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Contributions

Ek Balam: A New Emblem Glyph
from the Northeastern Yucatan

Alexander Vol and Markus Eberl

phy and ethnohistory shed light from differing perspectives
on this period.
The reconstruction of the sociopolitical organization of the New inscriptions from the archaeological site of Ek
Classic Maya society remains one of the prominent subje@alam evidences the Late Classic presence of an Emblem
for the disciplines involved — archaeology, ethnohistory ar@dlyph at this site. It enhances the otherwise sparse epi-
epigraphy (cf. the special section in Current Anthropologgraphic record for this region and period of time consider-
37(5) 1996; Haviland 1997). One may concentrate on thrably. Additional insights gained from the ethnohistoric
aspects of the sociopolitical system: sources on Ek Balam allow for a more precise reconstruction
a) The internal organization. With regard to the complexitgf the changing political landscape of the northeastern
of Classic Maya culture, consensus on a state-level so¥idcatan during the Late and Terminal Classic.
ety has been reached. Discussions on the nature of Maya
states oscillate between centralized and segmentary states.
b) The political landscape. City states characterized the
territorial organization. Epigraphic research (Martin &-avorable geographic and climatic conditions characterize
Grube 1994; 1995) has only recently put forward ththe northeastern Yucatén karst plain which environs Ek
super-state model for the Late Classic (600-80Qf)) Balam. The site lies 27 km north of the present-day Valladolid
which implies the structured association of individual citynd 51 km northeast of the archaeological site of Chichén Itza
states within larger orbits of power. (Figure 1). Notably, the archaeological site, the ethnohis-
c) The temporal and regional variation. The varying avaitorically attested Early Coloniguebloand the modern-day
ability and applicability of archaeological data, epigraphieillage overlap and cluster within eyeshot at Ek Balam.
records and ethnohistorical documents highlights the in- The archaeological site was first reported by Desirée
dividual characteristics of Maya states and denies a hom@harnay in 1886. The discovery of a hieroglyphic inscrip-
geneous picture (cf. Marcus 1993). tion atthe site in 1927 caused Morley to visit the ruins briefly
The case study which is presented here epitomizes questierley 1927). Almost sixty years expired until archaeo-
evolving from the above three aspects: Focal point of olggical surveys started in 1984 by William Ringle (Béesl.
study is the northeastern Yucatan region during the transitia@98: 102). Since 1994 the site’s center is being investigated
from the Late Classic to the Terminal Classic period (70(y the Proyecto Arqueoldgico Ek’ Balam headed by Leticia
1000 A.p.). Contrary to the collapse phenomenon in th¥argas de la Pefia from the Centro I.N.A.H. Yucatan.
Southern Lowlands, the northern part of the peninsula ex®rtegon Zapata 1997a; 1997b; Vargas de la Pefia & Castillo
riences the emergence of a New Order. Chichén Itz4 ov&B899: 26).
whelms the fractionized city states and establishes itself as theRecent analyses of the ceramic sequence (&egl.
center of a state with pan-Mesoamerican influence. Whi998) trace the settlement history of Ek Balam back to the
most of the inscribed monuments vanish in theghtury, the Middle Preclassic. The continuous increase of population
ethnohistorical sources from early Colonial times begin ®eemingly halted during the Early Classic before culminat-
speak up loudly for Chichén Itza. Thus archaeology, epigrerg during the Late and Terminal Classic period. “Ceramic
and architectural evidence indicates that, during its apogee
in the Late/Terminal Classic periods (600-1056.), Ek
Balam and its surrounding hinterland formed one of the
larger and more powerful polities in the northern Maya

Introduction

The site of Ek Balam

Cancln

Merda0 jamald Ek Balam lowlands.” (Beytal.1998: 101-102) Occupation dwindled
Acanceh A _Ha'ak‘a'é _ during the Postclassic. The Spanish conquest of Yucatan
vayapan A 4 A Qvalladolid saw the establishment of ancomiendat Ek Balam. The

Uxmal A Itz A coba y Early Colonial community (which included the forcefully

resettled population of neighboring villages) centered around
the Franciscan chapel due east of the archaeological site and
existed from 1555 through 1606. The modern town was
founded around 1900 to the west of the archaeological site.

The Late and Terminal Classic Ek Balam boasts a
walled center (appr. 0,125 km?2) amidst a settlement area
Fig. 1. The Northern Maya Lowlands. stretching over 12 km?2. Severabkbeobor causeways

Campeche
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Fig. 4. The Emblem Glyph of Ek Balam from AT
the eastern Hieroglyphic Serpent (Drawing;

by Alexander VoR redrawn from Vargas d§/ (7, 7
la Pefia & Castillo in Vargas de la Pefia & ‘
Castillo 1999: Figure 5) 9 @ '=
Q)
Q0

\ It catches the eye, that both texts are identical in content
although with slight deviations (Vargas de la Pefia, Castillo
& Lacadena 1998: 6; Vargas de la Pefia & Castillo 1999: 30).
Duplicated inscriptions of this kind belonging to the same
building are basically non existent. A counterpart may be the
partially duplicated inscription on a pillar said to originate
from Xcocha, Campeche. The texts are placed on the sides
of the pillar with a standing male figure in full ornate
decorating the front (cf. Mayer 1984: Cat.No.44, plate 77).

The nominal clause of the owner of the Hieroglyphic
Fig. 2. The archaeological center of Ek Balam (map by Markus Eb&erpents opens with the titkalom, continues with hiero-
baseq on Bey & Rlngle 1989: Figure 2, Vargas de la Pefia & Bor@p},phs readUkit Kan Lek and ends with an Emblem Glyph
1999:28) (Figure 3). A full discussion of the text of the Hieroglyphic

Serpents is presented Alfonso Lacadena (Vargas de la Pefia,
connect the center with outlying groups. Its double encl&astillo & Lacadena 1999: 176-177).
sure walls lack defensive characteristics (cf. the discussion Unfortunately, the inscription contains no date which
in Bey & Ringle 1989) and are now thought to delimit thevould allow a precise chronological placement. Neverthe-
ceremonial and administrative precinct (Figure 2). Thless, with the presence of the nam&alom Ukit Kan Lelt
latter is corroborated by the presence of a ball cougpossible to establish a tentative date for the construction of
(Structures 8 and 9) and the Acropolis (Structure 1), a 3@ inscribed balustrades. The nam&alom Ukit Kan Lek
m-high pyramid which dominates the site (Vargas de Eppears again on the front of the fragmented Stela 1. The date
Pefia & Castillo 1999: 27). While the Early Coloniabf Stela 1 can be reconstructed as 10.0.10.0.0 6 Ahaw 8 Pop
Relacién de Ek Balam informs us that “these buildingsquivalentto January 22, 846. (Vargas de la Pefia, Castillo
display sculptures [...] and there seem to have been ch&rkacadena 1999: 174; Vargas de la Pefia & Castillo 1999:
acters, too old, though, for their meaning to be understoo81). This date is posterior to his lifetime as he is represented
(after Garzaet al. 1983, II: 138), the hitherto known as deified ancestor sitting in a so called ancestral cartouche on
inscriptions were scarce. Until the initiation of the Proyectthe front of Ek Balam Stela 1 (Vargas de la Pefia, Castillo &
Arqueoldgico Ek’ Balam the epigraphic record consisteddacadena 1999: 182). This date is fairly consistent with the
of four stela fragments which were dated stylistically to theorrected radiocarbon date of 779-888. which comes
Late and Terminal Classic (Garcia Campillo 1995: 304from an intact wooden zapote-lintel from the eastern pyramid
305). The present excavations at Ek Balam yielded seveatdp Structure 1 (Bey & Ringle 1989: 3). This date which
new inscriptions, among them two inscribed balustrademakes Ek Balam contemporaneous with Chichén lItza is
four capstones and two sculptured columns (Vargas dedarroborated by the ceramic analysis (Béwl. 1998).
Pefia & Castillo 1999: 30-31). Yet, the most prominent feature of the ruler’'s name on
the Hieroglyphic Serpents is the Emblem Glyph at A4
(Figures 3 and 4) The same Emblem Glyph can be recog-
nized on the fragmented Ek Balam Stela 1 at G6 (Figure 5).
Of special interest are the inscriptions found during th&ccording to Heinrich Berlin’s definition (1958) an Em-
investigation and consolidation of Structure 1. The mailem Glyph consists of three components. Ideally it is
stairway which leads to the top of the Acropolis is framecrkpresented by two constant elements, a prefix of the so-
midway by two balustrades shaped in the form of oversizedlled “Water Group” T35-41 (Thompson 1962: 445; 1971
snake-tongues with well preserved glyphic texts written d76), the “Ben-Ich” T168 as superfix and a variable element
them (a.k.a. “Hieroglyphic Serpents”; Vargas de la Pefia & main sign which designates the individual site. The re-
Castillo 1999: 30, Figures 3 and 6). analysis of the Emblem Glyphs by Peter Mathews and John
Justeson (1984: 217-219) shows that the “Water
Group” prefix K'ul) and the “Ben Ich”ghaw) are
sometimes substituted by functional equivalents
and allographs.

At Ek Balam the Emblem Glyph consists of a
facultativek'ul (T38) element and a constant T168
/AHAW / with phonemic complement T130/d/.

The distinctive part ist made up of the two elements

. . . . T676 TAL / and T58016/. Its reading as eithéal
Fig. 3. The nominal phrase of Kalom Ukit Kan Lek from the western Hieroglyphic o' . bl - h .
Serpent (Drawing by Alexander Vo redrawn from photographs from Vargid@lo’ remains problematic. The continuous em-

de la Pefia & Castilio 1999: Figure 6) ployment of T580 speaks for the phonetic impoi:25

o=t
Hieroglyphic
Serpents D
Str. 3

Str.8and 9

The Hieroglyphic Serpents of Ek Balam
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riod. In the course of time
the population obviously
shifted the settlementto the
location where the Span-
iards found late postclassic
Fig. 5. The inscription from Ek Balam Stela 1: glyphs G2-G6 (Drawing by Alexander VoR redrawn ffégo’ which was then given
Lacadenain Vargas de la Pefia, Castillo & Lacadena (1998), an unpublished field drawing by Eric Ve]f‘&ﬁﬂ‘%sent-day name Méri-
and photographs)
da. More Emblem Glyphs

tance of the final vowel. On the other hand there are sevesat documented for Jaina (Garcia Campillo 1995: 213-214),
potential occurences of the distinctive element oftéke the small site of Kayal (Mayer 1998; 1999) and most
Emblem Glyph in the inscriptions of Chichén Itza wer@robable for Acanceh (Figure 8).
T580 is absent (see discussion below). In this respect, But except for their presence in the inscriptional record
calligraphy might be regarded as another reason for contime additional informations concerning the socio-political
ous use of the sign T580. This syllable may thus be emrganization of the sites and their surroundings can be
ployed as a simple phonemic complement or anindependdatiuced from the Emblem Glyphs at Dzibilchaltun ®iz
lexeme. A solution to this problem has to be postponed unthantihg Jaina, Kayal vighi’ and Acanceh vigkankelas
further evidence may allow a definite decision, i.e. by th&uggested by David Stuart (personal communication Nikolai
appearance of another sign following T580 in the preseGtube 1999). In contrast the Emblem Glyph of Ek Balam
context. In any case, the identification of an Emblem Glypdind its bearers show up at different sites.
for the site of Ek Balam is positive (Vargas de la Pefia &
Castillo 1999: 30). This new emblem site is among a handful . ,
of sites to be identified and documented for the Northern Hun Pik Tok’ and the tal-Emblem
Maya Lowlands. Apart from the occurrences at Ek Balam, thé&location

Previously, the ahaw titles from the inscriptions of appears several times in the inscriptions of the Chichén Itz
Uxmal and Kabah were regarded as Emblem Glyphs (efiea, namely Halakal and Chichén Itza itself (FiguteAt)
Kowalski 1985; Riese & Mayer 1984). A comparison wititHalakal the bearer of thal-emblem is Hun Pik Tok’ who
spellings of this title in the Southern Maya Lowlands showsas firstidentified by David Stuart (in Schele & Freidel 1990:
that the main sign of thehawcollocation in Uxmal and 498, note 16). The external relations of Ek Balam talz
Kabahis a graphic variant of T518. Together with T168 thegvolve the participation of its divine lord Hun Pik Tok’ in
constitute the full graphic version of thehaw title (cf. rituals at Halakal and Chichén Itz4 respectively, and the
Mathews & Justeson 1984: 218, fig. 31; Schele 1991: 4bresumed residence of a member of the Ek Balam elite at
The same phenomenon applies to all other Late Classic si¥schén Itz (see the next chapter).
in the Puuc and for Chichén Itz4. Only a title of origin is The small and largely unexplored site of Halakal lies 3 km
attested for Coba (cf. Stuart & Houston 1994: 7-18). Thisrtheast of Chichén Itza. Its only inscription, a lintel, pre-

title is presenton Etzna Stela 19 (Figure

Emblem Glyph was identified for the
site of Dzibilchaltun. In the inscription
on Dzibilchaltun Stela 19 (Figure 7)
Linda Schele identified an emblem a
A5-A8 she reakiul ?-chantiho’ ahaw
“divine lord of ?-chantiho™ (Schele,
Grube & Boot 1998: 414). The distinct
element?-chantihois regarded as the l”
ancient name of the archaeological sit

Fig. 6. The title of originah
koba’, Etzna Stela 19: glyphs Dzibilchaltun Stela 19 (glyphs
D10-D11 (Drawing by Alexan- A5—A8; Drawing by Alexander

Fig. 7. The inscription on

126 der VoR) VoR)
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sumably comes from a collapsed structure described by Karl
Ruppert (1952: 154). The lintel shows three armed and partly
masked persons, two of them confronting the third one. The
text enframes the scene on three sides. The inscription begins
with a conjuring {sak rite involving fire where the actor is
accompanied by a second and (according to the titles) other-
worldy person. It then continues with a second fire ritual dated
to March 29, 87Q..p. (10.2.0.11.8 10 *Lamat *6 Sek). The
ritual was performed bl¢'inich hun pik tok’, k'ul*headless
man”nal, tal ahaw “the sun-eyed Hun Pik Tok’, divine
“headless man”, Lord of Tal” (Figure 9). In our opinion the
glyphic similarity between the Emblem Glyphs on the Halakal
Lintel and on the Ek Balam Hieroglyphic Serpents (Figures 3,
4 and 9) provides firm evidence that Hun Pik Tok’ was a ruler
of EK Balam. Yet, some epigraphic subtleties shouldn’t be
overplayed: a headless man with tizglyph (T86) under-
neath his feet intervenes betwéan “divine” (T35) (which
substitutes for the head of the “headless man”) and the rest of
the Emblem Glyph. One may

argue that the “headless ma
constitutes an as yet unregdm
title different from the Em-

Fig. 8. The Emblem Glyph
(glyph B3) on the pumpkin f>=—>-
shaped vessel said to originatd: .-

Alexander VoR).
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military office at Izamal and was a human sacrificer. The
crucial point is the fact that Hun Pik Tok’ is adressed as
military commander of lzamal in the ethnohistorical
sources which cannot be coroborated by the epigraphic
data at hand. The only plausible explanation is that the
information provided by Lizana about Hun Pik Tok’ does
not refer to the individual known from the hieroglyphic
Fig. 9. Detail of the inscription from Halakal Lintel 1: glyphs G4—-G@nscriptions but to an official from postclassic lIzamal
(Drawing by Alexander VoR) addressed by the same name. Itis very likely to assume that
this personal name converted into an office and was adopted
blem Glyph. In the case of Hun Pik Tok’, this would lower hi®y the individual in charge. This phenomenon is well
status on the Halakal lintel to a “simple” Ahaw. The contendocumented for theopixqueof Tenochtitlan who adopted
porary Casa Colorada text (see below), however, charactire name of the god they worshipped and their individual
izes Hun Pik Tok’ as'ul “headless man”? ahawFigure 10) character became unimportant in comparison with the
and theK'inich-title which was reserved for divine lordsoffice they impersonated (cf Lanczkowski 1978: 102—
precedes his name in both inscriptions. l.e. Hun Pik Tok'04). In Izamal the importance of the Hun Pik Tok’ office
obviously was an overlord. The truncated inscription on Bk stressed by the fact that apart from the temples of the
Balam Stela 1 (Figure 5) confirms the close association of theds or idols called Iltzam Na Thul, Kabul and K’inich
“headless man” with the Emblem Glyph: the rather erodddlak’ Mo’ and the priesthood he is the only one which is
glyphs read most likeligalom ? ? k'ul*headless manital, entitled with a residential complex atop a pyramidal plat-
k'ul tal ahaw The date for Ek Balam Stela 1 is reconstructefdrm (Lizana 1995: 62—64).
as 10.0.10.0.0 equivalent to January 22,840(Vargas de
la Pefia, Castillo & Lacadena 1999: 174). Pityingly enough,
the remains of the name of the divine lord are illegible. The
second epigraphic subtlety concerns the earplug as part ofAlsesaid above, the glyphic texts of the Chichén Itza area have
Emblem Glyph on the Halakal lintel. KAH ‘place’ or Hun Pik Tok’, the divine lord of Ek Balam, enter the stage
‘town’ reading has been proposed for the orthodox variant ofily in restricted ritualistic settings. The nature of his attend-
the earplug (Martin 1996: 225). The close comparison of th@ce (especially his relation to the local elite) is open to
latter variants with the one on the Halakal lintel revealediscussion, but one may tend to agree on a principally visit-
differences (esp. the orientation of the earplug) too largelike and temporary character. The ethnohistorical sources
allow for an application of tH€AH reading. Examples from have shown to be of little help in resolving this dilemma. A
Casade Las Monjas (Chichén Itza) Lintel 3 (at E2) and Uxnme#cond set déll occurances in the inscriptions of the Temple
Altar 10 (at A4; compare the substitution with E1) corroboratef the Hieroglyphic Jambs, however, hint at a longer-lasting
our assumption that the earplug on the Halakal lintel servegmssence of Ek Balamistas at Chichén Itza.
avariant of T518; i.e., the earplug under T168 constitutes the The Temple of the Hieroglyphic Jambs (Structure 6E3)
full version ofAHAW and has no reading on its own. is rather isolated from the rest of the Chichén Itza buildings
The Casa Colorada text is reckoned among the inscripith inscribed monuments. It is located southeast of the
tions recording public events in Chichén Itz&. It gives agite’s center at a distance of approximately 1,5 kilometers.
account of four fire-drilling events (cf. Barthel 1955: 13The temple rests on a platform with several other smaller
Kelley 1968; 1976: 278, 288, 284—285; 1982: 4) which werdructures; a shasakbewhich abuts the platform is directed
successively performed between 10.2.0.1.9 (September thlyards the center.
869) and 10.2.2.6.11 (December 12, 871) (Eberl & Vol The two inscribed doorjambs of the temple date to
1998). Atthe very end it names K'ak’-u-pakal, Hun Pik Tok10.0.2.7.13 9 Ben 1 Sak which corresponds to August 4, 832
and Yahawal Cho’ K'ak'? with their titles (Vol3 & Kremer a.p. (Krochock 1995: 1-2). This is the earliest date recorded
1998). This final clause is introduced by the relational glypdt Chichén Itza. Quite notably all the dated inscriptions that
u-kaban(Figure 10). From this it appears that notwithstandnentiortal range among the earliest monuments at Chichén
ing the functional role of the other individuals mentioned ittza (832-897.0.).
the Casa Colorada text, the ultimate responsibility for this Talviz Ek Balam is featured on both doorjambs. Jamb 1
type of public affair at Chichén Itza rested with the thre@Figure 11a) contains the phraseMAB-li 'a-ta-la/ u
persons mentioned at the end of the text. Unfortunately, nabil ® ah tal “the plaza of the one frotal (Ek Balam)”;
relational term or expression indicating a visit links Hun Pikplaza” most likely refers to the courtyard of the Temple of
Tok’ with any of the other individuals named in the inscrip-
tional corpus of Chichén Itz4 (cf. Wagner 1995: 60-61). ‘
Thus, it is impossible to determine Hun Pik Tok’s socio- ;::::--,
N Tk
50

More Ek Balamistas at Chichén Itza?

political role at Chichén Itz&. It is only save to say that the
distribution of his name in the inscriptions link him with
Chichén Itza and Halakal and his Emblem Glyph associates
him with Halakal and Ek Balam.

The ethnohistorical sources mentioning Hun Pik Tok’

are not congruent with the epigraphic data. According . 10. Detail of the inscription from the Casa Colorada frieze
Bernardo de Lizana (1995: 63—-64, 81, 82) he held a hi¢gbhichén Itza): glyphs 55-57 (Drawing by Alexander VoR)
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ably equivalent to Cupul as written in the Colonial ortho-
graphy). Yet, the decisive reading of the death head or skull
as POL “head” is still open to discussion and no other
person’s hame contains the suppokegol (which would

be necessary to establish Kopol/Cupul as patronym). The
present evidence does not support far-reaching conclusions
especially with regard to the (Late Postclassic) Cupul
rulership at EK Balam.

Sociopolitical Organization
in Light of the Sources

The inscriptions that were presented above underpin a com-
Fig. 11. Inscriptions of the Temple of the Hieroglyphic Jambgelling insight into the sociopolitical organization of north-

Chichén Itza 4 i i i
a) Jamb 1: glyphs C6-A7 (Drawing by Ruth Krochock) eastern Yucatan during the Terminal Classic. The three

b) Jamb 2: glyphs A5—C5 (Drawing by Ruth Krochock)  introductory facets of sociopolitical organization — internal
organization, political landscape, and temporal and regional

the Hieroglyphic Jambs which has been called a “Gallemariation — may serve as linchpins in the following discus-
Patio Structure” in the literature (Ruppert 1952). sion.

Jamb 2 (Figure 11b) goes oyo/OTOT-ti'i-'ata-la /y- The sources of information vary considerable in quantity
otot-i* ah tal“the residence of the one fraai (Ek Balam)” and quality. The relevant glyphic inscriptions are limited to
with the Temple itself being the designated residence. Jdbé 9 century (and for the Chichén ltza area to around 870
Miguel Garcia Campillo was the first to ascribe these twap.). Explanatory data or background information is rare
phrasesto alocation he nargathloratal (1995: 244). Yet, and the glyphic ‘stage’ is reserved for selected main events
his interpretation neglects that the precedmdT228 on and main actors. The ethnohistorical documents — e.g. the
Jamb 1 and T228°743 on Jamb 2) correspondk (012). Relacion de Ek Balam — on the other hand abound with
Both particles are used in Chichén Itza texts to specify theemorized narratives. Myths make up for the 700 years that
occupation, title or the origin of a person. One has to note theparate them from the accounted events. Published ar-
disagreeing glyphic expressions for taecompound: the chaeological data from Ek Balam is still rather scanty;
respective glyphs on the doorjambs rémth (T552:178, neverthelessitcovers alltime periods from arather unbiased
transcribeda-la), while the above inscriptions use differenfperspective.
glyphs (T676:580TAL:(lo) , i.e.tal) to arrive at the same  The Relacion de Ek Balam written by Juan Gutiérrez
morphem tal (the last vowel is dropped according tdPicon renders a historically foreshortened sequence of Ek
Knorozov’'s last-vowel-out-rule). The thus remainiabis Balam rulers (Garzat al. 1983, II: 127-140). Coch Cal
unknown as occupation or title of a person (as stipulated Bglam (a.k.a. Ek Balam which seems a convenient etiology
Ruth Krochock 1995: 4,5). José Campillo’s interpretation dbr the place name) and his son He Blay Chac [Ah Bolay
the tal-compound as a location gains weight when th€hak] are said to have been the first rulers who for their
inscriptions of Ek Balam are taken into account. Thle growing barbarity and idolatry were eventually replaced by
which is present in the inscriptions of the Temple of thihe Cupules. With the rise of the Cupules anchored to the fall
Hieroglyphic Jambs refers presumably to the Emblem Glymti Mayapan and therefore to the Late Postclassic period, the
of Ek Balam. inscribed monuments confirm the existence of rulers pre-

In the discourse of the Hieroglyphic Jamtad,appears ceding the Cupul era. The Ek Balam rulers given in the
in passages which refer to the temple structure itself andingcriptions are Ukit Kan Lek and Hun Pik Tok'. Yet, there
the nearby platform. In the cited cases the respective owiage too few inscriptions to detail the dynastic history. Since
is called arah tal The Temple of the Hieroglyphic Jambsthey are Terminal Classic in date, a direct connection be-
and its associated structures may therefore have served geen epigraphy and ethnohistory cannot be drawn. The
residential area for an Ek Balamista. ostensibly different names underscore the loss and altering

The discovery of the Ek Balam Emblem Glyph throwsf information from the Classic to Early Colonial period.
light on a supposition of William Ringle. Put forward inThe case of Hun Pik Tok’ is telling: He appears as historical
1990, he suggested the presence of the Cupul lineageeatson of highest rank<(l ahaw “divine lord”) in the
Chichén Itz& (Ringle 1990). The Cupul lineage dominatéferminal Classic inscriptions. The historical person and its
the Valladolid area during the Late Postclassic and Eamyame seemingly became institutionalized and linked to an
Colonial period (the province was named after them; Figuaddgfice during the Postclassic. Lizana ascribes the same name
12) and provided rulers to several cities, amongst them Ekost likely reflecting the Late Postclassic situation) to the
Balam (Roys 1957: 113-114). Ringle’s argument rests omvalitary-priestly leader of Izamal (Lizana 1995: 63—64, 82).
new reading of the name of “Kin Cimi”. This individual was The epigraphic evidence for an Ek Balam Emblem
discovered by Michel Davoust (1980: 26) and appears t&typh makes the ethnohistorical clues to the eminent rank of
times in the inscriptions of Chichén Itz (Wagner 1995: 4&k Balam into a whole. The ethnohistorical Coch Cal Balam
49; only K'ak’-u-pakal is more frequent). Ringle proposes translated as “lord over all” and is said to have been a
the second part of the name of “Kin Cimi” that consists dupreme lord” (Garzat al. 1983, II: 138). Ek Balam joins

128 ko-“Death Head"ka to spell the patronyrdopol (presum-  rank with Dzibilchaltun which was the only Emblem Glyph
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site hitherto known from the Northeastern Yucatéan. Chichéfun Pik Tok’ and the Chichén Itz4 elite were not mutual. Ek
Itza on the other hand displays several contempdeaty Balam is present in the Chichén Itza area but not vice versa.
ahawobor “divine lords” (for a list see Grube 1994: 330) buA hierarchy is not directly discernible from the inscriptions,
has no Emblem Glyph on its own. The comparison withet it is likely that the Ek Balam elite played its role within
Chichén Itza highlights the more traditional standing of E&n overarching Chichén Itza rule. The inclusion of Hun Pik
Balam. The rather uninterrupted ceramic sequence from fhiek’ as ruler of Ek Balam into the rulership of Chichén Itza
Middle Preclassic through the Late Classic bespeaksatiirms the collective government onultepalwhich has
continuous occupation. The architectural styles, the icondgeen proposed for Chichén Itza (Schele & Freidel 1990:
raphy and features like stela cult, tkalomttitle and the Chapter 9; Grube 1994: 335-336). Diego de Landa’s report
acropolis-like Structure 1 tie Ek Balam in with the Lateeflects the notion of his informants concerning the political
Classic polities from the Southern Lowlands. Ek Balamrganization at Chichén ltza:
adhered to the ‘classical’ tradition and flourished from 700 “Es pues Chicheniza un asiento muy bueno [...], en la cual,
through approximately 110Q.p.; it must have coexisted segun dicen los antiguos indios, reinaron tres sefiores
quite successfully with Chichén Itza as the participation of hermanos los cuales, segin se acuerdan haber oido de sus
Hun Pik Tok’ in his neighbor’s ceremonies manifests. pasados, vinieron a aquella tierra de la parte del poniente y

The internal organization of the Ek Balam polity had the juntaron en estos asientos gran poblacién de pueblos y
k’'ul ahaw remain on top of the proverbial pyramid. The gentes, la cual rigieron algunos afios en mucha paz y
Relacién elucidates: justicia.” (“Chichén Itz4, then, is a very fine site, [...], in

“Este edificd el uno de los cinco edificios, el mayor y mas which, as the elders of the Indians say, three venerable

sunptuoso, y los cuatro fueron edificados por otros sefiores brethren ruled, who as they remember to have heard from

y capitanes; éstos reconocian al Coch Cal Balam por sefior their ancestors, came to this land from the west, and brought

y él era el supremo.” (“He [Coch Cal Balam, the mystic together in those settlements a great number of commoners

founder of Ek Balam] built the first of the five buildings, the and gentry, whom they governed in great peace and justice

largest and most sumptuous, and the other four were built by for several years.”) (Landa 1959: 112; own translation)

other lords and captains; these recognized Coch Cal Balam Rather paradigmatically, the Casa Colorada inscription not

as lord and he was the paramount”) (Gatzal. 1983, II: only unites Hun Pik Tok’ with K’ak’-u-pakal and Yahawal

138; translated by Bey & Ringle 1989: 5) Cho’ K'ak’, two of the most prominent leaders at Chichén
The fact that the Ek Balam ruler Hun Pik Tok’ participated iftza, but stresses in its first part K'ak’-u-pakal. The latter
rituals with the Chichén lItza elite and that an Ek Balamis&ssumed a heightened role which was likened poiraus
presumably resided at this site lays bare to some extent thier pareswithin the collective government. The lack of a
political landscape of the Terminal Classic. The informatioparental statement for Hun Pik Tok’ that might connect him
gained from the inscriptions demonstrates that Ek Balato the Chichén Itz4 elite favors a councillor model of collec-
claimed sovereignty through its use of an Emblem Glyph atige rule more than a siblingship one. In other words, me-
was integrated at the same time into the political sphere afanical solidarity which resounds in the definitions of cen-
Chichén Itz4. The contacts, however, seem to have bdealized states may have prevailed over organical solidarity at
restricted to elite-level and/or sporadic interaction: The Latehichén ltza.
Classic Sotuta pottery which is now attributed to the influx of The reconstruction of Chichén Itz&’s statal dimension
Chichén Itza is almost absent at Ek Balam (Begl.1998: had to rely thus far on the inscriptions of the site and his
115-116, 118); a similar argument which promotes a smailtamediate surroundings. The references to Ek Balam admit
scale impact of Chichén Itza on Ek Balam has been made é&dook on Chichén Itzas hinterland and validate a thrust north
the Terminal Classic C-shaped structures (Bey, Hansont&wards the coast and Isla Cerritos as island port. The areas
Ringle 1997: 250). of influence that are documented for the Early Colonial

The absence of Chichén Itz4 at Ek Balam may algeriod (Figure 12) coincidence remarkably with the Termi-
indicate that the external political relations between both o&l Classic political landscape.
them which can be extrapolated from the joint ceremonies of

Summary

N Theinscribed balustrades presented above establish Ek Balam
A Rad ‘2“:,_, among the less than a handful of sites in the Northeastern
:' ” ‘:‘kgk Balam Yucatan with a sizeable epigraphic record. In a rather unique
4 Z‘*;j I manner, epigraphic data complements the archaeological and
Chichén Itza 9 4 the ethnohistorical information on Ek Balam. The Emblem
I 4. J Glyph evidences that Ek Balam ¥ial adhered to the concept
1 =Tekay il D Yg .. R . . . .
2 = Sodzil . ~ of divine rulership and confirms a polity which retained the
3 = Tikuch tradition of the Late Classic Southern Lowlands. The apogee
gfLa;‘bcfgggq of Ek Balam concurred with the rise of Chichén Itza. The
6 = Hunabki latter did not eclipse Ek Balam despite of its predominant
7 = Yalcoba 100 km standing but integrated Ek Balam’s ruling elite into it's

collective government. The inscription from the Temple of

Fig. 12. The Cupul province in the Late Postclassic and Eardfje Hieroglyphic Jambs may indicate that a noble from Ek
Colonial periods (based on Okoshi & Quezada 1990: 367) Balam even had its residence at Chichén Itza. 129
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Endnotes 1987 Observations on T110 as the Syllatbe(Research Report on Ancient Maya

1. The Emblem Glyph of Ek Balam was inde pendently identified by Leticia Writing No.8) Center for Maya Research, Washington, D.C.

Vargas de la Pefia, Victor Castillo Borges & Alfonso Lacadena Garcidaviland, William A.
Gallo (1999; cf. Vargas de la Pefia & Castillo 1999: 30), José MiguéP97  Onthe Maya Stat€urrent Anthropology, Volume 38, Number 3, June 1997:

Garcia Campillo (in press) and the authors of this paper. William Ringle 443-445.
(Ringleet al.1991: 4) was the first to suggest the presence of an Emblefelley, David Humiston
Glyph at Stela 1 but failed to provide a proper description. 1968  Mayan Fire GlyphsEstudios de Cultura Maya, 7: 141-157. México, D.F.

2. The inscribed lintels of Ikil which lies 25 kilometers west of Chichert976  Deciphering the Maya Scriptiniversity of Texas, Austin.
Itza (Wyllys Andrews & Stuart 1975: 70) describe the dedication ofl982 Notes on Puuc Inscriptions and History. Tite Puuc: New Perspectives.
Structure 1. At the very end of the inscription on Lintel 2/f8i T) the Papers presented at the Puuc Symposientral College, Pellagdited by
glyphs TAL.lo appear as written on the Ek Balam baks. We Lawrence Mills. Central College, Pella.
hesitate to identify these glyphs as Ek Balam Emblem Glyph since tlewalski, Jeff Karl
‘Ahaw’ is clearly given in the mceding Glyph S. Secondly,yph T 1985 A Historical Interpretation of the Inscriptions of UxmalHourth Palenque
begins withT74 ma (which would lead tomata) and ends with yet Round Tablg, 198@dited by EIizapeth P. Benson: 235-247. (San Francisco:
another two eroded and unidentifyable glyphs below the “Tal”. Pre-Columbian Art Research Institute).

3. TheNAB-reading of T625 is based on its resemblance to T244 (Studftochock, Ruth J.
& Houston 1994: 28-30) and the phonemic complementation on Lint&995 A New Interpretation of the Inscription on The Temple of the Hieroglyphic
7a(glyph E1) fromthe Casade las Monjas, Chichén Itza (T4:625:501:24 Jambs, Chichén ltz&anuscript submitted for publication to Texas Notes on
na:NAB:ba:li). Precolumbian Art, Writing, and Culture.

4. Christian Prager suggested that T6#8ay serve in this inscription as Lanczkowski, Glinter
a deictic paticle dtached ty-ototthat refers directly tthe Temple of 1978  Einfiihrung in die ReligionsphanomenologWissenschaftliche Buchge-

the Hieroglyphic Jambs (“this house here”). sellschaft, Darmstadt.
Landa, Fray Diego de
Acknowledgements 1959  Relacion de las Cosas de Yucatan sacado de lo que escribié el padre Fray
The authors want to take the opportunity to express their gratitude to the Diego de Landa(Introduccién de Angel Maria Garibay Kintana.) Porrda,
Proyecto Arqueolégico Ek Balam, especially to its Director Leticia Vargas México, D.F.

de la Pefia, to Victor Castillo Borges, and to Alfonso Lacadena Gallo-Garcigana, Bernardo de
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