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Fanr Hawass

UR (Ar,, Tell el-Mugayyar), site located in southern Mes-
opotamia (modern Iraq) along a former branch of the Eu-
phrates River (30°56' N, 46°%08' E). The site was identified
as Urin the 18508 by the British consul at Basra, ], B, Tavlor,
who was employed by the British Museum to investigate a
number of southern Mesopotamian sites, about which al-
most nothing was known at the time. He dug at the corners
of the ziggurat mound a1 the site, uncovering a number of
baked clay cylinders inscribed in cuneiform. The inscrip-
tions detail the history of the building of the Ziggurat and
named the city as Ur, which for many people implied an
identification with the biblieal ¢ity of Ur of the Chaldees, the
birthplace of Abraham (G, r1:28-31).

Following Taylor’s work, the site was left untouched until
nearly the end of the century, when a team from the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania excavated there briefly. Immediately
fellowing World War I, R. Campbell Thompson and H, R.
Hall tried their luck, It is C. Leonard Waoalley, however,
director of twelve field seasons at the site ( 1922-1934), who
15 credited with most of the archaeological work ar Ur.

The Woolley expedition was jointly sponsored by the
University Museum of the University of Pennsylvania and
the British Museum. It was a model for its time in rerms of
the quality of much of the fieldwork and the timeliness and
thoroughness with which the work was published. Woolley's
engaging and prolific popular prose, his flair for publicity,
the spectacular nature of some of his finds, and the connec-
tions he drew between Ur and the Bible all combined 1o
produce strong public interest in his work., rivaling thar elic-
ited by King Tumnkhamun's tomb in Egypt. Since 1934,
work at the site has been limited to that associated with the
restoration of the ziggurat by Iragi archasologists,

Ur was occupied for approximately four thousand vears,

from the Ubaid (fifth millennium) to the MNeo-Babylon
{(mid-first millennium BeE) periods. However, as is invm
ably the cuse on large, deeply stratfied Near Fa
mounds, the earlier phases of occupation have been ar fe
extensively investipated because of their inaccessibiliry, U
long history has also played a role in limiting sceess 0]
past. The city reached its zenith in the Ur HI period {
2100-2000 BCE), when it was the capital of an ETTPID
its kings undertook extensive building programs, obsey e
carlier structures, Woolley’s predilection for excavatin i
the so-called Temenos area of the site—the location,
very early in Ur’s history, of major temples and other ¢ at
orate buildings—also contributes to a picture of life at I
that is heavily, albeit not exclusively, centered around g
community’s religious and civie core,

To explore the early occupations of U, Woolley in
structed his workmen to sink several deep test pits.
the fourth-millennium occupational layers (see below) the
encountered 4 thick, culturally sterile layer thought 1 b
been deposited by the action of water, This was quickh
dubbed the “Flood Stratum™ and interpreted as the
nants of the biblical flood. In fact, the deposit may be.
wind-borne dune or, if water-borne, a product of just
of many floods that were common occurrences in )
potamia prior to© modern damming of the rivers,

Below the sterile “Flood” deposit were the remaing g
Ubaid occupation. Ur may have reached a size of 10 hg 2
acres) in the Ubaid period, making it one of a number
larger towns amid a landscape of predominantly small v
lages. However, the remains that Woolley excavared reves
a picture of ordinary domestic life. No intact architectus
wiis recognized, but bits of mud brick and remnants of resd
and-mud constructions were recovered, mixed with domes
tic debris including pottery with simple painted designs
stone tools for a variety of cutting, pounding, and grindin
tasks: sickles made of highly fired clay; and spindle whorls,

In addition o the domestic remains, the excavarions e
countered a small number of Ubaid graves. Individuals WETE
interred on their back, accompanied by a few Pots, Do
sionally clay figurines, and more rarely beads or animal
bones. There are few differences in the ways these ing
uals were treated at death, apart from distinctions attrib it
able to age and sex.

The scanty excavated remains from the Uruk and Jemidet
Nasr periods (c. 39002900 BCE) are nevertheless suffi il
to suggest that Ur remained a town of some impurtm_
Excavations around the later ziggurat revealed an Uruken o

rind temple platform, consisting of 4 terrace wall busilt of
characteristically Uruk Riemchen bricks (square in cross see ,
tion) and & floor strewn with thousands of the clay cones
favored for decorating the facades of public buildings of this
period. Elsewhere on the site pottery kilns accompanied by
masses of pottery were uncovered. A portion of an exte
vemetery was also excavated. Woolley attributed the proves.



o the Jemdet Nasr period, but recent reevaluations assign
them to the Uruk through Early Dynastic Il periods. Bodies
Jay on their side in a crouched position, frequently accom-
“panied by clay pots, stone vessels, and beads, and less often
by metal (copper or lead) vessels or other small copper
In the succeeding Early Dynastic period (. 2900-2350
8ok}, the temple platform, already prominent in the Uruk
and Jemdet Nasr periods, was rebuilt at least twice, Kirch-
- gns, storerooms, and a senes of rooms interpreted by Wool-
ley as shrines were found on top of it. The temple that was
presumably the principal building on this platform 15 not
 directly attested, having been bured beneath the massive
giggurat built by the Ur Il king Ur-Nammu.

Not far from the temple platform was a rubbish dump,
known as the seal-impression strata (SIS). The dump in-
cuded burnt mud-brick debris, pottery, clay tablets, and the
many clay sealings from which the strata take their name.
Based on its location as well as its contents, the rubbish
probably derives from temple or civic buildings of the Early
Dynastic period. The seal impressions include those known
a8 the city seal impressions because of their protecuneiform
symbols, which are thought to stand for city names. The
sealings had been used to close doors, presumably of store-
rooms, as well as jars and other containers. The relative fre-
quency with which certain city names Co-00Cur may relate
o the strength of economic connections berween cities.

Dug into this rubbish dump were the graves of the Royal
Cemetery, The cemetery was used as a burial place from
the Early Dynastic 1l through the Post-Akkadian periods
(c. 2600—2100 BCE) and contained approximately two thou-
sand graves {although many badly disturbed ones were un-
reported). The cemetery derives its name from sixteen of
the graves, all of which date to the earliest portion of its use.
Unlike the hundreds of other graves, these sixteen, known
48 the Royal Tombs, contained brick and/or stone chambers
in which the dead were placed. All of the tombs contained
multiple burials of individuals apparently placed in the grave
1o accompany the principal deceased person {**human sac-
rifice’), Where subsequent disturbance did not remove the
evidence, the tombs included great riches of precious metal
and semiprecious stone jewelry, COntainers, Weaponry, mu-
sical instruments, seals, and furniture. However, as Woolley
himself pointed out, a number of the so-called private graves
also contained similar types and quantities of riches. What
best distinguished the “royal” tombs were their construction
and seeming evidence of human sacrifice.

On the basis of the treatment of the deceased and the
discovery in several of the tombs of inseribed artifacts nam-
ing a person as “king” or “queen,” Woolley argued that
these were the tombs of rovalty, However, none of the in-
scribed artifacts were found directly associated with the
principal deceased individual, and they may have been gifis
from others, rather than possessions of the dead person. Al-
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though it cannot be stated with certainty who was buried in
the Roval Cemetery graves, a consideration of the full range
of interments and comparison with burial practices at con-
temporary sites suggest that the Roval Cemetery includes
personnel from both religious and civic institutons.

Apart from the continuing use of the Royal Cemertery for
burial, there is little direct evidence of the Akkadian period
at Ur, although contemporary texts indicate that it remained
an important city. An alabaster disk showing a ritual act of
libation has an inscribed dedication from Enheduanna, who
was a daughter of Sargon, the founder of the Akkadian dv-
nasty, Enheduanna served as en-priestess (high priestess) of
Nanna. the patron god of Ur. Enheduanna’s installation in
the post of en-priestess at Ur may represent one means by
which Sargon sought to cloak his rule of the many city-srates
of Sumer and Akkad in a manile of traditional leginmacy.

For approximately & century, from about 2100 0 2000
see. Ur was the capital of an empire known today as Ur 1.
During this time; as well as during the subsequent two cen-
turies. Ur was an important port of trade linking Mesopo-
ramia with the lands along the Gulf and beyond. The empire
iz also well known for its elaborate burcaucracy, as attested
by the large number of tablets dealing with accounting mat-
ters that have been recovered from sites of this period. The
city itself artained a size of at least 50 ha (124 acres),

The first king of the dynasty, Ur-Nammu, began an am-
bitious program of building at Ur; what 1s known of this
construction is confined primarily to the central religious
arei. Many of the buildings were finished or elaborated by
King Shulgi, Ur-Nammu's son. Although the destruction of
Ur by the Elamites at the end of the Ur T1I dynasty resulted
in the razing of most of these buildings, the foundations pro-
vide an idea of the layout of the core of the city.

A large raised area, dubbed the Temenos by Woollev, was
dedicated to the moon god, Nanna, and his wife, Mingal, as
indicated by inscribed foundation deposits.  Prominent
within the Temenos was the ziggurat built by Ur-Nammu,
on top of which the main temple probably stood, although
no trace of it remains, The other buildings on the ziggurat
terrace were badly destroyed at the end of the Ur 11 period
but are thought w have served similar functions t© those of
the Farly Dynastic period. The use of the Great Court of
Nanna, a sunken court immediately in front of the ziggurat
terrace, is unclear: Woolley's interpretation of it as a storage
building for offerings brought to the temples has been chal-
lenged: it may have served as a place where the people of
the city could approach the deities and the sacred symbols
of them. Other buildings within the Temenos include the
Ehursag, possibly a palace; the Ganunmah (called Enun-
makh by Woolley), which included a bank of storage cham-
bers: and the Giparu, built over Early Dynastic remains of
a similar building and serving as the dwelling of the -
priestesses as well as their burial place. Although there is
little archaeological evidence for the Ur ITI city outside the
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Temenos, there are indications that it was enclosed by a wall
and surrounded by river channels or canals on all bur s
southern side.

The carved monument known as the stela of Ur-Nammuy
was found in picces scattered around the Zggurat terrace
(see figure 1), Large portions of it were not recovered, but
the remaining fragments show scenes of Ur-Nammu recejv-
ing orders to build Nanna’s temple and illustrations of ani-
mal sacrifice and musicians that may represent a celebration
following the completion of the building project. The in-
scriptions on the stela include a list of canals built by order
of Ur-Nammu,

Although much at least of the city’s central area was de-

UR, Figure t.

Stale erected by Ur-Nawsm, Dated to the third dy-
misty. (Courtesy ASOR Archives)

stroyed in abour 2000 BCE, presu mably by i
Elamites, the city was soon rebuilt by the kings of the
city of Isin, who claimed to be the legitimate heirs of the Uy
HI state. Although Ur no longer served as the political caps
ital, it functioned as an important religious and comme
center during the Isin-Larsa period (€. 2000-1760 BOE).
city reached its maximum areal extent of at least 6o ha (1
acres), and settlement in the immediately surrounding e
gion seems o have peaked.
Excavations in the Temenos areq provide testimony o th 3
rebuilding of many structures within it. In various excava-
tions around the city outside the Temenos, Woolley's wirk
revealed residential quarters. Extensive exposures of do=
mestic buildings were made in two central locations: the area
known as EM, dose to the southwestern edge of the Te
menos, and the AH area, somewhat farther to the southegs)
Numerous clay tablets found in the houses have been in
preted as indicating that the EM area was inhabited p
marily by temple officials, whereas the occupants of the AHY
houses were more diverse. Both residential areas are come
posed of densely packed buildings separated by narrg ¥y
winding streets. The houses are typically built around ag
open central courtyard onto which most of the remai
rooms opened. Woolley argued thar the houses conta
two stories, a contention that has been challenged. Nearly
half of the houses contain g room that appears, on the basi
of its internal features. 1o have been used as a chapel, The
functions of other rooms are more difficult 1o specify bes
cause of the infrequency of features or lack of 'mfnnmti:#
on where in the buildings artifacts were found. Nunuﬂaeleu}
the size, shape, and positioning of rooms shows L‘unsidl:rllﬂ_é:
consistency among houses, Interestingly, fewer than 10 per-
cent of the houses contain a clearly identifiable kitchen,
dicating that cooking and baking must often have taken
place outside the home. '
Individuals of all ages were buriad beneath the floors of
the houses, in simple pits, clay coffins, pots, or brick tombs,
accompunied by a range of pottery and jewelry, incladi
beads, bracelets, finger rings, and earrings, Some mdjvi
received greater wealth in grave offerings than others,
With the rise of Babylon in the eighteenth century Hﬁmnnd;lf
continuing environmental degradation in southern Sumer,
Ur's fortunes, as well as those of the other southern cines,
began to decline. The city wall of Ur and many of the major
public buildings were once again razed, this time following
a major rebellion by the southern cities against Babylon's
overlordship in about 1740 BeE. Nonetheless, the city re-
mained oceupied, and there is no indication of substintial
destruction in the residential areas excavated. During the
next few centuries people repaired and reused standing
houses, rather than build new ones, and continued the prag-
tice of burying their dead beneath house floors. In about
1400 BCE, the Kassite king Kurigalzu restored many of the
religious buildings in the Temenos areq, Accompanying the



ved building in the city was a proliferation of rural set-
menl.
Although the city remained occupied for another millen-
it seems not to have regained its earlier glory. A sev-
: BCE governor undertook restoration and some
: building activities in the Temenos area, and the Neo-
ian kings Nebuchadrezzar (6o4-562 ror) and Na-
s (555-530 BGE) had the ziggurat, Temenos wall, and
residential areas rebuilt. However, not long after, in
-ahout 400 BCE, the city was abandoned.,
{See also Isin; Larsa; Mesopotamia, article en Ancient
. Mesopotamia; Ubaid; and Uruk-Warka.]
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Susan PoLLoce

URARTU. The highland state of Urartu stretched from
the castern bank of the upper Euphrates River to the western
shores of Lake Urmia, and from the mountain passes of
northern Irag o the Caucasus Mountains. The kingdom
dominared castern Anatolia in the eighth and seventh cen-
turies Bee. It is noteworthy historically for its nvalry with
Assyria and archaeologically for its massive fortress archi-
tecture and sophisticated metalwork. For a ime, Urartu was
the strongest state in the Near East. Its distinctive and rel-
atively uniform culture. much of it imposed from above, w
judge fram the royal focus of the surviving documentary and
archacological evidence, permeared this realm. Urartu’s glo-
ries, however, were relatively short lived and were forgotten
goon after the kingdom fell vicdm to a violent destruction in
the late zeventh or early sixth century BCE. Even the name
of Urartu faded from view: it was mransformed into Ararat
by later vocalizations imposed on the Hebrew Bible.
Origins. The word Urartu is taken from Assyrian records,
not from those of the Urartian people themselves, who called
their kingdom Bianili, When it first appears in texts in the
thirteenth-century 8CE in the variant form Uruatri, the term
has geographic rather than political connotations, It desig-
nates a land divided among petty kingdoms in the vicinity
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