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Liman Tepe during the Late Bronze Age

SILA MANGALOGLU-VOTRUBA

Abstract

Excavations at Liman Tepe have been conducted since 1962 by
IRERP (The Izmir Region Excavations and Research Project). The
site was inhabited from the Late Neolithic Period through the end
ofthe Bronze Age, and continued info the Classical Period when
it was known as Clazomenae. The uncovered LBA architectural
remains consist of domestic and workshop structures divided
by streets, and several pottery kilns indicating intense pottery
production at the site. Besides the local Western Anatolian
pottery, which makes up the maijority af the site, imported and
locally made Mycenaean pottery demonstrates the existence of
infense frade connections with the Aegean world, as is observed
elsewhere in Western Anatolia during this period. The site was
inhabited continuously down to the Protfogeometric Period, as
one of the LBA walls was then rearranged and reused. This
uninterrupted use of the site provides new perspectives on some
questions about post—Bronz Age Western Anatolig, including
those concerning the lonian migrations.

Owing to the recent excavations in Western Anatolia
our knowledge of the local cultures of the region is increasing.
However, many aspects, including its pottery, are sfill in the
process of being analysed, and chronological comparisons
based on the neighbouring regions have yet to be complefed.
As our knowledge of Western Anatolian cultures expands
through confinuing excavations, we should be aware that our
current information and conclusions will also change during

this process.

FIELDWORK

PART 3B

CHAPTER 30
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Introduction

Liman Tepe occupies a unique strategic location and this is evident in its material
culture. It is situated between the Gediz (Hermos) and the Kii¢iik Menderes (Kay-
stros) Valleys and therefore one of the most accessible areas from inland Anatolia
(see map). Also, being located on the Urla Peninsula in the middle of coastal Western
Anatolia, Liman Tepe serves as a bridge between the northern and southern Aegean.
Liman Tepe, being a coastal site, owes its existence to sea trade ever since it was first
settled in the Neolithic Period. This situation was the same in the LBA.

The LBA remains of Liman Tepe (Layer II) are mostly destroyed due to later time
period structures, as well as a result of soil removal to lower the hill in the 1950s. Until
recently, there have only been limited LBA remains at the site, but the 2006 excava-
tions revealed stratified and preserved remains dating to the LH II period (Fia.1).!

Apart from a few pottery sherds from the beginning of the LBA,  the archeolog-
ical remains and small finds are dated to the LH III period, which has three phases
in Liman Tepe; the LH IIIA2 (I.3), IIIB (II.2), and IIIC (IL1). The current sparsity of
earlier LBA remains in Liman Tepe might be explained by the limited research area,
as well as the destruction that took place on the surface layers.

The pottery in Liman Tepe is predominantly local, and shows similarity with
neighboring sites’ pottery groups and forms, such as Troy, ® Panaztepe, * Bademgedigi
Tepe,” Kadikalesi, ° Beycesultan,” and Gine-Tepecik.® The majority of the pottery
throughout the LBA has a reddish-buff clay color, either self-slipped or red-slipped.
The second most common group is gray ware, which has a long tradition and rather
disputed origins on coastal Western Anatolian sites.’ The third largest group is My-
cenaean pottery, which appears first in Liman Tepe’s 11.3 layer, contemporary with
the LH I1TA2 period. ' Both imported and locally made examples have been found

Erkanal 2008; Erkanal and Aykurt 2008.

Giinel 1999a, 59-60, 79-80, fig. 20, pl.14, 1-5.
Blegen et al. 1953, 33—76; Blegen et al. 1958, 19—44.
Giinel 1999b, 29-71.

Merig 2003.

Akdeniz 2006, 7-10.

Mellaart and Murray 1995, 1-88.

Giinel 2008, 135 fig. 9; Giinel 2010, 28—9 fig. 6a—b.

o 0 Ny U R W

Forsdyke 1914; Childe 1915; Mellaart 1960; Bayne, 2000, 15—20; Pavik 20073;
2007b; Aykurt 2008, 10-1.

_
<

Twenty-five Mycenaean sherds, including a piece of an Ephyrean goblet of the LH
IIB period, are reported to have come from Oikonomos’ excavations in Clazomenae,
which are in the Athens National Museum today; Erkanal and Erkanal 1983, 164;
Giinel 1998a, 27, fn.15; Mee 1978, 125; Ozgiinel 1983, 716—717. However, there is no men-
tion of them in his reports, nor discussion of their context; see Oikonomos 1921; 1922.
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together, as is the case for the other settlements on the Western Anatolian coast. 1
Locally produced Mycenaean pottery shows the same clay characteristics of the local
reddish-buff pottery, and has a cream-colored slip applied on its surface. Imported
Mycenaean pottery has a finer pinkish-buff clay and, unlike the locally produced
examples, it does not include any mica. However, these observations were made by
macroscopic examination, and clay analysis is needed to confirm these statements.
Much smaller in number is the so-called “goldwash” ware, whose tradition goes
back to the EBAII period in Liman Tepe, ' and “silverwash” ware examples, both of
which are known from the other sites in Western Anatolia from the MBA onwards. **

11  See Mountjoy 1998.
12 Erkanal et al. 2003, 429 pl. 8.

13 Akurgal 1950, 55 French 1967, 6s; French 1969, 72; Mellaart and Murray 1995, 1,
103 map. 3, 105—-6; Meri¢ 2003, 91 fig. 18; Akdeniz 2006, 7-8; Erkanal-Oktii 2008,
78—81 fig. 10 a— ¢, 11a: Cinardali-Karaaslan 2008, 645 fig. 8; Aykurt 2010, 35.
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Phase 11.3
The building structures of Phase I1.3 are mainly underlying buildings of the succeed-
ing IL.2 and IL.1 phases. There are a total of five buildings (B-66, B-54, B-64, B-61,
and PB in FiG. 1) that are rectangular in shape, divided by one main and two narrow
streets, and covering a 320 square meter area. Some of the buildings’ functions may
be interpreted by associated findings. One of the buildings on the southwest part of
the area (marked as B-61in Fic.1) enclosed a round pit with ash found in it, and some
parts of its floor were covered with large flat stones. Further ash remains and large
pithos fragments in the building indicate that this area may have been a workshop.'*
Fragments of an octopus-decorated kylix (Fic. 3) and a net pattern decorated alabas-
tron (FiG. 4), also uncovered from this structure, help dating it to the LH IIIA2 period.

To the east of that building, there is the so-called “Pithos Building” (marked as
PB in Fie. 1), which had been used throughout the LBA phases with some changes
and additions to its plan. The eastern part of the building was destroyed. There were
numerous pithos fragments found in the building, and some of them were almost in-
tact. On the building’s floor, there were some round small stone arrangements which
served as pithos stands. Twelve of those arrangements have been identified, and thus,
there were at least 12 pithos in the building. Therefore, this building is assumed to
have been used for storage purposes during this phase. *

Apart from the streets and the buildings, there are two pottery kilns in this area,
as well as two further examples from the northern part of the site (PK-1and PK-4 in
Fic.2).'® One of the kilns on the northern side of the main street has a round shape
(PK-3 in Fra. 1) and it is made of clay. The kiln was found filled with pottery, mostly
local reddish-buff clay colored pots (Fic. 5).!” Some of them were not completely
baked, suggesting that it may have collapsed during firing. After removing the pots,
long stones were found oriented diagonally in the kiln (Fia. 6). There were no eschara
remains to place the pottery.

The second pottery kiln within the buildings is located to the south of the main
street (PK-2 in F1q.1). It has an oval shape and is also about 1.3 meters in diameter.
When the kiln was built, first, some stones were laid on the ground as a base, and
then mudbrick blocks were placed vertically side-by-side on the stones serving as
the kiln’s walls (F1G.7). ' The kiln has a single pillar in the middle and a stone on each

14 Erkanal 2008, 94; Erkanal and Aykurt 2008, 229.
15 Erkanal 2008, g5; Erkanal and Aykurt 2008, 230.

16 Later excavations at the site revealed a fifth pottery kiln from the same layer. See
Erkanal et al. 2014, 501, 509, fig. 5.

17 See Erkanal 2008, 94, fig. 4; Erkanal and Aykurt 2008, 240, fig. 4 for the in situ
position of the pottery found in the kiln.

18 Erkanal 2008, g5, Fig. 6; Erkanal and Aykurt 2008, 241, fig. 5.
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Fig. 1 Stratfified Late Bronze Age layers, with later remains. IRERP archive.

side of the pillar. There were no eschara remains found in this kiln. Unlike the PK-3,
abundant pottery was not found with the other kilns, but what was found mostly
belonged to similar cooking pots.

The other two pottery kilns on the northern part of the site were found 5 meters
away from each other and there were no other architectural remains around them
(Frc.2). " They also have oval shapes. Oval- or round-shaped potterykilns are known
since the MH Period in the Aegean, and there are many comparable examples from
the LBA.*

19 Erkanal and Erkanal 1983, 166, Fig. 1; Erkanal 2008, 96; Erkanal and Aykurt 2008,
231.

20 Schierig 1959/60, 11, pl. 2.2, 3.1-2, 4.1—2; Blegen and Lang 1960, 155, pl. 40, fig. 9;
Cook 1961, 65; Davaras 1980; Gesell et al.1987, 2903 Fig. 5 pl. 79; Seifert 1993,
99-100; Niemeier 1997: 348—9, pl. CXLII-CXLIV; Schallin 1997; Sjéberg 1997; Ha-
saki 2002, 210, 214—9 pl. [V.17.
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Another important context for this phase is a well (K-8 Well on Fia. 2).*! It is
2.1 meters in diameter and its bottom had been reached at 1.75 meters below sea
level. Many local Western Anatolian and Mycenaean pottery examples were found
together in the well. * One particularly important find that came from the well is
the head of a Mycenaean figurine, which is thought to be an import. **

21 Erkanal and Giinel 1995, 264; Erkanal and Giinel 1996, 307; Erkanal and Giinel
1997, 232—3; Giinel 1999a, 59—62.

22 Erkanal and Giinel 1995, 274, fig. 2, 277 pl. 2—3; Erkanal and Giinel 1996, 316, fig.
3—4; Giinel 19992, 59—62, 81, fig. 21.52—4, 56-7 pl. 14, 6-7, 9—10; Ozgiinel 2006.

23 Erkanal and Giinel 1995, 265, 274, fig. 3, 277, pl. 3; Giinel 1998a; 1998b.
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Fig. 3 Octopus decorated kylix from Phase 11.3, B—61. IRERP archive, drawn by D. Faulmann.

Fig. 4 Net pattern decorated alabastron from Phase 11.3, B=61. IRERP archive, drawn by

the author.

There are numerous examples of steatite “conuli” during this phase, and they
were found throughout the settlement (FiG. 8). Other important finds are two Ae-
gean style loom weights (F1a. 9). One of them, uncovered from B-66, has a flatand
discoid shape, and is of the so—called “Minoan type.”** It has a single perforation
and a distinctive groove on its upper edge. This type has also been found in the
MBA levels of Liman Tepe.?® Although the shape is known in Crete from the EM
Il period onwards,*® they were widely used since the MM period and continued
to be used until the LM III period.?” Examples from the Western Anatolian coast
are known from the MM/LM I contexts of Miletos, *® Iasos, %’ and Cesme-Baglar-

24 Erkanal 2008, 92; Erkanal and Aykurt 2008, 227.
25 Titinciler 2005, 183; Erkanal and Keskin 2009, 105 Fig. 15.

26 Warren 1972, 243, fig. 96, nos. 7, 75, 77, 78 and 79; Carington-Smith 1975, 276, figs.
42-46, pls. XL b—c, XLII a—b; Barber 1991, 1045, fig. 3.23.

27 For the find sites see Becks and Guzowska 2004, 102.
28 Niemeier and Niemeier 1997, 2367 fig. 72d; Gates 1997, 268.
29 Momigliano 2001, 15; Tiitiinciiler 2003, 173 cat. no. 263, 26575, 277-8.
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Fig. 5 Pots from the Pottery Kiln—3. IRERP archive, drawn by D. Faulmann.

arast,*® and contemporary examples with Liman Tepe were found in Troy.* The
other example, uncovered from B-61, is triangular in shape. It is related to the
Minoan-type loom weight, also having a single perforation and a groove on one
edge. This type of loom weight is popular in Mainland Greece, seen from the LH II
until the LH III period, and contemporary examples were also found in Troy.** It
is therefore apparent that since the MBA, Liman Tepe as well as the other coastal
Western Anatolian settlements’ inhabitants were using the same or similar weaving
methods as the rest of the Aegean.

One of the most important finds of this phase is a mushroom-shaped gold ob-
ject (Fra. 10). It was found lying on top of the southern wall of B-54 (Fr6. 1). Similar
examples are known from Panaztepe, ** Miisgebi, ** and Masathéyiik *° in Anatolia
and Kalavasos-Ayios Dimitrios *° in Cyprus. The exact function of these objects is not
known. Only the Liman Tepe and Magathoyiik finds are from settlement contexts,

30 Erkanal and Karaturgut 2004, 156, 163 pl. 8; Tiitiinciiler 2005, 174 cat. no. 2347,
241, 243—8, 250—1.

31 Blegen et al. 1953, 31, 232, 272, 381 Fig. 305; Becks and Guzowska 2004, 1013 fig.
1—2; Ttinciler 2005, 175.

32 Blegen et al. 1958, 57, 79 fig. 221; Becks and Guzowska 2004, 1023 fig. 3-5.

33 Erkanal and Erkanal 1986, 73, 78.

34 Boysal 1967, 8; Akyurt 1998, 33 fig. 33e. The grave, where the object was found, is
one of the three cremation burials in Miisgebi and it was dated to the LH II1A2-
1B periods by Y. Boysal (1969, 4-5, 8, 14—5, 19, 22).

35 Ozgiig 1982, 44 pl. 55, 14.

36 Swiny 1985, 48 pl. 4 fig.10; Knapp 2008, 1923 fig. 37. This grave was dated to LC
IIA period, see Goring 1989, 98.
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Fig. 6 The Pottery
Kiln—3. IRERP

archive.

and the rest were found in tombs. Both Panaztepe and Kalavasos-Ayios Dimithrios
examples were found in pairs. The fact that the Panaztepe examples were found
under the skull of a skeleton®” and the Miisgebi example was found near the bones
in the grave * suggests that they may have a function related to the human body.

Phase I1.2

Remains of this phase are very limited. The main street, the southern street, and
the Pithos Building continued to be used in this phase with some changes (PB in
F16.1). To the west of the southern street, where B-61 was located, a part of a build-
ing, a partially preserved silo, and an area paved with flat stones were uncovered. *
The western part of this paved area was excavated and, beneath it, five grinding
stones and pieces of a spouted basin were found. *° These remains, when considered
together with the paved area, are thought to be a workshop of wine production,
similar to the wine workshop found in Cegme-Baglararasi, dating to the beginning
of the LBA. ! Although it is certain that the Pithos Building lost its storage function
during this phase, the evidence of grinding stones and the spouted basin clearly
indicates the continuation of the site’s production character.

37 Erkanal and Erkanal 1986, 73.

38 Boysal 1967, 8.

39 Erkanal 2008, 96; Erkanal and Aykurt 2008, 231.

40 Erkanal et al. 2009, 301, 317 pl. 2.

41 Ibid; Erkanal and Karaturgut 2004, 156—7 pl. 11-2; Sahoglu 2007, 3145 fig. 1-2, 4-6.
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Fig. 7 The
Pottery Kiln—2.
IRERP archive.

Owing to the very poor architectural evidence of the phase, it is difficult to
make an assemblage of the pottery. A kylix with whorl-shell decoration ** (Fig. 11)
is one of the characteristic examples of this phase and has many contemporary
parallels from the LBA Aegean sites. **

Phase 1.1
The structures dated to this phase were built on preceding phases’ remains (B-50,
B-56, B-59, and PB in F1a. 1). One of the structures from this phase was built on
top of a Phase I1.3 building, and only its southern part was uncovered (B-50 in
FiG.1). * It has an entrance on its eastern wall. Its southern wall has a curvilinear
form, suggesting that it may have an oval or an apsidal form.

Apsidal and elliptical formed structures have a very long tradition in the
Aegean region, going back as early as the Late Neolithic on Mainland Greece and
the Late Chalcolithic Period in Anatolia. ® Although they lost their popularity at
the end of the MBA and regained it in the EIA, there are examples from Greece,

42 Erkanal 2008, 96, Fig. 7.
43  Mountjoy 19994, 142 fig. 35 no. 266, 340 fig. 115 no. 84, 551 fig. 200 no. 242, 668 fig.
254 No. 101, p. 769 ﬁg. 300 No. 120, 844 ﬁg. 340. no. 82,1096 ﬁg. 447 no. 56.

44 See Erkanal 2008, 97 fig. 8, fig. 9 right; Erkanal and Aykurt 2008, 241, pl. 6, right,
242, pl. 7, right; Mangaloglu—Votruba 2011, 68 fig. 1a-b for the pottery examples
found in the building.

45 Warner 1979; Mazarakis—Ainian 1989, 269; Erkanal and Ozkan 1999b, 341-2, 348
fig. 2.
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Fig. 8 Conuli examples from phase
I1.3. IRERP archive, photographed by

C. Papanikolopoulos.

Fig. 9 Loom weights
O % from phase I1.3. IRERP
archive, drawn by the

author.

Crete, and Western Anatolia dated to the LBA, especially the LH III period. 46 Oval
houses are a very well-known form of structure in Liman Tepe/Clazomenae, and
there are, so far, at least seven examples from the MBA layers 4 and two examples
from the EIA layers.* In this regard, this building from the Phase IL1 might be
considered as evidence of a continuing tradition.

A hearth was uncovered to the east of the curvilinear structure. Numerous

examples of the so—called “Aegean style” cooking pots, with either single or double

handles, were found around the hearth.

46
47

48

49

Mazarakis—Ainian 1989; Schiering 1959/60, 7-8 fig. 3.

Hearth and oven remains, as well as lead rings and moulds for metal making
found inside, indicate a workshop character for these structures: See Erkanal and
Giinel 1995, 2679, 275 fig. 4 pl. 4-5; Erkanal and Giinel 1996, 307-8 pl. 5; Erkanal
and Giinel 1997, 238—9 pl. 3; Erkanal 2000, 255 pl. 5-6; Erkanal et al. 2009, 302—3
pl. 6; Erkanal et al. 2011, 448-9, 459, pl. 6, 460, pL 7.

Erkanal 2000, 253 pl. 3; Erkanal 2001, 259; Bakir et al.2001, 27-32 pl. 3, 5; Bakir et
al. 2002, 414 pl. 2; Aytaglar 2004, 17-25, fig. 1-3, 8.

Mangaloglu—Votruba 2011, p.47, 69, pl. 2a-b.
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Fig. 10 Mushroom-shaped gold object from phase 11.3,
B—54. IRERP archive, photographed by C. Papanikolopoulos.

The rest of the buildings are of rectangular form, and all of them have been
partially preserved. The “Pithos Building,” which had lost its storage function in the
previous phase, (PB in Fra.1) was re-arranged and re-used in this phase. Pieces ofa
krater with heavy panel and bird decoration were uncovered from this building.*°
This style of decoration has many parallels from the Eastern Aegean®' where, during
the LHIIIC Early and Middle periods, it seems to have formed a koine, named by P.
Mountjoy as “the Eastern Aegean Koine.”** Based on the pottery evidence, Liman
Tepe seems to be a part of this koine. Fragments belonging to a large stand, another
characteristic form of the Eastern Aegean Koine, 53 were also found in this phase
(Fig. 12). Other forms of pottery typical for this time period, such as deep bowls>*
(Fic.13) and one-handled conical bowls *° (Fra. 14), were also found. It is interesting
to note that the deep bowl, a typical Mycenaean shape, is unpainted and was made
with a grayish fabric. This shows that the local Western Anatolian and Mycenaean
pottery traditions continued to mingle during this phase, as was the case in the
previous phases.®® Besides pottery, there are numerous spool examples in this

50 For a detailed study of the krater, see Aykurt 2014.

51 Mountjoy 1998, fig. 14; Aykurt 2014.

52  Mountjoy 1998, passim.

53 Mountjoy 1998, 53—4, 57 fig. 3.4, 12.2—3. Also see Blegen et al. 1958, 43—4 pl. 242.5—9;
Mountjoy and Mommsen 2006, 108, 110, no. 7o-1, fig.8 for Troy; Schiering 1959/60,
pl. 15 for Miletos, and Frkanal and Ozkan 19992, 16, 186 pl. 11 for Baklatepe exam-
ples.

54 Mountjoy 1986, 117 fig. 143, 1301 fig. 161-2, p. 150-2 fig. 189—93, p. 177-9 fig.
227-31, p. 192 Fig. 254.

55 Hood 1982, 584 fig. 264 pl. 117, 2704—5; Mountjoy 1999a, p. 597-8 fig. 222, n0.464-s5,
p. 719—20 fig. 276 no. 86-7, p. 721 fig. 277 n0.93—4, p. 958—9 fig. 391 no.61-3, p.
1060-1 fig. 434 no.229; Mountjoy 2007, 587—9; Mountjoy 2009, p. 292, 306 fig. 10,
4-10, p. 307 fig. 11, 3-8, p. 308 fig. 12, 1-10.

56 There are also undecorated kylix fragments made in local reddish—buff clay with
no cream slip from the LH IIIAz2 layers of Liman Tepe. See also Giinel 1999b, pl.
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Fig. 11 Whorl—shell decorated kylix from Phase I1.2, Pithos Building. Drawn by D. Faulmann.

phase, especially from the building B-59, which are known from the Aegean to
the Eastern Mediterranean from the 12th c. BC.*’

Another important context of this phase is a pit located on the northern part
of the site (F1G. 2) in which a Mycenaean figurine, thought to be locally produced,
was found. > The tip of its arms and head are missing, but the preserved arm stubs
indicate that they were rising towards the head, and it must belong to a late Psi
type.>® An amphora with twisted handles and a scroll decoration was also found
in the pit (Fre. 15). Its parallels are known in the Aegean from the LH III C middle
and late phases. *

Two child burials that were found in 1997 at Liman Tepe are important for
their use of Handmade Burnished Ware pots, which is foreign to the region. !
Further Handmade Burnished Ware examples were identified by the Clazome-
nae team during the recent systematic surveys in the region, in a cemetery near
Tatarderesi-Hacigebes Tepe, to the southwest of Liman Tepe; Pithos fragments
of Handmade Burnished Ware were scattered around three cist graves and two
pithos burials, all of which were robbed.“* Although limited in numbers, these
fragments indicate northern connections and they must have arrived to the region
via Northwestern Anatolia.

165.2, 166, 168-170, 171.1; Mountjoy 1999b, 289, fig. 1, for Mycenaean shapes made in
local wares with no decorations from Panaztepe and Troy, respectively.

57 Mangaloglu-Votruba 2011, 71, fig. 4¢; Rahmstorf 2003; 2005; 2008, 65 fig. 27.
58 Erkanal et al. 2003, 426, 436 pl. 7; Mangaloglu-Votruba 2011, 51-51, fig. 6a.
59 French 1971, 133—40, 175 pl. 20—2.

60 Catling 1996, 302—303, fig. 128, pl. 112, no. 38—9; Mountjoy 1999a, 176 fig. 50 no.377,
583 fig. 216 10.408-9, 606 fig. 226 n10.523, 688 fig. 264 10.206, 712 fig. 273 n10.66, 947
fig. 385 no.20, 1154 fig. 474 no.15; D’agata 2007, 118 fig. 20; Mountjoy 2009, 300 fig.
4.2—4; There is also a similar example from Phokaia, dated to the Submycenaean
Period, see Ozyigit 200s, 48, pl.10.

61 Erkanal 1999, 327 pl. 3—4.
62 Erkanal-Oktii 2008, 83; Ersoy and Koparal 2009, 77-8, 87 pl.s.
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Fig. 12 Stand from Phase I1.1. IRERP archive,
z !m ; drawn by the author.

The settlement in Liman Tepe continues into the Protogeometric Period without
a break; there were structures built on top of the Pithos Building and Building B-56
(F16.1) during the PG period, and the eastern wall of B-56 was reused.

Conclusion
During the I1.3 phase of Liman Tepe, which is contemporary with the LH IIIA2 pe-
riod, five contemporary potterykilns in a relatively small area, the Pithos Building,
and other above-mentioned evidence indicate that this part of the site must have
functioned as a workshop area. Considering the oval houses with their workshop
character in the previous MBA in the same area, it can be said that this part of the
site’s workshop character persisted, perhaps unchanged, through the centuries.

Although there is very limited evidence for the II.2 layer of Liman Tepe, which
is contemporary with the LH III B period, the stone-paved area with grinding
stones and a spouted basin indicate that at least for that part of the area, the site’s
production character had continued. However, for the last phase of Liman Tepe’s
LBA layer IL.1, which is contemporary with the LH IIIC period, the site seems to
have buildings for domestic purpose.

When considering the material evidence and majority of its pottery, Liman
Tepe shows local characteristics as one of the Western Anatolian LBA sites. The
small amount (no more than 10 percent) of Mycenaean pottery in the total pottery
assemblage indicates intense connections with the Aegean world and this provides
synchronisms with the local Western Anatolian pottery.

An important distinction regarding the pottery is that within the IL3 layer,
the amount of gray ware, goldwash ware, and imported Mycenaean ware was
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Fig. 13 Deep bowl from Phase
[1.1. IRERP archive,
photographed by

C. Papanikolopoulos.

Fig. 14 One handled conical
bowl from Phase 1.1 IRERP

archive, drawn by

D. Faulmann.

higher than the IL.1 layer. The nature of the pottery assemblage of the II.2. layer
of Liman Tepe is uncertain due to limited evidence. However, based on the few
examples, it can be said that there is no major change compared to the previous
layer. The character of the small finds of I1.3 and I1.2 layers, such as the figurines,
loom weights, or conuli show similarities with other coastal Western Anatolian
and Aegean settlements. Liman Tepe’s main trade connections, being overseas, is
hardly surprising, when one considers that the reason for the settlement’s existence
and location is sea trade. Mycenaean influence to inner Anatolia must have been
reached through river valleys from coastal settlements like Liman Tepe, which is
conveniently located between the Gediz and Kiiciik Menderes river valleys.
Within the IL.1layer, contemporary with the LH IIIC period, there are several
changes observed both on pottery as well as small finds. There was an increase
in the locally made Mycenaean pottery, while the imported Mycenaean pottery
decreased. Furthermore, new forms appear during this period, such as kalathos,
Aegea-style cooking pots, handmade burnished ware, as well as spools. These
changes are not only observed in Liman Tepe or Western Anatolia, but are part of
amuch bigger phenomenon, as they are also seen in the rest of the Aegean, Cyprus,
and the Eastern Mediterranean. The collapse of the Mycenaean palaces, as well as
the Hittite Empire, hence the halt to the LBA Mediterranean trade system, must
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Fig. 15 Amphora with twisted handles and scroll decoration, from Phase 111, the LH llIC pit.
IRERP archive, drawn by D. Faulmann.

have played a major role in those changes seen in the wider Mediterranean. As a
result, different and more independent trade networks were established. However,
one must keep in mind that there are many other factors involved for each geo-
graphic area contributing to its situation, including its background, and therefore
each should be investigated from micro-perspective. For Liman Tepe, it can be
said that the settlement continued into the PG period without a break, as apparent
from the site’s unbroken sequence of the pottery and reuse of LH IIIC architectural
remains. As the recent excavations focusing on the prehistoric periods of Western
Anatolia continue to increase our knowledge of the local cultures, we might also
review our perception of the “lonian migration” in Liman Tepe-Clazomenae as
well as the rest of the Western Anatolian coast.
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