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2015 CCAP staff and Session 1 students at Xunantunich. From left to right, front row: Brooke Bonorden,
Graig English, Sarah Van Oss, Alexandra Carrillo, Laura Aiken, Miles Kirkpatrick, and Alyssa Farmer.
From left to right, back row: Brett A. Houk, Ashley Booher, Raychel Durdin, Mandi Holm, Whitney Davis,
Briana Smith, Emilee Hart, Seamus Anderson. Photo by Alyssa Farmer’s camera.
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AN INTRODUCTION TO THE 2015 SEASON OF THE
CHAN CHICH ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROJECT AND THE
BELIZE ESTATES ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY TEAM

Brett A. Houk

The Chan Chich Archaeological Project
(CCAP), and its regional component, the
Belize Estates Archaeological Survey Team
(BEAST), operate alongside Texas Tech Uni-
versity’s (TTU) Field School in Maya Archae-
ology (FSMA), a study abroad program in
the tropical forest of northwestern Belize that
offers students the opportunity to learn archae-
ological methods and techniques while contrib-
uting to an active research project. The CCAP
completed its ninth season of research in 2015,
and, for the second time since 1998, included
two field school sessions.

This chapter includes relevant project minu-
tia (dates, staff, permits, funding, and so on),
summaries of the 2015 excavations, and an
updated description of Chan Chich’s site plan
and chronology, based on the results of nine
seasons of research at the site by the CCAP.
Finally, the chapter closes with a preview of
the rest of the volume. For information on proj-
ect excavation and recording methods, refer to
Houk and Zaro (2015a).

PERMIT AREA

As negotiated with the Institute of Archaeol-
ogy (IA) in June 2014, the CCAP and BEAST
operate on approximately 144,000 acres of
land in northwestern Belize, with the official
permit area encompassing Gallon Jug Ranch,
Laguna Seca, and the northwestern corner of

Houk, Brett A.
2015

Yalbac Ranch (Figure 1.1). For a discussion
of the rather complicated nature of the permit
area and the recent history of land sales in the
permit area, please see Houk and Zaro (2014).
Sixteen numbered Belize Estate (BE) sites—
BE numbers are assigned to large or important
prehistoric and historic sites—are in or near
the permit area (Table 1.1). CCAP and BEAST
conducted work at three of the 16 sites in 2015:
Chan Chich, Qualm Hill camp, and Kaxil Uinic
village (Table 1.1).

PROJECT TIME LINE, STAFF, AND
CONSULTANTS

The project began on May 12, 2015, with the
arrival of the project director (Houk) and the
two operation directors (Ashley Booher and
Brooke Bonorden) in Belize (Table 1.2). On
May 13 and 14, Bonorden, Booher, and Houk
conducted archival research at the Belize
Archives and Records Service in Belmo-
pan. On May 15, Briana Smith, a subopera-
tion director for the first field school session,
arrived, and the staff traveled to Chan Chich
Lodge that afternoon. Over the course of the
next two days, the staff unpacked the lab and
field equipment and made preliminary visits
to the planned excavation areas. On May 18,
the first group of 10 first-time field school stu-
dents, one returning student, and the lab direc-
tor, Sarah Van Oss, arrived. A returning student

An Introduction to the 2015 Season of the Chan Chich Archaeological Project and the Belize Estates

Archaeological Survey Team. In The 2015 Season of the Chan Chich Archaeological Project, edited by Brett
A. Houk, pp. 1-18. Papers of the Chan Chich Archaeological Project, Number 10. Department of Sociology,
Anthropology, and Social Work, Texas Tech University, Lubbock.
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Figure 1.1. Map of the CCAP/BEAST permit area. See Table 1.1 for list of BE numbers. The three
escarpments in the area are, from west to east, the La Lucha Escarpment (LLE), the Rio Bravo
Escarpment (RBE), and the Booth’s River Escarpment (BRE).
Table 1.1. List of BE Sites Shown in Figure 1.1
BE # Site Name BE# Site Name
1 Chan Chich 9 | Sierra de Agua
2 | Kaxil Uinic (E’kenha) 10 | Gongora Ruin
3 | Punta de Cacao 11 | Ix Naab Witz
4 | Gallon Jug 12 | La Luchita
5 | Laguna Verde 13 | Montafia Chamaco
6 |Laguna Seca 14 | Sylvester Camp
7 | Qualm Hill ruin 15 | Qualm Hill camp
8 | Wamil 16 | Kaxil Uinic village

arrived June 1, halfway through the first ses-
sion, which ran for 28 days and ended on June
15. Briana Smith departed at the end of Session
1. The second field school session began on
June 15 with the arrival of nine first-time stu-

dents and one returning student. Lori Phillips,
a graduate student at Washington State Univer-
sity, spent the night of July 1 with the project
and analyzed faunal remains. Valorie Aquino,
a graduate student at the University of New
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Table 1.2. Project Staff and Consultants, Sorted by Arrival Date

Name Role Affiliation Arrival Departure
Dr. Brett A. Houk Project Director TTU (Anthropology) 5-12-15 7-15-15
Brooke Bonorden Operation Director | TTU (Anthropology graduate 5-12-15 7-15-15
student)
Ashley Booher Operation Director | TTU (Anthropology graduate 5-12-15 7-15-15
student)
Briana N. Smith Suboperation 5-15-15 6-15-15
Director
Sara Van Oss Lab Director College of Wooster 5-18-15 7-15-15
Valorie V. Aquino Suboperation New Mexico (Anthropology 7-4-15 7-13-15
Director graduate student)
Lori Phillips Faunal Analyst Washington State University 7-1-15 7-2-15
(Anthropology graduate
student)
Dr. Fred Valdez, Jr. Project Ceramicist | UT-Austin (Anthropology) -- --
Dr. Lauren A. Sullivan | Assistant Project UMASS-Boston (Anthropology) -- --
Ceramicist

Mexico, joined the project for 10 days from
July 4 to July 13 and assisted in the field and
lab. Drs. Lauren Sullivan and Fred Valdez, Jr.
spent a day in the field lab on July 7 analyzing
ceramics. Session 2 ended on July 10 after 25
nights with the departure of all students. The
project’s remaining staff departed Chan Chich
Lodge on July 15, marking the end of the 2015
field season.

PROJECT FUNDING

The TTU FSMA, a cost-sharing program run
through Study Abroad, served as the primary
source of funding for the 2015 season of the
CCAP, and the Department of Sociology,
Anthropology, and Social Work also provided
a minor amount of financial support. A small
grant through the crowd-sourced funding site
Experiment.com supported the research at
Kaxil Uinic village and Qualm Hill camp.

PROJECT PERMITTING

The IA, part of the Belizean National Insti-
tute of Culture and History, issued Permit No.

1A/H/2/1/15(09) to Houk for the excavations at
Chan Chich, Kaxil Uinic village, and Qualm
Hill camp. At the time the permit was issued,
Dr. John Morris served as Director of the IA.
The landowners of Gallon Jug Ranch, Laguna
Seca Ranch, and Yalbac Ranch also gave per-
mission for the research.

AN OVERVIEW OF THE 2015 SEASON

During the 2015 season, our efforts targeted
three specific objectives. Ashley Booher over-
saw the excavations of the processional archi-
tecture at the site—two sacbeob, associated
termini structures, and Courtyard D-1—as the
second year of a two-year study (Figure 1.2).
The other two objectives included the investi-
gations of Qualm Hill camp, a historic logging
camp near Cedar Crossing, and Kaxil Uinic vil-
lage, a historic San Pedro Maya village approx-
imately 2.6 km west/southwest of Chan Chich.
Brooke Bonorden oversaw the excavations at
Qualm Hill camp during the first field school
session and the excavations at Kaxil Uinic vil-
lage during the second session. The project
afforded field school students opportunities to
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participate in each area of research and work in
the field lab to gain experience in artifact pro-
cessing and analysis.

Year Two of the Processional Architecture
Investigations

In 2014, Ashley Booher began her thesis
research on processional architecture at Chan
Chich as Operation CC-14; she completed that
research in 2015 under the same operation num-
ber. Booher also excavated Structure D-36 in
both seasons as part of an unrelated study. Her
thesis topic explores the intersection of ancient
Maya urban planning, ritual, and the roles of
rulers as performers in public spectacles (Houk
et al. 2015). In Maya art, kingly attire is most
elaborate when kings are shown perform-
ing public rituals. As Takeshi Inomata (2006)
argues, the massive headdresses and elaborate
backracks worn by kings were designed to be
highly visible during mass spectacles. Depic-
tions of kings being carried on litters, bedecked
with images of giants or animals, suggest that
some mass spectacles involved processions in
which the king was carried along a prescribed
route in front of the spectators. Inomata (2006)
suggests that the causeways at Tikal were built
in part to allow for ritual processions involving
thousands of spectators.

At Chan Chich, the Eastern and Western
Causeways enter the Main Plaza in front of
Structure A-1, a massive structure with a broad
stairway. Both of these causeways are about
40 m wide, much wider than they need to be if
they only functioned as walking corridors, and
our hypothesis is that they were built in part
to accommodate ritual processions. Attached
to the eastern side of Structure A-1 is the site’s
ball court, which sits on the platform created by
the Eastern Causeway. The large plaza would
have provided space for thousands of people
to witness processions, ball games, and other
rituals taking place on the steps to Structure

A-1. The proposed processional architecture
includes the terminus structure associated with
each of the causeways, and Courtyard D-1, a
small courtyard immediately adjacent to the
Eastern Causeway. Guderjan (1991) previously
proposed that the courtyard had a functional
relationship with the causeway.

Thanks to Booher’s research, we now know
that the two causeways were built in single
construction phases during the Late Classic
period. The Eastern Causeway is a 40-m wide,
I-m high, elevated platform, while the West-
ern Causeway is a low-platform lined by par-
apets. As described by Booher and colleagues
(Chapter 2), her investigations included clear-
ing units along the edges of the causeways to
look for debris that was possibly swept to the
sides. Angela Keller (2006) had luck with this
approach identifying likely ritual use of the
sacbeob at Xunantunich. As Booher and col-
leagues report in Chapter 2, our results have
been less spectacular, but the units closer to the
Main Plaza have yielded many more artifacts
than those farther away.

Similarly, the excavations at Structures C-17
and D-48, the two structures associated with
the causeways’ termini, failed to find conclu-
sive evidence of ritual use, although both areas
produced abundant artifacts. It is likely that
more extensive excavations would yield more
conclusive results.

Excavations at Courtyard D-1 have produced
the greatest amount of data thus far from our
causeway investigations. Two seasons of
work at Structure D-1 on the western side of
the courtyard revealed it to be an oddly con-
figured room, complicated by multiple remod-
eling events. In its final form, it had a large,
high bench covering most of the interior and
likely had a vaulted entryway. Excavators
encountered a ceramic drum base in this room
at the foot of the bench. Most interesting are a
couple of burials from two different phases of
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benches in Structure D-1. The first burial was
excavated in the 2014 season; the skeleton was
found in the fill of a remodeled bench, in an
extended position with the head to the west.
A single small overturned Achote Black bowl
was found on top of the skeleton’s midsection.
The bowl is fairly unremarkable except that has
this quadripartite design incised in two places
on its outside and in the center of the vessel.
These designs are after-market additions to the
vessel (Booher et al., this volume).

In 2015, Booher excavated a second burial
(Figure 1.3). This one was found beneath an
older bench in the same structure; excavations
determined the individual, an adult female, was
placed in a seated position facing northwest.
The individual’s hands were crossed and feet
side by side. Deer antler, which was recovered
near the skull, perhaps forming part of a head-

Figure 1.3.

Ashley Booher excavating Burial CC-
B14 in Structure D-1.

dress, a spindle whorl, a shell bead, and a few
ceramic sherds accompanied the body.

Structure D-3 on the southern side of the court-
yard also proved to be interesting. The build-
ing consists of two rooms divided by a small
wall. The room located on the west end of the
building contains a bench. The room located on
the east side of the building contains a step up
onto the floor surface of the room. Excavations
exposed two architectural phases on Structure
D-3. In the second phase, a western patio was
added to the building and the northern wall of
the building was raised.

Perhaps most importantly, the building’s final
phase may have been burned at or near the
time it was abandoned. The floor and walls in
the eastern room are heavily burned and fire
cracked, and a dense deposit of ashy soil and
artifacts was found outside the building on the
western patio, up against the western wall. The
deposit in many respects looks like a domes-
tic midden with fire-fractured metate frag-
ments, partially reconstructable vessels, broken
bifaces, and burned chert. However, there were
some unusual artifacts as well, including a
West Indian chank shell, which may have been
a musical instrument, and the bones of a human
arm including a well-preserved humerus. The
chank shell’s lip is broken off, and its spire is
lopped off, two modifications which would
have allowed it to function as a trumpet. The
same structure yielded a few shell tinklers that
are likely bits of costume, a spear point that
was found in front of the building, and a thin
biface with some hafting adhesive still attached
to its base. Although circumstantial, these dis-
coveries suggest that Courtyard D-1 had a spe-
cialized ritual function related to the Eastern
Causeway (Booher et al., this volume).

Colonial Investigations

BEAST, directed by Brooke Bonorden, inves-
tigated two colonial period sites in the permit
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area in 2015. Both sites have ties to the Caste
War, which was a decades long conflict between
the Maya and the Mexican government in the
Yucatan Peninsula. Fleeing the violence, a
group of Maya split off and left their village of
Icaiche and settled in northwestern and west-
ern Belize in the 1850s. This group is called
the San Pedro Maya after their major village
of San Pedro Siris, which has been excavated
(Church et al. 2011; Dornan 2004). After the
San Pedro Maya moved into Belize, the Icaiche
Maya began raiding settlements and camps in
British Honduras in response to perceived vio-
lations of their territory, which they believed
had been granted to them in an 1853 treaty
signed by both the Mexicans and British. Raid-
ing parties from Icaiche, led by Marcos Canul,
attacked Qualm Hill camp in 1866, reportedly
burning the saw mill, killing two men, and tak-
ing approximately 70 men, women, and chil-
dren hostage (see Bonorden and Smith, this
volume).

Shortly after that raid, the British began to mis-
trust the San Pedro Maya and decided to attack
and burn their villages. This began a period of
occasional resettlement and movement of San
Pedro Maya, and Grant Jones (1977) specu-
lates that migrants from a village named Holu-
itz, which was abandoned sometime after 1868,
may have originally settled Kaxil Uinic village
in the 1880s.

Our archaeological investigations at Qualm Hill
discovered that the site continues to serve as a
seasonal logging camp, much to our surprise.
When we arrived to begin our excavations, we
learned that loggers were camping there. It is
clear that this spot on the landscape, near a long
active road and river crossing, offers certain
logistical advantages for loggers and others.

As a result, the site is a palimpsest of materi-
als spanning over a century. Furthermore, we
suspect that a great many artifacts have been
surface collected over the years, as the scat-

ter of material was not nearly as dense as we
expected it to be. However, the artifacts remain-
ing are rather informative. Firstly, as Bonorden
and Smith report in Chapter 3, the only Maya
artifacts we recovered were one proximal side-
notched arrow point fragment, two sherds of
pottery, and a mano fragment. The non-Maya
materials include glass, historic ceramics, and
metal in that order of frequency with lesser
quantities of other artifact types. Among the
more interesting artifacts are clay pipes, pieces
of dolls, and a 1911 medallion commemorating
the coronation of King Edward V.

Kaxil Uinic village, the second colonial site,
appears on an 1887 map made by William
Miller (1887:420), who was one of several sur-
veyors who oversaw the survey and cutting of
the border between the Belize and Guatemala
(Figure 1.4). The map shows trails connecting
Xaxe Venic, which is another name for Kaxil
Uinic, to San José to the southeast, Yalloche
in Guatemala to the southwest, Ycaiche in
Mexico to the north, and the Peten to the west.
Miller (1887:422—-423) notes, “All the roads
which I have marked are mere paths through
the bush, the majority of them so bad that even
a mule could not travel on them.” It is unclear
how accurately drawn the roads are, however,
or if Miller followed them all while working in
the area. He notes that the “villages shown on
the map are inhabited by Indians...The Indians
of these villages are not savages. They culti-
vate the soil and grow maize, rice, and beans,
and raise pigs and fowls” (Miller 1887:422).
He also mentions that the Indians in the towns
on his map “are armed to a considerable extent
with old Enfield rifles” and machetes (Miller
1887:422).

In contrast to Qualm Hill camp, where artifact
collecting has apparently impacted the site,
Kaxil Uinic village has a much more dense
and rich artifact assemblage. Our initial work
has revealed at least three midden-like artifact
scatters with dozens of glass bottles as well as
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metal cups and bowls at each locale. Bonorden
and Kilgore (Chapter 4) also report seven clus-
ters of three large stones have been observed at
the site, similar to the three-stone hearths that
indicated historic houses at Tikal (Meierhoff
2015).

There is also some overprinting at the site from
either chicleros, who likely re-used many of the
three-stone hearth features present at the site,
or from looters, who probably camped near the
aguada when they looted the nearby prehistoric
ruins of the same name in the 1980s. Despite
that, the site has well-preserved remains that
relate to the San Pedro Maya occupation.

Figure 1.5.

Maya sites.

AN UPDATED DESCRIPTION OF
CHAN CHICH

The following section updates the description
of Chan Chich published in last season’s intro-
ductory chapter based on new data from 2015
(Houk and Zaro 2014). Chan Chich is in west-
ern Belize, approximately 4.25 km east of the
border between Guatemala and Belize (Figure
1.5). The ruins are on the western bank of the
northward flowing Chan Chich Creek, which
joins Little Chan Chich Creek a few hundred
meters north of the site to become the Rio
Bravo. The Rio Bravo is one of three rivers
from which the Three Rivers adaptive region
draws its name. The site occupies a physio-
graphic zone known as the Rio Bravo Terrace

Map of north-central Belize showing the location of Chan Chich in relationship to other
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Lowland. Irregular bajos and hemispherical
hills characterize the area.

From the tops of the mounds in the Main Plaza
at Chan Chich, the steep face of the La Lucha
Escarpment is visible approximately 3.75 km
to the west where it abruptly rises over 100 m.
The prehistoric ruins of Kaxil Uinic sit near
the base of this escarpment 2.6 km west of
Chan Chich; the historic Kaxil Uinic village is
approximately 500 m south of the prehistoric
site of the same name. The Yalbac Hills are 18
km to the south, forming the divide between
the Rio Hondo and Belize River watersheds
and marking the southern limit of the Three
Rivers adaptive region according to Garrison
and Dunning (2009).

The major architecture at the site (see Figure
1.2) is centered on the Main Plaza (Plaza A-1)
and the Upper Plaza (Plaza A-2). The Main
Plaza is square in plan and is the third largest
plaza in the region, encompassing 13,080 m?
(Garrison 2007:Table 6.3). Mounds border the
plaza on all sides, but gaps between structures
allowed formal and informal access points.
With the North Plaza at one end and the smaller
Back Plaza at the other, the contiguous series
of plazas and buildings extends approximately
350 m from north to south.

Structure A-1 is the largest building at Chan
Chich; it is a 70-m long tandem range build-
ing that divides the Main Plaza from the Upper
Plaza. A central landing on the summit of the
building allowed access into the enclosed and
private Upper Plaza, which is 7 m higher in
elevation than the Main Plaza. Excavations in
2014 determined that Structure A-1 has two
once-vaulted buildings on its summit. Each is
a tandem-range building with four rooms fac-
ing the Main Plaza and four rooms facing the
Upper Plaza (Herndon et al. 2014).

The Upper Plaza is arguably the site’s acropo-
lis and was home to the tomb of an early king
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at the site (Houk et al. 2010). Structure A-15
is situated across the plaza from Structure A-1
and is the tallest building at the site. Similar to
the western temple-pyramid (Structure A-21),
it has multiple looters’ trenches and tunnels that
reveal older architectural phases of unknown
ages beneath the Late Classic buildings.

Two causeways enter the Main Plaza from the
east and west in front of Structure A-1. Curi-
ously, the two have different architectural
styles. The Eastern Causeway is an elevated
sacbe that is 40 m wide. The Western Cause-
way is also elevated, at least near the Main
Plaza, but it has parapets defining its northern
and southern edges. The two causeways were
constructed in single, Late Classic construc-
tion events (Booher et al., this volume). The
two causeways terminate at similar structures
(Structure C-17 on the west and Structure D-48
on the east), which are mapped as east-west
oriented structures with low platforms extend-
ing to the south.

The site’s ball court is at the southeastern cor-
ner of the Main Plaza, built on a level platform
that extends off the Eastern Causeway. The ball
court is atypical in that its western structure
is physically attached to the base of Structure
A-1, while its eastern structure is freestanding.
The visible phase of the ball court was also
constructed in the Late Classic period; Ford’s
(1998:56) excavations in 1997 did not pene-
trate the penultimate phase of either structure,
but the alleyway yielded Late Preclassic ceram-
ics from fill. When considered together, the two
causeways with termini structures, Structure
A-1, and the ball court must have been import-
ant architectural elements of ritual processions
entering the Main Plaza, as noted above (Boo-
her et al., this volume; Houk 2013).

Surrounding the core architecture are numer-
ous smaller courtyards, the largest of which
are the Western Plaza and Norman’s Temple
group. These two elite residential groups are
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approximately 250 m west of the Main Plaza.
The Western Plaza sits at the base of a large
hill, which is crowned by the Norman’s Tem-
ple group, a tightly enclosed courtyard with a
small temple on its western edge and a range
building on the north. Artificially leveled plat-
forms extend north and south of the courtyard,
and a low wall encircles the entire assemblage.

Another important group of architecture is
Group H, which is located in the southeastern
corner of the mapped portion of the site. Situ-
ated on the opposite bank of Chan Chich Creek
over 1 km from the Main Plaza, Group H com-
prises small house mounds interspersed with
lithic workshops, made evident by mounds of
chert flakes (Houk and Zaro 2015b; Meadows
and Hartnett 2000).

UPDATED SITE CHRONOLOGY

In 2012, students excavating a test pit at the base
of Structure 3 at nearby Kaxil Uinic discovered
an Early Preclassic sherd (ca. 1100-1000 BC)
that is stylistically identical to Cunil ceramics,
the earliest documented ceramics in Belize
(Harris and Sisneros 2012:56; Valdez and Houk
2012:68). The deposit from which the sherd
was recovered had a mixture of ceramics from
the Middle and Late Preclassic periods, but
the find suggests settlement began in the Chan
Chich area by the end of the Early Preclassic
period. Excavations in the Upper Plaza at Chan
Chich discovered a buried Middle Preclassic
period midden deposit, which was dated on
the basis of ceramics and a calibrated 2-sigma
radiocarbon age range of 800-415 BC with an
intercept of cal 770 BC (Robichaux 1998:34).
To date, this represents the oldest documented
cultural material at Chan Chich itself.

Excavations show greater evidence of Late
Preclassic occupation, as evidenced by floors
and features in the Upper Plaza (Herndon et al.
2014; Kelley 2014; Kelley et al. 2012, 2013;
Robichaux et al. 2000), the Main Plaza (Houk

11

1998, 2000), Structure C-8 in the Western Plaza
(Guderjan 1991:41), and Norman’s Temple
group (Meadows 1998). Booher and colleagues
(this volume) report Late Preclassic founda-
tions for Courtyard D-1, east of the Main Plaza.

In the Terminal Preclassic period, the builders
at the site cut through the floors of the Upper
Plaza and into bedrock to construct Tomb 2
(Houk etal.2010). Kelley et al. (2013) correlate
the youngest floor cut through by the tomb with
a 20-cm thick compact dirt surface that covers
the southern and central portions of the plaza.
The tomb itself measured 3.25 m long and 0.8
m wide. It was originally sealed by 12 large
capstones. A low shrine platform covered the
tomb and marked its location within the plaza
until a final Late Classic construction episode
buried it (Kelley et al. 2013). The tomb’s occu-
pant was interred with the trappings of an early
Maya king, making Tomb 2 the oldest royal
burial in the Belizean side of the Three Rivers
adaptive region (Houk et al. 2010).

Although Early Classic architecture and dis-
crete deposits continue to elude excavators,
Guderjan (1991:45) found two broken Early
Classic polychrome bowls in a looters’ camp. It
is possible that one of the construction phases
exposed in looters’ trenches in Structure A-15
and/or Structure A-21 is from the Early Clas-
sic period, but the CCAP has not yet excavated
either structure to test that hypothesis.

It is clear that Chan Chich expanded greatly
in the Late Classic period, and renovations
to existing buildings and the construction of
new buildings and features gave the site its
final form ca. AD 700 or later. The architec-
tural expansion included the final floors in the
Upper Plaza and Main Plaza, where construc-
tion efforts completely buried older Late Pre-
classic features (Houk 1998, 2000; Kelley et
al. 2013), and the final phase of the ball court
(Ford 1998). Burial CC-B11 dates the penulti-
mate phase of Structure A-1 to the Late Classic
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period (see Novotny et al., this volume). The
Western Plaza and Norman’s Temple group
were both expanded during the Late Classic
period (Ford and Rush 2000), and Richard
Meadows and Kristen Hartnett (2000) found
that the Group H lithic workshops date to the
Late Classic period, as well. The two sacbeob,
which both represent single-phase construc-
tions (see Booher et al., this volume), are Late
Classic features. Courtyard D-1 underwent sig-
nificant renovations and a possible change in
function during the Late Classic period follow-
ing the construction of the Eastern Causeway
(Booher et al., this volume).

The site apparently went into decline during
the Terminal Classic period around AD 800
before being abandoned around AD 850.
Construction at the site at the end of the Late
Classic was of noticeably inferior quality. At
Structure A-5, the final phase of the southern
stairs included robbed vault stones in the con-
struction (Herndon et al. 2013), and the Termi-
nal Classic occupants of Structure C-6 in the
Western Plaza built a crude wall using robbed
vault stones (Harrison 2000). That same struc-
ture included a Terminal Classic burial of a
single adult male beneath a bench in the room.
He was buried with a black-slipped anthropo-
morphic bowl and two shell discs (Harrison
2000:83). Vazquez et al. (2014) report numer-
ous robbed vault stones used in the walls of
structures in the Back Plaza, as well. Occupa-
tion continued into the Terminal Classic period
in the Back Plaza, based on materials found on
the final floor of Structure A-23 (Vazquez et al.
2014), and at Courtyard D-1 (Booher et al., this
volume).

Deposits of elite artifacts left broken on the
steps to the range building in the Norman’s
Temple group and on the steps of the largest
structure in the Western Plaza are Terminal
Classic in age, likely deposited at or shortly
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after the time of the site’s abandonment (Houk
2011). Even though Chan Chich fell into ruin at
that point, Postclassic pilgrims made periodic
visits to leave offerings, including an incense
burner on the stairs to Structure A-5 (Herndon
et al. 2013) and another on the top of Struc-
ture A-4 (Guderjan 1991:45). At Kaxil Uinic,
pilgrims propped up half of the broken stela
and placed offerings of incensarios around its
base, during either the Late Postclassic period
or Colonial period (Houk et al. 2013). Based
on Bonorden’s and Kilgore’s (this volume)
work at the historic Kaxil Uinic village, the
project ceramicists designated a new Postclas-
sic ceramic complex called Vireo (Figure 1.6).
This is not, at this stage, a functionally com-
plete complex (Lauren Sullivan, personal com-
munication, 2015).

ORGANIZATION OF THIS VOLUME

In Chapter 2, Ashley Booher and colleagues
report on the processional architecture study,
which began in 2014 and wrapped up in 2015.
They also describe work at Structure D-36, a
mound selected for study by the project direc-
tor in 2014. Chapter 3 and 4 describe BEAST’s
investigations of two colonial sites. In Chapter
3, Brooke Bonorden and Briana Smith present
the results of work at Qualm Hill camp, and,
in Chapter 4, Bonorden and Gertrude Kilgore
describe the preliminary work at Kaxil Uinic
village. Valorie Aquino and Houk present a pre-
liminary attempt at Bayesian chronology build-
ing in the Upper Plaza in Chapter 5 and out-
line a sampling strategy to improve the model
in future seasons. Following the 2015 season,
the project exported four burials to Texas for
analysis; Anna Novotony and colleagues report
on those analyses in Chapter 6. Sarah Van
Oss updates the lab procedures in Chapter 7.
Finally, the volume includes updated project
lists in Chapter 8.
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