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TELL NEBI YONUS: THE EKAL MASARTI OF NINEVEH

By GEOFFREY TURNER
»

—oRr many centuries Tell Nebi Yanus, the smaller mound of Nineveh, has
Fbccn revered as the burial place of the prophet Jonah. This shrine, at one
time part of a Christian monastery but now contained within a mosque,* and
the surrounding village, now a suburb of Mosul, have hitherto restricted
archaeological activities on this site. A brief summary is given below of the

~ few discoveries so far made, but the main subject of this article is 2 comparative
study of the inscriptions of Sennacherib (704-681 B.C.) 2.1, of his son
Esarhaddon (680669 B.C.), which describe the eka/ mdsart:i or arsenal they buile
here.2 These, when considered together, provide a more detailed picture of the
general layout and aspect of this building than is usually to be found in such
texts, and it is hoped that this study may prove to be of some guidance in the
event of this site ever being more fully investigated in the future.

Archaeological material

Like Kiyiinjik, the larger mound and citadel of ancient Ninr,2 Nebi Yidnus
lies astride the city wall on the southwest sile of the town, op;.osite the River
Tigris (see Plate XV). The early history ¢ 7 this e/ remains obscure, and it is
not known whether it was occupied before the Late Assyriax period as was
the case of Kiyiinjik. A brick of Ashurnasirpal II (883-859 B.C.) given to
Layard was said to be from here, but he was dubious of its provenance.
Rawlinson found a stamped brick of Adadnirari ITI (810-783 B.¢.)," and building
inscriptions of Sennacherib (7¢ ,.-681 3.c.), Esarhaddon (680-669 B.c.) and
Ashurbanipal (668-626 B.c.) have also been discovered here. Little has been
recovered of structural remains. Towards the end of 1852 the chance discovery
was made of a winged bull, which was subsequently excavated by the workmen
of the Turkish pasha of Mosul. They also found a second similar statue, its
counterpart, and behind each a large “hero” or so called “ Gilgamesh ”

1 See J. M. Ficy, Asgrie Chrétienne 11, 493524 for

the history of Nebi Yanus, especially its Christian
connections; and also briefly in F. Sarre and E.
Herrfeld, _4rchiologische Reise int Enuphratamd Tigrise
Gebiet T1, 206-207. The present mosque is described
by Sa‘id ed-Dawachi in Swmer 10 (1954), 250-266
(Arabic section), 17 (1961), 1oo-112 (Arabic section),
and 22 (1966), 75-78 (Arabic scction).

* This article is based on a thesis done at London
University, 1964-7, under the supervision of Professor
Seton Lloyd and with further assistance, especially on

linguistic matters, from Professor D. ]. Wiseman.
To both T am most grateful for all their advice and
help, and also to the British School of Archacology in
Iraq for a grant which enahled me to complete this
paper.

3 For a general account of the history of this s// sec
R. Campbell Thompson, Irag 1 (1934), 95~104.

 Rovyal Asiatic Society, Proceedings of 1the tmenty-
minth anmiversary meeting of the society (1852), xliii.

$1 R 35, No. 4. Sec C. J. Gadd, The Stones of

Assyria, 82,
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figure holding a lion under one arm. These stood some thirty vards to the
southcast of Jonah’s tomb.® At the same time a chamber was excavated on
the southeast cdge of the mound, the walls of which were decorated with
roughly cut orthostats bearing a short inscription of Esarhaddon. Nearby lay
astone-lincd well.? Further rooms with similarly inscribed slabs were discovered
on Nebi Yenus by Layard when digging on the site of a courtyard.® Mote
recently the Department of Antiquities has examined the north corner of the
solid mudbrick platform on which the eka/ mdiarti stood. This was buttressed,
with a gatcway on its northeast side leading up from the inner town.? A
hexagonal prism of Lisarhaddon was discovered embedded in the platform.19

Lipigraphical evidence

The lack of archacological evidence is, to some extent, compensated for by
the building inscriptions of Sennacherib and Esarhaddon which describe the
site, construction, plan and decoration of this eka/ mdtarti? ‘Two versions of
Sennacherib’s account have been recovered: the “ Oriental Institute Prism »,
column V1 lines 36 to 73, and the *“ Nebi Yiinus Slab ”, lines 55 to 86, both of
which are ta be found in D. D. Luckenbill, The Annals of Sennacherit (O1P 11y,
128-130 and 131~133 respectively. Iisathaddon’s texts have been collated by
R. Borger, Die Inschriften Asarbaddons Kinigs von Assyrien (AfO, Beiheft 9), 59-63,
Lpisoden 21 and 22. "There is also an inscription of Ashurbanipal giving a bricf
account of his repairs to this building, the most recent cdition of which is
contained in A. C. Piepkotn, Historical Prism Inscriptions of Ashuwrbanipal
(Assyriological Siudies No. 5), 86, lines 64 to 72.

£ Site and construction

Both Fsarhaddon and Ashurbanipal identify this building as an edal mizarti

“arsenal 7'M the former muning i ¢
“T'he palace where all is mustered

SALSI.OO DA ekallt pu-gi-da-at La-le-mn
" Sennacherib cefers o it as ekal katalli

’

- the back palace ”,M that is in rclationship to his main palacc on Kiiyiinjik;

-, and only uscs the phrase ea/ mdsarti as a secondary description in the latter part

of the Nebi Yiinus Slab, this designation possibly appearing here as a new

¢ M. Rassam, Asshur and the knd of Nimrod, 4-7, for rasons that will be evident below, those dealing
and Gadd, op. cit, 88-89 and g2.

with the Nebi Y anus arsenal are more varicd in their

? Gadd, op. cit, g1-y2. arcargenient,

® Royal Asiatic Sucicty, lo¢, cit., xlii-shiii.
* Sumer 10 (1939), fig. 1 and pp. 11o-111.
1 Sumer 12 (1946), 9-37.

' Borger, op. cit,, 59 1. 40, and Picpkom, op. cit.,
861.64.  On this tenm see Piepkorn, op cit, §7 0. 43,
ZA 12 (1954), 174 1. 4, and Jrag 21 (1959), 39 n. 1,

¥ Borger, op. cit. 62. 1. 42-43.

!t For the most part the L : Assyrian padace texts ' Luckenbill, op. cit., 128 1. 39a0d 131 1. 55, Sec
follow a standard format, namely: (i) presmble;  also an inscription of A&ur-ret-iti [ which refers to
(1) foundations: (i) component parts of the palace;  bit Jo-bu-ri la bit kr-tlal-l} (E. T. Weidner, Die In-
(iv) roofing; (v) doors, doorways and the decoration — sebrifien Trknlti-Nimrtas 1. mnd seiver Nachfolger {_Af0,
theeeof; and (vi) wural decoration,  Nevertheless,  Beihelt 12), 36 §63 1 4).

(4928)
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term' Both he and Esarhaddon give full deseriptions of the putpose of this
building: for example,  w-wa Sn-te-fur kardii pa-qa-di " prr-ni-li-gf [)(!i'é
“narkabeti®™ G- sini-nt 1igi it Sal-la-ab na-ki-vi gi-miv min-mna Sw- i 3a 4 &sur
tr idani™ a-na e¥-qi Jarridit-ia  i¥-mn-ka  a-na it-pr o sisg Ji-tom-dn-nd
“sarkabiti®s * for setting in order the camp, mustering the steeds, the mules,
the chariots, the harness, the battle cquipment and the spoil of the eney,
every tvpe of thing which Ashur, the king of the _u,m!s, has ;gr:u\l.cd |1’|’C“1'\S my
regral Ton, for exerdsing the horses (and) for mancuvring the };h:ll'l()l? . )
In no text s there given any informmrion as to the original foundation uf_thgs
palace. Sennacherib notes that there was an carlier structure, the wnrk. of his
predecessors, but fails to record their names. He describes ns'fuundat'l(ms as
weak and not set upon a raised mudbrick platform, and so he had it d.cn'mlfshcd."?
He then prepared alarge area of new Jand, &i-fub-bu-ri //I(I-’-{f/t 'I/-//l.,(’,l‘l'lb”ll‘.f(l/-/l a
ta-miv-1i dli * much waste-land from the meadows and city environs 7, that is
from both without and within the city walls,’® and on this site built.lus ekal
Lntallijmdzarti, scving it upon a raised platform (fam/ii'®) of mudbrick, 200
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considerably along its length, it is thus quite possible that the Nebi Yiinus
arsenal stood on a level with the top of the city wall against which its building
platform was set. In his later additions to this palace Esarhaddon incorporated
new land wltw lib-bi eqléti™* *“ from the fields ”, that is probably arable land
from within the city bounds, and also notes that he sct the foundations (rn3in®)
of his extension to the building platform on a base of limestone 26

f#. Plan

Although no significant portion of the plan of this building has been
recovered, an idea of its gencral layout can be gained from a study of that of
Fort Shalmaneser at Nimrud, the only ekal witarti yet extensively excavated,2¢
This basically consisted of a squate subdivided into four interconnecting
quadrants. Three of these, the northwest, northeast and southeast sectors,

courses (#ipkn2%) high2!  Lilsewhere Scnnachesib records that he also built the
city wall of Ninevch to a height of i00 #pkn,® and although this ﬁgurc' is
reduced to 180 in another text,? suggesting that the height of the wall varied

15 Luckenbill, op. cit, 133 L 85, In a slightly
carlier text he refuees to the city gate Jying adiacent to
Nebi Yanus as abud ekl prisarti (ibid. 1ag 1o2). Inthe
case of Fort Shalmaneser, the arsenal of Nimeud,
Shalinaneser {11, its {ounder, simply refers to it as
ekalln * palace” (Iragq 21 (1939), 38 1. 1, and 1;A(|g(y;),
521 1); and itis first called an ekal mdsarti by Esathad-
don (Borger, op. cit., 34 1. 42).

cr, op, i, 59 042 460 See also Tacken-
128 11 3y gnoaned aye L g5 56,

12 Lanekenhifl opocit, 12810 g0 gy and s gl o gy,

ophiel vk W g6 47 and 13 Lo Gas o Althoagh w
this period the Tiges may wedl e followed
conrse diflerent from that ol to-day_ it is evideat both
trom this passagze and dso From the fre that 'l.i"li’nv
of the city walls was pierced by a series of gates (ibid.
113 vit 04 to viii 5) that i did vor actuadly flow :||un|.;_
the wall, but that there was an inteevening tract of
pasture Lund (uealfn, clsewhere described by .Sc.w
nacherib as qog-qa-ri ti-sal-li 3d wl-te mal-di niri, ibid.
129 1. g9-50). In the various accounts of his South-
west Patace on Kayiingic Sennacherib also refers to
two other rivers, it uer (ibid, 10§ 1. 2, ¢t passim),
the Khosr, which still flaws atong the southeast side
of Kiivinjik and thenee into the Tigris, and 2 larper
strcam which is o Tonger existent, 7 Febiltn (ibid.
o6 18 7.4 .76, ¢t passing). Sce also on this subject R,
1 hatchinson, 1 Cen-

Campbedl Thanpson and R, W
tury of isploration at Niwreh, 122-124 n. 1.

1 tamliz *huilding platlorm” s first used by Azzur-
wballig 1 (1364-1330 wac ) (KATTE 641 11) and then
throughout the Middle and Late Assytian periods, in
ANy cases in a cognate construction with the T oe

WY of walii, .. Traq 14 (1752), 33 1. 25, and Lucken-
hill, op. cit,, 129 1. g0.  Compare the Hebrew millg®
(1. Kochlere and W, Baunvgariner, Lexieon in 1Vereris
Vestamenti Libros, s27, ard K. Kenyow, Jerusalem:
Lixtarating 3000 Years of 1history, so-51).

19 AJS1L 27 (1910), 188-18g. The vasiant fikpw is
used cxclusively in the exts of Ashurnagiepal 11
(AK.A 186 . 16, 209 ). 16, 220 . 17 and 345 L 132,
and lrag 1y (1952), 33 b 2.4}, andd atso onec by ‘Tukulii-
Ninurc F (L. W, Kinge, Reards of the Reign of Trekulti-
Ninib 1, yo g 1112 13) and in a letter addeessed 1o
Visarhabdon (RC A1 N, €28 1, 1),

M Lackenbill, opoeit 1z oo soamd 131 D, 62-63,

= Py 7 Gogo). 9o 11, 7 o,

3 Luckenbill, op. eit, 1o L 6y, Phis fext also
pives the Teipght of the plattorm of Sconacherib'’s
Sonthwest Patace on Kiiyinjik as 1g9o fipkn (ibid. 106
1. 0), indicaing that althongh it stood slightly lower
than that of the ekal matarti on Nebi Yinus, it was
still on a lerel with if not higher than the city wall at
this point. ‘The various accounts of this building
ditfer in the height of the platform,  Fhe carliest puts
it at 170 fiphn (ibid. 96 1. 78) and the two latest at 190
(ibid. 106 1.6 and 119 1. 18), whilst in a fourth version
written in the intervening period Sennacherib records
that he first made it 160 fipku high, but then raised it
by a further 20 to 180 (ibid. 100 Il 53-34). There
n;ny, however, only be an inconsistency in these
versions of 10 tipkn, the fist being written before the
subscquent increase in the hicight of the platform, and
thus the 150 in this and the 190 in the latest two
accounts correspond with the 160 and 180 of the

fourth,

1 Little can be added to Baumgartner’s observa-
tions on the usage and meaning of the Akkadian
words for foundations, n4, itdu and ter(m)en(my (ZA
36 (1925), 220 and 236-253; sce also Orientalia 35
(1966), 234-239); in shost, altbough it is qrite prob-
able that therc is some difference in meaning, thisis not
appatent In the tests, even where these terms sppear
side by side, There is thus no evidence to support
the suggestion made in the Chicago Dictionary that
i7dn is used of the ' damp course * (CAD 7, 235-236),
not that tem(men(r)u refers to the foundation trench
as put forward by Talkenstein as one of the meanings
of the Sumerian temen (Orientalia 35 (1966), 236-230).
Likewise there appears to be neither any linguist'c nor
archacological grounds to justify Sidney Smith's
equation of w#7i with the actual foundations and ifdy
with the lower part of the wall resting thercon
(Ussays Presented to ]. 11, Herty, 385-396). llc bascs
this proposal on a Sumarian text of Ur-1aba of Lagash
(VAR 1, Go-G1) asd two temples excavated at Ur,
the Ur IHL G rhu (1] 6 (1926), 367-368) and the
Late Babylonian Farboue Temple (U1 1X, 3¢ 40).
‘These were huilt with their foundations as a separate
entity, in plan idutical to the superstructure but
probably consideral, for cultic reasons, a buiding
complete in itsclf, buricd and rescrved for the gods.
On these foundaiions stood the superstncture
Using Ur-Baba’s tczt Smith identifies the foundations
proper as ul, which he cquates with the Akkadian
witi: but for the fover part of the walls of the sipee-
structure there is no distinctive Sumerian vord,
and thesc he identifics as ifdn. It is doubtful, how-
ever, that ud actually corecsponds to #ili (Oriestalia
33 (1966), 2129), and there is also no evidence in the
Akkadian texts for such 2 difference in meaning.
Furthermore no example of this building technique,
cither In = temple ar any other type of structure, has
been found in Assyria, where foundations tend fo be
but the lower part of the wall, rarely being of different
construction.

A short note can also be added on one usage of a

(4925)

fourth wotd, damnatn, translated by the Chicago
Dictionary under subheading 3.b) as * bottom of the
foundation trench’ (CAD 3, 90). In such contexts,
however, it is most commonly used of the solid mud-
brick of a decayed building (sce ZA 36 (1925), 38-40.
and 4Hw 160), and occurs In texts which describe
the rebuilding of a structure. This necessitated the
removal of debris and other ruined material, e.g,
an-pesu ti-ni-kir a-Jar-14 ti-me-1i den-na-sa ak-i-ds * 1
removed lts tuined parts, 1 clearcd its site, I reached
its solid brickwork ' (W. Andrac, Die Festimgroerke ron
Asmr (WVDOG 23), 166, 1. 9-10). ‘That is the
decayrd and fallen mudbrick was cleared away untit
the builders reached that part of the structure which
had remained sound, at which point they could begin
their restoration. Tn two inscriptions of Tukulti-
Ninutta 1 daunatn is also used of the solid natural
earth or bedrock,  In one be duacribes the * New
Palace* at Assur (C. Vreusser, Die Paliste in Assur
W 17DOG G6), 30 31): qa-qa-ra-te ma-di-te Iu. ti-me-is-si
Bo mudd-ri gi-ig-pa |di)-de-la-a a-ma Ju-pa-li dan-ms sn
Li-gir Jadit In al-2ud * T cleared pmach ground, T went
down vertically 8o mndarsi (and) telow 1 reached its
solid ground on the bedrock * (Weidner, op. cit., 12
1L 74-79; sce also ibid. § 11, 43-s1and 10 Il 22-26),
That is, not wishing to build his palace on insecure
disturbed ground surface, formerly the site of private
houses, he completely cleared this area down to firm
ground, in this casc bedrock. Similarly when
diggirg a moat round the walls cf Assur, he pene-
trated down into the dannatn, the bedrock: bi-vi-ga
rabd® a-na li-me-it diivi b ap-ri dan-na-sy ki-gir JadiVi-na
aquilamea) erf Ju-pi-gi-id 20 minid-ri a-na Jo-pa-lu
mimetna-aq-be h ak-Jud * 1 cut a great ditch around the
wall. T dug into its solid ground, the bedrock, with
copper pickaxes, I reached 20 mudari below the water-
table *(ibid. 32 11, 7-8).
™ Borger, op. cit., Go Il. 51-53.
2 Iraq 20 (1938), 106-108, 21 (1959), 98-129, 23
(1961), 1-14, 24 (1962), 1-15, and 2§ {1963), 637, and
M. E. L. Mallowan, Nimrud and its Remains, 369-470.

F3
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were each centred on a large coustyard off which opencd workshops, store-
rooms, administrative offices and barracks; while the fourth, the southwest
quarter, was made up of magazinces disposed around four small courts. On to
the southeast couttyard faced the throncroom suite, that is Rooms T, T3
and 1 7 to 1" g9, which, as in the residential palaces of this period,?? led through
1o the other state apartments.  In Fort Shalmanescr, however, these were less
extensive than in the residential palaces, and opened not nif 2 courtyard but
on to a high level terrace which stretched up to the parapet wall of the building
plaform. To the northwest of this terrace Tay a further Block of buildings,
Wing S, as yet only partly excavated, but which probably contained additional
residential quarters, domestic oflices and storage units.

A sccond ekal mdtarti is probably to be tecognised at Khorsabad, namely
Palace F.28 T'his formed part of a lasge squarc enclosure in the south corner
of the city, compatable to the outer bailey or patade ground to be seen around
Fort Shalmancscr?® Likewisc the plan and arrangement of its state apartments,
the only pact of this building yet excavated, closely resemble the same section
of the Nimrud assenal. ‘The surface contours of Palace F, however, suggest
that, unlike Fort Shalmaneser, it contained only two outer courtyards, and
Sennacherib similarly only refers to two in the ekal mdfarti on Nebi Yinus:
Bisalln bibdnii < the court of the pate” ot outer courtyard,3® and &isalln rabi
faplinn ekal *pili ““ the great court below the limestone wing 31 lle
describes the role of the first as, a-#a §#-le-3nr sal-wat qaqqad: pa-ga-di wir-ni-is-gf
paré™® a-ga-li i-be-li “narkabdti™* Yat-ta-ra-te e-1ig-qf ii-pa-a-te pil-pa-na-a-te
us-si mimma Inm-¥n ti-nn-1i tahags na-ag-ma-di si€™* paré™" Ja e-mu-qi ra-ba-a-fe
i it Bk-nn-3¢ a-va ni-vi “to organisc the men, to muster the steeds, the mules,
the agdln, the camels, the chariots, the wagons, the carts, the qui. s, the bows
and arrows, cvery categrory of battle cquipment, the harness of the hotses
(and) mules which have much strength (and) are broken to the yoke .72 "T'his
courtyard, therefore, appears to have fulfilled the functions of both the
northeast and northwest courtyards in Fort Shalmaneser as well as of the
southwest magazine block.

Sennacherib’s designation of the second courtyard in his Nebi Yiinus
building as  the great court below the limestone wing” probably indicates
that it was the inner court off which this wing of state apartments opened, and
is thus to be compared with the southeast courtyard of Fort Shalmaneser
from which access was gained to the throneroom suite. In this courtyard of

1 'Phe general architectural formutac found in such 3¢ Luckenbill, op. cit, 130 11 70-71, 131 1. 8 and
buildings are sct out by Loud in R 33 (1936), 15~ 132 1. 67 On babdini sce the dictionaries and Baby-
6o and repeated in G. Loud and C. B. Altman, loniaca 2 (1908), 168-17€.

Kharsabad 11, The citadd and the town (OIP XL), 1o-13.

2 | oud and Altman, op. cit,, 75-78. Scc ako 3t Luckenbill, op. cit, 133 1. 82,
Iraq 25 (1963), 36-37 2nd Mallowan, op. cit., 456. '

1 Sce Loud and Altman, op. cit, pl. 68 and 1 Tbid. 130 I, 65-70; and a shorter version on 132
Matlowan, op. cit., 37t-373. 1. 66-67.
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the Nimrud arscnal a limestone throne dais was discovered set against its
northwest fagade, towards the west corner.3 This was probably intended for
reviewing parades held in this court, and Scnnachetib similatly records that he
installed a dais in the Aésalin yabii 3aplinn ekal “*"pi/i3* This he describes as
being made up of various stones and sheltered by a wood canopy overlaid
with silver and supported on four pillars of bronze. In his later additions to
the Nebi Yiinus arsenal Esarhaddon was primatily concerned with the residential
scctor of the building, and only briefly refers to this, the outer part.3 ¢
tecords that he enlarged its courtyard, but without specifying which one, and
widened the road giving into it. This is possibly to be identified as the ramp
which led up to the gateway recently excavated by the Department of
Antiquities.

On the state apartments of the Nebi Yiinus palace Sennacherib says that he
built: ekal “*pi-i-1i it Yeri-ni ni-pis-1i "*Hat-ti & ekalla gi-ir-tu ip-3it ™ ALnr*' 34 oli
mial-ri-ti ma’-dis fi-tu-rat ra-ba-ta it nak-lat *° a limestone and cedar suite in the
Hittite style and a large suite of Assyrian work which much surpassed the
previous ones in size and skill ”3% In such contexts in the Assyrian building
insctiptions ekallu sefers not to the palace as a whole, its more common use
but to a specific wing or suite? This secondary usuage is first found in
Tiglath-pileser I’s description of three structutes at Assur, the biz Jabari, bit
labuni and ekal “tkakké™* 38 Although each is treated as a separate unit, it is
::‘vxdcnt from tl,x’c text that they were all induded in one complex, probably the
) Ne\\{mi’alacc originally bv:nlt. by Tukulti-Ninurta I;3% and thus the cka/
‘kakké™ was not a palace in itself, but simply a separate wing or suite.
Similarly the bit Jauri, which was built partly of cedar-wood, is teferred to as
ekal “erini “ the cedar palace ”.40 This usage of ekalln next occurs in the
Broken Obelisk* and is subsequently found in the main Late Assyrian palace

3 Jrag 21 (1959), 113 and Mallowan, op. cit., 424-  Tiglath-pileser 1 refees to that which contained the bir
426. Tabrri, bit labimi and ckal irkakkéines as é.pgal.lugal.
3¢ Luckenbill, op. cit., 133 1I. $3-83. fderakur.kur.ra (AfO18, 3531 78), that is prob.
: ably onc and the same building. Wiscinan, on the other
hand, has suggested that these three structures formed
part of the Anu-Adad Temple 1t Assue (CAIT rev.

* Borget, op. cit,, 62 11, 32-34.

»* Luckenbill, op, cit., 129 It §3-56 and 131-132 1.
64-65.

37 As recognised by Wiseman (Irag 14 (1952), 3-6)
and hinted at i the Chicago Dictionary (CAD 4,
54 §37), but ignared by von Soden (Alw 1g1-192).
Thus in these flexts ‘palace’ can be readered in
Akkadian cither by ekallu in the singular or collec-
tively in the pluesl form, e.g. Borger, op. cit., 62 I. 35
and 61 1. 3 respectively,

" A0 18 (1557-8), 351-353 1. §2-89; see also
KAHNL 66 1. 242 and 67 11 314~

* W71/DOG 66, 30-31. Tukulti-Ninurta I names the
'Ncw‘Pahcc'é.lugxl.umun.kur.kut.ﬂ {Weidner,
op. cit, 10 1. 30, 12'1, 79 and 39 §s2 1. 3), while

_cd. 11, Ch. XXX1 23), but Tiglth-pileser states that
in the construction of this temple he used some cedar
wood, and with what remaincd he decorated the bir
!n[m.ri'(AjD 18, 352 1. 59-62). On these three terms
scc ibid. 354-3355 and 358-359, :nd on bir Jafwri also
JAOS 39 (1919), 71, ZA 40 (1931), 1-3, and Syria 21
(1940), 6-8 and 160-161.

"I:incx 73, 77 and 87, Although the bir labrni
was likewise partly of pistachio wood, it is simply
5cfcrrcd to as bis isbugui (1. §8), possibly due to its lessee
impottance.

41 AKA 146 1. 14-16. For the date of this monu-

:"leﬂ sce AfO 12 (1937-9), 377 and JS5 4 (1959), 204-
5
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texts.?  In these the king records that he built a m‘unhc‘r _uf * pah:c.s ?, that
sis wings or suites thereof, cach of a different m:l.lcrl:\l. These m.atcnals were
for the most part various types of wood and ivory, |J}lt in |:1s p.n_la‘czﬂon_
Kiyiinjik Scnnacheril also used stones zuu! mcta.ls :wrm/—/z/’/ . -Vlv.(r,”;f(z ‘.J/Jl.
siparri " "sindé™ " TURMUNAMAR DA b gisnigalli fin piri 13t Flas mm//;
wis-ma-an-na erini “Surméni b “e-lam-ma-fu  “si-in-da-a . pin-Sab
be-tu-ti-iet ab-ni-ma < 1 built for my noble residence suites of gold, §|lvcr,vbr0n7,ci,
red stones, breecia, alabaster, ivory, chony,® box/walnut(?)," sisson, ficdn:(,
cypress, juniper, sandal(?)' (and) oak 747 'l'l‘w nature ()f. th.c nmlcn:ﬂj ] 2)\/\/«
that most were probably used in the decoration ot furmshmg nf. cach ekalln
rather than in its construction, but in no instance is there any llldl(?ltl()ll as to
the actual form this took. Since the doots, doorways, toofing timbers and
orthostats are {ully described clsewhere in the texts, tl}csc fittings arc excluded;
and these materals, therefore, may have been used cxtl}cx for the n‘:mufn.cturc
of the furniturc ot for some form of mural decoration, such as the ivory
panciling discovered ar Nimrud, in Room 6 pf Pa'lacc .AB.‘"’ o
Sennacherib’s deseription of the two wings in his "'é"/ k/r/fllb/wafr///l is
unusual in a number of tespects.  In the ﬁrst'place he fhﬂ'crcntmtcs between
architectural styles, Assyrian and Hittite, that is norfh Syrian. 9‘ the l'il.f.',”,‘
wing he claborates: fapsasdrit® " ANSETIR tim-mie '-f'r.hw' $i-rt-5i-f -Il/—{.lz-ﬂm'
¥ ehal W pyjf-0 -ttt e-mrid Déte"-3u f-na ng-ni ”I-:(il[:il.f({ /f—fdf:/l-/:}ltl bél ni-mie-qi
Wi ma-la dud-fa-a-17 siparri & a-na bi-3ih-ti ckalldti™*-ia 3d 'Nmnfx frp—h-q/-l :él-l
te-im ili gi-pi fi-pi ab-ni-ma erd Ki-vib-3u af—)n—nk—//m- 1:1'1471_}t{b-;“v/qa-lt—_m.m::
Hlamassiti™ eri ma-$a-a-ti as-kup-pn AN SETIR of-Fa-a3-3i-5-na-1i bi-rit lapsasdti

KA 186 11, 18-19 and 220 1, 18; Irag 14 (1952), out to me by Pu.)fcssct Saggs, hox cdan grow ‘;:,l:
a3 M. 25-26; IR 67 L 675 AL G. Lic, The Inscriptims height of some thirty feet or more, and it is poss

of Sargon 1, 76 1. 13-14; 1. Wianckler, Die Kal-
whriftteste Nargons 1, 16 W18 -ty and 170113, and 11,
pl. 43 obv. 1L 1g-22; ZDMEG 72 (1918), 182 L 355
Luckenbill, op. cit,, 96 | 79, too 1. 56, 106 1. 1418,
119l 20-2¢, 129100 53 56 and 131132 1164 G55 and
Horger, op. cit, 6y 1L g-10,

B D g, 180, Camphell Thompson supgests
“willow ' (DB 289-291), whereas for the sn{nc
whany i he mives  diorite, dolerite” (D.-1C 163), w!ncl\
fivours the more widely accepted cquation of f<aig
with ebony.  Unfess atherwise noted, the identi g
tion ol the various types of wood, metals and stonesin
this article is taken Trom Camphell Thompson's D48
wrd 1AC

1 Campbel! Thompson cquated the Akkadin
tustarinnn with the Syiine "etkdr’d, anel thus transhatzd
it * boxwood ' (DB 148; sce also WO 1 (1950), ?6!»
171 and JNES 26 (1967), 269-270). Alternatively
Wiseman has suggested ‘ walnut* on the grounds
that box is not a suitable huilding material, wheraas
walnut is and grows in considerable quantitics in
Assyria (Irag 17 (1955}, 3-4). There is,'hnwcve{, no
etymological evidence for this and, as kindly point:d

that in their campaipns the Assyrians passed through
virgin forests where it vas 1o be found in such a state.
Fuethermore f5taskarimn may not have been used in
the construction of the building, but in its decortion,
for which box would te hoth ctfective and adequate,
This, however, still leaves unanswered the question
as to which Akkadian word refers to walnut, and
since this wood must have been widely used, the
identification of §$faskarinnn must remain open until
new evidence is brought to light.

15 BSOAS 19 (1956), 317-320.

1 13,18 300. Von Soden simply deseribes it as a
Duilding timber from Syria (e 196), and the
Chicapo Dictionary as a precious wood (CAD 4,
75 -70).

7 Luckenbill, op. cit, 106 1. 14-20. (?lhcr
materials also found in such lists arc '\‘bl.llrm fere-
binth’, Sarp’n * tamatsk * idapram ¢ juniper’ an(!
“mepru *poplar(?)’ (4B 267-268), ‘type of fir
(AHw Gq1).

8 Jraq 20 (1958), 1o and Mallowan, op. cit,
293-294.
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-3 mahir-ris si-fe-me-ma t-3a-lik as-me-i¥ “ On sphinxest® of an.3c.tir stonc®®
I'stood cedar columns and set the lintels of that limestone suite (on them). By
means of the skilled undesstanding which Ea, the Lotd of Wisdom, endowed
me, I made clay moulds upon an inspitation of the god for all the necessary
bronze work which T cast for my palaces in Nineveh, and 1 poured copper into
them, and my handiwork was successful.  And I sct twin cow colossi of coppet
on plinths of an.3c.tit stone, T stood them between the sphinxes; I caused
them 1o be like crencllations™ and made them beautitul 7.5 In othet palace
texts there are references to a fearure which is similarly described as in the
Hittite taste, that is the bit bildni. 'I'is was a pottico crected in front of certain
doorways of the palace and was supporied by eithet two ot four columns sct

on metal bases, cach in the foun of a pair of lions.$3  Mention of it is found in
the texts of “Figlath-pileser 111,58t Sargon,™ Scnnacherib® and Ashurbanipal ;57
and, with the exception of the first, is always described as being set in front

of the deorways, plainly not referring

©®oMHiw 6, CAD s, 193-194 and O 1y
(r941-4), 70-72. ‘This type of figure was used for
both co'umn Sases (Luckenbill, op. cit., 1101, 3135,
123 Il 33-34 and here) zad as colossi flanking door-
ways (ibid. 1101, 23 and 123 1, 31, and Borger, op. cit.,
Gu . 15 and 18). No such colossi have yet been
discovered, but Eolumn bases of this type have been
found at Nimrud, in the Southwest Palace (AL I1L
Layard, Ninesh and its Remuins, 1, 376, and R, D.
Barnett and M. Falkner, The Seulptures of Viglath-
pileser 111, 23 and pls, CVIII-CXI,

** This word is variously read in Alkadian as
alnan, pindii aod exemnii (D.AC 163-164 and CAD 12,
451432 and 4, 427), and likewise its meaning is as
obscure,  Camphell Thompsen suggested that it was
used of a feldspathicpyrosenic rock, which is
basically a hasalt and augite stonc to be found in fraq
and which foans the matrix of garnet, thus possibly
exphiining the talismani o ofan. 3e.tie (D1
163-164).  Alernatively since the Assyrians usually
only employed stones of the Emestone variety for
building purposes and as Sennacheriby compares the
appearance of an.de.tir stonc to that of cucumber
seeds (Luckenbill, op. cit., 13211, 72-74), it is possible
that this term refers to a limestone with a high fossil
content,

Y paburen (e 2.4 36 (1925), 226-227, and T:.
Vorada, Essavsin the Vistory of Arehitectiere, presented to
R. Wittkower, 10-11) is uscd in a few instances in the
phease iitie uifiine adi mabwrritv in place of Rabdibbn,
obviousty refeering to some upper feature of the
building (Luckenbill, up. cit., 130 |, 72, and Borger,
op. cit, ¢ 1. 135 20 L 22, p. 22 Lipisode 26, c:E5 1. 22,
and p. 88 ). 10), and twice by Scnnacheril: in other
contexts,  One is in the passage quoted above in
which he describes the ekl wbanpili o iserin on Nebi
Yanus, and the other Is in his account of the town
wall of Ninevzh: 4o /libitti i-na na-all-ba-i-ia} rabit
r-kab-bir-3i a-sa e-lit a-di fap-lafti .. . . J na-bur-

to a complete wing in itsclf.58 [or

vi-d a-na 39 Kbithi di-tir-lme) ina 3 ui 20 i-ip-ki
fibitti Ta pan gu-n-lug-ti (PN mn-sir-id e-la-nit a-di
pa-od-ki-1ni vi-Ji-1ik ul-li-ma ' T made it 40 bricks wide
by my great brick mould. From below to above
[- - « .} added its naburr 10 39 bricks, and by 200
courses I raiscd the brickwork of the front of the
ridge(?) ol its enclosure(?) upwards as far as jts patbre,
its top* (Irag 7 (1940), 9011 4 9). Recent excavations
have shown that Sennacherih built this wall in two
stages.  On the outer fagade, the lower stage was
faced with stone and surmourted by stepped crenclla-
fions of the same material. These enclosed a paved
cwscway, doubtless for  manocuvring  soldiery.
Above this towercd the main bulk of the wal (Srmer
13 (1967), 77-78 and pls. V.VI).  Thus Sennacherily
describes how he st the maburre * crenelations * on
the first stage, 39 bricks high, while the main part of
the wall was five times this height. Simikacly in lig
Hittite style wing on Nebi Yinue the outlines of the
Flotassotu statues set on their stone plinths remindedd
lim of such stepped crenctlations.

** Luckenbill, op. cit., t32-133 11, 75-82.

*3 Sec principalty Z.4 45 (1¢39), 108-168, Orientalia
11 (1942), 251-261, and ZDMG 108 (1958), 66-73.

TR 67,1 68, It is found in two carlier texts,
in a2 Mari letter (ARM T, 26 1. 10°) and in a Middle
Assyrian ritual 1ext from Assu: in which it appears to
have been a cult structure in the Temple of Ashur
(KA q21§ 1416).

* Lie, op. cit., 76-78 1), 17 3, Winckler, op. cit., T
156 1. 20-21, and 1 pl. 42 rev. N, 5-8 and pl. 43 obv.
W 23-24, and ZDMG 72 (1918), 182 11 36-38.

¥ Luckenbill, op. cit., 97 Il. 82-84, 106 II. 20-22
and 1191, 22,

TV R 10, col. X I, 1o1-101.

4 Sce CAD 6, 184-185 whete it is wrongly stated
that bit bilani not only refers to the pottico, but also
to ‘a room ot scction of a palace provided with a
portico *,
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examiple Sargon says of his palace at Khorsabad: bt ap-pu-a-ti tem-3il cka
"M fal-1i ¥a f-na 1i-Zd-an " AmriS bil pi-la-an-ti i-3d-as-su-3ii #-fe-pi-td mih-ril
ba-bi-3in 8 wrmahhi™ in-a-me -l v Jar ner 6 fni¥i §0°* bilat mai-tak-1i ert
nam-ri ¥d ina Y-piv Nin-d-gal wak-1is ip-pat-qn-ma ma-In-sf nem-vi-ir-ri § “tim-mei
Serini fu-ta-lu-ti ¥ 1 NINDA® y-brr-Yri-mm biib-fat ' Lla-ma-ni eli dig-gal-li-e
si-fe-3ib-ma “dap-pi ku-Int babani™-tin emid 1 ad a bit appati®® built in front
of their doorways like a Hittite palace, which in the Amoritc tongue they call a
bit bilini. Vight lion colossi® in pairs, cach 4,610 talents in weight, of shining
copper, which had been skilfully cast by the craft of Ninagal and were full of
brilliance; four @il cedar columns, whose thickness was twelve cudits cach,
the products of Mount Amanus, [ sat upon the lion bases® and I'sel wooden
boards as the £&iiln® of its doorways .93

As recorded in the texts this architectural feature was borrowed from the
west, and the original has been identificd as a type of palacc common in north
Syria in the carly part of the first millennium.® In these the main entrance led
up a flight of steps and through a columned portico into the principal room
ot reception hall, off which opened subsidiary chambers.  In most cases a
stairwell led off the portico. ‘The Assyrians, therefore, copicd this convention
by adding a porch to what were probably the mote important suiies of the
palace, and the resulting plan must have closcly resembled that of the western

5% Also found in Luckenbill, op. cit,, 97 1. 82 and  Esarhaddon on the Nebi Yanus ekal midarti (Berger,
119 L. 22, Four derivaiions have been proposed for  op. cit., 6t ), 17; sce below).

appasiz (i) appr * nosc ', that is a structure projecting
out from the main builling (ZA4 45 (1939), 134-131
and Orientalia 11 (1942, 254). (ii) aptu * window ’,
that is a building with windows (Z.A1 4%, 135, Orientalis
1. o2s g and CAD Gsg) Tnsupport of this s the
cqution o filini with the Viebrew hallon, but alteena
tively Hitrive desivations have alwo heen proposed for
this word (Z.1 a5, 130135 and 1o, and SOy
(ro33-4), 127). (iti) appetn upper surface, top’,
that is a building with an upper storey (Orientalia 11,
25.4): this word is used clsewhere of the top of a stick
orthe rimola pot e sgand €1 7, 236 and 230),
Bt there is no evidenee that iv can also refer to
upper part of a buikding,  Nor is there any evidene:
that the Assyrian porticos were thus equipped, alk
thongh this may have been the case in the Syrian
prototypes.  And fionly (iv) appamm ©a building
term (pottico ?) ' (AHr s9-60).  This word is found
in the Nuozi texts, prohably a Hurrian loan-word,
‘there is no cvidence that it refers to a portico, hut
such a structure probably did exist in the Stratum I
palace at Nuzi (R. . S.Starr, Nogi 1, 127) and also in
the tlouse of Shilwi-tzshub at the same site (ibid,
340), and thus this may be the more preferable though
by no meaas proven derivation of bif appdti.

O ur.mabfmmabla ‘lion statue’ is used of portat
statuary here and in three other texts: in the Broken
Ohbelisk (1K 147 1 17), by Tiglath-pileser U on the
Central Palace at Nimrud (11 R 67 L 79), and ly

 ygpallr, which is only found in conection with
the bit bilini, may cither be a Sumeriin loan-word’
ug.gal ‘great lion’, or ke made up of 4g ‘lion and,
an Akkadian word gafln. TIn a lctter sent to Sargon
reporting on the progress of the builifing of Khorsa-
had (RCAHE Nav, q352) reference is made to the bit
pitani there, including: wl-la-a-te | ] id lap-la
tim-me *\he gallate |. . .. which (it) under the
celduning * (obvy, 1. §-6), ic. the colunn hases (see
CAD 5, 128, AHw 297 and A. Salonen, Die Tiiren des
alien Mesopatamien, 92).  gallu, the second element of
Ng-peallu, may therefore be a variant of gullatn, the
term mearing * column base in the form of a lion *,

1 ‘Yhe phrasc ts(a)dappi kuliil habeni s vsed both in
the descriptions of the ti7 bifani, as hare, and of the
columns usced to support the lintels of openings
between woms, c.g. tim-me eri rabitimes istine-me
iserini girmives isa-dap-pi kee-lel bibanincs-jin e-mid ‘1
set the boards of the Evliifne of its doorways (upon)
great colunns of copper (and) tall cadar columns’
(Borger, op. cit.,, 61-62 1l, 22-23). In similar con-
texts fitte “lintel, architrave” is alio used (c.g.
Luckenbill, op. cit., 110 ). 40), and thus /sl may
cither be a synonym or refer to another, closcly
related purt of the doorway, as for instance von
Soden’s * Bckronung von Toren” (AHw gos).

3 Lie, op. cit., 76-78 Il 17-3.

7245 (1939), 143-168, and Irag 14 (1952), 120-
131,
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buildmg. But whereas in the latter the portico was an integral part of the
structure, in the Assyrian palaces it was simply added to the basic plan of the
suitc as an appended extra.

There is no indication in Sennacherib’s account that the Hittite style structure
on Nebi Yiinus was such a porch, it probably being a complete wing or suite
in itself. Nevertheless this may have been inspired by those same north
Sytian palaces whosc porticos were the prototype of the b7 pilini potch and
which themselves are now referred to by archacologists as bit filini.  However
there is also no indication in the text that the columns in this wing formed a
postico, and they nuay equally well have been used to suppott the lintels of the
openings hetween rooms, as found in the Southwest Palace at Nimrud. %
wipitti " Jatti, therefore, may refer not to the plan but to the materials and
method of construction. 1t has been scen above that where the various wings
or suites of the palace ate listed, the materials used in each eda//n wese for the
most part probably of a decotative nature rather than constructional, Here,
however, “*pilu *“ limestone ” s given which is not found elsewhere, and
although it was used for the stonc orthostats, 87 obviously not referred to here,
it has otherwise no rare or special decorative qualities. On the other hand in
Assyria where mudbrick was and still remains the standard building material,
the usc of stone for constructional purposes is comparatively rate and tends
only to be found in the foundations, or as the substructure of a retaining or
defensive wall, and it is thus possible that Sennacherib copied the * Hatti ” in
that he built this wing cntitely of limestone. He notes that the columns
contained thercin were of cedar, but this material may have been used more
extensively in the construction of this suite, possibly after the Anatolian and
notth Syrian practice of incorporating wooden beams in a stonc structure as a
precawtion apainst carthquake damage.®  Similarly the designation of the
sccond wing in the Nebi Yiinus arsenal as in the Assyrian style may refer to it
cither beirg of the normal Assyrian plan or built in the local material, that is

mudbrick, ot indeed to hoth,

Tt has Deen seen above that Sennachesib refers to one of the coustyards of
his ekal kntallijndtarti as kisally rabii faplinn ekal *pili  the great courtyard

* At Khorsibad the portico leading into Room 15
of Palace F and that into Room $ of Ashurbanipal’s
Nortth Palace st Nincveh have been identificd as bir
bildni (Orientaln 11 (1942), 257; B3, Mcissner and 1.
Opitz, Studien cum Bit Uilni im Nord palest Assur-
banaplis zn Nivre (Abbandlingen der Preust. Abad. Wiss,
1939), and Irap 14 (1952), 125); but these do not
cotrespond to the descriptions of this structure, and
instead arc to be grouped with those doorways of
which the lintd was supported on pillars, # referred
to by Sennacherib (Luckenbill, op. cit., 110 i, 36-40
and 123 1. 35-36) and Esasiu. klon (Borger, op. cit.,
6t-62 1. 22-2}), and in the temple texts of Ashur-
banipal (Picpkom, op. cit., 28 col. T1, 18, L.4.1.1 20

(1933), 81 L 29, and S. A. Smith, Die Keilschrifitexte
Ashurbanipals, 19 1. 12; it is 2Iso possible, however,
that in these texts Ashurbanipal refers to the * sacred
tees * which stood by the entrance to the shrine, as
found at Khorsabad —V. Placz, Ninive ¢f I' Asgyrie 1,
1o-12t, G. Loud, Kborsabald 1, Excorations in the
palace and at a city gate (OIP XX XVIH), 97, and Loud
and Altman, op. cit., 61).

¢ Layard, op. cit., I, 376 and Plan 2,

*7 Lie, op. cit,, 78 1. 4, and Luckenbill, op. cit., 971,
86, 110 ). g42and 129 1. 37,

* R. Naumann, _Arrbitektrr Kleinasiens, 83-104,
and S. Lloyd, Procecdings of the British Academy 49
(1963), 167-173.
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helow the limestone wing ”, implying that the Hittite style '\ving opened off
this court. Tf, therefore, this is cotrectly identificd as the inner of the two
courts and is to be compared to the Southeast Ceurtyard of Fort Shalmaneser
at Nimrud, it would appear that the tka/ il replaced the standard Late
Assvrian throneroom suite. TFor this there is no parallel in the palace afdmcc-
ture of this period, and it can only he hoped that future excavations will shed
further lizht on th's interesting subject,

DAT

i, Visarbaddon’s additions

Vearhaddon also deseribies the edal ™ pili o eriaf," but without rcfcrriu.mg to
it as in the Hittite manner and failing to mention that his f:\lth had bullt. it,
insinuating that he himself was its founder. 1lis account of its 'dccuranon
inctudes s amassiti™ o7 mai-Yi-a-ti ¥4 a-be-en-na-a pa-na n ar-ka l-l/r:A.zr/‘-/(z_-/‘(z
Li-la-ta-an qi-rib-¥d wl-gi-i “tim-me “erivi si-ru-1i ":l-r/{7/)</)i ,élr—l/r/. /)(i/)(im"“'-‘-.i’.z-m
c-mid < Tstood in it twin cow colossi of copper of which cach pair was looku_lg
forward and backward.  Upon talt cedar columns 1 sct the boards of the &n/ii/n
of its doorways 7. From this it is not clear whether the cedar columns §tood
on the coppet figures ot not; but from the carlicr records of Sennacherib we
know that Fsarhaddon is simply refersing to the former’s work, not mentioning
the sphinxes of an.Ee. iR stone that acted as CO[L.I nn bascs, and not cxpl.:nnm;f,
that the copper clossi stood between the plllnr_s. A sccm_ul vcr§lon.of
Fsarhaddon’s inscziption, writien three years lnt.cr'," ﬂl?(? 1".1cnt101_15"tlgus“wnzg'
but together with six other suites: ekw/ ""pi-i-li pe-si-i # 't',(’,(l/'/ﬂ/l' < in pire
i Slaskarinn “pn-sulk-kan-ni Serini “Inimini < a wing of white llmcstqnc flpd
suites of ivory, chony, box/walnut(?), sissoo, cedar (and) cypress %2 The
fivst wing, el pili pest, b5 treated separately and cvi(ltt?lly rc.fc'rs 1o tl_|c
Hittite style wing Tt is probably not ealled here ekal " pils  erini (o :\.\'md
‘.l|lﬂ)i1’lli(\", the Jatter material being used in onc of the new suitcs. .ln neither
version is there mention of Sennacherilys Assyrian type wing, and it is prob§|)|y
to be assumed, therefore, that this was now cither demolished ot extended into
the six new suifes. ) )

lisarhaddon also added another wing ot suite to this mlncc,. \‘.'luch. lr'c
specifically says had not cxisted previously.  In his carlicr inscription it is
called /»/'//'J/;/m, and in the second bif farri™  These terms are also fqund in
connection with cach other in two Laie Assyrian letters.  Of one, which was
possihly sent to Esarhaddon, the first part is fff.g:mcnmr_v, but .nt“thcn rcads:
it pan bil-tan-ni ine pan CRCNANGS D Farrid is-si-yif ti-ta-ka-mu-ni  they (some

= Sumer 12 (1956), 32131, and Borger, op.cit., 63 1. fimmu of Azxily, i.c. 673 pc., wheeeas the fiest text is
1% ' that of Banla, i.c. 676 n.c.

O Strer 12196y, 32 136 - g1, and Borer, op. cit.,

2 Borger, op. cit., 61 1 g 10

Gy 1, and 61-62 M. 22 23, .
s g art ’ 3 Snmer 12 (1936), 301118 .32, and Bomger, op. cit,,
A Borger, op. cit, §25 A This is daed o the GoblL -8,
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form of goods?) will be deposited together in front of the bittiunn, in front of
the bedrooms of the b2 farri » ™ The sccond letter was addressed to Ashur-
banipal by an official, Bél-iqifa who had been slighted and threatened by a
scribe: wa-1 a-na-kn isin bit-an-ni a-pa-ra-ag-ka u §5tu bit farri béli ina bit béle™ia
ip-gid-da-ni-ii ina mupbi me-me-ni ina bit bile-ia la Yal-fa-ak saying, “I shall
have you bareced from the bitdnmm, even from the bif farri . He has posted me
to the Jouse of my lords. 1 have authotity over no onc in the home of my lords ».7
In these cases, therefore, bizamn, is used not prenerally of the inner section of the
building but of a specific pat thereof.™®  “he alternative term, Oit fari,
indicates the king’s own quarters, that is the throncroom or his residential
suite. lisarhaddon gives the dimensions of his bitannfbit Yarri as 95 Ly 31
great cubits,? that js approximately 47.025 X 15.345 metres,?8 which, by
comparison with such sets of rooms as excavated in othet l.ate Assyrian
palaces, could fit cither suite; but the mention of bedrooms in the bi Jarrf in
the first letter points to the residential quarters,

Oppenheim, on the other hand, has supgested that the d#/dm was a western
style building.”® Hc proposes that two homonyms are to be recognised in
this wotd: i) the Akkadian word * interior, inside, inner quarters, ete.”’; and
ii) a west Semitic loan-word made up of iz and the diminutive suffix -6»
“small house , which is used in Akkadian * as the designation of a small
luxury structure, an independent architectural unit for the use of the king or
heir appateat .80 e bases the latter on the tebrew bifan found in Esther
1:5 and 7:3-8. ‘This book describes a serics of events whicl took place in
Susa in the palace of king Ahasuerus, that is probably Xerxes. In the coutse
of the story reference is made to various parts of the building, including b7/an.
This was used for hanquets; it led off a courtyard and was provided with a
garden. - Oppenheim sugpests that the Assyrian bizdnn was a similar structure

MRCAE No, 22 rev, I, §-8, Fle also dedicated the rehwite bitin in the Temple of

Ashur nn hehalf of 4 younger sen (ibid. 150 No. X 1.
3, and 151 No, XT 1L 2),  In ncither case is there any
indication that it rcferred 1o a specific structure and
not generatly to the inner part of the building,
Oppenheim —also  suggests  that  the  phrase
¢.gal.tur.ea “small patace’, like bitame *small house’,
referred to the crown prinee’s palace, it being uscd
twice by IZsarhaddon in this coanection (Borger, op.
7 Swmer 12 (1956), 30 11, 18-19, and Borger, op.cit.,  cit, 69 §301. 10, and 71 §43 ). 22). It is, however, simply
6t ly. to be rcad as ekalle gipram and is commonly found in
accounts of palaces that are being rebuift and cn-
* A. Salonen, Die Hasgerite der alten Mesopatamier  13082d, €.g. Seonacherib on his patace on K oytinjik:
1, 278. ekalla sifra Ja-a-tw a-na si-bir-tita aq-qur-ma ‘1 com-
pletely demolished that small palace ’ (Luckenbill,
op.cit,, 99 . 48). Furthcrmare it is 10 be noted that
in Fis account of the rehuilding of the North Palace
on Kiyanjik, formerly the bz ridit, that is the

B RC. AL No, 84 rev, I, 2-6.

M CAD 2, 270275 and A 131-132; Tor further
reterences to bitinn sce Borger, op. cit., 62 43, and
JNES 24 (1965), 328-330,

" INES 24 (1665), 328-333.

20 bitdmn is found only onee in assocition with the
crown prince; Sennacherily built one for hiy eldest
son in Assur (Luckenbill, op, cit,, 152 No, XV 1, 3

offidal residence of the heir apparent, Ashurbanipal
refers to it neither as é.gal.tur.ra nor bitim (VR
10, tol. X H, §1-108).
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which, like the bit bilini, had been borrowed from the west, and took the
form of a pavilion or kiosk sct in a garden. The dimensions which Esarhaddon
gives for his bitanafbit farri on Nebi Yanus would be suitable for a building of
this kind, and it is possible that the cnigmatic ““ T'emple ” on the palace terrace
at Khorsabad® is to be recognised as such.  Unfortunately we know little of
the plan of this structure and nothing of its function, and thus such an identifica-
tion must remain purcly conjectural.  Similarly Fsarhaddon records that he
planted a garden in the eba/ mitarti st Nebi Yinus,® possibly on the terrace;
but it hoth texts he refers 1o it alter his deseription of the other suites of this
palace, clearly not associating it with the bitanaibit farii. Furthermore the
Book of Esther cannot be considered reliable evidence. “1hiis, it is now generally
held, was probably not written until as late as the sccond century n.c., and
then possibly not based on fact but as a fictional story to provide an historical
origin for the Feast of the Purim. Thus in the fitst place it describes an
Achaemenid palice which was constructed some two centurics after the reign
of Esarhaddon and of a totally different plan to anything yet found in Assyria. 8
And sccondly its late date suggests that its author had little ot no knowledge of
the layout of this building and doubtless based his story on the local typc
palace of his day, which again probably had littlcaffinity with its seventh century
predecessors, sarhaddon’s supposed prototype. It is also to be noted that the
bitinn is nowhere likened to a western palace, as in the case of the bit pildani.
This usage of bitdnn, therelore, prolably refers to a spedfic part of the inner
scction of the building, in this case the king’s own quarters, and not to a
specific type of structure, and as such is comparable to the dual usage of
ckalln.

. Decoration

On the decoration of the Nineveh arscnal it has already been scen that
Sconacherib and to a lesser extent Esarhaddon describe the cedar columns

with their sphing bases of an. §e. tirstone and the accompanying free-standing
coppet ligures of the ekal “"pifi n “erini.  Tor the vest Sennacherib gives the
usual account of the roofing beams of cedar,3! the doors of cypress and white
cedar (“liarn) which were decorated with coppet bands similar to those of

=L Botcand B Laading Mavonent de Nivive 11,
pls. tg-150, and V g3-56 aned 164-166, and Place,
op.cit, Iorgo-tsr, 167 and 36-42_ and TH1, pl. 47
bie. Koldewev and Parrot have identificd this build-
ing as a bir [ilani (I°. von Luschan, Alusgrobngen in
Nendschirli 1, 188, and N, Parrot, Nineveh and Bahvin,
pl.vo Bonp. ¥).

*2 Yamer 12 (1950), 321k 54-36, and Borper, op. cit,
62 If 30-31.

MAIDP 30 (1947), 1-119, and sce also lranica

ntigiae 5 (14965), 98-,

* Luckenbill, op. cit,, 129 B sR-6o and 132l
Gy-70. [ both palace and temple texts frerinn
‘cedar’ is the usual reofing material, and it is only
for Scnrmacherib's patace on Kiyinjik and that of

“Sargon st Khorsabad that isfurméme * cypress * was

also used (ibid., 106 11 23-26 and 11y 1, 22-23, and
Winckler, op. cit., 1, 166 1. 2t and 11, pl. 42 rev. 1. 8
and pl. g3 rev. Lo5). Tnall cases these references are
apparcent’y to a flat roof amd in no text is there any
indication of vaulting, although this may also have
been used.
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bronze found at Balawat,3 and of the winged human-headed guardian figures
of limestone and an.3e. tir stone which flanked the principal doorways.88
In both versions of his account Esarhaddon describes the decoration of the
bitanujbit tarri separately. In the carlier one he mentions its roofing timbers of
cedar, doors of cypress banded in silver and copper, and the stone colossi,8?
whereas in the sccond he only refers to the roofing timbers but also adds that
its walls were skirted with alabaster orthostats.?®  As regards the Hittite style
wing, in the carlier version he describes its pillars and copper figurcs, as quoted
above, followed by a long account of the mural decoration.®®  In the later text
the decorition of this wing is given together with that of the six new suites
and is of the usual format, that is rooling timbers, doors and their flanking
colossi and supporting columns, and mural decoration.’® ‘The various types
of pottal statuary Jisted in this passage include twin “/amassatn of copper and
sphinxes (‘apsasatn) of an.Se.tir stone, which are probably to be identified
as those incorporated by Sennacherib in the Hittite style wing, and also
sphinxes 2nd lions (nrmaplu) of copper and “alad lamma.me% of an.fe.tir
stone, copper and limestone. The last type of colossi, which are always
written as Sumetograms and nevet syllabically in the Assyrian building
inscriptions, arc usually tendered in Akkadian as one word, ‘aladlammi i
They arc first found together in the Broken Obelisk in which it is recorded
that 2 “alad “‘lamma were made of marble (pariin).?  The plural sign
me§ does not follow cither word.  ‘I'hey similarly occut together in the texts
pf Yiglath-pilescr 111, Sennachetib™ and in the above passage of Lsarhaddon,
in which it is seen that they could be of eithcr stonc or metal. In all these
texts the divine determinative precedes both words, but in most cases meg
is only found after lamma. However in that of Tiglath-pileser 11T the
plural sign is repeated after both terms, and similatly in the earlicr version of
Lsathadden’s Nebi Yanus inscription reference is made to “alad.mes
# “lammames which he installed in the bitann.% Likewise in one of the

" Luckenhil, op. cit,, 129 11, 6o 62 and 132 1. 41,
Other types of wood given in the Late Assyrian
palace texts as the material for dooes arc: iserime cedlar,
fsdaprannt juniper, Ssmuskdmmn sissoo, istaskarinm box |
walnut(?), #nt7 cbony, Ishrratn juniper, fsindd oak,
fsaiubu fir. Although ivory is not mentioned in any
case, a door discovered in Fort Shalmincser at
Nimrud did cntain clements of this materizl (Iraq 23
(1963), 26-27 and Mallowan, op, cit,, 431), and it is
found in the Lite Babylonian texts (c.g. V.AB 4, 138
col. IX L 9). Other materials used for the metal
bands (mésirn, sec Salonen, Die Triren des alten Meso-
bolamien, 13) are siparru bronze, kaspr silver, gabalii a
silver alloy () (CAD 21, 12-13; but D AC 6o * gold
teaf(?), overlay(?) or perhaps clectrum ?), and sarirn a
type of gold.  Bands of furdsr gold arc also found in
Esarhaddon’s tmple texts (Borger, op. cit., § vi 12,
231 6and 87 1. 23). T one of his accounts of the b7
akitn at Assur Scnmacherin gives a long description

ol the scenes with which e had these bands decorated
(Luckenbill, op, cit., t40-141 obv. 1. § 1oy rev. I, 2).

** Luckenbill, op. cit., 129-130 1. 62-65 and 132 11,
7t-75.  Sce also below,

7 Sumer 12 (1956), 30 1. 22-32,

** Borger, op. cit., 61 11, 7-8,

** Sumer 12 (1956), 32 1. 36-y3.

*® Borger, op, cit., 61-62 1. 12-29.

NCAD 1y, 286-287, Alw 3 and Z.-1 37 (1927),
218-219 n. 2.

" AKA 14711 1718,

**H R 67 1. 79, Central Palace at Nimrud.

** Luckenbill, op. cit., 109-110 1. 20 and 22-23 and
123 I, 30-31, on the Southwest Palace on Kivinjik ;
ard ibid., 129 1. 64 and 132 1. 75, on the el:alhkmalli/
milarti on Nebi Yanus,

' Sumer 12 (1956), 30 1. 27, and Borger, op, cit.,
611 41.
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Nimrud tetters, which describes some of the problems cncountered  when
sctting these statues in position, the seribe has Teft a definite space between
tlad and Mamma®®  This cvidence, thercfore, would suggest that the
Sumerian is in fact to be read as two scparate Akkadian words, “sédx and
amassu, and not as “aladlanmmii.

Gamma/lamasen is also found on its own, not in conjrnction with
“aladf¥édn. e is thus used by Shalmancser §, who refers to the bdbn ia
Namma.damma “the gate of the two(?) Jamasen” in the ‘temple of Ashur,??
and by Sargon and Senpnacherib of their palaces. "The former had “lamma.mah/
bamrmalbi of stone at Khorsabad,* and Sennacherib Navvma/kuvassn of
silver, bronze and stone at Kiiytinjik.® In the latter palace there were also
M ammalamassatn in the shrines,!9 but these may have been free-standing
figures similar 1o the “lammaflamassatn in his Hittite style wing on Nebi
Yinus. “aladi#dn is not found on its own.

falad [ gidn and lammaffamassy, which appear in Akkadian litesaturc as good
genii, 10 are generally taken to refer in the building inscriptons to the winged
human-headed bull colossi.'® There arc in fact two kinds of such composite
figures, the bull and the lion. Thus these terms may relee cither to these
statues in general, or, more probably, fo a specific type; that is “lamyma//amassn
is the bull and “atad iédn the Yon, mrmabin probably being used for the more
naturalistic lion.  Compaosite lion figures have heen discovered at Nineveh and
Nimrud, but not at Khorsabad; and accordingly  Sargon records that e
furnished his palwee there with tamma.maly/ lemamabl, not mentioning
‘alad sedn

Fsarhaddon’s description of the mural decoration of the Hittite style wing
and of his six new suites on Nebi Yanus reads: s7-bi-ir-ti ckalli Zd-a-1s né-bé-Du
peadii-qit Fa "y " ngni gi-Se-pis-ma d-fal-na-a Ki-lGEsi-il-ne (i Kor-gi-qu
Licma "Manzdl di-id-as-bi-ra oi-mir babini<" sik-kdit kaspi buvdsi & o namr-ri
li-rat-ta-a qé-reb-iin da-na-an * Ni-Snr béli-ia cp-fet ine mrdldle wak-ra-a-ti e-lep-pu-$it
ina Si-pir urero-fu-ti e-si-ga gé-reb-ia ¢ 1 had made around that palace a
ucheln (anddy paiks (glazed!/painted with the pigment) of obsidian (and) lapis
Fazali, and encompassed it Jike a garland. 1 surtounded all its doorways with
a silln (andy Euroign like a rainbow. 1 set in it sikkatn of silver, pold and shining
copper. By means of the handicraft of the stone-mason | depicted in it the
might of Ashur, my lord, the deeds he performed in forcign lands.’19?  Six
tvpes of decoration are mentioned here: nebelnt, paskan, sitfn, kurgiqu, metal

13 Sapgon also secords that he had portal statues
in the forn of immeri Jadi 't wountain sheep * (Vic, op.
cit,, 78 1. 1) and fikewise Sennacherib at Kiayinjik
(Luckenbill, op. cit., 97 L. Rs), but at ncither sitc has
any statue heen discovered which can be identificd as
i, 10h 1o W gi-36 and rao b 2507, such.

5 Prag 17 (1n5s), 13 LK.
SN g obye, L2z and vs obv Lo

™ Lic, op. cit,, 7% L3,

“ Lackenhill, op. cit., g7 1. 85,

" Baghdader Miticillunzon 3 (196.4), 143 -156. 1 Barger, op. cit, 6 1L 23-29, and Swwer 12

100 C D vy, 286-287, and 11wy 30 and g32, (1956), 32 1. 42-48.
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sikkatn and stonc orthostats, the Jast of which Esarhaddon also used in the
Uitanulbit ¥arvi of this palace but without specifying that they were carved.19%
Of the other types four arc also found in Scnnacherib’s description of the
shrines in his palace on Kiytinjik: si&-&at &ar-ri kas-pi it eri ki-vib-in si-3al-me
F-na agnrri survi " ugni ns-si-wa si-el-luw né-bé-pi v gi-mir pa-ad-ki-¥i-in ‘1 sut-
rounded theit intetior with sikkat karri of silver and copper. I adorned the
sillu, nebedn end all their posbn with baked brick (glazed with the pigment) of
obsidian and lapis lazuli’1%0 The term sikkat karri js first found in a text of
Tiglath-pileser in which he deseribes one of his palaces at Nincveh,'"7 and
subscquently in those of Ashurnagirpal 11198 and Figlath-pilesee 11119 on the
Northwest and Central Palaces at Nimrud, and in the above passage of Sen-
nacherib.  ‘They were always of metal, copper, bronze, silver or gold, and
were uscd for the decoration of both walls and doorways, probably in the
form of studiled nails,’® the metal counterpart of the terracotta sk&arn. They
are not found in temple texts.  The Esarhaddon passage quoted above men-
tions sikkaln. but the fact that these were of metal indicates that swkkat karri are
probably hetc teferred to.

It is evident from the above passages that the terms sillu(m), nebebn, paskn and
kunrgiqn tefer either to architectural features which were subject to decoration
or to the actual form of decoration.  Sennacherib specifies that they were of
glazed brick,.but the omission of agnrrs by Tisarhaddon may imply painted
decoration.  webefn is also found in threc texts from the Temple of Ashue™
and in Ashurbanipal’s description of that of Sin at Harran.1'?  Of the former
Sennacherib records that he decorated its mben with baked brick, and on the
latter Ashurbanipal says, [. . . . . **Jgmrri ®"ugni né-bé-pn e-bi-ib-¥i [. . . . )
‘[ ... .] vith (the pigment/glze of) obsidian and lapis lazuli I girded its
nebebn [. . .. .}’ In none of these is there any cvidence as to its form or
shape but, bised on its appatrent derivation from ebéfn © to gitd’, such trans-
lations as  fricze "3 and * Schmuckschieben "1 have been suggested.

paikn is also found in Sennacherib’s desctiption of the defences of Nineveh:
ki-rib ma-a-me Iap-la-a-nn aban 3adi® dan-ni ak-si-ma e-la-ni¥ a-di pa-ai-ki-¥u i-na
b poi-i-1f rabiti™* si-sak-£il §i-pir-i4 in the subtertancan waters I'haid (blocks of)
strong mountain stone, and skilfully built it (the wall) with great (blocks of)

108 Borger, op. cit,, 61 |. 7. Orthostats arc also IR 674, 82,
teferred to by ‘Tiglath-pileser 1T for the Central
Patace at Nimrud (IT R 67 1. 81), and by Sargon and 1AL, 450 and Salonen, op.cit,, 32, 76 and 78,
Sennacherib for theit palaces at Khorsabad and
Kilyiinjik (Lic, of. cit., 78 1, 4—7, and Luckenbill, op. MKAI T, v obv. Il 25-26, 42 1. 5" and 71 1. 5
cit,, 97 1. 86, 110 1. 41-44 and 113 Il. 36-37). and Luckenbill, op. cit., 148 1V 1. 4.

1¢ Luckenbill, op. cit.,, 107 . 40-44 and 120 N, 'S A. Smith, op. cit., 13 11 29-30.

28-32, 1
CAD 6, 208.
197 Af0 19 (1959-60), 141 1. 15, and KAHT, 571, 9. m !
M AfO 9 (1934), 41. See alsa Z.A4 36 (1923), 2
1 Jrag 14 (1952), 33 1. 29, and AKA, 2211 20, and 45 (1939), 127, AIO 1 (1933), RB,;::nd9022 ;g
243 1. 15 and 247 1. 29. (195%), 524. ’
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limestone upwards as far as its paiks’ ;15 and i‘t again occufs in 'l’lglath»pllesc;
111’s account of the Central Palace at Nimrud? 5} NINDA 4 ammati ul-tn Sn-pu
wE™ a-di pa-ai-ki si-kit-ta-fin-ma e-gir-rra * 1 executed ’lﬁﬁconstrucuon scvcnlty
cubits from below the water level up to the parkn’. In these tcxti_ tlu:
paiqrn was cvidently some architectural clement to be found at the t()[;l oIJ the
structure, while the passages of Esarhaddon and Secnnacherib quoted a ov;
indicate that it could also be a decorative feature. ‘Edlth Por:}da has sugg|cstc
that it may refer to the Iv.ullcmcms.‘." h.ul :\lfcrn:\tlvcly n(fcnn.nn |slhc;<:. (lmwn
to a pottery storage bin discovered in Fort .\Im!nmncsct at It!l.mrm which wnsf
decorated in relicf with a representation of a city wall.1"® I'he upper part ol
this, that is just below the stepped erenellations, was (lcf:(_)raic(l with nfnprcsls‘c](g
rosettes, and on the same site such rosc:tes of glazed brick have l)ccr; ognf( .
"The term pathn, therefore, may possibly refer to these or to some rclated form

architectutal decoration. ' )
Of!';/f/:)(‘w)c is found only in the two passages given above, and Awgign only' in
that of Fsarhaddon. From these it is evident tl*at.thcy also were decorative
featurces akin to webehn and paikan, siflu(m) probably bcm;?r L}scd on both wall.s and
doorways. Esarhaddon describes the effect of combining the two ¢s like a
rainhow and they were, therefore, probably in the form of a glazed brick panel
which either folloved the curve of the vaulted doorway, 20 as f()un.d in Gate 3
at Khorsabad,» cr an arched panel which surmouﬂt:tcd the flat lintel of the
doorway, as found at Nimrud in Fort Shalmaneser,122

Conclnsions

Without extensive and thorough cxcavation our knowledge of an ancient
site cannot be anything but meagre, cven if suppl:m’cptcd by a la_rgc corpus of
textual evidence as in the case of Nineveh,  So of l.cll Nebi Yunus. it is not
known when it was first occupicd, whether this was prior to the first ml]lc.nmulm
u.c., and if not, at what point in the Late Assyrian period. Sem}achcnb tells
us that he demolished an carlier building, and a stn‘mpcd lmckwor /.&dad—mran
11 has been found here.  Subsequently Sennacherib’s eka/ mdiarti or arsenal

18 Luckenbitl, op, cit., 113 1012, Sce also 121 Place, . cit, T, 174 and 100, pl, Iu. Gbccorgc
another version, frag 7 (1930), 90 1. K, which is  Rawlinson illustrates what appears to Juve been a
0 N . .

quoted in n. g1 above,

BN R 671 75, .

" Porada, loc, cit., 1o, Sce also 7.1 36 (1924),
227-229 and 45 (1939), 127. )

U8 Jraq 24 (1962), B9 and pl. Ve, and Mallowan,
op. cit., 462363 and pl. 378, L

Y% frag 24 (1962), 9. Plhace found a similarly
decorated crenellation on the parapet of the Khorsa-
bad ziggurat (Place, op. cit. B, pl. 33, 7). .

120 l‘igﬁ:e ¢ Arcl"ui\'o[tc’ (C. Bezold, Rabylonisch-
assyrisches Glossar 214, ZA 45 (1939), 125—1,26. and
Rorger, op. cit,, G2), but not Heidel’s * arch’ (Sumer

12 (1956), 33).

similarly derated doorwzy in the North l’al:.ncc at
Nineveh, based on one of Boutcher's dravings in the
British Muscum (G. Ravlinson, Tbde Fire Great
Monarchier 1, 335). Dr. R, D. Barnctt, however, !ﬂ!
kindly informed me that Rawlinson’s (tprodu_ctlon
appears to he an inaccurate copy, for that which is
cvidently the original drawing shows not sn arch with
two equal sides but 2 store with an irregular loop-
shaped cavity, which he saggests may in fact h:v.e
been 2 theshold, This drawing, moreover, is
marked * Certre Palace Nimrud *. )
122 Jraq 25 (1963), 38-47, and Mallow:n, op. cit,,

453-455.
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was further enlarged by his son Esathaddon, and later restored by his grandson
Ashurbanipal. ~ Such are the basic historical facts we know of this site.  The
inscriptions of Sennacherib and Esarhaddon, which are of especial interest in
that they describe the work of two consecutive kings on one building, also
give us an impression of what this palace looked like and of its general layout,
which is to be compared with the plans of excavated buildings of this type,
namely Fort Shalmaneser at Nimrud and ptobably also Palace F at Khorsabad.

The basic function of an edal mdtarti was 1o act as the headquarters of the
Assytian army, and although there was coatained therein a thronetoom suite
of the standard pattern and other state apartments, these were less extensive
than in the residential palaces. “I'hus Sennacherib records that jn the Nebi
Yiinus arseral he built only two sets of state apartments, one in the local
Assytian style and a second after the  Hitite ’, that is north Sytian manner.
Esarhaddon also refers to the latter but, in his later inscription, together with
six other suites. The fact that these are not mentioned jn his earlier text may
indicate that they wete built in the intervening threc years. In both versions
he also describes an cighth wing, the enigmatic bitdnnlbit Jarri, which he
specifically notes had not existed before. Sennacherib, therefore, treated this
building purely as an eka! matarti, including in it only the basic minimum of
state apartments, howbeit one on novel lines which possibly replaced the
standard Lats Assyrian throneroom suite. It is to be remembered that his
main palace on Kiiytinjik, the eks/ fanina iz iti ¢ Palace Without Rival’, lay
close-by and thus there was little necessity for extensive accommodation in his
ekal kntalli/mitarti.

Esarhaddon, on the other hand, appears to have extended the inner, resi-
dential sector of the Nebi Yiinus arsenal on almost the same scale as found in
the residential palaces, adorning it with rich decorations.  OF his other building
activities we know little. I'rom his inscriptions it is learnt that he rebuilt the
palace at Tarbisu, but this was for the use of his heir, Ashutbanipal,2? and at
Nimetud he testored and added to Fort Shalmancser,’® and also started work
on the Southwest Palace on the citadel there, but this he never completed.128
His principal residence, however, was probably at Nineveh, but no evidence
has yet been found that he built himself 2 new palace there. It is possible that
he continued to use that of Senmacherib on Kiyiinjik, as we know his son
Ashurbanipal did.12 Alternatively if he did in fact enlarge the Nebi Yiainus
ekal malarti to the extent his inscriptions purport, it is possible that he adopted
this building zs his main residence. He would thus have lived with the army who
had helped him secure his rightful throne from a jealous brother, his father’s
assassin, and with whom he spent so much of his time on foreign campaigns.

'™ Borger, op. ci., 71-73 §43-45.
1t

cit., appendix 9, Irag 14 (1952), 5, and Barnett and
Falkner, op, cit., 20-30,

1% Iraq 29 (1967), 42-43, W. Nagel, Die nenassyrischen
1" Layard, op. cit, 1, 375-381, et passim, Gadd, op. Reliefttile unter Sanherib 1md Assurbarapls,

Mallowan, op. cit., 376 and 387, ct passim,



