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PREFACE
Arcihaeological digging 1is a good deal like
deepsea fishing off the New England coast; you
never know whether you are going to pull up a cod

or a sculpin - often you get nothing at all. But

once in a great while you hook a big halibut and

then you are in for a long, tough struggle.

(Kidder 1946:1)

The data and interpretations presented in this
dissertation derive from investigations undertaken 1in the
central Peten of Guatemala, Central America, in 1971, 1977,
and 1979. Excavations were undertaken at the sites of
Cenote, Tayasal, and Nima from May through August 1971.
These excavations were done under the field direction of H.
Stanley Loten as part the Tayasal Project {1971 Project
Director, W. R. Coe) and under permit from the Instituto de
Antropologia e Historia de Guatemala (IDAEH). Funding for
these investigations came from The University Museum and the
Ford TFoundation (in the form of Student Training Grants) .
Logistical support included: (1) supplies and specialized
equipment received from the former Tikal Project and The
University Museum's American Section; (2) basic support
staff from +the University of Pennsylvania Anthropology
Department; (3) heavy equipment from Nicholas Hellmuth's
vaxha Project; and (4) an on-site Project camp from Sr.
Antonic Ortiz. The 1971 Tayasal Project crew was staffed by
a dozen people from various institutions and by an
experienced crew of excavators (listed bpelow) from the
Museum's Tikal Project, which had ended in becember cf 1962.
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Subsequent field investigations in the Tayasal-Paxcaman
zone and laboratory work at Tikal in 1977 were carried out
as a continuation of The University of Pennsylvania -
University Museum's 1971 Tayasal Project under permit to A.
Chase from IDAEH. Funding for these investigations was
provided by the Department of Anthropology of the University
of Pennsylvania in the form of in-field financial support
and indirectly by the then ongoing Quirigua Project (Field
Director, R. J. Sharer) of the University of Pennsylvania -
University Museum in the form of travel funds for A. and D.
Chase. The 1977 project criw was comprised of A. and D.
Chase, two volunteer undergraduate students from the
University of Pennsylvania, Julie Benyo and Karen Miller,
and several Guatemalan assistants from the Tayasal area and
Tikal village (listed below). Elizabeth Marum also aided
the 1977 laboratory work. A brief visit to Tikal and the
site of Tayasal Dby A. and D. Chase to complete several
unfinished tasks was undertaken in the late summer of 1972
thanks +to financial support from both the American Section
of The University Museum and the Anthropology Department of
the University of Pennsylvania.

Numerous people were extremely helpful during the 1977
season and the 1979 visit. These include Antonio Ortiz who
graciously allowed the use of his unoccupied Dbuildings at
the site of Tayasal without compensation. Amilcar Guzman,
Rudi Larios, and Miguel Orrego were instrumental in ensuring
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that the laboratory work at Tikal went smoothly and that
housing was assured in both 1977 and 1979. Two former
directors of IDAEH, Luis Lujan Munoz and Francis Polo
Sifontes, provided the necessary permissions for the work.
Individuals in Flores and San Benito who aided the 1977
Tayasal Project included: Pedro Castellanos of the Hotel
Peten who happily provided storage space at his Hotel,
Carlos Gutierrez who provided logistical support and
transport to the islands of Quexil and also permission to
map the site of Michoacan, Ernesto Estrada M. who aided in
the Flores research in the vicinity of excv. 43A, Jose
Castellanos who provided the excv. 43F data, and Gonzalo
Mendez who gave permission for the excv. 43G data to be
collected., Countless other individuals in the central
Peten, especially at Flores and Tikal, were of assistance.
Through the efforts of R. J. Sharer and W. R. Coe, the
majority of the ceramic vollections from the 1971 and 1977
investigations were shipped to The Univer. ty Museum of The
University of Pennsylvania in early 1988 for further study
and as an aid for preparing the Tayasal Project monographs.
Especially to be thanked for their aid in processing sherds
at The University of Pennsylvania are Diane Z. Chase, Sara

Ruch, Rudi Larios, Miguel Orrego, Titus Welliver, and Sue

]

Jaeger. Sara Ruch has alsc been personally responsibie for

drafting most of the ceramic figures in this dissertation,
the rest Dbeing done by either myself or D. Chase. Diane
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Chase is also responsible for many of the sections and plans
which appear here; the majority, however, were prepared by
myself.

My involvement in the formal analysis and presentation
of the Tayasal materials stems from an interest in the
postclassic Period of the Maya area. This interest,
fostered by Merle Greene Robertson in high school, had been
my original reason for attending the University of
pPennsylvania as an undergraduate for she had informed me
that The University Museum was Jjust beginning a major
project at Tayasal to investigate the Postclassic Period in
the Southern Lowlands.

My first knowledge of Tayasal was gained during a
Spring 1971 trip to Guatemala when a visit was made to both
that site and to Topoxte. By 1973, my interests had led to
a paper on Tayasal, Topoxte, and the Postclassic Period,

subsequently published Dby American Antiquity (A. Chase

1976). Also in accord with my interest in the Maya, I had
entered into volunteer work during 1971, 1972, 1973, and
1974 at the University of Pennsylvania for David T. Evans (a
1971 field participant on the Tayasal project), who was
attempting to organize the field, pnotographic, and
laboratory records into an integrated and useable order.

By 1975, however, the 1971 Tayasal Project material had
begun to gather dust on the office shelves as The University
of Pennsylvania students who had worked at Tavasal exhibited
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no interest in analyzing or writing up the £final site
report. In fact, Evans had grown so disillusioned that he
had thrown all of the Tayasal Project records into a trash
bin; these, however, I recovered before they could be
formally disposed. In October of 1976, 1 submitted a
preliminary dissertation proposal to R. J. Sharer and W. R.
Coe entitled "Temporal and Spatial Relationships in the
Central Peten Postclassic;" this included the Postclassic
Tayasal data within it as part of a larger research design.
It was this proposal which led to my dirasct involvement in
the final processing of Tayasal and a shift in my focus of
research, for it was decided by the American Section that
the Tayasal data could only be handled as a whole and not in
parts. Should one have an interest in the archaeology of
postclassic Tayasal, it would be necessary to analyze the
Preclassic and Classic materials as well; in order to do a
dissertation, it would be necessary to commit oneself to
preparing the final publication of the Tayasal Project; for
University Museum funding of further excavation at Tayasal,
the extant data would have to be in finished written and
inked form.

As a novice in the field of archaeology, and rather
than be faced with what appeared to pe a difficult task
offinding a different dissertation topic, I accepted the
opportunity to write-up all of Tayasal for publication {and,
indirectly, for a dissertation), not fully realizing what a

xxii



massive undertaking I had entered intc. Although
disappointed in not being able to do actual Postclassic
archaeology in the central Peten at the time, the promise of
future Museum funding was a heady lure. In truth, the
decision to undertake the final analysis and writing of the
Tayasal Project data proved to be a unexpected boon by
providing extremely interesting topics on which to write
and, in the ensuing years, more archaeological knowledge of
the Maya than I could have possibly collected or proceeded
to analyze had a different course been 7 llowed. It 1is
sincerely hoped that this dissertation does justice to the

important and complex data from the Tayasal - Paxcaman Zone.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

The extensive excavations undertaken by The University
Museum of the University of Pennsylvania at Tayasal and
Cenote in 1971 were, 1in one sense, a continuation of the
long term research program undertaken at Tikal from 1956 to
197¢ (W. Coe 1962, 1965a, 1965b). The Tikal research
provided comprehensive documentation of the development of a
Maya urban center from the Preclassic Period through the
Terminal Classic Period. While these investigations
contributed comparative data for earlier projects undertaken
by the Museum at Classic Maya siies, such as Piedras Negras
(sattert~waite 1943-54) and Caracol (Satterthwaite 1951,
1954a, 1954b:; Beetz and Satterthwaite 1981), they also
secured evidence of Middle and Late Preclassic development
in the Lowlands. Although some progress was made at Tikal
towards the identification of the Lowland Early Postclassic
Period {Adams and Trik 1961), 1little information was
gathered concerning this latest period of Maya prehistory.

In order to define a complete Lowland Postclassic
archaeological sequence, The University Museum Dbegan a
search in 1979 under the direction of W. R. Coe for a site
with significant occupation dating from this period. The

Page 1



2
frequent trips on Aviateca by Tikal members, and
particularly W. R. Coe, had served to point out a structure
in the vicinity of Lake Peten that appeared to be
architecturally similar to constructions at the Postclassic
site of Zaculeu in the Guatemalan highlands. In 1974, the
site of Cenote was pinned down from aerial reconaissance
made of the Tayasal Peninsula; it was then visited and
preliminarily mapped. Surface collections of pottery did
not suggest that ‘Cenote would Dbe promising from a
postclassic standpoint; nevertheless, preparations were made
for further investigation at Cenote and other sites on the
peninsula in 1971.

The selection of the Tayasal Peninsula for excavations
oriented to the Maya Postclassic was consistent with its
ethnohistoric prominence (see Morley 1956: 117-127; A. Chase
1976, 1982) and the known existence of Postclassic
occupation in the general vicinity (Cowgill 1963). While
the site of Cenote had been initially chosen for
investigation because of an apparent pristine Postclassic
ground plan, particularly in Cenote Structure 1, the locus
of investigation was shifted to the Main Group at Tayasal
when the actual, earlier Preclassic and Classic Period
dating of Cenote was recognized. When the digging was
halted at Tayasal in August 1971, the investigators felt
that their primary goal of iocating major Postclassic Period

Maya architecture had not been met, although occupational



remains certainly had been documented.

As the 1971 research design had been one essentially
geared for dealing with substanial Postclassic remains, the
bountifiul Classic Period materials which were recovered by
the Tayasal Project were seen as secondary in importance.
At the time, it was realized that the Classic Period
occupation deserved future research; however, it is only
with hindsight that it is possible to recognize the
significance of the Classic Period archaeological evidence
and the bearing that it has on present interpretations of
Classic Maya society and its organizational aspects. It is
also understandable that the full importance of Postclassic
Period remains recovered by the Tayasal Project were not
recognized immediately in the field, for in 1971 very little
research had Dbeen undertaken in the Southern Lowlands on
this enigmatic period.

While the Project identified some of the Augustine and
Paxcaman ceramics in the field as being Postclassic based on
earlier descriptions provided by Berlin (1955), Adams and
Trik (1961), Cowgill (1963), and Willey et al. (1965), the
Tayasal remains did not resemble the Postclassic materials
uncovered at Mayapan (Pollock et al. 1962; R. E. Smith 1971}
or +the architecture and ceramics found along the east coast
o. ¥ucatan (Lothrop 1924; Sanders 1968), with the possible
exception of a handful of effigy censers. The standing

Postclassic architecture noted for Topoxte (Bullard 1961,
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1979), 45 kilometers east of Tayasal, was also not in
evidence on the Tayasal Peninsula. The now analyzed data,
however, suggest that a substantial Postclassic population
was present in and around Lake Peten up to the Late
Postclassic Period. The archaeology of the Postclassic
Period Peten can also be placed into differing perspectives.
The Northern Yucatan architectural style found to the east
at Topoxte (Johnson in press), Macanche (Rice and Rice 1979,
1981), and Salpeten (Rice and Rice 1980b) does not appear in
the Lake Peten area. While the town of Flores is still
inadequately sampled archaeoclogically, the remains thus far
recovered indicate neither an abundance of late sherds nor a
Yucatecan style of architecture. If these apparent
architectural and ceramic distinctions can be related to
cultural and/or political divisions among the Maya, it may
mean that the ethnohistorically known Itza were actually
located to the east of Lake Peten (A. Chase 1982).

While the data recovered Dby the Tayasal Project
demonstrate the prominence of the Lake Peten area during the
Postclassic Period, they also provide earlier archaeological
patterns which ave discordant with those found at other,
more elaborate, Classic Period centers in the Peten (A.
Chase 1979). Although the sites located within the Tayasal
- Paxcaman Zone never acquired the trappings of such Classic
Period centers as Tikal and Yaxha, they were spatially as

large as these latter sites and, like many of their
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counterparts, appear to have flourished continuously for
over two and a half millenia. The Tayasal Project
investigations, therefore, present Classic Period data from
the Southern Lowlands which significantly supplement those
gathered from the other sites excavated in this region.

Goals and Organization of the Dissertation

Culture history has always been a primary goal in Maya
archaeoclogy. 1In accord with this tradition, one of the two
objectives of the dissertation is the temporal ordering of
excavated remains from the Tayasal-Paxcaman Zone 1in the
central Peten of Guatemala. The second objective of this
dissertation is the reconstruction of the Maya social
organization as defined from the recovered archaeology. The
dissertation includes the description of all the
investigations within the zone; this presentation is viewed
as necessary to facilitate the full identification and
interpretation of archaeological patterns. Excavations at
the sites of Cenote, Tayasal, and Nima as well as the
surveys of the Lake Peten islands and of other sites within
and without the zone may be found in the Yody of the
dissertation. A full summation and interpretation of the
delimited patterns is presented in Chapter VII.

A brief description of the past and present research in
the Tayasal-Paxcaman Zone is coffered within this
Introduction, along with a definition of the zone itself.

Approaches used in the analysis are also broached through






