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Abstract: This paper discusses the Rang Mahal pottery, especially on its chronological and spatial
distributions. This distinctive ceramic style that was defined by Hanna Rydh on the evidence from Rang
Mahal in northern Rajasthan in 1950s has not been paid appropriate attentions from archaeologists.
According to Rydh, this ceramic style was originated in the late Kushana period and continued to the 6th
century AD. The author of this paper has reexamined the evidence from more recent excavations at some
sites in North India such as Farmana, Sonkh and Saheth and argues that this ceramic style has the major
part of its chronological range in the mid‐ and late first millennium AD. Besides, the recent excavations
in Gujarat have also yielded evidence relevant to the Rang Mahal pottery showing that this pottery
widespread over the western part of the Indian Subcontinent.
Keywords: Rang Mahal Pottery, Chronology, Farmana, Asthal Bohar Majra, Sonkh,
Saheth, Kanmer

Introduction
ʹThe Rang Mahal potteryʹ, a term which was given to the historical pottery recovered
from the site of Rang Mahal in northwestern Rajasthan (Rydh 1959), is a well‐known
term among South Asian archaeologists (Ghosh ed. 1989). However, very few studies
have been done on this pottery since its discovery in 1950s. Consequently the
evaluation of this pottery conducted by Rydh (1959) has been used without any critical
review or reexamination of the data that was obtained since 1950s.
As is disucussed later, this pottery, which has a distinctive stylistic features, not only
formal features but also decorative traits, must be placed in the entire ceramic sequence
of the historical period in North India. The spatial distribution of this distinctive
pottery has to be redefined and the relations of this pottery with the ones in the
surrounding regions must be understood.
In this paper, I discuss the problems of the previous studies on this pottery, using the
data from the recent excavations at Farmana in Haryana and attempt to examine the
chronological position and the spatial distribution of the Rang Mahal pottery in
entirety.
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Chronological Position of the Rang Mahal Pottery at Rang Mahal
Firstly, I summarize the analyses by Hanna Rydh of the pottery from Rang Mahal to
make a starting point for further discussions.
The site of Rang Mahal (Figure 1) is located along the Ghaggar river in the Suratgarh
district, Rajasthan (29.34 N, 73.96 E). This site was excavated in 1952 by a Swedish
expedition led by H. Rydh. A full report was published in 1959. A number of pottery
drawings were illustrated in the report forming the primary data source for the study
of the Rang Mahal pottery.

Figure 1: Map of Rang Mahal and Other Sites Relevant to this Paper
The pottery from this site consists of bowls, pots and lids as main constituents, to
which some sprinklers are added. Very detailed classifications and discussions were
made by Rydh on these forms. Below I provide an overview of the evidence from this
site, focusing on some representative forms.
For bowls, a type having a small flat base with an open mouth (hereafter termed as a
conical bowl; Figure 2: 3 ‐ 6), a type having a rounded shallow body and a thickened
rim (Figure 2: 9), and a type with a hemispherical body decorated with moulded
designs on its external surface (Figure 2: 1, 2) are distinct. The conical bowls include the

126

Uesugi 2014: 125‐151

ones with a slightly incurved rim (Figure 2: 3 ‐ 5) and the ones with a straight plain rim
(Figure 2: 6).

Figure: Pottery from Rang Mahal (1:6; after Rydh 1959)
For pots, medium neck with a triangular‐sectioned rim (Figure 2: 14, 15), medium neck
with an overtuned rim (Figure 2: 11 ‐ 13), medium neck with a rectangular‐sectioned
rim (Figure 3: 16), short or medium neck with a beaked rim (Figure 3: 1; Figure 4: 1 ‐ 3)
and short neck sharply turned from the body with a shallowly grooved rim (Figure 4:
7) are distinctive. In terms of the body shape, the long elliptical body (Figure 2: 14, 15),
the globular body (Figure 2: 16; Figure 3: 2; Figure 4: 1‐3), the inverted elliptical body
with a buldging shoulder (Figure 3: 1) and the carinated body (Figure 4: 4 ‐ 7) are
characteristic. For decorations, paintings (Figure 2: 12, 16; Figure 3: 1, 2; Figure 4: 1 ‐ 3,
6), incised dots (Figure 3: 1), incised grooves (Figure 2: 13; Figure 4: 4, 6, 7) and
appliqué bands (Figure 3: 1, 2) can be noticed along with plain pottery. Some
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specimens have slurry on their lower body (Figure 2: 15; Figure 3: 1, 2; Figure 4: 3 ‐ 7),
and some of them have the slurry finished in forming decorative effects. The painting
motifs include plants, birds and geometric motifs along with simple parallel lines and
bands.
Sprinklers (Figure 2: 10) consist of a buldging shoulder with a spout and a tall and
slender neck with a pointed rim and a disc‐shaped projection.

Figure 3: Pottery from Rang Mahal (1:6; after Rydh 1959)
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Figure 4: Pottery from Rang Mahal (1:6; after Rydh 1959)
Figures 5 ‐ 7 illustrate examples of comparable potsherds collected by Vivek Dangi (per.
comm.) from the surface at Rang Mahal and Dabri Ratan, the latter of which is located

129

ISSN 2347 – 5463 Heritage: Journal of Multidisciplinary Studies in Archaeology 2: 2014

Figure 5: Pottery from Rang Mahal and Dabri Ratan (1:6; except for no. 6 from Rang
Mahal, others from DabriRatan; drawn by the author with courtesy of V. Dangi)
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Figure 6: Pottery from Rang Mahal and Dabri Ratan
(photographed by the author with courtesy of V. Dangi)
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Figure 7: Pottery from Rang Mahal and Dabri Ratan
(photographed by the author with courtesy of V. Dangi)
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near the former (31 km in a straight line). Their features closely resemble the ones
reported by Rydh. Commenting on the manufacturing techniques of these specimens,
lids (Figure 5: 1 ‐ 3) and bowls (Figure 5: 4) are modelled on a fast wheel. Traces of
string‐cut can be observed on the external surface of the base. Pots exhibit traces of
rotational smoothings on the rim and neck and impressions made by an anvil on the
internal surface of the body, which clearly suggest the application of the paddle‐and‐
anvil technique or the beating technique. The smoothness on the external surface
indicates that it was smoothed again after the application of the paddle‐and‐anvil
technique. This combined use of the rotational technique and the paddle‐and‐anvil
technique has also been pointed out by Rydh (Rydh 1959: 137).
For dating the occupation and the pottery at Rang Mahal, Rydh depended on coins and
a few C14 dates from the site, along with a comparative study of ceramic evidence
from other sites that were known in 1950s. For the comparisons, she used the evidence
from some sites situated in North India such as Sirkap and Hastinapura and from a
few sites from Balochistan such as Surkh Dheri and Chicha Dheri which were
published by Aurel Stein in 1930s (Stein 1929). More than 100 coins were recovered
from Rang Mahal, which include three Kanishka I coins, four Huvishka coins, four
Vasudeva coins and 22 Kanishka III coins including so‐called Murunda coins. Two C14
dates suggest a date of the third century AD and a date of the fifth century AD
respectively. Based on these evidence, Rydh concludes that the site was occupied by
the late second century AD and was deserted by 600 AD (Rydh 1959: 178 ‐ 181).
The presence of Kushana coins gives a strong impression that the Rang Mahal pottery
belonged to the ʹKushana periodʹ, but it must be kept in mind that Rydh herself
pointed to the continuous occupation at the site until the sixth century AD. To date the
beginning of the occupation at the site, some specimens may be placed in the ʹlate
Kushana periodʹ. For example, the conical bowls with a slightly incurved rim and the
pots with an elliptical body may be relevant. However, keeping in mind the fact that
the site was continuously occupied until the sixth century AD, it is likely that most, but
not all, of the pottery should belong to the ʹGupta periodʹ. In order to examine this
possibility, I will compare the evidence from the recent excavations at Farmana in the
following section(Shinde et al. eds. 2011; Uesugi 2011).

Rang Mahal Pottery from Farmana and Its Chronological Position
The recent excavations at Farmana (29.04 N, 76.31 E; 230 km from Rang Mahal in a
straight line) conducted in the seasons of 2007 ‐ 2009 (Shinde et al. 2011) yielded a fair
amount of historical pottery from pits overlapping the Harappan deposits, which were
clearly distinguished from the Harappan pottery (Figures 8, 9) (Uesugi 2011). These
pottery can be compared with the Rang Mahal pottery in terms of their shapes and
decorations. These pottery are composed of bowls, pots and lids (Figure 10).
The dominant type of bowls is the conical bowl which are similar to the examples from
Rang Mahal (Figure 10: 1 ‐ 8). In additon, a bowl with a rounded body and a incurved
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rim (Figure 10: 10) and a bowl with a rounded body and a widely thickened rim with
grooves (Figure 10: 11) were noticed. The rim of the conical bowls are modelled in a
tapering shape. In terms of their modelling technique, the conical bowls are modelled
on a fast wheel. Figure 10: 10 is smoothed with rotation on the rim‐neck portion and
with finger impressions on the body. Figure 10: 11 is finished by the rotational
smoothing of the rim‐neck portion and by non‐rotational scraping of the body.

Figure 8: Plan of the Excavated Area at Farmana Showing the Location of Findspots
of Rang Mahal Pottery

Figure 9: Rang Mahal pottery in the excavations (Photographed by the author)
An example of a lid with a knob (Figure 10: 12) is decorated with floral designs and a
row of raised dots fashioned by a mould. Figure 10: 9 with a ridge on the internal side
of the body may represent another type of lids. Figure 8: 9 is modelled on a fast wheel
as the conical bowls.
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Figure 10: Pottery from Farmana (1:6; after Uesugi 2011)
For pots, medium neck with a thickened rim (Figure 10: 13), short neck sharpely turned
from the body with a grooved rim (Figure 10: 14 ‐ 16, 21), medium neck with an
inturned rim and a raised ridge below the rim (Figure 10: 20), and short neck sharply
135
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turned from the body with a roundly thickened rim (Figure 10: 20) are noticeable. In
terms of the body shape, they represent the globular body (Figure 10: 18, 19) and the
carinated body (Figure 10: 20 ‐ 22). Figure 10: 21 has a projection at the carinated
portion. For decorations, parallel incised grooves (Figure 10: 13, 14, 16, 20, 21, 23),
paintings (Figure 10: 17 ‐ 19), appliqué bands (Figure 10: 18, 19), fish‐scale patterns
fashioned by the appliqué technique (Figure 10: 18, 22), incised dots (Figure 10: 20, 23)
and parallel wide grooves in a diagonal direction (Figure 10: 20) are distinctive. The
incised grooves are applied generally around the juncture between the neck and the
body. The paintings that are placed on the rim, neck and shoulder include parallel lines
and bands, multiple loops, a series of small triangles and birds. The appliqué bands are
applied on the shoulder making a border between the slipped upper part and the
unslipped lower part. Figure 10: 19 has a series of finger impressions on the appliqué
band and Figure 10: 18 has a fish‐scale applique pattern and oblique incised strokes on
the low appliqué band. In terms of the manufacturing techniques of pots, all of the
specimens exhibit traces of the rotational smoothings on the neck portion and
impressions of an anvilon the internal surface of the body, as in the examples from
Rang Mahal and Dabri Ratan discussed above. The external surface of these specimens
are finished smooth, most probably after the application of the paddle‐and‐anvil
technique. Some specimens of pots are found with a coating of a slurry on the external
surface of the body (Figure 10: 18, 19, 21) suggesting that they were used as cooking
pots.
The historical pottery from Faramana clearly exhibits features that are comparable with
Rang Mahal and Dabri Ratan, and thus can be regarded as the Rang Mahal pottery.
Four C14 dates are listed in Table 1, which demonstrate the time of these historical
pottery from Farmana. These dates range from the fifth to seventh centuries AD. Based
on these dates, the Rang Mahal pottery from Farmana can obviously be included in the
ʹGuptaʹ and ʹpost‐Guptaʹ periods.
Table 1: C14 Dates from Farmana which Suggest the Date of the Rang Mahal pottery
from this site (After Shinde et al. eds. 2011)
Lab.
No.

Context

Conventional
Radiocarbon Age

PLD‐
15046

Central Area/
Tr. 1C7

1485±20

563AD(68.2%)
604AD

545AD(95.4%)624AD

PLD‐
15047

Central Area/
Tr. 1C8

1515±20

541AD(68.2%)
585AD

442AD( 7.1%)484AD
533AD(88.3%)606AD

PLD‐
15055

Central Area/
Tr. 1D9

1450±20

601AD(68.2%)
640AD

575AD(95.4%)648AD

PLD‐
12422

Central Area/
Tr. 1E1

1390±20

641AD(68.2%)
661AD

616AD(95.4%)666AD
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Comparisons with the Evidence from the Surrounding Regions
In order to examine the date of the Rang Mahal pottery, the evidence from some other
sites are discussed in this section. A number of sites dating to the historical period have
been excavated in North India, a few of which have been fully published. Among those
excavated sites, the evidence from Saheth in the northern Uttar Pradesh and Sonkh in
the western Uttar Pradesh, from which the ceramic evidence in stratigraphic contexts is
available, are to be examined 1). In additon, some evidence from Asthal Bohar Majra,
which is situated 34 km east of Farmana, is also to be dealt with. The evidence from
Kanmer, a site located in Gujarat is also to be included in my discussion in this section.

Asthal Bohar Majra
This site that is located in the southern suburbs of the modern city of Rohtak is a large‐
scale settlement, possibly an urban centre in the ancient times. A number of potsherds
that have been collected by Vivek Dangi (per. comm.) exhibit a set of homogeneous
features, which can represent a single ceramic phase. It may be also noteworthy that a
number of stone sculptures of the Gurjara‐Pratihara style have been recovered in the
vicinity of this site.
The potsherds collected from the surface of this site comprise of bowls, pots and lids.
The dominant type of bowls is the conical bowl (Figure 11: 1 ‐ 5), which shows a
shallow profile compared to the ones from Rang Mahal and Farmana. These bowls
have the trace of string‐cut on the external surface of the base. A shallow bowl or a
plate (Figure 11: 7) shows paintings on its internal side; a set of triangles on the rim and
a plant motif on the central portion of the internal surface.
The pots include the short‐necked ones and the medium‐necked ones. Simple plain rim
(Figure 11: 10, 11, 17, 18, 20), slightly thickened rim with a groove (Figure 11: 12, 14, 16,
19, 21) or triangular‐sectioned rim (Figure 11: 13, 15) are associatedwith them. Figure
11: 21 has an additional clay layer with diagonal incised strokes on the grooved rim. In
terms of the body shapes, the squat globular body with a round base (Figure 11: 17, 18),
the globular body with a flat base (Figure 11: 8, 9, 10, 12) and the carinated body
(Figure 11: 19 ‐ 21) are common. For decorations, the parallel incised grooves usually
placed on the upper part of the body (Figure 11: 12, 16, 17, 19, 21) are commonly seen
on many examples, but one specimen is decorated by parallel painted bands (Figure
11: 18). In terms of the manufacturing techniques, small pots are entirely modelled and
finished using a fast wheel, but one large pot with a carinated body has traces of the
paddle‐and‐anvil technique (Figure 11: 21). This specimen is coated with a slurry on
the lower part of its body.
A lid with a shape similar to the conical bowl and a ledge near the base on the internal
surafce can be compared with the ones from Dabri Ratan (Figure 5: 1 ‐ 3) and Farmana
(Figure 10: 9). In addition to these red ware pottery, a few glazed pottery, which can
broadly be placed around the end of the first millennium AD, have also been collected
(Figure 11: 22, 23). These specimens have a deep blue‐green glaze. Based on the surface
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observation of the site and the homogeneous nature of the red ware pottery, it appears
that these glazed pottery is not of a later date but is associated with the red ware
pottery collected with them.
Thus the evidence from Asthal Bohar Majra is broadly comarable with the Rang Mahal
pottery sharing a number of traits with the latter. The slight differences in shapes and
the presence of glazed pottery at this site may suggest a date later than the one of Rang
Mahal and Farmana.

Figure 11: Pottery from Asthal Bohar Majra
(1:6; drawn by the author with courtesy of Manmohan Kumar and V. Dangi)

Sonkh
The site of Sonkh, which is located in the Mathura district, Uttar Pradesh, was
excavated by a German team led by late H. Härtel in the field seasons of 1966 ‐ 1974
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(Härtel 1993). A cultural sequence consisting of eight periods was estableshed; Period I:
Painted Grey ware period, Period II: Maurya ‐ Sunga period, Period III: Mitra period,
Period IV: Kshatrapa ‐ Ramadatta period, Period V: Kushana period, Period VI: Gupta
‐ Early Medieval period, Period VII: Medieval period and Period VIII: Mughal ‐ Jat
period. Periods V and VI are relevant for this paper.
The pottery from Period V is clearly comparable with the one from Saheth Period II
which will be discussed later. For example, conical bowls with an incurved rim (Figure
12: 1, 2), medium‐necked pot with a trinagular‐sectioned rim (Figure 12: 3, 4) and
medium‐necked pot with a ridged neck (Figure 12: 5) are noteworthy in this correlation.
Stamped designs that are executed on shoulder, a spout with a floral base (Figure 12: 5)
and a spout moulded in a makara head are also common features in the ʹKushana
periodʹ. The cooking pots having a short neck and a carinated body (Figure 12: 7, 8)
clearly exhibit features different from the ones in the Rang Mahal pottery. The
sprinkler (Figure 12: 9) is also a common form in this general period of North India.

Figure 12: Pottery from Sonkh Period V (1:6; after Härtel 1993)
Period VI, which dates to the ʹGuptaʹ ‐ ʹEarly Medieval periodʹ, yielded bowls, pots,
sprinklers, pedestalled bowls with a handle, etc. The bowls include the conical bowl
with a straight rim (Figure 13: 1) that is comparable with Rang Mahal and Farmana. A
few specimens illustrated in the report have moulded designs on the external surface
(Figure 13: 2).
Among pots, short‐, medium‐ and tall‐necked pots can be seen; the rim portions are
distinctive by having projecting or expanding shapes (Figure 13: 4, 5, 8, 11, 12, 14, 15).
Figure 13: 6 has a disc‐shaped projection on the neck, which has a clear parallel at Rang
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Figure 13: Pottery from Sonkh Period VI (1:6; after Härtel 1993)
Mahal (Figure 2: 11). The overturned rim as seen in Figure 13: 8, 11 and 12 is also
distinctive. Figure 13: 16 having an additional clay layer with an impressed pattern on
the rim resembles the example from Asthal Bohar Majra (Figure 11: 21). For the body
shape, the globular body with a rounded base, the globular body with a flat base and
the carinated body with a rounded base are noticeable. The specimens with a carinated
body exhibit the formal features common to the ones at Rang Mahal and Farmana
(Figure 13: 14, 15, 16). Many specimens with spout whose shapes are different from the
ones in Period V can be compared with the examples from Rang Mahal and Dabri
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Ratan. In terms of decorations, parallel incised grooves and paintings are predominant,
the latter having birds and parallel bands. The bird motif can be compared with the
ones from Rang Mahal and Farmana. The sprinkler is also present in this period
(Figure 13: 17). This form was reported similarly in the ʹKushana periodʹ and ʹGupta
periodʹ at Saheth. The pedestalled bowl with a handle is also commonly seen at some
ʹGuptaʹ period sites in North India including Saheth.
Thus the evidence from Period VI at Sonkh obviously has a set of elements common to
the Rang Mahal pottery. It is also noteworthy that the pottery from Period V or the
ʹKushana periodʹ exhibits clear differences from the one of the succeeding Period VI or
the ʹGupta periodʹ.
For dating Period V to the ʹKushana periodʹ, Härtel depended on brick sizes, the styles
of Brahmi scripts seen on terracotta sealings and other terracotta objects, and Kushana
coins ranging from the period of Vima Kadphises to Vasudeva I along with features of
the excavated ceramics. For Period VI, no datable object was found except for some
scuptures that can date to the ʹGupta periodʹ, so the ceramic evidence is solely used for
demarcating this period. However the presence of Indo‐Sasanian coins datable to the
10th century AD and Delhi‐Sultanate coins of the succeeding periods recovered from
Period VII makes the date of Period VI to the ʹGuptaʹ ‐ ʹEarly Medieval periodʹ
reasonable.

Saheth
The site of Saheth (27.51 N, 82.04 E), located in the Gonda and Bahraich districts, Uttar
Pradesh and identified with Jetavana, one of the Buddhist holy places of North India
(Cunningham 1871; Vogel 1911; Marshall 1914), was extensively excavated by a joint
team of Kansai University, Osaka and the Archaeological Survey of India in the field
seasons between 1986 and 1989 yielding a vast number of pottery ranging from the
ʹSunga periodʹ to the ʹmedieval periodʹ that terminates around the 12th century AD
(Aboshi and Sonoda eds. 1997; Yoneda 1997). Based on the holistic study of artefacts
found from various structural phases and contexts and a few C14 dates, the following
cultural periods were demarcated; Period I: ʹSunga periodʹ, Period II: ʹKushana periodʹ,
Period III: ʹGupta periodʹ and Period IV: ʹpost‐Gupta periodʹ. Periods II and III are
relevant to this paper.
A number of conical bowls with a straight rim were found from Period III (Figure 14: 8
‐ 16). Bowls decorated with moulded designs are also present (Figure 14: 17). Among
lids, a type having a conical body with a flat base, an out‐turned rim and a solid knob
is predominant. Bowls and lids are commonly modelled on fast wheel, among which
the conical bowls and lids have the traces of string‐cut on the external surface of the
base.
For pots belonging to Period III, medium‐necked pot with a rectangular sectioned rim
(Figure 14: 19, 20, 22), medium‐necked pot with an out‐turned neck with a grooved rim
(Figure 14: 21), short‐necked pot with a neck sharpely turned from the body (Figure 14:
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Figure 14: Pottery from Saheth
(1:6; redrawn from Yoneda 1997 with partial modification)
23 ‐ 25, 27, 29) and short‐necked pot with a carinated body (Figure 14: 28, 30, 31) are
predominant. Figure 14: 30 and 31, which can clearly be identified as cooking utensils
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by the presence of carbonized slurry on their lower body, have a shallow body that
might be classified as a bowl, but their resemblance to the cooking pots from Rang
Mahal and other sites cannot be ignored. Some specimens of pots have a spout (Figure
14: 32). The decorations on pots are very rare and simple consisting of parallel incised
grooves (Figure 14: 21, 22, 27, 30), although a few specimens have some motifs made by
the incised technique. No painted example was identified among the vast amount of
pottery belonging to this period. In terms of the manufacturing techniques of pots, the
rotational smoothing is applied to the neck portion and the paddle‐and‐anvil technique
to the body, which are similar to the Rang Mahal pottery.
In the preceding Period II, the pottery exhibits a set of features different from the one
in Period III. For bowls, the overall shape having a conical profile is common to the
ones in Period III, but the rim portion is distinctively incurved in almost all specimens
(Figure 14: 1 ‐ 5). This is a feature common to the specimens from Sonkh Period V. For
pots, the medium‐necked pot having a triangular‐sectioned rim is predominant (Figure
14: 6, 7). Their relatively simle rim exhibits a clear contrast with the complex rim
shapes in Period III.
The pottery from Saheth Period II and Sonkh Period V can commonly be seen at a
number of sites covering the entire North India; Ahichchhatra Stratum IV (Ghosh and
Panigrahi 1946), Rajghat Periods II and III (Narain and Roy 1977), Kausambi (Sharma
1969), Sringaverapura (Lal 1993) and so on. The evidence comparable with Saheth
Period III is also prevalent at a number of ʹGupta periodʹ sites (e.g. Ahichchhatra
Stratum III and Rajghat IV).

Kanmer
The evidence similar to the Rang Mahal pottery has also been recovered at Kanmer
(Period IV) situated in the Little Rann of Kacchchh, Gujarat (23.42 N, 70. 86 E) (Uesugi
and Meena 2012).
The conical bowls shows the same formal features as those from Rang Mahal, Farmana
and Saheth. These specimens from Kanmer are identical in their manufacturing
technique using a fast wheel with the ones from North India.
One medium‐necked pot with an overturned rim with a groove (Figure 15: 14) can be
compared with the examples of pots from Rang Mahal, Farmana, Sonkh and Saheth.
Carinated pots coated with a slurry on the external surface are also present (Figure 15:
20, 21). Besides, paintings (Figure 15: 10, 12 ‐ 18) and rippled appliqué bands are also
noticeable. The sprinkler is also a form common to North India. The manufacturing
technique of pots using the rotational smoothing and the paddle‐and‐anvil technique is
common to the north as well. A few specimens are found to have been finished by the
burnishing technique (Figure 15: 19).
Thus, in spite of slight differences, the ceramic evidence from Kanmer Period IV can be
compared with the Rang Mahal pottery.
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Figure 15: Pottery from Kanmer (1:6; after Uesugi and Meena 2012)
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Period IV at this site has yielded two C14 dates (Table 2), which exbihit dates in the
fourth century AD, although we must admit that only two dates cannot cover the
entire time‐span of the Rang Mahal‐related pottery of this site. These dates can fit in
the general chronology of the Rang Mahal pottery and its comparable evidence.
Table 2: C14 Dates from Kanmer Period IV Which Suggest the Date of the Rang
Mahal‐Related Pottery from this Site (After Kharakwal et al. eds. 2012)
Lab. No.

Context

PLD‐
13115

Central
Area/
Period IV/
Layers 3‐5

PLD‐
13116

Central
Area/
Period IV/
Layers 3‐5

Conventional
Radiocarbon Age
(rounded) (yrBP±1 σ)

Calibrated
Dates (1δ)

Caribrated
Dates (2δ)

1710±15

263AD(14.4%)
277AD
330AD(53.8%)
383AD

257AD(28.7%)
301AD
317AD(66.7%)
395AD

1710±15

263AD(14.6%)
278AD
330AD(53.6%)
383AD

257AD(29.0%)
301AD
317AD(66.4%)
395AD

The discussion made above can be summarized as follows (Figures 16 ‐ 18).
1)

The evidence from Rang Mahal, Dabri Ratan and Farmana represents an identical
ceramic style including forms, shapes, manufacturing techniques and decorations.
Thus, the specimens from these sites represent the typical Rang Mahal pottery.

2)

The evidence from Sonkh Period VI can be considered either as a part of the Rang
Mahal pottery or as being contemporary with the Rang Mahal pottery, in spite of
some differences such as the limited occurrence of painted pottery.

3)

The evidence from Saheth Period III also shares a number of formal and technical
features with the Rang Mahal pottery, although the absence of paintings must not
be underestimated.

4)

At Sonkh and Saheth, the ceramic evidence that is parallel with the Rang Mahal
pottery were found in deposits overlying the ones with so‐called ʹKushana periodʹ
pottery. This means that the Rang Mahal pottery and its related pottery must come
after the ʹKushana period potteryʹ that has a widespread distribution in North
India. This opinion of putting the Rang Mahal pottery in a period succeeding the
ʹKushana periodʹ can be corroborated by numismatic evidence and C14 dates. It is
likely that the transition from the ʹKushana periodʹ pottery to the ʹRang Mahalʹ
pottery or ʹGuptaʹ pottery may have started in the late Kushana period as implied
by the evidence from Rang Mahal itself (Rydh 1959). A gradual transition from the
ʹKushana periodʹ pottery to the ʹGupta periodʹ pottery can be traced at some sites
including Saheth and its adjacent urban centre at Maheth. The evidence from
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Asthal Bohar Majra demonstrates the continuity of the Rang Mahal pottery or
ʹGupta periodʹ pottery well into the last centuries of the first millennium AD.
5)

The discussions above point to the ʹGuptaʹ and ʹpost‐Guptaʹ or ʹEarly Medievalʹ
periods for the major time‐period for the Rang Mahal pottery (a time range from
the fourth to 10th centuries AD is tentatively proposed here).

6)

The evidence from Kanmer suggests that the Rang Mahal pottery with distinctive
paintings has a widespread influence not only in norther Rajasthan but also as far
south as the Rann of Kacchchh.

Figure 16: Comparisons of Representative Vessel Forms

Summary and Conclusions
The chronologiocal position of the Rang Mahal pottery was reexamined in this paper
focusing on some well‐documented sites, that is Farmana, Sonkh and Saheth. As a
result of discussions, it appears that the Rang Mahal pottery developed mainly in the
ʹGuptaʹ and ʹpost‐Guptaʹ periods, although the date of transition from the ʹKushana
periodʹ pottery to the Rang Mahal pottery must be carefully examined in future. It has
also turned out that the Rang Mahal pottery exhibits formal and technological
similarities to the ʹGupta periodʹ pottery in North India.
One of the problems that needs serious arguments is the terminology used for the
archaeological chronology. The terms ʹMauryan periodʹ, ʹSunga periodʹ, ʹKushana
periodʹ and ʹGupta periodʹ are universally used in the archaeological chronology in
North India, but the dynastic names given for each cultural period never indicate the
actual dates of the cultural periods. In other words, it has not been well discussed
whether the change in material culture can be correlated with the dynastic histories or
with the change of political control from one dynasty to the other. Numismatic
evidence may help us to give an approximate date to the cultural period in which the
evidence is found, if the context in which (a) coin(s) is/are found is proved to be
primary and usueful for dating, but what is more seriously needed is the establishment

146

Uesugi 2014: 125‐151

of ceramic sequence and relative chronology in much more refined manner based on
well‐documented stratigraphic evidence and C14 dates. Regarding the Rang Mahal
pottery, the presence of the Kushana coins gave a strong impression that this ceramic
style belongs to the ʹKushana periodʹ, but reexamination of the evidence available from
other sites has reconfirmed its major part of its chronological distribution in the ʹGuptaʹ
and ʹpost‐Guptaʹ period (These dynastic terms must be avoided in future).

Figure 17: Comparisons of Representative Vessel Forms
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Figure 18: Comparisons of Representative Vessel Forms
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While placing the Rang Mahal pottery in the mid‐ to the late first millennium AD in a
broad sense, the problem that requires attention is the origin of the paintings in the
Rang Mahal pottery. The evidence from sites to the west of Yamuna including Sonkh,
Farmana, Dabri Ratan and Rang Mahal exhibits that the paintings were a vital element
of the Rang Mahal pottery, whereas in the region to the east of Ganga no painting are
to be found. This evidence indicates that the Ganga‐Yamuna doab was a kind of
boundary in terms of painted Rang Mahal pottery.
In order to understand this regional variation in the spatial distribution pattern of
painted pottery, we need extensive data from many more sites. If the presence of
paitings is probed to be a regional cultural manifestations in the region to the west of
Yamuna or in the Ghaggar plains, which is the place of origin of these paintings? As no
painted pottery has been found from any ʹKushana periodʹ site in North India, it
appears that the paintings which characterize the Rang Mahal pottery were introduced
from some region around the third or fourth centuries AD. Besides, the widespread
distribution of the Rang Mahal pottery over Rajasthan, Haryana and Gujarat suggests
that the paintings played a pivotal role in the dispersal of this pottery over these
regions. The future study on the Rang Mahal pottery must be proceeded by
scrutinizing the origin and spread of the paintings of this pottery and by
understanding their historical background and importance.
Whether the paintings are present or absent, the widespread similarities in the formal
and technical fators in North India during the mid‐ and late first millennium AD is
another issue to be better discussed and understood. It can contribute to our
understanding of the history of this period by revealing how this widespread similarity
came into existence.
So many issues and tasks are awaiting serious attentions from archaeologists. Among
them, the establishment of detailed ceramic sequence and chronology is the most
important issue. I shall close this brief paper on the historical pottery of the northern
part of the Indian Subcontinent, expecting further progress in this field of South Asian
archaeology.
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Notes
1) A brief report on the pottery from Ahichchhatra marks the beginning of the study on
the historical pottery of North India (Ghosh and Panigrahi 1946). The ceramic evidence
from stratigraphic contexts at this site ranging from a time periodprior to 300 BC to
1100 AD was described in the report and provided a starting point for the
establishment of the ceramic sequence and chronology in North India. I did not
thouroughly refer to this report in this paper as published drawings of pottery is not so
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plentiful. It does not mean that I am negligent towards the importance of this report by
Ghosh and Panigrahi.
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