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Kelimeleri Arasinda bir Iligki Var midir?
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Bilindigi Gzere, kiltirln, ona pek ¢ok acilardan
yaklasiimis olmakla, turlu tarla, yuzlerce tarifi yapiimistir.
Bunlar arasinda, "Kdltlr, insanin, kalitimla getirmeyip
dogaya yapmis oldugu bitiin katkilaridir” tarifi, hig gizli,
ortuld bir "teori” ihtiva etmiyor gérunumindedir.
"UNESCO", kulturi, "Bir insan grubunun kendi tarihi
hakkindaki bilinci" olarak tarif etmektedir. Hal kiltlri
de bu tarifler icerisinden algilanabilir.

Yine bilinmektedir ki, "kultlr"in manasini anlamak
lUzere, bir takim kultur teorileri gelistirilmis, kiltire dair
varsayimlar yapilmis, calisma hipotezleri ortaya
konmustur; kiltirda agiklama modelleri olusturulmustur;

"Irk¢t model", "evrimci model",

morfolojik model”, "rahi
antropolojik model”, "Panbabilonist model”, "fizyolojik
model" gibi. Bunlara ek olarak "diffiizyonist model",

"paralelci model", "dairesel model”, "spiral model™ gibi.
Bu modelleri, bize, Landsberger gdstermistir.x

"Irk¢i model“e gore, soyle bir bedende sdyle bir ruh
bulunur; o ruh, sunlan sunlari yapar. "Evrimci model”in
iki tird bulunmaktadir; birisi Hegel'e, 6tekisi Darvvin'e
dayanir. Hegel'e dayali "evrimci model*“e gore, insanin
tarihi, ya "Geist"In -ki, biz, ona, tin veya tin diyoruz ve
onunla da akilli ve canli bir ilkeyi anliyoruz-, ya da
"Madde"nin, "diyalektik terakki (progres) yasasi“na
uygun bigimde, tez-antitez-sentez'den ibaret (iclti adimlar
atmasiyla olusur. Veya, toplum, Auguste Compte'un
gelistirmis oldugu modele gore, "teolojik-metafizik-pozitifl
zihniyetlerden gecer. Darvvin'e dayanarak gelistirilen
evrimci modele goére, insanin tarihi, organik dinya
tarihinin bir uzantisidir. Daha dogrusu, onun evriminin
yuksek bir derecesidir. Bu modele gére, insan tarihinin
Iktltar olaylari, bilim ve teknigi 6lcek olarak kullanarak,

bir "reconstruction™ (yeniden yapilanma) semasina gore
dizilirler. Bu diziliste, ilkel ve geri denen toplumlar en
alta, ileri denenler, en Uste konur. Morfolojik modele ise,
boyle bir "reconstruction™ semasinin, ¢cémlekgi carki,
bakir Gretimi, alasim teknigi, altin para tedavili, theoria
dustincesi gibi bir takim kultar "inkilab"larini
aciklayamadigi kanisindan yola ¢ikilir. Bu modele gore,
her bir kultard dogup, gelisip, 6len bir bagimsiz canli
yap! gibi alip, onun morfolojisini, yani, dis seklini
incelemelidir. Landsberger'in "rlih1 antropoloji" dedigi
striktiralist modelle, kiltdrlerin bu tir distan
incelenmesine karsi ¢ikilir. Bu modele goére, kilturlerin
bunyeleri, i¢ yapilari, striktirleri, yizeyden degil,
diyalektik bir tartisma ile, derinden giderek ortaya konur.
Clnkd, dis yapiy! i¢ yapi diizenler. Kultirdeki distince
ile kiiltirdeki dis yapi1 bu suretle birbirlerinden ayrilir.
incelenen her bir kiiltiir parcasi, biitiine varmak igin
kullanihr. Oyle ki, kiiltiirler, birbirlerine benzerler. insan,
kendi kultiriint incelerken, baskasinin kiltirini
inceliyormus duygusunu tasirsa, kilturler arasinda,
belgelendirilmemis olan bir takim akrabahklar kurmaktan
vazgecerek, ancak, diinya kulturtine ulasabilir. Bu ulasimi
gercgeklestirmek icin, pek ¢ok belge incelemek, alani,
isin uzmanlarina birakmak gerekir. Arastiriciy! i¢ yaplya
goéturen olay, dilidir. Yani, bir kultiirtin i¢ yapisini anlamak
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1 Landsberger, "On Asya Kadim Tarihinin Esas Meseleleri",
Il. TT Kongresi Zabitlari, 1937. Bu ayni metin ikinci kez
yayinlanmisir. Bkz., Kemal Balkan, "Eski Onasyada Kut (veya
Gut) Halkinin Dili ile Eski Tirkge Arasindaki Benzerlik",
Erdem, 6,17 Mayis 1990,1992, s.362.
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As is known, culture has been defined in numerous
wayE as it has been approached different angels. Among
therji, there is the definition of culture as "culture is the
contribution of human beings to the nature not brought
by hs inheritance" seems not to include an explicit "theory".
UNESCO described culture as "the consciousness of a
grodp of people of its own history". Carpet culture also
falls under these definitions.

Again it is well-known that to comprehend the meaning
of "culture”, a number of cultural theories have been
developed and some assumptions on culture and research
hypotheses have been developed, models such as the
"racist model", "evolutionary model", "morphological model",
"psychological antrophological model”, "panbabilonist
model" and "physiological model" have been developed to
define what culture is. In addition to them, other models
are "diffusionist model", "parallel model", “circular model",
and "spiral model". These models have been shown by
Landsbergerl.

According to the "racist model", such a soul exists in
such a body; this soul does this and that. The "Evolutionary
model" has two types: one based on Hegel, the other on
Darwin. The evolutionary model based on Hegel suggests
that the history of man includes Geist or Material, their
dialectical progress, and ultimately three steps, thesis-
antithesis-synthesis, in accordance with the "dialectic
progress law". Or, according to the model developed by
Auguste Comte, society passes through theological,
metaphysical and positive phases. According to the other
evolutionary model based on Darwin, the history of man
is an extension of the history of the organic world. In other

words, it is a high level of its evolution. Due to this
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assumption, cultural events of man's history are ranked
based on a reconstruction scheme using science and
technology as a scale. In this order, the societies called
primitive are placed at the bottom, others called developed
at the top. The morphological model begins with the fact
that a reconstruction schema can not explain such cultural
revolutions as potter's wheels, production of coppers,
alloy techniques, gold money and the idea of theoria.
According to this model, each culture should be regarded
as an independent living body and its morphology or
outside scope should be studied. The Structuralist model
called by Landsberger a psycho-anthropological model
rejects such external analysis of cultures. According to
this model, internal structures of cultures are analysed
profoundly with dialectical discussions rather than surface
analyses, because it is the internal structure that organises
the outside structure. Thus, views and external structures
in culture are separated. Each cultural part analysed is
used to achieve the whole. Cultures are similar to one
another. If one, while analysing his own culture, feels that
he is analysing another culture he may reach a world
culture and renouncing the establishment of some non-
documented relationship between cultures. In order to
achieve this, it is necessary to review hundreds of
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1 Landsberger, "On Asya Kadim Tarihinin Esas Meseleleri", Il.
TT Proceedings. 1937. The text is published for the second
time. See, Kemal Balkan, "Eski On Asya'da Kut (veya Gut)
Halkinin Dili ile Eski Turkce Arasindaki Benzerlik”, Erdem, 6,
17 May 1990, 1992, p. 362.
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icin, yol, o kilturde kullanilan dili anlama yoludur. Bu
incelemeyi gerceklestirmek igin, o dilin o kultir ile
zamandas olmasi da sart degildir, t¢ yapi, bazen, yazi
gibi manevi bir etmenle degisebilir; bazen de din gibi
manevi bir etmenle degismeyebilir. Panbabilonist denen
modele gore ise, ele alinan kdltir, ilkin ana 6gelerine
ayrilir; sonra, her bir 6ge, Babil kiltiiriine indirgenir. Bu
sirada, belge zincirleri olusturulurken, "interpolation”,

"restitution”, "reconsruction” gibi, doldurma, onarma
ve tekrar yapilanma gibi islemlere bas vurulur. Hrozny,
bu model yoluyla, Girit ile Prevedik kulturiinde
okunmamis yazilari okuyabilmistir; ama, o, aciklama
modelini veya varsayimlari, hemence, gercek yerine
almamaya da dikkat etmistir. "Dairesel (cycloide)" model,
evrende, gok cisimlerinin, "devre"lerine dayanir.
"Devre"ler, sonsuz olarak tekerriir edecegi icin, kilturler
de, tarih de, tekerriirden ibarettir. *

Hah kultard hakkinda, bu modellerden hangisi bir
¢alisma hipotezi olarak kullanilmis olursa olsun,
kiltirlerin karsilasmis, etkilesmis ve birbirlerinin
icerisine artiklar (survivance) birakmis olduklari vakiasi,
esas olarak, gozlerden uzak tutulmamahdir. Hali kaltari
icin de durum ayni olsa gerektir. Bunu bize, asil, sanat
tarihgileri somut 6rnekleriyle gdsterebilecek
durumdadirlar. Eger, belli ve ¢ok spesifik acilara
yerlesmeksizin ve kiltiri medeniyetten ayirmadan
bakacak olursak, énimize, hemen, kultirin ve
medeniyetin, ilkin, nerede ortaya ¢ikmis oldugu sorusu
dikilir. Landsberger bu konuyu da islemistir. '
Landsberger, bu incelemesinde4, "Proto-Firat" adini
vermis oldugu, Mezopotamya'da Sumerlilerden dnceki
kiltirde, bir mesleki siniflasma vakiasi oldugunu ortaya
koymustur: "...meslek isimlerinin daha Proto-Firatlilar
zamanindan kalma oldugunu isbat edebiliriz. Oyle ki en
eski vesikalar ortaya ¢iktigi zaman, bu mesleklere tekabdil
eden yazi isaretlerini okuyabiliyoruz. Misir ile burada
bir mukayese yapmadan sunu sdyleyebiliriz ki, ylksek
teskilatli sehir de, bu sahada mesleki siniflasmanin bir
sahididir. ikinci kiltir devrinin sonundan itibaren, belki
de daha eski zamanlara irca edilen "ciftci=engar",
"bah¢ivan=nukarib", (muhtelif nevi) coban=sipad, kabar,
nagad, udul", "balikgi=suhadak™ ve bunlardan baska,

"as¢i=nuhadim",

demirci=simug", "marangoz=nangar",
"cilingir=tibira", "berber=kinda", "¢amasirci=aslak",
5.436,

1shar=Weber), "sara¢ ve kunduraci=askap", "kamis

"dokumaci=ispar" (Almanca metinde,

orici=addup",
gibi meslek erbabi da gdrilur. Sayilan bitin bu meslek

canak ¢dmlekci=pahar", "duvarci=sidim"

isimleri "Proto-Firatcadir". Butiin bu kelimeler, Babil
kaltirinin sonuna kadar yasamistir. Hatta, bunlardan,
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meseld, naggar, nacar gibi kelimeler, bircok yabanci
dillere gegmistir. Sumerliler, bu meslek kadrosuna daha
bir cok meslekleri eklemislerdir.5 Bu meslek adlarinin
bazilari, bugiin hala Turkcede yasamaktadir (altin ve
gumus isleyicisi=ku-dim™ kuyumcu gibi). Veya
Misirlilarinkine benzer durumdadir [mesahaci=se-gid,
(ip gerici) gibi].6
Elimizde, bugiin, bir de Nigde-Bor y&resinde

ip ceken. Tipki "harpedonapt”

kullaniimakta olan halicilikla ilgili terimler bulunmaktadir.
"Istar dokumak-hali dokumak", "istar agaci=hali tezgahi",

"Istar taragi=tarak", "istar bicagi",
n

(yatay iplik), "gecgi" gibi.'
Bunlar icerisindeki "istar" yukarida gecgen, Proto-

Istar ipi", "direzi",

Firatca, "dokumaci=ispar" veya "isbar" ile ilgili olabilir
mi?

Yine, Patristik Devir filozoflarindan Clemens'in
(M.S.1Lyy.) Halilar-Stromateis veya Stromates adim vermis
oldugu felsefi eserinin™ bu baslijinda gecen isim ile, acaba,
"Ispar" veya "istar" kelimesi arasinda filolojik bir iliski var
midir? E@er, varsa, dil, kiltlr( tasiyan en énemli vasita
oldugu igin, acaba yeni bir kiltir karsilasmasi misali
onunde mi bulunmaktayiz?

2 Mibahat Turker-Kuyel, "Edebiyatimizda Sumerli Kultir
izleri Var midir?", Erdem, 6, 17 Mayis 1990,1992, s. 362.

3 Landsberger, "Mezopotamya'da Medeniyetin Dogusu”, Dil
ve Tarih-Cografya Fakiiltesi Dergisi, cilt 2, sayi 3,1944, Mart-
Nisan, 419-429. Almancasi: "Die Anfangefder Zivilisation
in Mezopotamian (Zuzammeniassung)" , ayni yer, s.431-
437.

4 A.g.e, s. 426. Almancasl, s.436.
5 Ag.e, s. 426.

6 A.g.e., ve, Bkz., Aydin Sayili, Misirlilarda ve
Mezopotamyalilarda Matematik, Astronomi ve Tip, Ankara
1966, TTK, s. 63 ve arkada resim levha:VII.

7 Buterimler, Tip Tarihgisi, Dekan (Cukurova Universitesi),
Sayin Profesér Dr. ilter Uzel tarafindan merhum annesi,
hah dokuyabilen, Ayse Uzel (1921-1991) 'den naklen
derlenmistir. Kendisine burada tesekkurlerimi sunarim.

8 F.Ueberweg, Grundriss der Geschichte der Philosophie,
Hrsg.von Bernhard Geyer, Benno Shwabe Verlag, Basel,
1951 (1927), s.62-66; Etienne Gilson, La Philosophie Au
Moyen Age, Payot, Paris 1944.
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documents and to leave the field to experts. What leads
the researcher to the internal structure is the language of
its culture. Thus to comprehend the internal structure of
a culture, the understanding of its culture must be used.
It is not necessary for the language to be within the same
period with the culture. Sometimes internal structure can
change with a moral factor as writing or sometimes it is
not changed with a moral factor as religion. According to
the panbabilonist model, culture focused is firstly divided
into main elements; then each element is reduced into
Babil culture. While establishing document chains, such
methods as interpolation, restitution and reconstruction
are employed. Hrozny, via this model, could read the
unread writings of Girit and Prevedik cultures but he paid
attention not to consider the explanation model or
hypothesis as reality. The circular (cycloid) model is based
on the circles of sky objects in the universe. As circles
will be repeated endlessly, accordingly cultures and history
will also occur endlessly2.

Regardless of which model described above is used
as a research hypothesis on carpet culture, the fact that
cultures met, influenced one another and left traces of
these influences must be taken into consideration. The
same thing also applies to art culture. Infact, art historians
could show this with concrete examples. If we deal with
culture without separating civilisation and without
considering specific aspects, the question "where did
culture and civilisation occur for the first time?" appears.
Lansberger also dealt with this question3. In his
investigation4, Landsberger reveals that there is an
occupational classification in the Mesopotamian culture
before Sumers, what he calls 'Proto-Eupharetst " ... we
could prove that job titles come from Proto-Euphrates.
Looking at the oldest documents of that time, we can
easily read the signs corresponding to these jobs. Without
comparing with Egypt we could state that the cities with
a high level of organisation are also witnesses of
occupational classification. Since after the second cultural
revolution, the following job titles, performed since the
ancient times, have been seen: ‘farmer=engar’,
‘gardener=nukarib’, 'shepherd=sipad, kabar, nagad, udul',
fisherman=suhadak’, ‘cook=nuhadim’, blacksmith=smig’,
‘carpenter=nangar’, Tocksmith=tibira', ‘barber=kinda’,
laundryman=aslak’, ‘weaver=ispar' (in German text, p.
436, Ishar=Weber), 'saddler or shoemaker=askap', reed
weaver=addup', 'potter=pahar’, 'bricklayer=sidim'. Al
these occupational titles are in Proto-Euphrates”. All these
words existed until the end of Babil culture. Even some
words such as naggar and nacar were borrowed by other
languages. Sumerians added some others to these

as imHi

occupational titles5. Some of these job titles are still used
in Turkish (kudim=kuyumcu=jeweller) or in a situation
similar to those of Egyptians (mesahaci (land surveyor)=se-
gid, ip ceken; as in 'harpedonapt)6.

We have some other terms on carpet-weaving used in
the Nigde-Bor region such as "istar dokumak=hali dokumak"
(weaving carpet), "istar agaci=hali tezgahi” (loom), "“istar
taragi=tarak" (hackle), "istar bicag" (knife), “istar ipi* (carpet
fibre), "direzi (horizontal fibre), and "gecgi"7.

Can the word 'istar' be related with 'weaver=ispar' or
with ‘isbar' in Proto-Euphrates?

Again can the words of the title of a philosophical
book8 by Clemens (A.D Il c.c), a Patristic Age philosopher,
‘Carpets=Stromateis' or 'Stromates' be related with ‘ispar'
or 'istar? If related, as language is the most important
means of expressing culture, are we face to face with a
new cultural connection? «»

2 Tirker-Kiiyel, Mibahat. "Edebiyatimizda Stumerli Kltiir izleri
Var Midir?”, Erdem, 6, 17 May 1990, 1992, p.362.

3 Lansberger. "Mezopotamya’da Medeniyetin Dogusu”, Dil ve
Tarih-Cografya Faculty Journal, vol.2, no.3, 1944, March-
April, pp. 419429. In German, "Die Anfangef der Zivilisation

in Mezopotomian (Zuzammeniassung), pp.431-437.
4 1lbid., p. 426 German p. 436.
5 Ibid., p. 426.

6 Ibid., Also see Aydin Sayili, Misirlilarda ve Mezopotamyalilarda
Matematik, Astronomi ve Tip, Ankara 1966, TTK, p.63 and
the picture VIL.

7 These terms were directly gathered by Dean Prof, liter Uzel's
mother, Ayse Uzel (1921-1991) who could weave carpets.

I am very grateful for this contribution.

8 F.Ueberweg, Grundriss der Geschichte der Philosophie,
Hrsg. Von Bernhard Geyer, Benno Shwabe Vertag, Basel,
1951 (1927), pp. 62-66, Etienne Gilson, La Philosophie Au
Moyen Age, Payot, Paris, 1944.



