
 
 

The stone foundation of the 4m-thick MB2 city wall [1] is 
visible on the surface at many locations around the  lower 
tall. By the time this photo was taken, a 2m sub-ba lked 
section [2] in Trench LA28 had already exposed five  
courses of the foundation. As Bronze Age city walls  go, 
this one was certainly substantial, but it turned o ut to be 
only the tip of the iceberg on the MB2 defenses. 
 

An MB2 street [1] seals against an MB2 house founda tion 
[2] and the city wall [3]. This was our initial ind icator that 
this particular city wall section functioned during  MB2. 

The 4m-thick city wall [1] was used during MB2, but  was it 
constructed during that period? The answer to this ques-
tion became clear during Season Five, 2010. In fact , it was 
built toward the end of MB1 or beginning of MB2, ca . 1800 
BCE, according to related ceramic finds. Earlier st ructures 
are also visible [2]. 
 

Visible in this Photo are: MB2 city wall [1]; MB2 h ouse 
foundation inside the city wall [2]; and MB2 street  [3] that 
may have served as a ring-road around the inside of  the 
city wall. 
 

Visible in this photo: the MB2 city wall [1]; MB2 h ouse 
foundation [2]; MB2 street [3] IBA/MB1 house wall [ 4]; EB3 
house foundation [5]. 
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MB2 City Wall and Defensive System,  
lower tall 
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In the photo above, the MB2 city wall proper [1] is  4m thick. 
The inside face [2] is to the right, the outside fa ce [3] is to the 
left. A portion of the EBA city wall [4] is also vi sible. A sloping, 
earthen-mudbrick rampart system built against the o utside 
face of the MB2 city wall buried all the fortificat ion architecture 
from previous periods, including the massive 5.2m-t hick EB2/3 
city wall. The resultant horizontal width of the MB 2 defenses—
with city wall and rampart system—in Trench LA.28 is  33m. 
One of the principal questions con-cerning the MB2 lower city 
fortifications is the nature of the 36° sloping gla cis of the 
rampart (36° is a standard average for MBA rampart slopes, 
and the glacis of the upper city rampart at Tall el -Hammam is 
also 36°). Was the facing of the rampart a single s traight slope, 
or tiered with multiple 36° slopes? The benefit of a tiered or 
stepped rampart would be that multiple 36° slopes c ould be 
employed—making the defensive advantage even more 
formidable—and also the system would use much less c on-
struction material by lowering the height of the ra mpart 
relative to the height of the city wall. 

In the photo to the right (a northward view), virtu ally the 
entire width of the MB2 city wall and rampart syste m is visible 
(the only missing portion is a few meters toward th e viewer 
where the mudbrick terminates at a shallow rock sca rp). It is 
36 meters—Squares LA.28N 1-S1—from the inner face of the 
city wall [1] to the nearest balk line [10] (the wi dth of the trench 
in the foreground is 2m, and is 5m toward the top o f the photo; 
it cuts diagonally across the wall lines of the MB2  defensive 
system). The 5.2m-thick EB2/3 city wall [2] sits ju st outside the 
MB2 city wall foundation, providing a substantial f ooting for 
the thickest part of the MB2 rampart—an advantage no t lost on 
the MB2 builders. From top to bottom, the visible f eatures of 
the MB2 defensive system are: the 4m-thick city wal l [1]; the 
5.2m-thick EB2/3 city wall foundation [2] re-used a s an internal 
footer-stabilizer for the thickest part of the ramp art; a 4.8m-
wide swath of engineered fill [3] (excavated away i n the trench) 
taking up the space between the EB2/3 wall [2] and a 1.8m-
thick internal, un-faced stone stabilizer wall [4];  a 4.8m-wide 
swath of well-laid mudbricks [5]; a 1m-thick intern al, un-faced 
stone stabilizer wall [6]; a 2.7m-wide swath of wel l-laid mud-
bricks [7]; another 1m-thick internal, un-faced sto ne stabilizer 
wall [8]; and an 8m-wide swath of well-laid mudbric ks [9] (out 
to a short rock scarp). From the top of the preserv ed mud-
bricks near the outer edge of the rampart [10] to t he top of the 
extant stone foundation of the MB2 city wall [1] is  a rise of 7m 
over a perpendicular-horizontal distance of 24m, th us pre-
serveing a straight-configuration slope of 16.26°. Given that 
this particular location is one of the shallower sl opes around 
lower Hammam, it’s remarkable—after at least 3,500 y ears of 
surface exposure subject to erosion, farming, and b ull-
dozing—that about 45% of the original MB2 rampart s till 
exists. We’re now eying a particular section of the  lower tall 
about 200m to the west of Trench LA28 where the pre served 
slope approaches 36°. It’s quite possible that a ne arly-intact 
segment of the MB2 defensive system may still exist  in that 
location.  
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The MB2 defensive system was constructed directly o ver 
the previous fortifications built originally during  EB2. The 
EB2/3 city wall and its ringing exterior roadway [1 ] were 
used continuously until the MB2 system was commis-
sioned. At that point (ca. 1800 BCE), layers/piles of engi-
neered fill [2] covered the area between the preser ved 
height of the EB2/3 city wall (out of photo to the left) and a 
newly-installed internal stabilizer wall [3]. Three  such 
internal stabilizer walls were installed within the  mostly-
mudbrick rampart. Indeed, all the material between this wall 
[3] and the other stabilizer walls is mudbrick laid  directly 
over bedrock without fill. 
 

Mudbricks [1] occupy the space between the several inte-
rior stabilizer walls of the MB2 defensive rampart.  One of 
those walls [2] is visible at the left of the photo . 
 

 
The perspective of this photo provides a good view of the 
stone components of the MB2 defensive system (N is left). 
Visible are: the MB2 city wall [1]; the EB2/3 city wall [2] 
(buried by the MB2 construction); MB2 internal ramp art 
stabilizer walls [3, 4, 5].  

 
Trench LA.38, 60m to the W of Trench LA.28. Bulldoz ing 
and agricultural activities have destroyed most of the MB2 
city wall foundation [1] in this location. However,  intact 
mudbrick sections [2] and internal stabilizer walls  [3] are 
visible. 
 

Trench LA.38: mudbricks [1] and an internal stabili zer wall 
[2] in the MB2 rampart. 
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