Michele Nucciotti and Lorenzo Fragail

Ayyubid Reception Halls in Southern
Jordan: Towards a ‘Light Archaeology’ of
Political Powers

Introduction

The Italian archacological mission of the
University of Florence, ‘Medieval Petra’, cel-
ebrated, in 2016, 30 years of uninterrupted ac-
tivity in Jordan; starting with the first archaeo-
logical season at al-Wu‘ayra in 19862 It was
an important anniversary and an occasion to
reflect on both, the lines of research developed
in the last three decades, as well as on the most
relevant results acquired so far?.

As to that, a constant and distinctive com-
mitment of the mission, founded and directed
by Guido Vannini, was to transfer and test Ital-
ian and European methodologies and historical-
archaeological (medievalist) research issues in
the Middle Eastern context, in order to contrib-
ute in an original way to the historical and ar-
chaeological debate animated by the scientific
community, national and international, active in
the study of the history of Jordan. Under this
very perspective should in fact be read: the con-
stant contextualization at euro-Mediterranean
scale of Medieval Jordan (within the frame of

studies devoted to the “feudal” and rural soci-
ety); the adoption of a historiographical-inter-
pretative perspective linked to the experience
of the French “Les Annales” (for the Middle
Ages, the most important and influential school
of European and international historiography);
the selection of historical regions, namely ter-
ritories (not sites), as a priority object of study
and, finally, and as a result, an investigation-
interpretation approach based on Light Archae-
ologies, again of Italian and medieval, as well
as historical — archaeological origin®.

Today, ‘Medieval Petra’ operates, in coop-
eration with the Department of Antiquities of
Jordan, on 4 of the 5 main 12 century Jorda-
nian sites (ash-Shawbak, al-Wu‘ayra, al-FHabis
and al-Karak) and the present contribution
aims at briefly taking into consideration the ap-
plication of methodological and interpretative
options selected by the Italian Archaeological
Mission with reference to the field of ‘Archeol-
ogy of power’ in the Middle Ages®, using as a
case study the monumental core architectures

1. Authorship of paragraphs. Michele Nucciotti: par.1,2,4,5,7 and
Lorenzo Fragai: par 3.6,7.

2. Vannini ef af. 2003,

3. Vannini Nucciotti 2009; Vannini 2011.

4, Vannini ef al. 2003a; Vannini 2007.

5. G. Bandmann 2005 (1951), Francovich Ginatempo 2000, Lid-
diard 2005; Nucciotti 2010; Tabbaa 1997, for the theoretical frame-
work,
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of Ayyubid (and Mamluk) palatine complexes
at ash-Shawbak and al-Karak castles.

Such an analysis elaborates on the cultural-
technical processes underlying the material
creation of Ayyubid reception halls, par excel-
lence the space of manifestation of top govern-
mental functions in Jordan between AD 1190s
and 1260s. By comparison with 12t century
‘Crusader’ technical environments, site plans
and regional/territorial organizational plans at
large, the authors will address the issue and
support the argument of considering Crusader
Jordan and Islamic Jordan as component parts
of a single, historical, “Medieval Jordan”.

Ayyubid Jordan and the Conservation of the
Topography of Power of Crusader Epoch

In 1189, with the successful siege started in
1187, after the landslide victory at Hittin, Sala-
din comes into possession of ash-Shawbak,
the last and, together with al-Karak, the largest
seftlement and administrative center of Latin
Transjordan. Saladin and the Ayyubids invested
considerable economic and political resources
in both sites, turning them in the main govern-
mental centers of Ayyubid Jordan. From this
angle, then, the control strategy of the wide ter-
ritory between the Dead Sea and the Red Sea,
implemented by the Ayyubids, shows a direct
continuity with the political and administrative
systems developed by the first half of the twelfth
century by the lords of Latin Transjordan; ini-
tially by the Kings of Jerusalem and eventually,
after 1142, by the princes of ash-Shawbak and
al-Karak.

The location at ash-Shawbak and al-Karak
of the main Ayyubid palatine complexes in the
region®, constitutes at the same time a sufficient
and incontestable proof in this regard. The ad-
ministrative division of southern Jordan in the
13t century in fact repeats, ‘verbatim’, the one
documented in the 12 century by William of
Tyre (lib. XIII, c. M), with an Arabia Secunda
Petracensis seat of the metropolis of al-Karak

to the north, and an Arabia Tertia focused on
Mons Regalis to the south.

Such preservation of the geography of pow-
er at territorial level is further emphasized, at
the site level, with the topographical and urban
location of new palatine complexes: sometimes
in direct stratigraphic connection with the for-
mer princely palaces of Crusader period. If, for
al-Karak, this aspect of the Ayyubid building
strategy is readable almost exclusively on a top-
ographic basis, given the lack of a systematic
study on the formation processes of 12t centu-
ry archaeological and architectural deposits; on
the other hand, at ash-Shawbak, stratigraphic
analysis of upstanding buildings and archaeo-
logical excavations definitely prove that this
was the case’.

Ayyubid Reception Halls in Jordan and in
Bilad ash-Sham: An Overview

Since the death of Saladin in 1193, al-Adil
I dominated the Ayyubid scene, both through
political and military means, as well as (ideo-
logically) through expensive building programs
centered on palatine architecture.

The preferred ichnographic model shows the
use of 2 to 4 iwans, to form a cruciform plan
overlooking a central and rather small patio
(durqa‘a), and was featured with multiple vari-
ations in all residential complexes sponsored by
al-Adil I and the Ayyubids.

According to Yasser Tabbaa (1997: 88) two
possible modes of transmission of such cruci-
form plans from the 9% to the 12th-13t% century
can be figured out: either through a series of
quadripartite buildings, that no longer exist,
built by Hamanide and Ayyubid dynasties in
or around Aleppo; or through cross-plan build-
ings, also that no longer exist, built in Syria and
the Jazira.

In this regard, however, it is necessary to
highlight the strong ichnographic similarity be-
tween Ayyubid reception halls and 9t century
palatine Abbasid architectures in Samarra, by

6. In 1214-5 a reception hall was also built on the top floor of the
so-called Tower of Aybak, in Ajlun (Yovitchitch 2006).

7. Nuceiotti 2007 and the contribution by Pruno Ranieri in this vol-
ume.
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analogy with what happened in Europe as re-
gards the transmission of Roman architectural
legacy to the middle ages®. All major compo-
nents found within the Ayyubid reception halls
- four iwans plan, tripartite elevations, orna-
ments, portals, mugarnas - repeat, in fact, well-
established formal types of Early Islamic pal-
aces’.

The fundamental difference between Early
Islamic buildings and the Ayyubid ones is pri-
marily one of size (Abbasid palaces exceeded
often 1 kilometer in length); however, such dif-
ference (a sort of miniaturization process), does
not impair ichnographic similarities between
the two series of buildings. An aspect which
seems to allude to the willing conjuring, by the
Ayyubids, of a golden age — the 9™ century in
Samarra — which they were not able to fully re-
enact, although they were certainly not willing
to ignore (FI1G. ).

A Medievalist Contribution to the Historical
Archaeology of Crusader-Ayyubid Jordan:
Stratigraphic Building Archaeology and
Light (Territorial) Analyses

In order to analyze the technical knowledge
related to building industries in medieval Jor-
dan, the Medieval Petra mission carried out
from 1997 to present!® Light-archacological
studies based on stratigraphic analyses ol me-
dieval upstanding structures in the largest Cru-
sader-Ayyubid medieval settlements of Petra re-
gion (al-Habis, al-Wu‘ayra and ash-Shawbak!!)
and more recently (from 2012) and with spe-
cific aims in al-Karak. The time-span covered
by archaeological-architectural evidence runs
from the 4th century (ash-Shawbak, building
18, phase 1)!2 to 1900s (ash-Shawbak, late
Ottoman/Hashemite settlement). The method-
ology adopted by the Medieval Petra mission
was developed since 1970s within Italian Me-

EXAMPLE OF SAMARRA
RECEPTION HALL

AL-KARAK

ASH-SHAWBAK

NUR AL-DIN
RECEPTION HALL

i m

[

I. Synthesis of Reception Halls evolution from 9 to 13 century.

8. Bandmann 2005 (1951); Nucciotti 2010,
9. Fragai 2014 and 2018.

10. Vannini 2013; Nueciotti Pruno 2016
11, Vannini ef al. 2002,

12. al-Wu'ayra occupation phases start at least in Nabatean times,
although built structures of that age (as well as those of Roman pe-
riod) are generally not (or very poorly) preserved (Vanni Desideri
and Sassu 2014, Pp. 95-101).
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dieval Archaeology, with a strong historical-
archaeological approach, in the realm of non-
destructive urban and territorial analyses. Such
was indeed the (successful) attempt to embed
the stratigraphic theory in the study of histori-
cal buildings (FIG. 2), extending the principles
of site-formation-process to the architectural-
formation-process!3.

In the light of the methods so far used for
the study of Ayyubid reception halls in Jordan
(based on written sources, architectural-histor-
ical and historical-topographic interpretation,
with a limited contribution of archaeological
excavations and a more substantial one of ty-
pological pottery analysis), the contribution of
Light Archaeology appears be able to add fur-
ther, and hitherto not considered, elements of
historical interpretation.

The Ayyubid Reception Hall in ash-Shaw-
bak: Between Light Archaeology and ‘Great
and Little’ Architectural Traditions

The Ayyubid reception hall in ash-Shawbak
(CF 34) was first historically and archaeologi-
cally investigated (through a series of sound-
ings) in 1986 by Robin Brown, who provided
the first extensive and still fundamental ref-
erence study for the architectural complex!4,
which was then assigned to al-Mu‘azzam ‘Isa
(lord of ash-Shawbak between 1208 and 1227).
The study was further implemented by our mis-
sion between 2006 and 2010 on stratigraphic
building archacology basis and the very struc-
ture was re-dated, in 2010, between 1189 —
1208 AD. The correction was grounded on stra-
tigraphy, masonry technology and ichnographic
composition!?, all pointing towards an architec-

0 05 1 2m

2. Stratigraphic building archaeology: Harris Matrix (left) of one of the upstanding elevations in Arcidosso's medieval

palace (right — Italy, Tuscany.

13. Brogiolo Cagnana 2012; Nucciotti Vannini 2018 (forthcoming).
14. Brown 1988.

15. Vannini Nucciotti 2012, Pp. 64-69.
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3. Upstanding buildings inves-
tigated through stratigraphic
analysis in ash-Shawbak cas-
tl.

Tt

Crusader Reception Hall

tural patronage of the first Ayyubid generation:
Saladin and/or his brother Al-Adil T (lord of
ash-Shawbak between 1193 and 1208)16.

Comparing Ayyubid building technologies in Shawbak

4, Main Ayyubid coarse ma-
sonry typology from ash-
Shawbak in comparison with
common Crusader masonry
types.

In particular: as to stratigraphic analysis of

upstanding buildings, a phase of restoration
following post 1212 earthquake was identified

16. Robin M. Brown published recently (2016) an updated study
on Jordanian Middle Islamic Palaces with a detailed and insightful
analysis of early Ayyubid political situation in the Bilad al-Sham, re-
stating, on that ground, the very likely possibility that Al Mu’azzam
“Isa was in fact the original patron of ash-Shawbak Ayyubid palace
(ibid. pp. 549-552). Although accepting Brown’s reconstruction of
the assels of power in the areas of Transjordan and Palestine during
the time of Al-Adil and Al-Mu*azzam ‘[sa, based on available writ-
ten sources, further discussion of such a conelusion is needed when
taking into consideration the analysis of ash-Shawbak upstanding
masonry stratifications and masonry typologies of early Ayyubid ep-
och (1189-1212, see infra). Furthermore, the apparent inconsistency
of a patronage of the ash-Shawbak palace by Al-Adil, suggested by
Brown on the basis of Al-Adil’s political-administrative priorities
and the location of his main residences (ibid. p. 551), risks to create
a major inconsistency: in that Saladin and Al-Adil would appear to
have lefi ash-Shawbak castle ‘architecturally marked’ by the pre-

vious Crusader palace, for almost 20 years after the site had been
taken from the hands of the Latin lords. That seems quite unlikely.
On the contrary, the substitution of the 12th century Crusader palace
with an Islamic one, albeit its infrequent use by early Ayyubid sul-
tans, seems lo fit better in the picture of territorial re-appropriation
of Transjordan carried out by the new ruling dynasty. As to that,
the results of medieval palace studies carried out in Europe show
that royal/princely palaces often acted ‘in loco regis’, specifically to
counter the structural absence of the lord from politically relevant
sites. As Annie Renoux puts it, with reference to the *architectural
foundations® of princely power in 9th-13th century France, royal/
princely architecture worked mostly as a ‘remote lord” “perpetuat-
ing and commemorating at local level the appearance of the prince;
fixing and strengthening the dynastic memory and occasionally pro-
viding a material setting for the public display of the prince himselt”
(Renoux 1992, p. 172, English translation mine).

- 493 -



MICHELE NUCCIOTTI AND LORENZO FRAGAI

and assigned to al-Mu‘azzam ‘Isa as ante quem
dating for the building (the restoration was con-
nected fo changes in the hall plan, hardly con-
ceivable in a seemingly newly built palace);
concerning masonry technology, the similar-
ity between 1180s Crusader epoch techniques
from the fortified gate CF 3 and the mason-
ries of the Ayyubid reception hall (outer walls)
highlights both a short time-span between the
two architectures, as well as the continuity of a
same building tradition between Crusader and
(pre 1212) Ayyubid epoch, and was therefore
assigned to local builders; as to ichnography,
the reference to Abbasid architectures from Sa-
marra’s Qagr al-Ashiq was interpreted as a will-
ing selection of dignified architectural elements
from the Early Islamic Caliphate, linked to the
elaboration of a ‘new’ royal style, in line with
the needs of the first Ayyubid generation.

More recently, in 2012-2015, further studies
have been carried on in order to integrate Oyste-
in La Bianca’s Great and Little traditions’ meth-
ods (originally developed for the interpretation
of the multi millennial archaeological site of
Hisbén) into the interpretation of medieval ar-
chitectures of 12 and 13 century in Petra and
ash-Shawbak!”, providing further insight into
ash-Shawbak Ayyubid palace history and its
historic meaning. In particular Great and Little

Liltle
Tradition

Traditions were used as a means to interpret the
interaction between local (Little) and imported
(Great) architectural knowhow. Stratigraphic
analysis was used to identify the continued use
of local (Little) technologies in connection both
with 12 ¢, Crusader and 1189-1208 Ayyubid
imported (Great) technical traditions.

In a ‘building archaeology’ translation of
Robert Redfield’s theory of the “Structure of
Tradition™!8, specialized groups of builders
were considered as ‘cultural agents’ enabling
parochialization' of imperial great traditions
and, on the other hand, local (folk) communi-
ties were considered as cultural groups owning
specific sets of little traditions29, including ba-
sic elements of architectural production.

Finally, Ayyubid Sultans of the first genera-
tion could be seen as cultural agents promoting
the universalization of selected (ideologically
meaningful) architectural forms taken from a
long past architectural tradition, whose revival
(albeit in a miniature scale) was instrumental to
the construction of a suitable new royal pub-
lic image. In analogy with European medieval
bawherren?!, who embedded Ancient Roman
‘architectural abbreviations’ into Romanesque
constructions of cc. 8-13™ with the explicit
function of backing (politically and ideologi-
cally) the claimed direct derivation of their

5. Scheme of interaction among
Great and Little building
traditions in the making of
the Ayyubid reception hall in

}:::}‘:’;’;:::‘,‘.mm ash-Shawbak (bottom: plan

of the reception hall.

17. Nucciotti Pruno 2016,

18, Redfield 1947, 1962; discussed in La Bianca 2007,

19. That is, the downward spread to the villages of a specific know-
how from the network of transmission centers belonging to a Great

Tradition (La Bianca 2007 Pp, 276).
20, La Bianca 2007, Pp. 283.
21. Bandmann 2005, for the definition,
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powers from the ancient Roman Empire.

Read in this perspective, the ash-Shawbak
palace may therefore appear as a consistent
political and architectural statement, with the
Ayyubid sultan presenting himself as a cultural
mediator between, on the one hand, the politi-
cal tradition of the Caliphate, and, on the oth-
er, local communities of farmers and nomads,
formerly acknowledged crucial social-polifical
players already in Crusader Transjordan??.

Light Archaeology of the Islamic Palace in
al-Karak: Formation and Characters of a
Princely Architectural Complex Between
13th and 14th Century

The Ayyubid and Mamluk palaces of 13t -
14t centuries located in the citadel of al-Karak
represented a place of power and authority of
the sultans of both dynasties. Historical sources

recorded the construction in al-Karak of at least
four palatine complexes (or reception halls)
during the Ayyubid and Mamluk periods, two
by prince al-Nasir Dawud (1229-1249), the
others by the early Mamluk sultan al-Nasir
Muhammad.

The most significant studies about pala-
tine complexes in al-Karak are due to Robin
Brown?2? and Marcus Milwright?4. Results from
the 1987 archaeological investigation in the
well-preserved palace complex at the southern
end of the upper castle, with its four iwans plan
and tripartite elevations of his durgd‘a, sug-
gested a Mamluk foundation date, but this in-
terpretation has been re-evaluated and an Ayyu-
bid foundation seems now more likely?s.

Light archeological surveys carried out in al-
Karak started in 2012 and have focused so far
on 7 buildings (FIG. 6), 5 of which are relevant

Weslt

| caz
Lower Palace

CE7
Squared domed
pavillion

CF10
Southern
donjon

CF9
Crusader Church

CF4

Small fedn

CAl CF1
al-Nigir
Dawid
Palace

6. Light Archaeology in al-
Karak castle: stratigraphic
investigation of upstanding
buildings.

22. Few clements, although very significant, point towards a strong
alliance between Crusader lords and local sedentary/momadic com-
munities in Latin Jordan: a) The territory would have been simply
impossible to be military controlled without the positive support of
Arab Bedouins; b) Crusader sources mention ‘the king's Bedouins’
in a number of occasions (Tibble 1989, Pp. 93-94); ¢) Crusaders and
Bedouins together fought against the Egyptians in 1154, Husama
ibn Mumgid recalls the event in his diary and names two tribes or
Bedouin confederations allied of the Franks that he had (o escape
from or deal with in the vicinity of Petra/ash-Shawbak. They were
called Banu Fuhayd and Banu Tayy (Hitti 1984, Pp. 53); d) The al-
legiance between Crusaders and Bedouins allowed Reynold of Cha-
tillon, lord of ash-Shawbak, to set up the military exploit agains

Ayyubid Ayla and Meccan armies in 1183 (La Viere Leiser 1977,
Ligato 2012). Moreover strategic shared interests linked tightly
Crusaders and Bedouins. From an economic point of view the need
{o leave the road open for nomadic agro-pastoralisim between Tran-
sjordan and Palestine, as well as for trading along the same track,
was a relevant mutual interest. Afler the conquest of Jerusalem and
of Palestinian coastline around 1099, the king of Jerusalem became,
then, key stakeholders for the Jordanian tribes.

23. Brown 1989 - 2016.

24. Milwright 2008; he follows the first attribution to the Mamluk
period.

25. Brown 2013.
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for the present discussion. They are:

-CF1: the reception hall located in the south-
ern area of the castle and ascribed by Rob-
in Brown?¢ to the Ayyubid prince al-Nasir
Dawud;

-CF8: a vaulted niche incorporated at the
ground level of the southern donjon CF10,
dated ante 1263;

-CF7: a square plan domed pavilion, strati-
graphically set against CF8 and coeval with
the north elevation of the donjon CF 10. Dated
post 1263;

-CA2: a palatine complex located in the lower
court, recently identified by Robin Brown?7 ag
an Ayyubid building;

- CF4: the so-called “small Twany», located south
of the Crusader church CF9; assigned by Rob-
in Brown?3 to the 14th century by stylistic
comparison;

Synthesis of the Results of Tope-Stratigraph-
ic Analyses

The stratigraphic reading of CF1 shows a
masonry technique with organogenetic lime-
stone ashlars, dressed with a plain blade (per-
haps a small axe), used for the pillars and archi-
tectural elements in the durqd ‘a®.

Similar materials were recorded in the inner
elevations of the vaulted niche CF8, which is
therefore technologically (and chronological-
ly?) comparable to the durgd‘a CF1. Besides,
CF8 predates stratigraphically the north eleva-

Y SRS

7. CA1 CF1: Inner view of Qd‘at an-Nasiri Reception
Hall.

tion of CF10, whose foundations were laid out
against the back wall of the niche, originally
plaster coated on the outside. CF8 was in fact
spared, not de-functionalized nor dismantled,
by the builders of the keep’s north wall. CF8
was therefore considered an important space in
Mamluk epoch, such that it had to be preserved
from destruction. Its privileged status (ideolog-
ical, if not material) is confirmed by the con-
struction of the pavilion CF7, typologically and
stratigraphically coeval to the north elevation
of CF10, which incorporated and monumental-
ized CF8 by connecting it to a new and sumptu-
ous ¢d‘a (FIGS. &, 9).

CF7 is a cross-vaulted pavilion supported
by four corner pillars, with a square central eye
decorated with mugarnas, of which only the
lower register survives. It is characterized by
large square blocks of limestone, in the base of
the pillars. The cross vaulting is composed of
small blocks, although the vaulting overlapping
to CF8 is instead built in ashlars quoins. Simi-
lar quoins are used, inside CF10, in the lithic
chains of the chamber vaulting, as well as in the
alcove of the access corridor at the ground level
of this latter building (FIGS. 10, 11).

9. CF7, typologically and stratigraphically coeval to the
north elevation of CF10, incorporated and monumen-
talized CF8.

26. Brown 2013, Pp. 316.
27. Brown 2013, Pp. 316,

28. Brown 2013, Pp, 317.
29. USM 220, 301, 304, 3190 efc.; see Fragai 2014,
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CF10
Donjon

Vaulting chains Alcove vaulting

11. CF10: the type of ashlars used in the lithic chains of
the chamber vaulting, as well as in the alcove of the
access corridor at the ground level, are the same of
those used in the basement of the pillars in CF7.

Interpretation
In the light of stratigraphic readings and on

the basis of Ayyubid and Mamluk written evi-
dence (epigraphic, archival and literary sourc-
es), CF1 was identified with the reception hall
of al-Nasir Dawud mentioned by al-Zahir as
Od ‘at an-Nagiri3%; a building similar (though
smaller and, architecturally less refined) to the
reception hall at ash-Shawbak, which consti-
tuted almost certainly its archetype, in turn de-
rived from Samarran palatine models of the 9t
century.

CF8, stratigraphically and technologically
dated to pre-1263, was assigned to the Ayyubid
epoch. It very likely is a fragment of the Dar al-
Sultina®' mentioned by al-Maqrizi®? as the first
residence of al-Nasir Dawud in al-Karak. The
recent discovery (during the preparation of this
paper) of a second niche, mirroring CF8 from
across CF7, also technologically consistent
with Ayyubid masonries, may confirm it (FIG.
12). This “sultan residence” could possibly
have been located at the heart of the palace of
al-Adil or of al-Mu‘azzam ‘Isa (dating to 1192-
1227), although it is not yet clear which (pre-
Mamluk) building phase is actually preserved
in the upstanding structures. In any event, CF8
provides sound evidence of the presence of a
second Ayyubid reception hall, coeval or pre-
dating Nasir Dawud’s CF1.

The primary role of the latter, possibly the
Dar al-Sultana, is confirmed by the monumen-
tal sumptuous pavilion CF7, that in the 14t
century was connected to CF8, and that could
be assigned to al-Nasir Muhammad?** recalled
around 1311 as a major architectural patron of
al-Karak34.

Moreover, the construction of CF7 relates
topographically to the dismantling of previous
structures both to the East and to the West of the
pavilion. The result of such a re-planning seems
to highlight the setting up of a huge reception
hall (Dér as-Sa ‘dda), more than twice the size
of CF1. A Mamluk imperial residence where
the Ayyubid remains of the Dar al-Sultana had
been architecturally enshrined as a monumental
relic (FIGS. 13, 14).

Finally, technological
CF7 (dome and masonries) are recorded for
CA2, which should be dated to the Mamluk

similarities  with

30. Sadeque 1956, Pp. 179; Brown 2013, Pp. 316.

31. The illusory lack of buildings in al-Karak before al-Nasir
Dawud is, at the very least, peculiar; given that “minor” sites, such
as ash-Shawbak and ‘Ajlun, used to own one palace before 1229.
ash-Shawbak’s building has been built by al-Adil before 1212 and
reused by his son Isa; in ‘Ajlin, the reception hall on the top of
the tower of Aybak, was already built between 1214 and 1215, It's
unlikely, then, that al-Karak, the biggest crusader Transjordan’s site,
didn’t have a place where the Ayyubids could stay once they got in
town, before Dawud arrived. If we consider the fact that 40 years

had passed between 1189 (when al-Adil took al-Karak) and 1229,
when Dawud arrived, it might be possible that the Dar al-Sultdna is
an al- Adil or his son al-Mu‘azzam Isa's palace. In this case, Dawud
would have taken care of the restoration of such building once he
got to al-Karak (repairs were perhaps needed because of the two
carthquakes of 1202 and 1212).The actual building’s name is a clear
reference to its own builder (al-Adil o Isa, Damascus’ sultan),

32. Ghawanimah 1979, Pp. 219; Walker 2011, Pp. 87.

33. Ibn Taghribirdi 1963-1971.

34, Walker 2011, Pp. 89.
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PALACE COMPLEX CA1

12.CF8 and the new niche provides sound evidence of
the presence of the second Ayyubid reception hall,
coeval or predating Nasir Dawud’s CFl (Dar al-
Sultana).

13. Traces of the dismantling of previous structures to the

East of CF7 pavilion.
period and possibly identified with the Qd at
an-Nahhds (Al-Magqrizi 1936, Pp. 632; Ibn
Taghribirdi 1963-1971, Pp. 328) described by
al-Furat (Al-Furat 1936, Pp. 107, 137) as look-
ing towards Hebron and Jerusalem, exactly as
CA2 does.

As for the ‘small iwan’ CF4, we agree with
Robin Brown (Brown 2013, Pp. 317) on its
function as a vestibule access to the al-Karak
palace proper, albeit its chronological position
(Ayyubid or Mamluk) remains dubious. How-
ever, waiting for the final results of al-Karak
investigation (in 2018), we would propose for
CF4 a date to ante 1311, since ashlars similar to

AYYUBID AND MAMLUK
RECEPTION HALLS

Qa'at al-Nasiri

cro G P
Dir al-Sa‘ada L:”‘CFS 0 5 10m

14. Reconstructive hypothesis of the area occupied by the
Mamluk Dar al-Sa‘ada, ca. 1311.

those of this latter building were reused in the
pillars of CF7, the lofty pavilion of the imperial
palace of al-Nasir Muhammad.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the use of stratigraphic build-
ing archaeology as a dating method, in connec-
tion with historical-archaeological (and territo-
rial) Light Archaeology, may appear an effective
tool in order to improve (to a certain extent) pres-
ent day knowledge of medieval Jordan, in both
Crusader and Islamic periods. In fact, thanks to
the possibility of elaborating fully stratigraphic
readings at territorial and site levels without
resorting to excavations, on the one hand, and
to the inner connection of Light Archacology
to historiographic hermeneutics, on the other,
a number of gaps in our understanding of 12t
to 14™ century Jordan could be bridged. The
study of al-Karak palace seems to demonstrate
that this can be done, for instance evidencing
the use of masonry techniques (when recorded
in a stratigraphic framework) as chronological
markers for defining the development stages of
the Ayyubid-Mamluk palatine complex. There
the architectural-stratigraphic datasct constitutes
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15. Light Archaeology in al-Karak castle: chrono-stratigraphic interpretation of upstanding buildings.

a new, direct and independent hisforical source,
to be compared against and considered together
with other available historical records (written,
archaeological and art-historical), in order to in-
terpret the available material and non-material
remains. The case study from ash-Shawbak, in
this regard, shows even further possibilities,
helping clarifying how Light Archaeology can
be used to investigate also broader cultural is-
sues, beyond chronology, including aspects of
ideological relevance for the past societies and
historic phenomena at large. In this regard, if for
al-Karak more data would be needed, especially
regarding the 2% century structures, in order
to draw additional conclusions for instance on
the composition of medieval building teams as
well as on the specific roles of their components
(local/non local, specialized/mon specialized,
‘Little’/Great’) and their degree of integration/
non-integration, such data are available for ash-
Shawbak. Here, the interpretation of the Ayyubid
reception hall, dated through stratigraphic build-
ing archaeology, extends further into the search
for the ‘historic meaning’ of the palace, or, to
put it more plainly, for unveiling the political-

ideological message conveyed by ash-Shawbak
palace’s architecture. The considerations drawn
from anthropological-archaeology, as well as
from the field of Medieval Studies, in this case
broaden the cultural context and setting of the
palace construction. On the one hand, consider-
ing the patron as a bauherr in the Bandmann’s
(2005) sense and not only as a mere sponsor, the
building process is enriched by an ‘ideological’
planning phase, when specific and meaningful
architectural features are selected by the patron
to be included in the conceptual design of the
work. Through this process the palace is being
given a role within the very public discourse
that the lord broadcasts to his subjects, peers and
overlords. Without resorting to a developmental
theory of ‘style’, then, architecture (and partic-
ularly public architecture) is seen as a product
of willing and self-aware manifestation of ‘the
state’ and thus re-introduced among the objects
of historical research and not just among those
of art-history and architectural-history. With
stratigraphy providing a physically-consistent
dating method in order to validate and limit the
field of possible speculation.
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