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Fig. 1: Petra tou Limniti/Yestlir-
mak Kayast, Kibris: (Fotograf: Ha-
san Karlitag, 2017).

Fig. 1: Petra tou Limniti/Yesilir-
mak-Kayast,- Cyprus. (Photo by
Hasan=Karlitas, 2017).
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0zer

Kibris’ i kuzey kiyisinda yer alan Petra tou Limniti Akeramik Neolitik yerlesim yerinin kazisi yaklasik bir asir 6nce ya-
pilmustir. Petra tou Limniti’de bulunan az sayida obsidyen bu buluntularin Anadolu kékenli olabilecegi goriisiinii ortaya
atmig ancak bu goriis pek dikkate alinmamustir. Bu galismay1 takiben yapilan Khirokitia kazilarinda ele gegen obsidyen
sayisinin az olmasindan dolay1, mimari kalintilarin benzerliginden yola ¢ikilarak Kibris’in ilk yerlesiklerinin Levant kiy1-
larindan geldigi ihtimali izerinde durulmustur. Son 25 yilda Kibris’in giineyinde yapilan Akeramik doneme ait yerlesim-
lerde yapilan kazilarin sonuglar1 adada bilinenden 1600 y1l daha 6nce insanlarin varligini ispatlamistir. Bu topluluklarla
birlikte gelen Anadolu obsidyen miktarinin yine az olmasindan dolay1 1992 yilindan itibaren kazis1 yapilan Shillouro-
kambos’da bulunan yiizlerce obsidyen bu varsayimi yine ortadan kaldiramamistir. Kibris’in kuzeyinde 1996 yilinda aras-
tirllmaya baglanan Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii’nde ise binlerce obsidyen buluntu Anadolu-Kibris iliskilerini ispatlayarak yeni bir
sayfa agmistir. Ada olmasindan ve anakara ile jeolojik tarihinde higbir kara baglantis1 olmamasindan dolay1, bu yerlesik
insanlarin adaya anakaranin hangi bolgesinden geldikleri sorusu halen yanitlanamamis gibi goriinse de, Tatlisu- Ciftlik-
diizli bu sorunun cevabini potansiyel olarak verebilecek bir Akeramik Neolitik yerlesim yeridir. Kazilarda agiga cikarilan
binlerce Anadolu menseli obsidyen bunun bir géstergesi olup Neolitik donem insanlarinin genis denizcilik aglari ile ana-
karaya bagh olduklarmin delillerini ortaya koymaktadir. Bu makalede ayrica MO 9. binyilda Tatlisu toplumunun deniz
aktivite kabiliyetlerine isaret eden balikgilikla iligkili kiigiik buluntular da irdelenerek, bu ilk Kibrislilarin ne tiir bir deniz
tagit1 kullanmis olabilecekleri degerlendirilmeye galigilmistir.

ABSTRACT

The Aceramic Neolithic settlement at Petra tou Limniti on the northern shores of Cyprus was excavated approximately a
century ago. A limited amount at obsidian artifacts found at Petra tou Limniti suggested that they might have originated from
Anatolia, however this view was not taken seriously. Some other low amounts of obsidian artifacts uncovered during the
Khirokitia excavations that followed this excavation have evoked the possibility that the first inhabitants of Cyprus might
have come from the Levantine coast based on the similarity of the architectural remains. The excavations performed at the
Aceramic Period settlements in southern Cyprus during the last 25 years prove the existence of people on the island even 1600
years earlier than previously known. As the amount of the Anatolian obsidian artifacts that were revealed alongside these
assemblages was also limited, hundreds of obsidian artifacts revealed in Shillourokambos that has been excavated since 1992
still failed to rule out that possibility. On the other hand, thousands of obsidian finds uncovered at Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii in the
north of Cyprus in 1996 have turned a new page by demonstrating the connection between Anatolia and Cyprus. Since Cyprus
is an island, and never had a connection with the mainland in its geological past, and while the question from which part of
the mainland these inhabitants arrived to the island remains unanswered, it seems that the Aceramic Neolithic settlement of
Tatlisu- Ciftlikdiizii has the potential to provide some answers to this question. Thousands of obsidian finds originating from
Anatolia revealed in excavations support it, and provide the evidence that the Neolithic Period settlers were tightly connected
to the mainland through a wide seafaring network. This article also attempts to evaluate the small finds related with fishing
activities as an indication of the seafaring activity capabilities of Tatlisu inhabitants during the 9" century BC in order to find
out what kind of a seafaring vessel these first Cypriots might have utilized.

KIBRIS PREHISTORYA ARASTIRMALARININ KISA TARIHCESI A BRIEF HISTORY OF PREHISTORIC STUDIES IN CYPRUS

Kibris, arkeolojik agidan ilk olarak 1927-1931 yillar1 ara- A syst§matic and large-sca'le. a'lrchaeological
sinda Swedish Cyprus Expedition (Isve¢ Kibris Kesif He- exploration of Cyprus was .ml‘uatcd between
yeti) tarafindan, sistematik ve genis ¢apli bir sekilde arasti- 1?27 and 1931 by the Swedish Cyprus Expe-
rilmaya baglar. dition.
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Bu tarihlerde kesfedilen Petra tou Limniti (Yesilir-
mak Kayasi') (Fig. 1) adanin kuzeyinde kazis1 yapi-
lan ilk Neolitik yerlesimidir? (Fig 2).

Neolitik Donem arastirmalar1 daha sonralari, Kib-
rish arkeolog Porphyrios Dikaios’un oOnderliginde
ivme kazanmig, 1936-1946 yillar1 arasinda gercekle-
sen Khirokitia (Fig. 3) kazilartyla birlikte, o zamana
kadar Kibris’ta bilinen en erken toplumlari yansitan
bu yerlesim arkeoloji diinyasina tanitilmistir®. 1962
yila gelindiginde, ayni hafirin ¢agdas diger yer-
lesimlerde gerceklestirdigi sondaj kazilarindan elde
edilen veriler ve o giine kadar bilinen Neolitik yer-
lesimler bir sentez halinde yayimlanir®. Daha son-
ralar1 Cape Andreas-Kastros® (Karpaz-Zafer Burnu)
(Fig. 4), Kalavassos-Tenta®, Kissonerga-Mylouth-
kia’ ve yeniden basglatilan Khirokitia kazilar® adanin
Akeramik Neolitik yerlesimlerinin karakterlerinin
anlagilmasina yardimci olmustur (Fig. 5).

Bir ada olmasi nedeniyle, Kibris’ta insan varligi ve
yerlesik hayatin baslangici, kolonizasyon hareketle-
riyle iliskilendirilmektedir. 90’1 yillarin ortalarina
kadar Kibris’in ilk yerlesik toplumlarin1 Khirokitia
kiltiirtintin temsil ettigi diistiniilmekteydi. Bu kdiltii-
riin adada MO 7000 civarinda, birdenbire ve geliskin
ozelliklere sahip bir sekilde ortaya ¢ikmasi digaridan
ithal edilmis oldugu fikrini desteklemekteydi’.

!Petra tou Limniti (Yesilirmak Kayasi), deniz i¢inde karadan
100 metre uzaklikta, yiiksekligi 50 metre , uzunlugu 150 ve
genisligi ise 30 metre boyutlarinda bir kara pargasidir.
2GJERSTAD vd. 1934, 1-12; GJERSTAD 1980, 16.
3DIKAIOS 1953.

4DIKAIOS 1962.

SLE BRUN 1981.

¢TODD 1987.

"PELTENBURG ve dig., 2001; PELTENBURG 2003.

8LE BRUN 1984a, 1984b, 1989, 1994.

° 1980 6ncesi bu teorilerin elestirel bir dzeti i¢in bkz. STAN-
LEY-PRICE 1977a ve 1977b.

TINA ARTICLE

Fig. 2: Isve¢ Kibris Kesif Heyeti, Petra tou
Limniti kazilar1 1929, Kibris. (Fotograf: John
Lindros 1927-1931, Kare No. CO2353, Diin-
ya Kiiltiirleri Milli Miizeleri — Akdeniz Miize-
si, Isveg).

Fig. 2: Petra tou Limniti excavations by the
Swedish Cyprus Expedition 1929, Cyprus.
(Photo by John Lindros 1927-1931, Frame
No. C0O2353, National Museums of World
Culture —-Mediterranean Museum, Sweden).

e *
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Petra tou Limniti (Yesilirmak Kayasi') (Fig. 1) is the
first Neolithic settlement which was excavated in the
northern part of the island during this period (Fig 2).2
The Neolithic period surveys were expedited under
the leadership of a Cypriot archaeologist, Porphyri-
os Dikaios, and with the excavations at Khirokitia
conducted between 1936 and 1946 (Fig. 3), this set-
tlement was introduced to the world of archaeology,
reflecting the earliest communities known in Cyprus
until then.® In 1962, together with data from test ex-
cavations carried out by the same archaeologist in
other contemporary settlements, the Neolithic settle-
ments uncovered up to that point were published in
a synthesis.* Afterwards, the excavations at Cape An-
dreas-Kastros® (Karpaz-Zafer Burnu) (Fig. 4), Kala-
vassos-Tenta,® Kissonerga-Mylouthkia,” and resumed
excavations at Khirokitia® contributed to understand-
ing characteristics of the Aceramic Neolithic settle-
ments on the island (Fig. 5).

Since it is an island, the beginning of human exis-
tence and settled life in Cyprus was necessarily re-
lated to colonization movements. Until the mid-90s,
it was believed that the earliest settled communities
of Cyprus were represented by the Khirokitia culture.
The sudden emergence of this developed culture on
the island around 7,000 BCE supports the notion that
it was, in fact, an imported culture.’

!'Petra tou Limniti (Yesilirmak Kayasi) is a small rock island
about 100 meters from the coast, which is 50 m high, 150 m
long, and 30 m wide.

2GJERSTAD et al. 1934, 1-12; GJERSTAD 1980, 16.
SDIKAIOS 1953.

4DIKAIOS 1962.

SLE BRUN 1981.

¢TODD 1987.

"PELTENBURG et al. 2001; PELTENBURG 2003.

8LE BRUN 1984a, 1984b, 1989, 1994.

°For a critical summary of these theories before 1980, please
see STANLEY-PRICE 1977a and 1977b.
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Denizcilik Arkeolojisi Dergisi

40’1 agkin arkeolojik alandan bilinen ve adanin
Pleistosen Donem faunasini yansitan fossillesmis
pigme su aygirt (Phanourios minutus) ve ciice fil
(Elephas cypriotes) kemikleri ise bu tiirlerin ne
kosullar altinda tiikenmis oldugu sorusunu cevap-
siz birakmaktaydi'’. Yaklasik olarak ¢eyrek milyon
yil once adaya yiizerek vardiklaria inanilan bu
memeliler, yilizbinlerce yil adada yasadiktan sonra
aniden yok olmuslardi. 1980’lerin ortalarina kadar,
Neolitik yerlesimlerde kalintilarina rastlanmayan,
soz konusu tirler, bu nedenle adadaki insan varli-
giyla da iliskilendirilmemistir. Ancak, Akrotiri-Ae-
tokremnos’un kesfiyle birlikte, bu hayvan tiirlerine
ait kemikler ilk kez insan yapimu aletler, ocaklar ve
cukurlar gibi cesitli yap1 6geleriyle birlikte bulun-
mustur!!. Bu 6nemli kesif, adadaki insan varligini
en az 2000 yil daha geriye gotiirmiis, s6z konusu
Pleistosen Donem faunasinin yok olma siirecinde
insanin rolii olabilecegini de ilk kez ortaya koymus-
tur'2. Bu buluntularin degerlendirilmesiyle birlikte
ortaya c¢ikan bir diger soru ise, bu donemdeki insan
varligimin mevsimsel mi yoksa kalict mi oldugudur.

1YSIMMONS 1999, 27-31.
""'SIMMONS 1999, 95-121.
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Fig. 3: 1936-1946 yillar1 arasinda Porp-
hyros Dikaios’un Khirokitia kazilarinda
ortaya ¢ikardigi ‘tholos’ yapi, Kibris.
(Fotograf: Thomas Sagory, Khirokitia
Fransiz Kazi Misyonu).

Fig. 3: The “tholos” structure uncovered
by Porphyros Dikaios during Khirokitia
excavations between 1936 and 1946, Cy-
prus. (Photo by Thomas Sagory, French
Archaeological Mission at Khirokitia).

When it comes to the fossilized remains of the pygmy
hippopotamus (Phanourios minutus) and the dwarf elephant
(Elephas cypriotes), which are known from more than 40
archaeological sites on the island where the fauna of the
Pleistocene period is evident, we are left with the unan-
swered question of what circumstances caused these species
to become extinct.'” These mammals, which are believed to
have swum to the island about quarter-million years ago,
suddenly disappeared after they had lived on the island for
hundreds of thousands of years. Remains of these species
were not recovered from the Neolithic settlements, and for
that reason were not associated with human presence on the
island until the mid-1980s. However, upon the discovery of
Akrotiri-Aetokremnos, excavations revealed bones of these
animal species alongside human-made tools and various ar-
chitectural elements, such as kilns and pits.!" This important
discovery places human presence on the island at least 2,000
years earlier, for the first time suggesting a potential role for
humans in the extinction process of the Pleistocene period
fauna.'> Another question that arises after examination of
these finds is whether that human presence was permanent,
or just seasonal during that period.

1"SIMMONS 1999, 27-31.
""'SIMMONS 1999, 95-121.
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Fig. 4: 1972-1974 yillar1 arasinda Le Brun tarafindan ka

reas-Kastros Fransiz Kazi Misyonu).
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z1s1 yapilan Cape Andreas-Kastros, Kibris. (Fotograf: Cape And-

Fig. 4: Cape Andreas-Kastros which was excavated by Le Brun between 1972 and 1974, Cyprus. (Photo French Archae-

ological Mission at Cape Andreas-Kastros).

Kibris yerlesimlerinin karakteristik bir 6zelligi
olan mevsimsellik, hoyliklesmeye firsat tanimamis,
diger yandan da biiyiik olasilikla arkeolojik arastir-
malarin ve metodlarmn eksikligini yansitan “kayip
donemler”-kronolojik bosluklar, yani hiatus’lar ya-
ratmistir. Yeni arastirmalarla elde edilen veriler soz
konusu kronolojik hiatus’lart kisaltmis olsa da, ada
prehistoryasinda halen bilinmeyen dénemler mev-
cuttur. Yaklagik olarak MO 10.000 civarina tarih-
lenen Akrotiri-Aetokremnos’tan bilinen adadaki ilk
insan varlig1 ile, MO 7000 civarinda basladig1 kabul
edilen Khirokitia kiiltiirii arasindaki 3000 yillik bos-
luk, Parekklisha-Shillourokambos, Kalavassos-Ten-
ta, Kissonerga-Mylouthkia ve Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii
(Akanthou-Arkosyko) (Fig. 6) gibi 6nemli yerlesim-
lerdeki kazi ve arastirma sonuglar1 aracihigiyla az
da olsa kisaltilmig ve Kibris’a yerlesen ilk insanla-
rin kokenleri ile ilgili farkl tezler ve veriler ortaya
koymustur. Bunlara ek olarak Ayia Varvara-Asprok-
remnos'? and Ayios Tychonas-Klimonas'* Akeramik
Neolitik tarihlerini biraz daha geriye ¢ekmis, Agios
Ioannis-Vretsia/Roudias'® litik endiistrisi ile Geg
Epipaleolitik Doneme tarihlendirilmistir. Bu yerle-
simler, adaya gelen ilk insan varligi ile ilgili olarak
avci toplayict hatta dncii guruplarinin temsiliyetine
dair veriler ortaya koymaktadir.

2SIMMONS 1991 ve 1999.
B3 McCARTNEY vd. 2007.
“VIGNE vd. 2017.
SEFSTRATIOU vd. 2012.

Seasonality, a characteristic feature of the Cypriot
settlements, did not allow mound formation and creat-
ed “missing periods” — chronological gaps, i.e. hiatus -
that may actually reflect a deficiency in the archaeolog-
ical surveys and methods that have been used. Although
data from recent studies have shortened the mentioned
chronological hiatus, there are still unknown periods
in the island’s prehistory. The 3,000 year-old gap be-
tween the first human presence on the island, identified
during the excavation of Akrotiri-4etokremnos and dat-
ed roughly to 10,000 BC, and the Khirokitia culture,
which is believed to have begun around 7,000 BCE,
has been narrowed through excavations and surveys
conducted at important sites, such as Parekklisha-Shil-
lourokambos, Kalavassos-Tenta, Kissonerga-Mylouth-
kia and Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii (Akanthou-Arkosyko) (Fig.
6), providing different theses and data about the origin
of first settlers of Cyprus. In addition to that, Ayia Var-
vara-Asprokremnos!® and Ayios Tychonas-Klimonas'
antedated the Aceramic Neolithic period, whereas
Agios loannis-Vretsia/Roudias'® was dated to the Late
Epipaleolithic period by its lithic industry. These set-
tlements provide evidence for representation of hunt-
er-gatherers, even pioneer groups, in relation to the first
presence of humans arriving on the island.

12SIMMONS 1991 and 1999.
BMcCARTNEY et al. 2007.
“VIGNE et al. 2017.
ISEFSTRATIOU et al. 2012.
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Fig. 5: Kibris Haritas1, metinde belirtilen arkeolojik alanlar gosterilmektedir. (Ahmet Alemdar tarafindan yapilmustir).
Fig. 5: Map of Cyprus showing archaeological sites mentioned in text. (Map by Ahmet Alemdar).

Akrotiri-Aetokremnos kaya siginaginda gerceklesti-
rilen ¢aligmalar sonucu elde edilen veriler ile temsil
edilen adadaki ilk insan varligmin, MO 10. bin yildan
erken yerlesimler donemine kadar devamliligi da ola-
sidir'®. Arkeolojik olarak halen tartisilagelen'” bu kro-
nolojik boslugun gergek olup olmadig ise ancak ileri-
ki yillarda siirdiiriilecek yogun arastirmalar sonucunda
anlasilabilecektir.

Son 25 yil igerisinde yapilan arkeolojik kesifler, ada-
nin kolonizasyonunun ¢ok daha eskilere dayandigi-
na ve Neolitik Dénem kronolojisinin hem daha uzun
hem de daha karmasik olduguna isaret etmektedir.
Limasol bolgesindeki Parekklisha-Shillourokambos,
Baf bolgesinde yer alan Kissonerga-Mylouthkia ve
Kalavassos vadisindeki Tenta yerlesimlerinden sonra
Girne’nin dogusunda, deniz kiyisinda yer alan Tatli-
su-Ciftlikdiizii (Akanthou-Arkosyko) yerlesimindeki
arkeolojik kazilar, ada prehistoryasinin en erken do-
nemlerine 151k tutmakla kalmayip, Dogu Akdeniz ve
Yakin Dogu icerisindeki niifus hareketleri, iletigim,
etkilesim ve Neolitiklesme siirecinin anlagilmasina da
katk1 sunmaktadir'®. Kibris’in en erken yerlesiklerinin
Yakin Dogu ile olan yogun etkilesimi dolayisiyla, su

1 AMMERMAN vd. 2008.

ana kadar Kibris’ta agia ¢ikarilan bu donem, c¢evre
anakara ile olan bu yogun etkilesim ve bagi vurgula-
mak adina, bazi aragtirmacilar tarafindan “Cypro-PP-
NB” olarak adlandirilmistir”. Tatlisu-Cifilikdiizii niin
de pargasi oldugu erken Neolitik Donem arastirmala-
r1, bu bakimdan sadece Kibris i¢in degil, biitiin Yakin
Dogu Neolitigi igin bilyiik 6nem arz etmektedir.

TATLISU-CIFTLIKDUZ

Kibris’in kuzey kiyisinda yer alan Tatlisu-Ciftlikdii-
zii ™, Canak Comleksiz Neolitik Donem’e (Akeramik
Neolitik ya da Cypro-PPNB/MPPNB), MO 8200’e
tarihlenir?!. Yerlesim, uzun siireli tarimsal hasara rag-
men muazzam bi¢imde korunmustur. 1999 yilindan
bu yana siirdiiriilmekte olan kazilar neticesinde tas
temelli, kimileri boyali kerpi¢ duvarlara sahip, oval
ve dortgen planli alti yap1 ortaya c¢ikarilmistir. Bu
yapilar, yerlesimin glineyinde yer alan, dogu-bati1 yo-
niinde ilerleyen genis bir hendeklerle ¢evrelenmistir.
Faunal, botanik ve diger kalintilar, Tatlisu sakinleri-
nin deniz tirlinlerini yogun bir bicimde kullandigina,
besin ekonomisinde bunlarin yan sira gesitli evcil
bitki ve hayvan tiirleri ile av hayvanlarinin da 6nemli
bir yer tuttuguna isaret etmektedir.

IPELTENBURG 2004b; KNAPP 2013; MCCARTNEY 2005; GUILLAINE - BRIOIS 2006.

8 COLLEDGE 2004; PELTENBURG 2004A; WATKINS 2004.
YPELTENBURG 2001; 2003; 2004.
2 Yerlesim su an Eski Eserler Yasasi kapsaminda korunmaktadur.
2 SEVKETOGLU -HANSON, 2015.
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Fig. 6: Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii kazi alaninin havadan gériiniimii, Kibris. (Fotograf: Tatlisu Kazi ve Arastirma Projesi Arsivi).
Fig. 6: An acrial view of Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii excavation site, Cyprus. (Photographic Archive of the Excavation and Sur-

vey Project in Tatlisu).

Based on the data from the excavations at the Akroti-
ri-Aetokremnos rock shelter, it is also likely that the first
human presence on the island extended from 10,000
BCE to the period of earlier settlements.'® Whether this
archaeologically disputable'” chronological gap is true or
not will only be understood after intensive surveys and
excavations to be undertaken in the future.

The archaeological discoveries of the past 25 years in-
dicate that the colonization of the island occurred much
earlier than previously believed, and that the chronology
of the Neolithic period is both longer and more complex.
The archaeological excavations at the Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii
(Akanthou-Arkosyko) settlement to the east of Kyrenia,
which followed the excavations at Parekklisha-Shillou-
rokambos in the Limassol region, Kissonerga-Mylouth-
kia in the Paphos region, and Tenta in the Kalavassos
valley, not only illuminate the earliest period of the is-
land’s prehistory, but also provide insight into move-
ments, communication, and interaction of populations,
as well as the Neolithic process in the Eastern Mediter-
ranean and Near East.'® Due to the intense interaction of
the earliest settlers on Cyprus with the Near East, based

1* AMMERMAN et al. 2008.

on what has been uncovered on the island so far, this
period has been referred to as “Cypro-PPNB” by some
investigators, in order to emphasize the intense interac-
tion and connection with the neighbouring mainland."”
Therefore, studies on the Early Neolithic period, includ-
ing Tathisu-Ciftlikdiizii, are of great importance, not only
for Cyprus, but also for Neolithic period in Near East.
TATLISU-CIFTLIKD{Z0

Tathisu-Cifilikdiizii,* which lies on the northern coast
of Cyprus, is dated to 8,200 BCE, i.e. the Aceramic
Neolithic period (or Cypro-PPNB/MPPNB).?! Despite
long-term agricultural damage, the site is very well pre-
served. The excavations that have been conducted since
1999 have yielded six oval and square-planned dwell-
ings with stone foundations, some with painted mud-
brick walls. These structures were surrounded by a large
ditch running east to west across the southern part of the
settlement. Faunal, botanic, and other remains indicate
that there was heavy consumption of seafood among the
residents of Tatlisu, which played a significant role in
their subsistence economy, as well as various types of
domestic plants, animal species, and game animals.

"PELTENBURG 2004b; KNAPP 2013; MCCARTNEY 2005; GUILLAINE - BRIOIS 2006.

8 COLLEDGE 2004; PELTENBURG 2004 a; WATKINS 2004.
YPELTENBURG 2001; 2003; 2004.

2 The site is now under the protection of the Antiques Law for preservation of monuments.

21 SEVKETOGLU -HANSON, 2015.
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Yaklagik 5000 par¢a obsidyen yerlesime, Orta Ana-
dolu’daki kaynaklardan bitmis aletler halinde getiril-
mistir. Anadolu anakarasindan kus ucusu 80 km uzak-
liktaki Tatlisu, Kibris’in ilk yerlesik topluluklarinin
kokenleri, yasam bigimleri, denizcilik ve deniz asirt
ticarete iligkin sorulari cevaplayabilecek potansiyele
uygun elverisli bir konumda yer almaktadir.

HAMMADDE, DENIZ VE ANAKARA ILE ILETISIM

Anakara ile etkilesim ve deniz yolculuklar1 bagla-
minda birgok soruya cevap verebilecek olan obsidyen
aletler, Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii’nlin en 6nemli buluntu gru-
bunu olusturmaktadir. Bugiine kadar Kibris’ta diger
Neolitik Dénem yerlesimlerinde bulunmus obsidyen
aletlerin toplami, yaklasik 5000 par¢adan olusan Tat-
lisu-Ciftlikdiizi obsidyen buluntular ile karsilagtiril-
diginda, yerlesimin anakaradan obsidyen temini ve
temin edilen obsidyen aletlerin ada igerisindeki dagi-
timindaki yerine dair ¢esitli sorular dogmaktadir. Orta
Anadolu’dan ithal edildigi bilinen bu hammaddenin
yerlesimdeki yogunlugu ve farkli tabakalar boyun-
ca devamliligi, Kibris-Anadolu iligkilerinin bu erken
donemlerdeki niteligini vurgulamaktadir®?. Ozellikle
Komiircii-Kaletepe obsidyen atolyesinde iiretilen alet
tirleri® ile yakin benzerlikler tasiyan Tathisu-Cif#likdii-
zii 'ndeki obsidyen buluntular-gekirdek ve iiretim artik-
larinin yerlesim icerisinde yoklugu da g6z 6niinde bu-
lunduruldugunda- Anadolu’dan alet haline getirilmis

2SEVKETOGLU 2002, 2006, 2008.
BBALKAN-ATLI vd. 1999; BINDER vd. 2001.
#SEVKETOGLU 2006, 125; 2008, 67-68.

2 Pikrolit (sabun tast), genellikle yesilimsi-mavi renkli ve olduk¢a yumusak nitelikte, Trodos daglarinda bulunan, Kibris’a 6zgii bir
tastir.

2 SEVKETOGLU 2006, 215, Fig. 24.

dolayisiyla ithal edilmis olmalidir®*. Tathisu-Cif#likdii-
zii obsidyenlerin Kibris’taki diger cagdas yerlesimlere
kiyasla sayisal yogunlugu ise, buranin obsidyen alet
ithalinde onemli odak noktalarindan biri oldugunu
onermektedir. Yerlesim, kuzey (yani Anadolu) koken-
li bu malzemenin olasilikla adaya giris noktalarindan
biridir. Bunun yani sira Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii’nde, adanin
giineyinde yer alan Trodos daglarinda bulunan ve Neo-
litik Donem 6ncesinden baglayarak Kalkolitik Dénem
sonuna kadar kullanimi1 devam eden, yesilimsi-mavi
bir tag olan pikrolitten® yapilmis ¢ok sayida buluntu
ve islenmemis pikrolit par¢alarinin da gokca bulunmusg
olmasi, yerlesimin ada genelinde hammadde dagitimi
ve/veya ticaret aglarinda 6nemli bir yeri oldugunu
acikca gostermektedir.

BALIKCILIK

Tathisu-Ciftlikdiizii faunal kalintilar1 igerisinde ba-
lik kemiklerinin ¢esitliligi (palamut, orkinos, beyaz
ton baligi, mavi yiizge¢li ton baligi, barlam balig1
ve kiiciik kdpek baligl) ve ¢esitli memeli hayvan ke-
miklerinden yapilmig balik kancalar (Fig. 7), balik
avciligimin hem derin sularda, hem de kiyiya yakin
bolgelerde yapildigimi gostermektedir. 2004-2005
caligmalarinda hendek igerisinde tamami korunmusg
halde ele gecen Caretta caretta tiiriine ait deniz kap-
lumbagasi kalintilar1 da {inik bir buluntu grubunu
olusturmaktadir®® (Fig. 8).

Fig. 7: Tathisu-Ciftlikdiizii kazila-
rinda bulunan balik kancasi, Kibris.
(Fotograf: Ismail Gokge, Cizim:
David S. Neal, Tatlisu Kazi ve
Aragtirma Projesi Arsivi).

Fig. 7: A fish hook recovered during
the Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii excavations,
Cyprus. (Photo by Ismail Gékge,
Drawing by David S. Neal, Photog-
raphic Archive of the Excavation
and Survey Project in Tatlisu).



TINA

It seems that nearly 5000 pieces of obsidian came
as finished tools from central Anatolian sources. Sit-
uated 80 km off the Anatolian mainland as the crow
flies, Tatlisu has the potential to provide answers to
questions about the origin, lifestyle, seafaring activi-
ties, and overseas trade of the first settlers in Cyprus.

RAW MATERIAL, CONTACT WITH THE SEA, AND THE MAINLAND

The most significant assemblage of Tatlisu-Ciftlik-
diizii is comprised of obsidian tools that may provide
answers for many questions that relate to contact with
the mainland and seafaring. A comparison between
the total number of obsidian tools recovered from
other Neolithic settlements in Cyprus and the obsidi-
an finds of Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii, which consist of about
5000 pieces, raises several questions about the sup-
ply of obsidian from the mainland and distribution of
these tools across the island. The large volume of raw
material known to have been imported from central
Anatolia, and its availability in different excavation
layers, highlights the nature of Cypro-Anatolian rela-
tions in an earlier period.?? The obsidian finds, which
are similar to types of tools produced specifically in
the obsidian workshop of Komiircii-Kaletepe,” nev-
ertheless must have been imported from Anatolia as
finished tools, since there is a noticeable lack of cores
and flakes at the site. >* The larger quantity of obsidian

2SEVKETOGLU 2002, 2006, 2008.
ZBALKAN-ATLI et al. 1999; BINDER et al. 2001.
#SEVKETOGLU 2006, 125; 2008, 67-68.

5 Picrolite is a soft stone, usually in greenish-blueish tones, specific to Cyprus found in Troodos mountains.
2 SEVKETOGLU 2006, 215, Fig. 24.
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at Tathisu-Ciftlikdiizii compared to other contemporary
settlements in Cyprus suggests that the site was an im-
portant center engaged in the import of obsidian. The
site was probably an entry point for this material of
northern (i.e. Anatolian) origin. Additionally, in Tat-
lisu-Ciftlikdiizii, the discovery of an abundant number
of artifacts made of picrolite, a greenish-bluish stone,
as well as unprocessed picrolite fragments from the
Troodos Mountains on the southern part of the island,
which were in use from the Neolithic period to the
end of the Chalcolithic period,” clearly shows that the
settlement had an important role as a point of distribu-
tion in the trade network of the raw material across the
island and/or in the trade network itself.

FISHING

The diversity of fish bones (bonito, tuna, white tuna,
bluefin tuna, hake, and small shark) among the faunal
remains of Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii, as well as fish hooks
made of various mammalian animal bones hooks
(Fig. 7) made of, indicate that the community was in-
volved in both deep-sea fishing and coastal fishing.
Intact remains of sea turtles (Caretta caretta) recov-
ered from the ditch during the 2004-2005 campaign
represent another unique group of finds (Fig. 8). %

Fig. 8: Tatlisu-Ciftlikdii-
zi kazilarinda bulunan
deniz kaplumbagalarin-
dan biri, Kibris. (Fotog-
raf: Tatlisu Kazi ve Aras-
tirma Projesi Arsivi).
Fig. 8: One of the sea
turtles uncovered during
the Tathisu-Ciftlikdiizii
excavations, Cyprus.
(Photographic Archive of
the Excavation and Sur-
vey Project in Tatlisu).
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Denizcilik Arkeolojisi Dergisi

Balikc¢iligin bilgi, tecriibe ve taktik gerektiren bir
ugras olmasi, Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii toplulugunun belki
de kars1 kiyilardaki bir kiy1 yerlesiminden gelmis,
denizcilige asina bir topluluk olma ihtimalini akla
getirmektedir. Bu sorunun cevaplanabilmesi, ancak
Tirkiye’nin gliney sahillerinde sistematik yiizey
aragtirmalar1 ve kontrollii kazilarin yapilmasi ve bu
aragtirmalar sonucunda Kibris ile baglantili olabile-
cek erken Neolitik Dénem yerlesimlerinin belirlen-
mesiyle miimkiin olacaktir.

NEOLITIK YERLESIMLERIN KIBRIS ADASINDAKI
COGRAFi DAGILIMI

Kibris Neolitik Donem yerlesimleri arasinda, yer
secimi bakimindan adanin giiney ve kuzey arasinda
belirgin farkliliklar gdzlenir. Bunun, yiizey aras-
tirmalart ve kazilar igin trecih edilen bolgelerden
kaynaklanan bir farklilik olma ihtimali bulunsa da,
bilinen yerlesimlerin yogunlugu ve dagilimi da bu
gozlemi desteklemektedir. Nissi ve Aetokremnos di-
sinda?’, Aspros, Ais Yorkis, Ortos, Klimonas, Tenta,
Shillaourokambos, Khirokitia, Asprokremnos gibi
adanin giineyindeki tiim Neolitik Dénem yerlesim-
leri denize uzak konumda yer almaktadir (Fig. 5).
Yine adanin glineyinde yer alan ve Neolitik Dénem’e
tarihlenen Mylouthkia ise denizden yiiz metre igeri-
dedir, fakat burasi yalnizca i¢i sonradan doldurulmus
derin kuyular ile tanimlidir. Bu kuyular ile iligkili

2"Bu iki yerde stratigrafik tanimlama sorunlari vardir.

yerlesim ise simdiye dek tespit edilememistir. Boy-
lesi bir yerlesimin bugiin deniz altinda kalmis olma
olasilig1 arastirilmaktaysa da, denizin bu kesimde her
zaman dalgali ve tiirbiilansli olmas1 dolayisiyla, ka-
lintilarin giiniimiize kadar korunagelmis olmasi gii¢
bir ihtimaldir.

Kuzey sahil seridinde ise, Akeramik ve Canak
Comlekli Neolitik Donem’lere ait yerlesimler go-
gunlukla kiyiya yakin konumlanir. Bunlar igerisinde,
batidan doguya dogru Petra tou Limniti*® (Yesilirmak
kayas1), Ayios Epiktitos-Vrysi (Fig. 9), Ayios Epikti-
tos-Troulli, Esentepe-Agirsu (Fig. 10), Tatlisu-Cift-
likdiizii ve Cape Andreas-Castros gibi kazisi yapil-
mis yerler ile ylizey arastirmalarinda® tespit edilmis,
Kiiglik Erenkoy-Villourin, Tatlisu-Karaburun (Fig.
11), Tathisu-Kuyu (Lakkous), Mersinlik-Pinarciklar
ve Karpaz-Kordhyli (Fig. 12) gibi yerlesimler bulu-
nur. Bu yerlesimler, giinlimiiz kiy1 seridine sifir veya
en fazla 10 metre uzaklikta konumlanir ve gogunluk-
la kismi erozyona maruz kalmiglardir. Kimileri ise
kiyidan 15 m yiikseklikte, alt1 ugurum ve deniz olan
konumlarda yer almaktadirlar. Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii
Projesi kapsaminda, su altinda kalmis Neolitik yer-
lesimlerin Kibris’in kuzey sahillerinde de, tipki Le-
vant kiyilarinda oldugu gibi aranmasi planlanmak-
tadir. Boylesi bir arastirmadan olumlu sonuglar elde
edilmesi halinde, gerek Kibris prehirstoryasi gerekse
sualt1 arkeolojisine 6nemli katkilar sunacagi aciktir.

281927-1931 yillar1 arasinda Swedish Cyprus Expedition Project (Isveg Kibris Kesif Heyeti) adada ilk kez sistematik arkeolojik
arastirmalar gergeklestirmistir. Arkeolog Einer Gjerstad, Erik Sjoqvist ve Alfred Westholm yanisira mimar John Lindros bu

caligmalara onciiliik etmislerdir.
2 SEVKETOGLU 2000.

Fig. 9: Ayios Epiktitos-Vrysi’nin gériiniimii, Kibris. (Fotograf:

Tatlisu Kaz1 ve Arastirma Projesi Arsivi).

Fig. 9: A view from Ayios Epiktitos-Vrysi, Cyprus. (Photograp-
hic Archive of the Excavation and Survey Project in Tatlisu).
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Fig. 10: Esentepe-Agirsu kurtarma kazilarinin goriinii-
mii, Kibris. (Fotograf: Tatlisu Kaz1 ve Aragtirma Pro-
jesi Arsivi).

Fig. 10: A view from the Esentepe-Agirsu rescue ex-
cavations, Cyprus. (Photographic Archive of the Exca-
vation and Survey Project in Tatlisu).
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The fact that fishing is an activity that requires
knowledge, experience, and use of tactics suggests
that the Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii community likely arrived
from a coastal settlement on the opposite shore, who
were familiar with seafaring. This question can only
be answered by systematic surveys and controlled
excavations on the southern coast of Turkey, as well
as identification of any early Neolithic period settle-
ments that may have had a connection with Cyprus.

GEQGRAPHICDISTRIBUTION OF NEOLITHIC SETTLEMENTS IN CYPRUS

Significant differences are evident between the south-
ern and the northern parts of the island in terms of the
locations of the Neolithic settlements in Cyprus. Al-
though this may be due to sites preferred for surveys
and excavations, it is also supported by the density and
distribution of known settlements. Aside from Nissi and
Aetokremnos,?” all Neolithic settlements in the south of
the island (such as Aspros, Ais Yorkis, Ortos, Klimonas,
Tenta, Shillaourokambos, Khirokitia, Asprokremnos)
are far from the sea (Fig. 5). Similarly Mylouthkia, lying
in the south of the island and dated to the Neolithic peri-
od, is a hundred meters from the sea, but it is identified
only by its deep wells filled with refuse from a later date.
Until now a connection between these wells and a near-
by settlement has not been proven.

" These two sites have issues of stratigraphical definition.
28 The first systematic archaeological surveys were carried out on the island by the Swedish Cyprus Expedition Project between 1927
and 1931 under the leadership of architect John Lindros and archaeologists Einer Gjerstad, Erik Sjoqvist, and Alfred Westholm.

2 SEVKETOGLU 2000.

Maritime Archaeology Periodical

Although the likelihood of a submerged settlement is
presently being investigated, it is very unlikely that such
remains have survived to the present due to rough and
turbulent sea in this area.

On the northern coastline, settlements from the
Pre-Pottery and Pottery Neolithic periods are mostly
located close to the shore. Among them are excavated
sites, such as Petra tou Limniti® (Yesilirmak kayast),
Ayios Epiktitos-Vrysi (Fig. 9), Ayios Epiktitos-Troul-
li, Esentepe-Agirsu (Fig. 10), Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii, and
Cape Andreas-Castros from west to east, and sites iden-
tified during surveys® such as Kiigiik Erenkdy-Villourin,
Tatlisu-Karaburun (Fig. 11), Tathisu-Kuyu (Lakkous),
Mersinlik-Pimarciklar, and Karpaz-Kordhyli (Fig. 12).
These settlements are located at a distance of no more
than 10 meters from today’s shoreline and most have
been exposed to partial erosion. Some are located at an
elevation of 15 m from sea level, with the cliffs and the
sea below them. As part of the Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii proj-
ect, the plan is to conduct a survey of underwater Neo-
lithic settlements on the northern coasts of Cyprus in the
same way they were surveyed on Levantine coasts. If
positive results are obtained during this survey, it is clear
that the survey will provide a significant contribution to
both Cypriot prehistory and underwater archaeology.

Fig. 11: Tathsu-Ka-
raburun’un genel go-
riniimi, Kibris. (Fo-
tograf: Tathisu Kazi
ve Arastirma Projesi
Arsivi).

Fig. 11: A general
view of Tatlisu-Kara-
burun, Cyprus. (Pho-
tographic Archive of
the Excavation and
Survey Project in Tat-
lisu).

Fig. 12: Karpaz-Kordhyli, mimari yap1 ka-
lintilarimin havadan goriiniimii, Kibris. (Fo-
tograf: Thomas Sagory).

Fig. 12: An aerial view of the architectural
remains at Karpaz-Kordhyli, Cyprus. (Pho-
to by Thomas Sagory).
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Yukarida da bahsedildigi iizere, Kibris’in kuzeyinde
yasamis ilk yerlesik topluluklar, 6zellikle bolgenin
kiy1 kesimlerini tercih etmistir. Bu durum, bahsi ge-
¢en topluluklarin denizci olmalar1 ve Anadolu kiyilar
ile olas1 bir bag ve iletisimlerinin bulunmasiyla iligki-
li olmalidir. Havadaki nemin en diisiik diizeyde oldu-
gu donemlerde, karsilikli olarak Anadolu’nun giiney,
Kibris’in ise kuzey kiyilarindan, Toros ve Besparmak
Daglan agikca goriilebilmektedir (Fig. 13). Kibris gii-
ney kiyilarindan en yakin anakaraya bakildiginda ise
gorilebilirlik miimkiin degildir.

DENIZ TASITI BETIMLERI

Aday1 iskan eden topluluklarin, ilk kez gerceklestiril-
mis bir kesif yolculugu sonucunda mi, yoksa daha dnce
kesfederek planli bir sekilde mi yerlestikleri konusu
bugiin hala giincelligini korumaktadir. Bilingli veya bi-
lingsiz “kolonizasyon” olarak adlandirilan bu durumun,
konuyla iliskin arastirmalarla irdelenmesinin sorunun
¢oziimiine katki saglayacagi aciktir. Kibris’m insanlar
tarafindan kesfedilmesi ve buradaki yerlesik yasamin
baglamasinda, insanlar1 ve beraberlerinde getirdikleri
hayvan ve esyalar1 tasiyan deniz araglar1 belki de en
biiyiik katkiy1 sunmustur. Deniz araci olmadan ne in-
sanlarin adaya gelebilmesi ne de Vigne ve Cucci*’nin
iddia ettigi gibi hayvanlarin taginabilmesi miimkiin de-
gildir. Burada, Kibris ve erken denizcilik konusunda
gerceklestirilmis ¢alismalara ve one siiriilmis fikirlere
deginmek yararli olacaktir.

Organik malzemelerden yapilan ilkel deniz tasitlart

30 VIGNE-CUCCI 2005.

3 WESTERBERG 1983.

2 KARAGEORGHIS 2006, Fig. 39.

SBASCH 1981.

3SEVKETOGLU 2017; DEMESTICHA vd. 2017.
33 VIGNE 2009, 817, Fig. 7.

3% VIGNE -CUCCI, 2005, 188.

Y VIGNE-ZAZZO, 2014.

¥FUGAZZOLA vd. 1993.

¥ MARANGOU 2003.

cok ender olarak giliniimiize dek korunabilmektedir.
Kibris arkeolojisinde deniz tasitlart ile ilgili en kesin
bulgular ikonografi ve pismis topraktan yapilmis mo-
delleridir. Bu tip eserler Erken Tun¢ Cagi’ndan Demir
Cagi’na kadar Kibris arkeolojinde bolca goriilmekte’!
ve donemin deniz tagitlari ile ilgili degerli bilgiler sun-
maktadirlar. Kibris’ta bilinen, olasilikla kiirekli bir ka-
yik betimi, oval govdeli, icerisinde keyifli sekiz insanin
betimlendigi pismis toprak eserdir (Fig. 14). Orta Tung
Cagma (MO 2300-2000) tarihlenen eser, bugiin Louvre
Miizesi’nde yer alir (AO17521)*. Gemi ¢izimleri veya
grafitiler ise Geng Tun¢ Cag1 tapiaklarinda® ve ayrica
Ortagag kiliselerinin duvar ve apsislerinde yer alir®.

Neolitik Donem’e ait temsili bir deniz tasiti, Vigne®
tarafindan resmedilmistir. Vigne ve Cucci®®, erken de-
niz yolculuklarinin olasilikla riizgar ve yelken ile siirii-
len bot veya sallarla gerceklestirildigini 6nermektedir.
Erken Neolitik Dénem’de olasi deniz yolculuklarina
dair varsayimlar Vigne ve Zazzo’’ tarafindan da irde-
lenmigtir. Cevrede bulunan dogal kaynaklar ve koru-
nagelmis arkeolojik veriler ise, Akdeniz’deki en eski
deniz tasitlarinin olasilikla hasir 6rgii/bundle reed veya
oyma agac¢ kano/dug out boat tiirii araglar oldugunu
onermektedir. Bunlardan en erken sayilabilecekler,
[talya’da Bracciano Gélii altinda kalmis, GO 7 bin yil
oncesine tarihlenen bir Neolitik Ddnem yerlesimi olan
La Marmota’da bulunmus bir bot*® ve Tesalya’daki
Despilio Golii’nde bulunmus, GO 8 bin y1l éncesine
tarihlenen tomruk gemi kalintilaridir®.

Fig. 13: Tatlisu- Ciftlikdi-
zi’nden Tiirkiye Toros Dag-
larinin  goriiniimi, Kibris.
(Fotograf: Tatlisu Kaz1 ve
Aragtirma Projesi Arsivi).
Fig. 13: A view of Toros
Mountains in Turkey from
Tatlisu- Ciftlikdiizii, Cyp-
rus. (Photographic Archive
of the Excavation and Sur-
vey Project in Tatlisu).
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As mentioned above, the first settled communities
in the northern part of Cyprus preferred the coastal
areas of the region. This must have been related to the
fact that they were seafarers, and they probably had
strong ties and communication with other communi-
ties on the Anatolian shores. During the periods when
humidity is at its lowest, the Toros and Besparmak
Mountains can be clearly seen from both the south-
ern coast of Anatolia and the northern coast of Cyprus
(Fig. 13). The mainland is not visible from the south-
ern coast of Cyprus

DEPICTIONS OF SEAFARING VESSELS

The question of whether the inhabitants of the island
settled there during an initial exploration, or whether
they planned ahead and settled on an island they had
already explored, still remains unanswered. Analysis
of this situation, referred to as deliberate or indeliber-
ate “colonization,” will provide further insight. Sea-
faring vessels, which also helped them transport their
animals and objects, probably made the greatest con-
tribution to the discovery of the island of Cyprus and
the beginning of settled life here by humans. Without
seafaring vessels, humans could neither have come to
the island nor could they have transported animals,
as argued by Vigne and Cucci.’® For this reason, it is
worth noting studies and hypotheses about Cyprus
and early seafaring activities.

Primitive seafaring vessels that were built using or-
ganic materials rarely survive into the present day. The

S VIGNE-CUCCI 2005.

' WESTERBERG 1983.

2 KARAGEORGHIS 2006, Fig. 39.

3 BASCH 1981.

#SEVKETOGLU 2017; DEMESTICHA et al. 2017.
*VIGNE 2009, 817, Fig. 7.

¢ VIGNE -CUCCIL, 2005, 188.

"VIGNE-ZAZZ0, 2014.

BFUGAZZOLA et al. 1993.

¥ MARANGOU 2003.
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most dependable findings related to seafaring vessels in
Cypriot archaeology consist of iconography and ter-
racotta models. Such artifacts ranging from the Early
Bronze to Iron Ages are widely observed at archaeo-
logical sites in Cyprus?! and provide invaluable infor-
mation on contemporary seafaring vessels. A known
boat depiction from Cyprus illustrated on an oval
bodied terracotta artefact portrays eight cheerful peo-
ple possibly in a row-boat (Fig. 14). It is dated to the
Middle Bronze Age (2300-2000 BCE), and currently
displayed in the Louvre Museum (AO17521).** De-
pictions or graffiti of boats are observed in temples
from the Early Bronze Age,* as well as on the walls
and apses of churches from the Medieval period.*

A seafaring vessel from Neolithic period was re-
corded by Vigne. ¥ Vigne and Cucci suggest that na-
val voyages were probably made with boats or rafts
driven by wind and sails.’® Theories about possible
sea voyages during the Early Neolithic were also
studied by Vigne and Zazzo.3” On the other hand, the
natural resources of the environment and preserved
archaeological information suggest that most ancient
seafaring vessels in the Mediterranean were probably
dugout boat or bundle reed type vessels. Two of the
most ancient examples of such vessels include a boat
that was found underneath Lake Bracciano in Italy at
La Marmota, a Neolithic period settlement that has
been dated to 7,000 BP,*® and the remains of a dugout
boat dating to 8,000 BP that was found in Lake De-
spilio in Thessaly, Greece.*

Fig. 14: Kibris Orta Tung Cagma ait (MO 2000-
1600) pismis toprak gemi modeli (Y: 16.70 cm,
U: 26 cm, G: 14.0 cm). (Fotograf: Lourve Mii-
zesi, Paris).

Fig. 14: A terracotta boat model from the Cyp-
riot Middle Bronze Age (2000-1600 BCE) (H:
16.70 cm, L: 26 cm, W: 14.0 cm). (Photo by
Louvre Museum, Paris).
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Kibris’ta, tanimli deniz araci betimleri Erken Tung
Cagi’nda goriilmeye baslamis olsa da, Erken Neolitik
Doénem’de olas1 minyatiir basit kiiciik tekne replika-
larindan bahsedebilmek miimkiindiir. Shillourokam-
bos ve Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii’'nden bilinen, pikrolitten*
(sabun tas1) yapilmis, genellikle 3 cm’den kiigiik, igi
oyuk, dis1 esit araliklarla yatay ve dikey kazimalarla
taranmis buluntular (Fig.15, 16), ilk olarak Guilaine*!
tarafindan minyatiir tekne betimleri olarak yorumlan-
mistir. Bunlarim, olasilikla deri kapli deniz araglari-
nin betimleri olma ihtimali Gizerinde durmak, Erken
Neolitik Dénem’de kullanilan olast deniz tagitlarini
anlamaya baglamak adina yararli olacaktir.

Casson*”’un da dedigi gibi, su tasimaciligindaki en
onemli adim yolcu ve yiikleri hem suyun iizerinde
hem de kuru tutabilmeyi basaran kayiklarin insasi-
dir. Dogal ¢evrede bulunan, kullanilabilir durumda-
ki malzemeye ve mevcut teknolojiye dair arkeolojik
veriler, deri ve dal baglama tekniginin, Kibris’in ilk
yerlesik topluluklarinca birgok amacla kullanildigin
gostermektedir. Bu tip organik malzemenin giinii-
miize kadar ulagsmasi ancak olaganiistii kosullarda®
miimkiin olabilmektedir. Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii ve Shil-
lourokambos’ta yapilarin insasinda kullanilan dal
orgii/ wattle and daub teknigi bu durumun gosterge-
lerinden biriyken, geyik, keci, koyun gibi hayvanlarin
derileri de 6rnegin Tatlisu-Ciflikdiizii’nde ¢okca bu-
lunmus kaziyicilar®, kemik deliciler ve igneler gibi
deri is¢iliginde kullanilan aletlerle tanimlanabilir. Bu
baglamda, deniz tasitlarinin iskeletinin de, 6zellikle
mimaride kullanilan dal 6rgii teknigine benzer yon-

Fig. 15: Tathsu- Ciftlikdiizii kazilarinda
bulunan pikrolit ‘gemi’ betimlemesi, Kib-
r1s. (Fotograf: Ismail Gokge, Tatlisu Kazi
ve Arastirma Projesi Arsivi).

Fig. 15: A “boat” depiction in picrolite un-
covered during the Tatlisu- Ciftlikdiizii ex-
cavations, Cyprus. (Photo by Ismail Gokge,
Photographic Archive of the Excavation
and Survey Project in Tatlisu).

temler ile aga¢ dallarini bitkkme ve baglama yontemi
ile hazirlanmis bir iskeletin iizerine deri gecirilmis
olmas1 muhtemeldir. Tiim bu deliller 1s1831nda, kii-
rekle caligan, deri gibi su gegirmez bir malzemeyle
kapli, iskeleti hasir veya aga¢ dallarindan yapilmis
kiigiik yuvarlak/oval teknelerin, en erken deniz yol-
culuklarinda kullanilmis olabilecegi onerilebilir. Pik-
rolit taginin renginin turquaz/agik mavi olmasida bu
tagin deniz ile ayni renkleri animsatmasindan dolay1
betimlemelerin yapimina secilmis olma ihtimalini
diistindiirmektedir. Yakin Dogu’da ‘quaffa’, Avru-
pa’daki orneklerinde ise ‘coracle’ diye isimlendiri-
len bu tip deniz araglari, gliinimiizde diinyanin farkli
yerlerinde halen kullanilmaktadir (Fig. 17). Bu tip su
araglart belkide diinyanin en uzun siireli kullanilan
araglarindan birisi olma 6zelligine sahiptir. Tatlisu,
Shillourokambos ve Kritou Marottou- Ayis Yorkis
gibi ylizey aragtirmalarda® ele gecen bu pikrolitle-
rin deniz tasiti betimleri olduklarini varsayar isek, en
eski ikonografik deniz tagit1 betimlemelerinin, bu ilk
deniz asir1 toplumlardan geldigine de isaret edebili-
riz. Bu tip deniz araclarinin en erken belgesini sepet
kayik olarak Assurlular tarafindan MO 7. ve 8. yy.
da kullanildigim1 British Museum’daki Sennaherib
sarayindan alinmig bir kabartmada goérebilmekteyiz.
Ayrica tarihgi Herodot’un MO 450 civarina tarihle-
nen Herodot Tarihi’nde yer alan, Ermenistan ve Babil
arasindaki ticarete ve bu yolculukta kullanilan qu-
affa’ya dair ilging bir yazisi vardir. Bu noktada séz
konusu alintinin enteresan oldugu kadar prehistorik
donemlere uyarlanabilir oldugu kanisindayiz:

40Kaynag1 Kibris Trodos daglarinda bulunan, genellikle turquaz veya agik mavi renkte ve islenmeye uygun sertlikte bir tagtir. Kibris
Kalkolitik Dénem de kullanimi yaygin olarak figiirin yapiminda gériilmektedir.

4 GUILAINE 2011;1205.
“CASSON, 2002, 3.
#Buz (donma) veya su altinda kalma gibi ortamlarda.

4 Tatlisu obsidyen ve ¢akmaktagi endiistrisi, 2017 yilindan itibaren Dr. Nurcan Kayacan tarafindan ¢aligilmaktadir.

#RUPP 1987, 33, Fig. 2.5.
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Fig. 16: Tatlisu- Ciftlikdiizii kazilarinda bulu-
nan yuvarlak sekilli pikrolit ‘gemi’ betimlemesi,
Kibris. (Fotograf: Ismail Gokge, Cizim: David S.
Neal, Tatlisu Kaz1 ve Arastirma Projesi Arsivi).

Fig. 16: A round-shaped “boat” model in pic-
rolite uncovered during the Tatlisu- Ciftlikdiizii
excavations, Kibris. (Photo by Ismail Gokge,
Drawing by David S. Neal, Photographic Archive
of the Excavation and Survey Project in Tatlisu).
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Although the seafaring vessel depictions that have
been identified in Cyprus belong to the Early Bronze
Age, it is worth mentioning several simple boat mod-
els from the Early Neolithic period. Finds made of
picrolite,* already known from Shillourokambos and
Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii settlements, were interpreted for
the first time as model depictions of boats by Guilaine
M These were typically smaller than 3 c¢m, hollow
on the inside, and decorated by evenly executed hor-
izontal and vertical hatching on the outside (Fig.15,
16). It is worth considering that the seafaring vessels
depicted here were likely covered with leather, in or-
der to gain insight into the types of sea vessels poten-
tially used during the Early Neolithic period.

As Casson also mentioned,” the most important
step in the development of transportation on water
was building boats capable of keeping both passen-
gers and freight dry. In keeping with the material that
was available in their natural environment and the
technology that they could use, archaeological data
suggests that the “leather and branch tie technique”
was used for various purposes by the first communi-
ties that settled on the island of Cyprus. Such organ-
ic material could have survived to the present only
under extraordinary conditions. ¥ While the wattle
and daub technique was used in the construction of
dwellings at Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii and Shillourokambo,
the use of leather from animals such as deers, goats,
and sheep is indicated by the presence of leathercraft
tools, such as numerous scrapers,* borers, and pins
found, for instance, at Tatlhisu-Ciflikdiizii. Taking this
into account, the frames of seafaring vessels might have

been similarly built by bending and tying tree branches
and then covering the vessels with leather, using the
leather and branch tie technique. With all these findings
in mind, we may conjecture that the earliest voyages
at sea could have been made with small round/ellip-
tic vessels consisting of woven frames made of wick-
erwork or tree branches, covered by an impermeable
material such as leather, and driven by paddles. The
fact that the turquoise/lighter shade of blue of picro-
lite mineral resembles the color of the sea may be the
reason why this mineral was chosen for the depictions.
This type of seafaring vessel has been called ‘quaffa’
in Near East, and ‘coracle’ in Europe, and they are still
used in various parts of the world (Fig. 17). They may
represent one of the world’s longest-used vessels. If we
assume that the picrolites obtained during the surveys
performed at Tatlisu, Shillourokambos, and Kritou Ma-
rottou-Ayis Yorkis* are depictions of seafaring vessels,
we may argue that the oldest iconographic depictions
of seafaring vessels belonged to these first trans-Med-
iterranean communities. Previously, the earliest evi-
dence for this type of seafaring vessel could be seen on
a relief depicting a boat of wickerwork used by the As-
syrians between 8" — 7™ centuries, which is currently
on display in the British Museum. In addition, around
450 BCE, the historian Herodotus included in his book,
“The Histories,” an interesting segment on quaffa and
its use for commercial purposes during voyages be-
tween Armenia and Babylon. At this point, we believe
the following excerpt can be as much applicable to
the prehistoric periods as it is interesting:

40Tt is usually a turquoise or light blue stone found in Trodos Mountains in Cyprus, and its hardness allows it to be easily processed.
It was widely used in production of figurines during the Chalcolithic Period in Cyprus.

4 GUILAINE 2011;1205.
“2CASSON, 2002, 3.
4 In conditions such as freezing or staying under the water.

44 Tatlisu obsidian and chipped stone industry is being studied by Dr. Nurcan Kayacan since 2017.

4RUPP 1987, 33, Fig. 2.5.
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‘Ama benim gdzlimde bu iilkenin, kentin kendisin-
den sonra en sasilacak seyi su anlatacagim seydir. Ba-
bil’e gitmek i¢in 1rmagi inen kayiklar yuvarlaktir ve
deriden yapilmiglardir. Asurya’nin iist yanina diisen
Ermenistan’dan s6giit agaclari kesip gemiler icin ka-
burga catal1 yaparlar, bunun iistiinii distan deri ile kap-
larlar, bir tekne ¢ikar ortaya, eni boyu bir, bas1 ki¢1 be-
lirsiz; bu gemiyi dedigim gibi yuvarlak yaparlar, tipki
yuvarlak bir kalkan gibi; i¢ine saman yayarlar, iistiine
esyay1 doldurup suyun akintisina birakirlar; belli bagl
yiikleri palmiye agacindan yapilma figilardir, bunla-
rin i¢ine sarap doldurulmustur. Geminin diiz gitmesi
iki tane 1skarmozsuz kiirekle saglanir, bunlar1 ayakta
duran iki kisi kullanir; birisi kiiregi bu yana gekerken
oObiirii tersine iter suyu. Bu gemiler kimi zaman pek
biiyiik olurlar, obiirleri daha kiigiiktiir. En biiytikleri
bes bin talant agirhiga kadar yiik alabilirler. Her ge-
mide canli bir esek bulundururlar; biiytiklerinde daha
cok vardir. Boylece su lizerinde giderek Babil’e varir-
lar, tagidiklar1 6teberi mali satarlar, sonra bagira ¢cagi-
ra geminin tahtalarin1 ve samanini da satarlar; sonra
derileri eseklerin sirtina vurur, Ermenistan’a donerler;
zira 1rmag1 ters yonde ¢ikmak diisliniilemez, akinti
buna elvermez, zaten gemileri tahtadan degil de de-
riden yapmalarinin nedeni budur. Ermenistan’a var-
diklar1 zaman ayni sekilde bagka gemiler yaparlar’*.

SONUC

Kibris adasindaki arkeolojik kaz1 ve yiizey arastir-
malar1 15181nda, Kibrisin ilk yerlesik/ziyaret¢ilerinin
tarihi daha da erkene gittikce, bu toplumlarin geldik-
leri cografya ve deniz yoluna iligskin 6neriler irdelen-
meye baglanmistir’. Akdeniz ve Ege’deki ilk deniz

% HERODOT TARIHI 1:194 (Ceviren: AZRA ERHAT).
4T PELTENBURG —WASSE 2004; 2001; VIGNE 2009.
#BROOADBANK 2016; CILINGIROGLU 2017.

asirt gidis gelisler 6rnek gosterilerek oneriler getiril-
mistir®®. Su andaki verilere bakildiginda, Tatlisu Cift-
likdiizii’'niin hem Kibris Erken Neolitik doneminde
ada’ya giris kapisi, hem de ada genelinde hammadde
dagitimi ve/veya ticaret aglarinda énemli bir yeri ol-
dugu aciktir. Arkeolojik arazi ¢aligmalarina ek olarak
Kibris’in kuzey kiyilarinda yapilan kazilar, giiney ile
kargilagtirildiginda insan-deniz ve Kibris-Anadolu
iligkisinin daha yogun oldugunu gérmekteyiz. Ada’da
bulunan Anadolu kdkenli obsidyenler Anadolu-Kibris
baglantisini gosterse de, i¢ Anadolu toplumlarinin de-
nizcilik bilgisine sahip oldugunu sdylemek miimkiin
degildir. Bu nedenle Kibris i¢ Anadolu arasinda koprii
ve/veya araci vazifesi goren, denizcilik bilgisine sa-
hip olabilecek kiy1 yerlesimleri aranmalidir. Bu bag-
lamda arastirmalarin hem Kibris kuzey sahillerinde
daha da yogunlasmasi1 ve ayni sekilde Tiirkiye’nin
giiney kiyilarinda (6zellikle Mersin Giilnar kiyilari,
Dana ve Badadil adalar1 hatta Silitke kiyilar1) yapi-
lacak karsilastirilmali ¢aligmalarla bu iliskileri yan-
sitacak yerlesimlerin bulunmasi ¢ok 6nemlidir®. S6z
konusu yerlesimlerin kesifleri durumunda, Kibris ve
Tiirkiye Prehistorya arastirmalar1 yeni bir boyut ka-
zanacaktir.

Besparmak Daglari’nin jeolojik olusumundan do-
lay1 sadece adanin kuzeyinde bulunan magaralar,
kanimizca Beldibi ve Okiizini gibi Paleolitik-Epipa-
leolitik gibi donemlere dahi 1s1k tutacak potansiyele
sahiptirler.

TESEKKURLER

Sera Yelozer, Fatma Kalkan and Pembe Yakupoglu-
lar1’na katkilarindan dolayi tesekkiir ederim.

4 Biribirine bu kadar yakin cografyada ¢alisan arkeologlarin kisa bir zaman 6nce bilgi aligverisinde bulunmaya baglamasi ve ortak
calismalar yiiriitmesi sevindiricidir. Ancak, bu ¢alismalarin bunca yil beklemis olmasi iiziicii ve diigiindiiriictidiir.

. Fig. 17: Yak derisinden
" yapilmig quaffa/coracle,
Kyichu/Lhasa nehri,
Tibet. (Fotograf Miige
Sevketoglu, 2003).

Fig. 17: Quaffa/cora-
cle made of Yak skin,
Kyichu/Lhasa river,
Tibet. (Photo by Miige
Sevketoglu, 2003)
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‘But the greatest marvel of all the things in the land
after the city itself, to my mind is this which I am
about to tell: Their boats, those I mean which go
down the river to Babylon, are round and all of
leather: for they make ribs for them of willow which
they cut in the land of the Armenians who dwell
above the Assyrians, and round these they stretch
hides which serve as a covering outside by way of
hull, not making broad the stern nor gathering in the
prow to a point, but making the boats round like a
shield: and after that they stow the whole boat with
straw and let it to be carried down the stream full
of cargo; and for the most part these boats bring
down casks of palm-wood filled with wine. The
boat is kept straight by two steering-oars and two
men standing upright, and the man inside pulls his
oar while the man outside pushes. These vessels are
made both of very large size and also smaller, the
largest of them having a burden of as much as five
thousand talents’ weight; and in each one there is a
live ass, and in those of larger size several. So when
they have arrived at Babylon in their voyage and
have disposed of their cargo, they sell by auction
the ribs of the boat and all the straw, but they pack
the hides upon their asses and drive them off to Ar-
menia: for up the stream of the river it is not pos-
sible by any means to sail, owing to the swiftness
of the current; and for this reason they make their
boats not of timber but of hides. Then when they
have come back to the land of the Armenians, driv-
ing their asses with them, they make other boats in
the same manner (Translated into Turkish by Azra
Erhat)’46.

CONCLUSION

In light of the archaeological surveys and exca-
vations conducted on Cyprus, with the date of the
first settlers/visitors to Cyprus being pushed up to
increasingly earlier time periods, this paper has be-

4 HERODOT TARIHI 1:194 (Translation: AZRA ERHAT).
4 PELTENBURG —WASSE 2004; 2001; VIGNE 2009.
#BROOADBANK 2016; CILINGIROGLU 2017.

gun to scrutinize theories about the geography of
the land to which they arrived and their sea routes.*’

Having examined the first intense sea traffic in the
Mediterranean and Aegean Seas, suggestions have
been made.* Based on the available data, it is ob-
vious that Tatlisu Ciftlikdiizii was both an entrance
gate to the island and played a significant role in
distribution and/or a trade network of raw materials
across the island during the Early Neolithic peri-
od. In addition to terrestial archaeological surveys,
excavations on the northern coasts of Cyprus have
yielded evidence of a more intense human-sea and
Cypro-Anatolian interaction compared to the south-
ern parts. While the obsidians of Anatolian origin
show a connection between Anatolia and Cyprus, it
is not possible to say that the central Anatolian com-
munities had a knowledge of seafaring. Therefore,
we should look for coastal settlements which may
have had maritime activities and acted as a bridge
and/or mediator between Cyprus and Central Ana-
tolia. With this in mind, it is very important to focus
on the northern shores of Cyprus, as well as on the
southern shores of Turkey (particularly the Mersin
Giilnar shoreline, Dana and Badadil islands, and
even the Silifke shoreline) and conduct comparative
studies to identify sites reflecting these potential
connections.* Upon discovery of such settlements,
research on Cypriot and Turkish prehistory will
gain a new dimension.

Based on the geological formation of Begsparmak
Mountains, it appears that caves such as Beldibi and
Okiizini in the northern part of the island have the
potential to shed light even on periods like the Pa-
leolithic-Mesolithic.
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It seems that nearly 5000 pieces of obsidian came
as finished tools from central Anatolian sources. Sit-
uated 80 km off the Anatolian mainland as the crow
flies, Tatlisu has the potential to provide answers to
questions about the origin, lifestyle, seafaring activi-
ties, and overseas trade of the first settlers in Cyprus.

RAW MATERIAL, CONTACT WITH THE SEA, AND THE MAINLAND

The most significant assemblage of Tatlisu-Ciftlik-
diizii is comprised of obsidian tools that may provide
answers for many questions that relate to contact with
the mainland and seafaring. A comparison between
the total number of obsidian tools recovered from
other Neolithic settlements in Cyprus and the obsidi-
an finds of Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii, which consist of about
5000 pieces, raises several questions about the sup-
ply of obsidian from the mainland and distribution of
these tools across the island. The large volume of raw
material known to have been imported from central
Anatolia, and its availability in different excavation
layers, highlights the nature of Cypro-Anatolian rela-
tions in an earlier period.?? The obsidian finds, which
are similar to types of tools produced specifically in
the obsidian workshop of Komiircii-Kaletepe,” nev-
ertheless must have been imported from Anatolia as
finished tools, since there is a noticeable lack of cores
and flakes at the site. >* The larger quantity of obsidian

2SEVKETOGLU 2002, 2006, 2008.
ZBALKAN-ATLI et al. 1999; BINDER et al. 2001.
#SEVKETOGLU 2006, 125; 2008, 67-68.

5 Picrolite is a soft stone, usually in greenish-blueish tones, specific to Cyprus found in Troodos mountains.
2 SEVKETOGLU 2006, 215, Fig. 24.
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at Tathisu-Ciftlikdiizii compared to other contemporary
settlements in Cyprus suggests that the site was an im-
portant center engaged in the import of obsidian. The
site was probably an entry point for this material of
northern (i.e. Anatolian) origin. Additionally, in Tat-
lisu-Ciftlikdiizii, the discovery of an abundant number
of artifacts made of picrolite, a greenish-bluish stone,
as well as unprocessed picrolite fragments from the
Troodos Mountains on the southern part of the island,
which were in use from the Neolithic period to the
end of the Chalcolithic period,” clearly shows that the
settlement had an important role as a point of distribu-
tion in the trade network of the raw material across the
island and/or in the trade network itself.

FISHING

The diversity of fish bones (bonito, tuna, white tuna,
bluefin tuna, hake, and small shark) among the faunal
remains of Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii, as well as fish hooks
made of various mammalian animal bones hooks
(Fig. 7) made of, indicate that the community was in-
volved in both deep-sea fishing and coastal fishing.
Intact remains of sea turtles (Caretta caretta) recov-
ered from the ditch during the 2004-2005 campaign
represent another unique group of finds (Fig. 8). %

Fig. 8: Tatlisu-Ciftlikdii-
zi kazilarinda bulunan
deniz kaplumbagalarin-
dan biri, Kibris. (Fotog-
raf: Tatlisu Kazi ve Aras-
tirma Projesi Arsivi).
Fig. 8: One of the sea
turtles uncovered during
the Tathisu-Ciftlikdiizii
excavations, Cyprus.
(Photographic Archive of
the Excavation and Sur-
vey Project in Tatlisu).
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Denizcilik Arkeolojisi Dergisi

Balikc¢iligin bilgi, tecriibe ve taktik gerektiren bir
ugras olmasi, Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii toplulugunun belki
de kars1 kiyilardaki bir kiy1 yerlesiminden gelmis,
denizcilige asina bir topluluk olma ihtimalini akla
getirmektedir. Bu sorunun cevaplanabilmesi, ancak
Tirkiye’nin gliney sahillerinde sistematik yiizey
aragtirmalar1 ve kontrollii kazilarin yapilmasi ve bu
aragtirmalar sonucunda Kibris ile baglantili olabile-
cek erken Neolitik Dénem yerlesimlerinin belirlen-
mesiyle miimkiin olacaktir.

NEOLITIK YERLESIMLERIN KIBRIS ADASINDAKI
COGRAFi DAGILIMI

Kibris Neolitik Donem yerlesimleri arasinda, yer
secimi bakimindan adanin giiney ve kuzey arasinda
belirgin farkliliklar gdzlenir. Bunun, yiizey aras-
tirmalart ve kazilar igin trecih edilen bolgelerden
kaynaklanan bir farklilik olma ihtimali bulunsa da,
bilinen yerlesimlerin yogunlugu ve dagilimi da bu
gozlemi desteklemektedir. Nissi ve Aetokremnos di-
sinda?’, Aspros, Ais Yorkis, Ortos, Klimonas, Tenta,
Shillaourokambos, Khirokitia, Asprokremnos gibi
adanin giineyindeki tiim Neolitik Dénem yerlesim-
leri denize uzak konumda yer almaktadir (Fig. 5).
Yine adanin glineyinde yer alan ve Neolitik Dénem’e
tarihlenen Mylouthkia ise denizden yiiz metre igeri-
dedir, fakat burasi yalnizca i¢i sonradan doldurulmus
derin kuyular ile tanimlidir. Bu kuyular ile iligkili

2"Bu iki yerde stratigrafik tanimlama sorunlari vardir.

yerlesim ise simdiye dek tespit edilememistir. Boy-
lesi bir yerlesimin bugiin deniz altinda kalmis olma
olasilig1 arastirilmaktaysa da, denizin bu kesimde her
zaman dalgali ve tiirbiilansli olmas1 dolayisiyla, ka-
lintilarin giiniimiize kadar korunagelmis olmasi gii¢
bir ihtimaldir.

Kuzey sahil seridinde ise, Akeramik ve Canak
Comlekli Neolitik Donem’lere ait yerlesimler go-
gunlukla kiyiya yakin konumlanir. Bunlar igerisinde,
batidan doguya dogru Petra tou Limniti*® (Yesilirmak
kayas1), Ayios Epiktitos-Vrysi (Fig. 9), Ayios Epikti-
tos-Troulli, Esentepe-Agirsu (Fig. 10), Tatlisu-Cift-
likdiizii ve Cape Andreas-Castros gibi kazisi yapil-
mis yerler ile ylizey arastirmalarinda® tespit edilmis,
Kiiglik Erenkoy-Villourin, Tatlisu-Karaburun (Fig.
11), Tathisu-Kuyu (Lakkous), Mersinlik-Pinarciklar
ve Karpaz-Kordhyli (Fig. 12) gibi yerlesimler bulu-
nur. Bu yerlesimler, giinlimiiz kiy1 seridine sifir veya
en fazla 10 metre uzaklikta konumlanir ve gogunluk-
la kismi erozyona maruz kalmiglardir. Kimileri ise
kiyidan 15 m yiikseklikte, alt1 ugurum ve deniz olan
konumlarda yer almaktadirlar. Tatlisu-Ciftlikdiizii
Projesi kapsaminda, su altinda kalmis Neolitik yer-
lesimlerin Kibris’in kuzey sahillerinde de, tipki Le-
vant kiyilarinda oldugu gibi aranmasi planlanmak-
tadir. Boylesi bir arastirmadan olumlu sonuglar elde
edilmesi halinde, gerek Kibris prehirstoryasi gerekse
sualt1 arkeolojisine 6nemli katkilar sunacagi aciktir.

281927-1931 yillar1 arasinda Swedish Cyprus Expedition Project (Isveg Kibris Kesif Heyeti) adada ilk kez sistematik arkeolojik
arastirmalar gergeklestirmistir. Arkeolog Einer Gjerstad, Erik Sjoqvist ve Alfred Westholm yanisira mimar John Lindros bu

caligmalara onciiliik etmislerdir.
2 SEVKETOGLU 2000.

Fig. 9: Ayios Epiktitos-Vrysi’nin gériiniimii, Kibris. (Fotograf:

Tatlisu Kaz1 ve Arastirma Projesi Arsivi).

Fig. 9: A view from Ayios Epiktitos-Vrysi, Cyprus. (Photograp-
hic Archive of the Excavation and Survey Project in Tatlisu).
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Fig. 10: Esentepe-Agirsu kurtarma kazilarinin goriinii-
mii, Kibris. (Fotograf: Tatlisu Kaz1 ve Aragtirma Pro-
jesi Arsivi).

Fig. 10: A view from the Esentepe-Agirsu rescue ex-
cavations, Cyprus. (Photographic Archive of the Exca-
vation and Survey Project in Tatlisu).
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