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2021 yilinda aramizdan ayrilan,

engin tarih bilgisi ile bizlere 151k tutarak
Bathonea kazilarinda ¢ok katkisi bulunan
Sayin Hakan Murat Akin’a
saygilarimizla...

In honor of Hakan Murat Akin (R.I.P.
in 2021), who had made enormous
contributions to the Bathonea excavations

with his vast historical knowledge...
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Hititlerin Ticaret Sistemi ve Ticaret
Yollarinin Avcilar’da Bulusmasi

The Trade System of the Hittites and the
Meeting of Trade Roads in Avclilar

A. Tuba OKSE*

Ozet

Arkeolojik bulgular, Marmara bolgesinin MO 3. bin ortalarindan itibaren Anadolu’da kayit altina alinmus
ticaret sistemi igerisinde yer aldigina isaret etmektedir. Silivri yakinlarindaki Selimpasa Hoyiik’te bulunan
bir “Suriye Sisesi” pargasi, Kuzey Mezopotamya ile Balkanlar arasindaki ticaretin buradan gectigini ka-
nitlamaktadir. Kiigiik¢ekmece Goli kiyisinda yer alan Bathonea’da ele gegen, Anadolu’da Assur Ticaret
Kolonileri déneminde iiretilen fabrikasyon kaplar ile MO 2. binin ilk geyregine tarihlenen bir kursun figiirin
ve yilan baslt bir agirlik, Kuzey Marmara bolgesinin uluslararasi ticaret agmin bir pargast oldugunu gos-
termistir. Bathonea’da ele gecen Geg Miken ve Kibris kaplarina ait pargalar ile demirden iiretilmis tanr1 ve
tanrica figiirleri, Dogu Akdeniz ticaretinin MO 2. binin ikinci yarisinda Marmara havzasmi da kapsadigini
kanitlamistir. Devam etmekte olan kazilar, bu ticaret sisteminin Istanbul’un Trakya tarafindaki yayiliminin
anlasilmasima katki saglayacaktir.

Anahtar Kelimeler:
Ticaret, Istanbul, Marmara Bolgesi, Hitit, Assur Ticaret Kolonileri.

Abstract

The Marmara Region bears archaeological evidence on its taking part within the registered trade system of
Anatolia, since the middle of the 3™ millennium BC. A “Syrian bottle” fragment found in Selimpasa Hoyiik
near Silivri proves the earliest trade between North Mesopotamia and the Balkans. The archaeological mate-
rial uncovered at Bathonea, located at the Kiigiikgekmece Lake, the characteristic mass-produced pottery of
Anatolia during the Assyrian Trade Colonies period, a lead figurine and a snake-headed lead weight dating to
the first quarter of the 2" millennium BC reveals the place of Northern Marmara region in the international
trade network. The discovery of Late Mycenaean and Cyprus pots as well as iron god and goddess figures
found in Bathonea showed that the Eastern Mediterranean trade network covered the Marmara basin during
the second half of the 2" millennium BC. The ongoing excavations will contribute to the current information
on the extent of the trade system including Istanbul’s Thrace.

Keywords:
Trade, Istanbul, Marmara Region, Hittite, Assyrian Trade Colonies.
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A. Tuba Okse

Anadolu’nun Hitit Oncesindeki ticaret sistemi,
MO 3. binin ortalarindan itibaren belgelenmek-
tedir. Bu donemde Kuzeybati Suriye’de egemen
olan Ebla Krallig1 argivlerinde gecen ‘“KaneSu”
ad1 (Troll Larsen, 1977), MO 2. binin ilk ¢eyregin-
de Eski Assur kralligina bagl tiiccarlarin kurdugu
ticaret kolonileri sisteminde Anadolu’daki merke-
zi olusturan Kane§ kralliginin ticaret sisteminde
cok daha eski donemde rol oynamaya basladiginin
gostergesi olarak nitelenmektedir. Kayseri yakin-
larindaki Kiiltepe’de bulunan Kane$ kralliginin
merkezinde yapilan kazilar, Orta Anadolu’nun
en erken ticari yerlesim alanlarindan birisini agi-
ga cikartnustir (Ozgiic, 1986). Akkad krallarinin
“Brushanda”li tiiccarlarin sorunlarini ¢dzmek i¢in
Anadolu’ya diizenledigi askeri sefer (Giiterbock,
1938: 47-49) de Anadolu ile Kuzey Mezopotamya
arasindaki sistemli ticaret diizeninin en erken do-
nemine 151k tutmaktadir.

Bu sistem igerisinde yazili kaynaklarda adi geg-
meyen Marmara Bdlgesinde bu ticaretin izleri,
arkeolojik malzeme flizerinden tanimlanabilmek-
tedir. Erken Tun¢ Caginda Orta Firat havzasinda
iretilen “Suriye Siseleri”nin Anadolu’ya, Mar-
mara ve Ege havzalarina, buradan da Balkanlara
kadar yayilmasi (Korfmann, 2001: 363), MO 3.
bin ortalarindan itibaren Eski Onasya’dan Avru-
pa’ya kadar ulasan uluslararasi ticaretin arkeolojik
kanitlar1 olarak degerlendirilmektedir. Silivri ya-
kinlarmdaki Selimpasa Hoyiik’te bulunan bir sise
parcasi (Aydingiin, ve dig., 2010: Res. 10; Aydin-
giin, ve dig., 2014: Res. 12), Istanbul’un Avrupa
yakasinin da bu uluslararasi ticaret sistemi igeri-
sinde yer aldigim gostermistir.

Bati Anadolu’da yer alan Cukuri¢i Hoyiik’te
MO 3. bin tabakalarinda ele gecen agirliklar
(Rahmstorf, 2013), bélgede bu donemde Slgme
birimlerinin kullanildig1 sistemli bir ekonomi
ve ticaretin varhigma taniklik etmektedir. Mar-
mara Bolgesinde bu doneme tarihlenen benzeri
bulgulara heniiz rastlanmamuistir.

Karum-Kanes’de yiiriitillen kazilarda giin 15131-
na ¢ikarilan yazili kaynaklar Anadolu’da Assur
Ticaret Kolonileri Cagindan itibaren kayit altina
alinmis sistemli bir ticaretin varligina 1s1k tutmak-
tadir (Ozgiic, 1986). Anadolu’nun MO 2. binin ilk
ceyregindeki ekonomik yapisini gosteren on bin-
lerce ¢ivi yazili belge arasinda tiiccarlar tarafindan

The pre-Hittite trade system of Anatolia has been
documented since the middle of the 3™ millenni-
um BC. In the first quarter of the 2™ millennium
BC, the name of the Kane§ kingdom, located in
Kiiltepe near Kayseri, the center of trade colonies
established by the Old Assyrian merchants in Ana-
tolia, was mentioned as “Kane$u” in the archives
of the Northwest Syrian Kingdom of Ebla (Troll
Larsen, 1977), indicating the presence Anatolian
cities playing a role in the Near East trade system
much earlier (Ozgiic, 1986). The military campa-
igns of the Akkadian kings to Anatolia, in order to
solve the problems of the “Brushanda” merchants
(Giiterbock, 1938: 47-49), also sheds light on the
earliest systematic trade between Anatolia and
Northern Mesopotamia.

Traces of this trade in the Marmara Region, which
is not mentioned in written sources, can be iden-
tified through archaeological material. The spread
of “Syrian Bottles” produced in the Middle Euph-
rates region during the Early Bronze Age from
the Marmara and Aegean regions to the Balkans
(Korfmann, 2001: 363) is considered as archae-
ological evidence of international trade from the
Ancient Near East to Europe since the middle of
the 3% millennium BC. Weights found in the 3%
millennium BC levels at Cukuri¢i Hoytik in Wes-
tern Anatolia (Rahmstorf, 2013) point to the exis-
tence of a systematic economy and trade in which
measurement units were used. A “Syrian bottle”
fragment found in Selimpasa Hoyiik near Silivri
(Aydingiin, et al., 2010: Fig. 10; Aydingiin, et al.,
2014: Fig. 12) showed that the European side of
[stanbul was also included in this international tra-
de system.

Cuneiform records found in Kiiltepe (Karum-Ka-
nes) shed light on the existence of a systematic
trade in the first quarter of the second millenni-
um BC in Anatolia (Ozgiic, 1986). Among the
tens of thousands of cuneiform tablets showing
the economic structure of Anatolia, there are do-
cuments of obligation, shipping and instruction,
letters, vouchers, and commercial records written
by merchants. The standard wheel-made, red slip-
ped ceramic vessels found in Karum-Kanes, are
common throughout Anatolia. The existence of
this type of material in the Marmara region is do-
cumented in Bathonea, located at the Kiiciikgek-
mece Lake (Aydingiin, 2013). Thus, the most nort-



Hititlerin Ticaret Sistemi ve Ticaret Yollarinin Avcilar'da Bulusmasi

The Trade System of the Hittites and the Meeting of Trade Roads in Avcilar

yazilmig yiikiimliilik belgeleri, nakliye ve talimat
belgeleri, mektuplar, senetler, ticari kayitlar bu-
lunmaktadir.

Kiiltepe’nin bu doneme tarihlenen Karum tabaka-
larinda agi8a ¢ikan arkeolojik malzeme arasinda
kirmiz1 astarli ¢ark iiretimi standart seramik kap-
larin Anadolu genelinde yaygin oldugu bilinmekle
birlikte, bu tip malzemenin Marmara havzasinda-
ki varhigi, ilk kez Kiigiikgekmece Golii kenarinda
yiiriitiilen Bathonea kazilarindan elde edilmistir
(Aydingiin, 2013). Bdylece bu tip arkeolojik mal-
zemenin bilinen en kuzeybati sinir1 Avcilar olarak
tanimlanmugtir.

Benzeri bir bagka arkeolojik bulgu da kursun figii-
rinlerdir (Emre, 1971: 81). Kiiltepe ve ¢evresinde-
ki genis cografya da yaygin olan kursun figiirin-
lerden birisinin Bathonea kazilarinda ele gegmesi
(Aydingiin, 2013), Anadolu’lu tiiccarlarin Trakya
ile olan iliskilerine 1s1k tutmaktadir.

Kiiltepe’de Karum’un II. katinda ele gegen kiilge
kaliplar1 (Miiller Karpe, 2006: 491, Res. 6-8) ile
Troia VI tabakasinda bulunan, bu tipte bir kalip-
ta tretilmis altin ¢ubuklar (Tolstikow - Trejster,
1996: 115, 118-119), para oncesindeki ilk 6deme
gerecleri olarak degerlendirilmektedir. Cubuklar
izerindeki kertikler ya da delikler, 6deme yapi-
labilecek para birimleri olarak kullanilmig goriin-
mektedir. Her biri 6 sekel (49,98 gram) agirhigin-
daki birimlerin Kiiltepe tabletlerinde gegen fiyat
listeleri dogrultusunda, alig-verislerde kullanilmig
olduklart diisiiniilmektedir. Bu tip ¢ubuklarin Ku-
zeybat1 Anadolu’da ele gegmesi, Anadolu genelin-
deki sistemli ticarete bu bolgenin de dahil oldugu-
na isaret etmektedir.

Kiiltepe’de ele gecen somun bigimli, hematitten
iiretilmig bir tezgah agirligi (24.62 gr) iizerindeki
dort cukurcuk, bunun bir agirlik biriminin (6.155
gr) dort kat1 olduguna isaret etmektedir (Ozgiic,
1986: 77, Lev. 131: 33). Bu agurlik birimi Ege
Bolgesinde de kullanilmigtir (Bobokhyan, 2009:
26, 44). Kiiclikgekmece golii kiyisina agilan bir
sulama kanalinda Orta Tun¢ Cagina tarihlenen
kap parcalari ile birlikte bulunan, kursundan fire-
tilmis yilan bagh agirligin (20.13 gr) (Aydingiin,
2019: 132-133, Res. 3.26) Uluburun ve Gelidonya
batiklarinda ele gegen metal ve hematit agirliklar
(Gestoso Singer, 2010/2011: 269) dogrultusun-

hwestern boundary of this type of archaeological
material has been identified as Avcilar. Another
characteristic archaeological material in Kiiltepe
and its environment is lead figurines (Emre, 1971:
81). The discovery of one lead figurine in Batho-
nea (Aydingiin, 2013), sheds light on the relations
of Anatolian merchants with Thrace.

Bar molds found in Kiiltepe-Karum II (Miiller
Karpe, 2006: 491, Fig. 6-8) and gold bars produ-
ced in this type of mold found in Troia VI (Tolsti-
kow - Trejster, 1996: 115, 118-119) are considered
as the currency for payment. The notches or holes
on the bars appear to have been units, each weig-
hing 6 shekels (49.98 gr), used in shopping in line
with the price lists on the Kiiltepe tablets. The dis-
covery of this type of bars in Northwest Anatolia
indicates that this region was also included in the
systematic trade throughout Anatolia.

A loaf-shaped hematite weight (24.62 gr) with
four pits found in Kiiltepe indicate a quadrupled
weight unit of ca. 6.155 gr (Ozgii¢, 1986: 77, Lev.
131:33), also used in the Aegean Region (Bobokh-
yan, 2009: 26, 44). The metal and hematite weigh-
ts found in shipwrecks of Uluburun and Gelidonya
(Gestoso Singer, 2010/2011: 269), and a snake-he-
aded lead weight (20.13 gr) found together with
pot fragments dating to the Middle Bronze Age in
an irrigation canal at the shore of Kiiciikcekmece
Lake (Aydingiin, 2019: 132-133, Fig. 3.26) is esti-
mated to be equivalent approximately to 2 Syrian
nesefs (10.7 gr), 2.4 Babylonian shekels (8.33 gr)
and 1.7 Hittite shekels (11.75 gr) (Tas, 2008: 83).
The red slipped Early Hittite vessels, a weight and
a lead figurine found at Bathonea indicates that
more documents related to the 2™ Millennium BC
trade can be found in the following excavation se-
asons.

Although no documents containing the details of
trade activities carried out by private merchants
of Hittites have been recovered, numerous bullae
(Herbordt, 2005) found in Bogazkdy-Nisantepe
reflect the trade system of the period. Although
historical documents record the spread of the Hitti-
te kingdom the Aegean region (Garstang - Gurney,
1959: 83-100; Seeher, 2005), and several Western
Anatolian settlements dating to the 12-11" cen-
turies BC bear Hittite seal impressions (Gtinel -
Herbordt, 2014), no historical and archaeological

45
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da, yaklasik 2 Suriye nesefine (10.7 gr) esdeger
olabilecegi degerlendirilmektedir. Bu agirlik ayni
zamanda yaklasik 2.4 Babil sekeline (8.33 gr) ve
1.7 Hitit sekeline (11.75 gr) (Tas, 2008: 83) es-
degerdir. Bathonea’da Kirmiz1 astarli Erken Hitit
kaplarmnin, agirhigin ve kursun figilirinin varligs,
ilerleyen kazi sezonlarinda MO 2. bin ticaretine
iliskin daha fazla belgenin ele gegebilecegini gos-
terir niteliktedir.

Hititler’e ait 6zel sahislarin yaptig1 ticaretin
ayrintilarini igeren belgeler ele gegmemistir. Buna
karsin, Bogazkdy’de Nisantepe’de bulunan ¢ok
sayida bulla (Herbordt, 2005), dénemin ticaret
sistemindeki kayitlar1 olugturmustur. Hitit kralli-
gimin Ege Bolgesine kadar yayildigmin bilinmesi
(Garstang - Gurney, 1959: 83-100; Seeher, 2005)
ve MO 12. - 11. yiizyillara tarihlendirilen bazi
Bat1 Anadolu yerlesimlerinde Hitit miihiir bas-
kilarinin bulunmasina (Giinel - Herbordt, 2014)
karsin, Trakya ve Dogu Marmara Bolgelerinde
egemenlik kurduklarina iligkin herhangi bir tarihi
ve arkeolojik belge ele gegmemistir.

Bu dénemde i¢inde Marmara havzasinin da yer
aldig1 Kuzeybatt Anadolu’nun 6zgiin bir kiiltiir
bolgesi oldugu bilinmektedir. Troia’nin VI. taba-
kasinda kullanilan ¢ark iiretimi standart “Minyas
Seramigi’nin kirmizi ve gri astarli gruplar (Bay-
ne, 2000), Orta Anadolu kaplari ile benzer 6zellik-
ler de gostermektedir. Burada ele gegen bir Luvi
Hiyeroglifli diigme miihiir (Korfmann, 1996: 28;
Hawkins - Easton, 1996), “Troas” Bolgesinin Hitit
metinlerinde adi gecen Wilusa Ulkesi olabilecegi
yolundaki Onerilere zemin saglamigstir. Bolgenin
Hititce adi tartismali olup, Marmara havzasinin ve
Trakya’nin adma iliskin herhangi bir &neri ortaya
konulamamustir.

Likya kiyilarindaki Uluburun (Pulak, 2006) ve
Gelidonya (Bass, ve dig., 1967) batiklar {izerin-
den de bu dénemin deniz ticaretine iliskin arkeo-
lojik belgeler elde edilmistir. Hitit imparatorluk
doéneminde iiretilen Ge¢ Miken ve Kibris kapla-
rimin dagilimi, Kuzey Ege havzasim kapsamak-
tadir. Bathonea kazilarinda ele gecen Miken ve
Kibris kokenli kap parcalar: (Aydmngiin, 2013),
bu kaplarin Trakya Yarimadasi’na da yayildigini
kanitlamigtir. Boylece, Dogu Akdeniz ticaret agi-
nin Marmara havzasinin tamamin da kapsadigi
anlagilmistir.

documents point to a Hittite rule over Thracia and
Eastern Marmara region.

Northwest Anatolia, including the Marmara basin,
was a unique cultural region in this period. The red
and gray slipped groups of the standard wheel-ma-
de “Minyas Pottery” of Troia VI (Bayne, 2000)
show similar characteristics with contemporary
Central Anatolian vessels. A Luwian Hieroglyphic
button seal found in Troia (Korfmann, 1996: 28;
Hawkins - Easton, 1996) provided the basis for
suggestions that the “Troas” region could be the
Wilusa Land mentioned in the Hittite texts. The
Hittite name of the region is controversial, and no
proposal has been made regarding the name of the
Marmara basin and Thrace.

Archaeological documents regarding the maritime
trade of this period are obtained from the shipw-
recks of Uluburun (Pulak, 2006) and Gelidonya
(Bass, et al., 1967) on the Lycian coast. The dist-
ribution of Late Mycenaean and Cyprus pots pro-
duced during the Hittite empire covers the North
Aegean basin. The pieces of Mycenaean and Cy-
priot origin pots found in Bathonea (Aydingiin,
2013) showed that the Eastern Mediterranean tra-
de network covered the entire Marmara basin.

The Hittite artifacts closest to the Marmara region
are the Bolu and Hacilar Tepe finds until recently.
A sword (Miiller Karpe, 1994: 441) and bronze
bowls and axes with armholes, double-edged and
handle holes (Yildirim, 2001; Bittel, 1934: 345)
were found in Seben, located to the south of Bolu.
The iron god and a goddess figurines found in
Bathonea, dating to the second quarter of the 2™
millennium BC (Aydingiin, 2013), represent the
Hittite finds in Thrace.

Ox-hide shaped ingots known from the Uluburun
shipwreck were also found in Sozopol/Cerkovo
(Dimitrov, 1979: 70, 73, Fig. 3; Gale, 1991: 201)
and in Kaliakra (Hiller, 1991: 209-210, Lev. 15a)
on the Bulgarian Black Sea coast, and in Sarkdy/
Kozmandere on the Marmara coast of Thrace
(Harmankaya, 1995: 232, Lev. 17; Ozdogan,
2013: 357) showed the existence of this type of
ingots in the Marmara region. The standard forms
and standard weights of these ingots indicate that
the trading system in the wide geographical region
is based on common values.
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Marmara havzasina en yakin Hitit eserleri yakin
zamana kadar Bolu ve Hacilar Tepe buluntulari ile
temsil edilmistir. Bolu’nun giineyinde yer alan Se-
ben’de tung ¢anaklar ile kolcuklu, ¢ift agizli ve sap
delikli baltalar (Yildirim, 2001; Bittel, 1934: 345)
ile bir kili¢ (Miiller Karpe, 1994: 441) ele gegmis-
tir. Bathonea kazilarinda ele gegen, MO 2. binin
ikinci geyregine tarihlenen, demirden tiretilmis bir
tanr1 ve bir tanriga figlirininin varlig1 (Aydingiin,
2013), Hitit eserlerinin Trakya’da da bulundugunu
kanitlamistir. Bathonea’da ele gegen bir tanr1 ve
bir tanriga figiirli, yogun korozyona ragmen, Hitit
ozellikleri gostermektedir.

Uluburun batiginda bulunan okiizgonii kiilgele-
rin Bulgaristan’in Karadeniz kiyisinda Sozopol
veya Cerkovo (Dimitrov, 1979: 70, 73, Fig. 3;
Gale, 1991: 201) ve Kaliakra (Hiller, 1991: 209-
210, Lev. 15a) ile Trakya’nin Marmara kiyisinda
Sarkdy yakininda Kozmandere’de (Harmanka-
ya, 1995: 232, Lev. 17; Ozdogan, 2013: 357) ele
gecmesi, bu tip kiilgelerin Marmara Bolgesindeki
varligmi kanitlamaktadir. Bu kiilgelerin standart
bicimleri ve standart agirliklari, ticaret sisteminin
genis cografi bolgedeki sisteminin ortak degerler
lizerinden yiiriitiildiigiine isaret eder niteliktedir.

Bu dénemde Baltik Denizi kokenli kehribar tica-
reti Akdeniz’e kadar uzanmigtir (Gimbutas, 1960:
392). Bathonea kazilarinda ele gegen kehribarin
donemi farkli olmakla birlikte, Ege ve Akdeniz
havzasinda kehribar ticaretinin Ge¢ Tung Caginda
yapildigi belirlenmistir (Gimbutas, 1965: fig. 5,
15). Anadolu ve Ege havzalarinda (Canby, 1969;
Cline, 1991) bulunan tung Hitit tanr1 figiirlerinin
bir benzerinin de Litvanya’da Sernai’de ele geg-
mesi (Gimbutas, 1960: fig. 11; 1965: PL 16),
Kuzey Avrupa ile bu donemde yapilan ticaretle
iliskilendirilebilecek nitelikte bir bulgudur. Bat-
honea’da bir demir tanr figiiriiniin varlig1 (Ay-
dingiin, 2013), Istanbul’un Avrupa yakasmnin bu
ticaret ag1 lizerinde yer almis olabilecegine isaret
etmektedir.

Gelidonya batiginda ele gegen tezgah agirliklar:
(Bass, ve dig., 1967: 135-142), Hitit kralliginin
Dogu Akdeniz’deki 6nemli limani haline ge-
len Ugarit’in MO 15-13. yiizyillara tarihlenen
tabakalarinda ele gecen terazi kefeleri (Kohlme-
yer, 1982: fig. 114), MO 12. yiizyila tarihlenen
Uluburun batiginda (Pulak, ve dig., 2006) ve Bo-

The amber trade originates from the Baltic Sea
extended to the Mediterranean during the Late
Bronze Age (Gimbutas, 1960: 392; Gimbutas,
1965: fig. 5, 15). Similar bronze Hittite god fi-
gures found in Anatolia and the Aegean (Canby,
1969; Cline, 1991) as well as in Sernai in Lithua-
nia (Gimbutas, 1960: fig. 11; Gimbutas 1965: PL
16) can be regarded as finds associated with trade.
Although the period of the amber uncovered in the
Bathonea is different, the presence of iron god and
goddess figures (Aydingiin, 2013) indicate that the
European side of Istanbul may have taken place in
this trade network.

The weights found in the shipwreck at Gelidon-
ya (Bass, et al., 1967: 135-142), the scale pans of
Ugarit, an important port of the Hittite kingdom
in the Eastern Mediterranean, dating to the 15-13%
centuries BC (Kohlmeyer, 1982: fig. 114) as well
as the weights found in the shipwreck of Ulubu-
run (Pulak, et al., 2006) and Bogazkdy (Czichon,
1996: 359-362, Abb. 27a-b), dating to the 12" cen-
tury BC, demonstrate standardized weighing units
used in the Anatolian trading system.

Different weight systems were used in interregio-
nal trade of the ancient Near East. The treaty texts
of the Hittite king Suppiluliuma I, demand that the
taxes from the vassal kingdoms should be weig-
hed with the weight units of the Hittite merchants
(Klengel, 1979: 79), indicate different weight units
used in different regions. Prices recorded in Hittite
Laws are defined as silver in shekel (12.5 g) and
mina (approximately 500 g) (1 mina = 40 sekel).
A sheep is worth 1 shekel of silver and a cattle 10
shekels of silver (Tas, 2008). According to a treaty
between the Hittite King Suppiluliuma I and the
Amurru King Aziru, Aziru is obliged to pay 300
sekel gold of good quality to the Hatti Land, and
this tax will be weighed by the weight units of the
Hatti merchants.

The weights found in Kusakli/Sarissa, the provin-
cial city of Hittite Empire located in the Upper Ki-
zilirmak basin (Miiller Karpe, 2015), represent the
half, full and more units of the shekel and mana
units recorded in the 2" Millennium BC texts of
the ancient Near East and the Hittites. A similar
standard unit was also revealed on the vessels
found in Kusakli. The calculations on the volume
unit called parisu (48-50 liters) in the cuneiform
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gazkoy’de (Czichon, 1996: 359-362, Abb. 27a-b)
ele gegen tezgah agirliklar1 Anadolu ticaret siste-
minin standartlasmis tarti birimleri ger¢evesinde
yiiriitiildigiinii kanitlamaktadir.

Eski Onasya’da kullanilan farkli agirhik sistemle-
ri bolgeler arasi ticarette kullanilmigtir. Hitit kra-
1 I. Suppiluliuma’nin vasal kralliklardan alacagi
vergilerin Hitit tliccarlariin agirhik birimleriyle
tartilmasini isteyen anlagma metinleri (Klengel,
1979: 79), farkli bolgelerde farkli agirlik birim-
lerinin kullanildigina isaret etmektedir. Hitit Ka-
nunlarinda gegen fiyatlar sekel (12,5 g) ve mina
(yaklasik 500 g) giimiis olarak tanimlanmaktadir
(1 mina = 40 sekel). Bir koyun 1 sekel giimiis, bir
sigir 10 sekel giimiis degerindedir (Tag, 2008).
Hitit Kral1 I. Suppiluliuma ile Amurru Krali Aziru
arasinda yapilan bir antlagsmaya goére Aziru Hatti
Ulkesine iyi nitelikte 300 sekel altim1 vergi olarak
6demekle yiikiimliidiir ve bu vergi Hatti’li tiiccar-
larin agirhiklariyla tartilacaktir.

Hitit imparatorlugunun Yukar1 Kizilirmak havza-
sinda yer alan tasra kenti Kusakli/Sarissa’da ele
gecen tezgah agirhiklari (Miiller Karpe, 2015),
MO 2. bin Onasya ve Hitit yazili belgelerinde ifa-
de edilen sekel ve mana birimlerinin yarim, tam
ve daha fazla birimlerini ifade etmektedir. Benzeri
bir standart birim de Kusakli’da ele gegen kaplar
iizerinde ortaya konulmustur. Civi yazili metin-
lerde gecen parisu adli hacim birimi (48-50 litre)
iizerinden yapilan hesaplamalara gore belirli stan-
dart kap bi¢imlerinin standart hacimleri oldugu
ortaya ¢ikmuisgtir.

Hitit imparatorlugu smirlart iginde ticaretin korun-
mast i¢in kanunlar yazilmigstir (Imparati,1992: 39,
100, 192-195; Hoffner, 2002: 182). Is basindaki
bir tiiccarin 6ldiiriilmesi su¢unun bedeli olan 100
mina (50 kg) giimiis, 4000 koyun ya da 400 sigir
ile es degerdir. Hitit sinirlar i¢inde ¢alisan tiiccar-
larin yani sira, vasal kralliklarda yasayan tiiccarlar
da korumustur (Tas, 2008: 81-82). Babil Krali 2.
Kadasman-Enlil’in Amurru ve Ugarit’te Babil’li
tacirlere saldirildigina iliskin sikayeti nedeniyle
Hitit kralina danisilmistir. Bir bagka metin hirsiz-
lik yiiziinden mahkemeye ¢ikarilan Bulluluwa adli
bir Hatti tiiccari, bu mahkemede yargiglik yapan
Karkamis prensi tarafindan zararin ii¢ katin1 6de-
meye mahkum edilmistir. Ugarit’in Hitit sarayina
yolladig1 verginin vadelere ayrilmast ile ilgili bir

texts, has been revealed certain standard container
shapes with standard volumes.

Laws were written for the protection of trade wit-
hin the borders of the Hittite Empire (Imparati,
1992: 39, 100, 192-195; Hoffner, 2002: 182). Ac-
cording to these, 100 mina (50 kg) of silver, which
is the price of the crime of killing a merchant at
work, is equivalent to 4000 sheep or 400 cattle.
The laws protected both the merchants trading
within the borders of the Hittites, and the merc-
hants of the vassal kingdoms (Tas, 2008: 81-82).
The Hittite king was consulted about the comp-
laint of the Babylonian King Kadashman-Enlil
IT on the attacks to the Babylonian merchants in
Amurru and Ugarit. In another text, a Hatti mer-
chant named Bulluluwa, who was put on trial for
theft, was sentenced to pay a triple of the loss, by
the prince of Carchemish, judging the court. In a
list on the allocation of the tax sent by Ugarit to
the Hittite palace, 934 Sekel silver will be paid to
the Hittite king from has been recorded. Of this
amount, 310 Sekel will be paid by the merchants,
and 20 Sekel will be paid by the privileged merc-
hants of the king.

Hittite Emperors imposed trade embargoes on the
countries around them (Hoftner, 2002: 183; Tas,
2008: 81). In a treaty text about the purchase and
sale of goods close to the border of the northern
Kashka country, only the allies in the Kashka re-
gion were allowed to trade in the territory of the
Hatti kingdom. Accordingly, trade be carried out
only in the places deemed appropriate by the bor-
der lord, and the enemy Kaska tribes were for-
bidden to trade. The treaty between Tuthaliya IV
and the Amurru King Shausgamuva states a trade
embargo, concerning the Assyrian Kingdom: “The
King of Assyria is an enemy to my sun, so is also
the enemy of yours! A merchant from your country
cannot go to Assyria, a merchant from him should
not pass through your country either!”

The current information on the extent of the tra-
de system, if including Istanbul’s Thrace and its
surroundings, is limited to only a small number of
archaeological documents. The ongoing Bathonea
excavations on the Firuzkdy peninsula may pro-
vide more information on this issue in the future.
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listeden Hitit kralina 934 sekel giimiis 6denecegi
belirtilmektedir. Bu miktarin 310 sekeli tiiccarlar
tarafindan, 20 sekeli kralin ayricalikli tiiccarlari
tarafindan 6denecektir.

Hitit Imparatorlarinin ¢evrelerindeki iilkelere tica-
ri ambargolar uyguladig: da bilinmektedir (Hoff-
ner, 2002: 183; Tas, 2008: 81). Kuzeydeki Kaska
iilkesinin o dénemdeki sinirina yakin yerlerde mal
alim satimiyla ilgili bilgi veren bir antlagma met-
ninde yalnizca Kaska Bolgesindeki miittefiklerin
Hatti kralliginin topraklarinda ticaret yapmalarina
izin verilmigtir. Ticaretin yalnizca smir beyinin
uygun gordiigii yerlerde yapilmasi istenmis, dis-
man Kagka boylarinin ticaret yapmalar1 yasak-
lanmistir. Aym sistem Hitit krali IV. Tuthaliya ile
Amurru Krali Sauggamuva arasinda yapilan an-

lasmada gorilmektedir: “Assur Krali nasil benim
glinesime diisman ise, senin igin de dyle diisman
olmalidir! Ulkenden bir tiiccar Assur Ulkesine gi-
demez; ondan gelen bir tiiccar senin iilkende de
ge¢memeli!” Antlagmadaki bu boliim bir ticaret
ambargosudur.

Istanbul’un Trakya yakasi ve cevresinin ticaret
sistemine hangi oranda dahil olduguna iliskin
bilgilerimiz simdilik sadece az sayida arkeolojik
belge ile smirlidir. Firuzkdy Yarimadasi’nda
siirdiiriilmesi  planlanan Bathonea kazilarmin
ileriki yillarda bu konuda daha fazla bilgi vermesi
beklenmektedir.
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