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INTRODUCTION

With the focus of the Poznan meeting on the Nile Delta as a centre for cultural
interactions, this presented the opportunity to review the evidence from Kafr Hassan
Dawood (KHD) for imported materials at the site (in worked form), which might suggest
that KHD was involved in regional as well as interregional exchange. This contribution
therefore focuses on two types of evidence — objects of stone and of copper — materials
that are not local to the Wadi Tumilat, but which are prevalent in the cemetery. There
is no settlement evidence to allow for much more than pure speculation as to whether
or not these materials could have arrived in their raw form at the site and been worked
there, although this is considered. Therefore, what follows focuses predominantly on
presenting the types and quantities of stone and copper objects known from the KHD
burial assemblages and taking into consideration changes in their distribution over time.
It will also look at some of the comparative evidence from other sites, and will consider,
finally, how the distribution of the stone and copper objects can contribute towards
an understanding as to the reasons for founding the site in this particular location, and
the role that the community played within the exchange and movement of materials in
between the Nile Valley and the Delta, within the Delta and between the Delta and the
Southern Levant. The ideas and discussions are preliminary, ahead of a re-evaluation of
the data (Rowland 77 press).

The Wadi Tumilat (TAssIE & VAN WETERING 2013: fig. 1) is considered as an important
communications, exchange and trade route throughout the Pharaonic era; however, the
archaeological evidence suggests that it might have been regularly traversed at a much
carlier date. The cemetery at KHD, situated on the southern bank of the Wadi, was in use
from at least the Late Predynastic petiod onwards to the late 1%-eatly 2™ dynasty, based
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on the ceramic chronology, which will be presented in ROWLAND (i press) and HAsSAN ez
al. (in press) (TASSIE e al. 2008: 202). Not completely excavated until present, KHD is the
largest Predynastic-Early Dynastic cemetery thus far located in the Delta. There are 752
Predynastic-Early Dynastic burials at KHD, with a tentative earliest dating of Naqada
IID1 (KHD IIa) through until the end of Nagada IIID (KHD VII).! Only 233 graves
have been dated up until now, and the process continues as the archival data from the
earlier SCA investigations is revisited. Of the 752 graves, only 11 graves are considered
to pre-date Naqada I1IB (KHD 1V) and only four are believed to post-date the beginning
of Naqada ITIID (KHD VI). The main phases in which burials are clustered are: KHD
IV (Naqada ITIB) with 54 graves, KHD Va (Nagada IIIC1) with 59 graves, KHD Vb
(Nagada ITIC2) with 68, and KHD VI (Naqada ITIC3-D) with 37 burials. As will be seen
below, it is between KHD IV-VI that the highest numbers of stone and copper objects
cluster. The results discussed are still preliminary, although the broad patterns that will
be seen are very much present. At the time of writing, a review of the data has been
started by the author, and this will be presented in the coming year together with a more
comprehensive analysis of the mortuary evidence from KHD as well as a view of the
community within its intraregional and interregional contexts (ROWLAND 7 press).

It would not be surprising if the Wadi Tumilat had been a well-used route within
communications and exchange networks from the time of the inhabitation of the
Maadi settlement, albeit not in its later form as the ‘Canal of the Pharaohs’ (REDMOUNT
1995). It also has to be considered that KHD was not the only site along the Wadi
Tumilat at this time, and other sites have yielded some evidence for eatly occupation:
Tell el-Niweiri (possibly Neolithic/Lowet Egyptian cultural complex), Tell Nishabe
(Predynastic-Protodynastic), Shaqafiya (Protodynastic-Early Dynastic) and Tell Samud
(Early Dynastic) (SCHOTT ef al. 1932; TAssIE & VAN WETERING 2013). One of the reasons
for considering the Wadi Tumilat as an active route from the Predynastic period onwards
is due to the involvement of individuals and groups from Maadi within the exchange
networks that leave the well-known evidence for copper at Maadi, as well as sites across
and up to the Southern Levant (RizKANA & SEEHER 1989: 13-17; Prerrrer 2009). At
certain times of year, this route might have been a quicker and more preferable way to
travel between the various sites involved within the networks, both possibly to the actual
mining areas, as well as to other sites where the evidence suggests processes within the
chalne opératoire from mining through to the final object (PFEIFFER 2009: tab. 2). It is by
Nagqada ITIB (c. 3200 BC), at least some 200 years after the habitation at Maadi (R1ZKANA
& SEEHER 1989: 80-85) appears to cease, that copper is in evidence in considerable
quantities within burials in the KHD cemetery, at least relatively when considered

alongside the amount from other sites known currently, as discussed during the meeting

' The northern part of the site has not been fully excavated, although test trenches cartied out in 1999 located
the floodplain and the northern extent of the site, including ceramic vessels (left 7z sitn) that were thought to
date to Naqada IIB/C (G.J. TaSsIE pers. comns.). Within Naqada ITID, there is an eatlier part represented at KHD
that is KHD phase IV and a later, phase V. For a discussion of the possibilities of internal division within
Naqada ITID at specific sites, see KOHLER 2004.
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in Poznan in June 2013. In addition to frequent copper objects, stone objects are found
distributed throughout burials at KHD over a comparable time period, primarily from
Nagada IIIB-IIID, c. 3200 until the time of the last burials in the cemetery. There is no
strict temporal-spatial trend in the placement of burials at KHD. The locations of earlier
burials (mid-northern areas of the site) are re-visited and additional areas come into
use over time. Through test trenches, there appear to be no further burials to the area
south of the excavations, but an area with additional burials has been identified directly
north of the excavated area. The latest date for the site would currently appear to be the
end of Naqada IIID, but it is not currently possible to confirm the date of the earliest
burials (HASSAN e a/. 2003: 44). It will, therefore, be interesting if the possibility arises for
future excavation at KHD, to ascertain whether the site is founded at around the time
that Maadi appears to have fallen out of use, and if so, whether there will be evidence
for copper this eatly (ROWLAND 7 press). Unfortunately the location where the settlement
is thought to be (as explored through coring), is under a lake, which is growing as the
cultivation in the area expands (HAMDEN & Hassan 2003; HassaN ez a/. 2003: 28).
Therefore, some of the key questions of interest here include whether imported
materials increased or decreased, or even remained at an even amount over time, or
whether the specific material types change. Was KHD founded specifically to take
advantage of links with the exchange routes through the Delta, up to the Southern
Levant and upstream through the Nile Valley, while being in an agriculturally productive
landscape, and how was the site integrated within regional and wider exchange and
communications networks, and in what directions did these communications low? Given
that KHD has such a comparatively large distribution of copper objects, the question of
where these were made, as well as the original source of the raw copper is of importance.
If the settlement at KHD were to be excavated, it is of course not impossible that the
objects were made locally, but as this cannot (at least yet) be substantiated, it will remain

but one of many possibilities.

CHRONOLOGICAL NOTE

The Naqada cultural phases are referred to in the following article to facilitate comparison
of the data between sites throughout Egypt, given that this terminology is still used
widely; no material culture of the, or rather one of the, Lower Egyptian Cultural
Complexes (Maadi-Buto/Buto-Maadi) has been found thus far at KHD. It is recognised
that the Nagada terminology is not wholly appropriate and that to better understand the
sequence of events occurring at sites throughout Egypt and the wider Near East, the use
of chronometric dates is far preferable. Given that there are, however, still significantly
fewer dates for Lower Egyptian than there are for Upper Egyptian contexts, this remains
problematic; it is nonetheless hoped that this situation stands to be rectified in future
years. A recently completed project (DEE e7 a/. 2013) was unable to add new chronometric
dates from Delta contexts for the Predynastic-Early Dynastic period, although it was

successful in adding seven new chronometric dates for Tell es-Sakan in the Southern
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Levant, which is a positive move in terms of working towards an absolute chronology
that will help inform regarding the timing of interregional relations. There are also other
series of dates available for the Southern Levant, including Tall Hujayrat al-Ghuzlan
(KrmvscHA 2009; Prerrrer 2009). The reliance on a ceramic chronology regardless of

Table 1. A Provisional New Chronology for KHD (prepared by G.J. TASSIE).

Period

Upper Egypt

Lower Eg

Early Dynastic Period 3,050 - 2,613 BC
Dynasty III 2,686-2,613 Buto V1, Mendes Unit 1, Tell el-Farkha
Early Bronze Age IIT VII, Tell Ibrahim Awad 3
Dynasty 1T 2,800-2,686 Nagada IIID Buto V, KHD VII, MAO IV, Mendes
Early Bronze Age IT Unit 1, Tell el-Farkha VI, Tell el-Iswid
(Phase C), Tell Ibrahim Awad 4
Dynasty I 3,060-2,800 Buto IV, KHD VI, MAO IV, Mendes
Late Nagada IIIC3/D Unit 1, Tell el-Farkha VI, Tell el-Iswid
Semerkhet to Qa’a (Phase C), Tell Ibrahim Awad 5a
Middle MNagada ITIC: Buto IV, KHD Va-b, MAO Illc,
Den to Anedjib Mendes Unit 1, Sais 111, Tell el-Farkha
Early MNagada ITIC: V-VI, Tell el-Iswid (Phase C), Tell
Narmer to Merneith/Den Ibrahim Awad 5b
Protodynastic Period 3,300 - 3,060 BC
Early Bronze Age 1 3,200-3,060 Nagada IIIB/C:
MNagqada ITIB Buto IIIf, KeK 3, KHD IV, MAQ IIIb,
Mendes Unit 2, Sais III, Tell el-Farkha
IV-V, Tell el-Iswid (Phase B), Tell
Ibrahim Awad 6
3,300-3,200 Nagada IlTA1A2 Buto Illb-e, KHD III, MAO Illa,
Mendes Unit 2, Sais III, Tell el-Farkha
1I-1V, Tell el-lswid strata VII (Phase
B), Tell Ibrahim Awad 6
Predynastic Period 3,900 - 3,300 BC
Late Chalcolithic 3,350-3,300 Nagada I1D:z Buto Illa, KHD IIb, MAQO II, Mendes
Unit 3, Sais III, Tell el-Farkha I1
3,400-3,350 MNagada I1Dx Buto Illa, KHD Ila, MAQO Ib, Sais III,
Tell el-Farkha 1, Tell el-Iswid strata IV-
VI (Phase A)
3,500-3,400 Nagqada IIC Buto ITb, KeK 2, KHD 1?2, MAO Ia, Sais
I1I, Tell el-Farkha I, Tell el-Iswid strata
I-11I (Phase A), Tell Ibrahim Awad 7
3,600-3,500 Nagada IIB Buto Ila, Sais ITI
Early Chalcolithic 3,700-3,600 MNagada ITA Late Maadi, Buto I-Ila, Digla 1I,
Heliopolis, Kek 1, Sais 111
3,800-3,700 Nagada IC Early Maadi, Buto Ib, Digla I
Nagqada IB
3,900-3,800 Buto la
Nagada LA
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location whether in southern or northern Egypt, or the Southern Levant, is problematic,
especially when those chronometric dates for Delta contexts have very infrequently been
taken on short-lived plant remains (RowrLanp 2009; 2013: 239-240). For the present,
Table 1 serves to estimate the relative chronological phasing of KHD alongside a number
of sites within the Delta during the Predynastic and Eatly Dynastic. For the purpose of
this contribution, the date has been assigned on the basis of the ceramics from KHD?,
compared with the evidence from other sites in the Delta and the Nile Valley (PETRIE
1901; 1920; 1921; WILKINSON 1996; KOHLER & SMmyYTHE 2004; JucHA 2005).

LOCATION AND ANCIENT ENVIRONMENT

As the crow flies, the sites of the northeastern and eastern Delta (Fig. 1; vaN WETERING &
TassiE 2000) appear relatively close together geographically. Crucial to their foundation,
however, and also amongst the reasons for their later abandonment, was their location in
relation to local waterways, and also with access to high land, e.g. the geziras, in addition to
their relative proximity to neighbouring sites (ButZER 1960; 1976; ANDRES & WUNDERLICH
1991; 1992; KrOEPER & WILDUNG 1994: XIV; KROEPER 1996: 70; HASSAN e al. 2003:
38, 40; PawLikowskl & WasiLEwskl 2012). It might be considered that smaller clusters
of these sites were part of discrete regional pockets/networks, that might be expected
to exhibit quite different characteristics through the material culture, due to sites and
groups being to greater and lesser degrees, connected with different groups of sites in
the Delta, Nile Valley and further afield. KHD is in quite a different regional pocket to
large numbers of the sites in the north-eastern Delta. Previous and ongoing research by
the author (Rowranp 2003; 2005a; 2005b; 2006; 2007; 71 press) has already highlighted
a number of apparently distinct mortuary traits at KHD when compared with other sites,
including Kufur Nigm (KN), Minshat Abu Omar (MAO) and Tell Ibrahim Awad (TTA).
Dissimilarities include the complete absence of mud-brick architecture in the burials at
KHD, architecture that is found at MAO (KROEPER 1992), TIA (VAN DEN BRINK 1992:
50-55; vAN HaARLEM 1998), at KN (Baxkr 1988; 1993; 2003) and at Tell el-Farkha (TF;
Desowska-Lubpwin 2012). Considering that the youngest burials at KHD ate considered
to have been located, it is unlikely that mud-brick tombs are yet to be uncovered. Also
dissimilar to other Delta sites, including TF, Tell el-Muttra’, MAO and TIA are the
oval and round ceramic coffins that are found in burials at KHD (Fig, 2; HASSAN ef /.
2003: fig, 5). It is, therefore, not just differences between the Nile Valley and Delta that
should be commented upon, but regional differences within all areas. Recent research by
scholars, notably KOHLER (2008; #his volume) has shown that there was both a far greater
similarity in terms of some types of ceramics, including coarse wares, than previously
acknowledged, as well as a larger degree of heterogeneity within regions, suggesting that
former theories as to the spread of the material culture, and by association, peoples, need
to be re-assessed (e.g. KAISER 1964; 1987; 1990).

2 Analysed thus far by G.J. Tassig, ASHRAF EL-SENUssI, and the author.
3 Pers. comm. MARIUSZ JUCHA; the only ceramic coffin types at Tell el-Murra are rectangular and rectangular with
rounded corners and those that can be dated are Naqada III.
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Figure 2. KHD-502 The pottery coffin from
Grave 1025 (photo by Ken Walton; courtesy
of the MSA/UCL KHD mission).

There are, of course, also similarities in terms of the majority of what might be
regarded as common (non-elite) burials between KHD and other cemeteries in the area,
in that most of the burials are interred in simple oval pits in a flexed position, with few
or no grave goods; these are mainly (although not exclusively) ceramics where they occur
(RowLaND 2003; 2005a; 2005b; 2006; 2007). Another area in which similarities across the
region are detected is in the use and type of potmarks (TASSIE e 2/ 2008).

THE EVIDENCE FROM THE CEMETERY

The focus of this contribution is upon materials located in the burials at KHD that do
not come from local sources, as a means by which to think about how the community at
KHD might have interacted with other Delta communities as well as those in the Nile
Valley, and across to the wider Near East. The focal date range is from Naqada IIIA,
although predominantly from Naqada ITIB-IIID, the period over which non-local stone
and copper materials are found within burials. There are only six recorded imported

ceramic vessels, which will not be discussed here.

STONE: MATERIALS AND OBJECTS

Firstly, to look at the different types of stones represented in the burial assemblages
at KHD over time. The stone objects/fragments are of a vatiety of types of stone:
Egyptian alabaster, siltstone, porphyry, basalt, metasediment, metaconglomerate,
carnelian, diorite, limonite, granite, andesite porphyry, red jasper, agate, sandstone,
quartzite, garnet, and other unspecified semi-precious stones. They have their origins
at various locations, as close as modern day Cairo, the Faiyum, the Eastern Desert and
various locations along the Nile Valley, with some material types needing to be actively
quarried, whereas other types could be collected from surface deposits. The stone types
and issues with their terminology will be addressed in a forthcoming volume (ROWLAND
in press). There are also stone tools, including pressure-flaked knives of chert within the
burials, however, these are not discussed further here (RowrLaxp 2007).

The most common stone object types found within burials throughout Egypt
during the Predynastic and Early Dynastic include: vessels, palettes, bangles and beads.
Some of the stone types listed above are only represented as stone sherds at KHD,
including a single incidence of basalt that is, unfortunately, contextually unsound.
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The vessel types represented at KHD are: beakers (tall cylindrical, short cylindrical,
convex-sided, with recurved sides), bowls (convex-sided, convex to straight sided, small
convex-sided flat-bottomed, straight sided, small straight-sided flat bottomed, incurved
with rounded projecting rim, restricted deep, small round flat-bottomed), dishes
(straight-sided, convex-sided flat-bottomed, animal-shaped), plates (round-bottomed,
large round-bottomed, convex-sided, straight-sided), and jars (globular to squat shoul-
dered, globular to squat-shouldered in two halves, symmetrical squat hanging, tall
shouldered, footed shouldered). In the instances of two vessels which are made of
diorite and Egyptian alabaster and of diorite and siltstone, these have been counted
once under each material type, which slightly inflates the number of vessels, but the
initial examination of stone types presented here is focussed on what material types are,
or are not, used at certain times.

Beads are the most common object type made of stone, apart from stone vessels.
The stone types used are: agate, carnelian, diorite, garnet, haematite, limestone, siltstone,
steatite and other unspecified semi-precious stones. There are also bracelets of siltstone
and schist. Other objects include siltstone palettes, and one example in granite, and
a quartzite grindstone fragment and a sandstone quern fragment. For statistical purposes in
this article, beads are not counted individually for a single context, but rather just counted
as ‘one’ to suggest a complete object. However, for the purposes of the analysis carried
out here relating to stone types over time, where beads of different stone types are found
together, they have been counted as one for each stone type to allow for the occurrence of
all different stone types to be represented.

COPPER OBJECTS

The copper objects present at KHD are predominantly tools/utilitatian objects: adzes,
awls, chisels, fishhooks, harpoons, knives and spears. There is also an amulet, bangle, bowl,
dishes, a mirror, rods and wire. In order to try to provenance coppet, scientific analysis
needs to be carried out. Certain amounts of information can be obtained through use of
an XRFE, but for more precise analysis Neutron Activation Analysis would be preferred.
This can have a great application for use on museum objects, but if not possible to obtain
samples, an XRE, or handheld (portable) XRF can obtain data. The possible sources of
ore are discussed by GOLDEN (2002: 232-234), and will be addressed again in ROWLAND
(in press). It is possible to say, however, of the copper at KHD, that at least one example
includes arsenical coppet.’

ANALYSES

For the analyses herein, the presence of certain material types over time is the focus,
and not the individual presence of objects and material types within specific graves for
purposes of trying to ascertain possible social status, as attempted elsewhere (ROWLAND
2003; 2005a; 2005b; 20006; 2007). The distribution of the typology of the vessels through

time is also not under discussion; these aspects will be revisited in ROWLAND (i press).

4 Pers. comm. THILO REHREN and ERNST PERNICKA.
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The interest here is with the changing material types over time, and general observations
regarding the broader categories of objects. There follows analysis on four key groups:
stone vessels, other stone objects, all stone objects together, and finally copper objects.
For each group, the bullet points list the frequency distributions that have been examined,
of which only a selection of charts are shown here. Some comparisons in terms of
distribution will be drawn from the analysis carried out by Kopp, who investigates stone
vessels from Naqgada, Matmar, Mostagedda, Hierakonpolis, Tarkhan, Elkab and Tura
(Kopp 2007: 197, tab. 1).

1) Stone vessel material types
a. Grouped for all periods
b. Material types over time
i. Grouped by time
ii. Grouped by material

100
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Figure 3. (1bi) Frequency distribution showing stone types used for vessels, organised by time phases.

Figure 3 (1bi) illustrates the distribution of stone types used specifically for different
varieties of vessels over time. In total there are 288 complete stone vessels that have been
found in the cemetery at KHD. Of the vessels, 214 are Egyptian alabaster vessels and
only 13 of these are in undated graves. There is a marked increase in Egyptian alabaster
vessels between phases KHD IV and KHD Va and a reduction only after KHD VI. Korp
(2007: 209) records that between Naqada IIIC1 and 2 there is a jump from 500 vessels to
1608 vessels made of ‘Calcite-Alabaster’, although he notes that this period also shows
the start of a decline in the percentage of Egyptian alabaster when related to other
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stones used in vessel production. This pattern is likewise seen when we look at the stone
vessels at KHD, although other stone types start, albeit in small quantities, to appear in
burials from KHD IV onwards. In terms, therefore, of the general distribution of stone
vessel finds, the pattern seems similar at KHD. However, does there seem to be more
accessibility to stone in general through time? Kopp (2007) notes that from Naqada IT1IB
and later, there are higher amounts of vessels within individual elite tombs, rather than
the increase in Egyptian alabaster vessels reflecting a general increase in accessibility/
distribution of a) the material and b) the finished product. When looking by comparison
at TF, for example, it is notable that the majority of the hard stone vessels were found
on the Western and Central Koms, but that those found in graves were of softer stones:
travertine, limestone and sandstone, in addition to instances of agate and also basalt
(Pryc 2012: 297, 299). Some burials of Nagada ITIB-IIIC1 date contain stone vessels at
TF, but in Naqada IIIC2-IIID there is an increase which coincides with the occurrence
of wealthier tombs at the site (Pryc 2012: 299-303). This rise roughly corresponds with
KHD, although there ate only a very few burials dating to Naqada IIID at KHD.

When turning to look at the other stone types, Kopp (2007: tab. 3) notes the per-
centages as well as numbers of vessels. During Naqada IIIC2 Egyptian alabaster vessels
account for some 68.2% overall, and the only other stone type that has more than 3% of
the overall total is listed as siltstone/greywacke with 19% (Kopp 2007: tab. 3). Dolomite
has 3% and white limestone 2%, but all other stones only 1% or fewer (Kopp 2007: tab.
3). It is only from Naqada IIIA2 onwards that Egyptian alabaster appear to be the most
common overall stone type in the cemeteries discussed by Kopp, and only in Naqada
IIIC1 that the range of stone types broadens (Kopp 2007: tab. 3).

Unsurprisingly, Egyptian alabaster is most strongly represented over time, with the
peak for the highest number of vessels during KHD Va (Naqada ITIC1). There is a different
pattern suggested by the group of sites examined by Kopp (2007), whose data shows the
peak during Naqada IIIC2. Siltstone vessels are the second most commonly featured,
although in minimal quantities before Naqada IIIC1. Furthermore, in Kopp’s overview of
the siltstone vessels, only 32 are shown for Naqada IIIC1, whereas at KHD alone there are
23 at that time (KKopp 2007: tab. 3). In general, it is during KHD Va that other stone types
are best represented, although these are always in low numbers. Stone vessels are found in
large graves, for example 913 and 970, which will be discussed again below, and also smaller
tombs; for example 873 with three different types of stone vessels, Egyptian alabaster,
siltstone and diorite, six vessels in total.

2) Other objects fashioned from stone
a. Grouped for all periods
b. Object/matetials over time
i. All stone objects (not including vessels)
ii. Stone beads and bracelets (adornment items)
iii. Stone palettes
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Figure 4. (2a) Frequency distribution of stone artefact types (less stone vessels) grouped by object type.
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Figure 5. (3b) Frequency of stone types excluding Egyptian alabaster and Siltstone (vessels/all
objects), with changing distribution by time grouped by material/object type.
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We can also look to the use of stone for other groups of stone objects over time
(Fig. 4). The highest distribution shown in Figure 4 is perhaps misleading, given that these
are beads of ‘other’, currently unidentified, semi-precious stones. It is interesting that
carnelian is not the most commonly found bead stone type at KHD, but rather agate, and
siltstone; for bracelets, however, presumably due to the properties of the stone, including
simple practical issues, such as obtaining larger pieces of this type of stone, siltstone is best
represented. Finally, to look at the distribution of stone palettes, all but one of the palettes
at KHD is made of siltstone (as is most common in general at this time), the remaining one
being made of granite (Fig. 5). The plain rectangular palettes and those with three incised
lines are jointly most common overall at KHD, however, the former do not appear before
Naqada IIIC1/KHD Va. Intetestingly, in KHD IV and VII thete ate two oval palettes —
the only known ones at KHD (SD79, PETrIE 1921: pl. LIX 99H), there are also rectangular
palettes with incised lines (two or three) around the edges, of SD78-81 (PETRIE 1921: pl.
LIX 96-97). The plain palette corresponds to SD80 (PETRIE 1921: pl. LIX 94-95).

3) All stone objects (including vessels) over time

a. Including Egyptian alabaster
b. Excluding Egyptian alabaster

B Granite Palette

31 1 B Siltstone Palette fish
B Siltstone Palette oval
5 M Siltstone Palette rect.
B Siltstone Palette rect. 2 lines
O Siltstone Palette rect. 3 lines
i E— i I
e

KHD? KHDIII KHDIV KHDVa KHDVb KHDVI KHDVII

Figure 6. (2biii) Frequency of palettes grouped by time periods.
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centimetres

Figure 7. KHD3099 A siltstone fish palette from Grave 705 KHD Vb (drawn by SUBHADRA Das;
courtesy of the MSA/UCL KHD mission).

centimetres

Figure 8. KHD3002 siltstone make-up palette with incised lines from Grave 1008 KHD IV
(drawn by Aroisia DE TRAFFORD; couttesy of the MSA/UCL KHD mission).

It is also possible to look at stone objects, including vessels, grouped all together over
time to consider whether in general there seems to be less or more access to certain
material types. There might be different patterns clear for vessels, or for beads, for
example. When all stone objects, regardless of type of object are grouped by period, the
pattern already seen in the first group of analyses, for stone vessels, is clearly represented
again. It is perhaps clearer to temporarily omit Egyptian alabaster objects in order to get
a better idea of how the other stone types are represented by time, as seen in Figure 6.
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It is interesting to consider KHD
in comparison with TE, given that the
stone vessels present in the cemetery at
TF are predominantly made of traver-
tine (not Egyptian alabaster), limestone
and sandstone, whereas for KHD it is
predominantly Egyptian alabaster, fol-
lowed by siltstone (Pryc 2012: 297).
Looking at other stone objects, for exam-
ple the palettes (Figs. 7-9), some compar-
isons can be made with other sites in
the north-eastern Delta. At MAQO, for
example, 37 palettes, or fragments thereof,
were found in the cemetery, a cemetery
which probably slightly predates the main
occupation at KHD as well as being

Figure 9. KHD3068 A siltstone palette from Grave contemporary with it during MAQ phases

1037 KHD VI (photo by Kin WALTON; courtesy IIT and IV. The zoomorphic palettes from
of the MSA/UCL KHD mission). MAO are all assigned to MAO 1 burials,

and these number five; by comparison
there is only one fish palette at KHD (Fig. 7), which is in a burial assigned to KHD Vb
(Naqada ITIIC2), which is very similar to the Naqgada III fish palette from the recent ‘Dawn
of Egyptian Art’ Exhibition at the Metropolitan Museum of Artin New York (Cat. 9, New
York, Rogers Fund 1935 35.71; Patch 2011: 25-6). All of the zoomorphic palettes at TF
are dated from layers of Naqada IIIA, although the contexts are not secure, so this might
put them partly alongside the MAO I (Nagada IIC-D) evidence and the date could be
Nagada IID for TF (Buszek 2012: 315). Otherwise, there are two oval palettes at KHD, of
which one is KHD IV (Nagada IIIB) and the other KHD VII, the latest phase of the site
at Nagada ITID. The KHD incised line palettes (e.g. Fig; 8) are of the type most commonly
represented at MAO in MAO III (KrOEPER 1996: fig. 8). The rectangular palettes at MAO
are predominantly MAO 1V, when they occur without incised lines, with the exception of
one example in MAO III (KroEPER 1996: fig. 8). The rectangular palettes correspond for
MAO 1V with HENDRICKX’s Nagada ITIC1-2, whereas the MAO III examples are Naqada
TITAT-IIIB. At KHD these are KHD Va-VI which corresponds with Naqada IIIC1-early
D (Fig 9). The single compartment palette from KHD dates to KHD VI, which is
Naqgada IIIC3-early 111D, and is similar in style to the example with four compartments
from MAO IV (KroePER 1996). KROEPER (1996: 81) interestingly notes that the highest
number of palettes for MAO is during MAO 111, a period at which she notes that palettes
are, in more general terms, declining in numbers. It is also noteworthy that the MAO
palettes, as with the KHD examples, are all found in graves, but not so at TTF (Buszek 2012:
315-7). At TE, the rectangular, or ‘geometric’ palettes first date to Naqada IID contexts,
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but mainly in Nagada I1I, and these include oval ‘geometric’ palettes as well (Buszex 2012:
318-21). In terms of the material type at TF, Buszek (2012: 315) comments on the use at
TF of greywacke and also slate.

4) Copper objects
a. Grouped for all periods
b. Object types over time
c. Object types within time phases

12
W Adze
10 | B Amulet
W Awl
M Bangle
8 7 = Bowl
@ Chisel
6 B Dish
@ Fish hook
4 J B Harpoon
B Knife
@ Mirror
29 O Rods
‘ @ Spear
o M LDE DR ai
KHD ? KHD IV KHD Va KHD Vb KHD VI KHD VI

Figure 10. (4c) Frequency of copper objects shown divided into time phases at KHD.

The ecatliest types of copper objects represented at KHD, in phase IV, are adzes
(the most common copper object overall), a bangle, chisels, harpoons and a knife (Figs.
10-15). It is during KHD Va, however, that we see the densest distribution of copper
objects, dominated by working tools: adzes, chisels and harpoons. Although KHD Va
produces the most copper objects in the archaeological record, there are tools and objects
of other types present from KHD IV until VI, with adzes in all phases except for KHD
Vb. Where are these objects coming from? Are they manufactured at the site, or are they
just a selection of some of the types of object being imported from the Sinai/Southern
Levant and en route to other sites in the Nile Valley, and possibly also the Delta, via
KHD? There is not really an increase at a certain point, with copper objects present from
KHD IV onwards until the end of VI. The peak of copper objects is also, as for stone
vessels, in KHD Va. The chart (Fig, 10) illustrates that the most common items over
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time are adzes, chisels and harpoons; it
could be that these tools related to the
professions of the deceased, but there is
no particular evidence that can take this
argument further at present. However,
what is an interesting phenomenon,

and what also happens with flint knives

at Naga ed-Deir, for example (SAVAGE
2000: 64), is that there are a number of
incidences of broken copper adzes being

found, that have been quite neatly, lain
together, for example graves 1008 and
1041 (only the occlusal end remaining,
Fig. 13) at KHD (RowraND 2007: 1637).

Mostly, only single copper objects
are found in burials, but there are some
multiple occurrences of objects, with
up to 20 objects in one single grave at
KHD (Grave 371); there is no copper
that can be securely dated prior to KHD
IV. There is a notable difference in the
overall quantities of copper in the burials
o 5 at KHD and at other sites in the Delta and

centimetres elsewhere. In order to get a better idea as

i to the relationship/contact between sites
Figure 11. KHD3122 A copper alloy spearhead

from Grave 371 KHD Va (drawn by SUBHADRA R )
Das; courtesy of the MSA/UCL KHD mission). ~ At similarities and differences that can
be detected between specific types of

objects, for example the harpoons and also the adzes. For the adzes, one of the earliest

and also technology, it is useful to look

examples from the site is an example from Grave 523 (KHD IV), which has a flared tip,
suggesting that it has been worked, rather than the tip of the adze being shaped originally
in a particular style (A. SCHLICKMANN pers. comm.). Another similarly worked example is
shown in Figure 13 from Grave 1041 (IKHD Va). It is important to remember that these
adzes would have been hafted. There are a wide range of copper adzes at KHD, 26 in total,
and there are comparisons with sites in Egypt and elsewhere to be made. Comparisons
can be made with Beth Yerah (with KHID3223 in Grave 371, KHD Va) and Tell el-Hesy
(with KHD3142 in Grave 300, KHD Va) (c. 3700-3100 BCE), both from earlier and
contemporary periods (MIRON 1992: pl. 3.41 and 5.73). There are also comparisons to
be drawn with adzes from the excavations of SAAD at Helwan (KHD3225 in Grave
547, KHD IV) (Saap 1969: pl. 38) and, looking to Upper Egypt, Abydos Cemetery B
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Figure 12. KHD3139 Copper alloy knife from Grave 834 KHD VI (drawn by SUBHADRA Das;
courtesy of the MSA/UCL KHD mission).

Grave O31-4 (c. 3100 BCE; KHD3140 in Grave 834, KHD VI) and Grave M13 (c. 3100-
2900 BCE; KHD3117 in Grave 823, KHD VI) (PETrIE 1902: pl. L.M13; SPENCER 1980:
pl. 70.622). Interestingly, there are no copper adzes in association with the largest burials at
KHD, although that in Grave 1041, already mentioned, is curiously located in an older part
of the cemetery (maybe this location was chosen to reinforce a link with ancestors/eatly
settlers at KHD) (Rowranp 2007: 1641).

In terms of the harpoons, similarities can be detected with MAO, Grave 173 (126)
within MAO III, which can be compared to KHD III-IV (Naqada ITIA1-C1; KROEPER &
WILDUNG 2000: 119 Object 126/21, 126/22) and also at TF Grave 55 (Naqgada I1IC2-D;
Czarnowicz 2012: fig. 3:8-9). The MAO example has notches and two small barbs at the
bottom of the shaft, as do the two examples shown in Figure 14 from KHD, although
notably the shape of KHD3124 (Grave 828 KHD Va), dating to Naqada IIIC1 is more
similar to the MAO example dated to phase MAO III (Naqada IIIa-c1), especially the

Figure 13. KHD3076 The occlusal end of
a broken adze from Grave 1041 KHD Va
(photo by KiN WALTON; courtesy of the
MSA/UCL KHD mission).
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barb. The other KHD harpoon shown here (KHD3125 Grave 298 KHD 1V) dates to
Nagada IIIB. The examples in TF Grave 55, also have two barbs, but only single small
barbs at the base of the shaft, although the barb at the head of TF No. 9 is similar to
KHD3125 (CzarNowicz 2012: fig. 3:8-9).

What might the original context of the use of the tools — if used at KHD — have
been? One possibility may have been for stone working, as discussed in relation to TF
(Czarnowicz 2012: 347, 354; JORDECZKA & MROZEK-Wysocka 2012: 291), but also they
could have been used for wood-working, given that the Delta would have had a very
different environment during the time at which KHD was occu-pied. There are multiple

=}
+

centimetres

\J

Figure 14. Copper alloy harpoons, KHD3124 from Grave 828 KHD Va and KHD3125 from
Grave 298 KHD IV (drawn by SuBHADRA Das; courtesy of the MSA/UCL KHD mission).
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Figure 15. KHD 3089-91 A copper adze, knife and a chisel under a bowl in Grave 142 KHD IV
(courtesy of the MSA/UCL KHD mission).

occurrences of working tools within nine burials, such as Grave 142 (Fig. 15), and the 10
harpoons at KHD are distributed between just four burials. The analysis of the human
skeletal remains excavated between 1995-2000 by T.L. TUCKER confirmed that the burials
that she analysed had been individuals who had eaten a protein rich diet (HassaN ez @/ 2003:
44-5). The number of potmarks showing fish might refer to Delta communities, and could
also exptess the importance of fishing to meet dietary requitements, and/or for export
(KRroEPER 2000; 188, 208-9; TASSIE e al. 2008: 210-11). The copper rods in Grave 1027 were
possibly used as tattooing needles, as discussed by TassiE (2003).

Discussion

What does this information and analysis bring, however, to the wider understanding of
the communities involved in exchange in the late 4* and eatly 3* millennium BC, and also
to the individuals who lived in the vicinity of KHD from possibly as early as the middle
of the 4™ millennium BC until the end of the 1/beginning of the 2 dynasty? As far
as can be ascertained from former analysis, the population reaches its greatest density
between Nagada IIIB-IIID and from the burials found to date, it is therefore possibly
a maximum of c. 700 people who are represented for this total time period. This will
naturally only be a percentage of the overall individuals who originally lived and worked
in the community (see a suggested higher estimate of 1300 in TAssIE e 4/ 2008: 202).
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By comparison with other sites, KHD is certainly not under-represented in terms of
the presence of stone objects, nor copper. In fact, in the arena of the Poznan meeting
in June 2013, it was realised that KHD (albeit only currently represented by a cemetery)
has a greater number of copper objects (primarily reflected through working tools) than
other sites in the Delta and also a number in the Southern Levant (see GOLANI #his volume).

As has been seen, there is currently very sparse evidence for the eatliest periods
during the use of the cemetery at KHD, but from the burials dating to KHD IV onwards
(Naqada IIIB), it is possible to witness an increase in the range of types of materials
present. From a socio-economic as well as ideological study of the site (ROWLAND
2003; 2005a; 2005b; 2007; in press), there appears to be increasing cohesion in terms
of burial practices at KHD through time, as well as an increase in the range of burial
goods and sizes. It is obvious that the individuals who were in graves 913 and 970 were
buried in such large and well provisioned tombs for some particular reason. As has been
discussed, it is possible that the evidence indicates individuals of high status who were
either brought into the site to exploit its access to resources and/ot control (to an extent)
of exchange and communications coming and going between sites, or these individuals
might have been indigenous to KHD and buried in this manner in order to emphasise
their status to other communities away from KHD, or even possibly other groups within
the community at KHD; certainly a burial mound would have been visible over grave
970 (HassAN ez al. 2003: 40). Were the wine jars and stone vessels really solely to meet
the rising demands of the elite segment within the population? Or, is it more realistic
to consider that they are a reflection of the community’s involvement in wider world
exchange networks, and that as these diverse objects/materials artived at the site, a small
proportion were retained for the growing elite, with the majority passing through to other
sites in the Nile Valley, Delta, the wider Near East and Mediterranean?

What commodities were involved in these exchanges? One example is coppet, either
as ingots, ote or as finished objects possibly coming in from the Sinai and Southern
Levant, and one of the objects with which it is being exchanged may be the stone objects
coming up from the Nile Valley, Faiyum region and the Eastern Desert. Other more
perishable commodities include agricultural produce from the fertile lands around the
Wadi Tumilat, and also fish, and possibly wine from Delta vineyards (TASSIE ez a/. 2008:
205, 212). At KHD, there are very few ceramic imports to testify to contents coming
through from the southern Levant and wider Near East, however, there may have
been considerably more in the settlement, or it may also be the case that commodities
within vessels are also passing through the site and therefore far less visible within the
archaeological record. From the diversity in terms of materials and objects, not only
at KHD, but in the wider Delta, Nile Valley and across to the Sinai and Near East,
there is much evidence to support the existence of exchange networks, which may be
variably organised or opportunistic, depending on their context in space and time, but
they are probably not what would be regarded as trade in modern terms, as discussed by
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HENDRICKX & Bavay (2002: 75-6) who are strongly against the indiscriminate use of the
term ‘trade’ to describe the patterns of exchange that characterised especially, they note,
the late EB L.

On the subject of visibility of imports and exports, here in the case of Maadi, HoLMES
(1992: 310) comments on the uncertainly as to what was exported out of Lower Egypt. In
respect of evidence relating to other types of interaction, HormEs (1992) comments on the
lithic traditions and similarities with some objects from Mostagedda, and also the transmission
of technology, which is problematic in terms of directionality; she suggests the possibility of
technological knowledge coming from the Southern Levant, via Maadi and then down to the
Nile Valley. ADAMS & FRIEDMAN (1992: 321) observed that some of the imports of ceramics
from the Southern Levant to Hierakonpolis are similar to those found at Maadi. Furthermore,
they note that in both the cemeteries and settlements dating from Nagada 1IC-D, there are
Palestinian ceramics, which they believed to suggest that there were more direct means of
accessing the resources/finished goods from the east, maybe because Maadi had gone out
of use (ApAMS & FRIEDMAN 1992: 335), whereas, other evidence points to the possibility of
KHD being administered centrally — if not originally then later by Naqada IIIC-2. This is
taking into consideration with regards the large tombs 913 and 970, including the presence
of a serekh of Narmer on a vessel in the former (TAsSIE ¢f /. 2008: 205). The individuals for
whom these tombs were built may well have commanded some influence both at the site and
possibly in/between other regions, but the presence of a serekh cannot be assumed to mean
any direct contact between the individual and a royal house, even if the produce within the
vessel might have come from royal agricultural land (TASSIE ez a/. 2008: 206).

Turning again specifically to the community at KHD, and in particular to the presence of
copper objects, it can at least be suggested that due to the high number of copper implements
within the burials at KHD, it is not impossible that some of the stages of copper production,
even if only the final casting of the object, might have been carried out at the site. However,
given that there is currently no evidence from the settlement, it might also have been the case
that copper objects were brought in from another site, and that the inhabitants of KHD were
working with the tools, for example for woodworking, rather than manufacturing the tools;
although if individuals were working continuously with copper tools, then presumably there
would be some relatively local source of manufacture or at least of re-working these objects
when they became worn down. Bearing in mind that the excavations at TF have yielded 38
copper objects from across domestic and mortuary contexts (Czarnowicz 2012: 354), the
cemetery alone at KHD — albeit the largest of its kind excavated in the Delta thus far (and
not completely so until now) — has yielded 70 copper objects. TF has, however, yielded at
least one piece of copper that comes from the Central Kom and which may possibly be
waste from copper casting and provide evidence for a copper workshop (Czarnowicz 2012:
353-5). CzarNowicz (2012: 354-55) notes that the copper objects from TF, with the exception
of a single knife dating to TF 1, are from phases 3-6, which correspond with KHD IIb-
VII, although notably 23 of the 38 copper objects can be dated to phases 4 and or 5, which
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correspond with KHD III-Vb. Only seven of the copper objects from TF come from burials
and, although it is not prudent to try to compare cemetery and settlement contexts directly,
there is a predominance of fishing tools at TF from settlement contexts (three fishhooks and
three harpoons and possibly more if the copper pins are also for working with fish nets),
and two harpoons in a single grave, with four fishhooks and ten harpoons in the cemetery
at KHD; at TF there are far fewer adzes/chisels than are found at KHD (Czarnowicz 2012:
354-5). As to these chisels and adzes at TF, there is evidence for a stone workshop at the site
(JorDECZKA & MROZEK-WYsocka 2012; CzarNowicz 2012: 354) and it is also noted that the
increase of copper and stone vessels (especially of hard stones) in Naqada 11 suggests that
the use of copper tools allows for progress with regards working with hard stone vessels in
particular. That there is copper within burials at KHD and also at TF and MAO, but not in
Maadi, may also indicate, in line with (JORDECZKA & MROZEK-WYsOCckA 2012), that there was
an increase in what seems to be the availability of copper and stone and that it was no longer
so scarce; it may also relate more directly to changing attitudes towards burial and to increasing
social diversity.

GOLDEN (2002: 234-5), in his discussion of the origins of what he calls the ‘trade’
in metals, notes the rarity of copper in Upper Egyptian burials, and also considers in
what form copper reached sites in the southern Egyptian Nile Valley. He supposes
that ingots could have been transported and tools made locally, and also directs
the reader to HorrmaN’s (1980: 207) comments concerning Maadi, as a community
re-investing its surplus for the benefit of its involvement within networks of exchange,
rather than conspicuously showing its wealth through the medium of burials, as
HorrMaN suggested their “‘Upper Egyptian neighbors’ did (GoLpEn 2002: 234-5).
Research that has taken place largely since HOFFMAN wrote, suggests that certain
individuals within communities throughout Egypt, regardless of geographical location,
were given more conspicuously wealthy burials than others, and furthermore that sites
in the Delta display, on the one hand, evidence for working with materials such as
stone, and possibly copper, but also increasing wealth over time being invested in
the burials of at least a few, however archaeologists choose to interpret this. GOLDEN
(2002: 235) comments on the increasing demand for copper over time and also on the
need to recycle, particularly when supply did not equal demand; for what has always be
considered to be a primarily non-elite community at KHD, it remains surprising that so
many copper objects would, therefore, have been deposited within burials.

Finally, to return to chronology, and copper production, it is possible to look at
the example of the excavations at Tall Hujayrat al-Ghuzlan one of the sites at which
there is evidence for all steps within the chaine opératoire of copper object production
(less the actual mining of copper ore itself), and a site in use at the same time as Maadi
(KrmvscHA 2009; Prerrrer 2009: tab. 2). Radiocarbon measurements for contexts at
Tall Hujarat al-Ghuzlan range in between 4340-3340 BC, whereas for Maadi the "*C
measurements range from 3960-3370 BC, with some measurements taken from plant
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remains, including short-lived samples (RizkaNA & SEEHER 1989: 82, KrivscHA 2009:
392, 398, tab. 1; Prerrrer 2009). The dates for Maadi, however, mainly fall between
c. 3900-3400 BC (KrmvscHA 2009: 392). Interestingly, the radiocarbon measurements
for Serabit el-Khadim are suggested by KrimscHa (2009: 390) as indicating that the
site was in use between 4240-3960 BC and Tall Hujarat al-Ghuzlan is suggested as
being founded probably between c. 4100-3900 BC with the settlement ceasing in
c. 3700-3600 BC (KrivscHa 2009: 391-2). In his conclusion, KrivMscHA (2009: 394-5)
comments on the fact that the sites in the area of Ghassul-Beersheba variably go out
of use between 4100-3950 BC and then a new series of settlements are founded in the
Southern Levant, which then go out of use at c. 3600-3500 BC. This is very interesting,
because KrivscHa (2009: 395) goes on to suggest the revival of communications
between the Southern Levant and Egypt by c. 3400-3300 BC which ties in with the
time around which KHD might have been settled, although ongoing ceramic analysis

and also further excavations will have to confirm or refute this.

SUMMARY

As a result of this initial analysis, there remain a number of key questions for examination
as part of ongoing research:

* Is there a general increase in the flow of copper through KHD from Naqgada
IIIC1 onwards, or does it reflect the increase in other kinds of production within the
settlement — e.g. woodworking, stone-working?

* Did individuals (or a group?) not originally from KHD arrive in Naqada 1IIC1
possibly to exert control over/benefit from/organise the flow of imported objects/
materials?

¢ Did these individuals act for the centralised administration?

of,

* Does the increase in the size of these graves coupled with the high number of prestigious
objects suggest a need for ‘original’ inhabitants of KHD to ostentatiously display the
importtance of the heads of theit community to other local/non-local/ competing groups?

Further consideration of these issues, in the context of a re-examination of the
cemetery at KHD, its burials, architecture, grave goods and spatial organisation, within
a now more defined chronological structure, will hopefully allow for a clearer understanding
of these, as well as the many other points raised here.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Thanks are due, especially, to Dr AGNIESZKA MACZYNSKA and her colleagues for organising
what was a vibrant meeting full of discussion; to Dr G.]. TassIE for discussion and for
checking details from the original records for KHD; to the field director at KHD Prof.
Fekrr HassAN for my involvement in the work at the site and for permission to carry out

291



292

JOANNE M. ROWLAND

research on the data and to the Ministry of State for Antiquities and the late Mr MOHAMMED
SaLmt Er-HanGourt who directed the fieldwork prior to 1995. The investigations at KHD
were funded by UNESCO, The National Geographic Society, The Bioanthropology
Foundation, Uppsala University, The Humanities Research Council of Canada, and The
Institute of Archacology, UCL. My sincere thanks to Ms SUBHADRA Das for illustrations
and to Mr Ken WarroN (UCL) for photography. Thanks also to Ms ANDREA SCHLICKMANN
for discussion and information relating to occurrences of comparable copper objects in the
Nile Valley and in the Southern Levant.

BIBLIOGRAPHY:

Apams B. & FriepmaN R.E,,
1992 Imports and Influences in the Predynastic and Protodynastic Settlement and
Funerary Assemblages and Hierakonnpolis, in: E.C.M. vAN DEN BrRINK (ed.),
The Nile Delta in Transition: 4°-3" Millennium BC, Tel Aviv: 317-338.

ANDRES W. & WUNDERLICH J.,
1991 Late Pleistocene and Holocene evolution in the Fastern Nile Delta and
comparisions with the Western Delta, in: H. BROCKNER & U. RADTKE (eds.),
From the North Sea to the Indian Ocean, Stuttgart: 120-130.
1992 Environmental Conditions for Early Settlement at Minshat Abu Omar, Eastern
Nile Delta — Egypt, in: E.C.M. VAN DEN BRINK (ed.), The Nile Delta in Transition:
473 millennium B.C., Tel Aviv: 157-166.

Bakr M1,

1988 The New Excavations at Ezbet el-Tell, Kufur Nigm; the first season (1984), in:
E.C.M. VAN DEN BRINK (ed.), The Archaeology of the Nile Delta, Egypt: Problems and
Priorities, Amsterdam: 49-62

1993 Excavations of Kufur Nigm, Hommages a Jean Leclant 106/4: 9-17.

2003  Excavations at Ezbet al-Tel, Kufur-Nigm: The Third and FourthSeasons (1988
& 1990), in: Z. Hawass & L.P. Brock (eds.), Egyptology at the Dawn of the Twenty-
Jirst Century: Proceedings of the Eighth International Congress of Egyptologists, Cairo 2000.
Vol. 1. Archaeology, Cairo: 30-43.

Buszex A.,
2012 Cosmetic palettes, in: M. CHLODNICKI, K.M. Ciarowicz & A. MACZYNsKA (eds.),
Tell el-Farkha 1. Excavations 1998-2011, Poznan-Krakéw: 315-322.

Burzer K.W.,
1960  Archeology and geology in Ancient Egypt, Science 132: 1617-1624.
1976 Early Hydranlic Civilization in Egypt — A Study in Cultural Ecology, Chicago.



293
INTERREGIONAL EXCHANGE: THE EVIDENCE FROM KAFR HASSAN DAWOOD, EAST DELTA

Czarnowicz M.,
2012 Copper Tools in: M. CHrobpNickl, K.M. Ciarowicz & A. MACZYNSKA (eds.),
Tell e/-Farkha I. Excavations 1998-2011, Poznan-Krakow: 345-355.

DEeBowska-LubwiN J.,
2012 The cemetery, in: M. CHrobpNICKL, K.M. Ciarowicz & A. MACzYNsKka (eds.),
Tell e/-Farkha I. Excavations 1998-2011, Poznan-Krakow: 53-75.

DEeE M., WENGROW D., SHORTLAND A., STEVENSON A., BRock E, GirpDL.AND FLINK L.
& Bronk Ramsey C.,
2013 An absolute chronology for eatly Egypt using radiocarbon dating and Bayestian
statistical modelling, Proceedings of the Royal Society, A. Mathematical, Physical &
Engineering Sciences 469: 20130395.

GOLDEN J.,
2002 Origins of the Metals Trade, in: E.C.M. VAN DEN BriNnk & T.E. LEvY (eds.),
Egypt and the Levant. Interrelations from the 4* through the early 3% millenninm BCE,
London-New York: 225-238.

HampeEN MLA. & HassaN FA.,

2003 Late Quaternary Geology and Geoarchaeology of Kafr Hassan Dawood,
East Delta, in: Z. Hawass & L.P. BRock (eds.), Egyptology at the Dawn of the Twenty-
first Century: Proceedings of the Eighth International Congress of Egyptologists, Cairo
2000. Vol. 1. Archaeology, Cairo-New York: 221-228.

Hassan FA., TassiE G.]., Tucker T.L., RowLAND J.M. & vaN WETERING J.E.L.,
2003 Social Dynamics at the Late Predynastic to Early Dynastic Site of Kafr Hassan
Dawood, East Delta, Egypt, Archéo-INil 13: 37-46.

HassaN F.A., Tassie G.]J., Tucker T.L., vaN WETERING J.F.L., HAMDEN M.A.,
RowranD J.M. & EL-SENUSsI A.,
in press Kafr Hassan Dawood: the Late Predynastic to Early Dynastic Cemetery in the East Delta,

Egypt.
HEeNDRICKX S. & Bavay L.,

2002 The Relative Chronological Position of Egyptian Predynastic and Early dynastic
Tombs with Objects Imported from the Near East and the Nature of Inter-
regional Contacts, in: E.CM. van den Brink & T.E. Levy (eds.), Egypr and the
Levant. Interrelations from the 4” through the early 3 millenninm BCE, London & New
York: 58-80.

Horrman MLA,,
1980  Egypt Before the Pharaoks: The Prebistoric Foundations of Egyptian Civilization,
London & Henley.
HoLmEes D.L.,
1992 The Evidence and Nature of Contacts between Upper and Lower Egypt during
the Predynastic: a View from Upper Egypt, in: E.C.M. vAN DEN BRINK (ed.), The
Nile Delta in Transition: 4*-3" Millennium BC, Tel Aviv: 301-316.



294
JOANNE M. ROWLAND

JorDECZKA M. & MROZEK-WYSOCKA M.,
2012 Stone working. Tools and workshops, in: M. CHropNIcKI, K.M. Ciarowicz &
A. MACzYNSKA (eds.), Tell el-Farkba 1. Excavations 1998-2011, Poznan-Krakéw:
345-355.

Jucua MA,,
2005 The Pottery of the Predynastic Settlement. Tell el-Farkha 11, Poznan-Krakéw.

Kaiser W.,
1964 Einige Bemerkungen zur dgyptischen Frithzeit 111, Zestschrift fiir Agyptische
Sprache und Altertumskunde, 91: 86-125.
1987  Zum Friedhof der Naqada-kultur von Minshat Abu Omar, Awnnales du Service
des Antiguités de I'Fgypte 71: 119-126.
1990  Zur Entstehung des gesamtigyptischen Staates, MDAIK 46: 287-99.

KrimscHa F,,
2009  Radiocarbon Dates from Prehistoric “Aqaba and Other Related Sites from
the Chalcolithic Period, in: L. KHALIL & K. ScHmIDT (eds.), Prebistoric “Agaba 1,
Orient-Archiologie 23, Rahden: 363-401.

KoHLER E.CH.,

2004  On the Origins of Memphis — the New Excavations in the Early Dynastic
Necropolis at Helwan, in: S. HENDRICKX, R.F. FriEDMAN, K.M. Ciarowicz &
M. CuropNicKl (eds.), Egypt at its Origins. Studies in Memory of Barbara Adams.
Proceedings of the International Conference ,,Origin of the State. Predynastic and Early
Dynastic Egypt”, Krakdw, 28" Angust— 1" September 2002, OLA 138, Leuven: 295-315.

2008 The Interaction between and the Roles of Upper and Lower Egypt in the
Formation of the Egyptian State — Another Review, in: B. MIDANT-REYNES &
Y. TRISTANT (eds.), J. RowrLanD & S. HENDRICKX (ass.), Egypt at its Origins 2.
Proceedings of the International Conference ,,Origin of the State. Predynastic and Early
Dynastic Egypt”, Toulouse (France), 5%-8" Septensber 2005, OLA 172, Leuven: 515-543.

KoHLER E.CH. & SMYTHE ].C.,
2004  Early Dynastic Pottery from Helwan — Establishing a Ceramic Corpus of the
Naqada U1 Period, Cabiers de la Céramique Egyptienne 7: 123-143,

Korr P,
2007  Pri- und fridynastische Steingefiie — Chronologie und soziale Divergenz,
MDAIK 63: 193-210.

KroEPER K.,
1992 Tombs of the elite in Minshat Abu Omar, in: E.C.M. VAN DEN BrINK (ed.), The
Nile Delta in Transition: 4”-3" Millennium BC, Tel Aviv: 127-150.
1996  Minshat Abu Omar. Burials with palettes, in: A.]. SPENCER (ed.), Aspects of Early
Egypt, London: 70-92.
2000  Cotpus of potmatks from the Pre/Eatly Dynastic cemetery at Minshat Abu Omat



295
INTERREGIONAL EXCHANGE: THE EVIDENCE FROM KAFR HASSAN DAWOOD, EAST DELTA

(Northeastern Delta, Egypt), in: L. Krzyzaniak, K. KROEPER & M. KOBUSIEWICZ
(eds.), Recent Research into the Stone Age of Northeastern Africa, Poznan: 187-218.

KroEerER K. & Wirpuneg D.,
1994 Minshat Abu Omar - Ein vor- und frithgeschichtlicher Friedhof im Nildelta I, Mainz am

Rhein.
2000 Minshat Abu Omar - Ein vor- und friibgeschichtlicher Friedbof im Nildelta 11, Mainz am
Rhein.
MiroN E.,

1992 Axes and adzes from Canaan, Prabistorische Bronzefunde 9, Stuttgart.

Patcu D.C. (ed.),
2011 Dawn of Egyptian Art, New York.

PawLIKOWsKI M. & WASILEWSKI M.,
2012 Geology, sedimentology and mineralogy, in: M. CHLoDNICKI, K.M. Ciarowicz
& A. MACZYNSKA (eds.), Tell el-Farkba 1. Excavations 1998-2011, Poznan-Krakéw:
375-382.

PeTrRiE W.ML.E,
1901 Diospolis Parva: The cemeteries of Abadiyeh and Hu 1898-9, London.
1902 _Abydos I, London.
1920  Prebistoric Egypt, London.
1921 Corpus of Prebistoric Pottery and Palettes, London.

PreIrrer K.,
2009  The Technical Ceramic for Metallurgical Activities in Tall Hujayrat al-Ghuzlan
and Comparable Sites in the Southern Levant, in: L. KHALIL & K. ScHMIDT (eds.)
Prebistoric “Agaba 1, Orient-Archiologie 23, Rahden: 305-38.

Pryc G.,
2012 Stone vessels, in: M. CHrobNickl, K.M. Ciacowicz & A. MAczyNska (eds.),
Tell e/-Farkha I. Excavations 1998-2011, Poznan-Krakow: 297-314.

Repmount C.A.,
1995 The Wadi Tumilat and the ,,canal” of the pharaohs, Journal of Near Eastern
Studies 54: 127-135.

RizkaNa I. & SEEHER J.,
1989 Maadi III. The Non-lithic Small Finds and the Structural Remains of the Predynastic
Settlement, Mainz am Rhein.
1990 Maadi IV: The Predynastic Cemeteries of Maadi and Wadi Digla, Mainz am Rhein.

Rowranp J.M.,
2003  Trends in burial evidence: evaluating expectations for the regional and temporal
distribution of mortuary behaviour in Predynastic Egypt, in: R. Ives, D. LINEs,
C. NAUNTON & N. WAHLBERG (eds.), Current Research in Egyptology 111, BAR 1S
1192, Oxford: 63-68.



296

JOANNE M. ROWLAND

2005a The application of Mortuary Data to the Problem of Social Transformation
in the Delta from the Terminal Predynastic to the Eatrly Dynastic Period, in:
S. Henprickx, R.E FrIEDMAN, K.M. Ciarowicz & M. CHLODNICKI (eds.), Egypt
at its Origins. Studies in Memory of Barbara Adams. Proceedings of the International
Conference “Origin of the State. Predynastic and Early Dynastic Egypt”, Krakdw, 28"
August — 17 September 2002, OLA 138, Leuven: 991-1007.

2005b The transition to state society in Egypt: problems and possibilities of applying
mortuary evidence, in: A. COoKE & E SMPSON (eds.), Proceedings of Current Research
in Egyptology 11, Liverpool 2001, BAR IS 1380, Oxford: 57-63.

2006  Grave consequences: developing analytical methods to elucidate patterns of social
differentiation at eatly Egyptian cemetery sites’, in: M. BARTA (ed.) The Old Kingdon:
Art and Archaeology: Proceedings of a Conference, Prague: 297-313.

2007  Death and the Origins of Egypt: mortuary variability as an indicator of socio-
political change during the Late Predynastic to Early Dynastic period, in:
J.C. GoyoN & C. CARDIN (eds.), Proceedings of the Ninth International Congress of
Egyptologists, Grenoble, 6-12 September 2004, Leuven: 1629-1643.

2009  Building bridges between radiocarbon, relative and historical chronologies:
The case of early Egypt, in: H. VymazarovA & M. Barta (eds.), Chronology and
Abrchaeology in Ancient Egypt (the Third Millennium BC), Prague: 37-43.

2013  Problems and Possibilities for Achieving Absolute Dates from Prehistoric and
Early Historical Contexts, in: C. BRONK Ramsey & A. J. SHORTLAND (eds.),
Radiocarbon and the Chronologies of Ancient Egypt, Oxford: 235-249.

in press  Social transformation in the Delta from the Terminal Predynastic to the Early Dynastic

Period: a comparative study.

Saap Z.Y.,
1969 The Excavations of Helwan: Art and Civilization in the First and Second Egyptian
Dynasties, Oklahoma.

SavaGe S.H.,
2000 The Status of Woman in Predynastic Egypt as Revealed Through Mortuary
Analysis, in: A.E. RAUTMAN (ed.), Reading the Body: Representations and Remains in
the Archaeological Record, Philadelphia: 77-92

ScHoTtT S., NEUFFER E. & BIrrTeL K.,
1932 Bericht iiber die zweite vom Deutschen Institut fiir Agyptische Altertumskunde
nach dem Ost-Delta-rand und in das Wadi Tumilat unternommene Erkundungs-
fahrt, MDAIK 2: 39-54.

SPENCER A.].,
1980  Catalogue of Egyptian antiquities in the British Musenm 5: Early dynastic objects, London.
Tassie G.J.,

2003  Identifying the practice of tattooing in ancient Egypt and Nubia, Papers from
the Institute of Archaeology 14: 85-101.



INTERREGIONAL EXCHANGE: THE EVIDENCE FROM KAFR HASSAN DAWOOD, EAST DELTA

TassiE G.J., Hassan F.A., vaN WETERING J.FL. & CALCOEN B.,
2008 Corpus of potmarks from the Protodynastic to Early Dynastic cemetery at
Kafr Hassan Dawood, Wadi Tumilat, East Delta, Egypt, in: B. MIDANT-REYNES
& Y. TRISTANT (eds.), J. RowrAND & S. HENDRICKX (ass.), Egypt at its Origins 2.
Proceedings of the International Conference ,,Origin of the State. Predynastic and Early
Dynastic Egypt”, Toulonse (France), 5"-8" September 2005, OLA 172, Leuven: 203-235.

TassiE G.J. & vaN WETERING J.E.L.,
2013  The Wadi Tumilat, in: R.S. BagNALL, K. BRODERSEN, C.B. CHAMPION, A. ERSKINE
& S.R. HUEBNER (eds.), The Encyclopedia of Ancient History. First Edition. Oxford:
7035-7036.

VAN DEN Brink E.C.M.,
1992 Preliminary Report on the Excavations at Tell Ibrahim Awad, Seasons 1988-
1990, in: E.C.M. vAN DEN BRINK (ed.), The Nile Delta in Transition: 4*-3" Millennium
BC, Tel Aviv: 43-68.

vAN HaarRLEM W.M.,
1998  The excavations at Tell Ibrahim Awad (Eastern Nile Delta): Recent results, in:
CJ. EYrE (ed.), Proceedings of the Seventh International Congress of Egyptologists,
Cambridge 1995, Leuven: 504-514.

VAN WETERING J.EL. & TassiE G.].,

2006 Considering the archaeology of early Northeast Africa: interpretation and
methodology, in: M. Chrobnickl, K. KrorpEr & M. KoBUSIEWICZ (eds.)
Abrchaeology of Northeast Africa. Studies in Memory of Lech Krgyganiak, Poznan:
827-892.

WiLkmnsoN T.A.H.,
1996 State Formation in Egypt. Chronology and society, BAR 1S 651, Oxford.

297



