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WORD VERSUS DIRT

HISTORY AND ARCHAEOLOGY APPLIED TO 
PROTO-HISTORICAL SAGALASSOS

Jeroen POBLOME

KU Leuven

“Carpe diem, quam minimum credula postero” was Quintus Horatius 
Flaccus’ (65-8 BC) poetic and clear opinion in his Odes 1,11: “Seize the 
day, putting as little trust as possible in the future”. A little bit of poetry 
is never bad to open an honorific academic contribution, especially con-
sidering to whom this particular volume is dedicated. The future is unfore-
seen and unknown, and therefore it is best to enjoy the moment of now. 
Even though I wish Karel Van Lerberghe a lot more moments of now, 
preferably with good company and wine, the meaning of his life and 
work has little to do with now or the future, rather with all things of the 
past. Horace, however, does not offer much concerning the past. That is 
a little unfortunate, as the study of the past can do with a bit of advice. 
Indeed, whereas in traditional schemes of academic organisation every 
aspect of the world seems to be divided up among specific disciplines 
(e.g. gods go to theology, mixing explosive substances to chemistry and 
curing bodies to medicine), the past is not studied by one, but by two 
scientific disciplines: history and archaeology. Both disciplines claim their 
right to exist, as each deals with discipline-specific data types and source 
material, has particular theoretical frameworks, methods and techniques 
of analysis, and discipline-specific epistemologies leading to different 
frameworks of interpretation and explanation of the (same) past. To make 
matters worse, in their evolution, archaeology and history were not con-
sidered to be equal scientific partners. The Cambridge historian and medi-
eval numismatist Philip Grierson expressed the potential contribution of 
archaeology as follows: “It has been said that the spade cannot lie, but it 
owes this merit to the fact that it cannot even speak” (Grierson 1959, 129). 
The Force is with the Word, and not with the Dirt. Clearly, 1959 is a long 
time gone, and it would be uncouth to reduce Philip Grierson’s appre-
ciation of archaeology to only this sentence, but as an active participant in 
the scene of historical archaeology, I sometimes wonder whether both 
disciplines can ever be considered truly equal.
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458 J. POBLOME

In this paper, I intend to explain my pessimistic sentiment by focusing 
on a period and region where neither history nor archaeology have the 
upper-hand: the second millennium BC in the study region of ancient 
Sagalassos. 

First, a prelude. Claudio Ottoni and colleagues recently published a 
study on the mitochondrial DNA of a mid Byzantine population group, 
part of the cemetery of which was excavated at the site of Sagalassos 
(SW Turkey) (Ottoni et al. 2011). In their own words: “The purpose of 
this study is to estimate the maternal genetic signature potentially left in 
the Byzantine population from Sagalassos by the historic events impact-
ing the Sagalassos region and South-Western Anatolia since the Bronze 
Age, and whether these events may have been associated to large popu-
lation movements, to more restricted elite dominance or only to cultural 
diffusion.” (Ottoni et al. 2011, 572). Of the 85 excavated skeletons, dat-
able to the 11th-13th centuries AD, the mtDNA of 51 individuals could 
be analysed, revealing 39 haplotypes, which are considered to represent 
a fairly high diversity, and forming part of West Eurasian sequences. 
Comparison of Eurasian and African populations indicated that Sagalas-
sos is very similar to samples from neighbouring populations in Turkey, 
the Balkans, Crimea, Cyprus and Iran, confirming the Anatolian penin-
sula’s geographical strategic position for the movement of people. Genetic 
proximity was also noted with populations from Italian Campania and 
Puglia. 

The affinity with current Anatolian populations is considered to result 
from similar historic and demographic trajectories. The genetic proximity 
with Balkan populations is partly explained by influences of the genetic 
signature of the Phrygians, originating from Balkan lands, and also 
admixtures with Macedonian and Seleucid blood in Hellenistic times. 
The Iranian link is explained from Persian Achaemenid interaction, whereas 
the Italian connection is seen to result from the foundation of a ring of 
veteran colonies in Pisidia in Augustan times. The Levantine component 
is considered to result from intense trade contacts resulting in a cultural 
koinè in these regions, possibly strengthened by outposting mercenaries. 
A Caucasian connection is also suggested, potentially as a legacy of the 
introduction of Luwian groups in the study region, around 2000 BC. The 
similarities to Central Asian Uygur and Uzbek populations are explained 
by the high frequencies of West-Eurasian specific aDNA characteristics 
in these groups, but a real connection is ruled out based on archaeological 
evidence of violent destruction at Sagalassos that suggests a hostile rela-
tionship with the Seljuks. In conclusion, this “study provides new clues 

95254_Boiy_T_OLA_32_Poblome.indd   45895254_Boiy_T_OLA_32_Poblome.indd   458 27/06/12   11:5027/06/12   11:50



 WORD VERSUS DIRT 459

to pinpoint the impact of historical events, and correspondingly of the 
related population groups, on the maternal gene pool of the Byzantine 
population from Sagalassos” (Ottoni et al. 2011, 575).

In other words, the explanatory framework for this high profile inter-
disciplinary study on the results of archaeological excavations is basically 
historical in nature. In this way, the genetic pool of the Byzantine popula-
tion at Sagalassos is a palimpsest of the major stages of the region’s his-
torical trajectory. 

Some archaeological edits are in place, perhaps. In this paper, only the 
suggested proto-historical Luwian connection will be examined in more 
detail. To be sure, Luwian was one of the first languages attested in writ-
ing in Anatolia at Middle Bronze Age sites, such as Kültepe, shortly after 
the end of the third millennium BC. Luwian did not originate in Asia 
Minor, but is an Indo-European language. Together with Hittite and Palaic, 
Luwian is actually one of the oldest documented Indo-European lan-
guages. Historical linguistics now traces this group of languages to the 
north Pontic steppes and the start of the dispersal process to around 
4000 BC or the Late Chalcolithic period (Anthony 2007). The way these 
languages and the people who spoke them spread is much less clear 
(Melchert 2003, 23-26). Languages and people are two different things, 
however, and require substantial evidence to be linked in a meaningful 
way, especially when considered to have formed part of migration pro-
cesses. When readable texts become available from the end of the Middle 
Bronze Age onwards, Luwian appears to be associated with settled com-
munities (Sagona and Zimansky 2009, 244-247), which are considered to 
have formed different states (Marek 2010, 103-104). From the reign of 
Hattusili I (c. 1565-1540 BC) onwards, for instance, sources mention the 
Arzawa lands in western Asia Minor, which are not necessarily consid-
ered to be states as such, but to reflect “the emergence of states or king-
doms in these regions” (Bryce 2003, 32). In this way, a third ingredient 
is added to the cocktail, being political constellations.

As to the dispersal processes, for now, it seems appropriate to conclude, 
with Bleda Düring (2011, 261-3), that “there is no convincing archaeo-
logical evidence at present for the migration of Indo-European-speaking 
groups into Asia Minor”. This does not mean that the dispersal of Indo-
European languages in Asia Minor did not happen, but that archaeology 
cannot trace its chronology, speed nor mechanisms. In this respect it is 
better to be safe than sorry, not in the least because cases of migration 
in the past have been used in political and ethnic debates in the present. 
Be that as it may be, also closer to home, within the history of the 
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460 J. POBLOME

archaeological discipline itself, the process of migration used to repre-
sent the golden formula to explain phenomena, such as ‘dark ages’ or 
sudden appearances of entirely new assemblages of material culture and 
ways of living (Trigger 1989, 150-155). Now that archaeological frame-
works of interpretation are conceptually richer, migration is considered 
to form part of an ongoing variety of events of interregional interaction, 
along and possibly contemporary with, for instance, trade and exchange, 
and raids and conquest. Human interaction is complex and variable. 
Although models and typologies of migration and interaction have been 
developed (e.g. Gosden 2004), recent focus is also placed on the analysis 
of the parameters of interaction influencing acculturation at both group 
and individual levels. These parameters or variables include the number 
of people involved in the interaction, the duration of the interaction, the 
cultural distance between the groups involved, the segmentation of the 
population involved, the power balance between the groups involved and 
the level of pluralism and tolerance within these groups. Migration is 
considered to result in intense interaction bringing about instantaneous 
deep change in material culture assemblages and behavioural patterns, as 
expressed, for instance, in subsistence patterns and food habits, architec-
ture, material culture production and consumption, as well as aspects of 
gender. Assaf Yasur-Landau (2010) recently applied the parameters of 
interaction to the study of Philistine migration, indicating that, when suf-
ficient material is available, archaeology can provide answers to issues of 
migration. Unfortunately, such is not yet the case with the Indo-European, 
including Luwian, processes of dispersal.

Some of the effects of the dispersal can be documented, however. 
Early Hittite documents, for instance, refer to the lands of Luwiya as a 
territorial constellation, that was treated with respect. The sources stop 
short of identifying Luwiya as a single political entity, rather “indicating 
a general region which was inhabited by peoples speaking a shared 
Indo-European language, but without territorial limits” (Bryce 2003, 31). 
Luwiya extended into the western half of Anatolia. Even if overlap existed 
in the sources between a region and people speaking the same language, 
this need not imply ethnic connotations or forms of statehood. The same 
holds for the Arzawa lands. Arzawa came to replace Luwiya as a term for 
many of the same territories in the Late Bronze Age, containing five king-
doms that are attested in the sources. Luwian may have been an important 
language in these kingdoms, but it was not the only one, and Luwians 
were not the only population and/or ethnic group. Once again, archaeol-
ogy seems speechless, however (Aro 2003, 285-288). The consideration 
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that “a nomadic or semi-nomadic existence probably characterized a 
large part of the Luwian population (Bryce 2003, 31)” is particularly 
unhelpful, by making these groups archaeologically invisible. How is it 
possible to identify a site, its architecture and material culture as Luwian? 
Is a site in western Anatolia with Middle and Late Bronze Age remains, 
such as Beycesultan, automatically Luwian? Even in the event that a 
Luwian site and material culture could be defined, with documents indi-
cating its inhabitants spoke Luwian, how is it possible to be sure that this 
community or members thereof were ethnically Luwian? There is no easy 
solution to these issues, while recent linguistic and archaeological research 
“suggests that there was a high degree of micro-regionalism and diver-
sity within western Anatolia in terms of both cultural traits and social 
practice” (Mac Sweeney 2010, 8) — once more indicating that Luwian 
was only part of the package and that the archaeology of contemporary 
Asia Minor should be freed to some extent of a Hittite/text-driven per-
spective.

Moreover, it is important to consider that: “languages can spread 
either through large-scale migrations of people, as in the colonisation 
of North America, or through foreign elites inducing language shifts among 
the populace, as occurred in much of colonial Africa (Düring 2011, 
262)”. In the latter case, some advantage must have been appreciated 
by local groups to give up their language, or to add another language to 
their knowledge. In this way, social advantages and political shifts can 
be as effective mechanisms of language dispersal in local communities 
as population displacement following warfare and destruction of the 
homeland. 

Therefore, as long as the mechanisms of Luwian language dispersal 
and/or the mentioned parameters of interaction are not documented in 
more detail, Luwian ancestry of the mid Byzantine population buried at 
the site cannot, at the moment, be considered ‘proven’. The argumentation 
would take us beyond the scope of this paper, but the other steps in the 
suggested historical build-up of the aDNA profile of the Byzantine popu-
lation of Sagalassos should be approached with similar caution. Ethnicity 
is not a creation based on historical interpretation of linguistic patterns or 
assemblages of archaeological material, but a process of active creation 
and cultivation by past communities (Jones 1997).

Can the archaeology of the study region in the second millennium BC 
provide other indications? Although the wider study region contains some 
major Early Bronze Age höyüks, such as at Kuruçay, Hacılar II, Karaçal 
and possibly at Kokar Pınar, perhaps territorially organised to some degree 
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462 J. POBLOME

(Vanhaverbeke and Waelkens 2003, 183-184), the Middle and Late 
Bronze Ages are hardly defined (Duru 2008, 178-181). The fact that the 
Bronze Age höyüks were abandoned by the start of the second millen-
nium BC and that no highly diagnostic repertoire of material culture is 
available, as in Hittite contexts for instance, led to a series of explana-
tions. These traditional explanations involve imploding settlement patterns 
including environmental change, demographic decline, (internal) warfare, 
a climate of insecurity caused by (Indo-European/Luwian) newcomers, 
an upsurge in nomadism, as well as the burial of older remains by continu-
ing settlements (Vanhaverbeke and Waelkens 2003, 195-207). From lack 
of material and sites none of these mostly external factors of presumed 
societal decline (Tainter 2005) can be evaluated in any archaeological 
detail, however. The question should be asked, therefore, whether ‘col-
lapse’ should be the right concept with which to approach this period, 
rather than gradual shifts in societal complexity and organisation that 
phased out the höyük communities. Admittedly, also for this interpreta-
tion, the archaeological material is lacking, but at least it connotates a 
less drastic scenario.

Some information is available on contemporary nature-society interac-
tions. During the late Holocene, ecological change continued and human 
impact on the environment increased in the eastern Mediterranean. More 
specifically, the so-called Bey≥ehir Occupation Phase, the start of which 
is mostly dated in the transition towards the Late Bronze Age, was char-
acterized by climate amelioration, forest clearance and the appearance of 
cultivated cereals and tree species in pollen diagrams. As a result, land-
scapes were more prone to erosion, especially during a relatively wet 
period in the Late Bronze Age (Dusar et al. 2011). Obviously, local cir-
cumstances and events could be different. For instance, in the study area, 
deciduous oak woodland had declined. This possibly resulted in a dry 
trend before the onset of the Bey≥ehir Occupation Phase, while cultivated 
tree species such as Olea europaea and Juglans regia were introduced, 
but never frequent, during that phase (Bakker et al. 2011). Although the 
evidence is patchy, the results are not indicative of drastic environmental 
changes, but rather of continuing or increased human impact on the land-
scape, which is not necessarily compatible with the scenario of societal 
collapse.

Additionally, some archaeological material is available, yet the absence 
of a stratigraphical reference framework makes it hard to define the evi-
dence in any detail. New intensive survey campaigns in the southwestern 
part of the Burdur Lake plain resulted in the identification of some late 
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third/second millennium BC pottery fragments of local fabrics (Kaptijn 
et al., in press). The assemblage to which this pottery belonged, albeit 
mostly Early Bronze Age in date, was associated with a hamlet or vil-
lage. Late Bonze Age pottery was reported at the surface of Hacılar II 
(Birmingham 1964, 30). Contemporary, LH IIIA2/B (c. 1350-1200 BC) 
Mycenaean and other similar pottery was discovered along the northern 
side of Lake Yarı≥lı, near Düver-Yarımada (Mellink 1967, 164; 1969, 212), 
a major archaeological site located on a promontory in Lake Yarı≥lı. 
The find circumstances of this material are, unfortunately, unclear, but a 
funerary context of deposition seems likely, as the objects are well pre-
served. An Early Bronze Age cemetery with pithos burials was registered 
in the same area (Mellink 1969, 212). As Mycenaean pottery is well 
attested along the Aegean coast of Anatolia and similar products were 
made locally, the Düver finds need not have resulted from direct exchange 
with the Greek mainland, but nonetheless stand out in the archaeological 
record of the region. Christopher Mee (1978, 150) suggested a transit 
route along the Maeander valley. Recently, Middle and Late Bronze Age 
material, including LH IIIC (c. 1200-1050 BC) Cypro-Mycenaean fine 
wares, was found at the acropolis of Parha/Perge (Martini 2010, 21) sug-
gesting a southward corridor as another option of connectivity for the 
study region.

In the western parts of the later town of Sagalassos, a limited amount 
of thick walled, wheel-made, red slipped rim sherds of shallow bowls 
and containers was picked up during the intensive urban survey in 2005. 
Unfortunately, a targeted control excavation of this location in 2009 did 
not result in the discovery of a stratigraphical context for this material. 
The fabric and finish of the small collection of sherds stood out as unu-
sual, as these features could not be associated with pottery from any other 
documented period at ancient Sagalassos. Petrographic analysis iden-
tified a non-calacareous fabric with, amongst others, volcanic mineral 
fragments belonging to a regional volcanic-sedimentary group related 
to ophiolitic clays present in and around Sagalassos (Braekmans 2011). 
Mainly the deep red lustrous burnished surfaces on the exterior and inte-
rior are characteristic of this (possibly) local product. Dennis Braekmans 
(2011, 121) suggested an association for this fabric with Late Bronze 
Age Red Lustrous wheel made wares, datable between the 16th and early 
12th centuries BC, with an abundant presence in the northern Levant 
and more generally in the eastern Mediterranean. The latter ware is a 
much finer fabric made into a range of typical and often closed shapes. 
The region of Kazaphani on northern Cyprus is a likely candidate for its 
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464 J. POBLOME

production, although geologically related areas in southern Asia Minor 
cannot yet be ruled out (Knappett et al. 2005). Considering that we are 
dealing with surface material at Sagalassos, that the fabric is local, and 
that the quantities are small and the shapes inconclusive, it is perhaps 
best to be very prudent with this material at the moment.

This being the case, the so-called ‘Indictment of Madduwata’ (KUB XIV 1 
and KBo XIX 38) mentioned a site named Sallawassa, for which an iden-
tification with later Sagalassos has been proposed (Freu 1987, 140-141, 
147). The Hittite document was actually a letter written by Arnuwanda I 
(c. 1400-1375 BC) to his vassal Madduwatta, ruler of the Siyanta River 
Land, which was possibly located in the upper Sangarios river basin 
(Hawkins 1998, 22) and close to hostile Arzawa territories. The end of the 
document is lost, but clearly Madduwatta was not a simple, loyal vassal 
to the Hittite throne, who tried to make the most of his position through 
conquest of Arzawa lands. On one such occasion, things went wrong 
for Madduwatta, who escaped for his life into unspecified “mountains”. 
Hittite armies came to the rescue and recovered Madduwatta’s goods, 
wives, children and servants from the city of Sallawassa. They returned 
these, along with the same belongings of the Arzawa king that were also 
kept at Sallawassa, to Madduwatta and reinstated him. The contemporary 
political and historical geography has been discussed in detail by Marc 
Waelkens (2000), who (following Jacques Freu) identified Sallawassa with 
later Sagalassos. Based on the concept of cultural superposition, Marc 
Waelkens (2000) suggested a continuum of settlement from the second 
millennium BC onwards. There is insufficient evidence available to eval-
uate this, but the fact that we can now most probably situate the origins 
of the urban community of Sagalassos around the middle of the first 
millennium BC (Poblome et al., in press) makes this less likely. The 
discoveries at Düzen Tepesi in recent years (Vanhaverbeke et al. 2010) 
suggest that other settlement options were also available in the Aglasun 
Valley, possibly placing the issue of continuity (yet to be fully proven, 
however) at the level of the Siedlungskammer. More fundamentally, how-
ever, the identification of Sallawassa with later Sagalassos should not 
be considered unequivocally ‘proven’. The upper Sangarios basin and 
the neighbouring Arzawa lands, which Madduwatta had invaded and 
from which he had to flee, are at some distance from actual Sagalassos. 
David Hawkins (1998), using more recent documentary sources, considers 
Madduwatta during this particular Sallawassa episode to have seized the 
state of Hapalla (located roughly between Afyon and Konya). This pos-
sibly “involved him with the ruler of Kuwaliya” (Hawkins 1998, 25 and 
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Fig. 11). Kuwaliya is considered to have been located roughly between 
Afyon and Dinar, possibly with the site of Beycesultan as the principal 
city of that kingdom. Sagalassos seems to be located to the south of this 
action radius — making its identification with Sallawassa less likely, if 
at all.

The available evidence for the Middle and Late Bronze Ages in Sagal-
assos and in the study region, in general, is difficult to pin down, and 
the question arises whether the archaeological record of the study region 
überhaupt allows us to sketch some elementary features of second mil-
lennium BC society and settlement patterning. When considering the 
study region, Marc Waelkens (2000, 483) was of the opinion that: “the 
creation of chiefdoms and states from the Middle Bronze Age onward 
may have introduced a new kind of society, no longer centred around 
höyüks”.

Indeed, instead of considering the mostly external factors related to 
scenarios of societal collapse discussed above (Vanhaverbeke and Wael-
kens 2003, 195-207), would it not be useful to consider changes in the 
social, economical, political, religious and military power structures of 
the Bronze Age communities in order to help framing the evidence? Could 
increased social complexity and differentiation, and political centralisation 
eventually have left the agricultural villages/höyüks of the Early Bronze 
Age without a function? Could the fact that the höyüks did not suffer 
destruction and that there are no signs of hurried evacuation be an indi-
cation for a gradual, but sure process of abandonment? To be clear, the 
excavations at Bademagacı höyük sufficiently indicated that höyük society 
was not egalitarian. The site lay-out followed a planned, radial logic that 
was retained in subsequent building phases — with large-hall-and-porch 
houses oriented towards a common courtyard that was filled at some 
point with a sizeable building (Duru 2008, 145-177). The finding of seals, 
a bulla and numerical tablets indicated that the site functioned within some 
sort of administrative system, possibly focused on landed property and 
its produce (Umurtak 2010). The Early Bronze Age village of Bademagacı 
höyük is considered to form part of a broader settlement tradition (Düring 
2011, 281). No larger settlements, with fortification systems and exten-
sive populations as in South-Central Asia Minor, are known in the study 
region. Recent intensive survey work in the Burdur plain, however, indi-
cated that höyüks are only part of the settlement pattern that also included 
smaller units (Kaptijn et al., in press). One of these smaller units produced 
the mentioned possible Middle to Late Bronze Age material, as a matter 
of fact. Considering population totals of a couple of hundred in the höyük 
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villages and even adding an unknown proportion from smaller settlement 
units, it seems fair to consider that the associated political impact of the 
höyüks may have been territorially limited to intra-mountainous basins or 
even less in the case of the Burdur plain (Vanhaverbeke and Waelkens 
2003, Fig. 57).

When the fog of the second millennium BC disappeared, another polit-
ical landscape is attested in the study region. In Archaic times (c. 750-
546 BC), the archaeological record reveals the presence of major settle-
ments within large agricultural plains, such as Düver-Yarımada in the 
southeast part of Burdur plain and Seydiköy in the western part of the 
neighbouring Çeltikçi plain. When considering the results of recent work 
at Uylupınar and Olbasa (Ekinci 2006; Çokay-Kepçe 2009), some general 
regional settlement characteristics become clear: location on a promon-
tory in or near a lake of a central place within an extensive agricultural 
plain, surrounded by a monumentalised funerary landscape including 
tumuli and rock-cut tombs. In the study region, another type of site can 
be added: mountain sites or fortified kales overlooking large swathes 
of territory with adjoining settlement areas, such as near Hacılar Kalesi, 
Kepez Kalesi, Kayı≥ and Ta≥kapı Kalesi. In a previous contribution, we 
argued that the mountain sites provided strategic control over the plains 
in which the central sites or principalities were located and that the geo-
graphical positioning of this settlement pattern along major natural thor-
oughfares between the Mediterranean coast and the Anatolian plateau was 
non-coincidental (Poblome et al., in press). Connectivity seems to have 
been an important factor in site and regional development during times of 
increased activity in the Mediterranean, which involved (amongst others) 
Greeks, Phoenicians and Cypriots. Complex exchange patterns of goods 
characterized these times, reflecting increasing social complexity that was 
translated into the organisation of towns and kingdoms and more abundant 
archaeological testimonies of class differentiation (Etienne 2010).

In comparison to the höyük landscape, increased social complexity 
and differentiation and political centralisation seem to be the key-words 
to explain the Archaic settlement pattern in the study region. Whereas 
the höyük communities shared more, yet smaller ‘pieces of the cake’, 
land ownership became a matter of the happy few. Principalities, from 
which the entire region was controlled, institutionalised centralised struc-
tures of power and ownership of the land. Düver-Yarımada can be con-
sidered in this role in Archaic times. Whether this site ever housed the seat 
of power of Madduwata, as suggested by Marc Waelkens (2000, 482), 
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now seems unlikely, but also considering its later history, it seems worth 
wondering whether it could have played a key role in the development 
of the region in the second millennium BC. This is hinted at by the find-
ing of Mycenaean and related pottery in an associated cemetery, but 
obviously more material and research is needed to answer this suggestive 
question. Clearly, the lack of relevant archaeological material does not 
allow us to make a strong point. Indeed, even if Düver-Yarımada started 
to take up a more central role in the area, it would still need to be proven 
that this process was in any sort of way related to the disappearance of 
the höyüks.

In other words, there is no option left but to conclude in an open way. 
Could it not be the case that we are actually dealing with a problem of 
archaeological visibility? The Bronze Age höyüks form the backbone 
of a recognizable archaeological landscape and so do the Archaic princi-
palities. In the mean time, intensive survey research indicated for both 
periods that these type-sites are only part of the package. The actual settle-
ment patterns also included some unexpected elements such as smaller 
Bronze Age sites. Was our pre-intensive-survey-understanding of the 
landscape an example of archaeologists finding what they were looking 
for? The associated thought is perhaps worse: as there is no clear pat-
tern of archaeological expectancy of type-sites in the study region of 
the second millennium BC, are archaeologists not finding what they are 
not looking for? Is this the reason why the transition between systems of 
occupation of the land is obscured? The challenge at hand is to start 
looking at the unknown, preferably by applying an interdisciplinary 
camaraderie between history and archaeology (and a host of other disci-
plines). In this respect, a sufficient ‘critical mass’ of research has not yet 
been assembled in the study region. The intensive survey campaigns in 
the Burdur plain by the Sagalassos project are a step in the right direc-
tion and have already resulted in additional information on the second 
millennium BC (Kaptijn et al., in press). However, clearly more evidence 
and a different mental template of interpretation is needed. Bleda Düring 
(2010, 298) suggested that we frame our future research around the tran-
sition between a landscape of höyüks and one of principalities, which pos-
sibly occurred during (a part of) the second millennium BC in the study 
region, as follows: “The pertinent question is… what induced people to 
give up a life of relative autonomy in favour of a way of life in which 
only a few people would have been able to join the elite class and the 
rest would have had to settle for the status of commoner. One possible 
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mechanism that might explain this development is that everybody bene-
fited from the process in that the standard of life was raised even for 
commoners.” Hopefully, this perspective afforded the second millen-
nium BC inhabitants of the region still sufficient scope to Carpe diem!

Acknowledgements

The research for this paper was supported by the Belgian Programme on 
Interuniversity Poles of Attraction (IAP 7/17), the Research Fund of the 
KU Leuven (BOF-GOA 13/04), Projects G.0788.09 and G.0562.11 of the 
Fund for Scientific Research Flanders (FWO) and a Methusalem Grant 
from the Flemish Ministry for Science Policy. J. Poblome was appointed 
as Francqui Research Professor for 2011-2014. 

Bibliography

ANTHONY, D. W. 2007: The horse, the wheel and language: how Bronze-Age 
riders from the Eurasian steppes shaped the modern world, Princeton, NJ.

ARO, S. 2003: “Art and architecture”, in H. C. Melchert (ed.) The Luwians, 
Leiden, 281-337.

BAKKER, J., E. PAULISSEN, D. KANIEWSKI, V. DE LAET, G. VERSTRAETEN and 
M. WAELKENS 2011: “Man, vegetation and climate during the Holocene in 
the territory of Sagalassos, Western Taurus Mountains, SW Turkey”, Vege-
tation History and Archaeobotany, DOI 10.1007/s00334-011-0312-4.

BIRMINGHAM, J. 1964: “Surface finds from various sites”, Anatolian Studies 14, 
29-33.

BRAEKMANS, D. 2011: The Archaic, Classical and Hellenistic ceramics in the later 
territory of Sagalassos and Düzen Tepe: the petrographic and geochemical 
evidence, Unpublished Ph.D. Thesis, KU Leuven.

BRYCE, T. R. 2003: “History”, in H. C. Melchert (ed.) The Luwians, Leiden, 
27-127.

ÇOKAY-KEPÇE, S. 2009: “The pottery from Burdur Uylupınar necropolis”, 
Adalya 12, 29-76.

DÜRING, B. S. 2011: The prehistory of Asia Minor. From complex hunter-
gatherers to early urban societies, Cambridge.

DURU, R. 2008: From 8000 BC to 2000 BC. Six thousand years of the Burdur-
Antalya region, Antalya.

DUSAR, B., G. VERSTRAETEN, B. NOTEBAERT and J. BAKKER 2011: “Holocene 
environmental change and its impact on sediment dynamics in the eastern 
Mediterranean”, Earth-Science Reviews 108, 137-157.

EKINCI, H. A. 2006: “Rescue excavations at the Üç Tümülüsler in Karamanlı, 
Burdur”, Anadolu Akdenizi Arkeoloji Haberleri 4, 143-145.

ETIENNE, R. (ed.) 2010: La Méditerranée au VIIe siècle av. J.-C. Essais d’ana-
lyses archéologiques (Travaux de la Maison René Ginouvès 7), Paris.

95254_Boiy_T_OLA_32_Poblome.indd   46895254_Boiy_T_OLA_32_Poblome.indd   468 27/06/12   11:5027/06/12   11:50



 WORD VERSUS DIRT 469

FREU, J. 1987: “Problèmes de chronologie et de géographie hittites. Madduwattas 
et les débuts de l’empire”, in R. Lebrun (ed.) Hethitica VIII. Acta Anatolica 
E. Laroche oblata, Louvain-la-Neuve, 123-175.

GENZ, H. 2007: “The Iron Age in the Kızılırmak region”, in H. Sivas (ed.) The 
mysterious civilization of the Phrygians, Istanbul, 127-140.

GOSDEN, C. 2004: Archaeology and colonialism. Cultural contact from 5000 BC 
to the present, Cambridge.

GRIERSON, P. 1959: “Commerce in the Dark Ages: a critique of the evidence”, 
Transactions of the Royal Historical Society 9, 123-140.

HAWKINS, J. D. 1998: “Tarkasnawa King of Mira: ‘Tarkondemos’, Bogazköy 
sealings and Karabel”, Anatolian Studies 48, 1-32.

JONES, S. 1997: The archaeology of ethnicity. Constructing identities in the past 
and present, London.

KAPTIJN, E., R. VANDAM, D. BRAEKMANS, J. POBLOME and M. WAELKENS, in 
press: “Changing Habitation in the Plain of Burdur. Results of the Intensive 
Survey of the Sagalassos Archaeological research Project (SW Turkey)”, 
Babesch. Annual papers on Mediterranean archaeology.

KEALHOFER, L., P. GRAVE, B. MARSH, S. STEADMAN, R. L. GORNY and G. D. SUM-
MERS 2010: “Patterns of Iron Age interaction in central Anatolia: three sites 
in Yozgat province”, Anatolian Studies 60, 71-92.

KNAPPETT, C., V. KILIKOGLOU, V. STEELE and B. STERN 2005: “The circulation 
and consumption of Red Lustrous Wheelmade ware: petrographic, chemi-
cal and residue analysis”, Anatolian Studies 55, 25-60. 

MAC SWEENEY, N. 2010: “Hittites and Arzawans: a view from western Anatolia”, 
Anatolian Studies 60, 7-24.

MAREK, C. 2010: Geschichte Kleinasiens in der Antike, München.
MARTINI, W. 2010: Die Akropolis von Perge in Pamphylien. Vom Siedlungsplatz 

zur Akropolis, Stuttgart.
MEE, C. 1978: “Aegean trade and settlement in Anatolia in the second millen-

nium BC”, Anatolian Studies 28, 121-155.
MELCHERT, H. C. (ed.) 2003: The Luwians (Handbook of Oriental Studies. Sec-

tion 1, The Near and Middle East 68), Leiden.
MELLINK, M. 1967: “Archaeology in Asia Minor”, American Journal of Archae-

ology 71, 155-174.
MELLINK, M. 1969: “Archaeology in Asia Minor”, American Journal of Archae-

ology 73, 203-227.
OTTONI, C., F.-X. RICAUT, N. VANDERHEYDEN, N. BRUCATO, M. WAELKENS and 

R. DECORTE 2011: “Mitochondrial analysis of a Byzantine population reveals 
the differential impact of multiple historical events in South Anatolia”, 
European Journal of Human Genetics 19, 571-576.

ÖZDOGAN, M. 1998: “Early Iron Age in Eastern Thrace and the megalithic 
monuments”, in N. Tuna, Z. Aktüre and M. Lynch (eds.) Thracians and 
Phrygians: problems of parallelism, Ankara, 29-40.

POBLOME, J., D. BRAEKMANS, M. WAELKENS,  N. FIRAT, H. VANHAVERBEKE, 
F. MARTENS, E. KAPTIJN, K. VYNCKE, R. WILLET and P. DEGRYSE, in press: 
“How did Sagalassos come to be? A ceramological survey”, in Festschrift 
for Levent Zoroglu, Antalya.

SAGONA, A. and P. ZIMANSKY 2009: Ancient Turkey, London.

95254_Boiy_T_OLA_32_Poblome.indd   46995254_Boiy_T_OLA_32_Poblome.indd   469 27/06/12   11:5027/06/12   11:50



470 J. POBLOME

STROBEL, K. 2005: “Aspekte eines neuen Bildes der Enticklung Anatoliens in 
der Frühen Eisenzeit”, in A. Çilingiroglu and G. Darbyshire (eds.) Anato-
lian Iron Ages, 5 (British Institute at Ankara Monograph 31), London, 195-
210.

TAINTER, J. A. 2005: “Dark Ages in archaeology/systems collapse”, in C. Ren-
frew and P. Bahn (eds.) Archaeology. The key concepts, London, 54-58.

TRIGGER, B. G. 1989: A history of archaeological thought, Cambridge.
UMURTAK, G. 2010: “Questions arising from a bulla found in the EBA II settle-

ment at Bademagacı”, Adalya 13, 19-28.
VANHAVERBEKE, H. and M. WAELKENS 2003: The chora of Sagalassos. The evo-

lution of the settlement pattern from prehistoric until recent times (Studies 
in Eastern Mediterranean Archaeology 5) Turnhout.

VANHAVERBEKE, H., M. WAELKENS, K. VYNCKE, V. DE LAET, S. AYDAL, B. MUSIC, 
B. DE CUPERE, J. POBLOME, D. BRAEKMANS, P. DEGRYSE, E. MARINOVA, 
G. VERSTRAETEN, W. VAN NEER, B. SLAPSAK, I. MEDARIC, H. A. EKINCI and 
M. O. Erbay 2010: “The ‘Pisidian’ culture? The Classical-Hellenistic site at 
Düzen Tepe near Sagalassus (southwest Turkey)”, Anatolian Studies 60, 105-
128.

VASSILEVA, M. 1998: “Thracian-Phrygian cultural zone”, in N. Tuna, Z. Aktüre 
and M. Lynch (eds.) Thracians and Phrygians: problems of parallelism, 
Ankara, 13-17.

WAELKENS, M. 2000: “Sagalassos and Pisidia during the Late Bronze Age”, in 
M. Waelkens and L. Loots (eds.) Sagalassos V. Report on the survey and 
excavation campaigns of 1996 and 1997 (Acta Archaeological Lovaniensia 
Monographiae 11) Leuven, 473-488.

YASUR-LANDAU A. 2010: The Philistines and Aegean migration at the end of 
the Late Bronze Age, Cambridge.

95254_Boiy_T_OLA_32_Poblome.indd   47095254_Boiy_T_OLA_32_Poblome.indd   470 27/06/12   11:5027/06/12   11:50



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 15%)
  /CalRGBProfile (Adobe RGB \0501998\051)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Coated FOGRA39 \050ISO 12647-2:2004\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket true
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 550
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 2400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2001
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Ghent PDF Workgroup - 2005 Specifications version3 \(x1a: 2001 compliant\))
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [14173.229 14173.229]
>> setpagedevice




