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ARCHITECTURE AT UXMAL, YUCATAN, MEXICO

In spite of the wealth of publications dealing with Uxmal now

available to both tourists and students of Maya architecture,

which include countless photographs and descriptions of the major

buildings in the central core area of the site, no truly

comprehensive review of all of the known building remains at this

site has ever been published. Over the past 150 years, since

John Lloyd Stephens (1843) first drew widespread attention to the

ruins of Uxmal and other large Puuc archaeological sites nearby,

attention has been focussed mainly on a few of the major

architectural monuments at Uxmal which over the past 50-60 years

have been cleared of trees, brush, and fallen debris, and in many

cases, extensively restored (fig. 15). Included in this group are

the Adivino Pyramid (Pyramid of the Magician), the East, West,

North and South buildings of the Monjas (Nunnery) complex and

their subsidiary structures, the Ballcourt, The House of the

Governor and its huge substructure, which also supports the

House of the Turtles, the Great Pyramid, and the Palomas (Dove

cotes) building of the South Acropolis. Several other buildings

such as the Chenes buildings on the west side of the Platform

supporting the House of the Governor, the western buildings of

the Cemetary Group, The Northern Long Building, and the recently

excavated House of the Birds and Round Building west of the

House of the Governor have also received some attention but the

balance of the known standing or partly standing buildings,

particularly those in the outlying areas of the site, remain

essentially "out of sight and out of mind." Even today (1993),

most of the latter are still covered over with trees and brush,

and none have so far been excavated or restored. The net result

of the long-term concentration of attention on only a few "special"

buildings in the central core area of Uxmal creates a false

impression of the overall character of the architecture at the site,

which the present report hopes to change. I will return later to

the meaning of "special" in regard to most of the well-known

buildings for which Uxmal is justly famous.

The list of those individuals who have contributed in some

measure to the documentation and analysis of the architecture and

architectural sculpture at Uxmal reads like a who's who of Maya

archaeology. In his recently published study of the House of the

Governor at Uxmal, Jeff Kowalski (1987) has reviewed the

historiography of Uxmal in considerable detail and the long list of

names and documentation he spelled out need not be repeated

here. In terms of efforts to provide a comprehensive look at



Uxmal's architectural monuments, the list is considerably shorter,

however, and in addition to the pioneering work of Stephens and

Catherwood, I would restrict such a list to Desire Charney (1887),
Teobert Maler (unpublished manuscript, drawings and photos)1,
Eduard Seler (1917), S.G. Morley (1910, 1942, 1970), Franz Blom

(1934), Ignacio Marquina (1951), Alberto Ruz (1955, 1956, 1959),
Cesar Saenz (1969, 1972, 1975), and Harry Pollock (1980). Of all of

the above, Pollock's documentation is the most comprehensive since

it deals mostly with the lesser known groups and buildings at

Uxmal rather than the "standard" list of restored buildings seen

by the hordes of tourists who visit Uxmal in increasingly large

numbers each year. The only drawback to Pollock's study is that

even though his monumental review of Puuc architecture was not

published until 1980, all of his data was collected prior to 1940,

and of necessity omits those aspects of the architecture at Uxmal

which have been revealed since then through the continuing

series of excavation and retoration projects which have been

carried out at the site by Mexican archaeologists during the past

50 years. It is partly for this reason that over the past two

decades the writer has spent a considerable amount of time

accumulating an expanded corpus of data on the architecture at

Uxmal (most recently in 1993) and this documentation makes up

the bulk of the report which follows.

In an effort to gain a better understanding of the architectural

(and cultural) history of Uxmal, I have made a stylistic analysis of

the fifty some buildings at Uxmal for which we now have some

useful architectural data and this analysis is shown in chart form

in figure 2. This chart is based on my earlier (1982) study of the

several Puuc architectural styles present in both the eastern and

western sectors of the Puuc region. This study, which was

updated in 1993, includes detailed descriptions of the diagnostic

features of the six major architectural styles, together with two

sub-styles, which collectively account for all of the exposed

building remains presently known at over 160 different Puuc

archaeological sites (see appendix). Three of the major styles can

be called "early" (Early Oxkintok, Proto-Puuc, and Early Puuc)

and three are "late" (Classic Puuc Colonnette, Classic Puuc Mosaic,

and Late Uxmal). In addition, there are two sub-styles that I

have called "Intermediate" for lack of a better term, one of which

seems early (type A) and the other late (type B). Both are

characterized by the lack of any kind of applied or integral

decoration which would otherwise place them in one of the basic

stylistic categories. Charts showing the essential diagnostic

features of each of the styles noted above can be found in



Appendix A. A glance at the chart showing the various buildings

at Uxmal in each of the styles (fig. 2) shows that there is at least

one example of all Puuc styles and multiple examples of most of

them. Before proceeding on to a closer examinmation of the

implications of the stylistic chart, some further discussion of the

various buildings in each of the styles seems in order.

THE EARLY BUILDINGS

The earliest exposed architectural remains at Uxmal are found in

the North Group (North Acropolis). These include Room 2 (south

room, lower level) of Structure 7 (Early Oxkintok) and the rooms

on the upper level of Structure 6 (Proto-Puuc), (fig. 3). In both

cases the stylistic assignments should be considered as tentative

since there is conflicting evidence in regard to the construction

sequence of these and adjacent (or superimposed) structures. As

noted many years ago by Pollock (1980:216), all details of Room 2

of Structure 7, including the crude stepped vault (fig. 4) are

similar to those seen in Structures 1B1 and 3B5 at Oxkintok, both

of which are representative of the Early Oxkintok style. The

rooms on the upper level of Structure 6, which show roughly

dressed block walls and slab vaults, seem more typical for the

Proto-Puuc style (fig. 5). It should also be noted that the South

Wing of the Northern Long Building has similar block walls and

slab vaults, and has also been assigned to the Proto-Puuc style,

(fig. 6). The crude construction seen in the low walls of the

structure immediately north of the Adivino Pyramid also seem very

early, but the lack of sufficient stylistic data prevents its

assignment to any one of the specific early styles 2.

As noted above, there is a very low incidence of Early Oxkintok

and Proto-Puuc style buildings at Uxmal, a characteristic which is

shared by most sites in the Eastern part of the larger Puuc

region. The heaviest concentration of Early Oxkintok and Proto-

Puuc style buildings is at sites in the western part of the Puuc

region, led by Oxkintok where there are numerous examples

(Rivera D. et al, 1987-92). Nevertheless, I suspect that many more

very early buildings still lie buried beneath the later structures

at Uxmal but only controlled stratiagraphic excavations into the

interior of large complexes such as the North Group (North

Acropolis), Dove-Cotes complex (South Acropolis), Nunnery complex,

the platforms of the House of the Governor, and the interiors of

the three large pyramids (Adivino, Old Woman, and Great Pyramid)

will demonstrate (or deny) the validity of this assumption.

,' Mr^



EARLY PUUC STYLE BUILDINGS

The seven Early Puuc style buildings so far identified at Uxmal

include three examples of Early Puuc temple-type buildings;

l)Structure 2, Cemetery Group (fig. 7), Lower Building, 2)Pyramid

of the Old Woman (fig. 8), and 3)Temple II, Adivino Pyramid. As

noted years ago in my paper on Puuc Architectural Styles (G.

Andrews, 1982, 1985) buildings of this type have one to four

rooms and high, slotted roofcombs over the front wall supporting

realistic stucco sculptures. WeU-known buildings of this type at

other Puuc sites include Structure A at Mul-Chic, Structure 4

(Mirador) at Labna, Structure 3B2 at Sayil, and Structure 1 at

Sabacche (fig. 9). Most of the stucco sculptures on all the

examples cited, including those at Uxmal, have fallen but the

projecting stones tenoned into the face of their roofcombs is

ample evidence of the former presence of such sculpture.

In contrast, the so-called Temple of the Columns at Uxmal is

characteristic of the numerous small (1 to 6-room) range-type

buildings which make up the bulk of the Early Puuc inventory

(fig. 10). Some of the better known examples of this building

type at other Puuc sites include Structure 2 in Group 3 at Kiuic,

(fig. 11). Structure 1A5 at Kabah, South Wing of Palace at Labna,

and Structure 2, Group 2 at Kom. Of particular interest is the

fact that the Temple of the Columns at Uxmal and Structure 2 of

Group 3 at Kiuic are nearly identical, both in size and details, as

both include doorway columns with square capitals, single-member

medial moldings which break up over the central doorway, and two

long rows of very small geometric figures in the space created by

the "broken" medial molding, (^a 1 )

It is also noteworthy that the free-standing portal vault at Uxmal

(fig. 12) located a short distance south of the central core area,

appears to be nearly identical to the Arch at Kabah (fig. 13) to

which it supposedly is connected by means of a broad sacbe^While
the arch at Uxmal has not been relocated in recent years, the

description, drawing, and photos supplied by Ruppert and Smith

(1950) many years ago show that both structures are about the

same size and both have typical Early Puuc architectural and

construction features.

CHENES STYLE BUILDINGS

The four buildings at Uxmal which have been assigned to the

Chenes architectural style (Chenes Buildings 1 and 2, west of

Governors Palace, North Building, Group 23 and Temple IV, Adivino



Pyramid) actually represent a considerable number since to date,

only three or four additional Chenes-liker buildings have been

reported from other sites in the greater Puuc region (combined

East and West zones). These include Structure 1A1 at Kabah,

Structure 1, Group C at Huntichmul I, Structure 3 at Xcanaheleb,

and possibly Structure 1A2 at Kabah. The presence of an

intrusive architectural style at the largest and most important site

in the Puuc region raises serious questions in regard to Uxmal's

relations with adjacent regions and to its cultural history in

general. In his discussion of the Chenes buildings at Uxmal,

Pollock (1990) stated:

"I consider the three buildings at Uxmal (Structures 1

(fig. 14) and 2 on west side of platform of the House

of the Governor and North Building of Group 23) to be

true Chenes buildings, the actual handicraft of Chenes

builders, in distinction to Puuc copies of Chenes

facades as seen on the west temple of the Adivino

(fig. 15) and on a badly fallen building at Kabah."

The distinction made by Pollock appears to be based on what he

believed to be "pure" Chenes traits in the first three buildings

mentioned, while the other two show combined Puuc and Chenes

features. While there is no compelling evidence as yet to place

Chenes peoples at Uxmal at any specific time or in sufficient

numbers to "take over" the site, I believe some kurix of 96 Chenes

intrusion might have occurred during a transitional period

between the early and late styles and I will come back to this

point later.

THE LATER BUILDINGS

Our chart showing the specific buildings at Uxmal in each of the

several Puuc styles (fig. 2) makes it abundantly clear that the

bulk of the exposed building remains are late in the Puuc

architectural sequence and were undoubtedly built during the

Terminal Classic period (A.D.800-1000). Buildings in the classic

Puuc Mosaic and Late Uxmal styles dominate the architectural

scene at Uxmal but both the Colonnette and Intermediate styles

are well represented. See Appendix for detailed descriptions of

the diagnostic features of each of the late styles.

COLONNETTE STYLE BUILDINGS

By all odds, the best-known Colonnette style building at Uxmal is

the House of the Turtles, which occupies a prominent position near

the northwest corner of the huge platform supporting the House

of the Governor (fig. 16). Its upper facades, which are filled with

continuous rows of plain colonnettes, are matched by similar



facades on numerous Colonnette style buildings at other Puuc

sites (c.f. Structure 2 at Labna and Structure 6, Group 1 at

Kiuic). Another prominent Colonnette style building (by virtue of

its location) is the House of the Birds which stands on the west

side of the central plaza of the Adivino Quadrangle. It is obvious

that while the slightly sloping facades with the birds on the

projecting rooms on the east side of this building are anomolies,

and have no counterparts at Uxmal or elsewhere in the Puuc

region, the facades of the main row of rooms behind show no

decorative forms other than colonnettes (fig. 17). The latter

circumstance leads me to assign it to the Colonnette style. The

other Colonnette style buildings at Uxmal are also range-type

buildings with details similar to those seen on dozens of other

Colonnette style buildings scattered throughout the Puuc region.

All structures in this style show some combination of colonnettes

in base, medial and cornice moldings, and both plain and banded

colonnettes in both lower and upper wall zones.

MOSAIC STYLE BUILDINGS

The Mosaic Style buildings at Uxmal form a more important group

than the Colonnette buildings even though some of the more

interesting examples are found in outlying groups which are

rarely, if ever, seen by casual visitors to the site. Among the

latter structures are the main temple of the Chanchimez Group

(fig. 18) and the partly standing buildings in Groups 17 and 18.

For the most part, the Mosaic style buildings at Uxmal are very

similar to those seen at nearby sites such as Kabah, Labna,

Xlabpak and Sayil, and many of the Mosaic style buildings at the

latter sites are equally imposing as those at Uxmal. The more

prominent buildings in this style at Uxmal include the South

Building (fig. 19) and Venus Temple of the Nunnery Quadrangle

(fig. 20). Temple I (lower West Building) of the Adivino Pyramid,

and the rooms on all four sides of the upper level of the Great

Pyramid (fig. 21) with the exception of the Northern Addition.

Prominent on the facades of these buildings are the large G-frets,

colonnettes, latticework, and long-nosed masks which are

characteristic of the decorative forms on Mosaic style buildings.

The thatched-roof huts seen on the South Building of the Nunnery

are a notable addition to the basic Mosaic motifs.3 Missing from

the list of Mosaic style buildings are the majority of the best

known monumental structures in the site center which I have

assigned to the Late Uxmal style as discussed below.

INTERMEDIATE STYLE BUILDINGS



The Stylistic chart (fig. 2) shows a total of nine Intermediate style

buildings (or parts of larger buildings) at Uxmal. This is a fairly

large number considering that the latest tally of all presently

known buildings in this style comes to only 24 (Andrews, 1992).

These rather plain buildings are clearly in the classic Puuc

tradition as far as architectural and construction features are

concerned but lack any form of decoration in moldings and lower

or upper wall zones. As shown in figure 2, many of the

individual ranges of rooms found in the Dove-Cotes complex (South

Acropolis) are in this style as well as a scattering of other

somewhat unusual buildings such as the West Annex of the South

Quadrangle of the South Acropolis (fig. 22), Temple of the Phalli

and the North Wing of the Northern Long Building. A rather

unique addition to this list is Temple III of the Adivino Pyramid, a

building which is now buried behind Temple IV, the outer temple

at the head of the stairway on the west side. Unlike the other

Intermediate style buildings noted above, Temple III has a sloping

upper facade which probably carried some stucco decoration (fig.

23). In my report on architecture at Xkipche (G. Andrews, 1992) I

classified Temple III of the Adivino as a type B Intermediate style

building whereas the others (those with vertical upper wall zones)

are Type A structures.

The Dove-Cotes building of the Palomas complex (South Acropolis)

is something of a puzzle. On one hand, it shows pure classic

Puuc architectural and construction features and as far as is

known, its upper facades carried no decoration of any kind. On

the other hand, its huge serrated roofcomb (fig. 24) apparently

did carry some stucco decorative elements, perhaps in the form of

human figures with feathered headdresses, which would seem to

be a carryover from the earlier Puuc styles, all of which included

applied stucco decorative forms supported on stone tenons.

Stephens (1843) described the roofcomb of the Dove-Cotes building

as "covered with figures and ornaments in stucco, portions of

which still remain." I am convinced that with the exception of the

Type B Intermediate style buildings (those with sloping upper

facades), all buildings in the Intermediate style are contemporary

with the Colonnette and Mosaic style buildings, although they may

be rather early in the sequence of the "late" buildings.

LATE UXMAL STYLE BUILDINGS

Our stylistic chart (fig. 2) shows a total of 11 Late Uxmal style

buildings which can be divided into two different groups. The

first group includes some of the best-known and largest

structures at Uxmal such as the East, West, and North Buildings



of the Nunnery complex (figs. 25-27, Temple V of the Adivino

Pyramid (fig. 28), the House of the Governor (fig. 29), the

Northern Addition to the Great Pyramid (fig. 30) and the feathered

serpents of the Ballcourt, which I believe were part of a late

addition. The second group includes Structures 1 and 3 of Group

22 (fig. 31), Pollock's Unfinished Building, and the upper temple of

the Pyramid of the Old Woman, which also appears to have been

left unfinished. See Pollock (1980) for description and discussion

of both the Unfinished Building and upper temple of Pyramid of

the Old Woman. Details of Structures 1 and 3 of Group 22 are

given in the Data Bank of Uxmal.
A

In my earlier paper on Puuc Architectural Styles (G. Andrews,

1982, 1985) I reviewed the unique architectural, decorative, and

construction features of the Late Uxmal style in some detail and

for the sake of reaffirming the distinctions between the basic

Mosaic and Late Uxmal styles, those special features which are not

found in the basic Mosaic style are given below.

1. Serpent motifs of several varieties including long bands

of entwined serpent bodies (fig. 32), feathered serpent bodies (fig.

33), profile serpent heads with both realistic and stylized

bodies(fig. 34), stylized serpent head profiles adjacent to long-

nosed masks (fig. 35), and serpent heads set at 45 degrees to

the corners of medial and cornice moldings (fig. 36). In addition,

special attention must be given to the double-headed serpent bars

which are found on the House of the Governor (fig. 37) and both

the East and North buildings of the Nunnery complex (fig. 38). It

is worth noting here that the serpent forms seen in the upper

facades of the rooms on the 2nd level of the Palace at Sayil are

unlike the Uxmal examples (fig. 39).

2. Very extensive use of both plain and complex latticework

which serves as a background for the more elaborate sculptural

motifs (fig. 40). Latticework of the complex type is not found in

the basic Mosaic style.

3. Extensive use of the thatched-roof hut accompanied by

mask elements as a design motif (fig. 41). Only two examples of

this motif are found outside of Uxmal (Labna and Chacmultun).

4. Elimination of the ubiquitous half-round colonnettes from

both lower and upper wall zones, including those used at corners

in both the Mosaic and Colonnette styles. Short colonnettes, in

groups of three or four, continue to be used in the central

member of base moldings and are also used to some extent in

medial or cornice moldings (fig. 42).

5. Seated human figures sporting large feathered

headdresses as seen in upper facades of House of the Governor



(fig. 43) and West Building of the Nunnery complex (fig. 44).

Such figures are unknown on Mosaic style buildings at Uxmal or

at other Puuc sites, with the possible exception of a seated figure

(now removed) in the upper facade of the Main Palace at

Chunhuhub, which seems to anticipate the Uxmal examples. The

small Atlantean figures once found in the upper facade of the

Palace of the Figures at Xculoc are another matter and I believe

these might weU be late additions to an otherwise pure Colonnette

style building (fig. 45).

6. Medial and cornice moldings are oversized compared with

typical moldings on Mosaic style buildings and are cantilevered as

much as forty to fifty centimeters beyond the lower walls (fig.

46). Cornice moldings include inset rosettes (pendant shields) and

other decorative forms found only rarely elsewhere (fig. 47).

7. Several non-Maya motifs are included among the

decorative features of the Late Uxmal style including Tlalocs and

owls, both of which seem to be of Mexican origin.

8. All exterior doorways of buildings in this style have

recessed jambs and heads, a feature which is not found in either

Colonnette or Mosaic style buildings (fig. 48).

9. The vaults over the rooms in the Late Uxmal buildings

are considerably higher than the average of those in Mosaic style

and Colonnette style buildings (3.5-4.0 m vs. 1.5-2.0 m). As a

consequence of this, the upper wall zones are much higher and

contribute considerably to the monumental appearance of buildings

in this style (fig. 49).

10. The outward slope of the upper facades of most Late

Uxmal style buildings, as demonstrated by Blom (1930) and

Kowalski (1987), is confined to this style.(fig. 50).

11. The quality of the stonework in Late Uxmal buildings is

about the finest in the entire Puuc region. Vaults are faced with

well-cut, specialized boot-shaped stones and walls are faced with

very carefully dressed thin veneer-type stones (fig. 51). Most

Mosaic style buildings have wedge-shaped vault stones and

thicker wall facing stones, which are not as carefully dressed as

those found in Late Uxmal style buildings.

12. Decoration in the upper wall zone includes small human,

animal, and anthropomorphic figures carved in stone (fig. 52), a

practice which is generally not followed in the basic Mosaic style.

These figures are scattered almost randomly among the basic

design elements.

Several of the differences noted above are particularly important

and deserve further comment I have always been struck by the

emphasis placed on serpents on all of the Late Uxmal style



buildings since this one feature alone tends to set these buildings

apart from those in the basic Mosaic style. Representations of

serpents or serpent heads, either realistic or stylized, are

extremely rare in Mosaic style buildings and I can think of only

three examples outside of Uxmal in the entire Puuc inventory

(Sayil, Structure 2B1 (fig. 39), Labna, Structure 1 (fig. 53) and

Chunhuitz, Structure 1). Serpents have long been recognized as

a pan-Maya symbol of considerable importance (Spinden, 1913)

and are commonly found not only in architectural contexts in most

other regions but in virtually every form of Maya art, including

the Codices. What is surprising is the rather sudden and very

late appearance of the serpent as a prominent decorative motif in

the Late Uxmal style buildings whereas this same motif is almost

non-existent in any of the earlier Puuc styles. This suggests

outside influences at work and leads us very quickly to Chichen

Itza where serpents, and particularly the feathered serpent, are

prominent decorative features on^Toltec-Maya buildings. The

feathered serpents found in the Ballcourt at Uxmal and in the

facade of the West Building of the Nunnery Quadrangle, an^T^fne"

owls seated on the serpent headed bars of the East Building (fig.

54) of the same complex seem more Mexican in character although

both of these motifs are also present at Chichen Itza. The

double-headed serpent bars seen on the House of the Governor

and the East and North Buildings of the Nunnery complex are of

special interest and Kowalski (1987) has likened these to the

ceremonial bars seen on many classic Maya stelae, which are

thought to be an expression of royal power.

I am also struck by the disappearance of the omnipresent

colonnettes and three-quarter round corner columns from the

inventory of Late Uxmal decorative features. To be sure, short

colonnettes are still present in moldings but the total lack of the

longer versions in either lower or upper wall zones is startling,

given the tens of thousands which were used in both Colonnette

and Mosaic style buildings throughout the Puuc region. The

rather extensive use of both human and animal figures in upper

facades, executed in a fairly realistic fashion, is also a noteworthy

addition to Late Uxmal style, since they contrast sharply with the

rigidly geometric latticework, masks, and frets which still dominate

the visual scene. The figures with the large feathered

headdresses over some of the doorways of both the Governor's

Palace
A
and the West Building of the Nunnery^ are particularly

interesting since they can be interpreted as representing

portraits of some of the rulers of Uxmal. See Kowalski (1987) for

further discussion of these figures and their antecedents.



CHRONOLOGY

While I believe that the architectural sequence for the Puuc

region which I first proposed over a decade ago is essentially

correct (G. Andrews, 1982), the absolute dating of the various

Puuc architectural styles and related cultural phases at Uxmal and

other Puuc sites still presents numerous problems. Since 1982, a

considerable amount of new data bearing on chronological

questions in regard to the Puuc region has been forthcoming but

certain key elements are still at issue. The latest data are based

on a number of mapping projects (Sayil, Uxmal, Oxkintok, Xkipche,

Xculoc, Xkochkax, Chunhuhub), excavation of major structures and

related studies (Labna, Sayil, Kabah, Uxmal, Oxkintok, Xkipche,

Xculoc, Xkochkax, Chunhuhub, and Chacmultun), settlement studies

at various scales (Northeast Yucatan, Northwestern Campeche,

Western Campeche, and the area adjacent to Kabah-Nohpat-Uxmal

sacbe), epigraphy and iconography (Uxmal, Xcalumkin, Oxkintok),

and an extensive architectural survey carried out in all parts of

the Puuc region.4

Collectively, all of these studies have shed some light on the

chronology of the Puuc region but there are still serious

questions regarding the specific dating of the earliest architecture

in both the western and eastern Puuc zones as weU as the

terminal dates for both zones. It seems self-evident that the

beginning and terminal dates for the rise and fall of Uxmal and

other major Puuc sites is crucial to our understanding of the

cultural history of the Puuc region as a whole (and adjacent

regions as well).

Many of the recent studies carried out in the Puuc region as

noted above confirm my earlier claim that there is a considerable

amount of "early" architecture at Puuc sites, particularly those in

the western zone, and that these early structures predate the

"late" or Classic architecture found in both the eastern and

western Puuc sectors (Andrews, 1982). It also appears that while

pre-classic ceramics can be found at some Puuc sites, including

Uxmal, these are not found in association with formal architecture.

The problem now is to properly date these early buildings in

relation to the later Classic buildings. As of 1993, the most

compelling evidence dealing with the dating of the earliest

architecture in any part of the Puuc region comes from the

M.A.E.M. Oxkintok Project, where numerous multidisciplinary

archaeological projects were carried out during 1987-92. The data

from the combined studies at Oxkintok have produced a



chronological chart with six major phases, covering a 700 year

period running from A.D. 300 to A.D. 1000 (Rivera et. al., 1987-92).

As shown in figure 55, the "early" phases at Oxkintok (Early

Oxkintok, Proto-Puuc A, Proto-Puuc B, and Early Puuc) run from

A.D. 300 to A.D. 830, while the "late" phases (Colonnette, Mosaic,

and Late Oxkintok phases run from A.D. 830 to A.D. 1000. I am

still reluctant to suggest a date as early as A.D. 300 for any of

the known buildings at Uxmal although there may be some very

early buildings going back to this date now completely buried

beneath later Classic construction.

Nearly all authors concur that what is currently known as Classic

Puuc architecture, meaning buildings executed in the Puuc

Colonnette, Mosaic, and Intermediate styles, makes its appearance

around A.D. 770-800 (somewhat later at Oxkintok) and continues on

for 150 years or more. The terminal date for the Classic Puuc

florescence is still at issue, however, as several investigators (Ball

1979; Barrera Rubio 1987; Lincoln 1986; Kurjack 1991) as well as

the author, believe that most Puuc sites in the eastern sector and

a lesser number in the western sector continued to flourish as

late as A.D. 1000 with activity at Uxmal continuing for at least

another half-century beyond this date. At Oxkintok, a terminal

date of about A.D. 1000 has been suggested, both on the basis of

ceramics (Varela T., 1992) and architecture (Lopez de la Rosa and

Velazquez, 1992). In contrast, both Nick Dunning (1992) and Jeff

Kowalski (1987) believe that all of the Late Uxmal style buildings

at Uxmal had been erected by A.D. 925, effectively putting an end

to any further major building activity at Uxmal and in any other

part of the Puuc region.

In figure 55, I have shown my proposed chronology for Uxmal,

based primarily on architectural data, which specifies a beginning

date of A.D. 500 and a terminal date at A.D. 1050. Admittedly, the

beginning date of A.D. 500 is fairly arbitrary and is based mostly

on two related premises; 1) formal architectural activity began

earlier at Oxkintok and other western Puuc sites than at Uxmal,

and 2) that the lack of any substantial amount of known Early

Oxkintok or Proto-Puuc style architecture at Uxmal suggests a

later starting point than at Oxkintok, where there is a very large

amount of very early architecture. Should it turn out that there

are actually a large number of "buried" early buildings at Uxmal,

the starting date might well be pushed back. The total time

proposed for the combined Early Oxkintok/Proto-Puuc/Early Puuc

phases at Uxmal is considerably shorter than for the same phases

at Oxkintok, (270 years for Uxmal vs. 530 years for Oxkintok) for



reasons noted above. Also, due to lack of sufficient numbers of

Proto-Puuc buildings at Uxmal and other eastern Puuc sites, it

has been impossible to establish two sub-phases within a more

extended Proto-Puuc phase for Uxmal as has been done at

Oxkintok.

The proposed terminal date of A.D. 1050 is also somewhat arbitrary

but is based on the premise that the Late Uxmal style buildings at

Uxmal are later than the latest buildings at most other Puuc sites.

Structure 1 of Group II at Nohpat and the eastern rooms of the

Codz Poop at Kabah may be roughly contemporary with the Late

Uxmal style buildings at Uxmal but these are relatively minor

structures compared to the massive Late Uxmal structures at

Uxmal. A terminal date somewhat later than A.D. 1000 for Uxmal

also has support from data recently obtained from the ballcourt at

Uxmal with the discovery of two sealed ceramic caches. According

to Kurjack et al (1991) these caches suggest an Early Post-classic

(after A.D. 1000) date of construction for the ballcourt, which in

its final configuration with feathered serpents and Maya dated

rings, is clearly a Late Uxmal style structure. Nevertheless, given

the uncertainties cited above, I believe all efforts to establish a

viable chronology for Uxmal and the eastern Puuc region in

general should be considered as preliminary, pending further

applicable data.

NEW MAP OF UXMAL

Before examining the implications of the preceding stylistic

analysis, attention should be drawn to the recently completed map

of Uxmal, based on a survey of the central portion of the site

carried out by Ian Graham during the late 1980's. As can be seen

in Graham's map (fig. 1), the nuclear, or central core, area of

Uxmal is defined by an irregular, oval-shaped enclosing wall with

numerous entrances. The existence of this wall was first noted by

Stephens and Catherwood many years ago and a small section of

the wall was shown on the map prepared from Catherwood's

survey (Stephens, 1843, plate II). Stephens did not provide any

description of the wall but noted that it "was said to encompass

the city.' The course of the wall was first traced in its entirety

by Alfredo Barrera Rubio (1981:73) and Baltazar Conzalez F.

((1981:203) but their map showufgiftlie wall was not published. As

shown on Graham's map, the area enclosed by the wall measures

about 980 meters north south by 700 meters east-west maximum.

Within this area most of Uxmal' s best known architectural

monuments are found. Several good-sized groups are found

outside of the enclosing wall, however, such as the Chanchimez



and Temple of the Phalli complexes, both of which are situated on

the higher ground south of the waU. In addition, there are

several groups of vaulted masonry buildings, shown on the Merrill

map, which lie beyond the area surveyed by Graham and numerous

house mounds and other structures have been found extending as

far south as Yiba (Dunning, Pers. Comm.). Others extend several

kilometers to the southeast in the direction of Nohpat (Carrasco,

1992) and Barrera and Huchim's work (Barrera Rubio, 1981)

suggests that Uxmal extended at least 2 kilometers north of the

site core. Given these figures, Uxmal must have covered an area

of at least 10 square kilometers and more likely on the order of

15. The full extent of the site is still unknown, however, since

only limited portions of the areas outside the wall have been

surveyed to date. In this connection, it is worth noting that the

free-standing arch, which was first reported many years ago by

Ruppert and Smith (1954:1-3), has not been relocated in recent

years. According to Ruppert and Smith, this arch is situated

about 3 kilometers south of the House of the Governor and though

badly fallen, appeared to be much like the Arch (Structure 1B1) at

Kabah.5 Both Blom (1934) and Ruz 1956) give different locations

for this arch and more recently, Carrasco (1992) has cast

considerable doubt on the premise that this archway marks the

termination of the Nohpat-Uxmal section of the sacbe, which seems

to end at two parallel mounds (pylons) southeast of the site

center. If Carrasco is correct, the arch noted by Blom, Ruppert,

and Smith must lie some distance west of the Uxmal-Nohpat sacbe

and if so, could well be associated with a different site.

Unfortunately, there is no published data on the height or form of

the enclosing wall and my own brief encounters with it while

tramping through the brush on my way to visiting outlying

groups such as the Chanchimez and Temple of the Phalli complexes

led me to mistakenly describe it in my notes as only a "long, low

platform." Dunning (Pers. Comm.) examined a section of the wall

west of the Cemetary Group and indicated that it had a two-step

form, typically associated with defensive constructions, but stood

no more than one meter high. Gonzalez F. (1981:203) noted that

the maximum height of the wall at any point was about 2.30 meters

while Graham (1992:4:78) indicates that most portions of wall stood

no higher than 1.5 meters. The low height of the wall mitigates

against its defensive function unless it included a wooden

palisade, orA magueys, on top. Given the equivical data presently

available, I believe we should leave the function of the wall as an

open question, pending further investigations. The main difficulty

in interpreting its function is that most sections of the wall are



now partly fallen, thus obscuring its original form, and the

sections closest to the tourist facilities near the present entrance

to the site have been almost totally destroyed over the past 50-60

years.

Lacking any real data, little can be said about the function ofthe

aLali or its- construction date(s) /but several possibilities can be

suggested. The first is that the wall might date to a time when

Uxmal was under some kind of threat from the Chenes region to

the south. If so, the wall might have been erected shortly after

the small Chenes style buildings, first documented by Pollock

(1970), were constructed. The best known Chenes buildings,

Structures 1 and 2 at the western base of the monumental

platform supporting the House of the Governor clearly antedate

the main platform (at least on this side) although we have no

specific construction dates for either at the present time. This

scenario assumes that PoUock was correct in assuming that the

Chenes style buildings were the products of actual Chenes

peoples, who held sway at Uxmal for a brief time. It is also

assumed that these outsiders were expelled from Uxmal somewhat

later by the local Puuc population. At this point in time, the

enclosing wall might have been built to discourage any further

incursions by Chenes or other "foreign" groups.

A second possibility is that the wall may be purely symbolic,

rather than defensive in function, serving only to mark out the

area made up of ceremonial, civic, administrative, and and elite

residential structures from the surrounding "suburban" areas, the

latter occupied mostly by commoners. The large number of what

appear to be entrances through the wall shown on Graham's map

suggests that this might well be the case. The multiple entrances

make it possible to enter the central precinct from all sides but

the presence of the wall makes visitors aware that they are

entering a "restricted" area, normally used only by the elite class

except on special occasions. The walled -off area could accomodate

thousands of visitors for community, or regional public functions

on special occasions while on a day to day basis the same spaces

would likely be used mostly by members of the elite class and

those non-elites needed for service functions. Barrera Rubio

(1981:73) supports the above view and also noted that the

ceramics found in a stratified trench in the wall could be dated to

the Terminal Classic period (A.D. 800-1000).

A third possibility is that the wall is a very late addition to the

site and was erected at a time when Uxmal and Chichen Itza were



competing for control of the northern part of the Yucatan

peninsula. In this aseV*he wall would have been designed to

protect the elite groups occupying the central core area from any

potential attack by the "Itza" or "Toltec" invaders who had

already gained control of Chichen Itza before the end of the tenth

century. As we have already pointed out, there are numerous

indications of influences from Chichen Itza being felt at Uxmal in

the form of certain Toltec or Mexican decorative motifs which are

prominent decorative features on both the Late Uxmal style

buildings at Uxmal and the Toltec-Maya style structures at

Chichen Itza. If the above scenario is correct, the enclosing wall

probably enjoyed only a brief lifespan at Uxmal and the entire

site must have been abandoned not long after the wall was

constructed.

In addition to disclosing for the first time the exact location and

full extent of the enclosing wall, the new map of Uxmal also makes

it abundantly clear that the site core is densely packed with

stone-masonry structures of all descriptions including pyramids,

platforms, terraces, buildings, large and small, and chultunes, most

of which are never seen by visitors to the site.* Nearly 250

individual structures have now been plotted within the area

enclosed by the wall and it is possible that some number of small

house-type mounds have still been overlooked. Somewhat

surprisingly, only one very small intra-site sacbe of the kind seen

at Kabah, Sayil. Yaxom, and many other Puuc sites has been found

but this is not shown on any map (Barrera Rubio, 1987). The new

map also shows that there is very little open or "unused" space

within the core area, indicating that "household garden plots"

were essentially excluded from the central precinct.

The map also makes it abundantly clear that the site core consists

of a dense concentration of very large, monumental buildings and

substructures (platforms, terraces and pyramids) which completely

dwarf even the largest structures found at most other Puuc sites.

In a recent study (G. Andrews, n.d.) I noted that there were 38

known examples of large (more than ten rooms) range-type

buildings among the 160 Puuc sites investigated and that 18, or 47

per cent, of these are at Uxmal (fig. 56). Even completely fallen,

and seemingly unimportant buildings such as those in the group

to the west of the House of the Governor (Structures M12-17, M12-

18, L12-35) were long, multi-chambered range-type buildings

measuring 30 to over 60 meters in length. A In addition, of the 10

known examples of large (more than 15 meters high) Pyramid-

temples found within the eastern Puuc zone, four of these are at



Uxmal. Likewise, the huge platforms of the South Acropolis

(Palomas Group), North Acropolis (North Group), Nunnery

Quadrangle, Governor's Palace, and Cemetary Group are truly
massive compared with most substructures at other sites. It is

also worth noting that complexes outside of the central walled

area, such as the Chanchimez and Temple of the Phalli complexes,
are larger than almost any complexes found at Class 3-6 sites, and

the principal buildings in both complexes are also very large by

normal Puuc standards.7

To further emphasize the monumental scale of the structures

within the central core at Uxmal we can look at the nearby site of

Sayil, which was mapped in great detail between 1984 and 1987

(Sabloff and Tourtellot, 1991). Based on the mapping project at

Sayil, it is now known to be a large (Class 2) site with a total

area of about 4.5 square kilometers. It contains two very large

buildings; the three-story Palace with a total of 94 rooms and the

South Palace, a two-story building with a total of 22 rooms. It is

noteworthy, however, that there are less than a dozen buildings

altogether at Sayil which are more than 22 meters long in at least

one dimension and have over 5 rooms (Table 1). It should also be

noted that there are no really large pyramid-temples at Sayil and

only one pyramid-temple (Mirador temple) of any size. Sayil may

turn out to have more large structures than indicated above,

however, since there is now some reason to believe that the site

known as Chac II or Chikin Sayil is probably part of Sayil proper

and was linked to the westernmost of the north hilltops groups at

Sayil by a sacbe which was destroyed by recent highway

construction.
A

o

In all of the above it is important to keep in mind that it is the

rather sudden, and very late appearance of the truly massive

structures in the central core of Uxmal that helps distinguish

Uxmal from its largest neighbors such as Nohpat, Kabah, Xcoch,

Sayil and other Class 2 sites. While the latter sites do have some

large pyramids and range complexes, and may well have been

occupied during the period of Uxmal's supremacy, none were

apparently allowed to compete architecturally with Uxmal by

erecting any Late Uxmal style buildings.

DISCUSSION

The "historic" implications of the stylistic attributes of the

architecture at Uxmal as outlined in the preceding pages leads to

the conclusion that Uxmal's growth and development can be

divided into four main phases, together with a brief transitional



phase between the first two and the two later phases. These )(can
be compared with the six phases for Oxkintok, as described by

Lopez de la Rosa and Velazquez M. (1992:207-212). The main

phases for Uxmal are outlined below.

PHASE 1. This phase is represented by the earliest known

buildings at Uxmal which are presently restricted to a few small

structures executed in the Early Oxkintok and Proto-Puuc styles

(see figure 2). It should be noted that these structures are

confined to the northernmost part of the central core area. The

lack of any substantial number of known buildings in these styles,

plus the fact that they are all quite small, suggests that in its

initial stage, Uxmal was a rather small and unimportant site. In

contrast, Lopez de la Rosa and Velazquez M (ibid:211) have

suggested that the Early Oxkintok and Proto-Puuc buildings at

Oxkintok were built during one of Oxkintok's two most important

phases.

A word or two of caution seems in order right here, however,

since I have already suggested that there are likely to be

additional very early building remains still buried inside of some

of the larger building complexes in the site core such as the

platforms supporting the House of the Governor, the North and

South Acropolis groups, the Monjas complex, and the Cemetary

complex, as well as within the interiors of the largest pyramids

such as the pyramid of the House of the Old Woman, the Great

Pyramid, and the pyramid supporting the south temple of the

Palomas complex. The same could be said for other, unnamed

complexes which are now only mounds of rubble. Beyond this, it

is already known that: l)(the Adivino Pyramid contains several

buried early buildings; 2)the North Building of the Nunnery

Quadrangle encloses an earlier building; and 3)^he main platform

supporting the House of the Governor has been added to on more

than one occasion. Moreover, in his description of the Great

Pyramid, Morley (^f ) said: "Two definite architectural periods

were noted, and it is quite possible that the pyramid may contain

still older constructions". Finally, Thomas Gann (1918:140)

described a vaulted masonry room below the floor of one of the

south end rooms of the House of the Governor. According to

Gann:

"Two human faces molded in stucco and painted were

found in a small stone-lined chamber situated beneath

one of the end rooms of the Casa de Gobernador in

the ruins of Uxmal, northern Yucatan. The room was

accidentally disclosed by the caving in of a small part



of its roof The discovery of this chamber is

extremely interesting, as it opens up the possibility

that many, if not all, of these vast substructures,
built apparently of solid stone, which throughout

Yucatan support more or less ruined buildings, may in

fact be honeycombed with chambers. Stephens first

suggests the possibility of this. Unfortunately, since

Stephen's day little or nothing has been done

throughout Yucatan in the way of excavation to verify

the truth of his surmise."

In further support of the above view, the case of Tikal can be

cited where recent excavations conducted in the North and Central

Acropolis complexes there, which were carried down to bedrock,

revealed numerous earlier versions, one on top of another. In the

case of the North Acropolis, vestiges of as many as 100 earlier

buildings were found buried within the mass of this complex, the

earliest dating back to around 200 B.C. (Coe, 1967:41). In

contrast, in its final stage, the North Acropolis supported only 16

temple-type buildings, five of which stood on good-sized stepped

pyramids. A somewhat similar stratified situation was found in the

Central Acropolis at Tikal although its interior was not as

extensively excavated as that of the North Acropolis.8

Since the practice of covering over earlier buildings with later

construction was a widespread practice throughout the lowland

Maya area, I see no reason why a similar architectural

stratification might not exist within the larger complexes at Uxmal.

In many cases, these early buildings were almost totally

dismantled, leaving only portions of their floors as evidence of

their former existence. Thus, there may actually be remnants of a

considerable amount of very early architecture (Early Oxkintok

and Proto-Puuc) underlying the outermost layers of these

complexes. I would not expect to find structures dating back to

200 B.C. as at Tikal, but surely the larger complexes must

represent accretions over a considerable period of time and future

excavations might reveal building remains dating as far back as

A.D. 300, as has recently been the case at Oxkintok.

Nevertheless, based on our present (and recently expanded)

knowledge of the general character and form of the unexcavated

mounds at Uxmal, it seems doubtful that future excavations will

turn up much in the way of the huge pyramid-platform complexes

which dominate the architectural scene at Oxkintok. Recent

excavations into two of the largest complexes of this kind at

Oxkintok (now known as the Groupos May and Ah Canul) have



shown that both are essentially Early Oxkintok and Proto-Puuc

constructions, with a thin overlay of later classic buildings

(Rivera et. al., 1988-92). It is worth noting that Structure MA-1

of the Groupo May included a pyramidal substructure with talud-

tablero moldings, a form which has not yet been found at any

other Puuc site (fig. 57). While talud-tablero moldings are known

from buildings scattered throughout mesoamerica, they are

extremely rare in the lowland Maya area and until the recent

discovery of those at Oxkintok, the only well-known examples have

been restricted to Tikal, Palenque, and Chichen Itza. The

particular profile of the moldings on Structure MA-1 strongly

suggest influences from Teotihuacan, where similar profiles are

found on buildings dating to the beginning of the Christian era.

The presence of several similar pyramid-platform complexas at

Oxkintok (as yet unexcavated) suggests that it was already a

large and important site at a time when Uxmal was still in its

"infancy", and that influences from Oxkintok and/or other

important sites in the western Puuc zone may have played an

important role in the earliest building activity at Uxmal.

PHASE 2. The presence of a significant number of Early

Puuc style buildings at Uxmal is reflective of the general upsurge

in building activity throughout the Eastern Puuc zone during this

period and continued activity in the Western zone. The most

recent tabulation of Early Puuc style building from all parts of

the greater Puuc region includes over 160 examples, the most for

any of the individual styles (G. Andrews, 1990). Among other

things, the sheer number of Early Puuc architectural remains, as

well as their distribution throughout all parts of the Puuc region,

is an indication of an expansionist movement running from west to

east, probably to take advantage of the highly favorable

agricultural soils found in many parts of the eastern Puuc sector.

Large scale settlement of the eastern Puuc region only became

possible with the development of a reliable chultun system, which ?

provided a year-round source of water at eastern Puuc sites over

the six-month dry season (McAnany, 1990:277). The very early

architecture at Uxmal is an indication that^xne series of aguadas

west of the site core^J provided sufficient water for a small

population, while- the large number of chultunes found in nearly

all parts of the central core area indicate that Uxmal's later

growth was sfc& largely dependent on large scale use of

chultunes. While the number of known Early Puuc style buildings

at Uxmal is still rather small (7 examples), I feel confident that

future excavation of some of the completely faUen vaulted masonry

structures in the site core (as yet unclassified) would turn up a

zu



much larger dpiel of Early Puuc buildings. If so, by the end of

this phase, Uxmal was already beginningto becomfc^an important

site, capable of exercising some form of control over a good-sized

hinterland.

Evidence in support of the above view can be found in the sacbe

and its associated monuments, which runs between Uxmal, Nohpat,

and Kabah. A free-standing portal vault marks the terminal point

of the sacbe at Kabah while two masonry "pylons", situated about

4 kilometers southeast of the site core, mark its entry or exit to

Uxmal (Carresco, 1991:6). The portal vault at Kabah is an Early

Puuc structure while the stylistic attributes of the pylons at the

entrance to Uxmal are unknown. Presumably, the sacbe itself is

also an Early Puuc construction, particularly the part connecting

Nohpat with Kabah. Since this sacbe is the only known inter-site

roadway in the entire Puuc region it gives added weight to the

assumed importance of Uxmal prior to its later "florescence"

during the Terminal Classic period. Dunning and Kowalski (1994)

have noted, however, that it is possible that Nohpat was the

dominant site at this point in time since it appears to have more

Early Puuc structures than either Uxmal or Kabah.9 In either

case, the simple existence of the inter-site sacbe attests to the

initiation of a state-level society in the eastern Puuc zone during

this phase, capable of expending significant amounts of several

communities' energy and resources in a regional scale project.

While the number of Early Puuc style buildings at Uxmal is

significant, it must be recognized that almost without exception,

the Early Puuc structures at Uxmal and elsewhere are small, and

the vast majority have no more than six rooms. Many are 1-4

room temple-type buildings which stand on low platforms or

somewhat higher stepped pyramids. An exception to this rule is

Temple II of the Adivino Pyramid at Uxmal, an Early Puuc style

building, which is now completely buried within the mass of the

outermost pyramid. The temple itself has multiple doorways facing

east, formed by round doorway columns, and its supporting

pyramidal substructure is 18 meters high, making the combined

pyramid-temple the most prominent architectural feature at Uxmal

during the Early Puuc phase (fig. 58). The range-type Early

Puuc buildings, such as the so-called Temple of the Columns, are

very modest buildings compared with the monumental structures

built during later phases.

TRANSITIONAL PHASE. We have already made reference to

the several Chenes style buildings found at Uxmal and suggested



that the introduction of a "foreign' architectural style at an

erstwhile pure Puuc site may have occured during a transitional

period between Phase 2 and Phase 3. This assumed transitional

phase allows time for, and resulted in, the dramatic change from

the early Puuc styles to the late, or classic Puuc styles. This

scenario is based on the premise that the basic diagnostic

features of the classic Puuc Colonnette and Mosaic architectural

styles are essentially the result of influences from the Chenes and

Rio Bee regions via a narrow transitional Chenes-Puuc zone at the

southern edge of the Puuc region (G. Andrews, 1985). The

present weight of evidence suggests that the Chenes and Rio Bee

architectural styles, and the Chenes-Puuc style as well, antedate

the classic Puuc styles and if so, the Chenes-Puuc style buildings

can be viewed as the prototypes of the later fully developed

classic Puuc styles.

In my earlier papers on Puuc Architectural Styles (G. Andrews ,

1982) and Chenes-Puuc Architecture (ibid, 1985) I noted that the

basic decorative motifs found in the classic Puuc Colonnette and

Mosaic styles included half-round colonnettes of several varieties,

large G-frets, small T-frets, long-nosed "Chac" masks, and simple

latticework. While the Chenes buildings at Uxmal do not include

the fuU range of these motifs they do include both long and short

colonnettes, as well as long-nosed masks, and it seems likely that

the other Mosaic style motifs (frets and latticework) were part of

the south to north movement. It would seem then, for reasons

that are not all clear to me at the present time, that the Puuc

peoples at Uxmal adapted these "foreign" motifs as their own with

the result that the Colonnette and Mosaic architectural styles

became the order of the day not only at Uxmal but throughout all

parts of the greater Puuc region. I recognize that an inherent

weakness in the above premise is the fact that no significant

amount of "transitional" Chenes architecture has been found at

other Puuc sites but it has already been suggested that Uxmal's

influence may have been felt throughout the Puuc region even at

this early date.

PHASE 3. This phase marks the true "florescence" of the

eastern sector of the Puuc region as weU as continued, but

somewhat reduced, activity in most parts of the western sector.

During this phase those Puuc communitites already established

during the earlier phases reached their maximum growth and

scores of newer settlements were begun. This explosive growth

was accompanied by, or perhaps even caused by, influences from

the Chenes region as weU as influences from Oaxaca, the Gulf



Coast, and/or Central Mexico (Robles and Andrews, 1986)> As

noted in our stylistic chart (fig. 2) this growth is accompanied by
the introduction of the "new" classic Puuc architecture in the

form of buildings and substructures in the classic Puuc

Colonnette, Mosaic, and Intermediate styles. Not only is there a

dramatic change in styles and in the construction technology

employed in the newer buildings, but the scale also changes and

both at Uxmal and at other large Puuc sites, buildings and their

supporting substructures begin to take on a monumental scale as

very large one to three-story multi-chambered buildings are

erected in the central core areas of the largest Puuc sites. Many

of these stand on huge platforms or terraces, measuring up to 160

meters on a side and 8 to 16 meters in height (fig. 59). Some

large pyramids continue to be built (Uxmal, Kabah, Nohpat, Xcoch,

Yaxhom) but large courtyard and plaza complexes featuring range-

type buildings become the order of the day. The early pyramid-

platform complexes of the kind seen at Oxkintok (fig. 60) and

other large western Puuc sites such as Acanmul and Bakna seem

to disappear entirely.

In common with other large (Class 2) Puuc sites, Uxmal

experienced its maximum area! growth during Phase 3 as large

buildings and building complexes featuring classic Puuc

architecture (Colonnette, Mosaic, Intermediate styles) were erected

in all parts of the central core area, both inside and outside the

walled area. Groups 7, 14, 17, and 18 as well as the Chanchimez

and Phalli groups, which lie outside the walled area, reached their

final forms during this phase and many of the larger complexes

within the walled area were also more or less completed during

the same period. The latter group includes complexes such as the

North and South Acropolis Groups (North Group and Palomas

complex) the Great Pyramid (with the exception of the northern

addition), the Cemetary Group, the West Group," -parts of the

Nunnery Quadrangle, Temple IV of the Adivino Pyramid and its

associated pyramid and stairway, the four buildings of the Adivino

Quadrangle, the main platform of the House of the Governor,

together with the House of the Turtles and possibly a now buried

building lying inside of the upper platform (Platform 3) which

serves as the supporting substructure for the House of the

Governor proper. I have also long suspected that there is an

earlier building buried within the mass of the platform supporting

the North Building of the Nunnery complex, which together with

the South Building, probably represented the initial components of

the Nunnery Quadrangle. In short, many of the major structures

that we now see in the central core area of Uxmal were already in



place by the end of this phase, leaving only the Late Uxmal style

buildings to be accounted for during its final phase.

By the end of Phase 3, Uxmal appears to have become a major

(Rank 2) site which was only one of a group of regal-ritual
centers which were more or less equal as far as size, makeup, and

status is concerned. Dunning (1992) and Dunning and Kowalski

(1994) have reviewed the case for the segmentary state model as

the basis for the political organization of the Puuc region during
the Late and Terminal Classic periods and I concur that this model

seems to best account for the presence of at least 10 Rank 2 sites

in the greater Puuc region which were contemporary with Uxmal

during Phase 3. As we shall see in our discussion of Phase 4,

Uxmal's later emergence as a regionally dominant "capital" was

accompanied by the construction of the Late Uxmal style buildings
in the site core, and perhaps by the construction of the central

enclosing wall as weU.

PHASE 4. The final phase in Uxmal's growth and

development is represented by the construction of the Late Uxmal

style buildings near the center of the site core, which now

dominate the urban landscape. The most prominent of these

structures are the West and East buildings of the Monjas complex,

together with the outermost layer of the North Building of the

same group, Temple V of the Adivino Pyramid and the east

stairway leading to this Temple, The House of the Governor, the

Northern Addition to the Great Pyramid and the final phase of the

Ballcourt which included the feathered serpents and rings. Other

less visible structures in this style include the unfinished

building on top of the pyramid of the House of the Old Woman, an

unfinished building a short distance east-southeast of the House

of the Old Woman, and two small range-type buildings in Group 22,

now identified as Structures L10-13 and Structure Lll-1 (fig. 1).

We have already reviewed the salient features of these buildings

in some detail but it should be stressed once more that these are

the last major structures ever built at Uxmal and perhaps the last

important buildings constructed anywhere in the Puuc region.

The erection of the Late Uxmal style buildings appears to coincide

with Uxmal's emergence as a "regal ritual city" of the first order

which was, for a short time at least, the capital for a loosely

integrated confederation of several segmentary states (Dunning,

1992:149). While there is some question as to whether Uxmal was

the dominant member of the Uxmal-Nohpat-Kabah triad during

Phase 2 or Phase 3, the combined weight of evidence obtained



from architectural, epigraphic, artistic, and ceramic sources all

point to Uxmal as the dominant site in the entire Puuc region

during Phase 4.

The relationship(s) between Uxmal and Chichen Itza during this

phase are still not entirely clear. In my earlier paper on Puuc

Architectural Styles (G. Andrews, 1982:94) I suggested that the

Late Uxmal style buildings at Uxmal were the result (at least in

part) of influences from Chichen Itza, which at that time was the

most important site in the northeastern plains area. A decade

later, Dunning (1992) and Dunning and Kowalski (1994) have

confirmed this connection. Dunning (1992:150-51) stated his

position as foUows:

The sharing of many material and symbolic cultural

attributes at Chichen Itza and Uxmal (but not

generally at other Puuc sites) has many possible

explanations none of which are entirely mutually

exclusive. It is quite clear that both polities were

involved in fairly extensive trade along the Gulf

Coast. The shared "Mexican" symbols and trade goods

found at both sites might, thus, simply be the result

of similar cultural influences. That fact that

individuals from Uxmal are depicted at Chichen Itza

and vice-versa, however, indicates that there was also

a direct relationship between the sites. At least for a

time, this relationship appears to have been partially

cooperative. It is possible that the late military

scenes at Uxmal and at surrounding sites represent

the forced "confederation" of surrounding communities

and polities through a military champaign aided by

Chichen Itza (Dunning and Kowalski, 1994)). Between

about 850 and 925 A.D., the special relationship

between the rulers of Uxmal and Chichen Itza appears

to have permitted the elite of Uxmal to flourish as

never before. Combined with peak population growth

in the Puuc, the prosperity of Uxmal resulted in a

complete transformation of the city's civic-ceremonial

core with the erection of the largest, most grandiose

structures in the region. Whatever the nature of the

cooperation between Uxmal and Chichen Itza, however,

their relationship seemingly ultimately turned to one

of competition. This competition and its results are

ultimately reflected in the collapse of Uxmal and the

Puuc settlement system while Chichen Itza continued

to thrive. While it is possible that some of the Puuc



centers continued to be occupied for some time after

the fall of Uxmal, there is little to suggest that the

region thrived and it certainly appears to have been

effectively abandoned by the onset of the Postclassic.

In most respects I concur with Dunning's evaluation and would

only add that while Uxmal may have been in competition with

Chichen Itza toward the close of Phase 4, there is no indication of

a takeover of Uxmal by the "Toltecs" or "Itza" who erected the

so-called Toltec-Maya buildings at Chichen Itza. By this is meant

that there are no buildings at Uxmal, or at any other site in the

Puuc region for that matter, which show any of the basic

diagnostic architectural and decorative features of the Toltec-Maya

architectural style such as colonnaded halls, buildings with

battered lower wall zones, patio-gallery structures, Atlantean

figures and columns, feathered serpent columns and ramps, and

roof ornaments. Whatever role Chichen Itza played in the final

collapse of Uxmal and/or the Puuc region in general, it is clear

that the "new" (meaning Toltec-Maya or Modified Florescent)

architecture as found at Chichen Itza ''ever gained a foothold at

Uxmal. While the reasons for its collapse are still not known, the

final abandonment of Uxmal at the end of Phase 4 marks the

demise of one of the truly remarkable architectural achievements

of the ancient Maya.



NOTES

1. Maler visited Uxmal in 1895 but his documentation, which

includes at least 18 drawings, 32 photogtraphs, and descriptions

of 10 different buildings in the site core, has yet to be published. iftr-

This situation is soon to be remedied, however, through the

publication of a three-volume summary of Maler's notes and

illustrations entitled Peninsula Yucatan, which has recently been

edited and annotated by Hanns J. Prem for the Ibero-

Amerikanische Institut in Berlin. In addition, 18 of Maler's

photographs of Uxmal were included in a new book of Maler's

photographs from all parts of the Maya area by Andreas Herrmann

entitled Auf den Spuren der Maya (1992). Some portion (probably

a considerable portion) of Maler's material, including photographs,

was used as the basis for Seler's later (1917) documentation of

Uxmal.

2. The rooms referred to here lie just north of the Adivino

Pyramid and were cleared in 1973 by archaeologists from the CRY,

INAH, Mexico. At the moment, these rooms are represented by

nothing more than a few low walls and raised floors, but might

actually be the remains of a substantial building, associated with

either a very early structure now buried within the Adivino

Pyramid or with the South Wing of the Northern Long Building. V- v

The crude stonework seen in the remaining walls suggests an

Early Oxkintok or Proto-Puuc style structure, or perhaps even a

Postclassic building.

3. The thatch-roofed huts used as decorative forms on both the

South and North Buildings of the Nunnery Quadrangle cannot be

considered as diagnostic of either the Mosaic or Late Uxmal styles

since there are only two other sites (Labna and Chacmultun)

where similar forms have been found.

4. The most recent surveys in the Puuc region have been carried

out by Garza and Kurjack (1980) in connection with the

preparation of the Archaeological Atlas of Yucatan, by Nicholas

Dunning (1987-90) in conjunction with his settlement study of the

northeast portion of the Puuc region, by Hanns J. Prem (1983-93)

in relocating most of the "lost" Puuc sites first located by Maler

around 100 years ago, and by the author, who has documented

architectural remains at some 140 Puuc sites over the past 20

years.



5. The Arch, or Portal Vault, at Uxmal has been referred to by a

good many authors when writing about Uxmal but to the best of

my knowledge, this structure has not been relocated since it was

first discovered by Ruppert and Smith in 1950. In their brief

discussion of this free-standing vault, Ruppert and Smith were

careful to point out that they were unable to find traces of a

sacbe on either side of the vault. Ramon Carrasco (1991) who

recently traced the course of the sacbe from Kabah to the

environs of Uxmal, reported that the Uxmal-Nohpat segment of the

sacbe is not associated with the portal vault described by Ruppert
and Smith since the entrance to Uxmal is marked by a pair of

pylons1 located around 4 kilometers southeast of the site core.

This suggests that the portal vault is associated with either a

presently unknown outlying "suburb" of Uxmal or with an entirely
different site.

6. The Tulane map of Uxmal (1934) which has served as the basis

for all other maps of the site up till Graham's (1992) map was

prepared, shows only 50-60 structures in the same area covered

by Graham's map; in sharp contrast, Graham's map shows about

250 structures in the same space. This is an enormous difference

and the new map completely changes our understanding in regard

to the density of masonry structures within the site core.

7. Pollock (1980, fig. 450) showed the "Palace" of the Chanchimez

as a two story building with a total of 15 rooms on two levels.

My later plan (1983) shows an additional 5 rooms on the north

side of the lower level, making the main facade about 71 meters

long overall. My sketch plan of the Temple of the Phalli shows

that the so-called temple is actually a long, range-type structure

with a total of 8 rooms, which measures 38 meters long overall.

Both buildings are very substantial structures by normal Puuc

standards since the vast majority of all known Puuc buildings

have only 1 to 4 rooms and measure no more than 13-14 meters in

length.

8. Peter Harrison (1970) who made a detailed study of the

buildings in the Central Acropolis at Tikal, noted that there were

numerous buildings and platforms buried beneath the present

surface of the Acropolis. He also noted that during the Pre-

Classic period, this complex began to expand from several

different nuclei scattered beneath the present acropolis, indicating
a long period of growth and development, similar to that of the

North Acropolis.



9. Ramon Carrasco (1991) surveyed the area adjacent to the

Kabah-Nohpat-Uxmal sacbe and noted that while there were

numerous structures associated with the sacbe in the section

between Kabah and Nohpat, the area adjacent to the section

between Nohpat and Uxmal was essentially empty, suggesting that

this section was built later than the Kabah-Nohpat section.
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APPENDIX

DETAILED DESCRIPTIONS OF VARIOUS PUUC ARCHITECTURAL STYLES

^



CHART SHOWING BASIC ARCHITECTURAL, CONSTRUCTION,
AND DECORATIVE FEATURES OF EARLY OXKINTOK STYLE.

BASE

LOWER WALL

ZONE

Varies. Some buildings with no base moldings. Others with

single member, rectangular moldings with slight projection.
Stones only roughly dressed.

Plain lower wall zones. Walls generally vertical but at

least one example where lower wall has slight outward slope,

WALL

CONSTRUCTION

Walls built of rough block masonry, blocks vary in size and

depth and wall surfaces are very uneven.

DOORWAYS Low, rather narrow doorways with simple rectangular shape.
Both stone and wooden lintels are found.

DOOR JAMBS Doorjambs formed with small blocks, similar to those used

in walls. Stones are irregular in size.

MEDIAL MOLDING

UPPER WALL

ZONE

CORNICE

MOLDINGS

ROOF COMBS

VAULTS AND

BEAMS

VAULT

CONSTRUCTION

CORDHOLDERS

DECORATION-

Varies. Some buildings with no medial- moldings. Others with

large, single member rectangular moldings formed with two

or more pieces of stone.

Varies. Some buildings with sloping upper wall zone with

no medial or cornice moldings. Others are vertical and

carry both medial and cornice moldings. Recessed panels
found in both types, with rectangular or more complex geo

metric shapes.

Varies. Some buildings with no cornice moldings. Others

with large, single member cornice moldings similar to me

dial moldings.

High roof combs over medial or front walls fairly common.

Generally formed with undressed slabs requiring much spawl.

Most pierced with rectangular openings.

Low, stepped vaults are most common but there are some ex

amples of vaults with straight or curved soffits. Wooden

crossties in varying locations in vaults and in walls just

below springline. offsets at springline and in end walls

but no moldings below capstones.

Vaults formed with roughly dressed cantilevered slabs which

may be tipped up, tipped down, or laid horizontally. Much

spawl required between slabs to fill void space.

Small, finger-type cordholders and large stone rings are

both fairly common. Number and position varies.

No decorative elements now visible, other than recessed

panels in upper wall zones. No basis for determining if

stucco decoration was applied to upper wall surfaces and/

or roof combs.

is



CHART SHOWING BASIC ARCHITECTURAL, CONSTRUCTION,

AND DECORATIVE FEATURES OF PROTO-PUUC STYLE

BASE Single member, rectangular base moldings with slight pro

jection. Moderately well finished and more precisely cut

than moldings used in Early Oxkintok style.

LOWER WALL Plain lower wall zones. Walls generally vertical with no

2QNE special features.

WALL Walls formed with rather small, dressed blocks with a thin

CONSTRUCTION concrete hearting behind. Facing blocks carry most of load

since hearting is too thin to support weight of upper walls

and vaults.

DOORWAYS Doorways low and narrow as in Early Oxkintok style and have

stone lintels. Some examples of doorjambs with slight in

ward slope but most have simple rectangular shapes.

DOORJAMBS Doorjambs formed with small blocks, similar to wall stones.

Occasional stone full thickness of wall.

MEDIAL MOLDINGS One, two, and three member rectangular medial moldings.

Outer face of molding stones moderately well dressed and

lower courses deeply tailed into hearting.

UPPER WALL

ZONE

Vertical upper wall zones with recessed panels forming geo

metric designs.

CORNICE

MOLDINGS

One, two, and three member rectangular cornice moldings

similar to medial moldings.

ROOF COMBS Roof combs over front and medial walls fairly common. Most

have vertical slots but some include openings with simple

geometric designs. Constructed with undressed or poorly

dressed slabs.

VAULTS AND Stepped vaults fairly common. Others with curved soffits.

BEAMS Spring courses more carefully shaped than typical vault

stones. Wooden crossties in various locations in vaults

and in walls just below springline. Vault surfaces very

wavy due to rough stonework.

VAULT Vaults formed with cantilevered slabs, with roughly dressed

CONSTRUCTION faces. May be tipped up, tipped down, or be laid horizon

tally. Spring course more carefully dressed.

CORDHOLDERS Small cordholders adjacent to doorways are typical. Stone

rings less common.

DECORATION Some evidence of decoration executed in stucco but most of

this now fallen. Simple recessed panels with geometric

shapes in upper wall zones, and occasionally , in roof combs.



CHART SHOWING BASIC ARCHITECTURAL, CONSTRUCTION,

AND DECORATIVE FEATURES OF EARLY PUUC STYLE

BASE Low, single member base moldings with slight projection.

Simple rectangular shape, formed with moderately well-cut

specialized stones.

LOWER WALL Plain lower wall zones except for occasional examples of

ZONE applied-on stucco sculpture. Walls are vertical.

WALL Considerable variation. Ranges from block wall construc-

CONSTRUCTION tion similar to that used in Proto-Puuc or Early Oxkintok

styles to veneer and concrete walls faced with moderately

well dressed blocks with shallow tennon on back. Construc

tion technology can best be described as "transitional" .

DOORWAYS Varies. Most doorways narrow and low, as in earlier styles,

with stone lintels. Multiple doorways with round columns

and square capitals make their first appearance in this

style.

DOORJAMBS Varies. Some doorjambs formed with small blocks as in ear

lier styles. Others formed with moderately well dressed

slabs, full thickness of wall. Small offsets at doorjambs

just below lintels where round columns occur.

Single-member , rectangular or slightly beveled medial mold

ings which project out 8-10 cm beyond lower walls. Numerous

examples of medial moldings which break up over doorways,

a feature which is entirely confined to this style.

Upper wall zones generally vertical but there are several

examples of upper walls with considerable inward slope.

Vertical upper walls generally set back several centimeters

from face of lower walls. Sloping upper walls project out

beyond lower walls. Many buildings with projecting stones

in upper wall zones which probably supported stucco sculp

tures. Several examples of upper walls with repetitive pat

terns of small recesses, or more rarely, patterns of pro

jecting stones.

No cornice moldings on most buildings in eastern Puuc zone.

Single member, rectangular cornice moldings set just be

low roof lines in western sector. Buildings with sloping

upper walls generally have sloping cornice members.

ROOF COMBS High roof combs over front or medial walls are fairly com

mon. Roofcombs pierced with vertical openings in geometric

patterns. Many projecting stones, also in repetitive geo

metric patterns, including large stones set at 45 degrees

to corners, Roofcombs generally constructed of roughly

dressed or undressed slabs, with considerable spawl between

slabs .

MEDIAL

MOLDINGS

UPPER WALL

ZONE

CORNICE

MOLDINGS



CHART SHOWING BASIC ARCHITECTURAL, CONSTRUCTION,
AND DECORATIVE FEATURES OF EARLY PUUC STYLE (cont.)

VAULTS AND

BEAMS

VAULT

CONSTRUCTION

CORDHOLDERS

& ROD HOLDERS

Vaults generally low compared to Classic Puuc examples, many
with considerable curvature. Pronounced offsets at springline
but many lack true offsets below capstones . Vault surfaces

vary from wavy to smooth and intersections between vaults

and capstones tend to form irregular lines. Wooden cross ties

in various locations in vaults and just below springlines of

vaults.

Considerable variation. Some vaults formed with rough-cut
slabs as in earlier styles while others are faced with dres

sed stones, set into a concrete hearting. Even in best ex

amples, vault stones tend to be set in slightly irregular
courses. Semi-specialized vault facing stones have wedge
shape or slight bevel. As with wall construction, vault
construction can best be characterized as "transitional" .

Finger-type cordholders adjacent to doorjambs on interior

fairly common. Large stone rings fairly rare. Rod sockets

in doorjambs where jambs are formed with large slabs, full

thickness of wall.

DECORATION Decorative elements include: 1) doorjambs , lintels over door

ways, column capitals and round doorway columns carved in

low relief. Motifs include human figures and hieroglyphic

inscriptions; 2) stucco sculpture in upper wall zones and

on roof combs, including horizontal moldings on roof combs.

Some special stucco sculptures apparently supported on pro

jecting stones in upper walls, and roof combs. Motifs include

featherwork and realistic human and animal figures, executed

in a curvilinear style; 3) small cut-stone geometric shapes
(diamonds, trapezoids, stepped "pyramids") set in shallow

recesses above doorways with "broken" medial moldings. Empha
sis is on stucco sculpture, all of which was painted. Wall

paintings are extremely rare (see Mul-Chic) and painted cap

stones

See fig. 22 for list' of buildings with hieroglyphic inscrip
tions and carved doorway columns.

qc



.CHART SHOWING BASIC ARCHITECTURAL, CONSTRUCTION,
AND DECORATIVE FEATURES OF CLASSIC COLONNETTE STYLE

BASE

LOWER WALL

ZONE

WALL

CONSTRUCTION

DOORWAYS

DOORJAMBS

Three member base moldings with colonnettes in central mem

ber are typical . Colonnettes generally continuous but may be

in groups of three or more. Occasional examples of one and

two member rectangular base moldings without colonnettes.

Varies. Plain lower wall zones or walls with inset groups
of half-round columns, both plain and banded. Many examples
of inset corner columns of two types. First type is large,

3/4 round column with flange at top and bottom. Second type
features three typical half-round columns. Walls are verti

cal.

Walls constructed with concrete core faced with dressed stone

blocks. Facing stones generally larger than in earlier styles
and vary somewhat in size. Many have very short tenon on

back and average about 20-22 cm in depth.

Simple, rectangular doorways, some with slight inward slope
to jambs. Doorways generally wider and higher than in ear

lier styles and stone lintels are typical. Multiple doorways
with round columns are extremely rare.

Doorjambs consistently formed with large slabs full thickness

of wall.

MEDIAL

MOLDINGS

UPPER WALL

ZONE

CORNICE

MOLDINGS

ROOF COMBS

Three and four member medial moldings of two basic types.

Type A (fig. ) includes continuous colonnettes in next to

lowest member. Type B (fig. ) has apron- type members top

and bottom with narrow rectangular member in center. Occa

sional examples of moldings with five or more members. All

moldings made with well-cut, specialized stones.

Upper wall zones filled with continuous half-round columns,

both plain and banded or groups of half-round columns, alter

nating with plain sections. Upper walls generally vertical

but there are some notable exceptions where upper walls are

sloped and lack true medial moldings. See fig. for list of

buildings with sloping upper wall zones.

Three and four member cornice moldings of the same two types

used for medial moldings. Cornice moldings generally match

medial moldings but there are some exceptions.

Roof combs extremely rare and are not characteristic of this

style. (See Kabah, Str.2C2for one exception) .

m



CHART SHOWING BASIC ARCHITECTURAL, CONSTRUCTION,

AND DECORATIVE FEATURES OF CLASSIC COLONNETTE STYLE

(cont. )

VAULTS AND Vaults are generally higher (1.5-2.4 m) than in earlier styles.

BEAMS All have offsets at springline, below capstones and at ends

of rooms. Vaults generally have curved soffits and springline

projections are smaller than in earlier styles. Wooden cross-

ties in vaults and in walls at ends of rooms just below spring-
lines. Numerous projecting stones shaped like "feet" in vaults

and ends of rooms.

VAULT Vaults constructed with concrete cores faced with specialized

CONSTRUCTION stones dressed on exposed face. Profiles of vault facing

stones vary from wedge shape to occasional examples of boot

shapes. Moldings below capstones and springline courses are

carefully dressed. Vault facing stones laid in even courses

and no spawl required as edges are carefully dressed. Dres

sed face tipped inward to account for slope of vault.

CORDHOLDERS & Small finger-type cordholders around inner doorjambs almost

RODHOLDERS universal. Numerous examples of large stone rings adjacent

to doorways. Some examples of projecting stones shaped like

a foot in vaults. Rod sockets in doorjambs are typical; ba

sic pattern is one near top of jamb with two below.

DECORATION Decoration is confined exclusively to the use of half-round

columns, both plain and banded in lower and upper wall zones

and colonnettes in medial and cornice moldings. Several

types of "spools" used in banded varieties but simple, apron-

type three member spool is most common. Occasional use of

"balls" in place of colonnettes or columns. Occasional ex

amples of wall paintings and painted capstones.

n



CHART SHOWING BASIC ARCHITECTURAL, CONSTRUCTION,

AND DECORATIVE FEATURES OF CLASSIC MOSAIC STYLE

BASE Three member base moldings with colonnettes in central mem

ber are typical. Some examples where central member includes

step-and-fret designs or more rarely spools in place of us

ual colonnettes.

LOWER WALL

ZONE

WALL

CONSTRUCTION

DOORWAYS

DOORJAMBS

MEDIAL

MOLDINGS

UPPER WALL

ZONES

CORNICE

MOLDINGS

Varies. Many lower wall zones plain. Others have groups of

inset, half-round columns and/or corner columns. Occasion

al examples of panels in lower walls with carved geometric

designs, and at least one example of long-nosed masks in

lower walls. Walls generally vertical but some with slight
outward slope.

Walls consistently constructed with concrete cores faced

with dressed blocks. Technology is identical to that used

in Columnar style. Some variation in size of facing blocks

and coursing is not always even.

Most doorways have simple, rectangular shapes but some have

jambs with slight inward slope. Doorways tend to be wider

than in Columnar style buildings and widest doorways have

wooden lintels in place of more typical stone lintels.

Some examples of multiple doorways with round columns and

square capitals.

Doorjambs consistently formed with large slabs full thickness

of wall as in Columnar style. Offsets at top of jambs in

doorways with round columns.

Varies. Three and four member moldings of the same two types

used on Columnar style buildings are most common but there

are numerous examples of moldings with two, or as many as

five or six members. Faces of moldings are frequently deco

rated with carved, geometric designs (guilloche, egg and

dart) and designs combining zig-zag detantes with triangles

are substituted for the more common colonnettes. Some ex

amples of moldings with inset rosettes.

Upper wall zones decorated with a variety of geometric de

signs and masks executed in a mosaic technique. Upper walls

mostly vertical but there are some examples of sloping upper

walls. See fig. for list of buildings with sloping upper

walls .

Three and four member cornice moldings similar to medial mold

ings are typical. Cornice moldings tend to match medial mold

ings and are decorated if medial moldings are decorated. Some

examples of inset rosettes (pendant shields) .
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CHART SHOWING BASIC ARCHITECTURAL, CONSTRUCTION,

AND DECORATIVE FEATURES OF CLASSIC MOSAIC STYLE

(cont. )

ROOF COMBS

VAULTS AND

BEAMS

Roof combs extremely rare and not characteristic of Mosaic

style. Where present, roof combs carry horizontal moldings
and are pierced with vertical slots or stepped shapes. Con

struction technology same as for walls.

Vaults very similar to those found in Columnar style. Some

vaults with straight sides but most with slight curvature

to soffits. All vaults have rectangular moldings just below

capstones .

VAULT

CONSTRUCTION

Same as in Columnar style although there is more extensive

use of boot-shaped vault facing stones in later examples.

Quality of stonework varies from average to excellent.

CORDHOLDERS

& RODHOLDERS

DECORATION

Small, finger-type cordholders adjacent to doorways on in

terior is typical. Stone rings used frequently. Rod sockets

in doorjambs , similar to those used in Columnar style.

All decoration in cut stone, executed as a mosaic. Forms

are geometric and motifs include several varieties of frets,

half-round columns, both plain and banded, X-type lattice

work, long-nosed masks, including stacked corner masks,

squares, spools of several varieties, and a zig-zag de-

tante. Several varieties of repetitive geometric designs

used to decorate faces of medial and cornice moldings.

Projecting rosettes inserted into cornice moldings. Oc

casional use of realistic sculptures of human or animal

forms as well as symbolic huts with thatched roofs.



CHART SHOWING BASIC ARCHITECTURAL, CONSTRUCTION,
AND DECORATIVE FEATURES OF LATE UXMAL STYLE

BASE High, three-member base moldings with groups of three or

four colonnettes in central member, alternating with plain
sections. Simple repetitive pattern of spacing of colon

nettes which not not match spacing of doorways or main de

corative elements in upper wall zone.

LOWER WALL

WALL

CONSTRUCTION

Lower walls generally plain and there are no examples of

inset, half-round columns or corner columns. In two cases

(Upper Temple of Advino Pyramid and outer rooms on north

side of Great Pyramid) , lower walls are decorated cut stone

mosaic designs similar to those used in upper wall zones.

Basic technology (concrete core faced with dressed blocks)

same as in Columnar and Mosaic styles. Facing blocks neat

ly squared and laid in very even courses. Backs are flat

and tend to fall off due to lack of bond. Facing blocks

very smoothly dressed and tend to be larger than those used

in Columnar and Mosaic styles.

DOORWAYS

DOORJAMBS

MEDIAL

MOLDINGS

UPPER WALL

ZONES

CORNICE

MOLDINGS

Doorways with recessed heads and jambs are characteristic.

Doorways extra wide, compared with Mosaic and Columnar ex

amples, and have wooden lintels at two different levels due

to recesses at head. Doorways rectangular in shape. No

multiple doorways with round columns.

Doorjambs formed with large slabs, full thickness of wall

as in Mosaic and Columnar styles. Two sets of jamb stones

required due to recess.

Large, three member medial moldings with apron-type members

top and bottom are most common but four member moldings with

colonnettes in next to bottom member also present. Special

ized stones used in moldings are very large and lower mem

bers project out as much .5 m beyond lower walls. Serpent

heads set at 45 degrees at corners of medial moldings.

Upper wall zones completely filled with cut-stone , mosaic

type decorative elements with somewhat different set of

motifs than those used in basic Mosaic style (see Decora

tion below) . Upper wall zones have slight outward slope.

Three member moldings with apron- type members top and bottom

are typical. One example of four member molding with colon

nettes in next to lowest member. Central member of three

member molding decorated with inset rosettes and other geo

metric forms. Serpent heads set at 45 degrees at corners. As

with medial moldings, cornice moldings are oversized and form

ed with very large specialized stones.



CHART SHOWING BASIC ARCHITECTURAL', CONSTRUCTION,
AND DECORATIVE FEATURES OF LATE UXMAL STYLE (cont.)

ROOF COMBS Roof combs non-existent in this style.

VAULTS AND

BEAMS

VAULT

CONSTRUCTION

CORDHOLDERS &

RODHOLDERS

Vaults extremely high by normal Puuc standards and have

straight sides. Small offsets at springline and ends of

rooms. Very carefully cut rectangular moldings just below

capstones,^ high in vaults, and at vault springlines.

Vaults constructed with concrete cores, faced with very

specialized boot-shaped stones. Exposed faces are very

smoothly dressed and vault stones laid in very even cour

ses. Edges of springlines and moldings below capstones

extremely straight and sharp.

Large stone rings adjacent to both interior and exterior

doorways. Rings generally in pairs, one just below spring-
line and the other just above floor. Recessed cordholders

not typical. Rod sockets in doorjambs as in Mosaic and

Columnar styles.

DECORATION Upper wall zones filled with mosaic type, geometric designs
and long-nosed masks. In contrast to basic Mosaic style,
where representations of serpents are extremely rare, ser

pent heads and serpent bodies of all descriptions are promi
nent features in the Late Uxmal style. In addition to ser

pents, decorative motifs include latticework, both simple
and complex, double G frets, long-nosed masks, including
stacked masks at corners, symbolic "huts" with thatched roofs

and masks, squares with simple low relief geometric designs,
and a variety of carved stone human and animal figures scat

tered in among the geometric designs. Notably absent are the

ubiquitous half-round columns which are characteristic of

both the Mosaic and Columnar styles. Occasional examples of

painted capstones. Occasional use of non-Maya motifs such as

Tlaloc masks and owls.



Fig. 1 . Central Uxmal: Rank 1 site (afterGraham 1992).
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STYLISTIC CHART FOR BUILDINGS AT UXMAL

EARLY OXK. PROTO-PUUC EARLY PUUC CHENES COLONNETTE MOSAIC INTERMEDIATE LATE UXMAL
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UXMAL, Yucatan
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North Acropolis
afterPol lock, 1980
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a. View of stepped vault looking northeast

b. Section, near west end

UXMAL, North Acropolis. Structure 7, Room 2.
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Uxmal, North Group, Structure 6: a, Room 5, looking north-northwest; b, west end of Room 4, looking west,

north wall and side of vault in section.
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UXMAL - Cemetary Group, Structure 2. East facade (restored)
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TEMPLE OF THE COLUMNS - WEST ELEVATION (Restored)
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KIUIC, Group 3, Structure 2. West facade (restored)
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C/XMAL, Porta* VauZt ("after Ruppert and Smith)

L^



^'S^^sfM
Kabah. Structure 1B1. View looking north.

G5



UXMAL, Chenes Building #1. Detail of zoomorphic mask around central doorway

Uxmai. Yucatan

Site l6QdC10): 1

Chenes Building ttl

G.F. Andrews. 1978
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South Elevation [restored]

Uxmai. Yucatan

Site IBQd(IO): 1

House of the Turtles

G.F. Andrews. 19B1

C



Wi
10 15 FT
J I

J 1 u

Uxmal. Yucatan

Site 16Qdt10J: 1

House of the Turtles

G.F. Andrews. 1978
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UXMAL, CHANCHIMEZ - NORTH ELEVATION, MAIN BUILDING
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Plan, Venus Temple

UXMAL, Nunnery Quadrangle, Venus Temple. Plan and south elevation.
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UXMAL, Great Pyramid. Mosaic sculpture on upper level building
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PLAN

Uxmal, South Acropolis, West Annex. Plan and east elevation
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UXMAL, Adivino Pyramid., Section thru Temples II, III, IV, and V
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UXMAL, South Acropolis. Detail of Palomas Building with roofcomb
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Uxmai, House of the Governor. View of principal (east) facade.
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a. Group 22, Structure 3 - Plan

b~: Group 22, Structure 3 - Section

fig. 31. Uxmal, Group 22, Structure 3
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Uxmal, Nunnery Quadrangle, West Building: doorway showing recessed head, and jambs
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fig. 99. Uxmal, Governor's Palace: east facade, south end
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Semen* nouth with human head -

West Buildino, Nunnery Ouadranqle

Oueen of Uxmal
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UXMAL, House of the Governor. Serpent head at corner of medial molding.
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UXMAL, HOUSE OF THE GOVERNOR - DETAIL OF FACADE OVER CENTRAL DOORWAY
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UXMAL, NUNNERY QUADRANGLE, EAST BUILDING

DOUBLE-HEADED SERPENT BARS AND OWL
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SAYJL, Structure 2B1, West Wing.

Detail of south facade, second level.
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UXMAL, NUNNERY QUADRANGLE, NORTH BUILDING

PORTION OF SOUTH FACADE WITH HUT AND MASK



UXMAL, Yucatan

Site 16Qd(10):l
Nunnery Quadrangle,
West Building
G.F. Andrews, 1974 43>
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UXMAL, HOUSE OF THE GOVERNOR
- EAST FACADE OVER CENTRAL DOORWAY

<&



.. **

tS/J*^'''' &'; '** .mm. ~*' i .'.Or.: yr.j

'frl

^

/*Jf< '"

xJCt

*'
-'<i

u -III k S5^J,i^ x
i

~.n&.flBB#

>*
Jp7* #Wfc*3

U^l - L Hi

to.
few
'J;' .,<': "r .(/ ;<H r"4-LC -_! r t -v<

V ^'l
'l:-"*.**

-ft



^-. /^



Fig. 45. Atlantean figure, Xculoc, Palace of the Figures
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UXMAL, NUNNERY QUADRANGLE, NORTH BUILDING

PORTION OF SOUTH FACADE WITH STACKED MASKS AND TLALOC
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UXMAL, West Building, Nunnery Quadrangle. Section showing high vaults
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UXMAL, House of the Governor. Section showing high vaults.



UXMAL, Nunnery Quadrangle. Section thru East Building
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LABNA, Structure 1, East Wing:

Detail of mask at southwest corner, lower level



UXMAL, Nunnery Quadrangle.

Owl from west facade, East Building.
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COMPARATIVE CHRONOLOGICAL CHART

CHRISTIAN OXKINTOK PUUC REGION PUUC REGION UXMAL CHENES REGION MAYA LOWLANDS

CALENDAR 1992 GFA, 1982 ANDREWS V GFA, 1993 GFA, 1985 BALL, 1977
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NOTE: The above chart is based on a correlation between the Maya and Christian Calendars

at 11.16.0.0.0
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OXKINTOK, Structure MA-L View of east side showing talud-tablero moldings
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OXKINTOK, Structure MA-1. Detail of talud-tablero molding, east side.



UXMAL, Adivino Pyramid. Section looking north showing showing buried temples and substructures (Temples II and III)
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Uxmal, House of the Governor. East Elevation,
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Fig. 1. Piano del Grupo May.

Aparecen senalados los ejes ideates y los 26 pozos de plaza realizados a lo largo de los mismos.
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