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Sone of the most vivid written accounts of Axzlec society describe exclusive gath-
erings where the emperor hosted other kings and nobles in elaborate ceremonics
cansisling of sumptuous meals. theatrical rituals, formal speeches, and luxury gift
giving. These and other [easting cvents were important parts of Azice political
process. As in nearly all ancient complex societics. Aztec political [easts involved
the use ol a variety of distinctive ceramic serving vessels, allowing archacologists
to document aspects of ancient feasting. But uniike some of the societies described
in this volumne, neither the production nor the distribution ol these feasting ves-
sels appear 1o have been under the control of the state or the elite. Nearly all
Aztec ceramic wares were manulactured by independent producers. and they were
exchanged as commercial commuodities in the marketplace,

The Aztec economy was the most highly commercialized economy of the
ancient New World, and this had implications for the uses of ceramic vesscls in
peliticalt feasting. The Aztec economy consisted of two contrasting sectors: an open
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comunercialized market scctor, and a politically-conirolled sector involving land,
labor, and state finance. The market sector consisled of practices and institutions
centered onasystem of marketplaces found in virtually every town and city. Several
forms of money were in regular eirculation in these markets and at least two typesof
Full-time entrepreneurial merchants could becorme guite wealthy from their uading
expeditions. Most of these commercial activities were conducted outside of direet
state control, and the overall volume of exchange was much higher than what the
evidence suggests for the earlier civilizations of Mesoamerica (Smith and Berdan
2003). This dynamic and open market sector coexisted with a political sector that
consisted of a system of city-stales and au overarching empire. Within Aztec city-
slates. land and labor were under strict centialized political control. Nobles owned
the land and rights to the labor of commoners, while kings extracted tribute from
thetr subjects to finance both government institutions and the favish lifestyle of the
ruling ehitc.

Whereas the feasts of the nobility were associated with the political sectar,
the ceramic vessels employed in these feasts were obtained through the market
sector. The Aztec state did not control the production. distribution, or consump-
tion of ceramics. Even the fanciest and most valuable serving vessels were sold
in the markets, available to commoners (Blanton 1996; Hodge and Minc 1960).
As a result, the same types of claborately-decorated polychrome vessels used at
the highest level of imperiat feasting could also be used for meals in commoner
houscholds, The one major exceplion w this pattern was a complex of distinctive
ceramic vessels recovered in offerings at the Templo Mayor of Tenochtitlan. These
olzjects. by far the most complex and elaborate of Azice ceramics both acstheti-
cally and symbolically, may have been manufactured under state control solely for
placement in these offerings. These were the only true “state ceramics™ in Aziec
suciety, but they were not used for feasting or vther kinds of activitics by anyone
outside of the Sacred Precinet of Tenochtitlan.

AZTEC POLITICS AND ECONOMICS

At the ume of Spanish conguest in the carly sixteenth century, Aztec central
Mexico was divided into a mosaic of city-states, most of which were subject to
the Triple Alliance empire centered at Tenochtitlan (Berdan et al. 1996; Smith
1996}. Although the surviving documentary sources arc heavily biased toward the
cinpire and its capilal, the afteper!, or city-state, was the most important polity
for local administration and regional political and economic dynamics (Lockhart
1992, Smith 2000). As we discuss below, feasting played important roles at hoth
the imperial and city-state levels, although documentary descriptions of the latter
are far less abundant.
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The Aztec population was divided into two social classes—uobility and com-
moners. The Aztec nobility, a hereditary group, owned the land and controlled cily-
state government. There was considerable variation in wealth and power among
the Aztec nobility, based upon the political level of the city-state and the close-
ness of Kinship tics 1o kings. The top nobility lived in large, sumptuous palaces,
whereas the lowest nobles probably lived a life litle different from many com-
moners. The nobility was endogamous and marriages that crossed city-state lines
were the norm. The class interests of the Aztec nobility transcended city-state and
imperial organization and nobles from independent polities cooperated with one
anolher (o preserve and promote their power and privileges. Elite-sponsored feasts
of the type Dietler (1996) calls “diacritical feasts™ were a primary mechanism for
the interaction and cooperation of nobles from diverse city-states.

Most Azlec commoners were imembers of residential units called catpelli. In
contrast to earlicr views of the calpotli that suggested communal land ownership
and kinship-based membership, more recent rescarch on Nahuatl-language doc-
uments by Lockhart (1992), Camrasco (1976), and others, shows thal that nobles
exerted control over the land and labor of the oadpofli. The commoner class ex-
hibited internal variation in wealth and power determined mare by residence and
tribute requirements than by kinship.

Everyone in Aztee society, except the Mexica emperor, paid tibute of some
form. Tribute consisted of goods (agricultural and manufactured) and labor service.
All commoners were subjects of a noble. Nobles paid tribute to their king, relying
upon the labor of their commoncer subjects to obtain or produce their tribute poods.
Kings also paid tributc 1o other kings, either the rulers of more powerful pelities,
or else directly 1o the Aztec emperor.

The Aztec market scctor—based upon commereial exchange— coexisted with
the state control of land and tribute. Almost every settlement, from the imperial
capital to the smallest village, had a marketplace. Low-order markets met period-
ically {every five days in the Aztec calendar) and offered the basic necessitics.
Markets in city-state capitals might meet either periodically or daily, while the
highest-order markets in large cities met daily. A diverse array of commaditics
were offered for sale in the markets (Berdan 1985; Hodge 1992; Smith 2003).
Commercial exchanges were conducted using several forms of money. Individual
cacao beans served for minor purchases, while colton texliles of a standard size
were used for larger purchases. Other forms of currency included gold dust and
T-shaped copper “money axes™ (Berdan et al. 20073; Hosleretal, 1990; Rojas 1998).

Several types of professional merchants worked out of the marketplaces
(Berdan 1988; Rojas 1983). The famous pochreca (guild-organized long-distance
traders) undertook lengthy and profitable expeditions, and often ran the major mar-
kets, where they served as judges. Less well documented were the regional mer-
chants who undertook shorler journeys and often specialized in key conunadities
such as sall, cacac, and slaves (Berdan 1988). Finally, many sellers in the markets
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were petty vendors, (rading in craft goods and agricultural products produced by
their family.

Both sectors of the Aztec economy—stale-administered and market—
expanded and intensified greatly in imperial times (A.D. 1428-1519). During
this period the empire came to incorporate much of northern Mesoamerica, the
power of the Mexica rulers grew, the capital city Tenochtitlan expanded, there was
an acceleration of public rituals centered on the Templo Mayor, and there was
an increasing abundance of imported tuxury goods arriving in the capital through
mechanisms of tribute and commerce. The role of ceramic vessels within this
vibrant social and economic contexlt is the subject of the present chapter.

AZTEC CERAMICS AND SOCIETY

A Functional Approach to Aztec Ceramic Vessels

Although archaeologists have been studying and publishing on Aztec ceram-
ics for u century (Batres 1902; Boas and Gamio 1921), there are few studies that
approach this malterial from a functional perspective. Brumfial (1991) has used
relative frequencies of cooking jars and tortilla griddles to investigate changing
paticins of wemen’s domestic activities in the Basin of Mexico. and Smith has
used frequencics of different vessel forms to examine various houschold activities
and conditions in Aztec-period Morelos {Olsan 2001; Smith 1996, 2002; Smith
and Heath-Smith 1994). In another important contribution, Garcia Chévez et al.
(1999) describe a form-hased classilicalion of Early and Late Aztec ceramics from
Tenochtitlan. Most archacologists, however, have used Aztec ceramics to date sites
and to study production and exchange. Art histerians, who have concentrated on
whale ceramic vessels, have analyzed these using an aesthetic and symbolic frame-
wark, limiting their attention o a few outstanding individual pieces (c.g., Bonifaz
Nufio and Robies 1981: Heyden 1987; Pasztory 1982).

To investigate the uses and sociopolitical significance of ceramic vessels,
however, archaeologists must develop and apply methods of functional analysis
(e.g.. Henrickson and McDonald 1983; Lesure 1998; Smith 1985). This requires the
use of classilications based upon form and the application of a variety of techniques
of functional inference for vessel forms. We have begun te apply this kind of
approach to the archaeological ceramics of Morcles (Olson 2001; Smith n.d.a,
n.d.bj and to the study of ceramic vessels in the pictorial codices (Wharton 1999).
But until there are more studies of Aziec ceramic collections [rom a functional
{or at least form-based) perspective, our interpretations must remain somewhat
previsional in character.

Smith (n.d.a, n.d.b) has proposed a form-based functional classification
of Morelos Postclassic ceramics that consists of six major categories, each of
which has numerous constituent functional types. The six categories are: serving
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Figure 9.1. Avtee serving vessels from sites in Morelos. a—¢) howls: dy pilcher; o-1) cups: g)
gablet; h-J3 winiatore vessels, k) tripod plate {from Smith n.d.h; drawings by Benjumin Karis).

vessels (bowls, plates, cups, pitchers, and ininiature vesselsy; kitchen vessels { jars,
griddies, basins, grinding bowls, and ladles); ritual objects {censers, figurines,
sculptures, and a variety of small ceramic objects such as beils, whistles, and
pipes}; production tools (spindle whorls, spinning bowls, molds, and sherd scrap-
ers; other domestic items (a catch-all category); and special offering vessels
(various effigy vessels, palychrome bottles, and archaic vessels found only in
buried offerings). In this paper we focus on serving vessels, and we employ (he
following subclasses of that category: drinking vessels (pitchers and several types
of cups or goblets), bowls, tripod plates, and miniatare vessels. Examples ol these
forms of serving vessels from Sinith's excavations in Morelos are illustrated in
Figure 9.1. These functional interpretations are based upon the physical attributcs
of the vessels, information in the ethnohistoric sources, and analogies with the trad-
itivnal ceramics of modern Mesoamerica. Further elaboration of this form-based
approach to the Azlec-period ceramics of Morelos can be found in two unpublished
studies (Smith n.d.a, n.d.b}.

The Absence of Aztec State and Elite Pottery

The high level of commercialization of the Aztec cconomy and the role of
ceramic production and exchange within that economy produced a situation in
which no specific class or style of ceramic vessels (with one exception, discussed
below) were strongly linked to the state or to the elite class.
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For purposes of our analysis, we definc state pottery as ceramic vesscls that
are: (1) produced and/or cxchanged under state control: and/or (2) distributed or
consumed in contexts that advanced the political agenda of rulers or elites. The
elaborate polychrome jars and other vessels distributed by the Inca state provide an
cxample of state pottery. These vessels are cominon in the Cuzco area { Bauer | 994,
Rowe 1944). but have a more limited distribution in provincial areas. where they
are found at tnca administrative centers like Hudnuco Pampa or Hatin Xauxa and
in provincial towns and villages at the residences of local rulers (Bray. this volume;
see also Malpass 1993; Morris and Thompson 1985). Although recent fieldwork
has shown that lnca-style polychrome jars were manufactured in several places
in the provinces far from Cuzco, the evidence suggests that production and dis-
tribution were both under state control (I’ Altroy and Bishop 1990; Hayashida
1999). Morris’s excavations at Hudnuco Pampa, although only very incompletely
published, suggest that Inca palychromes were used in state-spansored feasts in
which local rulers were wined and dined by Inca officials (Morris 1979, 1998;
Morris and Thompson 1985).

There was no Aztec equivalent to [nca state pottery. The fanciest ceramics
i general circulation—in terms of their elaborate polychrome decoration—were
Chatula polychromes (Figure 9.2) (Lind 1994; McCafTerty 1996a: Noguera 1954),
the only type of serving ware the Mexica emperor Motecuhzoma would reporiedly
use for his meals (Diaz dei Castillo 1963:226). These ceramics were manufac
tured in a varicly of ptaces in the Puebla/Tluxcala region (Neff et al. 1994) and
traded widely throughout central Mexico (Smith ot al. 1999b). ‘Their production
was probably overseen by local nobles (Pohl 2003), and there is no cvi-
dence that the Aztec empire controlled, or even influenced, their production or
distribution,

Several types of ceramic vessels manufactured in Tenochtitlan and other
parts of the Azlec imperial core (the Basin of Mexico) are found in the tmperial
provinees, but all evidence points to their exchange through commercial channels
rather than state-controlled networks. The most common type, Aztec 11] Black-on-
Orange, was manufaciured in a number of arcas of ihe Basin of Mexico (Hodge
etal. 1993), and provincial peoples oblained such wares from several distinet pro-
duction centers (Smith et al. 1999b). The frequency of this ceramic type outside
of the Basin exhibils an exponential fall-off curve with distance (Smith 1990), a
Paltern consistent with commercial cxchange processes. This and vther Basin of
Mexico types (e.g., Texcoco fabric-marked sall vessels, Xochimileo polychrome
Jars, and Chalco polychrome plates) oceur in both elite and commoner domestic
cantexts in Morelos, which is another indicator of the operation of market exchange
(see below). Documentary sources list ceramic vessels among goods for sale in
Azlec markets, and there is no indication in the written sources that ceramics were
Manufactured by attached specialisls as was the casc for luxury goods such as
featherwork, lapidary products, and stone. There is a special category of ceramic
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vessels, lowever, that can probably be considered Aztec state poucry—the highly
claborate vessels placed in offerings at the Templo Mayor of Tenochtitian,

Elite Pottery: Excavations of Houses in Morelos

The moderm Mexican state of Morelos, located immediately south of the Basin
ol Mexico, was the former home of two tributary provinces of the Aztec empire.
Excavations at a number of sites in Morelos focusing on the houses of nobles and
commeoners provide evidence suggesting that “elite pottery” is 1ot a valid category
for Azice central Mexico. Simith has excavated at the urban center of Yautepec in
central Morelos, a city-statc capilal (Hare and Smith 1996; Smith et al, 1999a), and
at the town of Cucxcomate and the village of Capilco—both in western Marelos
(Smith 1992, 1993, 1994b}. Onc of the principal questions guiding the research
at these sites focused on the identification of the social and economic activities of
elites and commoners.

[ our research we have used clear and obvious distinctions in architectural
size and guality to identify elite and commoner houses, and our ceramic data
come from middens associated with both types of houscs. While we have found
evidence tor social variation within the commoner and elite classes, for purposes
of this paper we constder only the aggregate categorics of clite and commoner to
investigate the assuciation of particular ceramic farms or types with social class
{for further information, including discussion of intra-class variation, see Olson
20017).

Many discussions ol ancient elites note the contrasting patterns ol doinestic
artifacts which define them as a separate group of people participating in distinctive
and often exclusive activities (for example, sce the papers in Chase and Chase 1492:
LeCount 1999). This implics privileged access to objects used for the display of
status. In Morelos, however, Smith’s residential excavations do not reveal any
artifact caiegories with exclusive elile or commoner associations (Olson 2001;
Smith 1999 Smith and Heath-Smith 1994). The fact that imported and high-value
ceramics and other objects (including grecnstone jewelry and bronze needles)
weie not limiked to elite houscholds suggests that these Hems were purchased
through markets rather than through reciprocal exchange relationships between
clites. Hirth (1998} argues that this lack of exclusive elite agsociations is a marker
af the operation of markets, with the implication that elites did not monopolize or
control the distribution of ceramics and other goods. Smith (1999) modified Hirth's
general argument and presented data from sites in western Morelos that conform
(o the expectations of the market model (for cthnohistoric documentation ol the
prevalence of markets in Postclassic Morelos, see Smith 1994a: 1999: 1.d.b). This
same pattern is also found at Yautepec {Olson 2001),

Although there were some sumptueary rules in Azlec sow.‘iuly,1 CONMONCTS
weie not forbidden to purchase expensive and valuable items in (he markets. For
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Figure 9.2. Cholula polychrome sherd. Courtesy of the Division of Anliropology, American
Museunn of Natural History (Catalog No. 20.0/6082) (photegraph by Michael - Smith).

example, the most claborately-decorated warc at these sites—the imported Cholula
polychromes tsee Figure 9.2) —oceurs in low [requencies in almost all excavated
contexts. elite and commnoner. Although commoners could and did purchase ex-
pensive items, their ability o obtain such goods was limited by their purchasing
power, Olson {2001) has identified 2 pumber of individual ceramic types {mostly
imported and decorated bowls) that show statistically significant differences in fre-
quency between elite and commoner houses. In the general vessel categories under
discussion here, the major differences between clites and commoners are that elite
niddens contain more serving vessels and fewer ritual objects than commener
middens (Table 9.1). There was little difference between elites and cornmoners in
overall access to imported vessels. The datain Table 9.1 are provisionat summaries
based upon middens from the Atlan (A.D. 1300-1440) and Malotia {A.D. 1440-
1550) phases. There is one elite residence in each phase (unit 512); the Atlan phase
has eight commoner houses and the Molotla phase has five. More detailed data
and analyses may be found in Olson (2001).

Although we initially expected that decorated vessels used (0 serve
beverages—i.c., cups, goblets, and pitchers—would be more common in elite
contexts, the Atlan phase showed the reverse patterny, and the Molotla phase wil-
nessed only a minor predominance in elite contexts {Table 9.1). Only a lew rare
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Table 9.1. Elite/Commoner Comparisons ol Vessel Types, Yautepee,

Atlan phase Molotla phase

Calegory Commoner Elite Commoney Lhite

Major Functional Classes (% of total ceramies)

Serving Vessels 44.7 492 39.6 . 42.5
Kilchen Objecis 373 3490 sz 45.2
Ruual Objecty 8.7 5.9 1.0 52
Produclion Ohjects 4.4 3 6.8 KR
Qther Doinestic Ohjects 4.0} 2 6.7 1.5
Total Vessels and Objects 4.827 1.30% 5,087 1419
Serving Vessels { % of total serving)

Cups and Pitchers 4.8 2.0 6.5 7.5
Bowls 934 yn.s w).2 Q0.7
Miniature vessels 1.8 1.9 3.3 18
[mports 9.6 9.7 15.3 15.5
Type BS Pulychrome howls 0.6 22 0.4 0.3
Number of Serving Yesscls 2188 044 2303 612

polychrome bowl types (types B5 and C4} showed elite associations. These arc
rare types of Tlahuica polychrome bow! with complex geometric decoration that
may have been imported from castern Morelos (Smith n.d.b). We do not believe,

-however, that these two types were used in feasting or other special elite events

to any greater extent than other, more abundant, types of polychrome bowls. A
methodalogical problem in the study of ancient feasting behavior comes into play
hete: it may be difficult or impossible to distinguish feasting behavior from reg-
ular consumption behavior from the intermingled remains of these activities in
domestic middens. The main conclusion that we wish (o emphasize from these
observatians is that there are no decorated or imported ceramic wares consistently
associated with either elite or commoner residences.

AZTEC FEASTING

Documentary descriptions of Aztec society suggest thal competitive feasting
was an impartant part of political and social dynamics at all levels, from the integra-
tion of subordinate kings within the Aztec empire 1o celebrations mmarking life eycle
events and other social occasions in commoner households. The Mexica cinperors
invited the kings of both subject and enemy states to elaborate celebratory events
such as coronations, funerals, and temple dedications conducled in Tenochtitlan
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Figure 9.3, Aziec leasting scenes: a. preparalion for a merchant's hanguet {Sahagdn 1950-82, Bk.9,
plate 27y; b presentalion of foad at a banquet (Sahagiin 1950-82, Bk.9. plate 29): ¢. rital feast with hu

mman sacrifice and canngbalism befure an image of the death aud Mictlantecutli (Cadev Magliabechiune
I983, p. 73}

out of public view (Figure 9.3a, b). As described in the works of Durdn and the
other chroniclers, these events included gift-giving, human sacrifices and other
rituals, speeches. theatrical presentations, and the consumption of food and drink
@nith 1986). Brumfiel (1998) has shown that one of the purposes of these imper-
al celebrations was to cngage the layalty and suppert of the nobility of the Basin
of Mexico for the imperial caterprise of Tenochiitlan. In this imperial endeavor,
reciprocal gift giving was a key component (Zorita 1963: 1881 89). These events
resemble the competitive Philippine feasts described by Junker (1999:313), with
1%19 difference that the resultant “community cohesion and social rank differentia-
uon” in the Aztec feasts accrued to the high nobility alone rather than o the entire
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community or polity. These events, with their emphasis on inequality between
rujer and vassal lords, appear to pertain to Dietler’s {1996:96-97) category of the
“patron-role feast.”

Documentation of the nature and content of Aztec political dynamics at the
city-state level is much less abundant compared to the imperial level {Hodge 1984,
1997 Lockhart 1992; Smith 20000, We arc noi familiar with sources that dis-
cuss the practice of polilical feasting by local kings. although this lack may de-
rive from the nature of the available sources. Sahagun gives numerous cxamples
of feasting in connection with commoner life-cycle cvents and special celebra-
tions such as the sacrilice of an enemy soldier captured by a houschold member.
Sahagiin (1930-82:Bk.4: [ 17-124) contrasts the elaborate eliguctte, special toods,
and sumptuousness of feasts among the nobility with the simipler, poorer feasts
held by commoners, which suggests that the former can be categorized “diacrili-
cal feasts™ i Dictler’s (1996:98-99) scheme, The feasts hosted by cily-state lords
involved the use of exclusive cuisine and styles of consumption that create and
reinforee distinctions in social status (see also Douglas and Isherwood 1979). In
the Aztee case, these exclusive practices did not include the forms and types of
ceramic vessels used, however,

Another type of soctal event resembling political feasts in some ways was
the ritual feast. Although most “secular™ feasts at all fevels involved some sort
of ritual activities, special meals on specific ceremonial vecasions had a more
strongly religious orientation than a political ar social one. Beyond (he simpic
offering of food and drink to the gods at temples and shrines, many ceremonics
included specific consumption of food and drink ot temples as a specified part
ot the celebration. For example, worship of Mictlantecuhtii and other death gods
sometimes involved the consumption of human (lesh in and around the emple
(Figure 9.3¢), and worship of the pulque deitics included heavy consumption of
that drink (Nicholson 1991; see Figure 9.4a). At thesc ritual feasts the gods. in
their guises as sculptures or other sacra, were participants.

Nearly all documentary descriptions of Aztec teasts mention the consumption
of pulque (ar ocili) and cacao. Pulgue is a fermented beverage produced from
the sap of the maguey plant. Although a number of early writers, particularly
Sahagun (1950-82) and other missionarics. slate that pefgie was forbidden (o
all but the elderly, it seems clear {from both pictorial and written sources thal
prigue was consumed guite often at Aztec rituals and feasts. This consumption
went beyond the specilic ceremonies dedicated to the pulque gods {Nichalson
1991). According to Patricia Anawall (1993:34), “pulque was used in contexts the
Aziees regarded as legilimate far more often than Sahagtin implies when in his
proselytizing missionary mode. Indeed the ritual use of pulgue may have been
almost a commonplace event in Aztec society.* Cacao was also consumed in both
rituals and feasts (Coe 1994; Coe and Coe 1996). Cacao drinks were made in several
varieties, almost all of which had some kind of narcotic effect. Most discussions
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of pulque and cacao use among the Aziecs stress their ritual use, iconography,
and associations with myths and deities (e.g.. Anawalt 1993: Cae 1994: Coe and
Coe 1996; Gongalves de Lima 1956; Nicholson 1991; Taube 1993). The study
of the social contexts and implications of these drinks, however, is still in its
infancy.

John Pohl (1998, 1999, 2003) has assembled information on Fostclassic polit-
ical feasting in the Mixteca-Pucbla area, where elaborate palychrome vessels were
used in conjunction with painted codices and murals to establish and maintain al-
liances among independent city-states. The mythological and sociat contexts of
these feasting events—-and the vessel assemblages employed (Lind 1994)—differ
among the three linguistic groups of the Mixteca-Puebla area: lhe Zapotecs of
Mitla and the Valley of Oaxaca, (he Mixtecs of the Mixteca Alta, and the Eastern
Nahuas of Puebla and Tlaxcala, It is uncertain whether the processes discussed by
Poht aperated in the Western Nahua area (the Basin of Mexico and Morelos), how-
ever. There were major differences in social organization between the Fastern and
Western Nahuas (Chance 2000; Lockbart 1992:102-110), and the ceramic assem-
blages in the latter arca differed from thase of the Mixteca-Puchla arca in several
important ways, in particular the suite of vessel Torms. including serving ware,
was different; decorated ceramics were Tar less elaborately painted; and the com-
plex. “Mixteca-Pucbla style” polychromes (such as Cholula polychrome} were far
fess frequent in the Aztec heartland. Chalco polychrome, the only Mixteca-Puebla
potychrome type manufactured in the Basin of Mexico (Neff st al, 1994, Séjourné
1983}, constitutes a low-frequency decorated ware in most of the Aztec heart-

land, where simpler decorated styles like Azlec black-on-orange and redwares
predominated.

Ceramics Used jn Aztec Feasting

The most abundant source of information on ceramic vessels used in feasting
conlexts are the Aztce codices. Additional pictorial information can be found in
the illustrations accompanying Spanish texts such as those of Fray Diego Durdn
(1967); in architectural murals and friezes such as those at Cholula (McCafferty
1996b), Tepotzlan (Nicholson 1961; Seler 1990-98b). and Tlaxcala (Pohl 1998);
and in the iconography of artifacts such as the Bilimek pulque vessel (Taube
1993), Qverall, these depictions tend to fall into one of three categories: 1) state-
Sponsored public religious ceremanics, 2) elite banquets hosted by the ruler, and
3) danestic celebrations. Based on supporting evidence from the ethnohistoric
lexts, all three categories of events included music, dancing, gift-giving, incense
burning, drinking, and consuming an assortment of foods.

As pictured most often in the codices, festive events involved the con-
sumptiou of alcololic beverages, meat stews, tortillas and tamalcs, and cacao.
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The choice of food and beverages was often dictated by the type of event being
celebrated, as was the sclection of appropriate serving vessels. Several varictics
of food were restricted to either certain social classes—e.g., cacao and the elite-—
or specific celebrations—e.g., amaranth dough and varicus monthly feasts. Other
{oods were more commonplace within Aztec society, such as tamales and togtillas,
but still playcd an important role in ceremonial activitics by their very nature as a
staple good {Coe 1994; Ortiz de Montellano 1990, _

In the codices, food was depicted in a variety of serving vessels ranging [rom
durable ceramic and stone to perishable basketry and gourds. For the most part, each
type of food was associaled with its own diagnostic vessel, which greatly facilitates
the identification of foodstufls in the iconography of the codices, murals, and
sculpture and allows for the creation of functional typologics of vessels recovered
archagologically. Primary categories Lo be discussed below include puique jars and
bowls, cacao goblets and jars, shallow serving vessels, and tripod howls.?

Pulgue Jars and Bowls

In the codices, jars used [or the preparation and serving of prlgue were
most often depicted as large, narrow-necked, double-handled, rounded-botiinn
ollas stabilized on what appear o be coiled rope stands. The most diagnostic
characteristic that nmmediately identifics the vessel as a pulgue container 1s
the crescenl shaped yacamerzidi symbol, representing the prlgue god’s nose
ornament (Figures 9.4a, h) (Codex Magliabechiano 1983:85, Codex Mendoza
1992:£.61r;, Codice Tudela 1980:70}) It is unclear, however, how ofien the
yacamerztli symbol was actually applied to the vessel itself (either as an appligué
or painted decoration). Perhaps it was merely a method of identilying pufgue jars
in the codices. We know of only one such ceraimic vessel with a painted vecameizili
clement, which is on display at the Museo Nacional de Antropologia in Mexico
City. Stonc tripod vesscls with vertical flanges known as “winged pulgue vcsscls‘:."
also bave large vecametzili elements similar to the depictions of such vessels jn
the Codex Mendoza (folios 46r. 65r): several of these are also on display al the
Museo Nacional (see also Bankmann 1984:317).

In other codices, however, the yacameszili is not apparent. and pulgue jars
are distinguished from other ollas by a flowing concentration of dots representing
pulgue foam at the mouth of the jar (Figure 9.4a, b: ¢f, Sahagin 1950-82: Bk.1,
pl. 42). This froth also appeared at the top of special (orms of pulque serving
vessels and bowls (Codex Mendoza, folios 611, 70r), and occasienally spewing
out of the mouth of the drinker (Codex Magliabecchiano, p. 85). Froth was also
depicted foaming from the mouths of cacao serving vessels, but it usually appeared
as mounded al the top of the vessel rather than overflowing the sides and can {or the
most partbe clearly distinguished from the foam associated with prleue (el Codex
Magliabecchiano, pp. 67, 68, 72).
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Figure 9.4, Ceramic diinking vessels as depicted in the Aztee codices: a. ritual pulgue Teast with a
pridgiee Jar with the yucameztd symbal tout of which a ratgue deity is drinking through a straw) aid
prlque drinking and serving bowls {Codey Magliobechivne 1983, . 83): b pulgue jar and drinking
bowl with the yaceweztti symbol { Codex Meadeoze 1992, folio BIr);, e cacao gohlets witk

: 1stirring sticks
[Sahagnin 1950-82, Bk.9. plate 24); <. cacan gablet (Codex Meadoeza 1992, fulka G8ry.

Several specially shaped pulgue vessels were reserved for ceremonial and
ritual use, These included the “stone rabbit vessel” or ometachtecamat! depicted
in the Florentine Codex (Sahagtn 1930-82: Bk 4, plate 12), ceramic and stone
winged pulque vessels of the same name, and the Bilimek pulgue vessel, The
rabbit vessel emphasized the close symbolic relaticuship among the moon, rab-
bits, and pulgue, and was reserved for special celebrations on Two Rabbit, an
important day in the 260-day calendar (Anawalt 1993; Nicholson 1991). The
“twa rabbit vessel” was also closely related to the winged pulgue vessels de-
picted on cloaks in the Codex Mendoza (folios 46r, 52r, 65r; also Anawalt 1993)
and found elsewhere archaeologically (Bankmann 1584). The imagery carved on
the Bilimek vessel, which includes a representation of a winged pulque vessel
¢ollecting the liquid pouring from the breasts of the goddess Mayahuel, associ-

ated pulque with the souls of dead, sacrificed warriors, and the night sky (Taube
1993),
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Pulgwe was usually drunk from small ceramic bowls with cither round or
flat bases (Figure 944, b). As with the jars, these were maost often depicted with
utegular foam overllowing the rim of the vessel. Only oceasicnally and most often
in Codex Mendoza {folios 61r, 651, 71r) was the yacametztli symbol associalcd
with the bowl. In other cxampies, the codices relied for the most part on the conlext
of the situation to wdentify pulque bowls. During ritual occasions, celebrants were
frequently depicted each with their own bowl stlting or caverting around a centrally
placed pufgue jar (cf.. Codex Magliabecchiano, p. 85; Codex Tudela. p. 70). A
much earlier depiction of drinking bowls, presumably for prigae, is iliustrated in
the Bebedores mural at Cholula dating to the Early Classic (McCafferly 1996a;
19496b). In the Codex Mendoza (folios 701, 71r), the puidgre bow] was used (o
convey drunkenness, particuluty as a socially unacceptable behavior.

Ollas and howls requently appear in the codices in 2 varicty of contexts nol
identificd with pelgie or drinking. Generally, these vessels arc easily identified hy
the cantexl, their lack of either the vacameizii symbol or characleristic foam. or
by other contents. Sahagin makes mention of sacred cups which held chocolate.
and special tortoise shell cups for the etderly (1950-82, Bk.4, p.28). Oflas were
frequently depicted in tribute lists with a variety of contents other than pulgue in the
Codices Mendoza and Osuna (1947), and in situations of ¢ither food preparation
or storage.

Cacao Goblels and Gourd Bowls

Along with the pulgue jars and bowls, anotherreadily identiliable vessel inthe
codices are cacao containers (Figure 9.4¢, dj. Most often they are depicted as high
quality, decorated goblets with a characteristic froth at the mouth of the vessel that
is distinguishable from pulgue foam by its rounded shape (Figure 9.4d; ¢f. Codex
Tudela, pp.55, 58, 59, Codex Magliabecchiano, pp. 67, 68, 72). Cacao bowls and
goblets were frequently identificd as being made of painted or varnished gourds
(Sahagun 1950-82, Bk.8, p.40: Codex Mendoza, folios 68z 471, 39, but could
also be made of stone or ceramic (Berdan and Anawall 1997:219; also Figures
9.1g and 9.9).°> Gourd vessels in general were polished, burnished, varnished, and

~ painted. They appear in a variety of shapes and size to be used as drinking vesscls,

atole vessels, jars, and for drinking cacao (Sahagin 1950-82, Bk. 10, p.78). The
Florentine Codex frequently depicts goblet-shaped vessels in feasling scenarios,
especially among merchants (Sabagin 1950-82, Bk.9, pi. 24). although the bev-
erage may nct always have heen chocolate. (Figure 9.4c).

Serving Bowls

Apart from containing beverages, bowls were used Lo serve a variety ol Toods.
The most {requent depictions of bowls show thein filled with tamales, often held
by individuals in a manner similar to pulque bowls at feasting events, or as a
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Figure 9.5, Ceramic serving vessels as depicied in the Aztee codices: a. serving bowl with males
(Codex Mugliabeohienn 1983, p.6Y ) b tripod serving howl with cooked turkey ( Cenfox Mendoza 1992,
folio 68rj: e serving bowl with human flesh ( Coder Maglicbechican 1983, p.72); d. basket with lainales
[Ctndex Mendoza 1992, foho 681).

tribute item to either a god or dead king (Figure 9.54; cf., Codex Tudela, pp.3, 58,
72, Codex Magliabecchiano, pp.69. 72, Cadex Michoacan ¢ 1980), folios 20, 35;
Durdn 1971, pt. 12}, Other food items depicted in bawls inciuded maize kernels or
ears, meat from wild game and fowl (Figure 9.5b), and human fesh (Figure 9 4¢;
¢, Codex Huemantla, Codex Mendoza, folios 61r, 68c; Durdn 1971, pl. 8, 12;
Codex Ramirez, pl. 26). These vessels could also be used as sauce bowls and stew
containers (Berdan and Anawalt 1997:164), often with meat depicted prominently
at the mouth of the vessel (Figure 9.3b; of ., Codex Mendoza, folios 61r, 681).

The majority of the bowls are shallow with round bottoms and seldom dec-
orated. Variations upon this basic portrayal include bowls with wide, flat bases:
riped and footed bowls and plates; and farger carthenware basins with handles.
These types of vessels seem to have been widely available in the marketplace.
The Florentine Codex offers the following description of these marketplace offer-
mgs “[there were] ... bowls—wooden bowls, polished ones, reddish ones, offer-
ing bowls, merchant's bowls, white ones, black bowls; . . . sauce bowls—incised,
sauce bowls which have been polished; frying sauce bowls, frying bowls”
(Sahagtin 1950-82: Bk.11, p.83). Sahagtin also refers to *.. . flat cooking plates,
and sauce vessels, and earthen cups, and everything [made of ] earthenware.”
(1950-82: Bk.9, p.69). Other earthenware vessels described in the document
include ollas, jugs, braziers, incense burners, and griddles used in the prepara-
tion of foods and [easting activities.
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Standardization in serving wares did not follow any discernible pattern in the
codices. ‘The Florentine Codex depicts both tripod and shallow bowls for sale at
market and in use for feasting, although it appears as though individual serving
dishes or sauce bowls were mostly footed vessels. In most of the codices. tamales
secm o have been served in shallow bowls, except in the Xicotepec Codex
(Stresser-Péan 1995) and Durdn (1967), while meat dishes, both human and game,
tended to be served in tripod vessels, although this is by no means a consistent
association,

Discussion of Aztec Feasting Vessels

The majority of the vessels depicted in (easting scenarios in he Azlec codices
are related to the activities of drinking and serving food., With regard (o form, the
most commen containers are pulegue jars, round-bottomed bowls, shallow bowls,
triped-footed bowls, and goblets. Some of (hese vessel forms can be readily wden-
tified with known archacological examples. For example, distinctive ring-based
gublets from several Aztec sites (Figures 9.1g, 9.9) correspond closely to the cacao
serving vessels in the codices. Unfortunately, most of the vessels in the codices
lack distinguishing characteristics (beyond their shape) such as surface treatment
or decoration to identify these wares as appropriate for elite use or at specific
festal events. Archacological serving vesscls such as simple bowls or tripod plates
(Figure 9.ia—c, k) could have been used in both feasts and everyday meals. Two
of the most common and distinctive archaeological serving vessels—polished
red pitchers and biconical cups (Figure 9.1d, ¢)—are only rarely depicted in the
codices, making it difficult to determine whether these were used for pulgue, cacan,
or some other beverage.

The kinds of vessels shown in feasling activities in the Aztec codices are sim-
ilar to feasting wares from other cultures. As suggested in other chapters in this
volume, vessels used in {easting generally include some combination of high qual-
ity production and finish, intricate stylistic elaboration, religious or other ineaning-
ful iconography, evidence of foreign importation, an emphasis on serving-related
forms, and an emphasis on drinking vessels (see also Arnold 1999; Dietler 1990,
1996; Gero 1992; Junker 1999; Reents-Budet 1998 Reents-Budet et al. 20001,

ARCHAEOLOGICAL DEPOSITS OF WHOLE VESSELS

Because of the difficulty of identifying feasling events from the ceramics in
domestic middens, the clearest archaeological evidence for Aztec [easting comes
from special caches or offerings where collections of whole ceramic vessels were
deposited. Most of the offerings that have been recorded Lo date seent (o contain
the remains of feasting activities, although the offerings at the Templo Mayor of
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Tenochtitlan contain a very different kind of ceramic vessel. In this section we
review the major published exampics of ceramic vessel deposits from Aztec sites,
starting with the Templo Mayor.

Imperial-Level Ritual: The Templo Mayor Offerings
of Tenochtitlan

The offerings found at the Templo Mayor of Tenochtitlan are the most Spec-
tacular and well-known Aztec deposits ever excavated (Lopez Lujan 1994, 1998:
Matos Moctezuma 1999). Heyden (1987) notes that these depusits contained fewer
than 100 ceramic vessels and objects out of several thousand total items. Unfortu-
nately. there is no published catalog or systematic study of the ceramics. We have
reviewed existing publications on the Templo Mayor offerings (c.g., Batres 1979:
Broda ct al. 1987; Heyden 1987 Lépez Lujan 1994; Matos Moclezuma 1988:
1989; Nagao 1985; Romén Berrelleza and Lopez Lujin 1999) and general books
on Aztec art {Bonifaz Nufio and Robles 1981 Longhena 1998: Maios Moctezuma
1990, Paszlory 1983) 1o assemble = list of nearly 40 ceramic vessels that have been
illustrated and described adequately for a basic [unctional classification. A classi-
fication of these vessels is provided in Table 9.2. These data are very incomplete,
since they are heavily biased in taver of unusual and fine objects that are illustrated
1 publications. Nevertheless. they do give an idea of the vessel assemblages of
the Templo Mayor offerings. Figure 9.6 illustrates a few of these vessels.

The striking thing about the Templo Mayor vesscls, apart from their
“extraordinary quality™ {Heyden 1987:109), is that many are unigue {orms not
found in other Aztec archaeological deposits (Lconardo Lopez Lujan has remarked

Table 9.2. Yessel Types in Templo Mayor Offerings

Category #vessels %

Censers: 22 3L
l.ong-handled censers 12 17.4
Braziers 0 R.7
Lifigy censers 4 X
Special Offering Vessely: 47 [d:01
Tialue vases 3 4.3
Other effigy vessels 5 12
Palychrome bottles i 4.3
Musical Instruments 7 10.1
Sculptures 26 317
Antigues 3 4.3
Total 63 1000
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Figure 9.6, Skewches of coramic vessels from olferings at the Templo Muyer a Tlaloc jar (alle
Bonifaz and Robles 1981, pl. 541, b, eftigy jar (after Bonifaz and Robles 9% pl. 773; v minianue
ctiigy censer {after Ldpes Lujdn 1994:257), 4. coramic drum (Matos 1989; 144) (drawings by Benjamin
Karis).

on the absence of domestic ceramiic forms in the Templo Mayor offerings; personal
communication, 1599). Long-handled censers are the most common form. Corm-
pared to other such censers found at Aztec sites, the Templo Mayor examples tend
to have much fancier polychrome painted and modeled decoration, The unigue
forms are the effigy censers and a variety of other special offering vessels, The
various effigy vessels are particularly interesting. The luck of these forms in other
Azlec deposits, coupled with their resemblance 1o forms common at the ancicnt
cities of Teotihuacan, Tula, and Meonte Alban, suggest that they were produced as
part of the Mexica statc program of invoking the art of past imperial cities and
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cultures Lo promote their own legitimacy as imperial rulers (Umberger 1987, 1996).
This interpretation is strengthened by the presence of a Thin-orange vessel from
Classie-period Teotihuacan and an Early Postclassic plumbate jar (probably from
Tula) in a burial at the Eagle Warriors House adjacent to the Templo Mayor (Lépez
Lujdn et al. 2000; Romdn Berrelleza and Lopez Lujan 1999). Other vessels in the
Templo Mayor offerings include polychrome bottles with elaborale iconographic
messages relaling to sacrifice and fertility (Seler 1990-98a), and various unigue
and puzzling polychrome vessels.

This assemblage of special offering vessels may qualify as Aztec state pottery.
Although we do not yet have data an their production characteristics apart from
the heirloom Teotihuacan Thin-orange pot (see Lépez Lujdn et al. 2000), it secms
reasonable 1o suggest that they were produced under state direction, specifically
for the Templo Mayor offerings. This interpretation is based on the symbolic
importance of the Templo Mayor, the absence of such vessels at other sites and
deposits, and their high aesthetic and lechnological quality. There is little evidence
that any of these vessels were used in [easting,

Imperial-Level Feasting: The “Volador” Deposit

In 1937, Eduardo Noguera excavated an offering at the possible location of the
volador ritual near the Templo Mayor. [n the volador ceremaony several individuals,
whose fect were tied to fong ropes wrapped around a tall pele, leapt off the pole
to “fiy” m circles as the ropes unwound. The offering consisted ol approximately
1.000 ceramic vessels and a stone sculpture placed in a stone-lined chamber. The
excavation was never published in detail, although three decades later Noguera
(1968) published a brief account in which he speculated that the deposit derived
from a ceremony marking the “New Firc” event that was celebrated every 52
years and accompanied by the breaking and discarding of household possessions.
Most of the ceramics from this deposit are now curated in the Museo Nacional de
Antropologia; photos of 897 vessels have been published by Solfs and Morales
(1941) Additional vessels from the Volador deposil, now in the collections of the
Field Muscum of Natural History, are illustrated in Mc Vicker (1992).

‘The composition of the Volador vessel assemblage resembies neither domes-
tic ceramic assemblages nor the contents of archaeclogical deposits more sccurely
linked to the New Fire ceremony (e.g., Elson and Smith 2001). In fact, this col-
lection is notable for the predominance of serving vessels (96% of all vessels),
the majority of which (n = 542) are polished redware drinking cups with flared
walls {Figure 9.7a). Bi-level oval tripod plates produced in Aztee III black-on-
orange ware (Figure 3.7d) are also common in the volador deposit. There are also a
small number of highly elaborate white-based polychrome vessels, including three
tall cups with modeled skulls (Figure 9.7b) and several large urns (Figure 9.7¢).
Two (ypes of simple bowls with painted skull-and-crossbones designs are also
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Figure 9.7. Skewches of ceramic vessets from the volador offering: a. Naring wall redware cup (alter
Soiis and Morales 1991:175); bowall white based polychrome cup fatier Mo Vicker 1992:45); ¢ redware
pelychrome howt (after Solis and Morales 1991 :80]); . Aziec 1T Wack-on-orange bi-level tripod plate
(after Solis and Morales 1991:26}, ¢ white-based polychrome basin (after Solfs and Morales 19912023,
(Drawings by Benjamin Karis).

present: polychromes on a red base (Figure 9.7¢) and polychromes on a while
base (Figure 4.¥). The most likely functional interpretation of the volador vesscis
15 that they were used in some kind of {easting event involving the drinking of
pulque. The lack of pitchers is surprising, however. Finely-made polished redware
pitchers are found with redware drinking cups in Aztec domestic middens. The
Volador collection also contains some imported vessels, including a group of bowls
trom Morelos that may have been manufactured specifically for a Mexica patron
and/or for the event with which this deposit 15 associated (Smith n.d.b). and an
heirloom Classic-period cylindrical vessel.

The presence of skull imagery in the volador deposit puints to some of the
possible symbolic associations of Aztec {easting. In Aztec iconography. death
images—particularly skulls and/or crossed long bones—were linked to themes of
health, curing, fertility, and renewal. Iimages of bones often invoke the Tzitzimime,
sky-dwelling creatures that had both malevolent and beneficial aluibutes, andfor
the gaddess Tlazolteotl (Duramncl- Forcst 1988; Kiein 2000; Pohl 1998; Taube 1993).
Prigue also had iconographic associations with hoth death (particularly the sculs
of dead warriors) and agricultural fectility (Anawalt 1993; Nicholson 1991; Pohl
1998; Taube 1993). The presence of death imagery on the bowls in the Volador
deposit suggests that these may have served as pulque vessels. and it suggests
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Figure 9.8. While-based polychrome bowl with shull-and-crossed-bones motl Reproduced (rom
MeVicker [18992:54); used with permvission of the Ficld Musewm of Naral History (Catalog no.
240969,

tertility and renewal as two of the symbolic associations of puigue consumptions
al feasts.

The original coniext of the Volador deposit was eilher inside the Sacred
Precinct (south of the Templo Mayor), or within Motecuhzoma's palace (Susan T.
Evans. persanal communication, 1999) which is located next to the Sacred Precinct.
Either of these contexts would suggest that the offering reflected an officially-
sanctioned impertzl event of some sort. We see little support for Noguera's associ-
ation of this deposit with the New Fire ceremony, and there is no evidence linking
it with the volador ceremony for which it is nammed; rather, it strongly appears 1o
contain the remains of an episode of imperial feasting.

Provincjal City-State Feasting: The Coatetelco Ballcourt Deposit

Coatetelco is a small Late Postelassic urban center in western Morelos excay-
ated by Raiil Arana Alvarcz (1984). Under the steps of a platform that formed
one side of a ballcourt he found an offering of over 100 ceramic vessels. These
and other ceramics from the site arc described in Smith (n.d.b), Serving vessels
predominate in this collection as well. The mest abundant forms are incurving
polished redware drinking cups (Figure 9. 11 ) and miniature vessels (Figure 9.1h—).
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The painted ceramics in this deposit—Ilocal Tlahuica polychrome and polished
redwares of uncertain origin—do not have identifiable iconographic elements. A
goblet probably used for drinking cacao (Figure 9.9) was found in a ncarby burial at
Coateteico. The ballcourt deposit may reflect a public ceremony involving feasting
ata minor provincial city-state center. The activities may have been sponsored by
the local cily-state king but they were almost certainly unrelated (o imperial Aztec
practices.

Other Vessel Deposits in Morelos

We also present data in Table 9.3 on 44 ceramic vessels from three Postclassic
burials at Xochicaleo (Hirth 2000), and 23 vessels from a series ol intrusive Posi-
classic burials excavaled at the predominantly Classic- period site of Las Pilas in
eastern Moretos {Martinez Donjuan 1979). The vesscls from these deposits are des-
cribed in Smith (n.d b). Four caches of cetamic vessels excavated at Cuexcomale
comprise another context included in Table 9.3; two of the caches were located
bengath ritual duinps and two were found under patio arcas of residential patio
groups (Smith 1692:251-53). Table 9.3 also inciudes information on Late Posi-
classic domestic ceramic inventeries from Yautepec for purposes of compatison
{the Yautepec data ure mean frequencies for the Malotla phase. based on estimates
of the minimum number of vessels in midden deposits).

Table 9.3. Vessel Types in Selected Contexts in Mexice City and Morelos

(% of All Vessels).
Temple Costelclen Xoctucaleo Las Pilas Cocxen, Vil

Category Mayor Vol Balicaurt Burials Buorials Caches Donestic

Major Functinmal Classes (% of total ceramics)

Serving Vessels 4] a6 75 0 o2 160} <41

Kitchen Ubjects 5 2 2 i4 4 tl RE]

[&itual Objects i2 1 9 1 8} 8] B

Production Objects (1 i} by 23 ft 8] ]

Gther Dumesug 0 it 1 0 4 1l f
Dhjects

Speeial Oftering [ 3] 0 i ) 0 3]
Vessels

Tutal Vessels and [ By [:2) 44 a5 [§3! Pl
Objects

Serving Vessels (% of tolal serving)

Cups and Fitchuers - 6Ha il 7 4 1 !

Buwls - 15 [l 82 iy uis Bl

Tripod plates 14 4] 1 o 1] 0

Miniature vessuls - 1 54 11 Pl 1t i

Number of Serving o K02 123 15 21 [ Ans

Vessels
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Comparison of Vessel Inventories

The vessel inventories reviewed above (‘Fable 9.3) can be divided into four
types of deposil. First, the Templo Mayor offerings stand out as unique in their
emphasis on special offering vessels; the ritual objects also include unigue picces
such as large ceramic sculptures of warriors. The second group, the two sets
of burials and the Cuexcomate caches, share an emphasis on serving vessels,
most of which are bowls. The burials also contain some kitchen vessels and. at
Xochicaleo, production tools (far spinning cotton}, both of which provide a level
of similarity with domestic deposits. Third, the Yautepec domestic deposits, not
surprisingly, have a wide range of functional categories. Most of the serving vessels
are bowls, but polished redware cups and pitchers are also a consistent, if rare, part
of domestic ceramic inventories at all excavated Postelassic sites in Morelos, not
Just Yautepec, Finally, the volador and Coatetelco ballcourt deposits stand out with
high frequencies of serving vessels, including large numbers of polished redware
cups probably used [or pulgue.

The ceramics in the Volador and Coateteleo ballcourt deposits {it some at-
tributes of the profile for feasting ware: well-made and elaborately decorated ves-
sels with an emphasis on drinking vesseis. The Velador deposit contains more of
the feasting characteristics than Coateteleo: there are forei gn imports, and there are
fewer non-serving vessels; atso, more than hail of (he serving ilems at Coatetelco
are miniature vessels (mostly small jars and basins} whose use and significance
are uncertain. The combination of ceramic “feasting attributes” and the public
locations of the offerings suggest that these deposits derived from public, state-
sanctioned feasting activity at the imperial and city-state levels. The caches of
bowls at Cuexcomate, found in patio contexts, could be the remains of household-
level feasting, since Sahagtin( 1950-82, Bk.9, pp.40-41) notes that organic remains
from ritval offerings—perhaps the remains of feasts—were somelimes ritnally
burned and buried in domestic courtyards.

What is interesting about the specific vessels included in the Volador and
Coatetelen bullcourt deposits is that nearly all are basic domestic forms. The flaring
tedware cups from the Volador deposit are a consistent, if low-fi requency, part of
domestic assemblages at most Aztec sites in Morelos and the Basin of Mexico,
whereas the incurved cups from Coateteleo are commonly found in domestic
deposits in western Morelos. Sherds from probable cacao cups (Figure 9.9) are a
rare but consistent part of domestic inventories at Yautepec but not at Cuexcomate
or Capilco, suggesting a possible association of these vessels with poiitical ceaters,
The bi-level tripod plates in the Volador deposit (Figure 9.7b) are rarc in Morelcs
(Siruth 2001, Table 1), but they are a basic part of domestic inventories at Aztec sites
in the Basin of Mexico. There is no evidence that the production or exchange of
any ol these vessels were under the control of the cinpire or of loca) city-states. The
Valador deposit does contain a few unusual non-domestic vessels—several large
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Figure %.9. Polished redware goblet-probably [or cucao -from o Turial at Coatcieleo (vessel
CV-163 in Smilh 2001 ; rim dizincter 13.0 e, iphatograph by Michael . $mith),

pelychrome basins (Figure $.7¢) and three ta)l polychrome goblets with imodeled
skulls (Figure 9.7d) —and these could have been finked to state control; they arc
rare or non-existent in domestic contexts. The imported Morelos polychrome bowis
in this deposit are unique varieties not in common use in Morelos, They were

probably not obtained through marketplace exchange but perhaps through state
tribute channels,

DISCUSSION

The Ceramics Used in Aztec Feasting

Although feasting was an important aclivily in Aztec society at all lev-
els, from the highest imperial elite down o the poorest peasant family, il has
proved very difficult o identify in the archaevlogical record. The rematus of elite
and commoner feasts held in domestic sctlings at sites in Morelos are mixed in
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with the remains of regular repetitive household consuinption events and a host
of other household activities. The strongest candidates for feasting deposits are
the ceramic vessel offerings from the Volador and Coateteleo ballcourt deposits.
Although the context of these offerings suggest that they pertain to imperial and
city-state level activitics, respectively, nearly all of the vessels are basic domestic
Aztec ceramice forms. The frequencies of vessel types differ greatly from demestic
deposits, of course, but the only non-domestic vesscls are a few unusual poly-
chrome basins and goblets in the Volador deposit. As research continues on the
wdentiftcation of vessel function based upon the codices and other information,
our ability to identify feasting in contexts apart from whole vessel deposits will
ncrease.

Ceramics and Politics in a Commercialized Economy

Apart from the unusual vesselsin the Templo Mayor offerings, “state potlery™
dues not appear to have been a refevant category in Aztec socicty. Neither the
Aztec empire nor ils constituent city-states played much of a role in controlling
the production or distribution of ceramic vessels. Stmilarly “elite pottery” is a
not a relevant category for the Aztecs. Elites and cominoners used the same basic
Kinds of vessels in their homes. Elites had higher frequencies of serving vessels,
and higher frequencies of key individual ceramic types—particularly imports and
painted wares—-as expected from comparative data (Smith 1987). But with the
possible exception of two very rare polychrome types at Yautepec, no categories
of ceramics or other objects show exclusive clite associations. Most elites were
wealthy and may have had exclusive access to cerlain perishable luxury items such
as the fancicst colton clothing, feather art, and perhaps choice types of restricted
food. But in the realm of the non-perishable goods recovered archacologically—
ceramics, obsidian, groundstone, needles and Jewelry of copper/bronze, jewelry
made from greenstone, rock crystal, shell and obsidian, and faunal remains —there
are few if any exclusively elite items.

The Aztec dala suggest a situalion quite disunct from that found in several
other early empires described in this volume, where “state potlery”™ and “elite
poltery” seem (o be useful cancepts that are identifiable archaeologically. We have
wggcsled that one of the primary reasons for the distinctiveness of the Aztec pattern
s the extensive development of commercialized exchange and market behavior
in the Aztec economy. As in other early states, Aztec eliles and commoners alike
engaged in a variety of feasting activilies, and these accomplished important social
g0als at a number of levels, from the commoner household to the provincial city-
State 1o the empire. But most of the ceramic vessels used in these feasls were
purchased in the markets, not distributed by the state or by elites. As a result,

feasting vessels did not stand out as a distinctive group of objects with state or
clite associations.
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Aztec feasting vessels were comnmodities (Appadurai 1986; Miller 1995;
Smith 2003) bought and sold along with more mundane products like cooking pots,
obsidian tools. and salt in the comenercialized arena of the warketplace. In compar-
ison with suine early states, the commodification of Aztec feasting wares makes
the archaeological identification of these vessels more difficult, and it changes
the nature of the sociopolitical implications that can be drawn from the presence
of feasting wares in particular archaeological contexts. Although feasting vessels
at Aztec sites tell us less about the specific political and social strategics of the
stale, they nevertheless provide important imsights into the intersection of politics,
stratificaticn, and the commercial sector of the econoiny.
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NOTES

I Discussions uf the Aztee economy are sumnelines hindered by an assumption that “the econamy™
must have heen ither politically duminatcd orelse open and commercial inerientation. This simplis-
tic notion, one of the harmiul legacies of Karl Polanyi's pervasive inltuence on studies of Mesoanier-
ican economics (Chapman 1957, Polanyi et al. 1957, should be discarded. Our portrayal of 1wo
co-existing sectors ¢lassifics the Artee economy with a number of other ancient {pre-capitalist)
economics in which both commercial exchange and state control were important (e.g.. Abu- Lughod
1989, Day 1987 Kuhrt 1998; Storey 1999 Subrahmanyam 1994; Udoviteh 1970,

2 Among the few explicit sumptuary rules deseribed in historieal sources {Ducdn 1994:200-2 18 are
Lhe Tollowing: that anly the king and top advisor could wear sandals in the palace: thal only nohles
could inhabitmulti-storied (or perbaps raised} residences: that specilied iems of jewelry and luzury
clothinp were restricled 10 cerlain status grades; and that only nobles could wear eollon garments.
The prevalence of cotton production and teadiles in Aztee central Mexico (Berdan 1987}, however,
casts doubt on the actusl application of the latier proseription.

3 The following quote from: Durdn (1971 is probably closer to the truth than Sahaptin's moralizing
staterments abaut pufgue: “and Lhere was an ancient law prolibiting anyune, under pain of death, w
drink pulgue anless he had children to restrain him and puide him [home from a feast] if he became
intoxicated s that he would not fall indo a river ora hole or have a mortal accident” (Durdn 197 1:300).

i

In addition to the ceramic vessels discussed here, buskelry containers seem to have heen widlely
used for serving non liguid food such as lamales. grain, and small pame at feasting evenls oF i
presenting tribute to the gods or rulers (IFigure 9.5) (Codex Maglizbechiang 1983:32, 67; Codex
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Mendaza 1992 168r: Codex Ramirer 1979:)ams. 18, 20; Codex Telleriano-Remensis 1995: 1.2
Colex Vaticanus 1979: 1.72v; Codice Tudela 19%0: 14, 6Q: Durdn 1967: pl. 8; Sahagiin 1950~-82,
BK.9, 0.35). The Florewtine Codex deseribed tanales as being served in baskets (Sahagiin 1930-82,
Bk9. p.35] and this seetns 1o have been the methud for containing larger amownts of food fram
which celebrants or guests would select individual partions. The association between vessel Torns
in the codices and archacological vessels is a lopie of anguing research by the authors, and only
very preliminary suggestions are made in this paper,

In the Mixlec codices from Qaxaca, vessels [or serving cacne differ in form from the Aztec
examples. The Mixtee cacao vessels are small narrow mecked tripad containers (Coc and Coe
1996:95). These el distinctive eve-like decorative mulifs on the body which have a similar
counterparl in the Codex Borgia (1976),

wn
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