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Introduction to the Second Edition


The Long Silence was published for the first time in 2011. Because it got sold out, and because The Long Silence (2) –the second part of my survey in Northeastern Campeche– is now on the market, I thought it a good idea to publish a second edition. I took this as an opportunity to rework certain passages, carry out small corrections, and do minor changes in the layout.


It must be mentioned that since 2010, as I finished the manuscript of The Long Silence, some changes have taken place in the researched area. Among others, Antonio Benavides Castillo did restoration work in the ruin sites of Xkankabil and H-Wasil, and the road from Highway 261 into the village of Chunhuaymil is now paved. To address this properly would require a revised edition of the present book, project that I wish to carry out in the near future.


This volume presents the results of the Chunhuaymil Project: A compilation of data about the remaining Puuc architecture of 19 archaeological sites located in a 100 square kilometer area in the northeastern part of the Mexican state of Campeche. To my delight several scholars have generously accepted my request to handle and interpret, in individual contributions, specific aspects of this project. In the section following these notes, Antonio Benavides Castillo gives an introduction in “Some Observations about the Puuc Region”. After that comes the extensive catalog of findings and its statistical evaluation. Next, Sabana Piletas takes center stage: Julie Patrois analyses its sculptures while Nikolai Grube, Carlos Pallán Gayol and Antonio Benavides Castillo present its inscriptions. Later, Daniel Graña-Behrens encodes the inscription found in H-Wasil. Subsequently, the totality of the architectural evidence is summarized and interpreted, followed by two appendixes: A description of the Maler-Dsancab ruins and Karl Herbert Mayer’s contribution about Teobert Maler’s life and his work in the Chunhuaymil region. A bibliography completes this volume.


I have to assume that the reader is already somewhat familiar with the subject. This book is not meant to be an introduction to the fundamentals of ancient Mayan culture, or more specifically, to that of the Puuc culture.


Purpose of this Work and Methodology


The original aim of this effort was to do an inventory of all the visible Maya Puuc architecture in a rural area south of the well-known and studied ruins of Sayil. The obtained data would then offer answers as to the relationship between this large city and its presumed satellites in the hinterland. The area around the contemporary village of Chunhuaymil (24 inhabitants in 2004) was selected for scouting. A corridor of about 12,5 kilometers in an east-west direction and eight in a north-south course was set out. The section measures 100 square kilometers. It was selected for the following reasons:




	- Several ruin sites were already known in this region, although they had not been sufficiently studied (Yaxche-Xlabpak, Balche, Dolores, Chunchimai, Chunhuaymil/Xcatacal, Xkankabil, Savana Piletas, Dsancab II).


	- There was literature available about this area.


	- It is located immediately to the south of the much larger sector studied by Nicholas Dunning in the 1980s (Dunning 1989 and 1992); therefore, a comparison was possible.


	- It was presumed that, with the exception of Yaxche-Xlabpak (Rank 2 by Dunning), only small sites would be found; thus, it fulfilled the requirement of being a “rural” area.

Outside and next to the research area there are other large sites: Dzekilna (circa four kilometers to the northwest), Huntichmul I (about three kilometers to the east), Itzimte (around seven kilometers to the south) and Sayil (approximately four kilometers north).




	- Accessibility: Road 261 divides the territory at its western end; it runs north to south from Muna (state of Yucatán) to Hopelchen (state of Campeche). An unpaved driveway about eight kilometer long goes from Road 261, in an easterly direction, all the way to the contemporary village of Chunhuaymil, which served as base for this project. Chunhuaymil is the only modern settlement in the researched area.





Some disadvantages for the one-man project had to be faced. In the selected area there are just a few footpaths and these are not necessarily kept open. Besides the difficult weather conditions, the thick and thorny shrub vegetation made the enterprise hard. And it was barely possible to find workers in that area—understandable when we consider the reduced number of Chunhuaymil’s inhabitants.
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Fig. 1: Chunhuaymil, the only modern village in the investigated area, 2005.


As a first step I attempted to relocate those buildings or groups that were already mentioned in the literature. But that did not work out so well in all cases. The search was more intricate than expected: GPS-data were almost non-existent and the site’s locations were only vaguely described.


To search systematically for unknown ruins, I set out a rough grid along the unpaved road into Chunhuaymil. The next stage was to divide this further into smaller, fixed areas both on the north and south sides of the driveway. This method brought only modest results, required much work and turned out to be extremely time consuming. Therefore, it was soon discarded. More successful turned out to be the contact established with the inhabitants of Chunhuaymil, who little by little remembered more places they had seen over the years while hunting. With one exception, it was possible to relocate all of these ruins. Here I have to acknowledge Honorio Cetz, who was an indispensable helper: Possessing a remarkable visual memory, he has been regularly crossing this area in all directions for several decades, which enables him to give information not only about the location of the ruins, but also in regards to their condition through the years. Nevertheless, the systematic aspect of the search was somewhat neglected by following this new method. As a result few parts of the region remain untapped. That means that blank areas on the maps do not necessarily indicate a lack of ruins: Parts of these areas still have to be inspected. On the other hand, some gravity centers gain importance, mainly the central-east part of the researched area’s southern segment, as well as its eastern region.


I explored the Chunhuaymil area in periods of several weeks (but sometimes only a few days) during the years 2002 to 2009. Given the briefness of the time, merely a superficial examination of the architecture was possible. The structures were roughly measured and it was not possible to look for ceramics. Nor was there enough time to search systematically for chultuno´ob (water containers built under the surface) or for house platforms (that formerly carried buildings made out of perishable materials), which could have provided additional indicators about the population of those sites. Each building’s orientation was more or less estimated in relationship to the cardinal points. For all ruin groups GPS-data were collected; sketches and photos were also taken. The stylistic classification of the localized architecture follows the guidelines provided by George F. Andrews (1986, 1995).


Through the years it has become necessary to revise the original goal of examining a rural area. This was because what I encountered was actually a repetition of the pattern we know from the area in the immediate north: A heavily settled region with three cities and 16 different large settlements within the 100 square kilometers area. This section has inscriptions too, which reflect the importance some of those sites once had. The numerous and partially surprising findings demanded a new set of goals. It became clear that this highly populated area was not at all a backyard of Sayil; it turned out to be more appropriate to ask whether this was a model of independent territories with their own satellites. Therefore, besides the inventory of standing architecture, to identify this pattern of dominant and dependent states and, as far as feasible, to establish a chronology of their development became the project’s new objectives.


Previous Research


Several scholars have laid the groundwork of knowledge from which I was able to depart. It is thanks to the German-Austrian explorer Teobert Maler (1842-1917) that we have the first report of ruins in the Chunhuaymil region (see Karl Herbert Mayer´s contribution in this book). In February 1887 he visited the Chundsinab ruin site and, in March of that same year, Yaxche-Xlabpak, Xbalche and Dsancab (see Appendix about the Maler-Dsancab ruins). A little more than two years later, in July1889, he explored Chunchimai and Dolores. Edited by Hanns Prem, Maler’s collected notes were published for the first time in 1997 as “Peninsula Yucatán”. About his examination of Yaxche-Xlabpak, Maler had already reported in the German magazine “Globus” in 1902. Until now it has not been possible to definitely locate the ruins that Maler identified as Xbalche and Dolores; these are probably not the same as those that I analyze as the Balche and Dolores ruins in this work.


After Maler’s visits 90 years went by before the Chunhuaymil area again received scholarly attention. In 1979 parts of Yaxche-Xlabpak were described by the Mexican archaeologists Antonio Benavides and Abel Morales López. Morales also discovered the sites of Xcatacal (here referred to as Chunhuaymil/Xcatakal), Balche and Sabana Piletas. His report “Informe de Actividades de Proyecto Atlas Arqueológico de Campeche Durante el Año 1979” remained unpublished in the archives of the Instituto Nacional de Antropologia e Historia (INAH).1 The American architect George F. Andrews studied Yaxche-Xlabpak in 1981 and 1983. The following year, in 1984, he visited the site of Balche. Many of his drawings were included in several publications. Only a few years later Hanns J. Prem (then with Bonn University) began the systematic relocation of Maler’s ruins as part of his preparations for publishing the “Peninsula Yucatán”. His wife, Ursula Dyckerhoff, as well as the Mayanists George F. Andrews and Karl-Herbert Mayer helped him in his efforts. In addition, the team cooperated with the American scholar Nicholas P. Dunning, who then compiled information about a large amount of ruins for his doctoral dissertation, which he published as a book in 1992 under the title “Lords of the Hills: Ancient Maya Settlement in the Puuc Region, Yucatán, Mexico”. In the Chunhuaymil area this group of scholars discovered and visited buildings in Dolores, Yaxche-Xlabpak, Balche, Chunhuaymil/Xcatacal and Chundsinab. The latter then was named “Dolores North”. Hasso Hohmann, architect from Graz, Austria, studied Pre-Columbian structures in the Chunhuaymil region in 2001 and 2004, especially Maler’s Chunchimai III, a building which had been located anew by Prem just a few years before.


As part of the INAH’s “MANZANA” project, Antonio Benavides in 2003 and 2004 searched, studied and consolidated Maya structures in Balche. While doing that, he and Sara Novelo discovered in the surrounding area the sites of Kansah and Yuc, the latter being identical to Maler´s Chundsinab. In 2005 Benavides and Novelo worked in Yaxche-Xlabpak and found Building IV, which had not been relocated since Maler’s time. In 2006 they started the consolidation of Kansah. In summer 2007 they began the archeological Sabana Piletas project as a respond to the important hieroglyphic stairway which I discovered there in February 2007. One year later they restored Maler‘s Chunchimai III (Dolores-33) and 2009 the team worked in Xkankabil. It was in 1985 that I saw for the first time a ruin in the Chunhuaymil region. Other visits took place in 1986, 1990, 1993 and 1995, as well as minimum once every year from 2000 until 2009. These numerous visits made it possible not only to report for the first time about the ruin sites of Barcohaltun de las dos Cruces, Chanchunhuaymil, Chuybil, H-Wasil, Na Akal, Saybi, Siete Huecos, Xkoochil and Xlapak Chimai (part of the Rancho Chimai ruins in this book). Also numerous groups in Dolores, Chunchimai, Chunhuaymil, Balche, Chundsinab, Sabana Piletas, Xkankabil and Yaxche-Xlabpak have been found. Additionally, the ruin sites of Chunchimai II and Maler-Dsancab (this last ruin is situated outside the researched area), were relocated, places about which Teobert Maler had originally reported. I owe almost all of my findings after the year 2002 to several members of the Pech family in Chunhuaymil, to Alejandro Cruz Cob from San Antonio Yaxche, and specially to my guide Honorio Cetz (Fig. 2), also from Chunhuaymil. To all of them I wish to express my deepest gratitude.
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Fig.2: My guide and lifesaver Honorio Cetz with the rattlesnake that attacked me in the ruins of H-Wasil, 2008.


Many friends —scholars as well as aficionados— accompanied and helped me through the years of research in the bush; namely Antonio Benavides, Adele Drexler, my wife, Alma Duran-Merk, Simone Ehrentreich, Dorothea Graf, Dan Griffin, Hermann Hendrich, Hasso Hohmann, Lee and David Jones, Ken Jones, Iara Krieg, Bruce Love, Karl-Herbert Mayer, Sara Novelo, Julie Patrois, Hanns J. Prem, and Annegrete Vogrin.


Although located in the state of Campeche, three archeological sites in the area I researched (Chunhuaymil/Xcatacal, Chundsinab –then still under the name of Dolores– as well as Yaxche-Xlabpak) are listed in the Atlas Arqueológico del Estado de Yucatán. This can be explained by considering that the border between Yucatán and Campeche was not totally clear when the two archaeological atlases (Campeche: 1960; Yucatán: 1980) were printed. At that time Chunhuaymil was apparently allocated to the state of Yucatán.


Walter Witschey pointed out to me (personal communication, 2010) that there is one site, Xcalopec, located on the Tulane University map (1940) almost midway between the ruins of Chunchimai and H-Wasil. This site is also mentioned by Pollock (1980: 346). I don‘t have any information about this place. In my opinion Xcalopec is identical with either Chunchimai or H-Wasil, based on the fact that if Xcalopec is a site on its own, it would be the only one negating the pattern that in the Chunhuaymil region settlements are separated by around one kilometer distance.



Abbreviations


The ruins’ names are in this work shortened as follows:






	BCH

	Balche






	BHT

	Barcohaltun de las dos Cruces






	CHM

	Chunhuaymil/Xcatacal






	CDN

	Chundsinab






	CCM

	Chunchimai






	CCH

	Chanchunhuaymil






	CHB

	Chuybil






	DOL

	Dolores






	DSC

	Dsancab II






	HWS

	H-Wasil






	KAS

	Kansah






	NAK

	Na Akal






	RCM

	Rancho Chimai






	SAY

	Saybi






	SBP

	Sabana Piletas






	SHC

	Siete Huecos






	XKB

	Xkankabil






	XKC

	Xkoochil






	YAX

	Yaxche-Xlabpak







Codification and Renaming of Ruins in the Chunhuaymil Area


During this survey it became clear which buildings and groups belonged to which ruin site. Thus, it was necessary to rename some ruins; this will also help to avoid more confusion.


Balche


The codification follows Benavides’ (2004) and was extended.


Barcohaltun de las dos Cruces


If this site is not identical with Maler`s Xbalche, this place was not known before.


Chanchunhuaymil


This place was until now unknown.


Chunchimai


For unknown reasons Maler (1997: 200-201) named four buildings as Chunchimai I through IV, although these structures are located far away from each other. Prem (in Maler 1997: 29) and I (Merk 2004) were able to relocate these groups. According to the new data, Chunchimai II is located around 3.5 kilometers northeast of Chunchimai I; Chunchimai III is one kilometer and Chunchimai IV two kilometers west of Chunchimai I. Based on my research, Maler’s Chunchimai I belongs to the Rancho Chimai ruin site, while Chunchimai III and IV are part of Dolores. The remaining Chunchimai II buildings —along with other recently discovered groups— create the site of Chunchimai.


Chundsinab


The ruin site that Benavides and Novelo (2006) described under the name of Yuc is identical to that named Chundsinab by Teobert Maler (1997: 52). Therefore, the original naming prevails. Other groups also belong to this place, such as the building resting on top of a high hill located at Kilometer 5.3; this group is registered in the Atlas Arqueológico del Estado de Yucatán under the nomenclature 16Q-d(10):76 and the name of Dolores. Parts of Chundsinab correspond to the ruin place identified by Dunning (1992: 219) and Prem as “Dolores North” (see “Dolores“).


Chunhuaymil/Xcatacal


Dunning classified Chunhuaymil I (1992: 218) and Chunhuaymil II (1992: 256) as two separate ruin places. A more detailed survey of the area proved that these two groups belong to the same site. Morales (1979), who reported about these ruins first, wrote about Chunhuaymil I under the name of Xcatacal. Morales’ report was never published, therefore the name given by Dunning established itself. Because Benavides (2007) uses the old name of Xcatacal and to avoid misunderstandings, that ruin site will be here referred to as Chunhuaymil/Xcatacal. Belonging to this site are also other building remains located to the northwest, south and southeast of the contemporary village of Chunhuaymil. Dunning’s descriptions were augmented. Chunhuaymil/Xcatacal has the nomenclature 16Qd(10): 34 in the Atlas Arqueológico.


Chuybil


This site was previously unknown.


Dolores


Although Dunning (1992: 218-219) —who partly uses Prem as reference for his information— distinguishes between “Dolores North” and “Dolores South”, he writes that “it is not clear whether the northern and southern components of the ruins in the Rancho Dolores area should be treated as one or two sites”. The results of my survey indicate that these are two different ruin sites: Chundsinab (“Dolores North” and the groups located further north from there, including the buildings described by Maler) and Dolores (“Dolores South” with additional groups). In this report, Dolores is subdivided into the North, Northwest, West, Central, South and East Groups.


Dsancab II


A small ruin group northeast of Yaxche-Xlabpak was named Dzancab by Dunning (1992: 257), under the assumption that it is identical to the site of Dsancab, which had already been visited and described by Maler. However, Maler’s Dsancab is in fact the ruin place locally known as “Beek”; this lies a few kilometers further north and outside the researched area (see Appendix 1). Because of that, Dunning’s Dzancab, a satellite of Yaxche-Xlabpak, is here listed as Dsancab II.


H-Wasil


Until now this ruin site was not known.


Kansah


The nomenclature follows the one provided by Benavides (2004, 2006).


Na Akal


This site was unknown.


Rancho Chimai


Rancho Chimai, named after the abandoned contemporary like-named rancho, could probably belong to Dolores but will be temporarily handled as an independent site in the present work. To Rancho Chimai belong the ruin until now known as Maler’s Chunchimai I (see “Chunchimai”) and the group locally named Xlabpak Chimai, as well as a platform group.


Sabana Piletas


Morales (1979) had in parts briefly described this city under the name of Sabana Piletas; local people showed me this site (Merk 2003b) as Sabana Xpilha and Chuhe. Because most of the few buildings described by Morales could not be clearly identified, I developed my own nomenclature for the site.


Saybi


This site was unknown.


Siete Huecos


Until now this site had remained unknown.


Xkankabil


Dunnings’ nomenclature (1992) is maintained and extended.


Xkoochil


This site was not known.


Yaxche-Xlabpak


It was not possible to find again many of the mostly collapsed buildings that Dunning (1992: 257) briefly described and showed in his map. Therefore, a new nomenclature was set. The original one assigned by Dunning is given so far as it was feasible to verify the information provided by him. The nomenclature 16Q-d(10): 144 in the Atlas Arqueológico del Estado de Yucatán corresponds to Yaxché-Xlabpak.


Note:


This edition is a revised and slightly abridged version of the original published under the same title in 2011. In special, the Statistics were shortened and a few errors and typos were eliminated.





 Antonio Benavides Castillo


Some Observations about the Puuc


The Occident of the Yucatecan peninsula contains several natural limestone elevations around and on top of which the ancient Maya, especially between the fifth and the tenth century AD, founded a large number of settlements. This sector of high and low hills, intermediate valleys and large extensions of flat terrain (sometimes named savannas) has been called the Puuc, a name of Yucatecan Maya origin which means mountain chain (serranfa), albeit its heights do not reach more than a 100 meters above sea level. The region comprises the southwest of the Mexican state of Yucatan and the north of Campeche and characteristically exhibits many architectural remains with fac.;ades which were usually coated with veneered stones.


During several seasons in the 1930's, Harry Pollock visited and documented a large amount of architectonical, historical and environmental information about the Puuc region. Given that it took several decades to classify and analyze the data, the work was published nearly 40 years later (Pollock 1980). Now, almost 30 years after its first printing, Pollock's work continues to be the most systematical register of the architecture of the west of the peninsula. This publication is not only a mandatory reading for all those who work in that region, but also a book to be frequently consulted.


Pollock estimated an average surface area of 9,000 km2 for the Puuc region and annotated that in the future there would be more reports about sites with similar characteristics. He wrote in general about the area's sectors and subdivisions, but without defining them clearly, basing his assertions on the concentration of entries observed then on the maps. Many years later Paul Gendrop (1983) and George Andrews (1986, 1995) took up the task of documenting more examples of Puuc architecture.2 The first author proposed that the region occupied an area with a shape like that of an amoeba estimating its extent to be about 7,000 km2, terrain which, chronologically speaking, could be subdivided in "eastern sector" (best known and inside Yucatán), and "western sector" (less known, more destroyed, with older architectural examples, and situated mostly in Campeche). Gendrop was also aware of the several extensions of the amoeba he had proposed, with northern branches extending to Hotzuc and Tehuitz, one more to the east as far as Chichen-Itza, and to the south, including Dzehkabtun and Dzibiltun (Gendrop 1983: 189), two sites which already belong to the Chenes region.


For his part, Andrews suggested two regions for the Puuc, western and eastern. These are triangular in shape, one overlaying the other (Andrews 1995). The average extension of the Puuc, according to this proposal, was of around 5,500 km2. In other words, of the 9,000 km2 originally estimated by Pollock, and in spite of many new findings and reports, we come up with a much smaller area, an amount which does not correspond to reality. In this first decade of the twentyfirst century, both the literature as well as our own experience indicate more discoveries and more building registrations with Puuc architecture; not only in the previously unknown sectors of the then reported areas, but also beyond them. Some examples have been recorded in western coastal sites, for example, Uaymil, Jaina, Campeche, Chunkim and Champotón.3


In the north of the traditional Puuc region there are clear examples of that architecture in Santa Barbara, Yaxcopoil, Tzeme, Dzibichaltun and Ake, among other sites; whereas towards the south the remains of that construction style are to be found not only in settlements like Cayal, Edzna and Lubna, but also more to the south in locations such as Ley Federal de Reforma Agraria, Yohaltun and Xcanacol.4


We can assert that the settlements with Puuc architecture are widely distributed in the western sector of the Yucatecan peninsula (without referring to a specific federal state). Generally speaking, they have been found in an area averaging 16,000 km2 and show as characteristics a compact distribution and good examples of the veneer technique used in many of the constructions. Just a few of the sites displaying the Puuc features show pyramidal basements and ball courts, while only the most prominent ones —politically speaking— carry hieroglyphic texts.5


In some important sites there are roads (sacbé plural sacbeo‘ob) connecting monumental architectonical groups.6 The best known ones are those of Uxmal, Kabah, Oxkintok and Sayil, but these stone causeways are also to be found in settlements of smaller dimensions, such as Halal, Tzum and Xuch.7 Additionally, as Karl Herbert Mayer (1981) has appropriately pointed out, the architecture of a good number of Puuc monumental buildings shows as characteristic the inclusion of monolithic columns with important iconographic, sometimes epigraphic, content. These elements have been found basically in the western part of the Puuc region, with the north of Campeche showing an apparently larger concentration.


The Sculpture


Another relevant aspect of the Puuc region is its sculpture, always considered as part of the architecture but until now only briefly studied and poorly understood (cf. Patrois 2005). Although elements associated with the Maya elite of the Classic period have been identified, their interpretation shows an unquestionable regional character and gives way to new elements that correspond to the Terminal Classic, incorporating themes which were not present in stelae, tablets, panels and other kinds of supports.


One of the newly developed themes in monumental sculpture is that of the so-called xnuk ("old lady" or "elderly woman" in Yucatecan Maya), which are seated anthropomorphic figures, many times with a container on the front, which probably served for placing an object in it. A possible interpretation is that they had functioned as intermediary elements between the men and a deity, perhaps places to make offerings. These sculptures have been reported in sites like Cumpich, Ichmac, Sabana Piletas (see Julie Patrois contribution in this book), Sisila, Xcalumkín and Xkombec. The development of this idea could have led to the creation of pieces which would be later clearly identified as chacmools and which were always incorporated as a supplement to architectural environments. The example we all recall is Chichen Itza, but we should remember that that type of sculpture was widely present in many Mesoamerican regions during the Post Classic period. Another possibility is that the xnuk was the point of departure for the standard bearers (portaestandartes), sculptures also found in the central-north part of Yucatan.


The representation of "living skeletons" (esqueletos con vida) constitutes another important new sculptural topic during the Terminal Classic period in the west of the peninsula. These are headless skeletons which show enlarged masculine genitals. They can be understood as an allegory of nature's cyclical renewal: from that which is dead, a new life starts. In sites such as Bilimkok, Kabah and Kiuic sculptures of this type have been found. Fertility is also emphasized by the representation of characters with exaggerated penises (like on Stele 9 of Sayil) or by shaping huge phalluses, as those which have been registered in Acanmul, Dzehkabtún, Edzna, Nohochkep, Sabana Piletas, Tabasqueno, Uxmal and Xcalumkín, among others.


The carriers of the world or bacabo‘ob, (plural for bacab, also called Atlases because of their analogy to the Greek mythology) make up another novel subject in the sculpture of the west of the peninsula. Those pieces of one of Xculoc's friezes evoke the one reported in Uxmal as well as that of the columns of the Devil's Palace in Oxkintok (Building CA-8), which is also reproduced, with its very own special marks, in several of Chichen Izta's buildings.


There, where before we only saw sacred characters taking the center stage in a specific scene, we encounter now individuals showing more dynamism, lifting a foot and sometimes moving one of their hands. These subjects who apparently dance are to be found in jambs, columns or stelae in sites like Cayal, Itzimte, Sayil, Tzum, Xcalumkín or Xcorralche.


In parallel, now the stelae show several registers or scenes, and some have decorated rims or are sharply pointed on the top. Some examples of that new form of expression can be found in Edzna, Itzimte, Jaina and Oxkintok. Some pieces appear to represent several levels of co-existence: the central one as the worldly field, the upper level like the celestial sphere, and the lower register as that of the underworld.


The Definition of the Site


The old problem of how to define the limits of a site continues to be relevant: Does a group or groups of buildings constitute a site, or are they part of a major settlement? This elusive theme makes an understanding of the nature of Maya sites difficult, given that it relates not only to the character and function of the remains but also to the social structure of pre-Hispanic cities and their surroundings.


The ancient inhabitants of the Puuc region knew how to make the best out of their surrounding environment, building their settlements in the valleys, on limestone outcrops and slopes, or on top of hills of various altitudes: when occupying sloped terrains or the upper sections of the hills they almost always leveled the areas to build houses or palaces, adding chultuns at different levels in order to collect rainwater; while in the valleys, they improved the natural depressions by adding boards, entrances or stone floors to obtain bigger reservoirs or aguadas.


There are two priorities for achieving the subsistence of any human group: to obtain water and food. The Maya of the Puuc clearly took advantage of the qualities of diverse soil types (Dunning 1992). Regarding a water supply, permanent sources of sweet water are rare in that area, especially during the dry season. Some cenotes,8 several caves,9 and a few aguadas satisfied temporarily the needs of the population, but it is evident that building underground cisterns (chultun, plural chultuno‘ob10) was a priority for the inhabitants of that region.


Pollock said that according to the information he collected (140 sites within 7,000 km2), the average of one site for every 50 km2 did not seem meaningful. On the other hand, Dunning's surveys and location of 230 Puuc sites led him to present an exercise of hypothetical territories of major settlements. His polygons proposed for Rank 2 sites (like Kabah and Sayil) around 45 km2 to 85 km2, while those with Rank 3 (like Labna and Huntichmul I) have around 40 km2. Nevertheless, the recent finding of relevant features (like an enormous acropolis, several vaulted buildings, sculptures and hieroglyphic inscriptions) in Sabana Piletas (south of Sayil, between Yaxche-Xlabpak and Huntichmul I) modify those estimates, reducing the supposed coverage areas. Today we know that the Atlas Arqueológico includes around 300 sites with Puuc architecture in Yucatan. Adding those in Campeche (a minimum of 150), we count an average of 450 Puuc settlements spread out over a 16,000 km2 area.


The diversity of the sites' dimensions, their varied distribution through valleys, heights, tops of hills, etc. and their (until now) unknown times of occupation do not allow us to reach major inferences. But what is certainly evident is that until now we have not come to know and record this still existent and rich Prehispanic national patrimony. Needless to say it will be the subject of incipient study.


A Chronology


Regarding a time frame, since Pollock's (1980: 584-590) and Andrews' analyses (1986, 1995) it has been accepted that there was a gradual development in the Puuc's construction techniques and its decorative elements which, in general terms, allow a classification in several architectonical phases (sometimes understood as styles). It is possible to date these as follows:






	Early Oxkintok

	AD 300 — AD 550






	Proto Puuc

	AD 550 — AD 650






	Early Puuc

	AD 650 — AD 750






	Colonnette

	AD 750 — AD 850






	
Mosaic

	AD 850 — AD 1000






	Late Uxmal

	AD 1000 — AD 1050







Other researchers, like Carmean, Dunning and Kowalski,11 have proposed slightly different dates and overlaps for the Colonnette (Junquillo), Mosaic and Late Uxmal phases. We also have to say that recent archaeological work at Culuba12 (Barrera and Peraza 2006) has documented architectonical features similar to what could be called Late Culuba phase (instead of Late Uxmal), showing us that there is still much to be excavated, and plenty to be understood in regards to the architectural development of the Puuc area.


In our opinion, the Early Oxkintok phase is equally as valid as Early Xcalumkín, Early Kanki, Early Sisila, or Early Period (first phase).13 In reality, the first peninsular settlements exhibited Peten architecture14 during the first centuries of our era. These constructions served as point of departure for the later development of other forms. The name Early Oxkintok goes back to Pollock (1980: 584), who so labeled that stage because on location he found several good examples of that old construction style. Many years later, during the excavations led by Miguel Rivera Dorado, a group of researchers confirmed Pollock's report and clearly established the existence of Peten architecture in Oxkintok. To similar conclusions came the team of' French colleagues headed by Pierre Becquelin and Dominique Michelet in Xcalumkín.15 Therefore, the first architectonical stage of the peninsula should be called Peten.


The Proto Puuc style signals the beginning of a different tradition by starting to deviate from the old Peten way of construction. It can be found in an area stretching from Oxkintox to Bakna in a north-south axis and from Xkukican to Xuelen in an east-west direction. Some stone work starts to show more elaboration although the vaults are still being made with rough slabs or forming inverted stairways. The doorways are usually narrow. The friezes or upper surfaces display indented panels with geometrical patterns, and it is also common to find roof combs (cresterías).


Buildings classified as Early Puuc exhibit more differences, especially multiple entries to a single room. These doorways are marked by monolithic relief columns, some of which occasionally show anthropomorphic figures or hieroglyphs. Some jambs consist of several small or medium size blocks (from five to seven), but there are also others which are formed by two to three slabs each, reaching the full thickness of the wall. The medial moldings often present some sort of break or superior frame (broken molding) above the central entrance. The roof combs continue to be used here and are decorated with motifs finished with stucco. The technological development is clearly to be seen in this architectural stage, in which there is abundant special and decorative stone work, both on walls as well as on vaults. Some examples of this architectonical phase are located in Chunyaxchnic, in Kabah's lA5, or in Kiuic (Building 2 of Group 3).


The Colonnette stage was proposed by George F. Andrews (1995: 43) and is associated, as its name implies, with the use of colonnettes (plain or with bindings) as ornamental elements mostly on the upper façades. Medial and upper moldings present from three to six elements, nearly always including a series of colonnettes among them. There are almost no examples of doorways formed by columns with capitals, neither are roof combs common. There is a tendency to use large blocks for the jambs, usually of the same thickness as that of the walls. The rooms are now larger and higher, with small vertical moldings right below the capstones (tapas de boveda). The finishing of the stones used in façades and walls has a better quality and some of the doorways are flanked by colonnettes (as in Sayil's 1B2, Kiuic's Building 5 and Labna's Structures 1 and 11).


It was also Andrews (1995: 63) who proposed the Mosaic stage. Although the buildings belonging to that time have received major attention because of their visual impact and because of their location in areas attracting a large number of tourists (Kabah, Labna, Sayil, Uxmal, Xlapak), it is thanks to the already mentioned scholar that we know that this style only represents 18% of the Puuc's inventory. Mosaic style constructions are characterized by the use of clearly cut stones which, making use of the mosaic technique, allow the creation of geometrical configurations on the upper surfaces. Staggered patterns, masks, latticework, weave or mat designs (pop) as well as triangles or zigzag lines (also called chimes, that is, "centipede" or "worm") are common basic motifs. The jambs are usually large, almost always made out of a megalithic stone, and their thickness is equal to that of the nearby wall.


The Late Uxmal phase was also proposed by Andrews (1995: 81) as a very specific variation of the Mosaic stage, to be found only in Uxmal. Nevertheless, the explorations carried out in Culuba, in the east of Yucatan, and more specifically in the Palacio de los Mascarones, show many shared elements: cascades of masks, snake motives, panels of latticework, cornices with rosettes, stamped and perforated squares and rhombuses, all of them as part of the decoration. Regarding the construction spaces, we find sloping doorways, as well as very high vaults (Barrera y Pedraza 2006).


Conclusion


Thanks to the intensity with which explorations have been carried out in several sectors of the Puuc, we can observe on the area's maps several concentrations of settlements. In other words, the zones we know the best are those close to villages and connected to roads. The new findings reported on Campeche's northeast clearly show the need for working in the Puuc's forest, where much is still to be done. This work would without a doubt will bring us great surprises. As a matter of fact, the following pages present to us important information about two as yet overlooked sites: Sabana Piletas and H-Wasil.


With the perspective gained in a little more than a century, the pioneer registering work of Teobert Maler is highly valued, not only because of his accurate graphical and written documentation, but also because of the very difficult conditions under which he worked. We could say something similar about the contributions from Harry Pollock in the 1930's.


To speak about constructions' remains and their associated elements, to compare and analyze them, allows us today to increase our knowledge about a region and a time in the life of the Maya civilization. But there is another work of major proportions still pending: the preservation of a large part of that national patrimony which is in danger of collapsing or faces the risk of vandalism, sometimes even of total destruction. It is crucial to create an awareness of the historical value that the archeological elements found in the forest have. We, the researchers, are just a few individuals; we need to gain the support of many more people, especially that of those who live today in the areas close to the monuments and spaces of the ancient Maya.





The Catalog of Ruins





General Remarks


The following explanations of terms used in the catalog should aid the reading.


Standardized terms to structure the information for the sites mentioned in the catalog (in the order of appearance):


GPS-data


GPS-data only serves as a slightly better tool for orientation. Several measurements taken for the same location —with the same device, in different years— do not match exactly. In those cases the data’s average is given.


Location


The location of a building in relationship to another is here given just as an approximation derived from the GPS-Data.


Number of rooms


Sometimes it was not possible to determine the exact number of rooms in a building. This is why you will find statements as “2 to 3” in the line corresponding to the number of rooms. The higher number was considered for statistical purposes.


Condition


The description of the building’s condition —as well as that of the groups— was made in an intuitive form. Therefore, there is practically no difference between describing a building as “very much damaged” or as “has almost completely collapsed”. These are just different ways to express the same idea.


Descriptions/Façades


The original plan to differentiate between the description of a building and that of its façades was not consistently followed. In some cases it appeared more adequate to unite them into the term “Description”


Chultun


A man-made subterranean cistern, constructed to collect rain water. Chultuno‘ob were excavated through the residual caprock into the sascab zone, or occasionally in platform fill.


Arch.-Style (Style dating)


Because of the extremely poor condition of the buildings it was in many cases not possible to classify the structures stylistically—and, therefore, not their date either. Almost always I had only limited time to visit a ruin; this did not allow for an extensive search for Early Puuc or Classic Puuc evidence amidst the rubble. Although I often came across small remains of walls with middle-sized, regularly laid façade stones, I do not believe that they would have been enough for a reliable classification. In these cases the category “Architectural Style“ (abbreviated as “Arch.-Style“) does not appear.


[?]


This combination of symbols [?] following a word indicates that this is a conjecture, and not a documented assertion.


Other terms which frequently appear in the text (in alphabetical order):


Chac masks


Masks with snouts (trunks) located on façades are here referred to as “Chac masks”, although it is not possible to correlate them exclusively to the Yucatecan Rain God Chac.


Foundation brace


Low stonewall used to outline and anchor a wall and roof built of perishable materials.


Kilometer markers


Road 261’s official kilometer markers were changed in 2005. The same happened to those on Chunhuaymil’s unpaved road. By doing this, a shift of 31 kilometers occurred for Road 261: That means that the beginning of the camino blanco to Chunhuaymil used to be located at Kilometer 103; according to the new markers, it is at Kilometer 134. The length of the unpaved road to Chunhuaymil is estimated now to be 8.0 kilometers, instead of 8.2.


Maya names


Following Ian Graham I write Maya ruin names without accents (Graham 1975). The plural form for Maya words will be shown by the “o´ob” ending. (Example: sacbe and sacbeo‘ob).


Maya and Spanish terms


The following Spanish and Maya terms occur frequently within the text:


Ahau: King or lord.


Cenote: Natural sinkhole, mostly containing ground water. In the researched area only very few dry cenotes were found.


Legua: A measuring unit for distance. A legua is a little more than four kilometers. Teobert Maler used the term for the distance he could cover within an hour.


Metate: A shallow basin carved into a limestone block, used for grinding grain and seeds.


Pila: A stone container in form of a basin. Used to store water and other goods.


Pileta: A small pila.


Rancho: Ranch.


Sacbe: A raised paved roadway to connect structures, groups or settlements.


Sarteneja: A natural basin in a rock formation where rain water collects.


Sascab: Limestone marl layer that represents the active solution front underlying the residual caprock layer found across northern Yucatán (Dunning 1992: 158).


Photos


Photos by the author unless otherwise noted.


Pile of debris


Totally collapsed buildings —forming unidentifiable piles of debris and without standing architecture— are in most cases not mentioned especially in this volume. Exceptionally you will find for example a comment like „in the surrounding area there are several piles of debris“. This does not mean, however, that only where I wrote that are such piles to be found.


Plans


Black lines indicate still observable architecture. The gray lines indicate a hypothetical completion of a building; their course is almost sure. Plans are simplified approximations and only give an overview.


Platform/Group of platforms


As a rule they are not considered as ruins or ruin groups. The exception is when they constitute a concrete example (like the “Kum” platform in Balche) which has been already included in previously issued literature. Large platform groups are shown as black squares in the maps.


Short name of the ruins


A short name (like “DOL-3”) can correspond to a single structure or to a group of buildings. A systematical differentiation was not made.


Terminal Classic


The time span from AD 800 to AD 1000


Underlining


When two possible classifications are listed under the heading “Architectural Style”, the underlined one is the one considered in the statistical part of the book.


Upper molding


The so-called cornice stones —mostly vertically set, high and inclined stones on top of the uppermost member of the upper molding— are in this work not considered as part of the molding. If cornice stones were found at all, they had in the majority of the cases already fallen, or were covered up by dirt and wild plants, meaning that they were not visible. Therefore, cornice stones are specially mentioned if they were still in situ.





BALCHE (BCH)



[image: ]


Fig. 3: Map of Balche.


Graphic: Ludwig Fittigauer and Erwin Heine.


In 1887, Teobert Maler visited three seriously damaged buildings, that he named Xbalche. In his “Península Yucatán” (1997: 57-58), he indicates that they are located “1.5 leagues” —that is, for Malers standards, around four or five kilometers— east or southeast of the Hacienda San Antonio Yaxche, a place which served as a base for his expeditions while there. Until now, it has not been possible to relocate this group of ruins; it is believed to be more to the south of the buildings we now know as Balche, surrounded by thick bush. In 1979 the Mexican archaeologist Abel Morales López found ancient Maya ruins along the road to Chunhuaymil close to Kilometer 3. He named the place Balche (Balche is a type of tree). Morales´ report was never made available in print. A few years later George F. Andrews visited Balche. His16 observations and sketches flowed into different publications (among them Andrews 1986 and 1995). Karl Herbert Mayer (1986) published a short note about this ancient settlement, which he visited 1982 in the company of Andrews, Ursula Dyckerhoff and Hanns J. Prem. Nicholas Dunning (1989: 34 and 1992: 248-249) mentioned briefly the ruins and made a map of Balche, as Andrews also had done previously. Joyce Kelly (1993: 186-187) described the main group in one of her guidebooks. In 2003, as part of the INAH Campeche’s MANZANA-Project, Antonio Benavides and Sara Novelo17 consolidated some of the buildings; it is thanks to their work that some additional groups were described for the first time (Benavides and Novelo 2004: 5-29). In 2003, I published an article about the groups located to the north of the road to Chunhuaymil, and in 2005 and 2006 discovered some more groups (BCH-27 to BCH-29) in the south.


The ruins are situated in a mostly hilly area mainly south, but also north, of the dirt road leading to Chunhuaymil. On various levels of a high hill, pretty much in the site´s center, we find what was probably Balche’s core area (BCH-4 to BCH-9 and BCH-15 to BCH-17), while other groups are located in the valley and on top of other hills. The area of the settlement currently identified extends around 2.3 kilometers in length in a north-south direction, and 800 meters in width, covering approximately two square kilometers. The ruins of Saybi could also be part of Balche.


Benavides found a cave, in which rainwater collects, in the western part of the settlement. According to information provided by the locals, there is an aguada south of the Kum platform.


[image: ]


Fig. 4: BCH-11 in the north zone of the site.


The nomenclature of the buildings and groups hereby used follows those proposed by Andrews (manuscript without a date) and Benavides and Novelo (2004), and I have made some additions. To have a better overview, Balche will be divided in three zones in this text. The north zone includes all buildings north of the road to Chunhuaymil (BCH-10 to BCH-14?, as well as BCH-30). The central zone, located south of the road, consists of two very high hills and the buildings associated with them: BCH-1, BCH-2 and BCH-31 on the northwestern hill, as well as BCH-4 to BCH-9 and BCH-15 to BCH-17, on the southeastern hill. Buildings BCH-4, BCH-5, BCH-9, BCH-16 and BCH-17 are located either at the bottom of the southeastern hill or slightly up. Around 150 meters farther away to the northeast, on top of the hill’s highest elevation, we find BCH-6 to BCH-8 as well as BCH-15. The hill shows many man-made terraces; the steps were made from mostly large, megalithic stones. Except for BCH-9, BCH-15 and BCH-17, the fronts of all the buildings are facing the direction south to southwest.


The south zone starts south of the central zone. Besides BCH-19, it includes three groups named by Benavides: Pech (BCH-18), Hooch (BCH-23, BCH-24) and Sacbe (BCH-25). Additionally, Group C from Andrews (BCH-3, added to BCH-20 to BCH-22), the big platform Kum (BCH-26) as well as the Groups BCH-27 to BCH-29 are considered as elements of this zone. Benavides used and supplemented the building’s numerical system proposed by Andrews (although not the naming of the groups). The last mentioned scholar registered 12 structures in Balche and summarized them as follows: 1 and 2 (without a group name); 3 (Group C); 4, 5 and 9 (Group B); 6 to 8 (Group A). He also described three more buildings belonging to Group C (BCH-20 to BCH-22), but did not include them in his enumeration. Dunning (1992: 249) slightly modified Andrews’ map of Balche and presented a short summary of the site.


According to George F. Andrews (personal communication, 1998), quite a few of the buildings in Balche represent a transitional stage from Early Puuc to Late Puuc. It seems that there is no real late architecture at the site.



Balche North


This area consists of the structures listed by Benavides as BCH-10 to BCH-14. One should also add BCH-30. They are all located to the north of the road to Chunhuaymil. There are some differences between the descriptions of BCH-13 provided by Benavides and my notes. Given that it is uncertain whether Benavides and I are reporting on the same buildings, here I will signal BCH-13 with a question mark (BCH-13-?).


There are also some uncertainties about BCH-14/BCH-30. Benavides and Novelo (2004) briefly mention BCH-14 (Edificio 14), describe it as a completely dilapidated building “on top of a small natural elevation” without giving more information and refer to my article (Merk 2003c). The two buildings hereby described, BCH-14 and BCH-30, are located on two neighboring high hills, which are connected by a low saddle on which two sartenejas can be found. Benavides and Novelo write about “a large sarteneja at the base of the hill”, but without telling which of the two hills they are referring to. Their short report does not specify whether they mean BCH-14 or BCH-30.






	BCH-10

	 






	Group:

	North Group






	GPS:

	20°07.371´N, 89°41.789´W






	Location:

	On a low hill in the extreme northern part of Balche, north of BCH-11






	Buildings:

	1






	Condition:

	Destroyed






	Description:

	Only parts of the doorjambs remain in situ; all the other parts of this structure have entirely collapsed.






	Visited:

	2002






	References:

	Benavides and Novelo (2004: 19)











	BCH-11

	 






	Group:

	North Group






	GPS:

	20°07.300´N, 89°41.798´W






	Location:

	On top of a high platform, south of BCH-10






	Buildings:

	1






	Rooms:

	7 [?]






	Axis:

	East-west






	Front faces:

	North and south






	Condition:

	The northern row of rooms is well preserved; the southern row and the possible second floor are completely destroyed.






	Description:

	BCH-11 stands at the north end of a large and high platform. This structure (Fig. 4), which is locally known as Actun Chen, is 14 meters long and was built during minimum two architectural phases. At some point it was formed by two rows of rooms —one behind the other, which were not connected— and probably a second floor. Only the older northern row of chambers has been preserved (Fig. 5). It faces a savanna, and is formed by Rooms 1 to 3 (from east to west). Room 1 measures 250 x 210 cm and its entrance is 80 cm wide. The largest chamber, Room 2, is in the center, covers a 505 x 215 cm area and has three entrances (62 to 65 cm wide). Room 3, on the west, is 300 x 207 cm large, and its doorway reaches 80 cm in width. Only this Room 3 will be analyzed. The vault’s western part has collapsed; six capstones remain still in situ. There are cord holders on both right and left sides of the entrance. The 134 cm high vault rises above the 180 cm high and 80 cm thick walls, and shows carefully worked small vault stones. All doorjambs were made out of several horizontal layers of three stones set next to each other. The external work of the lower parts of the façade has been well preserved. All the stones of the wall cover that once were part of the upper façade (above a one member medial molding) have fallen down. Molding and stonework confirm an Early Puuc date for the northern row.

The southern row of rooms faces the platform’s open space. Although it is completely destroyed and buried, it was once, presumably, formed by three rooms going from east to west. Monolithic stones forming the doorjambs, as well as typical vault stones found on the southern side of the building, prove that this part of the structure was constructed during the Classic Puuc period. A monolithic doorjamb was also found among the north side's rubble. Given that the north room’s entrances are intact and built up with small stones, this doorjamb could only have come from an entrance on the second floor —facing north— which, however, is destroyed. A now fallen stairway, located at the center of the south side, led to the second story.
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Fig. 5: BCH-11, northern row of rooms, 2002.








	Façades:

	See “Description”






	Note:

	In the 1980´s Hanns Prem visited BCH-11, a ruin which also appears as Actun Chen on a map by George F. Andrews (Andrews, 1995), although without any further information. The local name given to it, Actun Chen, apparently makes reference to the cave located around 500 meters to the south (“Actun” is the Yucatecan word for “cave”).

Although Benavides and Novelo (2004) proposed that the northern row of rooms should be considered as Proto Puuc, the vault’s form and execution correlate more appropriately, in my opinion, with the Early Puuc style.








	Arch.-Style:

	Proto Puuc/Early Puuc and Classic Puuc






	Visited:

	2002, 2003, 2010






	References:

	Merk (2003c), Benavides and Novelo (2004)











	BCH-12

	 






	Group:

	North Group






	GPS:

	20°07.301´N, 89°41.685´W






	Location:

	On ground level, roughly east of BCH-11






	Buildings:

	2






	Rooms:

	1 [?] (Building 1),

2 [?] (Building 2)








	Axis:

	East-west (Building 1)

north-south (Building 2)








	Front faces:

	East (Building 2)






	Condition:

	Completely destroyed






	Description: 

	Small group of buildings, which stood on top of low platforms in the savanna. Building BCH-12-1 had only one room; a part of it has been preserved to a height of approximately 1.5 meters. Its base molding (Fig. 6) has three members, and in its middle part displays short colonnettes; with its 68 cm, it reaches an unconventional height. The neighboring building, BCH-12-2, is oriented on a north-south axis. Leading to the doorways was a stairway, as wide as the building itself, with extended, flat steps. Only one monolithic stone of a doorjamb and an entrance column remain. The rest has been destroyed.
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Fig. 6: BCH-12-1, base molding, 2003.








	Note:

	Benavides and Novelo do not mention BCH-12-1






	Arch.-Style:

	BCH-12-1 is Classic Puuc






	Visited:

	2003






	References:

	Merk (2003c), Benavides and Novelo (2004: 19-20)











	BCH-13-?

	 






	Group:

	North Group






	GPS:

	20°07.340´N, 89°41.650´W






	
Location:

	Northeast of BCH-12, on a platform which is at ground level






	Buildings:

	2






	Rooms:

	3 (Building 1), uncertain (Building 2)






	Axis:

	East-west (Building 1), north-south (Building 2)






	Front faces:

	South (Building 1), probably west (Building 2)






	Condition:

	Severely shattered






	Description: 

	Building 1 includes three rooms in a line going from east to west. While the fronts have fallen down, parts of the back walls are still up (Fig. 7). Room 1, on the east side, measures 340 x 242 cm. A partially damaged protruding stone in the form of a foot can be found on the inner side of the rear wall, close to a red painted piece of stucco. Building 2, situated just to the southeast, has collapsed. Only a part of the northern side wall is still standing, the rest has been buried.
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Fig. 7: BCH-13-?, back wall, 2005.








	Façades: 

	Building 1’s back wall has a onemember medial molding and in its upper part still shows small veneer stones, which were coated with plaster.






	Note:

	The GPS-data for BCH-13-? is practically identical to that given by Benavides and Novelo for BCH-13; the characteristics of the buildings, however, do not correspond to those specified by the latter. Their BCH-13 is a two-room structure in Classic Puuc style, which faces south. Building 2 is not clearly mentioned by Benavides and Novelo, albeit they point out the existence of "completely destroyed" structures in the surrounding area. Most surely are BCH-13 and BCH-13-? close to each other in the dense bush, and they definitely do belong to the same group.






	Arch.-Style:

	Early Puuc for Building 1






	Visited:

	2005






	References:

	Benavides and Novelo (2004: 20)











	BCH-30

	 






	Group:

	North Group






	GPS:

	20°07.146´N, 89°41.824´W






	Location:

	Ruin lies on top of a high hill, approximately 100 meters north of the dirt road to Chunhuaymil, around Kilometer 3.






	Buildings:

	2






	Rooms:

	1 [?] (Building 1), 3 [?] (Building 2)






	Axis:

	See “Description”






	
Front faces:

	See “Description”






	Condition:

	Very damaged






	Description:

	On top of a high hill, there is a platform with the very scant remains of what once was a small Maya structure (Building 1) and a chultun. On a terrace on the hill’s north side, a few meters lower than the hilltop, one can locate the rests of Building 2. This BCH-30-2 is an L-shape construction. The long wing, measuring eight to ten meters, runs on an east-west axis. At its easternmost end it is connected to a room with a north-south axis, which extends north. The building is a fallen down ruin; where the walls are still standing, they are low and present large veneer stones. The little rubble could indicate that BCH-30-2 either did not have a stone vault or that the structure was never finished.






	Chultun:

	On the platform located on top of the hill






	Note:

	See also the “Introduction” to Balche’s North Group






	Arch.-Style:

	
Classic Puuc or Terminal Puuc (Building 2)






	Visited:

	2002, 2003






	References:

	Merk (2003c)











	BCH-14

	 






	Group:

	North Group






	GPS:

	20°07.152´N, 89°41.814´W






	Location:

	Immediately northeast of BCH-30, on top of the next hill






	Buildings:

	2






	Rooms:

	2 [?] (Building 1), 4+ (Building 2)






	Axis:

	East-west (Building 1), Building 2 see “Description”






	Front faces:

	North (Building 1), Building 2 see “Description”






	Condition:

	Almost completely collapsed (Building 1), completely damaged (Building 2)






	Description:

	The top of the high hill had been leveled out and a platform was added. In front of this platform, on its northern side, Building 1 was constructed. The roof top of this now seriously damaged structure was most likely at the same level as the top of the platform. BCH-14-1 did not reach the same width as the platform, and encompassed probably two rooms which faced north. The still existing parts of the walls, reaching a maximum of four stone layers, show large, plain façade stones.

On top of the platform, on its south end, stands the completely destroyed Building 2; it has a U-shape, meaning that at each one of its western and eastern ends there was once a room on a north-south axis. Both rooms push forward toward the north. The middle part of the structure has an east-west axis and faces north.








	Chultun:

	On the platform. One more chultun can be found south of the saddle (see “Note”).






	Note:

	Immediately southwest of BCH-14, there is an even higher elevation with the remains of BCH-30. A saddle connects both hills; on this narrow depression there are two sartenejas. See also the “Introduction” to Balche's North Group.






	
Arch.-Style:

	Probably Classic Puuc for Buildings 1 and 2






	Visited:

	2006, 2009






	References:

	Benavides and Novelo (2004: 20)







Balche Center


Balche’s central zone consists of Buildings BCH-1 and BCH-2, BCH-4 to BCH-9, BCH-15 to BCH-17 and BCH-31. All of them, except BCH-31, had been described by Andrews and Benavides. BCH-31 is around midway up the very high hill, on which BCH-1 (top) and BCH-2 (bottom) can also be found. Benavides and Novelo’s description (2004: 15) of BCH-15 differs substantially from mine. It is still unclear if the information corresponds to the same building. Therefore, BCH-15 will be marked with a question mark (BCH-15-?).






	BCH-1

	 






	Group:

	Central Group






	GPS:

	20°06.934´N, 89°41.716´W






	Location:

	On top of a very high hill. BCH-2 and BCH-31 are also situated on that hill.






	Buildings:

	1






	Rooms:

	2






	Axis:

	Southwest-northeast






	Front faces:

	Southeast






	Condition:

	Consolidated






	Description: 

	Building 1 is located on a platform, on top of a steep, ca. 70 meters high hill. It consisted of two rooms next to each other. The one in the southwest is badly damaged; its entrance was once situated on the southwestern narrow side of BCH-1. The smaller room on the northeast side is larger (703 x 292 cm) and in relatively good condition (Fig. 8). Its entrance faces southeast towards a plaza. The doorway is unusually wide (137 cm) and 58 cm deep; jambs consist of two monolithic blocks each. According to Benavides and Novelo, an additional room to the northeast was planned but never executed. In the south area of the platform some remains of a small building, most likely once mainly made out of perishable materials, can be found.
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Fig. 8: BCH-1, before restoration, 1990.








	Façades:

	The upper façade sticks out without a medial molding, then leans back upwards. Three members of the upper molding are visible: The two lower ones are apron type, followed by a simple, protruding stone layer on top.






	Chultun:

	On the platform






	Note:

	Benavides consolidated BCH-1 in 2003.






	Arch.-Style:

	Based on Andrews, Intermediate style; according to Benavides and Novelo, Classic Puuc. Here the building is considered as Intermediate style.






	Visited:

	1985, 1990, 2001, 2004






	References:

	Andrews (n.d.), Benavides and Novelo (2004: 9)
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Fig. 9: BCH-2, after (left, 2004) and before (right, 1985) its restoration.






	BCH-2

	 






	Group:

	Central Group






	GPS:

	20°06.893´N, 89°41.686´W






	Location:

	BCH-2 is located at the base of the high hill that also carries BCH-1 and BCH-31.






	Buildings:

	1






	Rooms:

	2






	Axis:

	Southwest-northeast






	Front faces:

	Southeast






	Condition:

	Consolidated (Room 1), destroyed (Room 2)






	Description:

	Two rooms next to each other stand on a terrace. Room 1 in the southwest is well preserved (Fig. 9). From Room 2 in the northeast only a small piece of wall remains.






	Façades:

	The upper and lower parts of the front façade of BCH-2 are plain. Especially in the lower parts of the façade one can see veneer stones of different sizes. The medial molding has three members, with short columns in the center; the lower stone layer is slanted; the upper one is composed of a simple, flat, stone row. From the upper molding only the lowest, apron type part is recognizable. Each of the doorjambs was made out of two large monolithic stones.






	Chultun:

	On a platform a few meters in front of the building, which is located at a slightly lower level. The chultun shows an unusual square-built opening.






	Note:

	BCH-2 was partly consolidated and restored by Benavides and Novelo in 2003. On the platform with the chultun a pila and a metate can be found.






	Arch.-Style:

	Classic Puuc






	Visited:

	1985, 1990, 2004






	References:

	Andrews (n.d.), Mayer (1986), Benavides and Novelo (2004: 10-11)







BCH-31


Group: Central Group






	GPS:

	20°06.923´N, 89°41.666´W






	Location:

	BCH-31 is halfway up the hill, between BCH-1 and BCH-2, but slightly more to the east.






	Buildings:

	1






	Rooms:

	3






	Axis:

	South-southwest to north-northeast






	Front faces:

	East-southeast






	Condition:

	Severely fallen down






	Description:

	BCH-31 lies on one of the hill’s narrow terraces. The building has three rooms in a line (Rooms 1 to 3, from south-southwest to north-northeast). The front and the narrow south-southwest side of Room 1 have collapsed, but the rear wall and the 110 cm thick wall to Room 2 are to a good extent preserved. Room 1 is about 420 cm long. Room 2, located in the center, measures 565 x 280 cm, its front and the wall to Room 3 have been destroyed; on the inner side of its back wall a cord holder was fixed. Except for a tiny part of its front side, Room 3 has caved in.






	Façades:

	The remains of Room 3’s façade do not even reach what once was the medial molding. Its façade stones are medium size. Large stones in the rubble.






	Note:

	At the back of BCH-31 —from about the middle of Room 1 to the center of Room 3— and almost at the same height as the rooms, a platform-like formation (which seems to partially consist of natural rock) can be seen. Given that the visible part of Room 1’s rear wall does not show any outer façade stones, it is possible to venture that other rooms, going crosswise, were planned to the south-southwest as well as to the north-northeast side of the existing building; they were, however, never done. If it had come to that, BCH-31 would have had rooms on three sides, while the fourth, back side would have had none, given that the hill goes up there. 

A pila outside of the western corner of the terrace This building has not been listed by Andrews or Benavides.








	
Arch.-Style:

	Stonework seems to be Classic Puuc






	Visited:

	1985, 2006, 2010
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