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Yesterday we came back in the afternoon to work on the burials.  Marco and I worked on the locus 5 burial.  He has a great deal of experience and skill with them.  We got the skeleton (aka Frida Khalo) defined to an extent and took a lot of pictures.  We removed the left side long bones and will continue today with more.  The bones are highly fragmentary and friable.  Detailing the skeleton and removal are taking longer than I anticipated.

Today the workers were interested in the burial and I told them I had named it Frida.  Then one smiled and said Khalo… my tepe workers from po-dunk no where Turkey knew the name of Frida Khalo.  Amazing.

Below locus 2 in locus 9 we have come across a similar pebble surface to what was below the wall stub.  There had been a hard clay or brick like fill below the wall stub, but perhaps these are related.  I have Tekdar (the one who knew Frida Khalo) tracing the surface.  I will assign the pebble surface a new locus (11) since I am unsure about it’s relationship to locus 2.  It is significantly lower than the base of locus 2.

Locus 10 is continuing as before.  There is nothing to suggest the need of new loci here.  The soil, though, is coming up slightly different.  It is very hard in places and then quite loose and ashy.  The color is quite dark and there are bricky pieces.  The brick is especially in the north west corner.  But we are continuing down in the hopes of finding something with good context.  So far all diagnostic sherds… and there are not a lot… point to EB dates.

Notes on the burial of locus 5:

The skeleton is oriented with the head to the east facing north.  It is tightly flexed and is lying on its right side.  The right arm is below the body and comes up in the front so that the hand covers its face.  Since it is lying on the right side the skeleton is compressed from above.  This is especially visible with the skull where the right side of the mandible was pushed through and the teeth are visible from above within the mouth area.

There is no visible pit or burial line.

The ground around the skeleton is darker with fine black specks.  Possible burning?  None of the black specks are big enough for carbon sampling.  The soil is quite compact and claylike.  The  bones themselves do not appear to be burnt.  The dirt around the feet area of the burial is also darker but has bricky material as well.  There are no hard and clear bricks.

There are no grave goods with the burial.  There is some broken pottery in the fill.  Just above the skull was an EB pedestal.  This was not special placement.

The skeleton appears to be quite gracile (i.e. jaw line is fine and rounded).  The articular ends of the long bones are not fused.  The pelvis is highly damaged from the initial pick discovery and did not preserve well.  My in field hypothesis (without the benefit of a lab or an expert) is that this was a relatively young woman.  Possibly less than 19-18 years of age.

The bones are highly fragile and fragmented.

While great care and attention was given during the excavation process of the burial, we were lacking in wooden tools for bone articulation and metal tools including trowels and dental picks were used.  I tried to be as careful as possible, but I am sure that I left some marks on the bones.

