o~

e/
4
72
g7
"r;‘? <
) & =7 ¢
) | 4

PIEDRAS NEGRAS PRELIMINARY PAPERS

No. &

A PYRAMID WITHOUT TEMPLE RUINS

By LINTON SATTERTHWAITE, JR.

UNIVERSITY MUSEUM
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA
PHILADELFHIA

1936



V/ List of Flates. . .
Introductory. . « «
General Description
Periods of Building
Stelae. + ¢« « o o
Lintel 6. « » « o &
Objects o » o o « &

D&te e o e ©® 8 e o o

e

Details of Construction .

Walls, Floors and Fills.

Stairweys. « ¢ o s o » o

Stelae Cists .

L]

(1)

CONTENTS

1



Plate 1.
Plate I

Plate II

Plate III

Plate IV

Plate V

{12) (11)

LIST OF PLATES

Planm., Exvepting stelae eists, restor

Plan. Excepting stelae cists, broken lines indicate re-
stored features, fallen or not excavated.

Center Section.

Composite Section.

Compesite Section at top. Heights indicated on this
rlate are in meters above plaza level.

Center Section - Second Terrace.

Section through Stela 9 e¢ist - Second Terrace.

Lower southwesterly corner of main stairway and masonry

altar - Second Terrace. From southwest.

Lowest steps of main stairway at ocenter - Second Terrace,
from southeast.

Main stairway from northeast - Second Terrace.

Structural retaining wall under latest main stairway ex-
posed by cut through steps, and supporting solid fill at
left - Second terrace. From same point of view as
Plate III, B.

Side retaining wall of main stairway, from south.

Lintel 5, showing recovered pieces placed in proper po-
sitions.

Base of Stela 9 in position as found, showing cleared
cist, and rear of low platform or daigli The upper part
of the stela shows in the right upper corner. From

_Dporbheast (rear).

Objects.



\,—'\ i

(1)

A PYRAMID WITHOUT TEMPLE REMAINS
(Structure R-3)

2
INTRODUCTORY

The following report covers a superficial investigation rather
than the proper excavation of one of the largest and most imposing of
the thirteen msjor pyramids at Piedras Negras. Its ohief elaim on our
interest is the fact that, while apparemtly not early, but contemporary
with pyramid temples, it d1d not support a masonry temple, and probably
supported no building at all. In its final form it is to be thought of
as a gigantio altar, not flat-topped. It nevertheless was furnished
with carved stelae, elsewhere at this site found only on or before tem-
ple~vearing pyrgﬂids.

Three successive episodes of building have been distinguished,
and others very likely lie below the shallow limits of our trenches.
One of the three known periods, not the earliest, ocan be provisionally
dated at about 9.15.0.0.0 in the lMaya chronoclogy. The danger of mis-
interpretation in this respect is very much reduced by the occurance on
the dated oonstruction of four stelae marking successive hotuns, and,
on the same plaza, a single liae of stelae marking eight earlier suc-
cessive hotuns, with a gap of only one hotun between the two series.

It is unlikely that either group has been moved as whole. From this
follows the improbability that any have been moved, the habit of build-
ing up a group of stelae at one spot, then soon moving to our pyramid &ﬁﬂ
and repeating the process, being rather well established.

The structure provides opportunity to descoribe a monument found
and numbered "Lintel 5" by the discoverer of the city, Tecbert Maler,
but not illustrated by him; and to show that, while illegible, it con-
tained a long inscription, in common with most other of the smaller
monuments of the oity. These have been in the past labeled "lintels"
on the theory that they onne spanned doorways. However, they are
usually very thin, always lack'suitable plain ends to give bearing on
the doorejembs, and some of them disagree in other ways from known
stone lintels here and elsewhere. The occurence of "Lintel" 5 where
there was nc masonry temple confirms our bnlief that stone panels were
here carved for vertical placement; and in some cases at least were not
set in building walls.

The yield of objects was meagre, but includes items of great in-
terest: flint knives in p051t10ns suggestlng their use on the spot,

1. To distinguish such stones we here add quotation marks to the term
Lintel, where a stone has been already referred to as such; another
has been given & number in a series of "Miscellaneous Sculptured
Stones". One carved stone et Piedras Negras we w;&i& believe to
have been a true lintel- Lintel 1l.



. $
AN & -
W~

(2)

though they may have been cached under floors; a potterycenser of unus-

ual type, and stone "portable altar" cached at the base of a dated stela; and pa

and part of a pottery mask, besides figurines and potsherds.

Something has been learned of local methods of building up the
£ill or hearting, of stairway construction, and of Preparing the terrace
for reception of stelae.

The work on this structure was done in 1931 by the writer under
Dr. J. Alden Mason, Director of the First Eldridge R. Johnson Middle
Americen Expedition of the University Museum. The contemporary dates of
monuments mentioned are according to a manuscript list very kindly fur-
nished us by Dr. Sylvenus G. Morley of the Carnegie Instituvtion of
Washington. Dr. Morley has referred to various Piedras Negras readings
in various publications, but has not as yet published the full list, nor
his detailed discussions of particular inscriptions.

GENERAL DESCRIPTION

Structure J-3 is a "false" pyramid built against the southwester-
ly corner of the Aoropolis hill, facing the end of the long West Group
Plaze where it gives place to lower levels between it and the river. It was
was ascended by exterior flights of stairs placed over the terraced front '
facade. The pyram’d faces abont _pinetwen degrees scuth of enst. Look-
ing to the fronmt from the platform which surmounts it there is a com-
mending view over the West and South Groups with much of the Southeast
Group plainly visible beyond. To the left most of the East Group is in
view, with the pyramidal temple K5 of the West Group at the axtreme
left. A little to the right the river curves out of sight beyond the
Sacrificial Rook.

Looking out from the left side of the structure, Court 1 lies in
full view almost immediately below, with the pyramidal temple, Structure
J-4, rising beyond, the stone temple on its summit being at about eye
level. Besides the three palaces associated with Court 1, (Structures
J-2, J-6 and J-8,) the two on the easterly sides of Courts 2 and 3,
(Structures J-9 and J-18,) are close at hand on the left, the first con-
siderably below, the latter ebout on the oye level. The relations of
all these buildings are shown on the general plan of the city.

Te the rear and to the right precipitous bedrock drops to the
surface of the river, sbout 80 m. below at low water. The location is
an imposing one, except from the northwest, where the pyramid abuts upon
& still higher portion of the Aeropolis.

—— s P
\ g7 .

2. PFiedras Negras Preliminary Papers, No. 1, 1933; in small scale in
Preliminary Paper No. 4, 1935; and to appear in large scale in Mor-
ley's "Inscriptions of Peten", Carnegie Institution of Weshington,
Washington. For the sake of consistenoy, throughout the descrip-
tion, where not otherwise indicated, "left" end "right" are those of
& person facing the same way as the structure.
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Considering the Acropolis as a whole, the mass and form of this

pyramid balances that of J-4 at the other end of that group of buildings, ,
/ and takes full advantage of the steeply rising hill to gain an imposing height'wi

height with a minimum of labor. Its full height (30 m.) is seen only

from the front. Seen from the rear it is only about 6 m. high. Seen

from the platform terrace J-5 on its left, its height is about 15.50 m.

The greatest impression of height is to be had on its right (river) side,

but practiecally all of this side is naturel bedrock, carved to a steep

slope by the river. ‘

Maler discovered "Lintel" 5 on the slopes of this pyramid end re-
ported the partial remains of & rear apartment still gtanding and we
naturally expected to find s stone temple at the top. While excava-
tion on the top was not complete, there is no doubt that the pyramid
proper served to support only a solid platform which is more or less
integral with it, indicated in plan and section in Plate 1, A and C,
and in section again in Plate 11, A; with the possibility hut hardly
probability that there was a perishable building on this. This plat-
form is approximately rectangular, measuring about 10 m. in length and
about 6.75 m. in width. It is not flat-topped, Rows of roughly
squared stones resting directly on the fill, each row parallel with the
front and being a little higher than the row before it, suggest rather
conclusively that the top of this platform consisted of a series of

s X broad low steps rising to a final and rear level measuring only about
nb 7 1,75 m. from front to rear. all signs of oconcrete flooring herd long
since disappeared, doubtless because there was no temple debris to pro-
tect them.

The lines of stones could not be traced clear to the sides, nor
for equal distances. They were undoubtedly partially obliterated by
tree roots and possibly there were others whioh were entirely so, The
levels of those found, however, seem to rule out the hypothésis that th

the front part of the platform was 1 1 1

The lines of stones could not be traced clear to the sides, nor
for equal distances. They were undoubtedly partially obliterated by
tree roots and possibly there were others which were entirely so. The
levels of those found, however, seem to rule out the hypothesis that the front pa
front part of the platform was really a stairway with very broad treads ;
of apprcximately equal widths. The measurements indicate, from front to
rear, fcur steps or levels having "treads" of about 80, 180, 140 and 90
cms. depth, respectively, (fronmt to rear measurements) and each about 30
oms. high, leading to the rear level at the top, which as stated is only
about 1,76 m. in depth.

i The height of this rear portion of the platform, 30.18 m., is the

F;/f height used above for the pfyremid as a whole. The height reached by
the main front stairway, which rises to the ninth serrace, is just short
of 26 m., and this perhaps should be taken as the height of the pyramid
proper, when comparing it with others which support temples on their
summits.

The front and side walls of the surmounting platform, at least in
its original form, were vertical. This was almost certainly true of

AL, -

2 s

3. Teobert Maler, Researches in the Central Portion of the Usumscinte
Valley, Peabody Museum Memoirs, Vol. 2, No.l, p. 55, Cambridge,
1901,
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the original rear wall, but in the latest form the rear wall is batter-

ed, and a battered wall was placed against the right (southwest) wall.  He=f

We failed to make this out on the left side but it may have been present.

The fromt wall is set 5.45 m. back from the edge of the ninth
terrace and its top is 2.90 higher. Apparently = stairway, completely
ruined and of uncertain width, led from the ninth terrace up to the
front and lowest level or "step" of the platform. The debris here
included stones suitable for steps end underneath is a solid earth and
gtone £ill (Plate II, A). This stairway probably passed over a tenth
terrace or subsidiary platform which we show in broken lines on the
plan. (Plate I, A). The evidence for this is the floor running under
the £i1l and under the fromt platform well, numbered (4), in the section,
Plate II, A, and the level of the terrace wall at the rear, which is
marked (8) on the same section.

The pyramid proper, disregarding the platform at the top with its
vertically walled tenth terrace, just desoribed, consists of nine ter-
races, numbered from the bottom up. A glance at the plan shows that
most of these, due to the location on a steep hillside, had to be built
only at the front and to a varying extent at the sides., Only the ninth
and the somewhat problematical tenth extend around the rear.

As found, the structure was a mere mound, We failed to find
walls of the eighth, ninth or tenth terraces in position on the left
(Northeasterly) side though we penetrated to pure rook fill. Remnants
of these three are in place on the other side. At the front the fourth
to nimth terraces were in fair condition under the stairway, and for two
or three meters on either side, at whiech points they had completely
fallen. While our excavations at these levels inecluded only the stair-
way and strips two or three meters wide on either side, further excava<
tion would probably have yielded nothing more in position.

We cleared but little on the first terrace. The second, which
carried Stelae 9, 10, 11 and 40, was cleared from end to end, from the
front to e line coinciding with that of the bottom step of the main
gtairway rising from it. We followed the side walls of this stairwaey
back to the third terrace wall with trenches asbout three meters wide.
We could have followed this terrace wall farther to either side, but
did not, and the debris covering the rear of this broad second terrace
may still contain something of interest.

The first terrace is subsidiary to the second. The latter is
longer and very much deeper than any of the others, and served to support
the four stelae mentioned. This second terrace appears to be not quite
symmetrioal with those above. Comparison with the stelae-bearing ter-
rece J-1 at the other end of the Acropolis lends additional evidence for
disassociating it from the rest of the pyramid from the point of view of
design. It is ebout 49 m. long and 7.70 m. deep, except where the
stairway rising from it projects forward 3,70 m. from the third terrace
wall.

The length of the third terrace as restored is about 45 m., that
of the ninth 25 m., the others being restored to correspond, These
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dimensions are consistent with the contours of the debris and bedrock,
but are by no means accurate.

The terraces were not of uniform height, nor of uniform character.
The first is decidedly higher than the second, but the fourth is about a
meter higher than the third. Above this the differences are small, pos-
gibly within our margin of error. Measured heights from floor to fleor, _
»  beginning with the first end lowest, were 3,71 m., 2.63 m., 3,03 m., 4.26 ey 2.
m., 2.54 m., 2,60 m., 2,27 m., 2.30 m., and 2,65 m. At the front the
f£loor of the supposed tenmth terrace or subsidiary platform was 1.40 m.
sbove the floor of the ninth terrace. At the rear it is a little higher
and was further increased by a secondary floor contemporary with the fin-
al battered rear wall of the platform above. (See section, Plate i1, A.)

The height of the final platform above the front level of the per-
haps hypothetical tenth terrace is 1.50 m. at the fronmt, 2.79 m. at the
rear. That is, the rear and highest level of the platform is about
1.30 m. higher than the front.

The depths (front to rear dimensions) of all the terraces exceypt
~ the second and the ninth vary somewhat, but are all about 2 m. The 919?
depth of the nimth was perhaps greater, but oould not be measured.

A1l our excavations on this building were made during the 1931
season, and measurements were with Brunton compass, & small tripod
level, tape, meter stick and flexible leveling rod. They are subject
to the error inherent in these types of instruments, but where we have
ohecked similar measurements with the transit the error has seldom been
more than one or two decimeters or, in the oase of bearings, one degree.
Plate I was drawn by Mr. Fred P. Parris, the excavated details being
based on notes of the writer. The writer is entirely responsible for
Plate II.

The retaining walls of the first and second terraces are slightly
battered at the top and were not excavated to their bottoms. That of
the third is vertical at the bottom, battered at the top; that of the
fourth is battered at the bottom and (where preserved under the stairway)
continues at the same inclination to the top; that of the fifth is hat~-
tered at the bottom and ourves baek still further at the top; the walls
of the sixth and seventh are vertical, probably to the full height, as
jndicated under the stairway; that of the eighth is battered, and thet
of the ninth bettered with an extra in-curve at the top.

The lowest flight of the stairway rises from the West Group
Plaza to the second terrace, passing over the first. Excavations here
were slight, but the debris jndicates its width as about 11.50 m.,
slightly less than that of the second and main flight. This lower
flight rises about 6.34 m., receding about 9 m. in the process, giving
_ an angle of ascent of approximately 35 degrees above horizontal. It was-4"
%}/ in a gadly ruined state.

The sescond flight was well preserved at the bottom, having the
four lowest steps in position (Plate 3, A, B and C) and is here 13.50 m.
wide. It rises full width to the top of the sixth terrace. Although
the steps ebove the fourth were completely fallen, this was definitely
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established by the positions of remnants of the vertical side retaining
wells. These were found at the left (mortheasterly side) on the second,
third and fifth terraces; and at the right on the second, fourth and
fifth terraces, The side retaining walls found on the fifth terrace
obviously earried the stairway to the surface of the next or sixth ter-
race. On the sixth and higher terraces all traces of stairway side
walls had disappeared. We could determine the approximate width of
this higher portion by noting where the terrace retaining walls still
rose to some height - they are always better preserved under the pro-
tecting debris of stairweys - and especially by noting where the depo-
sit on the terreces ceased to be obviously fallen debris and gave way to
artificial rock £ill. These two oriteria gave consistent results on
the sixth, seventh eand eight terraces, on both sides, and indicate the
restored width, about half that of the lower portion.

We have restored the lower and wider portion as continuous with
the narrower fupper portion. If it was in reality a separate flight #h"
the sixth terrace must have been made deeper at the center than at the
sides by a now fallen addition. But sinoce the plane of ascent of the
lower portion of the stairway, as indicated by the four steps in posi~
tion at the bottom, just clears the front edge of the sixth terrace as
found, we believe our restoration is correct. The angle of ascent for
the whole flight, which we have sometimes called the "main stairway", is
sbout 45 degrees above horizontal, the flight rising about 19,65 m, and
receding toward the rear about 18 m. The risers of the lower four
steps are about 22 cms. in height, the width of the treads about the
same.

There was no satisfactory evidence remaining to give the width or-th-
the size of the steps of the final flight leading to the top platform.
Its angle of ascent was probably a little more gentle than that of the
mein flight below.

There were some uncertsain hints of minor stairways leading down
from the right (southwesterly) side of the platform to a trianghdar pro-
jeotion of bedrock to the right and somewhat forward of the platform.
The surface of this projection had been leveled off artificially at
about the level of the fifth terrace.

At either end of the four preserved lower steps were stones in
position which can hardly be anything else than the last vestiges of
balustrades. Their width was definitely 50 oms., the outer sides being
continuous with the side retaining walls of the stairway. Of their
height we cen say no more than that they were high enough to more than
clear the front edges of the steps. We have no data showing their
presence or absence on the upper part of this flight, nor on the other
flights.

Against the right corner of this flight a small low rectangular
platform or altar was placed on the second terrace, so that its front
face was comtinuous with the fromt and lower end of the balustrade
(Plan, Plate I, A and Flate III, A). This construction was 60 cms.
wide, 76 oms. long, and not less than 40 oms. high. We may have destre
destroyed higher courses without realizing it.
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The terraces and the mein or second flight of the stairway were
without doubt covered with plaster, remnants being found on the lower
steps. In all probability there was considerable ornamental stucco
work. Disintegrated mortar covered the entire second terrace, under-
lying stone debris everywhere, showing that it had weshed down before
the structure itself began to crumble. In the deposit were a few heavy
sherds with stucco adhering.  Sherds were extensively used in building
up stucoo designs on Structure J-2 ¥, and the same use may be inferred
here., The bulk of such stucco work would be expeocted on the terraces at
the sides of the strirway, where our excavations on the rear of the ter-
rece are incomplete. . :

The deposit of plester or stucco debris rises from a few centi-
meters depth &t the fromt to 650 oms. in depth in the angle between the
stairway and terrace walls, on the left (northeast) side. Here it was
gray in color. In the corresponding cormner at the other side the depth
was 1,60 m. and the color a light yellow. This latter deposit extends
almost to the southwesterly end of the terrace, over 20 m. distant.
Actual fragments of ornamental stucco work, of the same ocolor, were
found near the outer end of this deposit, and also in debris at levels
corresponding to the seventh and eighth terraces. There was evidently
muoh more stucco decoration on the right or southwesterly side than on
the left, and possibly there was here a separate or subsidiary structure.

A pugzling feature of the rock fill below the surface of the rear
and highest level of the platform at the top is that it is permeated by
a fine yellow powder, presumasbly disintegrated plaster or stucco. The
stones rest one on the other, as in pure rock fills, and we are not deal=-
ing with & mortar and rutbtle £ill. Perhaps the plaster was washed down
from large stucco designs on the upper level with all traces washed
away near the surface. More probably this mortar is debris from an
earlier period and found its way into the fill for the latest.

PERIODS OF BUILDING

Our excavations were too superficial to show w{whether or not the
pyramid is placed over entirely burieg” earlier structures, but they were
sufficient to show extensive remodeling.

The cross-section in Flate II, B, shows thc situation revealed by
trenching into the ocenter of the stmirwsy leading up from the second
terrace. Behind the latest steps is a structural wall which is very
orude with the exception of the lowest stones. These are well squared
and laid, and form the bottom step of an earlier stairwsy, 1.25 m. be-
hind the later one. The second step of this early stairway had been
torn out in building the structural wall, but the third, fourth and fifth,
though considerably displaced, were found in approximate position. These

- ol e NRR— = ; 5 J’E‘ « ¥ - L . e

4, Piedras Negras Preliminary Peper No. 3, p.9, Fhiladelphia, 1935.
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were set in a sloping surface of solid earth and stone £i11, laid on
pure rock fill, and there was no question about the existence of an
earlier stairway.

An extremely hard concrete floor begins at this earlier lowest
step and runs forward to & rather crude retaining wall marked (2) in
the drawing, 4.15 m. distant. The final and later terrace wall retains
broken rock £ill laid against this, with nothing but humus to represent
its floor, which was completely disintegrated.

Although the earlier front wall is quite crude, its association
with such a different type of floor whioh in turn connects with the
earlier stairway, leaves little doubt that it was the fromt terrace
wall when the earlier stairway was built, or else a fill wall just be-
hind the exposed terrace wall of the earlier period, the latter being
removed for its stone during alterations.

In following this very characteristic and easil " identified -hawrd
early hard floor back to the third terrace wall,(at sf%e sides of the
latest main stairway) we expected it to pass under the latest to an
earlier third terrace wall belonging with the earlier stairway and
earlier second terrace wall. Instead, we found that it ran ageainst the
the supposedly late third terrace wall and stopped. The third terrace
wall therefore served with both the earlier and the later stairways,

and we have no evidence that terraces, other than the second and proba-
bly the first, were modified by additions to the front.

Sinoce the hard floor does not run under the earlier stairway at
the fromt, but just meets it, it must be contemporary with it. We may
assume that since it did not run under the early steps at the center,
neither did it pass under the side walls of the earlier stairway. It
does pass under the side walls as well as under the steps of the later
stairway. It is therefore highly probable that the earlier stairway
was not so wide and that its side walls lie buried under the later. We
did not realize this at the time, or we would have trenched laterally to
examine their oconstruction. Before the remodeling the second terrace
was 6.60 m. wide (front to rear dimension), and the earlier stairway,
which was not so wide as the later, projected out upon it for a distance
of 2.45 m.

Considering the faot that the angle of ascent of the latest stair-
way is close to the maximum observed elsewhere, and that the base of the
earlier one is set 1,25 further to the rear, one would expect that an
earlier series of terraces, placed a corresponding distance to the rear, shs
had been buried by a later. But we have seen that this was not so, at
least in the case of the third terrace, as proved by the associated

~, floor. An alternative hypothesis is that the early terraces were all used
v NS used with the later stairway, but each gas then raised to a greater
: height. Possibly the variations in slope of the third, fifth and ninth
terrace walls (See Plate 1, C) result from such additions. We did not
investigate this point as we should have done. The postulate requires
buried earlier floors within each terrace, There was none in the sixth
terrace, which we trenched to a depth of nearly two meters.
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The platform at the top was almost certainly twice enlarged, in
each case by additions at the rear and not at the fromt; but each addi-
tion very probably extended around to the sides. The evidence for this
is set out in Plate 11, A. The wall at the left in this drawing,
marked (1), is the upper part of the eighth, and that marked (2) is the
wall of the ninth terrace of the pyramid. Those marked (3) and (5) are
crude ﬂ‘ll walls, exposed only during the period of oonstruction. The
wall marked (4) is the original as well as the final fromt wall of the
platform. The buried wall to the rear marked (6) is of the same char-
acter as (4), and we suppose it to be a remmnant of the original rear
wall of the platform, whioch was thus 4.75 m. deep (fromt to rear). The
two remaining courses of the wall marked (7) are also of the same gener-
al character, apparently marking an increase in platform depth to 6 m.
Both of these rear walls were partially removed before the platform was
enlarged to its third and final form, when the depth was increased to
about 6.66 m. at the top, and, because of the batter of the final rear
wall, to about 7.70 m. at the bottom.

The upper surface arrangemeﬁt as found bears no relation to these
buried rear walls and we can say nothing regarding the surface in the
earlier periods. It is quite possible that a suitable base for a temple
was then present. It is difficult to imagine any building, even of perishabl
ishable materials, on the stepped surface in the final period.

SREEAE
STELAE

Four stelae, Nos. 9, 10, 11, and 40, were originally placed on
the long and deep second terrace, far below the summit, but well ebove
the West Group FPlaza floor itself. Stelae 10 and 11, now lie more or
less over the first terrace, approximately below and in fromt of their
original positions. Stela 9 lies on the second terrace, close to its -
base, from whieh it has been broken. Stela 40 was found by Drs. Morley
and Ricketson close to plaza level and was removed to Fhiladelphia by
Dr. Mason in 1932,

Then ereot, Stela 9 was placed before the second or main stairway,
but somewhat to the right of its center axis; Stelae 10 and 11 stood far
to the left of the stairwey. The cists of these monuments are shown on
the plan, Plate 1, A, in broken lines because below floor lever, not be-
cause they were not found intact. Stela 40 lay a few meters to the
right (southwest) of the lower stairway. It oould not have been placed
to the left of Stela 9, originally, unless very much farther forward, as
the hard floor is there unbroken., We failed to find its cist to the
right of Stela 9, but did find a disturbed area. There is little
doubt that Stela 40 was placed four or five meters to the right of Stela
9, and about in line with it, 6. # position consistent with the location
in which it was found. The exact original position being unknown, it
is not shown on the plan,

The arrangement of these four stelae is decidedly asymetrical
with reference to the pyramid and its great stairwey, but is in balanec-
ing groups of two. The dates as read by Morley indicate that the two
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stelae of the left group were erected before the two of the right group,
the lack of symetry being very marked at first, but corrected somewhat,
later on. This is essentially the same sequence, so far as it goes, as
in the series of eight monuments (Stelae 1 to 8) on a similar terrace

4 before Structure J-¥, a pyramid temple at the other end of the same
plaza. A clearer picture of the arrangement of monuments will result
if we reverse our point of view and look at them from the plaza. Morley
pointed out to the writer that, if we number the positions of these
stelae from left to right, the first four positions successively filled
were 6, 8, 2 and 4, These readings give first a pair to the right of
the center of the final group (and near the end of the terrace, which is
very long), then a pair to the left of the cemter of the group, in that

p/f cagse maintaining open positions between each stels, which were later £88

filled. Here on J-3, numbering positions in the seme manner, the se-
quence is 3, 4, 2 and 1.

The stelae have been illustrated elsewheres, and will be further
dealt with hy Dr. lorley in his fortheoming "Inscriptions of Peten". The.hither
The hitherto unlocated base of Stela 9 was found in its cist. This adds #h
the feet of two figuses on the front, the lowest flyph-blocks of each side=in
side inscription and parts of two more of the left side inscription to the
body of Piedras Negras stone art and inseriptions.

In Plate IV, D, is a rear view of this stele base, in position
¢ & found, but with the cist cleared out., Behind the monument the hard
terrace floor was raised about 10 cms. to form a small rectangular platfo-
form or dais running against it back. See also Plate III, C, at the ex-
treme left. This probably surrounded the stone, but front and sides
were dug out before its presence was noted. The dais was of the same
hard concrete as the older portion of the terrace floor, which we have
, ., oonnected with the buried stairway. But it cannot be said to be co-ex-
fgfﬁyftensive with the floor, for the rear part, which oventhpa the floor
il slightly, is & line of stone slabs (See oross section, Plate 13, 64
;ﬁ’ Certainly the dais was constructed after thefg%ela had .been placed and
therefore after the fromt addition to the terrace, which was not hard
surfaced, but into which the cist extends,

) The stela base as found was twisted so as to face a little to the
v right of fromt. This ocould easily have occurred when it gwas broken.
_F}‘ But the rear of the dais is correspondingghskew. There are one or two

similar ineonclusive hints of stelae facing not quite to the front else-
where in the oity.

s "LI’MEL" 5
P N, 5 TS . .
"Liqgglfigyfd;seggpgbdfg@@gﬁrigglywmqﬁtioned b¥JMa}ar s is-shown
;/’V 5. Stelae 9, 10 and 11 are described by Maler, ##.op.cit. pp. 56-58 and
Px“ pictured in plates 18, 19 and 420, respectively. Stela 40 is illus-

trated by Meson in the University Museum Bulletin, Vol.5 No.2, Fthil-
adelphia, March, 1984; and in "Maya Sculptures Rescued from the
Jungle", Bulletin of the Pan American Union, Weshington, February,
1934.
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"LINTEL" 5

"Lintel" 5, discovered and briefly mentioned by Malere, is shown

in Plate IV, C. Its width is 158 cms. and its height 120 oems. Despite
the large size, the thickness is only about 10 cms. at the top; at the
bottom the thickness is 13 to 15 ems. The maximum relief is about 30
mm. (on the body of the principal figure), the minimum ebout 5§ mm. (on
the glyphs). The edges are nicely worked and ourve in from front to
back, giving one of the corners a carinated form. This oross-section
of the edges is very much more marked on "Lintel" 12, as yet unpublish-
ed. The borders are only § to 7 cms wide, making its use as a lintel
2ll but impossible.

The subject is similer to that of "Lintel" 4, as Maler observed.
The prineipel figure wears a turbaned headdress with plumes curving
above from the rear, and holds a staff or spear which without doubt
rested on the ground before him. There is here also the remnant of a breeph’
breech-cloth reaching nearly to the ankles. Maler reported captives
before the prineipel figure, but there is space for only one at the most,
the pieces belonging here being missing. There is relief behind the
figure, within the frame of the design, which may indicate ano?her fig-
ure there, or perhaps the remains of a column of glyphs, as on Lintel 4.

amn

There were columns of glyphs ebove,on both sides of the design.
With few exceptions they are too much eroded to be read. The first
five of the left column occupy four block spaces each, indicating an
Initial Series to be read straight down as on "Lintels" 2, 3, and 7.
The inscription then seems to run into small glyphs, but it is here bwdly ered
badly eroded and it is safer to assume there were six large glyphs, thus
allowing for an Introducing Glyph. Further on the size of the glyphs
is clearly about 75 mm. square, On the above assumption and consider-
ing only aress certainly devoted to glyphs, the inscription contained
not less than one hundred and thirty glyph-blocks, large and small.
Ninety-eight of these can be individually made out. The hopelessly
eroded sree. at the right lower corner (facing the stone) provides space
for twelve more, giving a probable length for the prineipel inseription
of one hundred and forty-two glyph-blocks. There are indications of
two more blocks behind the head and almost certainly there were six ad-
ditional ones in front of the staff or spear.

It may be of interest to compare the length of this inscription
with those of others on supposed "lintels", since on definitely known
lintels of the Usumacinta region long inscriptions are sbsent, or are
spread over a series of stones from the same building.

R

s % e

6. Teobert Maler, op. cit., p.55.

7. "Lintels" 1, 2, 4, and 6 are illustrated by Maler, op. cit., Plates
30, 31, 32 and Fig. 26 respectively; "Lintel" 3 by Mason in Univer-
s8ity Museum Bulletin, Vol., 3 No.l, November, 1931; "Lintels" 3 and
12 again by Meson in National Geographic Magazine, Vol.48, No.5,
November, 1935,



(12)

"Lintel 11" we believe was a true lintel, being thick, having a
long plain butt on the known end, and being found in the doorway of a
temple (Structure,ﬂls). If a lintel, its inscription consisted of
thirty-two large blocks. "Linmtel" 6 we eliminate, since it has neith-
er %é%ved inseription nor design, but merely an incised abstract figure.

Of the remaining stones which we believe have been mistakenly

labelled lintels, only five are complete. "Lintel" 2 has one hundred and six

and six glyphs; "Lintel" 3 has one hundred and fifty-eight; "Lintel" 4
has seventy-nine; "Lintel" 12 has sixty-six.

We have many of the fragments of "Lintel" 7, which measured about
1,10 m. by 1.40 m. 8ixty-eight glyprhs are present, and the total was
probably over one hundred.

Two stones, "Lintels" 8 and 13 apparently had short inscriptions.
Both are unusually small, Much of each has been lost.

Three "lintels" are known only by single small fragments, "Lintels"
1, 9 and 10, the last two bearing small glyphs.

Miscellaneous Sculptured Stone No.l3 is very similar to "Lintels"
2, 4, and 5 in the arrangement of its design. Though much smaller than
any of those, its inscription§f ran to at least eighty smell blocks.

We do not have the ends of "Lintel" 13. The end borders on all
the other stones considered above are very narrow, like our "Lintel" 5,
except for Lintel 11, were thickness and position call for a true lintel
funetion; they are also relatively thin, except for two - "Lintels" 7
and 12.

"Lintel" 5 thus belongs to a specias of carved slab at Piedras
Negras characterized in general by long inscriptions of smell glyphs, and
by the absence of plain ends suitable for mounting on doorjambs for use
as lintels. Since true carved stone lintels seem to be all but absent
at the oity, the presence of this stone on a pyramid without a temple
raises no presumption that it wes moved here from elsewhere.

Maler reports and pictures a "lintel" with narrow borders and a
113-block inscripcion at tle small and nearby site El Cayo.8 It seems
not to have been reported from further afield.

If the positions in whioh we found the fragments are near or be-
low those in whioch lialer found them, as seems likely, "Lintel" 5 was
probably set in the wall of the seventh, eighth or ninth terrace, a
little to the left (northesst) of the narrower upper portion of the main
stairway. All but the lowest courses of these walls are fallen at these
points. If this is correct the stone was in a sense at the head of the
lower and wider portion of the main stairway. : ' ‘

7
-

8. Maler, op. cit., Vol. 2, No. 2, p. 89 and Pl. 35,



(18)
OBJECTS

Scattered on the second terrace forward of yet olose to the base
of the second flight of steps, or "main" stairway, were found the whole
or broken parts of sixteen large chert knives. Two are shown in Plate
¥, Do Several of these were well above the terrsce floor; but all
were in the deposit of Jisintegrated plaster or stucco and under +he
layer of stone debris. A small section of o long bone, almost certainly
part of a @humen tibie, was found in the seme deposit and general loca~
tion, in that case behind Stela 9. The presence of these objects in
the plaster wash, and near the center rather than the sides of the
stairway, below and not mixed with the stone debris, makes it very
probeble that they had been left somewhere on the surface of the stair-
way, and had not been oached under it., A small portion of a seven-
teenth knife was found in the stairway debris, 1 m. to the left of emwsk
center at about the level of the fourth terrace, suggesting that all
may have fallen from this or higher levels, possibly from the top.

These knives possibly may furnish s hint of numsn sacrifice.
But the knives appear large for the purpose, A pcrtion of one is 28.5
cms. long and 6 cms. wide, and it is incomplete. The longest oomplete
example however is only 27.5 oms. long. Thicknesses average about 2
ems., though one is 4,4 oms. thick. These knives, so far es known,
are all more or less leaf-shaped, but are not sharply pointed. An ex-
ample of each appears in the plate. The form differs from that of a
number of thick short flaked knives or celts found near Altar 5, =
stone table, at the base of the stairway of Pyramid Temple 0-13. Those
are pointed at ome end, rounded at the other. The material, a poor,
tiiokly patinated, bluish gray flint or chert, is the same in both
cases.

Buried at the bottom of the cist of Stela 9, against the extreme
let o the front face of its base, to the right of an observer facing
the stela was a crudely tooled stone drum, dismeter 20 cms., height 10
cms . The flat top is much smoother chan sides and bottom, and bears a
number of scratches suvh as would rerult from the cutting of objects
placed upon it. Fossibly it was originally used as & very small sacri-
ficial round altar. A similar stone was found in the center of the
cist of Stela 11, and another wes placed against the center of the front
face of the base of Stela 8, at the bottom of its cist o. the stela ter-
cace offﬁtructure J-4. The lattor is shown in Plate V,C. Half of
still another small stone drum, a little larger, was buried in or under
the floor of the rear room of Temple 0-13, That example (Miseellansous
Seulptured Stone 1) bears in relief the Initial Series 9.10.6.(5).9).
The bracketed uinals and kins represent missing glyph-blocks as restored
with a question mark by Dr. Morley. The screatches on the upper surface
were noted only on the stone from the Stela 9 cist.

Two similar stone drums have been found o-n the floors of small
buildings on low substructures, and have been called "portable altars".
One of those showed a shallow irregular depression in its top, and its 8%
sides were painted red, the top being without eolor.
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A rounded piece of pumice stone was found in the floor of the
eighth terrace, northeast of the stairway.

Placed against the center of the base of Stela 9, at the very
bottom, like the stone drum or altar, was the spiked pottery incensJs
burner shown in Plate V, A.Y Tt was in all probsbility set squarely
on its base, but was found tilted slightly forward, probably by the
later corresponding tilt of the stela base.(See section, Flate 11,6).
The cover wes approximately in place. The heavy broker rocks used
to support the stela in the cist had been so placed around and over
the censer that even after the shifting of the stela, it was but little
demaged.

There are no perforations in the bowl, which has a deep ring
base. The diameter of the rim is 16 oms., the height 8 ems. The
neck of the cover is hollow, forming a sort of chimney about 1.8 cms.
in dismeter. The diameter of the rim is 17 cms. the total height
10 ems. From this orifice, at the top, four wide shallow grooves ex-
tend to the oute- edges of the "chimney", in the form of a cross. The
top of en exactly similar "chimney" was found in the debris over the
fourth terrace, to the left (northeast) of the stairway. :

Under the high floor running into the lowest of the terraces
at th rear of the pyramid, corresponding in genersl to the level of
terraoeﬁiﬁ the front, was found an extremely heavy thick purtion of =
vessel, probably & censer., It indicates a deep ring base, the body
(or the base) pierced by holes or slots. There is enough remaining to
suggest large cruciform perforations.

Figurines and sherds recovered in and about this building, have
been considered in the paper on the ceramies of the vity, by Miss Butler,
already cited. Six pottery figurines or fragments were found. One
wes in the plaster wash on the second terrace, and another in the stone
debris over this wash; one was in the debris at the rear ol the pyramid,
and two were in the debris on tne ninth terrace, at the fromt. A sixth
wes recorded as in a floor, but <t a level which would plroe it between
the eighth and ninth terrace floors, This was probably also in debris.
All may be regarded as probably, but not certainly, post-dating the
erection of the pyrsmid.

A pottery mask is represeated by part of the nose, and most of
the half-open mouth and chin, and is shown in profile in Plate 7,B, in
full face in Plate 14, Fig. 10 of Miss Butler's paper. It is somewhat
less then life size. There seem to be no remaining traces of slip or
paint. It was found above the second terrace floor in the angle be=-
tween the right (southwesterly) side of the steirway and the third ter-
race wall. DNotes fail to specify whether it was in the plaster wash,
or above in the layer of stone debris. '

e ’ & R 2 s i i 4 & -
s, L(a e oy 5 J, A e O B # . e ,{ = V. T coomcssrsns S ;
- s . ‘ "

9. Also illustrated by Mary Butler in Piedras Negras Freliminary Paper
' No.4, 1935, Plate 6, Fig. 18; and see p. 16. The bowl is of the
same form as modern Lacandone incense burners but lacks the applied
face and perforations; while they are not supplied vith covers, or
spikes.
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Potsherds were encountered which may be assigned to a date prior
to the final stage of building, and there are others which may date from
before or after tnat time. In the first category are sherdn frem under
che second terrace floor; in *+he Stela 9 cist, in the stairway £ill on
the eighth terrace and under the floor at the rear of the Pyremia. A
few sherds encounterei in clearing the empty cisvs of Steime 10 and 11
mey or may not have found their wey there at the time the stelae were
erected., The sherds withk stucco adhering probably came from stucco
decoration applied to the terraces. Sherds were found in the debris
on the front of the pyramid at various levels, and on the ninth terrace,
at the front, Sherds were not found in groups, nor associated with
other oojects., The ruin of the pyramid was so complate, however, that
sub-floor caches may have been mad» and subsequently scattered.

Some of the sherds are decorated, both painting and ineision be-
ing represented., Only thcse under the second terrace floor can be
dated with reasonable certainty as prior to the date of the earliest
stela on the terrace (9.15.0.0.0 ).

The recovered fragments of stucco have been mentioned above.
There are only one or two giving informetion as to the type of designs
involved, and these will be considered with exsmples from other build-
ings in a later paver.

DATE

The dates of stelue 11, 9, and 10 as read by Dr. Norley are
9,16.0.0.0, 4.16.6.0.0, and 9.15.10.0.0, respectively. The cists for
all three were built partially in the later front addition to the .
second terrave. The datec of Stela 40 marks the next hotun ending, -9+16%936.
9.15.156.0.0. We did not find the eist for chis, but we can say from a
careful examination of tho herd floor thet it must have stcod well to
the front of the wideued terrrce. The addition to the seccnd terrace,
therefore, must hav. buen mede tefor. any of the stelae were set up, and
it seems plausible to suppose that it wee made to receive them, towerd
the end of Katun 15. It seems a reasonasble guess that at the same time
the new main stairway was built and possibly the first or second addi-
tion was then made o She platform at the top.

Accordiang to Morley the earliest dated monument in tne West Group

is Stela 39, 9.12.5.0.0, 11 hotuns (about 55 years) earlier than Stels

11. It is quite possible that even before the remodeling, and begin-
ning of stela erection in th» West Froup. Structure J-3 wee not in its
earliest form. We are probably safe in assuming that the Wast Group
Plaga and the Acropolis were in use for some time before the inhabitants b
began erecting stelae here instead of in the South Group, where the
earliest dates ars found, Consistent with such a hypothesis is the

, . presence of Structure J-6-2nd on the nearby Court 1 of the Acropolis, whishiwe

whicn was partielly torn down tv make way for Structure J-6, probably
aboutxﬂxll.ls;o.o, only wbout half a century later than the suppesed
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date of remodeling here.lo

DETAILS OF CONSTRUCTION
- Walls, Floors and Fills -

The terrace walls are built of rather rough stone bloocks of
medium size. The original front, side, and first two rear walls of
the upper platform, all vertical, are of fairly well selected and better
squared blocks of medium size, though the battered rear and right walls b 2
of the latest phase were like the terrace walls.

The side retaining walls of the stairway, on the second terrace,
inelude much longer blocks, and are superior to all the others, though
still mediocre (Plate III, A, and Plate iv, B). There is more chinking
in evidence here.

Terrace floors above the second presented the soft remains of
mortar and crushed stone concrete. There was no remeining sign of
floors on the upper platform, nor on the late addition to the second
terrace. The original second terrace was floored with concrete of ex-
treme hardness, as mentioned before. This was so hard that we wonder
whether, although its elements must differ from the others, part of its
hardness may not have come with time. If the builders knew what they
were laying, it was a triumph of the mason's art.

Floors vary between 10 and 20 cms, in depth, and in most places
rest direotly on pure broken rock fill. The plaster surfaces had in
all cases disappeared.

All fills observed were of pure broken rock = dry laid rubble -
except under the steps of the stairways, where it was partly or com-
pletely solid earth and roock, possible remains of very poor concrete.

The pure broken rock fills are for the most part of fairly large
and heavy stones. The crude sloping "wall" marked (5) on the cross
section of the upper platform (Plate II,A) illustrates an interesting
practice in fill construction, much more plainly demonstrated by Dr.
Mason under Structure K-5-2nd. This wall consists of ordinary and ex-
tremely irregular broken rocks, and shows that the fill behind it was

_laid up before that in front, and with a fairly regular sloping face.
vﬁ This mey have been.ﬂdesigned to give added strength, or may result from
e task system or some unknown cause. A similar constructional wall

“was enocountered in the fill-of the addition to the second terrac

10. Sinoe this was written a total of five building periods, some of
them subdivided into separate episodes, have been established in
Court 1. This raises a strong presumption that our pyramif’J-S
is now known only in its latest periods. Buried levels have ap-
peared in pyramids R-3, 0-13 and K-5, the latter on this plaza.
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was encountered in the £il11 of the late add%&ion to the second terrace,
running from the old to the new front wall.

- Stairways -

The lowest steps of the stalrway on the second terrace show the
method of building the steps. The treads are slabs, as in some other
cases, but quite thick and fairly well squared. (Plate III, B). Each
extends under the next riser, thus binding the steps together. At the

front they are supported by one or two small slabs laid flat. The waedo rost

whole rests on @ solid earth and stone £111, which possibly may have had
some slight admixture of mortar. This construction is shown in cross-
section in Plate II, B.

The most interesting feature of this steirway is the fact that
special supporting retaining walls were built under and behind the solid
£il11. Part of that on the second terrace is shown in the above men-
tioned drawing, and in the photograph, Flate IV, A. The steps and fill
placed against it appear at the left of the trenoch. Similar walls were
found in position over the fourth, fifth and eighth terraces, and are
shown in cross=-section in Plete I, B. They are very crude, but super-
ior to the mere "fill" walls desoribed above. They are true walls and
show e tendenoy to curve back toward the top, probably so that they could
be carried fairly high. The curve is not due to subsequent bulging.
That over the fourth terrace nearly meets the wall of the fifth. There
is little doubt that these walls are in addition to the terrace walls,
which follow through behind the stairway wherever they were followed.

Excavations were not sufficient to determine whether this fea-
ture was used in the earlier stairway observed on the second terrace or
not. The positions and smaller size of the blocks of that stairwey,
which wes somewhat disturbed, suggest that the treads did not tie under
the risers, as in the later stairway. This early stairway differs from
the later in having only a thin layer of solid earth and stone, possibly
poor mortar, to support the actual steps. This layer of solid £ill is
marked (3) on the cross-section (Plate II, B), which illustrates the
relations involved.

- Stelae Cists =

A11 stelae whose methods of erection have been studied (all of
them in the West Group) have a plain extension or base which was set
into the terrace. To receive this & oist with rough walls was gen=-
erally built below the floor-level of the terrace. The cists are

11. These interior constructional walls have now appeared in several
other fills, and probably date from early Piedras Negras times.
Although usually sloping, they are sometimes vertical.
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usually built below the floor-level of the terrace. These cists are
(18)

usually epproximately rectangular, except that no rear wall was built.
Possibly this was omitted to essist in the erection of the stone, though &k~
the rear wall oould easily have been built afterward. The cists are
considerably larger than the bases of the stelae, and since they were

placed in a tightly packed pure broken rook f£ill, their function is not
entirely clear, and they may have been ceremonial rather than structur-

el in function.

The three found on this structure are shown on the plan (Plate
I, A). Only that of Stela 9 departs markedly from the rectangular
form. In Piate II, C, is a cross-section from front to rear, through
this oist and stela base, the latter in position as it was found. There
is plenty of room about the stela, particularly in fromt. The space at
front, sides and back of the base was filled with heavy broken rock, the
same sort of construction to be found outside of the oist walls. The
weight of these stones, which are angular and irregular, locks them in
plece. There is mnothing to wesh away and nothing can give unless there
is a general slip of the gsurrounding terrace, or the stela is forced
well out of equilibrium.

1If the latter occurs, it is diffiocult to see how the cist walls
would help, as they are nothing more then thin retaining walls placed
against and resting on the fill. Perhaps they were built for recep-
tion of the ceremonial objects frequently, as here, but not alweys,
found in them. However the walls do not protect the objects in any
way .

The eist floors are merely a thin deposit of earth and small brek
broken stone, possibly with a little mortar. The weight of the stelae
appears to have been borne by the rock fill, without special attention
to foundetions, though we have not investigated this thoroughly.
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A'PYRAMID WITHOUT TENPLE REMATNS ' /
; - J
(Structure §13)

INTRODUCTORY
oONn
The following raport covers‘inveditgafion <&y rather fthan

imposing.
the proper excavation ofg one of the largest and most impertant

Theeoror=si0

of the thirteen pyramids at Piedras Negras, Tts chief claim on :*a“ge@

(_but contemporary with pajﬁé%}é]}
our interest is the fact that, while apparently not early,hif did

not support a masonry temple, and probably supported no building at

(In its final form) nevetheless
all./it is to be thought of as a gigsntic altar, not flat-topped. 1t/

wes furnished with carved stedae, eoslewhere at this site found only

on or before temple-bearing pyramids.

successive episodes
Three papieé% of building have been distinguished, and cthers

very likely lie below the shallow 1limits of our trenches. One of the
(_not the earliest,/
three known pé?iods%can be provisionally dated at about 8.15.0.0,0

in the Maya chrohology. The danger of misinterpretation in this

respect is very much reduced by the occurance ef on the dated

on the Samt ):(c&écxj_

Y : : : by >
construction of four stelae marking successive hotuns, andAas a single

earlier successive
1ine of stelae marking tke eight preeeding hotuns, with a gap of enly

one hotun betwesn the two series., It is unlikely that either group

From This follows the tmprobability H‘{:? hive

’ \
- z y ' : . 00 ; 1t oméE 5/%"') T}\jg";\“"'m\evw +°
b ¢ can moved ythe habet of buildy éj“b@bﬁ {'OUR(%;}“'{{‘(& /? o'y ol ) (7
ovyr }avra’m(d ond refeetw Yha ﬁrgc,s 55, 6L imy rather we
The structure gxxmzxmsxt provides opporfunify fo describe

has been moved as whole,

N and .umbered”L('n"'gL L‘l'v! :
a monument foundA y the discoverer of the eity, but not illustrated



by him; and to show that, while illegibile, it containad a long
inscription , in common with most other of the smaller monumentgs of

the city., These have in the past been labeled Xkmkimx "1intels" on the

V\Sua”)’/J

theory that they once spanned doorways. However, they ¥x are very thin,
A

)
, ohgfii/ some of them
‘w';lack suitable plain ends to give bearing on the door-jambs, and /
disagree in other wzys from known lintels here and algewhere, The

me sonry
cccurence of "Lintel" & where there was no/temple confirms our belief
that relativaly small stone panels were here carved for vertical
fie 3 i 4

placement; and in some cases at least not in building walls?e

The yield of mkjimkex objects was meagre, but includes items

of great interest: flintf§ knives in positions suggesting their use

on the spot, though they may have been cached under floors; a pottery

and a stone "portable altari")

cenger B UNuSUAL type,%cachédvat the basescf-a dated stelae; and part

of a pottery mask, besides figurines and potsherds.

building up
Something has been learned of local methods of erecting

e

the £i11 or hearting, of stairway construction, and of preparing

the terraces for recpption of stelae,

2 7o o”'zsfnyw% such skmes we hire add @tunqﬂmm\nr«s to the Term Lintel wherg
: - i wé Y
astme Ass feen alrfﬂc‘y referred fo as &w-l;p)' amether Aas Gswﬁ;(v)mda NuwmbEr
a4 SErIES "“Miscelangous Scol ptured St ez . Ofw_fC;’Wfd stoe ot Pedras Negras

| e e /.
wa STl belicve Yo b bigen TT0E Iimte/ InTe
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™ e work on this structure the writer under

#ne-dinestion-6€ Dr, J, Alden Masom, Director of the First Ridwmga
Eldridge R. Johnson Msddle A~erican i‘33c}"os-,d-i_+~'on of the University
Museum, Tn.e contmporary destes of monuments menftioned are according to

& manuscript 1list very kindly furnished us by Dr. Sylvenus G. Morley

cf the Carnegile I,.stitution of Washington, Dr., Merley has referred

to various Piledras Megras readings in various publicafions, but has not
as yet pu lished the full list, nor his discussions of particular

ipscriptions.
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- Generel Description -

Structure J45 is a "false" pyramid built against the soujh-
westerly cormner of the Acropolis hill, facing the end of the long West
Group Plaza where it gives place to lower levels between it and the
river, It was ascended by exterior stairwsys placed over the terreaced
front facade, The pyramid faces about‘nineteen degrees south of east.
Looking to the front from the platform which surmounts it there is a
commending view over fhe West and South Groups with much of the South-
east Group plainly visible beyond., To the left most of the East Group
is in view, with the pyramidal temple K~5 of the West Group at the ex-
treme lef%. A 1little to the right the river curves out of sight beyond
the Sacrificis] Rock.

ool

Looking,from the left side of the structure, Court 1 lies in

full view almost immediately beldw, with the pyramidal temple, Structure
stone

J=-4, rising beyond, the,temple on its summit being at abp ve . level. 1&!i’ '

sr§!§:1§e three palaces associated with Court l,(Structures J-2, J=6 and

on + n
J-8, mp-ok- the easterly sides of Courts-4:eand Structures J~9 and
; (jiyﬁg)
J-lB,iﬁre close at hand on the lef$, the firsTt kconsiderably below, the
v/ A :
latter about on the eye level. The relations of @ll these buildings
‘ A

are shown on the general plan of the city.

To the resr and to the right #me precipitous bedrock heeds dyops

104

about

supeimrs-gemn (o the surface of the river, w
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waler,
e locetion is an imposing one, except from the northyussf;

where the pyramid abuts upon a still higher portion of the Acropolis,

Considering the Acropolis as a whole, the mass and form of

this pyramid balances that of J-4 at the other end of that group of

(30 m.,) is seen only from the front, Seen from the rear it is about ;

& m., high. Seen from the platform terrace J-5 on its left, its height
is gbout 15,50 m, The greatest impression of height is to be had on
its right (river) side, but practically all of this side is natural
be&rock, carved to a steep slope by the river,

Periigi—ewerrati TS Oyt writerdurinst e 1o s tseaaon

A

L4
P ueler discovered Lintel &

on the slopes of this pyramid and reported the psrtial remains of a

rear apsrtment still standing and we naturally expected to find a stone ’:
2 ¥ « At
; : B
temple at the top. While excavation on the top was not complete, there ffj
£ 4 OMEY §,ﬂ”
is no doubt thet the pyramid proper served to supportAa solid pletform “bf
. ..
~ [}

which is more or less integral with it, indicated in plan end section G
’ m+\f. the pussi ﬁy bot hardly frobabiity ofa fery she »3! \’“

in Plate I, A and C, ‘Ld.wn section again in Plate II, A,’ It is ap-

proxima tely rectangular, measuring sbout 10 m. in length and about 6,75

m, in width. It is not flat~topped. Rows of roughly squared stones

resting directly on the fill, each row parallel with the front and being

@ little higher themn the row before it, suggest rather conclusively that

'i@eobert Maler, Researches in the Central Portion of the Usumacintie
Velley, Peabody Museum Memoirs, Vol. 2, No. 1, p. 55, Cambridge, 1901.
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the top of this Ulatlorm consisted of a series of broad low steps

\Q*/ 5 gtaﬁ?ﬁaf CG@QR:& f’osrwsé had !M-i;‘ S tneg O/IS "}’/’mr‘fdd@
rising to a final and rear level ebout 1.75 m./wide, e é(
The lines of stones could not be tracﬁ!ﬁ  »the sides, nor

for equal distances, They were undoubtedly partially obiiterated
by tree roots and possibly there were others which were entirely so,
The levels of those found, however, seem to rule out the hypothesis
that the front part of the platform was really a stairway with very
broad treads of approximately equal widths, . The measurenents in-
dicate, from front to rear, four steps or levels having "treads" of

0,180,140 amd 90 MS.., uvw,,/
about - - ka0 10 L kDB O—e—Geep respectively, and evch

ebout 30 cms. high, leading to the rear level at the ,top, which as stated

e~ an c\‘;qi\a"ﬁ\/fwmfh  Fgl
is only about 1,75 -ex z

The height of this rear portion of the platform is the height

used above for the pyramld as a whole, The height reached by the main
Lehich visees
front stairway/nisggg from the second to the ninth terrace ,is about 25 M=

T,v‘hen compari T i i ok e i s ~5W~~-!lﬁ"‘

battered, and a battered wall wes pleced against the right (southwest)

wall. We failed to make this out on the left side but it may have
been present,

The front wall is set 5,45 m, back from the edge'of the ninth
terrace and its top is 2,90 higher, Apparently & stairway, completely
ruined end of uncertain width, led from the‘ninth terrace up to the

front and lowest level or "step" of the platfomm, The debris here
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Towest steps of mein stairway at center -
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Main steirwsy from northeast ~ Seccnd Terrace,

Structural retsining wall under latest main
stairway exposed by cut through steps end support-
ing solid fill st left - Second terrace.

Prom seme point of view es Plate III, B,
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proper positions,
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upper corner. From northwest (rear).
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A PYRAMID WITHOUT STONE TEMPLE
( Structure J=-3)

- Genersl Description -

Structure J=-3 is a "false™ pyramid built ageinst the south-
westerly corner of the Acropolis hill, facing the end of the long West
Group Plaza where it gives place to lower le&eln between it and the
river, It was ascended by exterior stairways placed uver the terrsced
front facade, The pyremid faces sbout uineteen'degreea south of east,
Looking to the front ffom the pletform which surmounts it there is a
commanding view over the West and South Groups with much of the South-
east Group plainly visible beyond. To the left most of the East Group
is in view, with the pyramidal temple K-5 of the West Group at the ex-
treme left, A little to the right the river curves out of sight beyond
the Saerificial Rock.

Yooking fram the left side of the structure, Court 1 lies in
full view almost immedistely heldw, with the pyramidal temple, Structure
J-4, rising beyond, the temple on its summit being at aﬁout eye level. Be-
sides the‘three palaces associated with Court 1, Structures J-2, J-6 and
J-8, the two on the eaatérly sides of Conrts 2 and 3, Structures J-9 and
J=18, are close at hend on the left, the “irst considerably below, the
latter about on the eye level. The relations of all these buildings
are shown on the genersl plan of the city%

To the rear and to the right the precipitous bedrock leads

. 8traight down to the surface of the river, which at low water is sbout

)
Piedras Negras Preliminary Papers, No. 1, 1933,
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80 m, below, The location is an imposing one, except from the north,
where the pyramid =buts upon a still higher portion of the Acropolis,
Considering the Acropelis as a whole, the mass and form of
this pyreamid balsnces that of J-4 at the other end of that group of
buildings, and like it, takes full adventage of the steeply rising hill
to gain'an imposing height with a minimum of labor, Its full height
{30 m.) is seen only from the front, Seen from the resr it is about
6 m, high. Seen from the platform terrace J-5 on its left, its height
is zbout 15,50 m, The greatest impression of height is to be jed on
its right (river) side, but practically all of this side is natural
bedrock, carved to a steep s;ope by the river,
Perticl exeavetions by the writer during the 1931 season
yielded the information given below, Maler discovered Lintel 5
on the slopes of this pyremid end reported the pertial remeins of a
rear apartment still standinz and we naturslly expected to find a stone
temple at the top, While excavation on the top was not complete, there
is no doubt thet the pyresmid proper served to support & solid platform
which is more or less integrel with it, indicated in plan and section
in Plate I, A and C, and in section egain iﬁ Plate II, A. It is ap~
proxims tely rectanguler, measuring about 10 m, in length and about 6,75
m, in width. It is not flat-topped. Rows of roughly squared stones
resting directly on the fill, each row parallel with the front and being

a little higher than the row before it, suggest rather conclusively that

2Teobert Maler, Researches in the Central Portion of the Usumacintia
Valley, Peabody Museum Memoirs, Vol. 2, No. l,.». 55, Cembridge, 1901,
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the top of this platform consisted of a series of broad low steps
rising to a final &and rear level sbout 1,75 m. wide.

The lines of stones could not be trégggtio the sides, nor
for equal distances, They were undoubtedly partially obliterated
by tree roots and possibly there were others which were entirely so.

The levels af those found, however, seem to rule out the hypothesis

that the front part of the platform was really a stairway with very
broad treads of approximately equai widths, The measurements in-
dicate, from fropﬁlto rear, four steps or levels having "treads" of

about éO emé., 1.80 m,, 1.40m., e;nd .90 cm, deep respectively, and each
about 0 cms, high, leading to the rear level =t the top, which as stated
is only about 1,75 -g;é. wide,

The height of this rear portion of the plestform is the height
used sbove for the pyremid es a whole. The height‘reached by the main
front stairway rising from the second to the ninth terrace is about 25 m.,
and this perhaps should be teken as the height of the pyramid proper
when comparing it with others which support temples on their summits,

The front end side walls of this surmounting platform, at
least in its originel form, were vertiecal, This was elmost certainly
true of the original rear well, but in the lstest form the reer wall is
battered, and & battered wall was placed against the right (southwest)
wall. We failed to maske this out on the left side but it may have
been present,

The front well is set 5,45 m, back from the edge of the ninth
terrace and its top is 2.90 higher, Apperently a stairway, completely
ruined end of uncertain width, led from the ninth terrace up to the

front and lowest level or "step" of the platfomm, The debris here
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included stones suitable for steps and underneath is an earth and stone
f£i11 (Plate II, 4). This s{:airway probably passed over a tenth terrace
or subsidiary platform which we show in broken lines on the plen, The
evidence for this is the floor running under the fill and under the front
wall, shown in the section, Plate II, A, and the level of the terrace
wall et the rear, which is merked (8) on the ssme sectiom.

The pyramid proper,disregarding the platfo:ﬁ at the top end
its subsidiary pletform or tenth terrace, just described, consists of
nine terraces, numbered from the bottom up. A glence at the plan shows
that most of these, due to the lecatioﬁ on a steep hillside, hed to be
built only et the front and to a varying extent at the sides, Only the
ninth and the somewhat problematical tenth extend around ﬂzg rear,

As found, the structure was a mere mound, We feiled to find
walls of the eighth,ninth or tenth terraces in position on the left
{northeasterly) side though we penetrated to pure rock fill, Remnants
of these three are in place on the other side, » At the front the fourth
to ninth terraces were in fair condition under the stairway, and for
two or three meters on either a;&a, at which points they hed completely
fallen, While our excavations at these levels included only the
stairwey snd strips two or three meters wide on either side, further
excavation would probably have ylelded nothing more in position,

We clesred but little on the first terrsce. The second,
which carried Stelae 9, 10, 11 =znd 40, wes cleared frum end to end, end
from the front to a line coinciding with thet of the bottom step of ﬁhe
main stairwey rising from it, We followed the side walls of this stair-
way back to the third terrace wsll with trenches about three meters wide.

We could have followed this terrace wall farther to ei ther side,but we did
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not, snd the debris covering the rear of this broad second terrace may
still contain something of interest.

The Pirst terrace is subsidiary to the second., The latter
is longer snd very much deeper than any of the others, end served to
support the four stelae mentioned, This second appears to be not
quite symmetrieal with those ebove, Comparison with the stelae-bearing
terrace J-1 =t the other end of the Acropolis lends additional evidence
for disassociating it from the rest of the pyramid from the point of vi;w
of design. It is about 49 m. long st the front =nd 7.70 m. deep, ex-
cept where the stairway rising from it projects forwerd 5.70 m. from
the third terrace wall.

The length of the third terrace as restored is about 45 m.,
th&t‘or the ninth 25 m., the others being restored to correspond, These
dimensions are consistent with the contours of the debris and bedrock,
but are by no mesns accurate, |

The terrsces were not of uniform height, nor of uniform
character, The first is decidedly higher than the second, but the fourth
ia sbout a meter higher than the third, Above this the differences
are small, possibly within our margin of error, Measured heights fram
floor to floor, beginning with the first and lowest, were 3,71 m., 2,635 m,,
3,03m,.,, 4,26 m,, 2,54 m,, 2.60 m., 2.27 m,, 2,30 m.,, and 2,60 m. At
the front the floor of the supposed tenth terrace or subsidiary platform
wes 1,40 m, above the floor of the ninth terrace. At the rear it is
a little higher and was further increased by a secondery floor contem-
porary with the finel battered rear well of the platform above, See

section, Plate II, A.‘
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The height of the final pletform above the front level of
the perhaps hypothetical tenth terrace is 1,50 m, at the front, 2.79 v -
at the resr., That is, the reer =nd highest level of the platform is
sbout 1.%0 m, higher than the front,

The widthe (front to reer dimensions) of =1l the terrsces
except the second, which has been already described, =nd the ninth,
vary somewhat but are sll ebout 2 m, The width of the ninth was un-
doubted greater, but could not be measured,

All our excovetions on this building were made during the
1931 season, end measurements were with Brunton compeass, a snall tripod
level, tape, meter stick and flexiblé leveling rod. They are subject
to the error inherent in these types of instruments, but where we have
checked similer measurements with the tremsit the error has seldam
been more than one or two decimeters or, in the case of besringg,one
degree. plete I was drawn by Mr., Fred P, Parris, the excevated details
being based on notes of the writer. The writer is entirely responsible
for Plate II.

| T}‘xezrirsf \zmd éacond terraces sre slightly battered at the

top and were not excavated to their bottams., That of the third is verti-
eel st the bottom, bettered at the top; thet of the fourth is bettered at
the bottam end (where preserved under the steirway) continues st the same
inelination to the top; that of the fifth is battered at the bottom and
curving back still further at the top; the walls of the sixth and seventh
are verticsl, probably to the full height as indicated under the stairway;
that of the eighth is battered, end that of the ninth battered with en

extra in-curve &t the top.
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The lowest fliBht of the stairway rises fram the West Group
Plaza to the second terrace, passing over the first, Fxcavations here
wore slight, but the debris indicetes its width as about 11,50 m.,
slightly less than thét of the second and mein flight. Thig lower
flight rises sbout 6,34 m., receding sbout 9 m. in the process, giving
an angle of spproximaetely 35 degrees sbove horizontel, It was in &
badly rulned state,

The second glight wes well preserved at the bottom, having
the four lowest sieps in position (Plate 3, A, B ond C) snd is here
13.50 m, wide, It rises full width to the top of the sixth terrace,
Although the steps above the fourth ﬁere completely fa1lan, this wes
definitely established by the positions of remnsnts of the vertical side
retaining wsalls, These were found &% the left (northeasterly side)
on the second, third and Tifth Verveces; and st the right om the second,
fourth snd fifth terraces, The side retaining woll ogéths £iPth
terrace obviously carried the stairway to the surface of:the next or
sixth terrace. On the sixth =nd higher terraces sll traces of side
walls had diaabpe&red. We could determine the cpproximate width of
this higher portion by noting where the ferrace retaining wsalls still
rose to some height - they sre alweys beiter preserved uander the pro-
teeting debris of stairwsys - and especislly by noting where the deposit
on the terraces ceaéed to be obviously fallen debris =nd gave way to
artificisl rock £ill., These two criteria gove consistent results on
the sixth, seventh and eight %erraces, on both sides, end indicate the
restored width, sbout half that of the lower portion,

We have restored the lower snd wider portion as continuous

with the narrower upper porition, If it wés in reality & sepsrute
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flicht the sixth terrace must have been made wider at the center than

o
<t

the sides by a now fallen additiom. Since the plane of ascent

of the lower portion of the stairway, as indiceted by the four steps in
position at the bottom, just clears the front edge of the sixth terrace
ss found, we believe our restoration is corrsct. The angle of ascent
for the whole flight, which we have some times celled the "main steirway",
is about 45 degrees above horizontal, the flight rising ebout 19,65 m,
and receding toward the rear asbout 18 m, The risers of the lower four
steps are ebout 22 ems, in height, the width of the treads about the
same ,

There was no satisfactory evidence remaining to give the
width or the size of the steps of the upper flight lesding to the top
pletform. Its angle of ascent was probebly a 1ittle more gentle than
that of the main flight below,

There were some uncerdein hints of minor stairways leading
down from the righz ( southwesterly) side of the platfomm %o & triangular
pro jection of bedrock %o the right snd somewhat forward of the platfom,
The surface of this projection had been leveled off ertificially at
about the level of the #ifth terrace,

At either end of the four preserved lower sieps were stones
in position which can hardly be anything else than the last vestiges

of balustrades, Their width was definitely 50 cms,., the outer sides

being continuous with the side retaining walls of the stairway, of
their height we can say no more than that they were high enough to
more than clear the front edges of the steps. We have no data show-

ing their presence or absence on the upper pert of this flight, nor on

the other flights,
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Against- the right corner of this flight a small low plet-
form or slter was placed on the second terrace, so thet its front face
wes continuous with the fromt end lower end of the balustrade (Plan,
Plate I, 2 end Plate III, 4). This construction waes 60 cms, wide,

75 cms, long, end not less then 40 cms. high. We may have destroyed
higher courses without realizing it,

The terraces and the main or ‘second flight of the stalrway
were without much doubt covered with plaster, remmants being found on
the lower steps., In all probsbility there wes considersble ornamental
stucco work. Disintegrated mortar covered t!;e entire second terrace,
underlying stone debris everywhere, showing that it hed weshed down before
the structure itself began to crumble. In the deposit were a few
heavy sherds with stucco adhering. Sherds were extensively used in
building up stucco designs on Structure J—g _ @nd the ssme use may be in-
ferred here. The bulk of sueh stucco work would be expected on the
terrsces ot the sides of the stairway, where our excavations on the rear
of the terrace are incomplete.

‘ The deposit of plester rises from a few centimeters at the
front to 50 ems. in depth in the angle between “the stelrway and terrace
wells on the left (nobthhesst) side, Here it was gray in color, In
the corresponding cormer at the other side the depth wes 1,50 m, and
the color a light yellow. This latter deposit extends almost to the
southwesterly end of the terrace, over 20 m, distant. Actual frag-
ments of ornementzl stucco work, of the same color, were found near
the end of this deposit, and also above in debris at levels corresponding

to the seventh and eighth terraces. There was evidently a great desl

5Piedras Negras Preliminery Paper No, 3, Philedelphia, 1933.



more stucco decoration on the right or southwesteriy side than on

the left, 2nd possibly there Qas here a separate or subsidiary structure.
A puzzling festure of the fill below the surfacé of the rear

and highest level of the platform at the top is that it is permeated

by & fine yellow powder, presumably disintegrated plaster or stucco.

The stones rest one on the other, as in pure rock fills, and we are not

dealing with a mortar and rubble fill. Perhsps the plaster was washed

down from large stucco designs on the upper lével with all traces washed

away near the surfsce,

- Periods of Building =

Our excavations were too superficial to show whether or not
the structure is placed over entirely buried earlier buildings, but were
sufficient to show extensive remodéling.

The cross—=section in Plate II, B. shows the situation reveeled
by trenching into the center of the stairway leading up from the second
terrace. Behind the latest steps is a structural wall which is very
crude with the exception of the lowest stones, which are well squared and
laid, and form the bottom step of an esrlier stairway, 1.25 m. behind
the later one. The second step of this early stairway had been torn
out in building the structural wall, but the third, fourth and fifth,
though considerably displaced, were found in relative position. These
were set in a sloping surface of s0lid earth and stone fill, laid on pure
rock fill, and there was no question about the existence of an earlier
stairwaye.

An extremely hard concrete floor here begins at this lowest

step and runs forward to a rather crude retsining wall marked (2) in the



-1 B
draswing, 4.15 m. distant. The final and later front well retains
broken rock fill laid'against this, with nothing but humus to represent
its floor, whic¢h was completely disintegrated.

Although the earlier front wall is quite crude, its associa-
tion with such a different type of floor which in turn connects with
the easrlier stairway, leaves little doubt that it was the front terrace
wall when the earlier stairway was built.

In following this very charascteristic snd easily identified
early hard floor back to the third terrace wsll, we expected it to pass
under the latter to an earlier third terr»ce wall belonging with the
earlier stairway and earlier second terrace wall. Instead, we found
thet it ran agzeinst the supposedly late third terrace wall and stopped.
The third terrace wall therefore served with both the earlier snd the
later stairways, and we have no evidence that terraces, other tham the
second and probably the first, were modified by additions to the front.

Since the hard floor does not run under the earlier stairway at
the front, but just meets it, it must be contemporary with it. Ve
may assume that since it did not run under the steps at the center, neither
did it pass under the side walls of the earlier stairway. It does pasz
under the side walls as well as under the steps of the later stairway.
It is therefore highly probable that the earlier stairvay vas not so wide
and that its side walls lie buried under the later. We did not realize
this at the time, or we would hsve trenchec iaéz;rally to examine their
construction. Before the remodeling the second terrace was 6.60 m.
wide (front to resr dimension), and the earlier stauirway, which was not
so wide as the later, projected out upon it for a distance of 2.45 m.

Considering the f:ct that the angle of‘kscent of the latest
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stairway is close to the maximum observed elsewhere, and that the

base of the earlier one is set 1l.25 further to the rear, one would
expect that an earlier series of terraces, placed a corresponding
distance to the rear, had been buried by a lat;r. But we have seen
thaet this was not so, at least in the case of the third terrsce, as
proved by the associated floor. An slternative hypothesis is that
the easrly terraces vere a1l used with the later stzirwsy, but esch
was reised to a greater height. Possibly the chenges in the slopes
of the third, fifth and ninth terraces (See Plate I, C) result from
such additions. We dic not investigate this point as we siould have
done. The postulate requires buried earlier floors within each
terrace. There was none in the sixth terrsce, which we trenched to
e depth of nearly two meters,

The platform a2t the top was almost certsinly twice enlarged,
in each case by additions &t the rear nnd not «% the front, but each
~very probably extended around to the sides. The evidence for this
is set out in Plaste II, A. The wall 2t the left in this drawing and
merkec (1) is the upper pert of the eigith terrace wall and thet marked
(2) is that of the ninth terrace. The wall marke: (4) is the original
as well as the finsl ffont wall of the platform. The battered wall
behind it is extremely crude and slmost certainly never was exposed as
a permanent outer wall. The next one to the resr marked (6] is of
the same charscter as No., 4 and indicates an original width of 4.75 n.
for the platform. The two remaining courses of the wall marked (7]
are also of the same genersl cheracter, and increase the width to 6 m.
Both of these resr -alls were partislly demolished =nd the stone re-

moved before the platform was enlerged to its third and final form.
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The upper surface arrangément bears no relation to these buried rear
walls and we can say nothing regarding the surface in the earlier

periods,

- Stelae -

Four stelae, Nos. 9, 10, 11 and 40, were originally placed
on the long and wide second terrace. All now lie more or less on
the first terrace, apnroximately below the positions formerly occupied,
except Stela 9 which is on the terrsce close to its base, from which
it has been broken.,

Stela 9 w=s placed before the second or main stairway, to
its right, stelae 10 and 11 far to the left. Their cists are shown
on the plan, Plate I, A. They are shown in broken lines, in this
case because the walls are buried belor the floor, znd nol becsuse they
were not found intsct. Stela 40 now lies on the plaza, a few meters
to the right (south est) of the stairway. It could not have been
placed to the left (northeast) of Stela 9, unless very much farther fors
ward, &8s the hard floor is there unbroken. We failed to find its cist
to the right, but did find a disturbed area and there is little doubt that
Stela 40 wss placed four or five meters to the right (southwest) of
Stela 9, which agrees with the position in which it was discovered by
Ricketson and Eoriey. But since its exact position is unknown we do
not show it on the plan.

The arrangement of these four stelae is decidedly asymmetrical
with reference to the pyramid and its great stairway, but in balancing
groups of two. The'dates ag read by Morley indicate that the two of

the left group were erected first before those of the right group, Stela 10
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first, and then Stela 11 on its left. Next came 9 of the right
A

group, and finally Stelas 40, on its right. Phis is egsentially the
seme balancing sequence of erection a&s in the line of Stelae 1 to 8
before 3tructure J=1 at the other end of the plaza. If we reverse
our point of view, looking at the stelae from the plaza, and nusber
positions from left to right, the first four stelae erected in the
J=1 Group occunied pesitions 6, 8, 2 snd 4, as noted by Morley. That
is, two were first erected at the end of the line to our right, and
then two toward the end at our left. Here the sequence, numbering
positions in the seme mesnner, is 3, 4, 2 snd 1.

Ye do not illustrate the stélae 28 monuments as they vwill be
properly deald with bj Dr, Yorley in his forthcoming publication on the
Inscrintions of Peten. In Piste IV, D, is & resr view of the base of
Stela 9, in the pqaition found, but with the cist clesred out, Ve
found the hitherto unlocazted base of Stela 9 in its cist. This adds
the feet of two figures on the front, and two glyph blocks at the bottom of
each side inscription, together with parts of two more on the stela's
left side, to the corpus of Piedras ﬁegras stone art and inscriptions,.

Behind Stela 9 the exceedingly hard terrace floor was raised
about 10 cms. to form a small rectangular plétform or dais running against
its back (Plate IV, D). i probably entirely surrounded the stela, but
the sides and back had been dug out when this was noted. The dais wos
of the same hard concrete as the older portion of the terrace floor,
which as ve have seen connected with the earlier steirvay. However it
cannot be said to be coextensive with the floor, for the rear part vwhich
overlaps the floor slightly is a line of stone slabs. (“Jee cross-section,

Plate 11, C). Certeainly the dais was constructed after the stela hzd
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been placed and therefore after the front addition to the terrace
which was not hard surfaced.
The stels base as found was twisted so as to face a little
to the right of front, This could easily have occurred vhen it was
broken. But the rear of the dais is correspondingly askew. There
are one or two similar inconclusive hints of stelae facing not quite

3

to the front elsewhere in the city.

= Lintel 5 -,
4

Lintel 5, discovered and briefly mentioned by Maler, is shown
in Plate 1V, C. Its width is 158 cms. and its height 120 cms. Despite
the 1large size, the thickness is only about 10 cms. at the top; &t the
bottom the thickness is 13 to 15 cms, The meximam relief is about 30
mm. {on the body of the principsl figure), the minimum sbout 5 mm. (on
the glyphs). The edges are nicely worked znd curve in from front to
back, giving one of the corners & carinated fomm. This cross=section
of the edges is very much more msr-ed on Lintel 12, as yet unpublished.

The subject is similar to thet of Lintel 4, as M -ler observed.
The 'rincipsl figure wears = turbane: henddress with plumes curving above
from Lhe rear, and holds & staff or spear which without doubt rested on
the ground before him. There is here zlso the remmant of a breech-
cloth resching nearly to the ankles, Mzler reported captives before

the principal figure, but there is space for only one at the most, the

pieces belonging here being missing. There is a raised portion behind

the figure, within the frame of the design, which may indicate another

4Teobert Maler, op. cit., p. 55.
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figure there, or perhsps the remsins of a column of glyphs, as on
Lintel 4.

There were columns of glyphs above and on both sides of the
design. With few exceptions they are %oo much eroded tuv be read. The

irst five of the left cclumn occupy four block spaces euch, indicating

an Initiel Series to be read straight dovn ss on Lintels 2, 3 and 7,
The inscription then seems %o rum into swell glyphs «ith an averoge
height ond width of 75 mm., but it is here very badly eroded. Assuming
an Initisl Series +ith Introducing Glypﬁ, occupying 6 biock spaces of
4 blocks each {a total of%24~ci§§ glyph*blackZ;j&aaﬁ, and considering only
the areas of the stone vhich wvere almbst certainly devoted %o glyohs, as
evidenced by scattered unguestionablie glyshreblocks within them, the in-
scription almost certzinly contuined not less tham one hnnﬂreditﬁirty
glyvhs. It is possible definitely to identify ninety-eight of these
glyph~blocks,. This does not take into consideration the entirely eroded
portion at the right lower corner, wheve there is space witain the ocutside
border for twelve more, The principal imscription therefore probably
occupied one mmndred and forty-two glyph-blocks. There are indications
of two more glyphs behind the head, and almost certainiy there were six
edditional ones in froﬁt of the staff or spear, but these appesr to be
apart from the main inscrivtion.

The prinnipél inscription on Lintel 4 occupies seveniy=-nine

~blocks,

glyph=blocks and thet on Lintel 2 sixty-eight glyphsa‘with ninety wore
in subordinate imscriptions. A frggmgnt of the badly shattered Lintel 7
(pnpnblished}cantains the whele or paits of 238 amall glysh=blocks, about
6 cms.square, arrenged in a solid mase six rows deep znd six rows across,

There is therefore an excellent chance that 2t lesst six rows of =small
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glyphs ran across the top. FPourteen more in & double column are
indentifiable at the lower right hand corner, indicating a double column
at the right. A similar double column follows the Initial Series on the
left. As this lintel measures something like 1.10 m. by 1,40 m., and the
glyphs are so smell, in all probability it contained anothgr long in~
scription. The main inscriontion of Lintel 2 contﬂiﬁs 90 glyphrblocks.
We probably have only half of Lintel 8§ (unpublished) and that is badly
eroded. The left and upper margins were probably covered with small
glyphs. Only small fragments of Lintels 1, 9 and 10 have been found,
and the last two fragments (unpublished) are covered with small glyphs.
Lintel 12 (unpublished) has not as yét been comnpletely divested of a
secondary coat of plaster, but glyphs occupy a large part of its face.
Lintels1ll and 13 (unpublished) and Lintel 14 (Maler's Stela 29) appear
to have been entirely devoted to glyphs. Lintel 6 bears only an in-
cised design.

Of the thirteen sculptured lintels thus far found at Piedras
Hegfas, therefore, four definitely have long inscriptions, a fifth very
probably did have, and the others may or may not have. It sppears
that the practice here was to carve fewer stone lintels than at Yaxchilan,
perhaps, but to devote them to a much greater extent to inscriptions.
The two cities are only one day apmrt, traveling down stresm by water,
and Maler reports snd pictures a lintel bearing a 1l13-glyph-block
inscription from the smell site of El Cayo between themf

It is reasonably certszin that the builders did nct drag a carved

Sualer, op. cit., Vol. 2, No. 2, p. 89 and Pl. 35,



stone of the size and weight of ghe so-called Lintel b up a steep slope
for use as a mere building stone. From its form, sizevand design it is
highly probable that the stone was originally a lintel, &nd guite certain
that it was not used &s one here. If the positions in which we found
the frsgments are near or below those in which Maler found them, as seems
likely, this stone was probably set in the wall of the seventh, eighth or
ninth terrace, a little to the left (northeast) of the narrower upper
portion of the main stairway. A1l but the lowest courses of these

walls are fallen st these points.

- Objects -

Scattered on the second terrace in front of, yet close to,the
base of the second flight of steps, or "main" stairway, were found the
whole or broken parts of six%een large chert knives. Tro are shown in
Plate V, D. Several of these were well above the terrace floor and so
had been washed down from above, but all were in the deposit of disinte-
grated plaster or stucco and under the layer of stone debris, A smmll
section of a long bone, almost certeinly part of a human tibia, was found
in the same deposit and general location, in that case behind Stela 9.
The presence of these objeéts in the plaster wash, and near the center
rather than the sides of the stairway, below =2nd not mixed with stone
debris, mekes it very probable that they hzd been left somewhere on the
surface of the steairway, and had not been cached under it. A small
portion of a seventeenth knife was found in the stairway debris, 1 m. to
the left of center at about the level of the fourth terrace, s.ggesting
thet all may have fallen from this or higher levels, possibly from the

top.
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These knives possibly may furnish a hint of humsn sacrifice,
which is depicted on Stela 11, from the second terrace. But the knives
appear large for the purpose. A portion of one is 28,5 cms. long and
6 cms, wide, and it is incouplete. The longest complete example how=
ever is only 27.5 cms. long. Thicknesses average about 2 cms., though
one is 4.4 cms, thick. There are two forms, both more or less leaf-
shaped, an example of each being shown in the plate. Both of these
forms differ from a number of thick short chert knives found near Altar
5, a stone table, at the base of the stairway of Pyramid Temple 0-13.
Those are pointed at one end, rounded at the other. The material, a
poor, thickly patinated, bluish gray-chert, is the same in both cases.

Buried at the bottom of the cist of Stela 9, against the ex—
treme left of the front face of its base, was & crudely tooled stone
drum, diameter 20 cus., height 10 cams. The flet top is much smoother
then sides and bottom, and bears a number of scratches such as would
result from the cuttigg of objects placed upon it. Possibly it was
originally used ss a very small round altar. A similar stone was found
in the center of the cist of Stela 11, and another was placed against the
center of the front face of the base of Stela 8, at the bottom of its
cist. The latter is shown in Plate V,C. Half of still another
small round stone, & little larger, was buried in or under the floor of
the rear room of Temple O=-13. That example (Miscellaneous Sculptured
Stone 1) bears in relief the Initisl Series 9.10.6.(5).(9). The
bracketed uinsls and kins represent missing glyph-blocks as restored

ith a question mark by Dr. Morley. The scratches on the upper surface

were noted only on the stone from the Stele 9 cist.

B
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A rounded piece of pumice stone was found in the floor
of the eighth terrace, northeast of the steirway.

Placed sgainst the center of the base of Stela 9, at the
very bottom, like the stone drum or altar, was the pottery incense
burner shown in Plate V, A. It was in a2ll probability set scuarely
on its base, but was found tilted slightly forward, probably by the
later corresponding tilt of the stelsa base.(See section, Plate II,C).
The cover was spproximately in place, The heavy broken rocks used
to support the stela in the cist had been so placed around and over
the censer that even after the shifting of the stela, it was but little
demaged.

There are no perforaticns in the bawl, which has & deep ring
base. The diameter of the rim is 16 cms., éﬁs height 8 cms. The
neck of the cover is hollow, forming a sort of chimney about 1.8 cms,
in dismeter. The diameter of the rim is 17cms. the totsl height 10
cms. From this orifice, at the top, four wide shallow grooves ex-
tend to the outer edges of the "chimney", in the form of a cross.

The top of an exactly éimilar "chimney" was found in the debris over
the fourth terrace, to the left (northeast) of the stairway.

Under the high floor running inio the lowest of the terraces
at the rear of the pyramid, corresvonding in general to the level of
terrace nine at the front, was found an extremely heavy thick portion
of a vessel, probably = censer. It indicstes a deep ring base, the
body pierced by holes or slots. There is enough remaining to suggest
large cruciform perforations.

These, as well as figurines and sherds recovered in and

about this building, will be more thoroughly considered in a paper on



-23
the ceramics of the city, in prepsration by Miss Msry Butler.

Six pottery figurines or fragments were found. One was in
the plaster wash on the second terrace, and another in the stone debris
over this wash; one was in the debris at the rear of the pyramid, and
two were in the debris on the ninth terrace, at the front. A sixth
wes recorded es in s floor, but at & level which would place it be-
tween the eighth and ninth terrace floors. This was probably also
in debris. A1l may be regarded as probably, but not cert&inly;post-
deting the erection of the pyramid.

A pottery mask is represented by part of the nose, and most
of the half-open mouth snd chin, and is shown in profile in Plate V,B.
It is not much less than life size. There seem to be no remaining
traeces of slip or paint. It was found above the second terrace floor
in the angle between the right (southwesterly) side of the stairway and
the third terrace wall. Notes fail to specify whether it was in the
plaster wash, or above in the layer of stone debris,

Potsherds were encountered which may be assigned to a date
prior to the final stage of building, and there are others whnich may
date from before or after that time. In the first cateory are
cherds from under the second terrace floor, in the Stela 9 cist, in
the stairway fill on the eighth terrace and under the floor at the
rear of the Pyramid. L few sherds encountered in clemring the empty
cists of Stela 10 end 11 may or may not have found their way there at
the time the stelae were erected. The sherds with stucco adhering
probably came from stucco decoration applied to the terraces. Sherds
were found in the debris on the front of the pyramid at vsrious levels,

"and on the ninth terrace, at the front. Sherds were not found in
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groups, nor associated wifh other objects. The ruin eof the pyramid
was so complete, however, that sub~floor caches may have been made
and subsecuently scattered.

3ome of the sherds are decorated, both peinting and in-
cision being represented. Only those under the seccnd terrace
floor can be dated with reasorable certainty as prior to the déte of
the earliest stela on the terrace (9.15.0.0.0 }.

The recovered fragments of stucco have been mentioned above.
There are only one or two giving information as to the type of designs
involved, and these will be considered with examples from other build-

ings in a later paper.
= Date -

The dates of stelae 11, 10 and 9 as read by Dr. lorley are
915404070, 9#16+6=0=0 and 9~15210%0¢0, respectively. The cists for
all three were built partially in the later front addition to the second
terrace, The date of Stela 40 merks the next hotun ending, 9+1581580%0.
We did not find the cist for this, but we can sa& from a careful examina-
tion of the hard floor that it must have stood well to the fromt of the
widened terrace. The addition to the second terrace, therefore, must
have been made before any of the stelae were set up, and it seems plaus-
ible to suppose that it was made to receive them, toward the enc of the
15th Katun. It seems a reasconable guess that at the same time the
new main stairway was built and possibly the “irst or second additionﬁ
was then made to the platform at the top.

According t- Morley the easrliest dated monument in the Vest

Group is Stela 39, 9.12.5.0.0, only 11 hotuns (about 55 years) earlier
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than Stela 11, It is quite possible that even before the remodeling,
Structure J=3 was not in its earliest form. We are probably safe

in assuming that the West Group Plaza and the Acropolis were in use

for some time before the inhabitants began erecting stelase here instead
of in the South Group, where the earliest detes are found, Consistent
with such & hypothesis is the presence of Structure J=6-2nd on the nearby
Court 1 of the Acropolis, which was torn down to make way for Structure
J-6, probably about 9.17.15.0.0, only about half a century later than

the supposed date of remodeling here.

- Details of Comnstruction =

Walls Floors and Fills

The terrace walls are built of rsther rough stone blocks of
medium size. They seem to have been laid without mortar, but we did
not pay sufficient attention to this point. The original front, side,
and first two rear walls of the upper platform, all vertical, are of fairly
well selected and better squared blocks of medium size, though the battered
rear and right walls of the latest phase were like the terrace walls.

The side retaining walls of the stairway, on the second terrace,
include much longer blocks, and are superior to all the others, though
still mediocre (Plate III, A, and Plate IV, Bj. There is more chinking
in evidence here.

. Terrace floors above the second presented the soft remains of
mortar and crushed stone concrete. There was no remsining sizn of the
floor on the top of the upper platform, nor on the late acdition to the
second terrace. The original second terrace was floored +ith concrete

of extreme hardness, as mentioned before. T is was so hard thaet we wonder



-26—
whether, slthough its elements must differ from the others, part of
its hardness msy not have ccme with time. If vhe builders knew
whaet they were laying, it wes a triumph of the mason's art,

Floors vary between 10 snd 20 cms. in depth, aand in wost
places rest directly on pure broken rock fill. The plaster surfaces
had in all cases disappeared.

A11 fills observed were of pure broken rock = dry laid rubble -
except under the steps of the stairways, where it was partly or com-
pletely solid earth and rock, possibly remsins of very poor concreie.

The pure broken rock fills are for the most pert of fairly
large and heavy stones. The crude sloping "wall" marked (5} on the
cross section of the upper platform {(Plate II,A} illustrates an interest-
ing prsctice in fill construction, much more plainly demonstratec by
Dr. Mason under 3tructure K-5-2nd. This wall consists of ordinary
and extremely irregular broken rocks, and shows that the fill behind
it was laid up before that in front, and vwith a fairly regular sloping
face. This ég;w§e §;signeé to give added strength, or maey result from
a task system or other unknown cause. A similar constructional wall
was encountered in the fill of the lste addition to the second terrace,

running from the cld to the new front wall,.

- Stairways =
The lowest steps of the stairway on the second terrace show
the method of building the $Steps. The treads are slabs, as in socme
cther cases, but cuite thick and fairly well squaredu (Plate III, B).
Each extends under the next riser, thus binding the steps together. At
the front they are supported by one or two gmall slebs laid fliat. The

whole rests on & solid earth and stone fill, which possibly may have
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had some slight admixture of mortar. This constrw tion is shown
in cross—section in Plete II,B.

The most interesting feature of this stairwey is the fact that
special supporting retaining walls were bullt under and behind the solid
fill. Pert of thet on the second terrace is shown in the above drawing,
and in the photograph, Plate IV,A, The steps and fill placed egainst
it appear at the left of the trench. Similar walls were found in posi-
tion over the fourth, fifth and eighth terraces, and are shown in cross-
gsection n Plate I, B. They are very crude, but superior £o the ﬁééig
"fil11" walls described above. They are truéfi%é?shnw & tendency to
curve back toward the top, probably 50 that they could be carried fairly
high. The curve is not due to subsequent bulging. Thet over the
fifth terrace nearly meets the wall of the sixth.

There is little doubt that these walls are in addition to the
terrsce walle, which follew through behind the stairway. They hzve not
been observed elsewhere, except under an early stairway in the South Group
Ball Court?

Rxcavationgﬁé;énhardly sufficient to determine whether this
feature was used in the carlier stairway observed on the second terrace
or not. The positions and smaller size of fhe blocks of that stairway,
which was somewhat disturbed, suggest that the treads do not tie under the
risers, as in the later stairway. This early stairway differs from
the later in having only a thin layer of solid earth and stone, possibly
poor mortar, to support the actual sieps. This layer of fill is marked

(3) or the cross-section (Piate 1I, B), which illustrates the relations in-

valved.

-

6
Piedras Negras Preliminary Paper No. 2, Philadelphia, 1933,
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- Stelae Cists -

; " All stelae whose methods of erection have been studied (all of
~;g;aé in the West Group), have & plain extension or base which was set
into the terrace. To receive thié a cist with rough walls was generally
built below the floor-ievel of the terrace. These cists are usually
approximately rectangular, except that no rear wall was built. Possibly
this was omitted to sssist in the erection of the stone, though the rear
wall could easily have been built afterward. The cists are considerably
larger than the ﬁaaes of the stelae, and since they were placed in a
tizhtly packed pure broken rock fill, their function is not entirely clesr,
and may have been ceremonial rather than structural.

The three found on this structure are shown on the plan (Plate I,A).

Only that of Stela 9 departs markedly from the rectangular form. In

Plate 1I, C is a section from front to rear, through this cist and stela

s
bese, in position as it was found. There is plenty of room abvout the
stela, particularly in front. The space at front, sides and back of

the base was filled with heavy broken rock, the same sort of construction
to be found outside of the cist walls. The weight of these stones, which
are angular and irregular, Jjams them in place. There is nothing to wash
away and nothing can give unless there is a slip of the surrounding terrace,
or the stone is forced vell out of equilibrium.,

If the latter occurs, it is difficult to see how the cist walls
would help, as they are nothing mofe than thin retaining walls placed
against and resting on the fill, Perhaps they were built for protection

monial
of the Heid obj cts frequently, as here, found in them.

The cist floors are merely a thin deposit of earth and small broken
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stone, possibly with a little mortar, The weight of the stelae appears
to have been borntby the rock fill, without special attention to founda=-

tions, though we have not investigated this thoroughly.
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stairway is close to the maximum observed elsewhere, and that the
base of the earlier one is set 1.25 further to the rear, one would
expect thet an earlier series of terraces, blaced a corresponding
distance to the rear, had been buried by a later. But we have seen
that this was not so, at least in the case of the third terrace, as
proved by the associated floor,. An alternative hypothesis is that
the early terraces were all used with the later stairway, but each
was raised to a greater height. Possibly thgfgggﬁees in tke slopew
of the third, fifth and ninth terraces (See Plate I, C) result from
such additions. We did not investigate this point as we should have
done. The postulate requires buriea earlier floors within each
terrace, There was none in the sixth terrace, which we trenched to
a depth of nearly two meters.
The platform at the top was almost certainly twice enlarged,
in each case by additions at the rear and not at the front, but each add Hrom
very probably extended around to the sides. The evidence for this
is set out in Plate II, A. The wall at the left in this drewing and

y
i

marked (1) is the upper part of the eigbtpAterrace wall and that marked

[ T"J & })) ArKE ’i-l\’ Ond \ S/ Aare Crudeg Pkt 11;-{!'1‘5-:‘. \/\'g\ié‘ Q \‘.‘} ,,{j,’: ma Cown S Trud 1 ™.

(2) is that of the ninth terrace./A The wall markec (4) is the original
as well as the final front wall of the platform. The—-battered-wall
behind—it--is—extremeiy-crude--and-aimost-certainly never-wes-exposed-as

yried wall

a.permenent-outer wall, The naa?anae to the rear merked (6) is of

the same character as No. 4 and indicates an‘originﬁllw&d@h of 4,75 m.
for the platform, The two remaining courses of the wall marked (7)

are alsg of the same general character, and increaséytha width to 6 m.

Both of these rear walls were partially demuiishe:

Yimoved before the platform was enlarged to its third and final form.
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The upper surface arrangement bears no relation to these buried rear

walls and we can say nothing regarding the surface in the earlier

§ J ' e i 0% ?"' "
Period C;‘} g &«? a\,ff [ ""':"\'\) ‘) Z" n_f 4 Sute A (R é’} S o a ; CMmples W s ad R
Se % o} i s )
G ot I wd Eper e p1snpDIE WM
\ovs;:d“ VQ-} \ f—ﬁcu”’" +o i"ﬂ"’ﬂé\‘nb f’f%a é\)l i cf) ZVEN y"f pEirianes

* ~§~‘~-‘.,i |7k - w."ft .
\’y\ iy it !
X 24 Stelae e

Four stelae, Nos. 9, 10, 11 end 40, were originally placed

_Stelag 10 amd 11
on the long and wide second terrace, Aklsmow lie more or less omw ov &Y

A
the first terrace apnrOXimately below the positions formerly occupied,

\ §2‘C)VQ
exeept Stela 9 whéohmue on the terrace close to its base, from which

it ms been brOke% -*Sé+ i—f }C\ r"-:L O h ,;:z ng A" '“/.,j, oy < ’OG ; +o i ““-" 20 g-« ¥ & @ %
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Stela 9 was placed before the second or main stairway, to
of Center

its right, stelae 10 and 11 far to the left. Their cists are shown
on the plan, Plate I, Ay Bhey-are=shown in broken lines, in this

case because the walls are buried below the floor, and not beceuse they

\as

were not found intact. Stela 40I§B§$&§%s on the plaza, a few meters
to the right (southwest) of the stairway. It could not have been

placed to the left (northeast) of Stela 9, unless very much farther for-
ward, &s the hard floor is there unbroken. We failed to find 1its cist
to the right, but did find a disturbed area and there is little doubt that
Stela 40‘was placed four or five meters to the right (southwest) of

Vs Comsistent

~ Stela 9y which agfxes with the position in which it was discovered by

“uﬁ!"‘"' /

Ricketson and Morley. But since its exact position is unknown we do
not show it on the plan,

The arrangement of these four stelae is decidedly asymmetrical
with reference to the pyremid and its great stairway, but in balancing
groups of two. The dates as read by Morley indicate that the two of

the left group were erected fimet before those of the right group, Stela 10

ter: :f'{?fr;
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first, and then Stela 11 on its left, Next cgﬁé 9 of the right
group, and finally Stela 40, on its right. This is esgsentially the
same balancing sequence of erectlon as in the line of Stelgg 1 to 8
to which Morley hys Colled Mo writers atteat .
before Structure J=1 at the other end of the plaza,A If we reverse
our point of view, looking at the stelae from the plaza, and number
positions from left to right, the first four stelae erected in the
J-1 Group occupied positions 6, 8, 2 and 4, as noted by Morley. That
is, two were first erected at the end of the line to our right, and
then two toward the end at our left. Here the sequence, numbering
positioné in the same manner, is 3, 4, 2 and 1.

We do not illustrate the stélae as monuments as they will be
properly dealt with by Dr. Morley in his forthcoming publication on the
Inscriptions of Peten.}i In Plate IV, D, is a rear view ofiigglbasa-af
Stele=9y in the position found, but with the cist cleared out,. We
found the hitherto unlocated base of Stela 9 in its cist. This adds
the feet of two figures on the front, and two glyph blocks at the bottom of
each side inscriptlon, together with parts of two more on=theustelels :
left slde}\to the cgrpus of Piedras “egras stone art and inscriptionss.

Behind Stela 9 the exceedingly hard terrace floor was raised

about 10 cms. to form a small rectangular platform or dais running against
Qne “45%')‘; £\ k - “\ *‘1;" EYTrEwme |

its back (Plate IV, \D) 1t probably entlrely surrounded the stela, but
the sides anéngi&ykad been dug out when this was noted. The dais was
of the same hard concrete as the older portion of the terrace floor,

which as we have seen connected with the earlier stairway. However it
cannot be said to be coextensive with the floor, for the rear partjwhich

overlaps the floor slightly,is a line of stone slabs. (See cross—section,

Plate 1I, C). Certainly the dais was constructed after the stela had
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figure there, or perhaps the remains of a column of glyphs, as on
ﬂLintef 4, I
There were columns of glyphs above and on both sides of the
design. With few exceptions they are too much eroded to be read., The
first five of the left column occupy four block spaces each, indicating
an Initial Series to be read straight down as onbLinxelsﬁz, S and 7,
The inscription then seems to run into small glyphs with an average
height and width of 75 mm., but it is here very badly eroded. Assuming

con fhmg @
an Initial Series *1th Introdnclng Glyph, occupying émbia.k*apaueewof

ol ety ‘L X

4 blocks each (a total of~itn-lnh glyﬁhrblock spacew, and considering only
the areas of the stone which were almost certainly devoted to glyphs, as
evidenced by scattered unquestionable glyph—blocks within them, the in-
scriot1on<ftﬁﬁﬁxznﬁutﬂi-iy contained not less than one @Endred thirty
glyphse It is possible definitely to identifyﬁgi;;t§;eight of these
-&lyph=blecks. This does not take into consideration the entirely eroded

portion at the right lower corner, where there is space within the outside

border for twelve mores The prlncipal ingseription therefore probably
g |

ted 07 ;;'}f: 98

oanunt:d one hundred and forty-two

i There are indications
of two more glyphs behind the head, and almost certainly there were six
additional ones in front of the staff or spear, but—these-appear-to-—be
apart—from-the-main inscriptions f/f—‘?" f/f'*n:;f"“'f of \'/’iw (-"hs'cé-';r"/'f:;""ﬂ %”/bé_f be
weith 0*}‘/‘]"/ ANE 15,‘/\, M =
- The principal inscription on Lintel 4 occupies seventy-nine
-blocks,

glyph-blocks and that on Llntel 3 sixty-eight glyph’r with ninety more
in subordinate inscriptions. A fragment of the badly sh&ttered Llntel 7
.unpublishe¢}contains the whole or partsrof gp’small glyph=blocks, about

6 cms.square, arranged in a solid mass six rows deep and six rows across.

There is therefore an excellent chance that at least six rows of small

COMbprsed
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-19..
glyphs ran across the tope Fourteen more in & double column are
jndentifiable at the lower right hand corner, indicating a double column
at the right. A similar double column follows the Initial Series on the
left. As this lintel measures something like 1,10 m. by 1le40 m., &and the

glyphs are so small, in all probability it contained another long in-

scription. The mein inscription of Lintel 2 containé $0 glyphrblocks.
We probably have only half ofHLintelf‘S:Q (unpublished) and that is badly
eroded. The left and upper margins were probably coverec with small
glyphs. Only small fragments ofF.Lintel;l, 9 and 10 have been found,

and the last two fragments (unpublished) are covered vrith small glyphs.

g ‘”?’, 0/ s sy X C $Ix
" Lintel 12 W) WW&W@W tﬁ‘?é‘s*“t.’e&*"vf a

Wf,@m&yphs ‘occupy-e- largt*pa“r‘b 0T its face.,

3)~1w>\ Oli 'y ofF aNn f:-lfﬁ"“/u shovr
Llntel M 13 (unpublished) W%MWM

4 #

dto-glyphs . Lintel 6 bears only an in-
+hinie wos a true t‘#".»'?’?i} /OVNT%"’?" Cj 6‘3“'2-

by VR FAYTAK W@ a
s A7 grve .?;f‘-;;’ &=
¢

cised design, L\nTel 1 |
AN \l’l" scripTipn f'f 3% 7,’ # 2T 174 s
of ¢ d h pil f at P
he th-i-ﬁ-{g?:sculpture lintels thus far found at Piedras

W wWEve ;-;,,«\‘,j-,: 3 i%)!“ 'T'\_Al"ﬂ- v

Hegras,A Mri‘our deflmtely\ have long inscriptions, a fifth very
Lol '}1;7 M % C"{‘

probably did have, and the others may or may nbt have. Ix—-appe&rs T'\

{a &b a 5

¢ wmyls Fika o 3“‘”‘ ., hos o S
m@»ummmn a.t Ya.xchila.n,

’Z”M_fg/ o /»*'“a SeEFMms To %Q ! ‘?’;7 o] 2P ed $/aHS \_,’a} cFererzd lij:

!

o wF % daumme..mm em-*bo inseram&m
( (ns
‘Ehe—-#wo«cixiea are only.one day. &pnt, mtmveling éewn -atream-by water,
,M renl'ly e S e € 2Pé,

a@d Meler reports and picturea a lintel bearing a ll:’:-glyph-block

nEQY ) Lo };‘?f'
1nscr1ption from/ the, small site of El Cay?nhmmﬁ‘ F AT ity

zeEwm K¢ X t““"’/"'

It is reasona.bly certain that the builders did not drag a carved

Eg&mlc—:-r, op. cit., Vol. 2, Fo. 2, p. 89 and P1. 35,
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