CHAPTER 1 S
0060

RECONSIDERING WARFARE IN
FORMATIVE PERIOD OAXACA

Andrew Workinger and Arthur A. Joyce

rchaeological research in Mesoamerica has increasingly demonstrated the

different types of pre-Hispanic warfare as well as cheir variable causes, goals,
and effects. Warfare ranged from small-scale raids and battles in the ritual
domain, designed primarily to take captives for sacrifice, to large-scale military
actions designed for territorial conquest that could resulr in political and econom-
ic domination {Brown and Stanton 2003; Freidel et al. 1993; Hassig 1988, 1992;
Webster 1998). Recent archaeological and epigraphic evidence shows that the
Classic Period Maya had glyphs that distinguished at least four types of warfare
which varied in scale, intensity, religious significance, and political impact. At least
two types of Maya warfare (chucah and chizk} were small scale and did not involve
significant demographic or economic consequences, although they were ritually
and at times politically important. The nature of warfare also may have changed
over time, with data suggesting an increase in scale and intensity toward the end
of the Classic Period, particularly in the Maya Lowlands and during the Postclas-
sic in the Mexican highlands. In this paper, we use this emerging perspective on
pre-Hispanic warfare to consider evidence for conflict in Formative Period Qax-
aca, drawing on comparative archaeological, epigraphic, and ethnohiscoric inves-
tigations of the Lowland Maya and the Aztecs of Central Mexico (Figure 1.1).
Warfare has long been the focus of research in Oaxaca, and the collecred dara are
explored in the second section of this chapter. We end with an alternative
approach to current highland interpretations of Late/Terminal Formative con-
flict, especially those concerning Monte Albin and the polity’s territorial ambi-
tions.
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FIGURE 1.1. Map of Mesoamerica including sites mentioned in the rext,

Researchers in the Qaxacan highlands, including Kent Flannery, Joyce Mar-
cus, Charles Spencer, and Elsa Redmond, have argued that frequent, large-scale
warfare was a key factor in the development of the Monte Alban state at the end
of the Formative Period mEmBnoQ and Marcus 2003; Marcus and Flannery
1996; Redmond and Spencer 2006; Spencer 2003, 2007; Spencer and Redmond
2001). According co their model, by the Terminal Formative, Monte Albin had
expanded beyond the Valley of Qaxaca to form a territorial empire of some
20,000 km? (Figure 1.2). While we agree that warfare and conquest were impor-
tant for sociopolitical change at the end of the Formarive (for example, Joyce
2000), we argue that their model of predatory state expansion is based on a view
of large-scale conflict and territorial conquest that more closely resembles mod-
ern Western traditions of warfare than the more varied patterns of conflict indi-
cated for pre-Hispanic Mesoamerica.

We begin with a consideration of recent research on warfare practices in
Mesoamerica, particularly in the Maya Lowlands and the Central Mexican high-
lands. This research shows that che nature, intensity, causes, and effects of war-
fare in pre-Hispanic Mesoamerica are more variable than has been assumed,
with ever finer-grained data on specific situations allowing for the detection of
significant variation in the record of warfare. Contemporary debates include the
degree of military involvement by Teotihuacanos in Early Classic regime change
at Tikal (Coe 1999:83-84; Martin and Grube 2000:29-37: Stuart 2000}, which

can be considered part of a more general debare over militarism and w:%n_.ir.w.ﬁ
associated with Teorihuacan {Braswell 2003; Cowgill 1997; Santley 1989; Smith
and Montiel 2001; Stark 1990). Another long-standing &m_.umnm. has been the
degree to which Maya warfare involved large armies and mmnDno.Em_ conquest or
was more limited to ritual competition among the nobility {Freidel 1986; Web-

ster 1998).
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(After Marcus and Flannery 1996.)
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RECENT RESEARCH ON MESOAMERICAN WARFARE

The difficulty of resolving different opinions on pre-Hispanic warfare stems from
the problem that the archaeological record is often ambiguous in terms of jts asso-
ciated variables (Sheets 2003; Vend 1984). Indirect indicatogs of conflict, such as
settlement shifts to higher locations, burned structures, and changes in ceramic
styles, can be the result of factors unrelated to war. Changes in settlement patterns
could indicare the need to vacate lands that could otherwise be dedicated to agri-
culture. Changing ceramic styles might well suggest newly forged ties between
distant elites or the emulation of styles from a prestigious political center (Stein
1999). Evidence for the burning of structures can be the result of accidental fires
or reverential termination ritaals as well as from conflict (for example, Walker
1998; Freidel and Schele 1989).

Other categories of dara that are often more confidently linked to warfare
are also frequently ambiguous. For example, defensive features such as walls and
dicches may be designed to protect an entire populace or only site centers target-
ed by enemies for destruction and denigration. In some cases, earthworks origi-
nally interpreted as defensive walls are now being reconsidered, Reevaluation of
the wall/earchworks surrounding the Maya cencer of Tikal suggests that it may
not have been defensive, as was frst assumed, but instead was some sort of mark-
er of Tikals territorial boundary (Webster et al. 2004). In the Mixteca Alea
region of Oaxaca, ongoing work at the site of Pueblo Viejo de Teposcolula
(Yucundaa) has uncovered a wall thar may have served as a ceremonial pathway
linking sacred caves, rather than as a defensive fearure (Spores 2005).

Iconography depicting scenes of conflicr, conquest, or sacrifice often fail to pro-
vide clear evidence for the intensity of warfare or whether victory involved territo-
rial conquest, site destruction, tribute extraction without territorial incorporarion,
the capture of rival elites, or other forms conquest. While mulriple independent
data sets can help to tease our different forms of conflict, as Diane and Arlen Chase
(2003:181) state, ‘data are more often than not open to multiple interpretations
with careful analysis of context providing the only potential resolution of meaning,”
These anronmo_omh.nm_ problems, which are essentially ones of equifinality, often
mean that researchers’ interpretations sort according to their theoretical orienta-
tions. David Webster (1993, 1998}, for example, criticized views emphasizing the
ritual dimensions of Maya warfare for projecting a romanticized image of the Maya
based more generally on what he termed “the proliferation of mentalist models” in

archaeology. In a different vein, Payson Sheets (2003) has cautioned against relying
too heavily on Western views and categories of warfare for addressing che pre-His-
panic past. Sheetss point is one that we will return to later in this paper.
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Investigations of warfare in ancient Mesoamerica, particularly c.p. the \P..».ncn
and Lowland Maya states, have benefited from an approach that .no:,_.gzmm q.mmmowf
al archaeological data with iconographic, epigraphic, and m&._:c?mﬁozn& mf&mﬁrm.
This research indicares thac rather than being focused solely on ﬂnﬁ.;.oiu_ con-
quest on the one hand, or ritualized combat on the other, pre-Hispanic wartfare
was highly variable in scale, intensity, duration, tactics, goals, and osﬂnn.:smm. N

In the case of the Aztec empire, Hassig (1988) has argued that in addition
to warfare aimed at conquest, the Aztecs initiated xochiyacyotl, or flowery wars,
against formidable enemies such as che Tlaxcalans m:&. the Ormmnwm. m_os.m.J\
wars involved low-intensity combat designed to take captives for sacrifice, obtain
training for soldiers, probe the strength of the mbmﬂ.ﬁm w..m well as ﬁw &nacm_.aﬁwﬁm_
to others the might of the Aztec army. While Hassig's interpretation of oaw.na.v‘
wars has been questioned (Smith 1996:140}, Aztec specialists agree that wariare
varied in duration and intensity (Hassig 1988; Smith 2003), with outcomes
including stalemates, capitulation under threat, victory on the _omﬁ_mmm_w .m:&
the conquest and partial destruction of settlements. Both m?.amjx wars and con-
quest warfare included ritualized elements, and milicary ractics were affecred by
the need to take captives for sacrifice (Smich 2003:155). This SN.& may rm.sw
been the principal cause for some battles, especially those char nohsnam‘n_ ,‘M:T_
the inauguration of a new tlatoani or the dedication .Omm new temple. Aztec nn.,h mw?
were required ro demonstrate their bravery and skill on the vmnn_wmm_mh and che
time between the death of the previous tlateani and the inauguration of his suc-
cessor was a vital period in which to do so {Conrad and Demarest 1984; Hassig

womwomn defeated cities were incorporared as tributaries and not direccly ad-
ministered by the Aztec state, although some indigenous rulers were ,.n@_uam&?vw
imperial administrators in cities near the W.B_umﬂm_ core (Hodge 1996). m.p_mﬁ er
afield, logistical and economic constraints forced the Azrecs no_ rely on the .n q.wmmwn
of reprisal to keep tributaries in line. Garrisons of Aztec m.o_a_ﬁ.m were czmﬂ.pm -
ly thought to have enforced tribure schedules and %mmocnmmm& rebe _o:nm
although Smith (1996) finds that their locations were aimed more noém.ma.

maintaining frontier boundaries than internal control. A;J.m Azrecs there ﬂ.u_m
exhibired whar Schreiber (1992) terms a "mosaic of control” across the empire.
Most regions within the Aztec empire were dominated indirectly nwnwcmr _“Tm
cooptation and coercion of local rulers and therefore reflect a rm.mgoo:ﬁ rather
than a territorial, form of imperialism. Some areas, particularly in Central Mex-
ico, were ruled directly through the imposition of mnwawama.ﬁmﬁoﬁw from the
imperial core and sometimes the establishment of BHrme.meEmosm.\ and s0 are
consistent with a territorial form of imperialism. In certain strategic frontiers,
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local ruiers were kept in place, although military garrisons staffed by Mexica
and/or local forces were esrablished to monitor and defend the boundary.

In the Maya Lowlands, archaeologists have recognized for some time thar
there were different types of warfare and that conflict varied in intensity through
the pre-Hispanic period. Possible evidence for warfare in the Lowlands goes back
to the Middle Preclassic ar Blackman Eddy and Cuello in Belize and includes the
burning and destruction of public buildings {Brown and Garber 2003). Icono-
graphic and osteological evidence of human sacrifice, almost certainly associared
with warfare, is found throughout the Maya Highlands during the Middle and
Late Preclassic; evidence for sacrifice is limited in the Lowlands, however (Joyce
2008). Sacrificial victims in the Maya Highlands are usually associated with
rulers in both imagery and burials, bur the nature of warfare associated with these
sacrificial vietims is unclear. The presence of earthworks and dirches at Late Pre-
classic sites like Tikal, Becan, and EI Mirador have been used

0 suggest [arge-
scale warfare {Webster 1975, 1977)

- There are few examples of the destruction of
buildings or of warfare-relared sice abandonments, however, and at least in the

case of Tikal, the defensive role of these features is now being questioned (Web-
ster et al, 2004), Clark and his colleagues (2000) have suggested that the El

Mirador polity may have conquered regions to the north and west, including Chi-
2pa de Corzo in the Late Preclassic,

although they admit that alernative explana-
tions are equally plausible.

Evidence for warfare is more common during the Maya Classic Period. The
archaeological and particularly the epigraphic records clearly demonstrate a vari-
ety of rypes of warfare by the Late Classic. Recent reviews by Chase and Chase
(2003) and by Webster (2000) discuss the variable nature of Maya warfare. The
Chases argue that Maya hieroglyphs reference four distinct types of warfare-
related events. In their suggested order of scale and intensity, these are (1) cap-
ture events (chucah in Maya), usually of one or 2 few opposing warriors; (2) ax
(batcaba) or decapitation (chak) events, which refer to victory in battle, with the
caprure and probably che sacrifice of an important noble; (3) destruction events
(hubi), which refer to the atrainment of specific goals in warfare that suggests a
substantial military victory; and (4) shell-star events, which involve territorial
conquest and political dominarion, or conversely, a successful war of indepen-
dence that can also include the capture and sacrifice of defeated nobles. Archae-
ological evidence supports this degree of cmlm_um.r.n& with destruction and shell-
star events having the greatest economic, political, and demographic
consequences. An example of a shell-star event can be seen in

col and Calakmul over Tikal in A.D. 562, which resulted in
and demographic decline ar Tikal, while Caracol grew cons

the vicrory of Cara-
a period of polirical
iderably in size and
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prosperity (Chase and Chase Moowuwﬂﬁr?\hmﬂﬂz MM_W MMM_MM%MOW%MMWWOO_WW
- tructive warfare seems to have gener . :
MMM. m%mwmwwwowwm:@m during the Terminal Classic wna. into n_.gm womnn._wmwm s”w
evidence of siege warfare and the destruction and sacking of sites ﬂmﬂwnﬂ Mm M: v
dent in the western margins of the region {Webster 2000). Pd. M y fhe mose
famous ax event in Mesocamerican history is the capture m.:m mm”nn ice or - Muww -
ruler, 18-Rabbit, by Quirigud. Evidence mcmmm.wnm that Jﬁ‘:_m this niwnnH a c_mmm
nificant impact on governmental institutions in both Dsmm.\ .ﬁro\mﬂsﬂ_m MNM e
was lictle affected. This ax event, despite the fact that Quirigud nmmﬁmwm Lo pave
conquered Copin, was most likely the result wm a annmmmmc_. war of in .ﬂu. neence
rather than one aimed at acquiring more wnnn:uoﬁo and Quirigud appears
i afterward (Fash 2004:99-101). o
mocwwwmw_mm“ro did Mrm fighting when the Maya went to bartle Hm.%am;\ ,wm,wnm
ed (Demarest 1978; Freidel 1986; Webster 1998, 1999}, Zowﬂ mSp.Mw_n.m.ﬁ.uoB,m-
fare in the Classic Period comes from carved stone stelae an ME.E s pr.wﬁ.o%u&
nied with hieroglyphic texts, As the :o_n“:n%riﬂ.m ﬂrm. vmow%uwnwm mM M.H””Hmm oned
ents, it 1s not surprising that che historle ; : s
MJH“MMWMDBW; focused on m:HMmm dressed in nrm.? msﬂ.u nnmwrmw m:m .oﬁ_wmn MW_MM“
trampling on the naked bodies of captured enemies (Figure w.m, v _m&: W e the
representations of foot wo_&mmm.lmaﬁwmmrom Hﬁga\sﬁ.:ﬂa M_M memMMMHM Mm v
hat Classic Maya warfare took place on a sc
MMWMMMMM warfare, m_mwo:Mr battle scenes &wm_mwmﬁ on murals at woMmMﬁmemMM
Chichén Itzé show warriors numbering perhaps in the Tcnmnmmm.& viden o
fortifications, in some cases hastily constructed, as E.n: as for n_._wn anmncnﬁnwﬁﬁ\
site centers, particularly in the western Lowlands, indicates n.rmH mf_u_” ._w M—.nmm e
minal Classic, warfare at times involved relatively large armies o &om h e \H e
commoners. Lithic studies, however, show that at >m_..,.mﬁwnm m:. m%mn% ”
Classic Maya nobles both manufactured and used projecrile points EAMOaNBM,
and elites may have been more involved in warfare than noam«.ﬂ%snwm m.onw\mm_q-
2005). By the Postclassic and the colonial era, we have nwm.m:. m«ﬂ nmnm.:n o
nohistory and iconography of commoners mmrms.m alongside M M\m no _mxmm oh!
and Pohl 1994). Advances in the epigraphic mnn%rmaanﬂn o : aya M have
also enhanced understandings of the ritual aspects of their war E.M.. Mﬁmﬂn ous
dates, often linked to the cycle of Venus (compare Lounsbury HomH iS¢ M and
Freidel 1990), governed the timing of war, and the battles themselves _”MMmM e
had “highly choreographed and stylized phases, m:n_ perhaps even b o:vwwm
arranged in some cases” (Webster Hommumnﬁv..\ym with the >Nn.mw.wwwmw: onhe
Lowland Maya is therefore increasingly showing the great variability in p

panic warfare,
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FIGURE 1.3. Yaxchilan Lincel 8 showing the site's ruler,
Jeweled Skull. Bird Jaguar's subordinace rulet, or sahal
tive. (Redrawn from Sharer 1994.)

Bird Jaguar (right) capruring lord
is shown taking another named cap-

WARFARE IN FORMATIVE PERIOD Oaxaca

xmmum.m:onrmm region in Mesoamerica that has been a focus of recent research

of > Ic wi ; i

w;ﬁ mz.m ispanic warfare, Research in Qaxaca has concentrated on the Formarcive
eriod and the role of warfare in the rise of complex societies and especially the

early development of the Monte Alb4n state in the Valley of Qaxaca. Given the

multiple lines of evidence for conflict, the argument for warfare throughout the

Oaxacan interior during the Late/ Terminal Formative is compelling ( Joyce 2003;
.zwnnzm and Flannery 1996; Spencer 2003). Possible evidence :
includes a shift in sertlement to defensible locations,

development of regional political centers located on hillr
ters had large walls,

for conflice
especially involving the
ops. Some political cen-
such as at Monte Alb4n as well as at Cerro de las Minas in
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the Mixteca Baja region and Yucuita in the Mixteca Alra, There is evidence for
burned structures at Yucuita as well as at El Mogorte and El Palenque in the Oaxa-
ca Valley and at Llano Perdido in the Cuicatldn Cafada region 50 km north of
Monte Alban. Probable trophy skulls have also been found ar several sices in the
Mixteca Alra, and Spencer (1982:236-239) recovered the remains of a skull rack
at La Coyotera. Further compelling evidence of conflict in the Cuicatlin Casada
comes in the following forms: a shift in settlement patterns from the alluviuvm to
the previously unsettled piedmont; an unburied human skeleton lying on a house
floor, suggestive of rapid site abandonment; and a sparsely occupied buffer zone
berween the Cuicatlin Cafiada and the Tehuacan Valley, suggesting a political
boundary berween the Cuicatlin and polities to the north.

Ieonographic evidence for warfare comes mainly from Monte Alban. During
the Late/Terminal Formative approximately 300 carved stones were erected on
the main plaza; most were set in the walls of Building L-sub (Figure 1.4a). These
carved stones have been interpreted as victims of human sacrifice (Marcus 1976;
Scott 1978a), although a recent reinterpretation of the monuments from Build-
ing L-sub argues that most were shown performing auto-sacrifice (Urcid 2008).
The Building L-sub program, however, includes four clear depictions of severed
heads resulting from decapitation sacrifice. There is almost certainly an element
of religious and ideological representation involved in these carvings, as they
would have been visible to all who entered the site’s main plaza, though the fact
that some are accompanied by hieroglyphic names suggests that there is also a his-
torical element. The Building L-sub program was followed late in the Late For-
mative or early in the Terminal Formative by the Building | tablets, or "conquest
slabs” in common parlance, which have been interpreted as places char were sub-
jugated by Monte Alban (Caso 1938, 1947). Carved monuments at the Oaxaca
Valley site of Dainzt depict the ritual ballgame (Figure 1.4b), which presuppos-
es armed conflict, the capture of prisoners, cheir participation in ricual combat,
and their eventual sacrifice (Orr 1997, 2003).

Much of the evidence for Late/Terminal Formative Period warfare in Oaxa-
ca has been interpreted as the result of the militaristic expansion of the Monre
Albin polity. Flannery and Marcus {2003) and Redmond and Spencer (2006;
Spencer 2003) argue that territorial conquest through warfare was an important
causal factor in the formation of the Monte Albédn state during the Lare Forma-
tive. According to Flannery and Marcus (2003:6), during Monte Albdn’s first 400
years the polity would “fight relentlessly to subjugate their political rivals, and
raiding would give rise to full-scale war” By the Terminal Formative Period, these
researchers argue thar Monte Albdn's rulers controlled a professional army that
allowed them to expand militarily outside of the Valley of Oaxaca. Based largely
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FIGURE 1.4. Lave/Terminal Formative Period carved stones from QOaxaca:
a, Sculptures from Monte Albin Building L-sub (redrawn from Scott 1978b)
b, Dainzi ballplayers (redrawn from Orr 1997: fig. 2.26).

’

on interpretaions of the localities depicted on the carved tablets from Building J
Marcus and Flannery (1996) argue that Monte Albén conquered regions as dis-
tant as 160 km and eventually dominated a

territorial empire coveri i
marely 20,000 km?2, Although Marcus and pire covering approxi

Flannery (1996) recognize multiple
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forms of imperial subjugation, especially colonization versus conquest, their
model emphasizes a territorial form of imperialism whereby provinces were con-
quered militarily or colonized and then dominated through the establishment of
new administrative centers staffed by Zapotecs from the Valley of Qaxaca which

"may have also included a military garrison. This form of imperialism has been

argued for the Cuicatlan Canada and suggested for other regions such as the
lower Rio Verde Valley and the area around Monte Negro in the Mixreca Alra
(Marcus and Flannery 1996:198-207; Redmond and Spencer 2006).

Other archaeologists working in Oaxaca, however, disagree with this model of
Monte Albdn imperialism {Joyce 1991:548-717; 2003; Workinger 2002: 387
393; Zeilin and Joyce 1999). These researchers argue that it is unlikely thar
Monte Albin could have dominared such an area, given the logistics required to
conquer and control a territorial empire of this scale, especially in a region as
rugged as Oaxaca. In addition, most regions within the proposed Monte Albin
empire have either been insufficiently investigated or have failed to yield evidence
for conquest and political control. Because of the relarive lack of archacological evi-
dence for imperial conquest, except perhaps for the Cuicatldn Canada, it is worth
considering in greater detail the history of Marcus’s interpretations of the Build-
ing J tablets, since they form the basis of the conquest state model.

Building J and the Conquest State Model

The Building | carvings are argued to represent particular places conquered by
Monte Albdn, as represented by a standardized “hill” (or place glyph) wich anoth-
er glyph directly above it signifying the name of a particular locale, such as the place
of the rabbit (Figure 1.5). Beyond these two elements, the tablets vary, with some
containing short hieroglyphic inscriptions. Another clear distinction is that most of
the slabs depict an upside-down human head with eyes closed directly beneath the
“hill” glyph, which is interpreted as the dead ruler of a conquered locality (Caso
1947). Building upon Caso’s interpretation of conquest, Marcus argues that the

»”

carvings of Building ] are “textual claims” of Monte Albin expansion (Marcus and
Flannery 1996). These textual claims form the foundation of the conquest state
model, but the specifics of her argument and interpretations have shifted over the
last 30 years. It is worthwhile to consider how and why her views have changed in
order to understand how her interpretation has slowly become reified and why ic
has directly led to the acceptance of a Terminal Formative conquest state and the
primacy of the Zapotec empire without crirical assessment (also see Urcid 1992).

In her initial article on the subject, Marcus (1976} explicitly accepred Caso’s
hypothesis that the Building J carvings represent the conquests of Monte Albin
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"Hill" glyph signifyi
=] L glyph signifying
. \%: :M: /" a generic location

Inverted human head,

""" possibly a vanguished

leader

FIGURE 1.5. Common elements of the Building | carved rablets.
(Tablet 34 redraws from Garcia Moll et al. 1986.)

during the Termi . i
g erminal Formartive Period, She took his interpreration one step fur-

.
ﬁrﬂn muv\ Nﬂﬁmﬁwﬂnbm to ﬁOH.H.ﬂ—m.Hn some Omﬂrm H..uhmwﬁm names on HT.@ ﬁm.u.-cm&. stones S:..ﬁ_‘w
NDHCM.— Hﬂﬂu..DEﬁM.M m OHH:NHH.CN .wm.ﬂmm H.H.._. Om.vnm.ﬁm.. HO &n.._ S50
il

topon . i
ponyms and their glosses from the sixteenth-c

w%m&g&in&a &M Tributos, and its better-known and more complete copy, the
odex Mendoza.! Both were painted 1,500 years after the Building J SEQM%

nﬂﬁma, and their use assumes continuity in town names
that there were five close similarities berween the Oaxacan

she compared them to
entury Aztec list of tributaries,

were
Marcus (1976} found

tributary towns in the
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Codex Mendoza (fols. 43r—44r; Berdan and Anawalt 1997:91-93) and the
Zapotec glyphs on the Building J carvings. These are (with the Nahuatl gloss
from similar glyphs in the Codex Mendoza, followed by Marcus's proposed Oax-
acan equivalents): (1) Tablet 15-Edlan, or Etla, a region in the northern arm of che
Valley of Qaxaca; (2) Tabler 43-Miahuaapan, or Miahuatldn, 2 town 85 km south
of Monte Alb4n,2 (3) Tablet 4-Teticpac, or Teitipac, a town in the Tlacolula arm
of the Valley of Qaxaca; {4) Tablet 57-Torotepec, or Tututepec, a town on the
coast of Oaxaca 160 km southwest of Monte Albdn; and (5) Tablet 47-Cuicaclin,
a town north of the Valley of Oaxaca, between it and the Tehuacin Valley. One
further addirion is made to Caso’s interpretation in that a few of the Building J
tablets lack the inverted head underneath the hill sign (for example, Tablet 43,
identified by Marcus as Miahuatldn}. Marcus believes that those locales ¢apicu-
lated wichout resistance to colonization or the threat of physical violence by
Monte Alban (1976:129).

In 1980, and in more recenc articles and a book (1983, 1984, 1992a, 1992b},
Marcus returns to her hypotheses concerning the Building J rablers, alchough the
list of identified tablets changes. The second list includes Miahuatlin, Cuicatlan,
and Turutepec, but omits Etla and Teitipac, adding instead Tablet 23-Ocelotepec.
The removal of Etla and Teicipac reflects a change in Marcus's view as to what the
carved scones were intended to represent. Originally, she wrote that the tablecs
chronicled all of the conquests of the expanding Monte Alban state. However, in
this, the second article, her interpretations shift, as Marcus argues that they doc-
ument only the boundaries of the Terminal Formative Monte Albdn polity (1980).
Because both Erla and Teitipac are within the Valley of Qaxaca (and would there-
fore represent the boundaries of a policy much smaller than the empire envisioned
by Marcus), they are discarded in favor of Ocelotepec, 140 km away (Urcid
1992).

Marcus's hypothesis that the Building J tablets represent only boundaries is
further developed in a 1983 article. In it, she compares them ro a sixteenth-cen-
tury Zapotec lienzo from Santiago Guevea de Humboldt, located toward the
Isthmus of Tehuantepec at the foot of the Sierra Mixe (Paddock 1983; Oudiik
and Jansen 2000). The Lienzo de Gueves was written in about 1540 in response
to Spanish orders to document local land claims. It is mentioned by Marcus
because of the way in which it was modeled, depicting Cerro de Guevea in the
center of the map surrounded by various natural landmarks. Marcus (1983)
believes that this convention is analogous to the tablets of Building J. Not nec-
essarily sites, the places depicted on Building J could also represent natural land-
marks such as mountains, rivers, or even entire regions along the frontier of the
Monte Alban state.
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Marcus has clearly established her methodology by 1983, and the only
material changes to her argument consist of adding or dropping places presum-
ably conquered by Monre Albin. She wrires, “perhaps ten [toponyms] can be
matched with actual places known today” {Marcus 1992a:176), and in her next
article she introduces two more {1992b). These are Tabletr 32-Sosola, northwest
of the Valley of Qaxaca, and Tablet 3-Chiltepec, east of Ocelotepec toward the
Isthmus of Tehuantepec. Unlike Marcus's previous interpretations in which she
turned to the Codex Mendoza for the glosses, Sosola and Chiltepec were idenci-
fied by the towns’ Nahuatl names (“Place of the Pietced Face” and "Hill of the
Chile Plants” [Marcus and Flannery 1996:197]). It is unclear if these are Na-
huatl translations of the local names or simply new names imposed by the Span-
ish and their Nahuatl-speaking allies in the sixteenth century. Reliance on
Nahuatl designations for locations in Qaxaca is further brought into question by
Smith {1973:37), who found that many Nahuatl names varied from local Mix-
tec ones.

The inclusion of Sesola and Chiltepec with the four other identified places
forms a corridor stretching from the Cuicarldn Casada south to the Pacific coast
{Marcus 1992b), implying that Monte Albin was interested in controlling the
lucrative trade passing between the Valley of Oaxaca and the Pacific coastal low-
lands. It should be noted that Brockingron (1966) found no evidence of Zapotec
imperialism at the coastal site of Sipolite, which would have formed the rerminus
of Marcus’s “Zapotec corridor” Slightly farther east on the southern Isthmus of
Tehuantepec, investigations of Laguna Zope have identified the sice as a likely
supplier of marine shell to Monce Alb4n in the Lare Formative. Return trade
items from the highlands are difficulr to discern, but the southern Isthmus did
not receive the imported gray-ware ceramics found farther west in the lower Rio
Verde region (Zeitfin and Joyce 1999:387--388).

The six identifications introduced in Marcus (1992b) remain the same in
recent publications dealing with the Building ] tablets (for example, Marcus and
Flannery 1996:195-199). Ir was not unil recently, however, chat the site of San
Francisco de Arriba was specifically named as a boundary of the Zaporec state.
This may have been in reaction to research on the floodplain of the lower Rio
Verde Valley, which found no evidence of conflict {Joyce 1991, 1993, 2003). San
Francisco de Arriba, because it had only been briefly visited by archaeologists
{DeCicco and Brockingron 1956:51-60), still represented a possible site of con-
quest. But offering interpretations of the Building ] carvings is only the first step

for those researchers interested in possible Late/Terminal Formative Zapotec
expansion. The second scep consists of investigating the identified places for evi-
dence of warfare and/or conquest and imperial control.

Archaeological Evidence for the Conquest Srare Model

Archaeological research in most of Monte Albin’s hypothesized a:.;u.:m is w:_rmﬂ
insufficient to support a Zapotec takeover or directly refutes the _wazm_wﬂ
model, The conquest model pur forch by Marcus and Flannery (1996) Enr.w es
such sites as Ocelotepec and Chiltepec in the region to the south and east of the
Valley of Qaxaca, a region yet to be explored archaeologically (there are m,r,.ﬁcmE,
at least 10 communities named Ocelotepec clustered in n._.ﬁ sauthern mwmz.mu.
Miahuatlin, a region 85 km south of the Valley of Oaxaca, is another commuai-
ty claimed to have been incorporated into a Terminal Formative Zapotec mﬂ?ﬂm.
And, although a survey of the area has been noaw_mnm.a ﬁzm%d,m: Emw _.._.M
sampling method utilized and the lack of comprehensive excavarions make the
evaluacion of a Zapotec imperial presence difficult. .
The best case for a region conquered by Monte Albin comes from the Cui-
catlan Canada region, where Spencer and Redmond (Redmond 1983; .mwmbnm.a
1982; Spencer and Redmond 1997, 2001} initiated a survey and excavation proj-
ect to test Marcus's reading of Building ] Tablet 47. They argue ﬁ.wmﬂ mm.e.mnm_ :Jmm
of evidence demonstrate military conquest followed by waoﬁm.n Ha.mumzm_ admin-
istration of the mmmmoz. The surface survey showed a nr\mam.nn mrwmﬂ. at ca. 300
B.C., in sertlement patterns from the high alluvium to defensible piedmont loca-
tions. The site of Llano Perdido was burned and suddenly m_u._m.sQODm.m.. Mxnm«”m\
tions at La Coyotera exposed the remains of a skull rack, @ommwﬁ:\ .mxg_uﬁmm vic-
tims of warfare or sacrifice. Conquest by Monte Albin is Emmﬁz.wn_. from
similarities in ceramic styles and from a Qaxaca Valley-style tomb eroding from
the surface ar the fortified sire of Quiotepec, which was .&.mcw& to have been a
Zapotec adminiscrative outpost supported by a military garrison. Survey &m\ﬁm
also showed an unoccupied buffer zone separating the Canada and nTm\ Tehuacin
Valley to the north, presumably marking the frontier of Monte ..>.=umn .no:mno._.
New forms of political organization were inferred from changes in public archi-
tecrure and settlement patterns. Spencer ﬁommuwwwlwwi. suggests that the w_.m-
velopment of irrigation was designed to produce surpluses in the form of tropical
crops for rribute payments to Monte Albdn. -
While Spencer and Redmond provide a strong case for wartare in the
Cuicatlin Cafada, the identification of Monre Albin as an :d_mw:m_ conqueror of
the region can be questioned. Most damaging has been Gnn.im Q@mﬁ .amaon\
stration thar the indigenous Cuicatec name for the region, Yivacu or I:m of the
River of Houses,” differs from the Aztec Cuicatldn or “Place of the m.o:.m_ which
Marcus (1976, 1983) relied on to identify the place shown on the Building | slab.
Marcus’s reliance on Aztec names recorded in the Codex Mendoza 1,500 years
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after the Building J tablecs were carved is a significant problem for all of the place
ateribucions chae she has proposed. The archaeological evidence for a Zapotec
presence can also be questioned, since there were close affinities in ceramic styles
both before and after the hypothesized conquest (Spencer and Redmond 1982),
showing that there was not a dramatic shift in ceramic styles goncurrent with the
presumed takeover. The Zapotec-style tomb ar Quiotepec dates to the Classic
Period (Pareyén 1960:101-102), postdating the hypothesized conquest and
period of political domination by Monte Albén. While it is possible that the
Cuicatlan Cafiada was conquered by Monte Albén, the subsequenc territorial
domination of the region can be questioned. It is also likely the Cuicatlan Cafa-
da engaged in warfare with regions other than the Valley of Oaxaca, since there is
evidence for contemporaneous interpolity warfare in both che Mixreca Alra and
Mixreca Baja regions, immediately west of the Cuicatlin Cafada, and in che
lehuacin Valley to the north {Joyce 1991:558-567). Communities. in the Caui-
catldn Cafiada may have periodically gone to war with polities in a number of dif-
ferent nearby regions, which is 2 pattern similar to that seen ar the time of the
Spanish Conquest (Hunt 1972:208-212).

Another region that highland researchers include in the conquest state model
and which has been the focus of intensive, long-term investigation is the lower
Rio Verde region on the Pacific coast. Singled out for its gray-ware ceramics
resernbling those from the Valley of Oaxaca as well as for its proximicy to the Late
Postclassic sire of Tututepec, whose toponym is similar to one found on a carved
tabler from Building J, San Francisco de Arriba is purported to have been the
southernmost Zapotec outpost {Marcus and Flannery 1996). A project combin-
ing broad excavations with full-coverage survey was undertaken specificaily ro rest
claims of highland conquest (Workinger 2002).

Excavations at San Francisco de Arriba and neutron activation analysis of
ceramics revealed that trade with the highlands was abundant, particularly in che
Lare Formative, yet thete was nothing to suggest conflicr along the lines of char
found in the Cuicatlin Cafiada {Spencer and Redmond 1997}, San Francisco de
Arriba had reached its maximum extent of 94.51 ha in the Lare Formative Peri-
od and, given its size and internal complexity, had probably reached the level of a
chiefdom. Its size, combined with the rugged mountainous terrain separating it
trom the Valley of QOaxaca, would have made San Francisco de Arriba a difficult
target for imperial expansion. Survey of the valley surrounding the sire revealed
continuity in settlernent berween the Late Formarive and the Terminal Formative,
an indication that the inhabitants felt no threat from Monte Alb4n and also that
there was no economic reorganization on the heels of a Zaporec conquest, as was
argued for the Cuicadlin Canada (Spencer 1982).

Excavations in the most defensible areas of the site revealed residential
structures dating prior to, during, and after the time of proposed nOS@:wmn
rather than fortifications one might expect from a threatened communiry
(Workinger 2002). Further excavations in and around the site’s main mrﬁm‘
failed to find evidence of Zaporec imperial administrarors. Instead, the elice of
San Francisco de Arriba appear to have been closely allied with fellow nobility
at Rio Viejo, sharing ceramics imported from the Valley of Oaxaca _5 the Late
Formative, which all but ended by the Terminal Formative-—precisely at the
time when Zapotecs supposedly arrived on the coast. The Nmmu.onmnm. had con-
quered San Francisco de Arriba, one would expect an H.:Qmﬁ.m in evidence m.op.
exchange with the Oaxaca Valley. Construction of the acropolis at San N.H.H.E.gnz.
co de Arriba began at an impressive scale in the Late Formarive, mﬁQ?m.n indicat-
ing that the community would have posed a hurdle to Zapotecs intent on
acquiring coastal trade goods. .

San Francisco de Arriba decreased in size during the Terminal Formartive
Period in response to the rise of a massive regional center on the western side of
the Rio Verde. There, the site of Rio Viejo reached a sprawling 225 ha and was
located on the floodplain with apparently lictle thought given to defense mm.ﬁ:mﬂ
foreign invasion (Joyce 2003, 2005). Throughour the _oém.n Ew Verde region,
full-coverage surveys have found largely continuous occupations in the Late m.mn_
Terminal Formative, and excavations acr 13 Late/Terminal Formartive Period
coastal sites have yet to uncover indications of violence {for m.xmamu_m., _m_d.mn..mnm_m
burning and/or skeletons exhibiting traumaric 5.?12.% the "swamping” of _.ow,:
ceramic assemblages with highland styles, or the forrifications and &m mnrﬂ:.:mw-
trative buildings char would accompany rerritorial conguest. Neicher is chere evi-
dence for an economic reorganization that might suggest the region had been
converred to a tributary state supplying the Valley of Qaxaca with nomm.nm_ goads
such as marine shell, salt, animal pelts and feathers, cacao, and cotton (for exten-
sive discussion of evidence bearing on Zapotec conquest of the lower Rio Verde
Valley, see Barber 2005; Joyce 1991, 2003; Workinger 2002; Nmmn_:: and MO%n.m

1999). The regional survey and excavation data do not indicate a shift to mm.ﬁm:m?.
ble piedmont locations or a disruption of polirical organization suggestive &
Zapotec conquest and domination. The percentage of the occupational area in
the ptedmont within the 152-km? full-coverage survey zone fluctuated .m.oa 43
percent in the Late Formative to 20 percent in the eatly Terminal Formative H.o.wm
percent in the late Terminal Formative, so there were actually fewer peaple _E.Sm
in defensible piedmont locations at the time of proposed conquest. Population
and indications of social complexity also increased steadily chrough the Lare/Ter-
minal Formative, with the occupational area in the survey zone increasing from
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297 ha in the Late Formarive to 699 ha by the end of the Terminal Formative and
the regional settlement hierarchy increasing from three to five tiers.

In addition to the lack of archaeological support for territorial conquest and
political control in most areas of the hypothesized Monte Albin empire, it is
unlikely that Monre Albdn could have dominared an arez of 20,000 km? given the
logistics required ro conquer and control a territorial empire of this scale, especial-
ly in a region as rugged as Oaxaca. Hassig (1988) estimates that a large pre-His-
panic army could have traveled on average 19 km a day, and probably somewhat
less through very mountainous terrain, With San Francisco de Arriba sicuated 160
km south of Monte Albin, it would have taken the Zaporecs eight or nine days to
arrive. Provisioning this far from home would have been a major issue, as it is far
from clear that the Zapotecs had allies this far south (Workinger 2004) and for-
aging is nor feasible for a sizable military force in such mounrainous terrajn, Even
with porters dedicared to carrying food and nothing else, eight days of travel would
probably have been the limit ( Hassig 1988:64), with no provisions left for the time
engaged in battle nor for the return march home,

Recent Argumenrs for the Conquest of Coastal Qaxaca

Recently several proponents of the conquest state model have contested our argu-
ments that the lower Rio Verde was not incorporared into a Monte Albén empire
(Balkansky 1998:469-472; 2001; Redmond and Spencer 2006; Spencer 2007).
The thrust of their argument is that conquest and imperial control over the lower
Rio Verde Valley is shown by significant frequencies of cream-ware ceramics
imported from the Oaxaca Valley to the site of San Francisco de Arriba and evi-
dence for a massacre at Cerro de la Cruz. These arguments rely on a brief recon-
naissance by DeCicco and Brockington (1956) at San Francisco de Arriba as well
as summaries of our research that include many obvious mistakes and omissions
of key evidence, We urge scholars to consider the primary soutces of evidence (for
example, Joyce 1991, 1994, 1999; Joyce et al, 1998; Workinger 2002) rather than
problematic characterizations of our work. While we have previously responded
to some of the arguments contesting our interpretations (Joyce 2003; Joyce et al.
2000), recent articles by Redmond and Spencer (2006; Spencer 2007) expand
misrepresentarions of our work and require a response,

Redmond and Spencer (2006; Spencer 2007) cite the results of the reconnais-
sance by DeCicco and Brockington (1956) to argue thar cream wares at San Fran-
cisco de Arriba were identical o those from Monte Albin, H.:&nmu.bm an imperial
takeover. Workinger { 2002:355}, however, recovered only a single redeposited
cream-ware sherd during six months of survey and excavarion. In the minds of
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some researchers, cream wares appear to be the new gray wares, [t was _..\rm latter
pottery that was once claimed to mark the Hmnlno&& extent of zowﬁm va_.;s Q(TT_
cus and Flannery 1996), vet because of its ubiquity in Oaxaca during the mnsﬁnm
Formative Period, that argument has fallen out of favor. ORWB wares, on the other
hand, were manufactured only in Atzompa, a site a few _ﬁr.ugmnmww m.omﬂ Monte
Albdn in the Valley of Oaxaca, and are distinguished by n_wm: mm_&mwm&_w .ﬂmnswma
and compositional chemistry {Joyce et al. 2006:582). Their presence in high fre-
quencies would suggest strong ties with the Zapotecs at Monte Albin. |
While San Francisco de Arriba has been singled out for wawﬂnn conquest or
colonization (Marcus and Flannery 1996), highland archaeologists have no:m_M
tently ignored the site’s larger social and Muo:nnm.H context ﬁ.mo_. example, zmnm:m m_w: :
Flannery 1996:201). San Francisco de Arriba is anﬁ.ﬁ. in a secondary va ey bu
shares ceramic and architectural styles, sources of obsidian, and _.uwﬁmmnsm. of inter-
regional interaction with other sites in the lower Rio Verde Valley, including O.mnmo
de la Cruz and Rio Viejo. Spencer (2007:68—69) suggests n_‘.»mn the scale of the
excavations and survey might have caused Workinger ro miss nvm nnmmzf.équ
sherds at San Francisco de Arriba, The 124 m3 of mxnmwmﬁnn_ material méoHrEm.mﬁ
2002:97) should, however, reveal a far more representative sample wrm: the mmww .MUE
sherds (including four purported cream wares) from surface nO.:mnﬂczm ﬁTm&n M M
cco and Brockington (1956:56) made over the course .om. a mm(.,q days and w mm
Spencer {2007) favors over Workinger's (2002) dissertation project. zwﬂﬂéwn the
survey of the Rio San Francisco valley encompasses only a portion of the mnmﬂ,
152-km? full-coverage regional survey ( Joyce 2003). Valiey of Omxmnw cream s.mnmw_
were not found in surface collections at other sites in the lower Rio Verde, an
extensive excavations at Cerro de la Cruz and Rio Viejo have recovered only three
imported cream-ware rim sherds from unmixed deposits out of a rotal of 7,781
rims, for a proportion of 0.0004 {compare with m%msnm.n Moown nm_u._m 3.1). N
DeCicco and Brockington (1956:55), in consultation with highland are LM\
ologist John Paddock, describe the cream-ware sherds m.onw Mm: Tmsﬁwmoq.w
Arriba as fitting “perfectly in the classification of Monte Alban.” Spencer A
assumes that these sherds were from vessels imported from LPﬂNoQ.%P while EM
find the wording of DeCicco and Brockingron (1956:55) to be ambiguous. Base
on the illustrated examples in DeCicco and Brockington @ommwmﬂv they s:_wnm
likely referring to what we call fine brown wares in the lower Rio <mme Val mm
ceramic typology (Joyce 1991:130-132; Workinger 2002:255). The illustrate
sherds do not resemble the cream wares found in the Valley of QOaxaca (Caso et
al. 1967:44-49). Indeed, the cream-ware designation appears to rmqn Ummnw
applied to a wide range of ceramic pastes during the coastal reconnaissance o

DeCicco and Brockington (1956). DeCicco and Brockingron {(1956) distinguish
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between fine and coarse cream wares and report collecting fine cream wares from
the site of Cerro de los Pijaros, 5 km southwest of San Francisco de Arriba, where
they included examples painted wich polychrome decoration (DeCicco and
Brockington 1956:64), More recent investigators in the lower Verde have classi-
tied this type of paste as a locally made fine brown ware {Leyine 2007:257-268).
Coarse cream wares most likely refer to our coarse brown wares, which are tem-
pered with large inclusions of granodiorite, the local bedrock (compare with
DeCicco and Brockingron 1956: lim. V; Joyce er al. 1998: figs. 2.7, 2.8). We
believe that this may have led Paddock to mistakenly label them as cream wares.

Redmond and Spencer {2006:376; Spencer 2007) continue to cite and
expand upon Balkansky's (1998) erroneous interpretation of Late Formative
burials from Structure 1 at Cerro de la Cruz as a massacre, despite clear evidence
that the burials had been interred in a communal cemetery used over the course
of ar least several generations (see Joyce 1991, 1994, 2003; Joyce et al. 1998). For
example, Balkansky (2001:560) states thar “the still-articalared bodies, moreover,
are piled together in rooms without apparent disturbance,” and Redmond and
Spencer (2006:376) claim that the burials from Cerro de la Cruz were found
lying on the uppermost floor of Structure 1. Published descriptions of the
stratigraphy clearly show thar the burials were interred beneath the uppermost
two floors of Structure 1 (Joyce 1991:213-214; 1994:158; Joyce et al. 1998:65).
Balkansky (1998) and Spencer {2007) also ignore considerable evidence for
sequential intentional interments in Structure 1 as well as in other burials on the
terrace on which Structure 1 was built (Joyce 1991, 1994, 2005; Joyce et al.
1998). The burials in Structure 1 included articulated primary interments ori-
ented within 10 degrees of the cardinal directions, and disturbed and/or second-
ary burials (Figure 1.6). There were frequent instances of later burials having
truncated earlier ones, showing that they were interred over a significant period
of time, probably several generations. An analysis from the southern half of
Structure 1, where stratigraphic relationships among burials could be clearly dis-
cerned, indicates that there were between 6 and 21 separate burial events (Joyce
1991:732-739). Likewise, Spencer’s (2007:70) discussion of nine individuals
interred one on top of the other along a secrion of the wall retaining the terrace
on which Strucrure 1 was built omits the evidence of stratigraphic breaks and
disturbances of earlier burials, which demonstrates thar these mnterments
involved six distiner burial events over a significant period (some were multiple
interments; Joyce 1991:252-253, 339340, 740-744).

Osteological analyses of the Cerro de Ja Cruz material have failed to yield evi-
dence of traumatic wounds (Alexander Chriscensen, personal communication
2001; Joyce 1991: appendix 1). It is also puzzling as to why these researchers
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later intermenis

Disturbed and/or secondary burials

FIGURE 1.6. Plan of Strucrure 1 cemetery at Cerro de la Cruz, showing primary

and secondary interments as well as skeletons disturbed by larer burials,

(Balkansky 2001:560; Spencer 2007:69-70) believe that the absence of grave

goods, the large number of interments, an age profile consisting almost entirely of
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adules, and evidence of “intensive funerary activity” are inconsistent with a ceme-
tery. Late/ Terminal Formative burials found throughour the lower Ric Verde Val-
ley rarely have grave offerings (see Barber 2005; Joyce 1991, 1999). Large num-
bers of interments and incensive fanerary activities seem to us to be defining
characteristics of cemeteries. Joyce (1991:255; 1994:158;7Joyce et al. 1998:65)
estimares the rate of interment in Structure 1 to have been one every 3.7 years,
which does nort seem unusual for a communal cemetery. The age profile of the
Cerro de la Cruz cemetery, with its preponderance of adults, is consistent with
other Formative cemeteries in Qaxaca and suggests that only people who had
reached adulthood were allowed to be inzerred in the cemetery (see Joyce 1991;
255; 1994:158; Joyce et al. 1998:65). Redmond and Spencer (2006:376; Spencer
2007) also ignore the late Terminal Formative cemetery excavated by Barber
(2005) at Yugie in the lower Rio Verde Valley, demonstrating a long-term tradi-
tion in the use of communal cemeteries (see Barber and Joyce 2007).

Spencer (2007:70-71) further suggests that there is “considerable evidence
for burning” associated with Strucrure 1, implying that the building may have
been destroyed in an attack. While floors associated with three of the five build-
ing phases of Structure 1 exhibited burned patches (ranging from 0.3 t0 1,5 m?2),
and there were remains of one fired adobe and small quanticies of burned daub
(Joyce 1991:182-183, 297-299), we view these data as berrer explained by
cooking and/or che burning of incense associared with mortuary ceremonies,
rather than by the destruction of the building by fire (compare Spencer 1982:
70). Spencer (2007:70-71) further obfuscares matters when he argues that
“[s]everal areas of charcoal are located as features on the plan of Structure 1;
some appear much too large and irregular to have been simple hearths (Joyce,
Winter, and Mueller 1998: fig. 3.3}. One of these large charcoal concentrations
is Elemento 1" Elemento or Feature 1, however, i clearly described by Joyce
(1994:152) as a large hearth “containing deposits of burned wood, ash, and fire-
altered rock” that was intruded 30 to 40 cm into the patjo (that is, Feature 1 was
not found in Structure 1). Structure 1 was part of an architectural complex on
the uppermost terrace at Cerro de la Cruz thar also included a granite flagstone
patio, three storerooms (Structures 2-4), and a possible residence (Strucrure 5).
We assert that the patio, large hearth (Feature 1), storerooms, and cemetery were
part of a public area where communal mortuary ceremonies and ritual feasting
were carrted out. Spencer {2007:71) is also incorrect when he writes that Cerro
de fa Cruz was largely abandoned at the end of the Late Formarive, since survey
data show an increase in settlement from 1.0 ha in the Late Formative to 1.5 ha
in the Terminal Formaive. and excavations exposed numerous Terminal Forma-
tive features (Joyce 1991:236-240),
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Given the evidence (for example, Barber 2005; Barber and Joyce 2007; Joyce
1991, 1994, 1999, 2003; Joyce et al. 1998; Levine 2002; Workinger 2002),3 we
find it highly unlikely that the lower Verde region was subjugated by ?.Ho:ﬁm
Albén via large-scale conquest and/or colonization or that Zapotecs escablished
an administrative center in the region (see Smith and Montiel 2001:270 for a
concurring opinion), We leave open the possibility that the lower Verde may Tm.sm
been involved in less intensive and less archaeologically visible forms of conflict
that could have occasionally involved Monte Alban, although there are no n.EE as
yet that support this hypothesis, In the next section, we consider m_ﬁnanmzwmm n.o
the conquest state model in the Valley of Oaxaca, where we agree thar there is evi-

‘dence for warfare.

ALTERNATIVES TO LARGE-SCALE CONQUEST WARFARE

Regardless of one’s position in relation to the debare over Monte >.:uw: imperial-
ism, the focus has been on evidence of territorial conquest, including large-scale
military acrions and the establishment of administrative and military garrisons ro
maintain control of subjugated provinces. Few researchers have considered the
possibility that Late/Terminal Formative Period warfare "..: Quaxaca may have
been variable ir: scale, intensity, and impacr, like the patterns found wich Azrec and
Maya polities. In fact, ic is instructive to keep in mind thar rerritorial conquest fol-
lowed by long-term political domination of the subjugated Rmﬂw was rare in the
Maya Lowlands and even in the case of the much larger and B_Tnmﬂm« organized
Aztec empire. Such domination would have been extremely costly in rerms of
both [abor and the resources necessary to maintain garrisoned troops.
Alternative interpretations of the Oaxacan dara suggest a more varied parrern
of conflict. For example, Spencer and Redmond (2001; Spencer 2003) have con-
vincingly argued thar the site of El Mogote in the southern arm of the Qaxaca Val-
ley was artacked and its main plaza partially burned by Monte Alb4n ca. w.oo m.h.
The site center was then relocated to a more defensible position ar the site of El
Palenque, and a defensive wall was built, although the majority of the populace
remained outside the wall ar El Mogote. Spencer and Redmond {2001) show how
archirecture and ceramics at both sites continued o diverge from patterns seen at
Monte Alban for at least two more centuries, suggesting that the area continued
to resist incorporation into the Zapotec polity. At ca. 20 B.C. the El Palenque site
center was burned and the site abandoned, again apparently as the result of an
attack by Monte Alban. By focusing on these instances of abandonment and
destruction, it appears as if warfare were [arge-scale and “relencless.” On the other
hand, the fact that the inhabitants of Ei Mogote and El Palenque were able to hold
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our for a least 300 years against the much larger polity of Monte Albén indicates
that warfare may not always have been so large-scale, destructive, and relentless.
Monte Albdn was more than six times the size of the combined El Mogote/El
Palenque site, and estimates suggest that almost 70 percent of the valley's popula-
tion was concentrated near Monte Albin during the Late Formative. If warfare
involved large armies, including both nobles and commoners, it is unlikely that El
Mogote/El Palenque could have held out for such a long period given Monte
Albén's demographic advantage.

The almost 3-km-long wall surrounding much of the main plaza ar Monte
Albin can also be questioned as evidence supporting a model of large-scale war-
fare, During the Late Formative, Monte Albin was home to approximately 15,000
people (Blanton 1978), and there were an estimated 28,500 people living in the
Central and Etfa areas of the Valley of Oaxaca (that is, those under the control of
Monte Albin; Kowalewski 1983). While still not in complete control of the Val-
ley of Oaxaca (see Spencer and Redmond 2001), Monte Albén had no rivals capa-
ble of mounting a serious threar if warfare involved che kinds of large-scale
engagements envisioned by some scholars. Conversely, by controlling the flow of
people into the city, the wall could still have served a defensive function as long as
warfare was restricred to the nobility and was more rule-based (see Orr and
Koontz, this volume, Introduction) than the kind of all-out aggression fought by
large-scale professional armies envisioned by Marcus, Flannery, Spencer, and oth-
ers. If wars were fought by smaller forces intent not on terricorial conquest but on
the taking of elite captives and the destruction of important political and religious
buildings, then Monte Alb4n's nobilicy might still have faced significant threats
that were discouraged and/or defended against through construction of a defen-
sive wall around the site center, Rather than being solely defensive, the wall may
also have been designed to control the flow of people from surrounding commu-
nities into the site during important ceremonies or for economic activitjes (Blan-
ton 1978:52). The wall might then embody some degree of tension berween
Monre Albin's nobility and commoners wirhin the poliey. It is possible thar the
wall also embodied ideological messages by underscoring the idea of an externa)
threas, real or imagined (Joyce and Winter 1996). For Mississippian chiefdoms of
the American Southeast, Anderson (1994} indicates that the concinual warfare
recounted by the members of the De Soto expedition may have been a too! used
to reinforce elite status and enhance their ability to conzrol by effectively circum-
scribing the commoner population, The leadership at Monte Albin during the
Formative may have taken the same approach to conflict, using it to secure their
elevated status as much as a means of rerritorial expansion. Of course, the wall
probably was used for a variety of purposes, which changed chrough time. At pres-

ent, the history of the construction and use of the wall is known c.n:\ from survey
and a single test trench (Blanton 1978:52); future research might support or
refute some of these alternatives. S
The iconographic dara from Monte Albdn can be interpreted as F.nnrnmﬁﬂm
variation in militarism. Stylistic and stratigraphic analyses of the Building L-sub
monuments and the carved slabs set into the foundations of Building | mro.wq lq.m.n
they overlapped in time as coherent iconographic programs prior to their dis-
mantling at the end of the Formative (Scotr 1978a; Urcid 1994, Noom.v. .Hrm
Dainzii ballplayers also overlap in time with the Building L-sub and Building |
carvings. Late/ Terminal Formative Period iconography therefore seems £ fore-
ground different elements of conflict. The Building | cablecs are ::m_._uwmﬁ.mm_ as
representations of conquered places, some apparently including the decapirared
head of the site’s ruler. The Building L-sub and Dainzi monumencs focus more
on individuals than on conquered places. At least four and perhaps most of ﬁ_.._m
Building L-sub monuments represent sacrificial victims, presurmably .nmmuncnm& in
battle. As argued by Orr (1997, 2003), the Dainzii monuments depict one-on-
one confrontations involving ritual combar, with victorious ballplayers dominat-
ing defeated ones. The Dainzi ballplayers are elaborately actired .Eﬁ probably
represent nobles who were sacrificed once they had been defeated 5. 22‘5._ com-
bat in the context of the ballgame. Since the ballplayers in the Dainza images
appear on place signs, they may also have been associated with competing poli-
ties and might represent conflict analogous to Maya ax events. zowﬂﬁmbw .H.,RE
at Monte Alban, which does not appear to belong to either the original Building
L-sub or the Building J program, depicts a ruler of Monte >Fws in &.gm act of
decapiration sacrifice (Urcid and Winter 2003). In addirion, while me :..Hm.%nm-
tation of the Building ] carvings as documencts of conquest is plausible, it is not
clear that the “victories” referenced on the tablets were territorial in narure. The
different carved elements in the Building ] slabs mighe reflect variation in nvm
intensity and scale of combat, perhaps analogous to the m.x and nm.m:wnm events in
the Maya Lowlands. It is also possible that the tablets from Building J are :.on
militaristic, but insread celebrate political or economic alliances or memorialize

dead warriors ( Javier Utcid, personal communication 2006).

CONCLUSIONS

Based on the comparative data from other regions of Mesoamerica as well as on .ﬂrm
archaeological and iconographic record from Oaxaca, we question érm&mn tecrito-
rial conquest was the only form of warfare and whether it was as pervasive as Mar-
cus, Flannery, and others have argued. The conquest staze model’s singular focus on
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frequent, large-scale warfare brings to mind Payson Sheets’s (2003) cautions
against an overreliance on modern Wesrern conceptions of warfare and terricorial

lower Rio Verde Valley were conquered and administered by Monte Albin {Red-
mond and Spencer 2006; Spencer 2003) despite 20 years of field research thar has
found no evidence ro support such a claim (Joyce 2003; Workinger 2002),
Current models of warfare in Formative Oaxaca are also heavily evolutionist,
arguing that peaceful Archaic forager farmers gave rise to agricultural villages
with low-intensity raiding, and then raiding intensified with che advent of chief-
doms and gave rise to full-scale war and imperialistic conquest with the rise of the
state (Flannery and Marcus 2003; Redmond and Spencer 2006; Spencer 2003;

Spanish Conquest; mﬁ.nrmmohommmnm have cited early colonial ethnohistories,
ularly the writings of Fray Francisco de Burgoa (1989a, 1989b}, in arguing for
this type of intensive, large-scale conquest warfare at the time of the conquest. [t
seems as if the Monte Alban conquest state model suggests that
tion leads inexorably roward modern, Western forms of warfare,

Yet a closer reading of Burgoa’s writings suggests a similar range of variability in
Qaxacan warfare practices at the time of the conquest, as has been indicated for pre-
Hispanic Aztec and Maya polities. In addition ro mentioning instances of conquest
warfare involving“fuego y sangre” (fire and blood), he also states that “the motives for
wars, generally among the Indians, were not pillaging or taking of ribyre, they were
only occasions for fighting and vengeance” (Burgoa 1989a: 376; also see Dahlgren
1990:154--160; translation by the authors). This is very similar to ethnohistoric
reports of conflict from rhe southeastern United Stares; “Almost all the provinces
that these Spaniards traversed were at war with each other. . . . One should know
that this was not a conflicr of force with an organized army ot with pitched battles,
EXCEpt in rare instances, or a conflict instigated by the lust and ambition of some

lords to seize the estares of others” (Vega in Anderson 1994:65). Likewise, Mary
Elizabeth Smith identifies theee variants of the Late Poscelassic Mixtec glyph for
conquest, perhaps suggesting variation in conflict (Smith 1973:33-34),

In considering the comparative data on pre-Columbian warfare in Meso-
america as well as the archaeological and ethnoh;
question whether intensive, [arge-scale conquest

partic-

cultural evolu-

storic evidence from Qaxaca, we
wartare was as important or fre-
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ichi i edi 5 ing the Ouaxa-
ire, subjugating weak polities within and immediately vFHnncF%&Q g 9 ,
o Vil n 1di is : ; as Marcus
ca M\.m:wv‘ and perhaps at times raiding more distant areas. MJm.mm , parc
. i o L.
(1992a:353) caurions, “We have perhaps overlooked the Emﬁ_ Fmsmm "
| it i i tect them
i i t is more difficult to de
i ca), partly because i ;
scale raids [in Mesoamerica], . U 0 detect them
ed Aztec imperial exp
. tly because we have us . as th
archaeologically, and par . eril expangon 1 the
i act of other kin
i ’ by which we evaluarte the imp .
ideal model or standard by oo mit
i ing, it 1 that Qaxacan archaeolog
ivity 1 d of this warning, it is clear
tary activity. Taking hee . O hacologiss
U\m to consider a broader range of warfare practices, similar to wh
nee

found in other regions of Mesoamerica.
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i arent reading.
i thar resist such a transp
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2 Urcid (personal communication 2006) argues that the toponym from the Codex Mendoza

thar Marcus used in the idencification of Tabler 43 was actually from Miahuapan, a trib-
utary town in the province of Tuxpan, northern Veracruz. This calls into question Mar-
cuss identification of Miahuatlin, the valley south of the Oaxaca Valley.

Our work in the lower Rio Verde Valley has now included 22 yeats of field research,
including a regional m&_.noﬁnmmo survey over 152 km? that has recorded 85 sites, and a
nonsystematic reconnaissance over the entire region. Spencer {2007:68) omits the fact
that Workinger's (2002) survey around San Franeisco de Arriba was part of a larger full-
coverage regional survey of the lower Rio Verde Valley. The regional survey in the lower
Rio Verde uses the same methods as full-coverage surveys in the Oaxacan Highlands,
including a reliance on opportunistic samples (for example, Balkansky 2002:29; Blanton
er al. 1982:7-8). Detailed topographic maps have been made for major Late/Terminal
Formative sites like Réo Viejo (250 ha rotal site area), San Francisco de Atriba {92 ha),
and Cerro del Chivo (29 ha). Major horizontal and/or block excavations have been car-
vied our at five Lare/Terminal Formative sites, with tesr excavarions ar another eighc sites
from this period.

[n a recent article, Spencer and his colleagues (2008:337-338) leave room for more var-
ied forms of interaction berween Monte Albin and surrounding regions, although they
emphasize the model of territorial conquest.
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CHAPTER 2

WARRIOR QUEENS
AMONG THE CLASSIC MAYA

Kathryn Reese-Taylor, Peter Mathews,
Julia Guernsey, and Marlene Fritzler

he importance of women in Maya society is no longer in question. Recent

~H4 studies have highlighted the important toles played by women, particular-

ly those in the royal courts (Ardren 2002; Joyce 2000). Not only were alliances

berween kingdoms solidified by marriage to royal women, but royal women occa-

sionally ruled kingdoms in their own right {Bell 2002; Josserand 2002; Schele

and Mathews 1991). Furthermore, queens were often ambassadors for their
respective kingdoms (Freidel and Guenter 2003; Schele and Mathews 1991},

. A case in point is recounted in the hieroglyphic inscriptions from a panel
attributed to the site of Sak Nikee' (La Corona), which record the arrival of three
royal women from the Kaan kingdom to this small center, the fitst in 520, the sec-
ond in 679, and the final in 721.1 The earliest queen and the final queen ro arrive
at Sak Nikee' are portrayed in the imagery on the relief carving (Freidel and
Guenter 2003; Martin 2008) (Figure 2.1). Ix ? Naah EK?2 the first Kaan queen
and wife of Tuun Kab' Hiix, stands in a battle palanquin formed by a large stand-
ing jaguar.® Ix Ti)% the wife of an unknown Sak Nikre' ruler and the daughrer of
Yuknoom Took Kawiil, stands in a palanquin crowned by a watery serpent. The

-'panel, commissioned to commemorate the arrival of Ix T1, uses the earlier arrivals

“to contextualize this important royal visit. Texts describing all of the women refer

to their husbands and include parallel parentage statements identifying both their
thers and mochers, royal couples from the Kaan polity (Martin 2008)
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