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NE of the mo§t §triking falts revealed by the excavations at Mohenjo-daro and
Harappa 1s the complete uniformity of theirr culture Though these two spots
are some four hundred miles apart, their monuments and antiquities are to all

intents and purposes identical Houses, drains, bricks, pottery, weapons, household utensils,
ornaments, seals—all are cast 1n the same mould and so alike that 1t 1s impossible to
distinguish between them Some structures and antiquities there are, of course, at both sites
to which no counterparts have yet been found at the other—the Great Bath, for example,
at Mohenjo-daro, or the Corridor Hall at Harappai—but there 1s nothing in the $tructural
charaler of these buildings or in the fabric and design of any of the smaller antiquities
which enables us to say of them ‘this belongs to Mohenjo-daro ™ or * that belongs to
Harappa " Such consistent uniformty 1n all the appurtenances of daily ife could never have
been achieved and could certainly never have endured through so many centuries of
occupation had not the Indus civilization been deeply rooted throughout Sind and the
Panjab and already consolidated for long ages before 1t fir§t breaks upon our vision To
this cawvilization I have tentatively given the name of “ Indus”, because of its close
association with the country watered by that river and its tributaries For all we know,
however, 1t may have extended well beyond the eastern lIimits of the Panjib On that point
we have no specific evidence one way or the other If 1t proves eventually to have done so,
the term *“ Indian ” rather than * Indus” may be more appropriate , but for the moment
1t seemed advisable to avoid designating 1t by a name which mght be taken to imply a wider
diffusion than 1s aétually warranted by our discoveries Let me emphasize the faét, however,
that we have no sufficient grounds as yet for affirming positively that this civilization was
limited to the Indus Valley and the plains of the Panjab Ten years ago we knew nothing
of 1ts exiétence at all, and since then we have been too pre-occupied with the exploration of
Mohenjo-daro and Harappa and with following up 1ts tracks towards the west to find
time for tracing it eaftward across R3jputana or down the valleys of the Jumna and the
Ganges , and, until that has been done, 1t would be premature to assume that 1t Stopped short
of those areas This 1s a point to which I shall have occasion to revert later , meanwhile,
I draw attention to 1t here merely 1n order to foreftall any misconception on the part of
the reader

Besides Mohenjo-daro and Harappa there are a nvmber of other sites in Sind and
the Panjab which belong to the same Chalcolithic Age These are shown underlined 1n red
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in the map inserted at the end of this volume Starting from the south there 1s Gujo,* about
14 mules ea§t of Bhambor and 12 mules from Tattr, and on the left bank of the Indus,
opposite Jarak, 1s Budh-ke-Takar? Then, north of Kotn, there 1s Karri, and further-north
¢ull, in the Lirkina diftn&, 1s Lohumjo-daro Near Mohenjo-daro itself 1s Badah, and
outside the town of Larkana, the important site of Jhukar A hittle south of Rohri, again,
there 1s 1 big group of mounds at Aror, or Alor, as 1t should perhaps more correitly be
written, while 1n the Upper Sind Frontier distri& 1s Limojunejo , and on the old bed of the
Hakrd, near the eadtern boundary of the Sukkur di§triét, Viynot At all except one of these
sites finds have been made such as panted pottery; chert flakes, and cores, copper
mmplements, shell bangles, and the like, which indicate that they were occupied during the
same pertod and shared in the same culture as Mohenjo-daro and Harappa  The
exception referred to 1s Budh-ke-Takar, where Mr G E L Carter, late of the Indian Civil
Service, records that he found various neolithic mmplements but no painted pottery or
other objeéts specially typical of the Chalcolithic Age It may be, therefore, that this site
was occupted during the Neolithic but not during the Chalcolithic Period @

Neolithic artefalts are abundant 1n Sind They have been found 1n great numbers on
the hills round Rohr1 in the Mol Valley, and throughout the Kirthar Range generally
Cairns, barrows, and other rough étone §ruttures, which have been ascribed to the
Stone Age, are numerous in the Mol and other Valleys of the Kirthar Range, and
Mr R D Banerp tells of the exiftence of ‘* prehistoric settlements ” on the banks of the
Manchhir Lake and near the hot springs at Tirth-Lak: in the extreme north of the Karichi
di§tri¢t  The information, however, that we possess about these rude stone monuments 1s
altogether too vague and shadowy to permut of rehable conclusions being drawn from 1t
Such monuments are common in Balichistan, where some certanly go back to the
Chalcolithic Age, but others belong to early hiftoric times, and others, again, are quite
modern Before, then, any of these §tone §truGures can be assigned to Chalcolithic times,
they need to be carefully examined and surveyed Nevertheless, the chara&er of many of the
artefaéts found 1n Sind leaves little room for doubt that they are true neoliths and of an
age antertor to those recovered at Mohenjo-daro and Jhukar Long before Mohenjo-daro
was excavated or we knew anything of the Chalcolithic culture of Sind, Mr W ‘T Blandford
pomnted out that there was a marked difference between the nummulitic flint flakes and
cores found 1n the bed of the Indus at Sukkur and those from the hill-tops round about
Rohri, and he surmised that the former belonged to a later age, when the art of flint chipping
had been brought to greater perfeCtion ¢ This surmise was undoubtedly correét  We know
now that the flakes and corés from the Indus bed are identical with those found at

1 More corre@ly this site should be designated “ Tharro ”, a lull about 2 miles from Gujo  Recently, Mr N G
Majumdar, of the Archzological Department, has visited Tharro and colleéted there numerous chert flakes and cores and
potsherds of the Indus class, and he has also found some pi&ographic signs engraved on the neighbouring rocks

2 Or Budh-jo-Takar

3 Smece the above was wntten, Mr N G Majumdar has discovered two more Chalcolithic sites of 1mportance
mn Southern Smnd  One 1s Chanhu-daro in the Nawb Shih difin&, 4 4 miles NE of Sakrand and 7 4 miles W of
Nawiz Dahr Railway Station, the other 1s Amri m the Kotrt Division of the Karachi diin, about 2 miles E of Amn
Statton At the latter site Mr Majumdar unearthed much pottery of the typical Indus class and, 1n a lower stratum,
a new kind of pottery which he describes as “a thin ware of pale red colour bearing designs in blacl, chocolate, or light
red on a cream or pink background, what 1s 2lmo an invanable feature of the vases 15 that their necks are panted both
mside and out with a black shp”

4 See W T Blandford, F4SB 1875, pp 135-6, Sir John Evans, Geo! Mag 1866, pp 433—4, ] Coggm-Brown,
Cat of Preft Antrg 1n Indian Musenm, p 120
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Mohenjo-daro and Harappa, and were produced in the Chalcohthic Period, and we are
jushified, therefore, 1n concluding that the cruder $tone implements from the Rohri hills
and elsewhere belong to an earlier age when neolithic man was occupying most of the
Indian sub-continent

Of the sites enumerated above, only one besides Mohenjo-daro has atually been
excavated This 1s Jhukar, near Larkana, where three clear and ditin& periods of occupation
have been revealed, the earhiest contemporary with Mohenjo-daro, the lategt of Kushan date,
and the middle one intermediate between the two, but distingmshed by a class of painted
pottery which suggests that, though prehitoric, 1t was, nevertheless, substantially later than
the uppermoét settlements at Mohenjo-daro or Harappa

So far, therefore, as Sind 1s concerned, there 1s ample and convincing proof that the
whole country from north to south was permeated 1n the Chalcolithic Age by the long
protrated civihzation which we have unveilled at Mohenjo-daro and Harappa In the
Panjab the evidence 1s more meagre To the north-east we have found traces of this culture
as far as Rupar on the Sutlej, below the Simla hills, where experimental trenches on a small
site have yielded bricks and earthenware vessels identical with those found at Harappa
Weé&t of the Indus, also, we have followed it through Loralai, the Derajat, Zhob, and
northwards as far as Bannu Then, 1n the heart of the Panjab, there 1s Harappi on the
banks of the anaient Ravi, a aity-which appears to have been occupied during a $tll longer
period than Mohenjo-daro, and which, if we may judge by the size of its crumbling
mounds, was considerably bigger than that settlement

With the exiftence of the Indus culturé thus atteSted in the Central Panjab as well
as on 1ts extreme west and ead, there can be no reasonable doubt that it extended over
the intervening country also, and that, whenever the time may come for surveying the
ancient beds of the Indus and its affluents, many more remains of the Chalcolithic Age will
come to light

That this Indus civilization was part and parcel of that greater civilization which
during the Chalcolithic Age extended across the broad Afrasian belt, and that 1t was
intimately related to other branches of that aivilization 1n Western Persia and Mesopotamia,
became clear almo& from the fir§t moment of its discovery And this, indeed, was only
to be expefted For the Afrasian civilization was literally the offspring of the great rivers of
Northern Africa and South-Western Asia and dependent on them for 1its evolution  'Without
their help man could never have achieved what he did So long as he was 1n the hunting
or nomad $tage, he might wander at will wherever he could find game or pasturage and
sufficient water for his wants, and, even when he had turned to agriculture as a means of
Iife, he might subsi§t 1n small commumties wherever cultivatable land was available and the
ramnfall adequate But 1t was only on the banks of the great rivers that he could develop
agniculture on a scale sufficient for the needs of a dense population , there only that he
could organize society in great cties, and there only that he could mamntamn that
commercial intercourse with distant communities which was indispensable for providing
him with the necessities or luxuries of Iife and for quickening his inventive and intelleGtual
faculties And let 1t be remembered that the importance of the river was all the greater 1n
the early days when there were no ploughs, no wheeled vehicles, few beadts of burden, and
little or no means of fertilizing the land artificially , since 1t was the river that enriched the
soil, and by its seasonal inundation lessened the labour of hoeing and provided regular
irrigation for the growing crops, as well as a highway by which the produce of the land
could be brought into the cities

With the conttibutions to the common $tock of this civilization made by the other
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great rivers of Afrisa—by the Nile in Egypt, by the Euphrates and Tigris in Mesopotamua,
by the Kartin and Karkheh in Western Persia—we have long since been tolerably familar,
and we hnew a Iittle, too, of the part played by the Helmand It can hardly surprise us,
therefore, to find the river valleys of Sind and the Panjab—the broadest and richest
of all the valleys of Southern Asia—tahing their share in the evolution of this
avilization , nor will 1t surprise us if, as the field of exploration widens, we find that the
valleys of the Jumna and the Ganges in India, of the Oxus and other rivers of Transcaspia,
prove to have been vital centres of human attivity and progress in the Chalcolithic Age,
though, 1n regard to Transcaspia, 1t 1s unlkely that its more rigorous climate could have
been as favourable to the advancement of civilization 1n 1ts earlier stages as were the
warmer river valleys of the South

In the nature of things a civilization as widely diffused as the chalcolithic, with
ramifications extending as far weét as Thessaly and Southern Italy, and as far eaét, perhaps,
as the Chinese Provinces of Honan and Chih-i, could not have been homogeneous
throughout The peoples who participated 1n 1t were of different races, spoke different
languages, wrote different charalters, worshipped different deittes, and in other ways
displayed different orders of mentality It 1s too much, therefore, to expet that there should
have been a close correspondence in their material cultures Nevertheless, we must be
careful not to exaggerate the differences between them or to regard them as entirely
self-centred and self-suffictent communities Each no doubt had its own particular type of
avihzation, which was adapted to suit local conditions But between them all was a
fundamental unity of 1deas which could hardly have been the result of mere commercial
intercourse  Let me 1lludtrate what I mean by taking one or two concrete examples The
signs which each country devised to record its speech differed materally from those of its
neighbours—the hieroglyphs of Egypt from those of Crete, the Cretan from the Sumerian,
the Sumerian from the Elamite, and so on  But, however much these scripts differed from
one another, however much they demonstrated the independence of their authors, they
were all based on one and the same 1der—the 1dea of using pictured signs to represent not
only objeéts or concepts, but actual sounds When, therefore, we attempt to eStimate the
degree of unity or diversity 1n the chalcolithic civilization, we muét admut that this wonderful
invention, which 1s fundamental to each and every mode of writing, counts for far more
than the diversity which distinguishes the various systems of piétured signs Another typical
tlutration may be taken from spinning and weaving On the Indus, cotton was used for the
thinner textiles , on the Nile, flax  Each 1n 1ts own way was an tmportant discovery and a
valuable contribution to the common $tock of human knowledge But more valuable than eithes
was the discovery of how to spin, and how to weave, and this discovery was the universal
possession of the then cvilized world—one of the many faftors that juéify us in regarding
this culture as a more or less coherent whole It 1s the same with the painted pottery Each
of the rver valleys 1n which this civilization was centred had 1ts own ceramic wares, with
shapes and designs adapted to local needs or ideas, but all alike shared the secret of the
potter’s wheel and of how to fix the colouring on the vessels by firing—secrets which are not
likely to have been discovered independently

These examples—and many more might be cited—wll suffice to make clear what I mean
by the fundamental unity of this civihization  The point 1s one that needs to be $tressed,
because 1t has been the fashion to emphasize the diversity of this civilization, while 1gnoring
its essential homogeneity, and 1n the case of the particular branch with which we are now
concerned, we should certainly misunderétand 1ts evolution if we conceived of 1t @s a wholly
1solated and independent growth It 1s juét as individual, juét as national 1n charalter as
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other branches are—the Sumenan, for example, or the Egyptian , and 1t 1s no less typical
of the region where 1t took shape than the former 1s of Southern Mesopotamia, or the latter
of the Valley of the Nile  Thus, to mention but a few of 1ts leading features, there are, fir
and foremost, the domegtic houses, the unique charaéter of which has already been emphasized
and with the private houses must be coupled also the great public baths, for which there 1s
no parallel elsewhere until we come down to Roman times A feature of another kind, but
no less ditin@ive, 1s the remarkably naturalistic quality of the Indus art, which 1s wholly
unlihe the contemporary art of Elum, Sumer, or Egypt , another 1s the decoration of its
painted pottery, easily distingwishable from any other red-and-black wares known to us, $tll
more eastly from the paler wares of Persi1 and Mesopotamia , another, the use of cotton
inétead of flax for hght textiles , another, the lghly evolved type of the charalters devised
for wnting  But behind these and mamfold other traits that are pecuhar to the Indus
awvilization and give 1t 1ts national charaéter, 1s a tissuc of 1deas, inventions, and discoveries
which were the common property of the then civilized world and cannot be traced to their
respective sources Some may have originated among the Indus people, but many muét
have been denived from clsewhere, borrowed, may be, from other regions, or 1n some cases
mhented from earlier ages, when the rices of Afrasit were perhaps less heterogeneous  Such
are the domeétication of ammals , the cultivation of wheat, barley, and other gruns , the
growing of fruits , the irnigation of Iand with the 1id of artificinl canals aind embankments
the building of houses , the orgamzation of society 1n cities , spinning and the weaving of
textiles and the dyeing of them in various colours , the use of the potter’s wheel and the
decoration of earthenware with encaustic designs , navigation by river and the use of wheeled
vehicles on land , the working of gold and silver, of copper, and of tin , the recording of
speech by means of pifture signs, and the fashioning of ornaments from faience, 1vory,
bone, shell, and semi-precious §tones  Seeing that these and many other elements were basic to
avilization throughout the entire Afrasian belt and ju&t as distinétive of 1t 1n other regions
as they arc 1n the Indus Valley, we should clearly be in danger of striying from the truth
if we failed to recogmze that the Indus civihization 1s an integral part of the whole  Or the
other hand, we should be cqually far from the truth if we 1gnored those other and hardly less
mmportant features which are the special attributes of the Indus civihization and which give
it 1ts Jocal and national complexion

‘We have now to consider how far this Indus avihization, as distin& from other regional
avihizations of the same age, extended to the et and west  To tahe the cast firt, there 1s
some shght evidence 1n the shape of $tone flihes and cores, shell, carthenware, and other
objects which have been picked up on the surface of various mounds ! 1n Kathiawir, to suggest
that this civilization extended 1n a south-casterly direhion at least as far as the Gulf of Cambay
But though the obje&s m question might equally well have been found at Mohenjo-daro
or Harappi, 1t must be confessed that none of them are of a sufficiently ditinéive type for 1t
to be affirmed with certunty that they belong to the Indus sphere of culture  On the other
hand, 1t would be rash to assume that the Indus culture did not extend even beyond the Guif
of Cambay or further north across Rajputina, since, as already §tated, no effort has yet been
possible to follow 1t up caftward  That 1t did not extend much beyond the land watered by
the Indus and the Great Mihrfin and therr tributaries 1s probable enough  Other civilizations
of this age arc mainly confined to the rniverine valleys 1n which they arose, and there 15 no
reason to suppose that the Indus civilization was an exception to this rule  Nevertheless,
it 15 difficult to believe that, while the Panjib and Sind were 1n possession of this highly

! R Bruce Foote, Indtan Prehiftortc and Protohifloric Artiguities, pp 146-53
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advanced culture, the valleys of the Jumna and the Ganges, of the Narbadi and the Tapt:
could have been far behind them  Our knowledge of prehistoric culture 1n these valleys 1s
very scanty At present 1t 15 drawn almogt exclusively from artefaéts of the Stone and Copper
Ages found on the surface of the ground, and from these objeés we glean hittle more than that
this part of India muét have passed through much the same Stone and Metal Ages as the rest
of South-Wegt Asta and that, so far as the weapons and implements of the people are concerned,
1t was generally on a par with those of the Indus region Whether 1ts peoples possessed
cities And houses and 4l the other amenities of hfe such as we find 1n Sind and the Panjab,
has yet to be established Meanwhile, 1t may be remarhed that there 1s nothing 1n Vedic
or later literature or 1n the diffusion of the pre-Aryan races or languages, so far as they are
known to us, to suggeét that the pre-Aryan people of the Panjib and Sind were markedly
different 1n culture from those of the Jumna and Gangetic basins further eadt, and 1t may
also be added that 1 people 1ccustomed to carry on trade and commerce as far afield as the
Indus people were, were prima facie likely to have made their influence felt far beyond the
hmuts of the Indus Valley

Westward of Sind and the Panjib the materials at our disposal are more abundant
In 1925-6 Mr H Hargreaves, then Superintendent of the Frontter Circle, excavated
certatn mourds at Nil in the Jhaliwin Division of the Kalat State, which had yielded
the remarkable sertes of panted funerary vases published by me twenty-five years ago,* and in
the two following winters Sir Aurel Stein was deputed to mahe a general archzological
reconnassance of Southern Waziri§tan and Balichistin  The results achieved by these two
officers have already been described 1n three Memours of the Archzological Survey of India,?
and there 1s no need to discuss them 1n detail, but there are certain broad fiéts emerging from
their discoveries that clum attention, as they have an intimate bearing on the Indus problems
And fir& let 1t be said that Baliichistan, with 1ts barren mountain ranges, tony wagtes, and
small extent of arable land, could never have been an mmportant cultural centre  Sir Aurel
Stein’s explorations have, 1t 1s true, shown conclusively that much of what 1s now and was
even 1n the days of Alexander the Great nothing but barren wilderness, at a more remote
date ¢hll had been well cultivated land capable of sustaining a settled and relatively dense
population  Evidence of this greater produ¢tiveness and prosperity during the Chalcolithic
Age was observed time and agamn by the explorer 1n the course of his journeys through the
central and southern distri€ts, and was explained by him on the assumption—as to which
there can be no shadow of doubt—tht the country had then enjoyed a more coprous rainfall
Nevertheless, making all allowance for more favourable chimatic conditions as well as for the
intensive cultivation of every available acre of land (to which the innumerable gabdar bands
and other 1rrigation works bear witness), 1t yet remains true that Baliichitan could never have
been other than a comparatively poor country or other than largely dependent for 1its culture
on the richer and more populous regions that adjomned 1it—on Sind and the Panjab to the one
side, on Persia and Siftan to the other, with Mesopotamia 1n the background further we&t

This cultural dependence of Baliichitan on her neighbours 1s illugtrated with singular
clarity 1n 1ts ceramic wares, an extensive colleChion of which, gathered from over a hundred
sites, was brought back by Sir Aurel Stein  Any discussion of these warcs, unfortunately,
1s hampered by the fact that they are stll unclassified and unpublished,® and the difficulty

1 ASR 1904~5, p 105, and pls wvent and xxuv

* H Hargreayes, Excavatiors sn BaluckiZzin (Mem No 35), Sir Aurel Stain, An Arctaological Tour in Wazinflan
and Northern Balickitén (Mem No 37), and An drcbeological Tour 1 Gedrosia (Mem No 43)

3 Smnce this was wrtten, Sir Aurel Stein’s tivo Memors referred to n the preceding note have appeared, contiming
many lustrations but no clas ification, of these 1 ares
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1s all the greater because spice does not permut of any of them being ilustrated here 1
hope, however, that the following brief account of them, rough and ready as 1t admittedly
15, will serve provisionally to give an 1dea of their extent and variety, of the relation in which

they &and to one another, 1nd of their bearing on our Indus problems
Broadly speaking, the Baliichi pottery falls into three main divisions, viz red-1nd-black
wares, hybrid wares, and buff wares , and these three divisions may be subdivided agamn

into the following clisses —

Rep-anp-Brach WARES

1 Red-and-blach ware of the true “ Indus’ variety
2 Red-and-black Baliichi wue
3 Siirangal ware

Hyprip Wares

4 Polychrome banded ware
5 Mehi ware
Burr WaREs
6 Buff Baliichi ware
7  Grey warc
8  Shahi-tump ware
g Nal ware

Of the 1bove man divisions, the fii&t or red-and-black class, which comprises all wares with
designs 1n black, brown, or purplish-brown on a red ground, predominates over Eadtern
Baltichiftan, Loralai, Zhob, 1nd the Derajat wet of the Indus, and links up with the red-and-
black ware which 1s chara&eristic of the whole of the Indus region  The third or buff ware
division, which comprises all wares with designs 1n black, grey, brown, or red on a buff,
cream, grey, or greenish ground, predominates over Western Baliichitin and Sistan, and Iinks
up with the hght coloured wares of Persia and Mesopotamia  In the middle didiriéts, hike
Quetta-Pishin, the two groups are about evenly divided, but the line of demarcation between
them seems to have been a fluGtuating one, the red-and-black ware predominating at one
time 1n certain areas, the buff ware at another, and, as mught only be expeted, the two groups
combined on occaston to produce hybrid fabrics, the ground colouring of which was partly
red and partly buff, with the two colours disposed 1 broad horizontal bands ~ Let 1t be added,
too, that the mutual influence which these two groups of pottery exerted upon each other 1s
clearly shown by the way in which the shapes and designs of the one 1re not infrequently
borrowed by the other

Of the nine classes the first, viz the tiue Indus ware, has been found 1n all the $trata
so far explored at Mohenjo-daro 1s well as in the coiresponding étrata at Harappi, but not
in the latest deposits on the latter site West of the Indus 1t occurs at Dabar-kot in Loral,
besides several other places in the Derajat and Southern Wazinétin, to which 1t was
presumably imported from the Panjib and Sind, since the prevalent ware in those regions
1s the local red-and-black ware (Class 2) 1nd the polychrome banded ware (Class 4)

The second class of ware, which may conventently be termed red-2nd-black Baliichi ware,
resembles the Indus pottery i so far as 1t 1s a red ware with or without a shp, relieved with
designs 1n black or dark brown, but 1ts fabric 1s generally coarser and 1ts patterns less free
It 15 found throughout Eadtern Baliichitin and occasionally in the we§tern diftriéts also,
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as well as 1 Si§tin, but its chief locale seems to be the Deryjat, Southern Waziniétan, and
North-Ea&t Balachi@in from Bannu to the south of Loralai, some of the sites which have
yielded 1t mo& plentifully being Dabra, Kot-Kat, and Shah Zamani-dherai near Tank,
Shihidin near Bannu, Surkh-dheru aind Chaudhwin south-weét of Dera Ismul Khin, Pertino-
Ghundai, Kaudani, Mughal-Ghundu and Karezga1 in Zhob, and Rina-Ghundar and
Dnbar-hot 1n Loralar It 1s found also 1n common with “ buff " ware at Spina-ghunda,
Krinai, and other sites 1n the Quctta-Pishin arex  As some of the finest of this red-and-black
pottery comes from Zhob, 1t might, 1n order to disinguish 1t from the other red-and-black
wares of Ballichitan, conveniently be called Zhob ware, but I have hesitated to 1dopt this
term, lest 1t might lead to misunderétanding s to the range of country over which this pottery
1s found

That this ** Baliichi red-ind-black " pottery was contemporary with the *‘ Indus”
pottery was proved by its presence 1n the sime étrata s the latter at Dabar-Lot, but that
it extends down to a later date than the laét scttlements at Mohenjo-diro s rendered
probable, 1f not certain, by the obwviously Iate and decadent charalter of many specimens,
particularly from the mounds of Chicha-dheru, Abr-Khel, Kaudani, Chaudhwin, Dabra,
and Adamzar

While the 1bove type of red-and-black pottery 1s widely diffused over the Trans-Indus
country and mo&t of Eatern Baliachiftin, there 1s 1 local variety of it of 1 distin€tive charaler
which 1s found 1n the Lorilu diginié&t  This 1s the ware to which T have ventured to give
the name of ** Siir-jangal ”, for the reason that moét of the specimens 1n our possession were
brought by Sir Aurel Stein from that site, though the ware 1s found 1n smaller quantities at
other sites also, notably at Mughal-Qila aind Rina-ghundu It s generally thinner i texture
and better burnt than the other red-and-blick pottery of Baliichistan, and 1ts ground colour
1s frequently purplish-red rather than terri-cotta, it 1s distinguished, moreover, from other
red-and-black wares by i1ts ornamentation, which 1s remarkable tor 1ts exceptionally fine line
work and the preter-naturally long thin legs of the humped bulls which constitute one of its
moét 1mportant motifs

Of the two classes of hybnd wares (4 and 5) the former, which I have called * polychrome
banded ware”, 1s found 1t mo&t of the sites in North-Lagtern Balichi&tian, Southern
Wazinétin, and the Derajit which have yjielded the local red-ind-black Balichi pottery !
It seems, 1n fa&, to have been evolved out of that pottery under the influence of the paler
buff wares intruding from the wet Its distingumishing chara&eniétic 1s the use of both red
and buff or greenish-buff for the shp of 1 vessel, the two colours being disposed side by side
in horizontal bands, and further decorations applied in black, brown, red, or sometimes
white  For the redt, the designs on this ware tahe the same simple forms 4s they do 1n the
Baliichi red-and-blach or buff wares (Clisses 2 and 6) It 1s a musfortune that httle
Stratigraphical evidence 1s yet avatlable 1s to the hiftory of this polychrome banded ware ,
but 1t seems fairly certain that, like the Mehi ware, 1t endured for a long period of time
and that 1t was to some extent contemporary with the Baliichi red-and-black pottery

The ware classed as Mehi 1s the moét $tyhsh of all the red-and-black or hybnd wares
It was found by Sir Aurel Stein mo&t abundantly at Mehi and Kulli in Kolwa, but occurs
at many other sites in the Mashhar and Kej Valleys and 1s far west as Shahi-tump and
Suhtagén-dor Most of 1t 1s red-and-black, but with the red-and-black 1s invariably mixed

! Among the many sites where the polychrome banded ware his been found may be mentioned Rina ghunday,
Sir jangal, Mughal ghunda, Adamzai, Chaudhwin, Dabar Lot, Duki-dheras, Spina ghundai, Mughal qula, Numka,
Surlh-dherar  In the Quetta Pishin area 1t appears to be relatnely <carce
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a certain proportion of polychrome banded ware resembling 1n technique the polychrome
banded ware described above but differing from 1t 1n the matter of design, Jul 1s the red-and-
black Mehi ware differs in design from the red-1ind-black Baliichi ware  Were 1t no*, indeed,
for 1ts decortive motifs, the Mchi ware would have no clum to be pliced m 1 separate
category, since 1n technique and colouring 1t corresponds closely with the two classes described
above, viz with the red-ind-black Baliichi pottery on the one hand, and with the polychrome
banded ware on the other , and 1t may be inferred that 1t was evolved simultaneously nd
in the same manner as those wares Its decoritive motifs, however, are of a kind to
distinguish this ware sharply from all other classes in Baliichitan ~ They consiét for the most
pat of bands of schematic fishes, humped bulls of 1 particularly clongated form (the
antithesis of the bulls on the Siir-jangal wate), conventionalized foliage of the pspal and other
trees, and long lines of horned 1bexes  These last resemble the lines of 1bexes on the Musyin
and Susa II pottery, and the connetion with that pottery 1s further indicated by certain other
motifs—trees, snakes, double triangles, and chequers—as well as by the panels into which
the horizontal bands are sometimes divided Thus, although the red-ind-black techmque
conneéts the Mehi ware with the Indus pottery, the polychromy of other examp'es, coupled
with the decoration generally, points to influence from the Persian side

The next class of Baliichi buft ware comprises a large and varied be 1y of pale fabrics,
with a ground colouring ranging from pale to dirk buff, cream, grey, or greenish-yellow,
and with designs generally 1n brown, black, or occasionally in red  Itis found predomiating
throughout the weétern di§tnéts and Siftan, but occurs spasmodically as far eaét even as
Loralai, Zhob, and the Derajat The decoration consits of the simplest patterns, generally
of a geometric kind and without any of the étylishness which charatterizes the Mehi or Nal
wares  The fabrics included 1n this class may be reckoned as the western counterpart of the
Baliichi red-ind-black fabrics, Iinking up with the Persian and Mesopotimian pale wares
in the same way as the latter linked up with the Indus red wares, and 1nvading on occasion
the latter’s field, juét as their own field was invaded by the 1ed-and-black wares

To the same category of light-coloured western wares belongs the fine grey ware (Class 7)
which 1s common 1n Si§tan, and $hll more so 1n South-Weét Balachi§tin (from which distnét
1t probably emanated), but occurs also, though less frequently, in distri&ts as far afield as
Zhob and Lorala1

Another pale grey ware of a rougher but singularly interesting type s the Shahi-tump
funerary ware of Class 8  Although the graves in which 1t was found are proved by their
location to be relatively late, nevertheless the ware itself 1s §trangely archaic-looking, both
as to fabric and decoration, and 1s 1n fa& probably archaiftic, reproducing, that is to say,
2 much older type of pottery which, as Sir Aurel Stein suggedts, had once been made for
ordinary household purposes and afterwards religiously perpetuated for the use of the dead,
in order that in their future lives they might hive after the fashion of their ancetors

Though emanating from the Jhalawin and Nindara areas, the Nal ware belongs
essentially to the wedtern group of pale pottery and has scarcely anything in common with
the red-and-black pottery of Exdtern Baliichiftin  Some specimens of 1t, 1t 1s true, are
executed 1n red and black, but these are exceptional and doubtless due to contamnation
The bulk of 1t 1s pale or dark bufl, §traw-coloured or of greemish hue, with designs apphed
in brown or sepia or black and filled in afrer firsng with blue, green, red, yellow, or white,
certain of 1ts hnear decoration showing a marked resemblance to that of the Susa I pottery

! In many of the Musyan vessels the ground 1, partly buff, partly red, decorated with black, brown, or red designs
But the Musyan potterv 1s far less &tylish than the Meh
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When first discovered this Nil ware was thought to be exclusively 1 funerary ware, partly
because of its archuéhic patterns, but more espeenlly because 1ts evanescent colours and
unusually dehcate fabric were ill-suited to ordiniry domestic usage  Subsequent exploration,
however, has revealed the faét that the Nal ware 1s prevalent on various ancient town sites,
particulrly 1n the Niindara diétniét, and must have been made for houschold s well as funerary
purposes  Observations, too, made on these sites have led Sir Aurel Stein to the conclusion
that this ware belonged to 1 relatively late period—Ilate, that 1s, as compared with the Meh
ware or the typical red-and-black ware of Zhob and I oralu This 1s an important point, because,
if Mr Mackay 1s right 1n assigning the Nal ware to about 3000 B ¢, 1t means that most of
the Baliichi wares described above would have to be relegated to the fourth or even fifth
millennium B ¢, and with them we should 1lso have to push bick the date of the Indus red-and-
black pottery, which 1s almost certunly contemporary with the finer hinds of Baliichi red-and-
black ware of Zhob ind Loralu  These are problems, however, which will have to await further
§tratigraphical evidence from representative sites 1n both Sind and Baltichidtin, since the data
at present avalible 1re altogether too meagre for their solution ! Whatever be the date of the
Nil ware,? one thing seems certun, viz that 1t has no logical place among the other wares of
that region and could nesther have led up to nor resulted from them I do not mean by this to
imply that it was an imported ware , 1t 1s found 1n such quantities that 1t must certainly have
been manufactured on the spot, but it looks as if the potters who first produced 1t could
hardly have been native to Eastern Balachi§tan, but had mugrated there from the Perstan side,
where 1t mav be hoped that the missing hnks between this and the Susa I ware will some
day be found

The conclusion drawn above from the pottery, that the Nal culture 1s intrusive from the
weét and distiné from the Indus culture, 1s borne out generally by the other antiquities
from Nal  Thus, both the peculiar type of *“ Indus ™ chisel and the short blade-axe which
1s found 1n the Indus and Ganges basins, are absent from Nal  Secondly, the long blade-axe
of Nil differs from the long blade-axe of the Indus in that 1t tapers more towards the butt
Thirdly, the traight-edged Nil saw 1s quite difterent from the curvilinear Indus saw, which
closely resembles the early Egyptian types  Fourthly, none of the Indus leaf-shaped spear-
heads and daggers have been found 2t Nal , nor does bronze occur there, though bronze 15
common 1n the Indus Valley and also on sites in Baliichi®tan which ewvidence a connetion
with the Indus sphere of culture  On the other side of the scale, it 1s true, we have to set
the presence 1t Nal of long and shor. biconical beads and of 4 large weight, similar 1n shape
to thosc found at Mohenjo-diro and Harippi The former, however, have no specal
significance, for the reason that they are found on the Persian no less than on the Indian
side , and, so far 1s the weight 15 concerned, 1t 1s hikely enough that for commercial reasons

1 Since the above wis writen Mr N G Majumdar has discovered at Amri and other sites 1n Lower Sind clear
evidence of two distin& periods of occupation, the upper and later represented by the chara&eristic red and black Indus
pottery, the lower and carlier by pale and polychrome wares closcly 1hin to those from Mehi and from Nal Possibly
we may find that the paler wares antedated the black and rcd pottery throughout the Indus country, and that the latter
was introduced into Sind errher from the Panjtb or from ¢ull further eadt  Mr Majumdar’s discovery, however, doss not
necessanly 1mply that this was so, for there 1s no question that the two classes of wares—the red and black on the
one hand, the buff on the othcr—were contemporary with one another over a long protra&ed period, and 1t 1s obytous that,
if there was a temporary mtruston of western buff wares into the red and black sphere, the former might be found either
above or below the Iatter  Thhe Stratification at Amriand elsew here undoubtedly suggests that the Indus culture succeeded
an earlier and different citlture in Lower Sind, but 1t would be wise not to draw from 1t any hadty conclusions

2 For my own part, I éhll inchne to adhere to the opmion which T evpress d som> years ago, that the remains at
Nal are earher than any yet exposed at Mohenjo daro or Harappa
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the two countrics may have found 1t convenient to adopt 1 stmilar syStem of weights and
measures, whatever the raainl or cultural differences between them may hive been

I hope there 1s no need for me to apologize for devoting so much spice to these
Baliichi wares I have done so because they arc our chief guide in estimating the extent of
the influence exerted by the Indus culture in Balachistin - It 15 evident from them that that
culture must have predominated 4t onc time over the castein distniéts of Balichiftin,!
Southern Wazirniftin and the Derqyit west of the Indus, and that it was an aéuve force,
moreover, 1n Kolwa and the Key Valley  But 1t 1s also evident that in Wegtern Balichiftin
and Siftin there was 1 nval culture distinguished by an essentinlly difterent class of wares
which found 1ts way into Baliichitan from the Persiin side and encroached 1t one time or
another 1s far ¢aét as Southern Sind  To this rival culture from the wet belongs the
remarkable Nil pottery from the Nindari digtriét and Nal in Jhalawin, which may have
cither preceded or followed the red-and-blach wares in that part of Baltichistin

This ewidence from the pottery 1s also bornc out by certun other antiquitics of
Baliichi€tin, notably by the terra-cotta figurines of humped bulls and ot the Mother Goddess,
both of which scem to have been intimately conneéted with the pre-Aryan religion of India
and more likely to have derived from the East than from the West, though, as I have shown
in Chapter V, the cult of the Mother Goddess was also found 1n Western Asin Now, the
sites which have yielded these terri-cottas are those which have lso yielded the red-and-black,
polychrome-banded;and Mehi varieties of pottery, viz Pertino-Ghundu, Mughal-Ghunday,
Kaudani, Dabar-hot, Stir-jangal, Mchi, and Kull in the cise of the Mother Goddess figurines
and Pcriano-Ghundai, Mchi, Men-dimb, Kulli, and Shihi-tump 1n the case of the humped
bulls? In other words, these two particular clisses of objets are found on sites which their
ceramic wares conneét more or less closcly with the Indus zone of culture, whereas, according
to Sir Aurel Stein, neither of them 1s found in association with Nal ware, which there are
good reasons for associating with the Persian zone 3

1 Las Bela has not et been explored 1nd 1s not therefore included 1n thus ftatement

2 It should be 2dded that the humped bull 15 also freely delineated on the Meh: pottery and on the red and black
ware of Sir-jangal, but occurs also occastonally on the Nl pottery which shared some of 1ts motifs with the Mehi ware

3 Sir Aurel Stein 1s specific on this point  As to the bull figurines found by Mr Hargreaves in Arets A, D, L, and
F at Nal, it 1s to be noted that the remuns with which the bulls were 2ssociated 1n two of these areas (D and I') tppeared
to be of a different age from the grives which yielded the Nal ware, as to the other two areas, 1t 1s not cletr from
Mr Hargreaves’ report mn wiich particulir fratum they were found, but there 15 no mention of any bull figurine having
been found 1 any of the graves
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