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Introduction


The tale told in this study is of a rich material and cultural history fashioned over millennia along the Pacific coast and in the rugged mountains of modern Guerrero, in southwestern Mexico; of cultures rapidly disrupted by the violent intrusion in the sixteenth century of Spanish invaders; of languages extinguished, and the importation of African and Asian peoples; of crops and livestock that transformed the agrarian economy. It is the story of how the Indigenous peoples of Guerrero withstood enormous shocks, including the destruction of their families and communities, and how, although ravaged by epidemics, by social and economic disruption, by forced labor, and obliged to abjure their Mesoamerican view of the cosmos for a new religion, they crafted their place in New Spain. The careers of the European invaders who moved rapidly into the region in the 1520s are case studies in the single-minded pursuit of wealth and power. They rapidly identified the resources, human and material, that held the keys to success, and worked out how to exploit them. Guerrero’s natural and human assets helped to create some of the wealthiest, most powerful, and prominent lineages of colonial Mexico. Historians of the later colonial period, and of nineteenth- and twentieth- century Guerrero, will recognize several enduring features that have characterized the region over centuries, features that began to take shape in eight tumultuous decades between 1521 and 1600.


Guerrero as a Unit of Analysis

At first sight, Guerrero as a unit of analysis seems anachronistic. After all, the state did not exist until 1849. Mesoamerican Guerrero was a mosaic of multiple language groups and had affinities and contacts to the east with Oaxaca, to the west with Michoacán, and to the north with Morelos, Puebla, and the Valley of Mexico. In the sixteenth century, the boundaries of civil jurisdictions frequently shifted and ecclesiastical jurisdictions divided Guerrero between the dioceses of (west to east) Michoacán, Mexico, and Tlaxcala. Nevertheless, there are good reasons to adopt Guerrero as the focus of this study. Guerrero is an official archaeological region of the Instituto Nacional de Antropología e Historia (INAH) and studies of its archaeology and colonial history adopt Guerrero as a unit of analysis. There is a geographic logic also. The great Balsas River (in its eastern reaches known as the Atoyac and Mezcala) flows like a defining thread from east to west, until it reaches the borders of Michoacán where it heads south to the Pacific coast. Regional hydrology adds to this geospatial unity—numerous rivers drain from the altiplano or from the Sierra Madre del Sur into the Balsas.1 Of course, when archaeology and history demand, we can consider connections between Guerrero and other regions. The boundaries of this study are permeable when the evidence requires.



Rationale and Approach

As Guillermo Bonfil Batalla reminds us, Mexico’s present is indelibly linked to its Mesoamerican past.2 Had it been written thirty or forty years ago, this book would have been a very slim volume, for key archaeological findings had yet to be published. There is now a substantial literature about the archaeology of Guerrero, from the first domestication of maize by the Laguna de Tuxpan, near modern Iguala, about 7000 BCE;3 the shellfish foragers and ceramicists at Puerto Marqués in Acapulco;4 the remarkably early first-known color wall paintings in Mesoamerica in Oxtotitlán cave in the Center region,5 together with the architecture and sculpture at Teopantecuanitlán,6 evidence of a significant flowering of Olmec culture in Guerrero. Notable cultural achievements, such as Mezcala-style sculpture or the ceramic figures of Xochipala style, speak of a region whose people participated actively and creatively in Mesoamerican culture.

There are many studies of particular archaeological sites, zones, or topics in Guerrero, but no synoptic evaluation of prehistoric Guerrero from the earliest evidence to the end of the Late Postclassic in 1521. Consequently, the full history of pre-Hispanic Guerrero remains obscure for archaeologists who specialize in other regions. For historians of colonial New Spain, the scattered archaeological literature is hard to locate, and sometimes rather technical for those not familiar with archaeological methods, theories, and debates. Yet without taking into account this rich archaeological record, the deep history of pre-Hispanic Guerrero will remain a closed book to colonial historians. The first goal of this study is, therefore, to tell and interpret the story of the people who inhabited this region for thousands of years before the arrival of the Spaniards.

In recent decades trailblazing archaeological accounts of Postclassic Guerrero have included in their studies of the region’s material culture the rich evidence of colonial Guerrero’s pictographic codices and lienzos. Similarly, historians of the early colonial period have drawn on archaeological evidence to complement documentary sources. These studies have revealed much about the history of specific locales and regions and about particular aspects of that history. However, there is no unified narrative that connects these studies and relates the entire regional history. My second goal is, therefore, to tell the history of the early colonization of Guerrero, and to examine the immediate impact of European imperialism on its centuries-old cultures and the fashioning of a new society.

Much excellent research has begun to document the Spanish colonial project in the sixteenth century. However, the regional coverage of these studies is uneven and the questions they address vary. The Montaña region of eastern Guerrero has received much attention from ethnohistorians studying a rich crop of Indigenous documents. In the mining and agricultural region of the North, historians have paid substantial attention to Spanish colonial policies and their impact since silver mining was an important driver of the colonial economy and society. More recent studies have brought into this picture the Indigenous peoples of the region and how they navigated rapid and profound changes. Other regions of Guerrero—the Tierra Caliente, Center, Costa Grande, and Costa Chica—have received less attention from historians.

A regionwide account over a very long period is valuable for a number of reasons. For example, detailed studies of particular regions are invaluable, but by pulling together studies of these regions we gain new insights into Guerrero’s history. For instance, as early as the second millennium BCE, coastal settlements participated in networks of exchange along the Pacific coast to Tehuantepec, Michoacán, and Colima, the uplands of Michoacán, Oaxaca, and Morelos, and to the valleys of Toluca and Mexico. The placer gold of Guerrero’s coast and the route to Asia attracted the attention of the Spaniards, and before the sixteenth century ended, the economy and population of the coast had been drawn into a global maritime market.

Second, a history of both Mesoamerican and early colonial Guerrero identifies the region’s key resources, how they were differently valued in pre-Hispanic and colonial Guerrero, and how this changed economy and society. For example, Guerrero’s greenstone, Pacific shells, metals (especially copper and bronze), cacao, and cotton were highly prized in other regions of Mesoamerica, and in the Late Postclassic were sought by the Mexica and Tarascan empires. Greenstone and shells were worthless to the Spaniards, but silver funded the invasion and colonization of Mexico, while cacao and cotton could be converted into capital to invest in mining or livestock.

A discussion of resources does not imply neglect of culture broadly conceived, including cosmology, beliefs, rituals, or concepts of rulership and lifeways in general. Indeed, many of pre-Hispanic Guerrero’s resources were important precisely because of their intrinsic cultural significance. Metallurgists fashioned ritual objects, and shells were made into artifacts of social and ceremonial significance. In the sixteenth century, while evangelization changed the ritual life of Indigenous communities, elements of Indigenous religion permeated church rites. Spanish legislation changed the ways in which communities were governed, but significant aspects of pre-Hispanic community practices persisted.

Third, a comparative regionwide approach provides new insights into Guerrero’s history. For example, the Postclassic Montaña was a populous region, rich in placer gold and greenstone and skilled weavers of high-status garments. Its position astride key routes of exchange between the coast and central Mexico profited the elites who, in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, fashioned the largest and most stratified polity of precontact Guerrero. Under Spanish rule, a group of powerful absentee Spanish families exploited Indigenous administrative skills to extract the region’s surplus without direct investment. In the North, by contrast, the polities were much smaller, and mining required direct investment of substantial capital, exploitation of human and natural resources, and a large Spanish presence.

As the literature has grown, the need for synthetic studies that pull together our accumulated knowledge of Guerrero’s history up to ca. 1600 has become much greater. The value of the present synthesis is twofold. First, a comparison of the historical trajectory of Guerrero’s regions yields new insights into their histories, histories both shared and disparate. Second, this study provides a platform for other scholars to identify topics and areas for new research. I considered whether archival research offered a realistic prospect of filling those gaps. However, it soon became clear that useful archival research in addition to the task of analyzing the voluminous secondary literature covering eight and a half millennia was beyond an individual researcher. Further, published documents concerning sixteenth-century New Spain could be mined to extract data not yet exploited in the literature.

For example, Manzanilla López’s study of the Costa Grande surveys the key sites, settlement patterns, and social organization from the Archaic to the Postclassic, and includes some brief material on the early decades of the colonial period.7 Labarthe’s broad survey of the province of Zacatula from the Late Postclassic to the end of the eighteenth century is particularly valuable for lists of encomiendas and land grants, Spanish military expeditions to the region, and its evangelization.8 The current study adds to these two studies in various ways. For example, recent studies suggest that Formative Guerrero’s Pacific coast was a corridor for exchange of obsidian, and they demonstrate that coastal communities used boats for fishing and possibly coastal navigation.9 Moreover, Guerrero’s Formative coastal communities can now be understood in the broader context of social developments along the Pacific coast; for instance, at La Consentida10 in Oaxaca and Cerro de las Conchas11 in Chiapas. For the period 1521–1600, the present study further adds to Manzanilla López and Labarthe’s accounts by comparing the information concerning encomienda tribute in El libro de tasaciones12 with data concerning mining and commercial activities in the Zacatula region in the Índice y extractos de los Protocolos del Archivo de Notarías de México.13

The Postclassic archaeology of the Montaña region has been documented by Gutiérrez, who compares the archaeological record to the ethnohistory of the region as narrated in the Códices de Azoyú 1 and 2.14 Danièle Dehouve’s ethnohistorical work, drawing on an important body of pictorial documents from the region, ethnographic fieldwork, and archival research, is fundamental for understanding the historical trajectory of the Indigenous peoples of the Montaña after the Spanish invasion.15 The present study builds on the work of Gutiérrez, Dehouve, and others to paint a longer-term picture of the history of the Montaña, examining, for example, the role of exchange and resources from and to the coast from the Formative to the early colonial period. Further, I demonstrate that in the sixteenth century, fewer Spaniards were present in the Montaña than in other regions of Guerrero.16 So rich is the ethnohistorical material that the activities of these Spaniards in the region have been less discussed and understood. The present study draws on documentary17 and secondary sources to document a broad array of Spanish enterprises. For example, in the Montaña there were very few encomiendas, but they were large, yielded rich tribute, and were held by exceptionally powerful individuals who used their tribute to fund commercial ventures.18

Important discoveries about the Olmec culture have been published by David Grove, who studied the cave paintings at Oxotitlán19 in the Center, and Martínez Donjuán20 and Niederberger21 documented the Olmec site of Teopantecuanitlán in Guerrero’s North. Teopantecuanitlán was an important center of manufacture and distribution of prestige and ceremonial goods created from materials of the Pacific coast, which is part of a bigger story of resources and exchange along an exchange route from the coast, a theme that the present study examines in both the precontact era and the early colonial period.22

The fate of the North in the sixteenth century was dominated by silver mining, the subject of Von Mentz’s foundational study,23 which has the great merit of examining the North in the round, including an analysis of the Indigenous polities of the region in the Late Postclassic and how Spanish colonization affected them, as well as of the mineowners and the mining economy. Amith’s study of the North24 focuses on landowning and mercantile interests, the redefinition of space and its impact on Indigenous communities from the sixteenth to the end of the eighteenth centuries. My study sets Von Mentz’s and Amith’s findings in a regionwide context, tracing the careers of mineowners in Zacatula on the coast and Zumpango in the Center, who later made fortunes in Taxco.25 Moreover, an analysis of the activities of Spaniards in Guerrero from 1521 to ca. 1600 shows, unsurprisingly, that more were involved in mining in the North than in any other region of Guerrero. However, there was also a preponderance of Crown officials and clergy, the civil and spiritual instruments of social control.26

I have engaged with theories, debates, and interpretations that help to organize our understanding of the history of Guerrero. For example, archaeologists have debated whether the Gulf Coast Olmec constituted a mother culture (a diffusionist explanation in archaeological terms) from which concepts diffused to other regions, or whether regions like Guerrero contributed to the development of sister cultures that shared such concepts (a multivariate approach).27 Some have interpreted the role of the Indigenous elites as that of self-serving collaborators who worked with the Spaniards to further their own interests in the sixteenth century. Other scholars such as Yanna Yannakakis28 have argued for a more nuanced view of the elites as intermediaries who served their own and community interests at the same time.

I owe a debt to processual archaeology’s29 emphasis on the interconnectedness of different aspects of society and the environment and how these factors stimulated change. Thus the rise of Teopantecuanitlán can be attributed, inter alia, to control of a route of exchange of highly prized resources; a ruling elite that had functions of secular rulership and sacred roles as intermediaries with the supernatural; the elite’s shared concepts with other centers such as Chalcatzingo; the elite’s mobilization of labor for construction of ceremonial-administrative zones, irrigation works, and so on; and craft specialization in designated manufacturing- residential zones. In the sixteenth century, Taxco’s rise as a significant economic pole of the regional economy can be ascribed, for instance, to the discovery of easily mined silver; small, stratified Indigenous polities in the vicinity ruled by elites capable of delivering labor and resources; the availability of agricultural land in the Iguala Valley and of livestock grazing and salt in the Tierra Caliente; and a concentration of clergy in the region to exercise social control of Indigenous communities.



Outline Structure

The first three chapters analyze our current knowledge of precontact Guerrero from the Late Archaic to the end of the Postclassic (3500 BCE–1521 CE). Chapter 1 surveys the geography, topography, and hydrology of Guerrero, settlement patterns, and societal development. The chapter also examines resources and exchange. These factors all combined to stimulate the development of settlements and, eventually, polities ruled by elites whose power and prosperity was built on the control of exchange, of routes and transport, combined with the manufacture of prestige items of ceremonial and social significance.

Chapter 2 assesses our knowledge of the material cultures, religious beliefs, ideologies, and cultures of the Indigenous peoples of Guerrero. A major topic is the Olmec culture in Guerrero and its implications for the origins of the first great culture of Mesoamerica. Guerrero’s various art forms, notably the famous Mezcala stone sculptures and Xochipala ceramic figurines, are discussed, as is the region’s wealth of Indigenous pictographic manuscripts. The chapter ends with a discussion of the many languages spoken in precontact Guerrero and the Indigenous population about 1521. Chapter 3 concludes the survey of precontact Guerrero with an exploration of what is known about the local polities, beginning with the Archaic, up to the emergence of Postclassic entities such as the Yopes on the coast, and especially the important Kingdom of Tlapa-Tlachinollan in the Montaña. The chapter ends with the late Postclassic empires of the Tarascans and the Mexicas.

Chapter 4 examines the military invasion of Guerrero following the defeat of the Mexicas, and then discusses how the Spaniards established control of Guerrero through civil and ecclesiastical arms of government. A novel feature of this chapter is an analysis of the activities of the Spaniards in Guerrero’s regions, highlighting significant regional differences. A discussion of the evangelization of Guerrero addresses the regional differences in the character of the church’s work, the responses of the Indigenous peoples, and how they participated in and shaped the development of the new faith.

Changes in the Indigenous communities are the theme of chapter 5, beginning with the enormous damage wrought by epidemics, the consequent changes in the demographic composition of Guerrero, and how Indigenous elites resisted but also sought accommodations with, and benefits from, the new colonial system. New institutions of Indigenous government both changed and preserved aspects of the precontact systems, and novel institutions, the caja de comunidad (a community fund) and the cofradía (a religious sodality), were integrated into the structures of village power and government. The imposition of civil and ecclesiastical jurisdictions and enforced resettlement programs, combined with fissiparous tendencies within Indigenous society, restructured territory and Indigenous jurisdictions.

The focus of chapter 6 is the encomienda, a foundational institution of sixteenth-century New Spain. The chapter analyzes the significant differences that characterized the encomienda and the encomenderos in the various regions of Guerrero. The encomenderos relied on Indigenous elites to administer tribute, which they used to finance their commercial activities, but Indigenous elites also negotiated benefits for themselves and/or defended their communities against excessive demands. Around midcentury, as chapter 7 demonstrates, Spaniards began to turn their attention to direct acquisition of land as the encomienda became less significant, but again the regional variations were significant. The chapter further examines the development of agriculture, livestock, and commerce, and the importation of African and Asian slave labor to replace the decimated Indigenous workforce. Once again, the analysis demonstrates very different regional variation in these factors.

Chapter 8 discusses the critically important mining industry, beginning with a very early gold rush on the coast, followed by a short-term boom in silver in the Center. In these early booms Spaniards would develop the commercial practices that would characterize the much richer silver strikes of Taxco and other mining centers of the Silver Province in the North. The chapter also examines the social and environmental problems caused by mining in Taxco. The other major economic event of the sixteenth century was the opening of the Asian trade with Acapulco in 1565, the subject of chapter 9. Acapulco was drawn into a new global economy fueled by American silver. Those who became immensely wealthy from this trade, which contraband and corruption ensured never conformed to the model prescribed in royal ordinances, were the merchants of Mexico City and Lima and Chinese traders in Manila. Very little benefit accrued to Acapulco, although the economic and cultural influence of the trade could be detected throughout Guerrero. Chapter 10 draws together the principal themes of Guerrero’s history from as long ago as 7000 BCE to 1600 CE.



Sources

In our multidisciplinary age, it is imperative to incorporate insights from many disciplines. Danièle Dehouve, the ethnohistorian of Guerrero, lamented in 1994 our “great ignorance of Guerrero’s distant past,” observing that archaeology and linguistics are the only disciplines that shed any light on Guerrero’s past before the twelfth or thirteenth centuries.30 Fortunately, today we need not be quite so pessimistic, since several disciplines can contribute to an insightful history of pre-Hispanic and colonial Guerrero. This study draws on the now substantial body of work of archaeologists, linguistic historians, historians, ethnohistorians, ethnographers, and art historians.

Histories written in the decades after the fall of Tenochtitlan in 1521 shed some light on the history of Guerrero since the fourteenth century CE. However, both accounts written by Indigenous elites of central Mexico and by conquistadors—Augustinian, Franciscan, and Dominican friars—display a marked Mexican bias.31 As Silverstein has demonstrated, accounts written by central Mexican Indigenous individuals and Spanish chroniclers of the defeat of Oztuma and other Chontal kingdoms in the Tierra Caliente of Guerrero that rebelled against the Mexica tlatoani (sources differ as to which ruler, and, therefore, the chronology) are contradicted by local colonial-era documentary sources and archaeological evidence.32 Two categories of document created by Indigenous peoples of Guerrero offer testimonies in their voices. The first is pictographic documents, often with glosses in Nahuatl, dating from the first half of the sixteenth century to the eighteenth. The majority originated in eastern and northern Guerrero. Documents from the Tierra Caliente are few, for the Costa Grande we have only two, the Costa Chica five, and four from the Center. These documents are valuable for the precontact and early colonial periods, but must be treated with caution, since they were created to address colonial problems faced by the pueblos.33 There are also documents written in alphabetical Nahuatl, whatever the native language of the group that had them made, for bureaucratic or legal dealings with the Spanish administration, many of which refer to precontact local history.34

Documents related to the history of Guerrero impose a significant chronological limit. For example, the Códices de Azoyú 1 and 2, made in the sixteenth century, tell the history of the ruling lineage of Tlapa-Tlachinollan and their territorial acquisitions, beginning in the fourteenth century, the polity’s incorporation into the Mexica Empire in the mid-fifteenth century, and its sixteenth-century history. The successors of the rulers of Tlapa-Tlachinollan had the codices created to claim their hereditary rights before the Spanish authorities.35 Several other documents produced in the region relate aspects of the same history.36 No equivalent documents record the history of the Tarascan Empire in Guerrero. Scholars once argued that the Tarascans had no system of writing. However, studies of early colonial pictographic documents suggest the contrary. Moreover, archaeological evidence for the western Tierra Caliente of Guerrero challenges the view that the Tarascans ruled with an iron military grip as document-based historical studies had argued.37

The Relaciones Geográficas38 and other Spanish sixteenth-century documentary sources describe the societies and the subsistence crops and resources of the Indigenous peoples and the routes they traveled to source them. However, since the emphasis was on the resources the Spaniards valued, some that had previously been of great economic and cultural value and that had stimulated interregional exchange for centuries were ignored.39 Archaeology, not documents, tells us that the regional and extraregional demand for these products had stimulated exchange for centuries.

In short, the documentary evidence must be carefully interpreted, nor is it comprehensive and thoroughly trustworthy. Moreover, the chronological reach of the documents is limited. Archaeology cannot fill all the gaps and may not prove or disprove accounts in documents, but it can question its veracity, increase the chronological scope of our knowledge, and expand our understanding of Indigenous societies. Archaeologists would advise caution. Guerrero’s archaeology suffers from large-scale looting and a consequent lack of archaeological context. Thus, despite the advances of recent decades, the shortage of securely dated remains precludes a completely chronological account.40 A combination of chronological and thematic analysis provides a richer and more informed history of pre-Hispanic Guerrero.



Archaeology and History

Archaeology and history work to different chronological scales. Historians can often date an event to a year, month, or day. Archaeology works to much longer scales of centuries.41 Similarly, archaeology can rarely discover the ethnic identity of populations,42 and, as Michael Smith has pointed out, for example, it is difficult to identify in the archaeological record preimperial and postimperial artifacts of the Mexica, whose empire was formed after 1428 during the Postclassic.43 Thus, the themes of the history of ancient Guerrero are drawn in broad chronological terms, but they are nevertheless significant. For example, human activity in the valley of the river Balsas dates at least to 7050 BCE. Then, between 7040–6660 BCE, something momentous for the future of Mesoamerica happened: On the shore of a small lake, the cultivation of maize occurred for the first time.44

Until recently, pre-Hispanic Guerrero was considered a very marginal region of Mesoamerica. Three distinguished archaeologists dismissed as “unlikely” Miguel Covarrubias’s suggestion that the Olmecs originated in Guerrero, a region “of desert valleys and rugged, desiccated mountains,” but discoveries such as Teopantecuanitlán challenge that assessment.45 Formative Guerrero (1500 BCE–300 CE) was far from marginal, but rather it was an important participant in the cultural, social, and economic life of Mesoamerica. Thus, in 1521–1522, when Spaniards first trod the soil of Guerrero, they found societies that had formed, over many centuries, lifeways adapted to regional conditions. In the following chapters, we will examine the themes that shaped pre-Hispanic societies and, in turn, the colonial period in Guerrero.



Terminology

I have preferred the term Mexica instead of Aztec. However, although modern scholars tend to prefer Purhépecha to the traditional Tarascan, I have used the latter since the term is still used in scholarly publications and is familiar to nonspecialist readers.46 Concerning Nahuatl terms, a reviewer of this text pointed out that Classical Nahuatl did not distinguish between singular and plural nouns, a distinction that emerged in the colonial period. Thus, altepetl is both singular and plural, as are tecpan, calpolli, calpixqui, and tlatoani. In general, I have avoided applying Nahuatl terms to non-Nahuatl polities and persons. Thus, a Chontal ruler or lord is not a tlatoani, and the polity is not referred to as an altepetl, but as a community, polity, and so on, although altepetl is sometimes the most convenient way to refer in general to Indigenous polities. For Indigenous persons referred to in the Códices de Azoyú 1 and 2, I have used the Spanish language names (thus, Señor Lluvia, not Lord Rain) cited in the literature, since their names are not cited in an Indigenous language. The Spanish term estancia had two meanings in colonial Mexico: a cattle ranch, or a community dependent on a cabecera (head town), also termed a sujeto.47 Here estancia refers to a cattle ranch and sujeto to a dependent community, unless text containing the term estancia is quoted. The term minero is used in sources to mean both a mineowner and a worker in a mine (generally referring to a Spanish supervisor). Here minero is reserved for mineowner, and mineworker is used for its other sense. Finally, I have preferred to use the term Spanish invasion instead of Spanish conquest, since much of the fighting was done by Indigenous allies without whom the Spaniards could not have succeeded.

The naming of historic settlements requires some clarification. Toponyms are often spelled in more than one fashion in the sources, and on occasion alternative names differ considerably (e.g., modern Cualác may be Cualac or Cuaulasyotepetl). Since a modern town usually sits on the archaeological remains of the precontact settlement or is very close by, I have used the modern names unless there is a good reason not to. For a list of names used in the text, alternative spellings used in sources and the literature, and modern place names, see appendix 4.



[image: A map of Guerrero. From northwest to northeast, the areas bordering Guerrero are as follows. Michoacán, Estado de México, Morelos, Puebla, Oaxaca. The Pacific Ocean is along the southern border. 54 sites and settlements are mapped in Guerrero as follows. In the northwest are El Infiernillo, La Villita, Zacatula. Along the southern border from west to east are, Zihuatanejo, La Soledad de Maciel, Tetitlán, Coyuca on Costa Grande. Clustered together toward the southeast are Acapulco, Puerto Marqués, La Zanja. In the southeast are, Azoyú, Igualapa, Ometepec, Piedra Labrada. In the northwest, close to the Michoacán and Estado de Mexico borders are, Mexiquito, Placeres de Oro, Pungarabato, Coyuca in Tierra Caliente, Ajucihtlán, Amuco Abelino, Cerro de los Monos, Cutzamala. In the north, close to the Estado de Mexico and Morelos borders, are Oztuma, Teloloapan, Alahuitlán, Noxtepec, Azala, Tetipac, Taxco el Viejo. The following are from northeast central toward the northeast near the Morelos and Puebla borders. Xochipala, Mezcala, Coacoyula, Ahuináhuac, Tepecoacuilco, Cuetlajuchitlán, Tequicuilco, Oapan, Teopantecuanitlán. In east central are Chilpancingo, Tixtla, Mochitlán, Tehuacalco, Chilapa, Chilpancingo. In the northeast near the Puebla and Oaxaca borders are Olinalá, Huamuxtitlan, Cualác, Petlacala, Chiepetlán, Techan, Tlapa, Texmelincan, Cauadzidziqui. In the southeast near the Oaxaca border are Azoyú, Igualapa, Ometepec, Piedra Labrada.]



Map 1. Guerrero: Precontact Archaeological Sites and Settlements
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CHAPTER ONE
Guerrero ca. 7000 BCE to 1521 CE
Regions, Peoples, Resources, and Exchange




Geography and Settlement Patterns

Guerrero is a rugged region of great topographical and climate variety, shaped by two great geographical features. The Sierra Madre del Sur gives Guerrero a mountainous spine pierced by rivers and streams that flow down either to the narrow coastal plains and lagoons or in the opposite direction, draining into that other determinant of Guerrero’s geography, the Balsas River (also known upstream as the Mezcala, and further upstream still as the Atoyac). The Balsas flows from the modern states of Mexico, Morelos, and Puebla across northern Guerrero before it descends along the frontier with Michoacán to the Pacific. Guerrero combines hot and humid tropical coasts, temperate mountain valleys watered by seasonal rains, cooler higher land, and the hot lands of the Balsas Valley. This varied terrain can be divided into six regions. The Costa Grande stretches to the northwest of Acapulco to the estuary of the Balsas, while the Costa Chica takes the traveler south and east to Oaxaca. The highlands of eastern Guerrero are known as the Montaña, to the west of which is the Center. To the north of the Balsas is the North. To the west along the river basin is the aptly named Tierra Caliente. This complex mix of topography, climate, and hydrography created a diversity of ecological and resource niches that the peoples who made their lives in Guerrero over many centuries exploited to develop networks of exchange along which traveled not just goods but also ideas—ideas about power, society, culture, art, and cosmology.

The plains of the Costa Grande and the Costa Chica were a tropical region of high seasonal rainfall. The rivers that flow from the sierras water the region, forming lagoons on the coast. The coastal plain was narrow, hot, and, according to an Italian traveler in 1697, plagued by mosquitos.1 In places the terrain rose abruptly toward the Sierra Madre del Sur.2 Tropical crops, such as cotton and cacao, prospered, alongside foods such as tomatoes. At higher elevations, such as upland sections of the Costa Chica and Costa Grande and parts of the aptly named Montaña, a more temperate climate permitted the cultivation of most of the nontropical crops essential to the Mexican diet. Higher still, a colder climate and rugged terrain limited cultivation to modest yields of maize and similar crops. The proximity of these three distinct zones promoted the exchange of resources within Guerrero and beyond.3

The Center was a region of mountains, drained to the south by the Papagayo River and to the north by the Mezcala (or Balsas) and their tributaries. The high Sierra Madre ran across the Center.4 The well-named Tierra Caliente followed east to west the course of the Balsas, fed by tributaries that drained the high plain of central Mexico and the high sierra. Relatively scarce alluvial flatlands in the Balsas basin were suitable for crops that included cotton and cacao.5 The North was a zone of high temperatures but not the searing heat of the Tierra Caliente. The mountains here were less rugged than in the Center, and some rivers and streams flowed all year to supplement the seasonal rains.6

This, then, was a rugged territory with a great variety of terrain, climate, and ecology. In his study of Aztec markets, Ken Hirth states that a resident of Mesoamerica who wished to reach an ecological region with a different climate and resources had only to travel a maximum of 90 kilometers. Furthermore, many settlements were located only 30 kilometers from a zone that offered products not available locally.7 Gerardo Gutiérrez notes that this generalization applied perfectly to the Costa Chica and the Montaña of Guerrero.8 Ecological variety was a fundamental context within which the lifeways of Guerrero’s inhabitants and the pattern of their settlements, and the exchange of resources and ideas, occurred throughout the precontact history of the region. It is to the regional contexts of settlement patterns that we turn first.



1.1. The Costa Chica and the Costa Grande

Shell mounds, which occur from El Salvador to San Blas, are the earliest known sites along the Pacific coast of Mesoamerica. From the Middle Archaic (5500–3500 BCE), communities such as Cerro de las Conchas in modern Chiapas lived from a combination of marine and terrestrial resources, founded small settlements, and eventually cultivated crops. We know from evidence of forest disturbance that the inhabitants employed slash-and-burn methods to modify their environment for farming. By the Late Archaic this was a full-fledged agricultural community.9 Studies of La Consentida in modern Oaxaca, which flourished during the Late Archaic and the Early Formative, show us something of the lifeways of its inhabitants beyond the harvesting of marine resources and the emergence of early farming. La Consentida’s residents subsisted on a mixture of seafood, preferring large fish caught in an ocean environment, and by the Early Formative horticulture and some maize cultivation were developed. The eighty or so inhabitants lived in architectural structures on earthen mounds. Finds of musical instruments and decorated ceramics suggest intermittent feasting, music, and perhaps dancing. The architecture of La Consentida implies the organization of communal labor and the emergence of a degree of social hierarchy. However, there is little evidence of the hereditary hierarchies that would characterize later periods of Mesoamerican history.10


TABLE 1.1. CHRONOLOGICAL CHART: ARCHAIC TO POSTCLASSIC



	ARCHAIC

	8000–1500 BCE






	
	Early Archaic

	8000–5500 BCE




	
	Middle Archaic

	5500–3500 BCE




	
	Late Archaic

	3500–1500 BCE




	FORMATIVE

	1500 BCE–300 CE




	
	Early Formative

	1500–1200 BCE




	
	Middle Formative

	1200–400 BCE




	
	Late Formative

	400 BCE–1 CE




	
	Terminal Formative

	1–300 CE




	CLASSIC

	250/300–900/1000 CE




	
	Early Classic

	250/300–600 CE




	
	Late Classic

	600–900 CE




	
	Epiclassic

	650/700–900/1000 CE




	POSTCLASSIC

	900/1000–1521 CE




	
	Early Postclassic

	900/1000–1200 CE




	
	Middle Postclassic

	1200–1430 CE




	
	Late Postclassic

	1430–1521 CE






Several similar early coastal sites have been found along the Pacific coast of Guerrero, although inundation due to sea-level rise and the formation of lagoons at the estuaries of rivers have doubtless obliterated traces of other sites that once existed. The best studied case is what is now known as Puerto Marqués in Acapulco. From the Late Archaic to the Formative (3500 BCE–300 CE), the inhabitants collected shellfish from the beaches and lagoons. They also fished, and analysis of fish bones reveals that, like the people of La Consentida, they were fond of some species that could only be caught with nets (there is no evidence of hooks or lines) in the deepest waters of the bay, and perhaps at sea. Thus, they had some kind of sea-going vessels. In the Late Archaic and the Formative, the population of Puerto Marqués was larger than that of La Consentida, but still modest at between one hundred and five hundred people. Nevertheless, the exploitation of marine resources had ecological effects to which the community adapted. The diet initially included locally gathered estuarine shellfish, but around 900–500 BCE, as the population increased, a greater variety of mollusks from farther afield was sourced directly, possibly using boats or by trade. Modifications to subsistence also included the cultivation of maize.11

Maritime navigation and fishing were not the only technological achievements of the people of Puerto Marqués. In the Late Archaic they made tools using local stone and obsidian. There are no sources of obsidian in Guerrero, so its presence is evidence of extraregional exchange at an early date.12 Analysis of obsidian artifacts demonstrated that in the Early and Middle Formative, the inhabitants of Puerto Marqués obtained finished obsidian blades from the central Mexican highlands and the Valley of Oaxaca, and possibly also from the Gulf Coast and the Isthmus of Tehuantepec. Thus, Puerto Marqués and the Guerrero coast were part of a Pacific coast network of exchange.13 Another achievement that indicated significant social and economic changes was the manufacture of Pox ceramics dated by Charles Brush to 2300–2400 BCE. If this date is correct, Pox could be the oldest ceramic of Mesoamerica.14 The date has been keenly debated, some scholars arguing for a later date, while others suggested that Pox might be still older.15 The general consensus of recent research is that Pox dates to around 1400 BCE, contemporary with other early ceramics such as those found at Barra de Chiapas or Purrón in the Tehuacán Valley.16 Nevertheless, the presence of early ceramics combined with other evidence tells us that the people of Puerto Marqués were resourceful and were in contact with distant regions. Ten Early Formative sites around Acapulco Bay and in the hills behind indicate a general increase in population that lasted at least until the Classic (250/300–900/1000 CE).

By 1400 BCE, one of these settlements, a site now called La Zanja, was established on the shore of the Laguna de Tres Palos, approximately 5 kilometers from Puerto Marqués. Here the residents lived from shellfish collection, fishing, and cultivating maize, beans, and squash. Like their neighbors in Puerto Marqués, they used some kind of boat to source seafood farther afield. By this time the exchange of ceramics, obsidian, and other resources had intensified through networks from the Isthmus of Tehuantepec along the Pacific coast.17 Portable X-ray fluorescence analysis has confirmed that in the Early and Middle Formative (1500–400 BCE), La Zanja participated in long-distance exchange of obsidian from Ucareo-Zinapécuaro in Michoacán (360 kilometers in a straight line), and, from the Middle Formative, from Otumba (337 kilometers) and Pachuca (380 kilometers).18

To the northwest of Acapulco Bay, on the Laguna de Coyuca, eleven shell mounds at Tetitlán have yielded data concerning the subsistence strategies and diet of Formative coastal inhabitants, from 1390 BCE to 320 BCE. From 1220 BCE to 870 BCE, they harvested an estimated 1.2 tons of seafood meat annually. Between 870 BCE and 620 BCE, the average increased to 5.8 tons, a substantial amount that indicates a similarly sustained growth of the population. The presence of pollen is evidence of agriculture from quite an early date, but in some periods, hunting (deer, crocodile, duck, and crab) compensated for a reduction in cultivation. The inhabitants of Tetitlán responded to several ecological challenges—changes in rainfall and temperature and the flooding of the lagoon by seawater—by adjusting the mix of marine resources, hunting, and agriculture.19

According to Manzanilla’s studies, Formative societies of the Costa Grande consisted of pretribal hunter-gatherers and lacked class distinctions and any notion of property, although research at La Consentida suggests at least incipient hierarchy and social distinctions in coastal communities. The inhabitants lived in independent settlements but exchanged goods and ideas. Evidence indicates exchange beyond the region: from Zihuatanejo and La Villita along the coast to Michoacán and Colima to the northwest, as far as Tehuantepec and Guatemala to the southeast, and from Atoyac, Coyuca, and San Jerónimo across the sierra to the basin of Mexico. People of the Formative lived either on the coastal plain, on low hills where they had access to rivers or springs of fresh water, or in settlements scattered over the hill slopes. They cultivated crops on the river estuaries. They used grinding tools, axes, chisels, and hoes. Ceramic tablets with concave areas, perhaps for mixing pigments, suggest an interest in colors, perhaps for ritual purposes. This interpretation is supported in later periods by the palettes for mixing colors found in El Infiernillo in the Tierra Caliente.20


[image: The ballcourt is a rectangular area with sloped walls on its west and east sides and a vertical wall on its south side. A road leads to it from the north and the southeast. The plaza Adyacente consists of a field with a few trees. In the background, Cerro de los Brujos is a wooded hill that slopes gradually upward.]
Figure 1. An aerial view of the ballcourt at La Soledad de Maciel, Guerrero, with the adjoining plaza to its west (left) side, and the Cerro de los Brujos to the rear of the plaza. Reproduction authorized by the Instituto Nacional de Antropología e Historia (INAH), Mexico City.


The Classic Period (250/300 CE–900/1000 CE) witnessed the emergence of more hierarchical societies and of sites with ceremonial centers and substantial structures on the Costa Grande. The settlement pattern remained dispersed, but some noticeable changes were introduced because of increases in population. Complexes of three or four houses arranged round a rectangular or square patio were located on the flat lands or, for the first time, on terraces to provide both more living space and more cultivable land. This pattern also allowed fallow periods or rotation of crops on the coastal plain.21



[image: The figure extends across the entire stela. Its hands are by its sides. It wears a medallion on a necklace.] 
Figure 2. The statue of El Rey de la Chole, originally from La Soledad de Maciel. The face of the figure is divided in two by a skull with no skin. There is a year marker in the headdress. Museo de Sitio de Soledad Maciel, Xihuacan, Guerrero. Reproduction authorized by the Instituto Nacional de Antropología e Historia (INAH), Mexico City.


The most impressive of these is the site known in most of the published literature as La Soledad de Maciel (recently renamed Xihuacán), near present-day Petatlán, dated from the Middle Formative to the Late Postclassic (1100 BCE–1521 CE). A plaza was enclosed with massive structures, ballcourts, altars, and terraced habitational areas. The settlement had four stepped temple structures. The orientation of the ceremonial structures and the iconography of the decoration of Building B and of Epiclassic ceramics at the site refer to the solstice and the equinox, which were important for agricultural planning and reckoning the rainy season. La Soledad de Maciel is one of only two sites at which carved monumental stelae have been found on the Costa Grande. Known as El Rey de la Chole, the figure carved on this stela has been interpreted as a fat priest. The figure wears a mask with a human face divided in the middle by a skull with no skin (possibly a reference to Xipe Tótec, the flayed god). A year sign is visible on the figure’s headdress. Numerous finds of figurines include some distinctive new forms, suggesting an interest in asserting locally generated ideas rather than simply absorbing influences from more powerful polities.22

During the Postclassic, in the Balsas delta near Zacatula a dispersed settlement was located on five contiguous hills—constructed in two phases, 800–1200 CE and 1200–1521 CE. Las Tamacuas was a ceremonial center of limited access, with residential units probably occupied by people of high social status. Barranco de Marmolejo was a ceremonial, administrative, and political center, with mounds, large open spaces, and a cemetery for funeral rituals. El Cuartel was a residential zone. Monte Don Venus was a ceremonial site and served as a watch site to observe movements along the river and the coast. There are also other sites in the locality, some dated as early as 200 CE.23

The Classic ceremonial centers and other aspects of the material culture of sites such as La Soledad de Maciel reflect influences of the two great cities of the period, Monte Albán in Oaxaca and, above all, the metropolis of Teotihuacan in the Valley of Mexico. By adopting the visual language of such important polities, local elites bolstered their power, emulating on a reduced scale the dominant states of the day. At Zihuatanejo, ceramic evidence speaks of interactions with Teotihuacan and the Costa Chica of Oaxaca from 200 CE to 900 CE. From the Early Postclassic (900 CE to 1200 CE), figurines and ceramics reflect Toltec influence. There is also evidence of violent conflict with settlements such as Pantla, Ixtapa, and Petatlán.24

On the Costa Chica, a site survey carried out by Gerardo Gutiérrez identified nine sites. The most significant is Piedra Labrada, dated to the Classic and Postclassic. This is a large site of 90 hectares, which makes it the largest site of the western Zapotec region and probably the largest on the Costa Chica. There are indications of Zapotec, Teotihuacan, and Mixtec influences. It was occupied from the Late Formative to the end of the Late Postclassic. The site has twenty-five structures, including pyramid mounds up to 20 meters tall, and at least five ballcourts. Piedra Labrada is most notable for its twenty-one carved granite and sandstone sculptures (one is of a red stone).25 A much smaller settlement, Terreno de Cohimbre, consists only of small mounds, but it is notable for a carved stela that bears similarities with monuments at Piedra Labrada and at the important Montaña site of Texmelincan.26

In short, by 1521 communities on the coast had lived for more than 4,000 years from marine resources, hunting, and the cultivation of maize, beans, squash, and other crops typical of the Mesoamerican diet. From early times there were contacts with Michoacán, central Mexico, and Oaxaca. In addition to subsistence crops, the coast was also a source of some valuable tropical resources, which enabled coastal communities to trade within and beyond Guerrero. The climate was ideal for cultivating cotton and cacao, much in demand in the cooler highland regions. Clay spindles found in quantity in Postclassic contexts in Guerrero (wooden spindles may have been used but have been not preserved) confirm cotton’s importance to the pre-Hispanic economy.27 Coastal cacao was similarly prized in regions where the climate prevented its cultivation.28 The coast was also a source of placer gold,29 salt,30 and much prized marine shells.31 Toward the end of the Formative, the hunter-gatherers of the Costa Grande lived in chiefdoms, with storage systems, organized in larger settlements to protect their territory and resources, with some degree of specialization of activities and ideologies that validated the new social system. By the sixteenth century, rulers governed sociopolitical units of a modest scale and controlled the labor force.32 In the Classic and Postclassic there was contact with more distant regions,33 and evidence suggests contact, direct or indirect, by land or sea, with the Andean region.34 This was certainly not an isolated or backward region.



1.2. The Montaña

Above the Costa Chica lies the Montaña, an apt name for this region of sierra, small valleys, and rivers that do not always flow in the dry season. As one ascends the valleys one reaches the great basin of the Balsas.35 Within a relatively short distance the traveler passes through very distinct ecological regions: the Balsas region is relatively dry with high temperatures; the highest parts of the sierra are cold with meagre rainfall; at lower elevations toward the coast temperatures rise and rainfall increases, but it is still inadequate at times.36 The well-watered alluvial soils of the valleys form productive mini-zones of varied ecologies, as the noted writer Ignacio Altamirano observed of Tixtla in the nineteenth century, no doubt exaggerating the attractions of his native region: “An agreeable and fertile valley sheltered by an amphitheatre of handsome sierras covered in luxuriant vegetation … Cold in the highlands, temperate on the plain and hot in the low-lying land … The Indians keep handsome and sizeable gardens where they cultivate the vegetables of Mexico.”37 However, since the fertile land was never abundant, the Indigenous peoples of the Montaña built channels to increase the irrigated area and a system of walls of twigs, shrubs, stones, and pine branches, known as trompezones, behind which they captured the fertile alluvial soils when the rivers washed them downstream.38

One might assume that the shortage of cultivable land would inhibit the development of prosperous settlements. To the contrary, rather dynamic societies developed here. Mastodons and mammoths were probably hunted here in the Paleoindian period (12,000–8000 BCE), since their remains have been found in the adjacent Mixteca of Oaxaca.39 Temporary encampments from the Archaic in the valley of Huamuxtitlán signal the presence between 5000 and 2000 BCE of hunter-gatherers, who used tools made of flint.40 Thus, some 2,000 years after the domestication of maize in the Iguala valley,41 and around the time when the people of Puerto Marqués lived off shellfish and fish, hunter-gatherers still roamed the Montaña. Unlike the residents of the coast these people seem to have had no access to obsidian or ceramics. These different lifeways reflected distinct resources, social organization, patterns of exchange, and chronologies of change.

According to linguistic historians, from 2500 BCE, people who spoke a predecessor of the Tlapanec language inhabited eastern Guerrero. The region had links to the Mixteca, and around 500 BCE, Mixtec speakers settled there. After the eleventh or twelfth century CE, Amuzgos, also from Oaxaca, were living in parts of the Montaña, and around the eleventh century, Nahuatl speakers arrived to the north, founding the polities of Huamuxtitlán and Olinalá.42 Clearly, the Montaña had sufficient attractions to bring migrant groups here over several centuries. A survey carried out by Gutiérrez recorded forty-eight sites in the Tlapa Valley, ninety in the valley of Huamuxtitlán, seven in the small Igualita Valley, and fifty-four elsewhere, some in the Montaña Alta. These figures include very small sites, no doubt scattered dependencies of larger centers, and most have not been dated. Nevertheless, evidence of settlements since the Formative, and later the presence of platforms, mounds, ballcourts, tecpan (elite residences), and talud-tablero architecture, suggest a long history of human activity and participation in Mesoamerican culture.43 By the Postclassic some of these settlements would be capable of dominating others and forming the largest polity in Guerrero.

The inhabitants of twin towns a mere 1.8 kilometers apart in the Tlapa Valley, Contlalco and Cerro Quemado-La Coquera, organized their urban area to make the most of the terrain. These were Formative settlements, dating to 900 BCE–300 CE; Contlalco occupied a little more than 85 hectares, Cerro Quemado-La Coquera some 35 hectares. Their combined extent made them probably the largest settlement in the Montaña, but was less than half that of Teopantecuanitlán, a Formative site to the north of the Tlapa Valley. Their subsequent occupation is obscure, but it seems they were abandoned during the Classic and occupied again in the Postclassic. Contlalco is the most complex site of the Montaña. Its inhabitants converted a hill that was 80 meters high on one side and 100 meters on the other, with stepped terraces to form an exceptionally tall pyramid. In sector 1 was a 2.7-hectare terrace, with a 1.5-hectare plaza on which stood several mounds, a ballcourt, and a tecpan located in an area divided by four patios. In the upper part of sector 2, which consisted of several rectangular terraces, was a platform 60 meters by 40 meters, with two mounds and a ballcourt. The rulers of Contlalco developed their settlement progressively to make it more imposing: one patio was stuccoed up to twenty-three times, and the creation of the main terrace was the result of frequent additions, retained by talud walls filled with material excavated for the works. Cerro Quemado-La Coquera had a plaza 150 meters by 43 meters, on which stood two mounds. There was a ballcourt and a drainage system to capture rainwater. The terracing was identical to that of Contlalco. The initial embankment on the hill slope was leveled and supported by talud walls. Subsequently, more terraces were added repeatedly to raise the level.44

In terms of extent, Contlalco and Cerro Quemado-La Coquera are minor settlements indeed compared to the great urban centers of central Mexico, such as Teotihuacan and Tenochtitlan, or of Monte Albán in Oaxaca. Yet they display certain features—such as monumental ceremonial structures, palatial residences, and drainage systems—they share with those great cities. The general settlement pattern of the Montaña, and indeed of precontact Guerrero as a whole, was of dispersed small-scale communities. Yet, if we concentrate on the scale of settlements to the exclusion of other aspects of sites, we fail to understand the essence of social organization in Guerrero. As Gutiérrez argues, the Mesoamerican altepetl should not be considered a single built point in space. Furthermore, the Mesoamerican model of the altepetl did not distinguish between the urban and the rural. Rather, it consisted of dispersed subunits of varying scale that could agglomerate into larger units ruled over by a dynastic lineage residing in a nucleated site with a temple, a tecpan, a market, and other urban features. In the case of the Montaña, the twin centers of Contlalco and Cerro Quemado-La Coquera probably reflect the dual dynastic structure, known as the yuhuitayu, of the Mixtec urban state, or ñuu. The yuhuitayu was formed by the marital alliance of a male ruler of one ñuu to the female ruler of another. They ruled in two urban centers. Thus, Contlalco and Cerro Quemado-La Coquera were likely ñuu ruled by a yuhuitayu, which probably governed other ñuu, each with its own subject dynasty.45

There were a further forty-six sites in the Tlapa Valley, which measure 12.5 kilometers long and, at its maximum, 1 kilometer wide. These sites ranged from settlements of 1 hectare with a few terraces and perhaps a mound to 21 hectares. Since the sites have not been dated, it is not clear which were contemporary with Contlalco and Cerro Quemado-La Coquera, but it seems likely that the Formative inhabitants of the valley undertook a general transformation of their territory.46

Many sites in the Huamuxtitlán Valley were small, but one of the largest is Alpoyeca-Las Minas, occupying almost 27 hectares. The area, which included the principal structures, is 3.5 hectares in extent, formed by three levels of terraces, on which two ballcourts and several platforms were constructed. A possible tecpan measuring 48 meters by 40 meters lies to the west of this area. Alpoyeca-Las Minas was strategically located to control two roads to the Mixteca of Oaxaca. There was also ample agricultural land, a substantial portion of it irrigated.47 Beyond the valleys, in the high Montaña, were at least fifty-four sites. Few had any form of monumental architecture, one of the exceptions to this rule being Cochoapa-Yuu Kivi. Here the principal structures were ranged round a sunken plaza measuring 27 meters by 25 meters. To the north of the plaza was a large ballcourt (43 meters long by 9 meters wide), in which two ring-shaped markers carved with anthropomorphic designs were found, as well as a serpent head. This site’s prominence may be due to its location on a possible route connecting the Costa Chica with central Mexico.48

How did significant settlements in regional terms develop in a mountainous area with limited agricultural land? The Montaña was a significant source of gold and also of beeswax and honey, which



1.3. The Center







[image: 10 labeled structures built on land with increasing elevation. At the highest level is the ballcourt. Plaza 3 is to the west of the ballcourt and at a lower level. Patio 5 is to the south of the ball court and on a separate peak. Patio 4 is to the south of Patio 5 and also on a separate peak. Plaza 1 is south of patio 4 and lower. Built up structures are to the east and south of plaza 1. Patio 3 is to the southeast of plaza 1. Plaza 2 and Patio 1 are to the south of plaza 1. Patio 2 is to the southwest of patio 1 and Patio 6 is to the south of plaza 2.]





1.4. The North






[image: At the center of the plan is the symbolic ballcourt. Sculpture 1 is on the southern east side, sculpture 2 is on the northern east side, sculpture 3 is on the southern west side, and sculpture 4 is on the northern west side. Two staircases lead up to the symbolic ballcourt. 8 staircases lead up to platforms below the symbolic ballcourt. Two drains extend from the platforms on the northwest and northeast sides. A northern platform is to the north of the platforms surrounding the ballcourt and to the north of that is a a northern terrace. They are separated from the platforms surrounding the ballcourt by several walls. Room 6 is to the south of the platforms surrounding the ballcourt and on the far side of a rectangular area. A retaining wall is south of room 6. Five rooms are south of the retaining wall. From west to east are room 2, room 3 and room 4. Room 1 is south of room 3 and has a staircase. Room 5 is east and south of room 4.] 








1.5. The Tierra Caliente










1.6. Regional Contexts and Settlement Patterns: Conclusions




1.7. Resources and Exchange
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1.8. Shells







1.9. Metals and Metallurgy





[image: 8 types of bells from left to right. 1, a spherical bell with a solid vertical piece at the crown. 2, a bell with a split at the bottom and a loop at the crown. 3, a spherical bell with a vine line design extending from the crown. 4, a bell with a split at the bottom and a loop at the crown. 5, a bell with a design and a solid vertical piece at the crown. 6, a bell with a split at the bottom and a loop at the crown. 7, a bell with an engraved crown and a solid vertical piece at the top. 8, a bell with a split bottom, an engraved crown and a loop at the top.] 




1.10. Cacao and Painted Gourds




[image: A geometric pattern is along the interior sides of the bowl. At the bottom of the bowl are flowers, each with two leaves, and circles between them.]






1.11. Cotton and Other Textiles
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1.12. Other Significant Resources






1.13. Exchange and Transport














1.14. Resources and Exchange: Conclusions
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