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Some Neo-Assyrian Sculptures from Sanhurfa Province (Upper Balikh)
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Ozet

Sanhurfa {li simirlan icinde yapugimiz yiizey aragirmasinda, M.O. I. Bin'in ilk yarisina tarihlenen ¢ok sayida heykeltraghk eseri
bulduk. Buldugumuz bu eserler, Geg Hitit siyasi sinirlannin ve etki alammin daha doguya dogru genisletilebilecegini gosterdi.
Yiizey aragtirmasinda buldugumuz Geg Hitit eserlerinin yamsira, Geg Assur sanat1 etkisinde yapilmus cesitli kaide, heykel, stel
ve ortostad gibi heykeltraghk eserleri de kesfettik. Ayrica Acigdz’de kegfedilen bir heykel taslagi da, sézkonusu bu eserlerin ye-

rel olarak yapildigini géstermesi bakimindan 6nem tagimaktadir.

The province of Sanlurfa in southeastern Anatolia extends
along the southern flanks and plains of the Anti-Tauruses,
which border the Fertile Crescent to the south. The region has
an average altitude of 500 m making a step from the Syrian
Desert. The Euphrates borders the province on the west. A
few natural springs flowing through Urfa, such as Cullab Su,
joining the Balikh River to the south, are not sufficient for
agriculture. Karacadag in the northeast of the province blocks
the connection to the north in general, but the plain extending
to Mardin on the east, and the Euphrates on the west forms a
natural route from east to west and from south to north (Fig.
1). This partially mountainous region was vital for the powers
dominating in the south and southeast thanks to the routes
coming from Assyria and directed onto Central Anatolia.!

The ancient sources mentioning Harran, Huzirina and
Anaz/Duru do not provide us with much information on the
history of the region. Excavations, such as those at Harran,
Sultantepe and Asag Yarimca, of the mid 20th century, have
also added greatly to our knowledge not only of the prehistory
but also of the Assyrian culture in the region.

N. Ozgilic published a Late-Hittite orthostat from
Kiriklibayir, a product of local art with clear Assyrian
influences, which was taken to the Sanlmurfa Museum, and
informed the academic world about other contemporary
sculptures in the Museum.® As a member of the expedition
team, I had the opportunity to study these examples closely.*
Beside the Late Hittite sculptures and inscriptions, many
sculptures produced by local artists influenced by the Neo-
Assyrian culture have also been discovered during our
surveys in the region. The provenances of the artifacts at the
Urfa Museum became the starting point for our surveys.

Results of the Survey

A. The first village visited was Mehmedihan of Virangehir
(Fig. 2), where the two following bases at Urfa Museum are
said to have come‘from.S The first double-bull base (100 x 95
% 85 cm) has the heads worked in the round while the outer
sides of the animals together with the legs are in high relief
(Fig. 3). The rear of the base is flat. The heads are destroyed

almost to the neck. The bulls are depicted as stepping forward,
with the outer forelegs in advance.

This base is one of the two pieces from Mehmedihan at the
Urfa Museum, which both show the clear Assyrian stylistic
features of Late Hittite art. The most distinctive Assyrian
feature here is the presence of five legs. This is the
characteristic of the 9th and the 8th centuries B.C. of Assyrian
gate animal sculpture.’ The cover over the bull is another
Assyrian element. The earliest example of such covers is seen
on a basalt winged bull stati.e with a human head from
Nimrud from the time of Ashurnasirpal II (883-859 B.C.).”
This kind of ornamentation on some animals was also in
fashion in the Urartian Land in the 7th century B.C2 As
marked out by T. Ozgiic, examples of Urartian art with arugor
cover on the back of bulls indicate them as the sacred animals
of deities.” By considering all these criteria and stylistic
peculiarities, the Mehmedihan bull-base can be dated to the
late 8th century B.C.

The second base looks unfinished butits style of execution
is alike (Fig. 4).

In the centre of the village, some parts of ancient walls are
also discernible. During the survey in this village, we found
more traces of the ancient settlement and more carved stones.
A fragment of a statue and almost half of a stele in the Assyrian
tradition were reused in modern walls.

The fragment of a human statue, whose parallels are known
from Neo-Assyrian sites, was used in the wall of a modern
house (Fig. 5).!° The statue is preserved only 35 cm in height,
60 cm in width and 40 cm in thickness. On the front, a sash
with three rosettes hangs down (Fig. 5). On the rear, a line of
rosettes and the fringed end of the long tunic can be seen.

The limestone stele from Mehmedihan (70 x 55 x 40 cm)
is in poor condition (Fig. 6). A beardless figure without
headgear seems to have a gesture of respect to the symbols of
gods and to be in supplication.!! The relief was carved in a
style close to that of the Neo-Assyrian Empire and the figure
may represent one of the local rulers.!?

B. The second site visited was Aslanl, which lies 19 km
west of Siverek, to the north of Urfa. During construction
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work on the mound in the village, a colossal sculpture of
basalt was found (Fig. 7). The sculpture (205 x 45 x 90 cm)
recalls the double colossal gate sculptures of Assyria. Itis well
known that the method of designing entrances with colossal
and fantastic composite figures of winged bulls and lions with
human heads was adopted as of the time of Ashurnasirpal ITin
Assyria.'® The similar bull or lamassu examples are known
from Korsabad and especially from Arslantag in the
neighbouring region.'* The left side of the sculpture is
worked roughly while there is a relief carved on the right side.
The five legs, resulting from the combined front and side
views are arranged in prescribed Assyrian manner.'>

C. On the old road from Karakeci to Siverek, 1 km south of
Aagdz village, we discovered an unfinished lion figure of
basalt (310 x 226 x 54 cm). In the near vicinity, we also found
traces of ancient settlement and unfinished examples or
blocks cut for sculpting. This unfinished lion (Fig. 8) recalls
the Assyrian lion sculptures of its time, like the one we
discovered in Aslanl.

Only a few sculpture quarries or workshops of the Late
Bronze Age or Early Iron Age are known in the region to date,
namely Yesemek and Domuztepe in southeastern Anatolia
and Sikizlar in north Syria.!® Limestone was quarried near
Carchemish while the basalt blocks were procured from
Arappmar, 35 km northeast of Carchemish.!” However, no
workshop has been identified in the region. Kebise, 6,3 km to
the north of Tell Halaf, provided the basalt for Tell Halaf
sculptures; however, no evidence of workmanship has been
found there either, and this is the only other quarry known in
the region.!® Thus, Acigéz adds a new site to the very limited
number of open-air sculpture workshops or quarries of
southeastern Anatolia-north Syria.

D. On the southwest flank of Karacadag, north of
Virangehir, lies the Ciknk village. This site is located on a
strategic point, almost at an altitude of 1200 m, and
controlling the entire plain of Virangehir. We discovered two
stelae here. One stele (75 x 54 x 26 ¢m) bears the symbol of
Sin, recalling the Agag Yarimca stele and the other stelae
found in the region (Fig. 9).!° The second one (36 x 32 x 20
cm), preserved partially, has the depiction of a human figure
below the waist on it (Fig. 10). It seems plausible to expect a
sanctuary dedicated to Sin here.

E. The limestone slab (56 x 58 cm) recently acquired by the
Urfa Museum is said to have been found at Til Hinta, which is
located in the vicinity of the Asagi Yarmca, Harran and
Sultantepe mounds (Fig. 11).2° On the front side, there are
two registers decorated in low-relief. The upper register is
almost twice as large as the lower one. Unfortunately, the
figures are much worn away due to weathering. It is almost
impossible to identify most of the details. On the upper frieze,
aservantis seen on the left, behind a figure enthroned. A table
and three figures are seen before the seated figure. The table is
full of dishes/food (?). The servant on the left seems to be
holding a mirror. It is very unlikely that we could identify the
three figures on the right. The first and the second figures
from the left seem to be holding a fan. The third figure, who

516

wears a short tunic, in contrast to the others, seems to be
holding an unidentifiable object (jug?).

In the lower frieze, there are two scenes. In the first scene
on the left, two figures with short tunics are bringing an
animal with hump (?). In the second scene, a composition
similar to the one in the upper register is repeated.

The important point here is the composition of the main
scenes, which recalls the “feast scenes” of the Late Hittite
art.2! However, we must also take note of the Neo-Assyrian
artistic features.??

F. On the southeast of the Sultantepe mound, at Kap
village, two basalt stelae were found and acquired by the
museum. These stelae, are said to have been found in a field.
However, during our survey in the field, we saw that the
mound was entirely destroyed during the construction of
irrigation canals.

On the first stele (79 x 39 x 16 c¢m), a male figure holds a
cup in his right hand (Fig. 12). He has a long and rectangular
beard. His hair is combed backward and piled at the nape of
the neck. He wears a long tunic with short sleeves over which
a fringed shawl is wrapped as seen on Assyrian high-ranking
personages.?® The fringes end in a straight line. On the second
stele (68 x 36,5 x 16 cm), the same figure is repeated but with
a servant holding a fan, depicted smaller in size before him
(Fig. 13).

G. During construction work in the vicinity of the city of
Sanhurfa, an orthostat {110 x 75 x 23 cm) was discovered and
brought to the museum (Fig.14). However, its exact location
of discovery is not known. On the front side, a deity with a
bow is depicted. He wears a polos with a (double?) hornand a
long mantle over a short tunic. His fashion recalls the
garments of the deities on the stele from Til Barsip and a relief
from Ashur and the two genies on an ortostat from
Sakcagozii.?*

Historical setting:
The earliest Neo-Assyrian activity in this region is known
from the annals of Assur-dan II (934-912). His successor
Adad-nirari IT (911-891}) also campaigned in the same areas
and captured Huzirina, Guzana and Nasibina. Tukulti-
Ninurta II (890-884), son of Adad-nirari II, opened the main
route to Anatolia conquering Bit-Zamani. He turned north to
Shadikannu and Nasibina after Lage, and then hit west
towards Huzirina.?>

Several campaigns of Ashurnasirpal II targeted the north.
The Assyrian hold was consolidated by colonizing Tushan.2®
In his 18th regnal year, during the Kutmukhi and Zamani
campaign, he arrived in Sultantepe (Huzirina), camped there,
and, conquering the surrounding kingdoms, received tributes
such as from the Land of Qipani, Kummuhi, A$Sa, Habhu and
Land of Adani and its cities Umalia and Hiranu.?” K. Kéroglu
has already proposed that the land of Adani, which was
attested in these Neo-Assyrian annals, should be identified
and localized as Kabahaydar/Edene.?®

Shalmaneser 111 (858-824), son of Ashurnasirpal, almost
immediately on his ascension to the throne, faced a coalition

of the local kingdoms in the region. Shalmaneser I11 succeeded
in defeating the coalition of Carchemish, Pattina, Samal, Que
and Hilakku, and annexed Bit Adini. The importance he paid to
the region is explicitly seen when Arslantags near Sanhurfa was
selected as the site for a royal palace and functioned as a
military base as well after its annexation to Assyria in 856
B.C. - the third regnal year of Shalmaneser I1L.

The interest and the respect of the Assyrian Kings to the
Sin cult?® and Sanhurfa region, especially to Harran,
continued during the reign of Asarhaddon as well. A letter,
dated to the time of Asarhaddon, the father of Ashurbanipal
and Shamash-shum-ukin, recorded that the statues of the
princes would be placed before the symbol/statue of Sin.3%In
the early years of his reign, Ashurbanipal had the Sin Temple
in Harran restored. He had not only restored the E.HUL HUL
of Sin but also repaired the Akitu,! the house of Sin. Asa sign
of his benevolence, he had also appointed one of his brothers
as an urigallu priest.32

Finally, when Nineveh fellin 612 B.C., Harran acted as the
capital city for the Assyrian Kingdom in 611-610 B.C. when
Assur-uballit, the last Assyrian king, was in power. After
serving as the capital for two years, the city passed into the
hands of the Babylonians and the Medes.

Concluding remarks
As described above and from the historical summary, it is not
surprising to find in the Sanhurfa region works of art in pure
Assyrian style or made under Assyrian artistic influence.
Sanhurfa played an important role from the rise to the fall of
this superpower, both as a ritual center and for a short time
with an administrative identity.

The sculptures discovered in the survey present elements
of Assyrian art or Assyrian motifs in the Late Hittite
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composition, produced by local workshops. Before the
Assyrian cultural and political domination in the region, the
schools of Hittite sculpture produced locally Late Hittite
artifacts. Examples of Late Hittite sculptures dating to the
10th or the early 9th centuries B.C. have been discovered in
the region, for example at Kabahaydar, G6lpmar, Kiilafh Tepe
and Siverek.33 These sculptures are the first direct evidence of
the Late Hittite culture beyond the Euphrates. They show that
some of the cities and the lands in the Sanhurfa region, that
were mentioned in the Late Assyrian records, could be in
control of Hittite political power, or under the influence of
Hittite culture in contrast to our previous knowledge.>* With
the Assyrian rule, the Hittite school of sculpture lost its
importance. Assyrian motifs blended in the traditional Hittite
composition, as observed on the traditional guilloche band of
Aslanli lamassu, or on the double-bull bases from
Mehmedihan.

On the other hand, we must also take Aramaean artistic
traces into consideration on these Late Hittite sculptures. As it
is well known the Aramaean population in the Harran region
is attested from the written sources.2® Besides, some
Aramaean kingdoms are localized in the region: Bit Amedi in
the north, Bit Zamani in the east and Bit Adini in the south.
Kaprabi, which is one of the Aramaean cities within the
territory of Bit Adini is placed by Lipinski at Mehmedihan,
where the Assyrian and Late Hittite sculptures have been
found during our surveys.3®

The results of this survey encourage us to believe that
further expeditions in the region, accompanied by
decipherment of more inscriptions, will shed more light on
the historical geography of the Sanhurfa region.®’

limestone and show the same artistic features with this stele. They will be
studied and published in my coming articles.

21 Bonatz 2000, 56-7.
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Saggs 1969, 166-9.

30 Pongratz 1995, 550.

31 Luckenbill 1968, 11: 348, 353.
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33 Kulakoglu 2002.

34 Hawkins 2000, 74.

35 Zadok 1995, 278, 281 and see also Lipinski, E. 2000.
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37 One stele from Siverek and another double-bull base with hieroglyphic
inscriptions from Acigéz were discovered in 2003 and 2004 and these
inscriptions will be studied by Prof. Dr. M. Poetto.

517




Hayat Erkanal’a Armagan; Kultirlerin Yansimasi / Studies in Honor of Hayat Erkanal; Cultural Reflections

Bibliography

Albenda, P. 1988. “The Gateway and Portal Stone Reliefs from
Arslan Tash.” BASOR 271: 5-30.

Allim, B. U. 1974. Yesemek Tasocagr ve Heykel Atelyesinde Yapilan
Kazi ve Arastirmalar. Ankara. Tiirk Tarih Kurumu.

Baedeker, K. 1912. Palestine and Syria. Leipzig: Karl Baedeker.

Bonatz, D. 200. Das syro-hethitische Grabdenkmal. Mainz: Verlag
Philipp von Zabern.

Budge, E. A. W. 1914. Assyrian Sculptures in the British Museum,
Reign of Ashur-Nasir-Pal, 885-860 B.C. London: British Museum
Press.

Burney, C. A. and G. R. J. Lawson. 1958. “Urartian Reliefs at
Adilcevaz, on Lake Van, and a Rock Relief From the Karasu, Near
Birecik.” AnatSt 8:211-9.

Grayson, A. K. 1972. Assyrian Royal Inscriptions II. Wiesbaden:
Otto Harrassowitz Verlag.

Hawkins, ]. D. 2000. Corpus of Hieroglyphic Luwian Inscriptions I,
Inscriptions of the Iron Age 1. Text. Introduction, Karatepe,
Karkamis, Tell Ahmar, Maras, Malatya, Commagene. Studies in
Indo-European Language and Culture Neue Folge, New Series
8/1. Berlin, New York: Walter de Gruyter.

Kohlmeyer, K. 1992, “Drei Stelen mit Sin-Symbol aus Nordsyrien.”
B. Hrouda et. al. (eds.), Von Uruk nach Tuttul. eine Festschrift fiir
Eva Strommenger. Studien und Aufsaetze von Kollegen und
Freunden, 91-100. Miinchen, Vienna: Profil Verlag.

Kéroglu, K. 1998. Ugtepe I. Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu.

Kuhrt, A. 1995. The Ancient Near East c. 3000-330 BC. II. London:
Routledge.

Kulakoglu, F. 1999. “Late-Hittite Sculptures from Sanhurfa
Region.” Bulletin of the Middle Eastern Culture Center at Japan 12:
167-81. .

Kulakoglu, F. 2001. “Sanhurfa Bélgesinde Yeni Kesfedilen M.O. L
Bin Heykeltrashik Eserleri.” Tiirk Arkeoloji ve Etnografya Dergisi
2001/2:27-34.

Kulakoglu, F. 2002. “Sanhurfa’da Son Yillarda Kegfedilen Geg Hitit
Merkezleri ve Heykeltraghk Eserleri.” Anadolu Medeniyetleri
Miizesi 2002 Yih Konferanslari: 65-80.

Lipinski, E. 2000. “The Linguistic Geography of Syria in Iron Age II
(c. 1000-600 B.C.).” G. Bunnens (ed.), Essays on Syria in The Iron
Age, 125-42. Ancient Near Eastern Studies, Supplement 7.
Louwain, Paris, Sterling Virginia: Peeters Press.

Loon, M. van. 1966. Urartian Art. Its Distinctive Traits in the Light of
New Excavations. {stanbul: Nederlands Historisch-Archeologisch
Instituut te {stanbul.

Luckenbill, D. D. 1968. (Reprint). Ancient Records of Assyria and
Babylonia I1. Historical Records of Assyria, from Sargon to the end.
New York: Greenwood Press. Original Edition, Chicago:
University of Chicago Press. ,

Madhloom, T. A. 1971. The Chronology of Neo-Assyrian Art.
London: Athlone Press.

Magen, U. 1986. Assyrische Kénigsdarstellungen-Aspekte der
Herrschaft. Deutsches Archiologisches Institut Abteilung
Baghdad. Baghdader Forschungen 9. Mainz: Verlag Philipp von

518

Zabern.

Mahmoud, A. 1992. “Eine neue ‘Lamassu’-Figur aus Tell
Agaga/Sadikanni.” B. Hrouda et .al. (eds.), Von Uruk nach Tuttul.
Eine Festchrift fiir Eva Strommenger, 101-2. Miinchener
vorderasiatische Studien 12. Munich, Vienna: Profil Verlag.

Mazzoni, S. 1986-7. “A Sculptures Quarry at Sikizlar.” AAS 36-37:
268-72.

Orthmann, W. 1971, Untersuchungen zur Spithethitischen Kunst,
Saarbriicker Beitrige zur Altertumskunde. Herausgegeben von
Rolf Hachmann und Walter Schmitthener. Bonn: Dr. Rudolf
Habelt GmbH.

Ozgiic, N. 1986. “Two Seal Impressions from Kiiltepe and the Kirik
Bayir Relief.” M. Kelly-Buccalleti (ed.), Insight through Images.
Studies in Honor of Edith Porada, 197-200. BibM 21. Malibu:
Undena Publications.

Ozgiic, T. 1966. Altintepe. Mimarlik Anitlan ve Duvar Resimleri.
Architectural Monuments and Wall Paintings. Ankara: Tiirk Tarih
Kurumu.

Ozgiic, T. 1969. Altmtepe I1. Mezarlar, Depo Binast ve Fildisi Eserler.
Tombs, Storehouse and Ivories. Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu.

Parpola, S and M. Porter. (eds.) 2001. The Helsinki atlas of the Near
East in the Neo-Assyrian period. The Neo-Assyrian Text Corpus
Project, Helsinki: The Casco Bay Assyriological Institute.

Pongratz, B. 1995. “Anzii-Vogel fiir das £E.OUL. OUL in Oarran.” R.
von Dittmann, U. Finkbeiner and H. Hauptmann (eds.), Beitrdge
zur Kulturgeschichte Vorderasiens. Festschrift fiir R. M. Boehmer,
549-557. Mainz: Verlag Philipp von Zabern.

Porter, B. N. 2000. “Assyrian Propoganda for the West. Esarhaddon’s
Stelae for Til Barsip and Sam’al.” G. Bunnens (ed.), Essays on Syria
in The Iron Age, 142-76. Ancient Near Eastern Studies,
Supplement 7. Louwain, Paris, Sterling Virginia: Peeters Press..

Saggs, H.W. F. 1969. “Neo-Babylonian Fragments from Harran.”
Irag 31: 166-9.

Schachner, A. 2004, “Ge¢ Hitit ya da Ge¢ Assur. Sanhurfa
Miizesi'nde yeni bir Ortostat.” T. Korkut. (ed.), 60. Yasinda Fahri
Istk'a Armagan. Anadolu’da Dogdu. Festchrift fiir Fahn Isik zum
60. Geburtstag, 659-68. istanbul: Ege Yayinlari.

Strommenger, E. 1970. Die Neuassyrische Rundskulptur. Berlin:
Verlag Gebr. Mann.

Thureau-Dangin, F. et. al. 1931. Arslan-Tash. Paris: Libraire
Orientaliste Paul Geuthner.

Unger, E. 1928. “Anaz.” Reallexikon der Assyriologie 1: 106.

Woolley, C. L. 1921. Carchemish II. The Town Defences. London:
British Museum Press.

Zadok, R. 1995. “The Ethno-Linguistic Character of the Jezireh and
Adjacent Regions in the 9th-7th Centuries (Assyria Proper vs.
Periphery).” M. Liverani (ed.), Neo-Assyrian Geography, 217-81.
Quaderni di Geografia Storica 5. Roma: Universita Degli Studi di
Roma, (La Sapienza).

Fikri Kulakoglu

Kapl’ oi? Qf A. N U {(\\} E -
’ ‘D" E 60 o
L W . uruy
Yo" T N 0;—
- Hugzirina i
rigy” o o Aridy |
’Q’bq gt

7
Sikani 4 8 AL T4
Uzéna o/ .

i3
St sl

e - - Bar K shakaydar
U 4

SANLI URFA

m TH Hnia

"®HARRAN

Fig. 2: Map of the surveyed area.
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Fig. 9: Fragment of a stele wi

Fig. 7: Fragment of a lamassu from Aslanlt. Fig. 8: Unfinished lion sculpture from Aagéz.
Fig. 11: Slab from Til Hinta.

~* Fig. 12: Stele from Kap.
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Fig. 3: Double-bull base from Mehmedihan.

Fig. &: Unfinished Lion sculpture from Aagdz.
Fig. 11: Slab from Til Finta.
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Fig, 3: Double-bull base from Mehfnedihan,
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Fig. 5: Fragment of a human sculpture from Mehmedihan.

Fig. 8: Unfinished lion sculpture from Aagbz.
' Fig. 11: Slab from Til Hinta.

~*  Fig. 12: Stele from Kap.
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Fig. 13: Second stele from Kap.
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Fig. 14: Ortostat from Sanl

Hartmut Kithne

Gedanken zum Urbanisierungsprozess in Vorderasien

HARTMUT KUHNE"

Ozet

Paleolitik donemlerde besinini dogadan kargilayan insan, Seramiksiz Neolitik dénemde birbirinden uzak step yerlesimlerinde
yagammg, Seramikli Neolitik donemde ise Bereketli Hilal bslgesinde birbirinden uzak yeni yerlesimler kurmugtur. Bu
yerlesimler cevresinde dogal alan tanm alanina déniigtiiriilmiis ve yerlesim dokusu zama iginde siklagmigtir. Ubeyd 3-4
doneminde bu yerlesimlerden bazilaninin biiyiiyerek merkezi konumlara geldigi ilk yerlesim sistemi ortaya ¢tkmugtir. Uruk
Gagr'nda ise bir merkeze bagh uydu yerlesimlerden olugan hiyerargik yerlegim sistemi geligmistir. Hiyerarsik birimlerin tanm
alanin1 kontrol edebilmesi ve genigletmesi ile bu birimleri birbirinden ayiran dogal alan daralmig ve artik sinir komsgusu olan -
hiyerarsik birimler ortaya ¢ikmistir. Neolitiklesme siireci icerisinde toplumsal gelisim yerlesim sistemlerinin merkezini

olusturan kentleri ortaya cikatrmig ve devletin de kkenini olusturmustur.

Eine Betrachtung der Entwicklung vom Dorf zur Stadt, wie
sie im Alten Vorderen Orient - im Gegensatz zu Agypten -
archiologisch nachvollziehbar ist und in Anlehnung an den
Begriff “Neolithisierungsprozess” “Urbanisierungsprozess”
genannt wird, fehlt heute in keiner kulturgeschichtlichen
Gesamtbetrachtung mehr.! Dennoch bereitet sie den
Spezialisten weiterhin Probleme und hat in den letzten Jahren
zu einer Anzahl bedeutender Beitrige geftihrt, die einen
Erklirungsversuch fiir diesen wichtigen Schritt der
Menschheits- und Gesellschaftsentwicklung anbieten.? Sie ist
in ihrer Bedeutung kaum zu unterschitzen, weil mit der
Entwicklung zur Stadt ein Formationsprozess der
Gesellschaft einher geht, der im Kern unser Zusammenleben
bis heute prigt. Die Entwicklung von den unverbundenen
Formen des Nebeneinanders zu einer komplexen Gesellschaft
ist dariiber hinaus hiufiger - meines Erachtens zu Recht - mit
Gedanken zur Entstehung des Staates verbunden worden,
denn der Weg zur Stadt fiihrt in Mesopotamien zur
Entstehung des “Stadtstaates” und ein paar Jahrhunderte
spiter zur Entstehung des Zentralstaates.

Im Folgenden soll in der vorgegebenen Kiirze und ohne
ausfithrliche Kommentierung der in der Bibliographie
genannten Literatur auf eine Kausalitit aufmerksam gemacht
werden, die in der bisherigen Diskussion kaum eine Rolle
gespielt hat.* Die Zeilen sind dem Kollegen Hayat Erkanal
gewidmet, mit dem ich einst das Doktorandenzimmer teilte.

Die Diskussion, welche Merkmale eine Stadt definieren,
ist umfangreich. Das wichtigste Merkmal besteht darin, dass
eine Stadt den zentralen Ort eines Siedlungssystems®
darstellt.® Eine Stadt kann nur bestehen, wenn die
Spezialisierung ihrer Funktionen durch ein strukturiertes
Umfeld existenziell abgesichert ist. Diese Spezialisierung ist
in 6konomischen und administrativen Funktionen verankert
und fithrt zur Bildung einer Elite, die ihrerseits einen Bedarf
an Prestigegiitern entwickelt, der die Voraussetzung fiir einen
Fernhandel darstellt. Die Entstehung von Siedlungssystemen
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ist daher immanent mit der Herausbildung von
Abhingigkeitsverhiltnissen und in deren Folge von
Hierarchien verbunden. Obwohl reizvoll, ist es nicht das
Anliegen dieses Aufsatzes zu untersuchen, welche Szenarien
Abhingigkeitsverhiltnisse erzeugt haben konnten. Es sei nur
angemerkt, dass sich diese keineswegs auf die 6konomischen
und administrativen Bereiche beschrinken, sondern
mindestens gleichwertig im psychologischen und
intellektuellen Raum anzusiedeln sind.

Aber wie und ab wann sind Siedlungssysteme entstanden?
Nach Nissen 2003 erlaubt der archiologische Befund den
Nachweis erst ab der Spiten Urukzeit und nicht schon zur
Frithen Urukzeit:” Stein 1994 stellt unter anderem auf der
Grundlage einer Beobachtung von H. Wright fest, dass “at
least as early as the “Ubaid 2-3, south and central
Mesopotamia have a two level settlement pattern hierarchy
.>8 Die Frage, wann und unter Beriicksichtigung welcher
Kriterien Siedlungssysteme entstanden sind, soll hier nicht
weiter vertieft werden. Unabhingig davon wird dabei nie
thematisiert, welches Wechselspiel von natur- und
kulturriumlichen Verinderungen erfolgt sein muss, um

"tiberhaupt Siedlungssysteme erfolgreich sich entfalten zu
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lassen.® Angesichts der archiologischen Nachweise iiber eine
bereits erstaunlich hohe Kultur des akeramischen
Neolithikums, wie sie sich in Fundorten wie Gébekli Tepe,
Nevala Cori, Jerf al-Ahmar und anderen darstellt, muss man
sich fragen, wie diese zum Teil sehr grofien Orte'? ohne
Siedlungssystem auskommen konnten und warum dieser
Schritt, die Grilndung von abhingigen kleineren Siedlungen
im Umland der grolen Siedlung, nicht vollzogen wurde. Im
folgenden soll versucht werden, ein Szenarium zu entwerfen,
das den anthropogenen Verinderungen des Naturraumes
Rechnung trigt, die zur Schaffung eines immer
ausgedehnteren Kulturraumes gefiihrt haben, in dem sich
unverbundene Siedlungen zu einem Siedlungssystem
ausdehnen konnten. Es steht ausser Frage, dass dies ein




