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SOCIAL REORGANIZATION AND HOUSEHOLD ADAPTATION IN THE
AFTERMATH OF COLLAPSE AT BAKING POT, BELIZE
Julie A. Hoggarth, PhD

University of Pittsburgh, 2012

This dissertation focuses on the adaptations of ancient Maya households to the gprokcesse
social reorganization in the aftermath of collap$eClassic Maya rulership at Baking Pot, a
small kingdom in the upper Belize River Valley of vastBelize With the depopulation dhe
central and southemayalowlandsat the end of the Late Classic periogsidents in Settlement
Cluster C at Baking Pot persistédilowing the abandonment of the palace complex in the
Terminal Classic period (A.D.0®-900). Results from this study indicate that noble and
commoner households in Settlement Cluster C continued to live at Baking Pot, developing
strategies of adaptation including expanding interregional mercanxitlearege and hosting
community feasts ithe Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods.

Breaking from the strict social hierarchies of the Classic period, households we
increasingly participating in mercantile exchange in the Terminal Classic arydReaticlassic
periods, with exotic luxury items becoming more evenly distributed throughoubmthunity,
particularly among commoner households. The even distributions of exotic items, coitipled w
low-level production of local resources, suggests that households were engagingegiomizir
networks of exchange, although this did not involve a complete reorganization of economic

production. New relationships between noble and commoner households were forged, as noble



households hosted largeale community feasts during the Terminal SSia and Early
Postclassic periods. Although households were not found to have been utilizing Pan
Mesoamerican symbols as a form of status differentiation, they did disptay Maya
iconography on ceramics and other media, displaying a sense of shared mlmhtdghesion.
However, this and other forms of shared identity, such as burial practices, shiftedramsition

to the Postclassic period. Overall, households at Baking Pot developed innovatiegiesrto
adapt to the changing social lanage following the sociopolitical collapse of the Classic Maya
polity, playing a prominent role in the in the processes of social reorganizatios Rostclassic

period.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Survival and adaptation are essential parts of the human experietitesosial responses to
changing conditions providing insights into the resilient nature of humans. Adapisthot
only limited to humanity, as biological forces have shaped species for milfigesrs. But it is
in cultural adaptations that humans set themselves apart, developing complex forms of
organization and social institutions to adjust to variability in environment, @jnaaid social
problems associated with living in large groups. While the archaeological sfuthe
development of complex societies allows for the identification of ways that graegisdisocial
inequalities leading to centralized political hierarchies, the sociopolitical cellapsomplex
society provides an opportunity to examine the reformation and regeneration of stigl or

The reorganization of social hierarchies and institutions is a prominentt adpte
collapse and regeneration of societies. Comparative archaeological research teatal
sociopolitical collapse rarely means the complete disappeacinestire populations or their
great traditions (Yoffee and Cowgill 1988); rather, continuing research setieal social
institutions and traditions are oftenmegotiated following the disintegration of states (Schwartz
2006). Often, regenerative sakisystems exhibit new social innovations, particularly in the

realm of social organization and wealth accumulation (Kolata 2006).



The varied nature of household adaptability is a concept that is gaining monveithim
the archaeological study of socadpical collapse and reorganization, as major continuities in
material culture show that domestic practices remained relatively stable pand tmllowing
the demise of political regimes. Moreover, the roles of commoners in the proéssdlapse
are being increasingly recognized (Joyce and Weller 2007; &i\ale2001). Beyond stressing
instances of continuity following the collapse of sociopolitical institutionshaaalogical
investigations are beginning to investigate the role and resil@nleyuseholds in the processes
of collapse and social reorganization. In this dissertation, | propose to eiptoreays that
households participated in the reorganization of society, considering how householdseftdiffer
socioeconomic ranks adoptedrwus strategies to align themselves with the emerging social
orders following sociopolitical collapse. | examine how households at Baking Potala sm
Classic Maya kingdom in western Belize, adapted to the collapsentflizedrulership in the
Terminal Classic period (A.D. 800/961050), developing new forms of interaction and

organization in response to the changing nature of society in the Postclassic per



1.1 SOCIAL REORGANIZATION AND ADAPTATION IN THE AFTERMATH OF THE COLLAPSE OF
CLASSIC MAYA DYNASTIC RULERSHIP

This dissertation focuses on the adaptations of ancient Maya households to the prokcesse
social reorganization in the aftermath of collapse of Classic Maya rulersiBpkang Pot, a
small kingdom in the upper Belize Riv&alley of western Belize (Figures 1.1 and 1.2). While
populations slowly abandoned the central and southern lowlands, residents in Settlestent Cl
C at Baking Pot remained following the desertion of the palace complex in thén@keClassic
period (A.D. 808900) (Table 11). The continuity of settlement into the Postclassic period at
Baking Pot provides a rare opportunity to understand the changing strategieslpfpsditical,

and economic interaction that would have been necessary to adjest &oaial hierarchies and
institutions, due to the point that most settlements were abandoned prior to tiverfgegf the
Postclassic period. Excavations of a sample of house groups in Settlement Clast®aking

Pot were conducted in order to evatuaocial scenarios that have been presented for the
resiliency and adaptation of households through expanding ‘mercantile’ exchangealpolit
feasting, and the adoption of PRlesoamerican symbol horizons as strategies to renegotiate

emerging economic, fitical, and ideological orders leading into the Postclassic period.
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Figure 1.1: Map of the Maya lowlands, highlighting the location of Baking Pot.
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Table 1-1. Chrorology of Periods in the Maya Lowlands and Ceramic Phases in the Belize
Valley.

BARTON

RAMIE
PERIOD (Cifford et al.
1976)

1500
1400
1300
1200 Mew Town
1100
Early 1000

900
Tenminal 800

Latea

POSTCLASSIC

Spanish

Late 700 Lookout
&00 Tiger Run
500
Early A00 Hermitage

300

) 200 | Floral Park
Proto- classic

e AD/BC | Mount Hope
100
Late 200
300
400
500
600 | lenney Creek
700
Middle 800
S00
1000
1100

1200

CLASSIC

Barton Creek
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1.1.1 Collapse of Classic Maya Sociopolitical Organization

What is popularly known as the “Classic Maya collapse” was characterized dgspes of the
sociopolitical collapse okingdoms and networks of polities, the institution of dynastic divine
kingship, increasing warfare, the cessation of construction of monumental crobitend art,
decline of elite paraphernalia, and changes in ideology at the end of the Laie @d@ed and
continuing into the Terminal Classic period (Andrews V and Sabloff 1986; Culbert 1973;
Demarest 2004; Demarest et al. 2004; Webster 2002, 2000). Demographic collapsermt#he c
and southern Maya lowlands was gradual, with Classic kingdoms slowly being depbpunicte
eventually abandoned by the end of the Terminal Classic period.

Multivariate factors are now favored over singular models to explain the causes of
sociopolitical collapse (Aimers 2007; A. Chase and D. Chase 2004, 2005). Various models have
been presented to explain the variables leading to a failure in the sociopolijaaization,
including environmental factors such as overpopulation and subsistence stresst @nler
1977; Dunning and Beach 1994), deforestation and soil erosion (Beach et al. 2006; Brdnner et a
2002; Dunning et al. 1997, 1998; Emery et al. 2000; Harrison 1977; Pohl 1990; D. Rice 1978,
1996; Wright and White 1996), climate change and/or drought (Dahlin 1983, 1987, 2000, 2002;
Dunning 1992;, Gill 1994, 2000; Hodell et al. 1995, 2001, 2005; Kemedt. 2012; Lucero
2002; Robichaux 2002; Yaeger and Hoddell 2002) and other natural disasters (Sabloff 1973b;
Gill and Keating 2002), as well as sogolitical factors such as warfare (Demarest 1996, 2004,
2006; Demarest and Valdés 1995; Demarest et al. 1997; Foias 1996, 2004; Foias and Bishop
1997; Inomata 1995, 1997, 2006; Palka 2001; Webster 1993, 2000klité¢ravalry, external
invasion (Adams 1973; D. Chase and A. Chase 1982; Hester 1985; Sabloff t@&n3agtition

for trade routes and resources (Demarest 2004, 2006), and emic conceptscafl atalism



(Puleston 1979; Rice 2004). One of the main reasons why multivariate models ageel favor
due to the variability of the evidence in different gepbra areas.

In the upper Belize River Valley in western Belize, sgrokltieswere abandoned by the
end of the ninth century, although occupation continued at Baking Pot (Aimers 2004; Adidet a
Awe 2005; Hoggarth 2008, 2009). Continuity in Baking Ps¢tilement from the Classic period
into the Postclassic period offers an opportunity to expand beyond the typical discussins of
causes of collapse, as a focus on the development of new strategies of adaptatitaraaaticomn

among households can provide information about the processes of social reorganizktion itse

1.1.2. Household Approaches to Collapse

The effects of political collapse were not only felt at the polity level, botaitsong households
and within communities within each kingdonRuring the decline of the Classic Maya period,
the social institutions that were regulating society changed, and new formsabfistaraction
and organizations formed. Classic period society was strongly stratifidd,segial groups
ranging from theoyals to norroyal nobles, and commoners, with a great deal of variability in
each group (Hendon 1991, Lohse and Valdez 2004). With these social differences, a deep divide
existed between the social, economic, and political status of elites and comhamegsthe
Classic period. The nature of these social differences began to change in thalT€tassic
period, constituting a new pattern of social organization in the Postclagsid. per

Just as in times of centralization of political institutionssiqgds of decentralization provide
an opportunity for understanding the social changes associated with the reo@awnizaticiety
(Schwartz and Nichols 2006). While political mechanisms of social control andhiplenay

disintegrate, regeneration of society is often based on the adaptability ofooens Yoffee



suggests, “collapse studies are important, therefore, not only because thejstldsainificant

but often poorly understood sociocultural phenomena, but also because they provide excellent
points of entry into the social configuration of society” (2005:132). Additionally, he points

out that periods of political decentralization and disintegration provided opporturoties f
peripheral settlements and secondary elites to increase stafat sand power (Yoffee
2006:223). These same processes identified at the polity level can also be segn amon
households and communities. Despite the vast literature on the collapse of ®lagaic
sociopolitical structures, few studies have linked ddimesd community dynamics within the
context of these processes of major social change. Many of these studies #s®uthe
collapse affected communities and households in similar ways; however, houseidod st
suggest that we should not draw overarching assumptions about howvsdalgesocial and
political change manifested itself at the household level (Bermann 1994). Rather, hibusehol
scales may indicate considerable continuities in domestic practices, as welids p variety

of dimensionshat are not apparent at larger scales.

A combined methodology of research at the community and household scale is nenessary i
order to understand the role of households of various statuses in the collapse ofMHgasic
society and social regeneratidaring the Postclassic period. Yaeger and Hodell (2008) argue
that research investigating the ‘collapse’ needs to take into consideration theawmwipe of
variability, particularly the variable timing of decline in major and minor ceni@s well as
coninuity in occupation and practices at the community and domestic scale. Irulpartic
Yaeger (2008) emphasizes the need for msoale research in order to understand the
demographic and domestic level effects of the collapse. As noted in Schwartz’'s (@086) e

volume, he suggests that changes in household activities, as well as theitiamnegrahe



community level, may provide additional insights into the processes of reorgamiassociated
with sociopolitical collapse. Despite the efforts fmprovement, relatively few studies have
substantively addressed precisely how these broader social changes relate ¢oathtrey
household level especially for the lives of Maya commoners. In this researeek It®
understand the processes of sb@arganization following the collapse of Classic royal political
systems, centering on how households developed new strategies of interaction aerdidifter

to adapt and persist in this period of major social change. Focusing on a singleregd in
Baking Pot’s settlement with continuity from the Late Classic to the Early Pssitclgeriod, |
developed a sampling strategy for excavations that targeted 8 house groupsable vari
socioeconomic status levels, including groups continuing into the Postclassidl, lasuseholds
that were abandoned in the Terminal Classic period. An overview of the researebeistgd

below.
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1.2 RESEARCH FRAMEWORK

Baking Pot is located in the upper Belize Valley of western Belize, on thereasige othe
central Maya lowlands (Figures 1.1 and 1.2). Political organization in this areamsed of a
network of small polities that were established by the Classic period, gaoingr in the
waning power of large kingdoms such as Naranjo and Caracol to the west and south. Although
numerous other political capitals throughout the valley were abandoned in the TeCiassat
period, Baking Pot is of interest because it is one of the few that does ret cuffiplete
depopulation during the Terminal Gkac after the abandonment of the palace by the royals.
Recent research has suggested that a leveling of social differences wasnardrpart
of Postclassic Maya society (Aers 2007). Renegotiation of power structures constitutes an
important part b social reorganization. This may lead to expanding roles of commoner
households in previously restricted or controlled social hierarchies and orgamiz&tlassic
Maya social and political organization was highly ordered, with rulers and thuitiea
constituting the royal court, nobles, and commoners of varying socioeconomic(ktafton
2007). The Late Classic period marked the height of social differentiation, wih sstcial
roles present among various ranks. In contrast, Postclassic diffei@nces were less marked.
Changes in the Postclassic period included an expansion of polities in the northendgowla
including Chichen Itza and Mayapan, the growing prominence of interregionalatiautp the
coasts and interior rivers, shifts in ideology, and multepal (council) rulershgpitBehese

changes in the organization of society, there was still a large amount of cgnitinddmestic

11



practices of households (Aimers 2007). Although major aspects of social andapolitiage
have been identified, it is not yet clear how these changes were manifeseeda@ntstic level
or how commoner households were involved in changing social, economic, and political orders.

Recent studies have begun to focus on the social responses of households and
communities to the collapse of Classic Maya sociopolitical structures. THhedies have
identified various strategies, including expanding interregional exchangecadigasting, and
appropriating PaiMesoamerican symbols, that households used to adapt to changing social
conditions. Marilyn Masson (2000; Masson and Peraza Lope 2004) has a scenario that suggest
that commoners at Laguna de On and Caye Coco in northern Belize were incyaasoiged
in the expansion of ‘mercantile exchahfgeginning in the Terminal Classic and intensifying in
the Postclassic period, gaining access to and consuming higher amounts of exsticdtenere
more previously restricted in Classic times. Lisa LeCount providescangescenario, where
noble households were engaging in political strategies of sponsoringstaigecommunity
feasts in the Terminal Classic period outside of Xunantunich in western Belitleis scenario,
nobles were establishing new relationships with commoner households in tordester
community solidarity and integration. In the third scenario, Urban and Scwit?011), as
well as Aimers (2004:176), have suggested that high status households appropriaged fore
symbols as a means of social differentiation during this, tasgociated with the spread of Pan
Mesoamerican ideology based on the CulQagtzalcoatbeginning in Postclassic period (Smith
and Berdan 2003).

In order to identify the three scenarios of household adaptation in the aftermath of
sociopolitical collpse in the archaeological record, an examination of the domestic artifact

inventories can identify whether a household had higher amounts of exotic excleangge it
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materials associated with feasting, or motifs associated with expandinlyld3aamerican
symbol horizons. Greater proportions of an artifact class may not always pointpeciéics
scenario; rather, they may also be the result of preferential accegghef status households
based on rank, wealth, or specialized activities. To solve this problem, comparisons of the
results of the proportional distributions should be compared with expected archaéologica
patterns for each scenario and period, focusing on the nature of the scenario. For,dgample
the ‘mercantile’ scenario the expectationthsit the consumption of some exotic items were
likely socially highly restricted in the Late Classic period, becomingemvidespread with due

to the spread of ‘mercantile’ exchange in the Postclassic. This would beanolteddologically

by the presencef new exotic items, along with an increase in the consumption of exotic luxury
and utilitarian objects. For the political feasting scenario, the arclyaealacorrelates of
feasting would be expected to continue to be restricted to noble householust @odhmoner
households, as these events would have required large amounts of wealth. For-the Pan
Mesoamerican symbol horizon scenario, elites and possibly high status commoulerfhave

the resources to obtain items with exotic symbols and motifs, wiocid be used as a display

of power. The continuity of life in the settlement at Baking after the €ndrralized rulership

in the Terminal Classic period provides a rare opportunity to explore the applcabitite

three strategies presented ab@raphasizing household adaptation and participation in the
reformation of social, economic, and political organization of the Postclassod pvere similar

at Baking Pot.
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1.2.1. Research Methodology

In order to consider whether households at Bakiog &lopted similar strategies to adapt to
changing social conditions in the Postclassic period,-atage research program was developed
including: 1) settlement survey mapping domestic structures at Baking Pot;a@ipreref an
architecturebased stat typology of house groups; 3) test pit excavations to identify
demographic trends through time; 4) excavation of a sample of house groups; 5) quantitative
analysis of domestic inventories; and 6) interpreting results. A summary ofsthges in the

research is presented below.

1) Baking Pot Settlement Survey

The expansion of Conlon’s (2000) survey was necessary to map the locations and sizes of
residential platforms outside of the cigeremonial center of Baking Pot. This research
identified settlemengrouped into 8 ‘neighborhoods’, noting a wide variability in the

architectural volume of residential house groups.

2) Creation of Typology of Socioeconomic Status

Based on the architectural data from the settlement survey, the total arcHitexdturees

of house groups were explored using basic descriptive statistics, finding that theovalues
total architectural volume formed three distinct peaks, likely repregseséiparate social
groups. As architecture is distinct from artifact inventories, it cawesas an
independent means to distinguish status. This avoids equifinality due to using the same
variable to both differentiate status as well as test the three scenarios tatiadaphe

three typological classes of house groups were used as proxies to repoisenhigh
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status commoner, and low status commoner households and served as the basis for the

later excavation sample.

3) Demographic Survey (Test-Pit Excavations)

Although previous research at Baking Pot had noted evidence of PostclassicT@ram

the settlement areas, the nature or extent of this pattern was not known. A program of
test pit excavations was developed, targeting 20 percent of each of thalZlsssies of

house groups in each spatial quadrat (i.e. Northwest, &riritral, Southeast, etc.). In

some cases, mounds had been plowed, leading to surface collections in those areas. The
results of this demographic survey revealed high concentrations of continucermesettl

from the Classic to Postclassic periods in the eastetiopmf the site, particularly in

Settlement Cluster C, which had not been disturbed by modern plowing and agriculture.

4) House Group Excavations

Based on the information from the demographic survey, Settlement Cluster C was
selected as the neighborhood from which to choose the sample of house groups for
excavation. Eight house groups were identified for inclusion in the house group
excavations, selected to include households of different status or rank as well as to
include groups that persisted intetRostclassic along with a small sample of house
groups that were abandoned in the Terminal Classic period. The single noble house
group was included in the sample, along with 3 high status commoner house groups.

Of these, 2 had continuous occupationnfrthe Late Classic period to the Early
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5)

Postclassic and 1 house group was abandoned in the Terminal Classic period. The
same method was used for the selection of low status house groups, which are more
numerous at the site, with the selection of 4 low status commoner house groups, 3
with continuous occupation and 1 that was abandoned. A greater number of low
status commoner house groups were selected due to the larger amounts of these
households in the population, along with the emphasis on these households in the
three scenarios of household adaptations. Excavations of the house groups used a
combination of horizontal, trench, and test pit excavations to maximize the
collections of ceramics and stone materials that could be used to explore the three

SCEena&os.

Quantitative Analysis of Domestic Inventories

The proportional distribution of artifacts in the domestic inventories of each house
group was analyzed, identifying higher concentrations of items associdtedash

of the three scenarios (i.e. exoitems for the ‘mercantile’ scenario, feasting
materials for the political feasting scenario, and symbols and motifs for the Pan
Mesoamerican symbol horizon scenario). The inventories of different house groups
were pooled together to identify broader patterns of adaptation between nobles and
commoners of different status. These patterns were interpreted based on the

archaeological expectations of each scenario.
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6) Exploring Scenarios
The results of the quantitative analysis of materials in eacledhtbe scenarios were
interpreted based in relation to the time period and socioeconomic status of

households.

In the following sections, | discuss the research at Baking Pot, organizdéie bgifferent

chapters in this dissertation. Finally, | disstise results and implications of this research.

1.3 CHAPTER SUMMARIES AND ORGANIZATION OF THE DISSERTATION

In Chapter 2, | focus on the research design and theoretical scenarios etididulaptation
and participation in changing social orders. this chapter | describe the three scenarios, the
‘mercantile’ scenario, the political feasting scenario, and theMREoamerican symbol horizon
scenario. | present the various research questions for each scenario and situatto e¢he
context of chaging social, economic, and political institutions from the Late Classic period into
the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods. Then, | describe cteeaogical
correlates for each scenario and provide the hypothesized expectations for them.

In Chapter 3, | provide an overview on the research at Baking Pot, describing the
geographic, political, and temporal contexts, along with a framework on how utis lstilds

upon previous research at Baking Pot and in the upper Belize River Valley. Hirddhcribe
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field methodology that was used for this research, detailing the variousrstepsesearch (i.e.
survey, sampling strategies, excavation). Steps in the research includedndgtion of the
settlement survey to record the location and sizes of house groups around tleereivionial
center of Baking Pot; 2) developing a method for assessing rank for house group®tasing
house group volume of terminal architecture, used as a proxy for socioeconomibatrk t
independent from artifact inventories; 3) a program ofpgéstxcavations stratified by space as
well as socioeconomic rank (from the typology) to identify spatial neighborhdotsuse
groups with continuous occupation from the Late Classic to Early Postclagsit, @@d 4) the
excavation of selection of a sample of house groups in one neighborhood (SettlemenCluster
with continuity into the Postclassic, choosing 8 house groups featuring a range of socie@conom
rank and temporal continuity (i.e. abandoned beforeamtinued into the Early Postclassic
period) selected for excavation. Finally, | discuss how | will evallegentaterial remains and
artifact inventories of excavated house groups to explore the three scenarios.

In Chapter 4 | discuss the results of the excavation of the 8 house groups in Settlemen
Cluster C, describing the construction episodes and temporal spans of eachligaadghtion, |
note variations in the investment in construction materials and elaboration, albreviding
an overviewof the special deposits and features in each house group. This chapter provides the
context in which to understand the analysis of materials related to the sbemarios of
household adaptation. Finally, | describe some overall trends among house grdiffesesft
socioeconomic ranks, including patterns in construction and artifacts of house groups from the
Late Classic to Early Postclassic periods.

In Chapter 5, | explore Masson’s ‘mercantile’ scenario to understand if noble and

commoner householdg Baking Pot were involved in broader patterns of interregional exchange
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that were a major focus of the Postclassic periodhe first part of this chapter, | introduce the
different types of exotic and utilitarian exchange items. Next, | discusardmaeological
patterns for the consumption of these items that would be expected if Masson’s mael we
accurate for Baking Pot, particularly noting the distributional pattertwselba households of
different status or rank. Finally, | discuss the entdefor the ‘mercantile’ scenario, examining
the proportional differences (with a statistical measure of confidencexatic versus local
luxury and utilitarian items between households of different socioeconomic, statuprovide
evidence for whethdnouseholds adapted to shifting exchange in the Postclassic in similar ways
as in Masson’s example at Laguna de On and Caye Coco. Finally, | discussiitiseofethe
analysis that demonstrated that households at Baking Pot were gaining accesgsotwypre
restricted exotic items, as households were expandindelsV production of local resources to
exchange for exotic items in the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassicsperiod

In Chapter 6, | explore LeCount’s political feasting scenario to underdtaodseholds
at Baking Pot were involved in expanding laggale community feasts to foster community
integration during and after the collapse of dynastic rulership in the Tar@iassic and Early
Postclassic, with noble households sponsoring fdastacilitate community integration and
solidarity. In the first part of this chapter, | introduce the different tygfefeasting items,
including serving vessels along with items associated with food preparatiext, | discuss the
expected archaedlaal patterns to understand if the pattern of laxgge feasting was present
among noble households at Baking Pot. Finally, | discuss the results of the distrlbutiona
analysis, suggesting that nobles were involved in hosting community feasthalfiate Classic
period, with the intensity of feasting at the noble house group increased durinartiie E

Postclassic period.
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In Chapter 7, | explore the Pd&mesoamerican symbol horizon scenario to explore
whether households at Baking Pot were participatmghe expanding influence of Pan
Mesoamerican symbolic horizons marked by Teotihuat@e imagery in the Late Classic
period and the expansion of the symbolic motifs of the Cult of Quetzalcoatl in the Tlermina
Classic and Early Postclassic periodsinttoduce the major symbol horizons associated with
PanMesoamerican motifs in the Classic and Postclassic periods, focusing dmu@eati based
Tlaloc imagery during the Classic period and feathered serpent motifs associdted w
Quetzalcoatin the Postclassic period. Second, | discuss the local (Maya) equivalents of these
symbol sets and motifs to identify if any groups were differentially gpaing local or foreign
symbols at amounts higher than other households. Third, | discuss changing aiteials,
which are not associated with these ®Réasoamerican symbol horizons but provide additional
information about ideological changes leading from the Classic to Post@as®eds. Finally, |
describe the results of the analysis, suggesting that households at Baking €ohoter
participating in PaiMesoamerican symbol horizons; rather, they were utilizing local symbols in
distributions relative to their socioeconomic status. The distribution of Maybadymeclined
after the Classic period. Iaddition, a major shift was identified in burial patterns, with
Postclassic burials abandoning lemgid mortuary traditions of the Classic period, interring their
dead in new locations and in distinct orientations and positions from their ancestoggedtsu
that this shift in burial pattern illustrates a local change in ritual practice ratherttban
introduction of foreign ideology.

Chapter 8 describes the major conclusions from this study, finding that households at
Baking Pot developed variableategies to adapt to the changing social and political institutions

and organization leading up to and following the end of Classic Maya rulership. The continuity
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of households in Settlement Cluster C from the Late Classic through the Htmiglassic
provided a rare opportunity to examine household adaptations in the aftermath of collapse, which
has rarely been addressed in studies on the Classic Maya collapse due taityeofexamples

of central lowland settlements with continuity from the Classic period into thmifa Classic

and Early Postclassic periods. Data from the excavations of a sample of 8 houseirgroups
Settlement Cluster C at Baking Pot support the idea that commoner households were
participating in the expansion of interregional exchange leading into the Batbld3sic period,
producing items from local resources at {@wvels to exchange for exotic items, with households

of all socioeconomic status levels gaining access to exotic luxury items in similantamd

argue that nole households, which had no evidence of lagme feasting activity during the

Late Classic period, began to host communiige feasts to create alliances with commoner
households and promote community solidarity in the Terminal Classic and Earlyagsstc
periods. Finally, | suggest that neither noble nor commoner households at Baking Pot were
using ParMesoamerican symbols as a form of status differentiation. Howe\wangek in the

use of Maya iconography, along with changing burial patterns treeré¢o local (Maya) shifts in

ritual practices rather than the introduction of foreign ideological systems.
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2.0 ADAPTATION SCENARIOS AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXPECTATIONS

Despite the major focus in Maya archaeology on the collapse of Classic Mayaokbcalp
structures at the end of the Late Classic period, an examination of the resgiahses to
political decentralization has received minimal attention. This is primarily due to major
archaeological impediments, including the depopulation and abandbrmhé¢he central and
southern Maya lowlands beginning around A.D. 750. Household and community studies have
been a main focus of archaeological attention in Maya studies for over 50 Gadoer(2011;

Robin 2003; Willeyet al. 1965); however, few settlements have been identified with continuity
between the Classic and Postclassic periods (Masson and Boteler Mock 2000) etHemergs

with temporal continuity were dispersed primarily in northern Belize, southemta®ai Roo,

and in the Yucatan, often strategically located along the Caribbean Sea, inknsgd and
lagoons that would have served as major exchange routes. The location of Baking Pot on the
Belize River may have been one reason why its residents remained into thasBiasperiod, as

its residents may have profited from the benefits of being integrated integiberal systems of
interaction and exchange. This chapter aims to describe how we can understangsttietva
ancient Maya households and communities adapted to the new social organization of the
Postclassic period, primarily through engaging in new forms of interaction andl soc

relationships.
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A realignment of household and community interactions may have been neceskary wit
the dissolution of kingdoms, altering the socjadlitical, and economic roles of the Classic
period and leading to new forms of social organization. Blanton and his colleagues (Blanton
al. 1993) suggest that expanding interregional interaction in the Postclassic periadilyiim
the form of market exchange, created new strategies for the appropriatioalthf ared power
through specialized production and exchange. In this model, social relationshipsranchies
were drastically altered following the end oéntralizedrulership, with reduced distinctions
between social groups. A focus on the strengthening and formation of new typesiabf
relationships may have played an important role in generating solidadtgahesion within
unstable communities as well. Community feasts often stvering people together to
renegotiate social relationships. Changes in ritual practice and ideoltmyyifgl the dissolution
of Classic Maya rulership may have also occurred, with groups appropriateignf@eymbols
and ideologies associated with ¢estand interregional elites from across Mesoamerica (Smith
and Berdan 2003). As the traditions and social structures of the Classic pereodlovey
altered, households would have needed to adjust to new social orders, taking advantage of
opportunitiesfor the development of wealth or power in the less strict social hierarchies of the
Postclassic period.

To understand how households at Baking Pot were engaging in these processes of socia
reorganization, three scenarios of household adaptation @ndation will be explored. Section
2.1 focuses on the ‘mercantile’ scenario, based on the effects of the expansion afionirre
trade in the Postclassic period, suggesting that access to and distribution ofitexwstr and
utilitarian items became one widespread among a variety of households through the production

of local resources. Section 2.2 focuses on a political feasting model, considering household a
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community participation in largecale community feasts aiming to construct and strengthen
social relationships and solidarity. Finally, Section 2.3 focuses on the approprratidisplay
of foreign symbols and motifs by households to signify relationships with iniemedgelites and

participation in new expressions of power.

2.1 ‘'MERCANTILE’ SCENARIO

2.1.1. Research Questions

Masson (2002) suggests that in the Terminal Classic and Postclassic periods iaythe M
lowlands, both commoner and elite households were engaging in new strategiescaintile’
exchange based on smatlale household production using local resources to exchange for
exotic materials and items. She explains that this new strategy allmmedoner households
access to luxury items made from exotic materials at a greater amount than irsthe g&aod,

when pestige items were far more restricted. Similarly, she also suggests thatugiktarian

goods such as obsidian were also equally available to commoners as they alées, as these
goods would have been part of the widespread exchange networks of the PogtetassicAs
households retained more of the products of their labor as surplus due to decreased tribute
demands following the collapse of Classic period political hierarchiesgdfa2000; Masson

and Boteler Mock 2002; Masson and Peraza Lope 2004), this provided additional means for
households of all status levels and ranks to exchange for exotic items. Continuity in t
settlement of Baking Pot from the Classic to Postclassic periods provides anuoipypdd

explore whether these strategi may have been utilized by both noble and commoner
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households to adjust to the changing forms of organization in the Postclassic peaiadtol
identify if households at Baking Pot are participating in similar patterns tefregional

exchange, addressing the following research questions:

Did households at Baking Pot adjust to the collapse of Classic Maya rulerghi
through changing strategies such as increasing participation in interregnal
exchange of exotic luxury items such as jade, greenston@damarine shell, as well
as exotic utilitarian goods such as obsidian and basalt? Did all households, bédiv

and high status, participate in these strategies equally?

At Laguna de On, Masson (2002) describes that commoner and elite households were
engaing in household production using local materials, with evidence for lithic production and
textile manufacture. At Caye Coco, shell ornament production was identifligdiro elite
households, while commoner households were producing other commoditiesssagricultural
products to trade for nelecal items (Masson 2002). In both examples, Masson describes that
the domestic inventories for both elite and commoner households indicate that neatliaatl
classes, including exotic utilitarian and luxuitems, were close to equally distributed,
demonstrating that households were using the items they were prodecmbpéal materials to
exchange for luxury items that were previously restricted to elites in theicCfessd. To
investigate this scamio at Baking Pot, | will present the material correlates and archaeological
expectations for the ‘mercantile’ scendriexplaining how | will identify increased consumption
of interregional luxury and utilitarian items in the domestic inventories fraangle of house

groups at Baking Pot.

! Note the tentative use of the term ‘mercantile’ to discuss Masson’s scel#son uses this term to refer to the unrestricted
exchange of exotic items that were available in open systems of exchange, seatxpsaitision of interregional commercialized
exchange throughout Mesoamerica in the Postclassic period.
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2.1.2. Archaeological Correlates and Expectations

The expanding role of ‘mercantile’ exchange leading into the Postclassod peould be
indicated by increase in the distribution, quantity, and evenness of exchange gasdsaacr
community (Hirth 1998). Alanna Ossa’s (2011) research in Veracruz has identifiedajiventi
patterns in the distribution of both social (restricted) exchange and open (utegsgichange
items, with unrestricted items conforming tortHis expectations, suggesting that they were
obtained in a market setting and accessible by elites and commoners. Thdretareeholds at
Baking Pot were participating in the expansion of interregional ‘mercantitehamge, it is
expected that botlukury and utilitarian items made from exotic materials should be distributed
in relatively even amounts across households of various social classebeai@assic period.
Despite the increasing availability of these items, exotic luxury and utilitéeisns are expected

to be distributed in relation to socioeconomic status or wealth as well (Smith 199@altdses
households would be able to acquire more of these objects. However, | would expedlthat if
households were engaging in interregionalercantile’ exchange, that even low status
commoner households would have low amounts of exotic items and materials.

Masson describes the nature of household adaptations in response to the expansion of
interregional ‘mercantile’ exchange at Laguna dea@d Caye Coco, noting that exotic luxury
items, such as greenstone adzes and jade ornaments, became more evenitedlisinibng
commoner in the Postclassic period than in the Classic period (Masson 2002:351)halthoug
distinctions based on wealth stilkisted. Exotic utilitarian items, such as obsidian, at both
settlements were also widely distributed across social groups, indicatihgalthtypes of
households had access to the material, maybe through a market system. Siggatss that

residentsn these communities in the Postclassic period were more dependent on obsidian for use
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and production of chipped stone tools in comparison to earlier periods where households
primarily used local chert.

Changes in the distribution in exotic and foaal luxury and utilitarian items will be
explored by examining the proportions (with attached statistical confidends) lefzeach of the
archaeological correlates for exotic luxury items (jade, greenstone, marihepshigd, and
copper artifacts) and utilitarian objects (obsidian blades, basalt grinding)stéiesuseholds at
Baking Pot were expanding their participation in interregional ‘mercantildiasge networks
leading into the Postclassic period, we would expect to find these exotic rtehes domestic
inventories of both noble and commoner residences around the time of this change. |If
households were relying more heavily on exotic items and materials farignifpurposes over
local materials, we would expect to see an increase inishrébdtion of exotic utilitarian items
across both commoner and noble households and the declining use of utilitarian item®made f
local materials. Finally, if households were producing items from localiress to exchange for
exotic items, we wouléxpect to find an increase in local production around the same time as the
expansion of interregional exchange. Due to the local resources in the areaxdbealge items
may include agricultural products or items made from slate. The distributituxafy and
utilitarian items will be compared between nobles, high status commoners, andatos s
commoners for the Late Classic, Terminal Classic, and Early Postclassidspasi explore
whether the scenario that Masson describes in communities iremoBelize may have been

applicable at Baking Pot. The ‘mercantile’ scenario will be explored in Chapter
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2.2 POLITICAL FEASTING SCENARIO

2.2.1. Research Questions

The end of dynastic kingship would have significantly altered politicatioakhips among
households, communities, and political centers in the Terminal Classic periodpollieal
activities attached to Classic Maya rulers included the regulation of tribetenaintenance of
alliances with royal and noble families, as well as a central role in ritdalvarfare (Sharer and
Traxler 2006). Although the processes of sociopolitical collapse often lead tssoéution of
centralized political power, they also provides options for the appropriation atg@opbower
outside of previously controlled hierarchical structures (Brumfiel 1994:10). &esteategies
have been proposed for the development of political power in Mesoamerica, including status
competition through the display and exchange of prestige goods (Blattal 1996),
redistribution (Earle 1977), and largeale community events generating social debt (i.e.
feasting) (Clark and Blake 1994, Dietler and Hayden 2001). Although these sidimgthe
establishment of political power are generally used to account fatethedopment of political
power during periods of political centralization, the same opportunities mayexist in the
context of decentralization (Urban and Schortman 2004).

Using ceramic evidence from the dynastic capital of Xunantunich and tloeirsding
settlements, LeCount (1999; 2001) suggests that -Evgle community feasting among
households became more prominent during the Terminal Classic period, -esyalonobles

sought to forge new relationships and generate solidarity in the unstédibiteapsituation at the
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end of the Classic period. She describes the changing pattern for household dissribfiti
serving vessels in domestic contexts from the Late Classic to Terminal Clegsitspwhere
these types of vessels became more frequrethe largest patio groups of noble households.
Robinet al. (2010) suggest that these commumitige feasts also served to redistribute special
types of food, such as venison, as they note that faunal remains were nearly eyclusivel
distributed among nobles at San Lorenzo. LeCount uses this evidence to suggest that nobles
San Lorenzo, a small settlement outside of the dynastic capital of Xunantunicéd foofitical
alliances with commoner households during the Terminal Classic period thfmugbdting of
feasts to strengthen community integration in the unstable political environatiemtirig the
collapse of dynastic rulership. In spite of expanding political stratégigarner supporters and
foster community solidarity, the abandonment of Xunantunich and its settlementsBEarthe
Postclassic period provides some indications that these strategies nteywadieen successful
over the longerm. Since households at Baking Pot continued to live there after the
abandonment of the palace compby the royals, the exploration of LeCount’s political feasting
scenario provides an interesting opportunity in which to identify if householdskand3Pot

were engaging in similar activities to adapt to the unstable political environmerdssiddre

following research questions:

Did households at Baking Pot adjust to the collapse dflassic Maya rulership
through changing political strategies such as increasing the hosting @f;, attendance
at feasts? Did all commoner households, both low and high status, participaie

these strategies equally?
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2.2.2. Archaeological Correlates and Expectations

The archaeological signatures of feasting have been extensively discydsdagden (2001:40

41), to include higher amounts of serving vessels, partiguteghly decorated or rare types,
higher amounts of food remains, including rare or special types of food, and special food
disposal features among many other correlates. For this analysis,gfeaaterials have been
separated into two categories: 1) Serving vessels (including decoratedcsgrand 2) Food
preparation materials (including cooking vessels and faunal remains).

If feasting was an important aspect of elite social life following the collapse o
centralized rulership, then materials asstd with feasts, including serving vessels, decorated
ceramics, and faunal remains should be found in significantly higher conmegr@tong noble
households in Settlement Cluster C. Serving vessels include bowls, plates, dheses,
often with elaborate decorations. Serving vessels were used primarily to servenfpablic
displays of consumption, as these more elaborate types of vessels would have beenbmade
seen. Feasts would have been important events where households would briogdoutk
serving vessels, with the elaboration of these vessels acting as a meantugocastgetition
with contending elites. If communHgvel feasts were being used as a means for status
competition, we would expect to find decorated ceramics differentiallylistid among nobles
and commoners. In contrast, if the purpose of feasts was for solidarity gnative purposes,
we may expect to see a-dmphasis of status differences. Food preparation materials include the
vessels used to cook the food, along with the food itself. Cooking vessels iolthgjevhich
would have been used to cook food over a hearth. Since feasts emphasize the public
consumption of food, cooking vessels would have been integral to the cooking of meals for
largescaleconsumption. If nobles were cooking larger amounts of food, we would expect to

find higher amounts of cooking vessels at their residences. Feasts wouldidiagied rare or
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elaborate types of food, along with higher amounts of food than typical meals in domestic
settings. Highquality sources of protein, including large animals and domesticate@spesie

likely featured in these public events. Animal protein was a part of the dietl foouseholds,
although typical meals likely utilized small garaed freshwater shell. If feasts were used for
community solidarity and integration, featuring a redistribution of gigality food including

meat, we would expect that faunal remains would be primarily distributed among noble
households.

Changes in thalistribution of materials associated with feasting will be explored by
examining the proportions (with attached statistical confidence levels) of ehcthe
archaeological correlates for feasting, including serving vessels,atiedareramics, cooking
vessels, and faunal remains. The results of this analysis should indicate rigeastierials
were differentially distributed among nobles, suggesting that these households exp denrge
scale community feasts during the Terminal Classic and Earlyl&sssitcperiod. The political

feasting scenario will be explored for households at Baking Pot in Chapter 6.

31



2.3 PANMESOAMERICAN SYMBOL HORIZON SCENARIO

2.3.1. Research Questions

The processes of political collapse and changes in the social orgamiaksd impacted ritual
and religious ideology as well. Following the collapse of Classic penbticpl hierarchies,
iconographic symbols depicting feathered serpent motifs spread throughout Meésmamer
associated with the spread of the CultQufetalcoatl and materialized through a standardized
set of symbols and style (Ringkt al. 1998; Boone and Smith 2003). The appropriation of
foreign symbols or iconography was a means for the legitimization of authootyghout early
societies, with locatulers gaining esoteric knowledge and power from these materials (Helms
1992). Associations with “internationalized” religious iconography associatidtie Cult of
Quetzalcoatbecame a new form of status differentiation in the Terminal Classic atiduing
into the Postclassic period, with local elites displaying the symbols and motife tdatinered
serpent as a form of status competition (Urban and Schortman 2011:186-192; Aimgrs 2004
The presence of motifs associated with symbol horizonssadviesoamerica was not
restricted to the Postclassic period, as Olmec iconography was widespressiMesoamerica
as early as the Formative period (Grove 1993), and motifs from Teotihuacan aatiMerico
were present throughout Mesoamerica during @lassic period (Pasztory 1993). Aimers
describes the use of feathered serpent motifs among elites, although the gcheowat

dynamics of the Postclassic period may have provided increasing opportunitesmimoner
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households to use and display olbgdeaturing PaiMesoamerican iconography to gain power. |
explore this scenario of households appropriating-Nasoamerican symbol horizons as a
means to link themselves to interregional elites in Mesoamerica with the follovsagrea

guestions:

Did households at Baking Pot adjust to the collapse dflassic Maya rulership
through displaying iconography associated with the spread of PaMesoamerican
symbol horizons? Did all households, both low and high status, participate ihése
strategies equally?

In order to demonstrate their association with foreign concepts and psaeiick
reinforce conceptions of ritual knowledge and power, individuals and groups would have used
the display of PaiMesoamerican symbol horizons in public settings. As these symbols and
motifs would have been displayed on portable objects, including elaborate ceramlig, viesge
may be featured in prominent communal or ritual events, including feasiEatien and
termination rituals, caching rituals, as well as for burial$ mortuary rites. This type of display
would not have been limited to the Postclassic period, as examples of foreign syratmls w
widespread in the Classic period across the Maya lowlands. Imagery fadiuBean was rare
but noticeable on some carved monuments of the Classic period, with texts showingpfdsya
adorned in central Mexican costume and describing visits from Teotihaditas (Braswell
2004). Iconography associated with Teotihuacan includes geggtedepictions of laloc, the
rain god, the “Great Goddess”, the pulque god, and netted jaguar (Miller and Taube 1993:163;
Pasztory 1973). The identification of Classic forms of-Rl@soamerican symbol horizons,

along with Postclassic motifs associated with Quetzalcoatl, may indicate thatathia strategy
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used by individuals and households in a continuing tradition that may have shifted with the
Postclassic focus on the northern Maya lowlands. In addition, the continued displaglof loc
(Maya) symbols and motifs may reflect strategies associated with affiliationsthvatipast,
including Maya beliefs and values. These types of strategies mayt aafleffort to promote
solidarity rather than competition, as the shared meaning of Maya symbo[sronade internal

cohesion between groups.

2.3.2. Archaeological Correlates and Expectations

An analysis of the distribution of iconographic symbols associated with foreign shoimdns
can provide indications of whether households were using the display of foreign iconography a
a method of status competition for power or authority. Archaeological desdiar the Pan
Mesoamerican symbol horizon are classified into two groups: 1) Local (Mgaydjots and 2)
ParMesoamerican symbols.

The proportions of sherds decorated with Classic and IBssiic ParMesoamerican
motifs, along with local symbols, will be measured in relation to total ceramic shadistiby
if noble and commoner households were using this iconography. Other types of matdrial, suc
as carved shell ornaments may be fastibmto symbols as well. Symbols on these types of
media will be compared to those on ceramics to understand if foreign symbolseseyaised
for different purposes. If households of both nobles and commoners were using foreign symbols
to differentiate status, | would expect to find these motifs in both kinds of households.
Distributions exclusively in noble households would indicate that these motifs were not

widespread across society, and may have been used by elites for gaining power
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In order to understand how objects with Maya and-Masoamerican iconography were
being used, a contextual analysis will identify the locations where thestsiafs are being
disposed, including in in middens, fill, gloor, and in ritual contexts (including buriadsd
caches). In Urban and Schortman’s (2A886-193 study, they identified ceramics decorated
with feathered serpent motifs in the Postclassic period were primasiypsid of in midden
contexts, which reinforces the idea that they were likely displdyeidg public events such as
feasts. This kind of pattern would indicate that foreign symbols were being utilizadrinent
households to differentiate themselves from other households. In contrast, dispostariafisn
with foreign or local iconography may have had more ideological significarkirally, an
examination of the types of media on which iconography was displayed can also itentify
function and ideological importance of these items.

In sum, archaeological correlates for the R&s@mmerican symbol horizon scenario
would include the iconographic depictions of foreign motifs. The distributionsaticexersus
local motifs across households of different socioeconomic ranks will provide iodisabi
whether all households were engagin ideological strategies of differentiation. Similarly, an
examination of Maya symbols may provide indications that households were usinyplessef t
materials for solidarity purposes rather than differentiation. A contexhadysas of symbols
will provide indications about if these motifs became important parts of local ritualsaran
analysis of burial patterns through time will identify if ritual practice drasticdbnged during

the Postclassic period. These questions will be explored in Chapter 7.
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3.0 BAKING POT RESEARCH AND METHODOLOGY

3.1 GEOGRAPHY

Baking Pot is located in the Cayo District of Belize, on the southern bank of tlze Baier,
approximately 10 kilometers east of the modern town of San Ignacio. The moderry @duntr
Belize is located on the eastern periphery of the central Maya lowlandstsagtistern coast on
the Caribbean Sea (Figure 1.1). The Belize River, the longest river in theycaoung east to
west across central Belize, flowing out into the Cardb near present day Belize City. The
upper Belize River Valley (Figure 3.1) is located in western Belize and eassegpthe lower
Macal and Mopan Rivers through the confluence of those rivers to form the Belae &d
ranging into the savanna regioear Belmopan. Located along the eastern edge of the central
Maya lowlands, the geological and natural diversity of the Belize Valleingiisshed it from
the Petén to the west and the Yucatan to the north.

A variety of natural resources are locatedhie area, with granite and slate formations in
Mountain Pine Ridge to the south of the valley, along with natural outcroppings rbfacide
limestone in the karstic foothills. Ethnohistoric accounts of the area provide infamnabbut
some of the agrictural cultigens of the region, detailing the cultivationcatao in the highly

productive soilsalong the Belize River (Jon989:102).
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The landscape is frardeto the north and south by limestone foothills, with the Maya
Mountains, Mountain Pine Ridge, and the Vaca Plateau adjacent to the southern pefithete
region. Elevations changes are most drastic in the western portion of the vatlreyjvei
terraces and foothills rising above the Macal and Mopan Rivers (Fedick 1995:18), with less
topographic variability to the west of the confluence of the rivers at Branch Magtir€R3.1.

At this location, the floodplain widens with a series of river terragésnding from the banks of
the river to meet low foothills to the north and south. Baking Pot is located within this broad
portion of the river valley.

As the Belize River continues down river, the valley floor constrider délie town of
Unitedville and the archaeological site of Lower Dover, winding through steeper foothdie bef
reaching the broad, flat expanse of central Belize. Past this point, theamgues eastward

across the flat savanna before reaching the Caribbean Sea.

3.2 NETWORK OF POLITIES IN THE UPPER BELIZE VALLEY

3.2.1 Overview

The earliest studies examining the political organization of the Upper Belize Rallay
originate with the pioneering research conducted by Gordon Willey and ldagues at Barton
Ramie (Wilky et al. 1965), which is now understood as being the settlement of Lower Dover
(see Hoggartlet al.2010), followed by Bullard’s early classification of sites in the Belizkeya

and Petén (Bullard 1960). These studies served as the starting point for understanéat poli
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organization in the valley, classifying Xunantunich, Cahal Pech, Blackman BddyBaking
Pot as political capitals in the Belize Valley. Since this time, new epigraphic drakalagical
data has provided greater insights inte tietwork of polities the eastern extent of the central

Maya lowlands.

3.2.2 Paolitical Capitals in the Belize Valley

The dynastic kingdoms of the eastern Petén and central Belize includegoNartdre west and
Caracol to the south, along with less powerful kingdoms in the Belize \{&#ligyre 3.2). The
location of the Belize Valley between these “supewers”, as well as the highly productive
agricultural land along the Mopan and Belize Rivers, would have made the area hgjfallde

to powerful kirgdoms, subjecting polities in the Belize Valley to the changing military
campaigns and alliances between dominant political powers. Despite the closeitproXi
powerful kingdoms, the scarcity of carved monuments in the Belize Valley negkgsphic
comparisons difficult (Helmke and Awe 2008, In Press). Howepelities in the valley have
been identified through a combination of epigraphy and archaeology.

Models of political organization in the Belize Valley have largely been basedaterial
remains including size, population estimates, and civic architecture (Walley}. 1965; lannone
2003, 2004; Ball and Taschek 2004; Taschek and Ball 1999; Leventhal and Ashmore 2004,
Garberet al. 2004). Helmke and Awe (2008 Pres$ describe nine variables that characterize
political capitals in the valley: “1) nucleated monumental epicentres, 2) pyramidalete
structures, 3) eastern triadic temples (such &rdtiplike configurations), 4) royal palatial
groups, 5) ballcourts, 6) monuments such as stelae and altars (some of which webe Carve

intrasite processionalacbeob(causeways), or ‘vias’, 8acbetermini groups, and 9) in some
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cases royal tombs” (Helmke and AwePress3). Emblem glyphs and/or royal titles have been
identified on monuments amubrtable objects at Xunantunich, Pacbitun, Baking Rat, Atun

Ha (Helmke and Awén Pressl2), suggesting that rulers in Belize Valley polities wished to be
viewed as equals, at least in written form, with royals in more powerful kingdonmss T
eviderce suggests that polities in the Upper Belize River Valley included i_.Daeer, Baking
Pot, Pacbitun, Cahal Pech, Buenavista del Cayo, Actuncan, and Xunantunich.

In relation to the dynastic capitals of Naranjo and Caracol, polities in the B&llay
were smaller and less powerful than their powerful neighbors to the west and south. While
Belize Valley ceremonial centers contained the same types of civic architectumements,
palaces, and royal titles as their more influential counterparts, itas ttiat for most of the
Classic period, polities in the Belize Valley were under the influence of ttenjdaand Caraat
kingdoms (Helmke and Awim Pres3. It was not until the power of the dynastic capitals in the
Petén waned that Belize Valley padi broke away from their overlords, establishing

autonomous kingdoms.

3.2.3. Baking Pot

One of these political capitals is Baking Pot, whicds continuously occupied from at least the
Late Preclassic period into the Middle Postclassic, before reaching its ap@gaaakkingdom

at the end of the Late Classic period (Audetl skwe 2004; Helmke and Awe 2008lts
prominent location on the Belize River, coupled with the high soil productivity of ttael lbhoer
valley at this location, may have been important for the long term occupati@kioiggot, with
construction projects continuing into the Terminal Classic period (Audet 2006; Helmke 2008)

The civicceremonial center was abandoned in the Terminal Classic period, ardbn808-
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900, although evidence of occupation in Baking Pot’s settlement has been idefaiiieg to as

late as the Middle Postclassic period[PA1250) (Audet and Awe 2005). We treat Baking Pot

as akingdont because several royal titles of rulers at Baking Pot have beenfi@tkritom
portable objects, including Primary Standard Sequence (PSS) inscriptions on d¢akamg dr
vessels describing its owner ashan te’ ha’ ajaw’, interpreted as a royal title for one of Baking
Pot’s rulers (Helmke and Awe 2008). Also used as evidence for Baking Pot having been a
political capital, elaborate royal tombs, along with large pyramidal structwakbsourts, plazas,

and a palace complex indicate that Baking Pot avaslitical capital; likely drawing its wealth

from agricultural produgon on its rich alluvial soils.

3.2.4. Late to Terminal Classic Collapse and Partial Depopulation of the Beli2dalley

The scarcity of carved monuments in the Belize Valley makes discussiongiapdditical
collapse difficult, relying heavily on the archaeological evidence for blamdonment of the
ceremonial centers. The Terminal Classic period was a time of varied change initke Bel
Valley, with the abandonment of the palaces and ceremonial centers of Cah#ARe 1992,

1996) and Buenavista del Cayo (Ball and Taschek 2004; Taschek and Ball 2004), while other
centers, such as Xunantunich and Baking Pot, briefly thrived (Awe and Helmke 200keHelm
2008; LeCountt al.2010). Evidence at Cahal Pech indicates that the palace was abandoned and
the ceremonial center fell into disuse prior to the beginning of the TerminalicClzessod,
although a small population may have continued to use the ceremonial center, indichied by

construction of a crude, low structure in Plaza H constructed with recyclied stones from

2| use the term “kingdom” with caution here, as this term is loaded wittemmesonnotations. Archaeological and
epigrapht evidence at Baking Pot suggests that it was comparable to other major icethieiBelize Valley,
including Xunantunich, Cahal Pech, Lower Dover, and Buenavista del Cayo.

41



adjoining range structures and temples and featusiig an elaborate tomb (Awe personal
communication 2012). Ritual deposits on the terminal floors of Plaza B suggestdpbd pe
continued using these spaces for ritual activity following its abandonment.abarglonment of
the palace and ceremonial architecture is present at Buenavista del Cayo as welganlit
complete abandonment of the civic groups and settlement by the beginning of niealer
Classic period (Ball an@laschek 2004). Xunantunich experienced a brief period of expansion in
the Terminal Classic period, with the dedication of a monument including an erghipm
suggesting that the polity claimed autonomy in the waning power of Naranjce brefudly
declining after A.D. 849 (LeCount and Yaeger 2010: 77). The decline of Lower Dover is less
clear, as archaeological research in the ceremonial center only began in 20@%erh
preliminary evidence indicates its establishment as a political capital in the LasicQlariod
and a rapid decline in the Terminal Classic, the same pattern Marcus (1998)edefur the
cyclical development and decline of polities in Mesoamerica and throughomotitk A limited
number of New Town ceramics have been recoveretthe terminal floor of Plaza F near Lower
Dover’s acropolis (Guerra 2012), indicating some activity in the Postclasgid;peowever, no
Postclassic civic constructions have been identified. Civic construction in #raar@al center
of Baking Pot lagely ended after the Late Classic period, with limited evidence of small
Terminal Classic renovations in the palace complex suggesting that it wasauptied long
thereafter (Audet 2005; Helmke 2008).

Despite the abandonment of the palaces of all Belize Valley ceremonial centeesdnylt
of the Terminal Classic period, accumulating evidence suggests that occupation glizbe B
Valley continued albeit at a smaller scale in some settlements. Evidence of 9Rastcla

occupation has been recovered from Barton Ramie (Aimers 2004; Willey et al. 1965), T
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(Aimers 2004; Graham 1981), and Baking Pot (Aimers 2003; Audet and Awe 2005; Hoggarth
2008; Willey et al. 1965). The strongest evidence for Postclassic occupatiomigipu, with
continuity into thecolonial period (Graham 1991). Audet (1999, 2000) found significant
evidence of continuity in the Yaxtun Group at Baking Pot, including a copper bell and New
Town ceramics, while the surface collections from Conlon’s (Conlon and Ehret 1999, 2000)
survey suggest heavy concentration in the northern and eastern settlement areéisnaAddi
evidence suggests that other sites may have been sparsely occupiesl, awith limited
Postclassic remains in the settlement of Minanha (lanebake2003).

The dedne in the population of settlement areas associated with Belize Valley political
capitals provides an indication of the depopulation and abandonment of the area. As population
estimates are not available for all political centers in the area, thisms&atiofocus on the
changes in occupation in four areas: 1) Xunantunich, 2) the BRASS survey area, 3) Barton
Ramie / Lower Dover, and 4) Baking Pot (Table 3-1).

The Xunantunich Settlement Survey mapped the locations of house mounds within a
1,000 m radius of the ceremonial center of Xunantunich, along with extending transects to the
north and southeast of the ceremonial center to encompass smaller commurtitiestheit
polity. The nearby settlement of San Lorenzo was also included in this area,uwigly s
covering the extent of the community in a block area of 86 hectares. In totalithatdnich
Settlement Survey recorded a total of 598 mounds in both the immediate and peripheral
settlement areas from the combined transects. During the Tiger Run phase atrthieded
the Late Classic period, approximately 2,695 residents lived in the central apbeps

settlement around Xunantunich, expanding to 3,289 at the end of the Late Classic period in the
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Table 3-1: Chronology and Population Estireatin the Belize Valley

BARTON RAMIE X85 ke BARTON BAKING POT
PERIOD (Cifford et al, (Ehret | o iyogqy | RAMIE (Willey (Hoggarth eral
1976) 1925)* on et al. 1963) 1010
Survey zrea (lom®) 3.9 ko’ 5 kom? 2k’ & lon?
Moumds 398 535 262 534
1500
= 14
= Late 148
= 1300
= 1200 | New Town
g 1100
¥ Early 1000 0 112 1374 20712
900
Terminal 200 863 1412 1.441 2986
Sl [ joo{ Spmshlonkoat.| gy 2,884 1221 3,047
2 600 Tiger Ram 2,697 2,864
3 500
S Early 400 Hermitage 2240 1,442 1,038 1377
300
Proto- 200 | Flotal Park 1.110 1,798
claszic 100 //
--------- - | ADBC Mount Hope 1.554 2678
100 333 1,645
E Late 7
o Ll Barton Creck P R
‘:" 31}1: 53:5 a3l 1,007
= 400
£ 500
Middle 600 | Jemney Creek 1371 912 403 670
700
800
000

% Population estimataserederived fromtotal mound counts frompublished surveyin the Belize Valleysing the
standard ethnographic estimate of 5.5 individuals per nuclear family ioavesica, multiplying this value by the
number of structures. It should be noted that the maximum populatkumaitunich or Baking Pot at
approximately 3,000 individuals likely ranges somewhere between 2,000 to 6,000t (gedrding against hyper
precision).
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Table 3-2: Population Decline in the Belize Valley, indicating maximum occupation (100%) and
percentage of population decline (from the population maximum) in each survey area.

BARTON XSS BRASS BARTON BAF,'%NTG
PERIOD RAMIE (Gifford (Ehret (Ford RAMIE (Willey (Hoggarth et
etal. 1976) 1995) 1990) et al. 1965) alggOIO)
O 1500
% Late 1400 New Town
< 1300 (Late Facet)
O 1200
(|7) 1100 New Town
o) Early | 1000 | (EarlyFacet) | -100% | -96% 5% 32%
o 900
@) -74%
) Terminal
N 800 -51% 100% -2%
5 Spanish
Late Lookout
O 700 OO 100% | 100% 100%

Spanish Lookout phase. Population drastically declined in the Terminal Clagsid, path
only 869 residents in the settlement before being completely abandoned by thenlyeafitime
peak in at the end of the Late Classic period, with a drastic decline in the dle@taasic and
Early Postclassic periods.

The Belize River Archaeological Settlement Survey (BRASS), didebyy Anabel Ford,
surveyed the upland, foothill, and valley sections of an area between El Pilarrorttmeest
and Baking Pot on the southeast, on the northern side of the Belize River (Ford 1990). Covering
over 500 hectares through three transects running north to south starting from the vallay bott
into the upland areas; the BRASS project identified a total of 535 structures. Dueowatiol|
of the survey areas between political centers in the valley, these fimpdatimates likely
includeresidents from the peripheral areas associated with the El Pilar, Cahaaie&gking
Pot polities. Nonetheless, population in this area reached its peak in the Late @&asd from

A.D. 600-800, with an estimated 2,884 residents, before declthiad erminal Classic period to
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around 1,412 residents. Population levels continued to decline drastically, with a population of
approximately 112 in the Early Postclassic period. Ford (1990:172) indicates tivett]tingy of
the population in the Postclassic period was living in the upland areas.

Gordon Willey and his colleagues’ (1965) research at Barton Ramie provided a broad
chronology of occupation in the settlement from the Late Preclassic to the Hemticlassic
periods. Today, we know that Bamn Ramie is the northern settlement area for the -civic
ceremonial center of Lower Dover. Therefore, Willey’s population estintatasot reflect the
entire population of Lower Dover. Population at Barton Ramie increased from @2@énts in
the TigerRun phase, associated with the early part of the Late Classic period, to 1,44itseside
in the Spanish Lookout phase at the end of the Late Classic period. Population levels were a
their maximum at Barton Ramie during this time, before slightly dedito 1,374 residents in
the New Town phase in the Early Postclassic period. Overall, population at Bamae R
remained relatively steady in the Postclassic period. Although settlement ednralatively
high in Barton Ramie, it is unclear whether the other settlement areas aroued Dower
persisted, as house mounds these areas have not been mapped or tested. Howeverthiatis clear
at least one community at Lower Dover continued to thrive into the Postclasstt. per

Demographic shifts were alsless severe at Baking Pot. The results of the 20%
demographic survey (explained in further detail in Section 3.3.1 of this chapter)tenttiaa
population peaked in the settlement immediately surrounding Baking Pot at around 3,047
residents in the elgrfacet of the Spanish Lookout phase between A.D-8@D Population
slightly declined at the end of the Spanish Lookout phase, dropping to 2,986 residents. An
estimated 2,072 residents remained at Baking Pot in the Early Postclagsic peginningin

A.D. 900. The end date of the early facet of the New Town is still unclear, althouigglyit |
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extended until the Middle of the Postclassic period around A.D. 1200. Continuity in the
settlement around Baking Pot was concentrated in Settlement Cllisted E, east of the
ceremonial groups, and in parts of Settlement Cluster A and H. Populatimite@ettiement
Cluster C remained relatively steady in this area, reaching 391 at the end afteh€lassic
period, remaining the same in the Terminal Classic, and dropping to an estimated &#tggesi
in the Early Postclassic period. (Tabl€)3 This indicates that like Barton Ramie, Settlement
Cluster C retained a high level of its population into the Postclassic period.

Demographic shifts in the Xunantunich, Lower Dover, and Baking Pot polities in the
Late Classic to Early Postclassic periods in the upper Belize Valley inditgopulation
declined rapidly in some settlements during the Terminal Classic perisdeasat Xunantunich
which was cmpletely depopulated by the end of the Terminal Classic period and in the BRASS
survey area. Although systematic testing of house mounds has not been conducteal at Ca
Pech, excavations in its settlement area reveal a similar pattern of rapid abandpntherend
of the Terminal Classic period (Brisbane 1995). Smaller populations at Bakirapnd dbwer
Dover persisted into the Postclassic period, concentrated into select commuDuterall, these
demographic shifts indicate that polities includikgnantunich and Cahal Pech in the western
section of the upper Belize Valley were depopulated and abandoned earliegsypegralations
declined in the eastern section of the valley, with smaller communities irethee aound Lower

Dover and Baking Pot persisting into the Early Postclassic period.
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3.3. BAKING POT POLITY

The Late Classic civiceremonial center of Baking Pot consists of two groups, Group A and B
with one sacbe connecting the groups and two extending outward from the center 478).
Hundreds of house mounds, organized into formal and informal plazuela groups, extend out from
this center, surrounding iDue to the presence of a royal palace in Group B, elaborate burials,
and high population levels, Audet (2006) suggests that Baking Pot may have been a dependent
center under the jurisdiction of the Naranjo kingdom during parts of the Classic period,
becoming an independent capital at the beginning of the Late Classic periodmadrikeother
polities in the Belize Valley, BakgnPot lacks carved stelae, although the presence of Primary
Standard Sequence texts provide royal titles for Baking Pot’s rulers (Haimck&we 2008|n

Pres3. The location of other political capitals, including Cahal Pech, Buenavista de| &&y
Xunantunich, at equal distances (9.9 km) may indicate similar territorial sizeslités in the

Upper Belize Valley (Driver and Garber 2004).

3.3.1. Previous Research

The initial archaeological investigations at Baking Pot were primarily aimed tatnigy
materials for museum collections, with the first excavations conducted in 1924ivey Gl

Ricketson Jr. from the Carnegie Institution of Washington at Structure A9, tharprstructure
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of the eastern triadic group, yielding numerous elaborate b Ra&ketson 1929). Research
was not conducted at the site again until 1949, when A. Hamilton Anderson, the commissioner of
archaeology in Belize at the time, stopped the quarrying of material fronp@ by workers
constructing the western highway, and initiated excavations in Group Byséifoetl, conducting
small excavations in Ballcourt 3 and on Structure B1l. In 1956, Gordon Willey and his
colleagues (Willeyet al. 1965) conducted the first systematic excavations in the civic center,
conducted an initial settlement survey of Baking Pot (Figure 4.13), andoaldoated a series of
test excavations of some of the house mounds surrounding the center. William R. Bullard, who
aided Willey's team in 1965, supervised the initial settlement survey of theraitirning in
1961 to conduct excavations at the primary pyramidal temple complex in Group BuiStBLT,
as well as Ballcourt 8ullard 1963; Bullard & Bullard 1965).

In more recent times, the Belize Valley Archaeological Reconnaissance (BMARit
has conducted archaeological research at Baking Pot from 1992 to the preshotigiAthe
initial focus of the project focused on the settlement (Conlon 1992), subsequent resemeth foc
on excavations in the civiceremonial center, aiming to clarifige construction and chronology
of Baking Pot. Excavations in the ceremonial center, including in Group A, thalcsabe,
Group B, and the causeway termini group-1BD) revealed construction episodes beginning in
the Late Preclassic period and exdimg to the Late to Terminal Classic period (Aimers 1996;
Audet 2006; Audet 2005; Audet 2004, 2003; Audet and Awe 2003; Cheetham 1995; Conlon
1996; Ferguson 1999; Hoggarth 2005; Helmke 2008 Swain 2005). In addition to BVAR’s focus
on the civic architecte to understand the sociopolitical development of Baking Pot, excavations
in the settlement sought to understand the relationship between the rulers thels.subjec

Supplementing the research in the ceremonial groups, BVAR also focusedtiexsava
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its settlement with James Conlon’s (1992, 1993, 1994; Conlon and Ehret 1999, 2000) survey of
the central and eastern settlement areas. Excavations primarily focusethalyforganized

patio groups, including the Bedran group (Conlon 1993, Conlon and Powis 2004), the Atalaya
group (Moore 1997, 1998, 1999), and the Yaxtun group (Audet 2000, 2001, 2002). Jennifer
Piehl's dissertation research (1998, 1999, 2006) focused on diet and status at Baking Pot and she
conducted excavations of singular house mounds south of the Atalaya group. In 2007 BVAR
extended the survey area to encompass the entirety of settlement surrdbhedaggemonial
center Baking Pot (Figure 3.12) (Hoggasgh al. 2008; Jobbova 2009). Noting that mound
density tended to drop off approximately 1.5 kilometers from the site corealcBaking Pot
settlement was designated to include house groups within & Bléak around the central point

of Groups A and B (Hoggartht al. 2008). Settlement outside of this area (but still within the
pereived territory of the Baking Pot polity, was considered Baking Pot periphétahsmt. In

all, this survey covered the extent of Baking Pot’s settlement and setdgbd@tainderstanding

the nature and extent of Postclassic occupation, which was primarily focudbd eastern

settlement, primarily in Settlement Cluster C.
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34 FIELD METHODOLOGY

Previous research at Baking Pot had found evidence for occupation in Baking Pot’seséttlem
into the Postclassic period (Audet and Awe 2005; Coalwh Ehret 2000), although its spatial

and temporal extent was unknown. In order to distinguish household strategies of adaptation f
households after the collapse aéntralizedrulership, | needed to be able to identify where
people were living at Baking Pot in the Postclassic period. In addition, it ecaessary to be

able to distinguish households of different socioeconomic status in order to understand how
various types of households may have used these strategies. Therefordieiditvark for this
research focused on gaining a thorough perspective on the spatial and temporahpleimogr
trends in the Postclassic, along with understanding the social variability of lgpogps at
Baking Pot. To accomplish this, the fieldwork was conductedsgrias of five steps (Table 3

3), beginning with a survey in the settlement around Baking Pot in order to tandeitse spatial
distribution of house groups across the landscape and recording the locations and sizes of
residential structures. Using thechitectural data from the survey, the second step involved the
creation of a classification typology of house group socioeconomic status, developed o orde
understand the nature of socioeconomic variation in households across Baking Pot thiaiding

the architectural data (using total architectural volume for terminal ploase groups) clustered
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Table 3-3: Five stages of fieldwork.

Stages in Fieldwork

Description

Baking Pot Settlement Survey

-Survey of 9 square kilometers around the cergalocenter of
Baking Pot
-Recording locations and architectural attributes of house gr|

(number of structures, house sizes and heights, orientation)

Classification Typology for House

Group Socioeconomic Status

(Surface Architecture primarily Terminal Classic / Early

Postclassic)

-Statistical analysis of total architectural volume of house groups
-Results grouped into 3 clusters, indicating 3 distinct sg
groupings among neroyal residences.

-These were designated: nobles, high status conmsioaad low

status commoners.

Chronology & Demographic Survey
(Test-Pit Excavations and

Surface Collection)

-Excavation of a sample of 20% of house groups (stratified spal
as well as using the residential status classification)
-Results indicate@ostclassic occupation was concentrated in ea

area, including throughout Settlement Cluster C.

stern

House Group Excavations
(CHAPTER 4)

-Selection of a sample of 8 house groups for excavation, includir
1 noble house group (with continuityto Postclassic)
3 high status house groups, including 1 abandoned in the
Terminal Classic
4 low status house groups, including 1 abandoned in the

Terminal Classic

g:

Laboratory and Quantitative Analysis

-Processing and analysis of materials in the laboratory
Analysis of the results, calculating the proportions of artifg
between nobles, high status commoners, and low status comn

for the Late Classic, Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic peri

pds.
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into 3 distinct groups, which have been used as a proxy to distinguish noble, high status
commoner, and low status commoner households. The third step in the research was to
understand the demographic trends across the settlement, in order to identifg séctor
Postclassic occupation at Baking Pot. Results from thepitegixcavations revealed that
Postclassic settlement was concentrated to the east of the ceremonial centemarpaxtithin
Settlement Cluster C. As a result,strarea was selected as the location of house group
excavations.Eight house groups were selected for excavation, including those of different status
(noble, high status commoner, and low status commoner) as well as distinguishing lgabups t
were abandortein the Terminal Classic period (2 groups) and those that continued into the
Postclassic period (6 groups). This can provide an indication of how households of different
status were using the strategies associated with the three scenarios.etmat Wiere are any
patterns between the households that were abandoned prior to the Early Postulaisisea

that persisted. Finally, following the conclusion of excavations, artifaete processed and
analyzed in the lab and the results were compiledntdyae the proportional distribution of
materials in each house group. A detailed description of these fieldwork stageailesdde

below.

3.4.1 Baking Pot Settlement Survey

James Conlon’s surveys from 1992 to 2000 mapped the central and eastern sectors of Baking
Pot’s settlement (Conlon 1992, 1993, 1994, 1996, 1999; Conlon and Ehret 1999, 2000). In 2007,
the author and Eva Jobbova (Hoggaethal. 2008) extended the survey area to encompass the
entirety of settlement associated with the ceremonial caft®aking Pot. The survey was

conducted using a handheld GPS unit, recording mound location, size, height, organization
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(number of structures in group), and orientation (formal or informal orgammzatid orientation

of structures to the cardinal directions). Following the completion of the survey in 2@08, t
locations of house groups were included in the updated map (Figure 3.3), and spatiahtrends i
the settlement data were identified (Hoggatthl. 2008; Jobbova 2009).

The settlement pattern at Baking Pot revealed eight distinct settlement clusters in the
site’s central and additional clusters continuing in the periphery (FigBe Seasonal
waterways, as well as distances of 100 meters, separate these ‘neighboftioads! density
drops off approximately 1.5 kilometers from the ceremonial center; thereBaking Pot
settlement was designated to include house groups within & Bléok around the central point
of the ceremonial complex (Hoggaréh al. 2008). Settlement outside of thisea (but still
within the perceived territory of the Baking Pot polity) was consideredngaRot peripheral
settlement.

Overall, the settlement area at Baking Pot is comprised of 554 mounds arrangét6int
house groups spread over 9 %mUsing the total numbers of house mounds, maximum
population is estimated at approximately 3,047 people at the apogee of the Bakingt?at poli
the Late to Terminal Classic periods. This estimate is based on af&i6 individuals per
mound but does not includiee residential areas associated with the palace complex in Group B.
Since the palace complex has not been extensively excavated, | am unable te aclud

population estimate of the royal court.
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Figure 3.3.Settlement clustersurrounding Baking Pot’s ceremonial center (Hoggarth 2010).
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3.4.2. Classification Typology for House Group Socioeconomic Status

The results from the settlement survey provided information about the settleattsnh @t

Baking Pot, including both spatial patterns and population estimates. In addition, thgoeolle

of data on the architectural attributes (length, width, height, organization, numétencitires,
orientation) of house groups provided the opportunity to understand the variability in residential
architecture and status at Baking Pot. Using architectural volume providpsoagdo evaluate
relative status of households, as house groups with more architectural volume would have bee
more energetically expensive, requiring a greater investment in labor ardamafAbrams

1994; Smith 1987). In addition, architectural volume provides an independent measure of status
that is separate from the material remains that will be used to understanddrentigfrategies

of adaptation by households. Tefore, the (terminal phase) total architectural volume for each
house group was calculated. Some groups consist of singular mounds and others have several
structures formally organized around a central patio. Architectural volumesedsin lieu of
number of structures, as that may be more indicative of the developmental cgoldy(G258)

and longevity of occupation rather than socioeconomic $tatdsstemandleaf plot of total

house group architectural volume at Baking Pot found that architegltahe grouped into

three distinct peaks, which indicates that each of these sets are likelyt gisiptations and
should be analyzed separately (Drennan 19965)3 This information was utilized to create a

classificatory status typology of n@ayd house groups at Baking Pot into three groups: nobles,

* Using architectural volume to understand differences in socioeconarhis sioes not completely resolve the
problem of distinguising status differences from processes related tol¢velopmental cycleHowever, house
groups Baking Pot are primarily one or two structure house groups taineiotmally organized groups.

Therefore, distinguishing status based on number of structongd wot reflect distinctions in status, whereas house
groups display a wide range in architectural volume, suggesting¢adth differences may have been reflected in
the volume of architecture rather than the number of structures.
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Table 3-4. House group classification at Baking Pot (excluding the palace complextugts
below 8nf were excluded from this table, as they are considered too small to be residential
(Ashmore1988).

Minimum Maximum
Group Type Volume Volume Total
Noble 700Nt | - 6.0%
High Status 200 n? 699 nt 10.6%
Commoner
Low Status 8m 199 n? 83.4%
Commoner
TOTAL 100%

high status commoners, and low status commoners (Table 3-4

Some methodological problems exist for using terminal architecture to understand
socioeconomic status. Primarily, as the Maya continually rebuilt on top ofreadidences,
terminal phase house groups present the accumulation of hundreds of years of constructions.
Thus, it could be possible that architectural volume is reflecting the longevitycapatton
rather than socioeconomic status. | can find some reassurance in the idea thuaild®udso
first settle a region often continue tondimate the social hierarchy (McAnany 1995), so the
earliest groups may naturally have a tendency to become the higher statusklisulsger in
time. After excavations for this project were complete, | was able to evaluatbewhietse

distinctions wereactually related to status as opposed to being only related to the terminal
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Total Architectural Volume through Time

900
800
700
=&=99 (Noble)
600 ==96 (High Status)
% 90 (High Status)
o 500
g =>¢=108 (High Status)
o
£ 400 =#-=100 (Low Status)
o
300 184 (Low Status)
181 (Low Status)
=00 94 (Low Status)
100
0 L

LPC EC LC TC EPC

Figure 3.4 Estimated total architectural volume for excavated house groups in earchgfestcupation.
Time period abbreviations are: LPC = Late Preclassic, EC = Eadgi€Cla.C = Late Classic, TC = Terminal
Classic, EPC = Early Postclassic. The individual house groups in this stushoane by the different color

lines, listing the house group designations.

accumulations of construction. To do this, | compared stienated total architectural volume

for house groups in earlier periods. Architectural volumes for earlier house groups wer
estimated using the sizes and heights of early structures, although somké&seedinensions
had to be estimated based on visiarlier architecture in excavations. | would expect that if the
social groups (noble, high status commoner, low status commoner) that were identified by
terminal architectural volumes were due to successive construction over a loagef gime,

al of the house groups with early occupation would fall within the highest stats#ficktsons.

58



Figure 3.4 shows the terminal phase architectural volume on the right, showing stron
distinctions between the noble residence9®), high status commonezsidences (M6, M-90,
and M108), and low status commoner residencesl1(d, M-184, M-181, M94) by the
terminal occupation in the Early Postclassic period .

An examination of the architecture in the earlier periods shows that the stdinstions
in total architectural volume on the surface were present from the Latec@laggrd. Only 3
house groups preate the Late Classic period,-8, M-90, and M184. Since these house
groups include one of each of the status classification89qNs a nol# residence, MO is a
high status commoner residence, and 84 is a low status commoner residence), it showed that
the span of occupation was not exclusively associated with the house groups wjtbatiest
architectural volume. In addition, the majority of the house groups in the sampldijrig of
the 3 high status commoner house groups, only had occupation beginning in the Late Classic
period, so the status distinctions between these groups were not due to only to the span of
occupation. Additional trends in the architectural construction sequence arseliscu€hapter

4.

3.4.3.Demographic Survey of TestPit Excavations and Surface Collections

The completion of the settlement survey at Baking Pot had provided information hbout t
settlenent pattern and maximum population estimates, along with providing information to
create a typological classification of socioeconomic status for hgresgps, designating noble,
high status commoner, and low status commoner house groups based on dreheztural
volume of terminal architecture. The third stage in the field methodology was tstamdethe

extent of Postclassic occupation at Baking Pot through a demographic suruayndeat
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program of tespit excavations and surface collectiofis plowed contexts) to understand
changes in the occupation of Baking Pot’s settlement through time.

In all, the demographic survey aimed for the excavation of small test pit in as20ptes
of house groups, stratified based on spatial locationgalath social (status) group. A 20%
sample was selected in order to obtain a representative sample that was centpaodiner
surveys in the valley, including the BRASS (Ford 1990) test pit program, featuring a 12.5%
sample and the Barton Ramie survey (@ilet al. 1965) with a25% sample. To consider
demographic changes in the settlement across the distinct spatial areas rof BaKs
settlement, the sample of tested house groups was stratified based on spttal Wottan the
nine 1 knf quadrantge.g. northeast, nortbentral, central, southeast, etc.) that was centered on
Baking Pot’s ceremonial architecture (Figure 3.3). In addition, the sahplmise groups were
selected based on socioeconomic status (evaluated through the classibfaiichitectural
volume). Therefore, 20% of house groups in each status group (noble, high status commoner,
low status commoner) were tested within each spatial quadrant. House ttpadupsre selected
for the demographic survey were chosen randomly using a random number chart frotheaall of
house groups within each of these social and spatial groupings.

The demographic survey was originally going to be conducted using small (1 ter) me
test pits into each structure in the selected house groups. However, distutipamesedern
agricultural plowing forced the survey to be altered to collect a (unsystegnsample of
diagnostic ceramics from plowed mounds in the northern and western areakirg Bat's
settlement. Conlon’s survey encountered simgsues and he noted that ceramics on the
surface at heavily disturbed mounds included those from the entire chronologeapan at

Baking Pot, from the Late Preclassic period onward (Conlon and Ehret 2000). Amatan of
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the ceramics by the authoonfirmed this suggestion. This indicated that basic demographic
information, including the span of occupation of house groups, could be obtained from surface
collections of diagnostic ceramics in the instances where-pitesexcavations were
counterprodctive since the domestic architecture was not intact. This was primargdgskdor

the large sections of the western and northern settlement.

The demographic survey included a total of test excavations or surface collect®hs i
house groups to understand the demographic history of Baking Pot’'s settlement. Theofesult
the survey revealed initial settlement around Baking Pot in the Jenney Creeklfiltdse 300
B.C.) reaching its population peak of 3,047 residents in the Spanish Lookout phase (A.D. 700 to
900) and declining to approximately 2,000 residents in the New Town phase associated with the
Early Postclassic perdl (A.D. 900 to 1150) (Table-3). The results of the demographic survey
were used to understand the extent of Postclassic otmupatthe settlement, identifying high
levels of Postclassic continuity in the eastern settlement, particularlytiensent Cluster C.
Therefore, this area was selected for the fourth stage of research,aliatexcof house groups
to identify how households adapted to the collapse of rulership at Baking Pot at the end of the
Classic period (a description of the house group excavations is detailed in ChapfEnesd).
following section focuses on the sampling strategy that was utilized to seleet gnoups in

Settlement Cluster C for excavation and the general methodology of the research
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Table 35: Population estimates for Baking Pot Settlement and Settlement Cluster C through
time.

BARTON FAMVIE o BAKING POT
: BAKING POT
fiie Cillongy ™" | Setlement | Etemen
o 1500
7 1400
[ ) Late
- 1300
5 1200 Mew Town
_P 1100
2 Eaily 1000 2,072 345
- 500
Terminal 200 2,986 391
U Spanish
=) Iste 700 Lookout 3,047 391
ﬁ a0 Tiger Run 2,864 367
- 500
& Early 400 Hermitage 2,377 138
300
: 200 | Floral Park 1,798
Proto- classic
S O s F';D,-"EC Mount Hope
= 100 1,645 99
o Late 2000
< dagy| P 1,097 83
3 400
§ 500
— Middle 600 | lenney Creek 670 0
700
800
Q00
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Table 3-6: House groups selected for excavation, shgwtatus classification.

House
Group Status Classification
Continuous Occupation
M-99 Noble
M-96 High Status
M-90 High Status
M-100 Low Status
M-184 Low Status
M-94 Low Status
Abandoned in Terminal Classic
M-108 High Status
M-181 Low Status

3.4.4. House Group Excavations in Settlement Cluster C

Settlement Cluster C is located to the east of Group B, bounded by the BelizéoRhe north

and east and seasonal streamshe west and south (Figure 3.3). The topography of this area
slopes upward towards the south, with the majority of house groups located on the second
ancient river terrace. Eight house groups were selected for excavation,rovifis gelected

from the classification typology of house group architectural volume alongcesisidering the

chronology of occupation of the groups (Table)3-6

3.4.4.1. Sampling Strategy
House groups with more than 700 of architectural volume were designated as noble

residences in the status classification typology. Due to the low numbers ofjtbegs at
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Baking Pot (approximately 5 percent of house groups) it is likely that the indisidunmal
families who lived at such locations were in the upper echelon of the¢gal) social pyramid.
As there is only one house group that falls within this grou@9Mvas selected for excavation in

this sample.

Three house groups in the high status commoner status designation, classkied wit
architectural volumes between 200 and 699 were selected for excavation, including two
groups with continuous occupation into the Postclassic perieflg(lind M90), and one group
that was abandoned in the Terminal Classic period (M-108).

High status commoner house groups account for just over 10% of all house groups at
Baking Pot, whereas low status commoner house groups accounted for over 84%. These house
groups represent the residences of the lowest echelon of households in society, with house
groups including architectural volumes ranging between 8 and 133 nin order to
accommodate for the large aomt of the population consisting of low status commoner house
groups, four low status commoner house groups were selected for excavatiomgnitivel (M-

100, M90, M-94) that had continuous occupation into the Postclassic and eh81(Mhat was
abandoned in the Terminal Classic period.

The sample of house groups was purposely designed to encompass a broad degree of
social diversity while providing a contrasting view of house groups that continuedttfiem
Classic period into the Early Postclassicipeér This provides the opportunity to examine the
activities and strategies of adaptation of households before, during, and aftemihenaient of
the palace complex and the disintegration of centralized authority at Baking Ras, the

sampling strategy specifically targets all three social groupssraya nobles, high status

® House groups witholumes below 8fhwere classified as being noesidential (see Ashmore 1988).
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commoners, and low status commoners, in order to understand changes in mercantile exchange
(Chapter 5), political feasting activity (Chapter 6), and the appropmiati ParMesoamerican
symbols (Chapter 7), further differentiating the activities and behavior oéholas which were
navigating a reinvented socioeconomic and sociopolitical landscape in the Rastotsod

from those households which abandoned their hous&akahg Pot in the Terminal Classic

period.

3.4.4.2. Excavation Methods

Excavation used conventional procedures to expose a portion of internal floors and patio
surfaces in the selected house groups. Horizontal, vertical, and trench excavat®nsed to
identify the distinct construction episodes and the chronology of occupation for each gheup. T
size and location of horizontal excavation units were chosen so as to expose terminal
architecture, as well as to accommodate for the excavation lgreawnstruction phases in
trench and test pit excavations. Excavation extended vertically into tile &gel, which
ranged between 2.5 to 3.5 m below the surface (Hoggarth 2008). In additiplatiifm units
were placed adjacent to excavatedidtires to identify midden deposits, so as to increase the
sample size of artifacts, especially elaborate ceramics and exchange itemsanehessential
for exploring the three scenarios.

All matrix was screened through % inch mesh screens to cafhedt artifacts from the
excavation. A lot system of classification was employed in order to maintainatabmtexts of
all artifacts. Artifacts from each lot (cultural feature, level, or deposit) \gemn a distinct
identification number linked tohe structure number. Artifacts were separated into artifact

classes for each lot daily. Artifact cards included information includiatg, site name,
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structure, supervisor, excavation unit, lot, level, lot description, catalog idatitih numbers,
bag number, and number of artifacts in each bag. This information was recorded by the

supervisor and later corroborated with lab records.

3.4.5. Laboratory Methods and Quantitative Analysis

Laboratory analysis was conducted using standard methodologies (Sutton and Arkush 2002;
Banning 2003). Initial laboratory processing and recording took plas@eim an outdoor lab

on the premises of Central Farm’s livestock division. Artifact bags weoedest in the log as

they came into the lab, after whichetlartifacts were washed and counted, and this log was
updated continuously with initial artifact counts. Formal analysis was ctettlater at the

BVAR lab and storage building.

3.3.5.1. Ceramics

Initial ceramic counts were recorded @mite and separated between diagnostic and
undiagnostic ceramic forms and ceramics were washed, counted, weighed, anddrecorde
Ceramic analysis was based on the regional ceramic chronology establishedoby ebitil.
(1976), as well as more recently refined ceramidyaeaor reportsfocusing on the Terminal
Classic period (Aimers 2002; Aquino 2007; Chase and Chase 2008; LeCount 1999; Lépez and
Foias 2005) and the Postclassic period (Aimers 2002; Graham 1991). The ceransis analy
focused on establishing chronologies for the excavation contexts, in order to understand the
sequence of construction and occupation in the house groups. Therefore, ceramics were
classified at the ceramic group level, rather than at thevgpety level, as understanding the
chronology ofarchitectural construction was the primary aim of the ceramic analysis. This

analysis was not formulated to be a formal ceramic analysis, but rather, bnashdeveloped
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to address the research questions and methodology. The full results of thie eexaysis are
not included in this dissertation, but will be included in future publications.

For the purposes of the analytical portions of this dissertation, ceramics were
consolidated into broader chronological time periods. As my research quesadiosused on
longterm social change, | consolidated chronological phases with similarpsbtiaal
organization, amalgamating the broader Late Classic | and LatedClapsiiods. This broad
period extends from A.D. 600 to 800. The Late Classic Il period, differentiatedketgBaot
by the late facet of the Spanish Lookout phase, was designated within a broader ‘lTermina
Classic” period for analysis, which extends from A.D. 800 to 900. The Early Ps&tgh@siod
is distinguished within the NeWwown ceramic Complex by Gifford (1976:46), beginning at A.D.
900 but Gifford was unclear on the end of this period, including an early facet associated w
the Early Postclassic period between A.D. 900 to 1150 and the Middle Postclassicngein
A.D. 1150. Therefore, since the exact end in occupation at Baking Pot is still unknown,
Postclassic occupation included the Early Postclassic period, althoughyitdil@mpasses the
Middle Postclassic as well. These broad chronological designationsbevitontinually
referenced throughout the text. Although having such large chronological spans ofeates
other sets of issues, the consolidation of these temporal periods provides easigrabnal
comparisons in material remains.

In addition to idetifying the chronological phases of the ceramics, attributes such as
form and decoration were identified as well. The form of ceramics was idéntifimg
Sabloff's (1975: 227) designations, classifying vessels into plates, bowls, dishes, vases, and
jars based on the diameters and open/closed nature of the vessel. The identificagiamad

form was essential to answer research questions related to the paéstaid scenario, in order
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to understand the distribution of serving and cooking vessels between house groupsc Cerami
decoration was also recorded in order to understand the distribution of decoratedoetessn
households in the political feasting scenario, along with the distribution of paymdubls and

motifs in the PatMesoamegan symbol horizon scenario.

3.3.5.2. Lithics

Lithic materials were analyzed using a variation of James Stemp’s lithicficktssy
system, which has been utilized at the nearby center of Pook’s Hill (Steah2010). Chipped
stone tools and debitage were classified according to material typg (prertz, and obsidian),
color, size, weight, thickness, and tool (or debitage) type. The classificatiathic$ by
material type is essential to answer questions in the ‘mercantile’ scenaritfyidgnexotic
versus noflocal and local material types. For obsidian artifacts, Valorie Aquino zedlya
sample of obsidian from Baking Pot using a portabtayxfluorescence machine. The results of

this research are still ongoing, although preliminasutts are used for the ‘mercantile’ scenario.

3.3.5.3. Faunal Remains

Faunal remains were washed and processesiten Freshwater shell was identified by
the author according to species, size, weight, and modification. Norbert Stanchlytedritiic
formal faunal analysis on the materials from Settlement Cluster C along with otftekts at
Baking Pot, identifying animal species, NISP, as well as noting any modifi¢atite remains.
The full results of his analysis afeund in Stanchly (2010). The results of the faunal analysis

were used to answer questions about the distribution of faunal remains between Heusehol
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explored in the political feasting scenario. Stanchly also identified tlegespef marine shell,

noting any modifications asell. These results were used for the ‘mercantile’ scenario.

3.3.5.4. Human Remains

Dr. Jennifer Piehl and Anna Novotny conducted osteological analysis of the human
remains. Information from the burials, including age and sex, was used to unddrst&®ah
Mesoamerican Symbol Horizon scenario. The results of the ostoelogical ienallysbe
included in Anna Novotny’s dissertation. Dr. Carolyn Freiwald conducted a strontiunpasot
analysis of several of the burials as well. The results of hdyssaan be found in her

dissertation (Freiwald 2011). A summary of the burials is located in Appendix C.

3.3.5.5. Other Artifacts

All other classes of artifacts were processed in the lab, recording courghfsyand
attributes and were photographaad included in the overall artifact inventories.  Additional
processing and analysis was conducted based on the specific needs of eachcladfaict

answer the research questions.

3.3.5.6 Quantitative Analysis

Following the laboratory analysis @ohaterials from excavations, quantitative analysis
was conducted on the artifact inventories, primarily focusing on the atogexb correlates for
the ‘mercantile’, political feasting, and RBMesoamerican symbol horizon scenarios (see
Chapter 2 for therchaeological correlates and expectations for each scenario). Quantitati

analyses focused on calculating proportions of artifacts relative to total shighdattached
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confidence levels (80%, 95%, and 99%) to identify if the proportional differenoesca
households were due to the vagaries of sampling or actual differences betages gifhe
standardization of artifact totals is necessary, as the areas excavatedhowesschyroup varied.
Using total sherds provides a useful measure of standaogizas we can expect to recover
sherds in relation to the amount that was excavated (i.e. larger excawsiflopld larger
numbers of total ceramic sherds).

Using the results of these standardized measures, | created bullet graphpdoedtie
proportions and attached confidence levels of various house groups in the Late Classngl Term
Classic, and Early Postclassic periods, interpreting these resultsitdyiteuseholds that may
have higher amounts of artifacts associated with each scenario

Overall, the research methodology focused on developing sampling programs and
methodologies in order to understand how various types of households were adapting to the
collapse of Classic Maya political institutions at Baking Pot. The followingtenéChapter 5)
details the chronological sequence of construction and occupation in the sampleou$e8
groups selected for excavation in Settlement Cluster C, providing the chraablogntext that
is needed to understand the results in Chapters 5 @m@s: scenario), 6 (political feasting

scenario), and 7 (Pan-Mesoamerican Symbol Horizon scenario).
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4.0 HOUSE GROUP CHRONOLOGY AND CONSTRUCTION IN SETTLEMENT CLUSTER C

In chapter 1, | discussed perspectives on considering household adaptationsftermath of
sociopoliticalcollapse. Furthermore, in Chapter 2 | outlined three scenarios where households
were implementing new forms of interaction through ‘mercantile’ exchgogéical feasting
events, and using Paviesoamerican symbols infefts to participate in reorganized forms of
social, political, and economic organization. For this chapter, | discusgdaeagions of house
groups in Settlement Cluster C at Baking Pot, focusing on outlining the occupatiooai arsd
construction episodes for each group. This will provide the overall basis for understanding
household life in the aftermath of collapse at Baking Pot, with a medepth analysis of

domestic inventories and artifacts included in the subsequent chapters.

4.1 HOUSEGRQUP EXCAVATIONS IN SETTLEMENT CLUSTER C

Eight house groups were selected for extensive excavation, including xes\a portions of
the terminal phases of architecture, trench excavations of earlier phasesitaadl @xcavations

into the earliest awstruction episodes of house groups in Settlement Cluster C. These groups
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Figure 4.1. Settlement Cluster C, showing the locations of excavated house groups.
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Table 41: House Groups selected for excavation based on architectural volume status
classifications and chronological occupation.

House Group Status Classification

CONTINUOUS OCCUPATION

M-99 Noble

M-96 High Status Commoner
M-90 High Status Commoner
M-100 Low Status Commoner
M-184 Low Status Commoner
M-94 Low Status Commoner

ABANDONED TERMINAL CLASSIC
M-108 High Status Commoner
M-181 Low Status Commoner

included the M99 group, theonly noble household in the excavation sample, as well as high
status commoner house groups9®, M-96, and M108 (Table 41). Low status commoner
house groups that were excavated includetldd, M-184, M-181, and M94. A short summary

of the construction episodes of each group, along with a quick description of speciaisfeatur
deposits is noted. Finally, Section 4.10 will focus on changing investment in architectura

elaboration through time, identifying construction efforts in each period.
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4.2EXCAVATIONS AT THE M -99 GROUP

Mound 99 is located in the center of Settlement Cluster C, approximately 506 masbuthe
Group B (Figure 4.1). As the largest house group in Settlement Cluster C, the groupstands
with the central platform alone m=aing over 2 m in height, with four structures organized
around a central patio (Figure 4.2 and 4.3) and likely housed a noble household.

The group was constructed over a series of 5 construction episodes spanning from the
Late Preclassic period to thearly Postclassic period. The founding of94 featured three
construction episodes during the Jenney Creek phase spanning the Late Predthssie w
initial construction being relatively level with the natural topography, with aldélyier of plaster
for the floor. The second construction and third construction episodes raised the hdight of t
larger platform significantly. A burial was interred beneath the structuk4-2@d, that of a
young child (between 2 ® years of age) (see AppendiXd information about burials).

Significant construction occurred at-88 during the Early Classic, with an overall
increase of over 1.5 nm height for the larger platform and-8Bd together. The massive
construction at MP9 indicates the growing prominence of the household at this location.
Construction activity continued in the Late Classic period, with additions tarer Iplatform,
patio, and additions on the existing structures to form tvgbdped structures using high quality
construction materialsConstruction continued at a lower rate aO®lin the Terminal Classic
period, in its penultimate phase with-®®a being increased with the final construction a994

also during this time. Construction of-88b 4" occurred during the Terminal Clasgeriod,
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Plan View
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Figure 4.2 Plan view of terminal phase of-8BA and M99B.
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Figure 4.3: Plan view of terminal phase of-8BC and M99D.
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with the expansion of the structure and the addition of an outset on the front of the estructur

(Figure 4.1). Irthis third construction phase at88b, a onecourse wall was constructed.-89

4™ was constructed at #9b later in the Late Classic period, with an outset in the northern part

of the structure. A second terrace was added to #®9d/side of the ishapéd structure in the

fourth construction phase at-89c (Figure 4.2). Finally, minor construction occurred 299d,

with the platform being raised to accommodate for the addition of the terrace orfO9edtle.
Construction declined drastically in the Early Postclassic period, with aelyupper

terrace at MA9c being increased approximately 40 cm in height. Despite this decline in

construction activity, evidence of continuing occupation is present on all stryahoikesling

New Town ceramics, noteld chert points, and copper bells being present on the terminal floor

of structures and the patio. A burial dating to the Early Postclassic periodtesasd into the

side of M99c in the Early Postclassic period, buried with a greenstone adze, a fragment of a

grinding stone, and New Town ceramics.

4.3 EXCAVATIONS AT THE M -96 GROUP

Mound 96 is located in the central part of Settlement Cluster C, approximately 502hmasbut
of Group B. The first construction episode occurred at the beginning aateeClassic period
(Figure 44). During the second construction episode in the Late Classic period, the stwasur
significantly enlarged in height and size. The first evidence of ritual activibyn the platform

was identified in this period, wittihree burials (Burials 9&, 962, 963) interred in the centef
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the platform (see Appendix B). At the end of the Late Classic period, the platfarenieaged
again and while the dimensions only increased moderately, the quality of matepatsed
with the construction of a thick plaster floor across the platform, as welteasaharchitecture.
In addition, a cache, featuring early facet Spanish Lookout vessels dépgsite-lip, was
found west of this wall.

The final construction of M6 was during the Terminal Classic period (Figure 4.4),
although evidence of continued occupation into the Early Postclassic on the tdloanalas
present as well. In terminal construction episode, the platform had only minortrensva his
occupationlevel included continuing interaction with ancestors, with a seated female burial
(Burial 964) interred in the western area of the platform. No new construction episodes
occurred at the M6 group during the Early Postclassic period. Evidence of ottonga this
period included materials on the terminal floor and a pit dug into the western end aittberpl
although no materials were recovered within this pit, indicating if this wereha camust have
, it must have featured only perishable en@. No other ritual activity was present at94

during the Early Postclassic period.

79



4
==
4o o
ol w _
| T
= - 1

-
e = - Husua
= = B e
= — . - =
— .
= L o
G -
- o\
%5 "= oy e Gy -
L I . . —
3 |W
- e !
R |
M-36
SR i Profile
5 South Baulk
T llustrator: P. Pelayo & J. Hoggarth
J
’
N 7 |
] w 20 o 0em
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Figure 4.5 Plan view of terminal architecture at86.
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4.4. EXCAVATIONS IN THE M -90 GROUP

Mounds 90, 91, and 95, referred to as thedMgroup, are located in the central part of
Settlement Cluster C, approximately 451 m southeast of Group B. In the firstuctos
episode at the MO house group, two low platforms at the locations e®Mand M91 were
constructed featuring thick plaster floors during the Late Preclassod {&igure 4.6 and 4)7
Construction expanded in the Early Classic period @0Mvith the addition of another thick
plaster floor, and an expansion of3M, which continued to have an earthen floor. The first
evidence of occupation at 85 was during this time, although no evidence of masonry
architecture was present.

Two construction episodes took place in the Late Classic period-2®, Mvith the
expansion of the platform as well as an increase in the height of the platform.rsTheafonry
architecture was constructed at94, although this was a small structure. The final constructions
occurred during the Terminal Classic period at th80vgroup, with theonstruction of a second
terra@ on M90 (Figure 4.8 At M-91, the fifth and final construction episode the platform was
expanded in height.

No additional construction activity was identified at the9M group during the Early
Postclassic period. Despite the lack of construction in the group, evidence of occupation wa
present at MB1 in the form of few New Town sherds along with other material on the terminal

surface.
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M-90 Group
Plan Drawing
lllustrator: J. Hoggarth
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Figure 4.8 Plan view of the terminal phase of the3@ Group.
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4.5 EXCAVATIONS AT THE M -108 HOUSE GROUP

Mounds 108, 109, 110, and 111 are located in the eastern settlement of Baking Pot, in what has
been designated SettlemeCluster C. The group is located approximately 378 m south of
Group B, nearby the southemmost aguada and the western seasonal stream that surround the
settlement cluster. Unlike the majority of house groups in Settlement Clustee ©4108

group was not located on the slight topographic rise running north to south in thie pagien

of the cluster, but is located slightly downhill in an area which drains to the nortimweshe
seasonal streams and aguada. As the occupation of the group did not extend into the Early
Postclassic period, it was selected for intensive excavation as one of theahighcetnmoner
households that did not survive into the Postclassic.

Occupation at the M08-111 group began at the end of the Late Classic period, with the
construction of the northern structure; M1 in the southern area of Settlement Cluster C, in a
low-lying area that is prone to flooding. Construction expanded in the group during the early
facet of the Spanish Lookout phase, with a significant expansion-biIM along with the
construction of the western structure-(19) and the eastern structure. ThelM second
construction phase was the most energetically expensive construction in the grogpthdsrin

time, although the later addition, also in the Spanish Lookout phase, was less elaborate.
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Figure 4.9 Plan view of terminal phase of architecture af M.

contrast, M110 hardly has any architecture to it, barely elevated off thel@astered) patio
floor. The location of this structure, on the eastern side of thesfawsture group, is typically a
locus for ritual activity; however, no evidence of ritual activity was idiedtiwithin the M108

group. While the architectural investment in the construction of M-109 was higher thahehe
structures, the majority of the architectural labor and highest quality nistegee used in the

construction of M-111.
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The final construction of the MO8 group occurred in the Terminal Classic period.
Construction during this period wasdeslaborate, with thin plastéoors at M111 (Figure 4.9
while the construction episode at-MO featured no masonry architecture, with poorly cut
limestone pieces barely elevating the platform off theplastered) patio floor. Following the
Late Clasic period, the material record of the household decreased in quality, with declinin
quality of materials and investment in the Terminal Classic, along with feweriahaggnains.
For example, no obsidian was recovered from excavations in these sonfesdrall, it appears
that the M108 group was struggling, and was eventually abandoned by the end of the Terminal

Classic period.

4.6 EXCAVATIONS AT THE M -100 GROUP

The M-100 group, including two MOO and M101, are located in the eastern portion of
Settlement Cluster C, approximately 501 m southeast of Group B (Figure 4.1).ed_ocat
slight rise, the topography surrounding the group drains slightly downhill to thean@south
into one of the seasonal streams that encompass Settlement Cluster C along veilize¢Hgiger
(Figure 4.1). M100 and M101 are adjacent platforms, forming a ténucture house group
(Figure 4.10). This group was classified as a low status commoner house group.

The initial construction at MO0 and M101 was duringhe Tiger Run phase of the keat
Classic period (Figure 4.11, 4.12). AlthoughlMO was a relatively low mound, the residents of
the group constructed {101 at the same time. During the Spanish Lookout phase, both

structures were modified, each being &xged in both size and height. In addition, the
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construction materialsand architectural elaboration of the group became more complex,
requiring greater labor input as well as construction costs. This wouldthafiethe household
in the M100 group, with a 2 cm thick plaster floor added inl®L, along with medium and
large limestone blocks used in the platform walls.

No new construction was recorded at thel® group during the Early Postclassic
period. Despite this lack of architecture, Early Postclassic material ienvane identified on
the terminal floors, includg New Town ceramics and ceramic net sinkers, as well as in a small
midden on the northern end of-M1. Burial 1011 was included in this deposit, including a

single individual dating to the Early Postclassic period.

4.7 EXCAVATIONS AT THE M -184 GROUP

Mound 184 is located in the northern part of Settlement Cluster C, approximately 50 m south of
the Belize River and 374 m east of Group B’s central plaza. It is locatkd aenter of Central
Farm’s experimental rice fields, with are currently undeltivation. The mound is a single
mound group and is-khaped, with the longest side {M4a) oriented east to west and the
shorter north to south (M-184b) (Figure 4.13

The M-184 house group was founded in the Early Classic period, in the nortbéam se
of Settlement Cluster C. The initial structure, located in the area of laféd4isl was a simple

structure, constructed with an earthen floor and low platform. The seconductiost also
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Figure 4.14 Profile view of west baulk of M-184.
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during the Early Classic period saw some increasing investment in coiostnnaterials, with

the addition of a very thin plaster floor and a small increase in the height of thenpléfigure

4.14). Following the construction of the second construction episode, evidence of adloodi
event is present, and it appears that the structure was likely abandoned, although new
construction resumed in the Late Classic period.

Multiple construction phases occurred at-184 during the Late Classic period.
Following the flooding episode, it appears thatlB¥% was reoccupied and the height was
increased (see the yellow brovaam clay levels in Figure 4.14). The second construction phase
in the Late to Terminal Classic featured construction in the southern atea sifucture, with
the structure being remodeled into an L-shape, with the southern structur®lb:a4dp.

Only minor changes were made to thelB¥ group during th@erminal Classic period,
with a replastering of the previous floor. The floor was similar to the Late Classic, fl
measuring approximately 2 cm. Evidence of ritual activity is present in thre dbm burial,
Burial 184B1, located on the central axand in thecenter of M184b (see Appendix B). The
human remains were fragmentary and were likely removed in antiquity, possifl intrusions
into the structure at a later time.

The M-184 group continued into the Early Postclassic period, with th&rtmtion at the
group focused on increasing the height of the platform approximately 20 cm in heightydringi
the final height of the platform to 1.5 m tall. Internal architecture was pgraséw184, two
one<ourse walls running north to south. This feature may be a low internal bench. Evidence of
ritual activity is also present, with a cache of freshwater shell, faunalrreneairbon, and a few

ceramic sherds present on the terminal floor ofl84a, likely representing a termination
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deposit. Otherevidence of Early Postclassic occupation was present on the terminal floor,

including notched chert points, More Force jar sherds, and net sinkers.

4.8 EXCAVATIONS AT THE M -94 GROUP

Mound 94 is located approximately 500 m from the monumental conpl&toup B, to the
north of Mound 99; the largest house group in Settlement Cluster-@ M a low mound,
approximately 35 cm in height and is a single mound group (Figure 4.15). Intallhe low
status commoner group in the status classification.

The first construction at M4 was during the Tiger Run phase, at the beginning of the
Late Classic period. This structure was small and lacked high quality coiostroaterials,
including plaster floors or large cut limestone blocks:9Mhad two construction phases during
the Terminal Classic period as well (Figure 4.16). In its second constructsmuepno changes

Classic period, evidence on the terminal floor at9M indicates that its residents
continued living in this location into the Early Postclassic period. Evidence of continuing
occupation into the Early Postclassic was present in the form of materitile tarminal floor,
including a several More Force jar sherds and a unifacial notched point assodiata isarly
Postclassic perth Some evidence of ritual activity was present in the group, including a

termination cache consisting of two Belize Group ceramic vessels.
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4.9 EXCAVATIONS AT THE M -181 GROUP

Mound 181 is located in the northern part of Settlement Cluster C, approximately 55 m south of
the Belize River and 68 meters east oflB¥. It is a solitary mound. 81 is classified as a

low status commoner house group, representing the status class with the least amount of
architectural volume. Mound 181 was constructed in two construction episodes, alltdaring

Late Classic period (Figure 4.17). The initial construction took place during the midtltd pa

the Late Classic period, occurred with the construction of a low mound with vdey litt
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architecture. Towards the end of the Late Classic period, during the Spanish Loukseitthe
platform was altered, building the mound up in height while dliolyl some limestone material
in the architecture. While the second construction episode featured the use ofguiitgr
materials, it is still evident that the household living atL8L had little access to limestone or
other high quality materials. hE& quality of the construction materials in the terminal
construction greatly increased during this construction; with plaster floors lfoduced to
the residential platform for the first time, and the sizes cfimégstone blocks increasing in size
and quality.

The final construction episode at-MB1 occurred at the end of the Spanish Lookout
phase, during the Terminal Classic period. Relatively little evidence of attavity was
recovered from each of the construction phases, with the exception of the possibiati@mmi
ritual on the floor of the final platform. Unlike the majority of house groups in 8wte
Cluster C in the Terminal Classic period; 181 did not persist into the Early Postclassic period,

as it was abandoned by the endhaf Terminal Classic period.
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4.10 ARCHITECTURAL INVESTMENT IN SETTLEMENT CLUSTER C FROM THE LATE CLASSIC
TO THE EARLY POSTCLASSIC PERIODS

House groups in Settlement Cluster C at Baking Parewestablished beginning in the Late
Preclassic period and continued into the Early Postclassic period. Stderendds in
architecture became pronounced during the Late Classic period, with the nobleokbst
99) having drastically more elaboratemestic architecture than any other group.

An examination of additions in architectural volume provides a different view of
occupation and construction in Settlement Cluster C, identifying if households thveste
resources into the construction aéw architecture before and after the collapse of dynastic
rulership at Baking Pot. This helps to identify if households may have been prgspeiimg
able to build larger and taller house platforms that would reflect their wealtstatus. Figure
4.18 indicates that overall, households invested the most resources to build larger house
structures during the Late Classic period, with each group showing the highestofenels
additions in architectural volume during that time. Steady decreasessimumtion are noted in
the Terminal Classic period, when the polity may have been unstable due to thg p@mer
and eventual abandonment of the royals. Although most groups continued to live in &ettleme
Cluster C during the Early Postclassic periegky little construction was initiated in this time.
The noble household at-8B had decreased construction, but clearly was building more than
other households. N84 had a small addition to the Early Postclassic platform as well. This

indicates that a@nstruction efforts were largely diminished following the collapse of
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Figure 4.18 Estimated amounts of new construction (architectural volume) during each tiow: gdouse
Group numbers are on the right.

rulership at Baking Pot, with only minor reconstruction of houses. Only one structure was
constructed in the civic center of Baking Pot, a low structure in the centlazaf 1.

In the uncertain political landscape, households may have been unwilling to expand their
homes, as it may haveén uncertain how long they would remain. Alternately, households may
have had fewer resources and wealth following the sociopolitical collapszefate being
unable to expand their houses. Finally, households may have been utilizing wealth inysew wa
rather than expanding their houses, they may have obtained exotic luxury andaatiiitans

through interregional exchange, hosted communitle feasts to foster solidarity, or used it to
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obtain ParMesoamerican symbols to differentiate themselvesnfiother households. The

following three chapters will explore these scenarios.
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5.0 EXPLORING THE ‘MERCANTILE * SCENARIO

The location of Baking Pot on the Belize River, a natural transportation routeebetive
Caribbean Sea and the interior of the central lowlaadd,a strategic location that not only
enable participation in interregional exchange networks, but also placed its meside the
easterredge ofinfluence of prominent polities in the central Petén during the Classic period and
the saithern edge of expanding cisyates in the Yucatan during the Postclassic period. The
expanding role of interregional maritime exchange in the Postclassic periedntegor changes

in economic organization throughout Mesoamerica, with an expansionr@aigrgreliance on

items exchanged in a market setting. Communities in northern Belize resporfue@doriomic
opportunities presented by this shift in long distance exchange in a varietysf whlLaguna

de On and Caye Coco, households increased production of local items and resourcesge exchan
for exotic luxury and utilitarian items (Masson 2002). In contrast with thesiClgeriod,
commoner households increasingly had access to exotic luxury items inclutkngrigaments

and greenstone adzes the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods. Both elite and
commoner households became more reliant on exotic utilitarian items as well, ustagimgly

using obsidian blades in the place of chipped stone tools made from local chert. Masson
suggests that commoner households in these communities took advantage of expanding

interregional exchange and less strict social hierarchies following tlesi€laeriod to create
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new opportunities in wealth accumulation. Evidence at Baking Pot, including coppearukis
figurine of the merchant god in Postclassic contexts at the Yaxtun house group (Audet 2000;
Audet and Awe 2005), suggests that households at Baking Pot may have been adopting simila
strategies of using ‘mercantile’ exchange for accutmgawealth or status in the Postclassic
period.

If residents at Baking Pot were participating in the expansion of interrégixetaange in
the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods, we would expect to see evidimnseno
the archaeologi¢aecord. Changingpatterns ofparticipation ininterregional market exchange
may be indicated bgnincrease in the distribution, quantity, and evennessadstricted (open)
exchangeitems in the domestic inventories across a community (Hirth 1998a Q€4.1).
Therefore, evidence for households participating in interregional exchangd imoluide an
increase irexotic itemsamong both nobles and commoners after the Late Classic period, when
‘mercantile’ exchange became more prominenthis may be paicularly important for
utilitarian items, such aebsidian as households participating in expanding market exchange
may rely on tools made from exotic rather than local materials at higher levels thenpast.
Finally, if commoner households at Baking Pot were taking advantage of newlybkvaila
economic opportunities, we would expect to find that exotic luxury items, suchdas ja
ornaments and greenstone adzes, should be associated with households regardiess & stat
addition, we would expec¢hat households would have been producing local products and items
in order to trade within the system of interregional exchanghis chapter examines these
expectations by looking at the presence and proportional distributions of exotic ltemsy i
(including marine shell,jade and greenstone items, pyrite, amgbper items) and utilitarian

objects (obsidian blades and basalt grinding stones).
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5.1 EVIDENCE OF ‘"MERCANTILE’ EXCHANGE

Two main categories of exchange items will be assessed tostauui@érchanging patterns of
interregional exchangduxury items and utilitarian items These categories will be further
distinguished by those made from exotic, #ocal, and local materialsObjects made from

exotic materials have been included based on location to the nearest source, with certai
materials located in highly localized areas in Mesoamerica. For example, the searestfor
obsidian is in the volcanic highlands of Guatemala, nearly 300 km to the soufRigest 5.1)

Other types ofong distance items may have been located at closer distances, such marine shell
from the Caribbean Sea approximately 100 km to the dastontrast, items made from local

items can be found in the immediate proximity of Baking Pot.
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Figure 5.1: Exchange routes and sources of exotic items and materials in the Maya lowlands and highlands
(From Gonzalez de la Mata and Andrews 1998).
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5.1.1. Exotic Luxury Items

Luxury itemsin Mesoamerica were oftenade from materials with ideological significaraned

with limited (and distant) source$n the Maya lowlands, these would include items from marine
shell, jade, greenstone, and pyrite. At Baking Pot, this list can be expanded to alde incl
copper items in the Postclassic period. An examination of the presence and distobetiotic

luxury items can provide an indication on how widespread these objects were across the

community of Settlement Cluster C, along with if any groups were using thaghat kevels.

5.1.1.1. Marine shell items
Marine shdl was primarily recovered in the form o$hell orraments at Baking Pot

(Figure 5.2 and wasanother material valued for its rarity, with various species of shell being
transported from the Caribbean Sea andRheific Ocean. Overall, marine shell wasrdun

12 of the22 (55% + 17% at the 95% confidence level) (total) house grivopsthe Late Classic

to Early Postclassic period. This suggests that marine shelfairgs accessible in all time
periods, increasing in the Early Postclassic period. However, some disisnatere present in
access to marine shell, as these items were present in the domestic ieseftooth noble and
commoner households in all three periods, suggesting that this good was not restrictad, even i
the Late Classic perib Figure 5.3 shows that we can be less than 80% confident that there were
any differences in the distribution among groups in the Late Classic period, sugtjest both
nobles and commonevgere using similar amounts of marine shell ornaments. Wée&%%
confident that low status commoners had higher amounts of marine shell than nobles or high

status commoners in the Terminal Classic period, although the strength offérend# is low.
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Figure 5.2 Marine shell ornaments from excavations akiBg Pot.
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Figure 5.3: Proportion of marine shetemsto total sherd¢émarine shell/total sherdg) noble, high status
commoner, and low status commoner house groups in the Late Classic, Termine| &ldsSarly Postclassic
periods.



However the distribution of marine shell in the Early Postclassic shows no major difésren
between groups, as we are less than 80% confident of the difference between groups.the s
presence of marine shell among households suggests that the items mecamadespread in

the Early Postclassic period, while the distribution of the items suggest that siaeihdems

were present in low levels among noble and commoner households, although they were
distributed in higher amounts in low status commoner households during the Terminal Classi

period.

5.1.1.2. Jade and Greenstone I tems

Jade was one of the most valuable materials in Maya society, due to {itgd@mecolor,
which represented life, water, maize, and concepts of rulership for the Maya (Tauhe P085)
precious quality, along with its ideological significance, made jade importaterial aspects of
rulership and authority throughout Mesoamerica. Similarly, greenstone wad ¥@luts color
and resemblance to jade, although this type of stone was rogldg valued The closest
sources for jade are in the volcanic highlands of Guatemala (Hamehahd 977) (Figure 3L).
Jade was primarily utilized to produoenaments at Baking P@Figure 5.4). The material has
been identified imoyal, noble, and commoner contesttsoughout the site, primarily in the form
of jade beads.Large jade celts and mosaic masks have been identified in Late Classic royal
contexts at Baking Pot (Audet 2006).

Jade and greenstone was present in 1 out of ti¥.2% + 5.67% at the 80% confidence
level) of total house groupcontexts (eight groups in the Late Classic, eight groups in the

Terminal Classic, and six groups in the Early Postclassic) in Settlement ClugtkisGuggests
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Figure 5.4 Jade ornaments recovered in excavations in Settlement Cluster C.
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Figure 5.5 Proportion of jade and greenstone items to total sigrde/total sherdsh noble, high status
commoner, and low status commoner house groups in the Late Classic, Termine| &i$zarly Postclassic
periods.



that access to jade and greenstone was highly restricted at Baking Pdhdhitdirge. Jade was
not present in any house group durthg Late Classic periodyas present in one of the eight
house groups in the Terminal Classic period, and not present in any of the groups irythe Ea
Postclassic period. Jade items were primarily ornaments, including largenaaid beads
(Figure 5.4). In contrast, greenstone was recovered in three of the twenty twoghowge
contexts fran the Late Classic onwards, being absent in the Late Classic period, presanbpf
the eight house groups in the Terminal Classic period, and in two of the six of house groups in
the Early Postclassic period. All greenstone items were adzes. Jade antbgeeens present
in both noble and low status commoner house groups in the Terminal Classic and Early
Postclassic periods. Overall, access to jade and greenstone does appearbiecbane more
widespread among both noble and commoner householdsnimeg in the Terminal Classic
period and continuing into the Early Postclassic period.

Figure 5.5 illustrates that low status commoners more gadegreenstone items in the
Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods than any other group, 28 0£0.25% (at the
80% confidence level) in the Terminal Classic and 0.75% in the Early Postgessd
although we are less than 80% confident in these differences. Despite the |dvutthsisi of
jade and greenstone items, this evidence does suggesixtitic luxury items, such as jade and
greenstone, were becoming increasingly accessible to commoner households inminal Ter
Classic and Early Postclassic periods. The absence of jade and greenstmide and
commoner contexts in the Late Classic period suggests that the matertzwvedyeen restricted
to the highest levels of society. However, the presence of these itemsTiarthieal Classic
and Early Postclassic period among both noble and commoner households suggests that it was

not restrcted and available through open systems of exchange.
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Figure 5.6: Distribution of pyrite to total sherds (pyrite/total sherds) in noble, highsstammoner, and low
status commoner house groups in the Late Classic, Terminal Classic, andoBtnths§ic periods.

5.1.1.3. Pyrite Items
Pyrite was primarily used for ritual purposes in Mesoamerica, with hexapmtas of

the material aanged together to make mosaic “mirrors” as early as the Formative Period
(Carlson 1981; Heizer and Gullberg 198h)the Maya area, epigrapranalyses haveuggested
that theglyphs for pyrite mirroroften emphasizéhe reflective propertiesf the materialHealy
and Blainley (2011) suggesitat the ritual significance of pyrite mirrors was to embody and
representoncepts of light and dark. Like jade and greenstone, the nearest sources-doe iron
materials are in the volcanic highlands of southern Guatemala.

In the Early Postclassic period, two of the eight house groups had pyrite itemdingcl
both nobleand commoners. This suggests that it was not widely distribkiguke 5.6 shows
the distribution of pyrite at low levels in the Early Postclassic period, with pymite being

distributed among high status commoners, suggesting that pyrite wastrotects No pyrite
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was present among any house groups in the Late or Terminal Classic periodseséheeof
pyrite among commoner households suggests that this was not a restricted ingnhauEarly

Postclassic period.

5.1.1.4. Copper items
Metal items wereantroduced into the Maya area beginning in the Postclassic period, with

items brought from central Mexico (Paris 2008). Evidence for the production of cogper it

has been identified at Lamanai in northern Belize, indicating the coppeniterasnelted down

to forge new objects (Simmormet al. 2009). Copper items were present in two out of the six
house groups in the Early Postclassic period, suggesting that metal objectaowevalely
distributed, although their presence among both nasiddow status commoners suggests that
access to these items was not restricted. Figure 5.8 shows the low distribution ofiteopgpe
among households in the Early Postclassic period, with no proportional differences in the
distribution of copper between nobles (0.02% = 0.01% at the 80% confidence level), and low
status commoners (0.21% + 0.26% at the 80% confidence level). The presence oitemyper
among both commoners and nobles in the Early Postclassic period suggests thahtbegerde

not restricted and available through open exchange systems.
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Figure 5.7 Copper bell and ball from Early Postclassic period M-99
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Figure 5.8 Proportion of copper items to total sherds (copper/total sherds) in noble and commoaer hous
groups during the &ly Postclassic period.
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Overall, several patterns in the consumption of exotic luxury items could be ietkntif
First, some exotic luxury items, such as marine shell, were widelybdigtd even during the
Late Classic period and were not restricédohg status lines during that time. All other luxury
items were completely absent from the domestic inventories of noble and controoseholds
in the Late Classic period, but became increasingly available to householdstafusl from the
Terminal Classic onwards. No luxury items made from local materials were iderdifiealigh
unworked slate fragments at-8 suggested the production of slate items rather than the
consumption of those goods (this will be discussed below). This evidence stipp@vsdence
of Masson’s scenario at Laguna de On and Caye Coco, where the expansion ofantdrreg
exchange in the Postclassic period led to exotic luxury items becoming molablavéo

commoner households.

5.12. Utilitarian Items

Two types of iems made from exotic materials were identified from excavations in Settlement
Cluster C, obsidian and basalt. While obsidian was primarily recovered in theofdstade

tools, fragments of basalt were identified as broken pieces of grinding sttmeontrast, nen

local and local materials were frequently used to produce utilitarian itémsal chert, along

with nonlocal chert coming from the area around Colha, was used to produce chipped stone
tools. Granite was the predominant local material used to produce grinding stomes. A
examination of the distribution of exotic utilitarian items can identify if householese
increasingly using exotic materials for basic domestic tools due to aasedrethe availability

of the materials through the expansion of interregional exchange, or if they &hgreg r

primarily on materials found at closer distances.
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Figure 5.9 (Left): Obsidian core. Figure 5.10 (Right): Prismatic obsidian blade.

5.1.2.1. Obsidian
Obsidian is primarily found in the form of prismatic blades at BakingHatever, some

debitage and cores have been recovered in survey and excavation (Figuress1®andhey
were used for both utilitarian and ritual purposes, cutting materials for food prepaaad
house maintenance, as well as in bloodletting. This-fduation for obsidian makes the
presence of obsidian different from the other loigjance goods. While other lodgstance
goods tend to the prestige goods, obsidian is expected to have a more even distributitiretha
long-distance goods.

Obsidiantools werefound in 21 out of the 27 (95.5% + 7.27% at the 95% confidence
level) of house groups from the Late Classic to Early Postclassic peridus indicates that
obsidian was, in fact, distributed in ngaévery groupduring this time During the Late Classic
period, all eighof the house groups hadcess to obsidian as wellThis distributional pattern

changed during the Terminal Classic period, when access to obsidian was found iof $ege
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Figure 5.11: Proportion of obsidian to total sherds (obsidian/total sherds) in noble, high status commbner, a
low status commoner households through time.

eight house groups.Despite this change, adlix housegroups that continued into the Early
Postclasic pelod had access to obsidian. Obsidian was found among all status groups, with
only one house group, {408, lacking any obsidian in its domestic inventory during the
Terminal Classic period. As this household was abandoned shortly thereadtposisible that
households that did not participate in interregional systems of exchangeohtesgve succeeded

in the changing economic orders of the Postclassic period.

Figure 5.11 shows the changing distribution of obsidian across status groups through
time, indicating that we can be 99% confident that low status commoners had higiuetsaof
obsidian during the Late Classic period, with 4.07% + 1.21% (at the 99% confidence Idwel). T
is surprising, as we would expect the distribution of an exoatenal to be hierarchically

organized based on wealth. Conlon (1992) observed high frequencies of obsidian on the surface
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of several small mounds in Settlement Cluster E and suggested that lowehatstisolds may

have been producing or recycling obsidian blades. The distribution of obsidian duringethe La
Classic period in low status commoner households may provide some support to this idea.
Nonetheless, low status commoners had nearly three times as much obsidian as nobles,
suggesting some kind specialization.

The distribution of obsidian declined among nobles and high status commoners during
the Terminal Classic period, although the distribution amongskatuis commoner households
remained relatively steady. We can be over 99% confidenlotiiestatus commoner households
had nearly sevetimes as much obsidian (3.95% + 0.988th& 99% confidence level) a®bles
and high status commoners in the Terminal Classic period. During the same tiprepibréion
of obsidian declined approximatel¥.15% among nobles and 2.1% among high status
commoners. The presence and high distribution of obsidian among commoner households
suggests that obsidian was an unrestricted item.

The distribution of obsidian in Settlement Cluster C shifted in the EarbicRssic
period. We can be over 99% confident that the amount of obsidian increased nearly 6% among
nobles, and over 1.75% among high status and low status commoners. This evidence provides
some support that households were using more obsidian in the Postclassic period, altheugh mor
information is needed to identify if there are actually becoming mdienteon obsidian for
utilitarian purposes. This idea will be explored in Section 5.1.4.3, comparing the proportions of

exotic, non-local, and local material for the production of stone tools.
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status commoner house groups through time.

5.1.2.2. Basalt
Basalt is another type of exotic tedal used for utilitarian purposes encountered in

excavations at Baking Pot, imported into the area from the volcanic highlaasl iarg¢he
highlands of Guatemala. Basalt ground stone tools, including manos and metates, have been
recovered from excavatns at sites in southern and northern Belize, including those found at
Lubaantun (Hammond 1975), coastal southern Belize (McKillop 1987), and northern Belize
(Sidrys1983.

Basalt was found in 1 out of the 22 (4.59%.7% at the 80% confidence level) loduse
group ontexts through time This indicates thdiasalt goods werdistributed invery few of the
groupsfrom the LateClassicto the Early Postclassic period, being recovered in one of the six of
the house groups that continued into the Early Rassic period This one example was found

in the noble house group at-88. This provides some evidence that for this type of
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interregional exchange item, which appears to be a highly restricted matehalliate Classic
period, may have become moawailable to the households in Settlement Cluster C in the
Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods. Figure 5.12 shows the lobutimtriof basalt

in the Terminal Classic periods, with basalt only distributed among nobles. Thieutiistriof
basalt only among nobles may provide some indications that these items may leave be

restricted.

5.13 Reliance on Exotic Material for Groundstone and Chipped Tools

Exotic utilitarian items, including those made from obsidian and basalt, becareasuly
available to households in Settlement Cluster C during the Early Postclagsit perese items
were available regardless of status, suggesting that access to thesengmesked as a result of
the expansion of interregional maritime exchangthePostclassic period. Despite the pattern
for increasing availability among all social groups for these items, thstioueof whether
households became more reliant on exotic materials and items for utilitar@os@siremains
unclear. In order to answer this question, the proportions of local ardcedmaterials were
compared to exotic materials for chipped stone and ground stone materials.

Local materials include those in the immediate vicinity of Baking Pot, whilelotah
materialsare defind as those found at nearby sources, generally 25 km or more distant, but still
within the local cultural area. At Baking Pot, Amcal materials tend to come from two
different locations, the Maya Mountains to the south, and Colha to the east. The Maya
Mountains is the closest source for granite and slate in this area. The second locaion
local materials is to the east, around the site of Colha, approximately 80 km alileey

following sections examine ground stone and chipped stone tools to identify if households
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became increasingly reliant on exotic utilitarian items due to the increasingipadidic in

interregional exchange.

5.1.3.1. Ground Stone
Ground stone tools were made from both local materials, including granite, and exotic

materals, including basalt, at Baking Pot. Granite is the predominant materiabfordystone
artifacts at BakingPot. Nearly man@and metate fragment recovered from excavations and
survey were produced using local granite material, although slighdtioas in color were
present. In addition to manos and mutates, some anchors and hammer stones were made from
this material as well. However, a small number of basalt grinding steeesrecovered (the
discussion for the distribution of basalt items ishi@ previous section).

Due to the rarity of basalt grinding stones, with only a one piece recovered vatea
in Settlement Cluster C, we can assume that there were no major changesse tfidogal
materials. Therefore, households at Bakingdtdtnhot become more reliant on exotic materials

to produce these utilitarian items.

5.1.3.2. Chipped Stone Tools
Chert is the predominant local material for the production of chipped stone tools rad Baiki
The majority of chipped stone debitage dadls were made from local types of chert (Figure
5.13), which are widely available, brought downhill from erosion of the foothills to

approximately 4 km to the south, where chert outcroppings are pré&sesytite its widespread
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Figure 5.13Left): Local chert recovered from excavations at Settlement Cluster C.

Figure 5.14Right): Nort+local chert blade.

availability, the chipped stone assemblage from Baking Pot also has a smatitaof noAlocal

chert. This is high quality chert with few inclusions, honey brown in color, otiggh&om the

area to the east around Colha, which is known as a major center of chert productiengsdhaf
Hester 1990) (Figure 5.14). Comparing the proportions of locat/auah and exotic materials

in the chipped stone and ground stone assemblages provides one means in which to identify if
households were becoming increasingly reliant on exotic materials ftarigi purposes due to

the expansion of interregional exchange.
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Figure 5.15shows a high proportion of chipped stone material made from local chert among all
status groups, with the proportions of local chert to all chipped stone ranging between 68 to 75%
between groups. In congta nonlocal (Colha) chert and obsidian were used at much lower
levels in the Late Classic period, accounting for approximately 7 to 20% chipeed stone
assemblage. As discussed in the previous section, low status commoners wetieeusighest
amounts of obsidian, likely specializing in obsidian blade production or recycling. In spntra
nobles were using approximately 5% more-taral chert than commoners (11.88% =+ 3.93% at
the 95% confidence level).

Figure 5.16shows that we can be motegah 99% confident that local chert increased in
the stone tool assemblages of all households in the Terminal Classic period, raising
approximately 20% among nobles and 11 to 16% among commoners. In contrast, the
distributions of norlocal chert and obsidian declined, with no distinctions in the use elocah
chert. However, obsidian continued to he differentially distributed among low statusocensm
(7.94% +1.93% at the 99% confidence level). This suggests that exotic aHdaadbmaterials
were sed less in the Terminal Classic period, with all households becoming more osliant
local sources of stone material. This may have several implications. First, dspread social
and political disruptions due to the collapse o thstitutions of Gassic Mayarulership may
have lead to an interruption in exchange networks and trade routes. Therefonendes may

have become more sditifficient in the midst of political and social instability.
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Figure 5.17 Proportions of local chert, non-local (Colha) chert, and obsidian to all chipped|staie
chert/all chipped stone, non-local chert/all chipped stone, obsidian/all chipped stong)raobles, high status
commoners, and low status commoners inBAdy Postclassic period.

Figure 5.17 shows that we can be more than 99% confident that the distribution of
obsidian and notocal chert increased among all groups in the Early Postclassic periodhevith
proportion of obsidian increasing between 2 to 6% among all groups. In contrast, the use of
local chert declined approximately 25% among nobles in the Early Post@assid (74.5%+
1.71% at the 99% confidence level) and over 4% among high status commoner households

(84.9% +1.86% at the 99% confidence level). Use of local crerained steady among low
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status commoners, with 85.8%d.35% (at the 99% confidence level). This suggests that we can
be more than 99% confident that commoners were using more local chert than nobées in th
Early Postclassic period.

Overall, this evidace suggests that all households were becoming slightly more reliant
on obsidian for chipped stone tools in the Early Postclassic period. However, all households
using lower amounts of obsidian than they did during the Late Classic period. The decline
obsidian and notocal chert may suggest disruptions in latigtance exchange after the Late
Classic period. As royals may have served as middlemen between distardrsugpul local
consumers, particularly for exotic luxury goods, the instabititthe political system may have
lead to the decline in obsidian in the Terminal Classic period. During this tinteuskeholds
became more reliant on local materials for stone tools, although nobles wegenaslocal
chert more than commoner households. However, expanding interregional trade in the
Postclassic period may have served to make exotic utilitarian items, like obswie,

accessible during this time.

5.14. Local Items and Materials

In the previous three sections, | have suggested that the increasing preserogcoluxury

items, such as jade, greenstone, pyrite, and copper, along with utiliiemas made from
obsidian and basalt, suggests that both noble and commoner households were endaging in t
expanding network of interregonal exchange in théransition into thePostclassic period.
Commoner and noble households had similar (albeit low) amounts of exotic luxuryntéimes i
Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods. Exotic utilitarian items, swdfs@ian blades

and basalt grinding stones, had variable distributions, with obsidian being diffegentiall
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distributed in commoner households in the Late and Terminal Classic periods, sbiftioiges

in the Early Postclassic. Basalt was distributed across both samigisgn the Terminal Classic
period. Although this evidence indicates that households in Settlement Cluster C were
expanding their involvement in lordjstance exchange, the question still remains as to what they
were exchanging for these exotic itemBhis section focuses on identifying the production of

local resources.

Households would have needed to produce items using local resources in order to
exchange for exotidems and materials. Very little evidence for production of exchangeable
items wagecovered in excavations in Settlement Cluster C. No evidence of ceramic fomoduct
identified by ceramic wasters, kilns, or polishing stones, was recoverggough evidence of
stone tool production was identified across all households, it is ynlikat these bulky items
would have been useful in interregional exchange. As discussed earlier, unworkqiesies
were recovered in excavations, indicating the production of slate items. Inoadditime
artifacts for agricultural production were identified, including spindle vehamnd bifaces. While
spindle whorls would have been used for spinning thread, it may imply that cotton or other cloth
was being produced as an exchange item. Agricultural products would be ideal for local
exchange goodslue to the high soil productivity surrounding Baking Pot. An examination of
the distribution of slate, spindle whorls, and bifaces may provide some indicationsypfeh et

items that households in Settlement Cluster C using to obtain exotic maadaibjects.

12¢



1.5 =
99%

95%

80%

confidence
1.0 — Level

%
075 ] “ Moble

o g - 04 1 | ¥ commone

* LawStatus

025 — Commoner
0 _j il E 3 -l S

Late Classic Terminal Classic Early Postclassic

1.25 —

Slate

o

Figure 5.18:Proportional distribution of slate artifacts to total sherds (slate#bé&tls) among noble, high
status commoner, and low status commoner house groups in the Late Classic, Teawaal &id Early
Postclassic periods

5.1.4.1. Slate
Ritual items produced from ndacal materials include slate objects, including maces,

scepters, and plaques. Slate deposits can be found approximately 25 to 30 km to the south from

Baking Pot, inthe Vaca Plateau along the western eafgthe Maya mountains. Slate was also

used in the production of both ritual items and in the construction of carved monuments and

mortuary architecture at the sites of Pacbitun, Cahal Pech, and Minanha to thdeagstt(al.

1995). This evidencsuggeststhe widespread use of slate for ritual purposes in the Belize

Valley. However, all slate artifacts recovered in excavations in Settlement ClusiareC

unworked fragments, suggesting the production rather than the consumption of thase items
Figure 5.18 shows no significant difference in the distribution of slate items between

households during the Late Classic and Terminal Classic periods. However, wentaire kisan

99% confident that high status commoner households had slightly more slatet(@B8%dbles



and low status commoners during the Early Postclassic period. Although this amounthsslow
may suggest that high status commoners were producing slate ritual iterabdogexfor exotic

items and materials.

5.1.4.2. Spindle Whorls
Spindle whorls provide evidence of textile production, as they were used to spin thread

prior to weaving (Brumfiel 1996; Hendon 1997). These materials would have been used to
produce cloth, likely from local agricultural products such as cotton. Limestotheeramic
spindle whorls were recovered from excavations in Settlement Cluster C;vdrowbe
elaboration of spindle whorls varied. Some spindle whorls were simply modified iceram
sherds, while others were molded from ceramics or carved from limestone. Although mos
spindle whorls were plain, some items featured geometric designs.

Spindle whorls were found in 11 of the 22 (502017.5% at the 95% confidence level)
house groups from the Late Classic to Early Postclassic periods, indicatirgpthaspinning
was a fairly widespread activity. During the Late Classic period, tvleeogight households had
spindle whorls while in the Terminal Classic period five of the eight households Inese t
items. This suggests that cloth production may have increased during thisltintee Early
Postclassic period four of the eight households have spindle whorls. Figure 5.19 shows few
differences in the distribution of spindle whorls, as they were distributed inlas@rgmounts

among commoner households.
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We can be more than 80% diient that nobles had more spindle whorls than commoners in the
Terminal Classic period. In addition, only nobles had evidence of spindle whorlg diuein
Early Postclassic period. Together, this evidence suggests that dwifigertminal Classic
periad, both noble and commoner households were increasingly engaging in activi@atads

with the spinning of thread, a part of cloth production. During the Early Postclagglence

for cloth production is only identified in noble households. The presence of spindle whorls
across Settlement Cluster C in the Late Classic, Terminal Classic and Edchkad3as periods
suggests that loMevel cloth production may have been integral primarily to both nobles and

commoners and may have become exclusivelglde activity in the Early Postclassic period.
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Figure 5.20: Proportion of bifaces to total sherds among nobles, high status commoners, and low status
commoners in the Late Classic, Terminal Classic, and Early Postclassic periods

5.1.4.3. Bifaces
Oval and general utility bifaces provide evidence of agricultural production, yasvéne

likely used to clear brush and perform a varietyagricultural tasks (Stemp 2001 These
bifaces would have been large enough to harvest crops as well. kxtavavealed that
bifaces were exclusively made out of local chert in Settlement Cluster Cce8ifgee found in

21 of the 22 (95.5%t 7.2% at the 95% confidence level) house groups from the Late Classic to
Early Postclassic periods, indicating thgtieultural production was a widespread activity. In
the Late Classic period, all eight of households had bifaces; while in the Te@iassic period
seven of the eight households have evidence of bifaces. During the Early Pogtelasd, all

six households have bifaces present. Figure 5.20 illustrates that bifaces were fowgiein hi
amounts nobles during the Late Classic period (0.50/32% at the 95% confidence level) and
Terminal Classic period (0.68%0.48% at the 99% confidence level) although the strength of

these differences is low. During the Early Postclassic period, biteees distributed in high
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amounts among commoner househol@igZ% + 0.186 at the 99% confidence level low status
commoners), while the distribution among nobles declined. In sum, evidence for agricultural
production wagresent at low levels throughout the Late Classic, Terminal Classic, aiyd Ear
Postclassic periods. The distribution of these items suggests that agiicpitotaction

remained at relatively steady levelsring the Early Postclassic period.

5.2. EXOTIC ITEMS IN RITUAL DEPOSITS

Exotic luxury and utilitarian items were relatively rare (in relation to totatds)esuggesting
that they were valuable. Therefore, an examination of the incladidhese items in ritual
deposits may provide indications about whether these items were espeaadlgl or assigned
ideological significance. The disposal of these materials was identifieatious ritual contexts
including caches and burials.

Overdl, the majority of exotic items were not included in ritual deposits. However,
evidence of exotic luxury and utilitarian items was identified from burials inL#te Classic
period at the high status commoner household #&6M Burial 963 featured fie obsidian
blades, whereas Burial 9bincluded two carved marine shell ornaments. This suggests that this
one house group may have been assigning special value to exotic items. No exstigatem

used in cache deposits.
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5.3.ABANDONMENT VERSUS CONTINUITY

In the previous sections | have suggested that both elite and commoner households adapted to
changes in the Postclassic period, specifically the amplification of int@nedgexchange, by
producing local items and products. Overtde distributon of bifaces suggestbat nearly all
households were engaging in agricultural production, although the intensity increaseg a
commoners during the Postclassic period. Other households may have produced clo¢h or slat

items to exchange for exotic luguand utilitarian items.

5.3.1. The M108 Group

The M108 house group is classified as the residence of a high status commoner
household.  This group, along with the low status commoner house grougl@t,Mvas
abandoned prior to the Early Postclassic period. It is unclear why these houssfh@dgking
Pot, when the remaining groups continued into the Postclassic period. Let us herenfocus
differences between the production of local items and the consumption of exotibébmesn
groups that were abandoned and those that persisted.

Figure 5.21 illustrates the differences between Late ClassitO8/ which was
abandoned, compared to other high status commoner households that continued into the
Postclassic period. We can be 80% confident that M-108 group had more bifaces than
continuing groups, suggesting that they were engaging in agricultural production atiéwghse

than other high status commoner households. However, other high status commoner households

132



99%
9%
— 80%

Confidence
Level

% 5

— ‘ -108

— * Cantinuing
High Status
Commoner

Exotic Luxury ltems — Exctic Utilitanian Items Slate Spindle Whorls Bifaces

Late Classic
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have evidence for lowevel production of slate items and cloth, whereas th&0B! group is
lacking any evidence for the production of these items. Similarly, householgetbisted into

the Postclassic period had higher amounts of exotic luxury and utilitarian goods irrisompa
M-108, suggesting that these groups were more involved in interregional exchange than M-108.

Figure 5.22 shows a similar pattern, with bifaces distributed in higher am@uri28o +

1.73% at the 80% confidence level) atld8 in the Terminal Classic period than in continuing
high status commoner households. However, no exotic items were recovered {i®@& M
dunng that period. Overall, this suggests that the household living -408was not
participating in interregional exchange in the same intensity as other housetoicls may

have been one reason why the group was abandoned by the end of the Termingbé€Zladsic

5.3.2. The M181 Group

The M-181 is a single mound house group that is classified as the residence of a low
status commoner household. Like thel®B group, this group was abandoned by the end of the
Terminal Classic period. Figure 5.2Ristrates the differences between thelBL group and
other low status commoner households that persisted into the Postclassic periothg tHaur
Late Classic period, the 481 group had no evidence of exotic luxury or utilitarian items, slate
items, @ spindle whorls. In addition, we can be over 95% confident that continuing groups had
more bifaces than M81 in the Late Classic period. Figure 5.24 shows thdi8M has no
evidence for exotic items, slate items, or bifaces in the Terminal Classid petiereas other
households have low amounts of all of these materials. However, althctgh Nas a higher
distribution of spindle whorls than other low status commoner households, we are less than 80%

confident of this difference.
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Overall, the distribution of exotic and local items at thel®8 and M181 groups
provides for some interesting contrasts between those the two groups and other households
continued into the Postclassic period. First, both groups have evidence for agricultural
production in the Late Classic period, althoughl®L lacks evidence in the Terminal Classi
Generally, both groups were not engaged in the production of other local items, slaté as s
cloth. Finally, both groups had little evidence of participation in interregierehange,
identified by exotic luxury and utilitarian items. Overah, the economic conditions at Baking
Pot changed in the political instability of the Terminal Classic period, households pphgda
the expansion of interregional exchange may have suffered and ultimately alobSdttteement

Cluster C.
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5.4 CONCLUSIONS

In Masson’s ‘mercantile’ scenario, she suggests that households increasiriglypated in the
expansion of interregional exchange in the Postclassic period, with both commonerteand eli
households gaining access to exotic luxury items, such as jade ornaments and gradmnstne

At the settlements of Laguna de On and Caye Coco, she suggested that househmlds
producing local items and resources, such as cloth, agricultural products and shethtsrtam
exchange for exotic items. Overahe provided evidence that Postclassic households not only
had access to new types of luxury items, but that they became more relixatiorutlitarian

items, such as obsidian. This chapter focused on exploring the ‘mercantile’ iGcahar
Settlement @ster C, seeking to understand if noble and commoner households at Baking Pot
employed similar strategies of increasing participation in interregional myehaAn analysis of

the proportional distribution of materials associated with interregionalaegeh(Table 51),
including luxury items such as marine shell, jade and greenstone, pyrite, and coppealibag

with exotic utilitarian items including obsidian and basalt, suggests that both comaraher
noble households in Settlement Cluster C had evidence of participation in the expansion of
‘mercantile’ exchange in the Postclassic period, marked by the presence of euScint
relatively even distributions across social classes during the TerminadicClasd Early

Postclassic periods.



Table 51: Distributions of materials associated with the ‘Mercantile’ Scen@etative to total sherdsih noble, high status
commoner, and low status commoner households in the Late Classic, Terminal @rabs&iarly Postclassic periods.

MERCANTILE SCENARIO
Exotic Luxury Items Exotic Utilitarian Local Production Items
Items
STATUS Marine Jade & . - Spindle .
PERIOD GROUP Shell Greenstone Pyrite Copper | Obsidian | Basalt Slate Whorls Bifaces
Noble 0.15% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 1.46% | 0.00% | 0.15%| 0.00% | 0.54%
LATE g'gh S@WS 11906 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 2.61% | 0.00% | 0.02%| 0.07% | 0.26%
ommoner
CLASSIC :
COW Status | 5606 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 4.07% | 0.00% | 0.06%| 0.06% | 0.45%
ommoner
Noble 0.05% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.31% | 0.00% | 0.00%]| 0.21% | 0.68%
TERMINAL | HIGhstatus | 0001 50106 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.51% | 0.00% | 0.04%| 0.05% | 0.15%
Commoner
CLASSIC -
OW SIS | 3900 | 0.17% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 3.95% | 0.00% | 0.04%| 0.04% | 0.62%
Commoner
Noble 0.02% | 0.01% | 0.00% | 0.02% | 6.54% | 0.00% | 0.05%]| 0.02% | 0.26%
EARLY g'gh S@WS 15706 | 0.00% | 0.02% | 0.00% | 2.26% | 0.00% | 0.36%| 0.00% | 0.10%
POSTCLASSIC|~0mmoner
Low status i i % % % i i % i
G 0.02% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.04% | 5.73% | 0.04% | 0.06%| 0.00% | 0.42%
ommoner
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Exotic luxury items, including those made of jade and greenstone, marine shedl, pyrit
and copper, were not differentially distributed among nobles. Instead, they were found in low
amounts across households of different status. This suggests that these were ocpanbeédx
materials, being available through the expansion of market exchange in the Biospeasd.
Marine shell was the mosbandant type of exotic luxury item, and the even distributions even
during the Late Classic period suggest that they were easily obtaihedcoimplete absence of
jade and greenstone from domestic contexts during the Late Classic perioststiggethes
items were restricted. However, the distribution of jade shifts during thaida Classic
period, with low amounts of jade and greenstone found among both nobles and commoners,
suggesting that these items were obtained through more open systems of excharae tlseic
expansion of interregional ‘mercantile’ activities. Although pyrite and aoppens did not
appear in Settlement Cluster C until the Early Postclassic period, their distribotass social
groups also provides evidence for unrestdcaccess of exotic luxury items in the Postclassic
period.

Utilitarian items made from exotic materials, including obsidian and basalt, had a
different pattern. Although both were recovered among commoner households, sggussti
exchange of thesd¢ems,obsidian was differentially distributed among commoner households
during the Late Classic and Terminal Classic period. | have suggested thaayhie mue to
select commoner households producing or recycling obsidian blades. However, this pattern
shifts during the Postclassic period, when nobles have the highest distribution of obsidian.
Basalt was very rare, and only found at a commoner household during the Early Rostclass
period. Like exotic luxury items, the distribution of utilitarian items made frooti@raterials

also suggests open forms of exchange, as well as suggesting an increase ipatjgartio



interregional exchange, as the distribution of obsidian increased in all groupg theiEarly
Postclassic period.

Unlike at Laguna de On and Caye Coco, where households became more reliant on
exotic utilitarian items such as obsidian blades in the Postclassic periodhdidasat Baking
Pot relied more on local and ntocal (Colha) chert during the Terminal Classic period, when
obsidian distributions declined. In spite of an increase in the distribution of obsidlan katly
Postclassic period, nobles actually became more reliant odocaln (Colha) chert, while
commoners continued using local chert at high levels. | sughstethe discrepancy between
the reliance on exotic utilitarian items at Laguna de On and Caye Coco in compaitiso
Baking Pot is the distance to the coast, as merchants likely made fewerstisigiag Pot.

In order to obtain exotic materialadiitems, households would have needed to produce
items from local resources to exchange for exotics. An examination of thetanvfantories of
households in Settlement Cluster C suggested three types-téJelaproduction, including the
production of slate items, cloth, and agricultural products. The distribution of slate items
suggested that slate ritual objects were produced at low levels from th€lassec through the
Early Postclassic period, increasing among commoner households in thad3astdin contrast,
cloth production, evident through the presence and distribution of spindle whorls waslyprimari
distributed among commoners during the Late Classic period, becoming moratasisadih
nobles in the Terminal Classic and Early Possitaperiods. The distribution of bifaces
suggests agricultural production, although we have to infer the types of products yHzavea
been grown.Of course, most agricultural products would have been too bulky for merchants to
carry, so more specific types such as cacao may have been preferred. Bifaces \deaertmsn

all social classes through time, suggesting that agricultural production wdespread activity.
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However, the high distribution of bifaces among low status commoners in tlyeFasttlassic

period suggests that some households may have increased agricultural @noductg this

time. Overall, the presence of local production items suggests that householdsaveay
expanded the production of local resources in order to exchange for exotic items. However, the
low proportions of some production items suggests that these items were likely pradioged a
levels, primarily for household use with surplus being used for exchange.

Exotic luxury and utilitarian items may have taken ospa&cial importance to some
households, which included these items as grave goods. One group, the high status commoner
household at the N6 group, appeared to have placed special importance on exotic materials,
including both marine shell ornaments and obsidian blades in burials. The inclusion of these
items was likely due to their value, as they would have been more rare than godulsegr
locally.

Finally, some patterns were identified between households that were abandoned by the
end of the Terminal Classic and participation in interregional exchange. Bafbsgihat were
abandoned, the M08 and M181 groups showed little participation in interregional exchange.
Neither group had any exotic luxury items in the Late Classic or TerminakiClgeriod.
Furthermore, the groups had few, if any, exotic utilitarian items, which prgent in low
frequencies in the domestic inventories of nearly every household. In both cases, thelti®use
that persisted into the Early Postclassic period hacereeal of lowlevel production of multiple
types of local resources, while those groups that were abandoned only had simpdanfty
production in the Terminal Classic period (with only bifaces present #&/and only spindle
whorls present at M81). A similar pattern was identified for the -8D group, with low

proportions of local production items; however, the difference between this group (which

141



persisted into the Early Postclassic period) and those that were abandonethesNMR80 group

had higher proportions of exotic and utilitarian items. This may suggest that hogsttadl

were able to participate in the expansion of interregional exchange by produdimqmentypes

of local resources and items to exchange for exotic materials may lespead, while those
households failing to adapt to the new economic order of the Postclassic period may have
faltered. For agricultural products, | do not suggest that merchants wespariéng maize or

other agricultural staples; however, it could be possible that households tradedocaoauic
goods. In conclusion, similar patterns of increasing access to exotic luxung weas identified

in Settlement Cluster C, although the pattern of increasing reliance on d@xpéigan items that
Massonnotes for the northern Belize sites was absent. This evidence, along with tlesdtsy

of local production items, suggests that the economic organization of householdseimesettl
Cluster C was not drastically altered, as households continued prgdiaeisame types of items.
However, increasing access to exotic luxury items among commoner houselaydsave
provided additional opportunities for these households in the reorganization of society in the

Postclassic period.
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6.0 EXPLORING THE POLIT ICAL FEASTING SCENARIO

The large amount of literature on feasting in Mesoamerica provides evidehd¢®shiag and
attending feasts was common practice in both ancient and modern times. Studee$/eya
area have supported this view, with evidence for feasts based on solidarity farehti#tion
throughout the Maya lowlands (Hendon 2003). Lasgale community feasting provides
mechanisms to foster social and political relationships, with hosts seeking tb faticavers,
create alliances, display wealth or status, generate social debt, and d#fertr@mselves from
competing elites (Hayden 2001). During times of social or political instabilitgtifiggactivity
may provide steadiness and create new forms of interaction and relationshipsetbat
previously restricted. The collapse of centralized rulership in the centraloatitesy Maya
lowlands would have led to new forms of interaction, especially in settlementsotiatued
from the Classic to Postclassic period.

LeCount (1996) suggts the largescale community feasts were important for the
changing social relationships during the Terminal Classic period betweerhbhisseutside of
the Xunantunich polity. Although the polity experienced a brief fluorescence duririgrtéjst
was shodived and populations rapidly declined outside of Xunantunich aftéy. /849.
LeCount argues that feasts were important among the highest status househaidsoatr&m,

bringing the community together to share special meals and promote cdsnmtggration.
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Evidence of feasting (Yaeger 2000; LeCount 2004) was present in the high dmtribbti
elaborate serving vessels, along with faunal remains among the highsihstaseholds living at
the large patio groups in San Lorenzo settlement.

This chapter explores whether the strategies used by noble households at Xunantunich,
focusing on largescale community feasts for community solidarity, may have taken place at
Baking Pot during the changing social and political conditions leading up to aodifalthe
collapse.To consider this scenarithe material remains of feasting, including serving vessels,
decorated vessels, and faunal remains, will be explored to consider whether noble households at

Baking Pot were hosting solidarity feasts following the collapse ofalezgd rulership.

6.1 EVIDENCE OF FEASTING IN SETTLEMENT CLUSTER C

Hayden (2001:340) discusses several different types of feasts, including solidaritis,feas
where prominent families sponsor feasts in a community for alliance buildithgostering
political support. These events cultivated relationships between householdsjbreddstr
resources, and often became a form of economic interdependence (Potter 2000). Yiagais li
evidence will be utilized to considédri$ scenario.

Hayden lists several archaeological signatures of feasting, predomibairty marked
proportionally by higher amounts of serving vessels, especially those thatldyedaigorated or

rare. Other evidence includes food remains in high amounts, the presence gl fgod,
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higher amounts of items associated with food preparation, and special food dispsak fea
among many other features (Hayden 20044} If feasting was an important aspect of social

life following the collaps®f centralizedrulership then materials associated with feasts should be
differentially found in noble households in Settlement Cluster C. For this analgasting
materials have been separated into two categories: 1) Serving vesseldinghcacorted
ceramics) that would have been used to hold and present food; and 2) Food preparation
materials, including cooking vessels and faunal remains, that would have been usedréo prepa

and consume meals.

6.1.1. Serving Vessels

Feasts involved the consumption of food and drink in high amounts among multiple households
within a community. Ceramic vessels would have been an integral part of a feastthfoine
presentation and preparation of food. Serving vessels (Figure 6.1 and 6.2) played both practica
and social roles in feasts, holding various types of food that would be consumetl aasinvene

visual display of status. Both plain and decorated serving vessels would have lkéor use
communal consumption promoting solidarity. Types of serving vessels include bowds, plat

and dishes to hold the various meals, along with vases to hold beverages such as cacao. The
consumption of special or restricted foods would have been an indication of high stétas of
sponsors of the feast. As cacao was highly valued in Maya society, the prdseasmsaovould

likely signify the high status or wealth of the hosts. The archaeologicaktetipes for

LeCount’'s political feasting model would include expect high amounts of servinglsvesse
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Figure 6.1 (Above): Decorated bowl from M-90.Figure 6.2(Below): Early Postclassic Augtine Red,
Paxcaman Red, and Topoxte Red dishfieet M-99.

14¢



Fili]
&0 (e TaTsTH
‘g * 5%
‘ B20%

] ‘ ' Coanficdemhcs
= [

% " $ o
30 * A tiuisiig

Lote Classic Teiminal Classic Earty Pastclassic

Serving Vessals

Figure 6.3 Proportions ofill serving vesselsncluding bowls, plates, dishes, and vaselative to total
sherds (serving vessels/total sherds) among noble, high status commoner, andsoveostatoner
households in the Late Classic, Terminal Classic, and Early Postclassitsperi

differentially distributed amonguoble households in the Late Classic, Teahi@lassic, and
Early Postclassic periods. Since feasts required surplus wealth to sgoobotargescale
community events, we would expect that only noble households would be able to host these

events.

Figure 6.3 shows that serving vessels were not differentially distrittngizeeen noble
and commoner households during the Late Classic period. In fact, we are less than 95%

confident that noble households and those of high status commoners used serving vessels any



differently during the Late Classiperiod. However, we can be more than 99% percent
confident that noble and high status commoner households have approximately 5% more serving
vessels than low status commoner households do in the Late Classic period. This thajgests
noble households were not differentially associated with serving vessels, pgowidin
indications that they were hosting largeale community feasts the Late Classic period and
that the distribution of serving vessels in this period was more related to sthtweaththan
feasting. During the Terminal Classic period this pattern shifts, with nobleeholds with
56.1% +2.9% (at the 99% confidence level) of serving vessels in relation to total .sherds
Therefore, we can be more than 99% confident that nobles havg 8%amore serving vessels
than commoner households during this time. This provides some indication-8¢atridy have
been hosting feasts beginning in the Terminal Classic period. These resultsdalate ifew
differences in the use of serving vesdeétween commoner households, with both high and low
status commoners using similar amounts of serving vessels. The same pattezndentified

for the Early Postclassic period, where we can be over 99% confident that noblessingre
about 10% more serving vessels than commoners, with 58.81%1% (at the 99% confidence
level) among nobles in comparison to 50.7&92.62% (at the 99% confidence level) among
high status commoners and 52.5%1.37% (at the 99% confidence level) among low status
commorers in the Early Postclassic period. Despite the differential disorbutf serving
vessels among nobles in the Early Postclassic period, we are less than 80% cowatidieete is

any difference in serving vessels between high and low status consnsunggesting that they

were using serving vessels for general domestic purposes.
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In sum, the distribution of serving vessels in the Late Classic period did not provide
evidence of largscale community feasting, as noble and commoner households wege usin
serving vessels at similar levels, although they do appear to be distributéationr® wealth
and/or status differences. Noble and high status commoner households were using ngre servi
vessels than commoner households, which would be expectewroial domestic activities
associated with food preparation and consumption among wealthier households. This pattern
changed during the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods, whigng sessels were
differentially distributed among nobles. The two changes in the distributiomwhgeessels
provide support for the hosting of community feasts in the noble household at Settlememt Clus
C: 1) the 8 to 10% increase in serving vessels among nobles in the Terminal Réaggicand
Early Posttassic period; and 2) the shift in differential use, with no major distinctions in ¢he us
of serving vessels between nobles and high status commoner households in theagsite ClI
period to being distributed primarily among nobles the Terminal Classi&artgl Postclassic
period. Since large numbers of serving vessels provide one of the best indicatiorstirng fea
due to the need for more vessels to feed larger numbers of people, this indicates ésavebl
more involved in serving and consumptiostiaties in the Terminal Classic and Early
Postclassic periods. In addition, we can be over 99% confident that serving aesseg nobles
increased from the Terminal Classic period (564 %92% at the 99% confidence level) to the
Early Postclassic ped (59.42%+ 1.11% at the 99% confidence level), indicating that the
intensity of activities associated with serving and food consumption among noblesset

slightly, although the strength of this difference is low.
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Figure 6.4 (Above). Polychraneceramics from M99. 6.5(Below): Polychrome ceramics from 0.
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Figure 6.6, Proportion of decorated sherds to total sherds (decorated sherds/total sherds)
between noble, high status commoner, and low status commoner house groups in the Late
Classic,Terminal Classic, and Early Postclassic periods.

6.1.1.1. Decorated Ceramics

Decorated ceramics (Figure 6.4 and 6.5) can provide information about public displays of
status and consumption that are often associated with status differentibtianwéth public
consumption of these materials in feasEeasts would have been prominent occasions where
hosting familiesbrought out food in fancy serving vesseds,we would expect that decorated
ceramics would be used for public events such as feasts, as these items would havedeen mor
labor intensive and would have required more specialized skill to produce than plainccerami
vessels. The display of decorated vessels would also serve as a faatu®fcempetition, as
noble households would display more elaborate types of vessels. This divisive competiti

would have been a form of horizontal differentiation, with noble households competing with
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other nobles to display their wealth by having fancier ceramics. In contragtaveompetition
betweenhouseholds may have been manifested in the types of rare ceramics or food present
among noble and commoner households. Decorations on ceramics vary in the Bldiye Va
including painting (bichrome orpolychrome),incising, molding, and appliqueéecoraions on
slipped vessels-or this analysis, all of these types of decoration techniques are indluded
distinguish decorated vessels from plain vessels. Although polychrome painted wessethe
most labotintensive and would be considered the masb@late form of decoration, the decline
in the production of polychrome ceramics following the end of centralized ruletgigests that

all forms of decoration should be included to account for changes in decoratiorgueshni
through time. Decorated vessels were found in seven of the eight (888 s& groups the
Late Classicin six of the eighthouse groups (75)@uring the Terminal Classic, andfime of

the six house groups (83%in the Early Postclassic periodlhis indicates that the dected
ceramics were widely distributed in all three periods, although they beame less available
in the Terminal Classic period, although this reversed during the followingdpdrecoming
nearly as widely distributed as in the Late Classic period.

Despite the widespread nature of decorated vessels between house groups, the
distribution of decorated vessels indicates that these ceramics were didtniburelation to
status through time (Figure 6.6). During the Late Classic period we can be oveoadent
that nobles had more decorated ceramics than commoners, with 2.2484% (at the 99%
confidence level), compared to high status commoner households with £ 7.3% decorated
ceramics (at the 99% confidence level) and low status commortbr® w6% + 0.46% (at the
99% confidence level). This suggests that decorated ceramics were ddfigrelstributed

among nobles, with lower levels among commoners. We are less than 80% confident that there
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were any differences between decoratedm@®among low and high status commoners in the
Late Classic period.

In the Terminal Classic period the distinction between nobles and commoners declined,
with the distribution of decorated sherds declining to 12%64% (at the 99% confidence
level) anong nobles in this period. We can be over 99% confident that nobles had more
decorated ceramics than commoners in the Terminal Classic, although the extérg of
difference declined from the Late Classic period, with nobles having only 0.64&cd®coated
sherds than commoners in the Terminal Classic period, whereas in the Laie pda®d this
difference was 1.49%. This declining distinction among the distribution of ded@atamics
continued during the Early Postclassic period, with a difference of only 0.13%¢drenobles
and commoners in this period, so we are only 80% confident that there is any diffarémee i
consumption of decorated ceramics between nobles and commoners, and the strémgth of
difference is low. This pattern is simil to that described by LeCount, where she describes
fewer distinctions in rare ceramics between households of different statuslingcmolded
carved ceramics.

Overall, the distribution of decorated ceramics provides some interestitegns, with a
decline in the distribution of decorated sherds between nobles and commoners filcatethe
Classic to the Early Postclassic periods. As we have evidence that seegsgjsvwere
increasingly associated with nobles in the Terminal Classic and Eatigld&sic periods (Figure
6.3), shrinking differentiation of decorated ceramics between nobles and commoner households
indicates that displays of status, through the public display of elaborate servielg,wess less

important in the Terminal Classic andrly Postclassic period. This pattern may have also have
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been linked to the decline of the production of polychrome ceramics, although other forms of
decoration, including incision, molding, and impression continued.

Largescale community feasts couldrse two different purposes: 1) fostering solidarity
and integration through the sharing of food and resources; and 2) status comettigh the
public display of items associated with wealth and status, including elaborateiceessels
The declinein the proportional distribution of decorated ceramics between nobles and
commoners during the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periogisstithat largecale

community feasts were more based on solidarity than status competition.

6.1.2. Food PPeparation Materials

6.1.2.1. Cooking Vessels

In contrast with serving vesseglshich are associated with the presentation and consumption of
food, cooking and storage vessels would have been integral for everyday food praparati
activitiesand for feastig. Ollas would have been used to cook food over a heavtiilg jars

would have been used &iore food and watefigure 6.7 illustrates that the proportions of
cooking vessels varied little between different types of householdacaoss time. In theate

Classic period, high status households had slightly more cooking vessels than noble and low
status households, although we are less than 80% confident in this difference. Thettmme pa

is identified in the Terminal Classic period and Early Postclassic periodsewittiistinctions in

the use of cooking vessels between noble and commoner households.
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Figure 6.7: Proportion of cooking vessels relative to total sherds (cooking vesse¢lstietds) among noble,
high status commoner, and low status commoner households in the Late Classic, Tdassiglahd Early
Postclassic periods.

Table 6-1: Ratios of serving vessels to cooking vessels among noble, high status commoner, and
low status commoner house groups in the Late Classic, Termilaalsic, and Early
Postclassic periods.

Late Terminal Early
Classic Classic Postclassic
Noble 1.49 1.58 1.60
High Status
Commoner 0.88 0.67 0.77
Low Status
Commoner 0.74 0.78 0.70
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Although the distribution of serving vessels provided some indications that noble
households were associated with higher amounts of serving vessels than commaield®us
in the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods, fewer distinctions disthibution of
cooking vessels suggests that cooking activitieg mo& have been any different between groups.
In fact, commoner households had slightly more cooking vessels than nobles
although we cannot be incredibly confident of any difference. However, if noble Huddse
were sponsoring largecale community feast we would also expect to see a higher ratio of
serving vessels in relation to cooking vessels, due to the need to serve food to larger oimbers
people. Table 6.1 shows the ratio of serving vessels among nobles and commoners, indicating
that nobles hadpproximately 1.5 serving vessels or more for every cooking vessel across time
periods, whereas commoner households had less than one serving vessel per cooking vessel
through time. An increase in serving vessels among nobles in the Terminal Glasdarly
Postclassic periods indicates that activities associated with the sefviagd, rather than the
cooking of food, increased among this group through time. While the ratio of serving vessels t
cooking vessels increased from 1.49% in noble households in the Late Classic to 1.58% during
the Terminal Classic and 1.60% during the Early Postclassic periodstithef reerving vessels
to cooking vessels declined or remained steady among commoners. The ratio ofvessahsg)
declined among high stat@g®@mmoners from 0.88% in the Late Classic period to 0.67% in the
Terminal Classic, and increasing to 0.77% in the Early Postclassic period atibhefrserving
vessels slightly increased from 0.74% in the Late Classic period to 0.78% in thedler
Classic period, declining in the Early Postclassic period to 0.70%. itlisates that activities
associated with serving food remained relatively steady or slightly ddcimong commoner

households in the Terminal Classic periods when these activities increased fa: ndhle
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provides additional support thaioble households were associated with more serving and
consumption than were commoner households in Settlement Clugteth€ Terminal Classic

and Early Postclassic periods.

6.2.2.2. Food remains

Feasts would have featured elaborate meals including rare, higher qaatitynore
laborintensive food along with proportionally higher quantities of food remains than in typical
domestic settings (Hayden 2001: 40). This would include the remains efstocated species,
including dog and turkey, along with preferred wild species such as lamenaia (including
deer) that provided more meat than smaller game. Faunal remains were the presrgft
food remains recovered from excavated contexts acbided animal remains, excluding
freshwater shell, which would have been an abundant protein resource given tlon lotati
Baking Pot along the Belize River. Since all house groups had freshwater séeit precluding
Pachichilius indorium, Pachichilugglaphyrus, and Nephronias species, these remains are
excluded from this analysis since these would likely be more associatedypiithl tmeals.
Vertebrate animal species recovered in excavations included mud and musk tundlei]I@r
white-tailed deer agouti and paca, parrotfish, dog, opossum, peccary, as well as broader
categories of bird, mammal, and reptile. Norbert Stanchly’s (2010) faunat&snialgicates that
deer, armadillo, and peccaries were the predominant source of protein, supplemented b
freshwater shell, turtle, bird, and dog. Faunal remains are expected to be aresegtnoble,

high, low status commoner households, as these remains were also part of the elietyday



Table 6-2. Vertebrate speciegcovered athe nobleM-99 haise grougrom Late Classic (LC),
Terminal Classic (TC), and Early Postclassic (EPC) contextsarge mammals and
domesticated species, including dog and turkey, are highlighted, as these spadie
provide more meat and higher amounts of protein thaall game.

Species LC | TC | EPC

Cervidaesp. -deer
Mazamasp. —brocket deer
Odocoileus virginianus- white-tailed deer X X
OrderArtiodactyla- ungulate
Canis familiaris- dog
Meleagrissp. - turkey
Mammalia- mammal X X
Agouti paca paca
Tayassisp. - peccary X
Dasyprocta punctate agoulti

Dasypus novemcinctusNine-banded armadillo
Dermatemys mawi Central American river turtle
Kinosternidae- mud/musk turtle
OrderTestdines- turtle X
Staurotypus triporcatusMexican musk turtle
Aves- bird

OrderSerpentes snake

Class unknown

XXX XX X XXX X X X X X | X

XXX | X
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Table 63. Vertebrateanimal remains recovered the high status commoner-80 house group
from Late Classic (LC), Terminal Classic (TC), and Early PostclassiC)EentextsLarge
mammals and domesticated species, including dog and turkey, are highlightedseas the
species would provide more meat and higher amounts of protein than small game.

Species LC | TC | EPC
Class Mammalia- unidentified mammal X
Dasypus novemcinctusNine-banded armadillo X
Staurotypus triporcatus Mexican musk turtle X
Unidentified bone X

Table 6-4. Vertebrateanimal remains recovered the high status commonbt-96 house group
from Late Classic (LC), Terminal Classic (TC), and Early PostclassiC)EentextsLarge
mammals and domesticated species, including dog and turkey, are highlightedseas the
species would provide more meat and higher amounts of pth&irsmall game.

Species LC TC EPC
Odocoileus virginianus- White-tailed deer X X
Class Mammalia- unidentified mammal X X X
Meleagrissp. — turkey X
Didelphissp. — opossum X
Family Agoutidae- agoutis and pacas X
Tayassusp. —peccay
Class Aves- unidentified bird
Family Kinosternidae- mud and musk turtles
Order Anura- frogs and toads
Unidentified bone

XXX XX

Table 6-5. Presence of species recoverethathigh status M-10Bouse groufirom Late Class
(LC) and Terminal Classic (TC) contexttarge mammals and domesticated species,
including dog and turkey, are highlighted, as these species would provide more meat and
higher amounts of protein than small game.

Species TC
Canis familiaris — Dog
Class Mammalia- unidentified mamma

Unidentified bone

I—
XX X0




Table 6-6. Presence of species recoverethatlow status MLOO house groufsom Late Classic
(LC), Terminal Classic (TC), and Early Postclassic (EPC) contéeisge mammals and
domesticated species, including dog and turkey, are highlighted, as these speglds
provide more meat and higher amounts of protein than small game.

Species LC | TC
Odocoileus virginianus- White-tailed deer
Class Mammalia- unidentified mammal
Dasypus novemcinctusNine-banded armadillo
Class Aves- unidentified bird
Family Kinosternidae- mud and musk turtles
Order Testudines tdrtles
Unidentified bone

m
o
@)

XXX XXX | X

Table 6-7. Presence of species recoveredhatlow status common@i-184 house grougrom
Late Classic (LC), Terminal Classic (TC), and Early Postclassic (EPQgxts. Large
mammals and domesticated species, including dog and turkey, are highlightedseas the
species would provide more meat and higher amounts of protein than small game.

Species LC | TC | EPC
Class Mammalia- unidentified mammal| X | X X
Agouti paca-Paca
Tayassisp. —peccary X
Unidentified bone X X
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Higher amounts of faunal remains in high status householdsalsayeflect status and wealth
differences. The presence of rare or exotic fauna may indicate that a householdvwaay h
prepared meals for special occasions, such as in comniewdtyfeasts.

An examination of the types of vertebrate animal remaliasl¢s 62 to 67) provides
information about typical diet among households. Vertebrate animal remains we@vereel
from Late Classic through Early Postclassic contexts, with 3 speciesyohala identified in
the Late Classic period, and four types ofnmaalsrecovered in Terminal Classic contexts,
including whitetailed deer Qdocoileus virginianus),Tayasu species, an@rder Testudines.
Early Postclassic contexts had the broadest variation, including 16 diffgoestdf animals in
addition to the unknown groupQverall, vertebrate faunal remains reveal several interesting
patterns. Vertebrate remains were found in both commoner and noble house groups from the
Late Classic to Early Postclassic periods. In general, this evidencestsugdarge amourof
the population had access to higirality protein sources during this time, suggesting that these
sources of protein were not restricted to the highest status households. Howeaesetize of
vertebrate animal remains among the lowest statuseholds, including M4 and M181,
indicates that there was differential distribution of high quality protein baseatmis.stAs these
groups had evidence of freshwater shell, it is likely that the lowest statushiotdss relied on
lower quality proteirsources.

Despite the widespread presence of high quality protein among house groupsrehtdiff
status, indicating that these types of food were a part of the typical diet @hlotiss through
time, the proportional distribution of faunal remains suggests differential conenngbtthese

remains. Figure 6.7 shows that faunal remains are not differentially distributdtbs in the
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Figure 6.7. Proportion of faunal remains (based on NISP) to total sherds among noble, high
status, and low status commoner house groups in the Late Classic, Terminal Gtab&tarly
Postclassic periods.

Late Classic period. Faunal remains were distributed at similar levels betwsea and low

status commoners in the Late Classic period, although we can be over 99% confidiweisthat
groups had nearly twice the amount of faunal remains than high status commoners ttdinis pa

is unexpected, as we would expect for faunal remains to be distributed alongiséstus the

Late Classic period. High status commoner households may have been focusing on lower
quality protein sources during this time. Overall, the distribution of faunalimend@es not
appear to be associated with status in the Late Classic period. Irertiméndl Classichis

pattern continues, although the distribution of faunal remains declines among el di/p
households. We can be confident that noble and low status commoner households consumed
higher amounts of vertebrate faunal remains, with 0.52834% (at the 99% confidence level)
among nobles and 0.50% 0.28% (at the 95% confidence level) among low status commoners

in the Terminal Classic, compared to 0.14%.10% (at the 99% confidence level). Despite this
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difference, the strength is low, suggesting that nobles, high status commaketsywastatus
commoners consumed similar amounts of faunal remains in the Terminal Clagsit. pe
Consumption of faunal remains shifts during the Early Postclassic period, wittoovéimes as
many faunal remains in noble households as in commoner households ®22%% at the
99% confidence level). We can be more than 99% confident that high status comateners
more faunal remains (0.86%0.10% at the 99% confidence level) than low status commoners
(0.62% = 0.22% at the 99% confidence level), although the strength of this difference is low.
Overall, the high distribution of faunal remains among nobles during the EarlyaRegtgeriod
marks the first time that faunal remains are associated with status in the threaiohe pe

This pattern has several implications for the political feasting model. Frseraing
vessels were differentially distributed among nobles in the Terminal ClasdicEary
Postclassic periods, suggesting the hosting of {acgée community feasts 8-99 in these
periods. Second, the distribution of decorated ceramics in high levels in noble contexts,
diminishes in scale in the later periods suggests that comnwidi¢yfeasts at M9 were likely
based on solidarity and integration rather than stadugpetition. Finally, high quality protein
sources from vertebrate animals were widely available across statustidissinior typical
meals; however, the distribution of faunal remains among households in the EarlgsBusts
differentially associed with nobles. This indicates that laigmale community feasts in the
Early Postclassic may have emphasized the sharing of food and resources mare ttiea

Terminal Classic period.
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6.2 FEASTING MATERIALS IN RITUAL AND NON-RITUAL DEPOSITS

The inclusion of items associated with feasts in ritual contexts, such als lamdacaches, can
provide an indication of if feasts centered on mortuary, dedication, termination, andgcachin
rituals. Serving vessels, including dishes and bowls, were included as gravergé6és of
primary burials and all caches in Settlement Cluster C. All of the vessels in bwaralplain,
suggesting that their importance was not to be seen, or they likely held foodthaicluded as
grave goods. As communityide feasts were likely held at the-88® group, an examination of
the burials is necessary to identify whether the feasts may have centereattoarynritual.
Three burials were recovered at9@, a child burial from Late Preclassic contexts, an adult
bural from Early Postclassic contexts, and a secondary (multiple individuaBl lalsio from
Early Postclassic contexts. Neither Postclassic burial featured any intact) s&ssels. In fact,
Burial 99N-1, a secondary multiple burial, was found in a small midden on the edge96aM
interspersed with broken ceramics and faunal remains. The inclusion of thisrbthi@midden
may suggest some involvement of mortuary rituals or ancestor veneration asit, f@ithough
this idea is tentative at best Bsstclassic burials are often found in middens oiplaifform.
The second Postclassic burial, Burial 9BEvas a primary burial into the side of38b. This
burial did not have any complete ceramic vessels, only the feet of two Augustine Iied diis
termination deposits were identified at99, however, a cache in-BBd in the Late Classic
period included several plain bowls arrangedtdybip, suggesting that food remains were
originally contained inside the vessels. These deposits provide some indicatiossriirag

vessels were included in ritual deposits; however, since no evidence fosdatgeeasting at
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M-99 was identified for the Late Classic period, it is unlikely that feastg Inave centered

around ritual associated with caches.

6.3 ABANDONMENT VERSUS CONTINUITY

An analysis of feasting materials among abandoned house groups, includiog &dhd M181,

was not necessary, as the political feasting scenario primarily focuseddenavior largecale
community feasts being hosted among nobles. This is due to the expensive nature of these
events, which commoner households likely would not have been able to afford. Théhefere,

IS no reason to believe thabsting communitywide feasts may have played a role in the

differencebetween households that continued and those that were abandoned.
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6.4 CONCLUSIONS

In LeCount’s political feasting scenario, she suggests that noble households in tendyrof

San Lorenzo, within the Xunantunich polity, hosted lssgale community feasts in the
Terminal Classic period in order to foster solidarity and community integratitmn a
politically tumultuous time. While nobles were using these feasts to comjtktetier nobles,

they also served to promote solidarity between nobles and commoners in the commiuesty. T
activities were restricted to the largest patio groups in the community aedwaeked by high
amounts of serving vessels and nearly exclusive presence of faunal renemur{t. 2001;
Robinet al.2010; Yaeger 2000a, 2000b). Yaeger and LeCount suggest that the residents of San
Lorenzo “came together to consume highly valued foods like venison in ceremonial meals,
which recognized the residents’ shared bonds and celebrated a shared comudemtity’ i
(Robin et al. 2010:328). This chapter focused on exploring the political feasting scenario for
Settlement Cluster C, seeking to understand if noble households at BakiagpBtoyed similar
political strategies to forge alliances with other households andr fostemunity solidarity
during and after the abandonment of the palace at Baking Pot. An analysis of the @raporti
distribution of materials associated with laigmale feasting activities (Table8), including
serving vessels, decorated ceramics, oapkessels, and faunal remains suggests that noble

households in Settlement Cluster C did not host large-
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Table 6-8: Distributions of materials associated with the Political Feasting Scenario in hailestatus commoner, and low status
commoner hoseholds in the Late Classic, Terminal Classic, and Early Postclassicsperiod

POLITICAL FEASTING SCENARIO

Servmg_ Decora}tegl Cookmg. Serw_ng. Faunal Remains :
STATUS vessels: ceramics: vessels: Cooking total sherds
PERIOD GROUP Total sherds | Total sherds| Total sherds| Vessels
Noble 49.32% 2.24% 7.82% 1.49 1.56%
High Satus
51.08% 0.73% 8.68% 0.88 0.73%
LATE CLASSIC CoTimaneEr () 0) 0) )
Low Status 45.37% 0.56% 7.48% 0.74 1.52%
Commoner
Noble 56.10% 1.20% 7.78% 1.57 0.52%
TERMINAL High Satus 47.68% 0.56% 8.13% 0.67 0.14%
CLASSIC Commoner
Low Status 48.08% 0.37% 7.54% 0.78 0.50%
Commoner
Noble 59.42% 0.87% 7.28% 1.6 4.22%
EARLY High Sttus 50.76% 0.72% 7.47% 0.77 0.86%
POSTCLASSIC | Commoner
Low Status 52.50% 0.47% 7.08% 0.7 0.62%
Commoner




scale feasts durg the Late Classic period, when political relationships between the estadblishe
noble households were stable. However, political instability during the Ter@lamsdic period,
when the rulers of Baking Pot abandoned the palace complex and the ceresmeialargely
fell into disuse, led to major changes in the social interaction between househabtitement
Cluster C, with the noble household at99 beginning to host larggcale community feasts.
The scale of feasting at 99 may have expandddom the Terminal Classic to the Early
Postclassic period as well, identified by an increase in the proportion of servasjsvasM99
from the Terminal Classic to Early Postclassic periods. This is further se@pnrthe presence
of middens containing large numbers of serving vessels and faunal remains a@%&y Whe
large patio at M99, coupled with the size of the house group and its prominent location on the
landscape would have made the group ideal for community activities. Sh9&eidlthe aly
house group classified as the residence of a noble household in Settlement ClustarrClaar
whether communitwide feasts were hosted exclusively by the noble household-@@ br
along with other noble households around Baking Pot. EvidérnheaxtunGroup (M-198) in
Settlement Cluster A revealed extensive Postclassic evidence (Awdatne 1999, 2000,
2005), including middens with large amounts of serving vessels. This suggestsshdare
scale community activities were likely $ted by multiple noble households throughout Baking
Pot.

The nature of social differentiation in these activities may have shifted as wbllaw
decline in the public display of decorated serving vessels among noble, highcstatmoner,
and low status commoner households through time. Distinctions in the indicators of status
differentiation declined across social groups, seen predominantly with the alechie in

decorated ceramics across groups through time, suggesting an increasaut headeholds to
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emphasize bonds of solidarity rather than differentiation. Activities assdciaith food
preparation, including cooking vessels, showed no distinctions between social gridupsigh

time. As there are no distinctions between cooking vessels among noble and commoner
households, it suggests that these groups were engaging in cooking activitiedaatesrels.

The ratio of serving vessels to cooking vessels suggests that noblesfieeeatdilly associated

with serving in comparison with cooking activities, providing additional evidence for thadnost

of largescale feasts at M?9.

Unlike at San Lorenzo where faunal remains were exclusively associated with noble
households and community feasts were focused on communal sharing of highly valued food, a
variety of vertebrate animal remains were identified in noble, high statusi\@oen, and low
status commoner households in Settlement Cluster C, although half of thetlewhstaseholds
had no vertebrate remains present in any time period. Faunal remains twdrenentially
distributed according to status among Late Classic households, with both nobles amahemsn
consuming higkguality protein sources. The level of consumption of faunal remains declined
among all groups during ¢hTerminal Classic period, with no distinctions in status, suggesting
that community feasts likely focused on the consumption ofpnotein based foods, such as
maize. During the Early Postclassic period this shifted, with a drastic iaciaashe
consumption of high quality protein exclusively at-8. This suggests that community feasts
emphasized the communal sharing of high quality protein sources during this time.

The inclusion of items associated with feasts in ritual contexts, such ass launth
caches, provides some indications that feasting may have centered on ynaitais. Two

burials dating to the Early Postclassic period were identified; neither ¢ thaials included



any complete serving vessels as grave goods. However, one Postulaisgdieovas found in a
small midden.

Overall, evidence from excavations in Settlement Cluster C supports thesdaltge
hosting of community feasts in the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassidspat M99, the
only noble house group in theramunity. As status distinctions were increasingly minimized
during these periods, community feasts were likely based on fosteringuwtyraolidarity,
creating alliances between households, and the redistribution of food and resoureeDirtext
of political decentralization. Thus, nobles at Baking Pot developed political stsatdalliance
building among the households of Settlement Cluster C following the e@Gths$ic forms of
rulership at Baking Pot at the end of the Classic period. Although the nature andoéxtent
participation by commoner households in communiie feasts in unknown, strategic
relationships between noble and commoner households would have been essential for the
continued survival of the community in the absence ofraknéd political rulership in the

transition into the Postclassic period.
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7.0 EXPLORING THE PAN -MESOAMERICAN SYMBOL HORIZON SCENARIO

PanrMesoamerican Symbols spread across Mesoamerica asasdhg Formative period, with
evidence thatleveloping elites throughout Mesoamerica used symbols such as abstract versions
of werejaguar,kancross signsand harpy eagle motianong others the Olmec area, Oaxaca,

and Maya lowlands during this time (Taube 1995). Evidence for these motiés bemn
identified from Middle Preclassic caches in the Belize Valley at the ceremonial cér@ahal

Pech, suggesting that emerging Maya rulers at the center used these megilsnicze power

and claim esoteric knowledge or associations (Cheetham 1990).

Evidence for PaiMesoamerican symbols were also frequent throughout the Classic
period, most notably Teotihuacatyle motifs such a3laloc imagery (Figure 7.1), the Great
Goddess, Netted Jaguar, and the Pulque God (Pasztory 1993) along with eevidenc
Teotihuacan influence in architectural stylaslyd-tablerg and artifacts (tripod vessels)
(Braswell 2004). The spread of Teotihuacan symbol horizons and materials cutuseema
widely contested among scholars, with disagreements between those who Fegtjastican

direct interactiorwith Classic Maya polities and those who emphasize strong cultural influences.
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Figure 7.1: Mural 1, Zone 3 at Teotihuacan, showing Tlalmagery(from Miller 1973: 68).

New forms of PartMesoamerican symbalorizons spread across Mesoamerica beginning
in the Terminal Classic period and extending into the Postclassic, in the forntifsf related to
the Cult of Quetzalcoatl (Ringlet al. 1998; Boone and Smith 2003). Although feathered
serpent imagery is widely present in the architectural styles in the Yucatag the Postclassic
period, evidence of these symbols on portable objects have been found across Postclassic
settlements, including in the Naco Valley of Honduras (Urban and Schortman 2010:186-192).

The use of PaMesoamerican symbol horizons by individuals or groups seeking to
legitimize or consolidate power would have been dependent on associationsgrinese and
contacts with interregional elites. Aimers (2004) suggests that PostclassidrelivesMaya

lowlands utilized PaiMesoamerican symbols associated with the CuQuétzalcoaths a form



of status differentiation and legitimation, claiming access to foreign knowleshgl elites
through the display of these motifs.

Although the scenario for the appropriation of Mé@soamerican symbols related to the
Cult of Quetzalcoatl was originally focused on the use of these motifs by, diites
reorganization of social hierarchies may have led to the use of foreign mptifisnibmoner
houséolds in the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods. Thereforehdpigercseeks
to explore which households at Baking Pot used-Nasoamerican symbols to differentiate
themselves from other households, and whether forms of Maya ideology changed in the
transition from the Classic period to the Postclassic peridd.understandf households at
Baking Pot were engaging in these processes of social reorganizatidhexamine: 1) the
proportional distributions of Padesoamerican symbols, algpmvith local Maya symbols; 2) the
forms of media that these symbols were displayed on, to identify if diffgqees bf media were
used for different purposes; 3) disposal patterns for items with symbols to evahashenmthese
materials were given spial ideological importance, being used in ritual deposits such as burials
and caches; and 4) shifts in burial patterns to other types of changes in ideolsjemissat

Baking Pot.
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7.1. EVIDENCE FOR CLASSIC AND POSTCLASSIC PAN-MESOAMERICAN SYMBOL HORIZON
SCENARIO

7.11. PostclassidcPan-Mesoamerican Symbols

Boone and Smith (200B87) define the'Postclassic International Style” as being characterized
by stockier proportions, stiff lines and naturalistic depictions, with more georpatterning.
Within this style, they identify the “Early Postclassic International ByinSet” at sites along
coastal trade routes, indicating that ceramic vessels decorated with thigréganowere part of
broadening patterns of maritime trade in the Postclassic period. The symtmblseea part of
the Cult ofQuetzalcoatl which spread across Mesoamerica beginning in the Terminal Classic
period and extending into the Postclassic and included feathered serpents alongpviitt ste
motifs (Figure 7.2), as the major markers of this style system.

Excavations in Settlement Cluster C recovered no-NPespamerican iconography,
neither Classic Teotihuacatyle Tlaloc imagery nor PostclassfQuetzalcoatfeathereeserpent
motifs. Therefore, it does not seem that households at Baking Pot were using ithiecks sy
claim affiliations of interregional elites, or for status differentiation and legittniza As these
symbols were found in excavations in ceremonial centers in the Belize VAliegrs’
suggestion that it was the elites who were actively engaging inM&mmamerican symbol

horizons may be accurate, but not applicable at the domestic level. Despite theTlatdcof
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Figure 7.2: Examples of stefret and featheregerpent motifs associated with Postclassic
“Internationalized” symbol horizons associated with the Cult of Quetzal@gtire 24.5 from Boone
and Smith 2003)

imagery, Awe and Helmke (2009) note the presenddadbcimagery incaves in western Belize

at the end of the Classperiod, suggesting continuing influence. However, no evidence that
supports the idea that households at Baking Pot were using these motifs. Despitk tie la
PanMesoamerican symbols and motifs in grgriod in Settlement Cluster C, households were

using local (Maya) symbols.
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Figure 7.3: Late Classic bowl with abstract Maya design fror®M

Figure 7.4: Shell ornaments featuring carved flower symbols.
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7.1.1. Distribution of Maya Symbols
Maya symbols and motifs are sometimes found on ceramic vessels and other medea7(Bigur

and 7.4). Painted motifs often take the form of geometric or abstract designs; heyelmis

and writing are sometimes part of decoration. One of the most comsigns in Maya
iconography is th&’in sign, which represents the sun, as well as standing for the sign for “day”.
For this research, | have included painted symbols (including geometricachband formal
symbols) on ceramics, as well as symbols carveth various media from excavations in
Settlement Cluster C.

Maya symbols were not widespread across Settlement Cluster C, asvamyof¢he 22
(32% = 13% at the 80% confidence level) house groups from the Late Classic to Early
Postclassic period daany Maya symbols present. This suggests that a minority of households
used materials with painted ceramics with this iconography. An examinatidre afifferent
types of households reveals that use of Maya symbols was not restricted ataadilses as
two of the three households in the Late Classic period with these motifs were casmartbe
Terminal Classic period one of the three households were commoners, while in lthe Ear
Postclassic period only the noble household had any evidence of Maya symbols.

Figure 7.5 illustrates the proportional distribution of Maya symbols betwemmpgr
suggesting that we can be over 99% confident that nobles used more matihialdaya
symbols in the Late Classic period, but the strength of the differeitlteommoners is low. In
fact, the proportion of materials with Maya symbols is very low in every peuggesting that

all groups used very low amounts of these materials. During the TermisaldQlze difference

in the distribution of Maya symbols declined between all groups, although we tdoe siiter
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Figure 7.5 Proportional distribution of Maya symbols relative to total sherds (ceramticdMaya
symbols/total sherds) among nobles, high status commoners, and low status commortemens€luster
C.

99% confident that nobles had about 0.2% more than commoner households. Only the noble
household had evidence of Maya symbols during the Early Postclassic period,isgdbasthe

use of Maya symbols declined after the Classic period. These motifsdtxsmwidespread in
Settlement Cluster C and were used in very low amounts by nobles. In sum, Maypéssyare

not widespread across Settlement Cluster C from the Late Classic to &stdiaBsic, becoming

more rare in the Postdsic period. The proportional distribution suggests that they were used in
very low levels, between both nobles and commoners, although nobles had slightly higher

amounts of Maya symbols.
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7.12. Use of Symbols on Various Media

Symbols are visual bgature and objects carrying these motifs may be differentiated based on
the type of media on which symbols are displayed. Some types of media, such asscenami
have been highly visual in public displays of consumption, such as community feastanailin
family based gatherings. In contrast, other types of media may have dmmogically
important, containing other significance. Tabi& 8hows the percentage of Maya symbols on
different types of media, including shell, stone, and bone items, along with thatpefrcke
artifacts with Maya symbols across media types that were included in rpasits. Overall,
symbols were primarily included on ceramic vessels, with over 90% of objects vayla M
symbols on this form of media. Among the ceramics with Maya symbols, only 4.7t sest
in ritual deposits, suggesting that the use of ceramic vessels with Maya syvabdikely used
for in rather than for use in ritual practices. In contrast, while symbolkahanly comprised
fewer than 1@ of total items with Maya symbols, all of the shell items with Maya symbols were
included in ritual deposits, such as burials. This suggests that shell, as a medigaovtst in
ritual contexts.

Two carved shell ornaments were carved into starftoshapes and included in Burial
96-2 at Late Classic M6 (Figure 7.3). The inclusion of shell in the burial may have had
ideological importance, aReilly (1989) suggests that shell, along with fish, sharks, and
amphibians, symbolized the return to thatery underworld realm in Mesoamerica. The four
petal flower symbol may have represented sacrificial offerings in Mesmam@iller and

Taube 1997:88-89), providing additional associations with death.
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Table 7-1: Percentage dll items withMaya synbols and motifs on different types of media and percentages
of items with symbols that were used in ritual deposits.

MEDIA % Material % Ritual
Ceramic 90.48% 4.76%
Shell 9.52% 100.00%
Stone 0.00% 0.00%
Bone 0.00% 0.00%

In sum, Maya symbols were primarily found on ceramic vessels, with only a small
percentage of items with these motifs were made of other media types. Hoheselitédms on
shell were included primarily in ritual deposits, suggesting that the type & mey have been
just as synbolically important as the symbol itself. To explore how households were using
Maya symbols, and examination of the disposal patterns of these materal®iscin the next

section.

7.1.3. Disposal Patterns of Materials with lconography

Although Ran-Mesoamerican motifs were entirely absent among noble and commoner
households, the distribution of Maya iconography indicated that noble and commoner
households used it in low levels. As items with iconography were rare aassgoups and
time perods, these materials would have been valued for their symbolic attributes and may hav

played an important role in communal activities and ritual practice. Therefossamination
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of the disposal patterns of these items may provide additional informaliout the way that
people were using these motifs. In particular, highly valued items may becompaatairhpart

of ritual practice, as part of caching rituals or mortuary rites. In &sitthese materials may
have been used to display statuset#ghces during large gatherings such as feasts. The disposal
of these materials was identified in various contexts: middens, fill, cachéslspand other
deposits.

Table 72 shows the distribution of materials with Maya symbols and motifs in the
various contexts that they were recovered. Although there are few of thesestbemespatterns
can be identified in disposal patterns. Middens provide evidence of high levels omgbias,
often associated with largeale feasts. Material for consttion fill of buildings was often
taken from existing middens at the time of construction (Maeteal. 1983:363), suggesting that
they may provide indications of earlier consumption. During the Late Classidpevier 75%
of artifacts with Maya symbolwere disposed in midden or fill contexts, suggesting that these
materials may have been used primarily for use in public displays of statowevet, the
remaining 25% of items were used in ritual practices, including caches and burats.ofB
these ases suggests relatively high status households, with the noble househe@ atsMg a
ceramic vessel with a local Maya geometric motif for a cache and the high ctatosoner
household at M-96 including two carved shell symbols in a Late Classic burial.

During the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods, items with Mayj@oksyand
motifs were recovered exclusively from middens and construction fill, suggesiat these
materials continued to be used in domestic and public conédtttsudn their role in ritual may

have declined. Maya symbols may have been used as a form of shared identity as well
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Table 7-2: Disposal patterns for materials with Maya iconography, showing the pegeeoit
items with motifs among house groups, relatio all materials with Maya motifs in midden,
fill, cache, burial, and other contexts.

Midden Fill Cache Burial Other
PERIOD STATUS # % % # | % % # | %
Noble 5 | 62.5% 25.0% | 1 |12.5% 0.00% | 0 |0.00%
':;g:‘::::: 0 | 0.0% 60.0% | 0 | 0.0% 33.33% | 0 | 0.00%
Late
Classic tz:‘:::‘:i 0 | 0.0% 00% | 0 | 0.0% 0.00% | O | 0.00%
5 1 0
38.5% 38.5% 7.7% 15.38% 0.00%
Noble 4 | 100.0% 00% | 0 | 0.0% 000% | 0 |0.00%
':;g:jit:;z: 0 | 0.0% 100.0% | 0 | 0.0% 0.00% | 0 |0.00%
Terminal
Classic ézm:::;‘; 0 | 0.0% 100.0% | 0 | 0.0% 0.00% | 0 |0.00%
4 0 0
57.1% 42.9% 0.0% 0.00% 0.00%
Noble 1 | 100.0% 00% | 0 | 0.0% 0.00% | 0 | 0.00%
'&';gn'::qt:::: 0 | 0.0% 00% | 0 | 0.0% 0.00% | 0 |0.00%
Early
Postclassic (L:z"n‘:::s:z 0 | 0.0% 00% | 0 | 0.0% 000% | 0 | 0.00%
1 0 0
100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.00% 0.00%




Overall, 57% of the items with Maya symbols in the Terminal and Early Postgl@seds were
in the noblehouse group. If this household were hosting lagge community feasts, as
suggested in Chapter 5, this would suggest a continuing strong role of theslsné&ter

creating community identity and solidarity.

7.2 BURIALS

Although burial patterns are not directly linked to the use of local ciME®american symbols
for status differentiation, changes in burial patterns can be relatedaebshifts in ideological
practice through time. In the previous section | suggested that househSktiement Cluster
C were primarily using local Maya symbols to for public display, possibly riogten shared
sense of identity through the display of items with these motifs in public gathealogg with
making grave goods carved into Maya symbols for mortuary rituals. Therdferase of Pan
Mesoamerican symbols and motifs can be linked to broader patterns of ritualepradthough
households did not shift to using foreign symbols following the collapse of rulershikisigB
Pot, the distribtion of Maya symbols did decline in the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic
periods. This may suggest that a shared sense of local identity waspestant after the Late
and Terminal Classic periods, or that households rejected ideological sgstumted with the
institution of Classic Maya rulership. This raises several questions, includiethev other
types of ideological systems persisted among the community of Settlement ClusteknC

examination of changes in burial patterns may provide some indications of whether local
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ideological systems shifted following the abandonment of the palace at Bakinigp Bte
Terminal Classic period.

Burial patterns in the Maya lowlands were fairly regular, with burials edebeneath
house floors in domestic contexts (Welsh 1988). This burial pattern is often linked teesociet
with social systems based on lineage for descent (Plunket 2002:9) and tied iwepratt
ancestor veneration (Gillespie 2000; McAnany 1995). Burial patterns, including amyortu
architecture, skeletal remains, position and orientations, as well as goods, gare
representative of one major htgcle event, death. Examining burial patterns also provides
another means to understand changes in ideological practice throegh tim

Burials were recovered from the house group excavations in Settlement Clusiién C
11 burials identified. One additional multiple burial, Burial 112 and 1121-2, was recovered
from vertical excavations in the tgst excavation stage of researcThis burial was included
with the burials from the horizontal excavations in Settlement Cluster C for catimpa
purposes, despite {112 not being affiliated with any of the eight house groups included in the
excavation sample. In addition, the blgieecovered in Settlement Cluster C are compared to
other burials from Baking Pot to better understand broad changes in burial phttengh time.
Osteological analysis of the burials from Settlement Cluster C was conducted Jennifer
Piehl (Tulane University) and Anna Novotny (Arizona State University). The exammaff
changes in burial patterns focuses on several attributes of burials, montclatgcture, and
grave goods, including burial type (primary, secondary, multiple), burial posixtended,
flexed, semiflexed, seated), body orientation (prone, supine), directional orientation (north,
south, east, west), burial construction (simple burial, pit, cist, crypt, tomb), boeé&ldn (in

platform, offplatform, no architecture), drtectural orientation (central axis, center of mound,
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northwest end of platform, etc.), and associated grave goods. A summary of dsehuagls

is included in Appendix B.

7.2.1. Burial Patterns through Time

Overall, some changes in burial patterns from the Classic to Postclagsts @e present. The
general burial pattern in the Classic period is that of adult burials in téedex] position, prone,
and with the body oriented with the head to the south (TaBle Most of these burials were
interred in simple or lined pits rather than having formal mortuary architecimd all were
located beneath house floors within the domestic structures. In the Postpkssd; this
appears to shift, with adult burials being interred along the siledomestic platforms,
sometimes in midden deposits, and in flexed and-flexed positions. Diane Chas&982
found a similar pattern of flexed burials in “pits dug into constructions” in the Bssiclperiod
at Santa Rita in northern Belize. Masgd999) similarly describes Postclassic burials as being
located in midden deposits and with no grave goods. Overall, a major shift in burialgpedie
be seen, with new burial practices present in the Early Postclassic periodeam&atiCluster C.

Despite this pattern, the sample of burials from Settlement Cluster C is low
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Table 73. Burials in Settlement Cluster C through time. Column abbreviations are as follows:Mdle, F = Female, | =
Indeterminate Sex, Ch = Child, Ad = Adult, Pr = Primary, Sc = Secondary, MuliltipM burial, Ext = Extended position, FIx =
Flexed position, Sd = Seated position, HS = Head to the South, HN = Head to the North, Simpe=h8iraplPit = Outlinedip
burial, cst = Cist burial, Cpt = Crypt burial, Tn¥Tomb burial, CeV = Ceramic vessels, Ce = Other ceramics, ChE = Chert
eccentrics, Ch = other chert, ObB = Obsidian blade, Ob = other obsidian, JdO = Jadentprddrre Other jade, Gs Clt =
Greenstone celt, Ms = Marine shell, Ls = Limestone, Gr = grgniteling stone, Cb = Carved bone, Fa = Faunal remains. Row
abbreviations are: LPC = Late Preclassic, EC = Early Classic, LC = lagsi€; TC = Terminal Classic, EPC = Early Postatass
All time periods are followed by the status group designation of the house groups.

M F| 1 | Ch| Ad | Pr|Sc| Mult | Ext | FIx | Sd | HS | HN | simp | Pit | Cst | Cpt | Tmb | CeV | Ce | ChE Ch ObB Ob | JdO | Jd (GIIS'; Ms [ Ls | Gr | cb | fa
LPC X | X X X X X
EC X X X X X X X X X X X X X
LC X | X] X X | X X X X X X X X X X | X X | X
TC X | X X | X X X X X X
EPC X X X X X X X X X X
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and only includes domestiowgtexts, making identifying major shifts in burial patterns at Baking
Pot over time difficult. In addition, it is unclear whether there were any otlerm=ain the
burials at Baking Pot that may have changed leading into the Postclassit pehe fdlowing
sectionuses a multdimensional scaling of burials from public contexts in the ceremonial center
along with the burials in domestic contexts in Settlement Cluster C to identify dvatarc

changes in burial practice among all segments of sodi&sgkang Pot.

7.2.1.2. Multi-dimensional Scaling of Burials at Baking Pot

A multi-dimensional scaling analysis of burials from all contexts at Baking Pot was
conducted in order to identify similarities between burials, as well as identifg shtheburial
patterns through time. Similarities between burials in Settlement Cluster C andrtmosinéd
ceremonial center were calculated using the SIMS program, written by RabBreinan, to
calculate Gower’s similarity coefficient (Gower 1971) for mixediable sets of data. The muilti
dimensional scaling analysis used a similar system of categorization for rthbles as the
previous section, including age (child, adult), sex (male, female, indetermibat&l type
(primary, secondary), orientatiaf head (north, south, east, west, N/A), mortuary architecture
(pit, cist, crypt, tomb), location of burial (in structure,-sffucture), position (supine, prone,
other), and number of grave goods (ceramic vessels, other ceramicgcceettics, othechert
artifacts, jade ornaments, other jade artifacts, perishable materials, slaefieots, other shell
artifacts, ground stone tools, obsidian blades, other obsidian artifacts, greeri#esg amd

other greenstone artifacts). Similarities betweamlsiwere plotted in 1 to 5 dimensions, and
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Figure 7.6: Declining stress for dimensions 1 to 5.

18¢




Low Burial High Burial
Investment Investment

Public Burials

DIM(2)

Classic
Burials

[ —

Postclassic
/ Burials

DIM(1)

Domestic Burials

Figure 7.7:Multidimensional scaling for similarities between burials in Settlement Clusted @ha Baking
Pot ceremonial center in dim&ons 1 and 2.
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the declining stress for each dimension (Figure 7.6) indicates thatdimeeRsional analysis
provides a good measure of similarity.

Figure 7.7 shows the results of the mdithensional scaling, with a distinction between
public and domestic locations for burials in the upper and lower clusters. Both oftbeps
can be further divided based on burial investment, with those with few grave goodsl{gene
less than 2) and low investment in mortuary architecture on the left and thatsx graounts of
grave goods and higher investment in mortuary architecture on the right. One futihetials
can be identified in the figure, with Postclassic burials skewed downward, \shigfferentiated
from Classic period burials above.

This analysis shows wealth and status differences between commoners and éites. T
most elaborate burials, on the right of the graph, are not incredibly differeredretayals and
nobles, with the commonality of being buried in prominent locations. In addition to the vas
differentiation in similarity between commoner and elite burials, additional distisctan be
identified in terms of burial investment, including the number and types of grave goodd|
as masonry mortuary architecture. For example, Burid! (&roup |, Structure E, Burial 1) was
one of the most elaborate burials ever excavated at the site, with a maléuialdinterred in a
tomb in the eastern triadic structure of Group A, with jade ornaments and clestriescamong
other gave goods. Burial IB (Group I, Structure B, Burial 1) was similarly elaborate, with
polychrome ceramic vessels. Within the commoner group, Burial Ek2ws upward and right
due to the rich grave goods, as well as the high investment in mortuargetrgigitin the form
of a cist burial. The variability in burials, particularly in the form of dunaestment, provides
some indication that the residents of Baking Pot distinguished status and weatls &uthe

left side of the graph included less than 2 grave goods, while those on the right had more than



two goods present. It must be noted that nearly all of the burials on threrde$iecondary
burials, with disarticulated human remains and largely lacking grave goodsy an@tuary
architecture All of these burials were likely interred as offerings, with burials if19@
including a decapitated cranium, and an infant, likely representing satr¥ictims. In
contrast, Burial 209 and 99N1 were secondary burials that did not appear tealgefices, but
were likely interred as offerings. The exception to this is Buriad, 9%hich is a primary burial
within the domestic platform of M6. This burial was female and was interred in a seated
position, with only a mano for a grave good andmuartuary architecture.

The temporal distinction can also be identified within the commoner group. |aBs&gic
burials, such as Burials 99Eand 1011, were buried with more than 3 grave goods, but in an
atypical burial pattern, being flexed and oriented with head to the north rather thanstuth.
They both had some investment in mortuary architecture, being in lined pits. dastoBurial
99N-1 is also found in this group, and was located on the left side of the graph as it was a
secondary bl lacking any grave goods or mortuary architecture.

Overall, the indications of the multidimensional scaling analysis revealedctmtis in
status, wealth, and temporal burial patterns. This shows major differencemsnaestatus,
with two distinct groups present. It also indicates a great deal of variatilom wach of these
groups, with differing amounts of grave goods and architecture between buriadally, F
temporal distinction, mainly in the form of burial orientation, includingnges from Classic
period patterns of extended burials with the head oriented to the south, while Podbciaakic
patterns were primarily flexed burials with the head oriented to the north anedoafkt

platform.
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7.3 ABANDONMENT VERSUS CONTINUITY

In the previous sections | have suggestedrbkdher elite nocommoner householdssed Pan
Mesoamerican symbols and motifs as a form of status differentiation. Hoviibrgroups
included small amounts of materials decorated with Maya iconography. Althoughajbsty
of these items were on ceramic vessels, a small amount was carved into shdlthédeatems
were included as grave goods in Buriat®th the Late Classic period at groupdd. However,
the majority of items featuring Maya icography were disposed of in middens, construction fill,
or left onfloor, suggesting roles associated with display rather than more idsadlggi
significant importance. Finally, the distribution of materials with Maya icapgr declined,
suggestinghat these symbols may have been less important to a shared sense of identity and
ideology.

An examination of other forms of ideology, such as mortuary patterns, reé\katehere
were major changes in ritual practice. However, burials with similar changé®aPostclassic
settlements suggest that like the decline of Maya iconography, changes Irphtieens were
linked to local rather than foreign influences. An examination of the ditfereivities related
to the use of iconography and changing burial patterns provides the opportunity tstanmdler
why some households were abandoned by the end of the Terminal Classic period, andevhy som

persisted.



7.3.1. The M108and M-181Groups

The M108 house group is classified as the residenca dfigh status commoner
household. This group, along with the low status commoner house groupl@ft,Mvas
abandoned prior to the Early Postclassic period. As none of the house groups in Settlement
Cluster C had any evidence of Pdesoamerican symboknd motifs, | don’t expect that this
may have played a role in the early abandonment-a@DBland M181. However, unlike other
groups, which have low amounts of Maya iconography, neither group has any iconaggaphy
well. Given that these groups represent both high and low status commoners, as heatll as t
other commoner households had evidence of Maya iconography, this may have plagstiaat
small role in the early abandonment of these groups.

An examination of burial patterns between groups algmests that the M08 and M
181 groups did not participate in the widespread practice of burial within house floors and
ancestor veneration. In addition, both of these groups were settled in the Laie pia®d,
rather than in the Late PreclassicEarly Classic periods. Overall, this suggests that neither
group placed a strong emphasis on ancestors, ties to land, or a shared sensigyofAtthough
other commoner households were established only during the Late Classic pesedjrthgs
included low amounts of iconography, while nearly all of the other commoner households
included at least one burial (with the exception of th®@Wgroup which was founded in the Late
Preclassic period). All of these factors may have contributed to lead to lthakeEardonment of

the M-108 and M181 groups.
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7.4CONCLUSIONS

Evidence for the use of Pdesoamerican symbols for status differentiation and legitimization
through associations of interregional elites was not identified in Settlemem¢rGlusAlthough
the Classic period symbol horizon associated with Teotihuacan was widkfm@aghout the
Maya lowlands during the Classic period, including Teotihuacan style (and produdad)sain
royal tombs,talud-tablero styles in public architecturemagery of figures in Teotihuacan
costume, and written texts describing visitors from the expansive polityswBHa2004),
evidence of the appropriation of Teotihuacan symbol horizons by noble and commoner
households at Baking Pot was not identifiedimifarly, no evidence was identified for the
appropriation of symbols and motifs associated with the CulDudtzalcoatl which spread
throughout Mesoamerica in the Terminal Classic period and into the Postclaisxic pe

Instead, both noble and commoner households displayed local forms of iconography,
featuring Maya style geometric and abstract motifs, hieroglyphic writind, symbols. The
distribution of Maya symbols and motifs comprised low amounts of the domestic inesrdbri
both commoner and noble households, although nobles had slightly higher amounts of items with
Maya motifs. The distribution of these items also declined through time, beingudesdrionly
among nobles in the Early Postclassic. Although this is likely due to the declitiee i
production of elite paraphernalia that was associated with rulership in thsicCpesiod,
including polychrome ceramics, motifs on other media declined as well. This magtendi

shift in Maya identity and ideology, moving away from the symbalsd practices
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Table 7-4: Distributions of materials (relative to total sherds) associated with the Pan
Mesoamerican Symbol Horizon scenario in noble, high status commoner, and low status
commoner households in the Late Classic, Terminal Classic, andAestilassic periods.

PAN-MESOAMERICAN SYMBOL HORIZON SCENARIO
Pan-
STATUS Logalnglt\)/l(;)s/a) Mesoamerican
PERIOD GROUP y Symbols
Noble 0.39% 0.00%
High status 0 0
LATE CLASSIC T TaET 0.12% 0.00%
(":O"" SEilE 0.00% 0.00%
ommoner
Noble 0.21% 0.00%
TERMINAL High status
Low status 0.04% 0.04%
Commoner
Noble 0.01% 0.00%
EARLY High status
POSTCLASSIC | Commoner 0.00% 0.00%
('-:OW Sl 0.00% 0.00%
ommoner
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associated with Classic Maya society.

The majority of Maya symhbe were on ceramic vessels, which would have facilitated the
display of these elaborate items to other households during public events suchiag. feast
However, Maya symbols on shell appear to be primarily used in burial contexts, adding an
additional dimension of ideological meaning due to the significance of maringabely with
the carved symbols). Although disposal patterns were highly shaped by tlessgioof
reconstruction and abandonment of house groups, some patterns could be idenfified. |
particular, materials with Maya symbols and motifs were only used in ritualitkedasing the
Late Classic period. Again, this declining use of local motifs may suggesttansthatcal
ideology, although not necessary the adoption of foreign idealogystems.

In order to understand other aspects of ideological change, burial patteensxamined
within Settlement Cluster C, along with between this area and burials in the cedleraater of
Baking Pot. An initial examination of burial pattetmstween the Classic period and Postclassic
period suggests that some aspects of mortuary practice remaineddwtth (aoth males and
females) buried in primary burials. However, some changes in orientatiomhoeatd position
were noted. Thesedluded a shift towards offlatform burials and those oriented to the north.
Although no Postclassic burials have been identified in the ceremonial ,cantewultt
dimensional scaling of domestic and public burials sought to identify similaritiesedm@tw
burials, aiming to see if the distinctions in the Postclassic burials were amgmlifteat other
distinctions in burial patterns at Baking Pot. The results of the -giginsional scaling
showed that burials in both public and domestic contests related to the elabordiigralst

including mortuary architecture and grave goods. Additionally, the Postctimsiestic burials
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were slightly differentiated from Classic domestic burials, suggestinght@aurial patterns in
the Postclassic period wesenilar to other domestic burials, but had major differences.

Overall, this suggests that like the use of items and materials with Maya symbols and
motifs, suggesting a shift in ideologies associated with Classic Mayaysdarerheld mortuary
traditions were altered. However, no evidence suggests that this change was due to foreign
influence, as burial patterns among nearby settlements, including Santa RuzalCand

Tayasal, show similar patterns with the Baking Pot Postclassic burials.
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8.0 OCIAL REORGANIZATION AND HOUSEHOLD ADAPTATION IN THE AFTERMATH OF
COLLAPSE AT BAKING POT

This dissertation explores the political, economic, and ideological s&ated household
adaptation in the processes of political decentralization and sodighnéation in a community

at Baking Pot, Belize. Baking Pot is a medigimed center located along the Belize River in
western Belize. The continued occupation of Settlement Cluster C, directlyofedlse
ceremonial center, into the Early Postclasgidqa is notable, as most settlements in the Belize
Valley were abandoned by the end of the Terminal Classic period, demaogstinat resilience

of households at Baking Pot. This provided the opportunity to understand the adaptations to
political decentalization at the household and community level, focusing on changing stsategie
associated with mercantile exchange, lasgale community feasting, and displays of local
versus PaiMesoamerican iconography in the Late Classic, Terminal Classic, and Early
Postclassic periods. The results of this study provide important information faistamdieng

the varied responses between social groups for maintaining and integrating cbesnasiwell

as how new mechanisms of social differentiation and reorganization of economicalaitid
ideological institutions were crafted by the community following the collapsesifratized

rulership.
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8.1 DEMOGRAPHY AND CONSTRUCTION

A rapid expansion in the population and construction in both the civic and tlosesors at
Baking Pot occurred at the end of the Late Classic period. Population reagheakitst 3,047
people living within 9 kA of the ceremonial center. Population peaked in Settlement Cluster C
as well, with an estimated 39geople living wihin the community (within 1 kA). Several
groups, such as the-BB, M-90, and M184 groups had already been established during the Late
Preclassic and Early Classic periods. However, the demographic expansierLatelClassic
included the establishmemtf the M94, M-96, M-100, M-108, and M181 groups within
Settlement Cluster C. All of these groups featured a broad diversatglutecture and material
remains, showing broad variability in households during the Late Classic period. The
establishmenbdf some house groups, including thel@8 group, in less ideal locations on the
landscape suggests that newly established households may have been forced tartholteise
in areas that were less suitable (due to flooding) and still available. Tesdtand ancestors
were emphasized in this period, particularly ab®] shown through the internment of multiple
burials.

Construction and occupation in Settlement Cluster C continued to expand during the
Terminal Classic period, with all groups comntiimg into this period. Although the exact timing
of the abandonment of the palace complex is still unclear, minor revisions in rtmendle
Classic period suggest that royals were not present at Baking Potydorgrinto this period.

Population remained relatively steady throughout Baking Pot during the TermaisaicQberiod,
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declining slightly to an estimated 2,986 residents. Settlement Cluster C alsoeckmedatively
steady, with 391 people. Many of the house groups expanded during this period,geatgen
and taller platforms, high quality material, and more complex forms of ectinie. In other
cases, such at M08, the quality of construction efforts along with a decline in mateulalre
suggests that some households struggleaglthis period. Burials at M6 and M184 indicate

a continuing focus on ancestors at these groups. Access to previoustyecegEms, such as
exotic luxury items, appeared to expand to all status groups, with even low statusmsssim
with accesgo luxury items in small amounts.

The ceremonial center of Baking Pot fell into disuse by the beginning of tiye Ear
Postclassic period, although a low structure was built in the center of Group ¢k Mimers
(1996) suggests may have been associatdoweladoresrituals. The population at Baking Pot
declined to 2,072, with the western area of the settlement nearly compkgtelyuthted. Small
communities remained at Baking Pot, concentrated primarily in the eastern arba of
settlement, including Settlement Cluster C and E. The population in Settlement Cluster C
declined only slightly, with an estimated 345 people living in the community in thg Earl
Postclassic period. Investment in domestic construction in Settlement Clustelir@@dl in the
Early Postclassic period, with only a few instances of new construction i ghosps. These
constructions were mostly small renovations rather than the large additongshe Late to
Terminal Classic periods. The-0D8 and M181 groups were abandoned before the beginning
of the Early Postclassic period, indicating that both high and low status commoner hisisehol
left the site following the abandonment of the palace complex. Major changtsal practice
occurred in this time, with a shift in burial patterns. While most material culturenesntne

same, some changes were introduced in the form of new technology. This included the



introduction of the bow and arrow, indicated by the appearance of smatatteed chert
points in the Early Postclassic period. In addition, residents began makamgicaet sinkers

for fishing. Overall, life in Settlement Cluster C among households retaiaagl ai the same
activities and practices as in the Classic period. However, the reorganinatecmomic
orders, such as the expansion of interregional exchange in the transition into ttlas§iost
period, led to an expansion of ldevel production of local items and resources along with
increasing availability of exotic items among households dftatls levels. The absence of the
royals led to changes in the social relationships between households, as the noblechatisehol
M-99 expanded its earlier role in the hosting of lesgale community feasts in the Terminal
Classic and Early Postclasqeriods. As in previous periods, households in Settlement Cluster
C did not adopt foreign symbols and motifs that were part of the cQitiefzalcoatl which was
spreading throughout Mesoamerica in the Terminal Classic and Early Bsistg@ariods. The
display of Maya iconography declined, linked to a reduction in the production of polychrome
ceramics. In all, households in Settlement Cluster C adapted to the new formsnafatiaya

that were developing in the Postclassic period, developing innovedsgonses in their

economic, social, and ideological interactions to survive in the aftermath of eollaps

8.2 HOUSEHOLD STRATEGIES OF ADAPTATION

Chapters 5, 6, and 7 explored the ‘mercantile’, feasting, and ideologicaliesepaamining the

varied strategies of adaptation and reorganization of households in SettlementClugte the
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Late Classic to Early Postclassic periods. The result of these analysetepra view of the
resilience of households and the dynamic and innovative responses of social groups igchangin

social conditions.

8.2.1."Mercantile’ Scenario

Both noble and commoner households had increasing access to exotic luxury items
during the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods, as the expansioarmegional
exchange in the transition into the Postclassic period led to changes in the acteséithikese
items. Although these items were increasingly available to both noble and commoner
households, the low distribution of these items between both groups sufpgé¢stsebles and
commoners used exoton-utilitarian items at similar levels after the Late Classic period. This
situation is very similar to Masson’s example at Laguna de On and Caye Cuoe® jade
ornaments and greenstone adzes were distributativedy evenly among elites and commoners.
The same pattern was identified at Baking Pot for the same items, along with pgritepgper
items.

Exotic utilitarian items, such as obsidian blades, were widely avadabdeg both noble
and commoner houselds from the Late Classic through the Early Postclassic periods.
However, some changes in the reliance on exotic utilitarian items were ideatifi@ug social
groups. There were few differences in the use of local andocah chert between nobles and
commoners in the Late Classic period, although obsidian was distributed in higher @amount
among commoners. Evidence from excavations and surface collections suggest thatythis
have been due to the production or recycling of obsidian blades by comnuarsshablds.

Obsidian utilitarian items declined by nearly 5% among both commoner and noble households



from the Late Classic to the Terminal Classic periods, suggesting that bloissbacame less
reliant on exotic utilitarian items during this time. The ©0$ local chert increased by nearly 20%
from the Late Classic to the Terminal Classic period, with noble householdgyriggs on local
chert for the production of chipped stone tools than commoners. In contrast, reliance on non
local chert remained rafively unchanged among commoners during this time, although it
increased nearly 15% for nobles. Overall, the distribution of exotic, local, antbcain
materials for chipped stone tool production suggests tindike the scenario dtaguna de On
and Caye Cocdjouseholds at Baking Pot became less reliant on exotic materials fortmpoduc
in the Terminal Classic period. This is likely due to the distance of BakinigdPothe coast, as
the coastal communities likely had frequent contact with merchants, whereatetioe location
of Baking Pot probably meant more sporadic contact with interregional merchants

Households that were able to adapt to the changing opportunities in interregional
exchange and local production during the Terminal Classic period continued into the Earl
Postclassic period, while households with little expansion of local production or iieradth
exchange networks were abandoned by the beginning of the Early Postclassic pdreod. T
distribution of obsidian, along witavenly distributed exotic luxury items, increased among all
groups in the Early Postclassic period, suggesting that the participationriagimieal exchange
increased lot during this time. Changes in local production occurred during this time as well,
with low-level production of multiple types of local items, including slate, cloth, and agridultura
products. Overall, households in Settlement Cluster C developed new forms of organization f
the exchange of local and exotic items, adapting to thensigaof interregional exchange in

the Postclassic period.
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8.2.2. Political Feasting Scenario

There was no evidence for the hosting of lasgale community feasts by nobles in the
Late Classic period, as serving vessels were not differentially digtdlamong this group. This
suggests that the social and political relationships between royals and noplémvaabeen
more important than relationships between nobles and commoners at this time. Status
differentiation between nobles and commoners may have been emphasized as wellsdsdoble
higher amounts of decorated ceramics, which would have visually displayed itie wed the
status of the group. Despite the strong social differentiation in the LatsicCheesiod, few
differences were presein the consumption of high quality protein sources, such as vertebrate
animals. Overall, social relationships in the Late Classic period appeateohglysemphasize
the wealth of nobles.

Major shifts occurred in the social and political relationships between households in
Settlement Cluster C in the Terminal Classic period, when the palace wamabd. Evidence
for largescale community feasts was present a9/ with serving vessels distributed primarily
at this location. Activities associatedth serving and consuming food, in relation to cooking,
also increased among nobles during this time. Although the noble household continued to have
higher amounts of decorated ceramics, the differences in the distribution of these i
drastically redced. This indicates that the display of status differences was less imhpbttas
time, likely due to an increased need for integration within the community dbe sm¢ial and
political instability at Baking Pot and neighboring areas.

The levelof largescale community feasts hosted by nobles may have expanded in the
Early Postclassic period, with continuing evidence that high levels oftestiassociated with

the serving and consumption of food continued to be differentially distributedganabies.
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There was practically no difference in the distribution of decorated w=rdmtween nobles and
commoners, suggesting the use of a continuing strategy-@ingbasizing status differences to
foster solidarity among the community in the Possitaperiod. Communityide feasts in the
Early Postclassic may have also stressed the sharing and redwtribuitesources, as faunal
remains were distributed primarily among nobles at this time, primarily coateshin middens
along the northern argbuthern structures at-8B. Overall, households in Settlement Cluster C
developed new forms of social and political relationships beginning in the TermirsdicCla

period but expanding in the Early Postclassic period.

8.2.3. PanMesoamerican SymboHorizon Scenario

No evidence for the use of RMwesoamerican symbol horizons, including motifs from
Teotihuacan in the Classic period or Feathered Serpent motifs in the RBostpksod, was
present among households in Settlement Cluster C at any fiime. suggests that households
did not use foreign iconography to claim associations with foreign eliteleological systems
to gain power or status. However, both noble and commoner households had evidence of Maya
iconography on ceramics and other items during the Late Classic period, suyggeshared
sense of Maya identity and open access to these items. The distribution of thesalsmat
declined in the Terminal Classic and Early Postclassic periods, likelyodhe decrease in the
productionof polychrome ceramics, along with other paraphernalia associated witthiulers
Households that were abandoned prior to the Early Postclassic period had no evideaga of M
symbols as well.

However, shifts in ritual practice suggest that Maya conaapitdeology did change in

the Postclassic period. The burial patterns, which had been established by @wesierpekiod
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and was highly standard among burials at Baking Pot, drastically changed in thlasBms
period. Unlike the standard practicekinterring the dead within domestic platforms in the
Classic period, Postclassic burials were allstfticture, being adjacent but not within the
domestic structures. The orientation of burials shifted as well, with Postdassats being
buried in positions and orientations that were not typical during the Classic periochvéraé
changes in ritual and ideology at Settlement Cluster C appear to be locathrathbased on the

adoption of foreign iconography or ideologies.

8.3CONCLUSIONS

At the end of the Late Classic period and continuing into the Terminal Classod,ptre
changing geopolitical landscape of the central and southern Maya lowlands brought atyput m
changes to the lives of royal, noble, and commoner Maya householdgellaas in the
institutions of Maya society. Drought, warfare, environmental degradationhamckpansion of
competition between elite factions for increasingly scarce resourmdds ke downfall of the
Classic Maya kingdoms in the central and southern lowlands. The processes of siwalbpoli
collapse were not generally rapid; rather, political centers were slowlypdeped and
eventually abandoned with variability in timing and processes leading to socagbaiitlapse.
Despite the trajectorgf decentralization within kingdoms and capitals in the southern
lowlands, polities expanded in the Yucatan peninsula, with the growing prominence of Chichen
Itza, along with Coba and polities in the Puuc region, in the Terminal Classic alyd Ea

Postclasic period and the growth of Mayapan in the Middle Postclassic period (Sharer and
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Traxler 2004). Few settlements remained in the central and southern Mayad®wathe end

of the Terminal Classic period, although those that did remain were decediraimaller
settlements rather than the big capitals of the Classic period. These settlermetad txsocial
reorganization, integrating themselves into spheres of influence and iosstafithe Postclassic
period. In the processes of these transformations, interactions betweehdidsishat persisted
took place, in efforts to keep the small communities together while forging nems fof
organization. At Baking Pot, people continued living in the settlement areas to the éwst of t
ceremonial cemtr. The plazas, temples, and courtyards of the center largely fell into distinse, wi
Postclassic residents constructing a low platform in the main plaza of GrobptAargely
leaving Group B, the section of the center associated with the royal resiceet largely
untouched. Despite being increasingly isolated due to the depopulation and abandonment of
most other ceremonial centers in the upper Belize River Valley, with a 96 to 100 pogemt
population in the western polities of the valleye tbcation of Baking Pot on the rich alluvial
basin and along the Belize River likely allowed some continuity in the settlenidrg river
served as a transportation route from the Caribbean to the interior areas ettheaRes and

the Postclassic gtof Tipu, which would have enabled continued access to materials and items
that were not produced in the region; whereas the potential for the production of agdficultur
products could have provided adequate means in order to engage and embrace thg changi
emphasis on interregional exchange in the Postclassic period. Overall, tthentseesn
Settlement Cluster C at Baking Pot forged new forms of social, political, andreimon
interactions in order to adapt to the changing configuration of societg ifettminal Classic and

Early Postclassic period.
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Households increasingly participated in local production and ‘mercantilélaege to
obtain exotic items. New types of luxury items, including those made from copper, we
introduced in the Early Postclassic period. Evidence of metal goods has been tnoted a
Postclassic Lamanai, and scholars have suggested that these goods may hdyebaetual
produced (or resmelted) there as production materials such as blanks, ingots, and other materials
have beendentified (Simmonset al. 2009). This indicates that residents at Lamanai were
importing the metal from central Mexico but producing copper ornaments andriatiligoods
at the site. Copper bells have been recovered from noble and commoner houseBakilzga
Pot in the Postclassic period, at noble households at 188 dfioup in Settlement Cluster C and
the M-198 group in Settlement Cluster A. Additionally, a small copper fragment was ieléntif
at M-184, a low status commoner household, suggedtaigthese goods were widely available
to all households. Interregional exchange increased in Settlement Clusterh€ iady
Postclassic, identified by increasing distributions of exotic luxury and dalitatems. Some
shifts in long distance exchange networks may have occurred, as obsidian wasraeitipm
coming from the El Chayal source during the Classic period, while there are rsdicsions
that obsidian from the Ixtepeque source may have been more predominant in the Rostclass
period (Valorie Aquino, personal communication 2012). The results of the obsidian souecing a
still in progress, although the increasing utilization of Ixtepeque obsidian hasobserved
elsewhere increasing in the Terminal Classic and Postclassic period (Brasvedl 2003,
Golitko et al. 2012) as well as along maritime trade routes. Overall, it appears that Sdttlemen
Cluster C was integrated into the broader network of interregional exchange@amtliag

commercialization that has been well documented itcResic Mesoamerica.

20¢



Major shifts in social and political relationships in Settlement Cluster C alteredllas we
with increasing feasting activity forging social relationships behmMeouseholds in the context
of political decentralization. The househatl M-99, long established as the predominant
household in Settlement Cluster C from the Late Preclassic period andHiuding a noble
family with ties to the political establishment of the administrators of the Baking Pat ipaiite
Classic periocbecame increasingly involved in the hosting of feasts. Commoner households
were increasingly integrated into feasting activity in the Terminal Classic peéniaiigh the
formation of social relationships and political with the9®l group. The strategalliances of
noble and commoner households may have been an attempt to integrate the community,
lessening the impacts of depopulation in the western settlement at Baking Pote &irilks
Pilas, where the lowest status households were the initial groups to abandonle¢nsesett
around the ceremonial center in its slow decline, leaving high and middle status hous&holds
established investment in the community vying for the increasing opportumtigewer and
wealth in the absence of the royals Kaal995), the involvement of both high and low status
households was integral in the maintenance of the community at Baking Pot. Degpge s
differences, noble households focused on forging relationships with commoner households in
Settlement Cluster Geginning in the Terminal Classic period.

There was no evidence for display of foreign symbols associated with the spRead o
Mesoamerican ideology, primarily the Cult of fQeetzalcoatl Evidence for the spread of this
ideology was present througit Mesoamerica beginning in the Epiclassic (AD-800) around
Chichen Itza and extending into other cultural areas (Rieigdd. 1998). The appropriation of
new ideology and the use of the symbolic motifs were noted in other Postcladsimeset,

including in the Naco Valley where elites manipulated and utilized the Quetizatcdtato

20¢



integrate themselves within the broader network of elites in Postclassicrivkrsoa(Schortman
and Urban 2011). Although both noble and commoner households hada/af local (Maya)
symbols in the Late Classic period, the distribution of these materials declitiesl Trerminal
Classic and Early Postclassic periods.

Major shifts in local ritual practices occurred in the Early Postclassioas well.
Breakirg from longheld traditions of interring the dead beneath house floors in the standard
extended position and orientation to the south that was typical at Baking Pot and itizee Be
Valley during the Classic period, Early Postclassic burials in Settle@brster C were
drastically altered. Postclassic burials were interred along side hlafenps, sometimes in
middens, and featured burials in flexed positions and oriented to the north. This shifaln buri
pattern has been identified for other Postclassic settlements, such as &aar&al (Chase
1985) Caye Coco (Masson 2000), and Tayasal (Chase 2006). This indicates that households in
Settlement Cluster C were engaging in broader regional shifts in burial pattetne Early
Postclassic period. Caching practices elsewhere in the Postclassic penatednelffigy
censers, which were not identified for Settlement Cluster C. Householéstleng&nt Cluster C
forged new forms of ritual practices, although these changes appear &atsel to lgcal
transformations in the Maya area rather than the adoption of foreign ideologies.

Overall, the transition from the Classic period to the Postclassic period was af time o
social reorganization and regeneration, with commoner households actively involved in the
reorganization of society. Although Baking Pot was no longer the royay fiwdit it was in the
Classic period, life in the context of decentralization at Baking Pot preseete opportunities
for the households in Settlement Cluster C. Commoner households, both high and low status,

had increasing opportunities to gain power or wealth through local production and ‘nhercanti



exchange. Nobles sought to forge new relationships with commoners to promote community
integration. Postclassic life at Baking Pot featured fewer displays of saspalritles, with a
general leveling of social differentiation. This case at Baking Pot provaleswidence for the
resiliency of commoners in the context of political decentralization.

McAnany and Yoffee recently emphasized theed to understand thesiliency of
societies rather than framindecentralizationin terms of complete collapse, suggesting,
“resilience is a more accurate term to describe the human response to extrelemgirob
(2010:11). This is particularly the case when societies continue, albeit withfarevg of
organization. An increasing number of recent studies focusing on the collapse t¢sacid
subsequent reorganization have adopted betiprperspectives to understand therganization
of society following sociopolitical @lapse (McAnany and Yoffee 2010; Schwartz 2006).
Within this trend, continuity is stressed, with domestic and local practices atetiats
remaining constant with new forms of organization developing in the context dffaociaThis
pattern can be observed in periods of social reorganization throughout time and Isptue.
Euphrates Valley, Cooper (2006) notes continuity in architectural and ceramimsemahe
wake of political collapse, argtresses the region’s peripheral location, as well as a resumption
of interregional exchangeas the main causes of social regeneration in the region. Beyond
stressing instances of continuity following the collapse of sociopolitical tunetis,
archaeabgical investigations are beginning to investigate the role and resiliehoyséholds in
the processes of collapse and social reorganizatlost as in other civilizations, the collapse of
complex sociopolitical organization in the Maya area led to new opportunitiesgenaration,
with the development of polities in the Yucatan peninsula dutivegy Postclassic period.

Communities on the edge of the expanding-sistes in the Yucatan developed new forms of
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interaction through interregional exchangcreating new types of social and political

relationships, as well as through changing expressions of ideology and ritual.



APPENDIX A: ARTIFACTS

The complete dataset for this dissertation will be availabiéne at the University of
Pittsburgh’s Center for Comparative Archaeology, foundwatw.comparcipitt .edu/
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http://www.comparch.pitt.edu/

APPENDIX B: BURIALS

Burials were recorded using the standard BVAR Burial Recovery Form (Figurecording
informationincluding contextual information (site, structure, excavation unit, level, lot mimbe
lot designation (cultural designation)), as well as recording specific iatammabout the burial
position and associated architecture. Depth measurements were recorded, as thell
measurements for long bones and degree of flexure.

If identifiable in-situ, age and sex were included on the form, although most of the time
this information was provided by subsequent osteological analysis. Dr. Jétatieconduted
the osteological analysis for the burials from 2008, while Anna Novotny analyzed tla hum
remains from 2009 and 2010, as well agnkentorying the remains for 2008 (to be included as
part of her dissertation research). Carolyn Freiwald conducted strontiumiswalgssample of
the human remains, and those results are available in her dissertations F26ix3l

For the purpose of this dissertation, | have focused largely on burialngatigciuding
burial type (primary, secondary, multiplepurial position (extended, flexed, sefieixed,
seated), body orientation (prone, supine), directional orientation (north, south, edstburéal
construction (simple burial, pit, cist, crypt, tomb), burial location (in platformplatform, no
arditecture), architectural orientation (central axis, center of mound, restremd of platform,
etc), and associated grave goods. Burial construction designations were defioddwas f

Simple: internment in surrounding deposit, with no visible granectsire; Pit: internment in a
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hole with a visible outline; Cist: internment in a stédimed pit; Crypt: internment in a stone
lined pit covered with capstones; and Tomb: internment in architecture with masalisy
covered with capstones or a vault. This was supplemented by additional information ga the a
and sex of the individual, provided by the osteological analysis. Full detail of thes refstile

osteological analysis will be included Anna Novotny's dissertation.
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Observer BVAR20 Burial #

Date Burial Recovery Form Site Str#
i Lt Site: BKP/CHP/LWD  Oper#_  ExUnit#
Level # Lot #
Articulated:
YES If YES. // at disarticulated joints Depth to: Head Feet From
NO IfNO,// at articulated joints Heading: "of N Facing "of N
Soil sample taken?
Pelvis Most bones present?
Other YES IfYES, circle bones absent
C-14 NO IfNO. circle bones present
Degree of Flexure Long Bone Length
Left | Right Left | Right
Shoulder Humerus
Elbow Radius
Hip Ulna
Knee Femmur
Tibia
Burial pit observable? Y / N Fibula

If yes, describe pit shape and / or burial type:

Burial lies in (Pit fill / Matrix)

Soil Color / Texture:
Burial lines on (Matrix):
Preservation Body Position Age / Sex MF ?7
Excellent Extended Infant
Good Flexed Child
Fair On Face Subadult
Poor On Back Young Adult
Bone Meal On Side Middle Adult

Seated Old Adult

Associated Elements / Burials:

Alrald inchids the adifect sbleeviatioe for grave goods el ssscciaied elecasiy ahove (10 O for cormemics, Ob Tor chuidise, Td Bor jackiste) ind quantity halow.

Interpretation-

[ —

Burial Form f

Figure B-1: BVAR Burial form used for recording contextual and osteological information
during burial excavation.
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Burial Summaries:

Burial 96-1
Structure: M-96
Excavation Unit: 12
Lot: 1477
Level: 5
Phase: Spanish Lookout
Location: Central axis, center of mound
Burial Type: Primary
Burial Construction: Simple
Position: Extended
Orientation: South
Head Facing:Down
Prone/Supine:Prone
Grave Goods:5 obsidian blades near pelvis.
Age: Young to Mature adult
Sex:Male
Other notes:
Osteologist:J. Pieh] A. Novotry
Reference: Pelayo 2010

Figure B-2: Burial 961 in Structure 96.

214



Burial 96-2
Structure: M-96
Excavation Unit: 12
Lot: 1497
Level: 7
Phase: Spanish Lookout
Location: Central axis, center of mound
Burial Type: Primary
Position: Extended
Burial Construction: Simple
Orientation: South
Head Facing:Down
Prone/Supine:Prone
Grave Goods:2 limestone spidle whorls miniature ceramic vessel next to right
scapula, several broken ceramic vessels above head (to the south)
Age: Older adult
Sex Indeterminate
Other notes:
Osteologist:J. Pieh] A. Novotny
Reference: Pelayo 2010

- '74“7" ._-,C-'_ 3T

Figure B-3: Burial 962 in Structure 96.
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Figure B-4: Miniature ceramic vessel from Burial 26
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Burial 96-3
Structure: M-96
Excavation Unit: 12
Lot: 1501
Level: 7
Phase: Spanish Lookout
Location: Central axis, center of mound
Burial Type: Primary
Position: Extended
Burial Construction: Simple
Orientation: South
Head Facing:West
Prone/Supine:Prone
Grave Goods: 2 shel adornos (carved into shell/flower shapes), 1 ceramic vessel
(fragmentsht feet.
Age: Female
Sex:Older adult
Other notes: Burial 963 was immediately
above Burial 96-2, with only 4cm of matrix
separating the skeletal remains.
Osteologist:J. Pieh] A. Novotny
Reference: Pelayo 2010




Figure B-6: Carved shell adornos from Burial 96-3.
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Burial 96-4
Structure: M-96
Excavation Unit: 12
Lot: 1532
Level: 7
Phase: Spanish Lookouglate facet)
Location: Central axis, westerside of M-
96 (westof Burials 961, 962, 96-3).
Burial Type: Primary
Position: Seated
Burial Construction: Simple
Orientation: West
Head Facing:West
Prone/Supine:N/A
Grave Goods: 1 granite mano in front of legs, ceramessel fragments (nearly
complete) above head.
Age: adult
Sex:female
Other notes:
Osteologist:J. Pieh] A. Novotny
Reference: Pelayo 2010

Figure B-7: Burial 964 in Structure 96.



Burial 99W-1
Structure: M-99d
Phase:Barton Creek
Location: Central axis, center of structure.
Burial Type: Primary
Position: Extended
Burial Construction: Pit
Orientation: South
Head Facing:Down
Prone/Supine:Prone
Grave Goods: None
Age: Child (between 2-3)
Sex:Indeterminate
Other notes: Burial 99W-1 was interred
below Floor X, which was burned and
broken in the shape of a cross, with the
individual interred along the long axis, with
head to the south.
Osteologist:J. Pieh] A. Novotny
Reference: Hoggarth 2010

e

i e N

Figure B-8: Burial 99W-1 from Structure 99d.
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Burial 99E-1
Structure: M-99b
Level: 1
Phase:New Town
Location: Southern end of M-99Db, off-
mound, with platform blocks disassembled
and bowed outward to inter individual
within structure.
Burial Type: Primary
Position: Flexed
Burial Construction: Simple
Orientation: head to north
Head Facing:west
Prone/Supine:prone
Grave Goods: Greenstone celt, Paxcaman
Red foot.
Age: Young to Middle adult
Sex:Male
Other notes: Burial 99E-1 was interred
beside the platform wall of Nd9b,
moving several of the facing stones
inward to accommodate for the burial,
forming an arc in the platform wall.
Several stones were placed outside of §
the wall near the head.
Osteologist:A. Novotny
Reference: Hoggarth 2011

Figure B-9: Burial 99E-1from Structure99b.
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Burial 99N-1
Structure: M-99a
Level: 1
Phase:New Town
Location: On-floor
Burial Type: SecondaryMultiple
Position: N/A
Burial Construction: None (on surface of terminal floor)
Orientation: N/A
Head Facing:N/A
Prone/Supine: N/A
Grave Goods: N/A
Age: Adult
Sex: Indetermined
Other notes: Multiple individuals, secondary burla
Osteologist:A. Novotny
Reference: Hoggarth 2010

Figure B-10: Burial 99N-1 from Structure 99a.
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Burial 101-1
Structure: M-101
Level: 1
Phase:New Town
Location: Interred outside of the northern platform waflM-101, with a line of stones
to thewest forming a cist
Burial Type: Primary
Position: Flexed
Burial Construction: Cist
Orientation: North
Head Facing:East
Prone/Supine: Supine
Grave Goods: Augustine red foot, obsidian blade
Age: adult
Sex male
Other notes:
Osteologist:A. Novotny
Reference: Lamb 2010b

Figure B-11: Burial 101-1 from Structure 101.
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Burial 112-1-1
Structure: M112
Level: 13
Phase:Floral Park
Location: Central axis, center of mound
Burial Type: Primary
Position: Extended
Burial Construction: Cist
Orientation: South
Head Facing:Down
Prone/Supine: Prone
Grave Goods: 3 complete vessels (Vesselunidentified bowl; Vesse2: Polvero Black
jar (Barton Creek phase, AD), Vessel 3:), 2 limestone spindle whorls, greenstione a
shell bead necklace at feetpBsidian adornos, 2 shell adornos.
Age: Matureadult
Sex:Female

Other notes:
Osteologist:J. Pieh] A. Novotny
Reference: Lamb 2010a

Figure B-12: Burials 112-1-1 (primary burial) and 112-1-2 (secondary burial) from Structure 112.
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Figure B-13: Greenstone and shell beads, obsidian adornos, and shell adornos from Burials 112-

1-1 and 112-1-2.
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Burial 112-1-2
Structure: M-112
Level: 13
Phase:Floral Park (AD
Location: Central axis, center of mound
Burial Type: Secondary
Position: N/A
Burial Construction: Cist
Orientation: N/A
Head Facing:North
Prone/Supine: N/A
Grave Goods: Goods associated with Burial 112-1-1.
Age: Adult
Sex: Male
Other notes:
Osteologist:J. Piehl
Reference: Lamb 2010a

Figure B-14: Burial 112-1-2 (secondary burial) in Structure 112.
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Burial 184B-1
Structure: M-184b
Level: 2
Phase:Spansh Lookout (late facet)
Location: Central axis, center of structure.
Burial Type: Primary
Position: Extended
Burial Construction: Simple
Orientation: Head to the south
Head Facing:Down
Prone/Supine: Prone
Grave Goods: None
Age: Adult
Sex: Indeterminate
Other notes: Burial entered in antiquity and most skeletal remains were removed.
Osteologist:A. Novotny
Reference: Hoggarth 2011

Figure B-15: Burial 184b-1 from Structure 184b.
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