courtyard paved with baked bricks, through whicl I 1, probabl'\' a reception room, was accessible via a
recessed door. On the courtyard side the wall of this hall is b' essed. This arrangement is stmnglv reminiscent
of the public wings in the afore-mentioned EJZ 3b palaces, the Bevdar central palace, and also Palace F ar Khuera.
Inside the large room is a platform, Jeading the excavators to sug 'L\t that the room served both as a banquet and
throne room. 20 Behind the reception room there is dm)th -large room, which mighe alternatively be regarded as
a throne-room. ! The Eastern Palace is not yet completely excavated thus no final conclusion on its overall func-
tional organisation can be drawn. Neverthe cless, a rypical scheme of EJZ 3 palaces can be deduced from the three

examples presenced.

,

5.4.3 PericdEJZ 4

.

Palatial architecture is characterised by a discontinuity between Periods EJZ 3 and EJZ 4. At Khuera, Palac
F is transformed into a workshop area for pottery production in Level Ia-b, which corresponds tO Period Khuera
LE (= EJZ4)** The palace had been graduaﬂv abandoned during the earlier Level 2a and e the workshops of Phase
1 installed in its ruins. At Beydar the palace in Area F was tot: 1113 abandoned in Period E]Z 4.7% Tm hints at a
general discontinuity in political order between the two periods.

A different picture is visible at Mozan/ Urkesh. Here, the so-called “Tupkish Palace” (or Palace AP) was con-
structed in Period EJZ 4. Its two main Phases, 3 and 2, date to this period.** The huG€ palace, still incompletely
excavated, is divided into twe separate wings located on different terraces: the fomml wing to the E, and the
service wing to the W (Fig. 47).%* The formal wing is arranged around a huge central courtyard paved with large
flagstones (H3).2*¢ It is remarkably different from the baked brick pavement of the palabe at Beydar, but has a
parallel in the courtyard of Khuera's Palace F (see above).?*” The courtyard at Mozan is bordered on the § side by a
unit of small regularly arranged rooms (H4-6, I1-3). A reception room and throne room within the formal wing,
typical of EJZ palaces (see abow\ has not yet be exposed.

¢),

The service wing consists of two parallel room units with a similar layout. Each unitis arranged around a long
central room (AS/ C5) with an jwan-like annex to the S (A2/ C2).2® This jwan-type of room is already attested in
Period EJZ 3b in the palace at Beydar (see above), but at Mozan it it does not have pillars at the front. The central
room of this tripartite unit has a lateral wing on both sides consisting of two or three smaller rooms. At the N
end each unit is closed by a broad room (B /D) separating the tripartite unit from a brick paved courtyard (F) to
the N, from where both symmetrical units were accessible. A peculiar feature is the existence of a tiny chamber
(1.8 x 1.3m), called a “closet” or a “vault” by the excavators and situated in one corner of each broad room in the
tripartite unit.”*” Both closets are located perfectly opposite to each other within the two broad rooms, uphold-
ing the overall symmetry of the tripartite units. They are accessible through an “Zwan”-like annex to the broad
room. The closets, which have thick walls and a recessed entry, are interpreted as having served for the storage
of special goods. The two units of the service wing contain an oven and a hearth, a toilet,?*! a basin (possibly a
scribal mstallarlon‘ 2 and a subterranean drain.*® The floor deposits yielded many seal impressions,** thus an
economic as well as a residential function can be assumed. When compared with other EJZ palaces, the tripartite
units are remarkably reminiscent of the residential wing on the upper terrace of Palace F at Khuera, which hasa
similar tripartite layout (see above). The two separate units in the Mozan palace were perhaps used as living and
storage areas for different social units within the palace. The integration of two parallel tripartite units into one
sector of the palace is a very peculiar arrangement unparalleled at other EJZ palaces. Furthermore, the “closets”,
the jwan-arrangement, and the symmetrical layout are unique characteristics of the Tupkish palace. They provide
this building with a very distinctive character compared to other EJZ architecture.

2 Pruss & Schmitt 2009: 19 £, Plan p. 26.

221 Pruss 2008: 16, 19.

22 Orthmann & Pruss 1995: 124 £,

23 Lebeau 2003b: 26.

2 Buccellati & Kelly-Buccellati 2002a: Fig. 2

2 Buccellati & Kelly-Buccellati 1995a; 1995b 6; 1996a; 1996b; 2000; 2001; 2002a; 2004; Buccellati 1998; 2005.
¢ Buccellati & Kelly-Buccellati 2004: 14-19, [-1g 2-4.

12

¥ Compare: Orthmann & Pruss 1995: 1

28 p

228 Buccellati 8

for the S part C2 of roem C5).

2 Buccellati & Kelly-Buccellati 19952: 391

230

Buccellati 1998: 21, 27, Fig. 5.

31 Buccellati & Kcll}‘—Buccciw‘

1 LUV 132

? Buccellati & Kelly-Buccellati 2000: 141-
33 Buccellati 2005: 19-21

2% Buccellati & Kelly-Buccellati 1995-1996: 6 £.; 1995b: 65 1
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General plan of the Royal Palace AP
Excavations as of August 2003

Fig. 47: Mozan, Tupkish Palace, Phase 2-3, E]Z 4 (Buccellati 2005: Fig. 3; modified by G. Buccellati)
(with kind permission of G. Buccellari).

At Leilan the so-called “Akkadian Palace” belonging to Period EJZ 4 is recorded on the N'W Acropolis
(Fig. 48).2% It is attributed by the excavators to Leilan Period IIb, corresponding to the Akkadian period (EJZ 4.
The building, as yet incompletely excavated, is fortified and bordered by a glacis. Inside the 6.6m wide defensive
walls are several rooms containing a large number of ovens and interpreted as the grain processmo facilities of
an administrative institution. Two other rooms were identified as a granary and a “tablet room”. Besides this, no
other palatial features such as a courtyard, reception or throne room, or other typical architectural units have been
recorded yet. Thus, no clear functional or architectural characterisation of the building is currently possible. There
is a later occupation of the palace area during Leilan Period Ilc (= end of EJZ 4 or EJZ 5), dated by C14 samples to

around 2140 BC, but it is not clear whether the four remaining rooms maintained palatial functions.

The most famous, and most disputed, palace of Period EJZ 4 is the Palace of Naram Sin at Brak, excavated b
Mallowan in 1937/38%* and investigated furcher in later years.*” The building is clearly dated to the Akkadian
period (EJZ 4) on the basis oflnscrlbed bricks with the name of the Akkadian king. The huge building measurcs
111 x 93m in size, two thirds of which have been excavated (Fig. 49). Only the foundatlons of the buxldmg sur-
vived, making architectural reconstruction difficult. The regular architectural layout is structured around a huge
square central courtyard, 41 x 41m in size, and three smaller courtyards in the N part of the building, armn\m’
parallel to cach other with regular dimensions of 18 x 18m, 18 x 15m and 15 x 15m. All courtyards are surroundm
by a single or double row ofoblonv rooms, all with a standardised widch of 2.2m, and probably used for storage
No larger, typical palacial rooms were documented. Based on the enormous thickness of the 10m wide outer w:
and on the interior arrangement of rooms, it has been proposed that the building was a “fortified storchouse”.
This identification is Rmportud by the discovery of burnt grain in three of the storerooms™” and cuneiform tablecs
mentioning people and commodities such as qr 2in. 2% Thus, the building g probably served a pure y administrative
and economic purpose. This contrasts with other EJZ palaces, with the possxble exception of the Akkadian Palace
at Leilan.?*! There is, despite the differences in dimension, a striking similarity of the Narim Sin Palace with the
layout of the Pusham House at Mozan (see above). This might reﬂect similarities in the economic function of boch
bmldmgs; albeit on a different socio-political scale.

[~

25 All information given here is taken from the Leilan webpage: bttn /leilan,yalc.edu/abour/dig_sir.es/acropoiis northwest

mc‘xcx html' sec a ‘}30 d LLIh Forrest et. al 2004; de Lillis Forrest, M in prep. (the palace 50
b i‘

it this provisi

no & Mori 2007 Weiss et al
{: H, Weiss, personal comm.).
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7 Qates & Oates 2001a: 19-21, Fig. 15-19.
238 Oates & Oates 2001a: 19; Oares 2007: 17
239 Mallowan 1947: 63 f.

240 Mallowan 1947: 66; Gadd 1940: 60 f.
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Fig. 48: Leilan, Acropolis Northwest, Akkadian Palace, Leilan Period Ilb, EJZ 4
(Leilan webpage; and: Weiss et al. in prep.) (with kind permission of H. Weiss).




5.4.4 Period EJZ S

Evidence of Period EJZ 5 palaces is sparse. In view of the historically attested existence of a local
dynasty at Urkesh, there should theoretically have been a p')]'mc in Mozan at this time.>"> However, it is st
to observe that the Tupkish Palace was abandoned at the end of Period EJZ 4.** The area of the former pal:
transformed during Period EJZ 5*** into a domestic quarter with scattered housing and open areas for do
activities. Probably, a palace was constructed at an alternative location within the city, although this still n

be found. Ir is interesting to note that a royal seal, probably of a local ruler, was found on 1mpx€ssmn> in the
5 Pusham House. This indicates that the economic activities of this building were at least partly interrelaccd
the royal houschold of Urkesh at this time.?*

1 (4

1C
1
alt

jf‘

At Brak, the Naram Sin Palace was reused during Period EJZ 5. As Mallowan discovered, the wall:

tion

\kkadian palace were cut down to floor level and new walls erec cd following, with the excep
32, the outline of the earlier building. The floors were raised by 3m. The rebuild ling of the
by Mallowan to the Ur Ill-period {= E]JZ S). This correlation was based on a *ahlc‘ fou
debris of the later building, and probably bearing the name of Ur-Nammu, ¢ as well :
Ur-Namumu, which came to light in a subbish dunp 247 The existence of T Tr—l\ammus name in tL1€kL i1
tions has been ruled out by a later re-study of the texts.”® Thus, an UrIII date for the later palace is unce
but a post-Akkadian, Brak period N (= EJZ S) date of the Naram Sin successor building can still be <o
assumed on purely stratigraphic grounds.*® Thus, it still can be counted as the only known palace of I'-

EJZ 5.5

D

T‘

5.5. Temples and Ceremonial Architecture

5.5.1 Period EJZ 0 and EJZ 1

There is not yet any evidence for temple architecture in Periods EJZ 0 and 1.

5.5.2 Period EJZ 2

An early Syrian JZ temple has been documented at Raqa’i, Level 3 (EJZ 2).%" It is a free-standing shrin.
4 3m in size, erected within an open courtyard surrounded by an enclosure wall (Fig. 50).2°2 The “cella” is 2
axis room accessed through a door framed by buttresses and located close to the N end of the room. In the in-
there is a stepped altar podium on the N wall, flanked by a second, lower podium. In the middle of the roo:
floor level, are the remains of a hearth. Two small side rooms, accessed separately, are attached to the N «
the “cella”. The structure has been defined as a temple, primarily because of its conspicuous divergence in
from the other houses at Raqa’i and the discovery of an altar.® This interpretation has been challenged ¢
the similarity of the rooms and particularly of the altar podium to the houses at Khuera with their house alt
Consequently, the so-called “temple” at Raqa'i could be interpreted as a Khuera-type house with an ancesto:
or as a small shrine for family ancestors.

2 As generally accepred, this is the time of the Hurrian kings Shatar-mar und Aral-shen (Buccellati & Kelly-Buccellati 2
£ Fig. 19;2002a: 113-115; 2005: 42-44, Tb. 2.).

* Buccellati & Kelly-Buccellati 2002a: 106-109, Fig. 2-3.

#t Bucccllati & Kelly-Buccellati 2002a: 113 £; 2004: 15, Fig. 8d.; 2005: 29; Buccellati 2005: 23; Ptilzner & Doh:
Pfilzner, in press.

**3 It is the seal impression oﬂ\mg Rimush, not to be equared with Rimush of Akkade, but probably a local ruler of Urkes
ing the Ur I period (Volk 2004: 95-98, Abb. 4; Pfilzner & Dohmann-Pfilzner, in press; Pfilzner, in press).
i

6 Mallowan 1947: 69; Gadd 1940: 61 (last paragraph); unfortunately the reading of the king’s name is questionable an.
tablet probably a writing exercise.

%7 Mallowan 1947: 69.
8 Fidem, Finkel & Bonechi 2001: 109 {No. 23), 111 (No. 40).

% Qates & Qates 2001a: 15-19.

s-atali, dated to the postAkl

rrian king Talpu
393 £, Fie. 376.

33 Curvers & Schwartz 1990: 12; Schwartz 2000: 170-177.

34 Pfilzner 2001: 175, 309.



the mound. Two rooms and tananir could be identified, at least demonstrating that there was domestic occupa-
tion at the site during Period EJZ 5.2%

In summary, the few substantial examples of EJZ 5 domestic architecture at Mozan and Brak represent lar

o

e,

well-built and prosperous houses. This contradicts the general assumption of impoverished urban living condi-
1

tions during this last phase of the 3* millennium. It racher hints at che existence of wealthy houscholds involved
in supra-regional activities during this time.?%

5.4, Palaces

In line with the general development of political structures in the EJZ period, no palaces are attested in periods
EJZ0,E]JZ 1 or for most of EIZ 2. The eatliest palatial buildingattested in the region dates to the end of Period E[Z.2.
o, Y o tod ~

i

x

The oldest palatial building dating to the EJZ period is the so-called “Leilan IT1d Palace”, situated on the
L g g p
1)

is (Fig. 42). The part of the building excavated corresponds to Levels 17-16, dating to the end of
. o
e

o ing nine rooms,

and the other three. More than 80 ED 1lla style seal impressions were found. These were associated with the
d

measuring 2.6 x 2.3m. In view of this and the fact that sealings arc also widely present in EJZ period domestic

contexts,”* it is possible that this complex of rooms was not actually palatial in nature. It could cqually have

been the storage area of a non-palatial communal, religious or private context. Thus, EJZ 2 palatial architecture

remains obscure.

5.4.2 Period EJZ 3

Aside from the ambiguous Leilan (Period I11d) evidence, JZ palatial architecture is firs fully attested in
Period EJZ 3. Palace F at Khuera has been documented for three phases: Building Levels 2b and 2a date to period
“Khuera ID late”, whilst Building Level 3 dates to period “Khuera ID early”>”” Both of these local phases cor-
relate with Period EJZ 3b. The largest exposures pertain to Level 2, whilst Level 3 possibly represents an carlier
phase of the building, only reached by soundings in a few places.?® The palace is not centrally located, but is
positioned with its back attached to the inner city wall. In the main building phase, Level 2b, the palace is strictly
rectangular in outline, although it is terraced (Fig. 43). The central residential area is located in the upper terrace

Room &

of Excovoiion
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Ligsut of Excovgtion
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Fig. 42: Leilan, Acropolis, Levels 17-1

5 Weiss 199
08 See: Philzner 2001: 232-239.
2 121£,139£

8 Tbid. 122-124, PL. 17-20, Beilage 15; Pru

Orchmann & Pruss 1995:

ann 1990b: 25, Fig. 19.



Fig. 53: Mozan, Area B, Temple terrace, Stage I1, EJZ 3.

2

At Kashkashok ITI, Area A, there is one bui Iding that may have functioned as a temple. It is a freestandi ing
single-roomed structure (Room 13) measuring 6 x 8m with thick outer walls and a bent axis entrance (Fig. s1).=
The interior has an altar on the W side as well as buttresscs and benches on both the N and the W sides. The building
belongs to Level ATV, which dates roughly to the end of Period EJZ 2 or the beginning of EJZ 3.7 The closest paral-
lel is to the so-called “temple” at Raqa’i, although this too cannot be firmly identified as a cultic building (see above .

At Brak, a temple was excavated in Area HS4 (Fig. 52). This was initially constructed in Level 5 and rebuilt in
Level 4.7 Both levels date to Period Brak K (EJZ 2). The structure is a smgle -roomed-shrine of 8 x 4.5m although
the location of the entrance is unclear. Inside there are benches along one long and one small wall and a free-stand-
ing altar along the central axis. In front of this, at floor level, is a rectangular hearth. Despite the correspondence
in date, this structure is clearly distinct from the Raqa’i “temple” with regard to interior organisation: at Raqa’i.
the altar is not detached from the back wall, nor does it have benches. These dissimilarities hint at a difference
in function. Nevertheless, due to the lack of distinctive religious objects inside the cella of the Brak temple, it
identification as a temple remains inconclusive. Indeed, the same set of installations, with the ex xception of a free-
standing altar, are also characteristic of EJZ houses.?*®

The huge temple terrace at Mozan/Urkesh, located on the high tellin the city’s centre, was buile during Period
EJZ 2 (Fig. 53). Two floor levels were identified (Phases BS 6a and 6b) both dating to this period. These were con-
nected to the mud-brick ramp substructure leading up to the high mud-brick terrace.” These structures define
Stage I of the temple oval. Thus, the temple at Mozan is the oldest known monumental temple building in the
Syrian Jezireh. The exact layout of the temple in Period EJZ 2 is not yet known. The existence of a ramp and high
terrace (see below) is clear. The ramp did not vet have its broad horizontal stone revetments. Also, there is no evi-
dence for the existence of the stone-buils, &al temenoswall in this early period. Nor is the temple build ling, which
stood on top of the terrace, yet attested with a floor level of Phase EJZ 2, although it can be hy pothgmcallv assumed

that the EJZ 3 cella on the terrace (see below) already existed in this pcuod‘

5.5.3 Period EJZ 3

Period EJZ 3 is characterised by the existence of large temple precincts. The temple oval at Mozan/ Urkesh is
one of the most prominent examples. The huge mud-brick terrace, designated Stage II of the temple oval, evidently
existed at this time.**" It is a monumental construction of mud-bricks which vary in size and quality. The stracture
has an exposed height of 4m, and a calculated total height of 9m, based on the assumption that the terrace reaches as
far down as the foot of the ramp and staircase. The mud-brick terrace has only been exposed in a 2m wide test trench

but based on results of the geomagnetic survey, it can be deduced thar the rectangular terrace was roughly 45 x SSm in
D tal o)

255 Q] _, T
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“ig. 53).2¢ The Mozan temple terrace is a “h§0}1 terrace’ 1c S Mesopotamian sense and can be compared in
on to the known Early Dynastic examples at Ur, Uruk or Nippur.*® It provides clear proof that during the
>~ millennium, the idea of a Ziggurar was not limited to Souc’ncm Mesopotamia but also existed in the Syrian

[ne high terrace was accessible via a ramp protruding over 20m to the S from the edge of the terrace. Its core is
cted of mud-brick and itis tra apezol id in shape, ranging from a width of 12m in the upper part to a maximum

1.

aear the bottom. On the surface of the terrace were th ree low stone wa

¢ uppet sid cof“}c rra«;cb ock. "Tu was mt dcdt f ilitate and(i

_-axis entrance cmd a stone altar block sltuated leﬂ xL c‘ntr”l—a
Buccellati reconstructs it with a gable

ich pottery assembla
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From a general urban point of
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iew and based on Early Dynastic con pa i

Ybeid, al-Hiba, T\’haﬁjah\ it is piausiblc that the huge oval temenos wall su
red dL 11 g Period EJZ 3 V»H ch correlates to the final ED I and ED 111 per

vel of the aval wall is associated with an EJZ 4 floor (Level € 8} thusan cnh'l ier construction date can-
) l be proven archaeologically. The same is true for the stone staircase covering the ramp of the high rerrace,
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Fig. 54: Bevdar, Area F, Temple A, Phases 1-2, EJZ 3b
(Dezzi Bardeschi & Stenuir 2007: PL. 2).

g. 9-11, ill. 6-13; Buccellati 1998: 18-21; Buccellati & Kelly-Buccellati 1995a: 389, Fig. 3;

: Buccchari & Kelh'—Buccc’Uati 19 3; Buccellari 2005: Fig. 1.
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= Pfilzner 2008b: Fig. 16.
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Fig. 55: Beydar, Area F3, Temples B and C, EJZ 3b (Suleiman 2007: PL II).

which plausibly already existed in Period EJZ 3. However, its earliest stratigraphic attestation is likewise in .
nection with the aforementioned EJZ 4 floor (Level C8) (see below).

A number of temples dating to Period EJZ 3b (Temples A, B, C, D, and E) were excavated at Beydar. Th-
differ in dimensions but all belong to the same characteristic Beydar type.2 Temple A, 25 x 30m in sizc
accessed from an alley through a vestibule (32383) and a narrow corridor, which leads to a central square cot
yard (Fig. 54).*® The latter is paved with burnt bricks arranged in a herringbone pattern (32892). The courtya
gives access to a large bent-axis cella (6682) 9 x 7.5m in size. The whole inner face of the cella’s E wall is decorac.
with a series of mud-brick niches, with every niche recessed twice. A small bench lines the base of the niched wa!.
One of the niches is larger and deeper than the others and in front of it is a large, low podium. It is argued ch.-
this niche probably housed a cult image.” In the SE corner of the cella is a small adytum (32490), also with -
niche-decorated outer wall. Another door opens from the cella into a small room (6899) with a toilet. There ar-
side rooms to the E, S and W of the courtyard and a group of rooms to the W of the cella, also accessible from the
courtyard. These rooms, with the exception of a second toilet (12550), were used for economic purposes, main!
storage. This underlines the economic role of the temple, which seems to be closely related to the palace. This it
also highlighted by the close proximity of the two buildings.

South of Temple A is a group of two temples, Temple B and C, both strikingly similar in layour and fittings
(Fig. 55). Temple B is entered from an alley up some steps, which lead into a small courtyard containing a flat
basin and paved with burnt bricks laid in a herringbone pattern.”™ The courtyard provides access to a staircase, o
room with a toilet and a cella with a bent-axis encrance. The latter has the same furnishing as Temple A: a double-
recessed niched inner facade along one width, lined by a bench and bordered by a much deeper and broader niche,
in front of which a large flat podium is situated, resembling a “cult niche”. From the cella a second toilet room can
be reached, and to one side is a room equipped with two short benches, probably used for storage.

Temple C, situated parallel to Temple B, has a different kind of entrance. The courtyard is entered from the
tyard is again paved with burn

\
)
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is gained to a stairc
g

E side throuot estibule £+ rhere ace
L s1ac aroughn a vestibule, from where ace

brickslaid ina herringbone pattern. The temple is identic

%% Lebeau 2004,

** Bretschneider 2003: 93-106, Fig. 41-56, Plan 6-9; Bretschneider., Cunningham & Jans 2007: 41-43, Fig. 1-2; Dezzi Bardeschi
& Sténuit 2007: 53-61, Pl

270 1

Bretschneider 2003: 98.
¢
S

#1 Suleiman 2003b: 169-170 Fig. 1-4, Plan 18-19; 2007: 85-88, Fig. 1-5

1

#2 Suleiman 2003b: 170 £, Fig. 5-8, Plan 18-19; 2007: 85-88, Fig. 6-10, Pl I-
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1[ i From this large central hall
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rrom the courtyard there is access to a toilet room and to the | is cella, with the same kind of double-recessed
niched inner facade, a bench and a podium. Behind the cella one ..nd\ the second toilet xoom and a storage room.
gade, p g
Temple C is additionally decorated by a niched outer temple ¢ along the adjoining alley. The hich
N

standardivation in chis EIZ. 3b chdar temple type is astonis
) f p
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Temple D, situated to the E of Temples B and C, again follows the lavout of thé Beydar tem ple-type. The
p 5
courtyard is rearhcd tnrough a narrow vestibule and is paved with burnt 5r1 cks hcumabonf arrangement

ig. 56).7 From the small courtyard one can reach a Lfni etand two other rooms, wh I t o rhc Si topensont 0 the
In the cellaa bench and a podium are preserved close to ! I

la. 15t have originally been,
! 11
nough his has now been completely destroyed. Two smaller rooms are agam accessible fr om the cella.
A newly dismwred monum eydar, ples B and C, and also dates to
eriod EJZ 3b /Fxg ). Ie adopn features of the afore-mentioned smaller Beyd: ples, bu also reveals striki 1g
si; ilarities with the large te"nplv complexes FS and SS at Brak (see below).”™ Temple probably acces

d paved with baked bricks again ir ring oﬁ both Qew ar and Brak.
(13471),2 approxi imately 20x 16min ilmennon,
mched tagadc, ,Vith bench at its foot and a podium at its N end. Thcsc intetior features closely resemble T 'empx

A'to D and, thus, adhere to the Beydar style of ten ple furnishing. T'ls size of this room however is ou wstanding in
LOH]L}&LLSOH to the other Beydar temples but finds a close paralle! in the central rooms of Temp es FS and SS at Brak.
‘ At Brak they are interpre cted as courtyards due to their size, however it seems, as Lebeau argues,”” plausible to recon-
| | struct them as closed rooms, both at Bsydar and at Brak. The vulnerable lime floors and th” plastered facade make 4
L ””l strong case for the existence a covered space. Whilst it would have bccn challenging to roof the 16m space with wood,
|

ed. On its inner E wall is a decorated

it this should have been technically possi bw ¢ enormous 2m thick walls support the technical tms1b4,1tv of roofing,

fee

a small room with a toilet (13455) in the NE corner of the building is accessible,
“W again a typical feature of the Beydar temples. In contrast to the other Beydar temples, however, there is a succession
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Fig. 57: Beydar, Arca M, Temple E, EJZ b (Suleiman 2010 n.d:, PI. 1)
(with kind permission of M. Lebeau).

of two rooms to the E of the large hall, the first one (13496) accessible from the hall in a bent-axis arrangeme: -
whilst the second (13461) can onlv be reached from the first one. This parallels perfectly the characteristic roo:
arrangements in Temples SS and SS at Brak. Whilst at Brak, these two rooms are labelled ane-cellz and i i
seems, at least in the case of Temple E at Beydar, to be more apt to designate them as adyza.

On the opposite side of the central hall, in the W wing of the building, are two more side rooms. This give
the whole building a tripartite layout with the large hall at the centre and two side wings. The tripartite layour al
structured the arrangement of the smaller tcmplcs B and C at Beydar, with the cella in the centre, but it can als
be reconstructed in thc (partly preserved) temples SS and FS at Brak (see below). As we saw already in the case o-

the Tupkish palace at Mozan, the trlpa1t1te layout was also applied in palace architecture. This seems to have bee:
a universal concept in Early JZ architecture.

The large temple complexes SS and FS at Brak, dated by the excavarors to Brak Phase M, corresponding to the
Akkadian perlod (EJZ 4), might well be older than .1ssumcd at least with regard to their date of construction. The
excavators already assumed that the construction phase of Temple SS, Level 5, d"itus to the transition from Brak Phas.
LioM(=EJZ 3b to EJZ 4)*7 It should be noted that Period EJZ 3b correlates wich the ED IIIb/ early Akkadiar
(pre-Naram-Sin) phase.”™ An EJZ 3b date for both temple complexes is particularly plausible given the strlkmv simi-
larities to the plan of Temple E at Beydar,”” and furthermore would be in keeping with our knowledge re‘u*dlm, the
historical importance of Brak, ancient Nagar, during the pre-Akkadian period, the time of the * Knvdnm of Nagar”
(Brak Phase L, ca. 2450 — 2350/2300 BC).2 Nevertheless, the established dating conventions will bc followed

1
ed and
the two buildings will be presented in this chapter under the heading of EJZ 4 tcmple architecture (see below).

The EJZ 3 temples at Khuera follow a completely different architectural tradition to those at Beydar. Here, th
*cmtylc in antis type is most prominent in Period EJZ 3, of which no 3 millennium examples have been recorded

for the Khabur region of the Syrian JZ. Thus, there appear to be different sub- regions of architectural t:admu“
within the TZ The most famous remple in antis at Khuera is the Steinban 1 (Fig, 58) The oldest phase of the templc

& Oares 2001a: 41,73

Thid K 1 e
Ibid. 73.The arguments brou g up by the excavators against an L]
mainly strcsung the non-local ¢

at Beydar !\5..«: above).

n'{l‘JLECI’ of tht SSar Clll[ crure, are not v 711(1 any Imore, €§}>L\,IL1}I:\” \\'I[ll FCUJ.I Lx to new discoveries

*7® Pfilzner 1998: 70, Fig. 1; Dohmann-Pfilzner & Pfilzner 2000: 191, Fi
*7 See: Lebeau 2010 n.d.

20 Oates & Oates 2001b: 380-383; Fidem, Finkel & Bonechi 2001: 100

183



L I?ﬁ'z':":;;: y

Fig. 58: Khuera, Steinbau I, EJZ 3a & 3b
(Orthmann 1990b: Fig. 9).

precinct, Level 7, dates back to Period EJZ 3a (Khuera Phase IC). Levels 6-1 of the Steinbasn I temple precinee date
to the succeeding Period EJZ 3b (Khuera Phase ID)*. The stone temple platform itself was built during Phase 7b,
i.e. within Period EJZ 3a.%%*

Steinbau I temple was constructed on a high platform (“Kernban”) using large, sometime gigantic stone boul-
ders.?®? The structure is 26 x 14m in size with a height of 7m. Lower terraces built of stone and mudbrick are
attached to the platform on its N, W and S sides. These were probably added later to stabilise the construction.
The temple proper on top of the platform, built using mud-bricks on a stone foundation, was not preserved, but
could be reconstructed on by studying the remains of foundations found within the podium. It was a classic zez-
plein antis-type with a cella (interior of 15 x 10m) and a promaos (5 x 10m) between two antis both Sm in length. >

The platform was accessible via a stepped ramp, obliquely attached to the platform on its E side. The ramp was
initially made of stone (Stage 2) but later covered with mud-bricksteps (Stage 1b).*** It is approximately 10m wide, thus
hidinga large part of the platform’s E front, and only 10m long. Adjacent to the temple platform’s E and particularly N
sides were dense clusters of rooms (Levels 7-1).2¢ The rooms were used for economic purposes, including storage. On
the E fringe of the precinct, N of Steinbaun I1, was a bakery?. This clearly demonstrates the economic role of the tem-
ple, also evident atc Beydar, where the four temples are surrounded by storage rooms and detached storage buildings.

Steinbau 11, located in Area B 30m to the SE of Steinban 1, also dates to Periods EJZ 3a and EJZ 3b (Khuera
Phases IC and ID) (Fig. 59).2%® This structure was formerly regarded as a temple in its own right.*® However, a re-
study of the area showed that it actually functioned as a propylon-type entry building to the vast temple complex
extending from there up to Steinban 1.2

Steinbau 111, corresponding in date to Steinban 1 and II (EJZ 3a and 3b), consists of a large stone platform
with dimensions of 16 x 14m and 4m in height (Fig. 60). The platform was accessible via a monumenral, 13m
wide and 21m long staircase, of which 14 regularly laid stone steps have survived.””! The building has proven dif-
ficult to interpret functionally. Its initial excavators suggested that it was a temple on a high placform or perhaps

=1 Meyer 2010c:14.

* Orthmann 1995: 34, 43-46.

8 Moortgat 1960a: 22-32; 1960b: 12-35; 1962: 22-42; 1965: 6-9; Orthmann 1995: 17-28.
#% Orthmann 1990b: 15-17, Fig. 9

#5 Orthmann 1995: 24-28, Fig. 5-7.
28 1960b: 20-31; 1962: 23-35; Orthma 5
= . 995: 7375, PL. 13a-b; 12
8 Meyer 2010c: 14.
2 Moortgat 1960a: 25; Orthmann 1990b: 18, Fig. 10; 1990¢: 253
& o
20 Klein & Orthmann 1995: 76; Fig. 32.
21 Moortgat 1965: 9-11; 1967:4-8; Moortgat-Correns 1973:36 .- Orchmann, Klein & Liith 1986: 34-37; Orthmann 1990b:
O

19-20; 1990c: 251-253.




sumental grave.”” Orthmann originally argued for a reconstruction as a temple in antis with an open pro-
“* Based on the re-interpretation of Steinbau Il and on new compararive data, it now seems more plausible
1se on a long ramp which led into a second

% The ramp of Steinban 111 is, in terms of

o Steinban 111 was a monumental gateway, proceeded by a stai

e te

unction, very similar to the ramp and stone staircase leadingup to the temple terrace at Mozan

ht reflect a common architectural tradition.

¥>Irisavery clear example ofa temple in anii
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the N side, is anocher wle o ple in antis (Fig. 63).2% It dates to Period EJZ 3b and has ¢ g
>hases: Level 3 (TCH ID early = b) and Levels 2c and 2b (TCH ID late = EJZ 3b). Steinfan V1is elevared
\ ] \ 7

r a stone platform 2m in height and measures 17.5 x 11.5m. A 4m wide staircase of seven stone steps leads up to
-onaos in antis. The pronaos was divided into a central passage and two lateral, slightly elevated areas, each
vith a bench along the wall. The pronaos could therefore be used for gatherings. The cella measures 11 x 7.8m and

s cquipped with a number of installations: an altar in the middle of the rear wall, alow podium on the N wall and
- bench and a stone installation on the central axis of the cella, probably a hearth. The atear and the podium cor-
respond to similar installations in the cella of the “Kleiner Antentempel”, suggesting thar this type of furni
was standard for an nzentempel, and probably also existed in the Steinban I temple.

The smallest example of a temzple in antis at Khuera is the “Kleiner Antentempel”, embedded in the dwelling
Area K south of the “Anton Moortgat Place” (Fig. 62 and 64). Conventionally, Levels 1 to 5 have been referred to
as a “temple”,?” but only the earliest Phases 1 to 3 are to be identified as an ‘Untentempel (temple in antis), whilst
Phases 4 to 5 can be interpreted as a dwelling house with an ancestor altar.””® The Antentempel of Levels 1-3 can
be dated to Khuera period ID (= EJZ 3b).*? It is built entirely of mud-brick, not evening possessing stone foun-

B s

Fig. 61: Khuera, “Nordtempel”, EJZ
5 3b (Orthmann 1990b: Fig. 14).

> Moortgat 1962: 9-22; Orthmann 1990b:
26 QOrthmann 2002: 3-9

Drechmann 1990b. 22, Abb. 15-16.

? Dohmann-Pfilzner & Pfilzner 1996: 5-9, 13.




Architecture
dations. Nor was it erected on a platforim. Inside the pronaos in antis was e npoonac
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a small staircase of mud-bricks (Level 2 and 3) leading up to the floor of s O i =
the cella. The cella was a small room of 4 x 4.5m, with a low mud-brick Quor, 2
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The use of heavy stone foundations and stone platforms for temples
is a clear characteristic of religicus architecture of Khuera. ™ Similar fea-
tures are however found elsewhere. At Mozan a stone structure, Building

XV, was documented in Area C2, Level C16 (EJZ 32).% Itisa rectangular

Pl e s :
structure with a height of 1.5m, constructed using large stone blocks. It has

a minimum size of 7

3.5m, but was not entirely excavaced. The inside is

filled with stone partition walls and mud-bricks, thus the construction pos-
sibly functioned as a platform. On the basis of the aforementioned parallels

from Khuera, it could hypothetically have been a platform for a temple.

In summary, the survey of temple architecture dating to Period EJZ 3
reveals a large diversity of architectural forms. The most prominent types

are: a) the Anrentempel -type, best evidenced at Khuera, and consisting of é

two subtypes, one with a high stone placform and the other with no plat- £

- LT ol B g y N

form; b) the “Bent Axis Cella type” with an internal decorated fagade, as i = S
= it

recorded at Beydar; and ¢) the S Mesopotamian-style of high terrace tem-
ple, as exemplified by the Mozan temple oval.

5.4.4 Period EJZ 4

\
The largest and most impressive temple building of Period EJZ 4 is )
the temple oval at Mozan/ Urkesh (Fig. 65, 66a and 66b). It dates back to '
Period EJZ 2 and EJZ 3 (see above) and was used continuously through to { | ‘J_
Period EJZ 4. The well-documented remains of Period EJZ 4 are labelled ;

5 , R I o o
Stage I11.°°* The high terrace with the temple on top and a ramp to one e

sAide still existed in this period. The precinct did h9wevcr undergo one Fig. 62: Khuera, Area K, Kleiner
fundamental modification, first visible in Stage I1I of the temple oval, but Antentempel, architectural
hypothetically already present carlier on (Stage I1/ EJZ 3). An oval perim- development of Levels 1 to 3, EJZ
eter wall was constructed around the high terrace and ramp.” The huge 3b (Orthmann 1990b: Fig. 15).

wall was built of stone and encloses an area of 70m (N-S) by 130m (E-W).

It was first identified by geomagnetic survey, then tested by the DOG-team at three points using soundings.**
The American Mozan team later excavated the wall on a larger scale.®” The wall of large boulders must have
been at least 4.3m wide.® This structure is clearly reminiscent of the temple ovals in Southern Mesopotamia
(el-Obeid, al-Hiba, Khafajah), to whom it is also equal or even superior in size. This architectural model seems
therefore to have derived from a southern tradition (based on the EJZ 4 date of the excavated part of it) or was
created simultaneously in the S and in the N of Mesopotamia (if it already existed in Period EJZ 3).

Stage IIT of the temple oval also includes a monumental stone staircase on top of the ramp leading up to the
high terrace.®” The lowest excavated step is connected to an EJZ 4 floor of Level C 8, indicating that the stair-
case existed at least since this period. In rotal, 24 steps made of large stone slabs, were preserved reaching 5.4m
in height. These led across the oval wall to the upper edge of the mud-brick terrace. The staircase is trapezoid in
shape, 23m wide at its lower end, and it protrudes well beyond the oval temenos wall. This together with the lateral

™ Moortgat 1965: 11:17; 1967: 8-33.
! Pfilzner 2001: 336 £

%2 Orchmann 1990a; 1990b.

8b: 405-4]

002a: 168-172; Pfilzner 200

2; Pfilzner & Dohmann-Pfilzne
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Fig. 63: Khuera, Arca S, Steinbau VI, Phase 2¢, EJZ 3b (Orthmann 20023: Fig. 1).
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Fig. 64: Khuera, Area K, Kleiner Antentempel, internal installations of Level 2, EJZ 3b (Moortgat 1967: Fig. 7).

ne revetments of the ramp give the staircase, situated in the city centre, 2 monumental, eye

ton ching apps
Fig. 66b).

T

The two temple complexes at Brak, SS and FS, differ in architectural tvpe from the temple oval at Mozan,
although they are similarly impressive in dimensions, monumentality and lavout. As noted above, the construc-
tion of both temples may date back as far as Period EJZ 3b, but the most intensive use of the two complexes
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Fig. 65: Mozan, Area B, temple oval, Stage III, EJZ 4 ( (Pfiizner 2008b: Fig. 14).

is recorded for Period EJZ 4. The monumental complex in Area S$*%is documented in Levels 3 (construction
period, EJZ 3b/4) and 4 (EJZ 4). It is arranged around a huge courtyard (8), measuring 27 x 14.5m in size and
paved with baked bricks arranged ina hcrrmgbune pattern, as is characteristic at Beydar. The central courtyard
is surrounded by a regular row of rooms, each with a Sm wide opening onto the courtyard (Fig. 67). The E, S,
and W sides all have three such rooms, and northern side just one. The openings are framed by monumental
“rebated piers”, and a central column or pillar was situated in the middle of the openings, as it was recorded in
Rooms 15 and 16 .This “wan-type of architecture can also be observed in palace buildings of the JZ, such as in
the Acropolis palace at Beydar (EJZ 3b) and the Tupkish Palace at Mozan (EJZ 4) (see above\ It therefore seems
that the use of an 7wan type layout is a typical feature of Period EJZ 3b/4 political and religious architecture.

The interiors of these jwan-rooms are highly decorated with two repetitive features (Fig. 68): double niches,
arranged on top of one another, with the upper one having two-stepped recesses and the lower ones being un-
rcce>sed and a wall decoration of regularly spread thin vertical mud ribs, either plain or fluted, made using vertical
finger impressions. Both features are best preserved in the jwan-type Room 5 on the N side of the courtvard but
thw also exist in many other rooms. The wall decoration is peculiar to Brak, and is used exclusively in the SS build-
ing complex. The fact that it is not found elsewhere illustrates the variety of local styles present in EJZ architecture.

The N side of the great courtyard is furnished with a very typical ceremonial fagade. In the N wall, located
roughly along the central axis of the courtyard is a broad niche, framed by tower like buttresses. Inside the niche
isa smallel recessed niche and a high bench, in front of which is a huge dais, consisting of a stone slab lying on
the floor and 3 x 1.85m in size. This arrangement is strongly reminiscent of the courtyard in Palace F at I\hucm
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Fig. 66b: Mozan, Area B, temple oval, reconstruction, Stage 111, EIZ 4
(Ptilzner 2008b: Fig. 16).
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Fig. 67: Brak, Area SS, Level 5, monumental complex, EJZ 4 (Oates & Oates 2001a: Fig. 91).

(BJZ 3), which had a similar dais (see above). Comparable arrangements are also known from Beydar, both in

temples (see above) and in a public courtyard (e.g. the “South Court”). Most probably it was used for ceremonial

purposes. That it looks onto the vast courtyard suggests that this was associated and was perhaps used for rituals

involving a large audience. Whether these ceremonies were religious or political (as is indicated by the Palace Fat

vo, is difficult to say. It should be nored that there are no clear temp! nishings
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Fig. 68: Brak, Area SS, Level 5, monumental complex: system of wall decoration (example from Room S), EJZ 4

(Oates & Oates 2001a: Fig. 103).

Unfortunately, no installations have been found within the room, probably due to poor preservation on the E
side. On the W side is a door leading into two side rooms (2 and 3), reached via a bent axis entrance These two
rather small rooms are interpreted by the excavators as the “antecella” and “cella” of the temple. The installations
in these two rooms do not however support this identification. None of the typical features such as an alter, hearth
or podium were found. The only installations were low benches lining the wall and a jar sunk into the floor in
the corner of the first room. An alternative function such as an adyzon or a storage room for valuable cultic items
should therefore be assumed.

Rooms serving various functions were found in the remainder of the building. To the W of the temple hall,
accessible through the iwan-Room 5, is a group of rooms with economic-related functions; one room possessed a
large oven and some may have been used for storage. Other rooms include a large reception hall (18) with bench-
lined walls and an irregular courtyard (22/24), from which a second reception (23) room with internal benches
and a niched outer fagade is accessible. This W wing is interpreted as an administrative sector.

In conclusion, Complex SS seems to have been a multifunctional building, which housed religious and political
activities. The storage and administrative sectors, where a large number of sealings were found, could have supported
both functions. The religious and political activities must be seen as strongly interconnected, as is also demonstrated
by the large building complex in the centre of Beydar, which incorporated a palace, temple and storage area.

Complex FS, situated on the opposite side of Brak’s upper city is strikingly similar in outline to complex SS
(Fig. 69).*"" It existed in Level 5 (Brak Phase M, EJZ 4) and was deliberately filled in at the end of its use along
with ritual deposits of animals such as donkeys and a diverse range of objects. A large courtyard (18 x >20 m)
again lies at the heart of the complex. There is only one “swan”-type room (6), which opens onto the W side of the
courtyard. On the § side is a large gateway (1/2/13) with two door openings (2/ 13). It has one internal room (1)
equipped with benches and bins, which was probably used as a waiting room. On the N side of the large courtyard
is the temple, the courtyard facade of which has deep niches, but no plarform or other typical furnishings similar
to complex SS. '

The excavators interpret
thar the roc

11 = 4
walls, especia

be unsuitable for P

o
©
|®]
(4]
fe=]
v
o
o
<
=
o
=
oot
@
o’

)a: 41-53, Fig

M Qares & Oares 20¢

12 Matthews et. al 2001, 356 £, Fig. 359 (based on the microstratigraphic observations the ficor proper does not show rain
1

disturbances, which are only visible in a layer on top of an ash deposit and date after the aband

nment of the buildi




P Pfilzner

Fig. 69: Brak, Area FS, religious complex FS, Level 5, EJZ 4 (from Oates & Oates 2001a: Fig. 42).

NW corner two small rooms, interpreted by the excavators as an antecella and cella, are accessible. Again, as in
the case of Temple SS, the small size of the rooms and the installations do not support this interpretation. There
is a tiny, flat podium and a circular bin in the first room (42). Wich the exception of a niche found high up on the
side wall, there are no installations in the second room (41). The rooms should instead be interpreted as an adyzon
or a special treasury.

The W wing of the FS complex contains storage rooms and a kind of reception room (20), very similar to those
in the SS complex. Again, one can argue that additional economic and political tasks were undertaken in the FS
complex, and that these were integrated with, or complementary to the assumed religious role of the building,
However, it should be noted that even the possible religious role of the “temple” unit (41/ 42/ 43) is not substanti-
ated by specific installations or finds.

The evidence of EJZ 4 religious architecture at Khuera is scarce. The only clear example is “Steinban” V1in the
city centre. Its last phase of use, Phase 2a, can be dated to Period EJZ 4 (Khuera period IE). There are no major
architectural changes between the EJZ 3b phases (see above) and Phase EJZ 4 of the temple, suggesting thart there
was continuity in the use of religious buildings between the two periods.*

At Beydar there is also one example of a Period EJZ 4 temple. Temple A was constructed immediately to the S
of the Acropolis palace during Period EJZ 3b (see above). In the Early Akkadian period (EJZ 4a) the temple plan
remained principally unchanged, with only minor modifications to the rooms around the courtyard (Fig, 70).%
The cella retained its characteristic interior niched fagade and presumably its cultic functions. During this phase
a rich burial with two shafts was made below the floor of the cella.’ This suggests that the temple was probably
used as an ancestor sanctuary, at least from Period EJZ 4 onwards. In the Middle Akkadian period (EJZ 4b) the
cella was abandoned and replaced with a courtyard.?'® Rooms of unclear function and no obvious relation to the
cultic use of the building were constructed in the W parr. In the Late Akkadian period (EJZ 4c), a new temple
building was constructed. It consists of a nearly square room of 8 x 8m with a centrai platform, a podium, a basin
on the Wwalland a't in the NE corner.® These installations are not like the cultic installations found in
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Fig. 70: Beydar, Area F, square “temple” (Room 6334) of the Late Akkadian period, EJZ 4c
(Bretschneider, Jans & Suleiman 2003: Plan 17).

5.5.5 Period EJZS

The only Period EJZ 5 religious building is the temple oval at Mozan/ Urkesh. Stage V of the temple oval is
dated to Period EJZ 5. It is associated with three successive floors on the Max-Mallowan-Place abutting the temple
staircase. The temple oval, consisting of an oval perimeter wall, stone staircase and mud-brick terrace thl h a high
temple, remained unchanged durmg Period EJZ 5, providing evidence for the uninterrupted religious nature of
this important sanctuary durmg the final part of the 3* millennium. It provides a clear indication of continuity

in religious structures and systems from Period EJZ 4 through to EJZ 5.

5.6. Storage Buildings
5.6.1 Period EJZ 1

The grill-plan structures recorded at Raqa'i, Levels 57 (see above) can be interpreted as substructures of stor-
age facilities. They served to raise easily perishable goods from the ground and thus kept them dry.**® The grili-plan
architecture does not represent public or communal building activities. Rather, it provides eviderice of 2 small-
scale, household-based system of storage. It seems to have been characteristic of EJZ 1 domestic structures.

L1

her grill-structure, exposed on a much larger scale, was excavated at Zivadeh on the Middle Khabur

dates to sometime between Periods E[Z 1-2,72 although given the close comps
24 o o I
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ig. 71: Ziyadeh, Phase N3, grill-plan storage building, EJZ 1 {Hole 1999: Fig. 4).

go

the structures at Raqa’i** an EJZ 1 date is most likely. It is the best—prescrv ed example of this type of architec-
ture, with walls presPr.Cfi to a height of 2m. The bulldmg consists of three units: a grill-structure to the W, a
“central building” with two rectangulal rooms, and a square-shaped “eastern bmldmg "322 A mud-brick terrace,
i d “loadi latform” for th : ] he buildi he N side. The grill-uni

interpreted as a “loading platform” for the storage rooms, protects the building on the N side. The grill-unit
contains five walls, each SOcm wide with 60cm spaces in between. An inner corridor connects the four narrow
spaces via well-preserved arched doorways. The excavator reasons that the entire building served as a storage
structure, due to the narrow spaces within the grill structures, making it unsuitable for habitation; the absence

of doors in the well-preserved 2m high walls of adjoining rectangular rooms; and due to the complete lack of

houschold installations within the rooms.*** The diversity of room types within the storage complex may reflect
a diverse range of storage-related activities or types of stored goods. The existence of a fannur immediately to
the W of the grill-structure®* hints at a POsSlblC connection of this large, multi-purpose storage facility with
the adjoining house.

5.6.2 Period EJZ2

The most prominent storage structure of Period EJZ 2 is the Round Building at Raqa'i. It has been recorded
in two levels, Level 4 dating to Period EJZ 2 (Fig. 72), and Level 3 dating to the end of Period EJZ 2 (Fig. 14a).>»
It is completely preserved in Level 4 and sits at the centre of the small settlement. Houses surround the building,
although these are mainly attested in Level 3 (see above). The structure is oval in shape with a diameter of 23m and is
enc10<€d bya thick outer wallwich only one entry, giving it a strongly fortified character. The interior space is c‘enscl\
subdivided into 29 small chambers (LC\ el 4), ofvarvmg size and hvout most of which served as storage rooms.?

At Atij, there are silos in both the N and the S areas of the sectlement. The northern silos (Fig. 73) consist
of three building units cach housing small chambers of varying size, some of which show remains of corbelled
roofs.**” Two of the small silo rooms (503, 504) have a T-shaped form due to che fact chat the side walls are only
corbelled over two thirds of the room’s length, whilst one third of the room has straight walls in order to allow
access from the roof, perhaps using a ladder.*® The three building units have, in contrast to the Round Building
of Raga’i, an overall rectangular outline. On the E side they are fortified by a chick wall, and a wide mud-brick
platform, which is attached to the inside of the oval fortification wall surrounding the entire settlement.

32! See Section 5.2 FJZ 1
322 Hole 1999: 269-272, Fig g.3-5:

33 Hole 1999: 269,

compare Quenet, this volume.
ez 1990; Schwartz & Curvers 1992: 406-410.
1990a: 222-232, Fig. 2-10.

36 Curvers & Sc
7 Forrin 1988b: 155-16
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% See: Fortin 1988b; Fig, 1




