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Distinctions between buildings and alley

QUESTION: Are there

differences in food
consumption between
houses/households in
early state societies,
particularly within same
neighborhood?
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 Differencesin fauna
between buildings - No
dramatic in spite of
architecture and
special finds

 Taxa diversity - minimal

 Wild —slight
differences

e Domestic—only rarer
taxa differ

IMPLICATIONS

 Dietary differences -
minimal between
buildings

* Major difference
between alley and
buildings
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