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megalithic elements at the site, specifically Cajarumi, Iglesia Hirka, and Watsi. No description,
photographs, or mentions of the Kareycoto and Acshipucoto mounds at the site were ever reported
by Gambini. In fact, Gambini mentioned multiple times to Daggett that there was no “Eatly
Horizon” elements in the Cosma drainage or higher up the valley, and the only Chavin-related
vestiges in the upper valley were within the Colcap drainage (Daggett 1984: 46-47). It was this lack
of transportation and the misclassification of the cultural elements of the Cosma basin that lead

Daggett to focus his work in and around the town of Jimbe.

Figure 5.8: Example of machays documented within the Cosma basin. Some of these were heavily
looted, however others still housed human remains and burial items.

Figure 5.9 Example of ceramic forms recovered from inside machays in the basin.
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This original 2013 survey of the Cosma complex included the two mounds located in the basin—
Kareycoto and Acshipucoto—as well as the later domestic activity located on the Kunka ridge
(Figure 5.10). Originally a third mound was believed to exist on the Kunka ridge sharing a N-S
alignment with the two mounds in the basin, however our 2016 excavations have revealed this was a
natural knoll which was modified in antiquity, most likely during the Early Intermediate Period
through Middle Horizon. While this does not rule out a purposeful effort by Early Intermediate
Period and the Middle Horizon cultures to create an axial alignment with the earlier ceremonial
elements of the center, in light of our excavations, only the Acshipucoto and Kareycoto mounds

were likely built during the original construction of the monumental elements of the site.

As Cosma is surrounded on three sides by high peaks of the Cordillera Negra Mountains, for
the purpose of this study, the “Cosma Complex” is considered made up by everything found on or
within these three mountain ridges (Figure 5.10). While the excavations were broken up into three
main sectors: Kareycoto (Sector A), Acshipucoto (Sector B), and Kunka (Sector C), several different

centers or site occupations were documented along these ridges and mountain peaks (Figure 5.11).

The occupations ranged from simple wall foundations and/or associated artifact scatters,
tombs, carved boulders or huanca stones, and monumental constructions. The basin itself consists
of two platform mounds arranged north-south. The eastern mountain slope exhibited the most
evidence for prehistoric terracing activities, while the western mountain base was associated with a
clustering of boulder machay (cave or boulder tombs). Additionally, a large hilltop fortress (Iglesia
Hirka) and Inca ritual site (Cajarumi) were documented on the western and southern ridges,

respectively.

The sites of Cajarumi and Iglesia Hirka were originally documented by our team in 2013.

Elements within the basin which were explored and photographed included the chullpa, located
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Figure 5.10: Map of the Cosma basin, with location of sites and activity clusters recorded between 2013-2016.

133




along the southern footpath leading to the Kareycoto mound; a granite lintel stone with a simple
carving of a face and two serpentine figures was also documented near this mound. One of the most

striking features of the mound was the underground gallery which led within it several meters

(Figure 5.12).

£

Figure 5.12: 2013 photo taken inside the gallery in the Kareycoto mound.
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This gallery, paired with several stamped circle and dot ceramics and incised sherds observed on the
surface were the main catalyst for returning to Cosma for future excavations. Along with the larger
mounds and activity on the ridgelines (Kunka, Iglesia Hirka and Cajarumi), an area of prehistoric
terracing was explored to the east of the Kareycoto mound on the mountain slope. This terracing
was overgrown, but several walls were observed, along with the presence of three more possible

chullpa located in this sector (Figure 5.13-5.14).

Figure 5.13: Map of Sector A, red dot indicates location of lintel stone with carving. The course of
the Cosma tributary is represented by the blue dashed line.

After the 2013 documentation of site elements within the Cosma complex, specifically the
two large platform mounds in the basin, one of which featured an internal underground gallery, it
was determined the Cosma center met several criteria to potentially answer several research

questions. Cosma was located in an isolated basin, but also in association with historic trade routes
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and passes between the coast and the highlands. Additionally, the large mounds exhibited features
which dated to the Farly Horizon Period, paired with the hilltop fortress and Inca elements at the

site, there was obvious potential for understanding long term ceremonial landscape use.

Figure 5.14: Photo of the prehistoric terracing activity in Sector A and its association to the
Kareycoto mound. Photo taken facing northeast.

5.3 Survey Summary & Interpretation

Pedestrian survey took place over the course of two field seasons, and served two major purposes.
The first was to focus on an area for dissertation research, and the second was to better understand
the settlement patterns of the upper Nepena Valley. After the initial documentation of the Cosma
complex in 2013, several questions remained about the large size and complexity of the Cosma
center. Was it unique in its size and complexity? Did the other tributaries of the Jimbe River have
similar large mound complexes, or did they follow the smaller mound-ridge tradition Daggett had
originally documented in the 1980s? With the previous work of Kevin Lane and Alexander Herrera
focusing on the Salitre and Loco branches, and special attention paid to the area surrounding
Pamparomas (Lane 2010), a fuller understanding of the upper reaches of the Jimbe area were still
lacking. This prompted the need for excavations within the Cosma basin, which will be discussed in
the subsequent chapter.
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5.4 Excavations within the Cosma Basin (2014-2016)

Excavations in Cosma commenced in July of 2014 and ran three seasons through September of
2016. The first two seasons would focus on the elements within the basin, mainly the two platform
mounds. The final season focused on understanding the Kotosh-Mito activity on the smaller,
Acshipucoto mound, as well as the domestic use of the Kunka ridge-line. Fieldwork was conducted
under the supervision of Peruvian archaeologist Jeisen Navarro Vega (R.N.A. CN-9513, Project
Director) and Kimberly Munro (Principal Investigator), under the field permit numbers RDN
N°329-2014-DGPA-VMPCIC/MC, RDN N°204-2015-DGPA-VMPCIC/MC, and RDN N°280-
2016-DGPA-VMPCIC/MC. Excavation teams wete composed of US, Canadian, and Peruvian
archaeologists, as well as local Cosma workers, and funded through several sources (see
Acknowledgements). Excavation crews averaged between 12 and 15 people per season. General surface
survey within the basin revealed numerous other site elements or centers of activity (e.g., machays
located on and along ridges and slopes, sandstone “hueco” tombs or “cuevitas,” petroglyphs, huanca
and pecked stones, and other isolated ceramic or lithic scatters or walls), as well as several other
centers surrounding the basin (Watsi, Cesurhirka, Ishki Rumi, Iglesia Hirka, Cajarumi). The
excavation and survey data is listed below, organized by sector and site element. The excavation data
has been described by sector and mound area together, rather than by excavation year.

5.4.1 Excavation Methodology. The two mounds in the basin are separated by the Cosma river
tributary. This allowed for a relatively easy sectorization of the basin based on this natural boundary
(Figure 5.15). Sector A was the area designated around the Kareycoto mound and included the
prehistoric terraces which extend up the southern hill slope. Sector B is located to the south of
Sector A, across the ravine and includes the lower machay concentration and the Acshipucoto
mound. Sector C was designated as the area at the lowest point of the ridge to the south of Cosma.

Excavations were conducted within Sector A in 2014 and 2016, Sector B in 2014, 2015, and 2016,
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