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Rafat Kolisiski

@I.—.; ASSYRIAN OR OLD BABYLONIAN? THE
CULTURAL SETTING OF NORTHERN MESOPOTAMIA
AT THE BEGINNING OF THE 2°' MILLENIUM B.C..'

Ta the memory of David Catey

Cuﬂqul differences bevween the north and the south of Mesopotamia are
a charactenstic of the regron. Those differences start wath different environmental
conditions. Northern Mesopotamua is a shightly undulating plain_ very arid in the
south, but i the north, where there (s more tain, it is fertile and friendly to men.
southern Mesopotamia s a very dry, flar, alluvial plain traversed by rivers, the
number of which i antiquity was increased by canals providing imgation and
communication. The considerable distances between the fringes of Mesopotamia,
exceedng 1000 km, are alao important for the creation of cultural differences

As the fesult, it is possible to notice cultural distinctions between the south
and the north already in the prelustoric period (e g the socalled Northern Ubaid
clalttie, the ucal varety of Uruk culture), The written sources which appeared in
the ansth sometime in the 24" century BC also strengthen that impression In
the south, texts were witten in Sumerian, whereas in the narth they were written
In eatly didlects of Semitic languages related 1o Akkadian,” which implies populaton
differences, In the 2 millennium Akkadian was commonly used in all of
Mesopotamua, but the language evolved into two distiner dialeces (Assyrian,
showing archaic fearures, and Babylonian), which continued to exist alao dunng
the 1" millennium BC Since their existence reflected the political dualizm
characteristic Mesopotamian history, namely, the existence of two important

' The fext ws pransbred anto English by M Moje Hichiiics, 10 whicin the sithion e
mneyt thinka

! e thie ilution of the Semitic lingriagrs of the 3% mllennivm o Alkidan, of G Vatimatis,
L& |r|1|],'n:l' wsemnbbicte o Bila, Mane Tell nf‘jihl' i F, Matastine (nd ) Seoworc ol e af
Studies Presesstd s Feliy Farnzarilll by Pupds dmd Colfeages, Hesdulberg 2003, 520 571
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centers. AiSur in the north and Babylon in the south, northern dialect was called
Assytian and the southern was called Babylonian. That digtinction, confirmed by
the orthography and palecgraphy of cuneiform texts, constituted the basis for the
division into histarical periods. The most sgnificant periods providing numetius
written sources were called in the north Old-, Middle- and Neo-Assyrian, whereas
with reference 1o southern Mesopotamia :l:u: terms Old., Middle-, Neo- and
additionally Late Babylonian are used '

The histoncal terminology presented above was accepted by archaeologists
without reservation finit of all because af the fact that the small number of sites
excavated in nurthern Mesopotam before the year 1960 impeded the recognition
of the cultural situation in that region *

One of the first archacologists who took up research in northern Mesopota-
mia ar the sites with settlement from the early 2% millennium B.C., afrer World
Woar ll, was Pavid Oates, His attention was drawn by Tell Rimah (ancwent Karana
ar, bess likely, Ciattara), a hill situated about 140 km 1o the nonh-west of Aftur
and 180 km northeeast of Man (Fig. 1) A remple and palace from the first half of
the 2% mullennium B.C. were excavated dunng six field seasons from 1964-68.°
More than 30 cunesform texts excavated from the ruins of palace were written
with Babylumian signs and represented the ©Ofd Babylonian dialece of Akkadian
In the muoduction to the publication of the rexis Oates used the term
*Old Babylonan® in order to define both the cultural context and archaeological

CHI' Wilker, Crsnforne, London 1957, 17 10

! The ciilvare of the Levds frim the esby 2 spillenien DO |p Abbis, for cbwyloos peassen, was
datined s TOR Asspeian” When the srchoees friom M wiiro disc e, 0 becsme clear that
that ciey by the Eaphastes bebitgedd i the Babylaomin ciltune zome The srsation ar Tell
Chagar Bazde. wheie Maliowan dbscovired & mew kind of 'pottery byphcal for vhii. prriod, shadch
b calied *Khaban Warn®, i dosbittul. Vhe appesinor of thar pocsery be linked swath the arral
of Flurmtes, which 1 why the poped dusing which Khabesr ‘Waze seouried e callad *Fienan
periatd”, cf. MEL Malbowan, "The Excevipons ot Tell Choger Bizs jnd in schoslugical
asreey ol (e Khabur sepon Seczend Campuign, V98, Iay 7 (1937), 002-104, PR LXIV.
Cuticilorn teats discovered st the wiie wesr closely relitod 1o thome of Madl, 12 <00
Yabylonian®, of C| Gadd Tablets fom Chager Bear and Tell Bk, ayg 2 (1957}, 178-125;
the ok revent publication Ph. Talon, (0. Babilsitn Tt from Clagar Nasar (ke
Suppherenium X Briasshi 1997, The torm Khahur Wie s il in use. althiough the iy of
dedating this kipnd of padbery to Hlirrites him been abandined.

"interim repons by D Oates. cf. foy vola 27-80 32, 34, sumemune repeet: [ Cntes. Tl
Remah', m. ). Corris fed b K Yodes if Sleaspamamuie Dhagowpry, London 1982 36 40 The only
vidume of ‘the finad | puldication (oscerns pottery, but tecludes alio subanidld o laprers en
suoarigenphey, srchiveciure and graves of © Postgare, D Ouren, | O, T B ap Tl
Bwmal The Poseey (Trag Archarokigical leparta 4), Wanmaster 187

* 5 Dubey, persindl comminication, o 5. Page (Balléy), "The Tabms bnin Tell Riniok. 1967,
diay ) (196 9077 and 5 Lhalley, C3.F Walker. Jobun (3 Hawbang, The © 8 By Faider
from oll ar Miemall, Londen 1978 (ke hinal publcapios of the reen)
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layers from which the rablets came.” It was a distinct departure from the
terminology used in the preliminary reports in which, although pointing to
Babylonian borrowings in cuneiform texts and southern clements in the architecture
of some excavated buildings, he commonly used the term “Old Assyrian” to
describe the cultural context.” Such terminology was used again in the summary
report published in 19827 but since the mid-1980s Qates (and his collaborators)
consistently use the term “Old Babylonian®, both in reference to the context from
which the texts came and to other layers from the beginning of 2™ millennium
B.C."" Moreover, he uses the same term to refer to Tell Brak, a site situated in Sytia
he explored after he had finished his excavations at Tell Rimah' English
archacologists followed his precedent, using the term “Old Babylonian® when
referring to the whole subsequent part of the Old Assyrian period, which began
when Samsi-Addu | took over power in A%ur (around 1808 B.C., middle
chronology), reserving the term “Old Assyrian” for the period when Assyrian trade
calonies known from fayer I of karum Kanesh flourished in Anatalia ¥

Before we analyze the validity of that change in terminology, arguments in
Favor of its use should be considered, The first and the most important group of
arguments is based on written sources. The Assyriologists who published the texts
(Dalley, Walker, Hawkins and Wiseman) agreed that the oldest group of texts was
written with cuneiform signs typical of the Old Babylonian scribal tradition and
with the syllabic values of signs typical of the Old Babylonian penod. The spelling
in those texts indicates that the scribes used Babylonian dialect " Furthermore,
a significant number of cylinder seals, impressions of which wese found on the
tablets, belong 1o the Old Babylonian group in respect of style

"I Qives, “lntroduction’, bn Dulley o wl,, Fhe O Babylowide [ablers, ix

* D Oaes, The Excavanions ar Tell Rimaky 19647 frag 37 (1965), 78: id, The Excsvarions at Tell
Bumah, 1965 frag 28 [1966), 136-137

! Id Ontes, “Tell Rimak!, in ). Curtis (ed) Fifte Years of Mesopoeamise Dncevery, London 1993,
L

* For instance: D). Oates, ‘Innovations in mudbrick decosative and strustural techriques in
ancient Mesepotamua’, Woeld Anhaslogy 21 (1990), 380406, 5. Dualley, Mari and Ergnsr Ty
M Rabvloes Citirs, London-New York 1984

"D, Oares; | Ques, H McDemald, Evcavaiions ar Tell Brak. Vol ¢ The Mo and O
Hatdvi it persads, Cambridge 1997, andl 0 number of mtenm reports published in By since 1952

" This siruation reflecty the fact thar the number of written sooces from A3Gr itself is
surprisngly small, cf, O, Pedernén, Archres amd Libnaries e the ity of Asiue, Uppeala 1985,
26-27, D Charpin_ | -M. Dursnd, ‘Adbur avant I'Assyrie!, MLAR L B (1997), 367-360.

! Postgace et al, The Excavations s Tell Rimak, 17, for the identification of the language wnd scripe
of the Kimsh texts, 5 Dalley, personal commumcation. Furthermaore, a single dedicatony
tmicription partly’ preserved on one of relief plates was wrinen in Old Balsbarlan, ef [ Otes,
The Excavatons st Tell Rimah, 1966, Iy 39 (1963), 76, 96, PL XKL a

" 1D Hawkins, 'The Insenbed Seals Impressions’, in Dulley ¢ af, Phe D0 Balndontan Tables,
M358
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The mext group of arguments
concerns the architectonic features of
the two most mmportant buildings ex-
cavated at the site: a great temple and
palace. As far as the temple is concerned,
these features are the symmetncal plan
of the building, the situation of the cella
on the axis of the structure and certain
elements of architectonic decoration
{semi-attached columns in Facades and
stone bas-reliefs placed in the main
entrances) (Fig. 2)." According to Oates,
buildings with such abundant Babylo-
nian features could appear in the north
only when contacts with the south were
extremely intense and even then only if
architects coming from the south were
responsible for the building ™ A typical
Babylomian element of the palace dis-
covered at Tell Rimah is the throne
room in which the throne was placed in
a niche, in the middle of the longer wall
of the Throne Room, opposite to the
door leading to the Throne Room

Fig. 2. Plan of temple at Tell Rimah
(€ Postgate er of , The Extvritens ar Tell
Famab: The Porrery, Warmunster 1957,

Fig 4)

(Fig. 10). Also the general plan of the excavated part of the palace resembles,
according to Oates, the so called e.hursag palace of Ur-Namma in Ur, dated to
the Ur IT period (Fig. 12)."”” The presence of numerous features characteristic of
Babylonian culture Oates explained by the fact that Samsi-Addu 1" before he
became king of AlSur, spent a considerable period of time in exile in Babylona, "

. Postgate of al, The Excavapmons at Tell Bimak, 21-29, Fige. 34, 1. fa

" [). Chates, The Excavations ac Tell Rimah 1965, Pag 28 (1966), 137, i, The Excavations at
Tell Rimak, (966" fraq 29 (1967, W-85 )

' D Owtew, The Excavations at Tell Rimah, 19687, frag 32 (1970, 7-8; Pospate e o, Dhe
Exgaviapions ar Tell Rimah, 3036, Figa. 8-10. For the plan of ¢ hur sag palace of Ur-Namma and
Sulgs, of. L Woolley, Ur Excavarions VI The Busldings of the Third Dymasty, London 1974, 3638
A 5

™ 0 Oates, The Excavations st Tell Rimah, 19677, leaq 30 (1970), 136, Posgate o o,
The Excorvarrcies af el Kimuatk, 23

™ Anyyrian King List, §121 of. A Grayson, Konigilisten und Chroniken”, Reallerikos dfer Asspraduoe,
B V1, Berdin-Mew Yark 1990-1983 105-106; cf. M. Biroe, ‘Les chronkques auryriennes” de
Mar, ALARL 4 [1985), 219-24, For the mast recent catline of Samsi-Addu’s e, of
. Charpin, ‘Histoire pobitique du Froche-Orient Amonte (2002-1595), . D Charpin,
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According to Oates and other authors that period of time allowed the future ruler
to get to know the culture of Babylonia and later, after he returned to his home
country, emulate its pattems in the north.

Forty years have passed since the excavations at Tell Rimah. Numerous sites
located in northern Mesopotamia have been excavated during the last few decades,
providing a considerable number of new texts, architectonic remains, as well as
small finds. These sources compel a review of the validity of the terminology used
by Oates and his students

Written sources

The discovery of cuneiform tablets with paleographic features typical of
Babylonia so far north of that region may seem surprising, but it should be remembered
that the same kind of wniting was used in a city much closer to Tell Rimah, namely
Man situated on the Middle Euphrates. ™ Strong relations between Man and South
Mesopotamia existed already in the first half of the 3 mallennum B.C. (Early Dynastic
peniod) and the wadition of keepng clase political and economic relations was
maatained until the final destruction of the city around 1762 B.C." It is very likely
that Man was responsible for propagating Babylonian wnting in the Khabur Valley and
in the steppe repion situated on the east bank of the river. Tablets from Mari confirm
that that terrain was suitable for sustaining a city. According to the tablets, before
northern Mesopotamia was conquered by Samsi-Addu in the early 18 century BC,,
a aignificant part of that territory was controlled by Mari and the lands down the river
Khabur wete used as pastures for sheep in summer and autumn.” A year date formula
of Yahdun-Lim, king of Mari, preserved in a series of 22 texts, describes a victory over
Samsi-Addu achieved in a battle at the gates of the city of Nagar (probably Tell Brak)
- plainly a defensive battle ™ By contrast the so-called eponymous chronicle from Mari
mentions that the battle against Samsi-Addu was lost by Yahdun-Lim and his 12 allies,
after which the Khabur Valley was taken over by the king of AfSur ™

DO Edzard, M. Stol, Mesopotamen. Do alrburbylorisohe Zew (Orbes Biblicun et Clrientali 160/4),
Fribourg 2004, 147191

" The Cld Babylenian dislect and script was in wie also in Ninveh; <f. 5 Dalley, “Ohl Babylontan
tablets from Miniveh; and possibile pieces of early Gilgamesh Epic', frag 63 (2001), 155-168
The propagation of Balnylonion wrting was, most Ubely, a resalt of miluence of the Edunna,
il Chirpen, “Akur avant 'Assyne’, 374-375, n 59

* Fera recent summary of the hestory of Mari, of |1 Kopper, 'Man. & Philologisch’, Reallevion
der Avsyraslagie, B W11, Betlin-New York 1987, 382-390, and D Charpin, N, Zisgler, Airi ¢ J¢
Prische-Crvieat i Pépogue amormite Evsai $iseoire politgoe [Florilegium marisnum V), Pars 2003
(the Ol Balrylonian period),

= Charpin, Zlegler, Alari o Je Procke-Ovient, 38-39.

= Charpin, Ziegher, Aari er fe Prache-Ovient, 80-81

¥ Fogmene D of the eexi. cf. Boot, ‘Les chmniques ssryniennes’, 225
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Cild Assynamn or Old Babrylomiamy

Babylonian writing and dialect was used also in the city called Sehna,
situated even farther north, which became the capital of Samsi-Addu known as
Subat-Enlil for a short time. Scribes of that city used the dialect of Mari also after the
fall of Samsi-Addu's kingdom,™ and one of the few texts written in the Old Assyrian
dialect, which were found at that site, was a draft of an international treaty
undoubredly written in A3ur and sent to Sehna for approval™ There is
alio evidence for the Old Babyloninn dialect i Minwveh, even further to
the north and east.

An interesting contradiction is the fact that scribes from Tell Rimah, although
they wrote in “Old Babylonian®, used a purely Assynan system of dating The names
of limu officials, who were elected by lot in Abdur at the beginning of each calendar
year (which in AS%ur began in autumn), were used for denoting years ™ The names
of months used belong ro the so-called “Samsi-Addu Caleridar”, 1¢., a set of names
different from those typical for Man and Babylon as well as the pre-Samusi-Addu
period in ASur (the most closely comparable set of names was used in Einunna,
a city located in the borderlands berween northern and southern Mesopotamia) *

Public buildings: the temple

The temple and the ziggurar next to it are the best known buildings
discovered at Tell Rimah. Both of them were built on a platform 6 m high to which
leads a ramp supported by at least three arcades (Fig. 2). The analysis of the
temple's plan reveals several features of the architecture charactenstic of southem
Mesopotamia from the period Ur 11 forward, ie - the square, symmetrical plan of
the building with its internal courtyard; the situation of the sanctuary at the axis
of the main entrance to the temple, the importance of which is additionally
emphasized by a monumental ramp; and the cella in the room located on the main

B lprmail, Alebabydorsche Wierscbafrsurkanden aus Tall Leilde (Spees), (onpubl. PhI) ohewi},
Tlibingen 1991, 12

* | Ridem, ‘An O Assyran weaty from Tell Lafan’, in D Charpin, F. Joanngs {eds), Sarckands
ity et einpresciien, Eriides ik ks cilibtion sdsqpotatitionne offertes & P o, P 1991, 187

" AM. Whitng, Tell LeltansSubae-Enlil, Chronalogical Problems and Ferspectives’, m 5. Eichiler,
M. Willler, [} Warburcon (pde), Tall al Hamidfpa 2 Vorkericln 1#85-87/ Symposiom  Recoire
Evigvations v the Upper Kistbor Begrom Herme Dee d-p), 1456, Freiburg 19990, 1892200 For
4 broad description of the flmu-institution, cf. A Unghad, “Eponymen’, Reallevibos dee
Adsprarloge. B, 1L, Perfin 1955-33, 412457 The most recent study concemning the Cid: Assymian
perind can be found m K Veeihol, The Obd Asapeion Lar of Year Eponyes from Kavem Kanidh,
Anfars M4

¥ Whining, ‘Chronalogical Problems’, 197 Some suthon buve suggested thut the names of the
months used by Sarmi-Addu came from: Brallstum, his city of ocigin, of, Charpin, Durand.
"Adbur avant |'Assyrie’, 376
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Fig. 3. Tell Leslun, the vemple (. Wema
‘Tell Leitan and Shubas Enll’, MARL
4 | 1985, Fig 7

axis of the building with a niche for
divine representation placed in the wall
opposite the entrance ™ In the Old
Babylonian vanant of that plan, the
sanctuary was preceded with one or
more Lransverse rooms corresponding to
the cella in size and serving as a vestibule
{cf. Figs. 11, and 13)® Furthermore,
linking the ziggurat with the temple in
such a way that the back wall ol cella s
joined to the wall of ziggurat is typical
rather for the south and not the north ™

The small number of temples dis-
covered in northern Mesopotamia make
it difficult to make compansons. Apart
from the temple from Tell Rimah, we
also know the plans of the temples

excavated in AsBur: that of the god ASSur (Fig 4),” the double temple of Sin and
Samad (Fig. 5 and the very badly preserved remains of 15tar's remple (phase D),
the temple fram Tell Leilan (Fig 3)” and the building from Tell Bakrawa ™
Another problem is that the construction of at least 3 of those structures is
attributed to Samsi-Addu. In the case of the temple of AS8ur this is confirmed by

" A bypical example of mach a temple i the so-callnd 56-Sin temple (0 Einunng, of H. Frankfon,
£ Uewd, Th. Jacebaen, The Cimifion Temple and the Palace of the Ruders i Tell Aumar (Oiriental
|msritue Priblicaninns 43), Chicapn 1940, 9232 7 2.

* For instance, the demple of (S bisior in Merchtum ([shehali), of. H. Frankfor, Progress of tine
Work of the Orieatid Iestvtute an [ray 198335 Fifik Prelimpdey Repord of o frig Expeddition
[Oviental Inntitute Communications 200, Chicage 1956, 78-83, Fign. 80, 65; temples discovered
in Shaduppum (Tell Harmal), cf, T. Bager, Tell Harmal, Baghdad 1955, 5, Frgs. 1, 3; the temple
of Erka in Ur, ¢f, L Woalley, M.E 1L Mallowan, Ur Excivatioon VI The €00 Hakytimisn Perind,
London 1976, 6471, A 120s-b, and Giparu in Uz, of L Woolley, MEL Mallowan. Ur
Esjavanions VIE Vhe Cd Bullowian Peried, London 1976, 4044, V1. 118

U For instance m the Samad temple comples 1n Larsa, of. -1 Huot, “Larsa; preliminary vepor of
the seventh campagn at Lorsa’, Sover 36 (1900), 99-102

T A Haller, W. Andrae, e Heilighimrer

des Catres Assir und der Sen-Samas-Tempe! i Assur

(WYDOG 673, Bechiny 1955, 615, Abb. 3, Tal 4 P Miglus, ‘Der Alur-Temple des Konigs
SamEi-Adad und dic mesopotamische Samelarchitectur seimer ze”, m W Mayer, M. Novik,
A Pruss [Heg), Beordge so Veedeasaeoer Arnhicbpie  Feambeift Wirfoed | Ovthmasn,

Frankfurt 8. M, 2001, 322-331,

“ Haller, Andree, e Hedfogtimer des Comes, 82, Abb 24, 35, Tof 16,17

"W, Andrae, [ drokarichen liktastempel s Asie (WVDIOG 39, Berfin 1922, 35-6, 111-18, Taf 7h,

" H. Wesa, Tell Leflan and Shubat-Enlil', 8LAKI. 4 (1985}, 278-81, Fg. .7, FL 14

* B al-Husssini, “The Excovations at Tell Baks Awa', Symer 18 (1962), 155-56, Fgs, 1, 4 (Arabac
pait], The interpretation of the bullding = o temple is questipnable
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Fig. 4. The temple of the god Afiur m Agder (W, Orthmann Jed.], Der Alte Crier, [Fropaiies
Kunstgeschichte, Bel. 14], Beshin 1975, Fig, 55)

the foundation mscnption as well as inscrbed bricks, while the date of temples in
Tell Rimah and in Tell Leilan bases can be determuned from the lowest Hoor levels,
where tablets mentioning Samsi-Addu’s officials were discovered ™ The numerous
common features of those buildings may also suggest that they were erected by
the same ruler If this interpretation is true, then these three structures would
represent a foreign, Babylonian type; as the result, the list of “typical Assynan”
temples would be limited to the temple of Sin and Samat in AsSur and the building
in Bakrawa (though it scems unlikely that that building was a emple). The first
one is dated to the late Old Assyrian period {around 1500 BC) and could be
derivative of any of the carlier temples already mentioned ™ It is clear that the
temple in Tell Rimah and the temple of god AS%ur in ASur were used until the
end of Middle Assyrian period - the first one could be the prototype of the temple
of god Asfur in Kar-Tukultl-Ninurta built in the late 13* century B.C.™ The temple
of Sin and Sama# recalls the temple from Tell Rimah with its symmetrical plan;
however, it has two sanctuanes consisting of a transverse vestibule and prolonged
cella with a podium in the rear. Thus, it is a different kind of temple plan, described

Y Howddns, The Inscribed Seals”, 19597 Wene, “Tell Leilan’, 251

® Muglus, ‘Dier Abbur- Temple’, 328, suggests thar che ariginal temple of Sm-Samal, & well s
anithes desble temple. that of Amo-Adsd had bees éreceed by Samsi-Adidu i well

W Andrae, W. Bachmann, ‘Aus den Berchien dber die Crabungen in Tulul Agir (Kas'Tulml
-Mimib), Clernber 1993 bis Marz 1914’ .Hrrrnﬂ.r-vprn der Dheartsghen Chroen-Caesellschafr 33 (1914},
d]-57
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Fig. 5 - | n ] | A V. A I Fr i 1
| - ]

i '|II' Eerature as |'.|.'.'..j‘ .'Iulln':'n'rIlr'.'.' amd | -!:'i.|-i| '-_'|| || W LeETIELIC -|[ Adtvria. An

interesting element of the plan of that temple 15 a significant number of side rooms

which can be entered directly from the cella That 5 3 unigue element in

the plan of the ten }I|L n Tell Rimah

Mesopotamia, however, recalling

Heinnch in his book abaut Mesi potamian I-..':'.|J|:'." hai noticed & numbes

of minor features distinguish i the temple in Tell Rimah from the so-called

Babylonian type of temple Firstly, in the back wall of the cella there is no niche

haracterisi if temples From the south, Secondly. the cella is smaller than the
vestibule - in southern Mesopotamia both of them were equal in size. Theoretically
the cella could be treated as an unusually complex niche; however, there are no

parallel cases. Interestingly, the temple in Tell Lellan, the construction of which

was also attributed to Samsi-Addu, seems to represent a different vype of plan with

ted cella recalk

1 relatively small transverse vestibule and a larpe, elonga @
the temple of Sin and Samad *' If the discovered room is indeed the cella of the
temple, then one of the three temples founded by Samsi-Addu would belong to

T
1 different, Assyrian type. Consequently, the thesis that Samsi-Addu introduced

Bal .\'|I'!.s.1l'| fempe pians 1s difficult to maintain
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Ok Assyman or Old Babyionian:

Peter Miglua has recently analyzed
temples erected in A3ur by Samsi-Ad-
du." He conchuded that all these temples
are in fact double temples, dedicated to
two gods, one of local, and one of
southern origin. Thus, in the temple of
Adlur there was a sanctuary for Enlil
(moreover, this sanctuary had a typical
southemn plan, while the cella of ASSur
represented the so-called northemn type
of plan}. Two ather temples, probably
built by Samsi-Addu, were dedicated to
Sin and Sama# and to Anu and Adad (of
which Anu and Samat represented sout-
hern gods). Nevertheless all the sanctu-
aries in those temples represented the
notthern type. One may conclude that
a charactenstic feature of the temple-
building of Samsi-Addu 15 a dedicanion
to two gods of corresponding rank.
However, the Rimah temple is dedicated
to one deity only and thus differs clearly

Fh__ 6. The ||‘I'|'|p||' lacnde [ingn Tell Ra
mah (C. Fostgave e o, The Excavantions ar
Tell Rimak; The "covery, Warminsier 1997
I )

from the temples built in Asfur. The Lalan temple, only partly excavared, may

belong to either of these two types

The second important issue is the architectonic decoration of the temple
| will not discuss the stone bas-reliefs discovered m the temple in Tell Rimah,
because they have no comparanda during that period in all of Mesopotamia,
Instead, | would like to discuss the decoration of the Facades of the temple. In Tell
Rimah they take the form of attached semi-columns made of mud brick covered
with plaster and placed in niches adoming the external facades of the bullding and
the walls of the courtyard {Fig. 6). The surface of the attached columns was either
smooth or covered with spiral wire marks, or took the shape of a date palm trunk ¥
The same decorative patterns were found at the external and internal facades of

T Miglus, "Der Abbii-Temiple

" E Holzinger-Bran, ‘Apotropiuic Figunms at Mescpotamian Temples in the Third and Second
Millennaa', in 1 Abush, K van der Tooen (eda], Mesopuiiimuin .'I].l_;'u_ Textwad  Misoriad and
!i].';"ll"r-\.'hlrl"\' Perpiertreis {Ancient Nla_qu el Dhwvimation 11 f.t.'.l!:m;;;'n 1997 |58-15%

* Postgate eral, The Evoavertions an Tall Rk, FL 62 The rechnigue of construction was described

i parelbeudar by Chiten, 'Innovations in miad-brick

ales of | "The Excavationa at Tell Ramah

1966, frag 29 (1969, T6-7E. §5-90. FL X000 a-b XX -t 2000/ X1
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Fli:. 7. The Fagaile of 1B temple st Tell Letlan (H Wetns, “Tell Leilan and Shubat Enid’ ALA R
7 {1985), P 3)

the temple in Tell Leilan (Fig. 7). By contrast, in the temple of the god Afur in
Asfur only the internal facades of the courtyard in front of the temple were
decorated with attached columns ™ Thus, it seems that this is another commeon
feature of the three buildings, attributed to Samsi-Addu. That feature recalls the
decoration of certain Mesopotamians buildings: the facade of the so-called Warad-Sin
Bastion in U™ or the courtyard facades of the Sama temple in Larsa (Fig. 8).©
Recent discoveries, however, challenge that hypothesis, First of all, similar facades
were found in the temples at other sites Jocated outside of Babylonia. The first is
lell Haddad {ancient Me-Turan), situated in the Hamrin basin near Dhiyala ¥
a region which used to have closer relations with the south than with Assyria
['he second site 1s Tell Bazmusian in the valley of Lesser Zab, where on the walls

The cobanins are prenerved 91 the ground level only, consequently it s impossible to determine
I and hevw. theit surkace was decorated, of Haller, Andrae. Die Hedatiinner des Cones, 54, Abb
E Tal. 39k

"L W olley, Ur Eocavarees V. The ::.:\lgj.-r_[r and wy Sorrimdivgs, London 1939, 40-47, PL 29-30,
e o general plan ¢f. 1L 7]
Huot; Larsa’, 100-108, Figs: 2-4; | -1 Huot er ., *Larse. Rappon peEhmimaine sur o septieme
ampagne 4 Lims &t lh prematee carmpagne i Tell e Ouehi (1978, Spria &5 ::"3.'- 186, Figs
153 17: L-L. Huot, Use arcireobsin des posplis do Procke Csent, 11 Do bevivimes de Paliis s sanets
225 premrers eopres, Pars 2004 21 lovwer nghe phetograph

“ R Killck, ). Black, ‘Excavitions i6 E:.'u,—l_ 1983-848°, feng 47 (1985), 220-221
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of a small temple from the first half of
the 2! millenmum were found traces of
a similar architectonic decoration. ™ Thus
it i quite obwvious that temples decarated
in this manner can not be the result of
the building activities of one ruler, but
rather a popular way of adoming temple
which appears in the temple architecture
of all of Mesopotamia.

Public buildings:
the palace

The oldest archaeological layer of
the palace, which dates from the period
of Samsi-Addu’s reign, was excavated to
a very limited extent; in fact only three
rooms, interpreted as a reception suite
have been cleared (Fig. 9). An entrance
decorated with recesses led from the
courtyard to a transverse room, on who-
se longer wall of which there was a po-
dium on which there could have been
a throne. In the second of the longer
walls there were two doors leading to
two smaller rooms of unknown use™
Neither such a location for the podium
in the Throne Room nor the presence af
two auxihary chambers has comparandn
in any palace construction of that
period.™

-

%
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2
3 %

|1
1

-
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Fig. B. The tourt facade of the tomple
Camad in Larss l._l L Hisoa, | el J._._-r.
des preoysles du Proche - Cireeat, 11, Des hemmp

de Palass any supers @S premaeey copares

Parie 2004], 21, betrem right

Fig. 9. Flin ol the remaina of the aldew
palace st Tell Rimah (C FPostgate o af
1% Faeavariom air Fell Mweele: Tl Peivery
Warmirster 1997, Fg. B

=B Abu al-Sood ‘Mousds m o the Ramds Plan and excavations at Tell Bazrmumian’. Somer M

{1570, 65-70, PLOIIL X, 12, 4, X1, 2

%

[ Cutes, “The Excavations a1 Tell Rimah, 1971°, Iy 34 (1972), B3, PL XXV

" In the Tell Leilan Lower Town Palace, discovenod in 19851987 aned datnd (o exaiily the sime
period as the Tell Rimah palace, the throme noom has not been excovated, of P, Akkermans,

H Welss, “Tell Leilan 1987 |.-'||1:'r.l.l lom 8 A '|1rr|':n'|:|n.1n.' ]Lr;ﬂ:r an The Lower Town Palace’
Annales Archeolngupues Arabes Syeiennes 38,59 (1989, 91-109, Fgs. 3-4
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H A slightly later palace building,
r built by Agba-hammu and later rulers
over the earlier one (Fig. 10), has been
much more extensively cleared. This was
exactly the building in which Oates
observed southern influences. In his
opinion, the similarity of the palace of
Agba-hammu to Babylonian construc-
tions was visible in the way the rwo
biggest rooms, XIII and XIV, were
arranged. The first of those rooms served
as a Throne Room with a dais located
| in a niche in front of the passage leading
| || e from a larger transverse vestibule That
' - arrangement follows the plan of the
el Rimat (. Pomgee e o, The *0-colled Babylonian temple (described
Excavarcns a0 Tell Rimah The Poery, APOVE in connection with the Rimah
Warminstes 1997, Fig 9) temple) and not a palace of that period.
A typical arrangement for palaces 15 an
Official Suite composed of a Throne Room (akk. papiakum) accessible directly from
the courtyard and a second room, in the back, serving as a reception hall for official
meals of the king (kumimum). This arrangement is entirely different from the one
reconstructed at Rimah. Therefore, such a distribution of rooms as the one
proposed by Oates for the Rimah palace seems to be something exceptional for
Babylonia too

The reconstruction propesed by Oates was recently cniticized by Battini,
who convincingly demonstrated, that the main entrance to the two rooms in
question led from the main courtyard (VIIT) and that, consequently the entire suite
functioned exactly as reception suites composed of Throne Room and Reception
Hall present in other Mesopotamian palaces of this period: in Afdur (Fig. 15), Mari
{Fig. 16), Eénunna (Fig. 13), Ur (Fig. 12) and Uruk (Fig. 14).™ An exception to this
plan seems to be the royal palace at Tuttul, a city located in Syria at the confluence
of the Fuphrates and the Balikh (Fig. 17)."

| Battini, 'ls dernitre phase gy palais de Tell al-Rimab: nouvelle approche’, Revue & aopriofase
e farcidaloge deipstale 95 (2001), 124124

™ Tor the plan, of. M. Keebernik, Tall B Tietee! - [L Dic alrorcmtalischen Sclrefrfumde WV 1007,
Szarbriicien 201, Taf 6566
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Pi:.li. The Blpanu st Ur {afeer 1.-1. Huat, Fiﬁ. 12, The ¢ bur vae. palace of Ur-Mamma st U
Liiee ars lnfplogeie ey pocpiles o Frocke: Oy, (W, Orthmann [ed], Der' Aille Owigns, [Propyiiies
It, D fromiones ae Fadadds aoy sagpin dis Kunstgenchachte B, 14), Berhn 1975, Fig. 2
preariees empines. Paris 2004, 20, top righe)

Pottery

According to a book published a few years ago and devoted to the pottery
found in Tell Rimah,™ the most typical pottery of the whole “Old Babylonian”
pericd at the site 15 the so-called Khabur Ware decorated with dark linear monfs
painted on the upper part of the vessel Pottery of that kind appears in a vast
territary spreading from the upper part of the Khabur Valley, through the Tigns
Valley up to the mountainous valleys of northemn Zagros, where it constitutes
around 25%-35% of all of the ceramics of that period ™ Popular also in the plain
steppe around Tell Rimah, such pottery does not occur in Babylonia, is very rare
in the Euphrates Valley and relatively rare even in A%Bur™ Another characteristic
group among the remaining vessels from Rimah constitute bowls formed on
a mould, with a polished surface. Such bowls, popular in Tell Rimah, are almost
unknown in areas north of Jebel Sindjar or in the Tigrs Valley. However, such
vessels occur in the Euphrates Valley, for instance in Terga. The only set of pottery
from Rimah, which beyond doubt can be connected with Babyloma, are white

* Postgate o af |, The Faavimons o0 Tell Rk

" K Kolinske, Tell Ripm frag. The Middle Soeee Age Logers (Bnnsh Archaealogeal Reponts, Im
Seres B37, Defapd 20000, A5 Tab. 10

* Kolifaki, Fell Koo, 6872, FL |
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Fig: 13 The palace of the governon of the Bounna (W, Onhmann [ed ] Der Al ©ivnosty
[Fropylien Kunetgeschichee, Bd 14], Berlm 1575, Fig. 28},

incrusted and black painted vessels of the so-called Isin type. Viessels of that kind
are generally rare, even in Balylonia, and in the northern Mesopotamia they oocur
sporadically even at the biggest sites of that region, such as Afur or Mari.™

Undoubtedly, pottery found in the lowest layers of both the temple and the
palace belongs to a local tradition, strongly related to the plains directly to the
north, between the Tigris and the Khabur and, to a smaller degree, to the middle
Euphrates Valley. Evidence of the Babylonian ceramic tradition is virtually absent
in the matenal from Tell Rimah

Conclusion

The analysis of the cultural situation in northern Mesopotamia m the early
2" millennium B.C. reveals a clear distinction between the sphere of linguistics and
material culture

Cuneiform texts provide evidence for the simultaneous existence and use of
two dialeces of Akkadian language The Old Assyrian dialect was used in ABSur and
in ita close wicinity, but not Furcher north {in Miniveh for instance). Contempaorary
use of the same dialect is proved by the rexts from Assyman colonies in Anatolia,
mainly from Kdltepe (karum laver Ib), In the central part of northern Mesopotamia

| Aoty Die Kevamik in Mesopnsicn s in e Nachisangefienen von der Ue-JIT Inis zmver Doidle
dee basapschen Peremde, Miinchen 983, 15-17, 33, 35
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Fg. 14, The Sin-Kasid palace in Uik {atter Fig. 15. The *Alter Falast® in Atk
L Huot, Une archickaw s peoples (W. Orthmann [ed ], Der Alve Ceierr. [Pro
Provhe-Cirfemt. 11 Dy lominees e Pabal auy Py den Kunstpeschichie, Bd. 14), Bedin
I itk JrimnT dnipen Parm 2004 19 1'l-5| [:;_! 22

and in the Euphrates Valley the Old Babylonian dialect showing the influence of
Amorite was used for written texts. Thus, in respect of lingustic evidence, the
division into Cid Assynan and the Old Babyloman s fully justified and reflects the
sitwation dunng the first half of the 2* millenmum B.C* when Old Babylomnian
dialect was in use over a wide termtony of nor hern I'\.‘I.ﬂ.vapn'l.tmn., ||'..c|u-_i|r.g A l"'E"
part of what was later known as Assynia

Determining appropiate terminclogy for cultural artefacts is a different
matter. Because of the small number of monuments of art, only architecture and
pottery can be subjected to analysis. It is difficult to justify the term *Old Baby
lonian” in reference to architecture, Evén the temple in Tell Rimah does not fully
match the plans of temples From southern Mesopotamia, and the temple discovered
at Tell Leilan is by no means typical, In general temples are considerably diversified,
thus it is difficult to distinguish well defined types of Babylonian or Assyrian plan,
as it is possible in the 1" millennium B.C, for instance. Similarities in the plan and
in architectonic decoration of temple buildings can be explained in several possible
ways, for instance by the unifying influence of the preceding historical period,
namely Ur lI1.™ Histoncal sources show the strong political influence of southern

It should be taloen imo conmderanon that the inngmage of tests refiectn st of il the laney 1ge
(o dialect) used by sonbes and does hot have 1o tOFFEife ind the disdect of loca population

" P Sinnkeller, ‘Adminstrative and Eoomomic Orgamzatmn of the Ur T Stace’, in M. Gibson
RD. Bigms (ecke), The Oeemizativn of Power: aspects of Miredueracy in the dmownt Nedr Bt (Studics
in Ancient Orlental Cheilizations 46), Chicags 1987, Flg 6.
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Mesopotamia on the Tigris, Diyala and Little Zab Vallies in that penod, an
influence which could also inspire cultural changes. Un this view the development
of temple architecture which can be observed in the beginnings of the 2
millennium B.C. would be rather a transformation of a comman pattern
characteristic for a preceding period than the building programme of one,

babylonised sovereign

Cultural background of palaces in Tell Rimah is even harder to define. The
older throne room is definitely different from the bulldings from the south. the
newer (which post-dates Samsi-Addu) belongs 1o a widely distributed “standard”
Mesapotamian palace type, known from southemn Mesopotamia but employed also
in Man. An inspiration for that change could be some unknown roval palaces

existing in Ekallatum, Ednunna or even Babylon * The Asur palace, which belong

[+ 1=

i ylanian Leat mEtimes feport visits to the mlers’ palaces, for (nstance i Tell Blmal
Mt avied Eardea, 26} and in Mar A Farrot, ‘Les fouilles de Mari. Trolidme @ AT gt
It 1 e ] ria 10 |19, 74
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to the same type, cannot be exactly
dated” and therefore does not provide
conclusive evidence for the existence
of dtructures of the same type prior
to the Samsi-Addu's rule. Small finds,
mainly pottery, form the only kind
of evidence distinctively northern Me-
sopotamian, particularly in companson
to Babylonia,

Finally, one must turn attention
to Samsi-Addu himself and his supposed
babylonisation. His position among the
rulers of Afdur can be ascertained by
attempting to incorporate him and his
lineage into the sequence of the Assynan
Kings recorded in the Assyrian Kings
List, a late composition based on eardier
Assyrian sources” It seems, however,
that Samsi-Addu never considered him-
self the king of AlSur; his officlal titles

were “the king of Ekallatum® and, with some exaggeration, “the king of Agade”

F]'.g. 17, The royal palace in Tutrul (afte
FA l'*-‘.lp|.-u. Palasy B' Mechidimlagise b Keal
Texnieow der Asspraploge, B, 10, Berlin-BNew
Yok 2004, 233-276 Abbk Jd)

&5

He did not use ASSur as his capitol — this function was fulfilled by Ekallatum and
later Sehna. The name of Sehna was changed by Samsi-Addu to Subat-Enlil in an
attempt to express his esteem to Enlil, whom he considered a god who personally
chose him for kingship and vo whom he built a sanctuary in the temple of Agfur.™
It is thus justified to say that he never was a “typical” king of Assyria. For this
reason French scholars insist on using the term “Kingdom of Upper Mesopotamia®
to designate his state, instead of the more traditional (and more widehy used)

HRA Mighss, "Untéersuchungen rom Alen Palast in Assur', Afirreilorgen der Denteifen Oeeni
Larvellscheafe 121 (1989, 118-121 :
Grayson, ‘Kdnigsiisten und Chioniken’, 101
Sama-Addu nover asssmed a cradinional cide of the culer of Abbur, @inaky fa Alser, “steward
if pod Adiur” ag the first-rank title (ef M.T. Larsen, e €14 Aasprien Core State aurd oy Colowers.
Copenhagen 1976, 108- 180 H. Calior, “Textanalyse weyrischer Kénigninachriften: Die Puzur
-Adiar D:r'l'l-'l.illr‘ Stiate Anchives of Assprra Bullerm X101 :ln"l"'JE-! 10147, b wsed  nucend
& southemn title, forra, "king”, which n Abbur wos teditionally reserved foe the god Adkuy
humself poor Sama-Addu’'s mule, it clumed by bom and by Gter ulers; of. P Garelli
L'inlhence de Sameil-Acddu sur bes titulatures myuls auytiennes, in O Tumea ded ), D Jd
Balrkrwic & o Syrie, en prissant par Mo, Wélamges offerss d Momidewe [ R Kipee & Pecoiasion de
i TN g risine, |.J"E;- 19, 97102

™ P. Miglus, ‘Auf der Suche nach dem Ekur® in Assur”, Rl e Mirseifunges 21 {1990}, 303320
i, ‘Cher Aftur-Temple'
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texms; Assyria or Affur."® A%ur continued 1o be 3 religious center of this state, and
apprecation of its role and of the role of its main god was reflected in the
rebuilding of the temple of Altur by Samsi-Addu, but there was no reason for him
to build a substantial residence (as “Alter Falast” certainly was) in the city.

If such was the case, neither the term “Old Babylonian® nor *Old Assyrian”
is fully justified when referning to the culture of northern Mesopotamia of the
early 2 millennium B.C. The written sources demonstrate that the use of the Old
Assyrian dialect was limited to the city of Afifur, and in other cities of northem
Mesopotamia the Old Babylonian dialect and script wag used (at least by seribes),
Yet, in most of the area a typically Assyrian way of naming years by limy officials
nominated in ASur was used. In this field Babylonian influences are undeniable,
and that 1s why applying the term *“Old Assyrian” to the culture of northem
Mesopotamia is problematic, especially for philologists and histarians. Architecture
reveals a number of features which are common in the north and in the south and
have been described by numerous scholars as “Babylonian”. Yet, it is daubtful if
substanual differences between “Assyrian” and “Babylonian” architecture existed at
that early date. The mare likely explanation is that common features of numerous
palaces and temples of the 2* millennium B.C result from independent development
from a common tradition formed in the period of the III™ Dynasty of Ur.* The
differences are abvious when the pottery is considered. Decarated pottery appears
nearly exclusively in the north; there are also some technical and formal differences.
In this light separating Babylonia from the area of later Assyria, as well as from
the Euphrates Area (where Mari js located), in justified. For thar situation a new,
maore appropriate term should be coined

During a congress devoted to the chronology of Anatolia and Northern
Mesopotamia in the 3* millennium B.C. an international group of scholars have
suggested a change of cultural labels for the whole early historical period of North
Mesopatamia. Instead of the traditional terms employed to describe cultures of the
3 millennium as “Early Dymastic”, “Akkadian®, and *Ur I, which reflect cultural
and political development of southern Mesopotamia, they suggest using the name
“Early Jezirah® with a division into five sub-periods ™ For the period under
discussion, the first half of the 2 millennium B.C, the term “Old Jezirah®

** Charpin, Durand, *Alfur avani I"Assyree’, A71-274, 502

" CE M. Roaf, 'Palaces and Temples (n Aneient Mesopotamia’, i [ M. Sasson fod 1 Crevfesanms
o the Aincieat Near Fasr, Mew Yook 19585 428, 423

T M. Lebay, A Pruss, M. Roat E Rova, Srratified Aschicological Evidence and Compared
Penodizatona in the Syrian Jerirah dunng the Thisd Millennium BC', in € Marm,
H. Hauprmann (eds), Lhromolowses dles parys d Cascurse o1 de FEiphaizte s VP merfimagirn
Adter dur Colloupue o Terawbyl 18- 19 dicombes PN, Pans 2000, 16%-192
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is suggested™ It seems that this term, which uses the Arabic name of northern
Mesopotamia, has a chance to replace the traditional, yet inappropriate, verms,
Another possibility, probably more likely to be accepted by Assyriologists and
historians, is "Amonte”. Though relatively little is known about the Amorite tribes,
which settled in a large part of Mesopotamia at the wum of the 3 millennium
B.C., and very little has survived of their culture (traces of their language, social
organization and some names of their gods), their influence on the society and
history of Mesopotamia in the early 2™ millennium is not 1o be overestimated ™

Rafal Kalisiski
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* F. Pidlzner, ‘Eine Modifikauon der Periodmiening Mordmesopotamiens mm 3 fesd v, Cha',
Mitiesbungen der Dentben Oerin -Cesellschafi 130 [1998), 88, Tab, 1

* Muopt o the rulers of the discussed penad are of Amorite sncestry, Samsi-Addu mzluded, of
M. Stoeck, Das amumitliche Chvomastobon der ditbalylorochen Zen (Aleer Orent und Altes
lestament 271/7), Manster 2000, 2975,
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