
Drawing the Threads Together

Edited by 

Alexander Ahrens, Dörte Rokitta-Krumnow, 
Franziska Bloch and Claudia Bührig

Zaphon

marru  10

Studies on A
rchaeology in H

onour of K
arin B

artl

Studies on Archaeology 
in Honour of Karin Bartl





Drawing the Threads Together 
 
Studies on Archaeology  
in Honour of Karin Bartl 
 
 
Edited by  
Alexander Ahrens, Dörte Rokitta-Krumnow, 
Franziska Bloch and Claudia Bührig 
 
  

© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 
ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



marru  

 
Studien zur Vorderasiatischen Archäologie  
Studies in Near and Middle Eastern Archaeology 
 
 
Band 10 
 
Herausgegeben von  
Reinhard Dittmann, 
Ellen Rehm und  
Dirk Wicke 
  

© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 
ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



Drawing the Threads Together 
 
Studies on Archaeology  
in Honour of Karin Bartl 
 
 
Edited by  
Alexander Ahrens, Dörte Rokitta-Krumnow, 
Franziska Bloch and Claudia Bührig 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Zaphon 
Münster 
2020 

© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 
ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



Illustration on the cover: Vault ornament in stucco from Qaṣr al-‘Aẓm in Hama/ 
Syria (K. Bartl, A. Farzat, Qaṣr al-‘Aẓm. Ein osmanischer Gouverneurspalast in 
Hama. Baugeschichte und historischer Kontext, Damaszener Forschungen 15, 2012, 
79, Abb. 105); drawing by Andrea Gubisch. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Drawing the Threads Together. Studies on Archaeology in Honour of Karin Bartl 

Edited by Alexander Ahrens, Dörte Rokitta-Krumnow, Franziska Bloch and  
Claudia Bührig 

marru  10 
 
 
 
© 2020 Zaphon, Münster    (www.zaphon.de) 
 
All rights reserved. No part of this publication may be reproduced, stored 
in a retrieval system, or transmitted, in any form or by any means, electronic, 
mechanical, photo-copying, recording, or otherwise, without the prior 
permission of the publisher. 
 
Printed in Germany 
Printed on acid-free paper 
 
ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 
 

ISSN 2569-5851 

© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 
ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



Karin Bartl, Rouj Basin, Syria 2006

(photo: D. Rokitta-Krumnow)

© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 
ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 
ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



Contents

Tabula Gratulatoria  ............................................................................................. xi

Map of Sites Dealt with in this Volume ..............................................................xii

Introduction: Karin Bartl – An Appreciation  ..................................................... xv

Publications of Karin Bartl  ..............................................................................xvii 

Ricardo Eichmann

Karin Bartl: eine Würdigung ............................................................................. xxv

Mahmoud Hamoud

Elanvolle Jahre im Dienst des Kulturerbes Syriens (Arabic/German) ............ xxix

Mamoun Fansa

Die Zerstörung des Kulturerbes und der Krieg in Syrien ..................................... 1

Hélèn Sader

Archaeology in Lebanon: A Revival  .................................................................. 21

Alexander Ahrens

A Hundred Years Ago: Military Landscapes of the Southern Jordan 

Valley During World War I ................................................................................. 39

Michel al-Maqdissi

Notes d’archéologie levantine LXIV: De Khan Sheikhoun à Baghouz – 

Documents des archives de R. du Mesnil du Buisson (Musée du Louvre) ........ 69

Ute Franke – Thomas Urban – Khair Mohammad Khairzade

The ‘Musalla’-Complex in Herat Revisited: Recent Archaeological 

Investigations at the Gawhar Shad Madrasa  ...................................................... 91

Bethany J. Walker

Jordan’s Northern Highlands in the Later Islamic Periods:

Rural Prosperity Beyond the Decapolis ............................................................ 143

Dörte Rokitta-Krumnow – Franziska Bloch

« Le plaisir est une qualité de peu d’ambition »
Gambling and Games in the Near East .............................................................165 

© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 
ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



viii Contents

Maamoun Abdulkarim – Afaf Laila

The Decorations in the Domestic Architecture in the Village of Sergilla in                                          

Northern Syria During the Byzantine Period ....................................................187

Peter M. M. G. Akkermans – Merel L. Brüning

A Late Roman Pastoralist Ironworking Site in the North-Eastern 

Black Desert, Jordan ......................................................................................... 209

Massoud Badawi

Les recherches archéologiques dans la plaine de Jablé et son territoire ........... 227

Klaus Stefan Freyberger

Die Karawanenstadt Petra im Spannungsfeld zwischen lokaler Tradition 

und auswärtigen Kulturen im 1. Jh. v. Chr. ....................................................... 243

Mechthild Ladurner

Felswohnanlagen in Petra: Möglichkeiten der Erfassung und Analyse des 

Felswohnbaus in der Haupstadt des Nabatäerreiches ........................................271

Sarah Japp

Die sogenannten Fenestrated Vessels: Eine spezifische Form von 
Weihrauchbrennern im sabäischen Südarabien ................................................. 289

Kristina Pfeiffer
Zoomed into the Entrance: Some Features on the Tomb Site of  Dibba 76 / 

Emirate of Fujairah ...........................................................................................301

Uwe Sievertsen

Die Keramik aus der Nachnutzung des Assyrischen Statthalterpalastes 

von Tell Halaf ....................................................................................................319

Hans H. Curvers

Tell al-Raqaʾi, Syria (2900–2450 BCE): A Mytho-Poeic Approach ................. 337

Lutz Martin

Nahe bei den Eltern: Säuglingsbestattungen in der frühbronzezeitlichen 

Siedlung von Tell Abu Hǧaira I in Nordost-Syrien ........................................... 361

Giorgio Buccellati – Marilyn Kelly-Buccellati

Archaeological Digital Narratives: The Case of Urkesh Ceramics .................. 379

Bernd Müller-Neuhof

The Surroundings of Jawa (NE-Jordan): An Eastern Outlier of the 

Dolmen Phenomenon? ......................................................................................399

© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 
ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



ixContents

Susanne Kerner

Late Chalcolithic–Early Bronze Age Transition in Southern Jordan: 

Changes in Material and Social Structure ......................................................... 407

Bernhard Weninger

Construction of Continental-Scale Archaeological Chronologies by 

Threshold Discrimination of Calibrated 14C-Probability Distributions ............ 429

Jana Anvari

The Difficulties of Finding and Interpreting Storage Facilities:
Thoughts from the Central Anatolian Neolithic ................................................451

Gary Rollefson

New Light from the Black Desert: A Comparison of Hunter-Herder 

Occupation in Wadi al-Qattafi and in Wisad Pools ........................................... 469

Felix Levenson

Communal Projects in the Near Eastern Neolithic: Manifestations of 

Shared Intentionality in Architecture as Part of the Neolithic Revolution 

and a Common Monumentality ........................................................................ 493

Laura Dietrich – Oliver Dietrich – Jens Notroff
Life and Afterlife of Neolithic “Greenstone” Vessels from Göbekli Tepe ........ 499

Zeidan Kafafi
The Pre-Pottery Neolithic A Horizon in Jordan: A Synthesis ...........................525

List of Contributors ...........................................................................................543
 

© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 
ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 
ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



Life and Afterlife of Neolithic “Greenstone” Vessels 

from Göbekli Tepe

Laura Dietrich – Oliver Dietrich – Jens Notroff

Introduction

Decorated stone vessels have been found at Early Neolithic sites throughout 
Northern / Upper Mesopotamia.1 The small, thin-walled and often decorated 
bowls have sometimes been summarized under the term ‘vessels of the Hallan 
Çemi type,’2 3 In a paper 
discussing craft specialization during the Early Neolithic, Köksal-Schmidt and 
Schmidt4 have highlighted one of the roles of these vessels: as a medium to dis-
play a complex symbolic system. They have further pointed out a large number 

green-blackish rock variety, decorated with incisions. Although such vessels were 
5 and although 

their number has continually risen through further excavations, they have not 
been the topic of a dedicated study so far. Here, we report on 83 vessels, or rather 
fragments of vessels, made from ‘greenstone’ varieties, discovered at Göbekli 
Tepe (Table 1). 

Göbekli Tepe

-
eastern Turkey, at ca. 770 m asl., offering a wide view over the Harran plain. The 
prehistoric mound itself consists of reddish soil and reaches a height of about 
15 m, with a diameter of around 300 m, and is characterized by several hills di-
vided by depressions. It is surrounded by a limestone plateau, which today shows 

-
versities of Chicago and Istanbul in the 1960s,6 but the architecture hidden by 
the mound remained unrecognized until its discovery in 1994 by Klaus Schmidt. 

1

2 Köksal-Schmidt – Schmidt 2007, 99.
3

– Davis 1992.
4 Köksal-Schmit – Schmidt 2007.
5 

6 Benedict 1980.
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Since then, annual excavation work has revealed unique monumental architecture 
particularly rich in decoration.7 

The site is best known for its monumental round buildings, often construct-
ed with richly decorated T-shaped limestone pillars which are interconnected by 
walls with bench-like structures along the inner faces.8 The pillars within these 
circular walls stand up to 4 m high and are always arranged around two even larg-
er central pillars of the same shape. Depictions of arms and hands on some indi-
cate the anthropomorphic character of these T-pillars. This is further emphasized 
by depictions of clothing: while several pillars have two parallel bands on their 
front sides, which could indicate a garment,9 the two central pillars of Building 
D also show reliefs of belts and (probably fox skin) loincloths. Five monumental 
buildings have been excavated in the lower lying areas of the tell so far (Buildings 
A–D in the southeastern depression, Building H in the northwestern depression), 
several more have been detected by georadar.10

11 but much seems 
to speak in favour of at least partly subterranean structures entered through the 
roofs.12 During excavation, these buildings had been summarized as an older layer 
(III) of site occupation and dated to the PPNA.13 There is good evidence for an 

their use-life.14

A younger layer is superimposed on this monumental architecture in some 
parts of the mound, but is mainly concentrated in the higher-lying areas of the 
tell.15 This Layer II was attributed to the early and middle PPNB in the course of 

measuring about 3 x 4 m are characteristic of this layer. Some may be understood 
as reduced versions of the older monumental buildings, as they share a common 
element – the T-shaped pillars. However, the number and height of the pillars are 
considerably reduced: now only two small central pillars are often present, the 
largest among them not exceeding a height of 2 m. There are also rooms without 
any pillars. Layer I consists of the surface soil resulting from erosion processes as 
well as a plough horizon from recent agricultural activity. 

Meanwhile, it has become evident that the clearly multi-phased monumental 
buildings were much longer lasting, showing a deeper and more complex chronol-

7 Peters – Schmidt 2004; Schmidt 2001; 2011; 2012.
8 Schmidt 2012.
9 Schmidt 2012, 70, 113.
10

11 Schmidt 2012, 120–121, 138, 144.
12

13 Dietrich et al. 2013.
14 Schmidt 2012; Pöllath et al. 2018.
15 Schmidt 2012, 216–221; Kurapkat 2015, 18–22.
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501Life and Afterlife of Neolithic “Greenstone” Vessels from Göbekli Tepe

ogy – and probably reached into the younger PPNB and thus Layer II-periods 
too.16 This corresponds well with the fact that, at least in the south-eastern de-
pression where excavations have concentrated so far, the older buildings were 
deliberately spared from younger construction activities. The area occupied by the 
monumental buildings was encircled by a terrace wall marking their position. The 
younger (rectangular) buildings show long and complicated biographies them-
selves, including the extensive use of spolia.17

pillars, Göbekli Tepe’s buildings have furthermore yielded a series of anthropo-
morphic and zoomorphic sculptures, which repeat the same types canonically 
(e.g. wild boar with large fangs, snarling predators18), and several groups of richly 

plaquettes, and stone vessels.

Stone vessels – Traces of Manufacture and Preservation

No complete stone vessel has been found at Göbekli Tepe yet; the largest sur-
viving fragments measure about 10 cm in length. They are made of dark gray 

Basaltoid during excavations. Stone of a brown color is rare. The material is 
relatively soft, not more than 5 on the Mohs scale. Some fragments (especially 
Nr. 9; Nr. 18; Nr. 19) show numerous scratches on the inside, hinting at their 
manufacturing from blocks that were hollowed out. Flint and basalt borers have 

19 In a 
subsequent step, stone vessels were ground and polished – in most cases on 
the inner and outer surfaces. Then, decorations were applied to some (Table 1). 
Incisions are the exclusive style of decoration observed; the most likely tools 

9) are evidence for several repetitive cutting motions, steadily deepening and 
smoothing the grooves. 

Stone Vessels – Find Contexts

) was discovered 

use (Nr. 42

Building C). Only one sherd (Nr. 28) is known from layers within Building D that 
 during the early PPNB. 

16 Dietrich 2011; Piesker 2014; Kurapkat 2015; Pöllath et al. 2018.
17 Kurapkat 2015, 19, 29–47.
18 Schmidt 2008; 2010.
19 Schmidt 1997.
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Forms

Because of intense fragmentation, shapes can be reconstructed only for a few 
vessels. Nr. 8 (see Table 1) is the fragment of a small straight-sided bowl, as well 
as Nr. 9 and possibly Nr. 79. Nr. 1, Nr. 2, Nr. 10, Nr. 14, Nr. 15, Nr. 28, Nr. 26, 
Nr. 33, Nr. 39, Nr. 41, Nr. 56 and Nr. 82 are parts of globular bowls, while Nr. 18 
and Nr. 34 are fragments of a pear-shaped jar and Nr. 27 is from a dome-shaped 
bowl. Globular forms seem to predominate; however, poor preservation is a major 
setback for typological analysis. 

known from other sites in the Upper Euphrates / Tigris region.20 Straight-sided and 
globular bowls seem to be among the standard types also in Körtik Tepe.21 This site 
in the Turkish Tigris region is of paramount importance for the study of stone ves-
sels, since they have been found there in large numbers and in a good state of pres-
ervation within burial contexts. What is present at Körtik Tepe, but missing entirely 
from Göbekli Tepe as of yet, is one single peculiar vessel shape: high beakers.22 
Of course, such vessels could still be hiding within the large number of  non-re-
constructable fragments. Further analogues for the vessels from Göbekli Tepe can 
be found at Hasankeyf Höyük Mound,23 Hallan Çemi,24 Nemrik,25 Çayönü,26 Jerf 
el Ahmar,27 28 Tell Qaramel29 as well as other sites from the region.30

Some of the vessels from these sites are linked to special contexts, such as the 
already mentioned Körtik Tepe graves,31 or to caches / depositions,32 but they also 
appear in well-preserved building contexts.33 In most cases, however, the vessels 
have not been published completely and data regarding fragmentation or at least 
the ratio of fragmented to well-preserved vessels are missing. By the known num-
bers, it seems that small straight-sided or round bowls and pear-shaped jars are 
the most common forms in all sites mentioned. However, the large corpus of frag-
mented material might still hold further surprises, as  highlighted by an intricately 

 3.34

20

21 Köksal-Schmidt – Schmidt 2007, 101, Cat. Nr. 153–155, 158, 102, Cat. Nr. 145–149; 

22

23 Miyake 2013, 44/1, 2: globular bowl and high beaker.
24 -

globular, straight-sided and dome-shaped bowls.
25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33 Yartah 2013, 112.
34

Laura Dietrich – Oliver Dietrich – Jens Notroff  

© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 

ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



503Life and Afterlife of Neolithic “Greenstone” Vessels from Göbekli Tepe

Decoration

Most vessel fragments from Göbekli Tepe are decorated (62 items, Table 1). The 
small fragments determined as undecorated could originally have belonged to 
vessels with smaller decorated areas.35 There are, however, genuine undecorated 
vessels known from other sites such as Körtik Tepe.36 

At Göbekli Tepe, ornaments are largely preserved only in small parts. They 
are in most cases geometric; several are zoomorphic. The geometric decorations 
consist of single or combined triangles (Nr. 1, Nr. 2, Nr. 6, Nr. 7, Nr. 10, Nr. 14, 
Nr. 24, Nr. 25, Nr. 26, Nr. 30, Nr. 39, Nr. 41, Nr. 70, Nr. 75, Nr. 77, Nr. 82, Nr. 83), 
herring bone motifs (Nr. 5, Nr. 9, Nr. 19, Nr. 23) or zig-zag lines (Nr. 4, Nr. 11, 
Nr. 14, Nr. 18, Nr. 29, Nr. 32, Nr. 83). Bands made of simple, short parallel lines 
appear more rarely (Nr. 23), but single circles or wavy bands appear also (Nr. 26). 
Rims are sometimes decorated with short vertical lines (Nr. 20). Simple geometric 
designs, sometimes applied to large parts of the vessel surface, generally seem to 
dominate the repertoire of stone vessel decorations.37 As Benz38 observes, both 
supra-regionally standardized designs as well as local variations and adaptations 
seem to exist. Among the more complex decorations, the so-called sun-motif, a 
composition of circles with radiating bands,39 can be observed at Göbekli Tepe 
(Nr. 16; possibly also Nr. 17). Two fragments show horned quadruped animals, 
likely gazelles (Nr. 3 and especially Nr. 14). Gazelles are the main hunted species 
at Göbekli Tepe40 -
sented on the site’s T-pillars discovered so far.41 Three vessel fragments (Nr. 25, 
possible also Nr. 56 and Nr. 21) show snakes, which are a species frequently 
depicted at the site.42 It is possible that the wavy lines between the herring bone 
motif on fragment Nr. 9 also refer to snakes, heads and tails not preserved in this 
case. Another fragment probably represents a plant, maybe a thistle43 (Nr. 71), but 
this image lacks any known analogy so far. To sum up, there seems to be a range 
of decorations and motifs on vessels at Göbekli Tepe but most prominent are geo-
metric motifs covering wide areas of the vessel surface, including bases (Nr. 9).

The imagery on vessels and other items of material culture from Göbekli Tepe 
has been interpreted as part of a supra-regional symbolic system that served the 
transmission and communication of cultural knowledge and traditions.44 Even if 

35

36

37

38

39 Benz et al. 2017, 145.
40 Lang et al. 2013.
41 Peters – Schmidt 2004.
42 Peters – Schmidt 2004.
43 The depiction is also to some degree reminiscent of jimsonweed seed pods. Jimsonweed 

is a psychoactive plant, but although prehistoric use in Eurasia has been claimed for it 
(Guerra-Doce 2015, 754, 770), there is ongoing debate whether the plant is native to 
Europe or to America.

44 Benz 2017; Benz – Bauer 2013; Schmidt 2012; Morenz – Schmidt 2009.
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45 standard-
ization of decorations could hint at ‘coded corporate identities’,46 especially since 
some compositions seem to regularly repeat at certain sites.47 The exceptional nat-

at some relation of decorative elements to narration, possibly even mythological 
stories.48 With the current state of research, however, the highly fragmented state 
of the Göbekli Tepe material prevents any interpretation from going much further.

Life: Vessels

Stone vessels were not exclusively symbolic objects, but actually functional and 
used to hold contents. They were made and decorated with care; most are pol-
ished. It was proposed that they were made according to supra-regional standards, 
not only regarding form, but also size and volume.49 Hayden et al.50 gives a range 
of 9–12 cm as maximum diameter and 8–9 cm for height; a sample of published 

51 however, shows a wider range between 8–16 cm, with heights of up to 
15 cm. Since the walls of the vessels from Göbekli Tepe have a thickness of max. 
2 cm, they would have been rather light and easy to hold or carry. Find contexts at 
the site are not very informative (see above), thus possible functions can only be 
inferred from comparisons to other sites.

Neolithic stone vessels have been interpreted as prestige dinnerware used in 
feasting.52 Chemical analysis from two of the Körtik Tepe vessels seem to hint 
at wine.53

which include feasting, more precisely ‘work feasts’ that may have included al-
cohol consumption as one mode of gathering the necessary workforces for the 
monumental round buildings’ construction.54 There is tentative evidence for beer 
from a large limestone vessel (1,09 x 0,60 x 70 m) found in situ in one of the 
rectangular rooms of Layer II at Göbekli Tepe,55 more of such large vessels are 
known from the other areas at the site and fragments also feature in the larger 

for scooping contents of such large vessels remains open, although there are cor-
responding holes in the rim of some vessels (Nr. 8356) which could have held an 

some kind of lid to them). 

45 Köksal-Schmidt – Schmidt 2007, 100.
46 Benz 2017, 140.
47

48

49

50 Hayden et al. 2013.
51 Katalog Karlsruhe Nr. 139–160, 300–305.
52 Hayden et al. 2013, 133–137.
53 McGovern 2009, 81.
54 Dietrich et al. 2012.
55 Dietrich et al. 2012.
56

173, 182/6.
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505Life and Afterlife of Neolithic “Greenstone” Vessels from Göbekli Tepe

Furthermore, there is evidence for repairs: holes were punched into fragments 
to reconnect them.57 Interestingly, one of the Göbekli Tepe fragments (Nr. 19) 
shows an attempt to make such a hole, which may constitute an attempt at repair-
ing it before the owner decided to transform the fragment into a shaft straightener. 
Vessels repaired in that way still could have been used as containers, but probably 
not for liquids. In any case, these repairs underline the high value of the used raw 
materials. The afterlife of vessel fragments actually becomes the most interesting 
part of the Göbekli Tepe material.

Afterlife: Abraders, Beads and Pendants 

Fragments of stone vessels were not simply discarded. They remained valuable 
and were kept and transformed. In at least 20 cases, traces of later use, re-use or 
repair indicate long object-biographies for vessel fragments (Table 1). The most 
frequent traces are saw marks or polishing at the edges of sherds. Cutting and saw-
ing of sherds could have had the aim of straightening the edges ahead of repair, or 
to cut the sherd into roughouts for other objects. As not all breaking edges were 
worked, the second hypothesis seems more likely. One category of objects that 
could be made from sherds are beads. Göbekli Tepe has produced a wide range of 
stone beads, among them complex forms like spacer beads, but also simple disc- 
or cylinder-shapes.58 Several of the vessel sherds (Nr. 13, Nr. 17, Nr. 19, Nr. 29, Nr. 
42, Nr. 56, Nr. 58, Nr. 59, Nr. 76, Nr. 79) were reworked with a broad groove into 
what are often called ‘shaft-straighteners’.59 Similar hand-held objects, however, 
have also been interpreted as abraders for the production of beads.60 Microscopic 
analyses in the near future will help to decide whether this interpretation holds 

the LPPNA/EPPNB site of Mushash 163 in Jordan, remains of a whitish abrasive 
-

lar polish noted in these grooves speaks strongly against an interpretation as shaft 
straighteners. As does the fact that the sherds are considerably small and never 
appear in pairs – as certainly would be expected in the case of shaft straighteners.61 
Therefore, for the grooved sherds from Göbekli Tepe we propose a more probable 
function as abraders used in the production of beads. 

Fabrication of beads from parts of meaningful vessels could also have had 
important social connotations. At Körtik Tepe for instance, at some grave sites 
there was evidence for deliberate destruction of stone vessels by blows directed at 
the bottoms of these vessels; fragments were then dispersed over the body of the 
deceased.62 However, not all fragments were left in the grave. Benz et al.63 have 
argued that the missing fragments could have been taken as ‘souvenirs.’ From 

57

58 Köksal-Schmidt – Schmidt 2007, 97.
59 Köksal-Schmidt – Schmidt 2007, 103.
60 Foreman 1978; Kenoyer et al. 1991, 53; Wright et al. 2008, 148; Roux – Matarasso 1999, 

57–58.
61 Bolus 2012.
62 Lichter 2007; Benz et al. 2017, 145–148.
63 Benz et al. 2017, 145.
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Demirköy, there is a pendant made from a vessel fragment, which could have 

broken.64 The production of beads from vessel fragments at a highly symbolic site 

65 and from Körtik Tepe66 show. 

Discussion

fragmented and that those fragments were possibly kept to be reworked into beads 
or other implements. There are only two exceptions to this rule: vessel fragments 
too large and retaining too much of the original vessel’s curvature to be used as 
raw material (Nr. 8 and Nr. 9). But in general, it should be kept in mind that by an-
alyzing the spatial distribution of vessel fragments at Göbekli Tepe, we are most 
likely not tracing the actual use of vessels at the site, but in fact the distribution of 
raw material meant for reuse. There is no clear evidence at the moment for such a 
reuse of fragmented vessels coming from Layer III contexts though, as the sherds 

remain, probably kept as raw material. This makes it impossible to estimate how 
many of these vessels may have been present at the site in total. Their reuse, how-
ever, underlines the importance of their raw material, and thus most likely also 
of the richly decorated vessels themselves, for the Neolithic people producing, 
using, and reusing them. Special raw materials and production effort make the 

-
terial culture. Their presence at Göbekli Tepe, where complete vessels are missing 
but fragments hint at a complex chaîne opératoire of recycling the (tangible and 
sentimentally valuable) raw material into personal items, widens our understand-
ing of social activities taking place at the site. 
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No. Find 
Number

Plate/    
Fig. Description Context Context Details

13 GT 11-
000448

Plate 2.1 Body sherd, decorated 
with a geometric pattern, 
with a groove of irregu-

the middle of the sherd. 
The groove shows 
irregular polish as well 
as scratches.

K10-44 Plough horizon.

14 GT 11-
000046

Plate 2.3;
5.1

Rim sherd, probably of a 
globular vessel, decora-
ted with a geometric pat-
tern and a gazelle, with 
numerous scratches on 
the inside.

L09-69
Loc. 
113.1

North of Building D, 
probably Layer III.

15 GT 11-
000502

Plate 4.4 Rim sherd, probably of a 
globular bowl, undeco-
rated.

L09-58
Loc. 
159.1

From a deep soun-
ding, chronological 
position to be 
evaluated.

16 GT 12-
000506

Plate 3.3; 
7.3

Rim sherd, decorated 
with the ‘sun motif’.

surface -

17 GT 12-
000508

Plate 2.2; 
7.5

Rim sherd, decorated 
with a geometric pattern, 

deepened into the midd-
le of the sherd.
The groove shows 
perpendicular scratches 
at both ends, further 

alignments are spread 
on the sherd.
Sawing traces are visib-
le at one edge, but the 

surface -

18 GT 12-
000551

Plate 1.2 Rim sherd, of a 
pear-shaped vessel, de-
corated with a geometric 
pattern.

surface -

19 GT 12-
000562

Plate 1.3 Body sherd, decorated 
with a geometric pattern, 
a groove with a v-sha-

into the middle of the 
sherd and one lateral 

-
sibly an earlier repair 
attempt).
The groove shows 
irregular polish and 
scratches.

surface -

20 GT 13-
000416

Rim sherd, decorated 
with a geometric pattern.

surface -

21 GT 13-
000661

Plate 9.3 Rim sherd (or plaquet-
te?), decorated with a 
geometric pattern and 
snake motifs. 

surface -
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No. Find 
Number

Plate/    
Fig. Description Context Context Details

39 GT 02-
011238

Plate 8.7 Rim sherd of a globular 
bowl, decorated with a 
geometric pattern.

surface -

40 GT 01-
002690/1-
34

Plate 
9.10

Fragment of a vessel, 
decorated with a geo-
metric pattern.

surface -

41 GT 02-
007508

Plate 8.1 Rim sherd of a globular 
bowl, decorated with a 
geometric pattern.

L09-85
Loc. 39.2

Within stone 
collapse high in the 
area´s stratigraphy.

42 GT 00-
000416

Body sherd with a 
groove.

L09-66
Loc. 70.2

43 GT 01-
004788

Body sherd. L09-85
Loc. 25.3

High in the area´s 
stratigraphy, Neo-
lithic layer without 
architecture.

44 GT 01-
010146

Fragment of a vessel, 
undecorated, burnt.

L09-78
Loc. 17.2

45 GT 02-
005980

Body sherd. L09-80
Loc. 11.9 immediately above 

46 GT 05-
000726

Body (?) sherd, deco-
rated with a geometric 
pattern.

L09-77
Loc. 60.3

47 GT 06-
000010

Decorated fragment of a 
vessel.

L09-68
Loc. 23.1

48 GT 06-
000020

Decorated fragment of a 
vessel.

L09-07
Loc. 1.2

Plough horizon.

49 GT 07-
000735

Decorated fragment of a 
vessel.

L09-98 Plough horizon.

50 GT 07-
001221

Fragment of a vessel, 
with sawn edges.

L09-58
Loc. 3.7

Within stone 
collapse high in the 
area´s stratigraphy.

51 GT 07-
001471

Decorated fragment of a 
vessel.

L09-68
Loc. 13.3

52 GT-07-
001622

Decorated fragment of a 
vessel.

L09-59
Loc. 1.1

Plough horizon.

53 GT 07-
002936

Decorated fragment of a 
vessel.

L09-60
Loc. 1.1

Plough horizon.

54 GT 96-
000634

Undecorated fragment 
of a vessel.

J08-83
Loc. 1.1

Plough horizon.

55 GT 96-
001038

Undecorated fragment 
of a vessel.

surface -

56 GT 02-
22447

Plate 8.8 Rim sherd from a globu-
lar bowl, decorated with 
a geometric pattern and 
possibly with a snake; a 
groove with a v-shaped 

into the middle of the 
sherd. 

surface -

© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 

ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



514

No. Find 
Number

Plate/    
Fig. Description Context Context Details

57 GT 96-
001445

Decorated fragment of a 
vessel, burnt.

surface -

58 GT 96-
001489

Decorated fragment of a 
vessel, with groove.

L09-65
Loc. 4.1

High within the are-
a´s stratigraphy.

59 GT 96-
002097

Decorated fragment of 
a vessel, with groove, 
burnt.

surface -

60 GT 96-
002804

Fragment of a vessel, 
burnt.

surface -

61 GT 97-
003223

Fragment of a vessel. surface -

62 GT 98-
000148

Fragment of a vessel. surface -

63 GT 98-
000179

Fragment of a vessel. surface -

64 GT 98-
000611

Fragment of a vessel. L09-56
Loc. 2.1

Within stone col-
lapse, high in the 
area´s stratigraphy.

65 GT 98-
000680

Fragment of a vessel, 
decorated with a geo-
metric pattern.

L09-76
Loc. 1.1

Plough horizon.

66 GT 98-
001267

Rim sherd, with one 
sawn edge.

L10-51
Loc. 6.1

Room 6, upper part 

67 GT 98-
003401

Fragment of a vessel. L09-80
Loc. 22.2

Within stone col-
lapse, high in the 
area´s stratigraphy.

68 GT 98-
004619

Decorated fragment of a 
vessel.

L09-80
Loc. 2.4

Within stone col-
lapse, high in the 
area´s stratigraphy.

69 GT 99-
000015

Decorated fragment of a 
vessel.

surface -

70 GT 01-
002448

Plate 8.2 Rim sherd of a vessel, 
decorated with a geo-
metric pattern.

surface -

71 GT 15-
000274

Plate 4.3 Body sherd of a vessel, 
decorated with a thistle 
(?) and a geometric 
pattern (zig-zag line).

K10-
13/23
Loc. 
166.5

In a deep soun-
ding, chronological 
position to be 
evaluated.

72 no number Beile- 
Bohn et 
al. 1998, 
Fig. 26/2

Fragment of a vessel, 
decorated with a geo-
metric pattern.

surface -

73 no number Beile- 
Bohn et 
al. 1998, 
Fig. 26/3

Fragment of a vessel, 
decorated with a geo-
metric pattern.

surface -

74 no number Beile- 
Bohn et 
al. 1998, 
Fig. 26/4

Fragment of a vessel, 
decorated with a geo-
metric pattern.

surface .
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No.
Find 
Number

Plate/    
Fig.

Description Context Context Details

75 GT 03-
001801

Plate 6.2 Fragment of a vessel, 
decorated with a geo-
metric pattern.

L9-68
Loc. 
25.2

Infill of Building D, 
upper part.

76 GT 09-
000153

Plate 7.2 Body sherd decorated 
with a geometric pattern 
and two grooves with 
v-shaped profiles, 
deepened into the 
middle and one side of 
the sherd.

L0-68

77 09 Plate 6.4 Fragment of a vessel, 
decorated with a geo-
metric pattern.

surface 
find

-

78 GT 01-
004087

Plate 6.1 Fragment of a vessel, 
decorated with a geo-
metric pattern.

surface 
find

-

79 GT 01-
004167

Plate 8.6 Rim sherd, possibly 
from a straight-sided 
bowl, with two straight 
sawn and one groove 
deepened into the midd-
le of the sherd.

surface 
find

-

80 GT 05-
001774

Pl. 7.4 Fragment of a vessel, 
decorated with a geo-
metric pattern.

L9-88
Loc. 
25.2

Found during clea-
ning at the terrace 
wall.

81 GT 03-
002201

Plate 9.9 Rim sherd, decora-
ted with a geometric 
pattern, with numerous 
scratches on the inside.

L9-68 
Loc. 
16.3

Infill of Building D, 
upper part.

82 GT 09-
000101

Plate 8.4 Rim sherd of a globular 
bowl, decorated with a 
geometric pattern.

surface 
find

-

83 GT13.24 Uludağ 
2017, 
155

Rim sherd of a globular 
bowl with two holes, de-
corated with a geometric 
pattern.

L9-58 
Loc. 
205.1

In a deep soun-
ding, chronological 
position to be 
evaluated.

The following photographs were taken by I. Wagner, N. Becker and K. Schmidt; 

the drawings were made by K. Schmidt and Ç. Köksal-Schmidt and redrawn by 

J. Notroff (all German Archaeological Institute, Orient Department Berlin).

Infill of Building D, 
middle part.Loc. 

333.1
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Plate 2
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Plate 3
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Plate 4
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Plate 5
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Plate 6
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Plate 7
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Plate 8

© 2020, Zaphon, Münster 

ISBN 978-3-96327-120-5 (Buch) / ISBN 978-3-96327-121-2 (E-Book)



524

Plate 9
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