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The metalworkof the Carchemishregionandthe
developmentof graverepertoriesduring the third
millenniumBC

GrahamPhilip

Introduction

A considerablequantity of metalwork is now
documentedfrom 3rd millennium Be sites in
the Carchemishregion. Much of this originates
in burial contextsmaking it clear that metal
artefactsplayedanimportantrole in themarking
of statusin mortuarycontexts.As the material
wasprobablymanufacturedin thearea,it ought
to reflect local pattemsof demand,andin recent
yearsour knowledgehasincreasedto the point
at which it should be possible to determine
whetherthereexistedstylesandpracticeswhich
were distinctive to the Carchemishregion, or
whether customsdocumentedthere simply
reflect a localised version of developmentsin
the Middle Eastgenerally.

However, this investigationcan also be set
in a wider framework. A growing emphasis
upon the use of metal artefactswithin grave
repertoriesis documentedin manypartsof the
eastMediterraneanandMiddle Eastduring the
third millennium Be (Moorey 1994, 258-259;
Muhly 1985, 12J-I34). The key question is,
however, to what extent doesthis representa
singleunified phenomenon?If thedataindicates
a similarity of artefacttypesand modesof use
in contemporarysocietiesacrossthe Middle
East,this would suggesta broadinter-regional
acceptanceboth of metalwork as a suitable
material for statusmarking, and of particular
modesof use.Sucha phenomenonwould have
significant implications for the nature, scale
and intensity of inter-regionalcommunication,
the developmentof sharedelite ideologiesand

so on. On the other hand, the evidencemight
indicate that there existed significant inter-
regionaldifferencesin thetypology,chronology
and contextualdeploymentof metalwork. In
this case,we would have to think in termsof
the gradual incorporationof metal artefacts
within aseriesof divergent,local,socio-political
and ideological schemes.Furthermore,under
suchcircumstances,any evidencefor growing
consistencyof practicebetweenregions over
time would requirea specificexplanation.

There is now a sufficiently large body of
comparativematerial from sites in Southern
Mesopotamia,ｳ ｯ ｵ ｴ ｨ ｾ ｡ ｳ ｴ ａ ｮ ｡ ｴ ｯ ｬ ｩ ｡ Ｌ andtheLevant
to permit this questionto be addressed,at least
in a provisionalmanner.As an areawhich can
now offer a largesampleof metalworkcovering
most of 3rd millennium Be, the Carchemish
region representsa good starting point for
such an investigation.This paper therefore
seeksto provide a comparativeperspective
on the metalwork of the Carchemishregion,
by reviewing the presenceandlor absenceof
particularmetal-typesin different regions,and
consideringthecontextswithin which different
types were deployed. However, before we
considertheextentto which thereexistedstyles
and practiceswhich were distinctive to the
Carchemishregion during the 3rd millennium
BC, we needto review theevidencefor the role
of metalwork in the preceding4th millennium
Be.
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Theevidencefrom the fourth millennium
BC

The Nahal Mishmar hoard from Chalcolithic
Palestine(Bar-Adon1980),which mostscholars
would assign to the earlier part of the 4th
millennium BC (Levy and Burton 2001, 1233)
providesimportantevidence.Whenthis group,
and the related material from contemporary
settlementsin the SouthernLevant (Shalev
and Northover1993), is consideredalong with
the impressivehoard of late 4th millennium
metalwork from ArslantepeVIA (Canevael
al. 1985; Palmieri 1981, 11{}-111), it becomes
clear that the rarity of metal artefactsin the
archaeologicalrecordof the4th millenniumdoes
not imply thatasophisticatedmetalindustrydid
notexistat thatpoint. Forexample,thepresence
of a majoradministrativecomplexatArslantepe
in period VII, dated to the first half of the 4th
millennium BC (Frangipane2002, 124-126), is
indicativeof the level of sophisticationattained
by late Chalcolithic societies.However, in the
absenceof a significantemphasison metalwork
asa graveitem during the 4th millennium BC,
we are dependentupon occasionalhoards to
provide an indication of the kinds of material
which were in circulation.

Moreover, the distinctive copper-arsenic-
antimonyternaryalloy usedin themanufacture
of the Nahal Mishmar hoard is likely to have
originatedin theoredepositsofeasternAnatolia
(Tadmoret al. 1995), asdid the copperworked
at Tell esh-Shunain Jordan in the later 4th
millennium(Rehrenet al. 1997),and thevarious
silver artefactswhich occur in 4th millennium
gravesat Byblos and less frequently at other
sites (Philip and Rehren 1996; Philip 2002,
219-220; Prag 1978). In light of the foregoing,
thequantitiesof metalavailablein Uruk-period
SouthMesopotamia(Moorey1994,257),andthe
strengthof Uruk contactswith thenorth-west,it
appearslikely thatmetalfrom Anatoliansources
was being shippedaround westernAsia in
significantquantitiesduringthe4thmillennium.
This is despiteits relative infrequency in the
archaeologicalrecord.

On the whole, significant archaeological
evidencefor metalwork is availableonly once
metal artefactsstart to playa significant role
in the mortuary record. Gravesfrom Period
I at Susa,which date somewherearound the
transition betweenthe 5th and 4th millennia

(Tallon 1987, 311-312, fig. 49), have produced
relatively large numbersof copperartefacts,
indudingflat axes,mirrorsandpins,providinga
precociousinstanceof this practice.Thecontrast
betweenthedatafrom Susaandthemuchpoorer
evidencefor metalworkfrom neighbouringLate
Ubaid SouthMesopotamiawashighlightedby
Moorey (1994, 256), and suggeststhat metal
artefactswerevery differently implicatedin the
socialpracticesof the two regionsat this point.

To summarize,the evidencesuggeststhat
during the 4th millennium Be, sophisticated
metalindustriesexistedin manyregions,supplied
by the long-rangetransportof metal. However,
therewerealsomarkeddifferencesin the ways
in which metal artefactswere incorporated
within local ideologiesandsocialpractices.This
becomesall themoreclearwhenweconsiderthe
evidencefrom the 3rd millennium Be.

Metalworkof the earlierthird
millennium BC

The Carchemishregion

Only recently, as a result of the excavation
of an extensiverange of material from the
Birecik Dam Cemetery, located some25 km
north of Carchemish,has it becomepossible
to characterisethe metalwork of the region
in the early 3rd millennium Be (Squadrone.
this volume). The most striking aspectof the
early 3rd millennium (i.e. immediately 'post-
Uruk') metalwork is simply the sheerquantity
of material presentin the graves.According to
Squadronethecemeterycanberoughlydivided
into anearlierandlater phase.The metal types
mostgenerallyassociatedwith the early phase
are: pins with eitherconical,grooved,knobbed
or zoomorphicheadsand decoratedshafts
(Squadrone,this volume, see Figs 13.1, 13.2)
cylindrical pendants,animal figurines (seeFig.
13.5),flat axes,andtripartitespearheads(seeFig.
13.6).Theseartefacts,while certainlystylish in
appearance,were relatively simple in technical
terms.Productionrequirednothing more than
lidded moulds, the castingsfrom which could
befinished by hammer-working.

The emphasisupon weaponsin the form of
axesand spearheadsis interesting.Both forms
employedconsiderablymoremetal thanmore
ornamentalartefactssuchaspins or pendants
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and would have been costly to remove from
circulation through interment. Thus theirpresence
in gravespresumably indicatesthat the equation
of weaponrywith high statushadalreadybeen
acceptedwithin local societiesby this point.

Squadrone(this volume)observesthat while
this material has parallels north of the Taurus,
it is especiallyat home within an area running
from Carchemishnorthwards to HassekHoyiik.
While many of the metal types discussedby
Squadronehavegoodparallels in the cist graves
from Carchemish(Carchemish III, 221-222, pI.
6Oa, 61c), of particular interest are the parallels
with material from the late4th millennium hoard
ascribedtoArslantepeperiodVIA (Palmieri1981,
109-110,figs 3, 4) and a richly furnishedearly
3rd millennium gravebelongingearly in period
VIB (Frangipaneet al. 2001).Thegravegoodsin
this tomb suggesta particular focusupon metal
weaponsand ornaments. The former included
tripartite spearheadsandseveralelaboratetanged
daggers with broad medial zone, which were
in some casesdecorated using a Silver-copper
alloy. The range of ornaments encompasseda
number of pins, including forms with multiple
spiral-heads, bracelets, hair-rings, head bands
and a few metal vessels.This tomb currently
represents the earliest documented instanceof
the conspicuousconsumptionof metal artefacts
in a funerary context from the region.

One point of note is that most of the material
from the Arslantepe grave was not worn on the
body(Frangipaneet al. 2001,109,fig. 6), but was
placed in the grave, almost in the manner of
a hoard. This may indicate that in elite burial
contextsmetalwork wasnot just associatedwith
theindividual deceased,butwasbeingdeployed
within social strategiesorganised around the
mortuary eventandwhichemphasisedthevisible
'consumption'ofquantitiesofavaluablematerial
It is also interesting to note that the axe and
spearhead,both of which were weU represented
in theCarchemisharea(Squadrone,this volume),
weretoappearregularly in Early DynasticPeriod
representational art(Rehm2003,14--15).

Comparison with the evidence from
Mesopotamia
Thusfar Mesopotamiahasproducedrelatively
little evidencefrom theearly 3rd millennium BC
that appearscloselycomparableto that from the
Carchemishregion.Forexample,while 19%of the

330gravesfrom theJamdatNasrperiodcemetery
at Ur produced metalwork, this consistedof a
small number of tools, someornamentssuchas
pins and a mirror, and a large number of metal
vessels,themajori ty of which weremadeof lead;
therewerenoweapons(Woolley1955,104-123).
Theevidencefrom Ur isbroadlyconfinnedby the
metalwork from contemporary Tello, and Early
Dynastic I graves from the Diyala (Delougaz
et al. 1967, 134--142,table 1; Moorey 1994,258)
which consistsmainly of copper pins, mirrors,
and sheetmetal vessels,and includes only the
occasional flat axe or knife blade. A similar
emphasisupon lead vesselsis documented at
Susaduring the Uruk period(Tallon 1987,318),
suggestingthe adoption there of practices from
Uruk Mesopotamia.Thusboththeformsandthe
actual metalsemployedin Mesopotamiangraves
of the early 3rd millennium differed from those
currently documentedin the north. Neither the
focusupon vessels,nor the extensiveuseof lead
find ready parallels in the Carchemish region.

This should come as no surprise, however.
Winter (1999, 229) has pointed out that such
vesselsmay have served quite specific roles
in connection wi th perfonnancesundertaken
as part of the funerary rites. Seenin that light,
the emphasisupon lead vesselsin Southern
MesopotamiaandSusa(Moorey1994,294;Tallon
1987,318)shouldbeseenasindicatingthespatial
extent of the particular funerary beliefs and
ritual actions within which they played a role.
The contrast betweenthe role of metal vesselsin
southern funerary assemblages,and thegrowing
emphasisupon arangeof weaponsand personal
ornaments in the north, should probably be
seenas instancesof the different ways in which
metalwork could be utilised according to the
requirements of particular cultural schemes.

It is not yet dear whether the apparent absence
of rich 4th millennium gravesfrom Mesopotamia
results from a lack of fieldwork or provides an
accurate reflection of the situation. However, it
is possiblethat Uruk period bureaucratic elites
may haveexpressedstatusthrough meansother
than the conspicuousconsumptionof goodson
burial. Equal1y, it is possiblethat the growing
power of institutions was such that they were
able to exercisetight control over the circulation
of valuablemetalwithin thelocal economyand
were thus able to restrict its 'leakage' out of the
systemthrough deposition in graves.

The repertory of flat axes, spears, square-
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sectionchisels,tangedleaf-shapedknife blades
and awls recoveredfrom two 'hoards'at Tell
GubbaVII in the Hamrin (Ii 1989, fig. 12, pIs
46-48) might be seenas indicativeof the kinds
of metalwork which were in circulation in
Mesopotamiaby theearly 3rd millennium, and
which werenot enteringthegraverecordto any
greatextent.Admittedly, contemporarygraves
from Kheit Qasim(Forest1983,138)produceda
combinationof toolsandsomeweapons-chisels,
knives, flat axes- althoughweaponswere not
commonwithin thiscemetery.However,it is not
clearhow far a relativelyperipheralzonelike the
Hamrin canbe consideredto be representative
of SouthMesopotamiaasa whole.

The evidencefrom North Mesopotamia
remainslimited at present,and is thusdifficult
toassess,but thereis little to suggestthepresence
thereof significantconcentrationsof metalwork
in early3rd millennium graves(Bolt andGreen
2(03).This is consistentwith thesuggestionthat
societiesin the NineviteV zonewereorganized
around a systemof staple, rather than wealth
finance (Schwartz 1994). It therefore points
to a situation in which modesof expression
documentedin NorthMesopotamiadifferedfrom
thosepredominantin bothSouthMesopotamia
and the EuphratesValley.

To date, neitherwesternSyria, the Southern
Levant,or Cyprus,haveyet producedevidence
for the large-scaleuse of metalwork in burial
contextsof early 3rd millennium date (Philip
1989; 18f>-197;1991;Weinstein-Balthazar1990).
That being the case,it is likely that north-west
Syriaandsouth-eastAnatoliaplayedakeyrole in
theearlydevelopmentof theuseof metalworkas
astatusindicatorin gravecontexts.Thepresence
of ahoardof high quality metalworkin levelVIA
at Arslantepesuggeststhat theconceptof such
items as prestigeobjects was well established
in the Malatya areabefore the end of the 4th
millennium BC, although it may not, at that
point, have beenspecifically associatedwith
mortuarybehaviour.

On presentevidenceit appearsthat in the
earlier3rd millennium:

1) the range of material presentat sites in
the Carchemishregion was distinct from
that appearingin contemporarygravesin
Mesopotamia;

2) thepatternof metalartefactusedocumented
in theCarchemishregionrepresentsagenuine

localdevelopment,which drawsuponforms
presentin theareain thelate4thmillennium;
and

3) the equation betweenthe conspicuous
consumptionof metalwork in gravesand
the markingof statushad becomeaccepted
in the Carchemishregionand areasfurther
to thenorthby c. 3000Beandso,on present
evidenceat least, ratherearlier than was to
be the casein SouthMesopotamia.

But why should this have beenthe case?One
explanationwouldseethisasalargelyendogenous
development,in that the Carchemishregion
was located relatively close to major copper
sources(Palmierietai. 1993).Local communities
would presumablyhavehad a relatively good
awarenessof, andaccessto, metaLThusthevery
accessibilityof metalsmay havecontributedto
renderingthesemore suitablefor conspiruous
deploymentthansomeotherpotentialmaterials.
As the region lay on the vital route to centres
of demandin MesopotamiaandtheLevant,we
might suspectthat local perceptionsas to the
'valuable'natureof metalworkwould havebeen
influencedby the extent of that demand,and
the efforts which southerncommunitieswere
preparedto maketo obtainsupplies.

However, Frangipaneet af. (2001) suggesta
ratherdifferentexplanation.Noting theparallels
betweenthe metal (and other) items from the
ArslantepeVIS tomb and material from the
Transcaucasiaregion, they suggestthat the
presenceof this rich burial indicatesanimportant
changein the manner in which power was
exercisedat the site. They posit a shift from a
systemwherethe exerciseof powerwas based
around administrativecontrol of the staple
economyin the4th millenniumBC, to a system,
influencedby thepresenceof populationgroups
from the east, for whom the consumptionof
valuableartefacts(and the sacrificeof human
beings),formed a key elementin the marking
of individual status.

Whateverthespecificreasonsfor this change,
the kind of metalwork first documentedat
Arslantepein the late 4th millennium and
presumably,the associatedpractices,appearto
haveprovidedtheessentialideasandthematerial
resourcesfor thedevelopmentsdocumentedin
the EuphratesValley during the earlier 3rd
millennium.
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Fig, 12.1. Specimenmetalworkfrom lerablus Tahtani tombsInot to scale). II spearheadIT 363, T. 302, L.
143 mm; 21 pin IT 2288, T. 1687,L. 150 mm;31 torqueIT 2954,T. 2618,L. 173 mm;41 braceletIT 2953, T.
2618,Diam. 50 mm;51 tweezersIT 654, T. 302, L. 80 mm;61 axeIT 281, T. 302, L. 115mm; 71 daggerblade
IT 449, T. 302, L. 153 mm; 81 daggerbladeIT 263, T. 302, L. 208 mm



192 GrahamPhilip

Metalworkof the later third millennium
BC

The Carchemishregion

Squadrone(this volume) suggeststhat while
someforms continuefrom the earlier period,
the later gravesin the Birecik Dam Cemetery
are characterisedby a rather different set of
metal artefactsof which the following stand
out: bracelets,torques,and toggle pins in the
ornamentcategoryand poker butt (i.e. simple
bipartite)spearheadswhichbecomeincreasingly
commonamongtheweapons.Onefeaturenoted
at thispoint is theappearanceof spearheadswith
abenttang(Fig. 12.1,seePhilip 1989,types5and
8). This is bestunderstoodasanevolutionof the
straighttang, and representsa particularmode
of hafting which waswidely adoptedin partsof
Anatolia, Cyprusand the coastalandSouthern
Levant during the later 3rd millennium Be. It
has not, however, been much reported from
Mesopotamiaand so is bestseenasan element
of a northernmetalworkingindustry. Many of
theseformsarealsocharacteristicof thelater3rd
millennium gravesat ｊ ｾ ｲ ｡ ｢ ｬ ｵ ｳ Tahtani.

Ornaments
The mostnumerousclassof artefactsis toggle-
pins, of which the form with hemispherical
head is particularly frequent (Fig. 12.1.2).The
gravesfrom JerablusTahtani (and other sites,
seeKlein 1992, 256) providemany instancesof
toggle-pinspositionedin the regionof the neck
or shoulderwherethey presumablyfunctioned
to fastena shroud.Also increasinglycommon
at this point are metal torques with curled
ends(Fig. 12.1.3).A numberof exampleshave
beenreportedfrom the Birecik Dam Cemetery
(Squadrone,this volume), which suggeststhat
the type beginssometime beforethe middleof
the 3rd millennium, while examplesin silver
aredocumentedat JerablusTahtani,at theneck
of a femaleburial in a rich EB IV graveat Tell
Ummel-Marra(Schwartzetal. 2003,333,fig. 17),
Tell Selenkahiye(van Loon 1968, 27), and Tell
BanatTomb9 (Porter2002,21).Copperinstances
appearatJerablusTahtani,in late3rdmillennium
gravesatTell Bi'a (StrommengerandKohlmeyer
1998, 12, taf. 20.8, and 31, taf. 36.6), and from
'Hammam'(Woolley 1914,91, pI. 21c).Theseare
suffidentlycommonin theCarchemishareatobe

seenasa characteristicfeatureof local regional
metalworkingtraditions.Gravesfrom theregion
havealsoproducedasignificantnumberof metal
bracelets(Fig. 12.1.4).Theseappearin a rangeof
sizessuggestingthatsomeweredesignedfor use
in child burials.Also presentarespiralear-rings,
often madein sitver.

Anotherinnovationof thelater3rdmillennium
is the appearanceof small tweezersmadefrom
a singlepieceof copper-alloyfolded into simple
U-shape(Fig. 12.1.5).In addition to anexample
from JerablusTahtani Tomb 302, instances
aredocumentedat severalEB IV tombsin the
EuphratesValley (Porter1995,23, table1, fig. 7.A.
386;Orthmann1981,57,pI. 71.9).Tweezersappear
to havebeenrestrictedto high-statusburialsand
almostcertainly representpersonalgrooming
equipment.Theappearanceof similar tweezers
in late3rd millennium graveson bothCreteand
Cyprus(Branigan1974,32;Calling 1964,228;
Weinstein-Balthazar1990,384) is probablybest
understoodin the contextof the appropriation
of elementsof Syrian elite materialcultureby
societiesin theeastMediterraneanbasin.

Weapons

Takingthematerialfrom Jerablusasanexample,
the first point to note is that the rich Tomb302
contains the most striking artefacts.Flat axes
havenowbeenreplacedby shaftholeforms(Fig.
12.1.6).This is more than just a stylistic change
asit reflectsa shift from anartefactwhich could
function aseithera tool or a weapon,to a fonn
thatwasdesignedpurelyfor fighting, andwhich
wasproducedusinga particulartechnology,the
two-piecemould. It is probablyno coincidence
thatit isaroundthemiddleof the3rdmillennium
that theaxebecamea majorelementin elitemale
burialsacrosstheMiddle East,with increasingly
moreelaboratefonns beingdevelopeduntil its
final disappearancelate in the Middle Bronze
Age (Philip 1995).

In contrast,thelargetripartitespearheadsare
supersededbysimplesquare-sectionedexamples,
often securedusinga hooked-tang(Fig. 12.1.1).
The latter wereprobablyeasierto produce,and
their simplidty may reflect a relativedeclinein
theirstatusvalue,perhapsconcomitantwith the
growing elaborationof the axe. Daggersoccur,
but thesemainly consistof simplesmall riveted
blades(Fig. 12.1.7).However,the presenceof a
daggerblade bearingribbed decoration(Fig.
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12.1.8) which has a good parallel at Umm el-
Marra (Schwartzetal. 2003,334,fig. 21) appears
to foreshadow developmentsgenerally seenas
typical of theMiddle BronzeAge.Like theaxes,
the production of such daggers also required
two-piecemoulds, a technical innovation which
allowed the consistent output of relatively
elaborate forms, while offering the potential for
large scaleproduction. This situation speaksof
a developingintegration betweenartefact style,
artefact symbolismand artefact production.

On present evidence, a similar range of
material occurswithin anarearunning from Tell
Mardikh eastwardsto Mari on the Euphratesand
northwards alongboth banksof the river towards
Carchemish.That said,no torqueshaveyet been
reportedfrom Mari (Jean-Marie1999,6, 9-10).
It is interesting to note that a Significant part of
the growing quantity of metalwork appearing
in mid-late 3rd millennium grave contexts
consistsof dress ornaments, high visibility
items designed to be worn on the person in a
conspicuousmanner- torques,pins, braceletsetc.
Tweezerstoo with their associationwith personal
groomingmight alsobe regardedasacomponent
of 'the appropriate presentationof the self.This
situation is made all the more interesting by
the limited range of forms taken. In essence,by
the later 3rd millennium a stereotypedrange of
metal artefactshad becomeacceptedover a large
part of north·westSyria, asfulfilling expectations
regarding the appropriate representationof the
individual in funerary contexts.

Comparisonwith the evidencefrom
Mesopotamia

The Mesopotamian material, as exemplified
by the Royal Cemetery at Ur, demonstrates
a number of differences from that described
above.In the gravesof the Early Dynasticperiod
(Pollock1985,168-188)braceletsarerare,torques
absent, and while toggle-pins are numerous,
mostconfonnto the type with a globularhead,
with versionswith both astraight and bent shaft
common(Woolley 1934,Types1 and 7). While
braceletsare a little more frequent in gravesof
the Akkadian period, torques continue to be
absent, while toggle-pins with a hemispherical
head, the dominant form in north-west Syria,
remaininfrequent(Pollock1985,231).In contrast
to the situation in the Euphrates Valley, metal

vesselsare common(Miiller-Karpe: 1993).Thus,
while there exist broad parallels between the
repertories of personal ornaments occurring in
Mesopotamia and Euphrates valley, there are
many specificdifferences.

The mortuary evidencefor weaponsin grave
contextsfrom Southern Mesopotamiahas been
summarizedby Moorey (1994, 258-259),and
more recentlyby Rehm (2003). It is dearfrom
thesestudiesthat with the exceptionof the 'cart
burials' from Kish there is very limited evidence
for the large-scaleindusionof weaponsin graves
beforeED 1II. BoththeKish gravesandtheRoyal
Cemetery at Ur produced weapons in larger
numbers and more elaborate styles than occur
in earlier tombs. Theseinclude shaft-hole axes
and high quality daggersaswell asasignificant
quantity of tools,coppervesselsand zoomorphic
rein rings. While this material echoesthat
occurring in thecontemporary EuphratesValley,
numerous differences in detail remain. As far
as weaponsare concerned, for example, the
majority of the socketedaxesfrom Ur conform
to Woolley's Type A3 with a lobed blade,and
are thus distinct from the forms characteristic
of north-westSyria (Philip 1989,63-M).

Taking theevidenceof ornaments,vesselsand
weaponstogether, we can make the following
observations:

1) the practice of depositing metalwork in
gravesappears to havehad a rather greater
antiquity in north-western Syria than in
Mesopotamia;

2) there are significant differencesin the usage
of metalwork in grave contexts in the two
regions in the earlier 3rd millennium;

3) by the middle of the 3rd millennium the
previously distinctive metalwork of the
Carchemish area had becomesubsumed
within a fairly homogeneousrange of metal
types which had come to dominate the
funerary assemblagesofa largepart of north-
westSyria and the EuphratesValley; and

4) there is evidence to suggesta degree of
convergencebetween the grave metalwork
of Mesopotamiaand that of the Euphrates
Valley by themiddleof the3rd millennium.
although anumber of very cleardistinctions
remained.

The deployment0/metAlwork
While ornaments occur in many tombs in the
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EuphratesValley (MonteroFeneliDs1999-2(00),
a few gravescontain a number of weaponsthat
is well in excessof that required to constitute a
personal set. Such concentrationsof weapons
tend to appearin the larger and richer tombssuch
aslerablusTahtaniTomb302andtheHypogeum
at Tell Ahmar (Thureau-Danginand Dunand
1936).AccordingtoPeltenburg(1999,432-433)this
representspost-mortuary activity. concernedwith
the making of periodic offerings to the ancestors.
There are both documentary and archaeological
indications of the existenceof a royal ancestor
cultatTell MardikhiEbla(Archi 2(01).In contrast,
in the Royal Cemetery at Uri when weapons
were present in a grave they usually occurred
in direct associationwith a particular individual
(Pollock 1985, 179, 1991,376) and are therefore
bestunderstood as personal items.

Discussion

The metalwork found in the Carchemish area
during the early 3rd millennium Be constitutes
a distinctive regional assemblage.On present
evidence, this was markedly different from
that documentedfrom contemporary Southern
Mesopotamia.Aspectsof this repertoryappear
to have beenderived from forms in production
in more northerly regions during the later 4th
millennium Be. However, it is not yet possible
to determine to what extent the metal styles
(and perhaps the associatedsocial practices)
reflect connectionswith Transcaucasia,or were
developedlocally in the contextof a period of
rapid socialand economicchangeat leastpartly-
fuelled by contactswith the MesopotamianUruk
world.

By themiddleof the3rdmillenniumsignificant
changescan be detected within the repertory
of metal types. These include the increasingly
frequent appearanceof elementsdrawn from
a standardized range of personal ornaments
(pins, bracelets, torques and less commonly
tweezers),all of which appearto be focused
upon physical appearanceand the presentation
of the body. There are also a number of changes
to the repertory of weapons,including a move
towards rather morc distinctive and elaborate
forms of axe and dagger and simpler versions
of the spearhead,perhapsreflectingchangesin
the relative status value of such items.

The key to the appearanceand rapid spread
of this standardized material lies in recent

documentaryevidencefrom TeU MardikhiEbla
which indicates that specific types of metal
artefact weregiven to high statusindividuals, as
indicators of rank at important points in their lives
(Archi 2002,161).Burial wasonesuchevent.Our
concernhere is lesswith the exactitemsgiven to
specific individuals but rather the general range
of material employed in such transactions. For
men the list of suitable items included garments,
and belts and daggers decorated in precious
metals(Archi 2002,181).For high staluswomen
the lists include earrings, beads,hair-ornaments
including gold and silver headbands,necklaces,
jewellery, silver toggle-pins (often in pairs) and
bracelets,again alongsidegarments. Both sexes
could be provided with torques. Archi (2002,
179) stressesthat theseartefactswere not the
personal belongingsof the deceased,but were
issuedby the central administration, asdeemed
appropriate to the status of the individual
concerned.

This new range of metalwork indicates
that we are dealing with a world of stylised,
choreographedelitebehaviour.Thehigh degree
of intra·regional standardisation reflects the
crystallisation of a distinctive regional metal
repertory and can be explained by the existence
of regular communication between polities
in Northern Syria. For example, some of the
high status women from Ebla listed in the texts
discussedby Archi (2002) were destined to
marry men from townssuchasNagar (identified
with Tell Brak), and Harran. Contactsof this
sort would surely have facilitated the rapid
interchange of fashions, styles and modes of
behaviour. Moreover, the various forms of
diplomatic contact and exchangebetweenelites
documented in texts from Ebla and Tell Seydar
(e.g. Archi 1998) would havehelped to create
a degreeof shared symbolism and practices of
elite representation in Syria around the middle
of the3rd millennium.

The other side of the growing demand for
metalproductsis representedby theharnessing
of metallurgical production to the needs of
the elite by the employmentof attachedcraft-
specialistsworking directly for the palace(see
Mazzoni 2003). The stability and supportso
provided would haveencouragedtechnological
innovation, such as the development of two-
piecemoulds which allowed the repeat casting
of more elaborate forms while also providing
craft workers with a reliable sourceof demand
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for their productsand a degreeof security of
raw materialsupplies.

Clearly the number of gravescontaining
metalwork suggeststhat the desire to deploy
materialof this sortextendedsomewaybeyond
theelite.In fact, thepresenceofhighlystereotyped
copper-alloymaterialin manygravesshouldbe
seenasreflectinga desireby othermembersof
thesecommunitiesto emulateelite behaviour,
including aspectsof their mortuary practices,
and a correspondingeffort by metalworkersto
producea rangeof materialdesignedto satisfy
that demand.

Wecannowreturnto thequestionsetoutat the
beginningof thisarticle.Recentdatasuggeststhat
therewasa genuinedifferencein themannerin
whichmetalworkwasdeployedin Mesopotamia
and the Carchernishregion in the earlier 3rd
millennium.At leastsomeof thesedifferencesare
likely to reflectthecontrastingfonnsof political
economyand modesof representing'elite'
statuswhich haddevelopedin the two regions.
While developmentsin the two areasappearto
have startedfrom rather different points, the
appearanceof a numberof broad structural
parallelsbetweenthe funerarymetalworkfrom
theEuphratesValley andthatof Mesopotamiaby
thesecondhalf of the3rd millennium, suggests
that there existed a degreeof convergencein
thewaysin which suchmaterialwasemployed.
Thatsaid, thereremainsufficient differencesin
both specifictypology andelementsof practice
to indicatethatcommunitiesin bothareaswere
continuing to use metalwork in distinctive, if
perhapsgraduallyconvergingways.In contrast,
by thelater3rd millenniumthereappearsto have
developeda markedsimilarity of practicewithin
much of Syria, presumablyindicative of intra-
regional political and economicrelationships
thatwerefar closerandmoreregularthanwere
communicationswith Mesopotamia.
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