KARATEPE RESTORASYON CALISMALARI (1952 - 1953)

Doc¢. Dr. Halet CAMBEL

Seyhan ili Kadirli ilgesinin orman- lik KAZI SONUNDA HEYKELTRAS-
dogu 1boLge-siinde, ilk olarak 1946 yi- linda [L|K ESERLERI VE YAZITLARIN
aciga cikarilip ta ilim diinyasina tanitilan |DURUMU:

(1) ve 1947 yilindan itibaren |Kazi1 sonunda heykeltraslik eserle- ri ve
kazi'lmasina baglanilan  (2) Karatepe |yazitlar, muhafaza, hal ve durum- lar
ge¢ Hitiit devri hudut kalesi harabesi [b2.kimindan soyle bir manzara arze-

calismalari, 1952 denberi nihai nesri:ya- ta |diyordu: Birer giris koridoru ve ugla-
hazirhk mahiyetinde aydinlatict ¢alis- malar |rindaki ikiser yan odasiiyle 1bir T - sekli

disinda, 'siimdiiil,ik 'kapanmus 1sayrlmis ve gosteren iki :kale kapist boyunca sirali
miizecilikle ilgili restorasyon safha- sina bulunan kabartma ve yazitlar, ka- Iba bir
intikal ettirilmis bulunmaktadir. 1b.azalttan yapilmislardir ve yer yer biiyiik
-araitepe'niin, daha ortayia ,¢ikaril- 6l¢iide harap ve noksandir- lar. Giiney..bat1

dig1 ilk,glinlerden:beri, Him diinyasinca | giris ,yolu eserleri, yi- gmn halinde
genis ibir alaka ve devamli bir dikkat ve [koridorun ortasina devrili, kismen de kirilip
ehemmi:yetle takip edilegeldiigi malum- |dskiilmiislerdir. Bu sahanin yan
dur. Bu alakanin asil temeli, agiga ¢ika- rilan [odalarindan biri tamamile bosa:lm1 tir.
'iki i¢ kale kapisinda mevcut olup ta, Digier 1odada e:serlier, iist kisimlarindan
hiyeroiglif hitit¢-e-sinin nihai ol.arak yar1 yariya, ¢ok¢ast da yaridan da c¢ok
,¢0ziilebilme-si 1isinde ‘kati rolii oyniyabi- |noksan olmak iizere, an- cak {,gte bir
lecek mahiyetteki fenike . hhit h:i- yeroglif |nisbetinde mevcut. Aym
‘bir bHinguis teskil eden yazit- lariyle, *esas | girigin i¢ ahmndaki boga kaideli mu-
sira ve tanziim $'ekilleri ge- nis 6l¢iide mahfuz |azzam ,il'a'h heykelii yere !devrillli,; 1bas:
'bulunan buyik sayi- daki heykdtriashk |darmadagin, kollari kopmus, Ib-oydan !bo-
,eisie-rleri ve imimari ka- lintilardir  (3). ya fenike yazith olan gévdesfoden bir
¢ok kisiml'ar kirr'k ve noksian. Obiir 1ku-
(1) H.Th. Bossert ve Halet Cambel, Ka- ratepe, |zey dogu giris koridoru eserleri, ¢ok daha iyi
vi2ni bil' Eiti ,har2besi ,(Istanbul Univer- sHicJ-i |durumda ve a-sil orijinal hallerinde yerhi

}f;i%b'i’yait Faikir!t si yaymqarmdan) I'sitan- bul \verjerinde ayakta olmakla ber:aber, yine de,

(2) H. Th. Bowismit -B. :Alkim, H. Ca:mbell tizerinde durduklar1 tas dolgu zemin ,ve

N. Ongunsu ve I. Siizen, K:araitepe kazilan. (Tirik |t€mMelin yer yer ¢Okiip bozul- masi
Tarih  KUTumu y<aymlarindain) Anka:m 1950 ve B. |netice'sil, bircok yazith kaide tas- lar1 kirik
A'kim ta-afmdan Belleten 1948'den iHbarie,;n Q.0azi |dokiik. Heykel ve ka:bartmahr- da nisbeten

;rap,mrlaltrnalbk. . |zarar az. Aynm kapr sag yan odasi,tamamile
Kazi, 1li:rlk Tair!lli Kurumu rtaraf ndan Ess- ki ) dasll
E,si2rlier v,e Miizeler Genel] Miudi:rligiuniin ve parcalanip aglhimis

. faital!1;b,u] U,n'iven,.sitte.si ,Edebiyat FakiiHierstinin bir kapi aslani ile yere diisiik vaziyetteki bir

istiraklie:l'i-".1e yapitmig, aymi faikiii!l:ti2n:,;n 6g,neHm |hitit hiyveroglif steli disinda. es'ki
iyeleri ta,rafmdian  yurftiri1mistiir. Asiit,ava,ndass tarrafi-nd'an imuhbemelM O.-S- inci

3) Y,aglt::,ar-llan eve ":diglelr malzemeden aiS]l' son;larnd,a 'mTuilmus, ikmhn adini .ta- s,1,yan
anliagi,ldigmia gére hlamhe, hUkthlfft nrnikezi Adana ,vie 1kurulusundan Unsa biir miiddiet ,sonra diigman
OVU) I'lida bu%nan Danuna'la.r hiikiimdari istila ve -yagmasma kurban ohnus bir hudut kale-
s'idir.
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orijinal halilnde. Zarar, ancak eserlerin yiiz
s-::tithlarimin yer yer kavlayip dokiil- miis
olmasmdan ve baz irili ufakh ,at:
laklardan ibaret. Buna karsilik sol yan oda,
hemen hemen 'bombos. Hatta bir ki- sim
k:1ide taslar: bile yerlerinde degil. Ancak, o
da kismen noksan bir hitit hi- y roglif steli,
yarim bir kus avi sahnesi ve bir de
muazzam bir sfenksin, pek ha- rap vaziyette
dortte bir kismi ayakta kalabilmis.

BELIR'EN ACIL PROBLEMLER:

Kazi -si-r::i:sinda agiga cikarilan eser- lerin
mevcut hiali}errt, ik giinl,erde, ol-
dukga iyi bir durumda ve dayanikli .gibi
gozikiiyordu. Fakat en :kisa bir zaman- da
bu durum siiratle degismiye basladi.
Kazidan oOnce, z.:::maninda yikilmis ya-
pilarin  kerpig dokiintiileri, moloz ve
tag, toprak altinda, az 1gok miitiecanis,
koruyucu bir mubhiit ve vasat igiinde, ade- ta
kaliplanmig halde bozulmadan m 1- fuz
kalabilen, fakat kazi sonunda, birden agiga
cikiverip te, soguk-sicak, yagmur- giines
gilbi degisitk, zit hav-1 tesirleri ile ylizylize
kalinca, kendi gilinlerinde esa- sen ,genis
Olciide yangin ve c¢estitli tah- ripler ,gérmiis
ve Uzerlerinden gelip ge- ¢en uzun asirlar
hoyunca, her gecen ,giin daha da yipranmis
bulunan eserler, iis- telik, kaba, bol dam-
il ve ,gayri miite- canis dokulu bir bazalt
cinsinden yapil- mig oluslarimin da tesiriyle
kisa zamanda ve gittikce hizlanan Ibir
bozulup dagil- ma seyrine kapilmislardir.
Her c¢alisma mevisimi bas ve 'sonilarinida,
-e,s1erlier tlizewriin

,de yapilan diikk31t1i incelemeler, mevcut
,catlaklarin bir yil evvelisine kiyasla da- ha
da genisleyip acildiklarini,
lamalarinin her ,gegen 1giin biraz daha
¢ogalip, daha da tehlikeli olmiya vyiiz
tuttuklarini, i,steliik ¢oklukla dam-irlar
istikametinde, en zayif muka,vemet hat- lari
boyunca yeni yenii ¢atlaklar belirmi- Yye
basladigimi, satth  kavlamalarinin d:1 yer
yer disiip dagilmakta olduklarini agiga
vurmustur. Bu seyirde, en 6nemli tahr:ip am:li
siphesiz, 1sogu'k - sicak, yag-

sa'trth kav:
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mur vie igilinesin zit t,e,sirilerii olmu tur.
Karatepe'de ,giines, giindiizleri yakici-, dir.
Hararet giineste 65 dereceyi bulur, ve bu
ates altinda eseder, {lizerlerine eUe
dokunulamiyacak kaid.ar kizarlar, ve ar-
kasindan ekseri zam.anlar, hol, siddetli
-0gle sonu yagmurlar1 'gelir. Kaba, yan-
mig, ve :kurumus bazalt, yagmur sularimi
icer. Geceleri de ¢okgas1 15° C'a kadar
diisen soguklar olur. Ertesi giinii yine si-
caklar... ve !boylece, catlaklar ve kavla-
malar .:1rasina sizip dolan sular, hizla :bu-
harlagip genisler ve bu tahripkar seyir
sirer ,gider. Ayrica Karatepe kabartma ve
yazitlari, ayni1 cinsten kaide taslari iistiine,
k::1:ide taglar1 da moloz taglardan yapilma
bir zemine oturtulmuslar, eser- ler
sikletinin zemine, diizenli 'Ve ayr ay- 11
her noktaya miisavi, yeknascllk yayi- mim
temin maksadile, kaide taslar1 ile moloz
zemin arasina yekpare aga¢ hatil- lar
yerlestirilmistir. Hatillarin zamanla
¢lirimiis olusu ve moloz zeminde yer yer
meydana gelen ,¢okiintiiler neticesi, za- ten
az ¢ok bozulmus bulunan 0 muazzam
agirliktaki st Kitleler miivazenesi, k.:1- z1
sonunda, eserlerin daha evvel 6nden ve
arkadan dayanmakta olduklart siki
toprak destek te ortadan kalkiverince,
biitiin biitiine bozulmus, eserlerin yekdi-
gerlerine yaptiklar1 kar,silikli yan taz-
yiklerin de tesirile, baz1  eserler 1ku'V-
wvetle 6ne, bir kism1 da yanlara meylet-
mek suretile tehlikeli bir duruma 1giir-
meye baslamislardir.

Bu v:ziyet karsisinda Karatepe'de,

her seyden Once, vakit gecirilmeden, hig

degilse mevcutlarin idame ve muha-
fazalar1 vazifesiyle ylizylize bulunulu-
yordu.

"Her hafriyat bir tahribattir" soézii bir

hakikattir. Bir hafriyat sirasind::1:, mak-
satsiz, dislinilip hesaplanmadan bir tas
bile kaldirmak, sonunda, alinacak neti- ce
izerinde su vey::1: bu sekilde genis 6l- ¢iide
tesirli olur ve istiiste gelen bir yanliglar
toplulugu, bir hafriyati, so- nunda bir
tahribata ¢evirebilir. Bu ba-
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CALISMALARI (1952 - 195:3)

kimdan her hafriyat, onu yapan ve yap-
tiranlar1, zincirleme bir mesuliyet yiikii
altina sokar. Bu hakikat, Karatepe misa-
linde, az ¢ok degisik bir manada, kendi- ni
bir kere daha belli eder olmiya bas-
lamisti: §,0yle Ki, eger eserler, su veya bu
sekiilde -hemen kurtarilamiyacaklarsa,
onlari, ¢ikarildikkin gibi, tekrar topraga
iade etmeek ve yarin kendilerini yeni
bastan or'adan ¢i:karip, ayn1 zamanda kur-
tarabilecek- daha miis-1it sart ve imkan-
lara sahip nesilleri beklemek iz rp. ,e- -
derlerine terketmek, belki de en dogru- su
olurdu. Fifiiak,ika is, kazip desmekle,
toprakalt1 tarihi hazineleri sadece mey-
dana ¢ikarmakla bitmis sayilmaz, asil
dava onlarin muhafaza ve idameleri sart ve
imkanlarini, hem de zamaninda sagli-
yaibilme:ktir. Bilhassa Karatepe ve emui;:.:1-
li gibi, birer a,bide vasfi tasiyan ender
misallerde en ehemmiyetli ameli prob-
lemler, asil kazidan sonra baslamak ica-
beder.

Muhafaza ve idame isi yapilmadik- ¢a,
ayrica onem ve -sayilart hemen he- men
yakin  olan, sekil
muhteevalari, anc:ik kirik dokiik binlerle
parcanin birlestirilip yapistirilmalart yolu
ile kavranabilecek olan eserler res- tore
edilmedikge, miizecilik ba-
kimindan  kiayb::diHmisler = demuektfr.
Mevcutlar nesredilmekle, icin ka-
zanilmis s-'.lyilsalar bile, bu, hem nok- san
ve sakat bir is olur, hem de, asir- lardan
de,vralinagelen tarihe malolmus kiymet ve
servetlerin, eskiden oldukla- r1 gibi, hatta
daha da miikemmellestiril- thalde
gelecek nesillere intikal etti- rikibilmelerii
yapan ve

mevcutlara ve

ilim ve

ilim

mis

viizife ve mesuliyeti, kazi- y1
yaptiran nesile diser.

MUHAFAZA - IDAME PROBDEMI:

Muhafaza ve idame denilince akla ilk gelen
soru, siiphesiz, "nerede?" soru- su olacaktir:
bir miizede mi, yerli yerin- de mi?
Arkeolojik eserler mevzuunda bu sorunun
cevabi, ilk n.azarda tabiati-

le "teshir" icap ve imkanlariyle alakali olmak
gerektir. Yani bu bakimdan mak- sat, onlarin,
kabil oldugu kadar, en ge- nis ziyaretgi ve
ilgili topluluklarinca gezilip
goriilebilmeleriinin nglanmasi- dir. Buna
gore, yer:li yerlierinde bira'kil- malar1 veya
en yakin herhangi mabhalli bir mizeye
nakillerinden ¢ok; yol, :vasi- ta, barinma sart
ve imkanlar dan en elverisli
biiyiikk sehirlerin ¥ m rke- zi miizelerinde
fopl.anmalar: fikilr ve te- mayil U, esasinda,
hep bu teshir icabina dayanir. Ayrica, bu gibi
yerlerde idame ve bakim sartlar1 da diger
herhangi
elverisli bulunac:2ktir ki, bu da taibii ayn1 te-
destekler mahiyettedir.  Ancak
"teshir", ibu meivzuda, olduk¢a agir ba- san
ve zaman zaman da yerinde olan kii-
¢iimsenemiyecek bir unsur olmakla be- raber,
isin  s-'ldece tek cephesidir.  Unu-
tulumamalidir ki, arkeolojik veriler, ek- seri
hallerde, asil yerleri, 6z mubhitleri, mimarlik

bakimin-

bir yerde olaibileceginden daha

mayili

kalintilar1, kabartma ve yazit- larni ve
n,:hayet toptan yapilis maks.:1it, sart ve
icaplar1 iginde bir biitiindirler.  Estetik
vasiflar1 ne olursa olsun, tek tek

parcalarin, mali olduklar1 topluluk- lardan
kOr,:2nlip, su veya bu miizeye na- killeri ve
oralarda, degisik, yabanci, ano- nim bir hava
icinde teshirleri, tasiya- geldi,klerii asil mana
ve kiymetlerinden ¢ok seyler
kaybettirecektir. Bu itibar- la, su veya bu
mim-iri bir komple-ks icin- de yer alip ta,
belirli mimari mana ve fonksiyon!.".).n olan
b:r ,esseerlier ,toplulu- gu, zaruret ‘halinde
nakillerii bile icabet- se, yeni yerlerinde,
eskiden olduklar1 sekilde, aymi sart ve
icaplara uygun ola- rak, - seyirciye gore -
ayni irtifa ve aym seviye farklariyle
diizenlenemiye- ceklerse, "te§hir"den
kastolunan maksat genis 6l¢iide kiymetinden
kaybedecek- tir. Yine bu cimleden olarak, bir
tkomp- leks i¢inde z,:imaninda var olup ta,
sonra- dan  kirilip  dokiilmiis olanlarin  da,

m-
kan elverdigi nisbette derlenip toplan-
malar1 (restorasyon), asil biitiin igine
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ithalleri de ayrica ve ayn1 derecede 6nemli
olmak gerektir.
Niihayiert, bugiin aritik miiz,eciliitk, sirf
maziden edinilmis pesin hiikiim ve itiyatlara,
thatta halin mevcut sart ve im- kanlarina
degil, daha -¢cok yarma, gelece- ge
ibakmakitadir: diin séyle idi, bugiin boyledir
ama, yarin her halde baska ola- caktir. Bugiin
belkii de yol ,yok, vasita yok, imkanlar kit
ve noksandir, fakat gelecekte, az, az, yavas
yavas ta olsa, hepsi yapilacak, hepsi
olacaktir. C3.l13- malarin bugiine gore degil,
yarina gore ayarlanmasi icabeder.
KARATEPE BAKIMINDAN AME- Li
SART VE OZELLIKLER:
Ayr1 ayrt mevzularin, kendi kendi- lerine
has baska baska reel sartlar1 ve
ozellikleri vardir. Tek tek misallerde,
su veya bu yonden "dogru" veya "yan-
lis"tir diye, bir tek hiikkme takilip kal-
mak ve buna dayali, umumilestit'lilmis,
toplu, miicerret prensiplere varmak cok
zaman yanlig ve hatali olur. Bir prob- lemin
¢'6ztimiinde, eserlerin Zamanve
mekan i¢indeki gecmis 1ve mevcut du-
rumlari, acillik dereceleri, teasinacaklan
yerlerin genel sartlar1, yol, 'Vasita vazi-
yet,i, eserlerin hacim ve agirlik bakimin-
dan tasinabilme imkanlari, ‘tahmini ,gi- der
hesaplan v.s. giibi biitiin ,hal ve icap- lar,
ayr1 ayri, teker teker degil, bir ibii- tiin
olarak, kar,silikli miinasebet ve te-
s-irler ger'g,eveisi ,i¢inde 1en hals:sais bii,r mi-
henge vurulmak esastir. Bu yapilmadik- ¢a
¢ikarilacak thiikiim, ¢ok z-aman isa-
betsiz, hatta zararli olacaktir.
Biitiin nazari mitallaa vie foapl,ar bir yana,
kaz1 sonund,3. Karatepe, sirf ameli
maddi sartlar bakimindan da o6zellik- ler
tastyordu: bir kere tasimak, 6yle ko- lay,
basit bir is degildi, mevcut imkan- lar
icinde hatta imkansizdi. Bir imkan olarak
ileni siirillen Anb.ra Hitit Miize- si'nde
heniliz hazir bir yer yoktu. Bu ise tahsisi
miimkiin sayilan salonun, heniiz st bile
ortiilmemisti, kald1 ki, her biri en az 20X20
m. hacmindeki i\d kapi,

veE
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haliyle bu salona sigdirilamazdi. Sirf bu
maksat i¢in restore edilmesi diisiiniilen
Kadirli'deki Alacami de yine ayn1 bakimdan
miisai,t goriinmiiyordu, {iste'lik maksada
elverigli bir hale sokulmasi 1isi, muazzam
bir masraf ve zaman sarfin1 icabettirir
mabhiyetteydi. Adana'da yeni- den kurulacak
veya mevcutlar arasindan ayrilacak yeni
miize meselesi ise he- nliz bir proje
haliinde bile degildi. O hal- de' "tasimak"
fikir ve temayiiliiniin ta- hakkutku, ancak en
az 20X20 m. hacminde hassaten bu maksada
ayrilacak iki yeni salonun insasi gibi, uzun
vadeli bir sarta bagli kaliyordu. Ayrica,
sayilart yuzu asan Karatepe heykeltraglik
eser ve ya- zitil,armdan her birii ien az
yarim tonla 1 ton arasinda, ve bir ¢ok
hallerde ‘'hatta iki ve daha fazla tonluktu.
Ustelik genis olgiide bozulup dagilma
halinde olusla- 1 yiiziinden de uzun mes-
".:Ilfelere akla ge- len herhangi bir vasita ile
tasinamazlar- di. Tek tasinma sarti, biiyiik,
hususi sif ve sar'tfar1 haiz vinglii
k3.i:nyon ar tedariki olathilirdi. Bu
t::1:kdirde de, ha- len jipler disinda, en basit
motorlu nakil kapali
bulunan yollari- nin, hem de eserlerin
sarsilmadan tasi- nabilmelerini s-:18layacak
isekil ve ev,saf- ta yaptirilmas: gerekecek,
bu da siiphe- siz muazzam bir masrafa ve
daha da 6nemlisi uzun lbir zamana ihtiya¢
,g0ste- Bir ihtimal ohrak akla
gelebile- cek olan Ceyhan nehir yolunun ise,
eser- lerin ta tepeden Ceyhan <kiyilarina ka-
dar indirilebilmeleri giigliikleriini yen- mek,
sonra da sallarla yapilacak :boyle bir
makliyatin tehlikelerini géze almak gibi, hi¢
te kiiglimsenemiyecek mahzur- lar1 vardi.

va-

vasitalarina bile

recekti.

Bu sartlar altinda tek c¢ikar yol, eserlenin
yerli yerlerinde restorasyonla- rindan
ibaretti. Bu husus, 1952 yili lbas- larind.a
Milli Egitim Vekaleti Eski Eserler ve Miizer
Genel Midiirligilince bir karara baglanmis
ve Tirk Tarih Kurumunun da istirak,ile
italyan Milli Egitim Vekaleti Roma

Merkezi Resto-
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rasyon Enstitiisi ile isbirligi halinde

restorasyon faaliyetine geg,ilmistir.

Yakin alia.ka ve yardimlar.ile resto-
rasyon calismalarini miirnkiin kilan Ma-
arif Vekili Tevfik Ileri, Miistesar Resat
T::irdu, Seyhan Milletvekiili  Dr. Sedat
Bari, Esiki Eserler ve Miizeler Umum
Miidiirii Dr. Cahit Kinay, Sube Miidir
leri Necati Dolunay vie Saim t}ligen, Ti k
Tarih Kurumu ve istanbul Universitesi
Edebiyat Fa,kiiltesi, istanbul  Arkeoloji
Miizeleri Midiri Aziz  Ogan ve Miize
elemanlari, Adana Valis,i Ahmet Kinik,
hast. Mehme,t Yaylali olma.k tizere Ada-
.11a Miizesi mensuplari, Kadirli K,ayma-
kami Kiigiiktepepinar, Jd. Yb.
Mahmut Paks,oy ve bize her hususta bii- yiik
‘kolayhklar  ,g6steren  Kadirli  halkina
tese'kkiir borcumuzdur.

Kemal

1952 VE 1953 CALISMALARI
NETICELERI:

VE

Ilk tecrilbe ve hazirJi:k mahiyetinde olan
1952 yili caligmalari, maddi imkan- larin ve
buna bagli olarak bu ige ayrila- bilen zamanin
gayetle mahdut bulunma- sin'.".
kadrosu- nun da dar

olmasina ragmen (4), her tiir- lii tahmin evie

, ayrica
restorasyon ekiibi

tasavvurlar ii,stiinide basa- rili1 olabilmis, ve
bu devrede 20 ye yakin yeni ,kabartmanin, ya
tama yakin, ya da ana hatlariyle meydana
¢ikarilmasini saglamistir. Ancak bu devreden
edinilen tecriibeler, miimkiin mertebe daha
uzun streli  faaliyetlerin, gerek verim,

gerek-

se masraftan tasarruf bakimlarindan ¢ok
daha elverisH olacagi neticesini vermis, bu
esasa dayanilarak, 1953 ¢;1lis- ma devresi,
haziran baglarindan ekim sonlarina kadar
bes ay siirebilecek sekil- de ayarlanmais,
restorasyon ekibi genis-

(4) Dog. Dr. Ha,Jie,t Cambel -bagkanhgind,a
R;>ma Merkezi Res'.orasyon Enstitiisii resto- Tatorl
rindien AH Rliza Cara:vie]'la, Dr. Eva - Mayria
Bos.se1lt vse Narl «Qatkirhain ristiieakile.

letilmis (5), ayrica Vekalet¢e Kai.ate- pe'ye
davet olunan Roma Merkezi Re:;- torasyon
Enstitiisiit Dire,ktoriic Prof. Brandi'nin de
istirakiyle ¢alismalar, esasli ve devamli bir
sekil ve plana bag- lanmaistir.

Bu esasbr dahilinde yiiriitiilen 1952 ve 1953

yillar1  ¢alismalarindan  alinan toplu
neticeler kisaca soyledir:
+ RESTORASYON:
1 - Binlerce kirik heykel ve yazt

parg.::;;sindan (Lev. X, 1) ¢ogu birlestiri-
lip ayiklanmak suretile restorasyonun en
giic kism1 kolaylanmig, boyle'likle noksan
olan 9 aslan ve sfenksten (ibiri bastan ba-
sa hitit hiyeroglif yazitli olmak iizere) 3
aslan ve bir sfenks -tama yakin halde
b rilesti6:mis, gerii kalan 5 i ana haitla-
riyle meydana cikarilmis, ayrica bir as-
lan ve bir sfenks te (Lev. XIlI, 8-9) he-

men hemen t:im olarak yaptirilmiegtir.

2 - 30 a yakin yeni
birlestirme isi, ya kismen, ya da tama-
men biitirilmistir (Lev. XII, 6-7).

3 - Asag kazi sahasinin tamamile
bos olan sol yan odasina ait 8 yeni kabart-
madan 6 s1 tam halde (Lev. XIll, 10-13),
diger ikisi ve ayrica ayni1 odaya ai,t bir
aslan ve bir sfenks te buiyiik 6l¢lide ya-
pistirilmak suretile bu odanmin yeniden
doldurulmasi imkan1 saglanmistir.

4 - Ayni odanin harap vaziyette bu- lunan
kaide taslar1 restore edilmis, ve ¢Okmiis
haldeki moloz tas temeller 1ibas- tan hasa
0,60X0,30 m. lik beton temelle
1,::;8l,amlastirilmistir.

5 - Bu arada, heykeltraslik eserlc-

rii ve yaztlarin, mevcuiiar arasinda bu-
lunamiyan irili ufakli, seldlli sekilsiz ba- z1
pargalarinin, c,:var arazinin kesif 1¢a- liliklar
arasinda veya toprak altinda 'aranmasina
haslanmi-s. her iiki kapuya cii-

(5) Re:stora:syon eiklihiine Eslkii Es,e-rlier ve
Miiziiller Gemel Miidih4iigli  yapici .tagc;1 teni:-
n syen:,e,i-inden F,2hiim Zeybeik v,e Saiim T,ug-

o:cul'un :katilmal-ar1 sureit,He g.erek mieimlieITcett:e bu
s-aha,da *e’,eman .y-e.bistdmmeg,e ba.gl'a:m::1,'k, gie- 1r k,se

Karea,tepe'ideki islei,i dahia  genis &'lci- de ,e},e
alabilmek yoluna giiilmisti,r.

kabartmanin

27



TURK ARJK!EOLOJI DERGISI VI-2

var yamaglarda yapilan sondajlar, kisa
zamanda pek Onemli bir¢ok pargalarin
bulunmasini saglamistir.

6 - Eski Eseder ve Miize:ler Genel
Miidiirligiince heyetie ka,tuliamn 1iki yap1
tekrfsyeminin varili'’klarmdan fiayd.a'lanl'la-
rak pek harap vaziyette olup her giin bi- raz
daha ¢okmekte bulunan kuzey dogu kapisi sol
1 *¢ buir¢ :duvarmin restor::isyo- nu
tamamlanmis ve tamamile bosalmis bulunan
aynt burcun ,i,¢ satith tesv'iyesi yapilmistir
(Lev. X, 2-3).

MUHAFAZA - IDAME:

Prof Brandi istirakile yerinde, eserler
iizerinde yapilan miisahede ve incelemeler,
eserleriin tahripkar tesirler- den
muhafazalari ve idame tedbirleri
alin:nadan, restorasyon isine harcana- cak
masraf ve emeklerin, sonunda bosa ¢ikmak
tehlike ve zorunda kalacagi ne- tice ve
kanaatini ,vermistir. Prof. Brandi, bu
hususta  Vekalete  verdigi raporda,
Kar::1tepe i¢in, en uygun, en saglam ve
ayn1 zamanda en estetik muhafaza sek- linin
"'betonarme agik bir ecati" sekli ola-
bilecegi teklif ve tavsiyesinde bulunmus ve
bu maksatla Roma Merkezi Restor.as- yon
Enstiti mimar1 Franco M-iniissi ta-
rafindan hususi mahiyette bir de pro- je
hazir:lianmistir.

Ancak eserlerin halihazir durum- larinin,
acikta bir kis daiha gegirmeleri- ne katiyen

elverisli bulunmadigt gbz  Oniinde
bulundurularak, simdilik, en ucuz, en
kestirme  yoldan, oluklu sa¢ kapl,

muvakkat bir cati ile muhafaza- lan
caresine bagvurulmustur (Lev. XI, 4 - 5).
Nihayet, yine Prof. Brandi rapo- runda,
etraftan kazi sahasina kolaylikla girebilecek
olan insan ve hayv,mlarin eserlere
verebilecekleri ¢esitii zarar ih- timallerini
onlemek {lizere, asag1 ve yu- kar1 giris
kapilar1 sahasinin, miimkiin mertebe genis
cevreli birer muhafaza par- makligt igine
alinmalar1 tavsiyeselnde bulunmus, fakat
1953 tahsisat imkanla- r1 daha iyisine
imkan vermediginden, bu husus, simdilik, o
da ancak asagi giiisin 1600 m ¢evreli bir
aga¢ parmaklikla g¢evrilmesi seklinde
yerine getirilebil- misgtir.

NETICE:

Daha heniiz ¢alismalar sona ermis degildir.
Restore edilmis veya edilecek eserlerin asil
yerlerinin ve orijinal sir.a- larinin tayin ve
tesbiti, eskiden olduk- lan1 sekiilde yerli
yerlerine yerlestiril- meleri ve nihayet bu
suretle kapi binala- r1 komplekslerinin eski
orijinal hallerine irca1 gibi, daha pek ¢ok is
ve halli gerek- 1,i daha pek ¢ok problem
vardir ve calig- malar ilerleyip gelistikge,
-simdiden he- niiz sezilemiyen, kendini
agiga vurma- mis bir¢cok yenileri daha ortaya
¢ikabile- cektir. Nasil ki her kazinin kendi
ken- disine has 6zellikleri :ve bu 6zelliklerin
baski herhangi bir yerde aynen tatbik ve
kopye edilmeleri imkansiz hususi hal ¢areleri
varsa, iJJir harabe restorasyonu da aymi
sekilde orijinal problem ve hal ¢areleri ortay.a
¢ikarir. Bunlarin bir¢ok hallerde 6nceden
tahmin ve tayinleri hemen hemen imkansiz
cak faaliyet seyri
icerisiinde 'belirirler, tecriibe ile hususi sart ve
icaplara restorasyon
ekiipleri de ancak, boyle bir seyir -iginde
yugurulup yetisebilirler.

Bununla :beraber, daha simdiden
sOyleneibilir ki, Karatepe restorasyon tecriibe
ve calismalari, 1bu kabil eserlerin yerli
,yerlerinde restorasyonlari binin
isabet ve kiymetini bir kere da:ha agiga
vuracak mahiyette olmustur. Ha- rabenin
da:ha iki y1l 6nceki haliyle :bu- giinkii az ¢ok
derlitoplu ¢ehresi, aym tipte eserler vermis
olup ta, bu eser- leri miizelere nakloiunmus
bulunan ma- ruf Z incirl,i
halihazir ha- r::1p ve terkedilmis hali arasinda
yapila- cak kii¢iik bir karsilastirma, isin inkar
edilemez Oneminin agik bir delili mahi-
yetinde olacaktir. Bugiin elde mevcut imkan
ar henliz ne k-adar dar ve yeter- siz
bulunursa bulunsun, adim adim, ya- vas
yaviis ta olsa bu yol, memleket tarihi
kiymetlerinin idame muhafazalarini
sadece saglamakla kalmiyacak, en yakin bir

olur ve bunlar an-

gore c¢ozilirler ve

prensti-

hiiytigiiniin

Ve

gelecekte mamur ve bakimh tarihi
merkezleriyle Anadolu'yu, en kestirme
yoldan, Ozlenen turist,ik inkisafa ulasti-
racaktir.

Kasim. 1983.



REST,ORATION ACTIVITIES

Dog¢. Dr. Halet CAMBEL

After the first enthousiasm over the
impressi ve alignements of sculptu- red and
inscribed panels of the citadel- gates
unearthed at Karatepe had sub- sided, it soon
bec,ame :aippairient thiat thie ortthostats
were in a rather desolate stait,e ,of
:devas,tation.
Of tthe two T-shaped gateway buil- dings,
consisting each of a central pas- sage with
two lateral chambers, muc'h had been
de,stroyed. In the souith-
we,stern  gate the orthostats of one
side - chamloer had completelydisappe-
ared, in the other only a few subsisted,
mostly in frag:nentary  state, while
others were found face-downward in the
corridor. Of the colossal inscribed sta-
tue, the head, arms and a great many
fr::i.gments of its inscriibed  torso were
missing. In tihe north-eastern gate, which
was relatively better preserved, the
orthostats of fhe entrance passage and of
the right wing were almost all found
standing in place (though in part badly
damaiged through suriface -1iflaking and
wide, deep fissuring), wihiile in the left
dhaimber  thie:y had completdy cHsap-
pear-ed with thiexc.eptfon of 3 fragmen-
tary 1ones. This meant ,that abou:t 40 7r
of all of tthe orthostats and sculptures
had disappeared and been turned into
the thousands of basalt fragments found
.all over the place.
Tihe factor,s of this devasta:ition were
maniifo:ld: tihe destructfon and burning of
the citadel '‘by  the invaiders; the
effects of weather and wear durin.g t'he
suhsequent centuries, such as the upsettin;g
of the general equilibrium of the orthostats
through the disappearance of the wooiden
beams underlying tihe

AT  KARATEPE (1952 - 1953)

stretcher « courses on wihiich they were
placed and the sinking of the underlying
level thromigh the emptying of the
rnbble-stone filling below, thus causing the
heavy panels to lean or fall forewarids or
sidew.ards, dislodging and breaking
those next to them; thie coarseness of
the basalt which readily Hssured along its
,veins of least res,istance; the ,infiltra- tion
of earth into the cracks and tlhe
gradual but forced enlargement of these by
plant roots penetrating into them.

This process was accelerated and aggravated
and proceeded with ever increasing speed
once the monuments were unearthed. Panels
that had seemed int.-1.ct during excavation
appeared to deteliiorate reiadily, once freed
from their protective earthen medium
and

exposed tO the sharply opposed effects
of the strong and sudden alternaiing sun
and rains of the region: the coarse and
fissured basalt burning hot under the
scorching sun is suddenly saturated wiltlh
waiter and ,as suddenly driied out agaiin;
crackimg an'd ‘surface - flaking grows and
thrives.

For the excavators as for the Direc- torate
General of An'tiquities the situa- tion
idinviolved wais ,equally uirgenit and
problem::1.tical. Publication could envi-
sage either a mere pubHshing of rhe 60
5C of more or less well preserved or- thostats
and of the remaining 40 % in their
fragmentary anmid mo,st:ly nonides-

cript state or an atltempt ait the 1r:ecompo-
sition of the wihole through the recom-
position of the fragments. Experience
showed that the latter would not be possible
through a mere joining of the
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fragments bearing bits of reliefs or t,ext,s,
as,theis.e 1do no!t ne,c,es:sadly [1inkk up directly
wiith one anoither (due ta lacking parts, ete.),
but ever so often come to,gether on a com:non
undierlying- fra,gment. The r,ecompositiion,
:theirefoire, had to involve not only the
comparati- vely limited number of figured
frag- ments but the enormous .a.:nount of
amorphous ones. However, this too proved
insuHicitent for pubHcaition, a:¢ the heavy
fragments would not keep together and ithe
photographiing, dra- wirt:g and measuring
necessitated their being  firmly  stuck
together. Another issue adveiriiing was :thata
r,esiitutiion of the panel sequences in their
original or- der if poss'ible would necessitate
both t:he recomposition of the stretcher cour-
ses and a very close study of their possible
order of alignement, w'hich, experience here
also showed, could not be achieved on the
hasis of the contents of the representations,
but .al:most exclusively on a archaeological -
techni- c.:1l onie. Thie 1second alitierma:t,ivie
theiriefore meant restorat,ion.

For the Directorate General of
Antiquitites  1thie  ‘sittwartiiion was — not
much differen't. Preserva- tion was

'inevitalbly necessary and at Karatepe meant
urigently stopping the process of continuous
destruction. If this could not be done, it
would have been far more adviis.able never
to have unearthed the monument, and, as
this now was a fact, even to cover it up
again and leave it to the care of genera- tions
better equipped for the purpose.

Preservation could evidently be emni-saged
-either on a minimal ,scalie, that is, ,saving
the 60 % of better preserved panels and
sorting out the figured fragments
individually and to

the exclusion of the shapeless ones (thus
giving up all hope of future recomposition),
or on a maximal scale,

30

that is, the preservation of the recom- posed
monument in .as far as this was s'tiill
possitbil,e. Boitlh of theis,e :possihiili- tite,s
obviiously mean't: a paritiial ora mo'rie or les:s
iexhauisitive re,storabiion.
The choice of the first alternatives in the
case of bot'h 1excav'aitor and Di-
rectorate of Antiquities would haiv,e meant
more than merely .a loss of 40 7/C on a
stimple  arithmetical ~ hasis. The
sculptures and inscriptions  all form
par,t of two compleite and rouindieid-
up  building complexes of relatively
short existence, never subjected to
susequent repair or reconstruction. The
texts are bilingual and repeated in more
than one version, now incomplete. The
reliefs show an unusual heteroge- neity of
foreiign elements and influen- ces. Alil
thes:e poinsst corroboriaite the fac't that 't'hie
-individual slahs  or fragments are not
only significant in themselves but evein
mor,e 'so as part ofa co:nitilnuous 'sequel, a
compliete whole, liiahle toa very
ex:1ict interpretation of all the different
issues involved. The add:ltion of each
newly recomposed orthostat,
Wwhether a relief or a text and the deter-
mination as far as possible of its ori-,gi-
nal place in the sequel is thus more than
just one more panel, it is - figura- tivee,ly
spetaking - no,t an a:ritthme-tikal or physical
accumulation, but rathier a geo- metrical or

chemical one. Restoration on a
maximal hasis seemed therefore
advisable.

The next problem that now at

once arose was "where ?". in regard to

.archaeological monuments this question is
usually answered by "exhi- bitiion to the
largest possible public at

the greatest ceony;en;i,ence", tht
exhibition ind central or provinciial
museum, where thie m,eans of tles:tor:ait.iton
..md preservation are usually more ex-
pedient. in the case of Karatepe, different
aspects had, however, to be taken into

consideration, some l:idng a

1,
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matter of princiipl,e, others a matter of
practical possibility.
Theoretically, .a monument
a whole, such as the two buil- ding
complexes  with their alignements of
sculptur-ed and ,inscriibed orthostats should
not be torn apart and, if possible, should not
be torn out of its ori,ginal environment, if it
1is not to loose much of its significance and
in a sense be destroyed. in fact the
signific.ance of the finds of Karatepe ,is
much less in- herent in  the individual
panels - of fairly mediocre and provincial
quality - than  in the dis:position and
the Si,gni  Ficance of the whole, and
a reexhibition shoul,d absolutel,y have to
respect all the proportions of tihiis disposition
(both in width as in height) if the general
imression is not to be falsified.
On this hasis the preservatiion of thc
Karatepe finds in a museum would practically
have meant the need for co- vered space large
enough  to hold the two gates comprising
each an .area of atleast 20X20 m on about 6
m of height. None of the available museum
space either in Ankara, Adana or even in Ka-
dirilli (whiere the ,aintique "Alacaimi" had at
firs,t seemeid appropr:iaite) wouM havie been
in thie -lieasit 1suffiident 'to !this end.
Moreover, the above - mentioned state  of
the orthostats and sculiptu- re,s weiighing up
to 1,5 tons and more as well as the actual state
of the roads would render impossible
tiheir
transportation by :I,amid, without btea-
king them into a thousand pieces, while in
a conceiv.aible transport over the ri- ver
Ceyhan, all the imponderable risks
and responsibilities of a transportation by
rafit woul,d lhiave 1to ibie fac,e:d. ,Beisidies all
these, the speed of 1destruction at
Karatepe made it imperative to .act at
once, without the possiibility of waiting for
the realisation of the prerequisitives for
adequate museum space or better
roads.

Under these conditions

made to form

the only

alternative left was the restoration of the
monument on the site itself. A decision to
this effect was taken by the Directorate
Geniteral of Antiquit:ies and I\[useums of
the Turkish Ministry of Public Education
early in 1952 and restoration activities
begun in colla- boration with the Central
Restoration Inst,ituite (Rome) of the hilian
‘Milniiis<try of Puhlic Instruction and the
help of the Turkish Historical Society in
view of publication.

Our thaniks are due to all those who
,heLped in realising tihe prioject, mainly
Messrs. Tevfik Ileri, M,in;ister of Pub- lic
Instruction, Resat Tardu, CounseHor, Dr.
Sedait Bari, Deputy of Seyhan, Dr. Cahit
Kinay, Director General of Anti- quities,
Necati DoluMy and Saim Ul- gen, Sub
- Directors, the Turkish Histo- rical
Societ,y, the Faculty of Letters of :the
University of istanbul, Aziz O.gan, Director
of the Arcihaeological Museums of
Istanbul, Ahmet Kinik, gov:ernor of Adana,
the members of the Adana Muse- um,
chie'fly Mehmet Yaylali, Kemal
Kiictitktepepinar Profect of KadirH, M:1h-
mut Paksoy Commander of Gendarmeriie
and the citizens of Kadirli  for their
continual generous help.

THE FIRST TWO CAMPEINGS OF
RESTORATION (1952 and 1953):

A s'hor,t prieliminary campieii-gn carried out
in September - October 1952 on a tentative

hasis, which offered the preliminary
experience  for  further work and maide
po.s,s:ib ,e ithe necomipo- sition of almost 20
hew reliefs (comple- tely or in the main), was
followed by a longer campeiign in 1953
asting for about 5 months (June -
iINovemiber) with a lal'ger team (1). Prof.
Cesare Brandi,

(1) The team  consiisting in 1952 of the
a:wthoJ', Al,i Riza Gairavell'a of ithe omman
Instittutie md Dir. ".Evsa- M.a,nia 'Boisisie, it was

enlarged in 1953 wCith F,e.him zey'betk a:nid 'S-aiim
TugruH, botfii stone - cuttlng techniiclan-s
h;bbaiche,d ,to the Direc:to,rate  Genieral of A,nti-
quities. Nail Caikirhan wais a vol,untaity ine,mber
phrough ,owt. |
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Director of ,tJhe Roman Institute joined
the expedition on invitation of the Turkish
Ministry to inspect the work and draw up
a general working plan together with the

author. The results of the ,two campeigns
ma,y ‘'be very shortly summarised as
foillows:

Restoration: T:hrougih ,the soir,ting out and
joining activi,ty ,the confusingly enormous
number of un.3:ttributed frag- ments was
cleared and the hardest part of the
recomposition work alleviated (PIl. X,1). Of
the missing 9 lions and sphinxes belonging
to both gates, 3 lions (one of
1ithiem compleitiel'y coviered wlitth Huirttii t,e
hieroglyphic inscription) and a sphinx (Pl.
XIl, 8-9) could be recomposed
almost completely, the remaining 5 only
partially.About 30 new re'liefs were r'.:!-
r:omposed partly or completely (Pl. XIlI, 6
-7, Pl. XIIl, 10-13 Supplementary
soundings wer:e carrite:d aut on the :s'lopes
below the two gates and resulted in the
discovery of a great number of new
fragmen':s, among them a considerable
number that had been found to be mis-

sing during recomposition and could
at once be put into their place.

T:he actual restoring ativity, i.e. the
dowelling and sticking together of the
recomposed fragments  was mainly

concentrated on the almost empty side-
ch3imb;!r of the north - eastern gate. Of
the orthostats which must have belonged
here, one 'Hittite hi,er:og-lyphic slab and 5
reliefs (4 of them absolutely new) we-re
complete,ly, anothier 2 (niew equially),
as well as a Hon and a sp'llinx aJmost
comtieteily r,eis- tored. All the broken
stretcihe,rs still in place (among them one
with HH - inscription) as well as 4 new ones
were equally restored and provide,d with
a contiiuous siolitd :and inV'iisibl,e cement
foundation 30 cm. deep. The main
preparations for the putting b.ack

tin place of tthe orthoestats was thus complet:ed.

With the aim of saving the gene- ral
appearance of the ruins and of stop- ping
further destruction, all the walls and the
tower connected with the south - western
half of this same ,gate were restored and the
filling, emptied through the crumbling of
the walls, brought up to its original level

(PI. X,
2. 3). .

Preservation: Confron'ted wi:th ithe
imperative necessity of covering up the.
two gateways without  further delay,
in order 'tlo stop  the continuous and
catastrophical process of destruction,
and thus saving the restoration  work
trom becoming devoid of all sense, it
w:is decided to construct a provisi.ional
shelter of local wood and corrugated iron,
pending the completion of studies for a
permanent roof. With  further
funds granted by the Directorate of An-
tiquities and the kind -help of the citi-
zens of Kadirli, the north - eastern ga-
teway cou:,d thu3 b, compleitely covieneid
(PI. XI, 4-5) .and circu!llscrihed with a
wooden fence, while the south - western one
could be she'ltered only very partiaHy and
very temporarily.

"Dhe project for the permanent shelter,
wihicih, according to Prof. Brandi's proposal
has been foreseen as a laterally open, light,
tent - like co- vering, interfering mimiimally
with the monument but of utmost
durability and simplicity combined with a
possfii- ly low cost of const,ruicit:iton, has in
itthe meantime ibeen designed by architect
Franco ,Minissi of the Roman Central Instiitute
of Restoration. The news of .a
ministerial decision to build a new touristic
road to Karatepe may ibe cons.idered a further
point in justifying

its execution.
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Conclusively it may be said, thatthe task
is yet far from completion, that much
patient work has yet to be done
and many a delicate problem - first and
foremost tliat of thie oriiginal aliig- nement
of t'he panels - yet to be solved. Ali the
problems cannot yet  be fo-
reseen, for just as the excavation of every
sHe lIbrings wiith it its own prob- lems and
specific solutions tihat cannot be copiedor
applied elsewhere, so
the restoration of a monument too has
its original and specific problems and
solutions which often cannot be fa. res-
een, but come up in the process of

he work, 1in which the working teams also
are trained and formed.

However, an appraisal of ,the possihlities of
recomposition and restoratfon at Karatepe can
hlready be attempted and seems to suqass ali
nii:bilall hopies and ,expescitiaibions. I:t sieems in
Fact, tihat, if work can be continued on the
bame  basis, :it will be possible to acthi-eve
h fairly complete recompo- sit:ion of ithie
brii:ginal ecullptures an,d

in"Scriptions and there will 'be nearly eniou:gh
bf them to fiH 1i,n alimoisit com- plietiely 1thie
eirnipity [tolomis 1an:d spacies of the two gates
vhere they once had 1:tood.

Novembcr, 1953
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