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Introduction

The main ideas for the development of the late prehistoric cultures in
Egypt were essentially worked out by Werner Kaiser in the last thirty years
(Kaiser 1956; 1957; 1985; 1990). As a result we learned that the rise of the ar-
chaic Egyptian culture was built on two different traditions: Lower and Upper
Egypt. These developed in two different ways in prehistory and came together
when the Upper Egyptian Nagada culture expanded to the north and this led to
the unification of Egypt.

These ideas were for a long time argumenta ex silentio since archaeologi-
cal records had not provided sufficient material until the last ten years, when the
archaeology of the Nile Delta began to evolve.

The evidence from Tell el-Fara“in - Buto

In Tell el-Fara'in/Buto - a site in the western Nile Delta - the main interest
of the excavation project by the German Institute of Archaeology was to shed
light on the point in history when Upper Egypt (Nagada culture) met and incorpo-
rated Lower Egypt by conquering it.

The stratigraphy of the last excavations in 1989 provides a very tight
sequence and show the evolution of the Late Predynastic material of a Lower
Egyptian tradition (namely Buto/Maadi culture) into those of an Early Dynastic
unified Egypt of Naqadian traditions. There is a transitional layer "IIla " present
in Buto in which the ceramic provide evidence for a slowly evolving accultura-
tion from the one to the other cultural tradition with both features appearing side
by side. The evidence, we thought, would show that the acculturation should have
taken place in a later stage of the Naqgada culture, namely IId2, speaking in Upper
Egyptian chronological terms according to Kaiser.

At Buto two layers - I and II - (to be compared with Naqada IIb-d), were
found followed by a transitional ITla (Naqada IId2) and then by Early Dynastic
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layers of a unified Egyptian culture (starting in Naqada IIla). The stratigraphical
sequence shows no hiatus between Layer I and II nor between Layer II and Illa
but instead a gradual change of the artefactual assemblage.

The acculturation can be characterized in more detail by going down
through the strata. The uppermost part of Layer III contained mudbrick architec-
ture with a well evolved ceramic industry in the tradition of Naqada IIla. Further
below the mudbrick architecture ends, but in this stratum the material culture is
still of Upper Egyptian tradition recognizable by typical ceramic features and
includes as well Lower Egyptian traditions indicated by some typical ceramic
features and wattle/daub architecture. Between Stratum IIla and Stratum II there
was no hiatus but a kind of change to be observed in the material culture. Layer II
apparently possessed exclusively Lower Egyptian features with some imports
from Upper Egypt (Kohler 1992).

Lower Egyptian features in Layer II can be described by ceramics with
impressed decoration (von der Way 1991), small ovoid vessels with cylindrical
necks (see Fig. 4 below) and in Layer I by intense and close connections to the
type site Maadi with e.g. pedestal and black polished vessels (Rizkana & Seeher
1987: pl. 1-12). The pottery of these layers is simply manufactured: the clay fab-
ric contains big amounts of organic and anorganic temper e.g. straw, chaff, dung
and sand. It is hand-built and fired in uncontrolled and mainly reducing atmos-
phere indicated by dark grey and brownish colours with firing spots. Most of the
ceramics are rough faced or burnished and show rectangular hollows deriving
from organic inclusions (chaff or straw) which have burnt out by firing. Also to
be mentioned is a very distinct fabric (Fibrous ware) tempered with extremely
fine organic and curling fibres, an obviously typical ware for the Delta (Kohler
19921161

The evidence from Upper Egypt

The Upper Egyptian pottery tradition was mainly determined by cemetery
material which provides very fine ceramics like "Black-topped", "Red polished"
and later marl-clay wares. These wares were produced under much more elabo-
rate production conditions and were often taken to demonstrate the cultural dif-
ference of Upper and Lower Egypt. Taking a closer look we can see analogies
between the Lower and Upper Egyptian Predynastic cultures which are actually
well known, but obviously underestimated and which have to be explained.

The typical impressed decorations on ceramic of the Buto layer II is also
characteristic for Upper Egyptian settlement sites of the Naqada Ilc period
(Adams & Friedman 1992). They are very common in domestic purpose ceramics
such as the "Rough-Ware" and other coarse wares (Fig. 1-3). Also the small
ovoid vessels with cylindrical neck are quite common at cemetery sites and are a
so called typical features of the Buto/Maadi culture (Fig. 4-6). The paralells are
still few until now, but they do exist and we have to explain them.
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As regards the impressed decorations it has been suggested that they were
imports or influenced by Western Desert groups migrating into the Nile Valley
(von der Way 1991; Caneva 1992). It could also be possible that this decoration
is present in Upper Egypt as a link between the Nubian-Sudanese Neolithic cul-
tures and Lower Egypt and that it is not a normal feature in Upper Egypt since it
occurs so rarely (von der Way 1991). While this may be true we must remember
that settlement sites in Upper Egypt are badly recorded compared to cemetery
sites and we only have little evidence yet and also that of all ceramic in Buto
there is only a portion of less than 1% impressed decoration present.

Recent investigations at Upper Egyptian settlement sites showed that this
decoration has to be considered a typical settlement feature which can be found in
nearly all Naqgada II settlements (Adams & Friedmann 1992).

Consequences

Will it be necessary to redate the Nagada expansion and assume that the
Naqada culture was present in the Delta earlier than we thought before, i.e. dur-
ing or before Naqada IIc ? This would imply a more or less sudden change in the
stratigraphical sequence, material culture or settlement pattern between Layer [
and II for which there is so far no evidence. Or will it be necessary to reconsider
the definition of the Lower and Upper Egyptian cultures and the processes and
contacts in the later prehistory of Egypt? (Holmes 1992).

The question is whether we are dealing with an ethnic and territorial
expansion of Predynastic Upper Egyptian groups which created early centres like
Hierakonpolis and Naqada - or whether these groups maintained a long distance
trade with other regions, like the Delta, which resulted in early contacts and
influences. We know of intensive contacts in the Neolithic Period readable in the
lithic assemblages (Eiwanger 1983, 1987).

In the Chalcolithic period, i.e. the fourth millennium B.C., there is evi-
dences for close connections between the north and the south, indicated by lithic
and ceramic industries. Most of the contacts for the lithics in terms of technology
and typology have been detected by D. Holmes (1989).

In the well recorded early settlement site of Hierakonpolis, many features
of the Nagada IIb-d settlement material are comparable to Buto I and II and the
latest stages of Maadi (Adams & Fridman 1992. [Fig. 1-5]).

[t is clear that there were connections and influences in both directions, not
only from south to north, indicated by e.g. stone vessels which were produced in
Maadi and exported to the Naqada region where they form typical cemetery
offerings of the Naqada I and II period (Rizkana & Seeher 1988: 63; Seeher
1990: 141). The Naqada II "rough ware" seems to be influenced by the North
where it was produced already in Neolithic times. It cannot be decided yet which
part of Egypt was responsible for the development of the Nagada II "Decorated
ware" with dark-on-light painting. In Maadi as in Naqada it obviously appeared
in an early stage of Naqada II on the interior and exterior of simple open bowls
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(Rizkana & Seeher 1987: pl. 42-47; Crowfoot-Payne 1992: 188). These examples
can give evidence for intense contacts and cultural exchange between the two
parts of Egypt already in the early stages of the Predynastic period.

Another question is also whether we are really dealing with two different
cultures or with several different styles. One has to face the fact that also in the
area of Upper Egypt the Nagada culture has many differences, local traditions
and styles (Kemp 1982; Hassan 1988; Mortensen 1992). They have often been
ignored since this region was always seen in the tradition of one homogenous
Naqgada culture. As a matter of fact there are no two identical cemeteries even in
the same area! Further north of the nucleus area of Nagada, we find gradually
more and more differences.

Also underestimated has been the role of the Badari region which could
have served as a link between Upper Egypt and the Delta since not only the wares
but also the shapes of the pots are comparable to the Maadi assemblage (Holmes
1992; Kohler in prep). The recent research of D. Holmes in this region will be of
great value in this aspect. If we knew more about Middle Egypt we could observe
this change better, but all we have until now is the evidence from the region
between south of the Faiyum up to the Mediterranean coast.

Different ecological conditions, craft specialization and economical fac-
tors might have been the reason for some very distinct local peculiarities in utili-
tarian objects such as the Lower Egyptian "Fibrous ware", the early development
of the straw tempered wares in the north and the imports of Nagadan
"Decorated", "Wavy-handled" and "Late" ware to the Delta. This may be, for
example, the result of different pottery production methods, namely simple
household production in the Delta and household or workshop industry in Upper
Egypt where the climatic condition was much better for the development of a
specialized pottery industry than in the Delta. Here the archaeological evidence
gives reason to speak of a simple manufacturing methods -indicated by firing
conditions (uncontrolled bonfire without intentional addition of oxygen) and
large amounts of temper, which have a positive effect on the drying and firing
behaviour of pottery (Arnold 1985: 62ff.).

The pottery production of Buto did not evolve or change before the Late
Nagada II/Early Nagada III. Cemetery sites like Minshat Abu Omar apparently
give no further evidence for a separate pottery production in the Delta since
mainly simple "Rough wares" and marl clay imports of the "classical” Naqada
wares (Kroeper & Wildung 1985; Kroeper 1986/87; Kroeper 1988) were found.
It seems that the more humid environment of the Delta was responsible for the
lack of low tempered fine wares like "Black-topped" vessels or others. In Maadi
these Upper Egyptian fine wares were imported and imitated in the local pottery
tradition with a high degree of organic temper and a simple technology (Rizkana
& Seeher pl. 68f.).

In Upper Egypt the contemporaneous settlements also provide straw tem-
pered wares which were probably produced locally in the vicinity of the habita-
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tion area and which are comparable to those of Lower Egyptian settlement sites.
But in addition to these also fine wares were produced by specialized potters, per-
haps of workshops of the cemeteries (Allen et al. 1982; Geller 1985).

In Upper Egypt the climatic conditions were much more favourable for a
specialized pottery industry in Nagada I and Early Nagada II with a full time craft
specialization in the Later Naqgada II. The fine Nile and marl clay wares need
more specialized knowledge of firing conditions, since they are less porous than
the straw tempered wares. As an open bonfire reaches its firing temperature very
quickly, fine wares could be prepared for firing by heat treatment, e.g. by putting
the pots into direct sunlight or over an open fire before firing so that little water
remained in the clay (Rice 1987: 15). Fine wares could be fired more easily in
kilns where the walls had an insulating effect and let the temperature rise more
slowly and under more controlled conditions. Some of the fine wares give evi-
dence for an oxidizing firing atmosphere and temperature up to 1000°C.

These industries probably produced not only the pottery for the nearby
settlements and cemeteries but also for the already established regional market in
the area and for an interregional exchange system. The products for the trade
were the "Decorated", "Wavy-handled" and "Late" wares, which contained com-
modities for a developed exchange system.

As we can see there were two different pottery production stages in Lower
and Upper Egypt responsible for the definition of two different cultures. The
overlap in Late Naqada II could be explained by migrating people on the one
hand, but also by economical demands of the specialized workshops in Upper
Egypt to expand their market, mainly through pottery.

Conclusion

The classical scheme of the development of Egypt in the later prehistory
divides Egypt into two main cultural centres: the Naqada culture of Upper Egypt
and the Buto/Maadi-culture of Lower Egypt. At a later stage the Naqgada culture
expanded to the north establishing trading posts, conquering settlements and
towns in the Delta. This expansion was seen as the basis for the unification of
Egypt (Kaiser 1990). It seems that especially the ancient Egyptian term
"unification of the two lands" seduced us to think of the existence of two differ-
ent cultural areas which had to be unified by a warlike power such as the people
of the Naqgada culture.

The aim of this contribution is to show that we cannot really speak of two
fully different cultural areas faced with the fact that it might be rather a matter of
style, ecological conditions and economical demands which caused the difference
between north and south in the time of Naqada II. The connection between the
two parts of Egypt was probably much closer than we dared to think before.

We know of contacts between Upper and Lower Egypt already in the
Neolithic period. The links seem to get more and more intense during the Chalco-
lithic period where we can see analogous developments in north and south: Upper
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Egypt's Nagada culture developed its second stage while Lower Egypt changed
into a later stage of the Buto/Maadi culture (Buto Layer I and II). At this time
both regions have nearly the same utilitarian pottery and lithics.

The next change took place in both areas at the end of the fourth millen-
nium B.C., when Nagada evolved into its third stage - a process which is still
open to questions ! For Lower Egypt we thought that the changes were due to an
increasing cultural and ethnic Nagadan influence and the use of the Nagadian
material culture. It is now evident that the material culture was "unified" long
before the political system of Egypt. I believe that both parts of Egypt grew to-
gether by trade and cultural exchange which made trading posts or conquests un-
necessary. This came much later.

It should be studied whether there ever existed an ethnic territorial expan-
sion during the Late Predynastic Nagada expansion. This may be only an egyp-
tological idea based on archaic kingship evidence projected on Prehistoric events.
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