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Middle Chalcolithic settlements, - with the exception of a few -, have been deserted around 4800-4500
BC. Following the Middle Chalcolithic, a long period of ‘gap’ lasting c. 800-1000 years has been recorded
in coastal western Anatolia. Following this gap sites like Bakla Tepe, Ege Giibre, Liman Tepe, Kumtepe,
Cukurici, Afrodisias and Miletus were inhabited during the Late Chalcolithic. Most of these settlement
don’t reflect comprehensive architecture. Bakla Tepe is an exception and gives us the most
comprehensive data of a Late Chalcolithic village.
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Bakla Tepe is situated within the boundaries of the former Bulgurca village, close to the southern end
of the fertile Cuma Ovasi plain in the Menderes district south of izmir. It is the most extensively
investigated 4th millennium BC settlement of coastal western Anatolia to date. The site is positioned
at a favourable location which controls the fertile plain of Menderes and the narrow passageway,
which grants easy access to the Aegean Sea within a short distance. The area is extremely rich in terms
of metal sources which may explain the evi- dence for early advanced metallurgical activities at Bakla
Tepe. There are important copper, lead, silver and gold resources within easy reach of the site.




The site consists of two mounds - a larger, flatter mound of Late Chalcolithic date below and a smaller
but higher Early Bronze Age | mound on top. The Late Chalcolithic settlement extends roughly over an
area 300m in diameter while the EB 1 settlement is c. 100m in diameter.

The settlement was inhabited from the second half of the 4th millennium BC onwards until the third
quarter of the 3rd millennium BC with some discontinuity. Two different settlements and burial
grounds belonging to the first half and the second half of the 3rd millennium BC respectively have
been excavated. There is also a built chamber tomb of Late Bronze Age on top of the EB mound along
with a pithos grave of the same period.19 The same area also included various Late Roman/Byzantian
era burials.




I Bakla Tepe I

At least four separate architectural levels were exposed during the course of excavations at Late
Chalcolithic Bakla Tepe.




The site was inhabited during the Late
Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age | (EB 1)
period. The extramural cemetery of the EB 1
period has also been investigated. The site
exhibits an open settlement plan during the
Late Chalcolithic period with wattle-and daub
oval and grill-plan houses built
independently with open spaces between
them.
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The settlement seems to follow a similar layout throughout its lifetime, consisting of free-standing, in-
dependent domestic units with open spaces among them. The architecture consists mainly of wattle
and daub structures although there are also some indications for the use of mud brick. The typical
architectural unit is a grill-plan structure, sometimes with an apsidal end. The 'grills' consist of a single
row of medium-sized stones and were probably used to lift the floor of the building above the ground
surface (presumably by placing wooden planks perpendicular to the orientation of the stone 'grills'),
keeping it dry during the wet seasons.




Circular structures whose diameters range between 1-2m are scattered. Given the small diameter and
the firmly paved floors - usually with pebbles or small Stones they must have served as storage areas,
probably for foodstuffs.
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Burial Habits
Infant Burials

Infant jar burials under the foors of the houses are a characteristic custom during this period.




I Liman Tepe I

Liman Tepe is located in the central part of the Western Anatolian coastline, en route to the bay of
izmir to the east. The site represents the prehistoric habitation of the lonian city of Klazomenai.
The site is located on a headland that juts out towards the Aegean Sea to the north, with two bays
extending towards the south, flanking the site. Since the site today is bisected by the Blzmir-Cesmealti
road that runs in an east—west direction, trenches which represent a continuous excavation area to the
north of the road have been collectively called the “Northern Excavation Area” (NEA) and those to its
south the “Southern Excavation Area.

The first realisation of the presence of a Chalcolithic settlement at Liman Tepe was during the early
years in the excavations of the 1990s, although these deposits lacked a clear context. One deposit
containing purely Late Chalcolithic pottery was found beneath one of the floors of an EBA 1 long-house
at the southern part of the NEA.
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The best evidence for stratified Chalcolithic deposits bcomes from the northern part of the NEA. As
mentioned above, the construction of terraces at least as early as the initial stages of the EBA has
destroyed part of the Chalcolithic deposits. Investigations undertaken between 2005 and 2006 to the

north of an EBA 1 terrace wall (the northernmost excavation trench at Liman Tepe) have revealed
deposits extending from the Middle Chalcolithic14 to early EBA 1.
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The severely burnt remains of a structure of wattle-and-daub (“burned house”) nevertheless provided clues to the
construction techniques of this period. The same technique is also evidenced at Bakla Tepe. As in Bakla Tepe, a single
line of medium- to small-sized stones seem to have formed the foundation for the superstructure of wattle and daub.
It is likely that some of the posts were not inserted directly into the ground but were supported by the foundation
stones since not many postholes were discernible during excavation. The severity of the burning preserved the
impressions of branches and other plant material that was used in the construction of both the roof as well as
the walls. A textile impression found in this debris is a unique find. Many carbonised grains — probably packed
in sacks — were found in situ on the floor of this house.15 The burning seems to have been sudden and many
restorable vessels as well as an abundance of small finds were uncovered beneath the debris.




I Liman Tepe I

I Late Chalcolithic LMT Vlla I

The pottery repertory is characterised
by the presence of black burnished
beak-spouted jugs with white painted
decoration and similarly decorated
rolled rim bowls sometimes bearing
horned or plain string-hole lugs.
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Beycesultan Geg Kalkolitik 2-3 ve 4

Fre. P.10. Late Chalcolithic 4 pottery, Levels XXIIf and XXIV




I Beycesultan Late Chalcolithic 4 I

I Beycesultan I

Fie. P.12. Late Chaleolithic 4 pottery, Levels XX-XXI1

In Beycesultan, the amount of white painted decoration significantly drops in the later phases of the
Late Chalcolithic sequence. Similar development is observed at Aphrodisias.
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12 TUNC CAGI GNCESi BATI ANADOLU

Riza Tuncel’

Ege bolgesi cografi ve tarihi olarak Anadolu'nun diger bolgelerinden farkli ve 8nemli bir
bélgedir; irili ufakli adalarla dolu bir denizin ayirdigi -ya da birlestirdigi- iki kitadan birinin
kenarinda yer alir. Anadolu, dolayisiyla Ege denizi, insanlarin Afrika’dan veya tanmin
Gineybati Asya'dan yayilmasi gibi insanligin gelisiminde (d)evrim niteligindeki bircok
gelismede kopri gorevi gérmiistiir. insanlann ve farkli teknolojik gelismelerin Yunanistan

ve Avrupa'ya nasil yayildigi bilim insanlari tarafindan tartisilan bir konudur. Bazilan deniz
uzerinden bir yayilma éngérirken, digerleri bu yayilmanin kara tizerinden veya her iki yoldan |
oldugu konusunda goriis bildirmislerdir.

Son zamanlarda yapilan genetik arastirmalar, Ege adalarnina dogru insan géclerinin
birden fazla dalga halinde gerceklestigini 6nermektedir. Kiklad adalarinin niifusu bu
arastirmalarin kapsaminda degildir; ancak baska bir Ege adasi olan Girit'ten elde edilen
veriler Orta Anadolu/Akdeniz bélgesi niifusuyla giiglii baglar sergiler. Kita Yunanistani
halklarinin Balkanlar ile yakin baglan oldugu da gériiliir.2 Girit ve Anadolu arasindaki baglar.
arkeobotanik drneklerle de desteklenmektedir.? Girit'teki ilk kolonilerin Anadolu kékenli
olduklarini 8neren bu veriler, Ege adalarinin bazi diger yerlesimleri icin de gecerli sayilabilir.

Yakin zamana dek Ege adalarindaki insan kolonizasyonunun Neolitik Cag'da
gergeklestirilmis oldugu dustinilmekteydi. Kita Yunanistani ile adalar arasindaki iliskiler,
Franchthi magarasindaki cagdas tabakalarda agiga cikartilan Milos kékenli obsidiyen
buluntulann gosterdigi gibi, en azindan Mezolitik Cag’a kadar uzanmaktaydi.* Son
zamanlarda Girit'te kesfedilen tas aletlerin MO 130.000 yillanna (Ust Paleolitik Cag)
tarihlenmesi, Ege’de denizasin yolculuklann tarihcesine beklenmedik bir siirpriz eklemigtt‘f

Bati Anadolu'nun Paleolitik ¢agi halen pek iyi bilinmemekle beraber,s Neolitik 1
ve Kalkolitik caglarla ilgili veriler son yirmi yilda yapilan kazilar ve yiizey arastirmalan ‘
sonucunda siirekli artmaktadir. izmir bélgesi ve cevresinde Ulucak Ht’)y[]k,’ Ege Giibre,®
Yesilova,” Cine-Tepecik,” Bakla Tepe," Liman Tepe™ ve Cukurici Hoyiik'te® gerceklestirilen
kazilar, bilgilerimizin halen eksik olmasina ragmen, bu bélgenin sézkonusu dénemlerini
anlamamiza biyiik katki saglamistir. Daha kuzeyde, Troas™ ve Marmara™ bélgelerindeki
arastirmalar da bélgedeki etkilesim arayiizleri hakkindaki bilgilerimizi artirmaktadir.

Bati Anadolu’daki Neolitik yerlesimler asagi yukan son 60 yilda gerceklestirilen

ylzey arastirmalariyla belgelenmistir. Bolgedeki kiiltiirel gelisimle ilgili aynntili bilgiler
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ise daha yakin zamanda gerceklestirilen kazilarla artmaktadir. Bu bélgedeki en yogun

arastinlmis Neolitik yerlesim olan Ulucak Héyiik, MO 7. binyilin ortasindan Geg Kalkolitik

Cag'a (MO 4. binyil) kadar meskandu. Yerlesim, hem seramik hem de tas temel iizerine
veya tas temelsiz dikddrtgen kerpic yapilarin temsil ettigi mimari buluntular ile seramik
gelenekleri agisindan Orta Anadolu ile baglantilidir. Ege Giibre ve Yesilova gibi diger
yerlesimler bu dénem igin karsilastirma olanagi saglayan veriler sunar. Ege Giibre'de
yerlesim bir avlu etrafina yerlestirilmis yuvarlak planh yapilarla ilintili dikdortgen evlerden,
Yesilova'da ise ahsaptan insa edilmis ve camur sivali yuvarlak yapilardan olusur.

Bati Anadolu’daki yerlesim iclerinde kayda deger mezarlar yoktur. Ulucak'ta
herhangi bir mezar kayda gegmemistir; Ege Giibre'de bina tabaninin altina gémalmiis 25-
35 yaslarinda bir erkege ait tek mezar bulunmustur.® Bu gézlem sayesinde, 6liilerin bu
donemde genel olarak yerlesim disinda gomiildiigii ileri stiriilebilir.

Doneme 6zgii kirmizi astarli ve perdahli seramik buluntular bolgedeki Ulucak
Hoyiik V-1V, Yesilova Il ve Ege Glibre gibi yerlesimlerden bilinmektedir. Seramik
Usluplarninda kiiciik degisiklikler gozlenmesinin yani sira dénem sonuna dogru bu
bélgede tirnak baski bezemeli seramik sayisinin arttigi da anlasilmistir. Geg Neolitik
Cag'in sonunda, MO 5700'lerde, birgok yerlesim terk edilmis, Bati Anadolu’nun bircok
yerlesiminde de tretimde bir kesilme gorilmastir.”

Bu tarihten sonra cogu yerlesimde Kalkolitik Cag'a kadar siirecek bir bosluk vardir.
Bati Anadolu’da Kalkolitik Cag'in tanimlanmasi, hem s6zkonusu déneme ait kalintilarin
tarihlemesinde yeterince bagimsiz (yani mutlak) metotlar kullanilmamasindan, hem
de maddi kaltirler arasindaki bolgesel farklardan dolayi, zorlasmaktadir. Bu konudaki
bilgilerimizin yetersizligi, bilim insanlarinin Orta Kalkolitik ve Geg Kalkolitik gibi terimleri
sik sik kullanmalarina ragmen, Bati Anadolu icin kabul géren bir Erken Kalkolitik Cag
tanimlamasinin yoklugundan da anlasiimaktadir.'®

Arastirma ve kazi tarihgesi, birbirinden oldukca uzak iki yerlesimi Bati Anadolu
(Geg) Kalkolitik Cag'inin odagi haline getirmistir: Denizli bélgesindeki Beycesultan' ve Troas
bélgesindeki Kum Tepe. ilkin her iki yerlesimin ¢agdas oldugu diisiincesi benimsenmisken,
(simdi Orta Kalkolitik Cag'a tarihlenen) Kum Tepe A tabakasinin Beycesultan'dan (Geg
Kalkolitik Cag) yaklasik bin yil once iskan edildigi anlasiimistir. Orta Kalkolitik Cag'in ayirt
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edici dzelligi, genel olarak ahsap iizerine camur sivayla insa edildikleri diistiniilen zayif
mimari kalintilar ve perdah bezemeli seramiklerdir. Bu dénemi de yaklagik MO 4000-3500
Gen I Yay|n|ar arasinda baska bir bosluk izler.?®

Geg Kalkolitik Cag ise bazi bolgelerde ahsap iizerine camur siva mimari geleneginin
devam ettigi (6rnegin Bakla Tepe ve Liman Tepe), bazi bélgelerde ise tas ve kerpic yapilarin
kullanildigi (6rnegin Kum Tepe IB) bir dénemdir. Kum Tepe IB'deki seramik buluntular koyu
renk perdahli olup tipik kap formlan arasinda agiz kenari icten kahnlastirilms (rolled-
rim) canaklar vardir. Bu yerlesimde daha cok Beycesultan’da goriilen beyaz boya bezeme
kullanilmaz. Beycesultan'da ise icten kalinlastinlmis agiz kenarli canaklar yoktur. izmir ve
Manisa bélgeleri kiiltdrleri ise kuzey ve giiney dzelliklerinin bir karnsimin yansitir; burada,
agiz kenari icten kalinlastinlmis canaklar beyaz boya bezeli olarak tretilmistir. Bu gibi
bélgesel cesitlilikler yeni kazilarin yardimiyla daha yeni yeni anlasiimaya baslanmistir.

Geg Kalkolitik Cag'a ait en yogun arastinimig yerlesim Bakla Tepe'dir. Buradaki
vapilar, acik yerlesim modeli sergileyen izgara planli oval veya apsidal formludur.
Yerlesimden ele gecen buluntular iizerine calismalar devam etmekle beraber, yerlesimin
genel karakteri ve maddi kiiltiir kalintilan MO 4. binyilin ortalaninda kuruldugunu ve Erken
Tung Cagi (ETC) iclerine kadar 6nemli degisimler gecirerek devam ettigini gdsterir. ETC |
ddneminde Bakla Tepe, Korfmann'in tanimladigi “Anadolu Yerlesim Modeli”ne (ortak
duvarlari olan uzun evler) uyan, surlarla cevrili bir yerlesim haline gelmistir. Bakla Tepe'de
Gec Kalkolitik Cag'a tarihlenen ve ev tabani altinda yer alan cocuk gomiitleri disinda
eriskin bireylere ait mezarlara rastlanmamasi ayn bir mezarligin varligina isaret eder.??
Bu g6zlem, yerlesim icerisinde kayda eger mezarlar olmayan diger Orta ve Geg Kalkolitik
yerlesimleri icin de gegerlidir.

Bati Anadolu’daki yerlesimlerde gézlenen kronolojik bosluklar biiyiik olasilikla
glicli mimari 6geler iceren kalici yerlegimlere odakli arkeolojik arastirma stratejilerinin bir
sonucudur. Orta ve Geg Kalkolitik caglar arasinda yasam tarzinda bazi degisikliklerin ve dahz
aliz yapilar igeren gecici yerlesimlerin ortaya ¢ikmis olmasi muhtemeldir.

Hammadde degisimi/ticareti farkli béIgeler arasinda dnemli bir etkilesim yolu
olugturmustur. Bu gézlem, Bati Anadolu’da Neolitik ve Kalkolitik caglarda Milos kokenli
obsidiyenin varligyla kanitlanir. Bu yayinda Kolankaya'nin makalesinde de gorilecegi
gibi, Cukurici® ve Ulucak Héyiik? Neolitik yerlesimlerindeki obsidiyenin nerdeyse tamam:
Milos'tan gelmistir. Yine bu yayinda Takaoglu'nun makalesinde ileri sirildiigi gibi, tas kaz

ve figiirin Gretimi ve ticareti de Ege bélgesinde yer alan ticaret mekanizmalar baglamincz

onemli bir yere sahip olabilir. ilk gelismis drneklerinin Kiklad Adalar’nda kesfedilmesincen

dolay! tas isciligi genel olarak bu adalara 6zgii olarak gériilmiis olsa da, Bati Anadolu’da
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son yillarda gerceklestirilen calismalar, tas kap ve figtrin Gretiminin bu bélgede cok daha
uzun bir tarihi olduguna isaret etmektedir. Tas kaplarin Yesilova IlI: 6-8 tabakalarinda (MO
7. binyilin ikinci yarisi) cok yogun goriildiigt bildirilmektedir.?® Kulaksizlar'da (Akhisar-

Manisa) mermer kap ve figiirin dreten bir isligin kesfi,”® bu gelenegin Kalkolitik Cag iglerine

dek devam ettigini gosterir. Ge¢ Neolitik Cag sonundaki yerlesim tarihinde yer alan boslugu
takiben Orta Kalkolitik Cag’da yeniden bdlgeler aras iliskiler kuruldugu anlasiimaktadir.

Gec Kalkolitik Cag'dan Erken Tung Cagi’'na gegiste Bati Anadolu bélgesindeki
ticaret aglarinda bazi degisiklikler olmustur. Tiim bélgeyi kapsayan nitel analiz sonuglarinin
olmamasina ragmen, daha i¢ bolgelerde yer alan Aphrodisias yerlesiminde Geg Kalkolitik
Cag boyunca daha erken tabakalarda hem Orta Anadolu hem de Milos kdkenli obsidiyenlerin
kullanildigi bilinir. 4. binyilin sonunda ise ticaret aglar Milos yéniine dogru dramatik bir
egilim gostermektedir.?

Bati Anadolu’nun Tung Cagi 6ncesi, Erken Tung Cagi’'na uzanan gelismelerin
yasandig! bir donem olmustur. Sosyal ve ekonomik yapilarin (ve iligkili maddi kaltur
kahintilarinin) oldukga farkli olmasina ragmen, daha énceki Neolitik ve Kalkolitik
caglardaki degisim ve gelisimler Tung Cagi'nda gézlemlenen oldukga farkh yapilanmayi
mumkiin kilmistir. Bélgeye tarim ve hayvancilik yapan toplumlarin yerlesmesi ve
hammadde takasi icin bolgeler arasi ticari aglarin kurulmasi, genis alanlarda ortak kiiltiirel
6zelliklerin olusmasini saglamis ve bu da bélgede giderek artan bir sosyal farklilasmayi ve

gelisimi beslemistir.

Beni bu projeye katkida bulunmaya davet eden ve yillar boyu destegini esirgemeyen Vasif Sahoglu'na tesekkiir ederim. Ozlem Gevik'e
Héyiicek'teki obsidiyenler konusunda hentiz yayinlanmars bilgileri, Barbara Horejs’e Cukurici Hoyiik ile ilgili heniiz baskida olan
makalelerini ve Yilmaz Selim Erdal'a Bati Anadolu'da Neolitik donem gémiitleri hakkinda ilk gézlemlerini paylastiklari igin tesekkiirler.
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Ozet: Bu calismada Bat Anadolu sahil seridinde, kazsi yapilan Kalkolitik Cag merkezlerinin

DIL VE TARIH_COGRAFYA FAI{ULTESI mimarisi kronolojik diizen icerisinde degerlendirilerek, yapilarin insasinda kullanilan teknik ve yapi tipleri

0 - o - o _ o ortaya cikarilmaya calisilmistir. Kullanilan malzeme, teknik ve yapi tipleri yetlesim yerleri icerisinde kiigiik
ARI{EOLOJI BOLUMU DERGISI farkliliklar olmasina ragmen genel olarak bir biitiinlik arz eder. Yapilarin ingasinda kullanilan malzemeler,
tas, ahsap, camur harg, dal, saz ve otsu bitkilerden olugmaktadir. Teknik olarak ise dal-6rgii ve camur-harg,
tas temel tlzeri kerpi¢ ve kerpi¢ duvar teknigi kullanilmistir. Tas temel tzeri kerpi¢ mimari teknigi tiim
Kalkolitik dénem boyunca kullanilmigken, dal-6rgii ve ¢amur-har¢ teknigi Orta ve Geg Kalkolitik
donemde, kerpi¢ duvar teknigi ise yalnizsa Geg Kalkolitik donem igerisinde kullanilmistir. Bu tekniklerle
insa edilen, dikdortgen, apsidal, 1zgara, gukur ve dairesel planl yapilarin Kalkolitik Cag merkezleri
igerisinde farkli dénemlerde yogun olarak kullanildigini gorilir. Dikdortgen planlt yapilar, Kalkolitik
Cag’'in tim evrelerinde kullanilirken cukur ve dairesel planli yapilar Orta ve Ge¢ Kalkolitik dénem
icerisinde, apsidal ve 1zgara planli yapilar ise Batt Anadolu sahil kesimi igerisinde sadece Geg¢ Kalkolitik

ANAD OLU / AN ATOLI A dénemde kullanilmistir.
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Abstract: The architecture of the coastal Western Anatolian Chalcolithic settlements form the main

focus of this study. Construction techniques details and architectural plans have been evaluated with a

chronological order in order to reveal a more general picture. Although there are minor variations,

ANI{ARA UNIVERSITY architectural features like construction material, technical details and house types generally reflect a
uniform picture during the Chalcolithic period. Wattle - and - daub, stone foundations with mudbrick

superstructure and mudbrick construction form the main technical aspects of architecture. Stone

foundations with mudbrick superstructure was in use throughout the entire Chalcolithic Period while,

JOURNAL OF THE Wattle - and - daub walls were used during the Middle and Late Chalcolithic period, pure mudbrick walls
ARCHAEOLOGY DEPARTMENT are attested only during the Late Chalcolithic. Rectangular, apsidal, grill planned or round structures and
pit houses comprise the main architectural forms which were in use in different phases of the Chalcolithic

Period. Rectangular plans were in use during the entire Chalcolithic Period while pit houses and round

FACULTY OF LETTERS structures date to Middle and Late Chalcolithic. Apsidal and grill planned structures date to the Late

Chalcolithic Period in coastal Western Anatolia.
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The Chalcolithic of Coastal Western Anatolia:
A view from Liman Tepe, Izmir
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Introduction

It has been suggested that the Chalcolithic of Anatolia® in
general represents the “Millennia in the Middle™ 2 This term
is perhaps all the more true for Western Anatolia. where our
knowledge of the period has been at best patchy for a very
long time. It is only with the more recent investigations
that details concerning the Chalcolithic cultures of the
region are starting to be fleshed out.? although there is much
that still remains poorly understood. This article aims to
present a brief summary and a preliminary analysis of the
investigation of Chalcolithic deposits at Liman Tepe. where
early evidence for metallurgy. extensive overseas contacts
and active participation in wider exchange networks mark it
as an important site for a little-known period of prehistory.
Liman Tepe is located in the central part of the Western
Anatolian coastline. en route to the bay of Izmir to the east
(Fig. 53.1). The site rep the prehistoric habitati
of the Jonian city of Klazomenai. Although the existence
of Mycenaean deposits at the site was well known in the
first quarter of the 20th century.* it was E. Akurgal who
first mentioned EBA pottery from the site.” Excavations at
the site were started by G. Bakur as part of the Klazomenai
excavations between 1978 and 1980.5In 1992. a new project
was initiated at the site by H. Erkanal. forming part of the
Izmir Region Excavations and Research Project (IRERP).”
The site is located on a headland that juts out towards the
Aegean Sea to the north. with two bays extending towards
the south. flanking the site (Fig. 53.1). Recent discoveries
by the Klazomenai excavation team has proved that the
EBA site spread over a much wider area than previously
thought. making it one of the largest EBA centers in the
Aegean region ® Although pottery evidence uncovered from
secondary deposits suggests habitation at the site from at
least the Early Neolithic period (in Aegean terms).® the

earliest stratified deposits date to the Chalcolithic period
(Liman Tepe level VII)*® and it is with these deposits that
this article concerns itself.

Since the site today is bisected by the Izmir-Cesmealts
road that runs in an east-west direction. trenches which
represent a continuous excavation area to the north of
the road have been collectively called the “Northern
Excavation Area” (NEA) and those to its south the “Southern
Excavation Area” (Figs 53.2-3). The topography of the
site during the EBA suggests that the highest point of the
settlement was located at the northern end of the headland.
This “hill” gradually sloped down towards the south and the
east. where it reached its lowest point close to the centre
of the NEA. and then gradually rose again. Thus. for a
considerable period of time. the settlement was formed on
terraces built to obtain relatively flat ground for building
activities. The investigations at the northernmost accessible
area of the NEA have shown that the bedrock similarly
slopes down from the northwest to the southeast. In fact. the
south-eastern deposits in this area. where some of the better-
preserved architecture of the Middle Chalcolithic period
was encountered. lie on earlier. still unexcavated deposits.

The Chalcolithic stratigraphy and architecture

of Liman Tepe

The first realisation of the presence of a Chalcolithic
settlement at Liman Tepe was during the early years in
the excavations of the 1990s. although these deposits
lacked a clear context. One deposit containing purely
Late Chalcolithic pottery was found beneath one of the
floors of an EBA 1 long-house at the southern part of the
NEA (Fig. 53.3.1). This was clearly a secondary deposit.
which represented earth dug elsewhere on the site during




