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Abstract

Of the many items that were traded throughout the Postclassic (A.D. 850/900-1350) Aztatlan network, obsidian was perhaps the most
prevalent. In this study, large assemblages of obsidian from five Aztatlan centers on the coastal plain are discussed: San Felipe Aztatan,
Chacalilla, Amapa, Coamiles, and Peilitas. In total, over 12,000 obsidian artifacts were analyzed macroscopically and through handheld
portable X-ray fluorescence. The results of these analyses illustrate regional patterns of obsidian use that appear consistent across the
coastal plain. Generally, only three obsidian sources were used with frequency. The most proximal source was utilized for generalized
reduction and probably acquired directly, while more distant obsidians from the Jalisco highlands are commonly found in the form of
prismatic blades. These trends in obsidian use indicate an increase in source diversity concurrent with the development of the Aztatlan
trade networks despite the local availability of quality obsidians. Finally, synchronic patterns of source distribution further indicate that
sources were unevenly distributed as certain individuals likely had greater access to imported blades. In conclusion, this large study
provides a regional perspective of obsidian use in Western Mexico on the coastal plain and showcases the pervasiveness of the obsidian
trade during the Postclassic.

INTRODUCTION dominated the region of Michoacdn (Healan 1997; Herndndez and
Healan 2008; Pollard 1972, 1993; Pollard et al. 2001; Rebnegger
2010). Yet, in regards to the Aztatlan tradition further to the west,
there have been comparatively fewer studies. There, high-quality
obsidian conducive to blade making is readily available at many
sources (Glascock et al. 2010). Nonetheless, we know obsidian to
have been traded extensively, even to settlements that had access
to nearby sources. As such, by studying the ubiquitous obsidian
consumption and its patterns of use, we can better understand the
cultural dynamics of Western Mexico and subsequently compare
these patterns to broader Mesoamerica.

In an exceptionally exhaustive study, Stark et al. (2016) recently
reviewed obsidian usage across the entirety of Mesoamerica. Their
study included 68 sites stretching from Nayarit to Guatemala, with
dates ranging from the Initial Formative (2000-1500 B.C.) to the
Late Postclassic (A.D. 1350—1521). They identified trends in obsid-
ian usage that were generally similar from one site to the next. These
patterns include an increase in blade importation and more wide-
spread distribution within sites as costs were reduced through
more efficient reduction techniques over time and the advent of
broader trade networks. They also identified some variation,
however, between sites large enough to warrant further study.
Though their exhaustive work did well to summarize obsidian
usage for Mesoamerica, there is yet much to learn. West Mexico
(and the coastal plain in particular) was on the periphery of
Mesoamerica, and people there had less interaction with the cultural
centers in central Mexico where prototypical Mesoamerican cultural
traits were widespread. In these peripheral regions, should we expect
patterns of obsidian use and consumption similar to those noted by
E-mail correspondence to: daniel.pierce @u-bordeaux-montaigne.fr Stark et al. (2016) elsewhere? Given the widespread market
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Given its symbolic and utilitarian value, obsidian was perhaps the
most significant material in the Mesoamerican cultural suite.
The production and trade of obsidian may have even been one of
the key factors in the economic and sociopolitical power at
Teotihuacan, Tula, and Tenochtitlan, for example, due to the asso-
ciated transport costs and the skill required in the production of
quality blades (Sanders and Santley 1983). As is evident there
and elsewhere, the study of obsidian can be a critical resource for
understanding cultures across Mesoamerica. To these ends, archae-
ologists have expended great effort in the study of obsidian and there
is no shortage of inquiry into its usage, production, and distribution.

Indeed, obsidian is found at nearly every Mesoamerican
site. Natural obsidian outcrops are abundant in many parts of
Mesoamerica, but especially in West Mexico. Most sites in the
Maya highlands, for example, feature one or all of three obsidian
sources in variable amounts from El Chayal, Ixtepeque, and San
Martin Jilotepeque (Braswell 2003, 2013; Daniels and Braswell
2013; Haines and Glascock 2012; Harbottle et al. 1999;
Moholy-Nagy et al. 1984), while the vast majority of obsidian
found in the lowland Maya region is from El Chayal (Silva de la
Mora 2018). In central Mexico, Sierra de Pachuca and Otumba
obsidians were the most common sources exploited and constituted
a significant portion of the market economy (Aoyama 2015;
Carballo et al. 2007; Johnson 2016; Levine 2015b; Moholy-Nagy
et al. 2013; Santley 1984; Silva de la Mora 2018; Spence 1981,
1996; Sharer 1983). Elsewhere, the Ucarero-Zinapécuaro source
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economy of the Postclassic Aztatlan tradition, a regional study of
obsidian use along the coastal plain can not only compare this
peripheral region to the heart of Mesoamerica, but can also
provide a better understanding of West Mexican obsidian use at a
multiscalar level.

The necessity of specialized craftspeople (Clark 1982, 2003a,
2007; Titmus and Clark 2003) for blade production and their possi-
ble absence at specific sites may have played a role in the necessary
trade of prismatic blades in the past. But other factors likely also
affected obsidian distribution, including the tasks for which a
particular source was utilized, transport cost, rarity, the social and
economic relationships facilitated through its exchange, and the
symbolic power of a particular source (Hayden 1998; Pierce
2017b; Quinn 2015; Saunders 2001, 2004; see Levine and
Carballo’s [2015] volume for particular focus on this topic).
While we do have some indication which sources were used in
Western Mexico based upon previous studies (Darling 1993;
Darras 2012; Liot 2006, 2007; Pierce 2015a, 2017a, 2017b;
Reveles 2005; Soto de Arachevaleta 1982; Spence et al. 2002;
Weigand and Spence 1982), a comprehensive study comprised of
an array of sites along the coastal plain can be particularly informa-
tive in better understanding how Western Mexico obsidian use com-
pares to broader Mesoamerican trends.

In this study, over 12,000 obsidian artifacts have been analyzed
from numerous sites along the coastal plain, 3,867 of which were
previously sourced by Ohnersorgen et al. (2012). These analyses
contribute to the identification of patterns in source usage through
time and across space within a regional context. The total collection
includes assemblages from five major Aztatlan sites that peaked in
the Early /Middle Postclassic (A.D. 900-1350): San Felipe Aztatan,
Coamiles, Chacallila, Amapa, and Peiiitas. The focus is on deter-
mining the source of these artifacts including formal tools, blades,
and debitage and identifying synchronic and diachronic variation
in use. Using portable X-ray fluorescence (pXRF), provenance
was established for nearly all of the specimens. From these
results, site-specific and regional diachronic and synchronic patterns
in obsidian usage were then identified. Subsequently, obsidian
usage by the Aztatlan culture during this crucial period of West
Mexican prehistory is clarified.

BACKGROUND
Obsidian in Ancient Mesoamerica

Throughout much of Mesoamerica, obsidian was the material of
choice for stone tool production due to its functional advantages
over other flaked stone materials such as chert. Its unique genesis
results in a general lack of inclusions (Shackley 2005), which facil-
itates easy and predictable crack propagation. These characteristics
make it an ideal raw material for producing most kinds of flaked
stone tools. Obsidian is typically black in color with hints of second-
ary hues dependent upon the chemistry. Most famously, the well-
known green obsidian of Sierra de Pachuca (also referred to as
Sierra de las Navajas) is commonly found throughout Mesoamerica
and was highly sought after due to its excellent quality and unique
color (Levine 2015a; Miller and Taube 1993; Ponomarenko 2004;
Santley 1984; Spence 1981). Studies have indicated that the slight
variation in hues, opacity, and textures can often be visible indicators
of the precise volcanic source from which the artifact originated, with
enough familiarity of the researcher (Braswell et al. 2004; Carpio
Rezzio 1993; McKillop 1995; Pierce 2015a, 2017b; Rebnegger
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2010; Sanchez Polo 1991). As such, pre-contact users of obsidian
may have been cognizant of its place of origin based upon appearance
alone.

Though a variety of types of obsidian artifacts exist, the focus of
this study is prismatic blades, formal tools, and the resulting debris
from the manufacture of both. Prismatic blades are a hallmark of
Mesoamerican archaeology. They are unparalleled in their sharp-
ness and can be efficiently created with minimal waste once the
core is prepared (Healan 2009). The knowledge and skill required
to produce them, however, is greater than is needed for the percus-
sive techniques of generalized reduction for bifacial tool production
(Love 1999). For this reason, prismatic blade production would have
most likely required trained specialists (Anderson and Hirth 2009;
Boksenbaum et al. 1987; Clark 1987; Jackson and Love 1991,
Love and Jackson 1998; Tabares et al. 2005). These unifacial
blades are produced using a pressure flaking technology that is
highly efficient in terms of raw material use and results in an
exhausted core with minimal waste (Flenniken and Hirth 2003).
Toribio de Benavente Motolinia, sixteenth-century Spanish missoi-
nary, left a first-hand account of prismatic blade production that he
had witnessed: “First they get out a knife stone (obsidian core)
which is black like jet and 20 cm or slightly less in length, and
they make it cylindrical and as thick as the calf of the leg, and
they place the stone between the feet, and with a stick apply force
to the edges of the stone, and at every push they give, a little
knife springs off with its edges like those of a razor” (Motolinfa
1950:79). Based on these descriptions, many have attempted to
understand and replicate traditional prismatic blade production tech-
niques (Clark 1982, 1985; Crabtree 1968; Hester et al. 1971; Hirth
2003; Taube 1991), resulting in a thorough understanding of
Mesoamerican blade production by modern scholars.

The plate tectonics produced by the convergence of the Sierra
Madre Occidental and the Trans Mexican Volcanic Belt have
created an active volcanic zone across southeastern Nayarit, north-
western Jalisco, and southern Zacatecas resulting in an abundance
of obsidian sources in the region. To date, at least 26 geochemically
distinct obsidian sources have been identified there. Glascock et al.
(2010) have commented on the relative quality of these West
Mexican obsidian sources and have noted that 13 of these sources
are of excellent quality for tool making. These quality obsidian
sources are widely dispersed and provided West Mexican popula-
tions with a variety of high-quality sources from which to choose
for lithic production (Spence 1996). Archaeologically, most recent
research has focused on the source areas of northwestern Jalisco
and Durango (Darling 1993, 1998; Darling and Hayashida 1995;
Esparza-Lépez 2008; Jiminez and Darling 2000; Tenorio et al.
2015; Trombold et al. 1993; Weigand 1989; Weigand and Spence
1982), but scant research has considered the relationship between
these sources and distribution of obsidian artifacts on the coastal
plain. Similarly, few studies have focused upon the Nayarit
sources (cf. Pierce 2016).

The Aztatlan Tradition: A Brief Overview

The occupation of the western coast of Nayarit and Jalisco had
begun by at least the Late Archaic period (ca. 2500-1200 B.C.),
and continued uninterrupted until the Spanish entrada (Mountjoy
2000; Scott and Foster 2000). By the Early and Middle
Postclassic (A.D. 900-1350), the Pacific coast of Nayarit, Jalisco,
and southern Sinaloa emerged as the core of the far-reaching
Aztatlan tradition encompassing most of northwestern Mexico,
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including parts of modern Guerrero, Colima, Jalisco, Nayarit,
Sinaloa, Zacatecas, Durango, Sonora, Michoacdn, and Chihuahua
(Figure 1; Evans 2004). Trade became one of the defining character-
istics of Aztatlan culture as items were traded as far north as the
southwestern United States (Foster 1999; Kelley 1995; Mathien
and McGuire 1986; Mountjoy 2001; VanPool et al. 2008). While
interaction with central Mexico (e.g., Teotihuacan) is evident as
early as A.D. 200 (Beekman 2010; Jiminez Betts 2018; Nicholson
and Quinones-Keber 1994; Pierce 2017b; Smith and Heath-Smith
1980), the increasing interaction led to the spread of many diagnos-
tic Mesoamerican traits, including mound and plaza construction,
into West Mexico by the Early Postclassic (Carpenter 1996;
Meighan 1976). Aztatlan pottery reflects stylistic elements that par-
allel the Postclassic International Style (also called the
Mixteca-Puebla style), examples of which are found throughout
Mesoamerica after spreading from Cholula and the Valley of
Mexico (Nicholson and Quinones-Keber 1994; Smith and
Heath-Smith 1980). The notable concurrent increase in other
Mesoamerican traits such as ballcourts, codex-style ceramics, and
feathered serpent iconography (Carpenter 1996; Mathiowetz
2018a) is a further indication of the great population movement of
the Epiclassic and Early Postclassic (Jiminez Betts 2018) coinciding
with the decline of Teotihuacan.

At the heart of the Aztatlan tradition, several important regional
centers arose during the Early and Middle Postclassic periods along
the coastal plain, including Amapa (Grosscup 1964, 1976; Meighan
1976), Chacalilla (Ohnersorgen 2004, 2007), Coamiles (Duverger
1998; Gardufio Ambriz 2006, 2013), and San Felipe Aztatan
(Gamez Eternod and Garduiio Ambriz 2003; Garduiio Ambriz 2007,
Gardufio Ambriz and Gamez Eternod 2005; Pierce 2015a), as well
as several secondary sites (Mountjoy 2000). This region features a
rich and diverse ecosystem of abundant marine and terrestrial resources
that supported large populations at numerous sites and allowed for
effective agriculture (Beekman 2010; Beltran 2000). Material culture
at these sites typically includes common pottery types (e.g., Tuxpan
Red-on-Buff, Botadero Incised, and polychromes of the Cerritos,
Mangos, and Iguanas types), flat Mazapan-style figurines, clay
pipes, incised spindle whorls, cylindrical stamps, shell jewelry,
copper goods, urn burials, and countless obsidian tools and debitage
(Ekholm 1942; Foster 2001; Glassow 1967; Kelly 1938; Mathiowetz
2011; Mountjoy 2000, 2001; Publ 1985, 1990). Sites also commonly
contain many mounds, platforms, plazas, and ballcourts, as well as
stone architectural features in some instances.

Most research in Postclassic West Mexico has sought to suc-
cinctly characterize the Aztatlan complex culturally, place it tempo-
rally and/or spatially, and account for its widespread occurrence
(Bell 1971; Carpenter 1996; Ekholm 1942; Foster 1986, 1999;
Grosscup 1964; Kelley 1995, 2000; Kelly 1938, 1939, 1945;
Mountjoy 1990, 2000, 2001; Sauer and Brand 1932; Scott and
Foster 2000). One of the chief conclusions is that there is consider-
able variation among sites in their manifestations of Aztatlan traits.
This supposition may be a product of the very nature of how we
define the Aztatlan. Unlike other Mesoamerican traditions, the
Aztatlan tradition served as a “veneer,” which simply supplemented
rather than supplanted existing local cultural traditions with an
overlay of common Aztatlan traits (Foster 1999:156; Kelley
2000). In other words, this tradition was not politically or econom-
ically centralized as a monolith, but was instead a loose conglomer-
ate of locales that shared an array of cultural characteristics to a
varying degree (Blanton et al. 1996; Jiminez Betts 2018; Lekson
1999; Mountjoy 2000; Publ 1986; VanPool et al. 2008;
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Wallerstein 1974). Trade is one method in which these “mutually
understood ideological concepts and a common symbolic
grammar” (Spence 2000:259) could have spread throughout the
region. Like with linguistic grammar, cultural grammar is the
shared traits which enable individuals to understand and interact
within a particular social environment (Holliday 2018; Keesing
1974; Wierzbicka 1996). Thus, understanding the material culture
and the trade thereof is critical to the characterization of the
Aztatlan tradition.

Sites Under Study

This study includes the analysis of the obsidian assemblages from
five distinct Aztatlan sites located on the coastal plain of Nayarit
(Figure 1). The sites have vastly different assemblage sizes
(Table 1), but all assemblages are sufficiently large for statistical
sampling. All differences in sample size are a direct result of the
extensiveness of excavation at each site. Complete assemblages
were analyzed in all cases.

San Felipe Aztatan. San Felipe Aztatan was one of the largest
Aztatlan regional centers and a possible production locale for obsid-
ian artifacts (Gardufio Ambriz and Gamez Eternod 2005). Large
waterways connected this area to many key locations further inland.
Historically, these waterways were central corridors of transportation,
trade, and communication that connected the coastal plains to the
highlands of Jalisco, and were similarly used to facilitate trade in
pre-Columbian times (Cardenas 1996, 1999; Kelley 2000; Sénchez
and Marmolejo 1990; Tenorio et. al 2015). The population of
San Felipe Aztatan reached its zenith during the Cerritos (ca. A.D.
900-1100) and Ixquintla/Taste-Mazatlan phases (ca. A.D.
1100-1350), though moundfill also contains ceramics from earlier
phases. The ceramic-rich collections indicate a long history of occu-
pation reaching back to at least the Late Formative. Nonetheless, the
temporally diagnostic artifacts suggest that the majority of the obsid-
ian collected corresponds to the Classic and Postclassic periods.

Within San Felipe Aztatan, over 100 mounds and structures have
been identified thus far (Garduiio Ambriz 2007; Sauer and Brand
1932; Zepeda and Fajardo 1999), the largest of which stands at
least nine meters in height (Gardufio Ambriz 2007; Gardufio and
Gamez Eternod 2005; Perez et al. 2000). Despite speculation that
this site may represent the remains of the ethnohistorically docu-
mented capital town of the Aztatlan province (Anguiano 1992),
little is known of its cultural past. Rather, excavations have been
mostly limited to salvage projects by the Instituto Nacional de
Antropologia e Historia (INAH) in response to modern development
(Gamez Eternod and Gardufio Ambriz 2003; Garduiio Ambriz 2007;
Gardufio Ambriz and Gamez Eternod 2005).

Excavations at San Felipe Aztatan were conducted in November
and December of 2002 under the direction of INAH archaeologists
Mauricio Gardufio Ambriz and Lorena Gamez Eternod. Four distinct
areas were excavated: (1) Frente Calle Morelos, (2) Frente Calle
Hidalgo, (3) Plataforma Adosado Sur, and (4) Plataforma Oeste
(Figure 2). These areas were selected nonrandomly based upon the
threat of modern destruction and the likelihood of intact subsurface
cultural deposits. The lack of continuous units prevented the use of
consistent excavation levels among the areas. Rather, levels for each
excavation unit were defined using natural stratigraphic breaks and
obvious changes in material culture. In instances where little natural
or cultural change could be observed, levels were typically excavated
using arbitrary 10-20 cm levels. Beyond relative dating of strata, the
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Figure 1. (a) Map of Aztatlan core region (hash lines) including study area (outlined). (b) Location of the five Aztatlan sites discussed in

relation to West Mexican obsidian sources. Maps by the author.

use of diagnostic ceramic artifacts allows for general dating of strata
for sitewide comparisons to address diachronic patterns.

Coamiles. First documented by the Ecole des Hautes Etudies en
Sciences Sociales (EHESS/Paris) during surveys in the 1980s,
Coamiles is a large site left relatively undisturbed by modern devel-
opment (Duverger and Levine 1993). Architecture here appears to
be formally planned into groups of buildings with a well-designed
organization. The site is located on the stepped slopes of Cerro de
Coamiles and is split into four general areas. Certain areas were
likely ceremonially focused while others were relegated to house-
hold use. Approximately 60 kilometers northwest from the

Table 1. Assemblages included in this study.

Sites in Study Sample Size (n=)

San Felipe Aztatan 1,492
Coamiles 4,930
Chacalilla 3,814
Amapa 638
Peiiitas 1,427
Total 12,301
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modern city Tepic, this large site features lush vegetation and abundant
faunal resources. It has direct access to two main rivers, the San Pedro
Mezquital to the north and the Rio Grande Santiago to the south. The
proximity to these two rivers provides abundantly fertile farmland due
to periodic flooding episodes. Its optimal location has even prompted
some to speculate that the community may have controlled the main
Aztatlan trade route to the northwest, as well as the flow of population
and goods across the plain (Gardufio Ambriz 2013).

During the EHESS surveys, an assortment of ceramic vessels
and sherds were collected for the purpose of developing a seriation-
based chronology to be compared to sequences in other areas. These
vessels are embellished with elaborate designs as well as the human
form in the Mixteca-Puebla style (Gardufio Ambriz 2013) in some
cases. A collection of copper artifacts dating to the Early Postclassic
Cerritos phase (A.D. 900-1100) was also collected. Based on the
material culture, Coamiles was occupied continuously from at
least the Early Classic Gavilan phase (A.D. 250-500) to the
Middle Postclassic Ixcuintla phase (A.D. 1100-1350) and beyond.
The bulk of the site’s construction, however, took place during
the Aztatlan horizon in the Cerritos and Ixcuintla phases (A.D.
900-1350; Duverger and Levine 1993). The obsidian sample ana-
lyzed here is a product of the 2005-2009 excavations conducted
by INAH Nayarit. These excavations were intended to focus on
the ceramic distribution using typological cross dating to determine
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Figure 2. Site map of San Felipe Aztatan. Map redrawn after Pierce (2017a).

the timing of various construction events and occupational histories
at the site (Garduiio Ambriz 2013). Other artifacts, however, such as
large amounts of obsidian, were similarly collected through these
non-random stratified excavations.

Chacalilla

Chacalilla is located approximately 10 kilometers north of San Blas,
on the coastal plain of Nayarit covering nearly an entire 2.4 km? vol-
canic hilltop. Of the large Aztatlan regional centers, Chacalilla sits at
the southern extent, near the Rio Zauta where it has nearby access to
the southern extension of the Marismas Nacionales. As with other
Aztatlan sites, resources were plentiful due to its proximity to period-
ically inundated and fertile lowland fields and abundant estuary and
marine resources. Today, the area supports the modemn ejido commu-
nity of the same name, though it is primarily used for shrimp farming
and the commercial growing of fruits (Ohnersorgen 2007).

Chacalilla was first identified by Mountjoy (1970), though not
mapped until 1981 (Guevara Lépez 1981). These early reports
noted many features, including dozens of mounds, a civic ceremonial
zone consisting of three open plazas, sunken patio compounds, and
an I-shaped ballcourt. Artifacts recovered from the site include
large quantities of obsidian, pottery, copper, Mazapan-style figurines,
shell, and bone (Ohnersorgen 2004, 2007). Although obsidian,
including blades, formal tools, and reduction debris, is widespread,
Mountjoy’s (1970) survey at Chacalilla specifically noted the com-
plete absence of any obsidian cores. Subsequent surveys similarly
failed to identify any cores. Though the exact dates are yet
unknown, Chacalilla seems to have peaked with the general
Aztatlan tradition as strata associated with the Early and Middle
Postclassic are the most artifact rich (Michael Ohnersorgen, personal
communication 2008).
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Between 2004 and 2008, Ohnersorgen undertook a large survey
project at Chacalilla in which the entire site was surveyed through
pedestrian transects. During this reconnaissance, his team identified
253 distinct features including 63 mounds, 153 rock alignments, 26
artifact concentrations, and 12 petroglyphs (Ohnersorgen 2007). The
abundance of features and tens of thousands of artifacts recovered
during these surveys is a testament to the large pre-Columbian
population of Chacalilla. He also recognized a clear difference in
architecture across the site indicating what presumably amounts to
socioeconomic inequality in some form. Today, the modern commu-
nity of Chacalilla sits directly on the center of the hilltop and likely
covers a substantial portion of the site, including much of the ceremo-
nial center. Beyond this area, the site radiates to the east, west, and
south.

Amapa

Amapa is perhaps the most well know of the Aztatlan sites due to
the work of Clement Meighan and his team from the University
of California, Los Angeles (UCLA) in 1959 (Meighan 1976).
Located approximately five kilometers from the Rio Grande
Santiago and 19 kilometers from the Pacific coast, Amapa sits on
another resource rich fertile flood plain. The first evidence of per-
manent habitation in the area dates back as far as 2,000 years ago
(Grosscup 1964). But based on diagnostic ceramics, Amapa was
more generally occupied from the Gavilan phase until the Late
Postclassic Santiago phase. As elsewhere along the coastal plain,
Amapa’s peak size and population was reached during the Early
Postclassic Cerritos phase (Meighan 1976). This crest was followed
by an eventual decline in the century directly preceding Spanish contact.

As well as six main mound groups, the site also features a cem-
etery containing over 150 burials, mortuary offerings, and numerous
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caches of artifacts (Bell 1961; Bordaz 1964; Meighan 1976). Upon
excavation, over 200 anthropomorphic and zoomorphic figurines of
various types including Mazapan-style figurines were recovered
(Grosscup 1961). Other ceramic artifacts include beads, whistles,
ear spools, spindle whorls, and pipes (Meighan 1976). Copper arti-
facts are also found in relative abundance, including 99 copper bells
found as mortuary offerings. At Amapa, stone artifacts were found
in particular abundance. Various types of ground stone artifacts as
well as flaking debris and tools of obsidian, chert, and chalcedony
are all common. Unfortunately, during Meighan’s excavation, debit-
age was rarely collected, as was standard practice at the time (Levine
2015a). The small amount of obsidian that Meighan did collect (n =
347) was largely in the form of formal bifacially flaked tools, many
of which are included in this study (n= 114). In 2013, a small
amount of lithic debitage and tools were collected by INAH (n =
459) during the excavation of two wells on the site. Additionally,
17 Amapa polyhedral cores, curated at the Amapa Municipal
Museum (n = 11) and the Sentispec Municipal Museum (n = 6),
can inform us about general blade production at Amapa (Pierce
2015b, 2015c¢). These cores have been donated by local residents,
so their precise in situ context has been lost. Despite the fact that
few blades were ever collected at the site, these cores can still
provide essential clues about which sources were preferred for
blade making at the site. All three of these obsidian collections
(Meighan’s collection, the INAH collection, and the Amapa
cores) are included in this study. Because of the spurious sampling
and collection strategies, however, any conclusions regarding the
spatial or temporal distribution of obsidian are limited. Broad gen-
eralizations about what sources were utilized at Amapa may yet
be appropriate, however.

Pefiitas. Just 10 km north of Amapa and less than five kilometers
from Coamiles is the site of Pefitas. Peiiitas is split into two general
areas (Penitas A and Peiiitas B). Located on the northern side of the
Rio San Pedro, Peiiitas A features a number of mounds ranging in
height from 30 cm to 3 m (Bordaz 1964). Notwithstanding these
mounds, the area is generally flat and is ideal for farming. Pefiitas
B is located 2 km to the southeast, on the southern banks of the
Rio San Pedro and is similarly riddled with mounds.

In Bordaz’s (1964) dissertation, he detailed a ceramic chronol-
ogy for the site based upon the excavations of various mound struc-
tures. His work illustrates a similar developmental trajectory for
Peiiitas as has been observed at other Aztatlan sites (Bordaz
1964). Through a ceramic seriation, Bordaz identified diachronic
shifts in ceramic consumption while revealing evidence for the
development of political complexity coincident with a demographic
and cultural boom that signaled the rise of the Aztatlan tradition
throughout the region (Grosscup 1961).

The obsidian analyzed in the current study was mostly collected
from Mound 1 of Peiiitas A, with smaller amounts from House
Mound 1 of Peiiitas B for comparison. At Mound 1 of Peiitas A,
23 isolated burials were identified below the ceremonial structures.
However, due to an environment that promotes rapid decomposi-
tion, typically these burials are little more than streaks of white
matter, random teeth, or an occasional long bone or calvarium
(Bordaz 1964). Often these burials were accompanied by grave
goods including engraved and painted “Mitlan” ceramics as well
as coarser painted “Chala” wares (Bell 1958). Though Peiiitas
A obsidian may be associated with ritual, communal, or burial
contexts, obsidian from Peiiitas B is more likely to have originated
from a household context.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS

The artifacts from San Felipe Aztatan, Coamiles, and the majority of
the Amapa collection are permanently curated at the INAH museum
in Tepic, Nayarit. The remaining Amapa artifacts and the Peiiitas
assemblages are held as part of the Fowler collection at UCLA.
The Chacalilla assemblage, on the other hand, has been reinterred
at the site due to a lack of an available curation facility and is
unavailable for further analysis. Finally, two small collections of
polyhedral cores originally found at Amapa and used in this study
are curated in the Amapa and Sentispac Municipal Museums.
All analyses were completed over the course of six years between
2011 and 2016, with some analyses performed in Nayarit
Mexico, and others at the University of Missouri Research
Reactor (MURR).

Macroscopic Analysis

In all cases, the obsidian was originally grouped with its respective
excavation level and separated into different bags. After assigning
each artifact a unique analytical identification number, key morpho-
logical attributes were then recorded: (1) provenience, (2) artifact
form, and (3) artifact weight, length, width, cortex coverage, and
type. This data organization allowed for a statistical approach
aimed at detecting differences among excavation levels and units
and observing general trends as an aggregate analysis, as opposed
to attempting to focus on the technological or functional signifi-
cance of individual artifacts.

General artifact morphology was recorded using a simple three-
type categorization system. More detailed and comprehensive
systems such as those used by Clark (1985), Clark and Bryant
(1997), and Santley et al. (1986), were deemed unnecessary for
the goals of this study and would instead only complicate the stat-
istical analyses given that such schemes would produce many cate-
gories with few (or no) members. Furthermore, the finer detailed
separation could increase the likelihood of inter-observer error
(Andrefsky 2005; Railey and Gonzales 2014), making replicability
difficult. Instead, an analytically straightforward system of only
three categories was used: (1) finished prismatic blades; (2)
flakes, including byproducts related to blade, core, and tool produc-
tion, angular shatter and other miscellaneous utilized or unutilized
debitage; and (3) tools, including unifacially and bifacially flaked
items such as projectile points, and scrapers, as well as worked
and/or notched blades. When appropriate, further distinctions in
debitage types or formal tool categories were made, such as at
Amapa where a larger quantity of formal tools were analyzed.
Other variables were also measured for the sake of completeness
as recommended by Odell (2004) and Andrefsky (2005) and to
provide data for future analyses, including length, width, weight,
and amount of cortex.

Energy Dispersive X-Ray Fluorescence (EDXRF)
Spectrometry

Fortunately, in addition to the relative success in visual sourcing
(Aoyama 1991; Braswell et al. 2000; McKillop 1995; Pierce
2015a, 2017a, 2017b; Rebnegger 2010; Sanchez Polo 1991), obsid-
ian can be easily sourced using geochemistry for more precise results
when equipment is available (Braswell et al. 1994; Moholy-Nagy and
Nelson 1990). Using methods such as neutron activation analysis
(NAA), X-ray fluorescence (XRF), and inductively coupled plasma
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mass spectrometry (ICP-MS), an analyst can compare an artifact to
known source samples to find compositional similarities to indicate
origin. The provenance of obsidian in particular can be easily deter-
mined using these archaeometric methods, as it is inclusion free
(Shackley 2005) and sources are limited in nature (Price and
Burton 2012). Each volcanic source has a unique chemistry which
can be reliably matched to an artifact in most cases. For this
reason, obsidian is an ideal material to analyze in adherence with
the provenance postulate (Weigand et al. 1977).

Due to the reinterment of the artifacts in the years following the
surveys, the analysis of the Chacalilla collection uses data provided
in summaries by Ohnersorgen et al. (2012). In their analysis, they
relied heavily upon visual sourcing to determine the provenance
of obsidian artifacts. Their study, however, verified the efficacy of
visual sorting through XRF and NAA (approximately 92 percent
accurate). This same method was tested in previous works by
Pierce (2015a, 2017b; 93 percent accurate) and was again found
to be effective and sufficient to source obsidian when geochemical
methods are unavailable, even in an area with a great source diver-
sity such as West Mexico. Nonetheless, the provenance determina-
tions at the other sites in this study were generated entirely through
pXRF to ensure the highest level of accuracy. For this analysis, a
portable Bruker Tracer III-SD X-ray fluorescence spectrometer
was used. This particular instrument contained a rhodium-based
X-ray tube operated at 40kV and a thermoelectrically cooled
silicon-drift detector. Calibration utilized a set of 37 well-
characterized obsidian sources with data from previous ICP, XRF,
and NAA measurements. Each sample was counted for 30
seconds to measure certain minor and trace elements present. The
elements measured include but are not limited to rubidium (Rb),
strontium (Sr), ytterbium (Y), zircon (Zr), iron (Fe), and niobium
(NDb). After data collection, elemental concentration data were tabu-
lated in parts per million for statistical analysis resulting in compo-
sitional group assignments that could be compared to source
reference samples to reflect provenance. Curated at the MURR facil-
ity, source samples from 26 known obsidian sources in Western
Mexico (Glascock et al. 2010) and the well-known Sierra de
Pachuca source in Hidalgo were considered. New data were col-
lected from these samples at the time of analysis to mitigate the
potential for inter-instrument errors. For most sources, data from
six sample specimens were collected to establish compositional ref-
erence groups. In total, ppm geochemical data from 181 source
samples were collected and compared to artifact data to determine
source. Comparison to source groups and subsequent source assign-
ments were then completed through principal component analyses,
visual inspection of bivariate plots, Mahalanobis distance calcula-
tions, and discriminant analyses using MURR’s in-house GAUSS
software. All geochemical data produced in this study are publically
available on MURR’s website (https://archacometry.missouri.edu/
datasets / datasets.html).
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RESULTS

Given the nature of the assemblage (i.e., more blades from specific
sources), raw counts of artifacts per source may misrepresent true
usage to a degree. Household production and percussive flaking
will produce more flakes than preformed polyhedral cores. While
one core may produce many prismatic blades, a cobble may
produce far fewer useful flakes through percussive techniques
(Stark et al. 2016).

San Felipe Aztatan

For detailed discussion of obsidian analysis at San Felipe Aztatan,
see Pierce (2015a). Here, a brief summary is offered. In total,
1,492 artifacts were analyzed. Of them, four sources make up the
vast majority: Volcdn las Navajas, which is the closest source
(n =427, 29 percent of the assemblage); La Joya (n =507, 34
percent); Ixtlan del Rio (n =343, 23 percent); and Sierra de
Pachuca (n = 178, 12 percent). Of the polyhedral cores analyzed,
15 of 18 (83 percent) were sourced to La Joya. Overall, there is a
clear pattern in how sources were used (Table 2). The general pre-
ponderance of the debitage from Volcdn las Navajas suggests
local reduction and the production of non-blade flaked stone
artifacts. The minimal debitage from the other sources suggests
that this material could have arrived at the site as already produced
prismatic blades. On the other hand, while some debitage is noted
from blade rich sources such as La Joya, the vast majority of
these blades are third series blades. These blades are produced
later in the reduction process. As a result, they are void of dorsal
scars and are generally thinner, longer, and more regular than first
and second series flakes (Clark 1997; Clark and Bryant 1997).
The debitage from La Joya that has been identified is largely in
the form of core maintenance debris. With few early stage flakes,
this makes on-site blade production from pre-made cores more
likely when blades were not imported outright (Hirth 2002).

A temporal pattern is observable as the frequency of blades
increased over time, along with a greater diversity of sources.
In contrast, in deeper strata, Volcdn las Navajas obsidian and
general reduction appears to be the standard for obsidian use until
the trade networks developed nearing the Postclassic. Spatially, an
interesting pattern has also emerged as nearly all of the Sierra de
Pachuca obsidian is found in a single excavation area (Calle
Hidalgo), perhaps indicating socioeconomic differences through
resource access (Pierce 2017a, 2017b).

Coamiles

At Coamiles, the large sample (n = 4,930) is comprised of primarily
three sources: Volcdn las Navajas (n = 3,488, 70.8 percent), La Joya
(n =910, 18.5 percent), and Ixtlan del Rio (n = 452, 9.2 percent).

Table 2. Frequency of artifact types by source. Statistically significant values in bold.

Lithic Class Volcén las Navajas La Joya Ixtlan del Rio Sierra de Pachuca Other Total Artifacts per Class
Prismatic blades 6 461 277 162 19 925 (62.0%)
Flakes/debitage 416 44 56 15 16 547 (36.7%)
Formal tools 5 2 10 1 2 20 (1.3%)

Total artifacts per source 427 507 343 178 37 1,492 (100%)
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Despite the great disparity between sources used, however, the same
statistically significant pattern exists regarding how each source was
used (x2 =3975.93, df = 6, a = .05). Here, as at San Felipe Aztatan,
general reduction debitage is mostly represented with Volcan las
Navajas obsidian. Blades, on the other hand, typically come from
La Joya. Obsidian from Ixtlan del Rio includes blades, formal
tools, and debitage (Figure 3). Notably, no Sierra de Pachuca obsid-
ian has been recovered here.

A similar temporal pattern is also observable. Volcin las
Navajas, and thus generalized debitage, is most common in
deeper strata. The frequency of blades, as well as the diversity of
sources increased over time. There appears to be a notable syn-
chronic variation as Platform 5 and Platform 4 differ in statistically
significant ways (x2 =113.97,df = 3, a = .05). At Platform 5, argu-
ably the heart of the ceremonial center, there is a higher proportion
of blades and La Joya obsidian. Platform 4 (a seemingly less focal
point yet still considered the ceremonial center; Duverger and
Levine 1993; Garduiio Ambriz 2013), contains fewer blades and
La Joya obsidian. But given the greater density of key civic ceremo-
nial features in proximity to Platform 5, the spatial patterns of obsid-
ian use is perhaps indicative of differences in activities at the two
platforms. It is also worth noting, however, that excavations were
limited to this central area of the site, so it is unclear what sources
may have been recovered from household contexts.

Chacalilla

Of the sites in this study, only Chacalilla relied upon visual sourc-
ing, though the efficacy of the method at Chacalilla was demon-
strated in subsequent analyses (Ohnersorgen 2007; Ohnersorgen
et al. 2012). Here, the same three sources (Volcédn las Navajas, La
Joya, and Ixtlan del Rio) are most common and they have again
been used in the same ways. As an exception, there is a notable
amount of blades from Volcin las Navajas. Unfortunately, no
assessment of temporal patterns is possible due to the assemblage
being a product of pedestrian survey. Obsidian is spatially patterned
at Chacalilla, however, with Volcédn las Navajas obsidian dominat-
ing the southern portion of the site and La Joya obsidian being the
most common source elsewhere (Figure 4). This pattern could again
illustrate differences in value (assuming distance as a proxy for rel-
ative cost; Plourde 2008; Renfrew 1977; Sidrys 1977) and represent
differential access to more distant obsidians and blades.
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Amapa

Compared to the previously mentioned sites, the assemblage from
Amapa should be viewed in a slightly different light. Due to sam-
pling strategies from original excavators, it is not possible to get a
full understanding of what sources were used and for what purposes.
As mentioned above, debitage and/or blades were rarely collected
at the site during original excavations. But in a limited assemblage
more recently collected by INAH (n =459), both debitage and
blades were collected. The same three sources are most common
in this collection. Of the artifacts analyzed from Amapa, most
blades and over half (55 percent) of the polyhedral cores, including
14 of the 17 cores currently curated at the Sentispec and Amapa
museums (Pierce 2015b, 2015¢) are from La Joya. This is despite
the fact that La Joya obsidian makes up approximately one third
of the total assemblage. In regards to the formal tools from
Meighan’s collection, scrapers are most commonly made from
Volcan las Navajas obsidian (Table 3). Due to the nonrandom sam-
pling, diachronic and synchronic patterns could not be assessed.

Pefiitas

At Peiiitas (n = 1,427), Volcan las Navajas and La Joya make up
approximately 85 percent of all obsidian analyzed (n = 792 and
432, respectively). Ixtlan del Rio, though common at other coastal
plain sites, comprises only six percent (n = 82) while the Tequila
source makes up an additional five percent (n= 66). Like La
Joya, the Tequila source is located in the Jalisco highlands, but it
is found strictly as debitage at Peiiitas. Blades at Peiiitas are again
typically found to be from La Joya. As compared to the overall
regional pattern, Volcdn las Navajas blades are comparatively
more common here, at 15 percent of the obsidian from this source.

For all of the collections of this study, every available West
Mexican obsidian source was considered as reference data, though
other sources are known to exist that have yet to be compositionally
analyzed. At Peiiitas, 17 artifacts appear to be from either a previ-
ously unknown source or have been imported from beyond the
region where reference samples were not included (Figure 5).
These artifacts do appear to be obsidian, rather than a glassy
basalt, due to Fe content. Iron content is over 45,000 ppm on
average for obsidian from Volcdn las Navajas. These unidentified
obsidian flakes from Peiiitas, however, feature an average Fe

[] Formal tools
I Debitage
- Prismatic blades

Other

Obsidian Sources

Figure 3. Distribution of artifact type by source at Coamiles. Image by the author.
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Figure 4. Spatial distribution of obsidian sources at Chacalilla. Image by the author.

concentration of only 18,000. While this quantity is still higher than
most West Mexican obsidian sources, it remains substantially lower
than others, including Volcan las Navajas and La Joya. With these
iron concentrations as well as its glassy appearance, it is more likely
to be a true obsidian rather than a glassy basalt. In the future, other
mineralogical analyses may confirm this suspicion. Compared to
other West Mexican sources, this unidentified source is also gener-
ally lower in Th and Rb. Of these unknown specimens, none are in
the form of blades or formal tools.

Despite being located just two km apart, the two subsites of
Peiiitas have notably different distributions of obsidian artifacts.
The same three sources were utilized at both sites, but there is an
extremely unequal distribution (2 =461.57, df=5, a=.05)
between them. Here, there is a much greater diversity of obsidian
sources at Pefiitas B. At this smaller and seemingly less significant
subsite, all 66 of the Tequila obsidian artifacts, a majority of Ixtlan
del Rio material, and all of the unknown group obsidian flakes were
found. This pattern is in stark contrast to the distribution we see at
Peiiitas A, which is dominated by La Joya obsidian (51 percent
compared to two percent from Peiiitas B). Pefiitas A and B also
differ in the number of blades recovered. In sum, over half of the

Table 3. Frequency of artifact type by source (Meighan’s Amapa
Collection; x2 = 49.2; df = 12; a = .05). Bold values are statistically

significant.
Volcidn las Ixtlan del La

Navajas Rio Joya  Other  Total
Prismatic blade 5 9 28 3 45
Debitage 2 1 1 0 4
Projectile point 11 12 2 4 29
Scraper 33 18 10 2 63
Polyhedral core 4 5 12 1 22
Total 55 45 53 10 163
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Peiiitas A artifacts are blades. In contrast, only four percent of the
Peiiitas B artifacts are found in this form. Given that blades are
better suited for particular tasks and they are limited almost exclu-
sively to a single locale here, it is possible that this distribution rep-
resents functional differences between the two locations (Figure 6).
This hypothesis is further suggested by the fact that Pefiitas B may
be from household contexts while Pefiitas A may come from con-
texts that are more civic/ceremonial (Bordaz 1964). Regardless,
the diversity of sources used for the production of prismatic
blades and other lithics is significant and indicative of wide
access to an array of sources sitewide.

Aside from the deepest strata where Volcdn las Navajas obsidian
is almost exclusively found, the ratio of La Joya to Volcédn las
Navajas artifacts (approximately 1:1) remained relatively consistent
through time. Obsidian use in general, however, increased over time
at Peflitas A. By contrast, at Peiiitas B obsidian use as a whole
generally decreased. In the deeper strata where obsidian is more
abundant, there is also greater diversity, containing almost all of
the unknown group and Tequila artifacts. While this change may
indicate a greater control of obsidian over time (Hirth 1998,
2000), it may alternatively be a reflection of a shift in activities
from Peiiitas B to Peiiitas A over time.

DISCUSSION

Despite the ubiquity of stone tools and debitage at archaeological sites
worldwide, the cultural information conveyed by lithic remains (not-
withstanding cultural identity, function, and elements of the chaine
opératoire) is too often neglected (cf. Levine and Carballo 2015).
In this sense, archaeologists have historically considered material
remains primarily in terms of the tasks for which they may have
been used (Binford 1968, 1972, 1973; Braun 1983) or considering
them to be culturally and/or temporally diagnostic (Bordes 1953,
1969, 1978). Stone tool typologies (e.g., projectile points, scrapers,
and drills) focusing on functional traits have been especially viewed
as an ends unto themselves; so much so that often debitage was not
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Figure 5. Geochemical distinction of unknown group at Pefiitas compared to all known West Mexican sources (illustrated on Zr and Rb
axes). (A) Cerro de Navajas, (B) Nochistlan, (C) Sierra de Pachuca I, (D) Cinco Minas, (E) Volcan las Navajas 2, (F) La Mora/Teuchitlan,
(G) Sierra de Pachuca 3, (H) La Joya, (I) Volcan las Navajas 1, (J) Huaxtla, (K) San Leonel, (L) San Isidro, (M) Hacienda de Guadalupe, (N)
Llano Grande, (O) Huitzila, (P) Sierra de Pachuca 2, (Q) San Juanito de Escobedo, (R) Santa Teresa, (S) Tequila, (T) La Quemada, (U)

Abhuisculco, (V) Navajas, (W) Boquillas, (X) San Juan de los Arcos, (Y) Ixtlan del Rio, (Z) La Providencia, (AA) Cerro de Navajas, and
(BB) La Pila. Image by the author.
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Figure 6. Spatial distribution of obsidian sources at Pefiitas subsites. Image by the author.
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recorded nor collected in the past (Coe 1959; Levine 2015a). But,
there is much more that can be learned about a culture based upon
their stone tools beyond their purpose.

This study identifies the various patterns of obsidian consump-
tion within five Aztatlan era sites across the coastal plain. In
many ways, the patterns are similar from one site to another. But
in other aspects, there are notable differences. Much of the variation
in patterns of obsidian consumption were likely tied to the level of
integration of that particular site into the broader regional trade
network. Furthermore this level of integration may be a product of
differences in socioeconomic capacity, both within sites and
between them. Golitko and Feinman (2015) note that despite its
widespread use, obsidian does not appear to have been under
control by a single capital during the Postclassic, but any restriction
to access to certain sources and lithic types instead may have
been due to the increased costs associated with transport from
distant sources (Renfrew 1977; Sidrys 1977). As shown across
Mesoamerica through social network analyses (Golitko and
Feinman 2015), there is no evidence of centralized control within
the Aztatlan tradition on the coastal plain, though unequal distribu-
tion of exotic goods may reflect other factors such as how imbedded
an individual or the site as a whole was into broader trade networks.
Long-distance exchange, according to World Systems theorists, was
often used to create and reinforce existing sociopolitical relation-
ships and social structures at various scales (Blanton and Fargher
2012; Blanton et al. 2005; Kepecs et al. 1994). Thus, at its basest
level, the above results demonstrate that obsidian sources were in
fact differentially and meaningfully used on the coastal plain and
may be reflective of burgeoning trade relationships, shifting associ-
ations over time, and even socioeconomic differentiation (Pierce
2017b).

On the coastal plain of West Mexico, it is clear that obsidian was
an important commodity beyond its functional attributes. Though
other quality sources are available (Glascock et al. 2010), three
sources in particular (Volcdn las Navajas, La Joya, and Ixtlan del
Rio) made up the majority of all of the obsidian found in the
region (Figures 7 and 8). Distinct trends exist in how these
sources were used at the coastal sites. Overall, Volcan las Navajas
obsidian was primarily used for generalized reduction (through less-
skilled percussive techniques) and rarely used for prismatic blades
or formal tools. Based on the distribution of debitage and higher
percentage of cortical flakes, it is likely that Volcdn las Navajas
obsidian was reduced at the coastal sites and was primarily used
for domestic tasks as expedient tools. Further, it is unlikely to
have been an imported item due to the paucity of third series
blades at all the sites and the source’s proximity to the coastal plain.

Conversely, the La Joya source was preferred for prismatic blade
production, as is evidenced by the high proportion of blades. Given
the number of exhausted polyhedral cores found, it is also likely that
La Joya prismatic blades were at times reduced on site and/or en
route by itinerant craftspeople (Hirth 2002, 2008). In the Gulf low-
lands, for example, polyhedral core preparation debitage is typically
found near the highland quarries, indicating that cores entered the
site pre-made and ready for blade removal (Stark et al. 2016).
In West Mexico, the lower proportion of debitage and early stage
and cortical flakes from La Joya similarly suggest that cores typi-
cally entered sites in prepared form. Indisputable evidence of
onsite production is limited at the coastal plain sites. It remains pos-
sible, however, that specialized lithic workshops within these sites
have simply yet to be excavated given the differing sampling and
collection strategies.
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Ixtlan del Rio obsidian was often used for prismatic blades,
though cores are not found. More formal tools and general debitage
have been identified from this source than have been found from La
Joya, though far less debitage than from Volcdn las Navajas. With
the general proximity of Ixtlan del Rio to the coastal sites, it is none-
theless unsurprising that some cortical flakes have also been found,
likely reflecting direct procurement to some degree. It is notable that
there is a significant amount of Sierra de Pachuca obsidian found at
San Felipe Aztatan. There, it is found almost exclusively in the form
of prismatic blades, demonstrating the long-distance importation of
finished blades from the Basin of Mexico to supplement the local
obsidians.

‘Where information is available, there seems to be a trend of con-
sistent use of Volcan las Navajas obsidian throughout the entire
occupational history of the coastal sites. Yet over time, source diver-
sity generally increased as populations grew during the Postclassic.
The region as a whole reflects an overall increase in blades over time
with a concurrent decrease in proportionate use of the local Volcan
las Navajas source for generalized reduction. This usage likely indi-
cates an increase in reliance upon trade as well as increased access to
more distant sources in the form of finished blades and/or prepared
cores. Small deviations from this pattern are apparent, however. At
San Felipe Aztatan, for example, Sierra de Pachuca obsidian has
been found in only a few contiguous non-mixed stratigraphic
levels. These strata have been identified to primarily reflect the
Amapa phase prior to the Postclassic peak of the Aztatlan tradition
(Pierce 2015a).

This study provides insight at the site level as well. At Peiitas A,
presumably the subsite of greater prominence due to the noted fea-
tures and artifacts, there is a general increase in obsidian over time,
particularly with prismatic blades. At the same time, at Pefiitas B
there is a general decrease over time and a lessening of source diver-
sity. Thus, Pefiitas B may have been more densely occupied during
the area’s development prior to integration into the broader regional
network. As the site grew, focus may have shifted from Peiiitas B to
Pefiitas A and communal activities, resulting in an increase of
imported blades and/or cores from established trade outlets. This
shift would have occurred alongside a decrease in overall obsidian
use (and potentially population in general) at Peiiitas B as the site
became more centralized at its counterpart.

Peiiitas is not the only place that spatial patterning of source dis-
tribution may reveal key cultural information. In this regard, there
are general patterns of unequal source distribution at all sites in
which data are available. These patterns likely show a differential
access to blades and more distant sources that could be indicative
of socioeconomic structures at the sites. More broadly, the diversity
of obsidian at one site compared to another may reflect varying
levels of integration into the regional Aztatlan trade system as
goods may have flowed from the Jalisco altiplano (Pierce 2017a).
On the other hand, differences in obsidian distribution may reflect
functional differences between areas within sites. This situation
appears most likely at Coamiles, but also could be true at Peiiitas
and Chacalilla. Nonetheless, the identification of these temporal
and spatial patterns provide insight into the pervasiveness of the
obsidian trade in Postclassic West Mexico.

Overall, the patterns demonstrated by the above analyses provide
a window into regional obsidian use during the Postclassic period
(Table 4). The Aztatlan tradition, known for trade, likely incorpo-
rated this valuable yet ubiquitous material into the far-reaching mer-
cantile network despite its local availability. This practice is similar
to many of the patterns observed elsewhere across Mesoamerica


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956536120000346

394

San Felipe Aztatan
2%

0% 5% 4%

0%

Amapa
1% 0% 2%

64%

EEENCO

Peiiitas

Volcan las Navajas
La Joya
Ixtlan del Rio

Sierra de Pachuca

Pierce

Coamiles
0%0% 2%

18%

Chacalilla

0% Q0% 1%

49%

Tequilla
Other

Figure 7. Overall distribution of obsidian sources per site. Image by the author.

(Golitko and Feinman 2015; Stark et al. 2016) and is further dem-
onstrated by the noted shifts in usage over time as trade became a
larger part of West Mexico culture. As the Aztatlan tradition devel-
oped and strengthened mercantile relationships, a region-wide
increase in diversity of obsidian sources and a decrease in propor-
tional use of the local source and household production through
generalized reduction are evident. At this time, the increasingly
common blades were most likely produced by specialists on site
from preformed cores or completely reduced elsewhere. These spe-
cialists would have had access to sufficient amounts of obsidian
from distant sources to supply blades to the entire region without
relying on the local source. The importation of obsidian would
have become more cost efficient due to economies of scale as pop-
ulations grew resulting in greater affordability. This growth would
have allowed for a wider distribution of exotic sources. All the
while, the most proximal source (Volcdn las Navajas) remained
widely available and unrestricted by any particular group as individ-
uals accessed this source indiscriminately to create less-skilled tools
through generalized reduction at the household level.

CONCLUSION

Many Mesoamerican studies have demonstrated the substantial
social, political, and economic roles obsidian played in ancient
society (Clark 2003b; Smith 2003). In many areas, obsidian was
simultaneously functional in its everyday utility while simultane-
ously valuable and symbolically potent for ritual and offerings
(Aoyama 2015; Darras 1998; Miller and Taube 1993; Stark et al.
2016). Without a doubt, this material is inextricably linked to
Mesoamerican culture history and the study of it is critical to under-
standing the ancient Mesoamerican world. Across the region, there
were substantial increases in blade usage and access to quality
obsidians as more robust economies developed in the Postclassic
(Darras 2008; Healan 2009; Stark et al. 2016). Though imported
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obsidian was initially restricted to elite contexts during earlier
periods (Clark 1987), access to blades and distant sources spread
to general households, as sites became more economically power-
ful. Based on the analyses presented above, this access also
appears to be the case in Western Mexico. There, the increase of
distant obsidians and of prismatic blades is coeval with the rise to
regional prominence of the Aztatlan tradition.

Over time, nonlocal obsidians became more abundant on the
coastal plain. Clark et al. (1989) noted that traders in the
Soconusco Region did not have to rely solely upon the demand
for obsidian alone to embark on trading expeditions. Rather, obsid-
ian, along with other goods, would be traded together. Likewise,
multipurpose trips by itinerant traders bringing various items to
the coastal plain from highland locales such as the Etzatlan Basin
of Jalisco likely made blades and other goods more readily available
on the coast. Given the abundance of local obsidians, the circulation
of preformed cores and blades may be a result of these multipurpose
trips (Clark et al. 1989), perhaps in reciprocity for coastal items
coveted in other places. Elsewhere, in the Mixteca region, similar
symbiotic highland-lowland trade relationships are evident. There,
coastal resources such as cotton, cacao, and macaws were frequently
traded for highland resources such as obsidian and maguey (King
2008; Mathiowetz 2018b; Workinger 2002).

The importation of nonlocal goods such as obsidian may have
served to proliferate the broader Aztatlan mercantile system, as
traders maintained interpersonal relationships across the region by
exchanging items that were already accessible in each of the
trading centers in another form (Drennan et. al 1990; Levine
2015b; Schortman 1989). In this sense, the obsidian trade may
have even been simply “along for the ride” with the complex
trade system, and use patterns may be symbolic of foreign relations
and access rather than an issue of differential quality of obsidian
(Aoyama 2015; Pierce 2017b). If this were the case, the focus
may have been on other items and the obsidian trade may have


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956536120000346

A Regional Assessment of Obsidian Use in the Postclassic Aztatlan Tradition 395

Coamiles

[ + archaeological sample

Voledn las
Navajas 2

[+-]

Voledn las
6 Navajas 1

Iron (Fe) (ppm)

sf & o s

Ixtléin
41 del Rio -

Rubidium (Rb) (ppm)

Amapa

6F T T T T T 7
5 + archaeological sample Volodnlas Voledn las
- © Museum cores Navajas 7|

La Joyva

Iron (Fe) (ppm)

Ixtlian
del Rip .

N =
Rubidium (Rb) (ppm)

San Felipe Aztatan

haeclogical | Volcdn las -
+ archaeological sample R 3
102 R Nav ajas ! ) v

Sierra de |
Pachuca |

"La Jova "

Ixildn
del Rf'n\-',

Niobium (Nb) (oom)
LN

Rubidium (Rb) (ppm)

Penitas
Volcan las .

Voledn las
Navajas 2

6F T T T T

+ archaeological sample Navajas |

unknown
source
o

Iron (Fe) (ppm)

Tequila

Ixtlin g
del Rio + .. 7 7,

,..
~ @0

M

7 8 9 Im? 2
Rubidium (Rb) (ppm)

Figure 8. Geochemical distribution of coastal plain samples. Chacalilla not included due to visual sourcing method used. Image by the author.

been secondary to the broader system as is suspected at Teotihuacan
(Drennan et al. 1990).

Along the coastal plain, variation in the obsidian sources used sug-
gests a lack of centralized control for the importation of obsidian (Hirth
et al. 2013). Traders may have been non-specialized entrepreneurs pro-
viding low and high status goods alike (Hirth 2008). Similarly, itiner-
ant craftspeople may have travelled from place to place producing
blades on demand before moving to the next site (Hirth 2016). A diver-
sity of items exchanged may have then resulted in the increased status
of the merchant class with foreign obsidian serving as an indicator of
the owner’s superior access to resources and networks (Pierce 2017b).
Regardless, the fact that regional patterns of usage generally echo from
one site to the next indicates that concepts of how obsidian could and
should be used was likely imbedded in the “common cultural
grammar” (Spence 2000) of the Aztatlan tradition.

Distance to sources and subsequent transport costs likely account
for the majority of the differential source usage over time and across
space (Renfrew 1977; Sidrys 1977; Stark et al. 2016; Tolstoy 1977).
In this regard, changes in population density would have led to the
increased access to a more diverse set of sources due to economies
of scale. As sites grew in population, the per-item transport costs
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decreased with larger quantities of goods being imported (Millett
2001). Thus, in Postclassic West Mexico, obsidian access likely
improved as numerous sources were utilized due to both a broader
market economy and the introduction of the more cost efficient tech-
nology of prismatic blade production towards the end of the Classic
period. In regards to the latter, Stark (2000, 2007) has argued for the
spread of technology concurrent with increased trade and wider cir-
culation of more prestigious goods. In Western Mexico, the
increased trade of distant obsidians during the Classic period may
have resulted in a subsequent increase in local production of
blades during the Postclassic due to technological transfers
through horizontal cultural transmission as well as the newfound
availability of preformed cores from distant sources.

Though more desirable, blades alone still could not satisfy the
demand for functional obsidian tools. While obsidian was increas-
ingly imported in the form of prepared cores and blades, more prox-
imal obsidian sources such as Volcan las Navajas were used for less
technically complex items such as expedient tools. This usage sug-
gests that where blades and more distant obsidian remained too cost
prohibitive and/or individuals did not have the requisite skill to
make blades themselves, many continued to exploit more local
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Table 4. Summary of results for all sites. Chacalilla values are approximate based upon visual sourcing. Amapa proportionate values are skewed due to

sampling bias.
Volcén las Navajas La Joya Ixtlan del Rio Sierra de Pachuca Tequila Other Total
San Felipe Aztatan Prismatic blades 6 461 271 162 - 19 925
Flakes/debitage 416 44 56 15 - 16 547
Formal tools 5 2 10 1 - 2 20
Coamiles Prismatic blades 84 833 361 - - 30 1,308
Flakes/debitage 3,404 68 61 - - 50 3,583
Formal tools - 9 30 - - 39
Chacalilla Prismatic blades 460 1,751 421 - - 7 2,639
Flakes/debitage 790 120 85 - - 54 1,049
Formal tools 20 21 83 - - 2 126
Amapa Prismatic blades 35 305 106 6 - 10 462
Flakes/debitage 11 9 4 - - 3 27
Formal tools 49 47 43 - - 10 149
Peiiitas Prismatic blades 120 310 7 - - 10 447
Flakes/debitage 669 118 74 - 66 45 972
Formal tools 3 4 1 - - - 8
Regional total Prismatic blades 705 3,660 1,172 168 - 76 5,781
Flakes/debitage 5,290 359 280 15 66 168 6,178
Formal tools 77 83 167 1 - 14 342

sources for household produced percussion flakes. This cost-related
discrepancy between blades and percussion flakes is evident else-
where. In the Copan Valley, for example, when obsidian blades
became less accessible after the disruption of trade networks with
the Spanish entrada, households relied primarily on flaked
cobbles rather than pressure blades despite the fact that previously
blades were far more common (Aoyama 2001).

Overall, the patterns of obsidian consumption within the
Postclassic Aztatlan tradition mirror those noted elsewhere (Stark
et al. 2016). Throughout Mesoamerica, obsidian was a critical

resource due to its functional utility as well as its symbolic and cul-
tural significance. West Mexico was no different. These patterns
include an increase of distant obsidians and blades over time asso-
ciated with a greater dependency on itinerant traders/craftspeople
and subsequent lower transport costs (Clark et al. 1989). Through
a regional assessment of obsidian use, this study provides further
evidence that the Postclassic Aztatlan tradition was embedded into
broader Mesoamerican patterns of exchange and material culture.
In doing so, this study also provides the first exhaustive look at
obsidian usage within the Aztatlan tradition.

RESUMEN

En Mesoamérica, la obsidiana era un material ideal para la produccién de
diversas herramientas debido a sus propiedades fisicas y sus ventajas
funcionales, en comparacion con otros tipos de roca. Es ficil de astillar y
crea bordes extremadamente afilados cuando se rompe, lo que le confiere a
este vidrio volcénico propiedades excepcionales para la manufactura de una
gran diversidad de objetos de cardcter utilitario. Como era de esperar, la obsidi-
ana se encuentra en casi todos los sitios mesoamericanos. Debido a esta abun-
dancia y aparente valor simbélico y utilitario, la obsidiana puede ser una
herramienta valiosa para estudiar las culturas mesoamericanas.

A pesar de la presencia de numerosos yacimientos de obsidiana de buena
calidad, el Occidente de México ha recibido menos atencién en estudios
especializados sobre la obsidiana que otras regiones de Mesoamérica.
Alli, la tradicién cultural Aztatlan del poscldsico temprano y medio
(850/900-1350 d.C.) fue responsable del comercio extensivo de diversos
productos, participando en complejas redes de comercio dentro y fuera del
occidente. Esta tradicion también inicié una reorganizacién a gran escala
de los sistemas socioecondmicos del drea y participé activamente en la
difusién de complejos patrones arquitecténicos e iconogréficos que fueron
compartidos por las €lites de un sitio a otro. Este estudio considera esta
tradicion al analizar la distribucién y consumo de la obsidiana en la escala
regional para identificar patrones de uso que van mds alld de un solo sitio.

El andlisis incluye una muestra de més de 12,000 artefactos de obsidiana
procedente de varios sitios ubicados en las tierras bajas noroccidentales de
Nayarit. Estos analisis contribuyen a la identificacion de patrones diferenciales
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de uso a lo largo del tiempo y del espacio en toda la regién. En general, este
estudio se centra en identificar la fuente de obtencién de estos artefactos,
incluyendo lascas, navajas, navajillas prismaticas, niicleos y desechos de
talla. Mediante el uso de un detector portétil de fluorescencia de rayos X
(pXREF, por sus siglas en inglés), se ha descubierto la procedencia de casi
todos los artefactos. A partir de estos resultados se han identificado significa-
tivos patrones culturales de distribucién que varfan, espacial y temporalmente,
dependiendo de la fuente utilizada. Al hacerlo, se ha presentado una imagen
mas clara del uso regional de la obsidiana por parte de la cultura Aztatlan
durante este periodo crucial de la prehistoria del Occidente de México.

Los resultados de este estudio, que incluyeron andlisis macroscépicos y
geoquimicos de las muestras, muestran algunas consistencias en toda la
region, lo que indica una norma cultural de uso de obsidiana. La fuente de
obsidiana mds proxima se usé de manera indiscriminada en todos los sitios
para la reduccién generalizada, es decir, no especializada. Por otro lado, se
importaron fuentes de obsidiana mds distantes para ser utilizadas para navajas
prismaticas. Esta importacién coincide con el desarrollo de la red comercial
Aztatlan que tuvo lugar durante el periodo poscldsico. Espacialmente, la
distribucioén sugiere que tanto el acceso como el consumo diferencial de este
importante recurso estratégico reforzaron internamente la estructura jerarquica
de los grupos de elite, legitimando su posicién social y su papel en el control
y distribucion de bienes de prestigio, como la obsidiana procedente del altiplano
central de México (Sierra de las Navajas, Hidalgo) y la que se explotaba en
varios yacimientos del altiplano de Jalisco (volcan de Tequila).
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Al final, este estudio es un andlisis exhaustivo de la obsidiana a nivel
regional que ayuda a comprender mejor la cultura material del complejo
Aztatlan. Puede servir como referencia para estudios futuros de obsidiana

en el Occidente de México, interesados en comprender mejor las rutas
comerciales que abastecian a la poblaciéon de la zona nuclear costera
Aztatlan.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

I would like to thank the following individuals for their guidance and
assistance with this project. In no particular order, thank you to
Michael Mathiowetz, Jeff Ferguson, Todd VanPool, Michael Ohnersorgen,
Michael Glascock, and especially Mauricio Gardufio Ambriz. I would also
like to thank the anonymous reviewers and the various institutions which
have provided assistance and support: Instituto Nacional de Antropologia
e Historia (INAH) Centro Nayarit, L’institut de Recherche sur les

REFERENCES

Anderson, J. Heath, and Kenneth G. Hirth

2009 Obsidian Blade Production for Craft

Kaminaljuyu. Ancient Mesoamerica 20:163-172.
Andrefsky, William, Jr.

2005 Lithics: Macroscopic Approaches to Analysis. 2nd ed. Cambridge

Manuals in Archaeology, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
Anguiano, Mariana

1992 Nayarit: Costa y Antiplanicie en el Momento del Contacto.

Universidad Nacional Autonoma de Mexico, Mexico City.
Aoyama, Kazuo

1991 Litica. In Investigaciones arqueologicas en la region de La
Entrada, Vol. 2, edited by Seiichi Nakamura, Kazuo Aoyama, and
Eiji Uratsuji, pp. 39-203. Servicio de Voluntarios Japoneses para la
Cooperacion con el Extranjero y el Instituto Hondureno de
Antropologia e Historia, San Pedro Sula.

2001 Classic Maya State, Urbanism, and Exchange: Chipped Stone
Evidence of the Copdn Valley and Its Hinterland. American
Anthropologist 103:346-360.

2015 Symbolic and Ritual Dimensions of Exchange, Production, Use,
and Deposition of Ancient Maya Obsidian Artifacts. In Obsidian
Reflections: Symbolic Dimensions of Obsidian in Mesoamerica,
edited by Marc Levine and David Carballo, pp. 127-158. University
Press of Colorado, Boulder.

Beekman, Christopher S.

2010 Recent Research in Western Mexican Archaeology. Journal of

Archaeological Research 18:41-109.

Consumption at

Bell, Betty
1958 The Decorated Pottery of Peiiitas. Seminar on Western
Mexican Archaeology (Anthropology 169A). Mimeographed,

Department of Anthropology and Sociology, University of California,
Los Angeles

1961 Analysis of Ceramic Style: A West Mexican Collection.
Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of Anthropology and
Sociology, University of California, Los Angeles.

1971 Archaeology of Nayarit, Jalisco, and Colima. In Archaeology of
Northern Mesoamerica, Part 2, edited by Gordon F. Elkholm and
Ignacio Bernal, pp. 694-754. Handbook of Middle American
Indians, Vol. 11, Robert Wauchope, general editor. University of
Texas Press, Austin.

Beltran Medina, José Carlos

2000 Sitio arqueoldgico El Malinal de Higuers Blanca. UNIR

24-25:4-12. Universidad Autonoma de Nayarit, Tepic.
Binford, Lewis R.

1968 Archaeological Perspectives. In New Perspectives in Archeology,
edited by Sally R. Binford and Lewis R. Binford, pp. 5-32. Aldine,
Chicago.

1972 An Archaeological Perspective. Academic Press, New York.

1973 Interassemblage  Variability—The  Mousterian and  the
‘Functional’ Argument. In The Explanation of Culture Change,
edited by Colin Renfrew, pp. 227-254. Duckworth, London.

Blanton, Richard E., Gary M. Feinman, Stephen A. Kowaleski, and Peter N.
Peregrine

1996 A Dual Processual Theory for the Evolution of Mesoamerican

Civilization. Current Anthropology 37:1-14.

https://doi.org/10.1017/5S0956536120000346 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Archéomatériaux—Centre de recherche en physique appliquée a
I’archéologie (Université Bordeaux Montaigne), the Archacometry
Laboratory at the University of Missouri Research Reactor (MURR),
Bruker Corporation, and The Fowler Museum at the University of
California, Los Angeles. Finally, I am grateful for the financial assistance
from the Raymond Wood Excellence in Archaeology Fund and the
MURR NSF grant BCS-1415403.

Blanton, Richard E., and Lane F. Fargher

2012 Market Cooperation and the Evolution of the Pre-Hispanic
Mesoamerican ~ World-System. In  Routledge  Handbook  of
World-Systems Analysis, edited by Salvatore J. Babones and
Christopher Chase-Dunn, pp. 11-20. Routledge, London.

Blanton, Richard E., Lane F. Fargher, and Verenice Y. Heredia Espinoza

2005 The Mesoamerican World of Goods and Its Transformation. In
Settlement, Subsistence, and Social Complexity: Essays Honoring the
Legacy of Jeffrey R. Parsons, edited by Richard E. Blanton, pp.
260-295. Cotsen Institute of Archaeology, University of California,
Los Angeles.

Boksenbaum, Martin, Paul Tolstoy, Garman Harbottle, Jerome Kimberlin,
and Mary Nievens

1987 Obsidian Industries and Cultural Evolution in the Basin of Mexico
before 500 B.C. Journal of Field Archaeology 14:65-75

Bordaz, Jacques

1964  Pre-Columbian Ceramic Kilns at Periitas, A Post-Classic Site in
Coastal Nayarit, México. Ph.D. dissertation, Department of
Anthropology, Columbia University, New York.

Bordes, Frangois

1953 Essaie de classification des industries ‘moustériennes.” Bulletin de
la Société Préhistorique Frangaise 50:457-466.

1969 Reflections on Typology and Techniques in the Palaeolithic.
Arctic Anthropology 7-8:1-29.

1978 Typological Variability in the Mousterian Layers at Pech de I’ Aze
L, II, and IV. Journal of Anthropological Research 34:181-193.

Braswell, Geoffrey E.

2003 Obsidian Exchange Spheres. In The Postclassic Mesoamerican
World, edited by Michael E. Smith and Frances F. Berdan, pp.
131-158. University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

2013 Ancient Obsidian Procurement and Production in the Peten
Campechano. Indiana 30:149-171.

Braswell, Geoffrey E., E. Wyllys Andrews V., and Michael D. Glascock

1994 The Obsidian Artifacts of Quelepa, El1 Salvador. Ancient
Mesoamerica 5:173-192.

Braswell, Geoffrey E., John D. Gunn, Maria del Rosario, Dominguez
Carrasco, William J. Folan, Laraine Fletcher, Abel Morales Lopez, and
Michael D. Glascock

2004 Defining the Terminal Classic at Calakmul. In The Terminal Classic
in the Maya Lowlands: Collapse, Transition, and Transformation, edited
by Arthur A. Demarest, Prudence Rice, and Don S. Rice, pp. 162-194.
University Press of Colorado, Boulder.

Braswell, Geoffrey E., John E. Clark, Kazuo Aoyama, Heather 1. McKillop,
and Michael D. Glascock

2000 Determining the Geological Provenance of Obsidian Artifacts
from the Maya Region: A Test of the Efficacy of Visual Sorting.
Latin American Antiquity 11:269-282.

Braun, David P.

1983 Pots as Tools. In Archaeological Hammers and Theories, edited
by James Moore and Arthur Keene, pp. 107-134. Academic Press,
New York.

Carballo, David M., Jennifer Carballo, and Hector Neff

2007 Formative and Classic Period Obsidian Procurement in Central

Mexico: A Compositional Study Using Laser Ablation-Inductively


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956536120000346

398

Coupled Plasma Mass Spectrometry. Latin American Antiquity 18:
27-43.
Cardenas, Efrain

1996 La tradicién arquitecténica de los patios hundidos en la vertiente
del Lerma Medio. In Las cuencas del Occidente de México: Epoca
prehispdnica, edited by Eduardo Williams and Phil C. Weigand, pp.
157-184. El Colegio de Michoacdn, Zamora.

1999  El Bajio en el cldsico. El Colegio de Michoacén, Zamora.

Carpenter, John P.

1996 ElI Ombligo en la Labor: Differentiation, Interaction and
Integration in Prehispanic Sinaloa, Mexico. Unpublished Ph.D. disser-
tation, Department of Anthropology, University of Arizona, Tucson.

Carpio Rezzio, Edgar H.

1993 Obsidian at Balberta. In The Balberta Project: The Terminal
Formative—Early Classic Transition on the Pacific Coast of
Guatemala, edited by Frederick J. Bove, Sonia B. Medrano, Brenda
P. Lou, and Barbara L. Arroyo, pp. 83-106. Memoirs in Latin
American Archaeology, No. 6. University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh.

Clark, John E.

1982 Manufacture of Mesoamerican Prismatic Blades, an Alternative
Technique. American Antiquity 42:355-376.

1985 Platforms, Bits, Punches, and Vises: A Potpourri of Mesoamerican
Blade Technology. Lithic Technology 14:1-15.

1987 Politics, Prismatic Blades, and Mesoamerican Civilization. In
The Organization of Core Technology, edited by Jay K. Johnson and
Carol A. Morrow, pp. 259-284. Westview Press, Boulder.

1997 Prismatic Blademaking, Craftsmanship, and Production: An
Analysis of Obsidian Refuse from Ojo de Agua, Chiapas, Mexico.
Ancient Mesoamerica 8:137-159.

2003a Craftsmanship and Craft Specialization. In Mesoamerican Lithic
Technology: Experimentation and Interpretation, edited by Kenneth
Hirth, pp. 220-223. University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

2003b Review of Twentieth-Century Mesoamerican Obsidian Studies.
In  Mesoamerican  Lithic ~ Technology:  Experimentation —and
Interpretation, edited by Kenneth Hirth, pp. 15-54. University of
Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

2007 In Craft Specialization’s Penumbra: Things, Persons, Actions,
Value, and Surplus. Archaeological Papers of the American
Anthropological Association 17:320-335.

Clark, John E., and Douglas D. Bryant

1997 A Technological Typology of Prismatic Blades and Debitage from

Ojo de Agua, Chiapas, Mexico. Ancient Mesoamerica 8:111-136.
Clark, John E., Thomas A. Lee, Jr., and Tamara Salcedo

1989 The Distribution of Obsidian. In Ancient Trade and Tribute:
Economies of the Soconusco Region of Mesoamerica, edited by
Barbara Voorhies, pp. 268-284. University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

Coe, William R.

1959 Piedras Negras Archaeology: Artifacts, Caches, and Burials.
University of Pennsylvania, University Museum Monographs.
Philadelphia.

Crabtree, Donald

1968 Mesoamerican Polyhedral Cores and Prismatic Blades. American
Antiquity 33:446-478.

Daniels, James T. Jr., and Geoffrey E. Braswell

2013 Procurement, Production and Distribution of Obsidian in the
Southern Belize Region. Paper presented at the 11th Belize
Archaeology Symposium, San Ignacio Cayo.

Darling, J. Andrew

1993 Notes on Obsidian Sources of the Southern Sierra Madre
Occidental. Ancient Mesoamerica. 4:245-253.

1998  Obsidian Distribution and Exchange in the North-Central Frontier
of Mesoamerica. Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of
Anthropology, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor.

Darling, J. Andrew, and Frances M. Hayashida

1995 Compositional Analysis of the Huitzila and La Lobera Obsidian
Sources in the Southern Sierra Madre Occidental, Mexico. Journal of
Radioanalytical and Nuclear Chemistry 196:245-254.

Darras, Véronique

1998 La obsidiana en la Relacion de Michoacdn y en la realidad
arqueoldgica: Del simbolo al uso o del uso de un simbolo. In Génesis,
cultura, 'y espacios en Michoacdn, edited by Véronique Darras,
pp. 61-88. Centro de Estudios Mexicanos y Centroamericanos, Mexico
City.

2008 Estragias para la produccién de navajas de obsidiana en la region

https://doi.org/10.1017/5S0956536120000346 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Pierce

de Zacapu y la vertienete del Lerma (Michoacdn, México) entre el
epicldsico y el posclasico tardio. Ancient Mesoamerica 19:243-264.

2012 Development of Pressure Blade Technology in North-Central and
Western Mexico. In The Emergence of Pressure Blade Making: From
Origin to Modern Experimentation, edited by Pierre M. Desrosiers,
pp. 417-463. New York, Springer.

Drennan, Robert, Philip T. Fitzgibbons, and Heinz Dehn

1990  Imports and Exports in Classic Mesoamerican Political Economy:
The Tehuacin Valley and the Teotihuacan Obsidian Industry. Research
in Economic Anthropology 12:177-199.

Duverger, Christian

1998 Coamiles, Nayarit: Hacia una periodizacion. In Antropologia e
Historia del Occidente de Mexico, Vol. 1, edited by Rosa Margarita
Brambila Paz, pp. 609-628. Memorias de la XXIV Mesa Redonda de
las  Sociedad Mexicana de Antropologia. Universidad Nacional
Autonoma de Mexico y Sociedad Mexicana de Antropologia, Mexico City.

Duverger, Christian, and Daniel Levine

1993 Informe relativa a la exploracion arqueoldgica del sitio de
Coamiles, municipio de Tuxpan, estado de Nayarit. Version mecanog-
rafiada. Archivo tecnico del Centro INAH Nayarit, Tepic.

Ekholm, Gordon F.

1942 Excavations at Guasave, Sinaloa, Mexico. Anthropological Papers

of the American Museum of Natural History 38:23-139.
Esparza-Lopez, Rodrigo

2008 Los yacimientos de obsidiana de el Pedernal-La Mora: Una
explotacion constante durante el desarrollo de la tradicién Teuchitlan.
In Tradicion Teuchitldn, edited by Phil Weigand, Christopher
Beekman, and Rodrigo Esparza-Lépez, pp. 143-166. El Colegio de
Michoacdn y el Secretaria de Cultural del Estado de Jalisco, Zamora
and Guadalajara.

Evans, Susan Toby
2004  Ancient Mexico and Central America. Thames and Hudson, London.
Flenniken, Jeffrey J., and Kenneth G. Hirth

2003 Handheld Prismatic Blade Manufacture in Mesoamerica. In
Experimentation and Interpretation in Mesoamerican Lithic
Technology, edited by Kenneth Hirth, pp. 98-107. University of Utah
Press, Salt Lake City.

Foster, Michael S.

1986 The Mesoamerican Connection: A View from the South. In Ripples in
the Chichimec Sea: New Considerations of Southwestern-Mesoamerican
Interactions, edited by Frances J. Mathien and Randall H. McGuire,
pp. 55-69. Southern Illinois University Press, Carbondale.

1999 The Aztatlan Tradition of West and Northwest Mexico and Casas
Grandes: Speculations on the Medio Period Florescence. In The Casas
Grandes World, edited by Curtis F. Schaafsma and Carroll L. Riley, pp.
149-163. University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

2001 Guasave and Related Sites (Sinaloa, Mexico). In Archaeology of
Ancient Mexico and Central America: An Encyclopedia, edited by
Susan Toby Evans and David L. Webster, pp. 304-306. Garland
Publishing, Inc., New York and London.

Gamez Eternod, Lorena, and Mauricio Garduifio Ambriz

2003 Rescate arqueoldgico CECYTEN, Plantel 06 San Felipe Aztatdn,
Municipio de Tecuala (Nayarit). Reporte tecnico de los trabajos de
sondeo/ Andlisis de materiales arqueologicos. Archivo Tecnico del
Centro INAH Nayarit, Tepic.

Gardufio Ambriz, Mauricio

2006 Investigaciones arqueologicas en Cerrro de Coamiles, Nayarit.
Reporte tecnico final de la primera temporada de campo (2005).
Archivo Tecnico del Centro INAH Nayarit, Tepic.

2007 Arqueologia de rescate en la cuenca inferior del Rio Acaponeta.
Diario de Campo. Boletin Interno de los Investigadores del Area de
Antropologia, CONACULTA-INAH 92:36-52.

2013 Analsis de materiales de excavacion del Proyecto Arqueologico
Coamiles (2005-2010). Reporte tecnico del analisis ceramic/
Temporadas 2007 y 2008. Archivo Tecnico del Centro INAH
Nayarit, Tepic.

Garduiio Ambriz, Mauricio, and Lorena Gamez Eternod

2005 Programa emergente de rescate arquelogico en San Felipe Aztatdn,
Municipio de Tecuala (Nayarit). Informe tecnico final/Trabajos de
Sondeo Arqueologico. Archivo Tecnico Centro INAH Nayarit, Tepic.

Glascock, Michael, Phil Weigand, Rodrigo Esparza-Lopez, Michael
Ohnersorgen, Mauricio Gardufio Ambriz, Joseph Mountjoy, and J. Andrew
Darling

2010 Geochemical Characterization of Obsidian Sources in Western


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956536120000346

A Regional Assessment of Obsidian Use in the Postclassic Aztatlan Tradition 399

Mexico: The Sources of Jalisco, Nayarit, and Zacatecas. In Crossing the

Straits: Prehistoric Obsidian Source Exploitation along the Pacific

Rim, edited by Yaroslav V. Kuzmin and Michael D. Glascock, pp.

201-217. BAR International Series S2152. Archaeopress, Oxford.
Glassow, Michael A.

1967 The Ceramics of Huistla, a West Mexico Site in the Municipality
of Etzatlan, Jalisco. American Antiquity 32:64-84.

Golitko, Mark, and Gary Feinman

2015 Procurement and Distribution of Pre-Hispanic Mesoamerican
Obsidian 900 BC-AD 1520: A Social Network Analysis. Journal of
Archaeological Method and Theory 22:206-247.

Grosscup, Gordon Leonard

1961 A Sequence of Figurines from West Mexico. American
Antiquity 26:390-406.

1964 The Ceramics of West Mexico. Ph.D. dissertation, Department of
Anthropology, University of California, Los Angeles.

1976 The Ceramic Sequence at Amapa In The Archaeology of Amapa.
Edited by Clement Meighan. Monumenta Archaeologica 2. The
Institute of Archaeology, University of California, Los Angeles.

Guevara Lépez, German

1981 Reporte de la Zona Arqueoldgica de Chaclilla, Municipio de San
Blas, Nayarit. Cuadernos de los Centros Regionales: Occidente
No. 1. Instituto Nacional de Antropologia e Historia, Mexico City.

Haines, Helen R., and Michael D. Glascock

2012 Intra-Site Obsidian Distribution and Consumption Patterns in
Northern Belize and the North-Eastern Peten. BAR International
Series 2326. University College London, London.

Harbottle, Garman, Hector Neff, and Ronald L. Bishop

1999  Appendix C: The Sources of Copan Valley Obsidian. In Ceramics
and Artifacts from Excavations in the Copan Residential Zone, edited
by Gordon R. Willey, Richard M. Leventhal, Arthur A. Demerest,
and William L. Fash, Jr., pp. 445-457. Papers of the Peabody
Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology, Volume 80. Peabody
Museum Press, Harvard University, Cambridge.

Hayden, Brian

1998 Practical and Prestige Technologies: The Evolution of Material

Systems. Journal of Archaeological Method and Theory 5:1-55.
Healan, Dan M.

1997  Pre-Hispanic Quarrying in the Ucareo-Zinapécuaro Obsidian
Source Areas. Ancient Mesoamerica 8:77-100.

2009 Ground Platform Preparation and the Analization of the Prismatic
Blade in Western Mesoamerica. Ancient Mesoamerica 20:103-111.

Hernandez, Christine L., and Dan M. Healan

2008 The Role of Late Pre-Contact Colonial Enclaves in the
Development of the Postclassic Ucareo Valley, Michoacdn, Mexico.
Ancient Mesoamerica 19:265-282.

Hester, Thomas R., Robert N. Jack, and Robert F. Heizer

1971 The Obsidian of Tres Zapotes, Veracruz, Mexico. Contributions of

the University of California Archeology Research Facility 13:65-131.
Hirth, Kenneth G.

1998  The Distributional Approach: A New Way to Identify Marketplace
Exchange in the Archaeological Record. Current Anthropology 39:
451-476.

2000 Ancient Urbanism at Xochicalco: The Evaluation and
Organization of a Pre-Hispanic Society. Archaeological Research at
Xochicalco, Vol. 1. University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

2002 Provisioning Constraints and the Production of Obsidian Prismatic
Blades at Xochicalco. In Pathways to Prismatic Blades: A Study in
Mesoamerican Obsidian Core-Blade Technology, edited by Kenneth
Hirth and Bradford Andrews, pp. 81-90. Cotsen Institute of
Archaeology, University of California, Los Angeles.

2003 Handheld Prismatic Blade Manufacture in Mesoamerica. In
Experimentation and Interpretation in Mesoamerican Lithic
Technology, edited by Kenneth Hirth, pp. 98-107. University of Utah
Press, Salt Lake City.

2008 The Economy of Supply: Modeling Obsidian Procurement and
Craft Provisioning at a Central Mexican Urban Center. Latin
American Antiquity 19:435-457.

2016 The Aztec Economic World: Merchant and Markets in Ancient
Mesoamerica. Cambridge University Press, New York.

Hirth, Kenneth G., Ann Cyphers, Robert Cobean, Jason de Ledn, and
Michael D. Glascock

2013 Early Olmec Obsidian Trade and Economic Organization at San

Lorenzo. Journal of Archaeological Science 40:2784-2798.

https://doi.org/10.1017/5S0956536120000346 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Holliday, Adrian

2018 Understanding Intercultural Communication: Negotiating a

Grammar of Culture. 2nd ed. Routledge, London.
Jackson, Thomas L., and Michael W. Love

1991 Blade Running: Middle Preclassic Obsidian Exchange and
Introduction of Prehispanic Blades at La Blanca, Guatemala. Ancient
Mesoamerica 2:47-59.

Jiminez Betts, Peter F., and J. Andrew Darling

2000 Archaeology of Southern Zacatecas: The Malpaso, Juchipila,
and Valparais-Bolanos Valleys. In Greater Mesoamerica: The
Archaeology of West and Northwest Mexico, edited by Michael S.
Foster and Shirley Gorenstein, pp. 155-180. University of Utah
Press, Salt Lake City.

Jiminez Betts, Peter F.

2018 Orienting West Mexico. The Mesoamerican World System
200-1200 CE. Ph.D. dissertation, Faculty of Arts, University of
Gothenburg, Gothenburg.

Johnson, Lucas R. Martindale

2016 Towards an lItinerary of Stone: Investigating the Movement,
Crafting, and Use of Obsidian form Caracol, Belize. Ph.D. dissertation,
Department of Anthropology, University of Florida, Gainesville.

Keesing, Roger M.
1974 Theories of Culture. Annual Review of Anthropology 3:73-97.
Kelley, J. Charles

1995 Trade Goods, Traders and Status in Northwestern Greater
Mesoamerica. In The Gran Chichimeca: Essays on the Archaeology
and Ethnohistory of Northern Mesoamerica, edited by Jonathan E.
Reyman, pp. 102-145. Avebury Worldwide Archaeology Series 12.
Ashgate Pubishing Company, Brookfiel.

2000 The Aztatlin Mercantile System: Mobile Traders and the
Northwestern Expansion of Mesoamerican Civilization. In Greater
Mesoamerica: The Archaeology of West and Northwest Mexico,
edited by Michael Foster and Shirley Gorenstein, pp. 137-154.
University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

Kelly, Isabel T.

1938  Excavations at Chametla, Sinaloa. Edited by Carl Sauer, Herbert
Bolton, and Alfred Kroeber. Ibero-Americana 1. University of
California Press, Berkeley.

1939 An Archaeological Reconnaissance of the West Coast: Nayarit to
Michoacan. International Congress of Americanists 2:74-717.

1945  Excavations at Culiacan, Sinaloa. Ibero-Americana 25. University
of California Press, Berkeley.

Kepecs, Susan, Gary Feinman, and Sylviane Boucher
1994  Chichén Itz and Its Hinterland. Ancient Mesoamerica 5:141-158.
King, Stacie M.

2008 Interregional Networks of the Oaxacan Early Postclassic:
Connecting the Coast and the Highlands. In After Monte Albdn:
Transformation and Negotiation in Oaxaca, Mexico, edited by Jeffrey
A. Blomster, pp. 255-291. University Press of Colorado, Boulder.

Lekson, Stephen H.

1999  The Chaco Meridian: Centers of Political Power in the Ancient

Southwest. AltaMira Press, Walnut Creek.
Levine, Marc

2015a Reflections on Obsidian Studies in Mesoamerica: Past, Present,
and Future. In Obsidian Reflections: Symbolic Dimensions of
Obsidian in Mesoamerica, edited by Marc Levine and David
Carballo, pp. 3—41. University of Colorado Press, Boulder.

2015b Obsidian Obsessed? Examining Patterns of Chipped-Stone
Procurement at Late Postclassic Tututepec, Oaxaca. In Obsidian
Reflections: Symbolic Dimensions of Obsidian in Mesoamerica,
edited by Marc Levine and David Carballo, pp. 159-191. University
Press of Colorado, Boulder.

Levine, Marc, and David Carballo (editors)

2015 Obsidian Reflections: Symbolic Dimensions of Obsidian in
Mesoamerica. University Press of Colorado, Boulder.

Liot, Catherine, Susana Ramirez, Javier Reveles, and Carmen Melgarejo

2007 Produccién, distribucién y relaciones interregionales en la Cuenca
de Sayula del 500-1100 d.C. In Dindmicas culturales, entre el
Occidente el centro-norte y la Cuenca de México, del precldsico al
epicldsico, edited by Brigitte Faugére, pp. 165-200. El Colegio de
Michoacan. Zamara and Centre d’Etudes Mexicaines et
Centramericaines, Mexico.

Liot, Catherine, Susana Ramirez, Javier Reveles, and Otto Schondube

2006 Transformaciones socioculturales y tecnoldgicas en el sitio de La


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956536120000346

400

Pena, Cuenca de Sayula, Jalisco. Universidad de Guadalajara and
Instituto Nacional de Antropologia e Historia, Guadalajara.
Love, Michael W.

1999 Ideology, Material Culture, and Daily Practice in Preclassic
Mesoamerica: A Pacific Coast Perspective. In Social Patterns in
Pre-Classic Mesoamerica, edited by David Grove and Rosemary
Joyce, pp. 121-153. Dumbarton Oaks Research Library and
Collection, Washington DC.

Love, Michael W., and Thomas L. Jackson

1998 Intercambio y consumo de obsidiana en la Costa Sur de
Guatemala. In Taller arqueologia de la Region de la Costa Sur de
Guatemala, edited by Christa Schieber de Lavarreda, pp. 101-125.
Ministerio de Cultura y Deportes, Retalhuleu.

Mathien, Frances, and Randall H. McGuire (editors)

1986 Ripples in the Chichimec Sea: New Considerations of
Southwestern-Mesoamerican  Interactions. Southern  Illinois
University Press, Carbondale.

Mathiowetz, Michael

2011 The Diurnal Path of the Sun: Ideology and Interregional
Interaction in Ancient Northwest Mesoamerica and the American
Southwest.  Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of
Anthropology, University of California, Riverside.

2018a The Sun Youth of the Casas Grandes Culture, Chihuahua,
Mexico (AD 1200-1450). KIVA 84:367-390.

2018b A History of Cacao in West Mexico: Implications for
Mesoamerica and U.S. Southwest Connections. Journal of
Archaeological Research 27:1-47.

McKillop, Heather I.

1995 The Role of Northern Ambergris Caye in Maya Obsidian Trade:
Evidence from Visual Sourcing and Blade Technology. In Maya
Maritime Trade, Settlement, and Populations on Ambergris Caye,
Belize, edited by Thomas Guderjan and James Garber, pp.
163-174. Maya Research Program and Labyrinthos, Lancaster.

Meighan, Clement W. (editor)

1976 The Archaeology of Amapa, Nayarit. Monumenta Archaeologica

2. Institute of Archaeology, University of California, Los Angeles.
Miller, Mary, and Karl Taube

1993 An lllustrated Dictionary of the Gods and Symbols of Ancient

Mexico and the Maya. Thames and Hudson, London.
Millet, Paul

2001 Productive to Some Purpose? The Problem of Ancient Economic
Growth. In Economies Beyond Agriculture in the Classical World,
edited by David J. Mattingly and John Salmon, pp. 17-48.
Routledge, London.

Moholy-Nagy, Hattula, and Fred W. Nelson

1990 New Data on Sources of Obsidian Artifacts from Tikal Guatemala.

Ancient Mesoamerica 1:71-80
Moholy-Nagy, Hattula, Frank Asaro, and Fred H. Stross

1984 Tikal Obsidian: Sources and Typology. American Antiquity 49:
104-117.

Moholy-Nagy, Hattula, James Meierhoff, Mark Golitko, and Caleb Kestle

2013 An Analysis of pXRF Obsidian Source Attributions for Tikal,
Guatemala. Latin American Antiquity 24:72-97.

Motolinfa, Fray Toribio de Benavente

1950 Motolinia’s History of the Indians of New Spain. Translated by H.

Audros Foster. The Cortés Society, Berkeley.
Mountjoy, Joseph B.

1970 Prehispanic Culture History and Cultural Contact on the Southern
Coast of Nayarit, Mexico. Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Department
of Anthropology, Southern Illinois University, Carbondale.

1990 El desarollo de la cultura Aztatlan visto desde su frontera suroeste.
In Mesoamerica y norte de Mexico, siglo IX-XII, Vol. 2, edited by
Federica Miranda, pp. 541-564. Museo Nacional de Antropologia,
Mexico City.

2000 Prehispanic Cultural Development along the Southern Coast
of West Mexico. In Greater Mesoamerica: The Archaeology of West
and Northwest Mexico, edited by Michael S. Foster and Shirley
Gorenstein, pp. 81-106. University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

2001 Aztatlan Complex. In Archaeology of Ancient Mexico and Central
America: An Encyclopedia, edited by Susan Toby Evans and David L.
Webster, pp. 57-59. Garland Publishing, New York and London.

Nicholson, Henry B., and Eloise Quinones Keber (editors)

1994  Mixteca-Puebla: Discoveries and Research in Mesoamerican Art

and Archaeology. Labyrinthos Press, Culver City.

https://doi.org/10.1017/5S0956536120000346 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Pierce

Odell, George
2004 Lithic Analysis. Plenum Publishers, New York.
Ohnersorgen, Michael A.

2004 Informe tecnico final de proyecto “Investigaciones arqueologica
preliminar de Chacalilla, Nayarit, Mexico, temporada 2003.”
Manuscript on file, Instituto Nacional de Antropologia y Historia
(INAH), Centro INAH Nayarit, Tepic.

2007 La organizacion socio-economica y la interaccion regional de un
centro Aztatlan: Investigaciones arqueologicos en Chacalilla, Nayarit.
Informe tecnico parcial, temporada de 2005. Manuscript on file,
Instituto Nacional de Antropologia y Historia (INAH), Centro INAH
Nayarit, Tepic.

Ohnersorgen, Michael A., Michael D. Glascock, Joseph B. Mountjoy, and
Mauricio Gardufio Ambriz

2012 Chemical Analysis of Obsidian Artifacts from the West Coast of
Mexico: Implications for Regional and Interregional Economic
Organization. Manuscript on file, Department of Anthropology,
University of Missouri, St. Louis.

Perez, Manuel, Lorena Gamez, and Mauricio Gardufio Ambriz

2000 Proyecto de salvamento arqueologico “Entronque San Blas
Mazatlan, tramo Nayarit.” Informe tecnico, trabajos de reconocimiento
de superficie y excavacion (julio—noviembre de 1998). Direccion de
Salvamento Arqueoldgico/Centro INAH Nayarit, Tepic.

Pierce, Daniel E.

2015a Visual and Geochemical Analyses of Obsidian Source Use at San
Felipe Aztatin, México. Journal of Anthropological Archaeology 40:
266-279.

2015b Portable X-ray Fluorescence Analysis of Obsidian Polyhedral
Cores Curated at the Museum of Sentispec. Technical report on file,
University of Missouri Research Reactor, University of Missouri,
Columbia.

2015¢ Portable X-ray Fluorescence Analysis of Obsidian Polyhedral
Cores Curated at the Municipal Museum of Amapa. Technical report
on file, University of Missouri Research Reactor, University of
Missouri, Columbia.

2016 Volcan las Navajas: The Chemical Characterization and Usage of
a West Mexican Obsidian Source in the Aztatldn Tradition. Journal of
Archaeological Science: Reports 6:603—609.

2017a  Obsidian Source Distribution and Mercantile Hierarchies in Post
Classic Aztatldn West Mexico. Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation.
Department of Anthropology, University of Missouri, Columbia.

2017b  Finding Class in the Glass: Obsidian Source as a Costly Signal.
Journal of Anthropological Archaeology 48:217-232.

Plourde, Aimee

2008 The Origins of Prestige Goods as Honest Signals of Skill and

Knowledge. Human Nature 19:374-388.
Pollard, Helen P.

1972 Prehispanic Urbanism at Tintzuntzan, Michoacdn. Unpublished
Ph.D. dissertation, Department of Anthropology, Columbia University,
New York.

1993  Tariacuri’s Legacy: The Prehispanic Tarascan State. University
of Oklahoma Press, Norman.

Pollard, Helen P., Amy Hirshman, Hector Neff, and Michael D. Glascock

2001 Las é€lites, el intercambio de bienes y el surgimeniento del area
nuclear tarasca: Andlisis de la cerdmica de la cuenca de Patzcuaro.
In Estudios cerdmicos en el Occidente y norte de Mexico, edited by
Eduardo Williams and Phil C. Weigand, pp. 289-310. El Colegio de
Michoacidn and Instituto Michoacdno de Cultura, Zamora and
Michoacdn.

Ponomarenko, Alyson L.

2004 The Pachuca Obsidian Source, Hidalgo, Mexico: A Geoarchaeological

Perspective. Geoarchaeology: An International Journal 19:71-91.
Price, T. Douglas, and James H. Burton

2012 An  Introduction to Archaeological Chemistry. Springer,

New York.
Publ, Helmut

1986 Prehispanic Exchange Networks and the Development of Social
Complexity in Western Mexico: The Aztatldn Interaction Sphere.
Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of Anthropology,
Southern Illinois University, Carbondale.

1990 Interaction Spheres, Merchants, and Trade in Prehispanic West
Mexico. Economic Research in Anthropology 12:201-242.

Quinn, Colin
2015 Signals in Stone: Exploring the Role of Social Exchange,


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956536120000346

A Regional Assessment of Obsidian Use in the Postclassic Aztatlan Tradition 401

Conspicuous Consumption, and Costly Signaling Theory in Lithic
Analysis. In Lithic Technological Systems and Evolutionary Theory,
edited by Nathan Goodale and William Andrefsky Jr., pp. 198-221.
Cambridge University Press, New York.

Railey, Jim A., and Eric J. Gonzalez

2014 The Problems with Flake Types and the Case for Attribute
Analysis of Debitage Assemblages. In Works in Stone:
Contemporary Perspectives on Lithic Analysis, edited by Michael J.
Shott, pp. 11-32. University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

Rebnegger, Karin J.

2010 Obsidian Production and Changing Consumption in the Lake

Patzcuaro Basin, Michoacédn, Mexico. Ancient Mesoamerica 21:78-89.
Renfrew, Colin

1977 Alternative Models for Exchange and Spatial Distribution. In
Exchange Systems in Prehistory, edited by Timothy K. Earle and
Jonathon E. Ericson, pp. 71-90. Academic Press, New York.

Reveles, Javier

2005 Lalitica de la Cuenca de Sayula. In Arqueologia de la Cuenca de
Sayula, edited by Francisco Valdez, Otto Schondube, and Jean Pierre
Emphoux, pp. 349-368. Universidad de Guadalajara-Institut de
Recherche pour le Developpement, Guadalajara.

Sénchez, Sergio, and Emma G. Marmolejo

1990 Algunas apreciaciones sobre el cldsico en el bajio central,
Guanajuato. In La época cldsica: Nuevos hallazgos, nuevas ideas,
edited by Amalia Cardés de Méndez, pp. 267-278. INAH/Museo
Nacional de Antropologia, Mexico City.

Séanchez Polo, José Rémulo

1991 Las navajas de obsidiana de Kaminlajuyu’/San Jorge: Un estudio
tecnologico funcional. Unpublished licenciatura thesis, Escuela de
Historia, Area de Arqueologia, Universidad de San Carlos Borromeo
de Guatemala, Guatemala City.

Sanders, William, and Robert S. Santley

1983 Prehistoric Settlements Patterns: Essays in Honor of Gordon
R. Willey. In Prehistoric Settlement Patterns: Essays in Honor of
Gordon R. University of New Mexico Press and Peabody Museum of
Archaeology and Ethnology, edited by Evan Z. Vogt and Richard M.
Levanthal, pp. 243-291. Harvard University, Cambridge.

Santley, Robert S.

1984 Obsidian Exchange, Economic Stratification, and the Evolution of
Complex Society in the Basin of Mexico. In Trade and Exchange in
Early Mesoamerica, edited by Kenneth G. Hirth, pp. 43-86.
University of New Mexico Press, Albuquerque.

Santley, Robert S., Janet Kerley, and Ronald Kneebone

1986 Obsidian Working, Long-Distance Exchange, and the
Politico-Economic Organization of Early States in Central Mexico.
In Research in Economic Anthropology, Supplement 2, edited by
Barry Isaac, pp. 101-132. JAI Press, Greenwich.

Sauer, Carl, and Donald Brand

1932 Aztatldn: Prehistoric Mexican Frontier on the Pacific Coast.

Ibero-Americana 1. University of California Press, Berkeley.
Saunders, Nicholas J.

2001 A Dark Light: Reflections on Obsidian in Mesoamerica. World
Archaeology 33:220-236.

2004 The Cosmic Earth: Materiality and Mineralogy in the Americas. In
Soil, Stones and Symbols: Cultural Perceptions of the Mineral World,
edited Nicole Boivin and Mary Ann Owoc, pp. 123-141. UCL Press,
London.

Schortman, Edward

1989 Interregional Interaction in Prehistory: The Need for a New

Perspective. American Antiquity 54:52-65.
Scott, Stuart D., and Michael S. Foster

2000 The Prehistory of Mexico’s Northwest Coast: A View from the
Marismas Nacionales of Sinaloa and Nayarit. In Greater Mesoamerica:
The Archaeology of West and Northwest Mexico, edited by Michael S.
Foster and Shirley Gorenstein, pp. 107-135. University of Utah Press,
Salt Lake City.

Shackley, Steven. M,

2005 Obsidian: Geology and Archaeology in the North American

Southwest. University of Arizona Press, Tucson.
Sharer, Robert J.

1983 Interdisciplinary Approaches to the Study of Mesoamerica
Highland-Lowland Interaction: A Summary View. In Highland-Lowland
Interaction in Mesoamerica: Interdisciplinary Approaches, edited Arthur

https://doi.org/10.1017/5S0956536120000346 Published online by Cambridge University Press

G. Miller, pp. 241-263. Dumbarton Oaks Research Library and
Collection, Washington, DC.
Sidrys, Raymond V.

1977 Mass-Distance Measures for the Maya Obsidian Trade. In
Exchange Statistics in Prehistory, edited by Timothy K. Earle and
Jonathon E. Ericson, pp. 91-107. Academic Press, New York.

Silva de la Mora, Flavio G.

2018 Obsidian Procurement and Distribution in the Northwest Maya
Lowlands during the Maya Classic: A Regional Perspective. Journal
of Archaeological Science: Reports 18:577-586.

Smith, Michael E.

2003 Key Commodities. In The Postclassic Mesoamerican World,
edited by Michael E. Smith and Frances F. Berdan, pp. 117-125.
University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

Smith, Michael E., and Cynthia M. Heath-Smith

1980 Waves of Influence in Postclassic Mesoamerica? A Critique of the

Mixteca-Puebla Concept. Anthropology 4:15-50.
Soto de Arachevaleta, M. Dolores

1982  Andlisis de la tecnologia de produccién del taller de obsidiana de
Guachimonton, Teuchitldn, Jalisco, México. Unpublished licenciatura
thesis, Department of Anthropology, Escuela Nacional de
Antropologia e Historia, Mexico City.

Spence, Michael W.

1981 Obsidian Production and the State in Teotihuacdn. American
Antiquity 46:769-788.

1996 Commodity or Gift: Teotihuacan Obsidian in the Maya Region.
Latin American Antiquity 7:21-39.

2000 From Tzintzuntzan to Paquime: Peers or Peripheries in Greater
Mesoamerica? In Greater Mesoamerica: The Archaeology of West
and Northwest Mexico, edited by Michael S. Foster and Shirley
Gorenstein, pp. 255-261. University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City

Spence, Michael W., Phil C. Weigand, and M. Dolores Soto de Arechavaleta

2002 Production and Distribution of Obsidian Artifacts in Western
Jalisco. In Pathways to Prismatic Blades: A Study in Mesoamerican
Core-Blade Technology, edited by Kenneth G. Hirth and Bradford
Andrews, pp. 61-80. Monograph 45. Cotsen Institute of
Archaeology, University of California, Los Angeles.

Stark, Barbara L.

2000 Framing the Gulf Olmec. In Olmec Art and Archaeology in
Mesoamerica, edited by John E. Clark and Mary E. Pye, pp. 31-53.
National Gallery of Art, Washington, D.C.

2007 Out of Olmec. In The Political Economy of Ancient Mesoamerica:
Transformations during the Formative and Classic Period, edited by
Vernon L. Scarborough and John E. Clark, pp. 47-63. University of
New Mexico Press, Albuquerque.

Stark, Barbara L., Matthew A. Boxt, Janine Gasco, Rebecca B. Gonzilez
Lauck, Jessica D. Hedgepeth Balkin, Arthur A. Joyce, Stacie M. King,
Charles L.F. Knight, Robert Kruge, Marc N. Levine, Richard G. Lesure,
Rebecca Mendelsohn, Marx Navarro-Castillo, Hector Neff, Michael
Ohnersorgen, Christopher A. Pool, L. Mark Raab, Robert Rosenswig, Marcie
Venter, Barbara Voorhies, David T. Williams, and Andrew Workinger

2016 Economic Growth in Mesoamerica: Obsidian Consumption in the
Coastal Lowlands. Journal of Anthropological Archaeology 41:
263-282.

Tabares, A. Natasha., Michael W. Love, Robert J. Speakman, Hector Neff,
and Michael D. Glascock

2005 Straight from the Source: Obsidian Prismatic Blades at El Ujuxte.
In Laser Ablation ICP-MS in Archaeological Research, edited by
Robert J. Speakman and Hector Neff, pp. 16-27. University of New
Mexico Press, Albuquerque.

Taube, Karl

1991 Obsidian Polyhedral Cores and Prismatic Blades in the Writing
and Art of Ancient Mexico. Ancient Mesoamerica 2:61-70.

Tenorio, Dolores, Melania Jiménez-Reyes, Rodrigo Esperaza-Lopez,
Thomas Calligaro, and Luis Alfonso Grave-Tirado

2015 The Obsidian of Southern Sinaloa: New Evidence of Aztatlin
Networks through PIXE. Journal of Archaeological Science: Reports
4:106-110.

Titmus, Gene, and John Clark

2003 Mexica Blade Making with Wooden Tools: Recent Experimental
Insights. In Mesoamerican Lithic Technology: Experimentation and
Interpretation, edited by Kenneth E. Hirth, pp. 72-97. University of
Utah Press, Salt Lake City.


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956536120000346

402

Tolstoy, Paul, Suzanne K. Fish, Martin W. Boksenbaum, Kathryn B.
Vaughn, and C. Earle Smith
1977 Early Sedentary Communities of the Basin of Mexico. Journal of
Field Archaeology 4:91-106.
Trombold, Charles D., James F. Luhr, Toshiaki Hasenaka, and Michael D.
Glascock
1993 Chemical Characteristics of Obsidian from Archaeological Sites
in Western Mexico and the Tequila Source Area: Implications for
Regional and Pan-Regional Interaction within the Northern
Mesoamerican Periphery. Ancient Mesoamerica 4:255-270.
VanPool, Todd. L., Christine S. VanPool, and Gordon Rakita
2008 Birds, Bells, and Shells: The Long Reach of the Aztatlan Trading
Tradition. In Touching the Past: Traditions of Casas Grandes, edited by
Glenna Nielsen, pp. 5-14. BYU University Press, Provo.
Wallerstein, Immanuel
1974  The Modern World-System: Capitalist Agriculture and the Origins
of the European World-Economy in the Sixteenth Century. Academic
Press, New York.
Weigand, Phil C.
1989 The Obsidian Mining Complex at La Joya, Jalisco. In La
obsidiana en Mesoamerica, edited by Margarita Gaxiola and John

https://doi.org/10.1017/5S0956536120000346 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Pierce

E. Clark, pp. 205-211. Coleccion Cientifica, Serie Arqueoldgica,
No. 176. Instituto Nacional de Antropologia e Historia, Mexico City.
Weigand, Phil C., Garman Harbottle, and Edward V. Sayre

1977 Turquoise Sources and Source Analysis: Mesoamerica and the
Southwestern U.S.A. In Exchange Systems in Prehistory, edited by Timothy
K. Earle and Jonathan E. Ericson, pp. 15-34. Academic Press, New York.

Weigand, Phil C., and Michael W. Spence

1982 The Obsidian Mining Complex at La Joya, Jalisco. Anthropology

6:175-188.
‘Wierzbicka, Anna

1996 Semantics: Primes and Universals. Oxford University Press,

Oxford and New York.
Workinger, Andrew G.

2002 Coastal/Highland Interaction in Prehispanic Oaxaca, Mexico: The
Perspective from San Francisco de Arriba. Unpublished Ph.D. disserta-
tion, Department of Anthropology, Vanderbilt University, Nashville.

Zepeda, Gabriela, and Noe Fajardo

1999 Puntos basicos para elaborar el anteproyecto de declaratoria de la
zona arqueologica de Huachotita, Municipio de Tecuala. Expediente
tecnico. Proyecto INAH-Procede (5th Etapa). Archivo Tecnico del
Centro INAH Nayarit, Tepic.


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956536120000346

	A REGIONAL ASSESSMENT OF OBSIDIAN USE IN THE POSTCLASSIC AZTATLAN TRADITION
	Abstract
	INTRODUCTION
	BACKGROUND
	Obsidian in Ancient Mesoamerica
	The Aztatlan Tradition: A Brief Overview
	Sites Under Study
	San Felipe Aztatan
	Coamiles

	Chacalilla
	Amapa
	Peñitas


	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Macroscopic Analysis
	Energy Dispersive X-Ray Fluorescence (EDXRF) Spectrometry

	RESULTS
	San Felipe Aztatan
	Coamiles
	Chacalilla
	Amapa
	Peñitas

	DISCUSSION
	CONCLUSION
	RESUMEN
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	REFERENCES


