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The Farms in Rough Cilicia
in the Roman and Early Byzantine Periods

Umit AYDINOGLU*

Upon the surveys of the eastern part of Rough Cilicia region, plenty of rural settlements
have been discovered. It has been known that there was a temple state hegemony in this
area during the Hellenistic Period and that the region was called as Olba Territorium.
It has also been known that this region became a state known as Isauria during the
Diocletianus Period! (Fig. 1). The rural settlements found in the area show that agriculture
played an important role in the region in the Ancient economy, and different patterns
were used in the production. There has been archeological proof and literature regarding
the existence of an economy based on small farms and villages in the east of Rome that
originated in the Hellenistic Period and extended into the Byzantine Period?. The fact that
we have encountered a plethora of similar, well protected samples throughout the surveys
further supports this process. In the area the survey was conducted, rural settlements have
spread all over the area; moreover, several production equipments have been discovered
in the area.

In this study, we focus on a limited number of farms since to scrutinize all the rural
settlements in the area would go beyond the scope of this study. Although the number of
farms investigated in the area is somehow limited, with the well protected remains within
these farms, it is possible both to form a regional typology and to conduct a chronological
study. Some of these farms have already been used in previous studies; however, the dis-
covery of many others in the area and the improvements in the documentation techniques
have made it possible to re-evaluate the farms in question.

The limited number of studies on the geographical and historical features of the rural
settlements in this area® as well as the lack of any study on the settlement patterns have
made it crucial to carry out a study on the existence of a regional organization and a
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settlement pattern. Nevertheless, the place the farms occupy in the regional organization
as a whole is the subject of another study. This study includes the preliminary results of an
investigation to be used in further studies. The study aims to find answers to several ques-
tions concerning the farms in this area. These questions are as follows: (i) Is there a farm
pattern peculiar to the region? (i) Is there any proof to confirm the existence of landlords
we have known to exist due to other studies in the literature? (i) In which periods did
the farms originate and develop, and what were the needs that gave rise to the birth and
development of farms? (iv) What are the reasons underlying the increase in the number of
farms in the Roman Period and afterwards? (v) What is the relationship between the vil-
lages and farms? (vi) What is the earliest date showing the starting point of the farm tradi-
tion that is observed both during and after the Roman Period?

The rural settlements in the Rough Cilicia region exhibit typological diversities: simple
or complex farmsteads, small villages, middle-sized or large villages that are close to cities,
the workshops that were constructed either within the villages or on independent lands.
This diversity can also be observed in the ancient literature and inscriptions®. Accordingly,
the definitions —£roixiov (epoikion), ktiua (ktema), or yopiov (chorion) signify the land
ownership and the territory of a person such as a farmstead. Based on the documents that
originated in early 10" century, such terms as (agridion=small field) are known to have
been used to refer to small villages in Asia Minor.

The Survey of the Farms

Although we have encountered many farms during our survey, only some of the well
protected farms that could provide us with the required data in terms of tvpology and
chronology will be examined in this study®. We have determined that these farmsteads
were constructed during the Roman Period, but some of the structures (like houses,
churches, etc.) were added during the Byzantine Period. Although the area where this
survey has been conducted is a mountainous and hilly area, the existence of the karst
collapse areas that made agriculture possible in the area also enabled the development of
rural settlements.

Cildiremez

The surrounding of the Hiisametli village, Erdemli, where one of the vast karst collapse
areas lies, still serves as an important agricultural area today. Ample evidence suggests
that a lot of villages and farms were constructed around the karst collapse area that covers
an area of 30 ha. The farmstead in Cildiremez is constructed on a high hill surrounded by
terrace sets and fields. The farm here consists of structures that are placed inside a wall
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with dimensions of approximately 64x42 meters. The farm is surrounded by walls with
towers in all four corners (Fig. 2a). This way, the structure has an appearance of a fortified
farmstead. The towers have dimensions of approximately 4.5x4.5 m. We understand that
the two towers in the west were restored later. It is notable that the walls surrounding the
farms were constructed with polygonal masonry (Fig. 2b-c). We understand that several
other buildings were added inside the walls in later periods, and an arched hall that starts
from the entrance was added possibly in the latest period of the farm (Fig. 2d). However,
the farmstead have been damaged to a large extent. There lies an ancient road pavement
between the hilly area and the highway. Some levers and weights presses have been dis-
covered around the farmstead. Also, we have observed that a small church was built in the
southwest of the farm in later periods (Fig. 2e).

Gacarlar

Among the structures discovered in the farmstead in Gacarlar (near Hiisametli village)
are a farm house (Fig. 3a-¢) and some other houses around it (Fig. 3f), the remains of an
olive oil production building, rock cut lever and weights presses in the open field (Fig. 3e),
screw weights, a church, two big cisterns (Fig. 3d), and chamosorion type sarcophagi. The
farm house, with a rectangular design and with dimensions of 25x16 m., is constructed on
a hill, and there is a nearby valley with a vast plateau (Fig. 3b). Some sections inside the
house have been damaged. There is a tower with dimensions of 10x8 m. in the south cor-
ner of the house. There are remains of the houses scattered around inside the forest to the
north of the hill. However, due to the differences in the patterns on the walls, we under-
stand that these structures were added in later periods.

Esseler

The farm in Esseler, with dimension of 27x19 m., has a fortified wall, and there exist
different structures inside the wall (Fig. 4a). The farm is made up of rectangular stones and
has walls with isodomic masonry technique. We understand from the additions that both
the construction and the use of the farmstead have continued in later periods (Fig. 4b-c).
The projection in the southeast corner of the wall surrounding the farm signals the exist-
ence of a possible tower here. The protected remains show that some of the structures
inside were used for production and storage purposes. We have also discovered remains
belonging to some other buildings around the farm, rock cut lever and weights presses in
the open field, and a few chamosorion type sarcophagi. Regarding the other structures
located around the farm, we understand from different techniques on their walls that they
were constructed in later periods. One of the additions made in later periods is a small
nearby church with dimension of 7x4.5 m. (Fig. 4d).

Ugayak

One of the rural settlements discovered around the karst collapse areas in the Hiisametli
village is the farmstead in Ucayak (Fig. 5a). Founded on a hill surrounded by a smooth
area, the farm consists of a well protected farm house, a building around the house used
for both production and storage, and a cistern. In this area, we have also discovered
plenty of levers and weights presses, press weights, and a church added to the structure
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later on. The farm house is quite spectacular since it is well protected with its three-floor
structure (Fig. 5b-c). The building has an entrance with a charming arch. Also, the con-
soles of the balconies of the second and the third floors are well protected. There are
rectangular rooms behind the entrance. Due to the small windows on the first floor, we
understand that this floor was used as a store, while the upper floors were used for dwell-
ing. Nonetheless, the third floor was destroyed. We understand that the farm house has an
area of nearly 400 m2. Behind the farm house, there is a big cistern attached to the house
itself. The cistern is surrounded by a wall supported by arches (Fig. 5b). Inside the build-
ing, there is a section with three naves supported by two rows of arch. We understand
that these arches carry the superstructure (Fig. 5d). The structure has architecture similar
to that of the cisterns in the region (Fig. 5f). Another charming feature of the farmstead is
the building which spreads as far as 50 metres to the farm house and includes production
equipment carved on the bedrock. This structure is particularly important in the sense
that it shows the existence of a distinct structure used for production and storage in the
farmstead (Fig. 5e). The structure with dimensions of 18x7 m. consists of four rooms. The
fact that the soil level of the structure is below the ground level and that only one of the
floors has a high ceiling demonstrates the production and storage activities here.

Gokoren

Several rural settlements have also been discovered around the village Kiistiillii,
Erdemli. Among these settlements, there is a farmstead founded on the skirts of a hill that
has a plateau of approximately 3 ha. in Gokéren (Fig. 6a). We understand that the farm’s
cultivable terrains spread among the hills in the form of a valley (Fig. 6¢). In this area, in
addition to a well protected farm house, we have discovered some production equipment
and some remains belonging to four or five different structures. We have observed that the
bedrock was also utilized in the construction of the farm house located on the skirt of the
hill. The farm house, with dimensions of 25x13 m., was built with big rectangular stones;
today, an area of 10 m. height has been well-protected. We understand that the structure
consists of two sections, and includes at least three floors. There is a cistern right next to
the entrance door. There is a tower on the rocks next to the farm house (Fig. 6b). Because
of the damage, it is not possible to describe the plans of the remains discovered on the
terrace in front of the farm house. We have additionally observed that different rooms
were created by processing the rocky areas. The existence of rock cut lever and weights
presses and press weights indicates the existence of wine production in the area.

Eskintepe

There are plenty of rural settlements around the karst collapse areas in the Sahmurlu
village located in the north of Erdemli. Among these, Eskintepe is especially remarkable
with a farm house, production and storage buildings, dwellings, production equipment,
and tombs. The farm house located on a rocky hill including a diversity of agricultural
lands is constructed on the bedrock itself from rectangular stones (Fig. 7a-c). We under-
stand from the additions that the two-floored farm house continued to be in use in later
periods. The small windows and the embrasures on the first floor signal that this part was
used for storage purposes. The arch on the entrance door facing the south focuses the
entrance. To the northwest of the farm house, there are rectangular buildings that extend
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in the form of an aisle; these buildings must have been used for several purposes such as
dwelling, storage, and production. We understand that these buildings appeared in the
early phases of the farmhouse and continued to be in use in later periods with some other
additions (Fig. 7d). There are some remains belonging to other structures on the hill which
we understand to have been added in later periods. The barrel-vaulted aedicule tomb we
have found in the region is of high importance since it stands as a criterion to date the
farmstead (Fig. 7e). Additionally, we have found four chamosorion type sarcophagi in the
farm. The existence of rock cut lever and weights presses and press weights indicates the
existence of wine production in the area.

Somek Vakif

The farm in Somek Vakif, among many other rural settlements discovered around the
karst collapse area in Esenpinar, Erdemli, is located at a central point dominating the karst
collapse area. The farm is surrounded by a wall that has been ruined to a big extent. We
understand that inside the wall there is a court and some other buildings (Fig. 8a). Big po-
lygonal stones were used in the construction of the surrounding walls (Fig. 8b). The farm
has dimensions of approximately 28x20 m., and the north part is constructed by process-
ing the bedrock. Inside the wall, there are remains belonging to the dwellings, and some
of these carry the traces of an upper floor. However, it is not possible to define those parts
since they are extensively damaged (Fig. 8d). The most impressive section of the farmstead
is the tower which has dimensions of 11x8 m. The tower is located in the northwest cor-
ner next to the wall surrounding the farm. There is also a big vaulted cistern next to this
wall. Around the farmstead, there are buildings that have walls with similar masonry tech-
niques as those of the farm wall. We understand that the structures that are located both
within and around the farm and constructed with small stones were added at a later stage
(Fig. 8c). We have also discovered a monumental tomb and a chamosorion type sarcopha-
gus. The monumental tomb is of the type known as the gable roofed aedicule tomb in the
region (Fig. 8e). Finally, we have discovered production equipment around the farmstead.

Sémek Orendibi

Another farm discovered around the karst collapse area in Esenpinar, Erdemli is lo-
cated in S6mek Orendibi. The farm discovered here sits on a hill, and thus possesses vast
agricultural lands. The smooth area on the hill where the farm was constructed makes
it possible to cultivate the land here. The farmstead, with dimensions of 25x24 m., has a
masonry consisting of big polygonal stones and includes some other buildings inside the
walls (Fig. 9a). Nonetheless, both the damage on the structures and the bushy areas here
make it hard to define the plan of the construction. Again, thanks to the additions made,
we understand that the constructions were also used in later stages. In front of the farm,
we have discovered a vaulted cistern, a round altar, a tank used to store liquids during
olive oil production in the region. There are remains of walls and door lintels that belong
to some other buildings on the outskirts of the hill where the farm is located. The symbol
of thunderbolt, the shield, and a menorah-candelabrum relief are among the symbols we
know to have been used in this region in the Roman and Hellenistic Periods®. Besides, we

6 For symbols of Olba see Bent 1890, 322; Durugdniil 1998a, 85. There are also menorah reliefs that demonstrate
the existence of the Jewish people in the region. Some of these appear on the tombs, and a goup that belongs to
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have discovered several rock cut lever and weights presses and press weights on the ter-
races in this area. The two important discoveries in dating the structures here are the two
sarcophagi, with altar and tabula ansata reliefs on one of the sarcophagi, and three cha-
mosorion type sarcophagi (Fig. 9¢). The big church located in the area exhibits the gen-
eral characteristics of Cilicia and Isauria churches in terms of design and materials used’
(Fig. 9b).

Gokkale

We have discovered many rural settlements in the mountainous areas in the north of
Silifke. The farm in Gokkale, located near the imamh village, lies on a highland; also, it is
possible to reach the area through an ancient road whose stone pavement is still apparent
today (Fig. 11a). In this area, we have discovered a farm house, buildings used for produc-
tion and storage purposes, houses, a monumental tomb, sarcophagi, a lot of production
equipment and cisterns (Fig. 10a). The well-protected farm house here has two floors and
four separate rooms. Considering the embrasures on the first floor, we hypothesize that
this ground floor must have been used for storage (Fig. 10b-¢). On the other hand, the
second floor is surrounded by doors and windows; hence, we understand that the up-
per floor was used for dwelling. At the front part of the structure facing the south, which
has an area of 150 m?, there is a balcony supported by arches (Fig. 10c). There is also a
cistern under the front court (Fig. 11c). The structuring to the west and north of the farm
house carries similar masonry techniques as the farm house itself, so that part must be
contemporary with the farm house (Fig. 11d). The building to the west of the farm house
has three rooms and covers an area of 240 m?; we consider this construction to have been
used for storage and production (Fig. 10d). The structures to the north of the house must
have been used for dwelling. There exists a narrow path among these structures. We have
discovered many rock cut lever and weights presses and press weights in the open field
as well as cisterns in the area. A monumental tomb discovered around the farm house is
of the type defined as the barrel-vaulted aedicule tomb (Fig. 11b). Additionally, we have
discovered a sarcophagus and two chamosorion type sarcophagi having covers with cross
patterns on (Fig. 11e).

Keslitlirkmenli

Another farm in the north of Silifke is in Keslitirkmenli, which is located on the
Seleukeia-Diokaesareia ancient route. The farm lies on a low hill which has a smooth
cultivable area of 5ha. by the highway. The farm is surrounded by walls with towers in
the corners, and inside the walls there are buildings that might have been used for dwell-
ing and storage. Thus, it has the appearance of a fortified farm. Inside the walls, there
is a central court as well; along the long edges of the court, there are possibly wooden
porches (Fig. 12a-c). The farm covers an area of 30x16.6 m. and floor of the court is also
paved with stones (Fig. 13d). The building used as a residence is located along the short
edge. Tt is rectangular, has an area of 100 m? for dwelling, and possibly has two floors

these reliefs lies in Korykos necropolis, Koch 2000, 594. Besides, it is possible to come across this pattern on some
of the reliefs and on the door lintels, see Durugéniil 1989, 128; Aydin 2007, 275.

z Aydin 2005, 89. See Hill 1996, 1-61 regarding the general characteristics of the Cilicia and Isauria churches.
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(Fig. 13a). The big cistern that is situated under this building has a vaulted architecture and
is accessible through the court. We consider the other structures along the short edges to
have been used for production and storage purposes. There are towers in all four corners
of the wall surrounding the farmstead. These towers are of dimensions of approximately
5x0.5m, and they have at least two floors (Fig. 13b). As far as we have understood from the
protected high points of the towers, there is a door opening to the farmstead itself under
two of the towers, while there is a door opening outside the farmstead under one of the
towers. There are rock cut lever and weights presses on the outskirts of the low hill where
the farmstead is constructed (Fig. 13¢). Also, there are remains belonging to the structures
that might have been used as an olive oil production building. The stone pavements of the
road that combines the farmstead to the ancient route are well protected (Fig. 13d).

Karakabakli

A lot of rural settlements have been discovered on the ancient route in the north of
Susanoglu (Korasion). In Karakabakli, one of these rural settlements, we have discovered
a farm house, buildings used for production and storage purposes, dwellings, monumen-
tal tombs and sarcophagi, some production equipment, two churches, and monumental
gates. We have understood that some of these buildings have been added in later stages.
The rectangular farm house has two floors with dimensions of 12,80x8,60 m. (Fig. 14a-c).
The different masonry techniques on the walls of the first floor and the second floor show
that the structure has gone through different phases. We understand that the first floor,
with high ceilings supported by arches, serves as the storeroom. We see that the upper
floor was used as a residence since there are windows in all directions, doors, and bal-
cony supports that must have carried a wooden structure. It is claimed that there are three
rooms on the upper floor®. In the part facing the court, there is also a vault carrying the
ladders which lead to the upper floor. There is a large court next to the farm house. In the
court as it is surrounded by the walls, there is a pentagon tower with dimensions of ap-
proximately 5,45x6 m. We understand from the additions that both the tower and the court
continued to be in use in later stages, also. But it is remarkable that the farm house is lo-
cated in the outer edge of the court, not inside it (Fig. 14a). We understand that the four
structures located to the west of the farm house were constructed in the same period as
the farm house itself due to the technical characteristics and the design features they have
in common. It is possible that these four structures were used for production and storage
purposes. Especially the rectangular structure next to the farm house, with dimensions
of approximately 22x13 m., must have been used for production since it has a peristyle
court and four different sections, and presses inside these sections (Fig. 14d). Additionally,
in this area, we have also discovered two buildings used for olive oil production. One of
the buildings has dimensions of nearly 7x11 m. and includes two lever and screw presses
with perforated press piers at the fulcrum, mortar-shaped crushing basins and round-
shaped crushing stones inside it. Around the farm, we have discovered many rock cut
lever and weights presses and press weights. There is also a barrel-vaulted aedicule tomb
made by processing the bedrock (Fig. 14e). In this area, apart from another example of
barrel-vaulted aedicule tomb, we have discovered a sarcophagus and two chamosorion

8 Dagron-Callot 1988, 65.
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type sarcophagi having covers with cross patterns on as well as plenty of cisterns. Also,
some of the spectacular structures in this area are the two tetrapylons, two churches, and
houses which must have been added in later stages. The houses reflect the architecture of
the early Byzantine Period and thus are plain structures with simple designs. They are also
in harmony with the rural land here; moreover, they include two floors, arched entrances,
and small sub-sections inside them. All of these building are constructed on or by an an-
cient road. The road passes by the settlement here, and its stone pavements are still visible
today. By the same ancient route, there exist two churches next to each other constructed
with basilical plan. The structures here indicate that a small village developed around the
farm in later periods.

Hayatinbasi

We have discovered a lot of rural settlements around the karst collapse area in
Ovacikalant in the north of Silifke. The farm in Hayatinbasi is located on a hill includ-
ing agricultural terraces. In this area, there is a farm house, door lintels of the houses and
wall ruins, production equipment, cisterns, sarcophagi, and an area used for worship. The
farm house is located to the south of the hilly land and possesses cultivable lands. The
square farm house is of the dimensions nearly 12.5x13 m. and consists of two sections
(Fig. 15a). The farm house probably has upper floors which we cannot verify due to the
damage here (Fig. 15b). The farm house has a masonry consisting of big polygonal stones
(Fig. 15¢). The comparatively less elaborate polygonal masonry used in the construction
of the walls of the houses around the farm house indicates that the farm was used in dif-
ferent phases. In addition to the big cisterns in this area, the existence of rock cut lever
and weights presses and press weights indicates the existence of agricultural production
in the area (Tig. 15e). On the slope to the west of the hilly area, we have discovered five
chamosorion type sarcophagi with an altar relief on one of the tombs (Fig. 15d). The eagle
relief carved in a stone recess positioned behind the farm house is quite impressive. The
area where the recess is placed is surrounded by walls; we understand that the site was
used for worship.

Cukurbag

The farm in Gukurbag, located near the Veyselli village, is situated on a highland which
has an area of 1.9 ha. in the front part and also has plateaus that spread among the hills
(Fig. 16a). The farm house looks like a rectangle in shape and has dimensions of 31x11 m.
The front side of the farm house has a masonry constructed with huge rectangular stones
(Fig. 16d). We have observed that the bedrock was also utilized in the construction of the
farmhouse (Fig. 16b-c). We have identified six sub-sections inside the building. The arches
in these sections signal the existence of an upper floor. It is not possible to determine
what the places on the first floor were used for. There are some other buildings around
the farm house with similar masonry. We have also discovered rock cut lever and weights
presses and tombs in this area. Next to the farms house, a church was built with reused
stones later on (Fig. 16e).
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The Characteristics of the Farms

We have discovered farms with different characteristics in the area. These farms vary in
their features according to the simplex versus complex structures of the farmsteads. In our
previous study, we categorized some of the farms investigated in this study as the ones
which had towers and buildings. In the light of the data collected in this study, we support
that these farms should be regarded as complex farmsteads. Some of the farms are huge
with complex architecture. These farms include some buildings used for production and
storage, different types of tombs, production equipments, plenty of houses, and cisterns
as well as a farm house where the owner of the farm or the landlord inhabits. Be that as
it may, we understand that the farmsteads were always used in different and later stages
and that some of the structures inside these farmsteads were added in later phases accord-
ing to the needs of the farmsteads in the area. The farm houses investigated face either
the south or the southwest and sometimes open to a court in either of these directions.
This location of the houses well suits the weather conditions. Thus, the houses receive the
utmost sun light and heat during the winter months. The location, moreover, hinders the
cold winds blowing from the north or the northeast. The farm houses generally have two
floors; the first floor serves for agricultural needs, whereas the upper floor is used as a res-
idence. The embrasures on the first floor do not let much light in. Hence, we understand
that the first floor is typically used as a store. The existence of doors and wide windows
in the upper floors indicates that the upper floors in the farm houses were used for dwell-
ing purposes. The farm houses in the area generally do not have a standard design. The
farm house in Gokkale has a rectangular design with five rooms (Fig. 10a); the farm house
in Ucayak has a rectangular design with three floors and probably three rooms (Fig. 5a);
finally, the farm house in Hayatinbas: has a square design with two rooms (Fig. 15a).

Some of the farms in the area are surrounded by walls and are thus fortified. The well
protected farm in Keslititkmenli is an example of fortified farmsteads. Inside the walls of
this farm, there are buildings that might have been used for dwelling and storage. Besides,
there is a central court situated in the centre of these walls; there are also wooden porch-
es along the long edges of this court (Fig. 12a). Similar features can be observed in the
farmsteads in Cildiremez, Sémek Vakif and Esseler. We have also discovered farms with
no walls around, but with courts either in front of or near the farmhouses. For example,
the court is placed in front of the farm house in Gokkale (Fig. 10a). Analyzing the well
protected samples, we have understood that these courts have floors paved with stones.
Besides, inside the court, there are cisterns big enough to cover the whole court. In some
of the farmsteads, we observe that there is certainly a cistern outside of the wall and next
to it. There exist many other cisterns scattered around inside the farmsteads.

We understand towers too are one of the common characteristics of the farmsteads.
The existence of four towers in every corner of the walls surrounding the farms in
Gildiremez and Keslitiirkmenli reinforces the fortified appearance of the farms. On the
other hand, there are some farms where there is only one tower situated in one of the
corners of the wall around the farmstead. The tower in the farmstead in Karakabakli has
a pentagonal design and also serves as an entrance leading to the court. In Gacarlar, it is
not possible to have an idea regarding the height of the tower located in the corner of the
farm house due to the damage incurred. However, we understand that there is a base-
ment under the tower which is probably used for storage. The tower in the corner of the
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farmstead in Somek Vakif is different from other towers regarding its dimensions and ap-
pearance. This in turn shows that there is no standard as to the dimensions of the towers
the farmsteads have in this area. In some of the farmsteads, although the farm itself has
no towers, the need for one is met by constructing the farm house in the form of a tower.
The farm house in Ucayak is an example of this with its height and architecture. Actually,
why we defined this farm house as a tower in previous studies has to do with the fact
that the farm house retains its height and still has an appearance similar to that of a tower
(Fig. 5b-0). It is also notable that the farm house discovered in Hayatnbast is quite like the
towers of the Hellenistic Period in this area with its square design, small dimensions, and
thick polygonal masonry (Fig. 15a-b). In Byzantine sources, it is suggested that the fortified
farmsteads, also referred to as limitanei in these sources, are the dwellings of the military
settlers. However, we propose that these fortified farmsteads in Rough Cilicia were used
either by landlords or by the owners of the farms rather than the military settlers, as was
the case in Philistine”.

In complex farmsteads, there are buildings around the farm house used for storage
and production. These buildings also include the production equipment, which confirms
the existence of production in the farms. The production equipment found in such a well
protected building in the farmstead in Ugayak well supports this claim (Fig. 5e). There are
similar well protected buildings in the farmsteads in Karakabakli (Fig. 14d) and Gdélkkale
(Fig. 10d). These buildings must have been used for storage and production purposes with
their thick walls and elaborate masonry techniques on these walls. Lever and screw press-
es with perforated press piers at the fulcrum, mortar-shaped crushing basins, and round-
shaped crushing stones discovered in two buildings in Karakabakli suggest that these
buildings were used for olive oil production. In the farmsteads, we have also discovered
many rock cut lever and weights presses (Fig. 3e-13¢-15¢). That they are located in the
open field makes it possible to install them everywhere in the field easily. Another proof
regarding the agricultural production in the area is the existence of the press weights. We
have also discovered many houses in the farmsteads. Most of these houses must have been
added in later periods, which not only shows that the farmsteads were continuously in use
throughout all the periods but also makes it possible to consider some of the farmsteads
as small villages in the early Byzantine Period. The farmsteads with the building they have
in Karakabakli, Esseler and Gacarlar could be regarded as the examples of such develop-
ments in the area. These houses can be anlayzed in two groups as detached houses and
serried houses. They generally have lengthwise rooms, different dimensions, surrounding
walls, and courts. They also reflect the characteristics of the early Byzantine Period in that
they are in harmony with the rural land here; they are plain and simply designed with two
floors, arched entrances, and small sub-sections inside them!®.

It is noteworthy that there are also churches in these farmsteads. It is quite obvious
from the location of the churches and the construction techniques that the churches were
added to the farmstead in later periods. The reused stones (previously utilized in build-
ing farmsteads) observed on the church buildings discovered in Cukurbag'! (Fig. 16e) and

See Hirschfeld 1997, 69 for further detail on the farmsteads in Philistine.

10 gichner 2003, 201. See also Eyice 1981, 204; Tiryaki 2003 for studies on the houses that are commonly encoun-
tered in the area and that reflect the characteristics of early Byzantine Period.

' Durugsniil 1998b, 287,
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Orendibi (Fig. 9b) can also support this finding'?. This must be related to the fact that the
farms were continuously in use over the course of many periods and through époques
of political and cultural change. That's why, the emergence of churches especially in cer-
tain farmsteads raises questions regarding their relationship to the farms. There exists a
church in almost all of the farmsteads around Hiisametli. The dimensions of the churches
in Cildiremez (Fig. 2e) and Esseler (Fig. 4d) (9x5m and 7x4.5 m. respectively) demonstrate
that it was preferred in the farmsteads for such structures to be of small dimensions. The
church in Ucayak is remarkable in its location on a hill viewing the farmstead. The discov-
ery of an eagle relief in a rock recess near the farm house in Hayatinbas: signals the exist-
ence of an area for worship near the farm houses in every period.

The existence of tombs in the farmsteads signals the permanence of life; one can ob-
serve different types of tombs in the farmsteads. There are a few sarcophagi and generally
only one monumental tomb in the farmsteads. One of the reasons why there are different
types of tombs is that the farms were continuously in use in all periods. The tombs are
generally located very close to the farm houses; there are no specific necropolises in the
farmsteads due to the limited number of the tombs. The tomb types are parallel to the
types commonly observed in the region. Among these, the existence of the monumental
tombs is especially striking. The tomb discovered in the farmstead in Somek Vakif is of
the type known as gable roofed aedicule tomb. It is thought that this tomb is somehow af-
fected by temple tombs in their style'? (Fig. 8e). The tomb discovered in the farmstead in
Gokkale, on the other hand, is of the type barrel-vaulted aedicula tomb, a type commonly
known in the area (Fig. 11h). Some other examples of the latter type have also been dis-
covered in the farmsteads in Eskintepe (Fig. 7e) and Karakabakli (Fig. 14e). There are ad-
ditionally some sarcophagi in these farmsteads. We have also discovered sarcophagi in the
farmsteads in Gokkale (Fig. 11e), Esseler and Orendibindeki (Fig. 9¢), two chamosorion
type sarcophagi (which we consider to belong to early Byzantine Period because of the
cross reliefs on their covers) in the farmstead in Gokkale, and finally plenty of chamoso-
rion type sarcophagi in the farmsteads in Esseler, Cildiremez, and Gacarlar. The existence
of different types of tombs in the farms is especially important in dating the farmsteads.

Conclusion
Geographical and Historical Effect on the Rural Settlement in Rough Cilicia

Geograpical/climatic and social/political factors played a role in the emergence of the
rural settlements in the area in which this investigation was conducted. The Mediterranean
climate here must have enabled olive and grape production both to develop and to diver-
sify. The discovery of olive cultivation and the production of olive oil in the areas close to
the coastline have something to do with the humid climate here. We have, furthermore,
discovered proof verifying the grape cultivation and wine production in higher altitudes.
The severe climate in higher altitudes must have hindered the emergence of a permanent
rural settlement and production in these areas. Therefore, we conclude that the farmsteads
in the area are placed at altitudes ranging between 0-1400 m. because of the climatic

2 % & ; 3 ; s
12 gee Aydin 2005, 93 for the proposal that the column headings used in the construction of the churches belong to

a temple tomb dating back to the 2" and 3™ centuries A.D.
13 Durukan 2003, 123.
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conditions. Even though the area is hilly and mountainous, the existence of many karst
collapse areas made the development of rural settlements possible at the time. These areas
assisted agricultural activities and thus were one of the basic criteria in choice of the loca-
tion rural settlements were to be founded. These lands are still used for agriculture today.
Most of the farmsteads investigated in the area are established on the skirts of the hills
around the karst collapse areas. The following karst collapse areas were preferred for set-
tlement in the area: the one that covers an area of almost 30 ha. in the village Hiisametli,
Erdemli; another one that covers an area of almost 53 ha. in Ovacikalan, Silifke; and a
similar karst collapse area in Esenpinar. We have observed that the areas where cultiva-
ble small plateaus and terraces lie were also preferred for rural settlements. The plateaus
cultivated in the farmsteads in this area are as follows: the plateau in Gokdren with an
area of nearly 3ha, the plateau in Eskintepe with an area of nearly 0.9 ha., and the pla-
teau in Cukurbag with an area of nearly 1.9 ha. The farmstead in Gokkale controls the
plateaus among the hills, while the farmstead in Keglitirkmenli controls the plateau with
an area of almost Sha. One of the geographical conditions that affect the establishment of
the farmsteads in the region is the existence of valleys and roads between the hinterland
and coastline that make the transportation in the area more manageable. It is known that
several villages, workshops, and farmsteads were founded along the roads close to the an-
cient cities on the coastline. The farmstead in Karakabakli is remarkable in that it is locat-
ed near Korasion on the seashore and is connected to Korasion through an ancient road.
The rural settlements established along this route are especially important since they are
helpful defining the relationship between the ancient cities on the seashore and its khora.
The same is true for Korykos and Elaiussa Sebaste on the seashore. Behind these ancient
cities on the coast, we have also discovered many other rural settlements. A regional or-
ganization in this area is possible thanks to the valleys that provide the avenues of trans-
portation between the hilly areas and coastline and the ancient cities on the coast. It is
known that the ancient road routes in the area are connected to the rural settlements. The
farmsteads constructed on the skirts of hills are connected to these major road routes via
minor roads. The pavements of the ancient minor roads that connect to the major roads
around the farmsteads in Keglitirkmenli, Cildiremez and Gokkale (Fig. 11a) are still visible
today, which is a general characteristic of the farms in this area.

We understand that the historical traits of the area play an important role in the emer-
gence, formulation, and development of rural settlements. Among the oldest known agri-
cultural structures in the area are the Cilician Towers, which are known to have been built
between the early Hellenistic Period and the early Roman Period in the region. It is also
suggested by some other scholars that these towers were used for the security of agricul-
tural production as well as defense purposes'd. During the surveys, we have discovered
evidence illustrating the towers were used as farm houses. The farm house discovered in
Havatinbagi has a design similar to towers in the Hellenistic Period in the area with its di-
mensions and masonry techniques. The eagle relief in one of the recesses behind the farm
house is particularly important in the sense that it indicates the area was constantly in use
since the beginning of the Hellenistic Period.

14 Durugtniil 1998a, 113. It is known that some of these towers were used as oil poduction buildings with the
production installations added later on in Roman and early Byzantine Periods. See Aydinoglu 2009a, 49-50 for
further information.
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The discovery of some small farms and workshops, production installations belonging
to these farms around Korykos is remarkable since it can be considered as the first archeo-
logical proof pointing to the existence of agricultural production and organization in the
Hellenistic Period in the area®. Besides, the coins and ceramics found in this area provide
us with the evidence regarding olive oil and wine production during the Hellenistic Period
in this area’®. This evidence further verifies the existence of agricultural production in this
period. We see that similar structures can be observed in some other areas, too. The tow-
ers discovered during the surveys in Attica, for example, were also used as farmsteads. It
is claimed that these towers were in use throughout the Classic and Hellenistic Period and
that they were composed of three sections: a tower, a court, and a house!”. Another exam-
ple of towers used as a farmstead is the one found in Lycia, Kelbessos. This tower also has
a house, a workshop, and stores, which shows that this tradition had existed in the area
since the Hellenistic Period!®.

The farmsteads and other rural settlements in Rough Cilicia increased together with
the Roman Period, and survived through the early Byzantine Period. Although there are
certain problems in identifying and dating the archeological remains in the area due to the
constant use of these remains in all periods, we can refer to some results regarding the
dates the farmstead were in use. The gable roofed aedicula tomb found in Sémek Vakif
and the barrel-vaulted aedicula tombs found in the farmsteads in Gokkale, Eskintepe and
Karakabakli reveal that such examples of tombs emerged in the area after the first half of
the 27 century A.DY. This further shows that the farmsteads in the region were also in
use during the aforementioned periods. Besides, there are also sarcophagi discovered in
farmsteads in Gokkale, Esseler and Orendibi. The tabula ansata and an altar on one of the
sarcophagi discovered in the farmsteads in Orendibi show the characteristics of the sar-
cophagi encountered in this area. It is suggested that the initial sarcophagi were produced
based on the examples made Korykos either towards the end of the 27 century A.D. or at
the beginning of the 3" century®”. Along with the expansion of Christianity in the region,
the sarcophagi used in previous periods were reused with some additions such as cross
reliefs or inscription starting from the last quarter of the 4 century A.D. The existence of
chamosorion type sarcophagi with cross patterns in some other farmsteads in Gokkale
and Karakabakli proves the use of Roman farmsteads in the early Byzantine Periods. In
view of the construction equipments, the simplicity of the designs, the existence of small
subsections in the houses in the farmsteads, and finally their similarity to the house archi-
tecture in rural settlements in North Syria, it is suggested that the dates of these houses be
set as the 4™ and 7" centuries?'. The production equipments discovered in the farmsteads

5 The buildings used for agriculture in Korykos consist of structures such as a tower having walls constructed with
polygonal masonry technique, rock cut lever and weights presses in the open field near the tower, and finally
tomb houses with polygonal masonry around the farm house. The fact that all the lever and weights presses are
located very close to the towers without any exceptions shows that lever and weight presses are contemporary
with towers. See Askin 2010, 36-40 for more on this relationship.

16 Askin 2010, 40.

7 Young 1956, 134-140,

18 Gevik-Bulut 2007, 110-112.

¥ Durukan 2005, 119, 123.

20" Machatschek 1967, 46.

21 Fichner 2004, 78; Eichner 2005, 204.



256 Umit Aydinoglu

further supports this conclusion. Production equipment such as lever and screw presses
with perforated press piers at the fulcrum, screw weights, mortar-shaped crushing basins
and round-shaped crushing stones as well as rock cut lever and weights presses in the
open field show similar characteristics to the ones in the other areas in the Mediterranean
region??. All the archeological evidence support the existence of a production process
starting towards the end of the 2™ century and developing more and more by the begin-
ning of the 3™ century A.D?. The archeological evidence suggests the production activi-
ties continued in later periods. Regarding the period until which the farmsteads were in
use, the churches in these farmsteads provide us with the relevant information. The loca-
tion of the churches in the farmsteads and construction techniques indicate that they were
added to the farmsteads in later periods. The structural and decorative elements the small
churches in Cildiremez and Esseler have illustrate that these churches were in use in the
middle Byzantine Period®!. During the excavations conducted in Elaiussa Sebaste, it was
understood that the settlement had been interrupted by Arabian occupations from the sec-
ond half the 7" century A.D. on the coastline in Cilicia region, which is particularly impor-
tant since it points to a similar process regarding the dates the farmsteads were in use?>.

The history of the area provides us with the data to explain the increase in the rural
settlements especially at the end of the 2" century and at the beginning of the 3 century.
We understand that Cilicia and Isauria regions, having been exposed to the effects of the
Roman Empire, started to resemble the Roman Empire in social and economic structure,
This effect can be further observed in the structures that reflect urban architecture, i.e.
aqueducts, altars, monumental gates, fountains, necropolises, and colonnaded streets?,
Similar effects of the Roman Empire can also be observed in rural areas: rural participa-
tion in the production process of this period, private farms becoming the foundation of
the economic life and urban growth, and also artifacts relevant to the period emerge in
greater quantities. The construction of the new buildings in rural areas that carry the
traces of urban architecture commences. It becomes frequent to use elements such as mo-
saic decoration, peristyle courts, monumental gates, and necropolises. It is clear from the
traces of new settlement patterns in rural settlements in Cilicia and Isauria in the 3" cen-
tury that the economic crisis that prevailed within the boundaries of the empire in general

[
&)

See Avni-Gudovitz 1996, 141; Ayalon 1996, 153; Dar 1996, 160 for the corresponding examples of the lever and
screw presses and screw weights used together with the screws and for the similarities in press techniques
in Israel. See Hadjisavvas 1988, 115 and Hadjisavvas 1992, 12-14 for the examples in Cyprus and for the typo-
logical similarities in mortar-shaped crushing basins and round-shaped crushing stones here. See also Mattingly-
Hitchner 1993, 444 for the examples in North Africa. See Cevik et al. 2005b, 51; Diler 1995, 90 for Lycia examples
and similarities observed on rock cut lever and weights presses in Lycia, and see also Frankel 1997, 74 for Eastern
Mediterranean examples. See Hadjisavvas 1992, 60 for Cyprus examples and for the similarities in press weights
in Cyprus. See also Dar 1996, 160 for the corresponding examples in Philistine, Lubnan, and Israel. Finally, see
Aydinoglu 2009a, 70 for the typology and dating criteria of the production equipments found in Rough Cilicia.

23 We have determined that the production activities in the region has started at the end of the 50d century and
increased as from the beginning of the 3rd century A.D. However, we deduce there must have been rural settle-
ments in the region in the 1" and the 229 centuries also. But due to the constant use of the farmsteads and the
dating and identification problems peculiar to the archeological remains, the archeological evidence concerning
the existence of the farmsteads in the area in this period are not clear yet.

! The detailed information on the subject has been provided by Prof. Dr. Ayse Aydin.
25 Equini Schneider 2008, 18-19.
26 \aelkens 1987, 94 ff; Dodge 1987, 106 ff.
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affected the rural settlements as well?”. The farm houses, necropolises, other dwellings,
production and storage buildings in the farmsteads in this area are quite in harmony with
the historical process described in this study.

The farmsteads discovered in Rough Cilicia have similar characteristics to their corre-
sponding examples in Lycia, Pamphylia, Philistine, Syria, and Africa. One can come across
many farmsteads in the areas in question. The farmsteads discovered around Trebenna,
which has borders to Pamphylia, Pisidia, and Lycia, are similar to the farmsteads in Rough
Cilicia in that they are located in close areas to the urban settlements, they are connected
to urban settlements with roads, they have buildings used for production and storage,
and they have necropolises®®. It is also remarkable that the farmsteads in Rough Cilicia
and those in the aforementioned places are similar to each other in the sense that both
have two floors, with the second floor used for dwelling whilst the first floor is used for
storage®?. It is also suggested that the farmsteads were in use in late Roman and early
Byzantine Periods, yet also date as early as pre-3™ century A.D.*. It is acknowledged
that in Kyaneai territorium in the east of Lycia the population increased and new build-
ings such as churches appeared (whereby old structures were enhanced with further ad-
ditions) bearing the architectural improvements introduced in the Roman Empire Period.
In the territorium, where early farmsteads with towers dating back to Archaic Period also
appeared, there are many settlements such as Korba, Trysa, Teimiusa, Tyinda, and Biytik
Avsar and farms connected to these settlements. Some other remarkable characteristics
these areas have in common with Rough Cilicia in terms of settlement areas are as fol-
lows: there are ten farmsteads with towers in the southwest of Avsar Hill and there are
thirty-five similar farmsteads around Hoyran and Trysa, in the farmsteads discovered in
Oglansarnict and Yurtene there are courts (with some other dwellings around), produc-
tion equipments, necropolises, and cisterns, with architectural elements utilized since
early times®. Furthermore, there are many farmsteads discovered around Alanya; these
farmsteads reflect the characteristics of the early Byzantine Period3?. The latest surveys
conducted in Karia are also noteworthy since they provide us with detailed information
on plenty of farmsteads. A farmstead located in Loryma is similar to the farmsteads in
Rough Cilicia with its court, farm house, cistern, and production buildings®. The discovery
of farmsteads that comprise rural settlements on Halikarnasos peninsula also enhances
the findings of our study®*. The farmsteads discovered on the peninsula Bozburun, Karia
are similar to the ones in Rough Cilicia in the sense that they also include a section for
dwelling, a section for agricultural production, a necropolis, and a cistern®. Some other

27 Mitchell 1999, 193 fF,

28 gee Bulut 2007a, 24 on the building included in the farmsteads in Mersincik, Gedeller, Neapolis, Uctepeler
ve Kessener. See also Cevik 1995; Cevik 2000; Cevik et al. 2003a, 52; Cevik ef al. 2003b: 200, Cevik ef al. 2005a,
104 — 105; Cevik et al. 2005b; Cevik et al. 2000, 142, 143, 145, 148-150; Cevik ef al. 2007, 92; Bulut 2005, 192-193;
Bulut 2007a, 24, 30, 32; Bulut 2007b, 418, 419 for further investigations conducted in this region.

29 gee Cevik et al. 2007, 92; Bulut 2007b, 419 for the farmstead discovered in Gazelin Ini in Trebenna territorium.
30 See Gevik et al. 1995, 42 for dating of the farmstead discovered in the village Hurma.

31 Kolb 1998, 350-351; Kolb 1999, 281 ff.; Kolb-Thomsen 2000, 218, 219,

32 Dogan 2008, 2 ff.

33 Held-Senol 2010, 177.

34 Diler 2010, 136.

3 Kuban 2010, 203.
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rural settlements that belong to the late Ancient Period with different designs were also
discovered in Philistine®. It is observed that these rural settlements were established near
urban settlements and were connected via ancient roads and that they were located in
the central areas having an outlook of valley roads and significant presence within them.
The farmsteads in Philistine have cultivable lands around them and include a farm house
owned by the landlord. The farmsteads in Philistine are similar to those in Rough Cilicia
in the following ways: they are constructed around a court as it is surrounded by walls,
their farm houses generally consist of two floors (the first floor serves for the agricultural
needs while the second floor is used for dwelling), and there are production equipments
and cisterns in those farmsteads, too. As for the dating, the farmsteads in Philistine are
known to have been used between the 4 and 7" centuries A.D.

The most remarkable feature the farmsteads have in common is their towers. They are
known to be commonly used in the Mediterranean region and Near East?’. The towers
were used to protect the estates surrounded by walls in the Severus Period in North Africa;
also, they were considered as typical constituents of the big dwellings that belonged to the
landlords in rural areas in the late Roman Period: Apart from protecting the land, the tow-
ers symbolized the hegemony of the landlord?®, Tt is also possible to come across farm-
steads with towers in North Africa and Syria. The farmstead discovered in Henscir Sidi
Hamdan, Tunus is constructed around a rectangular court, and there exist towers in the
corners of the wall surrounding it*, It is also known that there are similar farms located
in Tripolitania and Tipasa®. The scene on the mosaic discovered in Tabarka is especially
important in defining these farmsteads with towers®. It is also acknowledged that there
are towers with two or three floors as well as buildings used as stores in the farmsteads
found in Benabil and Banagf, Syria. Additionally, it is suggested that these farmsteads date
back to the 1% and 2™ centuries A.D*2. There are also towers known to have existed either
near or in the center of the farm houses that belong to the Roman and Byzantine Periods
in Philistine. These towers generally have two or three rooms. In Philistine, it is possible
to come across many farmsteads or estates which have more than one, maybe two, tow-
ers®. All the farmsteads investigated by Konency in Lycia have small structures or traces
of settlements that might have been founded in the surrounding area; it is suggested that
there is an architectural style peculiar to this region. Among the towers here, the towers
Limyra, Goklimani, Myra, and Sura have pseudo-isodomic masonry and are constructed
with smaller stones. It is further suggested that these towers served for agricultural pur-
poses since they are situated near cultivable lands*. The tower in Lyrboton Kome, Lycia
is known to have been constructed in the 1% century A.D. and to have been restored in
the 2" century A.D. It is proposed that the tower was used not only to observe the en-

30 Hirschfeld, 1997, 50 ff

57 Hopwood 1986, 219.

3 McKay 1975, 235-236,

3 parrish 1979, 279 ff,

40 Ellis 1988, 568.

41 McKay 1975, 235; Percival 1976, 64.
2 McKay 1975, 219.

43 Hirschfeld 1997, 69.

A5 Konency 1993, 47-54.
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trance and maintain the security in the farm but also to address the agricultural needs of
the cultivable lands and the production equipments around it™. The farmstead discovered
in Emerye Kalesi, Eastern Pamphilia has a tower with a square design and some other
buildings around. The inscription found in the area prove that the land was a farm that
belonged to a family*. The farmsteads found in Belen and Kelbessos, Lycia also have tow-
ers constructed near the agricultural lands and main roads; they include houses, presses,
and stores?. It is put forward that the farmstead in Belen was founded in the 3™ century
A.D., which shows that it is historically similar to the farmsteads in Rough Cilicia*®. Other
similarities proposed to exist between the two farmsteads in question could be briefly
summarized as the following: similar safety measures that could be considered as typical
features of these farmsteads and the continuation of the Hellenistic traditions. In addi-
tion, it is noteworthy that a farmstead discovered in Loryma is similar to the farmsteads in
Rough Cilicia given its huge surrounding polygonal walls®.

45 Cevik 2000, 82 (T,

40 Bean-Mitford 1970, 29.
47 Cevik-Bulut 2007, 113.
48 Cevik-Bulut 2007, 113.
49 Held-Senol 2010, 177.
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Oz

Daglik Kilikya’da Roma ve Erken Bizans Donemi’nde Ciftlikler

Daglik Kilikya Bolgesi'nin dogusunda gerceklestirilen yiizey arastirmalarinda, cok
sayida kirsal yerlesim tespit edilmistir. Atdlye, ciftlik ve koylerden olusan bu kirsal yerle-
simlerin varligi bolgenin Antik Cag ekonomisinde tarimsal tretimin énemli bir rol oyna-
digina ve tretime yonelik farkli modellere isaret eder. Romanin dogusunda, Hellenistik
Dénem'den gelen ve Bizans Dénemi'nin iclerine kadar uzayan kiictik ciftlik ve koy temelli
bir ekonominin varligina iliskin ¢ok sayida literatiir ve arkeolojik kanit bulunmaktadir.
Strdtirtilen ylizey arastirmalarda cok sayida iyi korunmus benzer érnekle karsilasiimas: bu
stireci destekler. Arastirmanin gerceklestirildigi alanda, kirsal yerlesimler biitiin cografya-
ya yayilmis durumdadirlar ve buralarda ¢cok sayida iiretim donanimi da tespit edilmistir.
Bolgedeki kirsal yerlesimlerin tamamini ele almak bu calismanin sinirlarini asacagi icin bu
¢aligmada sadece sinirli sayida ciftlik tizerinde durulacakur. Ele alinan ciftlikler, bolgede
tespit edilen ¢cok sayidaki ciftligin kiictik bir parcasi olmasina karsin sahip olduklar: iyi
korunmus kalintilariyla bolgesel bir tipoloji olusturmaya ve tarihleme yapmaya yardimci
olabilecek ozelliklere sahiptirler. Bu ciftliklerden bazilari daha énce tarafimizdan bir yayin
olarak degerlendirilmis olmasina karsin, stre¢ icerisinde bolgede cok sayida yeni ciftligin
tespit edilmesi ve belgelenme tekniklerinin gelismesi bunlarin tekrar degerlendirilmelerine
imkan saglamistir. Bugiine kadar, sdzkonusu bolgede kirsal yerlesimler ve tarihi-cografya
Uzerine az sayida calismanin yapilmis olmasi, buna karsin yerlesim diizenlemesi konusun-
da yapilan calismalarin olmamasi, ciftliklerin bolgesel bir organizasyon ve yerlesim diizen-
lemesinin varlig1 hakkinda saglayacag: verilerin ele alinmasini zorunlu kilmistir. Ancak
bunlarin bolgesel organizasyon icerisindeki yerlerinin tartisilmast baska bir ¢alismanin
konusu olacaktir. Bu c¢alisma, yapilacak daha kapsamli bir calismanin ilk sonuclarin: icer-
mektedir ve bolgedeki bu ciftliklerle ilgili sorunlara da cevap bulmay: hedeflemektedir:
Yoreye oOzgii tipik bir ciftlik modeli séz konusu mudur? Varligini literatiirden bildigimiz,
genis toprak sahiplerinin varligina ait kanit var m1? Hangi dénemlerde, hangi ihtiyaclara
bagli olarak ciftlikler ortaya cikti ve gelisti? Roma ve sonraki dénemlerde ciftlik sayilarinin
hizli artisinin nedenleri nelerdir? Ciftlik ve koy yerlesimleri arasindaki iliskiler nelerdir?
Bolgede, Roma ve sonrasindaki dénemlerde goriilen ciftlik geleneginin bolgedeki en er-
ken baslangiclari nelerdir? Daghik Kilikya Bolgesindeki kirsal yerlesimler tipolojik olarak
cesitlilik gosterir: Basit ya da daha kompleks ciftlikler, kiiciik koyler, kentlere yakin ko-
numdaki orta ya da biylik boyutlu kéyler, tiriiniin islenmesi icin koylerin icin de ya da
bagimsiz sekilde yapilmis atolyeler.

Arastirmanin slrdirildtgu alanda farkl tiplerde ciftlikler tespit edilmistir. Bunlar,
sahip olduklart yapilar acisindan basitten daha kompleks c¢iftliklere dogru degisiklik
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gosterirler. Bazi ciftlikler buytik boyutludurlar ve mimari yapilanma acisindan kompleks-
tirler. Bunlar, toprak sahibinin ya da ciftlik yoneticisinin ikamet ettigi bir ¢iftlik evinin
yanisira atoélye ve depolama amach kullamilan mekanlar:, konutlar:, farkl: tiplerde me-
zarlari, tiretim donanmimlarini, kutsal alanlari ve sarniclar iclerinde barindirirlar. Bununla
birlikte, ciftliklerin donemler boyu siirekli kullanimlarinin oldugu ve iclerindeki yapilarin
bazilarinin sonraki kullanim evrelerinde ihtiyaca bagl: olarak eklendikleri de anlasilmak-
tadir. Ciftlik evlerinin ylzleri glineye ya da gliney batiya bakmaktadir ve bazen bu yonde
bulunan bir avluya acilmaktadir. Ciftlik evleri genellikle iki kathdir ve alt katlari tarimsal
amaclara hizmet ederken, st katlar1 yasam mekani olarak kullamilmistir, Bolgedeki ciftlik
evleri standart bir plana sahip degildirler. Bolgedeki ciftliklerin bazilarinin duvarla cevrili
bir alan icerisinde yeraldiklari ve boylece tahkimli bir ciftlik goriiniminiin ortaya ¢iktig
goriliir, Keglitirkmenli'deki iyi korunmus ¢iftlik, boyle bir érnektir ve bu duvar icerisinde
ikamet ve depolama i¢in kullanilmis olmast muhtemel yapilar vardir, ayrica merkezi bir
avlu da bu duvarlar icerisinde yeralmaktadir ve avlunun uzun kenarlarinda ise muhte-
melen ahsap sundurmalar yer almaktadir. Benzer 6zellikler Cildiremez, Sémek Vakif ve
Esseler'deki ciftliklerde de gorilir. Bununla birlikte, etrafi bir duvarla cevrili olmayan,
yaninda veya dntinde bir avluya sahip ciftlik 6rnekleri de tespit edilmistir. Gokkale'de avlu
ciftlik evinin éniinde yeralmaktadir. Bu avlularin tas bir zemin dosemesine sahip olduklar:
ise korunmus orneklerin tespit edilmesinden anlasilmaktadir. Ayrica, avlunun icinde, ge-
nellikle bittin avluyu kaplayacak biiyiiklitkte sarniclar bulunmaktadir.

Kulelerin de bolgedeki ciftliklerde yaygin bir 6zellik oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Cildiremez
ve Keglitiirkmenlide ciftligi cevreleyen duvarin késelerinde dort kule yeralmasi, tahkimli
bir ciftlik goriiniimiint pekistirir. Bununla birlikte, ciftligi cevreleyen duvarin kenarinda
tek bir kule iceren drnekler de cok sayidadir. Bazi ciftlikler de ise, ciftligin kuleye sahip
olmamasina karsin, bu ihtiyac ciftlik evinin kule gériniiminde yapilmasiyla giderilmistir.
Bizans kaynaklarinda limitanei olarak bilinen ve askeri yerlesimcilerin konutlar: oldugu
onerilen bu tar tahkimli ciftliklerin, Filistin'de oldugu gibi, Daglik Kilikya Bolgesi'nde de
askeri amaclardan daha cok ciftlik sahibinin miilkleri olarak hizmet gordtigti ve toprak sa-
hipleri tarafindan degerlendirildigi soylenebilir.

Ciftliklerin etrafinda ¢ok savida konut da tespit edilmistir. Bunlarin varhd, ciftliklerin
doénemler boyunca stirekli kullanildiklarini kanitlamanin yanisira ¢zellikle bazi ciftliklere
erken Bizans Donemi'nde kiiclk bir koy yverlesimi kimligi de kazandirmistir.

Bazi ciftliklerde kiliselerin bulunmasi dikkat cekicidir. Bu kiliselerin, gerek bulunduk-
lar1t konum, gerekse de insa teknikleri, sonraki kullanim evrelerinde ciftliklere eklendikle-
rini acikca gostermektedir. Bolgelerdeki ciftliklerde mezarlarin varligi, bu alanlari yasamin
strekliligine isaret eder ve farkli tiplerde mezarlar ciftliklerde goriltr. Ciftliklerde genellik-
le bir anit mezar ve birka¢ tane de lahit mezar birarada goriilir,

Bolgedeki ciftliklerin 0-1400 m. yiikseklikler arasinda tespit edilmesi iklimsel sartlar-
la baglantilidir. Bolge zor daglik sartlara sahip olsa da, cok sayidaki ¢okintd dizligin
varligr kirsal yerlesimlerin gelismesine imkan saglar. Dolin olarak adlandirilan bu karstik
¢okinti alanlar, tarimin yapilmasina olanak sagladigindan, kirsal yerlesim alani seciminin
temel nedenlerinden birini olusturmaktadir. Bu alanlarin gliniimiizde de tarimsal amac-
larla kullanimi devam etmektedir. Bolgede tespit edilen ciftliklerin cogu bu ¢oktntt diiz-
liklerin etratindaki etrafindaki tepe yvamaclarina kurulmuslardir. Bolgede, tepeler arasinda
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kalan, tarim yapmaya elverisli kii¢tik diizliikler ve teraslarn oldugu alanlarda da ciftlikle-
rin kuruldugu ve buralardaki diizliiklerin de degerlendirildigi tespit edilmistir. Bolgede, ic
bolgelerle sahil arasinda ulasim baglantisinin kolaylikla saglanabilecegi vadilerin ve yolla-
rin varligi da kirsal yerlesimlerin kurulmasini etkileyen cografi sartlardan biridir. Bu yollar
lzerinde, sahildeki antik kentlere yakin alanlarda koy, atdlye ve ciftliklerin kuruldugu
bilinmektedir. Bélgenin sahip oldugu tarihsel stirecin de kirsal yerlesimlerin ortaya ¢ik-
masinda, sekillenmesinde ve gelismesinde tnemli rol oynadigi anlasilmaktadir. Bolgedeki
bilinen en erken tarimsal yapilanmalar arasinda, Hellenistik Dénem ile Roma hakimiye-
tinin basglarina kadar olan dénemde yapildiklar: bilinen Kilikya kuleleri vardir ve bun-
larin gézetleme amaclarinin yanisira tarimsal Uretim icin de kullanildiklari énerilir. Son
dénem aragtirmalarinda Korykosun yakin civarinda ¢ok sayida kiictik ciftlik ve bunlarin
sahip oldugu atolye ve tretim donanimlar tespit edilmis olmasi, bolgedeki Hellenistik
Donem’deki tarimsal {iretimin ve organizasyonun varligina ait ilk arkeolojik kanitlar olmasi
agisindan 6nemlidir. Hellenistik Donem kirsal yerlesimlerine ait arkeolojik kanitlarin sinirli
olmasina kargin, bolgede 6zellikle Roma ve erken Bizans dénemlerine ait cok sayida kirsal
yerlesime ve tarimsal {iretime ait arkeolojik kanit tespit edilmesi, bir yerlesim organizasyo-
nuna isaret eder. Bolgede, donemler boyu stirekli kullanimi sebebiyle arkeolojik kalinti-
larinin kendine 6zgii tanimlama ve tarihleme problemleri bulunmakla birlikte, ciftliklerin
kullanimda olduklan tarihlerle ilgili bazi sonuglar elde etmek miimkiindir. Ciftliklerdeki
besik catili aedikula mezarlar ve besik tonozlu aedikula mezar 6érneklerinin bolgede
1.S. 2 yy/in ikinci yarisindan sonra goriilmeye basladig: onerisi, ciftliklerin bu dénemde
etkin olduklarina isaret etmesi nedeniyle énemlidir. Tespit edilen lahitler tizerindeki sunak
ve tabula ansata bezemelerinin varligi, bélgede lahitler tizerinde goriilen bir dzelliktir
ve bunlarin ilk Gretimlerinin, Korykos'daki drneklerden yola cikarak 1.S. 2. yy/in sonuna
ya da 3. yy’in baslarini ait olmasi gerektigi 6nerilir. Bolgede Huristiyanlik dininin yaygin-
lasmaya baslamasi ile birlikte 1.S. 4. yy./in son ceyreginden itibaren, erken dénemlerde
yapilan lahitlerin tizerine ha¢ motifleri ya da bir yazit eklenerek yeniden kullanildiklar:
gozlenmektedir. Ciftliklerde kapaklari tizerinde ha¢ motifi bulunan chamosoriim mezarla-
nin varligy, ciftliklerin erken Bizans Dénemi'ndeki kullanimlarinin kanit1 olarak karsimiza
cikarlar. Ciftliklerdeki evler ise, insalarinda kullanilan malzemeleri, basit planlar1 ve icle-
rinde kii¢lik mekanlar barindirmalar: gibi 6zellikler sebebiyle Kuzey Suriye kirsal konut
mimarisi ile yakin benzerlikler gosterirler ve bunlar i¢in 4.-7. yy.lardaki kullanim énerilir.
Ciftliklerde tespit edilen tiretim donanimlari da, bu tarihsel stireci destekler. Uretim faali-
yetlerinin ozellikle, bolgenin ge¢ Roma Dénemi'nde yogunlastigs ve sonraki donemlerde
de devam ettigi tespit edilen arkeolojik malzemenin fazlaligindan anlasiimaktadir. Bununla
birlikte, bolgedeki tarimsal organizasyonun Hellenistik Dénem k&kenlerinin de varoldugu-
nu unutmamak gerekmektedir. Daglk Kilikya Bolgesi'nde bu tarihsel stirec icerisinde go-
rillen ciftlikler, Likya, Pamfilya, Filistin, Suriye ve Afrika’daki drneklerle benzer dzelliklere
sahiptir.
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Fig. 2 The farmstead in Cildiremez a) plan of the Cildiremez farmstead
b-c) the walls surrounding the farms d) the arched hall e) the church
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Fig. 3 The farmstead in Gacarlar a-b-c) the farm house d) the cistern
e) rock cut lever and weights press f) the houses
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Fig. 4 The farmstead in Esseler a-b-c) the farm d) the church
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Fig. 5 The farmstead in Ucayak a) plan of the Ugayak farmstead h) the farm house and cistern
c) the farm house d) the cistern e) the structure used for production and storage f) section of the cistern
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Fig. 6 The farmstead in Gokdren a) the farm b) the tower c) the farm’s land
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Fig. 7 The farmstead in Eskintepe a) plan of the Eskintepe farm house b-c) the farm house
d) the structure used for production and storage e) the barrel-vaulted aedicula tomb
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Fig. 8 The farmstead in Somek Vakif a) plan b-c-d) farm e) the gable roofed aedicule tomb
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Fig. 9 The farmstead in Sémek Orendibi a) farm b) the church c) a sarcophagus
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Fig. 10 The farmstead in Gokkale a) plan of the Gokkale farm house b) perspective viev of
the Gokkale farm house c) the farm house d) the structure used for production and storage
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Fig. 11 The farmstead in Gokkale a) the ancient road pavament b) the barrel-vaulted aedicula tomb
c) the court d) the houses e) a sarcophagus
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Fig. 12 The farmstead in Keslitirkmenli a) plan of the Keslitirkmenli farm
b) the farm and farm’s land c¢) perspective viev of the Keslitiirkmenli farm
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Fig. 13 The farmstead in Keglitirkmenli a) The building used as a residence
b) the tower c) the rock cut lever and weights press and cistern d) the court



280 Umit Aydinoglu

0123435 10 m.

e

Fig. 14 The farmstead in Karakabakli a) plan of the Karakabakl farm house b) the farm house
facing the south c) the farm house facing the north d) the structure used for production and storage
e) the barrel-vaulted aedicula tomh
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Fig. 15 The farmstead in Hayatinbasi a) plan of the Hayatinbasi farm house b-c) the farm house
d) the chamosorion type sarcophagi e) the lever and weights press
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Fig. 16 The farmstead in Cukurbag a) plan of the Cukurbag farm house b-c-d) the farm house
e) the church



