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A New Excavation in the Mediterranean:
Adana’s Tepebag Hoyiik

Akdeniz Bolgesi’nde Yeni Bir Kazi:
Adana - Tepebag Hoyiik

Fatma SAHIN

Located in Adana’s city center, Tepebag Hoytk is bor-
dered by the Seyhan (ancient Sarus) River on the east
and stretches 360 m north to south and 620 m in an
east-west direction. The hoyik is 15 m above the level of
the plain; at its highest point it is 40 m above sea level.
Tepebag Hoyuk is at the center of Cukurova, which is
a critical region for the history of civilization. Because
of its transportation possibilities provided through land,
sea, and rivers as well as mild climate, and plentiful
water resources, it serves as a bridge between Anatolia
and Mesopotamia (Fig. 1).

In 1936, the director of Adana Museum of Archaeology,
A. R. Yalgin conducted a sondage for the first time at
Tepebag Hoyik. Registered in 1967, the mound was
also studied by R. O. Arik in 1942 (Arik 1944, 363 et.
al.). In subsequent periods, a series of sondages and
excavations were conducted by the Adana Museum
of Archaeology. But since this work was conducted at
limited depths, clear and detailed information about the
stratigraphy of the mound could not be obtained. Apart
from the historical and registered 18th century Tepebag
houses, the mound and its skirts is generally dominated
by poorly constructed structures.

Tepebag Hoylik is one of the largest mounds in the area.
It has been inhabited to date and never lost its relevance
or significance in any period. Over the Seyhan River is
the famous bridge called Tas Képri (Ramazanoglu 2009)
built by the Roman emperor Hadrian (r. A.D. 117-138).
As control over roads facilitated economic and strategic
supremacy, Taskopru served as the only bridge at this
point connecting east to west. Its size and durability
indicates what an important center Adana had become.
The Seyhan River over which the bridge was built was

Tepebag Hoyiik, Adana kent merkezinde, dogudan
Seyhan Nebhri ile sinirli olup, kuzey-giiney dogrultusunda
360 m dogu-bati dogrultusunda 620 m uzunluktadir.
Hoytik, ova seviyesinden itibaren yaklasik 15 m yiiksek-
lige sahiptir; en st noktada denizden yiiksekligi ise 40
mdir. Tepebag Hoyiik; kara, deniz ve nehirler vasitasiyla
sagladigi ulasim imkanlari, ihman iklimi ve bol su kay-
naklari gibi bircok olumlu etken nedeniyle uygarlik tarihi
acisindan ¢ok énemli bir bolge olan ve bu baglamda
Anadolu ve Mezopotamya arasinda képrii konumunda
olan Cukurova’nin merkezinde yer almaktadir (Res. 1).

1967 yilinda tescil edilmis olan Tepebag Hoyik'te ilk
kez 1936 yilinda Adana Arkeoloji Miizesi miidiirii A.
R. Yalgin tarafindan bir sondaj kazisi yapilmistir. Hoylik
1942 yilinda R. O. Arik tarafindan da incelenmistir (Arik
1944, 363 vd.). Sonraki dénemlerde Adana Arkeoloji
Miizesi tarafindan cesitli sondaj kazilari yapilmis, ancak
bu c¢alismalar sinirli derinlikte yapildigi icin hoyigin
stratigrafisi hakkinda net ve detayl bilgi saglanamamustir.
Hoéyiik iizerinde ve eteklerinde genelde 18. yy.’a ait olan
tarihi ve tescilli Tepebag evleri yani sira niteliksiz gece-
kondu yapilasmasi hakimdir.

Tepebag Hoyiik bolgedeki en biiyiik héytiklerinden biri
olup, giinimiize kadar iskan gérmiis ve 6nemini hicbir
dénemde kaybetmemistir. Hoytigin dogusunda yer alan
Seyhan Nehri (izerinde, Roma Imparatoru Hadrianus
(MS 117-138) tarafindan yaptirilmis olan ve giiniimiize
ulasan inlii Tas Koprii (Ramazanoglu 2009) yer almakta-
dir. Yollarin denetim altinda tutulmasi, ekonomik ve stra-
tejik anlamda Ustiinlik sagladigr icin doguyu batiya bag-
layan noktada tek koprii olma 6zelligi tasryan Taskopri,
bayukligi ve saglamhigi ile de Adana’nin ne kadar
6nemli bir merkez olduguna isaret etmektedir. Képriiniin
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Fig. T Location and setting of Tepebag Hoytuk.

used for transportation until recent times. In an 1853
engraving of the traveler Langlois, mid-sized boats and
sailboats are seen along Tepebag on the river, to the
right and left of the bridge. Geomorphologic studies
show, on the other hand, that in the 2nd millennium
B.C., the shoreline had receded much more than today
(Goney 1976, 17, Maps 1-2). Therefore, we can say that
maritime transportation was conducted in much earlier
times along the Seyhan River.

The name of Adana is encountered for the first time
in the Bogazkoy texts dated to the middle of the
2nd millennium B.C. (1510-1485) (Ertem 1973, 1-2).
Mentioned as Ad(t)aniia, the name is also mentioned in
the Karatepe/Aslantas hieroglyphic inscriptions in the
8th century B.C. (Savas 1998). Olmstead was the first to
propose identifying Adaniia as Adana (Unal 2000, 49).
Considering all this data, identifying the current metrop-
olis of Adana with Tepebag Hoyiik and stating that the
first settlement of Adana began in Tepebag would be
correct.

Res. 1 Tepebag Héyiigiin Yeri ve Konumu.

tizerinde kuruldugu Seyhan Nehri, yakin dénemlere
kadar ulasimda kullanilmistir. 19. yy. gezginlerinden
Langlois’in 1953 tarihli graviiriinde kopriiniin saginda
ve solunda nehir tizerinde, Tepebag kiyisinda orta boylu
tekne ve yelkenliler gériilmektedir. Jeomorfolojik arastir-
malar ise, MO II. binde kiyi ¢izgisinin giinimiizden ¢ok
daha iceride oldugunu géstermektedir (Géney 1976, 17,
Har. 1-2). Dolayisiyla da cok daha erken dénemlerde de
Seyhan Nehri iizerinden deniz ulasiminin yapilmis oldu-
gunu soyleyebiliriz.

Adana ismine ilk olarak MO 2. binyil ortalarina tarihlen-
dirilen (MO 1510-1485) Bogazkdy metinlerinde rast-
lanmaktadir (Ertem 1973, 1-2). Ad(t)aniia olarak gecen
bu isme MO 8. yy'da Karatepe/Aslantas hiyeroglif
yazitlarinda da rastlanmaktadir (Savas 1998). Adaniia
ile Adana isminin esitleme hususu ilk olarak Olmstead
tarafindan ileri siiriilmiistiir (Unal 2000, 49). Tiim bu
veriler gbz oninde bulunduruldugunda giinimiizde
blyiiksehir olarak genislemis Adana kentini Tepebag
Hoyiik ile esittemek, Adana kentinin ilk yerlesiminin
Tepebag'da baglamis oldugu séylemek dogru bir yaklagim
olacaktir.
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Tepebag Hoyiik Excavations

Expropriation was carried out in certain areas in order to
conduct excavations at the hoyiik, which carries great
significance both for the region and the archaeology
of Adana. At the top of the mound, an area measuring
approximately 70 x 80 m was cleared of flimsy struc-
tures to create an empty space so that excavations could
begin in 2013 (Fig. 2).

The Tepebag Hoyiik excavations are still underway with
the permissions granted by the Ministry of Culture and
Tourism’s General Directorate of Cultural Heritage and
Museums under the presidency of the Directorate of
Adana Museum of Archaeology and with the support
of the faculty members of Cukurova University’s School
of Letters-Department of Archaeology, and under the
academic guidance of this author. With financial help
from the Adana Metropolitan Municipality, the excava-
tions have been underway almost without interruption
since 2013.

Stepped pits that should be opened on the hillside of
a mound to reveal the cultural strata in a stratigraphic
manner could not be applied on Tepebag Hoytk
unfortunately. Since the surrounding areas and slopes

KAZI RAPORLARI

Tepebag Hoyiik Kazi Calismalarr

Gerek bolge gerek Adana arkeolojisi icin biiyiik énem
tasiyan hoylikte kazi ¢alismalarinin yapilabilmesi icin ilk
olarak bazi alanlarda kamulastirma yapilmigtir. Hoygiin
en (st tepe kisminda yak. 70 x 80 m oélgilerinde bir
boliim niteliksiz yapilardan arindirilarak bos alan olus-
turulmus ve 2013 yilinda kazilara baglanmustir (Res. 2).

Tepebag Hoyiik kazisi, Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanhgi, Kiiltiir
Varliklari ve Miizeler Genel Midirligii izni ile Adana
Arkeoloji Miize Miidirltigii baskanhginda ve Cukurova
Universitesi Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Bolimii
ogretim liyelerinin destekleri ve Fatma Sahin’in bilimsel
danismanhginda 2015-2016 yillarinda gergeklestirilmis-
tir. Adana Biyiiksehir Belediyesi tarafindan maddi katki
saglanan kazilar, basladig tarihten itibaren neredeyse
araliksiz olarak siirddirtilmektedir.

Stratigrafik olarak kiiltiir tabakalarini ortaya koyabilmek
amaciyla bir hoyigin yamag¢ kisimlarinda yapilmasi
gerekli basamakli agma calismalari ne yazik ki Tepebag
Hoyiik'te uygulanamamistir. Hoyigiin etrafi ve yamag-
lar1 tarihi ve modern yapilar ile cevrili oldugu icin kazi
calismalari hoyigiin en st noktasinda agilan bos alanda
vapilmaktadir. Hoyugiin yaklasik 15 m yiiksekligindeki

Fig. 2 Tepebag Hoyiik excavation site (aerial view).

Res. 2 Tepebag Hoyiik kazi alani (havadan gériinim).
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Fig. 3 Tepebag Hoyik topographic plan and architectural levels.

of the mound are filled with historic and modern build-
ings alike, the excavations can only by conducted at
the vacant plot opened at the uppermost part of the
mound. Considering the 15 m high infill of the mound,
this height causes serious challenges during the exca-
vations and work to deepen the pits (Sahin 20164,
26-39).

The excavations that began in the final month of 2013
continued at Pits BH 29, BI 29-31, BJ 30-31 in 2014; and
at Bl 32-33, BJ 32-33 in 2015 (Fig. 3). Due to the dam-
age on the modern infrastructure on the surface of the
mound in 2014, cultural strata here could not be identi-
fied. To maintain uniformity across the area, the 2015
excavations started by removing the walkways -after
completing the necessary documentation work- between
the pits opened in earlier years (Sahin 2016b, 191-208).

Subsequently, further digging began at excavations Pits
BI-32 and BJ-32. In both pits, a depth of 4.5 m was
reached from the surface. A strong stratigraphy was
identified at this depth, and the Late Bronze strata dated

Res. 3 Tepebag Hoyiik topografik plan ve mimari tabakalar.

dolgusu g6z o6ntine alindiginda bu yiikseklik kazi ve
derinlesme calismalari sirasinda bliyiik zorluk yaratmak-
tadir (Sahin 2016a, 26-39).

2013 yili son ayinda baslayan kazilar 2014 yilinda BH
29, Bl 29-31, B] 30-31 agmalarinda; 2015 yilinda Bl
32-33, BJ 32-33 acmalarinda strdirilmstir (Res. 3).
2014 yili kazi ¢alismalari esnasinda héyiik yiizeyindeki
modern alt yapi sistemlerinin tahribati nedeniyle kiltiir
tabakalari tespit edilememistir. 2015 yili calismalarina
ilk olarak alan butinligiini saglamasi agisindan, 6nceki
yillarda kazilmis olan agma aralarindaki yiirtiime yollari-
nin -gerekli dokiimantasyon islemleri gerceklestirildikten
sonra- kaldirilmasiyla baslanmistir (Sahin 2016b, 191-
208).

Daha sonra BI-32 ve BJ-32 acmalarinda derinlesme
calismalari baglatilmistir. Her iki agmada da yiizeyden
yaklasik olarak 4.5 m derinlige inilmistir. inilen bu derin-
likte saglam bir stratigrafi saptanabilmis ve MO 2. bin
sonlarina tarihlendirilen Ge¢ Tun¢ Cagi tabakalarina
ulagilmistir. Geg Tung Cagi tabakasina kadar ulasilan bu
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Fig. 4 Tepebag Hoyiik excavation site.

to late 2nd millennium thousand B.C. had been reached.
It appears that habitation continued uninterruptedly at
this depth as far as the Late Bronze Age. Both in terms of
architecture and cultural fill, all strata have been identi-
fied (Sahin 2017, 151-172).

The main purpose of the work conducted in 2016 was
to explore the already identified strata across a broader
area. It was also to widen the area horizontally as far as
possible to prepare the groundwork to access a lower
cultural stratum at the currently unexcavated 10 m fill.
In that respect, six different pits were drilled in 2016 in
the previously opened BJ-33 and BI-33, as well as at the
BH-33, BH-32, BH-31 pits to deepen them (Fig. 3). In
all the pits, a depth of approximately 2 m was reached
(Fig. 4).

In the first and second strata of the mound, which cor-
respond to the Republic and Ottoman periods respec-
tively, several architectural buildings and numerous
pits, wells, and silos were encountered. It appears that
these structures largely destroyed the strata from earlier
periods. Unable to yield a proper plan, as it has been
significantly damaged by pits and wells of a later period,
the Hellenistic era architecture is comprised of some
wall remains and pebble flooring.

Another architectural stratum is the Early Iron Age level
encountered at a depth of nearly 4 m from the surface.

Res. 4 Tepebag Hoyiik kazi alani.

derinlikte hoyiikte iskanin giiniimiizden itibaren kesinti-
siz olarak devam ettigi anlasiimistir. Tiim tabakalar gerek
mimari gerek kiiltiir dolgusu olarak bu alanda tahribatin
az olmasi sebebiyle saptanabilmistir ($ahin 2017, 151-
172).

2016 yilinda gerceklestirilen calismalarin temel amaci
ise simdiye kadar saptanmis olan tabakalar daha genis
alanlarda arastirmak ve alani, olabildigince yatay eksen-
de genisletip sonraki yillarda hoyiikte heniiz kazilmayan
10 m’lik dolguda alt kiiltiir tabakasina ulasabilmek icin
zemin hazirlamak olmustur. Bu amag¢ dogrultusunda
2016 yilinda, 6nceki yillarda acilmis olan BJ-33 ve Bl-33
acmalarinda ve BH-33, BH-32, BH-31 ve BH-30 olmak
tizere 6 farkl yeni agma agilarak derinlesme calismalari
vapilmistir (Res. 3). Calisilan tiim agmalarda yizeyden
vaklasik olarak 2 m derinlige kadar inilmistir (Res. 4).

Hoytugiin 1. ve Il. tabakalari olan Cumhuriyet ve Osmanl
Dénemi’ne ait bazi mimari yapilar ile cok sayida cukur,
kuyu ve silo saptanmustir. Bu yapilarin ne yazik ki alttaki
daha erken dénem tabakalarini biiyiik oranda tahrip etti-
gi anlagilmistir. Daha ge¢ dénem kuyu ve cukurlari tara-
findan oldukga buytik tahribata ugramis olan Hellenistik
Doénem mimarisi diizgiin bir plan vermeyen bazi duvar
kalintilarr ve cakil désemeden olusmaktadir.

Bir baska mimari tabaka ise yiizeyden yaklasik 4 m derin-
likte saptanan Erken Demir Cagi tabakasidir. Aralarinda
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Fig. 5 Thimble, coin, pipes, and bow! with bird figure from the Middle Ages and Ottoman period.
Res. 5 Osmanli ve Ortacag donemlerine ait yiiksiik, sikke, pipolar ve kuslu kase.

Two different structures with a 3 m wide street between
them was unearthed. Structure No. 1 stretches in a
northeast-southwest direction and is approximately 11
m long. The west side of the structure was destroyed
by pits from the upper strata; therefore, its width could
not be precisely determined. Located on the southeast
corner of the pits and continuing into the cross-section,
Structure No. 2 has two spaces and was built on the
same axis as Structure No. 1.

yaklasik 3 m’lik bir sokagin yer aldigi iki farkli yapi agiga
cikartilmigtir. 1 nolu yapi kuzeydogu — giineybati eksenli
olup yaklasik 11 m uzunlugundadir. Yapinin bati tarafi iist
dénem c¢ukurlari tarafindan tahrip oldugu icin genisligi
tam olarak ortaya konamamisti. Acmanin giineydogu
kosesinde kalan ve kesit iclerinde devam eden 2 nolu
yapinin ise iki mekani saptanmis olup 1 nolu mekanla
ayni aksta inga edildigi anlagiimistir.

A¢malarda yapilan derinlesme c¢alismalari sirasinda
cok sayida canak ¢omlek parcasi ve baskili amphora
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Fig. 6 Weights and oil lamp from the Hellenistic and
Roman periods.
Res. 6 Roma ve Hellenistik donemlerine ait agirlik ve kandiller.

During the work to deepen the pits, a plethora of ware
fragments, stamped amphorae handles, and many other
small finds were discovered. Among these include pipes,
oil lamps, unguentaria, coins, and various figurines
(Figs. 5-7).

An important problem in terms of the region’s chro-
nology was the identification of architecture and ware
fragments from the Iron Age (Fig. 8) at Tepebag Hoyiik.
This is among the significant results of the excavations.
In the excavations conducted thus far, the earliest strata
accessed can be dated to the Late Bronze Age, which
coincides with the period of the Hittite Empire. Typical
ware fragments from that period had been unearthed
(Fig. 8). Starting most notably with wares, archaeologi-
cal data indicates that Tepebag Hoyiik functioned as a

KAZI RAPORLARI

kulplarinin yani sira gesitli kiigtik buluntular da ele gec-
mistir. Bunlar arasinda pipolar, kandiller, agirliklar, ungu-
entariumlar, sikkeler ve cesitli figirinler sayilabilir
(Res. 5-7).

Bélge kronolojisi agisindan 6nemli sorunlardan biri olan
Demir Cag’a ait mimarinin ve ¢anak ¢émlek buluntu-
larinin (Res. 8) Tepebag Hoyiik'te saptanmasi burada
gerceklestirilen kazilarin 6nemli sonuclari arasinda yer
almaktadir. Bugiine dek yapilan kazilar neticesinde en
erken Hitit Imparatorluk Dénemi’ne denk gelen Geg
Tung Cagi tabakalarina inilmis ve dénemin tipik ¢anak
¢omlek parcalari da ele gecmistir (Res. 8). Basta ¢canak
¢omlek olmak lizere arkeolojik verilerin gosterdigine
gbre Mezopotamya ile Orta Anadolu ve Ege Bolgesi

Fig. 7 Imprinted amphora handles and figurine samples from
the Hellenistic period.

Res. 7 Hellenistik Donem’e ait baskili amphora kulplari,
unguentarium ve figtirin 6rnekleri.
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Fig. 8 Ware samples from the Iron and Late Bronze Ages.
Res. 8 Demir Cagi ve Geg Tung Cagi canak ¢comlek rnekleri.
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bridge between Mesopotamia and the Central Anatolia-
Aegean region. It displays its own unique cultural devel-
opment. Detailed publications on the mound’s ware
traditions are still in progress.

Archaeological data also indicates that the Tepebag
settlements conducted trade with distant regions in
almost all the different periods. Particularly, the stamped
amphora handles (Rhodes) of the Hellenistic era and the
ware fragments of Cyprus origin known as White Slip Il
type “milk bowl” and dated to 1550-1190 B.C. (Fig. 8)
can be cited as examples. It is believed that much of this
trade was conducted by way of sea via the Seyhan River
located immediately east of Tepebag. Detailed studies in
this regard are also underway.

Although there is extensive damage in the area caused
by modern water, sewage, electric conduits, cesspits,
and wells, the Tepebag Hoyiik stratification has been
identified as follows: (Fig. 3).

Stratum | : Republic Era
Stratum Il : Ottoman — Medieval Era
Stratum 1l : Byzantine — Roman Era

Stratum IV : Classical Eras
Stratum V : Iron Age (V1-2)
Stratum VI : LBA (Late Bronze Age)

In conclusion, located at Adana’s center, Tepebag
Hoytik carries great significance for revealing the history
of the city as well as the history and chronology of the
region. To this date, the presence of a settlement that has
continued uninterruptedly from the present to the Late
Bronze Age has been revealed. Should the excavations
continue, even deeper strata will be accessed, and the
currently unexcavated 10 m infill and particularly the
protohistoric periods of the settlement will be brought
to light.
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arasinda bir koprii 6zelligine sahip olan Tepebag Hoytik,
ayni zamanda kendine 6zgi bir kiiltirel gelisim sergile-
mektedir. Hoyugin canak ¢omlek gelenekleri izerine
ayrintili yayin ¢alismalari sirdirilmektedir.

Yine arkeolojik malzemenin gosterdigine gore, Tepebag
yerlesiminin hemen hemen her dénemde uzak bélgeler
ile ticaret yapmakta oldugu anlagilmaktadir. Ozellikle
Hellenistik Dénem baskili amphora kulplari (Rodos) ve
daha cok MO 1550-1190 yillar arasina tarihlendirilen ve
White Slipe Il tipi “milk bowl/siit kaplari” olarak adlan-
dirilan Kibris mengeli ¢canak ¢émlek parcalari (Res. 8)
bunlara 6rnek olarak gosterilebilir. Ozellikle Tepebag’in
konumundan ve hemen dogusunda yer alan Seyhan
Nehri vasitastyla bu ticaretin bircogunun deniz vasitasiy-
la yapildigi disinilmektedir. Bu dogrultuda da detayl
calismalara devam edilmektedir.

Ginimtiz su, kanalizasyon ve elektrik borulari, ¢ép
cukurlari ve kuyular gibi bir ¢ok sebepten dolay: alan-
da cok biiyiik tahribat olmasina ragmen simdiye kadar
yapilmis olan ¢alismalarda Tepebag Hoyiik tabakalanma-
si su sekilde belirlenmistir (Res. 3).

I. Tabaka : Cumhuriyet Dénemi

Il. Tabaka : Osmanli — Ortacag Dénemi
lll. Tabaka : Bizans — Roma Dénemi

IV. Tabaka : Klasik Dénemler

V. Tabaka : Demir Cagi (V1-2)

VI. Tabaka : GTC (Geg Tung Cagi)

Sonug¢ olarak Adana’nin sehir merkezinde yer alan
Tepebag Hoylik, Adana tarihi, bolge tarihi ve kronolojisi-
ni ortaya koymasi anlaminda bliyiik 6nem tasimaktadir.
Simdiye kadar ginimizden baglayip Ge¢ Tung Cagi’na
kadar kesintisiz olarak devam eden bir iskanin varhg
ortaya konabilmistir. Kazilarin devam etmesi halinde
daha alt tabakalara ulasilacak ve heniiz kazilmayan
10 m’lik dolgu ile ézellikle de yerlesimin protohistorik
dénemleri de aydinlatimaya caligilacaktir.
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