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CHAPTER 10

The role of the means of production in social
development in the Late Prehistory of the Iberian southeast

José Andrés Afonso Marrero
Juan Antonio Camara Serrano
Universidad de Granada

Abstract

Our work on the development of social hierarchization in Southeast of Iberia has taken into account that throughout history there
have been different ways for groups to arrive at unequal accumulation of wealth. Although we emphasise that the control of labour
force (female and male) is an initial factor, we also suggest that the control of mobile means of labour (animals) takes on fundamen-
tal importance as a condition for ensuring the position of the elites who, from this newly enhanced position, will exercise greater
control over the labour force, not only directly, but also through the appropriation by the class-state of the inert means of production
(land).

Keywords: Iberia; Late Prehistory; Social Hierarchization; Labour Force; Women; Livestock; Land; Social Classes; State.

Resumen

Nuestra propuesta sobre el desarrollo de la jerarquizacion social en el Sudeste de la Peninsula Ibérica ha tenido en cuenta que, duran-
te el devenir historico, diferentes han sido las formas de acceder a la acumulacion desigual de riqueza. De esta forma, aunque enfati-
zamos como factor inicial el control inicial de la fuerza de trabajo (femenina y masculina), mostramos la importancia fundamental
que adquiere el control de los medios de trabajo méviles (los animales) como condicidén para asegurar la posicion de las élites que,
desde ese nuevo impulso, ejerceran un mayor control no s6lo sobre la fuerza de trabajo directamente sino sobre ésta a partir de la
apropiacion por la clase-estado de los medios de produccion inertes (la tierra).

Palabras clave: peninsula Ibérica; Prehistoria Reciente; Jerarquizacion social; Fuerza de Trabajo; Mujeres; Ganado; Tierra;
Clases Sociales; Estado.

10.1.- Introduction to renewed theoretical reflection on the role that other
factors may have played in the extension of inequality
In the formulation of the various hypotheses regarding ~ beyond that imposed by gender and age.
the development of social inequality in the Prehistory of
Iberian Southeast, it is quite common to characterize the ~ Within this context, the raising of livestock has been
environment as a determinant factor. According to this taking into consideration, not just in relation to the use of
line of thought, between the Late Neolithic and the Chal-  secondary products (wool, milk, etc.) and traction, but as
colithic, the adversity of the environment contributed to ~ @ means of accumulation and exhibition of wealth. This
the adoption of a series of changes that facilitated human ~ seems to be the case of the differential consumption pat-
settlement. These innovations led, in addition, to a sig-  terns, both in terms of the species present and the age of
nificant increase in social hierarchization, either because  the consumed animals, documented at Los Millares (Na-
managing elites became necessary (Chapman 1982), or ~ vas 2004; Peters & Driesch 1990). Also falling within
because certain people took advantage of the investments  this context is the analysis of the technical process and
to their own benefit (Gilman 1987). This assumption has  the ideological signification of certain craft activities.
been shown to be inexact by numerous paleo-
environmental studies. The anthracological, carpological =~ The control of metallurgy and the circulation of metal
and faunal analyses performed have shown that the envi-  products, both as functional items and as prestige goods,
ronment was far from arid and that, although rainfall was  has been a recurring argument in efforts to explain the
not much more abundant than nowadays, the presence of  stratification of prehistoric societies in southeast Iberia. It
a denser vegetation cover guaranteed the conservation of  has been suggested that a series of social and technical
moisture and the exploitation of certain plant resources,  conditions existed which facilitated its development.
with no need for irrigation (Peters & Driesch 1990; These may have been the search, since Neolithic times,
Rodriguez & Vernet 1991; Araus et al. 1997; Bux6 1997).  for exotic and attractive raw materials, use of advanced
All of this led, in the final two decades of the 20" century,  extraction techniques, familiarity with strategies for con-
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trolling oven temperatures, and the availability of copper
resources, especially in this area. At Los Millares (Santa
Fe de Mondujar, Almeria) particularly noteworthy are,
not only the specialization of certain areas, but the pro-
duction entity (Molina 1988: 261) and selection of raw
materials with a high arsenic content in order to produce

certain cutting pieces such as axes (Keesmann et al. 1997:

287, 290-291; Montero 1998: 212). However, the role of
metallurgy in social development must be understood as
an element that, rather than having a triggering effect,
may have enhanced it by enabling certain social groups or
populations to maintain their privileged positions through
the accumulation of means of production, and the exhibi-
tion and circulation of certain prestige objects (Molina
1988; Camara 2001).

During this period, the exploitation of different types of
rocks also developed greatly, from quarries for construc-
tion materials found by F. Carrion in the surroundings of
the settlement of Los Millares, as well as for the manu-
facture of tools in the surroundings of Cabo de Gata (Car-
rion et al. 1993). These quarries were controlled by Chal-
colithic settlements such as El Barronal (Nijar, Almeria)
(Haro 2004: 56-57), or by others, as the well known flint
quarries of La Venta (Orce, Granada) (Ramos ef al. 1991,
Moreno et al. 1997), in a process that is also known to
happen in Southwest Spain (Nocete et al. 1997). More
interesting is the exploitation of flint resources in the
western Subbetic mountain ranges and the production of
large blades for widespread circulation (Martinez 1997,
Martinez et al. 1998; Nocete et al. 2005).

10.2.- Social production

Before setting forth our model of the process of hierar-
chization (Fig. 10.1), we should briefly reflect on the
nature of social evolution, in order to avoid teleological
arguments, and the supposed intentionality of social
agents in the generation of inequality. One of the first
tasks would be to distinguish between the concepts of
evolution and change, given the current tendency to use
the two terms interchangeably. Thus, while the latter is
always provoked, induced, immediate and involves the
transformation of some elements of social organization
into different ones, the former always occurs gradually
over time and is the result of a pseudo combinatorial
operation involving the elements comprising all societies.
Therefore, it is only possible to determine a line of evolu-
tion (phylogeny) when the process has taken place; socie-
ties do not have a tendency towards hierarchization, nor
is there a simple causality that explains it, so an evolu-
tionary model is never predictive or deductive but rather
“postductive”.

However, our intention is not to set forth an exhaustive
review of the different elements which must be taken into
account in drawing up multi-determinate hypotheses on
social development, but rather to set forth the general
lines that give shape to this type of proposition. Resorting
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to causality in the explanation of social phenomena,
which the use of the concept social change presupposes,
often leads either to determinism (economic, ecological)
or to social reductionism that believes that all change is
progress. In the evolutionary explanation, explicitly
abandoning the line of causal reasoning makes it neces-
sary to turn to a more complex logic, one which accounts
for both randomness and peripheral or secondary social
phenomena. On this subject, it may be wise to underline
the idea that social formations are defined by the coexis-
tence of distinct social relations articulated in a singular,
unique structure, although it is true that only one of them
is dominant, constituting the referent of the ideological
reproduction of the society. The superseding of this par-
ticular articulation of social relations is only possible
from the subordinate ones, although the “triumph” of one
over the others has a “random” nature; that is, it is neither
socially, culturally, or economically predetermined. In
addition, the creation of a peripheral social action space
contributes significantly to the contradictions between
social praxis and the ideology that justifies it. The coher-
ence of the system for the ideological justification and
reproduction of social action is frequently violated by the
everyday action of individuals and groups, and routes are
thus opened, although not always followed, towards the
superseding of the limits established by the degree of
development of the productive forces.

STARTING CONTROL OF CRITICAL RESOURCES
FACTORS W
LABOUR FORCE
CONFLICTS £ Vo
EXTERNAL : '
CONFLICTS 2 | LABOUR FORCE as || Mobile MEANS
2 | MEAN OF LABOUR || OF LABOUR
@2 Slaves Flocks
PROBLEMATIC . a
DATA =
= Women and slave ';0 LABOUR FORCE
control =
- Spatial Analysis 3 [Land as MEAN OF LABOUR |
= Micro =
= Macro LABOUR FORCE
= The role of
Mellurgy and other | || Other MEANS OF LABOUR | | PRODUCTS |
crafts —
[LABOUR FORCE |

Fig. 10.1. Schematic diagram of our proposed model.

Bearing this in mind, we believe that the development of
social inequality in communal systems (beyond the ine-
quality established by gender and age) can only be ex-
plained by the success of certain processes that guaran-
teed differentiated access to the results of production.

These processes are all aimed at the control of the labour
force as the only means of amassing goods, although they
do function in a three-fold direction: the control of the
labour force, the appropriation of herds as products and
means of labour and the development of private owner-
ship of land.
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The advent of new forms of accumulation of wealth by
means of the strengthening of new social relations
(through the non-premeditated action of the various social
agents), takes place at the limit of the communal system,
using that which is only leniently regulated, or which is
not considered a threat to the reproduction of the system.
Despite this apparent absence of conflict, resistance is
produced, mainly at two levels: from the sectors of the
population that control the routes giving access to the
positions from which the community is led, and from
sectors of the population that have become dominated
(Ste. Croix 1988). In the case of the superseding the
communal system, this is the main area of resistance.

Such resistance is overcome or lessened through the ritual
masking of exaction (symbolic, ideological, superstruc-
tural). But, if the emerging relations occupy at the begin-
ning of the process a subordinate role in the reproduction
of the society, how can it be possible that the ritual sys-
tems of the communal society are used in the justification
of such relations? This is because, in all social formations,
including transitional ones, nothing can be justified out-
side of the ideological realm that sanctions the socially
correct. Therefore, in the justification of exaction and of
the social relations that make it possible, previous ideo-
logical representation systems are used, often subverting
their contents. That is, procedures which highlight the
communal nature of production, or even the duty to share,
are used (Zvelebil 2002).

10.3.- Control of the labour force

In its initial phase, labour domination is achieved by way
of pressure on women and on the non-adult members of
the community (Meillassoux 1987; Bender 1989). The
communal society finds acceptable this type of divi-
sion/discrimination because it is at the root of the condi-
tions that enable its reproduction. Soon after, this coer-
cion over female members of the community is chan-
nelled towards the control of the kinship system, and
especially towards mechanisms for the acquisition of
wives, as this permits not only to administer a larger
labour force, as in these initial moments its increase is
only possible through vegetative growth, but also the
accumulation of means of production (labour force, both
present and future, and products/means of labour), either
produced directly or received in the form of dowry.

In any case, the control of women and their movement,
both as labour force and in their capacity as producers of
human beings (Castro et al. 1999; Estévez et al. 1999) is
linked to the relationships between the settlements inside
social formations originated by integration (synecism —
the disappearance of smaller villages), and with the crea-
tion of symbols (dowries) to represent the debt of women
which are necessary for reproduction (Meillassoux 1987:
94). All of this derives into relationships of inequality, in
at least a three-fold way:
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1.- Differentiating communities according to their capac-
ity to mobilize labour force if there is no compensation
for women-wives, or if the latter are acquired in exchange
for elements, basically ideological items, that have ac-
quired an ideal value in themselves (Meillassoux 1987:
103-104). These will eventually become a way of mask-
ing the circulation of tribute (Molina 1988) once they
have been transformed into prestige items, moving either
from the political nucleus, in order to show its capacity to
mobilize resources, or towards the political nucleus, as
compensation for other services.

2.- Obliging the integrated (conquered) communities to
provide women without real compensation (although with
imaginary compensation). This links this aspect to the
pressure exerted over other groups, and to the tributary
movement of other products once power has been con-
solidated.

3.- Linking animals, as dowry symbols, to women
(Martinez & Afonso 1998), and developing a differential
price for women according to their origin (Scarduelli
1988). This distinguishes noble families, which had al-
ready been able to accumulate products through the de-
velopment of ownership over herds, and which had ac-
quired a relevant role because of their capacity to provide
services to the community, theoretically unsatisfied.

Subsequently, the control of labour force broadens, ex-
tending first to other men not belonging to the commu-
nity (prisoners, e.g. members of integrated [conquered]
communities) and, later, to male individuals belonging to
the community who have fallen into a situation of de-
pendence because of their incapability to compensate
certain services rendered. In this way, two routes of ac-
cess to servitude are formed, a general one and a limited
one.

Understood in a broad sense, the first is earlier and more
permanent, and results from the impossibility of access-
ing to a full possession of the land, due to the inability to
give in return for the provided services. This is the first
form of what will later be the fiscal and military “bur-
dens” imposed by the state (class instrument). Thus, ac-
cess to usufruct of the land can only be through ascription
to the clan and the community. The limited form of servi-
tude is the result of personal ascriptions and restrictions
on mobility, and involves the rendering of personal ser-
vices to a greater or lesser degree (the former being true
servitude, the loss of the condition of community member
and the latter being clientele, political association). This
last item takes on the nature of an ascription to the line-
age (family or individuals who represent it). In this sense,
this servitude always implies the rendering of services,
payment (Ste. Croix 1988: 163-164), but it also includes
the so-called forms of “indirect collective exploitation”
(Ste. Croix 1988: 243-246).
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10.4.- Appropriation of herds

Herds, especially those comprised of large domestic ani-
mals, are in the ideological periphery of what is commu-
nal (they are not necessary for the survival and reproduc-
tion of the group). This makes their appropriation possi-
ble within the framework of an ideological system that
emphasizes sharing as an element to guarantee the sur-
vival and cohesion of the clan. Also, the very nature of
herds endows them with two features that make them
easy to appropriate and accumulate. The mobility inher-
ent to this type of product means that larger herds can be
handled, and moved through larger and larger territories.
Obviously, this generates conflicts with neighbouring
communities. But the solution to these conflicts involves
the control of more labour force and, through this, of
more land as a condition for the monopolization of prod-
ucts based on herd ownership. But livestock have another
important particularity; as a movable asset they can easily
change from one owner to another. This allows the estab-
lishment of relationships between individuals or groups
of individuals, and also their violent expropriation. Theft
guarantees that maximum benefits are obtained with a
minimal investment. There is no need to wait for the
animal to grow. It is also a way by which certain people
win followers from outside the clan (Camara et al. 1996),
therefore generating threats for the social system.

The appropriation of livestock thus constitutes an initial
form of accumulation of wealth that is used for the con-
trol of the labour force. This allows, first of all, access to
a greater number of women, and then to women of “bet-
ter” quality, which creates the conditions for the founda-
tion of political links between individuals of different
sectors of a single social formation and, later, with mem-
bers of other social formations. In addition, their accumu-
lation enables certain people to hold large events (offer-
ings) involving a large part of the community unable to
return received “charity”.

On this subject matter, other authors have highlighted that
large animals (cattle and horses) are important in the
accumulation of wealth, because they can be used as
traction (Martinez & Afonso 1998; Criado et al. 2001).
But livestock, as a means of production, is also important
because of the other so-called secondary products (wool,
leather, dairy products) and, of course, for meat produc-
tion. Furthermore, manure could fertilize fields, or ani-
mals could have been lent for certain tasks (transport, for
example) becoming an investment with substantial re-
turn. ! Nevertheless, it was of course better to obtain
means of production/product with no previous investment
by theft.

! A similar assessment of the possibilities of livestock accumulation has
been presented by R. Peroni (2004:108-109) who makes more central
the role of the control of products, of their movement and of craft
specialization.
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With dependence thus reproduced, and animals being
accumulated, a new concentration of means of labour and
other products is generated, either by applying the same
labour force with a new organization of the technical
process of work (through the use of the mobile means of
labour), or by increasing the amount of the labour force
used in the same work processes. The latter is an impor-
tant means for controlling a larger fraction of the avail-
able labour force. The former constitutes a means for the
appropriation of communal land. Thus the appropriation
of livestock becomes a way to quickly and permanently
accumulate goods and means of production, favoured by
the growth of the herds when there are no access restric-
tions to the communal land, in such a way that, even
without real distribution of the land, accumulation differ-
ences arise, and also by pillage. At the same time, the
administration of a greater volume of production facili-
tates access to positions of prestige and control of the
community, achieved through a process of indebtedness
(real or fictitious), that makes it impossible to return the
services provided to the community. From such positions
of prestige it is possible to intervene more directly in the
ritual and the systems of ideological reproduction of the
community, which justifies in an indirect way the social
relations which permit the acquisition of this new status.

Interest in the appropriation of the labour force led to a
more strict control of the movement of women as sources
of present and future labour force, and then to other forms
of control over female workers, through the union of
different groups (clans) in larger settlements. Another
influence in this direction was the development of the
movable ownership of herds which led to the formation
of settlements located in territories offering the necessary
resources for extensive livestock exploitation, as well as
other economic strategies. These new social formations
controlled mountains and plains, exploitation routes and
territories for which boundaries would soon be defined,
accompanying the rapid development of social classes.
Initially, the boundaries would be symbolic, by way of
monumental sepulchres or sanctuaries (Camara 2001).
Later on, they would take the form of small dissuasive
forts (Nocete 1989; 2001), especially when products were
obtained in these territories that could be accumulated,
beginning with herds and then, thanks to the impetus of
the tributary state, through other forms of wealth.

10.5.- Development of the ownership of
land

The usurpation of the ownership of communal land to the
benefit of some individuals is a process that, as seen
above, cannot be separated from the control of the labour
force and the appropriation of livestock. This did not
mean the legal expropriation of the community, as the
community remained the owner throughout the whole
process. Rather, it is this collective nature that allows for
the justification of the differential access to usufruct of
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Fig. 10.2. Sites and areas mentioned in text: Areas — A. Tabernas Corridor, B. Alcala-Moclin Corridor,
C. Alto Guadalquivir valley; Sites — 1. Los Millares, 2. Zajara, 3. La Cuesta del Negro, 4. El Cerro de la Encina,
5. Los Castillejos en Las Pefias de los Gitanos, 6. Marroquies, 7. Polideportivo de Martos, 8. Pefialosa, 9. Sevilleja,
10. Los Pozos, 11. Cerro de la Coronilla (Cazalilla), 12. Cortijo de la Torre, 13. Cerro de la Horca.

the land. First, by acknowledging the possibility that
those who have larger families and livestock use more
pasture land, and, later, by allowing a larger plot of land
to be exploited by those who have acquired control of
sufficient labour force and means of labour to do so. In
the long run, these changes meant the real expropriation
of communal lands and the development of true private
ownership, with some individuals assuming the capacity
to distribute plots among the members of the community.

Once the sedentarization of the communities had been
furthered by the control of the labour force and the ap-
propriation of herds, the conversion of land into a true
means of production will only accelerate the process of
social hierarchization. This process is favoured since the
definition of the community has been based on compari-
son with exogenous characteristics, paving the way to
personal dependence. Also because the control of kinship
systems and women exchange has become a means of
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other settlement dependency, those settlements that ac-
quire debts because of something that presumably was
never given to them.

10.6.- Conclusions

We believe that the threefold process described above,
and the interrelation among its components, can be fol-
lowed throughout the Late Prehistory of the Iberian
Southeast (Fig. 10.2). The control of women is undoubt-
edly the aspect which is most difficult to trace using the
archaeological record, especially considering the scarcity
not only of anthropological analyses (including paleo-
pathological ones), but also of excavations focusing on
the Epipaleolithic and the Neolithic in general, and on the
sepulchres in particular (Pellicer 1964; Rubio 1980-81;
Pellicer & Acosta 1986; Riquelme 2002). In any case,
certain findings do suggest the importance given to fe
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Fig. 10.3. Megalithic distribution in Tabernas Corridor (Almeria).
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male burials, found in pits within the settlement area,
whether in the Late Neolithic as in the case of Martos
(Jaén) (Lizcano 1999), or in advanced Chalcolithic times
as in Zajara (Cuevas del Almanzora, Almeria) (Camalich
et al. 1999). This evidence apparently clashes with the
hypotheses put forward, although the scarcity of findings
makes it impossible, for example, to determine if, as in
other areas, differences existed in grave goods in contexts
where there are indications of social differences apart
from sex and age (Martin et al. 1996; Gibaja et al. 1997;
Blasco et al. 1997; Zvelebil 1997) and where there are
complex interpretations of the paleo-pathological data,
with some authors arguing that there were dietary differ-
ences in favour of the men (Zvelebil 2002: 215) and oth-
ers rejecting this argument (Meiklejohn et al. 2002: 231-
234).

More interesting in terms of the subordination of women
may be to estimate the value attributed to their work, in
their two-fold aspect as members of the labour force and
means of production as reproducers (Castro et al. 1999).
On this matter, especially relevant as regards the expres-
sion of their undervaluation (Bender 1989; Lerner 1990;
Estévez et al. 1999), may be the interpretation of the
female figurines recovered in Cuccuru S’Arriu (Cabras,
Oristano, Sardinia) that, in the published cases, are asso-
ciated with male burials (Germana & Santoni 1993; San-
toni 1995). If future work confirms this exclusive associa-
tion, it will be necessary to think that the process of un-
dervaluing women through the appropriation of their
productive and reproductive capacities was relatively
stronger, or was masked to a lesser degree, in Sardinia,
since, again, in Eastern Andalusia there is no evidence of
a segregation of women from their reproductive role in
terms of its expression in tombs, and in fact in Martos,
two women are associated with three young men in tomb
13 (Camara & Lizcano 1996; Lizcano 1999; Lizcano &
Céamara 2004). However, indications of such discrimina-
tion can be found in the symbolic ceramics that highlight
the reproductive role of men, as seen in the figuration of
presumably natural scenes involving animals to which it
is easy to give sexual characterization, such as stags
(Martinez & Afonso 1998). In the same way, the empha-
sis placed on the ram’s head, used as decoration in one of
the dwellings of Martos, has been interpreted as sexual
discrimination and the creation of two opposing genders
(Camara & Lizcano 1996).

Similarly, there are no specific studies on the under-
representation of women in the megalithic tombs of the
Southeast, although this has been constantly suggested
(Mathers 1984). This is not surprising given the fragmen-
tary nature of data, and the prolonged use of the tombs,
making difficult to assess changes through time.

All this means that it is no surprise that, for now, we
support our hypothesis concerning the control of the
female labour force, regardless of some rituals or indica-
tions in other parts of Europe, in the need for demo-
graphic control and in ethnographic models (Meillassoux
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1987), and stating that its intensification occurs with
sedentarization (Lizcano et al. 1997), as had already been
suggested (Vicent 1993), although emphasizing the need
for control as a factor which fomented such sedentariza-
tion.

In this sense the process of aggregation was related to the
control of the labour force and the control of the territory,
but with the latter being understood in an extensive sense,
as the medium for pastureland and areas of movement.
The system thus represents a way to control men/women
and the herds. In the Southeast of Spain, territory is de-
limited, starting in at least the Late Neolithic, by means
of the succession and accumulation of symbols such as
megaliths, as studied in Pasillo de Tabernas (Almeria)
(Fig. 10.3) in relation to routes, folds, and permanent
boundaries (Maldonado et al. 1997; Camara 2001), but
we can also trace the creation of sacredness through the
dispersion of cave paintings (Martinez Garcia 1998) such
as those found in Pasillo de Alcala-Moclin, dating at least
to the Middle Neolithic (Martinez & Afonso 1998).

These cave paintings may have constituted a precedent,
but also an alternative, to the tumular (megalithic) forms
of sacral control, although in a certain way with a greater
degree of concealment and reserve which is even more
accentuated in the case of burials, of animals and people,
in pits or their successors, the artificial caves. This, in
turn, like the compartmentalization in chambers and cor-
ridors, would link the process of access restrictions with
secrets, the classification of persons and hierarchization
(Barrett 1990; Thomas 1993; Tilley 1993).

This delimitation cannot be considered in isolation from
opposition to the exterior, as a way of drawing together
what is interior and of deviating pressure, even using
aggression. It is therefore not surprising that early fortifi-
cations (ditches and palisades) develop at least at the
beginning of the IV Millennium BC (Camara & Lizcano
1997; Nocete 2001) and that we find the first rituals des-
tined to affirm the community and its continuance. Inde-
pendent of the extensive delimitation, this is how the
particular definition takes place.

In fact, while the most recent excavations in Los Cas-
tillejos de las Pefias de los Gitanos (Montefrio, Granada)
have shown the transformation of agricultural products in
a specialized communal area (Fig. 10.4) in the Initial
Neolithic (Ramos et al. 1997; Afonso et al. 1996), the
first ritual forms that can be related to families take place
in the Late and Final Neolithic and are related to the
delimitation of the dwelling spaces. This is the case both
in Montefrio and in Martos (Jaén) and includes, in the
latter case, among the various related structures (Lizcano
1999), several which were used at certain times for ritual
(Fig. 10.5) that we had principally related to the founding
and cohesion of the settlement (Lizcano et al. 1997,
Camara & Lizcano 1996; Lizcano & Camara 2004). On
this matter, both stratigraphic and functional data support
the domestic nature of most fillings and underground
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structures that contain them, although not all researchers
agree (Marquez 2002; Marquez in this volume). This
practical nature is even more evident when evaluating the
layers recovered from subterranean structures, some of
them attributed to the Final Copper Age, found in Marro-
quies (Jaén) (Lizcano et al. 1995: 65; Burgos et al. 2001a:
407; Burgos et al. 2001b: 425).

But the different rituals present (Camara & Lizcano 1996)
also show us, firstly, the importance of herds which in
addition are consumed in a differential way, involving an
association of a pair of bovines to each family unit and a
disproportionate ratio of sexes and ages in the case of
ovicaprines. This suggests not only the use of secondary
products but also seasonal movement of the herds or their
separation by sex and age (Lizcano et al. 1997) but in a
context in which the accent is placed on large animals,
especially but not exclusively in the centre of the valley
(Nocete 2001) (Fig. 10.6). Secondly, the sacrifice of one
of these animals (calf) regardless of its origin could be
linked to the beginning of the social ascent of a family,
which seems clearer in the case of the tomb (Camara
2001; Camara & Lizcano 1996), and which can be as-
cribed to Phase II of the Polideportivo of Martos.

In Los Millares (Santa Fe de Mondujar, Almeria), bo-
vines dominate especially in the outlying areas of the
external wall of the settlement, while they are extremely
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Fig. 10.6. Alto Guadalquivir faunistical data attending to the proportion of remains by spatial and chronological order.

rare in the forts that have been studied (1 and 5), in which
there is also almost no presence of wild animal meat.
With regard to bovines, areas devoted to carving and
disposal have been documented outside the first wall,
with the presence especially of parts of the skeleton with
little meat, which indicates that carving took place in
open areas, outside the living quarters, with the pieces to
be consumed being taken elsewhere. This aspect is also
supported by the overrepresentation of ovicaprine ribs in
fort 5 (Navas 2004). Outside the second wall the presence
of bovid phalanx may suggest the tanning of hides. The
differences in consumption become even more evident if
we look at ages. With regard to bovines the proportion of
adults is much greater in the external section of the set-
tlement, between the first and second walls, with the
animals being sacrificed between the third and fifth year
of life, suggesting their prior use as traction. This con-
trasts with the high representation of young specimens in
the citadel. Pigs occupy the second position among do-
mestic animals and they were generally sacrificed during
the first or second year of life, at the end of the autumn or
winter; in the citadel we find more adult specimens,
mostly male and probably castrated.

It may be useful to remember that in some areas, such as
Alentejo, the first megaliths clearly seem to also be asso-
ciated with individual burials, and that therefore subse-
quent collectivization is not so much an expression of the
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real community as an imposition of masking aimed at
control and social classification (Arteaga 1993; Camara
2001; Guidi 2000), although inequality among lineages,
and within them, will soon become evident, as shown not
only by Los Millares (Santa Fe de Mondujar, Almeria)
(Chapman 1981) but also by the presence of certain
tombs in the central necropolis of Pasillo de Tabernas
(Almeria) (Camara 2001).

Such collectivization could also be related to the prolif-
eration of ditches, mentioned above, aimed at increasing
the cohesion of the settlement and also at defence, as
shown by their depth and width, their design, their asso-
ciation with walls and palisades and even their continuity,
later becoming structures made of non-perishable materi-
als (Arribas & Molina 1984; Cadmara & Lizcano 1996;
1997; Pérez & Camara 1999; Lizcano et al. 2004) and,
therefore, a form of exterior opposition that was not only
delimiting but also integrating and conquering, as shown
by the diffusion of symbols, as an expression of tribute,
and the configuration of a landscape comprised of domi-
nating and dominated points in the Bajo Andarax (Molina
1988; Molina et al. 2004) and in the High Guadalquivir
(Nocete 1989; Lizcano ef al. 1996).

As for the role of such symbols, we have highlighted the
case of metal, whose acquisition of exchange value, first
as a way of masking tribute, derives, because of its justi-
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SITE NAME KIND OF CON- DATE B.P. DATES B.C. A DATES LABORATORY BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REF-
TEXT (1 o) B.C. REFERENCE ERENCE
(o)
LOS CASTILLEJOS (3) Hearth. Phase 3. 6120 + 40 5065-4965 5210-4930 Betal35663 MOLINA et al., 2004
Ancient Neolithic
LOS CASTILLEJOS Hearth. Phase 7. 6470 £ 150  5545-5305 5660-5070 Betal35664 MOLINA et al., 2004
Q) Middle Neolithic
LOS CASTILLEJOS Hearth. Phase 7. 6250 += 80 5310-5070 5365-4985 Betal45302 MOLINA et al., 2004
1HQA) Middle Neolithic
MARTOS Phase 1. Late 5080 + 40 4036-3706 4239-3542 LIZCANO, 1999
Neolithic
LOS CASTILLEJOS (3) Collapse. Phase 4480 + 40 3335-3090 3350-3020 Betal35665 MOLINA et al., 2004
16b. Final Neo-
lithic
LOS CASTILLEJOS (2) Collapse cafiizo- 3770 £ 70 2295-2050 2445-1975 Betal35666 MOLINA et al., 2004
Occupation ground.
Phase 20. Middle
Calcolithic
ALBALATE 4080 £ 100 2860-2491 2895-2348 NOCETE, 1989
ALBALATE 4040 + 100 2856-2467 2880-2301 NOCETE, 1989
ALBALATE 3890 £ 100 2480-2205 2829-2037 NOCETE, 1989
ALBALATE 3830+ 100 2459-2147 2568-1980 NOCETE, 1989
CORTIJO DE LA 3830+ 90 2457-2150 2562-2028 NOCETE, 1989
TORRE
LOS CASTILLEJOS (2) Occupation ground. 3910 = 40 2465-2330 2480-2285 Betal35667 MOLINA et al., 2004
Phase 22. Late
Calcolithic
LOS CASTILLEJOS Collapse caiiizo- 3640+ 120  2190-2165 2340-1695 Betal35668 MOLINA et al., 2004
1Q) Occupation ground. 2150-1880
Phase 22. Late
Calcolithic
LOS CASTILLEJOS Collapse cafiizo- 3960 + 50 2555-2535 2580-2310 Betal45303 MOLINA et al., 2004
1@A3) Occupation ground 2490-2445
Phase 22. Late
Calcolithic
MARROQUIES Fortified Wall 3910 £+ 50 2464-2313 2554-2203 UtC 6458 ZAFRA et al., 1999
UA23. E 2-4.
MARROQUIES Hut UA 23. E-2-4. 3942 +£40 2469-2365 2560-2312 UtC 6457 ZAFRA etal., 1999
Phase 3
LOS CASTILLEJOS (2) Phase 23b. Final 3840 + 35 2398-2206 2459-2201 GrN 7287 ARRIBAS, 1976
Calcolithic
UBEDA 3791 +45 2291-2142 2453-2042 CSIC 1769 NOCETE et al., 2005
MARROQUIES House UA23. E-2- 3706 £34 2138-1989 2191-1976 CSIC 1346 ZAFRA etal., 1999
4. Phase 4
MARROQUIES Top of the ditch 3705 +28 2136-2033 2183-1979 CSIC 1345 ZAFRA etal., 1999
fill. UA23 E-2-4.
Phase 4
MARROQUIES House UA23. E-2- 3676 + 30 2127-1978 2135-1953 CSIC 1344 ZAFRA etal., 1999
4. Phase 4
MARROQUIES Rock Bed under 3760 + 51 2031-1989 2187-1895 CSIC 1240 ZAFRA et al., 1999

Phase 4. UA23 E-
2-4

Table 10.1. Dates from sites listed in figure 10.6. (1) Dates from the same sample,
(2) Samples analysed by Standard radiometric, (3) Samples analysed by AMS

fication of position and not because of intrinsic value,
into quite generalized, non mercantile, movement proc-
esses, which accentuate the processes of indebtedness and
ascription when the only real compensation for the metal
is true renewable wealth in the form of work or its results
in means of production (herds or land at this point) or
other food products and when access to it, in addition to
symbolizing “freedom” itself, allowed for its use as a
“means for war” with which to theoretically gain access
to external benefits.

In this sense the previous accumulation mentioned above,
in its generation of different starting points, was the real
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base of exploitation, based upon this transfer of value that
only made sense in a class society, that led to new accu-
mulations thanks to the control of the state and the sanc-
tion of inequality, and in which the alternatives were
aborted by force or the same force opened the escape
valve, although insufficient, of external aggression, con-
tinually emphasised, in the absence of true qualitative
changes in the productive forces which made it necessary
either to extend the territory of domination (colonization
or conquest) or to exert greater pressure over dominated
groups (Nocete 2001). Given the immediacy of the bene-
fits created by conquest or the increase of tribute, other
forms (technical improvements, colonization, etc.) only
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take place in times of open class conflict, which could
explain the concentration of transformations in certain
periods like, for example, the transition between the Final
Chalcolithic and the Bronze Age, and not separately from
new forms of exercising domination, as we shall see.

In this context, social differentiation is increased, as cer-
tain archaeological findings show. The differential accu-
mulation of herds can be followed in different Argaric
centres like Pefalosa (Bafios de la Encina, Jaén), where
the differences between the Structural Group X and the
rest can be observed, either by the concentration of
equine remains, even considering their differential con-
servation, or by the different proportion of species (Figs.
10.7 and 10.8). Such differential accumulation must be
linked not with wealth arising from the exchange related
to metal production; rather it should be considered the
expression of some peripheral elites associated with the
control of metallic items distribution (Contreras &
Céamara 2002) and with an intrastate movement of tribute
that is especially evident in the territory forming the Vega
of Granada in relation to Cerro de la Encina (Monachil,
Granada) where horses were abundant (Martinez &
Afonso 1998), without forgetting the interstate movement
found, almost in its entirety, in the framework of relations
among the elites. It is also interesting that the appropria-
tion of agricultural products and their movement as trib-
ute has been suggested (Castro et al. 1999), even though
the ownership of land is, while ideologically communal,
exercised only in benefit of the class-state since the Chal-
colithic (Camara 1998), and for this reason certain au-
thors have used the term “particular ownership” (Arteaga
2001). The separation of communal-state ownership from
private ownership (also differential) will only take place
very slowly and with the passage from the temporary
division and distribution of land to permanent divisions
(Peroni 2004)

Lastly, in relation to the exploitation of work and pro-
gressive indebtedness, the position of the burials within
the Argaric settlements, the differences in grave goods,
the type of tomb, the relationship they have with the
houses where they are located and certain illnesses and
malformations documented in the skeletons have enabled
us to determine that true serfs existed in the Bronze Age
of the South of the Iberian Peninsula (Camara 2001) in a
context in which territory is now defined strictly by
means of the fortified hill-top settlements, although in
non-Argaric parts of Andalusia the dispersion of external
necropolises also means a sacredness of territory through
aristocratic routes.

The tombs of these “serfs” are located in the houses of
the families to which they were associated, and to whom
they owed their work and the resources which would
correspond to them in a hypothetical, and now non-
existent, community ideal; their ownership clearly be-
coming a fallacy. This is how we have interpreted the
findings of Pefialosa (Bafios de la Encina, Jaén) and La
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Cuesta del Negro (Purullena, Granada). This phenome-
non could be read as a way to “award” their loyalty and
to tie them to “service” in the hereafter, while at the same
time also linking their descendents in this world, in a
two-fold paradox that reveals the duality of the ritual
aimed at masking and exhibiting inequality.

Here it would appear that there has been a change from a
low rate of exploitation of a broad stratum of the popula-
tion in the Chalcolithic to a high rate of exploitation of a
reduced stratum in the Bronze Age (Camara 2001; 2004).
In no case does this mean a reduction in benefits for the
elite, nor the existence of an unexploited middle stratum,
since the rest of the population continues to render ser-
vices in the form of defence of the state, which is also
expressed in the possession of metal weapons, as much as
these produce relative benefits.

This is the case of the “warrior” stratum: it is not ho-
mogenous and constitutes the highest number of Argaric
burials. Their children, compared with those of the elite,
have limited grave goods, or in any case, different grave
goods, although the importance of marriage tends to
maintain their position even in the case of the disappear-
ance of the parents, in a context of inheritance and emula-
tion conducive to the acceleration of unequal accumula-
tion and the proliferation of indebtedness with no return,
which, at least in advanced times, leads even to perpetuat-
ing and justifying inheritance through the appearance of
children buried with rich grave goods, as seen in the case
of Cerro de la Encina (Monachil) (Molina 1983:104).

This progressive indebtedness, intensified by the amorti-
zation costs of elements in the tombs to maintain social
position, would provoke a crisis in the Argaric world, as a
result of the struggle between classes, to the point that
sepulchres completely cease to exist and the only ritual
mobilizations of resources are linked to the elite (stelae,
deposits...) thus further justifying their position with
respect to the growing number of ascribed people (and
their resources) which required a new urban system for
their control (Camara 2001).

An explanation of the development of inequality in the
Late Prehistory of Andalusia based on the control of the
labour force, as has been presented here, is more parsi-
monious than one based on competition for land because:

1° The latter accepts that such competition occurs only
after the complete sedentarization of the populations, but
it does not explain the process which leads to this seden-
tarization. Competition for agricultural land must be
emphasized in the consolidation of social classes (Nocete
1989; 2001) but not considered the cause of aggregation.
Prior to this phenomenon, pastures and areas for the
movement of herds and people bring about certain com-
petition, although, in this case, the accent must be placed
on the competition for the elements that circulate and not
on the land itself.
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@BEQUUS mBOS TAURUS OOVIS/CAPRA OSUS DOMESTICUS

House # I m v v v v X X Xl TOTAL
Equus 4 0 0 29 491 223 108 81 3244 123 4303
Bos Taurus 99 7 17 63 648 991 480 0 283 1355 3943
Ovis/Capra 7 12 5 28 91 172 104 44 197 270 940
Susdomesticus 15 0 0 51 37 8 72 0 60 93 336
TOTAL 125 19 22 171 1267 1394 764 125 3784 1841 9522

Fig. 10.7. Pefalosa archeozoological data. Proportional distribution from houses by weight.
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Fig. 10.8. Pefialosa archeozoological data. Proportion in every house on the houses by weight.
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2° The emphasis on the control of land links the appear-
ance of servitude not to the origin of classes and the be-
ginning of exploitation, but to the appropriation by one of
the classes of legal ownership of the land.

3° The emphasis on the labour force explains how the
dissolution of the community and the formation of classes
come about.

4° This proposal also presents models for how the appro-
priation of communal land by one class occurs (for ex-
ample, more land is cultivated by those who have more
means of labour, since means of labour allow them to
exploit larger plots) and for how distribution is domi-
nated/controlled by those who have come to lead the
community through their control of the labour force and
of herds.

10.7.- References

AFONSO, J.A.; MOLINA, F.; CAMARA, J.A.; MORENO, M.;
RAMOS, R. & RODRIGUEZ, M*.0. 1996: “Espacio y tiempo.
La secuencia en Los Castillejos de Las Pefias de Los Gitanos
(Montefrio, Granada)”. I Congrés del Neolitic a la Peninsula
Ibérica. Formacio e implantacio de les comunitats agricoles
(Gava-Bellaterra 1995). Vol. 1. Rubricatum 1 (1): 297-304.

ARAUS, J.L.; FERRERO, A.; RODRIGUEZ, M*.0.; MOLINA,
F. & CAMALICH, M*D. 1997: “Identification of ancient
irrigation practices based on the carbon isotopes discrimination
of plant seeds: a case study form the SE Iberian Peninsula”.
Journal of Archaeological Science 24: 35-48.

ARRIBAS, A. 1976: “Las bases actuales para el estudio del
Eneolitico y la Edad del Bronce en el Sudeste de la Peninsula
Ibérica”. Cuadernos de Prehistoria de la Universidad de Gra-
nada 1: 139-155.

ARRIBAS, A. & MOLINA, F. 1984: “Estado actual de la
investigacion del megalitismo en la Peninsula Ibérica”. In J.
Fortea (ed.): Scripta Praehistorica. Homenaje a Francisco
Jorda Oblata: 63-112.

ARTEAGA, O. 1993: “Tribalizacion, jerarquizacién y Estado
en el territorio de El Argar”. Spal 1:179-208.

- 2001: “La sociedad clasista inicial y el origen del estado en el
territorio de El Argar”. Revista Atlantica-Mediterrdnea de
Arqueologia Social 3: 121-129.

BARRETT, J.C. 1990: “The monumentality of death: the char-
acter of Early Bronze Age mortuary mounds in Southern Brit-
ain”. Monuments and the Monumental. World Archaeology 22
(2): 179-189.

BENDER, B. 1989: “The roots of inequality.” In D. Miller, M.
Rowlands & C. Tilley (eds.): Domination and resistance. One
World Archaeology 3. Unwin Hyman. London: 83-95.

BLASCO, A.; VILLALBA, M*J. & EDO, M. 1997: “Aspectos
sociales del Neolitico Medio catalan”. In R. de Balbin & P.
Bueno (eds.): I Congreso de Arqueologia Peninsular (Zamora

145

1996). T. II. Neolitico. Calcolitico y Bronce. Serie Actas. Fun-
dacion Rei Alfonso Henriques. Zamora: 89-97.

BURGOS, A.; PEREZ, C. & LIZCANO, R. 2001a: “Actuacion
arqueologica realizada en la piscina comunitaria de los bloques
Al, A2, A3, A6, A7 y A8 del Sector UA-23 de Marroquies
Bajos de Jaén”. Anuario Arqueologico de Andalucia 1998/111-1.
Sevilla: 402-413.

- 2001b: “Actuacion arqueologica realizada en el espacio desti-
nado a la instalacion del ovoide del vial 4 de la UA-23, Marro-
quies Bajos. Jaén”. Anuario Arqueologico de Andalucia
1998/111-1. Sevilla: 422-428.

BUXO, R. 1997: Arqueologia de las plantas. La explotacion
econdomica de las semillas y los frutos en el marco mediterrdneo
de la Peninsula Ibérica. Critica. Barcelona.

CAMALICH, M*D. & MARTIN, D. 1999: “Conclusiones”. In
M*D. Camalich & D. Martin (dirs.): El territorio almeriense
desde los inicios de la produccion hasta fines de la Antigiiedad.
Un modelo: La Depresion de Vera y cuenca del rio Almanzora.
Arqueologia Monografias 6. Consejeria de Cultura de la Junta
de Andalucia. Sevilla: 327-353.

CAMARA, J.A. 1998: Bases teéricas y metodolégicas para el
estudio del ritual funerario utilizado durante la Prehistoria
Reciente en el sur de la Peninsula Ibérica. Tesis Doctoral Mi-
crofilmada. Universidad de Granada. Granada.

- 2001: El ritual funerario en la Prehistoria Reciente en el Sur
de la Peninsula Ibérica. British Archaeological Reports Interna-
tional Series 913. Oxford.

- 2004: “Lotta di classe e falso ideologico. L’esempio dei
fenomeni funerari della Preistoria Recente del sud della Peni-
sola Iberica”. Padusa. Bollettino del Centro Polesano di Studi
Storici, archeologici ed etnografici Rovigo XXXIX: 71-90.

CAMARA, J.A.; CONTRERAS, F.; PEREZ, C. & LIZCANO,
R. 1996: “Enterramientos y diferenciacion social II. La proble-
matica del Alto Guadalquivir durante la Edad del Bronce”.
Trabajos de Prehistoria 53 (1): 91-108.

CAMARA, J.A. & LIZCANO, R. 1996: “Ritual y sedentariza-
cion en el yacimiento del Polideportivo de Martos (Jaén)”. 1
Congrés del Neolitic a la Peninsula Ibérica. Formacio e im-
plantacio de les comunitats agricoles (Gava-Bellaterra, 1995).
Vol. 1. Rubricatum 1 (1): 313-322.

CARRION, F.; ALONSO, JM.; RULL, E.; CASTILLA, J;
CEPRIAN, B.; MARTINEZ, J.L.; HARO, M. & MANZANO,
A. 1993: “Los recursos abiodticos y los sistemas de aprovisio-
namiento de rocas por las comunidades prehistoricas del S.E. de
la peninsula ibérica durante la Prehistoria Reciente”. In J.M.
Campos & F. Nocete (coords.): Investigaciones arqueologicas
en Andalucia. 1985-1992. Proyectos. Consejeria de Cultura.
Huelva: 295-309.

CASTRO, P.V.; CHAPMAN, R.W.; GILI, S.; LULL, V.; MI-
CO, R.; RIHUETE, C.; RISCH, R. & SANAHUJA, M* E. 1996:
“Teoria de las practicas sociales”. In M*.A. Querol & T. Chapa
(eds.): Homenaje al Profesor Manuel Ferndandez Miranda I.
Complutum Extra 6 (1): 35-48.

CASTRO, P.V.; GILL S.; LULL, V.; MICO, R.; RIHUETE, C.;
RISCH, R. & SANAHUIJA, M*E. 1999: “Teoria de la produc-



SOCIAL INEQUALITY IN IBERIAN LATE PREHISTORY

cion de la vida social. Mecanismos de explotacion en el Sudeste
ibérico”. Boletin de Antropologia Americana 33: 25-77.

CHAPMAN, R.W. 1981: “Los Millares y la cronologia relativa
de la Edad del Cobre en el Sudeste de Espaiia”. Cuadernos de
Prehistoria de la Universidad de Granada 6: 75-89.

- 1982: “Autonomy, ranking and resources in Iberian prehisto-
ry”. In C. Renfrew & S. Shennan (eds.): Ranking, resources and
exchange. Aspects of Archeology of Early European Society.
New Directions in Archaecology. Cambridge University Press.
Cambridge: 46-51.

CONTRERAS, F. & CAMARA, I.A. 2002: La jerarquizacion
social en la Edad del Bronce del Alto Guadalquivir (Espariia).
El poblado de Penalosa (Barios de la Encina, Jaén). British
Archaeological Reports International Series 1025. Oxford.

ESTEVEZ, I.; VILA, A.; TERRADAS, X.; PIQUE, R.; TAU-
LE, M.; GIBAJA, J. & RUIZ, G. 1999: “Cazar o no cazar, jes
ésta la cuestion?”. Boletin de Antropologia Americana 33: 5-24.

GERMANA, F. & SANTONI, V. 1993: “La necropoli di Cuc-
curu S’Arriu (Cabras) e I paleosardi medioneolitici”. Quaderni
della Soprintendenza Archeologica per le province di Cagliari e
Oristano 9: 5-30.

GIBAJA, JF.; CLEMENTE, I. & VILA, A. 1997: “Una
aproximacion a través del analisis funcional a sociedades neoli-
ticas del Noreste Peninsular: las necropolis de la Bobila Madu-
rell y el Cami de Can Grau”. In R. de Balbin & P. Bueno (eds.):
Il Congreso de Arqueologia Peninsular (Zamora 1996). Vol. IL
Neolitico. Calcolitico y Bronce. Fundacion Rei Alfonso Henri-
ques. Zamora: 129-136.

GILMAN, A. 1987: “Regadio y conflicto en sociedades acéfa-
las”. Boletin del Seminario de Arte y Arqueologia LI11: 59-72.

GUIDI, A. 2000: Preistoria della complessita sociale. Quadran-
te 107. Laterza. Roma.

HARO, M. 2004: “El poblamiento durante la Prehistoria Re-

ciente en el Campo de Nijar”. Arqueologia y Territorio 1: 51-65.

http://www.ugr.es/~arqueol/docencia/doctorado/ArqyT/Articulo
$%201/Artic4.htm

KEESMANN, I.; MORENO, M* A. & KRONZ, A. 1997: “In-
vestigaciones cientificas de la metalurgia de El Malagén y Los
Millares en el Sureste de Espafia”. Cuadernos de Prehistoria de
la Universidad de Granada 16-17: 247-302.

LERNER, G. 1990: La creacion del patriarcado. Critica. Bar-
celona.

LIZCANO, R. 1999: El Polideportivo de Martos (Jaén): un
yacimiento neolitico del IV Milenio A.C.. Obra Social y Cultural
Cajasur. Cordoba.

LIZCANO, R. & CAMARA, J.A. 2004: “Produccién econémi-
ca y sedentarizacion. El registro arqueologico del Polideportivo
de Martos (Jaén)”. Sociedades recolectoras y primeros produc-
tores. Actas de las Jornadas Temdticas Andaluzas de Arqueolo-
gia (Ronda 2003). Consejeria de Cultura. Junta de Andalucia.
Sevilla: 229-248.

LIZCANO, R.; CAMARA, J. A.; CONTRERAS, F.; PEREZ, C.

& BURGOS, A. 2004: “Continuidad y cambio en comunidades

146

calcoliticas del Alto Guadalquivir”. Simposios de Prehistoria
Cueva de Nerja. II. La problematica del Neolitico en Andalucia.
1I1.Las primeras sociedades metalurgicas en Andalucia. Funda-
cién Cueva de Nerja. Nerja: 159-175.

LIZCANO, R.; CAMARA, J.A.; RIQUELME, J.A.; CANA-
BATE, M*L.; SANCHEZ, A. & AFONSO, I.A. 1997: “El
Polideportivo de Martos. Estrategias econdmicas y simbolos de
cohesion en un asentamiento del Neolitico Final del Alto Gua-
dalquivir”. Cuadernos de Prehistoria de la Universidad de
Granada 16-17: 5-101.

MALDONADO, M"G.; MOLINA, F.; ALCARAZ, F.M,
CAMARA, J.A.; MERIDA, V. & RUIZ, V. 1997: “El papel
social del megalitismo en el Sureste de la Peninsula Ibérica. Las
comunidades megaliticas del Pasillo de Tabernas”. Cuadernos
de Prehistoria de la Universidad de Granada 16-17: 167-190.

MARQUEZ, J.E. 2002: “De los ‘Campos de Silos’ a los ‘Agu-
jeros Negros’: Sobre pozos, depdsitos y zanjas en la Prehistoria
Reciente del Sur de la Peninsula Ibérica”. Homenaje al Profesor
Pellicer (I). Spal 10: 207-220.

MARTIN, A.; BORDAS, A. & MARTI, M. 1996: “Bobila
Madurell (St. Quirze del Valles, Barcelona). Estrategia econo-
mica y organizacion social en el Neolitico Medio”. I Congrés
del Neolitic a la Peninsula Ibérica. Formacio e implantacio de
les comunitats agricoles (Gava-Bellaterra, 1995). Vol. 1. Rubri-
catum 1 (1): 423-428.

MARTINEZ, G. 1997: “Late Prehistory Blade Production in
Andalusi (Spain)”. In A. Ramos & M*A. Bustillo (eds.): Sili-
ceous rocks and Culture. Monografica Arte y Arqueologia 42.
Universidad de Granada. Granada: 427-436.

MARTINEZ, G. & AFONSO, J.A. 1998: “Las sociedades
prehistoricas: de la Comunidad al Estado”. In R. Peinado (ed.):
De Ilurco a Pinos Puente. Poblamiento, economia y sociedad
de un pueblo de la Vega de Granada. Diputacion Provincial de
Granada. Granada: 21-68.

MARTINEZ, G.; MORGADO, A.; AFONSO, J.A.; SANCHEZ,
M. & RONCAL, M*E. 1998: “Reflexiones sobre la explotacion
de materias primas para la produccion de arfefactos de piedra
tallada durante la Prehistoria Reciente de Andalucia Oriental: el
caso de Los Castillejos (Montefrio, Granada)”. In J. Bosch, X.
Terradas & T. Orozco (eds.): Actes de la 20 Reunié de Treball
sobre Aprovisionament de Recursos Litics a la Prehistorica
(Barcelona-Gava, 1997). Rubricatum 2: 161-170.

MARTINEZ, J. 1998: “Abrigos y accidentes geograficos como
categorias de analisis en el paisaje de la pintura rupestre esque-
matica. El Sudeste como marco”. Arqueologia del Paisaje.
Arqueologia Espacial 19-20: 543-561.

MATHERS, C. 1984: “Beyond the grave: the context and wider
implications of mortuary practices in south-east Spain”. In
T.F.C. Blagg, R.F.J. Joves & S.J. Keay (eds.): Papers in Iberian
Archaeology 1. British Archaeological Reports International
Series 193 (I). Oxford: 13-46.

MEIKLEJOHN, C.; PETERSEN, E.B. & ALEXANDERSEN,
V. 2002: “The Anthropology and Archaeology of Mesolithic
Gender in the Western Baltic”. In M. Donald & L. Hurcombe
(eds.): Gender and Material Culture in Archaeological Perspec-
tive. Studies in Gender and Material Culture 1. Palgrave
Macmillan. Basinstoke: 222-237.



THE ROLE OF THE MEANS OF PRODUCTION IN SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT IN THE LATE PREHISTORY

MEILLASSOUX, C. 1987: Mujeres, graneros y capitales.
Economia doméstica y capitalismo. Siglo XXI. México.

MOLINA, F. 1983: “La Prehistoria”. In F. Molina & J.M. Rol-
dan: Historia de Granada I. De las primeras culturas al Islam.
Don Quijote. Granada: 11-131.

- 1988: “El Sudeste” In G. Delibes, M. Fernandez-Miranda, A.
Martin & F. Molina: El Calcolitico de la Peninsula Ibérica.
Congresso Internazionale L’Eta del Rame in Europa (Viareggio
1987). Rassegna di Archeologia 7: 256-262.

MOLINA, F.; CAMARA, J. A;; CAPEL, J; NAJERA, T. &
SAEZ, L. 2004: “Los Millares y la periodizacién de la Prehisto-
ria Reciente del Sudeste”. Simposios de Prehistoria Cueva de
Nerja. Il. La problemdtica del Neolitico en Andalucia. IIl.Las
primeras sociedades metalurgicas en Andalucia. Fundacion
Cueva de Nerja. Nerja: 142-158.

MONTERO, 1. 1998: “Interpretacion cultural en la investiga-
cidn arqueometaltrgica: la Edad del Bronce”. In J. Fernandez &
F.J. Sarabia (coords.): Arqueometalurgia del bronce. Introduc-
cion a la metodologia de trabajo. Studia Archaeologica 86.
Universidad de Valladolid. Valladolid: 99-108.

MORENO, M* A.; CONTRERAS, F. & CAMARA, J.A. 1997:
“Patrones de asentamiento, poblamiento y dinamica cultural.
Las tierras altas del sureste peninsular. El pasillo de Cullar-
Chirivel durante la Prehistoria Reciente”. Cuadernos de Prehis-
toria de la Universidad de Granada 16-17: 191-245.

NAVAS, E. 2004: “Analisis inicial de los restos faunisticos del
yacimiento arqueoldgico de Los Millares (Santa Fe de Mondu-
jar, Almeria) en su contexto espacial”. Arqueologia y Territorio
1: 37-49.
http://www.ugr.es/~arqueol/docencia/doctorado/ArqyT/Articulo
$%201/Artic3.htm

NOCETE, F. 1989: El espacio de la coercion. La transicion al
Estado en las Campirias del Alto Guadalquivir (Esparia). 3000-
1500 A.C. British Archaeological Reports International Series
492. Oxford.

- 2001: Tercer milenio antes de nuestra era. Relaciones y con-
tradicciones centro/periferia en el Valle del Guadalquivir.
Bellaterra. Barcelona.

NOCETE, F.; ORIHUELA, A.; OTERO, R.; ROMERO, J.C.;
ESCALERA, P. & LINARES, J.A. 1997: “Prospeccién arqueo-
légica en el Andévalo occidental (Presa del Andévalo). Huelva.
Informe preliminar”. Anuario Arqueologico de Andalucia
1993/111: 332-335.

NOCETE, F.; SAEZ, R.; NIETO, J.M.; CRUZ-AUNON, R;
CABRERO, R.; ALEX, E. & BAYONA, M.R. 2005: “Circula-
tion of silicified oolitic limestone blades in South-Iberia (Spain
and Portugal) during the third millennium B.C.: an expression
of a core/periphery framework™. Journal of Anthropological
Archaeology 24: 62-81.

PELLICER, M. 1964: El Neolitico y el Bronce de la Cueva de
la Carigiiela de Pifiar (Granada). Trabajos de Prehistoria XV.
Madrid.

PELLICER, M. & ACOSTA, P. 1986: “Neolitico y calcolitico
de la Cueva de Nerja.” In J.F. Jorda (ed.): La Prehistoria de la
Cueva de Nerja (Malaga). Trabajos sobre la Cueva de Nerja 1.

147

Patronato de la Cueva de Nerja/Universidad de Méalaga. Malaga:
377-450.

PEREZ, C. & CAMARA, J.A. 1999: “Intervencién arqueologi-
ca en Marroquies Bajos (Jaén). Sector Urbanistico RP-4. Parce-
la G-3”. Anuario Arqueoldgico de Andalucia 1995/111: 256-270.

PERONI, R. 2004: L’ltalia alle soglie della storia. Biblioteca
Universale 558. Laterza. Roma.

PETERS, J. & DRIESCH, A. von den. 1990: “Archdozoolo-
gische untersuchung der tierreste aus der kupperzeitlichen sied-
lung von Los Millares (Prov. Almeria)”. Studien iiber fiiihe
Tierknochenfunde von der Iberischen Halbinsel 12: 49-110.

RAMOS, U.; AFONSO, J.A.; CAMARA, J.A.; MOLINA, F. &
MORENO, M. 1997: “Trabajos de acondicionamiento y estudio
cientifico en el yacimiento de Los Castillejos en Las Pefias de
los Gitanos (Montefrio, Granada)”. Anuario Arqueologico de
Andalucia 1993/111: 265-271.

RAMOS, A.; MARTINEZ, G.; RIOS, G. & AFONSO, J.A.
1991: Flint production and exchange in the Iberian Southeast
(Il Millenium B.C.). (VI International Flint Symposium. Post-
symposium field trip). Universidad de Granada/Instituto Geolo-
gico y Minero. Granada.

RIQUELME, J.A. 2002: Cueva de las Ventanas. Historia y
Arqueologia. Ayuntamiento de Pifiar. Pifiar.

RODRIGUEZ, M*.0. & VERNET, J.L. 1991: “Premiers résul-
tats paléocarpologiques de I’établissement Chalcolithique de
Los Millares, Almeria, d’aprés 1’analyse anthracologique de
I’établissement”. In W.H. Waldren, J.A. Ensenyat & R.C. Ken-
nard (eds.): IInd Deya International Conference of Prehistory.
Recent developments in Western Mediterranean Prehistory:
Archaeological techniques, technology and theory. Vol. 1. Ar-
chaeological techniques and technology. British Archaeological
Reports International Series 573. Oxford: 1-16.

RUBIO DE MIGUEL, 1. 1980-81: “Enterramientos neoliticos
de la Peninsula Ibérica”. Cuadernos de Prehistoria y Arqueolo-
gia de la Universidad Autonoma de Madrid 7-8: 39-73.

SANTONI, V. 1995: “Il sito preistorico di Cuccuru S’Arriu
(Cabras, Oristano)”. In A. Moravetti & C. Tozzi (cur.):
Sardegna. Guide Archeologiche. Preistoria e Protostoria in
Italia 2. XIII Congresso Internazionale dell Scienze Preistoriche
e Protostoriche. U.L.S.P.P./Ministero per i Beni Culturali e
Ambientali/A.B.A.C.O. Edizioni. Forli: 130-137.

SCARDUELLI, P. 1988: Dioses, espiritus, ancestros. Elemen-
tos para la comprension de los sistemas rituales. Siglo XXI.
México.

STE. CROIX, G.E.M. de 1988: La lucha de clases en el Mundo
Griego Antiguo. De la Edad Arcaica a las conquistas arabes.
Critica. Barcelona.

THOMAS, J. 1993: “The Hermeneutics of Megalithic Space”.
In C. Tilley (ed.): Interpretative Archaeology. Explorations in
Anthropology Series. Exeter. Berg: 73-97.

TILLEY, C. 1993: “Art, Architecture, Landscape (Neolithic
Sweden)”. In B. Bender (ed.): Landscape. Politics and perspec-
tives. Explorations in Anthropology Series. Exeter. Berg: 49-84.



SOCIAL INEQUALITY IN IBERIAN LATE PREHISTORY

VICENT, J.M. 1993: “El Neolitico. Transformaciones sociales
y economicas”. Boletin de Antropologia Americana 24: 31-62.

ZAFRA, N.; HORNOS, F. & CASTRO, M. 1999: “Una macro-
aldea en el origen del modo de vida campesino: Marroquies
Bajos (Jaén) c. 2500-2000 cal ANE”. Trabajos de Prehistoria
56 (1): 77-102.

ZVELEBIL, M. 1997: “Ideology, society and economy of the
Mesolithic communities in temperate and northern Europe”.
Origini XX: 39-70.

- 2002: “Fat is a Feminist Issue: On Ideology, Diet and Health
in Hunter-Gatherer Societies.” In M. Donald & L. Hurcombe
(eds.): Gender and Material Culture in Archaeological Perspec-
tive. Studies in Gender and Material Culture 1, Basinstoke.
Palgrave Macmillan: 209-221.

148




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /AgencyFB-Bold
    /AgencyFB-Reg
    /Albertus-ExtraBold
    /Albertus-Medium
    /AlbertusMT
    /AlbertusMT-Italic
    /AlbertusMT-Light
    /Aldine721BT-Bold
    /Aldine721BT-Roman
    /Algerian
    /AllegroBT-Regular
    /AmazoneBT-Regular
    /AmericanGaramondBT-Bold
    /AmericanGaramondBT-BoldItalic
    /AmericanGaramondBT-Italic
    /AmericanGaramondBT-Roman
    /AmerTypewriterITCbyBT-Bold
    /AntiqueOlive
    /AntiqueOlive-Bold
    /AntiqueOlive-Compact
    /AntiqueOlive-Italic
    /AntiqueOlive-Roman
    /Apple-Chancery
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialRoundedMTBold
    /ArrusBT-Bold
    /ArrusBT-Roman
    /AstGlyphs
    /Athenian
    /Attica
    /AvantGarde-Book
    /AvantGarde-BookOblique
    /AvantGarde-Demi
    /AvantGarde-DemiOblique
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-Book
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-MediumOblique
    /BaskervilleMTforBrill01
    /BaskOldFace
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellCentennialBT-Address
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BelweBT-Bold
    /Bembo
    /Bembo-Bold
    /Bembo-BoldItalic
    /Bembo-Italic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BernhardBoldCondensedBT-Regular
    /BernhardFashionBT-Regular
    /BlackadderITC-Regular
    /Bodoni
    /Bodoni-Bold
    /Bodoni-BoldItalic
    /Bodoni-Italic
    /Bodoni-Poster
    /Bodoni-PosterCompressed
    /BoinkLetPlain
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /Bookman-Demi
    /Bookman-DemiItalic
    /BookmanITCbyBT-Light
    /Bookman-Light
    /Bookman-LightItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BradleyHandITC
    /BremenBT-Black
    /BremenBT-Bold
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BroadwayBT-Regular
    /BroadwayEngravedBT-Regular
    /BruceOldStyleBT-Italic
    /BruceOldStyleBT-Roman
    /BrushScriptBT-Regular
    /BrushScriptMT
    /Brutus
    /BusoramaITCbyBT-Medium
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /CalisMTBol
    /CalistoMT
    /CalistoMT-BoldItalic
    /CalistoMT-Italic
    /Candid
    /Caslon224ITCbyBT-Bold
    /Caslon224ITCbyBT-Book
    /CaslonBT-Bold
    /CaslonOldFaceBT-Roman
    /Castellar
    /Centaur
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbookBT-Roman
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /CGOmega
    /CGOmega-Bold
    /CGOmega-BoldItalic
    /CGOmega-Italic
    /CGTimes
    /CGTimes-Bold
    /CGTimes-BoldItalic
    /CGTimes-Italic
    /Charting
    /Chicago
    /Chiller-Regular
    /Clarendon
    /Clarendon-Bold
    /ClarendonBT-Bold
    /Clarendon-Condensed-Bold
    /Clarendon-Light
    /Clocks
    /CloisterOpenFaceBT-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CommercialScriptBT-Regular
    /CommonBullets
    /CompactaBT-Black
    /CompactaBT-Light
    /CooperBlack
    /CooperBlack-Italic
    /CooperBT-Medium
    /CopperplateGothic-Bold
    /CopperplateGothicBT-Bold
    /CopperplateGothicBT-Roman
    /CopperplateGothic-Light
    /Copperplate-ThirtyThreeBC
    /Copperplate-ThirtyTwoBC
    /CopticNormal
    /Coronet
    /Coronet-Regular
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /Courier-Oblique
    /CurlzMT
    /DauphinPlain
    /DFCalligraphicOrnamentsLET
    /DFDiversionsLET
    /DFDiversitiesLET
    /DomBoldBT-Regular
    /DomCasualBT-Regular
    /Dutch801BT-Bold
    /Dutch801BT-Roman
    /EdwardianScriptITC
    /Egyptian505BT-Bold
    /Egyptian505BT-Roman
    /Elephant-Italic
    /Elephant-Regular
    /English111PrestoBT-Regular
    /English111VivaceBT-Regular
    /EngraversMT
    /EngraversOldEnglishBT-Regular
    /EngraversRomanBT-Bold
    /EngraversRomanBT-Regular
    /ErasITC-Bold
    /ErasITC-Demi
    /ErasITC-Light
    /ErasITC-Medium
    /Eurostile
    /Eurostile-Bold
    /Eurostile-BoldExtendedTwo
    /Eurostile-ExtendedTwo
    /FelixTitlingMT
    /FlamencoD
    /FootlightMTLight
    /ForteMT
    /FranklinGothic-Book
    /FranklinGothic-BookItalic
    /FranklinGothic-Demi
    /FranklinGothic-DemiCond
    /FranklinGothic-DemiItalic
    /FranklinGothic-Heavy
    /FranklinGothic-HeavyItalic
    /FranklinGothicITCbyBT-Heavy
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumCond
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /FrenchScriptMT
    /FuturaBT-Bold
    /FuturaBT-BoldItalic
    /FuturaBT-Book
    /FuturaBT-ExtraBlack
    /FuturaBT-ExtraBlackCondensed
    /FuturaBT-Light
    /FuturaBT-Medium
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Antiqua
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Halbfett
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Garamond-Kursiv
    /Garamond-KursivHalbfett
    /Geneva
    /GeographicSymbolsNormal
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Gigi-Regular
    /GillSans
    /GillSans-Bold
    /GillSans-BoldCondensed
    /GillSans-BoldItalic
    /GillSans-Condensed
    /GillSans-ExtraBold
    /GillSans-Italic
    /GillSans-Light
    /GillSans-LightItalic
    /GillSansMT
    /GillSansMT-Bold
    /GillSansMT-BoldItalic
    /GillSansMT-Condensed
    /GillSansMT-ExtraCondensedBold
    /GillSansMT-Italic
    /GillSans-UltraBold
    /GillSans-UltraBoldCondensed
    /GloucesterMT-ExtraCondensed
    /GlyphBasic1
    /GlyphBasic2
    /GlyphBasic3
    /GlyphBasic4
    /GorillaITCbyBT-Regular
    /Goudy
    /Goudy-Bold
    /Goudy-BoldItalic
    /Goudy-ExtraBold
    /GoudyHandtooledBT-Regular
    /Goudy-Italic
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-BoldItalic
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Bold
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Italic
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Regular
    /GoudyStout
    /Graeca
    /Greek
    /Greektl
    /GreekUncials
    /GrizzlyITCbyBT-Regular
    /GrouchITCbyBT-Regular
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /Hebrew
    /Hebrewtl
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Condensed
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Bold
    /Helvetica-Condensed-BoldObl
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Oblique
    /Helvetica-Narrow
    /Helvetica-Narrow-Bold
    /Helvetica-Narrow-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Narrow-Oblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /HoboBT-Regular
    /HoeflerText-Black
    /HoeflerText-BlackItalic
    /HoeflerText-Italic
    /HoeflerText-Ornaments
    /HoeflerText-Regular
    /HomePlanning
    /HomePlanning2
    /Humanist521BT-Bold
    /Humanist521BT-BoldCondensed
    /Humanist521BT-RomanCondensed
    /Impact
    /ImpressBT-Regular
    /ImprintMT-Shadow
    /ImpulsBT-Regular
    /Industrial736BT-Italic
    /Industrial736BT-Roman
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /InScribe-A-B
    /InScribeAnsiPSMT
    /InScribe-C-D
    /InScribe-E-F
    /InScribe-G-L
    /InScribe-M-N
    /InScribe-O-P
    /InScribePhoneticPSMT
    /InScribe-Q-S
    /InScribe-T-U
    /InScribe-V-W
    /InScribe-X-Aa
    /IowanOldStyleBT-Bold
    /IowanOldStyleBT-Roman
    /IPAKiel
    /IPAsans
    /Japanese-Generic1
    /JoannaMT
    /JoannaMT-Bold
    /JoannaMT-BoldItalic
    /JoannaMT-Italic
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KabelBdNormal
    /KabelITCbyBT-Book
    /KabelITCbyBT-Ultra
    /KaufmannBT-Bold
    /KaufmannBT-Regular
    /Kidnap
    /KidsPlain
    /Korean-Generic1
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KunstlerScript
    /LandscapePlanning
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothic
    /LetterGothic-Bold
    /LetterGothic-BoldSlanted
    /LetterGothic-Italic
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LetterGothic-Slanted
    /LibertyBT-Regular
    /LibraBT-Regular
    /Lithograph
    /LubalinGraph-Book
    /LubalinGraph-BookOblique
    /LubalinGraph-Demi
    /LubalinGraph-DemiOblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSans
    /LucidaSans-Demi
    /LucidaSans-DemiItalic
    /LucidaSans-Italic
    /LucidaSans-Typewriter
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBold
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBoldOblique
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterOblique
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaiandraGD-Regular
    /Marigold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MgOldTimesUCItalic
    /MgOldTimesUCPolBold
    /MgOldTimesUCPolBoldItalic
    /MgOldTimesUCPolNormal
    /MgPolHelveticaPlain
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MisterEarlBT-Regular
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /Monaco
    /MonaLisa-Recut
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MorseCode
    /MSOutlook
    /MSReference1
    /MSReference2
    /MurrayHillBT-Bold
    /Music
    /MusicalSymbolsNormal
    /Naskh
    /Naskh-Outline
    /NewBaskervilleITCbyBT-Bold
    /NewBaskervilleITCbyBT-Roman
    /NewCenturySchlbk-Bold
    /NewCenturySchlbk-BoldItalic
    /NewCenturySchlbk-Italic
    /NewCenturySchlbk-Roman
    /News701BT-BoldA
    /News701BT-ItalicA
    /News701BT-RomanA
    /News702BT-Bold
    /News702BT-BoldItalic
    /NewsGothicBT-BoldCondItalic
    /NewsGothicBT-BoldExtraCondensed
    /NewYork
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialBT-Regular
    /OCRAExtended
    /OfficePlanning
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /Optima
    /Optima-Bold
    /Optima-BoldItalic
    /Optima-Italic
    /OrbitBbyBT-Regular
    /Oxford
    /OzHandicraftBT-Roman
    /PalaceScriptMT
    /Palatino-Bold
    /Palatino-BoldItalic
    /Palatino-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Palatino-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /ParisianBT-Regular
    /ParkAvenueBT-Regular
    /Perpetua
    /Perpetua-Bold
    /Perpetua-BoldItalic
    /Perpetua-Italic
    /PerpetuaTitlingMT-Bold
    /PerpetuaTitlingMT-Light
    /Pi6OUPMT
    /Playbill
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /PosterBodoniBT-Roman
    /Pristina-Regular
    /QuorumITCbyBT-Black
    /QuorumITCbyBT-Light
    /QuorumITCbyBT-Medium
    /RageItalic
    /RaleighBT-Bold
    /RaleighBT-Roman
    /Ravie
    /Rockwell
    /Rockwell-Bold
    /Rockwell-BoldItalic
    /Rockwell-Condensed
    /Rockwell-CondensedBold
    /Rockwell-ExtraBold
    /Rockwell-Italic
    /RoundhandBT-Regular
    /ScriptMTBold
    /Semaphore
    /SerifaBT-Bold
    /SgreekMedium
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SignLanguage
    /Signs
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /SouvenirITCbyBT-Light
    /Staccato222BT-Regular
    /Staccato555BT-RegularA
    /StempelGaramond-Bold
    /StempelGaramond-BoldItalic
    /StempelGaramond-Italic
    /StempelGaramond-Roman
    /Stencil
    /StencilBT-Regular
    /StuyvesantBT-Regular
    /StymieBT-Bold
    /StymieBT-BoldItalic
    /StymieBT-ExtraBold
    /StymieBT-Light
    /StymieBT-LightItalic
    /StymieBT-Medium
    /StymieBT-MediumItalic
    /SuperGreek
    /Swiss911BT-ExtraCompressed
    /Symbol
    /SymbolGreek
    /SymbolGreek-Bold
    /SymbolGreek-BoldItalic
    /SymbolGreek-Italic
    /SymbolMT
    /SymbolProportionalBT-Regular
    /Taffy
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TangoBT-Regular
    /TechnicalPlain
    /TempusSansITC
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /TimesClassGreek
    /Times-Italic
    /TimesNewRoman
    /TimesNewRomanBold
    /TimesNewRomanItalic
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /TimesNewRomanSpecialG1
    /TimesNewRomanSpecialG1-BoldItalic
    /TimesNewRomanSpecialG2
    /TimesNewRomanSpecialG2-BoldItalic
    /TimesNewRomanSpecialG2-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /TimesSemitic
    /TimesSemitic-Bold
    /TimesSemitic-BoldItalic
    /TimesSemitic-Italic
    /Timlk
    /TransliterationItalic
    /TransliterationTimes
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /TwCenMT-Bold
    /TwCenMT-BoldItalic
    /TwCenMT-CondensedBold
    /TwCenMT-CondensedExtraBold
    /TwCenMT-CondensedMedium
    /TwCenMT-Medium
    /TwCenMT-MediumItalic
    /TypoUprightBT-Regular
    /UmbraBT-Regular
    /Univers
    /Univers-Bold
    /Univers-BoldExt
    /Univers-BoldExtObl
    /Univers-BoldItalic
    /Univers-BoldOblique
    /Univers-Condensed
    /Univers-CondensedBold
    /Univers-Condensed-Bold
    /Univers-Condensed-BoldItalic
    /Univers-CondensedBoldOblique
    /Univers-Condensed-Medium
    /Univers-Condensed-MediumItalic
    /Univers-CondensedOblique
    /Univers-Extended
    /Univers-ExtendedObl
    /UniversityRomanBT-Bold
    /UniversityRomanBT-Regular
    /Univers-Light
    /Univers-LightOblique
    /Univers-Medium
    /Univers-MediumItalic
    /Univers-Oblique
    /VAGRoundedBT-Regular
    /VAGRoundedLtNormal
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VerdanaRef
    /VinerHandITC
    /VivaldiD
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /WeddingTextBT-Regular
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfCalligraphic801BT-Roman
    /ZapfChancery-MediumItalic
    /ZapfDingbats
    /ZapfDingbatsITCbyBT-Regular
    /ZapfElliptical711BT-Bold
    /ZapfElliptical711BT-Roman
    /ZurichBT-BlackExtended
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


