At the Tubingen debate, Professor Kolb insisted over and
againthat the“ excavationsat Troy must be seen assomething
separateand distinct fromthelliad. . . . Identifying Troy with
Wilusa is mere hypothesis. . .. One must avoid imagining
that the settlement had something to do with the Iliad.” But
why should one avoid imagining that? Because, perhaps, one
actually finds so much evidence to suggest it? Might this be
why Professor Kolb has turned down Professor Korfmann's
several invitations to visit the excavation site, and see things
with hisown eyes?

Kolb accused K orfmann of wanting, from thevery outset,
to excavate the “glorious Troy,” exactly as Heinrich Schlie-
mann wanted to do in the 19th Century, when he followed
Homer’s guide and found this buried city for the first time.
Professor Kolb does not want to find any “glorious Troy.”

The Troy controversy of 2001 has been making such
wavesintheinternational scientificcommunity, that adelega-
tion of British scientists, led by the grand old man of Hittite
studies, John David Hawkins, travelled to Tubingen for the
symposium. Korfmann's achievements, they said, were out-
standing; he and his team had “set an example” for other
archaeologists. They expressed their hope that “the conflict”
not have an adverse effect on Korfmann’swork.

And when, during the final debate, Korfmann affirmed
that he would definitely continue excavating at Troy, his an-
nouncement was greeted with resounding applause from the
entire hall.

Corrections to
‘Of Homer’s Troy’

Therewereanumber of errorsin our previouscoverage
of the new discoveriesat Troy (“Of Homer’s Troy, and
the Careerist Scholars' Wrath,” EIR, Feb. 8, 2002).

» The dimensions of the “lower city” at Troy, un-
earthed during the 1990s, are larger than we reported:
this surrounding city covers not 180,000, but 250,000
sguare meters.

» The defensive trench surounding the city was at
one point misidentified as a “fortified grave’; it is, as
identified elsewhere throughout the article, afortified
trench or moat.

» Thedepositstested at the site of the ancient sub-
terranean well and water system were deposits of cal-
cium, not iron.

» Thesignet seal (shown again here) found at Troy
is made of bronze, not clay.

Weregret these errors.

—Paul Gallagher
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Interview: Dr. Manfred Korfmann

With New Methods, Troy
Is Being Taught To Speak

Manfred Korfmann (born 1942) is Professor of Archaeology
at the University of Tubingen, Germany. Snce 1972 he has
carried out fieldworkin Turkey and, since 1975, intheregion
of Troy. During 1982-87, he headed the excavationsin Besi k-
Yassitepe, the so-called “ port of Troy.” In 1988 he was of-
fered the opportunity to reopen the excavationsin Troy—the
last werein 1938. Sncethen, aninternational teamof around
75 scientists from several countries has been working there
under his direction. Two years ago, he was invited to direct
the excavations in Udabno, Georgia, together with a Geor-
gian colleague.

Professor Korfmann is the publisher of the yearbook
Studia Troica, and has produced films and published guides
and mapsrelated to thesetopics. Heistheauthor of five books
and some 130 publications.

Dr. Korfmann is the scientific director of the extraordi-
narily successful exhibition* Troy: Dreamand Reality,” cur-
rently in Berlin's Saatsmuseum, which has drawn hundreds
of thousands of visitors and the attention of all Germany (see
EIR, Feb. 8, 2002). He was interviewed by Andrea Andromi-
das on Aug. 24, 2001, at Troy. The interview was first pub-
lished in the Schiller Ingtitute’ s German magazine, 1 bykus.

Q: You have been excavating at Troy since 1988. Has your
image of Homer undergone atransformation since then?
Korfmann: | did not begin working here with Homer in
mind. Even now | have avery limited view of Homer, as| am
no Homer expert. Whenever | come up agai nst something that
has to do with Homer, | turn to a Homer specialist, which
may, oddly enough, be an advantage. Interestingly though, |
believe the image of Homer has undergone a transformation
inthisfield of specialized study duein part to thearchaeol ogy.
That being said, | would stressthat distinctions have got to be
drawn, that Classical philology and archaeol ogy aretwo quite
different fields of study. We are excavating here using the
methods of prehistoric archaeol ogy, which means, we are not
interpreting our discoveries by way of Homer.

Homer, assuming he was indeed a historical individual,
must be understood as awitnessto hisown epoch. Thethings
hereportson, for hisepoch (around 720 B.C.), should, on the
whole, tally with what we find at the site here—to the extent
that Troy is, indeed, Ilion. Theleading expertsinHittitecivili-
zation now say that (W)ilios-llios is one and the same as
Wilusa, and thus held anotable placein the political configu-
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ration. The Greater Hittite Kingdom would undoubtedly not
have entered into atreaty with some Lilliputian hamlet. And
that Troy was a sizabl e settlement—uwell, that is plain to any
visitor today who takesalook at thecitadel. If wetake Homer
asawitnessto his epoch serioudly, and if we understand that
in the same manner as we understand Edgar Wallace using
London as the background to his murder mysteries, or as
Agatha Christie using relevant archaeological sites in her
Murder in Mesopotamia, then one gets an idea of how one
should be reading Homer.

Actualy, these questions about Homer arose rather late
inour excavations. Asprehistorians, weconcentrate, and have
always concentrated, on the chronological aspectsof thesite.
The same chronology established for Troy has, over the past
50 years, been the basisfor understanding the archaeol ogical
cultures of Europe. Unlike the written, calendrical systems
existing for areas such as Mesopotamia-Syria-Egypt, such
absolute data have not been recovered in Europe, which is
why finds from Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, or Austria have been
analyzed by applying the“ Troy chronology.” Thus, the early
Neolithic Bandkeramik (linear band pottery) in Germany was,
up until the 1950s and ' 60s, dated by reference to Troy. The
different layers of Troy were, depending on the scientific
work, so variously interpreted, that applying the methods of
prehistoric archaeology could be seen as leading to a failed
system of analysis. Thus, for example, the famous finds of
treasure hoard, which point to a number of cultural factors
foreignto Troy of the Third Millennium B.C.—between 2700
and 1800 B.C.—have been dated every which way. Accord-
ingly, a prehistorian specializing in western Anatolia must
consider the problems of chronology as amajor concern. By
applying new methods, Troy should be taught to speak. That
was my objectivefor Troy.

Since 1950, thanks to the radiocarbon-dating method, it
has become technically possible to begin dating Troy’s suc-
ceeding stratavery precisely.

Before working at Troy, | carried out excavations on a
settlement mound dating from the Third Millennium B.C., at
Demircihiytk (near Eskisehir in Turkey), where | examined
certain cultural contexts. After five years of excavation, and
afurther fiveyearsof publishingtheresults, thequestion arose
as to where to go next with the acquired knowledge and an
experienced excavational team. We opted for taking on the
city’s outskirts, and via that roundabout way, to learn more
about neighboring Troy. That iswhat we attempted, through
seven years of excavation very near to Troy. There, at Besik-
Tepe, an ancient settlement mound from the Third Millen-
nium B.C., our objectivewasto examine and to date precisely
the early Bronze Age at Troy I. One of the foremost experts
in Anatolian archaeol ogy inthe United States, Professor Mel-
link, invited me at this time (1984) to a conference on Troy,
held at Bryn Mawr University. There, wewere encouraged to
re-open the excavations at Troy itself.

Until then, | had not considered excavating at Troy proper.
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Astheexcavationsat Besik-Tepedrewtoaclose, clear signals
were coming from Turkish archaeological circles: “Dr.
Korfmann, you should go ahead and dig at Troy.” Once one
has got that sort of encouragement to try one’ shand at Troy,
not from international researchers alone, but from Turkish
scientists as well, and when one has got an excavating team
and workers—some of whom are still with us today—avail-
able, then one could hardly say no to such an offer.

In addition, a sponsor turned up, namely, Daimler-
Chrydler AG, which has been covering around 20% of the
annual budget sincethen, and so | told myself: “I’ll try it!” At
present, we are aso financed by the German Society for the
Advancement of Science, whichinvolvesan annual scientific
review of our work. For years, we had an international scien-
tific board, known asthe Hisarlik Conference, that evaluated
our work each year. That is something | had personally
wanted. The Hisarlik Conference met up until two or three
yearsago. The excavationshaving tapered off, such meetings
have lost their original importance, which iswhy we stopped
continuing the practice.

One aspect of the short history of our excavationsis that
near Besik-Bay, we came across a cemetery dating roughly
to 1300 B.C. We had, in actual fact, been looking for the
cemetery for the Third Millennium B.C. settlement at Besik-
Tepe. A cemetery without a settlement? Not only did wefail
to find a contemporaneous settlement, but the burial customs
we encountered proved to differ greatly. Clearly, this could
not havebeenthe” Trojan Cemetery,” sincethe Trojanswould
most certainly not have buried their dead 8 kilometers away,
on the coast. Could it have been the cemetery for a port that
was inhabited only at certain times of the year? For a small
settlement, though, thegraves, going by thegravegoods, were
especially ornate: gold, cornaline, and heavy bronze anklets.
The fact, moreover, that the dead were cremated, raised fur-
ther questions. Homer describes, in the lliad, burial customs
which can be compared to those of his own time from the
Eighth Century B.C. The fact that we came upon the self-
same burial customsfor the Thirteenth Century B.C. brought
our attention to Homer.

These issues were not of pressing interest to us when
we began excavating at Troy in 1988. Chronologically and
technically speaking, we initiated our excavations from
within, then extending outwards. We began with Schlie-
mann’ s excavations at the citadel, that is, at Troy |, and then
followed a course to Troy I1/I11 of the Great Megara. Pres-
ently, we have been concentrating our work outside the cita-
del, with finds being uncovered from the Second Millennium
B.C. and from later periods. At the outset of the excavations,
wenot only maintained interest ininvestigating theimportant
chronological questions, butinlooking for evidenceof Troy’s
lower settlements.

The search for the lower settlement was initiated during
the 1988 excavation season. Although the character of the
finds uncovered is not always equally transparent, their rele-
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Manfred Korfmann, professor of archaeol ogy of the University of
Tubingen, and chief of the excavating team of archaeologists and
other expertsat ancient Troy (modern Hisarlik, Turkey) since
1988.

vance can not be equally dismissed. Now, | will come spe-
cifically to your question. Asthetrench bordering the Bronze
Age lower settlement was uncovered, the most convenient
source of information available for understanding such a
trench turned out to be Homer. Indeed, Homer has described
such a trench for the naval encampment of the attacking
Achaeans. Homer himself reckoned that people would at
some point desire to see this trench, and wrote that it would
never be found, because Poseidon had washed it away to sea.
| could not help but be moved by the fact that Homer has
proven to be our best contemporary source of information.

Q: Why did the academic debate then spark exactly from
this point?

Korfmann: None of the people, who have become now so
upset, has ever published anything of significance on Homer,
on ancient Anatolian languages, or even on the archaeol ogy
of theBronze Age. Noneof thecriticsisapracticing archaeol -
ogist, in other words, not one has actually excavated a site.
We all have our own individual image of Troy. For my part,
| can attest to working in this region, at this particular place,
for thepast 21 years. Along withthis, | bring daily discussions
with countlessscientistsandinformed visitors. Wearchaeol o-
gistsmust argue on the basis of what we have uncovered. But
that doesnot prevent usfrom giving somethought to theissue

EIR March 29, 2002

of how things might have looked. It is just as legitimate as
doing so with respect to the theories one may draw from
excavations pertaining to the Neanderthals, Neolithic or
Bronze Agein Europe, but nobody thinks about criticizing it
there. Whereas, the instant we attempt to interpret the finds
from Troy, our work is suddenly cast in doubt, because what
we say does not mesh with the image others may have of
Troy. At this point, various scientific disciplines converge.

Q: Criticism has focused over and over again on the doubt
surrounding the historical and geographical importance that
Troy may have had, and more especially, the role attributed
to Troy in Homer’ s verse. What would you say with respect
to the latest research on Homer?

Korfmann: Research on Homer has gone ahead at such a
clipthatitwill, very shortly, be possibleto present the histori-
cal core of the lliad—however one might choose to define
that. Inthe meantime, it hasbecome accepted practice among
scientists to speak not only of the Eighth Century, but of the
Twelfth and Thirteenth Centuries as well. As an archaeolo-
gist, | takeit asachallengeto at |east think about these precise
issues. We are not |ooking, though, for asingle Trojan War,
assuch, but haverather worked with theassumption that there
have been many wars over this exact area. Simply on the
basis of the topography alone, taking into account the site’s
particular position in the landscape and the fact that winds
aways blow from the north, it is fairly clear that it could
not have been a place of dight importance. To the north of
Mycenae and Tiryns, there is no comparable site of thissize.
When one considers Mycenae apart from its famous grave
goods, there is no other place so large, so well-equipped,
and in any way comparable to Troy. The grave goods gave
Mycenae its reputation as the Golden Mycenae, and led toits
being attributed so major arolein history.

Q: In1997, inthe Festschrift honoring Wolfgang Rallig, you
proposed to correct theway peopl e have been presenting Troy
to date. Could you comment on this?

Korfmann: My own view isthat we have got to take Homer
more serioudly, in terms of his epoch, the Eighth Century.
Before we began to excavate, the general opinion was that
archaeol ogical findshad served only to demonstratethat there
was no historical background to the Iliad worth discussing.
In particular, the Hachmann Study, in 1964, put forward a
wide range of arguments to that effect. And to be fair, at the
time, one could do so. Nevertheless, our own work here has
put each and every one of those arguments to the test. | pre-
sented the new conclusionsin detail in an article for the Fest-
schrift honoring Wolfgang Rollig in 1997. In the Sudia
Troica 2,in1992, | demonstrated that therewasal ower settle-
ment, and that thefact might have been acknowledged earlier,
had onelooked closely enoughinto previously published ma-
terial. As early as Dorpfeld, one reads that a search for the
lower city wasin order. But that never happened, not in his
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day. Inthe 1930s, the Americanshad other objectives, among
other things, looking for the cemeteries. Asfor our ownwork,
now that we have traced the outline of the lower settlement,
we can, little by little, turn our attentions to the issue of the
cemeteries.

Bearing inmind all that | have said above, one cannot but
wonder why such acampaign has been launched in the press,
now that the exhibition has been up for some time, and after
a series of lectures has been given in Stuttgart, and now that
weareremoved fromthescene, back hereontheTroy excava-
tion. Itisimportant to emphasi ze here, that the group present-
ing itself as our “opponents’ is made up of individuals who
were told in their student days that “it’'s a well-known fact
that archaeology has demonstrated that everything (in the
[liad) was made up”—and such arguments were, of course,
passed on to students as well. You have some of the more
famousnamesin Classical history amongthem. Asascientist,
| seeit asmy duty to step forward, neverthel ess, and emphati-
cally state that such arguments should not go uncontested. If
the philol ogiststhemselves, through their own methods, have
cometo the conclusion that there does exist herea* historical
background,” then the archaeologists need to consider the
relevantinformationinanew light. Notably, whentheexperts
in Ancient Anatolia tell us that we have been working on a
site called Wilusa, we have got to take that into account. As
for those who assume that | have been presenting the work of
fantasy, or that | have been leading people down the garden
path, | would suggest they come out here and take a look
themselves at the houses in the lower settlement, and the
excavation. One can freely debate this, that and the other, but
| defy anyoneto assert that these things are just not there. But
that iswhat the media are after—an event?

Q: Another paint of contention was the fact that you have
compared the settlement’s role in maritime commerce with
that of the Hanseatic L eague. Why would such acomparison
be considered unacceptable?

Korfmann: An ordinary sort of vessel such aswould dock
at portsin those timeswould be manned by acrew of roughly
ten. That we know from the Ulu Burun shipwreck, for exam-
ple, which went down around 1327 B.C. before the southern
coast of Turkey. Such vessels could be seized rather easily,
particularly when the crew disembarked overnight at a port.
These smallish vessels were, essentially, loaded only with
valuable goods. Were atrading port city unable to guarantee
shipowners and captainsthat their port was safe, and that the
vessels would not be attacked and plundered, the city would
straightaway lose both its reputation, and the prosperity it
garnered from the vessels moving through its waters. With
such a geographically important position as Troy possessed,
where everything was conditioned and controlled by the
windsand the currents at the Dardanelles Straits, the prosper-
ity of the citadel and the surrounding area depended on the
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Trojans behaving decently towards travellers. | do believe
that al trading cities took the same approach, and that they
accordingly entered into treaties, whether by word of mouth,
or in writing, with the vessels, in other words, with the cities
and lands from which the vessels came.

Weknow in some detail of the treaties produced from the
Thirdand Second Millennium B.C. between the great powers
and city-states of the day, such asByblosand Ugarit, etc. Itis
simply not thecasethat thesewerethe” Dark Ages.” Professor
Wilhelm exclaims that even in Anatolia, we have now
emerged into “the blinding light of history.”

Although most peopl e remain focused on Greece, thefact
is that when one adopts the vantage point of the Orient, and
of Hittite studies, one does actually know a very great deal,
eventhough not all theavail able material hasbeenthoroughly
examined, nor has it, perhaps, yet acquired the status of re-
ceived knowledge. The expansive written Hittite sources are
very much like springs churning in their depths, and would
churn and gush to the surface if there were enough positions
available to specialists who are capable of unleashing them.
Now, if these coastal citiesof the Second Millenium B.C. can
be shown to have adopted principles pertaining to “trade,”
thenit canbegenerally said that the samemust apply, broadly,
toall millennia. Sea-faring popul ationshaveawayshadrul es.
One finds that with the Venetians, and their Mediterranean
trading posts, and earlier with the Greeks, who, having left
their bases such as Miletusin Asia Minor, maintained colo-
nies asfar asthe Black Sea; not to mention the Phoenicians,
etc. One began at a center, a starting-point, from which one
set sail for those places where one engaged in secure trading.
Whenoneisoperatingwithinatrading alliance, oneisentitled
to expect greater personal safety, aswell as better guarantees
for one’s cargo. The same applied to the Hanseatic League,
where, due to the formation of a common market, the cities
involved organized a system for common security aswell as
one for guarantees, which extended from the seas, inland.
Therewas someonewho was offended over thefact that | had
ventured to say so with respect to aport city, or aplaceonthe
coast, which Troy most certainlyis. | didthissimply to present
the matter through acomparison for visitorsto the exhibition.
When | exclaim that a trading alliance between port cities
was, in effect, described by Homer for the Eighth Century—
in the catalogue of the ships of the Iliad—then | naturally do
not mean that the Trojans actually had thesetrading alliances,
only that something similar most probably existed in the Sec-
ond Millennium B.C. In other words, | would not assert that
Homer was describing the Trojan Hanseatic League: | am
trying to allow an “outsider” to gain a rough understanding
of how that sort of system may have operated.

Q: You have an international team working with you. What

role do the specialists in other fields of study play in your
work here, specialists who at first glance seem to have very
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little to do with history?

Korfmann: Specidists in the natural sciences are among
thosewho arerepresented here. Analyses of metals have sup-
pliedinformation asto whether findsfrom different timeperi-
odsdo come from the areaaround and in the vicinity of Troy,
or rather from the Pontus, the Caucasus, or perhapsthe north-
ern Black Sea region. Zoology has a part to play as well.
Archaeozool ogists have discovered that, at the very timethe
citadel was built, or perhaps a mere two decades later, there
were horses everywhere at Troy, where previously, there had
been none. The horse comes from the Pontus; it isan animal
of the steppe and the highlands of Anatolia. The horse does
not originally come from Greece, or Egypt, but rather from
cold, open landscapes. Horses must be domesticated and bred
over along period of time before they become useful animals
to people. How the horse got to Troy, we do not know at
present. Those that suddenly become present at Troy, and
throughout the Mediterranean in 1700 B.C., must have come
from somewhere. The horse was the great weapon of the
Second Millennium B.C., and spread terror through itsuse. It
is no accident that the pharaohs are portrayed as rulers in
horse-drawn war chariots. Such applies as well to the grave
stelae at Mycenae, which also depict such chariots.

Q: Dr. Korfmann, Troy was one of the centers of the world
economy in itstime, as you once described, with far-extend-
ing trading partners. It must also have been afocal point for
international contacts and alliances, considering, for exam-
ple, that the old Silk Road passes by rather near to here. Can
it bedemonstrated that contacts existed between Troy, China,
and Egypt, for example?
Korfmann: No, | would not go that far. Insofar astrade is
concerned, I'd rather proceed with caution. All that we can
say for the moment isthat Troy was on the periphery of what
was then the “Near Eastern” world. | have made that fairly
clear when comparing Troy to other cities in several of my
publications. Compared to Karkemis, Ugarit, or Hattusa,
Troy isrelatively small. | would definitely not go so far asto
make Troy out to be the world-metropolis of the East. Ten
yearsago, theweekly magazine Spiegel accused me of having
made Troy too insignificant, while they proposed, instead,
that Troy wasactually Atlantis, asone geologist had claimed.
Andnow I’ m being accused of the opposite, that I’ m exagger-
ating, that | am building sandcastles-in-the-air when it comes
to Troy’ssize. | have come to the conclusion that one has got
tolivewith thefact that there will always be peoplewho want
to climb onto the Troy bandwagon, and take hold of thereins!
Turning to the matter of trade, | make the point that since
| know that precisely in this area, at the Dardanelles Straits,
the Greeks would found one city after another a couple of
centuries later, in order to foster a brisk trade in all sorts of
goods, then | find it plausible that thismight have been going
oninan earlier millennium. Treasure hoards dating from the
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Third Millennium B.C. indicate that trading networks from
this region stretched as far as Afghanistan. In one Afghan
valley, in Badakhshan, there is, along with lapis lazuli, tin.
How didtingetinto theregionsof the Eastern M editerranean?
Perhaps from Bohemia, but more likely from Central Asia.
Thereistinsouth of the Urals, in Uzbekistan and Afghanistan.
The oldest artefacts containing tin have been found in, of al
places, Alacahdyuk, in the northern part of Turkey, in Troy,
Lesbos, and Lemnos, aswell asin Mesopotamian Ur, where
lapislazuli hasal so been uncovered. New research, supported
by the German Archaeological Institute, hasfocused on Cen-
tral Asia, because of the assumption that tin may well have
come to us from that region. The geographical position of
Troy makes it almost certain that the city came into contact
with the business of such distant trading, as indicated by the
remarkable treasure hoards dating from roughly 2500 B.C.
Tin, mixed with copper, is what produces bronze, which is
themost significant product of the Bronze Age. Itisamateria
whose use produced far-reaching conseguences, asin the es-
sentials of warfare. When one considers, in addition to this,
the early use of wheel-made pottery, aswell as the existence
of the so-called Megara, one can then assumethat Troy inthe
Third Millennium B.C. could very well have prospered as a
result of such trading contacts.

| find it difficult to understand at any level why anyone
would be so offended by our use of the term “trade.” The
mechanisms of trade in the ancient world, which operated in
the peripheral regions of higher cultures, are well known to
usthroughwritten sources. Itisworth noting that the Assyrian
trading colonies extended outward from Assur, forming a
long chain, which extended to the Black Sea. These so-called
Karum settlements of the Nineteenth and Eighteenth Centu-
ries B.C. were subject to the rulers of Assur. Translated from
the Assyrian language, these trading colonies are called
“ports,” which indicates that the same sort of legal constructs
would apply to the Euphratesand Tigrisports, astothe” over-
land ports” of the trading colonies. While Byblos oversaw
Egypt, Ugarit/Ras Shamra oversaw Cyprus and the Aegean.
Judging by these legal constructs, Troy was on the periphery
of that world, but certainly not outside of its borders, neither
inthe Third, nor in the Second, Millennium B.C. To give one
example, the Ulu Burun ship already mentioned here, which
sank in 1327 B.C., was carrying goods from the greater pow-
ersof theday. Oncewehave understood theprevailingtrading
system, it is quite legitimate to assume that such a vessel
might also have docked at Troy. One piece of evidence for
this was a stone scepter from the Carpathians (present-day
Romania) found on the vessel. What routes did such vessels
take? Perhaps they followed the Danube into the Black Sea,
and then, very likely, sailed on past Troy. Considering the
geographical location of Troy, it could very well have served
as the link to the Black Sea, to Thrace, Bulgaria, and to the
hinterlands of southeast Europe.
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