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MASOHRY TYPES IN Bob3

Introduction

Be53 is a small house ruin in the Uhaco Canyon, near the sites
of Ho4%0 L and 51.E Excavation was begun during the 1940 rield Session
by a group of advanced students, working under tae Airection oI ur.
Frank H. H. Hoberts, Jr. ZIhe excavation was completed in the 1941
Session by both beginning and advanced students, with Ur., Hoberts and
Paul Heiter in charge.

the ruin consists ol eighteen secular rooms and Irour kivas., There
are two distinet levels of occupation present, as evidenced by the
superposition of walls in the northwest cormer ol the structure.

Be53, together with Be52, which was also excavated during the 1940
and 1941 sessions, is one of the few examples oI a site in uhaco Canyon
which does not present a picture oI many superimposed occupancies oI
different culture periods. unlike seb0 and 51, no structures daving
back to earlier Fueblo or sasket maker periods were Iound underneatn
the superstructure. 'the two levels of occupation meationed apgve may
quite probably have been only a Iew decades Spart in Time ol construction.

Thus, this ruin should be expected to present a Tairly simple
aspect as compared to most other Chaco uanyon pueblos.

in working out the masonry Ttypes Ior HBeb3 L have nad some little
difficulty in attempting to cwrrelate tham with the previously estap-
lished secuences for uhaco Canyon masonry types. ror this reason 1

have used my own system of names Ior the types found in the Iruin,

1l BHrand, nawley, nibben, et al., 1937.

2 HKluckholn, Heiter, editors, 1939.
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rather than trying to apply To them ‘tae Type names already Ln use.
yhese nsmes are intended to zpply only To B03) masonry Types, and =ETe
merely used as & temporary convenience in discussing them.

My own opinion with regard to this site is thatT Tine pccupation was
of relatively short duraticon and that The Two levels of pullding were
probably not separated by a very great span oI time, Iin all probabilivy,
a-11 the masonry types represent individual variations oY sSuotypes ol one
of the major types described by Hawley Ior Lhetro J{a'l:l.3 ror this
reason, L have designated these subtypes by letters rather than by num=
bers, in order to avoid as much =8 possible contusing tne issue.

Where the masonry in the large vhaco ruins, such as Pueblo Bunitn,4

and Chetro Ketl,3

shows & high degree of specialization by which delinive
sequences can be established, the woIx in pch3, as well as in other
small house sites such as #050-51 end se52, is more varied. ror example,
room 9 in #¢53 contains at least tETee disvinot styles oI masonry. Lo
such a situation, the futility oI Trying To aoduce & sequence Irom tThe
typography of masonry is evident,

1 shall proce=d, therefore, to & discussion ol The Various masonry

types which are found in peb3, and shall attempt to point out such paral-

lels as oocur between these and the lmown and established Types.

Lt

4 Pepper, 1920.
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TYFE A

his is the least stylized ol the masonry Types in the site, and
in faet i= characterized by its extreme variability. vhe material, as
is true of all vhaco masonry, is sandstone with adobe mortar. The
gtanes. are of varying sBhapes and sizes, some belng oulvwe large. vnile
an ocoasional ;mallar plece of sandstone is used to Iill in the spaces
between the large rocks, the walls could hardly be said to have true
spalling, There was no attempt to lay the stones in courses. Wwhile
the large blocks have a relatively smooth outer Iace, they show no
other evidences of having been shaped. The prevalling tendency seems o
have been to utilize the rocks as they occured navurally, roughly placing
the irregularly shaped pieces to 1it, and Iilling in any large gaps with
smaller stones, ‘YThe resulting construction was eltectively solid, out
not in any sense estnetic.

This jwpa bears a certain superiicial resamnlannf to tne description
and pictures of what nawley calls Chetro hetl Lype va or uhaco Type
10 (erude rubble without m:-ra.l.h This is notv intended to imply that
type A in He53 was contemporaneous To, or corresponded with, uype VI
in Chetro Ketl, for, a&as will be pointed out, the superposition or types
in Be53 does not seem to correlate with the sequence at uhetro Ketl.
nAIE?er, type A is much cruder than any ol tne other vhetro Ketl types,
with the exception of uype I (type 4 in the general vhaco chronology).

Type VI was the latest type found at uhetro Ketl, and represents
& regression from the fine workmanship of earlier pgriods, wnich had

5 .ﬂ.ﬂ'ﬂ'l’ﬂﬂr ¥ 15}4 .
6 Hawley, in srand, nawley, nibben et al., 1937.
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culminated in the beautitul banded masonry so characteristic ol the
great Chaco pueblos. Lt appears %o have been actually somewnat cruder
than the type A found at Bei3.

Type A, in contrast to Lype vl, was suocceeded by Iiner types of
masonry. This is borne out by kuvas & end D in Heb5%, where the walls
are of type A and the kiva benches, ﬁhiun.must nave been put in arter
the walls were built, are of a Tiner type.

ror thie reason, . conclude that type A does not not correlate
with the chetro Ketl uype vI at all, but was merely a local variant oI
one of the earlier types, &and was cruder in appearance than the exammles
at cvhetro Ketl.

17¥pe A 1s illustrated in figure 1, together with a sketoh Irom a
pPhotggraph of Type VI at Chetro Ketl.

YYFE B

rhis type is much more stylized than type A. The bloocks of sand=-
stone are thick and roughly rectangular. ‘The outer ia.es ol Tne rocks
are smoothed and in some cases other shaping has apparently been done To
achieve the desired dimensions. However, in other ocases natural rocks
were selected which conformed approximately to the reguirea snape. uihese
rather large slabs were laid with abundant morvalr and chinked crounc with
a single, or in some cases double, row oI large spalls, The masonry was
laid in courses, sometimes quite irregular and unevem ones, but neverthe=
less definitely coursed. It is not, however, banded. ‘he spalls, ratner
than being of the small, thin variety found in banded masonry, are large
and irregular in shape, and have not been Iitted closely together. They

seem rather to have been set in more or less &t random intervals, witn a
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good deal of adobe filling in the spaces.

There is no type widch strictly resembles type o in either nawleys
Uhetro Letirur her general vhaco Canyon aequanne.a 1ype B resemoles
vhetro setl Yype LV (general type 8) perhaps more than any of the others,
but there are several diiierences. .in Yype LV, The sandstone olocks are
gemerally smaller, they are fitted more tightly vo one another, -nd They
conform more closely to one another in shape. Adobe mortar is not used
as abundantly in Type IV, and the spalis tend to be smeller and thinner,
like type B, however, it is coursed put unbanded, ana has spalling, in
general the worimenship in 4ype IY is better thau in type b, aud the
former presents a more esthetic appearance, 1t may be tThat type B is
an earlier, developmental subtype ol 1V, or that it is later than type
A¥ at Chetro Ketl and represents a retrogression Irom The comparetively
fine type there.

Or, again, the similarities . between these Types mey be purely
coincidental and no real correlation may exist.

Type B is found in some instances having been built later than
trpe A. This is shown in kiva B where the walls are of type A, the
bench of type B.

Iype B is illustrated in figure 2, together with a reproduction
of a sketch of vhaco type 8, and of a photograph of vhetro Ketl Type
IV.

TYFE C
This type is similar in many respacts to type B, but is ditrerent-

7 Hawley, 1934,
8 nawley, in Brand, nawley, Hibben, et al, 1937.
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iated sufficiently to warrant its being considered a distinet type.
the sandstone blocks in this type are long, thin rectangular slabs
conforming oulte closely to one another in size and shape. “They were
apparently shaped intentionally by the masons to achieve the desired
effect, Llike masonry B this type is alsoc coursed but not banded. The
courses of large slabs are separated by a single row of large but thin
spalls. Generally the ends of the contiguous sandstone slabs Iix

quite closely, with no spalls between them. “he sTones are fitted

more closely together than in type B, there being none of the large gaps ..

between slab and spalls which are characteristic o s. Adobe mortar
has been used more sparingly alse. On the whole, this type ol mason-
Ty is far better in construction and more pleasing in appearance than
either of the two previously discussed types.

Type C, like type B, resembles Chetro Ketl type IV more closely
than it corresponds to any of the other types in the established se-
guence, However, where type B may be an interior or less highly deve-
loped subtype of number IV, *yre C seems o be a more advanced form,
The spalling is more regular and even than in type LV, and the large
blocks are coursed more regularly and are more uniiorm in shape and
size., 4he spalls uaed in type C are larger than those of type 1V.

In general, type C more closely approximates a banded type of masonry
than does type IV.

Type C is probably the earliest type in point of time which ocours

in Be53. It is found in the lower levels of rooms lb, 17, and 1B

at the northwest corner ot the ruin, The upper levels of these rooms

9 Hawley, 19354.
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have walls of type A. This would seem To indicate that A is a
regressive type, while showing such a marked regression as did
type VI at Chetro Ketl, which succeeded the highly advanced banded
types LI and LIII.

This type 1s illustrated in Ifigure 3.
T{FE D

Type U is characterized by tnin, flat sandstone slabs laid in
courses, ''he spalling is not regular. 1n some places there is &
single row of spalls separating the two rows of slabs, but in other
cases the slabs are fitted closely together with no spalls between.
The spalls when used are extremely Thin but rather long., The slabs
are definitely shaped to a rectangular shape and are all ol about
the same size and width. The stones are Iitted closely so that very
1ittle mortar is used.

This type is similar to type C, but variles in that the slabs

are thinner and more unitform in sigze and shape, and that the spalling

pubp'e Longs”
#

is more irregular.

%
: ¥ S ¥ i1
Tyre D seems t-uﬁe halfway between type E&?ﬂhatm Ketl IV) and

type QF%UhﬂtIﬂ Ketl V) in style. ‘Type 8 which ﬁaa already been des- -
eribed, has thicker snd more irregular slabs than type D. It is
gimilar, however, in the unevenness of the spalling and im the single
rows of slabs., fType 9 has smaller, thin blocks ot sandstone which
fit very tightly together with no spalls.

Type D, therefore, can be considered & later subtype of type 8,
tending towszrd type 9 in style.

10 Hawley, in srand, Hawley, Hibben, et al., 1937,
11 Hawley, 1934.
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Type D is represented as having been built later than type A in
kiva D, where the walls are of type A, and the bench is of type D.

This type is 1llustrated in figure 4.
ITFE E

Type E is illustrated by only one example in the whole of Hes5.
This type of masonry was used to fill in a doorway on the south side
of room 9., It is made of very small regularly shaped slabs laid in
even courses, LInere 1s no spalling. The blocks are obviously snaped
artificially and are all almost exactly the same sixe and shape.

This type represents Chaco type EI'lEqui‘l:ﬂ definitely, being almost
identical with it.

Type E 1is illua‘tratedhn figmxe 5, as is Chaco type 9.
I¥FE P

P is the most highly stylized ol all the types in Bebs. Idke
type E, it is r-epresented by only one example on this site, the
west wall of room 9. The blocks of sandstone are rather thick and
rectangular in shape. They are laid in courses and separated by very
small thin spalls in rows of one or two. DEetween the ends oI the
large slabs all the spaces are carerully rilled with these small
spalls fitted closely together. The adobe mortar is used Very spar-
ingly, so that almost none shows on the Iace oI Tthe wall.

Type F is similar in worlmanship to Cnetro Ketl inierior Lype
J.II::':ﬁ but is not banded., Since this type is Iound in only one wall

ages
of Be53, it may be merely ancindividual variation which,not actually

12 Hawley, in Brand, Hawley, Hiboen, et al., 1337.
13 Hawley, 1954.
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correlate with any of the Chetro Ketl types.

Type F is illustrated in figure o, Gﬂn*‘ﬂ'ﬂﬂt&d with chetro
Ketl lnferior Type III.

SEQUENCE OF TYFES IN Bead

Type C is definitely the oldest type Iound in Beds3. It is
found in rooms b, 7, and 8 which are in the central block of rooms
which was the first part to be built. IT is also found in the lower
levels of rooms 1lb, 17, and 18 in the west wing or the pueblo, These
rooms belong to the first occupation level and were laver 1illed and
walls of type A were built on top. Type C is also represented in
Klva 0 in the east wing.

Tyre B was probably contemporaneous with, or possibly slightly
later than type C. It is alsp found in the origimal u%ml block
of rooms, in rooms 10 and 11, and in the west wing in rooms 1, 2,
and 3.

Tyre A is somewhat later 'nbar; type O alse. It is Tound in the
upper levels of rooms 16, 17, and 18, and in room 4, all in the west
wing. 1t is also represented in rooms 13 and 14, which are a southern
extension of the central block., Kivas A, B, and D are of this type.

Tre D is found in room 12, which is also south of the central
portion, and in the north wall of rooms 9 and 15 in the east wing.
The bench in kiva D is of type D masonry.

Type E 18 represented only by a filled-in doorway in the south
wall of room 9. "The wall itself i of type U.

Type F is represented by a portion of the west wall of room 9
only,



VA Sn33-

Type A Chetro EKetl type VI
(from a photograph in

Figure 1

=

Type B LHILE T me B
J {_{Lr-ﬂm Erd.ﬂﬁ?hu_u_yh ,I‘Flhhtnr

eT al, 193 M)
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{f”"?" Brawnd, Hu.mlej.
Hibbew, et.al . 1439

Chetrs Ketl T‘“{E"’I""‘
F'Jlut ur
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