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ADALYA XIV, 2011

Understanding the Hacilar 1l Settlement

Gllstin UMURTAK™

The arrival of James Mellaart in Burdur in the second half of the 1950's and the

commencement of the Hacilar Excavations' was not only a starting point for prehistoric
archaeology in the Burdur-Antalya Region (Ancient Pisidia) but also led to new concepts
that had not previously been used for the Anatolian Plateau, such as the Neolithic and
Chalcolithic, and a new way of looking at this region?. Many years after the premature ter-
mination of the J. Mellaart Excavations Campaign at Hacilar, a long term research project
lasting 32 years took place under the directorship of Refik Duru, most of which the writer
of this article participated in. In the context of this project, excavations were carried out at
Kurucay Hoytk (1978-1988)%, Hacilar Necropolis (Research Work) (1985-1986)%, Hoyticek
(1989-1992)° and Bademagact Hoyilk (1993-2010)° and, as a result of this continuing

w

Prof. Dr. Giilstin Umurtak, 1. U, Edebivat Fakiiltesi, Protohistorya ve Onasya Arkeolojisi Anabilim Dali, Ordu Cad.
No: 196 34134 Laleli - Istanbul. E-mail: gulsunumurtak@gmail.com

Hacilar is a settlement located in the Lakes Region, in the northern half of ancient Pisidia, 26 km southwest of the
provincial capital town of Burdur. The hoyiik is 150 m. in diameter and its height is 1.5 m. above the surrounding
fields. Hacilar was introduced to the world of archaeclogy by James Mellaart and it was excavated by an excava-
tions team in the years 1957-1960 (Mellaart 1970).

The Neolithic and Chalcolithic terminology of today differs from that of the earlier period and the basis that was
used to distinguish between these two periods is no longer in keeping with present day knowledge. In the past
20 years, a large number of excavations of prehistoric settlements have been carried out in Turkey and this has
resulted in the need for a new approach to terminology and chronology as the present framework is inadequate
for accurate evaluation. For example, the excavations carried out from the 1970’s up to the present day in the
Burdur - Antalya Region have presented a challenge to the accepted view that an increase of paint decorated
pottery can be seen as a basis for determining the transition from the Late Neolithic to the Early Chalcolithic.
Therefore, the concept of Neolithisation also needs to be re-evaluated; how appropriate is it to put the communi-
ties of the Anatolian Plateau who produced high quality pottery and “mother goddess” figurines, domesticated a
number of different animal species and were agriculture based village communities in the same category as the
PPN settlements?

Duru 1994; R. Duru, Kurucay Hoyik II. 1978-1988 Kazilarinin Sonuclari. Ge¢ Kalkolitik ve Tlk Tunc Cagi
Yerlesmeleri (Results of the Excavations 1978-1988. The Late Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Settlements) (1996).

R. Duru, “Were the Earliest Cultures at Hacilar Really Aceramic?”, Anatolia and the Ancient Near East (Tahsin
Ozgiic'e Armagan) (1989) 99-105.
Duru - Umurtak 2005.

The published preliminary annual reports on the Bademagaci Excavations are as follows:

R. Duru, “Bademagact Hoyiigl (Kizilkaya) Kazilari. 1993 Yili Calisma Raporu®, Belleten LX (1997) 783-800; idem,
“Bademagaci Kazilari. 1994 Yili Calisma Raporu”, Belleten LXI (1997) 149-159; idem, "Bademagact Kazilari. 1995
ve 1996 Yillar1 Calisma Raporu”, Belleten LXIT (1998) 709-730; idem, “Bademagaci Kazilari. 1997 ve 1998 Yillar
Calisma Raporu”, Belleten LXIV (2000) 187-212; idem, “Bademagact Kazilari. 1999 Yili Calisma Raporu”, Belleten
LXIV (2001) 583-598; idem, “Bademagact Kazilari. 2000 ve 2001 Yillar1 Calisma Raporu”, Belleten LXVI (2003)
449-594; Duru 2003, 519-560; Duru - Umurtak 2008, 195-250; idem, “Bademagaci Kazilari 2007 Yili Calismalari -
Excavations at Bademagaci in 20077, Anmed 6, 2008, 14-19; idem, “Bademagac1 2008 Yili Kazilar1 - Excavations
at Bademagaci in 20087, Anmed 7, 2009, 2009, 15-21; idem, “Bademagaci 2009 Yili Kazilar1 - Excavations at
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research, the Burdur - Antalya Region has become one of the best researched areas of this
country from the point of view of prehistoric archaeology (Fig. 1.

It is known that Hacilar attracted a lot of attention in both archaeology circles and
the public sphere due to the contribution made to Anatolian Archaeology during the
excavations, and also the events that arose after the abandonment of the excavations®.
It is now over 51 years since James Mellaart abandoned Hacilar; during this long period
Archaeology in Turkey has made a lot of progress. This article is written with the assump-
tion that it is our responsibility to discuss the past in the light of new information that has
been obtained. In this respect, Hacilar needs to be re-evaluated in view of the results of
the excavations carried out by Refik Duru and his team. In view of this, various aspects of
the Hacilar I settlement will be discussed below.

The two-phase Hacilar 11 settlement’, named ITA and IIB by James Mellaart, was estab-
lished on the highest point of the hoyiik (Fig. 2). This settlement, measuring 36x57 m and
2000 m?, is roughly rectangular in shape and extends in a north-south and west-east di-
rection. The protective wall surrounding the settlement was 1.5-3 m in thickness and was
built with mud bricks without a stone foundation, except for on the northern side where
the towers were built on a stone foundation. The main entrance to the settlement was
also on the northern side, where the settlement was entered through a narrow doorway.
J. Mellaart says that there was also a small entrance in the northeastern section and this
gave access to the shrine / temple area. There was also a second doorway in the south-
western section that provided entrance to the settlement. After entering through this door-
way there was a corridor that extended towards the left, which according to Mellaart was
probably used to go up on to the wall; by using the doorway on the right it was possible
to reach the South Court of the settlement. The settlement was apparently divided into
specific sections; it had a residential quarter on the western side, work areas for the pot-
ters in the centre with a courtyard on both sides and a section for carrying out daily work
tasks on the eastern side.

The back ends of the houses in the western part of the settlement leaned against the
wall that surrounded the settlement and the doors opened up into a communal courtyard
in the middle section. The houses had one main room and a smaller entrance area —an-
teroom. There was a quadrangular hearth in the centre of the main room, while the an-
teroom sometimes contained a small oven opposite the door. There were also postholes
in the main room, a platform and other similar non-portable items were seen in buildings
such as N4-5, 6 and in N6 three round clay storage bins were found side by side. Due to
the amount of debris found during the excavation of them, J. Mellaart thinks that the two-
roomed houses must have had a second floor, although others such as NO and N8 were
probably single-storey houses. J. Mellaart suggests that the plan of these buildings, consist-
ing of 2 main room and an ante room, resembles the later megaron type buildings.

The houses in the northwestern section were lined up along the northern wall of the
settlement. One of these, N8, is thought to have been a granary due to the large amount

Bademagac: in 2009”, Anmed 8, 2010, 19-25.

7 In the summer months of 2011 excavations will be started at the Hacilar Bilyiik Hoyilk, approx. 350 m. north of
Hacilar Hoyiik, by an excavations team led by the writer of this article.

8 R. Duru, Elli Yillik Bir Arkeoloji Ovkiisit: Hacilar (2010).
7 Mellaart 1970, 25f
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of grain found in it and storage boxes, of which the bottom sections had been preserved,
as well as the grain scattered across the floor. The main means of entrance in this sec-
tion was in the form of a long gateway and the small area next to it - no. N4 - was thought
to have been a room used by the guard. In the southern section of the Court, there were
three buildings of which one was a shrine, one a large house (Q3-7) and the third was a
freestanding house further east, separate from the others (R). The shrine consisted of one
main room (Q4), an anteroom (Q3), along with a further compartment that was separated
off by a screen wall at a later date (Q2), and a small external court (QD. In the main room
there was an oven opposite the doorway, a hearth, a niche in the western wall and post-
holes on the floor, while in the anteroom there was a hearth and an oven. There was a
wide doorway between the two rooms the east jamb was rounded and opposite this there
was a ridge for a sliding door. On the floor there were a number of fragments of crumbly
plaster decorated in red paint on a white background. We are told that a large amount of
schematic style red paint decorated pottery was found here. On the basis of the fragment
of a drinking vessel in the shape of a human head, and motifs of schematic mother god-
dess representations with attendant animals seenn on some of the pottery pieces, J. Mellaart
thinks that these could have been used in religious rituals.

The centre of the settlement was occupied by three potters” workshops. It seems that
only two of these continued to operate in phase 1IB. Although such things as hearths,
props and support posts were found, no querns for the preparation of food, storage bins
for grain, platforms for sleeping, ovens or remains of food were found here. Instead lumps
of red and yellow ochre, a clay bin filled with clay, paint pots, modelling tools, clay ladles,
and a large number of unused vessels were uncovered. One unexplained factor regarding
the function of this area is the fact that no kiln for the firing of the pottery could be found.
Mellaart thinks that the ovens/kilns may have been located outside of the settlement due
to the smoke they produced or that these workshops could have been in the less exca-
vated northern or southern sections. The function of the northern section of the settlement
is not clear, although the fact that a large amount of pottery was found here suggests that
it could have been an area for sun drying the pottery. The southern section, however, is
thought to have served a different purpose and could possibly have been the place where
the animals were stabled.

In the northeastern section, in ITA the area was covered by a religious cult building
(shrine), a few houses, a well and a few sporadic buildings made of light building mate-
rial. In 1IB, in the same area, there were some insignificant buildings of various sizes. The
shrine in the northeastern section was located between the north court and the northeast-
ern corner of the settlement. However, there appears to have been no link (no passage-
way) between the shrine and the northern court, although there is a doorway (?) providing
entrance to the shrine from the north, from outside of the settlement. Here there was an
oven, two large hearths, a fire box and some storage bins and the presence of niches in
the walls is a matter of interest. Some pieces of painted plaster were found on the walls.
According to Mellaart in the small courtyard next to the shrine there was a well, marked
by a row of stones around it, along with a hearth and a clay bin. In the southern end of
the Shrine, there were two doorways that led to a domestic area that contained the usual
ovens, hearths and storage bins. The Shrine was the only building in the Hacilar II settle-
ment that contained a burial; one single and two double skeletons were found under the
floor; one of these belonged to a mother and child.
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Hacilar TTA was severely damaged by a fire. After the disaster, the eastern section was
left undeveloped, and the western section was reduced to a cult building (shrine), six
houses, two pottery workshops and storage rooms. Apparently, in settlement 11B a new
wall had been constructed that turned the east section into an eastern courtyard (?), only
one building was built on top of the northeast shrine while the well and its surroundings
continued to be used.

When Settlement 11 was established, the factors that influenced its choice as a set-
tlement location were undoubtedly similar to those that influenced the initial choice of
Hacilar in the “apparently Aceramic” period. The presence of Lake Burdur to the north of
the settlement and a wide plain suitable for agriculture would have been a great advantage
to the settlements at Hacilar and those in the surrounding area. A defence system is seen
at Hacilar for the first time in level II. However, it would be natural to expect that a settle-
ment in the middle of a completely flat plain would have been surrounded by some kind
of a defence wall from the earliest settlement period. The fact that the excavations were
carried out in such a small area would have limited the information that could be gained
about the defence of the period before level II'°. Furthermore, as the settlement pattern
was not investigated over a large area in any of the earlier levels, information about the
development of the architecture prior to Hacilar II is extremely poor and restricted to the
houses of level VI.

In Hacilar 11, entrance to the settlement was provided by two gates in the defence wall
on the northern and the southern sides. James Mellaart mentions other entry points as
well as these two main gates but the northern gate protected by the two towers would
have been sufficient on its own to provide entry and exit for such a small settlement, just
36x57 m in dimension. But how was the settlement closed from the eastern side?

On examining the settlement layout, it can be seen that the buildings were more con-
centrated on the western side and, as well as the houses and granary, there was also a
“shrine” in this section. According to J. Mellaart, there was a second “shrine” in the north-
eastern section but it is unlikely that there would have been two cult buildings in a set-
tlement. As the building in the northeastern corner provided access to the well and the
graves, it was described by Mellaart as a major public building but the complex internal
design of this building would suggest that it was not a “shrine”. Although we do not know
much about the architecture of Shrines in this period, a cult building at Hoyticek (Fig. 3)
dated slightly later could provide some insight on this subject. The other buildings around
it were irregular and unplanned and made of light, unsubstantial materials. The buildings
in the western section of the settlement must have been pre-planned. These were placed
in a logical order with their back walls facing / forming the defence system and doorways
that opened up into the central courtyard area. It is not difficult to conclude that these
buildings were placed in this position for a specific, shared purpose. In view of this, how
can the complex made of light building materials in the eastern section, apparently not in
keeping with the general style of the settlement, be explained?

How many people would have lived in Hacilar in this period? Discussions concerning
the architecture would influence the estimated number. Mellaart suggests that 18 families
consisting of about 5 people in each could have lived in the settlement; some in the 7

10" The earliest example of a defence system in the Burdur-Antalya Region is seen at Bademagaci in the EN/IT phase;
Duru 2005, 527, 548 PL. 5; Duru - Umurtak 2008, 196, 218-219 Pl. 4.
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buildings of the western section, some in the 4 buildings of the eastern section and others
in the courtyards. This would give a total of about 150 people!'!. In the EN 11/3 settlement
at Bademagaci (Fig. 5), Building no. 8 was destroyed by a fierce fire. It is understood that
the skeletons uncovered in the second room belonged to two adult women, one adult man
and five children!?. In addition to these, the skeleton of another child was found buried
just outside the door of the house. Building no. 8 was 7x5 m in dimension. This situation
shows us very clearly that 8-9 people could live in a house measuring only approx. 35 m?.
If it is accepted that one of the eight buildings in the western section of the settlement was
a granary, while the other seven were dwellings and that at least two adults and 5-6 chil-
dren lived in each of them, the total population of this section would not have been more
than 60 people. Would there have been buildings used as dwellings in the eastern section?
It is probably not conceivable that people lived in the courtyard. James Mellaart estimates
that this settlement lasted approx. 150 years'®. On this basis, from the establishment of the
settlement a few generations would have spent their lives here. Did the population not in-
crease at all during this period? Where did the children go when they reached adulthood
and where did the new families that were established live? It appears that the Hacilar 11
settlement, within the surrounding wall, was planned to have only a very limited number
of dwellings and other buildings and not to alter much over time?

Among the Neolithic settlements of Bademagaci (Fig. 5) nine houses were uncovered in
level EN 11/3, the one that was excavated most extensively and also the one that provided
the most information. The main excavation area of the settlement, including the wall with
a stone foundation that is thought to have belonged to the defence system and the case-
mate, was approx. 60x70 m in dimension. In this phase there must have been at least 30
buildings'. The Hoyiicek shrine, dating to the same period and consisting of five rooms,
covered an area 40 m in length (Fig. 3). On the basis of these concrete examples, it can
be said that the position of Hacilar II on a large plain suitable for agriculture and animal
rearing indicates favourable environmental conditions that would not have presented any
obstacle to its development. The settlement must have been deliberately restricted to a
small size.

The division of labour among the Hacilar II residents is a subject that needs to be
studied. | prefer to avoid any unnecessary speculations concerning the shrine system, the
religious leaders and the leadership/authority of the settlement. However, earlier exam-
ples in the region have provided adequate information on this topic. The Shrine Phase at
Hovyiicek (Fig. 3) gives us sufficient insight into how a group of religious cult buildings
could continue to function without any other settlements nearby'®. At Hacilar the settle-
ment was pre-planned; for example the defence walls that were apparently .1.5-3.00 m
must have been huilt at the same time as the houses and kept up together with them. The
mud brick (kerpic) defence walls, the walls of the houses and the flat roofs covered with
earth would have required considerable upkeep, especially before and after the rainy sea-
sons. If the population of the settlement is estimated to have been 60-70 people, some of

1 Mellaart 1970, 37.
12 The human skeletons found at Bademagac: are still being studied by Prof. Dr. Y. Erdal.
13 Mellaart 1970, 37.

1% Duru 2008, 29.

5 Mellaart 1970, 36.

16 pury - Umurtak 2005,
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these would have been elderly people and children who would not have actively contrib-
uted to the production of food or goods. The daily tasks, such as agricultural work, hunt-
ing, pottery making and routine domestic chores must have been carried out by the re-
maining group and shared among the men and women in some form of definite schedule.
Perhaps, as is often suggested, pottery making was usually done by women; the various
processes such as the preparation and shaping of the paste for the pottery, the smoothing
of the surface and especially the application of paint decoration must have required differ-
ent areas of expertise. [ think the shaping of the pottery, the oven firing and decoration of
the pots must have been carried out by experts. It is not possible to accept that the select
wares of extraordinarv quality that became known as “Hacilar Potterv” were made by a
handful of people from this settlement in their spare time after carrying out their daily do-
mestic chores. In addition to the production of the pottery, the export () of the pots must
have been subject to inspection and done professionally. Another important subject is the
agricultural work. A proportion of the active population at the Hacilar IT settlement must
have been involved in farming and animal rearing. Would this agricultural activity, which
must have been primitive and dependent on coincidental discoveries, have been adequate
to feed the existing population or even produce enough for storage? R. Duru says the fol-
lowing concerning this: “It is not possible to think that the people of Kurugay did not realize
before they established the settiement that the surrounding area was not suitable for agri-
culture. In spite of this, the location was chosen as a settlement site and settlements con-
tinued bere until the end of the ECh. What could bave been the reason behind the choice
of this unfavourable place compared to Hacilar, a settlement on a plain, in a period when
agricultural and animal rearing were known? I wonder if there was a kind of mutual way
of life and support system between the people of Kurucay and the people of Hacilar™.

A 26 m long section of a defence wall belonging to the Kurucay settlement 11 was
uncovered (Fig. 3). It is understood that the wall measuring 1.10-1.20 m in thickness was
generally made of medium-sized stones. The western end of this wall had crumbled and
slid down the hillside, while the eastern end had been neatly cut and shaped. Semicircular
towers adjacent to the exterior surface of the south-facing wall jutted outward by about
350 m. There were gaps of 1 m in width in the protruding sections of the towers and gaps
were also left in the main wall on the same axis. These gaps had been closed up with a
single row of stones; the stone rows probably showed where the threshold would have
been. It was determined that the defence wall turned northward and there were semi-cir-
cular towers in this section but it is not known how far the wall continued. The entrance
gate into the settlement is located near to this southeastern corner and this was protected
on both sides by protruding walls and a passageway 2 m in width. The front of the gate
was paved with stones about the size of a human fist. The houses of Kurucay level 11
could not be reached; they were probably between the well-preserved southern part of
the defence wall and the present day northern hillside. However, some short sections of
walls approx. 90 cm in thickness were uncovered in this area. It is thought that the during
the upper level 11 settlement a flood disaster that came from the high hills on the eastern
side swept a large proportion of this settlement away, without leaving a trace. If it had
been possible to see the whole of the fortress area, we would have been faced with a set-
tlement approx. 30x30 m in dimension. Looking at the existent plan of Kurugay 11, it can
be seen that it resembles that of Hacilar 1T in shape; both the settlements cover an area

7" Duru 1994,
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quadrangular in plan. It is unlikely that there were a large number of houses in the section
that slid down the hillside in the Kurucay level 11 settlement or that the population was
very high. In this respect, as the people were not involved in agriculture or pottery mak-
ing they would not have needed a very large work force. As well as being able to protect
those who lived within its walls from danger over a long period, this strong fortress that
reflects a well-developed architectural tradition was in a advantageous, commanding posi-
tion to keep watch over the plain. This means that Hacilar was not the only settlement in
the region; in can be assumed that, in addition to its near neighbour Kurugay, there were
probably several neighbouring settlements related to each other within a system that was
similar to the clan system of later periods, in an area 50-60 km in diameter as the crow
flies. Within this system, the relatives and neighbour would have been in communication
with each other and traded with each other'®. Is it possible that the well- defended Hacilar
II settlement could have been a nucleus centre where the more privileged people lived? It
can be assumed that the people involved in farming, animal rearing and pottery making
would have lived outside of this defence wall in an area around 300-400 m in diameter".

Apart from a few pieces of the floor, level V at Hacilar - established after level VI had
been destroyed by a fire - did not provide much information. The settlement is known to
have moved northward during levels IV and III but no traditional architectural elements
were uncovered. Mellaart suggests that level V continued for two generations or about half
a century (c. 5600-5550 BC), level IV about a century (5550-5450 BC) and level III could be
tentatively assigned around half a century (c. 5450-5400 BC)*°. Among the earlier levels,
level VI has provided relatively good information. However, issues such as what kind of
radical changes were caused by the fire disaster that destroyed the settlement and - if pos-
sible - the extent of the conflagration, in other words whether or not it resulted in a break
in the settlement sequence, need to be examined. This also means that the necessity of
dividing this period in the region is debatable and the use of the term “Early Chalcolithic”
should therefore be re-evaluated. In level EN II/4 at Bademagaci, in the architecture,
quadrangular plan buildings with mud brick (kerpic) walls are seen for the first time in
the Burdur Lakes Region and a sudden development is observed in pottery production
as a large number of new pottery forms appear. It should not be surprising that, in the
same period, the first examples of red paint decoration on a beige surface (red on beige)
are seen. The model of quadrangular plan houses - sometimes distorted in shape - with
a sliding door on the longer side and an oven opposite it* begins in Bademagaci EN
11/4, and continues in Bademagaci EN II/ 3 (Fig. 6), Hoylcek ShP (Fig. 4) and Hacilar VI
(Fig. 5) before appearing again in Hacilar II. Based on 14 C readings, Bademagaci levels
EN 11/4-3 can be assigned the dates 6450/6270- 6380/6250 BC and Héyticek ShP the dates
6400-6395 BC.?? According to James Mellaart, the Hacilar II settlement was inhabited from
. 5400-5250 BC then after the destruction of 1l A by fire, the settlement continued as IT B

The placing of settlements closer together, for example approx. 30 km apart, could be interpreted as an integrated
defence system against external threat. L. Clare et.al., “Warfare in Late Neolithic/Early Chalcolithic Pisidia,
southwestern Turkey. Climate induced social unrest in the late 7" millenium cal BC”, Documenta Praehistorica
XXXV, 2008, 77-78; S. A. LeBlanc, Prehistoric Warfare in the American Southwest (1999) 53-54.

19 \We helieve the Excavations at Hacilar Biiyiik Hoytik will help to answer these questions.

20" Mellaart 1970, 23-25.

21 G, Umurtak, “A Building Type of Burdur Region from the Neolithic Period”, Belleten LXIV (2001) 683-706.
Duru 2008.
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but was reduced in size?. If this is the case, does it mean that the architecture and pottery
traditions continued for over 1000 years without any significant change? On the other
hand, as the Hacilar Settlements V, IV and III were only investigated in an extremely small
area, it is possible to question whether these really were separate levels.

In addition to the fact that the geographical positions of Kurucay 11 and Hacilar II com-
plimented each other in the lay out of the region, as described above, some parallels that
have been observed between the pottery forms and decoration type are extremely signifi-
cant. Some of the most common shared pottery techniques seen in the two settlements
are “S” profile curved and carinated bowls (Fig. 7)?%, narrow necked spherical jars with
cylindrical lugs, jars with finger holed plain handles or handles in the shape of schematic
animal heads (Fig. 8) and spouts in the form of animal heads (Fig. 9); among the motifs
used to decorate the pottery, there are horizontal parallel strips (Fig. 10), triangle and stair-
way motifs (Fig. 11), hand-arm motifs (Fig. 12) and schematic bull heads (Fig. 13).

The similarities emphasized were determined from levels 10-9, 8 at Kurucay and peri-
ods V-IIT at Hacilar. However, a significant issue is the fact that the Kurucay settlements
11-8 do not correspond at all in sequence to the situation at Hacilar. Is it possible that
Kurucay level 8 was affected by some - inexplicable - external influences that were not
experienced at Hacilar? According to 14C dating, the chronological position of Kurucay
11 is around 6010/5800 BC?. We think that the time difference between Hacilar II and
Kurucay 11 is probably much less than was previously thought?® and the real break in the
Neolithisation process that took off around 6400 BC happened when the Hacilar 1T settle-
ment was destroyed by a great disaster®,
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Ozet

Hacilar Il Yerlesmesini Yorumlamak

Burdur - Antalya Bolgesi'nde R. Duru baskanliginda ve bu satirlarin yazarinin da biiytik
bir boélimiine katildigs, 32 yil stiren uzun soluklu bir proje kapsaminda elde edilen bilgiler-
le Hacilar'in yeniden irdelenmesi gerektigini diistintiyor ve Hacilar 11 yerlesmesini pek cok
yontiiyle tartismak istiyoruz.

Hacilar'in Mellaart tarafindan ITA ve IIB olarak isimlendirilen iki evreli I1. tabaka yer-
lesmesi, hoyligiin en yiksek kesiminde kurulmustu. Yerlesmeyi ceviren koruma duvari
tas temel kullanilmaksizin dogrudan kerpicle yapilmis sadece kuzeyde yer alan kuleler
tas temel Gzerine insa edilmistir. Ana giris de bu kuzey kisimdadir, Tkinci bir kapt da gii-
neybatida bulunmaktadir. Yerlesmenin batisinda yer alan evlerin arkalart cevre duvarina
dayalidir ve kapilart orta kesimdeki ortak avluya acilir. Kuzeybaudaki evler, yerlesmenin
kkuzey duvar: boyunca siralanmuslardi. Orta alanin giineyinde, ti¢c yapidan biri kutsal nite-
likli yaps, biiyiik bir ev (Q5-7) ve daha doguda bunlardan ayr yapilmig bir ev (R) olarak
nitelendirilmistir. Kutsal yapi, bir ana oda (Q4), bir giris (Q3), buradan alcak paravana ile
sonradan ayrilmug bir mekin (Q2), dista kiicik bir avludan (QD) olusur. Ana odada, kapi-
nin karsisinda firin, ocak, bati duvarda nis ve tabanda direk delikleri giriste bir ocak ve
firin yer alir.

Yerlesmenin merkezinde comlekei atolyeleri oldugu belirtilmistir. Kuzeydogu alan, ITA
da bir kutsal yaps, birkac ev, kuyu ve hafif malzemeden yapilmis diizensiz binalari kapsar.
ITA yanginla tahrip olmustur. Felaketin ardindan, dogu kesimin gelismedigi, batida kutsal
yap1, 6 konut, iki comlek atélyesi ve depolar ile vetinildigi anlasilir. 1IB yerlesmesinde bu-
raya c¢ekilen yeni bir duvar ile dogu kesim bir dogu avlusu durumuna déntismiistiir, ku-
zeydogudaki kutsal yap1 Gizerine tek bir yapinin kuruldugu bildirilir.

Hacilar'in ilk olarak “sézde Akeramik” donemde yerlesme yeri olarak secilmesindeki
mantk, hic kusku yok ki II. yerlesmede de degismemistir. Burdur Golii ile tarima elve-
rigli genis bir ovanin uzun sureli yerlesmeler icin bytk avantaj oldugu goriilmektedir.
Hacilar'da ilk kez bir savunma sistemi ile II. tabakada karsilasiimaktadir. Kazilarin cok
sinirh alanlarda gerceklestirilmis olmasi IL. tabaka 6ncesi savunma hakkinda bilgi edinil-
mesini engellemis olmalidir.

Yerlesim dokusuna bakildiginda, yapilasmanin batt yakasinda yogunlastug, bu kesimde
konutlar ve depo disinda bir “kutsal yapr” yer aldigi goriilmektedir. Mellaart tarafindan ay-
rica kuzeydoguda ikinci bir “kutsal yapt” oldugu bildirilmektedir ama yerlesmede iki ayri
kilt yapist olmasi kuskuyla karsilanabilir. Yerlesmenin batisinda karsimiza ¢ikan yapilarin
onceden planlanarak insa edildigini diisiinmek gerekir,
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Bu doénemde acaba Hacilar niifusu kag kisiden olusuyordu? Bu sayi, mimarlik konu-
sundaki tartismalar: da yonlendirebilir. Mellaart ayni verlesmenin bausindaki 7, dogudaki
4 bina ve alanlarda toplam 18 ailenin yasamis olabilecegini, ortalama her aile 5 kisiden
olusuyorsa, 150 kisinin yasamis oldugunu distinmektedir. Bademagacrnin EN 11/3 yer-
lesmesindeki 8 no’lu yap1 bir evde 8-9 kisinin yasayabildigini gésteren somut bir érnektir.
Yerlesmenin bati kesimindeki mevcut 8 yapidan birinin tahil deposu, diger 7’sinin de ko-
nut oldugu kabul edildiginde, her evde ortalama en az iki yetiskin ve 5-6 cocuk yastyorsa,
bat1 kesimdeki toplam niifusun 60 kisiden cok fazla olmadigi gibi bir sonu¢ cikmakrtadir.
Mellaart bu yerlesmenin yak. 150 yil yasadigini tahmin etmektedir. Buna gore, yerlesme-
nin kurulusundan baglayarak birkac kusak yasamini burada gecirmis olmalidir. Bu siire
icinde niifus hi¢ artmamus mudir? Yetiskin haline gelen ve yeni aileler kuran kisiler nerede
oturmaktaydilar? Hacilar 11 yerlesmesi, bir cevre duvari icinde, belirli sayidaki konut ve
diger vapi ile zaman icinde sanki fazla degisime ugramayacak bicimde mi tasarlanmist?
Bademagacrnin Neolitik yerlesmeleri arasinda EN II/3 tabakasinda 9 ev ortaya cikartilmis-
tir. Savunma sistemine ait oldugu diistiiniilen duvar ve kazamat da dahil yerlesmenin ka-
zilmis kesimi yaklasik 60x70 m genisligindeki bir alanda yogunlasmustir. Bu evrede en az
30 kadar yapinin bulundugu diistintilebilir. Ayni déneme ait 5 mekandan olusan Hoylicek
tapinag: 40 m uzunlugunda bir alana yerlestirilmistir. Bu somut 6rneklerden yola cikarak,
Hacilar II, genis, tarimsal tiretime ve hayvanciliga ¢ok elverisli bir ovada, cevresel kosul-
larin gelismeye engel olusturmadigi bir konumdadir. Yerlesmenin ol¢tst hi¢ kusku yok ki
bilincli bir sekilde dar tutulmustu.

Hacilar 1T yerlesmesinde yasamin nasil paylasidldigt ve strdiirtldigi de irdelenmelidir.
Hoyticek'te Tapinak Donemi siirecinde cevresinde herhangi bir yerlesme olmaksizin isle-
vini stirdiiren bir kiilt binast grubu yeterince bilgi vermektedir. Hacilar'da yerlesmenin 6n-
ceden planlanarak, savunma duvarlari ve evlerin ortaklasa insa edildigi ve bakiminin siir-
durtldigi distunilmelidir. Yerlesmede tahmini mevcut 60-70 kisiden olusan niifusun bir
kismu tiretken olmayan ¢ok yash kisilerle cocuklardan olusmaktaydi. Geri kalan gruptaki
kadin ve erkekler arasinda, tarim tretimi, avlanma, ¢anak ¢omlek tiretimi, glinliik ev isle-
rinin yuriitiilmesi gibi isler de, paylasilmis olmaliydi. Belki, canak comlek tiretimi genelde
onerildigi gibi kadinlar tarafindan yuratilmekte; hamurunu hazirlamak, bicimlendirmek
ile yiizey islemlerini ve ozellikle boya bezemeyi uygulamak farkli uzmanlik gerektiren
isler olmaliydi. Biz bu kaplarin, gorevi sadece ¢omlek sekillendirme, pisirme ve comlek
stisleme olan ustalar tarafindan tretildigine inaniyoruz. “Hacilar Keramigi” olarak tinlenen
olaganiistii kaliteli mallarin bir avug insanin ginlik domestik islerinden arta kalan zaman-
da tretildigini kabul etmek miumkiin degildir. Canak ¢omlek yapimui yaninda bunlarin disa
satim isleri de profesyonelce yiiriitiilmiis olmalidir, Hacilar IT'de aktif ntifusun bir kismi da
ciftcilik ve hayvancilikla ugrasmis olmalidir. Ilkel kosullarda siirdiiriilen bu faaliyet acaba
meveut niifusu beslemek hatta biriktirmek icin yeterli olabilir miydi?

R. Duru, “Kurucay insaniarmin yerlesmelerini kurmadan once cevrenin taruma elveris-
li olmadigim bilmemelerine olanak yoktur. Buna karsin burast yerlesme yeri olarak segil-
mis ve EKC sonuna kadar yerlesmeler stivdtiriilmiistiir. Tarim ve bayvanciligin bilindigi bir
cagda ve Hacar gibi bir ova yerlesmesinin yant baginda, bdyle elverissiz bir yeri secmenin
gerekcesi ne olabilir? Acaba Kurucay ile Hacilar balklar: arasimda bir tilr ortak yasam bi-
cimi bir tiir dayamsma diistiniilebilir mi?” demekrtedir.



Understanding the Hacilar Il Settlement 11

Kurucay 11in Hacilar II ile bicimsel olarak benzestiklerini, her ikisinin de dértgen bir
alanda gelistiklerini goriiyoruz. Gelismis bir mimari gelenegi yvansitan bu giiclii kale ovaya
egemen konumda, icinde yasayanlart uzun zaman tehlikelerden korumus olmalidir. Bu
baglamda, Hacilarin bolgede tek basina yer almadigini, yakin komsu Kurucay disinda bii-
yik olasilikla kus ucumu 50-60 km genisligindeki bir alanda, birbirine akraba ve komsu
verlesmelerin, karsilikli alisveris ve iletisim icinde varliklarini stirdiirdiiklerini distinmek
gerekir. Iyi savunulmus Hacilar 1T yerlesmesi, acaba seckinlerin yasadig bir cekirdek mer-
kez olabilir miydi? Ciftcilikle, hayvancilikla, ¢dmlekeilikle ugrasan halkin bu savunmanin
disinda, 300-400 m capindaki bir alanda yasamini stirdiirdiigii diistintilebilir.

Mellaart, V. tabakanin yarim yuzvil kadar, IV. tabakanin bir ylzyil kadar ve 1I1. ta-
bakanin yarim yiizyil kadar yasamis olabilecegini onermektedir, Nisbeten iyi bilgi veren
VI. yerlesmeyi yikan vangin felaketinin nasil bir kokli degisiklige neden oldugu ivi irde-
lenmelidir. Bu, bélgede Erken Kalkolitik ayirimi yapmanin gerekliliginin de tartisilmasi
anlamina gelmektedir. Burdur Goller Bolgesinde Bademagaci EN 11/4 tabakasi ile ilk defa
kerpic duvarli, dortgen planli yapilar ve ¢comlekgilikte cok sayida veni mal tiirleri ile be-
lirlenen bir sicrama gozlenmektedir. Ayni dénemde bej tizerine kirmizi boya bezekli ilk
orneklerin ortaya cikmasi ¢ok sasirtict olmamalidir, Dortgen ev modelinin Bademagaci
EN II/4 ile baglayan, EN I1/3, Hoytcek ShP ve Hacilar VI'da devam eden uzun yasam
slireci Hacilar IT'de karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. C14 sonuclarina dayanarak Bademagaci EN
11/4-3. katlar 1.0. 6450/6270- 6380/6250 ve Hoylicek ShP 1.0. 6400-6395 tarihleri verilebilir.
Mellaart Hacilar 11 yerlesmesinin ¢. 1.0O. 5400-5250 arasinda yasamis oldugunu, IIAnin yan-
masindan ve yikilmasindan sonra IIB de verlesmenin kiictilerek siirdiigiinii belirtmektedir.
Bu durumda, bolgede mimarlik ve comlekcilik geleneklerinin yaklasik 1000 yil stirmis
oldugu soylenebilir mi? Ote yanda, Hacilar V, IV. ve III. yerlesmelerinin cok dar alanlarda
kazilmis olmasi, bunlarin gercekten farkh tabakalar olduklar konusunda kuskuya neden
olmaktadir.

Kurucay 11 ve Hacilar II'nin yukarida irdelenen, bolgesel doku icinde birbirini
tamamlayan konumu disinda, bazi canak ¢omlek bicimleri ve bezemeleri bakimindan
saptadigimiz paralellik son derece dnemlidir. Vurgulanan benzerlikler, Kurucay’'da
10-9, 8; Hacilar'da V-III donemlerinde de saptanmaktadir. Kurugay 11'in Cl14 sonuclarina
gore kronolojik konumlanmas: 1.O. 6010/5800 tarihleridir. Biz Hacilar TT ile Kurucay
11 arasindaki zamansal uzakligin simdiye kadar kabul edilenden daha kisa oldugunu,
bélgede 1.0. 6400 dolaylarinda sicrama yapan Neolitik gelisim stirecinde gercek kirtlmanin
ise, Hacilar 1T yerlesmesini sona erdiren felaketle gerceklestigini diistiniiyoruz.



12 Gilsiin Umurtak

5 & ISPARTA
BURDUR
-
a Kurucay
Hactlar

Hisyiicekan }o BUCAK

Fig. 1

Bademagaci H.
-

L]
Bademagaci

», ANTALYA

NEERH

@\

,ﬁk\\&\}%

7
1

\:.
ﬂ////j/rn ;

e gl

HACILAR

Level Il

Fig. 2 (Mellaart 1970, Fig. 20)
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