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Summary and Conclusion

In this article two teeth discrieb, one from Levalloiso-Mousterian
age, the Upper deciduous canine belong to a 9 years old boy and the
second from the Lower Aurignacien age. The Mandibulae second mo-
lar possible belong to a woman about 40 years old. Canine compered
with Shanidar and Skhul I and Pech de I’Aze and Krapina B, a, b,
childeren. According all these comparisions understood that Canal
cave Levalloiso-Mousterian child is a Homo Sapiens Neanderthalensis
in type.

Mandibulae Molar from Lower Aurignacian period has four tu-
bercul and very much worn out and comparativly small, Occlusal sur-
face square in form, and shows plus pattern two roots more modern
should be consered to fossil Homo Sapiens Cevlikiyensis in typ. This
identification has been done according to vew discavery of Cevlik
man which is nat published vyet.

Composition

Canal Cave just the side of the Canal, runs to the Cevlik which
1§ made by the people of the Selevkeia Piereia.’

1- Canal dig out by the people of the Selevkea Piereia. Selevkeia bulded up by the generals
of the Great Alexandre. The Canal which was dig out approxametly 1 Km. long
sawed the part of the town, from the woters which run down in the valley. Senyiirek ve
Bostanci, 1958 sa. 149.
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The cave is about 300 hundered meters far from coast and appro-
ximatively 20 meters heigh of the present sea level? (Picture XI)
Canal cave is about 600 hundered meters far from theMerdivenli
(first) and pluged caves which they yielded Levalloiso-Mousterian.®
Canal cave is g km. far from Magaracik village and 8 km. far from
Samandag. Samandag is a beach town of Antakya. Cevlik is a
beach village which it has been build recently.

The stratigraphy of the Canal cave is as follows from top to bo-
tom:* Middle Aurignacian, Lower Aurignacian, Levalloiso-Mousteri-
an and Levalloiso-Mousterian with hand axe (Resim VII, VIII, IX.)
The last excavation in the Canal cave made in the summer season
of the 1969. During this excavation the Canine of the Maxillae from
the Levalloisio-Mousterian and one Lower Molar belong to the
Mandibulae from Lower Aurignacian discovered.’

All these teeth fossiliesed very well but the degree of the fosilasi-
tion of the canine from the Levalloiso-Mousterian is much better. Of
the canine on the left side of the Lingual surface is broken off one small
peace.® This part of the canine indicate that fossilosition is very good.

THE CANINE OF THE MAXILLAE
Picture I, II, III

The canine which is discovered from the Levalloiso-Mousterian
level is belong to 9 years boy and this canine is belong to the left
side of maxillae. The morphological character of the Crown of the cani-

2— Bostanci, 1968 sa. 27.
Bostanci, 1968 sa. 54-53.

3— Senyiirek-Bostanci, 1958 sa. 149.
Senyiirek-Bostanci, 1958 sa. 171.

4— Bostanci, 1968 sa. 19-49. In this article is descreb only the cultures of upper the levels

of the Canal cave. This cultur correspound the Middle East Aurigncien. Bostanci, 1963

sa. 41-76.
One of my other article complet resaults are given. The excavation which was done in

1967 yelded lower Aurignacian and undenith of this culture Levalloiso-Mousterian fol-
lows.

Bostanc: 1968 sa. 55-56.
5— The canine found undenith level of the rock and the trench of the left side of the wall

of the Canal cave yelded one shatelperon point together with molar in the lowest level.

6— The front of the Maxillae teeth it is called palatinal and front of the Mandibulae teeth
some of the'scientist called Lingual. But in the last years some of the scientist for the
Maxillae teeth called Lingual as well. For this reason I have called also Lingual for
the Maxillae teeth. Mc. Cawn and Kith, 1939 sa. 303. Senyiirek 1959 sa. 2J.
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ne as can be seen on the Shanidar fossil child is caniniform type.” The
canine pointed and side adges are sharp, as can be seen Homo Erectus
Pekinensis which is called, also caniniform.® Up to now, fossil child we
know in the Middle East one from Shanidar and one belong to the Sh-
kul cave. According to Senyiirek the canine of the Shanidar child is
more caniniform than Skhul I child’s. Among these Canal cave and
Skhul cave children Levalloiso-Mousterian and Shanidar child is
Mousterian age.” If we compared the Upper Deciduous Canine’s can
be seen that Canal child’s Canine is more caniniform type than the

Skhul I child.

If the cutting edges examined, can be seen that the Mesial cut-
ting age, compering with Distal cutting age longer and also concave
Mesial cutting age 6 mm. and the Distal cutting age 1s 4.5 milimeter.
According to Senyiirek also the Mesial age of the canine is longer than
Distal age of the Shanidar child.!" The Mesial cutting age of the upper
deciduous canine of the Shanidar child in the some way like Canal
cave’s child is slitly concave.” If we can fuly examined it is possible
to see of the upper deciduous canine on the Distal cutting edge vearing
1s more than the Lingual side but the vearing can be seen only on the
Lingual surface of the Distal edge. This sutuation is possibly connected
with the position of the Maxillae teeth, According to Senyiirek, the
characteristics explanied the upper deciduous canine is very much like
Done’s.” Indication of the Senyiirek report, Ancient people of Anatolia

/— Senylirek 1959 sa. 23. According to Senyiirek the child of Shanidar cave is 9 month and
the edge of the the upper deciduous canine’s sharp and declined as we can see in the mo-
dern man. The same characteristics can be seen also Austrolopithecus Africanus Africa-
nus.

8- Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 24.

9- Solecki, 1960 sa. 604. The child of the Shanidar cave discovered 7.8 meter undinith from
the surface. The fossil material of the child examined by Senyiirek and published in a
two article.

Senylirek 1957 a. p. 49-55. Senyiirek 1957 b. p. 111-121. Senyiirek later on published
this material as a book. Senyiirek 1959 sa. 1-174 Table XXII, Diagram 18.
10— Mc Cawn and Keith, 1939 fig 137 A. The canine of the Skhul child is not so much po-

inted. Cutting edges sligtly inclined both sides. The cutting edges of the Canine of Canal
cave and the Shanidar cave children more inclined than the Shkul child and also poin-
ted.

11— Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 24
12— Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 24
13— Jorgensen, 1956 p. 166
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Mesial adge is convex and rarely they are concave. On the Distal adge
majority of them concave and some of them straight and convex.” The
Mesial edge on the Ancient Anatolians longer than distal edge, apposite
of this is seen very rearly.”” The enamel line, of the Canal cave child’s

Upper Deciduous Canine on the Bucal and Lingual surface is concave.
The same characteristic can be seen in the Upper Deciduous Canine
of the Shanidar child.® The upper deciduous canine of the Shanidar
child has a Lingual ridge towards the tuberculum. The Lingual ridge
from the pumt towards to the middle is very obvious but down to tu-
berculum is not clear. Stuation is sligtly different on the upper deci-
duous canine of the Shanidar child. The Lingual ridge from point to-
wards to the middle it is very obvious and the end not very clear, but
on the both side there are furrows.”

The Lingual surface of the canine of the Canal child’s on the right
side there is a little Hallow but on the left side it is flat. The Hallow
on the Lingual surface of the upper deciduous canine of the Shanidar
child is more abvious and deeper.'® As can be seen not very well deve-
lope Cingulum of the Mesial side and this is not so abvious like the ca-
nine of the Shanidar’s child.’” The deciduous canine sligtly is broken
on the distal edge for this reason it is not possible to say more about it.
The Canal cave child’s Upper Deciduous Canine of the Cingulum tuber-
culum is very well developed and sligtly is concave. If the Upper Deci-
duous Canine examined can be seen that the Labial surface is concave.
The Upper Deciduous Canine of the Canal cave child if itis examined can
be seen that Labial surface is concave but the concavity is more marked
in the middle. Both side of the Labial surface there are very small hal-
lows and after the end of the hallows on the Mesial edge there is a pro-
tuberant point and on the Distal cutting edge one tuberculum is obser-

14— Senylirek, 1959 p. 24

15~ Senyiirek, 1959 p. 24

16— Senyiirek, 1959 p. 24

17— Senyiirek, 1959 p. 24. Plate IIfig. 16; Plate IIIfig. 1,3 ,5 and 6. The upper deciduous
canine’s lingual ridge of the Shanidar child is a conical position.

18— Senyiirek, 1959 Plate II fig. 16, Table 111{ig. 1, 3, 5

19—~ Senyiirek, 1959 p. 25 Table II fig. 16
According to Weidenreich, the upper permanent canine of the Pithecanthropus Peki-

nensis has a proper cingulum.
P. 28 and plate IV fig. 38-39
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ved. The protuberant point on the Distal edge more clear but it i; vorn
off. The protuberant point is not clear on the Distal side becouse this
part is broken. The Labio-Lingual edge on the Mesial side is swollow
towards the outwards. There is a distinctive edge between crown and
the root of the Upper Deciduous Canine of the Levalloiso-Mousterian
child of Canal cave. The Labial side of the root more concave and this
concavity and with a edge in both side.

The Labial edges follows a flat surface on the side and 1n the midd-
le from tuberculum to Apex there is one Straight edge. In the apex
there is a small foramen can be seen becouse of this part is broken. Apex
part is bent towards the backwards. The Upper Deciduous Canine of
the Shanidar child apical part divided Mesial and Distal parts which
1s blobate.?” The root have Mesial, Distal and Lingual edges. According
to Senyiirek in Ancient Anatolians group there is no distal edge in the
Upper Deciduous Canine.?* There is a distal edge on the lateral face of
the Upper Deciduous Caninne of the Shanidar Moustarian child.

The Lingual edge of the root of the Canal cave child upper deci-
duous canine is prominant. The Mesial and Distal edges of the root is
not so prominant but more raunded. In the root of the Canal cave Le-
valloiso-Mousterien child’s Canine have Mesial, Distal and Lingual
edges which makes more triangle form.?

In the Upper Deciduous Canine of the Ancient Anatolians Lingual

edge genarally not very protuberant there are many other variations.
The pech de L’Aze Neanderthal child as in the Shanidar Upper Deci-
duous Canine can be seen the tuberculum of the Apex is a bilobate

type.*

According to Patte, the Neanderthal child of the Pech de L’Aze
Upper Decidious Canine have Lingual, Mesial edges which is the case
also in the Shanidar Mousterian child’s Upper Deciduous Canine.?*

20~ Senyiirek, 1959 p. 25

21- Senyiirek, 1959 p, 25

22— According to Weidenreich, the root of the upper canine of the Pithecantropus Pekinen-
sis is triangle form.
Weidenreich, 1937 p. 28. Plate IV. fig. 38-39

23— Senyiirek, 1959 p. 28

24— Patte, 1957 P. 172
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According to Kramberger, the Upper Deciduous Canine of the
Krapina-Neanderthal child tubercule on the lingual edge 1s protu-
berant®”.

According Mc Cown and Keith Lingual surface of the Skhul I
Ievalloiso-Mousterian child Upper Deciduous Canine discrib as fol-
lows: The Lingual 4-tubercule forms a smooth convexity occupying half
the height of the crown. The lateral on Distal border of the crown forms
a raised raunded margin which asends from the basal tubercule. The
medial on proximal border is not sharply defined.*

According Mc Cown and Keith drawing the Upper Deciduous Ca-
nine of Skhul Ishows a insiciform tendance.”” In this case the Upper
Deciduous Canine of the Canal Cave Levalloiso-Mousterian child is
more primitive.

If we compare measurements of Skhul I, Shanidar and Canal
cave fossil childeren’s Upper Deciduous Canines, possible to see same
similarites and differances. The Canal cave child Upper Deciduous Ca-

TABLE 1

The measurements of the Upper Deciduous Canine of the Neanderthal and
Neandertoloid childeren from Middle East

Measurements Skhul I Skhul 1 Shanidar Canal cave
C left C right C left C left
Medio-Lateral 7.00 7.00 7.20 7.50
Labio-Lingual 4.90 5.70 6.90 7.00
Crown height 8.40 7.20 7.80 7.00
Root length 8.00 5.40 — 12.50
Total length 16.40 12.60 — 19.50

The measurements is taken from McCown and Keith and from Senyiirek, Canal cave from
Bostanci.

nine of the Labial-Lateral diameter is seven and half milimeter. This
measurement is closest of the Shanidar fossil child’s Upper Deciduous
Canine.”®

As we can see table I the Skhul cave childeren of Mount Carmel
the measurements of the Upper Deciduous Canine on the left and right

25— Kramberger, 1906, p. 183

26— Mc. Cawn and Keith, 1939. p. 303
27— Mec. Cawn and Keith, 1939 fig. 137 A
28— Senvyiirek, 1959 p. 144. table 7



The Measurements and endices of Upper Deciduous Canine of Neanderthal and Neandertoloid children and

Height Height
Crown Robustness Crown Length Width

The names Author Length Wdth Height Value Endices Endices | Endices
Four Neanderthal childeren from
Pech de 1.’Aze, Krapina
B, a, b, averages Senyiirek 7.88 6.83 7.30 22 .41 83.89 91.03 107.11
Five Neanderthal childeren from
Europa and from Middle East.
averages Senylirek il l 6.28 7.66 48.79 81.11 100.69 128.55

Mc Cawn

Skhul I child from Mount and
Carmel Keith 7.00 4.90 8.40 34.30 70.00 120.00 171 .42
Shanidar fossil child North Iraq | Senyiirek 7.20 9.90 7.80 49.68 95,53 108 .33 113.04
Uanal cave child Antakya Bostanci 7.50 7.00 7.00 52 .50 93.30 93,30 100.00
Ancients Anatolians, Chalcolithic,
Copper Age Senyiirek 6.67 6.13 7.00 41.43 90.90 105.24 114.28
T'hree Ancient Anatolian group
Gordion Senyiirek 6.90 5.68 7.40 40 .54 85.00 112,12 134 .54
Australia Natives Camphel 7.50 6.60 - 49.50 86.00 - -—
23 Bushmen, Hottentos and
Negro Abel 6.60 5.80 - 38.28 87.87 —- - -
Whites Black 7.00 7.00 | —- 49.00 49 .00 - -
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side even more smaller. If we compere the Labio-Lingual measure-
ments can be seen that Canal cave Levalloiso-Mousterian child’s up-
per deciduous canine greater than the upper deciduous canine of Sha-
nidar and Skhul I fossil childeren. The Labio-Lingual measurements

is closests to Shanidar Upper Deciduous Canine and differences is very
small. (Table I)

The Labio-Lingual diameter as can be seen in the table I and table
IT. is the same with whites given by Black (1892). This shows that the
width of the Upper Deciduous Canine is the same in the Canal Cave
child and the Whites.?* If we compare crown height of the Upper Ceci-
duous Canine of the fossil child can be seen that Canal cave 7.00 mm.
and Shanidar 7.80 mm. and Skhul I left 8.40 mm. and right 7.20mm.
According to this measurements, the crown height the Upper Ceciduous
Canine of Canal cave is smaller. (Table I and II1.) The crown height of
the Upper Deciduous Canine of the Canal cave the Chalcolithic and
Copper age of the ancient Anatolians averages are both the same.”

The upper deciduous canine crown height of the Pech de [’Aze
and Krapina B, a, b are the closest to Canal cave fossil child with
this caracteristic, the Upper Deciduous Canine looks like very much Ne-
anderthal and the measurements are closed to ancient Anatolians Up-

per Deciduous Canine.”* (Table 1I).

The robusteness value of the Upper Deciduous Canine of the Canal
cave Levalloiso-Mousterian child is 52.50. This index is the same with
avegares of four Neanderthal childeren Pech de L’Aze and the Krapi-
na B, a, b group. The Robustness value of this group is 52.41. Canal
cave child with the Robustness value is closed to Europien Neandert-
hals. Second closest indice found in the Shanidar child’s Upper Deci-
duous Canine, which is 49.68. The Robustness value of the Skhul I
child smaller than Canal cave Levalloiso-Mousterian and Mousterian
of Shanidar childeren.’? The robustness value of Neanderthals smaller

29— Senytirek, 1959 p. 144. table 7

30— Senyiirek, 1959 p. 144. table 7

31— For a comparison look to the table given by Senytuirek.
Senytirek 1959 p. 144. table 7
The upper deciduous canine of Shanidar child has a heiest crawn height,

39_ The robustness value of the Skhul I is small. This is the case becouse the width is small.
Mec. Cawn and Keith, 1939 p. 303 Senyiirek, 1959 p. 29
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than the Chalcolithic and Copper age of the Ancient Anatolians. The
crawn index of the Upper Deciduous Canine of the Canal cave child,
's between Europan and Shanidar childeren. The crown index of the
Upper Deciduous Canine of the Shanidar is greater than the European
Neanderthals.” The crown index of the Upper Deciduous Canine grea-
ter than the Chalcolithic and Copper age of the Ancient Anatolians
and recent childeren.**

According to Senyiirek Upper Deciduous crown index in the Anth-
ropoids, the evulotion period is increased in man.*

The Height-Length index of the Upper Deciduous Canine of the
Canal cave Levalloiso-Mousterian child’s is smaller than Shanidar and
Skhul I childeren and sligtly greater than European Neanderthal chil-
deren. The comperison of the indices show that the Height-Length in-
dices of the Canal cave nearest the European Neanderthals. The Upper
Deciduous Canine height-length indices of the Canal cave is greater than
ancient Anatolian. The Upper Deciduous height-width indices of the
Levalloiso-Mousterian child of the Canal cave closet the European
Neanderthal’s than the ancient Anatolians childeren. (Table II).

The primitive characteristic of the Upper Deciduous Canine of
Canal cave Camparabel of the European and the Middle East Nean-
derthal and the Neandertoloid groups. On the other side the type of
the canine closest to Shanidar Neanderthal child. It is possible that
the culture of the Levalloiso-Mousterian made by the Homo Sapiens
Neandertalansis in the Canal cave. No other parts of the child of Ca-
nal cave but the Upper Deciduous Canine gave me a good hint the raci-
al characteristic of this indivudual. In the same way of the Canal cave
three molar found in the Levallosio-Mousterian level of the Merdi-
venli (first) cave in the area.®

The Permanent Molars which are discovered in Merdivenl; cave
[first cave) two of them belong to Maxillae and one to Mandublae, All
this evedences show that the Homo Sapiens Neandertalansis type of
groups a long period leaved in Magaracik caves.

33— Senyiirek, 1959 p. 29 p. 144 table 7 According to Senyiirek the crown index smaller in
Shanidar child than the European Neanderthals.

34— The upper deciduous canine of Antropoid generally greater. Senyiirek, 1959 p. 29.

35— Senyiirek, 1959, p. 29-30.

36— Bostanci, 1963, p. 253.
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THE LOWER AURIGNACIEN SECOND PERMANANT
MANDIBULARAE MOLAR

Picture IV, V, V1

The second Permanent Molar of the Lower Aurignacian is belong
to mandibulae and probable it is a female’s right side molar. This Molar
has four tubercul and Occlusal sartace shows on the aut side vearing.
Senyiirek calculated the number of tuberculs of the second molar of
the Chalcolithic and the Copper age of the Ancient Anatolians.”

The second molar has four tuberculum and this is 91.7 9% among
the Chalcolithic and Copper age population of Ancient Anatolians.™
Lower second molars have rarely five and scarsly six tuberculum.” Ac-
cording to table drown by Pedersen four tubercul U. S. White childe-
ren havz g4 %, European whites 99 %, Hcllander 98 %, Géerman
90%, Australians 83%, Swisszerland 94%, French 90%, Alamannt’s
969, Hungarians 869,.” Lower molars have generally four tubercu-
lum and plas plan, this is result of evulation.*’ In the same time the
molars have changed from five into four tubercul. Four tubercul on
the molars are modern character so the Aurignacian age Lower Second
Molar does not show any primitive trace and it is similar very much like
modern Homo Sapiens teeth.* The Entoconid and Metaconid tuberculs
on the crown are abviously not so much, but others completly wear
off. The Hypoconid and Protoconids are wear off very much and the

37— Senyiirek, 1952, p. 39.

38— First lower permanent molar generally has five tubercul.

39— Reserches made up to now in ancient Anatolians Chalcolithic and Copper age popula-
tions in the lower second molars 8.23%, persantage five tuberculum and 2.35%, persan-
tage six tuberculum 1s present.

40— The measurement given above taken from Pederson (1949). This measurement used also
by Senyiirek. Senyiirek, 1952 p. 73.

41— According FRISCH Calcolations second molar 71 %, and 96 % plas plan Frisch, 1965

p. 101.

42— For the Dryopithecus plan see. Gregor, 1938 p. 33 fig. 4 For the X plan see Erdbrind
1965 p. 86-100.

The molars of the recent populations changed from Dryopithecus plus plan. According
by Frisch. Frisch, 1965 p. 101-102

Hellman menchend in his article that plus pattern is a modern character in human teeth.
Hellman 1928 p. 164-165
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result of this on the Bucal edge there is a groove and this groov 1s wide
on the Mesial edge and narrow on the Distal. If it is examine from the
occlucal surface can be seen that edges are squar ended. The second
lower molars are usually squar form. The Lower Molar edges on the
Bucal side convex, on the Lingualside partly concave. The Mesial and
Distal edges are straight. Enamel of th lower molar does not line down-
ward towards the root and Occlusal surface worn out very much, for
this reason not possible to take the exact measurements of the crown
height. Smallest crown height is 1.5mm on the Mesial side and on the
Lingual side is 4.5mm. The Molar of the Canal cave has two root and
on the back side one greatest and is flat. Some of the other known grou-
ps, the root is pramidal shape.*® The out side of the root has a groove
towards to Apex and in the root apical area is not pointed. The root
on the front side remaned small and the part of the Apex is broken.
The root of the molar’s length is 14mm. and the width is 9.5mm. The
smallest root of the molar covers greater part of the top of the root
area. The Lower Molar of the Canal cave Labio-Lingual diameteris 11
mm., and the Mesial-Distal diameter 10 mm,*

From these measurements can be seen that Occlusal surface more
orles square form. According to Dahlberg Mesio-Distal of the M, at
Jarmoitess 11.omm., Natufians 1 1.05 mm. and Chicago Whites in
men 1s 10.78 mm.* These measurements are greater than Mesio-Distal
diameter of the Canal cave Aurignacian mandibulae second molar. On
the other side according to Dahlbrg Labio-Lingual diameter of the M,
of the Jaritess 11.4 mm., Natufian’s 12 I4 mm. and in Chicago Whites
men 15 11.28 mm.* Same measurement in the lower second molar of
the Canal cave sliagtly smaller. M of the Canal cave Labio-Lingual and
Mesio-Distal diameters are smaller than Mesolithic of Natufian M me-
asurements. This indicates that lower molar of the Canal cave must be
belong to a woman. Canal cave lower molar’s characteristics show that

this individual Homo Sapiens in type.

43— Tratman, 1950 p. 299 According to Tratman the root of the second molar has primidal
form in Mongols.

44— For the measurement see Olsen, 1949 p. 32-33
45— Dahlberg, 1960 p. 245 tale 2
46— Dahlberg 1960 p. 254 table 4
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And this pruved by the Big cave fossil finding of Cevlik which
is about 300 meters far from the Canal cave. This fossil man Was
lieing down on the sand of the Big Cave of Cevlik 499 cm. under
the deposits. The Mandibulae, Maxillae, broken Femur, Tibia, Foot
hones and Vertebras and some peice of skull dig out together with
see shells in the sand. This fossii man belong Canal cave oldest
Upper Palaeolithic layer, the of Aurignacian of the Middle East
and I have called it Homo Sapiens Cevlikiyensis.



KANAL MAGARASINDA LEVALLOISO-MOUSTERIEN

SEVIYEDE KESFEDILEN BIR UST SUT CANINE iLE,
ALT AURIGNACIEN SEVIYEDE BULUNAN BIiR
MANDUBULAE MOLAR HAKKINDA INCELEME

Prof. Dr. Enver BOSTANCI

Ankara Universitesi Dil ve Tarih-Cografya Fakiiltesi
Paleoantropoloji Kiirsii Profesérii

Ozet ve Netice

Bu makalede Kanal magarasinda Levalloiso-Mousterien seviyede
bulunan bir Ust Siit Képek disi (Deciduous Canine) ile Alt Aurigna-
cien seviyede bulunan bir Alt Az Disi (Lower Molar) incelenmigtir.,
Bu diglerin miikemmel bir derecede fosillesmis olduklar: goriiliir.

Levalloiso-Mousterien seviyede bulunan képek digi 9 vyasla-
rinda muhtemelen bir erkek gocuguna aittir. Kanal magaras: Leval-
loiso-Mousterien g¢ocugunun képek disi iist ceneye (Maxillae) ve sol
tarafa aittir. Siit Kopek Digi Shanidar Mousterien ¢ocugunda oldugu
gibi caniniform tiptedir. Kesici kenarlar tetkik edilecek olursa Kanal
magarasi Levalloiso-Mousterien cocugunun canine’sinde Mesial kesici
kenar, Distal kismina nazaran hem uzundur ve hemde hafifce daha
konkav’dir. Skhul I Levalloiso-Mousterien cocugun siit kopek disi
ile Kanal magaras1 Levalloiso-Mousterien ¢ocugun Siit Kopek digi mu-
kayese edilince, Kanal magarasi gocumagunun Canine’sinin daha ipti-
dai oldugu miigahade edilmistir. Kanal magaras: fosil cocugun Ust
Siit Canine’sinin Tag yiiksekligi en fazla Fransada Pech de L’Aze
ve Krapina B,a,b ¢ocuklarin Ust Siit Canine’lerinin ortalamalarina
yakindir. Bu karakterleri ile Kanal magaras: ¢cocugunun Ust Siit Ca-
nine’si Neandertal ¢ocuklarinkine benzemektedir.

Robustenes volue tetkik edilecek olursa Kanal magaras1 Leval-
loiso-Mousterien gocugun Ust Siit Canine’sinde ki kiymet Avrupada
dort Neandertal cocugun endis ortalamas: ile hemen hemen aynudir.
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Kanal magarasi1 Ust Siit Canine de yiikseklik uzunluk endisi en fazla
Avrupa Neandertal ¢ocuklarinkine yakindir.

Keza Kanal magarasi erkek cocugun yiikseklik geniglik endisi
Avrupa cocuklarininkine yakindir. Kanal magarasi Levalloiso-Mous-
terien ¢ocugun Ust Siit Canine’si iptidai 6zellikleri ile daha gok Avrupa
ve Orta Dogu Neandertal, Neandertaloid guruplar: ile mukayese
edilebilmektedir. Kanal magarasinda Levalloiso-Mousterien kiiltiirii-

nii yapanlar Homo Sapiens Neandertalensis tipinde insanlar olduk-
larma mmanmaktayim.

Diger bir diy Kanal magarasinin Aurignacien kiiltiiriiniin alt
katinda bulunmustur. Bu dis alt ¢enenin sag tarafta, ikinci molerine
aittir. Molar’in kiiciik olmasi sebebiyle bir disi ferde ait olabilecegi
diigiiniilmektedir. Moler Occlusal yiizden ¢ok asginmigtir ve dort tii-
berkiilliidiir. Esasen biitiin modern guruplarda ikinci az1 diginin
cogunlukla dort tiiberkiilli olduklar1 bilinmektedir. Fosil Homo
sapienslerin alt ikinci molerlerinin dért tiberkiilli olmalart ve arti
planda bulunmalar1 tekamiiliin bir neticesidir. Esasen insanin
molerleri Dryapithecus plandan arti1 plana gegisi tekamiil neticesi
olarak miitelaa edilmektedir. Molerin ta¢ kisminda Entoconid ve
Metaconid tiiberkiilleri belirlidir ve digerleri ¢ok agmmistir. Moler
Occlusal yiizden dértgen bicimindedir. Kanal magaras1 Aurignacien
alt cene molerinde iki tane kok vardir. Bunlardan birisi nisbi olarak
cok kiiciiktiir. Kokte Apical bolge sivri degildir. Kanal magaras1 M2
Natufian Mezolitik insanlarin M2 Labio-Lingual, Mesio-Distal o6lgii-
lerinden de kiiciik ¢ikmasi bu ferdin belkide bir kadina ait olmas ile
izah edilebilinir. Kanal magarasi moleri Homo-Sapiens form gésteren

bir distir ve bu insanlarin Fosil Homo Sapiens tipte insanlar olduklar
anlagilmaktadar.

Kompozisyon

Kanal magarasi, Cevlik mevkiine acilan kanalin kenarimndadir.” Bu-
rasi sahile iigyiiz metre mesafede ve bugiinki deniz seiyesinden tahmi-
nen yirmi metre yiiksekte bulunuyor.? Kanal magarasi daha evvel kazi-

1 Kanal, eski Selevkeia Piereia sehri sakinleri tarafindan agilmustir. Selevkiea Biiyiik
Iskenderin generallerinden Selevkos’lar tarafindan kurulmustur. Sehrin limanini,
vadiden gelen sellerden korumak maksadi ile, acilan kanal, tahminen bir km.
metre uzunluktadir. Senyirek ve Bostanci, 1958. sa. 149.

2 Bostanci, 1968. sa. 27
Bostanci, 1967 sa. 54-55.
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lan Biiyiik magara veya Merdivenli magara (birinci magara) ile Tikali
magaraya bes yiiz metre mesafededir.’ Kanal magarast Magracik ko-
yune ii¢ km. ve Samandag’ina 8 Km. kadardur., Samandag ise Antak-
ya'min plaj sehridir. Cevlik yeni kurulmakta olan bir plaj koyiidiir.

Kanal magarasinda, yukardan agagrya dogru, Orta Aurignacien,
alt Aurignacian ve Levallaiso-Mousterien, el baltali Levalvaso-Mous-
terien, seviyelerine tesadiif edilmistir Resim VII, VIII, IX.* Kanal
magarasinda son kazi 1969 yili yaz mevsiminde yapilmigtir. Bu kaz
esnasinda LevallaisoMousterien seviyeden iist ¢ceneye ait bir canine
ile alt Aurignacien seviyeden bir alt ¢eneye ait Molar bulunmustur.®
Bu disler gayet iyi fasillesmislerdir. Yalmz Levalloiso - Mousterien se-
viyeden gikan canine daha miikemmel bir derecede fasillesmis oldugu
miisahade edilir. Canine’nin sol tarafinda Lingual tarafta bir parca
toprakla beraber ayrilmistir.® Bu kisim ic kesiminin iyi fosillesmis
oldugunu goéstermektedir. (Resim I)

UST GENE (MAXILLAE) KOPEK DISI (CANINE)
Resim I, II, III.

Levalloiso - Mousterien seviyede bulunan kopek disi (Canine)
muhtemelen g yaslarinda bir erkek ¢ocuga aittir. Képek disi (Ca-
nine) iist cene Maxillae’ya ait olup sol taraftan diigmiistiir. Canine’nin
Tag (Crown) kisminin marfolojik karekterlerine dikkat edilecek olursa,

3 Senyiirek — Bostanci, 1958 sa. 149,
Senyiirek ve Bostanci, 1958 sa. 171.

4 Bostanci, 1968 sa. 19-45, Bu makalede sadece kanal magarasimnin Ust seviyesine ait
kiiltiirler izah edilmistir. Bu kiiltiir Orta dogunun Orta Aurignacienine tekabiil etmektedir.
Bostanci 1968 sa. 41-43, Diger bir makalede de tam alman neticeler belirtilmistir. 1967
senes1 kazi neticeleri alt aurignacieninde mevcut oldugunu ortaya koydu ve bu kiiltiirii
Levalloiso-Mousterien’in takip ettigi anlasgilmistir. Bostanc: 1968 sa. 55-56.

5 Kopek disi, kaldirilan kayalarin altindaki tabakalardan cikarilmistir. Az disi
(Moler) ise liggen seklinde kesiti olan magaranin, duvar dibinde bulunan ve muntazam
bir stratigrafi veren alt Aurignacien seviyeden cikmustir.

6 Ust ceneye ait disin, én kismina Palatinal, alt ¢eneye ait dislerde 6n kismina Linual
denmektedir. Fakat son zamanlarda Ust ¢ene dislerinde de 6n kisimlarina Lingual diyen
bilginler mevcuttur. Bu sebeple bende iist dislerde 6n kismina Palatinal terimi yerine daha
pratik goriilen Lingual terimini kullandim. Mec Cawn ve Keith, 1939 sa. 303. Senyiirek,
1959 sayfa 25.
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fosil Shanidar cocugunda oldugu gibi Caniniform tiptedir.” Kopek digin
tepe kismu sivri ve yan kenarlaida keskindir. Pithecanthropus Pekinen-
sis’inde iist kopek diginin Caniniform tipte oldugu kaydediliyor.” Orta
doguda bilinen iki fasil cocugun siit diglerinden birisi Skhul I ve ikin-
cisi Shanidar kiz gocuguna aittir. Yine Senyiirek’e gore, Shanidar gocu-
gunun siit digi, Skhul ¢ocugun siit diginden daha fazla Caniniform tip-
tedir. Kanal magarasi, Skhul I Levalloiso-Mousterien ve Shanidar ¢o-
cugu Mousterien orta tag devrine aittirler.” Ayni sekilde Skhul I ¢o-
cuguna ait iist siit digi, Kanal magarasi1 Ust Canine’si ile mukayese edi-
lecek olursa, Kanal magarasi ¢ocuguna ait caninenin daha fazla cani-
niform tipte oldugu goriiliir."® Kesici kenarlar tetkik ediecek olursa,
Kanal magarasi cocugun canine’sinde Mesial kesici kenar, Distal kis-
mina nazaran hem uzundur ve hemde hafifce daha konkavdir. Mesial
kesici kenar alt1 milimetre, Distal kesici kenar ise dort buguk milimet-
redir. Ayni sekilde Senyiirek, Shanidar cocugun canine’sinde Mesial ke-
narm, Distal kenardan daha uzun oldugunu kaydetmektedir.' Keza
Senyiirek Shanidar cocugun Mesial kesici kenarin, Kanal magarasi ¢ocu-
gun képek diginde oldugu gibi hafifce konkave oldugunu kaydetmekte-
dir.’? Dikkatle tetkik edilecek olursa, Mesial kesici kenarda daha fazla
asinma goriiliir ve Distal kesici kenar digerinden farkl olarak az olmak-
la beraber, icten, Lingual satihtan aginmugtir. Bu 6zellik muhtemelen
iist dislerin durumu ile alakalidir. Senyiirek’e gére bu sayilan karakter-
leri ile Shanidar cocugun képek disi, Danes’lerinkine benzemektedir.”

7 Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 23. Senyiirek’e gore Shar idar gocugu 9 ayhiktir ve ust kopek disi
(Canine) ug kismindan itibaren keskin kenarlar meyilli bir sekilde uzanirlar ve ekseriya mo-
dern insanda da bu karakter goriilmektedir. Ayni karakter Austrolopithecus Africanus Af-
ricanus’ta da (Caniniform tipi) musahade edilmistir.

8 Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 24.

9 Solecki, 1960 sayfa. 604. Shanidar cocugu 1953 kazilarinda 7.8 metre derinde bu-
lundu. Bu cocu@a ait meteryali Senyiirek incelemis ve 1957 de iki makale halinde negret-
mistir. Senyiirek 1957 a. sayfa. 49-55; Senyiirek 1957 b. sayfa 111-121. ayrica daha etrafh
bir sekilde tetkik ederek bir kitap haline getirmistir. Senyiirek 1959. sa. 1-174. tablo. XXII,
Diagram 18.

10 Mc Cawn ve Keith, 1939 sekil 137 A. Skhul Ust Siit Canine’sinde ug o kadar sivri
degildir. Kesici kenarlar ¢ok hafif meyillidir. Buna karsilik $hanidar ¢ocugunda kanal ma-
Farasi erkek cocugunda, kesici kenarlar daha fazla meyilli olup ug kism sivridir.

11 Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 24.

12 Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 24.

13 Jorgensen, 1956 sa. 166,
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Yine Senyiirek’in kaydettigine gore, Anadolu halklarinda bir coklarin-
da Mesial kenar i¢ biikey ve nadiren dig biikeydirler. Ayni zamanda
Distal kenarda ¢ogunlukla dig biikey, bazilarinin ise diiz ve ic biikeydir,'
Anadolu halklarinda Mesial kenar, Distal kenardan daha uzundur ve
bunun aksi nadir olarak gériilmiistiir".

Kanal magarasi ¢ocugun canine’sinde enamel (mine) hatt: Bucal
ve Lingual yiizlerde dig biikeydir.

Shanidar ¢ocugun canine’sinde de ayni karakter miisahade edil-
migtir'®. Kanal magaras1 Ust Siit Canine’si iist kissmdan tuberciile dogru
uzanan bir Lingual (ridge) kenar mevcuttur. Lingual ridge uc kismin-
dan orta yere kadar belirli ve tuberkiile dogru satihla aym hizaya diiger.
Shanidar kiz cocugun Ust Siit Canine’sinde ise durum biraz farklidir.
Lingual ridge ugtan ortaya dogru ¢ok belirli ve nihayetinde belirsiz
olup, iki tarafta ¢ukurluklar meydana getirir'”. Kanal magaras: co-
cugun {ist siit canine’sinde Lingual satihta, sagda bir cukurluk gorii-
liir, solda ise satih biraz konkav’dir. Halbuki bu kistmlar Shanidar
gocugun list siit canine’sinde daha belirli ve derince ¢ukurluklar halin-
dedir’®. Kanal magarasi cocugun caninesinde Lingual satihta Mesial
kissmda hafif bir Cingulum miisahade edilirse de bu &ézellik Shanidar
gocugun ist siit canine’sinde goriildiigii gibi iyi gelismis degildir®.
Distal kenar kirik oldugu igin cingulum karekteri hakkinda fazla bir
sey soylenemez. Kanal magarasi cocugunda {ist siit canine’nin Lingual
tuberculum’u iyi gelismis bu bélge dig biikey bir durumdadar.

Kanal ¢ocugunda Ust Siit Képek disin (canine) Labial viizii tetkik
edilecek olursa konkoav oldugu gériiliir ve fakat orta kisminda kon-
kavite daha fazladir. Bu konkavite’nin iki tarafinda hafif olukcuklar

14 Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 24.

15 Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 24.

16 Senyirek, 1959 sa. 24.

17 Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 24. Plate 1I sekil 16; Plate III sekil 1,35 ve 6. Shanidar
gocugunda Ust Siit Canine’deki Lingual kenar konik bir pozisyondadir. Ucgtan kaideye dogru
siskinlik genislemekte ve tiimseklik kaideye dogru azalmaktadir. Shanidar cocugu cok daha
kiiciik yasta olmas: sebebiyle bu noktada daha degisik bir marfoloji gostermektedir,

18 Senyiirek, 1959 Tablo II sekil 16. Tablo III sekil 1,3,5.

19 Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 25. Tablo II sekil 16. Weidenreich’a gorede Pithecanthropus
Pekinensis’in daimi iist kopek disinde cingulum mevcuttur. Weidenreich, 1937 sa. 28 ve
plate IV sekil 38-39.
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miisahede edilir. Bu olukcuklarin sonunda Mesial kenarda bir cikint:
ve Distal kesici kenar iizerinde bir tiiberkiil mevcuttur. Mesial kesici
kenarin sonunda ki ¢ikinti Distal kenardakinden daha belirlidir ve fa-
kat agimmugtir. Distal kenardaki o kadar iyi belirli degildir ¢iinki bu
kistm kirilmagtir. Mesial kesici kenarin nihayet buldugu Labio-Lingual
kenar gigkin bir sekilde digariya dogru firlaktir.

Kanal magarasi Ust Siit Canine’sinde tag (Crown), kok kismi belirli
bir kenarla ayrilmaktadir. Kokiin Labial tarafi daha fazla dig biikey ve
bu concavite sagda ve solda birer kenarla nihayet bulur. Bu kenarlar-
dan sonra iki tarafta da lateral kisim da diiz birer satih vardir ve énde
Lingual tubercul’den itibaren Apex’e kadar belirli bir kenar uzanmak-
tadir. Apex’te bir kiigiik delik miisahade edilmektedir. Kenarlarda
mevcut kirilma sebebi ile Apex kisminin 6zii meydana ¢ikmig bu sebep-
le kiigiik foramen belirli bir sekilde goriilmektedir. Apex kismi geriye
dogru biikiilmiig bir durumdadir. Shanidar cocugunda Ust Siit Cani-
ne'nin Apical kismi Mesial ve Distal olmak iizere bilobate’dir®. Kok
bir Distal bir Mesial ve birde Lingual kenarlara sahiptir. Senytirek, Ana-
dolu halkinin iist siit képek diglerinin koklerinde Distal kenarin bulun-
madigim kaydetmektedir*. Halbuki Shanidar Ust Siit Képek disinde
Distal kenar lateral yiizde goériilmektedir. Kanal magarast cocugun
ust siit caninesinde kék kisminda gériilen Lingual kenar éne dogru
fazla kuvvetlidir. Mesial ve Distal kenarlar o kadar kuvvetli degil
kismen yuvarlaktir. Bu kenarlar kék kismini bir ti¢gen formda gos-

termektedir®.

Eski Anadolu halkinin Ust Siit Canine’lerinde Lingual kenar
umumiyetle zayiftir ve bir ¢ok varyasyonlar1 da mevcuttur.

Pech de I’Aze Neandertal cocugun Ust Siit Canine’si, Shanidar
¢ocugunda oldugu gibi bilobate tipte tiiberkiile sahiptir*®. Patte’nin
izahlarma gére Pech de L’Aze cocugun siit canine’sinde keza Lingual,
Mesial kenarlar mevcuttur ki bunlar Shanidar cocugunkine benzer.2*

20 Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 25.

21 Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 25.

22 Weidenreich’a gére Pithecanthropus Pekinensis’in iist kopek disinin kék kisminin
uggen bigimde oldugu kaydedilmektedir. Weidenreich, 1937 sayfa 28. plate IV
fig. 38-39.

23 Senyiirek, 1959 sayfa 28

24 Patte, 1957 sayfa 172.
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Kramberger’e gore Krapina Neandertal cocugun Ust Siit Canine’-
sinde kaide tiiberkiili ¢ikinti halindedir.*> Mc Cawn ve Keith’e gore
Skhul I ¢ocugun Ust Siit Canine’si’nin Lingual sathim soyle izah et-
mektedir. Lingual tiiberkiil hafif bir convexite gosterir. Lateral ve
Distal kenar yiikselmig bir kenar halinde tesekkiil eder.”® Mc Cawn
ve Keith’in ¢izmisolduklar: gekle gére Ust Siit Canine inciciform ten-
dansi gostermektedir.”’” Bu sebeple Kanal magras1 Ust Siit Canine’si
daha iptidai bir form goéstermektedir.

Skhul I, Shanidar ve Kanal magaras: fasil ¢ocuklarn Ust Siit-
Canin’elerinin o6lgiiler1 mukayese edilecek olursa bazi benzerliklerle,
ayriliklarin mevcut oldugu gériiliir. Kanal magarasi cocugun Ust
Siit Canine’sinin Medio-Lateral uzunlugu 7.5 mm.dir. Bu 6l¢ii en fazla
Shanidar fasil ¢gocugun Ust Siit Canine’sine yaklagmaktadir.® Tab-
lo I Mount Carmel’de Skhul magarasinda bulunan tist siit canine’nin,
sag ve sol taraftakilerde alinan olciiler daha kiiciiktiirler.

TABLO 1

Orta Dogu Neaudental ve Neandentaloid
Fosil ¢ocuklarin Ust Sit Canine olciileri

Skhul 1 Skhui 1 Shanidar Kanal Mag.
Olgiiler C. Sol C. Sag C. Sol C. Sol
Medio-lateral U 7.00 7.00 72004 7.50
Labio-Lingual G 4.90 5.70 6.90 7.00
Tacg yiikseklik s 8.40 7.20 7.80 7.00
Kok uzunlugu 8.00 5.40 e 12.50
Tam dis uzunlugu 16.40 b 128 —_ 19.50

Olciiler Mc Cown ve Keith ile Senyiirek ve Bostanci’dan mistir.

Labio-Lingual olgiilere dikkat edilecek olursa Kanal magaras:
iist sol siit canine’si, Shanidar, Skhul I fosil ¢cocuklarin ist sag ve sol
siit canine’lerinden daha biiyiik olciide oldugu goriiliir. Bu élcii, en
fazla Shanidar fasil cocugun iist siit canine’sine yaklasir ve cok az bir
fark vardir. Tablo I ve II de goriildiigii gibi diger taraftan Black’in

25 Kramberger, 1906 sa. 183.

26 Mc Cawn ve Keith, 1939 sa. 303.

27 Mc Cawn ve Keith, 1939 sekil 137 A.
28 Senytrek, 1959 sayfa 144 tablo 7.
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(1892) beyazlar icin verdigi 6l¢ii ile uygunluk gostermektedir. Yani
Kanal magarasi fasil gocugun Ust Siit Canine genisligi ile beyazlarn
ust stit canine genighigi aymidir.”

Tag yiikseklik olgiileri mukayese edilecek olursa Kanal magarasi
fasil cocugun Ust Siit Canine tag yiiksekligi 7.00 mm. ve Shanida-
rinki 7.80 mm. Skhul I inki ise sol. 8.40 mm. sag 7.20 mm.dir. Bu
olgiilere gore Kanal magaras: fasil cocugun Ust Siit Canine’si tag yiik-
sekligi daha kiigiiktiir. Tablo I ve II Diger taraftan Senyiirek’in Ana-
dolu Eski halklarindan Kalkolitik ve Bakir ¢cag1 cocuklarma ait Ust Siit
Canine ortalamalar ile aymidir.*® Kanal magaras: fasil cocugun Ust
Siit Canine’sinin Tag yiiksekligi en fazla Pech de L’Aze Krapina
B ve a,b gocuklarin Ust Siit Canine’lerinin ortalamalarina yakindir.
Bu karakterleri ile Kanal magarasi cocugunun Ust Siit Canine’si hem
Neandertal cocuklarinkine ve diger taraftan Eski Anadolu halklarinin
cocuklarin dl¢iilerine yaklagsmaktadir.®® Tablo II.

Robusteness value tetkik edilecek olursa, Kanal magarasi cocu-
gun st siit canine’sinde 52.50 kiymeti gikmigtir. Bu endis Avrupa’da
dort Neandertal ¢ocugun Pech de L’Aze de Krapina B,a,b gurubun
endis ortalamasi ile hemen hemen aymdr.

Bu gurubun Robustness volue endis ortalamasi 52.41 dir. Bu
karakteri 1le Kanal magarasi ¢ocugu Avrupa Neandertallerine yak-
lagmaktadir. Ikinci derecede en yakin kiymette olan endis, Shanidar
gocugunun Ust Siit Canine’sinde tesbit edilmistir. Bu endis 49.68 dir.
Skhul I de bulunan Robustness volue Kanal magarasi Levalloiso
Mousterien ve Shanidar Mousterian cocugunda aynmi zamanda
Avrupa Neandertal ¢ocuklarinkinden daha diigiiktiir.**> Eski Ana-
dolu halklarindan Kalkolitik ve Bakir devirlerine ait cocuklarda bu-

29 Senyurek, 1959 sayfa 144 tablo 7.

30 Senytrek 1959 sayfa 144 tablo 7.

31 Mukayese icin senyiirek’in vermis oldugu tabloya bak. Senyiirek 1959, sa. 144
tablo 7. En fazla tag yiiksekligi skhul I ¢cocugun siit iist Canine’sinde miisahade edilir. Ikinci
derecede Tag yiiksekligi biiyiik olan, Shanidar ¢ocugunun Ust Siist Caninesidir. Bu cocuk
9 aylik olmasina ragmen yiiksek bir tag¢ yiiksekligine sahiptir.

32 Skhul I de kiigiitk Robustness volue tespit edilmistir. Bunun sebebi cok dar bir
genishifin bulunmasindan ileri gelmektedir.

Mc Cawn ve Keith, 1939 sa. 303.
Senyiirek, 1959 sa. 29.
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lunan Robustness volue Neandertal ¢ocuklarinkinden diigiik kiymet-
tedir. Kanal magarasi Levollaiso-Mousterien cocugun Ust Sitt Canine
Tag endis (Crown Index) Avrupa Neandertal cocuklarininki ile Sha-
nidar gocugunun ta¢ endisi arasinda bir kiymet géstermektedir.
Shanidar ¢ocugun Ust Siit Canine Ta¢ endisi Avrupa Neandertal co-
cuklarinkinden daha biiyiiktiir.** Kanal magarast ¢ocugunun Tac
endisi, yakin g¢aglara ait insanlarin cocuklarinkinden ve Eski Ana-
dolu Kalkolitik ve Bakir cagi cocuklarmkinden daha biiyiiktiir.*
Senyiirek’e gére Antropoit’lerde goriilen kii¢iik Ust Siit Canine’nin
Tag endisi, insanda tekamiil esnasinda artmugtir, '

Kanal magaras1 Levalloiso-Mousterien cocugun Ust Siit Canine
yiikseklik uzunluk endisi, Avrupa Neandertal ¢ocuklarinkinden biraz
biiyiik, Shanidar ve Skhul I ¢cocugunkilerinden ise kiiciiktiir. Endis
mukayeselerinden de anlagilacag: iizere kanal magarasl ¢ocugunun
ytikseklik uzunluk endisi en fazla avrupa Neandertal’lerinkine yakin-
dir. D ger taraftan eski Anadolu halklarinda goriilen Ust Siit Canine
ylikseklik uzunluk endisi, Kanal magaras: cocugunkinden daha bii-
viktiir,

Kanal magarasi Levalloiso-Mousterian ¢ocugun Ust Siit Canine
yiikseklik geniglik endisi Eski Anadolu ¢ocuklarmdan ziyade Avrupa
Neandertal gurubunun ortalamalarina daha yakindir. Tablo II.
Kanal magarasi Levalloise-Mousterien cocugun Ust Siit Canine’si ipti-
dai ézellikleri ile daha ¢ok Avrupa ve Orta dogu Neandertal ve Nean-
dertaloid guruplar: ile mukayese edilmektedir, Ta¢ (Crown) kisminin
caniniform tipte olmasi ile de Shanidar Neandertal ¢ocuguna benze-
mektedir. Su halde kanal magaras: Levalloiso-Mousteriyen kiiltiirtini
muhtemelen Homo Sapiens Neandertalensis tipinde insanlar yapmug-
tir. Kanal magarasi Levalloiso-Mousterien ¢ocuguna ait bagka delil-
ler elimize ge¢gmemistir, fakat canine bize bu insanlarin irki hakkinda
bir fikir vermigtir. Bu bolgede merdivenli magarada (Birinci magara)
Levalloiso-Mousterien seviyesinde ii¢ Moler ele gecirilmistir.** Bun-

33 Senytirek, 1959 sayfa 29. sayfa 144. Tablo 7. Senytirek’e gore, Ta¢ endisi (Crawnin-
dex) Shanidar ¢ocugunda avrupa Neandentallerinkinden blyiiktiir, fakat
1statistikman 6nemli bir fark mevcut degildir.

34 Senyiirek, Ust Siit Canine’nin tag endisi Antropaitlerde ekseriya daha biiyiiktiir.
Senytirek, 1959 sa. 29,

35 Senyiirek, 1959. sa. 29, 30.

36 Bostanci, 1963. sa. 253.



KANAL MACARASINDA BULUNAN CANINE VE MOLER 31

lardan ikisi iist cene ve birisi alt ¢ene daimi molerlerine aittir. Bu
molerler Magracik Magaralarinda Levallaiso-Mausterian kiiltiirlerinin
Homo Sapiens Neandertalensis irk gurubuna dahil insanlar tarafin-
dan yapilmig oldugunu géstermektedir.

ALT AURIGNACIEN SEVIYEDE BULUNAN ALT
' CENE AZI Disi

Resim. IV, V, VI

Aurignacien seviyesinin alt katinda bulunan daimi molar alt
geneye aittir ve morfolojik yapus itibariyle ikinci molerdir. Moler
sag tarafa aittir ve muhtemelen bir digiferdin alt az1 digidir. Moler
distan aginmigtir ve dort tiiberkiilliidiir. senyiirek Anadolu Chalcoli-
thic ve Bakir devri halklarmin tag kisminda ikinci az1 diglerin haiz
olduklar1 Tiberkiil sayisini teshit etmigtir.”” Chalcolithic ve Bakir
¢agi halklarinin yiizde 91,7 sinin ikinci alt az diglerinde dért tiiberkiil
mevcuttur.” Alt ikinci molerda beg tiiberkiile nadiren, alt1 tiiberkiile
pek az rastlanir.® Pedersen’in vermis oldugu tabloya gére ikinci mo-
lerde U.S. Beyaz cocuklarinda % 94, Avrupali beyazlarda % 99,
Hollandalilarda 9/ 8, Almanlarda 70 90, Avusturyahlarda 9 83,
Isvigrelilerde %0 94, Fransizlarda 9, go, Alamanni’lerde % 96, Ma-
carlarda %, 86 nisbetinde dért tiiberkiil (cusp) bulunur.® Alt moler-
lerin dort tiiberkiillii olmalar: ve ekseriya arti1 planda bulunmalar:
tekdmiiliin bir sonucudur.* Insan molerleri Dryopithecus Y5 plan-
dan art1 plana dogru bir degigmeye maruz kalmistir.*

37 SL-n?ﬁrck, 1952. sa. 59.

38 Alt birici az1 disi cogunlukla bes tiiberkiilliidiir. Anadolu chalcolithic ve bakir
¢ag: halklarimin alt birinci molerlerinde % 97.72 nisbetinde tiiberkiil (Cusps) sayis1 besttir,
Ancak yiizde 2.27 nisbetinde birinci molerde art1 plani ve doért tiiberkiil misahade ediljr.

39 Anadolu halklarindan Kalkolitik ve bakir ¢ag1 insanlarinda alt ikinci molerde
% 8.25 nisbetinde bes tiiberkiil ve % 2.35 nisbetinde de alt1 tiiberkiil bulunmaktadir.

40 Yukarida gésterilen olciiler Pedersen (1949) tarafindan verilmistir. Senyiirek’te
ayrica tablolarda géstermistir. Bak. Senyiirek 1952. sa. 73.

41 Frisch’in kaydettigine gore ikinci molerde art: plam1 9% 71 — 9% 96 nisbetinde
bulunmaktadir. Frisch, 1965. sa. 101.

42 Dryopithcus plan icin Bak. Gregar, 1938, sa. 33 Sekil 4; X plani i¢in Bak Erdbrind
1965, Sayfa. 86 ve 100. Frisch yapmis oldugu arastirmalara gére fosil delillerle yasayan
irklara ait deliller, insanin Molerlerinde Dryopithcus plandan art: plana dogru bir degis-
menin mevcut oldugunu gormek miimkiindiir, demektedir. Frisch, 1965. sa. 101. 102 Helle
man keza molerlerde art: planin modern bjr karakter oldugunu kaydetmektedir. Hellman,
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Aynmi zamanda molerler bes tiiberkiilden, dért tiiberkiile degis-
miglerdir. Yani dort tiibekiillii olma modern bir karakter olduguna
gore, Kanal magaras1 Aurignacien’inde bulunan ikinci alt molerde
iptidai ozellikler gosterememesi tabiidir ve modern Homo Sapiens-
lerden de farksiz oldugu miigahede edilmigtir. Ta¢ kisminda Entoconid
ve Metaconid tiiberkiilleri belirlidir. Bunlarda aginma vardir, yal-
niz Metaconid, Entaconid’den daha fazla aginmigtir. Hypoconid
ve Protoconid’ler ¢ok agindiklar: igin Bucal kenarda genis bir oluk
(Groove) meydana gelmistir. Bu oluk Mesial kenarda genis ve Distal
kenarda daha dardir. Ikinci alt Molere Occlusal yiizden bakilacak
olursa dort koge oldugu goriiliir. Ekseriya ikinci alt molarler dértgen
formda bulunmaktadirlar. Alt molarin kenarlar1 Bucal tarafta
Convex ve Lingual kenarda kismen konkavdir. Mesial ve Distal
kenarlar diizdiir. Mine kok kismmma dogru uzantilar gostermez,
Occlusal satih ¢ok aginmigtir, bu yiizden tag kismu yiiksekliginden bir
hayli kaybetmistir. Mesial tarafta en kiigiik Ta¢ yiiksekligi 1.5 mm.
dir. En yiiksek Tag yiiksekligi Lingual taraftadir ve 4.5 mm. dir.

Kanal magaras: ikinci alt moleri iki kokliidiir. Arka tarafta bu-
lunan kok en biiyiik olanidir ve yassidir. Halbuki diger bilinen bazi
irk guruplarinda kok piramidal seklinde olmaktadir®, Kokiin dig
kisminda Apex’e kadar uzanan bir oluk vardir. Apical bolge sivri
degildir. Ondeki kék kiigiik kalmigtir ve Apex kismu kirilmigtir. Kok
kisminin uzunlugu 14 mm. dir. Genigligi ise 9,5 mm. dir. Kiigiik kok,
kok sahasimin doértte birinde geligmistir. Kanal magaras: alt molerin
Labio-Lingual kutru 11 mm. dir*, Mesia-Distal kuturda 10 mm. dir.
Bu dlgiilerden de anlagilacag: iizere Occlusal satih agag1 yukar: dort-
gen bigimdedir. Dahlberg M2 Mesio-Distal 6lgiiyii Jarmoites’lerde
11.0 mm, Natufian’lilarda 11.05 mm. ve Chicago Beyaz erkeklerde
10.78 mm. oldugunu kaydetmektedir.* Bu élgiiler Kanal magaras:
Aurignacian ikinci alt molerin Mesio-Distal 6lgiilerinden az farkla
buytiktiir. Diger taraftan yine Dahlberg’in kaydettigine gore M2 Jar-
moites’lerde 11.4 mm, Natufian’lar da 12.14 mm. ve Chicago Beyaz
erkeklerde ise M2 11.28 mm. dir.*

43 Tratman, 1950. sa. 299. Mongollarda ikinci Moler’in kék kismu daha ziyade Pri-
midal formda oldugu kaydedilmektedir.

44 Olgiiler icin Olsen, 1949 sa. 32-33.
45 Dahlberg, 1960 sa. 245. tablo 2.
46 Dahlberg, 1960 sa. 245. tablo 4.
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Kanal magaras1 Aurignacien alt ikinci molerinde teshit edilen
Olgii yukarda izah edilen olciilerden yine az farkla kiiciiktiir. Ka-
nal magarast M2 moler élciileri Natufian Mezolitik insanlarin M2
Labio-Lingual, Mesio-Distal Olglilerinden de kiiciik olmasi bu digin
bir kadina ai oldugu anlagilmaktadir. Kanal magaras1 M2 az1 disi-
nin biitiin karakterleri ile Homo Sapiens tipte bir Moler oldugu
meydandadir.

Gevlik diizliigiinde akan kanalin sag tarafinda biiyiik bir magara
mevcuttur. Bu magarada 14. Agustos. 1970 tarihinde geniy bir
sondaj cukuru ac¢ilmis ve 499 cm. toprak dolgusu altinda deniz ku-
muna tesadiif edilmistir. Magaranin dibi eski Dérdiincii zaman de-
nizinin plaji oldugu meydana ¢tkarilmigtir. Kumlarda bulunan in-
san 1skeletinin jeolojik yas itibariyle Wiirm I ve Wiirm II arasina
ait oldugunu tahmin etmekteyim. Homo Sapiens karakterleri gos-
teren fosil kemik kalintilari muhtemelen ¢ok yakinda bulunan Ka-
nal Magarasinda Aurignacian devrine ait kiiltiirii yapan adamdur.
Bu insa diginin modern karakterler gostermesi ve enteresan iptidai
Ozelliklerde goériilmesi sebebiyle Kanal Magarasinda bulunan alt
az1 digi tetkik edilen adamlara ait oldugu muhakkaktir ve bu fosil
Insan Alt-Ust Tag Aurignacian devrinde yasamustir, eskidir, 6zel-
likleri de mukayeseler sonunda Homo Sapiens Cevlikiyensis’e ait
oldugunu séylemek imkinimi vermektedir. Bu aragtirma yakinda
tam ve etrafh bir gekilde kiiltiirleri ile beraber nesredilecektir.
Gevlik’te bulunan Biiyiik Magara ilerde etrafli bir sekilde kazil-
dig1 zaman yeni delillerin bulunacagia kaniyim. Hali hazirda bu-
lunan insan, hayvan kemikleri ile denizde yagamig canlilara ait
kavkilar burasimin Dérdiincii Zamanda bir plaj oldugunu ortaya
koymustur. Kanal Magaras: Aurignacian adamlar1 burada otur-
mus veya sadece vaktini gegirmistir. Kanal Magarasi buraya na-
zaran takriben 14 metre daha yiiksekte ve 300 metre uzakta bu-
lunmaktadir,

Kanal Magarasinda Levalloiso-Mousterien killturiinii takibe-
den ¢ok eski bir lam Kiiltiirii mevcuttur. Bu Lam Kiiltiirii en alt
seviyesinde Audi uglar1 ve hatta Emiran ucuna benzeyen yongalar-
dan yapilmig aletlerle Chatelperron uclarin daha yukariki seviye-
lerde bulunmas: ile {yonga ve lam tradisyonunun iist seviyeye

kadar devam ettiginden bu kiiltiiriin eskiliinden giiphe edilme-
mektedir. (Resim VII, VIII, IX). Toprak kirmizi renkte demir
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oksitli olmasi ve 16s hareketlerini gostermesi, Dérdiincii Zamanin
eski depositler1 oldugu fikrini vermektedir. Esasen fosil hayvan-
lara ait kalintilarda miikemmel bir gekilde sertlesmis olmas: varilan
neticeleri teyid etmektedir.
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Resimlerin izah:

Picture I- The Upper Deciduous Canine discovered in the Levalloiso-Mousterien
level of the Canal Cave. From the Lingual aspect. |

Resim I- Kanal Magarasinda Levalliso-Mousterien seviyede bulunan, iist siit Canine,
Lingual taraftan gériilmektedir.

Picture IT- The Upper Deciduous Canine discovered in the Levalloiso-Mousterien
level of the Canal Cave. From posterior side.

Resim IT- Kanal Magarasinda Levalloiso-Mousterien seviyede bulunan, iist siit
Canine. Posterior taraftan goruniisii.

Picture III- The Upper Deciduous Canine discovered in the Levalloiso-Mousterien
level of the Canal Cave. From Mesial-Distal direction.

Resim III- Kanal Magarasinda Levalloiso-Mousterien seviyede bulunan iist siit
Canine. Mesial-Distal istikametten goriniisii.

Picture IV- The Lower Second Molar discovered in the Lower Aurignacian level
of the Canal Cave. It is seen Occlusal Surface.

Resim IV- Kanal Magarasinda alt Aurignacian seviyede bulunan Alt ¢cene ikinci
Molar. Occlusal yiizden goriiniisii.

Picture V- The Lower Second Molar discovered in the Lover Aurignacian level of
the Canal Cave. It is seen from Mesial-Distal direction.

Resim V- Kanal Magarasinda Alt Aurignacian seviyede bulunan Alt gene ikinci
Molar. Mesial-Distal istikametten gorinisii.

Picture VI- The Lower Second Molar discovered in the Lower Aurignacian level
of the Canal Cave. It is seen from Distal-Mesial direction.
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Resim VI- Kanal Magarasinda Alt Aurignacian seviyede bulunan Alt cene ikinci
Molar. Distal-Mesial istikametten goriintsii.

Picture VII- One example of a Triangle point from Lower Aurignacian level of
the Canal Cave. This level has Levalloiso-Mousterien tradition More than above levels.

Resim VII- Kanal Magarasinda Alt Aurignacian seviyede ¢ikan bir iicgen ug. Bu
seviye Levalloiso-Mousterian tradisyonludur ve bu tesir iist seviyelerdekinden fazladir.

Picture VIII- Canal Cave Aurignacian End Scrapers on blads and from a block of
flint. All of them have taken from above.

Resim VIII- Kanal Magarasinda Lam ve blok ¢akmak tasina yapilmig Aurignacian
u¢ kaziyicilari. Hepsi istten cekilmistir.

Picture IX~ The Font Yves Point and Chatelperron Points from the Aurignacian
levels of the Canal Cave. Taken from above.

Resim IX- Kanal Magarasinda Aurignacian seviyelerde bulunan Font Yves uc ve
Chatelperron uglar. Ostten cekilmistir.

Picture X~ The view of the Big Cave and the Canel bulded up Antic town Selev
keia Piereia people and the Plaj village Cevlik on the front.

Resim X- Biiylilk Magaranin ve eski bir sehir olan Selevkeia Piereia halkinin agmis
oldugu kanalin gériiniigii. Onde, sahilde plaj koyii olan Cevlik gériilmektedir.

Picture XI- The view of the Canal Cave and the Musa Mountains, have taken from
the coast of Mediterranian.

Resim XI- Akdeniz kenarindan Kanal Magaras: ile arkada Musa daglarinin gorii-
nusu.

Picture XII- The plaj village of Cevlik and behind Big Cave have taken from the
see in a boat.

Resim XII- Sahilde plaj koyii Cevlik ve arka tarafta Biiyiikk Magara gortlmektedir.
Bu resim denizde kayiktan cekilmistir.
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