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1. Introduction

Dark, burnished juglets with incised and punctured de-
coration, mostly filled with a white paste, are known as 
Tell el-Yahudiyeh (TeY) Ware. This ware was distributed 
in the Eastern Mediterranean and the Nile Valley bet-
ween the nineteenth and sixteenth centuries BCE.

Early studies of this pottery class associated it with 
the Hyksos in Egypt and questioned its origin. Was it 
Egyptian or Levantine? It is possible to understand that 
suggestions diverged as they were based on limited and 
disparate corpora of material. These only represented 
some of the many variants of TeY Ware that had deve-
loped during its prolonged and widespread use in the 
Levant and Egypt. When Egyptologists conducted the 
earliest work on TeY Ware in the Nile Valley, they most-
ly discovered vessels belonging to what is now labelled 
as “Late Egyptian TeY Ware” and indeed originates from 
Egypt. However, the early excavated examples from the 
Levantine coast belong to the “Early Levantine” or “Le-
vanto-Egyptian” groups of TeY Ware and originate from 
the Levant.

From the 1980s onwards, the first comprehensive 
studies of TeY Ware appeared, which tried to establish a 
classification of the general repertory of TeY Ware as a 
whole, both in the Levant and the Nile Valley, to investi-
gate the origin of TeY Ware and to arrange these vessels 
in appropriate classifications and typologies. Among the 
primary studies with this concern is the work of Mau-
reen Kaplan (1980), who established a typology of the 
general repertory of TeY Ware. Thereafter, Manfred Bie-
tak (1986, 1989) suggested a classification related to the 
geographical regions from which TeY Ware vessels ori- 
ginate. The significance of Bietak’s studies is that they 
are based on the controlled stratigraphy of his excava-
tions at Tell el-Dabˁa, where hundreds of TeY Ware ves-
sels were found. The current study follows the refined 
classification system that Bietak published with D. As-
ton in 2012. 

Further studies focusing on the TeY Ware were re-
stricted to specific archaeological sites, such as Tell el-
Dabˁa. We are still missing more detailed studies on how 

TeY Ware emerged and developed in each region, the Le-
vant and Egypt. 

In this respect the region of the northern Levant and its 
corpus of TeY Ware are worth devoting a special study to, 
in order to understand the development of the TeY Ware 
for two reasons. At first, it is now known that TeY Ware 
emerged in the northern Levant at two different sites: 
Afula in northern Palestine and Byblos in the center of 
the Syro-Palestinian coast (Chap. 7.2). Second, the whole 
corpus of TeY Ware that was discovered over the last de-
cades in southern Syria is still largely unpublished and 
therefore absent from the discussion on the TeY Ware. 
Scholars suggested that there was a “Syrian” TeY Ware 
(Aston/Bietak 2012, 200; Nigro 2003, 254–255). Since few 
vessels have appeared in publications, we know very lit-
tle about their appearance, how it looked like, how they 
reached southern Syria, and where they fit in the TeY 
Ware’s development. This study intends to fill this gap 
in scholarship.

 1.1 The aim of this study

This study aims to investigate the corpus of TeY Ware so 
far discovered in northern Levantine sites, focusing on 
the region of southern Syria where TeY Ware was never 
systematically studied and classified before. The primary 
purpose of this study is to define Syrian TeY Ware, its 
forms and typological features, decorative style, geogra-
phical distribution, and chronology. This classification 
informs a discussion of Syrian TeY Ware origins; for ex-
ample, from which branch of TeY Ware it developed and 
through which path it reached inland southern Syria. 
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1.2 Methodological approach

This study catalogues the whole corpus of TeY Ware ves-
sels discovered in the northern Levant thus far. This re-
search focuses on the geographical region that stretches 
from Tell Mardikh, Ras-Shamra, and the Orontes Val-
ley to the north to the edge of Carmel Mountain in the  
south, including Upper and Lower Galilee (Fig. 1). It is 
essential to include Galilee as its MBA pottery produc-
tion is closely related to that of western Syria. This study 
is bound to the west by the Levantine coast of the Me-
diterranean, and the east, by Tell Mardikh and the wes-
tern edge of Jebel Haurān. The TeY Ware of Cyprus, more 
closely related to the Nile Delta than Syro-Palestine, is 
excluded from this study. This geographical region under 
examination here can be subdivided into the following 
units: the Orontes-Valley, the Syro-Palestinian coast (up 
to Haifa in the south), Beqaa, Damascene, Haurān, Jebel 
Haurān, Julān Heights and Galilee.

The period covered in this study depends on the com-
plete time of use of TeY Ware and includes the first half 
of the Second Millennium BCE, which corresponds to 
the MBA in the Levant and the Thirteenth Dynasty and 
the Second Intermediate Period in Egypt. The chronolo-
gy used in this study is the Middle Chronology system 
developed and recently proposed based on the sequence 
at Mishrifeh. According to this system, the MBA is divi-
ded into three periods as follows:

MB I
MB IA c. 2000–1850 BCE

MB IB c. 1850–1770 BCE

MB II
MB IIA c. 1770–1700 BCE

MB IIB c. 1700–1600 BCE

MB III c. 1600–1500 BCE

I personally worked on the corpora from southern 
Syria (Fig. 2): The vessels discovered at Tell Sakka in Da-
mascene and the collections of the Damascus, Quneitra, 
and Dara’ Museums. The latter consists of vessels from 
the Darˁa tomb and Tell al-Ashˁarī. Due to the current 
situation in Syria, only half were studied before they 
were packed and transferred to a secure location. Further 

on, I also accessed the corpus of Tell Debbet-Brekeh dis-
covered before 2014 and stored in the Sweida Museum, 
the TeY Ware corpora in the Louvre (from Ras-Shamra, 
Byblos, and Kafr Jarra), the Archaeological Museum of 
the American University of Beirut (from various places 
in Lebanon and Palestine), and the corpus discovered at 
Sidon and stored in the excavation house there.

The Darˁa Museum collection and the vessels disco-
vered at Tell Debbet-Brekeh in 2014 or later were not ac-
cessible. I relied on photographs or preliminary reports 
kindly given to me by the Directorate General of An- 
tiquities and Museum in Damascus. I relied on published 
records for the remaining corpora, including the north-
ern Palestinian sites.

All accessible vessels were described, photographed, 
drawn (when no drawings were extant), and given a code 
according to the name of the site of origin or the mu- 
seum collection where they are stored. Since many ves-
sels from southern Syria were inaccessible and are im-
portant to understand various features of the Syrian TeY 
Ware, it was necessary to make provisional drawings 
from photographs and add them to the plates, accoun-
ting as much as possible for the scale and acknowledging 
the limitations of this procedure.

The method of typological classification applied in 
this study depends on the classification published by As-
ton and Bietak in 2012, which is based on geographical 
distribution, body forms, and the chronological develop-
ment of TeY Ware. Chapter 4 deals with the typology of 
northern Levantine TeY Ware according to this classifi-
cation and suggests additions and modifications where 
necessary.

The Syrian material that was previously unknown is 
integrated into this classification system in the position 
proposed by Aston and Bietak (Branch K) and is subdi-
vided into six main type-groups according to its forms, 
but also taking into consideration its chronological de-
velopment. This material is presented in Chapter 5. The 
catalogue is arranged to the typological classification 
presented in Chapters 3 and 4.

Chapter 6 discusses the archaeological contexts of 
northern Levantine sites and introduces several MBA 
sites from southern Syria about which only sporadic in-
formation has been published. 

Chapter 7 discuss and summarizes the results concer-
ning the chronology, production centres, decoration, and 
usage of northern Levantine TeY Ware. 

Table 1: The Chronology of the MBA used in this study, after 
Iamoni/Morandi Bonacossi 2010–2011, 184: tab. 1.
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Fig. 1: MBA sites in the northern Levant with finds of TeY Ware (S. Shammas / R. Orabi 2023).
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Fig. 2: Map with designations of geographical regions in southern Syria (S. Shammas / R. Orabi 2023 after Abdul-Salam 
2008, 76: fig. 3).
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Fig. 3: Map of sites in the Levant mentioned in the text (S. Shammas / R. Orabi 2023).
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Fig. 4: Map of sites in the Nile Valley mentioned in the text (S. Shammas / R. Orabi 2023).
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2. Overview of earlier studies of TeY Ware

D. Aston recently reviewed the earlier research on TeY 
Ware typology in 2008. This detailed study was repub-
lished in 2012 as a part of his collaborative work with M. 
Bietak (2012, 25–55). Therefore, only a brief overview of 
earlier research is given, focusing on the evolution of the 
classification and the different opinions concerning the 
origin of TeY Ware.

TeY Ware was first systematically studied and given 
its name by W. F. Petrie (1906, 11–16, Pls. V, VII–VIII) after 
his excavations at Tell el-Yahudiyeh in the eastern Nile 
Delta (Fig. 4). However, TeY Ware juglets had been col-
lected previously by E. Naville and F. Ll. Griffith. Both 
excavated at the same site before Petrie and described 
the vessels as “black pots” (Naville 1887, 21–22), pots “or-
namented with punctured patterns” (Griffith 1890, 40, pl. 
XI: 1–6, pl. XIX: 16), or vessels “ornamented with white 
dots” (Naville 1890, 9). 

However, it was Junker (1921) who first classified the 
TeY Ware material by establishing a typology based on 
dividing the body form into five main groups (from a to 
e). He argued that TeY Ware originated in Nubia (Jun-ker 
1921, 2–5). As noted by Kaplan, Aston, and Bietak, his last 
group (e) should be excluded as it consisted of vessels 
that belong to Nubian pottery traditions and not to TeY 
Ware (Aston/Bietak 2012, 26, 27: fig.1; Kaplan 1980, 6, 125: 
footnote 5). Two years later, Reisner added one more cri-
terion for classifying the ware when he pointed to the 
existence of delineations lines into the decorated zones. 
Furthermore, he argued that the high number of TeY 
vessels in burial contexts denotes a symbolic meaning 
(Reisner 1923, 381–388). Bonnet instead suggested that 
the ware reached Egypt during the Hyksos period, and 
its origin should be sought in Near Eastern territories 
(Bonnet 1924, 119–121). Explaining that TeY Ware was the 
pottery class that characterises the Hyksos era in Egypt, 
Engberg also emphasised the correlation between this 
ware and the Hyksos (Engberg 1939, 18, 25–30). This opin-
ion was challenged afterwards by Säve-Söderbergh, who 
warned of the association of an ethnic movement with 
the emergence of a new pottery class, which might oc-

cur due to trade exchange as well (Säve-Söderbergh 1951, 
57). Säve-Söderbergh added that TeY Ware was already 
known in Syria-Palestine; it arrived in Egypt before the 
rise of the Hyksos and remained in use after their defeat. 
Nevertheless, he admitted that it probably was favoured 
by the Hyksos and imported in significant numbers into 
Egypt (Säve-Söderbergh 1951, 57).

In 1928, R. Dussaud asserted that this ware originat-
ed in the Levant, as it occurred in Syria-Palestine, where 
vessels were made according to MBA Levantine body 
forms as early as the Twelfth Dynasty. However, he in-
correctly attributed juglets with painted decoration to 
this category (Dussaud 1928, 147–150). The embedment of 
TeY Ware in the Levantine tradition was also emphasised 
by H. Otto, who argued that its ancestors could be traced 
in the pottery repertoires of the EB III-IV at Tell Beit Mir-
sim and Jericho. He added that vessels of TeY Ware should 
be burnished and geometrically decorated, pointing out 
that in some cases, these vessels could be found together 
with other juglets that were plain burnished without in-
cised decoration (Otto 1938, 168–169, Taf. 5).

As Aston and Bietak point out, Åström innovated a 
new and elaborate typological classification for TeY 
Ware in 1957. He was the first to refer to some similar fea-
tures between TeY Ware and the Cypriote Black Slip III 
(Aston/Bietak 2012, 302), an issue that sometimes confus-
es the differentiation between those two pottery types.  
Åström’s classification was based on TeY Ware vessels 
found in Cypriote contexts. He divided them according 
to body shapes into seven categories of jugs (from a to 
g) (Åström 1957, 130–132, Fig. XXX: 21-24; Aston/Bietak 
2012, 35: fig. 3).  Types b, d, e, and f respectively paral-
lel Kaplan’s classifications: piriform, grooved (gashed), 

1 As in a Cypriote Black Slip III from Ras-Shamra that is incorrectly 

attributed to the TeY Ware (see Al-Maqdissi 2006–2007, 66: fig. 12: 

71; in this research RSH 06).

2 Note that in this Aston/Bietak 2012, fig. 3 vessels e and f must be 

switched to match Åström’s description.
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cylindrical and globular (Kaplan 1980, 15–29). Åström’s 
last type (g) was assigned to a juglet of an ichthyomor-
phic shape, and he also described the decoration pattern 
which predominates among the Cypriote TeY vessels as 
consisting of two thick horizontal bands of chevrons 
that cover the vessels’ bodies and separated by a plain 
burnished band located at the area where the body’s car-
ination occurs (Åström 1957, 132). This decoration motif is 
the standard for almost all TeY vessels belonging to the 
biconical type, the predominant type found in Cyprus.

Later, Van Seters returned to the idea of attributing 
TeY Ware to the Hyksos despite admitting that the oc-
currence of this pottery class within the material cul-
ture of the Levant during MB II B-C (in his terminology) 
confused this attribution (Van Seters 1966, 49). Moreover, 
he divided TeY Ware vessels into a Syrian group for the 
piriform juglets, whereas the cylindrical and squat piri- 
form were placed into a Palestinian group (Van Seters 
1966, 50: fig. 9).

R. Amiran also tried to explain the differences be-
tween TeY Ware vessels depending on their regional dis-
tribution. She differentiated between the “coastal plain” 
and the “interior part of Syria” (Amiran 1957, 93–95). 
However, the issue in this division is that the only exam-
ples she attributed to the second region were three sherds 
found in Level (H) at Hama, which she then excluded 
from TeY Ware. Therefore, she concluded that production 
was restricted to Palestine, with peripheral centres in 
the coastal regions of Cyprus and Lower Egypt (Amiran 
1957, 96). Amiran, in her monograph Ancient Pottery of 

the Holy Land (1969), classified TeY Ware juglets into two 
main groups: cylindrical and piriform, pointing out that 
these vessel shapes experienced the same development 
as juglets of other pottery classes in the MBA in the Le-
vant. She also proposed that the earliest examples of TeY 
Ware date back to MB IIA, while it saw its fluorescence 
during MB IIB and MB IIC, according to her terminology 
(Amiran 1969, 118–120).

R. Merrillees, after discovering a tomb of the Mid-
dle Cypriot III period in Arpera on Cyprus, argued that 
juglets with incised decoration that date earlier than the 
known TeY Ware vessels from Egypt constituted a spe-
cial category labelled by him as El-Lisht Ware  after the 
site El-Lisht in Egypt where many vessels of this group 
were found. He found that vessels of this “El-Lisht Ware” 
were distributed in the Nile Valley and the Levant and 

3 These vessels belong to the Levanto-Egyptian branch in the termi-

nology of Aston/Bietak 2012, 152, 169.

regarded them as the ancestor of TeY Ware generally 
(Merrillees 1974, 59–74, 48: fig. 31: 14–16, 55–56: figs. 38–40).

Thereafter, Merrillees worked on the material of the 
Archaeological Museum of the American University of 
Beirut and suggested dividing the vessels into three 
chronological categories, El-Lisht Ware (for the early 
phase), Transitional El-Lisht/TeY Ware (for the interme-
diate phase), and TeY Ware (for the last occurrence of TeY 
Ware). He argued that his classification corresponded 
to the chronology of the material found at Tell el-Dabˁa 
(Merrillees 1978, 76). Though his chronological scheme 
was not yet accurate, his attempt to establish the chrono-
logical evolution of TeY Ware pointed out its diversity 
and the existence of several lines in the development of 
TeY Ware.

The study published by Kaplan in 1980 was the first 
comprehensive study investigating TeY Ware in all re-
gions of its distribution: in the Levant and the Nile Val-
ley. Kaplan pointed out the difficulty of defining TeY 
Ware. Or in other words: What criteria should be used 
to classify a vessel as TeY Ware? Earlier studies, in some 
cases, included non-decorated juglets or even painted 
vessels (Kaplan 1980, 1). Kaplan also established a new 
typological system based mainly on body shapes using 
a sophisticated computation system that processed gath-
ered data to produce analysis clusters depending on body 
proportions (Kaplan 1980, 8–10).

The resulting typology divided TeY Ware juglets into 
five main types: cylindrical, globular, piriform, biconical, 
and ovoid (Kaplan 1980, 16: fig. 3). Other minor types were 
assigned as well, such as quadrilobal, miniature, bird-
shaped, and ichthyomorphic. Two types were set apart 
based on decorative variations: grooved and vessels with 
naturalistic designs.4 The main critique of Kaplan’s meth-
od was that, in many cases, the attribution of vessels to 
certain types was not convincing (Aston/Bietak 2012, 47). 
Furthermore, Kaplan applied Neutron Activation Analy-
sis to most vessels she investigated. As a result of these 
analyses, she defined four main chemical groups. Two 
can be assigned to an origin in the Levant, the red filed 
and the limestone hill , and two groups to the Nile Valley, 
Nile alluvium and Nile mixture, with smaller chemical 

4 See the complete discussion of these types (Kaplan 1980, 15–39). 

5 Terms “Red field” and “Limestone hills” are used to differentia-

te between two different types of clay in southern Levant. These 

terms firstly used by D. W. Brooks (1975) from her analysis on pot-

tery samples from the fields or the hills in southern Levant which 

turned into red filed (red clay) and limestone hill (yellow clay) res-

pectively, the terms are adopted from Kaplan in her study (Kaplan 

1980, 56–57 and footnote 25).
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groups including samples analysed from Ras-Shamra 
(Kaplan 1980, 55–59, 224–233: tables. 1–4). Unfortunately, 
Kaplan incorrectly concluded that the TeY Ware origi-
nated from Egypt, arguing that the early vessels found 
in the Levant were “Egyptian imports” (Kaplan 1980, 122; 
Aston/Bietak 2012, 551).

Based on the excavations at Tell el-Dabˁa, M. Bietak 
made the most significant contributions to the study of 
TeY Ware. Based on the controlled stratigraphy at Tell el-
Dabˁa, Bietak’s contributions successfully reached what 
Merrillees already envisioned: to relieve TeY Ware from 
its “sociological connotations” with the Hyksos and re-
constitute it to its “historical significance” (Merrillees 
1978, 76). 

In two articles on TeY Ware M. Bietak evaluated pre-
vious typologies and classifications and this work ulti-
mately led to the “chronologically workable typology” of 
TeY Ware (Aston/Bietak 2012, 49). The first article was 
published in the Lexikon der Ägyptologie in 1986 (Bietak 
1986). In this study, Bietak suggested that the origin of 
this pottery was embedded in the MBA material culture, 
as its earliest occurrence at Tell el-Dabˁa dated to the first 
half of the 18th century B.C.E (Stratum d/1) (Bietak 1986, 
335). In his first classification Bietak divided the Ware 
into six main types:

1. The Palestinian Group: described as ovoid, with nar-
row horizontal bands of decoration (Bietak 1986, 336). 

2. The Syro-Egyptian Group: corresponding to the so-
called el-Lisht Ware of Merrillees and was later deve-
loped into the Levanto-Egyptian branch I. It embraces 
Kaplan’s Piriform type 1 and Ovoid type 4. Bietak de-
scribed this group as having four, and later only two, 
decoration bands covering the bodies of most vessels. 
In the development of this group, vessels tend to be-
come smaller in size, handles become single-strapped 
rather than tripartite, and bases are simple button ba-
ses (Bietak 1986, 336, 345, 339: Abb. 2). 

3. Egyptian Group: developed from the Syro-Egyptian 
Group, with more simplified horizontal or vertical de-
coration zones (Kaplan’s Piriform 2a, 2b and Globular) 
(Bietak 1986, 345).

4. Special forms: containing vessels with naturalistic 
designs, such as lotus blossoms, fish, or birds, and 
all anthropomorphic, animal- or fruit-shaped ves-
sels which were found in Egypt and on the Levantine 
coast (Bietak 1986, 347). 

5. Jugs with painting: containing what Bietak described 
as yellow surface juglets with red decoration, which 
came to Tell el-Dabˁa as MB IIA imports (Bietak 1986, 
347). As no figure accompanies this description, these 

vessels cannot be independently assessed but supposed- 
ly belong to the so-called LPW and not TeY Ware.

6. Undecorated Groups: consisting of vessels that should 
not be categorised to this pottery class but to the plain 
burnished pottery categories.6

Bietak pointed out that many undecorated black or 
red, plain burnished juglets with similar body forms to 
the TeY Ware juglets were distributed in the Levant and 
Egypt. He also suggested the popularity of the fluid car-
ried in these vessels to be the reason for its widespread 
interregional distribution (Bietak 1986, 335).

In a second article by Bietak (1989), he evaluated 
Kaplan’s new typology and methods. He remarked that 
this study lacked insights into relative and absolute 
chronology, yet, based on the stratigraphic sequence of 
Tell el-Dabˁa, this problem could be solved, and the chro-
nological sequence of TeY Ware established (Bietak 1989, 
7–8). The new classification introduced in this phase of 
Bietak’s research consisted of these groups:

1. Primaeval Group (Kaplan’s Ovoid 1): According to 
Bietak, jugs that belong to this group had the typi-
cal typological attributes of jugs of MB IIA (here MB 

IB) traditions, found in Byblos, ‘Afula, Tell el-Dabˁa in 
Stratum d/1, and other Levantine contexts.7

2. Early Palestinian Group (Kaplan’s Ovoid 2, 3, and 4): 
This group was found exclusively in northern Pales- 
tine. Vessels were made of local clay (especially red 
field clay) and date to the transitional period MB IIA/
MB IIB (here MB IB/MB IIA). Bietak assumed this 
group to have developed into the Late Palestinian 
Group in MB II B-C (here MB IIB-MB III) (Kaplan’s 
Piriform 3) (Bietak 1989, 10–11, 23: Abb. 6, 32: Abb. 15).

3. Syro-Egyptian Group (Kaplan’s Piriform 1): According 
to the chronology of Tell el-Dabˁa, this group was 
divided into three subgroups: a, b, and c, distributed 
in many regions of the Levant and the northern Nile 
Valley and dated to late MB IIA (here MB IB). A group 
named “Egyptian” had directly emerged from this 

6 Afterwards those types 5 and 6 were excluded from Bietak’s typo-

logy (Bietak 1989) and the latest Aston/Bietak classification, whe-

re also a clear remark concerning this point is made (Aston/Bietak 

2012, 50).

7 Bietak describes these attributes to be the ovoid body, the neck and 

the bipartite (or more stranded) handle (Bietak 1989, 9–10, 22: Abb. 

5), the most important feature must be the ridged rim, which is a 

main characteristic of juglets dating to MB IB (see Amiran 1969, 

118: Photos 115, 117–118).
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group (Kaplan’s Piriform 2, Biconical, Globular, Qua-
drilobal and Cylindrical 1) (Bietak 1989, 8, 11-17, 25–31: 
Abb. 8–14).

4. Handmade Globular Group: This group includes ves-
sels that combine Egyptian clay with Cypriote tech-
niques (Bietak 1989, 19: Abb. 1).

Recently Aston and Bietak (2012) developed a new clas-
sification system depending mainly on material disco-
vered at Tell el-Dabˁa in the last few decades. Their “chro-
nologically workable typology” is used in this research 
to classify the northern Levantine repertory of TeY Ware 
and therefore is discussed in detail in chapter 3.1.
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3. Typological Analysis of Tell el-Yahudiyeh Ware in 

the northern Levant

3.1 Methodology of classification

In this study, the method of dividing and classifying the 
TeY Ware repertory of the northern Levant into diffe-
rent branches, type-groups, and smaller groups, fol-
lows the method created primarily by M. Bietak (1989) 
and then developed recently by him and D. Aston into 
the classification published in Tell el-Dabˁa VIII (Aston/
Bietak 2012). The main aim of their classification was to 
produce a new “chronologically workable typology” for 
this pottery class by correlating the Tell el-Dabˁa reper-
toire of approximately 650 pieces with other corpora of 
TeY Ware found along the Levant and in the Nile Valley 
(Aston/Bietak 2012, 23). Tracing the chronological and 
stratigraphic sequence at Tell el-Dabˁa helps explain the 
shortcomings of a shapes-only typology (Aston/Bietak 
2012, 54). For example, Kaplan’s typology (1980) failed to 
produce reliable chronology outcomes due to its reliance 
on shapes. Any classification system of TeY pottery must 
include other characteristics, especially decoration styles. 

The Aston/Bietak classification is built on first sepa-
rating vessels into major divisions based on the “genetic 
mainstreams in the development of the Tell el-Yahudiyeh 
ware”. These are Branches A, B-C, E, H-I, K, and L (Fig. 
5). The following step groups the forms “outside of the 
main development” into Branches G, J, and M-Q. Branch  
N is reserved for the “Handmade Globular” vessels, dis-
covered only at Egyptian sites (Aston/Bietak 2012, 58).

According to this classification, the corpus of TeY 
ware vessels is divided into:8

Branch A: The Primeval Group
Branch B: The Early Palestinian Group
Branch C: The Middle Palestinian Group

8 See the whole discussion of this new classification in Aston and 

Bietak 2012, 57–334. 

Branch D: The Late Palestinian Group
Branches E-H: The Early Levantine Group
Branch I: The Levanto-Egyptian Group
Branch J: Levanto-Egyptian Vessels with Naturalistic 

Designs
Branch K: The Late Syrian Group
Branch L: The Late Egyptian Group
Branch M: Hybrids
Branch N: Handmade Globular
Branch O: Jars
Branch P: Open Vessels

Since this method emphasises the geographical con-
text from which vessels originate, it is appropriate for 
the current study. Moreover, this classification is signi-
ficantly valuable regarding the chronological develop-
ment of TeY Ware as it is aligned with the chronological 
sequence of TeY ware discovered over the last fifty years 
at Tell el-Dabˁa. 

Therefore, following the Aston/Bietak classifica-
tion helps to solve many chronological problems when 
dealing with corpora that come from unknown prove-
nances, such as the TeY Ware corpus preserved in the 
Damascus Museum, or vessels discovered in MBA tombs, 
which were in use over long periods, often from the late 
EB IV to late MB II and early MB III, as is the case for 
many tombs excavated at Tell al-Ashˁarī in southern 
Syria. Thus, this classification system facilitates the in-
corporation of unpublished material from southern Sy-
ria, labelled here “The Syrian TeY Ware” (Fig. 6). As the 
following pages will show, it is possible to trace the main 
paths, or “mainstreams” in the parlance of Aston/Bietak, 
along which TeY Ware was developed and the relations 
between inhabitants of the Levant and Egypt that contri-
buted to the TeY Ware’s wide distribution.

Even though this study follows the typology of As-
ton/Bietak (2012), some modifications are suggested, in-
cluding new branches or type-groups, such as the Early  
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Levantine Branches S, T, U, V and Branch W: Sidon TeY 

Ware (see chapter 4.12). By contrast, a suggestion is made 
to cancel branch G (see chapter 4.5.3). This revised clas-
sification system recategorises carinated vessels into 
more suitable branches. Moreover, some vessels are mo-
ved from a type-group or sub-type to another when it 
is typologically more convincing. For example, Branch 
C: Middle Palestinian is now absent from the northern 
Levantine repertory of TeY Ware. Its vessels are moved 
to Syrian TeY Ware and Early Levantine branches. These 
changes are detailed and substantiated below.

3.2 The northern Levantine corpus of TeY Ware 

The corpus introduced in this research includes all TeY 
Ware pieces discovered at northern Levantine sites. It 
consists of 318 complete or incomplete vessels as well 
as sherds. Geographically, this material comes from the 
Syro-Palestinian coast from Ras-Shamra in the north to 
Nahariya in the south, from inland Syria and Galilee.

More than half of this corpus consists of unpublished 
material from southern Syria. These vessels form the Sy-
rian TeY Ware, which emerged and developed from the 
Middle Palestinian Branch and not from the Levanto-
Egyptian as formerly suggested by Aston/Bietak. Due 
to the lack of publications of Syrian TeY Ware, Aston/
Bietak assigned a separate empty branch to the Syrian 
corpus calling it Branch K, “Late Syrian,” to be filled by 
future scholars (Aston/Bietak 2012, 65, 200). Therefo-
re, Syrian TeY Ware is called here Branch K. However, 
the label “Late Syrian” is inappropriate as vessels of this 
branch appear as early as MB IIA. Therefore, the relabel-
led branch K will be added as an extension to the Aston/
Bietak classification to complete our understanding of 
TeY Ware (see chapter 5).

Unfortunately, many vessels were inaccessible and 
thus could not be studied personally. More than half of 
the Darˁa Museum vessels and many Tell Debbet-Brekeh 
vessels fall into this category.9 Only modest-quality pho-
tographs are available of many of these objects; never-
theless, they are included since they carry significant 
information regarding chronology, body forms, and unu-

9 These are the vessels DAR 30–DAR 65 from the Darˁa Museum 

collection, which were part of the permanent exhibition. Working 

on them could not be finished due to the political situation in Syria 

after 2011. Those from Tell Debbet-Brekeh (BRE 21–BRE 29) were 

discovered in 2014 after my last visit to the Sweida Museum and 

were documented in a report to the DGAM kindly provided to me 

by Ahmad F. Taraqji in 2016.

sual decoration patterns. Drawings were made based on 
these pictures to understand and interpret these vessels 
as best as possible.

 3.3 Terminology

Before analysing this northern Levantine corpus, it is 
necessary to discuss the terminology used in the coming 
pages. The term “jugs” refers to vessels more than 17 cm 
in height, “juglets” are those between 10–17, and “mini-
ature juglets” are vessels whose height does not exceed 
10 cm (see below). Six main body forms appear within 
the typology; a definition is assigned to each shape for 
categorisation purposes. Nevertheless, shape definitions 
sometimes overlap, making it difficult to categorise cer-
tain vessels, especially the ovoid and piriform types.10 

The definitions of the six main shapes are as follows: 

Ovoid: The maximum diameter occurs slightly above or 
in the middle of the body. Unlike the piriform type, 
the ovoid type lacks a clear transition from shoulder 
to body. 

Piriform: The maximum diameter occurs on the upper 
part of the body, where a curve or angle marks the 
transition from shoulder to body. 

Globular: The maximum diameter occurs slightly below 
or at the middle of the body, which has a spherical 
shape.11

Cylindrical: The body shape has two angles, one near 
the shoulder and one near the base. Between those 
angles, a cylinder or truncated cone forms the body.

Biconical: The maximum diameter occurs at the carina-
tion angle in the middle of the body. 

Miniature: Smaller copies of normal-sized juglets with a 
height of not more than 10 cm.

Three juglets are categorised as miniature vessels, al-
though their height exceeds 10 cm. These are the juglet 
from Tell el-Ghassil GHA 01 (10.4 cm; Cat. No. 120) and 
two from the Damascus Museum group DAM 21 (10.7 cm; 
Cat. No. 292) and DAM 08 (10.3 cm; Cat. No. 291). Their 
form and proportions imply their attribution to the mi-
niature category. On the contrary, an incomplete bico-
nical juglet from Darˁa Museum collection DAR 42 (Cat. 

10 For example, DAR 04, DAR 11, and DAR 23.

11 Note here that this definition of “globular” is different form the 

bag-shaped vessels, designated as globular in previous publica-

tions of TeY Ware (see below the discussion of the type-group Glo-

bular K.III of Syrian TeY Ware). 
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No. 289) measuring less than 10 cm in height cannot be 
considered a miniature. Its wide diameter suggests a 
normal-sized juglet with an extremely squat body. 

Additionally, since the differentiations in the typolo-
gical attributes (rim shapes, base, and handles) are of sig-
nificance, especially when trying to date the vessels of 

unknown provenance belonging to the Syrian TeY Ware, 
visualisations are presented here to show the typological 
development and shifts that this material experienced 
through its lifespan (Figs 7–8). The evolution of the can-
dlestick rims, a hallmark of the transition to MB IIB/MB 

III (see Fig. 7), is especially significant. 

ridged

candlestick sink
(type 2)

candlestick sinkfunnel-shaped
candlestick

transitional to
candlestick sink

simple candlestick
with concavity

simple candlestick

inverted kettle stepped

Fig. 7: Classification of TeY Ware rims in the northern Levant

narrow flat

curvedbuttondisc with concavity

small discring

Fig. 8: Classification of TeY Ware bases in the northern Levant
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4. Typology of TeY Ware in the northern Levant

This chapter will focus on the classification of the north 
Levantine TeY Ware corpus. All branches will be treated 
here except for Branch K: The Syrian TeY Ware, com-
prehensively introduced in Chapter 5. As mentioned in 
Chapter 3, the classification of the corpus is based main-
ly on the classification of Aston and Bietak (2012). How-
ever, new branches and sub-types are added in this study, 
or certain branches are newly labelled according to the 
results and perspectives followed in this study. Justifica-
tions clarifying these modifications are mentioned in the 
text. Branches present in the region of study are always 
written in bold.

4.1 Branch A: The Palestinian Primeval Group

(Cat. Nos. 01–42)

42 exemplars:

AFU 01, AFU 02, AFU 05, AFU 06, AFU 07, AFU 18, AFU 
19, AFU 26, AFU 27, AFU 30, AFU 10, AFU 11, AFU 12, 
AFU 13, AFU 14, AFU 15, AFU 16, AFU 23, AFU, 24, AFU 
25, AFU 28, AFU 29, AFU 03, AFU 04, AFU 08, GIN 02, 
AFU 17, TUR 01, AFU 21 (includes 14 unbaked sherds 
from kiln)

The Palestinian Primeval Group can also be called Ar-
chaic TeY Ware (Fig. 60). Most of the vessels included in 
this branch were found in situ at the potter’s workshop 
at Afula (Zevulun, 1990; see here Fig. 9), in addition to 
one vessel coming from Ginosar GIN 02 (Epstein 1974, 
27: fig. 8:19) and another vessel from Turˁan tomb TUR 01 

(Gershuny/Eisenberg 2005, 13: figs. 11–12).
Aston/Bietak also attribute to this branch A two 

sherds from Byblos BYB 12 (Merrillees 1978, 78: fig. 1:2) 
and two other sherds found in Tell el-Dabˁa and made of 
Levantine clay (Aston/Bietak 2012, 59). Although these 
sherds belong to the earliest examples of TeY Ware, they 
were removed from this branch to a new type- group of 
the Early Levantine branch named E.0 Early Levantine 

primaeval group (chapter 4.5.1). Several features of these 

sherds place them outside of Branch A: the thin band 
near the neck, standing triangles on the upper part of 
the body, and how the decoration is applied by a single-
pointed tool, instead of a comb-like tool, as in the Afula 
vessels, Ginosar GIN 02, and the Inland Syro-Palestine 
vessels. Moreover, recent analyses in Lebanon indica-
te that the region of Byblos was an (early) production 
centre of TeY Ware (Charaf/Ownby 2012, 600). This con-
clusion conforms with Aston/Bietak’s assertion that the 
earliest TeY Ware comes from the Northern Levant but 

“evolved independently” in Syria-Palestine (Aston/Bietak 
2012, 552). Therefore, it seems conclusive at the current 
stage of TeY Ware research to split the primaeval branch 
into two groups.

Vessels of Branch A generally have general light-co-
loured and burnished surfaces, ranging from beige to 
brown, like the vessels of Afula, or a reddish unburni-
shed surface, as GIN 02, or a slipped surface as TUR 01 
(see below: A.2). From the typological perspective, ves-
sels of Branch A date to MB IB according to the relatively 
long and narrow necks and the ridged or stepped rim 
(Amiran 1969, 119). 

Vessels of this branch are to be arranged into two 
groups A.1 and A.2. Vessels of A.1 are subdivided into 
three sub-types, which agrees with the remark of Ze-
vulun that the Afula vessels belong to three separate 
groups according to their size and decoration style (Ze-
vulun 1990, 107*). 

The decoration in all type-groups of this Palestinian 
Primeval group A covers the vessel’s body, a feature not 
popular in the later branches of the Syro-Palestinian 
assemblages.  Furthermore, the vessels are marked by 
having parallel horizontal incised lines at the neck’s ter-
minus and above the base. Decoration always consists 

12 Decoration in Middle Palestinian C and Syrian K, for example, oc-

curs almost always on the vessel’s upper part, whereas it is very 

common to be applied on the lower part of many vessels in Late 

Palestinian D. 
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of three zones, or horizontal bands, separated by plain 
zones. These bands are filled with chevrons or rows of 
punctures; in four cases, the lower band is filled with 
standing or pendant triangles.  Applying the decoration 
with a comb-like tool is adopted in the later Syro-Pales-
tinian branches.

A.1.1 (Cat. Nos 01–10)

(Aston/Bietak A.1.1 and A.1.2)

Exemplars:

AFU 01, AFU 02, AFU 05, AFU 06, AFU 07, AFU 18, AFU 
19, AFU 26, AFU 27, AFU 30

Jugs of this subtype are ovoid and large-sized, ca. 18–20 
cm in height. They are characterized by having an inner 
ridged rim and a bipartite handle (except for the tripar-
tite handle of AFU 18). Bases are narrow and flat. 

In two cases, among this subtype, the middle band of 
the decoration shows a distinctive design. AFU 06 has 

13 AFU 02, AFU 06, and AFU 18 have pendant triangles, while AFU 

05 has a standing triangles motif. 

wavy incised lines, a design rare in the TeY Ware reper-
tory but widespread in ornamenting medium-sized jars 
of other wares of the MBA. The same situation is found 
at AFU 07, where the middle band has a butterfly motif. 
This motif otherwise is found among TeY Ware vessels 
of the Northern Levant only on the Turˁan jug (TUR 01) 
and on two juglets from Sidon (see below, groups A.2 and 
Branch W), but it is well known from other pottery class-
es such as LPW and Syro-Cilician Ware (see Bagh 2013, 
25: fig. 2, 255: fig. 59: j, 287: fig. 80: a, 321: fig. 105: d). 

A.1.2

Vessels of this subtype are smaller than the previous sub-
type (around 16 cm high on average) and are divided into 
two smaller groups depending on their decoration style.

A.1.2a (Cat. Nos 11–22)

(Aston/Bietak A.1.3, A.1.4)

Exemplars:

AFU 10, AFU 11, AFU 12, AFU 13, AFU 14, AFU 15, AFU 
16, AFU 23, AFU 24, AFU 25, AFU 28, AFU 29

Vessels in this group have stepped rims,  except for the 
kettle rim in AFU 12. Necks are shorter and broader than 
vessels of subtype A.1.1; handles are (round section), and 
bases are narrow and flat. The decoration consists of 
vertical bands, which cover the body, and are filled with 
vertical rows of punctures or vertical chevrons. This de-
coration style is also exclusive for this type-group of the 
Afula assemblage and has never been found elsewhere.  
All bands are delineated, and those filled with chevrons 
have an incised line that passes in the centre of the chev-
ron pattern.

14 Contra Aston/Bietak rims in this group and the group A.1.2b are 

described here as stepped rims and not candlestick rims (2012, 59).

15 This decoration could be compared to a piriform juglet coming 

from Arpera in Cyprus, that belongs to the type-group I.4: Levan-

to-Egyptian IV (Aston/Bietak 2012, 169, 176: fig. 111, 179: fig. 114). It 

is also possible to observe incised lines at the neck’s terminus and 

one lines near the base, but rows of punctures are applied horizon-

tally on the Arpera jug and not vertically as on the Afula vessels. 

Also see for this jug: Merrillees 1974, 48: fig. 31: 16, 40; Kaplan 1980, 

fig. 41: c.

4.1 Branch A: The Palestinian Primeval Group

Fig. 9: Vessels from the Afula Workshop (Cohen-Weinberger 
2016, 44–45: fig.7).


