
8. REGIONAL SURVEY 

8.1. Introduction - G. Buccellati and M. Kelly-Buccellati 

Since one of the initial goals of our work in the Khabur plains was the search for 
clues which might lead to a better understanding of the Hurrian question, and possibly to 
the identification of a site that might be a good candidate for an identification with Urkish, 
we had sought permission, in our original application, to conduct a survey in the region 
of Mozan in addition to undertaking soundings there. Once the permit was graciously granted 
by the Director General of Antiquities and Museums, Dr. Afif Behnasssi, our work in the 
area around Mozan began immediately during the first season. Given the special prominence 
of the tell in Amuda, we chose this particular site as a starting point for our research. This 
tell is known in the literature as Tell Amuda, but is in fact called Tell Shermola by the 
local inhabitants - Tell Amuda being the name of a site which is today immediately north 
of Amuda within Turkish territory. Our work at Tell Shermola was facilitated by the fact 
that during that first season the Expedition was housed in Amuda itself, within walking distance 
of the tell. The brief inspection of Tell Shermola was conducted by G. Bunnens and A. 
Roobaert, who report on their findings in this section. Our initial impression, fomied during 
brief visits to the site, about the unlikelihood of a major third millennium occupation at 
Tell Shermola was confirmed by their work, which was based on the inspection of visible 
features and on the collection of surface materials. 

During the second season, work on the regional survey was extended to a systematic 
inspection of all the sites in the immediate neighborhood of Mozan. Responsibility for the 
survey continued in the hands of G. Bunnens and A. Roobaert, but they were also assisted 
by Ismail Hijara, who was especially interested in the important collections of Halaf pottery 
that were being assembled. Their joint report on this aspect of the survey will be included 
in a later volume of the M o m  reports. 

A different aspect of the survey will be developed in future seasons, namely a study 
of the modem and ancient environment particularly for what it might have contributed in 
shaping the historical development of the ancient city which corresponds to modem Tell Mom.  
This aspect of our work is entrusted to Kathleen F. Galvin, who will conduct a paleobotanical 
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survey of the area in conjunction with her palaeozoological work at the site, so that both 
the ancient ecology and the corresponding human adaptation may be more fully understood. 

8.2 Tell Shermola (Amouda): Reconnaissance Prelimhaire - 
Guy L. Bunnens and Arlette Roobaert 

Une premikre reconnaissance du site ancien d’Amouda, connu des habitants sous le 
nom de tell Shermola, a Ctd effect& par les auteurs de ces lignes les 16 et 17 novembre 
1984. La brievetk du temps et surtout de trbs mauvaises conditions aunospheriques n’ont permis 
que quelques constatations prC1iminaire.s. Ella ne sont cependant pas dCnu& d’intkrCt. C’est 
pourquoi nous les prCsentons ici, en guise d’introduction 2 une exploration plus approfondie 
qui doit avoir lieu dans un trbs proche avenir. 

8.2.1 fitendue du site antique 

Le site antique se trouve immkdiatement au sud de la vale moderne. Le vestige le 
plus marquant en est un tertre A peu prks quadrangulaire, dont les faces mesurent envuon 
40 mktres de long et dont la hauteur doit osciller entre 6 et 10 mbtres (Ill. 43). I1 s’agit 
Cvidemment d’un tell archhlogique que des travaux de terrassement ont rauit sa forme 
et a ses dimensions actuelles. 

Le problkme se pose de savoir quelle Ctait son Ctendue avant ces travaux de 
terrassement. 

Le croquis de la Fig. 49 indique les traits essentiels de la topographie actuelle vue 
de l’est. Au sud du tell (no 1) s’Ctend un champ limit6 a l’est par la route moderne Amouda- 
HassakC, au sud par une butte sur laquelle s’Clbvent quelques maisons (no 5 et Illustr. 46) 
et h l’ouest par une eminence assez Ctendue que domine un cimetikre (no 4 et Illustr. 47). 
La butte mCridionale a visiblement CtC entaillee du c6tk du champ alors qu’elle descend en 
pente douce vers un vignoble sit& plus au sud. L’Cminence du cimetikre a 6tC entaill& de 
la mCme manibre du c8tC du champ. Un examen rapide de ces entailles rkvkle non seulement 
des tessons mais aussi des strates correspondant a des couches archhlogiques. D’autre part, 
l’abondance des tessons qui parkment le champ indique que des couches archblogiques doivent 
encore exister sous la surface actuelle. 

Tous ces faits semblent concourir a montrer que ce chapp a CtC amCnagC en arasant 
une ClCvation constituk par l’accumulation de vestiges archblogiques et dont la butte 
meridionale et 1’Cminence du cimetibre constitueraient des vestiges intacts. En d’autres mots, 
le tertre n’est pas le seul lieu a avoir ttd occup6 dans I’antiquitd. Un vaste espace s’Ctendant 
vers le sud et le sud-ouest Ctait Cgalement habite. 

En direction du nord, la situation est moins Claire. L’espace libre entre le tertre et 
les premibres maisons de la ville (Fig. 49) est occup6 par un cimetibre qui semble dCsaffectC 
(n” 2). Aucun vestige ancien, aucun tesson n’est visible dans ce secteur. I1 est donc possible 
que le site antique ne se soit pas ttendu trks loin au-deli du tell dans cette direction. Des 
recherches complkmentaires devraient le confmer. 

Nous pouvons donc dores et dCja admettre que le tertre ne constituait qu’une partie 
du site antique. I1 doit renfermer les vestiges d’une petite acropole dominant une ville basse 
qui s’Ctendait vers le sud et le sud-ouest. Le croquis de la Fig. 49 donne une id& de ce 
que pourrait Ctre le site, vu de l’est, avant les travaux de terrassement qui l’ont mutilC. 
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8.2.2 Le tertre 

L’arasement des pentes du tell permet quelques observations stratigraphiques. Les 
conclusions t i r k s  de l’examen de chacune des quatre faces sont concordantes. Le croquis 
de la Fig. 47, qui montre la face nord, pemiet de les resumer. 

I1 semble que deux grands niveaux soient a distinguer. Le niveau sup6rieur (I) rkvkle 
une superposition de couches assez complexe paraissant indiquer de nombreuses destructions 
et reconstructions d’6difices aux dimensions modestes. I1 n’a pas it6 possible de les indiquer, 
mCme schkmatiquement, sur le croquis. Le niveau infCrieur (II), par contre, qui reprksente 
entre un tiers et la moitiC de la hauteur totale, est beaucoup plus homogkne. On y voit des 
murs Cpais delimitant des espaces comblCs d’une terre fine et compacte, de couleur grisiitre, 
parfois cendreuse, et dtposk en strates plus ou moins horizontales. Ces accumulations, qui 
pourraient reprhenter soit des remblais, soit une succession de sols, soit les deux, peuvent 
atteindre une Cpaisseur de plusieurs mktres en certains endroits. On peut penser que ce niveau 
est constituC par une seule grande construction ou, tout au plus, par un complexe de dew 
ou trois grands 6difices aux murs solides et aux chambres spacieuses. 

Cette ou ces constructions ont connu au moins un remaniement important. Ainsi, 
sur la face nord, on voit, a I’extrCmitk est, un grand mur (no 1) qui @t avok exist6 
pendant toute la #node. A I’extrCmitC ouest lui fait pendant un curieux mur a gradins (no 
2) - quatorze sont visibles - qui sert de support 2 un mur droit peutCtre construit 
postkrieurement. Entre les deux s’ttend une accumulation de cette terre fine et gri&tre qui 
caractkrise le niveau infkrieur (no 3). Aucune interruption, aucun mur, apparemment, ne 
s’interpose dans cette masse, du moins a ce qu’il nous a tt6 perrnis de constater. L’ensemble 
de ces deux murs et des terres qu’ils contiennent forme le niveau le plus bas que l’on puisse 
rept5rer dans l’Ctat actuel (I1 B). A environ 1,80 mktre au-dessus du sol, alors que les murs 
1 et 2 Ctaient toujours en usage ou avaient C d  reconstruits, d’autres murs ont CtC WifiCs 
(no 4 et 3, ~ 6 ~ x 6 s  par un sol empierr6 sur lequel des debris se sont progressivement accumulks. 
Les dimensions des faces visibles des briques du mur 4 sont de 36 centimktres sur 12. La 
relation entre le mur 4 et le mur 6, qui pourrait Cue postkrieur, n’est pas Claire. L’ensemble 
form6 par les murs 4 et 5, ainsi que par les parties sup6rieures des murs 1 et 2, padt  
constituer un niveau homogkne (I1 A). L’unit6 de toute la partie inferieure (II) est assurk 
par l’existence, au niveau A comme au niveau B, des murs 1 et 2, et par la poursuite, sans 
hiatus, de l’accumulation des terres fines et grisitres contre le mur 1. 

Un ClCment de la face sud mkrite d’Ctre signale. I1 s’agit d’une grande voiite surbaissk 
construite en briques crues et apparemment soutenue par un pilier central (Fig. 48). Les briques 
qui font office de voussoirs sont placks en position rayonnante dam le sens de l’axe de 
la voiite. La largeur de tout le dispositif est de quelque 6 mktres et sa hauteur dCpasse 2 
mktres. I1 appartient a la partie la plus basse du niveau infkrieur (I1 B). 

La destination de ce complexe architectural nous khappe pour le moment: temple, 
palais, entre@t, caserne? Tout est possible. 

8.2.3 CCramique et datation 

Quelques tessons ont Ctk recueillis dans les patois du tell au Nveau infkrieur (11). 
11s appartiennent presque tous a une ckramique commune assez grossikre, de couleur soit brun- 
rose, soit jaune verdAtre, contenant des dCgraissants minCraux et des dCgraissants vCgCtaux 
trh apparents. 
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Les formes les plus frQuentes (Fig. 50) sont celles d’kuelles carknks. I1 semble 
en exister deux types: l’un dont le diamktre maximum est de plus ou moins 10 centimbtres 
(Illustr. 4 3 ,  l’autre de 25 a 30 centirnktres. On rencontre aussi de petites jarres a col en 
forme de bourrelet ou a lkvre arrondie ou aplatie vers l’extkrieur. Une attention particulibre 
doit Ctre port& a un fond de vase, termin6 en bouton (Illustr. 44), qui fut trouvk a hauteur 
du degrk sup6rieur du mur en gradins de la face nord (no 2 de la Fig. 47). I1 appartient 
vraisemblablement a la dernibre phase du niveau infkrieur (I1 A). 

Les dkors sont rares. Signalons un petit fragment portant une dkoration au peigne, 
un teson de gros vase portant un d&or cord6 et deux petits fragments portant des traces 
de peinture noire ou brune sur fond d’engobe clair. 

Une premibre estimation, qui repse sur des coups de sonde plus que sur une recherche 
systkrnatique, semble situer cette &ramique, et donc le niveau inf6rieur (11) du tell Shermola, 
dans la seconde moitik du IIe millknaire. 
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PREFACE 

The wheatfields of the Khabur have seen many a harvest over the millennia, but 
none perhaps as significant as the archaeological harvest which a number of expeditions have 
begun to reap in recent years. We have to thank for this the enlightened policies of the 
Syrian authorities, which have consistently welcomed and encouraged an unprecedented 
expansion of scholarly activity in their country. As a result, whole new vistas have been 
emerging not only for the history of Syria, but more broadly for the history of the ancient 
Near East as a whole. The Khabur region is especially attractive because it is generally less 
well known, while at the same time it gives every evidence of having been a crucible of 
civilization on a par with Sumer in the South or Ebla in the West. 

Our new excavations at Tell Mozan are in line with these general developments on 
the one hand, and with our own specific interests on the other. The work we have been 
conducting at Terqa and Qraya for the last ten years have given us a special appreciation 
of the larger regional dimension within which the history of those two sites has to be understood. 
The Khabur region provides the natural setting for such a broader scope of inquiry. Terqa 
and Qraya are at the heart of both the fertile mid-Euphrates trough (known today as the 
zor) and the high-ground steppe dotted with springs and wells (known in ancient times as 
the m u ) .  They are also at the mouth of the Khabur, which serves as a major artery linking 
the wr with the “upper country” (the marum elitum, as it was known in ancient times). The 
start of a new excavation project in this “upper country” will thus allow us to develop a 
true regional project, based on concurrent field work at different sites, conducted with parallel 
methodology and direct cross-information. We hope that such long term and broadly based 
research may yield proportionately greater insights in the archaeology and history of the area, 
and serve as a significant experiment in the methodology of regional studies. 

In and of itself, Tell Mozan seems to hold in store archaeological promises of the 
greatest magnitude. Its size makes it one of the largest settlements in the region, in fact 
one of the largest in ancient Syria if the preliminary indications for a vast lower city are 
verified by future work. The homogeneity of the deposit, which belongs predominantly and 
throughout to the third millennium, is just as impressive. And the circumstantial evidence 
which seems to suggest a possible identification of the site with Urkish provides a tantalizing 
working hypothesis for an interpretation of the pertinent historical framework. Regardless of 
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2 Preface 

what the answer might be to the questions of either identification or size, M o m  is certain 
to prove a major site for the understanding of the civilization in the piedmont area, which 
not only thrived on rain-fed agriculture, but also served as the link between the mountain 
regions with their rich reserves of metal ores to the north and the urban states in the southern 
alluvium. Only the discovery of third millennium epigraphic material, of the type known 
through the Urkish lions, may allow us to define such culture as Hurrian: and that the prospect 
of such discovery is realistic is suggested by the fact that the inscriptions on the Urkish 
lions presuppose an important and autonomous scribal tradition that must have been at home 
in the Khabur plains. 

As we were articulating our overall research design for the excavations at Mozan, 
we had made plans to have Dr. I. Jay Gelb join us in the field in the Spring 1985. In 
spite of his lifelong work in this general region, he had never been able to travel there, 
and we were eager to offer him, our personal mentor and friend for so many years, this 
opportunity. The potential significance of M o m  for an understanding of Hunian civilization 
was especially inviting from a scholarly point of view, and we had great hopes to be able 
to develop with him a long term plan for the full historical evaluation of our findings there. 
For family reasons he was not able to join us in 1985, and so we postponed his visit until 
1986. Or so we thought. The sudden illness which struck him in the Fall of 1985, and his 
death on the 22nd of December 1985, were to sadly alter all our plans. We can only, at 
this date, dedicate this frrst volume of the Mozan Reports to his memory - a small token 
of the strong human bond which united us as friends, and, we hope, a meaningful indication 
of the reverberation that his fundamental work on the Hurrians has left for the field. 

It is with special pleasure that we recall one of our preliminary visits to the site 
in 1983, when we were joined by Dr. Herman L. Hoeh of the Ambassador International 
Cultural Foundation and a trustee of IIMAS - The International Institute for Mesopotamian 
Area Studies. As we looked together from the commanding position of Tell Mozan at the 
mountains to the North and the rolling plains to the South, we shared a precious moment 
in which the potential historical significance of the site seemed to blend with the sheer beauty 
of the landscape and elicit in us the resolve for an expanded new commitment to the archaeology 
of the region. The association with the Ambassador International Cultural Foundation, whose 
sponsorship has made it possible for us to develop the ambitious project on which we report 
here, was celebrated in a special way with the visit to Damascus in the Spring of 1985 
by Mr. Herbert W. Armstrong, President of the Foundation. This was to be his last trip 
overseas before his death, and while he could not come as far as Mom,  where we were 
excavating at the time, we were able to share with him two days in Damascus, where he 
was most graciously hosted by the Minister of Culture, Dr. Najah Attar, and the Director 
General of Antiquities and Museums, Dr. Afif Behnassi. 

We consider ourselves privileged to be able to be a part of these significant new 
developments in Syrian archaeology, and fortunate to be the recipients of the traditional and 
unmatched Syrian hospitality, at both the official and personal level. Especially at a time 
like today, it is but a small witness to truth to say that we feel as welcome in the contemporary 
Syria we have come to know through living there as in the ancient periods of her history, 
to the reconstruction of which we are happy to contribute. 

G. B. and M. K-B. 
15 April 1986 



Preface 3 

Because of a series of vicissitudes beyond our control, publication of this volume 
has been unfortunately delayed for over a year. Publication in its present form is essentially 
the same as had been originalIy submitted in completed form by the Fall of 1986, without 
updates (except for references to PDS-1). 

A special note of gratitude is owed Dr. Alexis Martin, who with the greatest skill 
and personal commitment has provided the indispensable ingredients for seeing this volume 
through to its final publication. 

6 January 1988 
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