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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.
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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






