
Cambridge Histories Online

http://universitypublishingonline.org/cambridge/histories/

The Cambridge World Prehistory

Edited by Colin Renfrew, Paul Bahn

Book DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CHO9781139017831

Online ISBN: 9781139017831

Hardback ISBN: 9780521119931

Chapter

3.10 - Anatolia from 2000 to 550 bce pp. 1545-1570

Chapter DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CHO9781139017831.095

Cambridge University Press



1545

The Middle Bronze 
Age (2000–1650 BCE)

Introduction

Traditionally, the term Middle Bronze Age (MBA) is applied to 

the rise and fall of Anatolian city-states during the first three 

centuries of the 2nd millennium BCE, designating a period last-

ing one-fifth of the timespan allotted to the early part of the 

Bronze Age. This is an indication of the speed of developments 

that led to changes in social organisation when compared to 

earlier millennia. The arbitrary application of the tripartite divi-

son of periods derived from the European archaeological tradi-

tion defines the label of MBA. On the other hand, a justification 

for distinguishing a new era is given by the many destruction 

levels all over Anatolia at the end of the 3rd millennium fol-

lowed by new socioeconomic developments. Along the same 

lines, the end of the period, too, is marked by a series of wide-

spread destructions ushering in a new political development, 

the territorial state. The Anatolian MBA is roughly contempo-

rary with the Isin-Larsa Period followed by the Old Babylonian 

Kingdom in southern Mesopotamia, the Old Assyrian Period in 

northern Mesopotamia, the Syrian Middle Bronze I–II Period 

characterised by urban centres such as Ebla (Tell Mardikh III 

A–B), Mari (Tell Hariri) and the kingdom of Yamkhad, and 

the Middle Kingdom to Second Intermediate Period in Egypt. 

Close contacts were preserved with these neighbouring regions 

as indicated by imported artifacts, imported practices such as 

writing in cuneiform script, and connections in cult and cul-

ture tangible in architecture and iconography. Other contem-

porary cultures are the state of Elam, stretching south from the 

Susiana Plain to the Zagros highlands including Anshan (Tepe 

Malyan) along the Persian Gulf, and the Cretan Middle Minoan 

and Aegean Middle Helladic Period (roughly equal to the First 

Palace Period).

The transition from Early to Middle Bronze Age in terms 

of material culture in any given site, despite destruction hori-

zons, is fluid and somewhat marked by growth in scope and 

organisation. The socioeconomic system of agricultural vil-

lages and fortified towns accumulating surpluses and engag-

ing in metallurgy and trade, already established in the previous 

millennium, develops steadily from an initial social hierarchy, 

as is manifest in the cemeteries and settlement patterns of 

the 3rd millennium BCE, towards increased political complex-

ity. Almost all sites of the 2nd millennium BCE developed on 

already existing 3rd-millennium precursors. Settlement con-

tinuity with marked vertical stratification is characteristic for 

the inland Anatolian landscape, leading to high-mound for-

mations especially due to the use of mud brick as the preferred 

building material. Settlement continuity may be explained in 

terms of access to water sources, agricultural potential and/or 

hereditary rights to land as property mostly hindering horizon-

tal stratigraphy. An additional or alternative explanation can be 

the continuity of cult buildings, envisaged as the home of dei-

ties often with ties to the particular location, which must have 

acted as linchpins preventing settlements from moving away. 

What is new in terms of site formation is the development of 

lower towns or outer towns spilling beyond the formerly for-

tified nucleus of the settlement. These new neighbourhoods, 

protected by a fortification system as well, were built on virgin 

soil as opposed to the nucleus of the settlement, which often 

rose on a mound due to continuous habitation at least from 

the EBA onwards. Ultimately, a tripartite fortification system 

developed: a separately fortified citadel was located in the cen-

tre of a fortified town beyond which lay the fortified outer town 

or suburb. These could be arranged in a concentric order or 

gravitate towards a topographical feature of importance such 

as a river. The establishment of multifunctional monumental 

structures is in a way the hallmark of this period. Some of these 

structures are labelled palaces, a designation also justified by 

the use of the equivalent Akkadian term in contemporary writ-

ten evidence. The distinction of palatial/administrative struc-

tures from cult buildings or temples is based on architectural 

criteria and not on conclusive cultic artifacts, installations or 

texts associated with buildings identified as such.

Archival sources

The hallmark of this period in Anatolia are written documents 

in the form of inscribed clay tablets found in private merchant 

archives kept in the basement of their houses, as preserved at 

a number of excavated sites (Veenhof 2003b). These are the 

first written documents recovered so far in Anatolia. To date 

3.10   ANATOLIA FROM 2000  
TO 550 BCE

ASLI ÖZYAR

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

   

 

 

 

Downloaded from Cambridge Histories Online by IP 142.150.190.39 on Fri Jun 12 00:08:44 BST 2015.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CHO9781139017831.095

Cambridge Histories Online © Cambridge University Press, 2015



1546

A S L I  Ö Z YA R3.10

the largest number of archives, that is, tablets (nearly twenty-

three thousand), has been unearthed from the outer town of 

the settlement at Kültepe, ancient Kanesh; some (about forty) 

were also discovered in the fortified centre of the city on the 

mound (Özgüç 2003). A smaller number of tablets was found 

at Bog ̆azköy (more than sixty: Bittel 1970: 162) and Alişar (sev-

enty: Gelb 1935). The outer town of Kanesh, often referred 

to as a trading colony, was called Karum by Assyrians, a word 

meaning quay in Akkadian, and designating merchants’ quar-

ters in a suburb or outer town, in reference to the trade quar-

ters of Mesopotamian cities which were often located near the 

quay area on the riverbank. Karum Kanesh was co-inhabited by 

Assyrian and Anatolian merchants and their families, but the 

former outnumbered the latter (Veenhof 1995). By and large 

the tablets belonged to the Assyrian merchants, who traded on 

behalf of themselves or trading companies, often family firms, 

operating out of Assur, although some Anatolian merchants 

also kept records in the same language, script and medium 

(Donbaz 1988). No earlier system of writing has so far been 

attested in Anatolia (Hawkins 1986). Among the preserved 

names that occur in the tablets, aside from the Semitic names 

of the Assyrian merchants, names in Hittite and Luwian (both 

Anatolian Indo-European languages) were frequent in addition 

to names in Hattic (an isolated Anatolian language, presumably 

spoken prior to the spread of Indo-European languages) and 

Hurrian (a non–Indo-European and non-Semitic language at 

home in Southeast Anatolia and northern Mesopotamia), sug-

gesting that a large percentage of the population in Anatolian 

towns was already speaking an Indo-European language by 

the beginning of the 2nd millennium (Melchert 2004). The 

question of when and where Indo-European speakers entered 

Anatolia or whether they were already there for millennia 

(Renfrew 1987) remains a subject of debate; archaeologically, 

however, there is no clear or sharp break in the cultural assem-

blage or material culture suggesting a new cultural/linguistic 

group.

The tablets, composed in the Old Assyrian dialect and writ-

ten in the cuneiform script, contain minutes of a systematised 

and legally regulated long-distance trade in commodities 

between the Central Anatolian Plateau and Assyria (Veenhof 

1972, 1995; Larsen 1976, 2008; Garelli 1994; Michel 2008; 

Veenhof & Eidem 2008). The texts only reflect part of a much 

wider trade network estimated to have operated between the 

Aegean in the west and Central Asia in the east. According 

to the archival sources Assyrian merchants transported tin 

which they obtained from as yet unidentified sources farther 

east (Afghanistan?) and fine textiles brought from Babylonia – 

from Assur, their hub on the Tigris River – to Central Anatolian 

towns by donkey caravans in a journey lasting six weeks and 

covering c. 1000 km, the main axis of the documented trade. 

This journey often took place twice a year, excluding the win-

ter months between late November and early March. Tin was 

much needed in copper-rich Anatolia to produce bronze (Yener 

2000), and Babylonian textiles were in demand as exotic pres-

tige goods for the competing elite of Anatolian city-states. Both 

commodities were sold with a sufficiently high profit that made 

possible the costly enterprise of trading with distant lands. In 

return Assyrians brought back best-quality silver, which at the 
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MAP 3.10.1. Map of Anatolia: 1. Alacahöyük; 2. Ortaköy/Shapinuwa; 3. Maşat/Tapigga; 4. Boğazköy/Hattusha; 5. Kerkenes;  

6. Alişar; 7. Kuşaklı/Sarissa; 8. Arslantepe-Malatya/Malidiya (Bronze Age) Melid (Iron Age); 9. Korucutepe; 10. Kululu; 11. Kültepe/

Kanesh; 12. Fıraktin; 13. Acemhöyük; 14. Kemerhisar/Tuwanuwa (Bronze Age), class. Tyana; 15. Karahöyük; 16. Kızıldağ; 17. I-vriz; 

18. Karatepe-Aslantaş/Azatiwataya; 19. Karkamish; 20. Tell Atchana/Alalakh; 21. Tell Tayinat/Kunulua; 22. Kinet höyük/Iziya/class. 

Issos; 23. Sirkeli; 24. Tarsus-Gözlükule/Tarsa; 25. Mersin-Yumuktepe; 26. Soli/class. Soloi-Pompeiopolis; 27. Kilisetepe;  

28. Hisarlık/Troia; 29. Beşik-Yassıtepe; 30. Assos/Assuwa (?); 31. Sardis; 32. Bademgediği/Puranda (?); 33. Panaztepe; 34. Çeşme-

Bag ̆lararası; 35. Limantepe/class. Klazomenai; 36. Apasa (Bronze Age)/class. Ephesos; 37. Milet/Millawanda/class. Miletos; 38. Çine-

Tepecik; 39. Suratkaya (in the Latmos area); 40. Küllüoba; 41. Yassıhöyük/Gordion.
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time was used as a medium of exchange much like money, and 

gold from Anatolia. Records reflect that trading also involved 

sales of copper and wool within the domestic Anatolian mar-

kets to maximise profit. Anatolian merchants participated in 

this exchange alongside the Assyrians. Trade was regulated by 

treaties between Assur and individual city-states of Anatolia, 

specifying terms of trade, taxes and protective measures for 

merchants (Günbattı 2004). The trade of highly valued mete-

oric iron, for example, was a monopoly of the Anatolian pal-

aces. On the other hand, records also make it clear that market 

forces and maximising profit were the driving force behind all 

mercantile activities. In Assur, political power was vested in an 

assembly of influential citizens headed by a less potent king 

in contrast to which the Anatolian political scene emerges as 

one of smaller and larger city-states with authoritative rulers 

including powerful women, with a strictly organised hierarchy 

of palace officials, who sanctioned the trade and decided and 

guaranteed on all issues concerning rights, duties and pen-

alties. The central authority regulating Assyrian mercantile 

interests in Anatolia was an office referred to as bit-karim (the 

house of Karum in Akkadian) located in Karum Kanesh, des-

ignating this site as the central hub of operations in Anatolia. 

This office was subordinate to decisions of the city assembly 

in Assur.

Documents concerning legal issues such as marriage, 

divorce, inheritance and the sale of houses and slaves, as well 

as personal letters, a number of which were written by Assyrian 

and Anatolian women (Günbattı 1992), shed light on cultural 

and social aspects of two generations of merchant families 

(Özgüç 2003, with further references). It appears that life in 

Karum Kanesh was multicultural, at least from a linguistic 

point of view, with Indo-European Hittite and Luwian as well 

as Hattic and Hurrian spoken alongside the Semitic Assyrian 

and Syrian. Assyrian merchants, who often left a family behind 

in Assur, maintained a second family with offspring in Karum 

Kanesh implying bilingual habits.

The tablets also provide the earliest historical dates for 

the Anatolian realm, as the Assyrians named years after a 

person holding an office, called limmu in Assyrian, a term 

for a rotating office (Veenhof 1995, 2003a; Veenhof & Eidem 

2008). Some rulers of Anatolian city-states are named, and 

an unnamed female ruler of Kanesh is also attested, sub-

stantiating a tale about a queen of Kanesh preserved in later 

Hittite archives. Names of as yet mostly unlocated Anatolian 

towns and city-states provide the starting point for research 

in historical geography. A karum was attached to ten of these 

(Kanesh, Durhumit, Hattush, Wahshushana, Burushattum, 

Hurama, Hahhum, Nihriya, Urshu, Zalpa), their number 

slightly rising in level Ib (see later in this chapter) to include 

Tawiniya (classical Tavium?); a dozen smaller settlements 

(such as Hanaknak, Mama, Badna, Washhania, Shalatuwar, 

Ulama, Karahna, Shamuha, Tuhpia and another Zalpa) had a 

wabartum, a trading post of lower rank. The only two clearly 

identified sites are Kanesh, the mound of Kültepe and Hattush 

(Hittite Hattushash), at Boğazköy.

Among the tablets are several authored by Assyrian as well 

as Anatolian rulers. A letter by the ruler of Mama to the ruler of 

Kanesh found in the palace of level 7 (see later in this chapter) 

provides evidence for the earliest political correspondance in 

Anatolia and a two-generation genealogy (Warshama, son of 

Inar dated to the first half of the 18th century BCE), albeit written 

in Old Assyrian (Balkan 1957). A series of successive Anatolian 

rulers were attested among the Kanesh archives. The earli-

est named ruler of Kanesh is Labarsha (level 8 Karum II; see 

later in this chapter). One of the last, Anitta, son of Pithana, 

is a pivotal figure, as a historical narrative about his and his 

father’s deeds composed in Hittite is preserved in the royal 

Hittite archive at Hattusha (Neu 1974). This document, known 

as the Anitta Text, provides a historical thread linking the MBA 

to Late Bronze Age Hittite dynastic history. It is worth noting 

that the Indo-European language Hittite was labelled Neshili, 

in other words, the language of Nesha (= Kanesh), by contem-

porary speakers, which took its name from the city of Kanesh, 

also known as Nesha (Güterbock 1958). Historical figures are 

also attested on seal impressions found on lumps of clay (bul-

lae) used to secure tied-up amounts of merchandise. The seal 

impressions of foreign dignitaries such as the Old Assyrian 

rulers Erishum I (1974–1935 BCE), his grandson Sargon (1920–

1881 BCE) and his grandson Naram-Sin (1872–1829/19 BCE) are 

attested from Kanesh (Özgüç 2003), and the seal impressions 

of the well-known Old Assyrian king Shamshi-Adad (1808–

1776 BCE), of Dugedu, the daughter of Iakhdunlim, King of 

Mari, and of king Aplakhanda of Karkamish are attested on 

bullae excavated at Acemhöyük (Özgüç 1980).

The MBA levels 6–10 of the circular city mound of Kanesh 

(c. 500 m in diameter) at Kültepe correspond to Kanesh Karum 

levels Ia, Ib, II, III, IV. There was no outer town or Karum in 

the Early Bronze Age. Most of the merchants’ archives were 

found in Karum II level houses (only c. 350 tablets come from 

level Ib). Kanesh level 8 (= Karum II = c. 1974–1835 BCE) con-

tains two monumental structures, palaces, one measuring c. 

100 m in diameter or ¾ ha, on an elevated inner citadel con-

sisting of groups of rooms in a circular pattern surrounded by 

a separate stone-built fortification wall with a serrated exterior 

face, also known from Alişar and Karahöyük; the second is on 

a terrace to the southwest of this citadel, measuring c. 90 m × 

50 m or ½ ha, with rooms flanking a corridor and central court-

yard. Remains of staircases indicate a second floor. These struc-

tures do not seem preplanned (Özgüç 1999). In level 7 (Karum 

level Ib) a new palace of planned rectangular shape measuring 

110 m × 120 m (now more than 1 ha) with a buttressed 4 m-thick 

exterior wall was built on the ruins of its predecessor (Özgüç 

1999). This new type of building consisted on its groundfloor 

of a series of rooms, used for the storage of merchandise 

arranged around a large central courtyard, perhaps inspired by 

the Old Assyrian palace at Assur of comparable size and lay-

out (Fig. 3.10.1). This unique building, the largest known of its 

kind, is identified as the palace of the Inar/Warshama dynasty 

by a letter (see earlier in this chapter) found in its debris. A 

bronze spearhead with the inscription “Palace of Anitta”, 

found in a building with projecting lateral walls (antae) forming 

porticos like in a megaron or Greek temple in the same level, 

seems to confirm the later textual tradition (see Anitta text, ear-

lier in this chapter) which claims that the palace of Kanesh was 
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taken over by Pithana, who was succeeded by his son Anitta of 

Kushshara in a coup without destruction. Four monumental 

structures, two of them probably palaces, were excavated at 

Acemhöyük near the Salt Lake. One of them, with more than 

fifty rooms (Sarıkaya), measures 3600 sq m and is clearly pre-

planned, with porticos built on three sides (east, north and 

west) facing open space. Here, too, the ground floor was used 

for storage purposes (Özgüç 1980). In Kültepe Kanesh mound 

level 7, two free-standing structures interpreted as temples 

(Özgüç 1993) measuring 27 m × 22 m (remains of two further 

similar structures suggest the existence of at least four temples) 

consisting of a single long-room cella with an axial entrance, 

and towers protruding on all four corners (Fig. 3.10.1) display 

similarities to the tower (“migdal”) temples or fortress-temples 

of Syria and Palestine (Schachner 2006). The free-standing  

megaron-like rectangular building, with antae on either end, 

has been identified as official storage space (Fig. 3.10.1). No 

monumental structure has so far been located in the Karum 

outer town.

Walls of MBA monumental structures are constructed on a 

stone foundation with a mud-brick superstructure in a wooden 

frame, with large beams used horizontally and vertically 

(Naumann 1971). The ample use of timbers such as pine, juni-

per, cedar and boxwood confirms the once dense forest cover 

on the now barren Central Plateau. Remains of architectural 

wood from Kültepe, Acemhöyük and Karahöyük have been used 

in the Bronze/Iron Age master chronology of the 2nd millen-

nium based on tree rings (dendrochronology) (Manning et al. 

2001, 2003). The construction date of the Warshama palace 

is established as 1832 +4/−7 cal BCE with a lifespan of at least 

FIGURE 3.10.1. MBA monumental architecture inside the fortified city of Kanesh level 7 (Kültepe), including palace and several 

free-standing structures, two with towers (temples?) and one resembling a megaron (from Özgüç 1999: Plan 6).
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sixty-one years. Both palaces at Acemhöyük were constructed 

in 1766 +4/−7 cal BCE with a minimum lifespan of eight years 

(Kuniholm et al. 2005). All palaces were destroyed and ended 

in a conflagration.

The residential architecture of the outer town (Karum area) 

is made up partly of two-storey, flat-roofed houses with three to 

five rooms, one of them often larger, and all of irregular shape. 

Ranging in size between 70 and 130 sq m, these stand in densely 

built neighbourhoods (Fig. 3.10.2), sometimes sharing walls 

with neighbours (Özgüç et al. 1999). Houses were used as living 

and work spaces, with office, storage, kitchen, archive and safe 

rooms on the ground floor and the second floor serving as the 

residence. Some houses were also used as workshops, as indi-

cated by furnaces, crucibles and moulds specialising predomi-

nantly in the production of metal objects, especially a variety 

of weapons except long swords, but also stone and bone tools, 

and seals on the ground floor. Large amounts of raw materials 

such as imported ivory (elephant and hippopotamus) and rock 

crystal (both in Acemhöyük) and obsidian (3 tonnes found in 

Kültepe mound, level 7 megaron-shaped official storage build-

ing) and, in addition, the finished objects in all of these materi-

als attest to the production and need for luxury objects among 

the Anatolian elite who were competing for power (Mellink 

1993). Imported finished products came from the east, such 

as glazed faience votive figurines and vessels from north Syria 

(Özgüç 1986, 2003) or roller-frames (spools) from Babylon or 

Iran (Özgüç 1986, 2003; Harper 1989).

Intramural burials are attested in Kültepe from the Karum 

area: inhumations were found under kitchen floors in stone-

lined cist graves or in pithoi (large storage jars). Mostly the cist 

graves contained a variety of locally produced bronze, silver 

and gold vessels, weapons, and gold jewellery decorated with 

precious stones such as lapis lazuli. Iron, first attested in the 

3rd-millennium elite burials at Alacahöyük (Yalçın 1999), con-

tinued to be used for precious objects (it is worth noting that in 

the Anitta text the “man” from Purushhanda [= Burushhattum] 

brings to him an iron throne!) but is rarely in evidence. More 

common are extramural cemeteries which continue 3rd-millen-

nium practices of pithos burials, inhumations and increasingly 

cremations. For example, in the MBA cemetery at Acemhöyük, 

500 m from the mound (Arıbaş) dated to the 18th–17th centuries 

BCE, c. 70% of the 167 burials were cremations, some in urns, 

and the remainder inhumations, some in pithoi (Öztan 1998). 

Other cemeteries have been found at Alişar, Ilıca, Seydiler, 

Yanarlar (Emre 1978), Gordion (Mellink 1956), Büget (Çorum) 

and Kazankaya near Maşat. It is conceivable that the differences 

in burial practices reflect culturally distinct population groups 

living together. In terms of infrastructure, stone-paved streets, 

sometimes even with border stones, were often wide enough 

for single carriages; and built-in drainage channels as well as 

FIGURE 3.10.2. MBA residential architecture in Kültepe Kanesh Karum level II (from Özgüç 1986: Plan 2).
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open yards and disposal pits limited to peripheral areas are 

common features of developed urban life in the MBA.

As for mercantile activity, the archaeological record reflects 

only a fraction of the complex set of interactions outlined in 

this chapter. No remains of the main commodities of trade – 

that is, ingots of tin, copper, gold, silver, finished textiles and 

wool – are preserved in the archaeological record. The Assyrian 

traders and their families lived in houses constructed by local 

craftsmen to look like the houses of their Anatolian partners, 

and they used locally produced Anatolian household utensils, 

so that it would be difficult, if not impossible, to recognise the 

residing foreign merchants and traded commodities without 

the archival documentation. The archive of each merchant 

was stored in clay vessels, baskets, textile bags and wooden 

boxes and organised on shelves and along the walls of a room 

reserved for this purpose in his house (Veenhof 2003b).

Seals of the period are best known from their impressions 

preserved on bullae and tablets, because few original seals have 

been preserved. The main types of seals in use were cylinder 

seals of Mesopotamian origin and Anatolian stamp seals. The 

use of cylinder seals was introduced to Central Anatolia by the 

Assyrian traders together with the practice of writing on clay 

tablets. Stylistic variations are distinguished as Old Assyrian, 

Old Babylonian, Old Syrian and Old Anatolian, the last being a 

local adaptation of Mesopotamian imagery in an idiosyncratic, 

bold style; the earliest corpus of Anatolian iconography pres-

ents minute details of costume, furniture, cult installations 

and vessels in addition to images of deities, most of which 

continued through the Bronze and Iron Ages (Özgüç 1965, 

1968, 1980, 1989; Teissier 1994; Özgüç & Tunca 2001). Stylistic 

differences do not necessarily reflect the cultural identity of 

the owner or where they were produced. On the other hand, 

an increase in the use of stamp seals on envelopes in Karum 

level Ib does indicate a rise in the Anatolian component of 

trade. The iconography of the stamp seals shows regional dif-

ferentiation within Central Anatolia and introduces elements 

of what will constitute the Hittite glyptic repertoire. Affinities 

with sealings from Phaistos (Crete) and Karahöyük (Konya), 

another MBA mound with remains of a building of palatial 

calibre, also attest to sustained contact to the west across the 

sea (Aruz 1993). Lead figurines and their moulds are found fre-

quently and constitute another artifact type with figurative rep-

resentations (Emre 1971). These begin to be popular from the 

end of the 3rd millennium onwards and were used over a wide 

area, probably for cult purposes, perhaps as votives.

Wheel-made ceramic production was introduced to the 

Anatolian Peninsula beyond the Uruk penetration along the 

Euphrates in Cilicia in the early 3rd millennium (Goldman 

1956). In EBA III it began to spread west (Troy, Aphrodisias, 

Küllüoba) but remained isolated. During the MBA the city-

states of Central Anatolia introduced their own wheel-made 

shapes, typically with sharp carinations, exaggerated beaked 

spouts and abundant handles, that emulated metal prototypes 

in shape as well as in terms of decoration which was mono-

chrome with reddish slips (Fig. 3.10.3); all were polished 

except for cooking pots. These constitute the standard reper-

toire which continued with no break through the Old Hittite 

Kingdom into the mid-2nd millennium. A small percentage of 

these shapes are painted with brown linear, geometric or fig-

urative (birds) designs; smaller vessels are completely covered 

with a light slip, while large ones only have it on the shoulder 

in panels within the red polish. A polychrome painted tradi-

tion (Cappadocian Ware) with geometric designs that echo 

textile patterns does not last beyond the MBA. Handmade ves-

sels continued to be produced: some rhyta (libation vessels) 

are in imaginative shapes such as fully sculpted animals (birds 

of prey, lions, bulls, boars, partridges, etc.), fruit (grapes), and 

there are even shoe-shaped ones. Some are stylised, others 

rather naturalistic. In addition to the duplicated shapes which 

are hallmarks of this period, there are vessels with animal and 

human figures, often superimposed and attached to the han-

dle, spout or rim. Sieved jugs are common, indicating that a lot 

of liquids were filtered prior to consumption – probably beer 

or sweetened and flavoured wine.

In the West, the Anatolian Grey Ware tradition (Pavúk 

2002b, 2005, 2007a, 2007b) corresponds to a similar ceramic 

convention (Grey Minyan Ware) on the Greek mainland: local 

grey wares (from inland centres) of the 3rd millennium BCE, 

often burnished to a metallic lustre (imitating silver vessels?) 

continue to develop in the Middle Bronze Age especially in the 

West Anatolian (East Aegean) coastal zone.

The Late Bronze Age 
(1650–1200 BCE)

Introduction

The Late Bronze Age (LBA) in Anatolia refers to the period 

which begins with the rise of the Hittite state and ends with 

its destruction in tandem with the widespread devastations 

attested in the archaeological record around the coastal 

Eastern Mediterranean and its hinterland. Many sites with 

MBA levels continued into the LBA with little change in cul-

tural assemblages or technologies. On the other hand, the end 

of the MBA is often marked by a destruction level, and former 

MBA centres such as Kültepe/Kanesh or Acemhöyük do not 

survive in the LBA as centres. Archival texts inform us about 

the rise of a political dynasty, the Hittites, which expanded 

its rule from the MBA political scale of a city and its hinter-

land (city-state) to a regional, territorial state which eventu-

ally exerted its power and influence beyond the boundaries of 

Central Anatolia, reaching south to the Mediterranean coast, 

southeast into north Syria including the Euphrates bend, north 

up to the Pontic range, and west to the Aegean as far north as 

Troy. The cultural assemblages of Central Anatolian sites show 

a gradual internal development, ultimately leading to a stan-

dardised, idiosyncratic repertoire. The main characteristics 

of residential architecture and construction techniques con-

tinued into the LBA, in contrast to new forms of preplanned 

monumental structures and public buildings introduced in 

the heartland of the new kingdom (Naumann 1971; Schachner 

1999). Planning ranged in scale from the individual building 
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to entire neighbourhoods of a settlement. In fact, the LBA site 

as a whole reflects careful planning, including its monumen-

tal fortifications. The new forms mark a change in economic, 

administrative and representative needs, an indication of 

developing sociopolitical complexity. The uniformity of these 

changes over the entire core of Central Anatolia attests to the 

rise of a centralised state. The political manifestation of this 

growing state which, according to archival sources, derived 

its power from its military capacity, is corroborated by abrupt 

changes in architectural and material culture in regions that 

came into contact with, and yielded to, this expanding polity, 

such as in Tarsus-Gözlükule, Mersin-Yumuktepe and Kinet 

Höyük in Cilicia (Goldman 1956; Garstang 1953; Jean 2006; 

Gates 2001, 2006) and I -mikuşağı and Korucutepe in the upper 

Euphrates region (Konyar 2006).

Chronologically the period is subdivided into LBA I and II, a 

subdivision based on a combination of historical and archaeo-

logical evidence. Historically, LB I (c. 1650–1400) refers to the 

a

b

d

c

FIGURE 3.10.3. a. MBA beak-spouted, red-slipped, polished jug imitating metal prototype, Boğazköy-Hattusha, c. 18th century 

BCE (from Bittel 1976: 79 fig. 52). H.: 0.384 m; b. MBA red-slipped, polished teapot with exaggerated spout, Kültepe, Karum 

level II. After Özgüç, T. 2005. Kültepe-Kaniş/Nesa. Yapı Kredi Yayınları: I-stanbul, p. 126 fig. 118. H.: 0,134m D.: 0, 083m; c. MBA 

red-slipped, polished vessel in the shape of bird of prey to receive and pour liquid (wine?) during cultic activity, Kültepe Karum 

level II. After Özgüç, T. 2005. Kültepe-Kaniş/Nesa. Yapı Kredi Yayınları: I-stanbul, p. 175 fig. 197. H.: c. 0.207m; d. MBA red-slipped, 

polished, pair of teapots with bird of prey on connecting bar between handles, Kültepe Karum level II (after Özgüç, T. 2005. 

Kültepe-Kaniş/Nesa. Yapı Kredi Yayınları: I-stanbul, p. 160, fig. 181). H. (base to rim): 0.18 m.
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Hittite Kingdom Period (including Old and Middle Kingdom – 

albeit a differentiation that is not accepted by all: see Archi 2003 

and Müller-Karpe 2003) and corresponds to the first phase of 

the polity as a regional state. LB II (c. 1400–1200) implies the 

Hittite Empire Period, when the state expanded beyond its core 

area. The absolute chronology of the period is debated and 

under construction: C14 dates are accumulating for stratified 

levels of the LBA from a number of sites including Bog ̆azköy/

Hattusha (Schoop 2006). Dates are also provided by the dynas-

tic succession of Hittite rulers and historical synchronisms 

with the Near East, although the interpretation of available 

evidence continues to be discussed and elaborated (Dinçol 

2006; Schoop 2006). Archaeologically, the transition from 

LBA I to II is characterised by the decline of the typical Central 

Anatolian ceramic assemblage established in the MBA, and 

the introduction of an extremely standardised, plain ceramic 

repertoire with a limited number of simple forms (Parzinger &  

Sanz 1992; Müller-Karpe 1998, 2002). Recently the chronol-

ogy of the Hittite capital city has begun to be revised (Seeher 

2006a, 2008).

There is a marked discrepancy here between the archaeo-

logical record and the archival sources. The former preserves 

evidence for impressive yet abrupt accomplishments in town 

planning, engineering and landscape management, but little 

of the splendour and intricacies of this powerful polity. The 

latter, on the other hand, reveals an elaborate state apparatus 

with a strong sense of political and historical continuity and 

disciplined record keeping, a multilingual scribal tradition, an 

interest in law and literature, complex rituals and cult as well 

as remarkable accumulation of wealth. The written record fur-

ther exposes the widespread interregional contacts and com-

munications of the polity, and sheds light on contemporary 

Eastern Mediterranean and Near Eastern interaction. Hittite 

archives also inform us about contemporary historical figures, 

events and the historical geography of the world to the west 

where written records have not yet been recovered, such as the 

Anatolian coast of the Aegean (Hawkins 1998, 2009), or where 

writing serves purely administrative purposes with little nar-

rative to flesh out politics and history, as beyond the eastern 

Aeagean realm.

Archival sources

The Hittite state employed writing in the form of cuneiform 

on clay tablets to record official documents from the very 

beginning. The practice of writing did not develop from MBA 

contact with the Old Assyrian script, but was reintroduced fol-

lowing military penetration into Mesopotamian lands leading 

to encounters with the Babylonian scribal tradition (Hawkins 

1986). Parallel to writing in Akkadian, the lingua franca of the 

period, Hurrian and venerable Sumerian LBA Hittite chancellar-

ies began to record their vernacular Indo-European language, 

Hittite (Neshite or Neshili), in the Mesopotamian script. Other 

vernaculars, clearly present in spoken form, including two fur-

ther Indo-European languages, Luwian (Hawkins 2003) and 

Palaic, and the idiosyncratic and earlier Hattic (reference to 

Central Anatolia by the Hittites as the land of Hatti is taken 

to imply a pre-Hittite Hattic presence), occur only sporadically 

in the written record. This linguistic plurality does not cor-

respond to specific cultural assemblages or any such distinc-

tions in the material record, and would be entirely unsuspected 

without textual evidence. The study of place names suggests 

that Luwian extended along the southern and western coastal 

zone of Anatolia, whereas Palaic is assigned to the Black Sea 

coast.

In addition to cuneiform on clay tablets, a locally devel-

oped pictographic and syllabic script was used to record Indo-

European Luwian (Hieroglyphic Luwian, HL). It is preserved 

on seals or their impressions on clay, where it records short 

information such as names, title, genealogy and the office of 

the seal holder. This script was also carved on stone objects 

such as altars (Emirgazi), a variety of stone-built monuments 

such as a pool (Yalburt) (Hawkins 1992) or a sacred chamber 

built into the dam wall of a water reservoir (Südburg, Bogăzköy) 

(Hawkins 1995), and on natural rock outcrops. Some inscrip-

tions are extensive texts with a political content. It is notice-

able that no archival material is preserved in this script. This 

absence may be explained by writing on perishable materials, 

and this is supported by information provided on clay tablets 

that mention wooden tablets and their scribes. None survives 

in the archaeological record from Central Anatolia. The only 

LBA example of a wooden folding tablet with two hinged parts, 

but with no writing preserved, comes from the Uluburun ship-

wreck (Payton 1991). Thus, even if it is not conclusively proven 

that HL was incised on wax-coated, hinged wooden tablets, it 

seems very likely. Wooden tablets may have been used in the 

Aegean as well, thus accounting for the paucity of the pre-

served written record in this part of Anatolia. The practice of 

writing on wax-coated wooden tablets did survive the fall of 

the LBA Hittite world and remained common in the Graeco-

Roman world.

Hittite rulers and administration used stamp seals 

(Fig. 3.10.4) following Anatolian tradition (Güterbock 1940, 

1942; Beran 1967; Boehmer & Güterbock 1987). They intro-

duced writing onto the seal face and developed a new idiosyn-

cratic iconography influenced by Egyptian and Syrian motifs. 

The Mesopotamian-inspired Anatolian-style cylinder seal of 

the MBA does not continue to be used after the mid-2nd mil-

lennium BCE – that is, it disappears together with writing in the 

Old Assyrian dialect. LB I seals only use writing, with Akkadian 

cuneiform as the official language reserved for the ruler and HL 

for the administration. Iconography was added in the Empire 

Period. Large quantities of lumps of clay with seal impressions 

(bullae) were excavated in Hattusha (Herbordt 2005; Dinçol & 

Dinçol 2008). Seals and/or seal impressions with HL inscrip-

tions are attested beyond the Hittite core-land in the west at 

Troy (Hawkins & Easton 1996) and Çine-Tepecik (Günel & 

Herbordt 2010), in the south at Soli (Yağcı 2007) and Tarsus 

(Gelb 1956), and in the east at Korucutepe (Van Loon 1978), 

Ugarit (Schaeffer 1956) and Emar (Beyer 2001).

Information provided in the clay tablet archives at Boğazköy/

Hattusha confirms the site as the capital city of the Hittite 

kingdom (Bittel 1970), replacing the former central role of 

Kültepe/Kanesh. Further LBA archives were located at I-nandık  
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Tepe (Özgüç 1988; Alp 1991; Wilhelm 2005) Maşat/Tapigga 

(Özgüç 1980, 1982), Ortaköy/Shapinuwa (Süel 2002), Kuşaklı/

Sarissa (Wilhelm 1997) and Tarsus/Tarsa (attested by a land-

deed tablet: Goldman 1956; Wilhelm 2005). Cultural continu-

ity is implied by the Hittite name for their language as Neshili, 

the language of the town of Nesha, another name for Kanesh 

(Güterbock 1958). The figure of the ruler Anitta (see earlier in 

this chapter) provides historical continuity for the MBA and 

LBA polities in Central Anatolia. Anitta and his father Pithana 

appear on archaeological material dated to the MBA as well 

as in the royal Hittite archives. Both Anitta and Hattushili I, 

the earliest attested ruler of the Hittite dynasty, connect their 

own dynasty to the same, as yet unlocated town of Kussara-

Kushshara. Moreover, Hattushili’s name, clearly a throne 

name, means “the man from Hattush”, which may be read as a 

concern to emphasise the new capital within a context of cul-

tural continuity using its old name. The term Hittite is modern 

and derived from biblical references to Iron Age successors of 

the empire.

In contrast to the mercantile private archives found in resi-

dential structures of the MBA, LBA Hittite texts are mostly 

located in public monumental structures such as palace or 

temple archives. These texts are official documents and shed 

light on historical figures and geography, internal and inter-

national politics and military events, palatial administration 

and hierarchy, as well as the cultic domain and its practice and 

FIGURE 3.10.4. Impressions on clay stoppers of Late Bronze Age Hittite seals of administrative officials with Hieroglyphic 

Luwian writing, from Sarıkale, Boğazköy-Hattusha. (Courtesy Boğazköy Archive, German Archaeological Institute.)
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organisation, including literary and mythological composi-

tions. Economic texts about taxation and trade are rare; one 

exception is the genre of land-deeds where the Hittite king 

grants land to individuals in return for goods and services.

Annalistic recording is a hallmark of the Hittites and may 

constitute the earliest example of this genre (Van de Mieroop 

2007). Moreover, there is a tradition of concluding treaties 

in writing, and historical preambles to such treaties record 

past events. Even though these presentations must be biased 

in their perspective and selection (ibid.), the concern to reit-

erate past events in order to justify current actions or deci-

sions reveals an interest in the past in near historical terms. 

Clay-tablet fragments inscribed with the famous Hittite peace 

treaty concluded with Egypt, the well-known Qadesh treaty 

(Edel 1997), were found in the Hattusha archives. These 

belong to the Egyptian version written in Akkadian, one of 

several copies, two of which – the officially exchanged and 

perhaps displayed ones – are known to have been inscribed 

on silver tablets, according to texts. One such metal tablet, 

although in bronze, bearing the text of another treaty, was 

unearthed in Hattusha near one of the ceremonial city gates 

(Otten 1988). Chains found attached to the tablet may have 

been used to attach seals (Herbordt 2005). Bilingual record-

ing is frequently attested, using Akkadian, the lingua franca 

of the period as the second language/script, both on tablets 

as well as on seals, but never on public monuments. Hittite 

itself is attested once as an ersatz lingua franca in a letter from 

a west Anatolian ruler to the Egyptian pharaoh, found among 

the Amarna Letters.

Archaeological record

Where settlement size and location are concerned, LBA 

Central Anatolian sites can vary between 1–2 ha (small villages) 

and 18–26 ha (cities such as Kuşaklı/Sarissa), the capital city 

Hattusha measuring an immense 180 ha (Ökse 2006). Hittite 

sites of the LBA are found either in hilly terrain or in plains, 

often continuing habitation on ancient settlement mounds. 

The location of sites is determined by a combination of access 

to fresh drinking water, agricultural land, pasture land, in addi-

tion to hunting and gathering options (dry-farming agricul-

ture in Central Anatolia is not stable and reliable, with drought 

years leading to famine), such as in nearby forests (now defor-

ested), and finally considerations of mobility via transit roads 

and visibility for defensive purposes. Hattusha represents the 

best example of such a site, in stark contrast to traditional sites 

on top of ancient settlement mounds on plains (Fig. 3.10.5).

Residential architecture of average households in the urban 

centres of Central Anatolia in the LBA was a continuation of 

a development which began in the EBA: partly two-storey 

houses with multiple rooms of varying size, one often larger, 

an irregular exterior and interior, sometimes an inner court-

yard (Schachner 2006). Houses in urban areas line streets 

which mostly do not seem preplanned. Building materials 

continued to be stone for the foundations with a mud-brick 

superstructure on a wooden frame. Fresh water was available 

in communal fountains, and waste water was drained out of 

houses through clay pipes into sewage channels which ran 

under the streets.

A new development was free-standing urban mansions with 

roofed halls (Hallenhäuser) of unprecedented size and plan-

ning, which suggest the rise of a new urban elite presumably 

serving in the administration of the central state apparatus, 

at least as by the 15th century BCE (Neve 1979). Recent excava-

tions have also revealed standardised housing units, perhaps 

military barracks, in a grid-shaped street layout dating to the 

16th century BCE, one of which was inhabited by the chief mil-

itary commander according to a tablet found in the structure 

(Schachner 2009). In the course of the LBA, Hittite monumen-

tal architecture introduced a series of unprecedented building 

types that are nevertheless so clearly attuned to the topograph-

ical conditions that they do not seem imported conceptually, 

but must have developed locally (Naumann 1971; Neve 1995/6; 

Schachner 2009). Temples in LBA Hittite Anatolia were con-

ceived in the Near Eastern tradition as the residence of deities 

and can usually be confidently identified as such based on 

standardised features (Neve 1999) and the presence of a cult 

room, or cella, often with a podium on which the statue of the 

deity stood. No such statues have been found so far, but temple 

inventory texts give a vivid description of temple statues and 

other cult objects of value (Von Brandenstein 1943; Jakob-Rost 

1963a, 1963b). No Hittite temple has been clearly identified with 

a specific deity through an inscription or archival information, 

but nevertheless some attributions exist: it has been suggested 

that the largest building (C) in Kuş̧aklı-Sarissa was dedicated 

to the Weathergod, the main deity of the Hittite pantheon 

(Müller-Karpe 2002b). The hallmark of all monumental (vary-

ing between 20 m × 20 m to 40 m × 60 m) free-standing Hittite 

temples is the open rectangular courtyard in the centre lined 

with a portico on one or more sides. Clusters of rooms were 

grouped around this courtyard. In contrast to Mesopotamian 

or Greek temples, large windows are in evidence, indicating 

that daylight flooded the interior space. The cult room, placed 

at an angle and never across the main entrance into the tem-

ple, could be accessed only after turning around and is never 

visible from the courtyard. Large, partly worked stone blocks 

fitted without mortar were often employed for the lower part 

of the walls above ground level (Neve 1995/6; Seeher 2009b). 

Dowel holes drilled with a mechanical drill are widespread 

on large stone blocks, as across the Eastern Mediterranean 

during the LBA (Naumann 1971; Seeher 2005). A typological 

development of temples – the earlier ones with irregular exte-

rior facades which reveal interior subdivisons and clusters, the 

later ones with straight facades in tandem with a diminishing 

size – has been suggested (most structures are difficult to date) 

based on the plans and location of the thirty-one temples in 

Hattusha and Kuşaklı/Sarissa which have been dated and iden-

tified (Neve 1995/96; Müller-Karpe 2003; Schachner 2009). 

Like Mesopotamian temples, Hittite cult buildings also func-

tioned as households of deities, that is, as economic centres 

with material remains indicating production (workshop areas 

and kitchen facilities, breweries), storage (large containers 

and space for agricultural surplus) and recording (scribes and 

archive) in designated areas. Temples and residential large 
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buildings were often built on slopes accommodating the hilly 

terrain, allowing for a partial cellar or a lower floor level down 

the slope. LBA Central Anatolian monumental buildings had 

flat roofs. Water from roofs and courtyards was drained out of 

the building in clay pipes or open water channels. Clay piping 

also served to bring in fresh water. Hittite types of official build-

ings are also found at sites which came under Hittite political 

control (Tarsus, Korucutepe, Kinethöyük). A structure built 

FIGURE 3.10.5. Boğazköy-Hattusha topographical site plan with contour lines at 5 m intervals. (Courtesy Boğazköy Archive, 

German Archaeological Institute.)
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to control access to the open-air relief-bearing rock sanctuary 

(Yazılıkaya) outside Hattusha complements the sacred space 

and transforms the natural rock outcrop into a formal space 

akin to a temple.

Palaces of the MBA did not survive into the LBA. A new 

architectural concept was introduced: palaces were built as 

a conglomeration of different buildings around a series of 

interconnected colonnaded courtyards. Buildings catered to a 

variety of representative, administrative, archival, residential 

and cult functions, each housed in a separate structure. In the 

large urban centre of Hattusha a very large palatial complex 

was erected in a citadel on a rock outcrop (Neve 1982), using 

extreme conditions of topography to suit the representational 

and defensive needs of the ruling dynasty. Further palaces 

have been found at Maşathöyük (Özgüç 1980) and Alacahöyük 

(Koş̧ay/Akok 1966/1973), respectively.

Standardised systematic fortifications are among the most 

distinctive and visually impressive features of LBA Central 

Anatolian urban planning (Seeher 2010). The typical Hittite 

fortification is constructed of an 8–10 m-wide casemate wall 

with a stone-built shell and rubble fill which supported a mud-

brick superstructure with crenulation of an estimated height of 

7–8 m, interspersed with 9 m-long regular rectangular towers 

jutting out at every 20 m stretch of wall, rising to a height of 

approximately 12–13 m (ibid.). Seeher draws attention to the 

regularity of this particular type of fortification as a manifesta-

tion of Hittite political presence in a given landscape. Peculiar 

to Hittite fortification systems are stone-lined, corbelled-

arched postern tunnels which pierce the defensive walls in 

some areas, although their function is unclear. Traffic in and 

out of the fortifications was controlled through arched-gate 

complexes constructed of megalithic stone blocks (Fig. 3.10.6) 

and protected by towers. Relief decoration carved on some of 

these blocks (Lion Gate, King’s Gate, Sphinx Gate at Hattusha) 

or the adjacent row of building blocks (Alacahöyük) clearly 

indicates that gates were also conceived as ceremonial space. 

In Hattusha an earthen ramp (height: 30 m; width: 80 m; 

length: 250 m) built in the shape of a truncated pyramid and 

covered with stone glacis (Yerkapı at the Sphinx Gate), to rein-

force the highest point in urban topography, is the crowning 

pinnacle of power manifestation marking the boundary of the 

urban and natural landscape on a gigantic scale reminiscent of 

Egyptian pyramids (Neve 2001).

In recent years large, official grain silos built with techni-

cal expertise to store enormous amounts of grain (with a com-

bined capacity of more than 8000 tonnes, feeding a population 

FIGURE 3.10.6. Late Bronze Age Hittite architectural sculpture. Lion Gate, Hattusha. Scale provided by human figure. (Courtesy 

Boğazköy Archive, German Archaeological Institute.)
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of more than 40,000 people in the case of Hattusha) were 

discovered inside several fortified LBA Hittite urban cen-

tres (Seeher 2000, 2006). Such silos are not attested prior to 

this period. Water reservoirs, produced through damming 

streams to create dam lakes, were another novelty of the period 

employed both in and around fortified urban centres (Hüser 

2007). The technical expertise indicates skilled specialists and 

experience in landscape engineering. Schachner (2009) points 

out that the collection of water and grain reflects the economic 

safety net of the recently centralised state, with its administra-

tion and social hierarchy depending on the regular supply and 

redistribution of agricultural surplus in the precarious ecolog-

ical balance of the Anatolian Plateau.

LBA burials are in extramural cemeteries, but few have been 

found: at Osmankayası (Bittel et al. 1958), a cemetery of the  

Hittite capital city located outside the urban fortification on either 

side of the road that leads to the rock sanctuary (Yazılıkaya), 

both simple inhumations and cremation burials in urns placed 

in rock crevices and niches have been unearthed. Grave-goods 

are simple and include animal bones, perhaps indicating offer-

ings of food. Texts inform us about cremation burial rites for 

the ruling elite, about a “house of stone” (hekur house) where 

the bones of the cremated rulers would be put to rest. No such 

place has yet been identified with any certainty. There are no 

clear cultural boundaries in Central Anatolia defined by burial 

practices; on the contrary, extramural cemeteries often include 

different types of burials together. Cremation burials are less 

common before the mid-2nd millennium; otherwise, there is 

continuity from MBA to LBA in extramural cemeteries, with 

inhumations in pithoi remaining more common in western 

Anatolia. No elite burials have been located.

Anatolian art of the LBA is best known for its architectural 

sculpture and rock reliefs. Architectural sculpture occurs in 

the form of large portal figures (lions, sphinxes) or friezes 

carved on monumental building blocks displaying cult nar-

ratives (Alacahöyük) paralleling similar scenes on relief vases 

(Mellink 1974). Reliefs and/or short inscriptions are carved 

on rock facades in the rural landscape (Fig. 3.10.7), often 

located near streams, water sources or roads (Kohlmeyer 

1983). Seeher (2009a) compares rural rock reliefs and their 

inscriptions to the use of seals, which they echo in appear-

ance, in that both demonstrate power and territorial claims. 

Rock reliefs (Karabel, Akpınar) and inscriptions (Suratkaya: 

Peschlow-Bindokat 2002) have been found from the Aegean 

coast to Cilicia (Sirkeli, Hemite) and in between. Fragments 

of fresco wall painting of Aegean type have been discovered 

at Bog ̆azköy/Hattusha in Temples 5 and 9. Anthropomorphic 

cult figurines and statuettes are made out of ivory, rock crystal 

(Tarsus), bronze, silver and gold (Bittel 1976). Relief-decorated 

bronze and silver vessels were produced, in addition to cultic 

animal-shaped metal cups which continue the MBA tradition 

of similar objects made out of clay. None of these metal vessels 

has been discovered in context.

A surmised Hittite monopoly in the production and trade 

of iron objects during the LBA suggested by textual rather 

than archaeological evidence continues to be debated (Yalçın 

2005).

Ceramic production continued from the MBA to LB I exhibit-

ing typical Anatolian traits such as the use of mineral-tempered 

clays, red slips and heavy burnishing, and sharp carinations 

often thought to imitate metal vessels. In LB I a greater variety 

of forms existed: most characteristic are various types of elegant, 

tall jugs on disc-shaped bases with extremely beaked spouts. The 

hallmarks of this period are tall funnel-rimmed vertical-handled 

vessels decorated with mould-made polychrome bands of reliefs 

depicting narrative scenes of cult activities. Themes included 

festivals with food preparation, music, dance, acrobats, “sacred 

marriage” scenes (Bitik and I-nandık Vases, Özgüç 1988) and 

bull-jumping (Hüseyindede Vase, Sipahi 2000), which is best 

known from the Minoan world, but is attested in north Syria even 

earlier on cylinder seals. Monumental architecture is shown in 

elevation, with details such as balustrades and wooden posts 

that are usually not preserved in the excavated foundation levels. 

By the 15th century BCE a steady decline in red-burnished, beak-

spouted, and carinated vessels had occurred. Vessels in the shape 

of animals continued to be produced, now on a larger scale, 

acquiring the proportions of sculpture in the round, such as liba-

tion vessels in the form of standing bulls, mostly encountered 

in pairs (Boğazköy/Hattusha, I-nandık, Kuşaklı/Sarissa). The LB 

II ceramic repertoire exhibits a break from the continuous tra-

dition of pottery production as the domain of artistic craftsmen 

FIGURE 3.10.7. Late Bronze Age Hittite rock relief: deity 

Sharruma (tall) embraces King Tuthalya IV (smaller). 

Bogăzköy, open-air sanctuary Yazılıkaya, chamber B east wall. 

Height of deity figure 1.64 m. (Courtesy Boğazköy Archive, 

German Archaeological Institute.)
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which was characteristic for the MBA–LB I Period (Müller-Karpe 

2002a). LB II is marked by mass-produced plain ware, some-

times referred to as Hittite monochrome ware or “drab” ware 

in light clay, with no or minimal surface treatment, reduced to 

basic rounded shapes and no carinations (Fig. 3.10.8): shallow 

round-based bowls are dominant, together with plates, one-han-

dled amphorae, pilgrim flasks, globular cooking pots and deep 

straight-sided tubs. Former affinities to metal forms completely 

disappeared, as did the once ubiquitous beak-spouted vessel. 

Miniature cult vessels are a new addition to the LB II Period rep-

ertoire. This standardised yet uninspiring assemblage spread 

geographically with the growing political impact of the Hittite 

Empire, displaying uniformity in shapes and assemblages over 

wide regions. The manufacture of pottery may have been cen-

trally controlled during the Empire Period (LB II) which might 

explain various potters’ marks encountered at different sites on 

open-shaped vessels (Gates 2001). There were some ceramics 

such as spindle bottles and arm-shaped vessels (suggested to 

have been used for libations) in Red Lustrous Ware also found on 

the island of Cyprus, formerly thought to be the source. Current 

studies propose production in Cilicia (Kilisetepe) that defines 

this ware as an Anatolian export (Kozal, forthcoming). In con-

trast to Cyprus and the Anatolian and Syro-Palestinian Levantine 

coast, only minimal amounts of Mycenean pottery have been 

found at some sites on the plateau (Maşat, Fıraktin).

Faunal assemblages from Anatolian sites generally consist 

of about 50–70% of sheep and goats, 15–20% each of cattle 

and pigs, and 5% or less of wild animals, a pattern established 

by the Late Neolithic and which continued through the Middle 

Ages (Hongo 2003: 259). In the LBA to IA transition of Central 

Anatolia generally, an increase in goats and red deer is attested, 

perhaps indicating deteriorating environmental conditions 

(ibid.: 266). At the Mediterranean coastal site of Kinet in east-

ern Cilicia hunted and marine species increase dramatically in 

the Bronze Age levels and decrease in the Iron Age, whereas 

domestic species remain mostly in similiar proportions, except 

for a rise in pig bones in the Iron Age (Ikram 2003: 292).

Indications of rising social complexity in West Anatolia, in 

the form of fortified towns with cultural contacts beyond their 

own region, a central administration and an agricultural hin-

terland, are beginning to emerge as more investigations focus 

on Bronze Age remains. The picture is far from clear, and with 

no archival documents observations rest on the interpretation 

of preserved material remains, which often reflect a mere frac-

tion of existing conditions and intricacies. Few regional centres 

have been located so far. Stratified mounds in the Near Eastern 

tradition are generally characteristic of the inland river valleys, 

which all flow east–west, draining into the Aegean. The coastal 

zone, with the exception of Troy, does not exhibit tall mounds, 

but shallow remains of settlements; clearly many important 

ones have been submerged by the constant silting of the numer-

ous alluvial plains or sealed by the overlying Classical remains. 

The overall picture indicates continous development in the area 

at least from the EBA if not Chalcolithic, but does not reach 

FIGURE 3.10.8. Late Bronze Age Empire Period Hittite vessels from the residence of a local elite south of Sarıkale, upper city, 

Boğazköy-Hattusha. (Courtesy Boğazköy Archive, German Archaeological Institute.)
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the level of complexity encountered in contemporary Central 

Anatolia or Crete. Developments during the 2nd millennium 

BCE in west Anatolia were first investigated at Troy (Blegen et al. 

1958; Korfmann 2006). In levels VI–VIIa (c. 1750–1180), dating 

to the late MBA–LBA (Becks 2006), the citadel (c. 2 ha) was 

protected by an idiosyncratic fortification with a few square 

towers (Fig. 3.10.9). The circuit wall continued local traditions 

that started in the EBA. The centre of the site was dug away in 

Roman times and in the 19th century, so that the public build-

ings of monumental size, to be expected in a fortified town 

of this scale, were not found. The preserved buildings are of 

megaron type or rectangular free-standing structures with few 

internal subdivisions, some with rows of pillars. They follow 

the fortification wall and do not resemble Central Anatolian 

multiroomed structures organised along streets. Recent 

research has established the existence of a lower town partly 

protected by a moat which was enlarged in Troy VIIa. A new type 

of ceramic, Anatolian Grey Ware, initially imitating silver ves-

sels, appeared in Troy VI (Pavúk 2007b), later followed by Tan 

Ware. Imported Mycenean ceramics soon gave way to locally 

produced imitations (Mountjoy 2006). Late Cypriot II ceramics 

were found in Troy in the 15th century BCE, and the site ranks 

high among Anatolian counterparts with Cypriot pottery finds 

for the next two hundred years (Kozal 2006). Moulds indi-

cate the production of metal objects. Textile production and 

purple dyeing would cater for elite groups competing for pres-

tige goods. The sudden appearance of the horse, which had 

been domesticated long before, is noteworthy. An extramural 

cemetery, dating to the end of Troy VI, was located beyond the 

moat surrounding the lower town and contained both crema-

tions in urns and inhumations with few grave-goods. On the 

other hand, the nearby cemetery at Bes ̧ik-Yassıtepe – again 

with a variety of burial types such as cremations, inhumations 

in earthen pits, pithoi or grave chambers – contained jewellery, 

seals and weapons (Basedow 2001). A bronze biconvex seal 

with a HL inscription identifying the owner as a scribe and his 

wife (Troy VIIb) is to date the only inscribed object from the 

site (Hawkins & Easton 1996). The site is unique in the Troad, 

with no sites of comparable calibre within a day’s walking dis-

tance (Özdog ̆an 1993), in contrast to settlement patterns with 

FIGURE 3.10.9. LBA Troy site plan (Troy VI citadel). (From Becks 2006: 157, fig. 2.)
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more frequent sites in Central Anatolia. Even without textual 

evidence and monumental buildings the site can be character-

ised as a large centre for the Troad, with a two-tiered (citadel, 

lower town) settlement pattern in the Anatolian tradition.

Hittite archival sources refer to a vassal treaty of the early 

13th century BCE signed by Muwatalli II and an Alakshandus 

of  Wilusa. The equation of Wilusa and Ilion (and Taruisa with 

Troy) is generally accepted (Hawkins 1998). Hittite interest in 

West Anatolia dates back to the beginning of the Old Kingdom 

or LBA I. Hittite letters on clay tablets from Boğazköy/Hattusha 

with references to people and places in western Anatolia have 

allowed philologists to piece together historical geography 

and some political developments (Güterbock 1986; Hawkins 

1998, 2009b). Briefly, the land of Arzawa (later Mira) refers to 

the central Aegean area, with Apasa (= Ephesus) as its capital; 

the Assuwa (= Assos) lands to the northwest include Wilusa/

Taruisa; the Seha River land is equated with the Hermos River, 

perhaps including the Caicos River; Millawanda (= Miletus) 

lies in the now silted-up lower Meander Valley; and the Lukka 

lands refer to Lycia. The much debated reference to Ahhiyawa 

must represent the Mycenean Greeks, whether on the Aegean 

islands or on the Greek mainland (Hawkins 1998; Mountjoy 

1998). No comparable textual evidence has yet appeared from 

west Anatolian sites.

Research during the last few decades has begun to unearth 

Bronze Age sites on the eastern shores of the Aegean, previ-

ously terra incognita. The only site with Bronze Age stratifi-

cation known up to the 1980s was Beycesultan in the upper 

Meander Plain, in the land of Arzawa (Lloyd & Mellaart 1965), 

where the remains of a large two-storey monumental struc-

ture were unearthed. The building consists in plan of various 

multi-roomed units grouped around a porticoed courtyard. 

This building continues a West Anatolian architectural tradi-

tion, already encountered in the EBA at Küllüoba (Efe 2007). 

Along the Çine (= Marsyas) River, a southern tributary of the 

Meander, is the site of Çine-Tepecik, with MBA and LBA levels 

in a fortified citadel (Günel 2010). Local plain wares are found 

together with imported and locally produced Mycenean LH 

IIIB–C ceramics, some with pictorial scenes. The fortification 

is of a local type with square towers at regular intervals. The plot 

thickens with a recently found HL-inscribed seal impression 

on a clay lump (bulla) bearing the name of a prince of the land 

of Mira (Günel 2010). Connections to Cyprus have also been 

attested. At Miletus/Millawanda in the lower Meander Valley 

locally produced Minoan ceramics and the presence of Minoan 

seals and seal impressions suggest a Minoan trading post (in 

Miletus III) connecting Crete with the MBA Central Anatolian/

Assyrian trade in metals (Niemeyer 2006, with further refer-

ences). Minoan influence on contemporary seal impressions 

of Karahöyük, a MBA-LBA site with remains of a palace located 

on the Konya Plain, halfway to Kanesh, corroborate this con-

nection (Aruz 1993). A MBA Minoan cultural presence was also 

recently confirmed to the north on the mainland across the 

island of Chios, in the residential and workshop district of a 

settlement at Çes ̧me-Bagl̆ararası (S ̧ahoğlu 2007). In Miletus V  

Mycenean contacts and presence replace former Minoan 

affinities in the course of the 15th century BCE, and compete for 

control over the area with the Hittites. Mycenean-type chamber 

tombs, alien to the Anatolian burial tradition, indicate a long-

term engagement in Millawanda and its environment. Some 

degree of Hittite impact is reflected in a fortification (Miletus VI)  

resembling Hittite construction techniques (Seeher 2010).

Moving north to the Küçük Menderes/Cayster Plain, both 

local LBA ceramics and Late Mycenean pottery and a Mycenean 

grave were unearthed at Ephesus/Apasa. North of Ephesus, 

halfway to I -zmir at Bademgedig ̆i/Metropolis, the remains of a 

fortress (Meriç 2003) and LH III A2 and LH III C pottery have 

been recovered (Meriç & Mountjoy 2002).

At Limantepe/Klazomenai, in the region of I -zmir, MBA and 

LBA remains are currently under investigation (Erkanal 2008). 

To the north of the peninsula, in the silted-up bay at the lower 

Gediz/Hermos, lies the harbour site of Menemen-Panaztepe, 

formerly located on an island but now surrounded by alluvial 

sedimentation (Erkanal-Öktü 2004). A large MBA structure has 

been found on the acropolis, and a LB II large complex with 

multiple rooms in the lower harbour area (Çınardalı-Karaaslan 

2008). The 14th-century BCE cemetery with Aegean-type tholoi 

and chamber tombs is sealed by a 13th-century BCE cemetery 

with pithos burials and stone-cist graves, including combina-

tions of both (Erkanal-Öktü 2008). This stratified change in 

burial tradition is unique to date. The securely stratified LBA 

ceramic recovered is key to understanding the west Anatolian 

pottery tradition (Günel 1999).

In the eastern part of west Anatolia along the Mediterranean 

coast the bronze tablet (see earlier in this chapter) defined the 

land of Tarhuntassa, with its eastern boundary at Parha (=Perge) 

and abutting to the east Kizzuwatna which stretches down the 

Taurus mountains along the Saros and Pyramos rivers, includ-

ing the alluvial plain of Cilicia. Excavations at Tarsus-Gözlükule 

(Goldman 1956) revealed a stratified site with Middle and Late 

Bronze Age levels, where the Hittite annexation of the plain, 

as indicated by a vassal treaty found in Boğazköy/Hattusha, is 

apparent in an abrupt change in the ceramic repertoire culmi-

nating in the construction of a monumental building resem-

bling in scale and layout Hittite temples of Central Anatolia. 

Among the HL-inscribed seal-impressed clay lumps (bullae) 

found at this fortified site (Gelb 1956), the name of Ishputahsu, 

who signed the treaty with the Hittite king Telipinu (c. 1500), 

appears, alongside a seal impression of the famous Puduhepa, 

queen of Hattushili III, who personally signed political docu-

ments and corresponded with the Egyptian pharaoh Ramesses 

II. The typical repertoire of Hittite plain wares was also pres-

ent. The presence of stone and clay moulds and metal weapons 

points to the settlement’s role in metal production and trade.

The Iron Age  
(c. 1200–550 BCE)

Introduction

With the decipherment of cuneiform and ancient Near 

Eastern languages in the course of the 19th century, western 
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scholarship recognised Mesopotamian historicity in tandem 

with the development of archaeology as a scholarly discipline. 

The Mesopotamian archaeological discourse, therefore, does 

not draw on terms of technological subdivisions developed for 

prehistoric periods. Rather, a political/historical framework, 

itself problematic and debated, is applied as soon as writing 

begins in the region. However, scholarship on Anatolia, a 

region long perceived as peripheral from the Mesopotamia-

centric perspective, employs prehistoric terminology, often 

used together with political/historical designations (Hittite, 

Phrygian, Lydian), until the peninsula culturally begins to 

slowly Hellenise, spreading inland from the Aegean and 

Mediterranean coastal zone, but politically becomes part of 

the expanding Persian/Achaemenid Empire in the mid-6th 

century BCE.

The end of the LBA in Anatolia is historically defined by the 

collapse of the Hittite state and the cessation of its adminis-

trative system, including official archives. The Hittite official 

language (Neshili) and its script (cuneiform) were never used 

again in Anatolia. Luwian and HL script were the surviving 

linguistic components until c. 700. The Hittite state is one 

among several that succumbed to the unstable conditions 

around the Eastern Mediterranean. Archaeologically, the end 

was not instant, and no single destruction level seals the last 

levels of the LBA in Hattusha (Seeher 2001). Many sites with 

destruction levels are dated to c. 1200 to 1180 BCE, following the 

historical framework, which results in circular arguments. The 

transition to the Iron Age remains a subject of debate and in 

need of further investigations all across Anatolia (Fischer et al. 

2003). Overall one can say that the regional chronology and 

assessments of the impact of the disintegrating empire need 

fine tuning. Bog ̆azköy/Hattusha seems to have been gradually 

abandoned and began to be inhabited by people who lived in 

simple houses and reverted to handmade pottery (after more 

than half a millennium of wheel-made production in the area), 

producing painted pottery in local styles, reminiscent of earlier 

periods, indicating the breakdown of centralised organisation 

and a drop in the level of social complexity.

The East (c. 1200–700 BCE)

The Early Iron Age was formerly referred to as the Dark Ages 

for lack of historical continuity. New discoveries and studies 

have now thrown more light on the period and point to dynastic 

links between the imperial dynasty and some of the successor 

city-states (Hawkins 1988, 1992). The vacuum left by the disin-

tegrating Hittite Empire was filled in the course of the Iron Age 

by competing polities, each with a central town and its hinter-

land. In contrast to the MBA Anatolian city-states, the Iron Age 

city-states clustered south of the Kızılırmak/Halys. They were 

located along the Taurus mountains, the Cilician Plain, the 

west bank of the upper Euphrates including the bend, along the 

Orontes/Asi River and in the Amuq. This reversion to the MBA 

urban scale has not been studied from a sociopolitical perspec-

tive. The continuation of HL writing has enabled philologists 

to establish the historical geography and dynastic succession, 

and at times even the course of some political developments, 

for several sites. Local Iron Age potentates sponsored genea-

logical and annalistic inscriptions (Hawkins 2000) carved in 

stone on buildings, city-gates (Çambel 1999), stelae, statue 

bases, funerary monuments (Bonatz 2000) and rock outcrops. 

The bulk of HL writing, however, is missing, as was the case in 

the LBA. Contemporary reliefs depict what seem to be wooden 

folding tablets, which suggests the continuation of the LBA 

tradition. An alternative medium for recording HL was small 

strips of lead on which the text was incised, and which were 

then rolled up when not in use. To date, seven such lead rolls 

have been found in Anatolia (near Kululu, Kayseri; Bog ̆azköy/

Hattusha; Kırşehir-Yassıhöyük; Akdoğan & Hawkins 2009). 

Six lead rolls were found in Assur (Payne 2005) and indicate 

their use also for long-distance communication. The quantity 

of public inscriptions increases noticeably in the Iron Age in 

tandem with a similar rise in the public display of representa-

tions. In contrast to the LBA, where long HL inscriptions were 

separated from figurative representation, Iron Age images 

and writing often complement each other in arrangement, 

although not necessarily in content (Özyar 2003; Çambel & 

Özyar 2003, Özyar 2012).

Historical links to the Hittite imperial dynasty were claimed 

in several sites. First thought to be exaggerations by local rul-

ers, these claims have been substantiated to a large degree: 

in Karkamish on the Euphrates, a descendant of the Hittite 

king Shuppiluliuma I, Kuzi-Teshup, has been shown to have 

survived the fall of the empire and to have claimed the title of 

Great King, which was reserved in the Empire Period for the 

head of the Hittite Dynasty. Descendants of Kuzi-Teshup con-

tinued to rule in Malatya/Melid farther upstream, claiming 

the same title (Hawkins 1988, 1995). Similar claims were also 

made on the Konya Plain (Kızıldag ̆) by Hartapus, a ruler who 

is now also suggested to be a descendant of the imperial line 

(Hawkins 1992). Architecture, sculpture and inscriptions were 

the domain in which each of these urban polities overtly adver-

tised the power and legitimacy of the ruler: the LBA settlement 

grammar of double or triple fortified towns with multiple mon-

umental buildings located in the often elevated centre and for-

mal temple structures continued. There is a change in building 

types: palaces were built with colonnaded porticos approached 

by a flight of steps, an architectural feature associated with the 

term “bit-hilani” used by Neo-Assyrian rulers to indicate the 

construction of a portico, styled specifically after (Neo-)Hittite 

palaces. The increase in sculptural decoration and inscription 

is a hallmark of this period. Architectural relief sculptures on 

stone revetments in buildings continue a North Syrian tradition 

already attested in the MBA (Aleppo, reused slab in the temple 

of the Weathergod). Monumental sculpture in the round or 

half-round, including portal figures, reveals a LBA Hittite tra-

dition. In contrast to the Hittite tradition, where the style of the 

capital city extended supra-regionally, perhaps with the aid of 

travelling craftsmen, marking the spread of Hittite influence, 

in the Iron Age regional sculptural schools prevailed and point 

to resident or regional sculptors and scribes. Iconographical 

themes now went beyond cult scenes and included military and 

courtly subjects. Funerary monuments were not reserved for 

the ruling dynasty: a number of individuals – perhaps members 
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of the local elite – now chose to represent themselves with 

inscriptions and/or images on funerary monuments (Maraş 

stelae). The material culture of these principalities is less well 

studied so far, and attention has focused on their rich architec-

ture, sculpture and inscriptions; many were excavated in the 

early 20th century. Karkamish (Hawkins 1995a) was undoubt-

edly in a leading position until Assyrian power and expansion 

put an end to its independence.

Wheel-made pottery continued, regional differences pre-

vailed, and local painted ceramic repertoires developed. A new 

introduction was Late Helladic III C pottery attested in either 

the Early Iron Age or the latest levels of LB II in Cilician sites 

(Tarsus, Soli, in small amounts at Kinet and Kilisetepe; for the 

latter see Postgate & Thomas 2007) and the Amuq (Atchana, 

Tayinat). The bulk of it was locally produced, and it has mostly 

open shapes (for the Tarsian corpus; see Mountjoy 2005). New 

settlers from the Aegean region, who arrived in the turbulent 

period at the end of the LBA and in a short period were absorbed 

into the local culture, may explain this sudden demand for 

Aegean-style tableware. Recent discoveries and readings of 

inscriptions from Aleppo and Tell Tayinat have identified the 

land of Palistin (c. 1100–1000 BCE) and its ruler Taita as extend-

ing from the Amuq to Aleppo and Hama in the south, with 

the capital city at Tayinat (Hawkins 2009a; Harrison 2009). 

The plain of Adana was referred to as the Plain of Hiyawa 

(=Ahhiyawa; see Tekoğlu & Lemaire 2000), which also indi-

cates Aegean settlers who named the plain. The large mound 

in the centre of the city of Adana remains unexcavated. After 

the 9th century BCE, bilingual inscriptions began to appear. 

Texts in HL are now translated into alphabetic Phoenician. 

The longest bilingual inscription (the HL being also the latest 

known so far) was found on the gates of Karatepe-Aslantas ̧/

Azatiwataya (c. 700 BCE), a citadel in the foothills of eastern 

Cilicia (Çambel 1999; Hawkins 2000). Ultimately (in the course 

of the second half of the 8th century BCE) the entire region suc-

cumbed to Assyrian military and administrative control. The 

new world order, in which the region was strictly governed by 

Assyrian governors installed in urban areas, is attested in the 

Neo-Assyrian archives and narrative monuments, and con-

firmed by the archaeological record through the appearance of 

Assyrian stelae, ceramics and cuneiform tablets.

The West (c. 1200–550 BCE)

In Central Anatolia, the collapse of the Hittite state resulted 

in the discontinuity of urban planning and infrastructure, 

planned architecture and monumental buildings, and the ces-

sation of central state archives indicating a total collapse of the 

administrative system. The next polity with an impact on the 

region is ascribed to the Phrygians, referred to by this name 

in later Greek sources. Gordion, the capital city, was located 

west of Boğazköy and beyond the Halys bend, on a tributary 

of the Sakarya/Sangarios, and is the type-site providing strat-

ified urban and material culture juxtaposed to a large ceme-

tery. The Early Iron Age evidence (Voigt & Henrickson 2000) 

suggests a simple lifestyle, reverting to handmade pottery  

and wattle-and-daub structures at Gordion/Yassıhöyük, or 

semi-subterranean structures (Grubenhäuser) in Bogăzköy. 

After 950 BCE, new developments can be observed in the mate-

rial record: at Gordion/Yassıhöyük, domestic architecture on 

the mound gave way to public-space mud-brick buildings with 

stone foundations, and, in the 9th century BCE, large-scale 

urban planning resulted in series of megaron-shaped large 

buildings with pitched roofs used for organised production 

(textiles, food, etc.) and storage. Large-scale terracing, open 

public spaces and a monumental gateway allowing entrance 

through a fortification wall were uncovered, while recent geo-

physical investigations have revealed that there was also a forti-

fied lower town. The architectural tradition in EIA Gordion was 

anchored in west Anatolia: the construction of the fortification 

wall can be compared to the fortification system of Troy VI:  

the walls slant in slightly as they rise, with slivers of stones fill-

ing crevices between larger stones. The key architectural units 

are rectangular buildings with a single hall behind an entrance 

porch or antae. Large free-standing structures seem to be spe-

cial buildings. Others are built in a row, sharing walls, and were 

used for centralised production (textiles, baking) and storage 

for which no administrative records are preserved. Megaron-

type buildings are closer to West Anatolian structures (Karatas ̧-

Semayük, Troy) than to the Central Anatolian tradition.

The construction of this carefully planned citadel has been 

redated based on new dendrochronological evidence in com-

bination with C14 dates (Voigt 2005; Kuniholm, et al. 2011). 

The new stratigraphic sequence of YHSS 5–7 (Henrickson & 

Voigt 1998) – YHSS 7 (EI 1100–950 BCE), YHSS 6B (Initial Early 

Phrygian 950–900), 6A (Early Phrygian 900–800), 5 (Middle 

Phrygian 800–540) – dates the destruction of the EIA citadel 

to c. 800 BCE, one hundred years earlier than the traditional 

dating ascribed to the historically attested Cimmerian raid 

(Voigt 2009, 2012). The pottery was wheel-made; grey wares 

predominate, some are elaborately painted, echoing textile 

designs and recalling Greek geometric styles. Side-spouted, 

sieved pouring or drinking vessels are the hallmark of the 

period (Sams 1994).

There is little continuity from the Late Bronze Age in terms 

of cult buildings and traditions. The Hittite/Luwian/Hurrian 

pantheon and its LBA iconography did not continue in this 

region as opposed to the Neo-Hittite world. The name of 

a female deity, Matar Kubileya (later Greek Kybele, Roman 

Magna Mater; connections to Kubaba of Karkamish have been 

both suggested and disputed), appears in conjunction with 

rock reliefs. She is, however, not represented in rock reliefs 

but shown on stelae which represent her in a niche, sometimes 

associated with (temple?) architecture. A new tradition of rock 

carving developed, particularly at home in the Phrygian high-

lands (Haspels 1971) (between Eskis ̧ehir, Afyon and Kütahya): 

instead of figurative representations of rulers and deities, as 

known in the Syrian/Hurrian/Hittite/Neo-Hittite/Assyrian tra-

dition, elevations of buildings – that is, the decorated short 

end of gabled, rectangular structures (Fig. 3.10.10) – are carved 

on rock outcrops. These representations, together with stone 

fragments of an acroterion (i.e., an architectural ornament to 

be placed on the apex of a pediment) found at Gordion, con-

firm that megaron-shaped buildings had a pitched roof, in 
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stark contrast to the Central Anatolian and Near Eastern flat-

roofed structures. The decoration, including false entrances 

and niches, seems to reflect actual building facades of the 

period, with designs and details representing wooden orna-

mentation, the use of tiles, and even windows in the pediment. 

The function of the facades is debated: associated cult prac-

tices related to divination and oracles have recently been sug-

gested (Berndt-Ersöz 2006) in a comprehensive reevaluation. 

Rock sanctuaries with stepped altars and cult idols are present 

in the same region. In spite of the lack of figurative designs, 

lions do occur, one particular arrangement echoing the Lion 

Gate at LBA Mycenae (see Chapter 3.24).

Inscriptions in large letters were carved on some facades, 

indicating a new beginning in literacy (Brixhe & Lejeune 1984). 

The language used is Indo-European Phrygian, which is closer 

to Greek than to Hittite or Luwian and its 1st-millennium con-

tinuation Lydian. One should also note the use of the terms 

wanax and lawagetas for rulers in Phrygian (cf. inscriptions in 

Linear B). This is the earliest alphabetic recording (9th century 

BCE) of an Indo-European language, since the earliest attested 

Phrygian inscriptions predate the earliest archaic Greek alpha-

betic writing, which it resembles, in the new Yassıhöyük stra-

tigraphy (Brixhe 2004). It has been suggested that Phrygian 

and Greek adopted the alphabet independently from the 

Phoenicians, perhaps sparked by encounters of all three in 

the Cilician realm and its hinterland, where bilingual public 

inscriptions are common (Mellink 1998). In fact, one of the 

longest texts in early Phrygian, a public inscription on a black 

stone stela, was found in Tyana/Tuwanuwa (Mellink 1979) 

just north of the Cilician Gates. Phrygian inscriptions are also 

known from Daskyleion (Bakır 1997) in the west to Alacahöyük 

(Brixhe & Lejeune 1984) and more recently at Kerkenes 

(Draycott & Summers 2008) in the east. Inscriptions preserved 

on wax applied to vessels (Young 1981) may indicate that the 

bulk of writing was on wooden tablets covered with wax, per-

haps a continuation of a surmised LBA Luwian practice.

Contemporary Assyrian historical sources (annals, let-

ters) record the activities of a Mita of Mushki (Mellink 1965; 

Postgate 1973) during the reign of Sargon II (722–705 BCE), 

who is possibly to be equated with Midas of Phrygia as attested 

in local inscriptions and mentioned in later Greek historiogra-

phy. Phrygian contact with the Neo-Hittite world is reflected in 

the costume of Warpalawas, the ruler of Tuwanuwa (Tyana), in 

the Ivriz rock relief (Boehmer 1973).

Elite burials in tumuli ranging from modest to monumen-

tal were a new introduction in this period and region, perhaps 

via Thrace and beyond, reminiscent of the kurgan tradition 

known from Central Asia in the east to the Balkans in the 

west, and unknown in earlier Near Eastern and Mediterranean 

traditions. A series of such burials was discovered in a cem-

etery at Gordion, and several have been excavated (Young 

1981). Both inhumations (Kohler 1995) and cremations were 

FIGURE 3.10.10. Iron Age rock-cut facade (Yazılıkaya at Midas City, between modern Afyon and Eskişehir) imitating front view 

of a building with a pitched roof. H.: c. 16.7 m; W.: c. 16.40 m. Photo: Şemsi Güner. Courtesy Arkeoatlas Archive.
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found concealed under man-made earthen mounds, and some 

very special (perhaps royal) burials were placed in wooden 

chambers: the largest among these, tomb MM, contained 

the remains of an aged male accompanied by lavish grave-

goods including utensils for a funerary symposium or feast,  

such as flat drinking bowls (phialae), cauldrons, jugs, animal-

shaped buckets (situlae), ladles, as well as a fibula (a safety 

pin–shaped device for fixing garments; see Muscarella 1967), 

all made of bronze, together with iron rods and remains of tex-

tiles. No gold or silver objects were found, which is unusual in 

the context of Eastern Mediterranean and Near Eastern modes 

of elite representation. Analysis showed that the consumed 

beverage was a mixture of grape wine, barley beer and honey 

mead. Some burials contained remains of horses (bones and 

trappings).

A range of elaborate wooden furniture (Simpson & 

Spirydowicz 1999), such as a bed, tables, stools (Fig. 3.10.11) 

and serving stands, exhibits sophisticated construction and 

inlay techniques as well as intricate geometric designs. This 

demonstrates a high level of craftsmanship indicative of a 

longstanding tradition, in this otherwise rarely preserved cat-

egory of artifacts made of perishable materials, and sheds light 

on the elite lifestyle and representations.

The tomb was once attributed on historical and chronologi-

cal grounds to Midas/Mita, but with the recent redating of the 

construction to 740 BCE this idea has been abandoned.

The impact of this new type of burial continued in Anatolia 

in the following centuries. Local elites preferred burials in 

tumuli, marking the landscape with insignia of power, along-

side other elite burial types such as rock-cut chambers (Caria) 

and stone sarcophagi imitating wooden (Lycia) structures. 

They were locally modified, with the wooden tomb chamber 

replaced by stone-built ones, both found with painted deco-

ration (Kızılbel, see Mellink 1998; Karaburun, Tatarlı, Uşak, 

Bayındır, see Özgen 1996), and extending as far south as Lycia 

and the region in between.

The political, economic and administrative organisation 

of this new polity remains elusive due to the lack of Phrygian 

archival sources. Although the adoption of a new script for 

their vernacular language – indicating recorded spoken lan-

guage – is better known from the realm of cult, the potential 

of recording for bureaucratic needs was present. Comparisons 

and influence are measured against the archaeological evidence 

outlined in this chapter, which indicates a highly stratified 

society with hereditary status (child burials in tumuli), cen-

tralised production, storage facilities of surpluses to finance 

monumental structures and maintain the production and dis-

play of prestige goods, and idiosyncratic cultural traits.

The west Anatolian kingdom of Lydia, the last indepen-

dent polity of Anatolia with linguistic links to Anatolian Indo-

European Bronze Age languages, succeeded the Phrygian 

kingdom at the beginning of the 6th century (Cahill 2010). 

FIGURE 3.10.11. Inlaid wooden stool from Tumulus P, Gordion, after conservation, as reconstructed for display in the Museum 

of Anatolian Civilisations in Ankara. H.: max. 0.31 m; W.: max. 0.52 m. Photo: Güneş Kocatepe. Courtesy Arkeoatlas Archive.
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Historically, a Lydian ruler (Gugu/Gyges) is attested in Assyrian 

records (Assurbanipal), confirming and dating later Greek 

narratives (Herodotus) about the Lydian dynastic succession 

and their military enterprises. The capital city was at Sardis on 

the Hermus River (Hanfmann 1983; Rammage 1987); strati-

fied remains have also been exposed at Gordion, which yielded 

to the Lydian expansion. No contemporary archival records 

of the state administration or any other narratives survive. 

The earliest Lydian writing (Melchert 2004a), alphabetic with 

some signs developed to record this particular vernacular, is 

attested on coins, and on masonry associated with burials. In 

later centuries, inscriptions are found mainly as epitaphs on 

tombstones (Gusmani 1975). The bulk of Lydian writing was 

most likely on perishable materials (such as perhaps wooden 

tablets, continuing an earlier tradition, as already mentioned 

for the Phrygians). Archaeological evidence from Sardis is lim-

ited, with excavations concentrating mostly on later remains. 

Some architectural structures such as terraces and fragments 

of a mud-brick fortification wall date to the period in question. 

An open-air workshop for metal refinement has been found, 

confirming the legendary riches of the Lydian king Croesus. 

In the Near East silver has traditionally served for more than 

a millennium as a medium of exchange close to a monetary 

function; but the kingdom of Lydia is claimed to have devel-

oped metal coins as money, an economic practice which 

continued to be used in most later civilisations. The earliest 

known struck coinage is Lydian electrum coins (Rammage & 

Craddock 2000).

Common cult practices are suggested: a cult of Kybele is 

attested, and the Lydian elite, including their rulers, chose to 

be buried in tumuli, emulating Phrygian funerary monuments 

which they adapted to their own needs: burial chambers of 

ashlar stone masonry and built-in stone benches replaced the 

formerly preferred wooden arrangement of Phrygian custom.

The Achaemenid/Persian advance into the Anatolian 

Peninsula annexed the region to a vast empire (Allen 2005) 

imposing a new bureaucracy and language, Semitic Aramaic 

written alphabetically, thus institutionally unifying Anatolia 

even beyond previous Hittite ambitions. Most urban centres 

that were in existence by this time continued to develop and 

flourish well into the Roman Period.
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Tudhalijas IV. Studien zu den Bog ̆azköy-Texten, Beiheft 1. 
O. Harrasowitz Verlag: Wiesbaden.

 1995. Die hethitischen Königssiegel der frühen Großreichszeit. Steiner 
Verlag: Mainz and Stuttgart.

Özdog ̆an, M. 1993. Second millennium of the Marmara Region. 
Istanbuler Mitteilungen 43: 151–62.

Özgen, I -. 1996. The Lydian Treasure: Heritage Recovered. Republic 
of Turkey, Ministry of Culture, General Directorate of 
Monuments and Museums: Ankara.

Özgüç, N. 1965. The Anatolian Group of Cylinder Seal Impressions from 

Kültepe. Türk Tarih Kurumu Yayınları: Ankara.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Downloaded from Cambridge Histories Online by IP 142.150.190.39 on Fri Jun 12 00:08:44 BST 2015.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CHO9781139017831.095

Cambridge Histories Online © Cambridge University Press, 2015



1569

Anatolia from 2000 to 550 BCE

 1966. Excavations at Acemhöyük. Anatolia 10: 9–52.
 1968. Seals and Seal Impressions of Level Ib from Karum Kanis. Türk 

Tarih Kurumu Yayınları: Ankara.
 1980. Seal impressions from Acemhöyük, pp. 61–99 in (E. 

Porada, ed.) Ancient Art in Seals. Princeton University Press: 
Princeton, NJ.

 1989. Bullae from Kültepe 1948, pp. 377–405 in (K.  Emre, M. J. 
Mellink, B. Hrouda & N.Özgüç, eds.) Anatolia and the Ancient 

Near East. Studies in Honour of Tahsin Özgüç. Türk Tarih Kurumu 
Yayınları: Ankara.

Özgüç, N. & Tunca, Ö. 2001. Kültepe-Kaniş, Sealed and Inscribed Clay 
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