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Abstract

Over the years, scholars have been intrigued by some unusually shaped pottery
vases discovered on a number of Ancient Near Eastern sites. Of particular interest
are three different vessel types, distinctive “tankards/jars” with horned handles,
bowls with a single horizontal handle and spouted handled jugs. All are widespread
in the Armenian Highlands and north-western Iranian Plateau. These pottery forms
are generally considered to be representative of the “Median" area because of their
occurrence on major sites, such as Nush-i Jan, Baba Jan, Godin Tepe, Tepe Ozbaki,
Hamedan and Gunespan-e Patappeh. This kind of pottery is also found on some
fortresses located in the territory of historical Armenia, mainly important Urartian
sites e.g. Bastam, Cavustepe, Arin-berd and Karmir-blur. This circumstance has led
to the hypothesis that “Media” had a strong influence between the 7th and 6th
century BCE on the territories that were previously part of the kingdom of Urartu.
This article deals with one of these forms, tankards/jars, the first to which attention
was given, and probably the most conlro versial.

I The authors would like to express their gratitude to those who have helped in the
preparation of this article, first of all to Slcpluu'l Kroll, Artur Petrosyan, Boris Gasparyan,
Simon Hmayakyan, Zviad Sheradishvili, Nona Simonyan, Mohammad Keshavarz Divkolaee
and Ghasem Moradi. R. Dan wrotc “History of studies”, “Methodological approach”,
«Tankards and jars with two hormed handles”, *1, Slender shape, 1.1 Slender body, 1.2
Slender neck’; P. Vitolo wrote “2 Proportioned shape, 2.1 Biconical body, 2.2 Hemispherical
body”, 3 Expanded shape, 3.1 Flongated body, 3.2 Wide hf)dy, 3.3 Holemouth™ and “4 Cup
shape, 4.1 Higher neck, 4.2 Lower neck”; R, Dan, P, Vitolo and M. Castelluccia wrote
«Introduction”; R. Dan and P. Vitolo wrote *Conclusions”; R, Giura drew figs. 5-6.
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" :.)ovelrl the years, scholars have been intrigued by some unusually shaped

pottery vases discovered on a number of Anmelzit. I\.Iea:' Eai:elrl?{ aig:/s'.a r(zf
particular interest are three different vessel types, distinctive "1 " JF'
with horned handles (Fig. 1A), bowls with a smgle horlzon.tal handle ( ig.
1B) and spouted handled jugs (Fig. 1C). All are widespread in the Armenian
Highlands and north-western Iranian Plateau. Thes-e p(;ttery forms are
generally considered to be representative of the “Median™ area bef:ause of
their occurrence on major sites, such as Nush-i Jan, Baba Jan, Godin Tepe,
Tepe Ozbaki, Hamadan and Gunespan-e Patappeh. This kind of pottery is
also found on some sites located in the territory of historical Armenia,
mainly important Urartian sites, e.g. Bastam, Cavustepe, Arin-berd and
Karmir-blur. This circumstance has led to the hypothesis that “Media” had a
strong influence between the 7th and 6th century BCE on the territories that
were previously part of the kingdom of Urartu.> These are a bowl with a
horizontal handle discovered during conservation work conducted in 1989-
1990 in Arin-berd, and a spouted jar discovered in an Urartian grave in
Aghavnadzor (Gasparyan et alii, forthcoming), both in the Republic of
Arm?:nia. In addition, the recent discovery of an interesting unpublished
hybrld.— a double horned-handle jar with a spout found in a grave in
Armavir — has lf:d to some reﬂ.ections.4 The unearthing not long ago of
;Epzrgngf;nf 1311 t}llle m;lcropohs of Keren, in the Kashatagh region of
ma%erial froI:1 z}( e;masr ea oweil us to. learn more about .this pottery. The
between the Armenian II)-;le Slelrl Sd * lgterestmg ot e aon Oil U oAt
diseovered thore o unig] ands and the Ire.mlan. Plateau; the vessels
que syncretism. This article deals with one of

2 Reh , ' |
questig:l "\L(:)ict:}l:];ale‘:fcl)nayr;chld:ilelr; d clicate and problematic historical and archaeological
ide‘“ifyin’g the “Mcdian”!’ sonc R fephen Kroll has rightly pointed out the difficulty of
Median empire” i‘9°|f'(Kr([))lliL;;[:)‘;c ln Transcf""casm, because of uncertainty regarding the
has repeatedly been called int .:-2-85)' e idea that a Median imperial system ever existed
2010. Similarly, doubt h ~bu0 (‘lu(fbllOn by various scholars since the 1980s, see lastly Rossi

o mermen e cast on the actual existence of the Median cultural heritage that

see also Genito 1986b and Genito 2005: Tl i ; Il-{‘)]Z). On these problems,
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these forms, tankards/jars, -the first to which attention was given, and
probably the most controversial.
History of studies

The intef‘est ip this form started in the 1960s when some specimens were
discovered in Arin-berd in Armenia. G. Tiratsyan argued that this was a type
that originated in and was typical of Urartian culture (Tiratsyan 1964, 162,
pl. 2; 1968, 30; 1969, 93-95; 2003a, 31; 2003b, 36-37), an idea that was later
taken up by A. Martirosyan (1974, 147-148). In disagreement with this
interpretation, S. Esayan dated the material to the post-Urartian period, 6th-
5th century BCE (Esayan 1967, 73). A similar date, 5th-4th century BCE,
was proposed a few years later by M. Israelyan; she emphasized that the
vases had been discovered in the upper layers at the fortress of Arin-berd
(Israelyan 1971, 149-150) and could thus be dated to the post-Urartian
period. The scholar who raised the problem of the presence of so-called
“Median” pottery in Urartian territories was S. Kroll. In an important book
devoted to the study of the pottery collected during surveys and excavations
conducted under the direction of W. Kleiss in Iranian Azerbaijan, he
discusses two unusual form: a “schiissel mit einem horizontalhenkel” (Kroll
1976, 112, Typ. 3) and a “doppelhenkel-pokal” (Ibid., 115, Typ. 83a), both
dating to “wrartdisch-medisch-achdmenidisch” periods. In 1979 he
considered these forms (among others) to be typical of the “Median” area, in
a first attempt to identify some of these characteristic pottery shapes in the
“Hallenbau” discovered at the site of Bastam, in Iranian Azerbaijan.’ Later
the author spoke of the existence of a “Median pottery tradition in former
Urartian territories” during the second half of the 7th and 6th centuries
BCE, using the label “in a geographical sense, because the first and plos,'.’s‘lb[)v’
earliest evidence of this pottery comes from the region of ancient Media’. He
also wrote that, on the basis of the new dates from Godin Tepe 1.2, “in
archaeological terms the Godin Il - Nush-i Jan pottery tradition must have
moved northwards in the second half of the 7th century. This could be an

> The earliest part of the complex, the so-called annexes (Rooms 1-7), according to Kroll

was built in the 7th century BCE during the reign of Rusa II, while the large pillared hall was
built later, but still in the Urartian period. In Room 6 of the annexes, typical Urartla:lMstzfaﬁi
vessels were found crushed and covered by a floor of dark humic clay. The so-called "Media
phase was identified above this floor and in pits nearby (Kroll 1979, 229; 2013a, 249).
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indication of the existence and the spread of the «Median Em]pzr\e/» ) (;(rqll
2003, 283; 2013a, 249-250; 2014, 205; 2015, 11'0-1 11). Recently, Veli ev‘m
published for the first time a group of pottery dlSCO.VCI’Cd many years ago in
the Urartian fortress of Cavustepe, together w1tl} unpublished pottery
discovered in Van Kalesi Hoytigii and Yesilali¢ 2, which belongs to the same
category (Sevin 2012). M. Herles and C.K. Piller recenFly evaluated this
matter, with a special focus on Armenia (Herles and Piller 2013) as H.
Kalkan, with a focus on Van Lake Basin (Kalkan 2015).

Methodological approach
As mentioned above, from the pottery usually considered to be from the
“Median” area (Fig. 1) we have selected three main forms that appear to be
particularly distinctive. In this article, we have concentrated our attention on one
group of unusual two-handled vases characterised by the presence of projections
or “homs” on the handles. As said, this pottery is associated with complex
historical problems. The purpose of this article is not to try to clarify contentious
historical issues such as the existence of the “Median Empire”, but to discuss
and classify a specific type of pottery and try to establish its chronological and
geographical range. Over the years, different names have been used to describe
these vessels, which have been variously called goblets, amphorae-rythons,
tankards, cups, jars, etc. This terminological confusion reflects the highly
terminology obtained by consid?ﬁn :h e ave ?hosen 1o adopt 2
and then their possible functions gn tﬁ morp'h()]ogy 2.1nd size O.f the vessels,
. € basis of their dimensions we have

s ;
Of uncertain Provenance ar

.of the so-called ex-Maleki collece only the

. Specimens pro )
tion (Vanden Beroha lpnz ‘b\ably from Khurv"'l. which are nart
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complete exemplars, which show the presence of both the horned handles
have been taken into consideration. The selected vessels do not includé
fragmentary specimens, for example single horned handle fragments,” since it
is impossible to reconstruct the whole shape of the vessel.® This is important,
given the fact that complete tankard/jars with only one horned handle are
attested, like for example the specimens from Nush-i Jan (Stronach 1978, fig.
7.13) and Hasanlu Tepe (Danti 2013, fig. 17.8.W). At the same time, we have
decided to exclude the so-called twin-spouted vessels (Haerinck 1980), due to
their different function and morphology. We created a database (Fig. 2) to
collect and analyse the data obtained from the literature, which includes all the
information given by the different scholars. Unfortunately, as mentioned, the
quality of the archaeological recording is extremely variable and for many
specimens it was impossible to find all the desired data. Indeed, it should be
emphasized that it is difficult to verify the chronology proposed by the
excavators for many contexts, due to a general lack of data regarding the
vessels and exactly where they were found. For this reason, we have decided to
base our hypothesis mainly on entire specimens from verifiable contexts.

Tankards and jars with two horned handles

The tankards and jars selected for study are characterized by the
presence of two handles, each with a projection on top. It has been
suggested that these ceramic shapes resemble metal vessels rather than
usual ceramic forms (Dyson 1963, 35), because they are apparently
similar in shape and concept to numerous provenanced and
unprovenanced metal vases with zoomorphic handles dated to the
Achaemenid period. Quite remarkably, the closest parallels for these
vessels are the zoomorphic-handled vessels that the Armenian
(Delegation I1I; Fig. 3A) and Lydian (Delegation VI, Fig. 3B) delcgates
carry on the Apadana reliefs at Persepolis.” These metal vases have been

ahovit (Khalcluulourian 2008,

: , -
For example, t , fragments discovered in Tsaghk
ple, the handle fragme 23.10), both dated by the

512, 515, 520) and Oglan Qala (Ristvet ef alii 2012, 348, fig.
€Xcavators to the Achaemenid period.

8 An exception is the specimen discovered in Ziwiyeh,
and lower neck typology are evident. Despite its fragmentary
to date that this form type included single handled specimens.

_” According to B. Filow, the depiction of similar vessels in the hanc :
different delegations indicates that they were not regional vase types, but rather

for which part of the cup shape,
condition, there is no evidence

Is of the members of
belonged to
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ili i Urals (Fig. 4), and
i dan, Filippovka 1n the.
S exampgul\lllaflil?rinr? Plovdiv province, while many others are

Kukuva Mogila near 0 and are generally dated on stylistic grounds

-ont in private collections, :
i\elﬁcll?aglr:l\;iied period. The tankards and jars that have been selected for
. .

this study were first divided into four main groups on the basis of shape

and size:

1. Slender Shape
1.1 Slender Body
1.2 Slender Neck

2. Proportioned Shape
2.1 Biconical Body
2.2 Hemispherical Body

3. Expanded Shape
3.1 Elongated Body
3.2 Wide Body
3.3 Holemouth

4. Cup Shape
4.1 Higher Neck
4.2 Lower Neck

It should be pnderlined that different kinds of protrusion are present on
the vases according to differences in shape (Fig. 5):

1. Slender Shape

' This category has a generall
divided into two subgroups'!

tankards — the slender neck t

y slender shape (Fig. 6); specimens could be

y?)réd defined as jars — the slender body type, and

€en manufactured in workshops

or (Filow 193 -202:
-227). In any way must be underlined th:t’ thel 3 02; von Gall 1999, 154; Treister 2010,

" ase with t

’ Amandrygfl\(t)?(})'.l\gicd‘mns (Delegation I Fig“goc?omed handles was not

1990; Boardman 2000, 18819, 245, . 13n " 1962; Tiratsyan 1969, g
Interestingly, there is o, ' . 129; Treister 201 ¢ 236-238. fios. 7-105; Pfrommer
(Vanden Berghe 1964, 61, p1, X g,y "%ed bottle shy o105 Sileeis 2016
dated to the Late Bronze-Early |ro, 6). This vase, discovereq ape W'th_ two horned handles
to the fact that despite it on Age (G 5 in Khurvin in a context usually
» Was not taken into account due

s elongate shape it cenito 2005b, 35
annot be inserte di
In the amphora rhyto
= n category.




R. Dan, P. Vitolo, M. Castelluccia, R. Giura 67

1.1 Slender body

The first has a body which is Iongc‘l" than the neck, characterised by
handles‘ that run p.arallel t‘0 the neck (Fig. 6.1.1). The shape of the neck
results in there bcn.lg a wide mouth. The body shapes of the three vases
considered are quite heterogeneous, with ovoid, biconical and high-
shouldgred shapes tapering to.wards the base. The bases are usually flat."
A specimen was discovered in a grave at Nor-Armavir (NA2) together
with a spouted jar and dated to the 8th century BCE by the excavator
(Martirosyan 1974, 51, pl. 18a)."* Another specimen discovered in the
lower fortress of Cavustepe (CA1), close to the temple area, is attributed
to Layer Il and dated to a generic post-Urartian layer (Sevin 2012, 358,
fig. 5.10). A further vessel was discovered in Godin Tepe (GT1), in a
storeroom — Tower 34 (Young and Levine 1974, fig. 45.20) and dated to
the Godin I1.2 period (8th-first half of 7th century BCE; Gopnik 2011,
fig. 7.32, pl. 7.1); it has unusual knobs just under the base of the handle.
The height of these vases ranges from 19 centimetres (NA2) to 28
centimetres (CA1l, GT1), and the external surfaces are red burnished,
with the exception of the Cavustepe specimen on which there are no
available data. Only the Godin Tepe vessel is dated with certainty to the
8th-first half of 7th century BCE, whereas the impossibility of precisely
dating the Cavustepe sample — attributed to a generic post-Urartian
period — should be underlined. The same is true of the Nor-Armavir vase,
considered to be part of an Urartian pithos grave (Martirosyan 1974, 51),
but of uncertain date due to the impossibility of evaluating the associated
material. With regard to geographical distribution, two of these vases
come from the Armenian Highlands and one from the central-western
Iranian Plateau (Fig. 8).

ed from the drawings published by the

P3f TR , ‘ ‘
Specimen GTI1 was partially reconstruct _ el B
missing. 1U1s reconstructed here as a disc-

S;:]holars, but it seems that the base is completely
shaped base, | )
A debate issue concerns the chronology of the pithos burial in Nm'-./‘\rn'niwllll .’ NI.
Tiratsyan dated the grave to the Urartian period (Tiratsyan 2010, 135), but S. Krol . ::1(;
D. Stronach considered it post-Urartian (Kroll 2015, lll).‘ln our nplnmn“l%‘ll: i
possible to date exactly a burial on the basis of these two ’Iorms (Immu.i, v‘u.'s:o‘d; '
horizontal handle bowl). For a correct date is better o consu}cr_ all the grave goods
better a 14C date. Other similar burials could shed light upon this issuc.




1.2 Slender Neck k longer than the body, characterised by

a nec .
The second group has :
curvilinear handles more distant from the neck than in the previous case

(Fig. 6.1.2). The body is usually almost biconical a(?dl the baiﬁ is. Sarr\(;/w
and flat, rarely disc-shaped. The neck 1s everted.an the mouth wide. We
know of three vases belonging to this category discovered in nort.hern Iran
and dated between the 12th and 6th centuries BCE.'* One specimen was
tound in Baba Jan (BJ1) in an intermediate level between I'> and Va, i.e. a
poorly preserved domestic area, that cannot be dated with certainty. C.
Goff noted the close resemblance of this vase with the exemplars
discovered in Sialk V (Goff Meade 1968, 119). Two specimens were
discovered in Tepe Sialk (TS1, TS2) in a sounding near the southern wall
of the “Grande Construction” in the south mound. There was discovered
grey-black pottery considered to be similar to that from Cemetery A, dated
to Sialk V — Iron Age I-II (Ghirshman 1939, 8, pl. IV.1-2; Henrickson
1992, 302; Berberian et alii 2012, 2848). The height of these vases ranges
from 14 centimetres (BJ1) to 28 centimetres (TS1),'® and the surface is
!)umish.ed and smoothed and light red to brown in colour. There is an
glztli;esjtmg lmezar decoration on just the upper part of the shoulder on the
b o By oy o Sk (1), Uiy

must be considered uncertain. The

distribution of this form ap i
pears to have been restric -
western Iranian Plateau (Fig. 8). e i

2. Proportioned shape

This form is quite different fro

especially regarding the proportion of t m those previously described,

he body to the neck, and its small

"* A fourth specimen was rec .
unpublished, The vescol ic of s ently discovered in Ulug D n . .
Stephan Kro] 2&‘&"&?‘;{ ll;abl;l)mlar to the Sialk spccimerﬁ; (sgrz’olglr?:enmap’ b.m 'Sft'”
'’ Layer I was 0rigin;1ll d" S? We can consider it a5 belonging to th mgmmcatlon S
(Goff 1985, 5, whose datin>: is‘md' to the 6th-5th century BCE bgu X ,e. lender S‘hapes:.
date was later revised by 1 EG( mainly based on Comparisons witlyG]L'QC*avator of the S
344, 1ab. 7.1), - Hopnik to the 7th or Gy century BCE] GOdln.1epe Il finds. This
' Of the three exemplars that belong FSRRiE200, 152 2010

with tankards (TS2, gj| :

the same group f ) W!nle one (TS1) is bi Ory, two have dimension compatible

a3 P lor the evident similari gger. We have congig mp

specimens for the creation of a"0thﬁer slu";rlty of shape, b Idered these specimens in
-group,

ut and we currently have too few
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size places it in the tankard category (Fig. 6). This group could b

divided into two subgroups based on the shape of the body: biconical ¥
hemispherical. Both have handles that are fairly distant from the bodor
and the bases are always flat and quite narrow. '

2.1 Biconical body
Eight vessels have 'biconical bodies (Fig. 6.2.1). The oldest specimen
appear to have been discovered in Geoy Tepe (GEl), in the fill of Pit 6,
attributed to the Geoy A period (that correspond to Hasanlu IVb — 1050-800
BCE; Burton-Brown 1951, fig. 41.339; Danti 2013, 332, pl. 17.1). One
specimen comes from Hasanlu Tepe (HT2) level IVb (Dyson 1965b, fig.
4.6), and has a ridge in the middle of the neck, the body is carinated and the
handles have central protrusions, while the “horns” are composed of two
pierced triangles. In the settlement of Bastam a vase (BAl) of this type was
discovered in room 6 (one of a group of rooms located east of the so-called
Pillar Hall). This vase is considered to date to the so-called post-Urartian and
“Median” levels (600-500 BCE) (Kroll 1979, 231, pl. 2.12; Kroll 2003, fig.
1.1; Kroll 2013a, 249, figs. 6, 7, 9). A pithos grave discovered in Nor-
Armavir and dated to the 7th century BCE contained a tankard with a
biconical body (NA1). According to the excavator this grave was Urartian,
while for D. Stronach and S. Kroll, the presence in the same grave of a bowl
with one horizontal handle indicates a post-Urartian date, although this was
criticized by Tiratsyan (2010, 135, 137). Another tankard was discovered in
another pithos burial (NA6) dated by Tiratsyan to the beginning of the 7th
century BCE (Tiratsyan 2013-2014, 146). Another two tankax_'ds were
discovered in Altintepe (AL1; Avetisyan 1992, pl. XLVILS) and in Pa"“'
blur (AR2; Martirosyan 1974, 147, fig. 69; Avetisyan 1992, pl. XLV13) .
no precise information is available on them. Another vase from Daytn—bl\un
(AR1) with a red-slip burnished surface was discovered In tl}e Set\['k:]mu};
(Martirosyan 1974, 147, fig. 69; Avetisyan 1992, XLV1.4). The heig b
these vases is between 12 centimetres (NAO) and 18 centimetres (AL1).
. : . .entimetres (AR2) and 8
although the two Davti-blur specimens 7 '(,Lntln e surface
centimetres (AR1) — must be considered miniaturc vcss'cls. 1‘L .e o
colour and treatment is the same for the five vases for which we hav

(BAI, GE1, AR2, NAI and NAG): red slip, burnished and polished. Given

istinctive sh: d in
i i i '« distinctive shape appeare
this information, we can hypothesize that this di e periOd (1050—800

the area of the Orumiyeh basin during the Hasa
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BCE), and spread in the late/post-Urartian period only in the territory of the ';

Armenian Highlands (Fig. 9).

2 2 Hemispherical body .
}'1161{;2:;{136';011;; of nine tankards .is characten.sed by a more
hemispherical body (Fig. 6.2.2). Three specimens were discovered in threg
oraves in Sarukhan — Pali Tak (SK1; Piliposyan et alii 2011, 44-45), Davti-
glur (NA3; Martirosyan 1974, 147, fig. 69; Avetisyan 1992, pl. XLVI.2) and
Nor-Armavir (NAS; Tiratsyan 2013-2014, pl. XXI.1), and dated to thc.e 8th-7th
century BCE. Two vases discovered in graves in Cavustepe, are considered to
date to an imprecise post-Urartian epoch (CA2, CA3; Erzen 1986, 319, fig. 19;
Sevin 2012, 360, fig. 5.11-13). A specimen from Arin-berd (for which we
have been unable to recover information about the context of discovery) has
been dated to the 8th century BCE (ER1; Chodzas 1968, pl. XVIII.14;
Avetisyan 1992, pl. XLV.12). In Oshakan a vase of this type was discovered
in grave 25, dated to the 7th-6th century BCE (OK2; Esayan and Kalantaryan
1988, pl. XLIX.2; Herles and Piller 2013, 203-204, fig. 4), while another was
found in the Burial 140 in Van Kalesi Hoyiigii, dated to the late Iron Age
(VKI; Tarhan 1994, fig. 17.3; Sevin 1994, 226, fig. 21.3.2; Tarhan and Sevin
1994, figs. 11-12; Kroll 2003, 286, fig. 1.10; Sevin 2012, fig. 5.13; Kalkan
2015, 29, fig. 1). The specimens discovered in Sarukhan, Cavustepe and Van
Kalesi Hoyiigii have unusual rounded horns on the handles. Their height
ranges.from 11.5 centimetres (NA5) to 15.5 centimetres (OK2), with the
;ﬁgegvtzn Zghefspecnmen from Davti-blur (NA3), which is 8 centimetres high
specimens for 2vhailclg1r?l:1f!()mfaz?($l?sm rlSt'llc ‘t:iessels fOl.md e
all have red slip, burnished and a\};z:)ll{ash:dweé?vil:c?l‘:ered' ilion e
. e distribution and

E}t;:\?&gfaeo;?:n‘;fels’ twe anc hypothesize for this peculiar shape a date
i centur E,i i \ : )
distribution restricted to the A):'men "Ly ate/post-Urartian PEnog, Wit a

shore of Lake Van and in the Ararat \l/a:l]llfl:-;'l%ll;:gngi, SRS QA The eatey

3. Expanded shape
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their smaller size could be defined as tankards, and wide body vessels that
are twice the size and could be considered jars.

3.1 Elongated body
The first group has an elongated body with pronounced shoulders and tapers

toward the base (Fig. 7.3.1). Handles are quite distant from the body and the neck
is flared. We currently know of eight specimens of this type. Some were
discovered in Oshakan (OK1, OK3, OK4; Avetisyan 1992, pls. XLV.6-7,
XLVIL1), Karmir-blur (KB1; Avetisyan 1992, pl. XLV.5) and Nor-Armavir
(NA4, NA7; Tiratsyan 2013-2014, pls. XX.2, XXIL1). Unfortunately, very little
information is available about their contexts of discovery save for the two
specimens from Nor-Armavir (NA4, NA7) that were found inside the same
pithos burial and dated to the beginning of the 7th century BCE. The presence of
rolled tab handles (with a sort of bulge in the middle) characterizes one specimen
from Harzhis (HA1) that is also decorated with three rows of incised triangles
flled with dots.!” It was discovered in grave 3 of the cemetery and dates to the
7th-6th century BCE (Avetisyan 1992, 70, pl. XLV.11; Xnkikyan 2002, 82, pl.
LXXV.17). A vase with these features was found in Agrab Tepe (AT1). It was
inserted in the buff ware, and is characterized by rolled tab handles (Muscarella
1973, 57, fig. 15.16),' similar to the Harzhis specimen. It was dated to the
Hasanlu I period (Iron IV-Achaemenid period, so-called “Triangle Ware
phase”) by R. Dyson (19653, 213, fig. 13), while O. W. Muscarella later rightly
underlined its closer resemblance to Hasanlu IVb period (1050-800 BCE)
horned-handle specimens (Muscarella 1973, 59). The height of these vases is 12
(AT1) — 17 centimetres (KB1, OT1). Despite the scarce information available,
this group seems to be exclusive to the Armenian Highlands, especially the

Ararat Valley, starting from 11th-9th centuries BCE (Fig. 10).

3.2 Wide body
The second group has a wider body an
specimens (Fig. 7.3.2).' Two were discovere

d a flat base; it consists of five
d in Davti-blur, of which one

”' It is interesting that this vase seems to be associated with a lid with a conic handle
(Xnk;kyan 2002, LXXV.22).
A specimen from Cavustepe,

rolleld tabs (Sevin 2012, fig. 5.9).

too fragmentary to be inserted in a specific group, has two

i f
A speci i i ibited in the Archaeological Museum ©
Ay gotpally el dered for this article due

Hamadan and dated to the Achaemenid period, but has not been consi
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” . &th-7th century BCE (Martirosyan
from the settlement (:-\Rst) %{g:s t:: tl;thlg 7XLVl.l). ),; he second (AR3) is
1974, 51, pl. 18; Avelisyan | l B thc‘rlwith t’wo different bands filled with
docorated on the ek z‘md b +od slin.2’ These bands are delimited by
trangles obtained removing the apphu{ slip. fd y
crooved lines. This decoration is also tounq on another vesse 1s.00\-/ere in
Arinberd (ER2: Aa.Vv. 1971, fig. 60; Avetisyan 1992, pl. XLV.3; Tiratsyan
20032, 31. pl. 2.1), although — apart from its dlm_ensmns — no further
information is available. Another comes from Nush-i Jan (NJl).and was
discovered in level 2 R12 in a mud-brick collapse; it is characterised by a
reddish-brown burnished surface and dated to Level I (8th to mid-7th century
BCE: Stronach 1969, 20, fig. 7.2). The last specimen was found in Zendan-e
Solevman (ZS6); it is covered by a finely polished red slip and dated to Period
1. which corresponds to the 7th century BCE (Thomalsky 2006, 224). The
height of these vases ranges from 21.5 centimetres (NJ1) to 32.5 centimetres
(AR3). The vases were presumably contemporary, but the only precise date
available is for that from Nush-i Jan. These vessels were present in the
Malayer area, in the Lake Orumiyeh Basin and Ararat Valley in the 8th—7th
century BCE*' A distinctive triangular decoration may be seen on two

to lack of information. The vessel has a peculiar decoration with horizontal parallel linear
grooves all over the wide neck, the body is hemispherical and slightly expanded, with a
fluted decoration. It has a disc-shaped base and only one horned protuberance is
prcscned Under both handles two knobs are present. The vessel seems to be an
imitation of metallic prototype.
® This peculiar decoration is quite well attested both in Arin-berd, where other
fragments deco.raled in this way have been discovered (Chodza§ 1968, 136), and in a
group oéf Urartian sites, like Davti-blur (Martirosyan 1974, fig. 72) in, Arme’nia, Girik
Tepe ( zdem 2003, 136-138, 140; Dan and Vitolo 2016, 102, fig. 13f), Toprakkale
(Plotr(;v;ku 2011, 563, 567, 579, fragments nos. 250, 251, 285, 418, 419), \,(ukarl Anzaf
:9"73’;2(: l‘::;“"? QSF l‘;oﬂ}e’ﬂ (Belli 2007, 426, fig. 8) and Ayanis (Kozbe et alii 2001,
half of the 7t'hpc.(:nthr. szin Turkey, and Agrab Tepe, in context dating to the second
is particularly importzlm b -‘fMl:sFarclla 1.973' 63, figs. 23.2, 24). The Ayanis specimen
Area (Area V1) between | ;‘:cdusc It was discovered smashed on the floor of the Temple
his relt;atb\:{? .pll:a'rs numbered 1 and 3 (Kozbe e alii 2001, 97) and
oo Hh" archaeological context 1o the mid-7th century BCE. It
i (hat the fortress was probably built in 673-672 BCR: (Erdem

and Batmaz 200 is ki :
8, 68). This kind of decoration appears 1o be typical of the Urartian

period, especially on pottery .
3 h resumably ¢ seted wi !
2 Of two distinctive vcsgel ly connected with cultic use,

it b nctive v s with a narrow neck and globular
u ery and dated to the Late
- 19.166) and the other in a g

-ovoid body, one was
. Bronze-Early Iron Age
rave in Tex, dating to the first
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specimens, from Arin-berd (ER2) and Davti-blur (AR3)

C : _ »oand mg -
attributed to the late Urartian period, e.g. 7th century BCE e

(Fig. 10).

3.3 Holemouth

The ho!emouth jars are characterised by an elongate, oval-shaped
body, a wide mou?h and a flat base. We know of six specimens with
horned handles (Fig. 7.3.3). Two from Ghalekuti (Qal ‘a-ye Kuti) are
characterized by a wide mouth, an elongated body and short handles with
very low horns; they have no surface treatments and are of rough
manufacture. One is from a Late Bronze/Early Iron Age settlement (GH1;
Egami et alii 1965, pl. XXXV.I; Negahban 1995, 337; Fukai, Ikeda
1971, 3) and one presumably from a Parthian-Sasanian shaft burial (GH2;
Tomb V; Sono and Fukai 1968, 59, pl. LXXX.3; Negahban 1995, 337).%
One vessel was discovered on the Hasanlu Tepe high mound and is of
“monochrome burnished ware” of Hasanlu IVb period (1050-800 BCE)
(HT6; Danti 2013, fig. 17.15.D). It is characterised by a carination with
two horizontal ridges on the upper part of the neck and instead of horns,
the handles have pierced triangular protuberances. Three specimens were
discovered at Zendan-e Soleyman: the first (ZS1) has a groove and
incised decoration on the upper part of the elongated body, while the
handles are positioned on the middle; the second and the third specimens
(ZS7, ZS8) have handles on the upper part of the body. One (ZS7) is
wide-mouthed with a short neck, and the other has a simple profile (ZS8).
All are dated to Period 1I, which corresponds to the 7th century BCE.
Their height ranges from 15.5 centimetres (GH2) to 37 centimetres
(GH1),2 and with respect to it they may be divided into two main
dimensional categories. This distinctive form appears to have been pl_‘eselﬂt‘
from the 15th century BCE up to the Parthian-Sasanian period, only n the

territory of modern-day Iran.

| ned handles but are quite

millennium BCE (Xnkikyan 2002, pl. XXXVIIL9). Both have horned handles but are qQuite

diffe just descri ies BCL
zgent from the type just dcscrlbcd: ate » Parthian (3rd-2nd centurics BCE) to

This group of graves was considered to date (0 the Pai blance should be noted

Sasanian periods (Haerinck 1983, 153). However, the c!osu ,-cscm‘ )B.\fu y(;/l"al'ly ron Age

between this specimen (GH2) and the vessel discovered In e Late BHOREE

settlement site of Ghalekuti 1 (GH1), although it is smaller In 8128 = ( taken into account
2 The dimensions of the finds from Zendan-¢ Soleyman were not

because they are fragmentary.
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4. Cup shape

This group is char
divided in two sub-groups, the fir
with a higher neck.

acterised by a wide mouth and carination and can be
st one with a short neck and the second one

4.1 Higher neck ' .
This group has a higher neck and a general heterogeneity regarding

handle protuberances. Seven vessels belong to this category (Fig. 7.4.1).
Three were discovered in Hasanlu Tepe High Mound (HTS5, HT7, HT9)
and all date to period IVb (Young 1965, fig. 7.3; Dyson 1965b, 65, fig. 7.3;
Danti 2013, fig. 17.13.M, T; Kroll 2013b, 186, fig. 11). Another three
specimens were discovered in Tepe Ozbaki (TO1, TO2, TO3), on the top
of the so-called “Median” Fortress (Madjidzadeh 2010, figs. 235.5, 10, 13)
dated to the 7th-6th centuries BCE (Madjidzadeh 2001, 38-39; Stronach
2003, 237-240). The last specimen was discovered in Nush-i Jan (NJ2),
inside Room 18 of the “North Storage” and dated to the Late “Median”
period (Stronach 1978, fig. 7.14). As said, the protrusions on the handles
are varied: rolled tabs (HT9), pierced triangular protrusions (HT?7),
indented horns (NJ2), everted horns (HTS5), sometimes with rounded upper
parts (TO1, TO2) and zoomorphics (TO3). One of the specimens from
Hasanlu Tepe (HTS5) has also a knob at the base of both handles. A plain
ridge is present between the neck and the shoulder of five vessels (HTS3,
HT7, HT9, TO1, TO2), a grooved wave decoration is incised on the belly
of two specimens from Tepe Ozbaki (TO1, TO2), and impressions run
along the carination of a vase from Hasanlu Tepe (HT9). The height of
tl}*:ese vases ranges from 8 gHT7) to 12 centimetres (HTS). On the basis of
Lot Cromhel o ncaovery we can Iypotesize an orgin n

, between the 11th and 9th centuries BCE and a

spread in the so-called ¢ i ;
BpCE (Fig. 11).S o-called “Median” area between the 7th and 6th centuries

4.2 Lower neck

The second group is similar to that descr
elongated tab§ on the handles, in most cases out
from the carination and end on the rim

ibed above, but there are
-turned. All the handles start
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period (1050-800 BCE) (Crawford 1961, 91, fig. 4; Dyson 1963, 36 Young
1965, figs. 3.17, 6.3; Danti 2013, fig. 17.13.K; Kroll 2013b, 186 ;'lg 115
Four Were discovered at Zendan-e¢ Soleyman (ZS2, 7S3, 754, Z’SS). an)(i
closely resemble the examples from Hasanlu Tepe, all with red slip Su,rface
treatment and dating to the 8th-early 7th century BCE (Thomalsky 2006
245, pl. 11.1-2, 6-7). The last specimen was discovered on the surface at the’
ziwiyeh fortress (ZW1; Young 1965, fig. 3.17) and dates to the 8th-7th
century BCE (Mo’tamedi 1997, 149).2* They have different kinds of base,
disc-shaped (HT1, HT8) and low footed (HT3). Most of them have
horizontal grooved incisions on the shoulder (HT1, HT4, ZS3), while some
have a band of fluted (HT8), small fluted (HT3) or triangular decorations
just above the carination (ZS3). The tab handles sometimes have knobs at
the base (ZS4) or incised triangles upon them (ZS3). Their heights range
from 8 (HT4) up to 14 centimetres (ZS5). This form appears to be
characteristic of the southern part of the Lake Orumiyeh Basin between the
11th and the 8th century BCE (Fig. 11).

Conclusions

Overall, we have taken into account fifty-eight specimens from twenty-
one different sites, distributed over a wide area that includes parts of
modern-day Armenia, Iran and Turkey.” Geographically speaking, fifteen
of these sites are on the Armenian Highlands, while seven are on the
Iranian Plateau (Figs. 12-13). The Armenian Highlands sites can be
divided into six geographical areas: 1) Lake Orumiyeh Basin (Bastam,
Geoy Tepe, Agrab Tepe, Hasanlu Tepe, Ziwiyeh, Zendan-e Spleyman): 2)
Ararat Valley (Arin-berd, Karmir-blur, Oshakan, Davti-blur, Nor-
Armavir); 3) Lake Van Basin (Van Kalesi Hoyugi, CaVUStePC)i 4)
Erzincan Plain (Altintepe); 5) River Vorotan (Harzhis); ()). ljakc 'cha’n
Basin (Sarukhan). The sites on the Iranian Plateau can be dwnficd' in ‘tf“j
geographical areas: 1) “Median” arca (Nush-i Jan; Baba Jan; Godin Tepe
and Tepe Sialk, Tepe Ozbaki in Central Iran); 2) Caspian Sca Reglon

ase WE Ul
* Despite its fragmentary condition, we have considered this fragment because we do 1
OZV of other similar shapes with only one handle. . - odern-day Georgia,
Vessels of these types are attested also in the temilory ol m(),(ud']; of Thilisi
ally from archaeological sites of Shida Kartli region and the S.u.r.l "."';c;:nills will be
t gl:};i‘ Sherazadish"i“, personal communication 10 R. Dan 2010). 'hese sp
JeCt of a future paper.

CSpeci
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(Ghalekuti). As said, we have divjded the whole vessels into f(;ur r'nﬁm
he basis of differences in vasc morphology. The vessels with a
groups, on t.le asis 0‘ ' ‘ he first group with 4 more
slender profile were divided in two subg.roups. T e g : f
slender body is in general of uncertain date, with the exception of a
specimen discovered in Godin Tepe and dated to the 8th to first half 'of the
7th century BCE. The other specimens can be only datefi to a generic late
Urartian/Post-Urartian epoch. Their geographical distribution is on the
Armenian Highland and Iranian Plateau. The second subgroup is
characterized by a slender neck, but unfortunately once more the date of
the specimens taken into account must be considered totally uncertain.
Regarding their distribution, it must be underlined that this form is
exclusive to the Iranian Plateau. In general for the slender shape group
there is a major presence on the Iranian Plateau, with four specimens in
comparison with the two discovered in the Armenian Highlands.
Unfortunately the samples are few and with the exception of one (GT1)
substantially undatable. Currently is not possible to hypothesize the zone
of origin of this shape (although the Iranian Plateau seems to be more
likely). This group is a fine tableware, 14-28 centimetres in height. This
range suggest that they served more than one purpose: the smaller
specimens 'could have been for pouring liquids, and the bigger ones fine
tableware Jugs. A group of vessels characterized by more proportioned
shapes constitutes thc? second major group, which was also divided in two
;gﬁ]glr:\l:]];;"(fjhe first is group of vessels with a biconical body. All these
Ny cerlt1es1C(;~vered In sites (.hstrlbuted on the Armenian Highlands. The
r from which th1s_ shape spread may have been the south-

overed only on the territory
. " the available data, we can
0 ’ ) . } ) | ala, (8

gical range between the 7th ang 61 century BCE in

n period, it ;
8roup appears exclusivl:: to tl {t Pl b.e underlined that this proportioned
"¢ Armenian Highlands, because none were

discovered on th '
e .
renian Plateau, On the available data, it seems that the

variant with g biconical sha
. pc Could o ) v .
height ranges from 11.5 t0 18 ccntinE::“tO]dLr o e hemispherical. The

were tankards, with potory function Th::e? af size that PBESts that fhiey
. urface treatments us
— usually red
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slip, .bumished and polished - point to a fine-ware production. Just in
Davti-blur there are two miniaturistic examples that may have served a
different purpose. The third major group is composed of those vessels with
a more expanded shape, and was divided into three subgroups. The first
one consists of vessels with a more elongated body that appear to be
exclusive of the Armenian Highlands, starting from the 11th-9th centuries
BCE. A wider body characterizes the second subgroup, which appears to
have been distributed in the Lake Orumiyeh Basin, the Malayer area in the
Iranian Plateau and the Ararat Valley, with a chronological range between
the 8th and 7th centuries BCE. The third group is the so-called holemouth
jars. This subgroup is attested only in three archacological sites, in the
Lake Orumiyeh Basin and on the shore of the Caspian Sea, and seems to
date to a long chronological period that extends from the 15th-13th
centuries BCE, including the Middle Iron Age specimens found in Zendan-
e Soleyman, presumably up to the Parthian-Sasanian period. All the
subgroups are quite heterogeneous. The elongated-body group has heights
of 12-17 centimetres and the specimen discovered in Harzhis associated
with a lid, may suggest, despite its small dimensions, a function connected
with storage. The wide-shape subgroup range between 21 and 32
centimetres in height and the fine triangle decoration on the two specimens
from Davti-blur and Arin-berd point to a fine tableware jar. The holemouth
group seems quite problematic: the specimens from Ghalekuti and Zendan-
e Soleyman have significantly different sizes; the examples from Ghalfekutl
lack surface treatment and are of rough manufacture. The third specimen
from Hasanlu Tepe is instead burnished and more finely made. It seemﬂf
hard to propose a function that might have been shared by th.es.e ves.sels.-‘
The fourth major group consists of the CLlp-slla}pe vessel§, divided in two
subgroups. The first has a higher neck and is foun.d in the Armenian
Highlands and Iranian Plateau. It covers a chronological range fl‘Ol}] the
11th-9th centuries up to the 8th-6th' centuries BCE. BaSCd on the avall_ablc
data, we suggest that the birth of this shapfz occ.urr,c‘d in the Lake Orumlyc_h
Basin and later spread in the so-c.ullcd “Median™ area. A Iowclr l.IC(fk is
typical of the second subgroup; this sl}upc appears to be characteristic of
the southern part of the Lake Orumiyeh Basin between 11th and 8th

26 Only the specimen GHI1 from Ghalekuti could possibly have been used for storage
functions.



From Urartu to “Media ... Vases with two horned handles
78 b

centuries BCE. All members of this cup-shaped group appfali to tt)e
concentrated in an area between the two geographlcal regions ab cn Into
account, and extended to the east. The small size of l?oth vase subgroups,
that range from 8 to 14 centimetres in height, point to a typological
defmitioﬁ as tankards: fine tableware, use for potory purposes. They sef:m
to be generally of fine manufacture, sometimes burnished, with a wide
range of colors (buff, grey, brownish).

Considering the ensemble and the archaeological circumstances_ of
discovery, there is no evidence of subgroups that belong to a specific
context. In fact, they were found even in burials, as well as in settlements
and fortresses, so — at the present state of knowledge — it is impossible to
contextualize their use for ritualistic or other special purposes. At the end
of this analysis the importance of subdividing these double-handled horned
vessels into different typological groups must be underlined. Their
different morphologies, chronological spans and geographical distributions
may be reconstructed only if we take into account all the variability of
these vessels. While waiting for new data that will improve our knowledge
about all these types — we want to emphasize that in our opinion it is
impossible to use for dating purposes fragmentary vessels of which the
entire shape may not be clearly comprehended.

Furthermore, considering all the groups analyzed in this text together, it
must be underlined that there are two main areas of distribution of these
forms, 1.e..the Lake Orumiyeh Basin and the Ararat Valley (Fig. 13) and a
;}}llr:?)(])(ljzgtlc]?l range mostly from.the. 11th to 6th century BCE (Fig. 14).

nown examples of this kind of vesse] come from Sialk (13th-
om the southern shore of Lake Or

century BCE) and so-called
Propose — due to its centra]
the core area. From g hist
spread of this pottery in

“Mf:fiian” area (8th-6th century BCE), we can
position — that Lak

: ) ¢ Orumiyeh may have been
orical point of vie

W we can su
the Ararat Valley ppase that the

: was >
Urartian “onquest — by I3puini and Minu Laporoequence of the

at the end of the 9 Ha — of the Lake Orumiyeh Basin,
1S considered to be 1 century BCE (Salvinj 1984, 13

he original area of an 2 y)- This region, that
th :
?(? )I,\/I\?r?\slacc;nccll“;{ed before the Urartiq Aot ti’h’;‘os ot VAT
Nd his son Argijsti | (Sal 603) II'arat Va;lley, due
“OV). 1N conclucion it

n_GXpansion in
vini 2002, 37
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s(.:el‘ns. reasonable to suppose that the Ur‘al“tians were responsible for the
diffusion of these peculiar horned vessels in the Ararat region

. This conclusion has various implications. The pottery disc;ussed here is
directly related to the problem of the Iranian influence in the Armenian
Highlands during the “Median” period, which is to be suspected for
archite-ctural reasons (.Dan 2015, 7-9, 24-28), although less evident from an
analysis of the material culture. In this context, the data presented above
make it difficult to maintain the thesis that the diffusion of horned vessels in
the Armenian Highlands was the result of a “Median” influence or conquest.

Presumably, the presence of this kind of pottery in the so-called
“Median” area is connected to a local development starting from the older
specimens discovered in Tepe Sialk. In attempting to define this pottery, it
is no longer necessary to dwell on the problem of contacts between
“Media” and the Armenian Highlands, given that the possible original core
area was around Lake Orumiyeh.

The question of who was responsible for the spread of this form around
the southern shore of Lake Orumiyeh awaits resolution. This problem
appears to be directly connected with the cultural attribution of the site of
Hasanlu Tepe, which seems to be a key site for understanding the
development and spread of the horned vessels.

In any case, it will be necessary to increase the number of well-
excavated and documented specimens to confirm these hypothes.es and
better understand the place of origin and spread of the different kinds of

typology analyzed in this study. o :
To conclude, it is interesting to notice that the “Median delegation

depicted on the Apadana of Persepolis is not carrying a vessel "e‘?lembl;:l%
the types discussed in this text, but another kind of jar. B. F‘bo“'m;‘f
suggested that these vases are similar, which was cc)11sl(1‘3"e.d\t0.,:13 i?1 the
that they were adopted by the Achaemenid court, but manujraf,tl“““,e would
periphery of the empire (Filow 1934, 201-202). On the q‘ontl.my;hl oy the
like to underline the differences between the Vases buuﬁq“ o e
delegations: a big double horned jar by the Armenians, ‘t\lNOUSt ‘m[rusiOnS
horned tankards by the Lydians and a large ha.ndlccl jar V\I/ll 10 th:mcs ere
on the handles by the “Medes”. It is possible thz}t.l:;c a‘nd it e
appropriate representations of the different d?lcgd“? énian Highlands
tankards with two horned handles were typical of the Arm

rather than the “Median” area.
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; « ian” ale): A
Fig. 1 - The three different vessel types of the “Median .m_am Amm” _HM MM JNWU:SV_
- “tankards/jars” with horned handles; B) bowls .<<_: a sing
handle; C) spouted handled jugs (drawing by R. Giura)
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Fig. 8 - Two horned-handled vessels: Type 1 - Slender Shape geographical
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Fig. 14 - Chronological subdivision of tankards/jars with two horned handles



