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ABSTRACT 

The Funerary Sacrifice of .4nimais d u ~ g  the Predynastic Period 

Diane Victoria Flores 
Doctor of  Philosophy 

Graduate Department of  Near and Middle Eastern Civilkations 
University of Toronto 

1 999 

Two principal categories of animal burial have been identified for the predynastic period, those animals 

buried in human graves and chose buried independentiy within the confines of human cemeteries. This study is an 

attempt to rnarshal ai! the available contextuai evidence for the independent animai buriais, with the intention of  

providing a culturai fiamework within which interpretations for such burials may be adequately evaluated. 

Explanations for the independent animal burials may be formulated within two distinct interpretive fiameworks. 

One assumes a religioudy symbolic significance for the species that occur. The other assumes the burials were an 

aspect of rnonuary practices and suggests the possibility of differing species-speci.6~ intent for the buriais. 

A review of the archaeological evidence for the two categories of animal burial reveals that the 

distribution of each conforms to the geographically circurnscribed territories of the contemporary, but cdnirally 

diverse, cuitures of the predynastic period. The available evidence also suggests that the phenornenon of 

independent animal bufial vanished fiom the cemeteries 04 the Nile valley nonh of  the Second Cataract with the 

dernise of the Badarïan, ~Maadi (variant), and A-Group as discrete archaeologcally detectable cultures. 

The results of an intersite cornparison of the animal and human burials as well as of an investigation of 

the iconography of each of the cultures with which the independent burials were associated reveal no unequivocal 

evidence in support of an interpretation of such burials as concrete manifestations of a contemporary attitude of 

reverence for the animais that occur. either individually or  as representatives of their species. In conjunction with 

the geographically circumscribed and apparently culture-specific distribution of the phenomenon of animal burial, 

t his lack of evidence for reverence for the relevant species suggests that the independent burids, Iike those in 

human graves. should be viewed within the context of the traditionai buriai customs of each of the cultures with 

which t hey were associated. 
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Chapter 1 

Introduction 

Two distinct categories of animal buriai have been rccognizcd for the predynastic period: ''those [an- 

imal~]  placed sacrificially in human graves and those given a burial separately and apparentiy uncon- 

nccted with human death" (Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928:92). The distinction is both one of loca- 

tion and motivation. The first category is clearly considered a funerary sacrifice, the second is &final 

by what it is not. This is primarily due to the absence of obvious intent. In the past, this has often led to 

an interpretation of the phenornenon as early evidence for "a cult of sacred anirnals or  of divine powtrs 

in animal fonn" (Hornung 197 1 : 101). 

Certainly, the origins of the animai aspect of specific deities and of the sxrcd  animal cults arc 

intriguing questions. In an attcmpt to discover these origins, a number of  scholars have assumed a direct 

correlation between the  independent animal burials of the prcdynastic period and the later concrcte 

manifestations of the cults. Two basic assumptions appear to Iic behind this premisc: the supposition 

that the burials in and of themselves provide evidence of reverence for these animals and a presumption 

of cultural continuity between the earlier and later phenornena in order to adequately evaluatc the 

validity of these assumptions, the predynastic burials m u t  bc viewed within their original context. To 

that end, the issues of who, w h t ,  where, and how nced to be investigated, before any interprctation can 

be accepted as a legitimatc attempt to answer the question why. 

The issue of when, presumably qualifiai at the outset as the "Pdynastic Period, is not as suaight 

forward as it at first appears. The period was not a unificd whole. Both temporally and geographidy ,  

scveral distinct culture complexes occupied the banks of the Nile river from the Delta in the north to the 

Second Cataract in the south. Only one of t h e  is generally aiccepted as the origin of dynastic culturt 

(see, e.g., Kantor 1944: 135-1 36; Bard 1994:26). Thus the question of who, necessitating the identifica- 

tion of the culture complexes with which these burials were associate& becornes crucial to determining 

whether or not the assumed cultural continuity may have existed. Although there arc f m  aspects of 

the relativc chronology and cultural development of the predynastic period about which proponents of 

altemate theories are not willing to argue, thcre is a generally accepteci "sequence" that can bc uscd to 



delineate the cultutal and chronological relationships of these various culture complexes. 

The question of w h t ,  addressing as it does both the prcsumed object of reverence as wcll as the 

detectable demonstration of that rtverence, requirts, in lieu of textual cvi&nce, an anaiysis of the ar- 

chaeologidy accessible remnants of materiai culture that may be indicative of a ctverentiai attihidt 

toward each of the species that occur in the buriais. Two avenues of investigation are open. One in- 

volves a review of the relevant iconographie animal imagery in search of evidencc thaî might imply the 

attribution of numinous qualitits to the species depicted. The o h ,  an attempt to delineaîe a clcar dcf- 

inition of the characteristics of postmortem reverential trcatment, incorporates the answers to the thirâ 

and fourth questions, wkllo and h w .  

In the absence of any evicience for predynastic cemetcries deûïcat.cd exclusively to the burial of 

sacreci animals, the assumption of revercnce for some scholars is based simply on the occurrence 

of the burials within the confines of human cemeteries and for othem on the fact that the animal 

burials appear to resemble some of the human burials among which they lay ( s e ,  e-g., Brunton & 

Caton-Thompson 1928:94; Baumgartel 1955:23; Murray 1956:92; Hornung 1971: 101; David 1982:24; 

Debono & Mortensen 1988:47-48; Seehcr 1990: 133). Beyond this superficial similarity, however, tbc 

speci fic evidence from the burials m u t  be evaluated within the context of the cemeteries in which they 

occur. This entails an investigation of the customary standards for signifying status employed by each 

of the culture complexes with which the animal burials were associatecl. 

Unless the answers to these questions can be shown to support the assumptions behind the premise 

descnbd above, such a cultic motivation for the independent burial of animals remains only one pos- 

sible intcrpretation. This means that alternative interpretations are equally worth investigating. In this 

light, the definition given above for this category of burial should, pehaps, be qualified. The sepa- 

rate burial of an animal within the confines of a human cemetery is only "apparently unconnected" 

with a specific human death, it does not neccssarily follow that it neeâ be unconnected with the funer- 

aqt customs of the local population in w hosc cemetcry i t occurs. If such animal burials are vieweâ as a 

characteristic of culturally variable rnortuary practices, both the equally legitimatc possibility of culture- 

spccific determinants for the burials in gcneral as well as the possibility of widely differing motivations 

for the bwial of each species that occurs in these cemetcrics may be consided. In this context, the 

d e  of the various species in the economic life of the community may contribute to the formulation of 

alternative suggestions for the motivations for these burials. 

Thus two qui te di fferen t intcrpretive frameworks cmerge within w hich explanations for thc indcpen- 

dent animal burials of the pfedynastic period rnay be formulateci. One assumes a religiously symbolic 

significance for the species that occur and suggtsts the burials were the intermcnts of objccts of vencra- 

tion - either incarnations or generic represcntatives of the divine. The other assumes the burials wert 

an aspect of rnortuary practices and suggcsts the possibility of differing intent for thc burial of the dif- 

fcrent species that occur. The first, by its prcsumed knowledge of the motive for the bwials, ofiers one 



ail-encompassing answer to the question why. The second, by aüowing for a varitty of motives, tends to 

generate fwther questions and only tentative txplanations. Howevcr, as this option allows for the widest 

range of possible interprctations, it will be the wotlring hypothesis of this study that the animal burials 

were one aspect of typical mortuary ptactices, unless &monstrated to be otherwise. 

There are three aspects of archaeologically accessible material culture that, once invcstigatcd, should 

M y  fix the animal burials in their original culturai çontcxts and thus aUow for an adequatc cvaluation 

of the validity of proposed motivations formulated within both interpretive framtworks. These arc: 

social status differentiation as tvidenced by variations in the quality and possibly the distribution of 

the human burials, animal imagery represented in a variety of media, and the faunal componcnt of the 

subsistence economy as cvidenctd primarily by the faunal rmiains rctricvcd from settlemcnt sites. nit 

conclusions drawn from each of thcse three avenues of investigation entail certain basic assumptions 

conceming what constitutes evidence either indicative of a spccies' revered s t a tu  or suggestive of its 

role in the associated communi ty of the dead. 

A dclineation of the customary standards of postmortem statu display, based on the assumptions: 
a) that if a species were revered its buriai might exhibit the same characteristics indicative of 
high-status observable in the burials of privileged members of the human community ; b) that the 
spatial rclationship between animal buriais and those of humans displaying diffcring ltvels of 
statu might reveal a pattern of association suggestive of the motive for the burial. 

0 A review of the iconographie evidence, based on the assumption that if a speçies were revtrcd its 
depiction in the repertoire of animal imagery might reflect that venerated status. 

a A reconstruction of the faunai çomponent of the subsistence economy, based on the assurnption 
that the burial of a species rnight in some way reflect its d e  in the economic life of the community. 

The principal focus of this study will be the "independent animal burials", as these arc the ones most 

O ften indiscriminately in terpreted as early evidence for a religiousl y symbolic signi ficance of the species 

that occur. Such a cultic interpretation is only rarely offered for the other category of buriai, those of 

animals in terred in or, in i ts later developed form, directly assuciated w ith human graves. nitse animais 

have generally been considered merely another form of grave goods. However, this type of animal 

burial, in the form of subsidiary buriais, can be tracked into the early First Dynasty and beyond Thus 

the diachronie development of this category of burial must be investigated as it exhibits an unintcmptcd 

con tinui ty behvecn the predynastic and earl y historic periods. 

As the cultural continuity between the early burials and the later manifestations of the cults is o n t  

of the issues this study will address, the debate over, on one han& the cultural divusity or, on the othcr, 

the essential cultural unity of the population occupying the banks of the Nile and the Delta during the 

prcdynastic period should at least be acknowledged (see Kohler 1995; rebuttal by Kaiser 1995; sum- 

mary by Wilkinson 1996:s-7). The question is: in what way is one culture distinguished h m  anothtt? 

Differcnces in several categones of archaeologically detectabtc material rcmains - such as uramic 



asscm blages, architectural charac teristics, and buriai practices, among others - arc generall y acceptai 

as legitimate distinguishing factors. Concentrations of sets of similar characteristics within a gtograph- 

ically circumscribed temitory contribute to an identification of the material rcmains as reprtscntative of 

a distinct culture cornplex. 

Differences in burial practicts are particulariy relevant to the ptescnt study. The primacy distinction 

between those of Upper and Lower Egypt is the difference in'ihe customary outfitting of îhc dead. The 

validi ty of this specific difference as a âistinguishing characteristic has been contestai on  the growids 

that it might be attributed to differing "religious conceptions", or economic factors, o r  levels of social 

complexity, ail presumably permissible variations wittiin one "cultural unit" possessing regional vari- 

an t~ '  (Kiihler 1995:85). Nevenheltss, even if differing rcligious conceptions d o n c  w u r  not d i k i c n t  

justification in the context of this investigation for acknowledging a distinction betwctn cornmunitics 

exhibiting such heterogeneity, rhe regionally circumscribed pattern in mortuary practicts involving the 

burial of animals that can be recognized in the cemeteries of the period aiso contributes to an acceptance 

of the cultural diversity among the population ocçupying various segments of the Nile valley north of 

the Second Cataract. 

lSee K6hler 1995:85 for a dismissol of this diffemnce as inconsequential: 'The question is only whcther it mirmn simply 
differing religious conceptions or economic backgrounds in temis of piosperity or  the level of sociai compluity, which a n  
differ within cultural uni& (e-g. urban vs. niral societylcenter vs. pmvinciaI areas)" (199585). Concaning the second point, 
considering the evidence for Foreign exchangedekctcd at the Maadi setdement site (Rizha k Seeher 19%9:78a0) Lhmc is no 
mason to assume offhand a lower lewl of pmsperity than that enjoyed by the population of Upper Egypt The only Legitimnte 
point made hem is the possibiiity of diffmnces in the level of social compkxity (sec Chopter 5). 

Another point Kbhler mentions is ihc absence of prrsumably cultutaiiy indicatin Upper Egyptian body orientation at 
"Naqada culture" cemetery sites in the Dclm ''One would assume thot if a c d n  culture migrates h m  one uu to the o h r  
i t  would also bring its burial customs. but t.g. the burial orientation in h e  North did not change afâcr the assumcd ovulspn 
(1995:85). This observation might be legitimate if the presumably indicative "head wuth face west" orientation was not rnmiy 
the more g m d y  (as opposcd to srricrfy) observed orienîation in Nqada culture cerneteries in Uppcr Egypt It would appcu 
that in these cemeteries orientation oRcn icnded to be based on the local direction of the river rpiher than on the d r u l  points 
(see. cg.,  Mond & Myers t937:lO). Moreover. the only extensive evidence for presurmbly indicative Lowcr Egyptjan body 
orientation derives h m  the œmetey at Wadi TXgh whem during Phase 1 orientation was imgular and Phue II orientation 
appears to have smdnrdized as "hud south face east" (Sccher 1992228-939). This would pmumably bc the orKnution that 
"did nol change" in the 'Noqada cultufc" cemeteries in the noirh. And yet the body orientations in the only Noqd. cultune 
cemetcry in the Delta suaiciently published to offer in compPrison, that at  Minshat Abu Omar whem the orientation w u  "hed 
north face west" during the fint two phasesand "head no& face east" during the lnst two phases (Kmqcr 1989). uc similsr b 
ncirhcr the prcsumably indicative Uppcr Egyptian orientation nor the prrsumably ''unchuigd' Lowcr Egyptian oricntrtions. 
Given the above, it would seem that body orientation is too slendcra head on which ta h g  m y  c u l ~ * s  idcntity. 
in contras& Seeher (1992). in a discussion oCLower Egyptian ~UIÛLI prpctices, compares them ta what hc tcnns the "ppmity" 

of indicative Naqada culture burial aistoms - a p p a ~ n t l y  ''unafiectcd by lacai traditionsn - in the northern ccrncicries a m ï t c d  
to that culture. 







Chapter 2 

Two principal culturc complexes have been identifieci for the Upper Egyptian predynastic culturai sc- 

quence.l Along with the debated recognition of a pnor distinct cultural entity, the cultural relationship 

between the two principal cultures is a h  a point of contention. The partial chronologid precedence 

of one of the two is, however, gencrally acknowldged. 

BADARIAN CULTURE 

Cultural Sequence 

The earliest predynastic culture complex identified for Upper Egypt is the Badarian. The validity of the 

Tasian as a distinct culture preceding the Badarian rernains a matter of debate. Although it has been 

argued by some that the lirnited evidence with which the Tasian was originally defined is more than just 

quantitatively inadequate for its identification as an independent cultural entityz (Baumg~el 1955:20- 

21; Kantor 1992:8), others have argued to the contrary3 (Kaiser 1985a:71m. Howcver, the results of 

'A fairly lengthy chFono1ogica.l gap exists between the archaeologicdly detecfabk epipakoiithic (se Wcttcntrom 
l993:183f for a review of the known epipalaeolithic indusiries) and predynastic occupations in Upper Egypt It hu b e n  
suggested that this may bc due to an intervtning pcriod of low Nik floods, during which I)K popuhtion wouid have mond 
closer to the river channel- U s ~ c h  were the case, sites associateci with this period wouM now be obscurcd by later silt &- 
position (Butzer in Arkeii & Ucko 1965:157; Hassan 1988:142-143). This gap, however, a i s ~  marks an apparent culturd 
discontinuity between the two. 
The Tarifian, known h m  si- on the West bank of the river betwecn Guma and Armant, is a hic ceirmic phase of ck bcrl 

epipalaeolithic. It has becn &tcd io ihc very beginning of the fifth miUennium BC. Bascd on cornpuisons of the Lithic .nd 
ceramic materiah, howcvcr, thm appcais to be no culhvPl continuity Mth either the Bdarion or  Nsqdi culhiiu (Ginter & 
Koziowski 1984.1994:134-135; Hoimes 1988:82). 

2 ~ h c  Tasian was defined bosed on utifoctuai evidence h m  ca. 50 graves and a s d  numbcr of setiknunt " p u p r "  nur 
Mostagedda in thc Badari district ( B ~ n b n  1937). Momver. in ireTerience to the distinction b e w n  Tasian md BduLn 
burials, Brunton States: "Tt is quite possible that in rnany cases the description a Tasian is not wammted; but it w u  thoaght 
desirable to keep separate any graves which showed an afiinity, however siighî, wiîh the definitely Tuiui" (1937 5). 

3 ~ e e  biser 's  argument for the recognition of the Tasian as an independent (and possibly de-s@)  cplnnr: compkx 
(1985a:71-79). AcbiowMgrncnt of this position is dcmonstritcd by Ihe appuionce of the Tuhn culimt on c h r o n o b ~  
charts such as  Rizkana & S e e k  1990:103, Figure 33 and by Ginter k Kotlowsti's a c c c p t a ~ ~ ~ ~  of the Tasian as a ph- of thc 



a m e n t  archaeological survey of the region from which the original evidencc for the Tasian culture 

derived tend to support the argument against i ts rccogni tion (Holmes 1996: 1 84). 

Geograp hic Distribution 

The majority of sites identifie- with the Badarian culture Lie in the vicinity of the type-site of Badari, 

locatcd on the east bank of the Nile in northem Upper E g ~ p t . ~  Its full geographic extent, howevcr, is 

cuIniral dcvebpment o f  Upper Egypt (1994: 134-135). 
'Thc Badari region cncompuscs cri, 35 km of ihe cast bank of the Nik h m  Qau (cl Iûuâniya) in the routh to the vmnity 

of Matmar in the no*, Although this geogmphical arca is oftcn considered the muthem portion of Middk Egypt, it ir hctt 



prcsently unknown. Although no settlement or ccmctery sites have been found upriver, artifactual evi- 

dence has bccn used to suggest that it may have exmded to the south, gossibly as far as ~ i c r a k o n ~ o l i ~  

(Hassan 1988: 153; Trigger 1983:27; Kantor 1 %5:4, 1 W2:8). The ptesently available archaeological 

evidence suggests that the Badarian culhut did not extend further to the north of its principal arts of 

concentration. Due to the geomorphic feanircs of Middle Egypt, howcver, nahual forces such as wsion  

caused by the shifting river channel, and rnillennia of silt deposition and dune activity may have cithtr 

destroyed or made inaccessible any archacological evidence for prtdynastic settlcmcnt in the vallcy bt- 

tween the Badari distnct and the entrance to the Fayum (Butzer 1960: 162 1 - 1623). It has altcrnatively 

been suggested that the broad width of the flood plain created particularly large naniral flood basins, 

which "would have required massive labor to bring under control", thus seriously Limiting the desirabil- 

ity of this stretch of river for settlement (Butzer 1978: 16). Nevertheless, due to the suictly artifactuai 

nature of the prcsent evidence for the proposed southern extension and the lack of evidence to the no&, 

the possibiii ty that the Badarian culture was limi ted to the Badari district must mnain a ~onsideration.~ 

Cemetery Evidence 

Thc cemeteries of this culture complex provide the earliest archaeological evidence for mortuary prac- 

tices involving the burial of animals in Egypt. The four principal sites from which this evidence derives 

are Badari, Mostagedda, Deir Tasa, and Matmar. al1 encompassed within the "core area*' of this culturt's 

presen tl y documented geographic distri bu tion. Despi te the in tersi te variation in the type of animal buri- 

als noted in the cemeteries at these sites, together they may be considered representative of Badarian 

mortuary practices. 

At Badari, only independent burials have been documented. Bos, sheeplgoats, and a h g ( ? )  werc 

buried in separate graves within the confines of human cemeteries. Two similar burials were noted 

at Deir Tasa At Matmar, no independent burials were reportai. The only animals documented, 
"gazclles(?)", were buried at the fcet of the humans whose graves they sharcd. The evidenct h m  

considered the northern portion of Upper Egypt 
S ~ i n i e r  & Kozlowski suggut the presencc of indicative Badarian sheds (in what they consider sccondPy position) in 

conjunction with hier ceramic maicriah at NaqodP culture seniernent sites south of the Bachi district u posslk cvidcncc 
of an eariier Badarian occupation of ihe ama (1994:134). Sec olso Hassan 1988: 153, for a brie€ m k w  of what he considen 
"mostly unconfinned" occumnces of Badarian ma- outside the mgion of Badari, including the Wdi Hommunnt ud Red 
Sea Coast However. bascd on the evidence of charactcristicaiiy Bad- Rippled W a  s h e d s  at a nurnbcr of vllly dîa 
(Armant and Naqada region), he suggests the p e n c e  of "local variants of the BodPiian". In fonbast, sce Holnw, 1988:83 
for a discussion of the absence of evidence for what she considen the characteristic Badarian Lithic indushy ouuidc the rrgion 
of Badari. 

%ee Tngger 198327-28- Tt has k n  suggested. moieover. based on the desert "spur" location of Badarian sceilcmnts. 
that the culture compkx may have cBsIeû "both gcographicaüy and cu l tudy  on the 6ringes of a more d d  h t y "  
that contemporineously occupkd the MUey flood plnin. The cvidence for the prrstnce of this "mom d d  rocirty" 
@resumably that of the fint devcbpmentai stage of the Nqada culhue) wouId now be archadogicaliy inrcusïbk dut to 
silt deposition mgger 1983:lO). For the sparsity of Naqaâa 1 remoins in the Badari districi. sec Ho- 1996 and H o b  k 
Friedman 1987, where the cvidence is interpreilcd as a k k  of Naqaâa cul- pnsence in thc ami. 



Mostagedda is less cleariy definai. Whilt a number of  animais tcntatively identifiai as gaztua and 

possibly a cat accompanied humans in their graves, the report of the only dog no& in the cemeteries 
in this vicinity leaves its statu as an independent bwïat in question. It may have originally bœn pan 

of a human interment, in w hich case the only independent animai burials documented for the Badarian 

culture wouId be those at Badari and Deir Tasa. (sec Appendices A and B) 

NAQADA CULTURE 

Cultural Sequence 

The various "aiien invasion" thtories formcrly proposcd as utplanations for thc changes in maicrial 

culture documented for the predynastic period in Upper Egypt are no longer popular (sec, cg., Trigger 

1983:2-3). It is now generally accepted, at l e s t  for the Naqada culture, that the observed continuities 

between the phases reflect a cultural evolution. Two main developmental stages have been proposai, 

while a third and final stage encompasses the transition between the pdynasticperiod and the nsc of the 

First Dynasty. Each of these thne stages has been divided into subphases, reflecting the dcvtlopmcntal 

continuity of the whole (Kaiser 1956, 1957; also Kantor 1992:7; Hassan 1988: 138; Needler 1984:23; 

for a breakdown of phases see Appendix 8). 

Whether the first developmental stage, Naqada I, was "collatcrally rclatcd" or  &rived h m  the 

Badarian culture remains an open question. It has been suggested that the two may have becn regionally 

circumscribed partially contemporacy parallel cultures? Excavation of a settlement site at Hernamich 

has established, however, that the Badarian was at least in part antecedent, if not ancestral, to the Naqada 

culture8 (Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928:73-79; Needler 1984:22). 

Geograp hic Distn bution 

Naqada 1 

The question of cultural sequence impacts the pmposed northem boundary of the first developmental 

stage of the Naqada culture. Despite the original identification of a number of sites in the Badari region 

attributed to this developmental stage, none reinvestigated in a tecent survey "yielded ceramics sug- 

'~ee Kaiser 1956:96.1985~:8 1-87 (rcording to his mliuxai sequeme, Naqada 1 dewloped out of the Tasian cultume). Set 
Holmes 1996. who suggests thnt the sparsity of Amnlian (Naqada 9 remains in the Badari district may support the lhcoy 
of regional circumscription and partial contempocaneity ( a h  Holmes k Friedman 1987). In contnut, Kantor clainu t h t  ihc 
similarities interprieted by Kaiser "as exchanges between contempofary cultures" suggest. =cher, a "genctic link" ud cites 
evidcnce for the posdbk p e n c e  of  the Bodorian as far south as HieRLonpoiis as orguing against the existence of " s c v d  
regional contcmponuy culwes" (196534. scc a h  Kantor 1992:8-9). 

%ee also Bninton 1929:460 d 1937:21 (Mostrgeddn: Arca 1800) for mention of graves &signatcd Ammtiui. which 
overiay a Badarian settkment sitt. NB: Most of the graves in ~nothcrof Brunton's "Amtian" cemeielics (h4atni.r 2600R700) 
have S D  ranges Chat p k e  thcm Mthin the Naqada lhb  pcriod ( 8 ~ n b n  1948:3/PIPtes VUI-m. 



gestive of an exclusively [Naqodo 0 oomponcnt? Although this apparent sparsity of rcmains has bsni 

interpreted as the absence of a Naqada 1 occupation of the area (Holmes 1996), the admittcdly lirnitcd 

cemetery evidcnce suggests the issue rermins to be ~ l a r i t i e d * ~  The distribution of caneraies clearly 

containing components of this &te demonstrates that, at the very least, the gtographic range of this 

developmental stage of the Naqada culture tncompassed the lcngth of the Nilc vailey h m  the vicinity 

of Abydos in the north to Hierakonpolis in the south. 

Further to the south, the northemmost Nubian A-Group site lay approximately tcn lrilomctcrs north 

of the First Cataract at Kubanich (south). Alihough the earlicst sccurely datablc graves in this urnctcry 

are contemporary with Naqada Ic-Ila, the Nubian occupation o f  the area rnay prtdatc this ptriod. It has 

been proposed that somt of the graves without dacabte Naqada culture mataial may belong to an initial 

phase of the first âeveloprnentai stage of the A-Group, predating the establishment of  matcrial culture 

exchange between the two groups (H.S. Smith 199 1 :98). Despite the apparent southern temtorial bord« 

at ~ ie r a l con~ io l i s .~~  Naqada cultural influence in the fom of idcas and imports was felt as for south as 

northern Lower ~ u b i a l *  (see, e.g., H.S. Smith 1991). 

Naqada II 

The second developrnental stage, Naqada 11, had a wider geographic distribution- The gap in settlcrnent 

and cemetery evidence mentioned above for the siretch of Nile valley in Middle Egypt, however, still ap- 

plies. In addition to the postulateci environmental considerations, another proposed possibility suggtsts 

the Yack of natural resources for centers of craft production" as a w o n  for the continuing absence of 

settlement in ihis area (Bard & Carnein, 1989:20). 

in Lower Egypt, cemetery sites such as Gerzeh, Harageh, and Abusir el-Meleq in the Nile valley 

9~ltfiough a level of the habitation site excavated at Hemamieh was originaiiy aariited to this devrlopmcntal stage. 
rccent test excavation on the peripheq of the settkment also indicates a lack of "clear<ut" stratigraphie hycn assignabk to 
this period (Holmes 1996: 186). 

lob te- of cemetery evidencc excavated by Brunton: at Matmof - cerneteries 2600/2700, 3OûM100,5100 ( B ~ n t o n  
1948:Plates VIII-X), of the ca. 302 q i s t c red  and unregistercd graves. ca. 18 rpgistpred graves w m  givcn SD mges limiîcd 
to Naqada 1 (30-38). with the possibie addition of another ca. 37 graves, if the cultural " d ~ s i o n "  betwetn "AmxatiPn" and 
"Gerzean" is accepred as Iying betwcen Kaiser's Stufm Ila and IIb (for the eady &tes of -me of the graves in these ccmcrrriei, 
see also Wilkinson 1996); at Mostagedda - cemeteries 160011700/1800/11700 (including area 200). U)(Y400/5200, 1200. 
10000 (Brunton 1937:Plates XXIX-XXXI), of the ca. 187 R g i s t m d  and uruegistmd graves. ca. 44 Iicgisteilbd graves wcir 
designated 'Amrotian", wiih the possibk addition of another ca. 16 graves for the masons just mentioncd (sec llso Wilkinson 
1996); for the area in the immediaie vicinity of Badari - cemeteries 3500,3600.3700,3800,3900.4600 (Brunton & Caton- 
Thornpson 1928:Plaks XXX-XXXILI), of the ca. 99 regisccrrd and u n r c g i s t d  grrvcs (not including bci bbd as ''hok" 
in the register), ca. 11 giaves fell within the ranges just mcntioned; a fear dditional graves of simil.r date wmc notcd in 
cerneterics 100 and 1500-1800 at Qau and HemunKh. The totais given for graves of this date am mugh estimates. 

LL~a i se r ' s  assumption conœxnjng thc culhiral unity of ihe Nik MLky, h m  Assuit to the Fint  Caiurt  ("eincrcinhtillichen 
Kulnuzone"). during the latn phases of Naqada 1 (Kaiser 1986:1070) scems b bc conepdicied by Lhc AGroup prrrenct at 
Kubanie h. 

12The graves in Cemeicry 17 at Khor Bahan containeci such a p r e d ~ ~ ~ n c e  of Naqada culture matcriil that thc siic wu 
originally thought to be a Naqada culhm colony (ASN 1 191k3 16; HS. Smith 1991:98). Howcwr, Naqda dlm nuterLl 
of this period has aiso k e n  found in M y  A-Gmup cemeteria to the south (HS. Smith 1991). 



near the entrance to the Fayum and north into the tastem Delta dong the former Pclusiac branch of the 

river a< Beni Amir and Minshat Abu 0mar13 have bocn identifid with the lakr phases of this stPge of 

the culture complex (Naqada ITC-~)'~ (Petrie 1912; Engclbrh 1923; Schacff 1926; k p c r  & Wildung 

1994; Abd el-Moneim 1996a; see von der Way 1993:83, Figure 21). In the north-central Delta, the sitc 

of Tell Fara'in, ancient Buto, exhibits a markcd change in materid culhue during this pcriod (Naqada 

Ud). Ceramic evidence from a habitation ama at this site IMS been interpreted as indicating an tclipsc of 

the indigenous Lowa Egyptian culture compla by the Upper Egyptian Naqada (von der Way 

199 1, 1992:34, 1993: 16/77-78). The lirnited excavation of several sites in the eastem Delta has also 

revded evidence for a similar altcration in material culture, albeit at a slightiy later point in timt. At Tell 

el-Jswid (south), two main phases of what is h g h t  to bc a "continwus occupation" exhibit a transition 

fmm the eariier Lower Egyptian material culture with afhities to bat  known from an eariy level at Buto 

(Iswid Phase A) to one of a distinctiy Upper Egyptian character (Iswid Phase B) datai to NaqadP 

(van den Brink 1989:58-59/79-80). An unintermpted occupation, again despite an apparently sirnila 

shift in material culture, has also been reported at Tell Ibrahim Awad for this transitional period (van den 

Brink 1988:77,1989:78). The svatigraphic evidence at TeU el-Farkha, however, has been interpreted as 

demonstrating a hiatus in habitation between the occupation Iayers associatexi with a Lower Egyptian 

culture complex similar to that known from the pretransitional phase at Buto and those of the Naqada 

culture apparently contemporary with Tell el-lswid niase B '' (Chlodnicki 199 1 :23,1992: 182- 183). 

The distribution of datable sites indicates a northward expansion of the Upper Egyptian Naqada 

culture during the second half of Naqada ii, at first as far as the cntrance to the Fayum and then on 

into the eastem and north-cenual Delta. The temporal and geographical progrcss of the expansion 

L3van den Brink suggests the Pelusiac branch may not have k e n  active during the thid miknnium BC due to what he 
considers a "settlement vacuum" dong uiat branch of the river during Lhis period (19!33:293-294). He p h  Beni AmS on the 
former Tanitic b m c h  conrra Baines k Malek who place it on a Ioop of the Pelusiac branch (sec maps 1980:18131). 

141Caiser dates the advent of the cemeteries at Geneh and Haragch to Naqada Uc, at  Minshat Abu Omar to N.q& Ud 1. and 
at Abusir el-Meleq b Naqada Ud2 (Kaiser 1987a:122). h p c r  k Wildung date the eorlicst phases of the Minshat Abu Oziur 
cemetery (MAO 1-Il) to Kaiser's Naqada ïïcdPetrie's SD 33-78 [sic]" (1994:XIV). Kaiser's assignment of the advent of ihc 
Minshat Abu Omar cernetery to Naqodp Ild 1 is based on his Rcvaluation of an &er publication of ihc Kroepcr & Wildung 
dating (sec Kroeper & Wildung 1985:92-94). He claims that ihe scant cenmic material cited for the Nsqodo Uc &ie a h  
occurs in Naqada Udl and prcfeff the later date based on the bulk of the ccramic eviôence (sec Kaiser 1987% particutrty 1% 
122). Hendn'cb offers a teniathe condation of Kroeper & Wildung's MAO "gioups" with his iicvision of Kaiser's dative 
chronology. dating the carüest, M A O  Io. to his Naqada UC-IID 1 and MAO Ib to his Naqada m) 1 (sec Hendriclor 1996:66, 
note 25). The advent of the cemctny rt  Beni Amir has b e n  dated to Naqada IIc based on Upper Egyptian cmmic purllcis 
also prcsent at the Lower Egyption culture complex si- of Buto - Schicht 11 a d  Teii el-Iswid (south) - Phase A (sec klow), 
and ihe Upper Egyptian culture compkx dic of Minshat Abu Omar - MAO 1 (Abd el-Moneim 1996b:259). 

'S~ccording to von der Way, ihc Iower bels of the "mnsi t iod  i a y d  (Schicht iïïa) at  Buto contain 95% Lowa Egyptiui 
ceramics; the upper levels of ihis iayer confain 10096 Upper EgyptiPn ccRmics Qting to Naqada IId (19929). 

16~l though van den Brink clairno r "continuous occupation" for the site, eiscwhae hc ststes that in one of the srmll 
soundings "a thin sand loyer, of naturd - though possibly of vy k d  - origin, ca. 2 c a  thick. is rrst.int on top of the 
last culturai laya bclonging to the t t e  chrlcolihic, ihus sepuoting it h m  uie imnudiakly sup«imposcâ Lym, c k d y  
dating from the R o t o M y  Dyiustic pcriod" (van den Brink l99256). 

L 7 ~ h l o d n i c ~  et al. takc for granicd ihc appmndy  contempomy sitc abandonrnentat Tell el-bwid (south), Lhc cvidcncc for 
which van den Brink seem to consider insignificant (sec prrceding note) (Chlodnicki 199 l:UR7,1!#%:182-I83). 



into the Delta cannot bc accuratcly trackcd, howevtr, until hirthtr excavation and publication providc 

more evidence for this transitional period at the sites mentioned abovc and those yct to bt investigatcd. 

Presently, the apparent synchronisrn betwecn thc Lower Egyptian materiai culturc of Buto Schicht 11 

and Iswid Phase A with the Upper Egyptian Nqada culture material evidenced by the contents of the 

Minshat Abu Omar graves of MAO 1-II and the apparent Naqada IIc prcscnce at Beni Amir lcavts the 

pattern of Naqada culture occupation of the Delta in question (set van den Brink 1989:78-79; von der 

Way 1993: 133, Figure 26). Based on the availablc evidenct, howcver, it would apptar thai prrviously 

unoccupied sites were first establishaî pnor to the culturai intcgration of those that fernaincd occupicd 

by the indigenous popu~ation.'~ 

In Upper Egypt, thc gcographic distribution of cemeteries containing componcnts of this date u- 

tends from Matmar in the north to Hierakonpolis in the south, now clearly encompassing the Badaci 

district. The development during this p e n d  of three centers of population can be dettcted basai on the 

size andor concentration of cemeteries in the vicinities of Abydos, Naqada, and Hierakonpolis. Elitc 

cemeteries at these three sites attributable to the later phases of this developmental stage also dernon- 

strate an on-going centralization of political power, the earlier emergence of which can be traced back, 

at least at Hierakonpolis and Abydos, to the late Nâqada 1 per id  (Wilkinson 1996:7 with rcferencfs; 

see ais0 Appendix C). 

To the south, Kubanieh remained the northernmost Nubian A-Gmup site. The A-Gmup prtsence 

apparently persisted at this site into the Naqada IIIa-b penod, with graves of the latest &te k i n g  ex- 

tremely rare (H.S. Smith 1991:94). At the First Cataract, however, smtigraphic evidence in the arca of 

the Satet temple on the island of Elephantine demonstrates the presence of a Naqada culturc sct t lem~nt '~ 

as earfy as the latest phases of this developmental stage of the culturc complex (Naqada IId). Ceramic 

evidence, although slight, suggests that the settlement may have been established as early as Naqada 

Ea/b (Lindemann 1988: 142). This settlement may be regarded as a Naqada culture enclave in what was 

basically Nubian A-Gmup t e r c i t ~ r ~ ~ ~  (Seidlmayer 1996: 1 1 1). 

Whether or not the Naqada culture developcd out of the Badarian is moot. The changes in matcriai 

cultun: were, in either case, accompanied by a shi ft in fùnerary practices. The custom of bwying animals 

'%is appeam to bc truc at kast for Geneh and Abusir el-Me@; qucstionabk evidence hm bcen citeü for a  Lower EgyptLn 
prcsence at Hamgeh and Minshat Abu Chnar (for a  rrview of the evidence. see Chapter 3. note 25). 

19~eidlmayer States: 'The essentiai p m f  that this eariy senlement is d y  the anccstor of the hia tom of Ekphantinc, 
not a Nubian viUpge supplnnted later by an Egyptian founâation. is p v i d o d  by the fact that ihe origin of rhe tcmpk of S e t  
is securely tieà to this contcxt" (19%:111). 

Z O ~ a i s e r ' s  suggestion that southeni Upper Egypt and no* Lowtr Nubu wcrc at this timc occupkd by a type of N.qdr 
colonial culture ("cine Art ruqdoidcr Koloniaihilhut') (Kaiser 1964:118/120), is in conflict with tht evidtncc for ihc dis- 
tincdy Nubian A-Group prrscnce in the area. "Coioniai  cul^" is h«ie understood to imply a NqdP (aibcit hybrid) crilm 
prcsence. 



in separate graves within the confines of human cemetcries was no longer observed. The unambiguous 

animal burials with mortuary associations documented for the two main &velopmcntal stages of the 

Naqada culture consist of entire uiimals buried in human graves?' 

The archaeological evidence indicam that the practice was lirnited prirnarily to the cemetmes of 

Upper Egypt. At Minshat Abu Omar, the only extensive cemetery cxcavatcd in the Delta in part as- 

sociaied with the Naqada culture prior to the final transitional phase leading to the risc of the Fust 

Dynasty, no animal burials were documented in the graves published to doGcU (Kmepa & Wildung 

1994). The small cemetery at Beni A m i r  also apparcntly has yielded no evidencc for animai burial 

(Abd el-Moneim 1996a). Only one  instance, that of a dog buried in a human grave, was documentcd for 

the cemetery at Harageh, and none wcrc notai at Gerzch. ï he  grave at Abusir el-Meleq, wturc a goat 

skull and several ceramic vcssels were the only contents, is unlike other animal buriais and probably 

should not be considered as such (see Appendix A). These five sites constitute the principal cemctcry 

evidence for the la= Naqada 11 northward expansion of the Upper Egyptian culture ~orn~lex.'~ 

In the cemeteries of Upper Egypt, the animal most often reporteci is generally and tentatively iden- 

tifiai as gazelle. These animals were usually buried at the feet of the humans whose graves thcy s h a d .  

At Matmar eight instances have k n  doçumented in graves ranging in date from Naqada 1 through 

Naqada IIcd, with one additional instance in a grave dated to Naqada EL Additional individual occur- 

rences have also been reportai at Mostagedda and Armant. ûnly at Naga el-Hai was what may have 

been a similar burial identified as a goat? The burial of dogs in human graves has bem documentcd at 

Matmar, Abadiych, Naga ed Dêr, Mahasna, and ~ a ~ a d a ~ ~  (sce Appendix B). 

Anomalies 

Independent animal burials have b a n  reponed at predynastic sites in Upper Egypt In one case the 

burials are cIearly unassociateci with mortuary practices, having been documented in the vicinity of the 

2 1 ~ h e  animal burials in the elitc cemctcy ai Hierakonpolis Locality 6, which have becn datcd to rhc Noqod. Ic-IT. pcnod. 
may have accornpanied human intmnents (see Chaptcr 7). 

=A total of 420 pre- and &y dynastie graves have been excavated; 261 of ihese have been atüibutcd to thc MAO 1-II range 
(MAO 1=255, MAO U=6) (Kmepcr l996:8 1); 1 14 graves were described in the publication of the cernetey. Of these 1 14.105 
were attributed to the MAO 1-iI range (Kroeper & WiMung l m ) .  An additionai 4 MAO 1 graves w n c  publishcd in r separate 
article (of the 5 MAO 1 p v c s  ckscriiùed in the &le. 1 had been previously included in the cemetery publication) (KiPepet 
1996). 152 Naqada II graves have yet to be published. 

=AS of 2992.36 paves h d  been excavaied. How many of them predate the Naqada W d y  dynastic pMod is not suted 
(Abd el-Moneim 1996a). 
"In addition to the cerneteries at Minshat Abu Omar and Bcni AmY, the Munich East-Dclta Expedition hu documentcd 

six pre- and d y  dynastic sites in the eastcm Dclia The pRsence of cemctcrics of the iater ''terminai predynutic" ( N e  
m> and eariy dynastic periods are rrporkd or suspectcd a aiI of thcm (Knytuiiak 1989). For the cemetcries rt these sic# t h t  
have been excavated, the exact nomber and date of îhe graves cannot be detcnnined due to iack of full pubkation (wc Bakr 
1988, 1994; Mosiafa 1988). Some of UICSC sites may possïbly date b ihe Naqada II pend (wldung 1984269). The only 
graves excavacd (as of 1990) in the p- and d y  dyiusiic k l s  at Teil ibmhim A w d  (Phucs 7-Sab) have becn &ted to rht 
Fmt and Second Dynasties (Phase Sa-b) ( v u  den Brink 1988:78#* 19925û-51). 

also Abydos, dthongh in this case the rrmains may not reprrsent an entire animal (sec Appendiu C). 
2%3vo instancej ut qmsen ted  only by the pmscnce of s k u h  in vey disturbtd graves. 



settlement rather than the cemctcry. In the othw, clarification of the truc naturc of rhc burials awaits 

future excavation. 

At Adaima, lwated approximately twcnty - fivc kilometers downrivtt h m  Hicrakonpolis, an cxtcn- 

sive predynastic settlement and associated cemctery have k n  partially cxcavatui. Ctramic evidcnct 

indicates the cemtery was in continuous use h m  Naqada Iç through Naqada ïIlb (Midant-Rcyncs 

l996a:239). For the portion of the settlemen t excavated to date, however, two principal periods of occu- 

pation have k n  detected. The first has been dated to late Naqada 1 through mid Naqada 11, the second 

to Naqada m. The separate burials of five dogs and a young pig interreci in lcather bags or rolled in 

mats are considenxi contemporary with the fint occupation period. At Least two of these buriais (dog 

and pig) had been "dug in virgin soil, apart from the other settlement remains"; the others wert buried 

in settlement debris (Midant-Reynes I996b:95,19%c: 14,1993:362/365). Two of the dog buriais wert 

specifically &ted to the Naqada II period based on the single ccramic vesse1 cach contained (Lcciant & 

Clerc 1996:3 14; Midant-Reynes, personal communication 1999). An interpretation of the implications 

of these burials must await their full publication. 

The report of an "animal cemetery" at Hierakon polis L o d i  ty 68, w hcre dog burials werc reportcd as 

associated with an "Earl y Predynastic componcnt" and cattle burials with a 'Trotodynastic componen t" 

(Hoffinan 1982a:60, H o f i a n  in B. Adams 1987: 196), was based on a surface survey. The area rcmains 

unexcavated and the presence of the presumed burials has never been verified (R. Friedman, personal 
communication 1998). Whether k a l i t y  68  was in fact an animai cemetery or  a human ccmetcry that 

included animal intennents obviously cannot be determined without excavation. Under the present 

circumstances, the site, as perhaps the only Naqada cultwe cemetery exclusively dedicated to animals, 

can be considered a potential anomaly in the pattern of animal burial documentcd clsewherc for this 

culture cornplex. 
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Chapter 3 

Lower Egypt 

NEOLITHIC 

Three principal culture complexes have been identifiai for the neolithic phase of the Lowcr Egyptian 

predynastic culturai sequence. Alrhough the relative chronology and cultural relationships between 

the three remain at points unresalved, a number of cultural ailinities have been notai  and a general 

sequence, supported at present by available calibrated radiocarbon dates, has becn established.' Each is 

considered a segment of the neolithic continuum out of which the Maadi-Buto culture cvolved. 

Fayum Neolithic A 

Fayum Naolithic A? generally considercd the earliest food-producing culture in the Nile valley: is 

primarily known from a number of habitation sites strung out dong  what would have b e n  at that tirne 

the north shore of the lake occupying the Fayum Depression. The sites consist of scattered hearths and 
-- 

l ~ h e  sequence presented below is not universaliy acceptai. Among ~ h e m ,  see Eiwanget 1984:16-17, whcrc he proposu 
Merimde phase 1 as d e r  than Fayum A and the chronologid chart in von der Way 1993:133, whem the acceptcd scquencc 
is Merimde I, Merirnde L[-IV = Onmi. Merirnde V = Fayurn A. 

2 ~ o z l o w s ~  & Ginter divide the Fayurn cultural seqwnce into ihree separate, apparentiy culhuaiiy discontinwus, phases. 
The second and thid, designard Neolithic (Early: Fayum A or  Fayudan and Late: Mocxian, oL.- Priedynastic), uc rppucntiy 
separated by a chmnologicol gap of at least one hundred y-. For the Mo&. bolanid and faunal f mains at  the p.iucntly 
documented sites suggest food-piioducing piayed a minor mie Obzlowski & Ginter 1989). Site FS-3 (s e  below) perhaps tan 
be atbïbuted io this culturai phase (Wenke k Brewer 1992). 
The d a  Fayurn B culturc, now tnmed Qamnian. is g e n d y  consideied epipaiaeolithic. as it predotes the r p p e a m œ  

of dornestic plants and mi& in the pir?o. The gap in occupation between the Qarunian and Fayum Ncoiithic A hu been 
estimated as up ta 1000 ycars (Wenke 1988). To date, only two human burials have been documcnfcd at s i tu  amiteci 
to the Qarunian culturc (Wenk 1983: site FS-2 and Hcnneberg 1989: site E29Gl). In the iarter case, the Quunim is 
dcsignated T d y  Neoliihic" based on an assumcd culturai ~ h t i o n s h i p  with what is believad to be a nedithic phuc of 
cultural developmcnt in ihc Watem Desert; Wenke et al., howevcr. feel that ihis cultumi rclntionship rrmains uncfuified 
(Wenke 198837). 

 or the prwent, caiiitcd t r d i i n  dates pubüshed by Hassan (1985) mppon thc chronologid priority of kyum A 
in reIation to Lhe sealement at Mctimde (conrra Eiwanger 1984:16-17). with a suggcsted timc span of CU. 5MO - 4000 BC for 
Fayum A (Early Fayum Neolithic). Kozlowski & Ginier rrpon a 'îemporai hmework of more ihon 900 d i n  y u n "  
for the Fayum A cultuit (1989: 163). 



occupation debris with no archacologically detcctable evidcnu for permanent shclttis. Faunal =mains 

indicatc a persisting relianu on hunting and fishing supplemented by the keeping of domestic species. 

The contents of a series of large mat-lined communal granary pits located on high ground adjoining one 

of the sites (Kom K) pmvidc midence for plant cultivation, suggesting an at lcast scmisedcntary way of 

iifeO4 No burials, human or animal, were found in oonjunction with any of the habitation sites associatcd 

with this culture cornplex (Caton-Thompson & Gardner 1934; Wenke 1988). 

A portion of an exceptionally large occupation area, created in part by settlernent dtift over a long pt- 

riod of timc? has bœn excavateci at Mcrimdc-Baisalâme, on the southwestern edge of the Defia Ihc 

settlement at this site is pmently considered that of the carlicst fully dentary  neolithic community in 

Egypt. Recent excavation has identified five phases of occupation, the earliest of which was separated 

from the subsequent phases by what is klieved to have been a possibly lengthy hiatus in habitation. 

The material culture of Phase 1 has no prcsently d o n i w n t e d  parallels elsewherc in ~gyptb (Eiwanga 

198459). whereas that of the last three phases (iU-v) exhibits affinhies with the Fayum A culture 

(Eiwanger 1992:74). The presently available calibrated radiocarbon dates indicate a partial contempo- 

raneity between the two. pndating the final phase at ~erirndc' (Hassan 1985). 

Only in the first occupation phase were buriais apparently placed in a clearly unoccupied area close 

to the settlcment. In tht later phases no designated cemetery was detectcd; burials appear to have 

been randomly situated near the oaupied area, dug into evlier setticment debris8 (Eiwanger 198459, 

1982:69-70). No animal burials werc reported from Merimde. 

4See Wetteistrom 1993:210and Wenke & Casini 1989:153 for two opinions on granaries. cultivation, and a sedentary way 
of lire. 

s ~ v a i l a b ~ e  dirated radiocarbon &tes pubiished by Hassan (1985) indicate a time span of 48ûû4lûû BC for occupation 
of the site, but an occupation of as much as 900 years preceding the Naqada 1 period of Uppet Egypt has becn suggcsted 
elsewhere (Hawass 1988:38). Matcrial contempocary with sites in the Maadi ama (see below) and later has Plso k e n  found at 
Merimde, but at present ttiere is no stratigraphically demonstrabie continuity between the cwo (probably duc to dedation; sec 
Eiwanger 1984:17, note 45). 

%omc Limited matenal cultuse continuity cirisls bttween Merimde Phases I and 11 (Eiwanger 198853). 
'~ee notes 1 and 3 above. CON- ffitor 19926. who feels that the "more developecP amibutes of the hier phase capmic 

material at Merimde suggest fhat Fayum A and Merimde may be consiàered "successive phases d u r  h n  contcmporary 
regionai vaiants" of the Lower EgyptiPn neolithic sequence. See a h  Kozlowsti & Ginter 1989:176 for a bie f  discussion of 
the contemporaneity and cultural irlntionship bctwecn the two. 

8 ~ o r  the deposi tion of buripls associPted with the fimt occupation phase, see Eiwanger 198459,1982:69-70. Stt Kemp 
1968 for an analysis b a d  on Junker's e d y  excavation reports, where he discussu the possibiüty of scttkrncnt dn[t 8nd its 
impact on the intcrpreiation of ihe location of the burials h m  îhe iater occupation phases (the eariïest phase aras onidcntified 
at that tirne). Kemp's ptnposai that ihc burials wcric p k d  in **arcas outsi& [the] i d t e  Living-sp.ce" (1%8:28) u 
apparcntly not universaiiy acknowkdged. For example, although Eiwanger accepts senlement drift u a partiai expliution 
for the complicaîed stmtigniphy at the site (19928; sec 1988: 12 for discussion of süatigniphic discontinuity of phucs). hc 
conhasts the buriai practices of the fimt phase to that of the Ltcr phases. swing that the dead (of the kter phases) w a e  
haphauvdly buricd w i h b  the serilement (198459). He does icknowbdgc, howcm, îhat the buriais w m  not obviowly 
associated with any specific structure (Eiwangcr 197955. note 45). Sec Dcbono k Momnsen 1990:75-76 for a compuWon of 
the Merimde and 0- senlement bariols and their acceptance of scttlement drift at Chnari as an expianation for the b a t i o n  
of burials in senlement debris at that site. See aise Secher 1992 for a brief revicw of these tituiai customs. 



Omari consists of a scatter of settlement and cemetery sites located in the vicinity of the Wadi Hof 

southeast of M d .  nit relative chronology of the various occupation artas has not btcn fully clarifiai. 

The various stttlemcnts have bctn interprctcd as rcprcscnting shifts in habitation by tht local population 

possibly due to changing ctimatic conditions, as well as, in one case (Areas F/Fa), the prcscnce of a dif- 

ferent possibly eariier or  later group of scttlers (Debono & Mortensen 1990:78). Tht lacgrnt scttlcment 

(Areas NB) is thought to rcprrsent an cxtcndcd period of occupation with lateral shifts of thc active 

habitation ama. Burials art scattercd througfiout the scttlemcnt. niese art thought to have bcm sicuatcd 

around the habitation a r a  and eventually spread across the site as the occupation shiftcd. No animai 

buriais were documentcd at Omari (Debono & Mortensen 1990:75-77). 

Although affinities have bcen noted between the pottecy of Omari and that of Mcrimdc Phases II- 

IV (Debono & Mortensen 1990:40), in its final phases Merimde exhibits a more dcvdoptd matcrial 

culture, rnaking it unlikely that Omari was a development of the Merimde uadition. Two options have 

been offered for the possible cultural and chronologicai relationship of the two: Omari may be regardcd 

as either "a local developmcnt from a culture related to that of Merimde" or  "roughly contemporaneous 

with Merimde &IV but Faving] a different origin and devclopment" @cbono & Mortensen 1990:80- 

81). Presurnably the first option does not rule out the possibility of contemporaneity. in either case, 

similarities in the ceramic material with that of nearby Maadi suggest Omari as a "direct predectssor" 

of that culture c o r n p l e ~ . ~  However, a chronological gap, est imatd at  "a few centuries", l aves  the 

cultural continuity between the two unresolved (Rizkana & Seeher 1987:64-65). 

MAADI-BUT0 CULTURE 

Geographic Distribution 

Arckaeological cvidence for this dis tinctly Lower Egyptian culturc complex has been documen ted at 

sites in the Delta, dong  the northern Nite valtey, and possibly in the Fayum. In contrast to the pcirnarily 

homogeneous nature of the Naqada culture of Upper the matcnal culture attcsted at these sites 

exhibits a more pronounced rcgional variability (Rizkana & Seeher 198758, 1989:80; von der Way 

1992: 1). Two localities, as the cultural designation attests, are presently considercd the typc-sitcs for 

this culture complex. 

At Buto, in the north-central Delta, the lowcr stratigraphie levels of  a habitation arcs, which prcdatc 

%I conaasf Debono & Mortensen do not consider OmPii an "obvious pwursor to the M d i  culturc'* (1990:81). 
l%is is not to dcny the regional variations documented for that cultwc complex, dthough Henâricla suggtsis t h t  "the 

uniformity of the gravcgcmb in the Naqada cemcicricr of Uppcf Egypt, ovcr a disiancc of n d y  400 km, is rrmmbbkn 
(1996:63). The use of p v e  g& u a gauge of regionai unifonnity, howevtr. has tuen contested. S e  Hcndricla 1!396:61-63 
for a discussion of regionai variability. including the statemcnt qwîed here and Wilkinson 1996:6-7 for a brkf mricar of the 
viuious opinions on this topic. See Holmes 1988 for a discussion of the @onai variation in Lithic industries. 



the transition in material culture discusstd in üic previous chaptcr, have becn identificd as tht original 

occupation of an indigenous population (von der Way 1992: 1). Similar culturai matcrial has also bten 

documented at two small senlement sites thr# kilometers to the southwest (Wunderlich 1989). In the 

eastern Delta, the ceramic material h m  the &y occupation levels at Tell el-kwid (south) and Tell 

el-Farkha exhibit an affinity to the prctransitional layer at Buto (Schicht (van &n Brink 198959; 

Chlodnicki 1991:27). On the southcm cdgc of the western Delta, at Merimdc-Benisalâmc, the contents 

of a small number of graves display strong similaritics with the matcrial culture known from sites in 

the Maadi area. At the time these graves were encavated, no contcmporary settlement site was d c ~ t c d  

(Badawi 1980:75). 

On the east bank of the Nile near tht apex of the Delta, excavation has mealcd portions of thnt 

cerneteries and a single settlement site. One umetery was associated with the settltmcnt at M d .  The 

contemporary settlemcnts associated with the cemeteries at Wadi Digla, one kilometer to the south, and 

Heliopolis. twenty kilometes to the no&, remain unlocatedl* (Rizkana & Seeher 1990; Dcbono & 

Mortensen 1988). Across the river, the presence of a cernetery, Lhought to have k e n  destroyed by Old 

Kingdom activity in the area, is suspected near the Giza pyramids. Therc, a number of ceramic vessels, 

which find close parallek with material known from the Maadi acea cemeteries, were discovercd during 

early excavation at the foot of the Great ~yramid- l~  Several similar vessels were uneanhed during Iatc 

nincteenth century constniction activities in the vicinity of the village of Giza. it has ôeen suggcstcd that 

these may have originated from a contemporary settlement site (Rizkana & Seeher 1987:61; Mortensen 

1985). Further evidence in the form of a more extensive corpus of similar ceramic material has mxntly 

corne to light during construction activities not far to the northwest of the proposeci original find-spot 

of the Giza village materiai, supporting the supposition of the presence of a setdernent in that vicinity 

(el-Sanussi Br Jones 1997). Ceramic evidence from an accidentally discovcced and subsequently unex- 

cavated cernetery at Tura and a panially excavatcd cemetery at es-Saff indicates that this (or a third) 

variant of the culture complex e x t e n u  for approximately fifty kilometers to the south dong the east 

bank of the Nik, almost as far as the entrance to the Fayum on the oppositc si& of the river.14 No 

contemporary settlement sites were âetected for either of these two cemetcries (Kaiser & Zaugg 1988; 

Habachi & Kaiser 1985; see also Rizkana & Seeher 1987:60-62). 

At Sedment, located on the west bank of the Nile muth of the entrance to the Fayum and approx- 

imately one hundred kilometers south of Maadi, one large and several smaller clusters of circular pits 

lThe pretransitionai k i s  at Teil ïbRhim Awad have yt t  to bc investigated or pubLished (van dcn Brink 1!#9254-55). 
120ccasional scam of sheds  and dditionai buriah confaining contempomy matcriai hrve betn rcporied during modem 

construction acîivities in the arcas tO the ~090) and southcast of the Wadi Digla a m e i a y  (clSanussi & Joncs 1997:îS2), 
suggesting a possible extension of the cemetmy and Lhe h t i o n  of the ~ i i l c m e n t  site. 

''~oubt has becn cast on this kat ion  as the original find-spot for this matcriai (clSanussi k Joncs 1997:252-253). 
14~ccording to Rizkana & Secher, the meoger materiai h m  esSaf€ (dong with îhat h m  Stdmcnt; sec foUowhg note) 

cxhibits "differences (despite o gcneral similarity) which h a n  a chamcter of ils own", suggesting a n o h  regional variant 
(1989:W). 



were documented during the excavation of ccmcteries at the sitc. Although many of the pits were tmpty, 

others containeci pottcry but no sketetal material. These pits havc been interprttcd as storagc caches for 

unrecognized settlement sites predaîing the graves in their vicinity. Ceramic parallcls havc k n  notcd 

for both Ornari and Maadi and a date during the "transitionai" phase betwccn the fluocesccncc of each 

has k e n  suggested for a Laver Egyptian occupation of the a n d 5  (WWiomg 1982). if ail the pits werc 

in fact storage caches, no contemporary graves wert noted. 

Reexcavaîion of a sitc (FS-3) ntar Qasr Qanui in the southwestern Fayum has apparcntly confimai 
lirnited cerûmic parallels originaily citcd for the Maadi variant of the Lower Egyptian culture c ~ m p l c x . ~ ~  

B a d  on radiocarbon measurements, however, the site has been dated much tarlicr than those in the 

Maadi area.17 Momver, in tenns of culturai classification, it has becn suggested that the site be wnsid- 

ered Late Fayum Nealilhic (Moerian) rarher than Early Reâynastic. l8 Faunai andysis reveais a smng 

reiiance on hunting and fishing. Along with the lack of evidence for permanent shelters, this suggests tht 

site may have been a seasonal encampment rather than a settled agriculturally based habitation (Wenke 

& Brewer 1992). No associateai burials were detected. 

Relative Cbmnology 

Datable ceramic parallels with Upper Egypt indicate that the sites in the Maadi area were, for the most 

part, contemporary with the later phases of Naqada 1 and the earlier phases of Naqada II. An intersite 

relative chronology established for the three cemeteries in the area proposes an apparent cessation of 

use for the Maadi settlement cemetery coinciding with the advent of the cernetery at Heliopolis. The 

first phase of the cemetery at Wadi Digla was contcmporary with the former, the second phase with the 

latter. l9 The Lower Egyptian presence at these sites appears to have tenninated, a< the very latest, during 

the early Naqada IIc period. The cemetcries at Merimde-Benisaiâme and es-Saff also fall within this 

time frame" (Rizkana & Seeher 1987:78.1 989:80-85,1990: 102- 103). 

"~izkana & Seeher suggest the Sedment material may repmsent another regioriai variant of ihe Lawer Egyptian culanie 
complex (1987:62-63, 1989:84. note 200). See Kaiser 1985~ and 1987b for discussions of Sedment (and what hc. in accord 
with Williams 1982. considm comparable mataial h m  Huageh). where he proposes a separaie "Middk Egyptiui" culnnt 
complex occupation of the ama. contemporary with "early(?)** Maadi (see a h  von der Way 1993:79). Sec otso I)cbono & 
Moitemen 1990.38 for a brief cornparison of the ceramic materiai at Sedment and Omaxi. 

16~izkana & Seeher consider the ccromic evidence inconclusive (1987:61). 
17wenke k Brewer estimate ca- 400 y- cariier (1992177). 
18see note 2 above. von der Way prefen a classification as "lowcr Egyptian chalcolithic". in olher wo&. Md-Buto 

cuIture (1993:12). 
'%is relative chronoiogy is baseci on the excavated (and dated) pom'ons of h e  Maadi setdement and di h c c  cemeraies. 

The Maadi settkmcnt d ccmetery wae only pahaily cxcavated (sec Rizkana k Sechw. m: ccmctery 1990-15, rr: settkmcnt 
1989:U; m e r  excavation lus  bcen underinlm in the senkment, s e  Caneva 1987,1989 and BUCronyi 1985). The Heliopolir 
cemetery was a h  only partidy excavated (se+ Debono k Mortensen 1988:lO). It is thought that a possibly krlpe portion of 
the western section of the Wadi Digia cemercy aras dcstmyed by modern rtivity in the arca (RUluiu & Socha lm29)- 
Evidence for f u r k r  Mils possibly associateci with I)K Wadi Digia cemctcy has becn nottd during modern consfmction 
activities (see note 12 above). 

20~lthough in ihc tu t  of the Prrick Hassan descni  Maaâi as a "settkmcnt foundcd in Lote ntdynastic (Nuph U- 
m> times" (1985:105). his chronologicai chari bascd on caiiimted radiocarbon dates indiates an o d p  with the end of 



The Lower Egyptian occupation layers at Buto (Schichten 1-JI), again basai on ccramic parallels, 

have been dated to Naqada ïIbd The earlitst level (Schicht I) is thought to bc contcmporary with the 

second phase of the cemctery at Wadi Digla, possibly starting as &y as tbc very end of Wadi Digla 

Phase 1. Unlike the sites in the Maadi arca, howevcr, the Lowcr Egyptian prestnce at Buto pcrsisted until 

Naqada ITd (Schicht II), toward the end of which ceramic evidence indicates a cornpletc transition to 

Upper Egyptian material culture (Schicht Ilh). Thc eariiest prtscntly attestcd occupation laytrs at Tell 

el-Iswid (Phase A ) ~ ~  and Tcii el-Far& (Phase I),= as mentioncd abovc, are consi&rcd mniemporay 

with Buto II and come to an end with (or, if abandonment is accepted for both sites, prior to) the 

replacement of the indigenous matcrial culture by o n t  of pwely Upper Egyptian ctianctcr datat to 

Naqada IIIU (von der Way 1993: 16- 18; van den Brink 198959; QiIodnicki l991:27, Thle  1,1992: 185, 

Table 1). 

The distribution of &table sites indicates an apparent abandonment of the northem Nilc valley by 

the Lower Egyptian culture complex during the early Naqada Ilc period. The northemmost Naqada 

culture sites for this period were established in the area near the entrance to the Fayum with a fcw 

possibly extending into rhe eastem Dclta." At present the= is no published evidence for a previou 

inâigenous presence at any of <hese Naqada culture si tes? in the Delta where ali  sites w m  apparenlly 

not abandoned, the indigenous culture ap~ears  to have been h l ly  assirnilated by the Uppcr Egyptim 

Naqada Vbeginning of Naqatda iI (1985:122. Figure 2). Kaiser had previously conciuded. based on artiîàctuai evickmw. chat 
these sites were at least in part contcmporary wiih NaqadaI continuing into the Naqada Ji p e n d  (Kaiser 1956:W-100); conmt, 
cg.. Trigger. who places it later. at  the end of Naqada Ji (sce chronologid table 1983:6). See Rizkana k &hcr 1987:20-23 
for a brief discussion of piwious opinions on the date of Maadi. 

According ta the intersite dative chronology estlbiïshed for the LhRe cemetaies: Maadi senlement cemekry = Wodi Digh 
Phase 1, Wadi Digla Phase LI = Heliopoiis cemetery (RizIcana & Seehcr 1990:97). Based on the admittcdly meagcrevidencc 
frorn the graves at Merimde-Benidilme and esSaff, Rizkana & Secher attri'buic the former to Wadi Digia P b  I and thc 
latter to Wadi Digk Phase LI (Rizkana & Seeher 1990: 10t). 

2 L ~ t r a t a  LW (van den Brink 198959) 
22"~hase r' used here is bascd on Chlodnicki 199127. Table 1 and 1992: 185. Table 1; contra Chlodnicki 1992:171, wheiic 

the "cariiest" occupation phases arc t e 4  " 3 4 .  
= ~ h e  iatest Lower EgyptiPn matcrial at Iswid is dated, as at Buto. to Naqada ITd (van den Brink 198959). The h l s t  

Lower Egyptian matenPl at Farkha is dated to Naqaâa Uc. Chlodnicti. contra van den Brink assumes a contemponuy siir 
abandonment at Iswid and d a t u  the i a m t  Lower Egyptian materhl at Iswid to Naqada Ec (Chlodnicki 1W1:27. Tabk 1). 
~t üuto, the cornpletc m s i t i o n  to Uppcr Egyptian mattrial is datcd to within the Naqada Ud pcnod (sec Chipter 2 noce 1S), 
in other words, prior to Naqada Ui, which is the eariiest date for the rcpiacement of Lower Egyptian with Uppcr EgyptLn 
material culture at Iswid and FprWÎ- 

''AS mentioned in he p&us chaptcr (see Chapw 2, note 14). thc NaqodP Uc date for Lhe advcnt of the ccmctay i t  
Minshat Abu Omar hm becn contcsttd by Kaiser. who d a t e s  it to Noqada Udl. Until the Beni Amir ccrpmic matmol is hlly 
published and evPluated the Naqada Uc date pmposed for hc advent of that cemetey llso rrmains in question. 

= m a t  is. exccpt possibly for Haragch, wherc a small number of  ccramic vessels ( h m  what were originalîy itportcd u 
graves but have since k e n  aitematiwly identified as cache-piu) have k e n  cornpared to matcrial h m  Madi. Sec Rizkuu 
& Seeher 1987:63 for a brief discussion of this material, whem they find the p a d k l s  kss than conclusive. At the cemctay 
site d Gerze h (dated Naqpdo Uc-Lld l n  pet Kaiser 19870: 1 19. note 3. 1990:289). alihough only 15 km souih of esSIn, no 
Lower Egyptian material wu &tccted (Seeher l!?!M):153). At the opposiic end of Lhc northcm gcogxaphic mge, r t  M i n s k  
Abu Omar. despite the change in buri.l customs observed betwecn the eadk  (MAO 1-ü) and hier (MAO iiï-IV) piuses of 
the cemetery, the materirl culture as dcmonstmlcd by the grave goods is consistcntly Uppcr Egyptian. Pa Kriocpcr, 'hot i 
single potsherd of h w e r  Egyptian type" w u  found (Krrxper 1992:144, 1987:82; sec llso van den BML 1989:ûO); contm 
Wilkinson, who States: "some of thc uriiest - and as yet unpubiished - paves i t  Minshat, which wac poor in gnve goods, 
apparently contained vesseb of the norrhem/Maadi rrpertone" (19965 citing a personal communication wiih KUhler). 



Naqada culture by the Naqada IïI paiod.26 No &tcctablc transition in cither indicative burial customs 

or grave contents has k n  noted within any of the Maadi-Buto culture cemeteries excavaicd to datt. 

Other than the cemeteries in the area of M d ,  very few gravcs have been arcavaîed ai sites associotcd 

with this culture complex. In the Delta, excavation has prirnady revealcd occupation laycrs of habitation 

areas. Only one contcmporary grave has been excavateâ at Buto (von der Way 1986: l%/Plate 29). 

In the small cemetcry at Mcrimdc-Benisalâmc only about fifwn presumed graves wcrc d e t c ~ t t d . ~  

For the Nile valley south of Maadi, the suspected cemetery at Tura was ncver investigated and the 

excavated portion of the ctmettry at es-Saff yieldd only cltvtn graves, possibly only tcn, as one locus 

apparcntiy containcd no skeletal matenal (Kaiser & Zaugg 1988; Habachi & Kaiser 1985; sec also 

Rizkana & Seeher 1987:60-62). Whethcr or not the mortuary pmctices involving the burial of anirnals 

documented at the th= Maadi arca cemetenes wert observai by the local poputation at these s i t a  

cannot be determined due to insuflîcient evidence. 

Table 3.1: Maadi (variant): hdepcndcnt Animal Buriais 
Cemeiery 1 Dog [ Goat 1 Human 

Heüopo lis 48 

The only recorded instances, consisting of individual independent burials of dogs and g ~ a t s ? ~  occur 

in the cemeteries at Maadi, Wadi Digla, and Hcliopolis. AI1 of the dogs, with the exception of the one 

at Wadi Digla. were buied without grave g~ods.~' The goats, in many cases. werc sccompanied by 

quanticies of ceramic vessels. Occasionally, traces of the matting or skins in which the animals had 

been wrapped were preserved. At Wadi Digla the body of one of the better preserved goats provides 

evidence for thc deliberate slaughter of these animals bcfoce burial. Evidcnce from Hcliopolis suggests 

similar treatment for the dogs. No burials of entire animais within human graves have bccn rcported at 

Z6~gain. as mentioncd in the ~II:WILY chopter for the northward expansion of the Naq&da culture. an accufate temporal d 
geographical p a m  for the assimiiation of the Lower Egypo'an cultuff complex awaits M e r  excavation and publication of 
the Delta sites. 

"~adawi published îhe contents of the 3 intact graves out of the 5 graves be mported (Badawi 1980). RitkPru & k h e r  
estirnate 15 as the possibk totd numberof graves bascd on "uni&" of pottery found in the a m  (1987:61, note 112,1990:97, 
note 94 citing a personai communication with Eiwanger). 

Z B ~ e c h n i d y ,  a fctw of Lhese mirnais rcrnain unidentified and two may be sheep. AU werc origirully rrpotted as gizeiks. 
The ones h m  W d  Digia werr a c W y  onginally "'oBciaiiy" identifieci as soch (Dcbono 1950:231.1952:635437; Moruiafh 
1953:213; Rizkana & Seehcr lrn.93). The ones 8t Hcliopolis, a b  origimüy idcntified as gpzcllcs, uic now usumed IO k 
goats based on tfre &d identification of the animals at W d i  Digk ( ~ c t  Appendix A) 

2%e grave goods attnited to the dog buriai at Wadi Digla appear to be in doubt (Rizkana k Sœhcr 199050; sce .Ise 
Appendix A). 



any of these sites (see Appendix A). 

Based on the intersite relative chronology estaôlishcd for these ccxnetcries, an cvolution of  mortuary 

practices involving the independent burial of anirnals has been proposcd Tht occurrences inCrcase 

from the single burial of a dog at Maadi, contemporary with the earlitr phase of thc ccmctcry at Wadi 

Digla to which no animai burials art attributeâ, to the later -val burials ai Wadi Digla (14 animals) 

and Heliopolis (1 1 anirnrls).= It shouid be noteci, howcver* that this proposed evolution is based on 
the lirnited excavated amas of the cemcteries at Maadi and Heliopolis and may not reflect the origind 

contents of the unexcavated portions of thesc two cemeteries. Nevcrtheless, thc practia apparcntly 

ceased with the abandonment of these cemeteries. No independent animal burials havc been documcnted 

in the presendy documented cemeteries attributable to the Naqada culture in Lower Egypt. 

30~oinciding with this proposed pattern of devzlopment is the occurrence of parîs of butchered animais in human paves. 
Nonc were documcnted at M d i ,  whik t h e  ocEumences cach havc been noted at Wadi Diglo (Phase II) d Heliopoüs. 
rcspectively. (RizLana & Sœher 1990:93; sec a h  Appendix D). 





Lower Nubia 



Chapter 4 

Lower Nubia 

A-GROUP 

Cultural Sequence 

Three main developmental stages have been pmposed for this Lower Nubian culture cornplex.' Each has 

k e n  dated basai on the presence of Naqada culture imports. The first developmental stage, designated 

Early A-Croup, was contemporary with phases Ic through IIa-c/d of the Naqada culture. It has betn 

proposed that an initial phatsc of this dcvelopmen ta1 stage predates the influx of Naqada culture mattrial 
(H.S. Smith 1991; see also SJE 1972:28). The following stage, Classic A-Group, corresponds to the 

early Naqaûa period. The final stage, Tenninal A-Group, encompasses the transition fmm the end 

of Naqada III on into the early First Dynasty. The first half of the First Dynasty has b a n  suggestcd as 

the termination &te of the A-Croup as an archaeologically identifiable population (SJE 1972:28-32; for 

qualification of this basic chronological format see Appendix A). 

Geographic Distribution 

Ccrnetery sites wntaining components definitely attributable to the various subphascs of the Early A- 

Group stage werc apparently limited to southern Uppcr Egypt and northem Inwer Nubia, extcnding 

from Kubanieh, appmximately tcn kitoreters north of the First Cataract, to the region of Dakka-Scyâia 

in the south, less than halfway between the First and Second Cataracts (SJE 1972:28). The tarlicst 

sccurcly &table graves associateci with this developmentai stage, contemporary with the Naqada Ic-IIa 

period, have been identifiai in cemetcries throughout lhis geographic range.' Components of 8 numbcr 

' ~ h e  terminology used herr is Nordstrtirn's; for its contspondence to Triggcr's, sec SJE 1972:28-29. 
2~l~hough the cearetery at Khor Bahan is often ciîed as conlnining the carikt daîabk A-Gmup graves (bascd on Rehncr'r 

original opinion ASN 1 191ûn:316), HS. Srnich's rrondysis of the artifrtuai evidence h m  a n u m k  of A-Gmup ccrnctuks 
has dcmonstrateü the priesence of p v c s  of this date (and pouibly eorlier) in cememies thmughout ihe geogrrphic range of 
the Eariy A-Gmup (1991); sec .Ise ik same mkie for a bricf argument in support of the possibly more erlitnsirc gcolrrphic 



of these cemeteries have also been attributed to the proposed initial pre-Naqada i m p r t  phase of the 

k l y  A-Group (H.S. Smith 1991). 

Despite the developing Naqada culture settlement at Elephantine, the b w e r  Nubian pmcnce ar 

Kubanieh apparently persisted into the following CIassic A-Croup stagc. Most of the lotcst securcly 

datable graves at that site were contempocary with tht Naqada IIia pcriod, with only a ftw datai to 

Naqada mb. Burials as latc as this date have a h  betn attestai at Skllal ,  adjacent to the F i t  rstarPFt 

(H.S. Smith 1991:94/98). niese two amctcry sites wcrc apparently no longer in use during the final 

phase of the Tenninal A-Group stage. To the south, howcver, sites associatcd with the second and third 

developmental stages have been documcnted throughout Lower Nubia as far as Melik en-Nasir, south 

of the Second Cataract (SJE 1972:29). 

Within the region encompassed by the later A-Group expansion to the south, thr# small ccmttcrics 

are noted for the large size of a number of the graves and the intimated nchncss of thc burials.' Two lay 

near Seyâla, the third just north of the Second Cataract at Qustul. in Cemetery 137 at Seyâla, at least 

one grave containing the remains of rich burial goods can be dated to Naqada iIIalmTaS. The other 

graves in this cemetery may pre- andior pst-date  this burial within a limitai time span. At Ctmctcry 

142 (Naga Wadi) just south of Seyâla, although the plunâered graves retained little Naqada matcrial, the 

majority of those for which the= arc data appear to range in date from Naqada ïIib through the cariy 

First Dynas ty. Cemetery L at Qustul, notable for the exceptionally large size of a number o f  the graves, 

appears to have encompasscd a time span contemporary with that of the two apparently successive di te  

cemeteries in the vicinity of Seyâla (H.S. Smith 1994, 1991:107-108). 

Cemetery Evidence 

Two sites located in northernmost Lower Nubia provide the majority of evidence for mortuary practices 

involving the burial of animais for this culture cornplex. Ten graves containing animals were docu- 

mcnted among an isolated cluster of human burials in Cemetery 7 at Shellal. Fifteen similar graves lay 

scattercd among human burials in Ccmetery 17 at Khor Bahan, only approximately nine kilometers to 

the south. 

Thesc animal burials contained no datable arti facts and none wcrc obviously associated with any 

specific human burial. Nevecheless, based on artifactuat evidence from the human graves among which 

these burials were scattered, they may be dated to the first developmental stagc of the A-Gmup, contem- 

porary, for the most part, with the second half of Naqada 1 and early Naqada At Shellal, one of the 

animal burials was cut by a hurnan grave, dcrnonstrating, in that case, the animal burial was the eariicr of 

the two. This human burial belongs to the group of graves in that cemetcry associated with the proposed 

distribution of he Early A-Gmup to the south. 
3 ~ o r  a discussion of oihcr cemetcria Mth graves of iarger than average aizt sec OLNE UI 1986:14. 
4 ~ e c  Appendix A: A G m q  for an expianation of the basis of this dating. 



initiai phase of the Eariy A- mup p.' The fact t h  the animai burial prtdates this cariy grave indicatis 

that the custom of burying animals within the confines of human cemetcrics was obscrved from the vcry 

start of the A-Gmup as an archaeologidy deuxtable culture cornplex. 

The majority of animal burials in thcse two cemetcries wtrc those of dogs. A totai of thirty-thrct 

dogs were documcnted as single, double, and multiple buriais in twcnty-one out of ihe combinai totai 

of twenty-five animai graves h m  boüi cemeteries. Evidencc, in the fonn of stomach contents, suggests 

that most of the twenty-one dogs buried at Bahan did not die natural deaths. At Shcllal, one of the Qgs 

was buried with a go& In both cemeteries, only four animal graves did not contain dogs; two werit 

individual burials of goats and two wert individual canle burials (stt Appendix A). Only one othcr 

independent Qg buriai hu kcn notcd in the prcsaitiy documentai A-Group ccmetuic~.~ At Risqaiia, 

l a s  than ten kilometers uprivcr from Bahan, a grave containhg the bodies of two dogs lay surroundcd 

by a cluster of Early A-Gmup human burials at the southem end of Cemetery 30. This double dog buriai 
was contemporary with a& least some of the animal burials at Bahan (see Appendix A). 

Five sheepfgoat burials similar to those attested at Shellal and Bahan were also documentcd in other 

A-Group cemeteries. Two individual independent burials have been noted in each of two cemetcries 

at Shem Nishei (Cemetery 44) and Gerf Husein South (Cemetery 79). and another single burial in 

Cemetery 41 at ~ e r i s '  (see Appendix A). Except for the sheep burial in Cemetery 41, which may k 

contemporary with early burials at Bahan, the others appear to be of a later date and can probably bc 

attributed to a very early phase of the Classic A-Group developrnentai stage. 

Cattle burials have also been documentcd in other A-Group cemeteries. Two of the four noteû in 

Cemetery 41 at Meris lay among an isolated cluster of human graves originally designatecl " ~ - ~ r o u p " . ~  

These burials, like the two at Bahan, may be attributed to an early phase of the first developmental stage 

of the A-Group, based on the suggested revised &te of the human graves in their vicinity. The second 

set of cattle burials lay near another p u p  of human graves of a later date.9 This set of burials appears 

to be contemporary with the individual burial of a cow at Kubanieh (south) to which they have b e n  

compared (see Appendix A). These cattle bwials, li ke those of the s heep/goats at Shem Nishei and Gerf 

Husein, can probably be attributed to an early phase of the Classic A-Group. 

Cattle and sheep/goat burials have also been documentai in two of the three elite Classiflcnninai 

A-Group cemeteries mentioned above. In Cemetcry 142 (Naga Wadi) near Seyâla, the thrcc shtepigoats 

5 ~ e e  H.S. Smith's rciuuûysis of the utifiactual evidence fiom the isolatcd cluster of graves at Sheüai under discussion 
hem, where he suggcsts that they may belong to thc initiai @re-Naqada import) phase of the fint dcvclopmcnîai stage of the 
A-Gmup (1991:94/101). 

status of the dog buriPl (144) in Cemery 79 rt G d  Husein South is  unbiguous (sec Appendix A). 
'One 4dditiOIIPi bCVi.l of  an unidtntificd "young m i d  in C c m c t y  44 mny .Ise bc dut of 8 shcqlgoat The otha 

sheep/goat brrripls documentcd in cemetcries with components of this pcriod arc of questionabk date (sec Appcndix A). 
8~chially, cxccpt for one of tht cow buriais, which lay a shon diswct  to thc north of the p i c h  of human grcrvcs, ncitha the 

grave coniaining ihc o k  cow nor that of a s h e q  (mcntioned above) appcar on the cemetty map- Thcir spahi rcbtionrhip 
as k i n g  "among" the human buriah is. thus, an assumption. 

%ere too, only one appcars on Lhe cemetey map, but the location of bolh is d c s c r i i  in the tcxt 



and one of the two "on" burials lay isolated at the southwestern end of the cemctcry, with the s k p  

burials forming a separate cluster at a short distance h m  that of the ox. Despite the fact that these 

burials were originally attributed to the '%- and C-Groups", it stcms likely that at lcast those of the 

sheeplgoats were contemporary with the one datable human grave in their immediatc vicinity and thus 

with the other Tenninal A-Gmup burials in this ametery.I0 The date of the ox burials, howevcr, is mora 

problematic. Although the location of only one is indicatcd on the cemctery map, both w t r t  described 

as occupying 'large pits". The exceptional sizt of the identifiable grave has lad to the suggestion that 

it was an intrusive burial (H.S. Smith 1994:376), thus calling into qucstion the date of both. As so 

Little information was providcd concerning the &rails of thtse burials, their contcmporancity with the 

Terminal A-Group use phase of this cemetety must remain in doubt (sec Appcndix A). 

Only cattle burials wert docuatnted in Canetery L at Qustul. ALthough eight wcrt rtported, oniy 

seven graves actually contained animal cemains. Based on their distribution they appear to be contem- 

porary with the later graves in this cemetery, ranging in date from the Classic through the Terminal 

A-Group period (see Appendix A). 

Table 4.1 : A-Gmup: Independcm 
cuitmai phase 1 cemetery I 

-- - 

1 "early Clnssic" Kubanieh (south) - 
A-Gmup Mcris 4I(Patch B) - 

Shern Nishei 44 - 

Gerf Husein 79 - 

Animai Burials by Cultufal Phase 
SheepliCoo10 1 CatiLa 1 (?) 1 Human Graves 

2 4 1 

? 

a) The counts in this tabk reflect total number of animals not number o f  graves ( s e  Appendix A). 

Most of the cemeteries fmm which these animal burials have been reporteci arc tocatcd north of Dakka, 

wcll within the presently documented geographic range of the first devetopmental stage of the A-Gmup 

culture cornplex. Although the distribution of conternporary cemetcry sites associateâ with the Eariy 

A-Group stage is generally beiievcd not to extend much hirther south, cemetcries associated with the 

two following stages do. And yet, no animal burials, other than those of cattle and skp/goats  in the 

two widely separated clite cemeteries, have becn documented in thc Classic and Terminal A-Group 

ccmeteries to the south. Whether this is an atchaeologically demonstrable cu1tura.L fact or tht rtsult of 

'%agm W d :  see cersmic evidencein grave 18 (ASN TV 1927:216). 



inadquate publication rempins in question." Howcva. if the suggcstcd chronologid and gtographical 

distributions of  the animal burials arc correct, then it would appcar that by the timt of the Ciassic A- 

Group expansion to the south, funerary practiçes incorporating the independent burial of  animais had 

altered in terms of the varitty of species involved and in the final phases of the culture had bccomc the 

prcrogative of  the highest strata of the southcm elite. 

'IC should be noted that in the southcm cemetcries excavatcd and pubfished by the ASN, animai bun.ls usociaied with 
the p a i d  undcr discusion hem apputntiy s u  ICI bc batcd as "empty gaves". Starting with C e m c t y  44 in the mgion of 
Dehrnif w h m  th- a n i d  buriais listed by G. Eliiot Smith in ASN 1 1910c:167 are iisted as L'empty" (2 burids) or not 
d e s c n i  at all(1 buriai) in the grave cotaiog for ihat cemctery in ASN 1 191k258, no other m i d  burW ~rr reportcd in A- 
Gmup cemeteries to the south, except for the two b&& Lsted under h e  M i n g  'Empty gtavcs" for Cemctcxy 79 in the G d  
Husein district (ASNU 1913x151) (sec Appendix A: AGroup: ShcmNihci: Cemctcry 44 and GafHrutin South: Cemetery 
79) and those of cattJe and shcep in ihe "etite" Cemety 142 (Naga Wadi) mpr SeyPlr. Whelhtt oiher animai buriab went 
unreported or simpIy did not occur mmains in question. Emey k Kiman's (1935) summnry publication of the ccrnmks 
surveyed and exuvated bctwccri Wodi esSebua and Adindan (rnost cemeteries are identifieci as to culturai d6iiation but not 
describeci) also ïeaws thc k k  of  animai burials in doubt On the other h d ,  no animai buriols w m  documcnted in any of 
the A-Gmup cemercries (cxcept for Qustul: Cemetcy L) excavated by the Univcnity of Chikago's W n u l  Institutc N u b h  
Expedition in the region tutueen Abu Simbel and Sudanese border (OINE IV 1989) or at S m  k t  (OïNE X 1993). nor wciic 
any reportai in the Sdinavian Joint Expedition's thomugh pubkation of the C h i c  and Terminai A-Gmup ccnuicnts in 
their concession (SE 1972). 





Chapter 5 

Independent Animal Burials 

CONTEXT 

The dl-encompassing character of an assumption such as "reverençe for a sacreû animal" as an expla- 

nation for the independent burial of animals in human cemeteries inherently precludes the possibility 

of differing intent for the burial of each of the species that occur. Once that assumption is questioncd, 

aftemative motivations may be given equal consideration. in order to evaluate al1 the possible interprt- 

tations for such burials, the role of each species and the nature of their burials musc be viewed within 

the contexts of the associated communities of the living and the dead. 

Ftrst, an attempt to reconstmct the faunal componcnt of the subsistence economy of each of the thrtc 

culture complexes with which such burials were associatcd should contribute to an understanding of the 

role of the various species in the economic life of the community. Next, an analysis of the mortuacy 

practices of each of these cultures should reveal the customary methods employed for signifying status 

differentiation and thus theoretically definc the characteristics of postrnortem reverential treatment of the 

prestigious dead. Finaily, a review of the available iconographie evidence may perhaps suggest which 

spccies, if any, were considered numinous by these pceliteratc cultures. A synthesis of thest scparatc 

avenues of investigation should firmly place the documented instances of independent animal burial in 

their original culturai contexts. Only then may the possible alternative motivations for these burials bc 

adequately assessed. 

S pecies Identification 

As the preceding review of the cemetery evidence reveals, the custom of independent animal burial has 

been documented in cemeteries associated with the Badarian, Maadi (variant), and A-Group culture 

cornplcxes of the predynastic period. Three gencra, Cunis, Ovis/Capm, and Bos, have been identifiai 

from these burials. The tentative nature of several of the original identifications necessitates the lcss 

than species-specific categories. 



Of the thme culture complexes, the identifications of the Badarian matcrial are the most inconclu- 

sive, in that in somt cases genw and in others spccies arc left in doubt. In fact, nonc of the faunal 

remains from the independent burials were positively idcntified, including the rwo submitmi for ex- 

pert examination (see Appendix A). The identifications for the A-Group burials arc also unconfirmcd 

if less indefinite. in all cases, the assumption, apparentiy on the part of the excavatocs, was that aii 

three attestai species were domestic (sec Appendix A). In contrast, the faunal material h m  the Maadi 

and Wadi Digla cemeteries of the Maadi culture has undergone thorough teexamination, hsulting in a 

conclusive revision of somc of the original identifications. Whaî were originaüy identifiexi as gazelles 

have now, for the most part, been identi fied as goais (Boessneck 1989: 120). This ricvised identification 

has prompted reevaluation of the identification of similar animals, also originaily idcntificd as ga&ics, 

buried at Heiiopolis (Rizkana & Seeher 1990:93). The original identification of the canids as domestic 

dogs was m n f i m e d  for the two buriais examined (Boessneck 1989: 101-103/120; see Appendix A). 

Table 5.1: Inde~endent Animal Burials 

a) One of these may not be an independent animal burial (Mostagedda). b, These 2 animais were tcntstively identified as e i h r  

Bos or goat ( B i r  Tasa). Six of these animais (Heliopoiis) onginally identified as gazelles. are assumcd to bt shcep/goats 

based on the revised identifications of uK animais at Wadi Digle Six "unidentifieci quodnipeds" (Wadi Digk) w a e  origindy 
identified as gazelies and are now beiieved to be sheep/goats. Thesc 35 dogs occuned as single, doubie. and multipie burials 

(including one instance of a dog and goat together) in a total of twenty-two graves (Shellal, Bahan, Risqalla). '1 'Ibo of these 
rnay be intrusive burials of a hter date (Naga Wadi). 

These identifications, inmnclusive or othcrwise, are al1 that are available. The present location 

of the Badarian and A-Group faunal material, if it was prescrved, is unknown. Allowing for the un- 

avoidablc difficulty in distinguishing between sheep and goat and assurning the doubtful identifications 

were not wild species,' the animals dwumented in independent burials were cattie, sheeplgoats, and 

dogs. The fact that these domcsticated forms have b e n  identified at Fayum Neolithic A sites and at 

Mcrimdc-Benisalâme may support the validity of this assumption (Fayum: Gautier 1987: 176, 1976; 

Wenke 1988:39-40; Merimde: von den Driesch & Boessneck 1985). In vwing  frequencics, al1 thme 

' ~ u e  to sirnilacities in skekuü s m t u r c ,  distinctions cannot be accmtdy made (particularly omong postcnnioi bones) 
between the wild or domesticated fomu of canids ( d o ~ a c k d )  and Bos as weU as betwecn closely rriated domcrticated q d e s  
such as sheep and goat wiîhout zoobgÎcai cvplaation. Even afim anaiysis, the distinction is not aiwiys pouibk @uricukrly 
in the last case. hence, the atcgoy "shecp/gocit"). See Rccd 1966; llso Reed 1960: (dog) 128-129, (shcep ud tort) 129- 
130, (cattle) 141-142, Re: the possibk identification of one of the Bos? buried at BodPri as r "cow bunrb" (S'enir?, 
Homioccrus?), sec R d  1960:142 for the possible prrscncc of buffdo in ihe prchistoric Nik *y; s e  dm S. Payne in 
Payne 1993260. 



species occur in burials assoçiated with both the Badarian and A-Group culturc complexes, only the last 

two in burials associated with the Maadi variant of the Lower Egyptian culture complcx. 

The question now rernains: What rolc did these animals play in the iifc of thtir rcspactivt communitits? 

Ideaily, in order to atttmpt to answer that question, the cvidenct for the faunal compontnt of tht subsis- 

tence economy of the stttitments asmiated with tach of the cemeteries in which the burials occurred 

should be investigated. In d i t y ,  that is not possible. Associatcd settienients wcrt rarely &tcctcû for 

specific cemeteries. Thus a more general review of the evidence for cach culture complex as a wholc is 

necessiuy. nie fact that the evidence for two of the thrtt culture complexes derives from sites confinui 

to relatively shon stretches of the river suggests that generalizations may be valid for at least the Badar- 

ian and Maadi (variant) cul tu ce^.^ The unequal gcographical and chronological distributions of one of 

the species doçurnented in A-Group animal burials may, however, indicate local variations or a shift in 

emphasis in faunal exploitation that may not be reflected in a generai reconstruction of this culture's 

subsistence economy. 

Accurately identifiexi faunal material from both seulement and cemctery sites is weU documented for 

only the Maadi (variant) culture complex. The majori ty of Badarian and A-Group faunai materiai derives 

fmm the cemeteries. However, indirect evidence in the form of cultural artifacts either manufachued 

from animal by-products or indicative of hunting rnay be usai to contribute to a reconstruction of a 

culture's subsistence economy. 

Badarian 

The rernains of most habitation sites identified as Badarian were scarcely more than thin layers of 

organic and ashy debns and scattets of pits, some of which were thought to have originally been used 

for grain storage. in one case, some of the organic macerial was identifid as goatdung."aunal materid 

was only rardy remvercd from the occupation dcbris, occasionaily in conjunction with cooking pots4 

'~adarian sites: ca. 10 km h m  Badari to Mostogeddo (for the rekvant cerne- sites) out of ca. 35 km for rhc cntirr 
Badari disüict; Maadi (variant) situ: Ca.  21 km h m  Wdi  Digia io Heliopolis. 

3~ostagedda Area 1800 (a continuation of Ares 11700/11800): how this detemination was mode u not staied (Brunion 
193721 and iiiustrated stmtigraphic section Phte LXXI-B). Only this case. of the instances of "animai dmppings" cited in 
Kny;taniak 1977:70 as cvidence for the keeping of "h& of goats" in enclosures in or close to the scttkmnh. is o w i c  
setuement debris identified u swh in the original pubkation ( B ~ n t o n  1937 :20-21iPïaîe LXXI-B). For KrzyturWs cired 
instances: Badari (sic, pmbably Mostagedda) Aiu 2200-3Sûû. Moslngcdda Arcas 1600-1 180 (su* pmbably 1180) see Bmn- 
ton 1937:lS-16/20-21; Arcas 1170Q/118ûûand l8ûûmolreupaportion ofihe kt. Organu maccrul idcntüiedu'Wtdungot 
some s d  animai" was a h  ieported in what might have baen setdernent debris in Aiu 5200 (Cemetcry 52003206: Brunton 
& Caton-Thompson t928:9). 

'No faunai remains WCIF icpor(ed by Caton-Thompson h m  the Badarian h b  of  thc sbatihed setticment site at 
Hernamieh (B~ntOn & Caton-Thompson 192834-76). The only h n d  m a W  reportcd frum che octtkmtnt sile mint Iilrtly 
associaied with thc two cemetnics ( 5 1 0  and 530QIS4ûû) in which fiw of the independent bririils (2 uttk.  2 shccp/go1u. 
1 dog) occurred was 'two s d  hom cores" (species unidentifid) and 'îhe mandibk of a s d  ruminant (gazelie 7)" (Bdui 



(Brunton 193758). Most of this material was simply identified as "animal bone(s)". O t k r  than the 

animal burials, the bulk of the faund remains derive h m  food (meat) offerings in graves. For the 

most part, these remains were described as those of a "small ruminant" or "immaturt animal", with 

"gazelle(?)" or "possibly a very young calf" occasionally ofiered as tentative spccies identifications 

(see Appendix D). A N ~ I ~  hides, some of which wcrc identifid as those of tithcr go- or gazelles, 

also occurred in the graves as garments and wrappings. Although admittedly rneager, this cvidence 

was the basis for the assumption that ''herds of oxen, sheep, and goau which we may suppose io have 

been domesticated" were kcpts (Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928:41: see a h  Reed 1966: 191-192, 

1960: 133/136/142). Fragrnentary mugh Stone w a b  on the high desert were thought to possibly have 

been the remains of cattle endosues (Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928:40). 

Based on the occurrenu of flint a m w  heads, hunting was assumed to have also played a part in the 

subsistence economy (&ken& Ucko 1965: 150; see also Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928:41). Oc- 

casional fin& of antelope horn, hippoptamus tusks, and crocodile plates (Bmnton & Caton-Thompson 

1928:34; Brunton 1948:6) may support this conclusion, assuming these animais were originaiiy pro- 

cured for their meat rathm than their extant by-products scavengedO6 The numemus "ivory" artif- 

in the graves, a portion of which must have been hi ppopotamus ivory, suggest at least some hunting of 

this species occuned However, only the bones tentatively identified as those of gazelles may represent 

wild species among the faunal remains fmm graves of this &te (see Appendix D). Much of the ma- 
tcrial derived from food (meat) offenngs, but four instances were of entire anirnals (sec Appendix B). 

These identifications, however, should be treated with extreme caution, especially in Light of the revised 

identifications of animals buried at Wadi ~ i ~ l a '  If the tentative identification as gazelle is correct, 

Area 5500: Bmnton & Caton-Thompson 1928:56) as weU as "hgments of animal bones" and a "goat's (?) hom" (Badari 
Ama 5200: Bmnton & Caton-Thompson 1928:9). 

5 ~ o r  the nature of seulement &bris: Bodvi (Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928:5-6), Mostngedda ( B ~ n t o n  1937:8-25), 
Matmar (l3runton 1948:4-7). For "animal bones" in senlement debris: Mostagedda Area 3300 (Brunton 1937:12), Arca 
100 (Brunton 1937:19; see a h  1937%). BdPn Area 5500 (Brunton k Caton-Thompoon 1928:6). For meat offeringo in 
graves: Mostagedda (Bmnton 1937:30-3 1/57-58), Matmu (Bmnton 1 9 8 :  1 1); sec llso Appendix D. For a n i d  stin gonncnts: 
Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928:40, Bmnton 1937:47, Brunton 1948:lO. 

%e, cg., Rizkana & Seeher 1989:70 for the suggestion h t  the hippopotamus bones found at the M d i  scttlcment site 
wcm probably scavenged. 

' ~ h e  fact Lhat the Wadi Digia animais were "officialiy" identihed as gazelks (Moustafa 1953) demonstnitts tht diaculty in 
dis tinguishing sheep/goat bones h m  "other. sirniMy-shed Bovidoc such as various gazelles and ontclopes" (Rd 1960: 130). 
The original identification of the Bad& animais as "gazeiles(?)" was neverconfinned. In rcfance to s i m i .  buiuls of the 
Naqada period, Brunton scates: 'The tcnn gazde is used for what was no doubt =me Land of s d  mtebpe. That they 
wcn: actuaiiy gazelies is most Likely; but one has been identified as a duiker" (198:22). The rrmains chat wtir identifid 
as a duiker (Cepiicrtophu sylviculirir), howcm, w m  not any of the whok u i i d  dcsignated "g.zctk(?)", bot t h o ~  oi 
a food offering (skull) h m  an unrcgistered Naqada ïiï period p v e  in the Mattnar 200 series ( B ~ n t o n  lWS:24R9). No 
zoological identifications werc mark for any of the entire animais found in the Badarian or Naqada 1-III period gnvcs or for 
most of the f a u d  matcd rcprcsenting food (rncat) offdngs. Sac "Tdcntifications" sections in: B ~ n t o n  & mion-'îhompson 
1928: Badarian:38 (only two of the animais in the indcpcndcnt burials arc discussed hm). Pdynastic:62a4. B m b n  1937: 
Tasian:33. BadanPnS8-59, Prcdynask91-92; and B ~ n t o n  1948: B8darian:ll. REdynuk23, Rotodynutic (Bmnton uscd 
chis terni for the d y  dynastie pciiod. but the graves rcferenced hem a n  bc &tcd to the Naqd. Uï pcriod):29 ( w b  the 
skuli h m  a food offering is identifieci as Chat of a duikcr). B~nton ' s  a m n t  iack of distinction betwccn g m k  and goau 
is demonstxated by his statcmcnt, in ccfmncc to the independent a n i d  burjais, that " g u t k  and oxen wciie somctimcs 



however, then the prtsenct of young animals might suggest somc limitai fonn of human managcIILMt 

of the specia rather than huntin8 (sec Chaptcr 6). The p t t s c n a  of shcll hooks and an abundance of 

fish bones as well as the occasional nirtle "plate" indicate an exploitation of aquatic murces (Brun- 

ton 1937:3W56,1948:11; Holmes 1996:187-188). h h q u e n t  fin& of artifacts identifid as ~ w s t i c k s  

(although they might have bcea castaneîs) and awls made of bUd bone suggest fowling was pncticcd9 

Although the limitations imposed by the sparst faunal maicrial am cxactrbated by the lack of accu- 

rate identification, what tvidena Uiere is d o w s  for several alternate interpretations. If the questionably 

identified independent animal burials arc assumed to be âomestic species and al1 othcf tentative idcnti- 

fications accepted as correct, then there is evidenct, aibeit slight, for the k p i n g  of htrds supplemtntcd 

by hunting and/or tht capturing and rcaring or attcmpted domestication of a wild spccics (sec Chap 

ter 6). In the case of the latter or if the gazelles ah assumed to be misidentifid shccp/goats. thcn rtrc 

evidcnce for stock-raising is strengthend and the evidence for hunting for the pcocuremcnt of mcat 

becornes extremely circumstantial. There was thus either a dependence on h l ly  dornesticated stock, or 

on fùlly and incipiently domesticated stock, or  a combination of herding supplemented by hunting. An 

assumption conceming the role of the dog, as either hunter's or  shepherd's cornpanion or possibly both, 

depends to some extent on which proposcd subsistence strategy is accepted as valid. 

Maaài (variant) 

in-dcpth analysis of the faunal remains from the settlement at Maadi has revealed the relative fkquency 

and therefore, theoreticaily, the relative economic importance of the various species documenteci at the 

site. Domesticated animals constitute by far the largest portion (approximately eighty-six percent) of the 

faunal assemblage, with wild species (not including birds and fish) accounting for less than three percent 

of the total. m i s  suggests ihe d e  of hunting was negligible.10 while indicating a reiiance on domat ic  

livcstock and to a substantiaily lcsser degree on fowling and aquatic resources (Boessneck 1989:121, 

Diagram 12; Bocssneck 1988:22, Diagram 2). In addition to fish bones, numemus shell fragments and 

bones of the soft-shelled hirtle and the shells of frcshwater molluscs provi& evidence of the range of 

exploitation of the latter (Rizkana & Seeher 1989:76; Bokonyi 1985:498). 

Six domesticateâ spccies, catde, sheep, goat, pig, ass, and dog, are well attestai in the settlernent ma- 

terial. Ki11 patterns demonstrate a mixed exploitation for most, with meat and hides (primary slaughtcr 

cemnonially buned in graves of theu own" (1929:465). Previously the animais w m  tcntntivcly idcntified u shecp/garîs - in 
one case. after expert examination as "pmbably a shctp" (Brunton k Caton-Thompson 1928:38; sec Appendix A). 

8~eed suggests that the tif l  pat ln i  endenceci by the prcdominance of subadult gazek bonu idcntified rt the setticment 
site at Toukh may iiefîect "an unknown type of hunting practicc or prcfixcncc, or p&aps..mn d y  expcfimcnt in domestication 
of gazeIlCs'' during the Gmern (Naqada II) period in Uppcr Egypt (1%6:192). 

îhniwsticlw: Bmnton & Clton-niompson 19283YPLtc XXIII; Brunton 193756/PI.k XXV. Bird bons awls: Bmnton 
& Caton-Thompson 1928:33; B ~ n t o n  1937:54. 

'%specially in light of the f.ct that much of that 3% rrpresents remPins of animais not originaiiy procwcd for Mi m u t  
(Rizkana & Secher 1989:76). 



products), miWcheese(?) (sccondnry produas)" and Iabor" k i n g  provideci in various combinations 

by the first five. Butchery marks on bones indicatc that in W t i o n  to its usual function as a beast of 

burden even the ass occasionally was consumed Becaust hunting was of no apparent importance, the 

role of the dog may have k n  relatai to animal husbandry. Theze is no evidence that dogs wtr t  tattn. 

Supplementaq faunal cvidcnce, in tcrms of food (meat) offerings, is limited to six graves in two out of 

the three cemeteries (sec Ap~cndix D). Only ont set of bones, the lcg of a newbom pig, was positively 

identified. (Rizlrana & Seeher 1989:76,1990:35; Botssntck 1989387- 125; Bokonyi 1985) 

Although the settlement sites associateâ with two of the thrcc cemeteries in the Maadi ama w a c  

never located, it may be safe to assume that the structure of the faunal component of the subsistcnce 

economy revealed by this analysis is indicative of the Maâdi (variant) culture cornplex as a whole. E;rh 
of the two species no& in thc in&pen&nt bwials is well attested in the scttlement &ai, from which 

their distinct roles in the Life of ihe community may be exuapolated. The shecp and goats provided milk, 

meat, and hides, while the dogs pehaps served the traditional dual function of shepherd's assistant and 

guardian of the flocks. 

Only a relatively limited number of A-Group habitation sites have been delected. Many rnay be archae- 

ologically inaccessible dut to silt accumulation (SIE 1972:23/29). Those investigatcd phdorninantly 

date to the later phases of the culture complex. They provided vcry Little faunal matcrial and much of i t 

remained unidentified (e.g., sce Meris, Debod, and Dakka, ASN 1 19 10a: l69/2 15-218; ASN III 19 lS:9). 

However, the identified material, although minimal, indicates the presence of cattle, goats and/or shecp 

(Bietak & Engelmayer 196325; see also SJE 1972: 19/23-24 and 158 for Site 340). Nevcrtheless, most 

of the direct evidence for domesticated species derives from the burials of cattle and sheep/goats in 

cemeteries attributable to al1 three dcvclopmental stages of the culture complex as well as those of dogs 

in cemeteries limited to the earlicst. Supplementary material in the form of the remains of food (meat) 

offerings was rare and only infrequently identifiai, in those instances, generally and tcntatively as the 

bones of young goats (set Appendix D). indirect evidence for the prescnce of cattle from the Classic 

A-Group pcriod on is provided by the use of cattle-dung temper in the ceramics. Although this is not 

considered &fini tive evidence of stock-raising during this period (SJE I972:24), i t seems a l o g i d  as- 

sumption that if dung btcame "an important raw material for the Nubian potters", a rcgularly availablc 

supply would be necessary. 

The cemeteries also provided examplcs of ad hoc tools of unaltered animal hom and ribs with 

sharpened ends that wert identified respectively as those of gazclle or  goat and "ox (?y. However, 

~ o o l  would pmbably not have bccn an important stxondary produci, as ihe specics of sheep docornenicd in Egypt rt this 
time had "hairy" rathcr t h  "wooly" coats (sec Zeuncr 1963: 180; but sec aise R d  1960: 137-138). 



most animal homs reportcd as grave goods wcrc not identifid as to species.12 Rcmains of  scwn 1- 

garments, caps, and bags and body wrappings of animal skins with and without hair o c c d  frtqucntly, 

particulariy in the earlier graves.13 The body wrappings werr of- repocted as Ukid-*' or Ug~aîskinw. 

However, the identifications offered for most of this matcriai wcrt clearly tentative, evcn whcn not statni 

to be so.14 None appear to have k e n  confinacd by toologicai or scientifif anaiysis. 

Although flint amnu and "lance" hcsds and copper and bone "harpoons" have bœn d o c u m c n t ~ i , ~ ~  

osteological remains of wild spccies were extremdy rare (SIE 1972:24). Thus the= i s  littie direct cvi- 

dence of hunting for the procuremen t of meat, such as the remains of butchercd parts of the usud gamt 

animals.I6 The by-products of large game usually owurred as elements of omamcnts o r  as finished 

goods, a partiai crocodile skuU k i n g  an cxsmplc of the infrcqucnt Ivory, ôoth ekphant 

and hippopotamus tusic, and animal bone wert raw niaterials used for the manufacturit of vcsscls, im- 

plements, and oniament~ .~~  b l y  was the source of the "ivory" specified. The evidencc cilcd most 

often for the local availabiiity of either source is iconographie, in that incised images of elephants occa- 

sionally appear on îhe pottery and a fnw figurines of hippopotami have betn found in graved9 (see Sn 

%ee. cg., She1ial:CemeLery 7 g m v a  253(aiso "bone spatuia wi& wom point (the end ofa shecp h%ia)*'), 263(11so "hom 
spatula"); Bahan:Cemetcy 17 grave 86; G d  Husein:Cemctexy 79 grive 137 (ASN I 1910o:4W42/126; ASN II 1912x143); 
for unidentifie. homs sec, e-g.. Bahan graves 68.78.84.88. (ASNI 1910o-123-126) 

"se.  cg.. SheM (ASN 1 191ûa:3342). Bahan (ASN 1 19lOa:115-137). MerisPatch L (ASN 1 191k211-215); aii Eady 
A-Gmup. 

' 4 ~ o r  the apparentiy arbitnuy naturc of the identification of animal sans. see Cemetery 89/50 gxave 647. wheit the kather 
is d e s c n i  as '%ne soFt Gazelle ieathcr" (ASN II 19 1- 192. Figure 169). 

LS~ee.  cg., Bahan:Ccmcicy 17 paves 5qflint lance head; although these appear to be similor to an objcct identifiai as a 
knife in NeedIer 1984:265-266 catnlog entry 160). 58(flint iance heods), 78(flint vrow heads) (ASN 1 19lûa:120-124; ASN 1 
19lOb:Piate 62/a3, b3. b9, b10. bl 1. b14, b16). Sioli:Cemetery 40 grave 14(copper harpoon). Shem Nishei:Cemcicy 45 p v c  
275(bone harpoon) (ASN I 19 lOa:236/767; ASN I 19 1Ob:Plate 66ib43). 

'%he faund material (including crncodik. g w k ,  a d  wild catik) ~ported as AGmup by Perkins (1965) was artnibutcd 
to the A b b  by NordscrSm (SE 197215-16124). The s d  assortment of fnigmentary mieri91 rrpockd in SIE 1972:129 
derived h m  3 chronologicalïy d i  sites only one of which wu A-Group. The pmvcnkncc of the individual picces 
identified (wiM or domestic ass, gazeik. and canid) was not stateû. The gazelle deriving h m  grave 22 in C c m l y  40 at Siaii 
(ASN 1 1910a:237) mentioncd by Nordstrtim (SE 197224 citing Hofmann 1%7) was only tcnintiwly identificd as a gnzck 
and was an intrusive burial possibly of much later date (sec Appendix A). In addition to citing Perkins' rrport, Hofmnnn 
(1967:118) also cites the bones of a gazelle h m  grave 2 in Cemetery 95. These. however, w m  PLO only tcntativtly identified 
as such (set ASN III 1915:42). 

cg.. Shellal:Ccmctey 7 grave 2Sqoshich feather omarnented kather cap); BahamCernetery 17 grave Sa("claws of 
a large carnivore1*. possibly uscd ommentaIly); Melardu1:Cemetery 50 grave 84(iargc canine keth pbccd for suspension); 
Gerf Hwein:Cemetery 79 gmvc 8 7 w  of a crocodile shiu). 88@ierccd carnivore tooth) (ASN 1 191Oa:W121î291; ASN 11 
19 t 2a: 137); sec a h  SIE 1972: 128, for osmich father fans. 

' 8 ~  sampk of instance, wodd includc: Vessels: cg., Bahan:Cemetey 17 graves 9.68, 83, Meris:Cemctcry 41 -vu 212, 
228, Gcrf Huscin:Cemetexy 79 p v e s  48. 122. 124; Spoons: cg.. Shc1iai:Cernetery 7 paves  222,266,268. Si.Li:Cemcîuy 
40 grave 15; Combs. Bangks, and W s :  cg., She1lnl:Cemetey 7 p w s  201.221,2U),î.33,234,253, BahanCemctcry 17 
graves 5.8,14,15,58.78.83.87. Risqalia:Cemetery 3 0 g ~ v e  34, Siali:Ccmctcry 40graves 17. 65, Meris:CcmeCcry41 pwca 
1 05, 238. Gerf Husein:Cemetey 79 p v e s  35.37, 65.130, 135. 168; Nccdks: cg.. She1iaI:Cemetcry 7 p v e s  2CE4222.250, 
BahamCemetery 17 p w  18. (ASN 1 1910a: SheU 3342, Bahan 115-137. Risqalia 191-194, Meris 208-215, Shii  234-241; 
ASN 11 191%: G d  Husein 127-151) 

'%or an incised image of an clcphant, sce. cg.. Bahan gmyc 66 (ASN 1 l9lCbi: 130-13 1) urd one h m  F u u  (Grifirhs 
1921:10/Phtc m>; one of these vcsseb is and both may be of Egyptian manufacttm; s œ  Bœssncck 198828 for sirnitr 
pictorial evidence cittd for the prrscnceof this specïcs in Upper Egypt; sec Necdler 1984357 for a "NN.qd.Iurly N.qd. ü" 
ceramic elephant figurine h m  HYrokonpolis and a discussion of instnnces of slightly Mer dcpictions of bis spccics; sec alsa 
Pehe 1920:lZ. For hippo figurines. se. cg., Siali:Cernctmy 40 grave 1 1 (ASN 1 191k235) d Qushil:Cemeîay L gnve 



1972:24). Proposcd favorable climatic conditions, bascd on petroglyphs depicting "savatma fauna" in 

the Eastern Desen and in part on gcological evidenct, have also becn off& in support of the argument 

for the presence of elephants as far north as Upper Egypt as late as the eariy dynastic period (Butzer 

1959: particulariy 68-73). Only for the hippopotamus, however, can thcrc be no doubt of its presencc, 

as osteological material documentcd at contcmporary sites far to  the north &monstrates the range of its 

habi tat.20 'Tortoise sheii" bracelets, mollusc shclls, the infrcquently noted tish bone, and the rara fish 

hook indicate the exploitation of aquatic ~CSOUCC~S~' (SIE 1972: lg/îl)24). 

In view of the sparsity of weli documented faunal rcmains from habitation sites, a mns tn ic t ion  of 

the hunting and herding aspects of the subsistenct tconomy is  dependent upon the limitcd direct and 

indirect evidenu from the œmctcrïes, For hunting, the evidcncc is entirely indirect, cxcept possibly 

for that crocodile skull mcntioned above. Howevcr, it would appear the= was a focus on rivcrinc fauna 

- fish, shell fish, turtles, and the hunting of hippopotamus, if for its ivory then also for its mat. No 

judgement can be made as to whether or  not the desert fringe was similady exploitai duc to the generd 

lack of evidence, consi&nng the small number of unconfirmeci identifications for species native to that 

habitat. As for herding, taking into account both the circumstantial evidence of the pottery and the cattlc 

and sheep/goat burials documented in even the earlicst cemeteries, it may be suggestcd that animal 

husbandry was practiced throughout the A-Group p e n d  Finally, in an cxtreme strctch of the mcagcr 

evidence, the double burial of a dog and a goat at Shellal (see Appendix A) pcrhaps demonstratcs a 

relationship between these two species that rnight suggest the primary role of the fonner in the econornic 

Life of the community. The available evidence is insufficient, however, to support an explianation for the 

absence of dog burials in cemeteries later than the Early A-Group. 

Based on the prernise that "the form and structure which characterizes the mortuary practices of any 

society are conditioned by the form and complexity of the otganizational characteristics of the soci- 

ety i tself' (Binford 197 1 :23), two analytical criteria are genecaily acknowledgcd as valid in the use of 

mortiraq data for the reconstruction of social organization - spatial distribution for the identification 

of "corporate group differentiation" (reflccting, e.g., social aflïliation and/or statu differentiation; set 

Goldstein 198157) and energy expendinire for "rank gtading". The former can be recognized in the 

patteming of presurnably rclated burials, the latter reflected in, among other factors, the elaboration 

-- 

~ 1 9 ( & E  m 1986:3144315. Figure 14ûb); for n hippo-shaped dish. soc Bh:Cemctery 17 gsve 64hcus 40 (ASN 1 
1910~129-130). 

2 0 ~ s  in the use of hippopotamus leg bones as "anvils" at Maadi (Rizkana k Seehcr 1989:68-70). The pruence of Lht 
hippopotamus in the Nik nlky in Egypt is of course iIso documenteci h m  much iatcr pcriods. 
2L~ortoise sheii imceku (wuming these arc tortoise sheii and not hom): cg., SheUol graves 237.254. Bahan graves 3 2  

48.63, Meris graves 208.217 (ASN 1 1910a:39/41/135-136/212-213). Bivaivc sheils: e.g.. B h  graves 66.68, Meris grave 
207 (ASN T l 9 l k  l23/13 1-132/212); Fish b o m  at the 'Archaic Camp" at Mens (ASN 1 1910P:2I5-218)- 



of grave construction and the nature of the grave goods (e.g., craftsmanship and cxoâc ocigin as weli 

as artiiacts in mataials not easily obtained or specifically rcaognizable as "statu symboIsnp) (T'nter 

1978: lW-l25/136). Both criteria are relevant to an attexnpt to understand the phenonmon of indcpcn- 

dent animal burial within the context of the cerneteries in which it occurred- 

Within this framework, the principlt chat "the forms, which differentiations in mortuary ritual taL;t, 

vary significantly with the dimensions of the social persona symbolized" (Binford 197I:23) is of pri- 

mary importance to the present investigation, as it is the basis for the hypothesis thaî charactcristics 

of reverential treatment may bt &fined by the customary methods of signifying status employed by 

each of the three culturc complexes with which the animal Surials were associated. nit application of 

the second criterion, energy expenditure, in an evaluation of the evidence should theorctically dtlineatt 

some of these customary methods of symboiizing status. As thert is little evidence for variation in or 

elaboration of grave type except for that observable in the later A-Group cemeteries, the only available 

evidence for estimating status differentiation in most cases is the  nature of the grave goods. 

The validity of the isolatd use of the quantity and quality of graves goods as an in&x of rank 

has been contested, however, as ethnographie evidence reveals that the postmortem quivalent to Living 

status is not dways signified in this manner (Tainter 1978: 12 1). For the Badarian and A-Group matcrial, 

this does not appear to be an issue, since the apparent inequality in the disrribution of goods is supportal, 

in a few instances, by the spatiai patterning of the graves. The sparsity of grave goods noted in burials of 

the Maadi (variant) culture, however, may negate the value of this form of evidence for detccting status 

differentiation. Here the application of the first critecion, spatial distribution, may facilitate an at least 

partial reconstniction of the social organization of the associated çommuni tics. 

An application of these two criteria is fmitful in analyzing, however, only those cemeteries that pm- 

vide a representative sample of a culnite's burial practices. Partially excavated cemetcries particularly 

invalidate the usefulness of both. Neither the spatial patteming of the graves nor the full range of grave 

types or the distribution of the quantity and qudi  ty of grave goods can be adequatcly assesscd, Heavii y 

plundered cemeteries or poor preservation primari ly affect an evaluation of the comparative distri bution 

of niaterid wealth (as evidenced by the grave goods), allowing at bcst tentative conclusions when oniy 

cemnants of the original grave contents remain. Nevertheless, although most of the relevant cemetcrics 

had bcen plundered and a small number only partially excavated, the evidence they pmvidc is suffScicnt 

for the purposes of the prescnt investigation. 

Badarian 

The results of an analysis of the distribution of the quantity and quality of grave goods with rcfemcc 

to the gender and age of the deceased and the size, condition, and spatial patteming of two hunb td  and 

=see. cg.. 1996:75 and Bard 1994: 100 for brkf arguments in favor of maahcads as sBtus ' ~ " .  



Figure 5.1: Cemeteries in the linmediate Vicinity of Badari (based on Brunton 1927:Platt VI9 

sixty-two Badarian graves in seven ccmctcries in the imrnediate vicinity of Badari suggest the existence 

of a two-tiered social system based on "'economically' distinct groups amongst whom social ranking 

developed as the result of corporate group çontrol over highly valued mutces" (Anderson 1992). ' h o  

of these seven cemetenes contained a large proportion of the wealthy graves included in the analysis 

and the five best-documented independent animal burials in the Matmar-Bad& mgionU (see Tabk S. 1 

and A p p d i x  A). 

These two cemetenes were si tuated on two of three adjacent desert spurs (see Figure 5.1). Ceme- 

tery 5 100, located close to the cliffs on the southemmost spu, lay appmximately 400 meters south of 

Cemetery 5300/5400, located two spurs to the north. The original extent of t h e  former was beiieved 

possibly to have extended north into Areas 5600 and 5200 where mostly poor or plundered Badarian 
burials were disturbed by much later reuse of these areas. A settlement site lay on the middle spur, 

apparen tl y centenxi in Area 5500 and possibly extending east toward the cli ffs into Area 5200 and norih 

onto the tip of the spur occupied by Cemetery 5300/540 (Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928:4-6/9/13). 

Each of the two cemeteries exhibited distinct clusters of burials in terms of the placement of the graves 

and, in one, an unequai distribution of both the quantity and quality of grave goods and the genders of 

the deceased. 

in Cemetery 5300/54ûû, the most notable aspect was the  division of the cemetery dong a no&-south 

axis into two distinct sectorsf4 Here the primacy distinguishing characteristic was the sharp contrast in 

''The out of the (possibly) cight independent a n i d  buriah in ihis region cannot be aâequatcly enluaicd in ihe conixt 
of the cemeteries in which they occumul, as insufficicnt information was priovided in icmu of the original contents 8nd sp8ti.I 
distribution of the 2 at Deir Tasa and OK 1 at Mostagedda (sec Appendix A). 

24The foiiowing estimatcd number of gnves per sector is bascd on the published cemetcry map; M dâitianaî Ca. 17 
registered graves do not appcar on the map. Although the location of these 17 g n v a  cannot be detennined. ihei phcement. 



the nature of the burials in each sector. nie western consisteci of approximattly thirty-cight undisturbcd 

graves, the majority of which contained the burials of males ranging in age h m  "young" to "vcry oldw. 

Only a small number of the burials wcrc of infants or chilben too young to &termine gcndec and onc 

burial was questionably identifiai as that of a fernale. Very few of the graves containcd anything more 
than a single ceramic vtssel. Many containcd no grave goods at dl. nie castern sector a b  consistai of 

appmximately thirty-eight graves, most of which were k v i l y  plunderd burials. Although the bodies 

in many of these disturbed graves wert cither fragmentary or missing cumpletely, an adcquatt numbcr 

were sufficiently prcserveû to demonstrate that this portion of the cemetery had containcd the burials of 

males and females of aii ages, including at least one infant. The grave goods that remainui, both whole 

and fragmentacyT indicate buriais originally provided with a widc array of lwury items, including slate 

palettes, ivory ornaments, implcments and vessels, and beads of sheil, agate, camelian, alabaster and 

glazed steatite. None of Lhese items, except for a few beads, occurred in any of the undisaubed graves 

in the western sector. The W e s  in both sectors were generally wrapped in matting andor skins (sec 

Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928: IO- l3/Plates VI-VU). Only rately was cloth reported in this context, 

but i ts presence in graves in other cemeteries suggests it was not necessarily uncornmon, just g e n d y  

poorly preserved. It was noted, moreover, that cloth was "not confined to the bettcr-class intecments" 

(Bninton & Caton-Thompson 1928: 19; Brunton 1937:47; Brunton 1948: 10). 

In Cemetery 5 100, the spatial distribution of the graves forrned three clusters, conforming, for the 

most part, to the naturai configuration of the terrain. The majority of burials in al1 threc sectors of 

this cemetery resembled those of the richer sector of Cemetery 5300/5400 in bat  they wcre heavily 

plundered, with some graves retaining only fragmentary or no human remains and most merely the 

remnants of the originally rich burial goods. Only a total of four graves, three of which were those of 

children and al1 of which contained few or no burial goods, were undisturbed. There was no clearly 

discernible distinction by sector in terms of wealth or gende. At most, if the possession of ivory 

ornaments, implements, and vesscls is acceptai as an index of wealth, then, bascd on the relatively 

more frcqutnt pr ts tnu of the fragmcntary rcmains of such items, the occupants of the grava in tht 

southwestern sector of this cemetcry may have becn comparativdy mort wealthy than thosc of the 

other two. Body wrapping in aii sectors was similar to that in Cemetery 530015400 (Brunton & Caton- 

Thompson 1928:6-9tPlates V-VT). 

Animal b d s  

in Cemetery 5300/5400, four indepcndcnt animal burials were clustered on the northern edge of the 

cas tem sector of the cernctery, where i t abutted the western sector of poorer graves. W o  of these burials 

wherevcr that may have bocn. must have codormcd to the basic division of  the cemctcry. which was originaliy notcd ud 
d e s m i  by Brunton (Bninton k Caton-Thompson lm:lOEO)). One p v e  (5404) appcoring on the mnp (in cht uiW 
sector) is not Lisctd in the rcgisccr or mentioncd in ihe tut; it is not included in the count 



were of cattle (5422, 5434) and two were of sheep/goats (5423, 5424). One animal burial, that of a 
dog (5 1 13), lay in an arc of human graves on the eastcm edge of the southeastcm StCtor of Cemctcry 

5 1 0  (see Appendix E, Figures E. 1 and E.2). No grave goods, other than tracts of matting and, in one 

case, cloth with which the animals werit covercû, were noted in any of the burials (sec Appcndix A). 

These wrappings are the lowest cornmon denominator in tcrms of ''grave goods" in any of the burials 

and the only commonality shared by the animal M a l s  with the human burials in c i tkr  cemctery. In 

fact, although the spatial distributionof the animal burials places thcm in the sphere of the richer burials, 
their contents do not differentiate them from tk poomt. 

Maadi (variant) 

Any attempt to analyze the spatial patterning and comparative weaith of the burials in two of the thr# 

cerneteries in the vicinity of Maadi is hinded by the relatively small portions cxcavated of the Maadi 

setuement cemetery and that at Heliopolis (see Rizkana & Seeher 1990:15; Debono & Mortensen 

l988:g- 10). This situation is compounded at Heliopolis by the disturbed condition of the excavated 

portion of the cemetery and the lack of information conceming the extent of the sondages made in 

scarch of further burials within the area encompasseci by tht publishcd cemetery map. The number and 

location of buriais that may have bcen desmyed or remained undetectcd wi thin that arca cannot be tsti- 

mated. Only at the extensively excavated cemetery at Wadi Digla, which prescrits a mort rcprcscntative 

sample of contemporary burial practices, can the distribution of burial goods and the chronologicai and 

spatial patteming of the burials be odequateiy asse~sed.~ 

The suggested two-phase chronological development of the cemetery at Wadi Digla reflects uninter- 

rupted use over an extended period of time. To some cxtent, this development conforms to the nahuai 

configuration of the terrain, with the earlier graves centered, for the most part, in the southeasteni sector 

of the cemetery on the highcr portion of the spur and the later graves lying to the West and extending 

to the northeast dong the slope. Scatters of graves attributed to the earlier chronological phase do, 

however, occupy portions of the slope. Despite the fact that more than half the burials in the cemetery 

have not been attributed to either phase due to the lack of distinctive grave goods or other distinguish- 

ing char acte ris tic^^^ the possibility of cIusters of related graves ("e.g., family burial plots") has been 

=TWO sections of uiis nmerny w m  excavated: the "westeni giioup", cncompassing îhe majority of the buriais, and the 
"eastem group", a stnaii group of graves isolated bai the main portion of the cemetcry by modern road building activities. 
This group of gnves hy adjacent to the norihcastern portion of the '‘western gmup". ( ~ e c  Appcndix E, Figures E5-E.9) 

26The seriation (based on a correspondence andysis) of types of grave goods and other distinpishing chPrPcteristics is. 
for the most Parr, consistently a p p W  in the attribution to phase of the co. 165 &ted paves, Most oftcn combinations of 
characteristics appear to have btcn the deternining factors in attriition to phase and conflicb in characteristics quite oftcn 
the apparent Rason for no a ü r i i h n  to phase Howem, th- am instances whcrc it is not clculy discanibk why, for 
example a) graves with c d n  churcm3stics (üreguiar body oricnution - u o p p o d  to right sidt. hud south - ud chunks 
of limestone) w m  &te. (e.g.. 149,158) when anoiher with thc s8mc chuacteristics was not (cg., 150)- b) graves contùning 
both early and iarc phase "jar types" (cg.. 67.266.328) wem aüriitcd to Phose I when it would secm more rppii,pri.tc to &te 
h e m  to Phase II (sec Rizkana k Seehcf l99O:36/4343/49/53/66- Figures 13.14). Scc R i z h a  k Seeher 195Uk99-100 for @ 



offered as a teniativc txplanation for thac apparmtly isolaîed scattcrs of carly-phase graves (sec bclow) 

(Rizkana & Seekr 1990365/69/70, Figure 17). Howt~ts, the contrast k t w œ n  the apparcntly random 

distribution of some burials and the apparendy otdedy distribution of ohers in conjunction with the oc- 

currence of graves aitributai to the later phase among tht main m a s  of carlicr burials dtmonsrratts chat 
the cemetery's &vtlopmcnt was morr complcx than a suggestion of family burial plots or topgraphical 
expansion irnplies. 

As just mentioneû, a chronological distinction among the various types of grave goods has k n  

noted within the cemetery at Wadi Digla. The suggested intersite relative chronology is based, in part, 

on the occurrence of these grave goods in the two other cemeteries in the vicinity of Maadi. Alttiough 

the distribution of arnmic grave goodr sugggcs a diachronie dcvelopment of i ~ e g i n g  quuitityn 

(Rizkana & Seeher 1990:98), a ccvicw of the distribution of al1 grave goods in the thrtt cemetcrics 

reveals no correspondence bttween quality and quantity as distinguishing factors among the burials 

wbatever their chronologicai attribution. 

Burial goods that might be considered "luxury" items were of limited varicty and cxtrcmdy me, 

occurring in only approximately two percent of all the graves? The sparsity of luxury goods in the 

cemeteries can be contrasted with their presence in the Maadi setuement, where the remains of items 

such as importeci pottery (and local imitations) and Stone vessels are well-attested. The most fiequent 

grave good was cornmon pottery, similar to the locally produced wares known from the settlement at 

Maadi, much of which showed clear traces of previous use. Although this suggests the original contents 

were more important than the vessels themselves, the pottery was al1 that remained (Rizkana & Scehu 
1990:26-27/76f78/89/99). Despite its frequency, however, the majonty of human buriais proviâed with 

pottery contained only a single vessel; substantially fewer contained two, three, or four vessels; onîy 

a small number contained five or more, the latter quantities occurring in a combined total of only five 

percent of d l  the graves containing pottery.29/" 

surnmay of c h i e r i s t i c s  considcd indicative of each phase The correiation of ~Eiribution to phase a d  grave number wu 
obtained by a comparison of Ritkpru k Seeher 1990:70, Figure 17 (which plois a dismibution of dotcd graves on 8 cemcrcryl 
map where the grave numbcn am not indicated) and Rizkana k Soeher 1990:Figure 11  (the cemetcy m p  whcxe the p v a  
are numbered). 

validity of this deveiopment must be qdfied. sornewhaî, by the dispariiy in the excavated extents of the cemetcries 
compared. 
2Sca. 11 graves containcd comparatively exceptional items, occasiody in conjunction with pottey: W d  m: picrced 

sheii and/or bcaded ornaments (graves 75, 257. 300.43û), Stone vesse1 (grave 102). i voy  comb (grave 66). rkmbic skte 
palette (grave 259) (Rizkana & Secher 1990); Hclbpdir: piexceci sheii ornament (gmc 65). stonc vcssels (graves 10. 61). 
coppcr ornament(?) ami tocil(?) (grave 34) (lhbono k Mortensen 1988). 

2 g ~ u t  of the combinai total of ca. 265 graves (in di rhree cemetcries) containing potmy. 6096 (160 gnm) containcd 
1 vessel, 17% (45 &RYCS) contained 2 vesscis, 11% (29 QRWS) contained 3 vesseis, 7% (18 gxaves) contained 4 wsscb. 2% 
(5 gxaves) contpined 5 vuscls. The combined totai nurnber o f  graves containing 6 vusels (2). 7 vcucb ( 3 ,  8 nsuls (1). 
9 vesseis (1). and 10 vesscis (1) make up only 3% of dl the graves containhg porty.  

30~izkpna k Secher ptDVjdC a chart (1990:76. Figure 22) Listing the 'humber of pVrJ/numkr of vtsseb pcr pnn" for 
the cemeteries at Wadi DigL (westtm and c o s m  p u p s )  d Usdi. A cornpuison of the n u m k n  ciicd in the chut uid 
those obtained h m  a rrviear of ihc pave catalogs rrvrrls d discrcpuicics. The f o m t  for ihe folioring lis@ is: n u m k  
of graves(n&r of vesseLrpr gmve). M..dl: Gmve atnlog: for the 70  h u m  gnves (out of 77 dtJcnbed, including 1 



Nevertheles, more than half the human burials contained no potttry. Occasionally these accramic 

burials were accompanicd by a simple flint tool, mollusc shcll, or piece of m i n c d  ore intendcd as 

cosmetic pigment More often they containcd no dettctable grave goods at all?' On the ocha han& a 

few of these graves contained the most notable of the non-ceramic grave goods. One accramic burial 

contained an ornament of pierccd Red Sea shells. cach of two ochas a single smne ~ * r x l . ~ ~  The only 

other complete stone vesse1 noted in any of the thrœ cemeteries derivd from a grave containing only 

two ceramic jars.33 

As the example just mcntioned demonstratcs, for thc graves containing pottery, it was not always 

the ones with the greater number of vessels that also contained the rare exceptionai item. A burial 

containing only one uramic vesse1 was =mpanicd by a necklace eonsisting of th* Red Set ~ h e l l s . ~  

Two similar burials were cach also accompanicd by a bcaded omamcnt, whilt anottier contained a slatc 

palette.-'s Another b a d d  ornament and the only ivory comb noted derivai respectively h m  two burials 

cach containing only four ceramic vcssels." 

Rarely did graves provideci with a large number of ceramic vessels contain anything other than the 

pottery and ruer  still werc the instances where the additional objects could be consiâered exceptional. 

Generally they were no different than those found in graves with little or no pottery - a simple flint 

questionable grave) for which th= were data concerning the onginai contents of the buriPI. 46 contained no cerauüc vesse& 
(including graves containing only sheds). 23(1), l(2); (Rbkma & S e e k r  1990:18-22). The n u m h  iisicd in the Chari 
(based on 76 graves, not including the 1 questionabk grave) apparentiy include the 6 p v e s  for which t h m  w m  no Qu in 
the category of graves containing no cexamic vcssels and îhe 2 gaves containing bomm shcrds (thought to have becn used 
as bowl-iike receptacies) in the catego y of graves containing 1 vessel; the animal burial was not included in the count W d  
Di& (werkrn group): Gxave CatPlog: for he 440 humon gram (out of 442 d e o c n i )  for which th- were &ta concuning 
original contents. 232 contained no cerPmic vessels(including p v e s  containingonly sherds), l22(1), 37(2), 26(3), l f j o ,  4(5), 
2(6), l(7) (Rizkana & Seeher 199û:U)-59); potîery caches and animal buriais arc not included in thcsc counts. The numbm 
listed in the Chart (based on 442 graws) apparentiy include the 2 graves for which there were no daia in the category of p v e s  
containing no ceramic msels but (unlike the Maadi count) do not include bottom sherds counîed as vesscls. W d i  Digh 
(enstem group): Grave Catalog: for ttK 29 h u m  paves, 14 contPined no ceramic vessels (including graves containing only 
sherds). 7(1). 5(2). l(3). l(4). none(.% 6, or  7). l(8) (Rizkana k ! k h e r  19!WYj3). T h e  is a discrepancy betaran the chu t  and 
grave catalog for the numberof p v e s  contnining 1 vessel (6 instead of 7)  and 7 vessek (1 i n s W  of nonc). Hclbpdlr: Grave 
Cataiog: for the 48 human paves. 30 contained no cemnk vessek (including graves coniaining only sherds). NI). 2(2), 2(3). 
t (4). l(5). none (6), 2(7). nonc(8). 1(9), l(l0) (Debono k Mortensen 1988:lO-22); poüery caches and a n i d  M are not 
included in these counts. The îotol grave counts used in the previous note are the correcced iotals (based on the p v c  caidogs) 
and do not include graves for which th- werc no data or count bottom sherds as vecscls. 

l 0u t  of the combined total of 587 human graves (for which there w e r ~  &îa). 322 containeû no potlery (sec prrcedig noie); 
250 of these graves arc lis@ in the grave caiaiogs as containing no grave goods at aii (Rizkana & Seehcr 1990:18-2230-63; 
Debono & Mortenscn 1988:lO-22). 

3 2 ~ a d i  DlgL: p v e  43q"a siring of 16 pierccd Red Sea shells (ancilh ucwilirioro)) (Rizkana & Secher 1990-59); He 
ihpoüa: gravc lO(bosalt vcsrtl); grave 6l0irnestone vessel). (ikbono k Mortenscn 1988:12/19) 

33 wiài DlgL: grave 102(2 cmmic vcsscls, "stnall jar of light p n  calcite"). (Rizkana & Secher 1990:39/89) 
34~eliopolb: grave 65(1 vusel, flint noduk ("pmbably a palcac*'), srnaii  fragment of maïachite, necldsceof 30"AncillnNn 

shek). (Debono & Mortenscn 1988:20) 
3 S ~ a d i  Di&: graw 75(1 vusel "two mws of nine Red Sea shells (uncillo 0cYmWIa)"); gmve vesse4 k k t  of  

ca. 27 disc-shapcd camelien(?) W); grave 259(1 vcssc1. h m b i c  date paient) (RiLlrnriP k Secher l9!Xk3ï/S 1/49). M y  
identifiable paktrcs wcrc mft; most items thought to have becn rued u pakttcs w m ,  eg., flot flint noduks or, in onc cue, 8 

rim s h e d  fmm a broken basait -1 (Rizkauu k Sceher 1990:89l90-91; Debono k Mortensen 198839). 
36 ~ a d l  Digli: grave 257(4 vuscis, 1 aspafhuM sheü, bracelet(?) of 11  pKtred Red Sea sheüs (ranci& ocunhum) d 

5 dise-shaped stane bcads); grave 66(4 vcsmls, 1 ~rparharh shcll, two-sided ivoy comb). (Rizkana k Secher 1990:484906) 



tool, moîiusc shell, or piccc of  mineral ore. Only on t  of the ccramically well-provisioncd buriais, in 

this case with sevcn vesstls, contained luxury items in addition to the pottery. Severai fkagmcnts of 

copper found in this grave w a c  h u g h t  to have k e n  the remains of a tool and an ornament." This race 

and random provisioning of the burials with htr~ a lwury item and thcrc a large numbcr of cornmon 

çeramic vessels exhibits no archacologicaiiy dctcctable customary standard for signifying the status of 

the deceased 

The architecture of the graves, in al1 cases simple pits, is no mort indicative of status than the 

patchwork pattem of distribution of the b u h l  gooâs. in fact, i n  some instances, the grave pit was h l y  

large enough to accommodate the body. ûnly rarely was anything that might be considacd extra effort 

invested in the construction o f  the graves. Momvtr, the ftw &raves bat might bt thought to exhibit 

more elaboratc construction did not contain the more "richly endoweû" burials. Although somc pits 

were encircled (al1 but one only partially) with rough chunks of limestont, most of those more fuUy 

lin& with these stones were unacfompanied by grave goods.)' Apparently, wood was rarely usai to 

line a grave and these were also not among the best-pmvisioned b~ f i a l s ' ~  (Rizkana & Sccher 1990:22- 

23/69]' 1 ; Debono & Mortensen l988:38). The pattem of provisioning thest burials suggests an inverse 

relationship between this minimal elaboration of grave construction and the quantity and quality of grave 

l P d s *  

In addition to the pottery included in the burials, caches o f  one or  more vessels were detected at both 

Wadi Digla and Heliopolis. At the former, several clustcrs of caches occurred in the vicini ty of animal 

buriais. Many more caches were scattered among the human burials. Although a few of these werc 

relatively isolated, most were closely adjacent to individual graves, occasionally in the narrow space 

between two. The sequence of deposition for the pottery caches is, however, unclear due to the fact that 

some of the vessels they contained were apparently not preserved and many of those that were arc '?jar 

types" found in graves attributed to both the eady and late phases of the ccmetery's dcvclopmcnt (set 

Rizkana & Sceher 1990:63-64). Thus even if these possibly associated graves were datable (most am 

not), their conternporancity would not be assured. 

On the other hana if the pottery caches and the adjacent graves are assumed to be conternporary (al- 

though not necessarily sirnultanmus) and associateci, then a cornparison of the contents of both rcvtals a 

random correspondence bctween the number of vessels in the caches and the quality and quantity of the 

3 7 ~ ~ ~ :  grave 34CI vcsscb, flat flint noduk ("pmbably r polciie"), fjagmcnts of copper("pmb.bly rriruins of tooi"). 
other fragments of copper("perhaps o f  a brpcckt")). @ebono k Mortcnscn 1988:16) 

3 8 ~ r a ~ e s  Lined with stones: rg., Widi Digk grave 49 (compktely cncircicd), graves 55,59. 68, 69, 150.4û2 (pmidy 
encircled); except for grave 59, for which lherr w m  no &ta conccming onginai contents, and grave 55, rccompanied by r 
moUusc s k i 4  these graves contained no grave g d s  (RjZLPM & Seeher 199û35-36/42/57). A few o f  the graves n'th fwer 
stones had as many as 4 vc~sck, cg.. p v c s  41.63 (Rizkana k Scehcr 1990:34/36), but most weiic uncxccptiond 

3 9 ~ o o d  lined graves: Hclbpdli: p v c s  12(3 vessels), 19(sherds), 26(shcrds). 62(1 wssel), 63(sherdil, pKcc of qiiueirt) 
(ïkbono k Mortensen 1988:12-14/19-20); W d  Digh: gnvc 29(1 vcsscl) ( R i a  k Seehcr 199033). RizLuu & Secher 
suggcst that the r e d n s  thought to have becn w d  may hPvt bcen traces of matting and bruiches (1990.9%). 



burial goods. Caches of single vcsscls adjoincd graves with no grave goods as wcil as ihose containing 

luxury items or multiple vtsscls. Caches of multiple vessels also adjoined graves with no w.ve gcxxis 

as well as those containing h m  as few as one ta as many as five vessels. A similar cornparison bc twan 

the contents of the caches and instances of elaborauxi grave construction also rtvtals no obvious con- 
spondence. Caches of one or mort vtsscls adjoined graves. both provisioncd and not, that wcrc partially 

lined with stones." Despite this lack of cornluion in quantity (and q d i t y ) ,  at first glancc thcm does 

appear to be a slightly mort frequent conjunction of çachcs with, what by the standards of this ctmetcry 

might be considerai, exceptional graves. This slight dgc  depcnds, howcvcr, on which grave is assumcd 

to be associateci with the cache in those instances wherc the= is a cho iu  betwcen two?l Ntvcrthclcss, 

this random correspondencc gencrally suggests that the presencc of a cache is no more indicative of 

status than the distribution of grave goods or the elaboration of grave construction (conrm Rizkana & 

Seeher 1 WO:!W). 

Although the anthmpologicai evidence is insf icient  to reconstruct completely the age and gendcr 

demographics of these cemeteries, an irregular distribution of the burials of subadults has been notcd in 

al1 the .  A predoxninanct of such burials was detected in the group of graves situated in the western 

sector of the excavatd portion of the Maadi setdement cemetery. A scatter of similas burials was also 

noted in the northwestem sector of the excavateci portion of the cernetery at Heliopolis. In contrast, 

subadult burials were apparently more widely distributai throughout most of the more cxtensivtly cx- 

cavated cemetery at Wadi Digla. However, concentrations, less dense than that at Maadi, have betn 

noted in two sections of this cemetery (Rizkana & Seeher 1990:99). Many of these burials werc scat- 

tered among graves that fonned mughly circular clusters around several goat burials. Several othtrs lay 

among the more linearly aligned graves in the far northeastcm sector ("eastcrn group*') of the cerne- 

tery. Their presence contributes to the impression that these clusters may have been family burial plots 

(see bclow). Although most of the Wadi Digla skeletons originally identifid as those of "infants" wtre 

not available for accurate aging and the hazards of preservation pcrtiaps contributeâ to the rarity of the 

youngest age categories in the cerneteries, the fact that burials of foetuses, nconates, and infants wtre 

40Wadl DW: Square CI: pob l-2(only bottom fragmentsYgrave 27(no grave goods); pots 5-7lmaybc grave 45(5 vesoels, 
mollusc shell); pot 8igxave 139(no grave goods). Square üE pot Ifgrave 51(2 vessels. sheU neckiace); pots 2 4 4 p v e  62(no 
grave goods. partiaily lined with stones); pot Sibetween grove 63(4 vessels) anâ p v c  65(1 vcssel), graves 63 and 65 ha= 
both k n  attributcd to Wadi Digh Phase I; pots 6-8lbtmecn graves 65(1 vcsscl) and 73(5 vesseis). graves 65 uid 73 have 
both k e n  attnited to Wadi Digh Phase 1; pot 9/gnve 78(1 vessel); pot l0/bttwecn paves 68(no grave goods, putUlly lincd 
with stones) and 7û(2 vesscls. mollusc sheU, fiint ml);  pot 1 l / g ~ v c  75(1 vesse4 sheU omunents). Square IV: pot l / p w  
85(2 vessels. partiaiiy lined with rtoncs). S q w c  V: pots 1-3tbetwecn g ~ v e s  112(1 -e SM) and A n i 4  4(go.t. no pave 
goods), grave 112 has bœn amibutcd to Wadi Digla Phw IL Square WO: pots 1-3/betwetn p v e s  134(1 v e s ~ I )  and 39(1 
vesscl). grave 134 h a  been amiteci to Wadi Digia Phase Il; Square VII: pot llmnybc grave 144(no grave goods), p.vc 144 
has becn amibutcd to Wrrdi Digia Phase 1; pots S-6lbetwcen graves 16S(4 vcslcls) and 159Q vesscb, moUruc shc& copper 
ore) (Rizkana & Seeher 1990). Pot notation on maps appears as, cg.. 'T 2-3"; squue nurnbcrs appearat the b w a  kft-hand 
corner of each square. 

4 ' ~ e e .  cg.. Widi Digim: Square iJk pou 6-8/gnve 65(1 vcssel) or grave 73(S vesscis). pot l W p v c  68(no ~ J W C  g&, but 
partially lin& M'th stones) or grave 7 W  vcssels, moUusc sheU, flint tool); Square VII: pots S-&grave 165(4 vrsscb) or p v c  
l S ( 2  vcssels, moliusc sheli, coppcr ore). (Rizkana k Seeher 1990) 



documentai in the Maadi settlcmcnt suggtsts that chilbcn may have had to anain a spacific age btfm 

k i n g  considered eligiblc for burial in tht ccmctcry (Debono & Morrcnsen 1988:40; Rizkana & Secher 

1989:67,1990:99; sec also Beck & Klug in Rizkana & Seeher 1990). 

Al1 but two of these settlement burials were unaccompanicd by grave goods. Of these two, a young 

child (0-6 years)P2 was providtd with five ceramic vcssels (Rizkana & Sœhcr 1989:6768). This weU- 

provisioned burial contrasts with the majority of subadult burials in the Maadi scttltmcnt ~ ~ l l l ~ t t r y ,  

where the two furniski with grnw gmds containcd only one vesse1 a h ?  At Wsdi Digla, the majority 

of subadult burials also containcd no grave goods. Howtvcr, ont of those that di4 containcd the only 

stone vessel documentcd in the cexnete~y.~ ' h o  similarly exceptional subadult ôurials wcrc dso noted 

at Heliopolis. One amtaid a p i e d  JheU ornament, the o h r  a stone vcsscl? 'Ihcsc Wcc graves 

suggest that childrcn, once old cnough to bc intcrrcd in the umctcry, werc not difftrcntiatcd h m  the 

adult population in wrms of burial goods. 

The absence of an archaeologically detectable standard for status differentiation arnong mortuary rc- 

mains does not necessarily demonstrate the lack of a hieratchical social structure. The possible necessi ty 

of attaining a specific age before eligibility for cemetery burial suggests, however, that graded levels of 

statu, if such existe4 were not heredi tary (sec Brown 198 1). 

a Animal burials 

Clusters of animal burials were documented in the cemetecies at Wadi Digla and Heliopolis. Ail five 

of the dogs buried at Heliopolis lay in two isolated closely aligned groups of hvo and t h  graves eâch. 

Thtce of the goat burials Lay in a row to iheir south. At Wadi Digla four of the goat buriais lay in a 

fairly isolated row toward the western end of the cemctery with anouier single burial further to the west. 

Thrce others lay in close proximity to each other toward the northeastern end (see Appendix E, Figures 
E.3 and E.5-E.8). Five of the goat burials lay at thc centers of what appear to be four closely p u p e d  

ciusters of human graves (see Figure 5.2). 

Al1 of the animal burials at Wadi Digla have been attributed to the cernetcry's second chmnologicai 

phase, primarily based on the similar number of animal burials documented at Heliopolis (Rizkana & 

4 2 ~ m o n g  the setthnent buriais. most of the childm included in rhe category "infans P' (M y-) wcir idcntifd u bcing 
less than four months old. The age range for this burial w m  less spccific- (sec Beck k Klug in Rizkana k Seehcr 1990) 

4 3 ~ d l  setlkuœnt cellCItry: (subdult burhls with grave goods; 2 out of a total of 17): 1 vcssel: gnvcs 150(chiid, 4-7 
ycars) and 56(childl 8-13 y-). (Rizkana k Seeher 1990) 

u ~ a d l  Mgh: (subadult ùuiab with grrve goods; 13 out of a rotai of 33 for which thm w m  data conccrning originril 
contents): 1 vessel: graves 148(childl agc unspecified), 175(6-10 y-), 3û2a(fœtusl possibly rciatcd to d j v x n t  prve 302 
of adult male). 383a("Snfont". age unspecificd). 384CCnfmtml agc unspccified). 418CYnfmt". age unspccificd), 432("infuit". 
agc unspecified); 2 vcssels: paves 14<10-15 y-), 344(6-10 y-), 35 l(mplc?. 13-16 ycrn). tV("inruit", agc uiupcciiied); 
3 vcssels: grive 424("infmt", age unspccified); 2 vcuck ud cakitrju: grive 102(10-14 y-). (Ritlt.ri. & Secher 1990) 

4 S ~ ~ p d b :  (sub8dult b u d s  with grave goods; 4 out of 8 total of 8): 1 vusel: grave 4(femile, 13? y-); 2 rcuclr: 
grave 5(4-5 y-); 1 vesse1 and pierccd sheli n e c k  grave 65(6-8 y-); basait vcsscl: grave 10(ca. 11 y-). (Dcbono k 
Mortensen 1988) 



Seeher 199094). The sequence of &position of some ihc W;di Digla burials, howtvcr, is probltmatic. 

Any attempt to reconsaict the development of  the ametcry, inciuding the chronological hlationship 

between the animal burials and the human g r a v a  in thcir vicinity, is hindtrcd by the large numbtr of 

undated graves. wthin those Limitations, howevcr, an analysis of the clustcrs of human burials that 

sunoundeci several of the goat burials suggcsts clevtlopmental proctsses that may place at lcast thest 

animal burials in WU propcr content. 

For example, one of the goat burials (Animal 2) lay at the center of a clustcr of human burials, somt 
of which comprise one of the apparcntly isolaied scatters of early-phase graves mentioncd abovt. Thnt 

of the seven graves forming the inner ring of surrounding human burials have been attributcd to Wpdi 

Digla Phase 1. Of the cight human M a l s  forming an outer ring partially encircling the first, one hm 

been attributed to the d i t r  phase and two to the later. To the northwtst lay four more graves. Tht two 

closest to the outer ring have also been attributed to the earlier  hase. Although the prcponderance 

of &ted burials attributed to the eariy phase lay in the western portion of this cluster, the four undatcd 

remaining graves of the inner ring may possibly also be aitributable to that phase, baseci on  the prcscna 

of certain indicative characteristics?' Xf the goat burial is acceptai as the central and one of the tafiicst 

graves in an expanding cluster of gradually accumulating human burials, than at least this animal burial 

rnight be attributed to the carlier chronological phase of the cemetery's development (sec Figure 5.2). 

The structure of the cluster of burials to the south may support this premise. At  the center of that 

cluster, one undated human burial and another goat burial (Animal 1) wetc partially enck l ed  by ui 

arc of pottery caches, dl containing "jar types" apparently attributable to Wadi Digla Phase HP" To îhc 

east, south, and southwest, lay two parallel arcs of human graves comprising a total of twelve burials. 

A partial arc of anolher four lay to s ~ u t h e a s t ~ ~  The distribution of thcsc graves, four of  which arc also 

attributed to the later phase, suggests that the ground to the north may have been occupied by earlicr 

burials, preventing dcvelopment in that direction. The fact that the outer ring of the northern clustcr 

also breaks off at this point may indicate that the pottery caches and goat buriai were alrcady in place 

4 6 ~ i d i  DCgli: Graves in the vicinity of Animal 2: Wadi Digh Phasc 1: p v c s  4.417.418.419,424,42S(ihis grave m y  
not be Phase I. as it contained a jar type inditive of Phase il); Wadi Digh Phase II: graves 107, 1û8; Indctermiiutt &te: 
graves 5 ,  I04.105,106.412,416,420,421,422(this grave may be Phase I. as it contained a jar îype indicative of îhat phase). 
(Rizkana & Seeher 1990) 

"1mgular body orientation (as oppod  to right s ide  hcad south) in p v c s  105,416; chunb of stonc in paves 5, 106; 
irreguiar body orientation urd Ihe prtsence of chunb of limcsbne werc gcnerally consided more i n d i a h  of W d i  Digk 
Phase T (Rizkana k Seeher 1990:69-7W3). Although paves 5 and 106 contained no ~ v t  goods, it would ippeu that the 
conflict between indicah  charactmstics (body orientation (right side. hed muth) and the prrscnce of c h a d  of sbne) was 
the primary rcason for k i r  lock of attribution to phase; othcr p v c s  also containing no pave goods (e.g., 49, 57, 144, 149. 
158) wcre attniutcd to Wdi DigL Phase 1 apparenily ba!ud sokly on theu irrcgular body orientation and the pi#cncc of 
chunks of Stone. (Rizkana k Secher 1990) 

4 8 ~ i d t  D/gk: Caches: Square ï, pots 1-68-10; thc single vesse1 (Square L pot 7) that originaiiy rcompuiicd the gort 
burial was not p d  and thus rrmains undatcd (sec R i z i w u  k Seeher l990:63/66-67, Figuiie, 13. 14). 

4 9 ~ a d  D@a: Graves in the M n i t y  of A n i d  1: Wadi Digh Phase 1: grave 16; W8di DigL Phase tl p.- 2. 11,1% 
18?(not numbered on map); Indctmninate &te: graves 1.3,6,7(adjocent to goat M), 8.9, 10, 13, tqthis p v e  m y  be 
Phase II, as it contPined a jar type indicative of that phase), 15.17,21. (Rizkana k Sœhcr 1990) 



Figure 5.2: Wadi Digla: Goat Burials Associateci w ith Clusters of Human Graves (bascd on Rizlrana & 

See her 1990:Figure 1 1) 



before that cluster could, in its later dcvelopmcnt, cxpand fUrthtr to tht soutb. The onc anomaious 

early grave in the second arc of the southcm cluster indicates, howcver, that its dtvtloprncnt was not 

a straightforward outward expansion and that the goat burial was probably not the original cort of this 

cluster (see Figure 5.2). 

Immediatcly to the east of the nonhem cluster, two othcr goat burials (Animals 3. 4) w u c  also 

surroundcd by a double ring of human pvcs .  Both animal burials containcd no grave goods and îhc 

thrce vessels in a pottery cachc lying bctween ont of the goats (Animal 4) and a human burial cannot bc 

dated.'O Two of the eight grava in the inner ring havc been attributai to Wadi Digla Phase II Five of the 

eleven graves forming the outer ring have also becn dated to that phase. Al1 of these later-phase graves 

are situated in the southem portion of the cluster. Only ont  of the graves in Lht n o r h  portion has bccn 

&te& in this case to Wadi Digla Phase 1. Howevtr, tht irregular orientations of a numbcr of the bodies 

in these undateci graves, a characteristic considered more indicative of the earlier phase, suggest that at 

l e s t  some of them rnay possibly be attributed to that phase. Several undated graves to the northcast 

that may be associated with this cluster also nhibit characteristics indicative of this phase."' Although 

the goat burials qui te clearly lay at the center of this cluster, the chronological development appears to 

have been fmm north to south rather than an outward circular expansion. Moreover, thcm is no reason 

to believe that the two goat burials were necessarily simultaneous events (sec Figwe 5.2). 

Again, the structure of the cluster of burials to the south may support this suggestcd chronological 

dcvelopment. There another goat buriai (Animal 6) lay surrounded by a ring of human burials. nit goat 

burial was accompanied by one vessel and a single vesse1 lay nearby. A cache of two vcssels lay adjacent 

to one of the human burials. Only the single vesse1 can, with some certainty, be attributed to Wadi Digla 

Phase IIP2 However, the ring of six grava smund ing  this goat burial overlaps (and includes two of 

the graves in) the outer ring of the cluster to the north. Both of the two norttiern graves encompasseci by 

that overiap as well as two of the other four graves comprising the rest of the ring havc b a n  attributcd 

to Wadi Digla Phase II."' The date of these graves and the apparent ovedap of the encisling rings of 

burials suggests that perhaps here there was a southward shift in the focal point of a family bwial plot, 

5 0 ~ a d l  DG: Square V. pots 1-3; not dcsEnôed in the pubhhed repon (Rizkana k Seehcr 1990) 
5' widl Digh: G r a m  in the vicùiity of A n i d  3 anâ 4: Wadi Di& Phase U: graves 19.24,26.111.112.113,127; Wadi 

Digla Phase 1: p v e  12 1 ; IndeLtnninace date (grava with an asterisk 1.1 have imguiar body otienmtion and miy k Phsc 0: 
graves 109,lIO. 11.1'. 115*, 116,117*. 118.. 119,120,122*, 123.. f%., 125*, 126.128.131*, 132.. 133;oftherpourik 
Phase I graves, 131,133 also coninincd chunks of limestonc indicative of îhat phase. UnfothiMttly, irrrgPLr orientation ù 
not limitcd solely to Wadi Digh Phase L sec. cg., grave 113 dated to Wadi Digia Phase II (aithough ihk rttriition is )uuA 

on only 2 body sherds). Howcvcr. only a fcar graves (123, 133) exhibit a possible conflict between body orientation (ïïkr) 
and the chronological ociiation of the jar typcs they conîained; the majority of t k  undactd pvt r  containcd no prve goods. 
(Rizkana & Seeher 1990) 

''wadi Dlgh: Single vessel: Sq- I. pot 11; Cache: Square IL pots 1-2 (ody bottom fragments); tht w s ~ l  in the goat 
burial was not prrsmed (sec Rizluiu k Sccher 1990:6Q163/66-67, Figures 13,14). 

53 wadi Digia: Graves in the vicinity of Animai 6: Wadi Digh Phase II: groves 24.26 (these are thc taro gnvcs thrt form 
pa.t of the outer ring of the clmter to the north), î3.33; Indeterminate &te: graves 27,32(one of thc îwo vesscb in this p v e  
is indicative of Phase 1, the 0th- of Phase II). (Rizkana & Sccher 1990) 



Figure 5.3: Wadi Digla: Grave Distribution 

with what would then have been the third goat burial associated with the plot serving as the core of the 

southern loop (see Figure 5.2). 

If these tentative developmental reconstructions have any validi ty, it may then be feasible to view 

these clusters as expanding family burial plots within a cemetery for which exclusive daim to certain 

sec tors may not have been the only organizational factor. The goats would not necessarily have to have 

been among the earliest burials in al i  the plots with which they were associated. They may simply have 

served, once in place, as focal poinis for the gradua1 accumulation of later related human burials. These 

clusters, however, are not the onty groups of graves exhibiting apparently organized spatial patterning. 

Several linear, albeit irregular, alignments as well as at least one other circular cluster art visibly de- 

t ~ c t a b l e ~ ~  (see Figure 5.3 and Appendix E, Figures E.7 and E.8). Unlike the clusters discussed above, 

none of the most readily disccrnible of these included associated animal bwials. 

Whether or not the presumed exclusivity of these family plots in conjunction with the presenct of the 

goat burials cm be considered grounds for assuming a relatively highcr status for the occupants of the 

graves in these clusters remains an open question. None of the graves exhibited any significant cvidcncc 

of elabarated construction. nie contents, in the absence of a standard by which to estimate status (sec 

54Widl Digh: CirnrLr cluter. grave 273 (centrai burial); gram 267,268,270,272,274,277,278 (inner ring); g n v u  
264,265,269,271,275, 276,279, ZSO, 281,283 (outer ring). Lincar aiignments ( f ~ r  southcastmi sector): graves 283,286. 
285,284,287.224.223,226,227,229 (and immcdiatcly adjacent samewhat ragged mw) graves 288,289,225,231,230,232. 
233,238,239 (south to no*); graves 217-2 l6,2l8,X9.uZ. 221,204,203,198 (south to north); graves 213% 21 1,209,208 
(and adjacent mw) gram 2 13,212,210,207,205,2û2 (epst to wcst). L i m u  ilignmenu (in m m  dtnrcly occupYd œnhil  
wtor): paves 65.66,72,7 1,70,69, 161,160,165 (and immediatcly aâjaccnt row) graves 256,64,63.62,67,68 (outh Q 
nofi); graves 1S2.151,15O1149,148,147 (and immediatcly adjacent mw) graves 141,144.145,146 (muth to no*); piv# 

304,303.3û2.302a. 300.298.297,2% (nor\hePst to oouthwcst). 



above), contribute Little dccisivt tvidcnce ont way or tht other. At one exmme, appmnimatcly half 

the fifty -five graves comprising the surrounding rings contained no grave goods what~~cvcr  and none 

contained anything that rnight be considered a luxury item. At the other extremc, two wcrc among tbc 

ceramically best-provisioncd in the ccmetery. in faict, these clustcrs, if consi&hd as a subsct of the 

whole, appear to be slightly poorer ccrarnically than the rcst of thc ccmetcry. 

Tablt 5.2: Wadi Di la: Füttcry: C ? T 

a) Percentages have been rounded. b, This total includes only those graves forming rings m u n d  Lhe goat bariols; co. 13 
additional outlying graves may have also k e n  associaid with these clusks. This total includes only ihosc graves for 
which there were data conceming originai contents. A combined totai of these four caregories comprises ku han 2%. 

Although the gmup of thtee goat burials (Anirnals 7,8,9)  located toward the northcastem end of the 

Wadi Digla cemetery lie on the outer edge of the excavated area and the presence or absence of burials to 

their north remains unknown, no circular clustering similar to that discussed above is deiectablt among 

the human graves Lying imrnediately to the south. These graves exhibit a rather linear alignrnent, as do 

the goat burials thernselves. if these graves represent a tnincated portion of a linearly aligned p u p  

of human burials, then it is possible that goat burials were also associated with this fom of ordering 

possibly related burials (see Figure 5.4). 

Only one dog burial (Animal 5) was doçurnented in the cemetery at Wadi Digla. A scatter of 

individual vessels and a cache of two loosely surroundcd it. Many of these vcssels arc of a jar type found 

in both early- and late-phase graves and thus do not contribute one way or the o t k r  to the assumption 

of a Phase II date for this animal bu ria^.'^ Nor does the distribution of the human graves in this vicinity 

form an obvious chronologically or spatially stnicturtd cluster such as those of the proposai family 

' ' ~ a d l  Digh: According to the cemctcry map: Square MI, pots 2-3, pot 4, five unnumbmd pots. one of whkh miy be 
the pot thought to have been included in the animal grave; only 5 (including pots 2-3) are dcJcribcd (see Rizkaru & Sceher 
1990:64/66-67. Figuies 13. 14). 



Figure 5.4: Wadi Digla: Goat Buriais Associated with Linearly Aligned Human Graves 

burial plots. Of the graves that lay closest, two have ôeen dated to the early phase and ont to the later, 

but most are of indeterminate date. Further to the north, west, and south, the majority of graves have 

been &ted to the early phase and many of those that remain undated exhibit characteristics indicative 

of that phase.56 if the Iate date is valid for both the dog burial and the pottery scattcrcd in its vicinity. 

the dcpositional sequence would suggest the later use of a relatively Limited vacant patch of ground in 

a section of chc cemetery occupied, for the most part, by earlier graves." Whatever the date of the dog 

burial and caches, however, their relationship to the human burials in this area is not d l y  disccmiblc 

(see Figure 5.5). 

No spatial relationships similar to the apparently stnictud clusters of human graves associated 

w i th animal buriais noted at Wadi Digla can be âetccted at Heliopolis or the Maadi senlement cemetery. 

At Heliopolis, even those animal burials not isola& in clusters exhibit no observable rctationship to 

5 6 ~ m ~  Digh: Closcst g r i w s :  W d i  Digh Phase 1: gmves 106, 306; Wadi Digia Phase LI: grvc 305; Indettrminite 
date: graves 155. 156, 157, 159.167. 168. Surroundhg arca: Wadi Diglo P h w  1: cg., graves 147, 148, 149, lSt,t69.307; 
Indeterminate date (but Mth characteristics, suchas imguiarbodyorientation o r p m n c e  of stoner. indiitivc of Phucï): cg., 
146(in addition this grave contnined a jar type indicativt of Phase 9, 150. lS1.153.299.300.301.~ 304. Unfomnrtcly, 
irregular orientation is not limitai sokly UI Wadi Digia Phase I sec. cg.. g ~ v c  305 &tbd to W d i  Digia Phue IL Hwevcr, 
only a few of these graves (153,300) exhibit conflice bctwtcn body orientation ( i i i a r )  and the chronobgial seabrion of 
the jar types they c o n t a i d ;  the majoriiy of thes undatcd graves containcd no grave goods. (Rizluru k Sechsr 199û) 

57~hether the spaces cmpty of graves immediatcly to the north and cast w m  actuaiiy vacant or uie the mult of nmdcm 
distuhance of these arcas was m t  smftd. 



Figure 5.5: Wadi Digla: Vicinity of Dog Burial (baseci on Rizkana & Seeher 1990:Figurc 11) 



the few human burials in their vicinity. Due to the difiulties mentioned above, howevcr, the original 

distribution of burials in this cemetery may not bc accu~tely reflected on thc published map. The 

apparent isolation of most of these animal buriais must, therefore, be viewed in this context. Ctrtriinly, 

the disturbed condition of the western portion of the Wadi Digla cemetery secms to have contributcd to 

the apparent isolation of the five animal burials in that sector (set Appendix E, Figures E.3, E.4, and 

ES). 

Although the ciifferences in spatial patteming just notai may be the rtsults of disturbtd conditions 

compounded by limited and inaâequate excavation, a marked inequality in the distribution of grave 

goods can be detected between the goats buriecl at Wadi Digla and those at Heliopolis. Whilc sevcn 

of the thirteen goats at Wadi Digta were unaccompaniai by ctramic vessels and the remaining six had 

only one vesse1 apiece, the graves of al1 six goats at Heliopolis containeci pottery ranging h m  as few as 

two vessels to as many as eight (see Appendix A). The relative distribution of pottery caches in the two 

cemeteries does not appear to be relevant to this disparity. Although caches wcre noted in the vicinity 

of several of the Wadi Digla goats, most may have been related to the adjacent human burials. Even a 

portion of the scatter of caches near Animal 1 may have been associated with the one human burial that 

also lay arnong them. The only similar cluster of caches located near one of the Heliopolis goats sctms 

more likely related to the adjacent human buriai. As most of the Heliopolis goats am rtlativcly isolatai, 

there is no way to determint if there had once been a rclationship between the contents of thcst bwials 

and the quantity of pottery in the human graves that rnay originally have lain in their vicinity. Unlcss 

this unequal disuibution can be attributed to the proposcd diachronie trend of incrtasing quantitics of 

ceramic grave goods mentioned above, the significance, if any, of this phenomcnon must rtmain an open 

question. 

The distribution of the goat burials at Wadi Digla. whose original context rcmaincd undisturbcd, sug- 

gcsts a consistent association with spatially organized clusters of human graves. Although the chrono- 

logical sequence of deposition of the goat burials cannot be precisely fixe& bastd on their spatial ar- 

rangement they appear not to have been the rcsult of a single funerary event, a spccific human burial, 

but more generally associated with the burials that smunded  them and thus apparcntly an aspect of 

locally observed funerary customs. The contents of the human burials in these clustccs contribute Little 

to a detennination of the salient factor goveming their spatial patteming. Thc concentration of subadult 

burials in these clustcts, howcver, does appear to support the impression that the occupants of theu 

graves were members of family or Lineai descent groups. In the absence of any dcttctable standard for 

status differentiation, no judgemcnt can be made conccming the level of status these gmups may have 

hcld in the li fe of t h e  community. 



A-Gmup 

Corn pared to the Badarian and Maadi (variant) cultures, the A-Group encompasses a w idtr gtographic 

and chronological range. nit culturit's diachronie social and cmnomic dcvclopmcnt, howevw, is the 

principal factor that sets it apart h m  the othcr two. The existence of di te  umttcrits attributable to the 

later developmental stages dcmonstratcs a prcmss of incrcasing social stratification and the œntraliza- 

tion of political power in at lcast two localities in southeni Lower Nubia. Hencc the umctcries cannot 

be considered en musse as represtntativt of the culcute but must bc viewed within the contcxt of the 

appropriate developmental stage. 

Tab 
Early AGroup 

Phsse la 

Kubanieh 

SheW 7 (Knoll A) 

Bahan 17 

Mens 41 (Patch L) 
e 

Gerf Husein 79 Gerf H w i n  79 1 Naqada Ic-1IP Naqada üb-iïc 

at tht Relevant C 
"&y Clnssic" 

Meris 4 1 (Patch B) 
Shem Nishei 44 

G d  Husein 79 

A G m u p  

Kubanieh 

Gcrf H w i n  79 

Naga W d i  142 

Qustul L 

Naqada lITaîb-Dynasty 1 

a Phase 1 (H.S. Smith's proposcd initial phase of the M y  A-Gmup, predating the influx of Naqada cultwc n m t d ) ;  

Phase 2 (Reisner's ' W y  Redynastic*'); Phase 3 Weisner's "Middle Predynastic'') (see H.S. Smiih 1991; a h  Appendix A). 

The relevant cemeteries are portions of those at Shellal, Bahan, Risqalla, and Meris. Each containcd 
graves attributable to the various chronological subphases of the Early A-Group developmental stage 

(see Appendix A for &hg) .  Al1 had k n  disturbed to varying degrees thugh  natutal causes and/or 

human activity. 

At Sheiial, graves attributable to the initial phase of the Early A-Croup lay isolated on the top of a 

ho11 that had been cut by a drainage channel into two low adjacent ndges. Due to heavy denudation 

of the western slopc of the knoll, only faint traces remaineci of the graves that originaily occupid this 

area of the cemetery (ASN 1 1910a:33). Graves on the northern edge and dong the western dope (edgt 

of drainage channel) of the eastem ridge also ahibitcd evidence of erosion."' Amas of vacant ground 

5 8 ~ h e ~ :  Denuded graves on the eutcm ridge: northern edgc: p w s  261.262,267,268(empty); western dgc: g n v u  



separateci several patches of graves on the eastem ridge cccating sparsc scattcrs whcrtas rclativcly more 
dense irreguiar clustcrs of graves ocCupicd the western ridgc (sec Appendix E, Figurts E. 10 and E. 1 1). 

PIun&"ng was not thomugh, leaving about seventeen of the fifty-one ôurials esscntiaiiy intact." 

Nine of these lay on the n o m  portion of the western idge and all but the southcnunost (a supu- 

irnposed burial) in thïs area amtained few grave goodr of n o t e .  'Ihe other undisnubed graves w a t  

scattemi througiiout the rest of the cemetery and several of these wem provided with a varicty of honi 

and bone implements and ivory, shell and beaâeû omaments as well as, in one grave, a ltathtr cap 

adomed with ostrich feathcr plumes. Somc of the disturbed burials in aU but the northun portion of the 

western ndge, however, retained vacying quantitics of what might be considered luxury goods, such as 

stone môceheads, tortoise skU bractlets, ivory omamcnts and spoons, and pitKxd s h d i  and stont bcad 

ornaments as well as, in one grave, an ivory figurine. Pottery was sparse and of local manufactura (sec 

ASN 1 1910~33-42). 

At Bahan, graves attributable to the Early A-Group lay dong the westem portion of a high terracc 

on the northem edge of the wadi. On the tenace below, only faint traces remained of w hat was thought 

to have otiginally k n  a cemetery of "considerable" size. The contents of the thr# gravcs reportcd 

suggest this area was the vestige of the later expansion of the cemetcry that lay on the terrace above 

(ASN 1 19 1 k  1 14- 1 15/14). The graves on the high terrace are attributable to thrtt chronological 

phases, al1 falling within the time frame of the Early A-Group developmental stage (see Appendix A). 

As at Shellal, areas of vacant ground separated various irregular patches of graves. The extcnt to which 

this may be a t t r i b u a  in this case, to the activities of s e b M i n ,  who were responsible for much of the 

modem disturbance in the southern portion of the cemetery, is not stated (ASN 1 19 10a: 1 15). Due to the 

number of graves lacking chronologicall y distinctive grave goods, no topographical developmen t of the 

cemetery can be detected, except for a concentration of most of the few graves attributed to the latest 

subphasc toward the eastem end (see Appendix E, Figures E. 12 and E.13). 

The majority of the sixty-one graves on the high terrace had k e n  plundered. Only three arc strtH1 

to have remained undisturbed. However, many of the graves, including several from which the bodies 

255,256.26S(empty). 
S9~bcUnk Thirrtcn gmws uc statcd to have k e n  undisturbcd: gravcs 205,207,208.209,213,222,226.233,234(super- 

irnposed buriai), 235,240,254,263; the &scriptions of an aiditionai four do not specifidy mention disturbui conditions: 
graves 201.204.250,257. (sec ASN 1 19 lOa:3342) 

%hellil. Human buriah in notthern portion of westem ridge (7 definitely undisnirbed. 2 possibly undismrkd.4 distiiibsd): 
graves 2OS(undishubed old nulc; scwn Icather hg?). 2Cn(denuded but undisnubed femak; rough pnitc? pakttc, ovd rpcck- 
led stonc palette, rcsin, rubbing stonc, shcU ncckhcc). 208(undisturbed mak; ka* pcnis sheath?), 2û9(undisturbed f e d ;  
mbbing stone and pebbk. bonc and woodcn d l e s ) .  213(undistirrbed feu& child; ccrunic bowl, katha cap?), 234<dir- 
turbed superimposed bwiai femnle; Stone axe-head, rubbing Stones. ivoy bracelet, iarge p i e d  spimi sheii). î3S(undùrmbed 
small child; mbbing pcbbk); U)l(intoct? child; shcU nocldofc. worted shells. 1 bonc or Noy kd. 1 "imybayl" d k  brai, 
smai i  bunch of scwn lulhcr), 204(intict? male; p i d  shcll omunented l#W cap?. 1 cyl inrhd bonc or shell bed); 
graves 203(disairbed m9k; sheU beads), 2Ob(disturbed fermlt; nonc üsted), 212(vay disturbd, "a ftar brokcn bones-; h g -  
men& of ostnch egg-shell). (dishubed male; irrcguiar siak palette). 236(vey disturbed. "a finu bones"; mnc luted). (MN 1 
1910~33-35/38-39) 



were missing completely, still rctained g m t  quantitia of gravt goodsP1 These oftm consistai of an 

abundance of fine pottery as well as items such as maccheads, ivory omaments and vesscls, pienxd 

shell and bead ornaments, Stone vcssels, and slate palettes some of which wtrc zoomorphic in shapt. 

Much of this material was of Egyptian manufacture obtained through tradc. Despite the varicty, quantity, 

and quality of these goods, the two gold bow-tips in one riflai p v e  intimate the onginal tichness of 

at Ieast some of these burials and the principal objective of the initial plundering. A fcw pttsumably 

unnoticed copper omaments and irnpltments and a silver beaded nccldact wcrc the oniy o h  mctal 
objects rernaining in these graves (sec ASN 1 19IOa:llS-137). Most of the graves retaining the majority 

of luxury goods lay in several clusttrs strungout dong the length of the northem portion of the ccmetery. 

This situation may not rcflect the original distribution of such g d ,  but may have k e n  dut in part to 

modem disturbance. 

At Risqaila, graves attributable to the later phase of t h e  Early A-Group lay clustered on the southern 

dope of a gravel ridge. A patch of heavily eroded later A-Group graves lay on a mud ridge to their south. 

Early C-Group reuse of the southem slope of the gravel ridge resulted in superimposed burials in a srnail 

number of what rnay have originally been additional Early A-Group graves and the disturbance of a few 

others definitely of this date (see Appendix A and Appendix E, Figure E.14). 

The degree of disturbance in any of the tight surviving Early A-Group human graves is difficult 

to determine. Only one is specifically describcd as unplundered, in spite of the fact that a portion of 

the burial had been cut away by a later grave. Fragmentary human remains wert noted on the cdge of 

another apparently undisturbtd grave and a short distance away two adjacent loci containcd the &bris 

from unidentifid plwidered graves (or possibly the same unidcntified grave).62 However, b d  on rhc 

descriptions, the bodies in most burials were apparently intact and the contents possibly undisturbtd. 

Pottery, both local and importeci, compnsed the bulk of the grave goods. Only a few of the burials wert 

accompanied by ivory o r  beaded omaments. The most notable objects derived from the two piles of 

debris. One contained a painted ceramic steatopygous female figurine and a shallow ceramic dish wi th 

the modeled head of a homed animal at one end, the other a sirnilar dish with homed heads at both ends 

(see ASN 1 1910a:191-194). 

At Meris, graves attributable to the initial phase of the Early A-Gmup lay on a heavily eroded knoU 

(Patch L: Graves 201 -243). Other patches of A-Gmup graves occupied two separate low alluvial ridgts 

in the vicinity and, together with those on the bioll, may represent the remains of a large ccmeteq 
extending into the Classic A-Gmup period (Patches B, D, L; see ASN 1 1910a:2081211; Appcndix A). 

Of the forty-onc human graves documented on the knoll, six do not appcar on the ccmctcry map. No 

6 1 ~ ~ n :  Disnvbed p v e s  retaining quantities of pave goods: ag., 15.66; wiih no bodies: cg.. ~ V C O  6.50,68,70,78, 
83.88- (ASN 1 191&:115-130) 
621Usqilli: Fragmcntary human mmoins d e s c n i  as "outside" wcst end of grave 9. Debris dcposit, 36(s8mc n u m k  u 

assigned to doubk dog buriai it 0vcrl.y) and 40, ihesc taro depositt containcd simibu materiai, most noîably tk two caPmjc 
bowls with modeled homed a n i d  h d s .  (ASN 1 l9lûa:l9l-l93) 



obvious spatial pattcniing is visible in the distribution of the graves that do (sec Appcndix E, Figure 

E. 15). 

These graves arc dtscribed as ''grcatly denudeci and plundered anciently". Based on the disturbed 

state of the bodies, at least ninettcn of thcm had clearly b a n  thoroughly rifled and anothcr six had 

definitely been disturbcd. The condition of the mt is questionable. However, rnost contained few or no 

grave goods and the majonty of the infrcqutntly notcd finer items, such as ivory vcsscls and omamcnts, 

derived from scvcrai of ihc dishirbtd burials. The gravcs containing thcse items werc fairly e v d y  

scattered throughout most of the cemetery (sec ASN I 19 10x2 1 1-2 15). 

Grave construction, pits of various shapes and mostly unexceptional sizes, was similar in all four 

cemetcries. Grave claboration, when it occurred, consistai of mat Lining and the urtremtly infrtqucnt 

"wood and twig" bwial tray. Eviâence for w d n  "comns" was tarer still. Although graves with floors 

covered with matting, and occasionally also cushioned with chopped straw, occur at both Skllai and 

Bahan, ail unequivocal instances of buri al trays and w h n  coffins are limited to only some of thosc 

graves at Bahan attributable to the ''Early Predynastic" phase of the cemetery's de~elopment .~~ nit 

absence elsewhere of these forms of elaboration may be explained by the fact that graves datable to this 

chronological subphase of the Early A-Group are lacking at the three other cemeteries. wthin the timc 

frame of their occurrence, most of the graves containing burial trays were documented in one clusfer 

of predominantly plundcfeû graves some of which retained a widc variety of luxury g o ~ d s . ~ ~  The fact 

that other piundered graves of this &te retaining similar or greater quanti ties of such goods werc not 

furnished in a like manner in conjunction with the comparatively meager contents of the few intact 

graves with evidence for such funiishings suggests that the presence of burial trays was not directly 

related to the wealth of the burial. 

Due to the extensive despoliation of thcse four cerneteries, no definitive analysis of the distribution of the 

quantity and quality of the grave gaods is possible. Thcre is, obviously, no way to estimate the original 

contents of plundered graves. However, if the evidence fmm Bahan, where ob je t s  made of precious 

mctals appear to have ben a primary targct, is considered generally applicable, than tk prcsence of 

other luxury items that apparently wcre considered not worth the taking may be an acceptable, albeit 

inexact, index of the original distribution of material wealth. Based on the relative "poverty" of somc 

of the intact bwials and the remnants of apparent "wealth" in some of  those that w t t t  disturbcd, the 

evidence demonstrates a manifest inequality in access to luxury goods. Unfortunately, this comparison 

63~. lhin:  Buriais fumished with mys or wooden coffins: g ~ v u  5(disnirbcd? doubk buriai. 2 iii.l+s; pouibk tvidence 
for wooden box or buriai ûay), 6 and associateci locus 92(body removed; burial ûay), 7Cmtact supcrimposcd ôwïd, rmlt; 
bottomless wooden box with lid. matting above and below), 68(body removeci; possible mdcncc  for wooden box or bmul 
tray b e ) ,  83(body removed; buriPl tray filled with "river sand'3,86(intact femnk; bunpl tmy), 89(dishirbcd mile; burial 
m y  fiiied with choppcd strnw); for a summiuy of the contents of these graves sec notes 65. 66. 67. 83 k b w .  (ASN 1 
1910~115-127) 
6 4 ~ n :  Cluster with gmvc fùmishings: p w s  5. 6. 83, 86; for a su- of the notable contents o f  chrrc gnvcs. soc 

note 65 below. 



presents only the extrcmcs at cither end of th scale. Tw fcw definitely intact burials survivcd to mggtst 

the fùll intennediatt range of differcntiation in any of the ccrneterics. Ncverthcltss. the only ccmctcry 

that clearly exhibits a spatial distinction bttwcen poor graves and rrlatively r i c k  graves is that at 

Shellal. In this case, as mentioncd above, a small number of intact burials containing fcw or no grave 

goods were concentratcd in one section of the cemcttry. This distinction, if it rcfltcts an original reaiity, 

attests to the existence of a stratifie. social structure as d y  as the first archamlogically dtrtctablt 

phase of the A-Gmup culture cornplex. 

At Bahan, rnany of the plundemi graves retaining the greatest quantities and widest varitty of qual- 

ity goods were concentrated primarily in two irrtgular clusters attributabk to the second phase of tbc 

cemetery's development and in another loose scatter attributable to the t h i d m  Sincc the contents of 

the one intact bwial in these clusters was comparatively meager and as a number of randomly scat- 

tercd plundered graves also retained quantities of quality goods, this apparent concentration may not bc 

~ i ~ n i f i c a n t . ~ ~  ln faft, although a cornparison of thc contents of plundemi graves is üttle more chan an 
cxercise in speculation, based on the remnan ts they rctainect. most of the burials in this amctery appear 

to have been on the whole comparatively richer than those in the other three cemeteries. This may bc 

due in part to the vagaries of chronology or preservation. Nevertheless, the three definitely intact burials 
in this cernetery contained substantially fewer fine goods compareci to some of the plundercd graves of 

the same &te6' These undisturbed graves, al1 attribut& to the second phase of the ccrnetecy's dcvel- 

opment, demonstrate the continuing existence of the social stratification dctectable at Shellal. Although 

6S~.h .n:  Grave clusters: ''Eariy ntdynastic": a) graves 6 and associated locus =(body remod; wood and tMg buriil 
tray; cg., 6 cdc and 2 Stone mseis. slate palette. macehed, ivory pin), 83(body rcmovcd; wood d twig bari.l tmy; 11 
Stone vessels. boy  vcssel and comb), 5(dis& double bunal. 2 males; w o d  bwial tray?; 4 ce& m s b ,  m~cchcd. 
ivory cornb); 86(intact female; wood and twig burial uay: eg.. 5 ceramic vessels, lozenge-shaped siatc palette, quarîz palette, 
basket); 6) graves 88(body rrmoved; twig and mat burial tray? or lining?; cg., 10 ce& vessels, 3 msfckads, 6nnged 
and clayhin beaded ieather garment). 78(body rcmoved; mat iining; e-g., 9 cerPmic vesscis, 2 m9ccheds, 3 Rroy combs, 
2 baskets with red concenbic band pattcms. lealher garments). 81 and ass0cÜte.d locus 80(vcy disnirbed cri.lc; 2 ccRmic 
vessels), "Middle Predynastic": gmves 66 and associated loci 42,52,53(disturbcd double bun;il. 2 femnlts; cg., 39 ceRmic 
vessels. 1 crescent-shaped and 2 turtlc-shapcd slatc pakties. 9 ivoy bracelets, ivory ring. copper knife. KVtrPl sirands of 
rnixed camelian, gamet, green-giazed and silver bcads), lS(dishirbed femnle; cg., 6 c e d c  vesseis, doubk biihcoded s h k  
palene, iimestone vesseL2 ivoy bracekis. coppcr bracckt, goid bow-tips. sûands of mixed cameliari, iapis lonili and green- 
glazed beads, ceramic cy linder seal), 64 and assocïatcd locus 90(ve y disnirbod, hgments of bones; wood MCJ mat bmi.l 
tray?; cg., 6 cerPmic vesseis, one of which was modckd in the shapc of a hippopotamus), the contents of locus 41 auy 
have derived h m  tiiis gïave(4 cemmk vessels, m a t  offcring) (ASN 1 t 9 l a :  1 15-133). 

66~ lh .n :  Scattcrtd plundcd gons miaining quantitiu of q d t y  goods: cg., graves 50 and auochted bcru 49(body 
mmoved; cg.. 45 ceramic vessels, basait vtsscl. hurle- and lozcnge-shapcd siatc pakites. nucthcad, mcat offcring), S6(veiy 
disnirbed male; cg., vPrKty of flint toob including 4 flint knivcs, ox-shaped siate paktte, 2 luslu wiih uicised paÉterm. coppcr 
needle with bone case, mcat offering). 70(bodyrrmowd; cg., 2 macehcods, i v o y  tuok porphyry d i e s .  cunelh d green- 
glazed beads). 82(body ~emovcd; Lined with matting; e-8.. 8 cerPmic vus&. mcat offering. ivoy m i n ) ,  89(dirturbtd &; 
wood and twig burizil tRy; cg., 6 cc& vesseis, macehead. fringed lcaihcf garment, ivoy pendant). (ASN I 1910.:117- 
1211123-123/127) 
67~.h.~: "y PredywtjCn iniact -1s: p v c s  7(superimposed b u .  male; woodcn box; cg.. 7 ccRmic vusel, 

wooden dish, lotcnge-shaped shtt paktte, 7 baskeu), 63(mnie, cg.. 7 cerPmic veslcls, fish-shapcd oktc prltm. basket), 
86(female; burial tray; cg., 5 ccrunic vrucb. iozcnge-stupcd siate palette, quartz palette, 2 ox-rib impkmcntr, basket) 
(ASN I l 9 l k  t 16-1 17/12312!$-126); cf. puiiculariy p v c  5qand associnte locus 49). and graves 78 and 88; sec mrcs 65.66 
above, for a surnmary of the contenu of these p v e s .  



the few graves sccurcly datcd to the third phase of the arnctery's dcvelopment wert aü plundcru& tk 

contents of two of (hem suggcst rhey werc among the hchcst in the cemtecy." 

The disnirbed condition of many of thc graves in these four cemeteries does not d o w  for a fidi 

reconstruction of their agt and gcndcr dcmographics, as much of the skcktal matcrial was only frag- 

mentary or missing oompletcly. The b d t s  that rcmained, howcver, demonstrate that thtst ccrntrcnts 

contained the burials of maies and femaks of ail aga including Concentrations of  g rava  ani- 

taining subadult buRds occurred in ail four cemettries. Howevu, the evidence from Shcllal and Meris 

where subadult burials arc bettcr reptcsentcd and wherc somc also occur scattcd among the othu 

graves suggcsts that it is not safc to assume üiat children were segregated Moreovcr, îhe contents of a 

few of these graves dcmonstrate occasional provisioning compamble to that of somc adults?O As the 

"precise" aga of the children in these graves cannot bc e ~ t i m a t e d ~ ~  and no settiexnents associatcd with 

these cemeteries were excavated, it is not possible to detennine whether o r  not those of the youngesc agc 

categories were buried elsew here. Tbe provisioning of these b d a l s  canno t then be viewed as &fini tive 

evidence for the inheritance of privileged status. 

Ail the animai burials in three out of these four cemeteries were originally attributcd to the "B- 

Group" (see Appendix A). The custom of interring animals within the confines of human cemctcries 

was çonsidered a characteristic of the mortuary practices of this artificially created culture complcx (sec, 

e.g., ASN 1 19 lOaA3). In light of the reevaluation of the artifactual evidence from the graves fonncrly 

attribut4 to this cultural phase, these burials can now be plauxi in their pmper chronological conttnt 

(see H.S. Smith 1966, 1991). Although the animal burials in these four cemetcries contained no datable 

artifacts and none were obviously associatcd with any specific hurnan burial, they may bc considered 

contemporary w ith the graves attributable to the various chronological subphases of the Early A-Group 

among which they lay scattcred. 

At SheUal, the animal burials were distributed throughout al1 but the nonhem portion of the western 

ridge of the cemetery (see Appendix E, Figure E. 11). On the southem portion of this ridge a group of 

68Bdmn: "Middle Predynasiic" plundercd burials rctpining great quantitics of quality goods: graves 15 and 66; sec note 65 
above. for a sutnmary of ihc contents of these pvcs.  

69~hclhl: m .  (18). fermles (13). childrcn (10). unidcntifitd or missing (12); these include two doubk buniL. &Lu: 
males (23). females (10). c h i k n  (4). unidentifid or missing (26); these include two doubk burirls. RLqrPI: malu (2), 
f e d e s  (2). chikiren (3), unidentifid (2); hese include one doubk buriai Merli: maks (15). femaks (Il), chiben (8). 
unidentified or missing 0). 

7%ell-pmvisioned c h i b n ' s  graves: S W :  grave 254(undisnubed "infont"; e-g.. r d  jaspcr and sheU d i s c - M  -kt, 
pierced shelï brocekq?) and neckiacc(?), tonoise sheii bracelets, wooâen hoirpin, green Stone prlcüc) (ASN 1 191k4û-  
41). B h n :  grave 14(vey disnirbtd "newbom"; cg., hippopotamus tooth ivory bracelet), gxave 87(çondition qocs- 
tionabl&nfmtp*; cg., cpmeiian Pnd green-glnzed bcd n e c k e ,  3 ivory bracelets) (ASN I l9lOa: l34/l36). p"yu"-: 
grave 9(condition questiombWhulc child"; cg., dacomted wacc jar) (ASN 1 1910:191)- Mcri.. gmvc 2(B@iiobrbly du- 
M ' c h i l d " ;  cg., toitoise shcll brscekt, pimed shell necklace, copper needk), grave 228(condition q~t io i i .bV'chi Idn;  
cg., ~ o r y  dish) (ASN 1 1910.:212/214). 

"se42 particuiariy the relevant sections in ASN 1 1910~. 



four, comprising two single dog burials (223,224). a double dog buriai (231), and a goat b u i d  (232). 

lay loosely surroundcd by human graves?2 O d y  one of those closely djaocnt was inuft. The most 

notable item in this grave was an ivory spoon. Howcver, two of the disnirbed burials, from one of which 

the body was missing completely, each containcd the only stont m a a k d s  docurncntui in tk cemctuy 

as weli as, in the most disturbd, f m n t s  of an ivory bracelet. Ont of the othcr graves that partidy 

intruded upon one of the dog buials contained an ivory figurine. hnmcdiately to the north of this patch 

of graves, two adjafent dog burials (227, 228) were also partially cncircled by human Again 

only one was intact and in this case the most notable items wert two ivory braxltts. An ivory ankiet 

and a carnelian beaded ornament &riveci fmm two of the disturbtd burials in this vicinity. 

On the eastem ridge the graves were morit widely disperscd A pair of denuid animal burials, 

comprising a single dog burial (256) and a double burial of a dog and a goat (255), were the southenimost 

graves on this ridge. The only closely adjacent human grave contained the intact well-provisioned burial 

of an infant?4 It is possibit that erosion in this denuded area OC the cemetery had eliminatcd aü vrcs of 

other human graves that may have similatly cncircled thest animal burials. However, ncithcr of the othcr 

two animal burials (252,264) on this ridge were surrounded by human graves. Two hcavily plundercd 

burials in the vicinity of these animais also cetaincd fragments of quality goods?' 

To the limited degree that the original contents of the graves in the vicinity of the animal buriais in 

this cemetery can be estimated, many of them appear to have been among the richest. If the absence of 

animal burials in the northern portion, possibly the poorer section, of the western ridge of the cemetery 

was not the result of the hazards of preservation, then the spatial distribution also supports the apparent 

relationship with the better-endowed buriais. 

At Baban, since the human buriais in the cemetery can be attributed to several chronological sub- 

phases of the Early A-Gr~up, there is no reason to believe that al1 the animal burials were, as they 

originally thought to be, contemporary only with those human buriais designateci "B-Group and Graves 

of Indeterminable Date". This is especially tme, as this was in fact a catch-al1 category for burials lack- 

ing chronologically distinctive grave goods. Although these presumably contemporary human burials 

7 2 ~ h e W :  Human buriais in the viciniry of animal buriPls 2î3.224.23 1.232: graves 222(intact doubk butid. M c & ;  
cg., 1 ceramic vesse4 flat Stone palette. ivoy spoon), 224(disnrrbtd f c d ;  cuts animai burd wiîh samc p v c  numba; cg.. 
ivory figurine). US(veiy disturbed, body mmowd?; cg.. pkrced s k b ) ,  229(disturbed d e ;  cg., stone maccW). UO(body 
removed; fi oor cushioned wiîh choppcd straw covcrrd Mth rnatting; cg., oblong and ovoid siak paicttcs. stone m a c c M .  
stone axe-head, basket woven in red and white patteni. fiagments of ivoy bracelets), %l(disturbed old mak; sheds). (ASN 1 
191ûa:364) 

7 3 ~ h ~ :  Human buriais in the vicinity of animai buriaïs 227.228: graves 229(vcy dishirbd male; none LUted), 22qbody 
removed; cg., 3 ccrunic vcsrb, pierccd shcüs, c~rnclian dise-bwb). 22la(very disavbed mak; cg., ivoy ankkt, p i d  
sheiis), 233(intact rruk; cg., 2 ivoy bmccktl, 2 large s p i d  s k b ,  2 s d  pimed sheU nakiacc). (ASN 1 1910i36138) 

74~hel l i l :  Human bun'd in the vicinity of animai bwi& 255. 256: grave 254 (intact infint; cg., green stonc p.lctte. d 
jasper and sheU dioc-bead bracelet, picrccd sheii brrcekt and necldocc. woodcn m i n ,  2 tortoise skii brrckir). (ASN 1 
19 lCk4O-41) 

7 5 ~ h e ~ :  Human buriais in the vkinity of a n i d  burials 252, 264: cg.. arpvcs 266(vey disnirbed(just h k e n  b o m ;  
fiagrnenu of an i voy  spoon). 268(empty; hgments of an ivoy spoon). (ASN 1 191ûa:42) 



were originaily thought to be îhe laîest in the ccmctery, many of thcm arc now considcrtd somt of the 

e a r l i e ~ t . ~ ~  Sincc at lcast one of the animal buriais haâ h d n  supcrimposed on a plundercd human burial 

now known to be, in light of the djusted chronology, not Pmong the c a r l i ~ s t , ~  it seems uniikcly thaî di 

the animal burials date to only one phase of the ccmctuy's &vclopment. n i t y  may bc contcmpomy 

with any of the human graves in th& vicinity (sec Appcndix A). 

Unlike some of the animal M a i s  at Sklla l ,  nont of those at Bahan wcrt cncirclcd by human graves 

and aU were less denseiy grouped (sec Appendix E, Figure E. 13). Three animal burials, comprising two 

single dog burials (4, 54) and ttiat of a young ox (71), lay in the northwestem section of the ccmtttry. 

The human burials in ihis vicinity are v e q  poody reponed7' Only two GUI be identifiai with m m  
certainty and both wcrc hcavily plundcrccL79 Thus the truc nature of the buriais in this arca ~ a o t  be 

accuratel y detennined 

Three other animal burials lay in the southwcstem section of the cemetery. Two, comprising a 

single dog burial (44) and a multiple dog burial (26), were a short distance apart; the third, the burial of  

a sheep/goat (23)- lay furthcr to the cast Human burials werc scattercd in the vicinity of al1 thret. All 

but one of those closest to the two dog burials were heavily plunâered. Only two retained grave goods 

and these werc in the contort of this em>etery unexceptional." However, four ivory bracek~ Lay among 

the debris that covercd the multiple dog burial. They plzsumably derived from a ncarby plundcrtd grave 

and suggest the original richncss of at least one of the adjacent burials. Of the grava in the vicinity of  

the sheep/goat burial. only the one that was definitcly disnirbed retained any grave goais." Again, the 

most no table item, a broken maceheaà, dcrived from the debris that overlay the animal burial. 

Most of the six animai burials in the central section of the cemetery were fairiy isolatcd (8, 33.67, 

''In other words. HS. Smiih's proposeû initiai phase of the W y  A-Group, pndating the influx of Naqada culturr (hace 
datable) mateiial(l991). 
" ~ n :  GR= numkr  8 designates b o ~ i  thc animai buriai and the "~ot iy  ~raiynastic" human buri.l on which it anr 

superimposcd (ASN 1 19 1b:  137). 
7 8 ~ :  Human Mals in the ncinity of a n i d  burials 4.54.71: graves 3qvery disnubed. a "pik of bones"), 47(cuuiot 

possibly be the debns locus of that number associaicd with pave 46). 6 û ( v q  disûubed mak), 73(not likely that it is the 
debris locus of that numbcr associarcd with grave 60), 7xnot in grave cataiog). Conceming thc two that w m  puiporledly 
debris loci associated M'th plundercd graves: h s  47 is d c s c n i  as immediately south of grave 46 (ASN 1 191ûa:129), k i t  
apjxars on the map qui& a distance to the norrhwest; locus 73 is dcscn'bcd as thc &bris fiom g ~ v c  60 (ASN 1 19 10i: l22), 
but also appears on the m p  qui& a distoncc to the northwest; the kd on the map with these numbm rppcrr to bc miskbcbd 
graves. Grave number 75 is suîed in the grive carnlog as not having been uscd (ASN 1 191ûa:133). 

'%dus: Tdentifiabk hurmn b d d s  in the vicinity of mimai buriais 4, 54, 71: gaves 3qvery disturbd; mne). 60 ud 
associaied locus 73(vcry distirrkd maie; 1 cerpmic vcssel. lotcngc-shaped siate paktfe); grave 60 was ataibuted m the ''Euly 
Predynastic" phase of the cemctey's denloprnent. (ASN 1 191ûa:192135) 

%ahma: Human buds in Oie vicinity of a n i d  bdals 26.44: graves 25(very disturbcd; none). D(ny disturbed fende; 
none), 29(disturbcd mole. sheds), 31@mbably not a grivc/dcposit of &bris), 43(inmt? rmlc; cg., 6 carmic vcsds. sLT 
palette. sheli bracelets). 45(vey disturbcd; sherds), 74(vty dishirkd; hg., lozengc-shapcd siaic palette, 2 imda mubks)- 
Graves 43 and 74 werr atîri'bulied to the '?Eariy Priodynutic" phase o f h  cemctery's devtlopment (ASN 1 1910i:117/123/134- 
135); ali the others wexc considcrrd undaiabk CBGiroup and GRVU of Tndcknnjnabk Date'') duc to the k k  of chronobgi- 
cally distinctive grave goods. 

' '~rib.a: Human bwkb in the vicinity of animai buriai 23: p v c s  2l(vey disnubed; eg.. s k U  hcckt), 22(distPrbed? 
male; none). 24(imloct? milr, nonc). 93(intact?; nonc reportcd in gmvc catnlog); di these w m  considcd unditabk duc to 
the iack of chronologkaüy distinctive grave goûdo. (ASN 1 19lQo: l34/l37) 



91). Only two lay in the vicinity of human graves. The ont  burial closely adjacent to that of thne 

dogs (20) was a heavily p l u n d c d  grave rctaining Li ttlc more than ihc rcmnants of a fringed and bcadcd 

leather ganmnta2 Of the two graves that lay to cithcr side of anocha dog buriai. in this case a Qubk 

burial (69)- only one is reportcd in the grave catalog. This grave had bctn p l u n d c d  but r i c î a h d  a widt 

variety of goods including a quantity of ccrarnic vcsstls, stonc and ivory vesscls, a macthtad, and tht 

remnants of a beaded omament among an assortment of other items.83 

in the eastem section of ihc ccmetcry, thret mort dog buriats, two singles (1 1, 36) and a double 

(77). lay among a patch of human graves. Thnt of tbe graves rnost closely adjacent to one of the single 

dog burials (36) containai the well-provisioncd buriais of infants.&' The graves in the vicinity of the 

other single dog burial (1 1) had al1 been heavily plundemi, but cetaincd a varkty of luxury goods." 

The grave closest to the double dog burial (77) coniained the possibly intact unexceptional burial of a 

chi ld.86 The vey  disturbed grave a short distance to the northeast may not have becn contmiporary with 

the animal burials, as it was of a later &te than the few &table graves in their inunediate vicinity." 

Based on the spatial distribution of the animal burials, if proximity to &table graves alone is con- 

sidered relevant, most would appear to be contemporary with the first two subphases of the cemetcry's 

development. However, the one dog burial superimposecl on an "Eiuly Predynastic" grave suggcsts the 

practice of independent animal buriai was observed throughout the entire time period the ccmetery was 

in use. Although the original extent of the contents of many of the graves (at least those that can bc iden- 

tified) that lay in the immediatc vicinity of the animal burials cannot be estimated due to their disturbtd 

condition, most of them were not among those plundered graves that retained the greatest quantities and 

variety of quali ty goods. 

At Risqaiia, a double dog buriai was surroundcd by the cluster of surviving Eariy A-Group hu- 

man burials (set Appendix E, Figure E.14). Alrhough a few of these graves contained items rhat may 

82Balun: Human b d  in t)K mni ty  of animal buriai 20: g ~ v c  94(body removcd; finged and beaded kaiher gumcnt, 
stonc pendant). (ASN 1 191Ck137) 

83Bahan: H u m  buriah in the vicinity of animai buriai 69: paves 68(body rernoved; possibk tvidenee for w d n  "coffin" 
or burial ûay h e ;  cg.. 10 ceramic vcsscls, aiabaster macehcad, aiabaster vesse& ivo y wssel, lozengc-shapd shk paktt, 
3 copper necdles, 2 fish-tail flinb, 2 ahbastcr pendants, hacmatitc marbfes). %(na in grave caulog); p v e  68 w u  ittnbuted 
to the "Eariy Prcdynastic" phase of Lhe ccmeteiy's devtlopment (ASN I 191ûa; 122-123) 

8 4 ~ l b i n :  Human bu- in the vicinity of animai burin1 36: groves 13(intacl? "new-bom infant"; cg.. white Stone palette. 
sheU bracelets), lqdisturbed "ncw-bom infnnt"; cg.. hippopotomus tooth ivory brscekt), 87(intact? "induit"; cg., # n u L i a n  
and green-glazcd bcad nccld.cc. 3 ivory bmcelets); PU werc considercd undatable due CO the îack of chrono bgicaîiy distinctive 
grave goods. (ASN 1 lglûa: l33-lWl36) 

8SB.h.n: Human burials in the vicinity of animai burùl 11: w v e s  12(vcy dishrrbcd mole; cg., pen-glszed W). 
35(very disturbed e, cg. dionte? mrehcod), lO(debris dcposit h m  cither pave 12 or 9; eg., "dc Yuicty of cmmic 
vessels. remains of a mePt offkring), 9(vty disturbed rnaic; cg.. ivoy  dish). The debris &pri t  (10) w u  ittnited to iht 
' W y  Predynastic" b d  on the pottey; the disaubed graves to either side of it (9, 12). h m  cither of which it m y  h v c  
deiived. were considered undatabk duc to the iack of c h n o l o g i d y  distinctive grave goods. Grave 35 w u  rm'buied b thc 
"Early Predynastic" phase of the ccrncly's development (ASN 1 1910i:1171133) 

8 6 ~ n :  H u m  burial in the vicinity of a n i d  burul77: gmm 37(inirt? young cnak (13 y-); 2 cmmic vcuct, dos 
scapula); this grave was attriited KI the 'Eorly Predyrwtic" phase of the ccmctcy's development. (ASN 1 191Qs: 117) 

87~.h.n: H u m  buriai of hkr drtt norîhcast of animal buriP177: grave 64(associatcd locus 40) and pouibly usociattd 
locus 41; aü attributcd to the '~~ ntdynastic" phase of the cemewy's development (ASN 1 191k129) 



be considercd luxury goods. such as ivory omunmw and importai potteryvu thcir contents. in tcrms 

of quantity and varicty, arc in no way comparable to those in graves of similar dstc at  aha an.^ As 

mention4 previously, the most notable objccts dcrivcd fmm two adjacent dcbris loci, one of which 

overlay the dog burial. These prcsumably originatcd from a n&y grave (or graves), which, although 

apparently the most thoroughly plundcrcd, may possibly have bccn thc nchcst in this cemcîcry. 

At Meris, the iocaîion of two of the t h  animal burials ricmains unhown, as their position is 

not indicated on the publishcd map (sct Appendix E, Figure E.15). The only one that dœs a p p a  Iay 

isolated h m  the m t  of the graves. In conjunction with the plundercd condition of the cemctcry as a 

whole, this situation inhibits any attempt to cvaluatt even the g e n d  context of these buriais. 

The distribution of the animal buriais at Shcllal suggcsts a pattern of association with wcU-provisioncd 

burials that, although less clearly defined, is still detectable at the two other cerneteries whem both the 

immediate and general contents of these burials can be at least partially evaluatcd. At Bahan, that pattern 

of association is qualifiai by the absence of animal burials in the immediate vicinity of the possibly 

richest graves in the cemetery. The contents of the animai burials themselves, limitat as they arc to the 

occasionally reportcd mat and/or cloth wrappings and leather collars and lcashcs (sec Appendix A), do 

not differentiate them h m  the very poorest of the hurnan burials. 

The relevant cemeteries are that at Shem Nishei and portions of those at Kubanieh, Meris, and Gcrf 

Husein South. The extensive cemetenes at Kubanieh and Gerf Husein were in con tinuous use ovcr an 

extended pend of time, possibly encompassing almost the full chronological range of the A-Group 

culture cornplex (sec H.S. Smith 1991). Those at Meris and Shem Nishei represent a more limiteci timc 

span (see Appendix A). Al1 had suffered varying degrees of deprcdation, in some cascs qui te extrcme. 

in fact, the human burials at Meris and Shem Nishei had k e n  so heavily plundered that few graves 

retained anything more than sheds of their originai ccramic contents. 

At Kubanieh, most of the approximately six hundred graves were situated in the main part of the 

cemetery, with small outlying patches to the southwest and a more extensive one to the nottheast (sec 

Appendix E, Figure E.18). The graves ranged in date fmm the Early A-Gmup dtvelopmcntal stage 

through the early Tennind. Only appmximately one hundred and fifteen can bc securely âatcd. An 

analysis of their disrribution suggests a topographical development fmm south to north for the main part 

of the cemetery (H.S. Smith 199 1 :94/Plan 1). 

88R&q.lb: Human burials contuning notable items in vicinity of animai b d  36: graves 4l(uppcr portion of skekton, 
cut by iatcr pave; cg., wavy-Wied jar, shcU d i s c - M  bracelet?), 34(fermle-. cg.. 2 ivoy bncckts), lqfemile thild; ad., 
wavy-handkd jar), 39(rnik child; cg.. decomted warc jar), 38(doabk burial, 2 maies; eg., dccorrted wuicjar, pia#d rhtU 
bracelet). (ASN I 191ûx191-194) 
'mt is, ''Middle Rtdynuric"; sce note 65 above. 



Approximately scventy-fivt of the datable graves can be attributcd to tht cariy Classic A-Group 

period, The majority of these wert concentratcd in the central portion of the main part of the cerne- 

tery. Pottery of Egyptian manufacture and the rcmains of omaments of pierced Red Sea s h d s  and 

semi-precious stont beads compriscd the bulk of the grave goods that remaineci in thtst prcQminantly 

plundereci graves. A small numbcr, howevcr, rttaincd rcmnants of their richer contents such as ivory 

bracelets and vessels (sec Junker 19 19: 122- 153). 

Most of the graves of this date were average sized rectangular pi ts. A few of thesc retained evidence 

of wood or stone-slab roofing. Of the approxirnately ten graves of relatively exceptionai sizt in this 

cemetery, only three can be securely dated and oniy one of k to the Classic A-Group period. It lay, 

dong with several of the othtt large graves, in one of the outlying groups to the southwest h u r  undsrtcd 
graves of sirnilar si= were scatterd in various parts of the ~emetery .~  

At Meris, as mention& previously, several patches of graves occupied low ridges in this portion 

of the cemetery. Those discussed above were the earliest. The graves on the ridge under consideration 

here (Patch B: Graves 101-123; see Appendix E, Figurc E. 15) were of a later date, extending chronolog- 

ically into the early Classic A-Group developmental stage (see Appendix A). Most had been thoroughly 

plundered. Only four retained remnants of their original contents other than sheds. Thest consistai, 

for the most part, of a few complete ceramic vessets and a couple of grinding stones. The most notable 

items, pierced shell, ivory and blue-glazed beads, derived fmm an "apparently intnisivt" burial in ont 

of the only two graves exhibiting cvidence of elaborated construction. In this case, flat stones had btcn 

embcddcd in places in the mud piaster coating the sidcs of the grave?' The other d a b o d  grave was 

particularly exceptional in that its extant remains consisted of an above ground stone-built stnichuc. 

One side was formed by large boulders, the ends and other side of undressed Stone. Rough stont slabs 

forrned the m f .  Al1 that was left of the burial were the scattered remains of a child and somc b e a d ~ . ~ ~  

Both these graves lay toward the western end of the cemetery (see ASN I 1910a:208-210). 

At Shem Nisbei, graves attributable to a late phase of the Early A-Group, possibly also including 

a few of the early Classic, lay on a high grave1 bank on the southern edge of the wadi (Khor Berastod) 

(ASN 1 191ûa:256). The thirty human graves in this cemetery were distributcd in several sparse scatters 
(see Appendix E, Figure E.16). Al1 consisted of simple pits of various shapes. Only one was of com- 

paratively exceptional si=. Although this grave had becn plundered, it retained the greatest quantity of 

go~ubmnkb: 10 graves of exceptionai site: 6 w m  situaid in the two ouiiying p u p s  ta the southwat; 1 in the outlying 
p u p  to the northeast; 1 in ihe middk and 2 othen in ihe north of the mnin part of  the cemetcy. (N@ IId-III.) pivc 
150(395 x 80 - 90cm; S ~ O M - S ~ ~  iwfing; southwest group); (Naqada IIIb) p v c s  107a(380 x 135 - 100crn; southwest 
group). 1 14(335 x 65 - 112cm; southwcst group); (Undateci) graves 79(410 x 110 - 2OOcm; stone-siab noofing; muthwcst 
gmup). 14 l(305 x 67 - I 2 b .  muthwcst group). 145(350 x 63 - 56cm; southwcst p u p ) .  147(300 x 200 - 60cm; nordmn 
area of main ctmetery), LW1 8.0.l(27O x 120 - 3&m; northern ama of main cemctery), 205(44û x 180 - 8ûcm; antmi ama 
of main cemetery), 25.n.1(310 x 140 - 107cm; n o r k t ) .  (Junker 1919:125-t29/133/153; &tes bued on HS. Smith 1991) 

gL~er i s :  grave 105(disturbed double ôuriai. 2 femaks; e-g-. 4 d vrsscls, severai comic she& ivory md blric-ghmd 
beads). (ASN I 19100:209) 

9 2 ~ e r b :  g ~ v e  103("bones of  o puwn about the agc of puberty"; beods). (ASN 1 19100:208) 



grave g o ~ d s ? ~  Whcthcr or not ihis rcficcu the original dat ive  distribution m o t  be &tumincd duc to 

the plundereû condition of the test of the c t m t t e ~ y . ~ ~  Many of the graves wcrc complctely emp<y and 

of those that retaincd rcmnants of their original contents none contained anything of note. Othcr than 

sevcral rough stone palct t ,  local and a fcw picces of importcd pottcry wcrc al1 that rcmaincd of the 

grave goods (sec ASN I 19 1mU6-258). 

At Gexf Husein, approximattly two hundred graves ranging in &te h m  the Early A-Group de- 

velopmental stage through the early Terminal occupied a strip of land between the desert dunes on the 

West and an expanse of sand on the east (set Appendix E, Figure E. 17). Almost half wcrc empty." An 

anaiysis of the distribution of the approximately seventy securely &table graves suggests a topograph- 

ical development fiom nurîh to south mpanding from thc desert adge toward the river, with the hiest 

graves stning out along the eastern tdgc of the cemetery. Somc of the undatable graves that lay scattcrad 

throughout the length of the cemetery may have been earlier than the earliest datable graves (H.S. Smith 

1991: 1û2/Plans 3 and 4). This distribution creates a mix of chronologically diverse burials in portions 

of the cemetery. 

Of these seventy &table graves, appmximately twenty-six can be attributed to the late Early A- 

Gmup and about twenty-five to the early Classic based on the importai pottery they containai? The 

majority lay scattered along thc western si& of the ccmetery, with most of the d e r  graves to the 

north and the later to thc south. While al1 but a few of the Classic A-Group p v c s  had dcfinitely 

been plundered, several retained, in addition to importeci pottery, a variety of quality goods such as 

zoomorphic slate palettes, copper implcments, ivory and ''mother-of-peari" bracelets, and an assortment 

of semi-precious stonc beads. In contrast, quantities of imponed and Local pottcry compriscd the bulk 

of the grave goods in the late Early A-Group graves, many of which may have bcen intact." 

Construction for the majority of graves of this date in this cemetery consisted primarily of simple 

oval or rectangular pits of unexceptional size. However, a number of them exhibited a variation on this 

93~hem Nimhei: Largest g m :  grave lS(rectuigular. 180 x 170 - 1'Jcm; 5 c-c vessels. siate pak~rc, mbbing pcbbk). 
Other graves in associared sa~tter: gtavcs 13(ômken portey), 14(diorite? paictte), 16(1 ceRmic vessel), 19(empty). 20(3 cc- 
ramic vessels. shell, fragments of malachite), Zl(body laid on matting, coved with Linen and ka*, hgments of malachie), 
(ASN 1 1910a:2!57-258) 

m i s  gRve is comparable in sizc to oome of rhe richer. but not the richest gram at Bahan (1 of which (50) w u  bit tycr 
and 2 of  which (15.66) w m  smiUtr); cf. Bahan graves 88(~~1angulu. 195 x 120 - 1 l h )  and 89(1tctuiguiu, 210 x 140 
- 100cm); another heavily plu* grave xecnining fcar grave goods at Bahan was a h  of similu size: gmve 6 1 ( i i L r  
shape. 195 x 140 - 1 lOcrn) (ASN I 191ûa:122). The Shem Nishci p v c  may bc contcmporaxy wiih the iatcst gnvu at Bahan, 
as the irnported pottery it contaid can be attributcd to the Naqada IIb* pcriod (HS. Smifh. personai communiC.tiOn 1998). 
Tt would then be contcmporary with the 2 srml ler  but much richa graves (15.66) just rncntioned. (se notes 65.66 abovc for 
a summary of the contenu of these griivcs) 

95Cerf Humein: Eighty-six grrvcs arc Lisrtd as cmpty (ASN II 19 120: 15 1); w t h c r  38 had dcfinitely becn disairbed. 
%Gerf~useln: (NaqahIfb-Uc): 3,11.15,33,97. 136.138.141,142,143,147.148. 1H).160.161,165.166,167.168, 

169. 171, 172, 173, 178, 193.202; (NaqadaIld-IIln): 31.34,40.41.42,44A, 448.45.57.66, 67.68, 70, 73.81,84,90, 
93,98, 1 17, 187, 188,189,13û1 135 (sec H.S. Smith 1991:Pian 3); Kvcrrl of ihesc conmincd sopcrimposcd briiirlr (ASN II 
1912a:127-151). 

*The condition of the bwüh w u  not definitely su&, The assumption that ihey may have ken  i n u t  W bued on ihc brYf 
descriptions of the bodies. 



theme k i n g  dug in what was termai a "hive section", in other words, narrower at the mouth. One of 

these, as well as chrct of the simple pits, rctoincd evidmcc of their original rwgh stone roofing s l a b ~ . ~  

Except for two rather large circular bcthive graves attributcd to the Classic A-Group pcriod, the burial 

in one of w hich may have k n  intnisive in an eariitr grave. al1 the othcr exceptionally large graves w t h  

rectangular and of Terminai A-Group dateB ( s a  ASN II 191-127-151, dating b d  on H.S. Smith 

1991). 

in these heavily plun&& cemeteries, the grave goods contribute Little to a determination of the orig- 

inal distribution of materiai wealth. AU four cemeteries, however, had architecnirally notable graves. 

Differentiation was generally a matter of eithcr relative magnitude or elaborated constmction, rarcly a 

combination of both. In fm excluding h s e  graves of questionable &<c.lm only the mud-plastercd 

stone-studded grave at Mens and the one large s t o n e - m f d  grave at Kubanieh combincû the two.lol 

Al1 of the other stone- or w o o d - m f d  graves wem of ummarkable and the one relativcly large 

grave at Shem Nishei was unelab~rated. '~~ 

Understandably, on the assumption that size andor elaboration reflect privileged statu, thcrc w u c  

only a relatively small numbcr of such graves in tach of the four cemeteries; one at Shem Nishci, 

possibly two at Mens, at least five at Kubanieh. and possibly six at ~ e r f   usei in.'^ Only at Kubanieh, if 

the undated and later large graves are also taken into account, is there a clearly detectable concentration 

of architecturally notable graves, in this case. in the outlying southwestern sector of thc cemtery. 

The one large stone-roofed grave securely dated to the early Classic A-Group period at Kubanieh 

compares favorably to those of slightly iater &te in Cemetery 137 at Seyâla, where the presence of 

prestige artifacts in conjunction with the size of several of the graves contributes to the interpmtation 

of this cemetery as the exclusive burial place of thc local elitel- (ASN IV 1927:205-206; H.S. Smith 

9 8 ~ r f  Hustln: Graves with roofing slabs: (Naqada IIb-Uc) g ~ v e  148; (Naqda Ud-üIa) graves 3 1, 73(kehivt section); 
(Naqada II, a more precise mge m t  be specificd) gnvt 52. (ASN II 1912a: 129/133/136/145; Qies bascd on HS. Smith 
1991) 

%erf H m :  Large circulaf beehive: graves 135(93 x 200 - 130cm; possible muse of eariier grave), 188C'iargc cmpty 
double beehive grave, mud-piastcrcd inside". no dimensions pmvided; date bascd on sheds). (ASN U 19120:141/150, datu 
based on H S .  Smith 1991) 

L%erts: stonc-built grave (103); CeilHu~cla:  i q e  ciiculaf beehivc gmve (135) and similar "large" doubk beehive givr 
for which no dimensions wert piiovided (188). 

L O 1 ~ e r ~  gxave 10S(imgulnr ci i rulr ,  diameter 2OOcm 6û-3Scm detp, mud-piastercd sbne-snidded wab); K u k M :  
grave 150(teciangniar. 395 x 80 - 90cm stonc-siab rwfing). (ASN 1 191k209; Junker 1919:129) 

l%erf Hudn: OlJaqada ITb-Uc) pave 148(110 x 80 -90cm); (NrqoQUd-üIa) paves 31(140 x 70 - 60cm). 73(1S5 x 90 
- 100cm); (Undated) grave 52(125 x 80 - 105cm); Kubinich: (Naqaâa Ud-ïïh) graves 27(195 x 85 - 80cm. wood-mfed), 
69(no dimensions. wood-rwfed), 85(130 x 50 - 63cm). 225(2ûû x 5û - 125cm). (ASN II l9 lh:  l29-lUYl33/l3Wl4S; 
Junker 1919:122/124/125/129/135) 

lo3Shern Nbbd: p v e  15(1~~tnnguIar, 180 x 170 - 125cm). (ASN 1 191k257) 
L w ~ h t m  Nisbei: gmvc lS(large rccianguiar pit); Me& paves 103(stone-built), IOS(iarge cizcuiar mud-plu- stom- 

smddcd pit); Kub.nlth: groves 27 and 69 (both avcr~ge-sized wood-mfed pits). 85 and 925 (both amge-nzed ston-mfed 
p h ) .  15û(iarge rectuigular stone-roofed); Ccil Huseia: gnm 13S(iarge c h l u  bechive), 1880ye doubk b œ h ,  md-  
plastered). 3 1.52.73, 148 (ail average-sized stonc-mfcd pits); some of these are of questionabk &tt d at Kubankh o t k  
similar unâatod graves may aiso bc oCClusic AGmq &te; s e  nom 90.99,101, IM above. for dimensions ud dates. 

' O s ~ e y i l s :  graves l(285 x 150 - 170cm. stone-shb roofing), 2(240 x 90 - 150cm. stone-siab iwfing), x 150 - 



1994). In contrast, the cxccptionaily-sid graves in both thest cemeteries art dwadcd by thosc of thc 

same date in the elite cemtery at ~ u s t u l . ' ~ ~  Thus the large m u o r  occasiondly clrbonud graves at 

Kubanieh, Meris, Shem Nishei, and Gerf Husein perhaps deaionstrate a 1-r local manifestation of thc 

quite ciramatic differentiation in social stratification cvidenccd in the txclusively d i te  cemetcries to the 

south, most particularly at Qustui. 

Most of the animal Wak in these cemetenes were poorly ceportcd Those at Shem Nishci and 

Gerf Husein were tis ted among the empty graves. No details were provided conurning their condition, 

particularly whether the anirnals were original or superimposcd buriais. As, pricsumably, thtrit wcrr no 

grave goods, the latter possibility may be unlikely. It may therefore be safe to assume that they wtrc 

contemporary with the otkr graves in their vicinity and not intrusive burials of a later date. Similady, 

despite the fact that it was originally suggested that the spatial isolation of those at Mens possibly set 

them apart chronologically from the rest of the graves in this portion of the cemetcry, the plc~ence of 

analogous burials elsewhere supports the assumption of their contemporaneity. It would seern, howevcr, 

that the animal burial at Kubanieh is the only one of the lot that is the least questionably of îhis date. 

At Kubrinieb, the only animal burial (20.m.l). that of a decapitated bull, lay in the north-ccntral 

section of the main part of the cemetery (see Appendix E, Figure E.18). Seven of the thirteen graves 

in its immediate vicinity can be securely &te& al1 of these to the early Classic A-Group period. nie 

others contained no chronologically distinctive grave goods. Most were plundered; th= wert empty; 

only two ptundered graves and another possibly in the same condition retained, in addition to quantitics 

of pottery, anything of note. One of the seven, however, was a stone-roofed grave.107 

At Meris, as above, the location of one of the two cow burials rernains unknown due to its absence 

on the published cemctery map (see Appendix E, Figure E. 15). Both, howcvcr, wcrc describeci as 

isolaied from the rest of the graves and presumably in the same vicinity (see Appendix A). nit only 

grave ncar the one animal burial (102) that does appear on the map was the exuptional stont-built 

grave describeci above. Although it contained little more than scattered bones, its elabrate construction 

185cm); according îo F& ail the graves had originally k e n  mfcd with stone-slnbs (ASN W 1927:2W); î k c  gmvcs rmge 
in date h m  Naqaâa IIial -üU (ASN IV 192?:2O7-21& dates bosed on HS. Smith 1994) 

L 0 6 ~ ~ s t ~  Cernetery L: (Noqoda Ud-mP) grave UWatnch 945 K 100 - 73(?)cm. side chamber 455 x 227cm); (N.qd. 
m l )  graves Lt4(ûench lOSO x 150 - 35-70cm (dcnuded). side chamber 560 K 300Em). LL3(trcnch 925 x 2W - 150cm, 
side chamber480 x 330 - 22tkm). (OINE iiI 1986%4/357/377; dates bwd on H S .  S N *  1994) 

L07~ubmJeh: Human buriais in the vkinity of animai buriai 20.11~1: (N+ LId-IUa) gaves ZO.m8S(not 185 as on 
map; plundercd stone-ioofed; 1 bmkcn ccrPmic vascl), 20.m.l26(condition quesoionable. possibly intacS 3 cc& wuch,  
palette, green-glazed beaâs), 2O.n~132(plunded; cg.. 2 ceRmic vesscis. palette), 20.m.l34@lun&red; 6 cmmic vusch, 
3 ivory brscekts), 20.m.l58(condition questionabk, possibly plundend; cg., 7 ccramic vcsscl, paie-, assortment of buis) .  
20.n.L29(not 120 as on nup; plundmd; cg., 4 cmmic vesscls. usorimcnt of buds), 2O.n.l6û(plundcrrd; shcrds, h b n  
palette), l9.m118@lundcd; 4 cnunic vcsseis); (Un&ted) graves 2O.m119@lundmd; shcrds), ZO.m.l23@lundmd; shuds, 
rubbing stone). 2O.m124@lundered; 1 cerPmic vessel), 2O.m125(ernpty), 2O.m130(crnpty), 20ml3l(empty). (Junker 
19 19: lNl27-l28/l30) 



alone distinguishes it from m<wt of the other graves in this cemctcry. However, its contcmporaneity has 
been questioneû (ASN 1 19 1k20S) and its contents contribute nothing to a dctcnnination of date. Its 

pmximity to the animal bdals  cannot, then, bc accepteù as evidenct for an association with tht more 
notable graves in this cemetery. 

At Sbern Niski, the graves in the vicinity of the thrcc animal burials (23, 30, 34) had ken, likc 

the rest of the ccmctery, heavily plwidered. Two of the three closest wcre cmpty, the third containai 

only a few bones and a mugh schist palette.1a Fnu of the other s i r  graves in this spsrsc scatter w a c  

in better condition. Only two retained grave gcxnis consisting, in thcse instances, of a fcw cerarnic 

ve~sels.~" This scatter was not the one associaicd with the one mlatively large grave in the ccmctery 

(see A ppendix E, Figure E. 1 6). 

At Ged Husein, two individual burials of sheep (37, 121) lay a short distance apart in the central 

section toward the eastem side of the  cemetery (see Appendix E, Figure E.17). Only four of the ten 

human burials scattercd in their immediate vicinity can be dated base .  on the imported pottery thcy 

contained. These burials are chronologically diverse, ranging from the late Early A-Group to the carly 

Terminal A-Group, with two of the four attributable to the intennediate period. The local ceramics in 

two of the other burials suggest a date umesponding with the d i e r  graves."o Thus haif the graves in 

this vicini ty are attributable to the late Early A-Group through the early Classic A-Group periods. The 

rest contained no chronologiçally distinctive goods. Accordingly, and based on the pattern of occurrence 

of similar animal bunals in other cemeteries, the animal burials in this cemetery probably predate the 

one late grave in their vicinity. 

Two difficulties inhibit an evaluation of the context of these animal buriais. On the one han& al- 

though one of the graves in this vicinity was stone-mofd it was, like the other similariy constructed 

graves in this cemetcry, of unexceptional si=. Moreover, most of the graves had k e n  heavily plundercd 

and only one retained anything of note. The three that may possibly have bcen intact contained few or  no 

grave goods.l On the other, <hem is no way to determine with which of these chronologidly diverse 

graves the animal burials were immediately contcmporary (i-e., late Early or early Classic A-Group). 

'O8sbern N W :  Human burinls in the vicinity of animal buriais 23, 30.34: graves 29(empty), 3l(empty), 32(a few bones; 
mugh schist palette). (ASN 1 1910P:2S8) 

lossbem Nbbei: Other human inniais in scatter associaicd with animai buriaïs î3, 30, 34: graves lqscaltrrd bones of 
an infant; none), 11(a fm bones; 1 ccRmic vcssel). 12(disairbed skckton; none), 22(child; 2 cmmic vcl~b), 24(chiid. 
"possibly a secondny intement*'; none). 33(not in grpve cmtibg); Wnot a grave). (ASN 1 19101:256-258) 

Huwin: Datnbk human buriais in the vicinity of animal buriais 37, 121: gmws 33(Noqod. Ub-lie), 31 ud 34 
(Naqada IId-Uia), 29(Naqaâamb); p v c s  with locai pottcy 37,120. (sec H.S. Smith 1991) 

lnGerf Hua&: Human burirls in the vicinity of animal buriab 32, 121: Onte Eariy A-Gmup) g m m  33(inbct? mrL. 
1 ceramic vessel); (late Eady A-Gmup? bascd on Nubian pottay): graves 37(vy disturbtd child; cg.. 1 aiunic vesse4 
rectangular siate pakac, ivoy b ~ c e k t ,  and an assortment of skU a d  scmi-p&us stonc U s ) .  12û(inîact?; 2 cerunic 
vessels. broken rectanguiar paie*); ( d y  Ciassic A-Group) paves 31@ody removed; stonc-shb roofing; brokcn ccmmk 
vessels, fragments of sheU -kt, piclccd shek) .  %very distuibed m a k  1 cetPmic vcmscl, mbbing pcbbk); (undited) 
30(intact? infant; none), 129(cmpty). 13 Uempty), 213(empty). (ASN U 19 120: 129-13 l/l4(WM) 



The distribution of the animal burials in thtse cemeteries does not present a clcar pattcni of association 

with architecturally notable graves. At Shcm Niski, thc animal burials wcrr not part of the scaucr 

among which the one large grave lay. At Meris and G d  Huscin, the contcmporantity of the ntarby 

elaboratecl graves is uncertain. Moreover, the one at G d  Husein was unexceptional txccpt for its stonc- 
mfing. Similady, at Kubanieh, although one of rht nearby graves was stone-roof* it was not one of 

those definitely or possibly contemporaty graves of exceptional size, most of which wcrt conccntratcd 

in the southwestern stctor of the ametcry. Thus bascd on the evidence at Kubanich, Shcm Nishci, and 

Gerf Husein, the animal burials appear to have had no obvious connection to the most aceptional &raves 

and thus presumably to the highest stranim of, what might be termed, the "local dite" of this pcriod in 

these thme cemeteries. 

information conceming the size and structure of the animais' graves is limited. For those at Gerf 

Husein, no description was provideci (ASN 1 19 10a: 15 1). For those at Shem Nishei, only the shapc, but 

not the size, was lis& for two, while the third was not described at al1 (ASN 1 191k258). At Kubanich, 

the grave was an average-sizeâ rectangular pit (Junker 1919: 151). At Meris, howevcr, the construction 

of the only one described (101) was unusual. The grave was of imgular shape, dug into the grave1 

beside an overhanging ledge of rock The ends and east side had been "oudined" with stoncs (ASN 1 

191Oa:208). This method of constmction was similar CO that of two of the animal graves associatcd with 

the earlier buriais (on a separate knoll: Patch L) in this portion of the cemetcry (sec above M y  A- 

Group and Appendix A). One of these had also inçorporated a ledge of overhanging rock (242), while 

the other (241) had k n  dug in a cleft betwcen two boulders, either end k i n g  filled with smaller stoncs 

(ASN 1 1910x215). In al1 cases, naturai rock formations appear to have been used as a basic elcmcnt of 

the structure. The exceptional stone-built grave mentioned above was similady constnicttd Whcther 

this similarity confirms the contemporaneity of that grave or calls into question the &te of al1 these 

animal burials remains an open question. The latter possibility is compounded by the fact that none of 

these unusually constructed animai graves appear on eirhcr of the two cemetery maps. However, if the 

former p s i  bility is âcccpted then at least one of the animal burials associateci with the later graves in 

this portion of the cemetery shareâ more than propinquity with amhitccturally notable if so. 

in this case alone do animal burials in northern Luwer Nubia show sirnilarities to those in t he  latcr di te  

cemeteries to the south. 

L 2 ~ e r ~ :  Patch B ( w l y  Clusic A-Gmup) a n i d  graves 101 md 102: lOl@utiplly stone-built) does not ippearon the mrp 
and is only assumed h m .  b.std on the vape  dcJcription of  kxarion, to be in the ncinity o f  u i i d  briiùl loz<consmrtion 
rnelhod not described), which does appeauon the map at the western end of the ccmctcry not too disfuit boni girvc 103(ston- 
built grave with human burùl); h t c h  L (iak Eorly AGmup) animal graves 241,242: ncither of ihcsc graves appcuon the 
cemewy map; the other animal buriai (20lfu~guiar shped pit) appcars on the mop quite iwialrd h m  the oiha p.v# on 
this knoU. 



Al1 but one of the cemeteries discussed above lay within a fifty-kilometer stretch of the valiey, h m  

Kubanieh ten kilometers north of the Fust Cataract to Shem Nishei approximatcly forty kilomctcrs to 

its south. The cemetery at Gcrf Husein was siniated another fifty kilomcters upriver. Beyond this point, 

the only animal burials reportai in any of the numemus Classic and T d n a l  A-Group cmictcries that 

lay dong the length of the valley south to the Second Cataract wert those in thc two widcly scparatcd 

elite cerneteries at Naga Wadi and Qustul. Thar at Naga Wadi was the stcond of two successive eiite 

cemeteries in the immediatc vicinity of StySla that together spanncd both the Classic and Tcnninal A- 

Group stages (Cemeteries t 37, 142), while the ametery at Qustul was in continuous use during the 

same period of time (H.S Smith 1994). 

At Naga Wadi (Cemetery 142), some of the A-Group graves had becn dis- by later rieuse and 

most rifieci thoroughly just prior to excavation. The diffîculties presented by this situation arc corn- 

pounded by the sumrnary report which left most of the approximately forty-six graves in this ccmctery 

undescribed (ASN N l927:213-2 17). Those few for which the= wert data can be attributcd to the Ter- 

rninal A-Group period, ranging in &te from Naqaâa mb thniugh the early First Dynasty (H.S. Smith 

1994). Although thc graves retaincd no prestige objects similar to those found at  the othcr di te  ceme- 

tery near Seyâla (Cemctcry 137), the size of a few of them is larger than the largest at that ctrnctcry and 

comparable to some of the small "royal and quasi-royal" tombs of t h e  same &te at Qust~l.l'~ 

The only animal burials that can with sorne certainty be considered concemporary with the Tcnninal 

A-Group elite graves are the isolated duster of  three sbeep/goats at the southwestern end of the cemttcry. 

The &te of the two ox burials is highly questionable. As the only one of these that appears on the 

map occupied one of the two largest graves in the ccrne t~ry .~ '~  i t has been suggestcd that it may have 

k e n  inuusive (H.S. Smith 1994:376). It is possible, thcrefore, chat this burial might be of a later 

date, pertiaps contemporary with the C-Group feuse of some of the other graves in this cemctery. This 

may also -bc me for the other unidentified ox buriai, as it is also described as occupying a ''large pit*', 

w hich may be any one of the unnumbered undescribed large graves appearing on the cemetery map 

(sec Appendix A and Appndix E, Figure E.19). Although it might be arguai that thcsc cattle burials 

repmsent funerary practices similar to those observed by the Qustul elite, the fact that nonc of the cattle 

buried in Cemetery L occupieâ such comparatively extravagant graves appears to weigh against such an 

L L 3 ~ e y ~ :  Cemetey 137 (Naqah X b l - m ) :  tombs 1 x 150cm). ZC,W x 90cm). S e 8 0  x 1Sûcm); Ccmcîmy 142 
(Naqada mb - eariy Dynasty O: tornbs I(33S x 13Zcm). 7(550 x 13ûcm, and side chamber), a d  if the tomb in which one 
of the possibIy iatcr in-k or bu* is includcd. 15(500 x 2SOcm); QurW ( N e  mb - eady Dynmîy 9: Ll(33û x 
100cm. and side chamber), L8(400 x 1OOcm. and si& chamber). L9(405 x 1 3 k m  and si& chunber), LlS(55û x 130cm). 
(ASN IV 1927:2O'ïROW lORl4; OINE iü 1986:16, Tabk 5; &tes bascd on HS. Smith 1994) 

" ~ a g m  W d :  grave 15(500 x î5Ocm) 
LIS~l though a few of the mimol graves ai QustuI am h g a  ihan somc of the hgest graves at Kubanieh, cviihin thc conwtt of 

the cemekry (wh- most of the tombs am on a far granderscale than any in oiher A-Gmap cernetcry) chey w m  compmiivrly 



At Qustui, graves ranging in date from the cariy Classic A-Group through the Terminai w m  dis- 

tributed in a large arc, starting with the eariiest in the north and cxtending south-southwest to an arca 

of more &nsely groupai later graves (dates based on H.S. Smith 1994). Although ali h d  been heavily 

plun&red, the presence of prestige anifâcts cxhibiting Egyptian royal iconography in conjunction with 

the extraorâinary size of somc of h e  tombs demonstrates that this was the buriai place of a poweriul 

e1ite.l l6 

None of the d e  burials lay in the vicinity of the earlier tombs to the north, thus al1 may bc 

contemporary with the later phases of the ccmetery. Only one lay in close pmximity to and possibly 

associated with a human grave, in this case, one of the largest tombs in the cemetery. Uniike any oihu 

animal buriai attributed to this culture cornplex, it containcd two large storagc jars (SCC Appcndix A). 

AIthough a number of thcsc animal burials have ken tcrmed subsidiary, thtir status as such ritmains a 

matter of opinion. No artifactual evidence links them to any specific hurnan grave. Only thcir spatial 

rclationship can be interpreted for or against the possibility, in which case only the one buriai, already 

an anomaly because of the ceramic vessels i t containa might bc considered rtcognizable as such (set 

Appendix E, Figurie E.20). 

There can be Little doubt conceming the status of the occupants of the larger tombs in the two cemetcries 

in the vicinity of Seyâla and those at Qustul. Each of the cemeteries as a wholc is considercd the 

exclusive burial place of the local elite including their irnmediate families and/or rctainers (ASN IV 

1927:204; H.S. Smith 1994). The apparent absence of animal burials in contemporary cemetcries within 

thcir probable spheres of influence suggests a change in the pattern of association &tectcd in most of 

the earlier A-Group cemctcries to the north where such burials wete not gcnerally associated with the 

most exceptional or  wealthiest graves. 

Decorated pottery, zoomorphic vessels and sculptai or carved arti facts are among the available evidence 

that pertiaps can provide a clue to which animals may have been considered numinous by prelittratc 

cultures such as those undcr con~ideration."~ Although such a connotation cannot bc applied to al1 

images of animals produccd in these media, a review of the animals represented wiil minimally provi& 

a List of species that were possibly of sorne importance to those who chose to depict km. In this light, it 

small. Kubrnieh: cg.. gxavcs 145 and 114; see note 90 abow for dimensions of these graves. QIi.aiI: graves L3(u)0 x 100 
-90cm). M(300 x 130 - 160cm). L 7 0 0  x 90 - 2Scm; empty). Uw18 x 70 - 80cm). US(250 x 60 - 5km). L26(UO x 
60 - 1 Iûcm). L27(3ûû x 90-7Sboîtom - 105cm). L33(220 x 60 - 1 l m )  ( O N  Ili 1986:224R33/U6n33/37M77fl86). 

L L 6 ~ ~ ~ :  cg.. Ll l(715 x 170Fm. and side chamber). LI9040 x ISikm. and side chiunber), L23(925 x ZOOEm. 
and side chamber). L14(1080 x 15Ckm anâ s i d c  chamber). L29(WS x 100cm and side chunber). ( O W  Xïï 
1986326913 13f344i357n77) ' L7~etrogylphs have k e n  ncludcd beause they am difkult to &te and thus cannot bc dcfinitcly attnaitrd to uiy of rhc 
three culture complcxcs undcr considention. 



is interesting to note that very few reprrsentations of animals are Qcumcnted among the cxtant artifsicts 

of the three culturit complexes with which in&pm&nt animal burials were associatcd. 

For the Badarian culture, the evidence for animal imagccy is limitcd to a fcw zoomorphic "amulcts" and 

ivory spoon handles, a single ivory vessel, and a couple of fragmcntary ceramic figurines, aU but the last 

deriving from graves. Only a few of these objccts could k definitely identifiai as to tht spccics &pic@ 

primarily the ivory vessel in the shape of a hippopotamus. The 0 t h  were tentatively identified as 

hippopotamus and antelope (gazelle or ibex)."' These anifacts f e r  afiinn the BPdMan fPmiliMty 

with these animais, to which the presence of thtir homs and tusks in the form of raw matcriais or 

finished products and their tentatively identified osteological remains (of at least one of the species) 

already attests. 

What these representations imply conceming the possible significance of these animais can be, 

however, only conjectural. The frequent depiction of hippopotami on painteâ pottery of the Naqada 1 

period as weli as the numerous small sculpted artifacts te& "tags" in this form of the same date, has 

elicited the suggestion that the animai, hunted for its ivory and notorious for its "marauding habits", was 

"certainly respectai and pehaps even worshipped" (B. Adams l988:53). Even if the latter suggestion is 

possibly vdid for the hippopotamus, it docs not seem justified for the antelope. Yet there am Badarian 

arnulets depicting both. 

Although amulets are by definition apotropaic dcvices, warding off evil is not ntcessarily thtir only 

func tion. Two of the various proposeci categories of amulets may be applicable to the Badarian matcrial 

- amulets of protectiodaversion and amulets of assimilation (see Andrews 1994). The purpose of the 

former is obvious and most appropriate for the hippopotamus from which anyone occupied with their 

daily labor on or beside the river would need protection. The purpose of the latter is basai on the concept 

of sympathetic magic, whereby the wearer is endowed with an aârnired attribue of the animal dcpicttd. 

In the case of the antelope, its "fleetness of foot" has bcen suggested as the âesirable characteristic, 

particularly ôpt for anyone involved in the hunting of such creatures (Andrews 1994:8-9/36/60}. Thus 

there can be little doubt that these animais wert "respecteci", and in at least one case justifiably feareâ, 

but beyond that there is no evidencc for the Badarian culture that they were considerd anything more 

than what they were - commonly encountered wildli fe and prey. 

La~rnulets: two amed in bom tcntotmiy identified as the heads of ankbpc (gazelle or ibex) (Badari grave 5409) and "hip- 
popocamus (?)" (Badari g ~ v e  5740) (Brunton k Caton-Thompson 19~:12116/27/Piat XXIV), onc carvcd in gzœn jasper 
representing the forepart of a hippopotamus (Mostagedda p v e  1208) (Bmnton 1937:38/51/PLte XXXïX); Kvoy spoon hm- 
dles with animal form tennjruls: only the " i i x  or g.zeW rem consikrrd xecognizabk (e-g.. graves 5130,5745, 
Mostagedda grave 1218) (Bmnton & Caton-Thompson 192831fPiatc XXII-. Bmnton 193753-54lPhtc XXIV); Ivoy vcuel: 
in the fom of a hippopotlmus (MosegeddP grave 3522) (Bmnton 1937:49J53/Phtc XXIV); CcRmic Pigttrincs of q u d q d s  
(fiagmen-) h m  setticment debris: only one was tentacivcly identified, in this case, as the hindquartcn of a hippopoumol 
(Bninton & Caton-Thompoon 1W:34). 



Maadi (variant) 

in conuast to the proliferation of Naqada culture animal imagcry in contemporaty Upper Egypt, thut 
is little evidence of similar naniralistic rtprtsentations among the cxtant artifacts of the Maadi (vari- 

ant) culture cornplex. Due to the paucity of burial goods in the graves, the only documentcd images of 

animals derive from the occupation &bris of tht sertiement site at Maadi. The ~ i l i m c n s i o n a l  ex- 

amples consist of scvcral fragmcntary bird-shaped vessels and what rnay have btcn ccramic figurines of 

quadmpeds. As the original form of severai of the figurine fragments cannot bc &wmined, only thost 

that are obviously htads can bt definitcly attributed to animals. It has been suggtstcd that these hcads 

rnay have originally adomed ornamentcd ceramic vessels rather than been parts of complcte figures. 

Nevcrtheless, whctha h m  complcte figutts or no& the sketchy modeling does not allow for species 

identification. Alrhough one head was originaily considcred one of the earliest depictions of the camtl 

in Egypt, cows, donkeys, or  dogs are the more recent suggestions for the animals that may have bcen 

intended (Rizkana & Seeher 1987:47/Platc 64,1989: 1 1-12/Plate 1). 

A few images of unidentifiable quadnipeds as well as those tentatively idcnti fiai as birds also appcsv 

as incised potmarks or painted on pottery. Only one potmark, a schematic representation of a crocodile, 

is recûgnizablel lg (RizLana & Seeher 1987:45/50-5 1tPlates M g ) .  Despite an early suggestion that the 

crocodile marked vesse1 'kas probably usai for cult purposes" (Mcnghin 1932), the= is no rcason to 

believe that these images wem anything mae than purely d e c o r a t i ~ e . ~ ~ ~  

Duc to the presence of Egyptian imports in graves of ail but the initial phasc of the first developmcntai 

stage of the A-Group culture, it is not always possible to distinguish which animal representations art 

of Nubian origin. However, al1 of the zoomorphic slate palettes and most Li kely al1 of the zoomorphic 

amuIets no doubt originatcd in Egypt, and therefore the animals depicted cannot necessarily bc assumai 

to have b e n  symbolically significant to the indigenous culture. Moreover, even if thc local population 

were ailowed to make a selection from among an assortment of proffered trade gwds, the possibility of 

a purely aesthetic motivation for the choiccs made cannot be di~countedl*~ W i s  immcdiatcly reduces 

lL9see S. Payne in Payne 1993:260-261 for a brief discussion on îhe dificulries involvcd in the identification of  minuis 
depicml on predynastic objects. 

L20~nimal motif potmarks arc not cbsed among those of geometnc fonn or pattern that are g t n d y  considmd. cg., 
symbols denoting the potw or oarim or indicating contenu or sourcc. 
12'For a sampk of momorphic siait palettes and amukts, sec, cg., Siatc hketcs: Bahan:Cemety 17 paves 49/50I:ûmk- 

shapcd). 56(ox-shaped), 63(fish-shaped). Gerf Husein:Cemetery 79 p a v e  1 ~7(hippopo1amus-s)uipad); Amukîs: S M -  
1al:Cemctcry 7 graves 3 l l @ k k  shtt scorpion), 32l(auisIuccnt green Stone scoipion), Bahan:Ccmcteq 17 grme 3(duk 
green mslucent serpentine? lion), Su1i:Ccmctcxy 40 graves 33(coppcr &g). 70(gffen-gbcà fox? M), 73(copper ror- 
pion), MetPrdu1:Ccmeiery 5û grave 75(grrcn-glnzcd scorpions), Gcdeko1:Cemetey 76 grave 139(hory hawk), Gcrf Hu- 
sein:Cemetery 79 graves 35(msp.rrnt "gypsum*' h g  uid hawk), 7 6 ( M  @en serpentine? bill's hcd). ll7(grœn am- 
pentine buii's M). Koshtamru:Cemety 891500 grave 8 7 1 C i y  buil's M), Dcbem Site 292 p v c  l(mck crysll li- 
oness head), Ashkcit Site 323 g m s  17 (ahbastedcakitc filcon), 42(chaiccdony h g ) .  (ASN 1 1910i. S k M  22424. B h  



the field of animal imagery directly pcrtaining to the A-Group culturt to the infrequcntly documentcd 

examples of mmorph ic  vesseis, figurines, and potmarks. 

As it is seldom repoited whether the potmarks were incised bcfort or after finng, the origin of 

those on importai potttry cannot always be determincd Even among those inciscd afru firing, tht 

images may already have becn scratchcd on the vcsscls befort they left Egypt. Ncvtrthclcss, wtiettur of 

Egyptian or Nubian origin, the rtpcrtoirc of imagcs comprises a mix of wild and domtsticatcd spccics 

including unidentified honicd animals (in a ftw cases tentativcly idcntificd as elands and gazelles), 

cattle, dogs, elephants, and birds.lu Rare instances of incised images have also k e n  dofumnlcd on a 

da te  palette and oscrich cggshcils. The animais dcpicted arc similar to those appearing as p ~ t m a r l ; s . ~ ~  

As suggcsttd abovt, thcst imagcs wcrc probably purcly dccorative. 

Zoomorphic vesscls and figurines were cxtrcrnely rare. Among hem, those depicting hippopotami 

or birds appear to have becn considered the most readily r e ~ o g n i z a b l e . ~ ~ ~  One artifact, "a s m d  sh@ 

piece of sandstone", was tentatively identi fied as representing a dog (SE 1972: 128). No identifications 

were offered, however, for the animals represented on vessels ornamente. with horned hcads.lu At bcst 

most of these figurines and vessels perhaps can be viewed as rep-ntations of farniliar wildlife of the 

river and the desert. 

Two other artifacts, both fmm the elite cemeteries near Seyâla, pmvi& fuRher evidence of only 

limited value for indigenous animal imagery. The embossed sheet gold mace-handle sheath omamented 

with figures of various wild species was undoubtedly an Egyptian i r n p ~ r t ' ~ ~  (sec H.S. Smith 1994). 

Although the syrnbolic significance of similar ornamentation on artifacts h o w n  from Egypt has b e n  

discussed at length (e.g., Cialowicz 1992 including sources cited), there is no reason to believe that 

1 18/12W122/140. Sidi 23-1, Metardu1 287: ASN II 191%: Gedekol 118, Cerf Husein 13W136i1391140, Koshtnmno 
196; S E  2972: Debeira 152, Ashkeit 1751179) 

luSee, cg.. Bahan:Cemetery 17 graves 6(no identification, no ïilusmtion), 15(no identification, iiiruhated as a horned 
animal). 66(elephant), Siaij:Cemetey 40 grave 3(eland?). Gedeko1:Cemeimy 76 grave 64(no identification, illusmted sr a 
homed animai). Cerf Husein:Cemetery 78 pottery cache Iû(ekphant?). Gen Husein:Ccmetey 79 grave 147('*minul entering 
snare. drinking from a canal. or entering an enclosure"!, Koshtamna:Cemettry 89/5ûû graves 647(osbich) 760(ckphuit), 
Dakka:Cemecery 99 gran 72(osaich), DakkiaCemetety 102 grave 160(gazelks), Faras no qekphant) (ASN 1 1910i: Bahan 
116/128, Figure 821130-131, Figure 86, Sidi 3341328. Figure 299; ASN II 1913: Gedekol 112. Figure 65. Gcrf Huein 7, 
Figure U145, Figure 129, Koshiunna 192. Figure 17WlP4; ASN UI 1915: Da.kka SW66, Figure 39; Griffiths 1921:lWPlate 
m>; see aiso SIE 1972:77/Pkrt 26 and Junker 1919:80-82, Figurr 44 for potmarks h m  Kubanieh dcpicting 8 dog, elephnt, 
antelope C'Steinbeck"), and ostrich; images tcntatkly identified as scorpions also occur, sec Bahm pvc/bcus W49 (ASN I 
l9lOa:ll9, Figure 72). 

Lasce, cg., DakkaCernetey 1Ot p v e s  52(siate palette wiih inciotd figures of gazelies), 96(os&h eggsheîl with inciled 
images of a bird and man?), 10t(ostrkh cggshell wilh inciseci image of gazelles). (ASN iIi 191556, Figuxc 28/6(Y6t/PLte 
1 ld,e) 
L24~ippopotami: Most w m  not illusüatcd; see. e-g.. Bahan:Cemeiey 17 grave/locus 64/40(smoolh corne h w n  anrr 

pottery dish). SiaikCemetery 40 pave 1 l(broken h d  pink ware figurine painted with bmwn stn'peo), Qusm1:Cemctcy L 
grave L19(broken ce& figurine); Bbmk D&ka:Cemetcry 99 graves XW19(2 bi-shaped veucb of soft R-P-B-M wuc). 
(ASN I 191ûa: Bahan 130, Siali 235; ASN UI 1915: Dakka 48îPiale 27e3; OïNE üï 1986:315. Figure 140b) 

lSsee Risqa1ia:Ccmctay 30 loci 36(sh.llow bmwn W ~ Y C  dish with homed P n i d  hcsd at one c d ) ,  4û(shiUoar aval brown 
ware dish with homed animal hcads at boih ends). (ASN 1 19100:192-193) 

126~resumably, the dnmngcd image of an "or" may rcprrscnt either a wild or domutkatcd fonn of Bos, set Seyilr..Ctmemy 
137 grave 1 (ASN IV 1927:207). 



beyond an awareness of the mace itstlf as a prestigious possession the imagery on its handtt kld any 
special or specific meaning for its owncr. nit other item, an ivory camb surmountcd by two animals 
interpreted as a pair of giraffts, was purcly ornamentai. It may have becn an import or a local imitation 

of similsr contemporacy Egyptian p r ~ t o t y p s . ' ~  

This necessarily brief hview of the lirnited cxtant material suggests that despite the lack of conclusive 

evidence for hunting as a significant aspect of the subsistenct strategies of the Badatian and AICiroup 

culture complexes, the wild fawia of the river and desert, particulacly the hippopotamus and various 

species that may be generically tenned antelope, hiui some importance for these cultures. The cvidtMx 

is, however, obviously too slight to support an cxtcnded interpretation of the significance of thcse an- 

imal~ .  In terms of the focus of the prcsent stdy, it sttm highly significant chat whatcva the intmsity 

of intent behind the choice of these species for representation, none were among those i n t e r d  in the 

cerne teries. 

Appropriately, for the Maadi culture, whert the faunal cvidence cleady incikates the ncgligiblc 

d e  of hunting in the subsistence economy, al1 the tentatively suggested identifications are of Qrncstic 

species except for the ont anomalous crocodile potmark. Of al1 the suggesteû spccics for the modtltd 

h h ,  dogs, albeit perhaps the least likely identification, are the only ones that occur as independent an- 

imal burials in the cerneteries of this culture. Nevertheless, the tvidence of thret basically unidentifiable 

figurine heads is obviously insufficient to support an assumption of special significance for this species. 

lZ7see Naga Wdi:Cemety 142 gnvt 6 (ASN TV 1927:216). 





Chapter 6 

Animals in Human Graves 

CONTEXT 

Unlike the animals in the indepenknt burials, those buried in human graves have generally b e n  con- 

sidered another fonn of grave goods. The excavator of most of the reported occurrences, prompteû 

possibly by depictions on later tomb walls, suggested that the animals were pets (see Appendix B; and, 

e.g., Boessneck 1988:Figures 87, 89), presumably sent into the afterlife with their masters and mis- 

uesses by those members of the community responsibie for burial of the deceased No intent seems to 

have been assumed for this act of sacrifice, other than the generally accepted motivation for any o k  

funerary offering of the timc - to meet the expected needs of the afterlife. In the case of this proposcd 

sceneno, the continued companionship of  a beioved animal would apparently have been the expected 

need. 

Although t h e  assumed motivation conceming meeting the neech of the afterlife rnay be correct, 

the proposed relationship betwecn the deceased and the animals that m m p a n i e d  them may sccm, at 

first glance, an inappropriate anachronism. Ethnographic evidcnce gathered in an attempt to support 

the theoretical link between pet-kccping and the origins of domestication' revcais, however, the wi& 

range of hunter-gatherers and incipient agriculniralists who kcep pets in the generally acccpted sense 

of the terd (Serpe11 1989). This suggests that the excavator's original assumption may not be so 

lightly dismissed. On the other han4 if viewed in the context of their d e s  in the economic life of the 

community, an alternative relationship between these animals and the individuals with whom thcy wcrt 

' ~ h c  Iheory of pet-kteping as an exphnation of the o r i g h  of domestication (in theory, animais kept as pets that "muqed 
to breed, despik the rigow*' of aptivity wcxc. when the need msc, ihc ones that cventwlly w m  domcsticaiod. Serpe11 
1989: 18) is not gcneraiiy acceptai (Serpeil 1989: 10; sec olro S. Clutton-Brr>ck ''Rcfpcc" Tlit WoUing îurdrr 1989:ui); u an 
aspect of the pmess. hoarcver, it has iu supportcn (sec Zeuner 196339; but sec llso R d  1960:124). 

2~erpell cites the Oxford Engibh Dictionaly &finition of the tcnn as: "Any animal h t  is domatiuted or Umed r d  
kept as a favornite, or tmatcd with indulgence and fondness." He suggests that 'Wit word tends to be wed more boicly u r 
blanket description for animais h t  arc kept for no obvious practkd or economic purpose - i.c. pets, u o p p o d  b k b c k  
or workïng animais" (1989:lO-11). 



buried may bt rtvealed. Once again the evi&nœ for the faunal component of the relevant subsistcnœ 

oconornies must be investigatcd. As demonstratcd by the pteceding rcview of the cemcury cvidcnce, 

funerary customs incorporating the burial of entire animais in human graves have bten Qcuacnted for 

the Badarian and Naqada cultures. 

Species Identification 

As mentioned previously, most of the Badarîan faunal material never underwcnt in-depth analysis. in al1 
four clearly documented cases of burial wi thin human graves, the animals were tentatively i&nti fied as 

gazelles. The questionable nature of these identifications has already been noted and s e v d  aitemative 

subsistence strategies offered based on the timited available evidence (sct Chapter 5). 

The absence of anaiysis also applies to the Naqada culture matcrial. None of the burial identifia- 

tions, presumably made by the excavators, were verified. Al1 the canids that accompanied human buriais 

were assumed to be domtstic dogs. Nine of the tcn tentative gazelle identifications wert ma& by the 

same excavator who identified the animals in the four Badarian buriais (see Appendix B). If the possibil- 

ity of a mistaken original identification by this one txcavator is acknowledgcd, thcn al1 of che Badarian 

and the majority of the applicable Naqada burial material relating to gazelles is immediately called into 

question. In addition, it is not possible t o  weigh the merits of the other unverified gazelle identification, 

as the basis for the identification is not s t a t d 3  The rcsulting ambiguity makes an investigation of rhe 

structure of the faunal component o f  the Naqada culture subsistena economy superfluous, unïcss the 

importance of  both the sheep/goat and gazelle can be demonstrated and offered as alternatives. 

Table 6.1 : Animals in Human Graves 
I 1 Badon-an Naqaâa 1-II Naqada m/Dynrrty 1 

lod 2 1 

a)  Tho additional bmMah are suggested by Bmnton bascd on hgmentuy endence from plun- paves (Matirur* 

Moriagedda). b, The dog buriai at Mostagcdd. Cemcicry 22WSOO may not have ban an indepndcnt ba*l (.oc Ap- 

pendix A). C )  A tentatively identified cat was rrporteû in 1 of the groves containing a gazelle (Mostagedda). T h e  ddi- 
tional burials arc suggcsted by Brunton based on fragrnentary cvidericc h m  p l u n d d  p v e s  (Matmar), in d i t i o n a i  burial, 

possibly containing a gazelle Pnd dog (Bailas) is a h  not included in this count '1 One of ihcsc buiiais contined 2 dots  

(counted as 1 burial) (Mahasna). l b o  instances are repiuentcd only by the presence of s k u k  in disturkd gnvu (Abadiyeh, 
Naqada). The questionable grizck and dog buriai (Ballas) is not included in this count 

3 ~ t  1-t Biunton givcs his (dbcit q t ~ ~ h n a b k )  reason for making the usumption in favor of g . z e ~ c t  (sec ~ h p t c f  S, 
notc 7). At Anii~nq the bones idtntified as those of gazelles h m  ihc c n h  a n i d  asscm5artd with bmul 'A" in pave 1529 
and the butchered pPrrs (meat offcringr) in thne other paves are not disctuscd in the " R ~ c p o r i  on t)it A n i d  Renuins" in the 
cemetery publication (Mond & M y m  1937254-258). Additionai tentative gazelle identifications corne h m  i qucrtionrbk 
Naqada I(?) @od instance i t  Ballm (possibly dog and gazelle) and an d y  Fmt Dynasty p v t  at Abydos (sec Appcndix 8). 



As eight of the ten Naqada culture b d a l s  wntaining tcntatively identifiai gazlies originaic in ccmcttr- 

ies in the vicinity of Maimar, scvcn h m  ont  ccmctcry, gcneralizaions w n c c d n g  the f w a l  componcnt 

of the subsistence economy of the Naqach culturc as a wholt may not be immediartly applicable to this 

geographically limitcd area Considering the apparent relative rarity of the practice ovcrall, the conœn- 

tration of so many burials in one cemetcry suggests a local phcnomenon of somc sort, no mattcr whaî 

the achial spefia  of In f s c ~  ail four Badacian and Nne of the Naqada culturc bwiais containhg 

tentatively iâentified gaztlies art locatcd in four ccmctcfies sinrared on a l e s  than tcn-kilometer strctch 

of low desert in the northem portion of the Badari district The continuity evidenced by this phenomenon 

betwecn the Badarian and Naqada culture occupations of this limited area cmphasizes tbe a p p ~ c n t l y  

local character of the practice and pcrtiaps reflects some consistent fonn of animai exploitation ovcr a 

period of gencrations. One oiher clearly documentai case, in a grave datecl to the Naqada ï ï I  pcriod, 

also derives fmm another cemetery in this vicinity. 

Table 6.2: Animals in Human Graves: Matmar-Mostagedda Area 

Ma- 300aB100 

Matmat 3000n 100 

a) Brunton suggested the possibility of an additional two similu buri&. based on hgmentary cemains. in this cemetcry 
(Brunton 1 W8:22). b, Brunton suggested the possibility of one additional sirniiar iniriai (or an independent M), bascd on 

disturbed riemains in this cemetey (Brunton 1948: 12/22). Brunton suggested ihe possibility of one additional similPr buriai, 
based on hgmeniaxy remains, in ihis cernekry (Brunton 1948:25128). 

G m e W  

Mostagedda300/400 

Mostngedda LSOO 

Matmar900/1000 

One important cavcat should be noted. As al1 of these instances &rive h m  the excavations of one 

archaeologist, the possibility that the apparently local charactcr of this phenomenon is  an artifact of pub- 

lication must remain a consideration. The fact that many other unknown cases of this practicc may have 

existed among the thousands of excavatd graves attributed to the Nôqada culture, the wntents of which 

were never individually reported in the relevant cemetery publications, must quali fy any tvaluation of 

Gazelle(?) 

3 

Dog 

1 

1 a 

4 ~ h e  p t K t  was rcktivtly rue  evcn in the cemetcries in the vicinity of ihc highcst concentirtion oCQciuacnCed huii~cr. 
Compare the nurnber of graves: Ma- 130 BoQrisn. 302 Naqoda 1-II, 107 Naqada m. Mosugedd.: 375 B d u i u i ,  188 
Naqada 1-U, 33 Naqaâa B a :  260 Bduian,  99 Naqada 1-LI 32 Naqada Uï (sce Appendü D for thc brrrLdovn by 
cemetery for these grave counts ind Appcndix B for the giavc counts for the spccific cemetMer Listai in Tabk 63). 

1 

le 

Ca1(?) 

1 

1 

N w ~  
Naqada I l i  

Culme 

BoQriPn 

Blbriui  

Naqada 



the validity of this prcmisc J 
If the anirnals were in fact gazelles, the presence of young animais. as mention& previously, may 

indicate a possible early attempt at domes t idon  of this species in line with the suggtsted interpreta- 

tion of the kill patterns evidcnccd by thc prcdominance of subadult bones among the gazelle rcmains 

identified from the setdement site a& ~ o u k h ~  (Red 1966: 192). On the other hanâ, sufh an intupcttation 

of a ptedorninance of subadult gazelles in a faunal assemblage has betn conteste& primarily based on 

the social structure of the hcrd Dwing certain seasons gazelie herds break up into independent gmups 

of females and young, young males, adult males, and territorial males. This would ncccssarily bias 

a sample produced by hunting &pendhg on the segment of the herd encountered7 (Banks 1984:210). 

However, if the incipient domticarion inttrprctation is acceptai as valid, thtn thcse animals can bc 

considered another form of Livestock. Their role in the life of the associated communities would have 

been sirnilac to that of the sheep or  goat. 

For the Naqada culture setdement sites in the Badari district, t h e  evidence for the role of these an- 

imals in the local subsistcncc economy is only slightly less sparse than that for the Badacian. The lack 

of confirmed identifications for the faunal material still applies. The majonty of thc evidtnce for sites 

in the vicinity of Mostagedda &rives h m  one find-spot. It consists of a collection of fourteen pairs of 

horns identified as belonging to rams, goats(?), gazelles(?) (both large and small), and a buiï or COW.~ 

The variation in ''gazelle" horn size may al- support the suggestion of somc form of human manage- 

ment of this species. Additional random fin& of animal bones in o h r  habitation arcas in this vicinity 

were tcnuitively identifid as those of ~ x e n . ~  Gazelle horns and ox bones wcre also reportai at habita- 

5~runton's publications, h m  which these cases are dRwn. pmvidc a mlativcly more ihomugh description of 8 gnutrr 
number of the gram excavated than cemctey publications such as those of Pe&. One exampk Pmong othcn that might 
be rnentioned: Ln Petrie's publication of Ccrnetey B at Abadiyeh. he reports the ccmetery contained "up CO 570" graves, but 
describes only 26 (one of which contained evidence for rhe possible prcscnce of a h g )  and priondes no grave register (Parrit 
190Ia). Whether or  not anima& w m  prescnt in any of the many undescribed burials in this cemetcy, or uiy orhtr œmctay 
in which the majority of buriais werc not indiidually reported (cg., Naqada B a h ) ,  must remain in question. On the orhcr 
hand, as possible support of the i o d  character of this phenomenon, only one case of a human p v c  containing a gozeik 
was noted in the cemetey at Armnnt (Cernctey 1400-1500: ca. 176 graves), w h m  the individual graves were morr fully 
reported (Mond & Myers 1937). None w m  nored in the cemeIery at Naga ed IXr (Cemctery M000: CI. 635 graves). w h m  
the buriais were a h  fuiiy reportcd (Lythgœ 1965) (sec Appendix 8). None werc documented in the unpublished c e m c ~  
at el-Ahaiwah (CU. 1000 graves) and M d  (CU. 700 p v e s ) ,  although ihe remPins of buiched mimals (bones d skult) 
tentalively identified as those of gmts (and in one case a cd') wcre ~ported h m  sevexai graves a el-Ahaiwah (for the absence 
of entire a n i d  in homon graves at Musccd, Ehrlich n-d.; for the piutncc of nwat offérings in p v c s  at cl-Ahuwah, Giieent 
n-d.; for the number of graves ai M d ,  Bord 1994:13; for h e  sarue at el-Ahaiwah, Greene n.d). 

'six of the mimais in these graves are specïficaiiy d e S c n i  as "smaii". Badarh culture: Matmar S O M  100 (Bmnton 
1948:8), Mostagedda 30Q1400 ( B ~ n t o n  193757); Naqada culture: Matmar 2 m 7 0 0  (Brunton 193214). Mosîaged& 1800 
(Eninton 193731)- 

' ~ c e d  also sugguts an 'î~nknown type of hunting practice or prefercnce" as an altemie e x p b t i o n  for the shucturc of 
the faunal assemblage at Toukh (1966:192). Sec Banks 1984:210 with refmnces, for a discussion of the p iWh in u i n g  
agedisûibution patterns in faund asscmbiagw as evidence for domestication. 

8~crtigcddr: Arca 4OOA (Gmup 406): "two pairs of curly homs (ram), two pUrs of smaU hom boat  ?), su  pairs of bng, 
s a a i g h ~  twisted horns (g.zeUe ?), thme pairs of the same but snulkr,  d one pair of widc-spiuding homs (buii or cour)- 
(Brunton 1937:80). Tht only bmioL accornpuiicd by gozclles(?) in this ncinity date to the Badarjan pcriod (me Appcndu B: 
Badarian Culture: Badari: C e m c t y  MQ/4ûû). 

9 ~ ~ c a g e d & :  Ama 10100: " s d  O*(?)-horn" (Brunton 1937:77); Area 4ûûF: 'fjaw of an ox(?)** (Brunton 1937:81). 



Lion sites in the vicinity of ~adsri." At Hcmanith, a %ut circle" oonuined a l a y a  of organic matter 

identified as dessicated sheep or goat dung and the rcfoverrd f m a l  temains wcrc reportcd as those 

of "sheep or goat, pig and ox" (Brunton & Caton-TMmpson 1928:77/82-û4). Althougb this cvidcnct 

tentatively attcsts to the pZtStnCt of gaztlies dong  with various âomtstic species, it is insufficicnt for a 
reconstruction of the structure of the faunal cornpontnt of the local subsistcnct cconomy. 

In contrast, the faunal matcriai rtcov& fiom the prodynastic scttlcmtnt site most likely associatut 

with the cemetery at Annant, from which the only othtr c l d y  documtntai case of a "gaztlieW in r 
predynastic human grave outsi& the Mamac-Mostagcdda a m  &rives, has undergone in- anal- 

ysis. Due to the fragmentary condition of most of the rcmains, only appmximatcly sixty-five percent 

of the mammalian bones wtrt  identifiable. Within t h  limitations, uit most numemus wcrc thost of 

s h ~ e ~ / ~ o a t ~ ~  followed by cattle, suggcsting (hc economic importance of those spccies. Alrhough che 

identified evidence for the gaztUe is much less abundant, it apptars to have becn the only wild mam- 

malian species of m y  importance in the local subsistenœ emnomy (Boessncck & von d tn  Dricsch in 

Ginter & Kozlowski 1994: 183- 189). 

One further, albeit questionable, instance of an animal tentatively identified as a gszrlle buricd in 

a human grave (accompanied possibly by a dog) was reportai from a predynastic ccmctcry at Bailas 

( s e  Appendix B). Preliminary analysis of the faunal remains frorn Naqada culture scttlemcnt sites in 

the vicinity of el Khatara, locatcd betwccn Ballas and Naqada south of Toukh, mealcd a prcQmi- 

nance of domesticated shecp, with cattlt, pig, and possibly goat less well reprcscnttd nie ternains of 

"numerous" gazelles werc also rcported (Hays 1976:552,1984:68). 

In conjunction with the evidence from nearby Toukh, the gazelle remains at el Khatara as wtll as 

those from upriver at Armant suggest the possibility that this species may have played at f a t  a minor 

role in the subsistene oconomy of somc Upper Egyptian Naqada culture ~ommunities.'~ Whtthcr as 

a hunted or incipiently domesticated species cannot be detennined. That the Egyptians of the dynastic 

p e n d  attempted the domestication of gazelles as well as other species of antelope is illustrated by the 

occurrence of these animais depicted in captivity or, more to the point, king  herded in sctnts carvcd 

and painted on the wails of later tombs (se Zeuncr 196355-56/429-430; Clark 1971:SS-57/61, Figure 7 

= Boessneck 1988:Figurt 49 and, e.8.. Figures 38,39,46,47,51). This evidencc, k n ,  pcrhaps moy 

be used to support the unmnfirmed identifications of gazelles from thc cemetcries at Bailas and Armant 

LO&&ri: Arca 3200: %wo pain of pAk homs, young uid dult  (Gaulh Aru 3300: LLox-skuii. hom. ud 
leg-bones" (Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928:47). 

'l~he relative fnequency meais 8 4:l ratio of goals to ohcep (Bocssneck k von den Ihksch in Ginta k KozbwrLi 
1994:186, Tabk 1). The suggested 6cqwnciu rppcar IO bc bucd on a suaight count of idcntifiabk bones. Such countr 
arc not neccsutily the most ~ b b k  way to dctmninc rciatiw 6rrqucncy. Howcvcr* a jmdominuicc of goats ovcr shœp ù 
aitested by the analyzed h u n d  =mains h m  one locrlity in Lhc vicinity of Hicmkonpolis (McArdk 199k53. McAnîk in 
Hof!han 1982a:116). 

"But apparently not di: only two identifiable g ~ t e k  bones w m  ~ported h m  the two Hmplronpolis ioaliliii# (1 1.29) 
h m  which the urolyzed hnnai rrmains WCTC publishcd (McAcdk 199255. McArdk in H o h a n  1982x117). 



Figure 6.1: Naqada Region 

and by extension possibly those in the Maanar-Mostagedda area. 

It does not, however, explain why the latter communities (if the practice was a local pknomcnon) 

apparently placed such an emphasis on this species (if the tentative identifications arc correct) for this 

form of funerary offering. That question cannot be a n s w e d  based on the available &ta. Howcver, 

in tenns of the documented instances, the fact that at least one grave origindy containecl joints of 

meat in addition to an entire animal (Matmar grave 2714: Brunton 1948: 14; see Appendix D) seems 

to demonstrate that these animais, whatever the species, were considered more than just food offerings. 

Beyond that supposition lies speculation. With that in minci, a suggestion o r  two might be made. 

If the animals in these graves were gazelles, then perhaps they were "pets" - not in thc generaiiy 

acceptai sense of the km, but rather as tamed juveniles of a wild spccies either capturcd and rcarcû as 

an additional source of m a t  or undergoing a deliberate attempt at domestication (sec Clark 197155- 

57/6û-63; Zeuner 196355-56). Their presence then may indicate that the individuals with whom they 

were buried were intimately involved in that process, in which case they might be interpreteâ as "mark- 

ers" of a ver -  specific social persona. On the other hana there rernains a well-founded possibility that 

these animals were misidcntified sheeplgoats. a f i d y  estaùlished domesticated s p a c i ~ s . ~ ~  If so, this 

suggested interpretation would not apply. In that case, a standard generic interpretation might bc of- 

fercd. They might be viewed as representatives of the "flock", symbolic of the 'Ivealth" of the dectastd 

as well as possibly a source of sustainable sustename in the afterlife. However, tht contents of only 

terrns of the iack of accmte identifications (see Chapter 5, note 7). In thin context. it shoald .IpO k mtd that most  
of the faunal remains reprtsenting food (meat) offerings rrporied h m  the published predynastic g ~ v #  at el-Amnh w a e  
definitely identifiai as goai, not grzcik (sec Appendix D). 



a very small number of the disturbtd graves confainhg such animals are indicative of above average 

wedth, and most of the intact burials might k considtred unexceptional (sec Appendix B). In fach 

a comparison of the possibly contcrnporary burials in Matmar Ccmctery 2600/2700 (sec Appcndix E, 

Figure E.21) suggests that those contaîning gazellcslgoats w u c  not al1 among the kst-provisiond4 

Thus the suggestion that thtse animais might have bccn a reflection of the wcalth of tht deceascd is not 

strongly supported by the cvidtnce of tht grave goods, and the significance of thest burials must rcmain 

an open question. 

Dogs can be active working partners and yet be treated as pets. The iconographic evidcna h m  the 

historic period &monstrates they were considered both. From the Old Kingdom through the late period, 

dogs were individually named and charactecized as leisure companions (Janssen 1958; Fischer 1% 1, 

t 978, 1980; also, e-g., Boessneck 1988:Figures 87, 90, 92, 94). However, the dog is most oftcn rep- 

resented as involved in the hunt. From undatable petroglyphs, through images on pdynastic potttry* 

to early dynastic objects and tomb paintings of the Pharaonic period, dogs are portrayed accompany- 
ing anned hunters or engaged in the pursuit of game.ls For al1 but the earliest materiai. this activity 

was obviously not a matter of subsistence but a leisure pastime of the elite. in contras& dogs arc only 

very rately shown occupicd with the mundane labor of the country estate. In fact, scvcral Old King- 

dom "farmyard birth sccncs emphasize their predatory nature and depict the impending dire results of 

a dog's too eager interest (see, e.g., Boessneck 1988:FÎgures 1 14, 127). Neverthcless, that thcy wcm 

cmployed in herding activities is attestai by a New Kingdom tomb painting whert severai dogs arc &- 

picted as the companions of shepherds and small herds of cattle and goats'6 (Davies l948:2l/Piote XY). 

One Middle Kingdom dog's narne that translates as "He is a Herdsman" (mniw pw) (Janssen 1958: 18 1, 

#37) perhaps supplements the s c a t  iconographic evidence for this occupation. 

L4~ompare the iniact grava wiih gazeUes/goau 266SOntact child; 3 ccRmic vrssels), 2666(inmt mak; 3 s d  flint biives. 
1 fish-tail knife, 4 ceramic v u s e l ) ,  2714(intact mak; 5 ceramic vessels, meat offcring), aU f U n g  4 t h  an SD m g c  of 3645 
(see Appendu B) with graves without animais 266qintact femak; 2 ivoy tags, slak paiettt, basket, cowry a d  Narua shells. 
at l u t  4 cerPmic nssels; SD 3841). 2717(vey disturbtd fermk and child; bone comb, 14 c a a m k  vcsscb - 'ïnclnclig no 
less than five of the C or 'mss-linc' class"; SD 38) (Brunton 1948:13/14/PLor Vm/lX). The only gnvc in thü ccmcly with 
an animal rhat might contain compiuabk ''~4th" is 2646(dismbed fcmak and infant; " w i c k  hampd?; 2 ivoy unuktl, 
child's ivory bractkt. Nerira shcU, at k t  4 ceramic vesse& - including 1 bowl with sculpred hippopoumi ud a cmcodik on 
the rim) (sec Appendix B). 

'S~ee .  cg., W ~ n k k r  1938:26/Pktt XXm-3 for a dog activdy involved in an ostrich hunt; Winklcr 1939:17-18/Piak Xm-1 
for 2 dogs, a h u n e  8 ''Bhary" shcep, uid a ghEe; Boessneck 1988:83/Figuits 3.20.21 for a hunttr wiih 4 kashed &gs 
on a Naqada 1 period paintcd bowi. dogo hunting g u c k  on a Frnt Dynasty gamc piecc, and a Middle Kingdom daen hunt 
scene; CIPilr 1971 5 8 ,  Figure 5 for Middle Kingdom desert hunt ocenes: Hendrickx 1992 for a discussion of hunting rcm on 
prdynastic poaey. 

1 6 ~  far h m  cxhaustk, but much more than supdciol sauch h u g h  dynastic tomb p a i n t i n g ~ k f i  RmKd g only 
this one exampIe h m  the Ninekenth Dynasty Theban tomb of "Khons" (Davies 1948:Piats XV). Sec a h ,  cg., iindrtcd 
pemglyphs, h m  the mgion of the Second Cafaract, depicting a hefd of caak and s e d  human 6gums. t h e  of which arc 
accompanied by rclativcly r d  mimais interpriemi as dogs (Otto & Burhcndorf-Otto 1993:49-50, Fi- 42b). 



For the predynastic pcriod, however, thtir principal occupations can only be indirectiy infend. Ai- 

though the full extent of the contribution maâc by hunting to ihe subsistenct cconomics of the Badarian 

and Naqada cultures cannot be estimateci bascd on tht limitai available faunal maicrial, the sparsc cv- 

idence of the images on poücry attributable to the latter culture suggtsts that dogs playcd thtir part, 

however marginal the activity may havc ken. On the othcr han& w k n  wcii-documenicd faunal tvi- 

dence demonstrates that hunting was a ncgligiblc aspect of ihc subsistcna stratcgy, such as in tht case 

of the Maadi (variant) culture (set Chaptcr 3, the dog's rolc in animal husbandry cm bc assumai with 

some certainty. Whatevcr thtir mlc in the cconomic lifc of the community, howmcr, thcrt is no rcason 

to believe that evcn during the prcdynastic pcriod thcy wert not also trcatcd as pets. Thus dogs wtr t  no 

doubt considered prized possessions for both their contribution to the economy and theu companion- 

ship. 

The occurrence of dogs in human graves during the predynastic period may reflect both this per- 

sonal relationship between the deceased and the individual dog as well as the animai's economic value. 
Aithough none of these plundered graves provide evidence of the occupants' occupation, the remaining 

contents of the majonty may be considered suggestive of the deceased's privileged status (set Ap- 

pendix B). if the exceptionally large quantities of pottery ('Matmar, Naga ed Dêr), Stone SM- and 

maceheads (Mahasna, Abadiyeh), ivory vessel, and copper harpoon head (Mahasna) arc accepted as 

such,17 then perhaps these dogs were the favored pets and valued cornpanions "in the chasc" of those 

members of the cornmuni ty for whom hunting had becorne primarily a recreational activity. This may 

explain the rarity of such burials. 

Table 6.3: Dogs in Human Graves 
1 cerne- Graves 1 Date 1 

Uostog& 'IOMi& 
Hazagch G (4 10G) 

Maûnar 3000/3100 (3128) 

Naga ed Dtf MO00 (N74 18) 

O )  This m y  havc been an indepcndent buriai (sce Appendix A). This g ~ v c  containcd 2 &p. C )  Oniy the rkuUs w t i t  

documcnted in ihesc two very dishirbed graves. 

- -- 

AbadiyehB (5119) 

Naqaàa ''Great New Race" (286) 

1 7 ~ h c  Mahasna g ~ v c  was lisid unong "high status bunols" (1996:79); NB: k cites an ivoy mrehcad h m  
this grave but the only ivory object rnentioned in the original publication wos a vesse1 (sec Appendix B)- 

l(?p 1 Badarian 

1 

1 

1 

lC 

1 

Noqada Ud 1 

Naqada Ud 1 

N a q d  nd? 

- - 

N P S ~  (3 
NaqadaI 



Chapter 7 

Elite Cemeteries 

Throughout the various developrnental stages of the Naqada culture, animals had primarily bttn buried 

within human graves. An instance of the continuai occurrence of this custorn has k n  documtnted in 

a grave dated to the early First Dynasty (see Appendix B). in the elite and ultimately royal cemetcries 
of an increasingly socialty stratifiai Upper Egypt, however, a distinctioncan bc observai in two aspects 

of this practice. Although dogs still oççur in an elitc context, except in one instance, new and, in somc 

cases, exotic species take the place of the livestock attested elsewhere. in addition, dong with thc 

elaboration of tomb construction, subsidiary burials began to appear. Animals buricd separately wert, 

in most cases, obviously wociated with specific tombsl - apparently the high-statu version of ihe 

former practice. This phenornenon also persisteci on an elite level into the pericui of the Fint Dynasty, as 

the cemeteries containing the tombs of the "upper-class" in the vicinity of the newly establisheû royai 

capical at Memphis attesta 

NAQADA CULTURE 

Elite Cemeteries 

Three ancient Upper Egyptian population centers - Hierakonpolis, Naqada, and Abydos - are the 

sites of eli te cemeteries that prcdate the rise of the First Dynasty and the eartiest burials in the royal 

necropolis at Abydos. Ciearly documentcd cases of animal burial ocair in twoO2 In che case of the 

'In the instances whm the principal tomb is not immediotcly miden& it is more oftcn a question of incomplet publication 
inhibiting identification ihan the pmbability t h t  the animal buriais w e ~  not associalrd with spccific tombs. 

2~1though ametmies of the Niqdo UI h u g h  d y  dynutic periods, containing apparcntly high-statu buriais, me LMwn 
h m  eastem Dclm siw, no animai btuïds. subsidiory or othciwisc, have k e n  rrpoitcd fiom any o f  thcm - thit is cxccpt for 
an apparent food offcring consisting o f  the decapitated carmss of a cow in the side chamber o f  an clitt pave rt Minrht Atm 
Omar (sec note 4 beiow). This m i y  k due to the bck of full pubiication o f  the pmcnUy cxavated ccmcraitr. k r  Delta 
ccmeteries coniaining componcnts o f  this &r sec Kny-tPniak 1989; for specific ccmeierics see: Ezûct cl-TcU(Kufar Nigm 
Bakr 1988, 1994; Tcii Fam*on/Imet: Mostafa 1988, Mostnfa 1988; Minshat Abu Omar kœpcr k Wiidung 19û5, 1994, 
h p e r  1W-, 1996; Teii brahim Awad: van den Brink 1988,1992; Beni Amir. Abd el-Hagg Rigrb 1992, AM el-Moncim 



massive multiple dog burial at Naqada Cemetery T tht subsidiary status and date within the pcriod of 

the cemetery's use must rcrmin a rnatter of speculation due to the lack of full publication. 

In contrast, one cemctcry at Hicrakonpolis, Locality 6, provides the highest concentration of and 

earliest evidence for txotic animals associatcd with clitt burials. Threc instances, a multiple dog bq,uid 

(Tomb S), a multiple baboon buriai (Tomb 12), and a possible joint burial of a young clephant and s c v d  

dogs (Tomb 14)' have bttn dated to the carlier use phase of the çcmctery (Naqada Ic-W). Aithough 

the immediate vicinity of the last two burials has not bœn W y  excavami, consonant with thtir early 

date there appear to be no surface indications of Iargcr tombs to which they might have ban s u b s i d i d  

(B. Adams, personal communication 1998). The cxtrcmcl y disturbed condition of these burials inhibits 

full reconstruction of thtir original contents. Thus it is difficult to dctenninc whcther or not thesc animah 

origindly accompanied human interments; but human remains were found in conjunction with those of 

the Tomb 14 elephant and dogs and may have onginally b e n  a component of that burial. Confirmation 

of the original configwation as joint interments awaits future excavation that will hopefuiiy r e v d  less 
distuibed buriais. nie multiple cattle burials assumed to be subsidiary to Tomb 2, tentatively dated to 

Naqa& III* may be the latest animal burials in the cemetery and appcar to be thc last of this specics 

documen ted as anything othcr than food ~ f fe r ings .~  

FIRST DYNASTY 

Royal Nmmpoüs 

Unli ke the elite cernetery at Hierakonpolis, where the funerary sacrifice of exotic anirnals, even mini- 

maily interpreted as ostentatious display, pmlaimed the status of the individuais with whom they werc 

presumably burieû, other than the questionable instance of a goat(?) in a human grave, no trace of sim- 

ilar animal burials has been reported from the elite cemetery at Abydos (Cernetery U) that adjoins and 
predates the burials of rulers who irnmediately praeded the advent of the Arst Dynasty (Cemetcry B).' 

1996a. Separate cemeteries rhot might bc considered exclusivcly (or pnmarily) eiite have not yet been deetcd 
3~ planned magnetometer sumy of this cemetery should claRfy this motter (R. Friedman, p ~ 1 ~ 0 d  cornmuniution 1998). 
4 ~ t  Minshat Abu Omar, in one of the undisnirbed side chambers of what has ben designated an ''elite" p v c  (1450) 

of eariy dynastic date, 'Vie mnahs of a sacrificiaï or (without M)" was found under a iaycr of ccramic rcs~ls  ( K m q m  
1992:130). Although not fuliy dcscnaed. the phRsc 'aithout h d  sccms to imply the nemains consistcd of an e n t h  arcass 
(see also Kroeper 1988:17). This appeus to be a food o f fmg and noi an animal b d  A similPr situation anr recordecl d 
Naga ed W. In the side chamber of i grave (1 605) of Second qr iu ty  date. the skekton of an entut "d(1)" w u  forid lying 
undcr a i q e  c y i i n d r i d  ahbasterjar (Rcisncr 190855). Fiirchcr evidencc in the fonn of kge sections of uticuLtcd bom of 
cade documented in the buriai and side chambers of Fmt Dynasty masiabas at Saqqam may support the supposition that thclt 
remains repffscnt food offciings (dhugh in one case dcscn'bed as a "skekton", in the sketch pian of Lhe krri.l chamber Ihr 
remains do not appcar to bc an entinc carcass; see Emey 1949:98-99; aisa Emcry 1954). The aucass of a "sacrificd or" w u  
found in the undistubcd bmi.l chunber of the Fourth Dylmsty mastaba of "Khnmw-ba-f. at G i a  (S. Hassan 1W4:lO). 

 or the questionable goat burul in Cemetery U, sec Appendix C; this was not one of the obviously dite graves in thU 
cemetery. For reports of rcccnt excavation in Cernety U, sec Kaiser & k y c r  190225-226; mer 199û54-62,1992, 
199324-55.1996:13-30. k t  the rcsults of culier excavation. let k t  1914. For xcports of -nt excavation in Cemcmy B 
(tombs oiher than hose associatcd with the funerary compkx of Ah), sec Kaiser k Diieyer 1982:220-225; 1)rcycr 1990:67-71, 



The earlitst instance for which t h  is cvidcnœ is associaicd with a royal tomb. Sevcn lions, their 

remains found scatterai in the debris of prcvious excavations, may have originally bccn intcrred in a 

double-chambered grave at the cast end of the triple row of subsidiary chambers associateci with the 

funerary complcx of Aha, first Ling of the Fust Dynasty. These lions, apparently raiscd in captivity, 

suggest the existence of a royal menagerie. They went to theu grave dong with mcmbcrs of the myal 

entourage wtio were buricd in at lcast somc of the djacent subsidiary chambers. nitsc iions are the last 

of the tnily cxotic animals prtscntly documentai in this contcxt. 

Evidence for the subsidiary burial of dogs in ihc first Dynasty royal nccropolis cxists in the form 

of four inscribed stclac. The tomb(s) with which thcy wcre originally associatcd rcmain(s) unknown, as 

the precise location of theu discovery was never reported. Based on sty listic grounds aü four stclat have 

been &ted to the reign of Den, fourth king of the First Dynasty. If this attribution is correct, the dogs 

were probably buried dong with members of the royal entourage whose plundered cemains were found 

in association with the series of subsidiary chambers that sunound the tomb of this king? A single bw 

of a dog provides scant evidence for the possibility of a similar M a l  associated with the tomb of Qa'a, 

last king of the Fmt Dynasty. Only one intact dog burial associated with a royal fbnerary cornplex 

has been reporteà at Abydos. In this case, the burial was found in situ in one of a row of mbsidiary 

graves associated with the valley mortuary installation attributed to king Djet, third king of the Fust 

Dynasty. Whether the dog was the sole occupant or accompanied one of the royal entourage beiieved 

to have been buried in these graves was not indicated in the published report (sec Appendix C). No 

similar animal buriais were documenteci ia the subsidiary graves associated with the other Fust Dynasty 

funerary enclosures in this vicini ty (see Petrie 1925; and Cemetery S: Peet I9 14:3O-%), nor were any 

reporteci from graves thought to be subsidiary to a cultic installation attributed primarily to the rcign of 

king Den at Saqqara (see Macramallah 1940; Kaiser 1985b). 

=te Tombs 

Subsidiary animal burials associated with high-status tombs have been reported from a number of cerne- 

teries in the vicinity of the ancicnt capital city of Memphis. The majority of docurncnted cases comc 

h m  the extensive early dynastic cemctery ai Helwan. The incornpletc publication of this ccmctcry 

pmvides, however, only the barest details of the reportcd burials. leaving the specifics of somc and the 

identity and date of the principal tombs with which most werc associatd unknown. Othcr cases have 

b e n  notcd in association with large First Dynasty tombs at Tarkhan, Saqqara, and Abusir. Most of these 

burials were more fully rcported. Only these 1 s t  tombs have been closely âated; that at Tarkhan to the 

reign of Djet, those at Saqqara and Abusir to the reign of Den. It is with these clitc burials that the first 
-- - 

1996:4849. 
%r the possible origind kation of fhesc burials, sec Dreyer 199359. 



instances of two animais not prcviowly documcntcd in this çontcxt occur. Donkcys and various species 

of bird now appear for the het time in subsidiary b ~ r i a l s . ~  

Donkeys, buried in groups of thcee, occur at ihrtt different sites. Thrce instances of multiple burial 
have b e n  reported at Helwan alone; two othcrs at Abusir and Tarkhan. Only thme of the five pnncipd 

tombs with which these burials werc onginally associatcd cari bc dtfinitely idtntified. ltvo of the triple 

donkey burials lay within the passages formeci by enclosure walls sunoundhg large mastabas at Helwan 

(no No) and Tarkhan (2050); one lay to the south of a tomb lacking an enclosure wall at Abusu (IV). 

In addition to the donkeys, fbrthcr subsidiary burials, both human and animal werc associated with the 

Helwan and Tarkhan mastabas (see Appendix C). 

The separate burial of a birâ, identified as a "duck", was associated with the Tarkhan mastaba. 

Al though water fowl appear as food offerings in the subsidiary chambers associated with F m t  Dynasty 

royal tombs at Abydos (sec Appendix C), the fact that this animal was buried in a coffin of its own 

leaves little doubt conceming the status of the burial. The species of animal in the additional subsidiary 

burials associated with the Helwan mastaba were not idcntified in the publishcâ report. 

One of the two Helwan multiple donkey burials for which the principal tomb is not immediately 

evident may, dong with another set of animal burials, have been associated with one large mastaba 

(680.W) in that ccmetery (see Appendix C, Figure C. 1). In this case, the burials lay outside the sus- 

pected principal tomb's enclosure wall. The donkeys lay to the east; to the West, two smaU adjacent 

graves contained the remains of a dog and a bird (possibly a hawk), each buried in a coffin of its own. 

A similar conjunction of these last two animals also occurs at Saqqara, although in that case not even a 

tentative identification is offered for the species of bird. There, three birds, each wrapped in cloth and 

placed in individual coffins, were buried in a row dong with seven dogs interred in a similar manner 

under the mudbnck pavement that surrounded the mastaba of Hemaka (3035). A single human burial 

sans coffin accompanied them. The combination of human and animal subsidiary burials associated 

with this tomb and those at Helwan and Tarkhan mimic, on a smaller scale, those of the royal funerary 

complexes of the early First Dynasty kings buried at Abydos (see Appendix C). 

One other subsidiary animal burial is presently documented associated with an d i te  tomb of this 

period. At Saqqara, a single dog was buried near the entrance in the enclosure wall of a Fmt Dynasty 

mastaba (3507) attributed to Queen Her-neith. It was the only subsidiary burial associatcd with that 

tomb. A parallel to this buria1 can be found in the dog burials associated with a late Sixth Dynasty 

mastaba (V) at Balat, wherc one of the dogs was apparently also interred near the envancc in the tnclo- 

sure wall (see Appendix C). 

' ~ r  the possibiiity of ihe subsidiary buriai of gecsc in the hinemy compkx of Aha. see Appendix C: Dynuty 1: Abydos. 



ICONOGRAPHY 

Artifacts of the Naqada culture provide a rich array of animal imagery rtprescntcd in a wi& v a r i e  

of media. Wild and domesticated specics appear painted or modtled on h r a t e d  pottuy and amcd 

on ivory combs, spoons, and bufe handles as well as in the form of zoomorphic amuitis and "tags", 

cosmetic palettes, and vcsscls, or as chippcd flint, ivory, ccramic, or stonc figurines and by the time 

of the Fmt Dynasty ocuUondly as sculpture of considerable si=.' While not dl of chgc images can 

be considcred expressions of religiously symbolic motifs. at lcast some clearly appcar to havc b a n  

related to cultic ztivities, most particularly the apparendy ex wto figurines recovercd in excavations of 

temple sites at Elephantine, Hierakonpolis, and Abydos (sec N d a  1984:335/355m. It is, howtvtt, 

the carved ivories depicting a n i d  files and the ceremonid relief-cacved palettes atûibuted primarily to 

the end of the predynastic period and the rise of the First Dynasty that have rtceivcd the most atkntion 

in t m  of suggested intcrpretations for the symbolic s ignif iana of the animals rcprcsented (sec, rg.,  

Needler 1984:328-33 1 ; Ciaiowicz 1992; Baines 1993; and sources cited in al1 of thtse). Many of the 

interpretations offered in these analyses range far afield from the present investigation; howcvcr, somc 

are relevant to the species that occw in association with elite and royal burials. 

Although royal and divine symbology were closely intertwined, two animds, lions and bulls, arc 

achowledged symbols of the prowess of the king. This suggests that the lions that accompanied Aha 

to his grave may have been symbolic expressions of this aspect of the royal persona raîher than meccly 

exotic members of a royal menagerie (see, e.g, Baines 1993; also Needler 1984352). On the other 

han& the assumption of a similar symbolic connotation for the earlier multiple cattle burial phsumably 

associaied with one of the Locality 6 elite graves at Hierakonpolis is not so rtadily applied This is in 

part due to the unlcnown nature of the presently unexcavateâ adjacent suspected cattle burials. Mort 

important, however, the standardid form of bull's head amulets, some dated as early as Naqada 1 

( s e  Petrie 1920: 1 1; also Needler 19843 17-3 18)- the rclief-carved bovine heads such as that apptaring 

on the "Hathor" palette attriùuted to the late Naqada II period (see Petrie 1953: 1 I/Platc B), and the 

multimedia bull's heads sculpteû in rows on "benches" associated with sevtral FÏrst Dynasty mas*& 
at Saqqara (see Emery 1954, 1958) demonstrate the scope of symbolic import for cattle beyond that of 

latc predynastidearly dynastic "royal" iconography. Thus an interpreiation of the rneaning of this burial 

might better be sought within the widcr rcligious as well as secular si gni ficance of this spccies. 

Like the  Apis bu11 cul& evidcnce for which has bccn traftd back to the carly dynastic period (Otto 

1964: 1 lm, the worship of a &ity in the form of a baboon (M wr), later assimilatcd by the god Thoth, 

may also have had similady carly mots (Vandier d'Abbadit 1964: 148 with rtfeccnces). Baboon fig- 

urines occurring in temple dcposits, prrsumably originally votive offerings possibly dtdicatcd to r spc- 

*Ulustrated cxampies can bc found in most pubtishcd reports of prr- and d y  dyna~tic sites, but sec, cg., SchwcinCinrh 
1903, Capart 1905, Petrie 1920. Needkr 1984. Payne 1993 among 0 t h  for moit comprchensiw discussions of s~ch utifactr. 



cific dei ty, and an early First Dynasty cylinder scal dcpicting a baboon hicratically posed in conjunction 

with an image of the king (Rtrie 1920: 10; Necdlu 1984357-358; Vandiu d9Abbadic 1964:147-148, 

Figure 1) may provide supporting evidenct for ihc d y  existence of this cult. In contmst, the tle- 

phant was never associaîui with a spcci Ac &ity or cult. Yct its formalizcd "scrpcnt-trading" posturt 

repeatediy porvayed on stvcral lait prcdynastic carved ivory artifacts omamcntcd with animal files sug- 

gests a traditionai symbolic motif, the original mcaning of which cannot bt remspcctively amplificd by 

reference to iconographie or ttxtual evidtnct fmm thc historic puiod (sec, e.g., Churck in N d c r  

1984: 152- 168). Neverthtless, an intcrpretation of the burials of baboons and an elephant at Hierakon- 

polis Loçality 6 within thest symbolic contexts may not be viable in light of the possibly mixai, human 

and animal, nature of the burials. 

Although a cultic intcrprciation has bem offered for the multiple donkey burial at Abusu (Eissa 

in Boessneck 1992), the motivation for this and similar burials associated with "upper-class" tombs in 

other cemeteries in the vicinity of Memphis may have been more mundane. Artifactual midencc fmm 

the settlement site at Maadi suggests that as early as the Lower Egyptian culture's occupation of this 

rcgion the Memphite are. was the western terminus for an overland trade route with southwest Asia 

(Rizkana & Seeher 1989:78-80). An archaeoiogical survey of the north Sinai has demonstratcd that this 

route was sti 11 in active use during the early dynastic period (Oren 1989). n i u s  one possible explanation 

for the concentration of such burials in cemeteries in this vicinity may bc the tomb owners' involvement 

in overland trade via donkey caravans. 

As the presence of dogs in human graves may have been an aspect of the privileged status of the 

deceased (see Chapter 6). it is not surprising to find dog M a i s  in elite cemeteries such as those at 

Naqada and Hierakonpolis or associated with the royal funerary complexes at Abydos. Although at 

the higher levels of elite society the pemnal relationship with these dogs may not have been as close 

as that suggested for the burials discussed in the previous chapter (particularly in the instances wherc 

mu1 ci ple burials suggest hun ting packs), the animals* employmen t in nonessential sport hunting was 

probabl y the same (see, e.g., Boessneck 1988:23; Baines 1993:W65). A similady seculat explanation, 

although obviously far mort tcnuous duc to the lack of species identification, may also be applicable to 

the adjacent dog and bird burials noted at Helwan and Saqqara. If the three unidentifieci birds associattd 

with the tomb of Hemaka wece the samc species as the tentatively identifid falcon ("hawk") at Hclwan, 

then perhaps the conjunction of these two species, both employed in recreational hunting activities, may 

be indicative of the tomb owners' frequent participation in this leisure pastirne of the elitc? 

The single dog f i a l  associated with the Saqqara mastaba attnbuted to Queen Htr-ncith sccms 
bçst  viewed within the context of another common employment of this species. Whethcr this spccific 

animai was, during its life, primarily a watchdog or a pet obviously cannot be determineâ, not that 

- 

'~here is slight evidence for the pmctice of falconry in ancicnt Egypt (Houlihan 1986:48 with cefcircnccs)- 



one role precludes tk o k  However, the former role is suggesttd by its burial ncar the cntranct in the 

mastaba's enclosure wall. Unlike the royaiiy o r d e d  burial of a dog for services renderai as "watchQg" 

of the king, attested by an inscription on a r e d  limestone block mmvered duting acavation of the 

cemetery west of the Gmat Fyramid at Giza (Rcisna 1936). this burial was not ncctssanly an honot 

bestowed on the dog but &r a 'hiagical" or symbolic means of providing protection for tht burial of 

the queen. 

Al though certain spccies had aircaây acquirtd rciigiously and poli tically symbolic signi ficanœ by the 

time of the rise of the First Dynasty, interptttations suggested for the motivation for most of the a n i d  
burials associateci with elite and royal tombs might better be sought within the framework of the mort 

prosaic d e s  of particulariy the domcsticaccd spccits that occur in this conttxt. Oniy the burials of 

exotic animals more d l y  lend tfiemselvts to interpretations as expression of retigious or political 

symbolism. The lion burials a s s o c i d  with the funerary complex of Aha at Abydos atc thc most 

notable example. Due in part to the lack of comparable contemporary occurrences, the burials of cxotic 

animals in the elite cemttery at Hieralconpolis are the most difficult to interpret. in fat, thcy cannot 

be adequately explained based on the presently available evidence. Pehaps when the amctcry is more 

fully excavated, a reconstruction of the original context of these burials will be possible. At prcsent, the 

rnixed naturc of these burials seerns to argue against a religiously symbolic interpretation. 





Chapter 8 

Conclusions 

This study has been an attempt to marshal al1 the available contextual evidence for the animal burials of 

the predynastic period, with the intention of providing a culturai framework within which iniqretations 

for such burials rnay be adequately evaluated. The results of the present investigation can now bc 

reviewed as they pertain to the questions originally proposed. 

Who: Culture Complexes and Continuity 

A review of the published archaeological evidence for the two principal catiegories of animal burial 

reveals that the distribution of each confonns to the generally accepted geographically circumscnbcd 

territories of the conternporary* but culturally diverse, c u l a  complexes of the pdynast ic  pcriod The 

phenomenon of in&pendcnt animal burial has been document& in the cemeteries of the M W  (variant) 

cuIture of Lower Egypt and the A-Group culture of Lower Nubia. Animals buricd in human graves have 

been documented primarily in those cemeteries of the Naqada culture located in Upptr Egypt. Only the 

cemeteries of îhc earlier Badarian culturc provide uncquivocal evidence for both categories of animal 

burial. 

if the Badarian is zaxpted as a culde-sac in the cultural sequene of Upper Egypt, thut is, thcn, 

no direct cuntinui ty between the predynastic cultures that observed fiinerary custorns incorporating the 

plactice of independent animal burial and the dynastic culture of Egypt. The issue is, howeva, moot. 

The presently available evidence incikates that the pknomenon of independent animal burial vanished 

from the cemeteries of the Nile valley north of the Second Cataract with the &mise of the Badarian, 

Maadi (variant), and A-Group as discrete archaeologically âetectablc cultures. In contrast, mortwuy 

practices involving the burial of animals in or directiy associateci with spccific human graves can bc 

trackcd from the cemettries of the Badarian culturc, thtough those of the Naqada culture, into the clitc 

cemeteries of the First Dynasty and beyond. This unintemipccd continuity coïncides with the g c d l y  

acknowledged cuhurai development leading to the dynastic culture of the historic pend (e.g., Kantor 



1944: 135-136; Batd lW&S6/ll4; contm, e.g., Kohler 1995; Williams 1987). if anywhcra, thtn, it 

would be among thest culturts and this form of burial that the origins of cult practiccs involving the 

interment of animals rnight be sought. 

Wbat: Spedes and Symbdic Signüicanœ 

The widely inconsistent quality of the publishaî information c o n m i n g  the identification of îhc animals 

that occur in the independent burials necessitates, in a few instances, only a tentative b ignat ion  as 

dornesticated forms of Bos, Ovis/Capm, and Ccuiis. Nevertheless, whether as wild or domcsticatcû 

forms, these are the 'W genera chat occur in this type of burial. Only two out of the thrct pndynastic 

culture complexes with which such burials wtrr associated provi& sufficient iconographic cvidcnct 

that, if strerched, might be suggestive of the symbolic significance of panicular species. In the case of 

both cultures. however, the animals dcpicted were wild fauna, none of which werc among those specics 

interred in the cemeteries. There is, thus, no iconographic evidence that, cven if maximally interprctcd, 

suggests the attribution of numinous qualities to the species that occur in the independent animal buriais. 

Although the animals buried in or associated with hurnan graves have generally becn consi&rcd 

anothcr form of gravc goods, somc of tbe species that occur in these burials had acquircd nligiously 

and politically symbolic significance by the time of the rise of the First Dynasty. Nevertheltss, crcdiblc 

in terpretations for the motivations for many of these burials may also be framed wi thin the context of tht 

more pmsaic roles of particularly the domesticated specics that occur. Only the burials of exotic animals 

associated with the graves of the elite more readily lend themselves to interpretations as expressions of 

this rdigious or political syrnbolism. At present, however, only one early First Dynasty example, the 

lions assoçiated with the funerary complex of Aha at Abydos, &rives from a context bat would makc 

such an interpretation tenable. Until the primary source of the other exotic animal burials, Locality 6 at 

Hierakonpolis, is more fuliy excavateci, their original context cannot be monsuucted. This hinders the 

formulation of viable interpretations of their significance. 

Where and How: Distribution and Status Ditrerentiation 

There is no conclusive evidcnce for the existence of cemeteries nPdicated exclusively to the burial of  

sacred animals. Except for the anomalous settlernent burials at Adaima, al1 the documcnted animal 

buriais were situated within the confines of human cemeteries. In this context, an invasite cornparison 

of the animal and h u m  burials demonstrates that, in those cemeteries where the human burials uthibit 

fully developed standards for postmortem status display, none of the in&pen&nt animal burials wcm 

comparable to those reflccting the privilcgeà status of the prestigious human dead. in f s t ,  although the 

spatial distributionof most of the animal burials placed them in the spherc of the nlativtly richcr burials 
in the Badarian and A-Group cemeteries in which they occurrtd, their contents did not difftrtntiatc thcm 



fmm the poorest. Only in the cemeteries of tht Maadi (variant) culture, whae theh is no dctcctable 

customary standard for s i  gni fying the status of the decead, were some of the goat burials accompanicd 

b y "grave goods". However, the distribution of these buri Js  at Wadi Digla suggests they w u t  associatcd 
with spatially organizcd clusters of apparcntiy related human burials that may have k n  the exclusive 

buriai plots of particular segments of the community. This pattern of association suggcsts that although 

the goat buriais do not appcar to have bctn the product of a single funcrary event, a spccific human 

burial, they were nevertheless directly related to the burials that sunounded them and thus apparently 

an aspect of locaiiy obscrvtd funerary customs. nie prcscncc of the goods accompanying these burials 

must then be considerd in this context. 

As this brief review of Lhe mu1 ts of the prcsent investigation rcveals, there appears to be no uneguivocal 

evidence in support of an interpretation of the independent animal burials as concrete manifestations of 

a contemporary attitude of rcverence for the animals that occur, either individually or as rcprcscntatives 

of their s p i e s .  In conjunction wi th the geographicall y circumscribcd and apparcntiy culture-speci fic 

distribution of the phenomcnon of independcnt animal burial, this lack of evidcnce for revercnct for tbc 

relevant species suggests that the burials should be viewed within the context of the traditional buriai 

customs of each of the thtee culture complexes with which they were associated. 

Maadi (variant) 

Two species, goats and dogs, occur in the independent animal burials documented in the cemeteries of 

the Maadi (variant) culture. That the animals were deliberately slaughtered before burial is attested by 

examples of the better preserved remains of both specics. Although these animals may therefoce bt 

genedly viewed as "funerary sacrifices", the motivation for the burials was most Li kely species-speci fic 

and, at l e s t  in the case of the dogs, possibly a reflection of the role this species played in the economic 

li fe of the community. 

As mentioned above. the spatial distribution of the goat burials at Wadi Digla, whose original context 

remained undisturbai, suggests an association with what appear to have been exclusive burial plots. In 

light of the fact that the proposcd chronological devclopment of these plots suggests that the goat burials 

were not neccssarily the carliest graves in thcse clusters, they do not appear to have k e n  'Youndation 

dcposits" dedicating the initiai use of that section of the cemetery. However, thcy may reprtsent later 

sacrifices honoring in general the occupants of these related graves, in a scnsc a pst-interment com- 
munal provisioning for the dcad. The occurrence of pottery caches also tends to suggest pst-intement 

funerary rites (sec Rizkana & Scehcr 199û:94-95; Boessneck 1989: 123). The presenct of œramic vcs- 

sels in some of the goat burials may have been a consolidation of these two forms of funerary offkrings. 



This may explain the unquai distribution of such vessels in the goat burials at Wadi Digla The miukcd 

disparity between the quantities of ceramic vcsscls acampanying the goats at Wadi Digla and those 

at Heliopolis may reflect local variations in the practicc of consolidating such offerings as weU as a 

possible diachmnic trend of incmasing pst-intenient offerings concurrent with the similar trend of 

increasing quantities of ceramic grave goods notai in the human burials themselves. 

It has been proposcd that the dogs werc buried as symbolic g d a n s  of the cemttcries -no & 

Mortensen 1988:47). k r  the dog, the role of guardian in this context may have been an extension of the 

part it had come to play in animal husbanâry as protector of the flock. Thus, although the butials may 

be considered, in a sense, a funerary =rifice, they appcar to have bctn a miagical or symbolic means 

of meeting a specific need of this life, not the presumed needs of the afteriife. The signikancc, if any, 

of the lack of unifonnity notcd in the orientation of the dog burials is not immediately cvidtnt. If rhe 

proposeci interpretation is correct, however, they may have been faced in the direction deemed most in 

need of a vigilant sentinel at the time of their interment. 

This role of guardian of the dead was enbodied by deities such as Khentimentiu during tht carly 

dynastic period and later by Anubis, both of whose animai manifestations werc jaclrals. Attribution of 

this d e  to the jackal would bc a fonn of propitiation, since jack& wcre no doubt one of the forcmost 

predators on cemeteries (Baines 1993:68). Even if this role reversal from predator to prottctor for 

the jackal were to be viewcd as a substitution of the traditional protector (domesticatcd Qg) by the 

propi tiated predator (jackal) instcad of a self£ontained psychological process, there is no tvidcnce 

for cultural continuity between dynastic culture, which honorcd the jackal in this way, and the Lowcr 

Egyptian Maadi culture cornplex, whose traditional burial customs at the very least wert "cclipscd" 

by those of the Upper Egyptian Naqada culture (sec Bard 1994:26/114). In this light, it is difficult 

to see these dog burials as either the undedying origin of the later funerary beliefs or as the concretc 

manifestation and, therefore, evidence for the early existence of such beliefs. 

Three spccies, catile, sheeplgoats, and dogs, occur in the independent animal burials documentai in 

the cemetetics of the Badarian culture. Only one cernetery provides well-documented tvidence for the 

burial of the first two. In this case, the burials were apparently associateci with the n c k  graves in the 

eastern section of the cemetcry. Despite the cclatively srnail number of human graves in this section of 

the cemetery, their disperscd distribution suggests they were not d l  reiatcd buriah. The concentraiion 

of the animal burials in one limited arca îhcn may suggest an association with only those graves in thcir 

immediate vicinity. Whether these animal burials can bc considercd foundation dcposits or the mults 

of pst-interment fùnerary rites is, however, a matter of conjecture, as tht sequenœ of thtir &position 

in relation to the human burials cannot bc dctenined. 

Again, only one cemttcry provides welldocurnentcd cvidence for the independent buriai of a dog. 



Even if the other questionable case was aise an independent burial, the two alone arc insufkicnt to 

suppon an extended intcrprietation of the significanct of these burials. Neverthcltss, they may have 

served a purpose similar to that proposai for the dog burials in the cemeteries of the Maadi culture. 

Three species, cattle, sticep/goats, and dogs, occur in the indepcnâent animal buriais documcnttd in the 

cemeteries of the A-Group culture. However, the burials of dogs outnumber by far the burial of domestic 

livestock in the earlier cenitteries and then unacmuntably no longer occurrad in the later c e d t s .  

Finally, in the last phases of the culturc, thc burials of sheep/goats and cattle wert rcsîricted to the 

cerneteries of the elitc. 

Although the evidence of the double burial of a dog and a goat at Shellal may perhaps, if strctched, 

demonstrate a relationship betwecn these two species that might suggest the prirnary role of the fonner 

in the economic Iife of the community, the occasional multiple burials might, on the other han& be con- 

sidered suggestive of hunting packs. The lack of evidence for the principai emphasis of the subsistcncc 

economy is, however, only one of the major obstacles to an interpretation of these burials. 

If the dogs are assumed to have been associated with herding activities then an interpretation similar 

to that offered for the dog burials in the cemeteries of the Maadi culhue might be vaiid However, 

despite the fact that the double burial just mentioned may reinforce an assumption of an cconomic rolc 

for the dog suitable to such an interpretation, the priesence of the goat in this burial secms inexplicable 

in the context of an interpretation of dogs as guardians of the cemeteries. This burial, at least, appears to 

emphasize the h g ' s  mundane role as guardian of the flock rather chan its symbolic role as guardian of 

the dead. Similarly, if sorne of these buriais were those of hunting dogs, there is no apparent extcnded 

symbolic analogy for this mle appropriate to a funerary context. Many of these buriais thereforc do 

not rcadily lend themselves to generalized symbolic interpretations in the context of thc ccmetcry as a 

w hole. This places thcm in the realm of the secular rather than the symbolic. 

in either case, whether as hunting or herding dogs, the evidence for social stratification in thtst 

cemeteries does not allow for an assumption that t k y  were the communal property of the community 

of t h e  living and thus tbe communal property of the community of the dead. if not communal pmperty 

then whose dogs werc they? Although clusters of possibly related burials are detectablc at both Skllal  

and Bahan and in some cases dog burials wcre spatially associated with these clustcrs, thc relationship 

between the animal and human burials is not irnmcdiately evident due in part to the lack of cleariy 

organized patterning of the graves in these clusters. Ncvtrtheless, the possibility cxists that in somt 

instances these dogs werc the persona1 possessions of ont  (or maybc more) of the occupants of these 

adjacent graves. in this case, somc of the dog burials may have b e n  subsidiary burials. The apparcnt 

association of many of these burials with some of the bctter-endowd human burials may support this 

suggestion. in thc end, however, the= is no consistent pattern of association that would allow for an 



dl-encompassing interpretaîion of ihe dog burials in these cemetcries. 
The distribution of buriais çontaining domestic livestock in tht Eariy and "&y Classic" A-Group 

cemeteries exhibit no c l d y  dttcctablt pattern of association with thc m o r ~  exceptional or wcaithicr 

graves. The signi ticance of thesc burials cannot k determineci bascd on the availablc cvidence. nit 

isolation of the cluster of shccp/goat burials in the dite ctmetery at Naga Wadi (Seyâia) also prrscnts an 
obstacle to interpretation. It Qes not seem likely that thesc burials were associated, in the sense of p t -  

interment offerings, with the one rather humble contcmporary human grave in their i m d a t e  vicinity, 

w hen no similar offerings were detccted for the obviously eiite burials in this cemetery. In the absence 

of supporting evidence for retainer sacrifice in the elite cemeteries of Nubia similar to that pr~~t i ccd  by 

the early dynastic elite of Egypt, it also seems unlikely that this patch of &raves was an expression of the 

personal wealth - in chis case symbolic of a flock accompanieû by its shcpherd - of one of the l d  

eli te, as were, for example, the burials of birds and dogs accompanied by their attendant associateci wi th 

the First Dynasty tomb of Hemaka at Saqqara. 

Only one of the cattle burials in the e1ite cemetery at Qushil appears to have becn directly asso- 

ciated with a specific human tomb. This burial resembles the sirnilarly decapitatcd carcass of a cow 

deposited as a food offering in a si& chamber of an elite grave at Minshat Abu Omar (see Chapter 7,  

note 4). Whether the Qustul burial was simultaneous with the burial in the adjacent tomb or a post- 

interment funerary offering cannot bc determined. The distribution of the other cattle burials in this 

cemetery, however, suggtsts the occurrence of pst-interment fiinetary rites honoring, in thcsc cases. 

the prestigious dead in general. 

Despite the fact that the majority of predynastic independent animal burials have b e n  documcnttd 

in the cemeteries of the A-Group culture cornplex and in most cases the reasons for t h  burials are not 

immediaiely evident, no interpretation suggesting a reverencc for these animals has evtr bccn offercd 

as motivation for these burials. This seems to demonstrate the influence retroactive amplification, by 

reference to Egyptian religion of the historic p e n d  has had on the intcrpretation of sirnilar burials in 

the cemeteries north of the First Cataract. 
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Appendix A 

Independent Animal Burials 

Among the animal burials listed below, somc are of uncertain date, others are not clearly in&pndcnt 
bwials. Where the information provided is consideml insuficient to include the exarnplc in this catc- 
gory of animal burial, the grave number is marked with an asterisk (*). 

BADARIAN CULTURE 

This may not have been an independent burial, 

Badarian Culture: Independent Animal Burials 

Mos tagedda 

Cemetery 
Mostagedda 22W3500 
Deir Tasa 
Badari 5 IO0 
Badari 5 3 0  

Area 2200/3500 was the site of a Badarian settlement as well as cemetery. Bmnton suggests the "history 
of the site" was as follows: The central area of the cemetery was the site of the original settlcmcnt, 
s m u n d e d  by an irregular circle of "grain pits". Burials wcre situated to the north and northwcst, up to 
the foot of the cliffs. Others lay near the pi ts to the southwest with a few on the cast. Thesc '-y date 
to a time when the settlement was shrinking" or may be contemporaneous with the fuU extcnt of the 
settlement, as they were predominantly the burials of children. The clusters of burials that wert situateci 
within the circle of pits "may have bcen made when the site was abandonad, and the scttlement had 
moved half-way down the spur" (1937: 15- 16). 

Brunton does not state clcarly whether thc following was an independent animai burial or the rc- 
mains of a plundered human bwial. nie animal burial is described dong  with the remains of anothcr 
burial(?) as corning from "graves without bodies" (1937:41). Thus, it is possible that this was not 
originally an independent animal burial, in which case the only independent animal burials documcnted 
for the Baclarian culture would be those at Badari and Deir Tasa. Tbis burial docs not appcar on the 
cemetery map (Bmton 1937:Plate IV). 

Dog 
l(?r 

SheepIGoat 
- 

Cattle 
- 
- 
- 
2 

(?) 

2 - 
1 
- 

- 
- 
2 



Tasianî'Badarian Burials: Mostagcdda: Ccmctcry 2200/3500 

3500(?):* dog(?), 'We skeleton of an animai pmbably a hg";  lying on right side, tuad south; 
matting (Brunton 1937:41) 

Deir Tàsa 

Two apparently disturbed2 animal buriais werc Qcumnted in a ccmetery attributed to the Badarian 
culture. The animal graves differed from those of the humans in that most of the latter wcre circular 
or oval (only rarrly rectanguîar), whereas the fonacr were rectanguiar? Bath animais w a c  tnitatively 
iden ti fieci as either Bos or goat ("& bovins ou & chèvres"). N e i t k  burial is spccificaily i n d i c d  on 
the sketch plan of the cemetery. No furthet information was provided (Gabra 1930: 148-149). 

Badarian Burials: Deir Tasa 

Badari 

Cemetery 5 100 lay Ca. 400 meters south of Cemetery 5300/5400. A settlement site, apparently centered 
in Area 5500 (possibly urtcnding north ont0 the tip of spur 5300)' Lay betwccn them. nit fuli extent of 
the cemetery may have originaily bcen larger than the portion excavated (Bmnton & Caton-Thornpson 
1928:4-6). 

Brunton states: "The buriais of Cernetery 5 100 seem to have been of the more important people, 
judging from the scanty remains" (Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928:6). This evaluation is confùmd 
by Anderson's analysis of the distribution of burial goods among Badarian burials in the vicinity of 
Badari (Anderson's "Badaci South"; 1992). The dog(?) burial lay at the center of an arc of human 
graves at the eastern edge of the cemetery (Bmnton & Caton-Thompson 1928:Plate IV). 

Bôdarian Burials: Badari: Cemetery 5100 

5 1 13: dog(?),"small carnivorous animal (jackal or dog ?)"; lying head south; covercd with matting 
(Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928:7) 

Human graves 
Animal nraves 

Cemetery 530015400 was one of the largest Badiuian cemeteries documentcd in the vicinity of Badari. 
Brunton states: "the Badarian burials, though seldom plundercd, were unhappily very poor in characm 
Hardly any grave containcd more than two pots, if indeed that. The kt te r  graves, gcneraily robbcd, 
werc situated on higher ground half-way up the spur"; and "the whole of the western or lowest part 

Ca. 54 
1 

[ ~ n  unrcgisterrd grave in Lhc 3500 &. 
2The bones arc d c s c n i  as scaitmd. 
3~cctangular graves of Bad8rian &tt am not common but do o c m .  see Bmnton k Caton-Thompson 1928:18; Bmnbn 

1937:43; Brunton 1948:9. 



contains no female graves whatever, with tht exaption of [one], whert the sex was rathtr doubtfulw 
(Bnmton & Caton-Thompson 1928: 10/20). This evaluation is confirmed by Anderson's analysis, which 
demonstrated that the "luxury goodsw were confined to burials in the eastern portion of the cemetery 
(Andersons's "Badari North"; 1992:62). Tht Bos and sheep/goat burials were clustered on the northcrn 
edge of the cemetery, w b  the area containing the wealthier burials abuts the poorer section. 

Badarian Burials: Badari: Cemetery 5300/5400 
I Human graves I ca. 93 1 

5422: Bos, "large bovine animal"; lying on left side? heod south; covered with matting (Brunton 
& Caton-Thompson 1928: 12) 

5423: "sheep or goat T' (identified as "probably a sheep"); orientation unspecified ("much dis- 
turbed"); matting and traces of cloth (Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928: 12/19/38) 

5424: sheep or goat(?),%imilar bones to those in 5423";' orientation unspecified (Brunton & 
Caton-Thompson 1928: 1 2) 

5434: Bos, "animal burial like 5422" (identified as an ox or "possibly cow-buffalo"); orientation 
unspecified (Bnmton & Caton-Thompson 1928: 12/38; see also Reed 1960: 142) 

NAQADA CULTURE 

Lower Egypt: West Bank 

A busir el-Meleq 

This cemetery has been dated to Naqada IXd2 through Naqada mb (Kaiser 1 9 8 7 ~  119, note 3 and 
1 99O:289). Dates for individual graves were not offered (Scharff 1926). 

*1078: The skull of a goat and several ceramic vessels were the only contents noted in this 
allegedly undisturbed grave (Scharff 1926: 14). The skull lay upright, facing inward at one end of 
the grave and four ceramic vessels lay opposite, at the other. The central space was empty (Scharff 
1926:Plate 66). The position of the skull appears to indicate it was not attached to an entire animal 
when deposited in the grave. A skuil alone would not be unusual for this cemetery. Skulls, or 
parts of skulls, occasionally in conjunction with other bones of butchered animals, were found 
in more than thirty graves in this cemetery6 Most were Bos ("finder", "Kalb", "StieC); some 
remained unidentified. Three, graves, besides 1078, contained goat ("Ziegen") skulls among the 
grave goods. (see Appendix D) 

a *2600(ii): At an unrrgistcred locus in the 2600 series, the "bones of a gazelle(?) [were found] 
just below the surfact'* (Bnmton 1948: 12). It was suggested that thc remains may have been h m  

'The burid hd been disturbed. The skull was missing. The spine lay dong the cut side of the p.vc. 
5Thc burial had been disturbed. The skull was missing. Only the spine rrrmincd in position. 
%ore than fifty graves (out of a total of ca. 815) contained parts of butchered animals. Of h s c .  thirty-three hd at l a s t  

one sku l l  or part of a skull (Schoff 1926:108-164; set also Appendix D). 



a "solitary" burial or h m  a plundCrcd grave (Brunton 1948:22). Due to the fact that no othcr un- 
questionable independent animal burial auributable to the Naqada culture has becn reportcd h m  
the Upper Egyptian cemctery sites reviewed h a ,  the latter sccms more likcly. (se Appcndix B) 

Naga el-Hai 

a *NEH 76: The bodies of two goats wtrt rtported as the only contents of this "hole in the ground". 
As another gravc (NEH 61) containcd the intnisive modem burial of a cow, it sctms lilrcty chat 
the goats were of the same &te (Fr& n.d.). 

MAADI-BUT0 CULTURE 

Lower Egypt: East Bank 

Maadi (variant): independent Animal Burials 

*) Aii of îhese were origindy Kkntificd as gazelles. Not aii of them have undergone mxamination and same of thse 

=xatnined rcmaïn unidentifid. Ncvcrhless. they arc now aü believed to be sheep/goats. 

Heüo po lis 

The cemetery was not fully excavated. A sounding made to the West of the excavated area indicatts the 
cemetery extended in that direction. Later excavation revealed more burials, but these rcmain unpub- 
lished (Rizkana & Seeher 1990:97, note 95). Due to the fact that the excavated portion of this cemetcry 
had been disturbed by modem construction activities and the extent of the sondages mâdt in search of 
fiuther burials within the a m  encompassed by the published map cannot be detcrmined (see Debono 
& Mortensen 1988: 10, note 18), the number and location of burials that may have been dcstroyed or 
remaineci undetected within that area cannot be estimated. However, the entire extent of the cemetery 
has been estimated at ca. 200 graves (Debono & Mortensen 1988:1W40-41). 

In the final publication of the earlier excavations, sorne confusion was exprcssed conceming thc 
total number of animal intenmnts at this site. Debono originally reported a total of clcven animals 
(6 "gazelles", 5 dogs) (1950:234-236, 1952:634-638). in a bief abstract, however. Rizkana reporteci 
only three (specics unspecified) (1957:393). This abstract appears to represent, at least in part, a report 
of the latcr unpublished excavations (see Debono & Mortensen 1988:40). If so, thesc thrce animal 
burials would bring the total to fourteen. However, as no details were provided, these possibly additional 
burials are not inciuded hem. Only 11 animal burials are indicated on the cemctery rnap (Debono & 
Mortensen 1988:Plan 1). ûnc addi tional grave contained only fragments of animal bones and may also 
have originally been an animal burial. 

The orientation of the dog burials varid considerably. 'Their heads were tumeci to the south, wcst, 
north-west, or north-east, thcy may look cast, north or wcst or lie on the right or left side, often rolled 
together as if they were aslœp" (Debono & Mortensen 1988:40). Evidencc suggests that at least one 
of the dogs (1 40) was dcliberately kiilai. 'The legs had perhaps becn titd togethcr and ihe hcad was 
separateci from the body" (Debono & Mortensen 1988:4647). No "grave go& were reportai for any 
of the dog burials. The five dog burials lay in an arc on the northern edgc of the castem end of the 
cxcavatcd portion of the umetcry (Debono & Mortensen 1988:Plan 0. 



AU of the goats wcrc originally rcporied as gazelles (Debono 1950, 1952). Thcy arc now thought to 
be goats? AU of the goats werc s~ccompanied by what have been termeâ "offenngs". Thcse ~ccompuii- 
ments consisted of wramic vcsstls. Thrrt of the goat burials lay side-by-si& toward the e a s m  end of 
the excavated portion of the cemetcry; the other three were scattered among the human graves (Debono 
& Mommsen 1988:Plan 9. 

Maiuii (variant): Heliopolis 

1 15: goat; lying contracted on right si&, head south, face east; "offerings" (2 vessels) (Debon0 
& Mortensen 1988: 13/39) 

1 24: goat; lying contracted on right si&, hcad south, face east; "offenngs" (8 vtsstls) (Debono 
& Monensen 1988: 14/39) 

*I 3 1 : "animal bones in the filling" (Debono & Mortensen 1988: 1 6). As no other contents wuc 
noted, this may have been an animal burial. 

0 1 36: goat; lying contracted on right side, head south, face east; matting; "offerings" (4 vtsstls) 
(Debono & Mortensen 1988: 16/39/Plate 10-2) 

1 37: goat; lying contracted on right side, head south, face east; matting or skin(?); "offcrings" 
(6 vessels) @ebono & Mortensen 1988: 1 7/39/Plate 10.4) 

0 I 38: dog; lying rolled together on right side, head south, face east; no "offcrings" @tbono & 
Mortensen 1988: 17/39) 

m I 39: ciog; lying rollcd together on left side, hcad west, face north; no "offerings" (Debono & 
Mortensen 1988: 17/39/Plate 12.1 ') 

m I 40: dog; lying contracteci on right si&, head northwest, face west; matting(?), no "offerings" 
(Debono & Mortensen 1988: 17/39/Plate 12-3) 

m 1 41: dog; orientation unspccified (disturbed); no "offerings" (Debono & Mortensen 1988: 17/39) 

m 142: dog; lying rollai together on lcft si&, head northeast, face east; no "offcrings" (Dcbono & 
Mortensen 1988: 17/39) 

1 67: goat; lying on its belly, limbs folded under body, head south, face east; matting or sith(?); 
"offerings" (2 vessels) (Debono & Mortensen 1988:SO-2 1/39) 

O 1 71: goat; lying contractcd on right side. head south, face east; matting or skin(?); "offcrings" 
(3 vessels) (Debon0 & Mortensen l988:2 1/39/PIate 15-3) 

' ~ e e  Debono & Mortensen 1988:13, note 22. See aiso W d  D@h beiow for animais origidy reportcd d officLUy 
identifiai as gazelles that lftcr ruxnmination have k n  identi ficd as goats. 

''The grave nnrnber in the photogmph is wmng; s e  Dcbono k Mortensen 1988: 17. note 25. 



Maadi 

The cemetery was not M y  acavattd Its original cxtent is unknown. Six burials wert acavatcd CU. 70 
meters northwest of the westem end of the principal atta cxcavatad, and later excavations (which rcmain 
un published) revealed "several Qzcns" more Ca. 300 meters to the cast. This suggests tht original extent 
of the cemetery was substantially larger than the portion published. It has becn estiraatad that ca. 8046 of 
the cemetery remained unexcavatcd (Rizkana & S e c k  1990: 15- 16, Figure 2; Klug & k k  1985: 100). 
The dog lay buriecl at the westem end of the main cxcavated portion of the cernetery, to the north of a 
cluster of hurnan graves (Rizkana & Scthcr 1990: 17, Figue 3). 

Maadi (variant): Maadi 

m no No: dog; lying on right side, head east; no "offerings" (Rizkana & Seeher 1990:27; see also 
Boessneck 1989: 103; Moustafa 1955) 

Wadi Digla 

A large portion of this cemetery is though t to have been destroyed b y modem activity in the area prior to 
excavation, particularly to the West and north of the principal area excavated. To the east a modern road 
separated the two excavated portions of the cemetery (''western group" and "eastem group*'), probably 
eradicating the graves that originally lay betwœn (Rizkaira & Seeher 1990:29-30, Figure 10). 

The osteological material from the animal buriais was resubmitted for zoologid detcnnination 
many years after excavation. At that time, the material from only ten burials was availablc for identi- 
fication. Moreover, confiision of some of the specimens while in storage is suspecteci. Of the fourteen 
animals: th- are not incl& in the identification list (animals 8, 9, 11); the identification of one 
(animal 6) as an "adult domesticated ass" is considcred suspect, the presumed misidentification k i n g  
attributcd to confusion of spccimcns while in storage? the assumption k i n g  that the originai animai rc- 
mains from this grave had been misplaced or lost (e.g., see animai 10); two were unidentifiable (animals 
1, 2); one was identi fied as a dog (animal 5); five were identified as young goats (animals 4, 7, 10, 12, 
14)- two as young sheep/goats (animals 3,13). Among the goats, animai 10 was identified as two 'Iridsw. 
The identification as more than one animai has also been questioncd and attnbuted to confusion of spec- 
imens while in storage (one of these may have originally been animai 6) (Boessneck 1989: 120-121; 
Rizkana & Seehcr 199059-60). The more recent identifications supersede the original identification of 
thirtcen of the fourteen animais as g u e l l e ~ ' ~  (Moustafa 1953; Rizkana & Seeher 1990:93). An origi- 
nal tentative identification of one animal as a pig (Amer & Rizkana 1953:99) was not confirmai. The 
remains of one of the bcttcr prescrved goats providcs evidence that it had been kiUed "by making an 
incision in the neck betwtcn the second and third cervical vertebrae" (Moustafa lgS3:213). 

None of the animal burials wcre located in the "eastem group". The dog burial lay surroundcd by 
human graves in the nortkm section of the central portion of the "western group". Of the other animals: 
four (animals 11, 12, 13, 14) lay in a row toward the western end of the cemetcry; one (animal 10) lay 

gThe temains of domesticritcd u s  have becn identifid in the faunai asscrnbiage h m  the excavations of the wtilrawnt rite 
(Rizkana & Secha 1989:90-92). 

'%e to the fact that thirrctn of& animais w m  or ig idy  hught  to be Uic same typc of qudnipcd (Le.  gueUc). the six 
unidentifieci animais are herc aisci M S U ~ ~  to be sheep/goats. See Debono & Mortensen 1988:42 whexe the same assumptiûn 
is made. 



in line with these four, but fbrthcr to tht wcst; fivt (animals 1, 2, 3.4, 6) lay scattercd among human 
graves in the western section of the central portion of the cemettxy; t k  (mirials 7,8,9)  lay in a row 
on the northern edge of the asteni section of the ctmetery (Rizlüina & Seeher 1990Pigurit 1 1). AU the 
animal burials have bctn attributai to the ctmctery's later chronological phase (Waâi Digla Phase II) 
contemporary with the Naqsda II(a?)-b pcriod (Rizkana & Scther 1990:94). 

Unlike the goat burials ai Heliopoiis, not aü the sheep/goats buried hert w u t  accompanied by 
"offerings". For thosc that wert, thesc "offenngs", as at Heliopolis, consistai of cuamic vcsscls. Only 
one burial (animal 9) contained additional mattrial consisting of  a camclian bead and the tcmains of an 
object thaught perhaps to have bœn a coppcr ornament (Rizkana & Seehcr l!XUk60/94). Additionally, 
unlike the dogs at Heliopolis and Maadi, the dog buricd k m  may have bccn accornpanied by a d c  
vessel, 

Maadi (variant): Wadi Digla: Phases I & II. 
f Human graves CU. 47 1 1 

WD Animal 1: unidentificd quadrupi; lying on left side, head south; "offecings" (1 vcssel) 
(Rizkana & Seeher 199059) 

Cache-pi ts 
Animal graves 

WD Animal 2: unidentifiecl quadruped; lying on right side, head northcast; no "offcrings" (Rizkana 
& Se.  her l99O:S9) 

30 
14 

WD Animal 3: lamb or  kid; lying on right si&, head southeast; no "offerings" (Rizkana & Secher 
1990:60) 

0 WD Animal 4: kid; lying on right side, head southwest; no "offerings" (Rizkana & Seeber 
1990: 6OlPlate XXIV) 

0 WD Animai 5: adult dog; lying on left si&, head s o u l ;  "offerings(?)"" (Rizkana & Seeher 
1 990:60/Plate XXV) 

0 WD Animal 6: unidentifieci quadmped; lying on right side, hcad southeast; "offenngs" (1 vessel) 
(Rizkana & Seehcr 1990:60/Plate XXV) 

WD Animal 7: kid (3-6 rnonths old); lying on left side, head south; "offerings" (1 vessel) (Rizkana 
& Seeher 1990:WIate  XXV) 

WD Animal 8: unidentifieci quadmped; lying on left side, head south; no "offerings" Wzkana & 
Seeher 1 WO:60) 

WD Animal 9: unidentifiecl quadruped; lying on right si&, head south; "offerings" (1 vcsscl, 
dis-shaped carnclian bead, copper ornament?) (Rizkana & Seeher 1990:60/Platc XXV) 

m WD Animal 10: kid; lying on right side, head sourh; "offerings" (1 vesscl) (Rizkana & Secher 
1990:60) 

L~~ appeam to be somc confusion conceming the prrsence of an off ing  in this grave. "According to the -. sketch p h  
one vessel lay ncar (above) the M; on the photograph somc sheds arc visibk; in the 'tomb iocord' no vesse1 is mentioned; 
no vessel or sheds could bc M in the [storage] magazine" (Rizkana k Seeher 199û:60). 



a WD Animal 1 1: unihtified quadrupeci; lying on right silit. head south; "offcnngs" (1 vessel) 
(Rizkana & Seeher 1990: 6ûiPIate XXV) 

a WD Animal 12: kid; lying on nght si&, head south; no "offtrings" (Rizkana & Sctiicr 1990:60) . W Animal 13: kïd or lamb; lying on right side, head south; no "offirings" (Rizlrana & Scehcr 
199û:dO/Plate XXV) 

O WD Animal 14: kid; lying on right si&, head east; no "offeringsw (Rizkana & Secher 1990:W 
Plate XXV) 

A-GROUP 

Southern Upper Egypt & b w e r  Nubia 

A-Group: independent Animai Burials 
Cemctcry 1 Dog 1 Shccp/Goat Cattîe 1 (?) 
Kubanieh - - 1 

O )  These 35 dogs occumd as singk, doubk. and multiple buriais (including one instance at Shellnl of a dog and goat 

together) in a total of twenty-two graves. b, The sheep/goat burial and 2 of the cattle burials do not a p p w o n  rhc publishcd 

Naga Wadi 142 
Q u s d L  

cemetery rnaps. Their spatial rclocionship to the human p v e s  in the twro separate sections of this cemetcry in which thcy 
were found cannot be det-ned. Ieaving Lheir chmnological ~iationship a h  in question. Ncverrhekss, as thcy am icss 

questionable than othm noted below, thcy have been includcd in this category. The 2 shecpigoat ûurïais w m  listed u 

cmpty graves and the unidentifieci animai burial was not mentionai at ail in the grave cataiog (ASN 1 L91ûa). A n i d  h i a i s  

were amibuted to these graves in the Report on du Hwnan Remuinr (ASN 1 1910c). Thue 2 shecp/goat bmi.t w n e  Listai 

under the heading "empty graves1*. '1 One or both of these may be later inausive buriais. f l  One additionai cmpty grave is 

- 
- 

thoughc originaliy to have containcd u ioh  cattk burial 

The terminology of Reisner's proposai cultural sequence of "Early Ptedynastic," "Middle Predynas- 
tic," ' t a t e  ~edynastk . " '~  "A-Gmup." (ake 'Tate Rcdynastic-Early Dynastie*') and "B-ûnnip" (aka 
"Archaic" or "Old Kingdom Nubian") is used below wherc the excavators' classification of burials is rcf- 
erenced. However, al1 these megories (with the exception of somc of the material originaiiy dcsignatcd 
"B-Group" that apparently belongs CO the C-Gmup) have now been ceconsidercd and mrganized as 
phases of the culture cumplar designateci "A-Group.**13 ïhe  thrœ developrnentai stages of the A-Group 
culcure mmplex have bexn &te& 

3 
- 

L2These threc subdivisions of the ntdynastic pcriod ""conwpond roughly" to Petrie's Amcian. Gcrzcui, ud Se- 
(H.S. Smith 1966:73). 

L3~eisner 's  hypothesis concaning "'Nubian rctardation", that "'Egypiian" materinl found in Nubian graves rhouid be &a 
later than its occunencc in Egypt (sec ASN 1 19 lûa32O), is not considmd vplid hnc. For the terminology of Reisnds culhiriI 

2(?)' 
7f 



for the Fmt Dynasty. 

NordstrOrn 

~ I Y  
îlassic 
Terminal 

Although NordsuBm's lcnninology is used k V 1 4  in or& to accommodate severai of the following 
cemeteries where the dating of the graves ovcdaps tht chronological division bttwan '%&y" and 
''Classic" A-Group (comsponâing more closcly to Williams' "Middle" A-Gmup), an artificiai ca tegq  
termed "'early Classic*' has bccn crtated (and used in the body of the tact) for thtir classification. This 
category is an attempt to wmpensate for the difficulties that attend the imposition of a chronologid 
structure dtveloped for o n t  culture (Naqada) on anothtr (A-Group) as wcli as the dilemma of division 
between Kaiser's Naqada IId2 and ï&l addtessed by Hendricbr's adjushients to Kaiser's original 
subdivisions (see Naqada Culture Appendix B). 

Most of the animai burials contained no datable artifacts. In fact, other than the occasionai p i e  of 
leather assumed to be a collar or leash. no objects were documented in any of the bur ia l~ '~  with only 
one exception - the uramic vessels in one of the cattle burials in Cemetery L at Qustul. Ncvtrthtltss, 
based on H.S. Smith's ceanalyses (1966, 199 1, 1994) of the artif;ictual evidence from the human graves 
among which many of thest animal burials were scattered, an attempt has been made, whcrc the evi- 
dence allows, to indicate the contemporary phase(s) of the Naqada culture to which the burials might k 
assigned. 

In a discussion of the animal burials in Cemetery 17 at Khor Bahan, Reisner States: '9he animal 
burials, both here and at Cemetery 7 [Shellal], arc made as separate or multiple burials not visibly 
connected with any one human grave" (ASN 1 l9lOa: 139). The lack of obvious association to specific 
human graves also appears to be tnie for al1 but the ambiguous cattle burials at Qustul Cemetcry L. 

el-Kubanieh - Süd 

O )  w l l i ~ *  third dewbpmenul stage tuminates M'th the NoqwL IiI priod baacd on hir proposai '2.tr AGmup" origin 

SIE 1972328-29 
Naqada Ic-5-d 
Naqada III 
late Naqada Weariy Dynasty 1 

This cemetery lies ca. 10 km north of the First Cataract on the West bank of the river. A total of 
ca. 600 A-Group graves were excavated (Junker 19 19). Those that are datable based on the ceramics 
they contained range from Naqada Ic thmugh Naqada mb, with those of the latter &te being exvcmcly 
rare. According to H.S. Smith's m a l y s i s  of the distribution of &table graves in this cemetcry, the 
following burial lay in an arca occupied by graves &ting to the Naqada [Id-ïih ("&y Classic" A- 
Group) period16 (199194). The animal burial was presumably contemporacy with these graves. Only 
ca. 75 graves can be securtly dated to this period (see H.S. Smith 199 1:Plan 1). It is not possible to 
estimate the total number that actually were of this date. 

0 20.m. 1 : bu11 ("Stier"), s h l l  missing (Junker 19 l9:4 1/15 1) 

E ~ ~ I Y  
Mid& 
Latt 

sequence sec ASN 1 19lkrS. See HS. Smith 1966 for a pcnuasivc ugument agiinst the existence of Rcincr's "BGiiopp" rr 
a cultural cntity and 1991 w h m  he suggesu, corum his euiicr opinion, that somt of the "BGmup" matcriil mry k cuitPnliy 
cohesive and ccpruenîativt of the urlicst phase of the fint developmentnl sîage of dK AGiriup culture cornplex. 

14see OINE III 1986:19. Tabk 1 for 8 cornparison of temtinobgy. dthough thcrr Williams den'g~tes 8 ~ p u i r t c  "Khor 
Bahan" phasc pdating Nordstrtim's ' 'Edy A-Gmup" stage corum Nordphrom (sec SIE 197228). 

Ls~lthough Reisner ma& this observation in the fint volume of the ASN (ASN 1 191ûa:139), it ir .Ise .ppurntly me, w i l  
one exception. for buriais othcr thui the ones he was aware of at the time. 

L6~ccording ta HS. Smith. wiîhin the area of q u a h t s  23-1904 buriais of Naqada üd-LUa prrdominate. "and h m  m 
onwards cxclusively" (1991 :W). 

OINE:ïII1986:13,TÎbl~3 

Naqada Ib-1Ia-c 
Naqada IId 1 - m l  
Naqada ï lb 1 -W . 



APPENDIX A. INDEPENDENT ANIMAL BURIALS 

Shellal lies adjacent to the hcaâ of the First Cataract on the east bank of the river. The animal buriah 
lay scattercd among an isolatcd cluster of human graves, NQ 201-268" (sec ASN 1 191Ob:Plan X:7A.), 
which were originaiiy identifieci as 'Eariy B-Group" (ASN 1 19 lk33a). Bascd on a retvaluation of the 
arti factual evidence, H.S. Smith suggcsts that most of the human graves in this cluster can be aîîributed ro 
the earliest phase of the Eady A-Group. Smith statcs: "this group of graves have a charactcr consistent 
w ith the earliest graves at Bahan and Kubanich, and on what cvidenœ cxists, should bt narnl to the 
Naqada I, possibly in somc instanm even carlier (eg., Naqada Ib?) than the &est AntrA Bahan 
graves "" (1991: 101). No graves of a Iater date (i-e., post A-Group) ue reportcd from this arca. One 
dog buriai (224) was cut by a latcr human grave. 

a 223: dog: Lying on Left si&, head 5" north of west; skull missing (ASN 1 1910x37) 

a 224: dog; Lying on left side, head 38" west of north; no wrappings; no accompaniments; skuil 
missing due to disturbance by later grave (ASN 1 1910a:37, Figure 22; ASN I 19lOb:Plate 6b) 

9 227: dog; lying on right side, head 15" south of west; no wrappings; no accompaniments; undis- 
turbed (ASN 1 1910a:37) 

a 228: dog; lying on right si&, head 3W north of west; no wrappings; no acumpanimcnts; p v e  
denuded (ASN I 1910a:37) 

a 23 1: 2 dogs; lying on lcft sides, heads 1CP north of west; no wrappings; a piece of thme-strand 
twisted thong, "perhaps a Leash"; disturbed (ASN 1 19 lOa:38) 

a 232: goat;19 Lying on left si&, head 309 w a t  of south; no wrappings; no pfcompaniments (ASN 1 
1910a:38; ASN 1 19 l0b:Plate 7a) 

a 252: 3 dogs; Lying on left sides, heads 8 O  north of east; no wrappings; no accompaniments ("B 
and C are contcmporaneous burials, put in on A; but A rnay also be contemporancous") (ASN I 
1910x40) 

a 255: A. goat; lying on left side, hcad due west; B. dog; Lying on right si& betwecn legs of goat, 
head due west (burials sirnultantous); grave denuded (ASN 1 19 tOa:41; ASN 1 19 l0b:Platc 7c) 

a 256: dog; bones disordered, disturbed (ASN 1 19 lOa:4l) 

9 264: dog; lying on left side, head 20" west of north; no accompaniments (ASN 1 1910~42) 

"In ASN 1 1910P:33. this p t c h  of  p v u  is designaicd '201-261". but the grrive n u m h  on the nup as wcll as in the grave 
catalog mn up to and include 268. 
"~ee Khor Bahan: Ccmetery 17 k l o w  for the date o f  the Bahm p v u .  
19C3. m o t  Smith Iists a dog for this gxave (ASN I 1910c:76). This is just one o f  a number of  dirrrponnl betwetn the 

contents Eiliot Smith amiutes to spccific p v e s  and that d e S c n i  by Rcisncr. The assumption hem for this grave is that 
Reisner's description in ASN I 191h is c o m t  and Elkt Smith's in ASNI 1910~ is n o t  



This cemetery lies on the cast bank of rht riva south of Sheilal and just north of Ccmcttry 17 at 
Khor Bahan. The following burial was listed among graves originally dcsignatcd "B-Group" (ASN 1 
1910a:142m. According to H.S. Smith, "it cannot bt shown thai these burials bt longd to a single 
cultural group. If they clid so, it must have k n  to the Predynastic* (1966:87). 

a *43: goat or shecp; disturbed (ASN 1 1910a: 144). Dut to the fact that this grave dots not appear 
on the cemetcry map (sec ASN 1 19lOb:Plan MI), its spatial rclationship to the other &raves in 
the ccmetery cannot bc determincd Its date, although possibly prcdynastic, rcmains in question. 

Khor Bahan: Cemete y 17A 

This cemetery is lucatcû ca. 9 km south of Shcilal. It is hem -ptcd that this œmctery contains tht 
burials of an indigenous population, not those of an Naqada culturc colony (see H.S. Smith 199 l:98 and 
SJE l972:28). The rnortuary practices involving the independent burial of animals appcar to s u p p t  
this conclusion. 

The animal W a l s  were listed separately in the grave catalog, but, in accord with Reisner's hypoth- 
esis that animal burials wccc an aspect of "B-Group" mortuary practiccs, were considerd contemporacy 
with the CU. 30 human buriais listed unâer the M i n g  "B-Group and Graves of indeterminable DatCao 
(ASN 1 19 10a: l33a). Al1 the graves designatcd as such, as well as the animal burials, Iay scattcrcd 
among burials identified as "TarIy" and "MiMiddle Predynastic" (see ASN 1 19lOb:Plan m 1 7 A ) .  Bascd 
on a reevaluation of the artifactual evidence, H.S. Smith suggcsts that the human burials dcsignatcd 
B-Group "'do not differ cssentiaüy from the 'Early and Middle Prtdynastic* graves, cxccpt in so far as 
they do not indu& dateable Naqada material." The &table graves in this cemctcry have btcn atîributcd 
to the Naqada Ic-IIb ptriods. Smith suggests many of the burials originally designatcd "B-Groupw and 
of "Indeterminable Date" may predate these (1991:98). Apparently no graves of a later &te (i.e., post- 
Early A-Group) were found in this cemetery. Conceming the animal burials, H.S. Smith states: 'Wert is 
little reason for assigning these animal burials to any p u p  other than the Predynastic, though of course 
they cannot strictly bc dated" (1966:88). 

Conceming the dog burials, G. Elliot Smith notes "that considerable quantities of gnawcd fragments 
of bone werc found under the ribs in alrnost everyone of these dogs. As we have ncver seen this in any 
other case amongst the considerable series of dogs of later dates found in other cemetcries, the natural 
inference is that these archaic dogs in Cemetery 17 did not die natural deaths, but were sacrificed (killed 
when their stomachs were full)" (ASN 1 1910c:116-117). 

O 4:" dog; contracted on right si&, head 2S0 east of north; covered with matting over v u y  fine 
linen; leather collar with attachai leash around neck (ASN 1 1910a:137) 

m~ctually, all Reisner would commit ta was th.t the a n i d  buriah wuc "pmbably not -ous to thc B-Gn>upn (ASN 1 
1910a:139). 

2 1 ~ .  ElliOt Smith Lists dRgmcnls of  a human skckton for this pave (ASN 1 19 10f-117)- None arc listed by Reuncr (ASN 1 
19 10a: 137). if, in fscf these Zrremcnts wcrr -nt, pchaps this dog was &O buricd in the &bris of an urücr grave. Sa 
grave 8 for such a case. 



a 8:" dog; orientation unspccificd; wrappeü in matting; leathcr thong ("leash?"); sqmimposcd 
burial (ASN 1 l 9 l k  137) 

a 1 1 : dog; contracted, axis of body 3W cast of north; skuU missing (ASN 1 l9lOa: 138) 

O 20: 3 dogs; orientation unspccificd (ASN 1 19 1 k  138) 

O 23: goat or sheep; lying on lcft side, orientation unspccificd (ASN 1 WlOa: 138) 

26: 5 dogs; orientation unspocified; grave &n& (ASN 1 19 10a- 138; ASN 1 19 10bmMatt 28a) 

0 33: young ox; lying on left side, head 200 west of south; no accompaniments (ASN 1 1910a: 138) 

a 36: dog;= lying on right side. hcad no*(?) (ASN 1 1910a: 138) 

a 44: dog; lying on right side, heaâ 2S0 wcst of north; no accompniments (ASN 1 WlOa: 138) 

a 54: dog(?); lying on left si&, orientation unspecificd; no accompaniments (ASN 1 19 10a- 138) 

a 67: 2 dogs; heads 500 West of north; coved with matting; leather collars and leashes on necks 
(ASN 1 1910a:138) 

O 69: 2 dogs; lying on right sides. heads 15" north of east; no afcompaniments (ASN 1 1910a: 138) 

O 7 1: young ox; lying on right side, head southwest; no accompaniments (ASN 1 IglOa: 138) 

a 77: 2 dogs; lying on right sides, heads south (shlls missing); no accompanimcnts (ASN 1 
1910a:139) 

m 9 1: dog; lying on left si&, head 2!5O north of east (ASN 1 19 IOa: 139) 

This burial was listed among graves designated "~nd~nastic"" (ASN 1 19 l k  19 lm and lay surroundcd 
by a cluster of human graves of that and later date at the southem end of the cemetery (set ASN 1 
19 1Ob:Plan XX). The Decorated W' in a few of these graves suggest a Naqada ïX(c-d?) date.* Bascd 
on an analysis of the artifxtual evidence. H.S. Smith suggests that the majority of the "RedynasticT* 
graves can be dated to Naqada IIbs. The artifacts in the debris ovedaying grave 36 (the double dog 
burial) also fa11 within this timc f ~ l ~  (H.S. Smith, personal communication 1998). if this &bris mp- 
resents the plundercd remains of an unrecognized overlying grave, then its presence confirms an &y 
date for the dog burial. if it was the displaced remains of a plundered adjacent grave (as the cxcavator 
suggested), then its utility for dating the dog burial depends on how soon after interment the original 
source of the debris was plundcred. which, of course, is unknown. H.S. Smith suggcsts, howtvcr, that 
several graves designated 'Early C-Group" in this section of the cemetery rnay represent latu intrusive 
buriais in what may have originaliy becn A-Group graves (personal communication 1998; sec ASN 1 
l9lOa: 194-195). This suggests a possible time frame for the distucbance of the source of the debris 

2 2 ~ h i s  dog was buricd in the dcbris of a gnvc &sigrutcd ' E d y  Pdynastic". 
2 3 ~ .  Elliot Smith Iists two dogs for this grave (ASN 1 l9lQ: 11 8). This is one of a numbcr of discrepuicicl btttwœn tht 

contents Smith amibutu to spccific gnm and thrit d e m i  by Reisncr. Thc assumption hm for ihis gmve is ihrt Rcisncr's 
description in ASN 1 191h is comct ud Elkt  Smith's in ASN 1 19tOc is noc. 

*'This is a rare instance in the ASN pubkations where an mimai barid aras Iistcd Pmong prcdynastic burïds. Most of the 
animai buriah under discussion heric wen either atbrhled to the ''B-Gioup*' d o r  lisied scpuoidy. 

= ~ e e  grave 9 and 38 for pottcy painrd with images of bmts (ASN 1 19100:191/193). 



overlaying grave 36  (set ASN 1 1910a:190-191). Thus despite the prrscnce of a fm graves designatcd 
"C-Group" in its vicinity, an Early A-Group date for îhis animal buriai is acceptai b. The thrtt 
graves originally designatcd ''Early Dynasticw (auributable to a later A-Croup &velopmcntai stage) do 
not appear on the cenittcty mag (locatcd on a ridgc to the south). 

Early A-Group Burials: Risqalla: 30 
( Human graves 1 Ca. 8 1 

m 36: 2 dogs; lying on left sides (one bctween the legs of the other), heads cast; leather coiiar or 
leash (ASN 1 19 10a: 192; ASN 1 1910b:Plate 400 

Animal buriais 101 and 102 were in an area where the graves were originally identified as of the "Eiuiy 
Dynas tic type". However, thcy "wem apart at a li ttle distanu, and did not stcm to bclong to the main 
patch of graves" (ASN 1 191k208;  see ASN 1 1910b:Plan XXV:4lB). The implication was that the 
spatial isolation of these burials might indicate they were not conternporary with the orhcr graves in the 
area. Junker suggesteü, however, that the single cow burial at Kubanieh-Süd was evidcnce for attributing 
thcse two burials to the A-Group (Junker 1919:41). H.S. Smith suggests that a numbcr of the narahle 
graves in this plundececi section of the cemetery may be attributable to Naqada ïïïa extending the range 
of this portion of the cemetery into the eariy Classic A-Gmup period (personal communication 1998). 
Exccpt for the one exceptional stone-built grave (103). the date of which is questionable, no graves of a 
later date (i.e., post A-Group) were reportcd in this vicinity. Grave 101 does not appear on the umctcry 
map (ASN 1 19 10b:Plan XXV41B). 

"early Classic" A-Gmup Burials: Mens: 4 11100 (Graves 10 1 - 123) 

r, 101 : cow(?); lying on right side, head northwest (ASN 1 1910a:208) 

Human graves 
Animal graves 

- 102: cow(?), "similar animal burial to No 101" (ASN 1 19 lOa:208) 

- 
Ca. 2 1 

2 

Animal burials in the 200 stries were originaily listed under the heading "B-Gmup" (ASN 1 1 9 1 k 2 1  lm. 
According to H.S. Smith, most of the human gravcs in this series (201-243) "werc of Prcdynastic date" 
(1966:92) and suggests that they are comparable to the 3-Group" graves of Ctrnetety 7 at Shel- 
lai, which he dates to the earliest phase of the k t  developmental stage of the A-Group (sec above) 
(1991:lOl). No graves of a later date were mported in îhis vicinity. Grave 201 lay quite a distance 
from the main patch of graves, mort isolatcd h m  the 20eseries graves than 102 was from those of the 
100-series. The other two animal burials, graves 24 1 and 242, do not appear on the cemetery map (sec 
ASN 1 19lOb:Plan XXVQlL). 

Early A-Group Bwials: Meris: 41 1200 (Graves 201 -243) 
1 Human graves 1 Ca. 41 1 

r, 201 : ox or cow (idcntificd as cow; ASN 1 l9lOc: 155); hcad lSO east of north (ASN 1 19 1 k 2 1 1 )  



a *2 10: Grave 2 10 was an apparcntly disnirbed human busid. "At south si& of grave ou~side lay 
part of the uppcr half of a sheep's skcltton, luad east" (ASN 1 1910a-212). T b  naturc of this 
burial is not cleariy statcâ. The information providai is insutlicicnt to dctcrminc w h c k  the 
bones reprcsent the cemains of an entire animal or parts of a butchenxi animal ( f d  offtnng), or, 
for that matter, if the sheep was contcmporary with the graves in its vicinity. 

24 1 : cow(?); lying on right si&, head 109 south of west (ASN I 19 1k215)  

a 242: mm(?) (identifiai as mm; ASN 1 1910c:156); lying on right sidc, hcad west (ASN 1 
191k215) 

Shem Nishei: Cemetey 44 

The graves in Cemtery 44 wcrc originaily drtcd to the "later Atdynaticw p&ob26 H.S. Smith wggcsts 
that the meager remaining ccramic cvidence indicates a late Early A-Group, possibly d y  Classic, date 
for the graves in this cemetery (personal communication 1998). No graves of a later &te (i.e., post A- 
Group) were reported from this iuea. The following animal burials lay in an arc at the cdge of a scatter 
of human graves in the southwestern section of the cemeiery (set ASN 1 19lOb:Plan XXVIII). ltvo 
(23,30) were listed as "empty"; one (34) was not listcd at al1 (ASN 1 1910x256-258). G. Elliot Smith, 
however, attributes animal burials to these graves (ASN 1 19 10c: 167)- In this case, G. Elliot Smith's 
attribution is 

"early Classic" A-Group Burials: Shem Nishei: 44 

23 : sheep or goat (ASN 1 19 1 k :  167) 

Human graves 
Animal graves 

30: s h e p  or goat (ASN 1 1910~: 167) 

ca. 30 
3 

0 34: young animal (ASN 1 19 toc: 167). 

Gerf Husein South: Cemetery 79 

Two animal burials (32, 121) were listai under the heading "Empty graves" (ASN I I  1912a:lSl). T k y  
lay arnong human burials originally attributed to the '%ly Dynastie" period (sec ASN II 1912b:Plan 
XIV). Based on an analysis of the distribution of datable graves in this cemetery, H.S. Smith suggests 
the cemetcry expanded h m  the desert edge towards the river, starting with datable graves auributable 
to the Early A-Group (as carly as Naqada Ic) and continuing in use into the carly T d n a l  A-Gmup 
period (Naqada ïIb) (199 1: 102). Except for grave 144 (with possibly associami dog burial), which was 
originally considercd "Late Rcdynastic" (set ASN Ii 1912b:Plan and appears to tu of M y  A- 
Group date, the following animal burials can probably be dated to the beginning of the Classic A-Group 
developmental stage. hie  to the fact that many of the graves in this cemetery cannot be daied, it is not 
possible to estimate the total number that were achlally contemporary with the animal burïals. 

24~emctcry 44 is descn'btd as bclonging to tht "same arcblogiad group" as Cemcty 43 (ASN 1 19 lOa:îS6), which wrr 
originaiiy dard Plmost entirely to the "hier Ruîynutic period" (ASN 1 1910s:246). At lcast two p v e s  (67.68) in C c m c l y  
43 contained Decoraieci Wace of Lte N- II &te (ASN 1 19 lûa:2S 1). 

this case" as opposed b the various discrepancies prcvioosly mcntioned bctwœn Reisncr and G. Eiiiot Smith, primir- 
ily due to the sirniiar siiuation of "'empty" graves containing animais in Cemetcy 79 (sec klow). 



a 32: sheep (ASN II 19 1- 15 1) 

a *87: The crocdile skuii fragment in this plundered grave (ASN II 1912a: 137) is htrt considtrtd 
an "artifact9*, rather than evidence for the original presence of a c m c d l c  in the grave. 

a *144: dog, "a small rtctss or lattr burial at the foot of tht grave and 35cm above the floor, 
contained a dog's bones" (ASN il 1912a: 144). Although chtrt is no clcar cvi&nct for tht practiœ 
of burying animais within human graves for this cdhuc cornplex,* dut to the fact that this a n i d  
may have accornpanitd the human burial, it is hem not considtred an inâependcnt burial. 

Kos htamna: Cemete y 89/500 

*576: nK original human burial "?aaâ k n  destroyed to rnake m m  for a later burial of a go& 
(ASN 11 191 k l 9 O ) .  Although al1 the graves in this cemctery were originally attributed to the 
"Early Dynastic*' pria the &te of the goat burial remains in question. 

Naga Wadi: Cemetery 142 

Based on the large sizt of a few of the graves in this cemetery, it is thought to have b a n  the burial 
place of a local elite. Most of the human burials were originally attributed to the "Early Dynastic*' 
period (ASN IV 1927:213). Although these plundered graves retained littlc narahlc Naqada mattrial, 
the majority can be attributed to the Terminai A-Group (Naqada ïïl" through Early Dynasty 0, based 
on the Nubian cerarnics they contained. The graves of this date are contemporary with the later graves 
in Cemetery L at Qustui. It has k e n  suggested, however, that a component of this ctmetery rnay be 
attributable to the Early A-Group (H.S. Smith 1994, 1991:107-108). 

An isolated group of 6 graves at the fat southwestern end of the cemetery wece attributcd (accordhg 
to the cemetery map) to the B- and C-Groups: "Old Kingdom Nubian - Middle Kingdom Nubian" 
periods (ASN IV 1927:Plan m. The evidence for this dating of these graves is not starcd. 'IIvo human 
burials (3, 1 1) in the main portion of the cemetery were identified as C-Group burials in r e d  d e r  
graves (ASN IV 1927:215-216). possibly suggesting the motivation for the later date assigncd to the 
isolated group of graves. However, the date may be based on the fact that most were animal burials, 
which were originally thought to be characteristic of B-Group mortuary practicts. Only two human 
burials lay in this vicinity. One (18) is listed in the grave catalog among the '%arly Dynastic" graves 
(ASN IV 1927:216). thc othcr is an unnumkred undescribai apparently extendcd b ~ r i a l ~ ~  (ASN IV 
1927:Pla.n XII). No information is provided for most of the graves in this cemetery. The n u m k  of 
human graves listed in the Table below is only a portion of the totai number of graves appcaring on the 
cemetery mq. 

Concerning the animal buriais, Firth States: "Graves 14 and 15 were two large pits containing bones 
of oxen. Graves 16, 17. 18~' [sic] oval p i d '  containing ~ h e e p ~ ~  buriais" (ASN N 1927:217). Grave 14 

2 a ~  d i s M d  humnn bwhi in Lhis cemctey ais0 contained hgmenrsuy evidcncc for the p-ncc of  an a n i d ;  the bones 
of a dog as weii as those of an additionai humui w m  nomi in ihe &bris filling pave 52 (ASN 1I 1912x133)- 

2PIhis is bascd on the body position indicaimi within the g r ~ w  ouiiinc on the cemetcry map. 
30Grave 18 is Listai in the grave cai.log u chat of a human kiri.l (ASN N 1927:216) and on the œ m t y  mrp the body 

position for a human braul ir inditcd within the outlinc of ihe gxavc (ASN IV 1927:Ptn m. 
3LOn the ccrnctty msp the outiinc of the paves uic h w n  u rccruigks (ASN IV 1927:Pt.n XII). 
'*on the cemeiay nup the notation indicatcs "shecp or goat burialsn (ASN IV 1927:Pîan XII). 



(OX burial) is not indicated on the ctmetecy map. The other 4 animal burials lay isolated at m. 10-15m 
distance from the southwestern end of thc main scatîerof huinan graves, with the shep buriais clusteml 
a short distance h m  the ox burial. Basxi on the exceptional size of grave 15 (it is one of the two lp%est 
graves indicated on the map), H.S. Smith suggtsts that the grave may have originally bccn that of one of 
the most important membcrs of the ttite and thît the cattle burial may have been a later intrusive burial 
(1994376). 

Terminal A-Group Burials: Naga Wadi: 142 

a 14: ox (ASN IV 1927:217); the date of this burial is questionable 

15: ox (ASN N l927:2 17); the date of this burial is questionable (sec H.S. Smith 1994:372/376) 

a 16: shecp or goat (ASN IV 1927:217) 

a 17: sheep or goat (ASN IV 1927:217) 

1 7 a : ~ ~  sheep or goat (ASN IV l927:2 17) 

Qustul: Cemete y L 

Based on the exceptional size of a number of the tombs and the wealth of the buriai goods, this ccme- 
tery is believed to have been the buriai place of a local etite? Despite Wiliiams' emphasis on Qustul 
Cemetery L ptedating the Naqada III "elite" cemeteries at Hierakonpolis Locality 6 and Abydos Chne- 
tery B ( O N  IV 1989: 138), which would place it at least in part in Nordstr6m1s second &velopmtntal 
stage, "Classic A-Group", he places it in his t h i d  developmental stage, '-te A-Group" (sec OINE î I I  
1986: 13, Table 3 & text below, sec also OINE III 1986: 163-165). W. Adams suggests the ceramic evi- 
dence (particularly the "eggshell ware*') indicates a Tenninal A-Gmup date, contemporary with the &y 
First Dynasty (1985: 188). B. Adams suggests the ceramic cvidence indicates the cemetcry was contcm- 
porary w i th the "protodynastic** tombs at Hierakonpolis L o d i  ty 6 (Naqada iIia2-mb) (1995:54). H.S. 
Smith suggests that the evidencc of the çeramics and stonc vesse1 types indicam a timc span for the 
cemetery from Naqada iIdrma thmugh the early First Dynasty (1994375); i.e, "early Classic" through 
the final phase of Terminal A-Group. 

Burial L6 lay near the northwest corner of a large tomb (L23). nie Supplementary Notcs, refemng 
to one cluster of three preswncd cattle burials (L3, L7/empty, L27), state: 'The entire gmup was appar- 
ently associated with L2 and ~ 5 " ~ '  (OïNE III 1986:377). Refemng to the other cluster of th= cattle 
burials (L20, L25, L20, thcy state: "Thret bovine burials were lacated directly west of L1, but not 
convincingly related to any one royal t o m b  ( O N  IIi 1986:333). R r  burial L33, the Suppltmcntary 
Notcs state: 'This bovine burial was not located near enough to any major tomb to be assignai to any 
particular phase of the ccnietery" (ONE III 1986:386), emphasizing that the b d a l  was not obviously 

331n the text this grave is noted u grave 18 (ASN W217); on the cemcicy msp the notation rads:  "16-178 Shetp or gcw 
b u d s "  (ASN IV 1927:Ph m. 
" ~illiams' pmposai ihat Ccmctcry L was the burial plPct of local Nubian myaity w h  eventuaily unified Egypt and founded 

the Fmt Dynasty is not g e d y  l ~ f e p t d  (sec, cg.. W. Adams 1985). 
35L2 and W w a c  nwo Luge tombs (of appmximately quai size) which Iny to the north of this cluster of mimil M. 

Although h m  they arc king trc8ted u one of the sets of "paircd tombs" Wxlliuiu' suggué w % c d  ris of laqc bmbs w m  
immediately contcrnporay) clsecwherr they am Listed u "singk tombs" (sec OINE iïI 1986:166) 



associated with any spccific tomb. These last four burials constitutc haif the suspectai cattlt buriais in 
this femtcry." thus cailing into question the subsidiacy s t a t u  of any of them. 

Williams States: 'Wost cattlc burieci in Cemttay L had the hcads rtmovcd; animals wem ôuried in 
other cemetcries oftcn intact**" (OINE III 1986: 16). Howevtx. only threc of thc Ccmcrcry L buriais arc 
mention4 as apparcntly rctaining tkir original condition. One (L27) is not describai; anoihu (L6) is 
descnbed as having bttn dccapitated; the third (L20). although Listai in the Finds Rcgistcr as missing 
its skull. is documcnted in the Supplementaty Nom as having originally rctained it. No indication was 
given for the prcscnce or absence of skulls for any of the othcr 4 (not including the tmpty grave) buriais, 
but of these four, one consisteû of only two bones. nius, Williams' statcmcnt conœming tht missing 
heads appears unsubstantiatcd by the publishcd tvidenct. 

In only one instance wtrc objects found in the graves definitdy depositeû with the original burial (U 
- two storage jars). nie Stone mortars and pestles in L3 w t r t  considered intnrsivc dais attributcd to 
one of the large plundercd tornbs in its vicinity. Thc only other objacts w u c  shcU hooks and sîuds and 
a few beads (in: L3, L6. L7, L33), which may or may not have been part of the original dcposits. 

O )  One additional empty gRve was prcsumed to have on'ginaily been a anle buriai It is not includcd in this count 

a L3: Bos, "2 long bones ... probably originally a cattie-sacrifice burial" (OINE III 1986:224) 

a L6: Bos; "front nonhward" (skull missing). Objects: 2 storage jars." one at either end of grave 
(OINE III 1986:233-236) 

a *L7: empty, but presumed to have originally contained an animal burial (OINE ïïï 1986:236). 

a L20: Bos. "folded into grave. westward w i h u t  s~cull'"~ (OLNE III 1986:333) 

a L27: gos4' (OINE m 1986:377) 

a L33: Bos; "east-west orientation is unusual" (OINE ï ï I  1986:386). 

36Technidy, these four buriais constitute more îhan haif of the attcsted caak burials in thc cemetay, sincc of the cight 
burials reporte& one rvu empty and only assumeci to have o r i g i d y  c o n t a i d  an a n i d  
370f aii the other caük bukh attcsted in A-Gmup ccrnetcrits (1 at Kubankh, 2 at Bahan. 4 at Meris. 2 i t  Naga Wadi), only 

the one at Kubanieh is spccified as missing its heîd (set abow). 
38~hese  have been idcntificd by B. Adams as Pmtodyilcutic Corpur 63 (199554)). 
39The comment in the Suppkrncntary Nota for this b u d  ihat 'WC notu indjcatc that the shll was -nt but not rciahmf' 

ap- to con td ic t  the statemcnt in the Finds Registcr "wiwiihout skulï' (OINE III 1986333). 
%e Ends Registtr for ihis buriai, as weii as the fokwing (326) spccify a "santpk of bones was rctwicd; no indikation 

is given of the originai u tcnt  or condition of the burials; se aiso Suppkmentnry Notes for E O  for refcrrncc to both thcrc 
buriais ( O N  IiI 1986:333)- 
4 L ~ h e  Supplementary Notes for bis birrial state: 'This bovine sacrifice bunP1 was the only one of the closttr (sec L3 uid 

L7) to contain a coherrnt b u W  (OiNE ïU 1986:377)- Unfort~naicly, no description of  this buriPl was pndad. 



Debod: Cemetenes 23 & 22 

in Cemetery 23 section C a clustcr of 18 oontaining animai burials lay to the cast of a d  lpsn 
from Cerne- 23 section A. which was a group of human burials designateci "B-Group and C-Group" 
(ASN 1 1910aA59ff1 set ASN 1 19lOb:Plan XVT for location). Sixteen of t h e  animal burials wcric 

listed as sheep ("sheep": 87, 88, 89, 94, 103; or "shccp?": 78, 8d4=; "ramn: 79. 92, 95, 96. 10 ,~  
105; "ewe": 93, 102, 104)- ont  as a dog (90). and ont as an ichncumon (98) (burials prtscntcd in 
tabular format;4s ASN 1 191Qr.168). In rcfucnct to the human binais in Cnactery 23 section A, H.S. 
Smith states: %ugh most of tbe fifty-nint graves on this ho11 werc undoubtedly C-Grnup. thcm ah 
a few which may have btlonged to the Rcdynastic or A-Groupw (1966:90). One animal burial, that of 
a sheep46 (70), lay among the human gravcs at the north nid of this section of the fcmcciy. To the 
north of this knoll, was a cluster of 11 New Kingdom human burials (Cemetery 23 section B). S c a t t a  
among them were 4 graves containing animal burials - 1 goat (57), 2 s k p  (62:' 67)- and an apparent 
double burial of a sheep and dog48 (58) (ASN 1 19 10a- 166- 167). 

To the south of Cemetery 23, Ca. 50 sheep and two cow burials lay scattered in Cemctcry 22. Most 
were located in the eastem section of the cernetery. Reisner states: "Cemetery 22 contains thrcc distinct 
sets of graves - C-group graves on the west, animal graves on the est, and Byzantine graves on the 
south ... most of these anirnals are sheep, both young and 016 rams and ewes ... In No. 124, a shtxp had 
been buried in a plundercd C-group burial and was in this case, at ltast, later than the C-group burial. 
The sheep burials werc dl, 1 think, later than the C-group cemetcry ... The main question in regard to 
the cemetery concernai the empty circular pits - cspecially those in the animal cemetcry. These wcrc 
probabiy plundered grava of a p e n d  anterior to the C-group. Nos. 32 and 38 contained scattercd shecp 
bones, probably from superimposed sheep burials ... it seems as if the eastem slope werc first occupicd 
by a B-group (or earticr) cemctcry which gradually grew towards the West during the C-group pcrioâ. 
The ~ e s t e r n ~ ~ [ s i c ]  slope was rhen an ip icd  by a later (Rolemaic ?) cemetay of s a c d  (?) sheepn 
(ASN 1 1910a:180481). 

Soth cemeteries lay on the West bank of the river to the south of the temple at D e W  Although thecc 
is some slight evidence for A-Group presencc in both cemetcries in the vicinity of the animal burials, if 
Reisner's reasoning is correct for Cemetery 22. the animal burials in Ccmetery 23 werc also probably 
of the same date (Ptolemaic) - especially since Cemetery 23 is closcr to the temple than Cemctery 22. 
Othcr sheep burials werc documentcd in the vicinity of Debod temple. Across the river on the cast 
bank two out of a smali ciuster of three graves (designated Cemetery 21) also containcd shetp (ASN 1 
19 10a: 187), probably of the same date. 

42Fm additionai granr((91.99) kluded in the lis< h a n  no mimai contenu idcntified. 
43~rave  84 was lisicd as containing a multipk bunal o f  3 "shecp?". 
4*The list contains the grave number 100 (ASN 1 19100:168); on the ctmetery map thm is no gnve 100, but Lhere is a 

grave numbered 101. 
45tn the inaoductoy text for this cemetcry. a cow is mcntioned among the animal buriais (ASN 1 1910.:156), but no cow js 

included in the list (ASN 1 1910i:168). 
*6This burial is identifid u Lht of a dog by G. E b t  Smith (ASN 1 191Ux128); anothcr uunpk of the 

mentioned above between Rcisner and G. Flliot Smith. 
47~eisner lisb 8 'km" (ASN 1 1910.: l6f); G. Elliot Smith Lis& a "young goat" (ASN 1 19 toc: 128). 
4%h~ bones and skuih werc found in the &bris of  this plundertd grave (ASN 1 l9lh: 166). 
4%e must mam "castcm", nncc most of the animai inniais wcrc in the eosttm section of the cemetty. 



The graves in Cmmtcry 40 wcrt originally darcd to the " M y  Dynastie" pcrioâ (ASN 1 191k232-233). 
Two graves contained intrusive burials, that of a ram (8) and a "gaztilt(?)" (22) (ASN 1 19 lOa.SW237). 
Three other graves (6a63.64) contained shttp bwîals. Firth statts: '"Ibo Rolemaic-Roman mudat  
caves [alsol contained s k p  buriais. It is clcar that thtst sheep buriais art al1 latcr than the Reâynastic, 
and probable chat Lhey are of the Rolernaic puiod or laiet" (ASN 1 191W241). No datt was mggested 
for the intnisive "gazelle(?)" burial. 





Appendix B 

Animals in Human Graves 

Cemetery 1 G.ztUt(?) C h t  I Dog I Cat(?) I CuIturr 
Matmar3000nilO I 1 I I 

Among the burials listed below, some of the animals were not identified, some of the remains were not 
clearly stated to have been those of entire animals, and for others tbe remains were too fragmentary to 
determine their original extent. Where the information provided is considered insdficicnt to include 
the example in this category of animal burial, the grave number is marked with a asterisk (*). In the 
following Tables, graves with animals are a subset of the total number of human graves. 

BADARIAN CULTURE 

Brunton describes adjoining areas 3000 and 3 100 as both containing Badarian and pdynastic graves, 
"the former to the east and south, the latter to the north and west" (Brunton 1948:3). Although no 
cemetery map was provided for either area, they art here treated as one extended cemetery; Brunton 
apparently considered them as such. Concerning the Badarian burials, Brunton states: "These graves 
were found somewhat scattered in ground which had been re-used in Prcdynastic and later times, and 
probably represent only a part of the original Badahan cemetery which had extended northward from 
the edge of the spur" (Bnmton 1948:8). See Naqada Culture section below, for totals of predynastic 
graves. An associated settlement site was located to the west in Area 3200 (Brunton 1948:7/Platc I). 



0 3 1 ~ i i i ) : ~  Hunuvl: adult, genâer unspeci fieâ. AnimuI: smaii gazeHe(?); at f a t  (Brunion lW:8/11) 

Miamlac Ctmttay 300(Y31m1 
I 

a *2007: Brunton statcs: "In 2007 (plunderad) wcrt the leg bones of a small ruminant; and in 
Cemetery 3100 one mbbcd gravc still containcd thc bones of a simihr animal at the foot end. 
Robably both were the &ns of pcts (gazelles ?) rather than food"' (1948: 11). For this grave, 
the evidence is insufficient CO determine whethcr the bones rcprrsent the cemains of an original 
burial of an e n t k  animal or parts of a butchtred animal (food offcring). The Cemtrcry 3100 
grave mentioned hem is assumed to bt the unrtgistcrcd grave l i s ta i  above. 

Human graves 
Graves with Animals 

Mos tageddp 

Cerne tery 300/400 (including Area 400~/5200 '  and Area 4008) (Bnuiton 1937:22/PIate ïH) lay on two 
adjoining spurs immediately behind the modem village of Mostagcdda. The cemetery containcd graves 
attribut4 to the Tasian, Badarïan, and Naqada cultures. A Badarian settlement site (Arta 400E) was 
located at the western end of the second spur to the north (Brunton 1937:23/Plate 0. 

CU. 14 
1 

Mostagedda: Cemetery 300/& 

Badarian 
Badari an 

302: Human: adult male. Animul: small gazelle(?); close to legs (Brunton 1937:34/57/Platt VLI) 

Human graves 
Graves with Animals 

- Grave: condition: intact; dimensions: 1 10 x 145 - 65 (cm). Contents: matting undcr body, 
chaff "pillow" under head; wmppings: fringed(?) cloth and skins; other: 1 ccramic vesse1 

330: Humun: male. Animal: small gazelle(?) and ~ a t ( ? ) ; ~  at fcet (Brunton 1937:34/57/Plau VII) 

CU. lûûU 
3 

- Grave: condition: disturbed; dimensions: 105 x 85 - 90 (cm). Contents: matting; wmp- 
pings: skins, cloth; other: "apparently an artisan's odds and ends": rough flint, S calcite 

T a ~ i d ~ a d a r i a n  - 

Badari an 

L k u r  3000&&er md s i r  Jlûû-series g.w (mai 10) are iisted in the "8- Graves and T w n  Gmups" regism 
(Brunton 1948:Plate III). ThRe of the 3000-series and fivc of the 3100-series R g i s t m d  gmves are desd'bad in the tut 
An additional four 300M 100-Knes (pmumably generically numbcred either 3000 or 3100) unfcgisicred gram arc dw 
rnentioned in the text (Brunton 194838-9). 

2 ~ n  unregisttred grave in Lhe 3 100 series. 
3 ~ m n m n  assumcd that enth  animais buried in human gaves were pets. Sec bclow. Naqmd. Cul- M.îmu, whcrr hc 

rnaices the same assumption concaning fiagmcntary a n i d  remoins a d  N@ IIVDyauty 1: M.-, w h  he CO- 

to the o p p s i t e  conclusion. A third gnvr contnining animai bones is mentioncd but i u  nurnbcr md/or rim@!ued saies is 
no t specified (Bxunton 1948: 1 1). 

4~ 5200. immediately bchind Mostagdda, was apparcntly equivaknt to A m  dûûA (sec Bmnton 1937:79). 
S ~ o r  a breakdom of regisltred ud -stned T'ibn and BoQrWi grpvcs Listed in the regiskr  d o r  d c r n i  in the 

tex4 sce Appendix E. 
6 ~ s  cats are not generaiiy thought to have been domesticated at this tim. this may reprrsent a case of a individuai tuned 

specimen of a wild species- 



crystals, small alabaster cylindtr bcad (only partially picrd), 2 lumps rcd ochrc, half a 
S p a t h  shell, a bone point, 2 picces of heavy bncshaft (one pi&), 2 picces of boni (one 
pi-) 

494: Human: young fcxnaic. Animal: small gazelle(?); at knœs (Brunton 1937:36/57/Platc Vm) 

- Grave: condition: intact; dimemonr: 75 x 100 - 60 (cm). Contents: no signs of rna#ing; 
wt~ppings: cloth and skins; ornttnients: strings of bcads and Andliario, Nerita shclls at 
ne& anldts, and wrists; other: pottery fernale figurine, leathcr bag (empty), flints; ca. 2 
ctramic vtsscls 

349: Human: child. Animal: "bones at the north end may have been food or the rcmains of 
a gazelie" (Brunton 1937:36/57). The evidence is insufficient to &termine whcthcr the boncs 
represen t the remains of an original burial of an entire animal or parts of a butchcred animal (food 
offering). 

NAQADA CULTURE 

Petrie's three predynastic cultures, Amratian, Gencan, and Semainean, arc now considercd dcvclop- 
mental stages of the "Naqada Culture". and generaily designated Naqada L 11. and [e7 based on Kaiser's 
revised relative chronology (Petrie 1953:2; Kaiser 1956: 109,1957). 

Various adjusanents to Kaiser's original principal divisions have been proposeâ. Kemp suggcsts, 
based on his senation of the graves at e l - A d  and Mahasna, that the " b o u n ~ "  bctwecn Amratian 
(hTaqada t) and Ge- (Naqada II) apparently lies between Petrie's SD 47-48 (1982:lO); Hcndrickx, 
based on his review of the defining ceramic characteristics of Swen I and II, would place it bctwœn 
Kaiser's SMen iIa and IIb or possibly between SNen IIb and IIc (1996:39); and Hassan, based on multi- 
dimensional scaling of shcrds from seulement sites in the vicinity of Naqada, places it ôctwcen Kaiser's 
Stufen Dab and IIcd (1988:138). Further adjustments to Kaiser's original subdivisions have also becn 
pmposed. Hendricia suggests that Stufen Ia and Ib should bc considered a single "entity" (1996:41); 
and that the material ustd to &fine Srufe Dial is not sufficiently distinct from that of Srir/e IIdS to 
bc considered a sepamte group (1996:42/59). The most marked divergence betwun Hcndrickx's sug- 
gested restructuring of Kaiser's subdivisions lies within the Naqâda III period (Kaiser 1990; Hcnbickx 
1996:62, Table 7 and Conclusions:63-64): 

AmraciPn 
Gazean 

Semainean 

'AS Hassan has obsmcd: 'Thesc p u p s  m not temporai units, cxccpt in the relative scnsc; thcy uc p c j d l y  cc& 
a s s d h g c  wius. and bounduKs bctwccn them m most pmbabty tirnc lransg~ssive" (1988:138). 

Petne 
SD 30-37 
SD38-60 

SD 61-78 

Naqada 1 
NaqadaU 

Nasada üï 

Kaiser 
Stvfcn la-bc 
Sru/nüa-b 
Stufen U c d  
Smfe IU 

Petrie 1 
SD 30-38 
SD3840145 
SD 4W45-63 
SD 63-80 



The advent of the Fmt Dynasty coincides with Hcndrickx's Naqada iiIC1, which covcrs the rcigns 
of Narmer/Aha/Djer (Hendrickx 1996:64); according to Petrie's original chronological structure the 
advent of the Fmt Dynasty coincided with SD 79 (Petrie 1920:4). 

Lower Egypt: West Bank 

Two small predynastic cemeteries (G and H), CU. 1.5 km apart, were excavated at Harageh. Both 
can be &ted within the Naqada ITcdl pend (Engelbach 1923:7; see Kaiser l987a:ll9, note 3 and 
: 122, 1990:289), with the graves in Cemctery G dateâ to Naqada Udl (Kaiser 1957:74). Accordhg to 
Engeibach, Cemetery G contained Ca. 30 graves (1 923:6); only 20 are listed in the tomb register and 20 
appear on the cemetery map (Engelbach 1923:Piates V/LV). 

Harageh: Cemetery G8 

a) There is no way to &termine whether or not any of the 10 uruegisicd graves containcd mimals. 

Human graves 
Graves with Animals 

410G: Human: gender unspecified. Animal: dog. Date: SD 55-57 (Engelbach 1923:Piate LV). 
Although no human remains are indicated for this disturbed grave, the assumption here, based 
on the notational fonnat for other graves in the tomb cegister, is that this was a human intcnacnt 
accompanied by a dog and not an independent burial of a dog. 

- Grave: condition: distucbcd; dimensions: 40 x 95 - 45 (in). Contents: matting; other: ca 4 
ceramic vessels 

Ca. 30 
l(?Y 

Although Brunton terms Ccmetcry 26OO/27ûû Amratian (1948:3). based on the SD ranges off& in the 
grave register (1948:Piates VIII-IX), the majority of the 122 registtred graves ranged in date h m  late 
Naqada 1 thmugh late Naqada II. 

Naqada Ildl 

'One (416) of the 20 grows httd in the tomb rcgisier (Engclbach 19u:PIatc LV) docs not appcuon the ccnwty ni.p 
(Engcibach 1923:Plaic V); one (421) of the 20 gram appearing on the cemetcry map is not iistcd in the tomb rrgùter. 



1 Human graves 1 Ca. 205 1 Naqada kt?)-ITcd 1 
1 Graves with Animnls 1 7 1 

2622: Human: malt. Anintak gazclle(?); at fett. Date: SD 4346 (Brun ton: 1944%: 12îiUPlate Vm) 

- Grave: condition disturbed: &tensions: 1 10 x 130 - 120 (cm). Contents: d n g ;  orna- 
ments: 2 ivory combs; orher: ivory tag. Conus, AnciIlorUr Nerita skl l s ,  at lcast 3 cerarnic 
vessels 

2646: Human: fernale & infant. Animai: galle(?); at fœt. Dote: SD 36-38 (Brunton 1948: l 3 i W  
Plate Vm) 

- Grave: condition: disturbed; dimensions: 100 x 155 - 130 (cm). Contents: matting and 
thick sticks above and below bodies; omaments: 2 ivory arnulets (antelope-hcadcd and plain 
tags), child's ivory bangle bracelet; other: Nenta shell, at lest 4 ccrarnic vessels (including 
1 bowl with sculpted hippopotarni and a crocodile on rim) 

2654: Human: female. Animal: gazelle(?); at feet. Date: SD 36-54 (Brunton 1948:13/22î 
Plate Vm) 

- Grave: condition: disturbed; dimensions: 107 x 128 - 40 (cm). Contents: matting; omu- 
ments: ùeads; other: at least 2 ceramic vessels 

2665: Humun: child (CU. 11 years old). Animal: gazelie(?); at knees. Dure: SD 3744 (Brunton 
1 948: 1 3/2UPIate ym) 

- Grave: condition: intact; dimensions: 100 x 130 - 100 (cm). Contents: matting; wmppings: 
cloth; ather: 3 ceramic vessels 

2666: Human: young male. Animal: gazelle(?); at feet. Date: SD 36)' (Brunton 1948:13/22/ 
Plate Vm) 

- Grave: condition: intact; dimensions: 85 x 1 30 - 1 10 (cm). Contents: matting; wmppings: 
cloth; other: 3 small flint knives, fish-tail knife, at l e s t  6 ceramic vessels 

27 14: Hiunan: male. Animal: tiny gazelle(?); at feet. Dure: SD 3845)' (Brunton lW8: 14/22/ 
Plate IX) 

- Grave: condition: intact; dintensions: 120 x 140 - 130 (cm). Contents: matting; other: 
5 ceramic vessels, food (bread? and mat) offering 

2723: Humun: femalt. Animal: gazelle(?); at feet. Date: SD 3748 (Brunton 1948: 14/22/ 
Plate K) 

%inety-sevcn 2600-sMes and tcvcnty-su 2700-series graves arc Listcd in the ''Rcdynastic Graves1* cegister Culcldng one 
2700-series pave thpt m y  not bc N@ culture). Forty-four of the 2600-sents d twelve of the 2700-sen# (not counting 
the grave Lhat mny mt bt Naqada culture) m g i s t d  graves and an additionaï 83 unestcrrd p v c s  arc mcntioned in ihc kxt  
(Brunton lWS:12-1b/Pla~ Ma-DC). For the parpolcsof this Tabk, the grave that mpy not k N.qdricuisnic is  not inchulai 
in Û!is  count 

'%te according to Kaiser 1957374 - Naqod. tlb- 
' ' ~ a t e  accoding to Kniscr 1957:74 - Nqada LIe 



- Grave: condition: disturôai; dimemons: 66 x % - 112 (cm). Contents: matting; wrop- 
pings: cloh(?); other: circular basket, at les t  1 uramic vesse1 

*2600(ii): At an unregistered locus in tht 2600 secies, the "bones of a gazelle(?) [wac found] just 
below the surface". It was suggestcd that the rcmains may have bccn from a "soiitacy" bucial or 
fmm a plundemi grave (Brunton 1948:22). Although the lattcr sccms moft Likely, tht infomation 
provided for thesc âisnirbed rcmains is insufficient to xnake a determination one way or the o h .  

Bmnton describes adjoining arcas 3000 and 3 100 as both containing Badarian and prcdynastic graves, 
"the former to the east and south, the latter to the north and westn (Brunton 1948:3). Although no 
cemetery map was providai for ci* a m  thcy ah hem t d  as one cxtcndcd ccmttay; Brunton 
apparently considered thcm as such. Sce Cultar, section above, for totals of Badarian graves. 
According to Wilkinson's striation (of 55 graves), the pdynastic graves in this cemctcry rangcd in date 
fmm Naqada Ib through Naqsdn (1996:4749). 

3 1 1 1 : Humun: multiple burial - female & chi14 also possibly adult male. Animal: gazelie(?); at 
fee t. Date: Naqada lb-IIal4 (Bmnton 1948: 1 S/2UPlate X) 

Matmac Cemetcry 3000/3 10w3 

- Grave: condition: very disturbed; dimensions: 180 x 225 - 100 (cm). Contents: roofing 
sticks; other: at least 4 ceramic vessels 

Human graves 1 CU. 74 
Graves with Animals 1 2 

m 3 128: Human: male. Animal: dog; in its own wooden wffin; at f a t  Dore: Naqada ad1 lS 
(Brunton 1948: 1 W 17/Plate X) 

Naqada ib-Uib 

- Grave: condition: partly disturbed; dimensions: 200 x 290 - 190? (cm). Contents: wickr 
coffin(?); wmpping: mat; other: CU. 40 ceramic vcssels, meat offering 

O *3 123 & '3 130: Bmnton suggests that several cases of fragrnentary remains may reprtscnt the 
original burial of an tntire animai; he States: "Bones of animals, but not cornpletc skeietons, 
when they are found at the foot end of plundered graves, also probably indicate the presence of 

16 (1948:22). 3123: Hwnon: femaie. Animul: "The legs of a young gazelle (?) werc in 

the north-west corner" of the grave. Dore: Naqada lb-IIal' (Brunton 1948: 16rmw X). 3 130: 
H u m :  fernale(?). Animul: "Leg bones of a young animal." Date: Naqada i~c(-IIdl)'~ (Brun- 
ton 1948: 16IPlate X). The evidence is insufficient to determine whcther the bones rtpresent the 
remains of an original burial of an entire animal or parts of a butchered animal (food offering). 

-- - 

12~urnber o f  graves per phase: (Matmar 1) Noqada Ib-lc-IJa-22, (Mnûnar 20) Naqada IIb(-Uc)-9, (Mntrnar 2b) N.qd.  IIc 
(-Ud lF7. (Matma. 2c) Naqada Udl-7, (Matmar 2d) Naqada UdZmTnl-9. (Matmor 3) Naqada III .2-UibI (Wii1Linion 
l996:47 49)  

13firty-five 3000-JerieJ ar,d twcnty-nine 310eserks gmvcs (toiai 74) ore Listeci in the grave r c g i s k r  ( h m b n  1948:Pl.î~ 
IX-X). ïbenty-two of the 3000-m and s c v c n w n  o f  îhe 3100-series rcgisterd graves am described ii the k x t  An d i -  
tional unspecified numberof 310-lcric unrcgisîcred graves arc aise rnentioned in the k x t  (8mnton 1948:14-16). 

l'Date obtained from Willonson 19%:4749 (Matmar 1). Dar according to Bmnton 1948:Plok X - SD 3 7 4 5 .  
lSDate obtained h m  Wilkinson 19964749 (Matmar 24.  Date according to Bmaton 1WS:Plate X - SD 5 2  Daîe d i n g  

to Kaiser 1957:74 - Naqda IIc. 
L6~runton assumed that entire mimais buricd in h u m  paves w m  pets. H m  he assuma that the 6agmcnmy xcnuins 

indicate the presence of an e n h  animai ~ t h e r  that a meat (food) offering. 
" ~ a t e  obtained from Wilkinson 1996:4749 (Matmu 1). Ik& acmrding to Bmnton 1948:Piatc X - SD 3843. 
' ' ~ a t e  obtaincd h m  Wilkinson 1996:4749 (Matmar Zb). Dates rccording to Brunton 1948:PLk X - SD 52-53. 



3114: Brunton also suggests that rhc fragmcnucy nmains in this disturbtd grave moy bc in- 
terprcted as reprtscnting the original burial of an entirt animal (1948:16/22). H w m :  f c d c .  
Animui: 'Tbc hcsd of a smail nuninant was found with the pottcry." Dute: Naqada Ik(-IIdl)19 
(Bmnton 1948: 16/Platc X). The evi&na is insdXcicnt to &termine w h d x r  the bones rcprtscnt 
the rernains of an original burial of an entire animal or parts of a butchercd animal ( f d  offcring). 

Cemetery 1 8 0  was part of a "great burial-ground" (Brunton 1937:93) that stretchai h m  thc southcast- 
ern ti p of the spur ntar Arta 200 north through Arcas 1 l700/ll8OO, 1 sOO and 1 700 to Ama 1600 close to 
the cliffs (see regional map: Brunton 1937:Plate II and Area 100 description: Brunton 1937: 18-19/76). 
No cemetery map was providcd for any of thtst amas. Stttlcmcnt cemains Md scaücrd burials indiaite 
a previous Badarian occupation of thcsc areas (Brunton 1937: 18-21). Brunton designates most 1800- 
series graves "Amratian", without offering SD ranges ( l937:Plates XXX-XXXI). Only cight 1 800-scrics 
graves were included in WiUrinson's seriationM (19%:49-50). 

r 1808: Human: male(?). Animal: very small gazelle; at feet Dore: "Amratian" (Naqada 9.= 
(Brunton l937:7 1190/Plate XXX) 

Mostagedda: Cemetery 18002' 

- Grave: condition: disturbed; dimensions: 90 x 90 - 140 (cm). Contents: matting; other: 
painted ceramic m d e l  disk macchead, Natica shells 

Human graves 
Graves with Animals 

r *223: In the grave e s t e r  under the heading "Other Objects", grave 223 is listed as containing 
an "animal" (Brunton 1937:Plate XMX). This notation seems tu imply that an cntirc animal is 
intended. However, for grave 1808, which is described in the text as containing the "skeltton of 
a very small gazelte," the grave register simply notes '"bones" (Brunton 1937:Platc XXX). EL- 
where in the tex& the boncs in grave 223 are attributed to a f d  offering (Brunton 193790). Thus, 
grave register notation cannot be trustcd for identification of status (entire animal or butcherai 
parts) of animai offerings in graves. 

%ate obiainec! h m  Wiikinoon 1996:4749 (Maimu 2b). Date according to Bmnton 1948:Piate X - SD 5343). 
'%urnber of paves per p h .  (Mostagcdda I) N4ada Ib-Tc-IIo-5, (Mostogdda 2) N.q.d. IIb-IIc-IIdl-II&-1, 

(Mostageddn 3) Noqada IUaî-mb-2 (WïUonson 1996:49-Xi) 
21Fi!ty-five 1800-scrh graves ~ r r  listcd in the 'Trcdynastic Graves and T o m  Gmups" register ( B ~ n b n  1937:Pktcs XXX- 

XXXT). Foriy+ne of the t ûûû-rerirs rcgistcreâ graves uid m additioripl icn 18OO-series (prrsumobly gencricolly numbad 
1800) unmgistmd graves ut mentioncd in ik text ( B ~ n t o n  l937:7 1-73. In addition to h s e  l 8 a k f i ~ ~  infocnuth 
is provideci for graves in othasections of this h g e  cemetery (Amas 200,160,1700.11700). A mtal of 126 rrgUtcred q.ver 
are Lisied in the "Redynastic Graves and Town Gmups*' rcgister and an additionai 4 u n r r g i s ~  graves arc wntionod in the 
text  Of the 126 r e g i s t a t d  grives. ca. 16 WCYC piven SD ranges piacing k m  in the Noqodrïü pcriod (Bmnbn 1937:69-7lnC 
75Rlak.s XXM-XXXi). An ddiiionaï 13 rcgistcxd p v c s  (including 3 in the 18ûO-scks) arc listcd in the 'Tmtdynutic 
Graves" register. Althoagh Bninton amites ihcse paves to the pcriod of the Fmt Dynasty. thcu SD nngu pLce thcm in 
Naqada üi (Bnint~n 1937:93-W/Piate XXXI). 'Itwo of these hu 1 8 ~ 0 - s a b  p v c s  wcxe inciuded in Willùnson's seri.tion 
and dated to the Naqada IIid-IJIù pcrid (1996:49-50). For the purposes of ihis Tabk, these thrrt 1800-saks p.vcr have 
bcen included in the total wunt of gmvcs. 

=This pave was not includcd in Wiikinson's smiation (1996:49-50). 

ca. 68 
1 

- Naqada Ib-ilIb 



*110: In the grave rcgister under the heading "Other Objects", grave 110 is Listed as wntaining 
a "small animal"; although the grave is listcd as intact, no mention is mi& of this animal in the 
bnef description in the tcxt (Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928:49/Piatc XXX). As notcd above 
(Mostagedda: grave 223), ttgister notation alone is insufficient grounds for assuming this grave 
containcd an entire animal. Humun: d u l t  malt. Animrrl: (?), "small animal.  &te: SD 36-51 

Naga ed Dêr 

A total of ca. 635 graves wcrc urcavatcd in Ccmctcry N7000 at Naga cd Dêr. No datw wcrt offercd for 
individual graves (Lythgot 1965). According to Hcndrickx, the graves in the ccmcicry rangcd in datt 
from Naqada Ia/b through Naqada ITd (1996:51/52, with reference to R Friedman's unpublishcd MA 
thesis). 

Naga ed Der: Cemetery N7000 
1 Human graves 1 ca. 635 1 Naqada Wb-IId 1 

N7418: Humcui: gen&r unspecified. Animal: dog; outsiâe north end of woodtn "box" that 
smunded the human interment. Date: Naqada IIdU (Lythgoe 1965:252-254) 

- Grave: condition: very disturbed; dimensions: 230 x 185 - 120 (cm). Contents: woodcn 
"box"; orher: Ca. 30 ceramic vessels (including zoomorphic bird-shapcd pot), possibly 2 
ivory speartieads 

*N7296: Human: multiple burial. Animal: (?), "some small animal, skull missing, lcngth of 
vercebral column about 12 cm.**U Date: Naqada IIbU (Lythgoe 1965: 172- 174). 

*N7597: Humun: male. Animal: (?), '%ones of a small animal perhaps a rabbit(?).** Dure: SD (?) 
(Lythgoe 1965:392-393). 

Mahasna 

Ayrton & b a t  estirnate the original extent of the ccmetery as Ca. 60 graves, of which approximatcly 
one-half were excavated. Of the ca. 300 gravcs excavated, only 135 (including 27 heavily plunderd 
graves) are dcscribed in the text;" no ccmctery map o r  grave register was provided (Aryton & Lost 
191 1: 10-25). According to the excavators, the cemetery contained graves of 'the wholc ph-dynastic 
period to the simplest fonn of the brick-lined tombs of the early k t  Dynasty"; no graves of a later date 
were detected (Ayrton & Loat 191 1:2). According ta Wilkinson's seriation (of 96 graves), the graves in 
this cemetery ranged in dote fmm Naqada lac thmugh Naqada mbn (1996:Sl). Bascd on Hcndricbr's 
suggested equivalences betwcen Kaiser's Stufen and Kemp's seriation groups, the d c s t  graves datt to 
Naqada Ib (Henâricbr 1996:49; Kemp 1982). 

=SD 57-73; date bascd on Friodmm nd. 
2SThe bones of this unidcntified animai arc now at the Hearst Museum (fonnerly Lowie Museum of Anthiopology), Uni- 

versity of California rt Berkeley (Podzonki 19!U): 12). 
=SD 34-56; date bascd on Friedman n-d. 
26106 are listai in thc GR- Ciassification tabk (Ayrton & Loat 19 11:9). 
27~umber of graves pcr phase (Mahasna la) Naqda ïa-ib-lc-18. (Mahasna lb) Naqada Ic-Th-19. (M.huiu 28) 

Naqada ïib-9, (Mahama 2b) Naq& Iic-Udl-Ud2-25. (Mahasna 39) Naqada llI.2-17. (M?hunr 3b) N+ mb8 (Wllrin- 
son 1996:s 1-52) 



Mahasnx Ctmetery H 

1 Human graves 1 Ca. 300 1 Naqada lbmb 1 
1 Grava with A n i d  1 l(?Y 1 I 

O )  ' i lme b no way to &icrminc whcthcr or not uiy of the umhmii'bed gir- conmincd mimais. 

Hu: Human: male. Animai: 2 dogs; "on thcir backs wrappd in a mat.** Dw: Naqada k-II&= 
(Ayrton & b a t  191 1:7f21) 

- Grave: condition: distucbai; dimensions: large oblong, 84 x 63 - 43 (in). Contents: rcmains 
of woodcn boards (2 inchcs thick) on bottom and on side of grave; matting; otkr:  dioritc 
staff head, stont macehead, 2 stont "picks" (dl with woodcn handes), mppct harpoon hed, 
ceramic macehtad, 1 ivory vesse1 (sec Ayrton & Loat 191 1 :Plate XX), imitation (clay) gatlic 
bunches, at least 4 ceramic vessels 

*H4: Hwnan: fernale. Animul: goat(?). The remains of the "skull and skcleton of a goat(?)" lay 
between two ceramic vessels at the south (head) end of the grave. Anothcr bonc idcntifid as that 
of a "small animal (goat?)" also lay on a bowl in front of the face of the deceased h i e :  Naqada 
I I I ~ ~ ~ ~  (Ayrton & b a t  191 1:21). It is not clearly stated whether the remains rcprcsent an original 
buriai of an entire animal or parts of a butchered animal. The latter may k more Likcly. S e v d  
graves in this cemetcry contained goat skulls (e.g., H 134% H122) and one (H 107) contained "the 
remains of goats" also deposited between the ceramic vessels (Ayrton & Loat 191 1:19/2(U22). 
(see Appendix D: Mahasna) 

A badi yeh 

Five predynastic cemeteries (B. C, H, R, O) were excavated between Abadiyeh and Hu. Cemettry B 
was described as "one of the largest". Petne states that the cemetery "went up to 570 graves"; only 26 
graves are described in the text; no cemetery map or grave register was provided (Petrie 1901x32-34). 
Sequence Dates, ranging from Naqada C through Naqada El, were provided for a total of 153 graves 
(Petrie 1920:Plate Lü). 

Abadiych: Ccmetery B 

@) There is no way to detennine wheiher or not any of the undeScni  graves contnined animais. 

Human graves 
Graves with Animals 

B 1 19: Human: gendcr unspecified. Aninmi: dog. Date: SD (?lm (Pctric 1901a:33). Althwgh 
only the skull was reported, due to the disturbed condition of the grave, this skuU may rtprrscnt 
the original burial of an entire animal. 

- Grave: condition: very disturbed; dimensions: (?). Contents: other: maceheai, clay male 
figuine, clay modcls of a chisel and a hoc (se Petrie 190la:Flate VI), ox bone 

ca. 570 
l(?Y 

" ~ a t e  obtained h m  WtlLinson 19965 1-52 (Mahasna lb). Date according to Petrie 1920:Phk Lii - SD 3643. Accordhg 
to Kemp's seriation, grave H23 îàiis Mthin his MPhasna Gmup I, which, according to Hendrick is eqpivplcnt to K u d s  
Srufen lbc (Kemp 1982: 13; Hendrickx 1996:49). 

2%ate obtained h m  Wibnson 199651-52 (Mahasna 3a), Date according to Petiic 1920:PLtt LU - SD 70(?). 
3 0 ~ ~  dates w ~ l t  o f i d  for many of the pm; mine was oEercd for this grrve. 

Naqada LEI 



Naga el-Hai 

A total of co. 1500 graves wert excavated. It is suspeceed that thc ccmctery cxtcnded into the area now 
occupied by the modem village. The number of graves in this unexcavated a r a  cannot be tstimatcd. 
The investigated graves rangai in date from tarly Naqada I t h u g h  the early dynastic pcriod, with 
the majori ty attributable to the l ak r  phases (Ffttd 1974). Although this burial was dtsignated a "goît 
buriai" on the tomb carci, its position (per sketch and photograph) at one end of the mostly cmpty grave 
suggests it accompanied a human interment. 

Naga cl-Hai 

NEH. 2079: Human: (3. A n d  go& Dore: Naqada ibd2 (Freed n.d.) 

Human graves 
Graves wi th Animals 

- Grave: condition: disturbed?; dintensions: (?). Contents: other: 5 cerarnic vcsscls, broken 
slate palette 

'394: H u m :  gen&r unspecified. Animal: dog and gazelle(?). Dore: Naqada I(?)~' (Petne 
& Quibell 1896: 13/16-17). The remains are reporteci as only "some bones of a dog werc in the 
filling of the tombn (18%:13) and at the feet of the deceased, "the bones of an animal pmbably 
a gazelle" (1896:16). The information provided is insuficient to determine whcthcr the bones 
represent: in the case o f  the gazelle, the remains of an original burial of an entire animal or parts 
of a butchered animal (food offering); in the case of the dog, a component of the original buriai 
or  intrusive material. 

CU. 1506 
1 

- Grave: condition: disturbed?; dimensions: small. Contents: other: 2 painted ceramic fc- 
male figurines, unbaked clay mode1 boat, shell, 4 ceramic vessels (including an incisai and 
painted pot with stand) 

- IÜ&ada I-eariy ~ ~ i i i i t i c ~  

Naqada 

Pctric's "Great New Race" cemetery at Naqada is one of thc largcst prcdynastic cemeteries recordcd 
with co. 2 0  bvrials e ~ c a v a t e d . ~ ~  In the cemetery publication, only 94 graves were describeci in the 
"Notable Graves" section; an additional 18 graves were described and planned; and an additional 20 
graves not previously d ~ n b e d  were mentioned in a discussion of body treaunent; no grave register 
was pmvided (Petrie & Quibell t 8%: 18-3 3/Plates WCXXII-WCXXILI). Baumgaml's 1970 supplemnt, 
which attempts to reconstwt the original contents of CU. 1200 o f  the graves in this ctrnctery. did not 
include information on faunal rcrnains for any of the graves l istai  in the supplemcnt, According to 

3'~ee Petne k Quibeii 1896:Ptite XXMn-26 for a Whik Cross Linc bowl h m  this grave. 
32~aumgartel estimates ''more than 1900" paves in this ccmcty wïth 1202 graves ktcd in the main section of hcr pub- 

Lished supplement A separacc lut  includcs an dditionrl136 graves @ouibly h m  this ccmcmy) of which 23 grave numbcrs 
dupikate those listed in the main section (1970). In Pcirie's notebook. the grave n u m h  for rhu ccmctay range from 1 - 
1953 (Payne 1987: 181) and hync sratcs bat only ca- 1000 graves w m  indikatcd on the map (1992:lSS). According b Bud, 
2043 graves arc indiclteci on the cemctmy map (including 38 h m  an arca "slightly south") with only iulf ofbit toul numbcr 
of excavated graves nurnbed  on the published map (1994:ûû)- The cemetey at Naqada is no longer the only biown @y- 
nastic cerne- of its size. Excavation of a ccrnctey of estimaicd sirnilar pmporrions and dak has cornmencd i t  W t y  43 
(HK43) at Hierakonpo iis (Friedman t 9%). 



Bard's seriaiion, the graves in this ccmctcry rangcd in date fmm Naqada LUI, with approximatcly half 
of the 905 seriatcâ g r a ~  dami to the Naqacia 11 p ~ r i o d ' ~  (1994:48, Table 3/119-123). The eariiest 
&table graves in Payne's analysis art attributcd to Naqada Ic (1992: 186). 

Naqada: "Great New Râce Cemctcry" 

( Grava with Animnls [ 1(?)" 1 l 
a) W no way CO determint whcrha or mt uiy of the UndeScn i  graves coniuned uiimilr . 

286: Human: gcndcr unspccificd. Animul: dog. Date: SD 36Y (Pt& & Quibcll 18%:26). 
AItbough only the skuil was reportcd duc to tht disnubed condition of the grave, this slnill may 
represent the original burial of an entire animal. 

- Grave: condition: disturbcd; dinienrio= 90 x 50 - 50 (in). ~ o n t e n t s : ~  omaments: CO*; 

orher: CU. 3 ctramic vcsscls 

Armant 

Acçording to Mond & Myers there were no graves (other than a few Coptic burials) latcr than rhe ph- 

dynastic penod in Cemctery 1400- 1500 at Armant (1 937:9). According to Wilkinson's striation (of 95 
graves). the graves in this cemetery ranged in date h m  Naqada I through Naqada IKWM (199653- 
54). The earliest phases of Naqada 1 were not rtpresented at Armant (Hendrickx 199639); the eariiest 
datable graves in Bard's senation (of 15 1 graves) are attributcd to Naqada IC? (1994:54:T&le SI1 19). 
Predynastic settlement sites designateci MA 21/83 and MA 21d83 are in close proximity to and consid- 
ered contemporary with (at lcast the earlier use phases of) this cemetcry (Gintcr & Kozlowski 199499). 

1529A: Humun: multiple b~r ia l l fh i ld .~~  Animuk gazclle: at feet. Date: unspccified/poasibly 
Naqada 1c4' (Mond & Myers 1937: 14Tomb Register 29) 

Annant: Cemetcry 1400- 1500fa 

- Grave: condition: disturbed; dimensions: 130 x 130 - 80 (cm). Contents: wmppings: mat 

Human graves 
Graves with Animals 

33~urnber of graves per phase: Naqada 1-1 07. Naqada 1-U-116, Nqada U452. Naqda ïï-UI-125, Naqodo III-105 (Bad 
199448, Table 3) 

%ate obhined h m  Peük 19xPiaie LL 
35This grave was not included in Baumgaricl's 1970 supplement 
36~umber of graves per p k :  (Almant 1) Naqada I-ih-15, (Armant 20) Naqada iib-Uc-43, (Annuit 2b) Niqodi (ac-) 

Ud l -Ud2- ï5  1-3 1, (Armant 3) Noqodo mp2-6 (Wilkinson 199653-54) 
3 7 ~ u m b e r  of g ~ v e s  pcr phose: N a q h  Ic-28, Naqada IIn-28, Nqada Uô-28. Noqodo ml-13, NÎqd. Udî-12 

Naqada Dh la, N.qod. IIk2-8 (Bud 199454:Tabk 5) 
38~ighty-scwn 1400-s- 8nd eighîy-two 1500-sc~im groves ue listed in the Tomb Rcgister (26-31); ihirly-nine of tht 

1400-series and fi@-thrice of the 1500.series ccgistmd graves (total 92) arc mention4 in thc ''Notes on Individual Tombs" 
section (Mond k My- 1937:12-16); cighty-fout of the 1400-s& and eighty of the 1500-series xcgislcried gmver w o n  
the cemety mnp (totai 164); an di t iona i  s u  14ûû-mics md one 1500-scrics numbeitd unrcgir!acd gnm &O w o n  
the cemetcry mnp (îotai 7); t h e  arc perhaps the cmpty pves menrioncd by Mond k M y m  (1937:9) t h t  WCYC not rrcordod; 
three of the 1400-ocricJ rnd two of UK 1Sûû-series rrgistmd grrves (total 5) do not appcu on the cerne- mrp (Mond & 
My- 1937:Piar IV); graves 1211 anci 1212, rcported as excavatcd in this ccmcty (Mond k Myen 1937:6), rLo & not 
appear on the cemetcry mop. 

39~ccording to the excanton, the g ~ z t k  was assockted with the child's body (Mond k Mytn 193'1: 14). 
4 0 ~ a n y  of the graves in the tomb rrgister werc given Sequcnce Dates; this one was not; Bud &O lists it u unditcd 

Ca. 176 
1 

Naqada Ic-IIïa2 



NAQADA lLUDYNASTY 1 

Although B mton  tums the graves in Cemctcry 9W1000 '?PmtodynasticW~' he stntcs that (hc ametcry 
was "wholly contemporary with the early part of the First Dynastyw (Brunton 194û:Z). SD ranges 
offered for the registercd graves place them within the Naqada ïiI pcriod (Brunton 1948flatc XX). No 
cemetery map was provided. 

In his summary of the protoâynastic period at M8tmar, Brunton staics: "unspecificd boncs of a smaii 
ruminant were found in five graves (900.1015« 1052.1056, 1059). and it is not cau in  whcthcr <hgc 

were pet animals or mereiy tht offering of head and legs; probably thc latter. In four graves uie bones 
were at the feet (220,228,900, 1059). and at tht knea in one (1028). In [1052] thecc m y  have barn 
the burial of a compIete animal" (Bnuiton 1948:28). Hem Brunton appears to bc dcviating h m  his 
previous opinion that bones at the foot end of plundered graves pmbably reprcscnted the original buriai 
of an entire animal. Tbe conditions of the graves (220, 228, 1028, 1059) ranged from intact (220) to 
very disturbed (228, 1059). thus the original entent of at least one of the animals in thtst burials was 
sirnply not recorded during excavation. Whether or not the unregistered grave (900) mentioned above 
is the sarne as that listed below cannot be determined. However, the faunal remains in an unregistcrcd 
90eseries grave of a woman are described as "a gazelle (?) at her feet" (Brunton 1948: 25). 

a 900(?):" H u m :  female. Animal: gazelle(?); at fect. Date: Naqada m(?) (Brunton 194825) 

Human graves 
Graves with Animais 

* 1052: Human: male. Animal: srnail ruminant. Date: SD 78 (Bninton 1948:25/Platc XX). 
Although the remains of this animai are listed in the tomb register simply as ''b~nes", Brunton 
suggests chat they may represcnt the burial of an entire animal (1948:28). The evidence is in- 
sufficient to determine whether the bones represent the remains of an original burial of an entire 
animal or parts of a butchercd animal (food offering). 

(1994:119) and wlkinson did not indude it in his seriation (199654). Howevtr. this p v e  lay in the riru o f  the cemcwy 
occupied by the earliest daiabk graves (sce m p s  in Kaiser 1956:107; Bord 1994:52; Wiikinson 199655). Although both 
Bard and Wilkinson cloim ihe ametery devcloped fmm south to norrh (Bad 1988:42; Wilkinson 199653). Hendrickx st.tcr 
that t+e latest graves werc in the southcm part o f  the ccmetcry (1996:41). This discrrpuicy secms to origiiute in the revend 
direction of the compas  point in Bard's d Wilkinson's m p s  cornparcd to the original map published in Mond & Mynr 
(1937:Platc rv). 

"~lsewhere he defines h k  use of the terni "Protodynastic" as ieferring to the period of tirne bctwcen the ""end of the 
Redynastic Pcriod and the bcginning of the hurrh Dynijty" (Bmnton 1927:lO). 

'*This locus js d e S c n i  u a hok contùning the "'padal cemains of a gazek (?)", not a gnvc ( B ~ n b n  IN:=. 
" ~ i ~ h t  900-series and twcnîytight 1000-saïes graves arc listed in the "'htodynutk Graves" -ta (B~nîOn 

1948:Plate XX). Fwe of the 900-series and eieven of the 1000-sdes registered graver axe descn'bad in ihc tut An ddi- 
tional five 900-series (presumably gemkally n u m b c d  900) unncgisteried grives axe .Ise mcntioned (Brunton 194825). 

u ~ n  uniegisted gmvc in the 900 series. 

ca. 41 
1 

Naqadam 



Abydos 

Graves identifieci with the lemr W wert siaiated in predynastic setdement debris ncar the Osiris 
temple enclosure wali, which thcy prcdate. This portion of the scttlemtnt was abandoncd at the timt the 
graves were dug (Petrie 1902: 14). Aii wcre dated to the eady Fmt Dynasty (Petrit 1902: 19-22). 

Abydos: M Graves45 

M18: Hunan: gcndcr unspccified Animnl: gaztue; in southwcst corner (hcad end) of grave. 
Date: Dynasty I - reign of Djet (Petrie 1902: 16/2 11Plate XLvm> 

Human graves 
Graves wiîh Animals 

- Grave: condition: plundtrcd; dimellJiOns: (?). Contents: other, ca. 25 caamic Md 2(?) 
stone vessels 

4SThe contents of 1 t grives arc dcscribed in the text in Pctrie l!lO2: 15-18; h s c  11 uic .Ise plonncd (Pctric 1902:mirter 
XI,Vm-XLrx); 1 ditional gnvc is mentioncd in rhe section w k  the dates of the graves me disamcd (Pctric 1902:19-22); 
this grave (M 1) wu publishcd in Petrie 1901 b:36-37; 1 additional grave is mentiod but not dcsri'bcd in Petric 1903:7. klrp 
indicating location of graves in Pcaie 1903:Piatc XLIX. 

13 
1 

Dynastyl 





Appendix C 

EIite Cemeteries 

Due to the incomplete publication (Hclwan & Naqada Ccmttcry T) or the htavily plundercd condi- 
tion and as yet incornpletc excavation (Hierakonpolis Locality 6) of a number of thest ctmtttries, the 
original deposition of somt of the burials (Hierakonpolis) remains unclarified and the principal tombs 
with which others (Helwan, Naqada) may have been associatcd remain unidentifid. Among the animal 
burids listed below, somc arc of uncertain &te and others are not clearly the remains of mth animals; 
where the information provided is considececi insufficient to include the cxample in this catcgory of 
animal burial, the grave number is rnarked with an asterisk (*). 

PREDYNASTIC 

Hierakonpolis: M t y  6 

Only a small portion of this heavil y plundered eli te cemetery has been excavated. At prcsen t compontnts 
dated to Naqada Ic-IIab and ïïï have been identified, An intermediate late Naqada Il component is 
suspectai but as yet unverifid (B. Adams 1998). The cemctery is estimated to contain cc. 2 0  graves 
(B. Adams 1996:2). 

At the time that he wrote, Hoffman described al1 of the known animal burials as "part of an extensive 
animal quarter" presumably associated with the tentatively dated 'Rotodyrustic*' Tomb 2.l in addition, 
he ci ted evidence in the form of surface fin& suggcsting thc ptesence of elephant, hippopotarnus, and 
crocodile burials in the arw (Hoffman 1982b: 15). Recent excavation has confirmed the ptescnce of at 
least one such burial. None of the animal burials, except possibLy Tomb 7, appear to be contcmporary 
with Tornb 2. 

Tomb 7 is one of what am assumed to be a series of sirnilar cattle burials lying to the south of 
Tomb 2; the othcrs remain unexcavated ( H o b  1982~56). Based on Nubian parallcls (Qusnil 
Cernetery L), this burial is presumed to be contemporary wi th and subsidiary to Tomb 2, which 
is tentatively &ted to the "Rotodynastic Period" (Naqada IIl'). The animal burial containcd no 
datable arti facts (B. Adams 199553-54; HofFman 1982a:SS-56). 

- Tomb 7: 3 or 4 Bos, "abundant Bos bones comprising a large (pmbably male) adult, a smaücr 
(probably female) adult, a juvenile and possibly another, smaller individuai, al1 burid intact 

'hcluded in this g e d  sutement was menrion ofa "tomb" conlainhg a shtcp/goaC no dctailed infomtion w u  pvidcd 
(Hoffman l982b: 15). This bpriol rnay actuaily be Tomb 3. which appcam to have b e n  a human gnve conuining m i d  
remains. 



(Le. not &fieshed)"; "Sevcral of the ribs werc encased in a dark organic substance and tht 
excavator ... suggestcd that tht animal's abdominal cavity had bctn packcd in a n ]  &y 
attempt at mummification"; evidcncc of matting (B. Adams 1996:6; H o h a n  1982x5648) 

0 Tomb 5 is locat4d north-northwest of Tomb 2, in a portion of the ctmctcry w b  îhc burials 
have been dated to late Amratianlearly Gazean (Naqada Ic-ffi) (B. Adams 1996:S-Q. It lies to 
the wcst of Tornb 3 (human Mai) adjacent to a small pit (Tomb 4) containing an appartntly 
secondary human burial (for Tomb 4 sec Hoffman 1982a:53-54). 

- Tomb 5: 5 or 6 dogs, "No complctc skuiïs wtrit found in the grave, but s c v d  had bttn 
discovered in thc backdiri pile h m  Tomb 2. The te& indiate the p-na of at lcast 
five or six individuais and there werc also scraps of linen in the grave" (B. Adams 1996:6; 
Hoffman l982a:%) 

0 Tomb 12 lies Ca. 4Sm to the cast-northcast of Tomb 2, and Qcs not appear to bt associatcd 
with it either topographically or tempodly. Atthough Tomb 12 was originally thought to bt 
contemporary with Tomb 2 (Hoffman l982b: 13 ,  it is now believed based on ceramic midence 
to predate i t (Naqada 1-II) (B. Adams 1996:6-7). The grave may have originally also containcd a 
hurnan burial (B. Adams, personal communication 1998). 

- Tomb 12: 4(?) baboons. Ho&nan States that the grave contained the remains of 6 baboons 
( H o h a n  1982b:lS). Adams States that the grave "contained the bodies of four baboons, 
including two skulls. Two baboon skulls had k n  found in thc backdirt on the east si& of 
Tomb 2" (B. Adams 1996:6). The baboon skulls found in the vicinity of Tomb 2 have yct to 
be identified as bclonging to the remains fmm Tomb 12 (B. Adams, personal communication 
1998). 

O Recent excavation in the centrai portion of the cemetery has revealcd the plundcred rcmains from 
two adjacent graves which appear to have originally contained the burials of at lcast two human 
males (adolescent and young adult), CU. 7 dogs, and a young elephant. Due to the disturbtd 
condition of the fin& reconstmction of the original deposition must remain in part speculativc. 
Based on the in situ find of its jaw, however, the elephant appears to have originally becn inttrrcd 
in Tomb 14. At least one of the human males and some of the dogs may have also corne h m  this 
grave. Sorne of the dog remains appear to have originatcd in the adjacent Tomb 13. Another, as 
yet unexcavated grave in the vicinity may have also been the source of some of rhesc rcmains. The 
ceramic evidence indicam a Naqada Ic date. (B. Adams 1998, personal communication 1998). 

- Tomb 13: dogs 

- Tomb 14: juvenile savanna elephant (Laondonta afn'cuna) and? dogs 

*Tomb 3 was a human burial, w hich also contained animal remains. The evidcnce is insdiïcicnt 
to determine whether the bones represent the remains of an original burial of an entire animal or 
parts of a butchered animal (food offering). 

- Tomb 3: Human: possible multiple burial; 1 individual possibly male. Animal: goat(?), 
"a few semi-articulated bones (probabl y goat)" ( H o h a n  l982a:SO-S2). Date: SD 38- 
40/Naqada Ic-Ila (B. Adams 19965). 



Naqada: Ceawtery T 

This ccrnetery is thought to contain the birials of a locai e1itc2 Based on the tomba for which chat 
are data, the cemetcg appcars t have btcn in use from d y  Naqada II through Naqda with îhc 
rnajority of burials ditcd to the Naqada II penod3 (Bard 1994:48: Tpble 3). 69 graves arc indicatd on 
the cemetery 

0 Petrie mentions, only in passing. a "pit", which containcd the remains of Ca. 20 dogs (Peûie & 
Quibel1 18%:26). Its location is not indicated on the cemctcry map (Pttric & Quibeii 1896Plalt 
T. Withovt hiaha infocIILation, it is impossible to &termine cithcr rhe due of this buri& 
or whether or not its spatial relationship suggcsts subsidiary status. 

Abydos: Cemetery U 

Cemetery U is a large prcdynastic ctmetery, lying to the north of and adjacent to the "royal" tombg thaî 
immediately predate the advent of the F m t  Dynasty. Its original extent is estimatcd at Ca. 400 graves, 
ranging in date from Naqada 1 through Naqada mb (Dreyer 1996: 14). During the Naqada IId periad, it 
gradually developed into an "elite burial ground" (Dreyer 1992:295). 

a *U16: Human: gen&r unspecified. Animal: goal(?). ''bones of some animal, pmbably a goat"; 
at f e e ~  Date: SD 35-366 (Peet 1914: 16). It is not clearly stated whether rhc bones rcprcscnt the 
remains of an original burial of an entire animal or parts of a butchered animal. 

- Grave: condition: (?); dimensions: oval pit. Contents: matting; other: 5 ceramic vessels 

DYNASTY 1 

Abydw: Royal Necmpdis 

Umm el-Qaab 

Evidence for this burial was recovered in the scattcred debris of previous excavations in Cerne- 
tery B near a double-chambered grave at the east end of a triple row of subsidiary chambers (B 16). 
w hich arc considenxi part of a funerary complex attributed to king Aha of the First Dynasty. nit 
triple row of chambers contained, in part, subsidiary human burials (Dreyer 1990:67; sct also 
Klug in Dreyer lWO:8 1-86). 

2 ~ a r i o ~  opinions have been o f f d  for the status of ik individuais buritd the=; see Bard 1994:77 for a summuy; s œ  
also Davis 1983; Kaiser k Drcya 1982943-244; Kemp 1973. 

3 ~ a v i s  States that the cemewy "was used throughout ihe Geneon (Naqada Ii) period ... a d  well into the d y  Fit 
Dynasty" (1983:Zl). Bad suggesu îhat Lhe cemetcy was abandoned a1 the stnrt of ihe Fvst Dynuty (1994:lOS). 

433 graves arc nurnbmd on ihc map; 13 graves am &ocn'bed in PebK k Quibeli 18%; 48 gmvu .iie included in Baum- 
gark ïs  1970 supplernent 

S~aarngartel (1960.128) suggesu that the buriai itscif cannot bc morc pilEcisely dated than the mru dog harki at 
Hemamieh, which has betn &wcd a tirne spm h m  the "Middle Pitdynucic" to the Old Kingdom Th.t lmri8i (206: 
A m  E), which was found in an m a  of Old Kingdorn burials which ovcriay a prcdynostic sertlement, consisicd of the irmainr 
of appmximatcly 15 dogs "disbihied ovcr an arcs of about four fcct S ~ U P I Z * '  (Brunion & Caton-Thompson 1928.94/PLtc 
LXIII). The evidence on which Baumgartcl bases che c o m m n  betwecn theoc two bunPls is the prrrence of bmbm rhe 
misiakcnly assumu KI be of a later &te in Cemetcry T (Baumgoitcl1%0:128). 

obtained h m  Peûk 1920:Piate Ln- 



- primarily in the arca of B16 - l2bfc: rcmains of at lcast 7 lions (most Young, one adult), 
whost bones indicate thcy were r a i d ,  if not boni, in captivity (Bocssneck & von den 
Driesch in Dreyer 1990:86-87; sec also Boessneck 1988:32) 

The remains of two species of  geese wcrt found near the northwesttrn end of the triple row 
of subsidiary chambus bclonging to Aha's funerary complex (BI6 - in the vicinity of W4a). 
Boessncck and von den Dricsch state: "Wmn man sich die Ausnahmestcliung der Nilgans unter 
den GHNai im dm Agyptcn vcrgcgmwartigt, sind die G~seknochcn nicht cinfach ais b t c  
von Speiseopfcm ausnilcgen" (in Dreyer 1990:88). As tht original &position of thest gttst 
is unknown, their status as funerary offenngs (food or otherwise) can only bc sptculative. Bos 
bones (skulls and legs), which may bc considercd food offerings, found in the samt ana  (western 
end), arc, however, suggestive of the original intent7 (sec Boessneck & von den Driesch in Dreyer 
199&87-88; stc also Bocssncck 1988:33). 

0 Evidence for the possible scparate bucial of dogs in subsidiary graves in the royal nccropolis 
exists in the form of sttlae. Amélineau's excavation recovered four inscribed with the narncs of 
dogs.' That excavation was inaâequately reoordeâ and published, Ieaving the loation of k i r  
discovery unreported. Petrie attributes two of them to the reign of Memeith (Petrie 1900:27). 
Murray attributes a dog burial to Udimu (Den), presurnably based on one of these steiac (Murray 
1956:92). Kaplony, based on stylistic grounds, attributes al1 four stelae to the reign of Den9 
(Kaplony 1963:375). Fischer, however, attributes them to what he terms the "protodynastic** 
portion of the royal ns ropoüs  (Cemctery B)'O (Fischer 1980:78/80 note 32). The royal tomb or 
tombs with which these sttlac were onginally associateci remains in question. 

O A single bone of a dog was identifieci arnong the scattered faunal remains presumably originating 
in sorne of the subsidiary chambers surrounding the tomb of Qa'a, last king of the Fmt Dynasty 
(sec von den Driesch & Peters in Dreyer 1996:77). 

r The following burial was found in situ in one of the c a  154" subsidiary burials m i a î e d  
with the valley mortuary installation attributed to king Djet of the First Dynasty. It is not c l d y  
indicated whether this animal accompanied a human interment or was the sole occupant of tht 
grave. 

- 433: dog (Pctrie 1925:Platc XXT) 

' ~ h e  bones of Nik and Grey gccse w m  found among the scaacred rcmains of food offixings (including caük bones) prt- 
sumably onginating in the subsiclii chambers surrounding the tomb of Qa'a (von den Mesch & Peten in Drqa 1996:77). 
The bids buried in coffins of theu own at Tarkhan, Saqqara, and Helwan suggest that at lcast those puticulr individuab wcm 
not c o n s i d d  food otfmngs. 

' ~ e e  Amflineau 1899:Piak XXXVI and page 24 1:Figures 53 k 54 for thc samc two s t c k  in photogriphic and iinc drawn 
fonn; the same two  ne published in Quikii 1905:290 (NO 14603) and :292 (NO 14608); oee Améiineru I899:Pktc XXXVI 
(iower Ieft) for a p h o t o p p h  of a thhl skia; Peaie pubtishcd these ducc in Linc drawings (1900:Platt KXXII-10-11.12); 
a fourth stela is incIuded in Fischer's suppkment to Janssen's list of dops' ripmcs (Fischer 1%1:153) citing Adlincru 
1899:Plate XXXVlï "botmm, second fmm kW (this p h o t o p p h  is compiekly unrcadabk in iht avaiiabk pubkarion). 

the possible original h t i o n  of these buriais. see Dreyer 199359. 
'OA portion of Cemetcry B is .ctil.Uy Dynasty I, if Aha is  acceptai as Ihe fimt king of chat dynasty. 
' 'The numkr of paves is taken from the Tomb Rcgisier (Petrie 1925:Piak XXI). 



Abydos: cemetery near Seti Temple 

Despite the fact that no datable artifact was associattd with a plundtred buna1 of "dozcllsn of dogs, the 
remains of which "wem found scattcred insidc and outsi& an underground brick chambd', this mass 
burial was assumcd to bc of F m t  Dynasty date bascd on its location (among similar tombs of that date) 
and the nature of the construction matcrids of the "underground" chamber (similar to the mort M y  
dated tombs nearby) (Habachi 1939). However, thcm is no hason to btlicvt, as the ucavator did, that 
this m a s  burial was contcmporacy with the phsumably F m t  Dynasty c h a r n k ,  since the phsenct of 
several huxnan burials of "Gracco-Romann date in this vicinity dtmonsmîes latc pcriod rictivity in this 
area. Moreovcr, the frict that many of the dog "mummics", dtriving h m  a Roman pcrid catamrnb 
elsewhere on the site, wert only "loosely wrapptd in plain white cloth" (Pttt 1914: 10@101) rathcr thsn 
more elaborately mummi fied suggests that the lack of eviâence for m u d  fication among the Qgs h m  
this mass burial in the F m t  Dynasty cemctery dots not support the assu~inption of an early date for uitu 
intennent. 

Eiite Tombs 

A total of 10,258 graves was excavated in this cemetery (Saad 1969:5), very fcw of which wert pub- 
l i s h d  The graves for which there are data range in date from the reign of "king" Ka, p d a x s o r  
to Narmer (Naqada m/Dynasty O), unintempted throughout the Fust and Second Dynasties. A few 
individuai graves can be &tcd to the Third and Fourth Dynasties and later (Wilkinson 1996:337-338). 

Although the assumption here is that the animal buriais in this crowded ctrnctery were subsidiary 
to human tombs, in most cases the relationships are not obvious. Saad apparently belicvcd the burials 
wcre associated with specific tombs (Saad 1969:80), but he did not, in individual cases, indiate  to 
which tomb(s) the burial(s) might have been subsidiary. Due to the Iack of complcte publication, no 
information is providcd for most of the principal tombs to which these animal burials may have betn 
subsidiary or for the chronological sequence of the graves that occasionally lay bttwcen the animal 
burials and the larger tombs in their vicinity. 

The tomb, or tombs, to which the following buriais were subsidiary are not irnmediately evident. 
The animal graves lay in pairs, east (719.HS donkeys, 720.H5 camel) and west (667.H5 dog, 
668.H5 bird)12 of tomb 680.H5, beyond the arcs that its apparently large supcrs~uchin wodd  
have occupied when e ~ t a n t . ~ ~  This is the largcst tomb in theu immediatc vicinity. The axes of rhe 
animal graves, however, do not coincide exactly (accordhg to îhe cemetery map) with that of tomb 
680.HS and thus may indicate that they were subsidiary to other tombs. Graves 7 l9.W (donkeys) 
and 720.H5 (canitl) appear to parallel the axis of tomb 72 1 .HS, a much smallcr îriple-chambercd 
tomb to their cast. The axis of grave 667.W (dog) appears to parallel that of tomb 666.H5, a 
smail tomb to its southwest. Grave 668.HS (bird) was an oval pit adjacent to the northeast corner 
of 667.H. (dog) (Ccmetery map: Saad 195l:Plate 11). 

t Z ~ n  a bGf duaiplion of îhc xesults of the 194W47 excavation ~ c u o n  (the fiRh season). mention is ndc of smiU pits 
containing dogburiPls found next to paves: ''HPufig befindet sich nekn  &m Grab eine W e i  Gmk. in &rein H d  besuttrt 
war"; mention is aisa mde of bird buriah: 'Teilweisc d n  auch %gchochen in den Gmkn gcfundcn" ( S c h w c i e  
1948:121). The &te of âhc work discruscd m d  the juxtaposition of Uiesc two statcments scenu Io imply a description of thtlc 
nvo bm-ais. The use of the word ''6cqucntly", howewr. ~ e m s  to coneodict that assumption. 

1 3 ~ h e  compleie cxtcnt of ib original ground plon is not indiaid on the cemetcry mnp. Nor is information o f f '  conceni- 
ing the chmnobgid sequcnccof o h  tombs (cg.. 663.M. 664.M. 6n.H5,678.H5), w h i h  appeuto occupy îhc rune u# 
of ground as âhc mastab.. 



in only two cases is a date offercd for ùit animal burials (668.HS büd, 720.H -1). No 
information is providcd for any of ihc thrcc tombs to which the burials may have possibly bctn 
subsidiary (680.~5,'~ 72 1 .M, 666.H.5). 

- 667.W: dog; lying contractal, head south, face wcst; buried in a w d n  coffin (Saad 
1 95 1 a: 3 71Platc XLVI-a) 

- 668.W: bird (identifieci as 'probably a hawk"; Saad 1969:Piate 65); buried in a small 
w h n  coffin. Date: Dynasty 1 (Saad 19Sla-37lPïatt XLVI-bec) 

- 719.W: donkcys. mnains of "more than oncW1q(Sasd 1951~37-38) 

- *72O.H5: camel,l6 "animai neck bones and some ribs." Date: Dynasty 1 (Saad 195 1x38). 
It is not likely that the propose. dating of this burial is accuaie (sec Boessncck 1988:34). 
Momver, sincc the grave is idcntified as intact, but the remains arc vcry fiagm~ntary,'~ this 
animal is not considcred a subsidiary burial. 

The tomb to which the foilowing burial was subsidiary is also not immediatety evident. Its axis 
appears to paralle1 that of tomb 612.H3 (not described in the text), a triple-chambereû tomb which 
lies a short distance to the southwcst. Tomb 612.H3 is comparable in size to tomb 721.H5, to 
which the above mentioncd donkey buriai rnay have alternately b e n  subsidiary. No larger tomb 
lies in its immediatc vicinity. The space between them, however, is sufficiently large, as wcll as 
occupied by a number of other undescribed burials, to makt thcir rclationship less than obvious. 

Another mu1 tiple burial of donkey s has also k e n  reported for this cemetery. in a bricf discussion 
of the results of the tenth excavation season, a large tomb surrounded by a mudbrick enclosure 
walt is described. A trench containing the burial of three donkeys was found in the eastcm section 
of the passage created by the surrounding wall -lant 1953:95-96, see also Saad 1969:80/Plate 
120). In this case, the principal tomb to which this burial was subsidiary can be identifiai (an 
identification number was not provided for the principal tomb). 

- 5 3 . ~ 1 0 : ' ~  3 donkeys 

'%e boat graw presumed to be subsidiary to 680.H5 is discussed and compareci to the ones at Saqqara dateci to the 
"Archaic" period ( S a d  1951a:4142). B A  on architecturai chamcuristics, rhis tomb has b e n  daml to the second haif of 
the Fmt Dynasty (WWnson 1996:352). 

''since the ~ R V C  is d e s c n i  as 8 "Kench" (Sad 1951a:37), it may be d e  to assume hat the donkeys w m  buned in 8 

mw as etsewherie (sec Abusir ud Ti- below). 
L 6 ~ e s e  bones are stated to have bcen dcfinitely identified as chose of a carnel. Saad cites a cCRMC h e d  from Maadi. 

excavated by Amer and identifml by Junker 8s that of a camel, and cord made of comd wool, discovered by Caton-rLhompson 
in the Fayum (sec G. Caton-Thompson, 'The Came1 in Dynastic Egypt". Mun (34) 1934:21), as cvi&ncc for the prescncc of 
camels at this early &te (Saad 195 1a38; see pprricriiarîy note 2 for other exampbx of d y  "came1 sculpRnie"). Sa a b  HS. 
Smith 1969:310 and Zeuner 1%3:350-351 for a bnef mention of sirnibu evidence. Boesoneckconsidcrr the &te of this knut 
"dubious" (Boessneck 198834)- 

17Tn oher words, do not rrprrscnt an c n k  animal; set S a d  1951a:Piate XLVIII for fragmcnmy name of rrmùns. 
 late te LXXrV shows a sk tkbn  in 8 mnch-like cut, but the description of the position of the M i e s  sutes: 'Thc taro upper 

donkeys were foand disturbtd. nit third one which was luckily buried deep at the bottom was found intact" (Sud  1947:167). 
These donkeys may not have beçn buricd in a mw as ohen  found e h h m .  

Lg~lthongh the girve numbcr for rhL b u h l  was not specificd in Lht bricf discussion mentioncd above. thc rur>mption herr 
is that the ~ R V C  ccfcrred to is the multipk donkcy burial mentioncd by Saaâ in the b'pop~IPI'pubkahion of hia worlt at Helann 
(1969:80), In S d ' s  statement: "... minuls w m  oHen buried ncar their owncn' tombs. Donkeys w m  lomtimes boried 
in special tombs (Plate 120). in tomb S3 H 3  [sic] we found the skckton[s) of thrrt h g e  &nkcysW. the g m w  is pmbrbly 
misidentified. The rcfercnccd PLk (120) is a photograph of a donkey skeleton in grave 53.H10. This grive numbcr b c M y  



Additional subsidiaxy buriais wcrt mentioncd as associatcd with the samt tomb, to which tht 
above multiple donkty bucial was subsidiary. nicy were describai as those of Qmcstics and pet 
animals (''celles dc domestiques et d'animaux familiers") (Leclam 195396). No furthu idonna- 
tion was providai. 

It is stated that somc of the tombs to the south of No 40 contained the burial of dogs and that 
the graves wcrt dug in a sirnilac manner to ttiiose intendtd for hwnans. Only one intact burial 
was identifiecl and describe.. Thaî animal was buried in a rectangular gfavel-cut grave (SaPd 
1947: 166- 167). It lay in a m w d c d  ami of the ccrnctecy quite a distance h m  tomb 40 - mithcc 
near to nor parallcl with any largcf tornb? Its spatial rclationship to the othcr undescribai h g  
burials in the arca also cannot, obviously, be dctmnincd. Tht mention of dog burials associateci 
with speci fic graves (see note 12), cannot bc safely appiied to these burials. Tksc dog burials 
may bc the only ones documtnteâ in this ccnrtcry that arc achially independent animal buriais. 
Howtvcr, because of thcir ambiguous status, thcy have been included in this category. 

- 42 1 . ~ 3 : ~ '  Qg; lying fonrracted on lcft side, head north. Objets: 2 cylindricai ccramic jars 
(Saad 1947: 167tPlate WCXIII; Cemctery rnap: Saad 195 1 :Plate 9 

No clearly documcnted instance of an animal buried in a human grave was reportcd for any of the 
published graves in this cemetery. 

0 The "skeleton" of a tortoise was reporteci from grave 264.H2. In the (admittedly poor) photograph 
of the grave, however, only the shell is discemible (Saad 1947: 1ûû:Figute 9). On Plate XLVIT, 
again only the shell (no bones) appcars in the photograph. This tortoise shell should pcrhaps be 
considered an "artifact" and not an animaLu 

0 Mention was made of a dog buried in a human tomb, but no f&r information was pmvidcdU 
(Saad 1969:80) 

Accocding CO Moustafa 1964:259: "Duting the First Dynasty ... the pig Sus scmfa was found buricd in 
large numbers in cemeteries of i ts own; i t was worshi pped as the 'God of Evi 1' in the Settlements mund 
Helwan." No source for the evidence on which this statement was based is offcred. It is not tvcn clear 
whether or not the reference to the pmposed religious beliefs of the Helwan communities is dirtcdy 
related to the location of thc pig cemeteries. On the assumption i t was, no publishcd information could 
be found that substantiatcd the existence of such cerneteries in the Helwan area. This, iike tbe unsub- 
stan tiated prt- and protodynastic animal cemeteries in the vicinity of Hierakonpolis (sec Chapttr 2), can 
only be considered a potential anomal y in the pattern of animal burial documentai elsewhere for this 
pcriod. 

visible in the photograph and rhc apt ion identifies îhc gran numbcr as such. The designacion H l 0  idcntines the grrw u 
being found during the tcnth excavation season. 

ZOThis is bpsed on the cemcicy map. 
2LIn the "populnr" pubkation of Saad's excavations at Hclwan. a photopph o f  Lhis buriai is  d to iilustnte the sutement: 

"Pets wcrt somctimcs buried in thcir mutas' tombs. in one tomb wc found a dog mpped in a cbh  and plred In 8 comn. Thc 
dog was e w n  provided wiih food for its Iife in the other worki" ( S d  1%9:80). The caption for thc PLtc remis: "Skekmn of i 
dog and hinenuy objcctr in i cofin in sirv in tomb 421 H3" ( S a d  1969:Pialc 121). This mwt be a misuse of the phobgnph, 
as the statcmcnt diffcir h m  t k  description of the gnve in the originai pubkation of thc uavation (unlru the original 
description is wrong). Momovcr, thcxe u no cvidence for ihc piwence o f  a coffin in the photognmph. The impbtion of thii 
mix-up is, howeva, that somcarhtit in this extensive cemctcry ot hast ont instance of an Pnimnl king baried within 8 human 
grave rernains lost in the unpabüshed excavation records. 

%sewhere Saad dCSCrib~) bis u the "sheii" of  a iortoisc (1951b:153). 
= ~ e e  note 21 above. 



Figurt C. 1: Helwan: Animal Burials 



Figure C.2: Helwan: Animal Burials 



Figure C.3: Helwan: Animal Burials 



0 This buriai was subsidiary to Mastaba 3507, which has bccn identifieci as the tomb of queen Htr- 
Neith, thought to be the consort of king Djcr of the First Dynasty. Thc mastaba is datcd to the 
reign of king Udimu (Den) (Emtry 1958:71). Tk animal was buricd in a shallow rcctangular 
grave located near the gateway in the enclosure wall. No otkr subsidiary buriais (animai or 
human) werc associatcd with this tomb (Emcry 1958:78). 

- no No: dog; htad south; wrappcd in palm-fiber matting (Emery 1958:78) 

Subsidiary animal burials art thought to have becn associateci with Mastaba 3035 (Anon. 1939:79), 
which has becn idcntifid as the tomb of Hemaka, an official during the rcign of king Den of tbc 
Fmt Dynasty (Emcry & Saad 1938). nit burials arc describai as lying in a row to the cast of 
the mastaba, underlying a double layer of mudbrick pavement that surroundcd it. Thtct adjacent 
burials containai biais; sevcn contained the bodics of dogs; one contained the body of a human 
wrapped in cloth but burieû, unlike the animals, without a aff in (Anon. 1939:79). 

- th= burials, no Nm: birds (species unspecified); each wrapped in cloth and placed in its 
own coffin (ont of which had an ebony and ivory inlaid Lid). Objtcts: cach buriai was 
accompanied by one small ceramic vesscl. (Anon. 1939:79) 

- seven burials, no Nos: dogs; cach wrapped in cloth and placed in its own coffin. Objects: 
each burial was accompanied by one srnail ceramic vessel. (Anon. 1939:79) 

These subsidiacy burials were located within t h e  n m w  passage between Mastaba 2050 and its 
enclosure wall. The donkey burial was in the south passageway; the duck burial in the east. In 
addition to the animal burials, two subsidiary human burials (2051, 2053) werc also associatcd 
with this tomb (Petrie 1914:6/flates XVIII & XE). The mastaba has ban tentatively dated to the 
reign of king Djet of the First Dynasty (Wilkinson 1996:352). 

- 2052: 3 donkeys; "huibuned with theu back[s] up, and their legs doubled up beneath hm," 
facing east. (Petrie 19 14:6/Plate XIX) 

- 2054: duck; 'the coffin was of the full size for human burial", "in [its] N.W. corner lay the 
bones of a duck." Objects: two jars. (Petrie 19 l4:6) 

This burial was locattd to the south of and is considered subsidiary to Mastaba N, which has 
been &tcd to the reign of king Udimu @en) of the First Dynasty. In order to explain the upright 
stance of the bodies, it has ken suggesteà that the animals werc l e -  into the grave pit alive, the 
pit partially filleâ with sanâ, and the anirnals tither stnick on the head (somt skull damage may 
support this) or stranglcd; no evidenct for their necks k i n g  slit was dtttctcd (Bocssncck 1992) 

- 3 donkeys (male); buried standing upright in a row, facing east. 



OLD KINGDOM 

0 These two burials wcrt associatcd with Mastaba V at Balat aitributcd to Mcdou-Nefer, a "gov- 
emor" of the oasis at the end of the Sixth Dynasty. Tomb 1 was a pit with ''plasttrcd" sidcs and 
bottom situated under tk cast foctcourt w JI. Tomb 6 was 10- ncahy, in the vicinity of the 
entrance in the enclosure wall. 

- Tomb Tl: dog; lying right side, head no&, facing West; kaded COU= near M; possible 
ceinhumation (Valloggia 1986:64-69170; set also Chaix & Olive in Valloggia 1986:201- 
204) 

- Tomb T6: h g ;  lying on right side facing west; buried in a lidles box of unbakcd clay; 
beaded collar at ncck (Valloggia 1986:65/170; sec dso Qiaix & Olive in Viüloggia 1986:204- 
205) 



Appendix D 

Food Offerings 

BADARIAN CULTURE 

A total of ca. 1301 Badarian grava were reported from the various cemeteries in the vicinity of Maünar 
(Brunton 1948:7-9tPlate 0). Animal bones were reported in 3 graves. On1 y one (2007) was listai in the 
graves register. Bninton suggests the fkagmentaty remains found in this plundered grave may reprcsent 
an original burial of an entire animal (1 948: 1 1). One (3 1 00(i ii)) of the othtr two graves contained an 
entire animal (sec Appendix B). NO information was provided for the third grave. 

Matmar: Badarian 

Mos tagedda 

Grave 
Number 
*2007 

A cotai of CU. 37s2 Tasian and Bsdyian graves were reported from the various cemeteries in the vicinity 
of Mostagedda (Brunton 19375-7/3343/Plates VII-X). In his summaries of the Tasian and Badarian 
cultures, B ~ n t 0 n  reports that animal bones were found in a totd of 9 graves (1937:30-31/57). One 
additional unregistered grave also contained the remains of a food (meat) offering. 5 of ihe following 
graves (426, 451, 2838, 2841, 3002) were attributed to the Tasian culture. In al1 5 cases, Brunton 
describes these bones as k i n g  "of an immature animal, possibly a very young calf' (Brunton 1937:30- 
3 1). The other graves (300(iii), 549,592,3202,353 1) were atuibuted to the Badarian culture. No spccies 
identification was offered for these remains cxcept wherc noled. Brunton suggests the fragmcntary 
rcmains in gravc 549 may rrpresent an original burial of an entire animal (193757). 

'1n ihis and ail fobwing gnvc monts. the= is no euprantec b a t  some giaves have not ocwionilly k e n  o v c r i o o ~  
particuiarîy supcrimposd graves listed under singk identification nurnbcrs. For this and .II foollowing nom, the fomut for 
the breakdoam of gnm counts by cemetery is: (cemetery smics numberku. total numbcr of grrvcs including ~ s m c d  d 
unregistered- (200)2, (2000)41,0)69, (300Q/3 100114. (530012. (600012. 

2(200) 16, (3WW5200)108, (500129. (800)î. (100W1, (1 200PS. (1600P. U900)1, (2000)19, (22ûW3500)ûS not incld- 
ing the questionable independent a n i d  b d ,  C,600)1. (270011 1, (2800)12,(2900)1, (3000)a. (32ûû)9. (3300)2. 
(3600)1, f3700)1, (10000)4, (11700)2 

Human mering 
leg bones 

Species 
small niminant 

Brunton 1948 
7/ 1 1 /Plate Eï 



Badari 

MosîagcMar Badarian 

A total of CU. 2 6 d  Badarian graves wcre reported from the various cemeteries in the immcdiatc vicinity 
of Badari (Brun ton & Caton-Thompson l928:6- 18/Plates V-VII[). Bninton suggests the bones in grave 
5371 may not have been part of the burial goods (Brunton & Caton-Thompson 1928: 10). 

Grave 
Number 
300(iii) 
426 
45 1 
*549 
592 
2838 
284 1 
3002 
3202 

353 1 

1 Grave 1 
Number Human 

1 *5371 1 child 

Human 
fcmald?') 
chi Id 
fcmale 
child 
male 
adult male 
male 
male(?) 
fcmalc 
child 

1 Y I I 

rib. knuckle bone, 1 r 1 

OLlering 
SM 
2 ribs 
boncs 
bones 
vtrtcbrac & toc bones 
k g  & '%lade-borie*' 
5 ribs & '%laie-banc" 

ribs 
ri bs 

ribs 

Badari: Badarian 

lep & scrap of jaw 1 d l ( ? )  1 10l~iatcv1 1 

Onering 
bones 

NAQADA CULTURE: 1 - III 

Specics 
galle(?) 
df(?) 
CM?) 

galle(?) 
(?) 
caif(?) 
calf(?) 
Calf(?) 
(3) 
vety young animal 

A total of ca. 3m4 Naqada 1-ïI period graves wcre rrported from the various cemeteries in the vicinity 
of Matmar (Brunton 1948: 12- 1 fdPlalcs WïI-X). Brunton suggests that scveral cases of fragmentary rc- 
mains may represent the original burial of an entire animai (3123, 3130.51 14). He states: "Bones of 
animais, but not cornpletc skeletons. whcn they are found at the foot end of plundcred graves, a h  prob- 
ably indicate the prcsence of pets" (1 948:22). This was based on the fact that most of the "gazcUes(?)" 
found in human graves, wtrt at the feet of the deceased. Conceming the bones in grave 2681, Brunton 
states: 'hot k i n g  near the feet at the north end of thc grave these rnay have been a mcat-offcring and 
not thc remains of a pet animal" (1948: 14). 

Brunton 1937 
34 
930-3  1/Platc VII 

4 

6/30-3 l/Plsrt VII 
36/57/Plat~ MII 
37/57/Plate Vm 
6/30-3 l/Platc VII 
6-7130-3 l/Platt VII 
7/30-3 l/Platc VII 
41/S7/Pliuc X 
42/57/Plate X 

Species 
lame ruminant 

3(4800)3, (5100)54 not including 1 animai buriai. (5200p. (5300/54ûû)93 not including 4 animai buriolir, (570(Y5800)95. 
(f3JO016. 

4(2600/2700)205, (U)O(Y3100)73+an unrpccifitd number of unregistmd graves, (5t00)24. B a d  on Willtinson's rcri- 
ation, 9 of the 3 ~ 1 0 0 - ~  d 4 of the SlaFsaics  gnvcs wmc pl.ced in the Naqada f ldZ-IIh  fange; ihor ~ Y C I  arc 
included in this counc one 3000-sa$es and ttwo 5 100-series graves can bc &tcd to the Na@ üi pcriod; h s c  3 gnm uie 
not included in this connt (M Wilkinson 19%:4749). 

7 

Bninton & 
Caton-Thompson 1928 
8/Plate V 



Mannar: Naqada 1-II 

Grave 
Number 
268 1 
27 13 
27 14" 
3073 

a) This grave Plso containeci a "gazelle(?)" at the fcet of the body (see Appendix B). Date according to Kaiser 1957 :74 - 
Naqada IIe b, This grave a b  conîained a dog buried in a wooden box (sec Appendix B). Date accordiig to Kaiser 1957 :74 - 
Naqada Uc; da& according to Wi1Luison 1996:4749 - Naqada Ildl (Matmu 2c). C )  No gender identifid in tomb xcgistcr, kx t  

States "no boncs ieft;" summny commcnuuy misidentifies gender as mi& (Bmnton 1948:16R21PLtc X). Dat according 
to WïUrinson 1996:474û - Noqodp Uc(-Udl) (Matmar 3). 

*3123 
3 128b 
*3130 
3 13 1 
5107 
*SI14 

A totai of Ca. 107' Naqada ï I I  pend  graves were ceponcd h m  the various cerneiuies in the vicinity 
of Matmar (Brunton 1948:23-26/Plate XX). In his summary of the protodynastic ptriod Brunton statts: 
"The head and forelegs of a young gazelle or  duiker seem to have been a usual offering." He suggests 
the fragmentary rcmains in grave 1052 may r c p m n t  an original burial of an entire animal (1948:B). 

H ~ m u i  
malt(?) 
d e  
male 
old male 

Maanar: Naqada III 

fcmalc 
male 
fernale(?) 
(?y 
malt(?) 
f e d e  

Grave 
Number 

OCteiing 
bones 
ks 
kg boncs 
bones & 

female 

male 
fcmale 
female 

Species 
gazelle(?) 
gazelle or kid 
small animal 

iarsal bone 1 smaü ruminant (3 
SD 3843 
SD 52& 
SD 52-53 

legs 
fortleg & shouldtr 
lcg bones 
1% bones 
SM & forekg 
skull 

skull & kg 
leg bone 
skull 
shi l l& leg 
skull & legs 

tiny fish(?) & 1 

Date 
SD 37-38 
SD 36-5 1 
SD 3845" 

15/Pliut IX 
1642uPIatcX 
16n2/PlatcX 

1612UPlatc X . 
gaztilt(?) 
bu11 or cow 
young animal 
younganimsl 
smaîl niminant 
smallruminant 

skull & legs 
sh i l l& leg 
jaws 

An unrrgisted grave in the 200 seriu. b, Daic according co Wilkinson 19964748 - Nqd. III.2-W (Matmu 3). 

Brunton 1948 
1422/Platt IX 
14/224Piatc iX 
14LWPîatc IX 

SD 3846 1 16/22/PIateX , 
SD 36-56 1 16 /221R~ X 
SD53-606 1 16/2Z/PlatcX 

duiker 
iarnb(?) 
d f  
srna11 ruminant 

jaw 
skull & leg 

'(200)37 including 10 p v c s  lisccd in the "Redynastic Gmvcs" tegister (Bninion 1WS:Plitc Vm) 7 of whkh ucrr in- 
cluded in Wi1LinsonSs scrbtion and daid b rhc Naqaâa mP2-üib peiiod (1996:4749), (90Q11000)41, (tooo)u. (S200)1, 
plus (30000100)l d (5100)2 listcd in the 'Predynastic Gmves" rcgister and âated in Wilkinson's e t i o n  to N.qrd. miZ- 
mb (Brunion 1948:Piate X. Wilkinson l996:4749). 

small animal 
small ruminant 
small ruminant 

- 
(3 
SD 77-7gb 
SD 78-7p 
SD 78' 

srnall ruminant 
srnaIl animal 

' 24/29 
24îPlate XX 
24iPîatt XX 
24iPîateXX 

duikefl?) 1 SD 78" 
SD 78-79 
SD 78-8 lb 
SD 79-8@ 

2Q/platcXX 
24/Piatc XX 
24îPlatc XX 
24iPîatc X X  

SD 77-80b 
SD 78-80b 

SS/Piate XX 
2SIPlatc XX 



- -  - 

Gmve 
Number HUIMXI Odtering 
1028 fernale(?) SM & forclcg 
*IO52 male boncs 

Mos taged& 

A total of CU. 1lH6 Naqada 1-II period graves wuc ceportcd fiom thc various cemetcries in rhe vicinity 
of Mostagedda (Brunton 1937:69-75tPiates XXfX-XXXT). Conceming the animai offcrings in tht fol- 
lowing graves, Bmnton States: "These, deriveû no doubt from meat offlenngs, were invariably of small 
and young ruminants, generdy a fore-kg or forequartcr, the position of them was to the wtst, that is, 
in front of the body near the knees or a m .  In one grave (1838 Amratian) a leg-bone lay immcdiatcly 
over the face" (Brunton 1937:90). 

a) In the tomb registet. the animai rc-ns in grave 223 arc listed ns "animal" in conmst to the r u d  designition of 
"bones" (Bmnton 1937:Plak XXiX). This notation seerns to imply ihat an entire mimol is intcnded. Elscwhme in the kxt, 

however, these bones arc attn'butcd to a food offahg (Bmnton 1937:90). b, Date acmrding to Wilkinson 1996:49-50- Nu@ 
Ib-iXa (Mostagedda 1). C )  An uncegistercd grave in the lsOO series. 'The kg of a kid or somc other v y  s u d  animal? 

Mos tagedda: Naqada 1-II 

6 ( ~  îWI6ûWl70ûrl8aYl l?ûû inciuivr)l76 not including the 12 p v e s  &rcd to che N@ UW-ülb paiod (bued 
on Wiikinson's scriation 1996:49-50) or the 6 g~ns (not includtd in Wiikinson's scriation) btcd a f k  SD 63 lùted in the 
''Predynastic Graves and Town G m p n  cegister or the 13 graves of simiiar &tc listd in ihc "'Prwtodynutic Grives" rrfirtcr. 
(300/400/5200)6, (1200)3, (10000)2. 

Grave 
Number 
223 
1609 
1683 
1698 
1 800(i)C 
1838 
1880 

Hurnan 

male(?) 
m w ? )  
mak 
young fernale(?) 

fernale 

Onering 
bones" 
forclcgs 
bones 
bones 
forequarter 
1% 
rib & vertebrae 

Species 
gazelle(?) 
gazelle(?) 
young ruminant 
(2) 
gazelle( ?) 
kid(?)d 
srna11 animal 

Date 
SD 49-53 
SD 49-35 
SD 3 1-46 
SD 37-Mb 
(‘9 
Amratian 
Amratian 

Brunton 1937 
69/90/Platt XXIX 

1 

70/90/Platc XXIX 
70/90/Platc XXX 
90iPlatc XXX 
71190 
7 l/Platc XXX 
73/Plate XXXI 



A totai of CU. 337 Naqada lïï period graves were reportai from the various ccmcaia in the vicinity of 
Mostagedda (Brunton 193793-94/Platc m. 

Mostagedda: Naqada ïïï 

Badari 

Grave 
Number 
219 

1651 

A total of ca. 9g8 ~ a q a d a  1-ïï period graves were reporteâ from the various cemeteries in the immediatc 
vicini ty of Badari (Bmnton & Caton-Thompson 192850-52/Plates XXX-XXXHI). 

Badari: Naqada 1-LI 

Human 
male(?) 

male(?) 

A total of ca. 329 Naqada DI p e n d  graves were rcported h m  the various cemetcrics in the immdiate 
vicinity of Badari (Brunton & Caton-niornpson 1928:Plate XXXII; Brunton 1927: 1 W l4/Platc XI).  

mering 
forelegs & 
jaw & bon& 
bones 

Gmve 
Number 
3740 
3823 
393 1 

7(2~1600/17~18001t 17ûû)31 including 12 graves &tcd to the Naqada iiW-mb pcriod (bsred on Wïïkiwn'r 
1996:49-Sû) and an additionai 6 piives (not included in Wiîkinion's serirtion) &ted &ter SD 63 listed in tht ''Pdp~Piibdynutic 
Graves and Town Gmups" -ta (Bmnton 1937:Phtcj --xxra>, (9Oo)l. (X0lNI)i. 

8(3X10)i, (3600)2, (3700)28, (3800)30, (3900)21, (8600)17. Nonc of these counu includt loci dcsignirtd "hokW or pi- 
daid aftcr SD 63. 

9(3700)1~. (460)2 - thesc 3700-stries and 4600-Eerics paves  arc listed in the "Prcdynastic Graves d Town Grioupsw 
register (Bninbn k Coton-Thompson 1928:Pbks XXXII-XXXIII). (S500)Z (6OOO) 13- 

Species 
calf & 
(?) 
sheep<?) 

Human 
multiple burial 

male 

Badari: Naqada Iïi 

Grave 
Number 
3701 
3742 

6001 

Date 

SD 77-80 
SD 77-796 

mering 
1% & bones 
leg bones 
bones 

Brunton 1937 

69/PlatcXXIX 
93/PlnuXXXI 

Euamn 
child 

Species 
calf(?) 
ox(?) 
ox 

Date 
SD 38-44 
SD 35-37 
SD 56-73 / 

OfCering 
skull& bones 
skull 

skull 

Brunton & 
Caton-Thompson 1928 
5 l/Pla&e XXXII 
5 1/Piate X X X m  
Plate XXXm 

Date 
SD 70-78" 
SD 74-77 

Species 
srnall ruminant 
gazelle(?) 

gazelle 

Bninton & 
Caton-Thompson 1928 
SOIPlate XXXlI 
Plate XXXII 

SD 78-80 
Brunton 1927 
14/Plate M 



Naga ed Dêr 

A rotal of CU. 635 graves wcre reported h m  Ccmetery N7000 at Naga cd Dêr (Lythgoe 1965: 1-416). 
Graves in this ccmctery rangcd in date h m  Nalada Wb ihmugh Naqada M (Hcndricb 19965 1 with 
reference to R Friedman's unpubfished MA. ha i s ) .  Conctrning the meat offerings Listtd klow, in 
a number of cases, the bignat ion "small animal" was qualified with the suggestion "gazclle(?)" or 
"goat(?)". In those cases, the assumed species is listcd and the dcsignation *'small animal" has k n  
omitted for the sakc of space Graves (N7097, N7172, N7525) c o n t a i ~ n g  homs (or paris of homs) of 
cattle are not included in this list (sec Lythgot 196553-54/100/339). 

a) Aii dates based on Friedman nd. b, Grnve N7454 contained a multiple buriai; the food offixing was ~gOCigted wïth 
"Burial A". C )  The shoulder biade of a 'Young a n i d  was found in the fiiling of this gran- The 3 nis arc idcnrined as 
those of an ox; the shoulder bbde as belonging to a "smnller animai" (p~sumably smnller than an or). The nis were forind 
among the pottery, the shoulder bloQ in the filling of the grave. 

Naga ed IXr: Cemetcry N7ûûû 

Mahasna 

Grave 
Nurnber 
N7113 
N7235 
N7454a 

N746 1 

N748 1 

N7484 
N7497 
N75 19 

N7521 
N7539 
N7583 

A total of Ca. 300 graves wtre excavated in Cemetery H at Mahasna; only 135 (including 27 hcavily 
plundered graves) are described in the text; no grave register was provided (Ayrton & Loat 191 1). Graves 
in this cemetery ranged in date from Naqada Ib through Naqada mb (Wilkinson 1996:s 1-53; Htndrickx 
1996:49). In grave H4, the cemains of the "skull and skeleton of a goat(?)" lay betwœn two ctramic 
vessels at the south (hcad) end of the grave. Anothtr bone idtntificd as that of a "small animal (pat?)" 
also lay on a bowl in front of the face of the d e d .  Although it is not clearly s m e d  whether the 
rcmains represent an original bucial of an entire animal or parts of a butchercd animal, rht latter sttms 
more likely. Goat skulls and "remains of goats" in several of the o k r  graves in this cemctcry w c n  dso 
deposited betwtcn the ccramic vtsscls. Although Wilkinson suggcsts the goat skulls "may have hcld 
some special, perhaps magieal, significanct" (1996:79), they appear to be no different than similar mat 
offerings in graves of this and carlier periods docurncntcd in o h r  cemeteries. 

Hunisin Mering 
duit(?)  
mu1 tiple burial 
maleb 

double burial 

adult fernale 

young ftmalc 
adult femalt 
multiple burial 

double burial 

adult male 

Species 
4 Icg bones 
shoulder bladc 
vertebrae & leg boncs 
& shoulder bladeC 
k g  bone 

shoulder bladc & 
leg bone 
ribs & leg bones 
leg bone 
3 ribs & 
shoulder bladed 
lowcr jaw & bones 
bones 
skull w h m s  

ox 
young s k p ( ? )  
small animal 

Young 
shecp or goat 

gazelle or goat 
smail lamWgoat 
smail animal 
ox & 
"smaller" animal 
goat(?) 
(3) 
goat 

DatP 
' LY thgw 

1965 
NaqadaIIc 
Naqada IIc 

Naqada Ilc 

Naqada IIc 

(?) 
Naqada IIb 
NaqadaITb 

Naqacia ïId 
Naqada Ud 
Naqada ïïI 
(9 

63 
132-1 35 

278 
I 

286-288 

301 
302 
314-316 

329-330 
333 
353-359 
381 



el- Amrah 

Mahasna: Cmietery H 

A total of CU. 223 graves werc excavated and recordai in Cemetery a a cl-Amrah, with the original 
extent of the cemetery estimated at Ca. 600 graves; a total of ca. 400 graves wcrc excavated in Cerne 
tery b, with the original extent of the cemetery estimated at Ca. 500 graves (Randall-MacIvcr & Mace 
190250-51); only 55 graves from Cemetery a and 98 graves from Cemetery b wcrc dtscribed in the 
text; no grave register was provided (Randail-Maclver & Mace 1902: 16-39). According to the excava- 
tors, the dates of the graves in these cemeteries covered the entirc range of the pttdynastic p r i a i ,  with 
those in Cemetery b crrttnding into the First Dynasty (Randail-Maclver & Macc 19W:SO-5 1). The 70 
Cemetery b graves includtd in Kemp's senation ranged in &te from Naqada 1 through Naqada IIIb, 
according to Hendricbr's suggested equivalencies (Kemp 1982; Hendrickx 1996:48). It is staicd, in 
reference to the bonw of a "small animal" fmm grave a23, that "similar bones, which f i u c n t l y  occur 
in these tombs, werc identified by an anatomist as k i n g  those of a goat, not of a gazelle; the homcd 
head of the same animal is often found" (Randall-Maclver & Mixe 19û2:36). 

Grave 
Number 
H29 
H42 

Hl07 
*H4 
Hl20 
Hl22 
H 134a 

a)  Dates obtiined h m  Petrie 1920:Piak Lk a67 not &tcd by Petrie (&te according to R a - M w h r  & Mau); &tes 

according to Kaiser 1957:73: a3-Udl. a6-Uc. a96-U~. a13%IIc. b, "Head of a smaü animai (pnobably lut) .  which WU cut 

away a! the back so as to rrscmbk the bucrrinia at Hou but w u  not pùnicd." 

Humrn 
âouble burial 
male 

f e n d e  

el-Amrah: Cemetery a 
Grave 
Number 
a 3 
a 6 
a 23 
a 56 
a 67 
a 88 
a 96 
a 124 
a 139 

<)nering 
bones 
ribs, collar bne, & 
complctc f a l c g  
"rcmainsw 
SM& sktleton 
shill 
SM 
SM 

Human 
fernale(?) 

male 
male 
feWe(?) 
fcmale 
male 

SpcCies 
ox 
goat or 
antelope 
"goats" 
goat(?) 
Boat 
Boat 

Onenng 

Dat& 
Naqada Ia-Ic 

Naqsda Ia-Ic 
NaqadaIIc-ïId2 
Naqada ms3_ 
Naqaâa ma3_ 

NaqadaïW2 
Naqaâa mb 

Ayrton & 
Uat 1911 
11 

13 
22 
21 
23-24 
20 
19 

Species 

f e d c  1 bones 
female 1 bones 

SD 40-5 1 small animal 
small animal 

22 

DaW 
skull 
shUb 

SD 46 18 A 

SD44-64 
SD 43 
SD 32 
SD 43 
before SD 41 
SD 36-39 
SD 60 

' srnailanimal 
goat(?) 

22 
22 
16/36 
17 
16 
16 
19 

Randall-MacIver 
&Mace1902 

% 

leg bones 
bones 
jaw bone 
bones 
leg bone 

small animal 
srnail animal 

' mal1 animal 
small animal 
smali animal 



a) Sequence Dotes obtained h m  Petrie 1920:Phte tI; Naqada (Stufrir) dates according to Hendrickx's (l9%:48) equiv- 
alencies for Kemp's (1982) seriation gmpps. Petrie's (1920:Piatc Ln andior Kaiser's (1957:73) dates: b17-TZdZ, b62- 
SDS8md 1, b65SD55-61, b87SD50-52mdl. b 107-IIc. b l3SIlb. b 1894DS7AId2, b232SDSS(?~c .  b233-Udl, b235- 
SD58-67md 1. b9 1SD78-80. 

cl-Arnrah: Cemctcry b 

Abadiyeh 

1 Gtave 
Number 
b17 
b 62 
b 65 

b 87 
b 107 
b 131 
b 1 36 
b 139 

b 189 
b 232 
b 233 
b 235 

b 33 
b 50 
b 70 
b 91 

A total of Ca. 570 graves were excavated in Cemetery B at Abadiyeh; only 26 graves are described in 
the text; no grave register was provided (Pctrie 1901a). Graves in this cemetery ranged in &te fmm 
Naqada 1 through Naqada ïü (see Petrie 1920:Plate Lm. 

Humin 
doubleburiai 
femalc 
double buriai 

fernale 
male 
male 
multiple burial 
male 

male 
chi Id(?) 
male 

male 
fernale 
male 

Naqada 

Petrie's "Great New Race" cemetcry at Naqada contained ca. 2000 graves of which only 132 wcrt (in 
some cases only partialty) dcscribcd in the tcxt; no grave register was provided (Petrie & Quibtll1896). 
Baumgartel's 1970 supplement, which atternpts to reconstnict the original contents of ca. 1 2 0  of tbc 
graves in this cemcttry, did not report faunal rernains for any of the graves listcd in the supplcmcnt, 
including the faunal remains known h m  the original publication in the graves lis@ btlow. Accordhg 
to Bad, the graves in this ctmctery ranged in date from Naqada 1 through Naqada ïIï (1994:119-123). 

Ofking 
jawbone 
homcdskuli 
2 skds  & 
fomltg 
skull 
skuii & bones 
jaw 
skull 
bones 

homed skd l  
bones 
skull 
bones 

bones 
bones 
bones 
bones 

Grave 
Number 
B l l P  
B234 

a) This gmvc .1SO conbined the skull of a dog (sec Appendu B). 

Human mering 
bone 
skullw/homs 

Spccics 
goat or gaztlle 
smallanimal 
homd animal & 
gai& or gazelle 
homed animal 
small animal 
small animai 
small animal 

Date 

Petrie 
1901a 
33 
34 

Species 
ox 
bu11 

Date 
(9 
SD 66 

Randall-MacIver 
~ & M o c c 1 9 0 2  

20 
21 
21 
24 

2 1 
26 
28-29 
30 
39 

animal largcr 
than a goat 
srnail animai 
small animal 
g o w )  
ox & small 
homed animal 
small animal 
small bird 
small animal 
cow 

. 

SD 57 
Naqada IIc-IId2 

Naqada Uc-ITd2 
Naqada Uc-Ed2 
SD 52-56 
Naqaâa IIc-IId2 
SD 31 

I 

SD 44 
Naqaâa Uc-ikQ 
Naqaâa IIc-Uâ2 
Naqada IIc-Ud2 

Naqada IIc-Ud2 
Naqada mb 
Naqada IXIb 
Naqada mb 
N a &  IIIb 

20 
2W37 

21 
21 
19-20 
27 
16-17 



a )  AU datu oblPincd fimm Petric 1920:Piaic U anlui othcrwile note& b, Date accordkg to Bad 1994:122 - Nu+ 
IïL DPlt aaorâing !O Bard 19W:ltO- N.q.d.tL 1) Not âakû by Bord (I994:IU). 

Naqadâ "Great New Race" Cemetery 

Cemetery T was an elite ctmekry in the vicini ty o f  Naqada. Of the 69 graves indicami on the ccmtttry 
map, only 33 are numbered (2 graves with the samc grave number) and only 12 graves (3 of which arc 
not indicated on the map) are described in the text; no grave register was providai (Petrie & Quibtii 
1896). No faunai rcmains werc nported for the 38 graves h m  this cemetcry listcd in Baumgarttl*~ 
1970 supplement, including the faunal remains known from the original publication in the gravcs Listcd 
below. B a d  on the tombs for which there are data, the cemetery appears to have bcen in use fmm 
early Naqada 11 through Naqada III, with the majority of burials &ted to the Naqada II period (sec Bard 
1994:48:Tabte 3; and Davis 1983). 

Grave 
Number 
17 
39 
206 
222 
369 
836 
1037 

a) AU dates obtaincd h m  Pc& 1920:Piate LI, unkso oiherwisc nored. b, The ox and human boncs wtr r  ïaid side by side 
in a mw. C )  According 1D Davis, no hier than SD 48 (1983:19). Petrie offered no date; date obiPincd h m  Davis 1983:21. 

Human 

male 

Naqada: Cemetery T 

Armant 

Grave 
Number 
Tl0 
Tl 1 
Tl4 
T36 
T52 

A total of eu. 176 predynastic graves werc reportcd from Cemetery 1400-1500 at Armant (Mond & 
Myers 1937). Graves in this cemetcry ranged in date fmm Naqada Ic through Naqada IlTa2 (stt B a d  
1994: 1 19; Wilkinson 199653-54; Hendricb lW6A 1-42). The bones of a "jerboa*' in grave 145 1 and 
the remains of "small mammais" in graves 1536 and 1537 may have k n  instnisive (Mond & My- 
1937: 12). These graves arc not included in the following list. An additional ca. 23 pdynastic graves 
werc reported from Ccmctcry 1300 (Mond & Myers 1 937:Tomb Rcgister 26). 

mering 
SU 
bones 
leg bones 
bones 
1- 
boncs 
skull 

Human 

male 

Specics 
gaztiie 
s k p  
calf 
gaztllc 
ox 
gazelle 
gazelle 

Date" 
SD 74b 
SD 56" 
SD Mc 
(?y' 
SD 55-74* 
SD 63d 
SD 60-706 

kvic & 
QuibcU 18% 
9?/PlattLXXXII 
20/PiateLXXXI. 
2.5 
2!5 
26 
23/Platt WCXMIi. 
27 

mering 
forequarter & skuii 
blade bone 
bonesb 
skull 
skull 

Petrit & 
Quibell 18% 
24 
24 
2O/Platc WaCXIT 
24 
24 

Species 
ox 

DaW 
SD 52 

ox 
ox 
gazelle 
ox 

SD 40-55 
SD 43-6 1' 
SD 72 
SD after 52d 



"1 Date according to WiliSnson 199653-54 - N.qdr 1-W (Armuit 1); hie .ccording to Bud 1994: 1 19 - N.qdi Ik-b. 
Date according to WiILinson 199653-54 - Noq.dr IIb-üc (Amant 2a); date rcording to Bard 19P4:llg - N* Ik- 

b. Date accding to Wiiltinion 1996:53-S4 - N.qrlr üid (Armuit 3); &te according to B d  1994:119 - N.qd. mL 
Date according to WiIkinson 19%-53-54 - Naqada moZ (Amant 3); &te accordmg to Bard 1994: 1 19 - NaqdamL '1 The 

skuii is identified as that of a g.zck, rhe othet bones as h t  of a goat 

Armant 

Lower Egypt 

Grave 
Number 
1370 
142û 
1466 
1518 
1583 

A total of ca. 288 graves wcrt cxcavated at Gerzeh, with 249 graves found to be intact and 39 plundcred 
or of New Kingdom date (Petrie 19 12:s). No gravc catalog or register was providecl, however, 16 1 
graves from this cemetery am listed in an abridged rcgister in Petrie 1920:Platt LIIL The prcdynastic 
graves in this cemetery date to the second half of the Naqada II pericxi (Naqada IIc-IIdll2)(see Kaiser 
1987a: 1 19, note 3 and : 122, 1990:289). Animal remains, describe. as "bones of somt large animai, 
presumably an ox, but possibly a deer", were found in 8 graves; "the nbs were always found in pairs". 
Analysis of the contents of various ceramic vesstls, identified the material as probably mat; no infor- 
mation was provided for the graves h m  which these vessels originated (Petrie 1912:7). According to 
the rcgister in Petrie 1920, "Boncs in Pots" occurred in 7 graves, only ont of which was identifiai as 
containing faunal cemains in Petrie 1912; the presence of faunal remains, other than those just men- 
tioned, are not indicated in the abridged register, even for graves stated to have containcd them in Petrie 
1912:7. 

Humrin 
child 

male 
malt 
female 

Geneh 

OLllering 
bones 
bones , 

skull 
bones 
SM& 
bontse 

116 
209 

Grave 
Nmber  
10 
16 
20 
33 
109 

Human OBtQring 
ribs 
shoulder black 
ribs 
ribs 
nbs 

fragments 
shodder blaâc 

Mond & 
Mycrs 1937 
12fïomb Rcgistcr 26 
13Romb Rcgistcr 27 
13momb Registcr 28 
lmomb Rtgistcr 29 

Tomb Registcr 3 1 

Spccies 
lamb 

, ('9 
gazcile 
gazelle 
gazcile& 
goat 

1 lOa 

Date 
SD 46 
SD 38-47" 
SD 384tib 
SD 75-77' 

SD 65-7r  

Species 
ox or deer 
on or deer 
ox or deer 
ox or deer 
oxordeer 

oxordeer 
ox or decr 

1 ribs 

Datë 
SD 52-63 
SD 58-63 
SD 58 
SD 57-64 
SD52-66 

(?) 
SD 47 

ox or deer SD 50164 



Abusu d-Me1eq 

A total of CU. 815 graves wcrc reporied h m  the ccmetery at Abusir el-Meleq (Schadf 1926). Graves 
in this ctmetcry rangcd in date h m  Naqada IIdS t h u g h  Naqada mb (Kaiser l987a:lW. note 3 and 
: 122, 1990:289); no dates wcrc providtd for indiviâuai graves. nit sku i l  of a goat and s t v d  c d c  
vessels were the only contents noted in the allegdy undisturbtd grave 1078. As no human rcmains 
were reported for this grave it is not included in this list (see Appcndix A). 

a) Date accoiding to Kuxr 1957:74 - Naqab III.1. b, Date sccording to Kaiser 1957:74 - Na@a W. C)  DrOc 
according to Kaiser 1957:74 - Nqada mb. 

- 
Gmvt 
Number 
2d1 
2 f l O  
2k8 
10e2" 
14c7 
1 Sa6 
19t3 
21a6 
22klO 
25d7 
2563 
2663 
29b2 
3 le2 
31hl 
3669 
37bl 
3 7 d  
38g4 
4Sc6 
52a3 
52hV 
5SW 
56alb 
56c7 
56e4 
57c6 
58~4' 
59al 
6069 
61g5 

Human 
male 

male 

male 
' 

: 

male 

male 

Abusir el-Mclcq 

OfCering 
ribs 
s u  
skUWupptrhalf) 
SU 
lQ3 
1- 
ribs & leg 
skÜllp 
skull 
skull & k g  
4 skulls 
skull 
bones 
leg 
ri bs 
bones 
skuU 
skull 
leg 
skuU 
skull 
skull 
skull 
bone 
skull & leg 
bones 
leg 
bones 
skull 
s)NU 
let! 

speda 
cow 
calf(?) 
('9 
C ~ W  

cow 
cow 
cow 
(3 
steer 
calf 
srnallruminant 
srnall ruminant 
(2) 
calf 
cow 
(3 
cow 
cdf 
cal f 
calf 
cow 
cow 
steer 
cow 
calf & cow 
(3 
cow 
cal f 
cal f 
calf 
cow 

ScharfZ 
1926 
108-109 
108-109 
108-109 
112-1 13 
116-1 17 
118-1 19 
122-123 
122- 123 
124- 125 
126-127 
126-127 
126- 127 
128-129 
130-13 1 
130-13 1 
132-133 
134-135 
134-135 
136-137 
140-141 
142- 143 
142- 143 
144-145 
144- 145 
144- 145 
146- 147 
f 46- 147 
146-147 
146-147 
148- 149 
148-149 



Scharff 
Specim 1926 
cow 150-151 
calf 150-151 
cow 152-153 
cow 152-153 

MO leg cow i 5 e i s s  
D58 SUL cow 154-155 

154-155 
156-157 

skulldk pelvis cow 156-157 
D70 SM cow 156-157 

1 1 1 

372 1 SU 1 cow 1 156-157 
1092 small skull steer 
l m b  skull goat 
1097 
1098 

1112 
1116 

1 , - 1 

1 144 1 1 sh l l  & leg 1 calf ] 162-163 

1128 
1139 

"1 "Reste e. Opfcrrindes in LchmLlumpen gebackcn." b, Date occording to Kaiser 1957:74 - NOQ& W. 

158- 159 
158-159 

1 , - 

leg 
skull 

EARLY DYNASTIC 

skull 
skuu 

skull 
skull 

Abydos 

cow 
7 

cow 

cow 
caLf 

Graves identifiai with the letter 'W wcrt situatcd in predynastic settlement debris near the Osiris 
temple enclosure wall, which they predate. This portion of the settlement was abandoneci at the time the 
graves were dug. A total of 13 tombs were excavated (Petrie 1902: 15-22, 190Ib:36-37,1903:7). 

160-16c 
160-161 

goat 
mat 

Grave 
Number 

162- 163- 
162- 163 

Abydos: M Graves 

Human O@ering 
2 skulls & 
bones 
skull 
3 skulls, leg & 
other bones 
"knee" bone & 
shouldcr blade 

Species 
calf& 
'bird" 
gazelle 
goat or 
gazelle 

ox 

Date 

Dynasty 1 
Dynasty 1 

Dynasty 1 

Dynasty 1 

Petrie 1902 

1 s/2 l/Ptatc XLLX 
16/21 

1712 1iPlatc XLIX 

1 7/2 11Platc XLVm 



Minshat Abu 4hnar 

A total of Ca. 420 pce- and early dynastic graves were excavated in the ccmctcry at Minshat Abu 
Omar. The graves have bctn dividcd into 4 main groups bascd on burial castoms and grave goods:1° 
MAO k255 and MAO II=6 (Naqada k-d), MAO üI=86 (Nqada ma-cllSD 784û), MAO N=73 
(Naqada ïïIc2c3lSD 80-82) (Krocpcr & Wildung 1994;XIV; Krocpcr 1992, l9%:8 1). The fotlowing 
graves have been dtsignatcd "Early Dynastic" and rcpresent som of the richest graves in the cerne- 
tery (Kroeper 1992:139-140). No faunal hmains wcrt reportcd in any of the 114 graves (MAO 1-III) 
included in the first volume of the cemctcry publication ( b p c r  & Wildung 1994). 

Naga ed Dêr 

Minshat Abu Omar 

A total ca. 112 graves of First and Second Dynasty date were reported from cemeteries 1500(/1600) 
and 3000 at Naga cd Dêr (Reisner 1908: 139-142). 

Grave 
Number 

Naga ed Dêr 

I I I I 

Human 

This is an e n t k  PnimaL b, Date accordhg to Peûk 1913:Plaie LXWI - SD 8 1. 

Onering 
bones 
bones 
skeleton" 
leg, backbone, & 
bones 
bones 
ribs, leg, & 
backbone 

"%endrickx's suggested Qting of thesc p u p s  (nd their subdivisions). based on his dative chnobgy, di&m h m  that 
proposed by Kriocpcr k Wildung (sec Hcndnckx 1996:66, note 25). 

mering 
1450 
1590 
2000 
2897 

skeleton w/out W 
bona 
bones 
bones 

fernale (18-20) 

adult male 

Species 
calf(?) 
kid(?) 
calf(?) 

ad(?) 
kid(?) 

kid(?) 

Species 
ox 
cattle 
calf 
pig & cattle 

2899 

Date 
Dynasty 2 
Dynasty 1 
Dynasty 2 

Dynastyl? 
Dynasty 2 

Dynasty 2 

(3 

Date 

male (40-50) ( bona 

Reisnec 1908 
54.140 
16/140 
55/14û/Piatc 35b 

7W142 
78-791142 

80-8 11142 

m ~ c r  
1992 

EaciyDynastic 
Early Dynastic 
EarlyDynastic 
Early Dynastic 

13W141 
132/141 , 
1311141 

I 

1391141 
M y  Dynastic 138/141 



MAADI-BUT0 CULTURE 

Helio poüs 

A total of CU. 48 human graves wcrt ritportcd from the urcavated portion of this ctmctuy, niey  arc 
considered contemporary with the second phase of the ctmetery at Wadi Digla, ca. Naqada ïI(a?)-b. 

Wadi Digla 

Heiïopoiïs 

A combined total of ca. 471 human graves were reported from the excavated portions of this cemetcry. 
The following graves have btcn attributed to Wadi Digla Phase iI, contemporary with the excavated 
portion of tbe cemetery at Heliopoiis (Rizkana & Seeher 1990:93), Ca. Naqada iï(a?)-b. 

G m e  
Nomber 

F- 

35 
48 
56 

. . 

1 W D S ~  1 male 1 lea bon& 1 newbom  in 1 35 1 

Hiimrn 
femalt 
dd?) 
young fernale(?) 

Wadi Digla 

a) These bones have k e n  identified as a humenu, uina. and metacarpus. 

Debono & 
Mortensen 1988 
16 
18 
18 

i 

Odtering 
bones 
bones 
sternum 

Sheiial 

Species 
d l  animal 
(3 
(?) 

Grave 
Number 
WD2 
WD4û 

No food (meat) offerings were reportai from any of the graves in the section of Cemeteq 7 at Shcilal 
arnong which the animal burials were scattered (Graves 201-268). A totai of ca. 66 later A-Group 
graves (Graves 101- lûû, 149, and 301 -36 1) were also reported in other sections of this cemekry (ASN 1 
19 10a: 19~7). These graves can be dated to Naqada ITd-mb - "early Classic"-early Terminal A-Group 
(H.S. Smith 1991:98). Only one containeci a food offlering. 

- 

ïhman 

malt? 

Rizkana & 
Secher 1990 
30 
34 

Odlering 
4 bones 
bones 

Species 
(?) 
(9 

Grave 
Number 
107 

Human 
(?) adult 

Onering 
fragments 

Species 
goat 

ASN I 1910a 
21 



A total of Ca. 61 Eady A-Gmup graves'' wac  reportcd from Cniwtcry 17 at Khor Bahan. Spccica 
identification was m l y  offcrcd for the faunal remains of food offefings; generally thcy w a e  tvmcd 
'%ones of a sacrificul animal". 

Khor Bahan: Ccmctery 17 

Numbtr Human mering Species ASN 1 19 10a 
8* boncs 137 

C 

56 young adult malt lcg-bones (?) 120-121 
57 bones kid(?) 121 

a) Grave 8 containeci the buriai of a dog superimposeci upon an earüer disturôeû human buriP1 that had betn accompuiied 

by a meat offixing. These are deposits ofdebris h m  unidentified plundered graves. 

l ~ o t  including animal bunPls. 





Appendix E 

Cemetery Maps 

INDEPENDENT ANIMAL BURlALS 

In the following Tables, an attempt has b a n  made to m u n t  for al i  graves appearing on tht pub- 
lished cemetery maps. Maps are provided here for only those cemeteries w here tht independent animal 
burial(s) appear(s) on the published map. 

The one animal burial in this cemetery is at best only possi bly an independent M a l .  As the grave Qts 
not appcar on the published cemetcry map, no map for the cemetery is provideci hem. This andysis is 
included solely as an explmation for rht grave totais listed in Appcndix A. 

Mostagedda: Cemetery 220013500 

1 human graves 
1 animal graves 

total 
Number 
2 
89 
20 
17 
(?Y 
85' 

1(?) 

on Designated 
Map CultureDate 
2 Tasian 
7gd Badari an 
9C Fifth Dynasty 

(?) Sixth Dynasty 
1 4  (?) 

a) I b o  3500-series grives wcre identified as Tasian (Brunton 1937:7, Phte VU). b, Tbenty t ight  UOO-seria and thirty- 
five 3500-series locus n u m b  (toiai 63) sue Listed in ihe '%* Graves Pnd T o m  Croups" rcgistcr (Brunton 1937:Pkttr 
IX-X). C )  î ben ty  of the 22ûû-suies and twenty-four of the 3500-series xegistercd Bodarian loci (iotnl44) arc dcscn'bed in the 
text; an additionai fifttcn U O O - s c r i u  u n r e g i s t d  loci (including 2 n u m b m d  grives) and elcven 3500.serk unmghtcrrd bci 
(including 1 numbercd grave md 1 uUrnai grave) a h  dercn'bed in the text ( B ~ n t o n  1937:40-43). Tbenty-rvcn of the 
2200-series, aii th*-fivc of ihe 3500-scrie~ Bdpriui loci (total rrgi~lrrd: 62) md î h ~  ~ W O  2200-KiKs uid the ont 

3500-series numbered unregistereà Badarïan graves (toial onrrgisted: 3) appeoron ihc cernctty mrp (Bmnion 1937:Pkte 
TV). Tt may bc M e  to assume ihat the 7 o n l  gencridly numbercd 200-seria graves appcuing on  ihc mip are 7 (out of the 

13) unregistered (pritsunrnbly gencricPlly n u m b e d  200)  Badarhn p v c s  mentioncd in the texc a r i s l o a  urumption is that 

the 6 rectmguk grives n u m b d  in this way am the other 6 unrcgistcrcd ( p ~ ~ u r n a b l y  generiaily n u m b d  UOO) B.diriui 
graves mentioncd in the i c x t  Fbr Lhe purposes of this Tabk. iksc gxavcs arc considercd as such (totai 13). One 2200-scrks 



locus numberis iuegiik on the u q ;  it is haruromedta b e t h c o n 2 2 û û - ~ i i r g U t c r r d B ~ ~ t h t c u u w i t b t  
located on the tuap. Ten 35ahcrks gcncrkdy nambercd (numbard 3Sûû) unqbtmd graves (iiluding the r n i d  hiri.l) 

do not appearon the map (Bmnion 1937:Plrtc IV). '1 Four 220-sa$es urd th- 3SûO-scrks gives (toril 7 )  m bttd in the 
"Fa Dynasty Tombs" rqh ter  (Bmnton 1937:Piak XL.. Iour of t)wst (k 22ûû-saks, one 3500-KIies) arc c k c r i i  
in the text; an additionai thirreen î2ûM500-laitl amcgbtciied (bcluding a t  b t  2 n ~ m b m d  p v u )  Fifth Dynuty graves 

a m  also mentioncd in the kx t  @nuibn 193297). Thc 2 numbacd Pnrrqistcd p v e s  and the 7 fegisttribd grmm .pptu 

on the cerne- mnp- n Scvenwn UOMSûû-sdcs (pruumably genakdly numbucd) unrrgutcitd Suth Dynmty gnm 
are mentioned in the t u t  (Brunton 193798-99). 14 n u m b d  bci (cight 22ûû-MC1. s u  3-&) q p c a h g  on  bu 
cemetery map arc not listed in uiy of the rcgistm or  mentioncd in tht k x S  2 arc clurty idenrificd on the mip as not grrvcs. 

A total of forirtetn 2200-Kiits genciicllly n a r n b d  (numbud  2500) unregistcrrd bci .ppu on tht crrnctay mip; 1 ü 
clearly identified as not a p v c ;  the o t k  13 arc assumed herr to be Badarkn (sec note d rbove). Fm of the Ioci lirted 
in the Badarian rtgùter W ~ Y C  not gram (2 of the 5 loci wcrc tcntotivcly idcntified as Tasian; these 2 tcntativc Thsian bci 
included in Ihe B a r h i a  mont). 

O )  Sixtyane 5 1Oeseries Bachian locus numbers Ciluding 1 animai grave) arc Listed in the "Badarian Gmvcs ind Town 
Croups" register ( B ~ n t o n  k Caton-Thompson 1928:Piatu V-VT): di of them Plso a p p e u o n  ihe cememy m p  (Brunton k 
Caton-Thornpson 1928:Plale IV). b, Six of the 61 loci were probobly not graves. 

Baâari: Cemetery 5100 

1 animal suaves 1 4 1 4  1 4 1 4 1 Badarian 

Badaci 
5100 

h 

graves & loci 
human graves 
animalgnives 

Badari: Cemetery 5300/5400 

a )  Fifty-four 530eseries and fi@-five 5400-sexies locus numbers (toiai 109: including 4 animal graves) arc iistcd in 
the "Badarian Graves and Town Chups"  rrgistcr (Brunton k Caton-Thompson 1928:Plales VI-VU). Onc S400-saks non- 
Badarian @ossibly Pan Grave) b c u s  nnmbcr listcd in the B a h d a n  rcgistcr (sec a b  Enanton & Caton-îbornpson 1!i2S:13) 
does not appearon the cemctcry i iup a d  is not included in this count  b, Of the 109 Boduian loci lisid in the -ter, foity- 

eight 5300-series and thirty-four 5400-KRes loci (including Lhe 4 animal graves: toial 82) arc d e s c n i  in the tcxt (Brunion & 
Caton-Thornpson lm: 10-13 ). Of the 109 Bahrian loci iisted in ihe Rgister, foriy-fivc 5300-series and t h - -mn  5400- 

series Badarian loci (total 82) appcvon  the cernerey map (Brunton k Caton-Thompson 1928:Plate IV). Ninc 5300-scrics ud 
eighteen 5400-series mgistmd loci (talai 27) do not appear on the amctery map. One numkied bcur (5404) appcuing 

on the cemetery map is not Listed in the Fegistcr or mentioncd in the tut '1 ~ e l v c  of  the 109 BsdPriui loci w a e  probably 
not graves. f i  Of the 82 Bachian loci appcuing on the map. 2 orr not graves. 
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a) One disûutied grave containui only hagrnenu of animai bones and may &O have o r i g i d y  k t n  in uiiiii.l bPrkL 
b, 7 of Lhe 68 loci are stated to have bccn cache-pifs not burulr. One SUW bcru ([ 51). in d i t i o n  to ihc &signate 7. .to 
only con!aïned "the bwcr part of i pot" (Dcbono & Moiruuen 1988:XS). Dcbono k M O ~ M  rmk that 63 Ugrav#" w a e  

excavai&; 45 human, 11 animai. 7 ponay-pupr (198838). 68 loci a~ d c s c f i i  in the grave catdog (Debono & Mottuirn 
1988:10-22). Additional buriais wcrc cxcavated by he Fuad I Dtsert Institutc, but =main unpublished (RizLuu & Secher 
1990:97. note 93). 65 loci appearon the cemetery map (Dcbono br Mortensen 1988:Plnn 1)- 

HeliopoIis 

Heliopolis 
' human graves 
animalgraves 
cache-pi& 
Totah 

*) Rizkana & Seeher SUU that a tolal of 76 graves @lus the 1 animal grave: total 77) w a e  excavaicd (1990:15). but 78 
graves (including the 1 animal burill) are d-bed in the grave uialog. b, The ariginai h t i o n  of 7 p v e s  is unknown 

(Rizkana & Seeher 1990:18-93. maps 16-17:Figwes 2 k 3). 

Maadi 

Wadi Digia 
1 Cuaetery 1 total 1 Grave 1 on 

Cemetery 
Maadi 
human graves 
animal graves 
cache-pits 
Totals 

total 
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Wadi Digia 
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Culture 

Designatcd 
Cultu.cc 
Maadi (variant) 
Maadi(variant) 
Maadi (variant) 

total 
Number 
77 
1 
- 
78 

- 
animai graves 
cache-pits 
Totals 

a) Rizkana & Seehcr sra l t  Lhat r toiai of 471 gram @lus the 14 a n i d  graves: totd 485) wert excavaicd (199029). 485 
graves are d e s c x i i  in the tcxt (Rizkana k Seehcr 1990:3063). b, The cache-pits as units arc not d e o c n i  in the tcxt; the 

on 
Map 
70 
1 
- 
71b 

Grave 
Catalog 
77 
1 
- 
78* 

Number 
471 

individual vcsscls found in them aae (sec Rizkana k Secher 199Ch63-64); U) appcu on ihc cemcty mrp (lüdmm & Secher 
199û:Figurps I l  & 12). Gmvcs 1670 and 167b wcre Iocatcd outside the excavation  am^ Thm w u  mi documcnmtion for 
grave 197% it was locatcd somcwhcxe u t  of grave 197 ( R i  k Seehcr 1990:44145). 
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Figure E.3: Heliopolis Ccmctay 



Figure E.4: Maadi Settlement Cemetery 



Figure E.5: Wadi Digla Cemetmy Detail 1 



Figure E.6: Wadi Digla Ctmetery Detail 2 



Figure E.7: Wadi Digla Cemetery Detail3 



Figure E.8: Wadi Digla Cemetery Detail 4 



Figure E.9: Wâdi Digla 'Eastern Group" 



Shehi: Cemetey 7A (Groves 201-268)' 

SkUal7A C d o g  Map C u l m  

human graves 51" 50 Eariy A-Group 
animal graves 10 10 M y  A-Group 

"1 62 locus nurnben arc dcscn'bcd in the tcxt; 1 grave nurnbcr (234) is osed for both an a n i d  grive and the iakr humui 
grave that cut iS 1 grave numbet (îû2) I used for both ui origid and supcrimposd pave (both human); for the pmporrr 

of Lhis Table. these graves ~ I C  countcd r ~ p p ~ t e l y  (btai 64 k3. (ASN I 1910ir3342) b, Allhoogh the 2 p.vc n t d n m  d 
to designate 4 graves appcar on@ once ( a h )  on dw mip. for the purposes of this Tabk thcy ut counocd twicc, 1 pic 
(240) described in the grave catnbg docs not appcar on the cemcty map (ASN I 19lOb:Plan X). 1 gmvc numbcr (244) m t  

described in the grave catplog appcars on ihe map; 1 grave number wZ) a p  twice on the map. but oniy once in the grave 
catalog; another grave number (221) a b  app- twkc (sep~rridy designakd "a" d "b'? on thc map, but oniy once (mt 

identified as either "a" or 'b", but identifiable, basui on the description, as "a") in the grave cciinlog. 3 of the loci (242,243, 
265) descnaed in the grave catnlog arc not ~RYCS.  

Khor Bahan: Cemetery 17A 
1 Cemtey 1 Grave 1 on 1 Designated 

a) 1 grave number(8) is used for both an animai grave and the m e r  human grave on which it was supcrimposcd; 1 pave 

number (7) is used for both an originai and superimposed grave (both human); for the purposes of b i s  Tabk, Lherc graves 

are counted separately. b, Although the 2 grave numbers used to designate 4 graves appear only once (cîch) on the m p ,  for 

the purposes of this Tabk, thcy arc counicd twicc. Although 1 locus number (63) a p p m  twicc in ihe grave caE.)Og (as two 

separate graves), based on the grrve list in index II (ASN I 191Cbt:363), one of Lhem is idcntifiabk as grave 62.2 bcas numbas 

(34.61) appear in the p v e  catPlog. but not on the map. The 3 loci associated with grave 66 (42.52.53) & not appcaron rhe 
map (ASN I 19lOb:Plan XIV). In the g ~ v e  catalog. 1 locus n u m k  (75) is siatcd not to have bccn u d ,  but it rppeus on the 
ccmetey map. 1 locus numbcr (79) appeprs twice on the map. but only once in the grave caialog. 4 di t iona i  Locus nombas 

(16.72.85.96) appearing on the map do not appear in the grave cainlog. 3 loci on the mnp are not num- (and not includtd 
in his count)- Severai locus numben listcd in the girvc caelog arc associ.rod wïth specific graves (kudgmvc: 47/46. 
49/50.73/60.9Z6(dthough locus 92 is said to be associated wiih grave 62 (ASN I 191Qe-127) which is not in its immediik 
vicinity, it appears to have actuaiiy bten assochted with p v e  6 (se ASN I l9lûa: 1 16) to which it is adjacent), 8Q181,40/6d, 
42-52-53/66) (ASN 1 1 9 1 k  114- 139); in some cases the name of the association is not siated and in two cases tht kmu d 
grave (47/46.73/60) srr not adjacent to esch othcr on the map and thus rppcarto riPprcscnt sepamte grrives (thir is putic9lrly 
m e  for locus 47, descn'bcd as just south of p v c  46, but on the map it appcan qui& a disioncc b the norrhwcrt); for the 

purposes of this Tabk, thy arc not coonted as separate graves. 1 dditionai locus (31) k nota gnve; 4 additionai loci (10.34. 
39.41) may not be g ~ v e s .  '1 Gran 61 does not appuron the map. 

Bahan 17A 
graves & loci 

human graves 
animal graves 

lTn ASNT 191ûa:33, this p t c h  of grives is desigrutcd ''201-261". but the grove numbcn on the m p  u WCU u in rhe p v c  
catalog run op to and includt 268. 
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no 
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Figure E. 12: Bahan: Cernetery 17: Grave Distribution 
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a )  One locw nurnber (36) w u  usîgned b both 8 gmvt and an o d y i n g  pik of debris h m  anothcr (unidcntifiod) 
plundercd grave; for the purposes of this TabL, it h counted hwKc. ') Alihough ihc bcris nnmbci oKd to daignate borh 
grave and the overiying piIe of debris appcon only once on the cetnctery map. for the purposesof this Tabk. it is counted twKt. 
'1 These 3 graves w n c  o r i g i d y  daignrtcd ' 2 u l y  DynasW (ASN 1 19lW 194). '1 2 numbmd bO (5 1.52) 8ppcdng 
on the cernetery map (ASN 1 19lOb:Pian XX) are not mentioncd in the grave cablog. "1 2 loci (36.40) wac not -VU (- 

ASN 1 1910a:191-194). 

Risqrlla (Wadi Qatuar): Cemetery 30 

*) Ln s e v d  cases on the published cemcteq map. the accompanying grave numbm arc not fuUy kgiik. The puoP1 
numben are here assumed to be: 105, KM, 107, 11 1, 12 1; this leaves graves 101 (animal), 122. and 123 unoccountrd for on 

Ccmettry - 
Risqatta30 
graves & loci 

Meris: Cemetey 4Y1ûû (Gmves 101-123) 

the map (ASN 1 29 1ûb:Plan XXV:41B). 
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Meris: Cemetery 41/2ûû (Gtaves 201-243) 

1 grave nurnbcr (21 1) was uscd for 2 adjoining g ~ v u  (ASN 1 1910P:2ll-îIS); for the piirpow of thh Tabk it ir 
counted twice. b, The grave nurnbtr psed for 3 adjoining graves appun only once on the umctny mip (ASN 1 19lOb:Plui 
XYW4 1 L); for the purposes of this Table, it is counted tariçe. 6 human p v e s  and 2 a n i d  paves do m>t appcaron the mnp. 
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Figure E. 14: Risqalla: Cemetery 30 



Figure E. 15: Meris: Cemetery 41 



Figure E. 16: Shem Nishei: Cemetery 44 
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Figure E.18: Kubanieh South 



a) 33 loci are listed in ihe gnvc amiog in ASN 1 191-6-258; 1 additionai pave is lutcd in thc grave ahlog in M N  1 
1910c:167- b, 1 numbered locus (33) Md 1 unnumbmd iocus rppcuing on the mip (ASN 1 19lOb:Ptn XXVm) arc not 

mentioned in the ~ Y C  catnlog; the unnumkrrd bcPr u not included in rhis count. ') 1 of ihc 33 loci htcd in ASN 1 Wl0i n 
not a grave. Oniy 2 of the 3 gnves idcntificd as containhg mimais in ASN 1 l9lOc:l67 appear in the grive carrilog in ASN 

1 19 10a:ZSS (the= listecl as empty). 

ShcmNishei44 
graves & loci 

humangraves 
 animalg graves 

Sources for maps not analyzed: Gerf Husein South, Figure E. 17 (ASN CI 1912b:Plan XIV); Kuban- 
ieh South, Figure E. 18 (Junker 1919). 

ClassidTerminal A - G m p  Eiite Cemeteries 

ratalog 
34" 
no 
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3' 

30 unnumbered loci appear on the cemetey rmp (ASN IV 1927:Plan XII). 1 numbered locus (10) appcaring on the 

cernetcry map is not iisîed in the pave catalog (ASN IV 1927213-217). H.S. Smith suggesu that some of the ca. 20 mund 
and oval plunderd graves in this cemetery niay date tct the M y  A-Gmup period (1991:107-108). 
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Naga Wadi: Cemetery 142 
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Naga Wadi 142 Catalog Map Culture 

3 1' (?) 

Culture 
A-Group 

('9 
A-Group 
A-Group 

human graves 
animalgraves 

animal graves 1 7  

Qustul: Cemetey L 
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empty animal(?) grave 1 1 1 1 1 A-Gmup 
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a) Ends Register ( O W  IIi 1986:198-388). b, Cemekry map ( O N  lïi 1986:Piate 4). 
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Figurt E. 19: Naga Wadk Cemetcry 142 





In the following Tables, an attempt has bœn madt to accowit for ai l  graves appcafing on the publishcd 
cemetery maps; graves with animals am a subsct of the total nuxnbcr of hwnan graves. Maps of œmt- 
teries with only one instance of a human burial accompanied by an animal am not rcproduced hem. 

Badarian Culture 

Due to the dispersed distribution of thtsc graves, the ccmcteq map is not rcproducd htrt. This analysis 
is incIuded solely as an utplanation for the grave totals iisted in Appcndix B. 

Mos tagedda 
300/W 
graves & loci 

a) Twenty-four 40a-scrk loci arc lisitd in the 'Tasion Gravn and Town Gmups" rrgisrcf (Bninton 1937:PI.t~ VU). 
'liwenty-thrce of these 400-scries loci arc rnentioned in rhe text (Brunion 193756). Four of these ur supaimposcd gmvcs 
des ignad  by ihe ~ ~ I U C  pave nnmber s u b d ~ d e d  olphabeticaily (aU four cases rrprescnt 2 graves cach); for the pmposw 
of this Table, these are counted as separate graves. 2 of ihese subdivided graves am half Tasianlhalf Badarian. 1 of Olt 
Badarian haif-graves is Iisîcd in the Tasian regisier. 1 of the Badarian half-graves is unrtgistmd; these 2 Bduirui tuaives ue 

included in the Badarian grave counts. b, Although the superimposed graves designated by singk grave numbm mbdmdcd 
alphabeticdy appear only once abch on the map. for the purposes of rhis Tabk. they have k e n  coun id  as sqwatr grmes 

(Brunton 1937:Plate m). Nine 300-series, forty-two 400-series. and one 52OO-s& loci arc listcd in ttie ?BBduùn Girm 
and Town Croups" regisicr (Brunton 1937:Piatts MI. Vm, X); plus the one Barhian g ~ v e  listed in the T u h  @ta: 

cornbined total 53. Four of these are superimposed graves designated by the same pave number subdivided dphabetkdy (3 

cases represent 2 graves each. 1 case rcpiesents 3 graves); for the parposes of this Table, ihese are counted as seprate gnvcs. 

Seven of the 300-series. thirtyane of the 400-se*. and the one 5200-series registeied loci (total 39) am mcntioned in the 
text; an additionai five 300-series germiaiiy n u r n b d  (numbmd 300) and rhitt 300-series nunittexcd unrcgistnicd p v w  

(total 300-series unregistmd: 8) and ten 400-series genericaliy numbered (nurnbed 400) and sixteen 40asak numbaed 

unregisteried graves (total 400-series u-stered: 26) arc a h  mentionai in the text ( B ~ n t o n  193733-37). '1 Although 

the superimposed graves designated by single grave numkrs suMMded aiphabeticnlly appcar only once u f h  on the m p ,  

for the purposes of this Tabk, thy have k e n  counicd as separate ~ V C S .  All ninc 3ûû-saiu. dl forty-two 400-scrk, d 
the one 52M-series Rgistmd Biuhian loci (total 52) appcar on the c e m c i y  map; ail fivc 300-seriu genaicaily nom- 
(numbered 300) and ail ten 400-scrk generidy numbcrcd ( n u m b d  400) unrcgistcrrd Bedrriu, grvu (total 15) rppur 
on the map. Ali three 30-JeiKs and ail sixteen 400-saia (toial 19) n u m b d  unregisted Badarian graves ippur on the 

map. f l  One 300-series, six 400-smÏes, and two 5200-series loci (tolll 9) arc lisfcd in the "Pdynoltic Graves and Town 

Rcgistcr 
23" 
53= 
9f 
2' 

cotai 
Numbcr 
23" 
87 
16 
3 
7 

Z~ numbcn 300 and 400 w a e  ued for A d i f f e~n t  iocaiitits, not ail of which appar of the rrgionrl mrp (Bmn- 
ion 1937:4/22). AU apptuing on the mgionai map (Bmnton 1937:Piate 9 ut in close proximity to dit modem vdhgc of 
Mostagedda Cernetcy 3W4ûû (iilriding Arca 400AfS200 - Area 5200 was a p p a m d y  cquivaknt b Aru 400A (sec Brun- 
ton 1937:79) - and Aru 4008) (Bmnton 1937:23/Piatc m) hy on two odpining spm immcdiatcly bchind the village of 
Mostageddo- Several 5200-saics grave numbm .Ise appcar in this cemetny. 
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Groups" register (Brunton t937:PLtc XXXIX. XXICI); 4 of thue  bci w a c  mt @vu. g) Thc one 300-rrict ud o n  of 
the 400-series r e g i s t d  paves ud an dditioiul two 4 0 0 - s c r h  (1 n u m b d  ud 1 genmhliy nombaicd ( n m b u c d  a)) 
unregis ied  predynastic p v e s  uc mentioncd in the t u t  (Bmnron 1937:69/19). '1 nit one 30ascrb numbucd predynutic 
grave does not appcar on the cemiay map (iocaled on m t  gur IO the north). in addition to the six 4îXLsdcs and two 

5200-series regisrtrtd loci and the two 400-smks ( n u m b a d  d genuicaüy numbercd) ioci mentioncd ibovr. 5 Pnrrgirtrrrd 
numbed graves appar on  the mrp in an uu of the œmtiay w k c  rhe graves me rmi'butcd to the nrdynutic pcriod 
(Brunton 1937:79). nKsc have been includcd in the prrdynutic count Three 40dsrks  gencrkdy n r i m b a d  (numkred 
400) and one u~urnkrrd (no numkr) bci ckuty mulred u pruiynutk -on the ccmctay uup; u thy .rr m d e â  u 
not k i n g  groves thert 4 bci have mt bœn includcd in he count 9 ' h o  300-scrk pves  arc ktcd in OK Dynuty 
Tombs" register. One of the 300-rcrict Mstertd luid one 3 0 0 - e  m q i s t c r r d  Fowh Dynmty graves .rr mentioncd in the 
tent (Brunton 1937:97/Pialc XLV). nKsc 3 graves v o n  the cemrty msp (ct Bmnton 1937:78). 19 &PT 4ûû-scries 

numbered unregistered g ~ v u  .ppcuing on the map me pmbably Second 1nttimrdi.k M. Wo 300-& numbciied 
onregisteitd gnm appeuuig o n  the mip .rie pdmbly BsduLn- <)nt pave nomber rppcvl twiœ on rht map. The 4 

probable SIP graves, 2 probable Bodorwi paves, and 1 of the doubk pave n u m b m  IUC considerd unidentifid (toul7). 

Two of the Tasian loci am not ~ W J .  

Naqada 

O )  Ninety-oeven 2M)O-saks and twenty-six 2700-series graves are listed in tht ''Prrdynastic Grayt)'* rcgister. including 
one 2700-series grave that may not bc Naqadaculturr. This grave docs not op- on the map and is not includtd in ihk count 

(cotai 122) (Brunton 194û:PIPtes Vm-DI). b, Forty-four of the 2600-series and twelve of the 270eseRes (not 'hcluding the 
grave that may not be Naquia culture) q i s t m d  p v c s  (total 56) and an additionai 83 unrrgistcd (piuumably gentncllly 
numbered either 2600 o r  2700) graves am mentioned in ihe text (combined total 139) ( B ~ n t o n  1948:12-14). AU nincty- 
seven 2600-sxk and hwenty-ne of the 2700-sc1ks registcrcd graves appear on ihe cemeiery map (rotai 118). Four of  the 

2700-senes registered graves ( i i lud ing  1 containing an animal) do not appevon the cerne- map. No generhiiy numbercd 
(eithcr 2600 or 2700) unregisterrd paves appear on the cemetery map (Bxunton 1W:Plate XDC). Grave 2654 does not 
appear on the cemetery map. 
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Figure E.2 1 : Matmar Cernetery 260Wî700 




