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ABSTRACT

After the discovery of Harappa in 1921 many sitédh wame archaeological material have been explaret
excavated in India and Pakistan, particularly idus and Ghaggar basins; as well as the area ofs@oin Pakistan and
Guijarat in India. The terminology used for thistatdl complex is the “Harappan culture”. Sites witie same specific
types or classes of artefacts are usually groupiedthe same archaeological culture. Archaeologdiate further divided
the Harappan cultural sequence into three periads ‘Pre-Harappan’, ‘Mature Harappan’ and ‘Postdfgan’. This
periodization is based on artefactual material veped from different sites. But, some scholars userhs like ‘Early-
Harappan’ and ‘Late-Harappan’ to indicate the tittorsal phases between above mentioned three &goglization. To
avoid confusion regarding these terminologies nadghe scholars treated ‘Pre-Harappan’ and ‘Earydppan’ as the
same; and ‘Post-Harappan’ and ‘Late-Harappan’ aityil But the problems rose with some ‘so calledstPor Late-
Harappan regional cultures like the Bara culturehef Sutlej basin and OCP culture of the Ganga-Yearhasin. Bara
culture which spread over the areas of presenfdenab, Haryana and Western Utter Pradesh existbdPre-Harappan
and Mature Harappan cultures and continued in tte-Harappan period without any break. The eartias¢s for the
above culture come from the site of Mahorana itridisSangrur, Punjab i.e. 2300 BCE; is interlockeith Painted Grey
ware culture at the site of Bhagwanpura districtikshetra, Haryana. Another culture i.e. OCP remaimoblematic. It
doesn’t come up with Pre-Harappan and Harapparxbgvation but the dating provided by TL method ipltack to the
latter half of third millennium BCE. At the sameipbof time Pre-Harappan and Harappan culture vilergishing in
Sutlej and Ghaggar basin. So, the question tha¢sis that in which particular terminological tkgiccan these cultures

be placed? My paper attempts to look at this probté issue by taking up the instance of the Batauce.
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INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the sites of Harappa and MohergoeDn 1921 and 1922 respectively pushed back atesdf
the Proto-Historic period from 1500 BCE to the dhmillennium BCE. The then director general of Aaeblogical Survey
of India, Sir John Marshall termed this culture the ‘Indus Civilization’. After that many sites Witthe same
archaeological material have been excavated andrexpin India and Pakistan and even in Afghanisparticularly in
the Indus and Ghaggar basins; as well as the dr&hdlistan in Pakistan and Gujarat in India. Tqd#ys cultural

complex is largely known as the ‘Harappan Culture’.

Sites with the same specific types or classestefamts are usually grouped into the same archgiealoculture.
Stratification analysis of these sites suggeststii@Harappan period can be divided into the Paeaplpan, Harappan and
Post- Harappan. Some scholars also used termsHiy-Harappan’ and ‘Late-Harappan’ to indicate ttransitional

phases between the above mentioned three tielipgiezation. To avoid confusion regarding these faologies most of
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the scholars treated ‘Pre-Harappan’ and ‘Early-Hpsa’ as the same; and ‘Post-Harappan’ and ‘Lateqbfsan’
similarly. The Post/Late-Harappan term that is useddentify the last phase of the Harappan culisr@entified and
scattered in a wide area in different regions. Adoc@ to Mughal (1990) “the ‘Late-Harappan’ withfegeence to the
principal and best known sites yielding distincttenel is used here to express (a) chronologicaltjpm of such ‘late’
material, (b) cultural continuity with the Harappaeinilization, and (c) character of specific arcbimgical material.” If
these three criterions are enough to set a cuittoethe ‘Late-Harappan’ box then we face a seriprgblem vis-a-vis
many archaeological cultures. Prime among thesehareéBara culture of the Sutlej and the Ghaggambaand OCP
culture of the Ghaggar, the Yamuna and the Gangiasa

Ochre-coloured Pottery (OCP) culture: As the nandicates the pottery type OCP is ochreous in colbus ill
fired, wheel made, fine to medium clay, red slippé@th painted with black colour. This ware is mgstcattered in the
Ganga-Yamuna doab. The main character of this pyotype is that if we rub its surface it leaves m@aius colour on the
fingers. It was first discovered at the site of titwpura by B. B. Lal stratigraphically from its#est levels in 1954 The
same pottery was earlier reported from Bisauliigtratt Badaun and Rajpur Parsu in district BijmdrUttar Pradesh and
from the same sites the so called ‘Copper Hoards'evalso reported. After that many sites yieldesl tame pottery

complex.

The entire red ware belonging to the OCP periodlmadivided into three groups: (1) genuine OCPoasd at
Atranjikhera, Saipai, Lal Qila, Noh etc.; (2) OCRthwHarappan influence as found at Bahadrabad, Aimiya etc.; (3)
Late-Harappan ware with OCP influence as found lamiirpur, Bargaon ett.Suraj Bhan suggested on typological
grounds the classification of the so called OCP itwo broad groups’ viz. (a) OCP (Ambakheri) ang ®CP
(Atranjikhera) after the type sites representirg ¢haracteristic ceramic complexes of the two gsotfe also pointed out
that the OCP (Ambakheri) concentrated mainly inrtbethern doab, represented a mere degeneratesl cftdlge Mitathal
IIB ware. The OCP (Atranjikhera) on the other haegdresented a different tradition which was morenmmn in the
Central doab and the adjoining parts of the Rajastind Uttar Prade’$hSharma compare the Bahadrabad OCP’s painted

motifs with Bara painted motifsThe influence of the Harappan on OCP is visiblly @nterms of a few limited shapes.

The copper hoards were reported from many sites BRhadrabad in district Haridwar, Nasirpur in ritst
Saharanpur, Jhinjhana in Muzaffarnagar, Saipaistridt Etawah, Bisauli and Rajpur Parsu and OCR algo reported
from these sites. A dozen sherds from four sitasamjikhera, Lal Qila, Jhinjhana and Nasirpur, wesamined in the
Archaeological Research Laboratory, Oxford and weated to between 2600 and 1200 BC by the therninkstence

method”

Bara Culture: The Bara assemblage was discovered.DySharma in 1955 while excavating at the sit¢he
Bara"" After the discovery of the site a new chapter wpsned in the field of Harappan civilization stidighe pottery
of the Bara is well levigated, wheel-turned andihg\a slip of brownish dull colour with paintings chocolate or black
colour. It is well known for its exterior incisedecbration. House structures associated with thex Batture were of
kankar stone and mud bricks. Articles of copper, faielacel bone also constituted a part of Bara assemblHgye
excavated sites where Bara material is found agesites of Bara, Ropar, Dhermajra, Kotla Nihang rKled district
Rupnagar, Sanghol and Dadheri of Fatehgarh Satbir&kand Mahorana of Sangrur, Sunet of Ludhiaretp&lon and
Nagar of Jullundur in Punjab, UT Chandigarh, Rafat ka Qila, Bhagwanpura and Daulatpur of Kuruktshdistrict,

Balu of Jind, Banawali and Kunal of Fatehabad imyidaa and Hulas and Bargaon in Saharanpur and Adpungin
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Meerut district of Uttar Pradesh.

Earlier, it was propounded that the Bara culture lageneric relationship with the Pre-Harappanucelt
(Kalibangan I). Later, archaeologists changed thg&on towards a linear cultural progression to rta&imthree cultures
i.e., Pre-Harappan, Harappan and Bara, ranningylstrdown the timeline with the latter stages résglfrom the former.
Now the problem is that we can'’t classify Bara etdtas a merely Late-Harappan culture. Since Baltarel traits were
found with Pre-Harappan at Mahorana and Rohirgy) Wiature-Harappan at Ropar, Kotla Nihang Khan, Disgra and
Chandigarh, Late-Harappan at Banawali, Bhagwandaaheri, Katpalon, Nagar etc. one cannot simplyhis culture

into the Late-Harappan “box”.

Sharma grouped the material yielded from Mahoras#R® | into two sub period; IA and IB and dated thoth c.
2300 BCE to 2100 BCE and 2100 BCE to 1900 BCE mmdy."" “The salient feature of the Mahorana excavation is
that in a deposit measuring on an average 3.10 thickness, pottery of both the Pre-Harappan anch Baditions is

niX

found intermingled from the base to the top of @ii"™" The earliest dates known for the Bara cultureca2z300 BCE.
The excavation of Bhagwanpura district Kurukshétza yielded an interlocked assemblage of Late-Ham@@long with
Bara and Painted Grey Ware (PG¥\ccording to Agarwal “More than a scolt€ dates are available for the PGW sites.
Except for TF-191, all the other dates provide acket of ¢.800-350 BC for the PGW.Because the Baran were living
with PGW people in their later stages, that is Wiy latest dates for the Bara culture if not 80(EBBould be at least
1000 BCE. Now, we have a time span for the cultreadition of Bara culture between ¢.2300 BCE thdiest and ¢.1000

BCE the latest.

The above mentioned cultures have a rural ratter #m urban character. The problem is that in whidtural
frame should we fit these two cultures? The datihdpoth cultures crosscut the dates of HarappanLate-Harappan.
Bara culture has its ancestral linkage in termpaifting motifs of pottery with Pre-Harappan cudtsirof Kacchi plain,

Hakra, Ravi and Kalibangan I.
CONCLUSIONS

Both Bara and OCP material has also been found Miture Harappan at some sites. And both Bara a€0B O
material continues in the Post-Harappan contex¢. fEhminological confusion calls for a conferenfamhaeologists to
decide upon some general system of terms for rah@ssemblages like the ones discussed above. diogaio Possehl
“the tools to accomplish this task are availabltagpand they need only be applied to the materiaind and still buried

in ancient settlements™

The two cultures discussed above though termed at®e-Harappan’' are not technically falling in thime
bracket; moreover on the basis of the study ofattbefactual and structural remains of the OCP aach Bulture we can

conclude that they have a character distinct frioa of the Harappan culture.
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