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amountsof LB (6th-early7th c.) pottery.The upperone.A.5:0l3 (thickness0.35m), touchedEB (4th-5thc.)
walls A.5:002, 003, 014 and was relatively rich in occupational remains, including a quantity of pottery,
somebones,glass,tile fragments,acopperpin. iron spike,andacoin datedc.527-6OO(chapt.12 no. 4). In the
centerof A.5, underA.5:013,soil layerA.5:0l5 (thickness0.1 m) overlayhl/lUlUar floor A.5:0l6 exceptalong
theedgesof walls A.5:002.003, 014,whereit cut throughA.S:016and restedon bedrock.Both A.S:013and
01S were probably occupationallayers,as suggestedby their relatively rich artifactual remains.Floor
A.5:016,which survivedonly in apatchin thecenterof the room(0.53x 0.24 m, thickness0.03m), contained
no artifacts.Beneathit, soil layerA.5:0l7 (thickness0.15 m), which alsohadbeencutby A.S:01S,contained
only a few sherds(thelatestbeingLB [6th-early7thc.]) and restedonbedrock.Sincethe floor (A.S:016)was
found betweentwo LB (6th-early7thc.) layers,it musthavebeenlaid in thesameperiod.

The stratigraphieand architecturalevidencesuggestsa substantialremodelingof the cas-
tel/um in the LB period (6th-early 7th c.). To the north of the fort, 'corral' wall A.l:002 was
constructed.and a seriesof surfaces(A.l:014, 018)anda curb (A.l:016) were laid betweenit and
the castel/um. Thesesurfacesprobably functionedas a roadway(width c.3.25 m) which could
haveaccommodatedhorses,donkeys,andsmall carts.Stratifiedevidencefrom within the fort
appearedin Room 2 (A.6) and Room 12 (A.S), especially the 6th-c. coin from the latter.
Evidence fromthe foundationsof the W tower in A.4 suggestthat it was built in this period,
and since the masonryof the high SE tower is so similar it too may have beenaddedthen.
Figure 85 illustratesthe secondarynatureof the tower'smasonry,which differs greatly from
the enclosurewall which it abutsand upon which it rests.The gatealso showedevidenceof
considerablesecondaryreconstruction(fig. 82), thoughthereis no direct evidencefor its date.
The chapelwasclearly alater addition, sinceit abuttedthe E enclosure wall(fig. 84).

Butler suggestedthat the castel/um was convertedto monasticusein this period,possibly in
the 6th c. He basedthis on the religious inscriptionsfound in the fort as well as the modern
bedouinnameof ed-Deir (PES II: 171). This theory seemedplausiblesinceall inscriptionswere
found on the SE tower, known to be of a later datethan the original construction(PES Ill: 143-
48, nos.245-55).Further,it is known that the Romanswerewithdrawingtroopsandabandoning
forts along the Arabian frontier during the late 5th and 6th c., particularly after the negotia-
tion of the EternalPeacewith Persiain 532 (Proc.,Allee. 24.12 ft.; Parker1976: 28, 1986a:149-
55). Someabandonedforts, suchasQasrBurqu'c.150 krn eastof Umm el-Jimal,wereapparently
converted into monastic settlements(Gaube1974b: 99-100). Yet despite these points, the
argumentis unconvincingand the evidencecircumstantial.The religious inscriptionscould be
the work of Christiansoldiers,not only the work of monks;as Butlerhimself noted,"reugious
inscriptionsaboundin the military structuresof the Christianperiod in Syria" (PES II: 171).To
regard the attachedchapelas evidenceof a monasticconversionis also questionable,since
"chapelsarefound in fortressesandbarracksfrom oneendof Syria to the other" (PES II: 171).
The chapel within the nearbycastel/um of Qasrel-Ba'ij is just one example(PES II: 80-83).
BecauseUmm el-Jimal was the largesttown in the southernHauran,it may haverequiredthe
presenceof a military garrison.Thus, on the basisof existing evidence,Butler's theory of a
monasticconversionof the caste/111m in the LB (6th-early 7th c.) period remainsmerely a
possibility.

Early Islamic (early 7th-8tll c.)
Most soundings in and around the castellllnl produced some Early Islamic stratified remains. In A.I, above

LB (6th-early7th c.) surfaceA.l:014, anothersurface(A.l:007, thickness0.04 m) wascomposedof basalt
pebbles,flat-lying Early Islamicpotsherds,chunksof piaster,andcompactedbrownsoil. A.l:007extended S
from 'corral' wall A.l:002 for 3.25 m up to installation A.l:009, a line of uncut stones just N of and parallel
to thecasteltl/", wall A.l:003. A.l:009 wasbuilt directly overthe LB (6th-early7th c.) curbA.l:016, andwas
probably also a curb; it was especially rich in pottery, with Early Islamic the latest, except for 2 (intrusive?)
Late Ottoman items. Outside the 5 wall of the castellll"', soil layersA.7:003, OOS (both a minimum of 2 x 1.5 m,
combinedthickness0.4 m) lay directly over LB (6th-early7th c.) soil A_7:006 andcontainedEarly Islamic
pottery(an early4th c. coin, chapt.12 no. 2, in A.7:00S,was apparentlyredeposited).Theselayerswere
probably the result of natural accumulation.
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In the A.S latrina, layer A.S:006 on top of LB (6th-early 7th c.) soil A.S:013 was choked with large
worked building stones, probably collapse. A.S:006 touched EB (4th-5th c.) walls A.S:002, 003, 014, and
covered the entire square (thickness c.0.45 rn). It was relatively rich in occupational remains: over 200 sherds
(LB sherds of c.565-636 dominaled, Early Islamic being the lalesl), polished bone fragments, a carnelian bead,
ivory fragment, ceramic tile fragments, and about 100 tesserae. Within were two small pits: one, A.5:010, was
entirely sterile, while pit A.S:012, apparently a campfire, contained considerable burned wood, ash,
charcoal, and a few Early Islamic sherds. Along the N baulk A.S:011, a crudely constructed wall of roughly
dressed blocks (3 courses, height 0.78 m) rested on Early Islamic soil layer A.S:006, abutted the EB (4th-5th c.)
partition walls, and should date to the Early Islamic period. Since the installations of the latrina (A.S:OOB,
009, OIB) were higher than layer A.S:006, they could still have been in use in the Early Islamic period, but the
wall collapse in A.S:006, which sealed 'campfire' A.S:012, suggests that the room had lost its original
function. Layers A.6:oo9 and 011, which overlay LB (6th-early 7th c.) floor A.6:012, touched wall A.6:002,
and covered the entire square (combined thickness 0.13 m), also contained Early Islamic as the latest sherds.

This evidence implies an Early Islamic occupation of the castellulIl. Surface A.l:007 and curb
A.l:009 suggest that the road N of the castelltan continued in use. Room 2 (A.6) and the latrina
(A.5) were probably occupied in this period, the latter at least until the wall collapse of
A.5:006. The construction of wall A.5:011 indicated some minor architectural remodeling of the
latrina, while the 'campfire' (A.5:012) suggests domestic use. Other evidence of Early Islamic
stratification may have been removed during the substantial occupation of the Late Ottoman-
Mandate period.

Gap in occupation c.800-1900
The complete absence of any stratification between the Early Islamic stratum and the Late

Ottoman-Mandate stratum remains points to the virtual abandonment of the castell"'n from
c.800 to 1900, corresponding to a Widespread abandonment of the whole site. No pottery from
the Fatimid or Early Ottoman periods was found. Only a very few Ayyubid-Mamluk sherds
hint at a pOSSible transient use of the castellulIl in c.1200-1500. The abandonment may have
lasted into the 20th c., since Butler reported no sedentary inhabitants of the site in either of his
visits (1904 and 1909).

Late Ottolllan-Mandate (c.1900-1946)
All squares contained material of this period. Above the Early Islamic road surface (A.l:007), subsoil

A.I:OOS and topsoil A.I:OOI extended from the castell"", enclosure wall (A.I:003) to the 'corral' wall
(A.I:002). These and the two uppermost soil layers (A.I:004, 006) north of the corral wall all contained Late
Ottoman pottery and appear to be the result of natural accumulation.

More substantial stratification was found within the caste111/11I, especially from the courtyard probe
(A.4). Topsoil layer A.4:001 and soil layers A.4:003, 004, 005, 007 all contained Late Ottoman pollery and a
number of modern objects. Within A.4:003, a roughly laid flagstone pavement constructed of well cut but
irregularly shaped blocks (over the entire square, thickness c.0.15 m) contained several iron fragments, bullet
cartridges, and a French army button. These confirmed the oral testimony of our older workmen that this
pavement had been used as a platform for tents by French soldiers during the 1920s. Beneath A.4:003, a
crudely built wall (A.4:006) comprising a single row of rounded uncut stones survived in only one course.
This wall extended from the E baulk to abut the LB (6th-early 7th c.) wall A.4:002; it was flanked by Late
Ottoman soil layers, A.4:ooS on the Nand A.4:oo7to the S. Because soil layer A.4:008 (under A.4:ooS) served
as the foundation for wall A.4:006 and contained Late Ottoman pottery, wall A.4:006 also must be Late
Ottoman. Under A.4:00B, soil layer A.4:009 contained a heavy concentration of ash with numerous pockets of
charcoal and several blackened potsherds (Late Olloman being the latest), indicative of Late OUoman
campfires prior to the construction of the platform for tents.

In Room 8, most of several superimposed soil layers (A.3:001, 004, 006) alternating with layers of rock
tumble (A.3:ooS, 007) were probably the result of ceiling collapse; these all yielded Late Ottoman pottery.
Considerable animal manure and several modern objects (an iron clamp from A.3:005; a metal lock and
harness from A.3:(06) support the contention of the workmen that this room had been used by the French and
later by the Druze as a stable. In A.3:007 (over LB [6th-early 7th c.] A.3:009) was an infant burial, c.lO-14
months old at death, of relatively recent date.



142 S. Thomas Parker

In the latr;lIa, above Early Islamic layer A.5:006, soil layers A.5:001, 004 (together 0.6 m deep) choked
with large cut stones contained some Late Ottoman pottery, although Early Islamic sherds were dominant.
From A.5:001 came a sea shell medallion and a fragment of polished marble, and from A.S:004 a broken coin of
uncertain date (chapt. 12 no. 10) and a bracelet.

In A.6 beneath the topsoil (A.6:001), most of 5 superimposed soil layers (A.6:003, 004, 005, 006, 007)
contained Late Ottoman pottery. A.6:003, 004 contained ash, rock tumble, bones, glass, and plaster fragments;
A.6:005 (under A.6:004) was heavily strewn with ash and charcoal; under it A.6:006, 007 were filled with
tumbled building stones. It appears that an initial phase of wall and ceiling collapse (A.6:006, 007) was
followed by use of the room for a campfire or ash dump (A.6:004, 005), which ended with further wall
collapse (A.6:001, 003). Over 1 m of collapse was removed from the surface prior to initial excavation.

Based on the excavation results and oral accounts of the workmen, it was possible to divide
the occupation of this period into three major phases:
A (1925-28). French Army encampment. A unit of the French Army was stationed in the
castellllm while delineation of the border between the French Mandate of Syria and the
British Mandate of Transjordan was being negotiated. The flagstone pavement of A.4:003 and a
large platform in the S sector of the courtyard (significantly, not mentioned by Butler) were
constructed for tents. A curbed walk led from the gate to the S platform, and several rooms, such
as room 8 (A.3) and room 28 in the N range of rooms, were used as stables.
B (early 1930s). Druze occupation. Migrating S from Syria, a group of Druze moved into the
castellllm (and other parts of the town) and remained for several years. Several rooms
continued in use as stables, and the infant burial of A.3:007 was apparently theirs. The Druze
eventually either returned to Syria or moved farther S into Jordan.
C (late 1930s). Bedouin occupation. A family of the Sura tribe moved into the chapel on the E
side of the castellllm and began converting it into a domestic residence. This activity resulted in
considerable robbing of stone from the E enclosure wall of the castelllllll, but was unfinished
when the family was evicted by the Palestine Department of Antiquities. These were the last
known inhabitants of the castellllm.
Much of the material cannot be assigned with confidence to any particular phase. Some of

its remains may even date to the period before the Mandate, when Butler noticed transient use
of the site by bedouin; newly-born camels were raised within the shelter of the walls each
spring, and this activity may have provided the modern name for the site, Umm el-Jimal,
'mother of camels' (PES II: 150).

Conclusion

The 1977 excavations in the castel/11m achieved the basic goals of dating tile structure and
reconstructing its occupational history. The sequence of occupation suggested by surface sherding
was largely substantiated by the soundings; this suggests that surface sherding of individual
structures within a much larger settlement may be fruitful.
Subsequent excavation in 1981 revealed a previously undiscovered and much larger Tetrar-

chic castellllm in the NE sector of the city (see chapters by Groot, Toplyn and de Vries in a later
volume). Its replacement by our castell11m, a fort less than 20% the size of the Tetrarchic
castel ill/II, implies a sharply reduced garrison at Umm eI-Jimal in the early 5th c. Unfortunate-
ly, our soundings yielded relatively little artifactual evidence to document the cultural life of
the garrison or to settle the issue of a possible monastic conversion. The clear evidence of Early
Islamic occupation here is paralleled elsewhere within the town, and there seems to have been
no sharp break heralding the Muslim conquest. The abandonment of the castel/11m after the
Eaely Islamic period until the 20th c. also parallels the history of the site as a whole.




