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ABSTRACT

Girnavaz Hoéyiik is a key site for better understanding the cultural and economic relationship between north-
ern Mesopotamia and the Upper Tigris region between the third and the first millennia BC. The site is located
in the liminal zone of the northern Jazirah at the start of the Tur ‘Abdin mountains, in a spot that most likely
allowed it to play an important role in financial, cultural, and social exchange during the end of the third and
the beginning of the second millennium BC when Assyrian merchants began engaging in long-distance trade
with Anatolian settlements. During this period, the Khabur Ware (within the Upper Khabur river valley) and
other types of Band Painted Wares (from other neighbouring regions) became clear archacological correlates
of this temporal phase.

In this paper, I will focus on a preliminary analysis of the Khabur Ware from Girnavaz Hoyiik in order to define
the similarities and differences between contemporary pottery assemblages discovered in the region as well as in
other neighbouring areas. The aim will be to provide an initial definition of a relative inner chronology for this

specific ceramic assemblage at the site that has never been previously published.
KEYwWORDS
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1. Introduction’

The so-called Khabur Ware (hereafter KW) repre-
sents the most indicative repertoire of the first half
of the second millennium BC, i.e. Middle Bronze
Age (ca. 2000-1600 BC, hereafter MBA), within
Upper Mesopotamia. The first definition and classi-
fication of this ware was given by Sir Max Mallowan
who, while excavating at Chagar Bazar in the Up-
per Khabur river valley, noticed the high percentage
of these painted vessels within the MBA levels.* The
following excavations and the related discoveries led
scholars to review Mallowan’s work and examine in
depth the characteristic of KW, such as its chron-
ological span and distribution.* Mallowan himself
distinguished between an earlier stage in which
potters had used coarse buff ware and later periods
marked by well-refined pinkish/creamy clay. How-
ever, it was Hrouda who firstly subdivided the KW
into ‘older’ and ‘younger’, mostly on the basis of
shape development and type occurrence.*

In 1997, archaeologist H. Oguchi refined Mal-
lowan and Hrouda’s works by proposing a more de-
tailed periodization. Specifically, he argued for four
sub-periods: Period I (ca. 1900-1813 BC), defined
also as ‘Early Khabur Ware’ period; Period II (ca.
1813-1700 BC) or the ‘Classic Khabur Ware’ peri-
od; Period III (ca. 1700-1550 BC) or ‘Late Khabur
Ware’ period; Period IV (ca. 1550-1400 BC) or
‘Transitional Khabur-Mitannian’ pottery.> Despite
this clear yet approximate chronological classifica-
tion several problems exist, especially in the first pe-
riod: the transitional phase between the end of the
third and the beginning of the second millennium
has so far still produced scarce archacological evi-
dence, and is not supported by written sources, thus
preventing an adequate calibration of the compared
ceramic sequence.®

1

This paper is based on my Master’s thesis titled 7ypo-
logical and Distributional Analysis of Khabur Ware and Band
Painted Wares in the Ancient Near East during the Middle
Bronze Age: the Case of Girnavaz Hoyiik, Southeastern Turkey.

> MALLOWAN 1936; 1937, p. 102.

*  E.g,HRrouDpA 1957,1989,2001; HAMLIN 1971; STE-
iN 1984; OcucHi 1997, 1998, 2001, 2003, 2006.

¢ MALLOWAN 1937, p. 102; HRoUDA 1957, pp. 38-40.
> OguUcHi 1997, pp. 195-196.
¢ Ors12010, p. 864.
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Furthermore, recent data from the Upper Khabur
river valley also challenges such easy categorisations,
as archacological evidence reveals that the first ap-
pearance of the KW might be dated back to around
1950 BC.” Earlier, P. Pfilzner proposed a controver-
sial hypothesis, also embraced by Schimdt and based
on the discovery of KW sherds within the ‘House
of Pussam’ at Tell Mozan (Phase C7 in inner chro-
nology), which pushes the dates of the Early Khabur
Ware back to the very end of the third millennium
(i.e., end of the Early Jezirah V period — 2100-2000
BC).® This view has, however, been rejected by Kolin-
ski who stated that the sherds from this area do not
show resemblances with the earlier assemblage dis-
covered, for instance at Barri and Arbid, but belong
to the Classic Khabur horizon.” Recently, thanks
to "C analysis from short-lived plants deposited in
Phase C7 accumulations, Pfilzner confirmed the
dates of these contexts to the twenty-first century BC
and proposed a new periodization of the KW.'* Thus,
in his paper he hypothesizes that the first appearance
of this ware occurred during the last century of the
third millennium BC. However, this proposal is far
from being generally accepted and so the debate on
the chronological issue of this pottery remains still
open.

As concerns the distribution of the KW, since
the first publications of this painted pottery schol-
ars have mainly adopted one criterion for determin-
ing the diffusion of this assemblage, i.e. a qualita-
tive approach.'’ These studies allowed recognizing
several areas of distribution, in which the sites have
been listed according to their location in the mod-

7 KoriNskI 2014. According to him, clear examples

of Early Khabur Ware dated to the beginning of the twenti-
eth century BC have been found at Tell Barri (stratum 34A)
and Tell Arbid (Sector P). Moreover, dispersed sherds similar
to those recovered from these sites can be identified at Tell Brak
(Area TW), Tell Muhammad Diyab (chartier Sa) and Tell
Rimah (Area AS — Level A4).

8  DOHMANN-PFALZNER, PFALZNER 2002, p.154;
ScHIMDT 2012, p. 173.

?  KoLiNsk1 2014, p. 31.

10 In his paper, the scholar proposes also a new period-

ization of the MBA: MBA IA, 2100-2000 BC; MBA 1B, 2000-
1850 BC; MBA 1I, 1850-1650 BC (PrALZNER 2017, p. 176,
tab. 7.2).

" E.g, HAMLIN 1971; OGuUcHI 1997; FAIVRE, NICOL-
LE 2007; PALMISANO 2012.
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ern countries’ boundaries. In particular, Oguchi -
and successively the other scholars who based their
research on his studies — distinguished a main dis-
tribution zone, i.e. the Upper Khabur valley and
northern Iraq, from a secondary area that included
sites of southern and southeastern Turkey, western
Iran, and inner Syria.'? The spread of this ware over
such a large territory led to hypotheses that certain
relationships existed between the various regions,
perhaps linked to economic, cultural, and/or socio-
political factors.”* However, archacometric investi-
gations on the MBA band painted vessels have dem-
onstrated that in some peripheral regions, such as
the Upper Tigris valley in southeastern Turkey and
the Ushnu-Solduz valley in northwestern Iran, the
KW is locally produced and thus it is better to label
it as Band Painted Ware." Indeed, the archacologi-

2 OgucHI 1997.

13 Theories on the diffusion of KW related to economic

factors are mainly based on the establishment of the Old As-
syrian long-distance trade system, being the Upper Khabur val-
ley both the main distribution zone of this painted pottery and
the region of utmost importance for the exchange of goods. C.
Hamlin hypothesized that the presence of KW at Dinkha Tepe,
in northwestern Iran, might be explained as a consequence of
the role played by the site and the Ushnu-Solduz valley area
within the commercial network (1971, pp. 306-307). H. Ogu-
chi, aware of the KW occurrence at Kiiltepe, in central Anato-
lia, and in other Mesopotamian areas was much more careful in
linking it to the Assyrian trade, stating that there were certain
contacts between the regions involved in the network (1997).

Instead, theories on the connection between KW and cul-
tural factors suggest that this ware was a product of foreign
tribal groups or populations, e.g. the Hatti, Hurrians or Am-
orites, that slowly had been insinuated and adapted within the
Mesopotamian society (SPEISER 1933, p-273; WELKER 1948,
p.218; MALLOWAN 1956, p.218; HrRouUDA 1957, p.44;
THOMAS 1967, p. 69; FAIVRE, NICOLLE 2007, pp. 194-196).

At last, theories based on socio-political factors explain the
occurrence of KW within a wide interregional context as the
consequence of the establishment of the so-called ‘Kingdom of
Upper Mesopotamia’ of Shamshi-Adad I. The territory con-
quered by the Amorite king, spanning from the Euphrates to
the Zagros, and the alliances with other rulers enlarged the in-
fluence sphere of Assyrians throughout Iraq, Syria, Turkey and
part of Iran. Either political or military control of these areas
might have played an important role in the rising of a ‘court’
ware, represented by KW, highly valued and imitated in order
to emulate Assyrian élites (this view has been suggested by K.
Kaercher in a paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the
American Schools of Oriental Research held in San Diego, No-
vember 2014).

" D’AcosTINO 2016, pp.81-82. For archacometric
analyses, see BEDAL ET AL. 1995; D’AGOSTINO 2012; LANERI
ET AL. 2015.

West ¢ East

243

cal dilemma on the appearance and diffusion of KW
and other band painted wares and on their connec-
tions is far from being solved.

The study of the unpublished KW sherds from
the site of Girnavaz Hoyiik, located in the Upper
Khabur river valley, may provide further informa-
tion on those links. Due to its strategic position at
the crossroad between the Upper Khabur river val-
ley and the Upper Tigris region, the site represents
an important centre for appreciating the connec-
tions between northeastern Syria and southeastern
Turkey. Furthermore, a macroscopic and typologi-
cal description of the vessels together with a com-
parative analysis of the assemblages found in other
regions will be helpful in establishing an inner rela-
tive chronology of the MBA layers.

2. The site and the history of research

Girnavaz Héyitk (UTM 37, 698198, 4108872) is
located 4 km north of the modern city of Nusaybin,
in the district of Mardin in southeastern Turkey,
and 5 km north of the modern Syrian-Turkish bor-
der. The mound (ca. 300 m in diameter and 24 m
high, ca. 7 ha.) lies on the right bank of the Cag Cag
river, in a strategic position dominating the south-
ern plain of the Upper Khabur valley and the north-
ern mountainous lands of the Tur ‘Abdin (fig. 1).

The site’s proximity to both the Cag Cagand the
Tur ‘Abdin might have led the inhabitants of the site
to diversify their economic subsistence, characterized
by farming in the surrounding fertile lands and by
pastoral and hunting activities in the mountains."” In
addition, its position could grant control over the ac-
cess to Tur ‘Abdin, making Girnavaz a key-site with-
in the political landscape of the region.

The site was first recorded in scholarly litera-
ture by A.T. Olmstead who mentioned the city
of Nagibina as a prominent settlement during the
ninth century BC.'¢ After almost forty years, E. Lu-
cius and K. Sornig evoked again the site suggesting

> E.g, a similar situation has been suggested for the

site of Hirbemerdon Tepe, SE Turkey, which is close both
to the Tigris river and the Tur ‘Abdin mountains (LANERT,

SCHWARTZ, VALENTINI 2012).
' OLMSTEAD 1918, p. 218, fn. 22.
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FIGURE 1

Map showing the location of Girnavaz Héyiik and of the main MBA sites of the Upper Tigris and Upper Khabur valleys

that it was located 1 km south of a village, Vesiki,
which they thought to be the ancient Mitanni cap-
ital of Washukanni (WasSukanni)."" Later, Sornig
approached the issue on the localization of the Mi-
tanni centre in a new way, which this time he iden-
tified as being Girnavaz.” One year earlier, K. Kes-
sler published a study in which, according to some
letters from Mari and Tell el-Amarna, he proposed
that Girnavaz was in fact the Neo-Assyrian city of
Nabula, called Nawala in the Old Babylonian pe-
riod.”” With this is mind, and with the attempt to

17

Lucius, SORNIG 1969, pp. 5, 10.
SORNIG 1980, pp. 321-322.
KESSLER 1978-79. The Old Babylonian city of Nawala

is mentioned in one letter from Mari that is part of the royal cor-
respondence between the family members of Shamshi-Adad L.
In ARM 4, 42, Ishme-Dagan gives information about his health
to his brother, Yasmakh-Addu (DossiN 1951, p. 6). Moreover,
he apprises him of a famine that is affecting the town of Amur-
sakim, which he is trying to eradicate with sending pears from
Nawala. Probably, this famine was caused by the presence of
Turukku, a tribe that was committing crimes in the region (sce

18

19
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solve this problem of identification, a survey on the
mound was planned in 1980. Prof. Hayat Erkanal
and his team collected artefacts that allowed him to
hypothesize a human occupation spanning from the
Late Uruk period (i.e., end of the fourth millenni-
um BC) to the Neo-Assyrian Empire (tab. 1).2°

In 1982, the excavations began under the super-
vision of Prof. Erkanal with the permission of the
Mardin Museum. The archacological investigation
of the site was carried out for cight seasons (1982-
1984 and 1986-1991) but was abruptly stopped on
25.9.1991 when the team was struck by a terror-

ARM 1, 90 and ARM 4, 52; DossiN 1950, p. 161; 1951, p. 7).

The Neo-Assyrian spelling Na-bu-la is instead attested
in two royal inscriptions: in the so-called ‘Broken Obelisk’ of
Ashur-bel-kala (1074-1053 BC), the king is recorded to have
fought the Arameans at Nabula (RIMA 2 A.0.89.7 iii, 10;
GRAYSON 1991, p. 102). In his inscription, Shamshi-Adad V
(824-811 BC) reminds a rebellion of 27 towns, among which
Nabula, against his father Shalmaneser ITI (RIMA 3 A.0.103.1
i, 47; GRAYSON 1996, p. 183).

20 ERKANAL 1983.
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Connecting cultures, dividing countries: a preliminary assessment of the Khabur Ware...

TABLE 1

Chronological phases identified at Girnavaz

Phase Dates Period Archaeological Traces References
Architecture: badly preserved remains (NE Erkanal 1983
I | 3500-3000BC | 1C4-5 | Area) 1900
Finds collected during the survey
Architecture: badly preserved remains (N
Ila 2800-2750 BC EBAT Area); mudbrick wall (NE Area) Erkanal 1985
(EJT) — Uysal 1998
Pottery: few Ninevite 5
Architecture: burials, wall foundation (NE Erkanal 1988
EBAII Area); mudbrick wall Gokee 1991
2750-2600 BC EJ I Pottery: Ninevite 5, Metallic Ware Yaleikli 1991
(ETID Uysal 1991
Other: metal objects, stone tools Uysal 1998
Architecture: burials, large building (NE Erkanal 1990
Area) Gokee 1991
Pottery: Ninevite 5, Metallic Ware, Yalgikli 1991
2600-2350 BC | PP | Comon Ware Uysal 1991
(EJ 11T Akyurt et al. 1993
Other: metal objects, grave goods, animal Senyurt 1994
figurines Uysal 1998
Architecture: garbage pit, mudbrick wall
and pebbled-paved floor (N Area); stone
111 2100-1600 BC MBA P11§S, tannur, pits, mudbrick walls and Erkanal 1990
? (EJ v-0J ) | burials (NE Area) Akyurt et al. 1993
Pottery: Khabur Ware, Grey Ware
Other: grinding stones, weight
Architecture: dwellings (N Area)
Pottery: few Nuzi Ware and Late Khabur Erkanal 1985
LBA/ EIA | Ware (LBA), other painted sherds, Erkanal 1988
1450-1050 BC | (Middle | common Ware Erkanal 1989
Assyrian ) : ) Erkanal 1990
Other: limestone figurine, gold objecs,
ivory stalk, cylinder seal, cuneiform tablet
Architecture: official buildings (C and N Erkanal 1983
Areas); workshop (C Area) Erkanal 1984
900-612 BC | MIA (Neo- Erkanal 1985
Assyrian) | Pottery: Cooking Ware, Palace Ware Erkanal 1987
Erkanal 1990
Other: metal objects, cuneiform tablets, Senyurt 1988
cylinder seals Senyurt 1995
V-1V cent. BC Cla:;cal Traces of a used road Erkanal 1983
Earl Architecture: cemetery Erkanal 1983
VI | VIl-Xcent. CE | Y Erkanal 1984
slamic

Other: grave goods

Erkanal 1985
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ist attack, which killed two archaeologists, Metin
Akyurt and Bahattin Devam.*!

The work was conducted in three different sec-
tors of the mound, respectively named ‘Central
Area’ (C), ‘Northern Terrace Area’ (N) and ‘North-
castern Terrace Area’ (NE), covering an average of
0.18 ha, about 2.75% of the whole site (fig. 2).”

Due to the interruption of the excavations,
the layers dating back to the MBA period have not
been completely reached; a few remains have been
brought to light in the N and NE areas. In the first
sector, which was marked by the presence of a prob-
able official Neo-Assyrian architectural complex,
the archacologists opened a deep sounding (V-
Y/10-11). Here, scholars uncovered a garbage pit
where pots and miniature vessels were discarded.
They labelled the vessels as Nuzi and Khabur wares
and related the pit to an adjacent wall built in the
early second millennium that was probably reused
in the Hurrian-Mitanni period. Next to the wall,
built with very large stones in an overlay technique,
a pebble floor was also recovered.” In the NE sector,
above a cemetery of the third millennium BC, ar-
chacologists uncarthed remains of the MBA (layers
I and II) characterized by stone piles, pits, a proba-
ble tannur, mudbrick walls, and simple earthen bur-
ials, and was marked by the presence of KW sherds.**
Unfortunately, no complete structures and intact
contexts have been recovered.

3. Description of the assemblage

(tabs. 2-3, figs. 6, 8-9)

A total of 224 band painted sherds have been re-
covered from sectors M 19-22 and O 22 (NE area),
Y-V/10-11,111 and B 11-12 (N area).” The num-

2 Uvsar 1998, p. 27.
2 ERKANAL 1985.
2 ERKANAL 1991.

2 AKYURT ET AL. 1993.

»  Unfortunately, no relevant information on the per-

centages of other contemporancous ceramic assemblages (i.c.,
common wares, Plain Ware, Kitchen Ware) are here provid-
ed. A study with the aim of contextualizing the KW within the
MBA pottery horizon is planned for the future.
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ber of ceramics considered to be diagnostic are 88
(hig.3).

The KW from Girnavaz can be defined as a
wheel-made monochrome painted ware with the
colour of the fabric ranging from buff to brown-red-
dish, including shades of beige, light yellow and light
orange. The inner surface is often of the same colour
of the paste and in just a few cases a ‘sandwich’ sec-
tion — in light grey — is found. The surface has a light
slip or self-slip and it is sometimes smoothed; the
tempers are quite depurated prevailing with chaff
or sand in fine granulation and small inclusions of
chalk, lime and sometimes grits. The decorations
are mostly simple lines and parallel bands, some-
times combined with incised or impressed motifs.
Hatched triangles or cross-hatched motifs are also
attested, and they are generally located between the
rim and the shoulder. More complex decorations
are extremely rare, usually consisting of triangles
with dots or wavy lines (fig. 4). In one case (fig. 4: ),
the combination with animal figures, e.g. a bird or
duck/goose, cannot be excluded. The most common
colours for the painted decoration are brown-black-
ish, reddish-brown and orange. In terms of typolo-
gies and shapes, the KW repertoire consists mainly
of bowls (17) and jars (35) (fig. 5).

Bowls can be distinguished into either shallow
and deep: the former are characterized by a carination
and an internally thickened rim (fig. 8: 1).” Painted
bands are usually applied on the rim and occasionally
on the inner surface. In one case, strokes are paint-
ed on the rim (fig. 9: 2).2® Deep bowls have straight

%6 Specimens like rims, bases, and decorated body sherds

are here considered as diagnostic. First hand observation and
macroscopic analyses were conducted. Thin sections micro-
scopic analysis are planned for the future.

77 Parallels can be found at Chagar Bazar (MALLOWAN
1936, fig. 17, n. 14; 1937, fig. 16, n. 18), Tell Barri (BACCELLI,
ManNuUEeLLI 2008, pl. 2, n. 6), Tell Leilan (WEIss 1985, p. 13;
FRAYNE 1995, fig. 41, n. 4), Tell al-Rimah (PoSTGATE, OATES
D., OATESJ. 1997, p. 523), Hirbemerdon Tepe (LANERI 2016
(ed.), pl. 33, n. 76), Imikugagr (Kozse 1993, pl. 36, n. 3), and
al-Andalus (RIsTVET 2005, fig. A1.7, n. 6).

2 Parallels can be found at Tell Leilan (FRAYNE 1995,
fig. 38, n. 1), in Tell al-Rimah (PosTGATE, OATES D., OATES
J. 1997, p. 520), Tell Mohammed Diyab (FAIvRE, NICOLLE
2007, pl. 11, n. 523), Tell Arbid (BreLinsk1 2005, fig. 10), Tell
Brak (OaTEs D., OATES J., McDoNaLD H. 1997, fig. 190, ns.
210, 218), Dinkha Tepe (HAMLIN 1974, fig 2, ns. la-b), and
Tell Mozan (PrALZNER 2017, fig. 7.15, K2362).

Monografie, 4
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FIGURE 3 Diagnostic sherds
Numbers and percentages Tot. KW sherds: 244
of the KW diagnostic sherds Tot. diagnostic sherds: 88

collected from the different areas

En/a
52; 59,09% B NE area

61; 69,32%
® Deep Sounding (N area)

BN area

9; 10,23%

FIGURE 4

Decorative patterns
of the KW found at the site

FIGURE 5 BOWLS CUPS/BEAKERS JARS GRAIN BARRELS BASES OTHER
Types and related painted MEASURES
® Diagnostictypes  m Brown/red/orange paint  m Dark brown/black paint  mn/a

decoration of the diagnostic sherds
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FIGURE 6
KW vessels exhibited at Mardin Museum (photo by Abdullah Bilen)
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Selected sherds from the shallow (1-2) and deep (3-9) bowls and from the cups and beakers (10-13)

West ¢ East 250 Monografie, 4



Connecting cultures, dividing countries: a preliminary assessment of the Khabur Ware...

—
\
—

A

N

J =

 S—
N

Selected sherds from the barrels (1), the jars (2-7) and the basins (8)

FIGURE 9

West ¢ East 251 Monografie, 4



SERGIO GIUSEPPE RUsso

or slightly curved profiles, externally and internally
thickened painted rims (fig. 8:9).” Carinated vari-
ants are also present (fig, 8: 6-8).*° Of particular in-
terest are the small carinated bowls (or beakers) with
thin walls and painted bands or crosshatched trian-
gles (fig. 8: 10-11).%" Incised and painted decorations

are found together in four examples (fig. 8: 3-4)*:
one of the sherds presents a fishbone pattern and a
band on the rim whereas the other ones have incised
lines on the rims or shoulders. Finally, a unicum is
represented by a double-rimmed bowl with a cross-

hatched motif on the body (fig. 8:5).% A few cups

#  Parallels can be found at Chagar Bazar (McMAHON
2009, pl. 31, ns.3,5; pl. 37, n. 6), Tell Mozan (PFALZNER 2017,
fig. 7.15, K2425), Tell Mohammed Diyab (FAIvRE, NICOLLE
2007, pl. 10, n. 344), Tell Brak (OATES D., OATES J., Mc-
Donarp H. 1997, fig. 195, n.368), Tell al-Rimah (PosT-
GATE, OATES D., OATES J. 1997, pl. 60, n. 564; pl. 79, n. 885),
Kiiltepe (OzcU¢ 1953, fig. 26), Hirbemerdon Tepe (LANERI
2016 (ed.), pl. 64, n.468), Imikusag (Kozse 1993, pl. 21,
n. 1), and Dinkha Tepe (HAMLIN 1974, fig. 9, n. 35).

3 Parallels can be found at Tell Brak (OATES D., OATES
J. McDonNALD H. 1997, fig. 192, n. 285; fig. 290), Chagar Ba-
zar (McMAHON 2009, pl. 31, ns. 7-8; pl. 33, n. 5), Tell al-Rimah
(PosTGATE, OATES D., OATES J. 1997, pl. 59, n. 542; pl. 79,
n. 879), Dinkha Tepe (HamrIN 1974, fig.2, n. 10b; fig. 10,
n.29¢), and Tiirbe Hoyiik (BAsTURK 2009, pl. 2, a-c). Parallels
to bowl 14 can be found at Chagar Bazar (McMaHON 2009,
pl. 31, n. 18), Tell Mohammed Diyab (FAIvRE, NICOLLE 2007,
pl. 10, n. 348), Tell Brak (OaTESs D., OATES J., MCDONALD
H. 1997, fig. 191, ns. 244, 248-249), Tell Leilan (FRAYNE 1995,
fig. 75, n.4), Tell Mozan (PFALZNER 2017, fig. 7.5, K1136),
and Tell Barri (BACCELLI, MANUELLI 2008, pl. 4, n. 9).

31 Parallels can be found at Chagar Bazar (McMAHON
2009, pl. 37, n. 22; pl. 45), Tell Arbid (KorLinski 2014, fig. 4),
Tell Barri (BacceLLr, MANUELLI 2008, pl. 1, ns. 2-3; pl. 3, ns.
1-6), Tell Brak (OATES D., OATES J., McDo~aLD H. 1997,
fig. 190, n. 206), Sagar (RIsTVET 2005, fig. A1.8, n. 1), Tell al-
Rimah (POSTGATE, OATES D., OATES J. 1997, pl. 79, n. 892),
Tell Mozan (PFALZNER 2017, fig. 7.15, K2427, K1141), and
1mamoglu (KozsE 1993, pl. 100, n. 3).

> Bowls 5-7 are characterised by an atypical decoration for

KW. This, together with the uncertain and incomplete stratig-
raphy of the excavated areas, makes their listing within the KW/
repertoire rather problematic. However, parallels to bowl 5 can
be found at Tell Brak (OaTES D., OATES J., McDoNALD H.
1997, fig. 200, n.455; fig. 214, n. 635; 2001, fig. 416, n.467;
fig. 428), Tell al-Rimah (PosTGATE, OATES D., OATES J. 1997,
pls. 64-65), Tell Mozan (PFALZNER 2017, fig. 7.5, K1134), Han-
sa (RISTVET 2005, fig. A1.7, n. 5), Tell Arbid (Korinskr 2014,
fig. 5, n. 9), and Hirbemerdon Tepe (LANERI 2016 (ed.), pl. 44,
n. 470). Parallels to bowl 6 can be found at Tell Barri (Ors12011,
pl. 194, ns. 490-493) whereas parallels to bowl 7 can be found
at Tell Mozan (ORrst 2011, app. 4.1V, A7q1150-p121455) and
Tell Barri (BACCELLL, MANUELLI 2008, pl. 2).

3 Bowl 8 presents a channel or double rim that is typi-
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and beakers have painted bands in the upper part of
the bodies, which present curved or carinated profiles
(Ag. 8:12-13).3

Jars can be divided into two main categories,
small and medium sized. The diameter of the small
jars varies between 9 and 18 cm. Jars with a high
or narrow neck and rounded body with a thick-
ened rim belong to this group (fig. 9: 5-7).% Paint-
ed bands and stripes are usually applied on the rim,
on the neck, and in some cases on the inner surface.
One example, without a neck, has an ovoid body,
painted bands and vertical strokes under the rim.*
The most complete vessel of this group is a small

cal, in the unpainted variant, of the Late Chalcolithic period
in the Upper Khabur basin (e.g., in the Hamoukar area and
in the Tell Leilan region; WILKINSON 2002, fig. 6, ns. 10-11;
AL QUNTAR, QaLIDI, UR 2011, fig. 7, ns. 1-2; BRUSTOLON,
Rova 2007, fig. 3, n.2). As concerns the painted decoration,
cross-hatched motifs are found from the fifth millennium on-
wards. Interestingly, similar decorations to the one of bowl 8
can be found at Tell Brak (of unknown attribution, OATES
D., OaTes J., McDonaLp H. 2001, fig. 220; fig. 402, n. 286)
and in the late third to early second millennium period at
Tell al-Rimah (POSTGATE, OATES D., OATES J. 1997, pl. 19.a,
n.7; pl. 60, n. 558). In addition, the same pattern is applied on
jar 58, here attributed to the KW assemblage, which does not
show relevant differences in terms of fabric. However, it should
be noted that a similar shape is found in northern Babylonia,
at Tell ed-Der, which is dated from the end of the cighteenth
century through the sixteenth (ARMSTRONG, GASCHE 2014:
p-33; pl. 51, n. 7). Therefore, I suggest that this specimen at
Girnavaz may be dated to the MBAII.

34

Vessels 22-24 are most probably grain measures; parallels
can be found at Chagar Bazar (McMAHON 2009, pl. 47, n. 6),in
Tell Brak (OaTES D., OATES J., McDoNALD H. 1997, fig. 191,
ns. 256,262,265), and at Tell al-Rimah (POSTGATE, OATES D.,
OaTEs]. 1997, pl. 78, n. 871). Cups 25-28 have parallels at Cha-
gar Bazar (McMAHON 2009, pl. 45, ns. 3-4, 15; pl. 46, ns. 17-
18, 23), and Tell Brak (OATES ET AL. 1997, fig. 191, ns. 245,
249). Parallels to beaker 29 can be found at Tell Brak (OATES D.,
OaTEs J., McDonaLDp H. 1997, fig. 197, n. 403), Tell Mozan
(PrALZNER 2017, fig. 7.21, K4359), and Tell al-Rimah (PosT-
GATE, OATES D., OATES J. 1997, pl. 76, n. 833) whereas paral-
lels to cup 30 can be found at Chagar Bazar (MALLOWAN 1937,
fig. 24, ns. 12, 15), Tell Mohammed Diyab (FAIVRE, NICOLLE
2007, pl. 10, n. 336), Tell Barri (BACCELLI, MANUELLI 2008,
pl. 1, n. 8), Tell Mozan (PFALZNER 2017, fig. 7.19, K4023), and
Tell al-Rimah (PosTGATE, OATES D., OATES J. 1997, pl. 59,
n. 536).

3 Parallels can be found in the Sirnak area (KozsE 1993,
pl 111, n.5; pl. 112, n. 1), at Imikugagt (KozBE 1993, pl. 4, n. S;
pl. 17, n.6), Tell Mozan (PrirLzNER 2017, fig. 7.16, K2522;
fig.7.20), Tell al-Rimah (PosTGATE, OATES D., OATEs J.
1997, pl. 90), and Imamoglu (Kozse 1993, pl. 99, n. 2).

3¢ Parallels can be found at Chagar Bazar (MCMaHON
2009, pl. 37, n. 2) and Imikusagi (Kozse 1993, pl. 32, n. 3).
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1.

F1GuURrE 10

Comparisons of shallow carinated bowls: a, Tell Barri (after BACCELLL, MANUELLI 2008, pl. 2, 6); b, Tell al-Rimah (after
PoSTGATE, OATES D., OATES J. 1997, pl. 59, 522); ¢, Tell Leilan (after FRAYNE 1995, fig. 41, 4); d, Hirbemerdon Tepe
(LANER12016 (ed), pl. 33,76); ¢, imiku§ag1 (after KozBE 1993, pl. 36, 3); f, Dinkha Tepe (after HAMLIN 1974, fig. 2, 1a);
g Mohammed Diyab (after FATVRE, NICOLLE 2007, pl. 11, 353); h, Tell Brak (after OATES D., OATES J., MCDONALD
H. 1997, fig. 190, 210)
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FiGure 11

Comparisons of deep carinated bowls: a, Chagar Bazar (after McMaHON 2009, pl. 33, 5); b, Tiirbe Héyiik (after
BasTURK 2009, lev. 2, b); ¢, Tell Brak (after OaTES D., OATES J., McDoNALD H. 1997, fig. 192, 285); d, Dinkha Tepe
(after HAMLIN 1974, fig. 2, 10b); e, Chagar Bazar (after MCMaHON 2009, pl. 31, 7); £, Tell al-Rimah (after POSTGATE,
OaTtEs D., OATES ]. 1997, pl. 79, 879); g, Mohammed Diyab (after FAIVRE, N1cOLLE 2007, pl. 10, 348)
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7
/

F1GURE 12

Comparisons of small carinated bowls/beakers: a, Sagar (after RIsTVET 2005, fig. A1.8, 1); b, Chagar Bazar (after
McMAHON 2009, pl.45,9); ¢, Tell Barri (after BACCELLI, MANUELLI 2008, pl. 3,3); d, Tell Mozan (after PFALZNER
2017, fig. 7.15, K2427); e, Tell Mozan (after PEALZNER 2017, 7.5, K1141); f, Tell Arbid (after KoLinsk1 2014,
fig. 4,2)
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FIGURE 13

Comparisons of medium jars with low necks: a, Hirbemerdon Tepe (after LANERI 2016 (ed.), pl. 49, 323); b, Tell Barri (after
BacceLLy, MANUELLI 2008, pl. 1,9); ¢, Dinkha Tepe (after HAMLIN 197, fig. 9, 32); d, Tell Mozan (after PEALZNER 2017,
fig. 7.15,K2394); ¢, Chagar Bazar (after MCMAHON 2009, pl. 31, 23); f, Sirnak arca (after KozBE 1993, lev. 112, 4)

jar with a squared everted rim and rounded body
(fig. 9: 6).”7 Painted bands are applied on the rim
and on the upper and lower part of the body, while
the central area is occupied by a cross-hatching mo-

%7 Parallels can be found at Tell Mohammed Diyab

(FATVRE, N1cOLLE 2007, pl. 12, n. 372) and Imikusag (Koz-
BE 1993, pl.7,n.5).
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tif. Medium-sized jars have a diameter which is be-
tween 18 and 35 cm and have a short or low neck.
Most of the vessels have a hole-mouth rim, often
internally and externally thickened, and a slightly
curved profile (fig. 9:2).® A few carinated exam-

3% Parallels can be found at Chagar Bazar (McCMAHON
2009, pl. 31, n. 23; pl. 34, ns. 1, 5; pl. 35, n. 55 pl. 36, n. 2; pl. 37,
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ples are also attested (fig. 9: 1)*” as well as grooved
rims (fig. 9: 3).* As with the small ones, the medi-
um-sized jars have painted bands on the rim and
on the shoulder. Finally, two basins with painted
bands, in one case combined with a rope decoration

(fig. 9: 8), arc attested.”!

3.1 Proposal of inner relative chronology

The definition of an inner chronology for the site is
rather difficult, considering that excavations were
abruptly stopped and that, consequently, all the
stratigraphic layers were not fully exposed. While
some periods, such as the Early Bronze Age and the
Neo-Assyrian period, do have related architectural re-
mains that can help in dating the st7aza, for the MBA
we can only take into account the pottery uncovered
within mixed or uncertain contexts. Supplementary
information can be obtained from the comparison of
KW sherds with the contemporary repertoires of the
sites of the surrounding regions (figs. 10-13).

n. 6; pl. 50, n. 5; pl. 54, n. 1; pl. 55, ns. 5, 10-11, 23; pl. 56, ns. 8,
17; pl. 57, ns. 5, 12; pl. 58, ns. 8-9; pl. 59, n. 17; pl. 60, ns. 3, 14;
pl.63,n.5), Tell Barri (BACCELLL, MANUELLI 2008, pl. 1, n. 5;
pl. 3, n.7), Tell Mohammed Diyab (FATVRE, NICOLLE 2007,
pl. 10, ns. 317, 320-321), Tell Leilan (FRAYNE 1995, fig. 60,
n. 6; fig. 65, n. 3; RIsTVET 2005, fig. A1.8, n. 10), Tell Mozan
(PrALzZNER 2017, fig. 7.15, K2394; fig. 7.16, K2616; fig. 7.21,
K4355), Tell al-Rimah (PosTGATE, OATES D., OATES J.
1997, pl. 85, n. 983; pl. 88), Tell Brak (OaTESs D., OATES J.,
McDonNALD H. 1997, fig. 192, n. 285; fig. 214, n. 646), Tiirbe
Héyiik (BAsTURK 2009, pl. 4, ¢), Imikusag (Kozse 1993, pl.
32,n.5; pl. 49, n. 1), in the Sirnak area (KozBEe 1993, pl. 112,
n.4; pl. 116, n. 2), and at Dinkha Tepe (HaMLIN 1974, fig. 7,
ns. 15a, 18; fig. 8, n. 22b; fig. 9, n. 33).

3 These vessels are most probably barrels; parallels can

be found at Chagar Bazar (McMAHON 2009, pl. 17, n. 8; pl.
30, n.22; pl. 39, n.9), Tell Arbid (Korinskr 2014, fig. 5,
n.7-9), Tell Leilan (FRAYNE 1995, fig. 73, n. 2; fig. 76, n. 3),
Tell Mozan (PrALzNER 2017, fig. 7.15, K2401; fig.7.21,
K4351), and in the Sirnak area (KozBEe 1993, pl. 113, ns.1-2;
pl. 114, ns. 1, 3).

0 Parallels can be found at Chagar Bazar (McMAHON
2009, pl. 61, n.2), Tell Barri (BACCELLI, MANUELLI 2008,
pl. 1, n.9), Hirbemerdon Tepe (LANERI 2016 (ed.), pl. 49, ns.
323,325-326), and Dinkha Tepe (HaMLIN 1974, fig. 9, n. 32).

# Parallels can be found at Tell Barri (Ors12011, p. 876,
n. 628) and Tell Mohammed Diyab (FAIvRE, N1COLLE 2007,
pl. 11, n. 359).
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In general, it seems that the site was frequent-
ed throughout the MBA, perhaps with a main oc-
cupation during MBA II (1800-1600 BC). The
site might have been inhabited in the earlier phase,
i.e. during the twentyfirt century BC, witnessed by
the presence of bowls with combined incised/im-
pressed and painted decorations, which are contem-
porary in other sites such as in Tell Mozan. Some
carinated vessels with painted rims and simpler pat-
terns may belong to the MBA I (2000-1800 BC),
whereas small-to-medium sized jars, cups/beakers
and bowls with a finer clay and more complex de-
signs find parallels in the MBA II contexts (fig. 7).

4. Conclusion

Girnavaz Hoyiik, located within the main distri-
bution zone of KW, i.e. theUpper Khabur river
valley, should be considered as the northernmost
edge of a homogeneous cultural area centred in
northeastern Syria, observed through the discov-
ery of several MBA painted sherds. Furthermore,
its location at a crossing point from/to southeast-
ern Anatolia and the parallels to Anatolian band
painted wares support the hypothesis of the exist-
ence at the site either of a trading outpost or, at
least, a rest stop. In terms of settlement pattern,
the fact that no relevant second millennium archi-
tectures were found on the NE terrace could be ex-
plained by the presence of a related settlement in
other parts of the mound. The high percentage of
KW uncovered from the northern sector suggests
that it would perhaps be located on the N terrace,
underlying the Neo- and Middle Assyrian levels.
Indeed, a residential sector might have also been
located either in the Central area — a flat portion
of the mound where carlier layers were not inves-
tigated — or in the southern sector which was not
excavated at all. Thus, the eastern area, due to its
steep slope, would not have been frquented in-
tensely by humans; it probably represented the
shortest passage to the lower arable fields and to
the river. If this hypothesis is reliable, the Neo-As-
syrian buildings would reflect the settlement pat-
tern of the second millennium BC.
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