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9 Ceramic Consumption and Social Context
at Middle and Neo-Assyrian Dur-Katlimmu

Janoscha Kreppner

The second half of the 2nd millennium BC in northern Mesopotamia is marked
by clashes among the territorial states of Mitanni, Hatti, Egypt, Assyria and
Babylonia. The Mitanni empire, with its centre situated in the Khabur Triangle
in north-eastern Syria, perished in the later 14th century BC partly because of
Hittite pressure and partly because of internal causes. As a result, Assyria, with
its core territory along the Tigris, was able first to free itself from its former
sovereign’s grip and take over parts of Mitanni territory. The Hittite empire
collapsed around the turn of the 13th to the 12th century BC and along with
it ceased Hittite hold over northern Syria. During the same period, Babylonia
and Egypt suffered from phases of inner frailty, which lead to dynastic
changes in both polities. By contrast, Assyria experienced a relative measure
of continuity, including a remarkable dynastic longevity that stretches from
the 2nd millennium BC until the end of the 7th century BC.

Assyria’s imperial history can be divided into four phases (Postgate 1992:
247-51):' first, the consolidation of its core-region along the Tigris and its
subsequent expansion to the Euphrates in the west between 1400 and 1200
BC; second, a lengthy recession from 1200 to 900 BC;? third, the progressive
re-establishment of the earlier Euphrates border from about 900 to 745 BC;
and fourth, the final phase of expansion into Egypt and Iran between 745 to
605 BC.

Sites across the northern Mesopotamian plains and neighbouring regions
have yielded large quantities of Late Bronze Age ([LBA] Tenu 2009) and

Plain Pottery Traditions of the Eastern Mediterranean and Near East: Production,
Use, and Social Significance, edited by Claudia Glatz, 215-236. © 2015 Left Coast
Press, Inc. All rights reserved.
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Tron Age ([TA] Anastasio 2010; Hausleiter 2010) plain ware ceramics that
have been associated with Assyrian state control. In this chapter, I explore
the question of whether and how the sociopolitical context of pottery
consumption influenced technological and formal ceramic characteristics, in
particular degrees of vessel standardisation. Two archacological contexts at
Tell Sheikh Hamad, the Assyrian city of Dur-Katlimmu, allow us to address
this question. Both contexts furnished large quantities of cuneiform tablets that
inform us about the sociopolitical context of the pottery assemblages. The
first context dates to the first phase of Assyrian expansion during the 13th
century BC and is located in the LBA governor’s palace on the citade] of
Dur-Katlimmu. A total of eleven storage rooms, which formed part of the
LBA governor’s palace, have been excavated. Room A in particular provides
us with the opportunity to explore the question of how functional context
may have affected ceramic characteristics. The second context dates to the
latest phase of the Assyrian empire and its aftermath in the late 6th and
early 5th centuries BC. It comprises the so-called Red House, an IA elite
residence located in the centre of the Lower Town II. The Red House consists
of 90 rooms with a variety of functions, and its pottery provides us with the
opportunity to observe the continuity of ceramic production and consumption
after the empire’s fall.

Tell Sheikh Hamad/Dur-Katlimmu:
An Assyrian Provincial Capital

Signs of dissolution and decay in the Mitanni state became increasingly
evident during the mid-14th century BC. Assyrian rulers took advantage of
this situation and freed themselves of Mitanni control. From this time onwards,
Assyria came to be a territorial state with its centre shaped by the three cities of
Assur, Arbela and Nineveh, which were all located along the Tigris in today’s
northern Iraq (Radner 2011). Assyrian rulers used the title “king’ and defined
their territory as mat Assur ([land of Assur] Postgate 2011: 89-93).

In the Upper Khabur region, the former territory of the Hurrian state of
Hanigalbat was incorporated as a tax-paying vassal into the Assyrian realm
at the time of king Adad-Nerari I (1305-1274 BC). Under his successor,
Shalmaneser 1 (1273-1244), the region became an Assyrian province with
its headquarters at Tell Sheikh Hamad/Dur-Katlimmu (Cancik-Kirschbaum
1996: 19-25) on the eastern bank of the Khabur in north-eastern Syria
(fig. 9.1). Dur-Katlimmu housed a governor and sukkal mah (great-vizier),
who oversaw the western part of the Assyrian state’s political administration,
development and security (Kithne 2013a: 474-76) and was connected with
the capital at Assur via an east-west route across the steppe (Akkermans and
Schwartz 2003: 348).

Figure 9.1 Location of Tell Sheikh Hamad/Dur-Katlimmu
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Building P: A Late Bronze Age Governor’s Palace

Building P on the western slope of the citadel formed part of a Middle Assyrian
governor’s palace (fig. 9.2). The excavated portion of the structure, a total of
about 200 m?, consists of a series of basement storage rooms that underwent
several rebuilding phases (Pfdlzner 1995). The smallest of these rooms,
Room A, contained an archive of cuneiform tablets found densely packed in
a black ashy layer (figs. 9.3, 9.4). The tablets had been stored alongside large
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Figure 9.4 Aerial view of Building P on the citadel

quantities of pottery in an upper storey (the ground floor of the building),
which collapsed into Room A during a fire. The basement it collapsed into was
used as a granary as attested by over a half-ton of charred grain, which was
excavated in the lower fill. Following its destruction by fire, Room A was not
re-used unlike its neighbouring Rooms C, J, G and D, which continued to be
used for storage until they were destroyed at a later stage. Thus, the pottery
excavated in Room A is older than the material from adjacent rooms.

The tablet archive of Room A consists of several hundred texts and text
fragments of letters, contracts, receipts and lists detailing the political and
administrative activities of Assur-iddin, a sukkal mah of the Middle Assyrian
royal family (Cancik-Kirschbaum 1996; Réllig 2008). Assur-iddin was in
charge of the so-called “Western Empire’ or Hanigalbat in the second half
of the 13th century BC and was a contemporary of Shalmaneser I (1273-
1244 BC) and Tukulti-Ninurta T ([1243-1207 BC] Kiihne 2008: 545-46).
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Accordingly, the pottery from Room A has been assigned a Middle Assyrian I
date (= Middle Jazirah IIA, ¢. 1270-1200 BC), while the surrounding rooms
date to the Middle Assyrian II ([= Middle Jazirah 1IB, ¢. 1200-1120 BC]
Pfilzner 2007: 236-37). The presence of the tablet archive and their contents
leaves little doubt about the official nature of this part of the structure.
Associated pottery assemblages too are, thus, likely to have served official or
state-related functions.

Pottery of Governance?

Room A yielded a total of 1986 ceramic fragments (Pfilzner 1995: 120).
Of these, 573 pieces belong to typical carinated open shapes, the Standard
Carinated Cup, which has a rim diameter of around 9 cm and the Standard
Carinated Bowl, with an average diameter of 20 cm (Pfilzner 1995: 243-44).
A total of 20 whole bow!l and cup profiles were recovered from Room A.
Fifteen of these are cups and 5 bowls. In the case of the cups, calculated vessel
capacities average around 0.15 litres, with one outlier at 0.58 litres. The 5
bowls average around 1.66 litres (fig. 9.5; Chambon and Kreppner 2010:
11-32). The proportion of the capacities of the 2 groups is approximately 1:10
and significant because the bowls appear to be standardised according to the
decimal system. This would suggest that open vessels of two sizes were stored
in Room A, which correspond with Pfilzner’s Standard Carinated Cups and
Standard Carinated Bowls.

These two types are not only found at Tell Sheikh Hamad, but they are
ubiquitous at Middle Assyrian provincial centres in the Syrian Jazirah, as well
as the Assyrian heartland at sites such as Assur and Kar-Tukulti-Ninurta where
they are associated in particular with official/administrative contexts. In the

Capacity of the Standard Carinated Cups and
Standard Carinated Bowls
from Building P, Room A
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Figure 9.5 Capacities of individual open vessels from Building P, Room A
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light of these ceramic parallels, Pfilzner (2007: 250) proposed that Assyrian
imperial administration brought with it a specific ceramic tradition and its
mode of production to the provinces. He named this type of pottery Middle
Assyrian Administrative Pottery (Pfilzner 2007: 250) and distinguished it
from Middle Assyrian Domestic Pottery, which was excavated outside the
palace at Tell Sheikh Hamad and at a small site called Khirbet esh-Shenef.

A characteristic feature of Middle Assyrian Administrative Pottery is its
manufacture in the so-called Middle Assyrian Standard Ware which displays
highly standardised fabric and technological features. It is by far the most
frequent Middle Assyrian ware. It has a medium-coarse to coarse chaff temper,
which fires to reddish or greenish colours. Vessels are wet-smoothed without
a slip and show signs of rather careless wheel production, such as formal
irregularity and asymmetry, and with small clay lumps left on surfaces. This
indicates that speed of production was at the heart of this potting tradition.
The apparent carelessness with which these vessels were produced, and
which resulted in high frequencies of irregular and asymmetrical vessels is,
according to Pfilzner (2007: 251), a consequence of mass production in state
organised manufactories.

Three vessel types in particular were produced in large quantities, mainly
using Standard Ware: Standard Carinated Cups (figs. 9.6.1-14; figs. 9.7.3-9),
Standard Carinated Bowls (figs. 9.6.16-20; figs. 9.7.10-11) and Standard
Bottles (figs. 9.7.1, 2). Because of a group of texts found in Room A that
state rations of cereals are measured out to individuals, Pflzner (1995: 243)
concluded that the standardised bowls and cups found alongside these texts
functioned as ration vessels to be used in official administrative contexts. In
the specific context of Room A at Middle Assyrian Dur-Katlimmu, however,
the concentration of a small number of standardised vessel types appears to
indicate a single specific, state-related or administrative function for these
cups and bowls.

Pfilzner’s interpretation of ceramic mass production in state-organised
manufactories, as well as the function of the standardised bowls and cups as
ration vessels, contrasts with the findings at the Middle Assyrian site of Tell
Sabi Abyad, a small ‘fortified agricultural production centre’ (Wiggermann
2000: 172) on the Balikh river where approximately 400 Assyrian cuneiform
tablets, as well as large quantities of plain pottery with mostly standardised
shapes, have been excavated (Duistermaat 2008). The site consists of a dunnu
(fortress) measuring 60 x 60 m, which was further protected by a moat and
contained a series of dwellings and workshops. A thorough analysis of the
pottery evidence from Levels 3-6 (13th and 12th centuries BC) showed
that carinated bowls (Types 111 and 112) are present in a whole range of
different functional contexts, suggestive of a multipurpose vessel. Carinated
bowls appear to have been used for the short-term, dry storage of food
during preparation, as well as the serving and consumption of food and for
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Figure 9.6 Cups and bowls from Building P, Room A; Taf.-Nr. ¢f. Pfilzner (1995)

other domestic or craft activities, including the processing of food and other
materials (e.g. gypsum and bitumen). They also served as burial gifts, lamps
and lids for jars (Duistermaat 2008: 567). Excavations of a great number of
pottery workshops lead Duistermaat (2008, 420) to conclude that potters were
part of the Assyrian administrative system, although they worked — contrary to
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Pfilzner — in relatively independent and individually organised workshops, but
were contracted and protected by the Middle-Assyrian durmu administration,

Postgate (2010) renewed the discussion of Pfilzner’s, as well as
Duistermaat’s interpretations regarding the association of this pottery with
the Assyrian state in “The Debris of Government’. In his opinion, this type
of ‘pottery is an integral component of the package of Assyrian occupation,
a package which also included tablets, another fairly durable component
of material record” (Postgate 2010: 27). He explains the standardisation as
follows (Postgate 2010: 28):

The Assyrian officials kept meticulous accounts of amounts of grain or other com-
modities issued by their officials for a variety of purposes, borrowing the practices
of the commercial world of the Assyrian merchant houses. They were expected to
keep accurate records of the quantities entrusted to them, and hence needed
containers of known capacity. It would be understandable if the state made an
effort to simplify these procedures by standardising the containers used.

Taking account of the Sabi Abyad evidence, Postgate (2010: 32) proposes
that the development of standardised ceramic assemblages was not an
intentional imposition of a centralised state administration but rather as a
response by the potters to the growing demand for certain functional types
with specific volumetric requirements.

Evidence from Tell Sheikh Hamad and Sabi Abyad indicate that
simultaneously with the expansion of the Assyrian state to the west in the
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13th century BC, certain types of ceramics were introduced and that a direct
relationship existed between these vessels and the Assyrian administration.
Aside from homogeneity in ware and form, the plain open vessels also
cluster in distinct size categories. However, due to the above described
irregularities (Pfilzner 2007: 251, Duistermaat 2008: 409), vessel volumes
are not standardised enough to be considered as ration containers, if equality
and fairness in the distribution of goods were important considerations. It
is possible, of course, that there were no clear regulations for how exact a
measure should be. Markings on vessel walls, which could have guaranteed
exact measures of capacity despite morphological irregularities, have not been
found so far. It is possible that during the process of measuring, specific gauges
were used, but such vessels are not documented as yet. Examples for such
vessels are known from Egypt, for instance, where they are made from metal,
leather, wood or cloth, and marks or inscriptions are used to gage standardised
measures of volume (Pommerening 2005). Returning to the Middle Assyrian
context, the clustering of plain ware, open vessels in general size classes,
however, does seem to indicate that they were intended to hold standard
volumes as defined by the Assyrian administration. Rather than meeting overly
exacting standards, however, these vessels may have needed to hold ar least
the volume defined by standard measures. To do so, they did not necessarily
need to be calibrated and marked in the process. Furthermore, these plain ware
open vessels were produced in large quantities and, as attested at Sabi Abyad,
used in a variety of activities including those where vessel capacity appears to
have been of no concern.

The Red House

Assyria’s territorial expansion climaxed in the 7th century BC under the reigns
of Esarhaddon (680-669 BC) and Assurbanipal (668-631 BC), when Assyria
temporarily dominated Babylonia, Egypt and Elam (Phase 4 above). During
this phase, Assyria may be described as a “World Empire” (Nissen 2012:
122) — the most sophisticated and complex political system in the history
of the ancient Near East up to this point. However, within only seven years
of its maximum expansion, the political entity of Assyria had vanished from
the historical map. A number of causes, internal and external, contributed
to this sudden collapse from ‘territorial overstretch’ (Lamprichs 1995) to
Babylonian and Median military success, which led to the destruction of
Assyria’s main centres at Assur, Dur-Sarrukin, Kalhu, Nineveh and Harran
in the years 614, 612 and 608 BC. After this, Assyria ceased to exist as an
autonomous political unit.

Dur-Katlimmu reached its maximum spatial extent of roughly 110 ha in the
period from the 9th to the 6th century BC and through the addition of about
60 ha of lower town (Lower Town II) and new suburbs. The significance of
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Dur-Katlimmu can be seen in its geostrategic position: the town is situated
west of the Assyrian capitals and lies — after the expansion to the west —
at the centre of this large, newly acquired territory. Dur-Katlimmu was an
important garrison town with chariot troops and intelligence services, it is
situated at the intersection of two royal roads, one running along the Khabur
valley, the other leading eastwards to Assur. This is documented by about 220
text fragments, 200 of them found in the so-called Red House (Radner 2002,
2008, 2010).

During the reign of Assurbanipal (668—631/277 BC), Shulmu-Sharri, the
master of the archive containing most of the attested texts from the site,
gained a prominent economic and social position, which would seem to
make him the most likely patron for the construction of the Red House. The
main period of use of the Red House can be dated to the third quarter of the
7th century BC. Each of the youngest four clay tablets, deposited at the end
of the main use period in Room XX, name as a date a year under the reign of
the Babylonian king Nebuchadnezzar IT (Kiihne 1993). In consequence, they
date the building’s destruction to a period after the year 600 BC (terminus
post guem) and into the first half of the 6th century BC when northermn
Mesopotamia was under Babylonian rule (612-539 BC). The Red House,
whose name derives from its red-coloured walls, is located in the centre of
the Lower Town II (fig. 9.2). The occupation of the Red House spans this
dramatic period of political transtormation and allows insights into life in
northern Mesopotamia before and after the fall of the Neo-Assyrian empire.
The complete ground plan of the Red House has been unearthed (fig. 9.8).
The building covered an area of 5200 m” and was composed of 5 courtyards
and 90 rooms (Kreppner and Schmid 2013). Several functional units could
be distinguished, which include 7 reception suites, 5 bathrooms, 5 staircases
and several storage rooms. Since all rooms have been excavated, the pottery
from all functional units could be studied. The main phase in which the Red
House was in use was ended abruptly by a fire and widespread destruction.
As a result, large quantities of pottery were found on floors covered by
destruction debris.

Next to the Red House was found a pottery kiln (Kreppner 2008a:
161, fig. 2), which could be accessed from the Red House through a side
entrance. The pottery from this kiln and the Red House are of the standard
Assyrian style found in earlier phases at Tell Sheikh Hamad and elsewhere
in the region. In concert with the absence of Neo-Babylonian style pottery
from production and habitation contexts, this demonstrates that the dramatic
political transformations brought about by the fall of the Neo-Assyrian empire
had no immediate impact on local ceramic production and tastes. Similar signs
of cultural continuity have been observed across northern Mesopotamia, and it
is, thus, not possible to distinguish between pre- and postcollapse contexts on
the basis of ceramic evidence alone (Kreppner 2008a: 155).2
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Figure 9.8 Aerial view of the Red House

The Pottery from the Red House

Large quantities of pottery (51,767 pieces) have been excavated from the Red
House. Degrees of fragmentation vary across this large structure, and finds are
divided into three groups: rim fragments, rims with identifiable side profiles,
and complete vessel-profiles. Red House wares, as defined by raw material and
added temper, include a medium-to-coarse straw- tempered ware (A1) and Ware
A2, which uses the same clay but without straw temper, and the fine-grained
Ware Bl also without straw temper. Ware B1 is usually referred to as “Palace
Ware’. Alongside it existed another fine ware with straw temper (B2). Ware C
and D are coarse cooking pot fabrics (Daszkiewicz et al. 2006; for more detail
see Kreppner 2006: 51-61, 2008b).

Ware 1 clearly dominates the Red House assemblage, with 90.81% of all
pottery produced as this ware. Ware A2 accounts for 5.81% of the material.
Fine wares (B1: 1.03%; B2: 0.16%) and cooking wares (C: 1.43%; D: 0.30%;
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others: 0.46%) each account for just over 1% of the assemblage. The majority
of pottery from the Red House are plain wares. Slipped and painted decoration
is very rare in this elite context, and red slips, ‘glazes’ and painted examples
make up less than 1% of the assemblage. Only pottery with incised wavy lines,
or Sheikh-Hamad Ware, was somewhat more popular (c. 2%) and represents a
local tradition (Kreppner 2006: 62-67).

Another Look at Plain Bowls at Sheikh Hamad

Analysing the complete Red House Plain Ware bowls (Ware A1) with regards
to their capacities, we see a rather different pattern emerge to that of the
bowls found in the storage rooms of the LBA governor’s palace. Figure 9.9
and fig. 9.10.1-21 illustrate greater formal diversity and more variation
with regards to vessel capacity within formal types with no identifiable size
categories emerging. There are also no overly dominant ceramic types, such
as the Standard Carinated Cups and Bowls of the Middle Assyrian period.
This variation would seem to be the result of the multifunctional character of
the Red House: the various functional units of this elite household would have
resulted in the use of a wide variety of vessel types.

It is unknown in which year the destruction of the Red House occurred and to
what or whom we may attribute its demise. No large-scale military campaigns
are recorded along the Khabur in the chronicles (Réllig 1993). Tt could well be
that local events caused the destruction of the Red House. No human victims
were found inside the destroyed building, and it is, therefore, possible that some
of its former inhabitants, having perhaps fled an attack, subsequently reoccupied
its ruins. The lack of effort expanded on the rebuilding of the structure may
be taken as a sign of increasingly deteriorating socioeconomic conditions.
Moreover, the absence of clay tablets and scals from this reoccupation phase
indicates that a rather substantial social transformation occurred at the site and
that the Assyrian administrative system had ceased to function.

Capacity of the Bowls from the Red House (Fundbereich 4, Ware A)
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Figure 9.9 Capacities of individual Ware Al-open vessels from the Red House

Ceramic Consumption and Social Context in Assyria = 229

= )
PL2.1 E I j h3 HI PL23 R :_,.a_,*w"
AT e PL22 . P Lo
— W

1
% by TEA92  amye
L Ryt BEYZ. RS

e : mk\ : & /
P20 viE: TLan; e, @/
:‘;;ég e 0,67 Liter ==

X E\
3 i

”-2-”\\\}‘\\‘ g Pl2I4
Taf, 49.4 N Tal 39,
BT Liter by ST el

71 Liter

10 em

Figure 9.10 Ware Al-bowls from the Red House; Taf.-Nr. ¢f. Kreppner (2006)

The post-destruction ceramics were analysed from a sequence of three floors
in the rooms QX and XZ (Kreppner 2006: 101-107). A chronological anchor is
provided by three ostraka bearing Aramaic inscriptions. They were found on the
uppermost of the three floors. Réllig (2003) dates them to the turn from the 6th
to the Sth century BC. Thus, this pottery was in use 100 to 150 years after the fall
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of the Neo-Assyrian empire, and after the Neo-Babylonian and the Achaemenid
empire had come to power in Mesopotamia.

Socioeconomic decline is mirrored in the ceramic material in so far as
fine wares (Ware B, the so-called ‘Palace Ware’), as well as eye-catching
decorations like red-slipped or glazed pottery — found in earlier levels of
the Red House — become increasingly rare and disappear entirely in the last
occupation phases. At the same time, however, the most popular pottery types
found during the main occupation period of the Red House continue to be
popular in the post-destruction period. We can, thus, propose an uninterrupted
sequence of plain pottery production that spans the height and fall of the Neo-
Assyrian empire from the mid-7th century BC to Neo-Babylonian and later
Achaemenid empires in the early 5th century BC.

The Assyrian Empire and Ceramic Consumption
at Dur-Katlimmu

The plain ware assemblages excavated on the slope of the citadel and in the
centre of the Lower Town II originate from different time periods, different
functional areas and different sociopolitical and economic spheres. On the basis
of textual sources, Room A may be interpreted as a store of the Middle Assyrian
palace of Assur-iddin: its formally limited and highly repetitive ceramic
repertoire seemingly mirrors this function. In contrast, pottery from the late/
post-imperial elite residence of the Red House includes a wide range of formal
types and intratype variation in terms of, for instance, vessel capacity.

During the first phase of Assyrian westward expansion (1400-1200 BC),
there appears to have been a direct relationship between Assyrian provincial
administration and the pottery repertoires of sites under Assyrian rule. At Dur-
Katlimmu, plain ware pottery was used in state-administrative contexts and
was strongly standardised in ware and form. The existence of distinct size
classes for carinated cups and bowls, which were produced in large numbers,
can be interpreted as the result of a new form of Assyrian administrative
organisation in the newly acquired provinces.

Sources for the time of Phase 2 of Assyrian history (1200-900 BC),
which follows Tukulti-Ninurta I’s murder in the year 1197 BC, are scarce
and contradictory, but it appears that Assyria entered a deep crisis caused by
domestic policy. Only after Assur-resh-ishi (1132-1115 BC), Tiglath-Pileser I
(1114-1076 BC) and Assur-bel-kala (1073-1056 BC) came to power Assyria
regained its strength, even if archaeological evidence and inscriptions for this
period are similarly scarce. Assyrian districts (pahuti) founded in the 13th
century BC in the Lower Khabur, such as Dur-Katlimmu, Qatni, Shadikanni
and probably Tabete became autonomous local dynasties during the 11th and
10th centuries BC, but remained loyal to and dependents of Assur (Kiihne
2013a: 480).
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Despite these political changes, the pottery repertoire of the Lower
Khabur, such as at Bderi (Pfilzner 1995, 2007), continued to be produced
with only minor variations until 1050 BC. In regions, which appear to have
gained independence from Assyria, however, localised ceramic traditions
were established. Alongside the Upper Tigris ‘grooved pottery’ appeared
during this period (d’Agostino 2011: 100-107). In the western triangle of the
Khabur, local Early IA pottery may be connected with Aramean groups (Tell
Halaf; ¢f. Sievertsen 2012; Novék 2013: 266-72). The regions around the
modern town of Hassake and along the Lower Khabur, however, continued
Assyrian pottery traditions as is documented by the excavations of Kahat
(Tell Barri; d’Agostino 2011: 93-95), Tabetu (Tell Taban; Numoto et al.
2013), Shadikanni (Tell Ajaja) and Dur-Katlimmu (Tell Sheikh; Hamad;
Kiithne 2013a, 2013b).

Neo-Assyrian pottery starts to appear from the 10th century BC along the
eastern Upper Khabur, as well as along the Lower Khabur. Our knowledge
of the pottery in the transitional phase from the Middle- to the Neo-Assyrian
tradition is limited so far, primarily due to a scarcity of Early IA assemblages
from across northern Mesopotamia (Hausleiter 2010: 496-97; d’Agostino
2011). The Early IA is absent entirely, for instance, from the excavated
sequence at Dur-Katlimmu (Kithne 2013b: 257).

During the third phase of Assyrian history (900745 BC), regions situated
between the Euphrates and the Tigris appear to have been under more or less
stable Assyrian rule under Assurnasirpal IT (883-859 BC) and Shalmaneser 11
(858-824 BC). Although this second expansion northwards is comparable to
that of the 13th and 12th centuries BC, the political situation around Assytia,
by contrast, had changed fundamentally. Assyria was no longer surrounded
by states of comparable size but by small princedoms, which it had clearly
surpassed in size and power from the middle of the 9th century BC. Local
sovereigns had little choice but to accept Assyria’s supremacy and were
bound to it by oath and obliged to pay tribute. During this phase, Assyria may
be described as a ‘hegemonial empire lined by a periphery of client states’
(Radner 2014: 103). The Euphrates region was no longer a border zone but
increasingly became a staging post for Assyria’s expansion to the west. This
gave Dur-Katlimmu a much more central position in the empire. Extensive
excavations and publications focussed on ceramics from this period are rare,
and we know little about the pottery of the Khabur region, the Middle and
Upper Euphrates and Upper Tigris (Hausleiter 2010: 248). At Dur-Katlimmu,
pottery from the bottom of the town canal (Fiigert ef al. 2014), as well as
from Tomb 03/28 (Kreppner and Hornig 2010), suggest that during this period
Middle-Assyrian types were no longer in use. Instead, wares and forms are
characteristic of the Neo-Assyrian repertoire. From these limited assemblages
it would appear that there was no Neo-Assyrian equivalent to the standard
Middle Assyrian carinated cups and bowls.
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During the first half of the 8th century BC a process of decentralisation
took place, which saw power and influence accumulate in the hands of
provincial governors and other local potentates (e.g. at Nergal-eresh in Rasapa
and Shamshi-ilu in Til-Barsip), and which increasingly threated central power.
After king Assur-nerari was driven from power, most likely by a coup d’état
in Kalhu, numerous governors were replaced, and provinces were subdivided
into smaller units to counteract this process.

At the onset of the fourth phase of Assyrian history (745-605 BC), King
Tiglath-Pileser TII (744-727 BC) doubled the territory directly controlled
by Assyria. This was made possible by a combination of factors including
successful administrative reforms, a heightened Assyrian presence in the
provinces with stronger loyalty to the central power and military victories
along the empire’s borders (Radner 2014: 104). With former rivals now too
small to offer any serious resistance, Assyria was able to incorporate them
either as provinces or as tribute-bearing dependents. With the occupation of
Babylon and the expansion to the Mediterranean coast, Assyria could now
claim the status of a World Empire. Yet again, the geostrategic position of
Dur-Katlimmu changed, making its location even more central to the empire.

At the end of the 7th century BC, Assyria’s collapse followed shortly
after its maximum territorial expansion under Esarhaddon (680669 BC) and
Assurbanipal (668-631 BC). Babylonian and Median troupes seized and burned
Assur in 614 BC, Assyria’s ideological core, followed by the devastation of
Nineveh in 612 BC, its administrative and political centre.

Ceramics from the last phase of the Assyrian empire make up by far the
largest portion of archaeologically documented Neo-Assyrian pottery. A
remarkable continuity in ware and form can be charted from the 10th century
until the empire’s fall at the end of the 7th century BC. The assemblage of
the Red House at Dur-Katlimmu furthermore demonstrates that this plain
ware tradition continued to be produced and used after the political demise of
Assyria and the destruction of the Red House. It’s production lasted until the
settlement area in the middle Lower Town Il of Tell Sheikh Hamad was finally
given up during the time of Achaemenid control over northern Mesopotamia
at the end of the 6th or early 5th century BC.

Notes

1. Historical overviews: Cancik-Kirschbaum (2003); Middle Assyrian period: Tenu
(2009); Neo-Assyrian period: Radner (2014); State and Empire of Assyria in
Northeast Syria: Kithne (2013a).

2. The degree of shrinking of the state region during this fragility period is a matter
of debate (Kithne 2013a: 480).

3. ¢f Tell Ahmar Area C (Jamieson 2012), Nimrud, Fort Shalmaneser (Oates 1959),
Tell Shiukh Fawgani (Makinson 2005).
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Abu Salabikh, pottery workshop, 20 technology, 19, 27, 71,.103, 105, 108
Abusir, 64 wheel-forming technologies, 16, 18,
acculturation, 14, 106 19, 120
Achaemenid empire, 230 Aegean, 14, 16, 18, 93, 155, 159
control, 232 conical cups, 14, 27, 91, 92-109, 202
Adad-Nerari I, 216 head-shaped cups, 201
adaptation, 15, 28, 98, 189, 201, islands, 15
204-205 Minoanisation of, 106
cultural, 186 potter’s wheel, 18, 107
| administration, 81 stirrup jar, 185
central, 161, 224 Aegean-inspired wheelmade pottery,
f centres, 39, 146, 223 130
1 control, Hittite, 174 aesthetics, 18, 158
documents, 22, 136, 220 choice, 107-108, 159
Late Cypriot, 123 decline, 137
Middle Assyrian, 22, 28, 221-225, deprivation, 24, 28
228, 230, 238 in Early Dynastic Egypt, 24
1 | Neo-Assyrian, 28, 232 foreign, 129
h political, 156, 216 Afis. See Tell Afis
, Administrative Pottery, Middle Assyrian, agglomerations, urban. See centres,
222-225 urban
adoption AGRIG officials, 190
4 Anatolian way of making bread, 201 Akrotiri, 92, 101, 104, 105, 107
behavioural practices, 204 Cretan imports, 99, 101
] conical cups, 91, 101, 105-107 Alaca Hoyiik, 193
consumption practices, 15, 128, 129, Alalakh. See Tell Atchana-Alalakh
159 Alassa-Pano Mandilaris, 116
cultural, 186 alcoholic beverages, 23, 200
NCA pottery types, 28, 186 Aleppo, 164, 165, 174, 175
patterns of, 115 Amari valley, 93
‘ plain pottery, 14, 17, 18, 19, 26, 106, Amarna
| 120-124 archive, 136, 146
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period, 136, 138
workers’ village, pottery workshop, 20
Amorite, 154
Amug, 159, 164
valley, 155, 160
plain, 159
analysis of variance (ANOVA), 56,
57-59, 57, 58
Anatolia, 15, 26, 153, 155, 157, 159,
174,175, 183-205, 184
central (plateau), 16, 26
coastal sites, 99, 107
north-central, 28, 157, 174
pot marks, 21
pottery traditions, 16, 27, 28, 125,
154—155, 171, 173
pottery workshop, 20
See also north-central Anatolian
(NCA) ceramic assemblages
ANOVA (analysis of variance), 56,
57-59, 57, 58
AN.TAH.SUM (spring festival), 189
apprenticeship, 70-71, 120
Arbela, 216
architecture, 47, 48, 98, 161
model, 203
monumental, 48, 97, 99, 108—-109,
115,202
reliefs, 192
Arslantepe, 202
artefact
colonizing role of, 108-109
homogeneity, 21
manufacturing, 70
types, 41
variability, 43
artisans. See craftspeople
Asia Minor, 91, 92
Assur, 216, 221, 225, 226, 230, 232
land of (mat Assur), 191, 216
See also Assyria
Assurbanipal, 225, 226, 232
Assur-bel-kala, 230
Assur-iddin, 220, 230
Assurnasirpal II, 231
Assur-nerari, 232
Assur-resh-ishi, 230

Assyria (land of Assur), Assyrian empire,
135, 191, 215-232

autumn festival (KI.LAM), 190

Ayia Irini (Kea), 92, 94, 101, 102-104,
102, 103, 106
Cretan pottery imports, 102

Ayia Triadha, 93, 97

Ayios Jakovos, 121

Azor, 72

Babylonia, Babylonian empire, 135, 215,
225, 226, 232
Badari, 45
Balikh river, 222
Banded ware, 165, 167, 170
banquets, 25, 139
banquet table, 190
basketry, 24
Bderi, 231
beak-spouted
jar, 169
jug, 192-193, 198, 199
beer, 190, 195
brewery, 196
jars, 64
Bellapais-Vounos, Syrian pottery
imports, 122, 123
Beth Shean, 77-78, 78, 80, 82
Beth Yerah, 72
bevel-rim bowl, 19, 157
Beycesultan, 201, 202, 203, 205
BIBRU (full-body zoomorphic vessels),
192
Bitik, 194
Black Wheelmade ware, 72
Blumentdpfe (conical bowl), 19
body, 24
bodily ornamentation, 24
bodily routines, 107, 109
Bogazkoy-Hattusa, 21, 157, 174, 190,
192, 196, 200
kiln, 21, 188
Lower City, 189, 197, 198
pottery workshop, 20
ritual pools, 170, 185
temples, 198, 199
Upper City, 21, 199

bridge-spouted jars, 102
burial(s), 92, 167

gifts, 223

customs, 71-72
Biiyiikkale, 198

Canaan, 148
cities, 81, 138, 149
elite, 148
identity, 26, 138, 149
kingdoms, 136, 138
pottery, 137, 138, 171
Canaanite jar, /79, 122-124, 128, 203
centralisation, 57
socioeconomic, 13
sociopolitical, 187
centralised production, 27, 40, 57, 64
centres
administrative, 39, 146, 232
Assyrian, 216, 225
Canaanite, 138
ceremonial feasting, 92
coastal, 123, 124, 129
cult, 204
economic, 50, 136
Hittite, 187
palatial, 91, 101, 109, 135
political, 26, 136, 215, 232
population, 45, 92
production, 77, 116, 124, 222
provincial, 221
regional, 198
urban, 23, 77, 91, 129, 130, 186, 187
ceramic fabric. See fabric
ceramics. See pottery
ceremony
consumption, 99, 144
feasting, 92, 96, 108
libation vessel (rhyton), 99
palace, 139
procession, 99
tent, 190
weapons, 139
chaine opératoire (production sequence),
14, 18, 70-71, 76, 104
experimental, 188
chemical clay analyses, 78, 104, 137
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Chocolate on White ware, 77
chronology, 13, 14,23, 28, 154, 174
Aegean, 93, 104
Cypriot Bronze Age, 116, 116
Egypt, 51, 56, 57, 58, 61
Hittite, 183, 186
middle chronology, 153nl
southern Levant, 72, 79
Tell Atchana-Alalakh, 163, 172, 173
western Syria, 174
Cilicia, 16, 154, 157, 164, 173, 174, 187,
202,203
city-states, 22, 153
clay source variability, 72
cloth, clothing, 24, 81, 225
coefficient of variation (CV), 17, 42-43,
43,45, 54-55, 55
cognitive approaches, 24
collapse, 21, 226
(neo-)Assyrian empire, 22, 28, 225,
232
Hittite empire, 22, 215
colonisation, 105, 185-186
colonising process, 108
colonising role of artefacts, 108
colony, Minoan, 92, 101-102
communication, 23-24, 63
nonverbal, 24
community, 39, 80, 186, 190, 200, 203,
205
coastal, 129
connectedness, 26, 44
cohesion, 189, 204
gateway, 123
identity, 19, 106, 203
interactions, 63, 123, 129
potting, 18, 82, 103, 104, 105, 107
off-island, 101, 102, 106, 107
organisation, 115
of workers and craftspeople, 46
community of practice, 40, 64
competition, 104, 106
competitive model, 18, 106
strategy, 105, 106
complex interactive space, 64
complex (political) social system, 17,
225
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complex societies, 13-29, 120, 123, 130, Kugakli-Sarissa, 198 traditions, 21, 71, 158, 174, 186,200,  discriminant function analysis (DFA),
155 NCA, 188, 193, 194, 194, 195, 202 203 56, 57, 59-63

complexity, literature of, 63 Tel Aphek, 76 transmission, 69-84 diversity

conical bowl (Blumentépfe), 19 copper, 123 culture historical approaches, 23 assemblage, 21, 69

conical cup, 14, 25, 27, 91-109, 96, 100, workshop, 43, 48 cuneiform tablets within formal types, 45, 228

101, 102, 103

consumer, 19, 20, 106, 107-108, 155,

159,172

demand, 158

pressures, 21, 103

consumption

beer, 195

ceremonial, 99

communal, 19, 23, 27— 28, 128-129,
144, 187, 189-192, 200, 205

elite-focused, 26

practices, 15, 25, 29, 101, 109,
128-129, 175, 183, 191, 202-205

ritually or socially charged, 23, 25, 27,
200, 202, 205

social contexts of, 17, 22, 25, 28, 186,
204,215-232

state-related, 18, 165, 183

wine, 128, 129

contract work, 20, 224

control

Achaemenid, 232

Assyrian, 216, 232

Hittite, 174, 186, 203

Egyptian, 138

elite, 28, 39, 138, 148

Mitanni, 216

political and economic, 136, 154, 156

production, 27, 148, 157, 174

raw materials, 20, 21

state, 14, 19-23, 157, 159, 174, 216,
222

stylistic and technological, 129

cooking pots, 91

Beth Shean, 77, 82

Bogazkoy-Hattusa, 199

Dur-Katlimmu, 227

globular holemouth, 72

handmade, 72, 76, 77, 78, 125

Hazor, 143, 146

Kinet Hoyiik, 203

core-periphery relations, 138

corvée obligations, 20

craft, 22, 83, 187, 188, 223
production, 154, 155, 156, 157, 161

specialisation, 16-17, 20, 80, 83, 147,

155
specialist, See craftspeople
traditions, 18
transmission, 107
craftspeople, 13, 22, 24, 28, 41, 42, 46,
54,81, 82, 161, 162, 187
full-time, 120, 137, 156
migration of, 19, 107
mobility, 81, 82, 187
palace-attached, 20, 83, 84, 138
palace-dependent, 81
Crete, 15, 91-109, 92, 93
First Palace period, 92, 94, 95, 96,
97,99
Minoan, 20, 76, 91, 125
Neopalatial phase, 96, 99
Second Palace period, 95, 97, 98, 99,
101, 102, 103, 109
cult
activities, 192, 199
ceramic equipment, 192, 199
centres, 204
(standardised) practices, 99, 198, 201
structures, 198
(inventory) text, 187, 190, 197
vase, 194
culture
change, 14, 71, 158
choice, 148, 186, 188
(dis)continuity, 16, 21, 71, 105, 226
evolution, 24, 41
homogenisation, 14, 185, 204
identity, 24, 183, 203, 205
integration, 19
norms, 18, 21, 41
practices, 19, 154

Assyrian, 216, 218, 222
diplomatic correspondence, 174

CV (coefficient of variation), 17, 42-43,

43,45, 54-55, 55

Cyclades, 19, 25, 91, 101-105, 106, 108

piriform cup, 104

Cyprus, 14, 15, 16, 19, 25, 27, 115-130,

117,135,155, 159

Black Slip ware, 120, 122, 126, 127

Canaanite jars, 122—124, 128

copper, 123

Egyptian juglet imitations, 122

identity, 128

Levantine juglet imitations, 122

Levantine pottery imports, 122, 123

Middle Cypriot period, 115, 122, 123,
124, 125

Plain (PW) ware, 27, 115-130, 121

Plain White Handmade ware
(PWHM), 115, 117,123, 124

Plain White Wheelmade ware
(PWWM), 115,120

Red-on-Black ware, 120

Red-on-Red ware, 120

Red Polished ware, 120

Red Slip ware, 120

Syrian pottery imports, 122

Tell el-Yahudiyeh pottery imports,
122

White Painted ware, 120, 122, 126,
127, 127

Damascus, 146

Dan, 77

demic expansion, 27, 71

DFA (discriminant function analysis),

56, 57, 59-63

diffusion, 57, 71
diplomacy

correspondence, 136, 174
gifts, 135, 201

in forming techniques, 188
Plain White Wheelmade ware
(PWHM), 124
in pottery traditions, 72
regional, 69, 72, 186
wheelmade wares, 129
Djedkare-Isesi, 50
domestic contexts, 43, 50, 78, 147, 189,
197, 198, 199, 203
domestic mode of (pottery) production,
17, 20, 21, 80, 83, 146
Drab Plain wate. See Drab ware
Drab ware, 13, 157, 158, 183, 205
See also NCA plain wheelmade pottery
drinking set, 128, 129, 192
dunnu (fortress), 222, 224
Dur-Katlimmu, See Tell Sheikh-Hamad/
Dur-Katlimmu
Dur-Sarrukin, 225

Ebla, kingdom of, 153, 165, 177
See also Tell Mardikh
‘economising’ argument, 91
economies of scale, 18
economy
centralised, 39
control, 138, 154, 156
efficiency, 28, 82
Hittite, 188, 190
integration, 39, 45, 51, 64
local, 63, 175
organisation, 154, 158, 183
political, 98, 109
practices, 154
power, 159
system, 81, 82, 83
texts, 161
transformations, 156
two-tiered, 63
efficiency, 120
economic, 28, 82
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hypotheses, 14, 18, 19, 187-189

of production, 18, 185, 186, 188
Egypt, Egyptian empire, 15, 18, 20,

39-64, 40, 124, 130, 135, 136, 138,

153, 159, 215, 225

administrative centre, 146

Amarna period, 138, 146

context, 25

control, 138

Early Dynastic period, 24

economy, 39

head-shaped cups, 201

imperialism, 26, 201

Lower, 26

military campaigns, 25

New Kingdom, 136

0Old Kingdom, 26, 45

and pottery production, 154155
World, 225, 232

En Ziq, 72

Enkomi, 116, 117, 118, 120, 121, 123,
124,126, 127, 127, 128, 129

Esarhaddon, 255, 232

Eskiyapar, 192

cthnographic studies, 17, 18, 72, 156
North India, 81-82
Sahel, 82

Euphrates, 170, 215, 231
region, 79, 155
upper region, 157

evolutionary perspective, 15, 24, 26, 27,
71, 82-83

exchange, 69
bulk commodity, 124

iconography, 202
institutionalised, 108
practices, 98, 128, 201
ritual, 25, 147
royal, 139, 147
tributary, 191
festivals, 23, 183-205
autumn (KI.LAM), 190
hadauri festival, 189
New Year’s festival, 199
spring festival (AN.TAH.SUM), 189
fine ware, 17, 108, 227, 230
Base Ring, 125, 128
‘Fine Simple’ ware, 165
White Slip, 125, 128
First Palace period, 92, 94, 95, 96, 97, 99
See also Middle Minoan (MM) period
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Fraktin, rock relief, 193
frescoes, 97, 109
functional(-economic) explanation, 69,

82, 83,138

Galatas, 97
Galilee, 72
Gesher, 80
Ginosar, 76
Giza plateau, 43, 4648, 47, 50, 57, 59,

60, 60, 61, 61, 63, 64
workman'’s village, 45

glass, 25
goblets, 72, 76, 141, 142

footed, 93, 94
shoulder, 166, 167
solid-footed, 19

pottery traditions, 75 cultural, 174 forming technique, 106, 107, 188, 193, Golan, 72
Predynastic period, 51 gift, 130, 201 194 Gordion, 170, 201, 202
Ptolemaic period, 51 interactions, 107 fast wheel, 117 government, 45
royal lists, 136 international, 27 hand-(forming and moulding), 18, 21, Debris of, 224
state system, 26, 50 interregional, 98, 200 72,104, 105,170 institutions, 21, 22
Upper, 26 knowledge, 14 primary, 117 redistributive system, 39
chelle (specialised craftspeople), 161, network, 24, 103, 104 secondary, 117 granite, 45, 51
162 regional markets, 103 slow wheel, 117 Greek mainland, 19
Elam, 225 relationships, 155 wheel-coiling, 70, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, GU (animal ‘necks’ — or head-shaped
Elephantine, 44, 45, 46, 48, 49, 50-51, technological, 130 80, 81, 82, 83 cups), 192
52,57-64, 57-61 See also trade wheel-combed, 76
elite, 20, 22, 25, 27, 39, 75, 108, 128, export item, 16, 51, 122, 123, 125 wheel-fashioned, 17, 19, 21, 27, 70, habiru (displaced), 161
149, 185, 191 80, 96,101, 125, 187, 188 hadauri festival, 189
consumption, 26 wheel-shaping, 18, 117, 120, 124, 125  Hama, 76, 79, 165, 173
control, 21, 28, 138, 148 wheel-smoothed, 76 haniahhe (poor), 161, 162, 162n7
cuisine and dining, 159, 174 wheel-throwing, 18, 70, 117, 188,204  Hanigalbat (Western empire), 220, 216
display of status, 204 food, 20, 23, 26, 39, 48, 81, 141, 156, handmade pottery, 16, 43, 77, 102, 125,

fabric (ceramic), 124, 155, 137, 155, 227
analyses, 106
conical cup, 96, 99, 104, 108
Cypriot pottery, 116, 120, 121, 126

feasting, 147, 201
gift exchange, 130
households, 20, 21, 174, 228
luxury goods, 174
material culture, 25, 154, 159, 174
organisation, 144
practices, 159
residence, 21, 216, 228, 230
strategy, 24, 129
embodied practices, 25, 109
empire(s), 135, 153, 156, 157, 159, 164,
167, 174, 215, 216, 220, 226, 230, 232
hegemonial, 231

Middle Assyrian Standard ware, 222
north-central Anatolian (NCA), 194,
195, 196, 197
Tell Atchana-Alalakh, 164, 165, 167,
171, 175
See also microfabric analyses
faience, 25
feast, feasting, 23, 26, 27, 92, 94, 96,
108, 135, 136, 144, 148
equipment, 25, 27, 128
events, 14, 128, 145, 198, 199, 204
elite, 201
Hittite, 28, 183-205, /95

158, 159, 189, 190, 200, 223
consumption, 28, 135, 144, 154, 173,
187, 191, 195, 196, 197, 198, 201,
202, 203, 222
(international) habits, 25, 129, 203
offerings, 190
preparation, 143, 172, 193-196, 197
production, 47, 50
rations, 157, 190
footed goblet (north-central Crete), 93, 94
fortified cities, 71, 77, 81
fortified stronghold, 21, 222
four-spouted lamp, 72, 76

126, 127,129, 130, 164, 172, 187, 196

coarse ware, 125, 194

cooking pots, 76, 77, 78, 125

decorated pottery, 16, 129

fine wares, 125, 129

four-spouted lamp, 76

Intermediate Bronze age, 74, 76, 80

miniatures, 157, 188

Monochrome pottery, 184

Plain White ware (PW), 115, 117, 123,
124

stepped-rim plate, 157, 188

White Painted ware, 126, 127
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Har Yeruham, 72
Harappan Indus valley, 24
Harran, 225
Hatti, kingdom of, 153, 157, 164, 174,
215
Hattusa. See Bogazkdy-Hattusa
Hazor, kingdom of. See Tell Hazor
hegemony
economic, 14
Hittite, 189, 203
Minoan, 105
hierarchy
institutionalised, 130
settlement, 98
social, 23, 25, 159
value, 192
Hittite(s), Hittite empire, 19, 135, 156,
157,158,161, 170,171,174, 175
collapse and disintegration, 22, 215
control, 174
feasting and festivals, 26, 28, 183-205
imperialism, 19, 28, 157, 174, 183,
185, 186, 189, 200, 201, 203, 204,
215
institutions, 26, 28
law (code), 22, 187
Old Kingdom period, 157
rain cult, 198
temples, 21, 22, 189, 190, 197, 198,
199, 200, 202
textual documents, 22, 136, 187, 188,
191, 192
tribute demands, 25
homogeneity, 17, 28, 29, 96, 137, 138,
225
homogenisation, 19
cultural, 14, 185, 204
honey, 124
household, 99, 103, 117, 147, 155, 198,
203
elite, 20, 21, 174, 228
potters, 162
production, 17, 20, 21, 24, 72, 80, 83,
146, 187
public, 22
ritual, 192

specialised industry, 82, 137, 149
Hula valley, 72, 80
hupse (free peasants), 161, 162
Hurrian(s), Hurrian state, 161, 216
names, 153
terms for social classes, 161
Huseyindede, 195, 195
hybridity, 186

lasos, 92, 99, 100
iconic object, 14, 15, 19, 27, 29, 91-109
187, 201
iconography
feasting, 23, 135, 191, 202
sources, 23, 191, 192, 194
standardised, 99
identity, 24, 138, 158, 172
Canaanite, 26, 138, 149
communal, 26
cultural, 183, 203, 205
Cypriot, 128
formation, 14
Minoan, 106, 108
negotiation, 14, 19, 23, 106, 108
social, 70, 71
urban, 115-130
ideology, 28, 139
imperialism, 13, 14, 29, 153, 155, 158,
175, 186, 205
Assyria, 215, 216,222, 224, 225, 226,
230, 231, 232
Egyptian, 26, 201
Hittite, 19, 28, 157, 174, 183, 185,
186, 189, 200, 201, 203, 204
imperial domination, 154, 158, 185
Levantine, 201
material culture, 159, 175
imports
Aegean stirrup jar, 185
Cretan, 99, 101, 102, 105, 106
Cypriot, 125
drinking and libation equipment, 129,
204
Egyptian, 122
fine art objects, 159
food and lifestock, 47, 48, 50

il

Hittite, 170
Levantine, 122, 123, 128
Mycenaean, 128, 129
pottery, 25, 75, 122, 123, 124, 129,
145, 170, 175, 185
Inandik vase, 192, 193, 193, 194, 194,
195, 195
indexical properties, 108, 109
innovation, 24, 102, 105, 106, 115, 122,
124, 125, 129, 165, 173
inscriptions
Aramaic, 229
Assyrian, 230
Egyptian, 61, 136
on pottery, 44, 124, 225, 229
sealing, 45
institutions, 22, 99
central, 16, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 187
religious and temple, 22, 28, 190, 191
state, 19, 21, 186, 188, 189
intensification
of political control, 115-116
of production, 115, 156, 157
interaction, 19, 24, 27, 39, 40, 41-43, 63,
64, 120, 125, 129
cultural, 159, 174
networks, 16, 24
social, 102, 106, 115, 135
sphere, 14, 15, 116, 130
trade, 107
Iraq, northern, 216
Iron Junction, 72
Ishtar Temple (Tell Atchana-Alalakh),
175
ivory
carvings, 202
seal, 203
statues, 139

jar
Aegean stirrup, 185
2nd Dynasty, 44, 45, 57-59, 59, 60, 63
beer, 64
bridge-spouted, 102
Canaanite, 122, 123, 124, 128, 203
Hazor, 143, 144
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inscriptions, 44, 124, 225
Late Bronze Age Anatolian, 193, 195,
195,196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 202,
203
southern Levant, 72, 75, 76, 77, 78
storage, 82, 122, 125, 143, 144
Tell Atchana-Alalakh, 166, 166, 167,
168, 168,170, 171, 171
transport (Hittite), 170, 171
Jazirah, Syrian, 221
Middle Jazirah period, 221
See also Middle Assyrian period
Jebel Qa’aqir, 72
Jemdet Nasr period, 19
Jezreel valley, 72, 76
Jordan valley, 70, 74, 77, 80, 146
jugs, 72,75, 76,77, 122, 126, 128, 141,
168
beak-spouted, 192-193, 198, 199
Black Slip ware, 127
globular, 168
Plain White (wheelmade) ware, 127,
127,128
Red Slip ware, 127
Syro-Cilician, 122
juglet, 75, 76, 121, 122, 126, 141
Egyptian, 122
globular, 168
Levantine, 122
miniature, /69, 202
pointed, 169, 170, 171, 171
Red-on-Black ware, 121
Syrian Black Burnished, 122
Syrian Red Bumnished, 122

Kahat. See Tell Barri-Kahat

Kalavasos-Ayios Dimitros, 116

Kalhu, 225, 232

Kalopsidha, 116, 121, 122, 123, 126, 129
imported pottery, 124

Kamid el-Loz (ancient Kumidi),
145-147

Karpas peninsula, 123, 126, 129

Kar-Tukulti-Ninurta, 221

Kastri, 92, 107

Katalimata, 97
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Kea, 92, 93, 106
Kefa Baruch, 72
keftiu cups, 102
Khabur, 16, 173, 215, 216, 226, 228, 231
Lower, 230, 231
triangle, 215, 231
Upper, 216, 231
Khabur ware, late, 167
Khirbet al-Batrawy, 83
Khirbet esh Shenef, 222
KILAM (autumn festival), 190
Kilise Tepe, 201, 205
kilns, 72, 80, 167
Beth Yerah, 72
Bogazkoy-Hattusa Upper City, 21
Har Yeruham, 72
Hazor, 143
Jebel Qa’aqir, 72
Kuskali-Sarissa, 188
Tel Yosef, 72
Tell el-Hayyat, 72
Tell Sheikh Hamad/Dur-Katlimmu, 226
updraft, 82
Kinet Hoyiik, 172, 173, 203, 204, 205
Kizzuwatna, kingdom of, 174
Kinik-Kastamonu, 192
Knossos, 91, 92, 94, 95-98, 96, 109
knowledge
control, 129
exchange, 14
transmission, 101, 107
koiné, cultural, 77, 149
Kom el-Hisn, 43, 46, 48-50, 48, 57, 61,
61, 62,63, 64
Kommos, 97
Korucutepe, 201, 202, 203, 204, 205
Kiilliioba, 187
Kiiltepe-Kanes, 192
Kumidi. See Kamid el-Loz
Kusakli-Sarissa, 188, 192
Acropolis, 196, 198
Building C, 196, 197
Building E, 199
north-west slope, 189, 199
pottery workshop, 20
Temple 1, 198

kylix, plain, 204, 147
Kythera, 92, 106, 107

Lachish, 78
Fosse Temple, 147
pottery workshop, 20

Lahun, 45

lamps, 72, 77, 143, 223
four-spouted, 72, 76
single-spouted, 76

Lapithos-Vrysi tou Barba, 121, /2]
Syro-Cilician pottery import, 122

Late Cycladic period (LC), 93, 103,
104

Late Cypriot period (LC), 116, 119, 120,
121,123-130

Late Minoan period (LM), 96

LC (Late Cycladic period), 93, 103, 104

LC (Late Cypriot period), /16, 119, 120,
121,123-130

Lebanon, 72, 75
Lebanese coast, 81
Lebanese valley, 146

lentoid flask, 102, 170
See also pilgrim flask

letters, 135, 136, 220

Levant, 14, 18, 19, 25, 115, 123, 130,
145, 153, 155, 157, 159, 187, 201
city-states, 22
coast, 20, 135, 136
consumption practices, 27, 128, 129,

203

Intermediate Bronze Age, 6984
Middle Bronze Age, 69—84, 201
northern, 75, 76, 77, 79, 81, 82
principalities, 201
southern, 15, 27, 69-84, 73, 135-149

Levantine imports, 122, 203

Levantine imitations or inspiration, 122,
124, 125, 127, 128, 129

Levene test, 56, 57, 58

libation, 190, 192, 193, 196
equipment, 204
vessel, 99, 185, 192, 196, 198

Linear B tablets, 22

LM (Late Minoan period), 96
luxury goods, 20, 98, 115, 135, 174

Maa-Palaeokastro, 116
macroscopic pottery studies, 104, 171,
188
Malia, 91, 92
Quartier Mu, 21, 94
pottery workshop, 20
Mari, 79
potter’s workshop, 20
textual sources, 81, 201
market, 20, 126
demand, 69
driven, 188
mass market, 103
Maroni, 124
maryanni (upper class), 161
mass production, 14, 16, 17, 91, 120,
154, 156-159
centralised, 27, 40, 57
Crete and southern Aegean, 95-96,
103, 104, 108
Cyprus, 126, 129-130
Hazor, 142, 145
Middle Assyrian Standard ware, 222
NCA pottery, 184, 188, 204
Tell Atchana-Alalakh, 158, 165, 172,
173
techniques, 103
mat Assur (land of Assur), 191, 216
See also Assur; Assyria
MC (Middle Cycladic period), 104
MC (Middle Cypriot period), 116, 117,
120, 121,122, 124
mechanisation of pottery, 103, 105
Medes, 225, 232
Megiddo, 78, 202
Meidum bowls, 26, 40, 41, 4345, 50,
51,53,57-64, 57, 58 60, 62
meme, 4142
Menkaure pyramid, 45, 46, 48
Merenre, 50
Mersin, 173
Mesaoria plain, 123, 129
Mesara plain, 93, 96
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Mesopotamia, 20, 24, 155, 157, 159,
164,230
feasting iconography, 202
kingdoms, 153
northern, 202, 215, 226, 231, 232
southern, 19
textual sources, 22, 190
Upper, 15, 16, 167, 187
metric analysis on pottery, 43, 54, 56,
156, 158, 172, 174
microfabric pottery analyses, 18, 188
Middle Assyrian Administrative Pottery,
222-225
Middle Assyrian period, 21, 22, 28, 191,
218,220,221, 222,225,228, 230,
231,232
Middle Assyrian Standard ware, 222
Middle Cycladic period (MC), 104
Middle Cypriot period (MC), 116, 117,
120, 121, 122, 124
Middle Minoan period (MM), 20, 95-97,
96,99, 101, 102, 104, 107
migration, 19, 23, 69-84
Miletus, 92, 93, 99
Milesian cups, 99, 100
milk, 44
miniature vessels, 142, 143, 157, 169,
170, 171, 198, 199, 202, 203
bowls, 143, 188, 199, 202
cups, /95, 196, 199, 201, 203
Minoan(s), 91-109, 93, 125
colonies, 92
conical cup, 14, 91-109
craftspeople, 107
Hall, 99, 109
hegemaony, 105
identity, 106, 108
practices, 106, 107, 108
technological traditions, 105, 107
Minoanisation 15, 27, 92, 101, 102, 106
(pre-)Minoanised phase, 101, 102,
104
Minoanised vessels, 101, 104, 105
See also Middle Minoan Period
Mitanni, kingdom of, 153, 164, 170, 174,
175
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influence, 161, 170
innovation, 173
MM (Middle Minoan period), 20, 95-97,
93,99, 101, 102, 104, 107
mobility of craftspeople, 82, 187
reciprocative, 81
redistributive, 81
mode of production, 13, 115, 117, 137,
138, 147, 149, 154, 155, 204, 222
domestic, 17, 20, 21, 24, 72, 80, 83,
146, 187
specialised household, 82, 137, 149
Monastiraki, 93
Monochrome Plain ware, 157
morphological measurements, 26, 40, 44,
45,54-57, 59
motor habits, 101, 125, 158
Mukish, kingdom of, 153, 162, 174, 176
See also Tell Atchana-Alalakh
murals, 24
Mycenaean pottery
imitated, 130
imported, 126, 129
painted, 128
plain, 15
Myrtos Pyrgos, 97

Nagada period, 45
NCA (North-Central Anatolian) pottery,
28, 157,158,170, 171, 175, 184-205
cooking pots, 193, 194
Nebuchadnezzar 11, 226
Neo-Assyrian empire, 22, 28, 215-232
pottery, 231, 232
Neo-Babylonian empire, 230
style pottery, 226
Nergal-eresh, Rasapa, 232
network, 109, 136, 153
exchange, 24, 103, 104
interaction, 16, 24
redistributive, 50
transmission, 18, 70, 83
neutron activation analysis, 137
New Year’s festival (Hittite), 199
Nicosia-Ayia Paraskevi, 122
Nile
delta, 45, 57

first cataract, 50
valley, 43, 45, 51, 57
Nineveh, 216, 225, 232
Nippur, temple of Enlil, 191
Nitovikla, 116, 124
norms, culturally defined, 18, 21, 42
Norsuntepe, 201, 202
North-Central Anatolian (NCA) pottery,
28,157, 158, 170, 171, 175, 184-205
cooking pots, 193, 194
Nuzi
administrative texts, 22
ware, 16, 170, 177

oil, 124
organisation
economic, 154, 155, 158, 183
elite, 144
of pottery production, 16, 19, 21, 26,
80, 125126, 148, 157, 161, 183,
186, 187
(socio)political, 14, 136, 158
Orontes river valley, 81, 159
ostraka, 229

pahharu (potters), 162
pahutu (Assyrian districts), 230
palace(s), 174, 189
Bogazkoy-Hattusa, 196
economies, 15
Galatas, 97
Hazor, 138, 139
Kamid cl-Loz, 146, 147
Knossos, 92, 97
Malia, 92
Phaistos, 92
Pylos, 22, 25, 147
Southern Levantine, 148
Tell Atchana-Alalakh, 153, 154, 160,
161, 163, 165, 167, 175
Tell Sheikh Hamad/Dur-Katlimmu,
216, 218, 222, 228, 230
Palaikastro, 96, 96, 97, 97, 98
Paleoskoutella, 121
Palestine, 69, 74, 174
peak sanctuaries, 92
Pepi L, 50

Pepi 11, 50
petrographic analysis, 80, 104
petty kingdom, 135, 136
Phaistos, 92, 93, 97
Phlamoudhi-Melissa, pottery workshop,
126
Phylakopi, 92, 93, 101, 104
pilgrim flask, 170
See also lentoid flask
Pistacia, 124
pithoi, 76, 77, 78, 82, 123, 124, 143,
144, 168
-kraters, 143
plain wheel-coiled pottery, 77, 81
Plain Simple ware, 164, 170
See also Simple ware
Plain White (PW) ware, 27, 115-130,
F24
Plain White Handmade ware (PWHM),
115, 117,123,124
Plain White Wheelmade ware (PWWM),
115, 120, 127
platters, 187, 199, 201, 203
platter-bowl!, 173
with stepped-rim, 171
political economy, 98, 109
political integration, 19, 26
polity, 39, 109, 149, 159, 191
Assyrian, 135
Babylonian, 135, 215
Cyprus, 25
centralised, 190
Egyptian, 45, 51, 135, 215
Hittite, 22, 135, 174
imperial, 153
Levant, 25, 136, 138
regional, 123, 187
self-sufficient, 63
population, 24, 48, 75, 80, 83, 84, 129,
148, 153, 158
centre, 45, 92
Cypriot, 124, 128, 130
Hurrian, 161
island, 27
pressure, 103, 106
rural, 22
semisedentary, 72

Index = 249

Semitic, 161
urban, 91
porosity of vessels, 44
Porsuk, 201, 202
postcolonial studies, 14, 185
post-processual studies, 23
pot marks, 21, 172, 185, 225
potter
attached, 83, 84, 138, 187
dependent, 81, 157
independent, 20, 83, 137, 148, 188
itinerant, 64
See also craftspeople
potter’s wheel. See wheel
pottery workshop, 20, 21, 27, 40-41, 56,
79, 81, 126, 137, 144, 156, 158, 172,
223
See also workshop
pouring vessels, 173,192, 198
power
central, 232
economic, 159
embedded in material practices, 108
inequalities, 123, 186
imperial, 153, 203, 204
material culture of, 159, 174
palatial, 15, 16, 106, 109
political, 159
royal, 204
social, 135
structures, 155
supraregional, 98
precious materials, 25, 135, 185, 191,
192,201
preparation vessels, 23, 135, 143, 154, 191,
192, 194, 195, 196, 197, 199, 202, 203
prestige, 20, 25, 103, 148
objects, 25, 145, 201
material culture of, 174
social, 19
See also status
principalities, Levantine, 201
production sequence (chaine opératoire),
14, 18, 70-71, 76, 104, 188
professional potters, 147
full-time, 137
part-time, 137
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provenance studies, 106

PW (Plain White ware), 27, 115-130, 121

PWHM (Plain White Handmade ware),
115, 117, 123, 124

PWWM (Plain White Wheelmade ware),
115,120, 127

Pylos, kingdom of, 148, 203
Linear B tablets, 22
Mycenaean palace, 25, 147

Pyramid of Meidum, 43

Qatna. See Tell Mishrifeh-Qatna

ration
container, 19, 20, 225
lists, 190
vessels, 222
raw material, 25, 70, 144, 146, 227
control, 20, 21
exploitation, 104
supply, 81
Red Lustrous Wheelmade (RLW-m)
ware, 185, 192
red slip, 44, 142, 192, 228
in Cyprus, 120, 121, 126, 127
redistribution, 39
contexts, 18
mobility, 81
networlk, 50
system, 39
Rehov, 72, 74
residue analysis, 124
resin, 124
Rhodes, 92
rhyton (ceremonial libation vessel), 99,
109, 189, 203
ritual, 99, 107, 159, 190, 191, 198
activities, 23, 148, 189, 194, 203, 203
consumption, 202
drinking, 189, 192, 196, 200, 201
feasting, 25, 27, 147, 189, 200, 203
household, 192
performance, 191, 192
pools, 170
practices, 105, 192
public, 27, 135, 136

significance, 172, 190
vessels, 142, 143, 192, 201, 203
RKE (rotative kinetic energy), 70, 75,
78,79, 117, 120
rock reliefs, 192
Fraktin, 193
rock sanctuary, Yazilikaya, 198
rotary device, 18, 69, 72, 78-79, 188
rotative kinetic energy (RKE), 70, 75,
78,79, 117, 120
routinisation, 17, 91, 103, 104
bodily routines, 109
royalty, 26, 148, 161, 193,220
royal complex, 136, 148, 160, 196
royal feasting, 139, 147
royal ideology, 139
royal lists, 136
royal needs, 148
royal power, 204
royal roads, 226
royal sealings, 48, 185
royal tomb and temple, 146

Safi, 72
sanctuary,
peak, 92
rock, 198
Teti, 50
Sanidha, pottery workshop, 126
Saqqara, 45, 50
pyramid, 49, 50, 57, 63, 64
pyramid temple, 45
(mortuary) temple, 45, 65
tomb of Ti, 41, 41, 44
Sarepta, pottery workshop, 20
Satet temple (Elephantine), 51
seals, 45, 48, 115, 161, 203, 228
Second Palace period, 95, 97, 98, 99,
101, 102, 105, 109
secondary states, 115, 159
self-sufficiency, 39, 50, 63, 64
semiotic approach, 24
Semitic population, 153, 161
seriation methods, 24, 163, 164
serving vessels, 19, 23, 127, 128, 129,
141, 143, 144, 148, 174, 194-203, 222

Seti I, 146
settlement(s)
Aegean Bronze Age, 91, 92, 95, 98,
101, 103, 104, 105, 106
Anatolian, 187, 196, 202
Cyprus, 115, 116, 117, 122, 123, 126,
128, 129
Egypt, Old Kingdom, 45, 46, 48, 50,
51
southern Levant, 71, 72, 73, 74, 76, 77
Shaar Golan, 72
Shadikanni. See Tell Ajaja-Shadikanni
Shakkanakku period, 79
Shalmaneser I, 216, 220
Shalmaneser III, 231
Shamshi-ilu (Til Barsip), 232
Sharon plain, 74
Sheikh-Hamad ware, 228
Shelomi, 72, 74
sickle blades, 50
Sidon, 146
signe royal motifs, 185
simple interactive space, 64
Simple ware, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168,
169,170, 171, 174
See also Plain Simple ware
simplification, 103, 170
skeuomorphic properties, 25
skill, 17-19, 42, 70, 72, 80, 81, 107, 125,
144, 147, 187
manufacturing, 25, 70
social capital, 19
social hierarchy, 23, 25, 159
stratification, 14
social status, 19, 25, 190, 204
See also prestige
social system, 17, 161
society, 108, 125, 129, 148, 149, 185,
189
Canaanite, 148
(early) complex, 13-29, 120, 130, 155
Hittite, 19, 200
Late Cypriot, 123, 129
Minoan, 106
Pylian, 25
urban, 16, 128
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socket
central conical, 79
and pivot system, 44
solid-footed goblets, 19
specialisation, craft, 16-18, 20, 21, 80,
83, 155,187
specialised household industry, 82
specialised production, 14, 105
specialised workshops, 78, 80, 82, 83,
84,148
specialists, craft, 13, 17, 19, 24, 54, 79,
80, 82,91, 103, 147, 161, 162, 187
attached, 20, 83, 84, 138, 155
full-time, 120, 156
independent, 20, 83, 155
palace-dependent, 81
seasonal, 137
See also professional potters
spring festival (AN.TAH.SUM), 189
standardisation
cultural, 24
deliberate, 19-23
hypothesis, 155-158
in manufacturing, 64
product, 16-17, 27, 41, 91, 103, 104,
106, 126, 144, 145, 147, 148, 184,
216,224
volume, 64, 224
state control, 14, 19-23, 157, 159, 174,
216,222
statistics
analysis, 15, 163
methods and techniques, 17, 26, 52,
55-57, 156
status
differences, 25
display, 204
iconic, 106
high, 201
object, 25, 26, 94
social, 19, 25, 190, 204
See also prestige
stepped-rim plate, 157, 188, 194, 201,
203
storage
jars, 76, 77, 82, 122, 125, 143, 144
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vessels, 77, 127, 128, 135, 143, 191,
192, 196, 197, 199, 202, 222
strategy
competitive, 105, 106
to distrupt social relations, 20
elite, 24, 129
homogenisation, 14, 19
imperial cultural, 29
for negotiating identities, 105-109
structuralism, 23
sukkal mah, 216, 220
symbolism of pottery, 23-24, 27, 126,
138, 204
‘symbols of Canaanitism’, 138
Syria, 15, 28, 69, 75, 79, 81, 146,
154-176, 215,216
Jazireh, 221
‘Old Syrian’ or ‘Amorite lands’, 154
(urban) pottery traditions, 72, 76-77,
177,202
(north-)western, 28, 153, 154, 159, 174
Syrian Black and Red Burnished juglets,
122
Syro-Cilician
jug, 122
ware, 163, 165, 167

Tabete and Tabetu. See Tell
Taban-Tabetu

table ware, 75, 185

Tarsus, 173, 201, 202

taxes, 45, 161

technology, 14, 15, 96, 106, 116, 129, 164
adoption of, 71
choice, 17
control, 129
exchanges, 130
features, 76, 137, 145, 164, 216, 222
innovation, 124, 125
integration of new, 71, 80
manufacturing, 122
quality, 137
system, 71, 79-83
technical behaviours, 96, 102
technological analyses, 82, 106, 164,

175

traditions, 19, 26, 27, 70, 71, 107

transfer, 101, 120
wheel-forming. See forming
technique, wheel-
Tel Amal, 72
Tel Aphek, 76, 123
Tel Hazor, 25, 26, 77, 78, 136
Building 7050, 138-145, 139, 140,
141, 142, 143, 145, 147, 148
Ceremonial Precinct, 139, 7139, 144,
147, 148
kingdom of, 27
Lower City, 136, 138, 145, 146, 147,
148
Podium Complex, 138
temples, 145-147, 148
upper tel, 136
Tel Ifshar, 74, 75, 76, 80, 84
Tel Yarmuth, 83
Tel Yosef, 72
Tell Abed, 79
Tell Afis, 155, 165
Tell Ajaja-Shadikanni, 230, 231
Tell al Rimah, 170
Tell al-Yahudiyeh ware, 16, 122
Tell Arqa, 76, 125
pottery workshop, 79
Tell Atchana-Alalakh, 22, 23, 25, 28,
153-177, 161, 162, 166, 168, 169, 171
Alalakh texts, 153, 154, 160, 161-162,
201
Hititte material culture, 158, 161, 170,
171, 175
Ishtar Temple, 175
palaces, 153, 154, 160, 161, 163, 165,
167, 173, 175
workshops, 154, 156, 158, 160, 167,
172
See also Mukish, kingdom of
Tell Banat, 79
Tell Barri-Kahat, 231
Tell Brak, 170, 173
Tell el-’Ajjul, 123
Tell el-Dab’a, 123
Tell el-Hayyat, 72, 74, 80
Tell es-Salihiyeh, 173
Tell Judaidah, 155
Tell Kannis, 79

Tell Leilan, 17, 156
Tell Mardikh, 155
See also Ebla
Tell Mari, 20, 79, 81
texts, 201
Tell Mishrifeh-Qatna, 76, 165, 173
kingdom of Qatna, 174
pottery workshop, 20
Tell Sabi Abyad, 21, 222, 224, 225
pottery workshop, 20
Tell Sheikh Hamad/Dur-Katlimmu, 28,
215-232,217, 218
Lower Town 11, 216, 225, 226, 230, 232
Red House, 216, 225-230, 228, 229,
232
Sheikh-Hamad ware, 228
Tell Taban-Tabetu, 230, 231
Tell Zubeidi, pottery workshop, 20
temple
Bogazkdy-Hattusa, 21, 185, 189, 196,
197, 198, 199, 200
Elephantine, 51
Hazor, 138, 139, 143, 145-148, 204
institutions, 22, 190, 191
Hittite, 22, 190, 199, 202
Kamid el-Loz (Kumidi), 146—147
Kusakli-Sarissa, 198
Lachish, 147
Nippur, 191
personnel, 187
Saqqara, 45
Tarsus, 202
Tell Atchana-Alalakh, 154, 160, 163,
165, 175
Tell Kannés, 79
Teti, 65
Teti (Saqqara), 46, 61, 62, 63
pyramid, 49, 50, 57, 63, 64
pyramid temple, 45
(mortuary) temple, 45, 65
textiles, 24
textual sources, 14, 23, 28, 135, 158, 159
administrative, 22, 136
diplomatic correspondence, 174
Egyptian, 136, 146
Hittite, 22, 136, 187, 188, 191, 192
Kom el-Hisn, 61
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Mari, 81
Mesopotamian, 22, 190
Pylos, 22
Sabi Abyad, 222
Tell Atchana-Alalakh, 22, 153, 160,
161-162
Tell Sheikh Hamad/Dur-Katlimmu,
216,218,230
See also inscriptions; written
documents
Tiglath-Pileser I, 230
Tiglath-Pileser 111, 232
Tigris, 215, 216, 231
Til Barsip, 232
Tille Hoyiik, 202
token hospitality, 99, 106, 108
tomb(s), 43, 72, 116, 122, 124, 127, 128
Bellapais-Vounos, 122
Tell Sheikh Hamad/Dur-Katlimmu, 231
Egyptian tomb paintings, 201
Galinoporni, 121
Kamid el-Loz, 146
Lapithos-Vrysi tou Barba, /27, 122
Nicosia-Ayia Paraskevi, 122
Saqqara, Tomb of T1, 41, 41, 44
‘tortoiseshell ripple’ pottery decoration, 98
Toumba tou Skourou, 124
pottery workshop, 126
tournette, 7881
trade 69, 76, 80, 102, 106, 115, 187
bulk, 123, 124
interactions, 107
relations, 124
route, 153
training of potters, 17, 18, 81, 82, 187
transformation, 97
of ceramic assemblages, 80, 170, 187
economical, 156
in community interaction, 123, 129
social(cultural), 16, 21, 115, 156, 184,
228
political, 156, 226
transmission, 57, 107
cultural, 69-84
fidelity, 43
information, 42
model, 57, 64
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networks, 18
potter’s wheel, 107
of pottery traditions, 26, 27
processes, 24
transport ware, 75, 78
amphora, 123
jar, 170, 171
Trianda, 92
tribute, 25, 231, 232
feasts, 191
Troy A2 plate, 187
Tukulti-Ninurta I, 220, 230
Tura, 45
typology, 28, 1541535, 189, 205
Atchana-Alalakh, 162-165, 167, 172,
175
Cyprus, Late Bronze Age, 116, 120,
128,126,027 127
functional, 175
Hittite, 183, 186, 191
southern Levant, 72, 80, 137, 144, 145
Syrian ceramic, 177

Ubaid pottery, 16
Ugarit, 22, 202
Plain White Handmade pithoi, 123
Umm el Marra, 155
uniformity, 21, 24, 126, 138, 155, 156
Ur IIT state, 22
urbanisation, 16, 187
urbanism, 115, 189
urban assemblages, 22
urban centres, 23, 77, 91, 129, 130,
186, 187
urban cultures, 16, 71
urban identity, 115-130
urban phenomenon, 22
urban potting traditions, Syrian, 72
urban system, 79, 84
Uruk period, 16, 79, 155, 157, 164
Uruk-Warka vase, 201

value, 23, 105, 108, 147, 148, 185, 204
Hittite hierarchy, 192
prestige, 103
social, 185
symbolic, 126, 148
systems, 106

vassal, 153, 175, 216

*Versailles effect’, 106

vessel morphology, 39, 42, 45, 57, 61,
144, 165

volume of vessels, 17, 42, 64, 173, 224,
225

votives, 142

wh't (workshop), 48
wealth, 155
inequalities, 123
Weber fraction, 42-43, 54
wheel, 18, 79, 83,99, 101, 102,
105-108, 120, 146, 187-189
fast(-kick), 18, 117
fly, 82
foot, 82
introduction, 27, 76, 164, 184
production, 186, 222
slow, 117
technology, 105
turning, 44, 76
upper wheel, 78, 79
See also forming technique, wheel-
White ware, 77
wine, 124, 177, 190, 192, 196
consumption, 128, 129
wine-supplier (ZABAR .DIB), 190
workshop, 154, 160, 167, 198, 199, 222
copper, 43, 48
large-scale pottery, 137
pottery, 21, 27, 4041, 56, 79, 81, 126
144, 156, 158,172, 223
production, 80, 137, 149
independent, 137, 224
semi-independent, 188
specialised pottery, 78, 82, 83, 84,
148
written records, 81, 135, 136
See also textual sources

3

x-radiographic studies, 18, 188
Yamhad, kingdom of, 153
Yavenh, 72

Yazilikaya, rock sanctuary, 198

ZABAR.DIB (wine-supplier), 190
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