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SUNUS

Atatiirk Universitesi, gerek sundugu yiiksek kalitedeki egitim, gerekse
gercgeklestirdigi etkinlikler ve yiirGittiigii calismalarla, kurumsal kimligine uygun
bir misyonu hayata gegirirken, ayn1 zamanda maddi ve manevi kiiltiiriimiizii
gelecek nesillere tasiyacak bir kiiltiir hafizas1 olusturmayi da 6nemli gérevleri
arasinda saymaktadir. Tiirkiye'nin Kafkaslara, Tiirk diinyasina ve Ortadogu'ya
acilan kapis1 Erzurum'da bulunan Universitemiz, bolgemizde bulunan kiiltiir
unsurlarinin degerlendirilmesi basta olmak {izere, her alanda etkin bir rol ve etkin
bir rehberlik vazifesi yliklenmis ve bu dogrultuda sayisiz 6nemli projeyi hayata
gecirmistir.

Turistik ¢ekicilige sahip 6nemli kaynak unsurlar olan kiiltiirel mirasin, bu
baglamda degerlerin korunmasi, hedeflenen kiiltiir turizminin geligiminin ve
siirdiiriilebilirliginin saglamasi Universitemiz icin biiyiik énem tasimaktadir.
Bolgemizin sahip oldugu cografi avantajlar, Universitemizin de igerisinde bu-
lundugu Erzurum’u bir¢ok yonden zengin ve essiz kilmaktadir. Kuruldugu 1957
yilindan bu yana bélgemizin zenginligini toplumsal, kiiltiirel ve bilimsel faali-
yetlerle duyuran ve bu tiir ¢aligmalar1 destekleyen Universitemiz, bu zenginligin
kiymetini her zaman bilmis ve topluma kazandirmay1 ilke edinmistir.

Bolge halkinin yararina olacak ¢aligmalarla ilgili yerel yonetimlerle igbirli-
klerini siirdiiren Atatiirk Universitesi, bu yonde atilan her tiirlii adim1 destek-
leyen, vizyonu ve misyonu geregi yalnizca kendi bolgesi ile degil, komsu il, ilge
ve hatta lilkelerle de is birligi i¢cinde olmay1 dncelikli gdrevleri arasinda kabul
etmektedir.

Bu baglamda, Uzundere ilgemizin tasinmaz kiiltiir varliklariin belgelenme-
sinin ve tanitilmasinin hedeflendigi, Atatiirk Universitesi ve Uzundere Beledi-
yesi igbirligi ile gerceklestirilen “Uzundere Kiiltiir Envanteri Projesi’nin hayata
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gecirilmesinde Universitemiz aktif gorev iistlenmistir. Bu isbirliginin topluma
ve bilim camiasma duyurulmasi, Universitemizin iliskilerinin, sadece bdlge
ile sinirli olmadigini, smirlart asan bir boyuta sahip oldugunu gostermesi adina,
2018 yili Ekim ayinda "Tarih Boyunca Anadolu ve Giircistan iliskileri Uluslara-
rast Sempozyumu" gerceklestirilmistir.

Atatiirk Universitesi, gerceklestirdigi yapisal doniisiimle yeni nesil bir diinya
iiniversitesi olma yolunda, bu tiir disiplinler arasi ve uluslararasi iligki temelli
bilimsel organizasyonlara destek vermekten mutluluk duymaktadir. Universite-
mizin Arkeoloji, Sanat Tarihi, Tarih, Cografya ve Miizik Bilimleri boliimlerinin
yer aldig1 biiytik bir ekiple yiiriitiilen bu ¢alismalarin, bolgeye ve bolge tilkele-
rine faydali olacagina dair inancimiz tamdir. Emegi gecenlere ve katilimcilara
tesekkiir ederim.

Prof. Dr. Omer COMAKLI

Atatiirk Universitesi Rektorii

Vi



EDITOR ONSOZU

ANADOLU — KAFKASYA ILISKILERI ARASTIRMALARI DIZIiSI - 1

TARIH BOYUNCA ANADOLU VE GURCISTAN ILISKILERi

Mehmet ISIKLI

Anadolu topraklar1 hepimizin de bildigi gibi tarihin hemen her doneminde
onemli kiltiirlere, uygarliklara ve topluluklara hem yurtluk yapmis hem de
gecis rotast olmustur. Bu durumun temel sebebi s6z konusu topraklarin sahip
oldugu olaganiistii konumu nedeniyledir. Bu 6zellikli bolge Mezopotamya, Iran,
Kafkaslar ve Orta Anadolu gibi ¢ok onemli kiiltiir bolgeleri arasinda kilit bir
konuma sahiptir Bu 6zellikli lokasyonda en biiyilik paylardan birini de daglik
Dogu Anadolu topraklar alir. Bu bolgelerin birbirleri ile baglantist her zaman bu
zorlu cografya iizerinden gerceklesebilmistir. Bu nedenle de bolge hi¢bir zaman
Onemini yitirmemistir.

Bolgelerarasi iligkiler, glinlimiizde oldugu gibi antik caglarda da uygarliklarin
ve toplumlarin sekillenmesinde en temel faktordii. Bu iligkiler bu giinde, iilkelerin
politikalarina, ekonomilerine, kiiltiirel yapilanmalarina yon vermektedir. Bu
baglamda smir topraklarinda yer alan kentler ve o kentlerdeki kurumlar bu durumu
inani1lmaz bir avantaja cevirebilirler. Ulkemizin en koklii egitim kurumlaridan
biri olan Erzurum Atatiirk Universitesi bu vizyondan hareketle yereldeki birgok
kurum ve kisi ile bu yonde &nemli projelere imza atma egilimindedir. Universitenin
Edebiyat Fakiiltesi biinyesindeki Arkeoloji Boliimii bu bolgelerarast iliskilerin
gelistirilmesinde etkin rol alabilecek dinamik bir boliimdiir. Ciinkii Azerbaycan,
Nahcivan, Iran ve Ermenistan gibi bolge iilkeleri antik ¢agdan itibaren birgok
kiiltiir ve medeniyete ortak olarak ev sahipligi yapmustir. Arkeoloji bilimi bu
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acidan ¢ok zengin bir potansiyele sahiptir. Bu bakis agisi ile arkeolojik cercevede
“Anadolu-Giiney Kafkasya Iliskileri Arastirmalar: Dizisi” ad1 altinda ¢aligmalarm
ve yayinlarin yapilmasina karar verilmistir. Bu arastirma dizisinin ilk yayinini
asagida detayl bilgisi verilecek olan Anadolu — Giircistan iliskileri eksenli bir
uluslararast sempozyumda sunulan bildirilerin kitab1 olusturmaktadir.

Ayni zamanda s6z konusu sempozyum yerel kurumlarin (belediye ve rektorliik
gibi) ortak isler yapabileceginin 6zel ve 6zgiin bir drnegidir. Giintimiizde yerel
yonetimler sadece simirlart igerisindeki toplumlarin altyapi, saglik, ulasim gibi
temel ihtiyaclarini gidermekle sorumlu birimler olmaktan ¢ikip, ayn1 zamanda
onlarin kiiltiirel, sanatsal ve bilimsel temelli projelerle gelisip zenginlesmelerinden
de sorumludur. Bu sorumlulugun yerine getirilebilmesinde kurumlar arasi
iligkiler ve kurumlar arasi projeler lokomotif gorevi gormektedir. Bu durumun
en giizel 6rneklerinden biri Erzurum’da gergeklestirilmistir. Uzundere Belediyesi
ve iilkemizin en koklii egitim kurumlarindan biri olan Atatiirk Universitesi
Rektorliigii “Uzundere Kiiltiir Envanteri Projesini” hayata gegirmistir. Uzundere
Belediyesi’nin tarihe, dogaya ve kiiltiire kars1 duyarli tutumuna kayitsiz kalmayan
Atatiirk Universitesi’nin bilimsel destegi sayesinde bu 6zel proje hayat bulmustur.
Uzundere ilgesi, lilkemizin az sayidaki “cittaslow” yerlesim yerlerinden biri
olma unvanina sahiptir. Her iki kurum arasindaki isbirligi hem ydredeki turizm
potansiyeli hem de dogal ve kiiltiirel degerler konusunda farkindalik uyandirmasi
acisindan biiylik nem tasimaktadir.

Uzundere Belediyesi ve Atatiirk Universitesi isbirliginde yiiriitiilen
“Uzundere Kiiltlir Envanteri Projesi” kapsaminda ayrica “Tarih Boyunca Anadolu
ve Giircistan Iligkileri” uluslararas1 sempozyumu gerceklestirilmistir. Uzundere
ilgesi, cografi konumu geregi Coruh Vadisi yoluyla Kafkasya diinyasina, bilhassa
Glircistan’a acgilan bir kapt durumundadir. Giircistan ve Tiirkiye hemen her
donemde yakin ve yogun bir iligki igerisinde olmustur. Giiniimiize kalan ¢ok
sayidaki arkeolojik ve kiiltiirel deger bu iliskinin somut kanitlaridir.

S6z konusu sempozyum, kurumlar arasi igbirligini, disiplinler arasi ¢aligma
ornegini ve uluslararasi iliskileri giiclendirecek yonde bir organizasyon olmasi
bakimindan ¢ok 6nemli bir adimdir. Dogu Anadolu Bélgesi’nin Oncili iniversitesi
olan Erzurum Atatiirk Universitesi dnderliginde gerceklestirilen “Tarih Boyunca
Anadolu ve Giircistan Iliskileri” uluslararasi sempozyumu, farkl iilkeleri ve
kiiltiirleri bir araya getirmesi acgisindan 6nem arz etmektedir. Bu ¢ercevede
ontimiizdeki yillarda bolge tlkeleri ile benzeri ¢aligmalarin devam etmesi ¢ok
heyecan vericidir.

2018 Ekim ayinda gergeklestirilen bu sempozyum kapsaminda yedi farkli
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iilkeden yiizden fazla katilime1 bilimsel sunumlarini yapmistir. Bu organizasyonla
iilkemizin komsu {ilke halklar1 ve kiiltiirleri ile olan etkilesimlerinin gerek
kiiltiirel gerekse de bilimsel anlamda genis kitlelere duyurulmasi amaglanmustir.
Sempozyumda katilimcilar Arkeoloji, Sanat Tarihi, Tarih, Cografya gibi
bilim alanlarindan 6zgiin nitelikteki bildirileri ile yer almistir. Sempozyum
bildiri kitab1 olusturulurken makaleler Tiirk¢e ve Ingilizce olarak iki dilde
kabul edilmistir. Sempozyum kapsaminda yer alan bildiriler genis bir bilim
kurulunun denetiminden gegtikten sonra kabul edilmis ve bildiri kitabinda
yerini alabilmistir. Bununla birlikte farkli iilkelerden katilimcilarin olmasi farkli
bakis acis1 ve disiplinlerin varligi makalelerin yazi dilinde ve imlasinda bazi
kaginilmaz hatalarin olugsmasina da neden olmustur. Bilim kurulunun denetimine
ve editdrlerin olaganiistli ¢abalarina ragmen gdzden kagan hatalar i¢in anlayis
beklerken bildiri kitabindaki tiim yazilarin bilimsel, dil, imla ve etik bakimdan
sorumlulugunun yazara ait oldugunu bir kez daha hatirlatmak isteriz.

Son olarak bu sempozyumun fikir asamasindan yayin agamasina kadar
emegi gecen tiim kisi, kurum ve kuruluslara ¢ok tesekkiir ederken siiphesiz en
cok tesekkiirii Atatiirk Universitesi Rektorliigii, Uzundere Belediye Baskanlig
hak etmektedir. Universitemiz rektorii Prof. Dr. Omer Comakl1 genis vizyonu ile
projenin her agamasinda destekleyici bir rol iistlenmigtir. Kendilerine tesekkiir
ederiz. Ayrica 2018 yilina kadar Uzundere Belediye baskanligi gérevini basari
ile siirdiiren ve projenin her asamasinda biiyiik destek olan Saymn Halis Ozsoy’a
bilhassa tesekkiir etmeliyiz. Ayrica bu siirecin ilk agamalarinda bizlerle fikir ve
goriiglerini paylasan iilkemizin Tiflis Biiylikelgisi Sayin Fatma Ceren Yazgan’a
destek ve isbirliklerinden dolay1 ayrica ¢ok tesekkiir etmek isterim. Sempozyum
asamasinda bizzat katilmi ile bizi giiclendiren Kiiltiir Bakanligi Anitlar ve
Miizeler Genel Midiirliigii’'nde miidiir yardimcist olan Sayin Ali Riza Altunel’e
de cok tesekkiir ederiz.

S6z konusu sempozyum “Anadolu — Kafkasya ilisikleri Arastirmalari
Dizisi’nin ilk bilimsel yayimi olmakla dncii bir rolii de iistlenmistir. Bolge tilkeleri
ile devam edecek calismalar bu anlamda biiyiik bir bilgi birikiminin olugsmasini
saglayacak, bolgeler ve f{ilkeler arasi iliskilere bir dinamizm getirecektir.
Temennimiz bu tarz bilimsel ¢alismalarin daha sonraki yillarda yapilacak bu
yondeki ¢aligmalara 6rnek teskil etmesi ve bir lokomotif gorevi gorebilmesidir.

Aralik - 2019
Erzurum






ACILIS BILDiRiSi

Ali Riza ALTUNEL
Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi
Kiltiir Varliklar1 ve Miizeler Genel Midur Yardimcisi

Saym Vali, Sayin Rektdr, Sayin Hocalarim, Degerli Akademisyenler,
Giircistan’dan gelen akademisyenler, hanimefendi ve beyefendiler, basinimizin
gilizide mensuplar1 hepinizi saygi ile selamlarim. Boyle giizel, anlamli ve bir
o kadar da 6nemli hususu ele almak icin bizi bir araya getiren ve bu programi
diizenleyen basta Atatiirk Universitesi’nin Sayin Rektorii Prof. Dr. Omer Comakli
Bey’e hassaten tesekkdirlerimi iletirim. Ayrica Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Dekani Sayin
Prof. Dr. Veyis Degirmengay’a ve bu organizasyonu diizenleyen, beni de sizlerle
bulusturan Prof. Dr. Mehmet Isikli’ya ve de Uzundere Belediye Baskanimiz
Sayin Hilmi Aktoprak’a siikranlarimi sunarken programin gerceklesmesinde
emegi gecen tiim kardeslerime tesekkiirii borg bilir, uzak yakin demeden kosup
gelen herkese muhabbetlerimi sunarim.

Burada Giircistan'dan gelen misafirlerimi Giirciice selamlamak isterim.

Kiiltir varliklarmin tespiti, korunmast ve gelecek nesillere aktarilmasi
uygar toplumlarin en 6nemli gorevleri arasinda yer alir. Geg¢misini bilmeyen
geleceginden emin olamaz. Kafkasya, zengin kiiltliirel potansiyeli ve engin
cografyasi ile birgok medeniyete ev sahipligi yapmistir. Kadim medeniyetlerle
kiiltiiriin yesermesine ev sahipligi yapmis derin vadileri, yal¢in tepeleri ve nice
gizli hazineleri ile bir o kadar da farkli inanig ve kiiltiirleri i¢inde barindirmis
bir cografyadir. Hemen yeri gelmisken belirteyim: Kafkasya, Islam dinini de
Hiristiyanlig1 da daha en erken donemde kabul eden ve kabul ettikleri dinler
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i¢in her tiirlii 6zveride bulunan, fedakar, inanclh, kararli ve bir o kadar da cesur
toplumlarin yasadig1 cografyanin da ayn1 zamanda adidir. Bugiin ¢okca bilinmese
de bu cografyada hem Hiristiyan hem de Miisliman din ve devlet adamlari
yetistigi gibi cok dnemli ibadet mekanlari da insa edilmistir. Bu dini mabetlerin
asirlarca dimdik ayakta durdugu bir bolgedir Kafkasya.

Esefle ifade etmem gerekir ki bu cografyada yasayan toplumlar olarak bugiin
bu eserlerin korunmasi ve yasatilmasi hususunda gereken titizligi gostermedigimiz
gibi atalarimizin tirli imkansizliklar ve zorluklar iginde viicuda getirdigi bu
eserleri korumak, yasatmak ve de gelecek nesillere aktarmak hususunda da
hoyrat¢a davraniyoruz ne yazik ki! Yetmezmis gibi bir de maalesef yok olmasi
icin bin bir tiirlii entrikalar da tertip edilmekte. Yine iizlilerek ifade etmem gerekir
ki Islam Peygamberi Hz. Muhammed Mustafa (SAV) savaslarda dahi diger din
mensuplarinin ibadet mekanlarina, agaglara, hayvanlara, yash ve kadinlara zarar
vermeyi yasakladig1 i¢in asirlarca Islam’in egemen oldugu topraklarda kiliseler,
havralar dimdik ayakta durmus ve bu dinlerin miintesiplerine hizmet etmislerdir.
Miislimanlarin egemenligini kaybettikleri bu topraklarda, ardindan gelenler her
biri ayr1 sanat eseri olan camileri yakmig, yikmig ve yok etmigler. Bir kismi da
sahipsiz kaldig1 i¢in maalesef virane hale gelmistir.

Sozlerimi burada toparlamadan 6nce Giircistan ve Tiirkiye arasinda imzalanan
ortak protokol geregi Giircistan’daki kiiltiir varliklarimizdan cami, medrese,
tiirbe, hamam vb. yapilarla ilgili (birkagin1 daha bir ay dnce yaptigimiz ziyaret
esnasinda yaptigimiz incelemelerde sahit oldugum son durumlari hakkinda)
birkag tespitimi sizlerle paylasmak isterim:

1. Osmanli Arsiv kayitlarinda ve Evliya Celebi’nin bize verdigi bilgiler
cercevesinde Tiflis merkezde bes adet, her biri digerinden gilizel caminin
varlig1 bilinirken maalesef bugiin bu camilerden sadece Orta Cala Camii
ayakta durmaktadir.

2. Magahel’in bir koytlinden Tiflis Etnografya Miizesine biitiiniiyle nakledilen
kestane ve ceviz agacindan yapilan ve aga¢ oymaciliginin nadide 6rnegi
olan ahsap camii hem ibadete kapatilmis ve hem de adeta virane halde
birakildig1 i¢in her tarafi akmis, yagmur ve rutubet sonucu adeta yok
olmaya mahkam birakilmis bulunuyor.

3. Ahiska sehrinde bulunan Ahmediye Camii yine arsiv kayitlarinda
inceledigimiz kadariyla kale igindeki muhtesem durusuyla boy gosterirken
bugiin maalesef kaybettigi minaresine, islemeli minberine ve yillarca ilim
irfan membar olan kiirsiisiine adeta hasretle kavusacagi giinii bekliyor.
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4. Programa alindig1 ve Gilircistan makamlarina ziyaret programi dncesinde
gormek istedigimizi bildirdigimiz halde bugiinkii halinin ne oldugunu
gorme firsatt bile verilmemis Mohe Camii’ni de burada zikretmek
durumundayim. Yoksa kiiltiir ve medeniyetimizin bir baska eserine de ben
hoyratlik yapmis olurdum.

5. Yillardir Giircistan’a her gidis ve gelisimde i¢inin ne halde oldugunu gérme
meraki ile yanip tutustugum Kobuleti Camii’nin kapisindan da mahzun
ve boynu biikiik donecegim endisesi ile gittigimde kapist bu defa acildi.
Iceride gordiigiim manzara bana ayr1 bir hiiziin yasatti. Ciinkii icerisi sanki
Islam medeniyetine bir asra yakin hizmet etmemis gibi, yapilis amacindan
¢ok uzak bir amacla kullanilmakta. Camii hiiziinle bizleri karsilarken
husu i¢cinde Kur’an okuyan ve namaz kilan Miisliimanlar1 beklerken adeta
hasretle doktiigii gozyaslar1 sonucu rutubetlenmisti.

6. Acara bolgesindeki koy ve kasabalarda yine arsiv kayitlarimizdan
edindigimiz bilgilere gére 300’{in iizerinde cami ve medreseden giiniimiize
kalan birkacinin daha su anda ne halde olduguna sahitlik etmek {izere
Skavriko Koytine gittik. Osmanli medeniyetinin zarafet nisanelerini her
tiirli dogal tahribata ragmen gdgsiinde tasiyan Skavriko Koyl Camii,
bir yonden etrafin1 kusatan mezarlara inat ben buradayim ve koca bir
medeniyeti tek basina da olsa temsil ndbetime devam edecegim der gibiydi.

Aslinda bu yazida daha bircok cami ve medresenin hikayesine yer
verebilirdim. Ancak asil vurgulamak istedigim husus, iki iilke arasinda imzalanan
ve hayata ge¢irmek igin ¢abaladigimiz Protokol’le {ilkemizin ve dost, komsu {ilke
Gircistan’1n kiiltiirel varliklarini ayakta tutmak ve canlandirmak amaglanmaktadir.
Burada 6viingle belirtmem gerekir ki Giircii kokenli kiiltiir varliklarindan iki
tanesi lilkemiz kaynaklarindan milyonlarca dolar harcanarak restore edilmis ve
siradaki Oski Kilisesinde de restorasyon ¢alismalarina baglamis bulunmaktayiz.

Goniil, dost komsu iilke Giircistan yonetiminin de yukarida durumlarini arz
ettigim eserleri Protokol geregi bir an Once restore etmeye baglamasini istiyor.

X






YERELDEN EVRENSELE

ULUSLARARASI ANADOLU GURCISTAN ILIiSKILERI
SEMPOZYUMU

Son yillarda yerel yonetimlerin misyonu ve vizyonu tekrar diizenlenirken bu
birimlerin sadece smirlari icerisindeki toplumlarin altyapi, saglik, ulasim gibi
temel ihtiyaglarini gidermekle sorumlu birimler olmadiklari, ayni zamanda onlarin
kiiltiirel, sanatsal ve bilimsel temelli projelerle her yonden zenginlesmelerinden
de sorumlu olduklarinin alt1 ¢izilmektedir. Biz Uzundere Belediyesi olarak bu
perspektiften hareketle yoremizdeki tarihi, dogal ve kiiltiirel degerleri harekete
gecirecek; var olan potansiyeli gli¢lendirecek projelere yonelme egilimindeyiz.
[limizin turizm acgisindan sinirli bir zenginlie ve potansiyele sahip oldugu
bilinen bir gergektir. Ayn1 zamanda bilindigi gibi ilgemiz, lilkemizin az sayidaki
“cittaslow” yerlesim yerlerinden biri olma unvanina sahiptir.

Bugiin bolge turizmi agisindan ulasilan nokta yeterli olmaktan uzaktir. Sahip
olunan potansiyellerin harekete gecirilebilmesi agisindan bagli oldugumuz ildeki
bilimsel ve akademik kuruluglarla olan isbirligini her zaman 6ncelikli gordiik. Bu
bakis agisindan hareketle 2018 yil icerisinde Atatiirk Universitesi Rektorliigii ile
bir protokol anlasmasina imza attik. Bu anlagma geregi Atatiirk Universitesi'nden
27 kisilik bir bilim ekibiyle beraber “Uzundere Kiiltiir Envanteri Projesi’ni
baslattik. Bu kapsamda 2018 yili igerisinde gergeklestirilen c¢alismalarla
yoremizdeki onlarca arkeolojik, tarihsel ve kiiltiirel birim incelenerek bilimsel
bir yayin haline getirilip bilim diinyasina elinizdeki bu kitap ile sunulmustur.

Bu projenin bir diger asamasi da 2018 y1li Ekim ay1 igerisinde gerceklestirilen
uluslararas1 sempozyumdur. Ilcemiz cografi konumu geregi Coruh Vadisi
yoluyla Kafkasya diinyasina, bilhassa Giircistan’a agilan bir kapt durumundadir.
Biz belediye yonetimi olarak Giircistan ile olan iliskilerimize her zaman 6zel
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bir 6nem ve 6zen gostermisizdir. Bu noktalardan hareketle séz konusu proje
kapsaminda Uzundere Kiiltiir Envanteri kitabinin ve Uluslararasi Anadolu
Giircistan Iliskileri sempozyumu gerceklesmesine destek vermekten biiyiik bir
mutluluk ve heyecan duyduk. Bu kiiltiir envanteri projesi ve onun kapsaminda
yapilan s6z konusu uluslararasi sempozyum, kurumlar arast igbirligini, disiplinler
arasi ¢alisma Ornegini ve uluslararasi iligkileri giliglendirecek bir organizasyon
olmas1 bakimindan ¢ok 6nemli bir adimdir. Biz, Uzundere Belediyesi olarak bu
projenin hayata gegmesinde emegi olan tiim kisi, kurum ve kuruluslara destek ve
igbirliklerinden 6tiirii cok tesekkiir ediyoruz.

M. Halis OZSOY
Uzundere Belediye Bagkant
(2004-2018)
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The Analysis Of The Burial Customs Of Eastern Anatolia Region
And Georgia In Kura-Araxes Period

Umut PARLITI"

Abstract: Although the eastern part of Anatolia and the geography of Georgia contain
different political formations, geographically, they are like two halves of a whole. Both
geographies were home to a culture - Kura-Araxes - that subsisted from the end of the 4™
millennium BC to the end of the 3 millennium BC. Taking into account the surface area of
the geography in which Kura-Araxes culture has spread, it is understood that the hegemony
of culture has a developed, multi-component social dynamics. Thus, what were left from their
communities, which are the carriers of the culture, exhibit some common features as well as
some differences: one of these is the burial customs. In this article, graves/gravesites sharing
the cultural chronology of Kura-Araxes in the Eastern Anatolia Region and the geography
of Georgia are discussed. The parallelisms and contradictions in the burial customs are
analyzed through the key graves/gravesites. The findings obtained from the key graves/
gravesites are reviewed in order to compare the burial customs of both geographies. With this
method, the relations between the Eastern Anatolia Region and Georgia during Kura-Araxes
period, where the culture spread, are analyzed through the burial customs. The data obtained
show that even though the people of both geographies have buried their dead in a number of
different practices, they share a rather homogeneous tradition.

Keywords: The Eastern Anatolia Region, Georgia, Kura-Araxes, Burial Customs,

Cultural Relationship.

Dogu Anadolu Bélgesi ve Giircistan’in Kura-Aras Dénemi Olii
Gomme Geleneklerinin Analizi

Oz: Anadolu’nun dogusu ile Giircistan cografyast farkly sivasi olusumlar icerse de
cografi olarak bir biitiiniin iki yaris: gibidirler. Her iki cografya MO IV, binyil sonundan
MO III. binyil sonuna degin yasam bulan bir kiiltiire -Kura-Aras- ev sahipligi yapmislardur.
Kura-Aras kiiltiiriiniin yayilim buldugu cografyanin yiiz dlgiimii hesaba alindiginda kiiltiiriin
hegemonyasinin geliskin, ¢ok bilesenli toplumsal bir dinamige sahip oldugu anlasilmaktadir.

*

Ars. Gor. Dr. Atatiirk Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Arkeoloji Boliimii (e-posta: umut.parliti@
atauni.edu.tr)
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The Analysis of The Burial Customs of Eastern Anatolia Region and Georgia in Kura-Araxes Period

Bu nedenle kiiltiiriin tastyicilart olan topluluklarindan geriye kalanlar birtakim ortak
ozellikleri sergiledigi gibi bazi farkliliklar: da gozler oniine sermektedir: bunlardan birisi 6lii
gomme gelenekleridir. Bu makalede Dogu Anadolu Bélgesi’'nde ve Giircistan cografyasinda
kalan Kura-Aras kiiltiir kronolojisini paylasan mezar/mezarliklar ele alimmistir. Olii gomme
geleneklerinde yasanan paralellikler ve zithiklar anahtar mezar/mezarliklar iizerinden
analiz edilmistiv. Anahtar mezar/mezarliklardan elde edilen bulgular her iki cografyanin
olii gomme geleneklerini kiyaslayabilmek adina karsilastiridmistir. Bu yontemle kiiltiiriin
vayilim gosterdigi Dogu Anadolu Bélgesi ve Giircistanin Kura-Aras donemindeki iliskileri
olii gomme gelenekleri iizerinden analiz edilmistir. Elde edilen veriler her iki cografyanin
insanlart oliilerini bir takim farkli uygulamalarla gémmiis olsalar bile daha ¢ok tiirdes bir
gelenegi paylasiyor gibi goriilmektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Dogu Anadolu Bélgesi, Giircistan, Kura-Aras, Olii Gomme Gelenegi,
Kiiltiirel Iliski.

I. Introduction

The analysis of the archaeological researches and studies carried out in the
Eastern Anatolia Region and Georgia geography has enabled us to understand Kura-
Araxes culture more clearly. Although it has homogeneous features in general, this
culture has some local differences depending on the distance and characteristics of
the geography'. Especially, even though the Kura-Araxes culture is dominant in both
regions, which are at issue in this paper, we see that there are some local differences
in both the burial customs and the life models. There are very few sources regarding
the burial customs and the types of graves of both regions. However, they vary
widely (Fig. 1). One of the common practices in both regions, the “intramural” burial
tradition, seems to have been applied more intensively in the Eastern Anatolia Region
for the time being?. Yet, the fact that the majority of these graves are sporadic raises
questions. In this case, it is possible to say that the “extramural” burial tradition is
the prevalent practice in both regions. As is the case with the intramural tradition, it
is also possible to attribute the origin of burial tradition in this fashion to the Kurgan
practices in Georgia and to the migration of Kurgan peoples in Eastern Anatolia.
This is because some researchers have attributed the imposition of extramural burial
tradition to Anatolian culture to the Kurgan migration in the 4™ millennium BC?.

In any case, the Eastern Anatolia Region has gained a new social dynamics, which
is deeply influenced by the Kura-Araxes culture wave from Georgia and the Maikop
culture just to the north. The data obtained from the elite tomb of Arslantepe, one

' For a detailed analysis of Kura-Araxes culture, see Isikli, M., 2005.

2 Mellaart, J., 2008: 370.
3 Yakar, J., 1981: 101-105; Woolley, L.-R.D. Barnett, 1952: 223.
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of the important archaeological settlements of Malatya, which indicate the collapse
of the central organization providing administrative control can be attributed to this
innovative social structure. It is possible to associate the explanation of some new
burial customs from South Caucasus, which have infiltrated Eastern Anatolia by
means of Arslantepe royal tomb and its finds, with the relevant innovative social
structure®. With this study, we tried to examine the burial customs applied during the
Kura-Araxes period between both regions more deeply as in the case of Arslantepe
(Fig. 3-4). In doing so, the tombs and cemeteries of both geographies were considered
as a whole in the light of both in terms of type, the chronologies of the settlements, if
they have, and the chronologies obtained from inside the tomb (Fig. 2).

II. Burial Customs of the Eastern Anatolia Region in the Kura-Araxes
Culture Phase

In this section, the graves/cemeteries evaluated in the Kura-Araxes period are
received for consideration which were identified in a limited number in the Eastern
Anatolia Region, excavated and of which reports were published. It is understood
that Arslantepe, which is the first center to be evaluated, hosted various grave types
in intramural tradition during the Kura-Araxes period. During the excavations related
to this period, a child's grave, which was applied to the pot isolated with a small wall
fragment (EBA TA), were unearthed’. The other type of grave, one of the most well-
known of the settlement (habitation), is the royal stone cist. This cist remains within
the public buildings in the public space of the city, near the village belonging to the
end of the VIA building layer and the second phase of VIB (end of the 4" millennium
BC and the beginning of the 3™ millennium BC) of Arslantepe®. The grave is made
of rectangular plan with large, flat stone block plates placed perpendicular to the pre-
prepared 5 m deep pit and the top of the grave is covered with thick stone blocks’.
The noble person (T1) was buried with quite precious artifacts such as terra-cotta
pots, decorated belt, spearheads, swords, axes, daggers, two metal vases, bracelets,
needles, rock crystals, carnelian, silver and gold necklaces together with numerous
silver, silver-copper alloy and gold spirals (Fig. 5a). The skeletons belonging to the
four sacrificed individuals (S 150), which coincided with the burial of the individual
in the stone cist, were unearthed just above the grave cover (Fig. 5.b). It was found
that one of the two dead buried on the grave cover was female and the other was

Frangipane, M., 2001: 1-2, 6-8; Poulmarc’h, M., 2014: 362.

Frangipane, M., 1991: 212.

Frangipane, M., 2001: 12, Fig. 3.

Frangipane, M., 1998: 294; Frangipane, M., 2000: 450, Fig.5; Frangipane, M., 2001: 17, Fig.
11-12; Frangipane, 2011: 982; Marro, C., 2011: 296-297.
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male®, Tt is worthy to note that the gifts of young individuals and the gifts of the
nobleman in the grave are of similar kind and quality. The dead gifts consist of terra-
cotta pots, diadems with embossed point ornaments on copper-silver alloy, copper-
silver alloy hair spirals, copper needles’. Particular attention is paid to copper, gold
and silver ornaments accompanying three of the four young victims, and silver and
bronze diadems found among them. Similar examples are reported to have been
found in Grave No. 2 in Kvatskhela, Georgia'®. Moreover, at least two graves, one
belonging to a young individual in the hocker position in simple earthen dated to
EBA 11, and the other in the form of round structures given to a later date, were
reached in Arslantepe!!.

The EBA I royal tomb of Arslantepe and contemporary graves were also found in
Degirmentepe. The first one is pithoi'? and the other is Kura-Araxes ware pot type'?
grave. Itis reported that one piece of stone cist type grave was reached in the same layer
with the pithoi grave'. It is understood that individuals were laid in hocker position in
single tombs'®. Kura-Araxes type fine and coarse wares, dark-faced burnished wares
and pots with a light sandy dough reflecting the Uruk ware were found in the graves,
which could be related to the geography of Georgia, as were the case with the finds
in Arslantepe royal tomb'¢. It is indicated that two copper/bronze bracelets have been
captured in the pot grave!’. In the settlement of Koskerbaba, which shares the same
geography, pot and pithoi graves where one single burial was applied were reached'®.
We can say that the settlers buried the older ones in an extramural cemetery. Only one
pithoi type grave was reached outside the settlement'®. One piece of bronze ring was
left as a gift in this grave®.

A very important family grave group was unearthed in Korucutepe in Elazig,
a neighbor of Malatya. It is indicated that the family burial tradition, the building
architecture of the tomb and the unique tomb gifts found in it reflect the Caucasian

8 Frangipane, M. - G.M.D. Nocera, ff., 2001: 108, 124, Fig. 1, 3; Palumbi, G., 2007: Fig. 10a.
°  Palumbi, G., 2008: 109- 111, Fig. 4.3.

10 Shanshashvili, N., 2010: 170.

" Palmieri, A., 1984: 100; Palmieri, A., 1985: 73.

12 Esin, U., 1981: 97.

13 Esin, U. - S. Harmankaya, 1987: 114; 130 Picts. 26-27, D. 85-118; Pict. 28, D. 85-87/1, 57/2.
14 Esin, U., 1983: 40.

15 Esin, U., 1981: 97.

16 Esin, U. - G. Arsebiik, ff., 1987: 80.

7 Esin, U. - S. Harmankaya, 1987: 114, Pict. 28: D. 85-57/1, 57/2.

18 Bilgi, O., 1986: 145, Pict. 9.

19 Bilgi, 0., 2001: 114.

2 Bilgi, 0., 1986: 143.
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burial tradition?'. One of the intramural grave types, the pot grave belonging to the
baby was reached in the first one of two adobe built chamber tombs with the adult
female and male. The primary grave in the second chamber tomb belongs to a woman.
In addition to the mace-shaped raw iron core, a silver bracelet and a copper dagger
were left as dead gifts beside the head of the man who lies in one of the two graves of
the first chamber tomb. Near the woman's shoulder, one piece of unique silver wrist-
stamp seal was found. It was reported that this seal was engraved in the shape of a
wild goat. It is stated that a fair amount of copper in bulk was found near the pot type
grave of the child. Hundreds of beads made of small limestones, carnelian and bone,
one piece of silver diadem, a moon-shaped gorget/throat guard and hair rings made of
the same metal were found along with the woman inside the other chamber tomb. The
artifacts found in the tomb and the way of the occurrence of graves reinforce the idea
that they belong to the transition period from Late Chalcolithic to Early Bronze Age I*%.

Another center where similar results are obtained in Altinova is Norsuntepe.
Kura-Araxes type ceramics reflecting Caucasian communication and a children's
grave placed in a pot in one of the sites were also found in Norsuntepe®. Inside the
detected simple earthen grave, an outward-looking mouth rimmed, rounded shoulder
cup and a miniature bowl with small animal bones were left along with the adult in
hocker position (Fig. 5c). The likes of relevant two pieces of black-faced, burnished
terra-cotta pots were also found in Georgian tombs®. Another center where the
simple earthen graves (3 pieces) and pot graves (2) were found within the Kura-
Araxes settlement was the Pagnik Oreni®.

It is understood that children were also buried in the foundations of dwellings
in Tepecik, Altinova where the Kura-Araxes type wares were dominant (EBA 1I).
However, they consist of cists (at least 4 pieces) made of adobe and raft stones®. It
is reported that there are also graves belonging to adult women. A necklace/gorget”’

2

The fact that it has been built underground with its wooden roof is considered as an extension of

Kurgan tradition. See Shanshashvili, N., 2010: 170; Palumbi, G., 2011: 213.

22 Van Loon, M. - H.G. Guterbock, 1972a: 80, Lev. 54.2, 55.1; Van Loon, M. - H.G., Guterbock,

1972b: 127-128, Fig. 2-3; Yakar, J., 1984: 67.

The pot grave is important in that it was found in the transition layer between the Late Chalcolithic

Age and the Early Bronze Age. See Hauptmann, H., 1970: 111. Hauptmann, H., 1982: 24, Lev.

25, 2.

2% Hauptmann, H., 1982: 22, Lev. 19, 4-23, 5-6; The likes of Kura-Araxes type pots found in
Norsuntepe gravesite were also found in Pagnik Oreni. These pots of Pagnik are also likened
to the findings of Pulur Sakyol and it is predicted that there is close encounter between the two
centers. See Harper, R.P., 1971, 91, Lev. 63, 3-4; H. Goniil Yal¢in, 2012: 47.

% Harper, R.P.,, 1970: 132; Harper, R.P., 1971: 91, Lev. 63, 1-3.

26 Esin, U., 1972: 145.

* Esin, U., 1979: 91.

23
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made of limestone tiny beads and a terra-cotta stamp seal were detected in two of
the adobe cists. Into the adult women’s graves, on the other hand, simple rings and
necklaces were left®. Two intramural simple earthen graves dated to this period were
found in Tagkun Mevkii where important information was obtained. Red and black-
faced lined ones of the ceramics found in the graves should be reflecting eastward
communication®.

One piece of pithoi and one piece of simple earthen grave were found on the
X. Floor (EBA I) where Kura-Araxes type pots were dominant in Han Ibrahim Sah,
one of the settlements that are close to each other®. It was reported that a kitchen
pot was found next to the pithoi grave®'. The first human skeleton (Skeleton No. III)
was unearthed with strong structures between building level VIII and building level
IX (3375-2885 BC; 2945-2515 BC*) of Pulur Sakyol®. In the later period of the site
(building level VI - 2470-2350 BC) a pithoi tomb was found next to the quarry of it*.

Undoubtedly, one of the most important indicators reflecting social change is the
stone cists. During the rescue excavations carried out within the scope of Keban and
Karakaya dam lakes in Eastern Anatolia, stone cists could not be found within the
settlements. However, when the dams started to hold water, it was found out that there
were cemeteries of quite large sizes around the settlements as a result of the erosion
of the surface soil created by the tides. Among them, Caucasian-influenced ceramics
were found in Semsiyetepe®’, Suyatagi®®, Gurbetmezrasi (?)*” and Cemisgezek
Sakyol*.

In the early excavations (Sos, Pulur, Giizelova) of the Erzurum-Kars section,
which is one of the geographies where archaeological studies are conducted at the
very least in the Eastern Anatolia Region, sporadic intramural tombs were reached.
In Sos Hoyiik, where the most detailed information was obtained among these

2 The remains of Kura-Araxes type ceramics and similar furnace legs left from the traces of the
lives of these tombs in Erzurum Pulur and Giizelova reflect the eastern communication. The
discovery of the likes of Kura-Araxes type ceramics and furnace legs in Erzurum Pulur and
Glizelova, which were left from the traces of the lives of people to whom these tombs belong,
reflects eastward communication. Esin, U., 1970: 154-157.

¥ French, D.H., 1974: 34; Sagona, A., 1994; Helms, S., 1973: 109.

30 Ertem, H., 1982: 19-20.

31 Ertem, H., 1974: Lev. 57, 2.

32 Mellink, M.J., 1992: 177, Table 4.

3 Kosay, H.Z., 1970: 140; Kosay, H.Z., 1976: 11, Lev. 8, 2.

3 Kosay, H.Z., 1976: 9.

3% Darga, M., 2001: 120, Fig. 10.

¢ Darga, M., 1989: 67.

37 Babhar, H., 1988: 503, Graph/Chart 10/1; Pict. 14.

3 Parlti, U., 2019: 175.
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places, single, hocker-positioned graves in the Kura-Araxes tombs, which exhibited
simple pit burial features in the Sub-oval plan, were found (Fig. 6e). The graves
contain modest dead gifts such as glazed pots and shell rings®. Although the graves
at Sos Hoyiik are compared with the kurgan tombs in the Caucasus in terms of their
formations, they were applied into the settlement rather than under a kurgan tomb
structure®. Giizelova's sites and graves dating back to the 3™ millennium BC have
not been analyzed sufficiently. The graves belonging to the individual/individuals
in hocker position dated to Kura-Araxes period were found in the reedy and marshy
area (flat settlement) which is the first settlement of Yass1 Hoyiik. The settlement was
later moved to today's mound (hdyiik). At this place, the pot grave belonging to the
intramural tradition of Kura-Araxes period (approximately 2700 BC) where the child
was placed, and the skeleton of a male kneeling in hocker position in a simple earthen
grave (Skeleton No. I) were reached. On the individual, a “mobile altar” as a dead
gift and underneath him, a stone artifact with striped signs were found*'. The artifacts
resemble monochrome black and red glazed, embossed or decorated hand-made pots
which are well-known in the South Caucasus*. A simple earthen grave belonging to a
couple was unearthed in Pulur Hoyiik, which shares the same chronology. One piece
of idol was found inside the grave (Fig. 5d)*.

Eight pieces of Kura-Araxes tombs have been found in Alaybeyi which is an
important discovery for the archeology of the region in recent years. The graves are
simple earthen type and the individuals inside have a hocker position. The grave finds
consist of Kura-Araxes pots, bone loom weight and cylindrical beads. In addition, the
remains of goat bones from the dead meal were found in one of the graves*. 5 pieces
of extramural stone cists and simple earthen graves were unearthed at Harman Yeri,
another cemetery where artifacts that can be associated to the South Caucasus were
found®. Apart from the broken terra-cotta pots of the Kura-Araxes type, a pot with
a Nakhichevan handle was found in the cemetery*. A very important monumental
tower associated with these graves was identified. It is stated that a Kura-Araxes type
pot was placed perpendicular to a niche-like space inside this tower, which showed

3 Sagona, A. - M. Erkmen, ff., 1997: 187, PL5.

40" Two graves in particular at Sos Hoyiik are pit graves that we know well in the South Caucasus
burial tradition. In these graves, the corpse is accompanied by red-black glazed, typical Kura-
Araxes pots. See Sagona, A. - M. Erkmen, ft., 1996: 37, 10.9; Sagona, A. - M. Erkmen, ff., 1997:
184; Isikli, M., 2015: 64.

4 Kosay, H.Z. - H. Vary, 1967: 6-7, Lev. IV-V; Kosay, H.Z., 1984: 31.

4 Kosay, H.Z. - H. Vary, 1967: 9.

+ Kosay, H.Z., - H. Vary, 1964: 22, 32, P.86.

4 Altunkaynak, G. - M. Isikli, ff., 2018: 86.

4 Balkan, K. - O. Stimer, 1967: 104.

% Ozfirat, A., 2001: 68-69.
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that the rituals were performed®’. The reports of these graves which reflect the social
dynamics of people of Kura-Araxes culture in Eastern Anatolia are very few and
insufficient.

Although some artifacts dating to the EBA period have been reached in some
cemeteries, the dating of the graves could not be clarified since scientific excavations
were not carried out. These include Kurdun Deresi®®, Kartalpimar*’, where stone
cists were found; and Kuzeyhan Castle™, Ziyarettepe Castle!, Kurtkale’?, Tuzluca
Hasankent®, where kurgan tombs were found.

In Eastern Anatolia, Lake Van and its surroundings are particularly suitable
concerning living conditions. For this reason, Tilkitepe, which is just on the shore
of Lake Van, was settled from the Early Chalcolithic Age to the 3™ millennium BC.
However, the phase of the millennium to which the pithoi, pot and simple earthen
graves belong, which were evaluated in the 3™ millennium BC, could not have been
analyzed. In some of the skeletons, traces of ocher were found, with which we are
acquainted from the EBA graves in the South Caucasus®. Only one individual grave
was reached during the Dilkaya HOylik excavations that share the same geography.
It is reported that the skeleton suffered extensive destruction since the grave suffered
extensive destruction®. The cemetery that paints a different picture in the same
geography is Ernis. Extramural graves were identified here. It is stated that the stone
cist, which was applied since the Kura-Araxes Period, was robbed and about 30
terra-cotta pots were delivered to the museum®. Another diversity that the Lake Van
Basin adds to the burial customs is that the urn grave, which shows that cremation
burial was applied, was found in Celebibag’s cemetery. The pot used for urn has
Nakhichevan handle’”. The exact dating of other cemeteries identified in this region
could not have been made, either. Among these, in the cemeteries of Siitey Plateau,
Sulucem, Akcakale, Kurtkale, Dorukdibi, Bozkurt, Hazinetepe, Gonliiagik Castle and
Grebudo Castle, where the kurgan type graves were found, contemporary ceramics
were identified according to the chronology of the Kura-Araxes culture®.

47 Balkan, K. - O. Stimer, 1967: 103- 104, Sketch 1, Pict. 2.
4 Bingol, A., 2016a: 132, Pict. 4a-b.

4 Patact, S., 2016: 87, Pict. 8, 10, Illustr. 9.
50 Bingdl, A., 2016a: 133, Pict. 7.

ST Bingol, A., 2016b: 494-495, Photo. 10.
32 Pataci, S., 2015: 74.

53 Ozfirat, A., 2006: 186, Fig. 10.

s Ozgiic, T., 1948: 5-9.

55 Cilingiroglu, A., 1987: 81-82.

% Sevin, V., 2004: 182; Isikli, M., 2015.

57 Marro, C., and Ozfirat, A., 2004: 233.

8 Ozfirat, A., 2012: 114.
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I11. Burial Customs of Georgia in the Kura-Araxes Culture Phase

Kura-Araxes Culture experienced the fastest progress in the geography of
Georgia, just east of the Eastern Anatolia Region, in the end of 4" millennium BC
and in the first quarter of 3™ millennium BC. This culture was spread at the center
of Transcaucasia, especially to the eastern part of Georgia and later to the Colchian
Plain. The beginning of this process is contemporary with the Late Chalcolithic
settlements in Didube-Kiketi and Sioni (lori River Valley), Gremi (Alazani River
Valley). During this time period, the typical red black ceramics and metalwork
artifacts of the Transcaucasia were distributed as far as to Syria-Palestine through
Anatolia, which could be considered as the first major change for the region®. These
artifacts were reached in settlements, while the most robust ones were reached in
graves.

In the early period excavations of Amiranis Gora, located in close proximity to
the border of Turkey, 60 graves were excavated, where significant amount of artifacts
that reflect the Kura-Araxes culture were uncovered®. The graves, where individual
burials are applied, mostly consist of stone cist types (43 pieces)®'. Among the graves,
two horseshoe-shaped underground ones (No. 16 and No. 36) were dated to Horizon 1.
In the late phase, the stone-covered (cist) tombs are located only in the western part of
the settlement. Terra-cotta pots, terra-cotta artifacts, bone artifacts and stone artifacts
were left as dead gifts to the graves belonging to the early period®. In addition to
the terra-cotta pots, especially the number of metal artifacts (swords, rings and hair
spirals) and copper, carnelian beads increased during the late phase®. Finds regarding
animals sacrifice (cattle®*) were also found. It is also stated that newborn babies are
buried under the floors at the level of “Long Houses” without dead gifts®.

In another center, Chobareti, 7 pieces of stone cists belonging to Kura-Araxes
culture, 1 piece of pot type grave with a baby skeleton inside (Burial No. 9%) and 1
piece pit grave were found. While mostly, single burials were applied to the graves,
multiple burials were also available. Moreover, although bones rather belonging to
adults were recovered, it was found that children were buried as well. The positions
of the skeletons in the grave are hocker. Kura-Araxes type ceramic pots were found

% Kavtaradze, G.L., 2004: 543.

60 Kushnareva, K.K. - T.N. Chubinishvili, 1970: 61-63; Isikli, M., 2015: 258.

1 Palumbi, G. 2008: 141, 192, Fig. 4.25: 1.

2 Kushnareva, K. K. - V.I. Markovin, 1994: 36, Lev. 11,9.

6 Kushnareva, K.K. - T.N. Chubinishvili, 1970: 64-65; Palumbi, G., 2008: 141.
% Palumbi, G., 2008: 141.

% Kushnareva, K.K. - T.N. Chubinishvili, 1970: 64-66.

% The baby was buried in a red-black Kura-Araxes pot.
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alongside the individuals (Fig. 6d)*’. Shida Kartli tombs, where we see similar
practices of Kura-Araxes, are in a very important geography that illuminates the
burial customs®®. These graves typically consist of plain, simple earthen type graves,
while occasionally some graves are surrounded by a series of collected stones. It is
understood that the individuals in these graves possessed quite modest burial gifts.
The fact that newborn babies and children are not in these graves indicates that they
were buried in the settlement. In this geography, In Natsar Gora, 26, in Kvatskhela-
Tvlepia, 19, in Aradetis Orgora/Doghlauri, 13, in Dzaghina, 12, in Urbinisi, 9, in
Takhtidziri, 3, in Tqviavi, 3 and in Nuli, 1 pieces of Kura-Araxes graves have been
identified. The cemeteries, which are not completely excavated, are mostly located
just on the edge of the settlements®. In this geography, the kurgans to be dated to the
late Kura-Araxes I and early Kura-Araxes Il stage were reached in Tqviavi. In 2 of
3 of these, multiple burials were applied. Terra-cotta pots, stone mace heads, copper
pins, hair rings were left into the graves to accompany the dead”. Besides these,
Sachkere kurgans in Western Georgia dating to the Kura-Araxes II-1II phase are also
noteworthy. Apart from the Kura-Araxes type pots, much more metal artifacts were
found in these kurgans than in early period kurgans’'. Again, in Georgia, one piece
of kurgan (Kurgan No. 3) was excavated in Sulaveris Gora, where Kura-Araxes type
ceramics (7 pieces) were found™.

In Aradetis Orgora, 3 different cemeteries have been identified. 63 pieces of
tombs belonging to Kura-Araxes III level were identified in the flat area between
the main mound and the present road (Fig. 6a). The terra-cotta pots recovered in the
cemeteries consist of typical Kura-Araxes pots. 3 graves belonging to Kura-Araxes II
were unearthed near Takhtidziri, at the junction point of Kura and Prone™. In Natsar
Gora, there is a cemetery on the main mound and its slope, of which dimensions
cannot be determined precisely. In the excavations carried out in this cemetery, 26
pieces of graves belonging to Kura-Araxes period were excavated. These graves,
which are contemporary with their settlements, consist of simple earthen types with a
rectangular shape™. Of these, Grave No. 355 differing from the others can be defined
as a chamber tomb belonging to the kurgan covered with stone. In the center of the

7 Sagona, A., 2014: 38; Poulmarc’h, M., 2014: 227-228, 244-245; Fig. 147, 165-167.

% Kushnareva, K.K., 1997: 46-47, 59-61; Puturidze, M. - E. Rova, 2012: 29-38, 96; Rova, E.,
2014: 47, 57, Fig. 1.

% Rova, E., 2018: 39, 41.

" Rova, E., 2014: 57, Fig. 8-9; Rova, E., 2018: 49.

7' Kuftin, B.A., 1941: 143-157; Kuftin, B.A., 1949: 64-82, Figs. 30, 31, 33, pls. LXI-LXIIL, LXIX;
Palumbi, G., 2008: 143.

2 Sagona, A., 1984: 50.

3 Palumbi, G., 2007: Fig. 4; Rova, E., 2014: 50-51, Fig. 3; 54, Fig. 5, 11-13.

% Ramishvili, A., 2013: 56; Rova, E., 2014: 51-52, Fig. 4.
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burial chamber, the remains of 7 different individuals were identified in the hocker
position. We see that ceramic pots, metal bracelets, pins and flintstone arrowheads
were left to accompany the dead’.

Tiselis Seri settlement and cemetery in Eastern Georgia is another important
center reflecting Kura-Araxes culture. It is stated that 10 pieces of graves, which are
in the immediate vicinity of the settlement, are considered as belonging to the Kura-
Araxes (I) culture. 9 of the 10 graves have a simple earthen grave type (Grave No.
1-3, 5-10), while 1 of them has a stone cist type (Grave No. 4) (Fig. 6b). When the
skeletons of 3 children, 6 adult men and 2 women in the grave were examined, it was
seen that they have a hocker position and were laid on their right or left sides. Apart
from the 2 male burials applied in Grave No. 7 and 9, single burials were applied in
the others. Only in 4 of them, dead gifts were found. Among these, there are 4 terra-
cotta pots, 1 bone object and beads from Kura-Araxes period. In the graves including
the ones where no grave gifts were recovered, mostly, the bone remains of skulls and
feet of the sheep, goats and cattle were found’.

Seven groups of kurgan tombs have been unearthed during the Kakheti
archaeological survey in the eastern part of Georgia, located in the east of the Kartli
region. Of these, in the Anga kurgan group (Group III), two kurgans were found.
Kakheti’s Tsinor (Zinor) kurgan group consists of 5 kurgans. A man's entire skeleton
was found under the northern wall, near the northeast corner of the grave bed No. 1.
The buried man was found lying on his right side, in the hocker position with his head
directed to the north-west. Inside the grave, pottery, several pieces of gold, arrowheads
made of bone, flintstone and obsidian, bronze knife, dagger; gold, carnelian and agate
beads were recovered. In addition, cattle bones and Caucasian deer antlers were found
in the grave. Just above the central ceiling of the burial chamber, important data on
the human sacrifice have been identified. It is predicted that these people might have
been servants. It is stated that the person inside the grave is not only a royal person
but also a person (priest) who holds the spiritual power. The graves of the Kistaur
Kurgan Group (Group II) of Kakheti are aligned at intervals of approximately 50
m. Terra-cotta pots were found in the graves. The earliest use of Kakheti Kurgans
(Magnaari, Kistauri, Hirsa, Meligele) was dated to the 4th millennium BC and to
the beginning of the 3™ millennium BC. The later ones (Zinor Kurgans, 2170 and
2155 BC) were dated to the end of the 3® millennium BC. Considering the data,
including other monumental kurgans of Kakheti, they were generally given to the
archaeological culture of Kura-Araxes and Trialeti””.

S Puturidze, M. - E. Rova, 2012: 18-20, 27, 46, Figs. 4, 5, plt. 17-19.

6 Gogocuri, G. - A. Orjonikidze, 2010: 119-121, pl. I-V; Poulmarc’h, M., 2014: 171, Figs. 86, 89,
98, 176-183, 185.

7 Dedabrashvili, S.S., 1979: 18-23, Table IV, LXIV, LXV, 58-59.
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15 graves from the Kura-Araxes phase of Kvatskhela/Kvatskhelebi, located close
to the center of northern Georgia, contains individual burials, except for No. 2 and
1278, Here, in the earliest phase (Phase C), 12 pieces of graves were found which were
opened to the main ground, rectangular and simple earthen type. It is reported that the
graves were surrounded by stone, terra-cotta pots and metal artifacts were recovered
along with single and multiple burials”. While Kvatskhela tombs are generally
homogeneous, Grave No. 2 of Kvatskhela contains one of the richest graves found
in the Southern Caucasus during the Kura-Araxes period. Inside the royal tomb there
is a skeleton of a woman and a man facing each other in a bent shape. Among those
found with the woman in the grave were necklace, copper bracelet, ornate decorative
copper crown/diadem, 3 terra-cotta pots, a calcareous stone, pendant, bead necklace
made of carnelian and rock crystal, necklace made of glass-like beads, more than two
copper beads, 4 silver hair spirals and a spiral-headed needle, which were left into the
grave to accompany the dead®.

Other tombs of Kvatskhelebi including the finds of double helix needles, spiral-
shaped bracelets, numerous silver and copper hair spirals, stone pendants, bone and
clay loom weights, flintstone knives, necklaces made of carnelian, copper and rock
crystal beads, and numerous Kura-Araxes pots shows that they were quite rich®!.
The second cemetery of the early period, Tvlepias Tsqgharo, is located in the 250
m northeast of Kvatskhela®?. The graves were buried in a rectangular shallow pit,
directly beneath the stones. Some of these graves are covered with wooden roofs.
In the graves where mostly multiple burials were applied, at least one baby or child
skeleton was found. When the skeletons were examined, it was seen that they were
laid on one side of them, in a bent position, hands in front of the face, oriented in
the north-south direction with the head facing south®. In Khizanaat Gora, east of
Kvatskhelebi, 9 pieces of simple earthen type graves belonging to Kura-Araxes I-11
(phases C-D: 3015-2770 BC; phase B 2750-2600 BC?*) were found®.

A total of nearly 30 graves and 6 pit graves were found scattered in the lower
terrace of the Kiketi settlement in southern Georgia®. In the 2 or 3-phase cemetery

® Glumac, P. - D. Anthony, 1992: 167, Table 2; Kushnareva, K.K. 1997: 61; Palumbi, G., 2008:
143, 171, Fig. 5.14.

7 Kushnareva, K.K. - T.N. Chubinishvili, 1970: 67; Isikli, M., 2015: 259.

8 Palumbi, G., 2008: 127, 143, 174, Fig. 4.18:7; Rova, E., 2014: 58-59, 63-64, Figs. 9, 2; Isikli,
M., 2015: 259.

81 Sagona, A., 1984: 36-39; Rova, E., 2014: Fig. 5, 1-7; Tsikli, M., 2015: 259.

8 Rova, E., 2014: 50-51.

8 Kushnareva, K.K., 1997: 61; Palumbi, G., 2008: 174.

8 Glumac, P. - D. Anthony, 1992: 168, Table 2; Palumbi, G., 2008: 184.

8 Kushnareva, K.K.- T.N. Chubinishvili, 1970: 75; Kushnareva, K.K., 1997: 61; Munchayev,
R.M., 1975: 170.

8 Poulmarc’h, M., 2014: 196, Fig. 113; 197, Fig. 114.
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of Kiketi (KA I-II), simple earthen and horseshoe type graves surrounded by stone
(14 horseshoe and stone cists®” and a series of simple earthen graves®) were found.
The graves consist of single and multiple burials. Terra-cotta pots (Kura-Araxes)
and copper artifacts, limestone beads, bone loom weights and rings, flintstone tools
accompanying the dead were left into the graves®.

4 pieces of graves belonging to Kura-Araxes culture were identified in
Nachivchavebi in Georgia. The walls of these graves indicate the room structure. It
was found that children were buried in burial chambers in addition to adult burials in
multiple burials. Individuals are in a hocker position with their heads facing south.
Terra-cotta pots, obsidian and beads accompanying skeletons were found in the
graves. Of these, Grave No. 3 was applied into the earthen grave covered with stone.
A child was buried in the grave. The child's head is facing south. 2 pieces of small
containers and a pot nested in another container were placed in front of the child's
face”.

4 pieces of stone cists belonging to the early period of the Kura-Araxes culture
were found in Ozni, located on the southern border of the Nadir Shah Mountains®'.
Children were buried in 3 of these graves. In the grave, the children were laid in the
bent/hocker position. In the other grave, an adult individual was buried. The skeleton,
of which skull is missing, was laid on his back. In addition to the terra-cotta pots,
ornaments made of bronze and copper, copper bracelets, beads, like stone and glass,
made of dough were left as dead gifts into the graves®.

In Samshvilde, Kvemo Kartli, located in the south of Georgia, 38 pieces of stone-
stringed graves with several derivatives were unearthed in 2 layers (KA II-11I ?). Most
of the stone cists are east-west oriented while north-south or northeast-southwest
oriented ones are also available. Only 2 of the graves have small-oval form. It is
stated that these graves are also paved. Since the skeletons inside the graves were
placed into the graves broken, very few were found as a whole (Fig. 6¢). In these
graves where multiple burials were applied, typical black glazed, brownish gray,
pinkish buff colored lined and glazed ceramics, copper-bronze needles, a needle with
double headed spiral head (Grave No. 6), spiral bangles, copper hair rings were left.
Bone and stone loom weights, white limestone beads, stone beads and lithic artifacts,

8 Tsikh, M., 2015: 259.

8 Palumbi, G., 2008: 158.

8 Sagona, A., 1984: 47-48, Fig. 131:1; Palumbi, G., 2008: 141, 159, Figs. 5.1:1, 2, 5.2-3; Isikl,
M., 2005: 259.

% Chikovani, G., ff., 2010: 96, P1. V, 1-11, P1. VI, 5-6.

o Tsikli, M., 2015: 259.

%2 Sagona, A., 1984: 41-42; Shanshashvili, N., 2010: 164.
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stone and bone rings, all of which reflect the daily life were also found. Flintstone or
obsidian arrowheads as weapons were also left into the graves. In some cists, bones
of livestock that were left over from the dead meal were found®.

In the extramural cemetery of Koda, another settlement located in the Kvemo
Kartli region, simple earthen and stone-stringed (cist) type graves (30 pieces™) were
found. The individuals were buried in the graves in single or multiple but all in the
bent/hocker position®. It is understood that the Keti cemetery, which is located in
the same region, was used during the same periods of time, at the end of the 4®
millennium BC and the beginning of the 3™ millennium BC. In a similar manner,
in the Grmaskhevistavi settlement, which is located very close to today’s Armenian
border, in southern Georgia, a total of 4 pieces of graves of various forms (No. 15, 29,
47, 76) belonging to the Kura-Araxes period were found®.

IV. General Evaluation and Conclusion

Even though the analyses remains incomplete due to the fact that each of the
Kura-Araxes cemeteries has not been completely excavated, they still have a wide
range of burial customs?’. The graves belonging to the Kura-Araxes period in the
Eastern Anatolia Region were mostly found in the settlements separately. Extramural
graves are generally located near the settlements of which they are contemporary.
The graves in Georgia, on the other hand, are individual graves, mostly isolated in a
place close to their contemporary settlement. Another common point of the graves
in Georgia and the Eastern Anatolia Region is that their earliest use was given to
the Kura-Araxes II period. The graves found in the Eastern Anatolia Region are
mostly single graves, while the graves in Georgia are rather multiple graves®®. While
there are no children in the graves of adults in Eastern Anatolia, except Korucutepe,
generally, the remains of at least one child have been identified in Georgia. Babies
and children should rather be buried in dwellings in the intramural tradition. In both
regions, individuals were definitely laid on their right or left sides in the hocker
position parallel to the grave wall.

The dead gifts that accompany the dead in the Kura-Araxes graves in both
geographies contain different groups of finds, even if they are modest. They consist
of a small number of ceramic pots and/or a few personal items. Small artifacts from
the grave finds were left on the individuals, while terra-cotta pots were left on the

% Sagona, A., 1984: 44-45, Fig. 131.2; Palumbi, G., 2008: 141, 162, Fig. 4.19:7, Fig. 5.

% TIsikli, M., 2015: 259.

% Poulmarc’h, M., 2014: 85, Fig. 20.

% Palumbi, G., 2008: 25, 141.

7 Poulmarc’h, M. - L. Pecqueur, ff., 2014: 232-243; Palumbi, G., 2007: 139-143, 157-210.
% Palumbi, G., 2008: 139-141.
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upper half of the body around the chest or head. This indicates that the dead may
have been buried in their clothes. The other common point found in the graves is the
animal bones, which show that the food was eaten after the dead in both geographies.
In both geographies, we see that the graves, which have more artifacts, mainly consist
of multiple burials such as family graves. For example, rich graves of Korucutepe
and Arslantepe in Eastern Anatolia and of Kvatskhela in Georgia should be reflecting
some kind of private families”. The terra-cotta pots and some metal artifacts found
in some graves in the Eastern Anatolia Region (Sos Hoylik VA, VB and Arslantepe
V1BI1, royal tomb finds) accord with some of the grave finds of Georgia'®. The elite
tombs of Arslantepe and Kvatskhela are compared with each other considering their
similar characteristics. Especially copper, gold and silver ornaments accompanying
the young people who were sacrificed on the grave were matched with copper diadem,
copper beads, copper needles, silver needles, pendants, crystal and stone beads
accompanying the woman in the elite tomb of Kvatskhelebi (Fig. 7)!°!. The crowns
in Arslantepe and the crowns on the heads of the skeletons in Kvatskhelebi are also
among the concrete finds that can be compared. Although the number of precious
items in the Kvatskhela grave is much lower than Arslantepe grave, it is stated that
the finds recovered inside and outside the royal tomb show great similarities to the
Kvatskhela grave in terms of arsenic copper, copper-nickel-arsenic and, even if just
a bit, copper-silver alloys as well as typologically. The highly precious artifacts in
the Arslantepe grave can be associated with authority since they accompany the
man. However, the precious artifacts found in the Kvatskhela grave must rather be
associated with a religious or status-related situation than the authority since they
accompany the woman'®?, Apart from the special graves in question, the modest and
similar gifts of the dead in the graves may point to an egalitarian society though it
may well indicate a social tradition or deliberate concealment of status differences!'®.
While graves and kurgan tombs belonging to elite people were reached in both
regions, this situation is seen, even if it is rare, in the surrounding regions as well.

There are also similarities and dissimilarities in grave types of both regions. In
extramural cemeteries in the Eastern Anatolia Region, the grave types consist of quite
regularly cut cists, while the ones in Georgia are generally composed of pit graves
surrounded by irregular stones. Nevertheless, the stone cist type graves of Amiranis
Gora'®, Koda'® and Shida Kartli, dated to the Kura-Araxes period in Georgia, have

% Frangipane, M. - G.M.D. Nocera, ff., 2001: 108, 124; Frangipane, M., 2008: 175-183.
100 Badalyan, R.S., 2014: 73, Figs. 1-2.

101 Palumbi, G., 2008: Fig. 4.1: 8; Shanshashvili, N., 2010: 170; Isikli, M., 2015: 259.
122°Ghambashidze, I. - G. Mindiashvili, ff., 2010: 224.

13 Palumbi, G., 2007: 25.

104 Martirosyan, A.A., 1964: 25.

105 Palumbi, G., 2008: 141.
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been likened to those in Eastern Anatolia'®. Another similar point is that the pot burial
tradition for children in Chobareti is also applied in Arslantepe!'”’. Apart from and as
opposed to these similar practices, the underground chamber tombs and horseshoe
tombs spread to the Kura-Araxes culture of Georgia could not have been reached
within the Eastern Anatolia Region. Undoubtedly, one of the most important missing
pieces in the analysis of the burial customs in both geographies is the kurgan tombs.
While the number of kurgans dated to the Kura-Araxes period within the borders of
Georgia is quite a lot, the situation in the Eastern Anatolia Region is the opposite.
The exact parallels of the kurgans on the eastern border of Anatolia can be searched
within the borders of Georgia. Kurtkale Kurgan and Akcakale Kurgan with dromos,
which can be geographically evaluated within the same region, can be associated
with the culture of this geography'®. The reason of this problematic issue can be
attributed to the fact that Kura-Araxes III (2750-2000 BC) phase reached Eastern
Anatolia much later than Georgia and Armenia'®. Another problematic issue is the
inability to come up with a solution to whether the graves within the Kura-Araxes
cultural site are chronologically connected to a regular sequence or not. This may
be due to the geographical variability, cultural or ethnic differences. However, the
findings obtained from the graves/cemeteries applied in the Kura-Araxes cultural
phase in the Eastern Anatolia Region and Georgia geography also show that they are
very homogeneous.
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Figiir 1: Types of graves applied in Eastern Anatolia and Georgia.
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KURA-ARAXES PERIOD
EASTERN ANATOLIA GEOGRAPHY OF
REGION GEORGIA
1. PERIOD (3.250/3.000- | Arslantepe, Korucutepe, Amiranis Gora, Khizanaat
2700/2.650 BC.) Degirmentepe, Norsuntepe, Pagnik | Gora, Chobareti, Natsar Gora?,
Oreni, Tagkun Mevkii, Han Ozni, Tqviavi, Sulaveris Gora?,
Ibrahim $ah, Pulur Sakyol, Tiselis Seri, Kakheti, Kiketi,
Alaybeyi?, Celebibag Keti, Koda,
2. PERIOD (2.700/2.650- | Asslantepe, Pagnik Oreni, Tepecik, | Kvatskhelebi, Khizanaat Gora,
2.300/2.200 BC.) Norgyuntepe, Pulur Sakyol, Natsar Gora?, Sachkere,
Semsiyetepe?, Suyatag?, Tqviavi, Sulaveris Gora?,
Gurbetmezras1?, Cemiggezek Takhtidziri, Kiketi,
Sakyol?, Sos, Pulur, Giizelova, Samshvilde?
Harmmanyeri?, Emis, Yuvadamli?,
Tilkitepe?, Dilkaya?
3. PERIOD (2.300/2.200- | Kogkerbaba, Degirmentepe, Kvatskhelebi, Amiranis Gora,
2.000/1.900 BC.) Semsiyetepe?, Suyatag?, Sachkere, Aradetis Orgora,
Gurbetmezras1?, Cemiggezek Kakheti, Samshvilde?
Sakyol?, Pulur Sakyol, Sos,
Kurdun Deresi, Kartalpinar,
Kuzeyhan Kalesi, Ziyarettepe
Kalesi, Kurtkale, Tuzluca
Hasankent, Sitey Yaylasi
Mezarligs, Sulugem, Akgakale,
Dorukdibi, Bozkurt, Hazinetepe,
Gonliagik Kalesi, Grebudo
Kalesi?, Tilkitepe?

Figiir 2: Table showing the Kura-Araxes period in the geography of Eastern Anatolia
Region and Georgia Region.
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Figiir 3: The graves discovered in the Eastern Anatolia Region.
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Figiir 5: a. Arslantepe stone cist grave (T1) and its noble person (Palumbi, G., 2007:
Fig. 10a); b. The skeletons of individuals (S150) on the stone cist grave of Arslantepe
(Frangipane, M.- Nocera, G.M.D.- et al., 2001: Fig. 1); c. Grave of Norsuntepe and grave
gifts (Hauptmann, H., 1982: Lev. 19, 4); d. A couple of graves and idols found in Pulur
(Kosay, H.Z.- Vary, H., 1964: Lev. XLI); e. Sos Hoyiik Grave No. 1 (Sagona, A.- Erkmen,
M.- et al., 1997: PL 5).
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Figiir 6: a. Simple earth tomb from Aradetis Orgora (Palumbi, G., 2007: Fig. 4); b. Tiselis
Seri Grave No. 4 (Poulmarc’h, M., 2014: Fig. 98); c. Stone cist grave from Samshvilde
(Palumbi, G., 2008: Fig. 5), d. Chobareti, Burial No. 8 (Poulmarc’h, M., 2014: Fig. 166).

Figiir 7: al. Arslantepe, a2. Similar diadems found in the graves of Kvatskhelebi; bl.
Similar spiral-headed needles found in Arslantepe and b2. Kvatskhelebi graves (Palumbi,
G., 2008, Fig. 4.1: 8-9).
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