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Fig. 4. Isometric reconstruction of Area C. The numbers correspond to epigraphic finds that have served as a major
stratigraphic argument for dating. No. 1 is the archive of Puzurum, containing the earliest dated tablets (mostly
Yadikh-Abu). They were discarded in this room, which means that the redaction of the tablets predates considerably
the burning of the house. No. 2a (an offering list dated to Kastiliasu) and 2b (a contract dated to the same king) are
found on the floor of the temple. No. 3 is a tablet dated to Sunuhru-ammu, found on the floor (shown here only in part)
that overlays the KastiliaSu phase of the temple (drawing by T. Seymour).

THE KINGS

We do not have a Khana king list, fhat is/ a
single ancient epigraphic document listing the
kings in sequence. However, the excavations at
Terga have made possible a convincing reconstruc-
tion of the full sequence of kings. The list"’ (Table
1) is based on information derived from an inter-
nal analysis of the tablets as well as from a careful
correlation between the stratigraphic findspots of
the excavated tablets (fig. 4) and the data con-
tained in the documents themselves, especially the
year-names and prosopographic information."* In
Syro-Mesopotamia the full royal titulary, i.e.,
titles that include the name of the territory over
which the kings rule, appears customarily not in
normal contexts, but only in particular types of
texts, such as building inscriptions or royal seals.
Although no building inscriptions of the king of
Khana have been uncovered, the impressions of
the royal seals of four kings (ISar-Lim, Iggid-Lim,
Isih-Dagan and Hammu-rapih) do exist, as well
as a commemorative inscription of Hammu-rapih;
accordingly, the full title Sar mat Hana is attested
only for those four kings (Table 2 carries the
references).

The relative sequence established on these
grounds may in turn be linked with absolute
chronology through the synchronism Rouault

(1984: 4) established. Previously, Rouault referred
briefly to the name of Yadikh-abu (Rouault 1979:
170, n. 1). The Khana king Yadikh-Abu appears
as an adversary of Samsu-iluna in Samsu-iluna’s
28th year—which can be set to 1723 B.C. in terms
of the Middle Chronology. The absolute dates
given below are approximations based on con-
siderations of time spans for the various kings, all
pegged in turn to the Samsu-iluna synchronism.
The following discussion refers to the sequential
number of kings as given in tables 1 and 2. The
sequence is not complete, nor are the various
reigns necessarily contiguous. Numbers are as-
signed only to individuals who are known to have
ruled as kings, that is, those for whom the royal
title is attested; simple filiation is not a criterion
for considering any one person a king. While the
numbering of the kings is based on both strati-
graphic and epigraphic arguments, it must still be
considered as hypothetical in part. Also, the dates
given here are purely indicative: they are arrived
at assuming an approximate and arbitrary dura-

‘tion of 25 years per reign, beginning with Yadikh-

Abu at about 1725 B.c., on the basis of his
synchronism with Samsu-iluna.

The texts with the year names of kings Yapah-
Sum([u-?] (King 1, from an oath formula; TFR
1,8) and Isi-sumu-Abu (also an oath formula;
TFR 1,9) are considered the earliest in the archive
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TABLE 1. The Kings of Khana: Textual, Stratigraphic and Epigraphic Correlations *

King Date Textual evidence Stratigraphic and epigraphic evidence
1. Yapah-Sum[u-?] correlation to Alalakh text mentioning house of Puzurum built?
Abba-el
1735 prosopography of PN’s contained in
documents
2. Isi-sumu-Abu oath formulae
3. Yadikh-Abu 1725 7 year names 7 dated tablets on house floor
Samsu-iluna synchronism Puzurum archive current
prosopography of PN’s in document
4. Kastiliyasu 1700 4 year names Puzurum archive discarded
prosopography of PN’s in documents house of Puzurum destroyed
1 dated tablet on house floor
temple of Ninkarrak, phase 3
2 dated tablets on temple floor
2 seal impressions with king’s name
3 unstratified dated tablets
5. Sunuhru-Ammu 1675 4 year names temple of Ninkarrak, phase 2
prosopography of PN’s in documents 1 dated tablet on temple floor
house of Puzurum reoccupied?
3 unstratified dated tablets
6. Ammi-Madar 1650 1 year name temple of Ninkarrak, phase 1 (?)

| filiation and accession to father’s throne 1 unstratified dated tablet
Abi-Lama filiation (but no royal title)

Iddin-Kakka given as father of next (no royal title)
|

7. I8ar-Lim | year name and royal seal 1 unstratified dated tablet
Iggid-]l_im UGULA MAR.TU listed before Iddin-abu
DUMU.LUGAL ( =#8?)
Iddin-abu “son of the king”
Yahdul-Lim “son of I$ar-Lim” in text dated to
Iggid-Lim
[...]na “his brother” (i.e., brother of the
preceding)
8. Iggid-Lim oath formula 1 dated tablet in medieval fill
Iggid-Lim given as father of next (no royal title;

| =#87)

9. Isih-Dagan 1 year name and royal seal 1 unstratified dated tablet

10.

1.

Yassi-[ ... ]

Hammu-rapih

given as father of next (no royal title)
next king ascends to father’s throne

3 year names

3 unstratified dated tablets

1 ex-voto duck weight, unstratified

*Vertical lines refer to explicit filiation . W l‘hA‘lCal'e— on hj a,rrrox(mel-e Vd\ﬂ?&g =

of Puzurum on the basis of internal evidence,
primarily onomastics, and of a possible synchron-
ism with a Yapah-Sumu-abu uGuLA Hana, who is
mentioned as a witness to a large scaie land
transaction in which “Abba-El the king” (of

Aleppo) and “Yarim-Lim the brother of the king”
also take part as witnesses (Arl" 56:47; the compari-
son was first suggested by Rouault 1984: 5).
Nothing can be said about their relative sequence,
but it probably does not matter much, since their



TaBLE 2. The Kings of Khana: Year Names and other Textual References *

1. Yapah-sum[u-?]

TFR 1,8:18-20 (oath:) [nis Dlag[an] Itir- Mer u Sarrim Yapah-Stm[u-7]
2. Isi-Simu-abu

TFR 1,9:19-20 (oath:) nis Dagan Itir-Mer u Sarrim Isi-Siamu-abu 1[k]ul
3. Yadikh-Abu

TFR 1,1:41-43 Sanat Yadikh-Abu Sarrum alam Ara’ite pusu

TFR 1,2:39-40 Sanat Yadikh-Abu Sarrum bab Adad Tpusu

TFR 1,3:49-50 Sanat Yadikh-Abim(!) ayyabisu ikSudu

TFR 1,4:12’-14"  $anat Y[adikh]-Abum Sarrum Dur-x-X-NU-A-LA-AL [T ]pusu

TFR 1,5:51-52 Sanat Yadikh-Abu Sarrum Annunitam $a quitim uddisu

TFR 1,6:50-51 Sanar Yadikh-Abu Sarrum alam Dunnam ipusu

TFR 1,7:11-13 Sanat Yadikh-Abu Sarrum ekallam Sa alim T[erga u]$[épis]
4. Kastiliyasu

GC 1,5:55-56 Sanat Kastiliyas{u Sarlrum mesera iskunu
GC 1,6:54-55 Sanat Kastiliyasu Sarrum méseram iskunu
GC 1,17:44-46 Sanat Kastiliyasu Sarrum mésaram 2-KAM2-ma iskunu

TQ5 T105:1-4 (seal) [ Gilmil-Ninkar[rak . .. walrad. . [ .. K]astiliy[asu]
TQS5 T124:21-23  Sanat Kastiliyasu Sarrum salmam Sa Adad [x x x] ipusu
TQ6 T11:21-22 [Sanat] Kastiliy[asu Sarrum . . . ]
TQ6 T17:16'-18"  Sanat Kastiliyasu Sarrum [ ... ] Sutem(?)[...]

5. Sunuhru-ammu

GC 1,9:24-25 Sanat Sunuhru-ammu sarrum mésaram iskunu
GC 1,12:9-10’ Sanat Sunuhru-ammu Sarrum nigi Dagan $a Hurri iqqi
GC 1,13:23-24 [Sanat Sunuhrlu-ammu[ . . . ]
TQ5 T50:18’ [Salnat Sunuhru-ammu Sarrum abul aliim Sagglarti{m ipu)s[u] (see n. 17)
6. Ammi-madar
GC 1,4:25-26 Ammi- Madar Sarrum, mar Sunuhru-ammu
52 Abi-Lama mar Sarrim
57-59 Sanat Ammi-madar Sarrum ana kusst bit abisu Tla
7. I8ar-Lim
GC 1,1:25-26 IGI Iggid- Lim UGULA MAR.TU, IGI Iddifiabu mar Sarrim
36-39 Sanat Isar-Lim Sarrum [abu]li ekallim [$a] alim Bidah tpusu
sl-5 (seal:) ISar-Lim Sar mat Hana, mar Iddin- Kakka, naram Aba u Dagan
8. Iggid-Lim :
TPR 74:6'-7 Sum Samas, Dagan, Itiar- Mer u Iggid-Lim sar[rim . . . ]
9’ [1G1 Idd )in- Kakka uGULA MAR.T[U]
10’ [1G1 Yah]ldul-Lim mar ISar- Lim
11'-12"  [1G1... ]-na ahi$u, [1G1 . . . DUIMU.TUR LUGAL
s2’ (seal) [$ar mat Ha]-n[a?]
9. Isih-Dgan
GC 1,19:6'-9" Sanat Isih- Dagan Sarrum usst ekallim essim [ina] Bidda ipti
sl-s6 (seal:) Isih-Dagan, i§§ak Dagan, [Sar mat H)ana
mar Iggid-L[im], warad A[ba] u Dag[an]
10. Yassi-[...]
GC 1,18:51-s5 (seal:) Hammu-r[api] is§ak Dagan u Aba, Sar mat Hana, [mar
Ylas[si- ... ]
11. Hammu-rapih
GC 1,2:30-34 Sanat Hammurapih Sarrum naram Habur-ibal-bugas istu alim
Dar-Isar- Lim ana alim Diar-Iggid- Lim ipta
GC 1,16:1-4 (ex-voto): Ammu-rapi Sar mat Hana ana DU.ZA.BI iqi§ (see n. 16)
GC 1,18:14'-16’ Sanat Ammi-rapih Sarrum andurara ina matisu iskunu
sl-s5 (seal:) Hammu-r[api] is§ak Dagan u Aba, Sar mat Hana, [mar
Ylas[si-...]
GC 1,22:32-33 Sanat Ammi-rapi Sarrum ana kusst abisu el

(unknown)
TPR 7,5:2"-5" Sanat I[ . . . ] Sarrum [ 1 alam Bidda [ ipus]u

*Qath formulas are omitted from this list for texts in which the year name is preserved.
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Fig. 5. Aerial view of the Temple of Ninkarrak, with the street and part of the house of Puzurum on the lower left.

reigns must have been relatively short: if Khana
remained under Babylonian control for at least
the reign of Hammurapi of Babylon and possibly
for a few years into Samsu-iluna’s reign (until
somewhat after 1750 B.c.), and if by 1723 B.cC.
Yadikh-Abu was already ruling in Khana, this
leaves a maximum of 28, but more likely an
effective total of about 20 years or less for the
reigns of Isi-sumu-Abu and Yapah-Sum[u-?]. On
this basis, 1735 is an approximate floruit date for
either of those kings.

Most of the texts in Puzurum’s archive are
dated to Yadikh-abu (King 3; TFR 1 1; 2; 3; 4; 5;
6; 7: all year names), but they are mostly contracts
whose envelopes had been opened. As a result, it
is reasonable to assume that while the texts were
current during the reign of Yadikh-Abu (and
hence still unopened, because only if they re-
mained sealed could they have been produced
before a judge for legal verification of title), they
were effectively discarded by the time they were
placed in the room where they were found. In
other words, the occupation of the room at the

time it was destroyed by fire is later than
Yadikh-Abu. :

Only one dated document of Kastilia§u (King 4,
an oath formula; TFR 1,10) was found within the
archive of Puzurum: if, as we assume, this archive
was discarded under his reign, the presence of
only one text, which had lost its value, may
indicate that this text belonged in the early years
of Kastiliasu and that its disposition together with
the texts dated to Yadikh-abu, as well as the
destruction of the house, happened later. Two
texts of KastiliaSu being published by Rouault
(field numbers TQS TI24 and TQ6 TI11; see
Appendix 1) were found on the floor of the main
occupational phase of the temple of Ninkarrak
(fig. 5; note 9) adjacent to the house of Puzurum.
While we do not have an explicit stratigraphic
link between the house of Puzurum and the
temple of Ninkarrak, Phase 3 of the temple is at
the same absolute elevation as the house, and we
may assume that they are broadly synchronous
stratigraphically. From higher (and later) strata in
the temple come two impressions of the same seal,
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belonging to [Gi]mil Ninkar[rak], “servant of
Kastiliagu” (TQS T99 and T10S; see Appendix 1).

Sunuhru-ammu (King 5), well known from
texts found before our excavations (GC I; 12; 13),
is placed stratigraphically by one tablet found on
the floor of Phase 2 of the temple (TQS5 T50I; see
Appendix 1). He is the last king for whom any
structures have been recovered in the excavations.

Ammi-madar (King 6; the name was first tran-
scribed Ammi-ba‘il) is known only from one
unstratified text, published earlier (GC 1, 4), but
that text contains more information about royal
succession than any other single Khana text.
Since the king is a party to the text (which is a
royal grant), his filiation is given within the text
itself (in other texts it occurs only in the royal
seal); and since the year name says that Ammi-
madar ascended the throne of his father, we may
safely assume that his father and the king other-
wise known as Sunuhru-ammu are the same person.
Finally, the text also gives the name of Abi-Lama,
“son of the king”, he is probably the son of
Ammi-madar although, since this is the first year
of reign of Ammi-madar, it is also conceivable
that Abi-Lama may be the son of the deceased
king Sunuhru-ammu and brother of the ruling
king Ammi-madar.

The first published cuneiform text from Syria
(1897, see above) is a royal grant of king [$ar-Lim
(King 7; GC 1,1). He is mentioned in the text as
the grantor (but followed only by the title “king,”
without the name of the father, as was the case
with Ammi-madar); the full title (with reference
to Khana) and his filiation appear in the royal seal
impressed on the tablet. The first witness is Iggid-
Lim, who is qualified as UGULA MAR.TU; the
second is Iddin-abu, “son of the king.” It is con-
ceivable that Iggid-Lim, prominent both because
of his title and because of his position as first
in the list of witnesses, may be the same as the
(future) king Iggid-Lim, crown prince of I$ar-Lim.
An earlier suggestion placed ISar-Lim at the begin-
ning of the sequence of kings for whom no strati-
graphic argument could be made, on the basis of
the prosopographic considerations (Buccellati 1983;
Buccellati and Kelly-Buccellati 1983: 60). That
placement is now strengthened by the new reading
proposed by Collon (below, n. 15), according to
which the father of Isih-Dagan is Iggid-Lim: if we
assume that Iggid-Lim is the same person in all
three cases, then ISar-Lim would be at the begin-
ning of this particular segment in the line of kings.
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A text of king Iggid-Lim (King 8) found during
the excavations but in medieval fill (TPR 7,4),
preserves only the oath formula and the beginning
of the list of witnesses. However, that text is very
interesting because the second witness, Yahdul-
Lim,"” is qualified as “son of Isar-Lim,” the third
witness is Yahdul-Lim’s brother, and in fourth
position is the “small son of the king.” As Podany
convincingly proposes (personal communication),
the position of the sons of ISar-Lim before the
(small) son of the king implies that their father is
the same as the king ISar-Lim we know from GC
1,1. If so, and if king Iggid-Lim is the son of ISar-
Lim, then the two sons of I$ar-Lim would be the
brothers of the ruling king Iggid-Lim. The fact
that they are mentioned before the “small son of
the king” may imply further that the text is dated
to the early years of Iggid-Lim, when his crown
prince was still very small, so that the king’s
brothers still occupied a prominent position. Un-
fortunately, the name of the “small son of the
king” is lost in a break; it may have been Isih-
Dagan, a king whose father bore the name
Iggid-Lim.

The name of the father of Isih-Dahan (King 9),
found on the royal seal of GC 1,19, used to be
read Zi-it(?)-ri-[. . .]; the reading I-gi-id- L[i-im] is
based on a collation to be published by Collon (in
press).'® If king Iggid-Lim is the son of I$ar-Lim
and the father of Isih-Dagan, that would establish
a continuous line among the three kings—numbers
7 through 9.

Yassi-[. . .] (King 10), given as father of Hammu-
rapih on the latter’s royal seal, may be considered
to have been king himself, even though he does
bear the title LUGAL (something that was not
generally the case on such seals). The reason is
that the first year name of his son Hammu-rapih
(GC 1,22: 32-33) indicates that Hammu-rapih
ascended his father’s throne, clearly indicating
that Hammu-rapi’s father (Yassi-[...]) was also
king. (Podany made this interesting observation,
which provides a firm foundation to the assump-
tion that Yassi-[...] was a king in his own right).
The name of the king had been restored, very
tentatively, as Yassi-{Dagan], on the basis of the
mention of a certain “Yadiri, son of Issi-Dagan
and six people from Khanat” in an Old Babylonian
letter from Sippar (45 B 2 88:14), dated by Ungnad
(1914: viii) to the time of Ammi-ditana of Babylon.
In this difficult text, these men reported news of
impending evil for the ah Purattim to a (Baby-
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lonian) governor of Suhi, who was in turn plan-
ning a rebellion (against Babylon). Whether Khanat
may, from a Babylonian point of view, refer to
the whole region of Khanat, and whether Issi-
Dagan may be identified with Yassi-[. . .], father
of Hammu-rapih, is of course highly tentative.

The texts of Hammu-rapih (King 11, also re-
ferred to as Ammi-rapih, Ammi-rapi; Table 2)
seem related in some special way to the northern
region of the kingdom, although that may be
purely accidental.-Fhe-text-and-the seal impression
have different-spellings (G€ 1,18). The year name
in GC 1,2 relates the “opening” of a canal that
bears the name of the Khabur in its own name; it
had been dug from Dur-ISar-Lim to Dur-Iggid-
Lim; since the latter may be identified with Tell
Sheikh Hamid (Kiihne 1978-1979: 187-95), the
canal must have been placed alongside the middle
course of the Khabur. GC 1,22, dated to this king,
describes a land sale in Qattuna(n) (1.1), possibly
located at Tell Fadghami, some 35 km north of
Tell Sheikh Hamid (Kiihne 1978-1979: 187; Abb.
1). Since the name of the canal built by Hammu-
rapih bears a name with a Kassite element, the
divine name found on an ex-voto duck weight
(unstratified) was also read as a Kassite name,
Du-za-gas. Another opinion, however, holds that
since the name does not otherwise occur in Kassite
contexts, it may be better to leave it as un-
explained (pu.zA.B1)."

If the genealogical sequence I8ar-Lim/Iggid-
Lim/Isih-Dagan is correct (but its hypothetical
character must be emphasized), the sequence of
the kings of Khana falls in an almost continuous
line.

A first set includes a group of six kings, numbers
1 through 6. The first five (Yapah-Sumu-[. . ]
through Sunuhru-ammu) are pegged in relation-
ship to each other on the basis of the stratigraphic
succession of floors on which tablets with their
year names were found. The sixth king (Ammi-
Madar) is in turn related to this sequence on the
basis of his filiation from Sunuhru-Ammu.

The remaining kings, for whom no stratigraphic
argument can be made, are all placed after the
first six for two reasons. First, the stratigraphic
sequence is fairly tight, and the number of tablets
found stratified sufficient to indicate that no other
kings (especially if linked through a father-son
relationship) may have to be inserted in this
sequence. Second, the onomastic inventory of the
tablets dated to sets 2 and 3 has very few overlaps
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with either Mari or the tablets dated to set 1. Only
the names Iddin-Kakka and Yassi-Dagan are
found in both sets 1 and 2; the names ISmah-
Dagan, Pagirum, and Silli-Dagan are found in
sets 1 and 3.

The second set of three kings (ISar-Lim through
Isih-Dagan, numbers 7 through 9) has been recon-
structed tentatively on the basis of their assumed
genealogical succession. They are placed before
the third set because two of the names appear in
city names mentioned in a year name of Ham-
murapih. An interesting onomastic consideration
is that the patronymic of a witness to the royal
grant of [Sar-Lim is a theophoric name mentioning
the patron deity of Babylon, Marduk (Iddin-
Marduk, GC 1,1:30), the only such case attested
in Terqa. On the one hand this may be interpreted
as evidence of (recent?) Babylonian presence (which
would argue for an earlier date); on the other, it
may show that relationships between Khana and
Babylon were normal enough to allow a person of
Babylonian origin (?) to serve as witness to a royal
Khana grant (which would argue for a date at
some distance from the Babylonian occupation).

Finally, the third set includes two kings (Yassi-
[...] and Hammu-rapih, numbers 10 and 11),
clearly related through filiation. These kings have
been placed at the end of the sequence because the
city names mentioned in a year name of Hammu-
rapih (GC 1,2) include the names of I§ar-Lim and
Iggid-Lim, presumably the homonymous kings of
Khana (the seventh and eighth kings). Also, the
spelling of Terqa as Sir-qa-k1 (GC 1,18: 2) reflects
a spirantization of the dental stop typical of later
Aramaic and identical to the spelling common in
the later Assyrian texts.

Given the tight fit of the first six kings, it seems
very improbable that any of the remaining five
kings might have reigned between the times of the
first set of kings. That means the reigns of the last
five kings would have to have been after about
1650 B.C., on the basis of the approximate intervals
assumed for the reigns of the first six. Such a
conclusion presents a double puzzle. First, the
strata of Sunuhru-ammu are the very highest,
meaning the latest, found in our excavations:
where are the building remains associated with the
remaining six (or more) kings? Three answers are
possible (Buccellati 1983: 20), but none will be
chosen here. (A tentative choice is adopted in
article 6 mentioned in note 1.) First, the settlement
corresponding to the last six kings may have been
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eroded completely in the part of the tell available
for excavation, but may still exist in other parts of
the tell, which are in fact higher. Second, the
settlement may have shifted to the east, in which
case it may have been completely eroded by the
river. Third, it is possible that Terqa was more or
less abandoned and the capital shifted to some
other site.

Just as there seem to be too many kings for the
depositional remains at Terqa, there may also be
too many kings for the time interval allowed by
the middle chronology followed here. If one
assumed hypothetically that each king reigned 25
years, the sequence of five kings that follow
Ammi-madar on the list would end around 1525
B.C., 70 years after the Hittite raid on Babylon.
Since it is very unlikely that Khana and Terqa
could have survived the passage of the Hittites,
either the reigns were much shorter than hypothe-
sized (which is quite possible), or the middle
chronology is too short.

Unfortunately, the frequent conclusion to an
archaeological line of reasoning, “further excava-
tions will tell,” is not presently applicable at
Terqa. Thus the second half of the kingdom of
Khana is no longer represented in the available
areas of the site that was once its capital.

TERRITORY AND POPULATION

Perhaps because the cuneiform documentation
of Terqa, and especially of Mari, is so squarely
within the Mesopotamian scribal tradition, we tend
to view the region of which these two cities were
the capitals as practically identical in its socio-
political structure to the rest of Mesopotamia. In
fact, however, strong differences give the Middle
Euphrates and lower Khabur region a unique
geomorphological physiognomy (see above).

If one plots on a map the 250 mm isohyet and a
line corresponding to the limit of the alluvium
proper, where extensive irrigation is possible (see
fig. 1) it becomes obvious that the region con-
trolled by Mari and then Terqa is proportionately
much larger than that controlled by other single
urban centers with political autonomy. Alterna-
tively, one may say that the density of urban
political centers (cities that served as capitals of
independent kingdoms) is much higher in both the
irrigated alluvium to the south and the dry-
farming plains to the north, while the entire
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region in between has effectively only one political
center, Mari first and then Terqa. The kingdom of
Khana appears coterminous with a whole and
very distinctive geopolitical region, one character-
ized on the one hand by a special relationship to
water resources and land exploitation and on the
other by a different distribution pattern of urban
centers than existed in the rest of the Syro-
Mesopotamian world. Significantly, this geopoliti-
cal region is almost entirely within the modern
political boundaries of the Syrian Arab Republic.

The territory may appear to be more vast than
it is, because there are few urban centers within its
boundaries. But the steppe was neither an empty
quarter nor a territory belonging more properly to
nomadic tribes than to the kingdom as such. It
was a region that came to be exploited on a
systematic basis by the rural classes of the narrow
alluvial strip known in ancient times as the ah
Purattim and in modern times as the zor. Thus,
while incapable of sustaining urban life as such,
the steppe was nonetheless an integral resource of
the kingdom, and it allowed the kingdom to
develop an economic base otherwise unmatched
by the farming resources of the zor. From texts
such as ARM 5:15 and 23, we learn that Khana
territorial control over the steppe (in Mari’s times
at least) extended all the way to the west, since
Mari was directly in contact with Qatna about
herds and grazing rights. Neither Tadmor/Palmyra
nor any other oasis had achieved anything even
approaching an urban status in the second mil-
lennium: the steppe was effectively a vast range-
land, exploited by herdsmen who would tap the
water table through wells. In that respect, Mari
and Terga seem to have controlled the entire
environmental niche represented by the steppe,
and to have aptly subsumed it under the geo-
political term “Khana.” (Article 6 in note 1 ad-
vances the thesis that during the time Terqa was
capital of Khana, this control may have started to
crumble through events in the steppe, which re-
sulted eventually in the complete demise of Terqa
and in the disappearance of Khana as an autono-
mous geopolitical reality.)

These considerations about the territory lead to
some final remarks about the nature of urbanism
in Khana, and more broadly in the ancient Near
East. Urban development has been viewed as the
key factor for an understanding of historical
development in the early periods. While there is
no question that this remains the most productive
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and best documented line of inquiry, attention
should also be paid to the rural dimension which,
albeit in a minor key, can shed considerable light
on our understanding of the overall cultural de-
velopment. Some significant work along these
lines has been done recently by several students of
William Dever (see, for example, Falconer and
Magness-Gardiner 1984). A special dimension is
the presence of three distinct patterns of urban-
rural interaction—where an assessment of the
interaction itself is as significant as a definition of
either the urban or the rural dimensions (see
Buccellati 1983). The patterns overlap with the
three major environmental zones outlined above
(see figs. 1, 2).

In pattern A, documented in the southern
regions of Syro-Mesopotamia, the territories oc-
cupied by the urban and rural populations are
practically coterminous. This means that urban,
and therefore state, controls extend to every aspect
of rural life, so that there is no possibility for the
rural classes to develop any meaningful distinctive-
ness, economically, politically, or otherwise.

Pattern C is the least well known, and is
proposed here somewhat hypothetically (with the
expectation that the numerous and major excava-
tions currently taking place in the Khabur plains
will provide substantive clarification). It assumes
the presence of a large rural population, which is
effectively not under the control of urban or state
mechanisms nor dependent on urban culture for
its long term survival, but is very closely linked
with urban culture through economic and perhaps
other ties. In the Khabur plains, trade factors
apparently were paramount in these relationships,
whereby the essentially rural populations of the
eastern Taurus, perhaps all the way up to the
Caucasus, served as the suppliers of metals, stones,
and timber to the great urban centers to the
south. The cities in the Khabur plains would thus
have served as the gateway for the rest of the
ancient Near East.

Pattern B is the one that is uniquely specific to
Khana in the sense that it does not seem to apply
to any other kingdom of the period. Pattern B
views the rural population as appropriating the
steppe resources for its herding needs. Technically,
this appropriation results in an expansion of
territorial control by the state; since the rural
population is subject to state control, the territory
it exploits is in turn of direct pertinence to the
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state. There is, however, one major difference vis-
a-vis other situations: the rangeland in the steppe
is so vast and its human occupation so fluid, that
actual military and administrative presence by the
state is practically ruled out. It appears to be
unnecessary as well, at least so long as the herds-
men responsible for its exploitation are firmly
rooted among the rural classes at home in the zor.
This means, in fact, that their presence in the
steppe is by definition ephemeral and that they
remain, in principle, under direct and immediate
control of the state whenever they return to the
zor. The change intervenes when they realize that
they do not need to return to the zor if they
choose otherwise: partly,/the resources of the
steppe may be exploited longer than on a seasonal
basis, partly because their contacts with the states
on the other side of the steppe give them autono-
mous contacts with foreign, independent states—
which no other rural population can enjoy. This
process, one of partial and selective nomadization,
may be the origin of pastoral nomadism on a
systematic scale; but in any case it provides an
insight into a unique dimension that characterizes
the kingdom of Khana. The urban-rural pattern
of interaction is so different from that of the other
regions that its rural class left an indelible mark in
the historical development of the Near East, in
marked contrast with the rural classes of the
southern alluvium.

Rather than viewing Mari as an outpost, how-
ever important, of Mesopotamian civilization, and
Terqa as the minor provincial center of a petty
local kingdom, we may therefore obtain a better
perception of the uniqueness of Khana and its
kingdom. The kingdom of Khana is distinctive for
the geographical zone it occupies and with which
it is almost entirely coterminous, and for the
mode of adaptation to the environmental situation
from which pastoral nomadism began to evolve
from an early agropastoralist stage. It is also
distinctive for the peculiar pattern of interaction
between urban and rural populations. For these
reasons the kingdom of Khana stands as a major
autonomous component within the sociopolitical
composition of the ancient Near East. Next to
major field discoveries such as Ebla, it is from
such a more in-depth assessment of historical
configurations and developments that we may
gain a more perceptive understanding of the dis-
tinctive course of ancient Syrian history.

&a{c.,au. g
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APPENDIX 1. UNPUBLISHED DATA

Following are pertinent excerpts from texts sealings is published in Liggett
being prepared for publication by O. Rouault. I 1982: pl. 8)

am grateful to A. H. Podany for her assistance. TQS T124: 21 wmu Ka-ay'-ti-li-yafe'u? —

22 ALAN éa DINGIR-IM X X X
23 i-pu-éu s
(sealed offering list; findspot:
STCD 4, feature 30, level 12,
elev.: 1100; temple, phase 3; a
photograph of the obverse is
published in Liggett 1982: pl. 8)

v
S
JV
TQS5 T50: 18’ [M]u Su-nu-uh-ru-am-mu LUGAL v
19’ [BA]D; GAL UR[U Sa-gla-ra-tifm. - KIJ

ZO;Jz‘i [ pul-s[u]
(land sale contract—seller:
Qisannu; findspot: STCD 4,
feature 3, level 5, elev.: 1275;

v
temple, phase 2) TQ6 T1l: 21 [mMu] Ka-a¢-ti-li-y[a-¢u LUGAL] 5
‘)
TQS T105: 1 [Gi]-mil-DINGIR-Nin-kar-[ra-ak] 2 [('c.o.r]n’r(a)::tx—l’s:l)l:r' Belgunu; <

2 [pulMu Ar-Si-a-[hu-um]

3 [1]R; DINGIR-A-[ba,] STCD 10, feature 4, level 10;

4 [uy Ka-a$y-ti-li-ifa-5u] ;efi‘gle, :ia% z: }”,‘3)‘ pieces of
(seal impression on jar bulla; left R v
and right margin obliterated by TQ6 T17: 16" MU Ka-ag-ti-li-ya-éu LUGAL X? X? .S

granulated caps; findspot: STCD 17" pid su-te-em x? x? Xy
3, feature 3, level 7, elev.: 1217; 18" x X su

temple, phase 2; see duplicate (land sale contract—seller: Bin-
TQS, T99, STCD3, feature 3, am[mi]; STCD 10, level 11;

level 5; a photograph of both temple, phase 3)

APPENDIX 2. CONCORDANCE BETWEEN
GC NUMBERS AND PUBLICATIONS

Txt # Museum #  Original publication GC 1:12 AO 9055 Thureau-Dangin and

X Dhorme 1924: 271
G dobARQ, J0bo. . Thargunllugs GC 1:16 AO 9047  Thureau-Dangin and
1§ o oy gl 52 Dhorme 1924: 275
GC 12 MLC 613  Johns 1907 ;
GC 14 VAT 6685 U 4 1909 GC 1:117 M 1 Bauer 1928-1929
' ‘;%‘;?82 » 20 GC 1:18 YBC 6518  Stephens 1937

GC 1:'5 AO 4656 Thureau-Dangin 1909 gg :;3 Q:l)laefzfgrmfext ggﬁgzy:gi :32(7) e
GC 199 AO 9050  Thureau-Dangin and ' g2y

Dhorme 1924: 269

NOTES

'The original version of this article was a paper with the history and geography of ancient Khana. The
presented in November 1985 at the meeting of the sequence of articles is as follows:
American Schools of Oriental Research in Chicago. In (1) Salt at the Dawn of History: The Case of the
its present form it is intended as the fourth in a series of Bevelled Rim Bowls (to appear in a volume edited
six articles currently in press or in preparation, dealing by M. Van Loon, P. Matthiae and H. Weiss);
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(2) “River Bank,” “High Country,” and “Pasture Land™:
The Growth of Nomadism on the Middle Euphrates
and the Khabur (to appear in M. Wifler, ed.,
Khabur Symposium, Bern);

(3) The Rural Landscape of the ancient Zor: The
Terqa Evidence (to appear in B. Geyer, ed., Les
techniques et les pratiques hydroagricoles tradi-
tionelles en domain irrigué, Bibliotheque Archéo-
logique et Historique, Damascus);

(4) The Kingdom and Period of Khana (this article);

(5) The People of Terqa and Their Names (in prepara-
tion);

(6) From Khana to Lagé: The End of Syro-Meso-
potamia (to appear in a volume edited by O. Tunca).

I plan to integrate all six articles into a full-size

monograph, which will include fuller documentation

than I present here.

*Many of the tablets from the Amarna archives,
found some ten years earlier, had originally been sent
from Syria, but were obviously not found there.

’On the excavations at Terqa see especially TFR 1;
TPR 1, 4, 10; Buccellati 1983; Buccellati and Kelly-
Buccellati 1983; Chavalas unpublished; Buia Quinn
unpublished. Support for the work of the Joint Expedi-
tion to Terqa has come primarily from the Ambassador
International Cultural Foundation, the S. H. Kress
Foundation, and the Ahmanson Foundation.

“My interest in the Khana period was first stimulated
by a seminar given by 1. J. Gelb on this topic and on
chronology back in my student days in Chicago some
20 years ago.

For a basic introduction to the geography of the
region see Brice 1966; Wirth 1971. Charpin and Durand
(1987) have argued for a different interpretation of the
name Khana, as applying to the Khabur plains. As
interesting as their interpretation is, I believe that while
the term may in fact have been extended to include that
region at some particular point in time, in its primary
usage it refers to the region centered around the Middle
Euphrates and the lower Khabur. I will come back at a
later date to a more detailed discussion of Charpin and
Durand’s article.

®An important clue in this respect, and the one to
which I owe my own personal rethinking of the entire
Amorite question, came from the important faunal
work done by Kathleen F. Galvin on the animal
remains of Terqa. As a result of her research (Galvin
1981; 1987; in press) it appears that culling practices at
Terqa are not those that would be expected from a full-
fledged pastoral nomadic economy, such as the one that
we were led to believe existed in the Khana region.

"See for instance Kupper (1972: 76): ... aprés la
ruine de Mari et la fin de I'occupation babylonienne, un
petit état se forma autour de Terqa...” (emphasis

mine).
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*Very tentatively, I have identified some evidence of
localized structural rebuildings in Area F as possibly
dating to the Babylonian occupation, see Buccellati and
Buia Quinn unpublished, but this is both uncertain and
limited in scope.

’See fig. 3 for an overall floor plan of the main
excavation areas. A comprehensive publication of the
defensive system is given in Buccellati, Kelly-Buccellati,
and Knudstad 1979: 42-83; for the second millennium
rebuildings see p. 82. The residential quarter in Area C
has been published (Buccellati, Kelly-Buccellati, and
Knudstad 1977: 31-40); a final publication is being
prepared by M. W. Chavalas. A preliminary notice
about the temple of Ninkarrak in Area C has been
published in Liggett 1982; Buccellati 1983: 15-17, and
Buccellati and Kelly-Buccellati 1983: 54-56. Final publi-
cation has been delayed because two individuals who
had been successively entrusted with it were forced to
abandon the project for personal reasons. A preliminary
notice about the administrative complex in Area F was
given in Buccellati 1983: 10-12 and Buccellati and
Kelly-Buccellati 1983: 48-50. An exhaustive prelimi-
nary publication is planned in Buccellati and Buia
Quinn in press, while a final publication of the ceramic
finds will be given in Buia Quinn (unpublished).

"For this we thank the enlightened policy of our
funding agencies, especially the Ambassador Inter-
national Cultural Foundation.

“"This is the general research strategy that we are
planning for the coming years, according to a research
plan which I am developing with the new field director
of the Joint Expedition to Terqa, Olivier Rouault.

"For some suggestions about evidence of abandon-
ment in that time period, see provisionally TPR 1, p. 8;
Buccellati 1983: 19-22; Buccellati and Kelly-Buccellati
1983: 56. I will return to this issue in the last article in
n. 1.

PFirst published in Buccellati and Kelly-Buccellati
1983: 60; Buccellati 1983: 24. See also Buccellati 1984:
xiv-xvii, and Rouault 1984: 4. The sequence of the
kings published in 1983 is identical to the one given
here, except that I am adding now the pertinent docu-
mentation; also note that Zitri-Dagan is now read
Iggid-Lim (see n. 15). A full analysis of the data,
including a thorough study of the prosopographic evi-
dence, is in preparation as a Ph.D. dissertation at
UCLA by Amanda H. Podany.

"“An extensive preliminary publication of the strati-
graphic data from the house of Puzurum is to be found
in Buccellati 1979; a final publication is being prepared
by Chavalas. I will not take up here the details of
prosopographic correlations. The fundamental prelimi-
nary work on this subject is to be found in Kelly-
Buccellati 1986: 133-42 (on which my chart in TFR 1:
xiv, was based). It should be noted that Kelly-Buccellati’s
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prosopographic reconstruction covered only the first
five kings. Prosopographic considerations for the re-
maining kings are limited to the remarks which follow
in this article. A fuller discussion will be found in
Podany (unpublished).

"I am assuming that the writing [/a-aJh-du-Li-im
stands for an assimilated Yahdul-Lim from Yahdun-Lim.

"*Collon kindly sent proofs of this article to A. H.
Podany, to whom I owe this reference.

BASOR 270

""Balkan 1954, p. 105 (I owe this reference to the
courtesy of A. H. Podany).

"“The restoration of the city name as [Sag]arati[m]
has been proposed by A. H. Podany. As she points out,
it is especially significant because it indicates control of
the lower Khabur on the part of the Khana kings at a
relatively early date, under /dunuhru-ammu (see Table 1).
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