Chapter IX

CONTINUITY AND CHANGES IN THE ELITE FOOD MANAGEMENT
DURING THE 4™ MILLENNIUM BC.
ARSLANTEPE PERIODS VII AND VI A: A COMPARISON*

Maria Bianca D’Anna, Paolo Guarino

The aim of this chapter is to define the changes in the nature of the centralised economy
of food at Arslantepe in the 4th millennium BC through the comparison of the archaeological
evidence from the public buildings of periods VII (LC 3-4) and VI A (LC 5). Thanks to several
years of dedicated excavation, Arslantepe offers the opportunity to follow, through fine-grained
archaeological evidence, the development of complex socio-economic processes from their
formative phases to their more elaborated configuration. This is the case for the formation
process of a centralised economy system during the 4* millennium BC.

Excavations of the early phases of period VII, in the western part of the mound of
Arslantepe, unearthed some residential structures that, due to their scale and internal features,
stood out from the other buildings of more modest nature discovered on the north-eastern

part of the site. This variability in size and architectural layout of the domestic structures

had already suggested the presence of some forms of social stratification and possibly the

emergence of elite groups, but it was with the discovery of Building XXIX or Temple C
(end of period VII-LC 4) that the discourse of social complexity in Ar§lantep§ was elc_evated
to an entirely different scale. It provides the evidence for redistrlbunye actwme's directly
associated with an administrative system through which the economic transactions were
controlled and recorded. Building XXIX was an imposing and monumental structure wh(?se
large central room (A900) had a central platform and decorated.walls. Its floors and fills
yielded a large quantity of mass produced bowls, many cla.y seal.m'g-s and few fra'gr'nentz‘iry
storage jars'. These finds, interpreted as evidence of redistnbutlon‘actmtles und_er adm.xnlstr?t|ve
control, suggest that these practices were somehow erpbeddeq in a ceremonial sgttmg v»hefe
large numbers of people were brought together in an ideologically charged enqunmem. A,t
the end of period VII a centralised economy seems to be alreaQy estabhsh?d at Arslantepe:
the elites of these periods might have been able to monopolise €CONOMIC TESOUICES and

control the labour force.

Tmthank Susan Pollock for having read the final draft of this paper also suggesting future research

directions.
" Guarino 2008; Frangipane 2000c; 2001a.
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In order to substantiate these interpretations it is useful to look at Earle’s? theory of ideology
which he describes (also in line with neo-Marxist theories) as an apparatus of ideas and beliefs
fashioned and manipulated by elites in order to reinforce and legitimise their control over
economy and therefore their power; its translation into physical events like ceremonies, rituals,
symbols and monuments is the ‘materialisation’ of ideologies. Among the materialisation
processes indicated by Earle, which allows those ideologies to be controlled, one that is
particularly relevant for our case is the organisation of ceremonial events that can be controlled
by restricting participation to certain groups of people, for example, thereby demonstrating to
the community that they are able to afford the costs of ceremonies and legitimising their right
to perform such ceremonies. \

Ceremonies and public events are powerful means of social power negotiation, thanks
to their immediacy and their ability to involve large portions of the community?. The
frquent association of feasts and ceremonies with public consumption of food and/or drinks
proyndes an important connection with the material remains that archaeologists may expect
to find in sites where these kind of ceremonial practices were performed. Archaeological
indicators of collective consumption of food are, for example, monumental spaces, large
congentrations of serving vessels as well as cooking and storing areas*. These thoughts
are important when it comes to the interpretation of the archaeological data offered by
Arslantepe VII and VI A. ©
o .5 ted mmans e e, oy a2 T has bocn ecnty e

nks are shared. Feasts can
create, re‘produce and manipulate social relations of inequalities. They are also a powerful
means of converting econorr.lic capital into symbolic capital and may stimulate and help
processes of goods and prestige accumulation. These approaches appear particularly fruitful

’when lqokmg at.pol%tical.and economic systems based on the centralisations of primary goods
and their redistributions in the form of food rations.

lfollowmg t‘hese li.nes of thoughts, it can be argued that what we see at the end of
Arslantepe VII is the picture of an elite o

! roup that is pow g i tal
structure, which Building XXIX must ﬁavepbeen, al?le tzrfclz)ln?:lu;rl:dt(inzurﬁiglg: rzllug;ertnaiﬂ
:}:O:S‘: (‘)’? zﬁ[\)/le Pfl oducts (hence the. redistribution activities at least partly controlled through
which st Sela Ings). but also still in need of the ideological legitimisation of its power,
hy ouid expiain the ceremonial setting provided by Building XXIX. In favour of this

ypothesis is also the tripartite layout of the plan of this building. In 2003 Frangipane’ discussed

the im iparti iti
the & Ponancg of the’mpamte plan tradition that traces back to the Ubaid domestic structures
Viesopotamia and is then transferred to public buildin

underlain by the emergence fleadin important symbolic meanings as it was probably
how another fund gence of leading groups within the community. Frangipane also remarks
economic Centraliar?emal change to occur during the 4* millennium B.C., the emergence of

sation, changed further the function of these public buildings, which became

* Earle 1997,

* De Marrais er al. 1996,

f Dictler. Havden (eds.) 2001,
* Frangipane 2003,
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PerioD VII BuiLpInG XXIX (TemPLE C)

In this chapter we present the archaeological evidence from period VII public structure
which, as mentioned earlier, provided the first indication of centralised economy in Arslantepe.
Building XXIX (fig. [1.6) found on the western slope of the mound, just to the nortt} of
period VI A palace is an imposing and monumental structure built on the highest spot of the
Chalcolithic mound raised by an imposing foundation made with large stone slabs and layers
of mud. The architectural layout reflects the tripartite module, with a large rectangular main
room connected to smaller rooms located along both its longer sides. This type of plan _is
clearly similar to the monumental buildings so typical of the Ubaid period in Mesopo@mm
and little known in the upper Euphrates area®. The scale of Building XXIX has no comparison
in any other contemporary building excavated in the prehistoric levels of the site: the cer‘)tral
room (A900) is about 18m long and 7m wide, its walls are 1.6m thick. The. thickness of the
walls could have supported either a very high ceiling or a second floor. The internal structure
is also indicative of a building of exceptional quality and characteristics. A plaster?d rectangular
platform of about 3m by 5m stands in the middle of the main room. Traces of three heqnhs
were found, one of them on top of the central platform, the otber two nor‘th of ther plat‘tomT
along the long axis of the room; next to these, fragments of and.m)ns were found. Wall m'che.s
were located in direct association with the doors leading to the side rooms. In the north-eastern
corner of the main room the walls were decorated with figurative painti.ngs. Only th; two
rooms on the east side of the central room were preserved, the western side (?f the building
was badly damaged by the natural erosion of the mound. Of these two side roohms the
northernmost (A950) was very well preserved. The walls were still standing to more‘t“anfoge
meter and the internal deposit was well sealed and virtually intact, only the sm;th fwi of t ;
room was partly ruined by a large modern trench. A door on the west wall of t eh romﬂ
connected this area with A900; a brick bench was found along th§ corner between t e(eag
and the south wall of the room. The southernmost of the twoA 95(1)((1)6 rooms (A932). partly
damaged he same modern trench, also had direct access to . ' )

Tl%e mt:l)tletrials that were found on the floors of Building XXIX haye prf)v1d§d]us with a
wider understanding of the kind of activities that were carried out Wlthln (fig. I ; 1h oo

Scattered on the floor of the central room (A900) and in the layer tgé;?‘&re“ ”_e Ao
almost 600 mass produced bowls made of Chaff Coarse Ware were tounz‘ ( ::[; X. A an f‘r();;
with the fragments of six storage jars and two small beakers (fig. lx'h' a, rt hl)of ttlx)e central
two fragments of andiron found next to one of the two small hearths t(; tA ;;1(;)
platform and two flakes of flint, no other artefacts lay on the floor of . very similar

Figures for the A950 (the northern small room) ceramic distribution rbodouced wls were
trend to the one already seen in A900 (fig. 1X.1: ). About 300 mass ﬁ lirdrical beakers
found between the floor and the fill® of the room together with six Smaf cy it e floor of
one pithos and 6 carinated beakers. Virtually no other artefacts were found ¢ 0

the room.

* Frangipane 2001a: 9: Frangipane 2003. For the case of the Ubaid site of Degirmentepe in the Malatya plain sec
ngipane a: 9; Frangt 5.

also Esin, Harmankava 1991; Stein. Ozbal 2006. It of a calculation of an "estimated vessel equivalent” (Oron et
7 Guarino 2008: the number of the bowls is the resuit of 2 ¢
al. 1993: 21). uesests that some bowls were stored on & second
2344 - ”

) m sug
* The concentration of bowls in some areas of the fill of the roo!
storey of the room or at least on shelves above the floor.
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Fig INUT - a-p: Mass-produced bow|

s stacked upside-down in rooms A932 3 Building XXIX (scale 1:3.if not different
. 32 (@) and A950 (b); c: the southern of o _ : the assemblage of Building
the main room AS00 with bowls on the floor. (0: i thes per Fig. 1X2 - Pottery sample from
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The materials found on the floor of A932 (the southern small room, fi g. IX.1: a) are quite
consistent with those found in the rest of Building XXIX. Again the quantity of the mass
produced bowls (roughly 220 in total) is impressive; these together with six small storage jars
and a funnel are important for the possible interpretation of the activities carried out in the
room. Two cylindrical beakers and one carinated beaker were also found. The bowls, the
cylindrical beakers and the funnel were produced from the chaff coarse ware while the other
objects had a red slipped and burnished surface. Together with the bowls and the other pots,
a number of clay sealing fragments were grouped on the floor of A932°.

Assuming that Building XXIX was abandoned to a slow decay rather than suddenly
destroyed', we have to keep in mind that the portable materials found in it might represent
only part of the overall assemblage that was in use during the last phase of life of the building.
Attempting nonetheless an interpretation of the archaeological evidence, the presence of only
few functional classes might enforce the idea that very specific activities were carried out in
Building XXIX. Also the trend in ceramic distribution seems to be quite consistent for the
whole building. The association of several hundred bowls with some jars and beakers would
S€em to suggest that the activities carried out in Building XXIX consisted of large-scale
communal events during which foods or drinks (or possibly both) were distributed and
consumed. The fact that in the side rooms (A950 and A932) the bowls were found stacked
ups:de-do-wn, and that in A932 they were associated with a fairly large number of cretulae
(clay sealings) suggested that the two rooms were used as store rooms where both the bowls
ready for. use and cretulae already removed from containers were kept. The crefulae had been
used during the transactions involved in the distribution of meals.

Although the absence of cooking pots and the rarity of food storage facilities in Building

XXIX could pe due to the reuse of these objects in other contexts after the abandonment of
the structure, it may also suggest th

during the ceremonies took place
foodstuff would be brought into th

PERIOD VI A TEMPLE A AND TEMPLE B

OCClIln i::je tiast c;:qtungs qf the 4th millex_mium BC, the large area exposed so far was mainly
p Y public buildings. These, built next to each-other progressively expanded, filling

up the south—.westem flank of the Chalcolithic mound!! ’ ’
func'l;?;n ;ucbol;;ptl):;lg;nﬁgs hlim!t during period VI A on several terraces constituted a multi-
specialoat ik of : }% y mtf:r‘-relate.d structures, characterised by a high degree of internal
pechal reser;t e fth prevailing r«;l{glOU; and ceremonial functions, others intended for
p ative, economic or administrative functions. Redistributive and administrative

activiti i
o ©s as well as commensal consumption of meals were carried out at different scales and
S In most of the spaces of the VI A public complex'?.

’ Mezzasalma 2008,
“ Building X3 i show any sj
i o Cgmr;Ii(oéirl;i x;ogt( ;(?ow any sxé_rns of sudden destruction, in fact the traces of bat bones retrieved from the
) - A900. suggest ilding w. s evi
oo oo impucgti“es ed that the building was abandoned and left 1o decay slowly. This evidence

i ‘ ons regarding the formation of the i i .

X 1ports Q archaeolo mains

or;fhe buxldr'ng as it was recovered during the excavation, il depost thar excted he e
"Alvaro in this volume,

2D An i g . .
Anna in this volume: Frangipane 1997 Frangipane (ed.) 2004; Frangipane ez al. 2007
S & . .
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The location of the public buildings within the Chalcolithi'c tell and in relati(:n t?‘the
surrounding territory as well as the orientation of the long corridor plage the cc})lmp exd dbtiaq[:
interface between the plain and the higher area of the VI A mound occupied by the residentia

STdinogl3 \
bml{"l:rlrfsle.B is highly integrated in the palatial complex. Its onl)./ access fages the entlraréce‘:v;):
what seems to be a massive structure (A830)'*. At the moment of its de§truct|on. Temp € A45£)
still in use as a ceremonial building. The materials were ?oncentrated in th;e malfndf(s)t?:;t o0
(fig. VIILS): pithoi, sizeable cooking pots, large necked jars, and two b;tttes 0 EdnbOWlS a‘nd
Uruk type lay in the north-western and south-eastern corners. Four high-s eriltms Dows and
e e s Gumne whch heh quaniis of food and ks wete onsumed
Temple B hosted ceremonies during‘ which high quantities o O eutation of
by a restricted number of people. Evidence for hrmtgd administrati e ame
foods is offered by a small amount of cretulae set aside on the upper of the small entrees

s. At any rate, as suggested in chapter 8, the leve}s o'f.exclusmns and inc ¢
:;):;nbers of t)ile VI A soccigty from these apparently dlfcn;:;alo Ii;e?;Zs ‘3555;; t;)dgz ;})r:\hiliz “:

Temple A “was built at a slightly later stage on a terrace ¢ ge of e e
even thgugh in view of the horizontal stratigraphlc”‘s;tuatlon it may”alsncir;llz::: rboe;;?1 Su:v 2:: x
the same time as at least part of the other structures .The two small e e e o
full of large and medium-sized vessels that it seems un.llk.ely tfl}at {)/6}(1)1[)4) o o
through these rooms in the final phase of use of the building ( lgl; ﬂoc.)r .Wh“e S
A42 some mass-produced bowls and high-stemmed' bowls lay orll t i/ oo d} o ded These el
stairwell of the building (A77) animal bones, ceramics and cren;l aetzem O esttion.
sealings suggest that redistribution activities were carried out in the temp

. sed to store

In the final phase of its life, before its destructlon,h Temple /r\e V;’?;lgr(;za:z ol::ste d by the
- iotri a rather meag . e ‘

goods and possibly also to redistribute them on that in the main room A2 ritual and/or

small number of mass produced bowls. It is pc?ssible _ RO
f hosted, as the presence in A42 of hi gh-stem s
roduced bowls suggests. Other he entrance room Ad6. Cooking

int
produced bowls suggests. Other open shaped VCSSCIS_ lay ts. whose capacity does not reach
activities are witnessed by the large number of cooking pots,

in laid against
. kull found nearby the basin  agair
itres'”. Unique is the presence of a human s ‘ '8 Activities of a
:)l?ey (::rrllcfii lvlv&iﬁrzsf t.h[emrl:)lom togefher with a small cluster of animal bonensts. Activ
’ ibly in different moments.
different nature were performed in Temple A, possibly 10 differ

COMPARISONS BETWEEN VII AND VI A

outline of the public buildings. the most

. i d the . . ;
Besides the general structure of the site an uring the transition from the LC 4 and

meaningful changes which took place at Arslantepe

During the

. ings is not clear vet.
o jon of Arslantepe’s surroundings currences of
3 Actually our knowledge of the Chalcolithic occupation o Aere )‘i‘::l:ded LC 5 evidence and the occurmences of
) =

i - five sites h

three-year survey project on the Malatya plain. onl). fg'e'\locem 2008: D'Anna et al. 2008).
LC 5 sherds in these sites are often extremely scanty (D1 :

" See Alvaro present volume.

"> D’Anna present volume.

'* Frangipane 1997: 49. o

7 As fgr mean capacity and standard deviation, the p?(;ential area mo
of the containers intended for cooking found in the res

* Frangipane, Palmieri 1983a: 321.

i ssemblage resembles that
le A cooking pot assembiage
e Te“:: than that of Temple B cooking pots.
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LC'5 periods relate to a stronger economic centralisation and the pervasiveness of administrative
control. A further comparison of the socio-economic systems of Arslantepe VII and VI A
societies can be attempted through the analysis of the functional and organisational aspects
of pottery production. The organisation of pottery production'®, fabrics, shapes and surface
treatments of pottery changed markedly from period VII to VI A. Probably these changes were
linked to different social organisations and to the new relationships that VI A communities
experienced with the Late Uruk communities and the Anatolian world. Nonetheless it is also
evident that one element of continuity between the two periods is the presence of the mass
production of bowls, which is deeply and structurally linked to the political and economic
organisation of these Late Chalcolithic communities.

Although this particular class of pottery is very common in most of Arslantepe VII contexts,
the massive concentration of bowls and their distribution in Building XXIX is unique and
represents a statistically meaningful assemblage. All the bowls found in Building XXIX share
similar characteristics. They are all made with chaff-tempered ware, the surfaces are normally
coarse or roughly smoothed and generally the core of the vessels is not fully oxidised. These
characteristics and a great degree of formal variability seem a direct consequence of the

of production than formal standardisation

bf)\-vls can be divided in three groups®' on the basis of differences in the manufacture processes
v1§lbie on their surfaces: some of them had the external surface ‘regularised’ around the base
with a scraper (fig. IX 2: e. 2); others had ‘string cut’? marks on their base; and finally some
others only had a simple flat base (fig. 1X.2: ¢, £, h). Th
vessels that were made roughly at t

ssels th . he same time and used contemporaneously in the same
building is evidence of the coexist

“scraping marks (fig. IX.2: @), It is important to note,

¢ need to regularise the profiles of the vessels with

X rgued on the evid - d bowls
of the subsequent Arslantepe period VI A Svidence that the mass-produce

Sions of scram: ) . flod - were all wheel thrown and none of them showed
S120S ot scraping (see D'Anna in this volume, fig. VIiL.1a). The occurrence of the typical

R;wlﬂ}iz g;cdg:f »p(Zucrs" mra‘rks (see for ex‘an?ple in fig. IX2: ¢, Jo R, distinctive of period VII and indicative of the
p' s itterent workshops (see Trufelli 1994 for more detailed discussion), disa pears in period VI A. At the
\a;‘x"‘mrumc the use of the potter’s wheel became more widespread , ’ "

* Costin, Hagstrum 2005: Rice 1991, .
- For more details see Guarino 2008,
= These Signs are left by the Wir stri i
haped Re e ﬁgs o 664 )O_T string used to detach the pot from the wheel or tournette on which it was

- These techniques were ossibly applied i

s olues “2‘3(4 o ppiied at differeng stages of the production process.
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mould/hand-made Late Uruk Bevelled Rim Bowls is very scanty in all pe.riod Vi A struc:;xrtc;;
The VI A wheel-thrown truncated conigal b.OWIS appear to be a posinble do?tc;::r.;q(
manufacturing and shaping processesdvi51(t1)l§ in lvarlous g:g:ga\:;l(:f\;?; ;nCh;(l)m“,th‘i.C s

Large concentrations of mass-pro uced bowls are a : me ,h ol irea e
i ia. Their abundance, during the 4th and 3rd mlllenqla BC as lpkp‘ dan
gili\gf;; I()1(::tljlz$elain which several scholars havc? argued about the possible ln(t)esl:e;;restin;:::s ;);Ut:;
funcction and use of these artefacts. Manyl dlfferentt L:s((;sl 22;i5?7een prop :

i 5 % i resentati )
con;intll:i;’sgrz? i;rsll(z)ilrlllt(ii)e ’\t/??ztrll(c)invtiox tlsl’eI;xypothesis that the bowls coulq;ave been u;:j
istri rations of food is backed up by convincing evi ence‘ provide:

;)(; (zfltrlct:)l:lt:er?ggtif)?lnil;r?ﬁe bowls in a building with specific ceremonial features and their
Conzt:r)igiﬁlef SSizzleatcl)?ne\‘:\;ggnf:lea)i’nszztill;gii of the idea that Arslantepe VIl. bowls in ,Bu”:: x:i
XXIX were Esed to distribute food/drink rations rests on the fact th;l)t2 ;hg:a\\;(:lr‘ uonz)e: Js(e)gnson
cluster around two main peaks (between 400-600 ml a'm'i 8009010 m u.Sl ' differgm e
1973, this could be explained with the intention (?f proxfld}ng glmudtal;le()(, enzer ferent quanities
of foz)d for different ‘types’ of labourers, possibly dlstmgmsh(ei | )/W,:e ; dea;ee¢0% bt
Period VI A mass-produced bowls have a more closed ghape and a a(;so tendcm o anen.
they are smaller than period VII ones, nonetheless their voz)t(x)mels29 B aioane tms compared
two peaks (much as those of period VII), 50()?600 and 650-8 ; ;n jémdetcNagr eriod. Tiking
VI A bowls’ trend with the rations recorded in texts dated tc; eeen O P abira) with
the differences in absolute volumes of Arslantepe powls (also inces of small-medium_large
Uruk III texts. She also stresses the relatively consistent occurr

bowls and rations®.

e two periods. it is
Comparing the architectural layout of the monumental areas of th p:

. i ture in a high spot of

idi built as an isolated structure 1 SOt

i i arent that Building XXIX was. : X lity and visibility.

;hmem;iilgzl};fg l;aised by large foundations which increased 1t (;n gnuxi?lti‘r;wy structures like

The activities performed in its rooms were pmbat:) Y Su'pp(t))r:?ldin:\gi Conversely. the public

. from the main ' entary

r cooking areas separated aces complementary

f)tuoirli\iifg:rs? Speoriod VI Acform a complex system of rooms ingd?ip ;:latsfhe transitign from the

to each other that met specific functional needs. Franiglpanfe:li]recltlwo temples in the period V1 A

ipartite plan 0 : o -

iparti ilding XXIX to the bipartite pian o io-political organisation of

mll)amt? lat}xlom otfe:?:lllg:;(gience for an important shift in the socio pf()ll;t\lxciladinatXXlX e

?Aarsi(;it:p;’: sr::iety The monumentality and the ele\;ate;‘cl S;polzi::)(;nnﬁmbers ofgpeopie during

T . ilding was to = . : Il with

main function of the building unity. This fits we

t(:lts);liggest thatntil;: and represent a physical landmark for the bcogz . ai\d public ceremonies

fh .dc cerzmo d earlier. on the importance of monumental building
e ideas, discussed earlier,

: ot ower.
in the process of ideological legitimisation of p

= Gelb 1965; Johnson 1973.

* Millard 1988: Chazan, Lehner 1990. ’ a1
7 Beale 1978; Nicholas 1987. See also Blackman ez ai.
issues. )
* Guarino 2008. .. . 343-5: and for t

” Fr{;irg:ane 1989: 53; sce also: Frangipane- Pa(;"“e" 1983: 34
storerooms and residential buildings: D’Anna 2010

* Frangipane 1989: 56-59.

*! Frangipane 2003.

. 3 or ¢ 42 o stanca disation
99 3 l(mes 199‘) I OHOLk ,_O(U fora de FidNs &4 T ¥
: i shate on st :)

e volume of the MBPs found in the
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The temples of period VI A were part of a much larger administrative and ceremonial
complex with a series of other structures. They were much smaller than Building XXIX and
access to their main rooms was restricted to a small side door. They were not built to stand
out in the ‘urban landscape’ of Arslantepe. Rather the mound itself possibly represented a
landmark in the surrounding landscape®. Hence they do not seem to be designed to host
ceremonies for large numbers of people; indeed the whole public complex of period VI A
seems to reflect new needs of storage for centralised goods and frequent practices of
administration as well as redistribution. A450 is ca. 60 square meters and A900 126 square
meters. Assuming that 1.9 people can sit in one square meter®, up to 114 people could have
been seated in A450 at the same time and about 240 in A900. In fact, unmovable and movable
features as well as portable artefacts strongly reduced A450’s free surface: a large table and
a shorter structure stood against the south-western wall; another short platform was located
by the long north-western wall, facing the large central fireplace; two windows took the whole
central part of the long south-eastern wall; finally two large group of vessels occupied two
corners of the room, and the door to the passage room A800 was just next to the north-eastern
corner. It seems that the whole eastern part of the room was an area of passage from the
room’s entrance toward the end wall. Temple B could host a maximum number of 35-40 seated
people. The number of bowls found in sit in Temple B further corrects the calculated data:
less than 20 lay on the A450 floor. Conversely the estimated number of people circulating,

:sitting down, and eating in the Temple C main room, if compared to 600 bowls found only
in A900, is possibly underestimated.

The presence of painted decoration in d
tradition of Arslantepe and other south-east
During period VII, walls in all kind of b
with geometrical and figurative patterns
paintings were rather common and charac
the residential buildings probably also h
decorations in public buildings. were ma
probably the most visible places, accessibl
might have had a special decorative t

omestic and public architecture is an original
ern Anatolian local Late Chalcolithic communities™.
uildings (domestic and non domestic) are decorated
painted in black and red on the white plasters. Wall
teristically recovered in living spaces. In period VI A
ad painted decorations. Both painted and impressed
inly located in corridors or passageways. These were
€ to high numbers of people, and also the passageways

m rave had a spec reatment because they could have been perceived
symbolically as *special places. The shift in the location of wall decorations from main rooms

to passageways seems to confirm also the possible exclusion of high numbers of people from
the main rooms of the LC 5 buildings.

I?ietler links the concept of redistribution as traditional]
to his “patron-role feast”, which *

symbolically reiterate and legitimiz

: y meant in economic anthropology
lpvolves the formalized use of commensal hospitality to
€ institutionalized relations of asymmetrical social power™.

. récl;"tk\ “nh p:; ;i:p!ar;:irga;;s mt ;he Near ~Eastf:m lanydscapes (Steadman 2005). As for the case of Arslantepe, it can
gt what | m;ia”m Rer ]cTcollapse of the \/I.A structures: at the beginning of the early Bronze age, the
e ,ﬁcanmég o Uc{)}\] a pmb nearby the ruins of the late Chalcolithic palatial complex appears “an act
e ol mear [h: . ;ih ‘en':n, Lse is Tsurel'y th§ fact that Arslantepe continued to be a significant place, even after
o aon O me;:n (; ;e Z xité was historically (and maybe also strategically) important enough to be chosen
B €,P;ﬂumhi o ; 4;rjI-L\:}_\‘Inb()ls. and at the same time it still was a stable reference point in the local

© "Obviously, a room’s capac
architectural standards for densi
situation of “norm

ity is a function of irs area, and |
ty of peopl
A al spacing’ (3 4 persons;
* Frangipane 1992,

“ Dietler 2001: 82.83.

calculate maximum occupancy based on modern

: tz seated on benches or chairs (1.9 persons/m?) and standing in a group
‘m°)” (Fisher 20090: EXEVE
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The process of “institutionalization of authorities relies on this binding gsymmgtrical colmmensatli
link between unequal partners in a patron/client relation™. Another mteres.tmg case |s“that_ (,)
the so-called ‘work feast’”. In this case, hospitality and meal offers are linked to co elcinle
work events. Work feasts may vary from a totally volunteer and commungl everlt’ toa cqmp’ ;? ezi
obligatory occasion. The latter overlaps corvée labour in communities with an 1nsmutmrl:a[|nzii
i o . R
ntral authority” and in this case “a ritual of commensal hospitality subtly serves to euphe
" ion” food. These ‘hosting’ practices may become a
the nature of the transaction” of work and food. The g 3
i iati f the society that is able to ask work and
catalyst for social differentiation: the sectors o t es y the o s
refunding it with food may acquire more economic and syln;bt())hc power S ju
i i her sectors become a real labour reserve.
work and feasting events, e o f nt use of the mass-produced coarse
Focusing again on the Arslantepe VII case, the reque T iy
bowls to redistribute and consume meals in a ceremoma} conte.xt 0 };])u Lo oo ()gter;gib(;}
seems to be evidence for a materialisation of asymmetric relan(;(nii :hro]ui; o gl,i),»eduenr
[ i i this is much more marked thar subsequ
emphasis on equality. In the period VII case ‘ re I : o
per?od VI A: guildi)r;g XXIX, characterised by high accessnplllfy from tt)he oll{t:ﬁe flx::ie htnhkdt
potential hosting capacity, is not only a ‘tOpograph{cally high placef, |altl:03:(rece?yed it
belonged to everybody, the place where everybody, in an exchange of | f.regources -
Sharebof food. which, in turn, was the result of a process of monopohsa.non 0 re.digtribl;[mn
ritualised pra,ctice of commensality overlaps with and, at tl.le same time. lsmgigl huten.
Commensality and redistributions might have been extraordmarly pbrac.tlces. possibly
i i asis.
to occasional collective works which did not take. place on a dai ymm”ed —
During period VI A, a more consolidated elite group that co rolle & e
centralise?i system did not rely on ideologies as much as befobre t|l:1 (l);roe amou;t o é()od\;
power’®. Centralisation is much higher in period VI‘A,.as S'hownt'z'tiei are:also o co;nplex
stored in the public buildings. At the same time, redistribution activi e asrsed for different
and frequent. Different practices of formal comrpensahty t.xave beeli\ épi(; ory different from
spaces of the palatial complex™: what was taking place in Tempc: s im Temple A. The
what was taking place in A340 and the back courtyard gdjlacerg aolaroe o officials
thorough study of the administrative materials has also displaye g
ivoved at different levels in & Van:ty o ttraI;iSsa:(;l(:;onomy in Arslantepe achieves its most
isati ra oo
Organisation and management of a cen omy 10 L ble artefacts within
complZX and articulated sh:pe during period V1 A.The dIStr;]bUtfl:I:h(; z(l)l e nities related
the archaeological contexts and their architectural natu.redsoﬁrrm e amic complex where
i ere carrie g
t f centralised resources w . ) ® oped administrative
eo":?; eﬁiﬁ:ﬁfzzgtaospeciﬁc and indispensable funcm;n. ?f hlffhlg] ed:;rl) p!;’ex Fond storage.
i lement in the life . ° o
¢ ansactions was a key ¢lemEl: i ntrolled environment.
P(r):;?ilt(i)g: raxfgor(c;dtirstribution were performed within an (;rgarr::zsl;dna:rcli] ;;)r o people. Evidence
i icted to a relatively s : B ad more
wh ctivities were restricte ‘ i economy focused m
frorex:i)g:ir:;l\(/)ﬁlffirslamepe Suggests that earlier fO”nsh?Z;sz::;idmOk place on particular
i istribution systerm, W ‘ f inistrative
o ects of a redistribution P olume of administr:
ogctah? Ceren(liomiloisf recular daily basis. And also, retrospectively. the
sions and no g :
ivi : i od.
activity was smaller than in the following pert

* Ibid.: 83.

¥ Dietler, Herbich 2001.

** Frangipane 2001a: Helwing 2003.
* D’ Anna present volume.
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Economic Centralisation in Formative States. Chapter IX

Overall we believe that the remarkable differences between period VI A and VII should
not be regarded as evidence for two different economic systems but rather as the result of the

development of the centralisation process from its earliest shapes, visible in period VII, to the
more defined characteristics of period VI A
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