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Mexican Influence in El Salvador

Earl ier- Research

The f irst spanish expeditions to penetr¿rte sc-.¡u thern
Ilesoaluerica were surprised to f ind several n¿rtive g1-oups spealiing
a clialect of the language they hnew as I'lexic¿¡no ¡ tlotr' Ei erlerall'-
calletl Nahuat. These groups, knorvt'r as the Pipi1, also showed

strorrg Iies iviLIl central ]lexico in their ltaterial cult,urt'',
religio¡r, and. social- organization. Their major coneetrLratiotr I\ras

in cerr br¿rl and western El Salvador. Throughout t,he Col trnial
period jt was assurned tliat these Nal¡ua spealter.s had niigrated froni
cerrLr¿rl }fexico at sone ti¡ue in Lhe past t 'atL upirrit-iti sirtce
substatrtiated. tirrougI many years of et]tlohistoric an'l
arcirac'olog ical- r:ese¡¡rch .

Soure of the earliest stuclies of the Pi¡til and tlreit'Ilexicarr
origin r{€I. € eth¡ograp}ric in nature. Even in the 1B50's, Scluier
(18S5 ) cornpar.ed }lexican and. Pipil language ancl culture ( f ro¡u his
owrr observatiotrs l¡tade in r.restern EI Salvador) , and found an

asto¡i-shing si¡nilarity between the two. I{artntarrr¡ (1901, 1907)

¡ecorrled }lexican myths ancl customs among the Pi1:il of Nahuiz-aj.co,
going so f ar ¿rs to cal-l them "Aztecs " . The nore detailed
stutlies of l¿rnguage and myth r:ecordc=d 1n Izalco by Schultze-Jer¡a
(tgii, 1982) allowecl hi¡n to trace closer parallels wit-ir
Protohistoric central llexican cul,ture. More recent
le.si-cc¡stati-s Iic analyses of Nahua (e. g. Luckenback and Levy 1980 )

aLteurptetl to t¡ace the phylogenetic relationships bet¡¡eetr its
d.ialects ( j-nclucli¡g Nahuat ) , and t o date their separatic''u '

pr.el'ristoric sirnilari-ties betr.¿een the two areas r'rere no Led

soon af Ler ¿rrchaeological studies began irr El- Salvador. Spinden
( 1915 ) , Sc.¡l- (1929 ) , arrd Lothrop (7927 ) both f outrd late period
¿rrtifacts which they considered to be Mexican in style. I'lany

carriecl. representations of Tlaloc, xipe Totec, and other clearly
rron-1ocal dieties. Ilore rece¡tly, Starrley Boggs ¿i1sc.r ¡oted
pc¡stclassic remai¡s in }lexica¡r sty1e. These include a life-size
ceramic irn¿rge of Xipe Totec (1944a), incer¡se burners represellting
Xi.pe Tr:tec ( 1976 ) and Tlaloc ( 1949 ) , and wheeled f igurines
( 1g?3 ) . However, Boggs' greatest contributiou was his e-xcavation



of the Tazumal site in the Chalchuapa archaeological zor\e (1943a,

1943b, 1944b, 1945, 1950, 1962, 1963). The Tazunal site is
discussed in length belo¡+.

Within the last d"ecacfe, the Pipil sites of Ci-huatfn and its
possible satellite, Santa l,,larfa, were investigated by
William Fowler (1981). Fowler treated these as type sites,
lea¿itrg to t[e definition of the first conpre]rensive archaeological
description f or ¡lexican-derived assenib.l-ages in Early Pos tcI¿¡ssic
El S¿rlvador. He termed this the Guazapa Phase. The Guazapa
phase was stro¡gly related. to contenrporaneous phases iu ceutral
Mexicc.¡. So stro¡gly, in fact, that Fr¡wler irltet'preted this as

evid.ence of Lhe Pipil arrival . Fowler and I now ¿rgree oir ¿t

slight morlif ication f or datinÉ the Guazapa Phase, Nhere the trewly
def ir¡ed Lonia China Phase ( which is in fact cl.:sely related to the
pipi-1 arrir,al - see below) occurs f irst, in the Termin¿r1

classic/Ear.ly Postclassic ¡reriods (ca. AD 950-1050[?] ), wiLfi
Guazapa fc¡l-lowing directly afterward (ca. AD 1050t?l-1200)
(Ar¡¡aroli : in PreParatiorr) .

Lo¡na China r{as excavated by }lauue1 }tJrrd.t--z arrd }Ia¡ruel l\lurcia
in 1982-83 as pa¡L of a salvage project for the San Lorenzo Danr

irr central EI Salvador. It revealed a urrique corlcentratiort t-rf

l,lexican artifacts and types of CenLraf Aueric¿rn ceranrics wirich
were tracled. wid.ely in the Early Postclassic, including Silho Firre

oranS'e, Tohil Plumbate, and Nicoya Polychrome. r¡r 1985 I
c9¡rductecl atrot-her salvage excavaLiotr, but in a locality of the
T¿rzu¡ual group nan¡ed. Cementerio Jardln, sorle 120 kil-ometers from
Lhe S¿rn Lor.'errzo Dam. Ily study led nre Lo inLerview Boggs for
addi'Lional data on Tazunal, and f orced a reeva-Luation of t'his
site as a wliol-e. Loma China and Tazulnal are used here to tlef i¡re
Lhe Loma China Phase, which replaced the "rlat'ive" Late Classic
cultu¿ral bractitic¡ns, and a1¡nost certainly represents t.he ¿¡rrival
c¡f the earliest Pipi"l. Presentation of the inf'c¡rnatio¡r f rom

these sites corrstitu-Les the bulk of this paper '

Tlie pext two sections are meant to place the Pipil i¡ a

lneani.ngful contexl-. In the first secLion, I offer a tfe|\¡

s1'ntltesis of the Late Classic in El Salvador, based on ny owll

r+or.k a¡rd on some reinterpretation of previc-¡us researcheI's. Tliis
is importanL for und,erstanding the situettion errcoutrtered by the
r¡rigratinÉ pipi 1. It is followecl by a discussion on the i>rob-Letrr

r,¡f Pipil origins.



El salvador s

Western and central El Safvador seen to have been
largel¡. homogeneous in ethrricity during the Late Classic, n j-th
very s iuri lar conrJrorients f ourrd at Ciralchuapa , Alruttchapf u , Sarr

A¡dris, l,ahe Güi ja, Cerrd¡r Grande, attd the San Salvador valley;
this ltrobabl-y extelrded westward ir¡to part of eastern Guaten¿rla.
Firnrer geogr¿rphic: bounds for this phase, which l r"il I ref er to ¿rs

Payu (¿¡rfter i.ts cera¡uic conrplex), can now be fixed i¡r o{-lt':r
direc Lioris . The Tanlasha Phase (equiva, lent to the L¿rte/Terminal-
Classic Cotzu¡nalhuapa culture ) is f'ourrd to tire southwest, on E1

Sal-vador's western coastal plain (Am¡rroli 1987a). Le.p¿r Pirase
sites occupy a cc¡ntiguous area of si¡nil-ar co¿¡sL¿rl ¡llait-l a¡rd

coast-like loi¡ interj.o¡ val1eys, rangi ing; f'r'om Punián (oti the
centr¿rI coast), arrd including Lagurleta, Los LI¿rnitos, Quelep;r
(r,'irere the phase was defirted by Andrews 1976), and probably
Tefiuacán (Anaroli 1987b). ]faterial-s recently looted ['r'olrr

Chalatenango suggest that the northern limits of' the F'ayu Irirase
may be "sof ter", grading into tire \¡ery sinilar Couel Phase of
Copl¡ (i?ig..1 sirorvs my tentative distributic¡n of cultural phases
ext,¿rnt in Late Classic E1 Salvador).

Wh¿rt nlore can be said about ther ethnicity of El Salvador's
Late' Classic inh¿lbitanLs? This queslion assumes itrrporl-ertrce here
sine e tire innigrant Pipil f irst inter¿¡cted wj.th tl¡ese groups,
r¡hich appear to lrave been represented by the Payu, Lepa, ál1r.I

Tanasha phases.

The Payu Phase has traditionaf l-y beerr called "llaya" (see f t-¡r
exanipJ-e Lothrop 1939; Longyear 1944, 1966 ) . Shar-er (1978 ) and
Sheets (1983) further specified" that it was Chortf. Tirey seenl to
have adopted Thompson's (19?0) Chortí expansion h¡'pothesis, where
el-hnohistoric data of dubious origj-n are freely ¡rrojecLed
hutrdr-eds of years intc¡ the past, together irith the idea that
Copán was ¿] Chortl c;ornmunj.ty. Similarities bett.¡c'en the Payu
Pl-l¿rse ¿ssembfage and Coptín suggestecl a nodel- tvhere El Sal-vador
was depopulaied by the 3rd cenLury Ilopango eruption, tltert
¡esettled by Late Classic Chortf speairers inf luencc'rl. by Copln.

SLanley Boggs long regarded t,he Payu Phase as autochtotlous;
if ll¿ry¿i, it t{¿ls as cIosel¡'linlied to the defitiiLely tron-}laya
l nfrabi Lan ts o f eastern E1 Salvador as to Copán . As eviderrce , lie



stresses the complete absence of Lowlarrd llaya style art ifacts
(with the exception of some portable objects), the local
architect-ural style, and lhe lack of }laya sculpture' or glyphs.
The fer+ I{aya artifacts present at chalchuapa are even less comn}on

than eastern Salvadoran imPorts.

ArIhur Denarest also rejects a C]rortf identification (in
press ) , ancl repeats rnany of Boggs' criticisnrs irr viet"' ol' a l.rew

mocie-l f or. the clevel-opment of f ocal ctriefdoms. Dentarest sees the
rise of lea,lers r+ho d,id- enulate Copán in some I'¡ays to reirrforce
thelr potver, but were essenti¿¿11,y native and notr-llaya.
De¡narest's points are well taken. Ile d'e¡nolistres the idea of a

Chortl resettlement of westeru and central El' Salvador, an'J

und.erscor.es the locaf character of i ts Late Class ic llevelopmelrt s .

His ideas represent a departure from much of bhe current- worli oll

the " southerrr 1:eriphery" , which tacit-l-y assunles that [laya

inf luence tended to be inherently s1-rongerLharl non-IIa¡'¿. 1 t-'ould

ad.d, that nrore att ention should. be directed to the denotrs Irated
and potentia] ilrte¡'acLion between Payu centers and other nearby
f oci of vigor.ous, rron-Ilaya d.evelopnent peakirrg duri¡rg the
Terlrinal classic, founcl in the cotzumalhuapa and Lepa

areas.

A f u¡da¡ne¡taIly d-if f ererlt cultural lrattern, tertnecl the Lepa
phase, was found in eastern El salvador. Andrews (1976) has

iclerrti f iecl the Late,/TernÍnal Classic Lepa Phase both with the
arlcestors of ethnohistoric Lenca, who inhab.Ltated tlost of easLern
El Saf varlor and Honciuras, and with all invading Mexican elite
population. As was d.iscussed above' new information makes the
thesis of a LaLe Classic Mexican invasion to Quelepa unterrable.
Linguistic prehistory of Lenca has been interpreted in such a I'ray

as tr¡ suggest l-hat its presence in eastern El salvador niay extelid
back to the Late Preclassic (Campbell 1976)' Iending new support
to Andrelvs'proposal that the local Classic popul.atiorr t^¡¿rs Lenca.

Rosemary Joyce recently (1986 ) showed that the Lepa ceralltic gI'oup

Delirio Red-on-white was dispersed over a very wide area irr tlie
Terniinal classic, incl-ud ing seibal and copan. This di stribution
helps trace the rvide spheres of interaction tliat accruitlg
evidence suggests were characteristic of the Ternrj-nal Classic. To

these occurences nay now be add.ed finds in Terminal classic
contexts at- Cara Sucia (Amaroli 198?a) and the Rivas reglon of
Nicaragua ( Healy 1980 - d.escribed as an unnamed red-orr-ivhi Le

ceramic ) . The Salvadoran Lenca see¡lt to have "devolved" ilI Llie



postclassic. The Spaniards reported no overarciritlg political
organi zaLiort uniting these Lenca, and eacfr independent cotttttrutiit5'

had. to be conquererJ separately - an arduous atrd lelgt[l¡'process
(Anaro.l-i 1986, 1988) .

The region,s third major Late Cfassic cult-ural phase' I{as

limited" to the southwestern Pacific coastal plain. This Phase'
called Tanasha, is a local manifestatiou of the exte¡siye
Cotzumalhuapa culture, rvhere production of cacao, cot-ton, and

salt r{ere pronir-ierit activities (Arnaroli 1987a, 198?b). T¿rtttasira

rrr&s also Late/TerminaI Classic in date. The contr"oversial- etirrric
affifiation of the ancient Cotzumalhuapans is an import-anl but
urrresolved question (see Parsons 1969 ) . Excavat iorrs aL the
easternnost Cotzumalhuapa site, Cara Sucia, reveal a Terrrrirr¿rl

Classic facet to the Tamasha Phase, narrked by sone modifications
and, acld.itions to the cultural assenblage. "Ilotagua"-st1'le f ine
paste pigmerrt f lasks, moldnade cylindrical t'essels, f ine oI'ange

vesse-Ls very similar to the AItar group, and copper all nialr'e

their appearence in this facet, dated between AD 800-950.

Pipi I Origins

It is beyond. the scope of this paper to revieiv adequaLely
pre'ious ideas on the Pipil and their origins. But oue recertt
staLentent (Fowler 1985:3?) provides a point of departure fo¡ the
following discussion:

The Pipil and the Nicarao were Nahuat-speaking groups
who moved from central and southern Mexico into Central
America in several complex stages or "waves" of
migrations which began possibly as early as A'D' ?00

and continued until about A.D. 1350 (Thonpson 1948;
Borhegyi 1965; Luckenback and Levy 1980; Fowler 1981).
Their movements, one of the clearest cases of large-
scal-e mj-gration in Mesoamerican prehistory, were
probably indirectly connected with the collapse of
Teotihuacan and both directly and indirectly related to
the expansion and. l_ater der¡rise of the TolLec empire
(Davies 1977; Weaver 1981 ) .



Thet rrotion of' several "waves" of Pipil migrations r\¡as

specul atively ad"vanced. by Borhegyi il-t his inf luerrtial ¿rrt'ic Le

( 1965 ) . His no,lel was .tentative I but nevertheless his three

Mexica. ruigraLiols to Cerrt-ral Anerica irave errjoyed arr ulrllat'urally

long lif e antl are stiII cited f requerrtly. I t j-s nor{ cle¿rr L}rat

he r!-¿is f undalnent,ally incorrect, especially inL iris iiLtributioli of

rrir-tual15' erny "Mexican" iuf luence in the regiorl t regardless of'

d.ate or llaLure, to the Pipi-L j-rivasions '

The first "Pipi1." migratiori noted by Borhegyi occur.cd ¿rr't'rul.rd

AD 400-500, and- ¡.¡as narhed, by the appearal-Ice of Teotiiiu¿rc:¿{rr

traits at Kaminaljuyú. He d"escribecl these "Teotihuacáll Pj'pi1" tls

invading rvarri-ors at"rd- nissiotraries irrterest-ed i-n cacaQ' t'/lIc)

establislied themselves j-n the region b¡- "force ¡¡r¡d gui1e"

(Borhegyi 1965:30). Whil-e Llie mc-ch¿enlsn by wlrich these tr'aits

\rere irrtrotl,uct*'ct to llighlarld cuatemala (and el set+here , as l\'e Ilol'¡

linorv) i s still very controvers j'aI (see f or cxartrple Wear er

1981 : 261 ) , it r^ras compJ-etely unrelated to the introduction of tire

his t.oric Pipil , rvhose culture was clrawt1 f t'ottr a lrruch I¿r Ler' ¡rirase

of central llexican develolrnient '

Borhegyi proposed. a Late classic (AD 700-900) ItrigraLion uf'

his tnor'e enignatie "Taiinirrzed.-'lentihuacan-Pipil"' For reasÜIls

thab are rlot erplicit, Bor-hegyi also called this group Lltt:

',pipil-Nicaro". With the "fall" of Teotihuac;|n, refugees

dispersed through pany areas previously under l-[at city's sway or

inf luence , j.nclurLing the Gulf Coast around' Tti j ln ' Af te¡ a period

of residence, those who had f led. to the Gulf coast becatlle
,,Ta j inized" and corrverted to "an agE!resive, warlike group Liiat

nay have caused rviclespread population displacetuent wherevel' they

moyecl,, (Borheg),i 1965:40). The Taiinized.-TeoLihuacáu-Pipil are

seen as agents in the aband.ontent of CI¿Lssic cettters in southe|u

Mesoamerica, and the establishment of def ensi-r'e hilltop sites '

Borhegyi associaterf this group with the co Lzunalhual-ra cul ture of
pacific coast.al Guatemala and El Salvador, and in so doing lie I'/as

f ollowirrg the earlier ideas of Thonpson ( 1941 ) . Af ter L--\t-'avatirrE

a cot.zu¡nalhuapa site, Thompson soon after (1948) exp|essed far

less conf icience in his ear,l-ier jud.gernent, since he l{as abLe to

shor+ that tire cotzumalhuapa culture existed before the historic
pipi-1, s probable arrival . This has since been substerrrLiaLed by

exca'alions in Guatemafa (Parsons 196?, 1969; Rubio 1986) and El

Salt'aclor (;\rnaroli 1987a, 1987b) ' Even though lie cited Thotttpsort' s



later r,,t¡rk, Borhegyi d'id not take into account 'fhorttpsorrts ¡tloI't)

cautl.ous perspective on Cotzunalhuapa' The "Taiinized-

Teotihuacln-Pipil" rnlgration is Lhe lnosi' i¡naginative irr 'i ts

origitrs aud the least supported in terms of archaeologlcal

evidetrce. But as rvill be rLiscussecL late'r'' Lris i'le'r tliat ¿t Pi¡ri1

nigrationl^jt}SreSpollsj.bleforactiangeirrseIt,leuretitPatLerl}S
(alt-Ilcluglrbet.l+eenAD900-1000)naylrar,ebeenpair.tialIy(jOt,I.tj(rt.

The,,NonoaIca-PipiI_ToJ.tec-C}richinrec''nigratj"onisLirt:
firra}Pipi]-nlovenrentdescribeclbyBorlieg}'i.IIederir'ecltlrrs
groupfronracoalesce]tceofthoselegendaryTolter:a-Clrj'c}ritltecas
tlhodepar'tecl,|uIaforTIapalJ.árr,an.lfrontLheNon.ralcer,i;iruhe
sees &s clescend.ants of otirer' "Ta j inized-Teotihuacárr-Pi1riIs" wiro

h¿rrL I'etnained j-n the Laguna de Térlninos area ' In itsell'' 1-lris

presen.LsaconfusinBsituatiotr,sinceTlapalla/nisalegclldirry
place sontetiules id,enbified- witir the Laguna cle TJrnint'¡s ¿Irea of

}lexiCO,SGult.Coast,artclisoftenuseclaSaSynorl}/nfortheland
of lhe Nouoalca as well (Davies L977:143-1'l'! ) ' Bettreen AD 1000-

1200,t}rese,,Pipi}s',enteretJt}reGuatenral¿rrr}-Iiglrlalrdsand
acquirecl control over sources of saltr a€ricultural products

(especiallycottonatldcacao),obsidiatr,jade,flirrt,volcarlic
stone, arrd copper. The Quichd, cakchicluel, arrtl others were their

descendatlts,andtlre}lexicarrtraitsreCordedfortl¡esegr\oupS
wereitrtroduce.lbytlreNonoalca_Pipil_Tottec-Chic}rir¡re-c.t{iLhouL
queSt.ion,tlrepostulatedoriginsofthisPipilgroupareetrtirely
SpÚ'culativo..go'r,"gyi,S,'NonoaIca_PipiJ._Toltec.Chiclrinrec''I,'ereall
ar.tificerv}richheinvo}redwjthoutd.irectsupportfr:cln
ethrrohistory. Their role see¡ns to have beeuver)sinril¿rra Lo his

earljer ,,Taji*ized-Teotihuacdn-PipiI", so ¡nnch so that it 1s not

apparenLhowBor.hegyitlistirrguishecltlien.Tlre¡;eriodirrvolr,ecl
,l.oes, hotlever, approximately correspontl. to the earlier Pi1-ri1

pr¡eselrceitrtheregion,¿lccordingtotlreevicie¡rcellot.JaL}ratrc1,
atr.fSotireproposed,.Nonoa].ca-Pipil-Toltec-Cliichinrec'.n.¡idratiotr
may, in '<\ linrited way' be closer Lo historic¿r1 truttt'

LeavilrE|Borhegyi,snoclelaside,itisstilluncleari.¡lretLrer.
tlrereisoLhereviclenceforrltoretlranonePi¡liltrrigr.atiorr.The
aIISrner'aSI)rovid.eclbylirrguisticsarr¡larc}.raeology,sL-enst-obe
no.



Nahuat h¿rs long been considered an ear]ier dialect of' the

Nahualalrgu¿rge.*Lexicostatistica¡ralysisofitstwotnajur-
recorderl divi s iorrs , Salvadoran Nahuat ( spolieri by the Pipi I ) and

\rer.¿rcr.uzan Nahuat, shows their very cl-ose phylog; enetic staLus '

IL has been calculated that l'iahuat differentiated fronr other'

Nahua clialects by Lhe gtir or 10tfr cenLury AD, r'ihife iLs divisiorr
intc) Ve¡racruz¿n ¿rnd Salvacloran varieties has been placed ilt t-lle

l3t,h cerrtur¡. (Kaufrnatrrr Lgi4; Luclierrb¿re-fr and Lev.y 1980)' If-

not-hing erl.se, this indicates their great le>:ica'l proxirrrity

*The N¿rhua l.anguage comprises ¿I numbe¡: of rnututrl1y itrtelligii-..)1e

dj.¿¡lecLs,itrclud-itrgNahuaLl,Nahual'Verac-'ruzaliN¡rhu¡rt'attd
salr,¿r,loran NahuaL (Luchenbach ancl Levy 1980; Foxler' 1983 ) ' Lllril

h¿¡s beerr prouroted. as a tern for Sa.lr'adora¡r N¿rhuat by its

principal scholar, Lyte Campbell (1985). lithnolrisLor.ic SÜuruL-S

also ref er. t<t by this rlane, al.tltough me>licano, ntexicatio Yulgar''

nalruat, atrd. nahuate are also used. (AmaroIi 1980)' orrly tire

lasL tr,¡o are eilrployed. by it.s present speahers in El salv¿rdor"

Non-linguists (archaeologists and ethnographers ir-rcluded) woriring

iD t.his region h¿rve for tnarry years called 1-his dialect NarLrutrt 
'

reservirrg Pi¡:if as an ethnic term re f err j-trg Lo its spL'aker:j ' I an

very reluctarrt to t,ake issue with car[pbell, but there c¿iII be I]o

doubt that he is mistaken in collsidering this a separate f¿Ilguage

within a broacler Nahua linsuistic grouping. There a|e nlally facts

supporting 1Ls positioll as a clialecL of tire Nahua language, iust

a f e¡^¡ clf which rvill be ¡nentiorred here. To begirr rvith, t-hose whro

crollcluered El Salvador were mostly Spaniards ¡"'ho had partici¡l'rted

in the Conquesb of Merico, and their Nahuatl-speaking "itrdios

amigos,' - llexica, Te)(cocoan, and Tlaxc¿rlan allies ; they iudged

the pipil to speak "lengua d"e lle'xico" (Lardé y L¿rrln 19??:35 ) '
Early C.rtholic missionaries worhing r.¡ith salv¿rdoran Nahuat used

l,lol-ina's 1,571 Nahuatl-Spanish d-ictionary irr their work (Squiel

1955:350-351 ) , and. d,istinguished this dialect from central

Ilexican Nahuatl- (li'own sirnply as "rnexicano" ) by use of such Ler¡tts

as ,, lengua rnexicana corrupta" and " Ieltgua mexiL-ana plebeya"

(L¿rrcle}.Larin1'977:36-3?).Per'hapstlreultilr¡ateproofof
dialectical status is nutual intelli-sibility, as can be attestt:d

by orle speaker of nrodern cerrtral }lexicarr Nahu¡¡tl (who I'ras al-so a

I inguist ) r¡ho conversed r.¡ith speakers of Salvadoran Naliu¿rt in a

srnall conuuuniLy of westerrl El Salvad-or (Osrnfn i'Iag¿¡fi¿¡ 198tj:

nersonal comnurlication ) '



arld slior.'s tllat it is
inclusive sense for

legiLimate to speak of Nahuat in an

both Salrradoran atrd Veracruz&¡'I dialecLs

Onlinguisticrdocumentar¡',andarchaeologicalgrouncls'
there rs general ¿rg' reeillent that a Nahua ilialect is tlre besL

candid,ate for the language spolien by the TolLecs (Ii¿rufritan

19?:l:.19; DaVies 197':':161-169). 'lhe Histor''ica Tol-Leca-C.Lricliirnectr

is irr f.¿rct rather. definite on this point (I(irchhoff 194?:xxxi) '

The dating a¡rcl historic d,istribution of NahuaL led sollre scltol¿rrs

to specif¡, this as the particular dial-ect used b)' the Tolt-ecs

(weaver 1981, c.f . Kirchhoff 194?:xxxi), an idea t'/tiicI f irrds sorrle

support in an ar¡rbiguous renlark by Ixtlilxdchitl ( 1950 ) who

cf assif ies the Pipil- as "¿e nacidn tuIteca". If tllis t''ietv ls

corr"ect, tire Nahuat enclaves docunerlted for Veracruz, El

salvaclor., and elsewhere are rel ics of a clistribution flor'¡trcrlJ'

rnrlclt nlore extetisive, especi-atly in central Mexico'

I t shorrl.cl be apparenl- that the linguisbic evidence e¿rsily

¿rrlmits a sitrgle period of n¡igration for Nahuat-speaker.s, bul- does

notSul)portlnultipleperl.odsofmovententsfordifferenL}.ia|tua
d ialec ts , as Borhegyi- ' s mod'el would have us bel ie\¡e '

Furthermore, the suggestetj. dif f erentiatiorr of Nahuaf in t-he 9th

or 1Oth century AD and the subsequent diversification of iLs

variebies by the 13th century places thls Nahua dialect in a

critical positio¡r with respect to l\teso¿rmerican culture hisLory'

The dialect arises wit,h the protnirretrce of Tul¿r, wl-r j'ch itself lra]-

have been Nahuat-speaking, ar-ld loses its cohesion ¿iround the time

o f Tul¿ t s deni se as a ttra j or cetrter '

Archaeology also best supports a sirrgle Pipil ¡nigratiolr, ur

at least a single period of migration. I{e lrow }rave dat-a f ron two

sites in the Pipil heartland of El salvador t,hat appear to

documenL the PipiI arrival between AD 900-1000' This is a tinre

when links with central }fexico were nai¡rtained for a brief

period. Nu¡uerous other Pipil sites are linotrlll itr the regi it-rtr ' but

unlilie tl"re earlier ones, they cto not evi¡rce active Links r'¡ith

Ilexi-co. The inf ornatiorr f rom tirese ttvo sites, Tazunla'l- antl Lotr¡a

china, f orln the core of this paper atld are discussetl bel-otl '

A d'iffer.errt stance if taken by Arrdrews oI} a',Mexican',
(or nore specifically, Ver.acruzan) inLrusiotr at the eastern

Salvadoran site of Quelepa, which he excaval-ecl in t'ire -l-ate 1960's
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(Anclrervs 1976 ) . I have proposed that ¡rreserrt inforntation shorvs
that Andrews t "invasion" was actually a l-oca] ¡nanifestation of
Terminal Classic interactiotr betweeti Quele¡ra (a¡rd other Lepa
Phase si.Les of eastern El Salvador) and the Cotzuma.lhuaparr sites
which ext-end fron Guatenala into rvestern E1 Salvador. f ¡i fact,
virtually all of the traits Andreivs considered "Ilexican" cAn now

be denronstrated as Cotzulualhual.rarr in origin. Tlte separatiou
betr.reen the Cotzunalhuapa and Lepa areas is only about 50

ftil-omeLers, and it seerns entirely unneccessary to search f'ar'
af ield t o ascribe these traits to \¡eracruz , at several lrutrdred
ki.l-o¡neters distance from Et Salvador (Auraroli 1987a' 198?b).
Quelepa probabl y nraintained its etlitric j-dentity f ol the etrti rety
of Ihe Olassic, and son]e local cer¿rt¡ric groups cotrtiIILt.:
tfurougirout tire period, evelf r..'ith the introductiot-r of "fol'eigrr"
traits. IEs occupation effectively etrded around AD 900-1000,
col.r.esponding to the introduction of I'lexicans irt neighboring
¿II- e¿rs.

Discussiorrs of PipiI origi-ns hal'e Loo ofLetr been
char¿lctr*-rized by tenous argun)ents arrd speculatiorr in attr--ntltts t-o

bridge over Llre consiclerable gaps lef t by archaeof ogy ¿rrrd

etir¡ohistory. Tire f ollorving inf ornratiorr f rour Lonia China arrtl
Tazunal- ollens neH possibilities for the in1-erpr'etation of 1-he

PipiI and tire cr.'itical problem of their in1-rusion intc¡ CenLlal
Aurerica.

The Archaeology of Loma China and Tazumal

T¡e i-orna Cnlna Sl

Tragica.l-1y litt-l-e is hnown about the Loma China site. I t-

was one of niany localities inrrundated by the coustrucLion of the
San Lorenzo Dam on the lower Lenipa River ir¡ cenLraf El Salvador',
com¡:1eted in 1983. A linited arcLraeological sal-vage project r.¡as

conducted by 1-he Adnrj-nistracion de1 Patrirrronio Cu1tural. T'he

init j.aI survey worli was aborted in 1980 due t-o st:cial- utrrest, arrd
rvork resuured in 1982 with a opportunisti.c survey 1-hat locat-ed
severaf mound sites. Between 1982 and 1983 approxirnately six
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sites were excavated that ranged in age fron Late Classic to Late
Postcl-assic. Arnorrel these was the extraordinary Lorrta Cl¡ina sit.e.

The results of this work have yet to be adequately studied.
IIy i¡for¡rration for Lor¡ra China I"Jas collected froni field luaps drawr¡
b)'its excavator, Manuel Mdndez, and through several in1-erviews
with llanuel l"iurcia, ¿¡, c-'aporal- who worked urrcler' |lendez. Itt 1986

llanuel L6pez, rvho is the director of the Museo Nacic¡rral "David J.
Guzluán" in San Salr'ador, graciously permit ted nre access to the
Lr:¡u¿r Cirirr¿r errtif¿rcL collectiotl.

l{i t.| }lur.cia' s help and extant f ield recorcls , I was able t<:

reconst,ruct. s(fme of the finds at Loma China. The si1-e colrsists
of f our luourrds, situated on a terrace next t-o the easL ba.rrk of
the Lenpa River (Figs. 1, 6 ) . In general, the-ir constructiot-r w¿is

of ear.Lh f ill, faced by stones, only solne of llhich ltad beerr

roughly shaped into bl-ocl<s. They alre desigtrated as Structures A

through D.

Nlénclez excavated three structures . S1-r. A liad origirral-I.y
appeared as a very low but extensive platfornt. Excavatiorr
revealed the cobbl-c' footings of a ¡nultirooned structure
associabed with a square platform wkrich rose in three vertic:al
terraces (Fig.?). The footings of a sj-nriIal nrul-ti-r'ootuecl
structure in Tazumaf supported adobe ¿rnd rubble wa1ls, l.¡ut it is
rrot hlown if such r./as the c.iase at- Lonta China. 'I'he investigation
of Str. D reveal-ed arrother complex of roonis, but i"rt Lhis case
supported on a large, low platform.

T[e third mgund, Str.B, was a solitary plertform, very nuch
l ike t[e one incorpora [ed wi thin S tr . A. S tr . B r{as packed rvi [h
of ferings. A central- burial below its sunuuit was itr a f lexed
positiorr, arrd spaced around the skeleton I./ere f our tltirr sarrdst,orre
placlues, each covered wi i.h identical mosaics. Tirese de1>ict- a
sta¡clj-rrg j-ndividual wj-th the helntet, pectoral, saltdals, ¿rlrd

feathered square shield characteristic of Toltec warrior.s (Irig.8;
c.f. Tozzer 1957). The irrdividual holds z\ feaLfrered ser'¡rertt
(coniplete r.rith rattl.es ) ¿rrching up f ron behind (see Tozzer 1957

for Toltec tvarriors in ecluivalent poses). Tiie materials used to
nake the plaques were jade for the individual a¡rd the feathered
serpent, shell and turcluoise f or the warrior's f.-ace, arrd i-r'orr
pyril-es f or the encircling frane.
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The central burial in Str.B also had large nunrbers of tiny
(¡¡rostl-y one centimeter in diameter arrd less ) turquoise placlues iu
the area of its head. Their bevel-ed edges a¡rd abunda¡rce are the
only evidence r^/e have that a turquoise-encrusted tnaslt olice
cc,r'ered i ts f ace .

At ,leas L three other burial"s I{ere f ourrd irr t}re lt-¡tcer'

terraces of Str.B. AlI were "mL¡ltilatecl". Orre- exarnple cotlsisted
s6lel¡. of Lhe trurrh of arl aciult body, rvhose rib cage I{¿is charred
f rom inLensive burning. No artifac'bs were associaLed wi Lh tltese
three internrents.

S Ir. B cl j-d, Iowever, contain rru¡rterous art i f acts . I'lCrrclez a¡rd

Iilurcia both believed thaL these were ofl'eriI)gs for the ce¡rLral
burial. Cer.a¡nic vessel-s abounded, wiLIt 13 of 'Iol¡il PluurbaLe, 34

of Nicoya Polycirrone, and a striking exam¡rl.e S.i-l,ho Irine Úralrge

carved with -cr feather serpe¡t not if . These ceramics grclups h¡€f €

wid.ely exirangecl in the EarIy Postclassic, anl1 rrill be discussed
at l-epgtir t.'i l-h ¡egard to the Tazu¡nal- s i te . Seve¡a1 greeli
obsidian prisnatic blade.s appeared. in a cacire. Ttrey llel'e urrusual-

in S.jvet'al I'eSpecLs. They I.i eI'e coluplete specinterls, Lliey were
excelitio¡al1y narrow (one cerrtiueter or less ) , and the r.azor'-lilie
etLges of i-hese clelic¿rt,e obiects showed no signs of use. It nra)'

be 1,hat there sherrply pointed distal ends were used as 1¿rticets
fo¡. blor¡c]-lettirrg. Anol-her cache urlearthed in SIr.B consist;ed of
about 6 chert and. c,bsidian bifaces, including corner-llotcired and

slde-notched varieties that are norphologically idenLical' to
sDecilnerrs fr.om Cirichen Itza and cetrLr¿rI Mexico (Sireets 19?B).

I have been told that Loura Chiria I.,/as not colrpleLel¡'
innundated by the new reservoir, aud it nray be possibly to
cotrtinue studies at thi s sma1l but fascinaL,ing siLe,r.

The Tazunral Site

Tazurnal is much better docu¡ne¡rted than Lo¡ua China This
site and its gerreral region 6f rveste¡n Ef Sal.vador hostt--d

several arc¡aeol-ogical investigations since the 19'1 0's. I t has

f igure,l in broader d.ebates regarding the origitr and deveJ-opnrenL

of cornplex soci.ety in sc.¡u'Lhe¿rs1-errr iulesoanterica ( Sltarer' 19?B;
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De¡narest in press ) . Als<¡ in contrast to Lolrr¿: Chiner.,
documer¡ted e chnohistoricalIy.

it is weII

The Tazunral siLe lies in Llie wesLern Salvadoran torvrr of
Chalchuapa (Fig.1) . It is of ten stated th¿it Cirtrlchuapa occurs i-n
the "higfrlands" of southeastern l'1esoa.¡rrerica (as ir¡ SLrar'er 1978).
Although t rue- in a relative sense, it is l-ittle lilie the
Guatenra.L¿rn l-ligirlands. El Salv¿rdor's "highlancls" ¿rre cluiLe 1r,rw,

norntarl Iy r¿Irlgirlg betrqee¡r 4 00 to 800 llteters abor"e setr leve.L , ¿ind

Chalchuap¿r is f ound ¿¡.t 700 meters. PaJ-ynolog j-cal- stud-ies shoiv
its cliniax vegetation to liave been sirnilar to the Peten ('I'sukada
and Deevey 1967).

On the eve of Concluest, Ciial-chuapa J-ay on tlre i''estern i-imits
of a ma jor Pipil pol ity centered at Cuscatlárr. Bef ore Sirarrish-
i¡rduced econollic changes affected tire region, Ciralchua¡rei rv¿ls rras
rroted for. iIs production of maize, cacao, ancl coLLo¡r (AlraroIi
1986 ) .

U¡tlilie every <;1-lier communit¡' in the Cus,:a Llán prt-,l\.iric.'e,
Cha-lchuapa's inhabiLarlts were noL Nahu¿iL s¡realr.ers. It is
probatble that- their. larrguage r{as Pokomaui (a llaya larrguage), ¿tL

It:¿rst to judge from the early 17th tlirough iate lBtli century
(GaEe 7702; Ximenez 79'29; Cc:rLéz )' Larr:az 1958 ) . It is perlrarps ir
uniclue situat.iou to f ind a Maya conrlrtunity under Pipi I sway.
It afipears that- Chalchuapa was forrnerly Pipil, anrl Lire Irokr-¡¡lar¡r

were instalf ed only a shrrrt tinre bef ore the Spanish conquest. It
had long bee¡r thought that all of central arrd rvestern El Salr'ador
]r.rd ollce been Poliomanr speaking, but as a resulL of the Piiril
arrival t-rnly Chalchuapa stil.l- naintained tliis i'laya idetrtit¡'uporl
tire arrival- of the C¿rstil-f ans (Lothrop 1939 ) . Archaeology ¿rnd

l.i¡rguisLics are onL-e ag¿tin in agreetnerrl- oIl a differ'errL
perspective. Several avenues of linguistic investigatiorr show
Pohomarn to have been rapidly expanding ori t,he eve of' Cunquest;
their prcs€irlce irr Ch¿ilciruapa began very short. 1y bef ore AD 150()
(Carnpbell 1977 ) , 'I'he archaeological recurd can acco¡¡¡odate an
i¡rterpretation where {-he resident Pipil ¿¡re replaced by Pokomanr,
or at least enter irrto strong i¡rteraction with Lhe Polr.oniaril aI-e¿i
(¿rs nrar'liecl by Ch j-nautla Polychrome and ottier rron-Pipil
artifact,s), ¿rt sorne lroint after AD 1200 (Sharer 1978; Starrley
Boggs and }lanuel Ldpez 1985 : personal cornmunir:ation ) .
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Br-¡L if this is sor how was Chalchuapa trarrsfor¡rred froln a

Pipil to Pokontarn settle¡nent, and how did it rerlt¿ritl parl. of a

PipiI st¿rte? Part of tlie answer mal' lie in the nature of i'lexicatr
polities, in that a chief concerrl with subjecb cotntttulrities ht¿rs

tr.ibuLe, not cultural ur-riformity. (But this is ¡ot to sa)' th¿¡t
the Pi¡:il ¡uigr.¿rtic.,r¡ several cerituries prior did ¡rot dis¡:1.ace or'
,Jestr.o¡'the native population.) I liave elserirere offerecl ¿tn

explanat.ion where Chalchuapa and another Pokotuattt erlclal'e tvel-e

for.nic'cl u¡rder Pipil patroriage as buffers ¿tg;a-insL tlre
exparlsionisLic Cakcl¡iquel (Au¡aroli 1988) .

Whetiier the Poliomam spealters took Chalchua¡:a by forrce, or
rvhether tLiere r.r¿rs a tnore peaceful tr¿rnsfo¡'¡trat.ion, Cus.:aL. 1ár, I,/as

eyi,lently able to accomodate their preserrce ¿rnd conLirtue to
e-xt.ract- tribui,e. The point irere is Lhat t-he Poit<-.¡ltrartr ettter' itrLo
t[e story at a late date, and I.¡ere not players orl the scene of
the Pipil rnigration, des¡rite apparent political affili¿rtions.

Cir.rlchuap¿r's ¡icfr archs.eologic¿l1 heriLage has .Lut¡g ¿rt-tr'acLed
scholar-ll. intelest. Some of its rnonLl¡Dental scul¡>ture nas retlloveLl
to the capi-taI as early as 1892, laneutabl¡'without a very useful
recorcl of t[eir provenier]ce (Lardd y Larll 1,9ii). Durirrg Lhe

1920, s the Salvatforan nal-ural scienLisl- Jorge Lardá recog¡rized
Clralchuapa as ¿rn "archaeological reei iotl" conposed of several-
discreLe sites, including Tazurnal, Casa Blanca, E1 Trapiche,
Parrrpt , and Lake Cuscachapa (Lardé 1926) , Starrley Boggs' rvo¡'Ii

here j-s so extensive, stretching fronr the 1940's to the presellL'
thaL it deserves mention itr ¿1 separate paragraph. As for 1-lte

rese¿rrciters, WilIiam Coe began to study the EI Trapiche site
¿uring the 1950's, rvork tlrat r{as abruptly Lernrirrat.ed before its
conpletion (coe 1955); despite this, his initial- findings
clt-uronstrat.ed an important Late Preclassit-'occupatio¡r as did
Boggs' earrf ier discovepy of Ofmec bas l"ef ief s. Continucd
'irrterest i¡ L[is period of "highland" llaya clevelol.rtuenL everrtuaLly
Ierl to a major archaeological projecl ullder 1-he spoltsorshil-r of
the Urriver.siLy of Penrrsylvania and the directorship of Rot¡ert
S¡arer.. The Chalchuapa Project ran llrom 1966-1970 and rvas a

l.a¡rdn¿rrli in Salvadorarr ¿1 I'chaeology (see Sharer 1978 ) . Its
prirrcipal f ocus was on the Preclassic, but si Les dating f rotti ¿r

differe¡t lreriods r.¡ere also excavated, resuftirrg in a cult,ur¿rl-
sequerrce ¡anging fron approxi-mately 1200 BC to the Pt-otoh.i.storic
per.-iod.. The Chalchuapa Project did llo'L excava.Le at Llre 'Iazurti¿rl

siLe, antL barely used its inf'ornation in recotlstrue-ting the



cultural sequence and hi-story of Chalchuapa. Later in the
19?0's, |tanuef Lópe z of the Arlrninistracidn clel Peitrirnc¡nio
Cultural excavated a bas¿rL tunnel started by tiie Chalchua¡ra
Project uuder tlre Middl-e-LaLe Classic Str'. C1-1 of ti¡e C¿is¿r

Blanca site. This sanie structure was partially restored in the
early 1980's. f ¡r 19?8 William Folvl.er Jr. ¿rltd llarruel- I'ópez
u¡de¡ t-ocrli a saf vage excava Lion of a sn¿r1l- La Ie Precl¿rss i c ülr)ulrd
.Ln the E1 Trairiche site, tvhere tirey f ound eviderrce' of a luass
hur¡an sacrif ice (Fowl-er 1984 ).

Tlrree projects of Lhe 1980's deserve ¡ne¡itic.¡ti -i tr t-hls rr-'\jletJ
of arch¿Ieology in Ciralchuapa. It'¡ 1985 it l'á.s rroLicecl tir¿rt tite
r¡rairr sLructure irr tire Tazumal- group r'ras slumlting, arrd sotntr: ol'the
Lerraces restored by Boggs in the 19:10's seented irl d¿rt¡gel of
..i-ur¡ue¡lL collapse. This led to Ihe "recollsLrucLior¡ ol'a
reco¡structiolt" rvhich continues today on Structtrre 1 ¿¡t '.1'rrzunal.
Tftougfi ñc¡t sLrictly archaeo]ogical itr tLature, tlte b¿rc]rgroutid
rese¿rr.ch led to a ser:ies of interviervs rvj- t-h Boggs ¿rtrcl lhe
recover¡- c.lf s()¡üe signif icarrt unpublished d¿rta. 'l'tvc-l salr'¿igc
pro j ects r{t}re ¿rlso conducted in 198 5 . Under Less th¿rn ideal
cc;r¡tlit-ioris, |lanuel Iulurcia ( Aclrninistracidn de1 P¿rtriruon io
Cultur..rJ ) rrrorritored t.he paving of streets near tl're Tazutrral siLe
and recovered several caches of artifacts dat,ing f'rt-rt¡ the Lllddle
Classic to the Postclassic. I carried out the' c.¡Lher salr'agc:
¡trojt-:ct. at a,locality ltrrorvrr as Cementerio Jardfn. Ttiis 1t:ca1it¡'
r.epresents arr extension of the Tazunral site's l-atest occupation,
a¡cl its excav¿r t,ion, together with the infornrat"ion pl-ovided by
lloggs, led to a reinterpretation of Tazuntal. The ne¡v data and
interpretations are presented beIow.

Few i f any Mesoamerican archaeologist-s have had a lotrger
invc.rl vernent lvith a single zone than Stanley Boggs tviLli
Chalchuapa. Ilis major r¡ork there focused on the Tazulnaf site,
c¿rrri,ed out in trvelve seasons betweerr ),942 ar¡d 1955. 'fa::unr¿r-l-

originally had 13 visible mounds, including an enclosed
ballcourt , a circuLar ¡rlatf orm, and the nronume¡rtal r:omplex f orured
by Structures 1 and 2, Subsequent worh ¿rf so def ined part of ¿in

associaLed resiciential area (FiS. 2), Around 1940, Bc,Elgs f'outrci
tirat the major structures at this site r.iere being mined for earth
to nr¿rnufacture adobe bricks. OLher adjacenL ¡notrncls I./€rIre being
denrr-¡lished ¿1s nrodern Chalchuapa grew. Under l-hese circunrstirnces
iris first e-xcal'atiorrs at Tazunal ainred to sa-l"vagc basic
infornatiorr about sorre of the larAesb prehistoric structures itr
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Chalchr-rapa . The di scovery of extens ive archi tec t ural- f ¿rc ings
ancl a l-ate Classic tonb filted with artifact-s lrelpe'd convirrce the
gor-ernment to take action and to preserve its princillal
str.'uc tures .

Boggs' excavat ions at Tazunaf revealed a cotnplex series c¡f

1:l superiniposed construction episodes spanning a period of solte
700 yL-¿rr.s (the f o11o¡¡ing inf ormation is based on intervi.ervs wi Lh

Iloggs l¡etr"een 1985-1987, and on Boggs 1944a, 19'l4b). The
earliest sLructure ra¡as ¡:art of a lorv p-latfor¡u whose cottsl-r'ucLion
had been inIerrulrted, but only tenporarily, by a volcarric ¿lsh

fall - possibly frolu the 3rd centur¡'AD Iloparrgo erupt-iori. Sor"¡u

af terrvard in the seqllence, a platf orrn strongly reltinisce¡rt of'
TeoLihuacán "Lal-ud-tablero" architecture r+as erecterl , and rvitltin
it r{as f'ound a burial ¡.¿ith several artifacts in Teotihuacltr
style: a slab-footed cylindrical vessel, a carrdelero, and a stone
j-ncepsario sculpted to co¡nbine feline aud avian elenents in a I.Jay

¡raralleling so[]e depi-ctions ]rnotvn f rom TeotiiruacCn. ]{ot^iever', tire
nrost specLacrllar offering r.vith this burial- w¿rs all "assembly lj-ne"
cera¡nic incensar.io built of mold¡rrade aud ¡nodeLed cour¡rouenLs,
perhaps representing Quetzal-coatI surrounded b1' sea sirells.

|lassive corlstruct ions Iater enveloped Lliis Ear'l-y Cllarssic
platforrn, culminating in a Lale Classic sLepped pyranid seL upon
a \.ery Large basal platf orm. Str. 1 , as this construcLiorr is
li¡ro\n'n , reached approximately 24 me ters in height , probably r j. s ing
in ni¡re vertical telraces (FiS. 3). A balus'l-r:adecl stair'fra.\¡ r'ose
on its west side, buL any trace of a su]lerstructul'e had beeu
obliteratttd by tine and the depredations of adobe bl'ick ¡ualiers.
Trventy hunarr bur.i,als were excavaLed within this structure, of
rvhich Tomb 1l"ras the lnost irrrportatrt in tertus of Ioc¡rtiotl ¿ilrd

cor¡1-ents . I L w¿rs f ound on the pyranrid' s wes Lerr¡ side , undet' the
st¿¡irr\ray. l, llie ruost of t-he other'lazun¡al graves, thi.s "to¡rrt)" had
been consLr.ucted as a shaft with its contents arranged on the
botLolu. It h¿rd tlren been filled with earth and rubble, thetr
capped rvith rougi] slabs. The adul-t nale interred itr T'onb 1 iiad
been rvrapped in f ig tree lamate] paper and placed on a nraL

Ipetate.] , rvhere ]re r.ras and surrounderl by a tre¿rsut'e Lrot'e of Late
Classic artifacts. About 90 cera¡nic t,essels I{ere present, i.n
addj L j,on to plain yugos r^¡ith a sculpted hacha, pyrite mirrors orl
plain slate bacliings, ¿r jade pectoral in a style cornlnol'l ¿rL OopJn,
¿rrrd thrce tumt¡aga f igurines thougirt- to be of Costa Ricatr origin
(soure ol t-lre earliest nretalr',¡o¡:k 1-o have reached souLlteasLerrr
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llesoarnerica; c. f . Bray Ig7 7 ) Over half c.¡f ttre vessels I.iere
"1ost" during Boggs' absence from El Salvador i¡r tire early
1950's; those ren¿rining in the National |Iuseurn cc., l-lection wet'e
br:iefly reported by Sharer (1978). Copador, Salua (also called
Babilorria or Ul-ua PoJ-ychrone), San Juan Plurnbate, and c¡ther Joca-l
Late Cl,assic ceranlic groups were represented, mos'tly belongillg to
the Pa.yu cerauiic conrplex established by Sliarer, atrd thele i{¿r.s ¿il'l

exampl.e of Peten Gfoss Ware with & glyph band. Tomb 1 clea¡Jy
helrl a prestiious occupant, the abr-¡udant and diverse offe¡-ings
bei¡g an expression of his participaLion irr far'-r¡rrrgl itrg trettvorlis
of interac tiolr .

AL sonre tiute af ter the courpletion of Tazun¡aI 's ttr¿rss i.r'e
Str.1, ¡rr.obtrbly in the Early Postcl-¿issic period, ¿r vc'l')- dj fferent
rnc¡nu¡nenLal platform r+as erected on its westerrr side, rvltele it
directly ¿ibutted and covered part of Str. 1's batter (FlS.3).
Str.2 tras late "i'lexican" sLyle Ialud-tablero tel]racils. A

balustraded sLairway is fc¡und on ibs western side. Tlre e:;tetisive
basal platfortr titat supported Str.1 i{as errlar$ed everl furLlier Lo
j-ntegrate both s t,ructures 1 and 2 as a singf e architectural unit.

Several- f eatures of Str. 2' s consil,ruc Li on were Ilst{ Lc.¡

southeastern Mesoameri-ca, and seem to be of llexicau origirr. Each
of its three terr:aces r\rere built of numerous rubble-f illed cell s.
Snrall- sto¡tes studded the f lanhs of Slr.2, and were 'interpreted as
anc[ors for t]re thicli coaLing of fine r.¡hj"te stuccc,.r which col'ered
the bui I dir¡g . Several shall,owf y buried caches of Toiri I Plunrbate
were spac:ed around the base of Str.2. No ottrer of ferings were
associated with this building, but sever¿l.1. iutnusive burlals
found in the old Late Classic Str.1 are believed to date to Lhe

Early Postclassic. T[ey were buried r.¡ith several vessel-s
belcingirrg Lo tire cer-arnic gr:oup rvhicir Sharer natned CozatoI. This
associ.rtio¡t l.'ith the Cozatc;l group is an iniporLant Iiey in
j nt-erpreLatiori, as rvil-l be discussed belorv.

Boggs also recognized two other constructions at Tazunial
that were corrteurporaneous with Str.2. The nearly desLro¡,t¡fl base
of & small platform was uncovered just rlorth of Str.1. It l.¡as

a]so unusual in its use of carefully fj.tted polygr:nal slabs to
face its rubble fitl - a technique since noteti at the Postclassic
site of Cihuat.árr (Fowler 1981). Boggs excayaLed tIe ot]re¡
buil-di¡g, Str. 6 , rvhic| was being destroyed by the growt| of
nrc.,dern Chalchuapa. Its nrethod of consl-ruc;tion was idenLic¿r1 Lo
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that of S br. 2. Str.6 , hor,¡ever, was a circular 1tJ-atf ornr that rose
in t¡.¡o terraces , again f aced wi th late style tal-ud-tableros , artd
Has ec1uil:ped ¡vith balustraded stairr{ays oll both its nor'L}r i¡.rrd

souLh sicles. Remnants of a circular sulrerstructure were f ound on

its sunmit. Three buri¿rls were found rvithitr Str.6, but norre had

of fer. j.ngs preserved - these individpal-s probabl¡' I./ere the
of f er.ings f r.,r tlris building. SL¡'ucture 6 rnay h¿rt'e bee¡r ¿1 ternille
de¿icatetl to 1-irat manifestation of Quetz¿rlcoat-I htrotln as Eiieeatl
(Davies I}i7). It tnust be mentioned ltere that tlre Chalchuapa
ProjecL reporLt:d1y excavated t¡+o Early to l'1 iddle Classic burials
fr"otn "the si t.e r¡f Structure B1-6 [t]re proiect's desiglrial-iorr for
'Iazu¡rral Str.6l" (Sharer 19?B:120). According to Sta¡le)' Iloggs'
who of course excavated Str. 6 , these burials were rioL a L Llie

location of the tiren-destroyed Str.6.

A f our Lh stt.ucture in the Tazurnal- group ill¿ly I)ot{ be

t.entatively attributed to this same period. Tire encl-osed
r-sl"raped ballcourt (oriented easL to west ) has )'et Lo be

excavated. Sur:face collections indicate an Early Postclassic
date.

The Ea¡ly Postcfassic structures of Tazu¡¡.al fittd close
correlations with contemporalleous Tula. Both sites share rubble-
fillecl celluar conslruction for platfortus, studs for anchoring
plasLer.c<¡atings, square platforms or "pyramids" wibh talud-
tablero facirrgs and balustraded stairways, sinilar c--ilcu.l"ar
platf orurs, ancl I-shaped ball-courts (Acosta 1941, 1945, 1956;
Diehl 1983).

llonun¡c¡nt,a.l- Sculr:tu¡'e aL Tazumal

Four rnonumental sculptures r{ere associated r¡ith ti're Earl¡'
PosLclassic structures. I{hi}e not well-carved, Tazu¡rral's
sculpturc's are extraordinary f or this region of }fesoalnerica.
Like some conLenlrorar)¡ sculpture in centra-I lulexico, tliey appear
to have beerr roughed out in a blocky shal:e, tlten formed tlrrough
excavatic¡n c.¡f areas, depending heavily on glrooves to outJitre tlre
,letaiLs of the subjecl-. At least three f ind thc-ir closest
co¡lparisons with Toltec sculpture. They irrclude Lwc-r Cllactnools, ¿i

"jaguar tttrorte", and a st.ela.
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Tirc- tr.,o cl-racnrools are illustrated by Anderson (1978 )' Most

of tlie sculpture in that stucly is poorly illustrated, and t'fre

Chacnoolsarenoexception.Atthoughseveraldet¿iilsare
clist-orIerl, others are not even visible. Andersol]'s descr.it>tiorrs

nust h¿rve been based on these photograplis, sitrce tire¡' at'L- equally

Spíarse.Thesesculpturesweredesi€¡iaLedaSClralciruapa
Monuments 23 a'd 24, Both represenL a reclining ilrdiVidual, L'ith

heacl hel d er.ect arrd. trvisted toward its lef t i tlle li¿rrrds sr-t1;poLt a

tra¡, ireld on i ts belly. A Toltec "mariposa" , probably nteanL ¿is tt

bird. (c. jl. 'lt-tzzer 195?), is visibte oll the cirest' of both f i-gures'

h¿ilf covereci by an arm. The left arllrs botir have a krlife in a

sheath worn betrveen the elbol.r atrd should'er. AII these cie L¿rils

resenible features on Chacnrools found ¿rt TuIa and CI-richdn ILz'á'

aniong other lrlaces. The nearest comparable sculptur:es r^¡ould be

.bhe sma.l,l Chacrnool f rom Quirigua ( Sharer 1985 ) , an exanpl.e f rom

Aguateca(|iicaragua),andthetrChichdnTt'záj.tseIf.

Clracnoolslraveawid"edistributiorrinPosLcfassic
Ilesoamerica. They have been reported from Tula, Tenochtit'lan'

Ilichoacán, Tlaxcala, Cempoala, Cirichdn ft'zá', Aguateca

(l'iicaragua)r a¡rd Quiriguá (a¡r alleged Costa Rican "CitacmooI" nay

be irr so're way d.eriveci f rom the Mesoanerican cotrcept, but its

fornr and execution are fundamentally different). b-t¡r solne

authors, the ample tlispersion of chacntools has n¡uddled tireir

relatior-r to the Toltecs and other: groups (Davi-es 19i'7:209 ) ' BUL

this re-latlon becones clear if due irttention is alloted to

dat,ing . Tire earf iest d.ated, Specintens are t-Lre most urri f orltt j.tr

tireirL'XecuLionandappearbetweenADg00_1000atTul¿r(12
excrrn¡"rles ) , Chichdn I.Lzá. (14 ) , anti Tazumal (2) only. At eacfi of

these sites, chacniools I.rere placed before raised platforurs or

entrances to chanbers, wirich nay have f uuctioned as al t¿r|s'

templesand,inperlrapsinSonecases,palaces(Wear'er1981:369;
MiIler1985).IsuggesttlratLlreearlyChacnoolsbeConsidered
separately fron the Iater sculptures '

The early group of ch¿lcmools sirows a consj.sLer¡t associatiot¡

l.¡ith Quetzal-coaLl and iaguar thrones. At chicL¡dn a Chacnio'rf w¿rs

iliscove¡.ed. wiLhiD the castillo sub (Terrrple of l(ukulcarl), before

the e¡ltrance to a vestibule contai-ning the famous red iaguar
Lhrone. At the Sarne site, a CIracnooI is seL at tl:e e.]Irtr.arlce to

tire Tenple ot' l{arriors, with the colrtmns behirrd it dj-splayitrg

feather.ecl serpenLs. The first excavat-ed cliacntool I^¡¿ts foutrd ¿rt

cliichén in {,irc P1a1- f or'¡n of the Eagles, just underl¡'in8 íL re<1



jaguar sculpture (Tozzer 195?:91). Sim|lary, the ttvo Tazuntal
Chacrnools had been placed at the entrances 1-o a probable Ehec¿rtf
or Quetz¿rlcoatl temple (see below). It 1s e¡rtirely possible that
another scul¡rture , a " jaguar throne " , t'/as f ound t-here .

|1rrr.y irti ller recently proposed that Chacntools origin¿it-ed in
the I'la¡'ai area , arrd r{ere L}ren trans¡¡ri t ted to celr t-r'¿rl NIe:¡ ico attd
e.lsewhere in the Earl)'Postclassic (llliller 1985). Tire col-e of
this at'gunretrt is that. Chacnools depicLed captives itt a I,rosture of
defeaI and subtrission, somer.¡hat analogous to t]re Classic I'layr-r

victirnsr who frequerrtly appear bound in awltward positions. Tlte

n¡ost obvious f'1¿lw wi th this idea is that Chacmool-s def ini tely are
not clef eated victirns. Contr¿*ry to f aj rly universal llesoalrrcricatr
conventions fo¡' captir.es, Chacnools are not strippetl of cJ.othirrg
a¡rci o¡'¡anrent. Instead, they tend to wear Toltec ltelttre Ls, rvitli
ltnives in shoul-der sheathes and a "niariposa" on i-heir chests.
Sanclals, w¡.ist and ankle ruffs, arrd the typical lv¿risL g¿rr'¡tret i{ctrn
by nrales compleL.e their attire. All these are fe:atures of ToItec
wirr.r.iors, rtoL captive l'laya (c.f. Tozzet 1957). Ilil-Ler goes on to
argue Lhat "Lhe greater variation of the IChacmool] aL Chic]rén
ILzí also sLrggest its developrnent at that site" (1985:14 ) . Tlte
o¡ly eviclerlce of "grealer variatiorl" slre sttares, however, is a

Chicirdn exarrple witli its legs in a nrore relaxed positir-rn, tvlticli
does not- seern substantiatty distinct f ronl the rest . I f rrot tahen
out of co¡text, Llie Chac¡uool. remains a soljd couipollerrt of'folt-ec
arL, r.¿ith clear antecedents in Teotihuacan atrd other earlier
centr.¿rI i\Iexican sites; t-hese ties ¡tre reinf orced b¡' Lire
associaLion of Chacmools wit.h the ancj,errt central i'lexican d.:ity,
Quetz¿rl coat.].

A t,liird sculpl-ure h¿rs suffered considerable IIru.lLil-atiotr, br.-rt

c:an still be recogltized as a " jaguar throne". It is cruule but
sirnif ar in co¡cept Lo Lhose unearthed at Chichen I.Lza ' tt¡il ere such
th¡ones are sfiown in use by Toltec t{arriors ('lozzer 1957:103 ) .

Ter¡ninal Classic Uxmal is al-so wel-l-hrrown f or its jagr.ral Ll'rrolre.
Tire Tazuntal- example is in a crouchc-d position, a¡rd a Tc.¡ltec
"mariposa" appears olt one side of it.s body be-Iow its nrissirtg;
|ead. Its haunches support a circular plate wi bl'r nearl;'
obliteral-t:d rern¿rins of ir¡cised desigrrs, recalling Lhe niosaic
plaque sLipllor. led by the fanrous red jaguar throne in the sanctuary
of Chich6n's Catillo sitb strucLure. The TazunlaJ. sculpture,
,f es igrratetl }lonunrerrt 25 (Anderson 19 ? 8 ) , r.¡as carved f rom deep red
scolrja; il-s c:olor is a further pari,rlJ.el r.¡i.th Chiclién. It is
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s i¡ni f ar. to the Tazunial, Chacmools in i t,s rvorirnanshi p arrd gerteral
dimensions.

'Ihe fclurth sculpture is a stefa conrurorrll'knorvn in El
Salv¿rclor aS "la virgen de Tazurnal-". f t is now numbered aS

}lo¡r¡ute¡t 2I (Anderson 1978; a nore r.¡seful illust r¿rl-.iorr lll¿i.y be

founci itr l,othrop 1939). It was carved from a large, thiri slab,
r+i th a l-iei ght of 2,6 meters. Its f ace shorvs a standing lltale
whose rj-glit arlr crosses his chest arrd holds a Iong, decorated
object. The elaboraLe headgear shcltls Tlaloc, and cluctzal
feathers streatrr from each side and fl.ow downtlarcls to fr¿rnre che

inrLivjdual-'s ovaL face. He tvears a wide beaded (?) pecttir¿r1
band, and si¡lrilar l'listlets. His loincloth consists oi,'a
clecoratecl girdle, with a strip of cloth ¡tettdarrt bef ore hi s 8r'oin.
The portrayal- of his f ace is exceedi¡rg,l-y simple, ¿!s tliougI a

single groove r^7as colltinued to form trvo oval eyes (with cetitr¿r1
concaviti-es ) arrd a large trapezoidat nose. The troutlt is ¿r sinrple
shorL arrd wirle Éi roove. The t-hin sides of t-lris tttortull¡er¡t ltat'e
renr¡an'Ls of carving that have been called glyp|s (o¡ce agairr,
poorly r.endered in Anderson 1978). There Itere probably for.rr
e\'(,"rr1y spacc-d elernenLs on each side. Pendirrg exalriti¿itiorr 'by an

epigraplier',
g1y1:h-Iike.

lulonumenL
scullitures at
Tol-tec sLelae
a large, thin
face and eyes
pectorals and

it appears bhat tltese desigus are only va$ueLy

2l cannoL easily be compared to other Toltec
Tazumal-. A general sinilarit¡' exists r+iLh the two
recovered at Tul-a, whích are rrotable i¡r the use of
slab, feathered Tlaloc headgear', and simple ot'al

. llore renote sinilarities ntay be found in their
l-oincl-othes (Nichol-son 19?1 :Fíe,27 ),

NIany of these features are found in Lor"'larrd l"laya stelae
a1so, and it niay r.,ell be that the carver of the T¿rzumal sLel-¿r was

cli-mly irrspired by his irrrpressions of IlIa¡'a notrut¡terrts - it'r suclt
case llonunrent 27 r.¡oufd be Late Cl¿¡ssic in date and could have
been taken f ro¡n an origi¡raI association rvit[ Str. 1 to be
repositior¡ed in front of Str.2.

All four. sculptures had been taken to Sa¡r Salvador irr the
1890's. At the time, their original locations Irere onl¡'r'aguely
statt-,cl . Boggs lvas able Lo interview residents who, irr 7942,
si-il l. retnernbered their re¡¡rorral . His best reconstructioti is that
trio CIacgloo]s had or'-igirrally been set at on tlre rrrlrtlr atrd south
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side of Str.6, at tire bases of the s bairways leadi¡rg Lo its
circular shrine. The s1-ela had been taken f rotn 1-irt-' l.¡es Lertr s ide
of Str.2 (Anc1e¡son 1978:160 rnistahenly gives its provenlence a1 s

Str. 1 ) . ¡'e ¡lay never krrow nore abouI t]re pl'overrietice of the
" jaguar throne", beyond the fact that it l{as sonietlhere in tlie
at".ea of Tazulnal's large structures. Perhaps lilie other i¿rguar'
LIr',-.rnes, it tc-¡r: r\,ds associated wiLh Chacn¡oo1s. If il- did obey
such carrrlops of sculptural placeuit-'rrt , i t ltlay ftave oe cu¡;i ed Llit,'

surnnrit of Str.6.

'lhe Cenrertteri o Jardlrr L-o-9.4!!!;¿

Itece¡t salva"ge exavaLio¡s have f'c.¡r'cetl ¿i lttitrter.preL¿tti.t,tr o['

the [nrly Postclassic cortpone¡t at Tazulral. l¡u1-Ldr-¡zer cuLs in a

1ot lrear tIe pr.incipat structures oI'Tazutual t-ufIIecl up al-¡uridatlL

preltisCor.i-c sherds, and ¿rs a rt:sult the A,lnrinstl'¿¡citírr del
patr.inro¡io Cultur¿rI began ij, salv¿¡ge ilroject urlciel'llli- rJ-ir'etrLiorl .

T')ris locality is called Cementerio Jardln, ¿rt¡d Iies apllroximat-ely
?00 me Lers souLheasL of the nain Tazu¡nal gf oup (Fig. 2 ) .

Surf'ace nlaterials I^/ere nixed, rvith Late Preclassj-c, L¿ite

CIassi-c, a¡d. Earl.y Postclassic na1-elia1s. Orr fj-r'st it'rs¡.rect-iorr,
Etrr. 1y posLcl¿¡sslc sherds seemed the most abr¡trdalit atrd l-east
er.c¡clecl . 'lIerr 1-ire cli-scover¡, of set'era1 gr.eerr obsidiarr 1:risnreltic
bl¿l,d.es itrvited con¡pariso¡ wi th the sil¡rilar ¿l.ssel¡tilage aL Loltra

Cir i rra .

Our 1r¡oject sank an iriiti.rl series of lltt x 1t¡r tt¿st Lrlrits in
a cr.oss patterrr Lo provide rtortir-souLh at'rd east-i\Iest t-r¿rtrsects 1ll

an<J, beyottri the art)a t.¡here sherds ltad appeared. lVe foutid rrt"¡

fe.Lur.cs, an¿ reached sterile bedroch or clays betweerr 40-100crn

cle¡-lth. 'fite shercls included sollle eroded Late Preclassit-- aritl
Classic ceramic g¡oups. The Early Posl-classic nat.eriaf s troted on

clistut'becl surface were abundant arrd rvell-llreserved in the
exL--a\i¿rLion, anci included Tohil Plunbate, Nicoya Polyc-hronre, ¿itrd

spiked incensario f ragure.Its . Otrce agait-1 , several EreerI t¡bs idiarr
prisnabic blades were Present.
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Smalf, probably residential platforms are comnol] on

sur¡ouptling parcels, with a conti¡tuous distr j-bution to Tazutn¿rl's
morru¡netrt¿rI strucl-ures. Early Postclassic nat-erials on Lhe

surface suggesLed that many of these could bel-clrrg Lo the s.i-Lt:'s

latest componetrt (see also the results of arl earlier Surf'a"ce

survey irr Sharer' 19?B ) . This led to alt itrbettsive searcli r'or
structur.al rerrriins over the t,¡hole of' Cenic'nLerio JaL'dín, irtcludirrg
lar.¡¿-e b¡ush¡' ar.c¿is of oId untencled cof fee bushes. It t!as irr ulle

sucl) area that a lootc.r's pit had turrred uP ¿rrl acfobe bricir
(1,-roti-¡g is ext.r'e¡lely colnmorl in Ch¡rlchuapa). Test e-xc¡rVatirllls to
either sicle hit storre irrrcl adobe feaLures at {0c-nr. 'fl¡ese t{erü
itrLerprebed ¿s tire fooLing of a w¿i11 a¡tci ¡-rart of an ctssüciated
fl oor.

Areal exposur.e rvas then begun r.'iLh a crerv of six tvo|hing
with 2n x 2ni units. TIle test u¡rits denro¡rsbrated liiat tht:
overburrlen rias d.evoid of cultural naterials, so ¡fris !{as lapidly
re¡novet1. A mi-xed layer of burned adobe, soil' bahareque (rr'¿tttle
and daub) , anci charcoal f lecks covered bhe stolie feaLures, Etl.rd on

reaciritrg this r./e replaced shovels with trot"els '

As L¡e layer. of burried debris r{&s slorvl¡'rentot'ed, refliir

sn)ashed ar)d scattered ceranic vessels I"¡ere found iri ctlrttact
tanperl earth f looring. Arnong these hiere she1'ds f¡'o¡u Tohil
Plumbate, Nieoya Polychrotnc., l-arge spiked censers ' and l.rd1
CCIISCTS. A elreenstone placlue, ceralttic flute, gl:'eel-I obsidi

ins of
wi- th

e

aIr

priurati-c blade's, Lwenty conrplete ancl f ragmentary obsiclia¡l
bifaces, arlrl a few otl¡er sna.ll- artifact-s l^rere afso sLrewll acrt-lss
the fIoor. It I.¡as interestinB to see thaL their brealts were
ulreroded.. Nc¡ \/essel could be cornltletely recotlstructed, bt¡L it
was possible to slrow thaI some joinetble sirerds ir'€r'8 se]parated by
a disLar¡ce ofl two nreLers or rriore, rvhile otlrers l{ere adjacerrt. By

the end of the three ¡.¡eeir Iinrit or¡ f ield¡.¡<¡rk, the areal e-\posure
ha¡. u¡cover.ecL B0 scluare rneters, which still left parts of 1-ire

s Lruc Lure u¡rexc¿rva Led .

'Ihe ruins of a nulLiroom building were revealed (Fig.5).
I¡r nly i¡ter.pr.etation, 1-ire st.ructur'¿el- f .ines sert'ed as footings for
aclobe and rubble rvalls. A few sna.11 cuL st<.¡tre bloclts I{ere f<lur¡d

on tire f ooting. There was no direct i¡rdica.Lion of lrhat t-lie

r.oof irigi ruaLe¡.ia1s h¿d been. An azot.ea ( f 1a1,, beained rool') rvould
pr.oba¡1). ¡¿rve 1t:ft more debris ttran r.ras found, ¿Il)d so it rrtay ltave
been t-hatche.tl. Sorne pave.d int,errral ilreas titay represelit, one or
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¡rol.e paIios. At sorr¡e poinb in lirne, sevet'aI ceramic vessel-s ¿rrrd

censers riere sniashe,l; parts I{ere dr-opped r.¡i.thin tile buiLditrg,
otirer.s were scat tered. about wi thir¡ atrd ¡rrobably rvithout, t-lie

l-atter falling bevond our excavatiori. OL[er objecLs orlce

conL¿rj, lred i¡r LLre sLructure rnay hav(-'beeu relltoveLl itrbacL. It is
iurpossible t-o ascertairl the time elapsed beLween the snrashitrg of
c.rbjecIs ¿r¡1,f the burtri¡rg of the buildi¡g. The lar-ge slLercls oIl bite

f'lc,or. indicate Lhe sucLden destructiori of the btrilciing i Lhesc-

r+oufcl rrot har.e: long survived pulverizal,i-orr if people corrtllluecl Lo

ente-r' tire struct.ul'e.

Corrrpilr.able structures are ulikr)o|./ll for c¿rl'1it:r' lreriods oi'

Sa j, vadoratr prehistory. They do appear at cortt-etnpt.rr- al'y Lortta

Chirr¿¡, ii¡tl conLirrue aL other PipiI sites, irtcJ.utlirrg l-lre sI-i gI¡tly

l_aLc-r sii.e of Cihurrtln, ¿rn'l an et-hnoiristoric cerrter c¿r11ed -\p'rpa,

ol- tire lia<jre Tier.ra si Le. This architec Lural t;c)rlcept t"ou.Ltl Lherr

al)pe¿rr. r.o ¡ave been introduced to El Salvador by blie miglating
pi¡til, arrcl it. is reasorrable to seeli arrtet:edents in t.irc'ir ¿rreil of
origirr. Central |lex j.cr-¡ does present llulnerous ex¿rlllples of
corrLe¡rpol,a.ry ar¡cl ear'1ier multiroo¡ued structures. Irr parl-.icultrr',
L¡e strucLures int-er.pr"eted as elite resi-cler¡rces at Tul-a bear great

sitrri-lar.iLies j-n boLh layout arrd rnel-irods of const-ruct j orr (Dieh-l-

1983 ) .

'lhere is tit.tle basis for. identifying the ft¡uctir-,n of this
strucLure. Spikc.rf and ladle censers elre ri tual objects, but
their presence could be clue as uruch Lc"r houseliolr-l ri 1-u¿rl as it

speci¿rlize,l ritual use f or bhe builcling. The ol-her object-s f outrd

withiri - "coutrner,cial" cerarnics, obsidiar"l bifaces ¡ Írtrcl otlter'
objects - are diverse. This cliversity does not perniit a sirrgl-e
f urrctiolr t-9 be erssignerl , bul cc¡uld ref lect a res j.cle¡rliitl Ltstl 

'
¡.,hert: mu-l-tiple activities woufd result in a diVe¡'sit¡' o¡
¡naterials.

Tt¡is rvas lrot the onl-)'nultiroonr structure ir¡ the Cettiertterio
Jardi¡ locality. A month after our worh, bull,dozers reveafed
arrcltl.ler ser.ies of footings about 100nt fro¡n our e-\c¿lvatioII . It
rr'á.s ¡ot possible tg i-nterverre for further salvage work.

Anong the ar.tifacts found on the floor of blre excar'¿tLecl

building r{ere types be}ieved to be Mexican-related. Sherds of
¡nolca.ietes (gpater borvl-s ) arL' r'elated to thre Ta¡lro¿r Buf f groLlp

descr"ibed by Fr¡r.,Ler for the cerrtral llerica¡r-derived assetnbl¿rge of



Cilruatán ( 1981). Very similar side-notched obsidi-an bifaces have
beerr reported fronr }layaptln, Chichén Itzá, 2ltrculeu, and centraL
llexico (Sheets 1978:-21),

Sever.al sherds of the CozatoL ceratlj-c group tr¡cre f'ourrcl in
the exc¿r'n'ation. It wi-11 be reurembered that Cozatof vessels
¿rccolrpatried the irrtrusive burials uncovered in T'¿zurna"l Str'.1.
T¡is is a irey ¿tssociation, and to understarrd- lts sig¡rificance i,t
is lrecess¿rry to consider this gI'oup i¡t gI'eater deptit. 'I'ire

C1rzatol group has been documented for several localibies in EI
Sal.vaclor. At bhe co¿rstal site of Cara Sucia it rras inLrodur--erl in
t.Ie Te-r.¡lri.¡¿¡] Classic ( the Tamasha Plrase, Lat-e Iiacet ) , r''liic]r ended
¿rt- appfo-xinrately AD 950 (A¡naroli 1987 ) . CozaLol vessels, ¿¡gain
irr a 'Ierntinal tllassic context (associated r¡ith peril'crr'rl iars) 

'
were exca.vaLed. witl¡ a buri"al at tlre E1 Tarrque s.i l-e, situai-ed in
Lhe north-cerrtral- Sal-vadorarr Depar-Lnrent, of Chal¿rterrango (Cr'¿rrre

19?8). Ot,[er CozaLol sherds and vessels h¿rt'e beetr re1,or'Led for
vi-cirrities near Soyapango and Aguilares in central El S¿rlvador'.
The occu¡e¡lce of Cozatol seems to sp¿rrr ¿f short period of tintt-
betr.¡een the enrf of the Tamasha and Pa¡'u ¡;hases through tl¡e
gnsuirrgl L6rna China Phase. From the associatiorrs of Coztttcol , I
specl-llate tirat the "Early Postclassic" Loma China Pilase is
closely equivalent in tine to the Ter¡ninal Classic, arrcl lli¿-ry

briefly have overlapped or coexisted with the Tamasha and Payu
pharses, bef ore' these were conrpJ-ete1y replaced by Loura Ch irra or
Lhe slightly l-ater Guazapa Phase.

Tohi"f Plumbate sherds were nore abutrdant- ltere thatr itr att)'
site docuntettted in El- Salvador ' conpr. ising 2.i% of the tt-¡tal .

For couiparat.ir.e purposes, o¡ly 0.6% was f ourrd at the Iiarly
Postclassic site of Ciliuatan (Fowler i9Bl). Nico¡'a Pol.r'chronie
rvas closely situil-ar lrr its relative abundarice here, artd scarclty
elsc-rvher.e. Both Lhese ceramic groups were widely distributed itr
Lhe Early Postc.l.assic arld have beerr found together in caches fro¡n
lil Sulvador, I'r-icaragu¿t, (l{ealy 1980 ) , and in Tuf a, t'rhere Tohil
Plu¡ubate r^¡as surprisingly Lhe nlos.t abunda¡rt "norI-l-oc¿r-l-" celatttic,
evrl¡ surpassing groups from the refativel-y nearrby Gulf Co¿¡st
(DiehI et al- 1974). Several associations of Silho Fine O¡ange
¿¡¡rcl Tohil Plunrbate vessels are knowtr (He-aly 1980 ) , ¿rnd ¿r,l-I three
ceramic groups Í\refe urrearthed frour a singf e co¡itext at Lo,tra

Chirra.
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The or.igins of Plumbate remain todal'¡1s li-ttle understood as

rvrrerr shepar,l approached. the probren rl 0 years ago (1948). Her.

best glless for the source of Tohil Plumbate was the Pacific

coastal zolle of the Chiapas-Guatelnala border, a region linotvrr as

soconusco clurinS 1-he early colonial period. she-pard also

recoglt tzed, tir¿rt a srna1l area of centraf El salv¿rdor h'as Llr':

origin f'or alntost one half of all Tohil Plumbate I'essels irlrotqn'

sh,:par.d. ltrerefor.e' suggested- tLre 1)ossibilit¡' of rnuf tillle

pr.oductio¡r cettte¡s. Several yeat-s Irr¡;viclus1)', under 1-iie gt-¡jde'¡ce

c.¡f tt|is cr1t.(jrion of abund-arrce, Lothro¡-r (1927 ) tvas led tcr

identif¡.centralElSalr,ad.oraSt,}.resoleorigirrf'orTr-,¡lli]
Plurnb¿rte. LIe eVen reporte<l- the ¡llalluf ¿rcture of Plulrtbate-'l Llie

ceraurj.cs in recent times for this aI'ea. Not otil¡' is 'lolril
pl-ulnbate abundalit here , but several clupl ic-a Le 1-riecvs lta\'': bt:t:tr

d.iscoverec-i. o'e of the mos b irrtriguing c¿1ses involr'ed f our'

unique Tlafoc rviristling jars, a1.I iderrtic¿r1, and atl ¿iLLributed

to EL f ive kil-ometer radir-is i-tr centraf El Salr'ador ( t'hree i'rere

reporte,l in shepa.r.cl 19rt8, atrcl a fourth was f ound ¿rt IlailiIir¡la in
104ñ\
L JV¿ | .

The liLer.ature published sirrce Shepard's study iras fepeiited

on1¡, the firsL ir¿rIf of her hypothesis, arrd furt-lterlnol'e, rlariy

r¡riler.s c j.te the proposed socorlusco origirr as thouglt i t- !{s'I'e aÍI

es Labl i shed f'act .

The problem of Plurnbate'origirrs ir¿rs been colrsidered afr.esll
j-n a stiurulating paper by Neff and Bishop (jrr press). They

propose t-l¡a L Plu¡rrba te liad i t's roots in the " f i¡te pas t'ed"

Tiquisate liare found on tire Pacific coast of Gu¿rLenlal¿r in Lhe

11 iilcl 1e a¡.r(-l L¿¡te classic. sau Juau Plurnbat-e, an ear'lier r'-arie Ly

<1¿rtitrg to tlie Late and Terminal clilssic, was produced in the

socorrusco r.egic¡n. The potters swiLched to a differerrt PluttrbaLe

clay source but continued to mattufacture san Juan for¡rs urrtil the

Earll. Postclassic, I.,ile11 Tolril Plumbate ef f igy r'essels bee.¿lttre-

popular'. Nef f autl Bishop support their study rvith neutrotr

activatio¡l stuclies.

I have several comntents on Neff and Bishop regarding theil'

methods a.¿ co¡rclusions, but here I will limit m¡'self to their

cotlcl-usiops regarrf ing Plurnbate origins. Fron the begintiir'g, they

loade,l the study in f avor of a sc-¡cotrusco origi¡r. I agree th¿rL

Tiquisate r{are was probably ttre antecessor of Plunrbate, btrt tht"

rlriters i€lnore the variaLio¡r to bc'found botlr in Ticluis¿rte fornls
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arrd corupositiori (with gross differences r.isibl-e rlacrosc-opictrlly)
across its arje¿t of distribution, exterrding along the P¿rcific
coast fr.on Chi¿pas to El Salvador. This could reflect nultiple
zo¡)És of' Tiquisate product-j-orr, which coul.cl have "c¿rt't'ie,-I uver"'
f or plumbate. Nef f and Bishop choose to ignore tlri-s possibility
ancl , in fl¿¡vor. of the Soconusco hypothesis, rrarrottly f or:use'd tlteir
stutly orr the Guaten¡ala-Chiapers border area. Most of Llreir
p.l-utnliate sariri>Ie r{as taireu from a sitc ltost}roled b¡'}ieff .)lr 1-irc'

southeast c:r¡ast of Guatemala, supplerucrlted by surface crlflect-ions
t¿r¡en f¡orn two nearby sites. In order to delnoustr'¿rte a Souc)IruscL)

or.igi¡ for Plumbate'Lhrough neutron activitiou, valu¿b1e t¡'ace
elenrent chi:,r¿rcter.izations of Plu¡ubirte (r.'hi.ch iriciderrtly rcve¿iIed
tirr.ee c1ose1¡' r-ela1-ecl conipositional varieties ) af e colnlraLecL

ag¿iir)st ii "ge¡reralized easteru soco¡tusco gr-oup. . .fot'ltre,l r"rsing

tlri¡Ly-two sl)eeimerrs I'epresu-nting tl.'e1ve si-tes, &t least four
clif fe¡'ent tilnc periotis, arrd. boLir coarse alrd f ine-1-raste F/ares".
I t chalI¿rnges belief that the lumpir-rg of suclt ¿l lreterogellou:i alrd

tirr¡' serrtrl-l1e could protJ.uce nreani.ngf ul results . No ef f'or ¡ I{a:; nlade

to cor-rstitute other "generalized" conlparisotr groups l'or adjacerrt
are¿rs beyoncl Soconusco, denying us the opporl-urri.t-y to gauge
plumbate's r.elate{rress with other po-t ential productiou zorres.

It sfrc¡ulcl be obvious tliat I wisii to sele tiru- i-ssue t¡1'

Pluurbate or.igins left open. Tire possibility o{'nultip1e
prodr'lctio¡ cenLer.s for the To[il variety, first- r'aised b¡'

Siie¡:ar.d, sti1l cleserves further testiug. I'lore sllecificalll" j-t

is ltecessary to further el,aluate the regiou of cetrt¡al EI
Salva.l,or. trote,l i'or abund.ant f j.nds of TohiL Plunrbate as a possible
production area.

Nicoyzr Polychrorne preserrts another sticliy ¡>roblenr. IJicoya
PoIych¡oure is a broad term, under ¡ghich at'e luurped seve¡'al
poll'c¡r.o¡re v¿rrieties sharing a fine white slip rvith t'ecl, blach'
a¡cl yellor.r p¿1inIing, manufactured o]] t]re sout]rern li.mits of
|lesoanrer.ica beLweerr the Classic a¡-id Postcl-assic pericrcls (i-lealy
1g80 ) . The specif ic variety f ound ¿tssociated rvitir Tohil P-lu¡rrb¿rte

h¿rs been iderrl-if ied by Healy as the Papagayo group, wlriclt ht,

dc-firres on the basis of less thatr 40 snr¿i1f sirerds foutrd irl the
Rir,¿rs regio¡i of Nicaragua (but see also Fot^i,1 er 1981). 'Ilr.t:

abundant sanpl-e of whole vessels f ronr E] Salr'ador do IIot
cor-r:es¡;onct to iris description for Papaga¡'o or arll r¡tlrer
i,iic¿rragu¿¡u group. Particularly distinctive in El Salvador are
ta I I cy 1i¡clrical \¡ases rvi t.h annul-ar bases , tfre f a j rll' coillrlrolr
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oc:cuferrce ()f rralier,s niarks, and a verlr fine ptiste. Atr

i¡ Ler.¡>reLat ion itl agreenlent with the eviderrce a L fia¡rd i s t]r¿t t]re

Sal v¿rcloran variety is a local ly produced group of' Nicoya
Pol¡'chrorue. The publislred photographs of the i'i i ctl.l'a PuI.yt:irr:c;ure

vessels fourrcl with Tohif Plurnbate aL TuI¿r (Diel¡1 et. ai 1971;

Diehl 1983 ) aTe nlost sirnilar to Ihe Sa]-v¡rdor¿rn gI'oLlI)'

Anotht:r. di¿¡g¡rostic of the Lon¡a China phase relaCed Lo Tr¡Ia

is Éil.eerr o'bsitiian. T[is accountecl for- 1.6% t-,f all c,bsitli¿rrr

.r-t:covered, wi []r t.]re renlainder af nlost enti rely f't't-'¡tt Ixtelreclue
(basecl or-) \¡jsual exanj.nettion). The orr.ly lttrc-¡t"'t] soufoe ttt' ÉlL'tjelI

ol¡si.c] iatr is P¿rciruca, Iocatetl j.rr cel¡t-r¿r1 Mexico, Tire exca\'üLors
of Tul-a feel Lirat tL¡e Pachuca source r{¿!s urrtler 'loltt r: uo¡rtl'ul
tlur.ing the Early Postclassic, hav j,ng co¡rtributed 80% o[' tiie Loti¡l
c¡bsic-iian ['ound itr b]ieir c.rpi tal (Diehl 1983: 111 ) .

T5e Cetne¡rter.io JarclÍn fi-nds imposed a reL'valuati,tr of'

Tazum¿rl, s EarIy Pos bclassic compolretrt. Tc¡ begil¡ wiLh, t'he

occupation during this tinre I^Jas I)ot lirnited to nrol)unelrtal
sLr.ucLures as j t ¡¡ray have beerr I)r'eviousl¡', L,.'ut, r-aL]re'l.' t-5:itencied

over a large are¿r whose lirnits have yet to be dra¡vrr, buL re¿i{rhirlg

at least ?00 rneters to the cententer.lo Jardín localit-y' IiiLlrirr

tiris area are remn¿1nts of snall platforns and multiroorlred
sti.uc;Lures, rnany 9f ¡lhj.ch a¡e probably residences' Acco¡ti'irr'{ to

non-systenratic surf¿rce col-lectj,ons Laken b¡' sharer (1978 ) , tlie¡'e
l]l¿ry be consjtlerab]e conti¡ruity betrveen the Late cl-assir: ¿¡¡rel Ear'1y
postcl,assic 

'se 
of over one square lii.lometer in ClialchuaPa, but

tlre a¡e¿a he sat¡plerl is l¿rrgely to the ¡or Lh r¡f Ta"zu¡ual ' No Ea nly
postclassic st ructures \{ere excavated by the Chalchueipir I'r'o ject 

'

so the rratuL.el of "Ltse" in those locali.ties retuairrs lrndefirrcd.
The excal,ations and surface inspecti<-rn at Cenrenter:io J¿rrdln do

poirrL tow¿rrcl the existence of possibl e residenti'¡I Llse sc.¡utl¡ c-¡t'

T¿rzumal, but acld.itional survey is needed to deterrnirre-' the tt-rt¿rl

area r+itli Early Postclassic naterials'

But tirere was arlother resul-t of the reevaluation. It ¿lf so

led Lc¡ rethinking the nature-'of the PipiI nigral-iotr as

represetited by Tazutnal and Loma Chi ¡a. The f o11t-¡wi¡rg sec-'t'io¡r

su¡nrrra¡izes ar-rd inl-er:prebs the inf orr¡ration f rotn tltese Lt"'tl s i t es .
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Tazumal and Loma China I Summary and Interpretation

Tazunral- and Loma China are used here tc¡ defirre ¿ cult-ur¿i1
phase, Lermed Lolna Cliirra, dated as begirrning arourrd AD 900-1000.
They represent coruponents with a colls j-stent asseblage, i.rrclirdirr.g
Toiril Plu¡nbate, Nicoya Polychronre (of a variety peculiar to E1
Salvador'), Pactir-¡ca obsidian, certain "lule::ic:an" bj.face I'crlllis, and
lliultiroonred struc I,ures .

In ¿rddi-tion trr tl¡ese sirared 1-r'a.iLs, tirere also exisL souie
di f f erences bet¡veen the trvo sites . At the end of' Lhe Lllassic
period Tazur¡rnl t.¡as a ver'¡' o1d ¿lnd I)r'olrrir-rent ulc.,lrLll)€)lttal (,:r)rttcr.
llith tlie i¡lLrocluction of the Loma Chj-na Fhase, rrri!i, Ilexic¿rrr sl-¡'le
buildirrgs were erected arnici the pre-t--xisting s LlLlctules, orre
beirrg built agairrst T¿rzumal's f arge pyrir.nrid. The i,onra Chir¡a
Plrars*: buildi¡rgs included a rnecliul¡r sized ir¡'l'arn-Ld, a c-irt:u-lar'
strucLurc, an enclosed ballcourt, ¿rnd arl extensjve area rritli
rnulbiroolied sl-rucLtrres, j-nl-erirreted as resider¡ces. IlonurrrenL¿rI
sctrlptr"rre r{¿rs set bef ore these l,ui I dirrgs and are closel;'
cr.rrrrparatble otrl y to exanrples f ¡'out Tu.La ¿rncl Cil 1r:llt,írr Itzl ,

Lc¡rua Chirra, in L-orltrast, r.ras a sir¡gle conponerrL s j.t,e. There
¿rr-e no Inajor L¿rte Classic siLes rr:corded in its r,'icirrit)'. I1-s
slrucl-ures are suraller', atrd t.he site as a r.rhole Iess extet¡s.i\.e
Lhar¡ -i n it.s equiva.-le¡iL component at Tazurnal. Thourgh l¡ore rusLic:
in ever)- sel.rsL.¡ L,oñ& China had tlre Iargest hoard of Tohil
Plurubate, Ni-cclya Polychr:orne, and Siliro F j.rre Orange lirrr..,ivrr to 1"his
r.¡riter. These were &ssoci¿r¿ecl with four extr¿ror'Llinar'5' ToLLec,
lrros¿ric pJ-irqucrs whiclr certairrly ti ere not nrade 1oca11y, alrct sevet'a1
poss j.ble sacri f icial victims - all apparerrt of.'f'er j-ngs to tlre
cerrtral burial of arr aduf t rna1e,

Iihile sone of the differe¡rces betrveen Tazu¡nal- alrct Luli¿i Chi.r¡a
are adnrittedly based on negative evidence, additional ar.cliaeology
rvj l1 trcit- cltange the essenti¿r1 picture. At Tazumal, a nrar jor'
center of souLheastc-rn i'lesoamerica w¿1 s ciirectl¡' ou-*"lairr l.,y a
nrajor ToILec-sL1'le center. Loma Cirina r¡'á"s establislied in a hind
of hinterland, ar{¡:ty f ro¡n any signif icant pre-existir¡g site.

l,orna Chi¡ra ancl Tazuma.l- fortuitousl¡' lie ne¿al'the easterri arrd
western l imits , respectiveJ-y, of tire eth¡rc-¡i-ri storic d.istr-i bution
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of t¡e Sal,r'ad.ora¡r Pipil. Looted materials iltdicate tii¿rt other'
l,onia Chirra Phase sites aw¿¡it disco\¡ery at valit¡l¡s Iocalities
r,,ithin titis area. As if t'J conllect t,he Lonra Chitra Pliase rvitir the
et¡nohis l-r:r'ic Pipil , sites of tlie intervenitrg Guazapir Piiase
{ idenLi f i e,l as imnrediately antecedent to these Pipi I ) sirare ¿}

v€r.¡, siurila¡ distri.bution. In short' according to the di.r'ect
histo¡ica1 approach, the roots of tire ethrrohistoric Pi¡lil nriry

legiti¡rraLel.y be projectecl from the Prot-ohisLol'ic "Cuscat,L¿í¡1 "

pirase, l-lir-ough the Cuazapa Ph¿rse, trtrd bacli to the Lont¿r Cilirra
Ph¿rse.

Llow c¿rrr !{e characterize the inbroduct i.c¡ti t-¡f the Loltr¿r C'hi.n¿r

P[ase, antl l.he subsecluent c]¡ang;es feadir¡g to tire Pipil
errc:oull ter.ed try the Spanish? The Loma Chirra lrhase represertts the
erltrance t.o this region of a signific¿rnt }lt:xican po1,ula1-iot'r

clerir¡adr ttt least ultrnateJ-y, frolrr a legion of cetitral I'lerir:o l'rere
'I,oltec traditio¡s 1:revai-led. The Iocal assemblage at T¿rzunral is
r:onrp1e1-t-'1y l'e¡rlacecl by one of l"lexicarr style on lllarr)¡ leve-Ls. A

riúrr, ¡,lexican styJ e monumental center is created, c:reatin$ a vistral-
dis ju¡rctio¡ rvith tLle ad.jacent "native" struct-ul.'es. Not olrl¡' I'rere

the ¡rrchitectual forms derived from Mexican proLotypes, but also
1.he rr¡ethc¡rls of constrL¡ction. Tlie suggested associatiorr c-¡f

Cl¡¡rc¡¡tool a¡ti jaguar throne scul-ptures wiLh a circular tenrl:1e
pr.obabJ_¡' dedi.cated to Ehecatl (Quetzalcoatl) represetrLs ¿r patterrr
also fou¡rd at To]-tec ChicLrdn Itzá and echoecl aL Tula. Tahen as a

w¡ole, no comparable Toltec sl-yle overlay has br-'en foutrd ab arly
other site in southerlr lrlesoamerica. The case r:f Nohniul is
r.e¡ni¡riscellt only to a l-imiLed tfegree (Cirase artd Cirasc 1982),
rvhil-e at Chicirér'r Itzt Toltec and llaya styles itrtedj-gitaLed and
"lrybr:i-dized." to sonre degree (Tozzer 195?). The Lona Chirr¿r site,
¿¡gain in conl-rast r.'il-h Tazum¿Ll-, can be viewed as a outpost seI utr

by the 11e-:xican inrnlgrants, poorer ir¡ archi Lec; Lut-t-', but t1r'ri- te
r^¿e¿rltily j¡ conlnericaL ceramics and exotic a¡tif¿rcts. ft is
terrrpti¡g to speculate tl¡at the pri.ilrary collcerll cif its occupant-s
r.la!i i¡r f act the acquist- i<trr of ceralnics ¿Ind lrerira¡rs other loc¿rI
prociuc t.s . Ltt¡ua Ch irra nlay have an entrelr0t .

The Loni¿r China Phase settlements appear to hat'e fornted 1-iart
of a¡ active trvo-r+ay networli of exchange that lirrked thetn to
Tul¿r. Bot¡ st¡'listic evidence and exoti-c materials support this
co¡ jectur.e. Sigr¡if icarrt quantities of Paciruc¿i obsidii:tu, tire
trr:r,jor sot.¡rct-= exp1,c¡itecl by the T'OJ.tecs, l¡ave: be:ett f olrtld trt Lhe

S¿rli'adolan [,otna Chir¡a Phase sites

:J1
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other c-,bsi,lian sources within nuch easier reach' tlte ro-le of'
pachuca obsi,Lian most liliely would have been synrbolic rather Lllan

tecit¡]olugical, its strihing greell color beirrg a r-isual e\ilre5sion
of ciista¡L relationshi-ps. Lom¿r china's f our mosai-cs porl'r'¿ry'lnA

Toltec I{aI'riors rvith featherecl serperrts a¡e, b6LI iti tn¿rLe¡'.i'¿rls

¿rnd. style, for.ei,gn to E1 S¿rlvaclor-. They ¡^¡ou-l-d be consiclered

eXceptio¡ral f i¡{s ir¡ arry }Iesoall}erici:rt si Le, a'trd ¡tlt.ts t' lrave br:e¡l

nr¿r¡ufacLu¡erl irr so¡ue ttrajor center of 'loltec Llar-1 it j on ' I'he'ir

rra.l.ue irr El Salvador too r,,oulrf have been symbolic, Iro:,sibi¡'
enrbl emic of a .lc¡ltec heri tage. In Trrl¿r, or.I tirr¡ ottier harrt-i, -L¿rrge

(lu¿)"rrLi t ies of she¡:ds f rt¡nl cerrtral Americarr cfil'alllic vtlssels iraVe

bet:rr f ounri, especialty TohiI Plunbate ¿tnd NicoyiL Pol¡-ciir. ollrL"

CornpJ e t e vctssel s of bo []r groups ]rave eve¡l been f oulicl t,oge t-iter'' i¡l

car_r¡t¡s. Alt-¡oggh the Ilrovenie¡rce of' Tohil Plunll¡¿¡1-e t'entailts, 'i¡r

¡ny oi-rini.or-r, ut¡t-eso.1ved., the particular vari-et¡' ol' Nir:ofar

Po ll'ctrrone f ouncl at Tula represents a gr.oup so f ¿rr rt:portt:tl t''trIy

frorn EI S¿rl.vaclcir, and probably indigel)ous Lo i1-'

SO¡Irt: evir:lr:trce, ¿rdni tterLlf' wea1L, iias beetr of 1'e-r'ecl Lirat t-he

I-orn¿e China Pitase lnay ha\¡e briefly or''er''l¿¡Ilpecl iii tj'lne riitlr several

loceil, "n¿iLive" phasi:s. To that itrternal (i..'l . , t''ithirl E1

S¿rl'ad"or) evicielrce rnay be aclcled the preselrce of locall¡' pl'(rt1ut:ed¡

nóli-Toltec trade i1-.ems, especiall¡' 1'ohil Pl utrrl-.¡¿ite arrd Nicoya

Pol.yclrr.onre,aLbothLo¡naC}rirraPhaseSi.teSaIidTula.A|,\
l¡ri.nirnum, their existence suggests
"rl¿rtive" societies.

an o\¡erl¡lI) r"itir activei

rn t.lre errsuing Guazapa Pirase it. appears Lii¿'rt a ^gr.ea1-u1'

di-r,er-sity c-¡f'lrlexican style artifacts are irrtroducerl , buL at the

s¿rne ti¡ue .¡ther elentents diagrrostic of' 1.lie Lotua cl'rirla iJh¿rse

disap¡recrr (c.f . Fowler' 1981). Ilost significantly, in Lhc cutizapa

Phaser t.irere is rro greerr obsi-d,ian, no tnosaics, \'ery litLle (if

in,f eerl any ) Tohi l Pl umbate and Nicoya Polychronte , and rlr:)

cliacruools, jagu¿rr thrones, c)lr otlier Toltec style sct¡f pture ' In

sfiort, t]re evideuce suggests a brea]r in tire li¡iiage rviti:r L-e¡Lral

Ilerico during tht-. Gu.azapa Phase, cuerzapa Pirase si1'es trI'e

nLi¡)rerqJus ¿rncl def init,ely signal the f'utl reI)laccjner¡t of "llative "

culLu¡.es, arril pr.obab.Ly societies, by the Pipil (c.f . For+'ler

1981). Perhaps Lorlta Ciiina Phase sites r'¡ere abarrdorred at tiris

tirne, but Lire sample of these is c¿xceedillgty sttt¿r1f atrd f'utu¡'t:
¿1rr:h¿r,eological could easily change this '
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The same distributi-ou can also be
Protoiristoric "Cuscatlln" Phase siLes,
these r"rere probably occupied contitrousl
to ttre Concluest. Against. the bac-irdr-eiit
rrot.e tl¡at sorne Itlexicarr el-enrenLs preserrt
dropped, ancl Lhere is less emphasis on

noted f'or the
and at least a f ew ot'
y from tlre Guazapa Pltase
c¡f cc¡nt-Ltrt-tity, lrere t{e ttra}
in the Guzrzapa lrhase a.re

monunrental architecLure.

fr¡ brie f , tlie llexicatr intrusic¡¡r may be t;uuttt¡¿tf ized as:

Establishment of' Tof tec-r'elated certLers, 1trt., l-.'irb1y
r.¿ith overlap, then replace-rletrt of "n¿¡tit'e"
1..rlrases.

l.

2, Severing of Toltec ties . i'lexi can s Lyl e ( Pi1.¡i 1 )

centers niultiply and totalll'replace l-ocal ¡litases

3 . Errtering into the Protohistoric period, LIre Pi1-,i
drolr some previous traits, but remain esserttiall
i'lexican.

i'lodeling the |lexican Intrusion to El Salvador

llorleling socia.I and economic inLerac-'tiorr l¡et-t"eert plrjhistoric
groups is currerrtfy a nrajor concern in arc:ha,¡ology, and is Iror.¡

\¡er..y colnrrion in llesoaluerican s Ludies. Th ls sectiot¡ exatni¡res 1-he

applicaLion of i-nteraction models to the probJ-em of llexic¿rrr
intrusion in El Salvador.

Frr¡¡u tfie very onset most lnteractit-rrr ¡nodels Il¡aJ/ be rejer:ted
as irrappropr.iatc- for the problen a'L iratrd. Tlie Salvadoran case
involr,'es the replacement of diverse loc¿rl cul LuraI pltases by a

sitigle lion-IocaL ¡.rhase. I'lodels th¡rt describe gr"adual cha¡rge
Llirough diff'usi<-¡tr ¿rnd r¡rost fornrs of Llade (reci1:rocit¡', dotuti the
.L i¡re, cer)traI place redistribution or rnarhet exchange ) have Iro
desttri¡tcive por'/er fc¡r the rapi-d and coinplete re¡tla.cetnc'rtt, l'¿rLher
th¿in Lransf ornrat,ion, of nat j-r'e cuf ture evitLetrced at Tazulr¿rL ¿rtrd.

Lorua Cih irrer .

l{hirt- is needed is a nrodel th¿rt, addresses the points oul-ljned
¿i.bove. The two l.rostulated s1-ages illl,rst be ex1-,ierirred, whet'e at

I
v
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fi.rst "TolLec" centers are established, overlapping r'lith Iocal
phases ancl r.¡ith active I inhs to lu.[exico, and seconcf tvhere a

gerreral llexican phase compJ.etely re¡liaces t-he naLi-r'e' pirase, but
nor,¡ without several "TolLec" el-e¡rrents or direcL inLeractiorr tr-itli
llexico.

O¡rce this is realízecl the ap¡rlicable trrode'ls'becolhÉj r¡eI'.Y ferv

in r¡unber. Orre of these involr'es .t'he concept of coloniaL
enclaves (Re¡f rew 19?5 i 42-43) , T'his describes ¿i sit.u¿rti.ot¡ witere

orre group "se¡ds tits] eniissaries...Lo establ.isii a. colt-rr¡ial
enclave. . . to exciianEi e goods rvith [¡ruuLher gr-ou1l] " . T]¡is llrL]tl(l of
trade, itelfrer"' f'ee1s, may "transport goods oyer' \'ery tireat
dist.ances", and suggest these Iuay be directed bf ittrpet iaL
capitals. A coloni-al enclave also creates a situatioti ivhere a

great f lorv of inf ormation is to be erpected betx'een llie rrat ivcl

poIrLllat.ion ancl the colonists, t"'itlr sollle pI'ef elrellcc j'r'

dir.ectiorrality, presurrirbly because the colonia'L cult'ul'L' is as

being illore prejsLigious.

Re¡if relv a¡gues tirat r1o assurnptions sirould be ¡tr¿rdc r.t:Sar'clitrSs

rrhat r.¡¿rs beirtg tratrsllortedr or how lnuch. The values irlaced oli

objects ¿rtrd Lhei¡ cluarrtities are, of course' c--ult'rr¡a11y
de Lernirred.

f ¡ appl ]'i¡g this to t,he Salvadorau i)robl-eul' T¿¡zulrral tlou Ld be

see¡ as a princiiral. colonial enclave. Its ]ocatiotr in the l¡eart
of a rnajor n¿rtive celtter suggests cohersiorr, bu1- if true, iLs
rlature could ra]1ge from nrilitary-bacfted usurpatiotr to co-lusiotr
rvitir loc¿rl- chief s. 1t seenis to llle ' however, that usur'1'ratiotr is
tlie o¡1y action that coul¡f account for t-he L-ompl.etL- replac'emeriL

of 'I'azutnal's previc.¡us asseilrblaEle, the- Ilresence of weapons, attd

suggest¡rtio¡s of what I f¡esitaLirrgl-y refer to as "Tol-tec war¡'iot'
cu}ts" ; Chacrriools, representati-ng i{exicau wart'i.ors errrayed bef ole
tenrpJ-es as servan.Ls to di-eties. The usurpation of Tazunral seems

val-iclatecl orr all Ievels - fron niund¿lnely dornestic to tlie:

ideological . The other site under collsideration, Lorll¿r Chitra,
would t¡en be seen as a very inferior sateltite of the colorrial
errr:l-ave of Tazumal¡ oI perhaps siome oLlrer uulttrotvn enclave
si- Lt.rat,ecl urc¡re tor+ards ce¡rtral El S¿rlvador'. Its local-iorr aw'c:y

from any principal native center could be seen as an eff'ort to
¡¡rai¡rtai¡ a rlegree of neutrality by avoiding conflicts ÜI'

af ignnre¡its rvith native groups. It could be an exanple of wirat
rray be a f¿ij-rl-y cofiiuto¡ Lype of sn¡all center dedic¿¡ted -l¿trg,:1y to

J¿I



brade. Just what r^/as being extracted froln Ill Saf vador f clr tiris
short-tiyed f oreig¡r trade def inately incl uded tire Tohi-l Pl unrb¿tte

and Niccrya Polycirrorne vessels. Probably cacao IJ¿rs als<-l of' :lre¿rt
ir¡tet-est. C¿rcao nray have been f lourishi¡rg ¿]s early as AD 650 in
rvestern El Salvador, arrd by the Cotrquest, under Pi irif ltr¿iliagerlicnt 

'
this hatl beconie the,lensest arrd nlost produc-Li-r'e re8; it-¡r¡ oi'c:¿1(rao

procluctlc¡r-r in all lulesoamerica (Arnaroli 1978)' perhtel:s bt-'tj¿rLl:;e

S¿rl.r.¿rtlor'¿r¡r cacao !{it.s }rj-ghly esteemed. for its flavor durirrg t}ie
ear. 1)' col,o¡ial- period (Ilac--l,eod 1973 ) . h'iret-her.' it !ias tltI'cruglt
f ree exch¿)rige or coercion, lhe tr€tr' r-.rccuparnts of 'f¿rzunt¿rl ir¿rd t,lris
l.tjs()ut.ce i¡t 1-he j.r disposal. A¡¡oLltc:r ec-onrtrttic ¿rt.t tl¿¡ction t-'i-¡tl1ci

Irave bee¡i the peo¡:1e Lhe:rnsel.ves. Sonre of the leplilcenrellt oi'
¡¿rtiyes by l"Iexicarrs could be facilibated bl. a,i u,--r'¿rtjv,.: tl'irde in
local slaves.

As Re¡f ¡ew suggests, a colonial encl¿lve does not f.'unt:1-io¡r ilr
a vacuulr. h'ira1- is the possible wider coutex I of tlte ]f exic:an
setLleure¡rts irr El Salvador? Its central Ifexic¿rrr sour(le is r:¿rLlier
qrr¿rn¡bigous, antl atI indications point to Tula. l'he hoirr'¡'
questio¡ of the limits of TuIa's hegernon)'arrd rtrfluence ll¿ive been
¡-iddressed. exLensively by Davies (1gii ) , Diehl ( 1983 ) , Lirrcolp
(1986), atrd, tttauy others. The recent Letrdetrcy tras bt:eIr Lo 1'.''lnrce

TolLec irrfluence on '& short leash. The 'I'ermitrai Classic/Early
Postr,-1¿rssic events ¿¡t Chichdn Itzrí, c)nchr lvidely arcceptecl ¿l-t- fact:
value as involt'ing Tol bec conquest ¿,rnd rule of ¿1 FIa¡'¡1 ce'rtter ( see

heaver 1981 ) , are ltol.¡ seen by mauy as Inore locerl itr rr¿¡Lure, titrtl
relatecl to cjentraf Mexico in v¡rgur: aud indirecL tvays. I ¿lm Irot
cer Lai rl o f r+ir¡' this reversal lr¿rs bt--en so t+i dc'11' eiccel.rLed. 'I'irose

w¡c¡ have attenrpted to challange a nrol'e active T'o1tec l-o1e in
Clricficln lristory n¡ust dispube Tozzer's exhaustivtl stud¡' of T,rlLt:c:
autf i\laya in that city (195? ) . Liucoln (1986 ) iras triecl t.iris ¿rnd

tl.¡e p¡evarilirrg opitrion is that lie f¿.iled (Stepherrr Floustotr
1988 : llersolral communicaLiou ) .

'f he Loni¿r Ciiina Phase is interpleted a:; repf eselit i¡rÉi a direct
nrigr'¿rtion fr:oru Tr¡ltec cer'rtr¿rl }lexic-o southtvi¡rd to lhe very edges
of Ilesoa¡nerica. For a period of Lilne, tlte i.ntrni.grau.t- llexi.c¿ilts
r.rere able to m¿rintain ¿rct-ive lirrks with tlieir fornier hotnel¿.rrd.
Tiris ¡aises a number. of questions. Futt-¡r-e studies r¡ill irave to
e).p1airr the l¡rechanisui r.'hich enabled t.he es tablisilnletrt of a

Toltec enr:1ave in Cerrtral A¡nerica. But alst-r h'€ are conf roriLe(l
r.,i Lh ¿t more fundanrenLal issue: the n¡rture of tire Tt.¡ltec st¿r1.e

i t.s;t.11 I'. Tl¡e .i.nvestigation of Tula's relaLionship trith'folLec:
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errcl¿rves in El Salvador and elsewhere rsi1l lielp gerrerate. rrerv,
fess corlstrained, perspectil'es olr tire politics and econorny of
Early Postcla.ss ic llesoanerica .

l{ith t}re dernise of the Toltecs, .l-in}rs between the Sa.l-v¿rd.or¿rn

e-ncl-¿tves a¡rd central Mexico were severed.. Pubfic stateu¡ent.s of
Toltec heri tage (as i¡r Tazumal' s nronunreutal- cerlLer') r+er-e

disconl-inued, r*hiIe other aspects of l"iexican material culture
F/ere expanded. l{hether it was through a brief episode oi
additional i¡nmigration, or through a sf otver process of'
replicaLion, rvitir displacenent or absor¡:cion c.'i' native pcopfes,
by AD 1200 a completely }lexic¿rrr pattern h¿rd replaced tirt: rrative
cultures in cent,ral and tveste¡'n El Sall,aclor. This si tu¿¡tit"rrr
continued with f'e¡.¡ nrodif ications to the Spanisii Cotreuest.
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