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1 the overlapping in time of
and Uruk cultures, which
ed 1n last years with much
1 earlier, poses not only the
m of relation between these cultures but
' J:"n to reconsider the character of
IFand social developments between the
i Fexs 1 lized societies of the core area of

“East and 1ts northern periphery and
¢ regions located beyond of the latter.



I ranscaucasial sites with 1import or
Ubaid pottery are quite
TPOoSsibleto fit with the era of expansion of
he Urulk «Jjuyf- outside its Mesopotamian
jomeland; 1S '.l' ite 1impossible either fo
magine | ‘at 1e resettlement of Uruk
201011s5ts in the Caucasus, reliably assigned
0 pre-“Ku ra-Araxes’” times, took place in the
sateUrulk period. These facts are obvious

indications on  the  discrepancy  of
ck onologlcal character.
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yaniscatcasia is generally accepted to represent the
oresea of the initial formation of the Kura-Araxes
»!'n 'l*i's’-" dating of the first obvious signs of the
,,,,, S%Clilture found 7 situ in the layers of local
yu!mry;‘. JfthesVliddle East represented the ferminus
yrte rren for similar, and antedating archaeological
woiacts of Iranscaucasian Kura-Araxes culture. The
datessobtained for the archaeological material of the
;”J"s'\!.! detected in the Near Eastern
cultoral “'rs, by correlation with the evidence of
historic J! sources of Mesopotamia and Egypt, constitute
an 1mportant argument per se to demonstrate the
1ecessity of ‘considerably shifting back of the accepted
dating of the Transcaucasian Kura-Araxes culture, as
the latter belongs to the period earlier than the Near
Eastern “Kura-Araxes” materials; consequently, this
could be done even without using the cal. 14C dates.




IVIAPIOL I ranscaucasia and adjacent regions

alatyn =




ITASSEIAH OV I H o984 oo 24 ) 2 - Hassek Hoyiik (ibid.:Fig. 12, 5); 3 - Tepecik (Esin1979: 61, Fig. 12); 4 -
T(-p(f('ilx' (151 1952: 74 Fig, 11);5 = Amiranis Gora (C hulwiniah\'ili 1971: Table XVII, “)* 6 Nakhidrebis Chala (ibid.:
M BRSNS 7 =I<eli, erave 5 (Petrosyan 1989: Table 3( H 8 ~Amiranis Gora, Level Il (Kushnareva & Chubinishvili
U7 TN sl<valskhelebr (Sagonal984: Fig. T, w_l, - Samshvilde (southern part of Eastern Georgia) (ibid.:
Fier, 40 2) 11 <« Gooy Tvpvl\" T (C lmhmiwh\‘ili 19 71" able \'H 6): 12 - l\'\ atskhelebi (ibid.: Fig. 105, 1); 14 - Geoy Tepe
ISR GOSN DA S able X1, 7); 15 - Pulur (Sakyol) (Sagona 1984: Fig. 122, 242); 16 - Pulur(Sakyol) (ibid.: Fig.
RS S COVR T E BN o 122 244): 18 - Pulur (Sakyol) (ibid.: Fig. 122,245); 19 - Pulur (Sakyol)(ibid.: 122, 246.




Jihe OVerview of evidence from
ronologically relevant layers containing
somemarchaelogical signs of the Kura-
AYaxesscifure allows us at the present
Stagetof our Know ledge to put the starting
;‘,1;,*@9 gj' his  culture 1n Transcaucasia
somewhere during  the Middle Uruk
period, al least In the ollowing time, in
hewsecond half of the 4™ millennium
1earlys simultaneously on the northern
'rlhe y of the Middle East the activity of
@ Uruk colonists and the bearers of the
Kura-Araxes culture can be traced.




A8y book puk lished in 1981, I fried for the
getermnation of the age of Teghut and the sites of its
STl ERONAy atfention fo the problem of origin of Gawra
MAREHTTAIRcOmplex, which in my opinion had some
TAENyPIcAINors echut. Well known fact, that in Tepe
sewrathestranstormation or change from Ubaid to Uruk
SRy welltvisiblesstiwas declared that a study of
ceranc change in the Ubaid and Uruk periods of
VIESOpOTar iia illustrates how 'degeneration" can be
correlated with the development of complex societies in
the region. B i een the Ubaid and Uruk layers is visible
obviousand sudden change in shapes and fabric becomes
“decidedly mferior”, shapes - crude, profiles - irregular;
almost all distinctive late ‘Ubaid forms disappear, in
strata XIA tournette used less often than in XII. Painting

ceases and no other ornamentation takes its place.



I'evel XI A of Tepe Gawra.
Clay and stone objects.




T'eghut.
Clay and stone objects




Algaze's heory based on the supposed
1s between a main cenfre
SouthermaViesopotamia with city-states) and a less
HeVBIOpedsperiphery (northern Mesopotamia, Iran,
Anatoliasandsbeyond) led to the emergence of a
Tmbertof archaeological publications about the
wtes Urulk economic colonial system and its
eXPansion at one tlme oW when B. Peasnall and
VIS Rothman found reasons to challenge above
heorys and proved that economic and political
COM ’)j.»qg' in the north were developing before
1 tensified interaction with the south, the time has
me for the appearance of the new outlook with a
more balanced view on the problem of the
relationship between the south and the north.
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ABYhe later stage of Middle Uruk and the Late
Uil | s confemporary with the Kura-
AYaXeseCllture of the advanced stage, it is
Mpossibletto date the archaeological material
uugu,;‘”‘g_)la with the culture of Uruk and
ound at Cauce 3‘ an so-called Chalcolithic
Sites of the “pre-K Araxes” time by the
e (or ev en Mlddle) ruk period. Therefore,
e conclusion can only be one: the
aforementioned parallels of the pre-Kura-
Araxes period relate mainly to the Early Uruk
sre-Uruk/Ubaid period, if we assume that
in shaping of the Mesopotamian Uruk culture
attended cultural influx of Caucasian origin.
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See Us at the Facebook

See also Giorgi L.. Kavtaradze's resently restored website at: http://www.geocities.ws/komblege/
index.html
&
in the Georgian: http://www.geocities.ws/komblema/index.html

as well as some documents collected at SCRIBD:
http://www.scribd.com/kavta

This web site is recommended to scholars working in the humanitarian sciences, as well as to the
oeneral public interested in the history and culture of the Caucasus and Anatolia. This region is




