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llla-b tabakasinda dairesel planh yapiar yaninda, dikdortgen planli yapilar da gériilmeye baslar. Kazilar
sonucu; 8 dairesel, 12 dikdortgen planii tas temelli yapi giin yiiziine ¢ikarilmistir. Dairesel ve dikdértgen
vapilar kapi girisleri 900 m2 bir avluya agilmaktadir. Yapilarin duvarlar dal-6rgii ve camur-harg teknigiyle
vapiimis olup kerpi¢ kullanimina rastlanmamistir. Dairesel yapilar dikdortgen yapilar olmaksizin

bagimsiz olarak kullanilmistir.
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Odikey tutamakh
kaplar.

N Fig. 8 - Kinmizi
astarh impresso
kaplar.

Fig. 6a - Kirmizi astarh, kahverengi ve gri hamurlu kaplar.

Fig. 9 - Kirmiz1
astarh impresso

kaplar.

S

Fig. 6b - Kabartma bezemeli kirmz astarh kaplar.
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Fig. 16 - Havan
ve havanelleri.

Fig# 172 - Farkh
renki€rde
yapalmis cak-
maktas dilgiler.

Fig. 18 - Cakmaktasi dilgi cekirdekleri.

Fig. 17b - Tas
balta ve keskiler.

Fig. 19 - Hocker pozisyonunda dogu-bati yéniine yatinlmis iskelet.
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Fig. 12 - Pigmis toprak figtirin ve kemik idol.
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Bademagaci FN 4-1

Hoyiicek TD

Ulucak IV

The prehistoric site of Cukurici Hoyuk is located at the central Aegean coast of Western Turkey. With occupation in Pottery Neolithic, Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age | periods, this
tel site represents the oldest setlement in the region of ancient Ephesus.

The presented house compiex 6 is part of setflement phase [X (GuHS 1X), dated mainly by pottery wares and fypes 1o Neolithic period, in concrele 1o the second half of 7th
millennium. The whole ceramic assemblage is €.g. comparable o the neighbouring sites Ulucak V and Yesilova lil. Due fo rodiocarbon dates, the previous younger phase CuHo VIl
has 1o be doted between 6100 and 6000 cal BC. Therefore, an older dating for phase CuHd IX is based on stratigraphical position, pottery analogies with conlemporaneous
sotfioments and ' C- dates of ‘covering phase CuHS VIl

Analysis of lithics of the younger periods ot Cukurigi HOylk showed that obsidian represents the majority in raw materials in comparison 1o rather scarce usage of fint. Previous rosulls
of Neutron Activation Analysis (NAA) by E. Pemicka demonsiraie the obsidian provenance of the Aegean island of Melos, while just a fow analyzed samples of younger periods are
from the central Anatolian obsidian sources in Cappadocia

Tuputor: of chipped stome of comples 6 Aerochad ook o compien § (2-220)

Origin of obsidion somples from Gukurig s defined with

the analytical method of NAA, analzying trace St =

elements concentrated in volcanic glass fo identify the

geological source of obskiian. Al of 11 analyzed

obsidian samples from Complex 6 originalé from the

Aegean kland of Melos (analyses by E. Pemicko,

laboratory of Curt-Engelhom-Zentrum Arch@ometrie

@GmbH in Mannheim, Germany).

The profies, sections and the width of
the biades sugges! thal the bianks were
delached mostly by pressure and in less
degree by punch or direct percussion.
The dorsal pattern of blades and cores
demonstrates that during the knapping
process both unidirectional cores
(conical and bullet cores) and opposite
directional cores for blades were used.

LLLERURURRnnnnnynl

The Pottery Neolithic house complex 6 in a means of lithic assemblage demonstrates that the great majority of artifacts is made of
obsidian. First raw material studies show that this assemblage definitely follows the pattern of other phases of occupation at Cukurici
Hoéylk, where obsidian dominates the lithic assemblages, while the rest of chipped stone artifacts are made of flint and very rarely of
quartz.

Results of typological analyses allow us to conclude that blade products were the favorably fype of fools. The presence of all categories
from different stages of debitage process can speak in favor of knapping tools on spot, rather than infroducing already finished products
fo the site, while further excavations will allow us to make conclusions about using of inner and outside space of the house complex 6.

According to raw material studies, imported obsidian from the Aegean island of Melos on the one side and the presence of flint, which
differs from low quality local flint on the other side, conclusions about Cukurici HoyUk in the wide networks of Neolithic exchange can be
expected.
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