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Through the kindness and eourtesy of Sr. Lie. Alfonso Torro, Jefe, Departmente de
Monumentos, fecretaria de Bducacion Tubliea, the writer on behalf of the University
Museum, University of Pennsylvania was unebled to visit the ruins of Yexehilan (Menche )
in Chiapas, on the left bank of the Usumeeinta river from april 16 to april 24, 1935;
with permission to make certain ménor excavations in conneetion with architeetural
studies and to excavate in Strueture 87 for the purpose of obtaining a good photograph,
otherwise impossidble, of Lintel 535, discovered by Sr. Ulises de la Cruz, guardian of
the ruins, in 1932,

Dre Sylvanus 5, Horley of the Carnsgie Institution of Washington, knowing of our
intention of visiting Yaxchilan, and desiring a proper photograph of the above
mentioned lintel for reprodustion in nis fortheoming work on the Imseriptions of Peten,
independently sought for and obtained from the department the same permission with
respect to Lintel 55, on our behsalf; and subsequently obtained for us permission to
excavate for buried lintels in Strueture 24, 54 and to either side of Lintel 55 in
Strueture 87, Exeawations under both categories were prosecuted during the nine days
mentioned. A report on the architeetural studies, with photographs ,will be submitted
to the department in due course, Following is a brief sunmary of the results,of the
search for lintels, respectfully submitted through the Carnegle Institution of
Washington, This 1s considered proper since this part of the work was undertaken by
the museum on the request of, and with the advice of Dr, Morley, and im part at the
expense of the Carnegie Institution,

The Yaxehilan party consisted of the writer and Mrs, Satterthwaite, a eook and six
~ workmen, The Museum's major project in Central imeriea, the excavationg at riedras
Regras, Guatemala, on the right bank of the Usumacinte, was left in charge of Mr,
Franeis M. Cresson Jr. €n April 13. Arriving at Yexehilan April 15 work was begun on
April 16 and brought to a close April 24, On a number of days, the serviees of loeal
worksen were added to those of the museum's own group, and every effort was made to
accomplish as much as possible in the short time available.

STRUCTURE 87

Lintel 55, whieh wes hanging in a precarious position in its doorway, with one
Jamb rained and the other going to pieces, was lowered to & place of safety and set
firmly on edge about five meters in front of the center doorway of the building,in
whiech doorway it was found, This work was done with bloek and tackle, under the
immediate supervision of Sr, de la Cruz, the government ecaretaker, Carved surfaces were
protected with burlep and the movement was accomplished without the slightest damage to
this interesting carved piece. Ihotogrash illustrating Lintel 55 ias Field No. 85.

The stone was of poor quality from the first, and has weathered considersbly, sinee
it was never buried, Certain imperfeet parts of the seulpture were filled out or
repaired with plaster, The over all dimensions are 1.20 by .95 by .18 meters, The
height of the #esign panel is .74 m, its width .82 m, The doorway spanned by this lintel
is .76 m wide, the thickness of the plers forming the jembs being .95 m, The width of
the room whish was 'the épan of the roof veult, was 2,656 m, The pisr thickness is
therefore 36 per cent of the vasult span., The vaults were very flat, perhaps making the
piers thicker and this pemcentege higher than they otherwise would have been.

When in position the bottom of the panel was to the right of an obeerver faeing the
buildings This is known with ecertainty because the plain end beyond the top of the
panel 2%ill rested, in part, on the jamb to the left of such an observer,
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The doorway of Lintel 5% is between two piers forming three doorways, eentrally
placed with respect to the puilding., The lintel to the right (@bserver foeing dbulld-
ing) is still in semi-position, and was found to be plain, The doorway to the left
wes eompletely eleared, and Wilit are probably the fragments of its lintel were
eneountered, They alsc are plain., It is cerda'n thet no sculptured fragments lay in,
in front of or behind this doorway.

The sxeavations in this doorway revealed a secondary partition wall just to its
laft. A small doorway through this gave access to a room of whieh the roof remains
{intact. This faect ensbled us %o learn much more of this structure than could have
reasonably been expected from 80 small an exeavation., a8 a result we know that the
triple central doorway originally served a central room, and that there are side rooms
on either side, It is therefore highly probuble that @ .orways, now hidden by debris,
led to each of these rooms through the front facade, OSince earved lintels, ss polnted
out by Dy, Morley, seem to ogeur in general in threes, it is cuite probablg that two
more earved lintels await disecovery toward either side of this bailding. *

STRUCTURE B4

The Carnmezie Institution of Washington dipeovered lintel 54 during 1931, I% lay
in the debris at about the center of s long muund, Dr. Morley, reasoning that the
mound is tco long for a single-ghamber building, and dedueing from his studies the
hypotheis that doorways ocour only in odd mumbers, predieted the presence of carved
lintels on either side of iintel 54, These were searched Tor and found by us, The
sain of this building is slwost complete, We were able to locate both jembs of the
centrsl doorwsy, one jemb of the left doorway, and the approximate position of one jamb
of the right doorway. From these pointe, taken in conneetion with the positions of
the lintels, it is known that the expanse of wall between the doorways on either
side of the central one was sbout 3.95 m. The width of the central doorway, at the base,
was 1.080mw.

Lintel 57 was found at the base of the dsbris, in front of the left doorway on
the platform sup-orting the strueture, its nearast point about 1.00 m from the
facade line., 1t was faee down, a8 expected, and was umbrocen. Its long axis did not
dspart greatly fro- a position parallel %o the fa¢nde. assuming that in felling 1%
did not turn almost completely end for end, a most improdeble sup osition, the
bottom of the desizn wss originally placed toward the lefé of en observer facing the
puilding, the reverse of Lintel 55.

right

Lintel 58 was found lying face down in front of and part of it to the k=ft of
its doorway, &t the base of the debris on the supporting ylatform, its nearest point
about 1.80 from the facade line., Under one end was a speeially worked corner stone
from the jamb, and immediately over the lintel was a specially bevelsd stons Trom
the medisl moulding., Again the position of the lintel left little doubt that the
bottom of the design was at the laft jamb of the doorway, the observer fecing the
building.

Lintel 57 is shown in Fhotegrarh Field Ho. 928, The overall dimensions are 1.97m
by «74 m by .27 ma The desicn panel is .92 m by .65 , with the long dimension in-
oreased to 1.03 m at the upper right, The doorway spsnned by this lintel wes L2 m
wide at the top, as shown by plaster marks om the lintel, It is perhaps worthy of
pote that the sesngde portrayed on this 1intel shows & Tigure seated on a tapering-
leged table or throne, similar to alter XV end the seat shown in stuseo on the roof
somb of Structure 53; and similar to those recoverdd or represented at Iledras Negras
end 8% ralengue.
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Tintel %8 is shown in Photograph Pield No., 78, 7The overall dimensions ere 1,88 m
by +75 by .51 m. The design has & maximuwn height of .96 m and e maxisum width of +65 m.
Close exerination of the stone indicated a doorway width at the top of 1,10 although
 metusl plaster rarks were absent,

: Tt should be noted that ths cuality of the sitone of Lintel 58 is very good, and
that in this respect s well as (to & superfieial observer) the styls of carving it
agrees with the center lintel from this building, Lintel 54, In doth these respects
however, hoth stones differ from Lintel 57 at the left of the same building, and
agres more or less with Lintel 58 from Strueture 87, whieh is far distant, However,
in dimensions all three lintels of this strueture (54) agree eclosely.

R The ruin was so grest that 1t wds not possile to determine with precision the
front wall thickness of the building, the inner cormer of the ouly jeuwb completely
¢leered being eitber in position or pushed to the rear a few centiveters. This
condition enables us to say positively that the wall wa'  not more than .70 m thick.
This established the faet that single stones spaured the doorways, the lintels being
4 and 75 m wide., Teking .75 as the true thickness of the front well, it was
established that the width of the room or rooms was £,90 m, The debris left no
guestion thet the roof was supported on masonry vaulting. Using these figures, the
maximum pereenimge of frent wall thickness to veult spsn wae BC per cent, next io the
lowest thus far measured at this site,

The twe lintels in cuestion, Nos, 57 and 58, were moved about three meters forward
of the facade line of the building and supported firmly on edge, Hearby large trees
were folled, which might otherwise have injured them in the future, The three lintels
of the dbuilding will be found in eorreet relative position - thet is, Lintels 57, 54,
and 58 lie in this order on a line from left to right, faeing the mound,

STRUCTURE 24

Zxeavation aslong the front of Strueture 24 resulted in discovery of a third lintel
_ for this building (Lintel 59), as predieted by Dr, Morle¥. The position of its doorway
was definitely established as eentrsl, betweon those of Lintels 27 and 28, discovered
long sinee by Teobhert Maler, It is shown im Thotograph Field Ho. 111,

Like those the new lintel is ¢arved with a glyphic inseription on the outer edge
only, the under side being plain, It differed from them markedly in dimensions, A
reconstruation of the facade from known points gives a totael length for the facude of
8490 ; a left (facing the building) doorway l.l4 1n‘Q§$ek,oylﬁﬁgd 1,56 m from the left
__ corner of the building, The facede was fellowed from thy =44 ‘gorner for a distance
, of 1,80 and if we add .66 m %o nake it symetrieal with the #iggt side, plus a doorway

of equal width (es required by the dimensions of the eside lintels) there is left only
. 2,70 m along the Faeade for the eentral doorway and the two plers on either side of it.

The overall lemgth of the lintel 69 is 1,35, the width ,50 m end the maximmm
v~ thickness .20 m, Comparable measurements for the right lintel (No., 28) are 2,00 m by

84 by +35m. Although the front wall and the obeerved left pier were falling forward
wherever absgrved, we were able to establish thelr thickness as notm over .70 m, =and

they$rora as thick as the width of the lintels, about .83 a, and probably no thigker
at the top.

~ The length of the inseription on the new lintel 59 15.65 m as compared with 1,18 m
and 1,07 m for the left snd right side lintels respectively. If we reconstruct the
ecentral doorway as equal im width to the length of the inseription on its lintel, that
is .65 m we have only 2,05 m left for the two flanking plers, whieh would thus be almost
sguare, It therefore seems clsar that tlie eentral doorway was alweys narrow, and not
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v//ncaenﬁtrrily made 8o, a8 in Strueture 30; and further that the shortness of this
lintel does not result from the used of a negatively *stepped” dcorway, as in
Strueture 26, for instence., Decause o the narrowness of the lintel, 60 m as
eompared with the pler thickness, somewhere between .85 and «90 m, this csniral carved
lintel wae probebly supplemented with another stone, though the side doorways were not,

It is of course im oseible to detersine from the facte of excavatiom, whether this
merkedly different ecentral doorway wes planned for the lintel {whieh in such case would
be re-used) or whether the doorway was plaunned for its own sake and the lintel
dimeneione c¢hosen accordingsly. The secondary na rowing of the central dcorway of
Structure 30 arpgues, perhsps, for the latter hypothesis, and if the three lintels are
found to agree in glyph style their coniemporznisty seeme -easonably eertain,

It chould be noted thet the positions in whieh the two lintsls of ¥ale? were found
by us, taken in conneetion with out exosvations, leave no doubt that the order of the
lintels wes 27, 59, 28, from left to right as the observer faces the bullding. Waler,
because of lack of suitable spaes, had dragged Lintel 27 well to the rizht of its
original position, end Lintel 24 was pleced by us to 1tz left. Lintel 28 was lefst oy
Maler, and by us, more or less over its origival cosition as deternined by our
reconstruetion of the facade, The other two are from one to two metess in front of the
fecade line, All 1ie with the dottom side down, the carved fuces vertical.

It is a pleasurs %o state that the locel earetaker for the governwent, Sr. Ulises
de la Cruz, vhile, as he should be, metioulous in examining our eredentials and in
watching our work constantly, gave us 21l possible assistance,

Pinally 1t will b2 of interee: to layanists and Yo the Mexicen depariment concerned
te point out that Dr, Morley's hypothesis that facades, in this region at least, always
had an odd number of doorways, seem well substantisted by the trial which we made of it
at his requeet. We should perhaps repeet that there are probably two additional doore
ways in the front of Htructure 87, now obscured by debrid, 4n examination of Strusture
2 (a mere mound) indientes that its lemgth wes not less than that of Strueture 24,

Ons lintel wes found here by Maler and it is quite probable that two more await discovery
Maler found two lintels in the debris of the nsarby Ctrueture 8, and snother may be
postulated here, though with less vewson, since a well defined wound is absent.
Exeavetions along the Tscade of Ctructure 22 showed with little doubt that the known
fragment of Lintel 20 comes not from a fourth doorway in the facade, as shown by Maler,
but from an end doorway whieh became ap inner doorway by the later addition of a wing

to the left, It seems cuite certain therefore thet the rest of Lintel 20 lies buried in
this mound and could be recovered with & minimum of labor.

Respectlfally submitted

Phiiage(phra, TEWVE, Linton Catterthwaite, Jr,
e ' %5, Assistant Curator, Uuiversity Museum
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s PF4ive field seasoms and large sums of money have been FooNte
~ invested in Pledras kegras, the larger portion -of the funds and o
by far the largest portion of time having been expended on the
- ecollection of ecientific data, The human-interest side of the
 work - the reeovery of tho monuments - has pecn well publiched by
. Dr, Moson in semiepopular periodicals, Limitatiom of funds has
restricted the plenrned publication cf pPreliminary Papers to four,
It would reguire five times +hi1s nurber of unlt reports to
~ bring fzetusl repcrts up Fo dstee Seversl have Yeem read: for
gome time and others are partly domne, tut thers 1s no prosyect
- of early phlicetion of those. ‘ 8

' .- The cxpedi+€on's «ork haa been cumulafive, and has now
. reached e point vhere, had faetual peyperts been published &s
- plemned, signlgiecnt gonercl deductions cculd be drawvn from them,
- Mesnwhile work proecoece in other perts of the lgye ares, othew
workers being in lgnorsnce of the Fledres Hogras contributions,
" which in ¢ number ©f ways3, would be ci great importance tc them,
_ affecting not merely currcnt thoories respecting Maya history e
_ generally, but through “1er (cne mvst hope and suppose) the S a e
- gpecifie objectiwes of current excevgtions in other afeas, - . -~ ¥ _

‘our pogi-ion from the pcint of vi-w of scientific i
respensibility, while 1t is the feult of conditlcms beyond our
eontrol, is thus en unhappy ono, If the projcct is scen e S
brought to s close our colleagues +111 lcck for puilication
. with inepcased expectancyjeAt the seme time fu11 publication
. fade into the fndefinite friture - oven when money may be mede
~_availeble the preparation of repcrts must be a slov progoess ;
"~ due to the seraraticn in spece of collzhorators and th- nedessity
' of doing much of th~ work in apare time, ¢

the writer that we should adjust ourselves to
™ e prepa-ction of unilt roports ghould

A N ;
o on, &8 they arse necessary preliminaries for final publication,

i <
- whether they are puhlished from time to +1me €3 Treli-inarys papers
(mimeographed) or mot, Byt we should interpret all availsble data,
“whother redueed to unit menuseripts or not, and publish as j
4pdividuals, whevever we ean, such interpreations as seem sufficently
well groundes 1n erxisting deta, Tor th> use of other stulients, :
end for the eredit of the museuri -

Tt seema to
the fects &s fer ss pessidble,

e , 7his. 1z the ocnly way we can publish results without
" expense to the mmseur, The genersl mothod of aprrcach sugpested 1s

this: -
8, Seleet 8 mejor cocnclusion arlsing from Fledres kegras
work or one whiech is afflirmed or negatived by such work,

: ;L b, Write paper on the s=lected subject, assuml all P,.HU,
work is published *¢ date, making fvll use of information rrom other

- sites,

.. Be Sele

e ¢t all P,¥. unpublished metorlel which is esstontial
to the ar =L

eduee 'kt as puch as possible to‘ylans,:dtawiggsﬂnﬂ

i &

gument;




5

and tsbles so thet the essence of the informetion ean be published
‘with the paper by way of illustrations end tables. :

P d. Note in the-ihtroduction or by footmotes that allvP;E. T
-~ materiel is the re-ult of the museum S expeditions, end rhich of this
~ material is as yob othervise unpublished. : ' .

s 6., Datatled dsseription to be kopt to a bare mintum (n= it

must be for this sort of paper, the emphasis belng on aignificance),
In writing general pep rs bases On results as & whole it «111 ‘
be meca sgary for the srlter in fvoou-nt instenees to use (and >
first puvblish) date securad by a eolleague, und regpenslplility and
. eredlt should be accérdingly as ignedy 1tk roefersnece Yo unpublished
. potes cr mihuserlyts where tho latter exlat, /

In the cpinlon of the writer & fair nusb-r of such papers

can be produced, 4% are st the wonsnt exceedllingly fortunate Im ,
having the volumteer survices oI Yiss I'roskourlakeff, & graduste . el
apchitect snd sccompl!shoed apxkileek artist as vell, so that plans,
restorctions snd dreclags of objects cusn be propared alt’ very slight :
costs - papod &Ce, and 2 1ittle rhotogrephye ’ ; a

bl : The gquoterly "Moye Reseavch" is publlshing a summary of .

“ the last two sea:ons which s by no meens entirely confined to bare

gtatemsnts of fsct and indicetes 1ts deslre for more makorial from

us, Pepers of tho genseal pkemx sort outlined sbove will probably

be sccentsble by the imoricen Anthropologsist, and by the newly :

. established Antliqulty, the ovgan of the smeslesw Sceiety for
“Am-~riean ircheology. Shert papers mi%ht be published by Art and

Archeology which has inm th? past pald congldarsble att-ntlon to

the ¥ava fi0ld, ‘ncther possibility is the th» gerics of _

Coptributions to Americcn Archeology of the Carmegle Insti+»t’on

of wezhingtcn, which has published monographs nok rroduead hy

membors of ¥k its own staff.

: Subiescts sheuld be sdlected with seversl fseters {nds
_ - the mecessary 1e§g+h opd pumbor of rlastes, in rela*ﬂ%n +0t§€9~%?¥?%§d’.
i . 4mposed by the jourral in ‘uestion ; the lmrortence of the conelusions;
_ the g» corplerenezs of the evidence, For inctence, if & concluslon is
‘of definite though relatively minor importanec~, but the ¥,%., evidence for
el 1t 1e complete, or concluslve vithout belng eomplete, it 3s ready :
v for publication, Op the other hand, even if & conclusion cExusjme
eannot bo estsh11shrd with coertsinty, 10 4t £s ¢ msjor implrtance
and there 1s & fair body of evidenes for it, the time 1s ripe to
publish that evidence, whether Or not we look forwierd to geing back
to complete the ovidence by further excavaticn, ; ’
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