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Tell Feres, a failed pathway towards urbanism 
in Northern Mesopotamia

Régis Vallet

Recent research on Chalcolithic Northern Mesopotamia has focused on the notion and modalities of 
regionalized evolutionary processes. The evidence for local paths towards social complexity has proven 
to be a major outcome of excavations conducted over the last decades in northern Syria and south-
eastern Turkey.1 In the general Chalcolithic panorama, Iraqi Kurdistan is a little known territory. Despite 
some early research and recent reassessments,2 the Chalcolithic of the Zagros region is almost completely 
unknown. While there is no doubt that the numerous new projects conducted in the region will soon 
modify our understanding of the Chalcolithic, as well as of later ‘imperial’ periods discussed in the 
present conference, research still relies on results obtained in neighboring regions. In this respect, Tell 
Feres, in Syrian Djezirah, is a key site for the identification of regional patterns within the Northern 
Mesopotamian Chalcolithic, due to its long uninterrupted sequence and the large surface areas exposed 
during the excavations. This paper briefly presents the main results obtained, as they provide a sound 
regionalized comparative context for ongoing work on Chalcolithic Iraqi Kurdistan.

After five excavation seasons at Tell Feres (2006-2010), the site had just begun to show its full potential 
for our understanding of the development of proto-urban societies in northern Mesopotamia, and 
particularly the rural component of this important regional transformation. Close to Tell Brak (8  km 

1  Cf. Stein, Alizadeh & Rowan in press.
2  For example Tepe Gawra: Rothman 2002.

Figure 1: Comparative stratigraphic chart (© Mission Tell Feres).
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to the south), the site covers about 4 ha and reaches a height of 7m above the surrounding plain. It was 
chosen because 5th and 4th millennia layers were accessible on the surface. The excavations were located 
on the summit and the northern slope of the tell and uncovered about 900 sq. m. Ten main levels have 
been distinguished (Fig. 1) over a depth of 5 m, ranging from late Ubaid (mid-5th millennium) to Late 
Chalcolithic 5 (3300-3000 BC). 

The deepest level reached, about 2m above the plain at the foot of the tell, is Ubaid (level 10). In 2009, a 
multi-room building containing a kiln, some tools and over-fired sherds, suggesting a pottery workshop, 
was discovered. During our last season in 2010 these remains were one of our main goals, but what we 
found surpassed our expectations. We cleared about 60 sq. m and realized that we were dealing with no 
less than four workshops, symmetrically arranged within the same building: a fifth millennium factory 
for making pottery (Fig. 2). Each production unit was provided with two kilns, a tank for the preparation 
of the clay and benches for the drying of the vessels. Dozens of clay samples with the fingerprints of the 
pottery makers were found on the floor of the building (Fig. 3). One is particularly surprised to see such 
a degree of specialization and above all production organization during the Ubaid. Also, the building 
continues in all directions, and may include more units. Each unit has specific features, for example 
different types of kilns, but more importantly each one was producing the same complete set of the Ubaid 
assemblage, but using different techniques. Besides the usual morpho-stylistic study, all the pottery of 
the site has been examined from a technological point of view, not only the identification of the key 
paste/ware types but also microscopic observation of the “chaîne opératoire” through which the wares 
and forms were produced.3 It appears that at the end of the Ubaid, five different technical traditions 
(“Groupes Techniques”, or “GT”) existed at Tell Feres, sharing at first their pastes (level 10B: the workshops 
communicate through passageways), which is not the case later on (level 10A: the workshops are rebuilt 
isolated from one another). This provides conclusive evidence that pottery production was taken up by 

3  For a complete and thorough study of the Ubaid, LC1 and LC2 pottery, see Baldi 2015.

Figure 2: Ubaid pottery workshops of level 10, from the north (© Mission Tell Feres).
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several distinct social groups, based most probably on kinship, i.e. a lineage-based ceramic production. 
Furthermore, the painted motive repertoire differs between the different technical traditions/groups 
recognized. Thanks to the stratigraphic and extensive approach followed by the excavations, we were also 
able to follow through time and space the distribution and evolution of the assemblage, and to observe the 
dramatic drop of its technical diversity: of the five groups identified at the end of the Ubaid (displaying 
28 different techniques altogether, once taken into account the pastes used) only two remained at the 
end of the LC2 (and 5 techniques only, plus the appearance of the wheel-finishing during the LC2 period). 
Here one can see, and even measure, the development of full-time specialization, i.e. professionalization, 
in the pottery industry, the small number of remaining producers having to satisfy an ever increasing 
demand. Most of this process is achieved at the end of the LC2, and it clearly explains the progressive 
disappearance of painting (Late Ubaid: 20% of painted pottery, LC1: 8.3%, LC2: 1.4%). In addition to that, 
the spatial distribution of the pottery within the settlement showed an unexpected and almost perfect 
coincidence between the architecture and the existing technical traditions/groups (with concentrations 
of about 98% per building), revealing that at the end of the Ubaid people were using the pottery produced 
by and within their own community, and this reality continues through time (the pottery produced by 
different technical traditions is never mingled  – with one exception, see below) despite the decreasing 
number of the producers, allowing us to identify in the actual space of the site the different components 
of its population. But it is also quite clear that the “factory” of level 10 seems oversized compared to the 
site, and played a role on a regional, or micro-regional, scale. In fact, the presence of such a building at 
Tell Feres suggests that the site was of some importance before the rise of Brak, and the finds from the 
next level point in the same direction.

Since the first season in 2006 we know that the following level 9 (9B and 9A, respectively Ubaid and LC1 
in date), contains some exceptional remains (Fig. 4). Until 2009 we thought that we were dealing with two 
buildings, apparently the same size and perfectly aligned, separated by a 2m wide alley: Great Building 1 
(GB1) to the west and GB3 to the east, both surrounded by a deep ditch into which rainwater was drained 
off through shallow gutters covered with sherds. Subsequently GB1 was replaced by a later building, GB2, 
extended further south but also further east over the old alley. That conception was wrong. Continuing 

Figure 3: Clay samples from level 10 (© Mission Tell Feres).
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the excavations in 2010, below the floors of GB2 and further south, we realized that we had in fact just one 
large compound, covering perhaps 250 sq m (Fig. 5). To the east, the so-called GB3 appears to be a great 
hall, situated at the front of the building (Room 9). We do not know if one entered directly into this hall or 
through some vestibule (as suggested by late floors extending through the passageway east of Room 9), 
but in any case the main entrances of the compound were there. To the west, at the back of the compound, 
two rows of three rooms are arranged on each side of a perpendicular room (n°4). We identified several 
doorways in the building, arranged in a linear fashion and intensively used (at least between the main 
hall and the north-west quarter, as shown by the floors), but closed by doors isolating the areas from 
one another. In a second phase (level 9A), the north-west quarter of the compound, and only that part, 
is rebuilt (our so-called GB2) and extended to the south over the Room 4, with a staircase to the south 
(Fig. 6). Roughly the same plan is maintained, with three parallel rooms. The passageway from the main 
hall was blocked and one has to go through room 8, to the south, to gain access to the north-west quarter. 
Except for a large fireplace in the main hall, there were no other features and the building (9B and 9A) 
contained no finds other than sherds, but these gave us, as well as the plan itself, some clues concerning 
its functions. The pilastered front hall (Room 9) contained mainly Coba bowls, and there is no doubt 
that it was some kind of a meeting hall for the settlement. The north-west quarter and its long parallel 
rooms (Rooms 1, 2 and 3) contained mainly jars, of several types (holemouth, flaring rim, “urns” and S 
shape jars) and was clearly dedicated to storage. The south-west quarter with the large Room 4 and its 
associated rooms (n°5-8), displayed a functionally much more diverse assemblage, as one would find in 
an ordinary dwelling, and that part of the building seemed to have been the private quarter of the people 
living there. To our knowledge, this building, grouping behind a ditch in a regular fashion residential, 
storing and public meeting areas, still has no strict formal equivalent (even if parallels may be drawn 
with Gawra XII and its “white room”), and for that reason is a good example of cultural variation inside 
Late Chalcolithic northern Mesopotamia. Furthermore, the Great Building of level 9, alone of the whole 
sequence, contained and mingled pottery vessels of three different technical traditions (GT3, 4 and 5), 
especially in its storage rooms, indicating that the elite began to drain and concentrate local resources, 
a trend that developed rapidly as shown by the extension of the storage instead of the residential area, 
restricted to an upper floor in level 9A (above the north-west quarter, hence the long staircase 4’). In 

Figure 4: Great Building of level 9, from the north (© Mission Tell Feres).
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any case, the presence of a building like this suggests that the site had some demographic and political 
importance during the LC1 period.

Later on, some potters returned, settled in the ruins of the compound and built two kilns (level 8) that 
were not physically connected to a workshop. The place is now exclusively dedicated to firing, and this 
constitutes another step in the specialization process of the pottery industry, one that could explain the 
appearance of the so-called potter’s marks (which rather could have been “firer’s marks” – it has also 
to be noted that the four GT remaining at that time were associated two by two to the kilns). In level 
7, granaries (four of which have been discovered so far) finally cover the ruins of the building (Fig. 7). 
As mentioned above for all other buildings (except GB of level 9), each of them contained pottery of a 

Figure 5: Plan of level 9B (late Ubaid) (© Mission Tell Feres).
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different GT, clearly showing that if storage was concentrated in the same part of the site, it remained 
managed by several lineage-based authorities. The diversity of the conservation techniques also has to be 
pointed out. To the east, one storage feature was made of small squared cells provided with carefully laid 
and thickly plastered mudbrick floors, showing that the goods were kept on the ground. Another Level 7 
granary, in the centre of the trench, was originally a long two-roomed building (14 sq.m.), the basement 
of which was interrupted by narrow openings for ventilation. Above was a platform on which the grain 
was kept. It seems that buildings of this kind were regularly cleaned by fire, for large amounts of ash and 
charred grain accumulated in the area. Botanical remains have been extensively sampled, throughout 
all the levels. The analyses are not yet completed, by M. Tengberg (MNHN, Paris), but we already know 

Figure 6: Plan of level 9A (LC1) (© Mission Tell Feres).
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that the most common plants are cereals (barley and emmer wheat) and pulses. Faunal remains, studied 
by E. Vila (CNRS, Lyon), are mainly of domestic animals (sheep, goat, pig, cattle – with a rise of cattle at 
the LC5 period), but there is also evidence for hunting (hare, gazelle, equids, aurochs, birds - less than 
10% altogether). Twenty-three radiocarbon dates have been obtained on samples of charcoal and grain, 
throughout the whole sequence, but only nine of them are consistent with the stratigraphy, although a 
little older than expected (Poznan dates calibrated with OxCal v. 4.1.5):

Level 9B (Late Ubaid): Poz-46945: 4723-4532 (95.4%), 4690-4584 (68.2%) cal. BC 
Level 9B (Late Ubaid): Lyon-6095: 4721-4546 (95%) cal. BC
Level 9A (LC1): Poz-46944: 4778-4496 (95.4%), 4702-4552 (68.2%) cal. BC
Level 9A (LC1): Poz-49947: 4703-4500 (95.4%), 4619-4545 (68.2%) cal. BC
Level 8 (LC1): Lyon-6093: 4718-4543 (95%) cal. BC
Level 7 (LC1): Lyon-6092: 4513-4353 (95%) cal. BC
Level 6 (LC2): Lyon-6091: 4457-4343 (95%) cal. BC
Level 2B1 (LC3): Lyon-6094: 3701-3630 (95%) cal. BC
Level 1C (LC4): Poz-46930: 3580-3534 (95.4%) cal. BC

The fourteen other samples form two groups that produce roughly the same date, whatever the 
stratigraphic location of the sample, so it seems obvious that they were subject to some pollution within 
the tell itself, a situation that could have resulted from catastrophic floods that inundated the whole 
surrounding plain, a phenomenon recorded by several layers in the stratigraphy. According to the 
available radiocarbon dates, it seems that the LC1 assemblages appear at Tell Feres around 4600/4550 BC.

Figure 7: Granaries of level 7 (LC1), from the west (© Mission Tell Feres).
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Level 6, a little higher up the slope, has been completely cleared at the top of the tell, after removal of 
all the subsequent levels (in particular level 2, see below), and is the most extensively known occupation 
phase, giving us a glimpse of the layout of the site at the beginning of the LC2 period (Fig. 8). We had already 
identified in 2009 a trapezoidal workshop to the north-east with a huge oven, and parts of an enclosure to 
the north with different types of storage features inside (Fig. 9). In 2010 we discovered a tripartite house just 
south of this enclosure. The house is quite small, 7.2 m long and 7.3 m wide, and shows a classic tripartite 
plan with three side-rooms on either side of a central room. Only the vestibule, to the north-west, and a 

Figure 8: Plan of level 6 (LC2) (© Mission Tell Feres).
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Figure 9: Level 6, partial view (© Mission Tell Feres).

Figure 10: Level 6, main entrance of the tripartite building, from the inside (© Mission Tell Feres).
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small part of the central room has been excavated down to the floors. Outside the building, against the 
threshold of the entrance (0.55 m wide, equipped with a door-socket), a shallow pit contained a propitiatory 
foundation deposit, with a cattle mandible and long bone (Fig. 10). Surprisingly, the building has thin walls, 
made from a single row of mud-brick. The main room has a podium in its north-east corner and a rather 
unusual storage feature along its eastern wall: a long row of small mud-brick boxes. To the south, the house 
was flanked by two small silos to the west and by an external kitchen, with a large oven, to the east. On the 
other side of a small alley to the south, several smaller constructions began to appear at the summit of the 
site, showing that it was densely built. But the most unexpected feature of this phase is its regular layout: 
all the constructions are laid out orthogonally, with wide streets (3.5 m) crisscrossing at right angles, with 
a small area kept free in front of the house. In addition, the core of the settlement was surrounded by a 
wall (in dark grey on the plan). This was not a defensive wall, as it is too small and narrow for any serious 
defensive purpose. Its function seems to have been different: one observes that the workshops are outside, 
storage and housing inside. Perhaps the wall also had a social or political function, isolating a specific area 
of the settlement. In any case, this example of proto-urban planning at the end of the fifth millennium 
implies, as mentioned for the previous levels, that the site must have been of some importance to require 
this kind of organization, with a central authority to put it into effect.

After some time (level 6 contains three sub-phases), the area is completely cleared of all its constructions, 
replaced by a new public building, surrounded by underground silos (of which three have been discovered). This 
level 5, once a major goal of the excavations, proved to be very partially preserved. The building has a recessed 
façade set just on top of the northern slope of the tell, and was probably visible from afar in the countryside. Its 
plan appears very simple, with a main room (5.5 m wide), flanked by at least two small annexes to the west and 
a porch (or a vestibule) to the south, where we found one of the entrances to the main room (provided with a 
threshold and a door-socket). It contained nothing but sherds. These proved to belong to the same group (GT5) as 
the pottery coming from the domestic sector of its 
level 9 predecessor, four centuries earlier. But this 
building did not last very long, and was replaced 
by communal granaries. Until 2010, we thought 
that the site, or at least the highest part of it, was 
abandoned after level 5 and that there was a gap 
in the stratigraphy at the transition between LC2 
and LC3. We were wrong. During our last season, 
the removal of later remains at the top of the tell 
revealed two unexpected late LC2 levels (4A and 
4B) as well as the internal structure of the ancient 
tell: the eastern slope of the late LC2 site is right in 
the middle of the present tell, which means that 
all its eastern part belongs to the LC3 and later 
periods. In addition, examination of the pottery 
sequence enabled us to re-date level 2 to late LC3 
rather than LC4 (a date also more in accordance 
with the C14 that we already have for that level, 
see above). So, it appears that the LC3 occupation 
of the site is more important than we thought, and 
in any case there is no gap at all in the stratigraphy. 
Level 4B contains communal storages facilities 
arranged in an Umm Dabaghiyah-like fashion,4 
with linear small cells like the eastern storage of 
level 7. Level 4A has a series of cooking ovens, one 
of which gave a nice sealing (Fig. 11) of a Gawra X 

4  Kirkbride 1975.
Figure 11: Sealing from level 4A (late LC2)  

(© Mission Tell Feres).
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type.5 The site delivered an appreciable amount of 
small finds including, in all levels, grinding stones, 
an abundant lithic industry dominated by obsidian 
(mainly coming from Bingol A and Nemrut Dag, 
but also Aragat in Armenia, according to B. Gratuze 
and S. Boucetta, CNRS, Orléans), and dark stone 
tools: axes, adzes or wood chisels, a few hammers. 
The bone industry is mainly represented by 
points. Terracotta objects include spindle whorls, 
animal figurines and “spectacle idols,” from LC2 
but also LC1 levels (Fig. 12), i.e. the earliest objects 
of this type known at present (which is especially 
interesting from an iconographic point of view as 
it makes a link between the large “eye” painted 
motives of the Ubaid and the later 4th millennium 
“eye figurines”). Fragments of stone vessels were 
found, as well as many personal ornaments: beads 
made in various materials (including carnelian, 
obsidian and turquoise) and pendants with 
incised decoration. There were also hemispheric 
stamp seals and clay sealings with a geometric or 
naturalistic decoration (Fig. 13). 

In Level 3, early LC3, another granary is 
built more to the east, above the thick ashy 
layers produced by the ovens, and in Level 
2 the whole area is covered by a large house 
compound. In 2009 we found its southern façade and the main entrance, to the south-east. In 2010, 
we hoped to find remains of its western wing. We did, but all that the erosion had left was the corner 
of a large room. So, the excavation of level 2 was finally completed, the only operation that we had 
time to finish. Apart from the tripartite house to the north-west, this level was poorly preserved, 
with just one or two (sometimes less) layers of mud-brick, cut through by more than seventy later 
pits and graves. It is a miracle that we were able to excavate that building. But another miracle is that 
the erosion has left just enough of it for us to understand and reconstruct its plan (Fig. 14-15). This 
rectangular compound covered an area of about 425 sq m, (25 m from north to south and 17 m from 
east to west). Its plan integrates an almost Ubaid-like tripartite house into a well-planned compound 
suggestive of those of the end of the millennium (Habuba Kabira, Djebel Aruda, Hassek Höyük).6 As in 
Uruk compounds, the western large room could have been a reception room. In the tripartite house, 
we were able to follow change in the internal layout, especially with the location of the kitchen, that 
shifted through time from the main room (n°11) to a side room (n°8) and vice versa, showing that this 
was still an issue in domestic life. Most of the other rooms of the compound were used for storage, and 
it is clear that the storage needs surpassed by far the household level, as indicated also by the increase 
in jar size. If we are dealing here with a large farm, it was now producing also for the nearby city of 
Tell Brak which had just reached urban size at that time.7 In a few centuries, society had completely 
changed, and domestic architecture reflects that change in a particularly striking way, if one recalls 
the level 6 house, just below. Also, one can note that there is no difference between the houses of the 
rural sites like Feres and the first proto-urban sites, as Hamoukar with very similar compounds shows.8 
This is not really surprising: the formation of a truly urban domestic architecture will take some more 

5  Cf. Rothman 2002, pl. 53:1980 and 2030.
6  Vallet 1997a, 1997b, 1998; Forest & Vallet 2008a.
7  Oates 2002; Oates et al. 2007; Wright et al. 2007; McMahon 2007.
8  Reichel 2011.

Figure 12: “Spectacle idol” from level 7 (LC1)  
(© Mission Tell Feres).
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centuries.9 But the owner of this compound was probably of a high social status, and certainly not the 
least of the village. This is reflected by several facts: the location of the building on top of the site, 
where the public buildings had previously stood, its size and regular layout, but also, beside a small 
number of seals and sealings, a marble mace-head found on a floor of the building (Fig. 16). One final 
observation should be noted. The late compound (2A) contains the mud-brick coffin of a child (Fig. 17), 
that had been looted and partly destroyed soon after the abandonment of the building (the looted 
tomb was covered by LC4 layers of level 1C), but the site continues to be occupied for a while. One can 
hardly imagine that this could have happened if the family living there was still established on the site, 

9  Vallet 1999.

Figure 13: LC1 (409.2), LC2 (201.4 and 313.2) and LC3 (99.2) seals and sealings (© Mission Tell Feres).
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Figure 14: Axonometric view of the level 2B compound (LC3), from the southeast (© Mission Tell Feres).

Figure 15: Reconstruction of the level 2A compound (late LC3) (© Mission Tell Feres).
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and it may indicate, even if this is hypothetical, 
that what remained of the local elite (at least 
that family), finally left the village and settled 
at Tell Brak, because there was no future at 
Tell Feres. So with the compound of level 2, we 
could have a factual example of rural exodus, a 
phenomenon often evocated from a theoretical 
point of view (generally based on surveys) but 
rarely proven. In fact soon after, the rest of 
the inhabitants left the site (in level 1A, early 
LC5, only displaying pits) and founded a much 
smaller settlement on the western tell, where 
the modern village stands.

In conclusion, Tell Feres delivers much new 
evidence that provides significant insights 
into the formation of proto-urban society in 
Northern Mesopotamia. This process not only transformed a few main sites, such as Tell Brak, into the 
very first cities. It also had a major impact on the countryside, where the post-Ubaid settlements were 
progressively turned into satellite productive sites embedded in regional networks. From a strictly local 
point of view, Tell Feres is the story of a failure, a failed pathway towards urbanism. It reached a climax 
in Levels 6/5 and then collapsed, because Brak was too close and probably developed faster. But the seeds 
of the empires to come in Mesopotamia were, in the second half of the fifth millennium, already planted.

Figure 16: Mace head from level 2 (© Mission Tell Feres).

Figure 17: Infant tomb in room 13 of the level 2A compound (© Mission Tell Feres).
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تل فرس Feres موقع نحو التمدنّ في شمال ميزوبوتاميا

ريجيس فالي

يقع Tell feres في الجزيرة السورية،  موقع يعتبر مفتاحاً لتحديد أنماط وجود التمدن في منطقة شمال بين النهرين، ميزوبوتاميا 
في فترة الكلكوليت ، وذلك بسبب طول هذه الفترة، وعرض مكان التنقيب )009 م2(، تم تحديد عشر طبقات أساسية )الشكل 1( 
وتمتد من فترة العبيد المتأخر ) في منتصف الألف الخامس قبل الميلاد إلى آخر الكلكوليت )5()0003-0033 ق.م(. وأعمق 

طبقة وصلت إليه العبيد )الطبقة 01( : الألفية الخامسة قبل الميلاد:

  أفران ومواقد لصناعة الفخار )الشكل 2(. كل واحدة من هذه الأفران تنتج في مرحلتين واحدة لتحضير الطين والثانية مقاعد 
لتجفيف الأواني.

تمّ العثور على نماذج من عينّات من الطين مع آثار بصمات صناع الفخار على أرضية البناية )الشكل 3(. والطبقة التالية طبقة 9 
 )Lc1 9( )الأرضية A الشكل 4( تجمع آثار بقايا مجمع كبير يغطي حوالي 052م2 )الشكل 5( . وفي المرحلة الثانية )الطبقة(
الجزء الشمالي – الغربي من المجمع تم إعادة بنائه، ويمتد إلى الجنوب )الشكل 6(، مصطبة القاعدة الأمامية في )غرفة 9( تحتوي 
على موقد كبير وتحتوي أيضاً على الأواني . وبلا شك هناك ما يشبه قاعة الاجتماع للبناية .الجزء الشمالي – الغربي من المربع 
، والغرفة الطويلة الموازية تحتوي على الجرار الأساسية التي استعملت للخزن. مربع جنوب – غرب )غرفة 4-8( عبارة عن 

سكن اعتيادي أكثر من كونه مجمعا متنوعاً .

وهذا الجزء من البناية يبدو أنه مكان خاص لمعيشة الناس فيه ، على حد معرفتنا. البناية تجمع خلف حفرة بطريقة منتظمة منطقة 
سكنية ، المخازن ومكان الاجتماع العام ، وحتى الآن ليس لها شكل شبيه أو مقارب لها . وفي عهد لاحق عاد الفخاريون واستقروا 

على أنقاض المجمع وتمّ بناء فرنين )الطبقة 8( .

في )الطبقة 7( مخازن الحبوب تغطي أنقاض أطلال المبنى . )الطبقة 7( معروفة فيه فترة السكن والاستيطان على نطاق واسع ، 
وتعطينا لمحة عن تخطيط الموقع لفترة )Lc2( )الشكل8(.

إلى الشمال توجد ورشة على شكل شبه منحرف مع فرن ضخم مع جزء من )دوائر أو حفر مغلقة( مختلفة تستخدم للتخزين )الشكل 
9(، وإلى الجنوب مباشرة من هذه الحفر أو المخازن بيت ثلاثي. وفي مدخل عند عتبة الباب عثر على فك ماشية وعظام طويلة 
)الشكل 01( . ولكن الميزة غير متوقعة في هذه المرحلة مقارنة بالوضع الاعتيادي: كل بناء وضع على شكل متعامد مع شوراع 
واسعة )5،3م( يتقاطع في زاوية قائمة . بالإضافة إلى ذلك تم تطويق البناية بجدار .وفيما بعد تمّ تسوية المنطقة من كل بناء فيه 

وحل محله بناء عام جديد تحيط به مخازن الحبوب )سايلو( )الطبقة 5( يؤكد على المحافظة عليه جزئياً.

)الطبقة B4( تحتوي على مخزن ومرافق مشتركة )الطبقة A 4(، وسط المكتشفات الأثرية ختم )الشكل11( من الأمثلة المعروفة 
طينية  أختام  مع  الدائرية  الأختام  أشكال  بعض   )21 )الشكل   )Lc1( الطبقة  ومن   ،  )Lc2( من   ، الاحتفالية  الآلهة  شاهد  فيها 
)الشكل 31( . في الطبقة 3 )المربع Lc3( مخزن آخر في )الطبقة2(. والمنطقة كاملة يشغلها مجمع على هيئة بيت كبير )الشكل 
41و51(؛ وهذا المجمع المربع يغطي منطقة حوالي 524 كم )71×52( ويضم داخله شكل البيت الثلاثي ، ومخطط له بصورة 

جيدة .

التغيرات فيه إلى نهاية الغرفة خاصة مع تحديد المطبخ الذي تحول بمرور الوقت إلى الغرفة  الثلاثي يمكننا متابعة  البيت  في 
الرئيسة )N.11 ( مع غرفة جانبيه )N.8( والعكس بالعكس .

وأكثر الغرف الأخرى في المجمع استعملت للخزن ، وهذا واضح، فالخزن يحتاج إلى تجاوز مستوى البيوت وزيادة حجم الجرة .

ربما علينا أن نتعامل هنا مع مزرعة كبيرة كانت تقوم بالانتاج للمدينة المجاورة، تل براك فقط كان من المناطق الحضرية آنذاك 
. ربما يكون هذا المجمع ملك رجل من الطبقة الاجتماعية العليا. حيث يؤكد ذلك رأس صولجان من المرمر والذي عثر عليه في 
أرضية البناية )الشكل 61(. المجمع المتأخر )A 2 ( يحتوي على طابوق فيه نعش طفل . والذي تعرض للسرقة بعد هجر البناية 
)الشكل 71(. بعد وقت قصير ، في مستوى )A 1(، المربع )LC5( بقايا النفايات المتروكة من قبل السكان تتشابه مع ما عثر 

عليه في الجهة الغربية من التل، مكان القرية الحديثة.
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طردى فرس  Feres ناوضةى مةدينةت لة باكورى ميزؤثؤتاميا

رِيجس ظاليَ 

طردى فارس لة ناوضةى جزيرة لة سوريا ، ناوضةيةكة بؤ دةستنيشان كردنى شويَنى نيشتة جيَبوون  لة باكورة ميزؤثؤتاميا سةردةمى كلكوليت بةهؤى دووري دريَذى 
ماوةكة و فراوانى رِووبةرى شويَنةكة هةلَكؤلَين لة )009( مةتر دوجا، تيَيدا )01( ضينى بنةرِةتى دةستنيشانكرا ) شيَوةى 1(، دةست ثيَدةكات لةسةردةمى كؤتاى 

عوبيَد )ناوةرِاستى هةزارةى ثيَنجةمى ثيَش زاين( هةتا كؤتاى كلكوليت5 )00003-0033 ث.ز(.

قولَترين ضينى طةيشتة عوبيَد) ضينى 01( هةزارى ثيَنجةمى ثيَش زايين لةطةلَ فرن تواناى دروستكردنى  سراميك هةية )شيَوةى 2(، هةر يةكة لةم ئاطردانانة 
بةرهةمهيَنانى تيَدا يةكيان بؤ ئامادةكردنى قورِةكة و ئةويتريان وشك كردنى كةلوثةلةكان ثاشماوةى نموونةى قورِ دؤزرايةوة. لةطةلَ بوونى جيَ ثةنجةى ئةوانةى 
سيراميكةكةيان دروستكردووة لةسةر ذوورى بينايةكة شيَوةى 3 ئةو ضينةى دوايى )ضينى 9( شيَوةى 4 ثاشماوةى دانيشتوانى طةورى بةجىَ ماوة بة رووبةرى 
052 م دوجا شيَوةى 5. لة قوناغى دووةم )ضينىA9  زةوى LC1( بةشى باكوورى رؤذئاواى كؤمةلَطاكة جاريَكى تر دروستكراو و فراوان دةبيَتبةرةو باشوور 
شيَوةى 6. مصتةبة بنكةى ثيَشةوةى ذوورى 9 ئاطردانيَكى طةورةى تيَداية ثاشماوةى قاث طومانى تيَدا نيية ئةوة جؤريَك بووة لة هؤلَ كؤبوونةوة لة بينايةكةدا 
بةشى باكوورى رؤذئاواى 4 طؤشةكةوة ذوورة دريَذةكة بة شيَوةى تةريب بؤ ذوورى 3 تيَداية ثاشماوةى جةرةكانى تيَداية بؤ خةزن كردن يان وةك كؤطا بةكارهاتووة. 
طؤشةى باكوورى رؤذئاوا  )ذوورى 4 – 8( وةك شويَنى دانيشتن بةكارهيَنراوة و ئاسايية. ئةم بةشى بيناية تةرخان كراوة بؤ ذيانى خةلَك بة ثيَىز نايارييةكانمان بينايةكة 
لة ثيَشييةوة ضالَيَك هةية بةشيَوةيةكى ريَك نيشتةجىَ بوون كؤطاو شيَوةى كؤبوونةوةى طشتيية هةتا ئيَستا هيض شيَوةيةك يان نزيكى ئةم شيَوةية نيية لة دواتر هةنديَك لة 
فوخارين ئةوانةى فوخار دروست دةكةن طةرِاونةتةوة لةسةر ثاشماوةى كةمةلَطا كؤنةكان بيناى فرِنيان دروست كردووة ضينى 8 . لة ضينى 7 كؤطاى دانةويَلَة هةنديَك 
)LC2( شيَوةى 8. بؤ باكوور )وةرشة(  لة ثاشماوةى بيناكةى طرتووة. ضينى 7 زياتر ناسراوة وةكو ضينى نيشتةجىَ بوون شيَوةى ثلانى مةوقيعةكة هةتا سةردةمى 
شويَنى كاركردنى منحرفة لةطةلَ فرِنيَكى طةورة و هةنديَك ناوضةى داخراو )ضالَ( بةكارهاتووة بؤ خةزن كردن شيَوةى 9. بةرووى باشوورى راستةوخؤ لةو 
ضالآنة مالَيَكى سيَ لايية لةطةلَ ضالَيَك و سةكؤى دةروازةكةى تيَداية و ثاشماوةى ئيَسكى ئاذةلَ و ئيسكى طةورة شيَوةى 01. بةلآم ضاوةروان ناكريَت لةم قوناغة لة 

بارودؤخى ئاسايى هةموو بينايةك لةبةر شيَوةى )موتعامد( لةطةلَ ئاطردان )5/3( تةقاتوع لة زاوييةى قاعيمة.

 بيَجطة لةوة بينايةكة بة ديواريَك دةورة دراوة دوايى هةموو بينايةكة تةخت كراوة لة جيَطاكةى بينايةكى تازة دروستكراوة لة دةورى )كؤطا و سايلؤ( هةية ضينى 
4B تيَدا كؤطا و هةنديَك شويَنى هاوبةش هةية، ضينى A4 كؤمةلَيَم فرِنى سوبغ هةية شيَوةى 11 بوونى مؤريَك و شتى بضووك  5 جةخت لةوة دةكاتةوة. ضينى 
شيَوةى سةرةتايى يؤ ئةم واوةندة )الاهة الاحتفالية( شيَوةى 11. لة LC1 LC2 شيَوةى 21 و هةنديَك مؤرى بازنةيى و لةطةلَ ؤرى قورِ شيَوةى 31 لة ضينى 
– 51 ئةم كؤمةلَطاية  كؤطايةكى تر دروست كراوة لة ضينى 2 ناوضةكة بةشيَوةيةكى تةواو وةكو كؤمةلَطا و خانوويةكى طةورة شيَوةى 41   )LC3(  3
شيَوة ضوارطؤشةية ناوضةيةك دطير دةكات 524كم 71*52 ئةم نةخشةيةى تيَدا شيَوةى خانوويى سيَ لايية كة لة ناوةوةي ئةم كؤمةلَطا بة شيَوةيةكى باش كراوة 
  N8 لة تةنيشتى )  N11( لة خانووة سىَ لايةكة دةتوانين ئةو طؤرِانكاريانة ببينين تا شويَنى تةرخان كراو وةكو ضيَشتخانة لة هةمان كاتدا بؤ ذووريَكى سةرةكى
بةشيَوةى ثيَضةوانة و ثيَضةوانةوة زؤربةى ذوورةكانى تر لة كؤمةلَطاكةدا كؤطا بةكارهاتووة ئةميش ثيَويستى بة ئةوةية نزيك كيَلَطةيةكى طةورة بيَت بةرهةمهيَنان 
بؤ شارةكة نزيكى )تل براك( ئةمةش بة بةردةكةويَت )سةرى صولجان( لةطةلَ دالآن لة زةوى بيناكة دؤزرايةوة شيَوةى 61 كؤمةلَطاى دواتر 2A  تيَداية خشتى قورِ 

تابوتيَك مندالَ لة خشتى قورِ A1 ضوارطؤشةى LC5 ثاشماوةى بةجىَ ماوى خةلَك هاوشيَوةى دؤزرايةوة لة بةشى رؤذئاواى طردةكة نزيك لادىَ تازةكة.


