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Faicnce pendants

Figure 11.2 (facing page and abovc). Collar designs of the later New Kingdom, details.

(a) Amuletic collar, placed on the body of Merit, from the tomb of Kha, Thebes. Redrawn
from an illustration based on X-ray photographs of the mummy in Turin Museum. The
material from which the collar was made was not identified. (After Donadoni-Roven
1987: Fig. 321). A unique featurc of this design is an outer string with necklace pendants
attached.

() Plant-form collar, [rom the tomb of Tutankhamun, Thebes, Certer excavation no. 53a.
Now preserved in the Cairo Museum, exhibit no. 947. Although the order of pendants is
known to bc correct, the placing of the small ring beads is less ccriain, particularly
where they meet the collar terminal. (After Carer and Mace 1923: Pl XXXIX and
information from the field noics of H. Carter, now preserved in the Griffith Institute,

Oxford},

«©) Wesekh-collar from Thebes, cxact provenance unknown. Brooklyn Museum, New York
(40.552). (After Brovarski, Doll, and Frecd 1982; Pl. 307).

) Pant of the inlaid collar design of the gold death-mask of Tuiya, from the tomb of Tuiya
and Yuia, Thebes. Cairo Museum JdE 95254. Here, palmcttcs, ngfer-signs and drop
pendants are used in an otherwise plant-form collar. The terminals of this collar are
triangular, in the shapc of lotus flowers. Similar designs are shown on the sarcophagi of
Tuiya and Yuia. It has becn suggested that the drop-pendant outcr border was creaied by
wearing a plant-form collar over a wesekh-collar (Bell 1987 74).

meaning for a member of the presumahly beticr-cducated official class as for the commoner. I is
also possible that most faience jewcllery was merely a copy of similar arrangements (sometimes
in more valuable materials) wom primarily by high officials and the [requenters of the counl. IT
this was the case, then such jewellery may have no significance beyond representing the attempts
by the poorcr members of Egyptian socicty to imitate people of a higher status. Despite this
cssentially negalive introduction, it may be possible to consider the symbolism of collars and
necklaces as a whole, and perhaps to identify their general role within Egyptian society.

The only type of faience collar which is known, for eerain, to have existed at Amama is the
“plant-form” collar, This type of collar has been studied by M. Bell. Her work shows that such
collars appear 10 have been wom during festivals and also formed part of the [unerary equipment
(Bell 1987: 56-7, and in D’Auria, Lacovara, and Roehrig 1988: 133-4). The regular occurrence
ol plani-form pendants in private houses, wherc very little material refating directly 10 funerary
use has been found, would scem to imply that at Amama the collars were for use primarly by
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Necklace pendants

Pendant Petrie 1 2 unknown occurs in comments
no. hook hooks collars nechlaces
?poppy seed-head 470--473 75 1 18 3 4 Cccurs i 3 collars; 2 from wmb

of Tutenkhamum (Cairo nos. 44, 946); other:
MMA, New York, no. 40.2.5., from bes.

Bes with tambourine 288 29 - 20 - 1 Qccurs in neckiace 28-9/328, from Amama,

Small “drop” 349-550 273 - 4 - 1 Occurs in necklace no. 26-7/554, from Amama,
mixed wilh ?poppy seed-head pendamts, Two
smal] ““drop” pendants with 2 suspension beads
anached are displayed with Amama material in
the Cairo Museurn (no. 12831).

Sonthern plam 461464 16 - 1 - 1 Ocours in necklace 28-9/142 from Amama
(COA 11: 41, P XXVIILT).

Small Taweret - 4 - 2 - - Ocours in possible necklace in El1 Sawi 1957:
14, find no. 1525.

Coliar pendanis

Lotus petal 518-520 - 5 9 1 -~ Cccurs in collars from Luxer and Amama
Palm leaf 544545 - 2 18 p - QOccurs in collars from Luxor and Amarna.
Comflower 485487 - 3 5 2 - Occurs in collers from Luxor and Amarna.
Grape bunch 443-445 1 6 13 1 - Occurs in Amama collar 29/402 (COA 1I: 44),
Smell mandrake 455 - 4 2 2 - Occurs in collars from Luxor and Amama
Date 450 - 6 4 g - Occurs in collars from Luxor and Amarna.
Poppy bud 451 - 6 - 1 - Occurs in Amama collar 23/400 (COA 11:18).

Tahle 11.1. The most common pendant designs from the Workmen's Village excavations.
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Figure 11.5, Pendants of unknown function.
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Pendant list from COA 11, HI (Corpus type IV)

Al
Al

Ad

Ab
AT
Al
AS
AlD
All
Al2
All
Al4
Al5
Als
Al7
AlB

Al9
A20
A2l
A22
B1

B2

B3

B4

RS

Bé

Rn?

B8

BY

B10
B11
B12
B13
B14
B15
B16
B17
B18
B19
B20
B21
B2
B23
B24
B25
B2s
B27
B28
B2$
B30

Anthropoid bust (necklace).

Hathor head {necklace).

Hathor head {necklace).

Gaddess with while crown, wadj-sceplre
{nccklace).

Taweret {nccklace).

Tawerel; large form, not a collar/necklace design.
Tawerer, large form, not a collarmecklace design.
Taweret, large form, not a collar/necklace design.
Tawerer, large form, not a collarmecklace design.

Bes (necklace).

Bes (necklace).

Bes, large form, not a collarnecklace design.
Bes, large form, not a collarmecklace design.
Bes in rectangle, not a pendant,

Bes, large form, not & collar/necklace design.
Seated child (collarmecklace).

King holding crook (umknown).

CGoddess with sistrum, large form,

nat a collarmeckiace design.

Hand (necklace).

Goddess, seated {necklace).

Dwarf (necklace).

Falcon god, scated (unknown),

Seated cal (necklace).

Flying duck, large. Inlay, not a pendent.
Flying duck (necklsce).

Falcon {necklace).

Uraeus, large form, not a collar/necklace design.
Uraeus (unknowm).

Scarab. Ring bezel, not a pendant.

Scarab (necklace).

Frog. Bead, not a pendant.

Scorpton (unknown).

Tilapia fish (necklace),

Mullet fish (necklace).

Tilapia fish. 7Votive, not a pendant.

Bull head. 7Votive, not a pendant.
Trussed bull. ?Votive, not a pendant
Trussed bull, ?Volive, not a pendant.
Trussed bull. 7¥Yotive, not a pendant.
Bull leg. ?Volive, not a2 pendant.

Bull within rectangle {unknown).

Bull head. ?Votive, not a pendant.

Frog. Bead, not a pendant.

Crocodile (unknown).

Crocodile, large form, Unknown function,
Winged scarab (collar).

Seated cat (necklace).

Form deleied from corpus.

Thyee fish {coliar).

Fly {(coller and necklace).

Standing animal {unknown).

Bull head. ?Vaouive, not a pendant.
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Cla
Clb
Clc
Ctd
C2
C3
C4
C5
Cé
C7
C8
9
C10
Cii
Ci2
Ci2a
Cl2b
Cl2c
Cl13a
Ci3b
Clic
Ci3d
Cl3c
Ci4
Ci5
C16
c17
C18
C19
Cc20

c21
c22
C23
C24
C25
C16
c27
C28
29

C30
C31
C32
33
C34
Ci5
C36
ca7
Cc38
okl
c4o
C41
c42

Daisy flower (collar).

Rosetic. Ear-stud end, not a pendani.
Daisy flower (collar).

Daisy flower (collar).

Group of leaves (coliar).
Palm leaf {collar).

Date {collar).

Leaf {necklace).

Lotus |'Jelal {collar).

Lotus petal (collar).

Large drop {collar).

Group of petals. Inlay, not a pendant.
Leaf (necklace)

Bunch of grapes (collar).
Mandrake fruit (coltar).
Mandrake fruit (coller).
Mandrake fruit (collar}.
Poppy bud (collar).
Comfower (collar).

TPoppy seed-head (necklace).
Poppy sced-hesd (necklace).
Cornflower (collar).
Compasite planl (coflar}.
Lotus bud {unkmown).

Poppy bud (collar).

Small drop {necklacc).

Poppy flower {(collar).

Large drop (collar).

Lettuce. ?Votive, not a pendanl.
Loms and buds in rectangle.
ntay, not a pendant

Poppy flower {collar).

Lotus flower (collar).
Palmetic (collar}.

Southemn plantflily (necklace).
Palmetie (necklace).

Paimetle {unkmown).

Tree of life {collar).

Southemn plant/lity (necklace).
Southern plantflity, Collar terminal,
not a pendanl

Compoagiwe plant {(unknown).
Palmette (collar).

Compasite plant (unknown).
Palmette (necklace).

Tree of life {coller).

Tree of life {collar).

Tree of life {collar).

Palmelte (collar).

Palmetle (collar).

Palmette (unknown).
Palmcite (unknown).

Palmetia (necklace).

Palmetle (necklace).



C43 Tree of life {collar).
Cd4 Trec of life (unknown).
C45 Trec of life (collar).
C46 Palmette (collar).

47  Palmette (collar).

C48 7?Palmecite (collar).

{49  Tree of life (collar).
C50 Palmette {collar).

C51  Palmette {(necklace).
C52 Palmette (collar).

C53 Tree of life (collar).
C54 Tree of life (unknown).
C35 Group of petals (collar).
C56 Mandrake fruit (collar).

Faience pendants

D12 Ankh. Pierced for scwing on <lothing.
Not & pendant.
D13 Leaf. Pierced form, function unknown.
214 Papyrus bundle. ?Large form (unknown).
D15  Star (collar).
D16 Hicroglyphs (djet) r neheh (coliar).
D17 Ankh djer hieroglyphs (nccklace).,
D1§ Papyrus flower. 7Inlay, not a pendant.
El  Cartouche, Akh-n-iten {collar).
E2 Double cartouche. Bead, not a pendant.
E3  Uraeus and carwsuche. Ring bezel,
nol a pendant.
E4 Double cartouche. Bead, not a pendaat.
E5 Double cartouche. Bead, not a pendant.

C57 Southem planiflily. Collar terminal, E6¢ Wedjat-eye- and nefer-hicroglyphs.

not & pendant.
C58 Composite plant {collar).
C5% Wedge shape (necklace).
D1 Was-sceptre (collar}.
D2 Nger-hieroglyph (collar).
D3 H-hieroglyph (collar).
D4 Nefer-hieroglyph (coliar).
D5 Buuon-seal. Not a pendant.
D6 Dazte (collar).
D7a Djed-pillar (collar).
D7b  Djed-pillar (coflar).
DR Men-hietoglyph (unknown).
D9  Hes-vase (cotlar),
D10a Mulliple cylinders (collar).
D10k Multiple cylinders (collar).
D1l Form deleted from corpus.

7Bezel, not a pendant.

E?7 Carwouche. Neb-kheperw-Re (collar).

E8  Canonche Imen-hetep; heka-wast.

E9 Cartouche. Pierced for sewing on clothing,
Not a pendant.

E10 Cartouche. Large form, not &
collar/necklace design.

X1 Wedge-shape (ncckiace).

X2 Moon-disc (necktace).

X3  Hieroglyphs ften {collar).

X4 Turde (necklace).

X%  Hes-vase, large (collar).

X11 ?ackal-htad (necklace).

X15 Hicroglyphs djet (collar).

X16 Pair of ears {necklace).

X17 Hathor head (neckiace).

Note: A number of other designs given an “X™ prefix have been omitted from this list. Thesc
designs are not thought to have been used in necklaces or collars.

Necklace pendants (dctailed noles; numbers in brackcts are Petrie corpus niumbers)

Al (277)
A2 (281)

A3 (280)

Ad (283)

A5 {299)

Anthropgid bust.
“CCNS®

Hathor head, wig with straight side-lappels.
*CCMNS £ g ppe

Halhor head, wig with curled side-lappets. Designs A2 and A3 are similar, and it is
Eossiblc they were confused.
MC/CCNS/NC

Goddess wearing the white crown, carrying a wadf-scepire, This design was found
in two sizes; 4 smail form, as illusiraréd,and a larger design, Pendant “Ada” was
listed in (he excavator's notes along with fype A4. Possibly the two different sizes
were %wen different designations, but in the published corpus and records only type
Ad is listed.

*NS/NC

Tawercl. A number of variants of this design exist, in faience, glass, and stone. The
malerial used for pendants was sometimes recorded by the excavators, but usually
omitted from a.tg published lists.

*MC/CCNS/N

3 1 am graleful to Prof J. Keith-Bennett for the identificalion of this form.
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C16 (no Perrie number}

C24/C28 (462/463)

C25/C33 (369/370)

Cc41 (379)

C42 (378)

C51 (387)

D17 (no Pewie numher)

E8 (no Petrie number)

X1/C59 (256)

X2 (555-6)

X4 (no Petric number)

X11 {no Petrie number)

Faience pendants

Small “drop”, This illustration appears similar & Peirie designs 549-50. Smatl drep
mdants were a common find during the recent excavalions at thc Workmen's
illage and Main Ciry, and ii appears surprising that so few were found dunnf; the

emlier worke A siudy of the material from the North Suburb shows that nearly all

drop-shaped pendanis were classified as type CR/C18 (see the section on collar
pendants for further details of this form), irrespective of size. Perhaps only small

cndanis whose shape execily matched that of the corpus drawing were
classified as type C16.

*MC/CCMNS

Southern plant or “lily”™. The corpus includes two versions of this design, 1ype C24
depicis the most common design, while C28 depicts e version with an enlarged
centre and streamers below the puter leaves. There is considerable variation in both
the size end gencral design of this-form, which does not seem 1o be fully
represenied by Lhese illustrations. Two pendents of type C24 are known 1o have
been found with two suspension beads atiached, for use in a collar,
*MC/CCMNSNC

Composite plant/palmeite. Both of these drawings depiet a similar form. Although
they differ m deail, end appear distinct in Petrie’s drawings, it should be nnted that
both appear o have been drawn from mould designs. Pendanis produced from a
well-detailed mould cen losc detail during the glazing and firing processes. In such
g?:sé Iéle lgo designs eould appear very similar and may have been confused.

Com%osite plant/palmette. This design appcars verr similar to type C23, and it is
ssiblc thr,% were confused. On‘l__y one example of peondant C41 is recorded, from
unilding (3:1 24 in the Central City erea. This was excavaied in 1933, thc same
year |hat the corpus was published 1 COA TI, It therefore appears Lhal, as was the
case wilh pendants A2] and B6, a pendant design was entered into the corpus

before being found.
*CC

Compasile plant/patmetie. This design resembles illustrations C25/C33, and uppears
W be distinguished mainly by an additional leaf or petal added to the centre. It s
possible thef the three dcsigns were confused. Only one example of this pendant is
r*eﬁgrded. from house U35.51.

Composile planl/paimette,
"NSPD planl/pa

Hier%b{phs Ankh-Djet. Only one example of this pendant is recorded, from house
T36.69 in the North Suburb. A pendant of this des~1§n. amaongst matcrial from the
1930-1 season at Amame, is pregerved in case 55525 in the Cairo Muscum. The
pnﬁ.:.nal corpus illustration is inaccurate, and has been redrawn from skeiches made
TNS ¢ Cairo Museum.

Cartouche fmen-hetep; heka-wast. There is no find spot recorded for this pendant at
Amarna, It is shown in an excavalion pholograph of 1930-1, and what appcars to
be the same pendant is preserved in case 55325 in the Cairo Muscum, amongst
material from the 1930-1 season. Presumably it wag found in the North Suburb or

Neorth City.

"Wodg’e" shape. Two pendanis of this de jﬁlwere found in the North Suburb in
1926-7, from houses T36.5 and ¥37.4. y were not listed in the corpus of
published records. The iluswrations are redrawn from the excavator's records cards,
A similer design was later entered inlo the corpus as rype C59 {COA II: P1. CXT).
PI“}?: is no entry for pendant C59 in the later Tecords.

Moon-disc. Two versions of this design were found in the North Suburb in 1826-7;
&? from house U37.1 and (b) from T36.3. They were not enlered inlo the corpus or

e published finds lists. The accompanying illustrations were re-drawn from the
excavators record cards, It is not known how accurate these illustrations are, but
E}sg do appear to show two Uifferent versions of the same gencral design.

Turtle. This pendant was found in 1926-7 in house U37.14 in the North Suburb.
The material from which the pendant was made is not identified. It may be steatile,
The design was not entcred inlo the corpus or lhe Eubhshed finds Hsts, The
gllél.setration has been drawn from an excavation photograph.

?Jackal hcad. Only one example of this design is recorded, from house U36.28 in
the North Suburh, When found, this pendant was incomplete and had lost its
suspension bead, It was misidentified es part of a gaming piece (COA 1I: 19, Pl
XXIX.1). The illustration was made from the original piece, now preserved in Lhe
Ash;u_olcan Museum, Oxford {no. 1929.810). See chapter 2 for furlher information
on this form.
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Faience pendants

X9 (no Pelrie number) Hes-vase, targe form. Two examples of this design were found in the North Suburb
Euri'ng lhe excavations of 1926-'£

X15 (mo Petrie number) Hieroglyphs Djer. This pendant design wes found in an unpublished house in the
*Mﬁuca E:ll . Q41’1.4. excavated in 192394. s

A small number of pendant designs nomally found with one suspension bead for use in
necklaces were also found with an additional suspension bead, for usc in a collar. These forms
are fully described in the section on nccklace pendants,

Al6 Scated child.

C13b ?Poppy seed-head, complex “crown™,
C13c 7Poppy seed-head, simple “crown™
C18  Small “drop™.

C24 Southern plant or “fily”.

Pendant design D2-134, the Mefer-sign, was also found with one suspension bead attached, for use in & necklace.

Pendants whose function is unknown

It has not yet been possible 10 find examples of thcsc designs in museums. As a consequence,
it has notl been possible lo suggest whether they were made for use in collars or necklaces. While
some iilustrations show pendants with only one suspension bead attached at the top, it is not clear
whether a second suspension bead has been lost from the basc, or a second bead was aitached at
the rear of the design.

Al7 (no Petric number) King holding a crook (frai‘ment). Only one example of this design is recorded,
E%ugd in the space belween houses T35.8 and T35.9 in the North Suburb.

A22 {no Petrie number) Falcon god, seated. Only one example "of Lhis design is recorded, from house
I?JSS'J“ in the North Suburb.

B6 (321) Uraens. Four cxamples of this design are recorded, all from the Central City, Two
were found in the Great Palace, one in the Great Aten Temple mugazines and one
in building 42,7, The fArst of these buildings 1o be excavaled, the magazines of
the Great Aten Temple, were excavated berween 1932-3, lhe same yewr that the
corpus was first published in COA II, containing enwy B6. It appears lhat, like
Eiélgns AZ1 and C41, a design was entered into the corpus before bemg found.

B0 (333) Scorpion.
*NSIP
B2z (318} Crocodile. Only one example of Lhis design is recorded, from house ¥36.7 in the
Y
Narth Suburb.
*N§
B29 {no Pecirie numbear) Standing animal.
*CC
C14 (no Perrie number) Lotus bud.
*N§
C26 {no Pemrie number) Palmette.
*NS§
C30 (366) Composite plant, Only cne example of this design is recorded, from house T35.5 in
¢ lhesl‘?:nh S?lburb. Y P £
C32 (367 Composile plant,
¢ NSNC P
C39 {(371) Palmene, There is na find spot vecorded for this design at Amarma.
C40 (380) Palmetie.
*NC/CC
C44 (376) Tree of Life, Only one example of this design is recorded, from house U35.18 in

the North Suburb.
*NS
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The North City

The excavated area of the North City is bounded on two sides by the remains of large official
buildings. To the north was the North Administrative Building, while to the west was thc North
Riverside Palace. Neither building was completely excavated and they produccd relatively few
faience pendants. These buildings were not included in this analysis. The remainder of the
excavaled arca was a group of buildings opposite the Nonh Riverside Palace. Due to their
position, these buildings have been interpreted as housing for courtiers (Kemp 1989; 276; AS: 43),
The buildings were excavated between 1930-2 under the direction of J.D.S. Pendicbury, and the
results are due to be published as part of a future COA volume.

The area of the North City uscd for this analysis consists of iwenty-three separate buildings.
Aerial photographs taken before the EES work show that a fair degree of disturbance to the site
had taken place before excavations staried (Kemp: pers. comm.). All of the buildings contained
pendants, but no faience moulds were found.

11.8 Manufacturing areas and their possible effect upon the distribution of faience
pendants

The records from the earlier work at Amama show that the majority of faience moulds were
found within the privatc housing of the city, Although any further evidence for faience
production, such as kilns or firing crrors, was rarely noted, it seems reasonable to postulate that
large groups of moulds indicate the presence of a faience manufacturing area.

In an atlempt to discover what influence, if any, such manufacturing arcas might have had
upon the distribution of faience pendants, the find spots of moulds and pendants were plotted on
to maps of the site. It becamc apparent that faience moulds were concentrated within specific
areas of the city, often within groups of small interconnected houses. This pattern is particularly
clear in the case of the Norh Suburb, and for this rcason a detailed study of the area has been
included here.

Manufacturing areas in the North Suburb

Most of the moulds found were for the production of faience pendants, perhaps not surprising
when it is considered how many were nceded for a faience collar or nccklace. The main
concentration of moulds was found in excavation squares T35/6, particulatly in the westem half
of square T36 (Figure 11.10). It therefore scems likely that this was an industrial quarter, possibly
originally extending into square $36, although this arca has been lost through modemn cultvation.
A smaller group of moulds was found in squares T33/4. This area was scparated from square T35
by a water course or wadi. It may originally have been one continuous group of houses. The only
other group of moulds was found in the vicinity of square V37.

The greatest concentrations of faience jewellery were also found in squares T33/4 and T36/7.
In general, buildings which contained large numbers of moulds were connected with buildings
which had an unusuvally large amount of faience jewellery. The distribution paitem of faience
pendants is similar, with high numbers of pendanis (fifieen or morc) occurring in huildings in the
proposed manufacturing area (Figure 11.11). The same areas also containcd most of the groups of
pendants of the same design, along with many of the “necklace” strings identificd by the
excavators (Figure 11.12).

Such high concentrations of jewellery may be explained in scveral ways. If faience was being
manufacturcd in this area, then there may have been rubbish heaps nearby which conlained
malformed and unusable pieces (see Chapter 2 for possible evidence of this practice). Whilc the
excavators did not comment upon whether the faience jewcllery they found was usable, an
examination of pendants from the earlier work shows that firing errors were present. It is also
possible that necklaces and collars were assembled in the workshop, and slored prior fo
markcling. Depictions of jewcllery workshops from the New Kingdom appear to show that
jewellery was made and assembled in the same general area {Davies 1943: 49, Pl LIV).

It scems that the North Suburb was divided into two main areas. To the west of the “West
Road” is a faicnce manufacturing area perhaps originally extending from square T33 10 square
T36. To the cast is what might be termed a “market area”. It is possible that the small numbers
of moulds found in squares U36 and V36/7 may indicate that isolated workshops were located
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Figure 11.7. The distribution of collar and necklace pendants in the four main arcas of the city,
Numbers show the groups as a percentage of the (otal.
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Figure 11.8, The distribution of different collar pendants in the four main areas of the city
Numbers show the groups as a percentage of the total.
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Figure 11.14a. Graph showing, (top) individwal house areas from the Nornth Suburb, in ascending
order of size, with (below) the number of necklace and collar pendants found in the house.
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Faience pendants
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Figure 11.14b. Coniinuation of Figurc 11.14 (a). Note that this graph starts from 100 squarc
metres, not 0. The contents of the first five houses have been placed above the line indicating
housc size, for clarity, In both Figures 11.14 (a) and (b) it can bc secn that the pendants
contained within a2 house bear no rclation to the house size. As stated earlicr, the only factor
which controls the number of pendants found in a house appears to be its proximily o a
manufacturing arca. The information on housc arcas used in this diagram was taken mainly from
the unpublished MPhil dissertation of P. Crocker (1981, cf. Crocker 1985: 52-65).
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