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Dates amd Guess=dstes for Architectural Sequemces at Piedrss “egras.

Table 1 desls with dateble monument meterisl where it ocam be used
to date masomry comstructions which defime "phases" in stratigraphical

ssqusnces. I think the dates themselves mny be accepted as firm, even or

/‘)Ll fr WO 0

when supplied with single quastlen-murks, mt!y of which have besa addcd fo
Morley resdimgs withoht theme Whers there are two qu.stionrmarks, of course
there is more doubt, but if wromg, there is sound evidence that they are
not very wromge Im an instance or two a ourremt kmx hotun-gnd is given
fuxxfax instead of the only dete, or the latest date actumlly redorded,
this being & mon-tum endinge.

The table equates horizontallyﬁ—a monument or group of monuments
beimg"assigned™ to & particular mssonry comstruction prnpreSanto? by its
labeles At a given mound ordinal mumbers and finmal lst;Q;giéaJ;;yonc dowa or
into the moundy hemce backward im time,"slst” or "=lst=-A" being the latest
phase.

At the Acropolis Stre Je6=1lst (or at least it's Room 1) was apparently
built to receive Throme 1, which thus seems to date the buildimg sescurely
at 9.17.15.0.0s Six sequent periods, each presumably involving many buildings,
have been distinguished et the Acroplis, and have been number I-VI inm
chronological order. Str. J=6-1lst, because of the lateness of its date,
doubtless belongs im Period VI, but this could mot be proved stratigraphically.
It proves g:é:qzailding activity in the West Group. It woul;'}alacious to

infer that Period VI did mot begim some comsidersble time before Str. J=6-lst

fi { }
lacr bold o ‘;,}:;,.g.

i | " » sr" cCY ‘ % Jitry U
and 9¢17¢15.060. i:‘ i & & “"{';}f‘ ‘” th E / 1, ,;
The other sequences are in single mounds. Stre. R=3-lst consists of a
V¢ ” aéd
temple buildimg whioch utilized Lintel 11, and & final inorement to its pyramid

which was probably mecessary for the support of Stela 29. The two monunents



tho qlylhs

are all glyphioc, and apparontly agreed inm being in"early style".

Conceiably the building might be later than the stela, but it seems
chronolog,ioi}

safe to see a strict ioqu,;,,tien between the construction and the stela.

Such am equation is certain for "Series 2"= D and Stola 26, ,

“Lenrgd 2" obklahig s 4o Yo vusel }5 Alovm o a mm— vl bad T | Lo,
and for the G phase and Stels 26.\Tho structural units 1nvolvod were
the
specially designed to support stelse. ’I'ho same is true for K=5-lst-B
L@T‘t'l "‘*“L’u Lo Vhoe

and Stelae 39 amd 38, There are two  "stela platforms" ", both of which

oan be assigmed stratigraphically to a single mxximd phase. See Satterthwaite
st
3948 1959 and 1940 for drawings of the K=5 sequemcess 1944 for drawings

of the R=9 structures.
When we come to Stre 0=13 we deeal with more monuments and & more

complicatcd stratlgraphloal pioturo _which has nit been workod out in all
g ;.\, ¢ !"7’;‘7 Léris U\ f“\f'

Lwss 4 \ /‘ '.,\ < ") a1 [\%aig ,u'\!‘( ¥ 1ﬂ‘5 ) ( w.s
possible dotail- Wm@.&lu.dnmfm‘:ztiu,momant -fragments of thrca monuments

which were uroken up and reused, %awly that dsh-ymrv?ouudvdaping

MY e Ty Ahoy wuvo Sunely ré-use A
the--phesas. indiaat&d LBy verticael stratification thhms during the fimsl
frvfo o frhoseo .

ma jor "lst" Iih_". By horizontal posithon M.S.S. 16 must have come from < oo

*' »1 ¢ o

-~

w jiaiwc‘ % 4

A the fimal «thuu “while ome of two halves of WLintel"™ 12 was observed in

a bu.ddimg q,- {of ‘{“c, Aﬁuii
position in mﬂn 13-1gt=A-wall, Plaster on M.S.S. 16 (which also appeared

on "Lintel" 2 indicates that it also was used as a wsll=stonee Thus it

ntizfactorilﬂ}( - if mot absolutely certainly ~ detes a mjor re=building of
O~ 13-451-A as (-2 9.15.2.0.0¢~
the W{m temple labslsd f-ae after its dedicatory dates The re-use of

M.SeS. 1 could have been in any of the thres phgses of the"-Lst" period,
S ovima pre i Thoan

so it merely assures us that Atmmn st-of-thesey-

esrlier than its dedicetory dated, rather surely fixed st 9.10.10,0.0%:
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Fpom the re-used fragments alone we may safely infer no more, except
that the other five monumnents listed, which appear to have been functioning
presumably had fallen from their original locations. Their dates

at the end,
'ﬂw Q(,l.r«.fin.rl ‘\Thﬁt ‘_‘V'l WCLI",;.’C.’t\b"” i Ma whda ”U»J wrgg Used.
are all after 9.10,10.0.0, andso-are-ihe dates of -the-three.phases.of

043

phases
The earliest of these Aconsisted of a2 final raising of the pyramid-top y

of~the~0=13=Anli/ phased and the erection of a high building platform and

presumably temple building, the platform stairway being set behind a stage
at th Yo o the mat stan rwoy-”;\ Yhe g1 4] me;\f’dw.f Cerms o have b2t complel
fomm—br—the—pweamid$ep, I the next (%B) W,kthe platform was greatly

’% 'u“‘“qu

changed at sides and back and perhaps elgewhere, and a new temple building

: A

consructed; in the final phase there was extensive remodeling of the building,

a
almost surely involving a new vaulted roof, and cer‘bainlya widening ofxkieoc

o ",f-
Pemuicempmy: at the front of both the building and platform, and,, its stairway.
Tach of these phases was, individually, a considerable undertaking.

By positions found it is clear that Stelae 15 and 12 stood on the
stage. The only reasonable reconstruction must place the three panels called
"Iintels" on mesonry blocks on the platform stairwvay, with #lintel" 2 on the

‘ positional
axis, the others on either side. So far as the available record goes, these
five monuments could all have been placed during the earliest phase, and
exposed and |
have razmainedf\functioning during the two later ones. Or they could all have
been placed in FPhase *B or -A, or distributed among the three phases.

However, these monuments fall into two groups with a 6~katun

interval between "Iintel" 2 and the earliest of the others, "lintel 3 and
Stela 15, We-may-add—Steds Iy at-the-base -of—the—seme—pypamnid—to-the—iate

andxPrrmrexbaocbhe  HestxGroup,
groupyand have The date of the latter two, 9.18.5.0.0 falls in the katun

of the latest dated monument at the site, whether or not one accepts lorley's
reading of 9.19.0,0.0 for Altar 3 - but rejecting his reading for Altar 1,
as Thompson has shown one must do, One cannot resist the conclusion that

such late monuments belogg with the latest of the three phases, and that



W

W%ﬁlﬁi’\ \&,\-»6,/)/
the uliutelr:/\ca.rvad as much as 5 katuns before any of them belongs with one

of the earlier phases, as shown in the table,

We ecannot be so sure as at the other mounds that the construction of
the phase of !/Izi.ntel" did not precede its placement by a significant amount

A placement of monuments on and before it at

of time, nor that 0-13-lst was not built somcwhat before/9.17.15.0.0. Add-ef-
: iy en-or-before
the-gix-monunents-eould -have-beon-plaesd-ab-any-time, lacking real evidence
on this, there is none to the contrary. Placement of " Lintel" 2 on the axis
may well have been in the original plan of one of the early phases; and
symietrical ph cment of the other two"lintels" on either side of it may well

have been part of the re-building planﬁisl ?h.lfinai phase, It is simplest to

assune this and the <rror, if any, w:x.li be non-significant.
Making this assumption, if "Lintcl" 2 detes the 0=131-1st-B phase,

:}t f}"l;.;::‘tloldfdr 6 ketunse whilszithyzgariicrz0elSxlstwCxphazsxfunotionedzRon
emsxthanzfzimkunsyzuranxifonexpleanexikzatx§xi0 ;0305 D xthe xenrdyxiinttxfar
We have mo definite check, but on genmeral principles this geems excessive,
I am imclined to suppose, without provs, that "Lintel" 2 dates the earliest
pphase O=13=1gt=C, anrd that the 6=-katun gap in carved detes kxidgmx covers
imaxpurisdz the durations of two phases rather than of one. However, Thble 1

shows umcerteinty im this respeocts
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With Yable 2 we become highly speculative amd reach
guess=dates for all phases in the mound sequences preceding those
reliably dated in Table l. The dates are given two questiong marks to
" emphasize that they are mere gussses, though they are resched on the basis
of identiocsal assumptions. These ares
First The dsted time=spaam for the monument-building cemplex is
taken 65 9¢5000040 (Stela 30) t0 9.19.0.0.0 (Altar 3). A katun is added at
the emd, amd 5 katums are added at the beginning to ebtain the whole of

Bglktun 9 as ths theoretically assumed complete looal Classic peried.

This allows for two eor three later monuments whose dates may have been

o { 4+ oan ps 1HO choA\o
(f o MAA

% los%; u\d far thres building phases at Stre R=-3 before O. 6.0.0.0 ?? for

by b hbokd

%*‘”th@ 1ateat2 and fer ; period of some “length when stelss may have beex
A at 2 ketuns per phase »\¥
smell anmd plain. This early extension of ths dated period is pEebxiEty p@!‘h&pl

eX0essive rather than otherwise; if we shortemsd it the guess-dates would

come ovt & bit later, bub-mot-wery-much,
M W 'ﬁumﬁi : by

- Secend Mers re-surfacings of structures ars disregerded; formally hniods  and

y :”” ‘
i1, A ¥ phases ‘formllly recognized in the labeling system are all assumed to have been

of equal duretion unless there is clesr svidence to the cemtrary. This is,
of ceurse, & highly arbitrary assumption which, eme hopes, results in guess-dates
sometime wromg in one direction, sometimes in the other. Oms guesses that a
plus=or=minus allowsnce of 2 ketums ought to cover these errors, ﬁut thsre

is no resl checke Perhsps it should be more.

Third It is assumed ¥hxk not ounly that the ocoupation begen at 9.0.0.0.0,
but that it spresd over the whole ceremonial smx srem at emce (though mot
necessarilly with ceremonial architecture at all spots at this timel. This gives as
a theoretically assumed date for the earliest phaze at amy spot, provided it is
on bedroek.kln the special case of Stre. 0-13, whoro the oarliest known phusg u

8w ¢ I A 2 vsfﬂ T aﬂﬁa,ﬁ»iﬁ'

the top of a hig:.h pyramid, Str. O=13=4th, it is s ssumed that* exomnf:.on/w\om '-.;s‘

S ol o L S SRR L e S v N S &F i e 4



woudd show anm earlier O=13-8th, snalegous to the situstiems at R=3 and K=53,

Failure to sllow for unprovable lags in building at specific spots would also

F ESPY
tend to maks the gusss=dates s bit too @y rather than too 1&:’;«?‘
& ”‘”é § yA

As to the utility of the results, they are worse than nothing if

taken litterally. Rexhxpxzkbayxsilizssxuxsfnizinxtrpingzikoximaxixexehskzihe
xayzRaXEXbESX
xitex#&lxiik:zxzxsxgixtnxptztnizuzizizxuhcthxzxtnnxtxp:txznﬁxstzxotnzlx

waiekznexexsiuidxepxoxziizshakixe
Possibly they may be useful in forminmg or checking hypotheses involving the

site 25 a whole, or concerning temporal associatiens of architecture with
caches,
pottery, moaumemts,snd other classes of objsckse

Only for the O=13=1lst sequexncs can it be said that there is sems
basis for comsidsring ths result a reasonable onse It iz, of course, mere
coincidence that our guess-date system places 0-1321s%-C 2t precissly thedate

of M.S.S. 1, a portable altarﬁﬁtnh which may have first got te this
dete-<of '
lecatien beocause it was made for use in the temple of that phase. The

coincidente might still be & real one, im which oase "Lintel" 2 was added
a gemeration latter as s secondary fsaturs en the stairway. Thizximxsx

rxxsexxrixxyupperikiony  Nob=slse-that lour arbikrary system, workiang bsok
appreximately
te 9,0,000.0 by equal sbages,fxzxmaxwexxx does rot requirs s 6-katun life fer
X )

Str. O=13=1s%=-Be At the four mounds it gives us thoereticallj intervale

4
which vary frem 2 katuns to naarly'fbur katuns, withxyxarksexizkyrxamsiz For the South
Group emly the larger ef the twe imbervals is emly 2 amd 1/4th katums, snd
dexidadigxsheetarxensxzinxthsxEnukhxGoRpXwks XS XERSX SAFXBATATXWELEZERASRF X OT
these sequsmces end earlier than the ethers. Whether there is amy meanimg in
nexziyxsmzxpyzibrzandxafxkksxnidxixznixthexthsneatioxixpariodznixoxonpxkiong
this I will net abtempt te say.
sngpxaxkingrkhnkcsnildingxaakiriky snbenxaenuny sk apackinnxinzkhxsfronpzxixe

ceasged,



Table 1

Dated Monuments Btratigraohically Related
to Architectural Sequences

Dedicatory Proskouriakoff
Dates Per Style-dates
Inscriptions References

Tintel 11 (illegible) (all-glyphic) 1
Stela 29 9. 6. 0,0.0272 ¥ (all-glyphic) |

1
Str. R-9 Basal Platform ("Series 2") ‘

Seriss 2,~D Stela 25 9. 8.15.00070 M,P 9. 8.10 ¢ 2
_ Sewiss 2 - B Stela 26 Fe 915:0.07 9.10. 0 4 2
Acropolis

Str. J-b-lst 9.17.15.0.0 M,P 9.16. 0 4= 2
0-13-1st (=C,-®308-}A)) "lintel"2 9,11.15.0.07? M,P 9913.10' 3 2
0=-13-1st-A flintel® 3 9,17,15.,0,07 T,Note 1 9.17. 0 4= 2

n Stela 15 9,17.15.0.0? M,P 9.16.0 £ 2

" Stela 12 9.18,5,0.0 2 M,P 9.17. 0 = 2
n "lintel"l (inscription Iate Classic,

missing) Dynamic Fhase?

Fragments re-used at Str. 0-13

In 0-13-1st (—C;;-B %«ﬂ) Be8.5. 1 9.,10.10,0.0? T, Note 2 (all-glyvhic)

In 0-13F-1st-A "Lintel" 12 9. 5. 0.0.0?? M,P,Note 3 Early Classic
or Formative
n - M,S.8.16 . 9.15. 0.0.07 T, Fote 4 = 9.17.10 - B

HNy-Poand T refer-respectively to iporley 1938 s wkhompsen. 1944-and Proskouriakoff 1950

Note L:® T. changes reading from 9.16,0.0.0 of M and P.
Note 2: Current hotun of T's or i's differing reconstructions of the IS«
Note 3: M gives 9.4.0.0.0?? as an alternative approximation; inscription incomplete,
Note 4: Current hotun of three IC positions allowed for by T; chosen to allow
time for use and destruction with the style~dated "spread",

Stro }‘.»"'5
K-5~1st-B Stela 39 9.12, 8.0.0 M (design eroded)
oo it Stela 38 9. 12:10.5.0 M, A n " : f
Flintel® 7 " 9 15 10 0090 M,B Lats Classic, Formahor®
Phosa.

1950 \
(A*;LB,I»—I, P,T refer respectively to Andrews, 1942; Berlin ‘452 , Morley, 1938, Proskou-iakoff
Thompson, 1944, ¢



Stre R=3
R=3=-4%h
Re3=2d
R=3-2nd

R=3-1s%

Ssr. R=9 Basal Platform

Teble 2

Gusag-datgp for phases of Four arcﬁiﬁéétux@l Sequencas

#

(Forward te Thuss Controlled by Deted Momument)

9¢ Oe

9. 2.

Qe 4o

’, 6e

Series 2 -H
o -G
" BF
" =B
" =D
L ]
" -B
Stre O=13

9.00,0.0 (0=-13-6th ?)
9.3.0.0.0 (.13-4th
9-6.0-0-0 (0=13-3d
9.9.00.0 0132
@./2.0.0-0 0=13-18%=C
Owlt=ist
Q.75.0.0.00-13-1s%t~B

9.77.75.800 131 gt-1

e

Oe

9. 2.

00,0 27
060,0 7%
o.o.o ??

0400 77

0,0.0 2%

50000911

(stela 29)

Stro K=5
Stra kb

Rebodith. . 003570, 00,0 217

K534 . 9e 3o 0.0,0 72

K-S-Zld 9. 6. 0.000 ??

K-5-1lt-C 9. Y 0.0.0 22

Ke5=1st=B 9.12. 5,060 (Stels 39)
9.12¢1040.0 (Stela 38)

S 20,0 fr(*Lixtel" %)

Ao PR T 2
0. G G PRI

)

9¢ 4104060 77

9¢ 60154040 77

9¢ 84154040 7§ (Shels 25)

9¢ Po 5.0.0 77

9.9,15. 00 = (Stels 26)

Do FwbrOrO- 17 |

(:3;%
P
v wﬁ 4;& P,
i Wk, L gt
e T
hag AR

9v10v10v0s0-27 ("Lintel" 2 centered om Platform steirwey at 9.11.16.0,0?

Q10660

420 .0
0o w050 177 (M.S.S. 16,

M.S.S. 1 broken smd used im fill here

9e1¥+16+0¢0

robable
aasmall ste

M.S.S. 1, = portable altar, ir use heref ot 3.10.40.0.0°

1s, erected hefe at 9¢15.0,0.0 1)
2 Ov¢ loher<

("Linte1" 3 sdded to platform stairway st 9.17.15.0.0

Ay Stels 15 erected om pyramid stage at 9617156000
"Lintel" 1 probably sdded durimg this phase.
St@h 12 ldd.d at 901805.0.0 i
"1 inte1™12 snd M.S.S. 16 bopken anrd used in
masonry of this phase (Dedicatory dstes
9.?0.0.0 27 and 9.15,040.0 ?)
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Vaulted buildings st Piedras Negr=s have been characterized
by "wall-spen indfexez™. The {aox is the propgéian of outer wall thickness
to the width of the room behind it; when piers are kwkm present (as is a{!ﬁost
universal) the measurements are taken through a pier, where the gfaty margin
of resistence to vault thrust (as well as vertical load) must bexikxtést least.

It is sssumed that, other things being equal, a decressésg index means

technologionl progress, hence chronoloigcal sequence. As & first step in ebtaining
SuERXNBEMEREERE series of comparable indexes,they have been broken down into qwxﬁui
l-rocm temples, double-range freestanding palsces, one-range "built-cn" palsces,
free-stending onebrange unclgssified buildings (F3 end F§), snd & three-room
pyramid temple (0=13=lst-A)o

Within these groups one should consider differences which might affect

\_Or narrower pgiers
the index;umkxwhizk thus, wider doorways miAmxxkigksrxwxii in a leter building

pfxkhmxxxmaxindex would tend to prevent or minimize a drop in the idex index, by
and piers =
increasing the load per pier; so would higher wallsﬂwhioh, for s given thickness,
veult-
weakens their ability to resffe/thruste So also would "notbhing” of piers (Str. Jil).

Roof-combs would slse tend to require s fhsexiaxix{ixxgsrxprassmkxgesxindexy
comskruzkismx larger indog,t!hltxiu!”providod it was so placed as tec add to
the load on the cuter half-vault. ‘ :

A
To get & rough fix on the magnituge involved,wsxmsy and the generel picture
: six
of veulting here, the most satifactory series is that foqngouble-range gixzux palsoes,

: Te ;A
which run from 69 (J-9) down to 26 (J-11). These are on opposite sides of the

oV

seme court,dboth are replgcemts of earlier building:on the seme plstforms. If
disturhing factds noted sbove have had any effect, this has been to keep the
J-11 figure of 28 per cent from dropping still lower (The lowest known, 24,

is for the unclassified Stre F=4). Stratigraphical}, the J-11 vaulted building
belongs in the latest Acropolis Period Vi; The "hetvierﬁizzﬂ may slsc, but oould

go back to Period V.



C

geners.l
Since the plans of these two vaulted palaces sre almost identical with each

other and with those of two non-veulted plsces on the seme Acropolis (J=11 on the

seme court snd J=20 higher up) teohnological advsnce from non-vaulting to
progressive

vaulting, and then reduction of wall-span proportions gmong xpxizsxz palaces

seems irdicated. Granted this, the full double=range series shows that this may

have been step by step, as one would expects

el
St?:;gésgﬁgs Span  Well Index
o /"

{54 StreJ9 1.67 l.20 69
& Stre J=2 1.72 «92 59
Stro H-IS 1.62 «87 54
Stre J=21 2.43 «80 33
Stre J=18 2.55 o75 29
Stre J-ll 2.70 o T5% 28

*pier weakendd by "notbhing; highest walls in the series.

Unfortunetely we have a Leng=count tie-in with palace constructicn only

A i
for Room ex of Stre J=6, a "built-on single-renge structure (Throne 1, 9.17¢16¢040).

There is no particular reason to doubt that its ind8x, 39, is not ocomparable with
those above; if we add it in, we eliminate the rather large drop of 21 between

ALy O /( ohanfshenn

the double=-ranged J=13 and J=21. This tends to confirmthe-netion that re-building
of pilaces on the scropolis, with vaulted instead of non-vaulted roofs, was in

progress at a late period beginnibg before 9.1715.040 awd v My o Me —amdw7 ¢ :
burld g ctvv.tre : '
Turning to l=room temples, in-sz—ssries—ef the series of indexes requires re-
of the following
checking, but the general pattern, is surely corrsct:

J=29-4 T4
0=12 64
K-51ist- B 63
J=d 63
R=5 50

This series starts a bit "heavier™, but none of the disturbing faotors seem availabie

to account for this. A roof-comb is probable, but a thjck rear mass was provided for
Hwid th cand o tl Rog ME Geet le ot o Men 5 epnisfes “ Faena thore f M fiollo i srnss
its supporte On all the others, combs may have been present and may have loaded the

Cfamdd? *

 front half of the vault somewhat. This might ace unt for the fact that the lighest

' a2 v hepe P heAw
l-room tmple is only down to 50 per cent. The indexes for 0-12 and K?5‘18t-311re



(3

Canl o

substantimlly identicalp tadfzia evidence of stuoce fragments is rether cenvincing 3?5
i

for a comb on K=5-1st-B, which was probabky built at 9.12.5.00,0 (Stelad 39). Y K
P

Without the comb it might have had & lower index - showing more of a drop ,§a§

A 2
from the J-29 index than is the actusl cases. Thus we are led to postulate
_A :
that J=29 was built before 9.12.50.0.0. Since the tenchical problem of supporting

“© M,
97~euzég/(»

N
its outer half-vault seems to have been the same as with the palaces is seems ‘§ /
comparable with our series for them; if we add it in we have & series of 4?‘?

N2
one temple (H#-29), six double-range psleces and one single-rangh \g %:
3 %o

six doubtle~-range pidlsces,amdxxxdxtsd l-rocm tepple and & dated single-range

> -
~ S

")

palace, begirning some time before 9¢12.500.0, and extending to and beyend g'
96176156040, S AL Thoe w’l/&(l.i»«(%( € 2iog kr‘-(‘ oo N /“"‘\ w70 “‘d:b’ 60 li\ 51/
n
Jqst’as adopting 900.0.0.0 a5 » guess-datg for first settlemant at the site
we ohﬁbae to be sxx, 00 early rather than oo late, the<middle of the baktun seems

/" preliminary |
g/propor gunss-édte for tye beginning of vaulting here. with the ”hetv1elt" index

in any serié@, sinzsxitxzssmsxioxbsxesxprrxbis i.e. with Str. J=29¢ Just in in
the eQSe of the "heavisst" pelece, Str. J=9, it is known that this was s
rgpiaoemont on the same platform,. Taking 941040400 a5 bhe guess-date fqr
introcition of ytulting may be # bit too early, buh hurdly too lnte. Granted thil
1;tenes§/9f”vuultod temples und palaces one may acoount for substantislly

1degz{/;1 ones without the wveult by gssigning them to the pre=veult poriodo

Supposizng (a5 may or may not be the csse) that K=5-lst=B had s comb
and O0=12 did not. In spite of the near~identical indexes, the latter might be
tenchnoligeally imsxxsdxsxuzwdy (hence chronologicelly) intermediste betwsen
bor bl b TeBe T T areive ok 1040050 08 & plaks ety fuk S 11 i ki

heaviest (presumably earliest) wvault withziuﬁrn&btray;yt:da%&ck“of“:pproximtthly

Ll f‘fuu' olbw )w// a %\Q/&{LJ
Fimtun becausefff it is at the haifwigikmn mid-baktun point, and yet(allows
possibly /K
some time to elapse between thq}lst, 2nd end 3@ vaulted temple constructions

a8 suggested by the indexes, with 9.12.5.0.0 for the pocaibiy 3d one.



Wherever a vaulted templo or pilace appears at Piedras Negrss, W Hhe
/or(kj/l' rea I Laay O A< v,fu.d ond n/;,. Fha &,:,.New
either it is known not to be ’cﬂﬁst building at its 2ocus, ‘or more digging

might show this to be the case. Adding to this the faot thel the full rester of
( failfs to account for many othors-:z;
vaulted temples and palsces ﬁ%mtrmwm ha.l.t' thaw 1z it-sesms

e
ressonable to infer the the non-yeulted ones;- of substantinlyslm1lar plans,

are-survivels-from a pre-veult peried

it seems reasoneble to infer that the laéer survive from s pre-veult pericd =
leee in terms of guess~dating, they are no leter than $.10.0,0.0. Geogruphicalﬁ
distribution tends to confirm this in?’forence. We have both vaulted and nen- .
vaulted palaces on the Acropolis, but no vaulted ones elsewhere, as if modernization
of this type of building began there snd never went further. #¢ In the pyremid temple
category we have only one vaulted one in the South group, aleng with numerous
non-veulted ones; elsewhere we have only vaulted ones,as if in this functienal
oat§gory also moderhization began outside the early South Group and had just

begun to be applied there at the time of sbandomment. The low index of this

temple (in the temple series) agress with this notien.
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