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Abstract

The social and political changes accompanying the transition from the Neolithic
through Early Bronze Age in southwestern Iberia are reasonably well understood; much
less is known about population movements and dietary changes that accompanied these
transformations. To address possible population movements and dietary change, human
dental remains from the Middle Neolithic through Late Neolithic site of Feteira 11 (3600-
2900 B.C.E) and the Late Neolithic through the Early Bronze Age site of Bolores (2800-
1800 B.C E) will be used to examine diet and affinity. Two hypotheses are tested: the
period of social change was associated with dietary change between individuals interred
at Feteira 11 and Bolores and groups interred at these sites are significantly different when
observing non-metric dental traits. Microwear features were not significantly different
between Feteira Il and Bolores, lending evidence that the period of increasing social
complexity and long distance interaction did not result in large-scale change in
subsistence practices between groups interred at these sites. The investigation of
biological distance observing dental morphology between sites determined that they were
similar, meaning there was no evidence for population replacement between individuals

interred at Feteira 11 and Bolores.
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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this thesis is to asses population movement and dietary changes
that may have accompanied the transition from the Neolithic (~5300-3000 B.C.E)
through Copper Age/Early Bronze Age (~3000-1500 B.C.E.) in southwestern Iberia.
Archaeologically, these time periods are reasonably well understood (Gilman, 1987,
Chapman, 1990, 2003; Lillios, 1993; Jorge, 2003); much less is known about population
movements and dietary changes that accompanied these transformations (Silva, 2003;
Waterman, 2006). From the Middle Neolithic (~4000-3000 B.C .E.) through the Copper
Age/Early Bronze Age (~3000-1500 B.C.E.) in central Portugal (Estremadura region)
(Figure 1) dramatic social changes were occurring. Fully sedentary agricultural
communities were appearing and expanding and large centers such as Leceia and
Zambujal were developing from naturally defended cities to walled cities (Sangmeister
and Schubart, 1972; Kunst, 1990; Cardoso, 2000). Archaeological evidence suggests that
long distance trade expanded, as seen by the appearance of ostrich egg shells and
elephant ivory from northwest Africa as well as the appearance of Bell Beaker pottery,
found throughout Europe and hypothesized to be brought to these regions by a group of
migrants (Childe, 1957; Harrison and Gilman, 1977; Harrison, 1980, Price et al., 2004).
All these examples are indicators of increased social complexity.

Did the increase in social complexity leave different biological markers in groups
spanning these periods? To address this question, human dental remains from the Middle

Neolithic through Late Neolithic site of Feteira Il and the Late Neolithic through the





























































































































































































































































































































































































