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Houses and the Settlement
Hierarchy in Late Postclassic
Morelos: A Comparison of
Archaeology and Ethnohistory

Michael E. Smith

INTRODUCTION

The spanal context of houses and related ivatures is a crucial component in the explanation
of the nawre wnd significance of ancient households and domestic groups. Archacological
reseiarch on this issue. typified by many ol the papers in this volume, is based upon the
Funddamental archacidogical principle that the spadial patterning of artifacts and leatures has
soctal sigmificance (Binford, 1982: Burser, 1Y82). An imponant consideration in studies of
spatial relationships is the scale at which patterns are sought, for different variables and
processes come into play at differemt scades (Kowalewski et al.. 1989:1-3). Two common
seales employed by archacologists in spatial studies of houses may be termed the “houselol™
scale and the “house cluster™ scale. Studies at the former scale analyze relationships among
individual structures. features, and deposits in an attempt to elucidate domestic erganization
and activity patterns (e g., Killion, 1990 Santley and Kneebone, chapter 3), while the latter
seale is employed o examine relationships among houses, compounds, and patio groups for
the analysis of larger scale social groups and settlement organization {e.g.. Ashmore, 1981).

This chapter is a study of Prehispanic houses a1 the second or larger of the two spatial
scales identified above. An examination of the spatial contexts of Lute Postelassic houses in
Morclos suggests a hierarchical classification of archicological remains into four levels of
sctdement: the house, patio group, house ¢luster, and macrecluster. For the soctal interpreta-
tion of these levets, we are foriunate in having documentary sources describing the social
compaosition of rural settlements in Morelos within 20 years of the Spanish Conquest. These
sources also reveal a four-level spatial hierarchy that corresponds closely 1o the archaeological
hierarchy. This chapter describes the two hicrarchies and demonstrates their formal
compaurability, teading to an interpretation of the soctal context of the archaeological remains,
The resufts show that the spatial distribution of archucological features and settlements can
clearly reveal significant hierarchical social groupings from the past, and they supgest that
archaeologists need to consider spatial patterning on a variely of scales, from the individval
deposit or structure up the region.
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Figure 1. Map ol Lite Postelissic Morelos showing the stidy area of ihe Postelassic Morchos Archacological Praject
and the towns repeesenied in the Nahuail census documents.

RESEARCH SETTING: WESTERN MORELOS

At the time of Spanish Congucest, Morelos presented a complex sociapolitical landscape,
There were seven powerful “conguest-states”, all but one of which incladed a number of
subordinate conquered city-states. Figure | shows the locations of documented 16th-century
tawns {capitals of conguest-states and city-states) following the reconstructions of Gerhard
{1970y and Smith (1983). The largest and most populous canguest-siate, Cuanhnahuac, was
incorporated into the Triple Alliance empire as a single province of the same name, while the
ather states (Tepoztlan, Yautepec, Huaxtepec. Totolapan, Yacapitzila, and Ocuituco) topether
formed the imperial provinee of Huaxiepec (Gerhard, 1970; Smith, £983). Apant from these
three political levels (the city-state, conguest-state, and empire), the inhabitants of Morclos
were politically and economically subject to local nobles, producing 2 multitiered political and
tbutary hierarchy.

Conquest Periad population levels in Morelos were quite high, with an overatl regional
population density in the range of 140 persons per square kilometer (Smith, n.d.). This is a
very high densiy for a preindustrial society, and only slightly Tower than Sanders® estimate
of 160 persons per sguare kilometer for the Basin of Mexico (Sanders, 1970:430). Limited
archacologicyd survey data points to a dramatic surge in the final Prehispanic centuries
{between the Temazcalli and Cuauhnahuae Periods in western Morelos) that produced the
high historically derived population densities (Smith, 1992a: Sicrpone, 1988; Kenneth Hirth,
unpublished notes). This population was supported by two forms of intensive agricultural
production. Docommentary sources depict widespread canal irrigation along the many rivers in
Morelos (Maldomwlo, 1984), and archaeological fieldwork has revealed extensive Late
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Postelassic terracing (hoth hillside contour terraces and cross-channe! ferraces or chech-duns
in hilly repions (Price. 1988; Sterpone, 1988).

My approach (o the correlation of archaealogical and ethnohistorical data begins with the
ohservation that these are twe very different types of information, cach of which must b
cxamined and analyzed on its own terms before detailed comparisons can be made (see Smith
19871 In this study, the ethnohistoric record provides a sockt classifieation that is used o
imerpret the archacadogical remains. [ first describe independent spatiad hicrarchies esablished
frani archasology and ethnohistory. Next, formal comparisons are imvade to assess the simifarite-
and differences between the two hierarchies. Finally, some ol the wider implications of the
analysis are discussed,

ARCHAEOLOGY

Most of the archaeological dara discussed fa this article derive fram excavations curico
outin 1986 by the Posiclassic Morelos Archaeological Project under my direction. Three site
i ahe village of Tetlama (near Xochicalco) were excavated: Cuexcomate, i complex sife ol
about 140 houses plus ather structures coverng 15 hectares; Capilco, a smaller site of 20
simple houses: and *Site 37, a small setilement consisting of two Tiouses inoan areax o
agricultural terracing (see Fipure 1), In functional terms, these sites are inferpreted s o
with Tow-level urban functions (Cuexcomate), a village (Capileo), and a fvmstead (see Sl
et al.. 1989 Smith, 1992a).

The kasic goul of the fieldwork and continuing analysis of dafa is to reconstruel nue
sociely in this area Tor each of two Late Postelassic phases. Eacly and Eate Cuanhnatura.
(dated o ca. 13500 1430 and 143010 1530 A.D., these correspomed to the periods belore and
after western Mowelus was conguered by the Aztecs). Topics under investipation includ:
agriculiural systems, craft production, trade. social stratification, and the impact ol Arie
jmperialism. The fickhwork s described in detail by Smith (1992a), ‘The archacologiva
frdings fronr western Morelos can be arranged info four hierarchival levels of seifement will
prohable sociolopscal significance: the house, the patio group, the house cluster, and (h
macrocluster, Fhese are discussed in win.

Levet 1: The House

Twa major ypes of houses are present at the excavated sites: ground-level howses am
platforn houses, Creannd-fevel howses are rectangular structures buift at the level af the groun
with stone foundation watls. The walls above the stone foundations were probubly constrixcie:
of adnbe bricks. Floors were made of a layer of rough stone cobbles wpped by a thin devel
crushed tepetate soil. Mearly all ground-level houses have a single room, and 1 number «
examples (primarily ar Capilco) showed evidence of more than one construction plavse
Cuaubmahuac phase ground-level houses are quite small in size, with a mean lving arca o
only 14.1 sq m (based wpon excavation of a random sample of houses at Capileo an
Cuexcomate). This contrasts greatly with Aztec houses excavated elsewhere o Centta
Mexicn, In the Buasin of Mexico, rural settlements in the Teotihuacan Valley havve honeses i
the range of 40 10 150 sg m in area (Evans, 1985, 1988), and Axtec Period houses excavates
by Sixson (1972} in the Tehuacan Valley are in the same range. Whereas the Targe. ground
level msltiroom dwelling is the norm in the Basin of Mexico and Tehuacan, no houses of i
typre are Tound in Late Postciassic Morelos, Ground-level houses comprise the most numereu
category of structure in Postelassic western Morelos, and they are interpreied as the residence
of the bulk of the population (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Cusutmahuac phase ground level houses rom Capilco and Cuexcomate.

Platferm i fonses are stroctures built on raised stone platfarms and situated as part of patio
proups. The residential function of platform houses is inferred from (D) their vceurrence in
pittio groups, a common arrangement amaong the more common ground-level houses; (2) the
presence of domestic artifucts around the structures: and (3) the presence of rooms on top of
the larger examples. Membership in a patio group is used to distinguish platform houses from
temple plattarms which are free-standiog. There are two types of platform house at Cuescomate.
The first. 1ype A, encompasses four interconnected platforms thal comprise patio group 6, one
of the key architectural clusters at Cuexcomate. The four platforms are approximately 0.7 m
high and have a comhbined top area of 562 sq m and a fill volume of 482 cu m. They have a
serics of rooms formed by stome walls atop the platforms, and excavation of the largest
structure revealed a complex history of construction employing dressed stone walls and red-
painted lime plaster floors and wall covermgs. The layout of group 6 — a series of rooms
apening onto a central coustyard with a single entrance ~— corresponds to the typical plan of
Azlec palaces as discussed by Evans (1991). The high quality of the construction, coupled
with artifaciual swdies indicating high frequencies of imported and decorated ceramics,
support the notion that this group was a palace compound, the residence of a high-ranking elite
lord. Growp 6 was constructed and occupied in the Early Cuauhnabuac phase, and then was
apparently shandoned during | .ate Cuauhnahuac times, when group 7 became the focal
residential corpound at Cuexcomate.

The second 1ype of platfonm house, type B, contains smaller structures generally under
0.5 m in height, not connected to other structures but integrated into patio groups. The quality
of construction is clearty inferior to the large platform houses of group 6. These struciures are
anly slightly larger in surface area than are ground-level houses. They may represent residences
of wealthy households, atthough not on the same scale as the houses in group 6.
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Figure 3. #atio groups at Capilco and Cuexcomate.

Level 2: The Patio Group

Mozt houses at Cuexcomate (65%) are part of patio groups. while another 13% are found
tn informal groups., Patio groups are defined by the arrangement of two or more houses wound
a comman reclangular level area or plaza. Patio groups often have circular structures (possihle
granarics) and/or rock piles (ceremonial artifact dumps) as constitluents. These groups give an
impression of formal planning, and thus close socioecanemic connections among the households
inhabiling patio groups may be inferred. Most patio groups have three or four houses, while
two complex groups (groups 1 and 7) have six houses each. Several patio groups arc ilfustraed
in Figure 3. Informal groups consist of two houses located within 5 m of one another. These
groups lack any surface evidence of additional structures or common plaza areas, and their
social significance is problematic.

Our cxcavations suggest that all of the houses located in patio groups were functionally
simitar residential structures. Refuse deposits of typical domestic debris are found outside of
al such structures and the only major architectural differentiztion among rectangular structures
within patio groups is found in five groups thal each have a single small platform housc in
addition to ground-level houses. Nonresidential structures found in palio groups are limited
to circular structures and rock piles, and no evidence was found for shrines as in patio groups
at some Mesoamerican sites.

Patio groups 6 and 7 (Figure 3) served as elite residential compounds in the Early and Late
Cuautinahuac phases, respectively. The four type A platform houses comprising group 6 stand
out from other Early Cuauhnahuac houses in their size, labor invesiment, and quality of
construction, and these architectural distinclions are mimored by wealth-related differences
between the portable antifacts associated with this group and other houses. The architecture
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clustess,

of patic group 7 presernus less of a contrast to other houses in the Late Cuauhnahuac phase. h!l[
this group does stand out in several respects: (1) it has seven houses, mare than .mm;t patio
groups; (2} it has four (iype B} platform houses, three more than any ather gmup in the Late
Cuauhnahaue phase; (3) it is located on the central public plaza at Cuexcomate ad_]fwcnt .m .thc
temple; and (4) its portable arifacts are distinguished from those of n.tt?cr houses mAa similar
meuiner as thase of group 6 in the carlier pertod {Smith, 1992a), In addition to the patio groups
located within barger settlemients, these groups also form discreet isolated settlements or siles;
one such unit, “Site 37, received limited tesl excavations.

ELevel 3: The House Cluster

Structures and patio groups tend to be located near other similar units, forming cluskjrs
that are sometimes spatially discreet, The site of Capilco comprises one such cluster, while
Cuexcomate consists of four apparent clusters (Figure 4). The major platform structures and
nearby houses in the center of Cuexcomate comprise one cluster, :m.d houses in? the northern
portion of the site are clustered around palio group 1. The eastern portion of 1he sile has hotses
spread along the narrowing ridgetop; this area has two apparentk chllstc.rs. Based upon the
hypothesis that the clusters al Cuexcomate may have socioeconomic significance, three areas
were sampled separately in a probability sample of excavated houses (ihe east an.d gast-centfa]
clusters were considered together); this hypothesis is being evaluated with statistical sindies
of the artifacts. Two of the house clusters al Cuexcomate contain complex patio groups that
muy have been the residences of elite households: group 1 for the north cluster, a_nd grouns
6 and 7 for the central cluster in the Farly and Late Cuauhnahuac phases, respectively. Thc
clusters shown in Figure 4 arc subjective spatial groupings; more objective quantitative sp;.ltml
clustering methads will be wpplied in the future, Capilco, without platform houses, provides
an example of a discrcet house cluster without a centrat focus.
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Level 4: The Macrocluster

This tevel of seitlement consists of twe o more house clusters loeated adjacent 1o cach
uther. The site of Cuexcomate coatsists of a macrochuster, and a number of these umity are
found i the Buenavisia lomas north of Cuexcomate currently under investigation by Sterpone
(1988). Unti] that work is completed. it may be premature to generafize ahout macroclusdens,
At Cucxeomide. and apparently at alher examples in the fomus, macroclesiers e nucleaicd
areand major mownd groups corresponding to elite residential compounds andjor emple
platformis. Thus, gronps 6 and 7 and the temple platform (structure S5y serve as the focal perini
net enly of the central house clusier, but of the entire Cuexconite macrochusteras well There
is & difference between settlement at this Jevel in the Postclussic Morclos Archaenlogical
Project study area compared 1o the Buenavista lomas. Cuexcomate (& macroclustery amnl
Capileo (a cluser) are discreet settlements with relatively clear boundarics, whereas weltlemem
in the lomas aren is more continuous without clear spatiad divisions. In fact, the whole notion
of anarchacological *sate™ as a discrect bounded settlement mres is not applicable to the Jims
selthenent patterns. Neverthetess, spatial clustering does exist, and this forms the hasis for the
identification of clusters and macroclusters in this are.

CTHNOHISTORY

The relevant ethnohistorical documents considered here are a series of house-by-house
census records from severul tawns in Morelos produced within 20 years of the Spanish
Conquest. These documents, written in Nahuatl, come from the communiies of Tepostlan,
Molott, Cuauchichinola. Huitziliila, Tepetenchicatean, and Panchimatco, | rely o the e les
OF Pediro Carrasco (1964a, 1964, 1968, 1972, 19764, 1976h) who has stdied and eleseribed
this material. While Carrasco’s articles are useful analyses that provide abundant inforneion
on kinship, mribwte, and social stratification, they fail shor of a comprehensive aualysic of the
documents. The publication of several of the documents (Hinz, Hartau, and Heimann-Koenen.
1983} represents anadvance, but a full social analysis is still lackibg. Nevertheless, Carraseo’s
studies du provide sufficient information 10 discuss the setilement hicrarchy at these
communities. Four levels of residemtial or territorial organizalion are sepresented in the
documents: celli {“house™), ithuallf (“houses grouped around a patio” ur house componnd),
and twa levels of cafprdti (“district™}, referred to here as chinemidd and calpuili, respectivehy
These levels are diseussed in turn; (his section is based on Carraseo's research ( 19640, FOadh,
1968, 1972, 1976w, and 1976h).

Level 1: Calii (House)

Houoses were inhahiled by houscholds or domestic groups, and these social units hase
been amajor topic of analysis by Carrasco. On this level, considerable variability in size aned
structure is found in the census data. Both nuclear and Joint families are present. and within
the latter catepory there is a range of household structure including both affinal and descent
ties between constiteent family units and a few examples of unrelated constituent fumilics. In
most eases, joint familics constituted a single economic unit in temms of agricultaral acrivirics
antd tribute asscssments.

Alhough Carrasco does nol address this point. information scattered in his articles
suggests that the major determinants of household size within communitics tincluding both
Joint vs. miclear structure and the number of members within these types) are: (1) sovial ¢lass
(noble households are penerally larger then those of commoners: Carrasco, 1972); (2) amount
of agricultural fand worked by commoner houscholds (Carmasco, 1972:243) and (3) (e

T T
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[legis of demopraphy and development eyeles (Carraseo, 19640: 206, 19760:63 1. Comparative
wepdenee from ather agearian states reveals the same determinants of houschold size and
augpests tiat the second detenminant (amounnt of {and worked per household) relutes 10 1wo
tistinet haugh related variables — - labor requirements and individuat househobd wealth {see
vamagisaho, P79 Witk and Nelting, 1984),

Level 2: Hhualli (House Compaund)

I alt settlements except Tepostlan, houses were often grouped togerther around patios
farm house compounds (hralliy these were considered social units with the residems of i
sunpound referred te as cennthualting In the calpidii of Moloda, for exainple, 42 of the 128
houses were grouped ino 16 compounds of 2 to 4 houses each, Each of these units had a
ampound hewd of greater wealth and status than the other houschold heads, who were
onsidered dependent upon him. Typically, the head distributed fand 10 s dependents for
their own caltivation in exchange Tor help with tribute and services. [ndividual houscholds
received and cultevated separate plots, and the compound members did not participate in a
communor jointeconomy, Only about hall of the dependent fumilies in the Molotla compounds
were reled o the hewd by Linship bonds, and those kin ties that did exist often were not close.
As Carrasco suggests (1970b:63), the fribute system may have been as imporant as hinship
A s major factor structuring social orpanization at this level.

Level 33 Chinamitl or Smalt Calpulli

The term eadpedi i the census documents is used to refer to two levelds of socioterritorial
arpanization (this terminolopical ambiguity has long been recognived in the Basin of Mexiow;
e¢ Sanders, 1965:63tF Offner, 1983:163Mf). For example. the Molotla calprfii with 128
househalds “was subdivided mlo nine groups also called cafpilli or chinanrit!, anging i size
from 32 houscholds 1o anly one”™ {Carrasco. 1976h:46): simiarly, the cufpuili of
Fepetenchicalean consisted al 1200 households arranged in seven smaller calpulli (Carrasco,
M64h, 1968), Following usage in the census documents, the term cfiinamit! will be used Tor
the smaler unit. with cofpulli reserved for the larger territorial units.

The chistribution of the chinemind unins in space is not always clear in the decuments,
Hthotgh they appear 1o represent spatially localized settlemenis ar districts (harrios) of larger
witlemems. They had noble headmen (tecultli or Hacochrecwhll) 1o whom all constituenm
households paid fribute in goods andfor services, either directly or indirecdy te.g., through
compaund heads) presuniably, these headmen were subject to the higher-ranking noble in
Charge of the Lwger calpalii units. In eastern Morelos, the chinamitl was apparently referred
o s a egrdierta (Visita, 194622531, and in the Basin of Mexico the weem “harric pequeio™ is
sometinmues used {see Sanders, 1965:66). Sunders suggests thal these settlements were often of
w dispersed nare axd usually did not contain civic or ceremonial architecture (Sanders.,
FOGSRT),

These seldements apparently exhibited a murked lack of spatial scparation between
esidenees of the noble and commuoner classes. The natusre of service obligations (part of the
Iribute systenny is probably one Fwtor prevenling a spatial segrepation of classes. In addition
1o providing nables with grains, prepared food, firewood, textiles, and other goods, commoner
households provided a variety ol personal seevices for noble households. Among the more
signilicant of these was the sbligation of non-servant commoner women fo grind maize and
manufacture cotton fextiles for noble howschoelds, The grinding was done ar the nobles
hises. while the focation of cloth production (spinning, weaving, and dving) is not mentioned.
Ihis latter service is separate from houschold cloth production for personal use and tribute
payment: the textiles produced were not counted as part of the noemal textile iribute that many
commoner households paid to their superiors (see especially Carrasco, 1968, 1972, 1976a).

Howsews aned the Setlement Hierarehy in Late Postcinsses A 5 19%

Level 4: Calpulli

The Targer codpedli umits in the Morelos censuses contained from 1200 10 188 houses
{Carrasen, 1970a: H04). As mentioned above, these units were internally siratificd and were
toder the contral of o nuhle eadman, the rectidiefi. The organization of these calpdli cominas
preatly with the model of an egalitarian organization of comnwoness who controlled their nan
land that is described by Zorita (1963) and some other early writers. As painted aboul above,
all of the fand in the constituent ehingmit! was owned or regulmed by nobles. and none of 1he
commoners were outside of the strong influence of a noble. With reference 10 the Jarger
calpudli, Corrasco comments:

The thatribution of Lard appears to be administered by the political suthoritics, the loeal lveds or thein ageis it s near
cany B appty the cancept of an ¢ eatitarian and democratse cefped(7 that has been promoted using Zonra’s mformalion
Workers paid trihute according 1o the ameunt of kand they possessed, which fies well witlt the weguad distribuoinn
of Tl W Gingd Jec i smside the nrgamzation of the calpufli, and as an unportant part of the e cadprffe (Cariasco,
1978001151167 author s translarian),

Beyond basic demographic facts, these is litlle information in Carraseo’s articles on the
spatiab organization or composition of the cadpufti. In the Basin of Mexivo, Sanders ( FUASRM)
and Bvans (1985), followmg Zorita (1963), suggest that calpuffi seitlements shonld cxhibil
pyramid temples, civic buildings {e.g., & telpochealit), and a chielly residence. There appears
1o he no menrion of these leatures in the census documents, although the presence of a chiefly
residence or palace may be mferred from the existence of a high-ranking noble calpredli head,

COMPARISONS

Tt shoutd be clear by now that there s a very high degree ol comparabiliny herween rhe
archacodogieal and ethnobistorical settfement hierarchies, It is worth esphasizimg that the
archacological hierarchy was established independentty of the docmnentary data in order 10
penmid this comparison of independent sources. The following brief formal comparisons focus
on the stze, spatial confipuration, and organization of the various settlemem levels. Figure S
presents a schematic depiction of the four-level settiement hierurchy; a summary of relevant
yuantitative data is presented in Table 1.

Level I: Fhe House

The excavated gronnl-level houses are small structures {compared 1o the larpe multiroom
Aztec houses in the Basin of Mexica), probably the restdences of single domestic groups. In
spite of the ovcurrence of joint family households and multiple families per house (Carrasco,
1976b), the mean inhabitanis per house in the documenis is not large! [Table b data in this
table are taken from Carrasco, (1964b:377)]. These data fit well with the size of the archaco-
logical houses, Nable households were considerably larger than those of commoners (Carrascn,
19640 190; 1972:232), just as the group 6 plaiform houses are much larger than any other
houses {Table 1) In short, the kinds of households depicted in the documents could easily have

"1 hiive elsew here criticiced the convepl of “household” as an inapproprivte ethnographic muatop lor most achaeo
lagival settings (Smith, 1992a). The basic problem is that the anchaeological reniing of houss, featires, and
deposis 1ypi pentain 30 & whale succession of inhabilants of long-lasiing houses, often fnclading many
tempurally sep household groups. Given the compressed nature of fime represented in mast archacological
deposits (Hinford, 1986} and the Jevel of temporal relinement in most archaenlogical chironologics (Smill, 14922
it ix usnally impossible Tor the archacologist ta isolate or idemtify 1the remains of an individual, teoxeally -discledt
“heuschold™ from the past. Mast archaeelogic al remains thus comespond 1o what Tterm a “household series™, or the
succession of households that inhabited 2 given house ever lime.
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Fignre 8 Schematic reprosestation of the Late Posticlassic settlement hierarchy in western Morelos as documenied
hy archacology and clhnohistory,

inhabited the kinds of houses found at Late Postelassic sites. This is not 1o say that separate
traces of temporally discreet individual households can be isolated in the archacological
remains, but it dues permit the lower level inference that social groups much like the
households described in the documents probably inhabited the archacological houses.

Level 2: The Patio Group

In spatial terms, the archacological patio groups and the ethnohisturical compounds are
identical: hoth consist of twe or more houses arranged around a common palie or plaza area.
The number of houses per group (Table 1) is slightly different comparing Molotla, the only
communily whose figures are given by Carrasco (mean of 2.6}, 1o Cuexcomaie and Capilco
{mean of 3.4). There are some differences in the prevalence of groups at these settiements: at
Mainila, 32% of the houses are in groups, while the archaeological figures are 38% for Capilco
and 65% for Cuexcomate. The documents apparently make no reference to nonresidential
features associated with compounds tarchaeotogically, we have possible granaries and ritual
dumps in addition to hurials and other offerings). There is some archaeclogical evidence for
the houses of compound heads. who cleary were more wealthy and powerful than the other
residents; 4 of the 3) nonelile patio groups at Cuexcornate have une platform house, and in
the 2 non-clite groups where all houses were tested, one house in cach stands out as having
an artifact mventory with more wealth markers (see Smith, 1992a).

"teontd yWhile steeng camparative arpuments can often be made that social groups like the ethnopraphic household
didl indecd inhahit archaeolopivat houses, our imability to recover the imprims of individual households may make
s an inappropriate social concept for archaeological interpretation. The significance of this temporal timilation
nacarchacotngical imerpretation should not be underestimated. In the present case study, we have some of the most
detailed and dircet documentary data on ancient households to be found anywhere in Mesoamerica, coupled with
ceramic phases tat e among 1he shortest in Mesoamesica, yet the excavated houses and deposits do not permit
the wiennfication of individual huwseholds within a household series. What is needed now is 2 compirative
nvestipation of the social and cultural characteristics of the househotd series in Mesoamerica, for this will permit
nare accunile scial interpreiations of the archasological remains that we excavate {the above argument is
develeped Furber in Smith, [991a),
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TABLE 1. Quantitative Comparisons of Setilement Hicrarehies

Archacalogy Ethnohistory

level |

Mean lwonse size: Mean inhabitants per hoe

Ground level IlnuxL‘\; i4m< Tepostian: 54
Ciroup 6 platform hewses; {34 m? Tepetenchicalan: N
Other platform howses: 36 m!? Panchinmlee: i
Cuauchichinle: 72
Malatla: i
Huizila: 79

Level 2

Houses per patie proap: Houses per sthualli (A foluthny

2 hunes; 5 groups 2 hauses: 8 grongn
3 houses; B groups 3 howses: b proups
4 houses: 7 proups 4 houses: 2 groups
5 houes: 3 groups
6 hwses: 2 proups

Level 3

Numiber of houses per claster: Nuinber of Towses per « umii:

Capilen: 21 MuiotLe: i2
Cuexcomale, north: 32 B others: 12t
Cuexconue, central: kD) Tepetenchicalvan: 17 tmeany
Cuexvamate, east-ventral; 10
Curexcomale, east: 27

Level 4

Number of lowses per macroclisier: Number af heuses per colpadly

Cucxeonale; 1:H) Tepetenchicalan: 12
Maoloia: 135
Cunochichinnby: 134
Fanchunalen: 16

Huitzily 1§m

Level 3: The Cluster or Chinamiti

The nuinber of houses per cluster averages around 30, while most chinemit! conin fewer
houses (Table 1), There are two sources of bias, however, which if corrected would yield more
comparable figures. First, the site maps and house frequencies in Table 1 include all structures,
This is probably an accurate estimate of occupation for the Late Cunuhnabuace phase. when
every siructure in a random sample of houses, except pelio group 6, was occupicd. However,
fewer houses were accupied in the Early Cuavhnahuac phase. perhaps indicating o lower
number of houses per cluster at that time, Second, Earty Colonial disease cpidemics had
started by the time the census documents were compiled, which would lower the number ol
houschuobds in most fiinamitl,

The ducuments reveal the presence of bath nobles and commaners in many chinanurl and
this agrees with the sitnation at Cuexcomate. There is clear evidence of a noble compond in
the central cluster (group 6), and group | stands out as a special or key compound for the norih
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clueter, The vther tee clusters have no clear focal compound. There is noevidence foran clite
at Capilee, although preliminary artifaciual studies suggest that one lowse staneds aulas having
wtifagts seeppestive of wenkthier inhabitants during Barly Cunuhoahuac times.

Level 4: The Macrecluster or Calprdli

The nanber of honses i Cuexcomate (1403 nuches almost exactly the mean manber of
houses per cafprdli ai S setthenwents {Table By Carrasco’s anadyses do pot gointa e spatial
arganivation of the colpudlic nor do they mention the possibie presence of nonresidemial
Shetires, Sanders qusd Evans” work on the archilectural composition of calprdifi Hallowing
Zurita, 19633 suppests the presence of a pumber of spectal structures, all of whicls appear 1o
be present it Cuexcomate. These are a femple (structure 55}, possibic cavil buildings like a
relprchealli tzroup 201 and noble compeands for cuch phase, groups & and 7 (see Smith el
I L

Currasco’s analyses show that Lthe Targe cafprdfi was o widespread form of setslement i
[oth-cemtary Morclos, and ethnohistoric sources from throughout the Central Highiands anest
@ its imporlance over a lirge area. However, the problem of regionat variation in colpuiti
structure and significance has yet to be addressed adequately (see Hlicks, HIE0). One
characteristic that does stunld tut in both the documems and at Cuexcomate i3 the importance
of the nobility as a central clement in these settfements. The macrocluster ol Ciexcomate
consists of houses gronped areund i central publicfeeremonial zone consisting of elie residences,
the main lepiple, and pussible civie buildings alt arranged around a large public pliva, and this
pattern is replicated at a mmwber of other Coathmahue phase sites in westem Morelus. Tn shorl,
the etite were b the center of society bith spatiatly and socially,

Higher Levels

The Tomer levels discussed above do nat complete the social or seitbement hicrarchy Tor
Late Postclussic Morelns. The efnstate with a small urban core and associated rural setilement
is a erecial higher level (Smith, 1989), and in the domain of political adminisiration the
coviguest-stote sad Bmperial provinee neesd ta be considered. Unfortunately, both archacologi-
cal andl decumentary data on these higher Tevels are quite scarce for Morclos (see Gerhard,
197 Smith, 19861 and they are beyond the scope of this article.

IMPLICATIONS

Conquest Period Society in Morelos

The close correspondence between the four tevels of settlement identified by archacology
andd ethnohistory for western Moretos has a number of implications for studies of soctal
arganization in Conguest Period Morelos. First, the archacological findings confirm beyond
adoubl that this is a Prehispanic patiern Tittle influenced by the two decades of Spanish control
prine o the origin of (he census documents. Second, this patiern of senlement appears 1o he
yuite widespremd i Morchss, suggesting that # represents basic social and economic prin-
ciples that operited over a large wca.

The most impostant implication of this exercise for Late Posiclassic Morelos. however,
concerns the passibilities of further joint archacologicalfethnohistorical studies of rural sacicty
thal go heyond the rekatively narrow domain of settlement patierns. We have identified a
hierarchical pailern of settlement (and, hy implication, a pattern of society) about which
archacology amd ethnohistary can both make signilicant and complementary ohscrvalions.

fHeouses and the Setfemens Hicvarvelre in Laie Postoiassie sfoselons 3

Carrasea’s analyses of demography. kinship. tribute, and stranfication wsing the consne
documents are already major contributions o the literature on Conguest Period sowieny . b

these docwnents say litde about such topies as Tamming methods, craft productic L oaz!
practices. and external economic and political connections. These latter topics are ~v.s
af the archacolopical record, amd the continuing analyses of the Postelassic Morcios
Archacologica) Praject and omther projects are directed at such issues. The complenentaniy
etween archacology and ethnofiistory in this area is remarkable. and in place of the comumon
practice of using ethnohistorical dita to explain archacological Nimdings (o the reverse ). we
can use hotl scts of data to document and explain the nature of Prehispunic society in Moreles,

Kinship and Socin! Stratification as Determinants of Settlement Patterns

Oing of the signiticant implications of the census data is a recognition of the pervasive
inportmce of social stratification as a factor shaping settlement dynamics in Morctos,
Stratification influenced settlement primarily through land tenure arrangements and trihime
oblipations. Commoners had to Itve near nobles in order 1o receive land, and Jabor seyvice wis
also facilitated by residential proximity. As Carrasco points oul, nobles were present inatl of
the chineeatit! and cadpnlli, and their presence provided a social and spatial structure Tor these
settferment units, Many of the patio groups also contained o mixture of nobles and commoners
These paticms also characterize the archacolngical remains at Cuexcomate where the endine
settlement is organized around the cemrally located elite compourds, and some of Uhe Tinase
chusters also have focal elite patio groups. Similarly, a number of pario groups have one house
that stimds oul above the others.

The great impantance of stratification and tribute as determinants of scitlement poes along
with a lower level of significance for kinship. Kin ties played a role in patio groups and higher
levels, but none of the units above the household can be called a kin grouping. Thes Tinding
contrasts with the common assumption that Ctassic Maya patio groups and house clusters
were arganized primarily on the basis of kinship (e.g.. Witley, 19812 Touriettor, 19881 While
the Morelos census dala cannot provide direct interpretations for Classic Maya archacologicat
patterns. they do suggest that the role of kinship as a determinait of Mesoumericin settlement
patlerns should not be assumed without testing, and that other possibilities shauld be investigaed.
Additional determinants of senlement patlemns in western Morelos include agriculiural methods,
soils, amd topography. These Factors are important, but they are beyoud the scope of this article
(see Smith, 1992a).

Houses and Sociely in Ancient Mesoamerica

This study has o nember of additional implicatiens for the study of domestic groups in
Mesoumerica and other agrarian states that can be summarized here, Fird, the detailed
comparisons between archacology and ethnehistory demonstrate that the archacological
patcrning of residences observed at Cuauhnahuac phase sites has clear social significance.
These data suggest that archaeolopical analyses of the spatial distribution of houses, Touse
groups, ind compaunds can fead o realistic models of ancient social organization.

A sceond implication of the Morelos case study is that archaeologists need 10 look
patierning on a variety of spatial scales in order to construct adequate models of past sovial
systems (see Kowalewski et al,, 1989:1-3). Houses and domestic artifacts are imporiant urits
in the study of ancient society, but they cannot be understood without reference to theis
accurrence (or nonoceurrence) in groups, clusters, setilements, and other larger units. Agan,
spatial patterning is crucial. but it must be addressed at a series of levels Trom the idividual
deposit to the house up through larger constructs like regions (see Flannery, 1976 for an
example of social analyses of archaeological data at varying spatial scales),
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The Morelos settlemett hicrarehy pacaliels other patterns found in Mesoamerican outside
af the Centrzd Highiands, The lowland Maya hicrarchy of structure, patio group, cluster,
ceremanial center (Ashntore, FOR 1) is guite similar, as are ethnographic models from varions
arens. Ster (1S tor cxample, deseribes a hierarchy from the Tuxtlas area af Veracruz
vonsisting, of houscholkds, doaryard groups, neighborhoods, villages. monicipios. and the
region, ad simidac palens are fownd in western Guatemala aud other areas (Hunt and Nash,
1967). There is not space ta explore these parallels here, but the reader is referred 10 Sonders
(1967, 1971, Hum and Nash (1967), and Drennan (1988) for relevant discussions.

A tinal implicinion ol this study concerns our views of rural society in Mesoamernici,
Archacological atention has focused heavily on urban comtexts, and rural arcas have heen
addressed primarily through survey data, This has led to o tendency 1o view Mesoamerican
peasings ws relatively simple farmers tailing away 1o fecd the urhan masses and support the
nobility, When rural sites are excavaied, however, we learn that cural e was considerably
more complicated than this, Craft production was carricd out inrural areas, peasants were ticd
wite Tar-Tlang exchange networks, nobles were living in villages and towns, and there is a high
fevel of sacial variaton within rural society (Evans, 1988: Smith et al., 1989 Webster and
Gonlin, 198K, The extent of social heterogeneity in rural Mesoamerica can be addressed most
directly whh excavatons, and then most profitably with excavations of domestic contexts,
Resadential excavations carried owl in non-urban settings will not simply add 1o our knowledge
of uncient Mesoimerica, but may well serve to overturn some of the received wisdom on 1he

natire of Mesoamerican socictics,
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Chapter

1]

The Social Organization of
Households Among the
Tenochca Mexica Before
and After Conquest

Susan Kellogg

INTRODUCTION

While family amd houschold unils exist in every sociely, lamilial and household structure
vary markedly across culiares as do the culwral meaning attached to such social groops.! Tn
this chapter, [ examine intensively the household organization — and family 1ypes subsumed
by that organization — of one particular culture, the Tenochea Mexica, and how that orpani-
zatton changed under the impact of Colonial rule. I try 10 examine the ethnohistorical data on
households from as many perspeclives as possible by looking at the spatial amangemuents of
houscholds, the social structure of relations within and between houscholds, and. to the extent
possible, social psychological aspects of family, household, and kin relations. | cinphasize
throughout the social meanings embedded in both the wntten and visual documentuion
analyzed.

In Prehispanic Tenochtitlin, family life as a lived experience took place in complex
multifamily households in discrete architectural units called caffi, which provided an arena for
many activities of hoth production and social reproduction. However, among the Tenoches
Mexica, the stale assumed a number of “domestic™ responsibilities; for example. in refigious
and practical educalion, in organizing proaduction among younger citizens, and in oversecing
marriage. In Prehispanic Central Mexico, the household was not conceived as a preentinenily
private unit. Not only did the siate take on “domestic” or “privale” responsibilities. but the
househeld carried impuontant civic and productive responsibilities. In addition, family refations
also served as a key political metaphor: as a model for cuitural eanceptions of rulership and
hierarchy.

In the Early Colonial Period, in conlrasl, as growing emphasis was attached 10 the nuclear
family unit, the interpenetration of family and extrafamilial realms weakened as houndarics

Itoran interesting and recent discussion of the dynamic relations between househalds as a spatial construct anil oiher
domains ol collure, see Rohben (1989). For smhropological and historical treatments uf family, househald and <l
organization. see Yanapisaho (1979); Netting, Wilk, and Amoufd (1984); Laslett and Wall (1972), and Segalen
{1986). On Mesoamerica, see Wilk and Ashmore (1988).
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