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Abstract 
This article reports results from an archaeological survey conducted along the Sarbaz Valley and in 
adjacent areas in parts of Sarbaz and Chahbahar counties in the Sistan and Baluchestan province of 
south-eastern Iran. The surveyed area is located in the south-eastern greater periphery of the 
Jazmurian Basin, in-between the Bampur Valley ca. 120 km. to the north-west and the Kech-Makran 
region less than 100 km. to the south-east in Pakistan. Both these two regions were investigated in 
the past and yielded abundant archaeological records dating to the Chalcolithic and Bronze Age 
periods. It was particularly interesting to explore the area considered in this article to understand how 
it connected with these two archaeologically-rich neighbouring regions during these periods. From a 
broader perspective, this survey also aimed to contribute to the reconstruction of the ancient cultural 
spheres—the location of their spatial boundaries and intra- and inter-regional interaction routes—in 
the south-easternmost territories of the Iranian Plateau. As a result, twenty sites dating to the 
Chalcolithic and/or Bronze Age periods were found. These sites and their surface materials are here 
presented and discussed with reference to the broader context of these periods in these territories. 

Keywords: Survey, Sarbaz River, Iran, Chalcolithic, Bronze Age. 

Introduction 
Ten years ago, sections of the Sarbaz Valley and adjacent territories in the Sarbaz and Chahbahar 
counties in Iranian Baluchestan were surveyed to study and define for the first time these areas’ 
ancient settlement. The surveyed area borders the Kech-Makran region of Pakistani Baluchestan to 
the east and Iranshahr County to the north-west, where the Bampur Valley lies (Figure 1). It is 
included within the Makran Mountain Range which extends along the Gulf of Oman and the Arabian 
Sea, from the Strait of Hormuz in the west to Las Bela in Pakistan in the east. It therefore essentially 
consists of mountains and narrow valleys. A large portion of its terrain is between 500 and over 1000 
m. in altitude, with hilltops higher than 1500 m., although these altitudes decrease in its southern 
part (Figures 2-3). Sarbaz River is the major and single, perennial river of the area. It originates in the 
Kash Mountains in the north and flows southward through the middle of Sarbaz County and its main 
cities—Sarbaz, Parud, Rask, and Pishin. It then continues further to the south into the Dashtyari Plain, 
where it is named Bahu River, and the Gulf of Oman. In a county that mostly consists of mountains 
and narrow valleys, it is not surprising that, today, a large portion of its population is massed in the 
Sarbaz Valley; most of available land along its bed seems to have been taken advantage of for 
dwelling and agricultural production. The area is today also the territory of Baloch nomads. 

[Figure 1] 

The survey reported here recorded 39 archaeological sites, out of which 20 sites date to the 
Chalcolithic and Bronze Age periods (fourth and third millennia BCE). These Chalcolithic and Bronze 
Age sites are the focus of the present article. The rest are either dating to more recent periods (early 
historical periods/Middle-Age), or their surface materials are not diagnostic enough to allow clear 
chrono-cultural determination, and will be discussed elsewhere. No older site was identified. Located 
close to and in-between the archaeologically-rich Bampur Valley to the north-west and Kech-Makran 
region in Pakistan to the south-east, the surveyed area was likely to hold the remains of prehistoric 
and protohistoric sites as well as natural routes between these two regions during these periods. i Past 
research in the Bampur Valley indeed yielded many archaeological sites. M.A. Stein was the first to 
record ancient settlements in this valley in 1932, including Tepe Bampur and Khurab dating to the 
Bronze Age period (third millennium BCE) and other sites dating to the Chalcolithic period 
(fifth/fourth millennia BCE) including Chah Husaini.ii Later, in 1966, B. de Cardi excavated at Tepe 
Bampur and surveyed the Bampur Valley,iii while additional discoveries made around the same time in 
the nearby Damin Valley provided supplementary elements on the area’s occupation during the 
Bronze Age.iv New field research projects were then conducted around thirty years later, beginning in 
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1999. These projects include: an excavation by M. Heydari at Tepe Rubahak near Saravan in 1999 as 
well as surveys and excavations by the same scholar between 2002 and 2012 in several regions of 
Baluchestan including at the sites of Spidej, Chegerdak, and Keshik; renewed excavation by M. Sajjadi 
at Tepe Bampur in 2002; survey by M. Mortazavi in the Bampur Valley in 2002 and in the Damin 
Valley in 2006; and an excavation by M. Rahbar at Saidabad near Tepe Bampur in 2003.v A survey 
conducted by H. Moradi in 2011 confirmed the presence of a substantial Chalcolithic and Bronze Age 
occupation and of more recent sites along the Bampur River. Indeed, from Tepe Bampur to ca. 30 km. 
westward, this survey recorded 81 sites dating to the Chalcolithic, Bronze Age, and early historical 
periods.vi Certainly, the chronology of the Bampur Valley will not be precisely established until new 
well-dated material is excavated in this valley; however, by comparing these discoveries with dated 
data from Kerman and Kech-Makran, these recent field research projects have considerably helped 
specify its chrono-cultural sequence. The vast graveyard dating to the third millennium BCE at 
Chegerdak and the site of Spidejvii have shown the existence of Bronze Age settlements outside and 
west of the main core of sites known for a long time essentially in the Bampur and Damin valleys. In 
addition to these discoveries, rock art was found in Saravan County, the county located east of the 
Bampur Valley and north of Sarbaz County;viii additional protohistoric sites and a paleolithic industry 
were found in the Kash County, the county located just north of Saravan County;ix and eleven 
assemblages of rock art were recorded in the Kajou Valley, ca. 60 km. west of the Sarbaz Valley, with 
the oldest ones dating to the Late Chalcolithic/Early Bronze Age periods.x P. Pfälzner and N.A. 
Soleimani recently surveyed several areas between Jiroft in the Halil Rud Basin and Minab near the 
coast, in the western half and periphery of the Jazmurian Basin. The sites they reported include 
Chalcolithic and Bronze Age settlements.xi In Kech-Makran, Pakistan, Major Mockler, a British officer 
stationed in Gwadar in the late nineteenth century, was the first to report the presence of 
archaeological sites including Sutkagen-Dor, a site interpreted as an outpost of the Indus Civilization, 
and the numerous funerary cairns that R. Besenval later dated, with reservation, to around the 
beginning of the Common Era.xii Stein, before investigating south-eastern Iran, had explored Kech-
Makran in the late 1920s. He conducted surveys there and excavated the site of Shahi-Tump in the 
western periphery of Turbat in the Kech Valley.xiii The sites and objects he recorded include materials 
dating to the Chalcolithic and Bronze Age periods. Later, in 1960, G. Dales visited Sotka-Koh, another 
important outpost of the Indus Civilization, and opened test-trenches at Sutkagen-Dor.xiv Around 
thirty years later, Besenval developed a twenty-year research program in the 1990s and 2000s that 
included surveys in the region and excavations at the sites of Miri Qalat and Shahi-Tump in the Kech 
Valley. This program recorded numerous sites dating to between the fifth millennium BCE and the 
medieval period and provided the first detailed definition and chronology of the archaeological 
cultures in Kech-Makran during Protohistory and early History including during the Chalcolithic and 
Bronze Age periods.xv 

The aggregate of these works certainly has brought significant information as to the ancient 
occupation in these Iranian-Pakistani borderlands, including on the Chalcolithic and Bronze Age 
periods between the fifth and third millennia BCE. We know more about the chronology and material 
cultures of the communities of these periods and in some cases about their habitats, funerary 
practices, and relationships. Nonetheless, the whole region—Iranian Baluchestan and Kech-Makran—
is over 200,000 sq. km., and many areas of this vast territory are still unexplored. The current picture 
of this region during the Chalcolithic and Bronze Age periods is reconstructed based on the above-
mentioned fieldwork and for a large part on data from the Bampur Valley area and Kech-Makran, the 
two areas that were studied the most and where stratigraphic excavations took place. Besides the 
excavated contexts in these areas our knowledge of the Iranian Baluchestan/Kech-Makran region is 
based on surface material, ceramic fragments in particular. Spatial analysis of the distribution of this 
material has revealed that separate spheres relating to different ceramic styles existed in this region 
between the fifth and third millennia BCE. To put it simply, based on current data the Bampur Valley 
may be defined as: (1) An area that was included within the distribution sphere of the main ceramic 
styles typical of a large part of Kerman between the mid-fifth and early fourth millennia BCE—Black-
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on-buff ware and Black-on-red ware; it represents the southernmost zone of this sphere and none is 
observed in Kech-Makran where ceramics seem mostly absent in the fifth millennium BCE; (2) An area 
that was included within the distribution sphere of the main ceramic styles typical of Kech-Makran 
during the fourth millennium BCE—Miri ware and Early Shahi-Tump ware; it represents the north-
westernmost area of this sphere. It was also part of the sphere that characterized Kerman at that 
time, represented by Aliabad ware; (3) An area that was outside of the Uruk/Proto-Elamite sphere 
which extends to Kerman and Sistan between the mid-fourth and early third millennia BCE, but that 
was part of other, larger spheres of exchange or diffusion of materials, technologies, and/or styles 
which covered Kech-Makran, Kerman, and Sistan and Baluchestan: e.g. Late Shahi-Tump ware around 
3000 BCE;

xviii

xvi (4) An area whose material culture is stylistically so close to Kech-Makran during the first 
half of the third millennium BCE that it is included within the same cultural sphere, while parallels and 
exports limited to more specific types of vessels are noted between this sphere and Kerman and 
Sistan as well as with the Oman Peninsula;xvii and (5) In the second half of the third millennium BCE, 
the Bampur Valley and Kech-Makran follow separate trajectories including in their ceramics since the 
assemblage of the latter region includes styles typical of the Kulli Culture and Indus Civilization in 
Pakistan and holds the westernmost settlements relating to the Indus Civilization, including Miri Qalat 
and Sutkagen-Dor near the Iranian border, whereas none is recorded in Iran.  

An issue remains that it is not always clear whether and where these distributions reflect the 
dispersals of styles, objects, or peoples, and whether and where they reflect interactions between 
distinct cultural groups or within a same cultural group. We believe distances had a role in the nature 
of the relationship; for instance, exchange of objects and ideas seems in practice easier between two 
sites in the Kech Valley, such as Miri Qalat and Shahi-Tump, than between this valley and the Bampur 
Valley, located ca. 300 km. apart. It also seems more logical to envision that the communities at these 
two sites in the Kech Valley had a closer relationship than with communities settled in the Bampur 
Valley. However, in addition to the fact that these statements are not absolutely certain, particularly 
the latter, at a greater, regional and interregional, scale of analysis, it becomes even more difficult to 
know in each case the nature of the relationship between sites having same ceramic styles and where 
we can define this ceramic relationship as either an intra- or an inter-territorial interaction, that is an 
interaction that occurred either within or between the territories of cultural groups. An additional 
issue is that the chronological periods we are working with are defined on the basis of ceramic styles 
of long durées and with relatively limited stylistic changes, apparently lasting for several hundred 
years and even more than half a thousand years in some cases. It is consequently difficult to assess 
whether the maps of material distribution we reconstruct reflect contemporaneous or successive 
settlements.xix 

Various processes were certainly at play in the construction of these spheres of ceramic distributions, 
processes that ranged from just the spread of stylistic trends, trade of containers and/or their 
contents, to settlement shifts and population replacement, and, fortunately, composition analysis 
helps narrow down the range of possibilities.xx Before investigating these possibilities, however, the 
spatial limits and internal connections—the routes—of these distributions are fundamental aspects 
that need greater precision in the region discussed here as well as in Iran and Pakistan in general. It is 
only through the combination of continuous efforts in the field and analysis of the collected material 
in the many, most often isolated, unexplored areas of the Iranian Baluchestan/Kech-Makran region 
that one will be able to slowly reconstruct these aspects. This survey along the Sarbaz Valley and in 
adjacent areas is such effort which, combined with other, contributes to the reconstruction of the 
broader picture of the ancient Indo-Iranian Borderlands. 

Archaeological Sites, Surface Materials, and Chrono-Cultural Associations 
All sites reported here are located in the southern half of Sarbaz County and in the north-eastern 
corner of Chahbahar County. These sites divided into three main archaeological zones, Zones 1 to 3 
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(Figure 2). Zone 1 is located around the town of Murtan in the north-eastern portion of the area 
considered in this article. Zone 2 mostly consists of sites located along the Sarbaz River between 
Parud and Rask as well as one site located ca. 15 km. further south near Gaz Anguri and two sites 
located near Beris and Garen, respectively less than ca. 10 and 20 km. further to the north-east. Zone 
3 is in the southern part of the area considered here and includes sites located mostly between Pishin 
and the Keshari Plain as well as one site located less than 15 km. further south. Apart from one site 
near Pishin, the sites in Zone 3 are all in Chahbahar County. 

[Figure 2] 

In Zones 1 and 2, the terrain consists of mountains topping at more than 1500 m. in altitude, cut in 
places by narrow and relatively narrow valleys. These are either east-west oriented, parallel to the 
direction of Makran range, or they cut through this mountain range in an overall north-to-south 
direction such as the Sarbaz Valley (Figure 3). A second type of environment is observed around the 
town of Pishin in Zone 3. It consists of a ca. 6-8 km. wide, east-west oriented, flat plain, bordered by a 
series of alluvial cones along its northern edge. This plain continues into Pakistan to the east, where it 
connects with the Nahang/Nihing Valley and then the Kech Valley. The archaeological sites of Shahi-
Tump and Miri Qalat in the Kech Valley are ca. 125 km. east of Pishin. South of Pishin, the Sarbaz 
Valley is wider than between Parud and Rask and is now named Keshari Plain. The landscape in this 
area is mountainous, although the mountains are lower than further north, around 500 m. in altitude 
at most (Figure 3). Further south, the Sarbaz River becomes the Bahu River and continues into the 
Dashtyari Plain and the Gulf of Oman. The Dashtyari Plain is a vast sedimentary plain that spreads east 
of Chahbahar and connects further east to the Dasht and Makran Coastal plains in south-western 
Pakistan. 

[Figure 3] 

As noted above, 20 archaeological sites dating to the Chalcolithic and/or Early Bronze Age periods are 
recorded in these three zones (Tables 1-2). The material culture at most of these sites unsurprisingly 
parallels assemblages dating to between the early-fourth and the mid-third millennia BCE observed in 
Kech-Makran to the south-east and the Bampur Valley to the north-west. These include ceramics 
relating to: Miri ware in Kech-Makran Period II (first half of the fourth millennium BCE), Early Shahi-
Tump ware in Early Period IIIa (around the middle and second half of the fourth millennium BCE), Late 
Shahi-Tump ware in Late Period IIIa (late fourth-early third millennia BCE), ceramics in Period IIIb (ca. 
2800-2600 BCE), and ceramics in Period IIIc (ca. 2600-2500 BCE), as well as to assemblages recorded 
to the north-west, including from Tepe Bampur Periods I-VI, Khurab, Damin, Chegerdak, and 
Chalcolithic and Bronze Age sites recently surveyed in the Bampur Valley (Table 3).xxi These periods in 
Kech-Makran roughly correspond to and overlap with the Late Chalcolithic 1, 2, 3 and Early Bronze 1, 
2 periods in the periodization used by Pfälzner and Soleimani in the western periphery of the 
Jazmurian Basin.xxii It is needless to say that the dating of these sites is based on their surface 
materials, which mostly consist of fine, painted ceramic fragments. And we have some reservations as 
to the dating of five to eight of them which yielded materials that seem compatible with these periods 
but no clear diagnostics. In total, seven sites are securely dated to the Late Chalcolithic period 
(contemporary with Kech-Makran Periods II and/or Early IIIa), and eight sites are securely dated to the 
Early Bronze Age period (contemporary with Kech-Makran Late IIIa and/or IIIb, as well as possibly IIIc 
periods). These numbers increase to 13 (or even 17) and 12, respectively, when sites with more 
challenging assemblages are included (Table 2). Only two sites, or possibly three, seem to have both 
Late Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age occupations. Otherwise, a shift in site location is apparent 
between these two periods. This observation is however based on the sites securely dated only and 
therefore may not be true when all sites are considered. 

[Table 1] 
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[Table 2] 

[Table 3] 

Zone 1: Murtan Area 

Two sites are near Murtan: sites 26495 and 26520. Site 26495 is located in an intermontane valley 
parallel to the east-west mountainous ridges of Makran range, and site 26520 is in a valley parallel to 
it less than ca. six km. to the south-west. 

Site 26520 
Site 26520 is ca. 3 ha. and has less than one-meter thick archaeological deposits relative to current 
ground surface. It yielded fragments of fine, painted ceramics of grey, light brown and pinkish surface 
colours, with profiles and motifs typical of (Figure 4: nos. 2, 4, 6-9, 11-12), or compatible with (Figure 
4: nos. 10, 13), Miri ware in Kech-Makran II.xxiii One sherd bears a painted palm tree motif (Figure 4: 
no. 5). The palm motif emerges mostly with Late Shahi-Tump ware in contexts contemporary with 
Late Period IIIa in Kech-Makran as well as Tepe Yahya IVC in Kerman and becomes common together 
with the palm tree motif during the third millennium BCE from south-western Pakistan to Kerman as 
well as in Sistan. It is recorded in Kech-Makran IIIb-IIIc, Tepe Bampur I-VI, at Chegerdak, in Tepe Yahya 
IVB, at Konar Sandal South, and in Shahr-i Sokhta II.xxiv The present specimen of such motif rather 
relates to the later examples than those recorded in Kech-Makran Late IIIa and Tepe Yahya IVC. 
Additional fragments collected at site 26520 also seem to connect more to Kech-Makran IIIb-IIIc than 
to Kech-Makran Late IIIa (Figure 4: nos. 1, 14). 

Site 26495 
Site 26495 is ca. 0.4 ha. and ca. 0.1 m. thick. The diagnostic fine, painted ceramic fragments from this 
site have parallels in Kech-Makran Late IIIa and IIIb as well as in contexts contemporary with these 
periods in south-eastern Iran. The friezes filled with triangles with curved sides, or garland motifs, 
painted on the exterior rim surfaces of two bowls in particular (Figure 4: nos. 15, 17), are typical of 
these periods and are also observed on similar fine, painted ceramics recorded in Tepe Bampur I-II, at 
Chegerdak, and in Tepe Yahya IVC.xxv The rest of the ceramics collected at this site are compatible 
with this chronological association, although one sherd (Figure 4: no. 16) resembles more Miri ware of 
Kech-Makran II. One sherd bears interspersed strokes perpendicular to the rim on its exterior surface 
(Figure 4: no. 23). Such marks result from shaping and regularizing the vessel with a tool while the 
vessel was rotating. It is well-observed on fourth and third millennia BCE ceramics in the Indo-Iranian 
borderlands and is not in contradiction with the relationships we see between site 26495 and the 
above-mentioned materials from south-eastern Iran and south-western Pakistan. 

[Figure 4] 

Zone 2: Along the Sarbaz Valley 

The sites in Zone 2 consist of five sites within the Sarbaz Valley and three other sites in adjacent 
valleys at close distance. Only one additional site, site 26349, is located further away. 

Site 26349 
Around 34 km. west of, and in the same intermontane system as, site 26520, site 26349 is a flat 
archaeological area of ca. 0.12 ha. The few painted sherds collected at this site are comparable in 
fabric (fine), texture, shape, and decorations to Miri ware in Kech-Makran II (Figure 5). This is 
especially the case of one rim fragment (Figure 5: no. 1) which has clear parallels in this region. 

Site 26212 
The next site recorded by this survey, site 26212, is located ca. 12.5 km. further west of, and in the 
same intermontane system as, site 26349. This site is in a north-south oriented valley whose seasonal 
river merges with the main stream of the Sarbaz River ca. 11.5 km. to the south-south-east. It spreads 
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over 1 ha. and has ca. 3 m. high archaeological deposits to the maximum (Figure 6). Its surface 
ceramics connect to Kech-Makran Late IIIa and IIIb ceramics and similar, contemporary materials in 
south-eastern Iran. They include bowls with the above-mentioned painted friezes filled with triangles 
with curved sides (Figure 5: nos. 9, 16). An exterior painted motif on two ceramics, possibly a large 
triangle filled with a hourglass (Figure 5: nos. 8, 10), is reminiscent of motifs recorded on Late Shahi-
Tump ware in Kech-Makran

xxvii

xxviii

xxvi and related fine, painted ceramics in Tepe Yahya IVC, Shahr-i Sokhta I, 
and Tepe Bampur III.  Bowls with parallel horizontal lines/bands painted on the exterior rim surface 
and lip (Figure 5: nos. 6-7), compositions made of concentric garlands (Figure 5: no. 17), hatched 
lozenges (Figure 5: nos. 11, 13, 18), and what appears to be a portion of a swastika motif (Figure 5: 
no. 14) are all compatible with materials relating to Kech-Makran Late IIIa-IIIb and their parallels in 
contemporary contexts in south-eastern Iran. Parallels for vessels with painted lines are for instance 
observed in Tepe Bampur II-III, Kech-Makran IIIb, and at Chegerdak.  They are also observed in 
Kech-Makran IIIc.xxix The swastika motif is characteristic of Kech-Makran Late IIIa Late Shahi-Tump 
ware and is also recorded in south-eastern Iran such as in Tepe Yahya IVC and particularly in Shahr-i 
Sokhta I.xxx Compositions made of concentric garlands are also in Kech-Makran Late IIIa-IIIb.

xxxii

xxxi The 
rest of the fine, painted sherds from site 26212 are compatible in their textures and decorations with 
this chrono-cultural affiliation as is the fragment of Basket ware collected at this site (Figure 5: no. 
19). This type of ceramic product, moulded inside a basket, is recorded from the fifth to the third 
millennia BCE in the Indo-Iranian Borderlands, including in Kech-Makran IIIa-IIIb.  One sherd (Figure 
5: no. 5) has a painted decoration on its exterior surface that contrasts with these materials but does 
not contradicts a chronological association with Kech-Makran Late IIIa-IIIb. We have observed similar 
decoration on material from south-eastern Iran, although we could not find published parallels for it. 

Site 26232 
Less than eight km. south-south-west of site 26212 is site 26232, the northernmost site recorded by 
this survey in the Sarbaz Valley. Site 26232 is ca. 3 ha. with ca. 1 m. thick archaeological deposits 
relative to ground level. Like site 26212, its surface ceramics mostly relate to Kech-Makran Late IIIa-
IIIb materials and their parallels in south-eastern Iran, although part of it are types of forms that are 
also observed in Kech-Makran Early IIIa, and even back in Kech-Makran II. It therefore remains 
possible that deposits dating to these earlier periods are present at this site. Among the typical Kech-
Makran Late IIIa-IIIb materials are ceramics with friezes filled with palm motifs (Figure 5: no. 20), with 
friezes filled with triangles with curved sides (Figure 5: nos. 22, 31, 33), with parallel lines/bands 
(Figure 5: no. 32), and with what seems to be a triangle filled with an hourglass (Figure 5: no. 30). An 
exterior rim frieze filled with what appears to be a hatched lozenge, observed on a bowl (Figure 5: no. 
21), is a type of decorative composition also recorded within Kech-Makran IIIb ceramic 
assemblage,xxxiii

xxxiv

xxxvi

 as is an interior rim frieze filled with hatched garlands that decorates another ceramic 
(Figure 5: no. 24).  Hole-mouth jar fragments collected at site 26232 (Figure 5: nos. 26-28) also 
have parallels in these periods, although these exemplars rather connect to Kech-Makran IIIa (Early 
and Late), or even Kech-Makran II, than Kech-Makran IIIb.xxxv Similar shapes, which have parallels in 
Kech-Makran, are also reported from the Bampur Valley.  

[Figure 5] 

[Figure 6] 

Site 26475 
Ca. 1.5 km. further south, site 26475 is ca. 0.5 ha and has less than one-meter thick archaeological 
deposits. The material collected at this site consists of only three sherds and three lithics, and the 
ceramics are not diagnostic. Both these ceramics and the lithics however are not incompatible with a 
dating of this site to the Chalcolithic and/or Early Bronze Age (Figure 7: nos. 1-4). 
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Site 26491 
Less than one km. east, site 26491 is also a small site of ca. 0.25 ha., with ca. 0.50 m. thick 
archaeological remains. Likewise site 26475, very few artefacts were collected at this site, and our 
view that it possibly was occupied during the Chalcolithic and/or Bronze Age periods is based on a 
handful of sherds and one black lithic (Figure 7: nos. 5-7). 

Site 26521 
Site 26521, slightly over one km. south-south-east of site 26491, is larger, measuring 2 ha. The 
archaeological remains at this site are estimated to be ca. 1 m. thick. A portion of the site is today 
occupied by a graveyard used by nomads. This site yielded a little bit more numerous and more 
diagnostic artefacts. These include fine, painted ceramic fragments relating to Kech-Makran Periods II 
to IIIb. Kech-Makran II is represented by a ring-base fragment decorated on its exterior surface with 
two painted lines/bands perpendicular to the ring and to each other and crossing each other at the 
base’s centre. Two shorter lines/bands are painted on the lower body, perpendicularly to the 
lines/bands painted on the base, just above the junction of these lines/bands with the ring (Figure 7: 
no. 18). This type of composition is extremely common on Miri ware in Kech-Makran during Period 
II.xxxvii

xxxviii

xxxix

 Two sherds with hatched hourglass motifs painted on their exterior surfaces also are 
reminiscent of Miri ware, although this type of motif is also observed in Kech-Makran IIIb (Figure 7: 
nos. 15-16). One bowl fragment has an interior painted frieze filled with solid black triangles pointing 
down (Figure 7: no. 17), a composition that resembles decorations of Chalcolithic bowls collected in 
the Bampur Valley.  Lastly, two hole-mouth jar fragments (Figure 7: nos. 19-20), likewise the 
above-mentioned examples from site 26232 (Figure 5: nos. 26-28), also have parallels in Kech-Makran 
II as well as in Chalcolithic assemblages collected in the Bampur Valley. Although it is important to 
note again that this type of form continues into Periods IIIa and IIIb in Kech-Makran, these two 
fragments seem more consistent with Kech-Makran II-IIIa materials. Kech-Makran Early IIIa is 
represented by one bowl rim fragment (Figure 7: no. 14). This sherd has an exterior painted frieze 
filled with slanted hatches, which is typical of Early Shahi-Tump ware.  Its profile is not in 
contradiction with this comparison. Four sherds connect to Kech-Makran Late IIIa-IIIb and to ceramics 
described above. One is a bowl with an exterior painted frieze filled with triangles with curved sides 
(Figure 7: no. 10); two are bowls with exterior painted lines parallel to the rim (Figure 7: nos. 11-12); 
and one is a fragment with a painted palm motif (Figure 7: no. 13). Lastly, two lithics were collected at 
site 26521. They are of the same red chert as those found at site 26475 (Figure 7: nos. 21-22). 

Site 26363 
Around 1.8 km. east of site 26521, site 26363 is a small site of ca. 0.25 ha. with between ca. 1.5 and 2 
m. thick archaeological deposits. The dating of this site is unclear, and the few ceramic fragments 
collected on its surface include medieval material. Nonetheless, lithics were collected too, as well as a 
small rim fragment of a fine grey bowl decorated with painted lines/bands parallel to the rim (Figure 
7: no. 23). As noted above, this type of ceramic with a fine fabric and painted decoration is 
reminiscent of ceramics from Kech-Makran IIIb-IIIc and their parallels recorded in south-eastern Iran. 
The lithics are of the same red chert as those collected at sites 26475 and 26521. 

Site 26219 
Site 26219 is a little over 4.6 km. west of site 26475, outside of the Sarbaz Valley. It is also a small site, 
of ca. 0.15 ha. with ca. 0.5 m. thick archaeological remains, and yielded a few ceramics (Figure 7: nos. 
27-30). These are not clear diagnostics but are compatible with Miri ware in Kech-Makran II, or more 
generally speaking to the Chalcolithic materials observed from the Bampur Valley to Kech-Makran. 
This is especially the case of a bowl (Figure 7: no. 29) and a hole-mouth jar (Figure 7: no. 30). 

Site 26227 
Site 26227 is located ca. 14.5 km. south of the above-discussed series of sites in the Sarbaz Valley and 
less than three km. west of this valley in a different watercourse that eventually merges with it a few 
kilometres further to the south-east. This site is a very small archaeological area of ca. 0.09 ha. by ca. 
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0.3 m. The very limited materials collected at this site consist of plain and painted ceramics (Figure 7: 
nos. 8-9). These may date to the Chalcolithic and/or Bronze Age periods, although we are lacking clear 
diagnostics to confirm this. 

[Figure 7] 

Zone 3: Pishin Area and Keshari Plain  

Zone 3 starts with site 26519, located in the town of Pishin, ca. 36 km. south-east of site 26227. Seven 
more sites are in the Keshari Plain, slightly more than 16 km. south-west of site 26519, and one 
additional site, site 26477, is located ca. 13 km. south of this plain. A glimpse at Table 1 shows that, on 
average, sites in Zone 3 are smaller but have archaeological deposits almost two and a half times 
thicker than those in Zone 2. 

Site 26519 
Site 26519 is a mound measuring ca. 0.25 ha. by ca. 6 m., topped by a medieval fort (Figure 6). It lies 
in the immediate vicinity of houses in the southern part of a sedimentary plain, an area that is today 
occupied by several towns. The material collected at the surface of this site includes ceramics 
connected to Kech-Makran Late IIIa-IIIb as well as types observed in Kech-Makran IIIc. Kech-Makran 
Late IIIa-IIIb-related ceramics include a fine bowl with an interior painted frieze made of garland 
motifs (Figure 8: no. 4) and one sherd with a palm motif (Figure 8: no. 12), two types of decoration 
discussed above. Other bowls with horizontal parallel lines or other types of motifs also are 
compatible with Kech-Makran IIIb assemblage (Figure 8: nos. 1-3, 5-6). The profile of one bowl, with a 
slight carination on the upper part of its body (Figure 8: no. 2), is reminiscent of profiles that appear 
during this period too.

xliii

xl Alternatively, a plain red, carinated bowl with a marked carination below the 
rim (Figure 8: no. 7) parallels ceramics more typical of Kech-Makran IIIc and Tepe Bampur VI.xli A grey 
ware with a ridge and painted decoration (Figure 8: no. 13) is compatible with both Kech-Makran 
Periods IIIb and IIIc.xlii Ridge and painted ceramics dating to the third millennium BCE are also 
reported from Chegerdak and Tepe Bampur II-VI as well as Konar Sandal South in Kerman.  A grey 
rim sherd with a horizontal wavy line painted on its interior surface (Figure 8: no. 8) also is 
reminiscent of ridge ceramics from these periods, perhaps more of Kech-Makran IIIb material. Two 
hole-mouth jar fragments were collected (Figure 8: nos. 9-10). Again, as noted above, such ceramic 
shape is recorded from Kech-Makran II to IIIb. In this case, however, one of them (Figure 8: no. 9), 
with its black painted decoration on a red slip, loosely recalls red-slipped or red ceramics usually 
found at sites relating to the Indus Civilization, as well as ceramics recorded in Kerman during the 
third millennium BCE such as in Tepe Yahya IVB and at Konar Sandal South.xliv Lastly, one sherd with a 
painted horned animal (Figure 8: no. 11) also resembles Kech-Makran IIIb material, particularly in the 
way the eye of this animal is represented.xlv 

Site 26496 
Site 26496 is located ca. 16 km. south-west of site 26519. It is a ca. 0.06 ha. archaeological area with 
ca. 0.5 m. thick archaeological deposits. The material collected at this site, which consists of plain and 
painted ceramics, is not as diagnostic as that of site 26519 but looks like Chalcolithic and/or Bronze 
Age material (Figure 8: nos. 14-20). The fine fabric, fabrication marks (interspersed strokes 
perpendicular to the rim observed on the exterior surfaces of several sherds: Figure 8: nos. 14, 20), 
shapes, and decoration (painted line on the lip) of these vessel fragments lead us to believe, with 
reservations, that they relate more specifically to Miri ware in Kech-Makran II. 

[Figure 8] 

Site 25892 
Around 2.3 km. north-west of site 26496 is site 25892. This site measures ca. 3 ha. and has ca. 3 m. 
thick archaeological deposits (Figure 6). Its surface material includes many ceramics, lithics, and stone 
vessel fragments. The ceramic shapes and profiles have clear connections to Miri ware in Kech-
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Makran II as well as to Chalcolithic materials relating to this ware collected in the Bampur Valley. This 
is true for the necked-jars (Figure 9: nos. 1-4), hole-mouth jars (Figure 9: nos. 5-9), and the various 
types of bowls recorded including bowls with concave walls and inverted rims (Figure 9: nos. 10-14), 
bowls with concave and everted walls (Figure 9: nos. 15-19), and bowls with everted and slightly 
convex walls (Figure 9: nos. 20-22). The painted decorations on these ceramics and on additional 
sherds from site 25892 (Figure 9: nos. 26-29, 31-33) also have parallels with, or are close to, those 
observed during Kech-Makran II. These include: exterior decorations made of triangles on necked-jars 
(Figure 9: no. 1); exterior friezes of hatched triangles or hourglasses rotated 90 degrees on hole-
mouth jars (Figure 9: nos. 5, 8); interior bands filled with (a) wavy line(s) on bowls (Figure 9: nos. 10, 
29); interior chessboard pattern on bowls (Figure 9: no. 11); interior bands filled with hourglasses 
and/or lozenges on bowls (Figure 9: no. 13); interior, vertical, parallel straight and wavy lines 
departing from the rim, including painted red examples, on bowls (Figure 9: no. 14); friezes of 
crosshatched triangles on the interior rim surface (Figure 9: no. 18); cross motif made of hatched 
triangles joined by one of their tips (Figure 9: no. 19); and interior decorations made of hatched or 
crosshatched rectangles (Figure 9: nos. 23, 33). 

xlvii

xlviii

xlvi Some examples, however, while being compatible, 
do not seem to have been recorded so far in Kech-Makran such as Figure 9: nos. 16 and 25. The hole-
mouth jars (Figure 9: nos. 5-9), while being connected to Kech-Makran, also have clear parallels in the 
Bampur Valley,  and it is important to note again that ceramics relating to Miri ware are recorded in 
this valley. One should also note that one bowl decorated with an interior frieze of hatched triangles 
(Figure 9: no. 15) is reminiscent of ceramics common in the Bampur Valley, ceramics that are not 
relating to Miri ware and have not been observed beyond this valley.  Lastly, several sherds from 
site 25892 have holes which were drilled to repair the ceramics these sherds used to belong to (Figure 
9: no. 30). This practice is also current during Period II in Kech-Makran. 

[Figure 9] 

Stone industry was recovered from site 25892’s surface. It includes a complete alabaster (?) vessel as 
well as fragments of alabaster (?) and chlorite/steatite (?) vessels (Figure 10: nos. 1-6). Stone vessels 
are ubiquitous on the south-eastern Iranian Plateau and found in different protohistorical and 
historical periods, including in Kech-Makran during Period II, which is consistent with the above-
described ceramics. Lithics were also found. They mostly consist of blades in the same red chert as 
that reported above (Figure 10: nos. 7-18) and include one drill (Figure 10: no. 7). 

[Figure 10] 

Site 26527 
Site 26527 is ca. 1.5 km. distant to the south-west from site 25892. It measures ca. 0.3 ha. and has ca. 
1 m. thick archaeological deposits. Much less abundant than at that site, the artefacts collected on 
the surface of site 26527—which consists of plain ceramic fragments and fragments with traces of 
paint (Figure 8: nos. 21-25), including two bowls; lithics (Figure 8: nos. 26-28); and one incised green 
stone object (Figure 8: no. 29)—possibly date to the Chalcolithic and/or Bronze Age period(s). At a 
minimum, the fabrics, textures, and colours of the sherds as well as the lithics, which include blades 
and one drill in a red chert similar to those observed at site 25892 and in Zone 2 (Figure 8: no. 28), 
corroborate, or do not contradict, this hypothesis and are even more specifically reminiscent of the 
Chalcolithic material collected at site 25892. We however are lacking clear diagnostics to be entirely 
positive. 

Site 25887 
Less than 0.7 km. south-west of site 26527, site 25887 is a small mound of ca. 0.25 ha. and ca. 4 m. in 
height (Figure 6). The ceramics collected at this site include clear equivalents of fine, painted Early 
Shahi-Tump ware, best represented by the funerary deposits dating to Kech-Makran Early IIIa 
excavated at Shahi-Tump and Miri Qalat (Figure 11: nos. 1-19). Early Shahi-Tump ware-related 
material at site 25887 includes typical goblets or bowls whose decorations consist of parallel broken 
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lines on the exterior surface and paint drips on the interior rim surface (Figure 11: nos. 3-4, 12, 15).xlix 
The compositions made of parallel slanted lines/bands recorded at this site (Figure 11: nos. 5, 11) also 
are part of Kech-Makran IIIa’s repertoire, where they are inside triangles put one on top of, or next to, 
the other and alternatively have opposite directions. Typical of Kech-Makran Early IIIa are also friezes 
filled with hatches painted on the exterior rim surface of bowls (Figure 11: nos. 7-8, 13-14).l The 
profiles of the bowls collected at site 25887 also are similar to those of Early Shahi-Tump ware (Figure 
11: nos. 6-9) as are their interior painted decorations, particularly nos. 8-10, 16-17 on Figure 11.li This 
site yielded fragments of large hole-mouth jars (Figure 11: nos. 18-19), a form common during Period 
IIIa in Kech-Makran.lii 

Site 25888 
Site 25888 is less than 100 m. distant from site 25887 to the north-west, separated from this site by 
agricultural fields, and these two sites are certainly in reality part of a single site which has been partly 
wiped out in its centre by these agricultural works (Figure 6). Like site 25887, its surface material 
relates to Early Shahi-Tump ware in Kech-Makran Early IIIa (Figure 11: nos. 20-36). Among the 
diagnostics of this material are fine bowls with friezes filled with parallel hatches or friezes or panels 
filled with slanted lines/bands inside triangles (Figure 11: nos. 20-22, 25-27), decorations made with 
parallel wavy lines (Figure 11: no. 23), like at site 25887 (Figure 11: no. 8), and large hole-mouth jar 
fragments (Figure 11: nos. 24, 29-30). The decoration of one sherd (Figure 11: no. 28), on the other 
hand, does not have evident parallels in Kech-Makran, although it is compatible with Early Shahi-
Tump ware. Also characteristic of Kech-Makran Early IIIa are hollow-footed goblets (Figure 11: nos. 
31-33). Such ceramics were found in large amounts in funerary deposits at Shahi-Tump and Miri 
Qalatliii and compare to vessels labelled Aliabad ware in south-eastern Iran. Aliabad ware is reported 
from Kerman to the Bampur Valley and chronologically corresponds to Kech-Makran II and Early IIIa.liv 
A few lithics were collected (Figure 11: nos. 34-36). They are of the same red chert as that observed 
at the other sites in this survey and include small blades, also likewise these sites. 

Site 26497 
Site 26497 is less than one km. north-west of site 25888. It is a ca. 0.09 ha. by ca. 1 m. archaeological 
area which yielded very little for archaeological artefacts. Out interpretation of these artefacts is the 
same as those from site 25527: the aspect of the ceramics, one rim profile, and the lithics from this 
site, which are of the same above-mentioned red chert (Figure 8: nos. 30-33), appear to date to the 
Chalcolithic period. This dating makes sense also given the proximity of sites relating to Kech-Makran 
II-IIIa, but we are lacking clear diagnostics to be completely positive. 

Site 26200 
Site 26200 is only ca. 0.4 km. south-south-west of site 26497. This ca. 0.7 ha. site has ca. 3 m. high 
visible archaeological deposits including remains of quadrangular stone architecture. Ceramics and 
one red lithic were collected on its surface (Figure 8: nos. 34-40). Unlike sites 26527 and 26497, the 
ceramics include rim fragments and one vessel with a complete profile, but it still remains difficult to 
decide whether they date to the Chalcolithic or the Bronze Age periods, although the former 
possibility seems more likely. 

Site 26477 
Site 26477 is ca. 13 km. south of site 26200 and around six km. east of Sarbaz Valley. It measures ca. 
0.09 ha. by ca. 0.5 m. The profiles and painted decorations of its surface ceramics relate to Kech-
Makran IIIb, Late Period IIIa to some extent, and their parallels in south-eastern Iran such as at 
Chegerdak and Tepe Bampur. We again observe fine bowls with parallel lines painted on their exterior 
surfaces (Figure 11: nos. 38, 40-42, 48-49), and other hatched and crosshatched motifs (Figure 11: 
nos. 46-47) are compatible with such material.lv The hole-mouth jars from site 26477 (Figure 11: nos. 
44-45) are consistent with this association too. One base fragment seems to bear a swastika motif 
(Figure 11: no. 43), a motif that, again, appears on Late Shahi-Tump ware during Late Period IIIa in 
Kech-Makran and continues into Period IIIb. Another one seems to display a fish motif, represented 
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with a hatched body (Figure 11: no. 39). Although we are not certain that this interpretation is 
correct, it should be noted that this type of motif is recorded on Kech-Makran IIIb ceramics, as well as 
on Period IIIc material. We however do not see in that repertoire representations identical to the one 
from site 26477.lvi There is also one ceramic for which we do not find any clear parallels (Figure 11: 
no. 37), although its fabric, texture, profile, and type of decoration are consistent with Kech-Makran 
Late IIIa-IIIb material. Lastly, one lithic was collected on the surface of site 26477; it is of the same red 
chert as that commonly observed in the surveyed area (Figure 11: no. 50). 

[Figure 11] 

Synthesis and Conclusions 
This survey has evidenced the presence of Late Chalcolithic and Early Bronze occupations in three 
sectors located in-between the Bampur Valley and Kech-Makran. This result is not surprising in view 
of the numerous sites dating to these periods recorded in both these two areas and of the third 
millennium BCE graveyard found at Keshik, just ca. 85 km. west of the Sarbaz Valley. It is neither 
surprising that the surface material collected in this survey relates to both regions and particularly to 
Kech-Makran as far as the Late Chalcolithic period is concerned. The Early Bronze Age assemblages 
certainly also closely relate to Kech-Makran but are overall included within the same stylistic horizon 
that characterizes and encompasses both eastern Jazmurian and Kech-Makran at that time, whereas 
differences are observed between these two regions in their material cultures during the Chalcolithic 
period. It is also important to note that this Late Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age occupations do not 
materialize by just isolated finds or scatter sites, but also by sites with relatively thick archaeological 
deposits, particularly in Zone 3. These thicker sites do not seem to reflect transient or ephemeral 
settlements and are rather comparable in this respect and to some degree to a site like Shahi-Tump in 
the Kech Valley as far as Kech-Makran II-IIIa are concerned. 

Several additional, more detailed observations can be made on these results. A first observation is 
that no ceramics relating to the mid-late-fifth and early fourth millennia BCE Black-on-buff ware and 
Black-on-red ware, typical of Kerman, are recorded in this survey. Such material is not recorded in 
Kech-Makran, and the Bampur Valley still appears as the south-easternmost limit of its distribution.

lviii

lvii 
No fifth millennium BCE Early and Middle Chalcolithic, or seven/six millennia BCE Neolithic, material 
has been found, whereas settlements dating to these periods are observed in Kerman at Tepe Yahya, 
in the Bam region, and in the Esfandagheh Valley.  It is important to note that excavation at Miri 
Qalat and Shahi-Tump in the Kech Valley revealed that during the mid-late fifth millennium BCE these 
two sites were occupied by Late Neolithic communities with no ceramics, whereas the first ceramics, 
Miri ware, mostly appear in this region during the fourth millennium BCE.lix It is possible that similar 
situations existed at that time on the Iranian side, perhaps including in the area discussed here, at the 
same time as other communities in Kerman and Jazmurian were producing and/or using painted 
vessels and had been doing so for hundreds of years. A possibility also remains that pottery Neolithic 
sites conform to those recorded in Kerman are simply buried in the area considered in this article and 
cannot be detected from just surface survey. 

Secondly, ceramics relating to Kech-Makran II Miri ware are observed in the Bampur Valley,lx but they 
are in that area associated with fourth millennium BCE Aliabad ware-related vessels as well as other 
types of Chalcolithic painted ceramics characteristic of that valley. In the present surveyed area, we 
see no Aliabad ware on sites relating to Kech-Makran II, and the assemblages of these sites are more 
conform to those in Kech-Makran than those in the Bampur Valley. In other words, although the 
boundaries of Miri ware extend to the Bampur Valley, we observe tighter connections in the material 
culture between the present surveyed area and Kech-Makran. This does not necessarily imply an east-
to-west direction of influences or distribution whose intensity would decrease in the west; it is 
entirely possible that this style emerges as a result of western influences from Kerman/Jazmurian and 
evolved and became more localized within the south-easternmost territories of the Iranian Plateau, at 
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least between Kech-Makran and the Sarbaz Valley. Only future research will help clarify this aspect. 
We also had reported a few sherds relating to Early Shahi-Tump ware in the Bampur Valley and 
possibly in the lower Halil Rud,lxi but records of such material remain rare at present in these areas. It 
is more clearly and more abundantly evidenced in the present surveyed area, which shows, as far as 
material culture is concerned, continuation during Early Kech-Makran IIIa of the tight relationships 
observed during Kech-Makran II between the Sarbaz Valley and Kech-Makran. Additionally, it is worth 
mentioning that, like in Kech-Makran, Aliabad ware-related typical hollow-footed goblets are 
associated with Early Shahi-Tump ware at one site in the Keshari Plain. Since these types of goblets 
are most common in Kerman, it seems rational to see their presence in this plain and Kech-Makran as 
the result of influences and possibly diffusions from that province. This hypothesis nonetheless 
certainly needs confirmation through future research. 

Thirdly, we have not observed in the present survey assemblages any material relating to the Uruk 
and Proto-Elamite cultures dating to between the mid-late fourth and early third millennia BCE, 
although these are represented in Kerman and Sistan at Tepe Yahya, Mahtoutabad, and Shahr-i 
Sokhta, lxiiilxii as well as by a handful of sherds that resemble beveled-rim bowls at Miri Qalat.  This 
result tends to confirm that, like the Bampur Valley, the regions south-east of it seem to be mostly 
outside of the boundaries of these western cultures, or cultural phenomena, as they are outside of 
the boundaries of the south-western Iranian Bakun-related materials and Lapui ware during the fifth 
and fourth millennia BCE. We also have not observed in this survey any cultural material relating to 
eastern Pakistani Baluchestan, although such material, some specific ceramic styles, are recorded in 
Kech-Makran during Period IIIa.lxiv 

Fourthly, certain ceramic types typical of Kech-Makran Late IIIa continue into Period IIIb, and, 
similarly, certain ceramic types in Kech-Makran IIIb continue into Period IIIc. Consequently, we have 
emphasized here that it is not always possible to determine precisely, based on limited surface 
material, whether a site was occupied at times contemporary with Kech-Makran Late IIIa, IIIb, and/or 
IIIc. This difficulty is also due to the fact that Kech-Makran Late IIIa and IIIb ceramic assemblages are 
defined essentially on the basis of surface material in Kech-Makran, stylistic comparisons with 
assemblages in south-eastern Iran, but virtually no excavated archaeological deposits dating to these 
periods.

lxvii

lxviii

lxv From a general perspective, it seems that most of the Early Bronze Age surface material 
collected in this survey may be more securely assigned to Kech-Makran IIIb; at a minimum, it seems 
that Late IIIa and IIIc periods are mostly represented by ambivalent forms and/or motifs that are 
recorded in these periods as well as in Kech-Makran IIIb. Regardless, whether or not “true” Kech-
Makran Late IIIa is represented in this collection, one assumes that ceramics relating to this period are 
likely to be present in the Sarbaz Valley area since they are recorded in the Bampur Valley and in 
Kech-Makranlxvi and as far as at Tepe Yahya and Shahr-i Sokhta, where they were exported.  The 
same is true for Kech-Makran IIIc ceramics which have clear equivalents in the Bampur Valley.  

After Late Period IIIa, which is contemporary with Tepe Yahya IVC-Proto-Elamite and Shahr-i Sokhta I, 
the Kech-Makran region during Period IIIb sees an important increase in sites quantity compared to 
the previous period. This is especially the case in the Dasht Plain, where 47 Period IIIb sites are 
reported, including pottery workshops.lxix It seems rational to hypothesize that, in addition to the sites 
discovered by the present survey, more Kech-Makran IIIb-related sites remain to be discovered 
directly west of the Dasht Plain, such as in the Dashtyari Plain located just beyond the Iran-Pakistan 
border. More generally speaking, more sites, and not only sites dating to Kech-Makran IIIb, certainly 
remain to be found, including in the surveyed area discussed in this article. For instance, we suspect 
that some are buried below the alluvial deposits in the sedimentary plain around Pishin in Zone 3. 

As far as its ceramics are concerned, Kech-Makran IIIb as well as Kech-Makran IIIc appear so similar to 
Tepe Bampur and many additional sites in the Bampur Valleylxx that both regions are considered to be 
part of the same cultural sphere.lxxi This sphere certainly may be extended further west and north-
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west to include at least Chegerdak and Spidej. Data is then less abundant further west in western 
Jazmurian compared to eastern Jazmurian, although one may mention that materials similar to those 
typical of the east are reported in this area from Takkul.lxxii

lxxiii

lxxiv

lxxvi

 Relationships with Kerman as observed at 
Tepe Yahya and Konar Sandal South further to the north-west are quantitively less and limited to 
certain categories of vessels. In contrast, more fine grey, painted ceramics relating to the Bampur 
Valley and Kech-Makran were recovered at Shahr-i Sokhta, and comparative composition analyses 
conducted on samples from these three areas have shown that this type of ceramic was produced in, 
and exchanged between, the three of them.  These ceramic relationships within the south-eastern 
Iranian Plateau are noted in the previous period corresponding to Kech-Makran Late IIIa, but new 
ones appear with Kech-Makran IIIb. It is indeed during this period that ceramics stylistically relating to 
eastern Jazmurian and Kech-Makran are recorded for the first time in the Oman Peninsula, and 
composition analysis has demonstrated that most of the analyzed samples from that region are 
exports from Kech-Makran.  Between the more open Dasht Plain in Kech-Makran, probably the 
Dashtyari Plain immediately west of this plain, and the Bampur Valley, the mountainous, seemingly 
less accessible territories east of the Jazmurian including those surveyed here certainly had a role in 
connecting these areas and both maintaining their cultural cohesion and perhaps participating in 
these greater, interregional exchange networks observed at that time. The petroglyphs reported from 
the Kajou Valley (ca. 50 km. west of the Sarbaz Valley), whose oldest images are dated to the Late 
Chalcolithic/Early Bronze Age periods,lxxv the graveyard at Keshik (ca. 85 km. west of the Sarbaz 
Valley), with cist graves that contain third millennium BCE materials relating to Tepe Bampur,  and 
Fanuch (ca. 190 km. distant), are additional vestiges of this period along the routes that connected 
Kech-Makran to the Jazmurian and beyond. 

Lastly, it is worth mentioning that this survey did not identify any materials relating to the Indus 
Civilization, although the Indus-related site of Sutkagen-Dor is located only ca. 60 km. south-east of 
the Keshari Plain, and the Indus settlement at Miri Qalat is ca. 140 km. east of this plain. To the best of 
our knowledge, these two sites remain the westernmost Indus settlements recorded at present. This 
situation reminds us of that observed with the above-mentioned ceramic styles relating to eastern 
Pakistani Baluchestan that are present in Kech-Makran during Period IIIa, but apparently not further 
west, at a minimum not in the assemblages collected in the surveyed area discussed here. This survey 
did not find either any late third-early second millennia BCE sites with materials connected to 
Shahdad in Kerman and to the Oxus Civilization (a.k.a. Bactria-Margiana Archaeological Complex). 
Such discovery would have not been surprising since such materials and artefacts contemporary to 
them are not only reported from Kerman in Tepe Yahya IVA and the Halil Rud Basin including at Konar 
Sandal North and Konar Sandal South, and from Iranian and Afghan Sistan, but also from Khurab in 
the Bampur Valley.lxxvii

lxxviii

 And, in addition to Khurab, miniature stone columns from Keshik are thought 
to be compatible with these chrono-cultural associations, as are the material assemblage, imprints on 
ceramics in particular, from Graveyard B at Spidej.  The current absence of Indus-related and Oxus-
related assemblages in the Sarbaz Valley and adjacent areas does not preclude the possibility that 
such assemblages are recovered in the future in these remote territories of south-eastern Iran. 
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Figure 1: Map of the Indo-Iranian Borderlands with location of the surveyed area and of the 
main Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age sites including the sites mentioned in the text (map 
created by B. Mutin using Arcmap by ESRI). 1: Shahdad; 2: Tal-i Iblis; 3: sites in the Daulatabad 
Plain; 4: Tepe Yahya; 5: Konar Sandal South and Konar Sandal North; 6: sites in the Bam region; 
7: Takkul; 8: Chegerdak; 9: Fanuch; 10: Keshik; 11: petroglyphs in the Kajou Valley; 12: Spidej; 
13: Chah Husaini; 14: Tepe Bampur; 15: Khurab; 16: sites in Kash County; 17: Rubahak; 18: 
Rud-i Biyaban 2; 19: Shahr-i Sokhta; 20: sites in the Nahang/Nihing Valley; 21: Sutkagen-Dor; 
22: sites in the Dasht Plain; 23: Miri Qalat; 24: Shahi-Tump; 25: Sotka Koh; 26: Kulli; 27: Mehi; 
28: Sohr Damb/Nal; 29: Balakot; 30: Amri; 31: Chanhu-daro; 32: Mohenjo-daro; 33: Nausharo; 
34: Sibri; 35: Mehrgarh; 36: Kili Ghul Mohammad; 37: Deh Morasi Ghundai; 38: Said Qala Tepe; 
39: Mundigak; 40: Tell Abraq; 41: Hili. 
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Figure 2: Detailed map of the surveyed area with location of the recorded sites and elevation 
transects represented on Figure 3 (map created by B. Mutin using Arcmap by ESRI). 
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Figure 3: Elevation transects mapped on Figure 2. Transects 1 to 4 from top to bottom. On 
Transect 1 (north to south from left to right), the valley where site 26349 is located is between 
ca. km. 16 and km. 19. On Transect 2 (southwest to northeast from left to right), the Sarbaz 
Valley is between ca. km. 3.5 and km. 4.2. On Transect 3 (northwest to southeast from left to 
right), the sedimentary plain north of Pishin, including an alluvial cone in its northern 
periphery, is between ca. km. 4 and km. 17.5. On Transect 4 (northwest to southeast from left to 
right), the Keshari Plain is between ca. km. 14 and km. 18.5. (Transects created by B. Mutin 
using Google Earth, ©GoogleEarth). 

 



25 
 

 

 

Figure 4: Archaeological material collected on the surfaces of sites 26520 and 26495. (Drawings 
and photographs by H. Moradi and H. Sarhaddi-Dadian; plate composition by B. Mutin). 
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Figure 5: Archaeological material collected on the surfaces of sites 26349, 26212, and 26232. 
(Drawings and photographs by H. Moradi and H. Sarhaddi-Dadian; plate composition by B. 
Mutin). 
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Figure 6: Satellite views (left) and ground-level views (right) of sites 26212, 26519, 25892, and 
25887-25888. (Satellite images from Google Earth, ©GoogleEarth; photographs by H. Moradi 
and H. Sarhaddi-Dadian; plate composition by B. Mutin). 
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Figure 7: Archaeological material collected on the surfaces of sites 26475, 26491, 26227, 26521, 
26363, and 26219. (Drawings and photographs by H. Moradi and H. Sarhaddi-Dadian; plate 
composition by B. Mutin). 
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Figure 8: Archaeological material collected on the surfaces of sites 26519, 26496, 26527, 26497, 
and 26200. (Drawings and photographs by H. Moradi and H. Sarhaddi-Dadian; plate 
composition by B. Mutin). 
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Figure 9: Archaeological material collected on the surface of site 25892 (ceramics). (Drawings 
and photographs by H. Moradi and H. Sarhaddi-Dadian; plate composition by B. Mutin). 
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Figure 10: Archaeological material collected on the surface of site 25892 (stone vessels and 
lithics). (Drawings and photographs by H. Moradi and H. Sarhaddi-Dadian; plate composition by 
B. Mutin). 
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Figure 11: Archaeological material collected on the surfaces of sites 25887, 25888, and 26477. 
(Drawings and photographs by H. Moradi and H. Sarhaddi-Dadian; plate composition by B. 
Mutin). 
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Table 1: List of the Late Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age sites recorded in the Sarbaz Valley 
and adjacent areas, with indication of their occupation periods based on surface material and 
with reference to Kech-Makran chronological sequence when possible. 

 

 

Table 2: Quantities of Late Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age sites recorded in the Sarbaz Valley 
and adjacent areas sorted by their occupation periods. 

 

 

Zone Site # Length 
(m)

Width 
(m) Area (ha) Archaeological 

deposits height (m) Period, with reference to Kech-Makran sequence (KM) when possible

Zone 1 26495 80 50 0.4 0.1 KM Late IIIa and IIIb
Zone 1 26520 300 100 3 0.7 KM II, IIIb, and possibly IIIc
Zone 2 26212 100 100 1 3 KM Late IIIa and IIIb
Zone 2 26219 50 30 0.15 0.5 Late Chalcolithic, possibly more specifically KM II
Zone 2 26227 30 30 0.09 0.3 Late Chalcolithic/Early Bronze Age
Zone 2 26232 300 100 3 1 KM Late IIIa, IIIb, and possibly II and Early IIIa
Zone 2 26349 60 20 0.12 0.3 KM II
Zone 2 26363 50 50 0.25 1.7 KM IIIb and possibly IIIc
Zone 2 26475 100 50 0.5 0.7 Late Chalcolithic/Early Bronze Age
Zone 2 26491 50 50 0.25 0.5 Late Chalcolithic/Early Bronze Age
Zone 2 26521 200 100 2 1 KM II, Early IIIa, Late IIIa, and IIIb
Zone 3 25887 50 50 0.25 4 KM Early IIIa
Zone 3 25888 100 40 0.4 3 KM Early IIIa
Zone 3 25892 300 100 3 3 KM II
Zone 3 26200 100 70 0.7 3 Late Chalcolithic/Early Bronze Age
Zone 3 26477 30 30 0.09 0.5 KM Late IIIa and IIIb
Zone 3 26496 30 20 0.06 0.5 Late Chalcolithic/Early Bronze Age, possibly more specifically KM II
Zone 3 26497 30 30 0.09 1 Late Chalcolithic
Zone 3 26519 50 50 0.25 6 KM Late IIIa, IIIb, and possibly IIIc
Zone 3 26527 100 30 0.3 1 Late Chalcolithic, possibly more specifically KM II

1.70 0.40
0.82 1.00
0.57 2.44

Zone 1 average area (ha.) and height (m.)
Zone 2 average area (ha.) and height (m.)
Zone 3 average area (ha.) and height (m.)

Period
Period, with reference to 
Kech-Makran sequence 

(KM) when possible

Number 
of sites

Total Late 
Chalcolithic

Total Late 
Chalcolithic 
(confirmed 
KM II + KM 

IIIa)

Total Early Bronze Age 
(confirmed KM Late IIIa + 
KM IIIb + KM IIIc on KM 

Late IIIa-IIIb sites)

Total Late 
Chalcolithic/Early 

Bronze Age 
(undefined)

KM II 4
Early KM IIIa 3
Possible KM II 2
Possibly Early KM IIIa 2
Undefined 1
Possibly KM II 1
Undefined 4 17 incl. undefined 12 incl. undefined 4
KM Late IIIa-IIIb 6
KM IIIb 2
Possibly KM IIIc 3

8

13

7

Late Chalcolithic

Early Bronze Age

Late Chalcolithic/Early Bronze Age
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Table 3: Simplified comparative chronology of Kech-Makran in Pakistan, the Bampur Valley in 
Iranian Baluchestan, and Tepe Yahya in Kerman. Note that the dating of Bampur Tepe, Tepe 
Yahya IVB and their relationship to the chronological sequence established in Kech-Makran are 
the topic of disagreement. We adapt here Didier 2013: 37 Tab. 1 for this part of the sequence. 
Also, there is no radiocarbon dates available from Chah Husaini, but this site yielded ceramics 
similar to those found at Tepe Yahya V. The sites with Aliabad ware in the Bampur Valley 
mentioned in this table are those reported in Mutin et al., “New Discoveries.” 

 

Dates BCE Kech-
Makran

Bampur 
Valley

Tepe 
Yahya

2000

2500

Hiatus

3000

3500

4000

4500

IVC

Bampur 
Tepe            
I-VI

I

II

IIIa

Hiatus 
Aliabad 
Period

IVB

V

IIIb-IIIc

Chah 
Husaini

Sites with 
Aliabad 

ware

IV
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