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CERAMICS X. THE IRON AGE

CERAMICS
X. The Iron Age

The pottery of Iron Age Persia presents a vast array of problems, not least the
huge area and long span of time that must be taken into consideration. An
outline of the basic problems will be presented here, with identification of
crucial sites and regional sequences. One major problem is extremely uneven
archeological coverage of the territory of present-day Persia. Relatively few
Iron Age sites have been excavated, most of them in the west, and the
standards of earlier excavation and publication were not necessarily those of
the present (for a good summary of the history and archaeology of the Iron
Age in western Persia, see Levine, 1987). Surveys of very uneven intensity
have been concentrated in the southwestern and central western regions, and
much material remains unpublished. Some areas and cultures (essentially
defined by ceramic assemblages) are known primarily from clandestine
excavations, and discussion must be deferred until material from properly
controlled excavations becomes available (cf. Muscarella, 1977). Second, at-
tempts to coordinate archeological assemblages, usually consisting primarily
of ceramics, with historically documented ethnic or sociopolitical groups have
yielded highly ambiguous results, especially in relation to the circumstances
and date of the arrival of Iranian peoples in the west (Young, 1985). Written
sources are more abundant for the 1st millennium B.C.E. than for earlier
periods, but even they are difficult to match with archeological data. As
interpretation of both local cultural sequences and correlations among regions
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is refined, historical links must continually be rechecked. Finally, it has
become progressively more difficult to work with terminology established for
periods and assemblages in western Persia. T. Cuyler Young (1965), building
on the Hasanlu (Hasanla) V-III sequence from the northwest, described three
successive ceramic horizons: early western gray ware, late western gray ware,
and late western buff ware. Robert H. Dyson (1965) proposed the respective
terms Iron I-III for these horizons. As archeological fieldwork proliferated in
Persia after the mid-1340s S./1960s, however, new assemblages contemporary
with but distinct from Hasanlu V-III were recognized in both the northwestern
and central western parts of Persia. Applying the terms Iron I-III to such
assemblages can be confusing if they are taken to designate specific phases of
material culture, rather than simply chronological divisions. Recently L. D.
Levine (1987) has proposed that they be used in a strictly chronological sense:

IronI ca.1450-1100 B.C.E.
Iron II ca. 1100-800 B.C.E.
Iron III ca. 800-500 B.C.E.

This chronology will be adopted here. Construction of detailed regional
sequences must provide the foundation for definition and clarification of
broader cultural trends.

Northwestern Persia. Although Hasanlu (V-III) has been the key site for
establishing Iron Age chronology, the pottery from other northwestern sites
has been more extensively published, particularly that from Dinkha (Denka)
Tepe (Muscarella, 1974), Agrab (‘Aqrab) Tepe (Muscarella, 1973), and Bastam
(Bestam; Kroll). In Hasanlu V (Iron I) the appearance of early western gray
ware marked a complete break with local Late Bronze ceramic traditions (see
vii, above); on the other hand, this burnished gray ware is generally thought to
have been derived from somewhat similar wares of the Late Bronze Age in the
northeast (Young, 1965; idem, 1967; idem, 1985; Dyson; see i, ix, above). In this
period there is a notable typological homogeneity among far-flung sites in the
northwest (Young, 1965; idem, 1985; Muscarella, 1974; Vanden Berghe, 1964;
cf. Medvedskaya). In Hasanlu IV (Iron II) late western gray ware developed
from the early gray ware of the preceding period, but considerably greater
regional variability is apparent (Young, 1965; idem, 1985; Dyson; Muscarella,
1974).

The late western buff ware of Hasanlu III (Iron III) presents a more complex
problem than was originally recognized. Even in the northwest this period is
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characterized by two distinct ceramic phenomena; in central western Persia
the situation is even more fragmented. The predominant pottery of early
Hasanlu IIIB is a plain red-slipped ware (Levine, 1987; Muscarella, 1973) that is
better known from Urartian sites farther north (Kroll) and is also found in
eastern Turkey. In later Hasanlu IIIB it was largely replaced by Triangle Ware,
a buff pottery painted with crosshatched triangles, which continued to develop
in Hasanlu IIIA. Triangle ware has been found throughout much of
northwestern and central western Persia, providing a horizon marker (Levine,
1987).

Central western Persia. The original association of ceramics from the central
western part of the country with the northwestern sequence of early and late
western gray ware and late western buff ware was based on a reanalysis of
finds from graves in Tepe Giyan (Gian) II-I (Young, 1965; Contenau and
Ghirshman). Although sherds of both phases of gray ware have been found in
surveys of a limited number of sites in the northern tier of Zagros valleys
(Young, 1966; idem, 1975; Levine, 1976), excavations in the same area have
revealed a number of local sequences (Young, 1985; Levine, 1987), particularly
at Baba Jan (Baba Jan; Goff, 1978; idem, 1985), Nush-i Jan (NaS$-e Jan, Stronach),
Godin (Gowdin) Tepe (Young, 1969; Young and Levine), Jameh Shuran
(JamasSuran; Levine, 1987), Tepe Guran (Guran; Meldgaard et al.), Surkh Dum
(Sork-dom; Schmidt et al.), and Tepe Giyan (Contenau and Ghirshman).

Analysis of the Godin III finds and consequent reinterpretation of those from
Giyan suggest that the nondescript terminal assemblage of Godin III
(characterized by simple shapes in handmade coarse buff ware without
decoration; Henrickson, 1984) lasted well into the Iron I period (Henrickson,
1983-84). Gray ware thus probably did not replace an earlier assemblage but
instead represents contact with the north contemporary with a continuing
Bronze Age tradition. Simultaneously in many of the central western valleys
tall, slender goblets made from a distinctive white paste appeared (Meldgaard
et al.; Goff, 1966; idem, 1968; Henrickson, 1983-84; Levine, 1987). An ultimate
origin in either Elamite or Kassite ceramics has been suggested, but the former
seems more likely in view of the Elamite resurgence in the late 2nd
millennium (Henrickson, 1983-84; Carter, 1984).

Early in the 1st millennium B.C.E. (Iron III) regional assemblages appeared in
various parts of western Persia. For example, in central Luristan the “genre
Luristan” (= Baba Jan III; Goff, 1978; cf. idem, 1968) includes simple handmade
buff-ware vessels with distinctive painted decoration consisting of pendant
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hatched diamonds and other geometric motifs. In Baba Jan I it was replaced by
a well-made plain buff ware (Goff, 1985). Similar material is well known from
farther east, at Nush-i Jan in Malayer (Stronach), and a contemporary or
slightly later version of the same tradition has been found in Godin period II,
in Kangavar, and at Jameh Shuran in the Mahidast (Young, 1969; Young and
Levine; Levine, 1987; Brown). A profuse variety of bowls with ledge or beaded
rims is noteworthy. At least in this region the assemblage may be associated
with the Medes. Almost no graves from the 2nd millennium are known in PoSt-
e Kuh, but cemeteries of the 1st millennium have yielded abundant pottery,
consisting of simple shapes made from a coarse buff ware and including
parallels to the contemporary Elamite assemblage in Susiana (Vanden Berghe,
1972; idem, 1973a; idem, 1973b; idem, 1977).

Southwestern Persia and Fars (see viii, above).

Kerman. Period III at Tepe Yahya (Yahya) in the Soghun (Sawgan) valley is
dated to the late 2nd or early 1st millennium B.C.E. Red and gray burnished
wares and a grey-ware bridged spout suggest a range of dates in Iron I-II
(Lamberg-Karlovsky, pp. 27-33).

Northeastern Persia. Although the Late Bronze Age gray burnished wares of
the northeast have been proposed as the origin of western gray ware (see i, ix,
above), there is very limited evidence from the Iron Age, particularly the late
2nd millennium, in the same region. At Tureng (Turang) Tepe, after a long
break in ceramic production, red and gray-black burnished pottery appeared
in VA-IV, dated to late Iron II-III (Deshayes, p. 170). Yarim Tepe also yielded an
Iron Age sequence (Crawford). The pottery from the Atrak region belonged to
the Turkmenistan sequence (Venco Ricciardi).

Persian plateau. Excavations at Tepe Sialk (Sialk), near Kasan, revealed two
cemeteries (Sialk V and VI, necropolises A and B respectively), dated by the ex-
cavator after the mid-2nd millennium B.C.E. (Ghirshman), though there have
been continual attempts to refine this dating. The Sialk V graves yielded
burnished gray ware, whereas Sialk VI graves contained fine buff vessels with
shapes clearly based on metal prototypes; their entire surfaces are painted
with elaborate geometric and naturalistic designs in reddish brown.



https://www.iranicaonline.org/articles/atrak-river-of-nurthern-khorasan-fiowing-first-northwest-and-then-southwest-into-the-caspian-sea

Vol. V, Fasc. 3, pp. 300-302 @
)

BIBLIOGRAPHY

S. C. Brown, Kinship to Kingship. Archaeological and Historical Studies in the
Neo-Assyrian Zagros, Ph.D. diss., University of Toronto, 1979.

E. Carter, Elam in the Second Millennium B.C. The Archaeological Evidence,
Ph.D. diss., The University of Chicago, 1971. Idem, “Elamite Pottery, ca.
2000-1000 B.C.,” JNES 38, 1979, pp. 111-28.

Idem, “Elamite Ceramics,” in H. T. Wright, ed., An Early Town on the Deh Luran
Plain. Excavations at Tepe Farukhabad, The University of Michigan, Museum of
Anthropology, Memoir 13, Ann Arbor, 1981, pp. 200-16.

Idem, “Archaeology,” in E. Carter and M. W. Stolper, eds., Elam. Surveys of
Political History and Archaeology, University of California Near Eastern
Studies 25, Berkeley and Los Angeles, 1984, pp. 103-230.

Idem and M. W. Stolper, “Middle Elamite Malyan,” Expedition 18, 1976, pp.
33-42.

G. Contenau and R. Ghirshman, Fouilles de Tépé Giyan, prés de Néhavand
1931-32, Paris, 1935.

V. E. Crawford, “Beside the Kara Su,” Bulletin of the Metropolitan Museum of
Art 22,1963, pp. 263-73.

]J. Deshayes, “Tureng Tepe,” Iran 14, 1976, pp. 169-71.

R. H. Dyson, Jr., “Problems of Protohistoric Iran as Seen from Hasanlu,” [NES
24,1965, pp. 193-217.

H. Gasche, La poterie élamite du deuxiéme millénaire A.C., MDAFI 47, Paris,
1973.

R. Ghirshman, Fouilles de Sialk, prés de Kashan, 1933, 1934, 1937, Paris, 1939.

C. Goff (Meade), New Evidence of Cultural Development in Luristan in the Late
2nd and Early First Millennia, Ph.D. diss., University of London, 1966.

Idem, “Luristan in the First Half of the First Millennium B.C. A Preliminary




@\ CERAMICS X. THE IRON AGE |Robert C. Henrickson

Report on the First Season’s Excavations at Baba Jan, and Associated Surveys
in the Eastern Pish-i-Kah,” Iran 6, 1968, pp. 105-34.

Idem, “Excavations at Baba Jan. The Pottery and Metal from Levels III and II,”
Iran 16, 1978, pp. 29-65.

Idem, “Excavations at Baba Jan. The Architecture and Pottery of Level ,” Iran
23,1985, pp. 1-20.

R. C. Henrickson, “Giyan II and I Reconsidered,” Mesopotamia 18-19, 1983-84,
pp. 195-200.

Idem, Godin Tepe, Godin III, and Central Western Iran ca. 2600-1400 B.C., Ph.D.
diss., University of Toronto, 1984.

L. Jacobs, Darvazeh Tepe and the Iranian Highlands in the Second Millennium
B.C., Ph.D. diss., University of Oregon, Portland, 1980.

S. Kroll, Keramik urartischer Festungen in Iran, AMI Erganzungsband 2, Berlin,
1976.

C. C. Lamberg-Karlovsky, Excavations at Tepe Yahya, Iran, 1967-1969, Progress
Report No. 1, American School of Prehistoric Research Bulletin 27, Cambridge,
Mass., 1970.

L. D. Levine, “Survey in the Province of Kermanshah 1975. Mahidasht in the
Prehistoric and Early History Periods,” in Proceedings, Fourth Annual
Symposium on Archaeological Research in Iran, Tehran, 1976, pp. 284-97.

Idem, “The Iron Age,” in F. Hole, The Archaeology of Western Iran. Settlement
and Society from Prehistory to the Islamic Conquest, Smithsonian Series in
Archaeological Inquiry 1, Washington, D.C., 1987, pp. 229-50.

I. N. Medvedskaya, Iran. Iron Age I, British Archaeological Reports,
International Series 126, Oxford, 1982.

J. Meldgaard, P. Mortensen, and H. Thrane, “Excavations at Tepe Guran,
Luristan,” Acta Archaeologica 34, 1963, pp. 91-133.

P. de Miroschedji, “Stratigraphie de la période néo-élamite de Suse (c. 1110-c.
540),” Paléorient 4, 1978, pp. 213-27.




Vol. V, Fasc. 3, pp. 300-302 @
)

Idem, “Fouilles du chantier Ville Royale II a Suse (1975-77) 1. Les niveaux
élamites,” CDAFI 12, 1981, pp. 9-136.

0. W. Muscarella, “Excavations at Agrab Tepe,” Metropolitan Museum Journal
8,1973, pp. 47-76.

Idem, “The Iron Age at Dinkha Tepe, Iran,” Metropolitan Museum Journal 9,
1974, pp. 35-90.

Idem, “"Ziwiye" and Ziwiye. The Forgery of a Provenience,” Journal of Field
Archaeology 4, 1977, pp. 197-219.

E. F. Schmidt, M. N. van Loon, and H. H. Curvers, The Holmes Expeditions to
Luristan, Oriental Institute Publication 108, Chicago, 1989.

M.-]. Steve, H. Gasche, and L. de Meyer, “La Susiane au deuxieme millénaire. A
propos d’une interprétation des fouilles de Suse,” Iranica Antiqua 15, 1980, pp.
49-154.

R. Stronach, “Excavations at Tepe Nush-i Jan. Part 2. Median Pottery from the
Fallen Floor in the Fort,” Iran 16, 1978, pp. 11-24.

W. M. Sumner, “Excavations at Tall-i Malyan (Anshan) 1974,” Iran 14, 1976, pp.
103-15.

L. Vanden Berghe, La nécropole de Khurvin, Uitgaven van het Nederlands
Historisch-Archaeologisch Instituut to Istanbul 17, Istanbul, 1964.

Idem, “Recherches archéologiques dans le Luristan. Cinquiéme campagne:
1969. Prospections dans le Pusht-i Kih central (Rapport préliminaire),” Iranica
Antiqua 9, 1972, pp. 1-48.

Idem, “Recherches archéologiques dans le Luristan. Sixieme campagne: 1970.
Fouilles a Bard-i Bal et Pa-yi Kal, prospections dans le district d’Aivan (Rapport
préliminaire),” Iranica Antiqua 10, 1973a, pp. 1-79.

Idem, “La nécropole de Kutal-i Gulgul,” Archeologia 65, 1973b, pp. 16-29.
Idem, “La nécropole de Chamzhi-Mumah,” Archaeologia 108, 1977, pp. 52-63.

Idem, Bibliographie analytique de ’archéologie de 'Iran ancien, Leiden, 1979.




@\ CERAMICS X. THE IRON AGE |Robert C. Henrickson

Idem and E. Haerinck, Bibliographie analytique de U’archéologie de UIran
ancien. Supplément 1. 1978-1980, Leiden, 1981.

Idem, Bibliographie analytique de l’archéologie de ’Iran ancien. Supplément 2.
1981-1985, Louvain, 1987.

R. Venco Ricciardi, “Archaeological Survey in the Upper Atrek Valley
(Khorasan, Iran). Preliminary Report,” Mesopotamia 15, 1980, pp. 51-72.

T. C. Young, Jr., “A Comparative Ceramic Chronology for Western Iran,
1500-500 B.C.,” Iran 3, 1965, pp. 53-85.

Idem, “Survey in Western Iran,” JNES 25, 1966, pp. 228-39.
Idem, “The Iranian Migration into the Zagros,” Iran 5, 1967, pp. 11-34.

Idem, Excavations at Godin Tepe. First Progress Report, Royal Ontario Museum
Art and Archaeology Occasional Paper 17, Toronto, 1969.

Idem, “An Archaeological Survey of the Kangavar Valley,” Proceedings. Third
Annual Symposium on Archaeological Research in Iran, Tehran, 1975, pp. 23-30.

Idem, “Early Iron Age Iran Revisited. Preliminary Suggestions for the Re-
analysis of Old Constructs,” in J.-L. Huot, M. Yon, and Y. Calvet, eds., De ’Indus
aux Balkans. Recueil a la mémoire de Jean Deshayes, Paris, 1985, pp. 361-78.

Idem and L. D. Levine, Excavations of the Godin Project. Second Progress
Report, Royal Ontario Museum Art and Archaeology Occasional Paper 26,
Toronto, 1974.




