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The 2011 season of the Caracol Archaeological Progeciuded research project initiated
duringthe 2009 and2010 field seasom Archaeological researdiadthreeprimaryfoci:
(1) investigaing variability in Terminal Classic Period occupation to refine interpretations
of the Classic Period collapse and abandonmie@aoaco] concluding a 3/ear research
package on this topic
(2) compleing the investigation of the Alta and Baja Vista residential complerdssituaing
this compound relative to other adjacent residential graums;
(3) groundtruthing distinct features identified itheanalysis othe LiDAR -based Caracol
digital elevation model to further assess the reliability and value of LiD&R fdr
making interpretations about the ancient Caracol landscape
Additionally, there vasa fourth focusto the season
(3) working in conjunction withthe Institute of Archaeologlp ensurdhe stabilization ofthe
Northeast Acropolishat had beeexcavated during the 2009 and 2010 field seasons
As was the casfor the past two field seasonsipport for excavations undertaken during the 2011
field seasonwvas provided bythe Alphawood-oundation, the Geraldine and Emory Ford Foundation,
the Harrson Funda NASA grantthe UCF Trevor Colbourn Endowmeand donations to the
University of Central Florida.
Terminal Classic Variability
The threeyear research design that wesdablishedor the 2009, 2010, and 2011 field seasons
called for extensivexcavation in the Northeast Acropolis and in residential groups located at the western
extent of the site epicenter. The overarching goal was to examine ceramic diversity in the Terminal

Classic Period at Caradoy first confirming that the Northeast Aapolis participated in theighest



statuse pi centr al fi p-aomplexdriring thseimeaperiodand,gherpy ascertaining the
extent to which tis palace ceramic satomplexwas in usdy contemporanhigh-status residential
groups located cke to the epicenteMowards this end, excavations were carried out in the Northeast
Acropolis during 2009 and 2010 that, indeed, confirmed the use of the palace ceraotimpidx in this
architectural complex. During 2010, excavations wereialg8atedin the doubleplaza residential unit
containingStructures F3@&-42, colloquiallyr e f erred t o a&s @AAl ta/ Baja Vista
During the 2011 field season, excavations continnghe Alta/Baja Vista residential unit and
also extenddinto threeneighboring reidential unitstwo of which previouslyhad been briefly
investigated by the projeciThe Ramon Group had seeinvestigation of a looted tondturingthe
1995and2001field seasonsStructure R1). TheNorth Grouphad seen excavation of Structuresand
F4 during the 1986, 1991, and 2002 field seasdrtge group intermediate to the North and Ramon
Groups, called the Chalpat Group, had not previously been excaVatkehn as a wholehése residential
investigations permit a better understandifi@erminal Classic occupationeramicsubcomplexesand
household statust Caracqglas well as allow insight into the lostigrm development of residential
complexes at the western extent of the Caracol epicenter
In addition tothe western investigatienthe 2011 field seasatso undertooladditional
investigation of Structure ATocusingon the previously unexcavated summit of the structure.
Investigations at the base and rear of Str. Adravided evidence afse during the Early Classic and
early LateClassicPeriods While other structures in the CaracolGkxoupwere similarly used and
constructed by the Earfglassic or early Late Classic Period, all of the major buildings excavated in this
architectural complex have also yielded evidenceenfriinal Classic useThus, thefurtherinvestigation
of Structure Al hoped to garner further information aboufitia occupation okpicentralCaraco)
therebymore fully grounthg our understanding of the western part of the Caracol epicenter
Background of 2011 Research: I nterpreting the ACOol
The research design for the 2009, 2010, and 2011 sdfasisiesl orceramic variability in the

Caracol archaeological record at the time of the Maya coll@egeAimers 2007 for @omparative



statement) and on the implications of ceramic distributioBxcavations in the epicentral palaces had
established thaterminal Classiceconstructable pottery vessels and other artifactual items occurred on
the interior floors of these ste buildings and in their immediate exterior afgasChase and D. Chase
2004, 2005, 2007, 2009) I n conjunction with the discovery
residential rooms of one of these palaces on the summit of Caana, theseggdatted that epicentral
Caracol was abandoned fairly rapidly. Chase and A. Chase 200®adiocarbon dates from various
burnt palace rooms in the epicenter all cluster around A.D. 895 for this abandgAntéhase and D.
Chase 2004) The ceramic marials found in the epicentral palaces and buildings are fairly consistent in
terms of their pottery types and forms, but this-satmplexis not generally represent@uthe excavated
residential plaza grougé. Chase and D. Chase 2009)hese differetial pottery distributionsluring the
Terminal Classitave led us to conclude that the ceramics associated with the epicentral buildings
represent a statdisiked subcomplexandthatthe elite living in the epicentral palaces used different
pottery tharthe rest ofC a r a papulafion during the Terminal Classic Per{@d Chase and D. Chase
2004) The unanswered questions were the full areal extent of the Terminal Classic elite population and
the degree to which this dichotomous ceramic distributionlgvbe found in the neapicentral portions
of the siteln order to assess thigoblem a twapronged approach was designed for testing over 3 years.
First, an unexcavated epicentral elite complex, the Northeast Acropolis, was investigated; theoagcavat
here did indeed recover the elite pottery-samplex. Second, residential areas that could be correlated
with very high statugbut not royaljandpossibly evera fi s e ¢ 0 n @\.aChase aad O. Chase
1992:11) were identified just beyond the epitral limits and were targeted for extensive investigation in
order to determine ifand how- the elite pottery subomplex had grmeated this level of Caracol
society. Toward this end, excavations took place in the Alta/Baja Misidentialgroupsin 2010 and
were continuedluring 2011.

The 2010 excavations in the Alta/Baja Vistaidentialgroup suggestithat a very structured
relationship existed between themary and secondary elites of Terminal Classic Caraaflile
Terminal Classic matels and deposits were recovered in this residential compound, the palace ceramic
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wares found on the floors of epicentral palaces were not, demanrggthett differenti but contemporary
T ceramic materials were in fact being usedlgh status househadlhese same investigations also
served to highlight intraite differences within Caracol and the household variability that existed in these
residential units. fis variability wa worthy of further research and, toward this ¢hd,2011
excavations Alta/Baja Vista serve not only to pernaitfull discussion about the relationship(s) between
Caracol 6s secondary and primary elite at the ti me
and household variability at the site. In conjunctiotih the 2010 excavation data, the Alta/Baja Vista
excavations undertaken during 2011 also peead fairly completeunderstanding of the temporal
growth and development of tHergeresidential unitsuggesting temporal shifts within the unit itsetf
order b better contextualize the patterns defined in Alta/Baja Mistegs decided to investigatieree
neighboring plazuela groups garner some understanding of what was presumed to be the fairlyffvell
neighborhood€.g.,Smith2010)that woutl have existed on this elevated spine immediately west of the
epicenter.

Caracol 6s Western Residential Compl ex

During the 2010 field season, a series of excavations were undertaken in theptimble

residenti al group r e feeFigued). $pecifically, 4fexcdvatians Beeej a Vi st a
undertaken in Baja Vista (Structures F36, F39, F41, and a vacant terrain building identified in the plaza)
and 1 excavation was undertaken in Alta Vista (Structure F33). These investigations did recover
Teminal Classic deposits and also established a long occupation history for this group that goes back to
the Late Preclassic Period. This research confirmed that the occupants of thiptimebtrouplid
have access to a minimal amount of the high steéasinal Classic epicentral ceramic subcompéex
observation that is in line with the original research proposal. During the 2011 field season, excavations
wereundertaken in one building in Baja Vista (Structure F38)iamao buildings in Alta Vista
(Structures F34 and F35Neighboringresidential groups investigatedring the 2011 field season
provided additional contexsee Figure 1). A looted tomb in the northern buildhthe Ramon Group
(Structure F21) hdhalready been investigated andgd this group within the appropriate timeframe
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under review hereExcavation é the partially looted eastern construction, Structure BRdng 2011 did
not recover the anticipated later remains, but did flesh out earlier residential patternspfant thighe
site A second residential group investigated during 2011 is located just north of Structud/IHgL.
some of its archaeological remains date to the appropriate timeframe, for the most part these excavations
produced data relevant to earlisne periods. The Northwestr@up wasalso further examined during
2011;like the previous two groupshile it produced only a limited data base that had direct applicability
to the research questiaie investigations here were exceedingly usefutawiging information on
some of the earliest inhabitants of Caracol
Northwest Group: Structures F2F5

The Northwest Group is situat®d0 m from the A Groupn top of a hill thatonstitutesighest
elevationwest of the site epicenteiT he siting of tharchitectural compound between two causeways
suggests that it may have served a more public funtctéord the archaeological investigations that have
been carried out provide supporting dafabroad causeway runs from therthwest corner of th&
Grow platformalongthe spine of ridge spinavestto the Northwest GroupThe lesdoroad long-
distance Ceiba Causeway climbs up to join the Northwest Group on its western side. réisadje
platform supports the four structures that comprise the Negh@rougFigure 2) The western and
eastern Structures F2 and F4 both rise over 3 meters above the summit plaza. The northern and southern
Structures F1 and F3 are much lower, be&iagnore thari.5 m in height. During previous field seasons,
excavatons have been conducted on Structures F4 (during 1986; see also D. Chase and A. Chase

2003270 and Structure F2 (durintP91 and 2002; see 2002 field reporvatw.caracol.org.

Investigation into the cores obth of these buildingrevealedargeconstructionghat were anomalous

with more typical Caracol residential groups, suggesting that this complex possibly engaged in hon
residential functions. No tomb was found in the eastern Structure F4, although lsexalsvithout

grave goodsvere located beneath floors in the plaza in front of this structure and in the building fill itself.
The western Structure F2 had produced an open rear tomb that had been desecrated in antiquity and then
refilled with the partlly articulated bodies of 24 individuals. The partial bodies, incomplete ceramic
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vessels, and broken jadeite beads within this chamber were layered and burnt. The partial ceramic vessels
in the chambesuggested that this event had occurred at the fethe &arly Classic Periodlike F4,
Structure F2 also had a burial without grave goods in the plaza directly in front of it and a human body
that had been placed directly into the building fill beneath the stairway. In order to gain a better handle
on the dating and function of this group, Structure F3 was selected for investigation; the poor condition of
Structure F1 hastened this decision. An opportunistic investigation was also undertaken of a collapsed
chultun located intermediate to Structure F1 Strdcture F4.No materials related to the epicentral
Terminal Classic palace ceramic stdimplex were recovered.
Structure F3 (Figures 2 and3) is a long low building that, in its final phase, support@eiéshable
building that was set on masonbasewalls. Based on surface measurememsle before investigation
Structure F3 was approximately 20 m long by 6 m wilased on visible topographys isummit
supported a thremmomed building. On the south side of the building, a broad stairway rdseésteps
to provide access to the interior rooms; the floors of the interior rooms were approximately 1.2 m above
the plaza. Structure F3 was selected for investigation with the hope that it might be analogous to
Structures F21 or F36 and yield a torhattwould provide dateable material; this did not happen during
the 2011 field season. However, a simple intermevithout grave goods was recovered on the plaza
surface beneath the front stateramics from within the fill of the single phase constion that
represents Structure F3 were late Late Classic in date, suggesting that this was when the building was
erected

Operation C79D (Figures, 4, 5, and6) was a trench measuring3d mnorth-southby 2 meast
west. Excavations at this locus releghthat Structure F3 was a late single phase construction that rested
on the latest plaza floor for the Nothwest Group. Excavations within the trench recovered three facings
and the rear base wall for the buildjradi set over dry core fill; only thedeer two stairs were bedded in a
stone and dirt matrix The base walls were approximately 0.5 m thick and the upper room had an interior
space that was approximately 2 m in depth. The tread of each step fronting the building was
approximately 1 m and tHewer step had been constructed directly over the body of an individual that
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had been placed on the plaza floor before the onset of construtaeeper excavation in the plaza in
front of the building revealed lensed fill, mostly consisting of limestmarl, without any formal floors
or constructions. This fill extended almost 2.5 m below the plaza floor to bedrock. Sherds overlaying
bedrock in the bottommost fill layer consisted exclusively of cerafRigsire7) daing to the Middle to
Late Preclasic transition, indicating that construction at tlisus commenced at an early date.
S.D. C79D1 (Figure6) was an interment recovered on the plaza floor beginning

approximately 70 cm behind the lowest step along the western edge of the excavaljahe 6kull of
the individual was recovered, but it was possible to determine that it came from a single older adult
female. Her mandiblshowed signs of resorptioall of her teeth appear to have been lost before death.
Northwest Plaza Chultun (Figure2) was located intermediate to Structure F1 and F2. The collapsed
area that comprised the chultumeasuring over 2 m in diameter at the surfhad,been first noted in
1985 Because manpower was available and it would be a contained unit, it wasdstelean
opportunistic excavation toward the end of the field seaEtsewhere at Caracol, chultuns had proven to
have been used for intermenittufterTate 1994 and this was what this excavation was expected to
produce. It did not disappoifur it produced a burial that dated to the Middle to Late Preclassic
transition Based on materials in its top layer, the chultun had beese® in the late J0century as a
repository for glass bottles.

Operation C79E (Figures 8, 9, 10, 11, and 18)as the exavation carried out within the chultun.
At the surfacethe opening for the chultun measured 2.17 mreast by 2.52 m nortsouth. At least
two formal floors had once covered the now infilled and collapsed chultun. Once the uppermost
collapsed rubbland humus had been removed, the matrix in the chultun was pritaardglored marl.
The bottom of the chultun was reached approximately 3.2 m below the surface and was marked by human
bone and ceramic vessels set upon a layer of large marbleizedhmekibs; a higher landing or bench
made of similar stone was located on the northern side of the chamber. The maximum diameter of the

chamber was 3.0 m easest by 3.25 m nortsouth.



S.D. C79E1 (Figures 10, 11, and 13)onsisted of a burial set ¢op of the marbleized
limestone slabs that covered the bottom of the chultun. The hemems that were recovered from the
chultun consisted of two individuals. One was a young adult male, who was set on the slabs in an
extended and prone position witbad to the east. The secautliltindividual was representeaxhly by a
set of lower legs set within the slabs themselves. The young male was accompanied by four ceramic
vesselgFigure 13) perhaps the most impressive being a red chocolate pot laodtedeast of his head
(Figure 13a) The chocolate pot may be identified as a type of Mars Orange Ware that is slipped a deep
red andvould beclassified as Joventud Red withfiesoso OrangPasteWarein the Belize Valley (Ball
and Taschek 2003} chowlate pot of the same shape, dated to the Late Preclassic Period, has been
illustrated from Pomona, Mexico (Sabloff 1998:60). Artifactual materials that accompanied the primary
individual included a&ompletespondylusshell, a small jadeite pendent, anstiagray spiné along with
pyrite inlays and other marine shell fragments (Figure THg presence of the imported chocolate pot,
jadeite,spondylusand a stringray spine all suggest the importance of the individual interred in the
NorthwestChultunic | early one of Caracol 6s early elites.

Ramon Residential Group: Structures Structure F21F30
Located at the tip of a ridggproximately 200 maathof the Northwest Groupghe Ramon
residential group commanded a view of all of southern Ca(aaplres2 and 15) The eastern and
northern buildings in Ramdmoth rose to height of 3 m above the acpanying plaza. The project had
previouslyexcavated #ooted tomhin Structure F21the northern building (see 2001 field report at

www.caracol.or this chamber was on axis to the building directly beneath the frontStepe 13

ceramic vessels and 5 individuals were associated with this chamber; the contents suggest a late Late
Classic date for this tomtBoth the lbcationand datef the Structure F2fomb is analogous to one
recorded in Structure F36 Baja Vistaduring the 2010 field season. Structure F36 was a vaulted
building and the surface dimensions and remains indicate that Structure F21 was likelyasawiedid

The taller eastern building in this group, Structurd, ffas been axially lootgatior to 1995During the
2011 field season,asdandompadsedwithiea antasial teenoihape thaStructure w
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F24 would be able t@erve as amparative data for Structure F39 i t 6 s count eNegharrt i n B

the earlier nor the 2011 investigations in Ramon recovered any ceramics materials that could be related to

the epicentral Terminal Classic palace ceramiecarplex.

Structure F24 (Figures 15 and 16) is the large eastern structure in the Ramonal residential group. It had

a gaping |l ootersdé6 hole on axis to its western sit

side of the Structure F24 substructure was well predebwg no other architecture was in evidence

before excavationExcavation of the building produced evidence for at least 5 sequent constructions as

well as a continuous sequence of use for this locus that ran from the Late Prédulaggit the Late

Teminal ClassidPeriods. Three burials and two in situ caches were recovered through this investigation.
Operation C121C(Figures 1 7, 18, 19) was a trench |l aid dir

(and encompassing .it)The trench extended from thkaza in front of Structure F24 to the edge of the

upper summit and measured 10.5 m-@a&t by 2 m nortflsouth The summit excavatioimmediately

yielded a facing that may have represented a small rear stefhangivo superimposed floors set over

what was largely dry core fill containing Preclassic and Early Classic sherd mateatal<lassic sherd

materials were above these floors. At the base of the buildingyation began by removing much of

the | ooters6 backdi fnostofanuhfFigure R3A)that proballytnad beere c over y

cached directly in front of the front stair for Structure F&glwell as cut conch shéfigure Z7h) and

parts of two finger bowls (Figure 23that may have come from other depasifwo sequent flos were

recovered to the west of the building, but only one of thesérued intothe plaza. Bedrock was not

very deep within the plaza and excavation here yielded a Late Preclassic cache (S.B1)CIi#1 &

burial (S.D. C121&3) that dated much lateBeneath what would have been the stairway an

immediately above bedrock, a caq®eD. C121C2) of two sets of finger bowls was fountthese had

barely been missed by the | ootersé tunnel. I n th

C121C-4) was recovereagsherd material directly above it suggest that it was placed in the Late to

Terminal Classic PeriodA deep cut made through an earlier building (over 1 m above bedrock) and

extending some 60 cm into bedrock contained a Protoclassiment(S.D. C121G5). The sequence
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recovered from th&tructure F24ocus is one of the longest known at Caracol and ran fihenhate
Preclassi¢Figure 32)to theLate toTerminal Classi¢Figure 31ee,k) Period.

S.D. 121C1 (Figures 20 and 21) waassigned for a cached vessel that had been placed
directly on bedrock and covered with a shaped limestone diskhe vessel is eroded Flor Cream, it is
assumed that the cache was placed in the Late Preclassic Period; this dating agrees with seitded fill
from with Structure 24 indicating that a formal construction was in existanhgs locus at that time.

S.D. 121G2 (Figures 22 and 23) was assigned for a cache of two sets-twklip finger
bowls that were set directly above bedrock andweoec at ed at the southern edge
excavation. The cut to place these cache vessels penetrated the two plaza floors. As finger bowls are in
use from the Late Preclassic through Late Classic Periods at Caracol, this deposit cannot be securely
placed in time. One set of finger bowls (Figure 23b) contained a Sflgtev phalanggthe other set of
finger bowls (Figure 23c) contained a singterow phalange andfragmentary phalange

S.D. 121G3 (Figure24 and 25 was designated for a pit thal placed in front of
Structure F24 at the point where the formal plaza floors ended. The pit was dug into bedrock and
contained the flexed remains of an adult femeth her head to the north. Hepper central incisais
notchedand here is some sorption d herteeth, possibly indicating an older adufieces of a small
unslipped plate (Figure 23d) were set above her left leg and the remaimexfaaskul(possibly male)
were also recovered above the area of her.ligskd on the plate,ig possible that this interment dates
to the early part of the Late Classic Period.

S.D. 121G4 (Figure26) was assigned for an interment that was placed directly into the
rear fill of Structure F24 slightly over 1 m below ground surface. This butidhiteed the disarticulated
and bundled remains of/o adults. The pimary individual is likely femal@and dentalear suggests that
shewasolder tharthe otheiindividual. This olderfemale hacempty inlay holes itwo of herteeth
(upper right centrahcisor and upper right canineJhe only artifactual material that can be assigned to
this interment are a carved shell flower (Figure 27f) and carved animal bone (Figure 27d). Whereas the
majority of the Structure F24 cobble fill contained only LatecRissic or Early Classic ceramic
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materials, the area immediately above S.D. C123&lded Late to Terminal Classic sherds, suggesting
that a cut had been made into the building fill from the upper floors in order to place this interment.
S.D. C121G5 (Figures 28 and 29) was assigned for a burial placed into a bedrock pit.
The uthern portion ofhe interment had beelisturbed in antiquitypossibly to place another burial.
The primary individual in S.D. C121&was a single adulbhdividual that wa possibly female Based on
the position of the intact leg bones, the head was placed to the 4eesels were placed at the feet of
the individual .Only 2 teethwererecoveredThe vessels are an interesting mix; they include a-phbe
(Figure 30a)a polychrome pestand (Figure 30d), an olla with a grooved rim (Figure 30c) and a small,
deep red tetrapod plate (Figure 30&)e bedrock at the southern end of the pit was higher than that at the
northern and this area appears to have been disturbatigoity. Some notocalized bone was
recovered from théll within the pit; itappears to come from a subadblt wasapproximately 1 year
old at time of deathlt may be that the placement of these subadult remains was responsible for
disturbing he southern end of S.D. C12-EC
Alta/Baja Vista Residential Groups Structures F30-F42
Connected by a via to the Caracol epicenter and containing one of the tallest structures outside the
epicenter, the Alta/Baja Vista group was occupied by a househstare statugFigure 1) Excavations
during the 2010 field season recovered 29 special deposits from this-gtadaeyroup, which can be
ordered temporally and help to sequence the temporal development of these buifdingsr to gain a
more compéte understanding of the Alta/Baja Vista complex, thwgillingswere investigateduring
the 2011 field seasqrigure 34) The firstwas Structure F38, which is a very low eastern structure in
Baja Vista located immediately north of the taller StruetB9 that was excavated during 2010.
Structure F39 yielded three burials that spanned the late Late Classic Rvied.the patterning that
was found in the doubleastern constructigrexcavated in the Central Acropolis (D. Chase and A. Chase
1996),it was believed thabtructure F38vouldyield one or more Terminal Classic depadités did not
happen In Alta Vista, boththe southeristructure F34 anthe western Structufé35 wereexcavated.
Structure F34 is a low construction with a frontairgtay that may hastone walls on its summitt was
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selected for excavation because of its prominent size on the southern side of AltaS¥istture F35 is
a taller western structure that has been axially looted; it superficially reseSthletureF2 in the
NorthwestGroup, which had a rentered rear tomb (D. Chase and A. Chase 20@3)rder to test for a
possible repeat of this pattern, Structure F2 was excavated during 2011, but proved to contain no formal
deposits. The 2011 investigatiohswever, did serve to confirm the temporal priority of the Alta Vista
constructions as compared to the Baja Vista buildings.
Structure F38 (Figures 34 and 35) was a very low eastern building immediate north of Structure F39.
The building dated entirely tihe Late to Terminal Classic Period and was not associated with any special
deposits.

Operation C184G(Figures 36 and 37) was assigned to the 6.6 mwast by 2.0 m nortisouth
trench that axially penetrated Structure F38. This excavation reveal&trineture F38 had undergone 2
construction phases, both of which occurred during the Late to Terminal Classic Periods. Two facings,
both set directly on bedrock, were recovered in the western extent of the trench. The fill for the building
was placed idectly onto bedrock and contained Ldterminal Classic incensario fragments (Fig8&g,
utilitarian jars and ollas (Figure 39), and use related trash that included figurine fragments (Figyre 40a
and chert drills (Figure 40hy). A single jadeite k@ (Figure 40j) was recovered directly on bedrock in
the middle of the trench; while some might argue for its purposeful placement, it could have been just as
easily accidentally lodiy the inhabitants of Baja Vista.
Structure F34 (Figures 34 and 41) rosagpproximately 1.4 m above the Alta Vista plaza and is the only
building on the southern side of this residential group. A sump was evident on the summit of the building
before excavation; it was caused by the collapse of the roof of S.D. C185C, aairapgpt. The last
construction phase for Structure F34 can be dated toath&tion from the Early to theate Classic
Period based on this burial.

Operation C185C(Figures 42, 43, and 44) was assigned for an axial trench placed over
Structure F34 thanheasured.0 mnorth-southby 2 meastwest. This excavation revealed a long and
complicated sequence of floors and facings that extended back to at l¢estghion into theearly
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Classic Period. The fill beneath the earliest plaza floor contaimethusual series of smaller bovvism
this time(Figure50a-g). Some of the latest material from this building included a limestone barkbeater
(Figure ®a) and a Late Classic miniature jar (Figgfh). The stratigraphy encountered in the
excavation sggested that there were minimally four different version of Structure F34 and that the
building had been placed over an even earlier curved construction (Figure 44,8)lahkBdimensions
for the final building were recovered. However, the intermedtldgen cut into one floor and bedded on
an even earlier floor; its capstones would have had to have been covered by an even higher floor. The
northern end of the crypt was placed beneath the last step up for Structdréaf@da small piece of
floor indicated where the exterior facing had been.
S.D. C185C1 (Figures 45 46, and 47) was designated for thmne and artifact®und at
the bottom of a collapsed cryat the summit of Structure F34. The crypt measured 65 cm in width by
1.95 min length; & height was approximately 60 cm. The primary individuabdult was presumably
once extended in the crypt with head to the south; this individual exhibitechortentooth loss Three
ceramic vessels (Figuds) were located in the area of his head date the deposit to the Early Classic
to Late Classic transition. The partial remaing children aged at 3 and 4 years old, walgo presenn
the chamber
Structure F35 (Figures 34 and 5%)ses some 3.7 m above the plaza floor on the westernoéddia
Vista. It is situated on top of the edge of a steep hill and looks out over the western portion of Caracol. A
axi al |l ootersé trench had savaged the eastern sid
interior of the constretion.

Operation C185D(Figures 52, 53, 54, 55, and 5@jas assigned for a 12.9 m eagtst by 2 m
northsouth trench thgtenetrated the entire summit and front of the building. Excavation revealed a
single floor at the summit of the construction &meh two hard plaster floors 1.6 m below the summit.
Some 2.1 m below these intermediate floors lay a hard plaster floor that also served as a plaza floor. A
western construction wall had been built on this early plaza floor that was associated wiibetineost
surface for Structure F35. Immediately west of the construction floor, and buried in the fill for the
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intermediate floors, were the very partial remains of at least 3 earlier phases of the building-{Blams 7
Figures 55 and 56)Very little in the way of artifacts (Figure 57) were recovered. The ceramics that were
foundabove the basal plaza floor indicate the Structure F35 was constructed in the Late Preclassic Period
(Figure 58). In the extension of the trench into the plaza, partial htermsains wer@ncountered
possibly representing a burial; however, these had been disturbed by the looters.
Summary of Excavations in theAlta/Baja Vista Residential Groups

Excavations during 2010 and 2911 in the Alta/Baja Vista compound have revesdled th
occupation in the two residential groups was temporally sequent. Alta Vista appears to have been the
initial group that was occupied. By the Late Preclassic Period, both Structures F35 and F33 had been
constructed; the earliest cache recovered irc&tre F33 dates to this era. Structure F33 continued to be
ritually important into the Early Classic Period, when the height of this building was increased. At the
very end of the Early Classic Period, a burial was placed in Structure F34. This exasdolery early
in the Late Classic Period lbiye placement ad burial and at least one cache at the base of Structure F33;
the interment disturbed an earlier cathe had beeplaced at the base of this building. One further
burial waslocatedin front of Structure F33 in the early Late Classic Period, as were a series of face and
finger caches. In the late Late Classic Period, a burialrasiedinto the summit of Structure F33
representing the last ritual use of Alta VistBhe Baja Vista sequee is apparently later than the Alta
Vista sequence. In Alta Vista, the earliest in situ caches presumably date to the late Late Classic Period
and occuin front of both Structure F36 and $3here is also a Late to Terminal Classic cache in front of
Structure F®. The tomb inside Structure F36 dates to the transition between the early and late Late
Classic.Structure F38 was constructed in the late Late Classic Reri@dter A.D. 700) based on sherds
within its coresThe earliest interment in Stture F39 dates to the late Late Classic; the burial in front of
the building is even later. If there is a time when ritual eyemislving caching practices, incensarios,
and burialsyvere carried out in both Alta and Baja Vista, it is in the late Céassic Period.Terminal
Classic interments were recovered from both Structures F36 and F39 in Baja Vista; nothing from this
time period was found in Alta Vista. The vacant terrain building in the Baja Vista plaza also contained
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utilitarian ollas, indiating that this may have been the cooking area for the residents of the group during
the Terminal Classic PeriodA few isolated sherds relating to the epicentral Terminal Classic palace
ceramic subcomplex were recovered in the excavations and in ontu&tiE36 burial, indicating some
minimal access to these materials.summarygexcavations undertaken Aita Vistaand Baja Vista
demonstrate that these conjoined grdigosieda unified residential compound; its buildings were in use
for approximately700 years, presumably by thame extendeskecondary elitéamily.
Chalpat Residential Group: Structures F8F14

Thefourthresidential groupnvestigated during the 2011 field season is situated betihieen
Alta/Baja VistaGroups and the Ramamoup. The Chalpat residential gropigure 59)is smaller in
size,in terms ofboth areakxtent ad structureelevation, than the other two grougdowever, itwas
contemporarily occupied. Based e smaller sizeof its plaza and buildingst was postulatetb have
been occupied bg lowerstatus household. In order to make comparisons between the northern and
eastern buildings of all of these groups, the northern Structure F9 and the eastern Struatu@h&lpat
wereinitially selected for investigatio The western Structure F14 was also investigated because of a
sump on its sumniithis sump produced what was apparently-antered tomb (e.g. D. Chase and A.
Chase 2003) that had been infilled during the Terminal Classic PéflmelChalpat residerdl group
appears to have been occupied from the Early Classic through the Terminal Classic Period. No materials
that could be related to the Terminal Classic palace ceramic complex were recovered in these excavations.
Structure F11 (Figure59 and 60)aslocated on the eastern side of the Chalpat group and rose
approximately 1 m above the central plaza. Only one possible facing could be identified that demarcated
the western edge of the buildingbds s umsmictibn Based
would have surmounted the summit of Structure F11.

Operation C186B (Figure61 and 62was assignetb the axial trenciplaced intdStructure F11
thatmeasured 6.4 m easest by 2 m nortisouth.Large flat slabs constituted the uppermost ¢or¢he
last building effort, appearing as if a pavemarthe easterpartof the trenctwhen the humus was
removed. An elevated plaster floor buried in later building fill in the eastern part of the excavations
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suggests that there may have been at k@ different versions of Structure F1d contrast to the
untouchecdeastern end of the trench, the western end of the excavation, in what would hate been
frontal area of the buildingvas very disturbedNo steps could be located and thwe frontal caches that
were found, although localized, were broken and scattaredidition, another partial set of finger bowls
(Figure 65f, g) were found distributed among the front.fildso in the frontal fills were several pieces

of speleothem (Figured@, d, g)that may once have constituted an offer@mgl a large fragment of a Late
to Terminal Classic incensario (Figure 63b), possibly with its lid (Figure 63a). Besides the two formal
caches that were located, two interments were also recoverechfsoimvestigation.

S.D. C186R1 (Figure66) was assigned to a set of cache vessels placed in the plaza fill in
front of Structure F11. The cache vessels were located in the center of the axial trench on its eastern end.
Three distinct vessels sets agpresented: a rounded urn with lid (Figure 65c¢); finger bowls (Figure 65d);
and a lipto-lip set of vases (Figure 65e). This vessel set likely dates to the onset of the Late Classic
Period and is possibly contemporaneous with S.D. C¥B6B

S.D. C186RBR2 (Figure66) was assigned to a set of finger bowls located slightly east of
S.D. C186BL1 (Figure 65h).This finger bowl set had been disturbed in antiquity.

S.D. C186B3 (Figure 67) was assigned to an interment locatedeimortheastern corner
of theexcavation The pit for the disarticulated bodies had beenidiagbedrockand a large stone slab
covered part of the burial. A single broken vessel found at the southern edge of the interment permits the
deposit to be datkto the very onset of the teaClassic Periodlhree individualsvere recovered from
the burial:one is an adult and two are older adufsstcranial material was recovered for two
individuals; the third individuaik indicated solely by the presence of an additiskall. Two right
mandible fragments show antemortem tooth loss of all mdaiteast two of theeindividuals had inlaid
teeth. The primary individual had mandibular inlays that possibly stretched from left canine (hematite
inlay present) to right canine (empty inlagié present). Three other inlaid teeth are presemt is an
upper central incisor exhibiting 3 inlays holes; one is an upper central incisor exhibit a hematite inlay;
and a third is a right lateral incisor with a jadeite inlay.
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S.D. C186R4 (Figure68, 69, and 7Pwas assigned for an interment that was placed
inside a nortksouth crypt that was situated directly beneath the western summit facing. The crypt had
been cut into bedrock and then lined with thin stone slabs on its sides, some of whialmastdree
standing (Figure 70). The crypt itself measured 1.75 m 1sontth by 0.45 m eastest (at its maximum)
by 0.50 m in height. The capstones that covered the crypt were comprised of unshaped, rough, thin
limestone slabs (Figure 62). Immediatatyrth of the crypt and at a slightly higher level were three
shaped limestone slabs that may have funetias an entrywaynow disturbedjo anopen air crypt.
These shaped slabs covered disarticulated human bone (fragmentary cranial, fragmentanesrand
4 teeth) that may have represented an additional interment or offleowg\(er, itwas not designated as
separate S.0On the field). The crypitself (Figure 69) held the remains ofdvindividuals The primary
individual was prone with hedito the southThe age and sex of the primary individual was not
determined. However, the primary individdas  texibitedisubstantial wear on the upper canines and
first premolarsA secondpundled individual, possibly female/asincluded near thaorthern end of the
chamber Excavators in the field suggestibet the bone beneath the upper skaby have belonged to
this individual however, given poor preservation, this could not be confirriiédee vessels
accompanied the primary individual; tmoe r e at t he i ndividual 6s head (Fi
perfume bottle (Figure 71a) was set east of the kneespoAdylusdead (Figure 72h), a fragmentary bone
awl (Figure 72a), and shell inlay pieces (Figure-g2g from an unknown artifact alsmcompanied the
burial. Perhaps the most unusual thing to accompany the individsal et of two small jadeite
earflares (Figure 72j, k), artifacts usually associated with high status individuals at Caracol. The ceramic
vessels included in S.D. C188HRdate this interment to the early part of the Late Classic Period.
Structure F9 (Figures 61 and 73) was the most prominent structure on the north side of the Chalpat
residential group, rising some 1.2 m above the plaza. There was some indication &l atiprior the
building, but little architecture was visible in the mound.

Operation C186C(Figures 74, 75, and 76) was assigned for an axial trench through Structure F9

that measured.00 mnorth-south by2 meastwest. Excavation produced evidencedbominimum 3
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different versions of Structure F9 that were apparently accompanied by a number of other architectural
changes (Figures 75 and 76). The earliest formal constructions that were noted were actually of two
buildings and a nortsouth alleywayn between them; these two constructions were subsumed within a
single building, which was eventually raised to the current height of Structure F9. There is no evidence
that anything other than a perishable edifice ever surmounted the summit of StQctinde formal
deposits were recovered in the excavatfwith Structure F11 (Figure 64b), a broken spindle whorl
(Figure 77a) was recovered in the humus of the structure. Within the upper portion of the building fill, a
broken limestoné used for diling beads (Figure 77cee also Kovacevich 200®as recovered as well
as a carved slate fragment (Figure 77h). Shartisese upper fills included a mix of materials ranging
from Late Preclassic to Late Classic. Perhaps the most interesting ntaterafrom directly above
bedrock and included a jadeite inlay, complete marine shells (Figure 72k, "3, e r ami ¢ fist opper
77m),and aundiluteddeposit of large fragments of Early Classic ceramic sherds (Figurdiig$, the
archaeological datadicates that Structure F9 was first constructed during the Early Clessicl and
used at least through the Late Classic Period.
Structure F14 (Figures 61 and 79) was located on the western extent of the Chalpat plaza. The upper
portion of the buildingappeared to have a noitbuth sump within it. This sump wakated for
investigation in hope that it would produce a Terminal Classic deposit, matching similarly excavated
deposits in the southern Peten of Guatemala (Laf6a4, 2003 Excavation didin fact, reveal a tomb
that appears to have beerergered in the Terminal Classic Period.

Operation C186D (Figures 80 and 81) was assigned to a trench through Structure F14. The
trench was not placed on access, but rather at an angle of about&fsdedhe architecture recovered.
This misalignment was not purposeful, but was rather due to heavy root action to the front of the mound
which made the structure appear to be a different orientafiba.trench itself measur&d60 meast
westby 2 mnorth-south. It succeeded in finding the frontal facings for Structure F14. The investigation
also demonstrated that Structure F14 was a single phase construction that once housed a tomb. Besides
the tomb, the burial of a child had also been placed Hetieafront steps of the building. The building
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fill contained a mix of Late Preclassic to Late Classic sherd mateuwiad reconstructable Laferminal
Classic vessel (Figure 86c)was found in building fill just above bedidicating that Structurel14
was builtat this time The core of the building also contained a relatively large amount of chert, obsidian,
shale, and quartzite tools (Figure 82), indicating thathlithic production debris had entered the
building fill. Worked shell (Figure 82r,jj-00) was also recovered from the fill and may represent one of
the items manufactured in Chalpat.

S.D. C186D1 (Figures 83, 84, and 85) was assigned to what appears to have been a re
filled tomb. It was clear before excavation that some kind eflimiscontinuity would be found within
the dry core fill of Structure F14. Eventually, the rough stone walls of the chamber were followed down
to a plaster floor (Figure 85) that was at the same level as the bedrock in the front of the excavation.
Confirmation that this was in fact a-emtered tomb was provided by the walls andigitu bone at the
bottom of the chamber (Figure 84); in accord with other chambers of this kind at Caracal, it is suspected
that the tomb roof collapsed and was removedregthe chamber was-filled with rock (D. Chase and
A. Chase 2003)The chamber measured 1.80 m nestluth by 0.85 m eastest (maximum) and hagh
original minimum height 00.95m (Figure 85) One vessel was found on the floor of the chamber in the
northeast corner (Figure 86c¢) and it is possible that the complete flute (cover; Figure 86a) was involved in
a ceremony marking the infilling of themhb. Within the chamberwo adult individuals were present.
One was extended and one was located imdnéneast corner of the chamb&¥lith only dry core
directly above the interment, the bone was not well preservedoasekridentifications were possible.
None of the 13 teeth recovered show any evidence of inlays.

S.D. C186D2 (Figure87) was assigrkfor the interment of a child that was placed
within the fill of Structure F14 beneath the frontal stair. The bone was in a very bad state of preservation.
The sibadultwasapproximately 3 years old at time ofdeaMo st of t he chvetedids t eet |
but the recovered leg and arm bones were very fragmentary. Seven adult teeth were also recovered,

possibly suggesting that an adult skull oheeaccompanied the deposiin impressive necklace
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accompanied the child. It consisted of a centrall giendent with a carved face, two eslthped pieces
of limestone and two drilled olive shells (Figure 89a
Structure F13 (Figure 89)comprised the southern building in the Chalpat Residential Group. It was not
excavated by the project. However, lrsthad penetrated its southern si@ace the Chalpat plaza was
cleanedthe stone outline of the structure was quite eviddetbuilding exhibits aentral rear benchA
plan of the stones that were evident on the ground surface without excdiagiore 89) was made of the
building.
Equifinality Regarding Terminal Classic Variability in the Western Caracol Epicenter

By the conclusion of the 2011 field season, many of the residential groups that occepy high
ground beyond the western limits of fBaracol epicenter kidbeen investigated. The excavated sample
includesthe Northwest Group (specifically, Structures F2 and F4), the Northwest Acopolis area
(specifically Structures A61, A63, A69, and H2), most of Alta/Baja Vista (Structures F33, F34£3635
F38, F39, and F4Xpsidential groupanda series obuildings inboth the Ramon (Structures F19 and
F21) and Chalpat (Structures F9, F11, and F14) residential graAlpsf thesecompounds fe directly
into the causeway that articulateith theepicentral A Group (see Figure IJhus, it became clear that it
was necessary to have as complete a picture of the A Group constructions as was possible. Toward this
end, the summit of Structure A1 was excavated during the 2011 field season.

It appearghat much of the A Group was constructed either in the Preclassic or Early Classic
Period with slight Late Classic modifications. The 25 m high Structure A2 is largely a Late Preclassic
construction that was finished with a summit platform and monumeheilLate Classic Period.
Similarly, Structure A3 was constructed in the Early Classic Period and then modified in the Late Classic
Period. Initial constructions on the eastern side of the A Plaza associated with Structure A6 date to the
Late PreclassiPeriod (A. Chase and D. Chase 2006); Structures A5 and A7 date to end of the Early
Classic Period (A. Chase and D. Chase 1995). Structure A4 dates to the very beginning of the Late
Classic Period. Structure A8 was constructed in the Early Classic Pedadaalifed in the Late Classic
Period.
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All of the buildings in the A Group have seen sanehaeologicaivestigation andbasal
portions of these structures ledheen excavated by either the Caracol Archaeological Project or the
Tourism Development Pregt. All of the A Group structures thalso been penetrated with summit
excavationg with the exception of Structure Al. All of these summit excavatiodyietded Terminal
Classic artifactual materials. For Structure A2, this included spiked andedadmser material (A.
Chase and D. Chase 2004:fig. 16.4a). For Structure A3, this included two censers left on the interior
building floor at the time of abandonment (see A. Chase and D. Chase 1987:14). For Structure A6, this
included extensive collégons of reconstructable Terminal Classic ceramic vessels (e.g., A. Chase and D.
Chase 2004:fig. 16.4b) and censerware (D. Chase and A. Chase 2010:fiy fidg) orange grater bowl
was found on the floor of an interior room in Structure A8 (A. Chasda&hase 2004g. 16.7i). Thus,
the expectatiomvasthat similarly late materials ould have beerecovered from the summit of Structure
Al. Yet, the summit of Structure Al produced no materials dating to the Terminal Cldssiever
this excavation fvided closure for the sample, permitting us to better understakdGneup
construction sequenc&ased on the 2011 investigatioitsappears that most tiie summit of Structure
Al had beerrompletedby the end othe Early Classic Period.
Caracol Sructure Al (Figure 90) $ the 15 m high pyramid that defines the southern end of the A Group
main plaza.Theconstruction ofStructure Almust have taken plad®y theend of theEarly Classic
Period This conclusion can be drawn based on fill sealglddruilding summit andased on deposits
recoveredn a platform appended to its southern side during the 1997 field sd&8¥hgeason report at

www.caracol.orgsee also D. Chase and A. Chase 200&xcavationsvere carried out on all of the

various basal sides of Structure Al during the 1998 and 1999 field seasons. While the lowest terrace was
reached in all of these excavations, on the north side, a central architectural inset (probably representing a
mask,a3 n Structure A3) had been placed on the buil di
and one other on the north side of the building also yielded speleothems that must have fallen out of the
collapsed core of the substructure, potentiallydative of its ritual function (Ishihara et al. 2011).

Summit ecavation of Structure Al in 2011 revealed a rear northern facing and three southern facings.
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The southern facings suggest that Structure A1 was surmounted by a perishable coniattCiiaa
rear masonry bench and a masdnoytal step At some time after it was bu{lpossibly during the Late
Classic Period based on sherd materaburial was intrudethroughthe front step and placediindry
core fill; then, the pit was ifilled and the summit was raised to its present height without any formal
construction.Like Structure Althe earlier version dbtructure A2 was surmounted by elevated
platform thatprobablysupported a perishable buildingpwever the A2 platform wasignificantly more
elevated and had frontal stairways on either end of the platform that bounded a space for Stela 22 (Grube
1994.

Operation C187B(Figures 91 and 92) was assigned for an axial summit excavation of Structure
Al. Theoriginaltrench measute6.20 m in width, but reached an eventual siz&.60 m northsouth by
2.00 m eastvest. As noted above, rear facings were recovered once the humus was removed.
Excavation into theippercore of the building found two buried facings, but only the eastetent of
these facings was preserved (Figure &85 was because they had been cut through to place an interment
(S.D. C187B1) into the underlying dry core fill. The earlier construction represented by these bisected
facings dated to the end of tRarly Classic Period based upon sherd material in fill; this fill also
contained a piece of a monument fragment (Figure 95g). At a depth of 2 m below the summit surface, a
crude plaster floor was found that ran the length of the investigation. Pemetfattis floor revealed
more dry core fill and the excavation had to be halted.

S.D. C187R1 (Figures 93 and 94) was assigned to a burial that had been placed into the
front core of Structure A1l. Because the body had been placed into dry core fillpfitaa bones and
artifacts had fallen into interstices once the organic material decomposed. However, it appears that the
body hadoriginally been placed in a bundled position with head to the ribitjure 94) The skeletal
material indicates that thedividual was arolder adult malevith jadeite and hematite inlays his teeth,
as follows:upper and lower right canines had jadeite inlays; upper left lateral incisor had hematite inlay;
lower lateral right incisor and two central incisors had hemialiag's; upper right lateral incisor and left
first premolar had empty inlay holes; the right central irroigas present and had no inl&alculus
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appeared on the lower incisofgtifactual material accompanying the burial includespbandylushell
andan object that had jadeite and shell inlays (Figure 95). It is suspected that the interment is Late
Classic in date.
Ground-checkingthe LIDAR DEM

The LiDAR survey of Caracol undertaken in the early summer of 2009 proved to be exceedingly
successful iproducing the visualization of cultural features beneath the forest canopy (A. Chase, D.
Chase, and Weishampel 2010; A. Chase et all;20®ishampel et al. 201@nd in revising our views of
the spatial organization of the ancient Maya (D. Chase et HL).2@ne unanticipated outcome of this
airborne survey was also the location of numerous caves throughout the Caradsyemed those
identified in the fieldFeld 1994, Ishihara et al. 200\/eishampel et ak0123). During the 2010 field
season, imal groundchecking was undertaken of many of these features in the vicinity of tedCar
epicentetby Jessica Hightowem all instances verifying the LiDAR data. During the 2011 field season,
two specific areas were targeted for groghéck, includig a smaller causeway that articulates with the
PajareRamonal Causeway and an architectural concentration east of the Conchita Terminus (Figure 96).
In addition grounecheckswere undertaken tconfirmthe existence of residential reservoirs (Figure 97)
and location of all of these feature®ne byproduct of this survey effort was the discovery of the
systematic removal of cedar trees by Guatemalans throughout the Caracol ArchaeologicalReserve
mahogany trees were removed long agbhe treesrecut at night (as the sounds of chain saws
confirmedduring the field seasynthen, they were further shaped into largeghplanks that were left to
dry for some time; finally, the gihter planks were hauled into Guatemala by horses. The amount of
deforesation in the Caracol region that was revealed by this survey is a cause for ¢oacdre
LiDAR can be used to effectively outline the problem that needs resoértibto provide baseline data
on forest preservatiofWeishampel et al 2012b)

Northeag Acropolis Stabilization

During the 2009 and 2010 field seasons, extensive investigations were carried out in the

Northeast Acropolis. Three buildings weneally excavated with the intent to stabilize théme:
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southwestern Structure B31, the westanu@ure B32, and the northern Structure B33; additionally, part
of the bases for Structures B34 and B30 were also exposed for stabilization in consultation with the
Institute of Archaeology. Initially, stabilization was to have begun in May 2010, wasipostponed by
the Institute of Archaeology untihe 2011 field season, when it would be easier to support the effort with
the Caracol Archaeological Project kitchen. Although paid for by the Caracol Archaeological Project, the
stabilization effort wasindertaken by the Institute of Archaeology under the direction of Jorge Can and a
separate crew of stabilizers. This workforce not only stabilized the architectural remains (Figure 98), but
also established new trails into the Northeast Acropolis to naakist access easier. The archaeological
project articulated with these efforts by recording any new architectural details that the stabilizers
uncovered (e.g., Figure 99) and by collecting artifactual materials (e.g., Figure 100) thateeetiecah
by their efforts. The stabilization of the Northeast Acropolis was finished by the end of March 2011
Significance

The 2011 field season constitdtithe 27th continuous year of research at the site by the Caracol
Archaeological ProjectThe 2011 field semnresearched thregifferent problems. The first walse
investigation and contextualization of Terminal Classic remains at the site immediately prior to the Maya
fi c ol ITan@acadwith theompletion of a thregear research design (20@011) The second
pertained to the examination of heterogeneity among residential groups in close proximity to each other.
The third involved the grounttuthing of features identified through LiDAR remote sensing.

Taking these research objectives in reverserptdBAR groundchecks during the 2011 field
further demonstrated the ability of this tool to identify key features at the site from afar. These features
range from causeways to buildings to agricultural terraces to caves tmaaknreservoirs. LiDAR ia
tremendous boon to landscape archaeology.

Undertaking investigation of multiple neighboring groups in tloettNvest part of the site
allowed for consideration of both the variation and the similarities among residential groups in a way that
would not flave been possible with less geographically concentrated excavation. This is particularly
apparent in evidence of mortuary practices, caching activity, and in production biebrieents were
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found in all residential groups investigated in thertRwestregion. Like much of Caracol, eastern

structures served as a primary location for mortuary ac{i@ityChase and A. Chase 2004jowever, in

contrast tanany of the other investigated residential groups elsewhere siteaheo formal tombs were

found n eastern constructionrs the groups that were investigateather burials ineastern mortuary

structure in this part of the siteonsistednly of simple interments,ysts, or crypts. That tombs were an

option for the area's inhabitants is indicavgdhe presence of tombs within several north8trugtures

F21 and F3pand western structureSt(ucture F2 and F)4Incorporation of tombs in northern structures

is characteristic of other residential groups at Caracol both in the epicgmtetres A3, A34, andB19)

and in the outlying coree(g., Structure B40 However, the use of tombs in western constructions is

more characteristic of the Peten area to Caracol's west. This Peten association coincides with previous

findingsthat there wera geater proportions of Petdike ceramics in the western Caracol excavation

areas, presumably due to distribution of goods through the western terminus market at La Rejollla (

Chase and D. Chase 2008 hese findings may also suggest that the occupéttiss sector of Caracol

maintainedstrongties with their western neighbors. That the inhabitants of the Caracthiviestsector

were clearly part of the Caracol identityoweverjs evident from the face caches and finger bowls found

in association Wth the eastern mortuary constructions. Similarities among gralggare apparent in

certain burial offerings; ceramics $1D. C1&C-1 andS.D. C186B4 are unusual and yet nearly identical.

As is the case elsewhere at the sitedpction appears tcebvaried among the households, although at

leasttwo of the residential group®ay have€ocused on marine shell productiol.is alsolikely that

there wastatus variation among the grougauture analysis of remains from these investigations will

hopdully provide additional information on the relationships among households. Continued investigation

of household clusters or neighborhoods is planned for a different sector of Caracol in subsequent seasons.
While the collapse has been frequently attridutewarfare Demarest 1993, 1997, 200dr to

drought Gill 2000; Gill et al. 2007; Hodell et al. 199 the more popular pressanyMaya

archaeologists believe that these were not the primary causes of the depopulatistMdya centers by

the tenh century(e.g., lannone et al. in reviewde believe thainternal social and political stresses
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played a major role in the breaib of Classic Maya society (e.@\. Chase et al. in review). By

examining variability within the latest residential rensa@tt Caracol, its possible to bettamderstand the
internal composition of Maya society at this point in time, thereby contribfutittgerinsight intothe

social political, and economisituation that existed circa A.D. 900. While it is possiblede status

linked differences in ceramic usage at Caracol at the time of the collagsewas also contemporary
variability in residential units relative to rituals and to mataridiureremains With only a few

exceptions, the statdisked ceramicseen in the epicentral palaces are not replicated outside of the site
epicenteii even though cleadifferences in architecture, residential activities, ardactual contentsan

be defined within the various reisdenital groupy. payingclose attenbn to detalil it is possible to

identify nonrepicentral Terminal Classic materials, particularly in interments. But, the fact remains that
the dite inhabitantsof Caracolhad access towide array of material culture and food items that were not
availab e t o t he bpedpldurmd theTarmimakCiassic Beriod. Given the earlier similarity
in material culture among all parts of Late Classic Caracol society, the dichotomy seen in the Terminal
Classic Period surely caused some social andgadlignsion.This tension alone could have laid the
foundation for the eventual collapse at Caracol, particularly if warfare, climate, or environmental factors

hel ped to provide a fitrigger. 0 | n summ20ilyield t he

r

e

seasons not only provides temporal depth for wunde

residential groups argpicentrabalaces, but alsprovides a firm foundation for analyzinthe social and

political changes thaikely contribued toCa r a ¢ o | Ocellapsdartd abaraonment.
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TABLE 1:
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Diane Z. Chase C2
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Field Supervisors
Adrian Chase C154
Patrick Rohrer C172
Field Assistants
Rachel Eagan C201
Claire Lewis C202
Rachel Landry C203
Tiffany Linley C204
Marc Marino C205
Brooke Martin C206
Max Seidita C207

Clean-Up Crew
Lucas Johnson Cl34
Amy Morris Cl11

Belizean Labor:

Kitchen
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Felipa Guy
Karen Guadelupe Meneses
Field

Carlos Cocom

Adrian Venicio Cruz, Jr.
Reynaldo Cunil
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Ceramic figurine from Structure F14.

Western Caracol epicenter, highlighting the location of the residential groups investigated

during the 2011 field season (after A. Chase and D. Chasg. 1987

Plan of Northwest Group, showing the locations of Operation C79D and C79E.

Photograph of excavations in Structure F3, showing Operation C79D.

Structure F3 section (Operation C79D).

Plan of steps and facingssasiated with Structure F3, once humus was removed.

Plan of Special Deposit C79E

Sherds recovered from just above bedrock in the lower plaza cut in Operation C79D:

a., d. Chunhinta Black; b. Joventud Red; c., f. possibly Pitar@re. Achiotes
Unslipped; g. Muxanal Redn-cream.

CrossSection (eastvest) of Operation C79E, a chultun excavation.
CrossSection (nortksouth) of Operation C79E.

Photograph of S.D. C79E

Upper plan of . C79E1, an interment, at the bottom of the chultun.

Lower plan of S.D. C79H, detailing large stones at the bottom of the chultun.
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Artifactual materials from S.D. C79E a. workedspondylusshell; b., c. marine shell; d.

stingray spine; e. jadeite beadj.fpyrite inlays; k. snail shell.
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Lower plan of facings and building stones associated with Structure F24.
Plan of S.D. C1214.

Contents of S.D. C121C: a. shaped stone covering the vessel; b. Flor Cream ceramic
vessel.

Plan of S.D. C121@.

Ceramics related to deposits in Operation C121C: a. Hebe Modeled urn recovered from
| o o tbackdidt;d-d. Ceiba Unslipped vessels from S.D. C12ZL@. possibly Valentin
Unslipped from S.D. C121G.

Photograph of S.D. C1218

Plan of S.D. C121G.

Four sequent plans of S.D. C124C

Artifactual materials from Operation C121C:caworked marine shell; d. worked bone;
e., g. limestone bars; f. carved shaier from S.D. C1214; h. worked conch shell.

Photograph of S.D. C121&
Plan of S.D. C1216.

Ceramic vessels from S.D. C12BCa. Sierra Red; b. probably Corriental Appliqued;
c. possibly Xtabcab Incised; d. Guaadlm Redon-orange.

Partial censers and cache vessels from Operation C121C: a., b., h. possibly Candelario
Appliqued; c., d., e. Pedregal Modeled; f. unnamed id¢cigeundesignated appliqué;
k. probably Miseria Appliqued;-. CeibaUnslpped.

Sherd materials from the lower levels of Operation C121C: a., b., c., d., s. Boxcay
Brown; e., f., p., 1., ee. Achiotes Unslipped; g., i., k., m., 0., g., cc., dd. Sierra Red;
h, I., u., w. Aguila Orange; j., v., X., y. Flor Creamppssibly Corriental appliqued;

t. possibly Negroman Punctaliecised; z. Lagartos Punctate; aa., bb., ff. Mut-Bed
brown; gg. Sacluc Blackn-orange.

Lithic materials from Operation C121C: a., b., d., e., h., i., |., m. chert;
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Plan of Alta and Baja Vista, showing locations of 2011 excavations relative to the 2010
excavations.
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Figure 35: Photograph of Structure F38.

Figure 36: Section through Structure F38, designated Operation C184G.

Figure 37: Plan of Operation C184G.

Figure 38: Censerware from Operation C184GeaPedregal Modeled; f. undesignated type.

Figure 39: Sherd material from Operation C184G: a. b., c., f., g. Cambio Unslipped; d. Ceiba
Unslipped; e. unnamed type.

Figure 40: Artifactual material from Operation C184G:@.ceramic figurine fragments;-tl.shaped
sherds; g., i., I., m. obsidian; h.;mchert; j. jadeite bead; k. marine shell.

Figure 41: Photograph of Structure F34 and Operation C185C.

Figure 2: Section through Structure F34, designated Operation C185C.
Figure 43: Upper plans for Operation C185C.

Figure 44: Lower plans for Operation C185C.

Figure 45: Photograph of S.D. C185C

Figure 46: Plan of S.D. C1854.

Figure 47: Crosssections ofthe S.D. C185€l crypt.

Figure 48: Ceramic vessels associated with S.D. C185@. Vista Fluted; b. probably Saxche
OrangePolychrome; c. probably Pajarito Orargelychrome.

Figure 49: Artifactual materials from Operation C185C: a. limestone bastdy; b. partial ceramic
figurine; c., f., h., i. partial obsidian blades; d. partial greenstone axe; e. worked marine

shell; g. chert tool.

Figure 50: Sherd materials from Operation C185Cgapossibly Aguacate Orange; h. unnamed
type.

Figure 51: Photograph of Caracol Structure F35 and Operation C185D.
Figure 52: Section through Structure F35, designated Operation C185D.

Figure 53: Plans 14 for Operation C185D.
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Plans 5 and 6 for Operation C185D.
Plans 7 and 8 for @Gpation C185D.

Plans 911 for Operation C185D.

Ceramic materials from Operation C185D: a., b. Pedregal Modeled; c. shaped sherd;

d.-f. Sierra Red.

Artifactual materials from Operation C185D: a., b. partial obsidiarestazl shaped
limestone.

Pl an of AChalpato residential group
Photograph of Structure F11 and Operation C186B.

Section through Structure F11, designated Operation C186B.

Upper and lower plans of Operation C186B.

Censerware from Operation C186B:caPedregal Modeled; d. Miseria Appliqued.

Artifactual materials associated with Operation C186B: a. chert point; b. limestone

showi

spindle whorlic., d., g. peleothems; e. pottery stamp; f. cut conch shell; i., m. limestone
bars; h. carved shell flower; j. hematite; k., ,l-qochert; n. obsidian; r. jadeite chip.

Reconstruable ceramics associated with Operation C186B: a. probably MolaxkBl|
(from S.D. C186B3); b. Saxche Orangeolychrome; c¢h. Ceiba Unslipped (&. from

S.D. C186R1; h. from S.D. C186R).
Plans of S.D. C1868 and S.D. C186R.
Upper and lower plans for S.D. C18@B
Photograp of S.D. C186B4.

Plans of S.D. C1868.

Crosssections of S.D. C1868.

Ceramic vessels associated with S.D. C186B. unnamed type; b. Saxche Orange

Polychrome; c. Machete Orang§®lychrome.
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Figure 81:

Figure 82:
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Figure 84:
Figure 85:

Figure 86:

Figure 87:

Artifactual materials associated with S.D. C186Ba. bone awl fragment; b. chert drill;
c. marine shell fragment; d., e. shell inlay fragments; f., g. cut shell discs; h., i. shell
beads; j., k. jadeite earflares.

Photograph of Structure F9 a@gperation C186C.

Section through Structure F9, designated as Operation C186C.

Upper plans associated with Operation C186C.

Lower plans associated with Operation C186C.

Artifactual materials associated witlp@ation C186C: a. partial limestone spindle
whorl; b. quartzite ball; c. marbleized limestone employed in drilling beads;

d., e., j. partial obsidian blades; f. burnt conch shell; g. broken chert biface; h. carved slate
fragment; i. chert blade; k, somplete marine shell; . figurine fragment; m. ceramic
istopper; 06 o. marine shell fragment.
Sherd materials associated with the lowest levels in Operation C186C: a., h. Dos
Hermanos Redy., u. Aguila Orange; c., d., e., g., 1., t. QalrUnslipped;

f., g., i. Balanza Black; k., s. Pucte Brown; j., |, m., n., p. Dos Arroyos Orange
Polychrome; 0. Candelario Appliqued.

Photograph of Structure F14 and Operation C186D.

Section through Structure F14 and Operatia8€D.

Plan of Operation C186D.

Artifactual material associated with Operation C186D:

a., d, j-q., s-w., aa., bb., ftii. chert tools; b., ¥z., cc-ee. obsidian; c. shale;

e-g., i. quartite; h., r., jjoo. worked shell.

Photograph of S.D. C186D.

Plan of S.D. C186H.

Crosssections of the S.D. C186Dchamber.

Ceramics associated with Structure F14 and S.D. Ca8@&Dfigurine/whistldrom
humus above chamber; b. probabbnaja Fluted (from floor of chamber); c. Zacatel

Polychrome (from basal front fill).

Plan of S.D. C186E2.
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Figure 89:
Figure 90:
Figure 91:
Figure 92:
Figure 93:
Figure 94:

Figure 95:

Figure 96:

Figure 97:

Figure 98:

Figure 99:

Figure 100:

Artifactual material associated with S.D. C188Da. carved shell pendent;
b., c. limestone bangles; d., e. drilledvelshells; f. chert drill.

Plan of Structure F13.

Photograph of Structure A1 and Operation C187B.

Section through Structure Al, designated Operation C187B.

Plans of Operation C187B.

Photograph bsummit excavation, showing general location of S.D. C187B

Plan of S.D. C1874.

Artifactual material associated with S.D. C18TBa. spondylus shell; b., c. jadeite discs;
d.-f. fragmentary marine shell; g. carved marbldiimestone (not associated with
deposit).

Caracol LIDAR DEM showing areas checked during 2011.

Photograph of small residential reservoir near Structure M22 checked against LiDAR
during 2011.

Photograph of stabil@ion work undertaken at Northeast Acropolis during 2011.

Updated plan of Operations C183J and C183L, the area now utilized as the southwest
entry point for the Northeast Acropolis.

Artifactual materials from Northeast Acropotisllected by stabilizers: a. ceramic tripod
bowl, probably Tinaja Red; b. ceramic figurine fragment; c. large chert flake.
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Figure 1Western Caracol epicenter, highlighting the location of the residential grmvestigated during
the 2011 field seasofafter A. Chase and D. Chase 1987).
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Figure 2Plan ofNorthwest Group showing the locations of OperatioB79D and C79E
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Figure 3Photograph of excavations in Structure F3, showing Operation C79D.
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Caracol Structure F3
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Figure 4Structure F3 section (Operation C79D).
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Figure 5Plan ofsteps and facings associated with Structure F3, once humus waseemo
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Figure 6Plan ofSpecial Deposit C79E
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Figure 7Sherds recovered from just above bedrock in the lower plaza cut in Operation C79D:
a., d. Chunhinta Black;. Joventud Red; c., f. gsibly Pital Cream; e. Achiotes Unslipped;
g. Muxanal Re@®n-cream
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excv. C7T9E

Figure 8CrossSection (eastvest) of Operation C79E, a chultun excavation.

45
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Figure 90ossSection (northsouth) of Operation C79E.
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Figure 10:

Photograph of S.D. C79E
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S.D. C79E-1

upper plan

Figure 11 Upper gan of S.D. C79#, an interment, at the bottom of the chultun.
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S.D. C79E-1

lower plan

Fgure 12 Lower plan of S.D. C79Edetailing large stones at the bottom of the chultun.
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Fgure 13 Ceramic vesels from S.D. C79E a. Yesoso Orangaste Ware, probably Joventud Red:
Sampoperro Variety; iChunhinta Blacke. Bucut Multicolor d. Sierra Red
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Figure 14 Artifactual materials from S.D. C#2Ea.workedspondylusshell; b, c.marineshell; d. stingray
spine; e. jadeite bead;. pyrite inlays k. snail shell.
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Figure 15

Plan of * Z u} vesidEntialgroup comprisingOperation C121.
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