Leilon phvozraphied from the west. Seen
fram @ dixtance the modern village, which s
budlt o pog of the Acropalis, probabily Jonks
i as thie site did i antiguiry

ell Leilan 18 certainly one
of the more imposing sites
in northern Mesopotamia,
Situated on the left bank
of the Wadi Jarrah, in the heart of the
fertile Habur Plains of northeastern
Syria, the massive extant walls rise
more than 15 meters above the level
of the plain, and enclose an area of
some 90 hectares (900,000 square
meters), making it one of the largest
ancient sites in northern Mesapo:
tamia, even larger than Ebla (56
hectares), Ashur (50 hectares|, and

the Habur
Plains
of Syria

By Hanvey WErss

Tell Brak (43 hectares). The gates of
the city were an the north, south,
and east, while on the west the
ancient river probably provided a
protective shoulder. The site is
dominated by a 15-hectare Acropalis,
which probably featured large public
buildings in its northern section and
a 'ziggurat” to the south,

In 1978, with the cooperation of
the Directorate-General of Anti-
quities in Damascus, Yale Univer-
sity began its work at Tell Leilan
with a topographic survey of the
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site, In assoviation with the Metro-
politan Museum of Art in New York,
thiree full seasons of excavation
(1979, 1980, and 1982) have since
been conducted. These excavations
have tested four areas of the site.
The Acropolis-northeast has been
the focus of horizomtal excavations,
while three stratigraphic soundings
have also been undertaken; Opera-
tion 1, a 4.5-meter-wide step trench,
now almost 16 meters deep, which
goes down the northwest slope of
the Acropolis; a small sounding
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(designated 57F02) in the Lower
Town; and Operation 2, a small
sounding at the Ciry Wall,

In the tirst pare of this paper |
shall briefly present some resules of
the excavation of the Acropolis-
northeast, and then discuss whae
these sugpeest for our understanding
of the site during the early second
millenpium n.c, In the second part [
shall summarize what we have
learned in the three spundings, and
consider what this may tell us about
northern Mesopotamia in the third
millennium v.c.

Tell Leilan in the Second
Millennium s.c.: Excavations on
the Acropolis-northeast

Three seasons of excavation on the
Leilan Acropolis now provide new
data for the significance of Leilan,
its ancient name, and its role on the
Habur Plains of the early second
millennium s.c, The topography of
the Acropolis sugeests that large
public buildings are situated within
the northeast quadrant, For the pur-
poses of establishing the chronology
of settlement within the site and its
Acropolis, as well as testing loci that

right provide evidence for the sites
historical role, this area has become
one of the central rescarch loci of
the Tell Leilan Projece.

Initial explorations in 1972,
barely scratching its surface, allayed
all previous fears that the Leilan
Acropolis was capped by a Roman-
period fortress. At 50 centimeters
down, the trained excavator is able
to articulate the tops of muassive,
sun-dricd mudbrick walls erected
some 4,000 vears ago. Three building
levels of such collapsed structures
have now been identified within our
excavations on the Acropolis-
northeast.

Building Level I Immediately under
the surface, Building Level 1 com-
prises the remains of a mudbrick
platform or paving, now only a few
courses high in some places. This
surface and 1ts brickwork were set
against the collapsed southern facade
of an earlier building level, Building
Lewel 11 [see stratigraphic section),
Later surfaces related to the Building:
Lewvel-l brick platform have also been
identified elsewhere within the col-
lapsed walls of Building Level I, and
assoctated with these surfaces are
potsherds of the "Habur ware” variety
that is securely dated to the nine-
teenth century p.c. These same
kinds of ceramies also comprise the
assemblages of Building Level [ and
Building Level 11 This then is the
terminal occupation on the Acrop-
olis, perhaps representing scrappy,
insubstantial habitations, possibly
of squatters or temporary settlers
who were seeking shelter within the
ruins of large, recently collapsed
buildings, These ruins are now
known to be the remains of o major
sccond-millennium-p.c. temple.
Building Level 11. Thirteen hundred
square meters of the Building Level-
[l temiple have now been retrieved,
with an equivalent area probably
remaining to be excavated. The nor-
thern facade of the temple presented
an imposing configuration of niches
and engaged columns arranped in
panels, alternately spiral and plain.
continibed o jage 12
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Trees

-

Dahil Abdiss) o vateran
sttt o e Lietlan |
vl Iioties, escirve b e o
the Huilline Lovel-IT i
cofurmnof die etk facaife
of the temple o the
Acropalienorieas.

Euch year the dead and

architeraral convention for the deco-
ration of public building fcades from
at least as early o the Urule period
when the pillass and engaged columny
of the Uruk temples weee emblazoned
with cone-mosaic denigns imitating
the trunks of palm trées (Buren 1945
29; Brandes 1968 At ALUbaid, in the
late Eulymmﬂn perind, palm|
trunks were used as the cores for
mosaic and shearhed columns [Hall
and Waalley 1927 100, Howand:
Carrer 1983 65]. Lamge mudbrick:
datespalm eplumns with diammonid-
shaped frond scars decorated the gate-

iy into the so-ealied Bastion of

Warad:Sin at Ur in the nineteenth
century he. (Woolley 1936).
Ceimtemporary Mark, hmm.
pm-.rid::a the most contexts for palm-
troe dmmurm with!.u-pu‘hlfn Bl
{ngs: thret for palaces and one for's

temples A much discussed ehumber
‘within the Palace of Zimri-Lim, later

aecupied by Shamshi-Adady son
Tnumaid&-ﬂénd S lenenwn as thie

. . d?lng olter fromds [Aribic
Sizes of Syro-Mesopotamian auriaf) e wut from the palin
Sites During the Third and | egesiset o ket =
Early Second Millennia s.c. fourneen years old the i _
wiody and expanded base  AEUEC
of the fmqu‘.l; [ﬁmhlﬂ Karib) =
Ancient Area in ane eut away close bo t ]
Site Mame Hectares trunkeal t‘l;;.m]ull This!
“ ; o0 uperaticn gencnlle kills
i Jop | 18y ket bud ot
Leilan Shubat Enlil? 90 'mm"‘ﬁ:k 11 cirhe
Hamoualkar L4} Thﬁlﬂ“ﬂb columns ot the two
Khashi a0 Leglan' ttmphs prwidr.u 8o far,
1-E:|d'h ail 90 facode decoration using four different
Mardikh Ebla 56 ."If?“ “{;’5"5“‘3 '-"TI halt ;‘E:;“m
Caliat Shergat Ashur &) | Mwﬂd nhﬁm*ﬁnf?!l{!uhﬁ'nl
Brak Milabshinu? 43 mmdud‘s hﬁd ol Im ""I:'“
Meslkene/Balis Emar 37 rounded by braided columns [Building
B Tugrul? an Leyel TH); (2] palm trunk column
Thuagan Urshu? 28 Tlthin e imbricated m
Rimah Karanal 28 || lapping| f“d“‘;'d’ [Building i ILd.
Hammam ¢tTurkman  Zalpah! 25 | ‘southjfacadel; Iﬂlﬂ:‘dﬂmm;n !
Barri Kahar 13 brick #hﬂ‘! t'"i'ﬂ-l@ mi ﬂ'-l-'ﬂ.ltﬂ
filla Shibaniba 15 :dlmm (Building Level T, m“h
Cheprmayin 15 facade]; and (4] plain: faced columns
¢hapar Bazar 13 : either twisted fﬂuilﬂ.{uﬁu‘kﬂl mi T
Arhit 13 seraight J_Euﬂdmgl.mrcl o
Adlun 17 a T" are pulm-tree mhﬁl‘;.mrﬂmi
e 4 ing in northeastermmost Syria
E'L::.?:: R S || Palm troes corrainly are not at hixme
. P
e b 0 are rarely fo et ip-
Oiher Mesopotumian Sites thioy,
Mishrife Quatna 100 ﬁ:g‘;‘ mm“; ﬁ}:?:ﬂ m “‘:‘
Fara, ED LI Shuruppak 100 b bnll?d bt et Ton o S
Hariri Pohard 54 : 4 E‘T ﬁ i '“‘q&ﬂ;t they
Inghaza, ED I Bish =4 ﬁi:: nm;ul: ‘nlmlm % mﬂ v::fe an
wizyad, EDANT Al 45 ; P APPWERELY
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“Date Palm Court” (Al-Khalesl 1978),
while thie famous “lovestiture” wall
paintings of the palace depict palm
trech with fronds trimmed inthe
*‘dianond"” fashion, like the mudbrick
columns of Leilio Butlding Level 111
amd ehe Bastion of Warad-Sin ae Ur
[Parsor 1958: plates 10~ 13, Less well
lenown, bue very intnguing i the
reference to 8 “Palm Tree Palace in
Shamshi-Adad's letter of reprinuind to
Yasmukh-Adad, quoted in the sidebar
1o the present artisle entitled “The
Search for Shamshi-Adad's Capltal
City." {Might this be referring to yet
another Mard palace | & sroné-column
bt from Mari eue in imitation of
palm scales suggests that columns
resembling palm-tiee tranks would
hiave buen quite at home hers [Parrot
193%: platg V, 2|, And lastly, e did not
ehcape thie notlce of Andie Farrot that
the left slde of the deorway i the
Dagan Temple at Mard “semble avoir
1é decord de tronos de palmiers!
[Parroc 1938: 21),

In southern Mesopotamis, palm
treed are also mentioned in associa-

“tion with the Shamash temple ar

Larsa, o major contemporary city on
the Buphrates, Cunguium, king of
Larsd fromm 1932 oo 1906 boe., went 4o
far a3 to name a year "The year he
brought two bronase dace palms into
thie temple of Shamash® (Ungrad
1938: 1551, The EBABBAR Shanash
vemiple at Larsa has, for several vears,
been under oxtavation by the Univer-

sity of Paris team dirécted by Profes-
sir [-Lo Huot, but bronze palms have
not been retrieved, However, o set of
beautitally construceed courtyards
have been exposed. The ineerior walls
of one of these, Courcyard 1, wore
decarated with spiral columnt viry
similar to the spiral columns used as
exterior facade decoration in Leilan
Butlding Lewel 11 {Calver and others
1906, Hubt and aeheri 1983),

A very intriguing parallel for the
uae of columns, both palmlike and
spiral, is available at the contémpo-
rury temple of Tell al-Rimah, just
neross the border near Tell Adar, Irag.
The Rimah temple features spiml
columna similar o those of Letlan, as
will asitwe kinds of palmbike cols
wmitis, 4 “icale® pattern, and the
dinmpnd-shaped patern. The peval:
ke imbricated pattern of Letlan
Building Level 118 not i evidende
hiere, but may have boen used incthe
still unexcavated portions of the
temple. Two carvid stone Blocks de
pieting deivies standing berween palm
trets have secently been published
Frevem thie excavations at T al-Rimah
[Huwnrd-Carter 19531, One of these
presents b gtiddess seanding between
palm trees with fronds erimnied with
“compass-like scale patterns! A sec-
ond block fearures o hullman between
palms with trunks'decorated "with a
herring-bone pactern” (Howard-Caroee
1983: 67, plate HIA} The "herring:
Irome pastem® here precisely replicates

5 . { _..' : = -
et o i R o e Sl o5 h T )

the spiral pattern presented by the
spiral columns ar Rimah, Indeed, the
spiral colummns ot Rimah; Letlan, and
Larsa, accompanylng other palm tree
columns, probably also represented
pakm trees whose frond imbrications
cotld be perceived and ripresented as.
disgonal cues along the palm wunk,
In southern Mesopotamia the annual
fertilizition of the female palm e
wnleed fn o bounty of dates and date
by products, Hence, the palm tree was
asymbol of agricultural fertility, even
b noarthern Mesgpotamia,

On the tredless Habur Plains, and
across onortherm Mesopothmia, the
mudbrick palmiike spiral colunns of
Leilan anid Rimah probably reflect, as
well, the practical use of palm timbers
in bullding construction, As Shamshi-
Adad himseif wrote 1o
Yasmakh-Adud:

The 'palms, eyprosses ond myreles
that have been; brought from: the
tiwn of Qatanum lie ot prosont in
thegown of Subram. Send Mashiya
and o fow officiels wlth i 1
Subrum, wheee they shall divide the
palins, cyprodses, and mvetles Lo
three lots, Send one-shind of the
palims, eypresses, und ynded o
Eleallutyrm cone third to Minéveh;
and one thied w Shshay Enlil, | .
That which vonfsend e Shibar Enlil
b to be cransporied by ship o the
town of Saggaraun, then from Sag:
garatum’ 1o Gactunan) Frome G
enan ee the men of Charcanan tile
18 i wingons, and ler them bring it o
Shubay Enlil JARM T 7 3=31)

Axmall poreion of the soutfern facad of the Boidding Level 11 tonsple b thus fon boea exontited, Ll b norhedn facode @ wvas decorated
wiitl nfohes and engaged ety But wos s el presarved, One misdbrick column wan clearly seulptad o rademble the trunk of o

Tlreaimecd” palny tree
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faced arrangements, across a distance
of more than 50 meters. The western
portion of this facade apparently
extends across a massive mudbrick
platform, still only partially ex-
cavated, that seems to antedate the
construction of the temple, and
against which it was built.

Portions of this facade still
stand o heights of 3 meters; to judge
from the thickness of its walls, the
facade may have stood as high as 6 or
7 meters in antiquity, Looming over
the plain, mare than 20 meters
below, this array of mudbrick archi-
tectural power would have imposed
itself as o formidable vision upon
the merchants and mule caravanners
trekking along the great cast-west
srans-Mesopotamian” trade route
that passes alongside Tell Leilan,

On the Acropolis interior, and
Jooking southward toward the zig:
gurat, the southern facade of this
temple also featured niches and
engaged columns, Only 9 meters af
this facade have been excavated so

Disring the 1979 season an éarlier femple wes
foneend, Buildineg Level 1] af the Acrapolis:
noethaaat, See aceompanying Wext foran
explanation of the plae,
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far, but the niches here surround the
badly eroded surface of a mudbrick
column coated with thick mud-
plaster and sculpted to resemble the
trunk of a “dressed” palm tree.
Indeed, that is what the spiral
columns of the north facade may
have represented to the observer in
the eighteenth century 8.C. |Sec the
accompanying sidebar, “Palm Trees
and Spiral Columns."]

Building Level 1L Immediately
sauth of the south facade of Building

The temple tn
Building Level Il was
rebuilt in Building
Level I1.

Level 1 our excavations have re-
trieved portions of what appears to
be an earlier temple, more than
likely a larger temple whose restora-
tion or reconstruction in Building
Level Il resuleed in its foreshorten-
ing. That is, Building Level [ seems
to be a rebuilding of Building Level
111, but without a southern courtyard
with side rooms. The extant plan of
this structure reveals a large central
courtyard [A] on the south that is
flanked by narrow rooms (B) on the
cast, and probably the west as well.

+
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Lafe-eaie frawrrient of dn inecetbed stele tn g
fane-greineed Blac ks srome With parts of three
fipes of €4d Babwlonieeestyle “monarmertal!
script, this fragment. which s obviously only
e wrread] portian of o viry large siome meon
rrent, wied retrigved within wallcetlopse
serata of romm A of the Building Level-IT
remple,

[ The northern face of the east-west
wall that closes the northern rooms
Sm— was decorated with stepped niches
e symmetrically set against a central,
Examplas of Habur ware dating to the nineteenth centeeey e, from Building Levels 1 and 11 engaged t‘!’!li.lthiL'-i-l'. satuzn -:C:I Fhe
aif :'Fu- Aceepristis nertheast I I ‘ - o fate of this column was heavi ly
e — ——  coated with mudplaster, and then
sculpted to resemble the trunk of a
palm tree. (See sidebar | The floors
that are set against this facade were
relatd three times; their extension to
the north underlies the slightly later
constructions of Building Level 1
(see the stratigraphic section),
Second-millennium-temple artifacts.
The floors of the Building-Level-II
temple were lictered with thousands
of potsherds, as well as animal bones
and carbonized wheat, barley, and
other seeds — the refuse of daily
cooling and eating, from which we
hope to reconstruet not only the
range of comestibles consumed
within the temple but also the crops
and agricultural practices that char-
acterized the Habur Plains during
the second millennium ne,
Detad] aof the northern facada af the Beadlelinng-Level- I tepmple on the Acropodis-northeast, An IL:UI““E_HEH_-' tablets were also
engaged, mudbrich colusn ehat s sewlpred o resemble the trunk of @ palm eree {5 the focal retricved within several rooms; most
poirt of this srction of the fregde, [T location (s indicated by el Tatter “C" on the are economic documents, recording
dccumpanylng pan,) the receipt of vanous commodities
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ities, by definition, are functional centers scrving i dependent hinterland,

When cities first emerged in southern Mesopotamia, a means of eearding
the transactions that maintained this new social and econvmic system became
necessity, The transactions were complex and involved a multitude of groups,
individuals, and institutions; cities and villages, elasses of administrators and
labarers, and officials regulating and recording the transfer of goods and wervices.
Two devices evolved and were regularly employed to facilitate these exchanges.
Cine was writing, and the second was cylinder sealing, Writing was, of course,
used to record the detals of transactions; but some means was neadid o e
the veracity of the inscription, or in cases where only the goods were to he

transported or received, the integrity of the shipment. Anclent Near Eastern

officials, thenefore, sealed tablets as well as containers and even storerooms with
eylinders besring their names and titles, much the way post offices stanp
telegrims, or customs officials bind and seal international shipments,

Abave: Cvlitider seal fmpres
siom (A2 - 105 found o the
flocr in the southern part of
roap 13 af the Bedlding-Lavel:
U1 temple. Ies inseription reads,
“SeardAdad, son of Zidriye,
servant of ShamshiAdad
Midile: Thirteen cplinder seal
imnpwesafons found in the
Rullding Level-11 temple bore
the second Sueri-Ada inserip-
e Adod . . canal inspector
of the goad .. ond the god ..
SurtAdad, the. " Saven
e sl o the foor of
rocn 12 (LS80 = 178, =180,

<R, =T, =191, = 1%, and

< 195 thres wese found on the
focr of room 13 (LB T18,

- 119, aned = 1200 and thiee
wirne dlsaovered in the secamd:
arv blockage betwaean rooms 8
anel 12 (LR2 =123, =124,
=127} The seene dopicted on
this seal x e srandand, Old
Babylonian sepresertation of
the “god with dmace” tn front of
the “suppliant goddess”
Below: Also scatbered among
the rubbish of room § wien
207 seal fmpresdions 0 WIFous
slages of preservation bearing

this deesceipdion: "Gedl-emeyd,
servusil af Khaya abum, ser

verrit o the pod Adued " The
standand ON Rabalonton-aeyle
glvpele design, the “ped with
mace and “supplfant goddess”
i hane supplemanted with o
"u'lrwfrf-r

stanelinmg tehifnd the goddiess

A

are taed o filler between the
goed and godidess,

ammsin " dermon

crescen t-star amd o monkay

—
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important for the temple cconomy.
Systematic sieving of the wmple
floors alse made it possible to re-
erieve numerous inscribed cylinder
seal impressions. From the southern
part of room 13, one seal impression
bears the inscription of
Suri-Adad, son of Zidriya, servant of
Shamshi-Adad,
thereby conclusively proving the
oceupation and use of this temple
during Shamshi-Adad's reign. Seven
impressions of another seal of the
same!| “Suti-Adad” were also found
on the floor of raam 12 and three
more were found on the floor of
room 13
Adad . . . canal inspector of the
god . .., and the god . . ., Suri-Adad,
the....
But sometime, probably not too
long after the initial use of these
floors, three alterations were made
tor this building, each utilizing a
characteristic mudbrick that was
whiter, coarser, and more fragile
than that of the structure’s original
walls. The relationship of the alter-
ations to the temple’s original walls
can be observed in the plan of Build-
ing Level I, where the alterations
are indicated in dark shading, A por
tion of room 12 was walled off to
hecome a doorless room 13, with a
north-facing window; the long cen-
tral cella, which probably had a
mudbrick altar set squarely in front
of its northern wall, would have
then ceased to serve as the carefully
planned focus of cultic activity. The
floor of room 13 is the last living
surface in this room. This floor
passes under the enclosure wall; a
gimilar situation obtains to the west
of the enclosure in room 12, The
face of the eastern wall of room 13
extends below this last floor, The
twis sets of rooms [5=16 and B9,
which are essentially paralle] ar-
rangements, each had one of their
two entrances sealed with a curtain
witll.
Removing the secondary block:
age of the doorway berween rooms 8
and 12, three additional clay seal




Abave; Twa impressions from a eplinder sual {LE2=7d arred = 75) were fonnd amomg the ongenic
sihbieh of sacm 8 fr the Buildierg Level 0 rermplie. Thisdr inscripion ready au foltows: A pal-thish,
seut o Adt-bamish, geeveet of Taramenat k" These evlinder seal frmpressiony wre derlvad fram
o evlinder seal with an apparently umique design, A “hero” holds the tails of a cow and o Lot

Cither "hames” appear ta jump over e backs of these anirals,

hird, in the lower register, ther i a gedlioehe

Soarme paratl fely for ehis seal’s designs occur (o

contamparary Anatoliy and {n southern Mesopotarmia during the thind inidlemminm .o,

Refow This macrophotograph of o far stopper
feaumed i ropinn & shews the seal frpoession of
Thrugrena thed.”

Imeaaring approgirnately 0 milliome rers widej
Apil-ilisha, som of Al-hanfzhe, seeviane of

O epach glde of g mythulogical

impressions of the second Suri-Adad
inscription were retrieved from the
interstices of the brickwork, These
were probably lying on the floor
when a mason swept them up to fill
cracks in his sloppy construction of
the secondary wall, After the con-
struction of this wall, a deposit of
ash and trash built up against it
upon the floor of room 8. Within
this organic rubbish 229 additional
seal impressions were tossed as jars
of commodities were opened, Two of
these bore the inscription of:
Apil-ilishu, son of Ali-banishu, ser-
want of Turem-natki,
while 227 (complete and fragmen-
tary| bore the insceription of:
Béli-emugi, servant of Khaya-abum,
wervant of the god Adad,
Comparison with other temples.
The Building-Level-Il temple at Tell
Leilan, apart from its historically
fascinating floor debris, remains an
artifact, an expression of personal
and social styles identifiable in
space and time. As such, it is worthy
of comparison to other, similar,
monumental architecture, even
though its plan is not yet complete.
We have speculated that the original
plan of the temple will be available
in Building Level 111, with Building
Level IT only representing a partial
rebuild of thar temple. I chis sugges-
tion proves correet, the Leilan
temple may have been one of the
largest constructed during this
period, for it would then be approxi-
mately 6,000 square meters, or about
twice the size of the Sin-Shamash
temple at Ashur and the temple at
Tell al-Rimah, and the equal of the
Ischali temple and the Ashur Temple
at Ashur, This, however, is not too
surprising because there does seem
to be a gross correlation berween the
size of a city and the size of its
public buildings,

A “langraum”-temple? The spe-
eific plan of this building is, how-
ever, rather surprising. (Note that
the isometric plan of the Building-
Level-1l temple does not include the
building’s secomdary wall construc-
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Two Leilan villae workmen sieve fToor debieis of the Butlding Levad-1] teaipie with mmuillimeter
soréens, Supervising the wark iz Farouk [sematl, then o graduate stedent and now & professor
of anedent Near Easteen longuages ai the University of Aleppo.

Fallowing wall faces down to their
floors can be nerve-racking. There is
the everpresent danger of missing the
foor, following the wall-face down to
it subfloor foundations or o an eazlier
float, and thereby mixing the strati-
graphic deposition thar provides the
temporal framework for archaeolog-
{eal reconstruction, Delicately tracing
with handpicles the “break® between
collapse and wall-face down to the first
centimeter-sized patch of “break”
which indicates the stamped, stme-
times lightly plastered foor is an
mmxiety-filled process. There is no sec-
ond chance. Unigque among research
disciplines, archaeplogy destroys part
of its dati, the archaeological context,
as that data is retrieved and then re-
mowed in the excavation of still earlier
deposits.

When Hoors are Iocated, student
supervisors and pickmen call out for
fine one-millimeter sereens, The Hoor
deposits provide the crucial evidence
for activities that can be securely
dated, as opposed to postoccupation
collapse deposits, Sieving assures uni-
form retrieval: No artifacts, however
small, will be pasked over as the debris
resting immediately upon the foor
surfaces 18 cleared!

" xtavation is not for the faint of heart, There is a daring kind of brinkmanship,

4 continuous tension, between the need to excavate and romove, and the need

to preserye and isolate, while the clock ticks away, wurkmr_.-n 5md by waiting,

and precions research funds dwindle, In & building such as the Leilan temple,

massive brick collapse is first removed, and wall faces of mudplaster are then

carefully pieked with hand tools 8o as not to "create” walls but to define them
agalnst the matrix of virtually identical mudbrick collapse.

tions,] Here it is possible to see the
almost symmetric arrangement of
side rooms (rooms 4, 5, 8, 14, 15, and
16) around a long central cella {room
12), which itself is, apparently, pre-
ceded by a wide antecella (room 10),
only fragmentarily defined in the
areas excavated wo date, With the
addition of the secondary blockage
walls, access to the cella would have
been impossible except through the
antecella and, presumably, a doorway
tor the south through the south
facade. Have we then a *langraum® |
or long-room, temple, the classic
Assyrian temple-form of the first
millennium n.c., which always
features the lineal arrangement of
‘oorway"—"wide-room” antecella-
“long-room” cellal If the Building
Level-IT temple at Leilan is “lan-
graum” it may be the earliest temple
of this type.

Some archacologists have ar-
gued that "langraum”temples do
appear in the early second millen-
nium 5., at Ischali and Tell Harmal
(Strommenger 1962: 416; Amiet
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1980: 535; |, Cures 1979 79). These
temples, however, do not really have
the room arrangement characteristic
of “langraum™temples, and seem ta
be examples of the period's charac-
teristic “Babylonian” temple with a
“breirraum” ("wide-room”) cella
(Hrouda 1971: 152; Heinrich 1982
189|. The earliest “langraum” known
at present is that of the Sin-Shamash
temple at the Assyrian capital of
Ashur, constructed by Ashur-nirari]
in the sixteenth century nc. The
next oldest is the famous Innin
Temple of Karaindash at Warka,
which dates to the fifteenth century
pc. (Heinrich 1982),

If the Leilan temple is of the
“langraum”eype it is no longer
necessary to hypothesize extra-
Mesopotamian, possibly “Kassite”
origins for this temple-type as was
argued in the past |[Martiny 1936,
Jarivz 1960 Macthiae 1975, Concur-
rently, however, the Leilan temple
raises new questions: Why is this
temple-form appearing at Leilan at
this time, and what are its originsd

One hypothesis that might now
be entertained is that the "Assyrian
langraum” temple-plan actually was
a Shamshi-Adad, or Shamshi-Adad-
period, innovation subsequently
adopted or copied by later Assyrian
ravalty. In much the same way that
Shamshi-Adad mimicked the royal
titulature of the Akkadian dynasts,
g0 later Assyrian monarchs perpet-
uated many Shamshi-Adad innova-
tions. Two outstanding examples of
this are his name, which was sub-
sequently adopted by four other
Assyrian kings, and his Ashur in-
seriptions, whose seyle and dialect
were imitated by Middle Assyrian
kings in their royal annals |Laessoge
1963: 95). 1s the “langraum™temple
then an innovation of Shamshi-
Adad? If this were the case, we
would expect the temple con-
structed by Shamshi-Adad at Ashur
to be “langraum.” Unfortunately, the
excavation of this structure does not
allow us to make definitive state-
ments about the temples plan in the
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days of Shamshi-Adad but, as Anton
Moortgat noted, the foundations of
this structure leave open the possi-
bility that the temple’s cella was
originally "langraum” (Moortgat
1969: 76). Very intriguing, as well,
are the engaged columns that once
decorated the exterior of this temple
(Haller 1955: 33, figure 8; Heinrich
1987: 198 - 99), We do not know how
they were decorated. They might
have been spirals or have been

decorated with one of the other
palm-frond motifs.

For the moment, however, we
must refrain from absolute state-
ments about origing and explana-
tions, for definitive evidence 18 not
available —nor, in the archacological
world, is it ever likely to be. The
typology of temple-plans seems to
allow for the categorization of the
Building-Level-I1 temple, but only in
g0 far as it has been excavated until
now, This last caveat 18 necessary

because the Leilan temple has not
vet defined itself conclusively as
langraum.”

A bent-axis temple? Recall the
note ahove concerning the disposi-
tion of the temple doorway. We have
gesumed that the main doorway into
the temple lies directly in line with
the doorway into the long cella be-
cause when the secondary blockage
was in place there would have been
no other access into the building, At
present, therefore, we anticipate
finding a magnificent doorway along
the facade where we have already
located a palm-tree column. And if
the doorway is not there!
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Another characteristic of the
Leilan temples decoration is the use
of “reveals,” or doorjamb insets, to
accent important pagsageways. On
the isometric plan of the temple, a
‘cookie-crumb trail” of reveals de-
fines first the corners of the long
cella, and then leads the worshipper
out, not through the hypothesized
“langraum™type doorway, but to the
west, along a bent axis, or “knich-
achse/ past two side rooms and then
into room 19, at which our excava-
tion has halted. Cuiite simply, an
important route has here been de-
firied that, in spite of its eventual
blockage, once featured prominently
in the traffic pattern of the building,
If our next excavation season shows
that there was no doorway out of the
building directly in front of the long
cella, this reveal-decorated “bent-
axis” route must have provided ac-
cess to the cella, Such a “bent-axis"
type temple-plan takes us back to
the Divala excavations of the
Oriental Institute at Khafajah where
the famous Sin temple sequence for
the Early Dynastic period is
dominated by *bent-axis” temples,

These temples mark a clear dis:
juncture with those of preceding
periods in the south; their existence
int the Diyala, east of the Tigris, has
led some archacologists to see the
type as an “osttigridische Erfindung”
to be associated with the third-
millennium-s.. Hurrians of north
Mesopotamia and north Syria
(Lenzen 1955: 17; Hrouda 1984: 65(.
Far from being a Shamshi-Adad-
period innovation, then, the Building-
Level-Il temple plan may harken back
to the still earlier, thivd-millenniuns,
urban roots of Tell Leilan (see the
section below on Tell Leilan in the
third-millennium p.c.|.

Tell Leilan and Shubat Enlil. Dioes
the deposition of seal impressions of
Suri-Adad, Turum-natki, and Khaya-
abum within the Building-Lewvel-11
temple allow us to equate Tell Leilan
with Shubat Enlil through the docu-
mentation for the city’s last days?
{See the accompanying sidebar, *The
Search for Shamshi-Adads Capital
City") Such a suggestion would be
hold, if not rash. The deposition of
seal impressions inseribed “Suri-
Adad servant of Shamshi-Adad” cer-
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tainly, however, oceurred prior to

those of Turum-natki and Khaya- :
abum, and these ralers only lgure in

the Man documentation for Shubat |
Enlil after the death of Shamshi-
Aclad.

T e sure, we have no Tell Leilan
documentation as yet for Kunnam
the Elamite and Atamrum of An-
dariq, the other rulers of the city.
Nor do the impressions of *Suri-
Adad, servant of Shamshi-Adad” by
themselves require that Tell Leilan
be considered the seat of Shamshi-
Adad's power, for such seal impres-
sions are known from other sites
atrods the Habur Plains and north-
ern Irag such as Chagar Bazar, Tell
Taya, and Tell al-Rimah, and even
Agemhiiyiik on the Anatolian pla-
teau (Loretz 1969: no, 13, Postgate
1973, 17375, Hawkins 1976,
Ozgug 1980: 99). There remains, too, ‘
the conundrum of 227 seal impres-
sions and fragments inscribed
*Khaya-abum of Apum.” In most cir-
cumstances such would be taken as
prima facie evidence for identitying
Tell Leilan with Apum, a city near
Shubat Enlil thar also has yet to be
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identified on the Habur Plains.

At this time, it seems safe to
answer our questions only with
additional questions, In consider-
ation of Tell Leilan's location, size,
morphology, and terminal occupa:
tional history, if the site is not
Shubat Enlil, what is it} Apum? But
Apum 18 not known to have existed
int the thisd millenniwm ne., which
i% when our excavations indicate
thar Tell Leilan first became a large
city [see the second half of this
paper|. Similarly, Shubat Enlil is not
lenown as & city name prior to the
reign of Shamshi-Adad, 1f Tell Leilan
{s Shubat Enlil, what was its name
in the third millennium?

In the early second millennium
g Tell Letlan was clearly one
center of regional power on the
Hubur Plains. The sequence of
Acropolis building levels, their arti-
tacts and inscriptions, and theix
debris, litter, and collapse provide an
arena for historical investigation,
just as they dramatically draw atten-
tion to the actions of individual
personalities who represented the
contending interests of villages,
cities, regions, and empires in the
early second millennium,

Whether Tell Leilan was Shubat
Enlil, or another documented larpe
city such as Apum, remains to be

Lemif gl Exeenvalian

determined and adds another, if
tangential, problem for resolution.
Sites such as Tell Leilan do not draw

their inherent archacological signifi-

cance from their correlation with
historically documented settle-
ments. On the contrary, it isthe
settlement ivself that is of signifi-

In 1800 B.c. Tell Leilan
was a center of power
on the Habur Plains.

cance because of the role thae it
played within a region, A useful
example of this name-sice relagion-
ship is Tell Mardikh [ancient Ebla).
Prior 1o the recovery of the third-
millenniumen.c, palace ar Mardikh,
Ebla was simply one of several west

Syrian toponyms known from south-

Crn Mf-'ﬁﬂlil'lfﬂlﬂiiin documents 1o
have been destroved or conguered by
Sargon and Naram Sin. The archae-
ological recovery of Tell Mardikh,
however, now informs us of Ebla’
role in Syrian history,

Similarly, Leilan's size and geo-
graphical position inform us of its
general role within the region. His-

BIDLICAL ARCHAEQLOGISTIMARCH L5

torical references to a city named
Shubat Enlil inform us of that city's
significance in the region, If the two
kinds of evidence pertain to each
other a series of well-established his-
torical problems can be defined. If
they do not, an entirely new set of
problems may emerge.

Repardless, thercfore, of Tell
Leilan's name in the second millen-
nlum ne,, the details of ies historical
and regional role remain to be ex
amined, The imperial and logal
dramas of the early second millen-
nium on the Habur Plains were not
without precedent, however, Nor
was it simply fortune that situated
this very large second-millennium
oceupation at Tell Leilan.

Tell Leilan in the Thind

Millenninm ».c.: Soundings

at the Acropolis-northwest,

Lower Town, and City Wall
In order to establish a framework for
problem-specific investigations of
the site, a preliminary series of
three, deep stratigraphic soundings
were undertaken in 1980, These
soundings — designated Operation |,
Operation 57F02, and Operation 2
—retrieved the ceramics associated
with cach stratum of occupation, as
well as radiocarbon samples and
floral and botanical remains that
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allow for the initial oceupational
sketeh of the site as far back as the
fifth millennium ne, (Por the precise
locations of the soundings; see che
topographical map at the beginning
of this paper.)

The stratigraphic sequence of
ceramics has now been stavistically
analyzed, and allows us to charac:
terize cach occupation floor by the
presence or absence of specific kinds
of pottery and, still more impor-
tantly, the relative frequency of each
pottery-type within the sample for
each stracum, This kind of quantita-
tivie analysis, & prerequisite for cven:
tually escablishing smaller period-
izations and linking cccupations at
different loci to each other, also
makes possible an *objective” lump-
ing of strata to form ceramic periods,
ludging from the relative frequency
of ceramic types, strata more similar
to each other than to other strata
can be statistically defined as a
ceramic “period.”

Sets of radiocarbon samples
retrieved from these soundings have
augmented the periodization avails
able From the ceramic analyses. Ina




region as sparsely explored as the
Habur Plains, these radiocarbon
samples mark the beginning of the
resolurion of fundamental chrono-
lpgical problems, including some
that have still not been resolved in
adiacent regions where archae-
ologists have worked for many years
To facilitate the resolution of some
basic chronelogical problems, we
have attempred to process a large
number of samples from individual
contexts, thereby providing for the
reduction, through weighted averag,
inig, of the standard deviation that
AcCompanics cach derermination.

The first stracigraphic sounding
at Leilan, which we have called
Operation 1, was actually started
bricfly in 1979 but became a major
research effore in 1980 [see Schwartz
1982),

This sounding is now 16 meters
deep and presently has reached to
the Ubaid period [see the straci-
graphic seetion of the Acropolis-
northwest; see also the Tell Leilan
ceramic periodizations). Virgin soil,
probably under several strata o
Halafperiod settlements, is likely to
bie another 10 meters below, Above
the Ubaid-period strata |period VI},
which comprise the remains of
domestic siructures, are several
strata with similar ceramic shapes
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but few painted vessels (period V)
These may be contemporary with
thie *Early Uruk” period in the south.
Four distinet strata then follow with
sherds from beveled-rim bowls that
characterize the “Late Uruk” period
in southern Mesopotamia. Immedi-
ately following these are some 25
strata (period 1) with painted and
incised "Ninevite V" ceramics and
residential remains,

This sequence of Ninevite V.
period strata is perhaps the longest
et retrieved, It appears to span the
enigmatic gap between the northern
equivalents of the south's Urulk peri-
od and the Early Dvnastic 11 period
(Schwartz 1982, Weiss 1981 - 1982,
1983), Startling, however, is the oc.
cupational history that can be re-
constructed from the stratigraphic
evidence of Operation 1 and from
additional tests on the Lower Town
{Operation 57F02) and at the City
Wall (Operation 2), Cumulatively
these tests indicate that at the end of
the Leilan HINinevite Voperiod and
at the beginning of the Leilan 1]
period a major transformation of
settlement occurred on the Habur
Plains.

Crperation 2, we thoughe, might
prove that the City Wall was first
built in the time of Shamshi-Adad.
Who else would have been able to

e —

muster and control the labar re-
quired for the construction of a
mudbrick wall 3.5 kilometers long,
at least 15 meters thick, and at least
15 meters high? In the last days of
the 1980 excavation season, however,
it was with considerable shock that
we found ourselves against the City
Wall excavating surfaces much
earlier than those littered with
"Habur ware” and tramped upon in
the days of Shamshi-Adad, These
earlier surfaces and Clty Wall con-
struction phases are characterized
by ceramics of the period that we
designare Leilan 11, or the “Leilan”
period, because it is the period when
the site emerged w regional promi-
nence, The ceramics associnted with
the first interior Hloors set against
this wall, visible in the section
drawing of Operation 2, are illus-
trated here, Operation 57F02 pe-
vealed precisely the same ceramic
stratigraphic phenomenon: The fst
Lenwer Town occupation, set on vie
gin sofl, was associated with the
carly Period-Il ceramies,

Through the Leilan [IINinevite
W period, therefore, sectlement at
Leilan had not extended bevand the
area of the 15-hectare Acropolis, and
conceivably was still smaller. Sud-
denly, however, ata time when |
Ninevite V ceramics had passed -
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Exarmples of Letlan [ (Nimevite V) porery from Tadl Leilan
Operation 1. Inedsed ware (rimm and body sherds) and peinted
wire feomplets vessels), The dete of these inrrleate and very

Wl g et
": r.—| treaurtifeed cerpmio vessels has beert mystery for decades, The
g retrieval of twesmty five sucesssive serata chardeterized by
T i " : wueh ceramics within Operation I miw permits ws (o doie
TR ) o " et 10 el period immedionedy preceding the cirewmvallation
ALl B i Wi of Tel Leilen werd Immediately after the Late Uruk period f
IH=E : 14 nartherm Masopotamea, Reproduced from Glens M, Sehiwartz,
» From Prehistory to History on the Habor Plains (1982,
'.f‘.
|
I Tell Leilan Radiocarbon Samples
| Lab, Number  Provenience Context Matirial before present ne, 2 28
LINM-1R16 LEO 45012 10 €-14 1o, 1 Acropolis-northeast Building Levol I wood ARRE 4 8O 27602143
;J 3900 L7945VIN 22 Celd oS Acropolis-northeast Building Level IIT  wood A330 4 HO IRES= 1415
= MN-3001 LYF4STH 16 C-14na & Adropalis-norcheast Building Level Il contaminated rejected
"| | M9 LYQ45TINE Cilldno, 3 Acropolis-northeast Bullding Level Il contaminared  rejected
| LIMa100 LEVasVIO I3 C-lano 2 Acropolis-northeast Building Level Il contaminated rejected
UM-I818 LEOOp 267 C-14 no 2 "Ciry Wall* phase F wisid #3200 = B A355- 2665
LIMA3098 LEN'Opd d] G4 nn. 9 Op 1 stratim 19 grain 2870« L300 I410-79r
N3RS LY Op F26:1C14 noy 2 Op 1 steatum 19 wond 4980 4 KO 3935-3565
a8y L78 Op 1 40 C-14 ma, 5 Op | stratum 20 Arain A070 & B8 2865-2190
| U REIY L9 Op 140 C- 1400, 6 Op 1 seragm 20 Erain 4070 £ T8E5-2415
UMTT? L Op 140 C-Hno. 6 Op Iseratum 20 grain 4080 + 70 28952420
| M09 L8O Op 1 400C 14 no, 2 Op I strarum 20 Erin A060 + 6l JREO=2410
' AR L7 Op 145 14 no, 7 p ] stratum 34 grain 4210 ¢ A5 A150-2555
{ LIM-1514 LD Op 194 C-ldno 6 Op 1 stratum 34 Brain 4890 & 7O 3RT5-3395
LIM-1815 LROCp L R6C-14 no. 7 Op 1 stratim 35 graln + wood 4625 4 85 A655 < A055
LIM-1H131 LA0Op 1A C 1 no. & Cip | ptratum 48 Lriin 4735 = 110 AFEA=3193
i LIpvi:1812 LEDOp IA40C-14no. 6 Op 1 stratum 44 Lrain 4705 + 85 AF75-3173
. LIM-1817 LROOp1C 35 Cldne | Op 1 stratum 54 praim + wood 6580 & 100 5785-5240
k e The 5 b rgehebama calisan signidies '-‘Ill'llllﬂ'f-hlr.'l'lllllrlrl Mumlemn Pl-GEQT N, TIMEPET, and L2000 were e il el de ot g labaratnrie in Flogida and
Thleye ot devalysis tw sinplen beini aeni foeack place
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Abeve: Noreh seratigrophic section of Operetion 2, Strata | and 2 are surfoces Wetesed with
Haber ware, while steata 3 through & are charoeterized by Perioc-I ceramics, The foundation
trench for the Ciey Wall iz stratum 9, Befow: Representative wheelmade portery of Ledlan
Feriod 11 fedrog 2500 = 2000 5. from strata 3 through B in Operation 2,
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to reduce the standard deviation (the
plus/minus figure that accompanies
a radiocarbon “dare”), This weighted
average dae 15 2673 s.o. = 70, which
means that the date of the original
sample (short-lived grain| is 85 per-
cent certain to fall within 2755 and
2595 p.c. This date for stratum 20 in
Operation | provides us with a
terminus post quem (that is, the
point after which| for the canstruc-
tion of the City Wall [Weiss 1983),
But it seems clear that the extant
surface upon which the City Wall
now rests in Operation 1 was not the
last surface deposited there, This
area had been scraped and levelled
prior to the Ciey Wall’s construction
Heow many intervening strata were
remeved cannot now be known,
Probably, however, strata with
ceramics similar to those now re-
trieved at Tell Mohammad Arab,
pcross the border near Eski Mosul in
[rag, are to be situated between the
last pre-wall strata and the construc-
tion of the wall in Operation |
(Weiss 1985h), The date of the City
Wall's construction, therefore, mighe
be arpund 2500 n.c.

A second ser of dating evidence
Is comprised of the ceramics asso-
clated with the construction and
first use of the City Wall |see the
section drawing for Operation 2,
north section, and the illustration of
representative pottery)., It is now
quite certain that these ceramics are
the same as those recently retrieved
at Tell Brak,

Tell Brak is a large, 43-hectare
site, located 51 kilometers south-
west of Leilan, alongside the Jagh-
jagh River, another of the effluents
of the Habur that join together near
Hasseke to form che “triangle,” as the
Habur Plains are sometimes called.
Brak was first excavated by Sir Max
Mallenwan in 1936 and 1937, and
until recently those excavations
have served as the major guide to the
archacology of the Habur Plains, Sir
Max was forcunate in the time that
he spent at Brak to uncover a very
large mudbrick fortress, almost one
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hectare in size, with bricks bearing
the stamped inscription of Nararm-
Sin, Sargon's imperial grandson,
Within the partially excavated fill of
the fortress, Mallowan also reerieved
a# fragmentary votive inseription
bearing the name of Rimush,
Sargon's son. It is possible, therefore,
that the fortress was even con-
structed prior to Naram-Sin, This
imposing structure has been taken

a8 unequivocal evidence for Sargonic
control of the Habur Plains (Mal-
lowan 1947|. More recently, David
Ohates, successor to Mallowan at Tell
Brak, has retrieved portions of a
large building adjacent to, but straci-
graphically below, the Naram-Sin
fortress, and he assigned it o the
“late Early Dynastic” period. The
excavators also suggest chat this
structure *had some official = politi-
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cal or military —character, and was
not simply an indigenous phase in
the continuous occupation of the
city as a whole” (Oates 1982a; 67),
This building was, in turn, de-
stroved, and then rebuilt, prior to
the foundation of the Naram-5in for-
tress. It is entirely possible, there-
fore, that this building was destroved
by Sargon (Qates 1982b: 197). The
ceramic assemblage associaved with

DERLICAL ANCHAROLOGISTIMARCH E985 15

=




: JEREL -taa:l Al .4.;!!....5-{_.-'-
. 2l

A

LR AR

Hassake

TURKEY

Hamouka
-

io
| |

] » eI i
I | I
ipmatarg

i arna
e SRR
R S

IHACQ

Muop of el Habur Maing, with modeen isobyets thoes that connece podnes of equal sinfalll drawe in, Flgeeas are in mliimeters,

this building is remarkably similar
to the carly Leilan-period-1I ceramic
assemblage, the assemblage asso-
ciated with the sixtold expansion of
Leilan and the construction of the
City Wall |], Oates 1982; Weiss
1983).

A pre-Naram-5in date, and pos-
sibly pre-Sarzon date for the City
Wall at Tell Leilan 15, therefore, now
suggested by the Leilan radiocarbon
dates, the relative ceramic chronol-
ogy of Leilan ceramics and Moham-
mad Arab ceramies, and the building
sequence at Tell Brak, If correct, this
date may alter considerably our
understanding of the origing of cities
and eivilization in Syria and
Mesopotamia,

Subir in the late third millennium
mc. After its probable date, the most
significant feature of Leilan’s eir-
cumvallation, and the mast impor-
tant feature for understanding its
pgenesis, is the ohservation that Letlan

was not unique, Surface collections
made by the Tell Leilan Project in
976 at Tell Hamoular, 46 kilo-
meters southease, indicate that chis
90-hectare settlement was also oc-
cupied during the early Leilan 11
period, and in fact was already a very
large sertlement in late Uruk times,
Similarly, surface collections at Tell
Maozan, 43 kilometers northwest of
Tell Leilan, indicate that chis site

too, was probably a large early Leilan-

Il settlement, which continued to be
oecupied in Letland times, Hence
the circumvallation of —that is, the
City Wall construction around —
Leilan allows it to be understood as a
regional phenomenon, within a
specific portion of the Habur Plains:
the extremely fertile area of the
plains that receives more than 400
millimeters of rainfall per annum,
Similar sites appear across the
border in Irag, south of the Jebel
Sinjar and near Tell Afar,
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Another site in the region, Tell
Brak, appears to be a different kind
of settlement, however. Tell Brak
might be understood as one of a
class of settlements, occurring in a
variety of historical and geographical
contexts, sometimes labelled "pare-
way cities” Such settlements charae-
teristically control the entrance into
aregion, command the connections
berween that region and the "outside
world,” and are often located ececen-
trically at one end of the region,
sometimes at the border hetween
regions defined by different kinds of
agricultural production (Burghardt
1971), These characteristics fit the
peographical, climatic, and cultural
situation of Tell Brak, as we know ir,
quite well, Brak is located at che
southern extremity of the Habur
Plaing, quite distant from its most
productive centers, A glance at the
map displaying mean annual rainfall
on the Habur Plains shows that Brak




—

receives only 289 millimeters of
rainfall per annum, just enough rain
to generate a dry-farming (that is,
farming that depends on rainfall and
doesn't utilize frrigation| cereal crop
This location is markedly distin-
puished from that of the three larpe-
walled settlements (Tell Leilan, Tell
Mozan, and Tell Hamoukar) that are
¢ach much larger than Brak, and
situated almost equidistant from
each other within the dry-farming
belt at points that apparently maxi-
mize gecess to cultivable flatland,

Loeationally, Brak controls the
entrance into the Habur Plains pro-
vided by the Habur River itself as it
passes through the “gates” of the
lebel Abd al-Azziz and the Jebel
Sinjar. This situates Brak directly
Between the area of high-rainfall dry
farming that characterizes the area
of gently rolling plains around
Letlan, Mozan, and Hamoukar and
the irrigation-dependent regions of
the south. The culrural inventory of
Tell Brak in che late prehistoric and
early historic periods may also be
understood in terms of the settle-
ment's "pateway” stotus, since it
seems to have many clements of
stuthern culture, while also ap-
parcntly preserving indigenous
elements foreien to southern Meso-
patamia (Amiet [983: 51).

The Habur Plains, entered
through Tell Brak, were known o
the third-millennium dynasts of
southern Mesopotamia as the land
of Subir, Later, in the second and
first millennin B, the region wis
cilled Subarty, and came to include
much of northern Mesopotamia
[Gelb 1944, Edzard, Farber, and Soll-
berger 1977: 146~47). Beginning in
the late Early Dynastic period and
continuing through the Sargonic
period, southern Mesopotamian
rulers repeatedly claim to have con-
quered or subjugated Subir, a claim
that unril now has lacked historical
menning, But the evidence for large
third-millenniume-s.c, cities on the
Hahur Plains changes our evaluation
of these sources. Cities such as

wsing frarstill unideéntified rooes,
perhups amang recently sedentar-
ized Amoritespeaking peoples from
the Habur Plains;  Shamshi-Adad

[whose name means “My sunis the god

Adad") briefly transformed the politl-
eal and economic landscape of north-
e Mesopotamia inothe last years of
the nineteenth century 8., just prior
to the accession of Hammurabi in Bab-
vion, In an unexplained flash of histor
teal grardom, Shamshi-Adad nuanaged
o snbfugate the towns and eities of the
northom plains apd extend his jm-
perial hold across all afnorthem Meso:
potamia from the Zagros Mountains to
the Euphrates River, Quickly weizing
contral of the upper Tigrs River avea,
including Ashur itself, he deposed lo-
cal dynasties ut nodal control points
{Ekallatum on the Tigris and Mari on
the Euphrates), and then installed a
sonat eachcity asruler.
ShamshiAdad then established o
new capital ar 8 place that he called
Shuhat Enlil (*The Residence of Enlil").
Thereafer, dynastic’ alliances were
crented with distant oiry rulers, tribute
and gifts were extracted from subjeet
kings, longdistance trade relation-
ships were recstablished across Meso.
potarmiaand into Anatolln, and @ higr
archy of regional control, descending
from  ShamshiAdad, was  extended
across  the  northern  dry-farming
plaing, No city ruler 'could success:
fully challenge the armed forces of
Sharshiszadnd within tiis segion dur-
ing his redgn of less thin chirey-five

veurs (1813-1782 8.0,

I spize of his apparent adminis:
trative and organizational capabilities
und the strength of armed forcea loval
tor him for still unknown reasons, the
disintegrathye and centrifugal forces
that characterized the plalns of noreh-
eastern Syria and northern Irag even:
wially proved oo fractious for che
bonds that tied Shamshi-Adads em:
pire. The difficulties included inde-
pendent and widely spaged ciries with
extensive traces of .cnlrivated plains,
large seasonally migrant forées of pas-
taral nomads moving between the [e
rigated tracts along the Euphrates and
the rainfed Habur Plaing, und persis-
tent challenges from the centralized
perwes of southern Mesopotamin, Pir-
tieularly vulnerable were the outposts
b the empire, such as Muri, where the
teampetence of ShamshiAdads son,
Yosmakh-Adad, only made matters
warse, In the ancient Near East, af in
more recent Europe, dipldmiey was
sealed by miarrioge. YasmakhsAdads
personal affairs, however, seem w have
hade it dikficuls for ShamshiAdud o
preserve his imperial alliances. Hence
this letter from Shumshi-Adad to
Yasmakhddaid:

Did ot the formes kings . . esab-
lish' their spouses in the paleced
Yikhtdun:Lim, | (howover), honored
Bl echrigonts, placed: his wile w e
slde, and moved her ot the desert
Perliaps, in the same way, you arc
planning o plece the daughier of
Eshi-Adad {the Jebng of Curna) in the
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desert. Her futher will e grapely
dharurbed by thi, This is noc good!
Them: are many rooms ki the “Palm
Tree® Pulice, Lt them chonss g room
for hier there, and let her stay in that
ranm. Do noe male her dwell in the
desers. (ACN2548 bn Sasson 1973 76)
While the Mari archives relate the
detiils of imperial mule across the
northiern landscape, we still have yet to
understand the origing of Shamshi
Adads rule) fts development; and its
eventual crash. The crash, however,
wiie dramiatle and conelusive. The
death of Shurnshi-Adad was a major
Mesopotamian event even celebrated
as the name of the year after which it
securred, (Por o discussion of the
Mesopotamian calendar, particularly
that of Mari, see Sasson [984; 249 -
50,

The Last Days of Shubat Enlil
In the tumultuous two decades that
followed the death of Shamshi-Adad,
the princes and kings of the city-states
on the Habur Plains ransacked and
pillaged Shubat Enlil and fought with
eich other over its spoils. Some of
these postmortem activities can be
[ollowed quite clearly in the graphic,
detailed documentation provided by
numerous letters within the Mari pal-
e archives and two leteers from the
palace ot Tell al-Rimah. The chart
shown here s one ardering of the avail-
able documentation, and although it
cannat presume to be totally accurate,
it allows us to follow some of the
mevermene of armies back and forth
acrossthe Habur Plains for almost tweo
diecades,

After the death of Shamshi-Adad
ane of his sons, lshme Dagan, was able
1o hriefly preserve the northern emplre
and hiold off armles from the south-
east, from along the Diyala River
(Eshnunna| and southwestern Iran
{Elam). But Ishme-Dagan was shortly
defeated, and the northern capital of
Shubat Enlil was seized by o former
Shamshi-Aded officer. Turumnatlel,
the ruler of an unmentioned but prob.
ably close-by city, allied himaelf with
the forees of Zimri-Lim who bad re-
gained the Mari throne and decided to
eatahlish his own ordes on the fereile
Fubur Plains lsee A on che chart),
Zimri-Lim's vassal, Yassi-Dagan, now

controlléd Shubat Enlil, but g threat
from Carni-Lim was already perceived
B
QueniLim, ruler of the nearby
town of Andarig, apparencly beat
Zimri-Lim to Shubar Enlil, and was
ahle to plunder the grain of the city [C].
Qamni-Lim then joined forces with the
man of Eshounna,” and established
himself at the eity of Apum with
Turum-natky According o this docu-
ment the son of Turum-natki was then
appointed rulér of Shubat Enlil, but
the document wawone of the earliest
rerrieved from the excavations at Mari
and was never fully published (D).
The ruler of Eshnunna {Ibal-pi-Elj
then apparently turned his attention
rerwards Zimrl-Lim, The latter sought
the help of ver anpther ruler, Khatnu:
ripi of Karana, who recaptured Shubat
Enlil from the king of Eshnunna, pil-
laged the city a second time, ond
walleed i with his booty without
sharing any with Zimri-Lim (E and F].
From Tell al-Rimah; a small kingdom
east of the Jehel Sinjar in northern Irag,
the following letter records the jealous
exchanges among the looters of the
fallen capital;
Spedk to Khammuoapit thus) Banu:
fabinar your hrocher, “You are bring
ing out Zimr-Lins share from the
sl that vou are mking from Shubat
Enlil, bt why are you still keeping
bl shared. Wil ‘he ' just lobk oni”
[Fhalley and ofhers 1976: number 5|
A temporary coalition of pther
wise concending forees (Eshnunni and
Elam to the southeast and Istome-
Dagan’ at Ashur] then attempred to
defear Zirori-Lint ally, Razama (G,
Ar some later point, Zimed-Lim
regained control of Shubat Enlil and
installed an Elumite by the name of
Kunnam {or Kunnama), as the eity's
governor, At the same time Zinrl-Lim
hud apparently already omanized a
tiered system of control, such that
Kunnarm was actually Hable to the king
ol ‘Apum, Khaya-abum, who bn tam
was lable to Zimel-Lim.  Railing
against this vassalage, Kunnam pro-
rested to Zimri-Lim for status equal o
that enjoved by Khaya-abum (H and 1),
Shortly thereafter yer  another
lscal ruler galned control of Shubat
Enlil, Atamrum, who o succeeded
Qarnl-Lim as the ruler of Andarig (]

through NI A military officer and
emissary of Atnmrum (Lawala-Addu)
eventunlly toolk chinrge of ShubatEnlil
and from this base proceeded with
3,000 soldjers o areack Khaya-abum of
Apuin, Zimri-Lims vassal in the
Habur |0}, Thereatter, there I8 no
record of Shubar Enlil: [n time, it was
farpotien.

Where is Shubat Enlil?

Tt wan anly with the recovery of the
Mari archives centuries lager thot the
extstence of Shubat Enlil was once
fpain known' and scholurs began g
gesting sices as candidates for the an-
pient capital. The distinguished As
syriologist Francois Thureau-Dangin
with Georges Dossin, the future doyen
of Murh studies, proposed thar Shubat
Enlil was simply another name used in
the Mari texts for the city of Ashur
[Thurean-Dangin 1937, Although this
identification had its long-term, vocal
supporters, such as Juling Lewy [1953),
it was challenged carly on by the re
doubeable Benno Landsberger, who
suggested that the site of Chigar Bazar
i ancient Shubat Eolil [Landsberger
and Balkan 1950); Landsberger was fol-
lowed in this by Albrecht Goetze of
Yale University (Goetze 1953), The
tssui wak one of several, substantive as
well as personal, which divided the
leading Assyriologists of the time.

Chagar Bazar, Before the outbreak of
the Second World War, Max Mallosan,
who had been Sir Leanand Waoalley's
anststamt at Ly, was foreed 1o abandon
the territory ehat s now Irag in the face
of ‘the political and cultural inroads
thit Germdn political” agents. were
cutting within Iragi official ciicles
(U o that thme British agents literally
controlied archasolopy in Trag) Seill
wishing, however, o pursue his ar-
chaeological research, Mallowan e
treated across the border onto the
Habur Maims in the French mandawe of
Syrin and proveeded to undertake his
now fmous excavations at Tell Brak
and Chagar Bazar (Mallowan 1947],
His colleague €. J. Gadd from the

{ny el e pheose eited (i olart, tha
follawimy sources wiins Genilted i
praparing iy infoarealion: Apbar 1978 sl
TRR1, Scimon 1975 and Sawfen 1971,

=h
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Shubat Enlil After the Death of Shamshi-Adad

Date/Cheonology
1781 e, Peath of

| Documentation of Shubat Enlil
 Shamshi-Adad’s son Ishme-Dagan banses 1o his

Shamshi-Adad | brother Yasmakh-Adad thar he holds Elam and

1772 i, Zimri-Lim A,
vedr |

R

H.
L

(1.

1762 0o, Atmrum, last | O,
repnal vear

1760 n.c. Himmurabl
conguers Mari |

Eshnunna, [ARM V.20

Zimri-Lim orders Thrum-natki of |7 city] and
Khaya-Sumu of lansura to join foroes with
Sima-tlakhanem of Numbkha to liberate Shubat
Enlil from Samiya, (renegade?) servant of
Shamshi-Adad, who holds the eity |7, Zimri:
Lim has ordered spies inte the city but they have
not retlrned, (ARMX.5)

Yassi:Dagan holds Shubat Enlil for Zimrl-Lim
but Qarni:Lim of Andarig is “rumored to be
passing through to Shubat Enbil* |ARM 111301
Qarni-Lim of Andarig plunders the grain of
Shubat Enlil. ARM XIV.109 )
Qarni-Lim and the “man of Eshnunna® (Ibal-pi-
Elf| are in Shubar Enlil, Qurni-Lim and Thrum-
natki are entrenched at Apum. Turim noarkis
sonds apppineed the ruler of Shobat Enlil (7).
flean 1938

Ibal-pi-El of Eshmunna moves from Shubat Enlil
towanrds Zimrd-Lim's territory at Marh, Zimri-
Lim requests belp from Khatnu-rapi of Karana.
{Dalley and others 1976, Rimah letter 2)
Ehatnu-rapi retakes Shubae Enlil from Ihal-pi-El,
takes booty remaining from the first pillage by
tbal-pi-El and Qarni-Lim, and doesn't share with
Zimri-Lim, (Dalley and others 1976, Rimah
letter 5) .

Eshnunna, Elam, and Ishme-Dagan join {orees 1o
defeat Razama. (ARM V127, 11.25)
{Elanites take control of Shubat Enlil |
Kunnam, the “man of Elam,” writes 1o his lord
afmri-Lim: "Khava-abum [of Apun) is the ion’
of Zimri-Lim, but 1, I an not his {Khaya-abums)
o [want to meet with my facher!

(ARM XIV102)

Atumrum of Andariqploes to raid Zimel-Lim's
rerritory when Zimri-Lim marches to help
Razama. (ARM VL51) i
Atamrum wiants to enter Shubar Enlil, but
Kunnama won't leave. (ARM XIV 101)

*The clty is the city of the sukkal Kunnamai|”
(ARM XIV.10d)

1 Shubram i the shapitum-official of Shubat Entil

under Zimei-Lim. (ARM H109 and X 84)

N. Atamrum contrals Shubat Enlil, His Quta.

troops are within the cloy, [ARM IL41, Rouault
1970 48, 77) pESsh
LawaluAddu, che rabi-amurrim-commander
(and emissary of Atamrum), leads 3,000 troops
from Shubat Enlil to artack Khava-abum,
[ARM I1.135)

British Museum published a prelimi.
pary analysis of the conetform tablets
retrieved from hath sites shortly afeer
the conclusion of the excavations
(Gadd' 19401, Gadd’s report included
mention of a document recording
grain shipments o Shubat Enlil
Hence Landsherger’s proposal chat
Chagar Bazar is Shubat Enlil, a notlon
that persises to this day [Kupper 1973,
45]. Seant aceention was paid to Sidney
Smith, the eminent British Assyriolo:
gist, who observed that other place-
names as well oocur among the docu-
ments mentioning Shubat Enlil, thus
making it unlikely that it is the an-
cient mime of Chagar Bazar [Smith
I956: 36, In his memopirs, published
emly o few years before his death, even
Mallowsn felt obliged to emphasize
the olwious with regard to the Chagar
Bazar identification;
Bue in my opinien chiv (identibon.
ton) i wrong because one ablet
recordi the dispatch of supplics’ o
Shizhat Enlil —nest received by i, and
MEICOVET our site seemb dmiulfi-
elently massive and imporant and
mot. seeategically  placed dor the
Assirian capltal which probably lies
somewhene in the districe hor lar off,
[Malfowan 1979: 122
Tell Leilan, It was the Assyriologlst
Margarete Falkner who picked up Emil
Forrer's, and uleimarely Max Freihers
von Oppenheim’s and Hofmuzd Ras
sam’s, mention of Tell Leilan jsee ac-

companying sidebar on “Rediscovering

Tell Letlan'| and first connected the
site with the missing capital of Shubat
Enlil {Fallner 1957: 37), At almost the
same time Barthel Hrouda, who was
then a young archaeclogist working
with Anton Moortgat of Berlin and
who was able th assess the significance
of surface archacological observitions,
also muggested that Leilan could be the
missing capital (Hrouda 1958), Whien
new decumentary  evidence  was
brought forward with the cuneiform
Mitineraries” they oo were found to
present routes thay matched the avail:
able archacological facts suggesting
the identification of Tell Leilan with
Shubat Enlil (Hallo 1964),

Tell Brak. Over the years other sugges-
tiona for the location of Shubat Enlil
have been made. Tell Brak = a tall, im-
posing site of 43 hectares, whose an-
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I TPTH the Yale expedition began fey wark ae Tell Lailan by surveying the site, In the fare-

grovnd of i plotagraph, raken from the west,
working The Latlon Acropalis is visthle in the

Mark Kross of the surveving team ix seen

background

Thfe “Hurrdarn" foussdation peg with @ cast
trenze lon served a5 a temple foundation
deppait for Tislearal of Urkish, The date of
the fiom, and its “wster™in the Loy, harg
becrt meech debated bue cerrainy falis within
the lase quareer of the thind il o
Teas 11,7 comtimeters hieh and 7.9 canri
meters wide, Courtagy of the Metrapolitan
Musewn of Art, Peeecliase, fosdpl Pulitzer
Hequest, 19485, 28, 180

academic world its provenience was
suid, by its dealer, to be the site of
Amuda, west of Kamishli (van Liere
I957). The site of Amuda has been

identified with Urkish in the archae:

ological literature ever since. Two
surveys of the site by the Tell Leilan
project, however, have failed to re-
trieve sherds of Leilan periods 101 11
or I, although nearby Tell Mozan,
now being excavated by M, Buccel-
latl seems to have each of these, Still
a regronal center in Zimri-Lim's
struggle for control of the Habur
Flains after Shamshi-Adad’s death,
Urkish was located just three cara-
van stops west of Shubar Enlil
[Sasson 1973; 74; Hallo 1964: 65),
Assyriplogists have reasoned
that the *roval titulature” of the
Hurrian rulers, referring to the cities
of Urkish and Nawar, “groups two
cities distant from each other in
order to designate the entirety of the
land of" Subir (Sollberger and
Kupper 1971: 128), Dependent,
therefore, upon where one locates
Nawar, the land of Subir controlled
by late-third-millennium Hurrians
may have been quite extensive (Hallo
1978, 17). It remains unlikely, how-
ever, that Nawar could be as distant

from Urkish as the Jebel Hamrin or
the Zagros Mountains, and a location
upon the Habur Plains is probable
(ARM 2: 57).

Historical geographical prob-
lems will always plague ancient
Near Eastern research to lesser or
preater degrees, Very substantial
gains seem close by, however, in a
region that until recently, and in
spite of years of research, was vir-
tually unknown. But another, and
perhaps more substantial, contribu-
tion réemains to be made by archae-
ological research on the Habur
Plains for the genesis of third-
millennium urbanism here, and its
trajectory through the early part of
the second millennium, remains to
be delineated and analyzed.

Postwar archaeological research
is now entering its second research
phase on the plains of Syria and
Mesopotamia with research hori-
zons considerably more extensive
than those of its predecessors. The
dry-farming plains of northwestern
Svria, extending from the Amanus
range south to Aleppo, Tell Mardikh,
Hama, Homs, and Qatna, present
themselves as one region of high
rainfall and high agricultural pro-
duction with its own developmental
history coming into conflict with
the irrigation-agriculture southern
regions around Mari and Sumer in
the late thind millennium, Similarly,
the Habur Plains, long known from
third-millennium documents re.
cording the conquests of southern
dynasts, and famous as the most pro-
ductive cereal agriculture region in
Syria and Mesopotamia, apparently
lso experienced sudden urbaniza-
tion in the third millennium. The
inevitable conflict with southern
forces, however, may have curtailed
this development, as it did in the
northwest. The cuneiform record for
late-third-millennium developments
in this region is sadly laconic, and
the extensive archacological explora-
tion of such sectlements is just
beginning at Tell Leilan and other
BILCB.
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The renewed attempt by the
forces represented by Shamshi-Adad
to centralize control of the Habur
Plains may indicate that the region’s
productive strengths and organiza-
tional potentialities were not
diminished, continued to emerge
and dominate the plains at permis-
sible juncrures, and again threatenced
the irrigation-agriculture centers of
the south. This may explain why
Shubat Enlil was no longer occupied
and *Shamshi-Adad® was just a name
on little pieces of mud when Ham-
murabi returned to Babylon from his
last campaigns against Subartu.

Conclusion
Archaeological and historical
documents are by their very nature
partisan sources that must be eval-
uated in the light of our own intel-
lectual biases, as well as the biases
of the sources themselves. It has
long been recognized that the history
of Mesopotamia that we have been
retrieving, recording, and interpret
ing is mostly the history of southern
Mesopotamia observed through
excavations at southern sites. At Tell
Lealan, however, we have before us
another source for the early history
of the ancient Mear East: an impor-
tant city in the heartland of Subarty,
the “other Mesopotamia,”

For the vears ahead, the "Tell
Leilan project has now set the stage
for the investigation of a formidable
array of historical problems: the
origins of cities and civilizations on
the Habur Plains, the ancient his-
tory of Sumer's rival Subir, the inter-
action between pastoral nomads and
city-based powers, and the history of
Shubat Enlil and Shamshi-Adad’s
northern empire. Archacology, per-
haps the only discipling to presume
to study the longterm history of
human societies, will be put to the
Lest,
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