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Markets and the SocieEconomic Integration of Caracol, Belize:
Investigating ResidentialGroups and Public Architecture in the Vicinity of the Monterey
Residential Group and the Puchituk Terminus:

Caracol Archaeological Project Investigations for 202

The 20D field season constituted tkecondyear of a thregear progransupported by
the Alphawood Foundation that wdssigned to investigate how the market economy at Caracol
actually worked. Since previous field seasons had collected significant amounts of artifactual
materials and primary deposits close to the site epicenter andaiadies with two of the
southeastern market plazas, this thyear progransoughtto work further afield. Research was
accordingly carried out in two exterior areggecificallyin the vicinities ofthe Puchituk market
plaza and the public architectuassociated with the Monterey residential group in the
northeastern section of the sjiégure 1) The Puchituk Terminus is 3 kilometers distant from the
site epicenterand the public architecture associated with Monterey is 5.5 kilometers distant from
the site epicenter. The 291ield season ran from the middle of January through the middle of
March and involve@®2 individuals (see Table 1). The 2field seasomexcavated inwo parts of
the site (Figure 1). The first area selected for investigatidndedthreeresidential groups
(colloquially labeled Barracuda, Tuna, and Snapetiie immediate east tifie Puchituk
Terminus(Figure 2) in accord with our research design presented to the Alphawood Foundation
these investigations also were desigtede part of PhD research by Adrian Chase and were
further supported by a dissertation grant from the National Science Foun@sig822230)
The second area selected for intensive investigation was the public architecture associated with a
part of thesiteinformallyk nown as fAMonterey. o0 Two residenti al
Pebble and Boulder) and the public architecture in this area were investigated during the 2019
field seasorfFigure 2) A looted tomb in Structure C69 south of the site epier was also

recordedduringthe 2019field season



Background

Within the last decade researchers in Maya archaeology have begun to significantly alter
long-standingviews regarding theomplexity and composition of Classic Period sociéhe use
of LiDAR hasdemonstratethatmany Classic Period Maya cities weygite large in areal extent
(e.g.,Canuto et al. 2018)\. Chase and D. Chase 2016, 281&. Chase et al. 20)And
archaeoloigal researctnasalso showrthat ancient Maya markgaces were lacatedat manyof
theselate Classic (50800 C.E.)Mayacenterge.g., Dahlin et al. 2010; King 2015Jhe
existence okizeable cities correlated wibdothurbanism an@ marketeconomywere topics that
had beerong debated in Maya archaeolo@gyg., Beker 1979) Because@conomiadiscussions
are largely absent itme Classic Periodieroglyphic textghat have been recoveréke
Tokavinine and Beliaev 2013)nterpretations about Maya society did mitially focus on
economic transactions in markdbsit rather discussedbute, gifting, and household production
(e.g., Foais 2013: 14044; MacAnany 1993Even thouglplentiful status and trade goodsviea
long been recognized among the excavated households of the Maya (e.g., Willey 1956), the
mechanisma forthe distribution of these matels to households wemdtherlargelyignored or
alternativelyfocused orelite-controlled redistributiomnd gifting (e.g., Foias 201390-191).
Thenstandardeconomic modelased in anthropologgtid not view markesystems as being
possible for ancient societies like the Maya (eg., Poly88¥. Sahlins1972. However,
researcherbavenow recognizd thatmarkets could indeed exist in ancient weestern
economiegFeinman and Garraty 2010; Garraty and Stark 201Q)s, therelatively recent
realizationthat the ancient Maya had market systéas major ramifications for our
understanding of how their society functioreemnomically (Masson et al. 20, Paris 2021

Even before the current paradigm shift in Maya aetfiogy, our research at Caracol,
Belize had postulated the existence of markets at the site based on the distribution and

connectivity of public plazas (A. Chase 1988 Chase and A. Chase 200de have



subsequently amplified our views on how these eiarkunctioneds a systemwithin Classic
Period society (A. Chase and D. Chase 2025 Chase et al. 2085D. Chase and A. Chase
2014 2020. Wealsonow know that different kinds of markets existed within the Maya area.
Some focused on the supply obfistuffs for the populace and employed small market stalls, as
at Chuchucmil, Meico (Dahlin et al. 20072010 Hutson 201). Others were centeredvaulted
stone building, as at Tikal (Becker 2015; JonE396,2015).Still others focused on the use of
large plaza areas, as at Buenavista, Belize P0&p, Motul de San José&uatemalgBair and
Terry 2013, and Yaxnohcah, Mexico (Anaya Hernandez et al. 20&d matter what thieform,
these public loci served to make a variety of gdosisch asmported fineware and quotidian
ceramics (A. Chase and D. Chase 2012), jadbit€hase and A. Chase 20,L&nd obsidian
(Martindale Johnson 2016)available to the inhabitants of a given site.

The market system at Caracohiselativelyelaborate one. It coisds of adeendritic
system of seven maiplaza markets that are directly connected to the epicenter of tligestD.
Chase and A. Chase 2017: fig. The Caracol market system used plazas, buildings, and stalls in
different combinations (see A. Chasteal. 2015); smaller platform buildings lohthe sides of
the plazas and stalls lidsome of the causeways where theyégdithe public plazasgExcavation
has shown thahesenon-epicentraimarkets were constructed at the beginning of the Late Classic
Period and wereither added téormerly independergenters or purposefullyuilt as separate
unitswithin the citylandscapdA. Chase and D. Chase 2@)Iproviding easy accedor the
sitebs inhabitants; no one Iketgdacet( ChaseakdAmor e t har
Chase 201243).

Each marketplace also effectivedgrveda different spatiadegmenbf Late Classic
Caracol; these spatial s éAPSHEChdss206pllewingtnd er r ed t o
earlier use of this term ireference to other cities (Smi2010; Smith and Novic 20}2Because
of limited archaeological data on more distaauttp of Caracol (including markelgzag, we are

only beginning taunderstand how these markets functiobeth within the broader city an



within the communities they servebhus, the research that is being carried out from 2018

through2020 helps define how the Caracol market system served different neighborhoods

di stributed acr os slsoprdvides sormetidgadostimbeath fdrdhe @apaeol a n d

market system.

The Probl em: Mar ket s, Di stribution, and Integrat
While now recognizing that anciektayamarkets existed and that they likely appeared

at many siteg¢Hirth and Pillsbury 2013; Hutsd?017; King 2015)researchers stiflo not know

exactlyhow they functioned within Classic Period Maya sociBgcause of the history of Maya

research with its focus on elite control of ledigtance tradef@r background, se®ecker 1973

andTourtellotand Sabloff 1972), there is disagreement over whatkétutional (prestige

goods) and domestic (household necessities) econamaiespart of the same market system

(e.g., Scarborough and Valdez 20b@t see Isaac 2013 and Masson and Freidel 2012)ety,

excavations within residential groups at most Maya sites often recovered what are considered to

be prestige itemee Willey 185 for Barton Ramie; Becker 19%hd Haviland 1985, 20%ér

Tikal; Hutson 2016 for Chunchucmil), leading to question®aghether or not these items

derived from gifting or from market exchange. Wipleviouslylimited archaeologicalesearch

permitted dess complexiewpoint, as more and more excavations have been undertaken in

residential groups it has become cleaathhe volume of items recovered in households strongly

argues against giftingnd redistributioras the predominant means for sitele household

provisioning At Caracol, in particular, it is possible to demonstrate that obsidian was distributed

throughthe market system (Martindale Johnson 2016), that jadeite was distributed through the

market system (D. Chase and A. Chase Z¥Y 2020); and that marine shell and polychrome

pottery werealsoavailable througlthis systen{D. Chase and A. Chase 20041215 2020Q.

The widespread distribution of Belize Red ceramics, imported into Caracol from the Belize

Valley 55 km duenorth, al so must have been accomplAj shed t hr

Chase an@. Chase 2012). Yet, tiresencef specific brms of Belize Red in some parts of the



site and noin others(e.g., D. Chase and A. Chase 2014:248&}rongly suggestive @ither
centralized contrabr the differentiatistribution of certain item®t h e multipleen@arkets
based on other faat®

This researciprogramexamine the distribution of artifactual materials within two
different parts of Caracol that would have used different marketplpaggularly comparing
and contrasting items found in residential groups with access to tlempieonarke{using
archaeological data collected during earlier field seasmitistems found in residential groups
with access to the Puchituk mark&nh extensive amount of data has been collected that relates to
goods that would have been availatieough the epicentral mark&etween 2010 and 2014, two
different neighborhoods with access to the epicentral marketplace were investigated. To the
immediate northwest of the epicenter, seveiocatedresidential groups were investigated that
yielded aseries ofLate Classiaeposits that can be compared and contrasted with ahisrof
the site To the southeast of the epicemareteen cdocated residential groups have been
investigated that also yielded a series of Late Classic deposits thag siamlarly used for
analysis While there are differences between these two epicentral neighborhoods in terms of Late
Classic burial patterns, both areas had access to imports from outside of Caracol, presumably
obtained through the s@ieepicentral met.

A settlement pattern program focusing on the northeast sector of Caracol was carried out
between 199and 199, recording the Puchitukauseway anderminus (a distance of 3 km
from the epicent@rand also the public architecture at Monteflegated5.5 km from the
epicente). This settlement patterprogram blockmappedsome8 sq km ofresidential groups
(Figure2) and 2 sq km of agricultural terracgs Chase and D. Chase 1998Yhenortheast
portion of the site. Smaton-structural tespits were excavateth 22 dispersedesidential
groups(usually within the associated plazasijly four groups in this portion of the siteere
more intensively excavate@ fear Puchituk and 2 near Montere$gven open tombs, four

chultuns,20 nontomb buria$, and36 caches were recovered in the northeast sector of the site as



a result of these investigatiankhe data recovered ingltourse of tis research suggest some
varian@sin access to goodsithin this portion of the site when compared to the datathe
epicentral neighborhoodsnplying that differential availability of items possibly existed within
Car ac ol 0REorimtancdhere ae differences in ceramic forms recovered from the
northeagtrnburials, even though they date to the LatasSic and overlap temporally with those
known from the epicentral neighborhoods. Buitor to this workthe samplavastoo small to say
whetherthe variatiorwas meaningful, which is whthis more intensive research neeldo be
undertaken

Further excavidon within the northeast sector helpetter @fine the Late Classic social
and economic systems for the city of Caracol by permitting the comparison and coritedst of
Classicresidentiabatterns anartifactualmaterials that would have been derifieam the
Puchituk market witlpatterns andesidential materials derived from the epicentral marked.
also likely that these data will permit new insight to be gained intpriése=nce andistribution
of different status groups within the urban matBecause of the tepits undertaken in the
1990s, we know that thisortheasterisector of the site shared in the broader Caracol patterns
associated witinlaid teeth (n=9) andtual caching (see D. Chase and A. Chase 2004, 2017), but
theburials we lave from this part of the site hint at differences from those in the epicenter in
terms of a paucity of certain goods (such as stone spindle whorls). Thus, this researstapermit
understanding to be gainedladw marketdistribution patterns relate twoader patternef site
integrationbased on similar material culture

This research alsprovides some data dime deptforCar acol 6 s mar ket s. Whi
Puchituk Terminusnimics the same architectural configuration seen at the other two inner ring
termin (e.g., Conchita and Ramonal; A. Chase and D. Chase2B0Chase et al. 208242
243; D. Chase and A. Chase 2014% public architecture at Monterey was never connected to
the Late Classicausewayystem. Yet, Monterey exhibits a ball court anckastern temple

Excavations undertaken during 20d@cumented a Late Preclassic date for this public



architecture and also showed continued use of these groups through the Terminal Classic Period,
matching data gathered for the Monteregidentiaigroup immediately south of the ballcourt,
excavated in 1995 and included in this report because of its comparative value relaivesth v
architecturerforthern building, Late Preclassidtual deposits (A. Chase and D. Chase 2006,
Lomitola 2012) andLate GQassic and Terminal Classic &ttual remainge.g. A. Chase and D.
Chase 2004: fig. 16.8Yhese data suggeattruncated developmexitsequencebut do not
explain why this architecture was not linked to the foroaaisewaypystem Thus,data from the
Monterey areavas selected tbelp tetter contextualigLate Classic Caracgls spatial order
and sequence of development
ResearchCarried Out during the 2018Field Season

The 2018 field season concentohtm better defining the Puchituk market plégaure
2) throughsaoil testing and thassociated excavation$residential groups in the immediate
vicinity of the plaza. The excavations in seeesidential groupgielded material focomparison
with the neighborhood excavations conducted in the itycof the epicenter (D. Chase and A.
Chase 2017:198)n addition to conducting excavations that ideatfarchitectural and material
remains, ie Puchitukplaza vassampled for soil testingshasbeenpreviously done for the
Conchita and Ramonal plazaf Caracol (A. Chase et al. 2015dllowing the protocobutlined
by Terry and his colleagues (20182-143), a sampling grid of 5 m intervalaslaid out across
the open space of the Puchituk plaza and surface soil sanmgriegathered once the lelitter
has been remove8oil samples wrecollected and analyzathder the supervision of Dr.
Matthew Lachnieta UNLV geoscientist; theamples wrethen be tested for phosphorus
concentrations (see Terry et al. 2000) and for extractable trace metahtations (see Lindsay
and Norvell 1978 and Parnell et al. 2002)ASSET Laboratories in Las Vegascursory
excavation2 m by 4 mundertaken on the summit of the eastern buildisgpciate with the
Puchituk Plazan 1994 revealed a plastered flooatiose in thre@ m deep segmensseps to

abut a rear wallanarrangement clearly not meant tmrcupation.



A program of sil testing during 2018 asalso carried out in the Monterey area on the
raised platformand large terrace ardaat supports thedlicourt, as these placeppeaedto be
the best venues for useable public spacecanttiserveto providecomparative result® the
Puchituk Plaza and from earlier sampling at Conchita and Ramonal (A. Chase et al. 2015). This
testing vas also supervisiby Dr. Matthew Lachniet and the collected samples wereessed
by ASSET Labaatories in Las Vegas, Nevada

Excavations during 2018 fooedon residential groups that are-loeated in the vicinity
to the Puchituk Plazgee Figure 2n order to idenfiy artiactual remains thatanbe used to
compare and contrast distribution systems within the Bite® groups adjacent the Puchituk
Plaza werenore intensivelyexcavated in 1994nd saw new investigation in 20T8he
residential groupmmediately soutwestof the plaza had its eastern building trenchedrett
two collapsed chultusinvestigatedthese excavations yielded 1 small to@imther burialsand
2 caches. The sizeable gradipectly east ofPuchitukplaza was investigatad 1994with asmal
trenchplaced in the plaza to tHieont of the eastern building. This plaza trench yielded part of a
carved steldthat was redrawn in 20)8nd 2 caches; it alamcovereda basal shrine doorway
associated with the eastern pyranfidtwas not penetratie During the 2018field seasonboth
the eastern and southern structures in this group were areal investigated and.tfdraseed
investigations yielded a thremor range building that was once vaulted embedded in the base of
the eastern pyramidhe partial carved stela had been resettia plaza irfront of the central
door, its original base was not located and is suspected to be elsewhere at Caracol. The front
room of the southern building was also areal excavated during the 2018 field seas@n and th
northeast exterior corner of this structure (which had been the locus of looting) was also exposed
and drawn.

Besides the Puchituk eastern residential gi@igure 2) an additionathreeother
residential groups areinvestigatedduring 2018with a confbination of trenching and areal

excavations tdegin togarner an archaeological samfile comparison tohe two epicentral



neighborhoodsThese groups greco-located in close spatial proximitg the Puchituk
Terminus.The first new group investigatedigng 2018was located about 100 m southeast of the
Puchituk Plaza. The eastern building was trenched and an alleyway between two northern
buildings was also excavated. These investigations produced two burials in the eastern building
includingan Early Qassic tomb. A second new group investigated during 2018 was located about
100 m weshorthwest of the Puchituk Plaza. An axial trench was placed on the eastern
constructionin this constructiomnd dug to bedrock, producing 1 burial dating to the LatesiZla
Period and 2 caches. The third new group excavated during the 2018 field season was
approximately 200 m west of the Puchituk Plaza adjacent to the causeway running back to the
epicenter. The eastern building in this group was trenched, producingtsilassic special
deposits. An open chultun on the northeast corner of the north building was also investigated,
producing a deposit dating to the Early Classic Period.
ResearchCarried Out During the 2019 Field Season

The research carried out in 2019lbuponprevious seasons of field work funded by the
Alphawood Foundation that has examined the site core, outlying residential groups, and
neighborhood developmers in 2018, he 2019 fitd seasoragain focused on examining the
differential economic diributions of items at the site as evidenced through its living areas. Thus,
residential groups near Puchituk Terminus were investigated as well as both residential groups
and more public architecture in the Monterey area

During 2019 hree celocated reflential groups to the east of Puchitukreinvestigated
as part of Adri an Chaseb6s di ssertation research;
east of the Puchituk public architecture (Figure 2, Gréygs, C). Also during the2019 field
seaon, the public architecture located at MonteveginvestigatedFigure 2, Group E) as were
two tangent residential groups (Figure 2, Groups D anBréyiousnvestigation in the
Monterey aredad focused onwo residential group, one of them the gup (Figure 2, Group G)

directly south of the ballcourt wheriwé buildings were trenched, recovering fdourials and



severncachegthe records for these investigations are included in this field reffefe deposits
indicatedan occupatioffior this goupthat ran from the Late Preclassic PeriddChase and D.
Chase 2006: fig. 2Zhrough the Terminal Classic Perigdl Chase and D. Chase 2004: fig. 16.8)
The cache deposits recovengithin the eastern building of this group, dating fromehe of tte
Late Preclassic througheEarly Classic Period, ad the kind usually found in public
architectureTwo otherpartsof Monterey als@xhibit clearpublic architecture: the platform with
the ballcourtand the eastern pyramid directly east of the batiqFigure2, Grous E).
Monterey ballcourinvestigations during 2019 yielded an uncovered circular altar in the center of
theplayingalley, similar to whatoccurred irbothepicentraballcourts aCaracol(see A. Chase
and D. Chase 198A. Chase e&l. 1991; Helmke et al. 20D&ndsimilarto whatis known from
Hatzcap Ceel (Thompson 193464-266); unlike these other ballcourt markers, however, the
Monterey marker has no texts or portraittrbe eastern pyramion the side of the hill east of
the allcourt was alsinvestigatediuring 2019 and yielded two Late Preclassic caches, helping to
confirm the earlier dating of the Monterey public architectArether residential groupirectly
east of theMonterey public architecture atophél was alsonvestigated and revealed extensive
Late-Terminal Classic activityHigure2, GroupD). Finally, the residential group immediately
west of the Monterey public architecture was investigated (Figure 2, Group F), again confirming
extensive Late Classic congttion activity in this areaMost of thesd.ate Classicesidential
groupslikely derived theimaterials from the Puchituk markatd should shed insight on how
Car a tatelClassianarket system functiad, also permittingn assessment of how well
reddential groups that were located further from away from market locales were integrated into
the socieeconomic fabric of the site.
Barracuda Residential Group: Structures 3D43D8

The Barracuda Residential Gro(ligure 3)was located on the summit of ary high

hill directly east of the Puchituk Terminus. The group consisted of five structures set upon a

raised platform. The northern and eastern structures in Barracuda were both axially trenched and

1C



a small test excavation was placed tangent to the icofrmme of the western buildingBhere
was no evidence of looting in this group.
Structure 3D5

Structure 3D5 was the designation given the eastern building in Barr@igdees 4)
The mounded structure rose some 1.6 m above the associatedNpléaanal construction could
be seen on the mound before excavation.

Operation C216B was assigned to an axial trench into the eastern building of the
Barracuda GroufFigures5 and 15. The trench measur&s3m eastwest by 2 m nortsouth.
Excavation reveatba multicourse front step to the buildimgd the remnants of possitiivo
other stepgFigure 6, 7) An earlier facing was found deep in the core of the strucfure
collapsed tomb could be barely discerned in the rear of the building prior to exoeaVéhite
pieces of floors were encountered in the core of the construction, the almost continuous fills
suggested that the axial portion of the structure had been repeatedly disturbed. Operation C216B
recovered 1 tomb, 2 simple burials, and 7 caches otiagi®n with Caracol Structure 3Dbhe
ceramics recovered in association with the building ranged in date from Preclassic to Late Classic
material in the building cor@igure 8) Artifactual materials recovered from the building fill
(Figure 9)includeda worked speleothem fragment, a fragment of a bark beater, and some
limestone bars (possibly from disturbed caches).

SD C216B1 was a tomb at the summit of the building that had originally
encompassed 1.43 cubic meter of sp@udy three capstones ftiis chamber were recovered in
situ (Figurel(Q); these were located 80 cm above the floor of the tomb. The tomb measured 1.8 m
north to south by 1.0 m east west; a lower step down area, measuring 1.0-sontrthy 0.5 m
eastwest and possibly once fuimating as the entryway, was uncovered attached to the
southwest corner of the tonfBigures 11, 12, and 138ased on the recovered bone, two
individuals were present; one was an adult of unspecified sex while the other was likely an older

adult female ba=d on the mandible. This older adult exhibited resorption of all teeth in the
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mandible. The other adult was likely between the ages of 35 to 45 at time of death. One potential
subadult tooth was also recovered from the chamber. Nine ceramic vessels kangeooka

sherd were recovered from within the cham(gégure 14) but the chamber was devoid of any

other associated smaller artifackkhe ceramic vessels may all be dated to the early part of the

Late Classic Period.

SD C216B2 (Figure 16)consistd of a single invertefinger bowl(Figure 17a)
set in plaza fill on axis to the building and approximately 1.4 m west of the lowestkigp.
deposit is probably of Late Classic date.

SD C216BR3 (Figure 16)was a cache of three partial vesgEigure17b-d) i
one a lid, one the base of a cache, and the other a face cacliesebdyrectly in front of and
beneath the front step of the buildiagthe southern excavation limit for Operation C216B. The
deposit dates to the Late Classic Period

SD C21@-4 (Figure 16)was a large complete face ca¢kregure 18)set directly
in front of and beneath the front steps of the buildiight south of the building axi$his
deposit dated to the Late Classic Period.

SD C216B5 (Figure 16)was assigned togartial lidded face cachand probable
lid (Figure 17e}hat had been set directly in front of and bendaghfrtont stef the buildingon
the structure axisThis deposit dated to the Late Classic Period.

SD C216B6 (Figure 16)was assigned to a smalahe vessdFigure 17f)set
upright into a depression in the bedrock approximately 0.5 m west of the much later building
step; it isEarly Classidn date.

SD C216B7 (Figure 19)was assigned to human remains of an older adult
recovered in the front fibf the buildingapproximately 1 m east of the tomb centerline. The
individual appears to have been placed in a rawtith extended orientation, but had been
disturbed in antiquity. A single capstone was found at the southern end of the depasiid

mastoid suggests that the individual may have been male.
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SD C216B8was assigned to two vessels located just above beditth the
front core of tle building(Figures 20 and 21T he two vessels were located in the same matrix
and, so, are groupeddether, but they may actually represent two different deposits. Small pieces
of each vessel are missing and were not present in the excavatekharshoe pot and cache
bowl date to the early part of the Early Classic Period.
SD C216B9 was assignedthuman bone (tibjdibula, small fragmenis

recovered omedrock in the center of the buildingut south of SD C216B. It is unlikely that
this interment goes with SD C216&B The date of the burial cannot be ascertained, but was likely
early.
Structur e 3D4

The single northern structure in the Barracuda residential group, Structurased4.4
m above its associated pla@Eigure 22) No formal construction was visible before excavation.

Operation C216Cwas an axial trench placed on the front slopthe northern building
in the Barracuda Groujrigure23). It measured 5.6 m norouth by 2 m eastest.The
excavation was dug to bedrock and revealed a single phase construction built in the Late Classic
Period. Only two facings were recovered dgraxcavation (Figur@4); one represented the
lower step and the other the upper step for the building summit. A carved shell disc 2biyure
was recovered just above bedrock in the core of the building, as was part of a censer with
appliqued spikes (Fige 8d); a fragmentary green obsidian point was also recovered from the
core of the building (Figur2sd).
Structure 3D7

Structure 3D7 was law, small western building at the edge of the raised platform. There
appeared to belle in the plaza at itsoutheastern corner.

Operation C216Dwas a smaller excavation placed tangent to the southeast corner of
Structure 3D{Figure 26) It measured 1.25 eastest by 1 m nortisouth and was set over what

appeared to be a sump, but excavation found no indicatf@ubsidence in this local€he
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excavation was not dug to bedrock, but did penetrate plaza fill that yielded a metate fragment,
chert flakes and cores, and a fragmented shell.
Tuna Residential Group: Structures 3D93D12

The Tuna Residential Groupas bcated approximately 60 m southeast of the Barracuda
Residential Group at a lower elevation. The group consisted of four stru@tigese 27) The
northern building was a longlevated platform. There were two smaller platforms on the western
and southen sides of the raised plaza. The eastern side of Tuna supported an eastern shrine
building that had the remains of a still standing, but broken, plain stela in front of the structure,
making this only the third residential group at Caracol to have suichpamtant marker (the
others are 1.5 km southeast of the epicenter and in the Plaza of the TworSeekgstern
building in this group was axially trenched.

Structure 3D10

Structure 3D10 rose just over 1 m above its associated (flezae 28) A single still
upright plain monument was set 3.5west of the front stepnd on axis to the building
excavation showed th#tis stone shaft was 0.4 m thick by 0.6 m wide and originally 1.5 min
height(Figure 33) No formal construction could be discernedaciated with the building prior
to investigation.

Operation 217Bwas assigned to an axial trench set over the eastern building in the Tuna
Group. The excavation measured 7.2 m-ea&sit by 2 m nortfsouth and the trench was dug to
bedrock(Figure 29) Two steps were recovered pertaining to the final buil@igure 30) While
there were likely earlier versions of Structure 3D10 based on the dating of its deposits, the
evidence for these was not recovered on the axis of the building, most likely befctnese
intense ritual activity associated with this structure and #elsides quotidian goods, like metate
fragment (Figure 31), owdf-context ritual items like a fragmentary limestone bar (Figure 32b)
were recovered in association with Structure 3D @ddition tothe remains of a Late Classic

building, eleven distinct deposits were recovered within this investigation. Seven caches were
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recovered in front of Structure 3D10. Six interments were also recovered in association with the
building, threem the core of the structure and three in the plaza in front of the building and
behind the stela. The dating for these materials ranged from the Early Classic through Late
Classic Periods.

SD C217B1 (Figures 34 and 44 was assigned to a bird face caeinel lid
(Figures 35band 36 that was set into the core of the plaza to the southeast of the stela.

SD C217B2 (Figure 34)was assigned to a face ca¢regure 35c}that was
lacking its rimthat had been set into the core of the plaza 0.50 m west stelhe

SD C217B3 (Figure 34)was assigned to a lidded face cafffigure 35a}fhat
had been set at the front base of the stela, being deposited intacattidie bedrock.

SD C217B4 (Figure 34)was assigned to lo-lip finger bowls(Figure 37aket
approximately 0.50 m due north of the stela into the plaza core.

SD C217B5 (Figure 34)was assigned to three finger bo{#sgure 37b,cket
approximately 1 nmortheasof the selainto the core for the plaza flooring.

SD C217B6 (Figure 34)was asigned to the lower part of a fa@eke (Figure
37d)set 0.4 m east of SD C217B The disturbed nature of this cache was likely the result of
later building activities at this locus after it had been placed.

SD C217B7 was assigned to a crypt intenmidoehind a step on the structure
slope.Several capstones were in place over this interment (F3@)réut the burial was
completely covered with fill that contained a variety of chert debitage, among other partial
objects (Figuret0). Thehuman bone ithe cryptwas not articulated (Figu&9), but analysis
revealed that the crypield two individuals based on the recovered teeth. Both were adults and no
sex identificatios werepossible. One of the lower molars had an extra root.

SD C217B8 (Figure 4.) was assigned to a finger bogidigure 37e)Jocated0.2
m north of the capstones for SD C2}IBin plaza fill a fragmentary obsidian blade (Figure

42a) also accompanied this deposit
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SD C217B9 was assigned to a cist interment cut into bed(baures43, 44,
and 495. The cist held the remains of articulatedadultindividual with head to the south. While
assorted long bones were presenty six teeth were recovered; none were incisors; the teeth
exhibit both tarter and weafhree complete anchused obsidian blades accompanied the
interment (Figurel2b-d) as well as a modified spondylus shell (Figure 42e)

SD C217B10 was assigned to a bundle burial set into a cut into bedrock
immediately west of SD C2178 and separated from that deposit kstane ling(Figures 43 and
44). The bundled bone yielded the remains of two older adults based on femur, humerus, nuchal
areas of skull, and mandible counts. With the exception of a lower incisor witkelated wear,
no teeth were recovered. The manel#bire both from older adults with am@rtem tooth loss of
all teeth and bone resorption. One of the mastoids is moderate in size and possibly male, but there
are no other supporting skull features preserved to dahiglek against. One mandible exhébit
potentiallyfemale characteristics.

SD C217B11 was assigned for a small toméireed out obedrock in the plaza
in front of the structure antbvered with capstones (Figu4d. When originally constructed,
the chamber encompassed 0.45 cubic m ofesfpagures 43, 44, 46,and 4 Multiple individuals
were recovered on the bedrock floor for this chamber. One older adult was placed on the bedrock
in extended supine position with head to the nfftbure 43) The other individuals were
secondary placemés and were concentrated in the southern portion of the chamber @#yure
The recovered human bone indicates that 2 to 3 adults andatslitwere present in this
interment. The suldult was 34 years old based on the humeri and teeth. The additslenone
older adult and 1 to 2 adults that would have both beeut&@b years of age basedwear
chars. One of the adults had no teeth remaining in the portion of the mandible that was preserved
(and, thus, the thought that there might be 3 aduherahan 2). Sex identification is difficult as
to typical features were preserved. The 35ydmwith the mandible and teeth appear to be male

(but, again, no other supporting features are apparent in the skeletal remains). Two filed teeth,
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both centrhupper incisors exhibiting Romero C9 decoration, were also recovered in the
interment.Obsidian blade fragments and a modified conch shell were recovered during
excavation (Figure 43). Several ceramic vessels were found in this small cha(rigrre 49.
A bowl and a dish were recovered at the southern end of the chamber along with a large sherd.
Pieces of a largely complete lidded cache vessel were distributed throughout the burial, as well,
perhaps indicative of a+entry event (e.g., D. Chase and@hase 208, 2011). All of the
vessels are Late Classic in date.

SD C217B12 was assigned to a tomb in the rear summit of Stru&Dd
(Figures 50 and 52hat contained a minimum of 4 individuals based on mandibles and teeth
Only three slabs cappirtge chamber were recovered in gifigure 49) The chamber included
thirteen and a halferamic vessel@igure 53), as well asnumerous small artifac{§igures 54
57). The ceramic vessels all date to the early part of the Late Classic Pecladedamong the
artifacts were an obsidian lancet (Figbra/), a bone aw(Figure 55a) a deer antler tool (Figure
55b), a perforated and carved jaguar t¢btgure 55d) a perforated dog tooffrigure 55¢)two
spindle whorlgFigure 55f,g), a jadeite bea(Figure 55i) a jadeite pendeiEigure 55I) a large
assortment of carved shell ear ornaments (Fig@reand 2 olivella beads (Figur&7). The
chamberencompassed 0.85 cubic m of spé€gures 50 and 51 he four recovered individuals
represent theemains of 3 older adults and 1 adult. There could have been more individuals
present as two of the mandibles are from older adults with few or no teeth still in situ and with
subsequent resorption of bone. Some teeth had caries and others showed soroe elidear.
Two individuals had inlays in their upper teeth. One individual had two teeth with hematite inlays
(upper right lateral incisor and upper right canine). The other had a jadeite inlay in the upper right
canine and an inlay hole in the uppeghticentral incisor. One individual displayed weear on
the central lower right incisor. Multiple individuals are also indicated by cranial and iaosal

remains. At least one individual and possibly two were male based on sciatic notches.
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SD C217B13 was assigned to an crypt interment set on bedrock with vertical
stone slabs forming the side walls of the ciggures 5259and60). The crypt was sealed by
capstonegFigure 58)andcontainedhe disarticulated remains afsingle adult as well dsur
ceramic vessel@-igure 61)that date to the Early Classic Period. No sex identification was
possible. Only 3 teeth were recovered and the amount of cranial arzigotat material
recovered was also small.perforated and notched shell disc wasakcovered in association
with the intement (Figure42k). The ceramic vessels all date to the Early Classic Period.

The Snapper Residential Group: Structures 3D13D16

The Snapper Residential Growas located approximately 150 m southeast of the Tuna
Residential Group but on the same slope at a lower elevation. The group consisted of a series of
very low indistinct buildings on a raised platfo(Figure 62) Two of these low constructions
were excavated; both appeared to be single phase construetiimgstd the Late Classic Period.
Structure 3D14

Oddly positioned within the norttentral part of the raised plaza southeast of the
northern building, Structure 3D14 was selected for investigation largely because of its anomalous
charactefFigure 63) Because of a slight central eagtst depression, it appeared before
excavation that the structure faced west.

Operation C218Bwas assigned to what was thought to be an axial excavation in
Structure 3D1dased on the scatter of surface stones (Figbel he excavation measured 4.5 m
eastwest by 1.5 m nortisouthand was dug to bedro€kigure 64) Pieces of a plastered plaza
surface were recovered to the east of the strufigere 66) but no formal construction was
recovered with the building itselihvestigation showed that the building was constructed as a
singlephase construction at this locus; fill material indicate a Late Classic date.

Structure 3D15
Structure 3D15 was assigned to a small eastern platform associated with the Snapper

ResidentiaGroup(Figure 63)
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Operation C218Cwas assigned to an axial excavation placed over the eastern
construction in the Snapper Group. The excavation measumegia3twest by 2 m norttsouth
(Figure 67) No architectural features were recovered and it apgehat the platform was built
directly on bedrock as a single phase construction. Fill materials indicate a Late Classic date.

The Pebble Residential Group: Structures 858S13

The Pebble Residential Growas located on top of a hill directly east lo¢ tMonterey
public architectural group$igure 68) The raised plaza that supported the residential group had
two buildings on its northern side with a single structure on its eastern and southern sides. A
larger pyramidal building occupied the negintal portion of the residential plaza. Three
structures were investigated in 2019.
Structure 8S12

Structure 8512 was a square pyramidal structure set into the middle of the Pebble
Residential PlazéFigure 69) It rose 4.9 m above the plaza and had beatedy a crude, but
deep, trench ran through the southern side of the summit building, penetrating into the midpoint
coring of the building. This looting activity had cut through the southern wall and bench of the
summit structure and disrupted the interieedial wall and doorway area, but does not appear to
have discovered any special deposits.

Operation C219Bwas assigned to an axial trench placed into the center building in the
Pebble Residential Gropigure 70) The excavation measured 10.2 m #ess$t by 2 m north
south but also involved cleaning out the southern
of the front room of the building. A lower step for the pyramid was uncovered, but none of the
upper steps (Figurél). Based on the recoverelata, it was possible to reconstruct the form of
the upper summit buildin@~igure 72) The structure had bagells, but was probably not
vaulted based on the lack of roofing collapse in the interior of the building. The building had two
rooms with cemal doorways and with a step to the rear roonThe rear wall was oddly bedded

within the fill at a much deeper level than would have been used. Metate fragments were
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recovered on the interior floor of the front room (Figuv® and 76 Artifacts recovesd in
association with the building included unslipped ollas (Figi®eas well aoone whole and two
fragmentarychert points (Figur@4ac). No formal deposits were recovered with the building
even though both the front and rear rooms were dug to bedrowever, a recovered clam shell
(Figure 74d) and limestone bar (Figure 74e) suggest that these might have once been present
Structure 8S10

Structure 8S10 was a northern structure set upon the raised plaza for(Pigioée77)

It rose some 2.4 m abe the associated plaza floor and appeared from the surface to represent a
collapsed room with doorway. Excavation did not prove this to be the case. Instead, the
excavation revealed a very complex situation in which the structure had been repeatedly dug
through and modified with no real identifiable architectural features except for deep plaza floors
in the building interior.

Operation C219Cwas a 6.1 m nortsouth by 2 m wide excavation through the apparent
axis of Structure 8S11. This section reveal@gheble of architectural features and floors that had
been cut through in antiquity. Accordingly, sections were done of both the eastern {)gure
and western (Figure9) walls of the investigation in order to show how disconnected they were,
something B0 see in the associated plans (Fidge An intact mano and metate were found
associated with a deeply buried floor in the core of the structure (FigLré2, and 83aNo
deposits were encountered in this investigation and the fill materialsssulggemost of the
construction was Late Classic in datesingle fill C-14 date was obtained from this excavation
from materiallocatedjust above bedrock in the front part of the buildimbgis date was
consistent with the building beirggnstructedn the late Latdo TerminalClassic Period (676

779 cal AD [12741171 BP] or 796870 cal AD [11601080 BP]; Beta 53778).
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Structure 8S11

A long, range platform was set in the northeast corner of the Pebble Residential Group on
the east side of the pla@igigure 77) This construction rose 0.90 m above the plaza. No formal
construction features were observed prior to excavation.

Operation C219Dwas assigned to a trench placed on axis to Structure (8&jLite 84)
It measured 4.95 m nordouth by 2.0 mastwest.The excavation succeeded in finding a plaster
summit floor for the last building, but also revealed that the bedrock had been formed into a step
up on a much earlier horizgRigure 85) Although some Preclassic materials were recovered in
the fill, the bulk of the recovered fill cerami¢Bigure 86)date to the Late Classic Period.

Monterey Public Architecture: Structure 8R12-8R15

The Monterey public architecture was distributed into two grdkiggire 87) The lower
group consisted of a largéaga located in a saddle between two hills. To the east of this public
plaza placed into the hillside was another plaza area with alsmaibrthern structure and an
eastern pyramid that overlooked both plazZabroad causeway led down from this higptaza
to the ballcourt plaza.
Structure 8R13

The eastern pyramid, which was set against the hillside to gain extra hesght,8 m
above its associated western plaza. Excavations focused on the summit and base of the structure
(Figure 88) These inveggations revealed that the latest use of the plaza was during the Terminal
Classic Period, as reflected in the pottery collected from the basal excgtagiome 93)
However, the construction of the pyramid clearly dates to the Late Preclassic Pegibdtia®
recovered caches and on carbon dates associated with these deposits.

Operation C220Bwas assigned to the excavation of Structure 8R13. As laid out, the
excavation was 15.2 m eagést by 2 m nortisouth(Figures 89, 90, and 9Vhile the summit
of the building was deeply penetraigdgure 95)and the plaza area was also excavated to expose

the lowest steps, the intermediate part of the building on the slope was only cursorily cleared.

21



Plaza investigations revealed two plaza floors. The sunxtétvation revealed a twi@omed
building with central dooréFigure 92) The frontal jambs had slid down the slope, but the central
jambs were both in place. The rear room had benches set to both its sides with a lower central
floor leading to the back walA total of six supepositioned floors were recorded beneath the
summit rooms anftagmentaryemains of earlier stairways were discovgred west of these
floors. Two caches were found sealed in the dry core fill beneath the fifth summit floonfBoth
these cactsdated to the Late Preclassic PeriGther ritual activity had likely occurred at this
locus based on the recovery of a partial limestone bar in building fill (Figure 94d).

SD C220B-1 (Figure 96)was assigned to a ljo-lip cache(Figure97a)set deep
into the building core and sealedfibye floors. The two vessels housed a single jadeite bead
(Figure 100a)

SD C220B2 (Figure 95 and 98)as assigned to a lidded ufrigure 98)that
was also sealed in dgore fill beneath the fifth flor. It contained 2 jadeite beads, 3 flamingo
tongue shell beads, and 10 other small shell bgagsres 99 and 106#). Carbon from within
the urn was dated tbe Late Preclassic era (0 cal BQ30 cal AD [19561820 cal BP]; Beta
537760) The placementf these caches can be even better dated because of a second carbon
date. Excavation beneath the two caches penetrated a sixth floor. In the fill for this lowest floor,
theremains of otheearly ceramicgFigure97b,c) including a potentiatache vesselvere found
Carbon associated withebe earlier materials dated slightly latetime (74-226 cal AD [1876
1724 BPJ; Beteb37761). Thus, the placement of SD C22DBito the core of Structu@R13
likely occurred between 7430 cal AD, consistent witits stylistic placement relative twther
Caracol urn cachdgse., A. Chase and D. Chase 1987: fig.8; 2G@8. 2,3,5,6)
Structures 8R14 and 8R15

Set at the eastern end of a large rectangular plaza directly west and below Structure 8R13

was a ballcourwhose playing alley ran norgouthand measured approximately 16.5Figure
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101). Structures 8R14 and 8R15 were both approximately 2 m in height and the distance between
the centers of their two summits measured approximately (Figure 102)

Operations C220Cand C220Dwas assigned for an excavation that ran the rewtith
length of the ballcourt playing alley in an attempt to locate ballcourt ma@pesation C220C
measured 8.7 m by 1 m. Operation C220D measure 7.3 m by 1m. The two excavagons we
separated by a 0.5 m balk in the center part of the court. Both were dug down to a presumed
surface level, although the plaster was not preserved. At the southern end of Operation C220C, a
stone ballcourt marker was located and a small eastern extédgian east by 1.0 m north
south) was made to the excavation in order to see the entire mor(&igenes 103 and 104)
The circular stone altar was located almost in the exact center of the ballcourt playing field.

Caracol Altar 27 was the designatiogiven to the new monument found in the
center of the Monterey ballcourt. The altar is circular in shape and is uncarved. It measures 0.86
m in diameter and i8.6 m thick. It was backfilled in place after recording.
Boulder Residential Group: Structures 8R1-8R6

The Boulder Residential Group located approximately 100 m west of the Monterey
public plazaon the summit of a lowying hill. It consists of a plaza grouping 8dme seven
buildings situated on a raised platfofRigure 105) The eastern edge tife raised platform was
well preserved and can be seen in Figure 107.
Structure 8R3

A well-defined square structure was situated on the eastern edge of the Boulder
Residential GroufFigure 106) The structure had a clearly defined rear wall and rose
appoximately 1 m above its associated plaza. Although the rear wall of the building could be
seen before excavation, other architectural features associated with the latest building were not
recovered, nor were any formal deposits recovered with this eastecture When mapped in

1994, part of a Terminal Classic burner was recovered in front of Structure 8R3 (F§ure
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Operation C221Bwas assigned to a6 m eastvest by 2 m nortfsouth excavation
placed on axis to Structure 8RFR&gure 107) The westrn part of this investigation was dug to
bedrock and uncovered an odd circular bedrock cut into which a large boulder had been inserted,
but nothing else. No formal architecture was found within the core of the building, although
minimally two constructin walls were encountergfigure 108) All indications are that this was
an accumulative construction carried out over a relatively short period of&Aitheugh not
formally designated, one potential cache was located in theodeyfill of the construiton
(Figure 110); this potential deposit consisted of two complete obsidian blades (Figure 111a,b) and
two fragmentary sea shells (Figure 111fA)karbonrl4 date was obtained from carbon just
above bedrock within the front of this excavation; it datethé transition of the Early Classic to
Late Classic Period (42498 cal AD [15221452 cal BP] or 50510 cal AD [14451340 cal BP];
Beta537759). Although not in primary context, this date indicates that the structure was probably
built in the Late Class Period.

Monterey Residential Group: Structures 85148520

The Monterey residential group was intensively investigated during the 1996 field
seasonlt consisted obevenbuildings,five of which were excavated (Figutd 2. The northern
building was coatructed of stone and had a vaulted radfirge pad, possibly supporting a
perishable structure lay to its easiree buildings were on the eastern side of the plaza and the
central one proved to have begentual locughat was in us&om the Late Reclassic through
Terminal Classic Period$he writeup of this group is included here because this locus was
ritually integrated with the Monterey public architecture during the Late Preclassic.Period
Directly north of the Monterey Residential Group isu@e constructed reservoir and a causeway
from the public plaza leads directly to this body of water, showing the integration of this plaza

with the other public architecture.
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Structure 8S15

A large, but low, twetier substructure occupied the nortstean part of the Monterey
Residential plaza. It was selected for investigation to see if it may have functioned as a kitchen, a
function ruled out because of a lack of associated domestic artifactual materials.

Operation C118Bwas assigned to an axia¢tich and associated areal excavation placed
over Structure 8S18-igures 113 and 114The axial trench measured 9 m easst by 1.5 m
north-south and, while clearing the humus from the entire area, only penetrated the summit of the
construction. The solvestern portion of the front part of the structure platform was also areally
cleared with an excavation tangent to the original trench that extended 3.4 m to the south and
exposed the front 4.6 m (easést) of the platformSome Late Classic ceramic imsario
fragments were recovered in the course of these investigations.
Structure 8520

The western building in the Monterey Residential Group consisted of a long low platform
set on the edge of the pla&tructure 8S20 rose approximately 1 m above iciaed plaza
surface on a raised platform that was elevated an additional 1.5 m abéve the grouad|tod
its west.

Operation C118Cwas the designation given to investigations in this western [doucs.
sections were done because of the way thabuliding was excavated (Figures 115 and 116).
The investigatioractuallyconsisted of an areal excavation of the front part of the building that
measured 4.5 m norouth by 4.5 n eastest(Figure 117) The building was then haffection
and a deeper eavation made that eventually reached bedrock on one side of the building. A
front stoop and several facings were was uncovered for the latest building and earlier construction
episodes were also evident in the core of the platform. No formal depositeea@vered,
although one of the fill lots contain@chuman vertebrae, tarsal, and two teeth (upper incisor and

upper premolar)Turtle bone was recovered just above bedrock. A shell disc (Figure 134a) was
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recovered in construction fill and a shell pend&igure 134b) was recovered on bedrock in this
investigation.
Structure 8514

Structure 8514, located at the northern extent of the plaza, was the most commanding
building in the Monterey Residential Group. The edifice rose 4.15 m above the associated plaz
surface. No formal architecture was visible prior to excavation.

Operation C118Dwas assigned to an axial trench placed on axis to Structure 8S14
(Figure 118) The trench measured 12.5 m nesthuth by 2 m eastest and recovered a
multitude of architetwral information.The latest stairs for the summit building wereetatively
good shape (FigurEl9. A small vessel of unusual form was recovered during clearing (Figure
133a) The trench revealed the remains of a vaulted construction at the suntinstsifucture
passing through the central doorway of the building and detailing its western jambs. The building
plan showed a tandem room construction. The rear room was dyigi@lated with a single
course steup that was later elevated anotherc#® Both the front and rear rooms were 2.1 m
deep. The medial jamb was still preserved to a height of 1.7 m, while the front one was only 0.7
m tall. The northeastern portion of the front room also was occupied by a bench that protruded
1.7 minto the roonfrom the medial wall and was raised 0.8 m; a small niche with a door defined
its eastern sidéFigure 121) Some earlier plastered surfaces were recovered in the core of the
constructionFigure 120) but no formal deposits were fourithe building shouldbe of Late
Classic date.
Structure 8518

A long low platform supporting a structure defined the southern side of the Monterey
Residential Group. The structure rose 0.65 m above its associated plaza level, but 1.6 m above the
terrain on its southern sidiedicative of the height of the raised platform here.

Operation C118Ewas assigned for a combination trench and areal excavation on the

southern building. A trench measuring 3.6 m neabth by 1.5 m eastest was placed on the
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axis of the buildingFigure 122)and an additional areal excavation extended 2.6 m west of this
trench at the front of the construction and was 1.1 m ¢(flégpre 123) The trench was dug to a
depth of 1.5 m and did not reveal any other architecture at this locus.
Structure 8S16

The eastern construction in the Monterey Residential Group, evinced a long sequence of
ritual deposits that spanned the Late Preclassic through Terminal Classic Periods. Eleven deposits
were recovered in association with Structure 8S16 and an infilleditothb front of the building
was left unexcavated. Typical of many of Caracol shrine buildings, no raised construction was
recovered on its surface. The building rose 2.2 m above the plaza surface.

Operation C118Fwas assigned to an axial excavation gthover Caracol Structure
8S16(Figure 124) The trench measured 8.4 m eastst by 1.5 m nortisouth and recovered both
a series of earlier plastered surfaces as well as eleven deposits. The earlier deposits were all
located in the core of the constructiohile the Late to Terminal Classic deposits were located in
the front of the building. It is likely that an infilled ton(labeled SD C118R0) existed beneath
the capstones upon which SD Ci19.8ad been placed, but it was not excavated during the 1996,
instead being backfilled at the end of the field season. For the most part the steps in the front of
the building (Figure 125) were severely disturbed by all thentées made to place finger caches
and from the ravages of timortions of plastered ftws were recovered from the interior of the
building (e.g., Figure 126), clearly marking temporal distinctions between the various deposits.

SD C118F1 was assigned forfinger bowl cachdFigure 127a) found in the eastern
limit of Operation C118F alontpe northern excavation limit (Figure 129).

SD C118F2 was assigned forlgp-to-lip finger bowl cachdFigure 127b,cjecovered in
the eastern part of Operation C11(#kgure 130)associatd with three human finger bones.

SD C118F3 was assigned for ache recovered on the summit of Structure 8S16
(Figures 128a and 31). The cache vessels were associated with a jadeite ball (Figure 134c) as

well as 15 jadeite chips.
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SD C118F4 was assigned toaypt burialin the front of Structure 8S1(Eigures 129
and 132) The burial can be dated to the Terminal Classic Period based on a modeled burner that
accompanied it (Figure 133a). Seven speleothem fragments, a jadeite chip, and 3 olivella shells (2
shown in Figure 134d,e) also were recovered in associatirihigt burial.This burial contained
aminimum oftwo individuals One is an older adult whose mandible shows much resorption and
antemortem tooth loss. Some bone fragments, including cranium, are heavily burnt. The second
individual is likely an adult na based on its massive teettie central upper incisor shows
evidence of hypoplasi#his individual was likely 25 years old at the time of death.

SD C118F5 was assigned tdisarticulatechuman remains found in the rear (eastern
side) of the buildingrd resting on an eroded floor le\{€igure 135) The human remains
represent two individuals based on teeth and were accompanied by a single ceramic finger bowl
(Figure 127d). One of the individuals was adult with inlays and filing on the maxillary teg
t his i ndivildapatiernod itsavp demtral inegsorand both incisors wengrobably
inlaid with jadeite (one inlay missingd;lateral right incisor has notching and two inlays, one of
hematite and the other of jadeite; a notched Igfien canine is inlaid with pyrite. The other
individual in this deposit waa subadult, approximately 15 years of age; the skat present.
No filing and no inlays on the central upper incisors, but they do show evidence of shoveling and
hypoplasia; thee is calculus on a lower premalaupernumerary teeth are also present

SD C118F6 was assigned for a sealed cache in the core of Structure 8S16 that contained
al i onds overahos d¢f emaller items (Figerg36 and.37) that included 2 soapsi®
figurines, 2 shell figurines, and 6 large shell beads (Figure 138); also in the vicinity addhes
were 31 jadeite chips and 15 pyrite chips (what
A. Chase and D. Chase 2006his deposit likely dtes to the Early Classic Period.

SD C118F7 was assigned toladen urn cache (Figures28b,139-141) that was sealed
in a pit below a deeply buried plaster floor in the core of Structure §&&6urn contained a host

of smaller items (Figure 142)thatn c | uded one | arge fAserpentineo fi
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obsidian), two smaller figurines (one of stone and one of shell), 4 flaramgoie shells (two
illustrated), 2 small clam shells, and three beads (one each of quartzite, jadeite, arithi&hell).
deposit is transitional between the Late Preclassic and Early Classic Period.

SD C118F8 was assigned for a cache sealed beneath a floor deeply buried in the core of
Structure 8S1§Figures 136, 143, and 144he cache consisted of a lidded plusthreefinger
bowls (Figure 128€); one of the finger bowls was associated withiddle humanphalangea
first row proximalhumanphalange was also recoveliadassociation with the deposit. The urn
held a total of six shell beads (illustrated in A. &hand D. Chase 2006: fig. 2). Three jadeite
chips were also recovered in association with this deposit.

SD C118F9 was assigned to an articulated interment placed in the front of Structure
8S16 above a set of capstones (Figure 145). The individual evasifat the knees and placed on
its right side with head to the south (extending into the section. All teeth were present; some
showed evidence of calculus and hyploplasia; the incisors showed shoveling. The individual was
an adult, but wittvirtually no wear on the third molars and little wear on the other teeth. Probably
18-25 years of age at time of deathshell earing of Late Classic date (FigdGH)
accompanied the interment.

SD C118F10was assigned to an unexcavated burial found beneath tstercag upon
which SD C118P had been placed. An eastern facing for the chamber or crypt was located
(Figure 146) and soreng bone fragments were recoverelwever, the interment was never
dug because it was found too late in the 1996 field season.

SD C118F11was the designation given to a sefinfler bowl cachesonsisting of three
vesselgFigure 127e,fihat were placed just north of SD C118KFFigure 145) and above what
appears to have been an infilled tomb.

Looted Tombs Clean-Up
One of the gals of the 2019 field season was to cle@rooted deposits. Two such

deposits were located, one to the northeast of the epicenter (Operation C122B) and one south of
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the South Acropolis. Materials were collected in the looted areas of the northeastprarmi@an
open tomb was noted in the northern building, but no excavation was done. In contrast, the tomb
to the south of the epicenter was excavated at the beginning of the field season (Operation
C215B).
Structure C69

Located in the valley directly sdubf the epicentral South Acropolis and west of the
PajareRamonal Causeway was a small residential group whose eastern building had been looted.
This looted tomifFigure 147)located in Structure C69 (see A. Chase and D. Chase fi@871
for location) was excavated and recorded at the beginning of the 2019 field season.

Operation C215B

When complete, the tomb had encompassed 1.98 cubic meters ofFipaces 148,
149, and 150)Although no capstones were in place, its northern end indicatethéhettiamber
was 1.4 min height; it was 2.1 m in length by 0.8 m in widthpottery was recovered and the
only artifact recovered that may have originated from the tomb was a perforated shell disc (Figure
1519. Two adult teeth were collected from the cl@m but no other bone. One tooth was a right
central inci sor showing | ater al notching for
tooth was a lower left molar.
Significance

After two field seasons of archaeological work in the Puchituk and éveydistricts of
Caracol that has built upon an earlier settlement pattern program in these areas, it is possible to
derive some preliminary conclusions from this resedftht, while the inhabitants of Caracol all
shared i n the didnakdissat thesite appeaned ta haxemotedgslightly
different productsluringthe Late Classic Period. The ceramic differences in terrosrafmic
plate distributionshat was noted fahe northeast sector of Caraébl Chase and A. Chase
2014: 24, fig. 6),as a result of the earlier settlement pattern progsétholds even with the

newer research.
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Archaeological investigation in the Monterey area has documented both early and late
materials. Monterey clearly fluoresced during the Late Bssat Period, as indicated by the ritual
deposits that have been recovered. Yet, this area never seems to have been independent, as it did
not develop an E Group complex like its neighbors Caracol proper and Cahal Pichik (see A.
Chase and D. Chase 2@).7There was Late Classic occupation in this area, but it does not
appear to have utilized mortuary structures in the same way as the rest of the site, as indicated by
excavation irsizeable eastern buildingstioeththe Boulder and Pebble residential groupslso
would appear that the Monterey ballcourt plaza did not function as a market area during the Late
Classic Period, which is consistent with it not being linked to the Caracol causeway system. Yet,
there is a significant overlay of Terminal Classiatemials in the Monterey area, as can be seen in
the Terminal Classic interment from the Monterey residential group and from late ceramic
materials recovered in association with the eastern pyramid in the Monterey public architecture.

Excavation in the Rahituk area has revealed patterning that is consistent with the
Caracol epicentral residential groups. Interments, tombs, and caches all match patterns seen in the
southern portions of Caracol. While no Late Preclassic occupation has been uncovered in the
Puchituk region, a substantial amount of Early Classic Period material has, indicating that there
was a fair amount of population in this part of the giteng this erasomethingconsistent with
the establishment of the Puchitpldblic daza in the eayl part of the Late Classic Period as a
market area. Excavation in the residential groups in the immediate vicinity of Puchituk Plaza also
suggest that there may have been the production of some product that required large unslipped
ollas, especially as raively large numbers of this class of ceramics were found on the floors of
the stone buildings in the elite residential group and in two neighboring residential plazas. In
contrast to the Monterey area, little in the way of Terminal Classic materiakbasdrovered in
the Puchituk region.

The work in both the Monterey and Puchituk regions has also raised questions about the

populations that occupy these areas and how heterogenous they were. Urban environments attract
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people and we know that there weeople from outside of Caracol present in the city during the

Terminal Classic Period (A. Chase and D. Chag&Zereiwald2011). It is similarly likely,

given Caracol és history (D. Chaipmigramind A. Chase

populations liing at the site throughout its history. Thus, some of the patterning that is being
recovered in terms of the inclusion of burial items may, in fact, be reflective of group origin from
outside the Caracol area. For instance, we suspect Braenstyle footed dish found in some of
Caracol 6s early Late Classic interments may
from that portion of the Maya lowlands. DNA testing was started by Rick Smith during the 2019
field season on some of the individuaism the Puchituk areand we are hopeful that these
results may help answer such questions.

Research into Maya markets and market systems promises to significantly augment our
understanding of the Classic Period Maya. The archaeological work at Caacmdumented
that the site had a solar market system and that residential groups had access to a wide variety of
guotidian, prestige, and ritual items that were provided to the inhabitants of the city through its
markets. Excavation and analysis alsohagested that different kinds of goadsre likely
availableand produceth different quantities in various parts of the site. The work undertaken in
the vicinities of PuchitukTerminusandthe Montereyareaon both the public architecture and on
the adacent residential groups fleshingout our understanding of a functioniagbanmarket

system as well asf social differences related to status or wealth that occurred in different parts

of CaracolMinimally, this research pernsia n i n v e s dawgthetl ii me 6o fe cfo n o mi ¢

exchange and integration through the comparison of spatially discrete data sets from the Caracol
epicenter, the Puchituk area, and the Monterey area. Tiaggbarchs demonstrating several
things First, it permis an achaeobgical determination oivhether or not the same items were

available indifferent parts of Caracol through itgarketsystem providing an indirect measure of

be

£

0Oy

centralizedversus distributed ont r o | of the sitebs econocmic Syste

are yieldinga large sample of residential deposits and materials that are not associated with the
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central part of the city, providing a better view of seetmnomic variability at the site. Third, the
excavationsn the vicinities ofMonterey and Puchik also provide a comparative sample of
residential groups and public architecture that has substantial time deptlesEaich has
confirmedthe purposeful placement and construction of Puchituk on the cityscape during the
early part of the Late ClasdPeriod.Excavatiosin the Monterey arehave revealedarlier
remainsandprovideinsightfor anarea ofpublic architecturgéhatwas never connected to
Caracob s ¢ a u s e vrmally, thiy reseagcmbetter explaimow an ancient market system
worked to socieeconomically integrate ldlayacity, somethingf interest tcabroad spectrum of

researchers working in Mesoamerica and elsewhere.
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Appendix 1:
Epigraphic Report on Recently Discovered Altars at Caracol, Belize

Christophe Helmke
Institute of Cross-cultural and Regional Studies
University of Copenhagen, Denmark

This report follows up on an analogous account on the more recently discovered stelae
(Helmke 2018) by providing new drawings and descriptions of the most recently discovered
altars, vhich are presented in ascending numerical order. These monuments were documented
and inspected by the author during the 2018 field season, securing measurements and
photographs with a combination of natural light and artificial raking light, as weklds fi
sketches. Scaled and othorectified photographs were used as templates for the drawings that were
printed and then inked on higdilicate paper, which were then scanned and corrected in a raster
graphic editor program, for final output as black and evhite art. The conventions used in these
drawings follow those developed and employed by the Corpus of Maya Hieroglyphic Inscriptions
project (Graham 1975), with minor amendments suited to the particular monument, such as using
differential stippling tomdicate depth of relief, with sparser and thinner stippling representing
shallow relief and the denser stippling denoting higher relief.
The Caracol Corpus

The epigraphic corpus of Caracol was first synthesized in the foundational study by Carl
Beetz and.inton Satterthwaite (1981), reporting on the 21 stelae and 19 altars then known. Since
that study, the epigraphy of Caracol has been covered iroftatetreatments by Stephen
Houston (1987, 1991), Nikolai Grube (1994) as well as Arlen and Diane (Ziasse et al.
1991). These later studies in large part focused on Stelae 22 and 23 as well as Altars 21, 22 and
23 found as part of the Caracol Archaeological Project, under the direction of Arlen Chase and
Diane Chase. With continued investigations atdlchaeological site of Caracol, additional
carved monuments have come to light since 1995, counting a total of four further stelae (Stela 24,

25, 26 and 27), two altars (Altar 25 and 26) and a ballcourt marker (Ballcourt Marker 4). In
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addition to refereces made in the progress reports of the respective field seasons (Chase and
Chase 1996:7, 20012, 2002:5), two studies have appeared, one on the B Group ballcourt
markers (Helmke et al. 2006) and another on Altar 26 (Chase and Chabg 20/th the
exception of these two monuments, the more recently discovered monuments as a whole had not
been the subject of a more detailed epigraphic t
With renewed attention, new drawings of Altar 21, as well as Seedael 8 have also been
drafted and publications prepared (Awe and Helmke 2014; Helmke28 X3, Martin 2005),
and it is hoped that future efforts will likewise concentrate on other monuments including Stelae
7 and 22.
A Comment on Designations

The degsion was made in 1991 to designate the recently discovered Giant Ajaw altar of
the Chaquistero group (located 5.22 km naowinthwest of the epicenter of Caracol) as Altar 24,
in the same designatory sequence as that used for the monuments of Caracolhiop is to
say from the monumental epicenter (see Grube 1994.Q00Fig. 9.9) (Figured2). This is in
keeping also with the designation of the carved stela of the Puchituk causeway terminus complex,
as Stela 24 (Helmke 2018:28, Fig. 93), althogh the latter is the closest terminus to the
epicenter, being located just 2.75 km to the northeast. Extending the radius slightlyrto 5.5
around the epicenter of Caracol (covering an area of abduhd5inevitably means that all
monuments found irhe future at interveningpcationsin that area, as well as the terminus
complexes of Ceiba (to the northwest), San Juan (to the west), Retiro (to the southwest), Ramonal
(to the south), Conchita and Terminus C (to the southeast), will necessarily have to
incorporated in the monument designations of Caracol proper. This radius also allows the
monuments of thearlier centersf Mountain Cow (to the east), and of the complexes of Cahal
Pichik and Hatzcap Ceel in particular, as well as the site of Ldl&€@mthe west, in what is now

Guatemala) to have their own, sgieecific monument designations, following the precedent that
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has already been established in the scientific literature (Grube and Martin 2004:37, 40, 79, 88;
Morris 2004; Thompson 1931)his is also in keeping with the designation of the Giant Ajaw
altar found at the subsidiary site of Caballo, located some 11 km north of Caracol (Chase et al.
2014), which has received the s#gecific designation dEaballoAltar 1 (Grube 1994:100, Fig.
9.10). It also follows, that causeway termini such as Cohune (to the north), Terminus A, New
Maria Camp (to the northeast), Terminus B (to the east) and Round Hole Bank (to the south)
should each have their own monument designations in the future, shisyddave necessary.
Altar 24
lllustration:  Figurel53.
Metrics: w: 204 cmh: 140.5 cmth: 16 cm.f-b: 212 mmdet: c. 2 mm® Giant Ajaw
altars at Caracol range in diameter between 1.07 and 2.25 m with the mean at
around 1.69 m. This makes Altar 24 aiighe three largest such Giant Ajaw
altars, with the comparable, albeit fragmentary, Altar 1 at Caballo measuring in
excess of 1.3 in diameter (see Grube 1994:Fig. 9.10).
Context: The altar was discovered at the start of the 1991 field seasondolated plaza
group named El Chaquistero, located some 5 km smatthwest of the
monumental epicenter (Grube 1994:100; see also Chase et al. 2011:Fig. 1;
Murtha 2009). The altar was foumdsitu, facing upwards, in front of the second

largest structuref the group.

! w = width, h = height, th = thicknesspf= foreground to background relief, det = detailed of incised
carving. All measurements are expressed as maxima.

2 Following the discovery of Altar 1 at Caballo in 1991, it was relocated as part of reconnaissance efforts
conducted by members of the Social Archaeology Research Programme, operating in the northern Vaca
Plateau. Exploring ancient Maya settlements to the southmdia and following up on reports of locals
about the existence of a carved monument in the area, they relocated the altar, at which juncture it was
realized that this was none other than the previously reported Caballo Altar 1, although evidently the site

was clearly known by another name at the time (Gyles lannone, pers. comm. 2005).
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Description: The altar has a rounded rectangular from with a quadrilobate frame that encloses
a | arge central Tzol kéin date. The monume
triangular sections missing, one from the central base and aabtherupper
right corner.
Dating: The sole glyph on this monument provides the Period Ending date 7 Ajaw.
Assuming that this a kbébatun Period Ending
1951:37, 1954), the most plausible anchor is the Long Count date 9,7.0.0.0
corresponding teb 573. This dating would make the altar one of six dedicated
duringthereignof¥ aj awt e @ (r. KbD553693¢){see Martin and Grube
2008:8890). Based on present evidence, the tradition of erecting Giant Ajaw
altars at Caracolmnned froomb4 95 and rapidly wanes after
Il (r. AD 618-658) (Table?).?
Epigraphy:  Altar 24 is a Giant Ajaw monument with a large Pesiritling date, written
7-AJAW fortal huk [ t ed]6 0anj asweven Aj awd, aroviding
the | arger Calendar Round 7 Ajaw [3 Kbéank
Iconography: Aside from the large-Ajaw that dominates the center of the altar, the date is
placed within a quadrilobate frame. Such frames are typically used to define
supernatural portal®.g, Stone and Zender 2011:26, 231) and as such the date

can be thought to emerge from an otherworldly realm or to demarcate an alternate

% Based on present evidence the last securely dated Giant Ajanaaétaimse dedicated during the reign

of Kbéan |11 . One excepti on ma Vhishl@arisAypitalymascrbedtodthear i ng t he
reign of Kdédan | and i s t houghab5840 AssuminckthatthisealtaPer i od En
dedicates a kbdbatun Period Ending of BrakKd®udmhs 9, the onl
date is plausible and could be one of the earliest monumeitaiom Y o h | (Rukerdvill)d iwhohwvas

active before the accessionk® i ni ¢ h ih eDy99KHelmkeietlal. 2006). Yet, at present, there are

no other monuments dating to this period, mgkims temporal assignation premature.
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Altar 25

Illustration:

Metrics:

Context:

Description:

Dating:

realm dominated by this date. Despite these conjectures, the precise motivations

for the use of such a frame remainknown.

Figurel54.

w: 44 cm.h: 42.5 cmth: 35.5 cmf-b: 4.5 mm.det: 1 mm. With a diameter of
0.44 m, Altar 25 is the smallest altar discovered at the site to date.

The altar was found at the start of thé®20ield season in the eastern courtyard
adjoining the Barrio palace compound (Chase and Chasé&2001

The altar has a squared form with rounded corners. Based orsentis it

broadly resembles the drum altars that are better knownTiketh whereas the
form of the upper surface compares to the column altars of Tikal. The upper
surface is decorated with a single large-figure glyph.

Without associated text and given its unstratified, surface context, it is not
possible to asgn a specific date to this monument. Nevertheless, as the altar was
found in the Barrio palace compound, and considering its relatively small size, |
suggest that this is a Terminal Classic monument. The Barrio compound
exhibited continued and intensiwsage and refurbishments in the Terminal
Classic making this temporal assignation probable (Chase and Chafg 2001
This is reinforced by the observation that all Giant Ajaw altars preda&s2
(9.11.0.0.0) and that Terminal Classic altars generahlijbé>a trend of

decreasing diameter size, with Altar 23 dateddB00 (2.04m dia.) leading to
Altar 12 and 13 imb 820 and 830 (mean dia.59 m) and ending on to Altar 26

in AD 884 (0.78m dia.) (see Tabl2 and Figurel55).

Iconography and Epigraphylhe carved upper surface is decorated with a single largigurié

glyph. The glyph in question is a stylized moon crescent (T683 in Thompson
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Altar 26

Illustration:

Metrics:

Context:

1962:283289) that encloses a seated female silhouette. This is undoubtedly a
representation of the moon glebs (see Stone and Zender 2011-141F). Her

hair is bound in a cloth wrap, and she is shown wearimgl dress and a large
necklace, with a string of beads running down her back. The larger element
before her face is indistinct, but based on compear@épictions, undoubtedly
represents a large and elaborate flower, such as a water lily blossom. A circular
element at her nose probably symbolizes her breath (see Houston and Taube
2000:265273; Kettunen 2005Rather than representing female individwith

the traits of the moon goddess, it may be possible that the altar represents an
exalted and ancestral maternal figure deified in the guise of the moon goddess.
The same type of motif is known from the monuments of Yaxchilan, for instance.
In the casef Yaxchilan, the deceased parents are represented in the heavens, as
witnesses over historical scenes and actors, with fathers typically represented
within sun disks, whereas mothers appears in lunar crescents (see Tate 1991). If
the same symbolism wasténded at Caracol, we may assume that another, as yet
undiscovered, altar is to be found within the Barrio compound, representing a
seated male figure within a solar disk, the two altars once forming part of a set,

perhaps paired with another upright momant, such as a stela.

Figurel56.

w: 65 cm.h: 78 cm.th: >12 cmf-b: 4.5 mm.det: 1 ~ 2 mm.

The monument was found on the surface in January 2015, at the summit of
Structure A13, directly to the west of the areblagical camp at the site (Chase
and Chase 201547). Based on its context and the relative thinness of the

monument it is supposed to be in a secondary context.
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Description:

Dating:

Iconography:

The altar is a somewhat elongated, although mostly circular, figurative altar.
upper surface is carved and based on its relatively thin section, appears to have
spalled off a much larger original monument. As such, the more massive butt is,
quite possibly, still locateih situat its original locus, with the uppermost carved
surface moved in antiquity to the summit of Str. A13 (Arlen Chase, pers. comm.
2018).

Based on the preserved Calendar Round at the onset of the glyphic caption, which
reads 8 Ajaw 8 Mol, the most plausible anchor to the Long Count is 10.2.15.0.0
or AD 884 (Chase and Chase 2014/-48). With this date, the longevity of the
glyphic corpus of Caracol is extended by 25 years, ®0r859, previously the

latest date on the aljlyphic Stela 10 (Beetz and Satterthwaite 198432

Houston 1987:Fig. 71b).

The imagery represents two seated male individuals. The larger and more
dominant figure of the two is seated at the right and wears a large-tikdan
headdress around a cloth headp, topped by what appears to be a skeletal

bi r d 6 s helsrmmalled and moftle subservient figure at the left wears a
comparable headdress with part of a large circular goggle tied to the front. Such
goggles are frequently depicted with priestly officiants bearing the tijtajaiv
k6atik 66 v as s a ber2004:195110). elrdadditidneatending ritual

fires, such ritual specialists also minded ritual regalia at temples, served matrtial
functions on the battlefield, including the preparation of captives, and also
assisted the monarch at court. Both mennseaple loincloths, wristlets and
necklaces consisting of a single large, threaded tubular bead. Given their hand
gestures, with pointed index fingers, and a right hand across the chest (as a sign

of deference), the two individuals appear to be negagiatirdiscussing, and
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thereby conform to the traits and charact
typical of Terminal Classic Maya imagery (see Chase 1985).

Epigraphy:  The scene is accompanied by a glyphic caption that provides some supplementary
information to the iconography. The text can be divided into two main parts:
Larger glyphs in highrelief comprising the first clause, and smaller glyphs
incised into the background that together make up a secondary clause. The
reading order of the primatext appears to be in vertical columns, with the
central column read first and then from left edge inwards back towards the center.
The secondary clause was apparently for information that was deemed less
significant, perhaps naming the subsidiary figéte we have seen, the text opens
with the Calendar Round 8 Ajaw 8 Mol (A42) that corresponds to the
remarkably late, Long Count date 10.2.15.0.8m884. The main event that
transpired on this date is provided right away and although segments a&®, erod
can be made out asCHOK -wa (A3a){ ¢ h-fa ABb), foru-c ho k o 6,r c h 6 aj
6he scattered dropsé. This is a very sign
important calendrical stations in an emulation of agricultural rites (see Jovobba et
al. 2018).The text then goes on to mention who conducted this ritual. The first
part of the name is initiated by the honoriicd i (BiL)cwhittenK 6 | N tcki-H
ni (see Colas 2003), which precedes and indistinct animal head with a
syllabogram as subfix (C2), and lggh block of three phonograms including
what appear to b, ma (or ya) andna (C3). The main clause is closed by the
protagonistés title, h e jbahi-katbafor baaln s o me wh a
kabb | i t e realrltyh 66 hoea di c h iore figurative tetmisTke | and o i n
incised secondary clause then follows as a separate column. Being incised rather
shallowly, it has not preserved well and is thereby not all too clear. Nonetheless,

what may be part of the Caracol dynastic title seems to be eapedshere
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(Chase and Chase 2(£88). This title then appears to specify that one of the
figures was the ruler of Caracol, although it is unclear whether this is the same
person as the one bearing the titdmhkab Nevertheless, the imagery makes it

clea that this monument commemorates not only an important Period Ending

late in the ninth century, but also an important meeting between two elite figures,
one of regal status and the other serving in a priestly capacity. Despite the turmoil
of the age, Alta26 makes it clear that the remaining elite attempted to persevere

and maintain the rituals of old and the concomitant social structure.

Acknowledgement$lany thanks to the project directors, Arlen and Diane Chase for inviting me
to serve as epigraphen their project. | would also like to thank Sergei Vepretskii and Ivan

Savchenko for their helpful comments and observations on the text of Altar 26.
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Apprendix 2:
Photographing the monuments of Caracol, Belize

Bruce Love

New photographs were made foany of the monuments of Caracol by me for use by the
Caracol Archaeological Projedtiring a 2019 field visit lasting from March 1 to March 8 with a
oneday follow up on March 22. During the day the monuments were visited, cleaned, measured,
sketched, ad snap shots were taken; at night they were photographed using a Nikon d500s and a
Bolt electronic batterpperated flash.

Two kinds of photographs were taken: (1) portrait shots, that is, stagtttotographs
shot with sideraking light, that wouldater be used in reports and publications, and (2) drawing
aids, that is, multiple closap detail shots with multiple sie@king light angles that would not be
published but would be used by the project illustrator(s) to make drawings of the monuments.

After leaving the field, the original RAW images were imported into Adobe Lightroom
and Adobe Photoshop for developing, and the resulting portraits were reduced to JPGs for this
report.

At the time of the field visit, many of the monuments were in theqa® of being moved
into the newly erected Monument Building while others remained in the field at their original
locations. Over the course of nine days and nights, forty monuments were photographed, all
presented here is this report.

I thank project diector Arlen Chase for facilitating my work, UNLV student
archaeologisAngel Robleddor helping me with the nigkiime work, as well as Emiddio Cruz,
Park Manager, and Jorge Can, Conservator in charge of monuments, all of whose close

collaboration made th work possible.
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TABLE 1:

Caracol Project Members: 2019 Field Season
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Arlen F. Chase
Diane Z. Chase
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Melissa Badillo
Maureen Carpenter
Adrian S.Z. Chase
Field Supervisors
Brooke Barteaux
Roxayn Povidas
Eric Fries
Field Assistants
Mayra Arzate
Haley Dougherty
Lauren Salazar
Angelo Robledo
Specialists
Bruce Love(photography)
Rick Smith (DNA)
Detailed Drawing
Lisa Johnson
Lucas Johnson

Belizean Labor:

Kitchen
Angelica Meneses
Linda Aurora Meneses
Rosita Isadora Lolwani
Orfelia Morales

Field

Carlos Mendez
Saul Galeano
Jaime Iglesias
Asterio Moralez

Julio M. Trujillo
Jorge Israel Itza
Flavio Pirir

Gustavo Adolfo Mendez
Abner David Mendez
Jose Lopez

Gerardo Ismael Magana
Edwin Rafael Chan

C1
Cc2

C166
C56
C154

C238
C244
C247

C248
C249
C250
C251

C252
C253

C183
C1l34
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Table 2;

The altars of Caracol presented in chronological sequence of their dedication.
Note that data entries in black font refer to Giant Ajaw altars, whereas gray data
entries are for nosiant Ajaw altars (based on Beetz and Stitesite

1981:110111; Houston 1987:9900; Grube 1994:11112, with amendments by
the author for particular altars where alternate temporal placements are

warranted).
Monument Ajaw Long Julian Reign Max. Comment
Count dia.
Altar 4 2 Ajaw 9.30.0.0 495 Yaj awt ed 1.77 m precursor to Altar 17
1372

Altar 2 Ajaw 9.4.0.0.0 514 Yaj awt e 0 1.17m
Altar 3 11 Ajaw 9.5.0.0.0 534 Kéan 1.78 m 9.18.0.0.0 (alternate
Altar 14 11 Ajaw 9.5.0.0.0 534 Koéan 1.82m
Altar 5 9? Ajaw 9.6.000 554 Yaj awtebd 1.93 m precursor to Altar 21
Altar 6 7 Ajaw 9.7.0.0.0 573 Yaj awt ed 2.25m
Altar 16 7 Ajaw 9.7.0.0.0 573 Yaj awt ed 1.07m
Altar 24 7 Ajaw 9.70.00 573 Yaj awtebod 2.04 m
Altar 1 5 Ajaw 98.000 593 Yaj awtebd 2.07m
Altar 18 5 Ajaw 9.8.00.0 593 Yaj awtebod 1.60m
Altar 11 3? Ajaw 9.9.0.0.0 613 Knot Ajaw 1.67m
Altar 15 3? Ajaw 9.9.0.0.0 613 Knot Ajaw 2.00m
Altar 19 1 Ajaw 9.10.0.0.C 633 Kéan | 1.81m
Altar 21 1 Ajaw 9.10.0.0.C 633 Kéan | 1.26 m preceded by Altar 5
Altar 7 12 Ajaw  9.11.0.0.C 652 Kéan | 1.38 m
Altar 17 12 Ajaw 9.11.0.0.Cc 652 Kéan | 1.36 m preceded by Altar 4
Altar 23 10 Ajaw 9.18.10.0.C 800 Kéinich ¢ 204m

K6éinich
Altar 22 9 Ajaw 9.19.0.00 810 Yopaat 0.95m

K6éinich
Altar 12 8 Ajaw 9.19.10.0.C 820 Yopaat 1.58 m

K6i nich
Altar 13 7 Ajaw  10.0.0.0.Cc 830 Yopaat 1.60 m
Altar 10 --- 10.0.19.6.1¢ 849 Kéan | 1.15m
Altar 26 8 Ajaw 10.2.15.0.C 884 Ruler XI11? 0.78 m
Altar 25 ? 0.44 m probably 806860
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Figure D:

Figure 21:

Photograph of face cache in SD C214B

Map of groundsurveyed settlement at Caracol showing the location of Puchituk
and Monterey, the areas of fodos the 20182020 field seasons.

Map showing location of excavated groups within the northeast sector of
Caracol. The groups excavated during 2018 and 2019 were more intensively
investigated that the residential groups excavated dugéiig through 1996

(with two exceptions; G = Monterey [included in this report]). The 2019
investigations focused on threelozated groups on a ridge directly east of the
Puchituk Terminus (A = Barracuda; B = Tuna; C = Snapper) and on the
Monterey public architecture (E) and residential groups located east (D = Pebble)
and west (F = Boulder) of it. Additionally, this report contains information on a
residential group excavated in 1994 that clearly articulates with the Monterey
public achitecture (G = Monterey).

Plan ofBarracudaGroup, showing the locations of Operatiorsl6B, 216C, and
216D.

Photographs of excavationsated toOperation C21B: The summit ofCaracol
Structures 306 (upper) and deeper exedion of tomb (lower)

Section througl€aracolStructure 3D5, as revealed by Operation C216B

Plars of the frontparts of Operation C216B.

Elevation of the lower step f@aracolStructure 3D5 in Operation C216B.
Ceramics recovered in association w@thracolStructures 3D4 (d) and 3D5

(ac): a. pobably eroded Tinaja Rel. undesignated ceramic bottle neck

c. eroded Saxche Orange Polychrothggrobably Miseria Appliqued.

Artifactual materials recoveden association with Operation C216B: a., b. chert
drills; c. obsidian flake; dg. chert flakes; h. fragmentary chert core platform; i.,j.
fragmentary obsidian blades:ik. chert blades; avorkedspeleothenfragment

p. chertcore g. chertflake tool r. celt fragments.fragmentary river cobbjd.
fragmentary limestone bafdeater; uy. limestone bars; z. ceramic applique.
Plan of capstones over SD C214B

North-south crossection through SD C2168B.

Plan of SDC216B1, showing pottery vessels.

Plan of SD C216HL, showing underlying human bone.

Ceramic vessels associated with SD C2168, e.eroded Molino Black

b. Palmar Orange Polychrome;eroded Bontifela Orange; d., f., g. Machete
OrangePolychrome; h. Molino Black; i. Saxche Orargelychrome; j. Valentin
Unslipped.

Photographs of Operation G28: caches locateith the vicinity of thefront step

for Structure3D5 (upper) and deeper excavation into the building éigw
Detailed plan of caches in front section of Operation C216B.

Cache vessels associated with Operation C216Bgditla Unslippeexcept

f. which isprobably Paila Unslipped. SD C216R; b-d. SD C216R3;

e. SD C216B5; f. SDC216B6; g. partial cache recovered in structure fill.

Face cache from SD C216B(Hebe Modeledyvith outline of paint still visible.
Plan of SD C216F, a burial placed into the fill at the summit@diracol
Structure C3D5.

Plan of SD C216EB, two vessels just above bedrock in the middi€afacol
Structure C3DS5.

Ceramic vessels associated with SD C2868B. Paila Unslippedb. Corriental
Appliqued
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Figure 33:

Photograph of excavation into Structure 3@peration C216C)

Section through Structure 3D4, as revealed by Operation C216C.

Plan of Operation C216C, showing the two facings recovered.

Artifactual materials recovered in association with Operation C216C:

a. greenstoe celt fragment; b. river cobble fragment; c. chert blade;

d. fragmentary green obsidian point; e. ceramic figurine fragment (foot);

f. worked shell disc.

Sections for excavation C216D.

Plan of Tuna Group, showing the locatiorQyeration C217B.

Photographkof Caracol Structure 3D10 and Operation C21g@@&neral trench
(upper) and reconstructed stela (lower)

Section through Caracol 3D10, as revealed by Operation C217B.

Plan of front steps in Opation C217B.

Granite metate fragment and limestone mano fragment associated with Operation
C217B.

Artifacts associated with Operation C217B: a. limestone abrader; b. fragmentary
limestone bar; c. chert core tool; d. chert drillcleert flake.

Section through frontal stela showing reconstructed height of monument based
on fragments recovered.

Plan of the front of Operation C217B showing location of stela and locations and
plans of SDs C217R,C217B2,C217B3,C217B4,C217B5, andC217B6.
Face caches (Hebe Modeled) recovered from Operation G217B

a.SD C217B3; b. SD C2178BL; c. SD C217R.

Detailed plan of interior of SD C217B

Finger bowls and cache basge{ba Unskped)recovered from Operation
C217B1: a. SD C2178B%; b., c. S.D. C21785; d. S.D. C217H5;

e. S.D. C217B8.

Plan of Capstones over SD C217B

Plan of SD C217H.

Lithics associated with SD C217B a., b. chert cores;, d. chert flakes; e. chert
nodule; f., g. quartz drills; H. fragmentary obsidian blades.

Plan of capstones over SD C21TIB and SD C2178 just north of the
capstones.

Artifacts associated with SDs C21-83a), C217RE9 (b-e),C217B11 (), and
C217B13 (k). a. fragmentary obsidian blade;t.complete obsidian blades; e.
modified spondylus shell;-. obsidian blade and flake fragments; j. modified
conch shell; k. spondylus shell adorno.

Plans of SDs C217B, C217B10, and C217H.1.

Photographs of SD C217B(upper) and SDs C2178 -10, and-11 (lower).
Lower plan of SD C2178.

Crosssection through SD C217B1.

Detailed plans of southern end of SD C217B

Ceramicvesset associated with SD C217R.: a. Ceiba Unslipped; Balmar
Orange Polychrome; c. eroded Machete Orange Polychrome; d. Valentin
Unslipped.

Plan of capstones over SD C211IB.

Detailed plans of SD C217B2.

Crosssection through SD C217B2.

Photographs of SD C217R (upper) and SD C217B3 (lower).

Ceramic vessels associated with SD C212Ba, d. Ceiba Unslipped (d. with
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Figure 5t

Figure 55

Figure 56

Figure 57
Figure 58
Figure 59
Figure 60
Figure 61

Figure 62
Figure 63
Figure 64
Figure 65
Figure 66
Figure &

Figure 68:
Figure 69:

Figure 70:
Figure 71:
Figure 72:
Figure 73:

Figure 74:

Figure 75:
Figure 76:
Figure 77:
Figure 78:

black exterior trickle/burning); b., i., j., |. Mach&brange Polychrome; c. Canoa
Incised,; e., f. Saxche Orange Polychrome; g. Molino Black; h. Veracal Orange;
k., m., n. Pajarito Orange Polychrome.

Lithics associated with SD C217R: a., b., i., j., k. chert flake tools;

c., d. quartz drillse. obsidian fragment; g., h.rg. obsidian blades; v. obsidian
lancet.

Artifacts associated with SD C217R2: a. bone awl; b. deer antler tool; c. bone
awl fragmentd. incised and perforated jaguar tooth; e. drilled dog tooth; f.
limestonespindle whorl; g. incised quartzite spindle whorl; h-gfzell plug with
jadeite pebble interior; i. perforated jadeite bead; j., k. jadeite chips; |. jadeite
pectoral; m. censerware handle.

Shell artifacts associated with SD C21T8: a. pairof incised conch shell discs;
b. pair of perforated conch shell discs;ct.open ring conch shell discs;

e, f., p., g. perforated conch shell disas; h. partial conch sell discs; j. shell
beads with drop design of flowels; |. conch sheltliscs;m. notched conch shell
disc; n. perforated spondylus disg; perforated square conch shellincised

and perforated conch shell earing in shape of statarshaped perforated conch
shell earingt. partial conch shell ringj. partial clanshell ring;v. incised conch
shell discw. starshaped conch adorne;, y. drilled square conch shell adornos;
z., bb., gg. conch shell ear plugaa conch bead;c.-ff. clam shell fragments;

hh. conch shell debitagé; incised and perforated cdnshell disc.

Olivella beads associated with SD C21¥B except for w., which is moon shell.
Plan of capstones over SD C21IB.

Plans of SD C21783.

Crosssection of SD C21783.

Ceramic vessels agdated with SD C21783: a. Valentin Unslipped; b. eroded
Veracal Orange; c. eroded Pajarito Orange Polychrome; d. Dos Arroyos Orange
Polychrome.

Plan of Snapper Group, showing locations of Operations C218B and C218C.
Photographof Operation C218B (upper) and Operation C218C (lower)
Section through Caracol Structure 3D14, as revealed in Operation C218B.
Plan of Caracol Structure 3D14.

Plan of floor segments recovered in the eastern end of OpeC&i8B.

Section of Caracol Structure 3D15, as revealed in Operation C218C.

Plan of Pebble Residential Group, showing location of Operations C219B,
C219C, and C219D.

Photographs of Caracol Structure 8512 and Operatio@E2the summit of the
building (upper); the axial trench (lower).

Section through Caracol Structure 8S12, as revealed in Operation C219B.
Plan of lower step for the substructure suppor@agacolStructure 8S12.

Plan ofthe summit building foCaracolStructure 8S12.

Partial ceramic vessehssociated with Operation C213B eroded Palmar
OrangePolychrome; b., c. Valentin Unslipped.

Artifactual materials associated with Operation C218R:het point;

b. fragmentary chert point; fragmentary chert biface; d. clam shell; e. limestone
bar; f. chert flake.

Groundstone metate fragments on summit floor of Caracol Structure 8S2.
Granite metate fragment from the sumnuioll of Caracol Structure 8S2.
Photographs of Operations C219C (upper) and C219D (lower).

Eastern wall of section through Caracol Structure 8510, revealed in Operation
C219C.
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Western wall of section through Caracol Stanet8S10, revealed in Operation
C219C.

Plans of Operation C219C.

Plan of mano and metate on lower floor in northern extension of Operation
C219C.

Metate from lower floor in Operation C219C.

Artifactual mateials associated with Operation C219C (a., c.) and Operation
C219D (b.): a. mano from lower floor; b. quartz flake; c. drilled olivella shell.
Section through Caracol Structure 8S11, revealed in Operation C219D.
Plans of Operatio€219D.

Partial ceramics associated with Operation C219D: a. undesignated type
(unslipped with appliqued shoulder decoration); b. Valentin Unslipped;

c. probably Palmar Orangeolychrome; dSan Pedro ImpresseBdlize Req;

e. eroded T&lipa Brown.

Plan of Public Architecture at Monterey.

Photograph ofhe Caracobtructure 8R12wial trench (upper) and the summit
excavation (lower).

Section through Caracol Structure 8R13, as revealed in Operati@BC22
Lower section through Caracol Structure 8R13 (Operation C220B).

Upper section through Caracol Structure 8R13 (Operation C220B).

Plan of summit excavation in Operation C220B.

Partial ceramic vessels associatéth Operation C220B: a. Chaquiste
Impressed; b., h. Tinaja Red;Tgalipa Brown Composited., f. Valentin
Unslipped; e. eroded Tinaja Red.; g. Roaring Creek Red.

Artifactual materials associated with Operation C220B: a., d. limestme b
fragments; b. chert core; c. granite mandj.gute shells.

Photographs of Operation C220B, showing deep summit excavation (upper) and
SD C220B2 (lower).

Plan of Operation C220B, showing the locations of SD C2P@Bd SD
C220B2.

Ceramics from Operation C220B, all Paila Unslipped, associated with SD
C220B1 (a) and materials sealed beneath the floor under the two SDs (b., c.).
Urn and lid from SD C220R, undesignated type.

Detaileddrawing of the contents of the urn in SD C228B

Artifactual materials associated with SD C220Ba) and SD C2208 (b-r):

a. jadeite bead; 4. flamingoetongue shells; éh. tubular shell beads:p.
circular shell beads; q., r. jatkebeads.

Photograph of Monterey ballcourt and Operation C220C, showing alleyway
excavation (upper) and new ballcourt marker (lower).

Elevations of Caracol Structures 8514 and 8S15, showing section through
Operation C220C anohllcourt marker.

Plan of Monterey ballcourt maker in Operation C220C.

Section through Monterey ballcourt marker in Operation C220C.

Plan ofBoulderResidential Group, showing location of Operation C221B.
Photograph of Caracol Structure 8R3 and Operation C221B.

Section through Caracol Structure 8R3, as revealed through Operation C221B.
Plan of Operation C221B.

Burner collected fronBoulderResidential Group in 199Monterey Modeled.
Detailed plan of potential deposit in front fill of Operation C221B.

Artifactual materials associated with Operation C221B: a., b. obsidian blades;
c. chert biface fragment; d. limestone bar fragment; e. quartzite ball

55



Figure 112:

Figure 113:
Figure 114:
Figure 115:

Figure 116:

Figure 117:
Figure 118:
Figure 119:
Figure 120:
Figure 121.:
Figure 122:
Figure 123:
Figure 124:
Figure 125:
Figure 126:
Figure 127:

Figure 128:

Figure 129:
Figure 130:
Figure 131:
Figure 132:
Figure 133:

Figure 134:

Figure 135:
Figure 136:

Figure 13:
Figure 138

Figure 139:

Figure 140
Figure 141
Figure 142

Figure 143
Figure 144
Figure 145
Figure 146
Figure 147

Figure 148:

f. fragmentary incised and shaped shell disc; g. bivalve mussel shell; h. jute shell.
Plan of Monterey Residential Group, showing location of Operation C118
excavations.

Section through Caracol Structure 8515, as shownghr@peration C118B.

Plan of Operation C118B.

Southern section through Caracol Structure 8S20, as represented by Operation
c1iscC.

Northern section through Caracol Structure 8S20, as represented by Operation
C118C.

Plan ofupper structure exposed@peration C118C.

Section through Caracol Structure 8514, as represented by Operation C118D.
Plan of stairs found in Operation C118D.

Plans associated with northern end of @pen C118D.

Detailed plan of front room and bench recovered in Operation C118D.

Section through Caracol Structure 8Sas8 represented by Operation C118E.
Plan of Operation C118E.

Section through Caracoli8tture 8S16, as represented by Operation C118F.
Plan of front section of Operation C118F.

Detailed plans of floors recovered in Operation C118F.

Cache vessels recovered in Operation C118F, all Ceiba Unslipped:
a.SDC118F1; b., c. SD C118B; d. SD C118f5; e., f. SD C118F11.

Earlier cache vessels recovered in Operation C118F {fa.Cdiba Unslipped; b.,

c. undesignated): &D C118F2; b. SD C118H,; c., d:f. SD C118F8.

Detailed plarshowing locations of SD C118Fand SD C1188.

Detailed plan showing location of SD C118F

Detailed plan showing location of SD C118F

Detailed plans of SD C118#.

Ceramic vessels associated with Opers C118D (a) and C118F (b):

a. undesignated unslipped; b. Monterey Modeled (associated with SD-@118F
Artifactual materials associated with Operation C118C (a., b.) and C118BF (c.
a.shell disc (C118/15); b shell pendant (C11824); c. polished jadeitball

(SD C118F3); d., e. Olivella shells (SD C1188; f. carved shell earplug

(SD C118F9).

Detailed plan of SD C1185.

Photographs of SD C118&(upper) and SD C118% (lower).

Detailedplan of SD C118#b.

Artifacts associated with SD C11&a.Li on 6 s P awsoapstoeel | ; b.
figurines; c.e. caved shell figurines; fk. carved shell beads.

Photographs of SD C118F, showing excavation (upper) and contdtusser).
Plans and section relating to S.D. C118F

Detailed plans of the interior of S.D. C118F

Artifactual material associated inside S.D. C1I8R. serpentine Charlie

Chaplin figure; b. stone Charlie Chapligure; c. shell Charlie Chaplin figure;

d., e. flamingo tongue shells; f., g. clam shells; h. quartzite bead,; i. jadeite bead;
j- shell bead.

Plan and section relating to SD C118F

Detailed plans of SD C1188.

Detailed plan of SD C118%and SD C118HA1

Detailed plan of SD C118EO.

Photograph of excavated tomb in Structure C69, Operation C215B.

Section through Structure C69 and tomb, Operation C215B.
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Figure 149:  Crosssedion of tomb in Operation C215B.

Figure 150:  Plan of tomb in Operation C215B.

Figure 151:  Artifacts association with Operation C215B: a. perforated shell disdydidian
flake.

Figure 152:  Map of the Caracol region showing the distribution of causewaag termini as
well as the 5.5 km radius that encompasses epicentral monument designations
(map by Christophe Helmke, based on Chase et al. 2011:Fig. 1).

Figure 153:  Upper surface of Altar 24 (drawing by Christophe Helmke, after a drawing by
Nikolai Grube, in Grube 1994:Fig. 9.9).

Figure 154:  Upper surface of Altar 25 (drawing by Christophe Helmke).

Figure 155:  Plot of the maximal diameter of Caracol altars, plotted chronologically. Note the
distribution of altars dating to the Middle Clasaitd those dating to the
Terminal Classic. The linear trendline reveals the general trend of decreasing
diameter (chart by Christophe Helmke).

Figure 156:  Upper surface of Altar 26 (drawing by Christophe Helmke).

Figure 157:  Caracol Altars 1 and 2 fpptographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 158:  Caracol Altars 3 and 4 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 159:  Caracol Altars 5 and 6 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 160: Caracol Altars 11 and 12 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 161: Caracol Altars 14rd 15 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 162: Caracol Altars 16 and 17 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 163: Caracol Altars 19 and 21 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 164: Caracol Altars 22 and 23 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 165: CaracolAltars 24 and 26 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 166: Caracol Ballcourt Markers 1 and 2 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 167:  Caracol Ballcourt Markers 3 and 4 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 168: Caracol Stelae 1 and 7 (photographed by 8iuave).

Figure 169: Caracol Stelae 8 and 9 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 170:  Caracol Stelae 10 and 11 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 171:  Caracol Stelae 12 and 13 [back] (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 172:  Caracol Stelae 14 and 18 (pbgraphed by Bruce Love).

Figure 173:  Caracol Stela 19 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 174:  Caracol Stela 20 and a possible A Group stela (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 175: Caracol Stela 21 and 22 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 176: Caraol Stelae 25, 26, and 27 (photographed by Bruce Love).
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Monterey
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Figurel: Map of grounasurveyed settlement at Caracol showing the location of Puchituk
and Monterey, the areas of focus for the 20080 field seasons.
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Figure2: Map shoving location of excavated groups within the northeast sector of

Caracol. The groups excavated during 2018 and 2019 were more intensively
investigated that the residential groups excavated during 1994 through 1996
(with two exceptions; G = Monterdincluded in this report]). The 2019
investigations focused on threelozated groups on a ridge directly east of the
Puchituk Terminus (A = Barracuda; B = Tuna; C = Snapper) and on the
Monterey public architecture (E) and residential groupatiateast (D = Pebble)
and west (F = Boulder) of it. Additionally, this report contains information on a
residential group excavated in 1994 that clearly articulates with the Monterey
public architecture (G = Monterey).
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Barracuda
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Figure 3: Plan ofBarracudaGroup, showing the locations of Operatiorsl6B, 216C, and
216D.
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Figure 4: Photographs of excavationsated to Operation C216B: The summit of Caracol
Structures 3D5 (upper) and deeper excavation of tomb (lower).
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excv C216B

Plan 1 | Plan 2

Figure6: Plars of the frontparts of Operation C216B.
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excv C216B

Figure 7: Elevation of the lower step for Caracol Structure 3D5 in Operation C216B.
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Figure 8: Ceramics recovered in association with Caracol Structures 3D4 (d) and 3D5

(ac): a. probably eroded fidja Red; b. undesignated ceramic bottle neck;
c. eroded Saxche Orange Polychrome; d. probably Miseria Appliqued.
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Artifactual materials recovered in association with Operation C216B: a., b. chert
drills; c. obsidian flake; dg. chert flaks; h. fragmentary chert core platform; i.,j.
fragmentary obsidian blades:k. chert blades; 0. worked speleothem fragment;
p. chert core; g. chert flake tool r. celt fragment; s. fragmentary river cobble; t.
fragmentary limestone batbeater; uy. limestone bars; z. ceramic applique.

Figure 9:
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Figure 9:

Artifactual materials recovered in association with Operation C216B: a., b. chert
drills; c. obsidian flake; dg. chert flakes; h. fragmentary chert core platform; i.,j.
fragmentary obsidian blades:k. chert blades; 0. worked speleothem fragment;
p. chert core; g. chert flake tool r. celt fragment; s. fragmentary river cobble; t.
fragmentary limestone batbeater; uy. limestone bars; z. ceramic applique.
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Figure 10:

excv C216B
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Plan of capstones over SI216B1.
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SD C216B-1

Figure 11.: North-south crossection through SD C2168B.
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SD C216B-1
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Figure 12: Plan of SD C2168., showing pottery vessels.
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SD C216B-1

Figure 13:
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Plan of SD C2168., showing underlying human bone.
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Figure 14: Ceramic vessels associatehnSD C216B1.: a., e. eroded Molino Black;
b. Palmar Orange Polychrome; c. eroded Bontifela Orange; d., f., g. Machete

OrangePolychrome; h. Molino Black; i. Saxche Orarigelychrome; j. Valentin
Unslipped.
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Figure 14: Ceramic vessels associatedhaSD C216B1: a., e. eroded Molino Black;
b. Palmar Orange Polychrome; c. eroded Bontifela Orange; d., f., g. Machete

OrangePolychrome; h. Molino Black; i. Saxche Orargelychrome; j. Valentin
Unslipped.
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Figure 15: Photographs of Operation €C&@B: caches located in the vicinity of the front step
for Structure 3D5 (upper) and deeper excavation into the building (lower).
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Figure 16: Detailed plan of caches in front section of Operation C216B.
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Figure 17:
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Cache vessels associated wWitheration C216B, all Ceiba Unslipped except
f. which is probably Paila Unslipped: a. SD C21BR-d. SD C216B3;

e. SD C216B5; f. SD C216B6; g. partial cache recovered in structure fill.
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Figure 19:

Plan 1
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Plan of SD C216F, a burial place into the fill at the summit of Caracol

Structure C3D5.
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Figure 20:

SD C216B-8

@ )

Plan of SD C216BB, two vessels just above bedrock in the middle of Caracol
Structure C3D5.
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Figure 21:

01 2cem

Ceramic vessels associated with SD C286B. Paila Unslippd, b. Corriental
Appliqued
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Figure 22: Photograph of excavation into Structure 3D4 (Operation C216C).
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Caracol Structure 3D4

excy. C216C

bedrock
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Section through Structure 3D4, as revealed by Operation C216C.

Figure 23:
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Figure 24:
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Plan of Operation C216Ghowing the two facings recovered.
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Figure 25: Artifactual materials recovered in association with Operation C216C:
a. greenstone celt fragment; b. river cobble fragment; c. chert blade;

d. fragmentary green obsidian point; e. ceramic figurine feagrtfoot);
f. worked shell disc.



Caracol Structure 3D7
excv. C216D

Figure 26:

Sections for excavation C216D.
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Figure 27: Plan of Tuna Group, showing the location of Operation C217B.
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Figure 28: Photographs of Caracol Structure 3D10 and Operation C217B: generhl trenc
(upper) and reconstructed stela (lower).
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Figure 30:

excv C217B
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Plan of front steps in Operation C217B.
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Figure 31: Granite metate fragment and limestone mano fragment associated with Operation

C217B.
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Figure 32: Artifacts associated with Opation C217B: a. limestone abrader; b. fragmentary
limestone bar; c. chert core tool; d. chert drill; e. chert flake.
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excv. C217B

plain stela

Figure 33: Section through frontal stela showing reconstructed height of monument based
on fragments recovered.
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Figure 34 Plan of the front of Operation C217B showing location of stela and locations and
plans of SDs C217RB, C217B2, C217B3, C217B4, C217B5, and C217E5.
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Figure 35:

Face caches (Hebe Modeled) recovered from Operation G217B
a. SD C217B3; b. SD C21R-1; c. SD C217R2.
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SD C217B-1

Figure 36: Detailed plan of interior of SD C217B
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Figure 37: Finger bowls and cache base (Ceiba Unslipped) recovered from Operation
C217B1: a. SD C217B4; b., c. S.D. C21785; d. S.D. C217H5;
e. S.D. C217B8.
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Figure 38: Plan of Capstones over SD C217B
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SD C217B-7

Figure 39: Plan of SD C217H.
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Figure 40: Lithics associated with SD C217B a., b. chert cores; c., d. chert flakes; e. chert
nodule; f., g. quartz drills; H. fragmentary obsidian blades.
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Figure 41. Plan of capstones over SD C21IB and SD C2178 just north of the
capstones.
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Figure 42: Artifacts associated with SDs C21-8%a), C217B9 (b-e), C217B11 (fj), and

C217B13 (k): a. fragmentary obsidian bladeidb.complete obsidianiddes; e.

modified spondylus shell;-f. obsidian blade and flake fragments; j. modified
conch shell; k. spondylus shell adorno.
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SDs C217B-9, C217B-10, and C217B-11

SDC217B-10 L3

N -

Figure 43: Plans of SDs C217B, C217B10, and C217H.1.
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Photogr

C217B(upr3er) and'SDs @zB-9,-10, and-11 (lower).
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igure 44: aphs of

104



SD C217B-9
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Figure 45: Lower plan of SD C217B.
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SD C217B-11

Figure 46: Crosssection through SD C217B1.
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Figure 47: Detailed plans of southern end of SD C21T7B



01 2em a

oy,
s

Figure 48: Ceramic vessels associated with SD C211Ba. Céa Unslipped; b. Palmar

Orange Polychrome; c. eroded Machete Orange Polychrome; d. Valentin
Unslipped.
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Figure 49: Plan of capstones over SD C211B.
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Figure 51:

SD C217B-12

Crosssection through SD C217B2.
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Figure 52:

PhotographsfodSD C217B12 (upper) and SD C217B3 (lower).
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Figure 53: Ceramic vessels associated with SD C212Ba., d. Ceiba Unslipped (d. with
black exterior trickle/burning); b., i., j., |. Machete Orange Polychrome; c. Canoa

Incised; e., f. Saxche Orangeljgtnrome; g. Molino Black; h. Veracal Orange;
k., m., n. Pajarito Orange Polychrome.

114



Figure 53: Ceramic vessels associated with SD C212Ba., d. Ceiba Unslipped (d. with
black exterior trickle/burning); b., i., j., |. Machete Orange Polychromeago&

Incised; e., f. Saxche Orange Polychrome; g. Molino Black; h. Veracal Orange;
k., m., n. Pajarito Orange Polychrome.
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Figure 53: Ceramic vessels associated with SD C212Ba., d. Ceiba Unslipped (d. with
black exterior trickle/burning); b., i., |. Machete Orange Polychrome; c. Canoa

Incised; e., f. Saxche Orange Polychrome; g. Molino Black; h. Veracal Orange;
k., m., n. Pajarito Orange Polychrome.
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c., d. quartz drills; e. obsidian fragment; g., h=ugobsidian blades; v. obsidian
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Figure 55: Artifacts associated with SD C217R2: a. bone awl; b. deer antler tool; c. bone

awl fragment; d. incised and perforated jaguar tooth; e. didég tooth; f.
limestone spindle whorl; g. incised quartzite spindle whorl; hskall plug with
jadeite pebble interior; i. perforated jadeite bead; j., k. jadeite chips; I. jadeite
pectoral; m. censerware handle.
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Figure 56: Shell artifacts assodied with SD C217BL2: a. pair of incised conch shell discs;
b. pair of perforated conch shell discs; c., d. open ring conch shell discs;
e., f., p., g. perforated conch shell discs; g., h. partial conch sell discs; i., j. shell
beads with drop design @ibwers; k., . conch shell discs; m. notched conch shell
disc; n. perforated spondylus disc; o. perforated square conch shell; r. incised
and perforated conch shell earing in shape of star; ssisged perforated conch
shell earing; t. partial cohcshell ring; u. partial clam shell ring; v. incised conch
shell disc; w. stashaped conch adorno; x., y. drilled square conch shell adornos;
Z., bb., gg. conch shell ear plugs; aa. conch beadf, ctam shell fragments;
hh. conch shell debitage; incised and perforated conch shell disc.
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Figure 57: Olivella beads associated with SD C21¥YB except for w., which is moon shell.
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Figure 58: Plan of capstones over SD C211B.
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S.D. C217B-13

Figure 60: Crosssection of SD C21783.

12¢



a

01 2cm 7

L] o

b

Figure 61: Ceramic vessels associated with SD C213Ba. Valentin Unslipped; b. eroded
Veracal Orange; c. eroded Pajarito Orange Polychrome; d. Dos Arroyos Orange
Polychrome.
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Figure 62: Plan of Snapper Group, showing locations of Operations C248E&a18C.
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Figure 63: Photogrphs of Operation C218B (upper) andOperatin C218C (lower).
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Figure 64:

Caracol Structure 3D14
excv. C218B

Section through Caracol Structure 3D14, as revealed in Operation C218B.
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Figure 65: Plan of Caracol Structure 3D14.
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Figure 66: Plan of floor segments recovered in the eastern end of Operation C218B.

12¢



Caracol Structure 3D15
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Figure 67: Section of Caracol Structure 3D15, as revealed in Operation C218C.
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Figure 68: Plan of Pebble Residential Group, sfirag location of Operations C219B,
C219C, and C219D.
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Figure 69: Photographs of Caracol Structure 8512 and Operatin C219B: the summit of the
building (upper); the axial trench (lower).
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Figure 70: Section through Caracol Structure 8512, as revealed in Operation C219B.
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Figure 71: Plan of lower step for the substructgrgoporting Caracol Structure 8S12.

134



Z1S8 MMINAIS [0deIR)) 10§ FUIppIng Jnwwns 2y Jo uvyg 7L dandiy

_
|
|
|
_ w
|
|
|
_
|
|
|
_
|
|
|

13t

o —
-
>

4617 "Axa
ZIS8 MNPINYS [0IRIR))



a
— ‘ >
01 2Zem l:
LLd 2
\ \ 3 X |
% PN
f
/
c
Figure 73: Partial ceramic vessels associated with Operation C219B: a. eroded Palmar

OrangePolychrome; b., c. Valentin Unslipped.
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Figure 74:

Artifactual materials associated with Operation C219B: artgboint;
b. fragmentary chert point; c. fragmentary chert biface; d. clam shell; e. limestone

bar; f. chert flake.



Figure 75: Groundstone metate fragments on summit floor of Caracol Structure 8S2.
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Figure 76: Granite metate fragment frothe summit floor of Caracol Structure 8S2.
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Figure 77: Photographs of Operations C219C (upper) and C219D (lower).
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excv C119C
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Plans of Operation C219C.

Figure 80:
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Figure 81.: Plan of mano and metate on lower floor in northesttension of Operation
C219C.
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Figure 82: Metate from lower floor in Operation C219C.
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Figure 83: Artifactual materials associated with Operation C219C (a., c.) and Operation

C219D (b.): a. mano from lower floor; b. quartz flake; dlett olivella shell.
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Caracol Structure 8511
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Figure 84: Section through Caracol Structure 8S11, revealed in Operation C219D.
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Figure 85: Plans of Operation C219D.
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Figure 86: Partial ceramics associated with Operation C219D: a. undesignated type

(unslipped with appliqued shoulder decoration); b. Valentin Unslipped;
c. probably Palmar Orang&olychrome; d. San Pedro Impressed (Belize Red);
e. eroded Tialipa Brown.
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excavation (lower).
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Figure 89: Section through Caracol Structure 8R13, as revealed in Operation C220B,



s
C )

Caracol Structure 8R13
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Figure 90: Lower section through Caracol Structure 8R13 (Operation C220B).
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Figure 92:
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Figure 93: Partial ceramic vessels associated withr@pen C220B: a. Chaquiste
Impressed; b., h. Tinaja Red; c. Tialipa Brown Composite; d., f. Valentin
Unslipped; e. eroded Tinaja Red.; g. Roaring Creek Red.

15¢€



A
01 2cm = ra 7 =
|| | . 5 -
@ o @® @
e f g h
Figure 94: Artifactual materials associated with Operation C220B: a., d. limestone bar

fragments; b. chert core; c. granite mandj.gute shells.
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Figure 95: Photographs of Operation C220B, showing d
SD C220B2 (lower).

eep summit excavation (upper) and
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excv C220B

SD C220B-1

Figure 96: Plan of Operation C220B, showing the locations of SD C22@&d SD
C220B2.
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Figure 97: Ceramics from Operation C220B, all Paila Unslipped, associated with SD
C220B1 (a) and materials sealed beneath the floor under the two SDs (b., c.).
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Figure 98: Urn and lid from SD C2208, undesignated type.

161



S.D. C220B-2

Figure 99: Detailed drawing of the contents of the urn in SD C220B
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Figure 100:  Artifactual materials associated with SD C220Ba) and SD C2208 (b-r):

a. jadeite bead; 4. flamingoetongue shells; éh. tubular shell beads:p.
circular shell beads; q., r. jadeite beads.
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Pto h of Monterey ballcourt and Operation C220C, showing alleyway
excavation (upper) and new ballcourt marker (lower).
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Figure 103:  Plan of Monterey ballcourt maker in Operation G22
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Figure 104:

excv C220C
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Section through Monterey ballcourt marker in Operation C220C.
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Figure 105:  Plan of Boulder Residential Group, showing location of Operation C221B.
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Figure 106:  Photograph of Caracol Structure 8R3 &mkration C221B.
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Figure 108:  Plan of Operation C221B.
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Figure 109:  Burner collected from Boulder Residential Group in 1994: Monterey Modeled.
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Figure 110:
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Detailed plan of potential deposit in front fill of Operation C221B.
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Figure 111:  Artifactual materials associated with Operation C221B: a., b. obsidian blades;
c. chert biface fragment; d. limestone bar fragment; e. quartzite ball;
f. fragmentary incised and shaped shell disc; g. bivalve mussel shell; $hdlite
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Figure 112:

Monterey
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Plan of Monterey Residential Group, showing location of Operation C118

excavations.
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Caracol Structure 8515
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Figure 114:  Plan of Operation C118B.
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Caracol Structure 8S20
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Figure 116:  Northern section through Caracol Structure 8520, as representeciatiQp
C118cC.
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Caracol Structure 8520
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Figure 117:  Plan of upper structure exposed in Operation C118C.
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Caracol Structure 8514
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Figure 119:  Plan of stairs found in Operation C118D.
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Caracol Structure 8514
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Figure 120:  Plans associated with northern end of Operation C118D.
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Figure 121:  Detailed plan of front room and bench recovered in Operation C118D.
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Caracol Structure 8518
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Figure 123:  Plan of Operation C118E.
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Caracol Structure 8516
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Figure 125:  Plan of front section of Operation C118F.
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Floor § Floor 6

Figure 126:  Detailed plans of floors recovered in Operation C118F.
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Figure 127:  Cache vessels recovered in Operation C118F, all Ceiba Unslipped:
a. SD C118H; b., c. SD C1188; d. SD C118#5; e., f. SD C118F11.
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Figure 128: Earlier cache vessels recovered in Operation C118F {aCdiba Unslipped; b.,
c. undesignated): a. SD C118Fb. SD C118F; c., d:f. SD C118F8.
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Figure 129:  Detailed plan showing locations of SD C1i8&nd SD C118f.
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Figure 130:  Detailed plan showing location of SD C118F

19t



excv. C118F

SD C1I8F-3

Figure 131:  Detailed plan Bowing location of SD C118B.

19¢



Fuvld rAsi as

t-A8 11D dS Jo sueid papeidq €| N3y

\W

_ HEERR
0

2

_ fueld FA8ILD AS

A8TID "X

Tueid F-ASIID AS

197



"p-A811D @S Jo suepd papredq  :ze] 3y

Lueid 811D AS g ueld ARSI AS

A811D 'A%

S URLd P-ARTID AS

19¢



01 2em

Figure 133:  Ceramic vessels associated with Operations C118D (a) and C118F (b):
a. undesignated unslipped; b. Monterey Modeled (associated with SD-@L18F
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Figure 134:

Artifactual materials associated wibperation C118C (a., b.) and C118Ff(i.
a. shell disc (C118C/15); b shell pendant (C118C/24); c. polished jadeite ball

(SD C118F3); d., e. Olivella shells (SD C1188; f. carved shell earplug
(SD C118F9).
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Figure 135:  Detailed plan of B C118F5.
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Figure 136: Photographs of SD C118%(upper) and SD C118& (lower).



S.D. C118F-6

Figure 137:  Detailed plan of SD C1186.
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Figure 138:  Artifacts associated with SD C11&F: a . Lionds Paw shell ;

figurines; c.,e. carved shell figurines:K. carved shell beads.
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Figure 139:  Photographs of SD C118F, showing excavation (upper) and contents (lower).

20¢



S.D. C118F-7

|

SIS, |

mag

S.D. C118F-7
T —— e sasd
\wY,
\ D/

0 Im

LI |
W ~

Figure 140:  Plans and section relating to S.D. C118F
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Figure 141: Detailed plans of thinterior of S.D. C118F.
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Figure 142:  Artifactual material associated inside S.D. C1IBR. serpentine Charlie
Chaplin figure; b. stone Charlie Chaplin figure; c. shell Charlie Chaplin figure;

d., e. flamingo tongue shells; f., g. clamI)en. quartzite bead,; i. jadeite bead;
J- shell bead.
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S.D. C118F-8

S.D. C118F-8

Figure 143:  Plan and section relating to SD C118F
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S.D. C118F-8

Figure 144:  Detailed plans of SD C1188.
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Figure 145:  Detailed plan of SD C118% and SD C118H1.
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Figure 146:  Detailed plan of SD C118EO.
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Photograph of excavated tomb in Structure C69, Operation C215B.

Figure 147:

215



*GS17D voned( 'quol pue 69 MNINNS Y3N04Y) U0 IgF] 2Ny

or.t
[T

HEI1TD Aaxd
69 ANPNAS [0IBIE)

.........

214



N

21¢

*4S12D uoneaddQ ul quioy Jo uonIIS-$804) 64| dandiy
— S

w g

4$1T AS

ds17) "X
| 690 2MPINAS [0dBIR)



SD C215B-1

T

0
LL LIl |

N

Figure 150:  Plan of tomb in Operation C215B.
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Figure 151:  Artifacts association with Operation C215B: a. perfatatieell disc; b. obsidian
flake.
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Figure 152:  Map of the Caracol region showing the distribution of causeways and termini as
well as the 5.5 km radius that encompasses epicentral monument designations
(map by Christophe Helnek based on Chase et al. 2011:Fig. 1).
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Figure 153:  Upper surface of Altar 24 (drawing by Christophe Helmke, after a drawing by
Nikolai Grube, in Grube 1994:Fig. 9.9).
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Figure 154:  Upper surface of Altar 25 (drawing I§hristophe Helmke).
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Figure 155:  Plot of the maximal diameter of Caracol altars, plotted chronologically. Note the
distribution of altars dating to the Middle Classic and those dating to the
Terminal Classic. The linear trenalli reveals the general trend of decreasing
diameter (chart by Christophe Helmke).

221



D1-2

10cm

Upper surface of Altar 26 (drawing by Christophe Helmke).

Figure 156:
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Caracol Altars 1 and 2 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 157:
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Figurel58:  Caracol Altars 3 and 4 (photographed by Bruce Love).
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Caracol Altars 5 and 6 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 159
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Caracol Altars 11 and 12 (photographed by Bruce Love).

Figure 160:
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Figure 161.:

Caracol Altars 14 and 15 (photographedyce Love).




Figure 162:  Caracol Altars 16 and 17 (photographed by Bruce Love).
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