HERITAGE IN CONTEXT

Konservierung und Site Management im natirlichen,
urbanen und sozialen Raum

Conservation and Site Management within Natural,
Urban and Social Frameworks

Dogal, Kentsel ve Sosyal Cercevede
Koruma ve Alan Yonetimi

OFFPRINT / AYRIBASIM



DEUTSCHES ARCHAOLOGISCHES INSTITUT
ABTEILUNG ISTANBUL

MIRAS 2

Veroffentlichungen des Deutschen Archiologischen Instituts Istanbul

@q@

YAYINLARI



HERITAGE IN CONTEXT

Konservierung und Site Management im
natirlichen, urbanen und sozialen Raum

Conservation and Site Management within Natural,
Urban and Social Frameworks

Dogal, Kentsel ve Sosyal Cercevede
Koruma ve Alan Yonetimi

Herausgeber

Martin Bachmann - Cigdem Maner
Secil Tezer — Duygu Gé¢men



HERITAGE IN CONTEXT
Konservierung und Site Management im natiirlichen, urbanen und sozialen Raum
Conservation and Site Management within Natural, Urban and Social Frameworks

Dogal, Kentsel ve Sosyal Cercevede Koruma ve Alan Yénetimi

Herausgeber

Martin Bachmann - Cigdem Maner
Secil Tezer — Duygu Gé¢men

MIRAS 2
Veroffentlichungen des Deutschen Archiologischen Instituts Istanbul
herausgegeben von Martin Bachmann und Felix Pirson

% Almanya Federal Cumhuriyeti
Biiyiikelgiligi
Botschaft
der Bundesrepublik Deutschland
Ankara

© 2014 Ege Yayinlan
ISBN 978-605-4701-44-5

Umschlaggestaltung / Kapak diizeni
Secil Tezer, Duygu Gégmen

Ubersetzung / Ceviri
Dilek Zaptcioglu, Azer Keskin, Funda Ozokg¢u, Mustafa Tiizel

Redaktion / Diizeltme
Martin Bachmann, Dominique Kriiger, Duygu Gé¢men
Secil Tezer, Cigdem Maner, Jennifer Shaw

Druck / Bask:
Oksijen Basim ve Matbaacilik San. Tic. Ltd. Sti.
100. Yil Mah. Matbaacilar Sit. 2. Cad. No: 202/A Bagcilar - Istanbul / Tarkiye
Tel: +90 (212) 325 71 25 Fax: +90 (212) 32561 99
Zertifikat-Nr./Sertifika No: 29487

Produktion und Vertrieb / Yapim ve Dagitim
Zero Prod. Ltd.

Abdullah Sokak. No: 17 Taksim 34433 Istanbul-Turkey
Tel: +90 (212) 244 7521  Fax: +90 (212) 244 32 09
info@zerobooksonline.com
www.zerobooksonline.com/eng/



Inhaltsverzeichnis / Icindekiler

Vorwort zum Konferenzband Heritage in Context (Martin Bachmann)

IX

Heritage in Context Konferans: Kitabina Onséz (Martin Bachmann)

XI

Preface (Lucienne Thys-Senocak)

XIII

Onsoz (Lucienne Thys-Senocak)

Prologue (Neriman $ahin Giichan)

XVII
XIX

Onsoz (Neriman Sahin Giichan)

Birgitta RINGBECK

Managementplane fiir Welterbestitten — Integrierte Planungs- und Handlungskonzepte
fur den Kulturerhalt

Diinya Kiiltiir Miras: Alanlart igin Yonetim Planlar: — Kultiir Mirasinin Korunmast igin

Entegre Planlama ve Uygulama Tasarilar:

Martin MULLER - Thomas OTTEN

Die Colonia Ulpia Traiana. Eine kulturwirtschaftliche und touristische Erfolgsgeschichte

13

Colonia Ulpia Traiana. Kiiltiir Ekonomisi ve Turizm Acisindan Bir Basar: Oykiisii

Christian BIGGI - Ascanio D’ANDREA - Paola PESARESI

Herculaneum:
Joining Forces to Secure Heritage Benefits for the Ancient and the Modern Towns

Herculaneum:
Antik ve Modern Kentlerin Mirastan Kazammlarini Korumak icin Giiglerin Birlestirilmesi

Aylin ORBASLI

Arkeolojik Sit Alanlarinda Alan Yénetiminin Bolgesel Kalkinmaya Katkus:
Catalhoyiik ve Ani Ornekleri

The Contribution of Site Management at Archaeological Sites to Regional Development:
Case Studies of Catalhéyiik and Ani

55

Leo SCHMIDT - Anja MERBACH

World Heritage in Turkey:

Questions and Tasks — Gébekli Tepe as a Case Study
Tiirkiye'deki Diinya Mirast:

Sorular ve Gorevler — Ornek Calisma olarak Gobekli Tepe

67




VI Inhaltsverzeichnis / I¢indekiler

Zeynep ERES

Kirklareli Asag: Pinar ve Kanligecit Kazilarinin 20. Yilinda Koruma ve Alan Yoénetimi Caligmalar:

Conservation and Site Management Studies in the 20t Year of the Kirklareli Asagi Pinar

and Kanhgecit Excavations

89

Jiurgen SEEHER - Andreas SCHACHNER
Bogazkéy/Hattusa - Fifty Years of Restoration and Site Management

Bogazkoy/Hattusa — Restorasyon ve Alan Yonetiminin Elli Yil

Francesco CELLINI — Maria Margarita SEGARRA LAGUNES
Archaeology and Project Planning in the Yenikap: Area — Istanbul

Istanbul-Yenikap: Bolgesinde Arkeoloji ve Proje Planlama

Martin BACHMANN

Die Rote Halle als Schliisselmonument eines Entwicklungsplans fir Bergama

Bergama'’ya ait Gelisim Planlarinda Anahtar Yapi olarak Kizil Avlu

Klaus NOHLEN

Ausbildung von Handwerkern bei der teilweisen Wiederaufrichtung des
Traian-Heiligtums in Pergamon

Bergama Trajan Tapinagi'min Kismi Yeniden Insasinda Zanaatkéarlarin Egitimi

Arzu OZTURK

Restorasyon Uygulamalarinin Isiginda Aphrodisias’t Kendi Baglaminda Anlamak

Interpreting Aphrodisias in its own Context from the Aspect of Architectural Restorations .............

Neil KOROSTOFEF

Weeds in the Ruins: The Role of Natural Vegetation in the Interpretation and Preservation

of Archaeological Sites

Harabelerdeki Otlar: Arkeolojik Yerlesmelerin Yorumlanmas: ve Korunmasinda
Dogal Bitki Ortiisiiniin Rolii

Moritz TASCHNER
Milet — Konservierung, Tourismus und Umweltbedingungen

Milet — Koruma, Turizm ve Cevre Kogullar:

Cengiz KABAOGLU
Milet {lyas Bey Kiilliyesi Projesi
The Miletos Ilyas Bey Complex Project

Neriman SAHIN GUCHAN

Conservation of Relationship between »Place« and »Context«
Commagene Nemrut Conservation Development Programme

»Yer« ile »Baglam« arasindaki Iliskinin Korunmast

Kommagene Nemrut Koruma Gelistirme Programi

131

159

177

205

221

243

253

269

287



Inhaltsverzeichnis / I¢indekiler VII

Diane SIEBRANDT
Saving Iraq’s Past: Project Support from the U.S. Embassy in Baghdad
Irak’in Gegmigini Kurtarmak: A.B.D. Bagdat Biiyiikel¢iligi'nin Proje Destegi 317

Alessandra RICCI
Interpreting Heritage: Byzantine-Period Archaeological Areas and Parks in Istanbul

Mirasi Yorumlamak: Istanbul' daki Bizans Donemi'ne Ait Arkeolojik Alanlar ve Parklar ... 333

Duygu GOCMEN - Secil TEZER
Alan Yénetim Plan1 Hazirhginda bir Altyap: Araci olarak »DAI - MODUL«
DAI - MODUL as an Infrastructural Tool in the Preparation of Site Management Plans .................. 383






Vorwort zum Konferenzband Heritage in Context

Um den zunehmend komplexeren konservatorischen Herausforderungen an archiologischen Plit-
zen in der Turkei eine Diskussionsplattform zu verleihen, wurde im November 2012 - dem Jahr
des 40jahrigen Jubilaums der Unesco-Welterbekonvention — in Ankara eine zweitigige Konferenz
unter dem Titel »Heritage in Context — Conservation and Site Management within Natural, Urban
and Social Frameworks« veranstaltet. Die Idee zur Durchfihrung der Veranstaltung geht auf die
Anregung und Unterstitzung der Prasidentin des Deutschen Archiologischen Instituts Friederike
Fless zuruck. Die Aufgaben eines umfassend gedachten Restaurierungs- und Sitemanagementkon-
zepts sollten dabei in einer Reihe durchaus unterschiedlicher Fallbeispiele herausgearbeitet wer-
den. Eingangs wurden von Birgitta Ringbeck die Arbeitsweise der Unesco-Kommittees, die Kri-
terien bei der Auswahl von Welterbestitten und insbesondere die einschligigen Anforderungen
an Sitemanagementpline ausfihrlich erldutert. Es schlossen sich dann Fallbeispiele aus Deutsch-
land (Xanten) und Italien (Herculaneum) an, die dem Gros der Beitrage aus Kleinasien und dem
Vorderen Orient gegentbergestellt wurden. An den archiologischen Rekonstruktionen in Xanten
und Bogazkoy entziindete sich eine lebhafte und kontroverse Diskussion um die grundsitzliche
Problematik solcher Mafinahmen an archiologischen Plitzen. Kritisch wurde angemerkt, dass sie
mit giiltigen Standards und Konventionen kaum vereinbar wiren und aufierdem andere archio-
logische Plitze in dieser Hinsicht unter Erwartungsdruck setzen wiirden. Dem wurde die Mog-
lichkeit entgegengestellt, Rekonstruktionen und Architekturproben als punktuelle Bausteine eines
didaktischen Gesamtkonzepts einzusetzen, ohne die Gesamtheit der Ruinen in ihrer Integritit zu
beeintrachtigen.

Bemerkenswert war die Prasentation der schwierigen Inventarisationsarbeiten im Museum von
Bagdad durch Diane Siebrandt und die konzeptionelle Aufbereitung der Zitadelle von Erbil durch
David Michelmoore, die leider im Konferenzband nicht bertcksichtigt werden konnte. Alessandra
Riccis auf erfolgreicher Uberzeugungsarbeit beruhende Einrichtung eines archiologischen Parks in
Kugcuk Yali, einem von den Begehrlichkeiten der Bauindustrie bewahrten byzantinischen Ruinen-
gelande in den 6stlichen suburbs von Istanbul, ist ein Paradebeispiel der Aktivierung des sozialen
Umfelds eines archiologischen Platzes. Und die kritische Auseinandersetzung um die Kriterien
eines Sitemanagementplans fiir den Gobekli Tepe zeigt, welch differenzierte Erwigungen letzt-
lich im Hintergrund einer seriésen und umfassenden Beschiftigung mit den konservatorischen
Anforderungen eines Platzes von solch iiberragender Bedeutung stehen missen. Einen weiteren
Hohepunkt stellte die Prasentation des eindrucksvollen Siegerentwurfs aus dem Architekturwett-
bewerb fir den Archaeo-Park und die Metrostation in Yenikap: dar, der trotz seiner gestalteri-
schen Kraft natiirlich auch die schwierige Situation der unter dem Veridnderungsdruck einer mo-
dernen Metropole stehenden Bodendenkmaler deutlich macht. Das urbane Umfeld bildet hier die

entscheidenden Parameter der planerischen Erhaltungsbemithungen. Dass aber auch in scheinbar
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unberiithrter Landschaft stehende archiologische Denkmailer zum Einen massiver Bedrohung aus-
gesetzt sind und zum Anderen eines vielschichtigen Entwicklungsplans fir einen umfassenden
Schutz bediirfen, machte Neriman Sahin Giichan am Beispiel des Nemrud Dagi deutlich. Besonde-
re naturrdumliche Bedingungen, deren Zusammenhinge in Veranderungen grofiraumiger Okosys-
teme zu suchen sind, wurden am Beispiel Milet vorgestellt. Die temporaren Uberschwemmungen
des Ruinengelindes stellen hier einen komplexen Planungsfaktor dar, der fiir die kinftigen Kon-
servierungsbemithungen in der antiken Stadt von entscheidender Bedeutung sein wird. Hier sind
es also die naturrdumlichen Bedingungen in grofRem Maf3stab, die den entscheidenden Kontext fiir
das Sitemanagement liefern und ohne deren grundsitzliche Behandlung die Konservierungsbemii-
hungen um Einzelmonumente Stiickwerk bleiben miissen.

In den zahlreichen und lebendigen Diskussionen wihrend der Konferenz und in der grofien
Zahl und der positiven Resonanz der Zuhorer wurde deutlich, dass mit diesem Thema ein Deside-
rat berithrt wurde, das fir viele Akteure an archiologischen Plitzen hochst virulent ist. Aus diesen
Grinden haben wir uns fiir eine Drucklegung der Konferenzpapiere entschieden, um die Diskus-
sion in einen weiteren Kreis zu tragen und auch fortzufithren zu kénnen. Die Konferenz war in
Kooperation mit der Ko¢ Universitesi (Istanbul) und der Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi (Ankara)
veranstaltet worden und Cigdem Maner von der Ko¢ Universitesi ist gemeinsam mit Duygu Gog-
men und Secil Tezer von der Abteilung Istanbul des DAI auch maf3geblich an der Konzeption und
Drucklegung des Konferenzbandes beteiligt. Dominique Kriiger von der Redaktion des DAI Istan-
bul hat die redaktionelle Bearbeitung des Bandes engagiert unterstiitzt, wofiir hier ein besonde-
rer Dank zu entrichten ist. Die Kulturabteilung der deutschen Botschaft in Ankara hat schliefilich
nicht nur die Veranstaltung in Ankara grofiziigig geférdert und durch Marlies Hey-Dincer enga-
giert begleitet, sondern auch die Drucklegung mafigeblich finanziell unterstiitzt, auch dafiir soll
hier herzlich gedankt werden.

Der Band erscheint in der vom DAI Istanbul 2010 ins Leben gerufenen Reihe MIRAS (Manage-
ment, Instandsetzung und Restaurierung an archiologischen Stitten), die zweisprachig deutsch/
tiirkisch konzipiert ist. Um den englischen Beitragen der Konferenz in ihrer sprachlichen Aus-
druckskraft gerecht zu werden und aulerdem ein breiteres Publikum zu erschliefen, wurden
diese in der Originalsprache und in tiirkischer Ubersetzung abgedruckt und entsprechend wurde
auch den tiirkischen Beitragen eine englische Ubersetzung an die Seite gegeben. Somit erscheinen
alle Beitrige im Band in ihrer Originalsprache, aulerdem ist eine durchgehende turkische Versi-
on jedes Beitrags vorhanden. Wir hoffen, damit zur Vertiefung der Diskussion um die Probleme

archiologischer Konservierung einen Beitrag zu leisten.

Martin Bachmann,
Istanbul, November 2013



Heritage in Context Konferans: Kitabina Onséz

Turkiye’deki arkeolojik alanlara yénelik giderek zorlagsan koruma gérevlerini bir tartigma platfor-
muna tagimak amaciyla, Ankara’da 2012 Kasim ayinda - UNESCO Diinya Miras1 Konvansiyonu'nun
40. yildénumunde - »Heritage in Context — Conservation and Site Management within Natural, Ur-
ban and Social Frameworks« baghgiyla iki giin stirecek bir konferans diizenlendi. Béyle bir etkinlik
duzenleme diigiincesi, Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisit Mudiresi Friederike Fless’in tegviki ve destegiyle
ortaya ¢tkmistir. Genis kapsaml distintlmus bir restorasyon ve sit alani yénetimi konseptinin go-
revleri, birbirinden tamamen farkli bir dizi 6rnek vaka tizerinde ortaya konuldu. Konferansin agilig
konusmasinda Birgitta Ringbeck UNESCO komitesinin ¢aligma tarzini, Dinya Miras Alanlarinin
secilme kriterlerini ve 6zellikle de sit alan1 yénetimi planlarina yonelik baglica talepleri ayrintili
olarak acikladi. Daha sonra bunlar1 Almanya (Xanten) ve Italya’dan (Herculaneum) 6rnek vaka-
lar izledi; yapilan sunumlarin buyiik bir bélimii ise Anadolu ve Ortadogu’daki 6rneklere iligkindi.
Xanten ve Bogazkoy'deki arkeolojik rekonstriiksiyonlar tizerinden, arkeolojik alanlardaki bu tiir
uygulamalarin ilkesel sorunlar: hakkinda canli ve atesli bir tartigma yapildi. Bu é6rneklerin gecerli
standartlarla ve uzlagimlarla hemen hemen hi¢ bagdasmadig: ve ayrica diger arkeolojik alanlarin
da bu bakimdan bir beklenti i¢ine sokuldugu elestirisi yoneltildi. Bunlara karsilik olarak, rekons-
truksiyonlarin ve mimari denemelerin, harabelerin butiinligine ve biitunselligine zarar vermeden,
didaktik bir genel konseptin noktasal yapitaglari olarak uygulanmasinin mimkin oldugu vurgu-
landi. Diane Siebrandt’in, Bagdat Muizesi'ndeki zor envanter ¢aligmalarini anlatan sunumu dikkate
degerdi; David Michelmoore’'in Erbil I¢ Kalesi'ne iliskin kavramsal ¢alismasi da ¢ok ilging oldugu
halde ne yazik ki konferans kitabina dahil edilememistir. Istanbul’'un dogusunda bir banliyo olan
Kiciikyal'da, tizerinde Bizans kalintilarinin da bulundugu ve insaat sektériintin hirslarindan ko-
runmug bir alanda, Alessandra Ricci’nin bagarili ikna ¢caligmasi sonucunda bir arkeoloji park: ku-
rulmasi, bir arkeolojik alanin sosyal ¢evresinin harekete gecirilmesinin mitkemmel bir 6rnegidir.
Gobekli Tepe tizerine yapilan, bir sit alani yénetim planinin kistaslari hakkindaki elegtirel tartigsma
da, bu kadar 6nemli bir yerin korunmasina yénelik ciddi ve kapsayici bir ugraginin arka planin-
da birbirinden farkl: diisiincelerin bulunmas: gerektigini gésteriyor. Yenikapr'daki arkeoloji park:
ve metro istasyonu i¢in yapilan mimari yarigmay: kazanan ve yaratici giiciine ragmen elbette mo-
dern bir metropolun degisim baskis: altinda kalan arkeolojik alanlarin i¢inde bulundugu migkiil
durumu da belirginlestiren etkileyici tasarimin sunumu da konferansin bir diger doruk noktasini
olugturuyordu. Arkeolojik alanin sehir ortaminda yer almasi burada planlanan koruma ¢abalarinin
belirleyici parametresini olusturuyor. Neriman $ahin Giichan, goriintste el degmemis bir arazide
yer alan arkeolojik eserlerin de bir yandan yogun bir tehdide maruz kaldiklarini ve diger yandan
kapsaml bir koruma i¢in ¢ok katmanl bir gelisme planina ihtiya¢ duyuldugunu Nemrud Dag érne-
ginde agikca gosterdi. Milet 6rneginde ise, genis alanlar etkileyen ekolojik sistem degisiklikleriyle

baglantilar: aragtirilmasi gereken, 6zel dogal kogullar tanitildi. Burada, éren yerinin zaman zaman
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su altinda kaliyor olusu, Antik kentte bundan sonra yapilacak koruma ¢aligmalarinda belirleyici
6nem tagiyacak olan zor bir planlama faktoriudir. Burada da sit alani yonetimi i¢in belirleyici bag-
lami olusturan buyiik 6lgekteki dogal kogullardir; bu kogullar: ilkesel agidan ele almadikea, anitlar
minferit bir bicimde koruma ¢abalari, kismi ¢abalar olarak kalmaya mahkumdur.

Konferans boyunca yapilan ¢ok sayida canli tartismadan, ayrica dinleyicilerin ¢oklugundan ve
verdikleri olumlu tepkiden, bu konuda yapilan konferansla, arkeolojik alanlardaki bir¢ok aktér icin
son derece acil bir eksiklige deginildigi anlasildi. Bu nedenle, tartismay1 daha genis bir ¢evreye ta-
simak ve devam ettirebilmek icin konferanstaki sunumlar: kitap halinde basmaya karar verdik. Bu
konferans, Koc Universitesi (Istanbul) ve Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi'nin (Ankara) igbirligiy-
le diizenlendi ve Ko¢ Universitesinden Cigdem Maner, Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisi (AAE) Istanbul
Subesi'nden Duygu Gé¢men ve Secil Tezer’le birlikte konferans kitabinin tasarlanmasina ve yayi-
na hazirlanmasina énemli 6l¢iide katkida bulundu. AAE Istanbul Subesi Redaksiyon biriminden
Dominique Kriiger kitabin redaksiyonuna yirekten katkida bulundu, bu yiizden burada kendisine
ozellikle tesekkiir etmek isterim. Ankara'daki Almanya Biiyiikelciliginin Kiltir Isleri Dairesi de An-
kara'daki etkinligi comertce destekledigi ve Marlies Hey-Dincer sahsinda konferansa katildig: gibi,
kitabin basimina da énemli bir finansal destekte bulundu, bunun icin de kendilerine i¢tenlikle te-
sekkir ediyorum.

Bu kitap, AAE'nin Istanbul'da 2010 yilinda baslattigi, Almanca/Tiirkge iki dilli olarak tasarlanan
MIRAS (Management, Instandsetzung und Restaurierung an archiologischen Stitten) [Arkeolojik
Alanlarin Yonetim, Onarim ve Restorasyonu] dizisinde yayimlaniyor. Konferansin Ingilizce yapi-
lan sunumlarinin dilsel anlatim giiciintin hakkini vermek ve ayrica daha genis bir okur kitlesine
ulagmak i¢in, bu sunumlar 6zgin dillerinde ve Tiirkce ¢evirileriyle basildilar; buna karsilik digecek
sekilde, Tiirkce sunumlarin da Ingilizce cevirilerine yer verildi. Boylelikle kitaptaki tim sunumlar
yapildiklar: 6zgiin dilde yayinlaniyorlar; ayrica her sunumun eksiksiz bir Turkge ¢evirisi de bulunu-
yor. Boylelikle arkeolojik koruma sorunlarindaki tartigmanin derinlegmesi i¢in bir katkida bulun-

mus olmay1 umuyoruz.

Martin Bachmann,
Istanbul, Kasim 2013



Preface

The Heritage in Context symposium, its organizers, supporters and participants, set out to
accomplish an ambitious set of goals by bringing together a diverse group of national and
international archaeologists and heritage practitioners on the occasion of the 40th anniversary of
UNESCOs Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage. The
two days of presentations during the 22nd and 23rd November, 2012, by seventeen speakers, and
the subsequent articles that were generated from that conference and which appear here in this
volume, cast a wide net over geographies and time periods, from Herculaneum to Erbil, from the
Neolithic to late Ottoman. Indeed much of what made the conference so interesting, and at times
generated heated debate, was the range of approaches taken to the preservation and management
of the archaeological sites presented, and the different ways in which heritage stewardship is being
conceptualized and practiced at these sites. By adding »in context« to the Heritage part of the
conference’s title, presenters and audience alike were invited to think about the second part of
the equation: the challenges of practicing heritage beyond the borders of a specific context, be
that a monument, site, or national border; and second, to reflect on the importance of responding
to the »local contextg, i.e. the demands and needs of communities located in the environs where
archaeological heritage sites had been discovered and/or designated. As all speakers in the
conference addressed at some level the importance of community, and expressed that it was
important to think about this issue in the context of heritage, it is to this common thread that I
address the rest of this preface.

In his seminal article »Stewarding the Past in a Perplexing Present« Lowenthal wrote that,
»Time-honored goals of eternity, stability and permanence are nowadays increasingly discarded as
unreachable. Cultural guardians who once hoped to husband heritage for all time, like ecologists
who envisaged a timeless, changeless nature, are learning to accept that things are in perpetual
flux«. In terms of defining the community, or communities, that are connected to a heritage site,
and vested in its survival and ability to flourish, it is essential to recognize that it is not just the
site itself and its physical properties, which are in »perpetual flux«. The community/communities
that live/s in the immediate environs of a heritage site are also constantly changing and are never
static. Community projects which begin from the top and work their way down therefore risk
essentialising the community, (or communities), with whom they are cooperating to insure the

very survival and sustainability of the heritage site concerned. It is essential to »Ask First«? rather

1 D. Lowenthal, Stewarding the Past in a Perplexing Present, in: E. Avrami - R. Mason — M. de la Torre (eds.), Values
and Heritage Conservation (Los Angeles 2000) 20.

2 This reference is to the Australian Heritage Commission’s 2002 guide Ask First: A guide to respecting Indigenous heri-
tage places and values.
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than assume that a local community is interested in a »community project«, however good the
intentions of its creators may be. If the community project has been conceptualized and developed
far from the community for which it is intended - created in a government office, university
classroom or heritage management office, it risks becoming obsolete in a very short time.
Unfortunately there are far more examples of unsustainable community projects than sustainable
ones, and this is partially due to the management structure, and the assumptions made by the
managers of these projects. Local communities may want to establish cooperatives for the revival
of handicrafts to market to tourists at the site — but they may also want other or different things:
better schools to increase literacy, programs to improve their children’s computer or math skills,
authority to partake in the crucial decisions concerning excavation and restoration practices of the
heritage sites in their own neighborhoods. A site may need a »community center« which serves the
local community year round for various purposes, rather than a »visitors’ center« which exists for
the passer-by, the transient and seasonal tourist. If heritage managers are to engage in successful
communication and cooperation with local communities we must be ready to reconsider our
somewhat antiquated notions of what constitutes acceptable community involvement. Ask first,
and be ready to re-prioritize, re-contextualize.

The second point related to heritage and community that I would like to make here addresses
the role of the international and national community/communities who are involved in the
decision-making processes about heritage. Here again, Lowenthal makes an interesting point when
he states that, »demands for exclusive rights to possession, interpretation, and sustenance are
fatal to heritage stewardship. Fractious claimants do not merely debase the value but threaten the
survival of heritage that is never theirs alone«®. The Heritage in Context conference, with its many
national and international speakers and sponsors, and the multi-national and multi-disciplinary
teams whose dedicated work in Turkey and elsewhere was presented at the conference is perhaps
the best testimony to the importance of sharing stewardship of heritage sites. Conceptually,
augmented and virtual approaches to and representations of heritage sites on the web are forcing
us to think continually, and creatively, about the challenges and opportunities of borderless site
management, as well as the different ways in which heritage sites can be owned.

Heritage in Context asks us to think about these new developments and structures for managing
heritage at a critical time - four decades after the 1972 Convention concerning the World Heritage
protection of Natural and Cultural Heritage proclaimed the need for a shared responsibility of
State Parties and the international community for heritage. The signatories to that convention
envisioned an administrative structure where both national and international communities would
co-operate and take responsibility for protecting heritage places. It is in the spirit of the 1972
Convention that Heritage in Context — the conference and this volume — ask us again to reaffirm the
value of both engaging and including diverse communities, local and international, in the critical
decisions about how we work together to protect and manage our natural and cultural heritage,

here in Turkey and in other parts of our world.

Dr. Lucienne Thys-Senocak

Kog University, September 2013

3 Lowenthal op. cit. (n. 1) 22.



Onsoz

Heritage in Context sempozyumu diizenleyicileri, destekgileri ve katilimcilari, UNESCO’nun Dinya
Kilturel ve Dogal Mirasinin Korunmasina Dair Sézlegsmesi'nin 40. yildéntimi vesilesiyle ¢ok kap-
samli bir konferans hedeflemisler ve bu amagla farkli gérislere sahip ulusal ve uluslararas: ar-
keolog ve miras uzmanlarini bir araya getirmislerdir. 22 ve 23 Kasim 2012 tarihlerinde on yedi
konugsmacinin sunumlari ile bu konferans ile akabinde yazilan ve bu kitapta yer alan makaleler,
Herculaneum’dan Erbil’e, Neolitik’ten Ge¢ Osmanli’'ya kadar genis bir cografyay: ve donemi kap-
samaktadir. Esasen, konferans: bu kadar ilging kilan ve zaman zaman ategli tartigmalara yol acan
ozelligi de, arkeolojik alanlarin korunmasina ve yénetimine yonelik sunulan farkli yaklagimlarin
mevcut olmasi ve miras yénetiminin farkli bicimlerde kavramsallastirilmas: ve uygulanmasiydi.
Konferans bagliginin Miras kismina »Baglami I¢inde« ifadesi eklenerek sunum sahipleri ve izleyi-
ciler, denklemin ikinci kismiyla ilgili dugtinmeye davet edilmislerdir. Baglica konular, s6z konusu
mirasin baglam sinirinin 6tesinde yonetilmesine dair zorluklar - bu bir anit, sit alani ya da ulus
olabilir - ve arkeolojik miras alanlarinin kesfedildigi ve/veya belirlendigi ¢evrelerde yasayan top-
luluklarin yani »yerel baglam«n talep ve ihtiyaglarina cevap vermenin énemi olarak belirtilebilir.
Konferanstaki bitin konugmacilar toplulugun énemini belli bir diizeyde ele aldig: ve miras bag-
lami icinde bu konuyu digtinmenin énemli oldugunu ifade ettikleri i¢cin, bu énsézin geri kalan
kisminda bu ortak noktay: ele alacagim.

Gigir acan »Stewarding the Past in a Perplexing Present« [Bugiinin Karigikliginda Gegmisin
idaresi] adli makalesinde Lowenthal, »eskiden beri varolan sonsuzluk, stabilite ve kalicilik hedef-
lerinin son zamanlarda giderek erigilemez bulunup terkedildigini, bir zamanlar mirasi sonsuza ka-
dar saklamay1 uman kiiltiirel muhafizlarin, kalici, degismeyen bir doga tasavvur eden ekolojistler
gibi, hergeyin siirekli akig halinde oldugunu kabul etmeyi 6grendiklerini«' yazmigtir. Bu siirekli
akig halinde olanin sadece mirasin fiziksel 6zellikleri degil, ayni zamanda miras alaniyla iligkisi
olan, korunmasi ve saglikli gelismesine goniil vermis topluluk ya da topluluklar i¢in de s6z konusu
oldugunu takdir etmek gerekir. Bir miras alani ¢evresinde yasayan topluluk ya da topluluklar de-
vaml degismektedirler ve asla duragan degildirler. Dolayisiyla, yukardan yonetilen topluluk proje-
leri, ilgili miras alaninin korunmas: ve siirdiriilebilirliginin saglanmasi amaciyla igbirligi yaptiklar:
topluluk ya da topluluklar: sabitlegtirme riskine girerler. Niyetleri ne kadar iyi olursa olsun, bir
»topluluk projesic, yerel toplulugun ne istedigini varsaymaktansa, »Once Sormak«? prensibiyle ha-
reket etmelidir. $ayet bir topluluk projesi, yoéneldigi topluluktan uzakta; bir devlet dairesinde, uni-

versite dersliginde ya da miras yonetimi ofisinde, kavramsallagtirilmig ve geligtirilmis ise ¢ok kisa

1p, Lowenthal, Stewarding the Past in a Perplexing Present, in: E. Avrami - R. Mason — M. de la Torre (ed.), Values and
Heritage Conservation (Los Angeles 2000) 20.

2 Bu atif, Avustralya Miras Komisyonuwnun 2002 rehberi Once Sor: Yerli miras alanlarina ve degerlerine saygi rehberi'ne-
dir (Ask First: A guide to respecting Indigenous heritage places and values).
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bir stre icinde hitkiimsiiz hale gelme riskini tagir. Maalesef, strdiiriilebilir topluluk projelerinden
¢ok daha fazla sayida siirdiiriilemez topluluk projesi érnekleri vardir ve bu durumun sebebi kismen
yonetim yapisi ve yoneticilerin varsayimlar: ile ilgilidir. Yerel topluluklar, miras alaninda turistlere
pazarlamak i¢in el sanatlarinin canlandirilmasina yonelik kooperatifler kurmak isteyebilecegi gibi
ayni zamanda bagka ya da farkli seyler de isteyebilir: okur-yazarligi artiracak daha iyi okullar, ¢o-
cuklarinin bilgisayar ya da matematik becerilerini gelistirecek programlar, kendi mahallelerindeki
miras alanlarinda kazi ve restorasyon uygulamalariyla ilgili kritik kararlarda yer alma yetkisi gibi.
Ornek olarak, miras alaninin, gelip gecenler, gecici ve mevsimlik turistler i¢cin var olan bir »ziyaretci
merkezi«nden ¢ok, yil boyunca cesitli amagclarla topluma hizmet eden bir »toplum merkezi«ne ih-
tiyac olabilir. Sayet miras yoneticileri yerel topluluklarla bagarili iletisim ve igbirligi icinde olmak
istiyorlarsa, biraz eskimis olan bagarili toplum katilim kogullarin: tekrar gézden gecirmelidirler.
Oncelike, sorular sorulmali ve bunun akabinde projenin oncelikleri tekrar diizenlenebilmeli, bag-
lamlar tekrar kurgulanabilmelidir.

Miras ve topluluk ile ilgili ele almak istedigim ikinci nokta ise, miras hakkinda karar alma su-
reclerine katilan uluslararas: ve ulusal topluluklarin roliine yoneliktir. Burada da, Lowenthal ilgin¢
bir noktaya deginmektedir: »Miras yonetiminde, mulkiyet, yorumlama ve koruma alanlarindaki
dislayic1 >6zel< hak talepleri, bu alan i¢cin 6liimciil bir unsurdur. Bu yikia talepler mirasin degerini
dugtirmekle kalmayip ayni zamanda aslinda sadece kendilerine ait olmayan bu mirasin hayatta kal-
masini da tehdit etmektedir«®. Heritage in Context konferansi, pek ¢ok ulusal ve uluslararasi konug-
macis1 ve sponsoru ile, Tiirkiye ve bagka yerlerdeki ézverili caligmalar: konferansta dile getirilen
cok uluslu ve ¢ok disiplinli ekipleriyle, miras alanlarinin yénetimini ortaklagtirmanin éneminin
belki de en iyi tanigidir. Kavramsal olarak, internette, miras alanlarina dair sayilar: artan sanal
yaklagimlar ve temsiller, bizleri sinirsiz alan yénetiminin zorluklar1 ve firsatlar: hakkinda oldugu
kadar, miras alanlarinin farkli sahiplenilme bi¢cimleri hakkinda da surekli ve yaratici bir gekilde
dustinmeye zorluyor.

Heritage in Context, kritik bir zamanda — 1972 tarihli Diinya Kiiltiirel ve Dogal Mirasinin Korun-
masina Dair Sézlegme ile taraf devletlerin ve uluslararasi toplumun, mirasin ortak sorumlular ol-
masi gerektiginin beyan edilmesinden kirk y1l sonra — miras yonetimi ile ilgili bu yeni gelismeler ve
yapilar hakkinda disiinmeye ¢agiriyor. Bu sézlesmenin imzacilari, hem ulusal hem de uluslararas:
toplumlarin, igbirligi yaparak ve sorumluluk alarak miras yerlerini koruyacag: bir idari yap: tasar-
lamistir. Heritage in Context — konferans ve bu kitap — 1972 Sozlesmesi'nin ruhuyla, Turkiye’de ve
dinyanin bagka yerlerinde dogal ve kiiltiirel mirasimizi koruyup yénetirken aldigimiz kritik karar-
larda, cesitli yerel ve uluslararas: topluluklar: siirece dahil etmenin ve bunun bir par¢as: yapmanin

6nemini yeniden dogrulamaya ¢agiriyor.

Dr. Lucienne Thys-Senocak
Kog Universitesi, Eylil 2013

3 Lowenthal a. y. (dipnot 1) 22.



Prologue

After the Industrial Revolution in the 19% century, the search for new raw material resources of
the rapidly developing countries resulted in the discovery of ancient civilizations in Anatolia and
the Middle East on one hand, and caused the birth of archaeology as a discipline on the other
by the techniques emerged by these discoveries. Although object based conservation was a major
pursuit of upper classes in almost every society, current conservation science emerged again after
Industrial Revolution as an opposition to the rapid and unqualified transformation of the cities. At
present, conservation science aiming to preserve all types of tangible and intangible objects that
are defined as cultural asset is an interdisciplinary field without the limitation of a certain histori-
cal period.

Therefore the objects of both disciplines are man-made, ancient, cultural assets. While
archaeology deals with unearthing >the ancient« in order to interpret the past; conservation aims
to understand cultural assets as >the evidence« of the past and conserve their authentic physical
characteristics and provide their continuity. The point of intersection of these two disciplines is
archaeological assets/sites.

Considering them as sources of knowledge, the discipline of archaeology has understood and
evaluated archaeological sites and assets together with their natural and physical environment and
has interpreted in great success. However, the discipline has not much considered the present state
and future of these sites/assets, and especially the social environment they were situated. Inso-
much that, many nearby villages were evacuated (such as Aphrodisias-Geyre and Alacahéyiik) or
moved to other location to prevent damage to archaeological sites/assets in Turkey.

Initiated in the 19" century by the discussion of restoration of old buildings in an approach
aiming >unity of styles, the discipline of conservation has been transformed into a systematic theo-
retical framework ranging towards the conservation of authentic characters with the traces of the
past (patina) and in-situ preservation. In this way, the conservation field’s object related to the
built environment has widened from single monuments to areas (urban, natural, archaeological,
rural etc.) while its scope from tangible to intangible (tradition, myth, legend, etc.) cultural assets
and the conservation of cultural diversity.

At present; the increasing interest in the past and its pervasion into different segments of soci-
ety, the objects of both disciplines both in the field of science have become popular. In this process
several successful examples reveal that it is impossible to conserve archaeological assets/sites without
establishing a strong relationship with the social environment they are within. These experiences has
provided >participatory planning« come to the fore in the conservation of archaeological sites rep-
resenting different meanings for the local public contrary to what is believed.

On the other hand, when cultural tourism regarding the objects of archaeological sites as a source

was involved in conservation, these assets previously only the interest of the scientific community
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have become the focus of various different groups. Regardless of their scientific importance and
value, demands aiming to increase touristic attraction have started to shape the interventions in
these areas. Additionally, archaeological sites that were previously shunned the local public have
undergone through extensive interventions considering their tourism potential. Approaches to-
wards reconstruction that are highly controversial scientifically, have become widespread in the
name of conservation.

As a source country for the West in the early years of archaeology; Turkey has been in the focus of
these discussions due to the qualities of archaeological sites as experimental laboratories with compre-
hensive and highly speculative interventions. There is no doubt that this situation is a turning point for
conservation and archaeology defining themselves as disciplines.

In such a period, conference titled Heritage in Context as part of the activities within the 40% an-
niversary of the UNESCO World Heritage Convention brought archaeologists and conservation special-
ists perhaps for the first time in order to discuss the issue of the conservation of archaeological entities.
In this framework, the main theme of the conference was the definitions of >value« and >meaning« in
archaeological sites and how these terms can be associated and re-defined in relation with the current
scontext« (social, physical, and natural).

Understanding of the former and current meanings of the archaeological sites by different
groups outside the scholarly circle (local residents, politicians, managers, tourists), the importance
of the demands and expectations of these parties in the conservation planning >framework /con-
text< and in the identification of the >value/meaning:« to be conserved and the contribution of con-
servation as an utilitarian action for the local as a necessity were emphasized.

By the presentations and discussions of examples conceived as successful, besides the multi-
tude and variety of conservation problems in archaeological sites, a comprehensive framework
was drawn on how local participation can be provided in the conservation project preparation and
planning processes. Organized within a period of comprehensive interventions in archaeological
sites, the conference has clearly put forward the potential risks of the continuation of the conservation
practices based only on a pragmatist approach.

Forming a significant shared platform between archaeologists and conservation specialists,
this conference should continue with the definition of >context of conservation« in archaeological

sites and to define future position of these disciplines.

Dr. Neriman Sahin Giichan
METU, Ankara, September 2013
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19. yuzyilda Endustri Devrimi’yle hizla gelisen tlkelerin yeni hammadde kaynaklar: bulmaya
yonelik arayislari, bir yandan Anadolu ve Ortadogu’daki uygarliklarin kesfini saglarken; diger yan-
dan bu kesiflerle gelistirilen yéntemlerle, ytuzyilin sonuna dogru arkeolojiyi bir bilim alanina dé-
nistirmugtir. Nesne olgeginde koruma, hemen her toplumda st siniflarin ilgi alaninda olmakla
birlikte, gtincel koruma bilimi de yine Endiistri Devrimi sonrasinda, kentlerin hizla ve niteliksiz bir
sekilde degismeye baglamasina bir kargi durus olarak 19. yuzyilda ortaya ¢tkmigtir. Giniimuzde
kaltir varlig: olarak tanimlanan her tiir somut ve somut olmayan nesnenin 6zgiin nitelikleriyle
muhafaza edilmesini amaglayan koruma bilimi, belli bir tarihi dénemle sinirli olmayan, disiplinler
arast bir alandur.

Dolayisiyla ile her iki bilim alaninin de nesnesi bugiinden daha énce »eski, insan eliyle >kiltiir<
imal/inga edilmis olan kiiltiirel varliklardir. Arkeoloji »eskiyi«, ge¢misi anlamanin nesnesi olarak
gin 15181na ¢ikarip, yorumlamakla ilgilenirken; koruma ge¢misin »kaniti« olan kiilturel varliklar
anlayip, bunlarin ézgiin fiziksel niteliklerini koruyarak, devamhiligini saglamay: amag edinmistir.
Bu iki disiplinin kesigim noktasi ise arkeolojik eser/alanlarduir.

Arkeoloji bilimi bilgi kaynag1 olarak gordugii arkeolojik alanlari/eserleri anlayip, bunlar: icinde
bulunduklar1 dogal ve fiziksel ¢evreyle birlikte degerlendirerek, buyiik bir bagari ile yorumlamigtar.
Ancak, arkeoloji bilimi bu eser ve alanlarin bugtni, gelecegi ve 6zellikle icinde bulundugu sosyal
cevreyle pek de ilgilenmemistir. Hatta 6yle ki Tiirkiye’de pek ¢ok arkeolojik eserin/alanlarin ¢ev-
resinde, yakinindaki koyler, eserlere zarar verilmemesi i¢in bogaltilmig, taginmistir (Aphrodisias-
Geyre ve Alacahgyiik gibi).

Koruma alani ise 19. yiizyilda eski yapilarin »stil birligi« icinde muhafaza edilmesi saviyla bagla-
yan tartigmalari, 6zgiin niteliklerin zamanin yarattifi izlerle (patina) birlikte, yerinde korunmasina
kadar uzanan sistematik kuramsal bir ¢erceveye doniistiirmustir. Boylece, temelde yapili cevreyle
ilgili olan koruma alaninin nesnesi, tek eser korumasindan alan (kentsel, dogal, arkeolojik, kirsal
gibi) korumasina, kapsami ise somut olandan somut olmayan (gelenek, séylence, efsane, gibi) kiil-
tar varliklarina ve kualtiirel cesitliligin korunmasina kadar gelismisgtir.

Gunumiizde eskiye ilginin giderek artmasi ve toplumun farkli kesimlerine yayilmas ile her
iki bilim alaninin nesneleri de popiiler hale gelmigtir. Bu siirecte pek ¢cok bagarili 6rnek, arkeo-
lojik eser ve alanlarin i¢inde bulundugu sosyal ¢evreyle giiclii bir iligki kurulmadan, bu alanlarin
korunmasinin mimkin olmadigini géstermistir. Bu deneyimler, sanilanin aksine yerel halk icin
farkli anlamlar da ifade eden arkeolojik alanlarin korunmasinda, »katiima planlamanin« gindeme
gelmesini saglamigtir.

Ote yandan, arkeolojik alanlardaki nesneleri kaynak olarak ele alan kiiltiirel turizm &rgiitli
bicimde devreye girdiginde ise, 6nceleri sadece bilim dinyasinin ilgi alanini olusturan bu eser
ve alanlar giderek ¢ok farkli gruplarin da odagina girmeye baglamigtir. Bilimsel 6nemi, degeri

ne olursa olsun, turistik ¢ekiciligi artirmaya yonelik talepler bu alanlardaki mudahaleleri
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bicimlendirmeye baslamistir. Oyle ki 6nceleri yerel halktan sakinilan arkeolojik alanlar,
yaratabilecekleri turistik potansiyel gozetilerek yeniden, biiyik kapsamli miidahalelerle inga
edilmeye baglanmais; bilimsel agidan son derece tartigmali olan rekonstriiksiyona yonelik tavirlar,
koruma adi altinda yayginlagsmaya baslamistur.

Turkiye ise arkeolojinin dogdugu yillarda bati i¢in bir kaynak iilke olarak, bugtinse kapsamli ve
cok=spekiilatif mudahalelerin yapildigi, uygulama laboratuvar: niteligindeki arkeolojik alanlar ile
hep bu tartigmalarin odaginda olmugtur. Bu durum hi¢ kuskusuz son yiizyildir kendini bilimsel
birer alan olarak tanimlayan arkeoloji ve koruma bilimleri i¢in bir déntim noktasidir.

Iste tam da boylesi bir dsnemde, UNESCO Diinya Miras Sozlesmesi'nin 40. yildéniimi etkinlik-
leri kapsaminda gerceklestirilen Baglami icinde Miras (Heritage in Context) baglikli bu konferans
arkeologlarla, koruma uzmanlarini belki de ilk kez arkeolojik eser/alanlarin korunmas: konusunu
tartigmak icin bir araya getirdi. Bu ¢ercevede arkeolojik alanlarda »deger« ve »anlam« tanimi ve
bunlarin mevcut »baglamla« (sosyal, fiziksel, dogal) iligkisinin yeniden nasil tanimlanabilecegi ko-
nusu, konferansin ana temasini olusturdu.

Arkeolojik alanlarin bilim ¢evreleri digindaki farkl: kesimler i¢in (yerel halk, politikaci, yone-
tici, turist) eski ve giincel anlamlarinin anlagilmasi, bu gruplarin talep ve beklentilerinin koruma
planlamasinda genel ¢ercevenin/baglamin ve korunacak degerin/anlamin belirlenmesindeki 6ne-
mi ve korumanin fayda esash bir eylem olarak yerele yapacag: katkilarin géz éntine alinmas: geregi
vurgulandi. Bagarili gérilen 6rneklerin sunumu ve tartigilmasiyla, arkeolojik alan korunmasinda
sorunlarin ¢oklugu ve ¢esitliliginin yani sira, yerel katilimin saglanmas: icin gerekli proje ve planla-
ma siireclerinin nasil olabilecegine yénelik kapsaml bir cerceve ¢izildi. Toplant: boylece arkeolojik
alanlarla ilgili kapsamli mudahalelere baglanan bir dénemde gerceklestirilen, korumanin sadece
fayda esash bir tavir ile siirdurtilmesinin olas: risklerini, net bir bicimde giindeme getirdi.

Arkeologlar ve koruma uzmanlari i¢cin 6nemli bir ortak platform yaratan bu konferansin, arkeo-
lojik alanlarda korumanin baglamin birlikte tanimlamak tizere bir dizi toplanti ile devam etmesi,

bu bilim alanlarinin gelecekti pozisyonlarini tanimlamalar: icin de gerekli gozikiiyor.

Dr. Neriman Sahin Giichan
ODTU, Ankara, Eyliil 2013



Conservation of Relationship between
»Place« and »Context«
Commagene Nemrut Conservation Development
Programme

»Yer« ile »Baglam« arasindaki Iliskinin Korunmas:
Kommagene Nemrut Koruma Gelistirme Programa

Neriman SAHIN GUCHAN

Abstract: This paper aims to define the material entity value and contextual meaning of the
Mount Nemrut Tumulus (MNT) in the Commagenian Kingdom Period, with particular focus
on their conservation. The paper begins by defining the material and immaterial features of
the MNT; the second part then introduces the Commagene Nemrut Conservation Develop-
ment Programme; and the third part discusses the conceptual framework of a holistic ap-
proach to the conservation of MNT with a presentation of the complementary tracks defined
in the scope of the Conservation Management Plan. Finally, the fourth part introduces the
vision of the Commagene Nemrut Conservation Management Plan derived from the dialectic
relations between the place and context of the Nemrut Tumulus.

Prologue

This paper® aims to define the material entity

value and contextual meaning of the Mount

Nemrut Tumulus (MNT)? in the Commagenian

[y

The first version of this article »Conservation of rela-
tionship between place and context: Mount Nemrut
Tumulus« was presented in: BHCICOP - The 4t Inter-
national Conference on Hazards and Modern Heritage:
The Importance of Place on 13-16 June, 2011, Sarajevo
and published in Book of Conference Abstracts. See
Sahin Guchan 2011a.

The abbreviations specifically used in this article are
given below:
MNT
CNCDP

Mount Nemrut Tumulus
Commagene Nemrut Conservation
Development Programme
UNESCO-WHL UNESCO World Heritage List
MoCT Ministry of Culture and Tourism
METU Middle East Technical University

Prolog

Bu yazi' Nemrut Dag: Tumilisi'nun (NDT)?

1 Bu makalenin ilk versiyonu »Conservation of relati-

onship between place and context: Mount Nemrut
Tumulus«, 13-16 Haziran 2011 tarihlerinde Sarajevo’da
gerceklestirilen BHCICOP - The 4th International Con-
ference on Hazards and Modern Heritage: The Impor-
tance Of Place / 4. Uluslararasi Tehlikeler ve Modern
Miras: Yerin Onemi Konferansinda sunulmus ve Book
of Conference Abstracts / Konferans Ozleri Kitabi'nda
yayinlanmigtir. Bkz. Sahin Giichan 2011a.

Bu makalede kullanilan kisaltmalar sunlardir:

NDT Nemrut Dag: Tumiiliisi

KNKGP Kommagene Nemrut Konservasyon
Gelistirme Programi

UNESCO-WHL UNESCO Diinya Miras Listesi

KTB Kiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig:

ODTU Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi

KYP Konservasyon Yénetim Plani

KNYP Kommagene Nemrut Yonetim Plam
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Kingdom Period, with particular focus on their
conservation. The paper begins by defining the
material and immaterial features of the MNT;
the second part then introduces the Com-
magene Nemrut Conservation Development
Programme (CNCDP); and the third part dis-
cusses the conceptual framework of a holistic
approach to the conservation of MNT with a
presentation of the complementary tracks de-
fined in the scope of the Conservation Manage-
ment Plan. Finally, the fourth part introduces
the vision of the Commagene Nemrut Conser-
vation Management Plan derived from the dia-
lectic relations between the place and context of

the Nemrut Tumulus.

The Location and Context of

Mount Nemrut Tumulus

The Mount Nemrut Tumulus is located in Kara-
dut village, Kahta, Adiyaman, in south-eastern
Anatolia; and is one of Turkey’s eleven sites at
UNESCO World Heritage List (UNESCO-WHL).
The monument’s inclusion on the UNESCO
WHL is based on the material culture value of
the site as well as its contextual symbolic mean-
ing value in the Commagenian Kingdom Period.

What is the Entity of the Material

Culture of MNT?

MNT has survived to the present day in a mod-
erately preserved state. It is a conical tumulus
with a gradient of 30-35 degrees at the cen-
tre and a diameter of 145 meters, and is sur-
rounded on three sides by terraces to the east,
west and north, with two separate processional
routes radiating out from the east and west ter-
races (fig. 1-3). The cult area was built as a bur-
ial site for the Commagenian King Antiochos I,
and covers an area of 2,6 hectares together with
the surrounding terraces®.

CMP Conservation Management Plan
CNMP Commagene Nemrut Management Plan

3 Humann - Puchstein 1890; Dérner 1990; Sanders
1996.

Fig. / Res. 1 MNT and vicinity, A) MNT, B) West
Terrace, C) North Terrace, D) East Terrace,
E) Processional route reaching to East terrace,
F) Processional route reaching to West terrace,
G) Theresa Goell’s camping area, H) Temporary
Conservation Laboratory, I) Existing road reaching
to East terrace, K) Existing Cafeteria,

Sahin Gtichan 2011b.

NDT ve ¢evresi, A) NDT, B) Bati Teras, C) Kuzey Teras,
D) Dogu Teras, E) Dogu Teras'a giden kutsal téren yolu,
F) Bati Teras'a giden kutsal toren yolu G) Theresa Goell'in
kamp alani, H) Gegici Koruma Laboratuvari,

I) Dogu Teras‘a giden mevcut yol, K) Mevcut kafeterya,
Sahin Giichan 2011b.



Nemrut Conservation Development Programme / Nemrut Koruma Gelistirme Programi

The site has five giant monumental lime-

stone god statues, located correspondingly on
the east and west terraces with their backs to
the tumulus; and a pair of guardian animal
statues — a lion and eagle - flanking two sides.
Additionally, to the rear of each set of statutes
can be found identical nomos (inscription pan-
els of Antiochos’ will), written in ancient Greek
(fig. 4a. b). Due to the strategic location of the
Kingdom of Commagene during the antiquity,
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Fig. / Res. 2
MNT East Terrace,
CNCDP Archive, 2008.

NDT Dogu Teras,
KNKGP Arsivi, 2008.

Fig. / Res. 3
MNT, West Terrace,
CNCDP Archive, 2008.

NDT, Bat1 Teras,
KNKGP Arsivi, 2008.

Kommagene Kralligi Dénemi’'ndeki somut var-
Iik degerini ve baglamsal anlamini koruma
odakli olarak tanimlamay: hedeflemektedir.
Yazi, NDT’nin somut ve somut olmayan 6zel-
liklerini tanimlayarak baglar; daha sonra ikinci
bslumde Kommagene Nemrut Koruma Gelig-
tirme Programi'ni (KNKGP) tanitir; tigiincii bo-
limde ise, Koruma Yénetim Plani kapsaminda
tanimlanan tamamlayic rotalarin sunumuy-

la, NDT’nin korunmasina yénelik buttincul
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both the Hellenic and Persian names of the
Gods are mentioned in the inscription.

On both terraces, in addition to the giant
statues, there are two rows of sandstone stelae,
mounted on pedestals with an altar in front of
each stele. The rows on the east terrace are lo-
cated on two opposite sides, while on the nar-
rower west terrace they are aligned with the
two edges perpendicular to each other. On the
west terrace there is an additional row of ste-
lae representing the particular significance of
Nemrut, the handshake scenes (dexiosis) and
the stele with a lion horoscope believed to be in-
dicating the construction date of the cult area.

In contrast, the east terrace contains a
square platform that has been defined as an
altar; while the north terrace is oblong-rec-
tangular in shape, and hosts a series of sand-
stone pedestals. The stelae lying near the ped-
estals in the north terrace have no reliefs or
inscriptions.

The cult area was constructed on top of
Nemrut Mount at an altitude of 2,206 meters
some 2000 years ago. It is a spectacular struc-
ture, featuring statues of giant gods built on
an extremely difficult topography in a location
that is very difficult to reach. What is all the
more impressive is the site’s material entity
based on the aesthetical and visual integrity
which results from its location and landscape.
The structure, nominated by ICOMOS for in-
clusion on the UNESCO-WHL on December 31,
1986, has unique and outstanding features that
were cited in the nomination as*

Criterion i. The tomb of Antiochos I of

Commagene is a unique artistic achieve-

ment. The landscaping of the natural site

of Nemrut Dag is one of the most colossal

undertakings of the Hellenistic epoch (some

of the stone blocks used weigh up to nine

tons).

4 <http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/448/documents/>
(24.04.2013).

Neriman Sahin Guchan

bir yaklagimin kavramsal ¢ercevesi tartigilir.
Son olarak dérdincii bélumde, Kommagene
Nemrut Koruma Yénetim Plani’nin, Nemrut
Tumilust’'nin yeri ile baglam1 arasindaki diya-

lektik iligkilerinden ¢ikarilan vizyonu tanitilir.

Nemrut Dag1 Tiimiiliisii'niin

Konumu ve Baglami

Nemrut Dag: Tumiilisii Guineydogu Anadolu'da,
Adiyaman, Kahta’nin Karadut kéyiinde ko-
numlanir; Tarkiye'nin UNESCO Diinya Miras
Listesi'ndeki (UNESCO-DMA) on bir yerinden
biridir. Anitin UNESCO-DMA’ya dahil edilmesi,
alanin somut kiiltiirel degeri yaninda, Komma-
gene Kralligi Dénemi'ndeki baglamsal sembolik

anlamima dayanur.

NDT’nin Somut Kiiltiirtiniin
Varlig: Nedir?
NDT, giinimtze goreli olarak iyi korunmusg di-
zeyde ulagmigtir. Merkezde 30-35 derece egimli
ve 145 metre ¢capinda konik bir tumtiliisle onu
dogu, bat1 ve kuzeyden olmak tuizere, ti¢ yonden
cevreleyen teraslar ile dogu ve bat1 teraslarina
ulagan iki ayr1 térensel yoldan olusur (Res. 1-3).
Kult alani, Kommagene krali I. Antiokhos’un
anit mezari olarak yapilmigtir ve etrafindaki te-
raslarla birlikte 2,6 hektarlik bir alan1 kaplar®.

Teraslarda kirectagindan yapilmig, dogu ve
bat1 teraslarda kargilikli ve arkalar: tiimiiliise
doniik olarak yerlestirilmis, bes devasa anit-
sal tanr1 heykeli ile, iki yanda bir ¢ift koruyucu
hayvan heykeli — bir aslan ve bir kartal — bulu-
nur. Ayrica, her iki terastaki heykel grubunun
arkasinda birbirinin ayni, antik Yunanca yazil-
mig nomos (Antiokhos’un vasiyetinin yaziti) yer
alir (Res. 4a. b). Kommagene Kralligi'nin Antik
Doénem’deki stratejik konumuna atfen yazitta
Tanrilarin hem Helenik hem de Persce adlar:
bulunur.

Her iki terasta, dev heykellere ek olarak, her

birinin éniinde bir sunak olan, kaideler iistiine

3 Humann - Puchstein 1890; Dérner 1990; Sanders 1996.
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Fig. / Res. 4a Drawing of West Terrace Nomos, CNCDP Archive, 2011.
Bati Terast Nomos'unun ¢izimi, KNKGP Arsivi, 2011.

A
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Fig. / Res. 4b Nomos behind the statues in West Terrace, CNCDP Archive, 2011.
Bat1 Terasi’'ndaki heykellerin arkasindaki Nomos, KNKGP Arsgivi, 2011.

The reasons given for its inclusion on the
UNESCO-WHL in 1987 were:

»it is an important ensemble of architec-
tural and sculptural monuments bearing
witness to the fusion of Persian, Hellenistic
and Anatolian traditions of styles, its com-
plex design and colossal scale combined to
create a project unequalled in the ancient
world and in building the colossal statues
and orthostats, a high technology was used
which was seen nowhere else in that age.«

Consequently, the physical importance and
material entity value of MNT was deemed wor-
thy of conservation by international and na-
tional bodies, with the intention of protecting
its extraordinary technical, architectural and
sculptural features for future generations. Be-
sides the material entity value of MNT, its con-

textual symbolic meaning is of great importance

yerlestirilmis iki sira kum tag: stel vardir. Dogu
terasindaki siralar kargilikli iki yanda, daha dar
olan bat1 terasindakiler ise birbirine dik olan iki
kenarda dizilmigtir. Bat1 terasinda Nemrut’'un
6zel énemini temsil eden el sikigma sahneleri
(dexiosis) ile, kilt alaninin inga tarihini goster-
digi diigiintlen aslan horoskoplu stelden olugan
bir dizi daha stel vardir.

Buna karsit olarak dogu terasinda sunak
olarak tanimlanan kare platform bulunurken,
kuzey teras uzun dikdortgen bicimindedir ve
burada bir dizi kum tag1 kaide bulunur. Kuzey
terasindaki kaidelerin yaninda yerde yatan stel-
lerde yazit ya da kabartma bulunmaz.

Guntumuzden 2000 yil 6nce, Nemrut Dag:
zirvesinde 2206 m yiikseklikte insa edilen bu
kutsal alan; gerek halen olduk¢a zor ulagilan
heykelleri, gerekse yer se¢ciminin peyzajla olus-
turdugu estetik ve gérsel biitunlige dayali mad-

di varlig: ile 6nemli bir eserdir. Nitekim eser
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in that it conveys information about religious
beliefs, personal feelings and meanings within

its spectacular physical and historical context.

What is the Contextual Meaning of MNT
in the Commagenian Period?

Although MNT is a unique and extraordinary
material entity, it also conveys valuable imma-
terial meaning as part of the Commagenian set-
ting, and has symbolic meanings that are formed
through its context®. MNT was constructed in
the period of King Antiochos I (69-36 BC),
who was the ruler in the most thriving period
of the Commagene Kingdom, which emerged as
a dynasty after the fall of the Seleucid Empire
in 162 BC. The capital of the Commagene King-
dom was Samosata, located at the crossroads
of the Euphrates separating the east and west
where the Seleucid-Persian cultures meet®.
Other important cities of the time in the re-
gion were Gerger, Arsameia, Perre/Pirun and
Zeugma/Belkis (fig. 5).

5 Hodder 1987.
6 Wagner 2000; Gorkay 2011.

“mimarlik ve heykeltraglik alaninda Pers, Hele-
nistik ve Anadolu geleneklerinin birlestirilerek
sergilendigi mikemmel bir 6rnek olusu, komp-
leks tasarimi ve devasa 6lgegi ile Antik diinyada
esi olmayan yiiksek bir ingaat teknigi kullanil-
mis olmas1” gibi nedenlerle 31 Aralik 1986'da
ICOMOS tarafindan UNESCO DMA listesine
dahil edilmek tzere 6nerilmigtir. Eserin DMA
listesine 6nerilmesini saglayan bu 6zelligi su se-
kilde tanimlanmigtir*:
Kriter i. Kommageneli I. Antikhos’un me-
zar1 egsiz bir sanatsal bagsaridir. Nemrut
Dagi’'min dogal yerlesmesinin peyzaji, He-
lenistik Cag'in en devasa girisimlerinden
biridir (kullanilan tas bloklarin bazilarinin
agirlig dokuz tonu bulur).

Eserin 1987'de UNESCO-DMA’ya dahil edil-
mesini saglayan nedenler ise sunlardir:

»Pers, Helenistik ve Anadolu stil gelenek-

lerinin bir araya gelmesine taniklik eden

karmagik tasarimi ve devasa dlgegi, Antik

4 <http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/448/documents/>
(24.04.2013).
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King Antiochos I, a descendant of both
the Persian and Seleucid cultures, underlined
his power by erecting a statue of himself near
those of the gods in MNT, which was the most
important cult area of the Commagene civiliza-
tion. He also aimed to integrate the Helen and
Persian cultures by writing their gods’ names
in both languages in his will (nomos) which was
carved to the rear of the statues of the gods:
King Antiochos I, Commagene/Tyche, Zeus/
Oromasdes, Apollon/Mithras-Helios-Hermes
and Herakles/Artagnes-Ares, from left to right
respectively. This symbolic and meaningful ac-
tion was attributed by Antiochos’ order to the
MNT, and was taken into consideration in the
recommendation of ICOMOS as follows”:

Criterion iii. The tomb or the Hierothesion

of Nemrut Dag bears unique testimony

to the civilization of the kingdom of Com-

magene. Antiochos I is represented in this

monument as a descendant of Darius by his
father Mithridates, and a descendant of Al-
exander by his mother Laodice. This semi-
legendary ancestry translates in genealogi-

cal terms the ambition of a dynasty that

sought to remain independent of the powers

of both the East and the West.

In fact, this symbolic expression may be
defined as a conscious policy, and in a way an
strategic move, given the multi-cultural and
geo-politically important territory ruled over
by Antiochos I, as it was his desire to rule over
all different cultures and beliefs in his dynasty
and maintain his dominance through an »of-
ficial unified religion which includes Hellenic and
Zoroaster belief systems developed the worship of
Greek and Persian gods/goddesses<®.

It can be seen that this strong and exis-

tential policy was derived from the place and

7 <http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/448/documents/>
(24.04.2013).

8 Gorkay 2010.
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diinyada dengi olmayan bir proje yaratmak
i¢cin bir araya getirilmistir ve devasa heykel
ve ortostatlarin yapiminda o ¢agda baska
hi¢ bir yerde goriilmemis yiiksek bir tekno-
loji kullanilmig olan énemli bir mimari ve

heykel anitlar: grubudur.«

Buna bagli olarak, olaganiistii teknik, mima-
ri ve plastik 6zelliklerini gelecek kugaklar i¢in
muhafaza amaciyla NDT nin fiziksel 6nemi ve
somut varlik degeri uluslararasi ve ulusal ku-
rumlar tarafindan korumaya deger gérilmus-
tir. NDT’nin somut varligi yaninda, etkileyici
fiziksel ve tarihi baglami icinde dinsel inanclar,
kigisel duygular ve anlamlar hakkinda bilgi sun-
masi agisindan da baglamsal sembolik anlami da

buyiik 6nem tagir.

NDT’nin Kommagene dénemindeki
baglamsal anlami nedir?

Essiz ve olaganiisti varliginin yan sira, Kom-
magene cografyasinin parcasi olarak manevi de-
gerler tagiyan NDT, i¢cinde bulundugu baglamin
olusturdugu sembolik anlamlara da sahiptir’.
NDT, MO 162'de Selevkos Imparatorlugu’'nun
¢okuginden sonra hanedan olarak ortaya ¢ikan
Kommagene Kralligi'nin en giicla déneminde,
Kral Antiokhos déneminde (MO 69-36) insa
edilmistir. Kommagene Kralligi'nin baskenti,
Selevkos-Pers kiiltiirlerinin bulustugu yerde,
dogu ile batiy1 ayiran Firat kesisiminde konum-
lu olan Samosata’ydi®. Dénemin bu bélgedeki
diger 6nemli kentleri Gerger, Arsameia, Perre/
Pirun ve Zeugma/Belkis'tir (Res. 5).

Hem Pers, hem de Selevkos kiiltiirlerinin
mirascist olan Kral I. Antiokhos, Kommagene
uygarliginin en énemli kalt alani olan NDT’deki
tanri1 heykellerinin yanina kendi heykelini di-
kerek gucint vurgulamigtir. Tanrilarin hey-
kellerinin arkasina kazinan vasiyetnamesinde

(nomos), tanrilarinin isimlerini her iki dilde de

5 Hodder 1987.
6 Wagner 2000; Gérkay 2011.
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formed the context in an interrelated manner.
It is evident that this attitude of Antiochos was
not only limited to Nemrut itself, but also be-
came a common feature of other sacred sites
and cult areas across the territory of the Com-
magene Kingdom. The Karakug Tumulus and
Sesénk Tumulus, as royal burial sites; and the
cult areas in Gerger, Arsemia and Zeugma cit-
ies, are the most important examples among
these sites. In terms of location, nearly all the
cult areas and burial sites were built at stra-
tegically important points, so that today the
visual interpretation between them can be un-
derstood with the naked eye. Accordingly, the
question that needs to be answered if one is to
understand the dialectic relations between the
place - MNT — and the context — other cult areas
and burial sites - is: Are there any contextual
symbolism meanings to the locations of impor-
tant cult areas and burial sites, or is it only co-
incidental?

Logically, while King Antiochos I had cho-
sen the summit of the highest mountain for his
tomb as a place; he most probably planned the
Karakug Tumulus as a burial site for his mother
and the other women of the Royal family to the
south-west of Nemrut, and hierothesion of Ar-
semia for his father Mithridates I. The cult area
of this powerful king would at the time have
been visible from Gerger, located to the far west
of the Kingdom, and from the Zeugma cult
area, located to the far south.

Despite the enlarged basin of the Euphra-
tes as a result of the flooding of Samosata, the
capital of Commagene, following the construc-
tion of the Ataturk Dam, the visual relationship
between these cult areas is still evident. The
relationships between these places and the
selection of their locations indicate an inter-
relationship of place and context, as defined by
King Antiochos I and the other Commagenian
kings. For this reason, the context, formed out
of the aim to integrate the Eastern and West-

ern religions by King Antiochos I, can be said to

yazarak ayni zamanda Helen ve Pers kiltiirleri-
ni de buttunlestirmeyi amaclamigtir: soldan saga
sirayla Kral I. Antiokhos, Kommagene/Tyche,
Zeus/Oromasdes, Apollon/Mithras-Helios-Her-
mes ve Herakles/Artagnes-Ares. Antiokhos’un
vasiyetnamesinde de NDT ne atfedilen bu sem-
bolik ve anlaml tavir, ICOMOS’un tavsiyesinde
su sekilde nitelendirilmigtir’.
Kriter iii. Nemrut Dagi1 Hierothesionu ya
da mezari, Kommagene Kralligi uygarli-
gumin egsiz bir ifadesini tagsir. Bu anitta I.
Antiokhos, babast Mithridates tarafindan
Darius’un, annesi Laodice tarafindan da
Iskender’in soyundan biri olarak temsil
edilir. Bu yari-efsanevi atalar soyu, hem
Dogu’nun, hem de Bati’'min gii¢lerinden

bagimsiz olma tutkusunu gostermektedir.

Aslinda, I. Antiokhos’un hukam strdugu ¢ok
kaltirla ve jeopolitik olarak énemli bolgedeki
butin farkh kaltiir ve inanclara hitkmetmeyi ve
gucuni »Helenistik ve Zerdiist inang sistemlerini
iceren, Yunan ve Pers tanri/tanricalarina tapinan
resmi bir birlesik din« yoluyla korumay istedigi
g6z 6ntine alindiginda, bu sembolik ifade biling-
li bir politika olarak ve bir bakima stratejik bir
manevra olarak tanimlanabilir®.

Bu gii¢la ve varolugsal politikanin birbirleri
ile iligki i¢inde olan yer’den iredigi ve bagla-
m1 bicimlendirdigi goriilebilir. Antiokhos’un
bu tavri yalnizca Nemrut’la sinirli kalmamas,
Kommagene Kralligi'ndaki diger kutsal yerleg-
me ve kilt alanlarinin da ortak 6zelligi haline
gelmigtir Kral anit mezarlar: olarak Karakusg
Tumiulusu ile Sesonk Tumulusi; Gerger, Ar-
semia ve Zeugma kentlerinin kiilt alanlari, bu
yerlesmeler arasinda en 6nemli érneklerdir.
Konum itibariyle hemen butiun kilt alanlar:
ve anit mezarlar stratejik olarak 6nemli nok-

talarda yapilmigtir; 6yle ki, aralarindaki goérsel

7 <http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/448/documents/>
(24.04.2013).

8 Gorkay 2010.
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have symbolic immaterial values. This contex-

tual relationship was reflected in the ICOMOS

recommendation criterion no. iv, as follows®:
Criterion iv. More so than the tombs at
Karakus and Eski Kédhta, the tumulus at
Nemrut Dag illustrates, through the liberal
syncretism of a very original pantheon, a
significant historical period. The assimila-
tion of Zeus with Oromasdes (the Iranian
god Ahuramazda), and Heracles with Art-
agnes (the Iranian god Verathragna) finds
its artistic equivalent in an intimate mix-
ture of Greek, Persian and Anatolian aes-

thetics in the statuary and the bas reliefs.

Conservation and Valorisation

of MNT

Valorisation of Nemrut as the Place and
the Commagene Kingdom as the Context
Considering the evaluations mentioned above,
it can be seen that the conservation problem of
MNT is not limited to the conservation of the
material entity of the place based on the aestheti-
cal and visual integration created by the land-
scape. Clearly, the conservation of the contex-
tual symbolic meaning values that Antiochos I
attributed to Nemrut is as important as its ma-
terial entity values; and consequently, the sub-
ject of conservation here is not only the place
itself, being the material entity of MNT, but
also the conservation and transfer of its context
belonging to its epoch as well. Is this achievable?
To answer this question the following assess-
ments can be made.

Samosata, the capital of Commagene, and
part of Zeugma (Seleucia) together with its twin
city Apamea, along with many other mounds
and edifices, are now underwater due to the
enlargement of the river bed of the Euphrates
following the construction of the Atatiirk Dam.
At the time of construction of MNT some 2000

9 <http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/448/documents/>
(24.04.2013).
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iligki bugiin ¢iplak gozle anlagilabilir. Buna uy-
gun olarak, yer - NDT - ile baglam - diger kult
alanlar1 ve mezar yerlesmeleri — arasindaki diya-
lektik iligkiler anlagilmak isteniyorsa, yanitlan-
masi gereken su sorudur: Onemli kiilt alanlart
ile mezar yerlesmelerinin konumlar: arasinda
baglamsal sembolik anlamlar var midir? Yoksa
bu yer se¢imi sadece tesadiif miidiir?

Mantiksal olarak, Kral I. Antiokhos, kendi
mezar1 i¢in yer olarak en yiiksek dagin zirve-
sini secerken; olasilikla Nemrut'un gineyba-
tisindaki Karakus Tumiilis@’'ni annesinin ve
kraliyet ailesinin diger kadinlarinin, Arsemia
hierothesionunu ise babasi I. Mithridates’in me-
zar yeri olarak planlamigti. Bu giicli kralin kalt
alani zamaninda, kralligin en batisinda bulunan
Gerger'den ve en giineyinde bulunan Zeugma
Kilt Alanr'ndan gériuniyor olmaliydi.

Kommagene'nin bagkenti Samosata’nin
Atatiirk Baraji’'nin yapilmas: sonucu su altinda
kalmasiyla genigleyen Firat havzasina ragmen,
bu kiilt alanlar: arasindaki gorsel iligki hala belir-
gindir. Bu yerler arasindaki iligki ve konumlarin
se¢imi, (bize) Kral I. Antiokhos ile diger Kom-
magene krallarinin tanimladig: yer ile baglam
arasindaki kargilikli iligkiyi gésterir. Bu neden-
le, Kral I. Antiokhos’un Dogu ile Bat: dinlerini
butunlestirme amacindan ¢ikan baglamin ma-
nevi (tinsel) sembolik degerleri oldugu soylene-
bilir. Bu baglamsal iligki, ICOMOS tavsiyesinde-
ki Kriter no. iv'e su sekilde yansitilmigtir®:

Kriter iv. Nemrut Dagi’ndaki tiimiiliis, ¢ok

ozgiin bir pantheonun liberal senkretizmi

yoluyla, énemli bir dénemi, Karakus ve Eski

Kahta'daki mezarlara gére daha ¢ok yansi-

tir. Zeus'un Oromasdes (Iran tanrist Ahura-

mazda) ile, Herakles'in ise Artagnes (Iran

tanrist Verathragna) ile benzestirilmesi (6z-
deslegstirilmesi) sanatsal esdegerini, heykel

ve bas-rilyeflerde Yunan, Pers ve Anadolu

estetiginin bu karisiminda bulmaktadir.

9 <http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/448/documents/>
(24.04.2013).



296

years ago the landscape was covered with cedar
trees, however these days there is almost no re-
markable vegetation aside from a few scattered
oak trees. Despite all these extensive altera-
tions, MNT is rather well preserved in terms
of its context, which allows us to identify Com-
magene of the Antique Period. Accordingly, the
important cult areas of Commagene still exist,
and their original inter-relationships can still be
observed and perceived.

MNT, after its first discovery in 1881, has
been studied by many researchers from many
nations, including Otto Puchstein and Karl
Sester (1881), Osman Hamdi Bey and Osgan
Efendi (1882), Carl Humann and Otto Puch-
stein (1882), Theresa Goell (1956-1973), Karl
E Doérner (1954-1958 and 1984), Sencer Sahin
(1987-1989), and Herman A. G. Brijder and
M. Crijns (2001-2003). The principal aim of
these investigations, which have been carried
out over a period exceeding 100 years, has been
to locate the burial chamber of Antiochos I,
while no efforts have been made to conserve
the monument. Some limited conservation ap-
plications were carried out after 1973; however
the vestiges of MNT could not be preserved ef-
ficiently, and nor are they presented to visitors
in an appropriate manner. Nevertheless, these
valuable researches have answered many ques-
tions about Commagene and about MNT in
particular.

Aside from the investigations carried out on
MNT itself, there have been other continuous
and systematic researches that have concen-
trated on such important centres as Déliche
and Zeugma. The existence of these areas and
also the level of research attributed to them
has yielded much information on their original
context, and with this accumulated knowledge
it is possible to develop strategies that draw
upon scientific knowledge to preserve the place
and the context of MNT.

Besides the features that enable the pres-

ervation of the place and the context, another

Neriman Sahin Guchan

NDT'nin Korunmasi ve
Kiymetlendirilmesi

Nemrut'un yer olarak, Kommagene
Kralligrmin ise baglam olarak
Kiymetlendirilmesi

Yukarida s6zi edilen degerlendirmeler goz
ontne alindiginda, NDT’nin koruma sorunu-
nun, yerin somut varliginin peyzaj ile birlikte
yarattig: estetik ve gorsel butunluge dayali ko-
rumayla sinirli olmadig: gorilebilir. Agik ki,
I. Antiokhos’un Nemrut’a atfettigi baglamsal
sembolik degerlerin korunmasi, maddi varhig-
na bagl degerleri kadar 6nemlidir. Buna goére,
korumanin nesnesi yalnizca NDT’nin maddi
varlig: olarak yerin kendisi degildir, ayn1 za-
manda ¢agina ait baglaminin da korunmas ve
aktarilmas gerekir. Bu basarilabilir mi? Bu so-
ruyu yanitlamak tizere agagidaki degerlendir-
meler yapilabilir.

Kommagene’'nin bagkenti Samosata, ikiz
kenti Apamea ile birlikte Zeugma’'nin (Selev-
kos) bir kismu ile, pek ¢ok bagka hoyiik ve yapa,
Atatiirk Baraji'nin ingasini takiben Firat Nehri
yataginin genigletilmesi sonucu simdi su altin-
dadir. 2000 yil kadar 6nce NDT’nin ingaas: si-
rasinda peyzaj sedir agaclariyla kaphdir, ancak
gunimiizde daginik birka¢ mese agaci disinda
kayda deger neredeyse hic bitki értist yoktur.
Biitun bu buyiik degisimlere ragmen NDT, bag-
lami1 acisindan oldukga iyi korunagelmistir, ki
bu da Antik Dénem’in Kommagene’sini tanim-
lamamizi saglar. Buna gore, Kommagene’'nin
onemli kalt alanlar: hala durmaktadir ve arala-
rindaki 6zgun iligkiler gézlemlenebilir ve algila-
nabilir durumdadar.

1881’deki ilk kesfinden sonra NDT, arala-
rinda Otto Puchstein ve Karl Sester (1881), Os-
man Hamdi Bey ve Osgan Efendi (1882), Carl
Humann ve Otto Puchstein (1882), Theresa
Goell (1956-1973), Karl F. Dérner (1954-1958
ve 1984), Sencer $ahin (1987-1989), ve Her-
man A. G. Brijder ile M. Crijns (2001-2003) ol-
mak tizere pek ¢ok iilkeden, pek ¢ok aragtirmaci

tarafindan ¢alisilmigtir. Yizyili agkin stiren bu
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important factor that should be taken into
consideration is the current situation of the
Adiyaman Province, which on the whole fol-
lows the original boundaries of Commagene.
Although the Adiyaman Province has protect-
ed the 2000-year-old Commagene context to a
large extent, today it is one of the least devel-
oped cities in Turkey. MNT and Commagene
are now the most important resources of tour-
ism for Adiyaman since it lost 80% of its fer-
tile agricultural lands due to the Atatiirk Dam.
Therefore, while the conservation of the place
and context will assure MNT’s valorisation, the
tourism potential of the area will be an impor-
tant aspect in the development of the Adiy-

aman Province®®.

Commagene Nemrut Conservation and
Development Programme

In the light of these assessments, the CNCDP
was developed and entered into operation
in August 2006 with a protocol signed be-
tween the Ministry of Culture and Tourism
(MoCT) and Middle East Technical University
(METU). The aim of CNCDP, which was com-
pleted in 2012, is the conservation of Nemrut
in conformity with the internationally stated
criteria, and the presentation of the place in
such a way that it reflects the original Comma-
genian context.

To this end, the works to be done within the
programme are envisaged in two main com-
plementary sequential tracks and sub-projects
which interact, and are realised progressively.
The first one is the conservation of the mate-
rial entity of MNT as place, and its presentation
in a contemporary manner; while the second
includes works that will provide for the presen-
tation of the site following a holistic approach
within the context of Commagene, and will also

provide for the development of tourism in the

10 Sahin Giichan 2010a.
11 $ahin Giichan 2010a and 2011b.
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aragtirmalarin esas amac I. Antiokhos un me-
zar odasini bulmakken, anitin korunmasi i¢in
pek fazla ¢caba harcanmamigtir. 1973’ten sonra
sinirli bazi koruma uygulamalar: yiritilmis,
ancak NDT eserleri etkili bir gekilde koruna-
mamig ve ziyaretcilere uygun sekilde sunula-
mamigtir. Yine de, bu degerli aragtirmacilar
Kommagene ve 6zellikle NDT hakkinda pek ¢cok
soruyu yanitlamigtur.

NDT’de yuritiulen aragtirmalar disinda,
Déliche ve Zeugma gibi 6nemli merkezlerde
yogunlasan siirekli ve sistematik bagka aragtir-
malar da olmugtur. Bu alanlarin varlig ile aras-
tirmalarin dizeyi, bunlarin orijinal baglamlar:
hakkinda pek ¢ok bilgi ortaya koymus ve biri-
ken bu bilgiyle NDT’nin mahalini ve baglamini
korumak i¢in bilimsel bilgiden yararlanan stra-
tejiler gelistirmek miimkin olmustur.

Yerin ve baglamin korunmasini saglayan
ozelliklerin yaninda goéz éntine alinmasi ge-
reken bir bagka énemli etken, genel olarak
Kommagene’'nin ézgin sinirlarini takip eden
Adiyaman ilinin mevcut durumudur. Adiyaman
ili, 2000 yillik Kommagene baglamini bayik
oranda korumussa da, il bugiin Turkiye'nin en
az gelismis kentlerinden biridir. NDT ve Kom-
magene, Atatirk Baraji nedeniyle verimli tarim
alanlarinin %80’ini kaybeden Adiyaman’in en
onemli turizm kaynagidir. Dolayisiyla, yerin
ve baglamin korunmasi NDT’ nin deger kazan-
masini saglayacak, ayni zamanda bélgenin tu-
rizm potansiyeli, Adiyaman ilinin gelismesinde

6nemli bir rol oynayacaktir™.

Kommagene Nemrut Koruma ve

Gelistirme Programi

Bu degerlendirmelerin 1g1§1inda, 2006 yili Agus-
tos ayinda Kiltiir ve Turizm Bakanhg: (KTB) ile
Orta Dogu Teknik Univesitesi (ODTU) arasinda
imzalanan bir protokolle KNKGP gelitirilmis ve

yurirlige konulmustur'’. 2012’de tamamlanan

10 sahin Giichan 2010a.
11 Sahin Giichan 2010a ve 2011b.
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Adiyaman Province in a controlled manner.
CNDCP, which aims to present the region in
such a way that visitors will be able to perceive
the context of Commagene and to ensure the
conservation of MNT, can be defined as a first
generation Conservation Management Plan*?.
The application of some projects has been initi-
ated by the MoCT.

TRACK I: Conservation of Mount

Nemrut Tumulus

The studies in Track I are aimed at defining the
most urgent steps to be taken in the conser-
vation of MNT, a structural assessment of the
edifices, a determination of the level of stone
erosion and the most appropriate interventions
for their repair, and finally the preparation of
architectural projects based on these researches

aimed at the presentation of the site.

Determination of the Conservation
Interventions and Relevant Project
Preparations

An almost completely digital Nemrut Archive
was established in CNDCP as a database for
future researches; a web site, www.nemrut.org.
tr, had been set up for the dissemination of the
gathered information to the public; and an ex-
hibition, »CNCDP 2006-2008«, detailing the
first two years of the study was organised.

In addition, MNT has been documented
in detail with the creation of an Architectural
Blocks Database including 748 stone blocks
from the site. The most significant 408 of these
blocks have been drawn in 1/10 and 1/20 scale,
and their decay maps have been prepared. Di-
mension drawings have been prepared, and
likewise a restitution study, including all the
previous interventions, has been completed.

The most important problem in MNT is
the erosion of the sandstone and limestone

12 $ahin Giichan 2011b.

KNKGP’nin amaci, Nemrut'un uluslararasi ta-
nimlanmusg kriterlere uygun olarak korunmasi
ve yerin 6zgin Kommagene baglamini yansitacak
bi¢imde sunulmasidir.

Bu amaca yénelik olarak program kapsamin-
da yapilacak igler birbirini tamamlayan, ardigik
iki ana kanal ve birbiriyle etkilesen alt projeler
seklinde diisuntlmis ve kademeli olarak ger-
ceklegtirilmigtir. Bunlarin ilki, NDT’nin maddi
varliginin yer olarak korunmas: ve ¢agdasg bi-
¢imde sunumu iken; ikincisi biitincil bir yakla-
simla alanin Kommagene baglaminda sunumu
ve Adiyaman ilinde turizmin kontrolli bicimde
gelismesini saglamaktir. Ziyaretcilere bélgeyi,
Kommagene baglamini algilayabilecekleri bi-
¢imde sunmay1 ve NDT nin korunmasini amag-
layan KNKGP, ilk nesil bir Koruma Yonetim Plam
olarak tanimlanabilir'?. Bazi projelerin uygula-

malar1 KTB tarafindan baglatilmigtir.

[. KANAL: Nemrut Dag: Timulisti'nan
Korunmasi

Bu kanaldaki ¢alismalar NDT’nin korunma-
sinda atilacak en acil adimlarin tanimlanma-
sina, eserlerin yapisal degerlendirilmesine, tas
erozyonunun derecesine gére, onarimi i¢in en
uygun mudahalelerin belirlenmesine ve son
olarak alanin bu aragtirmalara dayanarak sunu-
munu saglayan mimari projelerin hazirlanmasi-

na yoneliktir.

Koruma miidahalelerinin belirlenmesi

ve ilgili proje hazirliklar

KNGKP'de gelecekteki arastirmalar icin hemen

hemen tiimiuyle sayisal bir Nemrut Arsivi olug-

turulmus; toplanan bilgilerin halka paylagil-

masl icin www.nemrut.org.tr web sitesi kurul-

mus; caligmalarin ilk iki yilini ayrintilandiran

»KNKGP 2006-2008« sergisi diizenlenmistir.
Ayrica, alandaki 748 tag blogunu iceren Mi-

mari Blok Veritabani’nin olusturulmasiyla NDT

ayrintili olarak belgelenmigtir. Bu taglarin en

12 $ahin Giichan 2011b.
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edifices. In the first steps to address the prob-
lem, the material properties of the blocks have
been identified, and the geological formation
of the area and the stone quarries which were
used in the construction of the MNT have been
determined®®. For the consolidation of the
limestone and sandstone blocks, which have
weathered to different extents, a number of
different nano-particle mixtures and mortars
that are compatible with the original materials
have been prepared, and their results have been
examined both in the laboratory and on site.
Over the next five years, starting with the most
urgent cases, the stone blocks are expected to
be consolidated using mixtures that have been
approved by the project team™.

Additionally, in order to protect the stat-
ues from the freeze and thaw cycles in winter,
laboratory and on-site tests have been carried
out with a view to covering the stones with an
impermeable but breathable cover. The statues,
on the other hand, are planned to be enclosed
with protective textiles.

Using reverse engineering methods, earth-
quake and snow loading simulations are made
alongside the collection of various pieces of
relevant data, such as climatic conditions, re-
sistance etc. From these studies, the possible
causes of structural damage to the statues are
assessed and the necessary structural precau-
tions and interventions are determined for the
conservation of the monument®.

Drawing upon data from the detailed inves-
tigation of the construction materials and the
structural analyses made in the area, a resto-
ration project has been prepared that includes
the consolidation of the stones, the defini-
tion of structural interventions and preven-
tive measures to control possible risks and the

limited aesthetic applications to the eroded

13 Topal et al. 2013.
14 Caner 2011; Akoglu 2011; Giiney 2012.
15 Tirer et al. 2012.

299

onemli 408 adedi 1/10 ve 1/20 6lgekte ¢izil-
mis ve bozulma haritalar: hazirlanmistir. Olcii-
li ¢izimleri hazirlanmig, benzer gekilde 6nceki
butin mudahaleleri de iceren bir restitiisyon
projesi tamamlanmigtir.

NDT’deki en 6nemli sorun, kum tagsi ve kire¢
tas1 eserlerin bozunmasidir. Bu sorunu ele al-
madaki ilk adim olarak bloklarin malzeme 6zel-
likleri belirlenmis ve bélgede NDT nin yapimin-
da tas ocagi olarak kullanilan jeolojik olugumlar
tespit edilmigtir'®. Farkli derecelerde aginan
kire¢ tag1 ve kum tag1 bloklarin konsolidasyonu
icin 6zgiin malzemelerle uyumlu cesitli nano-
tanecik karigimlar: ve harclar hazirlanmig ve
sonuglar hem laboratuvarda hem de alanda de-
nenmistir. Ontimiizdeki bes yil boyunca, en acil
durumda olanlardan baglamak tizere tag blokla-
rin proje ekibince onaylanan karigimlar kullani-
larak, konsolide edilmesi beklenmektedir!.

Ayrica heykelleri, kisgin meydana gelen don-
ma ve ¢ozilme déngusiinden korumak igin, ge-
¢irgen olmayan ama nefes alabilen bir kaplama
ile kaplamak icin laboratuvarda ve yerinde de-
neyler yapilmistir. Heykellerin koruyucu kilif-
larla 6rtilmesi planlanmigtir.

fklimsel kosullar, dayanim vb. ile ilgili cesitli
verilerin toplanmas: yaninda tersine miihendislik
yontemleri kullanilarak deprem ve kar yuki si-
miulasyonlar1 yapilmigtir. Bu ¢aligmalarla, hey-
kellerde meydana gelen yapisal hasarlarin olas:
nedenleri degerlendirilerek, anitin korunmas:
icin gerekli yapisal énlemler ve miidahaleler
belirlenmigtir'.

Yap1 malzemelerinin ve alanda yapilan ya-
pisal analizlerinin ayrintili incelemesinden ya-
rarlanilarak, taglarin konsolidasyonu, yapisal
miidahaleler ve olasi risklerin kontroli amach
koruyucu énlemlerin ve sinirh estetik uygula-
malarin belirlenmesini iceren bir restorasyon

projesi hazirlanmigtir, ki bu da hierothesionun

13 Topal vd. 2013.
14 Caner 2011; Akoglu 2011; Giiney 2012.
15 Tirer vd. 2012.
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NEMRUT DAGH TOMOLUSD ROLOVES!
DOSUTERAS
BLOK KONYEST

DTKRIG ¢ ATOGHOS.
PROJEEKES!

e

BOZULMA DURUMU

Fig. / Res. 6 MNT, East Terrace, Decay in limestone, head blocks of King Antiochos I, CNCDP Archive, 2010.
NDT, Dogu Terasi, Kireg tasindaki bozulmalar, Kral I. Antiokhos’un bas bloklari, KNKGP Arsivi, 2010.

blocks, which will permit a better perception
of the original design considerations of the
hierothesion.

In the Restoration Project, the consolidation
of the limestone and sandstone pieces and the
interventions to solve structural problems were
handled together; consequently interventions
for different decays in the terraces were sug-
gested (fig. 6. 7). Especially some arrangements
were made such as removal of heavily decayed
sandstone blocks like the Lion Horoscope and
Dexiosis Stelae to be kept in a storey and re-
placing them with their replicas in order to pro-
vide a better impression for the visitors. Other
organizations were made for the enhanced un-
derstanding of the site such as putting into use
the ancient processional routes to the visitors;
installation of replicas of today non-existent
vestiges, benchmarks/elements of the ritual in
this sacred ground in order to make them rec-
ognizable.

Certainly, the restoration in MNT is not

a short term process. It is anticipated that

6zgiin tasarim anlayiginin daha iyi algilanmasi-
n1 saglayacaktir.

Restorasyon projesinde kireg¢ tagi ve kum
tag: parcalarin konsolidasyonu ve yapisal so-
runlarin ¢éztlmesine yonelik miidahaleler bir-
likte ele alinmigtir; bunun sonucu olarak teras-
lardaki farkli dizeydeki bozulmalar i¢in farkh
miidahaleler 6nerilmistir (Res. 6. 7). Ozellikle
laboratuvarda muhafaza edilmek tzere kaldi-
rilan Aslan Horoskopu ve Dexiosis stelleri gibi
yogun bozulmaya ugramig kum tag: bloklarin,
ziyaretcilere daha anlagilabilir bir sunum sag-
lamak uzere replikalariyla degistirilmeleri i¢in
dizenlemeler yapilmigtir. Alanin daha iyi anla-
silmasi i¢in Antik téren yollarinin ziyaretgilerin
kullanimina agilmasi, bu kutsal alanda bugiin
var olmayan eserlerin ve térensel 6gelerin tani-
nir hale getirilmesi i¢in baz: replikalarin yerles-
tirilmesi gibi duzenlemeler de yapilmigtir.

NDT’deki restorasyon kesinlikle kisa vadeli
bir stire¢ degildir. Alani ziyaretgilere agik tutarak
her bir tag blogun konsolidasyonunu kapsayan

uygulamanin birkag yil almas: beklenmektedir.
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KOMMAGENE - NEMRUT
KORUMA VE GELISTIRME PROGRAMI
NENRLTCAS TOULUSOVEANTUAR.
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Fig. / Res. 7 MNT, East Terrace, Decay in sandstone, Lion statue (DTKMO066), CNCDP Archive, 2010.
NDT, Dogu Terasi, Kum tasindaki bozulmalar, Aslan heykeli (DTKMO066), KNKGP Arsivi, 2010.

the implementation which encompasses the
consolidation of each single stone block to be
completed in several years while providing ac-
cess to the site for the visitors.

One of the main objectives of this restora-
tion process, which is expected to continue for
a couple of years, is to keep the site open to
visitors while also creating employment oppor-
tunities for local people and raising awareness.
The proposed process includes the employment
and training of technicians to carry out conser-
vation tasks, as well as to conduct monitoring

and evaluation activities.

Birkag yil siirmesi beklenen bu restorasyon
projesinin ana amaclarindan biri alani ziyaret-
cilere agik tutarken, yerel halka is imkam ya-
ratmak ve farkindaligi artirmaktir. Onerilen
siire¢, konservasyon uygulamalarini yuriitecek
teknisyenlerin istihdami ve egitimi ile, izleme
ve degerlendirme etkinliklerinin yirtutilmesini

icerir.

NDT igin Cevre Diizenleme Projesi ve

Yeni Ziyaret¢i Merkezleri

Laboratuvar ve alandaki uzun vadeli koruma
calismalar1 devam ederken, KNKGP'nin ilk yil-

larinda alanin yorumlanmas: ve sunumu igin
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Environmental Design Project for MNT bir Cevre Duzenleme Projesi hazirlanmigtir.
and New Visitor Centres Bundan sonra ilgili mimari uygulama proje-
While the long-term conservation works in the ~ leri ODTU’niin destegiyle SAYKA tarafindan
laboratory and on site were continuing, in the 2009’da tamamlanmistir (Res. 8a-d). Projenin

first years of CNCDP an environmental design- amaci, engelliler de dahil olmak tzere biitiin

project was prepared to look into an appropriate  ziyaretcilerin ve ilgili personelin (bekgiler, di-

means of interpretation and presentation of  ger calisanlar, arastirmacilar, vs.) ihtiyaclarini

Fig. / Res. 8a MNT Environmental Design Project, CNCDP and SAYKA, 2009.
NDT Gevre Diizenleme Projesi, KNKGP ve SAYKA, 20009.

Fig. / Res. 8b MNT Environmental Design Project, Landscape elements, CNCDP and SAYKA, 2009.
NDT Cevre Diizenleme Projesi, Peyzaj dgeleri, KNKGP ve SAYKA, 20009.

Fig. / Res. 8c,d MNT Environmental Design Project, vehicle for disabled, Designed by Dr. Hakan Gtirsu, 2009.

NDT Cevre Diizenleme Projesi, engelliler icin arag, Dr. Hakan Giirsu'nun tasarimi, 2009.
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the area. Afterwards the related architectural
implementation projects were completed by
firm SAYKA with the support of METU in 2009
(Fig. 8a—d). The aim of the project was to sat-
isfy the needs of all visitors, including the disa-
bled, and all related personnel (guards, other
employees, researchers, etc.), and to ensure the
safety and security of the area.

Pedestrian walkways in the area, an itiner-
ary for disabled visitors, information/orien-
tation signs and the arrangement of vistas,
landscape elements such as benches/trash bins,
auxiliary buildings such as guardhouses, site of-
fices and a festival area have been designed in
such a way that they do not obstruct the view
of MNT?¢. The contract of implementation of
MNT Environmental Design Project was han-
dled by MoCT in October 2012.

In order to provide information to visitors
before coming to the area and to satisfy their
needs, two visitors’ centres, one on the way to
Adiyaman and the other on the way to Malatya,
are planned'’. The preliminary design of these
buildings has been prepared by METU and the
application projects have been prepared by
SAYKA Ltd. The centres have been financed by
the MoCT, and their constructions are planned
to be completed by autumn 2013 (fig. 9).

TRACK II: The Definition and
Presentation of the Context of
Commagene: Commagene Nemrut
Management Plan

The UNESCO Monitoring Report, prepared in
2006, stated that a Conservation Management
Plan (CMP) should be prepared for MNT as a
World Heritage site. Preparation of the CMP
is included in the scope of CNCDP following
the definitions and means stated in conserva-
tion legislation, especially those that came into
effect under Law No: 5226.

16 Sahin Giichan 2010b.
17 $ahin Giichan 2010c.
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kargilamak ve alanin emniyet ve givenligini
saglamaktur.

Alanda yaya yollari, engelli ziyaret¢i guzer-
gahi, danisma/yénlendirme levhalari ve baki
noktast ile bank, ¢6p kutusu gibi peyzaj dgeleri-
nin diizenlenmesi, bekgi evi, alan ofisi ve festi-
val alani gibi hizmet yapilari, NDT nin goriina-
mini engellemeyecek bicimde tasarlanmigtir'®.
NDT Cevre Diizenleme Projesi’'nin uygulama
ihalesi, Ekim 2012’de KTB tarafindan yapal-
magtir.

Ziyaretcilere alana gelmeden 6nce bilgi sag-
lamak ve ihtiya¢larini kargilamak tzere biri
Adiyaman, digeri Malatya yolunda iki ziyaretci
merkezi planlanmigtir'’. Bu binalarin avan pro-
jeleri ODTU tarafindan, uygulama projeleri ise
SAYKA Ltd. tarafindan hazirlanmigtir. Ziyaret-
¢i merkezleri KTB tarafindan finanse edilmis
olup, ingaatlarinin 2013 sonbaharinda bitiril-

mesi planlanmaktadir (Res. 9).

II. KANAL: Kommagenenin

Baglaminin Tanimlanmas: ve Sunumu:
Kommagene Nemrut Yonetim Plani

2006’da hazirlanan UNESCO izleme Raporu,
Diinya Miras Alani olarak NDT i¢in bir Koruma
Yénetim Plani (KYP) hazirlanmas: gerekliligini
ifade ediyordu. KYP’nin hazirlanmasi, koruma
mevzuatinda, 6zellikle de 5226 sayil kanun ile
yurirlige giren tanim ve araglar kullanilarak
KNKGP kapsamina dahil edilmigtir.

KYP, NDT’nin baglamiyla kurdugu guiclii
iligkiler, Adiyaman’da bulunan Kommagene
Doénemi’ne ait diger anitlar ve bunlarin turizm
odaklar1 olarak potansiyelleri géz 6ntine alina-
rak hazirlanmistir. Ancak, diger Dinya Miras
Alanlari ile kargilagtirildiginda, NDT’nin dusuk
kalan ziyaretci sayis1 ve kiiltiirel bir kaynak ola-
rak ekonomik degeri g6z 6niine alindiginda, Yo-
netim Plani, Adiyaman’daki diger kiltirel varlik-

lar1 kapsayan 6zel bir gizergaha odaklanmigtir.

16 Sahin Giichan 2010b.
17 Sahin Giichan 2010c.
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The CMP is prepared with due consideration
of the strong relations that MNT holds with its
context, the existing monuments in Adiyaman
belong to Commagene Period and their poten-
tial as tourism attractions. However consider-
ing the low visitor numbers of MNT compared
to other World Heritage sites and its economic
value as a cultural source, the Management Plan
was concentrated on a special destination that
covers other cultural properties in Adiyaman.
The aim of the plan is, by adding other places
in Adiyaman to the destination with Nemrut
as its centre, to increase the tourism income of
Adiyaman to boost the multiplier effect of the
conservation projects in Nemrut and to spread
them through the entire province with a view to
increase cultural tourism in the area. This aim
is fully compatible with the Final Cominiqué
of 17th ICOMOS General Assembly »Heritage,
driver of development« held in Paris in Decem-
ber, 2011.

In this respect, starting by 2006 all of the
cultural heritage assets of Adiyaman were in-
vestigated, so that while establishing the Cul-
tural Inventory of Adiyaman, an itinerary based
on the various destinations with tourism quali-

ties and strong relations with each other that

Fig. / Res. 9

MNT, Model of
Adiyaman Visitors’
Centre, CNCDP and
SAYKA, 2008-2009.

NDT, Adiyaman
Ziyaret¢i Merkezi'nin
modeli, KNKGP ve
SAYKA, 2008-2009.

Planin amac, bu giizergaha, Nemrut merkezde
olmak tizere Adiyaman’daki diger kiiltirel var-
liklar: da ekleyerek Adiyaman’in turizm gelirini
artirmak, boylece Nemrut’taki koruma proje-
lerinin carpan etkisini tetiklemek, kiltirel tu-
rizmi gelistirme vizyonunu bitiin bolgeye yay-
maktir. Bu amag, Aralik 2011°de Paris’te yapilan
17. ICOMOS Genel Kurulu'nun »Gelismenin
ftici Gucii, Miras« baslikli sonug bildirgesi ile de
timiiyle uyumludur.

Bu cercevede, 2006’dan itibaren Adiya-
man’daki butin kiltiirel miras varliklar: ince-
lenmis, Adiyaman’in kiiltirel envanteri olus-
turulurken, diger yandan da turizm nitelikleri
ve birbirleriyle gtgclu iligkileri olan, birka¢ miu-
dahaleyle sonra sunum potansiyeli bulunan,
cesitli varis noktalarina dayanan bir giizergah
olusturulmustur.

Bu varig noktalari i¢in gelistirilen senaryolar
arasinda kisa vadede en gercekgei ve yapilabilir
olanlar, senaryo icindeki alanlar ve eserler goz
onitine alinarak KTB ve ODTU tarafindan ortak-
lasa secilmigtir. Segilen alan ve yapilarin ¢ogu
Kommagene dénemine ait oldugundan, plana
»Kommagene Nemrut Yénetim Plani (KNYP)«
ad1 verilmigtir. KNYP, ulusal mevzuata uygun

olarak bes yilda bir giincellenmek zorundadir
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have the capacity for presentation after a few
interventions was formed.

Among the scenarios developed for these
destinations, the most realistic and feasible
in the short term was selected jointly by the
MoCT and the METU, with full consideration of
the areas and vestiges within the scenario. As
most of the chosen areas and edifices belong
to the Commagene period, the plan has been
given the title of: »Commagene Nemrut Man-
agement Plan (CNMP)«. The CNMP has to be
updated every five years, in line with national
legislation, with focus on 15 sites’® located in
four districts of Adiyaman, these are:

1. Kahta Province: MNT, Arsameia, Yenikale,

Cendere Bridge and Karakus Tumulus
2. Sincik Province: Heroons of Derik
3. Adiyaman City Centre: Perre Archaeological

site, Palanli Cave, Haydaran rock-cut burial

chambers, Turug rock-cut burial chambers, and
ancient stone quarries Tuzhan and Otrak¢

Pazar in Adiyaman city centre
4. Besni Province: Atmali village and rock-cut

burial chambers, Archaeological remains of Old

Besni, Sofraz Tumuli and Kizilin Village

In this respect, initially, a detailed deter-
mination of the historical, architectural and
natural properties of the 15 places has been
made. In parallel to this, stakeholder meetings
are held in the villages in which each vestige
is found. The problems of the stakeholders
are stated, and their views and suggestions
are sought. In this way, the vision, policy and
strategies related to each of the 15 places/ves-
tiges are set down, and sub-projects are defined
that take into account the priorities of the
stakeholders in each strategy area. In the last
phase, the projects to be realised in the first

18 However, this number may be increased when the de-
fined projects are completed and new itineraries are
opened. At this stage, the CNMP’s scope and bounda-
ries have been defined with Nemrut as the focus.
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ve Adiyaman’in dort ilcesinde yer alan 15 yere'®

odaklanir:

1. Kahta Ilcesi: NDT, Arsamia, Yenikale, Cen-
dere Képrust ve Karakug Tamiilusu

2. Sincik ilgesi: Derik Heroon’lar1

3. Adiyaman Sehir Merkezi: Perre Arkeolojik
Yerlesmesi, Palanli Magarasi, Haydaran kaya
mezarlari, Turus kaya mezarlari, Antik tag
ocaklari, Adiyaman gehir merkezindeki Tuz-
han ve Otrak¢i Pazar

4. Besni Ilcesi: Atmali koyii ve kaya mezarlari,
Eski Besni arkeolojik kalintilari, Sofraz Ta-

miuliisleri ve Kizilin kéyt

Dolayisiyla, ilk énce 15 yerin tarihi, mima-
ri ve dogal 6zelliklerinin ayrintil tespiti yapal-
migtir. Buna baglh olarak, her eserin bulundugu
koylerde paydas toplantilar: gerceklestirilmisg-
tir. Paydaslarin sorunlar: belirlenmis, goris ve
onerileri sorulmusgtur. Bu sekilde, 15 yerin her
biriyle ilgili politika ve stratejiler belirlenmig
ve her strateji alanindaki paydaglarin 6ncelik-
lerini gozeten alt projeler tanimlanmigtir. Son
asamada, ilk beg yilda gerceklestirilecek projeler
tanimlanarak éncelikler belirlenmigtir. Bu pro-
jeler merkezi kurumlarin ve yerel ilgililerin ka-
tilimiyla gerceklestirilecektir; biitgeler de mtm-
kiin oldugunca ayrintil sekilde tanimlanmigtur.

KNYP’nin 5226 sayili kanuna gére uygu-
lanmasi icin KNYP Alan Yénetim Birimi ile bu
birimle ig birligi icinde ¢aligacak Adiyaman Vali-
ligi 11 Ozel 1daresi altinda bir proje ofisi kurula-
caktir. Ulusal mevzuata gore, bu ofislere ek ola-
rak Esgiidiim ve Denetleme Kurulu ile Danigma
Kurulu'nun kurulmasindan sonra KNYP’nin
merkezi ve yerel otoritelerce onaylanmas: ve
takip eden bes yilda uygulanmasi beklenmek-
tedir. KNYP’nin baslamasiyla uygulamaya ko-

nulacak olan senaryo, ziyaretcilerin Nemrut'un

18 Ancak bu say1 tanimlanan projeler tamamlandigin-
da artabilir ve yeni giizergahlar agilabilir. Bu safhada
KNYP’nin kapsami ve sinirlar1 Nemrut odakli olarak
tanimlanmgtir.
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4‘ 1. Nemrut ;
4‘

Fig. / Res. 10 CNMP showing boundaries, spatial strategies and projects to be implemented,
CNCDP Archive, 2012.

Sinirlari, mekansal stratejileri ve uygulanacak projeleri gosteren KNYP, KNKGP Arsivi, 2012.

five years are defined and prioritised. These
projects will be realised with the participation
of central bodies and local stakeholders, and
budgets are defined containing as much detail
as possible.

In order to implement the CNMP in con-
formity with Law No: 5226, CNMP Site Man-
agement Unit and a collaborating Project Of-
fice will be established within the body of
the Adiyaman Governate Special Provincial
Administration. Concomitant to the national
legislation, in addition to these offices, after
the establishment of the Coordination and
Supervision Committe and the Advisory Com-
mittee, CNMP is expected to be approved in
central and local anthonities and take effect in
next five years. The scenario that is expected to
be implemented with the implementation of
CNMP will enable the visitors to unite the ma-

terial entity of Nemrut the place with its context

(fig. 10).

maddi varlig1 olan yer ile baglami butunlegtir-
mesini saglayacaktir (Res. 10):

Kultarel turizm amaciyla Adiyaman’a
gelen ziyaretgiler turlarina Kahta, Nem-
rut Dagi'ndaki ¢ok 6zel bir odakla, Ziya-
ret¢ci Merkezi'ndeki sergilerle baglayip,
Kommagene krallarinin yazlik sarayinin
bulundugu Arsamia’dan gecerek sir-
durecek; kars: tepede asagidaki Kahta
Vadisi'ne hakim konumda bulunan énce
Kommagene, sonra Memltk kalesi, daha
sonra ise Osmanlilar tarafindan kullani-
lan Yeni Kale’de panaromanin keyfine
varacak; buradan bir Roma Dénemi eseri
olan Cendere Koépriisii'ne ulastiklarinda
yerel sakinlerin de piknik i¢in geldikleri
Cendere Kanyonu'nda serinleyebilecek-
lerdir (Res. 11a-d).

Kommagene tarihinin izini siirer-
ken ziyaretciler Kommagene Kralligi'nin

kadinlarina verdigi 6nemin kanitlayan
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Fig. / Res. 11a CNMP, Mount Nemrut,
CNCDP Archive, 2011.
KNYP, Nemrut Dagi, KNKGP Arsivi, 2011.

Fig. / Res. 11c CNMP, Yenikale,
CNCDP Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Yenikale, KNKGP Arsgivi, 2011.

The visitors who came to Adiyaman
for cultural tourism will start their trip
at a very special centre of attraction in
Mount Nemrut, Kahta, and the exhibi-
tions in the Visitor Centre, and will then
continue on to Arsameia where the sum-
mer palace of the Commagenian Kings
can be found. They will carry on enjoying
the panorama at Yeni Kale, a Commage-
nian then a Memluk castle used later by
Ottomans, which is on the opposite hill
and dominates the Kahta Valley below;
from where they will arrive at Cendere
Bridge, a Roman-period vestige, and will
be able to cool off in the Cendere Can-
yon where local people used to come for
picnics (fig. 11a-d).

e N oad 4

Fig. / Res. 11b CNMP, Arsemia,
CNCDP Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Arsemia, KNKGP Arsivi, 2011.

Fig. / Res. 11d CNMBP, Cendere Canyon & Cendere
Bridge , CNCDP Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Cendere Kanyonu & Cendere Kopriisii,
KNKGP Arsivi, 2011.

Karakus Tumiiliisi’'ne ulagsacaklardir ki
bu yer bir yandan Nemrut’ta tanrilar-
la dinlenen Kral I. Antiokhos’un babas:
Kral Mithridates’le gérsel bir iligki kur-
maktadir.

Karakug’'tan sonra, derin bir vadiden

gecen yolu izleyen ziyaret¢iler Roma
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While tracing the history of Com-
magene, visitors will arrive at the Kara-
kus Tumulus, which offers evidence of
the importance that the Commagene
Kingdom placed in its women folk, and
forms a visual relationship with King
Antiochos I who rests on Nemrut with
the gods, and on the other side, to the
north, the father of Antiochos I, King
Mithridates.

After Karakus, following a road that
passes through a deep valley, the visitors
will arrive at Sincik, the Roman period
Hereons, where they will have the op-
portunity to experience the harsh geog-
raphy that bore witnesses to the settle-
ment of the region throughout history.
In these places during the early spring,
the visitors will also be able to see the re-
verse tulip (Fritillaria imperialis L.), locally
named as crying bride, which is an en-
dangered epidemic species of Adiyaman
(fig. 12a-D).

Travelling downwards from Sincik,
they will pass through small villages
that have preserved their local char-
acter in the Palanli Valley, after which
they will arrive at the Palanli Cave and
the Haydaran Relief, and will complete
the trilogy with Perre Necropole, close

Fig. / Res. 12a CNMP, Karakug Tumulus,
CNCDP Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Karakug Ttimiiltisii, KNKGP Arsivi, 2011.

Dénemi’nin Hereon’larina Sincik’te ula-
sacak, burada bélgenin tarih boyunca
yerlesikligine taniklik eden sert cograf-
yay1 deneyimleme firsati bulacaklar. Bu-
raya ilkbahar baglarinda gelen ziyaret-
ciler yorede aglayan gelin ad1 verilen ve
Adiyaman’in nesli tehlikedeki endemik
tiirlerinden biri olan ters laleyi (Fritilla-
ria imperialis L.) gorebileceklerdir (Res.
12a-b).

Sincik’ten asagi iniste Palanl
Vadisi'nde yerel 6zelliklerini koruyan
kigik koylerinden gececek, Palanli
Magarasi’na ve Haydaran Kabartmasima
ulagacak, daha sonra Adiyaman gehir
merkezi yakinindaki Perre Nekropolii’yle
iiclemeyi tamamlayacaklar (Res. 13a-c).
Ziyaretciler, Kommagene'nin 2000 yil-
lik 6zgiin peyzaji boyunca iki ya da g
gunliik geziden sonra Adiyaman gehir
merkezine erigecek, turtinin en zengin
orneklerinden olan devasa, tumiuyle kaya
oyma nekropol alanina ayak basacaklar.
Adiyaman sehir merkezinde Tuzhan’i ve
yerel triinleri ile iinla geleneksel ticaret
merkezi Otrak¢t Pazari'ni ziyaret ederek,
lezzetli yerel yemeklerden tatma firsatini
bulacaklar.

Ziyaretgiler gineye dogru yolculuk-

larina devam ederek, burada miitevazi

Fig. / Res. 12b CNMP, Sincik Hereons,
CNCDP Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Sincik Hereonlari, KNKGP Argivi, 2011.
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Fig. / Res. 13a  CNMP, Palanl Cave,
CNCDP Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Palanli Magarasi, KNKGP Arsivi, 2011.

to the Adiyaman city centre (fig. 13a-

¢). Visitors will arrive in the Adiyaman
city centre after a two or three day trip
along the preserved original landscape
of 2000 years of Commagene, and will
step into a huge, entirely rock-cut ne-
cropole area that is one of the richest
examples of its kind. In the Adiyaman
city centre, they will visit Tuz Khan
and the traditional commercial centre,
namely the Otrak¢i Bazaar, which is fa-

mous for its local produce, and will have

%o 3
N DC R A
Fig. / Res. 13b CNMP, Haydaran rock-cut burial

chambers, CNCDP Archive, 2011.
KNYP, Haydaran kaya mezarlari, KNKGP Arsivi, 2011.

Fig. / Res. 13c

CNMP, Perre
Archaeological site,
CNCDP Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Perre Arkeolojik
Yerlesmesi, KNKGP Arsivi,
2011.

Atmali kaya mezarlarin ziyaret ettikten
sonra koy kahvesinde dinlenecek, ardin-
dan diz toprak daml kerpig evleri zi-
yaret edecek ve geleneksel koy pazarim
gezerken burada kéytun kadinlarinin yap-
t1g1 yerel trtinlerle tanigabileceklerdir.
Atmali’dan gineye dogru devam
ederek tzim bagina dénusgtarilen Eski
Besni’deki cami ve hamam kalintilari-
na ugrayip, Besni'de 6gle yemegi i¢in
durakladiklarinda, Besni tizimi ve

bundan tretilmis cesitli alt Griinlerle
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the opportunity to taste the delicious
local food.

The visitors will then continue their
journey to the south, where they will
visit the modest rock-cut burial cham-
bers of Atmali. They may then rest in the
village teahouse and visit the mud brick
houses with earthen flat roofs, and may
browse the traditional village market
place where they will be able to become
acquainted with the local products made
by the women of the village.

Continuing south from Atmali, they
will arrive at the ruins of a Turkish Bath
and mosque in Old Besni, which has been
transformed to a vineyard, and after-
wards, when stopping for lunch, they will
be introduced to the Besni grape and its
various sub-products. The visitors will
then head east to Sofraz, where they will
experience the original interiors of two
Roman period tumulis that are different
to those found in Nemrut. In the even-
ing they will dine in a fish restaurant on
the bank of the Sofraz River (fig. 14).

The next day, the visitors will con-
tinue south and will arrive at Kizilin vil-
lage, where they will relax in the rock-cut
spaces along the banks of the Euphrates.
From here they will climb down 20 me-
ters below the rock-cut footpath to reach
the bank of the Euphrates, where they
will take a boat from the landing pier and
sail through a 20-30 meter deep canyon
on the Euphrates that is considered sa-
cred in many religions.

In this canyon, where rock-cut spaces
that have seen inhabitation since the
early periods of history can be found
on both banks, they will be refreshed by
the icy waters of the Euphrates, which
throughout its history was famed for
being wild and impassable, and will

then pass on to the Abul-Deys Caves in

Fig. / Res. 14 CNMP, Sofraz Tumulus,
CNCDP Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Sofraz Tiimiiliisii, KNKGP Arsivi, 2011.

tanigacaklar. Ziyaretciler sonra dogu-
ya, Sofraz’a dogru yoénelecek, burada
Nemrut’tan farkli olarak Roma dénemi-
ne ait iki tiimiiltisiin 6zgin i¢ mekanlarin
deneyimleyebileceklerdir. Aksam ise Sof-
raz Cay1 kiyisinda bir balik lokantasinda
yemek yiyebileceklerdir (Res. 14).

Ertesi giin giineye dogru devam ede-
rek Kizilin kéytune gelen ziyaretciler,
burada Firat kenarindaki kaya oyma
mekanlarda dinlenebilecek; buradan
kaya oyma yoldan 20 metre asag: inerek
Firat kiyisina ulasip, iskeleden tekneye
binerek pek ¢ok dinde kutsal kabul edi-
len Firat’'taki 20-30 metre derinligindeki
kanyon boyunca yol alacaklardir.

Her iki kiyisinda, erken ¢aglardan bu
yana yerlesime sahne olmus kaya oyma
mekanlarin bulundugu bu kanyonda, ta-
rih boyunca hircin ve gecit vermez olarak
nam salan Firat'in buz gibi sularinda se-
rinleyerek, kuzeydeki Abul-Deys Magara-
larina ulagacaklardir. Burada yeni yapilan
ahgsap iskeleye yanasan ziyaretciler, dar
kaya oyma merdivenlerden ¢ikarak bu
cok katl erken dénem yerlegiminin st
seviyelerine ulagacaklar. En ust seviye-
de, Antik Dénem’in farkl: iiretimlerinin
izlerinin goézlemlenebilecegi merkezi

ortak mekandan gecerek, bir noktada
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the north. After following the route of

a newly built timber pier, the visitors
will scale the narrow rock-cut stairs to
reach the upper levels of this multi-
storey early-period settlement. At the
uppermost level, passing into a main
central space where traces of different
productions from the antique period can
be observed, they will arrive at a point
8-9 meters above the Euphrates and
take in the sight of the turquoise colour
of the river. After exploring the cavern,
they will again board the boat and con-
tinue north to Géksu Canyon (fig. 15a. b).

Following a journey of 2.5 kilome-
tres through this lower canyon, they

Fig. / Res. 15a
CNMP, Kizilin Bridge,
CNCDP Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Kizilin Képriisii,
KNKGP Arsivi, 2011.

Fig. / Res. 15b

CNMP, Antique stone
queries in Turus,
CNCDP Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Turug’taki Antik
tas ocaklari, KNKGP
Arsivi, 2011.

Firat'in 8-9 metre yukarisina varacak ve
nehrin turkuvaz renginin géruntiisine
bakacaklardir. Magaray: gezdikten son-
ra tekrar tekneye binerek kuzeye, Géksu
Kanyonu'na dogru devam edeceklerdir
(Res. 15a. b).

Daha al¢ak olan bu kanyon boyunca
2,5 kilometrelik bir yolculuktan sonra,
kismen yikilmig olsa da her iki kenarin-
daki rampalarinda yuzlerce yillik teker-
lek izleri tagiyan, Roma Doénemi’ne ait
Kizilin-Géksu Kopriisi'ne varacaklardar.
Ziyaretgiler buradan giin batiminin muh-
tesem sar1/turuncu/mor renklerini izler-
ken giineydeki bir dizi magara yerlegimi-

ni ve oda mezarlar1 da gorebileceklerdir.
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Fig. / Res. 16a CNMP, Euphrates Canyon,
CNCDP Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Firat Kanyonu, KNKGP Arsivi, 2011.

will reach the Roman Kizilin-Géksu
Bridge, which although partly destroyed
still bears the evidence of centuries of
wheel tracks on the approach ramps on
both sides. From here the visitors will
also be able to see a number of cavern
settlements and burial chambers to the
south while watching the stunning yel-
low/orange/violet colours of the sunset.

When the day is over, they will again
board the boat, and on the return jour-
ney to Kizilin they will be entertained
with stories and ballads relating to the
river while watching a light show on the
canyon walls of the Euphrates after dark
(fig. 16a. b).

Thus, visitors will have completed the
itinerary of the Call of the Euphrates/The
Two Banks, and this part of the journey
will come to an end with a dinner pre-
pared using local products obtained from
the unpolluted soil of the village and fish
caught from the Euphrates, before retir-
ing for the night at accommodation in
the village.

The next morning, following a rich
traditional village breakfast, the visitors
will arrive at the Turus Rock-Cut Tombs
in Kuyulu, which is on the way back to

Adiyaman. Here, they will be able to

Fig. / Res. 16b CNMP, Abul-Deys Caves,
CNCDP Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Abul-Deys Magaralari, KNKGP Arsivi, 2011.

Giintin sonunda tekrar tekneye binip,
Kizilin’e doniis yolunda karanlik bas-
tiktan sonra Firat’in kaya kanyonunun
ceperlerinde yapilan 151k gosterisini iz-
lerken nehirle ilgili halk tarkiilerini din-
leyeceklerdir (Res. 16a. b).

Boylece Firat'in Cagrisi/Iki Yakas: gii-
zergahini tamamlayan ziyaretciler koyiin
kirlenmemis topraklarinin yerel triinleri
ve Firat’tan tutulan baliklarla hazirlanan
aksam yemegiyle ginti sona erdirerek
geceyi gecirmek tizere koyde konaklaya-
caklardar.

Ertesi sabah zengin bir geleneksel
koy kahvaltisindan sonra ziyaretgiler,
Adiyaman’a déniis yolunda Kuyulu'daki
Turus Kaya Mezarlari’'na ulagacaklardir.
Burada, egimli yerlerden farkli olarak
duzlik bir alandaki 6li gomme gelene-
gini gozlemleyebileceklerdir. Hem kaya
mezarlarinin ingaas: hem de tas ocag:
olarak kullanilan Turug’ta ziyaretgiler,
taglarin Antik dénemde ocaktan nasil ¢i-
karildigini gorebilecek, boyle geleneksel
ingaat teknikleri hakkinda fikir edinebi-
leceklerdir.

Ertesi sabah Firat boyunca konyonu
izleyerek giineye devam edecek ve 6nce
Rumkale’ye, daha sonra ise 2000 yil 6nce

zengin bir gindelik yasamin sturdugi
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observe the burial tradition on flat areas,
in contrast to the steep slopes of the oth-
er areas. In Turus, which was used both
as a stone quarry and for the creation of
rock-cut tombs, the visitors will be able
to see how the stones were quarried in
the antique period, from which they will
gain an understanding of the traditional
building methods.

On the following morning, they will
continue to the south along the Euphra-
tes, and following the canyon, will arrive
first at Rumkale, and then at Zeugma®®,
where they will observe the rich daily
life of the city from mosaics that date
back 2000 years that can be found in
the pavilions. This point represents the
final city in Commagene’s expansion
(fig. 17a-c).

Conclusion: Tracing Commagene
By following this itinerary, visitors will be able
to realise the vision defined in CNMP, that
the Antique Period Commagene was a civilisa-
tion that reigned over the Euphrates River’s
passageways, considered at the time to be the
boundary between the East and West. Com-
magenian King Antiochos I, referring to the
particular location of his country and its exist-
ence on an arduous geography, aimed to dem-
onstrate how he was able to unite the East and
West by binding his family’s roots to the East,
based on his Persian ancestry, and to the West,
based on his Macedonian ancestry in his will
(Nomos) at Nemrut, also illustrating himself as
facilitating a handshake (Hierothesion) between
the Eastern and Western gods.

In the region, especially where the cultural
heritage exists, the relationship between the
natural environment and the built environ-

ment is still preserved. Nemrut, being a World

19 Gérkay 2010 and 2011.
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mozaikli villalarindan gézlemlenebilen
Zeugma'ya' ulagacaklardir ki bu nokta
Kommagene'nin yayildig: son kenti tem-
sil eder (Res. 17a-c).

Sonu¢: Kommagene'nin Izini
Strmek

Antik Dénem’de Dogu ile Bat1 arasindaki sinir
olarak kabul edilen Firat Nehri'nin gecitlerine
hakim bir uygarlik olan Kommagene'ye 6zgii bu
giizergahi izleyen ziyaretgiler, KNYP'de tanimla-
nan vizyonu anlayabilecekler. Kommagene krali
I. Antiokhos, tilkesinin 6zel konumuna ve bu
cetin cografyadaki varligina atifla, Nemrut’'taki
vasiyetinde (Nomos) ailesinin koklerini doguda
Pers atalarina, batida ise Makedon atalari-
na dayandirip, ayrica Hierothesion'da Dogulu
ve Batili tanrilarin el sikigsmasini resmederken
Dogu ile Bat1'y1 nasil birlegtirebildigini goster-
meyi amaglamigtir.

Bolgede, 6zellikle kiltiirel mirasin bulundu-
gu yerlerde, dogal cevre ile yapili cevre arasin-
daki iligki halad korunmaktadir. Bir Dinya Mi-
ras Alani olan Nemrut, yereldeki kicuk koyler
ve insanlarla butin diinyadan gelen insanlari
birlegtirecektir. KNYP vizyonu altinda tanim-
lananan projeler gerceklestirildiginde, ziyaret-
ciler Kommagene’nin izini siirerken yalnizca
Nemrut’la degil, ayn1 zamanda baglamin somut
ve somut olmayan 6zellikleriyle de tanigacak-
lardir ki KNKGP’nin vizyon slogani da tim bu
ozellikleri yansitmay1 amaclamaktadir:

»Doguyla batiyi, dogayla yapiyi, yerelle
diinyay bulusturan Kommagene’nin
izini siirmek«

5226 sayili kanuna uygun olarak hazirlanan ve
onaylanma agamasinda olan KNYP, Turkiye'de
bu kapsamdaki ilk Yénetim Plan: olarak kugku-

suz 6nemli bir 6rnek olacaktir. Bunun yaninda

19 Gérkay 2010 and 2011.
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Fig. / Res. 17a CNMP, Rumkale, $ahin Giichan
Personal Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Rumkale, Sahin Giichan Kigisel Arsivi, 2011.

Fig. / Res. 17b CNMP, Zeugma Archaeological site,
Sahin Guichan Personal Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Zeugma Arkeolojik Yerlesmesi, Sahin Giichan
Kigsisel Argivi, 2011.

Fig. / Res. 17c CNMP, Gipsy girl mosaic in Gaziantep Zeugma Museum, $ahin Giichan Personal Archive, 2011.

KNYP, Gaziantep Zeugma Miizesi'ndeki ¢ingene kizi mozaigi, Sahin Giichan Kigisel Arsivi, 2011.

Heritage Site, will unite the small villages and
the people in the locality with people coming
from all over the world. When the projects de-
fined under the vision of CNMP are realised,
by following the traces of Commagene visitors

will become acquainted not only with Nemrut

2006'dan beri sayis1 50’ye ulagan aragtirmaciyla
hazirlanan KNKGP Nemrut’un ilk nesil yonetim
plani olarak tanimlanabilir.

Geriye dogru bakildiginda, pek ¢ok alt pro-
jeden olusan Kommagene Nemrut Koruma

ve Geligtirme Programu ile, ilk olarak NDT’nin
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itself, but also with the material and immaterial
features of the context. It has been the vision
of CNCDP to reflect this idea precisely under
the banner of:

»Tracing Commagene: Where East and
West, nature and structure, and local and
global meet.«

CNMP which was prepared in accordance
with Law No: 5226 and in approval phase will
no doubt be an important example as the first
Management Plan in this extent. Besides with
its researchers number of which reached 50
since 2006 CNCDP can be defined as first gen-
eration management plan of Nemrut.

Looking back from now, with Commagene
Nemrut Conservation and Development Pro-
gram which consists of many sub-projects,
firstly the needs in MNT were determined and
in order to fulfill these needs, certain projects in
line with conservation law in Turkey were pre-
pared. On the other hand, necessary researches
were made to achieve conservation of Nemrut,
a World Heritage site in scientific way that is
compatible with international standards.

Additionally, the extent of CNMP was not
restricted to MNT, instead a model in which
the greater part of Adiyaman is turned into a
cultural-touristic destination and Nemrut is a
headliner was suggested in order to improve
economy of Adiyaman which is among the least
developed cities in Turkey. After many projects
preliminary phase of which were completed
started to be implemented by 2013, noticeable
changes in MNT and Adiyaman will indicate
the success of the Program. Thus, despite of all
obstacles the success of implementation will be
a collective product of people of Adiyaman be-
ing in the first place, Ministry of Culture and
Tourism, Governorate of Adiyaman and Middle

East Technical University.
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gereksinimleri belirlenmis ve bunlarin kargilan-
mast i¢in Tiirkiye’deki koruma mevzuatina gore
belli projeler hazirlanmistir. Ote yandan, bir
Diinya Miras Alani olan Nemrut'un uluslararas:
standartlarla uyumlu olarak korunmasini sagla-
mak icin bilimsel agidan gerekli arastirmalar da
yapilmistir.

Buna ek olarak, KNYP’'nin kapsami NDT ile
sinirlanmamis, tersine Tirkiye'nin en az gelis-
mis illerinden biri olan Adiyaman’in ekonomi-
sini geligtirmek tizere Adiyaman’in biyiik bir
kisminin kiltirel-turistik bir yere dénustiriil-
mesi i¢in Nemrut odakli bir model 6nerilmistir.
On asamalar1 tamamlanmis olan pek cok proje-
nin 2013’te uygulanmaya baglamasiyla NDT'de
ve Adiyaman’da yagsanacak gozle gorilur degi-
simler, programin basarisini da gosterecektir.
Béylece, biutiin zorluklara ragmen uygulamanin
basarisi, basta Adiyaman halk: olmak uzere,
Kualtar ve Turizm Bakanligi, Adiyaman Valili-
gi ve Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi'nin ortak

urini olacaktir.
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