AN INTERPRETATION OF THE PALACE OF THE CALIPH AT
SAMARRA (DAR AL-KHILAFA OR JAWSAQ AL-KHAQANTI)

THE MAIN PALACE BUILT BYAL-MU°TASIM AT SAMARRA AT
the time of the foundation of the city in 221/836
is one of the most famous of Islamic palaces,
although it is not in fact preserved in very good
condition. Nevertheless, itis one of the few exam-
ples of a great imperial palace of (at least later)
antiquity where the complete plan is also known.

The site is best known from Creswell’s Early
Muslim Architecture, based on the work of the
German Samarra Expedition of 1911-13.! Al-
though Herzfeld’s plan of the palace (fig. 1) is
frequently published, the reader is often left with
the impression of an incomprehensible and unan-
alyzed grand mass of rooms, although sometimes
tacit editing of the plan is done, perhaps to make
the plan fit the page.?

A new overall presentation of the palace is
needed, anditis hoped that this will eventuallybe
done within the context of a proposed publica-
tion of the excavation sites of the Samarra Expe-
dition. Several constraints limit me to a kind of
preliminary report on this objective. In the first
place the subject is a large one, requiring the
correlation of the small finds, the stucco and
other decorations, and the wall paintings. Sec-
ondly the field journals have notyet been worked
through, nor all the drawings prepared for pub-
lication. Nevertheless it was thought worthwhile
to publish the progress that has been made, al-
though the ideas presented are not necessarily
final.

It should be said at the beginning that the
designation of the palace—al-Jawsaq al-Khaqani—
used by Herzfeld,® subsequently by Creswell, and
which has come to be used generally in Western
scholarly circles, cannot be correct. The reasons
for this will be explained below, but it is evident
that the name used in Iraq—Qasr al-Khalifa (Pal-
ace of the Caliph)—is in fact quite close to the
terminology used in the third/ninth century. Al-
Jawsaq al-Khaqani may be an attractive and exotic
name—though one which incorrectly suggests
that the palace was in some way Turkish*—but the
palace of al-Jawsaq must have been part of the
overall complex, not the entire complex itself.
Some name such as Palace of the Caliph or Dar al-
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Khilafais more appropriate for English-language
usage.

Past Work on the Palace

It was not surprising that the site should have
attracted the interest of Western visitors in the
nineteenth century.® In June 1834 the surgeon of
the British Residency at Baghdad, John Ross,
visited Samarra, and published the following care-
ful description:®

The Kasr-el-Khalifah, or Khalif's palace, is a long T-
shaped mass of ruins on the edge of a high bank,
divided by three cross walls: its extreme length land-
wards is about 900 paces, the breadth of face towards
the river 130 paces, and of the landward face 580; and
it consists of ranges of gateways, arched rooms, vaults
under ground, &c., with empty areas divided by cross
walls. One vaultexcavated to a great depth, called Jibb,
is pointed out as the prison: its entrance is by a narrow
shaft, and people must have been lowered into it and
hauled up by means of a rope. Another deep square
hollow close to itis called Birket-el-Seba?, or the Lions’-
den. A narrow subterranean passage is cut from the
Jibb to the Birket, from the door of which, criminalsare
said to have been thrown to the wild beasts. From the
face towards the river, an inclined platform, resting on
arches, leads down to the hawi; and outside of the
palace, atits N.W. corner, stand fine ruins of a turreted
building called Hamam, or the bath.

In April 1846 Lieutenant]. F. Jones of the Indian
Navy also visited the site.” However, it was only at
the beginning of the twentieth century—half a
century after the opening of Western archaeolog-
ical work on the Assyrian royal cities, for exam-
ple—that Samarra became the object of more
serious scholarly attention.

The first efforts were French: General L. de
Beylié published in 1907 the results of a visit to
Samarra and other sites in Iraq.® The French
architect Henri Viollet prospected and sur-
veyed the site in 1908, and then returned to
excavate in the palace in June 1910, digging
twenty-four small sondages in six weeks. He pub-
lished hiswork promptly, bringing outa shortbut
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excellently illustrated monograph on each of the
two campaigns.®

The German interest in Samarra began with a
visit by Herzfeld in 1903, but came to fruition
later in the German Samarra Expedition, which
conducted two field campaignsin1911and 1913."
Herzfeld turned his attention to excavating the
palace in the second campaign. Some 11,000 m
square (equal to about a quarter) of the square
reception-hall block were cleared, and about5,000
m square elsewhere, for a total of 18,000 m
square.

In 1923, after the First World War, Herzfeld
noted his regret that the excavated remains
had been robbed out.!? This was not unusu-
al; the robbing of fired bricks was common
throughoutlIraq before the introduction of
concrete construction. The city walls built
in the 1830s were entirely constructed of Ab-
basid bricks.

In 1914 a preliminary report on the excavation
of the palace was published in Der Islam.”® In this
article the first version of the grand plan of the
palace was published. The plan (fig. 1) was, of
course, mainly the result of surface reconnais-
sance, butalso incorporates the excavation areas.!
Herzfeld’s reading of the surface remains seems
to have been good, and there is much drawn
which would be difficult to recover today. The
main failure seems to have been in the northeast
corner, where he only drew parts of the small
palace-type units at H283 and H294 (see fig. 2 for
building numbers).! However, after the graphi-
cally primitive version published in the report of
1914, the final version, as published by Creswell,
was “corrected,” with a number of buildings
squared up, where air photographs show the
original version to have been more accurate. The
polo maydan at the east end is in fact a parallelo-
gram, not a rectangle.

In 1923, in volume 1 of the Ausgrabungen von
Samarra, Herzfeld published the wall decorations
uncovered by the expedition; in 1927, in volume
3, the wall paintings; and in 1948, in the posthu-
mous volume 6, his analysis of the historical
topography.'®* However, as is well known, the
volumes planned on the architecture of Samarra
were never published: to be more precise, it was
the final report on the excavation itself that was
not published. Creswell, in his Early Muslim Archi-
tecture, straightforwardly quotes Herzfeld, using
the preliminary report of 1914. Unpublished
drawings and the field journalsare in the Herzfeld
Archive at the Arthur M. Sackler Gallery in

Washington, D.C., and the negatives of the
expedition’s photographs, taken by Sarre, are in
the Staatliche Museen in Berlin.

Fieldwork on the complex was subsequently
taken up again by the Iraqi Directorate of Antiq-
uities, although only after along delay.!” The Bab
al*Amma was cleared and consolidated, and the
rooms on its north side were excavated sometime
in the 1960s or 1970s. However, for the most part
excavations were conducted elsewhere at Samar-
ra, and it was only with the beginning of the
“Project for the Revival of the Two Archaeologi-
cal Cities of Samarra’> and Mutawakkiliyya” in
1981 that new work was done on the palace. In
1981 a certain amount of clearance work was
done in Herzfeld’s excavation area in the recep-
tion-hall block, but it was given up as unprofit-
able. However, the tunnel which runs under the
great courtyard—the Great Esplanade, to use
Herzfeld’s terminology—was excavated, togeth-
er with six secondary buildings on the north side
of the courtyard.’® In 1983 work turned to clear-
ance and restoration of the Small Serdab (Haw-
iyat al-Siba®). The project was finished in 1986,
and published in the same year.’® Work began in
198687 on the excavation of the Large Serdab;
by early 1989 the excavation was fairly complete,
and the restoration was finished before my visitin
early 1990. Unfortunately the publication in the
journal Sumer, the manuscript of which has been
completed, has been delayed by the effects of the
Kuwait war. Work has also recently been done on
the range of rooms on the south side of the Bab
al“Amma, and on a poorly preserved octagonal
fountain or pavilion in the great courtyard.

Description of the Site

The palace complex is located on the conglom-
erate of the east bank of the Tigris, which waslaid
down by earlier river beds in Tertiary times. The
relative softness of this material made possible
the cutting of underground structures on a large
scale. On the west side of the palace, there is a
steep descent of about 10 m to the flood plain of
the Tigris, and the garden on this side is located
in the flood plain. Although the frequent move-
ments of the Tigris bed within the flood plain are
not capable of carving away much of the con-
glomerate, the river has removed the southwest
part of the western garden since the third/ninth
century. In the middle of the 1950s a barrage was
constructed at Samarra to divert flood water from
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the Tigris into the Tharthar depression. The lake
behind the barrage flooded the low-lying land of
the flood plain, including all parts of the com-
plex west of the Bab al*Amma. By the end of the
1980s deposition of silt carried by the Tigris had
turned the lake areainto a marsh, and the area of
the garden has reemerged as wetland. Itis uncer-
tain whether it will ever be possible to recover
material from this area, where nothing is visible
today.

The layout is based on two architectural palace
units. The first, on the south side, is composed of
asquare building of 180 x 200 m (H343), contain-
ing the Bab al*Amma, the throne halls, and the
harim, with a large courtyard on the eastside (the
Great Esplanade; H302). This layout of square
building and courtyard can be paralleled at
Balkuwara,? and the palace at P16 at Qadi-
siyya.?? On the north side a second palace struc-
ture, termed by Herzfeld the “treasury” (H293),
with a smaller square reception-hall block
and residential apartments, is situated within
an outer enclosure wall, as one sees at al-Ukhay-
dir? and the Dar al-Imara at Kufa.?®

On the west side of the southern unit is a large
formal garden; there is probably another garden
of a different type on the south side. Between the
two palace units there is a large circular sunken
basin, termed by Herzfeld the Large Serdab, and
in Iraq the Birka Handasiyya (H301). Further to
the east is a complex including what Herzfeld
termed the Rotundabau (H353), and, at the east
end, a smaller square sunken basin, termed the
Small Serdab, and in Iraq Hawiyatal-Siba“ (Lions’
Den).?* On the north and south sides of the basin
are courtyards with two pavilions, and lines of
parallel halls, which Herzfeld called the “stables.”
On the east side there is a maydan with a specta-
tors’ lodge, and the start line of racecourse 2,
stretching away to the east.” On the south side of
the main courtyard is an iwan pavilion in an
enclosure (H313), adjacent to what must have
originally been the main entrance of the com-
plex leading to the city, and a further square
building, adjacent to the main reception-hall
block (H311). The palace may be described as a
complex of architectural units.

Construction was evidently begun in 221/836,
and the last reference to it as an occupied build-
ing dates to 269/884.2 The known occupation
lasted forty-eightyears. Itis obvious that a consid-
erable process of change must have taken place
during this time. The palace is not one which was
designed, constructed, and then abandoned in

its original state, although there are many such
buildings in early Islam; rather over the years units
may have been added, rebuilt, or abandoned.

The firstinterpreter of the palace, Viollet, start-
ing from the Bab al“Amma, saw the complex as
consisting of the square building, the great court-
yard, and attached buildings—the two Serdabs,
the maydan, and racecourse 2. It was Herzfeld
who included the northern palace building in
the complex, and called it the treasury. Buildings
H326 and H327in the southeast corner, although
included in Herzfeld’s plan, probably have no
connection with the palace.

The area defined by Herzfeld is 175 ha. The
dimensions are 1,346 m east-west from the pavil-
ion on the Tigris to the spectator’s lodge
overlooking racecourse 2, and 1,160 m north-
south from the north palace to the south gate.

The western garden (H339; fig. 3). The western
formal garden appears to have led down to the
Tigris, whose exact course in the third/ninth
century is not known. A flight of monumental
steps, 60 m wide, leading down from the Bab al-
<Amma cannot be seen today, but can be seen on
aerial photographs (fig. 5). On the west of the
steps was a square ornamental pool 115 x 130 m.

From the pool a pair of walls 220 m apart
defining a longitudinal axis run directly west to
the end of the garden as it survives. Perhaps this
was a formal avenue for the approach of the
caliph to or from a landing stage on the river.
Such a procession is mentioned on the occasion
of the investiture of the heirs of al-Mutawakkil in
235/849-50.2

When al-Mutawakkil appointed his heirs from among
his children, he rode at Samarra in a procession, finer
than which had never been seen. The heirs rode in
front of him, and the Turks in front of them, and their
children marching in front of al-Mutawakkil, with belts
of gold in their hands . . . then he descended into the
water, and sat in it, and the army with him in
jawankhiyyat®® and the rest of the boats, and he came
until he stopped in the gasrwhich is called al<Arus, and
he gave permission to the people, and they entered
into his presence.?®

At the far western end a square raised terrace 48
x 40 m appears to represent the site of a garden
pavilion.

A pair of walls 47 m apart also define a north-
south axis on the west side of the pool. Itis possible
to make out the plan of several small buildings
between the walls.
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The garden may be the Bustan al-Khaqani
mentioned in an event of 254/868, and which
apparently lay between the Jawsaq and the
Tigris:

Bugha came to the bridge [al-Jisr] in the first third of
the night, and when the boat approached the bridge,
those entrusted withitsentfor those in the boat. . .,and
Bugha disembarked into the Bustan al-Khaqani, and a
number of [the guards of the bridge] attached them-
selves to him . . . and he rushed to al-Jawsaq. He asked
permission of al-Mu‘tazz [to enter], and al-Mu‘tazz
gave permission to him .3

The Bab al“Amma and the square reception-hall
block (H343; figs. 6-7). The main reception-hall
block of the southern palace is nearly square in
form, measuring 180 x 200 m. The Bab al-“Amma
is the only part still standing; elsewhere only
fragments of walls remained above floor level,
and in places the bricks have been robbed down
into the foundations.

In the center of the west side stands the main
outside entrance, the famous triple iwan known
as the Bab al“Amma. This consists of a main
central tunnelwvaulted iwan, and two shallow side
iwans, each of which has a semi-dome carried on
squinches, which lead into closed tunnel-vaulted
halls behind.

The photographs taken by Viollet and those
taken by Sarre for the German Expedition show
quite clearly a block of masonry projecting from
the top of the building. This suggests that there
was a second story. A ramp has also been excavat-
ed on the south side of the gate. Presumably there
was a majlis (formal reception room) in this
second story, with a view over the Tigris and the
flood plain (fig. 8), on the pattern of similar
rooms described over the gates of the Round City
of Baghdad,*' and the rooms found over the gates
of Umayyad desert qusiir.** However, there are no
indications that the remainder of the square
building had two stories.

After the Bab al“Amma, the visitor passed
through five rectangular halls placed transverse-
ly, to reach, at the center of the building, a
courtyard with a basin. The courtyard was
excavated by the German expedition, together
with a bath onits south side. On the north side of
this axis was a courtyard building with a central
circular feature 31 m across, almost certainly a
basin. There are several underground vaulted
rooms in this area. The south side of this western
part has not been clarified, although a sequence

of rooms has been excavated in recent years on
the south side of the Bab al*Amma.3

At the east end of the central axis was a cruci-
form plan, more normally found in the center of
such a square building. The centerpiece was a
dome chamber with four pillared halls. On the
east, west, and south sides were courtyards be-
yond the pillared halls; on the east side a large
transverse hall, which led straight out into the
great courtyard (Grand Esplanade). Itis possible
that this last hall is a subsequent addition, as the
wall thicknesses do not match those of the re-
mainder of the square building.

The courtyard on the north side of this central
dome chamber has notbeen excavated, but those
on the west and south sides were excavated by
Herzfeld. That on the south side constituted what
Herzfeld called the harem. On the south side of
this courtyard there was a square room with four
piers, and this contained a circular basin carved
from a single piece of Egyptian granite, which was
named Kasat Fir‘un (Pharaoh’s cup), and is
thought to be of ancient Egyptian origin.** The
remainder of the surround of the courtyard con-
sisted of a warren of small rooms, which Herzfeld
says had been repeatedly rebuilt.

The harem was richly decorated, notably with
wall paintings published in Herzfeld’s Malereien
von Samarra.® Its identification as a harim rests
principally on the figural character of the paint-
ings, which is comparable with the art of the
private palaces of the Umayyad period. Without
doubt these paintings should belong to the last
period of occupation of the palace: Herzfeld
notes the rebuilding, and elsewhere at Samarra
up to three layers of wall painting can be seen on
fragments.®® By that time, in the reign of al-
Mu‘tamid, the area of the complex occupied may
have been reduced. This part of the palace may
only have become a private residence at a late
date in its occupation.

The great courtyard (H301). On the east side of
the square building the principal feature is the
great courtyard, a rectangle measuring 360 x 186
m, and called by Herzfeld the Great Esplanade.
The courtyard is surrounded by a wall of mud
brick with arched niches and stucco moldings.
The wall was topped with stepped merlons.*”
The courtyard was divided in two by a depres-
sion, which Herzfeld thought in his preliminary
account to be acanal.*® Excavationsin 1982 showed
this to be a tunnel leading under the courtyard,
the roof of which had fallen in.*® Clearance of the
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north wall at this time also produced evidence of
six small secondary courtyard buildings. These
were well aligned with the enclosure wall and
were evidently constructed before the abandon-
ment of the palace.** On the west side of the
tunnel, Herzfeld’s plan indicates two circular
features: recentexcavation has shown the eastern
one to be a poorly preserved octagonal foun-
tain.*! The plan also shows a series of rectilinear
lines in the eastern part: photographs confirm
the existence of these lines, but it is not known
what they represented, and they have now disap-
peared. Herzfeld thought they were canals, based
on his supposition that the transverse depression
was a canal.”? Perhaps they were walls delimiting
areduction in the size of the courtyard to accom-
modate the secondary buildings mentioned
above.

The south side of the complex. The area on the
south side of the great courtyard is one of the
most difficult to explain. There are a great num-
ber of different buildings, and no excavation has
taken place in this part, except for a small area
excavated by the German expedition on the north
side of building H313. The areais demarcated by
an exterior enclosure wall running east-west 390
m south of the great courtyard (H363), and
divided by a north-south wall running on the west
side of building H323 (H364).

A monumental avenue, 656 m wide and nar-
rowed by later overbuilding to awidth of about12
m, approached the point where this north-south
wall joined the outer enclosure wall (fig. 9). Itis
evident that this avenue is not to be identified
with the Grand Avenue (Shari¢ al-Azam) de-
scribed by al-Ya“qubi, which passed by the palace,
but with the Shari¢ Abi Ahmad, which ended at
the Bab al-Bustan (Gate of the Garden) and the
qusiir al-khalifa (palaces of the caliph).* As this
avenue, the most monumental of Surra Man
Ra’a,* is not highly regarded by al-Ya‘qubi, it
must belong to the early period at Samarra, the
original layout of al-Mu‘tasim.® Therefore amain
south gate probably stood at this point, with a
passage into the great courtyard. On Herzfeld’s
plan, on the west side of the north-south wall, a
passage can be seen turning west around build-
ing H313. However, on the aerial photographs
the avenue definitely approaches the east side of
the wall, through the space occupied by building
H323, and to an inner gate by courtyard
H314 (H374). If this latter situation were the
case, then the entrance may have been moved

later to west of the wall, and building H323 may
be a late construction.

At any rate the idea of a double gate is given
support by an event in 256/870: al-Muhtadi “left
through Bab al-Masaff, until he went out through
the gate known by the name of Itakh, then to
Suwayqat Masrur, then Darb al-Wathiq, until he
came out to the Bab al*Amma.™¢ Al-Muhtadi’s
itinerary is to leave the palace by the south gate,
turn west, and then go north to the Bab al-
‘Amma. The house of Itakh was next to the south
gate,* and evidently the name Bab al-Bustan has
here been replaced by the Gate of Itakh.*®

Building H313 on the westside atthe north end
of this proposed passageway has a building witha
single iwan in a courtyard and small courtyard
buildings around the periphery. If Herzfeld’s
plan is correct,* then the building corresponds
with a pattern quite common in Iraqi Abbasid
architecture. At Ukhaydir there is a separate
single iwan structure between the inner building
and the outer wall.®® At al-Musharrahat a similar
separate building is to be seen in the northeast
corner of the enclosure, with a slightly variant
plan.®! There is a further separate building with
an iwan and a mosque by the entrance of Sur <Isa
atSamarra.’? These buildings give the impression
of being the majlis of someone responsible for
the building itself, or for its security. One is
reminded of the situation in the Round City of
Baghdad, where the central circular courtyard
contained a building for the guard (haras) and a
portico for the police (shuita), but it is not possi-
ble to be certain.’® To the east of this north-south
alignment, buildings H324, H325, H337, and
H357 seem to be store and service buildings.

Atthe westend of the south side, directly south
of the square reception-hall block, a building 70
m square has been built on a slightly different
alignment (H311), and this has been linked with
the south side of the reception-hall block.

Between this building and the north-south
alignment of the entrance from the south gate
the terrain is uneven, cut by a wadi with three
branches. There are three groups of lines of
rooms with courtyards on different alignments—
H316, H317, and H358. These buildings are in-
distinct on the aerial photographs, and were
apparently notof solid construction. In fact there
are two references in the texts that suggest that
the area was once a garden—firstly the name of
the gate discussed above as the Bab al-Bustan,
and secondlyareference in 248/862 to going
from al-“Umari “through the gardens.”>* This
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interpretation is supported by the plan of al-
Jafari (fig. 18), which also has an empty enclo-
sure on the south side. It would evidently be a
garden of a different type from the formal layout
on the west side.

The building complexes at H316, H317, and
H358 can probably best be explained by noting
that the palace was the center of disturbances and
military operations during the 860s, notably in
248/862,% 252/866, and 256/870.%

On the first day of Rajab, 252 [866], a battle took place
between the Maghariba and the Turks. . . . They over-
came the Turks at al-Jawsaq and expelled them, saying,
“Every day you kill one caliph, depose another, and kill
avizier.” . . . When the Maghariba expelled the Turks
from al-Jawsaq, and overcame them at the treasury (bayt
al-mal), they seized fifty mounts from them.%’

Attimes the palace was evidently an armed camp,
and temporary pisé barracks would no doubt
have been put up in any empty space to accom-
modate a garrison.

The Large Serdab (H301; fig 10). On the north
side of the great courtyard the main feature, lying
between the two palace units, is the Large Serdab.
It is not a genuine sirdab—that is, an under-
ground room for use in summer—but rather a
sunken basin cut into the conglomerate with
surrounding rooms intended for the same pur-
pose of escaping the heat of summer. A number
of the surface buildings were excavated by the
German expedition. The sunken area was exca-
vated by the Iraq Directorate of Antiquities be-
tween 1987 and 1990, and called the Birka Han-
dasiyya (Geometric Basin).

There is an outer buttressed wall 180 m on a
side, with courtyard buildings on the inside at the
surface level. Herzfeld noted that some of these
rooms contained stores: Chinese pottery, materi-
als for pavements, and luster tiles.® In the south-
eastcorner Herzfeld excavated half of arectangu-
lar building composed of five thick parallel walls.
Obviously these were supports for a thick-walled
elevated building. AlJa‘fari has asimilar building
type: a central building supported on heavy walls,
surrounded by courtyard buildings (building A12;
fig.11).Itisapparentlya traditional Mesopotami-
an building type, for a similar structure exists in
the northeast corner of the South Palace at Baby-
lon, constructed by Nebuchadnezzar at the
beginning of the sixth century B.c., called by
Koldewey the “vaulted building.”™* The build-
ing type is presumably a storehouse for valuable

objects which needed to be raised above ground
level for security.

The sunken center of the structure is cruciform
in shape and 115 m across. At the center there is
acircular basin 65 m in diameter, with amphorae
set into the brick walls, in which fish bones were
found. Straight monumental staircaseslead down
to the interior from north and south. The basin is
fed by a ganat coming from the east, which is not
visible on the surface; and a further drain ganat
exits to the west. At all four points of the cross
there are service ramps at right angles to the
monumental staircases, although not all were in
use: on the west side one was used for a rubbish
dump and found full of ash, pottery, and glass.
The rooms around the basin were arranged radi-
ally, although based on a four-iwan plan. In the
southeast corner there is a large bath, with fur-
nace and hypocaust.

The rooms surrounding the basin are exten-
sively decorated with stucco dadoes, which are all
of the vine-leaf ornament, style A. While the
sequence of Samarran stuccoes needs new work,
itis certain that this style was already in existence
before the foundation of Samarra in 221/836,
but also continues later than Samarra.® The
buildings at Samarra, which are extensively dec-
orated with the vine-leaf ornament, that is, the
Bab al“Amma with its mixed style A and style B
ornament, and the upper and lower palaces at
al-Huwaysilat, one of which is to be identified
with the Qasr al-Juss of al-Muctasim,2 are normal-
ly attributed to the beginning of the Samarra
period. The dating evidence of the stuccoes, though
weak, suggests that the Large Serdab is an early
building, part of the original plan of the palace.

The Rotundabau (H353; fig. 12). To the east of
the Large Serdab, there is a further complex of
courtyard buildings (H333, H353). The recep-
tion room was excavated by Herzfeld and called
by him the Rotundabau or Rundsaal. The plan
was never published.®® It consists of a typical
Samarran grand house—a reception block fol-
lowed by a courtyard and a further iwan. There is
afurther building with rooms around a courtyard
on thewestside (H333), and four more indistinct
enclosures on the east and north sides.

The reception block itself consists of a trans-
verse hall measuring 18 x 7 m projecting into the
great courtyard, which seems to be an addition to
the original structure. Then there is a further
transverse hall 13.8 x 4m, similar to the portico of
aT-shaped iwan, and this is flanked by two rooms
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with niches. The niches were subsequently cov-
ered up by beveled-style, style C, stucco dadoes.
The principal hall is circular, 9.4 m in diameter,
with four curious small hexagonal rooms with low
vaults on the east and west sides. The plan indi-
cates that the circular form is secondary and that
the hall had originally been square, with door-
ways into side rooms decorated with engaged piers.

The building and its associated dependencies
give the impression of being the majlis of an
official closely associated with the functioning of
the palace, one who had need of work space and
service buildings.*

The east end and the Small Serdab (fig. 13). The
east end of the great courtyard is marked by a
group of structures: a smaller, square sunken
basin (the Small Serdab, or Hawiyat al-Siba®
H29), six long galleries, two pavilions, a polo may-
dan, spectators’ lodge, and racecourse.

The Small Serdab (H29; fig. 14) was first inves-
tigated by Viollet® and then by Herzfeld, who
cleared the surface entrance and one staircase
and prepared a plan. The Iraq Directorate-Gen-
eral of Antiquities and Heritage began work on
the site in 1983 and cleared and reconstructed
the site, finishing it in 1986.%

The entrance was situated in the center of the
east wall of the great courtyard. Herzfeld de-
scribes this entrance as a square room in which
was found a frieze of painted stucco representing
two-humped camels.”” It has been reconstructed
as a domed chamber with niches, much as a
typical entrance to one of the grand houses at
Samarra. On the surface level the structure mea-
sures 60 x 54 m, and is represented by Herzfeld as
a series of rooms around the basin. It has been
reconstructed as an arcade, with the arches per-
pendicular to the sides of the basin.

The basin itself is functionally the same as the
Large Serdab, but smaller and square (21 m a
side), and sunk about 8 m into the conglomerate.
There is a triple iwan on each side of the basin,
and all are decorated with stuccoes of the beveled
style, style C. A ganat enters by the north central
iwan, and the water drained by a further ganat
towards the south. One staircase descended
from the south side of the main entrance,
and a second descended to the northeast
corner of the basin.

The stables and pavilions. On each side of the
Small Serdab there are three long galleries (H330,
H320); four of the six measure 106 x 11 m, and

the remaining two 96 x 11 m. There are five
entrances into the adjacent courtyards. Herzfeld
identified these galleries as the stables for the
polo maydan.® Although it may seem surprising
that the stables should have been built adjacent
to a pleasant spot intended for the caliph’s re-
pose, with the obvious inconveniences of smell,
he may have been right. The form of the galleries
resembles a building plan which exists also in a
group of buildings at al-Ja*fari (A208-16; fig. 15).
Atal-Ja‘fari the galleries surround a central court-
yard, and the group of buildings is placed at a
distance from the inhabited parts of the palace—
alJa“fari being later, this placement was possibly
the result of an unpleasant experience with the
complex under discussion here.*® This arrange-
ment of galleries around a central courtyard is in
fact the same as the usual arrangement of the
stable galleriesin Iranian caravansarays, also found
in Iraq.

Al-Ya‘qubi, however, describes the caliph’s pub-
lic and private stables as being located in the
center of the city on the Shari¢al-Sarija (= Shari® al-
A<zam).” The site can be identified approximate-
ly, and there is no sign of this type of building (fig.
9). Nevertheless it is evident that stables located
in the center of the city, five kilometers from the
palace, were concerned with the long-term ques-
tions of raising and provisioning mounts for
the palace and the army, rather than the day-
to-day stabling of animals available to the pal-
ace, and particularly the polo ponies and race-
horses.

North and south of these courtyards with sta-
bles, there are two courtyards (H321 and H331)
with pavilions (H322and H332). The north pavil-
ion is constructed of mud brick and is still partly
standing to the transition of the dome of the
side iwan. The building was excavated by
Herzfeld (H332; fig. 16), but never pub-
lished.”

The building consists of a central T-iwan, of
which the front portico measures 16 x 5 m, and
the iwan itself 5.5 x 8.5 m. In addition there are
two shallow side iwans, measuring 4.2 x 3.2 m,
which were covered by semi-domes mounted on
squinches. These side iwans obviously resembled
those of the Bab al*Amma, but had no door
through into the hall behind. The exterior is
rectangular, measuring 38.5 x 22.5 m, and has
round buttresses. The southern pavilion (H322)
seems to be similar. The two pavilions would
appear to be intended for inspections of the
caliph’s polo ponies and racehorses.
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The polo maydan (H328) and the spectators’
lodge (H329). From the Small Serdab a
passageway led through into a square courtyard
and then to a long rectangular maydan. The
gateway into the maydan was excavated by
Herzfeld.”? The long rectangular maydan with
half-round buttresses measures 525 x 66 m. Ac-
cording to the evidence of robbing, the wallswere
of fired brick.

On the far side of the maydan there is a specta-
tors’ lodge (H329), which looks out both onto
the maydan and the start of racecourse 2. This
building measures 28 x 45 m and is constructed of
fired brick, with two buttresses on the eastern
corners. The plan is one of a chamber running
through east-west, which represents the passage-
way of a gate. On each side there are five cham-
bers arranged north-south. This is obviously the
substructure of an upper story, where the viewing
platform would have been.

The maydan isidentified by Herzfeld as intend-
ed for polo.™ This judgment is obviously correct,
for the arrangement of a long rectangular may-
dan and pavilion with a viewing platform on the
upper story has a close parallel in the Safavid
Maydan-i Shah in Isfahan (5624 x 159 m), builtin
1590-1604, with its pavilion, the <Ali Qapu.™ Ibn
Qutayba confirms that polo grounds in the Ab-
basid period were much like the maydans of
Samarra by remarking that “the width of the
maydan is made 60 cubits [31 m] so that [the
spectators] who are sitting on its wall will not be
interfered with or assaulted.”” There are twelve
examples of similar maydans at Samarra, all smaller
than H328 and all located in or adjacent to palaces.

Racecourse 2. Racecourse 2 is an out-and-back
racecourse, which stretches eastin a bottle shape
from the spectators’ lodge.” The sides of the
course diverge from the pavilion, and then on the
south side there is an S-bend after 1,510 m. After
the bend, the sides are more nearly parallel with
one another, and there is a straight of 2,200 m
before the curve. The track is 80 m wide; the
length seems to have been 10,420 m.”

These units discussed at the east end seem to
represent a single coherent entity. The Small
Serdab, stable galleries, and two pavilions are
approximately symmetrical. There is a change of
alignment at the polo maydan, but the north
and south walls of the maydan retain the
original alignment, creating a parallelogram,
and the stables and pavilions take account of

the existence of the maydan. So the maydan is
contemporary with this first group, in spite of the
change of alignment. The maydan is aligned with
the racecourse; the only reason it has been possi-
ble to detect why the racecourse should have a
different alignment from the axis of the palace in
the flat terrain is that, had it followed that original
axis, it would have cut a musalla (Y6) in the
steppe, used for the festival prayers of “Id al-Fitr
and ‘Id al-Adha (fig. 9). Y61is the musalla closest to
the palace, and was perhaps sufficiently popular
to force achange of alignmentin the racecourse.™
It is not certain that racecourse 2 is part of the
same constructional program as the maydan, but
it seems probable. There is some relative dating
on racecourse 2: it is later than racecourse 1,
which it cuts.™

The implication would be that this east end
group is a secondary addition to the palace.
There are some minor points which tend to
support this idea: the east end group is not per-
fectly aligned with the great courtyard. The Small
Serdab is decorated with beveled-style style C
stuccoes. Evidently the group is a sports and
leisure complex, forracing, polo, and passing the
summer days comfortably.

The barracks. In the northwest corner of the
palace complex, Herzfeld included a group of
three blocks of courtyard buildings (H286, H288,
H291), enclosed within a compound. H286 con-
sists of 62 units round three sides of a courtyard,
and H288 consists of 34 such units. H291 has 8
units with rooms on opposing sides of the court-
yard, making a total of 104 units. In addition
thereare threesmallmosques (H287, H290, H292).

Herzfeld identified this area as the barracks
of the palace guard. This seems possible;
there are many different patterns to military
accommodation at Samarra, the only unifying
factor being that accommodation is always in the
form of courtyard houses, rather than barracks of
single rooms. Some confirmation is to be seen in
the striking fact that there are three mosques,
implying three separate groups. Presumably these
were ethnic groups, who had to be kept apart,
such as the Turks, the Faraghina, and the Maghari-
ba. The pointed provision of mosques seems to
be part of an ostentatious display of Islam for the
lightly Islamized steppe Turks, and is noticeable
again at Sur Ashnas (see below).

Al-Hammam (H345). To the south of the bar-
racks area and northwest of the square reception-



AN INTERPRETATION OF THE PALACE OF THE CALIPH AT SAMARRA 151

hall block, at the edge of the slope down to the
flood plain, there is a small square building with
heavy walling and three round buttresses. The
building was identified by Viollet with that de-
scribed as al-Hammam by John Ross. Two son-
dages were dug in the area by Viollet, and exten-
sive stucco decorations were recovered, of styles
A and B, similar to those of the Bab al“Amma.%
The building appears to be an elevated belve-
dere. Similar structures are known on the east
and west sides of the Qasr al<Ashiq.

The north palace (H293; fig. 17). The major
structure on the north side of the complex is a
palace building within a buttressed outer enclo-
sure. The remains have never been excavated,
and were notincluded in the complex by Viollet.
Herzfeldincluded it, because he correctly thought
that there was no logical northern limit to the
palace complex without it. Regrettably many cru-
cial details are obscured by the front-line trench-
es dug by the British Mesopotamian Expedition-
ary Force in 1917.

The rectangular outer enclosure, oriented east-
west, is 330 m wide and can be traced for a
distance of 462 m eastwards. The wall is equipped
with massive half-round buttresses about 11 m in
diameter.®! The remains give the impression that
the east wall was later demolished, and replaced
with a new wall which is aligned with the maydan
(H328).

At the west end there is a square reception-hall
block (H352), measuring approximately 120 x
130 m, with a buttressed exterior. Itis raised on a
terrace, and seems to have been of the type of
plan with a domed chamber at the center. How-
ever, a correct plan is unlikely to be recovered
without excavation.

On the east of the reception-hall block, the
main body of the building (H297) is 220 m wide,
and can be traced for a distance of 285 m to the
east. The eastendisnotclear. Ifthe building were
symmetrical, it would have been about 340 m
long.If it had originally been of this length, it
would have corresponded to a rectangle with
the proportions 2:3, as found in the Samar-
ran mosques, but would have been cut by
building H294. Like the outer enclosure wall,
it appears to have been truncated by demo-
lition at the east end, to make way for new
construction.®?

Apparently at the original center, there was a
courtyard measuring 80 x 55 m, approached by
two streets on the north and south sides. On the

east side there appears to be a further courtyard
of similar dimensions, separated by awall. On the
west of the central courtyard, there is a long hall
about 25 m long and 12 m wide, followed by a
transverse hall.* Then thereis asquare courtyard
and the approach to the raised terrace. On the
north and south sides of the central courtyard,
there are courtyard buildings which appear to be
residential apartments. All the construction of
major reception rooms was in fired brick, and has
been robbed out; the residential apartments ap-
pear to have been constructed in mud brick or pisé.

In the area where the enclosure was extended,
to the southeast of the main building, Herzfeld’s
plan marks two further building complexes (H295
and H296); their plan was not elaborated by him,
nor are their remains very clear on the aerial
photographs. However, in the northeast corner
of the compound, there is a very clear plan of a
residential building, apparently a small palace
(H294), noton Herzfeld’s plan. It has the form of
a parallelogram, measuring 169 x 90 m. There is
a square reception block in fired brick—which
has been robbed out—adjacent to the north wall,
and afurther reception room on the south side of
a central courtyard.

Outside the enclosure of the complex at the
northeast corner, there is a further small palace
(H283), measuring 106 x 170 m. This has a
central square reception blockin fired brick, with
courtyards on the north and south sides.

Discussion of the archaeological evidence. In its
latest form, then, the palace consisted of two
major palace structures, each of which is larger
than other Samarran palaces, with the exception
of al-Ja‘fari. The south palace had a square recep-
tion-hall block with a large courtyard, but very
little residential accommodation in the form of
courtyard houses, normally an important feature
in early Islamic palaces. The north palace, on
the other hand, consists almost entirely of
residential accommodations.

Although it is not possible at the moment to
date all the structures described here, it seems
that the original elements of the palace included
the square reception-hall block and great court-
yard—and possibly the western garden. Attached
to this, the Large Serdab (H301) and al-Hammam
(H345) seem to be original on the basis of their
decorations. The north palace must also be orig-
inal, partly because of its plan which recalls that
of earlier palaces, but also because the Large
Serdab, itself apparently early, has monumental
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stairways leading to both the north and south
palaces.

The major later additions seem to be, firstly,
the east end of the south palace, including the
Small Serdab, the north and south pavilions, the
maydan, and probably racecourse 2. Secondly,
there is the east extension of the north palace.
The one identifiable building in this extension is
a palace (H294), which perpetuates the residen-
tial character of the compound. Itis strange that
part of the original palace would appear to have
been demolished, but the evidence is not clear
enough to be certain what happened. There are
also many other structures whose relative dating
within the complex is uncertain.

The Topography of the Palace in the Texts

The most recent traditional name for the pal-
ace has been Qasr or Bayt al-Khalifa,® which is
still used today in Iraq.* However, by the time of
his preliminary report of 1914, Herzfeld was call-
ing the site al-Jawsaq al-Khaqani, possibly relying
on the work of Schwarz.# In 1983 al-<Ani pointed
out that there are two different palaces men-
tioned in the texts, al-Jawsaq and the Dar al-
‘Amma, and that Herzfeld could not be right in
applying the name of al-Jawsaq to the palace
complex.®” The crucial text is from the Tarikh of
al-Ya‘qubi:®

He [Mu‘tasim] stopped at the site on which is the Dar
al“Amma, and there was there a monastery of the
Christians, and he bought the land from the people of
the monastery, and he laid out [buildings] on the site,
and he went to the site of the palace known as the Jaw-
saq on the Tigris, and built there a number of palaces.

All the texts confirm that two buildings are in
question, but other texts mention events at both
together, as though there was no great distance
between them.*

The Dar al“Amma. At the top of the range of
terminology are expressions which call the pal-
ace the House of the Caliph or House of the
Caliphate. Al-Ya‘qubi uses Dar al-Khalifa,* Tabari
uses Dar al-Khilafa,” Dar al-Sultan,” and Dar
Amir al-Mwminin.*® Dar al-Khilafa could also
have the abstract meaning of the caliph’s house-
hold.* In 256/870 the complex is simply called
al-Dar.% This type of terminology predated
the use of Dar al-Khilafa for the caliphal

palace complex in Baghdad from the reign ofal-
Muftadid (892-908) onwards.* Itis clear that the
modern traditional name of Qasr al-Khalifa is a
descendant of this term.

This group of names may have represented an
overall designation of a complex which had a
number of palaces within it, as was the case for the
Dar al-Khilafa in Baghdad; but it is perhaps more
likely that they were simple synonyms of Dar al-
“‘Amma; al-Ya‘qubi in fact explains Dar al-Khalifa
in this latter way.”’

The Dar al-“Amma was the public palace in
which the caliph satin audience on Mondays and
Thursdays.*® The caliphs also seem to have con-
ducted a large part of their business there. Only
the caliph had the right to make appointments
there,” the oath of allegiance was taken to al-
Mustacin there in 248/862, and al-Muhtadi satin
the court of justice (mazalim) there.!®

It is specifically stated that the Dar al*Amma
was built on the site of the monastery which had
previously been there, and the monastery build-
ing became the treasury (bayt al-mal).’! All texts
link the bayt al-mal with the Dar al*Amma, nota-
bly an occasion in 231/845-46 when “thieves
made aholeinto the bayt al-malwhichisin the Dar
al“Amma in the heart of the palace, and took
42,000 dirhams.”® One may suppose that as a
result of this event the monastery was replaced
with a more secure building, for there is no sign
of a monastery building on the ground.

Also closely associated with the Dar al-“Ammais
the Bab al-“Amma. In the texts, the Bab al“Amma
is the site for formal arrivals at the palace.!*® For
example, when the rebel Babak was brought to
Samarra in 223/838, “the people came to look at
him from al-Matira to Bab al“Amma, and he was
brought into the Dar al“Amma to the Prince of
Believers.”% In 241/855-56 al-Qummi “stood at
the Bab al“Amma with some of the Bujja, 70
ghulams on riding camels.”'® These events were
triumphal processions, reminiscent of Roman
triumphs.

However, the Bab al-“Amma is also identified
with public punishments. In 226/841, they “cru-
cified [al-Afshin] on the Bab al*Amma so that the
people should see him. . .. The body was burnt,
and the ashes taken and thrown in the Tigris. "%
In 256/870 the head of Salih b. Wasif “was hung
up at the Bab al“Amma for an hour.”*” In 259/
872-73 “they beat [a Christian secretary of Kan-
jur] . .. 1000 lashes at Bab al*Amma, and he
died.” % Itseems that the sinister reputation of the
palace in the modern tradition (in the description
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of John Ross above) derives from these events,
although it has spread from the Bab al*Amma to
other parts of the palace.!®

In the texts the Bab al“Ammais localized in the
west of the palace—one could go out from the
Bab al“Amma towards al-Haruni, which layin the
flood plain of the Tigris''>—and in relation to the
“avenue,” that is the Shari¢ al-Azam or Shari¢ al-
Sarija.!!! One could see the Bab al“Amma and
the Dar al“Amma from the avenue.!’? So the
traditional identification of the Bab al“Amma
with the triple iwan on the west fagade of the
palace must be correct, and the square reception-
hall block of the south palace must be the Dar al-
‘Amma.

It seems strange that the main avenue should
be said to have passed through the formal, pre-
sumably private, garden of the caliph, and the
identification of the Bab al-“Amma has been doubt-
ed for thisreason.!”* The solution appears toliein
a chronological sequence. The archaeological
evidence of the western garden is compatible
with, although it does not prove, the hypothesis
that it is early in date and belongs to the original
period of construction at the palace.''* The first
mention of the Bab al*Amma as a place open to
the public dates to 223/838, and the description
of the Shari¢ al-A‘zam by al-Ya“qubi dates to after
the death of al-Mutawakkil in 247/861.!*® It may
not have been possible to keep private what was
planned by the architects as a private garden,
when the palace itself was dedicated as a public
building. Atanyrate the mostlogical place for the
avenue to have crossed the garden is between the
north-south walls (figs. 3 and 9).

The bayt al-mal is associated with the Bab al-
‘Amma and the avenue in an event of 248/862,
and thus may be building H311 on the south side
of the square reception-hall block."'® If this were
not so, one would have preferred to identify the
bayt al-mal with the vaulted building (H338) in
the enclosure of the Large Serdab, which seems
more secure, and could be described as a Meso-
potamian version of the raised bayt al-mal in the
Umayyad mosque of Damascus.

Al-Jawsaq. According to al-Ya‘qubi al-Jawsaq be-
longed to the original construction of Samarra,
and was called al-Jawsaq al-Khaqani, after Khagan
“Urtuj Abu al-Fath b. Khaqan, who was responsi-
ble for its construction and who was assigned a
gafi‘a adjacent to it."!” An iwan is mentioned in
it.11® There was also a tower called al-Lw’lu’a (the
Pearl), which was built as a prison for al-Afshin;

it was possible for a guard to walk around
underneath it.*? ‘

Al-Jawsagq is clearly signaled in the texts as the
private residence where the caliphs lived. Al-
Mu‘tasim was buried there in 227/842.'% Al-
Wathiq (227/842-232/847) built and moved to
al-Haruni, where al-Mutawakkil also lived for most
ofhisreign (232/847-247/861). Butal-Mutawak-
kil settled his son al-Muntasir at al-Jawsaq,'?! and
according to Ibn Actham al-Kufi (d. 314/926) al-
Muntasir was buried there in 248/862.122 Al-
Musta‘in, al-Mu‘tazz and al-Muhtadi all lived in al-
Jawsaq,'?® and the latter two were buried there,
together with al-Muntasir.’?* Al-Mu‘tamid lived in
al-Jawsaq, until a move to al-Ma‘shuq, and re-
turned there for alast time in 269/884.12° In 290/
903 al-Muktafi decided to reestablish the capital
at Samarra, but seems to have found al-Jawsaq a
ruin, for he was forced to camp there.'?¢

The limited evidence for women in the palace
is related to al-Jawsaq: in 255/869 Qabiha, the
mother of al-Mu‘tazz, “brought out the money,
jewels, and valuable possessions in the stores
within al-Jawsaq” to pay the Turks.!?” In 256/870
aletter was published, which awoman had brought
“from the area adjacent to the Qasr al-Ahmar
(normally associated with al-Jawsaq).”'?®

Al-Jawsaq was used to jail distinguished prison-
ers. The first in 225/839-40 was al-Afshin Khay-
dar b. Kawus al-Ushrusani, for whom a special
prisonwas built.'?*In 248 /862 al-Musta‘in impris-
oned the two sons of al-Mutawakkil, al-Mu¢‘tazz
and al-Mwayyad in a room in al-Jawsaq.!*® Re-
leased in 251/865, al-Mu‘tazz was made caliph,
and reimprisoned the unfortunate al-Muwayyad,
who ultimately died in prison.!®! In 256/870 al-
Mu‘tamid was brought out of prison in al-Jawsaq
to be made caliph.'*

When one approached the palace by the Shari
Abi Ahmad, according to al-Ya‘qubi, one ap-
proached the Bab al-Bustan and the qusir al-
khalifa (palaces of the caliph, a phrase which
appears to mean the private residences of the
caliph). Al-Yaqubi does not mention al-Jawsaq or
aljawsaq al-Khaqani in his description of the
avenues of Samarra, and one must presume that
itis here subsumed among the residences of the
caliph.'®®In some way the residences of the caliph
lay at the east end of the palace. In 256/870, also,
Musab. Bugha “took to al-Hayr'*. . . until he came
to the gate of al-Hayr which is adjacent to al-Jawsaq
and al-Qasral-Ahmar.”* Al-Jawsaqisdescribed as
looking out over al-Hayr—to the east, though
also mentioned as “al-Jawsaq on the Tigris.”*
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The obvious candidate for the identification of
al-Jawsaq is the north palace in the complex
(H298).Itis the only building of the appropriate
scale to serve as the residence of the caliphs—it
hasresidentialapartments, which the square build-
ing does not. The cantonment to the north (site
X) is a good candidate for the gafia of Khaqan
<Urtuj, which is mentioned as having been adja-
cent to al-Jawsaq.’s’

The palace at H294, in the added eastern ex-
tension of the compound, could be identified
with the palace of al-Kamil, built for al-Mu‘tazz by
al-Mutawakkil within al-Jawsaq, and perhaps add-
ed to in his own reign by a building designed by
his mother."*® Al-Qasr al-Ahmar, closely associat-
ed with, but separate from, al-Jawsaq, and located
near an east gate into the complex, could be
identified with H283.1%*

Discussion

The dual nature of the palace, in both the
textual sources and the archaeological evidence,
is quite striking. On the one hand, there is a
square palace with no residential accommoda-
tion, facing onto the Shari¢ al-A%2am and the
garden on the westand onto agrand courtyard to
the east. On the other hand, there isa palace with
residential accommodation, enclosed within a
massive buttressed wall. In the textual evidence
there is the Dar al“Amma, a public palace where
caliphs are made and unmade!*® and sit in audi-
ence and judgment. On the other hand, there is
a private residence, al-Jawsaq, where caliphs live,
die, and are buried, and which seems to be the
domain of the women.

These features are confirmed by the similari-
ties and differences in the plan of al-Ja“fari (fig.
18). Without doubt the caliphal palace of al-
Mutawakkiliyya, built in 245/859-247/861, was
intended to match, and was to a certain extent a
copy of, the caliphal palace of Surra Man Ra’a.
The area of the main palace, 176 ha., is almost
identical to that of the Dar al-Khilafa, but the
building is separated from the city by a space of
between 1,100 m and 2,300 m, which can only
have been intended for the caliph’s peace and
security. The reception-hall block on the Tigris is
smaller (125x 125 m), and the body of the palace
is dominated by blocks of courtyard houses, obvi-
ouslyusedasresidential apartments. To the north
and east, the large area and organization of
storehouses and workshops is impressive, by

comparison with the apparently piecemeal ar-
rangements of the Dar al-Khilafa. According to
Tabari, there was a Bab al“Amma at al-Ja“fari,
which is not yet precisely identified,'*! but it is
obvious that the role of public palace was, firstly,
integrated into an overall design, and, secondly,
far less important than at the Dar al-Khilafa. Al-
Mutawakkil had been caliph for twelve yearswhen
he began al-Mutawakkiliyya in 245/859, and had
no doubt grown tired of the hurly-burly of poli-
tics.!#?

This failure on the part of al-Mutawakkil em-
phasizesal-Mu‘tasim’s political vision in construct-
ing a prominent public palace. Al-Mu‘tasim had
his relationship with his people foremost in his
mind when he laid out the Dar al‘Amma. There
are only two other extant early Islamic palaces
where orientation towards the publicis regarded
as important; one is the four-iwan reception hall
at the entrance of the Umayyad palace in Am-
man, and the other is the palace of Ashnas at al-
Karkh, Sur Ashnas, where the main entrance leads
into a courtyard with a mosque in its center.!*

It is striking that it is the public palace which
received the attention in terms of additions,
improvements, and quality of construction, al-
though the two structures are of similar dimen-
sions. The square palace is entirely constructed
of fired brick; the north palace is partly construct-
ed of mud brick and pisé. Several complexeswere
either built originally or subsequently added to
the great courtyard of the south palace, including
the sports and leisure complex at the east end.
The only addition made to the north palace was
the small palace H294, whereas part of the orig-
inal structure appears to have been demolished.

This disparity could be explained if one consid-
ers the public palace as the domain of the men
and the private palace as the domain of the
women. No doubt the caliphs spent their days in
the Dar al*Amma, not merely the two days of
public audience.'* The sporting facilities are
attached to the public, not the private, palace. It
is common for more to be spent on the facilities
for those who control the finances.

Lastly there is no doubt that some of the more
peculiar features can be attributed to the com-
plex history of the palace. In particular, towards
the end, underal-Mu‘tamid (256,/870-279,/892),
who had little power or influence, occupation
may have been reduced, and the square building
may have been the last to be occupied, which may
explain the private nature of the wall paintings in
the so-called harim.
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Fic. 1. Herzfeld’s plan of the palace. After Creswell, Early Muslim Architecture, vol. 2. fig. 194.
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Fic. 3. The western garden (H339).
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Fic. 5. Oblique aerial view of the
Bab al-“‘Amma and the square
building, taken in 1936.
Courtesy the Library of the
Institute of Archaeology,
University College, London.

L1

Bab al-'Amma '

_”____LJE_ ,-Llll.:

0 50m :-~--~~~- h Excaveted area .
: : Fic. 6. The square reception-

L hall block (H343).
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Fic. 7. Reconstruction of the square reception-hall block.
Drawing D-1104a in the Ernst Herzfeld Papers.
Courtesy Freer Gallery of Art/Arthur M. Sackler Gallery Archives, Washington, D.C.

Fic. 8. Reconstruction of the approach to the Bab al“Amma.
Drawing D-1101 in the Ernst Herzfeld Papers.
Courtesy Freer Gallery of Art/Arthur M. Sackler Gallery Archives, Washington, D.C.
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Cantonments of

Musalla Y6

Racecourse 2

Racecourse 3

Racecourse 1

Shari' al—A‘zam
(al-Sarija)

Sh. al-Hayr al-Jadid

Sh. al-Askar

Sh. Barghamish al-Turki
Area of

Caliph’s Stables

Sh. al-Hayr al-Awwal

Shari’ Abi Ahmad
(Early Main Avenue)
al—-Matira

Fic. 9. The central area of Samarra, showing the location of the palace and other sites mentioned in the text.
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Fic. 10. The
Large Serdab,
in the course of
excavation and
restoration by
the Iraq
Directorate-
General of
Antiquities in
1989.

Fic. 11. Building A12 in al-Ja‘fari, showing the central % H ! E-E
“vaulted building” surrounded by courtyards, perhaps
representing workshops and offices.

JILITAINILILA AN A Y
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Fic. 12. The Rotundabau (H358). Redrawn after
drawing D-1049 in the Herzfeld Archive,
Arthur M. Sackler Gallery, Washington, D.C.
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Fic. 15. The stable block at al-Ja*fari
(A208-16).
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Fic. 16. The north pavilion (H332).

Herzfeld Archive, Arthur M. S

N

~ uicreourse
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Redrawn after drawing D-1031 in the
ackler Gallery, Washington, D.C.

I—Secondary Palace H28 4~|

Fired briok debris

9 . zo.om I~ | Possible original extent

L | of palace

Fic. 17. Plan of the north palace (H293).
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