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Introduction
Many anthropologists, ethnohistorians, and linguists today define sea nomads as ‘present in 
Southeast Asia … almost certainly linked with the rise of trading states or trading polities’ (Bellina 
et al. 2021:6) and perhaps associated most strongly with the rise of Srivijaya beginning in seventh-
century CE Sumatra (Miksic and Goh 2017; Sopher 1977). Modern people known as Moken/
Moklen (Thailand and Myanmar), Orang Laut (Malaysia and Sumatra), Sama (Brunei, Sulawesi and 
Indonesia), Bajau (Philippines, Brunei and Indonesia) and others now span many Island Southeast 
Asian (ISEA) nations (Figure 4.1) and speak multiple dialects with Austronesian roots. Today these 
peoples are found on the margins of urban ports and complex polities, living on their watercraft 
and in coastal habitations of their own making. They also exchange maritime commodities and their 
labour for the elusive benefits of global societies but are still mostly people of the sea, neither nomads 
nor gypsies in any historic sense.

Archaeological context
Archaeological evidence of the earliest maritime exchange networks involving marine shell fishhooks, 
beads, pendants and obsidian tools produced in the Lesser Sunda Islands of Wallacea (see Figure 4.1) 
has been dated from the terminal Pleistocene c. 10,000 BCE into the late Holocene (Ono et al. 
2020). The Late Neolithic spread of a different Austronesian shell ornament tradition in association 
with distinct ceramic styles similar to Taiwan (Kuo 2019) and coastal southern China (Chang 1969; 
Solheim 1984) then appears by 1500 BCE across western Micronesia and the Lapita culture area 
of central Indonesia and coastal Melanesia (Carson 2018; Cochrane 2020; Thomas 2021). Portions of 
this latter area were also occupied much earlier by hunter-gatherer inhabitants of mainland Asiatic 
origins, presumably during periods of lower sea level (Miksic and Goh 2017).
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Figure 4.1. Saipan and San Roque in the Mariana Islands with three sea nomad groups in Island 
Southeast Asia.
Source: Sea nomad distribution from Bellina et al. (2021); map by Maria Kottermair.

In the Mariana Islands, Early Pre-Latte Period (c. 1500 BCE – 1000 CE) archaeological sites situated 
on the Philippine Sea have been interpreted by Rosalind Hunter-Anderson as a reflection of when:

marine foragers from Island Southeast Asia/Wallacea (ISEA/W) began to visit, camping on 
emerging narrow beaches and shallow lagoons. Their tools were used to process reef species for 
food and raw materials to make shell ornaments, and their pottery resembles that known from 
contemporary coastal sites in ISEA/W, suggesting cultural affiliations and trade with groups in 
this region. (Hunter-Anderson 2021:48)

It has been noted, however, that ‘There is little overlap between the shell artefact assemblages from 
Timor (see Figure 4.1), Alor, and Roti and those from Taiwan, the Philippines and the Lapita sites 
of the western Pacific’ (O’Connor et al. 2021:41).

What becomes apparent from this archaeological diversity of marine shell ornaments and ceramic 
vessel types and possible exchange in decorative techniques in the late Holocene, is the importance 
of shared knowledge in changing climates and sea levels surrounding rich and varied terrestrial 
and marine resources within and between ISEA, Micronesia, Melanesia and East Asia. Such 
communication was likely facilitated across much of this culture area by voyagers already sharing 
the Austronesian language family (Miksic and Goh 2017:41) before arriving in the Marianas. 
Distinguishing between geographic origins of the earliest Pre-Latte Period archaeological remains 
at sites today may therefore be challenging. In the absence of a skeletal population from the second 
millennium BCE, recent DNA research with Pre-Latte populations in Guam and Saipan dated 
c. 2700–2200 years ago (Hunter-Anderson and Eakin 2021; Liu et al. 2022) has not yet resolved 
this dilemma.
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Regardless, information exchange (facilitated by materials exchange) likely created the intellectual 
cradle in which many generations of both sea nomads and Austronesian speakers mastered innovative 
voyaging technologies (Bulbeck 2008) to help create the eighth–thirteenth century CE Maritime 
Silk Road between Persia and China (Andaya and Andaya 2015). Such knowledge was equally 
instrumental centuries before Europeans discovered the northward-flowing Kuroshio (see Figure 4.1) 
or Black Current that facilitated the Manila galleon trade from Asia to the New World during 
the sixteenth to nineteenth centuries CE (Bayman and Peterson 2016). The southward-flowing 
Mindanao Current led the Portuguese and then Dutch to Maluku and the Spice Islands during the 
same period (Crowley 2015).

Pre-Latte Period research background
Far from the Mariana Islands being an accidental discovery, it appears much of ISEA was being either 
populated or repopulated at roughly the same time in what has been termed a ‘swarm of maritime 
exploration’ (Peterson 2009), perhaps coinciding with a global high sea stand between 4750 and 
2250 years ago (Amesbury et al. 1996; Dickinson 2000, 2003). The largest southern islands were 
first visited and then settled about 3500 years ago, according to radiocarbon-dated archaeological 
data excavated in Guam (Carson 2018; Hunter-Anderson et al. 1998; Hunter-Anderson et al. 2001; 
Moore 1983), Tinian (Moore et al. 1992) and Saipan (Carson and Hung 2017; Moore 1989; Moore 
and Hunter-Anderson 1999). Stone tool types and shared ceramic decorative traditions (Hunter-
Anderson 2005, 2013, 2014; Bulbeck 2021) also crisscrossed Late Neolithic coastal East Asia and 
ISEA (Chang 1969; Solheim 1984) within the same general time frame.

Two models have evolved to explain the origins of Early Pre-Latte Period settlement in the Marianas 
archipelago c. 1500 BCE (Carson and Hung 2017; Rieth et al. in press) and both have contributed 
to a misguided dichotomy between the archaeology of seafaring nomads and terrestrial settlement in 
the western Pacific. The first theory involves a period of sea nomad foraging and discovery (but not 
settlement) from ISEA, and in particular Indonesia and coastal Melanesia toward the north, based 
on mitochondrial DNA (mtDNA) evidence from a sample of modern CHamoru in Guam and 
Saipan (Hunter-Anderson and Eakin 2021; Liu et al. 2022; Vilar et al. 2013). Maritime-oriented 
people are hypothesised to have arrived by way of Palau (see Figure 4.1) and Yap using seasonal 
winds and a sailing technology adapted to them, although the supporting archaeological evidence 
is sparse. This period of discovery in the Marianas has also been proposed to be an expansion of the 
home range of maritime foragers involved in a growing exchange network (Figure 4.2) of marine 
shell ornaments across the western Pacific (Szabó 2011; Szabó and Amesbury 2011).

The second model involves terrestrial settlement (but not foraging) of the Mariana Islands, which 
occurred when pioneering Austronesian-speaking peoples from Taiwan (see Figure 4.1) reached the 
archipelago after first settling in the northern and central Philippines c. 2000 BCE or earlier. This 
hypothesis is based on similarities in Early Pre-Latte Period ceramic vessel forms and decorative 
styles between the island of Luzon and the Marianas c. 1500 BCE (Carson 2014). This theory is 
contested by the lack of reliability in sailing directly from west to east into prevailing trade winds 
(Winter et al. 2012). However, ‘Scholars do Islanders no favors in wishfully evoking a falsely precise 
sense of how and why voyages were undertaken’ (Thomas 2021:136).
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Figure 4.2. Early Pre-Latte Period shell ornaments and tools in San Roque.
Notes: a) small Conus beads; b) thin Conus circlets; c) Conus bracelet fragments; d) Cypraeidae ground-section 
bead and Monetaria moneta bead; e) Isognomon fishhook shank and Isognomon rotating hook; and f) utilised sea 
urchin spines.
Source: Dixon et al. (2024:302), Figure 6. 

The earliest Pre-Latte phase was first called the Marianas Red phase after the redware ceramics 
found by Spoehr (1957:117), which often contained calcareous sand temper, whereas the later Latte 
phase was first called the Marianas Plain phase after the undecorated ceramics that more often 
contained volcanic sand temper. Moore’s (1983) study significantly expanded our understanding 
of ceramic change and cultural period definitions by examining a wide range of temporally and 
culturally relevant ceramic attributes that included temper, thickness, vessel form, rim form and 
surface treatment. Based on a study of prehistoric pottery from the Tarague site on Guam, Moore 
(1983:176–177) proposed the following four ceramic phases:

1.	 Pre-Latte Phase (prior to 1485–500 BCE): An extensive period of almost 1000 years; 
ceramics typically with calcareous sand inclusions.

2.	 Intermediate Pre-Latte Phase (500 BCE – 1 CE): Robust vessels and lime-impressed wares; 
rim forms became less complex; mixed sand inclusions.
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3.	 Transitional Pre-Latte Phase (1 CE – 1000 CE): Vessels with rounded bottoms and thinner 
walls; first appearance of suspension holes.

4.	 Latte Phase (1000 CE – Contact): New surface treatments; wiped and lime-plastered; 
calcareous sand inclusions are rare.

Moore (2002) later reorganised the three Pre-Latte Phases into the Early, Middle and Late Unai 
Periods (after the CHamoru name for ‘beach’) and the Huyong (or later) period. Some Pre-Latte sites 
were situated adjacent to inland embayments or marshes such as San Roque, Achugao and Chalan 
Piao in Saipan and Chulu in Tinian. Other sites were closer to the first coastal terrace settings such as 
Unai Bapot in Saipan, House of Taga in Tinian and the three sites of Ritidian, Tarague and Mangilao 
in Guam. By the end of the long Pre-Latte Period at c. 800 CE, remnants of the earliest sites were 
mostly obscured as sea level receded and back dunes accumulated through centuries of storm surge, 
and inland vegetation reclaimed the new beach front.

The San Roque site on the north-west coast of Saipan occupies a remnant back dune setting on the 
sandy plain transitioning to inland clay loam soils at the foot of the central upland slopes just west 
of modern Highway 30. A shallow lagoon in what is today the Achugao Marsh immediately south 
of the San Roque site would have had mangroves and sedges or reeds around the muddy shoreline 
before roughly 3500 BP (Russell 1998). The lacustrine setting then began to infill c. 3500–3000 BP 
with sea level receding and a sandy spit accumulating across the mouth of the lagoon during and 
after the arrival of Pre-Latte Period settlers (Dixon et al. 2024).

Regardless of the origins of the earliest Pre-Latte Period archaeological sites in the Mariana Islands, 
the sailing technology seems to have been mastered off the coast of Southeast Asia, Southern China 
and Taiwan by peoples involved in the ‘Nusantao Maritime Trading Network’ for many centuries 
before the Austronesian expansion (Chang 1969; Paz 2004; Solheim 1984). The motivation for 
this later period of seafaring is presumed to be an expansion of Neolithic farming traditions beyond 
their Taiwan and coastal Chinese homelands (Kuo 2019) into Micronesia and ISEA. It has also been 
cautioned, however, that ‘the early period Marianas pottery only resembles a sub-set of the more 
diverse Nagsabaran pottery’ in the northern Philippines (Bellwood and Dizon 2013:238; Hung 
et al. 2011:915).

It therefore appears to the current authors that one origin theory does not necessarily exclude the 
other, if both ancestral sea nomads and Austronesians emanating from multiple archipelagos in ISEA 
shared (or kept secret) knowledge of the Marianas archipelago, some staying or returning to sites 
like San Roque on Saipan, others not. Transfer of this knowledge could also have occurred indirectly 
via the intermarriage of women of one ethnicity or language group from one archipelago with men 
from another archipelago or more distant homeland. Women could also have been keepers of the 
meaning in many of the symbols that ancestral sea nomads and Austronesians held in common 
with their ceramic vessels and their decorative techniques (Figure 4.3), plus marine shell ornaments, 
clothing, housing and offerings during rites of fertility on land and in the sea, still celebrated across 
ISEA today.
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Figure 4.3. Early Pre-Latte Period ceramics in San Roque.
Notes: a) pot in floor; b) carinated Achugao body; c) San Roque rims and carinated bodies; d) untyped rims; 
e) carinated jar; and f) small bowl.
Source: Dixon et al. (2024:299), Figure 5.

Achugao Incised ceramics as presentation vessels
As mentioned above, the Achugao Incised carinated ceramic bowls with zoned punctation 
and aspects of the lime-filled incision decorative tradition are perhaps the signature of some of 
the earliest potters, probably female, in most Early Pre-Latte sites of the Mariana Islands (Butler 
1995:193). Dentate stamped designs, some with linear lime-filled incisions, were followed within 
a few generations or centuries by San Roque Phase circle-stamped designs, also with lime-filled lines 
or dashed incisions on carinated bowls. Curvilineal designs with point- or paddle-impressed surfaces 
and fingernail or semicircular impressions on rims and lips did appear, but in smaller numbers. 
Red and black painting appeared occasionally on exterior surfaces, but not in sufficient quantities to 
indicate what, if any, patterns were represented.
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At the Early Pre-Latte Period (c. 1500–1100 
BCE) site of San Roque, ceramics were found 
within cooking features apparently abandoned 
after use, in domestic refuse disposal pits, 
trampled into compact sand floors and mixed 
with later redeposited near-surface layers (Dixon 
et al. 2024). A few sherds from the base of flat- 
or nearly flat-bottomed vessels with vertical walls 
were identified in the upper levels of some units. 
In general, most of the sherds recovered at San 
Roque were typical of the Early Calcareous Ware 
described by Butler (1995), who previously 
completed archaeological investigations in the 
nearby Achugao and Matansa areas on Saipan.

Plain vessel forms at 1500–1100 BCE, always 
the majority of ceramics, appeared to be larger 
jars with slightly constricted necks and everted 
rims, and a few small bowls, often with quite 
thin body sherds and sometimes slipped in red or 
black washes. These shared techniques indicated 
both a high command of pottery manufacture 
and of firing techniques using local clays and 
tempers (largely calcareous and volcanic sands 
with some quartz inclusions) upon arrival. 
Spouts, lids, handles, stands and foot ring bases 
were the exception, not the rule. No evidence 
of surface bonfire kilns has been encountered, 
indicating that ceramic production and firing 
was not centralised nor intended for large-scale 
distribution, but rather a household industry with 
exchange presumably among lineage members 
and across clans, perhaps through intermarriage.

In order to further define the possible shared 
nature of the exceptional ceramic decoration 
and production at San Roque during its earliest 
occupation, one well-preserved Achugao Incised 
rim sherd (Figure 4.4) was selected by Darlene 
Moore for enhanced photography, illustration 
and hypothetical reconstruction by Nina Peck.

The globular jar form, with outwardly flaring 
rim and constricted neck (Figure 4.5), had a 
carinated body and lime-filled incisions and 
punctations on the upper shoulder. Other 
incised sherds of different styles or motifs 
were photographed but not enhanced as being 
obviously dissimilar.

Figure 4.4. Black carinated sherd in Achugao 
Incised lime-filled design on the upper 
wall (A-TU 6, 130–140 centimetres below 
surface [cmbs]).
Source: Photo by Nina Peck.

Figure 4.5. Black carinated sherd in Achugao 
Vessel (after Butler 1995) (A-TU 6, 130–140 
cmbs), with Achugao Incised lime-filled design 
on the upper wall.
Source: Photo by Nina Peck.
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Also used in this study was a comparison of this sherd to a decorative classification system previously 
designed by Butler (1995), in which the:

decorated sherds shown in the figures were not chosen to illustrate the individual element 
categories but to illustrate the different decorative patterns (specific recurring combinations of 
elements) that were apparent in the sample. (Butler 1995:192)

In comparing this exceptional Achugao Incised rim sherd to the characteristics previously identified by 
Butler, only four decorative patterns from a total of 14 were identified under enhanced photography:

•	 Paired Straight Lines (PST). This category identifies the use of paired straight lines used in 
rectilinear patterns.

•	 Straight Lines above Shoulder (SLSH). The lower border of the decorative field is delineated 
by paired horizontal lines just above the shoulder.

•	 Circles above Shoulder (CAS). The lower border of the decorative field is delineated by a row 
of stamped circles.

•	 Filled Zone Adjacent to Circles at Lip or Shoulder (FZC). Zones filled with punctations, 
with or without a linear border.

As further interpreted by Butler (1995):

stamped circles are usually made as a complete circle by a bone or reed-like implement … [and] 
it appears that incising/stamping was generally applied after the vessel had received its slip … 
Paired incised lines define the major elements, and delicate punctations fill the intervening 
zones … The Achugao decorative type occurs on all slip colours and on unslipped surfaces, 
but not all patterns occur with all surfaces. (Butler 1995:2)

These observations were confirmed by Nina Peck with the enhanced photography of the one 
exceptional Achugao Incised sherd from the site of San Roque. Further interpretations that would 
need to be corroborated in a larger sample of sherds with the same or more decorative techniques 
tentatively include:

•	 the vertical grid was first rough incised when the vessel was still plastic;
•	 the double line was then thickened over the grid in the rectilinear stepped pattern;
•	 at least two slightly different diameter reeds or bone tools were used for the circles;
•	 at least two sets of fish teeth or bone combs were used for the dentate stamping;
•	 the slaked lime was likely applied to the incisions and punctations while still plastic;
•	 the vessel was then carefully fired in the kiln or bonfire.

The sherd fractured along the deeper horizontal and vertical incisions. While this level of predetermined 
coordination in decorative tasks could presumably be performed by one skilled artisan in a long day, 
it would seem the addition of potter’s assistants might ensure that more vessels could be completed, 
firing several at one time. This could still be the labour of one specialist potter family per village, but 
the uniformity in decorative techniques identified by Butler suggests that such coordinated ceramic 
production would be greatly facilitated by members of a larger ‘Community of Practice’ teaching 
each other such techniques within and between families or villages.

This relative uniformity in ceramic production at Early Pre-Latte Period San Roque and contemporary 
sites in the Mariana Islands (Dixon et al. 2024) may also be interpreted in terms of Practice Theory, 
as depicted below in some prehistoric societies of the Southeastern United States.
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Communities of ceramic practice seem to reflect an underlying tendency of household potters to 
conform to the existing practices of the neighbouring potters with whom they interacted most 
regularly, or whose pots they saw or used routinely. In fact, ‘even profound linguistic differences 
between neighbouring polities, villages, or families did not necessarily hinder the kinds of interaction 
that led to increasing similarity of ceramic practice’ (Worth 2017:146).

This type of interaction has also been proposed by Darlene Moore during the Latte Period, with her 
identification of ‘presentation vessels’ at the inland site of Mågua’ in North Finegayan:

If presentation vessels were used during certain social events rather than for everyday meals, 
it could be inferred that the site’s occupants hosted gatherings that may have included people 
from other settlements. Hosting social events could indicate that the site had more status than 
some of the other Latte Period sites in the project area. (Moore, in Dixon et al. 2016:5–128)

Large ‘work feasts’, presumably associated with the erection of latte sets and houses, as seen elsewhere 
in ISEA (Hayden 2016:20), were unlikely during the sparsely populated Early Pre-Latte Period in 
the Mariana Islands. However, ‘competitive feasting’ (Junker 2000:313), associated with prestige 
good exchange to formalise marriage alliances between growing communities, may have involved 
the gifting of decorated ceramics and shell ornaments or more distant crafts and exotic raw materials.

That only some exceptional Achugao Incised ceramics functioned in a presentation fashion during 
the Early Pre-Latte Period in the Mariana Islands is suggested by the low percentage of this particular 
vessel type in the larger contemporary assemblage (Dixon et al. 2024). In several Indigenous 
western Pacific societies, sociological models identify such ‘Inalienable Possessions’ like Achugao 
Incised ceramics as being made by women to be kept within certain families, even if gifted down 
through generations (Weiner 1992:16). This practice has also been referred to as ‘giving-for-keeping’ 
(Godelier 1999:36).

Ethnoarchaeological analogies
Embracing sea nomads (Hunter-Anderson 2021) and Austronesians (Carson 2014) together 
is challenging for many archaeologists, but sceptics may benefit conceptually from examining 
archaeological settlement pattern data with modern ethnographic observations and testimony side 
by side. Yes, the descendants of both these peoples no longer maintain a strict foraging or settled 
lifestyle in the face of growing tourism and nationalisation as well as the globalisation of maritime 
resources, so the utility of these ethnoarchaeological analogies should be considered as heuristic in 
this study.

In this model (Rogers and Englehardt 2021), comparative settlement pattern data are provided 
from a long-term ethnoarchaeological project with Moken-speaking Chaw Lay people on and 
around Phuket Island in Thailand (see Figure 4.1). Researchers described the typology of modern 
archaeological remains accumulated at several coastal villages and abandoned settlement sites they 
recorded since the 1970s as a ‘palimpsest—of archaeological sites and their interlinkages or networks 
throughout the catchment area’ (Rogers and Englehardt 2021:266). This site typology included four 
levels of observed socio-economic organisation:

1.	 temporary seasonal camps, forming the basic unit of site colonisation;
2.	 base settlements of longer-term occupancy functioning within a given catchment area;
3.	 settlements at the point of ecological collapse;
4.	 abandoned occupation areas used for intermittent scavenging.
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San Roque calibrated radiocarbon dates of charcoal and shell exposed in mechanical trenching and 
manual excavations reflected three periods of possible site occupancy beginning with Layer V, Layer 
IV and Layer III (Dixon et al. 2024). Layer II was an often-disturbed mix of Transitional to Latte 
Period deposition, and Layer I was a crushed limestone fill or paving related to post–World War II 
invasion and Cold War American military construction nearby.

Layer V, radiocarbon dated to 1610–1485 cal. BCE, is here equated with a ‘temporary seasonal 
camp’ and the ‘catchment area’ is assumed to be the Achugao tidal flat with mangroves or low sand 
spit still open to the sea (Russell 1998:94).

Layer IV, radiocarbon dated to 1405–1120 cal. BCE, is here equated with a ‘base settlement’ on the 
barrier spit of the Achugao lagoon as it began to close (Russell 1998:94). The exceptional Achugao 
Incised ceramic sherd in this study was excavated from this layer.

Layer III, radiocarbon dated to 980–802 cal. BCE, is here equated with a ‘settlement at the point 
of ecological collapse or intermittent scavenging’ on the low barrier spit with restricted access to the 
sea from the Achugao lagoon and a loss of most or all mangroves (Russell 1998:94).

One last example from ethnographic analogy perhaps helps resolve a dilemma in the absence of 
Early to Middle Unai or Pre-Latte burials before approximately 500 BCE (Hunter-Anderson and 
Eakin 2021:158). In the 1732 CE written description of Carolinian residents of Falalep in the Egoy 
Group by Padre Canova, as cited by Louis Claude de Freycinet in 1819:

It is the custom … to cast bodies as far as possible out to sea, to become food for sharks 
and whales. When a person of exalted rank dies, however … sometimes they place the corpse 
in a little stone edifice, which is itself kept in a house. At other times, human remains are 
buried far from all dwellings, and then the burial is surrounded by a stonewall. (Freycinet 2003 
[1819]:222–223)

Moreover, in Guam ‘Don Luis de Torres confirmed this for us, adding that occasionally a body may 
be buried in a canoe, which is then stored in a mortuary house’ (Freycinet 2003 [1819]:294).

Conclusions
The archaeology of the earliest ancestral sea nomads and Austronesians in the Marianas archipelago 
may well be almost as ephemeral as their origins (Hunter-Anderson 2021; Hunter-Anderson and 
Eakin 2021; Liu et al. 2022). Many Early Pre-Latte sites have the misfortune of being founded 
under some of the most desirable back-beach property today. Only the luckiest sites remain buried by 
1.0–1.5 m of sands or fill such as at San Roque, on the north-west coast of Saipan. Recent excavations 
revealed that the small size of ceramic vessels for cooking or storage, the absence of large mortars 
or food pounding tools and the minimal remains of habitation structures suggested a relatively low 
population density at the site from c. 1500 BCE until well into the first millennium BCE.

A comparative assessment of Early Pre-Latte sites in the Mariana archipelago at 1500–1100 BCE 
still lacks the benefit of further excavation at all the aforementioned sites, several of which were 
tested in quite small units or restricted configurations due to a number of preconditions imposed 
upon the archaeologists. Nevertheless, the far from uniform data presented above suggest that early 
Pre-Latte visitors and settlers in the Mariana Islands (Hunter-Anderson and Butler 1995; Hunter-
Anderson 2013) targeted a range of natural settings to minimise risk and increase the likelihood of 
survival upon arrival, presumably conditioned by their experiences in their previous ISEA/Wallacea 
homeland(s) that they abandoned or returned to periodically during this period of high sea stand 
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and more limited lagoonal habitats (Carson 2018). Radiocarbon-dated sealed contexts at the site of 
San Roque suggest the site was not abandoned or moved seaward until sometime after the beginning 
of the first millennium BCE.

The archaeological record of the earliest settlements in San Roque was then covered by storm-tossed 
sands and different vegetation communities at some time during the later first millennium CE. 
As these climate changes perpetuated a new normal, older styles and forms of ceramics and their 
decoration, shell beads and bangles and even stone tool technologies were replaced or abandoned as 
they no longer fulfilled their original need. Some Pre-Latte sites adjacent to inland embayments or 
marshes such as San Roque, Achugao and Chalan Piao in Saipan and Chulu in Tinian also moved 
or were abandoned. Other sites situated closer to the first terrace settings appear to have remained 
nearby such as Unai Bapot in Saipan, House of Taga in Tinian and the three sites of Ritidian, 
Tarague and Mangilao in Guam. By the Latte Period beginning c. 800 CE, the remnants of the first 
ancestral sites were mostly obscured, as indeed they were found at San Roque roughly 1.35 m below 
today’s surface.

While no burials have been found in San Roque or other Early Pre-Latte sites at that depth and 
earliest time frame, recent analysis of four deeply buried cultural horizons at the site appear to 
reflect a possible sequence of forager-to-settler occupations such as noted elsewhere in ISEA by 
ethnoarchaeologists (Rogers and Englehardt 2021), with brief interludes radiocarbon dated between 
1500–1100 BCE (Dixon et al. 2024). In the lowest and earliest levels of the site, some of the most 
striking Achugao Incised carinated ceramic bowls with zoned punctation and lime-filled incisions are 
here hypothesised to have served as presentation vessels. Such pottery, while not the most prevalent 
style on the island at the time, was probably crafted locally. Some vessels may then have been gifted 
to members of related clans or other sites perhaps during memorable events, thus helping bind early 
communities of ceramic practice in the Mariana Islands together. A similar life cycle of some shell 
ornaments or exotic stone tools is also likely for these occasions.

It is cautioned, of course, that broader applications of this idealised model of forager-to-settler site 
types toward resolving the sea nomad or Austronesian dichotomy in the Mariana Islands are still 
problematic. The use of Practice Theory in interpreting Achugao Incised ceramic production as 
related to San Roque data also remains to be tested elsewhere, so all these ideas are in their infancy 
and may not directly apply to other Early Pre-Latte sites in the archipelago. The work of Rosalind 
Hunter-Anderson and Darlene Moore therefore continues forward in our own archaeological 
Community of Practice.
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