The Nile Delta as a centre of cultural interactions between Upper Egypt and
the Southern Levant in the 4™ millennium BC
Studies in African Archaeology 13

SOME REMARKS ON THE VISITORS IN THE NILE DELTA
IN THE 4™ MILLENNIUM BC

AGNIESZKA MACZYNSKA
Poznaii Archaeological Musenn, Pognai, Poland

1. INTRODUCTION

In the 4* millennium BC the Nile Delta was settled by a group of people described by
archaeologists as the Lower Egyptian culture. Most of the sites belonging to this cultural
unit have been recorded in the central and eastern part of northern Egypt (Fig. 1). The
western and northern parts of this region is still pootly recognized, however, the occupa-
tion of the Lower Egyptian culture has been already attested at some sites, ¢.g. Buto and
Sais (vON DER WAy 1997; KOHLER 1993; 1998: WiLsoN 2000; #his volunze).

The origins of the Lower Egyptian culture are not cleatly known, but they should
be linked probably with the first agricultural communities inhabiting the region, Ze.
Merimde and el-Omari cultures (LEVY & vAN DEN BRINk 2002: 10; MIDANT-REYNES
1992: 206; 2003: 53).

The Lower Egyptian culture was the first fully agricultural community in Egypt. In
the 4" millennium BC northern Egypt in general and the Nile Delta in particular offered
very favourable conditions for farming and animal breeding. Petiodic inundations of
the Nile irrigated and fertilized the soil, while warm and humid climate was conducive
to vegetation. Agriculture and herding were the basic forms of food production in the
region. Hunting and gathering seem to have been of lesser importance as compared to
the earlier times (MAczyNskA 2013: 101-100).

The production of tools and other items in Lower Egypt relied mostly on locally
available material (clay, flint, stone, bone), and it did not involve any sophisticated techniques.
The resources were obtained from the Delta area and possibly from its direct vicinity.
The dominant group of Lower Egyptian artefacts consists of strictly practical household
items. Specialisation in Lower Egypt can be observed only with regard to selected areas
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Figure 1. The most important sites of the Lower Egyptian culture.

of manufacturing where particular skills were required (eg. stone vessel production; beer
production), whereas simple objects and implements were made on a houschold basis
(MACZYNSKA 2013: 112-178; in press a).

The Lower Egyptian culture was not an isolated society. The communities inhabiting
northern Egypt maintained contacts with Naqadans from the south and the Late
Chalcolithic/Eatly Bronze I societies from the east. Upper Egyptian and Southern
Levantine imports registered at Lower Egyptian sites clearly attest the exchange of goods
and information between the regions in question (MACzYNSKA 2004: 435-437; 2006: 945-
957, 2008: 761-779; 2013).
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2. INTERACTIONS BETWEEN THE SOUTHERN LEVANT AND THE NILE DELTA

The small distance between the Nile Delta and the Southern Levant was probably one
of the factors that influenced the character of contacts between the two regions (HAYES
1965: 122; WeTrTERSTROM 1993: 200). The carly traces of these relations can be found in
the early Neolithic material recorded at the sites of Lower Egypt, ze. Fayum, Merimde
and Wadi Hof; however, these finds are not easy to interpret (MACZYNSKA 2008: 765-760;
SHIrAT 2010). In the beginning of the 4* millennium BC the Lower Egyptian and the Late
Chalcolithic Southern Levantine communities entered probably a new phase of contacts.
The Lower Egyptian culture was perhaps the first one with such a significant number of
Southern Levantine imports recorded at its sites. The quantity of Lower Egyptian items
from this period found in the Southern Levant, however, is not so considerable (BRAUN
& VAN DEN Brink 2008; MAczyNska 2008: 769-770; 2013: 181-200).

Due to the scarcity of records, the eatly relations between the Nile Delta and the
Southern Levant are hardly discussed by scholars. The interpretations concerning this
problem are often limited to the notions about the sporadic character of contacts. However,
most authors are of the opinion that the early relations between both the regions involved
the exchange of goods and ideas (LEVY & VAN DEN Brink 2002: 18-19; bE MIROSCHED]I
2002: 39-40; BRAUN & VAN DEN BrINK 2008: 644-650; Guyor 2008: 709-714; BrRaun 2011:
107-108). According to P. DE MIROSCHED]I (2002: 39-40) and F. Guyot (2008: 714) the party
in charge of organising this exchange were the Southern Levantines. In P. DE MIROSCHED]I’S
view the first Southern Levantines appeared in Lower Egypt in order to recognise the
resources occurring in this region. In the opinion of F Guyor (2008: 714) the Lower and
Upper Egyptian societies took part in the exchange rather than organised it. However, some
changes in the character of contacts can be observed in the middle of Naqada II period. In
the opinion of the author at that time the local societies not only took part in, but probably
also organised the exchange of goods and ideas in an active way. Moreover, they benefited
from these contacts, adopted new techniques and raw materials, 7e. mudbrick architecture,
beer production, the use of copper (MACZYNSKA 77 press €).

Although the organisation of exchange itself is still a subject of discussion, we
cannot exclude that the inhabitants of the Southern Levant came to Lower Egypt. Since
the character of contacts between the two regions involved mostly trade activities, the

visitors were probably in large part traders or intermediaries.

2.1. ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE

Archaeological evidence for the interaction between the societies of the Nile Delta and the
Southern Levant consists mostly of imports and imitations registered at Lower Egyptian
sites, including pottery, flints, stone and copper items. Additionally, special attention
should be paid to the material recorded at 3 sites: Maadi, Buto and Minshat Abu Omar,
indicating the presence of Southern Levantines in the region (RizkaNA & SEEHER 1987,
1989: 49-55; WarriN 2000; FALTINGS 2002; HARTUNG ¢7 a/. 2003).
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2.1.1. Maadi

According to I. RizkANA and J. SEEHER (1987: 31) Southern Levantine pottery makes up less
than 3% of the material recorded at Maadi settlement. Its eastern origin has been confirmed
by petrographic analyses carried out by N. Porat (PORAT & SEEHER 1988: 215-228). The
dominant form of the Levantine pottery recorded at Maadi is represented by round jars
with wide, flat bases, high and well discernible shoulders, and roughly distinguished tabular
ot conical necks constituting approx. 1/3 of the vessel’s height. The bottom part of the
vessel is usually V-shaped, and the largest diameter is immediately under the neck. Jars of
this kind were most probably used for storing goods brought in from the Southern Levant.
Neatly all imported jars had lug or ledge handles (RizkaNa & SEEHER 1987: 53, pls. 72-77).
Plastic knobs were fitted to jar handles as decoration. The imported pottery recorded at
Maadi includes also a fragment of a jar decorated with rows of short, incised strokes and
a fragment with a roughly vertical, parallel painted lines (RizkANA & SEEHER 1987: 52-54,
pls. 39:2, 77:5,7; TurunpzIC 1993: 33-55; WATRIN 1999).

Flint tools assemblage registered at Maadi includes items showing close links to
the Southern Levantine tradition, such as tabular scrapers and Canaanean sickle blades
(R1zKANA & SEEHER 1985: figs. 7, 10). Both kinds of tools were made of high quality flint,
probably in specialized workshops. The origin of the raw material can be identified only
in the case of scrapers. It appears that they were made from flint extracted in the western
part of the Negev Desert. Analogous scarpers were quite common in the Levant. The
manufacturing technology of Canaanean blades, on the other hand, was much more
widespread in terms of territorial range. They have been found not only at the Eatly
Bronze sites in the Southern Levant and Lebanon, but also in Syria, Iraq and Kazakhstan
(R1zKANA & SEEHER 1985: 237-254).

The most remarkable stone items imported from Canaan to Maadi include basalt
discs (RizkaNA & SEEHER 1985: fig, 11; 1988: pl. 95). According to N. PoraT, who carried
out a petrographic analysis of these items, the raw material bears characteristics of basalt
extracted at the Negev Desert, and used in the Chalcolithic and the Early Bronze I in
the Southern Levant. However, the scholar noticed that similar resource occuts also in
the area of the Golan Heights, in Galilee and in Jordan, and it is thus possible that the
material came from one of those locations.

Cedar wood artefacts are yet another group of items most likely imported from the
east. The objects found at Maadi include a cedar vessel lid and several small cedar sticks,
probably used as incense. It has not been determined whether they were manufactured
locally or imported to the Delta as ready-made products (R1ZKANA & SEEHER 1989: 25).
Among other objects of the Southern Levantine origin are nine bone spatulas found in
a cache (RizkANA & SEEHER 1989: 22, pl. 8:4-15). Similar spatulas made of calf ribs are
known from Chalcolithic sites such as Teleilat Ghassul, whete they were commonly used
as weaving tools (MALLON e# a/. 1934: 77). Imports from the Levant include also giant

shells of Tridacna maxima and Tridacna squamos, native to the Bay of Suez and the Red
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Sea (RizKANA & SEEHER 1989: 21), which were used at Maadi as a kind of containers.
A turquoise bead recorded at the site is another artefact considered to have been of
eastern origin. The raw material in this case could have been mined in the southern Sinai
(RizkaNA & SEEHER 1989: 109).

Important material of eastern origin recorded at Maadi was undoubtedly copper. At
the site it occurs in a variety of forms, including finished tools, semi-finished products
and ore (R1zkaNA & SEEHER 1989: pls. 3-4). However, no metallurgical workshop was
recorded at the site. The description of such a workshop had been included in a report
from excavation works carried out in Egypt, published in 1936 by K.H. DrrtMaN, who
referred to oral information by M. AMER (DrrrMaNN 1936: 158), but this mention was
probably a preliminary interpretation that was subsequently abandoned and removed
from the final research report. Mineralogical analysis of the raw material have indicated
that copper recorded at Maadi was obtained from deposits located in Timna and Feinan
in the Sinai (RizkANA & SEEHER 1989: 78-79).

The presence of imports at Maadi clearly points towards the existence of interactions
between the Lower Egyptians and Southern Levantines. Some of the foreign items
appeared probably at Maadi in effect of trade exchange (e.g. copper, or vessels used as
containers). Some others, however, may have been personal equipment of traders or
intermediaries from the east (eg. flint implements or bone spatulas).

A significant evidence attesting the presence of the Levantines at Maadi are oval
subterranean dwellings unearthed in the northern part of the explored area, which
differ from the well-known, traditional above-ground structures registered commonly
at the site (RizkANA & SEEHER 1989: figs. 15-18). I. RizkaNA and J. SEEHER (1989: 55)
have concluded that these oval dwellings were analogous in terms of construction to
the subterranean structures recorded at the Beersheba Valley. The researchers have
interpreted this similarity as the evidence for the presence of the Levantine traders or
metallurgists at Maadi. This assertion is further supported by the discovery of a cluster of
pit houses, isolated from the remaining buildings, in the northern part of the settlement
(R1zKANA & SEEHER 1989: 80; FALTINGS 1998: 374; WATRIN 1998: 1218). In the 1990° the
expedition from the El-Azhar University headed by F.A. BapAw! unearthed a pit house
differing from the eatlier ones by the use of stone (WatrIN 2000: fig. 6). In the years
1999-2002, the German Archaeological Institute (DAI) carried out an excavation project
at Maadi, during which another subterranean dwelling was discovered, similar to those
known from the publication of I. RizkaNA and J. SEEHER (HARTUNG 2004).

In the recent years the existence of clear connection between Maadi and Bersheeba
dwellings has been questioned by some scholars (COMMENGE & ALON 2002: note 14).
E. BraUN and E.C.M. vAN DEN BrINK (2008: 649-650) suggest even that the chronology of
Maadi structures is later (EB I). According to U. HARTUNG (2004), all known subterranean
structures recorded at Maadi indicate the gradual development of the settlement’s
architecture, associated with increasingly vast experience of builders and the use of a new
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building material (stone) in constructing residential structures. This could point towards
the longer presence of the visitors from the east at the site, or their regular visits at Maadi.

Maadi cemetery, unlike Maadi settlement, did not contain vessels either linked
to Southern Levantine traditions or imported from the Southern Levant (R1zKANA &
SEEHER 1990: 26). The graves of another necropolis at which Maadians probably buried
their dead, ze. Wadi Digla, contained vessels whose decorations or fabric only followed
the eastern traditions. Such vessels were found in graves from the younger stage of
the cemetery. The paste used for manufacturing those pottery items was tempered
with crushed limestone, in some cases added in great amounts. However, petrographic
analyses have shown that the key component of the paste was local Nile clay.

Wadi Digla vessels bearing the Levantine characteristics include three red burnished
jars with lug-handles on the neck (R1zkANA & SEEHER 1990: pls. 4; 34, 47). According to
I. RizkaNa and . SEEHER (1990: 87), they most probably imitate stone vessels that were
fairly common in the Southern Levant. Another group of finds of the Levantine origin
consists of five jars not covered with a red slip, with high amount of crushed stone
temper, three of which had knobs and impressed dots.

Flint items are very uncommon for the cemeteries of the Lower Egyptian culture and
they are rarely found in its graves. A single tabular scraper recorded at Wadi Digla (grave
WD401) in terms of material and form resembles scrapers well known from Maadi, where
they are interpreted as Canaanite imports or their imitations (RizkANA & SEEHER 1990: 90).

Almost complete absence of imports in the graves of Maadi cemetery may have
resulted from the lack of tradition of equipping the dead in a large quantity of valuable
offerings in this early period. Despite the fact that the inhabitants of the settlement
at Maadi possessed objects of special character, including imports from the east, they
equipped burials mostly with one or two locally made ceramic vessels, sometimes

imitating the imported jars.

2.1.2. Buto

Southern Levantine pottery is present in Buto inventories from phases I and II. In phase I,
pottery similar to Chalcolithic vessels makes up approx. 30% of the entire material (FALTINGS
1998: 367; FartinGs 2002). Vessels from phase Ia are characterised by a typically Southern
Levantine fabric, form and decorations, while in phases Ib and Ila there appear vessels
made of local material, whose forms and decoration types are linked to the Levantine
pottery. According to E.CH. KOHLER (1993) and D. FArTiNGs (2002), the changes in the
features of pottery were associated with the presence at the site of a group of immigrants
from Canaan who must have assimilated into the local community, adopting local cultural
traditions including pottery production. This merger of the Levantine and local ceramic
styles resulted in the production of so-called hybrid vessels. Over time, technological
innovations introduced by the immigrants from the Southern Levant (such as the use of the
turning device), were discarded, possibly due to the lack of specialized pottery workshops
and the prevailing household mode of production.
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Vessels similar to the Chalcolithic Levantine pottery are represented by V-shaped bowls
with a painted rim decoration of white stripes, vessels with a pie-crust rim and fenestrated
bowl-stands. This group includes also holemouth jars (fairly numerous in Buto) and large
storage jars with white painted bands on the shoulder or a white strip applied on the upper
part (FALTINGS 1998: 367; 2002: 165-168; FALTINGS ¢ a/ 2000: 135-136). Additionally, on
the basis of fragments of bases, bodies and rims, T. VON DER Way (1997: 106-107, Taf.
44:16) reconstructed a Levantine jar with a cylindrical neck, simple rim and oval body, with
a characteristic cream-colored surface. The petrographic analysis has shown that this vessel
was made of typical Canaanite marl clay, characteristic for EB I, found eg. at Azor site. In
terms of morphology the reconstructed jar resembles Maadi jars, classified by I. RizkANA
and J. SEEHER (1987: 73) as the Southern Levantine imports. Foreign origin is also attributed
to two fragments of flat bases made of ceramic paste tempered with crushed bones. Other
Southern Levantine elements include characteristic handles, knobs and a fragment of a churn
or a bird vessel, again similar to a piece found at Maadi (voN DER WAy 1997: 106; FALTINGS
1998: 367; FALTINGS e7 al. 2000: 135-136).

Imitations of imported vessels such as V-shaped bowls and holemouth jars appeared
at Buto first in phase Ib. Although vessel shapes remained unchanged, their manufacturing
technology was gradually adapted to local conditions. Potters began to use locally available
clay and replace mineral temper with increasing amounts of straw and chaff.

V-shaped bowls with spiral reserved decoration form another group of artefacts
useful for investigating the contacts of Buto inhabitants with Canaan. They include 13
fragments of at least 10 different bowls. Although a controversial hypothesis on their
Mesopotamian origin had once been presented, the said fragments eventually came
to be considered as imports from the Chalcolithic Southern Levant, where they are
found quite commonly, for instance in the vicinity of Beersheba and the northern Sinai
(FarTinGs 1998: 367-371). Also clay nails recorded at Buto should be linked probably
with characteristic ceramic forms, ze. cornets, known from neatly all Beersheba sites
(FALTINGS 1998: 374-375).

The presence of the Levantine pottery imports at Buto was confirmed by petrographic
and chemical analyses. In the result of the research by N. Porat (1997), only five samples
are classified as Canaanite imports. It turned out that the pottery was made of calcareous
clay tempered with well sorted sand and quartz, and in some cases with calcite. Precise
identification of the origin of this clay proved impossible, because sources of calcareous
clay can be found all over Canaan. Similar petrographic and chemical features have been
observed eg. in the pottery from Azor. According to N. Porat (1997: 231), it goes beyond
reasonable doubt that the analysed samples came from vessels manufactured in the
Southern Levant.

Morteover, the petrographic analysis has proved that clay of local ceramics showing
typological similarities to the Levantine vessels was tempered with phosphorite and had
high concentrations of P and Ca. This type of pottery was unknown in the early and
middle Predynastic period either in Egypt or in the area of today’s Isracl. Buto was
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thus the only place where this technology was used. According to N. Porat (1997: 229),
phosphorites could have been added to clay in order to preserve the the bright surface
colour. As a result, vessels resembled Levantine pottery not only in terms of shape, but
also in terms of colour. The fact that on the basis of analysis Buto pottery was classified
as the Levantine one shows that the local potters had been quite successful.

As far as flint inventories are concerned, the links between Buto and the Southern
Levant are rather unimpressive. K. ScumipT (1987: 253, Abb. 5:6-7, 10-11) mentions two
bifacial sickle blades with flat surface retouch. He sees their origins in the Chalcolithic
Canaan, where such artefacts are fairly common. Another findings associated with the
Chalcolithic period in Canaan are microlithic endscrapers from Buto, with distinctive
little retouch on their working edges (ScumipT 1986: 204; 1993: 275). Eastern origin can
also be attributed to flat tabular scrapers made of characteristic flat flint nodules. The
scrapers were oval and had cortex on the dorsal surface. According to K. ScamipT (1988:
297-306, Abb. 9.1-3; 1996: 270), they should be considered as imports from the Levant,
where their manufacturing traditions are dated from the Chalcolithic to EB III (RoseN
1983: 79-86; 1997: 75; this volume). In the light of recent analyses, there is no doubt that
the obsidian recorded at Buto was also of eastern origin (BAVAY ef a/. 2004).

Apart from ceramic vessels and flint implements, imports recorded at Buto include
items made of other kinds of material. In the assemblage of basalt vessels T. VON DER
Way (1997: 109, Taf. 48-51, 54) identified a fragment of a bowl with a characteristic
swelling of the walls between the rim and the base. The origin of the basalt material
has not been fully confirmed in this case, even after petrographic analyses. In terms of
shape the bowl resembles the vessels found in EB I contexts in the Southern Levant
(voN DER Way 1997: 110, footnote 623). The artefacts of the Lower Egyptian culture
found at Buto include also three copper artefacts: a fishing hook, a wire and a piece of
unknown function. Just like copper items found at Maadi, these objects were made of
the raw material that came from the area of Feinan and Timna in the Sinai (PERNICKA &
SCHLEITER 1997: 219-222).

To sum up, the archaeological data recorded at Buto indicate that the majority of
imports dated to phase Buto I, including pottery vessels, flint implements and stone vessels
may have appeared at the site together with a group of foreigners from the east as their
equipment. In later periods, after the assimilation of immigrants with local communities,

the imports could have reached the site in the effect of trade exchange with the east.

2.1.3. Minshat Abu Omar

Grave offerings from the necropolis at Minshat Abu Omar include 20 Southern Levantine
vessels. Most of them were found in the oldest graves, dated to Nagada IIc-d (KrRoEPER 1989).
One of the most intriguing artefacts is a jar with ledge handles used as a coffin for a fetal
burial (grave 316). The jar was made of yellowish clay with ceramic and mineral temper. It
had a flat bottom, wide body, rounded shoulders, concave neck and rounded, overhanging

rim. Its surface shows traces of red paint and also a diagonal strip decorated in a rope-like
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pattern. Vessels similar in terms of form and fabric are known from Maadi (KROEPER 1989:
407-410, fig, 2a). In grave 840 the bottom part of a similar vessel with ledge handles was
found; however, in this case, a fragment of a loop handle was preserved in the upper part of
its body. Due to the vessel’s incompleteness, one cannot preclude that on its opposite side
there was another loop handle (KrorPER 1989: 410, fig, 3). Loop handles are also present on
a fully preserved vessel from grave 799, which is additionally characterised by a horizontal
strip of clay between the handles, deeply scored vertically (see also CZARNOWICZ #his volumre).
Both vessels represent one of the most frequent vessel types known from EB 1 sites in the
Southern Levant, e.g. in Arad, Ai and Jericho (KrRoEPER 1989: 411).

Another interesting group of vessels consists of 2 spouted jars. The first of them,
found in grave 303, have a broad, flat base, a round body and probably a conical neck.
The spout was located in the upper part of the vessel, at the body-to-neck transition. At
the same height two loop handles were attached. The other jar was smaller, had a round
body, a very short neck and a simple, slightly everted rim. The spout was located in
the upper part of the body. K. KrRoEPER (1989: 416) mentions the Southern Levantine
parallels from Far’ah and Jericho for both of those jars.

Vessels known as churns come from graves 787 and 313. The first one is a small oval
vessel with a spout at the top, flanked by two upright loop handles. The other vessel had an
oval body and an asymmetrical spout flanked by two loop handles. Its top was decorated
with impressed parallel rows of small circles. Both vessels are charecterised by a remarkable
— brittle and flaky — fabric (KrROEPER 1989: 416-417, figs. 8a, 9a). Churns similar to vessels
from Minshat Abu Omar have been found in the Southern Levant, but even there they
are considered rare. Thus far, 11 such specimens have been collected, e.g. in Azor, Gezer,
Jericho, Palmahim Quarry, Tel Erani and Horvat Ilin Tahtit (BRAUN & vAN DEN BriNk 1998:
82; CzarNowicz 2012b: 248-249). Other eastern imports recorded at Minshat Abu Omar
include a small jar with two lugs found the grave 221 (KroEPER 1989: 412, fig. 5a).

All the vessels presented above were classified as imports by K. KROEPER (1989).
However, detailed studies showed that in the case of two ones, ze. the keg or churn-type
vessel from grave 313 and the ledge handles jar from grave 840, clay bears rather local
Egyptian than Canaanite characteristics. According to ]. RIEDERER (1992) the calcite
temper present in these two vessels came from the Eocene Theban formation extending
between Cairo and Esna. In the opinion of K. KROEPER (1992: 30) both vessels could be
made locally, but by means of a new technology involving the use of crushed limestone
and calcite as tempers. The scholar claims that this new technology may have been
shown to the local population by foreign potters, but did not gain popularity due to the
low firing temperature required for the process.

Copper items were found in several of the oldest graves of the necropolis. Noteworthy
is a harpoon with a single barb (grave 761) and a bracelet made of thin twisted copper wire
(grave 806) (KROEPER & WILDUNG 1994: 151, Taf. 41; 2000: 30). Copper beads were found
in two graves: grave 755, containing 2 cylindrical beads made of copper sheet, and grave
663, containing a small round bead (KKROEPER & WILDUNG 1994: 49, Taf. 8:17). Graves 224,
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231 and 323 comprised strongly corroded needle or needle-shaped objects. Thus far no
information has been published about the origin of copper material used to manufacture
the items from Minshat Abu Omar. Due to the vicinity of the necropolis to the Sinai it is
reasonable to assume that copper came from the deposits occurring in this region. In some
graves malachite was found, the resource whose origin could be strongly linked to copper.

The imports from the east recorded at Minshat Abu Omar together with local
ceramics attest the existence of trade relations between the Southern Levantines and
the communities inhabiting the settlement located in the vicinity of Minshat Abu Omar
cemetery. This settlement was probably situated on trade routes and its location in the
eastern Nile Delta facilitated the transfer of goods further to the east and south. Imports
recorded in graves of Minshat Abu Omar do not point directly towards the presence of
foreigners from the east. However, due to specific location of the site such a possibility
cannot be excluded. Puzzling in this case is the temper of Egyptian origin in two vessels
indentified as imports. According to excavators, they may be the evidence of the presence
of foreign potters at the site.

2.1.4. Other sites

At other sites of the Lower Egyptian culture the number of imports from the east is not
so considerable. At the cemetery of Heliopolis, which is partly contemporary to Maadi
settlement, only three jars were probably of the Southern Levantine origin. According
to F. DEBONO and B. MORTENSEN (1988: 30-31), they are similar in terms of fabric to
the vessels from the Southern Levant recorded at Maadi. Most likely they were made of
calcareous clay with numerous limestone inclusions becoming cream or pink after firing,
Occasional red or reddish-to-brown inclusions had the same structure as the paste and
could have been fine fragments of either pottery or ochre.

In terms of shape, there is not much differentiation among Heliopolis vessels. One
of the jars has a round body, a wide and high conical neck with a straight rim and a wide,
flat base (DEBONO & MORTENSEN 1988: pl. 8/13:1). Similar Levantine vessels are known
from Maadi, however, their necks are longer. In addition, jars of this kind have lug
handles or knobs. The other jar is incomplete — only the base part has been preserved.
It is characterised by a knob typical for Canaanite pottery. The third vessel of probably
the Southern Levantine origin found at Heliopolis is a round jar with a wide base, a high
neck and a straight rim. Similar jars with handles are known from Maadi. F DEBoNO and
B. MORTENSEN (1988: 34) are of the opinion that although the Southern Levantine vessels
from Heliopolis are dated to the beginning of EB IA, they show more similarity to the
Chalcolithic, rather than to EB I pottery.

The trait of pottery recorded at Heliopolis that may point towards the eastern
influence is the coating of light, beige or cream wash, which was possibly applied in

order to make local vessels similar to the Southern Levantine cream ware (DEBONO &
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MORTENSEN 1988: 34). Apart from pottery, unidentified copper items, a single fragment
of a copper bracelet (grave 34) and small fragments of malachite were found at Heliopolis
(DEBONO & MORTENSEN 1988: 16, 306).

At younger Lower Egyptian sites the quantity of imports is higher, but still relatively
small as compared to the inventories of Maadi and Buto. However, it should be emphasized
that some of those sites are still excavated and new discoveries can change our view in
this matter.

In the case of Tell el-Farkha, thus far the exploration of Lower Egyptian layers has
yielded only a handful of the Levantine imports, mostly vessel fragments with characteristic
ledge handles. This type of handles, commonly referred to as “folded” ledge handles,
first appeared in the Southern Levant in EB IA (Braun 1996: 93; Czarnowicz 2012b;
MaczyNska 2013: pl. 10). Handles of this kind are well known from numerous locations
at Site H (RoscuwaLs 1981: fig. H.7:5) Taur Ikhbeineh IH-IV (OREN & YEKUTIELI 1992:
337, fig. 12:11) and Azor (GOLANI & VAN DEN BRINK 1999: fig. 12.9).

Pottery imported from the Levant was recorded also during explorations of earlier
layers at Tell el-Farkha. Noteworthy is a large jar, almost completely preserved, made of
light, creamy clay with coarse mineral temper making the walls rough. In terms of form
(a broad, oval body, narrow, slightly everted rim, two ledge handles in the lower part of
the body and a narrow base) it resembles jars known from EB I sites in the southern
Israel, such as Site H, Afridar Quarter of Ashqgelon (MAczyNsKa 2003; 2013: pls. 22-23;
CzArRNOWICZ 2012b: 246-247).

Other finds recorded at Tell el-Farkha include a partially preserved copper knife
(triangular, rounded-tip blade) found in the Lower Egyptian residence (CHLODNICKI &
GEMING 2012: 98; MAczyNskA 2013: pl. 17). No analogous findings from other Lower
Egyptian sites are known. Similar artefacts were recorded at Ashqelon site in Isracl dated to
the EB IA2 period, corresponding to the period in which Tell el-Farkha’s Lower Egyptian
residence had been developed (Czarnowicz 2012a: 351; see also for Ashqelon GOLANI #his
volume). The analysis of chemical composition has confirmed that the knife was made of
copper derived from the Sinai (for details see REHREN & PERNICKA #his volumse).

Lower Egyptian layers at Tell el-Iswid yielded 95 fragments of vessels believed to
have been imported from the Southern Levant and Upper Egypt. However, no detailed
information about those imports is available (VAN DEN BrRINK 1989: 67, note 14). Similatly,
no details have been published so far about pottery imported from Canaan, found in
phase 7 layers at the site of Tell Ibrahim Awad (VAN DEN BRrINK 1988: 65-84; 1992: 43-68).

It is worth to mention here that the excavations carried out at Tell el-Iswid by
the French Institute of Oriental Archaeology (IFAO) in Cairo revealed fragments of
the Southern Levantine vessels. They were made of loess clay tempered with coarse
quartz and sand mixed with crushed calcite. Due to their bad state of preservation the
identification of vessels forms is in most cases impossible. Only in one instance a ledge
could be identified (GuyoT 7 press: 2-3, 17, fig. 11.5)
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Flint inventory from Tell el-Iswid and Tell el-Farkha bears all the characteristics of
the Lower Egyptian culture. Traces of contacts with the east are very scarce. The only
foreign, eastern find in this assemblage is obsidian of Anatolian origin (PERNICKA 1996:
286). At both the sites obsidian knifes made according to the technology characteristic
of Upper Egypt were recorded. It is likely that the material reached southern Egypt
via the colonies of the Uruk culture in northern Syria, and subsequently via the Levant
and Lower Egypt. In the form of a finished product it was traded between the Nagada
culture centers and the northern settlements (ScHMIDT 1989: 90-91; 1992: 34).

In the case of Tell el-Farkha and Tell el-Iswid archaeological evidence indicates clearly
the existence of trade relations/contacts with Canaan. However, the data we have do not

allow us to either attest or exclude the presence of visitors from the east at those sites.

2.2. SUMMARY

Imports recorded at Lower Egyptian sites can be divided into two groups (Tab. 1).
The first one includes items that attest the presence of the Levantine people in Lower
Egypt, and the other comprises finds which, although not precluding the presence of
foreigners, are clear evidence of trade exchange between the two regions. To the first
group belongs the material found at Buto, where apart from local communities, a group
of foreigners was settled. Initially the migrants maintained their cultural identity, but over
time they assimilated into regional conditions and culture. These people brought with
them their own equipment, including pottery or flint implements, which differed from
locally manufactured objects. The second group consists of artefacts that appeared in
Lower Egypt in the result of trade exchange. They were probably exchange goods, and
possibly in part also personal equipment of traders/foreigners. The example in this case
is the site at Maadi, which was visited by traders from the east. The presence of typical
eastern subterranean building structures at the site points towards long and probably
frequent stays of the traders at the settlement. Some imports, e.g. spatulas, tabular scrapers
or Caananean blades may have been their personal equipment.

The chronology of analysed artefacts of both groups indicates that foreigners from
the east came first to Buto in the late Chalcolitic period, which was contemporaty to
Nagqada I, the time of crucial cultural changes in the Southern Levant. Imports from
other sites are dated already to EB I and they are associated with the intensification
of trade exchange between the regions in this period. Even the suggested presence of
foreign potters at Minshat Abu Omar would have been related to the location of the site
on trade routes connecting the Southern Levant with Lower and Upper Egypt, and to
trade activities taking place at the settlement.

Interesting finds are the local imitations of eastern products. They also can be
divided into two groups. The first one includes all the artefacts that were manufactured at
Buto by the migrants with the use of local recources. These items were made probably as
the ,,expression of identity” (¢~ BAUER 2008: 90). It is worth noting that not only forms,



SOME REMARKS ON THE VISITORS IN THE NILE DELTA IN THE 4™ MILLENNIUM BC

Table 1. Southern Levantine imports and imitations on the Lower Egyptian sites.
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but to some extent also the technology of the foreign items was copied. For instance,
adding a large amount of phosphorites gave the pottery vessels bright colour, making
them similar to imported ceramics.

The second group of imitations consists of objects, which were manufactured by
Lower Egyptians, and bore characteristics of foreign items in terms of technology, forms
and/or decorations. The reasons for producing such items is difficult to explain, since they
may have been associated with some factors elusive today for archaeologists. Possibly the
imitations of this kind were manufactured due to high value of original imports, their limited
accessibility or some local conditions. In the assemblage of Lower Egyptian imitations very
difficult to classify are two vessels found in graves 312 i 840 at Minshat Abu Omar. Made
probably in Egypt, they imitated Southern Levantine technologies and forms. According to
K. KROEPER they were manufactured by foreign potters in Egypt. However, the reason for
producing such items is not clear. At present it is not possible to determine whether these
vessels were the ,,expression of identity” of potters, or whether they were made at the site
in response to high demand. Minshat Abu Omar, located on a trade route leading from the
east to south, was probably a place of intensive trade exchange.

3. UrpeER EGYPTIANS IN THE NILE DELTA

The relations between the Nile Delta and Upper Egypt prior to Naqada 11C period seem
to have been sporadic. The distance between these two regions certainly did not facilitate
the contacts. It is believed that the Naqadans began to take more interest in the north at the
end of Naqada I, the period of social changes in the south. Social differentiation process
fuelled the demand for prestigious items that denoted special status of their owners. And
this, in turn, must have led to the intensification of interregional contacts (IKOHLER 2010:
39-40). Lower Egypt was one of the areas were the sought-after items were available.
Typical Lower Egyptian objects were innumerous at southern sites, as the Naqadans were
probably interested mostly in items imported by the local communities from the Southern
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Levant. Naqada I and the first part of Naqada II were the periods in which the demand for
prestigious objects had just emerged, and hence the scale of exchange was not large, which
can be attested by a small number of imports recorded in the materials from Upper and
Middle Egypt dated to these times (¢f WATRIN 2003: 568-570). In return for the eastern
goods Lower Egyptians could obtain Upper Egyptian items.

The second half of Naqada II period witnessed more intensive contacts
between the societies of Lower and Upper Egypt. The number of Upper Egyptian
imports, especially pottery, increased in the Nile Delta, e.g. at Tell el-Farkha and Buto
(MAczyNskA 2004: 435, 438-439; JuchHa 2005: 55-56). This period, referred to as the
Lower Egyptian-Naqadian transition, was the time in which the Lower Egyptian and
the Naqada culture underwent changes. The middle of Naqada II period is often
associated with one more term, ze. Naqada expansion. The most important reasons for
the suggested expansion are attributed to the Nagadans’ desire for Lower Egypt wealth
and control over trade with Southern Levant (SIEGEMUND 1999; WiLkINsON 1999: 311;
Barp 2000: 58; Ciarowicz 2001; CampaGNO 2004). The majority of authors who use
this term assume that there must have been a movement of people and an arrival
of Upper Egyptians to Lower Egypt (e.g. KaIsER 1964; 1985; 1987; 1990; WILKINSON
1999: 17; Ciarowicz 2001: 209-210; MipDANT-REYNES 2003: 45; Kemp 2006: 88). Since
the Naqadans are seen as the dominant party in this process, their culture is believed
to have influenced or even replaced the local one (e.g. BARD 2000: 58-59; BucHEZ &
MIDANT-REYNES 2007; 2011). Although the data obtained in the excavations carried
out in recent years have called into question the Naqadian expansion to the north, the
problem is still widely discussed (IKOHLER 2008; #hzs volume; BUCHEZ & MIDANT-REYNES
2007; 2011; MACczYNSKA 2011; én press c).

3.1. ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE

Imports from Upper Egypt are not numerous at the sites in the Nile Delta. They are
comparable in terms of quantity to imports from the Southern Levant, and include
mostly pottery, flint tools, stone items. It is also believed that the use of mudbrick and
beer production were ideas taken from Upper Egypt.

3.1.1. Maadi

Maadi is a site with the highest number of Upper Egyptian items dated to Naqada I and
the first part of Naqada II periods found in the north.

Interesting group of imports recorded only at Maadi includes pottery with
a characteristic black rim zone. In Upper Egypt blacktopped vessels make up over 50%
of pottery assemblages in Naqgada I period (HENDRICKX 2006: 71). At Maadi a total of
12 fragments of imported vessels was registered. They were made of Nile clay with
mineral temper of sand and crushed stone. Vessel surface was covered with slip, either
dark red, plum ot red brown. The rim zone was colored black, both inside and outside.
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Break color in the rim zone is also black, and it changes to red brown with a black
core in the other parts of the vessel. The entire surface was polished very well, either
vertically or diagonally, with a hard object'.

Blacktopped ware of Maadi includes jars, beakers and bowls (RizKANA & SEEHER
1987: pls. 68-71). The majority of jars are quite small, and the most characteristic
ones have a squat body and a straight ogival rim. S-profile beakers constitute a fairly
homogenous group. One of the forms is characterized by a diameter increasing gradually
from base to rim, giving the vessel a tulip-like profile. The relative small number of bowls
as compared to jars and beakers is in line with the general scarcity of these forms at the
entire site (RIZKANA & SEEHER 1987: 5).

In Upper Egypt blacktopped pottery was usually deposited as grave offerings.
However it seems that in the north the function of such vessels was different. No graves
containing vessels of this kind were found at the contemporary cemeteries of Maadi or
Wadi Digla. It seems that such vessels were used by the inhabitants of the settlement,
rather than offered as grave goods.

Additionally, Maadi settlement contained local imitations of blacktopped vessels.
Small quantity of these items may suggest their high value and probably some limits in
their accessibility. Local imitations of blacktopped ware differ from imported originals
by the presence of organic temper, and by the character of the black rim zone. In vessels
manufactured locally only the outer surface is black, while break color is light brown
or red brown. Furthermore, only the outer surface of the vessel is covered with slip.
Imitations of blacktopped ware are not crafted as carefully as originals, but in terms of
form they resemble the foreign original items.

The inhabitants of Maadi possessed also vessels made of other kinds of material.
Interesting finds are 3 ostrich shell vessel fragments (RizkaNa & SEEHER 1989: pl. 5),
which were used probably only for specific purposes. They are decorated with engraved
ornamentation inlaid with black pigment. The main decoration motif is a row of alternating
hatched triangles. In addition, the base of one of the shells features an engraved circle with
two zigzag lines inside. Similar decorated shells are known from Predynastic assemblages
of Upper Egypt, ¢.g. from Naqada cemetery (grave 1480), where an ostrich shell with two
engraved deer was substituted for the skull of a deceased (PETRIE & QUIBELL 1896: 28).
A geometric decoration motif of hatched triangles and zigzag lines can also be observed
on Upper Egyptian wooden ostrich shell model of unknown chronology, on one of clay
ostrich shell models from Abadiyeh — grave B101 —SD 34 (PeTRIE 1901: 33, pl. V), and on
the Naqadian pottery (PETRIE 1921: pls. XXIII 74; XXIV 32; XXVI 32; XXVII 67). Shell
vessels may be considered as imports from the south.

Also the assemblage of flint tools registered at Maadi includes imports from the
south. Two knives are particularly remarkable, as they are distinct from local items by the
form and manner of manufacturing. One of them is finished with a fish tail edge, and

" For more details about the methodology of obtaining black rims of this kind see RizkaNa & SEEHER 1987:
27; Lucas & Harris 1962: 380; Davies 1962; HENDRICKX e a/. 2000: 171-187; Baa & Sarro 2004..
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the edge of the other knife is pointed. Both knives are treated as Upper Egyptian imports
characteristic of the southern flint tradition of Naqada I and II periods (Rizkana &
SEEHER 1985: 238, fig. 8:1-2).

Other remarkable objects recorded at Maadi, important in the context of Lower
Egyptian-Naqadian relations, include carefully crafted slate thomboidal palettes with pol-
ishing on both surfaces. More than a dozen items, preserved mostly in fragments, were
unearthed at the site. They should be considered as imports from the south, as palettes
of this kind were very characteristic finds at the sites of Naqada I culture (Rizkana &
SEEHER 1984: 244).

Other Upper Egyptian imports recorded at Maadi, mentioned by I. RizKANA and
J. SEEHER (1984), include 4 two sided square combs (3 made of horn and one of bone)
and 6 disc maceheads. In the case of stone vessels the identification of imports is
difficult. In the opinion of I. RizkANA and J. SEEHER (1984: 244) the majority of vessels
of this kind recorded at Maadi, particularly basalt ones, were produced in the south.
However, according to the present state of knowledge they are considered to have been
produced in specialised workshops in the north (MALLORY 2000; MALLORY-GREENOUGH
2002; KOHLER 77 press; MACZYNSKA i press a).

In contrast to Maadi settlement, Maadi and Heliopolis cemeteries do not contain any
Upper Egyptian imports. Among grave offerings at Wadi Digla burial ground, at which
the inhabitants of Maadi buried their dead, only a fine specimen of a thomboid slate
palette was registered (RizkANA & SEEHER 1984: 251).

3.1.2. Minshat Abu Omar

Minshat Abu Omar is another important site for the study of contacts between Upper
and Lower Egypt. The oldest graves (group I) have long been treated by scholars as
burials of a Naqadian cemetery, and consequently presented as the evidence for the
Nagadian expansion in the north (Ze. Ciarowicz 2001: 92; Kaiser 1985; 1987; MIDANT-
REYNES 1992: 178, 206; 2003: 163; WENGROW 20006: 84). Burial customs identified at the
site were interpreted for many years as ones of a typically Upper Egyptian character.
This view was largely influenced by the observable resemblance between the oldest
graves from Minshat Abu Omar and the graves from cemeteries regarded as the most
northern Nagadian sites, ze. Gerzeh and Harageh, and also by the fact that most scholars
emphasised the differences in equipment between the graves of groups I and II and ones
from other Lower Egyptian cemeteries, 7e. Maadi, Wadi Digla and Heliopolis.

The cultural identification of the oldest graves from Minshat Abu Omar was first
questioned by E. CH. KOHLER (2008: 528). The scholar indicated that ca. 55% of vessels
found in graves dated to MAO I can be classified as PETRIE’S type R65-69 (Ze. lemon
and bag shaped jars). She also attested the presence of fibrous temper in some Red
polished jars that she investigated in the collection of the Munich Museum. All the
above information has led her to conclude that the graves of group I from Minshat Abu

Omar are entirely Lower Egyptian in character. Moreover, KOHLER’S view is followed by
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the author (MACZYNSKA 7z press d). The archaeological evidence represented by ceramic
assemblages and burial custom points to a local character of burials. The graves of group
I from Minshat Abu Omar should no longer be treated as the Naqadian ones (see also
DEBOWSKA-LUDWIN #his volume).

Offerings recorded in the oldest graves of group I include, beside local pottery,
also Upper Egyptian D-ware and W-ware. Group I includes 5 graves containing D-ware
and 14 graves containing Wavy handles vessels. In the case of D-ware noteworthy are 4
small, squat, lug handles jars corresponding to PETRIE’S D9c type. 2 of them are painted
with a dark red spiral motif. The decoration of other vessels consists of wavy, parallel,
horizontal lines; additionally, in one case wavy lines on the body are interrupted by a line
of horizontally arranged “Z7Z’ pattern. Particulatly interesting is an oval, lug-handles jar
showing the representation of 2 painted boats with 2 cabins in the middle. Between the
ships, immediately below them, are placed 2 trees and a mountain’s cape made up of 5
triangles. Additionally, between the trees there are 2 rows of ‘S’ lines. All of D-ware vessels
from the cemetery are dated to Nagada Ilc-d period (Kroeper 1985: 12-14, figs. 1-4;
1986/87: figs. 3-5; 1988: figs. 23-25, 57-61).

Wavy handles jars were identified by K. KrROEPER in 33 graves, of which only 14 belong
to group I. All W-ware vessels from Minshat have been divided into 4 groups, representing
chronological sequence of the development of this form during Naqada IIc-d2 (HENDRICKX
20006: 78-80) . The first group includes the oldest vessels, characteristic of protruding, well
modeled wavy handles. The two most numerous groups contain smaller and slimmer jars
with two handles, and slimmer jars with continuous wavy bands around the shoulder. The
last group consists of almost cylindrical jars decorated with continuous wavy band typical for
younger graves of the site. According to K. KROEPER (1986/87: 74) the majotity of Upper
Egyptian pottery items were made of matl clay fabric A1 according to the Vienna system.

Apart from D-ware and W-ware ceramics, graves of group I include also other
vessels of Upper Egyptian origin, made both of marl and Nile clay. Among the items
made of matl clay were: a squat jar found in grave 148, similar in shape to PETRIE’S D9¢c
type without painted decoration, a small jar from grave 194, resembling bag shaped jars,
and a jar found in grave 175, with one preserved lug handle similar in shape to vessels
of PETRIE’s D7-8 type. As far as pottery finds made of Nile clay are concerned, some of
them might have been imports from the south or local imitations of the Upper Egyptian
forms. Grave 123 contained a Red polished jar with an oval body, everted rim, concave
base and two lug handles. In terms of shape the jar resembles stone vessels known from
the graves of group I. In grave 341 a smaller jar with lug handles was recorded, made of
fine Nile clay (NIB2). In grave 865 a small jar was found made of fabric NIB1, similar in
shape to PETRIE’s types D20 or D26-27.

Grave offerings of group I at Minshat Abu Omar include also items made of other
kinds of material. Small part of them are imports from the Naqgada culture, similarly
as in the case of pottery. They include: a flint knife (grave 224) with one surface
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characterised by ripple flaking retouch, 3 slate palettes (graves 63, 305, 816), each of
a different shape: a crescent, a fish and a bird’s head, and a pear-shaped macehead of
red breccia (grave 224).

3.1.3. Other sites

Although imports from the south have been recorded also at other sites of the Lower
Egyptian culture, ze. Buto, Tell el-Farkha or Tell el-Iswid, they were much less numerous
as in the case of Maadi and Minshat Abu Omar. Sherds of D-ware jars with painted
decoration, as well as W-ware jars were found at all those sites. However, their number is
relatively small in comparison to local ceramics assemblages.

At Buto, imported pottery registered in the strata of phases 2 makes up between
0.6 and 2.3% of all ceramic items (KOHLER 1992a: tab. 1, fig. 9). These are mostly
sherds of D-ware and fragments of fine marl vessels. Pottery fragments with painted
decoration recorded at the site characterised by spiral and wavy lines motifs (KOHLER
1992a: fig. 6:3-6; VON DER WAY 1997: 1006, Taf. 49). Particularly noteworthy is a deposit
of 5-7 jars with wavy handles of PETRIE’s type W22 and W24 made of marl clay (vON
DER WAY 1997: 104; Taf. 45-46). In ceramics of Naqada culture T. vON DER Way (1997:
105; Taf. 4:7-15) identified also 5 vessels of W-ware class, with symbolically marked
handles on their shoulders. Jars of PETRIES’s R76 made of Nile clay are considered to
have been imports. However, their origin is not clear. It cannot be determined whether
they were produced in the north or were brought to Buto as containers for imported
commodities from the south. In phase Buto IIla a higher quantity of imports can be
observed. Sherds of marl clay make up ca. 2,7% of all pottery fragments (KOHLER
1992a: fig. 9; 1992b: 10-13). They are represented mostly by closed vessels, which
served probably as containers.

At Tell el-Farkha, similarly as in the case of Buto, imports from the south include
mainly fragments of D-ware,W-ware, and other jars made of marl clay. In phases 1 and
2 on all koms painted pottery was recorded with spiral, ,,ss”, an aloe and wavy lines
patterns (MAczYNskA 2004; 2013: fig. 15:1-5,10, pls. 18-19; JucHa 2005: 65-66; SOBAS
2012). However, the number of imported pottery is small in comparison to locally
produced ceramics, as it makes up ca. 1% of all the registered material (JucHA 2005: 30,
fig. 20; MACZYNSKA 2011; 7n press b).

Excavations of the French Institute of Oriental Archaeology (IFAO) at Tell el-Iswid
attested the presence of imports from the south at this site. Pottery made of marl clay
makes up 1,6% of all the registered sherds, and consists mostly of jars with short necks
and rims in the shape of a lip. Fragments of D-ware were found at the site as well (Guyor
in press: fig. 11).

In flint assemblages from Buto, Tell el-Farkha and Tell el-Iswid, apart from items
manufactured locally or imported from the Levant, a small number of bifacial tools of
southern origin were registered. Among them noteworthy is a fragment of a ripple-flake
knife found at Buto in the deposit of Upper Egyptian vessels with wavy handles (ScHMIDT
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1992: 33-34; 1987: 253). Flint imports recorded at Tell el-Farkha include: a fragment of
an obsidian knife probably of southern origin (KapaciNski 2003: fig, 26), and a fragment
of Upper Egyptian ripple flake knife found in the Lower Egyptian residence (CHLODNICKI
& GEMING 2012: 98, fig. 17). At Tell el-Iswid, in the layers of Phase A, two knives with
bifacial surface retouch were discovered. According to K. ScumipT (1989: 88-91), one of
them has analogies with Upper Egyptian knives with ripple flaking retouch, and is similar
to a bifacial knife found in phase II of Buto. Interesting is also the other knife from Tell
el-Iswid, made of obsidian (vAN DEN BRrINk 1989: fig. 15:11). In terms of technology, it
resembles Gebel el-Arak type knives with their characteristic ripple flaking retouch. In
the opinion of K. ScHMiDT (1989: 90-91; 1992: 34), the knife should be considered as an
import from Upper Egypt.

The raw material for manufacturing obsidian knives does not occur naturally in
Egypt. The analysis carried out by E. PErRNICKA (1996: 286) showed that the obsidian
recorded at Tell el-Iswid came either from Anatolian or Ethiopian deposits. Eastern
origin was attested for the obsidian from Buto. Analysis made by L. BAvay e a/. (2004)
indicated the Nemrut Dag volcano as a place of origin of the raw material. K. ScHMIDT
believes that obsidian reached the south via Uruk culture colonies in the northern Sytia,
Levant and the Delta. The finished products could have been subsequently exchanged
between the Naqadans and Lower Egyptians.

At the site of Tell el-Farkha, among other southern imports, two fragmentarily pre-
served tags have been recorded. Both have deep undercuts, and their surface is smooth
and polished (Ciarowicz 2012b: 237, fig, 40). Probably also golden beads and two pear
shaped maceheads made of basalt and bone found at Tell el-Farkha were imported from
the south (CHLODNICKI & GEMING 2012: fig, 13) .

Contacts between Lower and Upper Egypt involved not only exchange of goods,
but also the exchange of information. Probably the production of beer was adopted
by the Lower Egyptian communities via Upper Egypt. The earliest structure associated
with beer production in the north was discovered at Tell el-Farkha in layers dated to
NIIB period. Exploration of the site revealed that the breweries were built slightly later
than appeared the first settlers who built the earliest structures from organic materials
directly on a gezira. So far, 7 breweries on the Western and Central Koms have been
discovered (ADAMSKI & ROSINSKA-BALIK #his volume). All of them seem to have been very
well planned structures that enabled the brewing of beer just after the completion of
construction works (Ciarowicz 2012a). The oldest breweries in Egypt dated to NIB-ITA
had been recorded in the south, at the sites which are considered the most important
centres of the Naqada culture, ze. Mahasna, Abydos and Hierakonpolis (PEET & LoAT
1913: 3-4; GELLER 1992; TakamiyA 2008). The breweries at Tell el-Farkha were built later.
Their complex structure and organisation indicate that the idea of beer production had
been copied from the region of its origin, ze. Upper Egypt (for details see ADAMCZYK &
ROSINSKA-BALIK #his volume).
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Beer production required the use of some special vessels: big vats used in bonfires
and vessels for beer storage. According to S. HENDRICKX e¢7 a/. (2002: 293-294) the early
beer jars are represented by PETRIEs jars R81, R84 and later 1.30, which were quite
common in Upper Egypt in Naqada II and appeared at Lower Egyptian sites towards the
end of this period. The only exception is the site at Tell el-Farkha, where jars R81 and
R84 were recorded in the material dated to Naqada IIC, contemporary to the breweries
(MaczyNskA 2011: 890; zn press c). Their eatly appearance at the site could be explained
by their function. If the idea of beer production originated in the south, the idea of its
storage could also have come from the same region (MACZYNSKA 7 press €).

Upper Egyptian origin is attributed also to the idea of erecting walls from mudbricks
(¢ vON DER WAY 1992: 3; WILKINSON 1996: 95; WENGROW 2006: 82). One of the oldest
mudbrick walls in Egypt, dated to the end of NIIC period, was recorded on the Central
Kom at Tell el-Farkha. It was a part of a big structure referred to as the Lower Egyptian
residence, situated in a well organised area divided into zones of different functions.
Initially the residence was surrounded by a double fence made of wood, but later the
wooden fence was replaced by a mudbrick wall, 1.6m thick at the base and 1.2-1.3m
at the top, with slightly oblique sides (CHLODNICKI & GEMING 2012: 92-97, figs. 8-10;
Chtodnicki #his volume, figs. 2-4). A similar wall surrounding the brewery center was
registered on the Western Kom (Crarowicz 2012a: 161). The discoveries in Lower Egypt
have shown that the use of mudbrick was known the earliest in Lower Egypt, at the sites
of Maadi (RizkaNA & SEEHER 1989: 55-56) and Tell el-Farkha (CHrobNickl & GEMING
2012). According to some authors, this is the reason why it is more reasonable to link
the appearance of the mudbrick technique in Lower Egypt with the influences from the
Levant rather than from Upper Egypt (TRISTANT 2004: 120; SIEVERTSEN 2008: 794). The
idea of erecting mudbrick walls could have expanded southwards from Lower Egypt, in
the same way as the flint tradition (BucHEZ & MIDANT-REYNES 2007; 2011).

3.2. SUMMARY

Analysing imports from Upper Egypt one can observe that they are quite uniform as
compared to imports from Canaan. The majority of these items appeared in Lower
Egypt in the result of trade exchange (Tab. 2). Some of them may have also been
personal equipment of traders/intermediaties who came from the south to the place of
exchange. Furthermore, it seems that also the representatives of other professions visited
the Delta region. Although we are lacking direct archaeological evidence, we can assume
that Tell el-Farkha may have been visited by specialists from the south, who passed on
their knowledge of beer production to local communities.

Imports from the south did not serve a typically utilitarian function, and they were
not indispensable in household activities. They include mostly items distinguished in
terms of form, decoration, and quality, such as pottery vessels with painted decoration,
sophisticated flint knives or unique shell vessels. Their relatively small number suggests
that they were in the possession of a small group of people. On the basis of archaeological
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Table 2. Upper Egyptian imports and imitations on the Lower Egyptian sites.
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material we are not able to determine what rules regulated the access to the imports.
Limited availability of foreign items can be attested in the case of Minshat Abu Omar,
the cemetery at which objects of this kind were placed as offerings only in a small number
of the richest graves.

In the opinion of the author there is no doubt that the available data do not
indicate the presence in the north of a large number of visitors from Upper Egypt
that would suggest the Naqadian expansion. More probably, Nagadans visited Lower
Egypt repeatedly for trade-related purposes. In the material recorded in the south, e.g.
at Hierakonpolis or Adaima, we can observe only a limited number of Lower Egyptian
imports (ADAMS & FRIEDMAN 1992: 322-325; FRIEDMAN 1994; BuchEz 2007a: 123-124;
130, 132; 2007b: fig. 3/96:1). Hence, it seems that the undetlying reason of the relations
with Lower Egypt was the Upper Egyptians’ desire for Southern Levantine items or
products. In return, Naqadian items were offered to the local society.

In the case of imitations of Naqgadian objects we can distinguish only those items,
which were made by Lower Egyptians. Good examples here are blacktopped vessels
recorded at Maadi. Although Maadians used vessels imported from the south and imitated
them, they did not adopt the southern idea of their use as grave goods. No grave at Maadi
or Wadi Digla contained blacktopped vessels, as those items were probably used only at
the settlement (MACZYNSKA 7 press d). Interesting object is a stone imitation of a bone
vessel found at Tell el-Farkha (Pryc 2012). Although in the south the original items of
this kind were produced from the material that was easy to process, the vessel found at
Tell el-Farkha was made from basalt, the material which requires extensive working skills.
Taking into account that the production of stone vessels was a specialised craft in the
north, we can assume that this vessel was produced by a local specialist, who imitated
a foreign specimen in local raw material (MALLORY 2000; MALLORY-GREENOUGH 2002).

Important in this case is the context of discovery of this vessel. It was unearthed within
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the Lower Egyptian residence, together with several items of foreign origin, namely
the fragments of the Nagadian and Levantine pottery, pear-shaped maceheads, stone
and golden beads and a copper knife. Since the function of the residence was probably
associated with exchange, the presence of imports or imitations in this place should not
be surprising,

Focusing on the Lower-Upper Egyptian relations we cannot forget about the certain
common features of the flint industry observable along the entire Nile Valley in the
said period. According to K. ScumipT (1996: 279), one such feature is the technology
of manufacturing twisted blades, shared by the north and the south of Egypt towards
the end of Nagada I and in the beginning of Naqada II. K. ScumiDT view is based on
the assumptions of D.IL. Hormes (1992: 313), who proposed that this peculiar blade
manufacturing technique involved heat treatment, leaving a trace in the form of glossy
surface. Blades with traces of heat treatment are found in large quantities on Middle
and Upper Egyptian sites, e.g. in Mostagedda. According to D.L.. HoLmEs, who had an
opportunity to personally examine flints from Maadi, the numerous twisted blades were
removed from heat treated cores. Both K. ScumipT and D.L. HOLMES agree that the
twisted blades industry is a common feature across the entire early Predynastic Egypt.
D.L. HoLMES believes that most similarities exist between inventories of the Lower
Egyptian culture and those from Mostagedda in Middle Egypt. She even assumes that
flint knappers from Mostagedda adopted certain technical solutions from their northern
neighbors from Maadi. In his turn, K. Scumipt (1996: 280) refers to the inventory from
Mostegedda as the southern counterpart of the Lower Egyptian industry. In his opinion,
flint industry producing twisted blades with traces of heat treatment was common in
NI and in early NII. Subsequently, in late Naqada II it disappeared altogether, both in
Lower and Upper Egypt. The common features of Maadi and Mostagedda are visible
also among Hemamija B knives. In the south, knives of this type were found on sites
dated to Naqada II in Hemamija, Mostagedda, Badari and Naqada. K. ScHMIDT is of the
opinion that the tradition of making these knives originated in Lower Egypt and then
spread along the entire Nile Delta in Naqada II. The same situation occurred in the case
of Badari knives, found in the south in Predynastic layers dated to early Naqada I to
Nagqada II. According to K. ScHmIDT, Badari knives in the south are a counterpart of
Hemamija knives from Lower Egypt.

In 2006 N. Buchez and B. MipanT-REYNES (2007; 2011) concluded the earlier
discussions on the flint tradition of the Upper and Lower Egypt in the 4™ millennium BC.
According to the researchers, the Nile Valley in the 4™ millennium BC saw two flint
traditions: the northern one in the Maadi-Delta region with strong Levantine influences,
characterized by the presence of twisted blades and heat treatment of cores, and the
southern one exemplified by the assemblages of el-Tarif and Maghar-Dendera based on
flakes and some bifacial pieces of outstanding quality. During Naqada IIB-IIC/D the
northern tradition reached Middle Egypt, followed by Upper Egypt, as proven by flint
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inventories from Adaima and Hierakonpolis. Another change occurred in eatly Naqada
III, when assemblages with regular standardized blades replaced those with twisted
blades in the entire Nile Valley.

4. CONCLUSION

Imports from the Southern Levant and Upper Egypt indicate the existence of rather
complex relationships between Lower Egypt and those regions in the 4™ millenium BC.
In the first place they involved trade contacts associated with exchange of goods and
information. Archaeological evidence shows that Lower Egypt, particulatly the Delta,
was the place of trade exchange. The majority of scholars are of the opinion that until
the middle of Naqada II period this exchange was sporadic in character. On the other
hand, Maadi settlement, dated to Naqgada I and the first half of Naqada 11, is characterised
by a relatively large number of imports from the east and south (as compared to other
sites from the duration period of the Lower Egyptian culture). Maadi seems to have
been a settlement visited by traders from both the south and east. This must have been
an important place for the traders/visitots from the east, as they built thetre their own
subterrenean structures. In the case of Upper Egyptians we do not have such direct
evidence of their stay at the site.

Currently it is difficult to determine exactly what goods were exchanged. Itis believed
that Upper Egyptians were interested in luxury items of the eastern origin. However, the
archacological data from the south and Canaan reveal only a limited number of imports
that may have been the subject of exchange. In Naqgada I and II imports in graves are
relatively rare, with their slight increase in the second half of Naqada II (ANDELKOVIC
1995; HENDRICKX & Bavay 2002). Likewise, in the Southern Levant Nagadian objects
are scarce in this period (ANDELKOVIC 1995; BRAUN & VAN DEN BRINK 2008; MACZYNSKA
2013: 181-200).

Resources that reached the south from the east included probably: copper, obsidian,
turquoise and lapis lazuli (HENDRICKX & Bavay 2002: 72). Also the goods that did
not preserve in archaeological material, such as food or organic items, may have been
exchanged. The exchange of goods was accompanied by the exchange of information
and skills (processing of copper and flint, or beer production). Undoubtedly the flow
of ideas took place in both directions. From the north to south came the idea of the
production of twisted blades (Hormes 1992; Scumip 1996; BucHEZ & MIDANT-REYNES
2007; 2011). Due to the exchange with the north the Naqadans knew the vessels with
wavy handles, which they subsequently began to produce.

There is no doubt that trade exchange that took place in the Delta, including Maadji,
involved the engagement of local community. High value of objects from the Southern
Levant and Upper Egypt that reached the north encouraged local craftsmen to produce
copies of these items. Imports and their imitations were in the hands of a limited number
of people, and access to them may have been regulated by the rules, which are elusive

for archaeologists.
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We cannot forget at the same time the representatives of the Chalcolitic culture
from the Southern Levant appeared in the northern Delta and settled at Buto, within the
settlement inhabited by members of the Lower Egyptian culture. Initially the foreigners
maintained their cultural identity, producing items (including pottery) from local material
according to their own traditions, thereby expressing their identity. Over time, they
adapted completely to the local culture and conditions.

According to the view widely accepted by scholars the middle of Naqada II period
witnessed the revival of contacts with the south and east, and the intensification of exchange
between these regions. This was to be reflected by the growing number of imports from
both the regions. However, in the opinion of the author the quantity of imports in the
north in this period was similar and sometimes even lower than in the eatlier times. On the
other hand, there is no doubt that the number of sites with imports is higher than before.
In Nagada I and the beginnings of Naqada II imports are present at Maadi, Buto, and
in small numbers also in the graves of Wadi Digla and Heliopolis. In the second half of
Nagada II items of foreign origin are still found at Buto, but they appear also at other sites,
namely Tell el-Farkha, Tell el-Iswid and Minshat Abu Omar. The location of the last three
sites in the eastern Nile Delta is not irrelevant in this context. They were probably situated
on trade routes and served as the places facilitating the exchange.

The organisation of exchange itself remains unclear. Traders came to Lower Egypt
probably through all the duration period of the Lower Egyptian culture. The sites located
in the eastern Nile Delta could have been meeting places for trade partners of different
origins, such as Southern Levantines and Egyptians. Initially the exchange may have been
a ,,private” activity of a single settlement centre, e.g. Maadi. In the second half of Naqada
II, when in the eastern Delta existed several settlements engaged in the exchange, the
situation may have changed; particularly if we assume that some of the settlements were
specialised in the production of specific goods, ¢.g. pork meat and beer at Tell el-Farkha.
The logistics of exchange, including transport, may have been cartied out jointly by several
settlements/parties. The local societies took part in, and probably organised the exchange
of goods and ideas in an active way. Moreover, they benefited from these contacts.

In the result of trade northern communities possessed items distinct in terms of
material, shape and decoration, whose value was probably much higher than that of local
objects. In most cases imports from Canaan were placed in graves containing several
offerings, interpreted as richer ones. These may have been burials of people engaged in
trade or persons of a special social status (MACZYNSKA 7 press ). The concentration of
imports within and in the vicinity of the Lower Egyptian residence at Tell el-Farkha may
have also been the evidence of a limited access to imports.

According to some scholars the end of Nagada II period was the time of a so called
Nagadian expansion, the term associated with the domination of the Naqada culture
in the north that led to the assimilation and, finally, the decline of the Lower Egyptian
culture. One unit, the Naqada culture, appeared along the Nile. Interestingly, archaeological
material recorded at the sites in the Nile Delta does not show any cultural change in this
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period. At Buto or Tell el-Farkha sites we cannot observe any evidence of the Nagadans
exercising authority over these settlements or any other traces of their dominance at the
sites in this eatly period. On the contrary, the continuation of occupation and production
can be observed (KOHLER 2008; MACZYNSKA 2011: 897; 7n press cde). Undoubtedly this was
the period of cultural change encompassing not only the north, but all the Nile Valley.
Currently we can observe a growing number of opinions questioning the homogeneity
of the Naqada culture and indicating its large internal differentiation (¢ FRIEDMAN 1994;
KOHLER 2008; #his volume).

The beginning of Naqada II was not only the period of changes in the relations
between Lower and Upper Egypt. Also the character of contacts between Egypt and the
Southern Levant became different at that time. According to P. DE MIROSCHEDJT (2002:
41-42) in EBI B contemporary to Naqada ITIA1 and Buto III “a massive expansion of
Egypt to the east” and even “colonization of east-western Canaan” by Egyptians can be
observed. However in the opinion of E. BRAUN (2002: 181-183; #bis volume) archaeological
records are not sufficient to permit a hypothesis on Egyptian presence in the Southern
Levant. The scholar also underlines the fact that the nature of interactions between
Egyptians and Southern Levantines was complex and their intensity changed over time.
Nonetheless, there is no doubt that relations between both the regions were much more
intensive than before and they were additionally associated with the Egyptian presence
in the Levant.

The relations between Upper Egypt, the Delta and the Southern Levant in the
4" millenium BC appear to be a complex problem. Our knowledge is often based
on hypotheses developed dozens years ago with the use of a limited data. However,
comparing the archaeological evidence on the relations between Lower and Upper
Egyptians (Tab. 2) with the evidence concerning the contacts of the Lower Egyptians
with the Levantines (Tab. 1), it is difficult to observe the differences that would justify the
interpretations indicating the expansion of foreign culture in the former case, and only
trade exchange in the latter one. At this point it is important to note that while we have
data indicating the presence of the Levantines in the north, we are lacking such evidence
in the case of the Naqadans.

The problem of relations between Upper Egypt, the Delta and the Southern Levant
requires further research. Our knowledge is expanding due to current excavation works
carried out at the northern and southern sites. Each year they provide new data (including
imports and imitations), which often allow for redefining the way we understand this

complex issue.
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