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Abstract

The Uruk culture is one of the most significant cultures in Mesopotamia
which First in the south of Mesopotamia and spread to other regions,
including northern Mesopotamia (Tel Brak, etc.), Iran (Central Zagros,
Central Plateau and Southwest), southeastern Turkey (Hacinebi, Hassek
Hoyiik, etc.), northern Syria (Tel Hamoukar, Habuba Kabira, Jebel Aruda,
etc.) and even Egypt and the Levant. Guillermo Algaze was the first to
make hypotheses about the spread of this culture. Algaze argues that the
lands adjacent to southern Mesopotamia underwent dramatic changes
in society, politics, and economic organization during the Uruk period,
which are influenced by developments in the alluvial lands of the south.
However, the role of indigenous capacities is also important So that natural
environment of these areas has played a significant role in formation the
architecture of the Uruk period and creating architectural features related
to the natural environment. Among the features, we can mention the triple
plan (as the most important architectural feature related to the natural
environment), clay cones and decorative niches, which are the features
of southern Mesopotamia. In some areas, such as Godin and Hassek
Hoytik, an oval courtyard has been obtained which indicates the use of the
site and also the use of Uruk architectural features based on the specific
geographical conditions of the area of the two sites. This research by
descriptive-historical method seeks to assess the question that architecture
to what extent can indicate the influence of Uruk culture in neighboring
areas? By examining the architecture in the Uruk Sites, it can be said the
presence of architectural features along with other cultural elements can
indicate the full influence of Uruk culture on a site Which researchers refer
to as colony, enclave, or large enclave and Sites that are less architecturally
influenced by the influence of Uruk culture; only involved in the Uruk
trade network or their use is a trade station (such as Godin Tepe) and most
of the indigenous capacities have contributed to the formation of their type
of architecture.

Keywords: Uruk Culture, Architecture, Triple plan, Pottery Cone, colony,
Trade Station.
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Introduction

The main framework for studying the spread of Uruk culture was first
established by Guillermo Algaze in the 1980s. He considers the distribution
of Uruk cultural materials in the lands outside southern Mesopotamia to be
a form of informal imperialism that was primarily economic in nature and
in return, they probably received goods based on their production needs,
which were mainly due to the scarcity of raw material resources in the
southern plains of Mesopotamia (Green, 1999: 7). This dependence on
raw resources available in other regions prompted the Uruk people to make
the destination communities dependent on their goods while receiving
primary resources. Perhaps this has led Guillermo Algaze to consider it
an informal imperialism in which there is no mention of military coercion
and hegemonic behavior. In other words, the main category for the spread
of Uruk culture is trade with remote areas. Uruk cultural materials include
architectural forms, wheel-shaped pottery with index forms, administrative
system tools such as carved stone seals, clay tokens, and counting clay
tablets that have also been discovered in neighboring areas.

It seems that pottery and other cultural features of Uruk along with
architecture can determine the degree of influence of Uruk immigrants
on other sites, However, in this study, an attempt has been made to study
the influence of Uruk culture on other regions through the architectural
typology of neighboring regions and the role of Uruk architecture in the
architecture of the affected areas, while the native talents of each region
will be considered.

Significance of the study: What has been given more attention in previous
studies on Uruk culture is the category of its influence and expansion, and
among the characteristics of its influence, most of the pottery of this culture
has been studied.

In this research, an attempt has been made to study the influence of Uruk
culture on other regions through the architectural typology of neighboring
regions and the role of Uruk architecture in the architecture of the affected
areas, while the native talents of each region will be considered.

Question and Hypothesis: This study seeks to assess the question
to what extent architecture can indicate the influence of Uruk culture in
neighboring areas?

Examining the architecture in Uruk areas, it can be stated that the
presence of architectural features along with other cultural elements can
indicate the full influence of Uruk culture on a site.

Research Method: This research is a descriptive-historical method and
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according to the title and the question, the principles of new publishing
have been used.

Literature review: Many researchers have studied the culture of Uruk
and its spread in neighboring areas, in addition to Guillermo Algaze, who
established the main framework for the spread of Uruk culture in the
1980s, Other researchers such as Gil Stein, Mitchell S. Rothman, Barbara
Helwing, etc. have studied this culture and related data, but the category of

architecture has received less attention.

Architectural features of Uruk

Uruk architectural features in neighboring areas include Tripartite plan,
decorative niches, decorative clay cones, which in this study in the
highlands and plains have been studied separately and also its use in
public and residential buildings, has been noticed. The oval courtyard,
although not one of the architectural features of Uruk, has been used in
areas influenced by this culture and probably indicates the use of the site in
the Uruk commercial network. In this regard, the Tripartite plan has been
used more in areas affected by this culture, and in the neighboring areas
of southern Mesopotamia, in addition to monuments, it can also be seen in

residential buildings.

Conclusion
Trade is considered as an important feature in the development of Uruk
culture and it seems that with the establishment of Uruk business network,
the dissemination of ideas and cultural materials to neighboring areas has
occurred, but this spread of ideas has not caused neighboring areas to be
completely influenced by this culture. The natives of these areas have also
played a role in shaping architecture. As the Tripartite plan, decorative
clay cones, decorative niches and oval courtyard in this period in different
areas show the impact and effects. The Tripartite plan was first used in
monuments in southern Mesopotamia, and with the spread of Uruk culture
in neighboring areas, it has been widely used in residential areas.
Finally, it can be said that the presence of architectural elements of
Uruk culture along with other features such as cylindrical seals and
Bevelled-Rim Bowl in areas under the influence of this culture, makes
it possible to distinguish between two issues of Uruk-influenced area
(such as Hacinebi, Tel Brak) or the only area involved in the Uruk culture
exchange network, such as: Kenan Tepe (southeastern Turkey), Tel Leylan,
Godin, etc. were distinguished. These areas involved in the exchange



/

.4
. :‘ :.
Faraji Cheshme-Zangi et al.; Evaluation of New Diffusion in... ug% I P
/ * FO=A s,

AN

network of their neighboring areas are seen by buildings with decorative
niches in their facades, cones embedded in the walls consisting of colorful
geometric patterns, Tripartite plan buildings with a central hall and a series
of arches, are diagnoses. In fact, the area that has these characteristics can
be considered as an area under the complete influence of Uruk.
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period and beyond (adapted and modified
from: Mine and Emberling, 2016: 2). Below:
simple tripartite plan (Erarslan, 2011: 143.
Fig. 1, Kubba, 1998).
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Fig 3. Above: Plan of a simple cruciform
building at Tell Madhur (Kubba, 1998).
Below: Tripartite Plan of Tell Madhur, in
which the use of spaces is determined on the
basis of the preserved objects (Roaf, 1989).
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Fig 4. Above: Tripartite plan at Tell Abada
- northern Mesopotamia in the Uruk period
(354. Fig 2. Jasim and Oates, 2014: 354, Fig.2)
Below: Kheit Qasim, building with tripartite
plan (Forest-Foucault, 1980: 223, Fig. 3).
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Fig 6. Top: Habuba Kabira, room number 40,
tripartite plan with two rectangular reception
rooms (Siirenhagen, 1986), below: Jebel
Aruda, tripartite plan (Driel, 2002).
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of Late Chalcolithic Age tripartite plan
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Below: Tell Brak, use of the tripartite plan in
the Eye Temple (Heinrich 1982).
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Fig 8. Above: Arslan Tepe, architectural
reconstruction of the site (Sagona and
Zimansky, 2009:158). Below: Decorative
niches in Room No. 2 of Godin Tepe, period
VI (Gopnik and Rothman, 2011: 95).
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from Gopnik and Rothman, 2011: 93). Below:
Clay cones used in Uruk period architecture
(taken from: Hirst, 2020).
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Fig 12. Above: Reconstruction of Godin’s oval

courtyard and internal structures (Gopnik
and Rothman, 2011: 84). Below: Hassek
Hoyiik, the ground plan of the fortress with
the building complex inside, built according
to tripartite plan (Sagona and Zimansky,
2009: 156).
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1. Highland

2. Lowland

3. Enclave

4. Gil Stein

5. Courtyard

6. Transept

7. Tri-Cruciform Building
8. Tell Abada

9. Kheit Qasim
10. Gynoecium
11. Eye Temple
12. Grilled

13. Gate-house
14. Mittelsaalhaus
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