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fragment (proximal), igneous rock, (c) a proximal axe fragment, greenstone 
and (d) a distal fragment of a notched axe, greenstone (photographs by 
Sebastiaan Knippenberg)

5.33 The axes (2): (a) a proxi- and medial fragment of a reworked axe, with the 
grooves of a fine grained igneous rock and (b) a tapered axe of a fine grained 
igneous rock (photographs by Sebastiaan Knippenberg)

5.34 The core tools (1): (a) a hand-held grinding stone with grooves of greenstone, 
(b) a hand-held grinding stone with broad grooves of phyllite and (c) a quern 
fragment of granite

5.35 The core tools (2): (a) an active abrading stone (F 58) with facetted used 
faces of fine grained green igneous or metamorphic rock (greenstone) and (b) 
quern of quartz (F 45) (photographs by Sebastiaan Knippenberg)

5.36 The core tools (3): (a) a hammer stone fragment of quartz, (b) a small 
hammer stone of quartz and (c) a pounding-grinding stone (pestle) of quartz 
(photographs by Sebastiaan Knippenberg)

5.37 An overview of complete hammer stones related to size and raw materials
5.38 (a) The distribution of lithic material and (b-e) quartz in particular
5.39 The distribution of bifacial core tools

6.1 A satellite photograph taken during road construction work near the village 
of Sparouine, indicating the site’s flat hill top (courtesy of the IRD and the 
CNES)

6.2 (a) Detail of the map drawn by Pierre du Val (1664) showing Ciparicotes in 
southern Suriname and (b) detail of ‘A man from the Province Iwaipanoma 
without head’ from the map drawn by Jodocus Hondius (1599). Both maps 
can be found in Rio Branco’s Atlas (1900), Maps 77 and 45, respectively

6.3 A detail of the geological map of French Guiana (after Delor et al. 2001). 
Nos. 32 (metapeliths) and 33 (metagrauwackes) represent the greenstone belt

6.4 A schematic section illustrating the stratigraphic layers (US) and mean 
excavation

6.5 (a) The localisation of the Crique Sparouine site and (b) the collecting grid
6.6 Three examples of pits filled with ceramics vessels: (a) F 35, multiple 

depositions (Type 1), (b) F 221, a small pit with one ceramic deposition 
(Type 2) and (c) F 102, a very large pit with upright deposition of one large 
ceramic vessel (Type 3)
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6.7 The examples of post holes
6.8 The burial of a Kali’na in a carbet on the littoral of Suriname during the first 

half of the 19th century (Benoit 1839, Fig. 86)
6.9 The levels of interpretation (a-d) of possible alignments. The last example is 

left open in order to acquire an impression the entire picture
6.10 Three possible house locations (HLs 1-3) and middens (Middens A-C)
6.11 The quartz flakes and core tools: (a) a hyaline flake (F 125), (b) a quartz 

fragment (S11-7), (c, d) hyaline flakes (F 304), (e, f ) a hyaline flakes (F 238), 
(g) a quartz core (S4-8), (h) a quartz core (S6-2) and (i) a possible quartz 
anvil (F 348)

6.12 The axes: (a) a pre-form (S9-7), (b) an axe (S12-3), (c) a distal fragment of an 
axe or pre-form, (d) an axe (S3-9) and (e) an axe (F 999) found to the south 
of the excavation while clearing the forest

6.13 (a-c) The hammer/grinding tools and (d-f ) grinding/polishing tools: (a) a 
hammer stone (F 282), (b) a hammer/grinding stone (S1-3), (c) a hammer 
stone (S11-7), (d) a fragment of a polished object, perhaps a grinder (S11-
7), (e) a polishing/grinding stone (F 333) and (f ) a fragment of a polished 
stone (F 59)

6.14 The distribution of lithic tools 
6.15 The distribution of ceramics found in the dark layer (US 1-2)
6.16 The rim series SM I-VII
6.17 The complete vessel shapes (Groups A-H)
6.18 The decorated elements: (a) S13-1, a body fragment of a necked jar (Group 

F) with incised geometrical designs and appliqué (illustration by Monique 
Ruig), (b) EC 9 (S2-9), a fragment of a finger-indented rim, (c) EC 82 (F 
330), a fragment of a polylobed rim with a white slip on the interior and a 
nubbin, (d) EC 72 (F 278), a polylobed rim with scraped geometric designs 
on the inside, (e) EC 92 (F 377), a lug on the rim and a red-slipped band on 
the upper part of the wall and (f ) EC 36 (F 36), a wall fragment with finger-
indented strip appliqué

6.19 A 3D representation of HL 1 with a possible rectangular structure (courtesy 
of Jimmy Mans)

6.20 Examples of Amerindien house plans: (a) a tampatáraka or Trio house 
(Frikel 1973:283, Fig. 7a, b), (b) a Wayana house (Cornette 1988c:13), (c) 
a Wapishana house measuring 30 x 60 feet (Farabee 1918:16, Fig. 1), (d) a 
Kali’na house (Benoît 1839, Plate 76) and (e) a Tukanoan long house (Hugh-
Jones 1993:99, Fig. 1; see also Hugh-Jones 1995:230, Fig. 11.1)

6.21 A drawing of the scraped rim decoration found on the notched flowerbowl 
EC 72 (F 278). Please not the squatted legs of a human being or an animal
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7.1 The geographical position of the site: (a) includes the other sites along the RN 
1, situated on the border of the Pleistocene deposits (indicated in transparent 
orange) and (b) presents an aerial photograph of Iracoubo in 1950. Note the 
course of the Iracoubo River, the very nearby habitations (which by now have 
disappeared) as well as the large number of slash and burn fields (courtesy 
of the IGN)

7.2 An overview of the AM 41 allotment and the three archaeological zones as 
defined by the SA in 2005. The colour orange represents the clayey deposits 
of the Old Coastal Plain whereas yellow refers to its sandy ridges. Blue 
depicts a hydromorphic zone. The 2005 trenches are indicated in grey, the 
2006 excavation in dark grey and the 2007 excavation also in grey

7.3 A schematic soil section with a ceramic deposition
7.4 An overview of the excavation in the Central Zone with Pits 1-3, illustrating 

the distribution of features per type
7.5 The distribution of features and types of the ceramic depositions in Zone A
7.6 The distribution of features and types of the ceramic depositions in Zone B
7.7 The dolerite stone found in boxed pit F 6 in Zone B
7.8 The boxed pit F 21 in Zone B. One can clearly see the red painted bottle 

(EC 33) covered by large, thick body sherds. Note the stacked sherds next to 
the box’s edge

7.9 A possible square wooden construction next to Zone B
7.10 The hypothetical reconstitution of boxed pit F 21 in Zone B
7.11 The diameter frequency of SM I
7.12 The diameter frequency of SM II
7.13 The ceramics found in Zone A
7.14 The ceramics found in Zone B
7.15 (a) The bases (without rim profiles), (b) SM 0 and (c) the griddles per 

funerary zone
7.16 ‘Profil de jarre à papule appliqué’ found at the site of Pointe Brigandin, 

Lower Sinnamary River (adapted from Petitjean Roget 1995b)
7.17 A photograph taken from the southwest corner of Pit 1 (Zone A). Features 

F 82-84 are situated next to the black bucket. The machine is engaged in 
digging Pit 2
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8.1 A simplified topographic map of Cayenne Island and its surroundings with 
the sites of Rorota and Poncel are indicated by means of a star

8.2 An aerial photograph of the Rorota site (estimated size indicated by means 
of the red oval) featuring the two creeks and various archaeological sites in 
its vicinity, superimposed on the local geology. The black squares are the 
colonial sites whereas the red circles mark the Amerindian sites. North of the 
Rorota Creek, we may observe the mechanical INRAP survey which Pierre 
Texier (2006) carried out. The geological formations are after J. P. Cautru 
(1993); S2: sandy beach (Recent Holocene); SaO: fine sand with podzols 
(Pleistocene, Coswine Formation), or Barres prélittorales (Fr.); Sah: fine sand 
in hydromorphic soils (Pleistocene, Coswine Formation); Ash: fat clays and 
temporary hydromrophic environment (Pleistocene, Coswine Formation), 
and SAO: altered cristallines rocks and undifferentiated cristallophyllines 
(Precambrian Formation)

8.3 The representation of the so-called ‘Vase Alexandre’ as published by Hugues 
Petitjean Roget and Dominique Roy (1976:174, Plate 9)

8.4 The collecting units measuring 4x4 m and the outline of the pit
8.5 Section A and B with stratigraphic layers (US 1-5)
8.6 The geomorphologic sequence established by M. Seurin (1976:22, Fig. 6)
8.7 The excavation plan
8.8 A schematic section of a crowned post hole and (b) a zenithal image of 

crowned post hole F 16
8.9 The house locations A and B: (a) round house plans and (b) square ones. To 

the right, the hydromorphic zone is depicted at excavation level
8.10 A microphotograph 41 (PK11-H) illustrating the heterogeneity of the quartz 

and the pounded sherd elements (photograph by Gilles Fronteau)
8.11 The micro-photograph 42 (PK 11-G) illustrating pounded sherd fragments 

(photograph by Gilles Fronteau)
8.12 The micro-photograph 43 (PK 11-H) illustrating very large and very small 

inclusions (photograph by Gilles Fronteau)
8.13 The diameter frequency of SM V
8.14 The diameter frequency of SM II
8.15 The modes of decoation Jean-François Turenne defined as to the Pointe 

Gravier site (after Turenne 1974:29). This site yielded a single radiocarbon 
date: 2500 to 1300 BP. However, this date is questionable and probably too 
early when considering this site’s ceramics

8.16 Two examples of Form A: (a) EC 119 (SM V) found in pit F 13, (b) Rorota, 
Carré CB (after Petitjean Roget and Roy 1976:174, Plate 10)

8.17 The sketches of Forms A-D (not to scale)
8.18 The spatial distribution of post holes containing manuports indicated in 

orange
8.19 A fragment of milling stone No. 34 (Square D4). This object was not washed 

after excavation; the sample was scraped from the slightly concave face 
indicated by the black arrow
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8.20 (a) A view of the coastline opposite the excavation in 2011 and (b) a view of 
the same coastline destroyed by heavy storms in January 2013. The degree of 
erosion must have resembled the situation during the 1970s when M. Suerin 
carried out her fieldwork

8.21 The Rorota site as seen from Mont Ravel (drawing by Monique Ruig) 
(courtesy of Une Saison en Guyane)

9.1 An aerial photograph of the new Route Nationale, the Cabassou landslide 
at Poncel (Géoportail 2007). The red rectangle represents the allotment AS 
114 of the future cemetery whereas the yellow rectangle represents the 2010 
excavation

9.2 A geological map of Cayenne Island (Cautru 1993). Blue (clay) and yellow 
(sand) represent the Holocene deposits. Orange (sand) and green (clay) 
represent the Pleistocene deposits. Purple and red represent the Precambrian 
Shield. The excavated LCA sites are indicated with a black star and Cimetière 
paysager Poncel by means of an arrow

9.3 A general plan of the CPP excavation. We observed the 5 x 5 m grid, the 
possible location of the 2004 exploration trenches and the bedrock emerging 
in the excavation

9.4 A schematic section of the site 
9.5 The general excavation plan
9.6 Zenith photographs of the elongated pit F 193 at the first and final levels of 

manual excavation
9.7 (a) A section drawing of the deep pit F 158 and (b) a photograph portraying 

the excavator in a rather suggestive position. The fill may be described as: (1) 
sandy silt, dark brown to black with charcoal, large blocs and large ceramic 
fragments, (2) pocket of loose sediment (roots?), (3) clayey silt with nodules, 
brownish orange, (4) empty pocket (root?), (5) clayey silt, reddish brown, 
loose texture with charcoal and (6) silty clay, red to light brown colour

9.8 A section drawing of the elongated pit F 199 dug in the bedrock (US 4000) 
and a zenithal photograph of the manual excavation. Two radiocarbon 
datings were recorded as to this pit. The first was taken next to the complete 
vessel (EC 223) found upside-down (POZ-44834), the second  from inside a 
sherd (EC 230) found at the bottom of the pit (POZ-44832)

9.9 An overview of the hypothetical feature concentrations or Zones A-E with 
the important pit features indicated in yellow and the post holes which vary 
between 20 and 40 cm in depth and are presented in red

9.10 The diameter frequency of SM III
9.11 The diameter frequency of SM VI
9.12 The diameter frequency of SM II
9.13 EC 154 was found in pit F 93 and has complex white-on-red designs on its 

interior wall and base. The subdivision of the base into four elements forms 
a cross that may represent an (abstract) reflection of a world view

9.14 The diameter frequency of SM I
9.15 A base fragment EC 103 showing a large quantity of coarse mineral material
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9.16 The sketches of the recurrent CPP Forms A-E (not to scale)
9.17 An overview of most relevant vessel shapes per modal series
9.18 The ceramics per feature (1)
9.19 The ceramics per feature (2)
9.20 The ceramics per feature (3)
9.21 The ceramic chrono-typology of CPP. The atmospheric data are from Reimer 

et al. (2004), calibrated at 2σ with OxCalv3.10 Bronk Ramsey (2005)
9.22 Decorated rim fragments (1): (a) EC 100, a pedestalled base, (b) EC 149, a 

lug fragment, (c) EC 169, indented clay strips, (d) EC 183, complex parallel 
incisions, (e) F 66, nail indentations and appliqué and (f ) F 157, complex 
vertical incisions 

9.23 Various decorated rim fragments (2): (a) EC 83, a red slip and nail 
indentations with punctations below the lip, (b) EC 85, nail indentations on 
the lip, (c) EC 129, oblique parallel incisions, (d) EC 161, wavy-lines, (e) EC 
201, obliques incisions, or treilles, and (f ) EC 50, visible coils

9.24 Examples of slipped/painted ware: (a) EC 62, a white-on-red complex design 
on collar, (b) white-on-red fragments (two with white dots on red), (c) EC 
205,a rim with red band with white dots with a linear incision, (d) Square 
H 2, a rim with red band and punctations, (e) EC 209, negative red slipped 
fragment and (f ) F 157, red-on-white painted fragment

9.25 Decorated collars (1): (a) EC 26, nail-indented lip with wavy-lines and red 
slip (band), (b) EC 57, treilles and red slip (band), (c) EC 82, wavy-lines, 
(d) EC 126, indented clay strip around base of collar, (e) EC 157, hastily 
applied treilles with finger-indentations on the rim and (f ), EC 148, finger-
indentations and a red band

9.26 Decorated collars (2): (a) EC 182, treilles and red slip (band), (b) EC 66, 
eroded treilles and red slip (band), (c) EC 163, treilles and a red slip (band), 
(d) EC 200, treilles and finger-indented rim and (e) EC 227, treilles and a 
red slip (band)

9.27 Two modelled appliqués or adornos: (a) F 178 and (b) F 165
9.28 The ceramic material found in pit F 158: (a) examples of Ouanary encoché 

applied on the interior of the lip, (b) restricted vessels and (c) open vessels
9.29 (a) J 04.02, a pitted anvil or nutt-cracker and (b) 14.01, the milling stone/

mortar made of dolerite (photograph and drawing by Sandrine Delpech)
9.30 (a) K 12.03, an indented axe and (b) H 02.01, undetermined worked tool 

(photographs and drawing by Sandrine Delpech)
9.31 The stone vessel F 96 (photographs by Sandrine Delpech) 
9.32 A solid rectangular shaped milling stone base (L 18.01) made of granite, 

weighing c.32 kg, and measuring 36 x 35 x 15 cm. The sample CPP-5 was 
taken just above the plastic label, where scraping marks are still visible

9.33 The radiocarbon dates related to LCA sites on Cayenne Island and its 
surroundings (cf .Annexe 1). Atmospheric data from Reimer et al. (2004), 
calibrated at 2σ with OxCal v3.10 Bronk Ramsey (2005)
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9.34 (a) An elongated pit with ceramic debris as observed during the mechanical 
survey of Katoury (photograph by Sylvie Jérémie). One easily recognizes 
Forms A and B; (b) A photograph of a ceramic deposition at the allotment 
project l’Anse du Mahury (No. 97309.137), taken when the present author 
visited this site during its destruction. Three radiocarbon dates yielded a 
calibrated date at 2σ between AD 990 and 1215 as to the excavated area 
(Briand 2012b:26)

10.1 The front page of the 1596 publication by Lawrence Keymis
10.2 Details of two Dutch maps: (a) the map by Jodocus Hondius (1599) entitled 

Nieuwe Caerte van het wonderbaer ende goudrijcke landt Guiana (Bijzondere 
Collecties Universiteit van Amsterdam 104.05.04; courtesy of the University 
of Amsterdam), (b) Hessel Gerrtisz map entitled Gvaiana ofte de Provincien 
tusschen Rio de las in Amazonas ende Rio de Yviapari ofte Orinoque published 
by Johannes de Laet his book entitled Nieuwe Wereldt (1625:452–453). It is 
presumed that the small circles represent Dutch trading posts. A sketch map 
of the Guiana coast where Dutch factors are mentioned at precisely the same 
rivers supports this hypothesis (Hulsman 2010:308)

10.3 A map of the Marvini or Maroni River, c.1625 (MS Sloane 179B, f. 23). Note 
the names of the various nations on both riversides and the types of houses 
depicted here. The question arises if this “mixed” pattern is a result of the 
historic event, i.e. the encroachment of fleeing Arawaks and/or Caribs from 
Trinidad, or a pre-Columbian settlement pattern? We can further recognize 
the Arouba Island and the larger Portal Island to the south, accompanied 
by the smaller present-day Lepers Island. Two villages on both sides of the 
(supposed) Crique Balaté are situated just north of the latter island (courtesy 
of the British Library, London)

10.4 A detail of a manuscript map of the Leupe collection depicting Guiana, 
van de rivier Marawini tot Arrowen Eyland (NL_HaNA_4VEL_2153), 
dated c.1675. This map features numerous similarities with Hessel Gerritz’s 
1625 publication (cf. Fig. 10.2). The information recorded on this map 
was acquired between 1600 and 1630 (Hulsman 2009:80, note 93). The 
distribution of Amerindian ‘populi’ on the Lower Maroni River resembles 
the information recorded on the Maroni and Oyapock maps made by the 
Walloon Fathers of the de Forest voyage, probably by the surviving Jean 
Mousnier de la Montagne (cf. Fig. 10.3) (courtesy of the Nationaal Archief, 
The Hague)

10.5 A map of Cayenne Island depicting the fort Ceperou and the village or Armire 
(after Laon Sieur d’Aigremont 1654, after page 120)

10.6 A diorama of a Caraïbenkamp created by Gerrit Schouten in 1832 (Medendorp 
2008:110)

10.7 A drawing by Riou and engraved by Hildebrand depicting the penitentiary 
Saint-Louis on the Lower Maroni River (Crevaux 1883:9)
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10.8 Father Willem Ahlbrinck surrounded by several Wayana at Albina, probably 
after returning from a 1937 voyage to the headwaters of the Maroni River 
Lower, see Op zoek naar de Indianen or ‘In search of the Indians’ (Ahlbrinck 
1956). He worked on the Maroni River between 1913 and 1918 and before 
leaving for Paramaribo was struck by malaria. Here Ahlbrinck continued his 
work among the Javanese population, returning to Amerindian territory in 
1926 (Stahel 1926, 1927) and 1937 (Hoff 1968b) (courtesy of the University 
of Amsterdam, UBM: HL 94-14, after Schalken 1983:186)

10.9 A map of: (a) the present-day Amerindian villages in French Guiana and (b) 
on the Lower Maroni River

10.10 A drawing by Riou illustrating the manufacturing of pottery among the 
Galibi (Crevaux 1883:13)

10.11 A photograph taken by Ahlbrinck (1931:90) depicting a woman at Lelydorp 
with three samaku pots

11.1 The location of the Eva 2 site on a late 19th century map by Le Vasseur 
(after Decoudras 1979, Plate 18). Note the Amerindian villages on the Lower 
Sinnamary River. Cf. Fig. 4.1 for an aerial photograph of the Malmanoury 
Savannah and its site location

11.2 The distribution of features and objects. Note that Pit 4 has been omitted. 
The large feature outlined outlined in orange at the left in Pit 13 represents 
a very large tree fall cut by the survey of Trench 26

11.3 The discovery of secondary Burial 5. Note the outline of the standing vessel 
on which another vessel was placed upside down. In the course of time it has 
fallen into the larger standing vessel. This vessel also contained European 
glass beads, fragments of a German Beardman jug (including the large 
fragment on the left), an iron axe and a bundle of long bones

11.4 The paired Burials 7 and 8
11.5. A drawing by Riou depicting the interment of a Roucouyenne (Wayana) 

piai (after Crevaux 1883:238). The rectangular pit in this drawing reveals a 
remarkable similarity with Burial 6

11.6. Drawings of metal objects: (a) an iron hook (M 03), (b) an iron axe with a 
“Crown” trademark (M 06), (c) a secondary used iron axe (M 02), (d) an 
iron axe with a “MB” trademark (M 07), (e) a breadknife (M 08), (f ) a knive 
(M 09), (g) a brass bell (M 11) and (h) a cross of lead (M 12) (redrawn after 
Christian Vallet)

11.7 The glass beads from Burial 1
11.8 All white opaque and dark blue transluscent glass beads from Burial 5
11.9 The shell beads found at the pelvis of Burial 6
11.10 The Beardman found in Burial 5 (drawing adapted from Christian Vallet)
11.11 Various lithic artefacts: (a) a fragment of a blond gunflint (Pit 6, Square D), 

(b) a calibrator or sharpener (Pit 2, Square C), (c) small flakes (Burial 5) and 
(d) a drawing of a maraka (after Ahlbrinck 1931:107)

11.12 The complete vessel shapes (without EC 364 of Burial 5)
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11.13 The ceramic vessels found in Burial 5 in a funeral position. EC 366 depicts 
a symmetrical projection of reconstruction (partially redrawn after Matthieu 
Hildebrand in van den Bel et al. 2006:72)

11.14 The rim series SM I-VIII
11.15 The diameter frequency of SM IV
11.16 The diameter frequency of SM VI
11.17 The diameter frequency of SM 2
11.18 (a) The excavation of a ceramic concentration F 8 in Pit 8 and a drawing in 

the left upper corner (EC 125) and (b) the spatial distribution of collected 
ceramic material in grams per square. The firm circle indicates the principal 
waste area (Zone A) and the dotted circles are the secondary areas (Zones 
B-D)

11.19 The Jesuit presence in French Guiana and Amapá during the 16th and 17th 
century. The dots represent the missions and the squares the habitation sites 
(after Le Roux et al. 2009:62)

11.20 A detail of the Brûletout de Préfontaine map after his voyage in 1763 drawn 
by P. Boulogne in 1764 featuring the Malmanoury Creek with numerous 
habitations (FR_CAOM_FMSM_F3_289_22)

11.21 A detail of the Charrière map (1847) depicting the area between the Carouabo 
and Sinnamary Rivers (FR_CAOM_DFC_Guyane 70_983). Note the main 
road which is still present today

11.22 ‘La famille Ka-joe-roe devant sa hutte’ in Amserdam in 1883 (after 
Bonaparte 1884:47). A similar exposition was held in 1882 in Paris in the 
Jardin d’accilimatation (Collomb and Tiouka 2000:103)

11.23 (a) An interpretation of the village lay-out and (b) and an engraving of a 
Kal’ina village (after J. P. Benoit 1839, Plate XXXVI, 76)

11.24 A yopoto or Kali’na chief (after P. J. Benoit 1839, Plate XXXIX, 82). The cane 
and clothing were presented by the Dutch administration in order to confirm 
the position of the yopoto as the Head Chief of the village and subsequently 
their Ambassador. Similar policies were also applied with regard to the 
Maroons

11.25 A comparison of selected vessel shapes of Cornette’s classification (1992) vs. 
Eva 2

12.1 A simplified chronological chart of the Early (Phase B) and Late Ceramic 
Age archaeological complexes in the Central Guianas (cf. Figs. 1.6 and 3.2)

12.2 The common vessel shapes regarding Cayenne Island (Forms A-F)
12.3 (a) A detail of a polychrome painted Marajoará tanga sharing a stylistic 

affinity with Tupi polychrome designs (after Schaan 2007:86, Fig. 3e) and 
(b) a detail of EC 73 incised toric pot from Crique Sparouine

12.4 Women on Hispaniola making dough (left) in order to prepare flatbread 
(centre) and tamales (right) (after Benzoni 1857:84)

12.5 A metal grater purchased by the present author in 2012 at Oiapoque, Brazil
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Preface

This study entitled Archeological Investigation between Cayenne Island and the 
Maroni River is not a history of Amerindian life in French Guiana from c.5000 
BP to the present-day. Rather, it presents us with an anthology of archaeological 
materials with which this history has to contend, extracting from them and 
reconstructing with them not only a hypothetical view of the Amerindian 
prehistory but also a history of French Guiana. This study is primarily based on 
a large number of archaeological data, gathered from excavations in the western 
coastal zone of French Guiana. The outcome hereof served to construct a cultural 
chronology for this region in an attempt to insert this information into the already 
existing chronology, as is usually the case in archaeology.

In the Guianas, the cultural chronology has been firmly settled for many 
decades. Moreover archaeologists apply this framework as a tool in order to 
describe any change or development in human culture. However, this framework 
in the Guianas is not as elaborate as in the Andes or the Caribbean. In fact, 
during the last quarter of the 20th century, it was adopted from the synthesis of 
archaeological research on the Orinoco and Amazon Rivers (where archaeological 
research was more advanced) and applied to the Guianas (Rouse et al. 1984). 
This topdown approach allowed little space for the existence or emergence of local 
cultures because a regional distinction was considered an adaptation or diffusion 
of previous migrations. Furthermore, the debate on the presence of chiefdoms 
in the Americas during the 1990s obscured local and regional diversity as it did 
in other regions such as the Greater Antilles (Curet and Stringer 2010:5; Torres 
2013). Pre-Colombian society during the Late Ceramic Age (LCA) tends to be 
more variably composed and segmented. It is not a single encompassing complex 
society of chiefdoms as proposed by Rostain (2008b).

The results of the excavations forwarded here indicates that this existing 
framework, as defined by Stéphen Rostain (1994a) as to French Guiana, as well 
as its general approach, is obsolete and needs to be revised from the bottom 
up. First and foremost, not all stages of development are present in Rostain’s 
framework, (e.g. the Archaic and the Early Ceramic Age), are non-existent or 
hardly discussed. Secondly, the data base of the existing framework is ridiculously 
small when compared with the data bases of current (compliance) archaeological 
research. This bias posed two major problems when comparing both data sets: (a) 
the modes or techniques of collecting archaeological materials differ and are thus 
difficult to compare and (b) the quantities of the material and site contexts are 
also different. Eventually, in order to revise the framework, scientific resistance 
(rather then debate) is met from members of the ruling archaeologist elite, or 
caciques, which have dominated the Guianas for many decades. Similar scientific 
situations have been acknowledged in the Caribbean (Bright 2011). Therefore, 
the confrontation between pioneering archaeology and modern (compliance) 
archaeology is referred to as “scant archaeology” (cf. Section 12.2.2).

In this regard, the introduction of compliancy archaeology in French Guiana 
has clearly brought a massive body of information to the table concerning 
Amerindian prehistory. Again, the present publication does not include a history 
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of the mutual relationships between Amerindians, but it provides ideas on the 
Amerindians, embodied by the way of Western research and ideology. It is therefore 
a study dealing with Western perceptions on Amerindian cultural processes and 
development. Although the artefacts found during our excavations were produced 
by Amerindians, and do not speak directly to us as modern Amerindian objects 
can do, they represent not only useful information but can also share indications 
on their way of life from which we are able to create a synthesis (analogies).1

Initially, a synthesis implying a people culturally dissimilar to my own 
appeared to me as a wager. Indeed, the prehistory of the Amerindians who still 
inhabit the western coastal zone of French Guiana certainly deserves more than 
1000 pages, and not the mere 500 pages that are presented here. How is it possible 
to capture the hardly known prehistory of this region and combine it with the 
overall history of the Guianas? As we shall see, this research evidences numerous 
elements, (e.g. Archaic earthovens, early ceramics, the appearance of black earths, 
the new ceramic series, a necropole). All this can be related to the archaeological 
results from neighbouring countries or even Greater Amazonia.

Two solutions are present: (a) the encompassing and sometimes tedious description 
of the excavations the INRAP teams compiled by means of a “Final excavation 
report,” or Rapport final d’opération de fouille (RFO), which is openly available at the 
desk of the Ministry of Culture or at the INRAP library (www.dolia.fr) and (b) one 
can attempt to analyse the results of a number of sites which have been selected 
because together they constitute a regional chronology or cultural sequence from 
5000 BP to present as indicated in the subtitle. The latter option is chosen here 
while focusing on the sites located between the Cayenne Island (Fr., Île de Cayenne) 
and the Lower Maroni River excavated by the INRAP under the responsibility of 
the present author. This ensemble of sites not only provides us with a diachronic 
development of this particular area, but also represents a current state of affairs on 
the prehistory of French Guiana.

Therefore, notwithstanding the lengthy time span between the first excavations 
in 2005 and the completion of the present study as well as the fruits of ongoing 
field research, the presentation of the various archaeological projects or sites have 
been placed in chronological order. The earliest sites will be thus discussed first 
in Chapter 4, whereas the most recent examples will be dealt with in Chapter 11, 
despite the fact that they were found at the same site. In this manner we can also 
compare the material culture originating from a pre-Columbian context with the 
material ascribed to the Amerindians of the Historic Age in order to gain an 
insight in the continuity or the lack hereof during this era.

The title firstly includes a clin d’oeil to our predecessors Clifford Evans and 
Betty J. Meggers who started structural archaeological research or “investigations” 
as they called it, in former British Guiana and Territory of Amapá. Without their 
contributions, the present study could not have been carried out or would have 
been different. Secondly, the term investigations may best be applied to the present-
day compliance archaeology when compared with programmed archaeology. 
Both types of archaeology pretend to conduct scientific research but have clearly 

1	  More recently, the anthropological concept of ‘Amerindian perspectivism’ (Viveiros de Castro 1996, 
1998, 2002; Stolze Lima 1996, 2006) or Amerindian ontologies is gaining significance in Brazilian 
archaeology in which pan-Amazonian concepts of regarding (modern) Amerindian religion, 
cosmology, warfare and politics play an important role in archaeological interpretation (Gomes 
2007). 
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dissimilar approaches. Compliance archaeology is guided by public law which 
creates a demand to be fulfilled within a certain period of time and a fixed budget 
(cf. Section 1.3). The result of this archaeological operation, or investigation, is 
an administrative report, hence my preference for investigations. This continuous 
process, often evolving far too hastily for the project leaders, results in the stock-
piling of numerous reports consisting of a multitude of scientific studies which, 
at the end of the line, eventually receive little attention as to further hypothesis 
and integration into the larger picture, albeit that efforts are certainly made. 
Therefore, this dissertation is also a general synthesis or an attempt to provide an 
overview of my research in French Guiana. It has clearly a bottom-to-top approach 
which stands out as an important difference with programmed archaeology which 
is guided by a scientific demand and limited by time and money. Compliance 
archaeology cannot choose its subject of research, hence the term investigation 
(again). Programmed archaeology determines its sites in an attempt to answer 
questions. Most often it chooses the sites or areas in which a positive answer to 
the questions raised is most likely to be found, resulting in a topdown approach 
and eventually representing a self-fulfilling prophecy.

Compliancy archaeology in Amazonia also results in a large amount of data. 
However, this frequently occurs in void archaeological areas, which are at first 
hand difficult to assess due to the absence of a chrono-cultural context. Indeed, 
the results of these investigations must be further examined in order to provide a 
suitable source of information for further research, as will be pointed out. I will 
reach out to previous and actual research questions in order to provide a helpful 
contribution and even propose modifications to the existing archaeological body 
of evidence in French Guiana. Needless to say, the heart of this anthology consists 
of administrative reports originally written in French of which the contents have 
been evaluated and translated in order to propose a regional chronology. The 
reason for this is that the majority of those engaged in research in the Guianas are 
well-versed in it. This book reflects my views on the results of these excavations; 
any errors and flaws are therefore mine.

Acknowledgements

Conducting archaeological fieldwork demands many enthusiastic people: 
archaeologists, both professional as well as avocational. The introduction of 
compliance archaeology in French Guiana conducted since 2002 enabled multiple 
archaeological surveys and numerous important excavations. I officiated as project 
leader (Fr., responsable d’opération) of an INRAP team working on several of these 
projects, having previously carried out achaeological research at sites in French 
Guiana and the French Lesser Antilles, notably Guadeloupe (FWI). This not only 
enhanced my knowledge of the prehistory of French Guiana (Department 973) 
but also allowed me to appreciate various projects located at e.g. Malmanoury, 
Kaw, Nancibo, Cayenne, Iracoubo, Saint-Georges de l’Oyapock, Régina, 
Maripasoula, Sparouine, Macouria, Saint-Laurent du Maroni, Mana. Each site 
or project introduced me to a specific environment adding further experience to 
my understanding and teaching me about regional differences to be recognised 
in the field. My finest memories are most certainly related to excavations, for 
example at Eva 2, Crique Sparouine and Chemin Saint-Louis, but also to those 
carried out at Pont de l’Oyapock and Yaou where I was employed as a field 



38 archaeological investigations between cayenne island and the maroni river

technician. Furthermore, much time was spent at the INRAP Archaeological 
Center in Cayenne, studying the excavated material and taking care of samples to 
be analysed. I am indebted to all my co-workers during these projects.

My thesis relies heavily upon the information and ideas of earlier researchers. 
Even though the hypotheses and conclusions presented here are the result of 
original analysis, they could not have been rendered without any previous research. 
Therefore, I am deeply grateful to my predecessors, all the colleagues in French 
Guiana as well as my fellow archaeologists in the Netherlands, Brazil, French 
Guiana and elsewhere. The degree of cooperation the archaeological projects 
received during the preparation of fieldwork, the excavations and the recording 
of features in the field, the washing and bagging of the excavated material for 
further study has impressed me greatly. Otherwise any further studies would have 
been impossible. A large number of colleagues and other (external) researchers 
eventually contributed to the final administrative excavation reports and eventually 
this (syn)thesis. Having translated, abridged and edited these texts, I accept the 
full and sole responsibility for any misrepresentations and distortions herein are 
mine. Moreover, I hereby wish to acknowledge the work of those colleagues and 
express my sincere gratitude (cf. Annexe 1 for the original reports):

Eva 2, Malmanoury, Municipality of Sinnamary (May-July 2005)
Topography: Pierre Texier and Axel Daussy (INRAP);
Fieldwork: Sandra Kayamaré, Sandrine Delpech, Clara Samuelian, Christian 
Vallet (INRAP) and Monique Ruig;
Studies: FUGRO Guyane, geomorphology; Christian Vallet (INRAP), European 
material; Sandrine Delpech (INRAP) lithic material; Matthieu Hildebrand 
(INRAP) ceramic material and archives; Christine Fouilloud and Sandra Kayamaré 
for their drawings.

AM 41, Iracoubo Municipality of Iracoubo (February 2006)
Topography: Georges Lemaire (SRA) and Matthieu Hildebrand (INRAP);
Fieldwork: Mickaël Mestre (INRAP), Sandra Kayamaré (INRAP), Eric Gassies 
(SA), Nadir Boudheri, Cencia Campa, Elodie Etienne and Laurent Berson 
(volunteers).

Crique Sparouine, Municipality of Saint-Laurent du Maroni (December 2006)
Topography: Pierre Texier (INRAP);
Fieldwork: Sandrine Delpech, Marc Rimé (INRAP), Lydie Clerc and volunteer 
Deborah Deschamps (†).

Chemin Saint-Louis, Municipality of Saint-Laurent du Maroni (November-
December 2008, January 2009)
Topography: Pierre Texier, Vincent Arrighi (INRAP), Cabinet Zaepfel (Mana);
Fieldwork: Nathalie Serrand, Jérôme Briand, Jean-Jacques Faillot (INRAP), Agnès 
Berthé, Stéphane “Charly” Brebant, Lydie Clerc, Daan Isendoorn, Lydie Joanny;
Study: Laurent Bruxelles (INRAP), geomorphology; Cecilia Cammas (INRAP, 
AgroParisTech) and Jeanne Brancier (University Paris I Panthéon-Sorbonne), 
micromorphology; Jago Birk (University Bayreuth), multi-element mapping; 
Sebastiaan Knippenberg (ARCHOL BV, University of Leiden), lithic analysis; Pascal 



39preface

Verdin (INRAP), phytolith analysis; Jaime Pagán Jiménez (EK Consultadores, 
University of Leiden), starch grain analysis; Nathalie Serrand (INRAP), drawings.

PK 11, Route des Plages, Municipality of Rémire-Montjoly (April 2010)
Topography: Cabinet Zaepfel (Mana);
Fieldwork: Sandrine Delpech (INRAP), Lydie Joanny and Emile Eustache;
Study: Dominique Todisco (INRAP/University of Orléans), geomorphology; 
Sandrine Delpech (INRAP), lithic analysis; Jaime Pagán Jiménez (EK 
Consultadores, University of Leiden), starch grain analysis; Gilles Fronteau 
(University of Reims), thin-sections.

Cimetière paysager Poncel, Municipality of Rémire-Montjoly (June-July 2010)
Topography: Axel Daussy (INRAP);
Fieldwork: Mickael Mestre, Sandrine Delpech, Sandrine Moules Mages, Sophie 
Capelle (INRAP), Lydie Clerc;
Study: Dominique Todisco (INRAP/University of Orléans), geomorphology; 
Sandrine Delpech (INRAP), lithic analysis; Jaime Pagán Jiménez (EK 
Consultadores, University of Leiden), starch grain analysis; Matthieu Le Bailly 
(University of Franche Comté), parasite analysis.

I would like to thank my supervisors Prof. Dr. Corinne L. Hofman and Dr. Arie 
Boomert at the Leiden University. Without their support and critical guidance 
this thesis would not have been possible. I must acknowledge the INRAP for 
granting my request, which was deposited in 2009, and has been spread over four 
years: the time needed to edit the excavation reports and to re-examine the results 
of each project I carried out for the INRAP in French Guiana. I would also like to 
thank INRAP as well as Leiden University for the financial aid in order to publish 
this dissertation published in collaboration with Sidestone Press.

A number of researchers kindly helped me to answer my questions on 
various matters in the last ten years which enhanced my understanding of the 
archaeological data and helped me during the progess of this work. I would like 
to thank Neil Lancelot Whitehead (†) for introducing me to the Guianas and 
furthermore, in random order, Gérard Collomb, Pierre Grenand, Sylvie Jérémie, 
Sandra Kayamaré, Jérôme Briand, Sandrine Delpech, Matthieu Hildebrand, 
Clara Samuelian, Christine Fouilloud, Mickaël Mestre, Dominique Todisco, 
Pierre Texier, Cécilia Cammas, Christophe Jorda, Laurent Bruxelles, Thomas 
Romon, Nathalie Serrand, André Delpuech, Christian Stouvenot, Benoit Bérard, 
Thierry L’Etang, Reginald Murphy, John Crock, Davy Damien, Nathalie Cazelles, 
Claude Coutet, Catherine Losier, Fabrice Lavallette, Stéphen Rostain, Eric 
Gassies, Hervé Théveniaut, Bruno Hérault, Julien Engel, Vanessa Hecquet, Maël 
Dewynter, Guillaume Feuillet, Stéphanie Barth, Damien Davy, Vincent Freycon, 
Eric Palvadeau, Matthieu Le Bailly, Jago Birk, Jaime Pagán Jiménez, José Oliver, 
Kay Scaramelli, João Saldanha, Mariana Cabral, Nelson Sanjad, Denise Gomes 
Cavalcante, Eduardo Góes Neves, Michael Heckenberger, Lillian Rebellato, José 
Iriarte, Alston Thoms, Steve Black, Cheryl White, Aad Versteeg, Laddy van Putten, 
Jimmy Mans, Tom Hamburg, Sebastiaan Knippenberg and Lodewijk Hulsman. 
Last but not least I have to thank Peter Richardus for checking my Franglish while 
proofreading previous versions of the manuscript as well as Jimmy Mans and 
Sebastiaan Knippenberg for being my “paranymphen”.



40 archaeological investigations between cayenne island and the maroni river

My friends in French Guiana, Brazil and the Netherlands have always been 
great distractions from my work. Their invitations for apéro, bbq’s or beer brawls 
are very much appreciated. My parents, Jos and Tatiana, have always supported me 
during the various stages of my life, for which I am very thankful. Finally, I would 
like to express the deepest gratitude to my wife Monique and our children Kees 
and Piet, for being so patient and for showing me that archaeology is probably “an 
occupational hazard”.





oft imant hier enge foūten in fonde die ick gisse seer wennich te zien
die dinck dat dar nit is sonder gebreck en verbetert stiel swigende
want imants werck wert vel erder berispt dan verbetert

Gelein van Stapels (c.1630:24v)2

C’est semble-t-il le destin constant de la Guyane, que chaque génération, ignorant 
ou rejetant systématiquement l’œuvre de la précédente, reprenne indéfiniment les 
tentatives et butté sur les mêmes obstacles

Jean-Marcel Hurault (1989:65)

2	 ‘If anyone finds any faults herein that I reckon to be very few, he should think that nothing is without 
fault and should correct them in silence, for one’s work tends to be sooner criticised than corrected.’ 
These are the last sentences of the journal of Gelein van Stapels on his voyage to the Amazon 
River, the Guianas and the Caribbean in 1629 and 1630’ (Zeeuws Archief, MS 182, Middelburg). 
Transcription made by the present author and translation by van Wallenburg et al. (2015:52). All 
translations are by the present author unless indicated otherwise. Citations are in chronological 
order, quotations in running text are ‘single’ hyphoned, expressions or terms are “double” hyphoned 
and words in other languages are in italics.


