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Chapter 1. The Stann Creek Regional Archaeology Project:
An Introduction to Alabama and Summary of 2014
Investigations
Meaghan M. Peuramaki-Brown (Athabasca University)
Sonja A. Schwake (Penn State-Erie)
In June of 2013, we (Drs. Sonja A. Schwake and Meaghan M. Peuramaki-Brown) approached
Dr. Jaime Awe (former Director of Archaeology for Belize) regarding opportunities for a field
project in the Stann Creek District. Dr. Awe suggested a preliminary reconnaissance season at
one of the known sites in the district, which could form the foundation of a long-term regional
archaeology project. Following a visit to the Archives of the Institute of Archaeology (IA) in
Belmopan and a brief tour of the region in July 2013, we decided to focus our attention on the
site of Alabama in the southern portion of the Stann Creek District (Figure 1.1). In June 2014,
the Stann Creek Regional Archaeology Project (SCRAP) was formed, and a permit
[IA/H2/1/14(19), Accession No. 10338] was granted for investigations that ran for 15 days in
July (July 7-11, 14-18, 21-25, 2014).
Site AL-52:

Alabama (“cleared forest” in Muskogen), Alabama Site, or Alabama Ruins;
Chacben Kax, C’hacben K’ax, Ch’akben K’aax, Ch’akbe’en K’aax (“recentlycleared forest” [ch’akbe’en “milpa roza, nombre que se da al terreno recien
tumbado y quemado” + k’aax “bosque, montaña, selva, campo, monte de
arboles”], more literally “forest that has been cleared on someone’s behalf”)
(Marc Zender, personal communication, 2014).

Property:

Currently The Greene Groves & Ranch Belize Ltd. Property (Figure 1.2 and
2.1). Formerly Alabama Plantation (operated by Green & Atkins Banana Co.
[1960s/70s]), and Outreach Ranch (operated by Mr. Johnny Collier
[1980s/90s]). Located 22km inland from the Placencia Lagoon, north of the
village of Maya Mopan in the Stann Creek District, where Waha Leaf Creek
empties out of the Maya Mountains.

Research:

1970s – The Stann Creek Project, directed by Dr. Elizabeth Graham (Graham
1983, 1994); 1980s – The Point Placencia Archaeological Project (PPAP),
directed by Dr. J. Jefferson MacKinnon (MacKinnon 1987, 1988a, 1988b,
1989a, 1989b; MacKinnon and May 1991; MacKinnon et al. 1993; Schafer
1987; Walters 1988).

Dates:

Radiocarbon
Obsidian hydration
Ceramics

A.D. 760 ± 80 yrs. (Wis-1914) – based on PPAP
A.D. 850 ± 70 yrs. (Wis-1915) – based on PPAP
A.D. 874 ± 77 yrs. (MOHLAB) – based on PPAP
Late to Terminal Classic – based on PPAP

Description: Epicentre consists of 21 major structures, including an ‘acropolis’ and ballcourt,
arranged around three plazas with a sacbe leading into the site. 14 plain stone
monuments have been noted. The site is classified as a Level 8 small major
ceremonial centre in Hammond’s (1975) hierarchy model.
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Figure 1.1: Physical map of central Belize, noting location of various archaeological sites.

Figure 1.2: Satellite shot of Greene Groves property (from Google Earth).
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2014 SCRAP Staff
Name
Schwake, Sonja A., Ph.D.
Peuramaki-Brown, Meaghan M., Ph.D.
Moodie, Steven J. M., M.A.
Paul, Julilla, B.A.
Choc, Gonzalo
Paquiul, Juan
Salam, Lupercio

Role
Principal Investigator
Co-Principal Investigator
Field Assistant (volunteer)
Field Assistant (volunteer)
Belizean Field Assistant
Belizean Field Assistant
Belizean Field Assistant

Summary of Past Research at Alabama
The Point Placencia Archaeological Project (PPAP), under the direction of Dr. J. Jefferson
MacKinnon, was initiated in 1983 to examine ancient Maya utilization of the coast and cayes
of central and southern Belize. In particular, they were interested in examining the boom in
ancient Maya salt producing sites during the Late Classic (c. 600-800 A.D.), which coincided
with population booms occurring inland in the Petén and elsewhere in the Maya lowlands
(MacKinnon 1990; MacKinnon and May 1988). As part of these investigations, MacKinnon
(1989a) felt there must have been an important inland centre that served as a focal location for
settlement and trade between the coastal salt-fish-lime producing sites and inland areas leading
to the Maya Mountains and beyond.
In January 1985, following a report by Elizabeth Graham (1983:334) about two mounds she
had visited along an upper tributary of the Waha Leaf Creek, PPAP relocated the site of
Alabama nestled against the Maya Mountains and immediately south of the Cockscomb
pluton: one of three principal granite sources in the Maya Mountains (Cornec 2008; Graham
1987; Shipley & Graham 1987). The was variously referred to as Alabama, Alabama Site, or
Alabama Ruins, until MacKinnon (1988a:1) later translated the name to C’hacben K’ax in
Mopan, intending the name to reference the meaning “cleared forest” (see accurate translation
by Zender, above). PPAP worked at Alabama from 1985 to 1989 (22 weeks total), for which
preliminary field reports were submitted to the IA. According to Mr. R. Chun of Maya Mopan
Village, who served as the PPAP foreman (MacKinnon passed away unexpectedly in 1999),
artifacts recovered from these investigations were sent to the then Department of Archaeology
in Belmopan (IA employees are currently trying to relocate this material).
Based on preliminary testing at the site, MacKinnon suggested that Alabama arose during the
Late to Terminal Classic Period (ca. 600-900 A.D.), and had some possible intermittent use
(based on surface finds) during the Late Postclassic (ca. 1250-1450 A.D.). He suggested (but
did not demonstrate) that the people of Alabama originated from inland, likely the Belize
Valley where earlier and larger occupations occurred (also suggested by the Alabama Maya’s
failure to use the full potential of the marine environment in terms of their subsistence practices
[MacKinnon 1989a:11]), and were primarily engaged in the exploitation of hard stone
resources in the vicinity of the site to trade for coastal resources with sites located along the
Placencia Peninsula (perhaps even being directly involved in the salt production) (MacKinnon
1988b:2).
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PPAP Preliminary Findings
Alabama is a small major ceremonial centre (Hammond 1975), and PPAP initially mapped 15
structures, including an acropolis (Str. 3) and ballcourt (Str. 4) (Figure 1.3). Prior to PPAP
investigations at the site, “unofficial excavation”/looting had occurred into the fill of the
ballcourt structures, and large stone facings had been removed from the east stair of the
acropolis, the ballcourt, and a low stone wall in the East Plaza, used for road fill, bridge, and
airstrip construction on the banana plantation in the 1960s and 1970s (MacKinnon 1988b:1).

Figure 1.3: Original PPAP tape-and-compass map of Alabama epicentre (from MacKinnon 1987).

The first detailed topographic map of the epicentre (Figure 1.4) was produced in 1986-87 under
the direction of Dr. Gary Rex Walters (MacKinnon 1987:4). The epicentre includes three
plazas: the North Plaza, the West Plaza, and the East Plaza (Figure 1.5). The East Plaza is
flanked by range structures to the south (Str. 1 & Str. 2), the acropolis to the west, and Str. 10
to the north (to which MacKinnon [1988b:1] ascribed either a temple or palace function). The
remains of uncarved altars and stelae monuments, primarily made of granite, were also noted
in the East Plaza (lettered “slabs” in Figure 1.5), and a 65 m long sacbe or causeway was
recorded (Str. 15 on Figure 1.4) running from the southwest into the East Plaza (MacKinnon
1988b:1-2). The North Plaza is flanked by a series of low structures to the north (Strs. 6, 7, 8)
and east (Str. 9), and separated from the East Plaza by a ballcourt (Str. 4). The ballcourt has
three plain limestone markers, although PPAP excavations found no cached materials beneath
(MacKinnon and May 1991). The West Plaza is flanked by the acropolis and large borrow pits
where sandy-clay construction fill was likely quarried.
An impressive aspect of the site’s architecture is the almost total use of granite facing blocks
and slabs, some weighing over 900kg (MacKinnon et al. 1993). This is rare in Maya
architecture, which is normally composed of the limestone and other sedimentary rocks that are
so abundant throughout the karst lowlands; however, similar architecture is found to the north
of Alabama (e.g. Mayflower), and is reportedly associated with non-investigated grinding
stone manufacture sites to the east of Caracol (BECOL 2000; Graham 1983, 1994; Stomper
2002, 2005; Stomper et al. 2004). One particularly interesting feature is a series of these large
granite slabs in the West Plaza (letter E on Figure 1.5), similar to those used in ballcourt
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construction (see cover photo of this report), which were set on low stone supports with
offerings of ceramic and lithics placed beneath (MacKinnon 1988b:2). MacKinnon also
suggested that many of the large building blocks were of basalt, which would be an unusual
circumstance given the lack of basaltic rocks in the Maya Mountains (we will be consulting a
geologist in order to verify this designation).

Figure 1.4: Contour map of Alabama, by Gary Rex Walters (from MacKinnon 1989a:454).

While at the site, PPAP conducted a series of test excavations (primarily centreline trenches
and pits, as well as some horizontal exposures along structure facings) aimed at recovering
datable materials for construction and occupation dates, as well as tombs and cached materials
(some caches were uncovered, although no tombs were encountered). Radiocarbon dates from
materials collected above and below an intact plaster floor of the terminal architecture of the
acropolis (Str. 3) indicated Late to Terminal Classic construction (A.D. 760 ± 70 from under,
A.D. 850 ± 70 from above), as did an obsidian hydration date from a blade associated with the
carbon (A.D. 874 ± 77) (MacKinnon 1988b:2), which coincides with all other PPAP tested
architecture in the epicentre (including Strs. 3, 4, 6, 11, 14, 15 on Figure 1.5, based on reports
currently held by the IA). Excavations in the stepped “temple” structure atop the acropolis on
the east side recovered cached ritual materials, and MacKinnon (1987:1) noted at least two
modification phases of this important ritual space during the Late to Terminal Classic (vs. the
single phase of the acropolis platform itself [into which they dug a 10m deep probe pit] and all
other tested structures). A small amount of Late Postclassic (ca. 1200-1500 A.D.) material was
recovered at surface from elsewhere in the epicentre, suggestive of continued occupation into
this period, reoccupation, “passers by”, or incorrect designation (MacKinnon 1988:2).
MacKinnon (1989a:712) suggested that deeper strata and surrounding settlement might reveal
earlier dates based on a couple pieces of possible Early Classic (ca. 250-600 A.D.) ceramic
material recovered during surface collection.
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Figure 1.5: Malerized map created from contour map, by Gary Rex Walters (from MacKinnon et al. 1993).

MacKinnon (1987:4) noted a number of house mounds (support population) in the settlement
zone around the site centre (no mapping was conducted), but suggested significant disturbance
from ploughing and bulldozing activities associated with the on-going modern industrial
farming at the site as well as significant alluvial overburden. His team engaged in minimal
settlement work, limited to some preliminary surface collection in Block B (Figure 2.1). This
was despite the fact that Walters (1988) noted informants who lived in the area prior to the
initiation of Western farming techniques had reported that “mounds could be seen throughout
the area, right up to the mountains”. Of the mounds that were identified, often as a result of
earthmoving activity, MacKinnon’s (1989:2) impression was that the settlement consisted
primarily of solitary mounds, as opposed to mounds arranged in formal plazas (addressed in
Chapter 3). Testing and consolidation was conducted on a pair of large residential mounds
adjacent the modern access road on the east side of the epicentre, where they also noted the
presence of an associated chultun (MacKinnon 1987:4). One of these, Mound 13-1, was
excavated at its centre, where basalt and granite groundstone materials were recovered along
with modeled-carved Pabellon ceramics (MacKinnon 1989b:1-2). The location of this mound
is not noted on any published PPAP map.
In terms of regional reconnaissance, MacKinnon’s team located three nearby cave sites (CV57, CV-58, CV-59) in the foothills of the mountains (MacKinnon 1987:4, 1989a), as well as
additional sites possibly involved in ceramic manufacture (this is from work in the early 1990s,
of which we have yet to access associated reports). Additionally, they located and mapped two
minor ceremonial centres near Red Bank along the Swasey river (Danto and Lagarto Ruins)
12

(MacKinnon 1989a:134), and visited the site of Kuchil Balum (Figure 1.1) in the Cockscomb
Basin, initially reported by Alan Rabinowitz (1986:253) via Logan McNatt (Department of
Archaeology, Belize). We are particularly interested in visiting this latter site as a possible
extension of investigations at Alabama (see 2015 SCRAP Permit Proposal).
A portion of PPAP was also devoted to the consolidation of structures at Alabama, with the
hope that it would become a destination for tourists in the Stann Creek District. They engaged
in some consolidation activities, under the direction of the Belize Department of Archaeology
(Mr. Elias Alfaro), in the ballcourt and atop the acropolis, as well as at the house mound
designated Mound 13-1 (MacKinnon 1989b).
SCRAP 2014 Research at Alabama
The overarching research goal of SCRAP is to understand the nature of ancient urban
development in the Stann Creek District, part of a unique geo-economic hinge zone in the
Maya world, and to evaluate the degree of local Maya involvement in resource extraction and
trade within eastern Belize and beyond. Although the research described here is limited to data
gathered during the inaugural three-week reconnaissance field season, we hope the results will
lay the foundation for a long-term regional research program.
The current proposed research by SCRAP aims to pick up where PPAP left off in examining
processes of urbanization at the pre-Columbian Maya centre of Alabama in the southern
portion of the Stann Creek District of eastern Belize. Three research questions are key to these
investigations:
•
•

•

What was the biography of the urban centre at Alabama, including residents and
activity in both the epicentre and settlement zones?
What was the relationship between the dynamic commodity procurement and
distribution systems of the eastern front of the Maya world and the nature of civic
development, growth, complexity, and decline at Alabama?
How did urbanization experienced at Alabama compare to other urbanization processes
among the ancient Maya of adjacent centres and regions?

2014 Reconnaissance Goals
Our proposed 2014 program at Alabama had two main research components, both of which
contribute to the aforementioned research focus: epicentre reconnaissance directed by
Schwake, and settlement reconnaissance directed by Peuramaki-Brown. A detailed description
of these research components follows in Chapters 2 and 3 (respectively) of this report. The aim
of the 2014 season was to begin outlining a comprehensive biography of Alabama, and to
begin conducting diachronic analyses of material assemblages through a lens of economic
integration and comparison with long-term research from adjacent coastal, mountain, and
valley zones. The following goals were determined at the outset of the 2014 season:
1.
2.

To clear and photograph epicentre architecture for assessment. Locate old PPAP test pits,
units, permanent datums, etc., and assess damage from past and recent looting activity.
Locate unmapped architecture and/or problems with existing epicentre maps.
To begin a comprehensive Global Positioning System (GPS) survey of the Alabama
settlement in order to map mounded features, quarry areas, etc. This will provide the
foundation for a project Geographic Information System (GIS) and future testing and
excavation programs.
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3.

To assess the potential for use/application of non-traditional dating methods* (e.g.
Thermo-luminescence [TL]) and geological characterizing and sourcing techniques (e.g.
portable X-ray Fluorescence [pXRF], petrography) of granite artifacts/architecture,
obsidian, and quartz-tempered ceramics.
*Previous investigators have noted problems with traditional ceramic dating methods
(Type-Variety-Mode classification) due to poor preservation, and little surviving carbon
material for Carbon-14 dating techniques (Graham 1983; MacKinnon 1989a).

Summary of 2014 Investigations
In 2014, we crowd sourced funds for our 15-day inaugural field season. During this time we
relocated existing monumental architecture and past PPAP excavations, and assessed and
documented looting damage in the epicentre. We also located 6 additional monumental
structures not noted on PPAP maps, as well as an additional borrow pit (see full details in
Chapter 2). In 2015 we hope to create a new total station map of the epicentre, which will form
the foundation for a GIS that will also incorporate previous qualitative and quantitative data
collected by PPAP and future data collected by SCRAP.
We also completed over 1km2 of our GPS settlement survey around the epicentre to confirm
the presence of residential features. During this survey we located two granite outcrops within
a 30min walk from the site, and confirmed the presence of over 100 mounds scattered
throughout the area, presumed to be the remains of pre-Columbian houses and associated
features (see full details in Chapter 3). There remains just over 1km2 of the permit area to
survey, which will be investigated in 2015, as well as surface collecting from all identified
settlement sites. A continued joint focus on both the epicentre and settlement zones is critical
to evaluate urbanization processes at Alabama.
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Chapter 2. The 2014 Epicentre Investigations at Alabama
Meaghan M. Peuramaki-Brown (Athabasca University)
Sonja A. Schwake (Penn State-Erie)
Steven J. M. Moodie (Independent Scholar)
Julilla Paul (University of Alberta)
The 2014 Stann Creek Regional Archaeology Project (SCRAP) investigations in the Alabama
epicentre, located in Block D of the Greene Groves property (Figure 2.1) and covered by
broadleaf forest, took place over five days of the 15-day field season. Activity in the epicentre
consisted of two goals:
1.
2.

To verify the presence and configuration of all structures noted on the Point Placencia
Archaeological Project (PPAP) maps from the 1980s, and to determine map accuracy.
To locate and document previous PPAP activities (excavations, consolidation work,
permanent datums, etc.) and existing architectural disturbances (looter’s trenches, etc.).

Figure 2.1: Greene Groves property with location of individual orchard blocks and Alabama epicentre.
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1. Verification of PPAP Maps
As mentioned in Chapter 1, over their five years of investigations at the site PPAP produced a
series of maps noting the location and configuration of 15 structures and 6 borrow pits that
make up the epicentre of Alabama. Prior to our 2014 season, these maps were condensed into a
working map for reconnaissance purposes in the field (Figure 2.2).

Figure 2.2: Reconnaissance map of Alabama epicentre based on previous PPAP maps.

The epicentre is situated on the uppermost alluvial terrace of Block D, with two lower
surrounding terraces located above north-south running tributaries of the Waha Leaf Creek to
the east and west (Figures 2.1 and 3.1). Reconnaissance in the epicentre allowed us to relocate
all structures noted on PPAP maps (Strs. 1 to 15), as well as locating 6 new structures (Strs. 16
to 21) and 1 new borrow pit (B7), all indicated on Figure 2.2 and further described in the
following section. Some issues were encountered with Str. 3 – namely problems with the
interior courtyard configuration and scale on PPAP maps – and the inaccurate configuration of
Str. 5. Additionally, Str. 9 was found to be significantly shorter in length than depicted on the
map. Some scale issues were also noted with some structures. For these reasons, SCRAP will
seek permission to remap the epicentre in 2015 using a total station. This will also create a
dataset that will be easily incorporated into the project Geographic Information System (GIS)
initiated in 2014. What follows in the subsections below are brief descriptions of the new
structures and borrow pit encountered during our epicentre reconnaissance.
Structure 16
While clearing around Strs. 11 and 12 in the southwest corner of the epicentre, we came across
a low platform located where the sacbe (Str. 15) enters into the epicentre, which we named
Structure 16 (following the same numbering system used by PPAP). The platform is oriented
to magnetic north and measures roughly 20 m (north-south) x 9.7 m (east-west), and is 0.75m
18

in height. Structures 11, 12, 13, 14, and 16 are all situated atop the same surface, which is a
continuation of the sacbe surface leading into the East Plaza (unlike the two-level surface
shown on PPAP maps). This area has suffered a high level of taphonomic disturbance (animal
and insect/arachnid holes). Due to the presence of large fallen trees, a formal tape-and-compass
plan was not generated, but it will be total station mapped in 2015
Structures 17 and 18
Structures 17 and 18, both 1.5m in height and oriented roughly 15°W of Magnetic North, are
located immediately south of Structure 9. We produced a tape-and-compass map of both
structures and noted associated looter and archaeological activity (Figure 2.3). Structure 17
appears on the PPAP topographic map (Figure 1.4) but is not assigned a number, and neither
structure is present on the later Malerized map. It is possible that formal names were assigned,
and that one of these structures is Mound 13-1 that was excavated and consolidated by PPAP
(described as located east of the epicentre along the site access road). The grasses growing atop
the mounds were too thick to see any definite consolidation activity; however, a 1m by 1m test
unit was located in the area between the two structures, matching PPAP description of testing
activity at Mound 13-1 (MacKinnon 1987:4). A looter’s trench (although, possibly a sunken
backfilled excavation unit) was also noted on the north end of the west face of Structure 17
(LT-10, approx. 0.5m deep). Bulldozer damage had completely razed the north end of
Structure 17 to ground level (Figure 2.4); and considerable taphonomic (animal, insect, and/or
tree) activity is visible atop Structure 18.

Figure 2.3: Tape-and-compass plan of Structures 17 and 18.
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Figure 2.4: Razed northeast corner (outlined with a pink dashed line) of Structure 17, facing southeast
(photo by M. Peuramaki-Brown).

Structure 19
Located roughly 30m northeast of Str. 8, Structure 19 is a small mound over 1m in height and
located at the east edge of the uppermost alluvial terrace of the area (Figure 2.5).

Figure 2.5: Tape-and-compass plan of Structure 19.
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Structure 20
This small mound, over 1m in height, is located approximately 35m northeast of Structure 17
(Figure 2.6). Like Structure 19, it was not noted by previous researchers and is located at the
edge of the upper alluvial terrace. An obsidian blade was recovered from the surface of the
mound (Cat. #017).

Figure 2.6: Tape-and-compass plan of Structure 20.

Structure 21
Structure 21 is a small platform, roughly 8m x 8m and over 1m in height, attached to the south
face of Str. 3 (acropolis). This is significantly shorter than Str. 3, which is over 10m in height,
and would have had to be accessed separately from the plaza level; hence, its designation as a
separate structure. No tape-and-compass plan was created due to a large fallen tree and
extremely dense bush located atop the mound. This will be mapped with a total station in 2015.
Borrow Pit #7
Although PPAP reports note the presence of nine borrow pits, their maps show only six (B1 to
B6). We located a seventh borrow pit (B7) to the south of B5, just north of the sacbe (Str. 15).
It measures roughly 18m (north-south) x 9.2m (east-west), and is over 1.5m deep. No tape-andcompass map was made, but it will be mapped with the total station in 2015.
2. Location of PPAP Excavations and Other Activities
Below are descriptions of reconnaissance conducted at each of the PPAP known structures in
the epicentre, in attempt to document any visible archaeological excavations and datums, as
well as looting and significant taphonomic activity. Wherever possible, we cleared as much
underbrush as possible from around and atop of these sites; tape-and-compass mapped relevant
portions and features; took GPS point(s); and took photographs. Because excavation units are
from 30 years ago, it was often difficult to distinguish these from looting activity, particularly
if the backfilling had sunk significantly over time. Any looting that was noted was relatively
shallow, as these buildings are extremely difficult to excavate due to the loose, unconsolidated
fill within, typically consisting of sandy clay and rocks. Little to no artifact material was found
within the various trenches assessed. When any ceramic was encountered, it was the quartz21

tempered ceramic typical of Late Classic deposits throughout the district (Graham 1994;
MacKinnon 1989a).
Structures 1, 2, 5, 7, 8, 9 and 10
We re-located Structures 1 and 2 along the south edge of the epicentre; Structure 5 along the
west edge of the epicentre; Structures 7 and 8 along the north edge of the epicentre; Structure 9
along the east edge of the epicentre; and Structure 10 between the North and East Plazas (Str.
10) of the epicentre. These are the correct locations on the PPAP maps.
Various inaccuracies were noted on the PPAP maps, so these structures will be remapped with
a total station in 2015. The configuration of Structure 5 is inaccurate (missing some key
facets). Structure 2 is slightly taller than Structure 1, although they are depicted as equal in
height on PPAP maps. No backfilled units or looter’s activity was noted on these three
structures, suggesting they have remained un-touched.
Structure 8, as shown on the earlier maps of the site, is bisected by the access road that circles
around the site epicentre (Figure 2.7). This remains true today and, with future permission to
clean up the cut (it is very overgrown and eroded), an easy profile could be generated.

Figure 2.7: Bisected Structure 8 (profile outlined in pink), facing north (photo by S. Schwake).

We located what appears to be a shallow trench along the centreline of Structure 9 (situated in
the orchard). There is no mention of this activity in any of the PPAP reports that we currently
possess, suggesting we are missing some reports produced by this project or that this is a wellpositioned looting trench (but it appears to be backfilled). Additionally, Str. 9 has a rock-filled
pit at the south end of the structure, which orchard works told us was a recent infilling event
(noted elsewhere in the settlement to prevent damage to orchard machinery). Str. 9 is also
drawn slightly too long on the PPAP Malerized map.
The massive Structure 10 appears to be un-touched by PPAP and looting activity, although a
slight depression atop the mound near the centreline could be an excavation unit from post1989 PPAP (not in existing reports). We chose not to clear the structure of underbrush, so that
it might be protected from future looting activity at the site.

22

Structure 3: Acropolis
We cleared portions of Structure 3 (the main acropolis at the site) with the goal of assessing the
map produced by PPAP, and to locate previous archaeological units and any looting activity.
Str. 3, oriented 10° E of Magnetic North, consists of a roughly 10m tall construction platform,
stairs down the east and west faces, and topped by a courtyard and three, low-lying range-like
building platforms positioned in a U-shape along the north, east, and south sides. After
minimal reconnaissance, it was evident that the topographic map produced by MacKinnon’s
team more accurately depicts the acropolis, whereas their Malerized map is somewhat
inaccurate in terms of architectural configuration and scale. We completed a new tape and
compass map of the building platforms, noting where previous PPAP excavation units were
still visible (Figure 2.8). These will be formally mapped in 2015 with the total station. We also
collected samples of building materials from the northern building platform and the west
staircase in order to have them characterized by a geologist in the USA.

Figure 2.8: Tape-and-compass map of building platforms and courtyard atop Structure 3.
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We cleared both the eastern and western outset stairs leading to the top of the acropolis from
the East and West Plazas, respectively. The eastern outset stair had most of its facing stones
removed by the banana company (Green and Atkins) when they were building the airstrip and
some of the loading ramps for the plantation during the 1960s/70s, but the general outline is
still visible.
The large granitic slab path located on the west side of the site epicentre (letter E on Figure 1.5;
MacKinnon et al. 1993), leads from the borrow pits (B3 and B4) directly to the western outset
stair. The granitic slab pathway and western outset stair, giving access to the top of the
acropolis where the courtyard is open to the west, leads us to believe that this may at one time
have been the main access pathway into the site epicentre. However, the eastern outset stair,
and the fact that the majority of the epicentre architecture is located to the east of the acropolis,
makes us curious if the western-facing orientation of the acropolis architecture is in fact a
secondary orientation. Additionally, the location of Structures 11, 12, 13, 14, 16 and 21 along
the northeast end of the causeway essentially funnels “traffic” past the West Plaza and into the
East Plaza.
The acropolis and its associated architecture do not seem to have been extensively impacted by
looting. We did notice one large looter’s trench in the southwest corner of the massive
construction platform, on the same side as the western outset stair. The fill material visible in
this trench includes small boulder sized rock fill and a very red sandy clay fill, unlike the fill in
the ballcourt (more brown in colour). The odd location of the hole suggests this may actually
be a quarry area for rock material used on the orchard to fill in holes (see description of Str. 9,
above).
Structure 4: Ballcourt
The two parallel mounds of the Alabama ballcourt, here referred to as Structures 4A (west) and
4B (east), are located immediately to the east of the acropolis (Str. 3), and are aligned on a
north-south orientation (8°E of Magnetic North). Both structures measure approximately 20m
in length and 10m in width. Str. 4B is approximately 1m high off its east side, while Str. 4A is
approximately 0.9 to 1.0m in height. A series of possible granite monuments were also located
around the ballcourt area (noted on Figure 1.5)
We cleared both mounds and determined that the PPAP maps were accurate for this section of
the site. After making a tape-and-compass plan of the site (Figure 2.9), we took a sample of the
primary construction material of the apron wall slabs (see cover photo of this report) – what
appears to be a granitic material used commonly at the site. We also took six additional
geologic samples of materials used to construct the ballcourt (both fill and facing materials) in
order to have them characterized by a geologist in the USA.
As noted by PPAP researchers, both structures of the ballcourt suffered looting damage during
the time when the Green and Atkins plantation was in operation (MacKinnon and May 1991).
Although MacKinnon reported re-filling some of the trenches as part of consolidation efforts
(MacKinnon 1989b), it now appears they have been disturbed since the late 1980s.
Specifically, we noted a large looter’s trench (LT-1) in the southern half of Str. 4B – damage
that almost destroys that entire section of the structure. We confirmed the presence of
additional looter’s trenches, and also noted the consolidation efforts that PPAP focused on the
outer facings of the structures.
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Figure 2.9: Tape-and-compass plan of Structures 4A and 4B.

During our assessment, we noted construction materials piled up alongside the ballcourt
structures. In a report on the ballcourt consolidation (MacKinnon 1989b), PPAP notes a
Department of Archaeology employee, Mr. Elias Alfaro, directed their efforts and specifically
mentions the piles of extra material they had created. We also noted the presence of the mortar
that was used in their consolidation efforts (Figure 2.10). It is worth mentioning that none of
the architecture at the site exhibits mortar of any sort, so the presence of mortar in association
with the Structure 4 buildings is entirely attributable to the consolidation efforts.

Figure 2.10: Photo showing mortar used in consolidation of Str. 4B.
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Structure 6
PPAP also excavated at Structure 6, located to the north of the ballcourt, attached to Structures
5 and 7. We re-located their excavations along the centreline of the stair (U-6, U-7), and along
the east face of the southeast corner of the building base to expose architecture (Figure 2.11).
Since these investigations, looting has occurred along the centreline (LT-8), as well as in the
southeast corner (LT-9).

Figure 2.11: Tape-and-compass plan of south face of Structure 6.

Structures 11, 12 & 13
Structure 11, 12, and 13 appear to have been subject to considerable taphonomic disturbance
(armadillo and insect/arachnid holes). PPAP excavations were conducted at Str. 11 but could
not be relocated due to the aforementioned disturbance. The fill of these structures consists of a
sandy clay, reddish brown in colour and similar to that of the acropolis. Broken fragments of a
granite monument were also noted near Str. 11 (on PPAP maps, see Figure 1.5). The bush in
this area was too dense to clear sufficiently for tape-and-compass mapping, but it will be
mapped by total station in 2015.
Structure 14
PPAP had previously excavated Structure 14 (Figure 2.12). They reported doing a centreline
trench through the outset stair and part of the building. Either this excavation was not
backfilled, or removal of material by looters has occurred since the departure of PPAP, as a
trench was encountered through its midline, almost completely bisecting the building. Large
fill/architectural elements (blocks) in the trench wall match those on PPAP profiles of the
excavations (Figure 2.13). The fill of this structure is the same red sandy clay as seen in the
acropolis and Strs. 11, 12, 13, and 16. A sample of the clay fill was collected for future
geological characterizing and sourcing.
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Figure 2.12: Tape-and-compass plan of Structure 14.

Figure 2.13: PPAP profile of centreline trench at Structure 14 showing architecture/fill block still visible in
trench today (profile from MacKinnon 1989b, and photo by M. Peuramaki-Brown).

Structure 15: Sacbe
The full length of the sacbe was followed, and what remains of the granite monument at its
terminus was located. The marker is visible as several fragmented pieces of rock in the presentday orange orchard (not orchard at the time of PPAP investigations).
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Conclusions
The 2014 SCRAP reconnaissance in the epicentre of Alabama served to relocate all 15
structures previously mapped by PPAP, as well as locating 6 additional structures. Some PPAP
excavations units were pinpointed, while no permanent datums were relocated. A number of
looting pits were recorded, although the nature of the architectural fill at the site (loose, sandy
clay with primarily small boulder inclusions) means these tend not to be vertically extensive
disturbances, but can be horizontally extensive. Based on the results of the reconnaissance, we
recommend that the epicentre be remapped in 2015 using a total station.
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Chapter 3. The 2014 Settlement Investigations at Alabama.
Meaghan M. Peuramaki-Brown (Athabasca University)
Sonja A. Schwake (Penn State-Erie)
Steven J. M. Moodie (Independent Scholar)
Julilla Paul (University of Alberta)
The 2014 Stann Creek Regional Archaeology Project (SCRAP) field season marked the
initiation of comprehensive settlement investigations at Alabama, as the Point Placencia
Archaeological Project (PPAP) of the 1980s had conducted only limited investigations into this
surrounding zone. SCRAP 2014 investigations in the Alabama settlement, currently covered by
orange orchard, took place over ten days of the 15-day field season. Activity in the settlement
consisted of two goals:
1.

2.

To initiate a Global Positioning System (GPS) pedestrian survey of the Greene Groves
property around the Alabama epicentre (Figure 2. 1), which will be accomplished through
systematic walking of pre-existing orchard rows to pin point settlement mound and feature
locations. This information will serve to build the SCRAP Geographic Information System
(GIS), which will provide the foundation for project spatial data management and analysis.
To locate possible resource extraction sites for local materials (e.g. granite, clay) that
would be relevant for addressing commodity production and exchange in the area.

1. GPS Pedestrian Survey
We GPS surveyed (using a handheld Garmin GPSMAP 64, set to WGS84) a total of 1.008km2
(249.13 acres) around the Alabama epicentre (Figure 3.1), systematically walking all orchard
rows (spaced approx. 5m apart) in Property Blocks C1, C2, and D (Figure 2.1). Within this
area we located 106 mounds that make up 85 individual settlement sites/groups, in addition to
numerous artifact concentrations/scatters (Table 3.1). During the 2015 field season we intend
to complete the GPS survey of the entire property area (another 394.09 acres).
For all noted settlement sites (mounded features, artifact scatters, granite source locales, etc.)
we registered an associated GPS coordinate (submitted as part of our preliminary report to the
Belize Institute of Archaeology, August 2014). For mounded features greater than 0.5m high
we also produced a rectilinear tape-and-compass map and photograph, recorded on a formal
settlement survey form (Figure A1.1). Mounds less than 0.5m in height were noted with a short
description in addition to the GPS point. The assignment of a formal settlement site number
(ALA-###) depended on the identification of a mounded feature in association with artifact
and/or construction materials at surface (Table 3.1). Mounds located within 30m of each other
were designated the same ALA number, with an additional letter designation (e.g. ALA-###A).
All mounded and non-mounded features were classified using a modified version of the
Xunantunich Settlement Survey Unit Classification (Figure A1.1; Ashmore et al. 1994).
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Figure 3.1: Preliminary GPS survey map of Alabama settlement (WGS84, ±3m), with Type VI sites circled.
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Table 3.1: List of mound sites in Alabama settlement, Property Blocks C1, C2, and D.

Formal
Designation

Property
Block

Settlement
Site Type

Total #
mounds

Artifacts collected

ALA-001

Block D

Type VI

1

ALA-002A

Block C2

Type VI

1

ALA-002B

Block C2

Type VI

1

ALA-002C

Block C2

Type VI

1

ALA-003

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-004A

Block C2

Type II

1

ALA-004B

Block C2

Type II

1

ALA-005

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-006

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-007

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-008

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-009A

Block C2

Type III

1

ALA-009B

Block C2

Type III

1

ALA-010

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-011

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-012

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-013

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-014

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-015

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-016

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-017

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-018

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-019

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-020A

Block C2

Type III

1

ALA-020B

Block C2

Type III

1

ALA-021

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-022

Block C2

Type I

1

ALA-023A

Block D

Type III

1

Cat# 002: 2 pieces of daub

ALA-023B

Block D

Type III

1

Cat# 003: rim sherd

ALA-024

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-025

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-026

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-027

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-028

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-029A

Block D

Type III

1

ALA-029B

Block D

Type III

1

ALA-030

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-031A

Block D

Type II

1
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Cat# 001: 2 refit rim sherds

Formal
Designation

Property
Block

Settlement
Site Type

Total #
mounds

ALA-031B

Block D

Type II

1

ALA-032

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-033

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-034A

Block D

Type III

1

ALA-034B

Block D

Type III

1

ALA-035

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-036

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-037

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-038A

Block D

Type II

1

ALA-038B

Block D

Type II

1

ALA-039

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-040

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-041

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-042

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-043

Block C1

Type I

1

ALA-044

Block C1

Type I

1

ALA-045A

Block C1

Type III

1

ALA-045B

Block C1

Type III

1

ALA-045C

Block C1

Type III

1

ALA-046

Block C1

Type VI

1

ALA-047A

Block C1

Type VI

1

ALA-047B

Block C1

Type VI

1

ALA-047C

Block C1

Type VI

1

ALA-048

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-049

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-050A

Block D

Type II

1

ALA-050B

Block D

Type II

1

ALA-051

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-052

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-053

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-054

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-055

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-056A

Block D

Type II

1

ALA-056B

Block D

Type II

1

ALA-057A

Block D

Type II

1

ALA-057B

Block D

Type II

1
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Artifacts collected

Cat# 004: chert flake

Cat# 005: thin chert biface
fragment;
Cat# 006: obsidian blade
fragment

Cat# 007: small greenstone axe
(groundstone)

Cat# 008: obsidian blade
fragment;

Formal
Designation

Property
Block

Settlement
Site Type

Total #
mounds

Artifacts collected
Cat# 009: worked quartzite;
Cat# 010: groundstone mano
fragment

ALA-057C

Block D

Type II

1

ALA-057D

Block D

Type II

1

ALA-058

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-059

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-060

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-061

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-062

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-063

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-064

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-065

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-066

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-067

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-068

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-069

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-070

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-071

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-072

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-073

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-074

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-075

Block D

Type I

1

Cat# 014: chert bladelet

ALA-076

Block D

Type I

1

Cat# 015: general utility thick
biface fragment (chert)

ALA-077

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-078

Block D

Type I

1

ALA-079

Block C1

Type I

1

ALA-080

Block C1

Type I

1

ALA-081

Block C1

Type I

1

ALA-082

Block C1

Type I

1

ALA-083

Block C1

Type I

1

ALA-084

Block C1

Type I

1

ALA-085

Block C1

Type I

1

TOTAL

104
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Cat# 011: obsidian blade
fragment;
Cat# 012: jadeite bead, unifacially
drilled (groundstone)

Cat# 013: 2 obsidian blade
fragments

Cat# 016: obsidian blade
fragment

If only artifacts were noted in an area (e.g. artifact scatter), an ALA designation was not
awarded but the feature was noted with a separate artifact scatter number (S###). Potential
granite sources were also provided with a separate set of designations (L###) (Table 3.2). Due
to storage considerations, only limited surface collection of particular materials was conducted
(e.g. obsidian, special finds, diagnostic ceramics, etc.) to begin a reference collection for future
project members (noted in Chapter 2 and Table 3.1). All artifacts collected were provided a
temporary catalogue number (Cat. ###). Full coverage surface collection of settlement sites
will be conducted in 2015. All ceramics noted during settlement survey consisted of the quartztempered materials typical of Late Classic deposits throughout the district (Graham 1994;
MacKinnon 1989).
Table 3.2: List of artifact scatters and granite outcroppings located in Alabama settlement.

Formal
Designation
L001
L002
L003
L004
S001
S002
S003
S004
S005
S006
S007
S008
S009

Property
Block
Block B
Block B
Block B
Block C2
Block D
Block D
Block D
Block D
Block D
Block D
Block D
Block C1
Block C1

Settlement Site Type
granite outcrop
granite outcrop
granite outcrop
granite outcrop
artifact scatter
artifact scatter
artifact scatter
artifact scatter
artifact scatter
artifact scatter
artifact scatter
artifact scatter
artifact scatter
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Artifacts collected

Cat# 018: unknown groundstone

Cat# 019: obsidian blade fragment

Settlement Site Descriptions (mounds over 0.5m in height)
ALA-‐001	
  
This is a Type VI settlement site consisting of a single mound (+2m tall) atop a levelled
surface (possible patio area), located along the east edge of Property Block D directly adjacent
a Waha Leaf Creek tributary (Figure 3.2). The site is situated roughly 170m to the east of the
epicentre (Figure 3.1). The mound and support surface appear to be built into a slope leading
directly down to the creek (built up/levelled on its east side). The structure is faced
predominantly with roughly cut granite blocks that appear at surface and in associated
trenches. The fill of the building appears to be a mix of reddish sandy clay and stone, similar to
that observed in the epicentre; however, this was difficult to fully assess from available pits.
No surface samples were collected as only non-diagnostic ceramic body sherds were
recovered. Much of the mound is disturbed due to various taphonomic processes, as well as
looting activities.

Figure 3.2: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-001.
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ALA-‐002	
  
This is a Type VI settlement site, located in Property Block C2, consisting of three
orthogonally arranged mounds: ALA-002A (1.85m tall, Figure 3.3), ALA-002B (+2m tall,
Figure 3.4), and the low-lying ALA-002C (Figure 3.5). A large pit was found off the north side
of ALA-002A, which was likely a quarry for fill material. Fill of all buildings consists of
brown loamy sand. It is possible that the entire group sits atop a levelled patio/plaza surface.
Future investigations will aim to determine the function of this large site, located 0.8km from
the epicentre (Figure 3.1), which may be more than simply a residential group; for example, a
community-oriented built environment (Peuramaki-Brown 2013).

Figure 3.3: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-002A.

Figure 3.4: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-002B.
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Figure 3.5: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-002C.

ALA-‐003	
  	
  
This is a Type I site consisting of a small single mound, approximately 1.05m tall (Figure 3.6),
located just off the south side of the Property Block C2 access road. Only a few very eroded
sherds were noted at the site, which we did not collect.

Figure 3.6: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-003.
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ALA-‐004	
  
This is a Type II settlement site consisting of two informally arranged mounds: ALA-004A
(1.5m tall, Figure 3.7) and ALA-004B (0.85m tall, Figure 3.8). ALA-004A has suffered plough
damage on its northeast corner (explaining the odd, “blown out” configuration). Animal and
spider burrows, along with various other taphonomic processes, have also greatly impacted
both mounds. Some granite blocks are visible at surface and in the animal/arachnid holes.

Figure 3.7: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-004A.

Figure 3.8: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-004B.
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ALA-‐014	
  	
  
This is an isolated mound measuring 0.60m in height (Figure 3.9), located in Property Block
C2. The mound spans three orchard row widths in length, and contains granite construction
materials and many ceramic sherds at surface.

Figure 3.9: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-014.

ALA-‐030	
  	
  
This is a small, isolated mound near the northwest tip of Property Block D (Figure 3.10). The
mound is approximately 0.70m high and represents a Type I settlement site.

Figure 3.10: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-030.
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ALA-‐035	
  	
  
This is a Type I settlement site consisting of a solitary mound approximately 0.70m in height
(Figure 3.11), and located in the northwest tip of Property Block D. Some plough damage is
evident on the mound, and many eroded ceramics and lithic materials are visible at surface.

Figure 3.11: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-035.

ALA-‐036	
  
This is a Type I settlement site consisting of a small, isolated mound in the northwest tip of
Property Block D (Figure 3.12). It is less than 2m tall, and is associated with eroded ceramic
material and some granite construction blocks.

Figure 3.12: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-036
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ALA-‐043	
  
This is a Type I settlement site consisting of a solitary mound in Block C1 (Figure 3.13). It sits
40m north of a culvert, and 2m from the Block C1 access road. It is approximately 0.75m high,
with a roughly rectangular floor plan. Many non-diagnostic sherds dot the surface of this
mound, which spans the width of three orchard rows. Roughly hewn granite blocks can be seen
on the side of the mound facing the road, along with many eroded, non-diagnostic ceramic
sherds.

Figure 3.13: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-043.

ALA-‐044	
  
This Type I settlement site consists of an isolated mound about 0.70m in height (Figure 3.14).
It is within visual distance of a much larger mound to the south (ALA-047A), but the distance
between them is greater than 30m. A number of artifact scatters were noted as associated with
the base of the mound.

Figure 3.14: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-044.
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ALA-‐045	
  
This is a Type III settlement site, consisting of three orthogonally arranged mounds: ALA045A (0.75m high, Figure 3.15) and two mounds under 0.5m in height (ALA-045B and ALA045C). The group is located close to the main access road of Property Block C1. Some eroded
pottery sherds were noted atop ALA-045A, along with large granite blocks. Eroded ceramics,
lithic and granite materials were also noted at ALA-045B and ALA-045C. A short alignment
of large granite blocks was noted in an off-mound area not far from ALA-045C, which could
be the face of an underlying support platform/patio area for the group.

Figure 3.15:Tape-and-compass of ALA-045A.

ALA-‐046	
  
This is a Type VI settlement site represented by a large (+2m tall) solitary mound (Figure
3.16), located on the edge of the upper alluvial terrace in the western end of Property Block C1
(Figure 3.1). Large granite blocks can be seen at surface, along with scatterings of artifact
materials.

Figure 3.16: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-046.
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ALA-‐047	
  
This is a Type VI settlement site, located in the southeast portion of Property Block C1 (Figure
3.1), and consists of three mounds: ALA-047A (2.05m tall, Figure 3.17), ALA-047B (1m tall,
Figure 3.18), and ALA-047C (0.80m tall, Figure 3.19). The mounds do not appear to have
suffered from any looting activity, or previous excavations. Granite materials and artifact
scatters are found throughout, as well as a portion of a large granite slab (possible monument)
located on the south side of ALA-047C.

Figure 3.17: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-047A.

Figure 3.18: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-047B.
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Figure 3.19: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-047C.

ALA-‐049	
  
This is a Type I settlement site consisting of an isolated mound (Figure 3.2), located on the
west side of Property Block D, just beyond the orchards (in heavy bush). The mound was made
known to us by local field assistants. It measures approximately 0.85m in height and is
associated with many roughly hewn granite construction blocks, some still in alignment.

Figure 3.20: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-049.
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ALA-‐050	
  
This is a Type II settlement site, consisting of two roughly parallel-positioned mounds: ALA050A (0.95m tall, Figure 3.21) and ALA-050B (0.75m tall, Figure 3.22). The site is located on
a ridge (edge of a tributary/stream cut), on the west side of Property Block D (in bush). The
site was made known to us by local field assistants. At ALA-050B, a large turtleback granite
metate was encountered at surface. Unfortunately, when first discovered by local field
assistants it was not collected (due to weight), and the artifact was subsequently removed
overnight by unknown individuals. Visiting these sites is a regular event by local individuals
(as communicated by local informants), particularly as many milpas are located along the
boundaries of the orchard property. The disappearance of the artifact was not a surprising
occurrence; however, it is a factor that will have to be considered during future investigations.

Figure 3.21: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-050A.

Figure 3.22: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-050B.
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ALA-‐056	
  
This is a Type II settlement site located in Property Block D, directly across from the east-west
running site access road. The site consists of two mounds: ALA-056A (0.90m tall, Figure 3.23)
and ALA-056B (<0.50m high). The ALA-056A mound has much eroded pottery at the surface,
as well as granite materials. ALA-056B is also associated with non-diagnostic pottery and
lithic materials.

Figure 3.23: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-056A.

ALA-‐059	
  
This is a Type I settlement site consisting of an isolated mound approximately 0.75m in height,
(Figure 3.24) located in the west part of Block D to the south of the main site access road.
Granite construction material is visible at surface, with some chert, obsidian, ceramic and
groundstone artifacts noted. An obsidian blade (Cat. #011) and jadeite bead (Cat. #012) were
collected. The jadeite bead is tubular, and likely a modern bead that has fallen off the necklace
of a plantation worker (although this is inconclusive).

Figure 3.24: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-059.
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ALA-‐069	
  
This is a Type I settlement site that consists of a low, isolated mound in the southwest corner
of Property Block D (Figure 3.25). The mound height is approximately 0.60m and there is
some plough damage around the corners of the base, explaining its distorted configuration.
Much granite material (architectural and artifact) was noted at surface.

Figure 3.25: Tape-and-compass plan of ALA-069.

2. Locating Resource Extraction Areas
We ended up not attempting to locate clay source areas during this season, but did attempt to
find areas where granite/grano-diorite materials could have been quarried/collected by
residents of Alabama for use in the architecture of the site, as well as in production of various
groundstone artifacts. As mentioned in Chapter 1, the Cockscomb granite pluton is located to
the north of Alabama. We located two granite source locales (L001/002/003 and L004, the
former being a series of access points in the same general area), located approximately a 30
minute walk from the epicentre (Figure 3.1). The first is located to the east of Block B, and the
second is to the west of Block C2 (Table 3.2).
Both areas possess large (huge) boulders of granite that have eroded from higher cliff faces,
and rolled downhill. Alternatively, some may also be the result of hurricane damage in the past
(see Dunning and Houston 2011). Samples from each site were collected for export to the USA
where they are currently being characterized by a geology student (Ms.
T. Tibbits) at the University of Iowa.
In terms of utilization of this material, an interesting aspect of these
granite boulders is that they contain thin seams of iron that allow huge
sheets to “slough off” and creating natural “slab” forms, reminiscent of
those found in the Alabama ballcourt and West Plaza (Figure 3.26).
Additionally, some contain curved iron seems, creating natural
turtleback metate forms. Future investigations will focus heavily on this
resource.
Figure 3.26: A large granite boulder at L001, exhibiting the flat surface created
by the erosion of an interior iron seam, and “sloughing off” of exterior portion of
the boulder.
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Conclusions
The GPS survey of over 1km2 has allowed us to begin to characterize the nature of settlement
organization at Alabama; for example, the percentage of individual mounds (Type I settlement
sites) is considerably higher than all others types (Table 3.3). This observation confirms
MacKinnon’s (1989:2) initial impression that the settlement surrounding the site centre
consisted primarily of solitary mounds, as opposed to mounds arranged in formal or informal
groupings (mentioned in Chapter 1 of this report). Although this is interesting and possibly
represents a different form of social organization and/or integration as compared to other areas
in the lowlands where much higher percentages of Type II and III sites typically exist, we must
also consider that the spacing requirements for the assignment of groups (mounds within 30m
of each other, assumed to be part of the same houselot if residential) is based on patterning
observed in the Lower Mopan River Valley (Ashmore et al. 1994); therefore, it is possible that
the spacing between buildings in a houselot is greater in this area of the lowlands (e.g. 40m).
Another interesting pattern emerging in the settlement is the apparent lack of clearly distinct
clusters of settlement sites, which are common elsewhere in the lowlands and often suggested
to be physical manifestations of neighbourhood organization within certain trajectories of
Maya urban development (Arnauld et al. 2012; Chase and Chase 2014; Peuramaki-Brown
2014; Smith 2011). This is not conclusive and we will conduct clustering/spatial analyses, as
well as excavations at individual groups, once the settlement survey is completed in 2015;
however, it is intriguing as it may allude to a different form of urban development in this part
of the Maya world.
Table 3. 3: Percentage of settlement site types in Alabama settlement, Property Blocks C1, C2, and D.

Type
I
II
III
IV
V
VI
VII

Description
Isolated mound less than 2m high.
2-4 mounds, informally arranged, all less
than 2m high.
2-4 mounds, orthogonally arranged, all
less than 2m high.
5 or more mounds, informally arranged,
all less than 2m high.
5 or more mounds, at least 2 arranged
orthogonally, all less than 2m high.
1 or more mounds, at least 1 being 2-5m
high.
1 or more mounds, at least 1 being higher
than 5m.
TOTAL
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n
69

%
81.18%

6

7.06%

6

7.06%

0

0.00%

0

0.00%

4

4.71%

0

0.00%

85

100.00%
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Appendix A.

SCRAP 2014 Recording Sheets &
Classification Guides

Meaghan M. Peuramaki-Brown (Athabasca University)

Figure A1.1: SCRAP Settlement Survey Form
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