






































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































reformation of the A-horizon. 

4 22-27cm: Plaster floor; remnant of a plaster surface 

above 6. 
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5 22-45cm: Fill; loose gray marl and rubble platform fill. 

6 10-40cm: Platform wall; line of cut limestone blocks 

running north-south across east side of excavation. 

Largest block uncovered was 50 by 35 by 30 cm. Fill 

between the blocks contained Terminal Classic and Early 

Classic ceramics. 

7 38-70cm: Fill; loose dark gray soil bearing Late/Terminal 

Classic sherds. 

8 43-68cm: Platform wall; cut stone blocks set below 2, 

containing a mixture of Chicanel, Early Classic, Late 

Classic, Terminal Classic ceramics. 

9 68-70cm: Plaster floor; surface remnant protected by 10. 

10 70-73cm: Subfloor fill. 

11 75-130cm: Pit fill: loose dark soil containing 

Freshwater and Early Classic or Late Classic ceramics. 

12 103-128cm: Rock; unshaped flat stone placed "on end" at 

the base of cut 13. 

13 75-130cm: Pit cut; prehistoric cut through original 
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A-horizon 8 into bedrock 12; possible foundation trench 

for an earlier structure. 

14 78-103cm: A-horizon; black sticky soil of natural , 
conformation containing Late/Terminal Classic pottery. 

15 103-137cm: Eroded bedrock; soft wet gray marl with some 

Chicanel, Late Classic, and possible Early Classic sherds 

pressed into its surface from the layer above. 

16 137cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

Above the ancient A-horizon 10 which blends into the 

eroding bedrock of 15, a Terminal Classic structure was 

built. The construction was begun with a stabilizing 

foundation trench 13 filled with porous soil 11 and 

surfaced with 10/9. Above the plaster surface 9, a 

limestone wall 8 was constructed, probably a structural 

wall, but perhaps the base of a platform. 

Later in the same ceramic period, the platform surfaced 

by 9 was enlarged to the west with the addition of a fill 

layer 7 outside the edge of wall 8 and over its surface. A 

second course of wall stones 6 was laid above 7 and rubble 

fill laid on the west side of the new retaining wall 6. 7 

was surfaced with plaster 6, and then later filled at least 

up to the level of the top of 6 and probably resurfaced. 
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This platform may have been taller than it is today, with 

the construction materials being robbed prehistorically. 
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Testpit 24: North section 
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Testpit 24: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 25 

1985 

Coordinates: S -S49.77 / W -2282.89 

Distance from site Center: 2352m 

Elevation: 3.44 

One section Drawing 

Test trench .6 meters wide by 2 meters long dug S.2 

meters northeast of TP51 to further investigate an 

extensive shell and sherd surface scatter. Surface scatter 

in this area included some reddish lumps of burnt soil with 

plant fiber inclusions, which we suspected were daub. 

Excavation continued into bedrock 40 cm below the modern 

ground surface. 

1 0-15cm: Humus, dry black compact soil with white marl 

flecks, lithics, and shell. Ceramic artifacts were 

poorly preserved and all unknown. 

2 0-10/20cm: Surface; powdery white discontinuous lens with 

.lots of shell, probably disturbed by plowing; unknown 

Classic period sherds. 

3 lS-27cm: Surface; continuation of 2, but shell deposit is 

yellow. 
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4 lO-30cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky soil with shells, 

similar to 1 but below 2 and 3. Much disturbed by plowing 

and animals; may actually be rodent burrows. 

5 80cm: Bedrock; tan and yellow limestone with shells. 

DISCUSSION 

Bedrock 5 in this area contains abundant fossil shell. 

The layer made up of 2 and 3 appears to be a surface made 

of this shell deposited directly on A-Horizon 4 and partly 

covered after abandonment by modern humus layer 1. As in 

TP52, this feature is so shallow and not on a protective 

platform, it has been badly disturbed by plowing, and has 

mingled with the modern A-Horizon 1. None of the sherds 

recovered was more chronologically diagnostic than simply 

"Classic", meaning not Preclassic or Postclassic. Other 

shell deposits are associated with Terminal Classic 

construction (see TP 12, TP 47). 
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Testpit 25: South Section and Harris Matrix 

5 

lOcm 



487 

Testpit 26 

1985 

Coordinates: S 704.17 / W 284.24 

Distance from site Center: 987m 

Elevation 8.41m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located on edge of Platform 307 in 

area where posthole testing suggested the presence of a 

platform related midden. Excavation was to bedrock, 

130/165cm below the modern ground surface. 

1 0-10cm: Humus, dry black compact soil flecked with white 

marl. No diagnostic artifacts. 

2 10-40cm: Rubble; architectural tumble of limestone rocks 

and some shaped blocks; no artifacts. 

3 40-52cm: Fill; probable layer of construction fill 

deposited to resurface and raise platform 306, although 

the surface of the platform created by this layer is 

missing. The layer contained Terminal Classic sherds. 

4 50-55cm: Plaster floor; eroded patches of white plaster 

no artifacts. 



5 52-110cm: Fill; dark gray soil with some limestone 

pebbles and rocks, but no artifacts. 
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6 110-130/160cm: Ancient A-horizon: black sticky clay with 

a mix of Chicanel and Terminal Classic ceramics. 

7 130/160cm: Cut in bedrock; shallow sloping trench. 

8 130cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

Bedrock 8 was mined 7 or at least disturbed at any time 

before the Terminal Classic period and the ancient 

A-horizon 6 gradually reformed above the pit. A deep layer 

of marl fill 5 was deposited over 6 in or after the 

Terminal Classic period and surfaced with plaster 4 to 

create Platform 306. Later, 306 was resurfaced and enlarged 

with the deposition of 3. After abandonment, the surface of 

3 eroded away and the architecture 2 standing on 306 

tumbled down over 3. The A-horizon 1 reformed above the 

rubble. 

The apparent midden tested here turned out to be eroded 

platform fill. 
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Testpit 26: West section 

~. 
.•. t!) 

3 

0, 0 0 0 0 

~ 

" 
C/ 0 

Q 1/:& ~ 
c> 

5 0 

CJ 
0 

<:> 
0 0 

~ 

() 

6 

lucn. 



490 

Testpit 26: Harris Matrix 



491 

Testpit 27 

1985 

Coordinates: S 737.5 / W 375.03 

Distance from site Center: 1049m 

Elevation 9.92 

One section Drawing 

One by two meter pit located on west edge of linear 

feature running south from near the site center of Nohmul. 

This feature was believed to be a sacbe. Excavation was to 

bedrock, 40-70cm below the modern ground surface. 

1 0-20/30cm: Humus; hard black compact soil with limestone 

inclusions, Terminal Classic pottery. 

2 20/30-38/70cm: Eroded bedrock; hard brittle chunks of 

limestone penetrated by root and animal disturbance and 

some Terminal classic sherds. 

3 38/70cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

The linear appearance and narrowness of this feature 

(3-4m wide) along with apparent placement connecting site 

center with southern areas of the site convinced us it was 



a sacbe. Excavation, however, showed it to be a natural 

limestone ridge. 
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Testpit 27: North section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 28 

1985 

Coordinates: S -1259.10 / W -66.19 

Distance from site Center: 1023m 

Elevation: 17.41m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit in area that posthole testing 

identified as a midden associated with Platform 1281. 

Excavation stopped at bedrock 31 cm bs. 

1 0-30cm bs: Humus, sticky, plastic, dark brown very 

compact silt with powdery yellow and white marl flecks 

and pebbles. Much root disturbance and many Late to 

Terminal Classic sherds. 
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2 31cm: Hard uneven white bedrock with soil veins running 

through surface. 

DISCUSSION 

1 is a primary midden accumulated along with the 

development of the natural A-horizon sometime during or 

after the Late/Terminal Classic Period. 
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Testpit 28: North section and Harris Matrix 

1 

lCJcIIl 



496 

Testpit 29 

1985 

Coordinates: S -1283.32 / W -20.87 

Distance from site Center: 1046m 

Elevation: 18.93 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located south of of the 

superstructure on Platform 1281 at place where surface 

artifacts suggested possible structure-associated midden. 

Excavation to bedrock, 100 cm bs. 

1 0-12cm: Humus, burnt topsoil overlying layer of brown 

sticky soil flecked with white marl and many undiagnostic 

sherds and lithics. 

2 12-43cm: Same matrix as 1 but with larger marl and eroded 

powdery marl; Terminal Classic ceramics associated. 

3 38-53cm: Layer of gravelly hard-packed soil with flecks 

of white plaster with Chicanel Sherds. 

4 53/86cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

5 38-86cm: Channel-shaped cut in bedrock running northwest 

to southeast. 



6 43-71cm: Light gray hard-packed soil with larger rocks 

and Terminal Classic ceramics. 

7 71-86cm: Layer of hard-packed soil in base of trench 5 

with mixture of Terminal Classic and Chicanel sherds. 

8 43-53cm: Tumble; large eroded limestone rocks. 

DISCUSSION 
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Structure 1281 was situated to take advantage of a 

natural elevation of the land surface. A layer of fill 3 

was placed above exposed bedrock 4 in the Chicanel period. 

Bedrock does not appear to have been leveled but must have 

been either naturally of culturally exposed prior to 3, 

since 3 is not a natural a-horizon. In the Terminal 

Classic trench 5 was cut through 3 into 4. The trench was 

filled with 7, which appears to have been naturally 

deposited by water draining into the pit from the higher 

elevation of the mound immediately north of the area of the 

testpit. 6, the layer of fill above 7, may have been 

intentionally deposited, since it contains some large rocks 

that are packed together. 8 is probable tumble from the 

structure on the platform north and above the area of TP29. 

2 is overburden from this same structure and appears to 

contain some pieces of displaced plaster also eroded from 

above. 1 is the modern a-horizon that has been burned 

repeatedly by cane fires. Consequently, the ceramics it 
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contains are not identifiable. 
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Testpit 29: west section 
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Testpit 29: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 30 

1985 

Coordinates: S -1288.20 / W -11.89 

Distance from Site Center: 1051m 

Elevation: 19.66m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in north edge of Structure 

1281. Excavation was intended to date and interpret the 

function of a small isolated building with possible 

relation to nearby platforms 561, 562, and 1305. Excavation 

was to bedrock, 158cm bs. 

1 0-10cm: Humus; burnt light brown gravelly soil with many 

small rocks; contained unidentified Classic Period 

ceramics. 

2 10-20/105cm: Tumble; mottled brown soil with limestone 

blocks and tumbled stones; Late Classic, Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic and unknown Classic sherds. 

3 20-50cm: Large cut white limestone blocks with marl fill 

containing Late Classic ceramics. 

4 50-70cm: Layer of white marl rocks, some burnt, set in 
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light brown soil bearing Late Classic and unknown Classic 

sherds. 

5 70-74cm: Floor; eroded plaster surface. 

6 72-96cm: Layer of loose dark gray fill. 

7 72-96cm: Trench cut into edge of platform. 

8 74-80cm: Layer of black sticky soil with flecks of white 

marl. 

9 80-85cm: Floor; very eroded plaster surface. 

10 85-120cm: Cut limestone blocks set in gray fill. 

11 120-150cm: Buried A-horizon; black sticky clay bearing a 

mixture of Middle Preclassic, Early Classic, and Late 

Classic sherds. 

12 105cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

The A-horizon 11 formed above bedrock 12 and the general 

area was occupied in the Middle Preclassic and in the Early 

Classic, since ceramics from these periods occur in 11. The 

A-horizon was covered by a layer of platform fill sometime 

in the Late Classic. This platform was surfaced with 9 and 

then abandoned for a period in which an A-horizon 8 began 

to reform. The edge of this abandoned platform was cleared 
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away with cut 7 probably for remodelling which began with 

the deposition of 6 which enlarged the platform and was 

surfaced with plaster floor 5. 3 and 4 are two upper tiers 

of platform construction dating to the Late Classic. 

Occupation of the platform continued into the 

Terminal-Early Postclassi~, since this later material is 

contained in the rubble tumble layer 2 that eroded from the 

ultimate superstructure of the building. 1 is the natural 

A-horizon, reformed above the stabilized platform. 



504 

Testpit 30: west section 

11 

12 

lOcrr. 



505 

Testpit 30: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 31 

1985 

Coordinates: S -1205 / W -175.32 

Distance from site Center: 982m 

Elevation: 17.97m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located one km north of site center 

in east edge of Platform 562. Excavation was intended to 

outline the occupation sequence of this platform and was 

located on outer edge of mound in an attempt to uncover a 

midden. Excavation was to bedrock 2l0cm below the modern 

ground surface. 

1 60-70cm: Rodent holes. 

2 0-5cm: Humus; dry gravelly soil below thin burnt layer, 

has deep plow scars, Chicanel and unknown Classic 

ceramics. 

3 5-22/56cm: Overburden; loose beige soil with chunks of 

white marl; unknown Classic sherds. 

4 22-52cm: Fill; powdery white marl; Early and Late Classic 

pottery. 



5 52-66cm: Floor; layer of hard-packed white marl; Early 

Classic ceramics. 
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6 63-82cm: Subfloor fill; Gray and white gravelly soil with 

Early and Late Classic sherds. 

7 82-90/102cm: Fill; soft powdery yellow marl with Late 

Classic pottery. 

19 97-162cm: Platform wall; Large cut marl blocks set in 

yellow and gray marl with Chicanel, Early and Late 

Classic sherds. 

8 85-97cm: structure; large stones set in light gray marl 

bearing Late Classic pottery. 

10 105-118cm: Abandonment or fill; layer of dark soil with 

charcoal, Late Classic ceramics, and white marl flecks. 

9 102-105cm: Floor; hard packed yellow and white gravelly 

marl with Early and Late Classic sherds. 

11 118-120cm: Floor; hard-packed grayish white marl with 

Early and Late Classic pottery. 

12 120-155cm: Midden fill; gray soil with charcoal, white 

marl flecks and Freshwater, Early and Late Classic 

ceramics. 

13 155-160cm: Wall footing; grayish-white compacted "hump" 



508 

of soil following along the edge of wall 19 and bearing 

Freshwater, Early and Late Classic sherds. 

18 130-160cm: Platform fill; mottled yellow, gray and white 
I 

marl with Chicanel, Early and Late Classic sherds. 

14 147-161cm: Midden fill; loose gray soil with Early and 

Late Classic sherds. 

15 161-193cm: Fill; yellowish-brown soil with flecks of 

white marl, charcoal, and Early and Late Classic 

pottery. 

16 193-205cm: Midden fill; yellowish gray soil with Early 

Classic pottery. 

17 205cm:P Bedrock: hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

Bedrock 17 was cleaned and leveled and covered with a 

fill layer 16 taken from an Early Classic midden. Above 

this a second fill layer 15 was deposited containing a mix 

of Early and Late Classic middens. A platform retaining 

wall 19 was constructed during the Late Classic on top of 

layer 15, and a layer of midden 14 was deposited nearby. 

13 is either an accumulation of debris at the base of 

exposed wall 19, or a small buttress meant to stabilize the 

structure during construction. 
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The retaining wall 19 was filled with l4. On the outside 

of the wall a layer of fill l2 was deposited and surfaced 

with II in the Late Classic, presumably to create an 

exterior platform. Above this a layer of dark soil 10 

accumulated or was intentionally deposited, also in the 

Late Classic. 10 may be an abandonment layer since dark 

sticky soil is rarely used as structural fill. lO may, 

however be a construction layer, since it is surfaced with 

floor 9, and levels out a surface extending from the top of 

wall 19. 

8 is a ruined Late Classic structure built on top of the 

platform created by 19. It was covered with fill layers 6 

and 7 that were surfaced with thick floor 5. 4 is a fill 

layer supporting a level of construction that is now gone. 

3 is overburden from a slumped superstructure. 2 is the 

modern A-horizon. None of these layers yielded ceramics 

from after the Late Classic. 
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Testpit 31: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 32 

1984 

Coordinates: S -11S8.46 / W -262.57 

Distance from Site Center: 95Sm 

Elevation: l7.36m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located on small isolated mound 

southeast of platform 31. Excavation to determine 

occupation sequence of apparent structure with possible 

relationship with Platform 31. Digging stopped at bedrock 

212 cm bs. 

1 0-7cm: Humus, black burned soil of modern cane field. 

Sherds mixed: Chicanel and unknown Classic. 

2 8-l0/1Scm: sticky gray soil with some light gray patches 

and some small white marl flecks; sherds mixed: Mamom, 

Chicanel, Freshwater, Early Classic, Late Classic. 

3 lO/lS-50/70cm: Light gray sticky clay with flecks of 

white and yellow marl; sherds present were Mamom, 

Chicanel and possibly Early Classic. 

4 lO/72-70-90cm: White sticky clay, concentrated in north 
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area of pit; thins to a narrow lens in southwest and 

southeast, sherds concentrated in top 10 cm: Chicanel and 

unknown classic. 

5 85-l70cm: Black sticky clay lens with marl flecks and 

Chicanel and unknown Classic sherds. 

6 97-l07cm: Black sticky clay with flecks of white marl, 

obsidian flake, and some sherds, possibly Early Classic. 

7 190-l27cm: Alternating thin lenses of black and white 

clays in southeast corner of pit; Chicanel, possible 

Terminal Chicanel, and possible Early Classic sherds, 

otherwise sterile. 

8 85-l70cm: Gray clay mottled with black sticky, pebble 

sized marl inclusions and some sherds: Chicanel and 

others too eroded to identify. 

9 l55-2l2cm: Very black clay: Chicanel and Terminal 

Chicanel sherds or Early Classic. 

10 73/212cm: possible "cut" in bedrock 11. 

11 73/2l8cm: Bedrock; soft wet white marl, mined and 

affected by geological process of "slickensides" (see 

below); surface contained Mamom and Chicanel sherds. 

12 l27-l58cm: Chunk of soft white marl, sterile. 
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13 148/172-195cm: Loose gray marl, sterile. 

DISCUSSION 

Stratigraphy of this excavation was complicated by a 

geological process called "slickensides" that commonly 

disturbs the clay deposits in northern Belize (see McDonald 

1978). Due to drying and rewetting of soils the clays crack 

and swell causing a type of pedoturbation called 

"heaving". The result is a very confusing mix of 

archaeological and geological strata. 

The probable sequence of events outlined by this test pit 

is as follows: bedrock 11 was mined 10 during the Chicanel 

period, either to produce marl for construction or to 

create a pit (or both). The pit was filled in rapidly to 

the surface of bedrock with layers 6, 7, 8, 9, 12, and 13, 

and the A-horizon 6 had reformed over the bedrock and the 

pit by the Early Classic period. The nature of 4 is 

unknown, but it may have been a fill layer that was 

partially robbed out and then replaced by another fill 

layer 3. If this area was built up to support a structure, 

no trace of it was found in this excavation. 2 is an 

A-horizon, and 1 is simply the extremely damaged upper 

layer of this same A-horizon. 
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Testpit 32: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 33 

1985 

Coordinates: S -1205.55 / W -182.32 

Distance from site Center: 983m 

Elevation: 17.23 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in area of post-hole located 

sherd concentration, thought to be midden for structure 

562. Excavation continued to bedrock 192 cm below the 

modern ground surface. 

1 0-22cm: Humus, brownish-gray soil with root disturbance 

and flecks of white marl, undiagnostic sherds. 

2 22-42cm: Tumble; soft dark tan soil, easy to screen, 

chert and Early Classic and Late Classic sherds. 

3 42-50cm: Floor fill; large limestone block set in 

gravelly marl with Chicanel, Late Classic or Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic pottery. 

4 50-53cm: Midden fill; yellow marl with many sherds: 

Chicanel and possibly Late Classic. 

5 53-68cm: Floor; thin white soft plaster lens; Late 



Classic or Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic 

associations. 

6 68-92cm: Fill; dark gray layer with Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic and unknown sherds. 
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7 52-92cm: cut; trench cut from surface of 8 through 9 to 

the surface of 10. 

8 52-75cm: Wall; one course of cut set limestone blocks set 

in gray fill bearing and undiagnostic sherds. 

9 75-88cm: Floor; grayish-white plaster containing Chicanel 

and possibly Early Classic pottery. 

10 88-93cm: Midden fill; lumpy yellow and gray marl with 

abundant Chicanel and Early Classic artifacts. 

11 93-147cm: Platform base; yellow marl streaked with gray 

containing large shaped limestone blocks and Early 

Classic artifacts. 

12 147-177cm: Fill; grayish yellow marl; Terminal Chicanel 

and Floral Park pottery. 

13 177-192cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky clay with 

Chicane1, Terminal Chicanel, and possible Floral Park 

ceramics associated. 

14 192cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 
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DISCUSSION 

Above bedrock 14 and an ordinary A-Horizon 13, a 30 

centimeter deep layer of midden fill 12 was deposited 

sometime in or after the Protoc1assic period. Above this a 

platform 11 was built in the Early Classic of cut limestone 

blocks and marl fill. The fill 12 and the platform 11 

appear to be part of the same construction event, and they 

may be, since the Protoc1assic ceramics in 12 might have 

been collected during the Early Classic or the use of these 

Protoc1assic types may overlap with the Early Classic 

styles at Nohmu1. 

Above 11, a thin layer of subf100r fill 10 (at Nohmu1 

this is typically a layer of yellow marl with much recycled 

garbage) was surfaced with thick plaster floor 9. A low 

wall 8 consisting of only one course of cut limestone 

blocks was set on 9; 8 may have been edge of a secondary 

platform. 

Sometime in the Terminal Classic/Early Postc1assic 

period, Structure 562 was remodeled and reused. A trench 7 

was dug into the surface of 8, through 9 to the surface of 

10, then refilled with midden material 6 and resurfaced 

with a thick layer of plaster 5. Above this, a layer of 

midden fill 4 was probably surfaced with plaster but the 

plaster is gone. 3 midden fill containing large limestone 
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blocks, probably robbed or reused from nearby earlier 

construction and used, in this case, to further elevate the 

surface of the platform below structure 562. The 

superstructure tumbled 2 after' abandonment and humus 1 

reformed over the structure. 
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Testpit 33: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 34 

1985 

Coordinates: S -120.29 / W 2020.09 

Distance from site center: 2036m 

Elevation: 4.54 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located on isolated mound near cane 

road, two kilometers west of site center, to ascertain 

nature of what appeared to be a low structure spatially 

associated with platform group 772. Excavation continued 

25cm into bedrock, 95cm bs. 

1 0-9/15cm: Humus, hard, black, clayey, sticky soil with a 

few poorly preserved Terminal Classic/Early Post classic 

sherds. 

2 10/16-13/20cm: Gray sticky marl-flecked soil with few 

badly eroded sherds dating to some part of the Classic. 

3 14/2l-30cm: Thin lens of sterile white sticky marl, only 

in northwest and southwest parts of pit; yielded Terminal 

Classic/Early Post Classic Sherds. 

4 31-55cm: Black sticky clay, no artifacts. 
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5 56-70cm: Black sticky soil, but with dense Late/ Terminal 

Classic or Early Post Classic sherds and marl flecks, 

especially in southwest corner. 

6 60-70cm: Circular feature of large limestone rocks in 

southwest portion of pit, stones appear to interlock, see 

plan. Terminal Classic sherds associated. 

7 70cm: Bedrock; white sticky clay with some Late/ Terminal 

Classic sherds mashed into surface. 

DISCUSSION 

Bedrock 7 was cleared of topsoil and a pile of limestone 

rocks 6 was piled on top of it, for an unknown reason 

during the Terminal Classici Early Postclassic. A layer of 

soil 5 with a dense Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic 

midden content accumulated above this feature later in the 

same time period. 4 probably corresponds to a period of 

abandonment of the immediate area, since it looks like an 

ordinary A-horizon and is sterile. The period need not 

have been very long, even though deposit is 20-25cm deep, 

since the area seems to be affected by water-caused erosion 

and heavy alluvial deposits. It is lower than much 

surrounding land and near two aguadas. The soil was wet 

throughout our excavations. 

3 is a marl surface of the type identified as 
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non-platform based occupation in the north sector of the 

site. Although in this case 3 rests above earlier cultural 

activity from the same phase, there is no reason to suggest 

that it was in any way related to the features below it, 

since a sterile layer intervenes. The 3 structure, 

assuming that this was not an extramural floor, was 

probably located to take advantage of what appeared to be a 

small natural rise, which, in fact, was partly the result 

of a build-up of cultural debris. 2 is probably a Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic fill layer with some recycled 

midden, but whatever it supported is gone; 1 is the modern 

A-horizon. 



526 
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Testpit 35 

1985 

Coordinates: S -156.78 / W 1968.88 

Distance from site Center: 1983m 

Elevation 4.25m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit dug into center of mound 2 

kilometers east of site center in structure 773. Grouping 

includes TP34, TP35, TP36, TP37, and TP38. Pit was placed 

to get chronological information about the group. 

Excavation was to bedrock, 176 centimeters below the modern 

ground surface. 

1 a-8cm: Humus; light brown loose soil with Late Classic 

sherds. 

2 8-24cm: Light brown soil with rocks and Chicane1" and 

unidentified sherds. 

3 24-65cm: Tumble; light gray soil containing burnt rocks, 

large stones and tipped blocks, and a mixture of Chicane1 

and Terminal Classic/Early Postc1assic pottery 

associations. 
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4 65-90cm: Destroyed surface; light gray soil containing 

many burnt pebbles, rocks, and large stones that may have 

been the remains of plaster, charcoal and Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic pottery associations. 

5 80-93cm: Hearth fill; layer of burnt rocks. 

6 80-93cm: Hearth; burnt saucer-shaped impression in 

plaster floor 7 filled with burnt rocks 5. 

7 78-90cm: Floor; pocked white plaster surface. 

8 90-130cm: Midden fill; gray soil with marl flecks and 

charcoal and much midden material: Chicanel, Early 

Classic, Late Classic, and Terminal Classic /Early 

Postclassic pottery. 

9 130-140cm: Floor; hard-packed marl or plaster in base of 

cut 10, presumable a type of floor or pit lining. 

10 78-140cm: pit cut; hole excavated from 11 through 12 and 

13 to the surface of 16. 

11 90-130cm: Floor; hard white plaster over deep layer of 

hard-packed white marl and limestone cobbles; surface 

shows evidence of burning. Associated sherds were 

unidentifiable. 

12 93-100cm: Fill; gray hard-packed matrix with pebbles and 

cobbles; Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic sherds. 



13 100-115cm: structure; layer of cobbles with Early 

Classic, Late Classic, and Terminal Classic/Early 

Postclassic sherds. 

14 115-120cm: Fill or surface; layer of gray marl with 

Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic pottery. 

15 100-120cm: Cut; shallow pit in surface of 16. 
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16 100-164cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky soil with 

flecks of white marl and many Early Classic, Late 

Classic, and Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic sherds. 

17 164-176cm: Sascab; soft gray soil with Late Classic and 

Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic ceramics in its upper 

surface. 

18 176cm: Bedrock; pinkish limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

Ceramics probably entered the sascab 17 above bedrock 18 

by natural processes; the dampness of deep layers in this 

area suggests that "slickensides" may be occurring. 

Sometime in the and Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic 

period, a midden laden A-Horizon 16 was trenched 15 for the 

construction of some sort of structure (14). From 

excavation TP35, all we know about this construction is 

that it included a cobble layer 13 and probably a marl 
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filled foundation trench 14. 

Above this structure, fill layer 12 was laid and surfaced 

with a thick layer of white marl and plaster 11. A hole was 

then dug through 11 and 12 to the surface of 13, and a 

hard-packed white marl floor was constructed in the pit, 

presumably to protect the pit's contents from moisture or 

pests. The pit was filled with midden 8 and the whole 

structure was resurfaced with plaster 7. The surface 7 

followed an indentation in the surface of 11. This shallow 

plastered hole 6 was lined with stones 5 and used for 

burning, probably cooking. 

In a final remodeling episode, 7 and 6 were filled and 

plastered with 4. After abandonment, the superstructure 

tumbled forming 2 and 3, and the modern A-Horizon 1 

reformed. 
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Testpit 35: Harris Matrix 



Testpit 36 

1985 

Coordinates: S -236.24 / W 1975.45 

Distance from site Center: 1988m 

Elevation: 4.55m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit excavated in the center of Mound 

777, an individual structure on its own platform located 

about 10 meters north of Platform 772. Excavation was to 

bedrock, 158cm below the modern ground surface. 

1 0-4cm bs: Humus, dry black compact soil flecked with 

white marl. Layer contained Chicanel and Terminal 

Classic artifacts. 

2 4-52cm: Tumble; large rocks and smaller cobbles in a 

brown matrix containing Chicanel and Terminal Classic 

pottery. 

3 52-63cm: Plaster floor; thick, eroded, crumbly pinkish 

plaster surface. 

4 63-100cm: Fill; white marl, sterile. 

5 100-119cm: Fill; tannish pink sterile marl. 

533 
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6 ll9-l58cm: Buried A-horizon; thick black sticky soil with 

some unidentified bone fragments, and a mix of Chicanel 

and Terminal Classic pottery. 

7 l58cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

A burial (human?) may have been placed on the ground 

surface 6 (above bedrock 7) immediately prior to the 

construction of Platform 772 in the Late/Terminal Classic. 

(Similar practices are suggested elsewhere on site, e.g. 

see testpit 53.) The A-horizon 6 was partially leveled with 

fill layer 5 (this may have served as a protective layer 

above the burial since it is unusual for an ordinary fill 

layer to be of sterile pinkish marl), and then raised with 

fill layer 4. 4 was surfaced with plaster floor 3. After 

abandonment, the architecture supported by the platform 

tumbled down over 3 forming 2, and the A-horizon 1 

reformed. 
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Testpit 36: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 37 

1985 

Coordinates: S -181.67 / W 1942.02 

Distance from site center: 1955m 

Elevation: 5.16 

One Section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in unnumbered mound on 

northeast side of Platform 772 approximately two kilometers 

west of site center. Excavation was intended to outline 

construction sequence of the platform group and was dug to 

the surface of bedrock, 175cm below the modern ground 

surface. 

1 0-24cm: Humus; gray sticky soil with root disturbance. 

Some sherds, but no diagnostic artifacts. 

2 25-27cm: Floor; white powdery marl lens of uneven 

thickness, few Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic 

sherds. 

328-58cm: Midden fill; dark gray clayey material with many 

artifacts (sherds, charcoal, chert) and small cobbles and 

flecks of white marl. Sherds are Terminal Classic/Early 

Postclassic. 
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4 59-75cm: Midden fill; lighter gray clay with many 

artifacts and larger marl cobbles than in 3. Sherds date 

Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic. 

5 76-145cm: Fill; dark gray sticky (wetter than above) clay 

with many artifacts, still Terminal Classic/Early 

Postclassic. 

6 146-175cm: Sascab; light gray wet marl grading to white 

with few small non-diagnostic sherds in the upper 

surface; bedrock. 

7 175cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

The fact that sascab 6 had some small sherds ground in to 

its surface suggests that it was exposed prior to the 

deposition of midden-fill layer 5. 5 is not dark enough to 

be a natural A-horizon. 4 and 4 are both subsequent 

midden-fill layers, probably deposited rapidly in preparing 

the platform which is surfaced with floor 2. 1 is the 

modern A-horizon. 
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Testpit 37: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 38 

1985 

Coordinates: S -180.78/ W 1966.64 

Distance from site Center: 1980m 

Elevation: 4.25 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter excavation placed in unnumbered mound on 

west side of Platform 772 approximately two kilometers west 

of Nohmul's central precinct. Excavation was intended to 

outline construction sequence of the platform group; it was 

dug into the surface of bedrock, 240cm below the modern 

ground surface. 

1 0-10cm: Humus; gray hard-packed soil with root 

disturbance and few Late Classic or Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic sherds. 

2 10-35cm: Overburden; gray rocky soil eroded from 

collapsed superstructure, unknown ceramics. 

3 35-87cm: Tumble; large rocks and Cocos-Chicanel (Late 

Preclassic) pottery. 

4 87-126cm: Fill, gray and white marl with a small amount 
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of Nuevo-Tzakol (Early Classic) pottery mixed with Rancho 

(Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic). 

5 l03-l27cm: Crypt and fill; white limestone slabs, 

originally fitted at edges to form stone box, crypt only 

entered excavation on northern edge. End of stone crypt 

and skull was removed, feline canine found in burial 

matrix with Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic) 

sherds. 

6 127-132cm: Floor; gray and white packed marl with Late 

Classic or Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic ceramics. 

7 122-130cm: Fill; compact brown soil containing Terminal 

Classic/Early Post Classic sherds. 

8 130-165cm: Fill; gray and white mottled soil; Rancho 

(Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic) ceramics. 

9 150-165cm: structure; large cut and set limestone blocks 

and smaller yellow stones with Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Post Classic) pottery. 

10 165-170cm: Floor; plaster with some Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Post Classic) sherds and charcoal on 

surface. 

11 l70-180cm: Fill; white marl and small stones with Rancho 

(Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic) and possibly some 
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Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) pottery. 

12 152-188cm: Floor; hard white and yellow packed plaster 

or marl. 

13 180-195cm: Midden; gravelly tan clay with rocks and many 

Cocos-Chicanel (Late Preclassic), Nuevo-Tzakol (Early 

Classic) or Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic), 

and Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic) sherds. 

13 180-195cm: Midden fill; large rocks and Santana-Tepeu 

(Late Classic) or Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Post 

Classic) sherds in gray matrix with charcoal. 

14 195-240cm: Buried A-Horizon; dark brown soil with flecks 

of white marl and some charcoal; Cocos-Chicanel (Late 

Preclassic), Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Post 

Classic), and a small amount of either Nuevo-Tzakol 

(Early Classic) or Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) pottery. 

16 175-185cm: structure; line of rocks. 

17 200-240c,: Cut; trench dug into sascab 18. 

18 200-240cm: Sascab; very wet. 

19 240 cm: Bedrock; limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

The area of this excavation was occupied as early as the 
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Cocos-Chicane1 (Late Prec1assic) Period, but no 

construction was encountered that dated to earlier than the 

Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic Period. In some period 

the A-Horizon was removed and a trench 17 was dug through 

the sascab 19 to the surface of bedrock 19. A line of 

unshaped stones, 15-20 cm in diameter were placed directly 

on bedrock, perhaps as the base of a structural wall 

similar to the one discovered at the base of Testpit 3. The 

TP 3 structure dated to the Late Prec1assic Period, and the 

feature at the base of TP38 may have a similar date, since 

Cocos-Chicane1 (Late prec1assic) sherds were mixed into 

layer 15 that was above both 16 and 18. 15 may actually be 

a partly reformed A-Horizon, since it was dark brown 

(unlike most fill layers). Natural or cultural 

redeposition might account for the mixture of ceramics 

occurring in 15. 

Above 15, two layers 13 and 14 of Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Post Classic) fill were deposited and 

surfaced with plaster floor 12. Another fill layer 11 was 

created and surfaced with plaster floor 10. A structure of 

some sort was constructed on 10 as indicated in this 

excavation by the line of cut and fitted limestone blocks 

9. Two lmore fill layers 7 and 8 were deposited above 

structure 9 and floor 10, and surfaced with yet another 

plaster floor 6. 
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A stone-slab crypt 5 was built in this floor 6 and 

covered with fill layer 4. 4 may have been surfaced; if so 

all traces of plaster are gone. 3 is a layer of structural 

tumble from an eroded superstructure outRide the scope of 

the excavation. Layers 1 and 2 are humus layers, 2 has a 

somewhat higher content of architectural debris from the 

eroding superstructure. At least four, and perhaps as many 

as seven construction episodes were uncovered by this pit, 

all except the first structure definitely occurred in the 

Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic) Period of 

occupation at Nohmul. 
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Testpit 38: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 39 

1985 

Coordinates: S 1104.41 / W 2633.12 

Distance from site Center: 2966m 

Elevation: 5.96m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in structure 481 on Platform 

479. Excavation was intended to outline occupation sequence 

of this area west of site center. Excavation was to 

bedrock, 260cm below the modern ground surface. 

1 O-lOcm: Humus, loose dry black soil with gravelly white 

marl near surface. Late Classic ceramics. 

2 11-50/60cm: Rubble tumble; medium gray soil with white 

limestone cobbles and larger rocks. Eroded Classic 

sherds. 

3 51-65cm: Rubble tumble; line of fallen architectural 

stones. 

4 62-65cm: Root disturbance; dark soil in northeast corner 

of the pit. Roots probably followed original platform 

surface, so, although 4 occurred sometime after 2 and 



549 

probably 1, it corresponds to the missing plaster surface 

above 5, and is placed in the Harris Matrix accordingly. 

5 51/61-75cm: Fill; light gray soil with pebbles and rocks; 

Late Classic sherds. 

6 76-82cm: Fill; gray-brown soil with small stones and 

badly eroded Late Classic sherds. 

7 80-83cm: Patch in 10; small circle of plaster over 10. 

8 80-83cm: Plaster floor and fill. 

9 84-115cm: Eroded plaster floor and subfloor fill; hard 

white plaster surface with evidence of burning and dense 

packed marl and limestone fill - no artifacts. 

10 115-120/135cm: Subfloor fill (plaster surface missing?) ; 

light gray soil with pebbles and a few rocks and some 

Classic period sherds. This layer appears to "level-out" 

the surface of the crypt below it. 

11 121/136-160cm: Crypt and burial fill: This layer 

includes the disarranged pile of partially shaped 

limestone blocks and unshaped rocks (covering the human 

bone of 12) and the soil matrix around the bones, under 

the stones. The soil matrix contained Classic period 

sherds. 

12 136-160cm: Burial; badly preserved human long bones 



resting on surface 13, below crypt and fill 11. 

13 121-160cm: Platform extension fill; sterile gray soil 

with some darker soil inclusions. 
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14 121-160cm: Platform edge; line of stones running 

north-south through center of testpit. White hard matrix 

into which the stones are set suggests mortar. The 

stones of the second course of 14 are shaped on their 

west face, abutting fill layer 13. The matrix contained 

Classic period sherds. 

15 161-210cm: Fill; gray soil mixed with white marl, 

compact, no artifacts. 

16 210-214cm: possible surface; a thin sterile lens of 

light soil that may have been deposited to "level-off" 17 

below. 

17 210-260/280cm: Buried A-horizon; dark brown soil with 

charcoal sherds of Mamom, Chicanel and Late Classic 

dates. 

18 260-280cm: Cut in bedrock; small trench in bedrock, may 

indicate quarrying. 

19 260cm: Bedrock; hard white surface. 

DISCUSSION 
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It is not possible to tell whether 18 was cut into 

bedrock 19 by humans or was the result of natural 

processes. Quarrying is known from other parts of the 

site, and it is reasonable that stone would be quarried 

near the construction site if possible. 17 had the 

earmarks of a natural A-horizon, although it may have been 

redeposited after quarrying, which would help account for 

the ceramic mixing and its slightly lighter color than most 

A-horizons (presumably it would be mixed with some quarry 

debris as it was redeposited). The Late Classic sherds in 

17 date the construction of Platform 479 to that period or 

later. 

16 was probably a surface, but may have been deposited to 

"level-out" the surface of 17 in preparation for building. 

15 was a layer of platform fill that may have been plaster 

surfaced at one time. 14 is a stone platform construction 

that was set on top of 15. Platform 14 appears to have been 

widened with the addition of a series of fill layers along 

its west edge, beginning with 13. 14 is not likely to have 

been intended as a retaining wall for this fill from the 

time of its original construction, since they are faced on 

the side abutting the fill. A body was placed on the 

surface of 13 and covered wi t.h a crypt of partly shaped 

stones. Sherds from the matrix of the burial are only 

datable to the Classic period. 
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10 is another fill layer, appearing to "level-out" the 

surface of 11, and may originally have been surfaced with 

plaster. Again, associated ceramics date it only to the 

Classic. 9 was a plaster surface and a thick layer of 

sterile fill. 7 and 8 were patches in floor 9. 6 was a 

fill layer deposited in preparation for another 

reflooring. Although its plaster surface is gone, the 

surface is indicated by the presence of root disturbance 4 

that appeared to follow such a surface. Layers 3, 2, and 1 

contain rubble tumble from fallen architecture in a matrix 

of reforming A-horizon containing some unknown Classic and 

some Late Classic ceramics. 
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Testpit 39: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 40 

1985 

Coordinates: S 952.35 / W 2735.60 

Distance from site center: 2994m 

Elevation: 3.99m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located 3 km west of site center in 

structure 485. Excavation was intended to date and 

interpret the function of a small isolate (alone on a small 

platform 50-60m from the nearest structure). Excavation 

was to bedrock, 137cm bs. 

1 0-10cm: Humus, dry black compact soil with white marl and 

cobble inclusions; Chicanel, Late Classic, and Terminal 

Classic ceramics. 

2 10-30cm: Fill/tumble; gray matrix with large limestone 

rocks and large sherds: Early Classic, Late Classic, 

Terminal Classic. 

3 30-46cm: Fill; sticky gray clay with many small stones 

and small Late and Terminal Classic sherds. 

4 46-57cm: Fill; gray matrix with marl flecks, fewer rocks 
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and fewer smaller sherds: Late and Terminal Classic. 

- 5 58-65cm: Fill/floor; white marl lens; artifacts unknown 

Classic. 

7 66-80cm: Fill; gray soil similar to 4, but with Chicanel, 

Freshwater and Early Classic sherds. 

6 66-80cm: Retaining wall; line of cut stones running 

east-west across the south half of the excavation. 

8 8l-ll2cm: Buried A-horizon; black sticky clay containing 

Freshwater ceramics. 

9 l13-l37cm: Eroded bedrock; tan sticky clay grading in 

color to white. 

10 l37cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

A retaining wall 6 was built on leveled A-horizon 8 and 

fill 7 was dumped behind (north) of the wall to build a low 

platform in the Freshwater or Early Classic period. The 

platform was surfaced 5, probably during its original 

construction. Layers 4, 3 and 2 represent architectural 

tumble mixed with platform fill from later Terminal 

Classic/Early Post Classic construction phases that are now 

obliterated by deep plowing. 1 is the modern A-horizon. 
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Testpit 40: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 41 

1985 

Coordinates: S 1001.57 / W 2800.12 

Distance from site center: 3073m 

Elevation: 5.07m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in Platform 485 located 

between structure 485 and and structure 482, in a heavily 

occupied area three kilometers west of site center. 

Excavation continued to bedrock, l87cm below the modern 

ground surface. 

1 O-lOcm: Humus/tumble; light dry gravelly soil with 

Terminal Classic pottery. 

2 10-50cm: Platform wall and overburden; large stones (cut 

and uncut) in a white marl matrix mixed with topsoil 

bearing Late/Terminal Classic ceramics. 

3 10-50cm: Platform fill; packed white marl, unidentifiable 

sherds. 

4 50-75cm: pit fill; dark brown soil with small stones and 

no artifacts. (Cut was not numbered separately, since 

this may simply have been a separate dump load in the 



platform fill, although the configuration of the 

different colored soil resembles a pit in section.) 
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5 50-72cm: Base of platform wall and fill; large limestone 

blocks (as 2) in white-flecked gray marl fill. 

6 72-100cm: Fill; fine, sterile, tan, sandy soil. 

7 90-118cm: Floor and fill; uneven white marl surface 

flecked with gray; Unknown Classic pottery. 

8 118-139cm: Fill; large limestone rocks and cobbles with 

unknown Classic sherds. 

9 118-138cm: Buried A-horizon; black sticky clay containing 

Chicanel, Late/Terminal Classic ceramics. 

10 138-142cm: Fill; very soft white mottled marl; sterile. 

19 138-1S2cm: Fill; large limestone rocks and cobbles with 

unknown Classic sherds. 

18 142-1S0cm: Fill/A-horizon; black sticky soil. 

11 lS0-lS7cm: Fill/surface; gray sticky marl bearing 

unknown ceramics. 

12 lS7-1S9cm: Plaster; whitish-beige sticky clay material. 

13 159-162cm: Fill (subfloor); hard-packed tan fine­

grained marl. 
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14 162-167cm: Second A-horizon (abandonment?); black sticky 

sterile soil. 

15 167-185cm: Fill (surface eroded away?); white marl with 
I 

medium-sized limestone rocks. 

16 185-187cm: Ancient A-horizon (leveled); black sticky 

sterile soil. 

17 187cm: Bedrock; sascab grading to hard white limestone. 

20 118-157cm: pit dug through 9, 10 and 18 to the surface 

of 11 and 12. 

DISCUSSION 

The ancient A-horizon 16 was leveled in preparation for 

the construction of a low platform begun with fill layer 15 

and probably surfaced with plaster, but this surface is now 

gone. The structure was abandoned and a thin layer of 

topsoil 14 formed over the top. Later, a shallow fill 

layer 13 was deposited and plastered with 12, then 

resurfaced with 11 and abandoned, allowing 18 to reform 

above. Once more the area was surfaced, this time with 

soft white marl 10, and then abandoned for a considerable 

time, judging by the depth of A-horizon 9. This is the 

first deposition with datable artifacts; they date it to 

the Late/Terminal Classic, or later. 

The A-horizon 9 was excavated by cut 20 that also 
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penetrated 10 and 18 down to the surface of 11/12 which may 

have looked like bedrock to the builders. Excavation 20 

was filled with large stones and cobbles 19, and was 

probably a foundation trench of the type common elsewhere 

at Nohmul (see Testpit 1) made to support a large 

superstructure. 7 is a layer of platform fill and an 

eroded floor laid over 8. 6 is another building episode of 

platform fill, as are 6 and 5 (including 4). 2 is a tumbled 

Terminal Classic platform wall; 3 is the platform fill 

inside 2. 1 is the modern A-horizon. 
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Testpit 41: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 42 

1985 

Coordinates: S 1128.80 / W 2707.68 

Distance from site center: 5.66 

Elevation: 5.66 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located on west edge of structure 

476. Excavation was intended to locate staircase of the 

structure to date its original construction and reconstruct 

its occupation sequence. Digging continued into bedrock, 

204-230cm below the modern ground surface. 

1 0-24cm: Humus; dry black compact soil flecked with white 

marl; unknown Classic period artifacts. 

2 24-54cm: Rubble tumble; many large and small limestone 

cobbles in a light gray dry matrix; Late Classic and 

Terminal Classic ceramics. 

3 54-87cm: Overburden; light gray soil "outside" (west) of 

5 containing Chicanel ceramics and a single Early Classic 

sherd. 

4 54-90cm: Fill: soft powdery white marl with limestone 
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cobbles and Terminal Chicanel and Freshwater ceramics. 

5 67-87cm: Platform retaining wall; line of large (60 by 20 

by 30cm) cut limestone blocks running north-south near 

western edge of excavation. 

6 88-103cm: Cut stone structure: shaped and rough limestone 

rocks fitted with smaller stones appearing in southeast 

corner of excavation. The stones are set in a gray 

matrix that contains Freshwater ceramics. 

7 96-106cm: Fill; gray soil with small rocks and Freshwater 

and Early Classic ceramics. 

8 86-87cm: Plaster floor; hard white and gray mottled 

surface. 

9 87-1l8cm: Marl fill; soft sterile gray marl. 

10 118-122/127cm: Floor or fill; gray soil with Freshwater 

sherds and white hard marl. 

11 122/127-134cm: Plaster floor; patches of hard packed 

white smooth plaster mixed with pinkish tan soil, gravel, 

and Terminal Chicanel and Freshwater ceramics. 

1i 134-l36cm: Midden fill; gravelly brown soil with many 

small stones and much charcoal in a hard packed matrix 

containing some Terminal Chicanel and some Freshwater 

ceramics. 
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13 136-150cm: Midden fill; soft light brown soil with some 

charcoal near interface with 12; Terminal Chicanel and 

Chicanel pottery. 

14 150-155cm: Plaster floor; white rubbly lens with same 

ceramics as 13 above. 

15 155-175/185cm: Fill; light .soft brown soil grading to 

beige and then gray at the base of the deposit; Terminal 

Chicanel and Chicanel pottery. 

16 175/183-180-188cm: Fill; pinkish tan gravel and beige 

marl with Chicanel ceramics. 

17 185-190cm: Midden; gray silt with charcoal, Chicanel and 

Terminal Chicanel pottery. 

18 176-188cm: Fill or surface; hard packed white marl with 

Chicanel ceramics. 

19 178-l92cm: Eroded limestone rock; dense white marl and 

three rocks (13cm. in diameter). 

20 185-200cm: Midden; dark brown hard-packed soil, burnt 

rocks, dense charcoal and Terminal Chicanel and Chicanel 

sherds. 

21 195-200cm: Ashy midden; loose gray soil with Chicanel 

sherds. 



22 195-230cm: Fill; ash, charcoal, burnt rocks, Chicanel 

pottery. 
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23 195-230cm: Firepit lining; large Chicanel sherds set in 

a dished circle. 

24 195-220cm: Hearth collar; burnt clay around outside edge 

of hearth sherd lining, may be natural formation of soil 

surrounding hearth fired by heat from hearth fire. 

25 220-230cm: Firepit cut; shallow dished cut into bedrock 

base of hearth. 

26 195-225cm: Buried A-horizon/midden; gray brown soil with 

gray and white ash, charcoal, burnt rocks, pink pebbles 

and Chicanel sherds. 

27 204/230cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

The A-Horizon 26 was cleared away and a small circular 

pit 25 was dug into the surface of bedrock 27 during the 

Late Preclassic. This depression was lined with Chicanel 

sherds 23 and used as a firepit, use of the feature caused 

the damp clay outside the sherd lining to be heated with 

the effect of "firing" it and creating the hearth collar 

24. During use, the hearth gradually filling up with burnt 

rocks and ash 22, and 21, and then became the receptacle 
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for debris 20 from other cooking areas. 

19 and 18 are enigmatic due to the small area of 

exposure, but appear to be the remains of some sort of 

structure, dating to the end of the Preclassic period. 17 

is a midden probably accumulated after the abandonment of 

the structure. 16 may be a later occupation of the area 

during the same period. 

15 is a layer of platform fill surfaced by 14 during the 

Terminal Chicanel era. 13 is yet another fill layer from 

this period that increased the height of the platform; the 

surface of this layer is missing. 12 may represent a 

period of abandonment, since the matrices are darker than 

usual fill layers and contain much charcoal and somewhat 

later sherds (Freshwater) than preceding layers. 

Abandonment would explain the absence of a plaster surface 

above 13, since it might have eroded due to exposure. 11 

is a Protoclassic plaster floor, resurfaced by 10 during 

the same period. 

9 is a sterile layer of marl fill surfaced by plaster 

floor 8, also sterile. 7 and 6 are the foundation trench 

and cut stone base-wall of an Early Classic structure, cut 

into, but probably associated with 8. 4 is a later fill 

layer (still with Terminal Chicanel and Freshwater 

ceramics) supporting the later structure 5, which 
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unfortunately yielded no diagnostic ceramics. This 

construction may have been as late as the Terminal Classic 

period, since sherds from 2, a layer of architectural 

tumble probably from the same structure date to the Late 

and Terminal Classic. 3 is a layer of overburden with 

Chicanel and Early Classic pottery, covered by 1, the 

modern A-horizon. 
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Testpit 42: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 43 

1985 

Coordinates: S -3810 / W 354.42 

Distance from site center: 3591m 

Elevation: 3.87m 

One section Drawing 

A one by one meter pit placed in an area where posthole 

testing turned up an unusual concentration of fossil shell 

about 30 centimeters below the modern ground surface. The 

unique nature of the deposit persuaded me to extend the 

excavation with two 50cm wide trenches, one 9.6m north of 

the northern edge of the original 1 x 1 m test square, and 

the other 6.26m west of the western edge of the original 

pit. Excavation of the original pit was to bedrock, 155cm 

below the modern ground surface. The western trench 

stopped at the surface of the shell deposit. The northern 

trench was excavated to over 1 meter in depth. 

1 0-30cm: Humus; black sticky soil with a few tiny chert 

flakes and some tiny undiagnostic bits of ceramic. 

2 30-160cm: Shell; sterile layer of fossil shell in sandy 

matrix. Very little matrix was present. Shell included 
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a variety of marine shells, e.g. clams, oysters, 

fighting conch, and some small pieces of coral. The size 

of the shells ranged from IOmm to about 25 centimeters, 

most shells falling at the larger end of the spectrum. 

3 30-75cm: Shell; in original pit only, same as 2 but with 

black soil matrix; bioturbation, probably roots. 

4 70-92cm: Shell; in original pit only, same as 2, but with 

yellow marl matrix; bioturbation. 

5 92cm: Solid soft white sascab with some shell in the 

upper edge, but diminishing with depth. 

6 76-92cm: Shell in tan matrix. 

7 70-80cm: Lens of black sticky soil with one sherd 

("Z-Angle"), probable Early Classic. 7 is in north 

trench only. 

8 IO-75cm: Lens of fossil shell in white matrix; similar to 

2 but separated from 2 by 7. 

DISCUSSION 

It is not possible to tell whether this shell is a 

natural deposit. The difference in characteristics between 

very ancient fossil shell and shell that is one to three 

thousand years old in this sort of deposit is unknown. 

Fossil shell does occur naturally in this vicinity (Henry 
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Truebe, p.c.), and many of the shells are much too small to 

have been collected for food. On the other hand, there is 

almost no matrix of soil between the shells. What there 

is, at least in the upper portion of the lens, is sandy, 

not the limestone sascab the shell is embedded in in 

natural deposits elsewhere on site. Shell does mix with 

the bedrock sascab in the bottom of the pit, but thins out 

quickly with depth, so this mixing could have occurred 

after the layer of shell was deposited. There are no 

similar deposits near TP43, and the deposit is localized. 

Test pit 44, located only about 40 meters away, had no 

shell at all. 

Shell is used elsewhere on site as a foundation material, 

presumably to promote stability and drainage. This area, 

within 25 meters of raised fields, would probably need 

drainage. Even if the deposit is natural, it has been 

modified by humans, since a sherd was found in 7. If the 

shells were imported from the coast, they may have been 

brought in by boat, since there is said (by modern local 

inhabitants) to be a navigable channel through the raised 

fields immediately north of the shell deposit. 

Assuming that the shell deposit is cultural, the sequence 

of events was as follows. Topsoil was removed above 

bedrock 5 and a deep layer of shells 2 was deposited. 

Another layer 8 was laid nearby above unremoved topsoil 7. 
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Over time, plants grew into the shell causing black 3, and 

yellow 4 discolorations of the shell. Gradually the lower 

levels received percolated chemicals from above and became 

darker tan 6. After the area was abandoned, the A-Horizon 1 

reformed above the top of the shells. One Early Classic 

sherd is not enough to date these events. A few other 

sherds from levels disturbed areas of the surface of 

deposits 2 and 3 were dated unknown or either Late or 

Terminal Classic. 
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Testpit 44 

1985 

Coordinates: S -3788.97 / W 401.36 

Distance from site center: 3576m 

Elevation: 3.90m 

One section Drawing 

A one by one meter pit placed in an area where posthole 

testing turned up an unusual deposit of sascab only 10 

centimeters below the modern ground surface. The unique 

nature of the deposit persuaded me to extend the excavation 

with three 50cm wide trenches, one extended 2.4 meters from 

the northwest corner of the original 1 x 1 m test square, 

another 3 meters east from the east edge of the original 

pit, and the other 2 meters south of the southern edge of 

the original pit. Excavation of the original pit was to 

bedrock, 100cm below the modern ground surface. The east 

trench went to bedrock, but the other two stopped at the 

surface of the sascab deposit. 

1 0-15cm: Humus; black sticky soil with very few badly 

eroded sherds (mostly unidentifiable, but possibly Late 

or Terminal Classic) and a few tiny flakes of chert. 



580 

2 l5-25/45cm: Floor; layer of sascab or finely ground 

shells. The surface of this deposit was disturbed by 

plowing, but the bottom of the deposit showed a clean 

contact with the levelled A-Horizon below. The floor was 

deepest in the center and became thinner at the edges. 

3 25/45-90cm: Buried A-Horizon, black clay with one small 

trace of a potsherd. 

4 45/90-l02cm: Buried A-Horizon, gray sticky clay 

5 102cm: Bedrock; soft sterile sascab. 

DISCUSSION 

Above bedrock 5 in this low wet area, the process of 

"slicken-sides" has caused the buried A-Horizon to look 

mottled. 3 and 4 are the result of this process. The 

surface of the A-Horizon was leveled and floor 2 was 

deposited some time during the Classic period. 1 reformed 

after abandonment. 

Complete exposure of the surface of 2 in 1986 showed that 

the floor was approximately round and about 3.5 meters in 

diameter. The surface was too disturbed by plowing to have 

postholes preserved, but was surely the floor of a house or 

field house. Despite the absence of artifapts, the 

structure is too far from other houses to be an ancillary 

structure. Is seems a little large to be a field house and 
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the floor is a bit labor intensive for a temporary 

structure, but the feature is adjacent to an area of raised 

fields. If this is the remains of a year-round dwelling, 

the inhabitants were probably very poor, depending on 

perishable materials such as baskets and gourds and very 

little pottery. The lithic tools they had (suggested by 

the tiny flakes found in 1) were probably taken when they 

left the area. If the floor is the remains of a temporary 

structure, I would expect there to be some evidence of its 

use, in the form of plant or animal processing debris or 

manufacturing debris. The almost complete absence of 

artifacts associated with the feature makes it unusual at 

Nohmul and in the Maya Lowlands. 
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Testpit 45 

1985 

Coordinates: S -3348.12 / W -294.64 

Distance from site center: 3196m 

Elevation: 5.53m 

One section Drawing 

A one by one meter pit was dug in an area where posthole 

testing turned up a dense deposit of sherds and other 

cultural material consistent with a primary midden only 10 

centimeters below the modern ground surface. The deposit 

was unusual since the nearest platform based structure is 

over 50 meters away on the other side of a swamp that holds 

standing water during the rainy season. 

The unique nature of the deposit persuaded me to extend 

the excavation with two 50cm wide trenches, one extended 

10.5 meters from the north edge of the original 1 x 1 m 

test square, and the other extended 4.5 meters west of the 

western edge of the original pit. Excavation of the 

original pit was to bedrock, 79cm below the modern ground 

surface. The north trench stopped at the level of floor 

11, except where the floor was penetrated by burials. The 

other trench stopped at the surface of midden deposit 8. 



1 0-10cm: Humus; black sticky soil with many artifacts 

including large sherds dating to the Early, Late and 

Terminal/Early Post Classic. 
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2 32-50cm: Infant burial; large (45 by 40cm) pot sherd over 

layer of gray soil (mix of 2 and 11) and a few small 

poorly preserved unrecoverable bones; vessel dated to the 

latter part of the Early Classic (Type: Monkey Falls 

striated; occurs later at Nohmu1 than at Barton Ramie, 

Laura Kosakowsky, p.c.) 

3 32-50cm: Burial cut; hole dug through floor 11 for 

placement of 2. 

4 30-70cm: crypt and burial furniture; jumbled layer of 1 

cut and uncut pieces of limestone, the cut block was 60 

by 20cm and had been placed directly above the human bone 

6. The smaller stones were about 10cm in diameter and did 

not appear shaped. Among these at the east end of the 

burial was a smashed Late Classic redware bowl above the 

head of the body. 

5 30-70cm: Burial fill; loose gray soil much disturbed by 

roots and rodents. 

660-70cm: Human bone; badly crushed and mostly 

unrecoverable. 

7 30-70cm: Burial cut; hole dug for placement of 5 and 4. 
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8 10-25cm: Midden; dense deposit of medium sized sherds, 

fairly eroded and including a large proportion of 

unidentifiable plainwares, as well as Early Classic, Late 

Classic, and Terminal/Early Post Classic ceramics. 

9 20-30cm: Ashy soil; light gray soil with Late Classic 

sherds. 

10 21-34cm: Midden; dense concentration of charcoal, burnt 

rock, chert and large Early and Late Classic potsherds. 

The deposit also included many unidentifiable 

plainwares. 

11 32-48cm: Floor; hard-packed light gray soil with no 

artifacts. 

12 30-40cm: Fire cracked rock; layer of burnt rocks and 

burnt mano fragment, ashy matrix. 

13 32-47cm: Hearth lining; layer of Late Classic potsherds 

in base of cut 14 holding ash, charcoal, and burnt 

rocks. 

14 26-47cm: Firepit; cut into midden filled with sherd 

lining 13 and fire cracked rock 12. 

15 35-60cm: Midden; black sticky A-Horizon type clay matrix 

with white marl flecks and a dense accumulation of Late 

Classic pottery and other artifacts, including the finely 
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modeled head of a woman, perhaps the broken figure of a 

household god. 

16 23/60-50/80cm: Buried A-Horizon; same matrix as 15, but 

almost sterile, only a few Late Classic sherds were 

collected from this depth. 17 60/80cm: Bedrock; sterile 

grayish wet sticky sascab. 

DISCUSSION 

Bedrock 17 may have been mined for marl, but there is no 

secure evidence for this besides the dip in bedrock below 

A-Horizon 16. Sometime in the Late Classic period, floor 11 

was created directly on A-Horizon 16 and midden 15 

accumulated nearby. 11 was not a hard plaster surface, but 

a soft marl layer that over time has mingled with the black 

subsoil to from a dry friable sterile gray lens. A firepit 

14 was dug and lined with sherds 13 and rocks 12. Another 

layer of midden 10 accumulated between the floor 11 and 

midden 14. This midden layer contained some Early Classic 

material, suggesting that an earlier occupation existed 

nearby. Ashy layer 9 was associated with the juncture 

between midden layers 15 and 10. 

Two burials were associated with floor 11. In cut 3 about 

one third of a large jar 2 was placed above small bones 

that had almost completely perished before discovery. The 

interment was interpreted as a baby burial and may date to 
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the earliest occupation of the floor, since the jar dates 

to the latter part of the Early Classic. When the burial 

was originally located in 1985, it appeared to predate the 

deposition of floor 11. When the T45 excavation was 

expanded in 1986, the edge of a dark circle was visible in 

the surface of floor 11 above the western edge of the 

burial where the evidence had not been disturbed. Either 

decay of the burial had caused the soil 20 centimeters 

above to discolor, or the burial had been cut through the 

shallow floor, and the marl of the floor fairly carefully 

replaced. The pot (2) was identified as Monkey Falls 

striated (Kosakowsky, p.c.) and is in the same 

stratigraphic position as the pot of the same type found in 

the hearth in TP 76. In both cases the pots were set into 
-. 
layers with definite Late Classic dates. It seems almost 

certain that Monkey Falls striated is a Late Classic type 

at Nohmu1. 

7 was definitely cut through 11 in the Late Classic. The 

bones were badly preserved, but the person appeared to have 

been partially flexed, lying on the right side, facing 

north with the head to the east. A smashed Late Classic 

bowl 4 was above the head 6 surrounded by fill layer 5 and 

topped by a layer of shaped and unshaped rocks, also 

labelled 4, that were much disturbed by plowing and looked 

more like a cairn than a crypt. 
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Another midden layer, 2, accumulated above the hearth. 

This layer contains some Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic 

sherds, and may pertain to occupations in the vicinity that 

occurred after abandonment of the occupation floor 11. The 

reformed A-Horizon 1 also contains Terminal Classic/Early 

Post Classic sherds. 
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Testpit 46 

1985 

Coordinates: S -3412.86 / W 412.62 

Distance from site center: 3204m 

Elevation: 4.96m 

One section Drawing 

An 80cm by one meter pit was dug in an elevated area 

where posthole testing located an unusual yellowish clay 

deposit near the modern ground surface in an elevated area 

near excavation TP 45. The nearest platform based structure 

is over 50 meters away on the other side of a swamp that 

holds standing water during the rainy season. Excavation 

continued into bedrock 130cm below the modern ground 

surface. 

1 O-lOcm: Humus; black sticky clay with Santana-Tepeu (Late 

Classic) or Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic) 

ceramics. 

2 10-30cm: possible surface; yellowish gray clay lens. 

3 30-60cm: Surface; white marl with ground shell. 

4 60-98cm: Gray clay; probably a natural layer, but origin 



is unclear; contained a mix of Cocos-Chicane1 (Late 

Prec1assic), unknown, and possibly santana-Tepeu (Late 

Classic) pottery. 
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5 58-70cm: Rodent Burrow or Posthole; round column of black 

sticky soil penetrating 6. 

6 58-70cm: Surface; yellow and white marl with some sherds, 

possibly Cocos-Chicane1 (Late Prec1assic). 

9 62-78cm: Surface; yellowish clay lens associated with 

Cocos-Chicane1 (Late Prec1assic), and Santana-Tepeu (Late 

Classic) or Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic) 

pottery. 

7 80-l03cm: Buried A-Horizon: black sticky soil with 

unknown sherds. 

8 l03cm: Bedrock; soft white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

Bedrock 8 below this excavation is uneven, but appears to 

be undisturbed. Above the buried A-Horizon 7, layers of 

yellowish 9 and white 6 clay were deposited; both were 

associated with Chicane1 ceramics and 9 also had some 

Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) or Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Post Classic) period pottery. These layers 

were soft and mottled, but were probably cultural deposits, 
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as they do not have the "heaved" appearance of 

"slickensides". 5 is a hole dug vertically through 6, and 

I suspected it was a posthole. However, very soft marl 

deposits, like 6 are attractive to burrowing animals, so 6 

might be a rodent burrow. 

4 is a layer of gray clay, perhaps a shallow fill layer 

or an eroded marl surface, containing Cocos-Chicanel (Late 

Preclassic) and possible Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) 

pottery. 3 is almost definitely a packed marl and shell 

surface. 2 is another possible surface, but I am inclined 

to think this layer may be the remains of decayed and 

homogenized wattle and daub walls. 1 is the modern humus 

layer containing Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) or Rancho 

(Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic) pottery. 
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Testpit 47 

1985 

Coordinates: S -3317.48 / W -421.50 

Distance from site center: 3107m 

Elevation: 4.90 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in the center of structure 

659, a small isolated building on its own platform a few 

meters northeast of structure 660. The purpose of the 

excavation was to reconstruct the occupation sequence of 

the area. Excavation was to bedrock, 270cm below the 

modern ground surface. 

1 0-7cm: Modern land surface; dark gray soil with many 

marine shells and Terminal Classic/early Post Classic 

sherds. 

2 7-15cm: Light gray soil mixed with shells. 

3 15-20: Plaster floor; hard white surface with some 

.evidence of burning. 

4 20-40cm: Subfloor fill; dense layer of crushed and whole 

marine shell. 
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S 40-4Scm: Floor; smooth white plaster. 

6 4S-70cm: Fill; crushed and whole shell. 

7 65-93cm: Cut Fill; gray mar11 mixed with crushed and whole 

shells. 

8 65-93cm: Cut into layer 9. 

9 70-10Scm: Fill; mix of gray soil, marl, and soil with 

some shells. 

10 10S-12Scm: Fill/floor; mottled gray plaster. 

11 12s-133cm: Fill; Dark gray soil with chunks of yellow 

and white marl; gravel, unknown ceramics and charcoal. 

12 133-190/270cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky soil with 

white and yellow marl flecks; mix of Chicane1, Early and 

Late Classic ceramics in top of this layer. 

13 10S-11Scm: Rodent burrow with unidentified Classic 

period sherds. 

14 190-270cm: Cut into bedrock. 

lS 190/270cm: Bedrock; soft white sterile sascab. 

DISCUSSION 

Bedrock lS was mined 14 at an unknown date. Sometime in 

the Late Classic period, a layer of fill 11 was deposited 
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directly on the A-Horizon 12, then covered with another 

thick fill layer 10 which may have been plastered or used 

directly as a surface. Above this, another layer of fill 9 

was deposited and cut by a small trench 8 for some unknown 

reason. This trench was subsequently filled 7 and another 

construction layer 6 was deposited and surfaced 5. The 

height of 5 was increased with the deposit of fill layer 4, 

surfaced with 3. Yet another surface is indicated by 2, but 

the final plastering is gone, probably plowed away, and has 

been replaced by the reforming A-Horizon 1. 

1 is forming slowly because the area is so elevated from 

the 4 (or more) construction phases of the substructure, 

and because the drainage provided by the shells used in the 

fill makes it difficult for plants to get established. The 

Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic sherds in the upper 

stratum suggest the area was occupied during this period, 

but I suspect at least some of the building phases date to 

the Late Classic, the date of the buried A-Horizon. The 

lack of ceramics in the fill may be explained by the 

shortage of middens in the area, since no other mounds are 

visible from the mound group composed of structures 659 and 

660. Alternatively, the inhabitants may simply have 

preferred shell for its drainage properties. 
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Testpit 47: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 48 

1985 

Coordinates: S -3289.10 / W 407.96 

Distance from site Center: 3077m 

Elevation: 4.49 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit dug between structures 659 and 660 

to determine whether a platform connected the two. 

Excavation was to bedrock 258cm below the modern ground 

surfacs. 

1 0-20/44cm: Modern land surface; black sticky soil with 

marl flecks and unknown, Late Classic and Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic pottery. 

2 20/44-42/l57cm: Fill; gray-brown soil with greater 

concentration of white marl chunks and flecks and a mix 

of Late Classic and Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic 

pottery. 

3 l57-204cm: Fill; same matrix as 2, but arbitrary division 

to attempt to catch ceramic change, sherds are all Late 

and unknown Classic, no more Terminal/Early Postclassic. 
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4 l87cm: Burial; small quantity of bone (toe bones?) found 

in south section of pit (bones are actually in 3 and on 

5) • 

5 204-220cm: Fill; light grayish white soft smooth marl 

with a few unknown potsherds. 

6 2l8-235cm: Fill; light gray soil with marl chunks and 

charcoal. Associated ceramics dated to the Late Classic 

or were unknown. 

7 235-256cm: Hearth fill; blackish ashy gray matrix with 

white marl chunks, charcoal and unknown Classic pottery. 

This layer also included 4 or 6 marine "ecofacts" (see 

DISCUSSION) • 

8 215-230cm: Wall Fall; chunks of white limestone. 

9 235-256cm: Hearth lining; limestone rock lining of 

hearth. 

10 60/256-62-258cm: Pit lining; greenish white fine­

grained clay that seems to line entire pit, including 

hearth. May be natural precipitate resulting from 

exposure of limestone bedrock to moisture, or may be a 

·cu1tura1 deposit. 

11 60/257cm: Cut of bedrock pit. 

12 43-60cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky soil with 



Chicanel, Late Classic and Terminal Classic /Early 

Postclassic pottery. 

13 60-63cm: Sascab; soft matrix above bedrock associated 

with unknown pottery. 

14 63/257cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

601 

A natural A-Horizon 12 above sascab 13 and bedrock 14 

accumulated debris during the Chicanel and Late Classic 

periods. Although 12 contained some Terminal Classic/Early 

Postclassic pottery in the lab, I believe this was an 

excavator's mistake. I think the later pottery was mixed 

into 12 from the adjacent but later layer 2, since the two 

were not clearly distinct in the field, and the decision to 

separate them was partly arbitrary. This possibility is 

supported by the presence of two Late Classic bearing 

layers in the pit, and the absence of any later garbage in 

the pit. If this interpretation is correct, 12 was cut by 

11 in the Late Classic and lined, either naturally or by 

natural processes (no lining like this was found in any 

other bedrock pit) with 10. 

In this lined pit, a hearth 9 was constructed, before a 

section of the pit wall 8 fell in near the hearth. 

Probably some of this debris was cleared away and 
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rearranged before the hearth was lined with small stones 7 

and used for a fire. Among the stones, in the center if 

the hearth in the ashes of the fire(s), 4 or 6 small pieces 

of fossil coral were found. These were pinkish, perhaps 

from burning, and several were anthropomorphic, although 

not culturally modified. One looked like a tiny human 

figure, another like a human hand. 

Above the hearth was fill layer 6 that may have been a 

natural accumulation in the Late Classic, or it may have 

been deposited to level the surface of 7. At any rate, a 

layer of soft marl 5 containing a few very poorly preserved 

bones 4 was laid above 6, and covered with the rapidly 

deposited 3 in the Late Classic. A second period of rapid 

deposition occurred in the Terminal Classic/Early 

postclassic, when 2 completely filled the pit and elevated 

the land surface above some 20 centimeters. The natural 

A-Horizon 1 formed gradually above 2. 
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Testpit 48: Harris Matrix 
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1985 

Coordinates: S -3281.05 / W -404.09 

Distance from site center: 3069m 

Elevation: 4.61 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit dug in structure 660 to determine 

its type of construction and occupation sequence. 

Excavation was to bedrock 177cm below the modern ground 

surface. 

1 0-14cm: Humus; black sticky soil with marl flecks and 

gravel; Late Classic and unknown ceramic associations. 

2 14-22cm: Surface; powdery white plaster with unknown 

Classic pottery. 

3 22-40cm: Tumble; gray soil with marl flecks and much 

animal disturbance. Layer contained unknown Classic 

pottery and one Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic 

sherd. 

4 40-87cm: Decayed structure; large articulating cut 

limestone blocks set in light brown matrix. 
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5 87-107cm: Fill; continuation of blocks of 4, but set in 

black sticky soil and with Late Classic, unknown Classic, 

unknown pottery associated. 

6 l07-l77cm: Fill; layer of marl with unknown sherds 

associated. 

7 l40-177cm: Cut in bedrock. 

8 177cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

Bedrock 8 was mined 7 at an unknown date and covered with 

a layer of fill 6. In the Late Classic (probably) a 

structure was built 5 and then 4 was added. The 

superstructure was demolished in the Terminal Classic/Early 

Postclassic, leaving rubble layer 3, and resurfaced with 2. 

1 reformed after abandonment. 
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Testpit 49: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 50 

1985 

Coordinates:S-3330.87/W-380.56 

Distance from site center: 3115m 

Elevation:3.96 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located on edge of elevated area 

near structures 659 and 660. Purpose of the excavation was 

to determine if this area had been culturally modified. 

Excavation was continued 42cm into bedrock, 85cm below the 

modern ground surface. 

I 0-16cm: Humus; black sticky soil with root disturbance. 

Some unknown sherds and one Terminal Classic/Early 

Postclassic sherd. 

2 16-43cm: Midden; same matrix as 1 but with dense 

concentration of white marl flecks, small pebbles, some 

shell, and some Chicanel and unknown Classic sherds. 

343-85cm: Sascab bedrock; soft white matrix with some 

Chicanel and unknown sherds and some shells pressed into 

its surface. 
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4 85cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

The naturally occurring soft l sascab 3 above hard bedrock 

4 may have been cleaned off and used as a surface during 

the Late Preclassic. After abandonment, living debris, 

probably fr~m nearby occupations accumulated with the 

reformation of the natural A-Horizon 2. Some time later, 

above this debris layer, a later accumulation led to the 

formation of 1. 
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TP51 

1985 

Coordinates: S -3966.92 / W -95.51 

Distance from site Center: 3731m 

Elevation: 4.84m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located on east edge of structure 

682 in isolated mound group 684 near raised field area 4km 

north of site center. Purpose of the excavation was to 

ascertain the date and nature of the construction. 

Excavation continued 25cm into bedrock, 240cm below the 

modern ground surface. 

1 0-5cm: Humus; medium brown loose soil with white marl 

flecks and Chicanel, Early Classic, unknown Classic 

sherds. 

2 5-39/54cm: Overburden; light gray loose gravelly soil 

with marl flecks, small rocks and cobbles and some larger 

rocks; large sherds, shells, roots. Ceramics are Early 

Classic, Late Classic, Terminal Classic/Early 

Postclassic, and unknown Classic. 

3 39/54-73/137cm: Tumble; large limestone rocks (25cm·in 



diameter). 

4 73-137cm: Platform wall; Large cut and set limestone 

blocks set in tan matrix with Late Classic and unknown 

Classic sherds. 
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5 110-130cm: Midden fill; grayish white marl with Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic, and unknown Classic pottery. 

6 145-150cm: Fill; light gray soil with white marl flecks 

and Early Classic and unknown Classic ceramics. 

7 128-140cm; Fill; concentration of shell with unknown 

sherds. 

8 138-155cm: Platform surface; hard white plaster surface 

over cut limestone blocks set in sterile gray matrix. 

9 150-162cm: Midden; black sticky soil with white marl 

flecks, charcoal shell and large Terminal Chicanel, Early 

Classic, Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic sherds. 

10 160-175cm: Floor; thin lens of white marl. 

11 163-207cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky soil with Late 

Classic, Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic, unknown 

Classic sherds, charcoal and small burnt rocks. 

12 207-240cm: Sascab; soft gray-green marl with a few 

unknown sherds. 
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13 240cm: Bedrock; dense beige with white flecks. 

DISCUSSION 

The natural layer of sascab 12 above bedrock 13 may have 

been exposed at some time, or else the few unidentifiable 

sherds in it may have entered it by some natural process 

such as soil creep. The buried A-Horizon 11 had 

accumulated a lot of midden materials when a floor 10 was 

constructed directly on it, probably in the Late Classic. 

The Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic sherds in this lot 

were probably mixed from the midden layer 9 above. Above 

the midden, a stone platform 8 was built and plastered in 

the Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic. A platform wall 4 

was constructed and filled with several layers of fill: 5, 

6, and 7. The superstructure of the building collapsed 

after abandonment, spilling blocks 3 and creating a layer 

of overburden 2. 1 is reforming slowly due to the well 

drained construction which makes it difficult for grass to 

grow. 

It is clear that earlier structures existed in the 

vicinity of this Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic 

building. These structures and their middens were mined to 

provide fill layers for Structure 682. When these layers 

eroded out of the platform after abandonment, they created 

a situation that looked almost like reverse stratigraphy in 
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testpit 51. 
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Testpit 51: North section 
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Testpit 51: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 52 

1985 

Coordinates:S-847.36/W-2290.73 

Distance from site Center: 2359m 

Elevation: 3.38m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in nonmound area near an 

aguada, two kilometers east of site center to test a shell 

and sherd surface scatter. Excavation was to bedrock at 

85cm below the modern ground surface. 

1 O-12cm: Humus, dry black compact soil with white marl 

flecks and shell. Ceramic artifacts were poorly 

preserved and all unknown. 

2 0-20cm: Surface; powdery white discontinuous lens with 

lots of shell, probably disturbed by plowing. 

3 7-70cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky soil, similar to 1 

but below 2; unknown sherds. 

4 50-80cm: Sascabi soft sterile sticky gray soil above 

bedrock. 

5 80cm: Bedrock; white limestone. 
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DISCUSSION 

The natural sascab layer 4 above bedrock 5 appears to 

have been mined, but the cut was not numbered separately, 

since evidence of human activity is so equivocal. Probably 

the soft sascab was mined and 3 , the original ground 

surface, was replaced and leveled to fill the hole. Then 

the sascab 4 was used to create lens 2 to be used as a 

surface, perhaps a house floor. Because the feature is so 

shallow and not on a protective platform, it has been badly 

disturbed by plowing, and has mingled with the modern 

A-Horizon 1. None of the sherds recovered was 

chronologically diagnostic, but the fact that such a 

shallow ephemeral feature is preserved suggests it dates to 

the latter part of the occupation of the site. The use of 

shell in floor construction suggests a Terminal Classic 

date (see TP 49). 
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Testpit 52: North Section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 53 

1985 

Coordinates: S -28.70 / W -1027.21 

Distance from site Center: 1036m 

Elevation: 16.65 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in the center of structure 

955 in mound group one kilometer east of site center. 

Purpose of the excavation was to ascertain the date and 

sequence of the construction. Surface had been disturbed 

by heavy road-building machinery. Excavation continued to 

l70cm below the modern ground surface. 

1 O-lOcm: Humus; dry brown loose soil with cobble and 

pebble-sized white marl inclusions, pieces of broken 

plaster and marine shell, Terminal Classic/Early 

Postclassic ceramics. 

2 10-50cm: Tumble; large rocks, cobbles and gravel in light 

brown matrix with bits of plaster, Terminal Classic/Early 

Postclassic, and unknown pottery types. 

3 78-ll7cm: Fill; yellowish beige powdery marl. 
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4 68-105cm: Fill; large unfitted rocks in dark brown matrix 

with Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic and unknown 

sherds. 

5 105-113cm: Floor; eroded plaster surface painted with 

specular hematite with rubble fill containing Terminal 

Classic/Early Postc1assic and unknown pottery fragments. 

6 113-123cm: Floor; red painted plaster, layer of charcoal 

and crushed snails on surface with unknown Classic 

sherds. 

7 47-119cm; Platform wall; alignment of cut limestone 

blocks, unknown Classic ceramic sherds associated. 

8 119-139cm: Fill; dark clayey soil with fist-sized stones 

and Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic and unknown 

Classic sherds. 

9 l19-139cm: Foundation trench below wall 7, filled with 8. 

10 l17-136cm: Fill; rocky gray gravel with Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic sherds. 

11 136-139cm: Surface; lens of hard-packed white marl. 

12 117-139cm: Cut; excavation into 13, filled with 10 and 

11. 

13 117-156cm: Midden on buried A-Horizon; black sticky 
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layer with many rocks, lithics, and a mix of Chicanel and 

Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic sherds. Layer 13 

covers contents of cut IS. 

14 lS6-170cm: Burial; human bone set in matrix of small 

stones under large cut block, unknown ceramics. 

IS lS6-170cm: Burial cut; excavation into bedrock. 

16 170cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone, unknown sherds 

probably from burial. 

DISCUSSION 

Bedrock 16 was cleared and a shallow hole IS was dug into 

it to receive burial 14. The body was covered with small 

rocks and then at least two large cut stones 17 and 18. The 

A-Horizon 13 was replaced above this. The date of the 

burial is unknown, but may have been Preclassic, since 

there is a small quantity of Chicanel in layer 13. 

Artifacts in 13, however, are mostly Terminal Classic/Early 

Postclassic, so the subsequent construction is all from the 

last occupation of the site. 

A shallow hole 12 was dug into 13, and the bottom of the 

depression was surfaced with 11. The depression 12 was then 

completely filled with 10; 10 was in turn cut by foundation 

trench 9, that was filled with 8 and wall S. A series of 

floors numbered 6 and 7 (although there was evidence of 
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many thin layers of painted plaster, one over another) were 

constructed abutting wall 7 and wall fill 8. The platform 

was enlarged with the additions of 4 and 3, probably 

originally surfaced with 5. After abandonment, the 

superstructure was bulldozed, creating layer 2. 1 is the 

humus layer reforming slowly over the top of the feature. 
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Testpit 53: West Section 
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Testpit 53: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 54 

1985 

Coordinates: S -23.79 / W 1050.45 

Distance from Site Center: 1060m 

Elevation: l7.09m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in the center of Structure 

994 in a settlement area one kilometer east of site 

center. The purpose of the excavation was to ascertain the 

date and sequence of the construction. Surface had been 

disturbed by heavy road-building machinery. Excavation 

continued to 110cm below the modern ground surface. 

1 O-lOcm: Humus; unusual A-Horizon,dry light brown silty 

loose soil with cobble and pebble-sized white marl 

inclusions, fire-cracked rock, pieces of broken plaster 

and marine shell, unknown Classic ceramics. 

2 lO-65cm: Tumble; lighter brown and yellowish soil with 

fist-sized stones, unknown Classic pottery. 

3 27-55cm: Fill; light gray loose dry soil, much animal 

disturbance, Late Classic and unknown sherds. 
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4 7-55cm: Superstructure; large fitted cut limestone blocks 

in a line with Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic and 

unknown sherds in the matrix. 

5 62-68cm: Floor; burnt plaster surface. 

6 68-73cm: Floor; plaster surface. 

7 73-81cm: Floor; white plaster surface with Late Classic 

a~d unknown ceramics in association. 

8 50-60cm: Rodent burrow or disturbance; dark gray soil 

with unknown sherds. 

9 50-90cm: Fill; dry friable tan soil with marl flecks and 

Early Classic, Late Classic and unknown sherds. 

10 77-110cm: Fill; light tan soil with marl flecks and 

fist-sized rocks, some shell, some bone, possibly from 

rodent-disturbed burial that lies mostly outside 

excavation area. 

11 50-99cm: Fill; light gray loose dry soil with Late 

Classic and unknown pottery. 

12 99-153cm: Fill; Dark gray sticky clay with Early and 

Late Classic and unknown ceramic inclusions. 

13 50-l52cm: Platform wall; five courses of large cut 

limestone blocks. 



14 150-180cm: Foundation trench fill; loose marl pebbles 

and cobbles; Late Classic ceramics. 

15 150-180cm: Foundation trench; excavation into 16. 
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16 130-167cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky clay with some 

artifacts and charcoal. 

17 167cm: Bedrock; sticky sterile sascab overlying hard 

white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

Sometime during the Late Classic period, a foundation 

trench 15 was dug into the A-Horizon 16 (above bedrock 17) 

and filled 14 with loose marl, pebbles and artifacts. 

Trench 15 was made to reinforce the five course cut block 

platform wall 13 built above it. The platform was built up 

behind the platform wall 13 with layers of fill 12 and 11. 

13 may have been free-standing on its west side for a time, 

but the west area was eventually built up with successive 

Late Classic fill layers 10 and 9. The platform created by 

10 and 9 was surfaced with a layer of plaster 7, and then 

resurfaced twice: 6 and 5. A superstructure or secondary 

platform was constructed above 9 by laying fill 3 inside a 

wall 4 created by setting four courses of cut limestone 

blocks. The relationship between the superstructure and 

the successive plaster floors 5, 6, and 7, is unknown, 
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since there is a break between the two features above the 

uppermost block of 13. 2 is a layer of tumble that began 

after abandonment, but that has been enhanced due to 

bulldozer disturbance of the mounds in the area. 

Nicho Pech, a resident of the nearby settlement of San 

Jose, told us he thought Structure 994 had been 

considerably taller before it was damaged and may have had 

a superstructure of later date. If so, 2 may actually be a 

fill layer made of recycled building materials. All 

ceramics from undisturbed contexts in 994 date to the Late 

Classic. However, a rodent burrow in the upper part of 

context 2 produced Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic 

sherds, suggesting that the latest occupation of the 

structure may have been during this period. It seems more 

likely that the rodent would simply drag in pottery from 

higher layers of the same structure (that are now gone) 

than that he would bring in material from other 

structures. 1, the current A-Horizon, has not taken on the 

dark color and stickiness that are characteristic of the 

Nohmul settlement area, perhaps because it was only 

recently exposed. 
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Testpit 54: North section 
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Testpit 54: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 55 

1985 

Coordinates: S -53.24 / W -1131.16 

Distance from site Center: 1134m 

Elevation 15.30m 

One section Drawing' 

Test trench .5 meters wide by 3.9 meters long dug about 

100 meters northeast of TP53 and TP54 to further 

investigate an area with surface artifacts and visible 

marl. Excavation continued into bedrock 40cm below the 

modern ground surface. 

1 0-15cm: Humus; dry black compact soil with white marl 

flecks and a few marl chunks. Ceramic artifacts were 

poorly preserved and all unknown Classic: except for one 

tiny Chicanel sherd. 

2 15-20/40cm: Humus; same as 1 but containing white, 

lithics land snails and some broken marine shell and more 

unknown Classic period sherds. 

3 20/39-40cm: Humus; continuation of 1 and 2, but with 

dense marl pebbles and cobbles; unknown Classic period 

pottery. 
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4 40cm: Bedrock; eroding hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

Deposits in this area have been badly disturbed by 

plowing, and have mingled with the modern A-Horizon 1. None 

of the sherds recovered was more chronologically diagnostic 

than simply "Classic", meaning not Preclassic or 

Postclassic. The concentration of artifacts in 2 suggests 

this layer was probably the ground surface during the major 

occupation of the area. 1, 2 and 3 are basically three 

levels of the A-Horizon above bedrock, and except for the 

fact that fossil shell is not a natural inclusion of 

A-Horizons at Nohmul, there is no direct evidence of 

cultural modification of the deposits. 
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Testpit 55: North section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 56 

1985 

Coordinates: S 2625.39 I W -259.74 

Distance from site center: 2873m 

Elevation: 19.11m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in center of range structure 

on eastern side of large Platform 690, structure 685. 

Excavation was done to determine occupation and 

construction sequence of platform group, and was continued 

to sterile sascab, 340cm below the modern ground surface. 

Excavation was expanded 120cm south by 70cm wide in an 

attempt to recover the the burial found in context 14. The 

skeleton was in poor condition and little information was 

added by the additional digging. 

1 0-8cm: Humus, black burned soil of modern cane field. 

Sherds mixed: Terminal ClassicI Early Postclassic and 

unknown. 

2 8-59cm: Tumble; limestone blocks and cobbles in a brown 

matrix with some bone marine shells and Classic period 

sherds. 
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3 34-73cm: Superstructure; north-south alignment of cut and 

fitted limestone blocks in a gray matrix (mortar?) 

containing Late Classic and Classic period pottery. 

4 73-82cm: Floor; eroded and uneven plaster layer with 

Classic period ceramics. 

5 82-83cm: Tread layer; thin layer of dark gray soil; 

possibly represents a brief period of abandonment before 

resurfacing 4. 

6 83-91cm: Floor; eroded plaster surface with Classic and 

Terminal Classic/Early Postc1assic pottery in its 

matrix. 

7 91-92cm: Tread layer; thin layer of dark gray soil; 

possibly represents a brief period of abandonment before 

resurfacing 6. Late Classic and Terminal Classic/Early 

Postc1assic ceramics date the deposit. 

8 92-103cm: Floor; hard white, somewhat uneven plaster 

surface with Classic, Late Classic and Terminal 

Classic/Early Postc1assic pottery in association. 

9 103-110cm: Subf100r fill; yellow, white and gray marl and 

limestone pebbles, some evidence of burning. 

10 83-120cm: Rodent burrow; loose gray soil with marl 

flecks. 



11 110-115cm: Fill; soft gray soil mixed with white marl 

and rocks. 

12 115-120cm: Surface; compact white and gray marl with 

marine shells, chert and Classic, and Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic pottery. 
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13 120-126cm: Midden fill; white and yellow marl mixed with 

gray soil and cobbles and chert, obsidian, charcoal and 

abundant Classic and Late Classic sherds. 

15 126-137cm: Fill; tan yellow and white marl deposited 

above burial with Late Classic and Terminal Classic/Early 

Postclassic pottery, and some fragments of painted 

plaster. 

14 130-160cm: Mortuary furniture and hUman bone of burial; 

layer rocks and cobbles in a gray matrix containing bone 

and Classic and Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic 

sherds, and a smashed Terminal Classic vessel over the 

head of the deceased; charcoal was found near the skull. 

16 140-150cm: Fill; light gray soil with some charcoal and 

Late Classic polychrome sherds. 

17 125~146cm: Crypt; two limestone rocks, 20-30cm in 

diameter set on edge on floor 19 at base of burial 16. 

18 140-160cm: Crypt; three limestone rocks (10cm in 
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diameter) set on edge of floor 19 at base of burial 16. 

19 160-162cm: Floor; hard gray plaster surface with 

evidence of burning. 

20 162-165cm: Subfloor fill; rocky tan matrix with many 

Early Classic, Late Classic and Classic period pottery. 

21 165-185cm: Fill; yellow loose marl with Classic and, 

Late Classic sherds. 

22 173-198cm: Tumble; layer of large disarticulated cut 

blocks probably fallen from superstructure above 26. 

24 185-200cm: Fill; dar]c gray clay containing marl flecks 

and charcoal and Classic and Late Classic ceramics. 

26 180-300cm: Fill of foundation trench; loose gray marl 

below two courses of cut and set limestone blocks. 

35 180-300cm: Foundation trench; hole cut from surface of 

23 through 25, 27, 28, 29, 30 and into 32. 

23 190-200cm: Fill; light gray compact matrix with charcoal 

and Classic and Late Classic pottery. 

25 200-215cm: Floor; uneven white plaster surface. 

27 2l5-230cm: Fill; mottled gravelly marl with a few Late 

Classic sherds. 
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28 230-242cm: Midden; gray friable soil with white and 

yellow marl flecks, charcoal, burnt rocks and Classic and 

Late Classic pottery. 

29 242-270cm: Abandonment, buried A-Horizon; black sticky 

soil with some charcoal, burnt rocks and pinkish gravel; 

Chicanel, Terminal Chicanel, Early Classic and Classic 

ceramic fragments were abundant. 

30 270-290cm: Surface or fill; wet gray clay. 

31 280-290cm: Skull; human bone visible in section. 

32 290-3l0cm: Fill; sterile grayish green wet clay. 

33 3l0-360cm: Buried A-Horizon; sterile black sticky clay. 

34 360cm: Sascab; sterile green sticky clay. 

DISCUSSION 

Some time during the Early Classic or earlier, a layer of 

sterile marl fill 32 was laid down on a sterile A-Horizon 

33 above a wet bedrock layer 34. A human body 31 was placed 

on 32 and covered with sterile layer 30. A thick A-Horizon 

29 reformed above the top of 30 along with some cultural 

debris during the Early Classic. 

During the Late Classic period or later two layers of 

midden fill, 27 and 28, were deposited and surfaced with 
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plaster floor 25. Layer 23 may have been subf100r fill for 

a layer that eroded away, or a layer of midden fill that 

eroded out of a degrading superstructure not encompassed by 

the excavation. Probably from the surface of 23 (although 

possibly from the surface of 25) a foundation 35 trench was 

dug and a platform wall 25 was built above a layer of 

friable fill. 22 represents a layer of Late Classic 

structural tumble from the superstructure supported by 26 

or a layer of platform fill made from recycled limestone 

blocks. 21 and 20 are fill layers surfaced by Late Classic 

floor 19. 

In the Terminal Classic/Early Postc1assic an human body 

was placed directly on floor 19 in an extended position 

with the head to the north covered by, a Terminal Classic 

bowl 14. The body was surrounded by a stone crypt 17 and 18 

and covered with fill layer 13 and 15 that were then 

surfaced with plaster floor 12. These and all subsequent 

construction events took place in the Terminal 

Classic/Early Postc1assic period. 12 was refurbished with 

two fill layers, 11 and 9, and then resurfaced with plaster 

floor 8. 

8 was allowed to accumUlate dirt 7, perhaps it was 

briefly abandoned or simply heavily used. 8 was resurfaced 

with 6, that similarly was allowed to accumUlate a thin 

layer of soil 5. 4 provided a new surface above which some 
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sort of low-walled superstructure 9 stood which tumbled as 

2 after abandonment. 1 reformed as a shallow lens above 

the area described here, but the center of the plazuela 

group has accumulated enough topsoil to be used by a 

present day farmer as a protected garden surrounded by the 

huge humps of prehistoric structures. 
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Testpit 56: North section (continued) 
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Testpit 57 

1985 

Coordinates: S 2651.19 / W -257.97 

Distance from site center: 2899m 

Elevation: 18.81m 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in range structure on south 

side of very large Platform 690, structure 689. Excavation 

continued to bedrock 235 cm below the modern ground 

surface. 

1 0-5cm: Humus; brown dry soil with root disturbance and 

flecks of white marl, Chicanel, Early Classic, and 

Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic sherds. 

2 5-32cm: Tumble; artifacts, rocks, and eroding plaster in 

a gravelly matrix with Chicanel and Classic pottery. 

3 32-53cm: Superstructure; large cut limestone blocks and 

small rocks set in a compact eroding gray mortar, 

alignment of stone running east/ west, parallel to the 

axis of the structure and may be the remains of a set of 

stairs. The matrix of the construction contained chert, 

marine shells and undiagnostic sherds. 



4 53-140cm: Fill; friable tan soil with white and yellow 

marl flecks and no artifacts. 

5 140-155cm: Fill; greenish gray sticky wet marl with 

Chicanel and one Early Classic sherd. 

6 155-180cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky clay. 

7 180-190cm: Surface; thin uneven gray marl lens. 

8 190-235cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky soil with 

Chicanel pottery. 

9 235cm: Bedrock; wet limestone. 

DISCUSSION 
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A Late Preclassic midden accumulated on the A-Horizon 8 

(bedrock is 9) and was covered by a lens 7 of white marl. 

This lens may be the remains of a non-platform structure of 

the type found north of Nohmul's site center. The 

extremely moist conditions of this depth at the present 

time could account for the feature's lack of clear 

definition (it grades into the layers above and below). 

The structure was apparently abandoned for long enough for 

a deep A-Horizon 6 to accumulate above it. 

Two layers of fill, 5 and 4 were deposited above 6 

(probably) in the Early Classic. 4 was probably surfaced 

with marl or plaster that is gone now, since it has the 



648 

yellowish tinge of subfloor fill. 3 was constructed above 

4, perhaps as a staircase that has become dislodged from 

its original position. 2 is tumble from a fallen 

superstructure. 1 is the modern A-Horizon. The fact that 

1 contains Terminal Classic/Early postclassic pottery 

suggests that the last period of use of the structure 

corresponds to the last period of use of the structure 

investigated in Testpit 56 on the same platform. 
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Testpit 57: East section 

1 

4 

5 

6 

8 



650 

Testpit 57: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 58 

1985 

Coordinates: S 2612.5 / W -240 

Distance from Site center: 2859m 

Elevation: 18.00m 

One Section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in Structure 686 on north 

side of Platform 690. Excavation continued to bedrock 275cm 

below the modern ground surface. 
~ 

1 0-55cm: Humus; gray-brown soil with root disturbance and 

flecks of white marl, chert, unknown and Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic sherds. 

2 55-70cm: Structure; top layer of platform construction; 

unknown and Terminal Classici Early Postclassic sherds. 

3 70-78cm: Surface; grayish white packed marl, may be 

mortar for setting 2. 

5 78-92cm: Posthole; hole cut into surface of 4. 

6 78-92cm: Posthole; hole cut into surface of 4. 

4 78-164cm: Platform wall; four courses of cut limestone 
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blocks. 

7 164-166cm: Tread layer; thin lens of powdery gray light 

textured soil. 

8 166-173cm: Floor; burnt plaster surface. 

9 173-193cm: Floor; plaster surface over thick fill layer. 

10 193-220cm: Fill; soft dry gray marl flecked with white 

and yellow and containing chert, charcoal, and Floral 

Park and Early Classic pottery. 

11 220-222cm: Floor; thin powdery white lens with some 

charcoal and small rocks; Chicanel and Early Classic 

pottery. 

12 222-275cm: Sascab; gray sticky white marl with some 

sherds in the topmost layer: Chicanel. 

13 275cm: Bedrock; sterile damp greenish white sascab. 

DISCUSSION 

The sascab 12 above bedrock 13 was exposed sometime in 

the Preclassic, and then surfaced with a layer of plaster 

11 in the Early Classic. 11 was refurbished with a layer 

of fill 10 and a new layer of plaster 9. 9 was redone with 

8. For some reason, 8 was allowed to accumulate dirt 7. A 

massive platform 4 was constructed above 7 and a perishable 
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structure was built on top as indicated by postholes 5 and 

6. 3, either a fill layer or a surface, was laid above the 

postholes and a Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic 

structure 2 was built above it. A deep layer of A-Horizon 

1 accumulated above 2 after abandonment. 

No dates are available for layers 3 through 9, but 

judging from the construction sequences revealed by 

excavations 56 and 57 in structures on the same platform as 

TP58, some of the construction probably dates to the Late 

Classic. 
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Testpit 58: North Section 

5 

·0/······ ... 
1----...... : :~..<:( . OJ: 

• •• '0 :. ':', ': '.' .' .' 

9 

10 

12 

13 

lCell 



655 

Testpit 58: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 59 

1985 

Coordinates: S 2448.01 / W -154.03 

Distance from Site center: 2689m 

Elevation: 18.86m 

One section Drawing, One Plan Drawing 

One by one meter pit located on south side of very low 

elevation designated 676 on map, 150 meters northwest of 

Testpit 56. Excavation was placed in an area where a 

well-preserved Preclassic sherd was found on the ground 

surface and was intended to define the nature of the slight 

elevation that did not seem to be a typical platform. 

Digging continued to bedrock 92cm below the modern ground 

surface. Discovery of two features on the prehistoric 

ground-surface led to the widening of the excavation 

another 1.65 square meters; the extension trenches were 

excavated only to the surface of the buried A-Horizon, 72cm 

below the modern ground surface. 

1 0-20cm: Humus; brown dry soil with root disturbance and 

flecks of white marl, large quantities of marine shell, 

some obsidian and tan chert flakes; Chicanel, and 

Terminal Classic /Early Postclassic sherds abundant. 
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2 20-50cm: Replaced midden; same as 5 below. 

3 40-65cm: Hearth; rectilinear alignment of fist- sized 

burnt stones, soil matrix is slightly lighter than 2 and 

contains charcoal; feature contains a mixture of Chicane1 

and Terminal Classic/Early Postc1assic sherds. 

4 ?-65cm: Cut; hole dug for placement of hearth; origin 

undetected during excavation. 

5 20-50cm: Midden; soil lighter colored and finer- grained 

than 1, flecked with white marl, contains charcoal, chert 

flakes, burnt limestone, many marine shells and Chicane1 

sherds. 

6 50-72/80cm: Fill; dark gray damp soil with marl flecks, 

small cobbles, and Chicane1 pottery. 

7 60-72cm: Cache; five complete but broken Chicane1 

cauldrons (35-40cm in diameter) placed in a semi­

cruciform pattern (see plan) on the prehistoric ground 

surface. 

8 72-92cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky soil with 

Chicane1 sherds. 

9 92cm: Bedrock. 

DISCUSSION 
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The sequence of events leading to the cultural deposits 

uncovered in this excavation was difficult to reconstruct, 

owing to the homogenization of the strata above the 

features. This may be partly the result of the shallowness 

of the deposits, and partly the result of perpetual human 

activity in the area. The reconstruction that follows 

includes some strata that are logical constructs, as well 

as those that were actually visible; I have endeavored to 

clearly distinguish between the two in the text. 

Sometime during the Late Preclassic, five very large 

bowls 7 were placed on the ground surface 8, aud covered 

with a layer of fill 6 and then a midden 5. About 600 years 

later, during the Terminal Classic /Early Postclassic 

period, a shallow hole 4 (about 65cm deep) was dug, and a 

hearth 3 of small stones and sherds was created in the 

bottom of the hole. When the hole was dug, the earlier 

Chicanel midden 5 was disturbed, and some of the pottery 

from this deposit was mixed into the hearth. The hearth 

excavation also encountered the edged of two of the 

Chicane I cache vessels; in fact, some of the hearth stones 

were wedged under the edges of these two Preclassic 

vessels. The hearth was used briefly and recovered 

rapidly, probably intentionally, with the soil of 5 that 

had been removed, now labeled 2 to indicate that it was 

replaced. The modern A-Horizon 1 contains a mixture of 



Chicanel and Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic pottery 

from the two periods of use of the area. 
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Neither the cut 4, nor the fill 2 were distinguishable 

from 5 during excavation. The deposits above the cache 7 

and the hearth 3 appeared completely uniform, although we 

sectioned and resectioned the area carefully to find 

evidence of such a cut, since we knew that the hearth 

materials were Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic and that 

the hearth was Preclassic. Most troubling was the fact 

that the lips of two cache vessels actually overlapped the 

north and east edges of the hearth. It is possible that 

the hearth was constructed in the Preclassic and reused in 

the Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic, but a hole must 

still have been dug above it, since the cache is covered 

with two layers of purely Chicanel fill. The final problem 

is that the layer above the hearth contained only 

Chicanel. 

Obviously several scenarios may account for the 

juxtaposed elements described here. In an area that was 

occupied and used intensively by the Maya for 2500 years, 

it is likely that later Maya would continually encounter 

features created by earlier Maya. That is undoubtedly what 

happened to produce the deposits in Testpit 59; though the 

exact nature of the prehistoric encounter is unclear, I 

have tried to suggest the simplest one. Another scenario 
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is discussed in Chapter Three. 
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Testpit 59: North section 
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Testpit 59: Plan of Cache 
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Testpit 59: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 60 

1985 

Coordinates: S 2442 / W 150.25 

Distance from site center: 2683m 

Elevation: 18.83 

One section Drawing, One Plan Drawing 

One by one meter pit located on north side of very low 

elevation designated 676 on map, 150 meters northwest of 

Testpit 56. Excavation was placed in an area where a 

posthole test encountered what appeared to be a plaster 

floor and a cache similar to the one uncovered in Testpit 

59 (located 3 meters south of 60). Digging continued to 

sterile sascab 140cm below the modern ground surface. 

Bedrock was ascertained at l60cm with a posthole test 

placed in the bottom of the excavation and dug through the 

sterile sascab layer to make certain that the sascab was 

not a cultural deposit (marl fill). Discovery of a second 

cache led to the widening of the excavation another .63 

square meters; the extension areas were excavated only to 

the surface of construction ~ayer 6, 45cm below the modern 

ground surface. 

1 0-8cm: Humus; brown dry soil with root disturbance and 
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flecks of white marl, some chert, small rocks and shell, 

a few Chicanel and unknown sherds. 

2 8-30cm: Primary midden; dark gray marl mottled soil with 

chert artifacts and many large Chicanel and unknown 

sherds. 

3 30-43cm: Cache; eight red slipped (Sierra Red) Chicanel 

cauldrons (45-50cm in diameter) placed in a cruciform 

pattern in sets of two (lip-to-lip) around a small (15cm 

in diameter) unslipped, and probably unfired, badly 

eroded, cream colored bowl. All nine vessels were 

complete but crushed by the weight of the topsoil. The 

four lip-to-lip sets were each filled with a white 

substance resembling ordinary marl. 

4 43-65cm: Stone alignment; a row of large (15-20cm in 

diameter) unshaped stones running north south along the 

east side of the excavation. 

5 43-8lcm: Rock layer; eroding limestone rocks and 

cobbles. 

6 8l-99cm: Midden; layer of dark gray soil with small 

stones, lithics, and Chicanel pottery. 

7 99-l40cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky soil with white 

marl flecks, some charcoal and some Chicanel ceramic 

fragments. 
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8 140-160cm: Sascab~ sterile gray sticky clay. 

9 160cm: Bedrock~ white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

Above the A-Horizon 7 (8 and 9 are undisturbed natural 

layers) a Chicanel midden 6 accumulated~ the ceramics in 

this deposit date to the early part of the Late Preclassic 

and may be a transitional style between Mamom and 

Chicanel. Above this midden 6, a layer of rocks 5 was 

deposited, and a row of larger stones 4 was placed on top 

of the smaller rocks. The purpose of this construction is 

unknown, if it was a structure it is the crudest one known 

from Nohmul. 

Above the stones of 6 and 4, in a matrix of tan clay, 

four large vessels 3 were laid out in the shape of a cross 

around a small cream colored bowl. The vessels were filled 

with something that now appears to be ordinary white marl, 

and capped with a second vessel inverted over the top of 

each. All eight cauldrons are exactly the same: Sierra Red 

type with a simple outcurving rim, white fireclouding on 

the exterior base, and a single incised line around the 

exterior of the vessel, about lOcm from the lip. These 

vessels are also all exactly the same as the five cauldrons 

discovered in Testpit 59. 
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Above the cache 3 described above, a late Preclassic 

midden 2 formed. Two sherds from this context may possibly 

date to the Late Classic period; if so, they were probably 

displaced from nearby occupation by an animal, since 2 

appears to be a primary deposit and not a recycled 

midden-fill layer. I is an ordinary modern humus layer. 
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Testpit 60: North section 
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Testpit 60: Harris Matrix 
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Excavation 61 

1986 

Coordinates: S -3252.33 / W -214 

Distance from site center: 3024m 

Elevation: 5.91m 

One Plan Drawing 

This 28 square meter excavation was done to investigate 

the function and occupation sequence of a set of 

non-platform features. The concentration of features was 

located by posthole testing along the north edge of a small 

channel that runs east/west, not quite connecting with the 

main bajo to the east. No raised field construction or 

other or human modification of this channel could be 

detected from the air (Hammond p.c.), or from the ground 

(T. Patrick Culbert, p.c.). Excavation continued to 

bedrock (92-135 cm below the modern ground surface) in four 

places, but only defined horizontal features in most 

areas. The centimeter depths are not very useful since the 

depoists in this excavation were all within a meter of the 

surface, mostly falling between 30 and 50cm bs, and had 

been churned by plowing and rodents. Even when some 

feature definition remains, the ceramic associations are 

invariably mixed. 



673 

1 0-5cm: Humus; black sticky modern A-Horizon with eroded 

Nuevo-Tzakol (Early Classic), santana-Tepeu (Late 

Classic), and Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Post 

Classic) sherds. 

2 5-20cm: Midden; continuation of humus-type matrix but 

with dense artifact concentration including 

Cocos-Chicanel (Late Preclassic), Nuevo-Tzakol (Early 

Classic), Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic), Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Post Classic), and unknown Classic pottery; 

also shell, charcoal, chert and obsidian. 

3 l5-2lcm: Midden; same as 2, but sherds somewhat smaller 

with small rocks appearing; cocos-Chicanel(Late 

Preclassic), santana-Tepeu (Late Classic), Rancho 

(Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic), unknown Classic and 

possibly Nuevo-Tzakol (Early Classic) ceramics. 

4 l2-l8cm: Abandonment? layer if lighter soil above 

pavement; small amount of Cocos-Chicanel(Late Preclassic) 

and Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic) pottery. 

5 2l-25cm: Surface?; firm gray brown soil with white flecks 

and Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) or Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic) artifacts. 

6 l5-20cm: Pavement; layer of small (>10 em in diameter) 

stones with Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) and Rancho 



(Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic) ceramics. 

7 15-20cm: Buried A-Horizon; dark brown soil located 

outside (north) of pavement 15; santana-Tepeu (Late 

Classic) ceramics. 

8 21-31cm: Surface; layer of soft white marl. 

9 20-35cm: Layer of gray soil below stone pavement with 

Nuevo-Tzakol (Early Classic), Santana-Tepeu (Late 

Classic) and small quantities of Lopex-Mamom (Middle 

Preclassic) and Cocos-Chicane 1 (Late Preclassic) 

(possibly) Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic) 

sherds. 

10 31-33cm: Layer of soft white marl with Cocos-Chicanel 

(Late Preclassic) and Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) or 

Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early postclassic) pottery. 

11 33-46cm: Layer of soft white marl with Santana-Tepeu 

(Late Classic) period cer.amics. 
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12 35-40cm: Midden; gray soil with many artifacts including 

a pair of bone ear flares and sherds from the 

Cocos-Chicanel (Late Preclassic), and Nuevo-Tzakol (Early 

Classic) or Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) periods. 

13 40-60cm: Burial; human bone in garbage, no cut visible; 

immediate ceramic garbage dates to Santana-Tepeu (Late 
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Classic) or Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic); 

layer directly above bone contained round bone ear 

flares. 

14 40-60cm: Small concentration of burned trash, including 

Nuevo-Tzakol (Early Classic), Santana-Tepeu (Late 

Classic), and a small amount of Freshwater-Floral Park 

(Protoclassic). 

15 56cm: Posthole; round hole about 25cm in diameter 

through floor 40. 

16 56-60cm: Floor; yellowish marl surface. 

17 50-55cm: Floor; patchy eroded yellow marl surface, 

stratigraphically aligned, but not continuous with 31, 32 

and 36. 

18 58-63cm: Floor; yellowish marl surface along both sides 

of wall 25 with Cocos-Chicanel (Late Preclassic) and 

possibly Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) sherds in 

association. 

19 56-61cm: Floor; yellowish marl surface with 

Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) or Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic) sherds. 

20 45-56cm: Wall; single course of eroded rectangular 

limestone blocks set in a straight line running east/west 



across excavation. 

21 60cm: Buried A-Horizon; gray soil with mix of Cocos­

Chicanel (Late Preclassic), and Nuevo-Tzakol (Early 

Classic) or Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic), and 

Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) or Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic) pottery. 

22 60-90cm: pit; cut into A-Horizon. 

23 63-70cm: Hearth; layer of burnt rocks and burnt 

Cocos-Chicanel (Late Preclassic), Nuevo-Tzakol (Early 

Classic) and posibly a very small quantity of Santana­

Tepeu (Late Classic) sherds. 
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24 70-72cm: Trash?; soil layer with unidentifiable sherds. 

25 75-80cm: Hearth; lens of burnt stones and Cocos-Chicanel 

(Late preclassic) and Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) 

sherds. 

26 80cm: Soil layer; no artifacts recovered. 

27 50-90cm: Sascab; soft sterile white limestone. 28 

60-l00cm: Bedroc]c; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

The original intent of this excavation was to recover a 

complete assemblage from the midden of what I hoped would 
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be a single phase occupation. Not only did this turn out 

not to be the case, the excavation turned out to be a 

stratigraphic nightmare for several reasons. First, the 

ceramic chronology is currently "under construction" by Dr. 

Laura Kosakowsky. This means that although the generel 

outlines of the chronology are available, many of the 

specifics of the Nohmul sequence remain to be determined. 

consequently, many layers were given designations such as 

Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) or Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Post Classic). 42 of 65 original contexts 

contained material that was either unknown, inconclusive, 

or unidentifiable. 

A second problem with the ceramic chronology is that, as 

with most lowland typologies, most diagnostics in the 

northern Belize typology are decorated wares. In general, 

Te9tpit 61 produced a higher percentage of plainwares than 

most other excavations. This may be partly a result of the 

fact that most other excavations gave samples of platform 

fill, whereas TP 61 was at least partly, made up of primary 

midden layers. 

The third problem presented by the stratigraphy of TP 61 

was a result of the same natural formation processes that 

caused me to decide sealed mound deposits are generally 

more informative than midden deposits (see the discussion 

of the excavations done at one kilometer south). Nonmound 
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occupation, like primary middens, is more vulnerable to 

natural elements and rodents than the deposits inside 

plaster floors and masonry. In fact, because the natural 

A-Horizons around Nohmul are so hard to dig through, 

rodents seem to prefer to dig through middens and soft marl 

surfaces. They are stopped by plaster and limestone, but 

they are actually attracted to marl. So, not only are the 

artifacts in primary middens left exposed to wind heat and 

rain and badly eroded, they have been literally "stirred" 

by burrowing animals. 

None of these issues would have been of much consequence 

if this had been a single phase occupation. The big 

surprise was that the 28 square meter area uncovered three 

or four floors, several middens, several possible hearths, 

a low wall, a pit and a burial, and was occupied in the 

santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) and Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic). Furthermore, sUbstantial 

debris from earlier periods including, Lopex-Mamom (Middle 

Preclassic), Cocos-Chicanel (Late Preclassic) and 

Nuevo-Tzakol (Early Classic), was incorporated into the 

deposits. 

The following scenario is the one I consider to be the 

most likely explanation for the deposits I excavated in TP 

61. I have assumed that deposits 13, 19 and 21 designated 

by the ceramic analyst as either Late or Terminal Classic 
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were actually all Late Classic, since this makes the best 

stratigraphic sense. Alternative explanations, however, 

are possible. 

The area was occupied in the Cocos-Chicanel (Late 

Preclassic) through the Freshwater-Floral Park 

(Protoclassic), and Nuevo-Tzakol (Early Classic), and 

debris from these periods accumulated on the A-Horizon 2l. 

sometime in the Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) period, a pit 

22 was dug through the A-Horizon 21 into natural sascab 27 

above bedrock 28. This pit was filled with layers of soil 

26 and debris 24 and including two irregular clumps of a 

few burnt sherds, pomacea shells, and small burned stones 

(23 and 25) that may have been small cooking hearths. 

Another possibility is suggested by the intact hearth 

uncovered in nearby TP 76, which gave evidence of a cooking 

technique called "stone boiling". If food is cooked in 

this way (hot rocks are added to the stew pot until its 

contents are sufficiently boiled), at the end of the meal 

there will be a few burned rocks and other inedible objects 

such as bones and snail shells left in the bottom of the 

pot. It seems likely that these small clumps of shell and 

stone found in the pit were dumped out of the stew pot at 

the end of a meal along with sweepings from around the 

actual hearth where the stones were heated. Most other 

hearths at Nohmul were sherd-lined. If the cooking 



technique was stone-boiling, the sherd lining might help 

keep the stones from getting covered with dirt. 

680 

Garbage was accumulating on the A-Horizon near pit 22 as 

well as in it. 12 was a fairly sparce Santana-Tepeu (Late 

Classic) midden, which included earlier garbage from the 

buried A-Horizon, and a human burial 13 complete with bone 

ear flares. sometime after pit 22 was filled with garbage 

and soil layers, it was partly covered with a Santana-Tepeu 

(Late Classic) floors 16 and 17 (probably separate patches 

of the same floor) made of packed marl. A layer of burned 

rocks and Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) sherds 14 was 

deposited directly above the pit area and was probably a 

cooking hearth although continual use and reuse of the area 

disarranged its components enough to make this 

questionable. Floor 16 probably covered midden 12 and 

burial 13, and must have been constructed soon after the 

burial, since the body was only about fifteen centimeters 

below the ground surface. 16 was badly eroded and had been 

damaged by burriwing animals but it did have one round 

vertical cut (14) through it that was a reasonably 

convincing posthole. No others were securely located. 

Despite its chronological mixing and its position below a 

floor, midden layer 12 is definitely not a fill layer, 

since the artifacts it contains are in sparce clumps and 

the soil matrix is the black hard clay with the drainage 
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characteristics that fill layers were presumably invented 

to avoid. 

18 and 19 are probably also patches of floor 17, since 

they are at the same elevation, but they were not a 

continuous surface when excavated. Their exact 

chronological relationship with midden 12 and floor 17 is 

unclear as is indicated on the Harris Matrix. 18 and 19 

lie on both sides of 20, a wall that ran east/west across 

the excavation. The purpose of this wall is unclear, since 

was only about ten centimeters tall (made of a single 

course of thin limestone blocks) and its western end seemed 

to stop without connecting to anything. Later layers did 

seem to be divided above this feature, but were several 

centimeters above it. 

Above the area of these floors and to the south of the 

bisecting wall 20 was another layer of marl forming another 

Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) surface 11. This soft layer 

was resurfaced twice (10 and 8) with Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic) marl floors. Above and to the 

north of the wall 20 was a thin gray layer 9 with very 

mixed ceramics supporting a pavement of small stones 6. 6 

and 9 were actually mixed together somewhat, 9 being only 

about ten centimeters thick, but 9 contained only 

santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) and Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic) sherds, suggesting its refuse 
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accumulated during use, whereas 9 was a fill, or at least a 

levelling layer (it is still not made of marl like all 

other "fill" layers at Nohmul, but is too chronologically 

mixed to be a primary midden). 7, a layer recovered north 

of the edge of the stone pavement suggests that most of 

these deposits were made on a santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) 

A-Horizon, since it is the only single period layer from 

the excavation. 

Layers of lighter gray soil 4 and 5, bearing mainly 

Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic) pottery were 

deposited above the pavement 6 and the marl floors 8, 10, 

and 11. Above this were two layers of very dense and very 

mixed midden. originally, I believed that these layers 

were deposited after abandonment when the house was used as 

a trash receptacle by the neighbors. However, this 

explanation does not account for the extreme chronological 

mixing of the deposits, which include material predating 

the house itself by several centuries. It is possible that 

these layers were deposited as platform fill and the 

platform surface was destroyed by exposure and plowing or 

else were never completed. Destruction usually leaves some 

trace of the original surface behind, at least in the form 

of a lighter colored A-Horizon. In this case, layers 2 and 

3 are mixed into the A-Horizon in the manner of a primary 

midden and have no marl matrix. Also, although the 
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artifacts are very dense in these layers, in fact, denser 

than is normal in a fill layer, they are not deep. The top 

of layer 4, which is at the base of layer 3, is only forty 

centimeters below the modern ground surface. If these 

layers were deposited to construct a platform above the 

earlier three marl floors, it would have been only about 

twenty to thirty centimeters tall sans its ultimate 

surface. 
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Testpit 61: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 62 

1986 

Coordinates: S -3272.70 / W -238.66 

Distance from site center: 3046m 

Elevation: 5.4lm 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located between excavations 45 and 

61 to investigate the nature of a loose white material 

occurring within 20 cm of the modern ground surface. This 

material could have been either culturally deposited marl 

or natural sascab. Excavation continued to 60cm below the 

modern ground surface. 

1 0-20/40cm: Humus; black sticky modern A-Horizon with 

badly eroded Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) or Rancho 

(Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic) pottery, and 

possibly a small amount of Cocos-Chicanel (Late 

Preclassic) • 

2 20/40cm: Sascab; very uneven sascab layer with no 

associated artifacts. 

DISCUSSION 
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The unevenness of the sascab layer is probably due to 

deep plowing, as is suggested by the ridges visible in the 

section drawing. The ceramics in layer 1 are probably 

scattered garbage from the nearby housefloors uncovered in 

TP 61. It is interesting to note that the location of the 

houses at the TP 61 locus did not take advantage of the 

highest natural elevation in the immediate area. A higher 

and probably better drained elevation was discovered not to 

have been used as a building site by TP 62. 
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Testpit 62: South section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 63 

1986 

Coordinates: S 1127.50 / W -855 

Distance from site center: 1604m 

Elevation: unknown 

One section Drawing 

One by one meter pit located in structure 941 on east 

edge of Platform 940. Excavation to determine occupation 

sequence of apparent structure with possible relationship 

to nearby Platform 277. Excavation continued to bedrock, 

143 cm below the modern ground surface. 

1 0-26cm: Humus, black soil, not burnt recently because 

area is currently used as a cocal; identifiable ceramics 

were Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) . 

2 26-45cm: Tumble or fill; loose brown ruble with small 

stones and Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) sherds. 

3 47-60cm: Fill; light gray dense soil with Classic and 

possibly Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic) 

pottery. 

4 42-63cm: Fill; dark gray soil with some Classic period 
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ceramics. 

5 60-73cm: Midden fill; yellowish marl with heavy sherd 

concentration including Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) and 

Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic) material. 

6 63-73cm: Fill; dense bluish-gray soil with few 

artifacts. 

7 73-143cm: Fill; packed soil with Santana-Tepeu (Late 

Classic) and a small amount of Nuevo-Tzakol (Early 

Classic) pottery. 

8 73-143cm: Cut into bedrock: excavation into the surface 

of limestone. 9 73/143cm: Bedrock: hard white 

limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

At some period in or before the Santana-Tepeu Late 

Classic, bedrock 9 was cleared of topsoil and mined with 

trench 8. We only followed this trench to the edge of the 

one by one meter excavation so the extent to the trench is 

unknown. If it is as deep as the one investigated in 

Testpit 64, it may have been first dug in the Preclassic. 

The upper layer of trench fill 7 that we encountered 

contained a mix of Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) and Rancho 

(Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic). 
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Four layers of fill were deposited above bedrock: 3, 4, 

5, and 6 in the Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Postc1assic) 

period, probably to create a raised platform. The 

difference between these layers is most likely simply the 

result of successive dump-loads of dirt being deposited. 

An alternative explanation is that layers 4 and 6 represent 

an earlier platform and the juncture between these layers 

and layers 3 and 5 is actually a cut created to expose 

bedrock and later filled. The ceramic evidence does not 

favor either possibility over the other. 

2 may be another fill layer, if so the final surface is 

gone. The stones in its matrix are probably too small to 

be building tumble. 1 is the modern natural A-Horizon; 

this is more loamy and loose than most A-Horizons at Nohmul 

because this area is not used for cane. 
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Testpit 63: North Section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 64 

1986 

Coordinates: S -1087 / W -972.5 

Distance from site center: 1636m 

Elevation: 12.02m 

One section Drawing 

1.75 meter square pit excavated on southwest edge of 

Platform 940 to determine if this was a Protoc1assic 

"neighborhood", since several bulldozed structures in the 

area yielded Floral Park-style ceramics. Excavation was 

continued into bedrock, 270 cm. below the modern ground 

surface. 

1 0-17cm: Humus; black sticky modern A-Horizon with eroded 

Classic and Cocos-Chicane1 (Late Prec1assic). Soil 

better drained than usual and not burnt, so much looser. 

2 17-33cm: Tumble; loose brown soil with marl flecks, 

pebbles and some larger rocks along with Lopex-Mamom 

(Middle Prec1assic), Cocos-Chicane1 (Late Prec1assic), 

and Classic ceramics. 

3 20-33cm: Cut limestone block; probably a remnant of a 

wall along the north side of the platform. 
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4 33-46cm: Platform; matrix similar to 2, but with large 

cut and fitted limestone blocks. The associated pottery 

was a mix of Cocos-Chicanel (Late Preclassic), 

Nuevo-Tzakol (Early Classic~ and unknown Classic. 

5 46-48cm: Mortar; fine gray silt-like soil with a few 

Cocos-Chicanel (Late Preclassic) and other unknown 

sherds. 

6 48-90cm: Platform blocks; large fitted limestone blocks 

set in a matrix with some Cocos-Chicanel (Late 

preclassic) and some unknown Classic pottery. 

7 90-95cm: Fill; a layer of pebbly soil placed directly on 

bedrock, probably to level it's surface with the surface 

above cut 29; contained Cocos-Chicanel (Late Preclassic) 

and unknown Classic pottery. 

8 95-105cm: Abandonment?; layer of black sticky soil 

containing Lopex-Mamom (Middle Preclassic) and Cocos­

Chicanel (Late Preclassic) pottery. 

9 101-105cm: Hearth?; concentration of burnt stones. 

10 115-130cm: Surface; dark gray gritty layer with some 

finer silty soil and white stones below hearth 9, 

contained Lopes-Mamom (Middle Preclassic), Cocos-Chicanel 

(Late Preclassic) and Nuevo-Tzakol (Early Classic). 
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11 115/130-208cm: pit fill; gravelly black sticky soil with 

some yellow limestone inclusions, abundant Pomacea 

flagellata, and a mixture of Middle Preclassic, Late 

Preclassic, Terminal Preclassic and some unknown Classic 

Period pottery. 

12 196-208cm: Abandonment layer; layer of black sticky soil 

with Terminal Preclassic sherds. 

13 208-213cm: Wall-fall; layer of small yellow stones. 

14 213-235cm: Hearthfill; gritty brown hard-packed dirt 

with Pomacea flagellata shells. 

15 235-242cm: Southeast hearth; sherd-lined shallow pit 

containing charcoal, Pomacea flagellata and bone; sherds 

were Early Preclassic (Bladen), Late Preclassic and 

possibly (although probably not) Nuevo-Tzakol (Early 

Classic) • 

16 235-242cm: Southwest hearth; duplicate of 15 about 15 cm 

west. 

17 242-251cm: Hearth collar; amalgum of burnt stones and 

burnt surface of bedrock, contained Cocos-Chicanel (Late 

Preclassic) ceramics. 

18 251-267cm: Fill; soft, sterile yellow and brown marl 

below hearth, may be eroded surface natural layer. 
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19 220-270cm: cut; deep pit cut into bedrock containing two 

hearths and a snail midden. 

20 270cm: Bedrock; yellow limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

A standard one by one meter testpit was started at this 

locus. At about 90 centimeters below the modern ground 

surface, the excavation encountered a very hard layer of 

bedrock that appeared to be mined, as it fell away sharply 

in the southeast corner. Several other pits had 

encountered similar evidence of bedrock modification, but 

usually the extent of the mining was outside the 

provenience of the testpit (note excavations TP 13 and TP 

63). In this case, I decided to expand the pit to 

investigate further. As I wanted to follow the edge of the 

cut in bedrock and not excavate any more than necessary 

(since the deposits promised to be deep), I expanded the 

pit by 3/4 directly over the area of the bedrock cut. 

Sometime in the Preclassic, perhaps as early as the 

Bladen Period, a deep pit 19 was dug into bedrock 20. The 

pit was dug with a small stick (or something similar), 

since clear stick-marks-are visible in the walls of the 

pit. The portion of the base of the pit uncovered by the 

excavation (one meter square) was shaped into a shallow 

step a few centimeters above and north of two circular 
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hearths (15 and 16) that were built into the base of the 

pit with a layer of fill 18, a layer of small stones 17, 

and a lining of large sherds. The "step" was observed 

during excavation but not numbered; it had a thin layer of 

black sticky soil on its surface that was probably a tread 

layer deposited by prehistoric dirty feet. 

These hearths contained a combination of Late Prec1assic 

and Bladen (Late Early Preclassic). The ceramic analyst, 

L.J. Kosakowsky, also suspected a small amount of 

Nuevo-Tzakol (Early Classic) in hearth 15, but I question 

this assessment for three reasons. First, neither Hammond 

nor myself noticed material of this date in the field, 

although we took an interest in this unusual set of 

deposits. Second, this assessment is inconsistent with the 

rest of the stratigraphy, which is all Terminal Preclassic 

or earlier up to layer 10. The Chicanel from these hearths 

is at the earlier end of the Chicanel temporal spectrum, a 

type that has been referred to as Mamom-Chicanel 

transitional, or "Mamo-Chic". Either the sample was 

contaminated or the sample was too small for acurate 

assessment or the questionable sherd(s) may represent an 

unusual Preclassic type. Finally, other bedrock hearths, 

including the one found by TP 1 below a Pomacea midden, 

dated to the Late Preclassic. 

Above the hearths layer 14 may represent the first 
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instance of the use of the pit as a garbage receptacle. 13 

was deposited when a small amount of the soft friable inner 

lining of the prehistoric pit caved in and created a 

natural layer. 12 is an accumulation of ordinary A-Horizon 

that probably washed into the open pit while it was not in 

direct use sometime in the Terminal Preclassic. 11 is a 

combination of garbage (evidenced by Pomacea flagellata) 

and natural deposition. 10 is a similar layer, although 

its upper surface contained some whitish inclusions and 

supported a hearth 9, suggesting that it was a living 

surface, or at least an activity area during the Early 

Classic. The area would have been a shallow depression at 

this time. 

8 is another accumulation of black sticky soil, probably 

deposited naturally during a period of disuse. A layer of 

midden 7 was deposited above this to level the area in 

preparation for the construction of a platform with mortar 

5 and large cut blocks 4. 3 is either a portion of a wall 

along the platform edge, or a remnant of a superstructure 

that tumbled down hill. 2 is definitely a layer of 

architectural tumble covered by the modern humus layer 1. 

It is surprising that none of the construction layers 

encountered in this platform could be confidently dated to 

later than the Cocos-Chicanel (Late Preclassic) Period, 

especially since nearby structure 933 yielded Santana-Tepeu 
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(Late Classic) and a small amount of Rancho (Terminal 

Classic/Early Postclassic) pottery. This is probably 

becaust the platform itself was constructed in the Late 

Preclassic and reused without rebuilding in later periods. 

Several upper layers did contain sherds that appeared to 

date to the Classic Period, but could not be dated more 

specifically. 
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Testpit 64: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 65 

1986 

Coordinates: S -1110 / W -960 

Distance from site center: 1647m 

Elevation: unknown 

One section Drawing: 2 sections 

One by one meter pit located in structure 933 of Platform 

940 to investigate the sequence of occupation in this 

area. Excavation continued to bedrock 115cm below the 

modern ground surface. 

1 0-8/12cm: Humus; well drained brown, loamy modern 

A-Horizon with Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) and Rancho 

(Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic) pottery. 

2 8/12-20cm: Midden; dark brown lens with many unknown 

Classic and Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) ceramics. 

3 8-27cm: Tumble; tan soil with large rocks and unknown 

Classic and Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) pottery. 

4 8-35cm: crypt; large shaped limestone blocks and smaller 

unshaped stones. 

5 35-64cm: Burial fill; loose gray soil with some Classic 
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and Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) ceramics. 

6 50-60cm: Complete Late Classic bowl inverted over 7 and 

8. 

7 60-64cm: Bones; three small bone fragments. 

8 55-64cm: Jadeite pendant; polished rectangular grayish­

green stone about seven centimeters in diameter, pierced 

longitudinally. 

9 23-64cm: Cut; burial excavation through layers 10 and 11. 

10 27-53cm: Platform fill; pebbly yellow lens. 

11 26-66cm: Platform; cut and set limestone blocks with 

Classic and Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) pottery in 

fill. 

12 53-58cm: Fill; thin lens of dark gray soil with unknown 

Classic sherds. 

13 58-65cm: Floor; burnt and eroded plaster surface. 

14 65-76cm: Subf100r fill; dark brown soil with many early 

Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) sherds. 

15 76-86cm: Fill; yellowish-brown mottled marl with 

possible Cocos-Chicane1 (Late Prec1assic), and unknown 

Classic sherds. 



16 86cm: Posthole; round hole through 17. 

17 86-88cm: Floor; burnt eroded plaster floor. 

18 88-91cm: Subfloor fill; loose yellow marl . 
.. 

19 91-10Scm: Midden; dark gray wet clayey soil with much 

charcoal, burnt rock, some lithics and Santana-Tepeu 

(Late Classic) pottery. 

20 105-111cm: Rocks; layer of small stones. 

21 111-11Scm: Buried A-Horizon; dark sterile layer. 

22 115cm: Bedrock; hard dark gray limestone. 

DISCUSSION 
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The A-Horizon 21 above bedrock 22 was levelled and a lens 

of rocks 20 was created for an unknown reason. Above this, 

two layers of fill 18 and 19 were deposited and surfaced 

with plaster floor 17. 19 is the first datable layer, it 

places the earliest sUbstantial construction on this site 

at Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic). This was something of a 

surprise, since I had expected the platform found in nearby 

TP 64 to also be the base below the structure in TP 6S. 

Apparently, the TP 64 platform (which is definitely 

Cocos-Chicanel {Late Preclassic}) was simply a Preclassic 

extension on the southwest edge of a natural elevation. 

This natural elevation was not used for platform 
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construction until much later in the Late Classic. 

A posthole 16 was dug through floor 17, presumably as 

part of a perishable structure. Above this, two layers of 

Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) fill, 15 and 14, were 

deposited and surfaced with plaster floor 13. Above another 

fill layer 12, a retaining wall of cut limestone blocks 8 

was built in the Late Classic and filled with a layer of 

dirt 5 to create a platform. This structure was penetrated 

by a burial cut 9 which included a very small quantity of 

unidentifiable bones 7 under a Late Classic redware bowl 6 

with a simple polished uncarved rectangular jadeite pendant 

8. The burial was filled with 5 and capped with several 

large cut stones 4, perhaps ones dislodged from the 

platform when the burial was dug. The abandoned 

superstructure tumbled 3 and a layer of Santana-Tepeu (Late 

Classic) midden 2 accumulated above the area before the 

A-Horizon 1 reformed. Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early 

Postclassic) ceramics in the A-Horizon 1 show that the 

general area was occupied in this later period. 
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Testpit 65: North section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 66 

1986 

Coordinates: S -1215 / W -60 

Distance from site center: 1454m 

Elevation: 17.73m 

One section Drawing 

This one by one meter testpit is one of several dug in 

locations identified by Arthur Joyce to test the 

significance of surface artifact concentrations. 

Excavation was continued into sascab, 65 cm below the 

modern ground surface. 
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1 0-38cm: Humus; black sticky modern A-Horizon with eroded 

unidentifiable sherds at base of layer. 

2 38-65cm: Sascab; gray soft wet clay above bedrock, fades 

to white. 

DISCUSSION 

The only interesting aspect of this excavation is the 

fact that the pottery was found concentrated at the base of 

the A-Horizon. In other parts of the site we found 

evidence of utilization of bedrock for activities 
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(especially cooking) and perhaps habitation. It is 

unlikely that a similar situation accounts for the TP 66 

deposition. More probably, the ceramics have been 

displaced downward by deep plowing (this pit is located in 

a cane field), and by the process called "slickensides" 

that was more clearly active in TP 70. 
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Testpit 66: North section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 67 

1986 

Coordinates: S -1097.50 / W -940 

Distance from site Center: 1625m 

Elevation: unknown 

One section Drawing 

This one by one meter testpit was dug in a midden 

identified by posthole testing on Platform 940. Excavation 

was continued into sascab, 72 cm below the modern ground 

surface. 

1 0-38cm: Humus; black sticky modern A-Horizon with 

Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) and unknown Classic sherds 

in a heavy midden layer. 

2 38-48/65cm: Eroded bedrock; slightly yellower soil with 

dense midden continuing; Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) and 

Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic) period 

ceramics present. 

3 48cm: Bedrock; soft yellow and uneven. 

DISCUSSION 

The pottery in TP 65 was found concentrated in the 
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A-Horizon 1. However, the ceramic concentration did 

continue into the layer of eroding bedrock 2 that showed no 

trace of human alteration, so presumably the same processes 

are at work in the two areas. Some "slickensides" must be 

occul:"l:'-i-ng-despite the--- fact that the-a~ea o~-6.'l-.l.i~s>------­

higher, much better drained, and not subject in recent 

times to deep plowing. 



712 

Testpit 67: North section and Harris Matrix 

-

1 

-

3 

lOcm 



713 

Testpit 68 

1986 

Coordinates: S -1057.5 / W -970 

Distance from site Center: l6l0m 

Elevation: 11.Slm 

One section Drawing 

This one by one meter testpit was dug on southwest side 

of Platform 940 to investigate the surface of bedrock in 

this area immediately below the deeply mined area 

encountered in TP 64. Excavation was continued to bedrock, 

35 cm below the modern ground surface. 

1 0-15cm: Humus; brown loose, well-drained modern A-Horizon 

with Sant:ana-Tepeu (Late Classic) and unknown Classic 

sherds in a dense midden layer. 

2 38-48/65cm: Eroded bedrock; yellower soil with midden 

continuing; santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) or Rancho 

(Terminal Classic/Early postclassic) period ceramics 

present. 

3 48cm: Bedrock; soft yellow and uneven. 

DISCUSSION 
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This excavation was situated off the southwest edge of 

Platform 940 and midden fill from the platform has eroded 

over the area. Consequently, the latest construction layer 

of the platform eroded first, then the penultimate layer 

eroded out. The result of this formation process is the 

reverse strategraphy of the excavation, with Late Classic 

in the top humus layer 1 and Terminal Classic in Layer 2. 
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Testpit 68: North section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 69 

1986 

I 

Coordinates: S -1497 / W -.40 

Distance from site Center: l735m 

Elevation: 17.50m 

One section Drawing 

This one by one meter testpit was dug to test the 

significance of artifact concentrations on the ground 

surface identified by Arthur Joyce. Excavation was 

continued into sascab, 90 cm below the modern ground 

surface. 

1 0-20/40cm: Humus; burnt black sticky soil with a small 

amount of unidentifiable sherds. 

2 20/40-60cm: Sascab; gray sticky clay with some 

unidentifiable pottery, a piece of chert, burnt roots. 
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3 5-23cm: Burnt root: yellowish-brown soil with some gray 

mottling in a gray matrix; no pottery. 

4 60-70cm: Sascab; wet with some ceramics (possibly Cocos­

Chicanel {Late Preclassic}) and burnt roots. 

5 70cm: Bedrock. 
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DISCUSSION 

As in TP 66, 69 encountered ceramics mixed into the 

natural sascab layers. Despite the decisions depicted in 

the stratigraphic drawing of this excavation, the junctures 

between all the layers were gradual and indistinct; 

definitely natural. The yellowish brown deposit was 

originally thought by Joyce to be daub, but careful 

inspection showed it to be the natural result of large tree 

roots being burned in a cane fire. 

The density of the sherds in this test pit suggests that 

habitation may have been nearer the spot than the nearest 

platform mound, but this was not demonstrated. Pottery 

could have been moved some distance by plowing and by 

natural processes such as alluviation. 
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Testpit 69: North Section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 70 

1986 

Coordinates: S -1480 I W -.42 

Distance from site Center: 1717m 

Elevation: 17.50m 

One section Drawing: 1 section 

This one by one meter testpit was dug to test the 

significance of artifact concentrations on the ground 

surface identified by Arthur Joyce. Excavation was 

continued into sascab, 70 cm belmll the modern ground 

surface. 
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1 0-20cm: Humus; burnt black sticky soil with a few small 

unidentifiable sherds. 

2 20-45cm: Sascab; gray sticky clay with so~e unknown and 

Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) or Rancho (Terminal ClassicI 

Early Postclassic) pottery. 

3 45-60/70cm: Sascab; lighter gray-white clay, one piece of 

chert, one tiny sherd. 

4 70cm: Bedrock; soft white sterile limestone. 
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DISCUSSION 

The layers uncovered in this excavation are all natural 

and undisturbed. Not enough pottery was recovered to 

suggest that any ordinary prehistoric occupation was in 

this immediate vicinity. 
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Testpit 70: North section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 71 

1986 

Coordinates: S -1435 / W -90 

Distance from site Center: 1675m 

Elevation: 17.00m 

One section Drawing 

This one by one meter testpit was dug to test the 

significance of artifact concentrations on the ground 

surface identified by Arthur Joyce. Excavation was 

continued into sascab, 120 cm below the modern ground 

surface. 

1 0-25/120cm: Humus; burnt black sticky soil with a few 

unknown Classic period sherds. 

2 65/75-95/120cm: Sascab; gray, white and black mottled 

sticky clay with some unknown and some Cocos-Chicanel 

(Late preclassic) pottery. 

3 52-64/120cm: Gray sascab. 

4 64-68cm/120: White sascab. 

5 68-120cm: Black sticky clay. 
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DISCUSSION 

As in TP's 66, 69, and 70, TP 71 encountered ceramics 

mixed into the natural sascab layers. Unlike the junctures 

between the layers in earlier nonplatform excavations in 

this area, those in TP 70 were sharp and distinct. The 

"stirring" of natural deposits by the "slikensides" process 

was very pronounced in this pit. 
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Testpit 71 East section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 72 

1986 

Coordinates: S -1525 / W -.43 

Distance from site Center: 1763m 

Elevation: 17.70m 

One section Drawing 

This one by one meter testpit was dug to test the 

significance of artifact concentrations on the ground 

surface identified by Arthur Joyce. Excavation was 

continued into sascab, 87 cm below the modern ground 

surface. 
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1 0-30cm: Humus; burnt black sticky soil with a few small 

unidentifiable sherds and chert flakes. 

2 30-87cm: Sascab; gray sticky clay with some unknown 

Classic pottery. 

3 87cm: Bedrock; soft gray sterile limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

The layers uncovered in this excavation are all natural 

and undisturbed. Not enough pottery was recovered to 

suggest that any ordinary prehistoric occupation was in 
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this immediate vicinity. 
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Testpit 72: North section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 73 

1986 

Coordinates: S -1587.50 / W -300.00 

Distance from site Center: l85lm 

Elevation: 18m 

No section Drawing 

This small shovel test was dug in the east edge of what 

appeared to be a platform between structures 710, 713, and 

716 to date the structures due west of excavations 71 and 

72 to determine their period of occupation. Excavation was 

to bedrock, 40 cm below the modern ground surface. 

1 O-lOcm: Humus; burnt blac}c sticky soil with a few small 

unidentifiable sherds and chert flakes. 

2 10-40cm: Sascab; black and gray mottled soil with no 

pottery. 

3 40cm: Bedrock; hard white limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

The layers uncovered in this excavation are all natural 

and undisturbed. No diagnostic pottery was recovered. The 

visible structures in this group are apparently clustered 
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on or around a naturally elevated area. 
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Testpit 73: Harris Matrix 



Testpit 74 

1986 

Coordinates: S -1306 / W -303 

Distance from site Center: 1575m 

Elevation: 17.81m 

No section Drawing 

This small shovel test was dug into structure 506 to 

obtain a date. Excavation was to 35 cm below the modern 

ground surface. 
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1 0-10cm: Humus; burnt black sticky soil with a abundant 

pottery including Early Preclassic (Bladen), Lopex-Mamom 

(Middle preclassic), and (predominantly) Cocos-Chicanel 

(Late Preclassic). 

2 10-35cm: Midden; continuation of 1, same pottery. 

3 35cm: Eroded construction layer or bedrock outcrop. 

DISCUSSION 

The layers in this excavation are poorly understood due 

to the tentative nature of the test. It is unusual to find 

such a dense Preclassic midden so close to the ground 

surface and it is unfortunate that there was no time left 
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to investigate further. 
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Testpit 74: Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 75 

1986 

Coordinates: S -3308.92 / W -274.77 

Distance from site Center: 3085m 

Elevation: 5.26m 

One section Drawing 

This one by 1.40 meter testpit was dug to test the 

significance of a white marl lens located near the ground 

surface by posthole testing. Testpit was enlarged over one 

meter square due to an error during excavation that caused 

the south (most important) section to collapse. Excavation 

was continued into sascab, 70 cm below the modern ground 

surface. 

1 0-10cm: Humus; burnt black sticky soil with a few small 

unidentifiable sherds. 

2 10-25/50cm: Floor; white marl lens with some very soft 

marl "lumps" that were probably stones before they were 

softened by being exposed and wet. 

3 50-70cm: Pitfill; black sticky clay. 

4 50-70cm: Cut; excavation into buried A-Horizon and soft 
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white sascab. 

5 lO-45cm: Buried A-Horizon; black sticky soil with unknown 

Classic period ceramics. 

6 47/70cm: Sascab; soft white eroded limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

Sometime in the Classic period (probably Late Classic, 

due to the proximity of nonplatform structure uncovered in 

TP 45) a pit 4 was excavated through the A-Horizon 5 into 

layer 6 to mine sascab for marl. The pit 4 was then 

refilled with A-Horizon soil 3, creating a shallow dip in 

the ground surface above the spot where the sascab had been 

removed. Sascab was then placed above this depression and 

levelled to create floor 2, which seems to have been edged 

with some small limestone rocks. The A-Horizon 1 reformed 

above this floor after abandonment. 
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Testpit 75: South section and Harris Matrix 
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Testpit 76 

1986 

Coordinates: S -3236.88 / W -220.55 

Distance from site Center: 30l0m 

Elevation: 5.39m 

One section Drawing: 3 sections, 4 plans 

This one by one meter testpit was dug to test the extent 

of the occupation uncovered in excavation 61. TP 76 was 

placed about 10 meters south of TP 61 and downslope. 

Excavation was expanded by 25 square centimeters to include 

the hearth discovered in the course of excavartion and 

continued into sascab, 90 em below the modern ground 

surface. 

1 O-lOcm: Humus; burnt black sticky soil with unknown 

Classic, Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic), and possibly some 

Rancho (Terminal Classic/Early Postclassic) sherds. 

2 10-25/50cm: Floor; white soft marl "lumps" that were 

probably stones before they were softened by being 

exposed and wet, or else a packed marl surface badly 

disturbed by weather and animals; contained Cocos­

Chicanel (Late PreclassiQ) pottery. 
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3 40-76cm: Fill: gray loose soil with Cocos-Chicanel(Late 

Preclassic), Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic), and Nuevo­

Tzakol (Early Classic). 

4 38-56cm: Retaining wall: two cut limestone blocks along 

east side of excavatio~. 

5 3l-46cm: Complete Early Classic Jar: Monkey Falls 

Striated. 

6 4,/70cm: Hearth lining: eight flat rocks, roughly lO-15cm 

in diameter, set on edge in a circle holding 5 jar. 

7 24-58cm: Cut: circular hole dug to set hearth. 

8 55-65cm: Buried A-Horizon: loose gray with some sherds. 

9 76cm: Sascab: soft white eroded limestone. 

DISCUSSION 

The stratigraphy of TP 76 is reasonably straightforward, 

unfortunately, the ceramic chronology is not. A retaining 

wall 4 was built on A-Horizon 8 sometime in or before the 

Santana-Tepeu (Late Classic) period and a fill layer 3 

either accumulated naturally or was dumped behind it. This 

feature was surfaced with marl layer 2. Subsequently the 

floor 2 and fill layer 3 were cut by excavation 8 and a 

hearth of flat stones 6 was built in the hole. A whole 

vessel 5 (broken when recovered) was placed inside this 
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ring of stones. No charcoal was found underneath the 

vessel, but several burnt rocks were found inside it, 

suggesting a cooking technique called "stone boiling" also 

identified at Kichpanha (Eric Gibson p.c.). The A-Horizon 

1 formed rapidly above this abandoned feature since it is 

downslope from the large habitation area uncovered in TP 

61. 

The difficulty with this scenario is that all fill layers 

above and below the hearth contained Santana-Tepeu (Late 

Classic) ceramics, while the hearth vessel is Nuevo-Tzakol 

(Early Classic). Clearly, the deposition of the vessel 

cannot predate the strata upon which it sits. Careful 

rethinking of the stratigraphy has not solved the problem, 

since the vessel was sitting in a cut that began above 

layer 2. 

It is possible that the vessel was not in a cut but that 

a portion of layer 2 directly above the hearth had eroded 

away downslope before the hearth was recovered with a 

reformed A-Horizon. If this were the case, it seems 

unlikely that the vessel and hearth would have remained 

complete. This scenario still does not solve the problem, 

since, as a precaution, the soil immediately below the 

hearth was removed and its sherds saved separately. This 

material also contained Late Classic! 
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I have no explanation for this situation. This 

excavation and others, such as TP 59 suggest that the 

ceramic typology developed for Nohmul remains somewhat 

problematic. The simplest explanation for the hearth is 

that the striated jar it holds looks earlier, but really 

dates to the Late Classic. Exactly the same stratigraphic 

situation occurred in TP 45 with a Monkey Falls Striated 

jar used as burial furniture in a grave cut through a Late 

Classic floor. 

TP 76 is discussed with nonplatform features even though 

it revealed a masonry construction retaining wall. This 

decision was based on the elevation of TP 76, which is 

downhill from the nonplatform features in TP 61. 
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Testpit 76: East section and Harris Matrix 

1 

3 

8 

9 

lOcm 



742 

APPENDIX B: CHRONOLOGICAL CHART 

Xnoha Swasey (Early preclassic) 2000-1000 BC 

Zact'an Xe (Late Early Preclassic) 1000-750 BC 

Dzuluinicob Mamom (Middle preclassic) 750-450 BC 

Puncuy Tzec (MamOln-Chicanel transitional) 450-300 BC 

Colmotz Chicanel(Late preclassic) 300 BC - AD 250 

Cancanilla Chicanel (Terminal Preclassic) AD 250-300 

Freshwater Floral Park (protoclassic) AD 250-300 

Holpatin Tzakol (Early Classic) AD 300-650 

Zonauil and Noh Ukum Tepeu (Late Classic) AD 650-800 

Tecep (Terminal Classic/Early Post Classic) AD 800-1000 
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APPENDIX C: SITE MAP 
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