2-3), but they are not discussed here because there is no evidence
that they are related to any belief system.

In the Burdur-Antalya region where Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik is located, there is no tradition of
circular buildings in the architecture of the period of transition to settled life that began around 7100
BC, as represented at Bademagaci in levels EN 1/9-5, EN 11/4-1; at Hoyiicek in ESP 1-3, ShP; at Ku-
rucay levels 13-11; and at Hacilar in levels VII-T; IX—VI. In Western Anatolia, however, examples of
early circular buildings are seen at settlements such as Bahgelievler levels 7-3 (Fidan 2020, 31-32,
figs. 3—4; Fidan et al. 2022, figs. 2, 4), Ege Giibre levels IV and III (Saglamtimur 2012, 230-234, figs.
7a-b, 8a—b), Hocacesme Phase IV (Karul 2000, 70, figs. 21-23) and Aktoprakhik C (Karul 2017, 69,
fig. 53). The circular structures at Hacilar Biiyiik Hoytik, which we do not consider to have been suit-
able for use as dwellings, are clearly not connected in any way to the those found in Western Anatolia
or, for example, to the dwellings from the earliest levels of Asikli Hoyiik in Central Anatolia that
are dated to the Aceramic Neolithic (Ozbagaran et al. 2018, 65, fig. 33). With the recent excavations
in south-eastern Anatolia, an increasing number of circular buildings in “the Pre-Pottery Neolithic
building tradition” have been uncovered (Ozdogan 2017, 725, figs. 80.2, 80.3 a—d). However, the
tradition of circular buildings seen at centres such as Hallan Cemi (Rosenberg 2011, 61, figs. 2-5),
Gusir Hoyiik (Karul 2011, 1, figs. 4-5, 11), Cayénii (Erim-Ozdogan 2011, 194-196, figs. 6-7, 9),
Gobeklitepe (Schmidt 2011, 41, figs. 25-26, 31) and Karahantepe (Karul 2022, 3, fig. 2) clearly bears
no relation at all to the structures at Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik in terms of precedence and succession. In
the same way, there is a great temporal (chronological) and geographical distance between the cir-
cular Neolithic buildings of Khirokitia and Sotira in Cyprus (Bucholz, Karageorghis 1971, 124, figs.
46-51, 1437, 1438) the Halaf Period tholos-type structures of the Near East (Matthews 2002, 138),
and the circular structures of Hacilar Biiylik Hoyiik that are discussed here.

In addition to the above-mentioned twin stelae, two more limestone stelae were uncovered at
the Hacilar Biiylik Hoyiik EBA I settlement. The first is a stele with a height of 38 cm and a circum-
ference of 85 cm that had been placed in the courtyard of the southern one of the two large storage
structures in the central section of the mound. It seems to have been put in an intentionally dug hole

33



Gulstin Umurtak

e

Fig. 9. Pedestalled bowl (HBH Excavations — archive)
O6p. 9. Kyna csc cmonue (apxug Ha pazkonkume)

and secured in an upright position by placing small stones at its base, which is the same method as
the one used for the twin stelae described above. As mentioned in the introduction, eight pithoi and
five cell-shaped storage rooms were uncovered in the same area (figs. 3, 6).

The other stele, unlike the others, is roughly rectangular (length 125 cm, height 58 cm, thick-
ness 25 cm) and had been placed on its longer side. It was positioned parallel to the western rear wall
and opposite the door of casemate G 8, which measures 5.80 X 4.60 m, using the same technique (by
forming supports using small stones in a purposely dug out hole) (figs. 3, 7).

The history of the stele tradition in the region where Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik is located can be
traced back to the Late Chalcolithic Period. Altar-hearths with stelae made of mudbricks found at
Kurugay inside the temple of level 6A (Duru 1996, 12, P1. 13.1-2) and inside the houses of levels
6b and 6a (ibid., PI. 13, 19.1-2; 14, 20.2, 21.1-2) are considered to be the prototypes of stelae in
the region. The closest parallel to the roughly rectangular stone stele seen at Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik
is the stone stele’ uncovered in the 17-room complex called the ‘Ruler’s house’ or ‘Palace’ at the
Bademagaci EBA II settlement (Duru 2008, figs. 302—304).

The stelae with hearths stele type seen at Kurucay continues from the example from Beyce-
sultan level XXX]I, dated to the Late Chalcolithic Period, until the middle of the Early Bronze Age
with some significant changes, such as variation in the number of stelae and the appearance of salient
projections reminiscent of a bull horn (Lloyd, Mellaart 1962, 23, figs. 5, 8-17, 19-20; Duru 1996,
23). We are unable to evaluate the object made of mudbricks (Lamb 1938, 225-226, fig. 3) that ap-
pears in Period B, as we could not obtain any detailed information about it, but the altar with horn
spikes found in the “shrine” of Period C seems to continue the Beycesultan EBA tradition (Lamb
1937, 12, 37, PL. V.4; 1956, 87, PI. Va). These stelae bear no direct resemblance to the Hacilar Biiyiik
Hoyiik stelae.

It is not possible to speak of any common features among the stelae dating to the EBA in
Western Anatolia. The first examples that come to mind in this regard are a stele from Troy I, found
near Tower R, that has a relief on it depicting the upper part of a human figure carrying a sceptre or a
weapon (?) (Blegen et al. 1950, 15, 46, 155, figs. 190-192; Korfmann, Mannsperger 1998, 53, Abb.
80); a stele from Hoylicek-Helvacikoy that has an engraved human figure on it (Doger 1995, fig. 1,
2); a stele with engraved horizontal and slanted lines on it from level V.2 at Limantepe that belongs to
EBA 1T (Erkanal et al. 2016, 435, fig. 5), and stelae from Kiilliioba that are dated to the early phases
of EBA 1T and the second half of EBA IT (Fidan 2011, 107-108, P1. 73a, fig. 22; 2014, 20). It is not
possible to talk of any similarity between the Hacilar Biiylik Hoyiik stelae and the stelae described

2 Vol. I of the Final Report of the Bademagaci Excavations was recently published (Duru, Umurtak 2019). Vol.
II, which includes results form the Late Chalcolithic, Early Bronze Age and later settlements, is currently being prepared
for publication.
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Fig. 10. ‘Giving birth’ scene depicted in a relief on a pithos fragment (HBH Excavations — archive)
O6p. 10. CyeHa ,, PasxcoaHe “, penecpHo usopadsiceHue 8spxy ¢ppazmeHm om numoc (apxue Ha pasKkonkume)

here in terms of their location or shape, or technique used.

The origin and development process of the stele tradition in Anatolia follows a path that in-
volves centres in different regions that seem unrelated to each other and have huge chronological
differences between them. In this context it is well known that, in addition to the early examples of
plain stelae from the Pre-Pottery Neolithic Period found at Cayonii (Erim-Ozdogan 2011, fig. 20;
206-207, fig. 46), Gusir Hoyiik (Karul 2011, 2, fig. 5) and Gre Filla (Okse 2022, 32, figs. 10-11),
stelae with intricate artistic decorations or symbols on them have been found at settlements such as
Gobeklitepe (Schmidt 2011, 41, figs. 7-11, 29), Karahantepe (Karul 2022, 1, figs. 2, 5) and Sayburg
(Ozdogan, Uludag 2022, figs. 16, 18-20) and, at a slightly later date, Nevali Cori (Hauptmann 2011,
95, figs. 8-9). This tradition cannot possibly have any connection with the stelae found at Hacilar
Biiyiik Hoylik and its contemporaries.

No temple or shrine building was uncovered during the excavations carried out in the last 12
years at Hacilar Biiyiik Hoytik. However, on a few occasions some unusual pottery and small finds
that we think had a special function, or even a religious meaning, were found in the communal area
with the circular structures and twin stelae described above, in a few casemates where the people
lived and in the area where the storage buildings are located (Umurtak 2021).

A miniature jug in the shape of a large egg with a wide beaked rim that was found very close to
the twin stelae and circular structures is a very high quality vessel with an unusual form (fig. 8). The
plant and mineral tempered paste of the juglet is dark beige in colour. A band decoration had been
applied to this well-fired orange juglet using pale cream paint and a fine brush. The decoration is in
the form of radial bands coming from the two ends of the body of the vessel and another band around
the neck. The vessel is understood to belong to the Ware 4 group that was produced at Hacilar Biiyiik
Hoytik (Umurtak, Duru 2016, 36—-37), a popular type during EBA 1. However, there is no production
of this form in the Ware 4 group and there are no other examples of it in the other pottery groups at
the settlement. As yet, no painted decoration has been seen on any of the Ware 4 type vessels. This
juglet, which reflects a special creativity and was most likely produced as a unique item or in very
limited numbers, is not found in any contemporary neighbouring settlements.

A beige pedastalled bowl (fig. 9) belonging to the Ware 1 group (Umurtak, Duru 2016, 36)
was found in structure G 8 where a rectangular stele is located. This carefully made fruitstand with
a mineral tempered paste is self-slipped and burnished, and has some greyish stains on it due to the
firing process, and the pedestal of the vessel is decorated with seven oval vertical holes. It should not
be thought that this vessel was used as a kitchen container by ordinary people for food preparation
in the context of the eating habits of daily life. It is more logical that this unique vessel, the only one
found at Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik, was used for special offerings. Pedestalled bowls have frequently
been encountered in Anatolia and the neighbouring geographical regions, but it cannot be said that
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Fig. 11.1-2. Baked clay idols (HBH Excavations — archive)
O6p. 11. 1-2. KepamuyHu udonu (apxug Ha pazkonkume)

they reflect a shared common tradition. The most prominent examples of this vessel form were
uncovered at the Troy I settlement (Blegen et al. 1950, 61, fig. 129/ Typ A13, 224.36.840, 262.27).
Pedestalled vessels were also found at Beycesultan in levels XVI-XIII (Lloyd, Mellaart 1962, fig.
22.10, 13, 15; 27, 28.5-6, 8,10; 38.5; 43.3) but there is not much similarity between these examples
and the ones from Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik, except that they have pedestals. The pedestalled bowl from
Kusura phase C (Lamb 1937, PI. VIII.9) bears no resemblance to our find.

Body sherds of a broken earthenware pithos that had parts of it missing were found between
casemates 3 and 4 during the excavations on the northern side of the Southern Gate (fig. 10). It is
understood that the paste of this red-slipped and well-fired earthenware pithos was of Ware 5 type
(Umurtak, Duru 2016, 37), which was used for large pots and jars. The head of a figure on one of the
pieces has traces of a hair bun on it, and the eyes and nose on the face are accentuated. The two arms
of the figure are bent at the elbows and raised and, although the details of the left hand are not clear
because this part is worn down, the five fingers of the right hand are clearly marked. The body is nar-
row and long and there are no details to indicate the gender such as breasts, enlarged belly, or a pubic
triangle. In fact, breasts are not marked on any of the idols found so far at Hacilar Biiyiik Hoytik.
There is no general tendency to portray the female body with all its details in the depictions of these
periods. There is a protrusion between the legs of the figure, which are spread out to the sides. The
protrusion between the legs can be interpreted as the head of a baby in the process of being born, so
the figure portrayed is more likely to be a woman in childbirth than a man.

A figure on a pottery fragment thought to belong to the Neolithic, found among mixed mate-
rial at Kurucay Hoyiik, has arms that are bent at the elbow and raised, clearly indicated fingers and
legs spread apart. Refik Duru thought that although the breasts and genitalia were not specified, the
figure with a very large belly was a depiction of a pregnant woman (Duru 1994, 62, P1. 42.12, 196.4).
A relief depicting two male figures and a pregnant woman is seen on a limestone basin fragment un-
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Fig. 12. Baked clay idol (HBH Excavations — archive)
O6p. 12. KepamuueH udos (apxue Ha paskonkume)

covered in the Pre Pottery Neolithic settlement at Nevali Cori in south-eastern Anatolia. The raised
arms, accentuated fingers, and spread legs of the figures that Harald Hauptmann interpreted as danc-
ing (Hauptmann 2011, 100, fig. 22) resemble the figure on the piece found in Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik.

Based on this view, the depiction from Hacilar Biiylik Hoyiik could be interpreted as a danc-
ing male figure. Then the protrusion between the legs of the figure would need to be considered as
male genitalia. This possible interpretation brings to mind the relief on the Ein El-Jarba pottery at
Wadi Rabah dated to the Chalcolithic (Milevski et al. 2016, 157, fig. 2). Dancing figures dating to the
Neolithic are also seen at Kosk Hoyiik in Central Anatolia, but these are depictions of women and the
iconography does not resemble that of our example (Oztan 2011, figs. 37-38). Apart from the figures
with arms and legs raised upwards (Mellaart 1967, 88, 135, fig. 16, P1. VII), which are seen in reliefs
on the walls at Catal Hoyiik, it is difficult to decipher the message conveyed by the positions in the
similar iconography of ‘bear seal’ that was found in recent years (Tiirkcan 2007, 260-262, figs. 4, 6).
Although some scholars have debated this issue (ibid., 260), we will not discuss it further here as it
is beyond our present scope. However, among these scholars Wolfgang Helck, for example, does not
accept James Mellaart’s interpretation of the relief in question as a “birth stance” as he expects to see
a depiction of the baby being born (Helck 1971, 90).

It is difficult to explain the function of the female figure with her arms raised on an Early Chal-
colithic pottery sherd from the Tepecik-Ciftlik settlement in Central Anatolia (Bicakc et al. 2011,
98, fig. 53). There are figures with raised arms on some pottery sherds from the EBA II settlement
at fkiztepe in the Central Black Sea Region (Bilgi 2012, 160, figs. 38—40). The figure in the upper
section of the depiction consisting of two images seen on a pot found at Trusesti in the Balkans also
has raised arms that are bent at the elbows (Miiller-Karpe 1968, 474, P1. 172.1). In the example from
KolesSovice, the human figure/woman? depiction engraved on the pottery has arms that are raised
by bending the elbow, the fingers are clearly marked, the legs are spread apart, and the toes are also
emphasised (ibid., 484, P1. 196.A). On another piece found at Sarvas, there is a depiction of a woman
in a similar position (ibid., 463, P1. 143, 1). It is not easy to say that birth scenes are being portrayed
on the examples we have considered here. These find locations of these depictions are geographically
very distant from the Hacilar Biiyiik Hoylik ones and they are also chronologically much earlier.
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However, the similarities are striking in terms of the raised arms and the clearly marked fingers on
some of them (Mantu 1993, 129, fig. 1).

It is observed that, not only at Hacilar Biiyiik Hoytik but in the whole region, male/god por-
trayals are very rare in depiction traditions from the Neolithic onwards. On the contrary, the Mother
Goddess, who is the symbol of fertility, reproduction and continuity of life, is portrayed in a variety
of different positions and in ways that highlight various stages of life (such as sitting on a throne, ly-
ing down, standing, young, mature, ruler over the animals, giving birth, and holding her baby in her
lap) (Mellaart 1970, 175, Pl. CXXV-CLXX; Duru 1994, 60-61, PI. 185-193; Umurtak 2005, 92, PL.
111-129; Duru 2019, 74-75, pl. 118-120).

In the region we are looking at the earliest portrayal of a mother giving birth to a baby is the
terracotta Mother Goddess figurine found in the Sanctuaries Phase belonging to the Neolithic Period
at Hoyticek. This figurine portrays the goddess crouching on bent knees with her legs spread out and
the head of a clearly depicted baby head between the legs (Umurtak 2005, PI. 118.1, 155.1, 162.1).

Although not very numerous, there are examples of scenes portraying childbirth from differ-
ent eras and found in regions distant from each other where very different belief systems prevailed.
The earliest known examples of this subject matter reflect very different styles. In Europe, at Upper
Palaeolithic centres such as Laussel (Dordogne, France), Balzi Rossi (Northern Italy) and Ranaldi
Shelter (Southern Italy), we encounter variations of a Mother Goddess giving birth, depicted in dif-
ferent styles in bas-relief or using red paint (Merlini 2021, 49).

A crude carving depicting a naked woman in a crouching position for giving birth is engraved
on a stone slab was found in the “Lion Pillar Building” at Gobeklitepe in south-eastern Anatolia that
is dated to the Pre-Pottery Neolithic (Schmidt 2010, 246, fig. 13; 2011, fig. 15). In addition to this,
a badly damaged totem pole was found at the same site (Schmidt 2010, 248, fig. 18). Three female
figures are depicted on the totem, and these are connected to each other as they progress from large
to small, and from the top downwards. Marco Merlini interprets this as a sequential childbirth scene
of “a mother giving birth to a mother giving birth to a mother giving birth” (Merlini 2021, 58, fig. 9).

A terracotta figurine from Catal Hoyiik found in the grain silo of the Shrine in level II that por-
trays the Mother Goddess giving birth in her throne carried by a pair of panthers (Mellaart 1963, 93,
95, fig. 31-32; 1967, 234, fig. 52, P1. 67—68, IX) is one of the first examples to come to mind. Apart
from the broken and incomplete depiction of a goddess giving birth found at Vadastra in Southwest-
ern Romania and dating to around 5000 BC (Gimbutas 1989, fig. 178), examples of a goddess giving
birth and close parallels to it increase in number with finds from the Achilleion Ila period in mainland
Greece (ibid., figs. 174-176; Gimbutas et al. 1989, 196, fig. 7.46).

In the Early Bronze Age, idols representing the Mother Goddess replaced the steatopygic figu-
rines from the Neolithic. Finds such as the terracotta and marble idols with pubic triangles are tangi-
ble evidence of belief in the Mother Goddess at the Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyilik EBA settlement, which had
experienced the urbanisation process. Two terracotta idols, with heads and eyes that are very similar
to the woman giving birth, belong to the same level. The first of these idols is beige in colour and has
a flat section containing four holes on top of the head, just two holes on the face to represent the eyes,
truncated protrusions for the arms and a cross-shaped groove on the chest, while the lower part of the
idol slightly widens (fig. 11.1). The second idol is light beige in colour, the top of its head is flat, and
its eyes are indicated by two dots; it has a long neck, arms in the form of short protrusions, and the
lower end of the idol is rounded (fig. 11.2). A very different example from the others in form is a dark
grey idol with a flat back and slightly raised front section. The shape of the idol looks like it could
have been the lid of a tiny sacred vessel. All of the markings on this idol were formed with grooves,
the strands of hair of the idol on the forehead are marked with vertical lines, and the eyebrows and
eyes are indicated with grooves. There are impression dots on its body, three intersecting lines in the
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6
Il = =
Fig. 13. 1-3. Marble idols; 4-5. Stone idols; 6. “Pubis” models shaped from pebbles
(HBH Excavations — archive)
O6p. 13. 1-3. MpamopHu udonu; 4-5. KamerHu udoau; 6. Modenu ,,nybuc* (no1oe mpusesaHuK), o(popMeHu
om kamsuema (apxue Ha paskonkume)
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centre between the lines that diagonally cross each other, the navel is indicated below this, and there
are two horizontal lines on each side and three vertical lines under them. At the bottom, a dot in the
middle of a semi-circular groove emphasizes the goddess’s female genital organ (fig. 12). It is not
possible to know what each line symbolizes here. In this example, the femininity of the Mother God-
dess is symbolised not by her breasts, but by her genitals.

Apart from the terracotta idols mentioned above, there are also some meticulously made sche-
matic marble idols. The first one has a pointed head, and its arms are indistinct protrusions (fig. 13.1),
while the other one has a pointed head, blunt protrusions for its arms, and its body is flatter than that
of the other idol (fig. 13.2). The third example has a long pointed head and a short, truncated body
(fig. 13.3). In addition to these, there is a flat idol with eyes represented by two holes and a body
section that widens towards the bottom (fig. 13.4) and a flat, plaque-shaped triangular example (fig.
13.5).

There is a similarity between one of the marble idols from Hacilar Biiyiik Hoytik (fig. 13.2)
and a marble idol found in the debris of level 7 at Kurugay dating to the Early Chalcolithic Period
(Umurtak 1994, 69, 222/2, 232/2). This object is the only idol from the Early Chalcolithic levels at
Kurugay. The similarity observed would suggest that the Kurugay idol was actually from the EBA
deposit and had somehow become mixed with the lower levels. A similar idol type (fig. 13.3) is a sur-
face find that was found at nearby Biiyiikyaka Hoytik (Bilgi 2012, nos. 518-519). We think this ob-
ject should be dated to around the beginning of the EBA, a similar date to the Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik
finds. There are obvious similarities between the stone and marble idols from Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik
and the marble idols from Beycesultan (Lloyd, Mellaart 1962, fig. F. 1.1-14). An idol from Kusura
(Lamb 1938, fig. 17.5) resembles one of the Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik examples in style (fig. 13.4). In
view of the many problems encountered when attempting to date the finds from Kusura, this piece
should be considered to belong to the EBA I period. One of the marble idols found at Cine-Tepecik
(Giinel 2008, fig. 1.4) is similar to the Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik idol (fig. 13.5) in terms of both shape
and size. Another example from Cine-Tepecik (ibid., fig. 1.5) resembles the ‘pubis’ models from
Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik.

Objects made of pebbles of different colours that had been formed into triangular shapes,
leaving the surfaces virtually untouched, are numerous at Hacilar Biiylik Hoyiik, where they were
found in many houses and courtyards (fig. 13.6). Looking at the Neolithic examples uncovered at
Hoylicek and Bademagaci during our excavations in Burdur and its surroundings (Umurtak 2005,
P1.132.8, 172.2; Duru 2019, P1.126.2), we think these objects are actually ‘pubis’ models. The nearest
parallels to these finds are the one called the “pebble figurine” from the Late Chalcolithic Period 3 at
Aphrodisias (Joukowsky 1986, 208, figs. 209-216), and those included in the marble figurine group
at Saliagos (Evans, Renfrew 1968, fig. 88.4, 5, P1. XLIII).

Concluding Remarks

As we have reiterated many times, the strong walls surrounding the Hacilar Biiyiikk Hoyiik
EBA I settlement, which was in the process of urbanisation, must have been built to protect signifi-
cant wealth (Umurtak 2020, 2022). The progress in development is clearly evident in all the sections
of the city that have already been excavated; at the entrance gates to the city, in the casemates that
form the defence system, the warehouses in the central area and the megarons. No shrine or temple
has yet been uncovered within the settlement layout, which is understood to have been pre-planned
and designed in advance. Looking at the size of the unexcavated areas at the mound, it is likely that
there are public buildings such as residences and religious buildings here that are yet to be uncovered.
During the EBA I settlement period, religious activities would have been carried out in the central

40



Observations on some finds with religious symbolism from the Early Bronze Age | ...

Fig. 14. Hacilar Biiyiik Hoytik: Isometric drawing of the semi-circular structure, twin stelae and circular
structures in the courtyard of casemates G 4 and G 5 (by M. Akif Ugan)
O6p. 14. Xadxcunap Browok Xborok: H3omempuyeH uepmedic Ha noaykpsead cmpykmypd, 080lHU cmenu u
Kp®2au cmpykmypu 8 08opa Ha kazemamu G 4 u G 5 (asmop M. Akif Ugan)

temple(s) inside the city, but there were also sacred places in some other parts of the settlement.
Located in an area near the Western Gate, there are two circular structures in the courtyard of case-
mates G 4 and G 5 that face the city, and twin stelae in front of a semi-circular wall opposite them
(fig. 14); there is also a stele in building G 8 and another stele in the central part of the city where the
warehouses are located. All of these structures should be considered to have had a sacred purpose and
function. In this context it is possible to say that the circular structures, the semi-circular wall and the
twin stelae near the Western Gate form a whole unit and serve the same purpose. Perhaps the vertical
positioning of the twin stelae and the stele near the warehouses, in contrast to the horizontal posi-
tioning of the one in the G 8 structure, was related to the function of the stelae. It is not possible to
understand the function of the semi-circular wall and the circular structures next to the twin stelae, or
why they were designed to be circular in plan rather than rectangular like the other buildings (fig. 3).

Regarding the function of stelae, Michael Hundley’s view of them as being “much like a cult
image, each stele belonged to a specific deity” can be discussed together with the tangible evidence of
the finds discussed here (Hundley 2014, 193). The definitions given by scholars of “Huwasi”, a word
that appears in Hittite written documents, do not vary very much: M. Hundley defines “Huwasi” as
stelae mostly made of stone and occasionally engraved that were primarily located outside town, of-
ten in a grove, near a spring or on a mountain — that means ‘any location imbued with a sense of the
sacred’ (Hundley 2014, 194). Jaan Puhvel describes “Huwasi” as a stone or wood pillar, occasion-
ally made of metal (silver, iron), that served as an outdoor or sheltered cult object, or as a boundary
marker (Puhvel 1991, 438). Piotr Taracha, however, gives the following definition: “a stela Hittite
(Hittite huwasi) often constituted a cult object, commonly made of stone, less often of wood or even
silver. Occasional relief decoration facilitated its identification with a specific deity. Stelae were
mounted in temples or in different places around town, but most often in a sanctuary outside the city,
in a forest or grove, for example” (Taracha 2009, 61, footnote 320). It can be stated that the Hacilar
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Biiyiik Hoyiik stelae were erected for a similar purpose, approximately 1500 years earlier than the
“Huwasi-stones” of the Hittite belief system. It is not possible for us to know the names of the divine
powers that these stones/stelae symbolise, as they would have been given at a time when writing was
not yet known in Anatolia. Of course, we are not saying that this tradition — or indeed the casemate
defence wall system — that emerged at Hacilar Biiylik Hoyiik was a precursor for the Hittite world.

The first possibility that comes to mind is that the twin stelae may represent a god and goddess
couple. However, no depiction or symbol of any god has yet been found at Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik.
We therefore have to accept that no god was worshiped here or that, if there was a god, it was not a
dominant one. The beak-spouted special purpose vessel (figs. 5, 8), uncovered in the immediate vi-
cinity of the twin stelae, is one of the tangible finds that provides evidence that religious ceremonies
and rituals were performed here. In addition to this, idols were found in front of casemate G 1 (figs.
5, 13.3) and inside casemate G 4 (figs. 5, 13.5), and triangular shaped pubis models (figs. 5, 13.6)
were found almost everywhere in the excavations area (fig. 14). Apart from providing the means of
entrance and exit in and out of the city, the Western Gate was also connected to the area where the
circular structures and twin stelae are located, so perhaps the stelae had a ‘gate keeper’ function. An
offering vessel (figs. 5, 9) and an idol (figs. 5, 11.2) found near the stele in building G 8 and another
idol (fig. 5, 13.4) found in the courtyard show that the building was not an ordinary residence, but we
cannot claim there is sufficient evidence to call this place a shrine. However, we can say that the stele
found close to the warehouses in the central section of the settlement may also be a symbol of another
divine power or powers, and perhaps it was placed in this area for the continuity of abundance and
fruitfulness here.

In the Early Bronze Age, most of the anthropomorphic depictions of the Mother Goddess are
in the form of idols. In this period, it is apparent that the tradition of steatopygic figurines that had
continued in the Anatolian Plateau since the Neolithic had been forgotten. An interesting point ob-
served on the idols from Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik is that, in keeping with tradition of Mother Goddess
depictions that had continued for thousands of years, the mouth is still not indicated in any way. The
breasts of the Mother Goddess are also not shown, and other body details that could symbolise her
femininity, such as the belly and hips, are not indicated, but the female genital organ is sometimes
strongly accentuated instead (fig. 12). The earliest examples in which the vulva is depicted on its
own are rock carvings and figurines from the Upper Paleolithic in Europe, and portrayals of it that
continued over period lasting thousands of years include depictions on a variety of materials, such as
pebbles and pottery (Gimbutas 1989, 99).

In the relief example (fig.10) on the pithos fragment at Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik, it seems that the
breasts do not actually have to be indicated in order to identify the “woman giving birth”. A birth pro-
cess is portrayed in the last scene of the narrative sequence on a situla recovered from Pieve d’ Alpago
(Ttaly), which is dated much later. This scene is a clear depiction of a woman giving birth, and the
important details portrayed include the fact that the birth takes place with the support of assistants,
along with the observation that, despite the much more realistic style of this work, the breasts of the
Goddess are not marked (Rebay-Salisbury 2016, 172, fig. 7.13; 190, fig. 7.21). Although the figures
with arms raised and legs spread out to the sides often seem to suggest the ‘birth posture’, it seems
that in most of them, when there is no detail of the unborn baby, the sexuality of the goddess is ac-
centuated.

When we examine the contemporary pantheons of the Near East, for example those seen in the
early Sumerian cities, we encounter a divine realm consisting of monumental temples, sanctuaries,
and the gods and goddesses to whom they were dedicated. The imagery associated with Inanna ‘Lady
of Heaven’ (Black, Green 1992, 108) lived on through the ages in neighbouring regions and in dif-
ferent ethnic societies, renewing its influence through the changing of its name and iconography, and
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the symbols associated with it. It can be said that, in contrast to the belief in the seemingly universal
goddess, who was worshipped throughout the Sumerian World, the examples from Hacilar Biiyiik
Hoytik in Anatolia reflect a local and regional form of worship.

Our knowledge about the pantheon of the era at this centre and in the wider region is limited
to depictions, as there are no written sources. From the earliest ages issues such fertility in repro-
duction, abundance of agriculture and fertility and increase of animal herds would have been the
main concerns of societies. There are many tangible examples that show how this situation shaped
belief systems. Around the beginning of the Early Bronze Age, alongside these traditional beliefs that
continued, new divine powers must have emerged that gained importance due to urbanisation, new
ethnic frameworks and changes in social priorities. In this context, goddess(es) who were considered
to be the protectors of the city gates, the defence walls and also the city must have been added to the
pantheon alongside the procreative Mother Goddess, who was considered to bring abundance and
fertility. Were the stelae symbols of these new divine powers? The symbolism of the Mother God-
dess at the Hacilar Biiyiik Hoyiik seems to have focused on the unrivalled power of sexuality, birth,
reproduction and the continual renewal, movement and continuity of all life in the city.
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1. Unusual Beak Spouted Juglet (fig. 8)
Find location: Near the two stelae and circular planned
structures (!)
Material: Baked clay
Measurements: Height 9.6 cm, mouth width 5.0-5.4
cm
Excavation Inventory number: HBH 2014/15
Burdur Archaeological Museum Inventory number:
P.15.1.14

2. Pedestalled Bowl (fig. 9)
Find location: Casemate G 8
Material: Baked clay
Measurements: Height 15.4 cm, mouth diameter 29 cm
Excavation Inventory number: HBH 2014/ 34
Burdur Archaeological Museum Inventory number:
P.34.1.14

3. Pithos Fragment with Relief (fig. 10)
Find location: North of the Southern Gate, between
Casemates 3 and 4
Material: Baked clay

Measurements: Height 15.4 cm, width 32 cm
Excavation Inventory number: HBH 2022/31

Burdur Archaeological Museum Inventory number:

P.68.2.22

.1dol (fig. 11.1)

Find location: Trench A-B, near the large storage
structures

Material: Baked clay

Measurements: Height 3.1 cm, width 1.3 cm
Excavation Inventory number: HBH 2014/30

Burdur Archaeological Museum Inventory number:

P.30.1.14

.1dol (fig. 11.2)

Find location: Casemate G 8

Material: Baked clay

Measurements: Height 5.9 cm thickness 2.2 cm
Excavation Inventory number: HBH 2013/9

Burdur Archaeological Museum Inventory number:

P.9.1.13

.1dol (fig. 12)

Find location: Western side of the settlement

43



Material: Baked clay

Measurements: Height 7.1 cm, width 4.9 cm, thickness
1.1cm

Excavation Inventory number: HBH 2019/3

Burdur Archaeological Museum Inventory number:
P.2.1.19

. Idol (fig. 13.1)
Find location: Western side of the settlement
Material: Marble
Measurements: Height 2.0 cm, thickness 0.4 cm
Excavation Inventory number: HBH 2017/3
Burdur Archaeological Museum Inventory number:
P.3.1.17

. Idol (fig. 13.2)
Find location: Near the Southern Gate

Gulstin Umurtak

9. Idol (fig. 13.3)

Find location: Courtyard of Casemate G1

Material: Marble

Measurements: Height 4.1 cm, width 2.5 cm, thickness
0.6 cm

Excavation Inventory number: HBH 2012/13

Burdur Archaeological Museum Inventory number:
P.18.23.12

10. Idol (fig. 13.4)

Find location: Courtyard of Casemate G 8

Material: Stone

Measurements: Height 3.1 cm, width 2.2 cm, thickness
0.4 cm

Excavation Inventory number: HBH 2012/15

Burdur Archaeological Museum Inventory number:
P.20.23.12

Material: Marble

Measurements: Height 2.0 cm, thickness 0.3 cm
Excavation Inventory number: HBH 2022/24
Burdur Archaeological Museum Inventory number:

11. Idol (Fig. 13.5)
Find location: Casemate G 4
Material: Stone

P.66.2.22 Measurements: Height 3.0 cm, width 3.4 cm
Excavation Inventory number: HBH 2012/34
Burdur Archaeological Museum Inventory number:
P.39.23.12
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HabnioaeHna BbpxXy HAKOM HaxXO4KWN C penurnosHa cCMMBOo/IvKa
OT CefIMLLIETO OT paHHaTa 6poH30Ba enoxa | B Xamkunap
Brotok XbOHoK

['ONICIOH YMypTak
(pestome)

PaskornkuTe B Xamxkunap brotok XboroK, KOUTO ce HaMupa Ha 27 km roro3anazgHo ot bypayp
(06p. 1), ce mpoBexkaar ot 2011 r. 1oz, PLKOBOZACTBOTO Ha HACTOSAIIIMSA aBTOP. Te Mpe/CcTaB/IsABaT Haki-
HoBaTa (ha3a Ha JBJITOCPOYEH M3C/Iel0BaTe/ICKHU MPOEKT B PerMoHa, 3arnoyHalt rnpe3 1976 r. Cenuie-
To oT PBE I B Xamxunap Brorok XbOIOK, KOETO Ce TPOCTHpa OT T Ha CeBep B 3arajHara yacT Ha
MOTMJ/IaTa, Cé ChbCTOU OT CH/THA OTOpaHUTe/THA CHCTeMa, 00pa3yBaHa OT Ka3eMaTH, KOUTO MOHSIKOTa ca
OWIM M3MO/I3BAHU KaTO JKUJIMIIA, M HSIKOJIKO LIMBUJTHU CTPa/iv, Pa3oJIoKeHH 1M0-0/1130 [0 [IeHThpa.
Ta3u oTOpaHUTe/HA CUCTeMA UMa [IBe TPaZCKU MOPTH, KOUTO Ca MPOEKTUPaHU Jja ChOTBETCTBAT Ha
HeWHOTO oopM/IeHHe; IThpBaTa e 3arajHara MopTa, a jApyrara e FO>xaara nmopra (o0p. 2-3).

Pa3konkuTe BbB BbTPeIIIHATa UacT Ha I'pajia pa3kpuxa JjBe ChCe/IHU CrpaJy C MerapoHeH IlaH
(0b6p. 2-3, 6). FOxHara e ¢ Ab/pKHHA 17,5 M 3aeZiHO C aHTUTe, a BLTPEIIHUTE M pa3Mepu ca 7,55 X
5,40 m. B 1Bopa mpej Bpatara M ca HaMepeHH in situ oceM rojemMu KepaMMUHU XpaHuiuia. Hemo-
CpeJiICTBeHO Ha M3TOK OT /IBOPa, 110 0CTa 3aral—13TOK U Ha CeBepHUs Kpaii Ha CTeHa C Jb/DKUHA 7 M,
Ce pasKpy peuLia OT IeT MaJIKi CbCeJHU CTau. BeposaTHO Ta3u 4acT Ha CeJIULLEeTO e CIy)KWjla KaTo
CKJIa/l U CBbpP3aHUTe C TOoBa JieiiHocTH. C HarpeJBaHeTO Ha Pa3KOIKWTE Ce OYakBa yBeJduyeHHe Ha
HaxO/IKUTe, CBbP3aHU ChC CKJIaioBaTa CUCTEMaA.

Bce owe He e oTKpUT Xpam IIpU paskonkure Ha cesnuinero or PBE I, HO ToBa He 03HauaBa,
ye TO He e pasrosaraso c xpaMm(oBe). OuakBa ce B Hepa3KOMaHUTe l0Cera LIeHTPa/HU yuacThLU Ha
MOTHJIaTa ia ce OTKPUAT He CaMO CAaKpajHU Crpaji, HO W HAKOW OOIIeCTBeHH TIOCTPOUKH, KAaKTO
Y IBOpeL| WU B/IaJeTesiCKa pe3u/ieHusl. Brapeku ue Bce ollle He e OTKPUT KOHKPeTeH MprUMep 3a
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oTipeJie/ieHa CBellleHa apXUTeKTypa WK XpaM, Ce HaMHUpaT HAKOW PeJIMTMO3HA CUMBOJIH 107, hopma-
Ta Ha HeOOMUalfHU apXUTEKTYPHU OCTAHKH Y HeJBWKUMH (HEITPeHOCHUMH) Bellld, HarllpyuMep CTeJlH.
KepamMuKa 1 HSIKOM ApyTH [peOHU HaXOKH, KOUTO U3IJIEXKAa CUMBOIM3UPAT PETUTHO3HY BSIPBaHUS,
Ce HaMHUpar in situ B KbIIUTE WK B OOIMTE UaCTH U ABOPOBeTe Ha cemmiieTo oT PBE 1.

B nBopHMs yuacThK Ha Kasematy G 4 u G 5, 1yKHO OT 3arnaziHara ropra B 3arajiHara 4acT Ha
CeJIMIIeTO, Ca Pa3KpUTH JiBe KPBIK crpaju (1), pasnonokeHu Ha 1 m efHa oT Apyra (o6p. 2-3, 4.1—
2). BbTpeluHusT JuaMeThp Ha eiHaTa KOHCTPYKLus e 2,53 m, a Ha fjpyrara — 3,20 m. Te3u nocTpoii-
KM, KOUTO MMaT KaMeHHU OCHOBH C ieberHa okoso 40 cm, ca 3ama3enu g0 BucourHa 40-50 cm. ITo
0CTa M3TOK-3ara/| Ha Te3u KOHCTPYKLIMK UMa JiBa IIIMPOKU 0TBOPA (BpaTU?), a U3BUTUTE UM CTE€HU OT
CeBepHAaTa U I»KHaTa CTpaHa Hario[o0sIBaT JiBe CPeLIynonioKHU cKoou. TouHO /10 Te3u KPbIJK Crpa-
[V U TIpe[| ejHa MOJIyKPbIJia CTeHa Ca pa3sKpUTH JiBe BADOBUKOBH CTeJIH, Pa3rosioykeHy Ha 80 cm efHa
oT 7ipyra (HapedeHu cTeny OMM3HALM TOPAZM TSIXHATa TIPWIMKA W OJTM30CT), KaTO BUCOYMHATA Ha
enHara e 90 cm, a Ha gpyrarta — 50 cm. [OpHUTe yyacTbLY Ha Te3U YeTUPUBI'b/IHU KAMEHHU CTPYK-
TYPH Ca He3aBbpIleHU MopaJii OTUyNBaHe ¥ BbPXY HUTO e/lHa OT YeTUPUTEe UM MOBbPXHOCTH HSIMa
CUMBOJH, peniedHH yKpacH, n3obpaxkenus u fp. CrenoBareHo TpsOBa /la 3aK/IFOUMM, Ue JBOHHUTE
CTe/M Cca UMaJiv HiKakBa 0011a GyHKIHS 3ae/IHO C TMOyKpbhIviaTa CTeHa.

B mombiHeHre KbM TopecrioMeHaTUTe JBOWHU CTe/U ca Pa3KpUTH Ollje iBe BADOBUKOBH CTe-
u B cenuieto ot PBE I. TIspBata e ¢ BucourHa 38 ¢cm u 00vKoika 85 cm, U3AUrHara B JBOpa Ha
IO)KHAaTa OT /IBETe TOJIeMHU CKJ/IaZIOBU KOHCTPYKIIMH B I[eHTpa/iHaTa 4acT Ha Moruiata (06p. 2-3, 6).
Ipyrara cTesa, 3a pa3/iKa OT OCTaHA/INUTe, e TPUOIU3UTETHO MPAaBObI'b/IHA (BUCOUMHA 125 cm, 1mH-
puHa 58 cm, gebenmuHa 25 cm) Ts e pa3nosiokeHa yCIopeJHO Ha 3arajiHaTa 3a/{Ha CTeHa U Cperty
Bparara Ha kasemar G 8 (o6p. 2-3, 7).

Hawmepenara B HerocpezcTBeHa O/1M30CT 10 JBOWHUTE CTe/IN U KPBIVIM KOHCTPYKIMY KaHWYKa
C stieBrHA opMa U IMIMPOKO KTFOHOBHHO YCTHE e BUCOKOKAaueCTBeH ChZ C HeoOnuaiiHa opma
(06p. 8). B ctpykTypa G 8, Kb/IeTo e pa3ro/iokeHa MpaBobI'b/IHATA CTeNa, € OTKPUTA ChIIo U bexkoBa
Kyma cbc cromue (06p. 9). IIpu paskonkure Ha ceBep oT HO)kHarta mopTa Mexkay Ka3eMartu 3 U 4 ca
OTKPUTH OCTaHKU OT ()parMeHTHPaH IJIMHEH MUATOC C JIMTICBALLM YacTH. BBPXy mapye oT TO3HM MUTOC
r“Ma u3o0pa3seHa cijeHa Ha paxkzaade (06p. 10). OcBeH TSX ca OTKPUTH U TJIMHEHHW, MPAMOPHH M Ka-
MEeHHU WJI0JTH, KAaKTO ¥ MOJIeJI Ha 1my0uc (TT0JIOB TPUBI'BIHUK) (00p. 11.1-2, 12, 13.1-5).

[Tpe3 PBE I penurvo3nu JeliHOCTH ca Ce W3BbPIIBAIU B LIeHTPA/HUS XpaM (B XpaMOBeTe) Ha
rpajia, HO CBellleH! MeCTa Ca Ce HaMUPaJ/u U B HAKOM JPYTH YacTH Ha cenuileTo. OT XeTCKUs TIepro/,
ca TI03HATH CTeJW, U3BECTHU Karo ,KaMbHU Huwasi“, kouTo HarmomobsiBaT Ky/iToBU U300pakeHusl,
TBU KaTo BCsIKA CTeJia e TPUHAjJIeXKana Ha orpe/esieHo 0oxxecTBo. Moxke Zia ce TBBPAM, Ue CTeH-
Te oT Xamkuiap brorok Xborok ca OWIv W3UrHaTH ¢ 1ofo0Ha 1e, npubausutenHo 1500 roquHu
Mo-paHo OT ,kKamMbHUTe HuwaSi“ Ha XeTckara cucTema OT BspBaHMs. HeBb3MOXKHO e /jla Ha30BeEM
vMeHaTa Ha O60)kKeCTBEHHWTE CHJIH, KOUTO Te3W KaMbHU/CTe CUMBOJIM3UPAT, Thid KaTO Te MPOU3/IH-
3aT OT BpeMe, KOrato MMCMEHOCTTa BCe Ollle He e ro3Hara B AHaronvs. HUTo Tasu Tpaguiusi, HUTO
Ka3eMarHara 3alljUuTHa CTeHa, 3aCBu/eTesiCTBaHa B Xamkunap brotok XbOMoK, e rpe/liecTBeHUK Ha
XEeTCKUS Ky/ITYpEeH KPbL.

HammTe no3HaHus 3a naHTeOHa Ha eroxara B TO3U LIEHThP U B MO-LLIMPOKUSI PETHOH Ca orpa-
HUYEHH /10 U300paXkeHus, Thi KaTo JIUICBAT MUCMEHHU U3TOUHUIM. OT Hall-1bJI00KA JIPEBHOCT TIPO-
O7eMHTe Ha YOBEIIKOTO Bb3MPOU3BO/ICTBO, 3€Me/Ie/ICKOTO M300uIre, TI0[0PO/IMeTO U YBeTnJyaBa-
HETO Ha XXMBOTWHCKUTE CTaJla ca OMIM OCHOBHUTE TPWXKU Ha obirectBara. FiMa MHOTO oce3aeMu
TIpPUMepH, KOUTO TI0Ka3BaT KaK Te3U IPYKU ca 0(hopMuM orpesiesieHa CUCTeMa OT BsipBaHHs1. OKOJIO
Haua/IoTO Ha paHHaTa OpOH30Ba ernoxa, Hape[ C Te3U TPAZMIMOHHU BSPBAHUS, Ce TOSBSBAT HOBU
O0O’KeCTBEHU CHJ/IM, YMUTO 3HAUEHUS Ce MOPaXKJaT OT ypbaHW3alMsATa, HOBUTE eTHUUECKH PaMKH U
MIPOMEHHUTe B COLMAHUTE TIPUOPUTETU. B TO31 KOHTEKCT GOTHHSI(M), KOUTO Ce CMSTAT 3a 3allUTHHU-
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L[{ Ha IPajICKUTe MOPTH, OTOPAHUTEIHUTE CTEHH, a ChILO U Ha rpajia, TpsAOBa Jja ca 6umu JobaBeHU
KbM TIAHTEOHA 3ae/{HO C PernpojyKTHBHaTa BOruHs-Malika, 3a KOSITO Ce CMsTa, ue HOCH U300U/Ire U
riogopoave. Ctenmte MoXKe /la ca OM/IM CHMBOJT Ha Te3U HOBH OokecTBeHM cuiy. CUMBOJIMKATa Ha
borunsTa-maiika B Xamkunap Brotok Xborok usriexxa ce (hoKycrpa BbpXy HeHaJMHUHATaTa CHja
Ha CEKCYaJHOCTTa, Pak/[aHETO, Bb3MPOU3BOACTBOTO U HENPEKHhCHATOTO OOHOBSIBaHe, JBIDKEHUE U
HeMpeKbCHAaTOCT HAa BCUUKU aCIleKTH Ha TPafiCKuUsl )KUBOT.
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