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Chapter 1: Research Design and Excavations
By Lisa J. LeCount and John H. Bhtz

| Our research at Actu.ncan attempts to understand the processes associated with the
institutionalization of Maya kingship during the Early Classic period from A. D. 250 to 600.
According to Joyce Marcus (1993:115), part of the process by which Maya rulers
institutionalized their positions involved severing the bonds of kinship that had once linked
leaders to community members. This action resulted in a two class-endogamous society and a
well-developed ideology of stratification by which upper-stratum nobles claimed separate
descent from lower-stratum commoners. According to Quigley (1993:127), “kingship is the
denial of kinship, an assertion that not all men are brothers, and that kinship does not have the
power to operate throughout social life.” This said, the dominance of state administration over
kinship does not mean that kin relations are no longer a source of power in state-level societies.
Maya kings cajoled and coerced kin leaders, who were immersed in community relations, to
organize hinterland tribute and labor, just as they called on then' own kin to prov1de sumptuary
goods and loyal courtlers (see Inomata and Houston 2001). B

An equally unportant process was the creation of hierarchies (Marcus 1993 116). This
organizational mode is lacking in middle range societies such as chiefdoms where power is
concentrated in the hands of an elite lineage whose paramount leader is at the head of the
political, somal and religious orders. These individuals wield great personaI power, very similar
to kings in state-level societies, but in state-level societies the sources of power increasingly are _
centralized and segmented. We believe hierarchies developed when expanded state
responsibilities at the local and regional level forced Maya rulers to delegate decisions and
authority to individuals outside his or her immediate family, in essence creating new posmons -
within a growing political apparatus (LeCount 2004). This process results in the promotion and
linearization of political positions into a hierarchical arrangement of relationships and .
institutions (F lannery 1972). For instance, kings required loyal office holders, who could be
trusted to enforce the laws of the state. Certainly, some office holders may have been recrulted '
from cadet lines within the leader’s extended family; however, these people also would have
been the king’s most potent rivals. Promotron of non—kln mlght have been the safest and most
effective way to install officers, - :

Households therefore should hold a key to understandmg the processes assocrated w1th the _
institutionalization of political power. Many large households, especially those associated with -
founding families, might have had the most to lose in the political and social transformations -
associated with Maya statecraft. If kings effectively instigated strategies that limited control - -
over land, labor, and wealth by traditional kin-based leaders, then the influence of many
previously powerful lineages would have contracted rather than expanded during the Early
Classic period. On the other hand, some upstart households may have gained authority and
wealth as officer holders and supporters of the state by siding with the ruling lineage rather than
traditional kin-based leaders.. If this is indeed the case, the Early Classic period should be -
marked by the appearance of what we might think of as nouveaux riches households that Jook
larger than expected given normal developmental cycles. Therefore, the archaeological evidence :
for the Maya state will be written not only in the institutionalization of Maya kingship as an -
aristocratic position with all its hereditary privileges and trappings of royal power, but in the '
promotion and proliferation of new houses and new wealth among families. SR



| S however we could clearly see bits of plaster associated with the ballast Ceramics in the’ e i
L construction matrix dates to the Samal phase or Glfford’s Trger Run complex Floor 1. was .- _
. encountered approxrrnately 20 cm below Floor 0.in Lot 3. It was well-preserved in the SE comer_ L

. present between Floor 1-and 2 at the base of Lot 7. It showed up in the excavation umt as ﬂecks '- &

o Classic floor; it is clearly obvrous thiat there was continuous occupation of this area from the Late )

" Structure 20, a western platform in the northern courtyard of Structure 20. The objectrve in:
. “associate them to those found in Suboperatlon 4A. It was our goal to unicover the termin

ey mformatlon about courtyard or plaza ﬂoors By trenchrng across the top of Structure*?.O A

2004 Excavatlons

~ This season we sampled ﬁve areas ACTOSS Actuncan in order to recover Early Classm remalns
a from a broad set of social strata, especially households. -~ = L :
Structure 19’s northern courtyard (4A) and Structure 20 (4B C D E)
‘Structure 41 (6A,B,C, D, E)
~ Structure 29 (7A, B, C, D, E) - .
Structure 59 (1D) and 1ts patlo crypt burrals (IC)
L Structure 18 (5A, B). - :
'The following is a broad mterpretatron of the remams found in these suboperatlons A more
~ detailed summary of the excavations can be found in Appendrx A wh1ch contams summaries
- and Harrls Matrrces for each suboperatlon - 2 L : B

Structure 1 9 s narthem courtj:ard (4A) and Structure 20 (4B C D E)

The miost hkely candldate for an early palace isa complex of bmldmgs Structures 19, 20, 21

and 22, defining the northern boundary of Plaza C Structure 19 exhibits the high, long

L substructure that often supports a set of masonry rooms typrcal of aruler’s residence. Abuttmg
- the northern exposure of Structure 19 is a set of low platforrns that form an elevated plaza and -

enclosed courtyard. We excavated a single 2~by~2 m suboperat1on (4A) at the base of Structure SRR

19 near the southwest corner of the courtyard n order to understand the construotlon hrstory of 'f

the courtyard (Frgure 1). ' _ i R . _ o e

- Suboperatlon 4A encountered three courtyard or plaza ﬂoors Floors 0 1 and 2 (F 1gure 2) S
Floor 0 was encountered at the base of Lot 2 as a layer of smali rock and decomposrng hrnestone L
‘ballast. It was so poorly preserved. that 1n1t1a11y it was not given a floor number: In profile, -

- of the unit. Like Floor 0, it dates to the Samal phase suggestmg a good deal of constructlon L
- during this short time period from A.D. 600 to 670 (LeCount et al. 2002). Floor 2 was LT
encountered 60 cm below Floor 1, and dates most like to the Late Formative: A well prepared
' occupatron surface or possrbly another plaster ﬂoor dated to the Terminal Late Formative is
" of plaster and a distinct break between fill layers. Although we did not encounter an Early
. Formative into the Late Classic perrod especlally since James McGovern (1994 114) tested the
: '_southern facade of Structure 19 and found an Early Classrc stalrcase overlaymg a Formatrve i
.' Suboperatrons 4B C, D and E cornbme to form a shallow trench (2 by 8 m) across the top of

placing this trench across the bmldrng was to locate a stratified sequence of plaza floors an

" architecture and excavate behind it to find trash and in front of the burldrng to recover addi




though we could solve an architectural problem found at Structure 41, where we observed that
the ancient Maya piled large amounts of river cobbles behind the platform. We were unsure if
this was an architectural technique which buttressed the back of the platform or if it merely -
represented trash or construction debris for future expansions. We choose this area near the:
southern extent of Structure 20 because it appeared to be a low platform that blocked access into
the courtyard from the southwest, and we thought it would be relatively simple platform,.
possibly constructed in a single phase. After removing the collapse debris, we did not conduct
penetrating excavations below the first plaza floor in the front of the building nor did we
excavate deeply into the platform fill to find earlier materials. However, we did sample the river
cobble “butiressing” or fill encountered behind this structure. The following is a description of
the terminal phase building from these limited excavations. The terminal phase architecture
dates to the Late Classm Hats’ Chaak phase (A D. 660- 780) no Terminal Classic materials were
encountered . S

A sunple platform is not what we found and 1t is dlfﬁcuit to reconstruct the ent1rety of thls
building from such a small and shallow excavation (Figure 3). However, looters dug into the -
platform during the last weekend of the 2004 field season, so some of the information presented
below is based on our examination of the looters trench profiles. :

The front of Structm'e 20’s platform is deﬁned by Wall 1, a nicely constructed retaining wall
built of 5 courses of small, cut-faced limestone blocks (10-by-20-by-10 cm). To the east of this
wall is the last courtyard floor (Plaza Floor 1) that associates with Floor O in Suboperation 4A, -
and this last courtyard floor runs under Wall 1. What remains of the platform (no floor or -
surface remains on top the platform core) sits 80 cm above Plaza Floor 1. Therefore, most of the
architecture described post-dates the construction of this floor in the Samal phase. The back of
Structure 20’s platform is also well defined. River cobbles are packed up against Wall 7 and -
spread outward for more than 2 meters. This “buttressing” is little more than river cobbles, a few
large artifacts, and very little matrix, which suggests to us that it is not i situ trash, but may be
platform fill for an architectural addition which was never completed. Structure 20’s platform is
approximately 5 m wide and, based on McGovern’s calculations, 10 m long. However, Structure
20 may not actually abut Structure 19 on the southern end, rather it appears from these '
excavations that there is an alleyway between the two buildings, which maybe as wide as 2 m. 'If
this is the case, our excavations are located no more than 20 to 40 cm from the southern end of
platform.

The layout of Structure 20 is not well understood from this narrow trench, and to complicate-
matters, the front of the building underwent substantial modifications and embellishment, - -
presumably because it faced the courtyard. The front of the platform may have been an open
terrace or living platform, since no double-faced walls were encountered at the front of the
platform. Since the platform is at least 80 cm high, it would have been approached from the -
courtyard via a staircase, presumably located near the center axis of the platform to the north.
On top of the platform, there may have been a perishable structure, the front of which began -
about mid-way toward the back of the platform. Here, two walls (Walls 3 and 4) of dressed -
limestone blocks may form the east and west faces of a double-faced wall. These two “walls™ or
facings are placed a standard width apart for a double-faced wall -- 75 cm (Jason Yaeger, -
personal communication 2005) and are supported by a massive 80 cm wide cobble stone column



seen in the platform ﬁll exposed by the looters Thrs central double-faced Wall may have
supported a penshable roof that covered the front terrace, but it is also possible that the back of -
~ the building was ‘also covered over since this area drsplays a bench. The western (or back)

o portton of Structure 20 that contains the bench likely predates the Late Classic I, and may -

‘contain an earlier platform datmg to the Early Classw penod smce the last courtyard ﬂoor does
‘not extend beyond Wall 3 : e DR : :

At the back of the platform s1ts a bench that is formed by a chamber of small dressed hmestone =
slabs with a plastered top. How the bench is srtuated on the platform is unknown at this time. -
From what little we know the SE corner of the bu11d1ng may have been either 1) a srngIe Lo
 shaped room with a partition wall that forms a small ancillary room to the south of the bench or.

2) two roomis, one of which is small and appended to the main room containing the bench, From -

the surface, the back walls (Walls 6 and 7) are unimpressive, both consisting of a single line of
“small dressed lrmestone blocks However ‘in the looters trench it 1s obvious that these’ dressed
limestone walls sit- on rnuch sturdrer foundations or -columns of river cobbles; each two courses -

o wide (30 cm) that run deep down into architectural core of the platform. Therefore, it is possrble o .
' that at least a portion of Walls 7 and 6 formed a double-faced wall, but both the limestone

superstructure facings and the cobblestone foundatlons are only 60 cm apart Wthh is too narrow. .
for a double-faced wal : > : . . o R

" Detween Structures 19 and 20 1s.a low terrace what we call the southern terrace of Structure 20 o
. which may or may not ‘have been built entu:ely across the alleyway between the two bulldmgs i

o The ultimate phase of the ‘southern terrace contains loose Tubble fill bounded by a crudely

S constructed wall consrstmg of sporachcally spaced river cobbles. “We never found a floor. j' '

~ capping this fill, but we assumed it was. there and must have eroded away The penult1rnate

- southern terrace of Structure 20is 30 cm above the courtyard floor. This earlier terrace hasa - .'
* patchy plastered ﬂoor _The northern sectlon of this floor nearest Structure: 20 is elevated and

“ nicely plastered It isa low feature no more than 8 cm above the terrace ﬂoor of southern :
terrace--2n and is about 50'crn wrde and 110 cim in length Abuttmg Structure 20’s platform is

. Wall 3, an extensron of whlch runs south towarcl Structure: 19, and may be a wall used to bloek : :

* the alleyway: In the corner formed by the platform of Structure 20 and Wall 3 is'an 1nterest1ng

"+ architectural feature ‘Here we can see what appears to be a block or chamber, possibly an outset -

or step (m John Morrrs s oprruon) whrch is mcely burlt of dressed hrnestone slabs, probably two
courses hlgh ; R o _ B

- Structure 41 (Suboperatzons 6A B C D E)

Ehte res1dences are found bordenng Plaza D and the eastern edge of the srte (Frgure 4) We
 excavated either behind or beside Structures 41 and 29 in an attempt to locate stratified trash:-
deposits and to date plaza floors. We avoided the front of these structures because here we :
expected to find many archltectural embellishments that could slow our excavatlons and notlead
to a best understanding of the entire construction sequence.. Both these structures are large tlered’ '

. buildings built on cobble terraces, Structure 41°s substructure is 5.25 meters high and likely -

-+ supported a corbelled arched superstructure since key stones were found tumbled down the rear- =
~ of the building. An elevated (> 4 m) front terrace faces the maj or ternple at Actuncan and there

- _j:"' isa low (<2 rn) L-shaped terrace at the back of the bu1ld1ng




In Suboperation 6B, we can see a two-meter stretch of the southern face of Structure 41 (Figure
5). Itis composed of stacked, large (average size approximately 25-by-15 cm) cut-limestone
blocks three courses high (possibly more).: There is a small tree growing up beside it partially -
destroying the wall.: This line of stone, which we assume to be one of two faces of a double- -
faced superstructure wall, sits on the cobble fill with no sign of a plastered living surface. This
wall face is 30 cm high, We left this wall intact. The largest river boulders found in the cobble
fill are located directly underneath this building and they are extremely large, upwards of 30 cm
in diameter.. As one moves towards the exterior edge of the platform, the cobbles become -
smaller. The fagade of the platform consists of loose rock, decomposing limestone, and fill
matrix. Is it possible that this platform displayed a “plastered” slope reminiscent of a battened '
block faoade seen on monumental archrtecture? : . . : -

Behmd the platform ﬁll of Structure 41 isa sequence of two ﬂoors and theu: assocrated ballast
(Figure'6). The top floor (6A6, 6B4, & 6C4) dates to the Early Classic period and terminates at a
small midden (6D2 & 6D3) of the same age off the back end of the patio floor. This midden
contained many obsidian blades, an expended core, and a large, slightly chipped cylindrical jade
bead. It is surprising that the ancient Maya would have intentionally discarded such a large piece
of jade, but its presence in the trash may be indicative of how the Maya used such items as '
disposable wealth during the Early Classic period.  Sometime during the Late Classic Hats’
Chaak phase, the Maya built a low foundation wall of large limestone blocks on top this floor’
that might have acted to contain the cobble butiressing at the rear of the building. Tt may also
have served to restrict access to the building itself. Below the first floor is a patchy sascab floor -
(6A7, 6BS, & 6C5) dating either to the initial part of the Early Classic period or slightly earlier.
Plaza Floor 2 rests atop a sterile stratum of yellowish clay. Given our limited testing, it is
possible that an earlier Formatrve platform 18 deeply buned under the substructure at the southern
end of the dwelhng - : - :

Here [ want to descnbe the fill of the platform ThlS ﬁll consists of very large river cobbles and
boulders packed tightly together with little matrix in between. It is best seen directly underneath
the superstructure wall of Structure 41 resting on the top of the platform; however, the platform
is not uniformty built. According to Dr. Blitz, large stone fill alternates with loose fill that has
less rock. Finally, near the outer edge of the platform is what we are calling battemng
Battening is looser material, still mostly river cobbles, but they are smaller in size and the matrix
contains more artifacts and decomposing limestone, as if this once was the backing to a stone
facade (see Loten and Pendergast 1984: Figure 4). However, it is entirely possible that this -
battening is collapse coming down from the structure on top the building. But no matter what -
1nterpretat10n is correct, we attempted to separate these different archltectural umts

Subopemnons 7A B C D E

Another ehte re31dence 1s Structure 29 _]llSt to the north of Structure 41 along the eastern
periphery of the site. The substructure stands only 2.6 meters above the present ground surface

at the back of the building; however, the dwelling presents an imposing facade because the front -
terrace takes advantage of the rise of the hill slope. Like Structure 41, Structure 29°s staircase
orients the dwelling toward Actuncan South. :



- other words, we are off the platform lookmg for trash in Plaza E. If Structure 29 faces to the

" for trash but found very little. Unfortunately, we found very l1ttle here, except wall fall and E

: . " medial terrace, below the “house™ to understand the placement of the eastern terrace’s retammg L

o _ * blocks. Given'its d1st1nctly d1fferent orientation and construction materials, it is unclear at l;l'lIS
- time 1f tlns wall represents an earlier construction phase of the terrace or a deeply buried

o occupauon of thts area.

" is 40°'cm long and 20 w1de but most are not so well dressed or shaped. It is possible weare
o looking at a ﬁlled doorway, since blocks to the east are mcely shaped and stacked, whereas -
. blocks to the west are smaller and more cmdely formed. The cut-facing is exposed, so this is .

Suboperation 7A is located Just north of the NE corner of the eastem terrace of Structure 29 In

south, as McGovern has mapped it, then we are behind the building and off the eastern terrace. - |
McGovern also placed a suboperatton (100A) off the eastern side of the eastern terrace lookmg. o _:

"ternnnated the umt after Just two shallow lots S

- Suboperatlons 7 B C and D are 2- by-2 m units located along the northern edge of the eastern
- medial terrace of Structure 29. Suboperatton 7B is located at the farthest edge of the terrace,

' nearest Suboperattons TA, and 7D is near the base of the platform that presumably supports a -
house: We assume a masonry superstructure is located on the top platform of Structure 29 above
~"us to the west, and that this represents the oldest portion of the “house”. We excavated onthe

 walls and to find trash tossed off the terrace from above.” In Suboperation 7B, we found 1 many
- lines of cobble stones that poss1bly represent the corner of the eastern medial terrace.” Andin
: Suboperatmns 7C and D'we think we found the northern retaining wall of the medial terrace, but
- since there were no cut—hmestone blocks we had trouble sorting out which rocks were assocuated
- with retaining walls and whmh were collapse and fill of the terrace itself. So the surface of - B
e Suboperations B, C, and D were cleared in an attempt to understand this terrace. This procedure- -
* didn’t help much sxnce all the stones used to make these terraces were und1fferent1ated fdver ..o
- cobbles. : After removing 20 cm of rock in Suboperation 7B, we discerned lzmestone flecks and -
L decomposmg lrmestone matenal in'the SW corner of the umt/quadrant and we assume that thls
' represents the NE corner of the eastern medlal terrace S R RO

'In Op7E d1rectly under the hlghESf. platform, we decrded to excavate downward inan attempt to

understand the construction sequence of the medial terrace, We found that the eastern terrace =

" was built of massive river cobbles dunng the Early Clas51c penod “This construchon engulfs an -
earlier platform (Wall 1) that can be seen running diagonally across the southern most portion of =

the unit at 1:30 meters below present ground surface (F;gure 7). Unlike the cobble architecture -

- of the eastern terrace, the wall of this earlier platform was constructed of large cut-limestone

structure Itis poss1ble that thls deeply buned platform represents the earlrer, Formatlve penod |

Wall 1 runs dlagonally aeross the southwestern portlon of the unit and is a two- course-hrgh wall ' e
with cut-hmestone blocks. Most blocks are not large, but they range greatly in'size. The largest . -

‘the exterior face of thts wall and ‘Wall 1 sits on sterile clay. Unforttmately, we d1d not sarnple
the matenal behmd these facmg stones 50, we don t have a date for Wall L. i .

' Wall 2 is seen only in proﬁle in the westem stdewall It consists of srnall cut l1rnest0ne blocks
'poss1bly 6 courses h1gh and from th1s angle we can see only 1 face Wall stones are mcely
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shaped and regular in size (approximately 30 cm wide and 10 cm high). In the profile, Wall 2 -
appears to abut Wall 1, but it is difficult to understand its orientation and relationship to Wall 1.

At the bottom of the fill episode is in situ refuse. Large sherds appear to be coming froma~
deposit packed up against Wall 1, because the fill is very rocky. Below this fill is ballast °
consisting of gravel and cobbles with decomposing limestone, burnt clay, and clay loam. A good
radiocarbon sample was taken from here. Wall 2 rests on this burnt clay stratum, whereas Wall 1
is deeper. This ballast sits on sterile yellow clay; therefore, it may be the initial preparation for
occupation of this area. : S Lo S o

Stfﬁcturé 59 (Suboperation 1D) and its patio crypt burials (Suﬁoperation Ic)

We continued our excavations begun in 2001 at Actuncan Plazuela 1 (Structures 59, 60, 61, and
62) located at the northern end of the site (Figure 8). AP-1 is the largest plazuela on the ridge
top. It measures 26.5 m north-south and 25.5 m east-west, and has a maximum height above -
ground surface of 2.5 m at the NE corner of Structure 59. All platforms are raised at least 2 m
above the ground surface with the southern platform being the largest in area. In 2001, we
encountered two impressive stone crypts cut into Edwin’s Patio Floor 2, both contained - :
Protoclassic materials (Figure 9). These crypts were located 25 cm apart along a north/south axis
just one meter east of the western platform (LeCount and Blitz 2001). We excavated only the -
southern crypt (1A7B1) due to time constraints that year. This year we excavated the second
stone lined crypt (1D25B4). . - : R T S T

Suboperation 1C is a 2-by-2 m test pit on the south side of Suboperation 1A, a 2-by-1m test pit
excavated in 2001. Here, our objectives were to recover the remnants of Burial 1 (1A7B1)
uncovered in 2001, to understand the architectural context of this burial; and to determine how
this individual relates to the individual in the second crypt (1D25B4). We started by removing -
the backdirt from Suboperation 1A, so that we could excavate this area using natural levels. -
Edwin’s First Patio Floor was easily found (1C6), as was a short terrace or step jutting out from
Structure 62-1%s eastern platform wall (1C2, 1C4, 1C5). Fill from the terrace or step itself dates
to the Hats” Chaak times. Its fagade is at least two courses high and composed of small, but
nicely shaped limestone slabs. The NE corner of this step or terrace was anchored by a large flat
limestone slab rather than stacked rocks. The terrace, as we encountered it, was short, possibly
no higher than 10 cm, as judged by the remaining risers. After removing this terrace or step,
Structure 62’s platform wall was clearly exposed (flush) in western sidewall. The fact that the
platform wall is equivalent to western sidewall means 1) we will not be able to date platform and
2) we will not be able to understand the relationship of Burial 1 to Structure 62-1st. The - = -
platform fagade is composed of large and small river cobbles, none of which appear to be

dressed limestone. A dressed limestone block protrudes perpendicular from the platform wall.
This block might be a remnant of an earlier terrace or step, but since it is a single block
protruding from wall it is hard to tell exactly what it is. R R '

Below this step or terrace to Structure 62-1% are multiple floors and fill layers: Edwin’s First

Patio Floor (1C6), a layer of fill (1C7), and a second layer of fill under what appeared to be a
compact occupation surface (1C8). At the bottom of Lot 1C8 we encountered two important
cultural features: Leonel’s Patio Floor and the redeposit il above the capstones of the second




o crypt (1C12B 1) Leonel’s Patlo Floor (1 C20) is a rough cobble stone surface wrth patches of

- plaster. In 2001 while. excavatlng Suboperatlon 1A, we believed this compact surface existed but .

could not find it since it was 50 hrghly disturbed by the burial and the fact that we were working

in such as small space. “At'the time, it was dlstlngulshed only by the difference between small =~

- rock fill (1A4) and large rock fill (IAS) The pit for Burial 1 cut Leonel’s Patio Floor and was .

- covered by Edwin’s 1% Patio Floor. Therefore the date of Burial 1 post dates Leonel’s Patro :
- Floor but predates Edwm s Patro Floor 1 whlch rs Barly Cla551c s

In order to reach the remains of Crypt 1 we excavated down besrde Leonel’s Pauo Floor -

' removing only the redep051ted fill (1¢ C9, 1C10; 1C11) until we ‘could see the top of the capstones

- This redeposited fill consists of big rocks and ; very little matrix, hence the nickname “big rock .
~ fill”. The crypt itself is best descrrbed inour 2001 report and Scopa (this volume) ‘describes the '

" cranium and assocrated artlfacts ‘However, it should be mentioned here that the rndrvrdual was -
- indeed laying prone, the head to.the south. ‘Beneath the cranium near the mouth and nose was. -

o _ After removmg the burlal

. found an obsidian flake and a Jade bead.: The bottom of the crypt is very. dlsturbed and Edwm s
i Second Patlo Floor was dlfﬁcult to see 1n thrs small area : ISR Sl

i ex avated Leonel’s Pat1o Floor and the ﬁll below it (1 C21) to
Edwin’s Seconid Patio Floor. Here at the termination of OplC, we can see Edwin’s 2™ Patio -

~ Floor extendmg almost all the _Way across. the exposed units, Edwin’s 2™ Patio Floor elevation i s

only a few centimeters below its. elevat:on in Suboperation 1A (as measured-in the profile). -

- _Laymg on this mcely prepared ﬂoor are two perpendicular lines of large river cobbles whlch

- mirror the Jayout of the eastern: terrace for Structure 62-1%, and therefore they may represent
either the fouridational rocks to the terrace or remnants of walls for an earlier, completely -

- different structure that lies under the 62- 1% platforrn We tend not to thmk they are foundatronal

- "stones for the terrace because we excavated ﬁlls and occupation surfaces to reach them. Rather .

- “we. beheve that they are fouudatlon stones for an earlrer cornpletely different structure;

- Exposed in the eastern side is what appears to be a thrrd crypt placed 111 the center of thlS patro L

2 We covered 1t and left 1t fc another year

i After ﬁmshmg Suboperatlon 1C we tumed the second crypt encountered in thrs pat1o durmg the

172001 season.: In order to reach: Burial 4, we excavated a portlon 'of the small northern structure.

| '(lD), which covered more than half this bunal (Figure 10). Structure 59 is'a low platform sitting |

L on the last well—preserved patio floor (Edwrn s Patio Floor 1). Suboperation 1D caught the SW - |

corner of Structure 59°s platform and a part of the patio.. To the west of this platform wasan .. .

ﬁ alleyway between Structure 59 and Structure 62 Structure 59's platforrn was rebuilt or modified
at least three times durlng the Late Classro since it contalned at least two floors, and the alleyway
was blocked and filled with trash (1D3) during the Hats’ Chaak phase ‘presumably to expand the

_ llvmg platform toits terrmnal conﬁguratlon (Figure 11) The terminal occupation floor was never = e

found, but we assume it was there because we encountered 1ts Hats Chaak phase ballast ( 1D2)
No Terrnmal Classrc dragnostrcs have been found ' - : :

The platforrn was ralsed at least 40 cm above the patlo ﬂoor and p0551bly more, over the course - . -
~ of the Late Classic. Structure 59 Floor 1 dates to the Hats’ Chaak, and Floor 2 dates to the Samal

i phase There may have been a senes of wattle and-daub houses that spanned the early and late. 0




phases of the Late Classic period associated with these floors, but SO httle of this platfonn was -
excavated that it is 1mposs1b1e to tell at thxs tmle _ :

Two 1nterest1ng features were found assocrated with Structure 5 9 A dcdrcatory or termination
cache (1D8F2) was encountered in Structure Floor 1 (SF1). A broken mano and metate, and-
large sherds were smashed and embedded in the fill of Structure 59-1% underneath SF1. The
cache is probably associated with a Late Classic house ritual that occurred during the use of
Structure 59-1%, or it may be associated with the dedication of the new structure floor (SF1)
and/or termination of the previous eccupation (Structure Floor 2). The second feature (1D1 0F3)
an enigmatic plastered hole, may be a posthole in the SW corner of Structure 59 2" It is very -
possible that Structure 59- 2n was a wattle-and-daub house without much of a stone foundation.
The hole is plastered, except on its eastern side where there are two rocks embedded in the
plaster. The hole is approximately 15 cm in diameter and 8 cm deep. The plaster floor (SF2)is
very thick and well prepared. On its southern edge, the floor terminates at the platform wall for
Structure 59 (Wall 1) and on the westem side of the structure, thls floor abuts a’ smgle upnght
stone :

Structure 59 sits on Edwm s Flrst Patro Floor (EPFI), however, thrs mcely plastered ﬂoor does
not extend across the entire 2 x 2, but appears patchy or non-existent in the north and northwest,
as if the entire northern portion of the patio was raised and filled for the building of Structure 59.
Also, there appears to be occupation material on the patio floor (1D5) associated with its use late
in the Hats’ Chaak and before the construction of Structure 59 (1D14) during the Samal phase.:

Underneath Edwin’s First Patio Floor is a series of strata which ultimately raised the patio 56 cm-
above Edwin’s Second Patio Floor, including a layer of small-rock fill (11D18); a cobble stone’ -
surface (1D21, called Leonel’s Patio Floor) and packed dirt occupation surfaces over big rock fill
(1D23). These strata datc to the critical transition between the Terrnmal Late ¥ orrnauve to Early

CIassrc perrod :

The Maya lived on Leonel’s Patro Floor poss1bly durmg the earhest phase of the Barly Classrc

or the very end of the Late Terminal Preclassic. At the cobble stone surface, we first saw -
evidence of the crypt below. Leonel’s Patio Floor was a rough occupation surface with many"
small stones first encountered in Op1C, where it was easy to see how 1A7/1C12B1 was cut into -
this stratum. Here, in 1D, the relationship between Burial 4 and Leonel’s Patio Floor was more
difficult to undeérstand, mainly because the northern portion of this unit appeared disturbed. In-
the NE portion of the unit, the matrix was very rocky (1D19), consisting of large cobbles stones -
and little dirt. There was so little dirt that what existed filtered down through the rocks onto the -
crypt below. The porous nature of the big rocky fill above the crypt made us think that this
material is re-deposited crypt fill on top the grave. In the NW portion of the unit, there was a -
hard compact matrix. Between these two enigmatic strata, a few upright limestone slabs marked
the top of 1D20B3. This burial was a simple grave located directly undemeath the western wall :
(Wall 2) of Structure 5 9 (see Scopa for more mformatlon) '

Bunal 3 predates Structure 59, and is assocrated mostly closely w1th Leonel’s Patio Floor'—:
compact cobble surface that was laid down across the patio sometime during the Early Classrc '
period. The burial is located in fill near the western edge of what we think is the top of Burial



B burral plt Burral 3 was placed in‘a srmple depressmn w1th upnght slabs on the western srde -
-+ of the larger grave. Burial 3isa chrld lymg supine with the head to the south, The child ‘was
placed in a pit with a necklace of two stone or shell beads and uprrght stones on the western side
of the shallow depressron The eastern side of the grave is indistinguishable from the rocky ﬁll j
- of Burral 43 burial pit. Interestmgly, this burial is also drrectly under the western wall of '
Structure 59, about 20 cm down from the initial foundatron stones. This individual may have '
‘been an offenng to the house at the tlme of 1mt1al construction durlng the Early Classic period. -
Based on the paltry amount of sherds, our guess is that this child burial dates to the Barly Classic.
Associated sherds of Peten Gloss Orange wares and striated j jars do not ccntradrct this time' -
: 'desrgnatlon however 1t 1s also p0531ble that these types could date to an earher tlrne penod

i The context of Bunal 3 is somewhat arnbrguous dependlng on Where Burral 4’s prt begms and
 how archaeologlsts think about Maya rituals. Viewed from Leonel’s Patio Floor, the child bunal :
~"appears to be part of the redeposnted ﬁll above Burial 4’s capstones In other words, Burial 4’s
crypt was sealed by capstones the pit. was filled, and the final act was the placement of this chrld' n
burial;. However, as we dug downward to ﬁnd Burial 4, we encountered a compact surface . -
running partrally across the top of Burial 4 in the SE corner of the unit. This surface makes our. -
interpretation of the Burial 4 stratrgraphy problematlc Maybe Burial 4 was not dug into
Leonel’s Patlo Floor after all, but a lower surface.” But, because this patchy surface is found only- ;
over the crypt area ‘it is also’ plausrble to think that the filling of Burial 4’s pit was nota smgle
*act, rather it was a protracted set of events as rnultlple layers of ﬁll and packed surfaces were
' packed down above the capstones L P TR NMREE b R

Bunal 4 (1D25B4) was smnlar in many ways to Bunal 1 only a few centlmeters to the south
-_-Both were placed in nrcely prepared crypts made of upright limestone blocks capped by large

limestone slabs (Fi igure 10).. Both burials were clearly dug into Edwin’s Second Patio Floor, -
‘where the capstones were ﬁrst encountered, and the bottoms of both crypts rested on Edwin’s- -~
Third Patio Floor. In placcs, the bottom of 1D25B4 protruded down into the ﬁll below Edwm g oo
- Third Patio Floor ‘Both crypts were barer large enough to hold the bodies but their constructlon S
was 1dent1cal as rf they were constructed with a template in mind. A third crypt can be seen in.
the sidewall of Op1C at the same level suggesting that the ancient Maya used this patioasa- S
C 'household burial ground We did not excavate below Edwin’s Patio Floor 2 this ﬁeld season, but RN
- rather concentrated our efforts around the second crypt (1D25B4) ' e

Like the 1nd1v1dual in crypt 1 (1A7B1), t_he person rnterred in the second crypt lay face down
* with the head - what little remained of it -- to the south (see Scopa, this volume for more- &
detads) Only small fragments of the occrprtal plate and a few teeth were found i in assoclatron S
* ‘with the body; however more cranial fragments were found in the pot placed over the person’s
~ head, Three pots were posrtloned in the crypt with this individual: 1) a Chan Pond j jar placed
over the knees; 2) an Aguacate Orange Z- angled dish with four broken hollow supports, :
presumably mammiform in shape, ‘covered the missing head and contained cranial fragments '
~and 3) an Aguacate Orange efﬁgy chocolate - pot situated to the right of the 1nd1v1dual’s m1ssmg
© cranium (Frgure 12). ‘This pot may have acted ¢ asa syrnbohc substitute for the missing head
Both Aguacate Orange vessels exhibit hard “glossy” slips and fine light colored pastes; -

' however nerther exhrbrts the dlstrnctrve whrte to buff undersurface of Early Classm types




According to James Gifford’s (1976) Barton Ramie scheme, these pots belong to the Floral Park
subcomplex; however, LeCount is reluctant to assign a Protoclassic date (approximately 50 B.C:
to A.D..250) to these burials. Although these pots taken by themselves appear to be good. . -
examples of “Protoclassic” types, they lie at the same stratigraphic level as the brown-ware
effigy lid associated with crypt 1. As LeCount (2004) has suggested before, this pot appears..
similar to. Tzakol 1 effigy lids at other sites. Thus, like other “Protoclassic” assemblages across
the eastern periphery of the Peten (Brady et al. 1998), Classic and Formative ceramic modes co- -
occur in vessels from the same excavation lot at Actuncan. According to Brady and colleagues
(1998:34), however, Protoclassic assemblages chronologically overlap the Late Formative and -
Early Classic periods as tradmonally defined. Given the ambiguities in defining the
“Protoclassic,” more detailed ceramic analysis and rad1oearbon dating are needed to securely
place these pots into a ceramic complex

Thzs 1nte1pretat10n will reqmre addmonal excavation at this strati graphic level to retrieve a larger
sample of pottery, preferably from domestic middens, in order to better understand assemblages
associated with the transition from the Formative to Classic period. Initially, LeCount thought
that both these crypts originated from a cut in Edwin’s Patio Floor 2 since 1) in 2001 we did not
see Leonel’s Patio Floor and 2) the capstones of Burial 1 appeared flush with Edwin’s Floor 2.
Now, we think these burials originated from higher up in the stratigraphy and are associated with
a cut in Leonel’s Patio Floor. Interestingly, the burials are 40 cm below Leonel’s Patio Floor and
the occupation associated with the burials. In 2001, LeCount thought Edwin’s Patio Floor 1 . -
dated to the Late Classic I, now after seeing more of the material from this floor, she suggests it
may date to the late Early Classic (Tzokol 3). However, she would like to see more of this
material before assigning a date. Leonel’s Patio Floor has yet to be dated, but w1ll be studied this
coming summer, . e _ _

What is interesting about these crypts is their impressive size and construction techniques and the
relative richness of their burial goods. Apparently this household was influential during that
transitional period from the Terminal Formative to the Early Classic period, later, however this
family seemed to have lost much of its authority since we have yet to find evidence of those
highly diagnostic basal flange bowls so characteristic of the later phases of the Early Classic. -

Nor did the Late Classic plazuela members bury their ancestors in the same patio location as:
earlier members had, although it is entirely possible that they might have buried them nearby.
These patterns are indicative of the types of processes we associate with the shift away from kin-
based authority and the w1den1ng gap in wealth among households in early state-level societies.

Oﬁ‘ plaza Refuse Deposzt

Two 2-by- 2m suboperanons were placed off the edge of Plaza C in a ravine below Structure 15

a pyramidal structure that defines the nexus between Actuncan North and Actuncan South

(Figure 13). Here, a 60-cm deep Early Classic trash deposit was first encountered beneath a -
small residential platform, Structure 18 (McGovern 1993). We excavated units on either side of
the original 2-by-1 m test pit (93A) to retrieve a larger sample of this material (Figure 14). We -
started by removing the backdirt from unit 93A, so that we could excavate this area using natural :
levels o N : . .
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©of refuse ‘Below this, the matrix becomes darker in color (10YR. 4/3 to 10YR 6/3) and more "
= compact and the arufacts become smallcr Because of this change we suggest that this lower

o occupatron Iayer is excrnphﬁed by Lots 5B10 and 5A10 Deeper still was a darker and more "
- clay W1th some arufacts

L _The an01ent Maya 1nterred at Ieast two mdnnduals in snnple 51de by~81de graves llned thh s

i field notes), but i in fact, human bones were found randomly scattered throughout the Early: .
each was talcen out as a separate lot (see Scopa thrs Volume for more detarls)

o - lecn therr close proxrmrty, 1n1t1ally we thought the burlals were. placecl in the ground

Structure 18 S platform (SBS) dates to the early part of the Late Classrc and a smgle ﬂoor caps _
this trash deposit (5B4,:5B6) in the ‘western urit. ‘Remnants of a simnilar floor (5A3) can also be
- seen in the eastern unit; and these two separate patches are probably the same surface. The -~ -
southern platform v wall of Structure 18 is anghng NE to SW with the NE corner of the platforrn o
outside the unit to the nort_h In other ‘words; we jU.St caught this wall in the unit proﬁles '
However, we can also see - this wall in the northern srde of McGovern’s 93A pit, since apparently- :
he did not remove it.. The platform wall appears no more than three courses high, and the facmg e
- stones are crudely shaped and stacked The stones forma smgle line of large flat, shaped river .-
_ cobbles = approxrrnately 25-by-10 cm 1n s1ze over whrch 2 courses of smaller limestone =~

. dressed stone were placed. There is only one abutment: the south platform wall of Structure 18

and the patch of exterior cobble: pavement seen at the bottom of 5A2. From excavations in 5B,
we know that the patch of plaster “patio” floor abuts the wall; and does not run under it, and the
' platform wall 1s sunk mto:the-‘ mrdden Therefore tlus structure sits on the Early Classrc trash

. Under thrs structure isa 60 cm deep deposrt of 'stratlﬁed refuse The top layer is light brown m :
o color rangrng frorn IOYR 5/3 to IOYR 6/6 and frlable wrth abundant large artlfacts 1nclud1ng :

parnted plaster “This top Iayer of refuse 1s best exemphﬁed by Lots 5B7, SBS 5B9, 5AS, 5A8 g
and 5A9, which although rnterpreted asa smgle refuse deposit exhibits lighter and darker lenses i

- stratum was occupatlon debris, and not the same kind of refuse as that found above it. This :

-compact occupatlon layer w1th very httle matenals (5A1 l) below Wthh was sterrle yellow

limestone slabs and river cobbles (5A6B2 and 5A7B2) into this trash deposit. Irru‘nedlately ;
- above these graves, human bones were found in and around a cairn of three limestone slabs -
o (5A4B2) ‘This bone scatter may represent an interment (which we called Individual 0 in the

. Classic refuse deposrt All potenual bunals in the refuse deposit are labeled Bunal 2 how /ET,

simultaneously: However, after lookrng at the proﬁles it was dlscovered that Ind1v1dual l and
- Individual 2 were placed in the ground in two' separate act1ons “Individual 1 was interned later i
o _tune (posably 111 the late Early Classm Tzokol 3 or maybe in the Late Classm I after the

_. + stone lined grave with some capstones of dressed limestone slabs and ﬂat river cobbles. So
; the r1ver cobbles hnlng the p1t were also qmte f,[at ancl placcd uprlght The bottom of the gray
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Individual 1 since these bones were found immediately above Individual I commingled with a-
triad of dressed limestone slabs placed above its pelvis, If individual 1 was interned after the -
construction of Structure 18, then the individual was buried just off the southeast corner of the -
platform No artifacts appeared to be mtentlonally placed with the burlals '

The context of these burlals is somewhat amblguous We first began to encounter human bones
immediately under the collapse debris: Here, a few pieces of human bones were scattered
around three flat dressed limestone blocks that formed a triad of stones. We left this possible
cairn burial (5A4B2 — Individual 0) in place and removed matrix from around it. We assume this
matrix was the remnants of a disturbed occupation surface associated with the patio floor
encountered in 5A2. To the west of the caim, the Early Classic trash deposit is clearly visible
running under the patio floor (SA2). A jumble of river cobbles, presumably collapse debris,
remained on the eastern side of the cairn. This interpretation would mean that the burial dated to
the Samal phase. Directly below the cairn was the burial of Individual 1. Initially, we thought
that the grave for SA6B2 cut into the south facade of Structure 18 in order to place this -
individual into the trash. We had to excavate into the unit’s side wall to recover digits and thus -
assumed the individual’s toes were buried deeply into a hole in the platform wall. However, it
must be remembered that the south platform wall angles sharply NE to SW (disappearing into

the excavation sidewall), so that the lower extremities of Individual I may not have intruded into
the platform wall at all. Rather this individual may have been buried just off the platform near -
the SE corner of the building. This scenario seems more congruent with the northern profile of
the unit. Pottery associated with Individual 1 are ambiguous, most date to the Early Classic -
period before the platform wall was built in the Late Classic I phase. But some ceramics, such as-
a few lateral ridges and ash wares, also could date to the Late Classic I phase. That would mean-
that all the Early Classic materials in the burial pit represent redeposited midden placed in the
grave when the Maya dug down into the earlier strata to create and fill this burial pit. The
second individual was encountered during the excavation of Burial 1 under a rumble of stones -
and [ocated just east of Individual 1. Initially we thought that the two individuals were placed in -
the ground nearly simultaneously. After studying the profile of the north side of the unit,
however, it is clear that Burial 2 was placed in the grave at an earlier date than Individual 1, and -
that the digging of Individual 1’s grave likely disturbed Individual 2’s grave located just to the
east of it. Burial 2’s grave was very modest indeed. Unlike Individual 1°s grave, no upright
stones appear to line the sides of the pit, although there are many un-modified river stones

around the body and above it. We did not find the eastern side of the “pit” mainly because there
are no stones that lined it, and also it appear that at least a portion of the pit runs into the eastern
sidewall of the unit. Individual 2 looks to have been place in the refuse deposit without much -
preparation of a pit. There were no grave-goods, just materials from the redeposited fill.

The origin of the Early Classic material in this trash deposit is an important question to address
because the crux of hypotheses concerning the nature of elite and common Early Classic pottery
assemblages hinge on context. We suggest that this material originated from activities on the =
civic plaza rather than those associated with Structure 18. Structure 18 is a low platform built in -
a ravine below the northern civic center.  Although we originally assumed it represented a-
commoner house, it is also possible that this platform served a specialized function, suchasa -
kiosk for a gatekeeper or temple guard, None of these interpretations are congruent with the -
matenals found underneath it because the Early Classw deposit contains mostly elite materials,
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BNt rarely found in domestic trash. Thus at this juncture, we suggest this material represents the

o = damage upon returmng to the site on'the mormng of June 28, A thorough search was made of
. the other operations, but the destruction was limited to Op4:: The looters apparently came at -

o 'completely 1gnored other’ operatrons with potentlally richer finds. For this reason, it is hkely .that' o

. = We ca.nnot know what W o
" examination of back dirt revealed examples of domestic refuse that varied little from the artifacts '

| or ‘cache depos1t had been removed. In short, what was lost was the contextual evidence.
- archaeolo; gists require ! to properly 1nterpret their finds:- Because the looters confined thelr

o damage

L ad}acent portion of the site where we had an active operatron of the looting incident. Both
"~ landowners resolved to have their men ride through the site more frequently. We took addrt1ona

- : occurred n the remalmng days of the 2004 season SED Ny

L _such as large basal ﬂange bowls and parnted plaster and httle household trash such as manos _
- and metates. Jason Yaeger (personal communication 2004) suggests that this deposit might be" -
 the result of temple or civic building remodehng because large chunks of pamted plaster are..

'remams of el1te actrvrtres although we cannot speclfy what krnds of actrvrtles they represent

Lootmg Incrdent at Actuncan

' Excavatron of Actuncan Operat1on 4 Suboperatrons B E came to an unexpeeted halt when S
_looters dug mto the exposed trench over the weekend of June 26-27 2004.. We discovered the -

5 night because we found candle stubs and ﬂashlrght batterles dtscarded in the trench We

- dlscovered that our excavatton tools, hidden near Op4 were missing, . ‘Based on this observatlon, 3
. we believe. that the looters may. have observed us from a distance dunng the day, returned at- -

night, retrleved the tools used them in the dlggmg, and then stole the tools when they left We

'_suspect that the looters had httle expertence or knowledge of lootmg strategres for they

o _the lootmg represents an oppommrstrc 1nc1dent rather than the efforts of an experrenced or .

. At the tlrne of the incident; _Operatron 4_had'exposed porttons of Strueture 20 and assoc1ated
» _'arch1tecture in'an S-meter long, east-west trench consisting of Units B-E. The looters conﬁned
- their digging to the open trench. They destroyed all architecture exposed in place above thelast = .
- courtyard floor, including Structure 20-1%, Walls 2-7; western. terrace, the outset staircase, plaster -
- surfaces, and much of the rubble “buttress” on the western exterior of Structure 20 Wall 1 and :
7" the eastern terrace was left intact ':-The dtggrng removed frorn 50 to 80 cm of dep031ts ﬁom one - ';' i
endofthetrenchtotheother“ SR R T ST

T moved'from the deposus by the looters of course. However o

-~ that had been recovered_ in the Unit B-E trench 1 prior to the looting. No fragments of human" = o
*bones or fine pottery_:Were present in the back dirt, 50 there was nothing to suggest that a burlal o

' drgglng to the trench, we were able to draw a proﬁle of the exposed northern trench wall. We
took photographs of the looted trench from several perspectlves to document the extent of the

We alerted Br1an Woodye of the Department of Archaeolo gy and Mr Rudy Juan the landowner yoi
on the same day we dlscovered the damage Also we mforrned Mr. Ramon Galvez, owner of an. .

precautions to ensure the secunty of artifacts with potent1al market value (whole pots, ]ade bead
“and shell pendant) that had been recovered earher m the season No other acts of lootmg




Laboratory Procedures :

A tramed Belizean lab archaeology team of four women completed the basic processing,
cataloguing, and tabulation of artifacts. We worked in the lab only on Saturdays and for a week
after excavations closed. All artifacts were washed, dried, and bagged by excavation lot and
class. In addition, before they are bagged, each artifact class is counted (Table 1) and weighed
(Table 2) by lot. The artifacts are then ready for further analysis by specialists trained in the
analysis of the relevant artifact category. Dr. LeCount conducted a rough sort of ceramics within
lots to determine the temporal phase of materials from significant contexts (see LeCount 1996:
133 for a description of quick sort procedures). Results of the quick sort analyses are tabulated
by lot and lists of type-varieties are also presented (Table 3). These data were then used to
construct a master list of proveniences that mcluded phase, cultural context, and volume (Table
4). _ _ -

Scopa curated the human bone in the lab. Each human bone was wrapped separately in
aluminum foil and labeled. Each tooth and enamel crown was cleaned to remove debris and
caleulus. If the condition of the cranium or other fragile bone complexes, such as pelvises, was’
so poor that they may have fallen apart upon removal, then bones were left in the soil matrix and
curated as a lump of material. See chapter 2 for details of the analysis, and burial descriptions.

Collections were stored in fifty-five gallon drums and stored in Rueben Penados’s house in San
Jose Succotz for future analysis. The Penados bodega has iron bars and paneling covering all
windows, and two dead bolt locks on the doors. Whole vessels from the burials, including the
bird pots from 2001, were curated at the Institute of Archaeology at the end of the season.

Discussion and Conelusions

In summary, we excavated in three types of residential groups — a palace courtyard, elite
residences, and commoner residences -- associated with the Early Classic period. Materials
recovered from these contexts clearly indicate that Actuncan was a major site during the Late
Formative and Early Classic periods; nonetheless, the Late Classic component of the site
represents Actuncan’s population maxunmn

Non-royal residences at Actuncan appear to fit into two architectural layouts: plazuela (patio-
focused mounds) and terraced dwelling. In general, we associate plazuelas with Haviland’s
(1988) and Tourtellot’s (1988) rendition of the developmental model in which a founding family
grows from living in a single structure to a descent group whose members live in multiple
buildings around an “inward-focused™ patio. Unlike these patio-focused groups, terraced
dwellings at Actuncan appear to be more akin to Levi-Strauss’ model of a house, recently
revisited by Susan Gillespie (2000). Rather than displaying an “inward-focused” or communal
layout, these large single houses faced outward toward the pyramid of Actuncan South. There
appears to be little room on the terraces for other residences that would have faced the paramount
family’s house. Thus these single elite houses appear to represent the prerogatives of the
paramount family rather than the entire corporate group.

Exammmg these two kinds of household organizations at Actuncan is beyond the scope of this
report, but what we may be looking at here is not only differences between elite and common
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| mb_d_es of living, blit:Qa'lléc:)__'.d_iilfferehc_e:;s_'ﬁe'tw.e_eﬁ agranan aﬁd'urbé.n fémilieé. Our guess isthat
these households are fundamentally different in the way family labor is organized. Butitis

important to note at this juncture that the architectural layouts -- plazuelas and terraced dwellings o

-- need not conform exclusively to a single organizational model. Based on our excavations, itis
clear that the historical trajectory of AP-1 spanned many centuries, but it is nearly tmpossible to .
envision how the entire use-life of this plazuela, which was occupied for over a 1000 years,

- could be aftributed to the developmenital cycle of a single localized patrilineage. Later residents
'may have ritually constituted themselves as the “descendants” of AP-1 founders in orderto

“anchor themselves to this specific place, but if this was indeed the case, then we must evoke the -
concept of the house to explain the later history of this plazuela. - - S -

It is equally inferesting to nofe that AP-1 pre-dates Structures 29 and 41, both of which were

* built during the Early Classic éxpansion of the site. It could be suggested that Structures 29 and .~

41 were the family houses of the nouveaux riches which, at least archaeologically, appear to
~ have had no antecedents at the site.” Yet these families prospered during the time in which .

" kingship became institutionalized, whereas the fortunes of AP-1 members waxed and waned
through the Classic period. Clearly, some founding families did not gain status because of their
- Jong-term standing in the community as kingship became more entrenched during the Early

Classicpation RS e e et
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Figure 1: The layout of Operation 4 and Structure 19°s northern courtyard.
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Figure 3: Plan view of Structure 20 as seen from Sliboperations 4B, C, D, and E. -
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Figure 5: The south profile of Suboperation 6B.
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Figure 8: The layout of Oiﬁefaﬁbn'l and S_tru'cﬁlfes._5.95 60, 61, and 62. - o
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‘Figure 13: The layout of Operation 5 and Structures 15 and 18.
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Tabhle 4: Cultural Context, Phase and Volume for Excavation Lots

Provenience Cultural Context ~. TPQ date* Volume m3
1C01 Collapse Late Classic 0.3294
1C02 Fill (mixed) o LateClassic -~ . . 01514 "
1C03° Collapse on floor - Late Classic ... 0.2272°
1C04 __ Fill(platform) ~_ Late Classic . 0.2764
1C05 __Filb Late Classic 0.2082
1C06 " Patio floor (Edwm s Patio ﬂoor I) EC 0.2272 -
1C07 " Trash used as fill - o Classic o 0.1287
1C08 Compact surface and subfloor ﬁli Classic 04732
1C09 Crypt fill (redeposited fill) - - EC/TLF o 02196 .
1C10 Crypt fill (redeposited fill) - - =~ EC/TLF 0.0681
1C11 _ Crypt fill (redeposited fill) .~ EC/TLF 0.0568
1C12B1  Burial (sameas 1A7) ..~ - - EC/TLF _ ~0.0379
1C20 Floor and fill (Leonel's patlo floor) TLF 0.4846- .
1C21 Fill. _ cooo oo TE . 02196
1D01 Dlsturbed surface - Hats' Chaak - 0.5414
1D02 Fill .- Hats' Chaak 0.6436
1D03 Trash - - Hats'Chaak _ 04240
ID04  Collapse Hats' Chaak 0.1136
1D0S Occupation _ .+ Late Classic 0.0681
ID06 Qccupation , * Late Classic o 0.0719
IDO7  Floor(housefloorl) -~~~ - LateClassic - - 0.1325"
1D08F2 Dedicatory cache Samal oo 0.0492.
1D0% * Floor (house floor 1, same as 1D7) . Samal ' 0.1211
ID1GE3 Post-hole? : Samal 0.0038
1D11 Fill & wall of Platform 59 ~ Samal 0.1174
IDI2  Floor (house floor 2) and fill ~ ~ Samal 01704
1D13 Wall (Platform of Str. 39). . Late Classic B 0.0946 -
1D14 Material above floor -~ Late Classic : 0.0303
ID15 In situ trash used as fill _Late Classic - 0.1363
1D16 Wall (Platform of Str, 59) - . Late Classic 0.0151
ID17  Edwin'sPatioFloor1. - Aklab 0.3407
1D18 Fill, with occupation Alk'ab 0.2309
1D19 - Fill (redeposited crypt fili) ' TLF ' 0.1136°
1D20B3 Burial (simple) Ak'ab? 0.0379
1D21 Patio floor (Leonel's Patio Floor) TLF o 00,5300
D22~ Patiofill - - TLF 0.1514 -
1D23 TFil& pa_tc_:h)_(uﬂoor . TLF 5 0.2650
D24 Rl S Pekkat - 0.0946
1D25B4 - Burial (Crypt) - Pek'’kat B NA
1D26 Crypt fill (redeposited fill) Pek'kat 0.0189
1D27_ Potand eryptfill . Classic ... 0.0189
4A01 Collapse - i Samal, .0,9616 -
4A02 T Plazatil T Samal o411
4A03 Plaza Floor | and ballast Samal o 1.1131

4A04 Plaza fill o Samal _ 1.0941:
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4A05 -

Plaza fill

" Samal

1.0790

4A06

. Plaza fill -

D.8897

T4ADT

" Plaza fill under ﬂoor‘? |

Pek'kat

1.1509

1A08

. Plaza Floor 2 and ballast -

~_ Pek'kat -

' 0 7685

Natural 5011 thh artlfacts

‘Barton Creek o .

~4B01:

. Surface *

Late Classic

.0.2082 :

4B02.

'".":'__J_Co_llap_se_

“Late Classic

TT0.0704

4B03

Late Classic = -

- 0.0946.

 "4B04

 Platform Bil

“Late Classic ..

0514

4B05 -

" Platform fill

Late Classic

0.0568

AB06

"~ Collagse” .-

Late Classic - :

03218 -

aB07

Late Classic =

00136

a Platform ﬁu:;_:_";:"_ —

- . Late Classic. -

049537

4C02.

Late Classic™

T 0.0568.

-T4C03

SRR

Late Classic .

00833

“4c04

- Platform fill -~

" Tate Classic

. 0.0946 .

JTacos

* Late Classic

0.0757

R

"~ Late Classic. |

0.5490.

402 .

Collapse

~ Late Classic -

'0.0946

4E01

- Humus ©

S " Late Classic

0.5679 .

4E02

5 - Rubble battemhg | o

‘Late Classic

0.7383

AE0 il

“ Rubble. battening

i Late Classic .~

0.2839

4E04

Rubble battening. T

. Late Classic =

0.0000

- 5A01

Collapse i

o - Hats' Chaak N

” 0.7383

CTsAmR T

T

" Samal

0.6057 -

- 5A03. .

Océtipélﬁon' e

T SRl

...0.3975

' 5A04B_2

Burial (Cau-n)

o Samal o 9

00568

SA0S

M.dde“

CAkab T

703521 ¢

S‘Aﬁsﬂz” 3

: _'Burlal {Lined) -

CAKAb

. . 0.0681-"

 5A07B2 -

- Burial (Lmed)

b e

00946

5A08 -

o .Mldden-

5A09

CTAKab

04657

SAT0

e ~Shidden SEnL

CAkab

T T06625

A1l

Midden- -

06815

5B01

Surface - -

| .o Late Classnc.-. '

205225

5B02

“Collapse

" Laté Classic’:

03029 . .

5B03. -

" Collapse =

" Late Classic T

0.2574 =

5B04

. Surface or ballast

“Samal v

- 03407

5805

Platform fill

T SamalAKab

“NA

5806

“Platform wall and .Patlo ﬂoor i

‘Samal/Ak'ab

O3

5807

o Midden' o

TUAK@b

0.6247

5B08

Midden - R

Akab

7 0.8518

5B09 . ..

Midden

TAKah T

08320

~ 5B1D

Akab

T osi40

6A01

Surface and collapse . .

“Hats Chaak . ..

11926

6A02

fill and collapse:

- -Hats' Chaak

07572

_ loos_e‘r‘ubbié_'ﬁll_. .

Classic

a6




6A04

Loose ruBbIe fill

Samal/Ak’ab

0.3597

6A05 Big rock rubble fill Hats' Chaak 0.3218 .
6A06  Patio Floor 1 and ballast . Ak'lab? 0.7572
6A07 Patio Floor 2 ancl ballast Ak'ab 0.6625
6B01 - - Surface Hats' Chaak: 0.5490
6B02 rubble fill or collaps_e. . Hats' Chaak 0.5565.
6B03 Big rock rubble fill Hats' Chaak 0.6247
6B04 - Patio Floor 1 and ballast - CAklab? 0.1893
6B05 Patio Floor 2 ' Pek'kat 0.1893
6C01 Surface Tsak' 2.1580
6C02 Rubble fill or collapse - Tsak" . 0.7383
6C03  Bigrockrubblefill Hats' Chaak 0.3786
6C04 ~ Patio Floor 1 and.ballast - Pek'kat. 0.3786
6C05 - Patio Floor2 n Pek'kat 0.0568 .
6C06 Fill Pek'kat NA
6CQ7 - Fill Foramtive NA
6D01 . Surface . ~ Hats' Chaak 0.4732
6D02 Refuse Akab 0.4164
6D03 Refuse Ak'ab/Pek'kat 0.6057 -
6E01 Surface Samal ~ 0.6815
6E02 “Collapse’ Hats' Chaak 0.1136
6E03 . - Collapseand fill - =~ . _Hats' Chaak 0.0076
6E04 Fill below F]oor 1 Hats' Chaak 03786
TAQL "Humus - S Samal 0.7761
7TA02 Collapse Hats' Chaak 0,7950 .
7B01 _ Humus _Hats' Chaak, 0.3862
7C01 . Humus_ . _ . Hats' Chaak 0.0946
7D01 Humus Akab - NA
7E01 ~ Humus Classic 0.0946
7E02 _Terrace fill Al'ab 0.4732
7E03 Ballast Ak'ab _ 0.3218. .
7E04 __Terrace fill Akab 0.6247
TEOS Terrace fill __Ak'ab 0.8329°
7E06  Insitu trash used as fitl Ak'ab NA
TEO7T 'Ballast e _._Akab _ ... NA
Total volume T 465704

*TPQ ceramic date: Terminus post quem refers to the date after wlnch an artifact must have been
deposited. Therefore, the ceramlc dates presented here are based on the latest
temporal diagnostics.

Two kinds of names are used in the constructlon of thls table XAP ceramic cornplexes (LeCount et al.

2002) and general period names. Those given XAP complex names have been analyzed by the quick sort.
method; whereas those given general period names were assigned dates based on stratigraphy.
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e therefore these data can prowde emplnoal data for testlng models for the rlse of Maya kmgshlp :

e __look1ng at the trends in enamel hypoplasms in the populatron For mstance, if hypopIasms recur :

B . ".Person If hYPOPlasms occurred at a partrcular t1me of 11fe for the entire pOPulatlon it can be L
i assumed that there isa shared developmental per1od of stress In contrast enarnel hypoplaSIaS
i . outsrde these established patterns can mdrcate occurrences of both chromo and acute serrous o
S 1llnesses 1n individuals. The numbers of these hypopiastas glve a prcture ofthe overall health Of

L :."a partrcular populanon

S Z:.Classm penod (erght 1997). However there i isa shift i in the age in whrch the chrldren _ '_ _

- '___earhest age Early Classrc per1od children were shghtly older and the chtldren from the Late -

G Classrc perrod were the oldest before berng a.ffected by stresses severe enough to form an enamel

Chapterz Osteologrcal Report and Dental AnalySes R
Rebecca Scopa Kelso o

' Research on dental hypoplasra can provrde an overall mdex of prehlstorlc populatron health

: rn the Early Classrc perlod and the effects of p011t1cal soc1a1 and environmental pohcres durmg

the Late and Terrnmal Classm penod Changes in soc1ety and environment condltlon the
= frequency and seventy of nutntlonal and health stresses Chtldren who have nutrrtlonal or health. _
B problems severe enough to cause a d1srupt1on 1n growth have a permanent record of thls stress 5
1mpr1nted on the developmg teeth in the form of enarnel hypoplas1a An enarnel hypoplasra ona-
tooth surface can be rneasured to reveal the age of the 1nd1V1duaI when the stress occurred

'(Goodrnan etal. 1980) General socral trends in nutritional and health stress can be viewed by P

3 ona regular bas1s say every year 1t mlght mchcate a certarn seasonal time of stress for that

. Arc‘haédlog.}f:;ﬁd. Aﬁciéthﬁya'.Hea.lth

_'The large cultural center of Copan both urban and rural was found to have a hlgher ﬁequency
| of enamel hypopiasra than smaller northern coastal cornmumtles This pattern is an md1cat1on !
_' that Copan S populatlon was under more chromc stress than the populatlons of smaller coastal

- eommunltles durlng the Late and Termmal Classu: penod (Storey etal. 2002) A hypoplasnc -
".','sample frorn the Pasién Rwer regron 1n Guatemala 1llustrates that chlldren expenenced no great

change 1n the frequency or severrty of stress throughout the Class1c perlod or into the Terrnmal

o '_expenenced the rnost stress Chrldren ﬁom the Terrnmal Class1c perrod were affected at the :

o4




hypoplasia (Wright 1997). This data does not support the ecological deterioration theory foir.'th'e'
collapse of the southern lowland Maya, which would predict that childhood stresses would have 5

increased over the Classic period culminating in the Terminal Classic due to resource -

restrictions. Wright’s (1997) interpretation of why this data does not fit the ecological model i 1s -
that perhaps the Terminal Classic children were forced to wean at an earlier age than they had

been previously. Weaning children earlier deprives them of their mothers’ IgA

immunoglobulins and leaves them more proneé to infection and illness at a much younger agé.' i
Another explanation for the findings could be that, during the Late Classic period childrearing
practices, including weaning, were more heterogeneous, presumably because in this highly - -
stratified society elites and commoners raised their children differently (Wright 1997). In o
contrast, during the Terminal Classic period there was poor nutritional consistency throughoﬁt’ o

the ranks, therefore all women weaned children at an early age (Wright 1997).

Danforth (1997) found that individuals from Tikal, Seibal, and Barton Ramie who died before -
the age of eighteen had significantly higher rates of enamel hypoplasia and other enamel
microdefects. She determined that children were most healthy as infants (six months to two
years of age), but then became increasingly susceptible to illness (Danforth 1997:131). The most
common time of enamel hypoplasia formation was during the ages of three and five. Other |
enamel microdefects were most common between the ages of one and one half and three | _
(Danforth 1997:131); The temporal spacing of the enamel hypoplasias does not suggest thét itis
related to annual food shortages (Danforth 1997). Tikal, being the largest of the three sites, had -
the highest frequency of enamel hypoplasias and Barton Ramie, being the smallest, had the |
lowest. Barton Ramie had a higher frequency of other enamel microdefects than Tikal. Because
enamel hypoplasias are the results of a much more enduring stress these results may indicate that .

the stressors at Barton Ramie were not as severe as those at Tikal.

Dental pathologies such as caries and abscesses show that the populations of Jaina and'Xcé.ire_t. -
had a more varied diet (Storey et al. 2002). These populations had fewer pathologies than both o

rural and urban Copan. Men had vastly greater numbers of pathologies than women at fh'ese S
coastal sites.” This pattern could be due to the consumption of maize beer during ceremonies,

which would have provided males a starchier overall diet than women. In Copan, rural women '_:_;' o
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| 'had a htgher percentage of dental pathologres 1nd1cat1ng a very starchy and lmnted dret Men
and urban women had about the same mdex of dental pathologles These data lend ev1dence to
suggest that rnatze wouid have been treated very drfferently at mland centers Berug a dretary

' staple lower status 1nd1v1duals would have eaten more of it, and very httle else (Storey et al

2002)

Ann Magenms (1999) found that at the srte of Ktchpanha in northern Behze 1nd1v1duals had a.

_low frequency of carres and dental calculus dunng the Protoclass1c perlod and that there was _'

'even a dlp 1n the rate of dental pathologles durmg the Early Classrc pertod Only in the Mlddle I

Classrc dtd the frequency start to rlse and a sharp increase occurred dunng the Late Classm and .

R Tennlnal Class1c It can be mferred that the hlgh starch levels in maize most llkely caused the

L mcrease in caries and butld-up of calculus but it is harder to explarn the rlse and fall in canes :'

L 'frequency over tlme (Magenms 1999) K1chpanha has an mterestlng hlstory in whlch 1t

s 'ﬂourrshed frorn the early Mrddle Preclass1c untrl the Early Classrc per1od At this pornt there

" wasa drop 1n populatlon 0 the extent that Ktchpanha s ehte moved to another center It is

L thought that Krchpanha rernalned occupred by agnculturalrsts left behlnd and thereafter acted as S

_ | a satelhte to a larger reglonal center One hypothesrs is that the lower frequency of caries durlng 3
: the Protoclassm and Early Classrc penods can be attnbuted to the fact that the elite populatlon :
....".WhICh would have had access to a w1der varlety of food resources The hlgher cariesand

o calculus frequenmes from the Late CIassrc and Termmal Class1c populatlon therefore solely

o __: ' represents the health of cornrnon agrrculturahsts (Magennls 1999)

s The l')e'_ntal Sar'npl_e:: Up’ﬁef Baaev,g.ny _s_if'e's_’_._; i

- 'Actuncan Chaa Creek San Lorenzo, and Xunantunlch ate all sn;uated 1n the upper Behze Rlver .

" 'Valley in the rnost western portron of the Cayo DISt[‘lCt Belize, Central Arnenca Actuncan 1s a

e medrurn-smed center on a ndge over lookrng the Mopan Rrver approxnnately two km north of

Xunantumch a s1rn11ar1y srzed center that also overlooks the western bank of the Mopan Rlver L

' Chaa Creek 1s a small h1nterland srte located on the western shore of the Macal Rlver S

) 'approxrmately nine ken cast of the urban center of Xunantunich. lee Chaa Creek San Lorenzo L o

s a h1nterland srte posmoned anng the eastern bank of the Mopan R.rver roughly equ1dtstar1t

s




between Actuncan and Xunantunich. Jason Yeager (2003) estimates that over 35,000 people
lived within five km of Xunantunich during the later part of the Late Classic. Louis Wirth
(1938) defines a city as a large number of people living in a densely nucleated settlement with a

high degree of social and economic heterogeneity.

Dui'ing the Late Classic, Actuncan, Chaa Creek and San Lorenzo were members of a single
political state centered at Xunantunich, which was a political and religious center (LeCount et al.
2002; Yaeger 2003). ‘The resident population density of Xunantunich itself was low as compared
to its surrounding area (Yeager 2003). From the varying amounts of labor time per structure,
Yeager (2003) suggests that individuals of varying economic status resided at Xunantunich. -
Although a member of the Late and Terminal Classic Xunantunich polity, Actuncan was an
autonomous center during the Middle Preclassic and in the Late Preclassic periods when a triad -
temple was built (McGovern 1994; LeCount 2001). Ashmore and Leventhal (1993) speculate
that Actuncan was the ancestral shrine of the Late Classic Xunantunich population. -Building and
activity at Actuncan continued into the Classic period, with renovations made throughout the
Late and Terminal Classic (McGovern 1992, 1993, 1994; LeCount 2001). San Lorenzo was first
settled in the Early Classic period and was at the height of its population early in the Late Classic
period. By the Terminal Classic period (A.D. 790-850) the community dwindled and was then
abandoned (Yeager 2003). Despite being a part of the Xunantunich polity, Yeager (2003)
postulates that members of the San Lorenzo community were economically stratified,
presumably because of their access to good farmland and the political elite at Xunantunich.

Chaa Creek also flourished during the Classic period, and was a member of the Xunantunich

polity during the Late Classic period (Connell 2000).

* Actuncan Burials

All burials, except those recently recovered from Actuncan, have been described previously .
(Braswell 1998; Connell 2000; Yaeger 2000). Therefore, a brief description of Actuncan burials
will be presented before a presentation of the results of my dental hypoplasia study. Further

descriptions of the Actuncan burials can be found in LeCount and Blitz (this volume, and 2001).
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' Burial I: IC12-BI | _ _ |
o ._ Burral 1 was excavated over the course of two ﬁeld seasons Op 1C12B1 isa contlnuatron of -
1A7B1 excavated in 2001 The crypt was deﬁned by upnght lrmestone slabs that was no larger S
that the body The crypt or1g1nated ﬁ'orn above the Termmal Late i?reclassm Patro Floor 2 _' _
"POSSlblllty at Leonel’s Patro Floor The bottom is deﬁned by Edwrn s Patro Floor 3 Here T will - B

o '_ dlscuss only the cranrum assocrated wrth lC12B1 The skull was posrtroned face down between e

| two uprrght hrnestone slabs (Flgure 1) Due to the poor preservatron the cond1t1on of the ‘none
was poor Further osteologrcal research needs to be done to look for pathology and trauma in-

:'th1s rndlvrdual The teeth recovered from thrs rndrvrdual were the ﬁrst nght rnaxrllary 1nclsor

~ the ﬁrst leﬂ rnax1llary 1nc1sor the second Ieft rnax1llary prernolar the ﬁrst left rnandrbular _' e

_ 'mcrsor the nght and left rnandrbular canmes the ﬁrst and second nght rnandlbuIar premolars
| 'the left second mandlbular premolar, and the ﬁrst second and thrrd nght mandrbular rnolars

There 1s a IOcrn X Scrn rock at the bottorn of the crypt on I/A Floor 3 on wlnch the head of the ':'

o rndlvrdual was placed There was a plece of the leﬂ clav1cle north (below) the skull The body - | i
. _'was prone wrth the rtght arrn and poss1bly left arm posrttoned behrnd the back The body is - e

" orierited roughly north/south Wlth head to the south The Iower legs were crossed wrth the r1ght E _. S
leg behrnd the left ankle See LeCount and Bhtz (2001) for a more detarled dlscussron of the = S

' post-cramal rernarns (1A7 Bl) A srnaIl prece of obsrdlan was found about Icm away from the s

- left mast01d process There was also an unﬁmshed ﬂake and a green stone bead pos1t1oned in the' e i

area of the nose and rnouth A small brown vessel w1th a b1rd efﬁgy adorno knob was placed on' T L

' the feet of thrs 1ndrv1dual

- Bumal 2: 5A4BZ 5A632 and 5A 7B2 | o

| Suboperatlon 5A area contalned three bur1als _The ﬁrst and most recently placed bur1al was
5A4-B2 rndrvrdual 0 1f 1ndeed tlns was a burral it was a meager cairn burial. Thrs bunal was -
placed above both 5A7 }32 Indrvrdual 2 and 5A6-BZ Ind1v1dual L. Ind1v1dual 1 ‘was place '
i 'drrectly adj acent and ata sl1ghtly hrgher elevat1on than Indrvrdual 2.

5A4-32 (Indzvzdual 0)

. Thls caim bunal conswted of only trrad of dressecl lrrnestone slabs within a mrdden located

o '_ behrnd Structure 18 Due to the 1ncred1ble poor preservatron very l1ttle rematned of Indrvrdual 0. R




A fibula fragment was found to the west and possible radius and ulna fragments were found to
the east. There was a single tooth found within this poorly prepared burial along with some other

bone fragments.

It should be noted that while excavated Individual 2 (5A7B2), miscellaneous bone were
recovered from above the grave and it now seems that these fragments should be associated with
the cairn burial 5A4-B2 rather than SA7B2. In the area directly above SA7B2, long-bone -
fragments (2) and other fragments were found. While the two long-bone fragments were located -
at a higher elevation than 5A7B2, they were originally placed with this burial. Many fragments, -
possibly associated with 5A4B2 Individual 0, were scattered throughout the matrix and mdy have
been confused with 5A7-B2.

5A46-B2 (Individual 1) . _ _ . o

This burial was located within the midden behind Structure 18. The lined grave was poorly
constructed, but well defined by a series of small upright limestone slabs and river cobbles.
Individual 1 was oriented to the south lying supine with its lower legs and feet slightly elevated.
Although the exact relationship of the grave to Structure 18 is not known, it is possible that
Structure 18’s southern wall had to be cut in order to make room for Individual 1°s feet.
However, the cut-out was not dug deep or long enough for the entire body, causing the feet to be’
elevated above the rest of the body. The preservation of the osteological remains was overall
poor, but variable due to the moisture content of the soil and lack of burial preparation. All the -
long bones were recovered fragmented and incomplete, along with the pelvis, ribs, scapula, and
skull (Figure 2). There was complete deterioration of the carpals, tarsals, patella, and sacrum, -
While a good portion of the cranial vault and facial area were recovered, the maxilla and
mandible were not and no tecth were present. The pelvis preservation was so deficient that sex
determination is unlikely in the laboratory. Further osteological analysis of the remains needs to
be done to determine pathology and trauma information. There was a stone approximately 10
cm in diameter located under the upper right torso of Individual 1 with a large sherd around it. -
Large ceramic sherds were also found under the legs. Due to its location within the midden and

the materials associated with redeposited grave fill, this burial has been preliminarily dated to the -
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Ak’ab (Early CIassrc) tlme penod however glven that th1s burlal orrgmated from above the
mrdden 1t could date to the Late Classrc penod | ' '

54 7 BZ (Indzvzdual 2)

Thrs burral was located wrthm the nndden behmd Structure 18 and extends anng the eastern wall L 1

of the nmt The well defined yet snmlarly poorly constructed burral plt was outlined in cut |
| _lrmestone s}abs and nver cobbles Ind1v1dual 2 1s onented to the south lymg on its rtght side. "
: facrng east ina sernr fetal posrtron (F 1gure 2) Its head was found approx1mately 9 cm above the '

_.level of the post-cramal portron of the body Cramal fragments present 1ncluded the mand1b1e '

- “and teeth whrch were in fatrly good condltion a.nd Were removed ina block to allow for rnore

s ) 'cornplete analysrs at a later trme The nght arrn and hand were brought up towards the face

e wlnte the left extended slrghtly more in front of the body The rrght humerus radlus and ulna

e _ were very fragmented and mcornplete due to there Iocat1on under the body The soil i 1n the torso '

area was shghtly morster than the surroundmg sorl The preservatron of the nbs vertebra and -

' perrs was very poor The femurs trbra, and ﬁbula Were 1n falrly good condltlon The feet were

B posmoned under the southem wall of Struoture 18 whlch was undlsturbed ‘The tarsals were

'much detenorated resul‘ung 1n poor recovery No artrfacts were found dlrectly assocrated wrth

the body The locatlon of Indrvrdual 2 wrthm the rrndden has resulted in date estrmatron of the o
: Ak’ab (Early Classrc) trme penod Ind1v1dual #l was burled at a hlgher elevatlon than _ o
lndlvrdual 2 who was burred at a lower elevatron wrth its feet under the southern wall of
RS Structure 18 Thls posrtronmg may 1ndlcate that Ind1v1dual 2 was burred earher than Indlvrdual _ '

_ 1 however rt 1s also posstble that there 1s l1ttle drfference in temporal placement since both |

' graves ongmated at approxrmately the same strata :

| Burzal 3 ] D20»B3 w e _ _
The sunple grave ongmated at Leonel S Patlo Floor beneath an uprlght slab and a flat llmestone -
'slab The grave was shallow arrd not lmed Wrth stone This is the burlal ofa small chrld Due to
the rrnrnaturlty of the bone and the complete lack of a crypt the preservatlon of the bone i is very

Sl '_ poor The chlld was lymg ina suplne posrtlon head to the south (Frgure 3) There were only

= fragments of the ribs, rachus, uIna and humerus The shafts of the femurs, tibia, and ﬁbula were | _' s

'present The skul] had elther been propped up on the chest or the rnandlble had fallen forward in




decomposition, lying flat on the chest area. All that remained of the skull was fragments'; butthe

mandible was in fair condition with several teeth still in crypt. The permanent mandibulafle_ﬁ: N
and right first incisors as well as the left first molar were found in crypt. Other téeth scaftéréd:; '_
throughout the burial included the deciduous maxillary canines, the permanent'mand'ibular'_right- g
first molar, and the permanent mandibular right second incisor. From the deve10pmenf of the
molars, canines and incisors (Ubelaker 1978) the estimated age at time of death for this
individual is 3% 12 months. Present on the first incisors were linear enamel hypoplasias (LEH).
See the dental analysis for a more in depth discussion. Further osteological research needs to be
done to look for pathology and trauma in this individual. There were few artifacts found in -
association with this burial. Two stone beads were found about 8cm to the southwest of the skull

and an obsidian flake was found in the center of the burial.

Burial 4: 1D25-B4 o . _

This burial was located below a thick plaster floor (Edwin’s Plaza Floor 2). The plaza floorhad
been cut along the midline of the unit and the crypt was surrounded by rock fill containing "
gravel, cobles, and rubble up to 50cm in length. The floor curves up to make a finished 'edge in
several places along the western perimeter of the unit indicating a junction of the floor and a

wall. The crypt was positioned north to south in the eastern half of the unit. Large shaped .
limestone slabs or capstones covered almost the entire length of the crypt, except for the feet.-
After the capstones were removed faunal remains and a nest of a small rodent were discovered in
the fine soil. There was a faced limestone “footstone” placed directly north of the individual’s
feet with the faced side up, but the crypt continued past it for another 45cm to the north. Here, o
an upright crypt stone terminated the actual crypt. Unlike the crypt associated with 1A7B1 and
1C12B1, there seems to be no clear floor at the bottom of the crypt, which has been cut though

Edwin’s Plaza Floor 3. The bottor of the crypt is a poorly preserved limestone surface.

The individual was found in a prone, extended position (Figure 4). No limb epiphyses are
present: The right and left femur shafts are in good condition, but the radius and ulna are in pobr 5
and fragmentary condition. The right tibia and fibula appear to have been moved in some |
manner to make room for the pot resting on top of them. The fibula had crossed on top of the = -

tibia and had been placed almost parallel with the femur.’ The right and left hands/metacarpals o
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L tenth of a rmlhmeter (0 Imm) f_rorn the center of the hypoplasra to the cemento enarnel Junctlon :

| | were located below the femurs respectrvely Their preservatron was very poor and 1 recovery was,
S dlfﬁcult espeorally of the rlght The feet/metatarsals were located at a shghtly lower elevatlon .
i ] much more of the left foot was present than the right. The majorrty of the rrbs were fragmented ' :

" _1_"and 1ncomplete wrth further study two r1bs on the left side may be rdentrﬁable An orange ware L

' _drsh was located Just where the head should have been but after removrng the bowl the head was.." . k

: not found under 1t Three teeth mcludrng a drstally III4 nrodlfred rncrsor, were found under the '-

: _ bowl The other tooth was found near the pelvrs regron Only two srnall cranial fragments were |

I_found adj acent to the drsh on the north northwest srde but whrle excavatmg the bowl 1tself

orarnal fragments were drscovered 1n it: Wrttnn the drsh an extra first mandibular premolar was ‘-

present wh1ch ralses many 1nterest1ng questrons Further osteologroal analysrs needs to be done :

. on the cranlal bones for pathologroal and trauma studres

: After rernovmg 2 to 3 cm Iayers of sorl the nms of three pots emerged The ﬁrst pot
- 1D25B4SA1 is the orange-ware drsh that contarned crarnal ﬁagments A small spouted cacao: L
- pot (1D25B4SA2) was wedged m the southwest oorner of the crypt Over nrne the upnght crypt- ._ e ;.
: "stones hnmg the crypt had shrfted breakrng the pot but alI the preces were present making o

reconstrucuon possrhle A thrrd pot (1D25B4SA3) Was posrtloned near the 1nd1v1dual’s knees

: "_but its posrtron in relatronshrp to the body is unnatural It was plaoed erther on the backs of the L e

calves at the tnne of death and through trme shlfted 1nto posmon, fang to the west and pushrng' '

the calves out of the way (to the east) or the calves were onglnaily moved a51de to. make room =

for the pot A thrrd poss1b1hty is that the pot was not placed in the bunal untll after some tune .'

o had past and the body had trme to deoompose at Whlch tlme the tlbla and ﬁbula where pushed o

_asrde to make room for the pot

The teeth frorn Xunantunlch San Lorenzo and Chaa Creek had been prevrously cleaned Ieavmg_
~ calculus mtaet Macroscoprc observatlon of the teeth was conducted arded only wrth the use of a_.f L

: srmple magmfymg glass Enarnel hYPOPIaSIaS were measured Wrth thln-tlpped cahpers to the :

Thls measurement was eonverted mto i developmental age estabhshed aocordmg to the tooth




developmental chronology of Swirdstedt (1966) as used by Goodman, Armelagos, and Rose G

(1980). The developmental age for each tooth is divided into half-year periods, begmmngmth -
birth to six months and continuing to six and half years to seven. In order to concentrate the L

statistical analysis of this study on the growth disruptions of individuals in a populatlon the

frequency and time of formation of enamel hypoplasia must be recorded using the mdmdual and j' 5

not solely the cpisode as the unit of analysis (Martin et. al 1991; Goodman et al. 1980). This

gives a better understanding of as to the temporal patterns of health and growth disruptions for

individuals. Individuals were selected on the basis of the presence of at least one permanent .
maxillary or mandibular central or lateral incisor or canine tooth. These particular .teeth"wéré :
used due to their increased susceptibility to developmental disruptions as compared to molars
and premolars (Martin et al. 1991; Goodman et al. 1980; Saunders and Keenleyside 1999). 'Whe.n
both the right and left teeth were present in an individual, the left tooth was used in the sample '
except when there were no enamel hypoplasias on the left tooth. But if hypoplasi'as. occurred on -
the right, then the n'ght was used in the sample. Statistics for the frequency of growth . -
disruptions have been assembled both in terms of mean number of growth disruptions per _
individual and percent of individuals with at least one growth disruption. For this study a-- I
growth disruption is defined as a half-year period determined by the measurement of a :
hypoplasia from the cemento enamel junction and converted using the table from Goodman,

Armelagos, and Rose (1980).

The sample of dental remains from the hinterland community of Chaa Creek consists of 58
permanent first and second incisors and canines. At San Lorenzo, the sample dental remains -
consist of 14 permanent central and lateral incisors and canines. The Xunantunich sample dental
remains contain sixty-two 62 permanent central and lateral incisors and canines. The sample

dental remains from Actuncan include 17 permanent central and lateral incisors and canines.
Results
In this Uppér Belize Valley population, there is a slightly higher mean of hypoplasia for

individuals living within urban centers than those living in hinterland communities. The mean

growth disruption per individual in centers is 1.56, whereas the mean growth disruption per
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| 1nd1v1dual in hmterland commumtles is 1. 10 (Table 1) The percentage of 1nd1v1duals w1th one or-

o more growth dtsrupttons in centers is 0. 76 but the percentage of 1nd1v1duals with one or more

| growth dISTUJEJ’CIODS IS only 0 55 (Table 2) Th;s shght trend remalns when all four 51tes are
o compared (Table 3) : S

| The frequency of enamel hypopla51a per tooth and half-year development penod for the ent1re

L sample mdtcates that only three defects occur on max111ary teeth before the age of one year :

(Table 6) The combmed the hrnterland commumtles have the hrghest frequency of hypoplas1as : |
_ 111 the half-year development perlod of 2 0 to 2 5 at 33% and another peak dmmg the ° g

S "developmental penod of 3 0 to 3 5 years at 26 0% (Table 4) The combmed center commurutles o '.

| have several peaks of htgh frequency of hypoplas1as The first peak is durmg the developmental e

s : -perrod of 2. 5 to 3 .0 at 33% (Table 5) The second is dunng the 3. 0 to 3 5 developmental penod :

- at 3 1% and t‘ne tlnrd peak 1s rnuch later durmg the devetopment penod of 4 51t05. 0 at 38%
'- (Table 5) ' | o

_ When the frequencres of enarnel hypoplas1a per tooth and half-year developmental perlods are
2 compared across srtes a pattem emerges Ind1v1duals from Actuncan have a hlgher frequency cf o

hypoplasra occurrmg durlng two age ranges 2 0 to 2 5 years of age and 3 5to 4 0 years cf age -

i (Table 7) In the Chaa Creek sample the majonty of hypoplasaas also occur between 2.0 and 2 5 .

- _.years of age, but also shghtly later between 4. O and 4. 5 years of age (TabIe 8) Interestlngly, the : i S

San Lorenzo sample contalned no hypoplasras at all (Table 9) thhm the Xunantumch sample S :

populatlon the majcnty of hypoplasms occurred later between the ages of 2.5 to 3.0 years of age o e

' and 4 5 to 5 0 Years of age (Table 10) When the fre(luency of enamel hypoplaSIa per ‘tooth and s

" half-year development perlod by hmterland cornrnumttes and centers are compared there i isa
shght tendency for a greater number of hypoplasms to occur at a later developmentai age in-
~urban centers (Tables 9 and 10) ' i ' s

" No ternpcral trends can be mterpreted frorn these data, since only sxx bunals pre-date the Late

= Classic penod The Actuncan bunals forrn the bulk of the Early Class1c and Protoclassw

- : | samples (n—S) and there is one early burial frcm Chaa Creek (190P27 Bl)
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Discussion

Fro&l thls s:tu.d.y, the j.)erce'ntagé. of growth disrﬁptidné and mean numBer of gfowth dfsruptions
per 1nd1v1dua] for Upper B_ei_i_zé Valley centéré_ is higher'fhan :t:h'at' of hintcrlahd éommunitiés.. ”
. Thére was .E.l .diffe.rence i1.1.’rhe age at dévelopmeﬁf for. groWﬂi disruptions between hinterland
communities and centers. The frequency of growth disruptions in the centers occurred at an

older age than that of individuals living in the hinterland communities.

This has many implications for understanding the overall dynamics and health of the Lower
Belize River valley. Although this is a limited study, a few hj'pothese-s concerning the health of
valley populations can be formulated for later testing. If hypoplasias are more common in Late
Classic centers than in hinterland communities, then it can be suggested that rural populations
appear to have enjoyed greater health than those who lived in centers, Why might this be so?
Poor sanitation and higher population densities in urban centers might have made these sites less
healthy placed to live than sméll villages. It is also probable that stress in urban centers arose
due to social and economic factors. Since populations living in centers were more likely to be
occupational specialists and not farmers, disruptions in food supply might have caused short-
term dietary stresses. Interestingly, urban populations were more likely to be elite; therefore,
generalizations about elite versus commoner health should take into concerning context, as well

as social status.

I age of growth disruptions can be used as a measure to determine age of weaning, it can be
inferred that families in Upper Belize Valley centers weaned their children later than those who
lived in hinterland sites. Why might this be so? Again, this pattern may be due to environmental
stress or cultural factors. Rural women may have been more likely to wean their children earlier
because of their workloads in the fields. Urban women may have had been able to breast-feed
their children even when they were at work. It is also possible that many elite women did not
WOi‘k, in the sense of labofir_ig in workshops. An alternative hypothesis to explain this data may

be that elite women weaned their children later due to social practices that marked their status.
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Table 1

Mean Number Growth Disruptions per Individual

Chaa - San : Hinterland* Center*
Actuncan Creek Lorenzo.  Xunantunich | Communities Communities

2.00 1.28 0.00 1.42 1.10 1.86 -

*“Note: Chaa Creek and San Lorenzo are considered the Hinterland Communities while Actuncan and
Xunantunich are considered the Center Communities.

Table 2

Number of Individuals without Growth Disruptions and the Number of Individuals with One or More
Growth Disruptions ‘

individuals Individuals R
Total with No % of Individuals  with One or % of Individuals
Number of Growih with No Growth  More Growth  with One or More
Individuals Disruptions _Disruptions  Disruptions __ Growth Disruptions .
Hinterfand o N o e
Communities 29 13 0.45 16 0.55 .
Center : _ : o SR
Communities 25 6 0.24 19 ' 0.76
Table 3

Number of Individuals without Growth Disruptions and the Number of Individuals with One or More
' Growth Disruptions by Community

- Individuals Individuals _
Total with No % of Individuals  with One or % of Individuals
Number of Growth with No Growth  More Growth  with One or More
Individuals Disruptions Disruptions Disruptions _ Growth Disruptions
Actuncan 6 1 0.17 _ 5 0.83 '
Chaa Creek 25 9 0.36 16 0.64
San Lorenzo 4 4 1.00 0 0.00
Xunantunich 19 5 026 14 074

Table 4
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. Tab.l'e'{i-' .

Hlnterland Commumtses of Enamel Hypopla5|a per Tooth
Maxilla -~ o o - L Mandlble
W e 0 W w o
Age  HT  HT - HT H/T_-"_--- CCHMo T HM
oo o Yy .%___ T %": e O %: S
0005 -~ oMz 019 oM 03" oMt
. -'(0.00)' SR :(0 00) S0 (0.00) ¢ (0.00) (0 00)_-

0510 M2 oMe . oMt oM oMt
oy oy (@0 (000) (000
T 000y - (000)  (Q00) - (0.00)  (008)  (000)
1520 M2 0B ome o omt oMy oMt
om0 oo)_-'_-._ ©0) @0 (©00) (000
o025 42 oe . 2M9 41 213 2n
e @ @) e @15 (©19)
2530 oM2. OB Came ot a3 ot
S (000)  (000) (005 . (000) (@15  (0.00)
3035 a2 O &M9 . omt . oM3  off
S (028) . (000) - (026) . (000)  (0.00)  (0.00)
3540 212 o6 2Me oMt o3 A1
S _(017) 7 (0.00) - (0.11) - (000 000y (009
4045 OM2 ool 4HMe oMt o043 oMt
(oo (o._oo)---.._-- ©20 @ (00 (000
BT SRR T R (_.0-00)' L (o)
5560 . ome o om

"65 70 | .. :

"Note the Hinter|and Commumties are cansidered Chaa Creek and San Lorenzo .




Table 5

Center Communities Frequency of Enamel Hypoplasia per Tooth

Maxila —_ Mandible
¥ i2 c 1 12 c
Age HIT HIT HIT HIT HIT HIT
% % % | % % %
0.0-05 016 0/16 043 012 0M3.
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
0510 016 216 0M3  0M2  OM3
(0.00) (0.13) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
1.0-15  0/16 o9 e 0/13 112 oM3
(0.00)  (0.00)  (0.06) (0.00)  (0.08)  (0.00)
1520 0M6  0/9 016" M3 o2 0M3
(0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00) (0.07)  (0.00)  (0.00)
2025 16 19 OH6 | 213 212 213
(0.06)  (0.11)  (0.00) (0.45)  (0.17)  (0.15)
2530 16 19 216 313 4M2 O3
(0.08)  (011)  (0.13) (0.23)  (0.33)  (0.00)
3.0-35 316 29 516 - oM3. M2 13
(0.19)  (0.22)  (0.31) (0.00)  (0.08)  (0.07)
3540 516 49 418 - oM3 M2 113
(031)  (0.44)  (0.25) (0.00)  (0.08)  (0.07)
40-45 016 119, 1116 0M3  0M2 213
(0.00)  (0.11)  (0.08) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.15)
4550 S e - 513
(0.08) (0.38)
5.0-5.5 S Me - 113
(0.06) (0.07)
5.5-6.0 o 0/16 3 1113
S (0.00) (0.07)
6.0-6.5- o 0/13

(0.00)

6.5-7.0

*Note: the Center Communities are considered Actuncan and Xunantunich.
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"Tabl_e' 6

. Frequency of Enamel Hypoplasia per Tooth - -
L Maxillai Mandible -
e 2 G e 2
Age o HM. O HM U HM HT  © HT- HT
AR T R U e % g oy
SRR ) (0.00) " (0.00)

0540 o4 0B4 R4
ERI (0.00) ~ (0.00). . (0.00) .- -
T (0.00) = (0.00) ~ (0.00)

1520 R4 o4 024
: i ©(0.04) 1 (000) (0.00)

2025 C3p4 234 a4

(013) - (008) (@17)

SN o 013 009) - (000

o4 04124

Rk C 000 o) o4y -

3540 o4 opB4 224
S o (0.00) '(o.'oo)_' L {0.08) -

S 4045 o e
o (08
4550 CT2e
5055 TV
s o8

sha0 .
SHONES 0on




Tab_le 7 -

Frequency of Enamel 'H'ypoplasia per Tooth for Actuncan

Maxilla - : : Mandible
m 12 . c 11 12 C
Age HT HIT HIT _ HT H/T HIT
- % % % % % %
0.0-0.5 0/5 : . 02 0/4 _0/3 02 .
(0.00) o ~(0.00) ' {0.00) {0.00) (0.00)
0.5-1.0 0/5 0/2 1/4 0/3 0/2
(0.00) 1{0.00) (0.25)  (0.00)  (0.00)
1.0-1.5 0/5 o 1/2 2/4 /3 02
(0.00) (0.00) {0.50) _ (0.50) (0.00) (0.00)
1.5-2.0 0/5 0/ 0:_'2 0/4 013 1/2
(0.00) {(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.50)
2025 155 /1 0/2 114 0/3 0/2
(0.20) (1.00) (0.00) (0.25) (0.00) (0.00)
2.5-3.0 0/5 oM 1/2 _ 0/4 0/3 0/2 -
(0.00) (0.00) (0.50) {0.00) {(0.00) (0.00)
3.0-3.5 2/5 1/1 1/2 0/4 0/3 02
(0.40) (1.00)  (0.50) o (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
3.5-4.0 215 1/1 112 0/4 0/3 02
(040  (1.00)  (0.50) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
4.0-4.5 0/5 oM 0/2 0/4 0/3 0/2
(0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
45-5.0 0/2 0/2
' (0.00) - (0.00)
5.0-5.5 _ 0/2 0/2
: (0.00) : (0.00}
55-6.0 0/2 0/2
(0.00) (0.00)
6.0-6.5 '
6.5-7.0
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O Table§

Frequency of Enamel Hypoplama per Tooth for Chaa Creek

 Age

Maxﬂla o e Mand|ble

M 2. ¢ i; e e

HITHIT Hn“

| HT

%

HIT

- 0.0-05
0510
S (0,00)_' - (0.00) (0.
2025
2530 0M0 04
ST (000)_;-1 |
3.0-35
3540
-"4.0-'475_-:"'-"' 04 418
R _(0 00)_:_..
4550
5055

5560

1/10
: _(010):-_-_-“

a0 o4 o
7 (040)7 - (0.00) -

30 oM
30
S (0 20):_'_._-:_1;“_ '

010 016 '- 0!9

10 010
000y (o 00) '

o
(0.10) -

010

oto o4

_ o8
0): - (0.00)
oo
. (0.00)
o
(000
S om
e
S (022)
) oo
Cooe
S o0)
g
SRN(ALY

'O.f"éi"

(0.00)
e
(022)
e
. (0.00)




Table 9.

.Frequency of Enamel Hypoplasia per Tooth for San Lorenzo

Maxilla Mandible
n 12 c 7 2 c
Age  HIT HT — HT HIT  HT HIT
% % % % % %
0005 0 0/3 012 0/3 02
| (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
6510 o 013 o2 o3 02
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
1045 02 . o2 03 or s o2
B (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
1520 o2 . o2 o3 o2 o3 o2
(0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
2025 02 02 03 02 o3 . 0
(0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
2530 0P o2 03 o2 0B . 02
(0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
3035 OR o2 o0 o2 o3 o
(0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
3540 02 . OR 0/3 o2 o3 oR
| (0.00) ' (0.00)  (0.00) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
4045 02 o2 o3 o2 . o3 02
(0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00) (0.00)  (0.00)  (0.00)
4550 03 052
(0.00) (0.00)
5.0-55 03 0/2
- (0.00) - (0.00)
5.56.0 03 0/2
o (0.00) (0.00)
6.0-65 02
o (0.00)
6570
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e Frequency of Enamel Hypoplas:a per Tooth for Xunantumxh

S Maxnla s o Mandlbte

T - RO T C';_.--i: M e G
Age . HT T HT HIT HIT HIT

S g e TSR F L ST S

0.0-0.5 oMt - 0M4 090l oMt
o o0y (o 00)_ o (0.00) (0 00) (0.00) -

0540 oM o4 ol ol oMt
o ooy _(0.1:4_)_;.--:--_-_' '(0.0'0)'--.-_-._ (0.00)  (0.00)

| . (0.00) - (0.00) ' (0.00) 5-_(0 00) e (o 00)_;'-._ o (o oo)-

1820 oM o8 oM e o oMt
S oy o o) 1) ©0) 00)

2025 oMt o8 o4 e _-_p/g_.;-'-j_": oMt
N L P 0 E1  ©m 00

2530 M1 B M4 w2 o
: -~ {009) 7 (0.13) (0. 07) (033 7 '(0 2'2)__'_' (0.00)

3035 U1 U8 ana o8 @ 11
C (@09 (@13 (029) - (000) - O11) (009

3540 st 3/3 '3114_fj__ ol _1/9.' o
o 2 0382 (000 (11 (000)

Ca04s oMt A8 s om o oot
S 00 (13 007) . (00 (000) - (@.18)

CUABB0 e g

TB0B5 e
L T 0OT) (0.09).

5560 . . oMa o -_.‘_--1/11. -

6065 - e e = '0/11':"
e e (0.00).
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" Appendix A: Suboperation Summary Forms and Harris Matrices

Suboperatlon Summary Forms are designed to concisely describe the lots within an excavation
uinit, their cultural contexts and the relationship between them. In addition, architectural features’
are described. All these data help to reconstruct the archaeological record and made :
mterpretatlon more transparent

ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 - Date_Jan 17, 2005

UNIT SUMMARY Recorded by L.J. LeCount
Operation#__ - 1~ Unit =~ C- - Lot Numbers 1-_21__0r'nitted 13-19

Unit Dimensions/Orientation:- - 2N/Sx2E/W
Daturn temporary datum is 43 cm above mam datum Iooated on Structure 59

Assoolated Struoture(s) Structure 62 platform to east
Dates Excavated 25 May 04 to 17 June 04

1. Unit descnpnon/loeatton 2x2 meter test pit in patio of Actuncan Plazuela 1, which is located on fence line
between Galvez and Juan pastures at northemn periphery of site. On the surface, Actuncan Plazuela 1 is a four
platform plaza-focused group, the: largest found at the northern end of the site. It is a very prominent group because
it supports two cahune palms on its northem platform. We are excavatlng rmmedlately south of 1A (dug in 2001) in
the patio; therefore, we are located on Ramon Galvez ] land

. Excavation object:ve To recover the remalns of Burial 1 uncovered in 2001 and to understand the architectural
context of this bunal : .

3. Descnbe lots and correlate them to strat1graphy, and dlscuss relatlonshlp of excavatron teohnrque to stratrgraphy '

Lot 1: The lot ig from a 1x2 meter test of collapse and backdlrt from 1A7. Termmated lot at an eroded patio floor
(equivalent to 1A4-Edwin’s Patio Floor). Floor is difficult to detect on the western side nearer the center of the
patio mainly because of a small cahune plant growing in the NE corner of the unit. In the eastern section, the lot
was terminated at fill, which may be the terrace or step of the platform associated with Structure 62-1*, located
immediate west of unit. This step fill contains very large flat river cobbles (with might have been the actual stepping
stones), cobbles and abundant trash. The stones or risers f'rontmg the patlo were small but mcely prepared Late o
Classm I materrals

Lot 2: Step fill from 1x2 meter test. Removed part of step fi l] to understand loose soil in the NW corner of the unit.
Uncovered the northern side of step or staircase, which is two courses of dressed limestone blocks embedded in fill.
To the south of this fagade is small cobble fill making up the staircase, to the outside (north) are cobbles which
might have formed ballast of Patio Floor 1, or might have been an un-plastered cobble surface Based on the fact
that T did not comment on fill material, I assume this fill dates to the LCII phase '

Lot 3: Collapse material equivalent to IC1. Expanded 1x2 to a 2x2 with this lot Expansmn was southward to pick
up more of the step or terrace and give us more room to work around this architecture in the western part of the unit.
Terminated lot at Patio Floor 1 and at risers of step or terrace. Risers fronting patio are dressed limestone blocks

Lo.t 4: Equivalent to 1C2, oollapse and fill of 62-1* terrace. Front risers are two courses high, like that found on
northern side of terrace. Looks more like a terrace than a step because it is broad and deep. Lots of oeramzc and
trash as fill:- Small river cobbles and very dark matrlx IOYR 2/2 '

Lot 5 Archrtectural fill. Removed fill or core of 62- l“ terrace down to Patio Floor | (1A4-Edwm s Patio Floor)
The fill contained large cobbles and small stones. Floor underneath it is well plastered and in good condition.
Northern end of lot (that outside the terrace fagade) is disturbed and lacks plaster floor. Large Belize Red trrpod
dish fragments (LCII) found agamst platform wall of Strueture 62 1SL :
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Structure 62’5 platfomr wall was clearly exposed (flush) in western s1dewall The platform was constructed of large
river boulders. The fact that the platform‘wall is equivalent to western sidewall means 1) we will not be able to date”
- platform or 2) we will not be able to understand the relationship of burial I to westemn butldmg ‘A dressed -
limestone block prctrudes perpendlcular from platform 62-1" wall. This block mlght be an earlier terrace wall but

U sinceitisa smgle block protrudmg from wall, it is hard to tell exactly what it is. It is faced on the northern side; like -

' the northem terrace wall, so its not some kind of earlier step associated with the northern terrace wall. It might be
‘the remnant of an earlier terrace (62- gnd terrace), but there isno change in color or texture of fill to clearly -

o 'dlstmgulsh thls earher constructtou phase

Lot 6 Pa’uo Floor | (equlvalent to 1A4-Edw1n 5 Patlo Floor) We removed Edwm s Patio Floor 1 and termmated
lotata compact surface that was well defined in the western porttou of the unit, especrally the southern end, where
' there is a small patch of plaster But in the eastern 1/3 of the unit; where the crypt is located, this compact surface is.
‘not visible and the matrix is darker and soﬁer than the compact surface Compact surface has more cobbles and i

L possrbly an occupatron surface

Lot 7: Sub-patlo floor ﬁll possrbly in situ trash rised as ﬁll Thls is the materral located in the area above the crypt
Matrix is dark and full of trash. Terminated lot at an uneven compact stratiim or possibly an'occupation surface. -
Leonel; who is excavating, thinks this occupation surface might be the same as the one to the west as it dips
downward toward the center of the patio to the east. This material, therefore might represent a filling episode that .
‘was intended to level the centér of patio above the crypt before next floor was added. Or it might be occupation
" material, used as in situ fill. In'either case, the area above the crypt appears different, as if it was constantly

drsturbed or smkmg under the wergh of the acttvmes over the crypt or in the rmddle of the patro '

Lot 8 Frll and plus compact occupatlon surface We removed the occupatron surface 4cross enttre 2x2 Th1s lot
~ includes a patch of plaster and the compact surface surroundmg it. Matrix is very dark grayish brown soil 10 YR
* 3/2 with large sherds and small cobbles, so it looks like household trash used as patio fill or living surface used as in
' situ fill. Terminated lot at Leonel’s Patlc Floor, a fairly well preserved floor of cobbles and sparse plaster found only. .
- inthe SW portton of the unit. Agam in the area above the crypt the matrix is darker and softer. The area to the
“ north of the Leonel’s Patio Floor and fo the west of the crypt’s cut in the patro floor alsc looks dlsturbed and isnot -
coveredbyﬂoor R R : _ IS : S '

~. In2001 we beheved th1s compact surface ex1sted in- IA but could not f nd 1t stnce 1t Was so hlghly dlsturbed by the -

burial, it was distinguished only by the difference between small rock fill (1A4) and large rock fill (1A5). Burial 1~ i

therefore cuts Leonel’s Patio Floor and is covered by Edwin’s it Patio Floor (1A4- both floor and fill). Date of =
burial 1 is therefore slightly post dates or is roughly equlvalent to Leenel’s Patro F loor but predates Edwin’s Patto L
Floor 1 (whlch is Early Classxc) : AR R _ S :

Lot 9: Crypt ﬁlt and redepostted pauc filt Matrtx is loose dark soﬁ SDll (10YR 5/2 graylsh brown) w1th small’

_ cobbles and decomposmg Ilmestone The Maya clearly cut Leonel’s Patio Fioor to start the crypt prt To the south,: S e

o the soﬂ brown crypt ﬁll is dlstmctly dlfferent .

o Lot 10 Crypt fill and rcdep051ted patto ﬁll Removed only that pomon of ﬁll above crypt leavmg mtact the blg
rock fill to the south. We're frying to expose the capstones above the cramum Abundant rock and arttfacts in ﬁll '

Terrtunated lot at Iarge rocks which mrght be capstones

. Lot 1] Crypt ﬁll and redeposrted patro f 1. Contmued to remove ﬁll ﬁ‘om area dlrectly above Burial 1 only
Therefore, 1C10=1C11. Op 1C9 is also crypt fill but contains mixed deposrts Termmated lot at uprlght crypt
stones and the top of three small capstones above cranlum Human bone in matrlx '

- _ Lot 12: Op 1C12B1 is the actual rnatrtx and contents of the crypt Therefore 1C12B1*IA7B1 Thrs smgle

L : -_;_Patto Floor 3.

" individual was laying pronc head to the south. Beneath cranium at the mouth/nose area was found obsidian and a
‘jade bead. A flake was found lodged in the location of the palette. Crypt was constructed of up-right dressed -
... limestone slabs, and in the area of the head, the capstones were smaller llmestone slabs Floor of crypt is Edwin’ s .
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Lots 13 through 19 were not used.

Lot 2{} LeoneI s Patio Floor and fill below it. Large rock fill with fist-size cobbles and very little matrix
(equwalent to 1A5). This rocky fill extended over that portion of the unit not cut by Burial 1. Terminated Iot at
Edwin’s 2™ Patio Floor. This is a very hard, smooth, and thick plaster floor.

Lot 21.. Patio fill (equivalent to 1C20, but without plaster floor). This is the Jarge rock fill just to the south of Bunai
1, which the Maya disturbed when they dug the crypt(s). Terminated at Edwin’s 2" Patio Floor. Therefore
1A5 1020 1C21.

Here at the termlnatlon of the excavanons we can see Eclwm 8 2'"‘ patio ﬂoor extending almost all the way across-
the 2x2 at 161 below datum 2. In the south, this 2™ patio floor elevation is only a few centimeters below its
elevation at the bottom of 1AS in the north. Laying on this nicely prepared floor are two perpendicular lines of large
river cobbles which mirror the layout of the eastern terrace for Structure 62-1%, and therefore they mlght represent
either 1) actually foundational rocks to 62-1% terrace, 2) an earlier terrace 62 -2 which we failed to see'in the .
excavations or 3} some kind of modest foundation for an ephemeral “stick” house or architectural addition to
whatever lies under the 62-1* platform. I tend not to think they are foundational stones for a terrace since we have
excavated beneath the terrace and occupation surfaces to reach them. Therefore I think they are foundational stones
for some kind of ephemeral structure. The crypt of Burial 1 clearly cuts this floor, and we can see in the eastern
sidewall more flat capstones, probably associated with another patio crypt and the disturbed area in Leonel’s Patio
F]oor

4, Descrlbe features by lot #, and correlate feature to stratlgraphy
See 1A7 for a description of 1C12B1.

5. Lorre!ate stratigraphy and/er features to contiguous umts

Context OplA Op 1C

| Collapse 1A1, 1A2,1A3 1Cl1, 1C3
Edwin’s 1* Patioc Floor/ small rock fill 1A4 1C6, 1C7, 1C8

| Leonel’s Patio Floor missing 1C20
Large Rock fill - e x 1A5 1C9, 1C14, 1C21
Burial 1 : B 1A7B1 -1 1C12B1
Edwin’s 2“cl Patio Floor = - i 1A8 - - - | Not excavated .

6A. Describe architecture: o '

Structure 62-1* eastern terrace walls are two courses high and composed of small, but mcely shaped limestone slabs.
The NE comer of this terrace was anchored by a large flat limestone slab rather than stacked rocks. The terrace, as
we encountered it, was short, possﬂ)ly no higher than 10 cm, as judged by the remaining risers. Structure 62’s
platform wall can be glimpsed in the western sidewall of the unit. It is composed of large and small river cobbles,
none of which appear to be dressed limestone.

6B. Describe abutments (floor to wall, wall to wall, etc)

Eastern terrace of Structure 62 sits on Edwin’s Patio Floor 1.

Not clearly seen, but terrace abuts platform of Structure 62- 1St :
Crypt of burial 1 cut’s Leonel’s Patio Floor '

Ephemeral foundation stones in 1C21 sit on Edwin's Patio Floor 2.

7. Disturbances/Mixing: None
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8. Harris Matrix = Diagra':r_n lqts' and create _ari_é.l_'yf:i:cé._il'_uﬁits in 's't'r;it.ig;faphic order (list temporal phases if known):

e e e
Terrace of St.62-st . . LCI
. Edwin's Patio Floor 1

T

Sub Pat:o Floor Flll & Occupatlon Surface
o e —\“‘*w .
N X_wf“ _. . H""s-:.:._, .

" Leonel's Pa'ti_'c:)_.:Flf)'_bf

&E@}”

1C7-1CB ?i

Redeposited Crypt Fill - Sub-Floor Fifl -

B 1camo ic21 |

Ceyptt

101281

-~ Edwin's 2nd Patio Floor
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ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 - Date_Jan 18, 2005_
UNIT SUMMARY:. .. . . - _ Recorded by LeCount
Operation # i__ Unit D Lot Numbers___ 127 .
Unit Dimensions/Qrientation: 2 N/Sx 2 E/W
Datum: Permanent datum A, set in concrete at the summit of Structure 59

Assomated Structure Stmcture 59
Dates Excavated 02 June 04 to 16 June 04

I Umt descnphon/locatron 2x2 meter test plt in patlo of Acmncau Plazuela 1 which is Iocated on fence hne
between Galvez's and Juan’s pastures at northern periphery of site. On the surface, Actuncan Plazuela 1 is a four
platform patio-focused group with the largest platform found at the northern end of the site. Tt is a very prominent :
group because it supports two cahune palms on its northern platform. We are excavating immediately north of 1A
{dug in 2001} in the patio; therefore, we are not only digging in the patio but also in the northern structure (Structure
59} of the p]azuela We are located on Ramon Galvez’s land, : o :

2. Excavatlon objectlve To recover the remains of Burlal 4 first dlscovered in 2001 and to understand the
architectural context of this burial, : :

3. Descrlbe lots aud corre]ate thern to stratrgraphy, and dlscuss relatlonshrp of excavanon technrque to stratlgraphy

Lot 1 Humus root zone and dlsturbed surface Matrix is very dark gray (10YR 3/ 1) with large amounts of ceramics,
lithics, and cobbles. Lot terminated at the first evidence of the Structure 59-1%, which is located in the NE corner of-
the unit. Here we see the southwestern comer of the structure foundation formed by Wall 1 (running east/west) and
Wall 2 (running north/south). Outside the structure, we appear to.be undemeath the co]lapse but not ona prepared f
floor. Is this trash besnde the house'? : Do . G DR

Lot 2 Fill of the platform for Structure 59- 1St Removed some of the ﬁll to get a better look at the foundatronal wall o
of the structure. Matrix is mostly cobblestones and is very dark grayish brown (10YR 3/2) with lots of artifacts, . =~
Terminated lot at a packed dirt ﬂoor in the NE corner of the unit. Floor does not abut Wall 1 (the southern platform
retaining wall) D

Lot 3: Refuse dep051t off Strucmre 59-1%, possibly used as in situ fill of terminal archltecture We recovered 10 S
bags of artifacts from this deposit, the contents of which is almost entirely artifacts and not much matrix. Here there - -
are large artifacts (groundstone, limestone axe, greenstone, ceramics, lithics), cobbles and gravel, and possibly some
rubble. It is possible that this in situ trash was used as the fill of the terminal structure hinted at in lot 2. At first
glance this is LCII material, so there could have been a Terminal Classic occupation above this, which is entirely
gone:. However, there is no evidence of an eroded floor above this deposit. So it could just be trash beside this house
in an alleyway between it and Structure 62 to the west. Terminated lot at a line of stones that make up both the-
southern platform wall (Wall 1} for Structure 59 and its terminal phase edltlon to the west. I think this addition to :
Wall 1 was added later in order to raise and expand the platform : :

Lot. 4 Collapse onto patro floor or occupatton surface We are Iookmg for the first patlo floor (assocrated with 1A4"
or Edwin's 1* Patio Floor) in front of Structure 59s platform. Removed a very dark grayish brown (10YR 3/2)
matrix with lots of small and medinm sized cobbles. Terminated lot at a poorly preserved surface, which may or
may not have been plastered. There are some patches of sascab in the SE portlon of the unit where a floor shou]d
be. - - . : ; . .

Lot 5: Occupation material on floor or living surface. We are still looking for Edwin's 1* Patio Floor, so we
removed material located up against the platform wall of Structure 59-1* and part of the platform wall itself. This
material is lighter in color {10YR 4/2) than the collapse above it, It contains gravels and fewer artifacts than the-
collapse. Terminated at what we think is Edwin’s 1¥ Patio Floor (1A4), which is just patches of compact soil over .
small pebbles. Looks like this “floor” or cccupation surface runs urider the Wall 1 of Structure 59-2" platform

- Lot 6:. Fill or frash or occupation surface to the west of Structure 597 We are looking for the occupatlon surface to
the west of Structure 59-1" and on top the living platform above the patio. Presumably there was an occupation’
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surface here on the platform that correlates to the occupatlon surface in the pat1o area (IDS) We are also trymg to
get a handle on the western wall (Wall 2) of Structure 59 (both 1* and 2™, 1 think thls is occupatlon materlal and
trash because 1t has gravel in it and there is a lot of a.rtifacts hke groundstone

Lot 7: Floor 1 of Strucmre 59 I" Patches of plaster ﬂoor turn up, but most of the matrix is hght brown in color
~(10YR 5/3 =~ brown) with lots of decomposing limestone chunks-and cobbles. The matrix is hard but grainy and .
"~ friable. Under a disturbed patch of floor, we find a ded:catory cache (1D8F2) consisting of a broken metate, large -
- sherds and a mano. This feature was found in the disturbed area secn at the. bottom of 1D2, so it might postdate
Structure Floor 1 and be associated with the ultimate occupatton floor we never found above it. However, since
there are fragments of floor above:it, it might be associated with the people living on Structure Floor 1 since this
cache below the floor would have made this area soft and easrly broken It is also p0551ble that the Maya re-entered :
thls area occaswually, thus the ﬂoor was patchy and sunken o : :

Lot 8: Feature 2 a dedlcatory cache In this sllght depressron we found 2 layers of smashed sherds a broken g
- mietate; and 2 possﬂ)le manos resting on an internal floor (Structure Floor 2);: Thé'smashed sherds are just that —
fragments of vessels, not whole ones. ‘Like I said above, since there are fragments of floor above the cache, if might
" be associated with the people living on Structure Floor 1. Thls cache would have made the floor above it soft and’
easily broken. Its also possible that the Maya re-entered this area occasronally, thus the floor was patchy and .
* sunken. The cache is mterestmg because rt isa cluster of materral not randomly tossed Items m the fill.

: Smce the ﬂoor below 1t is’so close to the upper ﬂoor 1t 1s posmble that the same people burlt both ﬂoors But then
* again it could be different people terminating the structure and its ancestors by smashmg these items and buddmg a
new floor, Nash (1970 12) describes house rituals’ that call for ceremonies near the center ‘post of the back wall,
~ where the house spirit is said fo hve “The sp1r1t’s appetlte is satlsﬁed when the house is first 0ccup1ed but later -
- becomes hungry and must be fed; - Curing is done here, as are offermgs of live chickens. The link between house
- and people derive from’ notions about soil and mud which are ﬂeshy parts of human and house bodies, When'the « -
house is first built, there is a first’ ceremony. called the fiesta for the house (1970: 13) and a second called “meal for -
. the house” to feed the "Spl.l'll: of the house earth”- Maybe th1s termmatlon/dedrcatory cache hacl sornethmg to do S
' "w1th feedmg the house e . S : R

. The sherd material frorn ﬂllS cache dates to the LCI It contams Chlal orange body sherds Samal phase Mount .
.ManneyBlackbowls and_]ars P LS e oL .

: Lot 9 Structl.ue House Floor 1 and ﬁll (same as ]D?) We followed thls ﬂoor and fill (10YR5/3 brown) across the :
. platform; ‘and termmated the lot at Structure Floor 2.. We found that SF2 abutted the western wall of Structure 59 5
' _'platform (Wall 2); it was very well preserved with white patches of plaster In SF2 there was a very shallow-
- depression.. It was lined on the eastern edge- with'smalf cobbles and near the western edge the floor dipped down _
' into it like a ‘small lmed pit or hearth of ‘post hole: It was probably nota hearth since the piaster was not burnt and it .
s 50 near t’ne corner That argues for a posthole S

Lot 10 Feature 3; probably a posthole near the SW comer of the house It isa plastered depressmn in Structure ' -
" Floor 2, about 8 cm deep w1th two rocks embedded in the eastern srde of the hole No arttfacts found no samples Sl
taken : i R . : :

Lot 1 1 F:ll of platform outSIde Structure 59’5 western house wall (1n the alleyway) Near Wal] 1 there are more. =

- stones, than in the fill away from the ‘wall here in this “alleyway”. : The matrix is brown (10YR 5/3)and clayey," _'
'w1thout lots of stoné.” At this level, the foundational stones of the Structire 59°s platform-2nd are minimal at best,

. justasparse.row of smgle stones, However Wall 1 (the new addition) is much more substantial consisting of two =~

" rows of stone with fill and chmkrng stones betweer them. This wall (mcludmg the two faces) is at least 18 cm wrde L

near the base The outside stones that would have faced the patio are “nicer" than the inside stones; however they :

_ are mostly river cobbles and boulders with their fatter faces placed outward. Structure 59°s onglnal platform wall Is =
[ srmalar in constructron but only one course w1de with very few are dressed hmestone SRR

: Lot 12: Structure FIoor 2 and ﬁll of Structure 59 Z“d Plaster and rocky flll Some artxfacts but mostly the ﬁll is

- small fi st-sized stones, plaster and decomposmg llmestone It i5 stlll brown (IOYR 5/3) There are some real
]arge river cobbles (35 to 40 cm) m the f' 1L ; : : _ SRR
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Lot 13:. Platform wall (Wall 1). These are very large foundation stones. Some as large as 35 to 40 cm in width and-
length. Most are river cobbles, and there “better” or flatter side faces the patio. If the stones were not sufficiently
wide enough to span the width of the wall, then smaller stones were placed behind them to create the inside face of
wall.. Foundation stones must have been placed in a trench since the bottoms of these stones are at [east 16 cm
below Edwin’s first patio floor.

Lot 14 Occupatton mater1al on Edwm s Patio Floor 1 located underneath Structure 59’5 platform wall Thls
material sits below the earliest structure floor and its fill and above Edwin’s Patio Floor:1 that runs underneath
Stracture 59's wall. Edwin’s Patio Floor 1 can now be seen running across the unit from north to south, clearly
predating the construction of Structure 59. It is still unknown at this time if Edwm ] Patm F loor 1 runs under the
platform of 59 to the west of Structure 59. S

Lot 15: Oceupation or trash used as in sr‘tu ﬁ.II?' Soft. brown loo.se soil with small artifacts to the west of the
remnants of Structure 55 and Edwin’s Patio Floor 1. 1t is clear to me that Edwin’s patio floor 1 did not extend out to
the west, But what this is, I don’t know; my best guess is that it is fi il used to level the area for the constructron of .
Platform 59.. . o

Lot 16: Wall 1 of platform for Structure 59 (same as 1D13) These are the ]ast foundatronai stones Iocated in the
southwestern portion of the unit. These stones were really large, the largest yet, measuring 40 by 42 ¢cm. They are
river cobbles, Edwin’s Patio Floor 1 abuts platform wall but does not run under it: - This statement makes it seem * -
like the platform wall in this area was built simultaneously with Edwin’s floor, but I actually think the ancient May'a
might have cut back or removed parts of this floor in order to build and fill the platform in this area near the corner
of the patlo e : : : :

Lot 17: Edwin s Patio Floor T and ballast. This floor is located in the eastern and southern portion of the unit, It -
consists of small cobbles and chucks of decomposing limestone with light brown grainy matrix. It is thick in pIaces
such as the SE corner. We arbitrarily terminated the ballast at a 10 cm level to see if we could distinguish any -
features. The only difference I can see across the unit is that there is more rock in the Northeast portlon above the
crypt where the soil is ﬁitermg down through the roek S

Matertal from this floor dates ﬁ'om the late Early Classac or very early Late Classrc I phases It contams well know -
basal flanges and Balanza Black sherds; however, it also contains some very early Mount Maloney Bowls and one
unknown matte black bowl. In 2001, I suggested the floor was Late Classic I, now I‘m not so sure thts is rlght We o
.need to recover and analyze more of this material. - : o S :

Lot 18 Patlo Ftll (mostly) Matrix is brown (}OYR4/3) and there Is smaIl rock and _|ust a few Iarger cobbles.
Terminated at Leonel’s Patio Floor (associated with 1C20) in the south and a hard compact matrix in the NW _
portion of the unit. We did not remove rocky fill from above crypt. The compact living surface (Leonel ] Patto '
Ftoor) at the bottorn of this lot appears cut for the creatton of Burial 4, _]USt like we saw in unit 1C : :

Lot 19 Frll probabty redepos1ted crypt fill above crypt Thls is the rocky loose materlal above the crypt capstones :
While clearing this rocky fill, we came across a burlal under a set of uprlght slabs near the edge of the crypt We
terminated the lot at this feature : _ : :

Lot 20 Burial 3. Burlai 3 is located i in fill near the Westem edge of what we thmk is the top of Burlal 4 8 bunal plt
Near the cut in Leonel’s Patio Floor, burial 3 was placed in a simple depression with upright slabs on the western
side of the larger prave. Burial 3 is a child lying supine with the head to the south.. The child was placed in a pit

with a necklace of two stone or shell beads and upright stones on the western side of the shallow depression. The.*

“eastern side of the grave is indistinguishable from the rocky fill of Burial 4s burial pit. Interestingly, this burtal 1s - '

also drrectly under the western wall of Structure 59, about 20 em down from the initial foundatlonal stones : -_ i

The context of this burial is somewhat amblguous depending on where Burial 4°s pit begins and how archaeologrsts
think about Maya rituals. Viéewed from Leonel’s Patio Floor, the child burial appears to be part of the redeposited
fill above Burial 4's capstones. In other words, Burial 4’s crypt was sealed by capstones, the pit was filled, and the
final act was the placement of this child burial. However, as we dug downward to find Burial 4, we see that there is
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- a compact surface rumung pamally across the top of Burlal 4 only in the SE comer of the umt Thls surface makes

me rethink the stratigraphy associated. with Burial 4; Maybe the burial was not dug’ into Leonel’s Patio Floor after -
all, but a lower surface. But; because thls patchy surface is only found over the crypt area, it is also plausible to
think that the filling of Burial 4’s pit was not a single act rather i 'was a protracted set: of events as multrple layers g
i of fiil and surfaces Were lard down above the capstones s L e

Based on the paltry amount of sherds my gues S that th1 ‘burial dates to the Early Classrc There are some
Peten Gloss Orange wares and striated jars, mchcatlve of thls tlrne perlod however 1t is also p0551ble that these
' types could date toan earller trme period : sl : S

Lot 21 Patlo Floor (Leonel’s Pano Floor) ancl large rock'ﬁll ThlS ﬁll is mostly large river cobbles w;th some :
ceramics and lithics. - It extends across the unit, but we left intact the redeposrted fill above the crypt in order fo
separate it from this in situ matenal “The floor itself is not beautiful, justa hard packed cobble surface wnth some
plaster Tennmated the Iot at what ap' eared to be a compact surface over parts of the crypt. ' -

Lot 22: F ill. The matrlx is brown (IOYR 5/3) w1th large; medrum and small cobbles Termmated the lot ata .
compact surface found in patches above the crypt. The best-preserved area of the surface was over that area near the- o
“head” of the erypt,. while there is no. evu:lence of thls surface over the torso part of the crypt. I don’t think this

, assoclatron has behavloral connotatlons, rather it may ‘be a function of the compactness of the rock fill above the

capstones. Looser, big rock fill allows finer soils to: percolate down through the matnx wlnle smaller more compact Lo

rock ﬁll helps preserve that‘whlch-' ' sts on top of 1t

Lot 23 Rocky ﬁll and patchy surface Removed 10 t0 20 ¢m of rocky fill some river cobbles are greater than25cm’ |

" wide; and brown (10YR: 5/3) matrix across the entire 2x2. Terminated lot at Edwin’s Patio Floor 2 on the west side
of the unit and redeposited fill rocky fill above capstones of Burial 4 on the eastern side. The redeposited fill
contams fewer large rocks and more moderate sized rock. We terminated the 1ot in the redeposited fill not because -

- ofa change in fill, but because it looked hke a good (arbltrary) place to stop this lot and change provemences before .- .

contlnumg down 1o the crypt

Lot 24 Redeposrted ﬁll abUVe Bur1a1'4’s capstones Aboat 5 cm of rocky fill above capstones and below the cutin S

o Edwm s Pano Floor 2 Flll contams large_rocks some ammal bones and teeth and other art1facts

- Capstones above Burlal 4. Here we can clearly see the large ﬂat capstones above Burlal 4. The largest llmestone

" capstone lies over the head of individual supported by upright limestone slabs lining the crypt. Over the shoulders 3.

T from above the capstones in thts ared.

and abdomen, there are’smaller flat limestone capstones. Over the knees and lower legs, it is dtfﬁcult to distinguish
between cobbles used-as capstones and the redeposited fill above it; - Edwin’s Patio Floor 2 can be seen on either

* side of the crypt near the 1nchv1dual’s feet. Like the capstones the uprlght llmestone slabs lmlng the crypts are
Iargest near the head and smaller near the feet N el :

Lot 25 B4; Burlal 4 Thls lot is the matrrx of the bur:al below the capstones and the contents of the crypt The

-~ individual is lying prone and extended with head (or what remains of it) to south, Only occipital fragments remain.
~Only small fragments of the occnpltal plate and a few teeth were found in association with the body, however, more
. cranijal fragments were found in the pot placed ovér the person’s head.” Three pots were positioned in the crypt w1th

' this individual: 1) a Chan Pond jar placed over the knees; 2) a polished orange (p0551b1y Apguacate) Z-angled-dish -

with four broken hollow supports presumably mammiform in shape, covered the missing head and contained cranial
fragments; and 3)a ‘polished orange (possibly Aguacate) effigy chocolate pot situated to the right of the 1nd1v1dual’
- missing cranium. The effigy pot may have acted as a substitute for the missing head since it was found at the. -

~'southern end of the crypt tucked near the crypts stones. Accordmg to James Gifford’s (1976) Barton Ramie scheme B B

- these pots belong to the Floral Park sabcomplex however I'am reluctant to ‘assign a Protoclassic date to them since” .
'many ceramicists consider Z-angle dishes diagnostic of the early phases of the Early Classic period, The erypt itself . -
- is very similar to the crypt immediately to the south of it (1A7Bl) wrth uprlght crypt stones forrmng the srdes and -

_ Edwin’s Patro Floor 3 formmg the base _ :

5 Lot 26 Same as 1D25D4 Material rernoved near the feet of the lnd1v1clua} May contain sorne redeposrted ﬁll
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Lot 27: This is the effigy pot found in the top of the crypt and the soil contained in it. Same as 1D25B4. Excavation
was stopped at Edwin’s Patio Floor 2 on the western side of the unit and Edwin’s Patio Floor 3 underneath the crypt.
Crypt stones were left in place

: 4 Descnbe features by lot #, and corre!ate feature to stratlgraphy

Four features were found in this unit: a cache {ID8F2) an emgmatrc hole (1D10F3), a Chlld burlal (1D20B3) and a -
crypt burial (1D25B4). See lot descriptions for details. - :

The cache is probably associated with a Late Classic house ritual that occurred during the use of Structure 59-1%, or -
it may be associated with the dedication of the tiew structure floor (SF1) and/or termination of the previous -
occupation {Structure Floor 2). A broken mano and metate, in addition to sherds were smashed and embedded in the
fill of 59-1%. Since there is a patchy floor above the cache, however, this does not help determine what type of ritual
action caused this feature. The Maya could have easily re-plastered the floor after embedding the cache, or just as
easily it could be argued that the pre-existing cache could have caused the floor to sink thus breaking the floor.

The enigmatic piastered hele may be a post-hole in the SW corner of Structure 59-2‘"1 It is very posstble that
Structure 59-2" was a “stick house” without much of a stone foundation. In the northern profile of 1D, it appears
that Structure 59-1*s western wall (Wall 2) does not extend very deeply into the fill — only 32 c¢m from present
ground surface. This depth matches that seen in a wall elevation drawing made during the excavation of 157 before
the removal of the wall. The hole is plastered, except on its eastern side where there are two rocks embedded in the
plaster. The hole is approximately 15 cm in diameter and 8 cms deep:. The plaster floor (SF2) is very thick and well -
prepared. On its southern edge, the floor terminates at the platform wall for Structure 59 (Wall 1), and on the
western side of the structure this ﬂoor abuts a smgle upnght stone,. :

Bunal 3 predates Structure 59, and is assocnated mostly closely wnth Leoncl’s Pat:o Floor a compact cobble and
plaster surface that appears to have run across the center of the patio sometime during the Early Classic périod. The '
burial is located in fill near the western edge of what we think is the top of Burial 4’s burial pit. Burial 3 was placed
in a simple depression with upright slabs on the western side of the larger grave. Burial 3 is a child lying supine -
with the head to the south. The child was placed in a pit with a necklace of two stone or shell beads and upright
stones on the western side of the shallow depression. The eastern side of the grave is indistinguishable from the
rocky fill of Burial 4°s burial pit. Interestingly, this burial is also directly under the western wall of Structure 59
about 20 cm down from the mltlal foundatlonal stones, » :

The context of this burlal is somewhat amblguous dependmg on where Burial 4’s plt begms and how archaeologlsts .
think about Maya rituals. Viewed from Leonel’s Patio Floor, the child burial appears to be part of the redeposited -
fill above:Burial 4’s capstones. In other words, Burial 4°s crypt was sealed by capstones, the pit was filled, and the
final act was the placement of this child burial, However, as we dug downward to find Burial 4, we see that there is
a compact surface running partially across the top of Burial 4 only in the SE corner of the unit; This surface makes -
me rethink the stratigraphy associated with Burial 4. Maybe Burial 4 was not dug into Leonel’s Patio Floor after all,
but a lower surface. But, because this patchy surface is only found over the crypt area, it is also plausible to think

. that the filling of Burial 4’s pit was not a single act, rather it wasa protracted set of events, as rnultlple layers of ﬁli '
and packed surfaces were laid down above the capstones o

Based on the paitry amount of sherds my guess is that this child bunal dates to the Early Classxc There are some -
Peten Gloss Orange wares and striated jars, indicative of this time pertod however 1t is also p0551b1e that these -
types could date to an earlier time period. : : : -

Here I w1ll contmue to dlscuss Bunal 4 and its assocratlon w1th Burlal L. ln 2001, we first encountered both Burial
1 and 4 in our 1(E/W) x 2 (N/S) test pit -- Op1A. Burial 1 was located in the middle of the unit and extended to the
south out of the unit. Burial 4 jutted out from the northern sidewall, extended 20 to 30 cm into the unit,. We
excavated only that portion of Burial 1 that existed inside Op1A and left Burial 4 intact for future excavations (Op
ID). Burial 1 and 4 are stratlgraphlcaliy identical, separated in horizontal space by no more than 20 cm. In 2001,
we knew that these crypt burials were capped by Edwin’s Patio Floor 1, dug into Edwin’s Patio Floor 2, and rested
on Edwm s Patlo Floor 3. We recognized two distinct strata between Edwm s first and second patio ﬂoors a top,
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S .'remammg portron of Burial 1; to the south; as Op 1C. This time, we encotntered the missing floor (Leonel’s Patio

. Floor) between the small rock and big rock fills below Edwin’s Patio Floor 1. Leonel’s Patio “Floor” is a packed - .

i " cobble stone surface first encountered in Opl C. We also found this cobble’ stone surface in’ 1D to the west of Burial . . -
= : j'never recogmzed thls floor-

i ._:’._Imtlally, 1 thought 121
- Patio Floor and 2) the’ capstones ‘of Burial 1 appeared flush with Edwin’s Fioor 2. Now, I think theése burials

e The stratlgraphy in Op 1D below Structure 59 and above Burlal 4is anythmg but clear We expected to ﬁnd in-

o 'a rarsed platform for Structure 59

[ ._ - Burial 3 is associated with Leonel’s Patio Floor. Currently, 1 think Burial 4 was dug into this living’ surface

small—rock ﬁlI and a lower large-rock ﬁll But could not see a floor that separated them even though Tason Yaeger
_ .suggestecl one had to be there R . _ s

Eh Thls year we came back to f'mrsh excavatmg Burtal 1 and remove all of Burlal 4. We began by excavatmg the

. 4 Because our excavation in 2001 was a 1x2 Op 1A did not encompass much area to the West of Burial I and we ' i

ese burlals orrgmated ﬁ'orn a cut in Edwm $ Patro FIoor 2 since 1) 1 dld not see Leonel’

_ ortgmated from higher up in the’ stratlgraphy and are associated with a cut in Leonel’s Patio Floor and its big rock -
il Interestmgly, the burlals are 60 crn beIow Edwm s Patto Floor 1 and approxmately 40 cm below the cut in
' _Leonel’s Pano Fioor S : R

S Imtlally, thought Edwm s Patlo Floor l dated to the Late CIassrc I now aﬁer seeing more of the rnaterral from this = .-
" floor, 1 think it dates to the. [ate Early Classic (Tzokol 3), but T would still like to sée more of this material. Leonel’s. -
'Patro Floor has yet to be dated, but it should fall somewhere in the range of Terminal Late F ormatlve 1f the burial o
cera.mtcs are any mdlcatlon of rts date : _— :

order: Edwm s first Patlo Floor, a top layer of small rock ﬁll Leonel’s Patio Floor, and a bottom layer of large rock
fill srttmg on top the capstone for Burial 4, But oh no, it was ‘not that simple: The strata over the crypt in the eastcrn
portion of the unit were not like the strata in the. western portton ‘ Nor was the southern portion of the 2x2 like the "
northern portion: Strata here in Op 1D were not the same as it Op-1C to the south. .. To begin with; Edwin’s Patio- -
- Floor 1 (EPF1) did not extend over the entire 2x2; We followed EPF! from the southern sidewal! of the unit to:-
- north and it did, indeed, extend under the p]atform substructure wall, but not all the way to the northern sldewall
* the unit. Rather it ended in rocky fill about % way; To the west, EPF1 appears to have been cut by the Maya when -
" theéy constructed the platform of Str. 59 by placmg large river cobbles into fill. My guess is that the Maya bmlt EPF
* and lived on the northern end of the patro for a tlme possrbly in fatrly ephemeral sh'uctumS, before they '

The questlon now becomes what did the Maya do between the tlme they bmlt Edwm s Patlo Floor 2 and Edwi
... Patio Floor 1, which correlates to the eritical time span from the Terminal Late Formative to Earl Classic peri

. Obv1ously, there are at least two building phases here: an earlier blg rock fill episode and a'l s |
-episode associated with Leonel’s Patio Floor. The Maya lived on Leonel’s Patio Floor, possrbl ]
phase of the Early Classic or the very end of the Late 'I‘ermlnal Preclassic: Interestmgly, Leonel’s Patio Floor does
not extend any further north than Edwin’s Patm Floor 1; so it makes me think that the Maya are really re workmg ;
this northern area. There is no évidence of a liouse here, but to the, northwest there is a compacted are:
(see1D2 1/1D18) that might have been a living surface sitilar to; but riot as nice'as Leonel’s Patio Floor to the south:

down into the big rock fill.” The earlier constriction episode - big rock fill—sits on Edwin’s Floor 2; however

- fill is not evenly distributed over this area. T the drea over crypt there is a patchy surface and the fill rook is smaller:
5 yet more porous.- 1 interpret this as redeposrted crypt fill and ritual practlces assocrated w1th ﬁllmg and-p _

5 Con‘elate stratlgraphy and/or featurcs to contlguous unlts

“Cultaralconfext . OplAlots- R '0p 1Clots Op D lots_

o [Collapse™ - 1,3 - |13 o P LA

OccupatrononEPFl '- 3o | NAT

. Edwin’s lﬂpatro ﬂoor& 4o 6, T, g

| smaall roek fill




Leonel’s Patio Floor o Missing .. - 20 ) . T21-

Large rock fill 3 9,10,21: 21,22,23

Burial I~ = - . 781 S 12B1 N
Burial 4 @ = o INA~ - o [NA . .| 24, 25B4, 26, 27
Edwin’s 2™ patio floor 18 - | Notexcavated -~ - Not excavated -

6A. Describe architecture: S : - . _
The architecture to be described here pertams to Structure 59-1% and 2™ platform. All are elevated above the eentral
patio and its last patio floor (EPF1). The connection between Structure 59 platform and its extension to the west is_

not well understood at this pomt because we do not see the whole picture pertaining to this northern structure and -
the ralsed areg. -

1t should be stated at the every begmmng that although the southern wall of Str 59°s platform (WalI 1) and its’
extension to the west appear at first glance to be one and the same, they are not built using the same construction
technique nor are they perfectly contiguous. Structure 59°s southern wall (wall 1} is offset to the north from the
extension by 10 cm. In addition, the extension of the platform wall is buried deeper and its wall stones are larger
than those associated with Structure 59°s platform.- Although it could be argued that the extension therefore pre-
dates Str. 59, T don’t think this is true. Rather, I think this corner portion of the patio or alleyway was raised up later
in the Late Classic II, after the initial construction of Str. 59 (Str. 59-2™), and that this raised extension was used as
living space for Str. 59-1* and possibly a terminal phase of occupation for which a floor has yet to be found.

The reasons I say this is because Structure 59-2" wall stones rest on Edwin’s Patio Floor 1, whereas the extension
wall cut it. Clearly, the Maya were not interested in preserving this pre-existing floor under the new platform rather
they cut down through it to place very large foundation stones for a stable platform foundation. This interpretation
is supported by additional evidence, in the form of differential fill underneath the structire as apposed to that beside - -
it. Lot 3 is clearly Late Classic I trash thrown beside Str. 59-1%. Whereas those lots underneath it could relate to in -
sify trash (Lots 6 &1 1) and fill (Lots 15) material used to raise up this platform area.

Wall construction. Wall 1 (the southern wall of Structure 59°s platform) cansists of two rows of stone with some
chinking materials between them, roughly 30 cm wide. The stones are not shaped, but consist of large- and -
moderate-sized (20 to 30 cm) river cobbles between 3 and 4 courses high. The southern fagade of Structure 59
platform was predominately made using large foundation stones, possibly topped by smaller shaped limestone
blocks. Structure 59°s western wall construction is different (Wall 2). The western face of Structure 59°s platform
digplays smaller stones (10 to 15 cm) -- shaped limestone and river cobbles — neatly stacked. Where the two walls
meet, there is a very Earge corner’ stone that anchors the connection,

if there was a bmldmg on the earllest platform (Str. 59-2™, it was likely a wattle and daub structure with some
cobble foundation stones — probably no more than a single line of unshaped river cobbles. Feature 3 (1D10F3)
appears to be a posthole in the SW corner of the structure. The floor was nicely plastered (1D12) and about 10 to 15
cm thick including the ballast, - This ballast sat on what appearec[ to be a very thin layer of occupation (1D14)
overlymg Edwin’s Patio Floor 1 (lDl'?)

Structure 59-1 was an elevated platform with a faced l1mestone foundation sitting on earlier placed river cobbles, if
there was a perishable wattle and daub wall here very few wall stones remain. Those stones that do remain are not
large or well shaped and none appear to be vault stones. The floor of Structure 59-1% is patchy (1D7) but runs
across the lot. The ballast for 59-1*is 15 cm thick, and contains a termination or dedication cache (ID8F2)
consisting of a broken metate, mano and smashed sherds. Near the wall foundations, the floor appears to be cut (in
Leonel’s terms). Still the SW corner of Structure 59-1% appears not to be floored as if there was disturbance

possibly caused by the construction of the last phase of the platform. Core (1D2) removed above thls floor
supgested a missing “ultimate” floor.

6B. Describe abutments (floor to wall, wall to wall, etc) o

Wall abutments: The SW corner of Structure 59 was disturbed, possibly due to the construction of the later
platform.” The abutment of Structure 59's southern wall (Wall 1) to the wall that blocked the alleyway is messy
(extension), in the sense that they do not join cleanly. There is a 10 to 20 cm jog where the two join.
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WalI to ﬂoor Structurc 59 1“ and 59 2“‘i have ﬂoors ne;ther of whlch clearIy abut the foundatlon

' Edwm s Patio Floor I runs undemeath Structure 59 however the pIatform wall cuts Edwm s ﬂoor As i suggested- '
above this set of | pattems is due to the fact that although Str. 59-1% was built on top this pano floor, the constructlon
of the p}atform wall for the ]ater llvmg surface was placecl more deeply mto the patio ﬁll SR

. :Edwm s Patlc Floor 2 cau be seen in the westem 51dewali abuttmg a wall presumably the earhest foundatton of
Structure 62 Thus the westem structure pre dates the northem structure S SRR

7. Drsturbances/Mucmg not much

L 8 Harns Matrlx - Dlagram Iots and create analytrcal umts in stratlgraphlc order (llst tempora] phases 1f known)

HumusID:sturbedSurface Len.

J j_R_éfu":sé_'6utéi'dé:;s_tr.59. " StRE9FIl - Collapse
Sl F(uraefus._a”buzs;idé S'ir.ésf i cach_e-rz' '

L L

Subplatform wall Hause Floor 1 & Fill -

T

___,'

g

N PoStmoId-FS

- Lt o T e
S RN

. Ho_us_'e'_ F’_ia&ri? &Fl. Ed Patio 'F:aor' 1 E

e - .-».’
: wM"“’“»-c' '_."’.

Artifacfs Ed, Patfo F!uor1 bﬂo Str 59 LCI_ E

Refuse!Flll

e T
! --____ R

Edwm Fatio FIoor‘] & Fill :I.'ate EC S
T t .
Patso Flll v

g_J Rock redcpcsll : _Si_ljr'ial.:",_ Leon Patlo Fioor & F!ll_' :

T TR

" Big Rock Fill & Surface -

' Redeposited Flil above B4

Buriald ‘Early EC

Edwin Patlo Floor 3 (Unexcavated) ~ * LF. -
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ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 Date Jan, 15,2005
UNIT SUMMARY Recorded by__ Blitz/LeCount
Operation # 4 Unit A Lot Numbers__1-9
Unit Dimensions/Orientation:_ 2x2 oriented N-S-E-W___
Datum__1 meter from SW corner___ _ . _
Associated Structure(s) Strs 19 and 20 Dates Excavated 25 May 04 — 31 May 04

1. Unit.description/location This unit was placed in the SW corner of the north courtyard of Structure 19, Itis -
located near the NW comer of Stmcture 19 in an alley way between this Structure and Structure 20.

2. Excavatlon objectlve To ﬁnd a stratifi ed sequence of patio ﬂoors and associated trash
3. Describe lots and correlate them to stratigraphy, and discuss relationship of excavation technique to stratigraphy:

Lot 1: Loose collapse debris and erosional material from Structure 19. Some large boulder-sized stones. No dressed
storie. Matrix color 10 YR 2/2 (very dark grayish brown) which derives from the humus root zone and cow manure,
Late Classic 1 materials.

Lot 2: Arbitrary 20 cm level of collapse debns The matrix is lighter in color (10 YR 4/2 dark grayish brown) but
there is still a lot of loose rubble and cobbles. Some burnt plaster and larger sherds were found. Bits of plaster are
probably from a poorly preserved floor only seen in retrospect in the profile. We will call it Floor 0. Material dates
to Late Classu: I : :

Lot 3: Arbltrary 20 cm level, Matrix is more compaot with smooth river stones (probably subﬂoor baIIast) The .
first well-preserved floor (Floor 1) was found in the SE corner near the top of this lot. However, most of this level is
the ballast (small stones) of Floor 0 mixed with the ballast of Floor 1. Floor 1 dips down from the SE corner toward
the middle of the unit, where it is non-existent, but it appears again in the NW comer of the unit nearest Structure
20, Matrix is still dark (10YR 4/3-brown). Material dates to the Late Classic 1.

Lot 4 Arbitrary 20 cm level consisting of ballast and fill below Floor 1. Ballast and/or fill is loose, Fill is mostly -
dirt with few cobbles and a very low densxty of pulverized sherds. Matrix color is same as above. Material dates to
the Late Classic L. : .

Lot 5 Arbltrary 20 cm level of ﬁll below Floor 1. Same as Iot 4. Terminated w1thout encountering new context.

Lot 6 Fill below Floor 1 and same as lot above Lot was termmated at new, harder stratum. Matertal dates to Late
Classic L.

Lot 7: Hard compact matrix with small gravel-sized stones, small cobbles and decomposing limestone. Very few
artifacts, but some small pieces of plaster in eastern half of the unit. There is probably a floor somewhere here in
this 20 cm level; however, none was seen in the profile. This fill extents across the entire unit. Sherds are clearly
earlier than those in lots 1 through 6 with Agnacate Orange and other Proto-classic modes. Terminated Lot 7 ata
clearly identifiable floor — Floor 2 :

Lot 8: Lot contains Floor 2, ballast and fill. Floor2isa poorly preserved plaster ﬂoor lald atop ballast consisting of
large flat river cobbles. Floor 2 probably covered all of the surface exposed in the unit, but now it is only in patches.
Plaster is between 5 and 7 cm thick. Terminated the lot at a stiff, yellow brown clay (10YR 5/6), which appears
culturally sterile.

Lot 9: Natural siratum with artifacts intruding from above. Stiff clay (10YR. 5/6 — yellowish brown) and gravel.
Termmated lot at bedrock.,

4. Describe features by Iot #, and correlate feature to stratigraphy: : '

There were three known floors: Floors 0, 1, and 2. Floor 0 was encountered between lots 2 and 3. Floor 1 was
encountered approximately 20 cm below Floor 0 between lot 3 and 4. And Floor 2 was encountered 60 cms below
Flaor 1 between lots 7 and 8.
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B 5 Correlate stratlgraphy and/or features to cnntlguous umts
See Unit: summarys for 4B-D

0A. Descrlbe architecture None
- 6B. Descnbe abutments (ﬂoor to wall wall to wall etc) None

7. Dlsturbances/Mlxmg None

8 Harris Matrix -~ Dlagram lots and create analytlcal uruts lIl stratlgraphlc order (llst temporai phases if known)

4A14-4A2' . “Humus, Callapse from Str. 19, Courtyard Floor 0~ LCI
- Ballast& Courtyard Floor 1~ . LGl

- Ballast, Fill, & Plaster Surface (Possible Floor) ~  LCI

S o Ballst TR
S C_:c_j'u'l;ty_arﬁ_'F'!ddré & Ballast - SRR TR 1

4A8 | Artifacts rest on Sterile Natural Glay Stratum”




ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 - - Date Jan. 27,2005_
UNIT SUMMARY. - Recorded by Bhtszyman
Operation#_ - 4~ Unit B_ - - . Lot Numbers__ 1-7
Unit Dimensions/Orientation: __ 2x2 oriented N-S-E-W - ' '
Datum__B, located 150 cm from the NW corner and 274 cm from the NE corner of the unit, It is 3 cm Iower than
Datum A associated with Op 4A and 33 cm above the surface on top of Str, 20

Associated Structure(s)_Str. 20, Strs 19 to the South, and the nonhem courtyard

Dates Excavated 18 June 04 23 June 04 .

1. Umt descnptlonf[ocatlon Thls unit was p]aced at the SE comer of Str. 20 it also mcludes a swath of the
courtyard formed by Strs 19, 20, 21, and 22. The southern widewall should correlate with the southern wall of
Structure 20 and the edge of the alley way between this Structure and Structure 19.

2. Excavation objective: To ﬁnd a strat1ﬁed sequence of plaza ﬂoors and associate them to Sir. 20 and those strata
found in OP 4A. - _ : Co .

3. Descrtbe lots and correlate them to stratlgraphy, and dtscuss relatlonshtp of excavation technlque to strattgraphy

Lot 1: Humus and 1oose coilapse debrls Some large cobbles no more than 25 cm in size. No dressed stone. Mairix
color 10 YR 3/2 (very dark grayish brown), which derives from the humus root zone and cow manure. We
terminated the lot at foundation stones for 2 walls: Wall 1 which was easily recognizable from the surface and -
correlates to the north/south running face of the eastern platform wall of Str. 20 and a second wall whichruns = ©
east/west and may correlate to the SE corner Str. 20. Tacked onto the southern end of Str. 20 is a lower platform. -
Walls for this construction are pooriy built using a single line of moderate and small-sized river cobbles, thus it is
probably a terminal phase addition. This terminal phase addition is probably a terrace since it not very wide -- only -
1.2 m. Ifitis a platform for a room tacked onto the southern end of Structure 20 then it did not support a masonry -
building, rather a perishable structure or ramada. From this point forward, I will call this platform the “southern’ -
terrace™ of Str 20. Not much matrix was removed nor many art:facts coilected since the foundation was clearly -
visible from the surface and the lot was not deep

Lot 2: Collapse debris. We are excavatmg on the eastern side of the unit, in front of the Str. 20 platform wall (Wall
1), to find the last courtyard plaza floor. The matrix is the same color as Lot 1; however, the coliapse stones consist.
of both river cobbles and dressed limestone. Terminated the lot arbitrarily at 20 cm below Lot I since we did not
find the plaza floor and were afraid that we had dug through it. Excavation revealed that the SE corner of Str. 20°s
platform consists of nicely faced limestone blocks., The eastem face of the southern terrace wall is defined only by a
smgle row of cobbles, 1rregularly placed :

Lot 3: Platform fill of southem terrace Smce it was dlff cult to ﬁnd the !ast courtyard we decrded to excavate
down into the core of southern terrace-1st. We figured it was an ephemeral, terminal phase structure and would sit
on this last plaza floor. The matrix was the co!or as that above it and it contained small to medrum—sazed cobbles as
fill. Excavated an arbltrary 20 cm of thts fill. :

Lot 4: Platform fill of southem terrace. Same as 1B3 Contmued to excavate the southern terrace 1st core, workmg '
from west to east toward the east and the low terrace wall. Terminated the lot at a plastered surface that we think
runs under the eastern terrace wall and out into the courtyard The eastern wall of the southermn platform sits on thls ;
surface, : : .

Lot 5: Eastern face of Structure 20's southern terrace wall and fill. Removed the ephemeral wall to understand the
extent of the plastered surface under the southern terrace. By doing so, the SE corner fagade 'of Structure 20°s
platform is clearly visible. The fagade is well constructed of three courses of dressed limestone blocks, and this is
clearly an earlier SE corner to Structure 20. Now, the plaster surface is fully exposed; but it does not look like a
floor, rather it is a slightly elevated surface located only in a portion of the exposed unit. This plaster surface is..
located along the southern fagade of Str. 20 platform extending from its SE corner to another N/S running wall
exposed in lot 3 near the western endwall of the unit (Wall 2). Patches of plaster is also found off this elevated
plaster “step™ to the south, and may be the last preserved floor of the southern terrace.
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Lot 6 Collapse onto the last courtyard floor (Sarne as B2) Contrnued to excavate down on the eastern side of Str
20's platform wall to find the courtyard floor, Matrix is brown 10YR 5/3 with rubble. Terminated at the ﬁrst
- courtyard plaster ﬂoor at 110to 114 cm bdB or 108 to 111 cm bdA. This well preserved courtyard floor is - ;
- associated with Floor 0inOp 4A2; however there lt was $0 badly darnaged there that 1t was only observed after- .
the-fact and i proﬁle = . :

Thls plaster ﬂoor is welI-below (30 cm) the plastered surfaces of the southem terrace-an Thls outsrde area or
activity space off the southern end of Str. 20 was raiséd uponalow terrace; which was plaster and stepped.
‘Therefore, although the ultlrnate ﬂoor of the southern terrace was never found earher surfaces appear to be formal
and nlcely built; T e : :

- Lot 7 Structure 20 15‘ core Large river cobb]es and some boulders Termmated lot arb1trarlly w1thout finding a
floor. Purpose of thls lot is to obtam a sample of ﬁll to date the constructron of Str 20 15’l S

4 Descr1be features by Iot # and correlate feature to stratlgraphy

| There were two roors Patlo Floor 0 (assxgued the narne glven to it'n Op 4A2) and Floor 1 of southern terrace-2nd
" They are not one-and-the-same. : The penultimate southern terrace of Str. 20 is 30 cm above the courtyard floor. The
courtyard ﬂoor is well preserved here unhke that founcl to the south whereas the terrace ﬂoor is patchy at best

_ The elevated plaster surface isa low feature no more than 8 cm above the terrace ﬂoor of southem terrace—2nd It is

nicely plastered and thus stands out sharply from the patchy terrace floor. It is about 50 em wide and 110 cm in

" length running from the SE corner of St 20 to Wall 2 to its west." This short N/S rurning wall miay be the eastern
face of another step up to Str. 20, or more: hkely a short outset eorner_for the ﬁ'ont starrcase Thls wall abuts the
southem wall of Str 20; but lacks a surface s R S

5 Correlate stratlgraphy and/or features to connguous unlts
Also see Umt surnrnarres for 4A C-D L

I T8

: Collapse i e ] 2 R
: -Courtyard FloorO Do Notexcavated, see bottom of 6

'6A Descrrbe arohltecture L

Southern Terrace. :. S

The ultimate phase of the southero terrace of St 20 contams loo 'rubble ﬁll bounded by a crudely constructed wall R :
.~ consisting of a smgle row of river cobbles. We never found. the last floor, as it was eroded away. We excavated PRI

only the eastern face of the terrace, so we cannot ‘comment on the southern facade of the terrace, - It dbuts the SE

© corner of Str. 20’s platform whlch d1Splays a mcely faced fagade of small dressed limestone blocks three courses -
high.  The penultlmate phase of the southern terrace is better constructed. Tetrace-2nd was approximately 30 cm '_ .
hlgh and exlubrted a plastered surface whrch near the platform was elevated 8 em and nicely plastered

6B. Descrlbe abutments (floor to wall . W lto wall etc) RS T ' ' : :

“Eastern fagade of the ultimate southern terrace abuts the SE corner of Structure 20’s platform The penultlmate

*“southern terrace also abuts the SE corner of Structure 20’s platforrn The ﬁrst courtyard patio floor may mun -
underneath the penultlmate terrace ﬂoor but thrs 1dea has yet to be tested : .

T DlsturbaucesfMlxmg None

8. Harrls Matrlx -- DIagram lots and create analytical umts in stratlgrapluc order (hst temporal phases if lcnown)
See master Harrls Matrrx for OP 4 SN - .




ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 Date_Jan. 27,2005
UNIT SUMMARY Recorded t by BhtzJWyman
Operation#____ 4 Unit C Lot Numbers__1-5 o
Unit Dimensions/Orientation: 22 oriented N-8-E-W_~

Datum B, located 150 cm from the NW corner and 274 c¢m from the NE corner of unit B. Itis 3 cm lower than
Datum A associated with Op 4A and 33 cm above the surface on top of Str. 20. :

Associated Structure(s)_Str. 20, Strs 19 to the South, and the northern courtyard

Dates Excavated 22 June 04 — 23 June 04

1. Unit descnptlon/locatlon This unit was placed munedlately to the west of Op 4B in an effort to trench across the
top of Str. 20°s southern terrace from east to west. :

2 ‘Excavation objectlve To find a stratified sequence of ﬂoors and bulldmg platforms like those found in OP 4B,
By trenching across Str. 20°s southern terrace from east to west, we mtght get a handle on the construction B
propertles of these bu1]d1ngs with river cobble walls and mbble cores.

3. Descnbe lots and correiate them to stratlgraphy, and dlscuss relatlonshtp of excavatlon techmque to stratlgraphy

Lot i: Humus and loose collapse debrls

Not much matrix was removed nor many artifacts col]ected since the foundatlon was clearly visible from the
surface. We appear to be at the top of Str 20°s platform along its southern end. The lot was not deep, about 10 cm at
the most inl the west. Lot was terminated at the discovery of several new walls. Apparently this building had several
different construction phases to it; in addition, we are excavating in an area where the eastern terrace or staircase ‘of
the building meets the platform, so what we may be looking atisa front stalrcase an outset-stalrcase addmon and a -
FOOm OF TOOMS On top the Str 20 1* platform. '

Lot2: F ill of southem terrace Ist off Str 20 same as 4B3 4 and 5 Removecl fill of the terrace-1st down to the same
level as the patchy plaster surface found at the bottoin of 4B5. Here we can see what appears to be a chamber,
possibly an outset staircase corner or step (in John Morris’s opinion), which is mcely built of dressed limestone
slabs, probably two cotirses high. Wall 2 in 4B forms the front or courtyard sidé of this rock chamber and Wall 3
forms the back of it. 1t abuts the southern wall of Str. 20’s platform, and the final side of the chamberis only 1
“black” or faced hmestone slab long Th:s sample is from the very SE comer of this unit outmde the chamber just
described. . . _ : :

Lot 3: ¥ill of Str 20-1*. A sample of platform fill. Dark 10 YR3/1 matrix with substantial graeel cobbles, rubble
and some dressed limestone blocks, which are probably mixed archltectmal debns from an earlier constmctmn '
stage ' :

Lot 4: Southern terrace-1st fill; same 4C2, except it lies on the western side of Wall 3. Wall 3 is probably a
composite of two walls. It forms the back of the outset staircase (as seen from 4C3), and then at a later time, it
appears to have been extended southward into the alley, possibly blocking access through the alleyway.

Forty cm of fill was removed to expose another N/S running wall (Wall 4) and possibly the southern endwall of Str '
20’s platform, Terminated the lot at the same level where the patchy terrace floor was found in 4BS5. Due to the
small confined area we are working in, it is difficult to determine if the terrace floor is there or not.

Lot 5: Fill of chamber or “outset corner staircase” or step. This material is from the chamber created by the
additjon of an outset corner to the front staircase. This outset corner is small in area: 80 cm N/S x 40 E/W. No
plaster or surface was found. The chamber became visible almost immediately, therefore it was just centimeters
below the surface. Inside this chamber, the corner formed by the southern edge of Structure 20 (Wall 1) and Wall 3
is clearly visible. Of course this makes the outset corner an addition, but it also demonstrated that the staircase
fagade was nicely faced with large cut-limestone blocks, not small facing stones.

4. Describe features by lot #, and correlate feature to stratigraphy: No features: just wall and corners.

5. Correlate stratigraphy and/or features to contiguous units:
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Also see Ur_alt summaries for 4A, C-D S : TS

Collapse: - v | Lo L 2,60 0 v T

{ Southern térrace -~ |3 A &S | D, 4
Southern terrace FI 1 ] a0 [ = e Not excavated
Outset staircase =/ [ | NA S0 5 :
Str. 20-1% e 7 R ETTIUTE IS SNSRI I A R
Courtyard Floor 0 277 | Not excavated - - - | Not excavated -

"6A; Descrlbe archxtecture : S : : S '
© The overall layout of the archltecture is not clear smce we are lookmg at such a small portron of the southem end of .
Structure 20. What is most clearly deﬁned is the southern face of Str 20°s- platform. Although I'm not certain, we
‘are probably lookmg at the southern face of an eastern staircase or possibly a broad eastem terrace of Str. 20. This
~ SE comer of the platform was later modified w1th the addition of a block or outset tucked into this corner formed by
- the platform and a blocking wall. that TAN ACross the alley (Wall 3. Tlus outset sits on the low, plastered southem

- : terrace as does the southern extensron of Wall 3 whlch may nin across the alley and abut Structure 19.

o Structure 20 1St 1tself was not excavated except for g sample (4C3) for datmg purposes but debrls was cleared from -
. the top of it. Still no final surface was found; A single line of dressed limestone blocks can be seen running N/S™ -
" across the unit (Wall 4), and may correlated o the eastern face of a double—faced spme wall located near the center

- ofthe p]atform IS : : o

Most of the stones used i the constructlon of.the Str, 20’s platforms and walls are dressed limestone and falrly easy L

to sort from the river cobble fill.. The “outset stalrcase” is mcely made usmg small dressed limestone blocks (at least - .

2 courses). The southern f'ag:ade of the eastern terrace or staircase is also well constructed with small dressed

L limestone blocks. However iri the northern proﬁle of the unit; you can see. that the size of the limestone blocks used

" smce we have not removed walls‘ e

' '_ .’? DlsturbanceslMlxmg Not much

to constriict the facade is much larger ‘behind (to the west) the outset, probably because this marks the transition
' ﬁ'om stalrcase to platform It is also poss:ble that thls marks the transmon pomt to an early platform ' '

"GB Descnbe abutments (ﬂoor o wall; Wall to wall etc) ; SR e " ' T
"Wall 2 (outset) abuts southern wall of Str 20’5_ platform as does Wall 3 All other abutments cannot be determmed

8. Harris Matrix -- Diagram lots'and create analytlcal umts in stratlgraphic order (llst temporal phases if known)
- See Master Harns Matrlx lllustratlon SRR : : .




ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 Date Jan. 27,2005

UNIT SUMMARY _ * Recorded by Bhtz/Wyman _

Operation# 4  Unit D&E Lot Numbers_ D12 &EI-4

Unit Dimensions/Orientation:__two 2x2 oriented N-S-E-W. : - e
Datum C, located 40 cm from the SW corner and 92 cm from the SE comer of the umt It is 52 cm lower than o
Datum B. Associated Structure(s) Str. 20 Strs 19 to the South, and the northern courtyard '

Dates Excavated 24 June 04

1. Unit description/location: Thesc contlguous unlts were placed to the west of Op4Cinan effort to trench across’
Str. 20°s southern terrace from east to west.

- 2. Excavation objective: To find a stratified sequence of floors and building platforms like those found inOP 4B..

By trenching across Str. 20°s southern terrace from east to west, we might geta handle on the construction
properties of these buildings with river cobble walls and rubble cores.

3. Describe lots and correlate them to stratigraphy, and discuss relationship of excavation technique to stratigraphy:

Unit D (represents the southwestern corner of Structure 20) : : :
Lot D1: Humus and loose collapse debris. Removed 10 to 15 cm of humus and collapse debrls Came down on.
what appears to be the back walls (Wall 6 and Wall 7) of Str 20 since there is little evidence of wa]l stones to the
west. Plaster can be seen near the back wall, at what appears to be a very high level.

Lot D2: Collapse Removed another 10to 15 cm to better deﬁne the back walls and understand the plaster Iti is. '
evident that the plaster is higher than the interior of the room to the south and bound by walls. Thus I assumeitisa.

bench. This bench was faced on the south and east with small dressed limestone blocks Plaster is thlcl(est near the - '

back edge and degrading near the front. The ‘back wall of Structure 20-1% consists of a single row of cobble-stones

and possibly some dressed limestone, from what little of it we can see without excavating it. The bench is outset, . :
further back than the area directly to the south of it, which we are assuming to be part of the back room here at the ..
SW corner of the building. This jog may indicate a late expansion or modification of this bench. It is also possible. -
that Walls 6 and 7 form the eastern and western faces of a double-faced wall running north/south However it:

does’t make much sense, since they are not parallel, rather they are off-set: Wall 7 to the north, and Wall § to the -

south. It is possible that Wall 7 continues south, and at the point where it becomes parallel to Wall 6, it forms a -
double-faced wall. But again, it doesn’t make much sense to have such a substantial wall blockmg the alleyway

Unit E, the most western 2x2 represents the back of Structure 20 with :ts rubble buttressmg e

Lot E1: Humus root zone.  Terminated lot at rubble spread evenly across the 2x2. No pattern of rock Wlthln rubble
thus it represents either collapse of back room of Structure 20 or the cobble-stone buttressing so commonly found
behind building at this site.

Lot E2: Rubble buttressmg or fill. Rough river cobbles no larger than 25cm w1th dark (IOYR 3/3) clay loam
matrix. This cobble filt slopes downward to the west

Lot E3: Rubb]e buttressmg or fill behind structure -- same as above Arbltrary 20 cm level Wrthm thlS mbble a
large portlon of a Belize red dish with notched basal angle was found broken. C

Lot E4: Rubble buttressing behind structure — same as above. This lot was terminated due to looters, Who.destroyed
the architecture exposed in the 2x8 meter trench over the weekend. The looters appear to have started at the eastern _
end of the trench and dug across to the west following the courtyard fleor, but never damagmg 1t

4. Descrlbe features by lot #, and correlate feature to strattgraphy
No features just wall and coruers,

5. Correlate stratigraphy and/or features to contiguous units:
Also see Unit summaries for 4A, C-D.
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iA__ [48 [4ac__[aD_ [ |

Collapse/Humus 1o 01, 2,60 ol o P2
| Southern terrace-Ist . . {NA - . 13;4, &5 | 2,4 .| Notexc. | NA -
Southern terrace Floorl Not exc. | Not ext.. | Not exc:'[ Notexc. | NA
“Outset” .- Con S ENA T NA D s s ENAT | NAs
Isr.20-1% -~ 77 INA 'Not'ertc’.'!. 3. | Notexc. | NA -
Rubble buttressing or fill | NA© - [[NA# = | NA- V| NA .- [2,3&4
Courtyard Floor 0 .- |27 2= [ 'Not'exe: /[ Not exc. 'Not exc’. Not exc.

- back wall is clearly visible aﬁer the removal of the humus root zone: Tq the west, in Unit E, is the rubble .
i : structure.
" whéreds, Wall's represents the front of the benich, But Wall 5 also may extend south from thé bench and form the

: : westem face of a doubIe faced wall The eastem face of thlS waIl Is probably Wall 4 encountered m Umt C

e Slnce we drd not excavate mto the archltecture our understandmg of the layout of thls butldmg is from lines of stone -

o . apart, ‘The spme wall ‘which Iorrgrnally thought was Walls 5 and 4, does not seem to correlate easily toa similar :
- set of foundatlons Rather than two separate cobble stone foundatlons or columns, there is a single massive column

L mtght be solely the front of the bench and the hne of stones to the south may be collapse

_ " represents either:1) a smgle L-shaped room with'a partition wall that forms a small ancrllary room to the south of'th
L bench or 2) two rooms one of whlch is sznall and appended Iater to the main rocm ccntalnlng the bench :

e See Master E—Iarrrs Matrlx 1llustratlon i

- Note NA—not apphcable because 1t is not present Not exc, “present but not excavated

6A Descrlbe archrtecture L S i : ' '
- Architecture founid in Unit D represents the back portton of Structure 20 near 1ts southwestern corner, Here the

buttressmg or fill packed up, agamst the back of the burldmg This buttressmg appears to be a common architectural -
feature durmg the Classm perlod at Actuncan and can be seen in Op 6, where we also excavated behmd a Iarge

. In this 2x2 there are 3 NIS:runnmg walls Walls 3, 6 and 7 Walls 6 and 7 represent the back walls of the burldtng, O k-

" seen after removable of the humus root zone and what we can see m the Iooters treuch From the surf'ace the back

_ represent what would have been seen above ground From the looter’ 5 trench it is clear to me that at some pornt i
- alongthe back of the: bulldmg Wall 7 and 6 was a double faced wall, since the cobblestone foundations are 60 cm " - s

- 'of boulders measuring; 80 wide; which most closely’ correlates with Wall 4 and possibly Wall 3. Therefore Wall 5

_ 'The bench sns :att e:bac _ of the burldrng, and is. formed by a chamber of small dressed llmestone slabs w1th a o
plastered top. How the bench is arranged wrthm a room is unknown at this’ time. The SE corner of the butldlng

The southem terrace p!astered surface ‘was not found in these umts however the hkehhood of ﬁndmg them was’

small sirice there was little area outside these rooms. - ‘Based on what we see in the profile of the looters trench, the
o courtyard plaza ﬂoor does not extend. into this area, rathier it can be seen tunning from Unit B into "Unit C underneath.

 the terrace p]atform and thc front eastern terrace or: staircase. The last courtyard floor ends approximately at the =+
ouitset or block, which means this eastern terrace or staircase was a very late addition, placed on the Late Class
~ (Samal) penod courtyard ﬂoor (4A2/3) durmg the Late Classic If (Hats Chaak) period. The western portlon of
. Structure 20; that which contains the bench, hkely predates the Late Classrc I and may contam an earher

: dattng to the Early Classrc_perlo L . : : : LR

B 6B Descnbe abutrnents (ﬂoor.to wall, wall to walI etc) See above S S
T Drsturbances/Mlxmg ‘Looters destroyed all architecture exposed in the trench above the 1ast courtyard :
the weekend of June 26 and 27 They came apparently at night, since they used. candles and dzsposed of their’ ﬂash
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B '_ George McGovem in 1993

'3 Descnbe lots and correlate tbem to stratr

L unlt very large rlver cobbles and boulders (sorne'_larger than 50 om on a srde) cover. the area. Cobbles seenat™

' '-ff matrix from around

o Samal/LCI in date)

o ._Lot'4 Burral 2 ‘Individual 0. Thrs isa very, humble bur1al (ifindeed itis a burlal), _]USt a can‘n of three ﬂat llmestone '_
- -_we found some srzable sherds:

L _’_more burlals in the westem 2/3"1 of the urut

'_ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 = : Date Jan 11 2005
- UNIT SUMMARY RV R UER R R i Recorded by LeCount
Operation # - 5 Umt o A" ' Lot Nurnbers 1 11
- Unit Dlmensaons/Orlentation - 2x2 N/S/EfW R : :
Datum A is a temporary datum is 93 cm from NW corner and 177 cm from NW corner near Juan s lane fence (north '
srcle) : : _ S L . RS . _

Assoc:ated Strueture(s) Structure 18 to north Dates Exeavated 26 May 04 to 9 June o4

- L Umt descnptron/locatron 2x2 meter test prts ]ust south of Rudy Juan s fence We are excavatmg in the lane.

The lane’s north fence line runs parallel along the southern walI of Structure. 18% platform We are 1mmedrately
east of McGovern’s 93A test pit.. The civic center is above us on top the modified ridge top. We are in this ravine
: and the slope contmues to the south and east beyond the lane into. the bush owned by Ramje Patel. ' '

2 Excavatlon objecttve To recover a large sample of Early Classrc sh"' ds from a trash deposrt first encountered by -

souss r 5 t'ons 1p of excavatlon technrque to strangraphy

s Lot 1: Humus root zone and rocky collapse from Structure 1.8. .T‘here are lots of art1facts mcluclrng groundstone and . ;
‘mary cobbles probably ﬁ'om the ﬁII of this stmcture' No dressed llm stone blocks but the rubble is very large 20 .

v Lot 2 More collapse South face of Structure 18 platform_ s clearly visible in’ northem stdewall Termmated the
lotata patch of cobble pavement near the platform wall in the NW corner of the unit: In the southern portlon of the

' ope and are thus lower 1u elevatron :

L encountered in lot 2, _
L jumble of river oobbles I appears ‘to me that the burial is almost 1mmed1ately uuder the collapse and possibly
-/ associated w1th an occupanon surface best represented by the patchy floor which OVerlays the trash (probably

' i dressed blocks’ and a few bones. Under the rocks we found atoothand a bone fragment Away from this caim, part -
ofa long bone was found to the east and to the west was another long bone -The burial was terminated at more .
. rocks, but around this slight depressron (20 crn deep) the yellowzsh brown matrlx can be seen. In the possrble prt

L ._-Lot 5 Mostly'trash :or mtdden (poss1b1y some'mixecl materlals frorn burrals) This lot was the ﬁrst level of trash
.. McGovern encountered In93A; Itis located soleiy on the westem sxde of the urut Intruswe into thrs materlal are’

LOL 6 Burral 2 Inleldual tis restlng prone and extended wrth 1ts head to the south ina stmple stone—lmed grave
The western srde of the grave is formed by a set of small uprlght limestone slabs and river cobbles. The gastern’ side -
. of the grave is poorly understood lineof river.cobbles, probably because of the close proximity of the second grave .
" (Individual 2) and the Jumble of Tiver cobbles that comprtse the eollapse of Structure- 18, The caim of dressed:
limestone rocks (5A4) was placed over this mdrvtdual 5 ohest and pelvrs Rather thari a separate cairn burial, ‘thes
- materfals might have formed part of the capstones covering this grave, and those bones identified as Individual 0-
L may aotually be part of Indmdual I Skeletal analys1s will solve thls 1ssue Crude flat rwer stones olearly_w e




placed on the body below the knees. There might have been more, but unfortunately it was difficult to dlstlngmsh
between stones associated with the- collapse debris and the capstones of the grave 1tself There are no grave-goeds to
speak of. : _ _

The context of th]s bur1a1 is unclear Based on the proﬁle drawmg, thls grave appears to have been dug late in the =
occupation of this site, since the south fagade of Structure 18 appears to have been cut to place this individual into
the trash. However, the individual’s toes were buried deeply into the north sidewall of the unit, and we had to . -
excavate into the unit’s side wall to recover these digits. At that point, we concluded that the burial was placed in
the midden before the platform wall was built over it. However, it must be remembered that the south platform wall -
angles sharply NE to SW, so that the lower extremities of Individual 1 may not intrude into the platform wall at all,
Rather this individual may have been buried just off the platform near the SE corner of the building. Materials .
associated with burial are ambiguous. Most of the material clearly dates to the Early Classic before the platform
wall was built in the Late Classic I. But some of the materials, such as a few lateral ridges and ashwares, also could
date to the Late Classic I phase. That would mean that all the Early Classic materials in the burial pit represent
redeposited midden placed in the grave when the Maya ciug down into the earlier strata to create, and ultnmately ﬁIl
this burial pit.- . - : .

Lot 7: This is the second individual associated with Burial 2, which was encountered under a rumble of stones . and
during the excavation of Burial 1, located in the eastern portion of the unit. However, after studying the profile of
the north side of the unit, it is clear that Burial 2 was placed in the grave at an earlier date than Individual 1, and that
the digging of Individual 1’s grave likely disturbed Individual 2’s grave located just to the east of it. Burial 2’s

grave was very modest indeed. Unlike Individual 1’s grave, no upright stones appear to line the sides of the pit,
although there are many un-modified river stones around the body and above it.- We did not find the eastern side of -
the “pit” mainly because there are no stones that line it, and also it appear that at least a portion of the pit runs into - _
the eastern sidewall of the unit. It looks to have been place in the refuse deposnt w1thout much preparatlon ofa plt :
There are no grave-goods to speak of.: Co s o : :

The mdwtdual Is posmoned w1th the head to the south and facmg east The body is Iaymg on 1ts right 51de ina
flexed position with the right hand just under the chin and the left hand and arm flexed outward away from the body -
The feet are under the wall of a building to the north. The cranium is in falriy good condmon poss:bly because it

was buried in midden soil rather than rocky filk . :

Lot 8 Ml.xed'context but mostly midden, The goal'of this lot was to remove a thin layer of material to clear away -
any contaminated material associated with the burials or the excavation of the burial. Matrix is lighter in color than
that above it (10YR 6/3 or 5/3 — yellowish brown to brown). '

Lot9: This is an arb'i'tra'ry 10 om level to remove refuse debris. The matrix is yellowish brown (10YR 5/4 or 6/4—
in proﬁle 7/3) with many small rocks and gravel. Abundant artifacts including obsidian, human bone, shell, and
ceramics. : '

Lot 10: This was intended to be an arbifrary 10 cm level of midden. However, the matrix has become progressively
harder and denser with less stone. It is somewhat darker than the matrix above it at 10 YR 4/3 or 6/3 (brown)
Artifacts are smaller in size and less numerous,

Lot 11: This is the bottom of the cultural matrix above the sterile clay. We assume this is occupation debris from
the initial use of this area. It is possible that it is also refuse washed or tossed down into this ravine from above.
Unlike the “midden” or refuse above it, it does not appear mixed or re-deposited, There are very large chunks of
carbon here with lots of jute — both big and small. Termmated lot at stiff yellow clay, very blocky.

4. Describe features by lot #, and correlate feature to stratigraphy:

The only features in this unit were the burials, All burials in this unit are labeled Burial 2 because at the time they
were first discovered, they appeared to be plaoed in the ground simultaneously; however, each was taken out as a
separate lot. Therefore the burials are numbered as follows: 5A4-B2 — Individual 0; 5A6-B2——Individual 1; and
SA7-B2—Individual 2. Clearly there are two individuals represented here, and possibly a third (5A4-B2). After
excavation, it was discovered that Individual 1 and Individual 2 were placed in the ground in two separate actions. -
Individual 1 was interned later in time (possibly in the late Early Classic — Tzokol 3 or possibly in the Late Classic I
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after the structure ‘was bu1lt) than Indmdual 2 (possﬂJIy early o mld Early Classm) and they recetved very different
. burial treatments. Individual 1 wasplaced’ prone with head to the south in'a simple stone lined grave with some
capstones of dressed limestone slabs and flat river cobbles. Some of the river cobbles lining the pit were also qmte '
flat and placed uprlght The bottom of the grave appeared unprepared. Individual 2 was placed in the midden at an. -
earlier time without a stone-lined grave, probably just a shallow pit dug into the soft trash.” Some flat river cobbles  :
were placed on parts of the body, particularly the feet. Like Individual 1, the position ‘of the head was to the south,
but the body was lying flexed on its right side. . Individual 0 may represent parts of Individual 1 since these bones
- were found immediately above Individual 1 commmgled with a triad of dressed limestone slabs placed above its .

pelvis. If individual 1 was interned after the construction of Structure 18, then the md}vrdual was buned _]ust off the
southeast comer of the platforrn No bunal good to speak of. ; S SEN :

5. Correlate stratlgraphy andfor features to contlguous umts

6A Descnbe architecture' e SR ' ' : S ' SRR
" The southern wall of Str 18’ platform is barely VlSlblB in the NW srdewal] of the untt It is represented bya smgle .

- dressed. limestone block probably because the platform is angling NE to SW and the NE corner of the platformis.
buried north of us ‘and we just caught this wall in the profile: However, in the northern side of McGovern's 93A pit,

the platform wall appears 10 more than three courses high, The stones are crudely shaped and stacked, See the -
" summary of 5B for a more complete descriptton of this wall; however, we can see from excavation of the platform
“wall i in5B that the foundation stones form'a single line of large flat, shaped river cobbles — approx. 25 X 10 cm ln

e 51ze over whtch 21 courses of smaller hmestone dressed stone were placed

- 6B Descnbe abutments (ﬂoor to wall wall to wall etc) : ' :
There is only one abutment; the south pIatform wall of Structure 18 and the patch of exterior cobble pavement seen
at the bottom of 5A2. Since we did not remove the wall, it is 1mp0551bie to understand if this pavement was built -

. before or after the constroction of the wall in this area. However, it is clear that the pavement sits atop the midden.

* From excavations in 5B, we know that a imilar pavement as subfloor ballast exists there undér a patch of plaster L

L “patio™ floor. Jnst_above the midden.  In that locatton the plaster ﬂoor abuts the wal] and does not run under it"And -
Sl the platform wall 's sunk lnto the rmdden L - : SRR : : :

7. D1sturbances/M1xmg The anc1ent Maya really dug mto the rmdden for these bunals tree roots are falrly L
eontamed and COWS have created amce path in thlS area. oo S

. 8 Harrls Matr1x - Dlagram lots and create analyncal umts in stratlgraphlc order (ltst temporal phases 1f known)

~ Collapse

"'5A3 | | 5A4=5A6 | Burial 2/Individuals 0+1 & Disturbance = LC

[5A7}1] [sA5=5AB=5A0]1]  Burial 2/individual 2 & Refuse.

S5A10 ... Occupation/Refuse (upper).. = - EC .. -

| 5A11]  OccupationiRefuse lower) - EC




ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 - Date Jan 13, 2005_
UNIT SUMMARY Recorded by I.eCount
Operation#____ 5 Unit B Lot Numbers 1-10

Unit Dlmensmns/Or!entatton - 2x 2 N/S/EIW '

Datum . _temporary datum is same as 5A, near Iua.n s lane fence (north 31de)

Assocrated Structure(s) Structure 18 to north__ Dates Excavated 10 June 04 17 June o4

1. Umt descr:ption/loeatron 2x2 Theter test pits just south of Rudy Juan’s fence We are excavating in the lane

The lane’s north fence line runs parallel along the southern wall of Structure 18's platform. We are immediately
west of McGovern’s 93 A test pit. The civic center is above us on top the modified ridge top. We are in this ravine .
and the slope continues to the south and east beyond the lane into the bush owned by Ramje Patel '

2. Excavation ob}ectlve T recover a large sample of Early Classre sherds ﬁ'om a trash depos1t first encountered by
George McGovern in 1993. Because 5A had so many burials, and much of the mldden was mlxecl w1th them we
decided to excavate here to get a larger sample. s

3. Descnbe lots and correlate them to stratlgraphy, and discuss relatmnshlp of excavation techmque to stratlgraphy

Lot 1: Humus root zone and rocky collapse from Structure 18. Many artifacts including slate and groundstone plus
cobbles probably from the fill of this structure. No dressed l1mestone blocks, but the rubble is very large 20 to 300
cm on a side. Terminated lot at rock fall.

Lot 2: More collapse. South face of Structure 18s platform is clearly visible in'northem'sideWall “The metrix is "
dark — 10YR 4/3 brown: Here, these dressed limestonie block in the rubble. Terminated the lof after we elearly
uncovered the top of the platform (or what remains of it) and at more rock collapse. Collapsed core is seen’ -
throughout the southern part of the unit below the wall. Cobbles are the unexcavated collapse debns that has P
tumbled down slope, and are thus lower in elevatton than those we removed upslope ' R .

Lot 3: Collapse. We removed large un-modified river cobbles from below the south platform wall, The matrix
itself is still brown (10YR 4/3). Terminated lot at small pebble ballast or occupation surface (associated with 5A3 '?)
that spreads out from the wall toward the southern end of the unit. At the southern end however, I think there is still
collapse or maybe disturbance because the soil is sofier and the pebble surface is patchier. :

Lot 4: Small pebble ballast to the south of Structure 18" platform wall. This ballast is fairly thick (between 5 and 7
cm) and accordmg to my Iab notes, contains early Late Classic I sherds. '

Lot 5: Platform fill behind southern wall of Structure 18. Fill matrix is llght in co[or (10 YR 6/4 light yellowish'
brown) and friable. Artifacts are small, but lithics are abundant. Foundation stones are very large 25 cm x 10 cm
dressed limestone blocks, which were laid in a single row. Stacked on top of them are smaller dressed limestone .
blocks.  Two courses remain. Sherd material is mixed Late Classic I'and lots of Early Classic material, presumably
scrapped up from around the area. We terminated lot at the base of the foundation stones. While cleaning up -
around the wall, we found the remnants of a nice plaster patio floor, this floor is presumably associated with the
ballast found “above” it in lot 5B4. The plaster floor was preserved here because it was near the structure wall and
upslope. The ballast we removed as 5B4 was from down slope where the plaster floor was eroded and poorly _
preserved : :

Lot 6: Patio floor and foundation stones of Structure 18’s platform wall. The platform wall and the p!aster floor
appear to have been built simultanecusly. The floor abuts the platform wall near the top of the foundation stone,

The foundatlon stones look like they site on the Early Classic refuse, however, in Dan’s proﬁies he shows them cut L

into the refuse depos:t Sherd materials look identical ta 5BS.
Lot 7: Arbltrary 10 cm level of Early Classic trash deposit taken from across the entire 2x2. Matrix is brown (IOYR '

5/3) with lots of artifacts including human bone, obsidian, shell and ceramics. Terminated the lot at what appeared
to be a compact surface near the northern sidewall and an upright limestone slab. We feared another burial;
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however, no dlstmct pattern. of bones or stones could be drscerned Howaver thrs compact surface does hint to the
fact that the trash deposnt mlght be stratlf ed. .

"Lot 8 Another arb1tra1y 10 cm level in the Early Classrc trash Matnx is llghter in color — 10YR6/6 browmsh
~ yellow. Thereis gravel and construction debris throughout matmc and sherds are qurte ]arge and abundant Nearly
- 10 bags of art1facts were recovered : . i : S . R A

* Lot 9 Another arbrtrary lO t0.15 em level m the trash lt is the same matrrx as above but possrbly hghter m color
Large carbon sample was taken and there isa lot of human bone commg up m random spots.

- Lot 10: Stlll trash Matrrx is becommg harder and more compact Artrfact densrty dropped off srgmﬁcantly from '
prevrous level. Size of sherds also decreased. But the color is still the same as the lot above it., Weareatthe -
bottom of the trash. We termmated lot at the darker (more yellow1sh brown matrix alsc seen in SAl 1) elay loam

' 4 Descrlbe features by lot # and correlate feature to stratlgraphy

o No f‘eatures exeept for archrtecture

"5, Correlate strat:graphy andfor features to contlguous umts

' 5A1=5BI- Humus": :
5A2=5B2&3 Collapse of LCI Structure 18 SR ' .
5A3=5B4 - - LCI occupation surface/pebble ballast Assocratlon is ahypothesrs only' o
" 5A8=5B7&8  Early Classic trash: .« - ol R S L
5A9=589 “Early Classic trash™ -

':_ SAlO—SBIO earher EarIy Classrc trash o

6A Describe archttecture See lot 5B5 L SRR
6B. Describe abutments (floor to wall, wall to wal] etc} See lot 5B6 descrlptlon B
' 7 DlsturbanceslMlxmg Not much except tree roots Rt ) .

8. Hams Matnx - Dlagram lots and create analytlcal um‘r.s in stratlgraphlc order (hst temporal phases rf known)

LCHLGH -

588|1 |586|1]|5B4]1| Str. 18 Platform Fill & Wall, Patio Floor & Ballast LGl |
lsBr| . " Refuse . . EC

| 5B8=5B9=5B10 _ '_"Oc’eu_'pation'LayerlRefuse L . Ec |
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ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 .. Date Feb.2,2005_ .

UNIT SUMMARY L Recorded by Jfohn Blitz_-

Operation# . 6 Umt A o - LotNumbers  1-7 .. R

Unit Dimensions/Orientation:__2x2 orlented N-S-E-W __

Datum A, located 2.18 meters south from the center point of the 2x2's southem srdewall Datum is therefore located
at the top of Str. 41 near the northern edge of the platform

Associated Structure(s)_Str. 41

Dates Excavated 2 June 04-10 June 04

1. Unit description/location: The unit is located immediately off the top of the p}atform 1o the north on the battened
slope. . :

2. Excavation objective: We are excavating here on the backside of this building to f nda stratrﬁed sequence of
floors and hopefully trash thrown off the back.

3. Describe [ots and correlate them to stratigraphy, and discuss relat.io'n'sh.ip of excavation téchnlque to sh'ctigraphyi'

Lot 1: Surface and collapse. Large cobbles and rubble found on surface and down-slope. Only three cobbles
appear to be dressed limestone, the rest are river cobbles up to 25 cm in length, Matrix is dark (10YR 3/1 clay.
loam), however, there is mainly just rock here. Abundant artifacts include obsidian blade fragments, sherds, and
metate fragments; these materials represent household trash. Lot termmated arbitrarily since collapse contlnucd
downward wrthout discernable change in composition or color

Lot 2: Loose rubble fill or collapse Cobbles and mbble with few dressed stones. Matrix is still dark clay loam with
some décomposed limestone flecks and artifacts: ceramics, obsidian, jute, daub and boné. Lot terminated arbm'anly
since rubble continues downward. Rubble is so dense that many are left in place along the southern edge of the unit
so that the building won’t fall in on us.

Lot 3: Rubble fill or collapse. Same as above. Bits of plaster scattered across unit and some burned plaster and
daub. ‘Some plaster fragments are 5 to 7 cm in size and indicate than the summit building may have burnt in the '_ '
past. Most of the rock is packed agamst the building foundation, while the southern portion of the unit does not .
have many cobbles. Here the matrix is looser, decomposmg limestone and much hghter in color (10YR 4/3) than o
the clay loam fill or battemng :

Lot 4: Laose rubble ﬁll Another 20 cm level of cobble ﬁll This matenal is quite loose and therefore a slrghtly
different fill episode. Matrix is clay loam 10YR 5/3, therefore lighter in color than that above it. Terminated the Tot
at Floor 1. To the north, massive stones are lying on this floor extending across the unit from west to east. This line
of stones must be the battened fagade foundation used to retain the cobble buttressmg below the last constructron '
assocrated with Structure 41,

In all, this b'attened cobble fagade and fill is approximately 40 cm thick at its deeoest point near the southern end
wall (immediately below Structure 41 on top the platform).

Lot 5: Big rock fill. This lot is in the northern third of Unit 6A. It consists of river cobble and rubble of variable
sizes up to 30 cin in length that was left in place while excavation continued to the south. Matrix surrounding the
cobbles and rubble is clay loam, 10YR 4/3, with some decomposed limestone, Lot 5 is below Lots 6A1-2 and to the
south of 6A3-4. Thus the division between 6A5 and 6A3-4 is arbitrary, Lot 5 is approx. 40 cm thick. Terminated the
lot at Floor 1. Ceramic and stone artifacts recovered. '

Lot 6: Plaster floor and sub-ﬂoo_r ballast fill. This lot consists of the plaster floor (Floor 1) in Unit 6A, plus.the
additional underlying ballast fill layer of small gravel/cobble stones (I-25 ¢m in size). Floor 1 is white plaster 4 cm
thick. Floor buckles downward in the N1/2 of unit. Floor 1 is clean without any inclusions. Floor 1 rests on ballast
fill layer of decomposed limestone, gravel/cobles, with ceramic and stone artifacts, Matrix of ballast layer is
10YR4/3 Ballast layer is 10-15 cm thick. Lot was terminated upon discovery of a sascab floor below ballast layer.
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“Lot.7 _ascab ﬂoor and sub-ﬂoor cobb]e and rubble fill Lot7isa poorly preserved sascab floor (Floor 2} Floor 2
s preserved only in patches but extends across entire unit 6A. Floor 2 is 3'cm thick. Fill layer below Floor 2+
onsists of decomposed limestone, gravel and cobbles up to 25 cm, and larger undressed stones up to 40 cm. Matrix -

rests orr yellow clay layer Lot 7 termmatecl at yellow clay layer presumed to be stenle

5 Correlate stratlgraphy and/or features to contlguous units: Also see Urut summarres for 4A C—D

GA'

Collapse/Hurnus I
Loose rubble fill or collapse 2,34 |- S
| Bigrock fill i LR
| Floor 1/sub-floor ballast fill |6 | "
Floor 2/sub-floor cobble fill }7. - |-

- Note::: NA=not applrcable because it is not present - ' a
Not exc. "present but not excavated

6A Descrrbe archltecture : Lo : ' o
. There is no formal archrtecture to be seen in thls unrt what we have is the followmg temporal sequence cobble _
* stonie rubble or fill, followed by the first plaster floor and its ballast, followed by a second floor of packed sascab on
_ the north side of stmcture Laymg on Floor 1 is a line of very large limestone blocks at the SE corner of the 2x2
" Currently, that lme of blocks is poorly understood, so a more detailed description will follow in the next units. We
expanded this unit in an attempt to address architectural aspects discovered, or not discovered in this unit. A more
complete descrlptton wrll be provrded m the followmg unit summarres (B C D and E) after more mformatlcn 1s
collected ' S : S . D : I :

S Here IWant to clarrfy the drfference between what We are callmg platform ﬁil versus platform battenmg Platform
-~ fill consists of very large river cobbles and boulders packed tightly together with little matrix in between. Itis best
seen d:rectly undemeath the superstructure wall of Str. 41 resting on the top of the platform; however, the platform '
~ isnot umformly built. Accordmg to Dr, Blitz, large stone fill alternates with loose fill that has less rock. Finally,

“of sub-floor fill layer is I0YR 5/4, clay loam, with ceramic and some artifacts. Fill layer is approx 30 om ﬂuck and

near the outer edge of the platform is what we are callmg battenmg Battemng 1s looser matertal strll mostly rrver R

iy

once was the backing to a stone fagade. However it is entirely’ posmble that this battening is collapse commg down
- from the structure on top the_ burldmg But no matter what mterpretanon is correct we wrll now try to separate it
ﬁ'om the actual platform ﬁll : . :

' _'6B Descnbe abutments (floor to wall wall to wall etc) No abutments to be descrlbed at thls pornt
R DrsturbanceslMlxmg None noted o : S
: _8 Hams Matrut = Dragram lots and create analytrcal uruts in stratrgraphlc order (lrst temporal phases if knowa) SR

6B1=6A1=6D1=6C1=6E1| " Humus/Collapse =~ Mixed TC + LCII
- {BB226A2=6A3=6A4=6C2=6C3=6EI=6E3 | Rubble F)ll!Collapse G e

s Tl

oy . T —

et . —
L et . : Te—m

¥ S'uh}Platfor'm_'Fill L_C_Il Refuse on F[oor1 - EC

e | F_l_oor"l_l:S't_rb-Flo_Or Ballast = S EC/TLF

685=6A7= ecs-—ece 'ecr " Floor 2/Sub-Floor Cobble Fill . LF

. Sterile Natural Clay Stratum




ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 - Date Feb.2,2005.

UNIT SUMMARY Recorded by Fohn Blitz

Operationft 6 Unit B Lot Numbers__1-5____

Unit Dimensions/Orientation: - - 2x1 oriented 1 m N/S and 2mE-W

Datum A, located 0.18 meters south from the center point of the 1x2’s southem srdewall Datum is therefore located .
at the top of Str. 41 near the northern edge of the platform : : :

Associated Structura(s) Str. 41

Dates Excavated 3 June 04-25 June 04

1. Unit descrrptronflocatron The umt is located unmedrately off the top of the platform to the north on the battened -
slope This unit is rmmedrately sonth of 6A toward the top of the platform : '

2. Excavatlon objectwe. We are excavatmg here to find the base of the structure on top the platform so we can
understand the rubble in Op 6A. We expected to find a “typical” platform with vertical retaining walls, but there
were none. What we found was slopmg rubble, possrbly plastered and buttressed at the base by a few very large
foundation stones. : : : . :

3. Describe lots and correlate them to strangraphy, and dlscuss relatlonshlp of excavanon techmque to stratlgraphy

Lot i Surface ancl collapse Dark (IOYR 3/ 1) matrix with abundant rock, cobbles ancl artlfacts Southern wall
(Wall 1 on lot forms) of Structure 41-1* is clearly visible running east to west across the unit. Three courses of
stones are visible, but a small tree has disturbed the wall. Wall 1 stones are large dressed limestone blocks that stand
out from the cobble battening. : :

Lot 2: Loose rubble fill or collapse Rubee and cobbles eroding down slope Many artrfacts meludmg shell, bone,
metate fragments, obsidian blades. Same as 6A2. S

Lot 3: Large rock fill. Same as 6AS. Large rock fill that is packed up against the back of this building, Some river:
cobbles are more than 25 cm in length. Terminated Iot at Floor 1. This lot and 6A5 are similar in that they are
mostly rock; however, 6A3 and 6A4 are Jooser fill without as much rock. We have yet to figure out why this is so.
If the sloped fagade was originally faced with stone, then the fill directly behind the faoade may have been looser :
than that which supported the weight of the superstructure :

Lot 4 Plaster floor and fill. Thick pIaster floor (Floor 1) and sub-floor ballast fill layer consisting of decomposmg s
limestone and gravel and cobbles. This is the same floor and ballast fill layer as in 6A6. Rock in this ballast is much
smaller than the cobble buttressing. Cobbles are less than 10 cm in length.

Lot 5: Sascab floor and fill. A poor]y preservecl packed sascab floor (Floor 2), about 3 cm thick, is directly below
Lot 4. Beneath Floor 2 is a fill layer of gravel and cobbles less than 20 cm in size. Matrix of fill layer is 10 YR 5/4,
clay loam, with decomposed limestone and few artifacts. Lot 5 js the same as strata in 6A7, although cobble size
somewhat smaller. Lot 5 rests on sterile yellow clay. Limit of excavation in Unit 6B. :

5. Correlate stratigraphy and/or features to contiguous units:

o 6A 6B
Collapse/Humus 1 |1
Loose rubble fill or collapse | 2,3,4 | 2
Platform fill (only) 5 3
Floor 1/sub-floor ballast fill | 6 4
Floor 2/sub-floar cobble fill | 7 5

Note:  NA=not applicable because it is not present
Not exc.=present but not excavated

6A. Describe architecture: Although the sequence of cobble fill and floors are the same as what we saw in Op6A
(platform fill, Floor1, Floor 2 and sterile clay soil on north side of Str 41} in this unit we can see the northern fagade
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of the superstructure whrch sits on the cobble pIatform We drd not excavate the wall rather we leﬁ 1t mtact very -
near. the southern edge ofthe 1x2 g S N _ : . SR

Southem face of Sir. 41 In thls unrt we see a 2 merer stretch of thrs faeade It is composed of stacked Iarge

- (average size approx. 25x15 cm) cut-limestone blocks three courses high (possrb]y more). There is a small tree -

growing up beside’it partlally destroymg the wall:. This line of stone, which we assume to be one of two faces ofa.
double-faced superstructiire wall, sits on the cabble fill wrth 10 sign ofa plaster living surface. This wall face is 30

- cm high. Although the cobble fill is. mamly composed of tiver cobbles less than 25 cm in diameters, some of the

" on monumental archltecture

largest river boulders found in the cobble fill dlrectly underneath thls bulldmg are extremely large, upwards of 30 _
cm in diameter.'As one moves towards what would have been the exterior edge of the platform, the cobbles become -
smaller. The slope of the platform’ (at the back of the buiIdmg) consists of loose rock, decomposing limestone, and
fill matrix. Itis possible that thls platform dlsplayed & “plastered” sIope remrmscent of a battened block facade seen

- 6B Descrlbe abutments (ﬂoor to wall

Ilto Wa!],etc) See d_rlitISurnrneries' for 6D and 6E_,- .
' 7 Dlsturbances/Mlxmg None noted

8. Harrls Matrlx -- Dragram lots and create analytrcal uruts m stratrgraphrc order (hst temporal phases if known)
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ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 © Date Feb.2,2005__

UNIT SUMMARY ' " ‘Recorded by John Blitz_
Operation# 6 Unit C Lot Numbers_ -7

Unit Dimensions/Orientation: __3x2m oriented 3m N-S & 2m EW_ .

Datum A, located .18 meters south from the center point of Op 6B’s southern sidewall. Datum is therefore Iocated
at the top of Str. 41 near the northern edge of the platform :
Associated Structure(s) Str. 41

Dates Excavated 7 June 04-28 June 04

1. Unit description/location: The unit is Iocated lmmedtately off the top of the pIatform and lmmedlately adjacent _
(east) of 6A,B. .

2. Excavation ob_]ectlve To follow the faeade of 5t, 41 and to understand the line of stones that mlght fonn a
platform fagade found in Op6A. .

3. Descrlbe lots and correlate them to stratlgraphy, and dlscuss relationshlp of excavation techmque to stratlgraphy

Lot 1: Surface and collapse Dark (10YR 3/1) clay loam mamx w1th abundant rock, cobbles and artlfacts
Southern wall (Wall 1) of Structure 41-1% is clearly visible running east to west into the unit. Wall stones are three
courses of large dressed limestone blocks that stand on top the cobble battening.

Lot 2: Loose rubble fill (possibly collapse). Lot 2 is below Lot 1 in the northern 1/3 of 6C. We left intact the large
cobble fill of the platform; so this lot represents matrix that is looser than the compact platform fill. Thus 6C2is |
most equivalent to 6A3-4; not 6A5 which is the actual platform fill. Rubble and Iarge cobbles (mostly under 25 cm
but some up to 30 cm) were eroding down slope. Ceramic and stone artifacts recovered. One of the reasons Lot 2
was confined to this portion of the unit was a cluster of stones first thought to be a feature, but instead proved to be-
where Floor 1 slumped down. Thus Lot 2 rests on plaster Floor 1, which itself has collapsed downward. Lot 2 -
terminated at Floor 1. :

Lot 3: Rubble fil. Lot 3 is a portion of the rubee/cobble fill in the southem 1/2 of Unit 6C. Cobbles are about 10-

20 cm in size. As with Lot 2, we took out Lot 3 separately from the rest of Unit 6C because clusters of large cobbles -

running east-west across unit (labeled large stone fill 1 and 2 on forms) suggested possible architectural surfaces or
glements. We now think that Lot 2 (and equivalent loose matrix and cobble stones in Unit 6A,B) is fill behind a’
stone battening, whereas Lot 3 is actual platform fill. Both lots are associated with the platform but may represent -
different construction techniques. Lot 3 is adjacent (east) and equivalent to 6B2, and exterior (outside) and down.
slope to Wall 1 and large stone fill 1. Lot 3 matrix is clay loam 10YRS5/3. Ceramics and lithics present, Lot 3
terminated upon encountering large cobbles up to 25 cm in size (large stone fill 2).

Lot 4: Plaster floor and sub-floor ballast layer. Op6C4 is below 6C3 in the northern ¥ of Unit 6C. To the south is
the platform fill that was left intact. The plaster floor is Floor 1 previously detected in Ops 6A-B, and is composed
of white plaster 4 cm thick. Ballast below Floor 1 is composed of gravel/cobbles mostly less than 10 cm in size;
ballast layer was 10-15 cm thick. Ballast layer was exposed but not excavated in east %2 of Lot 4. Matrix in ballast
layer is clay loam and decomposed limestorie 10YRS5/3, with small amount of ceramics. Because the south 2 of 6C
below Lot 3 is a layer of large stone fill used to buttress wall 1, it was left in place, thus Lot 4 is that part of Floor 1
exposed when the large stone fill was removed in the northern %2 of Unit 6C. Lot 4 terminated at Floor 2.

Lot 5: Sascab floor and filt. Lot 5 is the poorly preserved sascab floor (Floor 2), previously encountered in Op 6A-
B. Lot § is that portion of Floor 2 in the northwestern % of Unit 6C. Thickness was no more than 5 cm. Matrix was’
packed sascab with some small gravel inclusions and ceramic artifacts. Lot terminated on removal of floor and
exposure of sub-floor fill layer.

Lot 6; Ballast fill layer. Lot 6 is the ballast fill layer, 20-cm thick, directly beneath Lot 5, in the northwestern % of .
Unit 6C. Lot 6 is clay loam, small gravel, and decomposed limestone matrix 10YR 5/4, with ceramic and stone
artifacts. Some large cobbles up to 20 cm in size were found at the interface of the yellow clay layer. Lot terminated
at the sterile yellow clay. :
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| 6B°
Collapse/humus G Sl D | 1
Loose rubble (batteanck) and ﬁll 2,3,4’,5 212
Platform fill'only. - : s 33
| Floor: 1/sub-floor bailast ﬁll” 6 : 4 |4
Floor 2/sub-floot cobble fill 7. -5 15,67

- :NA=not applicable because it is not present
Not exc —present but not excavated

Note:’

6A. Descnbe archltecture Cobble battemng, rubble/gravel/cobble fill, one plaster ﬂoor one sascab ﬂoor two sub-"
ﬂoor bal]ast layers sequence exposed at north srde of stmcture : :

6B Descrrbe abutments (ﬂoor to wa]i wall to wal] etc) See 6D and 6E -
- 7 Dlsturbances/l\/flxmg None noted

o i 8 Hams Matnx - Dlagram !ots and create analytlca! unlts in stratlgraphrc order (hst temporal phases 1f known)
s See Master Harrls Mamx for Op 6 RO : : .
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ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 " Date_Feb. 9,2005_

UNIT SUMMARY o Recorded by John Blltz

Operation # 6 Unit D Lot Numbers_ 1-3

Unit Dimensions/Orientation:  2x1m oriented 1m N-5§ & 2m E-W

Datum A, located .18 meters south from the center point of Op 6B’s southern 51dewall Datum is therefore located -
at the top of Str. 41 near the northern edge of the platform. o

Associated Structure(s)_Str. 41

Dates Excavated_11 June 04-14 June 04

1. Unit description/location: The unit is located lmmedlately north of 6A off the platform of Str. 41

2. Excavation objective: To follow the line of massive stones encountered on Floor 1 of Op 6A and fmd in situ
floor deposits. : : : . :

3. Describe lots and correlate them to stratigraphy, and discuss relationship of excavation technique to stratigraphy:

Lot 1: Surface and collapse. Dark (10YR 3/1) clay loam matrix with abundant rock, cobbles and artifacts, The
massive stone found in Op 65/6 is actually a line of cut-limestone blocks running at a diagonal across the unit (Wall
2). This line of stone is one course wide and one course high. Terminated lot at base of stones, without finding
Floor 1. : :

Lot 2 Refuse This lot is the materlal that is found to the north of the massive lme of stone in other words it is not
platform fill but material deposited behind the house and down the slope of the platform. Matrix is brown (10YR
5/3) and full of very large sherds, obsidian blades, conch shell and other very nice artifacts (jade bead?). Floor I
does run underneath and extend beyond this massive cut-limestone wall (which might be the foundation of fagade
retaining wall), so this material was deposited after the construction of Wall 2. Wall 2 consists of very large dressed
limestone blocks measuring 15 cm thick, 50 to 55 cm in length, and 20 to 25 cm wide. So far 4 of these massive
stones are visible. Floor 1 in this area is very patchy, and not well preserved presumably because it was the ultimate
living surface in this area, even though it is older than the substructure.

Lot 3: Refuse Very similar to 6D2 in color and texture, but in this lot we continued to excavate downward to
through patchy floor (Floor 1) expecting to find subfloor ballast overlaying Floor 2. But no! Terminated lot a large
stones which rest on sterile stiff yellow clay (same as that found in 6A7). So in this area, there is no Floor 2, and
very little ballast associated with Floor 1. Terminated unit at sterile clay

5. Correlate stratigraphy and/or features to contiguous units:
Also see Unit summaries for 6A, C-D.

: 6A 6B | 6C 6D | phase
Collapse/humus 1 1 1 I Terminal & Late Classic
Loose rubble fill or battening back | 2,34 | 2 2.3 NA | Same as above?
Platform fill only - 5 3 NA | Late Classic ]I
Refuse : NA | NA | NA | 2,3 | Early Classic
Floor 1/sub-floor ballast ﬁll 6 4 4 3 T. Late Formative?
Floor 2/sub-floor cobble fill 7 5 5,6,7 | NA | Late Formative

Note:  NA=not applicable because it is not present
Not exc.=present but not excavated

BA. Describe archltecture :

Wall 2 consists of single course of very large dressed hmestone blocks measurmg 15 cm thick, 50 to 55 cmin
length, and 20 to 25 cm wide. (also see 6A5/6). Exposed four of these massive stones running diagonally E/W
across unit. This line of stone is one course wide and one course high. This line of stones might be the foundation of
the platform fagade or retaining wall. It is located 2.2 meters in horizontal space from the north fagade of Str. 41 on
top the substructure. As currently interpreted, the platform is composed of a solid large cobble-fill {labeled fill 1 in
the original field notes) and a looser, smaller cobble fill (labeled fill 2 in the original field notes). It is speculated
that the looser, smaller cobble fill is the backing for a stone fagade (see Lotsen and Pendergast), which has been
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"~ robbed aWay eXcept. 'for'. the foundation stones. At Floor 1, , the retaining wallis 1 rneter away from the large-cobble
-~ fill, 2.2 meters away from the northern fagade of Str. 42, and approxunately I meier down from the top surface of
_ the platform (as estimated from exposed superstructure) R S -

' Floor 1 in tl‘llS area is very patchy, and’ not well preserved presumably because it was the ultlmate lwmg surface i
' this area, even though it is older than the substructur Floor 1 runs undemeath and extends beyond this massive:
cut—lrmestone wall. ST R Lol .

' GB Descnbe abutrnents (floor to wall wall to wall etc) None

:_ 7. Dlsturbancesmemg None noted o :

. 8 Harns Matrlx - Dlagram lots and oreate analytrcal umts m stratlgraphrc order (I1st temporal phases if known)
See Master Harris Matrix for Op 6 PR _ S : :
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ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 - Date Feb. 14,2005

UNIT SUMMARY _ - " Recorded by John Bhtz

Operation# 6 Unit E Lot Numbers__1-4 -

Unit Dimensions/Orientation;__2x1m oriented 1m N-S§ & 2m E-W . ' a

Datum A, located .18 meters south from the center point of Op 6B’s southem 51dewa 1. Datum is therefore located :
at the top of Str. 41 near the northern edge of the platform - : -

Associated Structure(s) Str, 41

Dates Excavated_14 June 04-15 june 04

1. Unit description/location: The unit is located immediately east of 6D off the platform of Str 410

2. Excavation objeotwe To follow the line of massive stones encountered on Floor r of Op 6A and 6D, and ﬁnd in -
situ floor deposns . _

3, Descrlbe lots and correlate them to strangraphy, and discuss relatlonshlp of excavation teohmque to stratlgraphy

Lot 1: Surface and collapse Dark (10YR 3/1) clay loam matrix with abundant rock, eobbles aiid artifacts, Did not
ﬁnd the massive cut-stones sumlar to those in Op 6D, we mtended to find at the bottom of thls lot B

Lot 2: Collapse and, ﬁll Matrix is IOYR 3/3 whrch is dark brown and not the same color as the ﬁll to the west, _
Mostly gravel and cobble hers, not the massive river cobbles.” Terminated lot at patches of a plaster floor (Floor 1),
and a single large foundation stone, which is a part of the wall found in Op 6A. Could this termination in the line of
stones be an entrance way or have the stones been robbed? Since I can’t figure out how this could be an entrance
way, [ assume the facing stones for the back fagade have been totally robbed here. The floor is real]y tom up in this -
location, which could support either scenario. : : :

Lot3: Same as lot 2.
Lot 4: Fill below Floor 1, therefore same as OP 6A6, 6B4, ancl 6C4 Unfortuuately, there isno refuse here lxke we _' :
found in Op 6D2. Few ceramics are coming out and there are more stones. Stones are bigger as we proceed * - '
downward, so this is definitely fill. There is gravel, cobbles, decomposing limestone and plaster mlxed in W1th the

clay loam. Terminated unit at large rocks. .

5: Correlate stratlgraphy and/or featires to cont1guous units: Also see Unit summaries for 64, C-D.

: 6A 6B [ 6C | 6D | 6E phase
Collapse/humus = 1 1 1|1 1 | Terminal & Late Ciassic
Loose rubble fill 23412 2,3 | NA | 2,3 | Same as above?
or battening back
Platform fill only 5 3 1 NA Late Classic 11
Refuse NA |NA|[NA [23 “Early Classic?
| Floor 1/sub-floor ballast fill | 6 4 4 |3 4 | T. Late Formative?
Floor 2/sub-floor cobble fill | 7 5 5,6,7 | NA Late Formative'

Note:  NA=not applicable because it is not present
Not exc.=present but not excavated

6A. Describe architecture: Wall 2 comes to an end here, and doesn’t continue gastward., Only one addltronal large
dressed limestone blocks was found. Floor 1 in this area is very patchy indeed, and not well preserved. We can’t

figure out why the stone foundatlon is mlssmg here: is it some kind of architectural feature or have the stones been
robbed away?

6B. Describe abutments (floor to wall, wall to wall, etc). None

7. Disturbances/Mixing: None noted. '

8. Harris Matrix -- Diagram lots and create analyt:ea] units in stratlgraphlc order (list temporal phases if known):
See Master Harris Matrix for Op. 6

108



Assocrated Structure(s) Str 29 :
Dates Excavated 16 Iune 04 —-16 June 04'

- 6B. Descrlbe abutments (ﬂoor 0. wa]l. wall to wall etc) none“ - ::--: S
o Dlsturbanceserxm "non_ :

ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 _ Date Feb 14 2005

UNIT SUMMARY SR i P Recorded by John Bhtz :
Operation #_ - Unit A P Lot Numbers
Unit Drmensmns/Onentatron - 2x2 NSEW R -

Datum Temporary Ais located on the eastem terrace: of Str 29 Iiear. the northem edge of the terrace It is located n
. on the wester srdewail of Op7D, one mieter frorn either the north or south 51dewall (ie at the centerpomt of the £
- 2x2%s side wall) Datum 1s estabhshed at 23 cm above gronnd surface; SRR RRERRITIT

S I Unit descrrptron/locatton.- Op 7A is; located- ust north of the NE comer of t.he eastem'terrace of Str 29, In other o
" ‘wotds, we are off the platform Iookmg for trash inPlaza E. If Str. 29'faces fo the south, as’ “McGovern has mapped R
it then we are, behrnd the building z and off the: terrace eastern McG' ermn also placed a umt off the’ eastern srde of s

Lot I: Hurnus Cobble stones in south 1/3 of unlt that appear to be walI col]apse down slope ﬁom the terrace wall '
. Matrrx is dark (10YR 3/1) cl y ]o'm ; S e

1th some’ mall stones or eobbles

Lot 2 Wall collapse Matrlx is: decomposmg llmestone anci clay loam Strll qulte dark in color (10YR4/ 1) Most of

 the'wall collapse is in the southern 1/3 portion of the unit. Terminated lot and unit at dramatlc sorl change that is -

sterrle yellow clay (IOYR /3) that 1s' fte 1 seen'm thls area of the srte

4 Descrlbe features by lot 4, and correlate feature to stratrgraphy none
© 5. Correlate stratlgraphy and/o' featu es to ] '

tr guous nnlts none

6A: Descrrbe archrtecture none

3 "_.8 Hams Mamx - Dragrarn lots and create analytrcal unrts m stratlgraphic orcler (lrst temporal phases 1f known)
'-None ' . T e E :
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ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 - Date_Feb. 15,2005 -

UNIT SUMMARY ..~ . Recorded by__John Blitz

Operation #___7 Unit _ B,C,D Lot Numbers__ 1

Unit Dimensmns/Onentation - aset of three contiguous 2x2 oriented NSEW. : : :
Datum - Temporary A is located on the eastern terrace of Str. 29, near the northern edge of the terrace. Itis located
on the western sidewall of Op7D, one meter from either the north or south sidewall (ie at the ¢enter point of the -
2x2’s side wall). Datum is established at 23 cm above ground surface. Associated Structure(s) Str. 29

Dates Excavated 16 June 04 —18 June 04

L. Umt description/locatlon These 2x2s (Op 7B,C, and D} are located along the northern edge of the eastern medlal _
terrace of 8tr. 29. From the NE corner of the eastern terrace of Str. 29 toward the base of the tallest platform
associated with this house. Op7B is at the corner nearest Op7A and 7D is nearest the base of the top platform of Str,
29.. : :

2. Excavation obj ective:- We are trying to understand the placement of the eastern terrace’s retaining walls, In
Op7B, we see lots of lines of cobble stones that possibly represent the corner of the eastern medial terrace.“And in' -
OP7C and D we think we see the northern retaining wall of the medial terrace, but since there are no cut-limestone
blocks, we are having trouble sorting out which rocks associate with retaining walls and which are collapse and fill
of the terrace itself. We assume a masonry superstructure is located on the top platform of Str. 29 above us to the :
west, and that this represents the oldest portion of the *house”. : : L

3. Describe'lots and correlate them to s!:ratigr'aphy, and discuss relationship of excavation technique to stratigraph'y"

Lot. 7Bl Collapse On the surface we think we can see the N'E corner of the eastern medial terrace, however there
are [ots of river cobbles. After removing 20 cm of rock, we can see limestone flecks and decomposing limestone
material in the SW corrier of the unit/quadrant, and we assume that this represents the terrace corner. Matrix is very _
dark brown (10YR3/1) and almast all the rocks are unmodified, large (<40 cm) river cobbles.

Lot 7C1L: Collapse. On the surface we think we can see the northem edge of the eastern medial terrace, however,
there are lots of lines of rock. After removing 20 em of rock, we do not see any limestone flecks and decomposing.
limestone material like that found in 7B1, nor do the rocks make nice neat lines. Matrix is very dark brown
{10YR3/1) and almost all the rocks are unmodified, large (<40 cm) river cobbles, . :

Lot 7D1: Collapse. On the surface we think we can see the northern edge of the eastern medial terrace, however,
there are lots of lines of rock. After removing 10 e¢m of rock, we do not see any limestone flecks and decomposing -
limestone material like that found in 7B1, nor do the rocks make nice neat lines. Matrix is very dark brown-
(10YR3/1) and almost all the rocks are unmodified, large (<40 cm) river cobbles. We think we see what is platform
versus what is off platform, but really its just speculation. '

4, Descrlbe features by lot # and correlate feature to stratigraphy none - -
5. Correlate stratigraphy and/or features to connguous units; 7B1=7C1=7DI col]apse

6A. Describe archltecture: None really, except that we assume that the north-ern terrace retaining wall lies across this
cleared 2x2s. All I can say with some amount of confidence is that the retaining walls and the fill of the eastern
terrace is mostly unmodified river cobbles and very little dressed limestone. We were hoping to see some dressed .
limestone that would make locating the edge of the terrace easier. None has appeared though. We probably locatecl -
the NE corner of the eastern terrace in the SW corner of Op 7B, because here we did see some evidence of
decomposmg limestone. : : :

6B. Describe abutments (floor to wall, wali to wall, etc) none
7. Disturbances/Mixing: none .

8. Harris Matrix -~ Diagram lots and create arlalytical units in stratigraphic order (list temporal phases if known)

None except for the following associations: collapse: 7B1=7C1=7D1. Units B and C contam LCII Hats’ Chaak
ceramics, whereas 7D1 contains Early Classic, which is a good sign.. _
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* ACTUNCAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT 2004 .~ Date_Feb. 15,2005 . - - T
UNIT SUMMARY PR A RS S Recorded by John Blltz SRR
Operation# = 7 Unit: E . Lot Numbers 1- 7
Unit Dtmensrons/Orlentatlon _ 2x2 oriented NSEW e = a ' :
Datum Temporary A is located ¢ on the edstern terrace of Str. 29, near the northern edge of the terrace It is located’
on the western sidewall of Op7D; one meter from eithier the north or south sidewall (le at the center pornt of the

} 2x2 s srde wall) Damm is establlshed at 23 cm above ground surface ' - : :

Assoc1ated Structure(s) Str 29 i
' Dates Excavated 21 Iune 04 —23 June 04

1, Unlt descnptlon/locatron Op 7E is located unmedlately south of 7D and the surface clearlng assocrated w1th Op
7B, C, and D located along the riortliern edge of the eastern medial terrace of Str. 29. Therefore, we’ve moved away
- from the retaining wall toward the body of the terrace itself. Also we think we are close to the western srde of this
medial terrace just below the top platform to the west of us. Hopefully, in th!s locatlon we wrll fi nd deep
stratlgraphy and trash : Sl - - S S :

2, Excavatron ob_]ecttve We are Iookrng for a place on the eastern medlal terrace riear the base of Str 29's top -

o pIatform to find good. stratrgraphy and Early Classic trash biiried by the construction of the terrace. We assume 2

o added later burymg early deposrts

o sml color but there strll-rs a lot of large rocks g

© masonry superstructure is-located on the top platform of Str. 29 above us to the west, and that this platform =
‘représents the oldest, most contmuously burIt sectton of the “house” We assume that the eastern medral terrace was

.'3 Descr1be Iots and correlate them to stratlgraphy, and dtscuss relatlonshlp of excavation techmque to stratlgraphy
Lot1: CoIlapse Large river cobbles visible on surface; sorie up to 40 cm in length. Matrix is very dark clay loam - -
(YRl 03/1). Cleared the humus to expose stones and determine where we are on the medial terrace, Stopped
arbltrarrly after removmg sorl ﬁ'om around rocks since; we drdn 't see any evrdence of a retatnmg wall No evrdence

- ofa prepared surface 0 i : i o :

: Lot 2 Terrace ﬁll Removed large.rtver cobble ﬂll wrth very httle matrlx Matnx is darlc brown (IOYR 3/3) w;th
' decomposrng hmestone__ Left'in place a line of very large stones’ along northern 51dewall Termmated lot at llghter
d no ev1dence of a prepared surface : : :

‘Lot 3 Ballast Matrlx is ilghter in color (IOYR 4/4) and dark yellow1sh brown w1th decomposmg ltmestone and

" more gravel less Targe rock “This indeed looks like ballast below a floor, 50 we assume that there was a buried .

_ surface somewhere in Lot2.: We will call'this ballast of éastern medial terrace—2" smce we assume that the ulttmate
surface is gone and Lot 1 and part of Lot 2 represents the Iast ﬁll eplsode : SRR = :

Lot 4 Large rock ﬁll Large rlver cobble ﬁlI w1th bltS of plaster decomposmg l]mestone and clay loam Matrrx is
yellowish brown (IOYR 5/4)." Some stones are 50 cm in length: This is another (3" Y fill ep:sode The presences of
pulverized, small artifacts clearly malke this @ secondary context. - We terminated lot after 40 cm of large stones. At o
_ the base of tlns umt there isa dlfferent color of matrix and fewer stones Is thls yet another fi ll eptsode? ' '

Lot 5: Large rock ﬁll (same as’ above) Mostly large river cobbles but some cut~11mestone blocks and yellow1sh
brown fill (10YR 5/3) ‘Matrix is decomposmg limestone; bits of plaster with larger artifacts 1nclud1ng bajareque. .
This is another 40 cm deep lot. We terminated lot at looser matrix with larger sherds. In the sidewall of the unit we
.. have exposed a cut-limestone wall running dlagonaily across the southwestern portion of the unit, This wall is not -
orlented the same as. the terrace and may be assocrated w1th a burled structure or terrace underneath the top platforrn.- :

Lot 6: In situ refuse used as ﬁll Loose and molst yel!ovwsh brown (IOYR 5/4) matrix w:th smatler cobbles as fill,-
This material is found to the north of Wall 1, the diagonal wall running across the southwestern portion of the unit. -

' Large sherds are turning up in this lot and we are wondering if these sherds are comlng from a deposit packed up -
against the wall, because the rocky matrix looks like fill. Stopped arbitrary, Wall 1 is a two course high wall is cut-

limestone blocks, The cut- facrng is exposed so we dre lookmg at the exterior of this wall. A second wall isseenin - .
the western profile. Wall2 appears in profile. It consists of small cut limestone blocks, possibly 6 courses high, and. S

R _ﬁom this angleé only 1 course wrde However we only get a gllmpse of itin the western srdewall In the prot' le it




appears to abut Walll, but it is difficult to understand its orientation and reIatlonshlp to Wall 1. Wail 2restsona
burnt clay stratum, whereas Wall 1 is deeper.

Lot 7: Ballast. Gravel and cobbles with decomposing limestone, burnt clay, and clay loam, Good radiocarbon
sample taken from here. Signs of burning. This ballast is to the west of Wall I; therefore we assume we are located:
on the exterior of a platform or double-faced wall. We think the house or the house platform is to the south, behind
Wall 1, since to the north, we assume the landscape sloped downward. ‘In addition, the highest platform of Str. 28, -
lies to the south. However, because we can’t place this structure or platform in relationship to the one above that
buries it, I am going to refrain from speculating exactly where or what we are'in. According to the elevations, we.
should be close to the original ground surface. Yes, this lot terminates at sterile yellow ciay Therefore thls ballast
is the initial preparation for this house, house platform and/ or patio floor.

4. Describe features by lot #, and correlate feature to stratlgra'phy No features, just walls: Wall 1 and Wall2,
5. Correlate stratipraphy and.n’or features to contiguous units: 7B1=7Ci=7D1=7El. Humus l‘DDt zones with col]apse B
and medial terrace-1* fill,

6A., Describe architecture: Wall I runs diagonally across the southwestern portion of the unit and is a two course
high wall with cut-limestone blocks. Most blocks are not large, but they range greatly in size. The largest is 40 cm
long and 20 wide, but mostly are not so well dressed or shaped. In fact, we might be looking at a double-faced wall -
that was substantially modified. It is possible we are looking at a filled doorway, since blocks to the east are nicely -
shaped and stacked, whereas blocks to the west are smaller and more crudely formed. The cut-facing is exposed, so
we are looking at the exterior face of this wall. This wall sits on sterile clay. Unfortunately, we did not sample the
material behind these facing stones, so we don’t have a date for the wall itself.

Wall 2 is seen only in profile in the western sidewall. It consists of small cut limestone blocks, possibly 6 courses
high, and from this angle we can see only 1 face. Wall stones are nicely shaped and regular in size (approximately
30 cm wide and 10 cm high). In the profile, wall 2 appears to abut Walll, but it is difficult to understand 1ts
orientation and relationship to Wall 1. Wall 2 rests on a burnt clay stratum, whereas Wall 1 is deepcr

6B. Describe abutments (floor to wall, wall to wall, etc): We thmk wall 2 abuts wall 1.
7. Disturbances/Mixing: None -
8. Harris Matrix -- Diagram lots and create analytical units in strat;graphlc order (list temporal phases lf known)

;._,.mm.._‘ L . ’ . . .

;151[ Collapse and Medial Terrace-1st Fill Mixed Classic + Formative

L 7E2 | Medial Terrace-1st Fill - laterEC

i ) I . . .

li%aj Ballast
| 7E4=7ES5 | Terrace-2nd Fill earlier EC

A |

]gS_I In Situ Refuse as fill (Terrace-2nd Fill)

TE7 Burnt Occupation Surface earliest EC
L
Sterile Clay Natural Stratum
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Appendlx B Cond:tmns for Archaeologlcal Permxts, No 13

- Expenses accrued durmg the 2004 ﬁeld season S

g Item... S

Truc':k rentai‘ :

T Cosl (USD)

Gas

© 3225.00

' ol Lodgﬂg & meals (Trekstop)
-| Lab rental - I

375.00

" Van'service i

‘Bodegarent

-750.00

Airline ticket (6ne)

T 694.00 |

Supplies (bought in Bellzé)

387.08

" Supplies (bought in US)

210.70

-| Labor (wages) +

4230.25

Social security -

346.60

‘| 1A fees

TT3117.50 |

GOB

- 68.00 |

. .Total

1894961 |

+5000.00 |

Fundlng (A]abama RAC grant)
Personal funds o

j 'Behzeans employed 1n 2004

1394961

Name O

il T |0b

Luis Godoy Sr

: -__Foremanf-_.:-

Leonel Panti - —

Antonio Chan

“Abel Masl Chan .

- | Carlos Cocom =~~~

Luis Godoy Jr. - .

‘Deneva Penados

Sellena Camal -

Yolanda Camal

Mirla Chan - -

335348 |
368.00 | -

158.00 |

. |:Excavator: .o
JAyudante o
-'Ayudant'e
Tab techmman}'i-. [ e
. {'Labtechnician - = o]
f Lab'technician -~
| Lab technician 0 0
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