Report on the Brooklyn Museum’s 2008 Season of Faavork at
the Precinct of the Goddess Mut at South Karnak
by Richard Fazzini, Brooklyn Museum

Abstract

The Brooklyn Museum expedition’s recent fieldworksin late December 2007 to early March
2008. This work included: (1) continued excavationthe front parts of Temple A and of the
Ptolemaic and Roman Period mudbrick structuresrbdfe East Tower of the Mut Temple’s
First Pylon; (2) excavation and restoration of ¢ite’s Ptolemaic Chapel D; (3) excavation of the
site’'s Taharga Gateway in preparation for its nedion; (4) the further investigation of
Ptolemaic and Roman Period structures just westeoT aharga Gate.

The expedition also cut the vegetation in tloafipart of the site; arranged for it to be cut
again prior to the expedition’s return to the fiedthd began improving the visibility of
monuments stored on the mastabas in the fronppéne precinct.
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The archaeological expedition to the Precinct ot st South Karnak is a project of the
Brooklyn Museum conducted under the auspices oAtherican Research Center in Egypt and
with the permission of the Supreme Council of Aaiiigs’

The Brooklyn Museum has been working in the Pietanhi the Goddess Mut at South
Karnak since 1976/7 and since 2001 work at thehsisebeen divided between the Brooklyn
Museum Expedition and an expedition from The Jdtogkins University. Those expeditions
are independent entities but cooperate on certaitens. In fact, we are now in the third season
of a five-year plan to make it possible both torofiee site to visitors and to make its monuments
more meaningful to them. The Brooklyn Museum’s 2868son took place between late
December 2007 and March 2008 and is described bé&ligwl is an aerial view of the sit
indicating the major monuments.

Temple A in the Northeast Corner of the Mut Precint.

In 2007, in the space between the stone northatdlemple A’s forecourt and the brick
precinct enclosure wall, the expedition uncovergilded and painted lintel depicting seven
birth-related deiti€s The lintel sat on a plaster surface toward thstwad of the area. In 2008

! The Expedition acknowledges with gratitude thepmyation and assistance of officials of the Supr@mencil of
Antiquities, in particular Dr. Zahi Hawass, Secrgt@eneral of the SCA, Dr. Sabry Abdel-Aziz, Undanetary;
Dr. Magdy EI-Ghandour, General Director for Foreggnd Egyptian Missions; Dr. Mansour Boreik, General
Director for Upper Egypt; Dr. Mohammed Assem, Dioedor Luxor and Karnak; and Dr. Ibrahim Suleiman,
Director for Karnak. The SCA inspector for this s@awas Mr. Osama Maogoud Abdulla. The SCA conserva
working with us was Khaled Mohammed Wassel. We kitaam all for all their help with the season’s wor

The staff for this season were Richard A. FazEgyptologist, Director and Co-Field Director; iéiin H.
Peck, Co-Field Director and Architect; Mary E. Maksker, Assistant Director, archaeologist, and pi@pher;
Elsie H. Peck, archaeologist and artist; Jacobnig, Egyptologist and epigrapher; and John Steebnservator.
Funding for the 2008 season was provided by theByo Museum’s Charles Edwin Wilbour Fund and bylliAtin
and Elsie Peck, Richard Fazzini and Mary McKercher.
2 This lintel was published by R. Fazzini and J. \Dijk, “Recent Work in the Mut Precinct at Southriak,”
Egyptian Archaeolog81 (Autumn, 2007), 10-13 with four images of thadi on p. 12.



we discovered that this surface ran the lengthefpace between the two walls, sloping down
to the east. Among the small amount of pottery @ased with it were a few pieces of Memphis
black ware; a Ptolemaic coin was also found, sugggghat this phase of the passage dates to
the Ptolemaic Period. Although the surface was edliut from about the center of the passage
to the east end, traces of the plaster and oftyer lof limestone chips on which it was laid could
be seen at the face of the enclosure wall. Theezaisof the passage was blocked by a mass of
laid mud brick that extends to the temple™$ 2ylon.

To determine the extent of this blockage, we eatal/the area between the north side of
the 29 pylon and the enclosure wall along the full widftthe pylon. We found traces of a mud
brick wall running south from the enclosure wallvtrd the pylon (fig. 2), but it was completely
robbed out a short distance from the enclosure waly bricky debris remains in the rest of the
area. It does appear, however, that the blockatje agast end of the corridor and this wall are
the same construction. As a result of this workrtbeh side of Temple A’s Second Pylon is
now cleared down to its footing, where it was disared that the stone north wall of the
forecourt extends east past the northeast corrteied® pylon.

In the southeast corner of the forecourt we cotetla small sounding to examine the
foundations of the"™ pylon and the forecourt’s limestone south wallb.afe built on a layer of
sand that does not appear to be enclosed by a rokdrévetment. The east end of the
southernmost limestone wall extends over the pglémindation blocks, suggesting that the
pylon predates, if only slightly, the constructiointhe forecourt’s south wall. This parallels the
situation with the forecourt’s north wall.

In a lower course of the southern limestone walt & re-used block with the name of
Merenptah. This, with the presence of numerousseztiRamesside blocks, suggests that the
wall was built no earlier than the reign of Mereaipt The only other occurrence of Merenptah’s
name so far in the precinct is a sandstone blotk s cartouche, reused in the construction of
the small gate at the east end of the Mut Temfilsspylon. If the 29 pylon in its present state
is part of the Dynasty 25 renovations to the temblen the forecourt’s northern and southern
walls — and possibly the small gate just mentionede most likely part of the same project.
Wedged between two of blocks of the southern welfound a small limestone double ancestor
bust with traces of pigment (fig. 3).

The Area before the East wing of the Pylon of the Mt Temple

For the past several seasons we have been exaattadi complex of mud brick
structures built between the east wing of the Memnple’s £ pylon and the south side of
Temple A’s columned porch whose latest phasestdate £-2" centuries ADY Fig. 4ais a
plan of the four rooms built against the pylon eSred during 2007, while fig. 4b is a plan of

3 Expedition no. 22ME.1. H. 12.3 cm. For discussiohthese figures and their dating, see J. Keitmthropoid
Busts II: Not from Deir el Medineh AloneBES3 (1981), 43-72 and, most recently, R.A. Hefdmup Statues of
Private Individuals of the New Kingdowols. 1-2, BAR International Series 1413 (Oxfd2@p5).

* For the expedition’s work in this area in previmeasons see the following by R. Fazzini: “Somes@tsjFound
before the First Pylon of the Mut Temple,” in Z.Whss and J. Richards (edShe Archaeology and Art of Ancient
Egypt. Essays in Honor of David B. O’'CondpE€ASAE36 (Cairo, 2007), 277-289; “Report on the Brooklyn
Museum’s 2006 Season of Fieldwork at the Precihti@®Goddess Mut at South KarnakRSAE81(2007), pp.
101-115; “Report on the Brooklyn Museum’s 2007 ®easf Fieldwork at the Precinct of the Goddess BtuSouth
Karnak,” ASAE82 (2008), pp. 67-87.



the whole area showing the major features uncovttisdeason. Fig. 5 is a general view taken
in mid-season when most of the features describtmhbwere visible®

Again, the largest room (room 4) and the area idhately to its north proved the most
interesting. In the east, south and west of thewra@ found large fragments of very hard plaster,
plaster-coated mud brick, and pieces of baked lbyiokj on mud brick floor that was clearly
visible the full length of the east and west sidkthe room but less distinct in the center.
Associated with this floor is what appears to ltkerashold of baked brick and stone lying south
of and slightly below the north wall of the roomrasealed in earlier seasons. More of the
plaster and plastered brick mixture was found imatetl north of the room.

A few meters to the north of room 4 were the remaif a kiln or furnace, of which only
some of the rectangular compartments of the ficingmber are preserved (fig. 6a); no trace of
the superstructure was discovered. An arc of desiogv of baked brick lies immediately west
of these chambers, and debris from this struct@® spread to the east and south. The southern
debris was made up of mixed charcoal, baked bfiagments of heavily fired clay to which
pieces of copper alloy had adhered, and the oatagmece of glass slag. Together with the
discovery of five baked clay moulds in the immeeiicinity, this suggests the installation may
have been used for smelting copper or making gitksr than for firing pottery, although a few
pieces of pottery were found in the ashes.

This smear of burnt material lay immediately unithex plaster and plastered brick
fragments mentioned above. When the north walbofr 4 was removed, this debris layer was
found to extend below it as well, running almosthte newly uncovered baked brick threshold.

It now appears that the baked brick thresholdofir 4, the brick flooring, and the stone
footing along the east side of the room (which stsiport of the later north wall) represent an
earlier phase of the structure, whose walls weeaiheplastered and which may be
contemporary with the kiln/furnace.

In room 3, removal of the east wall revealed atiezaand narrower wall lying about 30
cm to the east, making the earlier phase of thenreemewhat larger than its later incarnation.

Immediately north of room 3 we uncovered anotbenr (room 3a). Two walls crossing
at right angles in the center of the room are ewideof yet earlier construction of which little
other evidence remains. The north-south wall repressan earlier phase of the room, which
opened from room 3, as a door pivot found in thelseast corner of room 3a demonstrated (Fig.
6b). This doorway was later blocked and the rootarged to fill the space between the east
wall of room 4 and the wall that runs north fronomo3’s NE corner. A bin in the east half of
room 3a cuts through the earlier phase and wds pigeially covered by the later wall running
north from room 3. This later wall, with a bakedchkrthreshold and door pivot at its northern
end, belongs to the later phases of building is #nea. To its east and at a lower level we
uncovered a mud brick floor or platform (see fig) that appears to predate the wall and is
definitely earlier than the oval baked brick anohst feature (cistern?) that cuts its southeast
corner® Traces of this same floor/platform were found edshe oval feature and seem to be

® We are hesitant to assign phase designation® teatfious levels uncovered to date as we are asgettain
about the exact relations among the various stafgesnstruction. As we have not yet finished warkhe area, we
will defer designating phase numbers until thelfpablication.

® This feature was dismantled to its lowest coufdericks during 2008, and the stone blocks formitageast end
were removed. See R. Fazzini, “The Brooklyn Museug®07 Season of Fieldwork at the Precinct of i8outh
Karnak”, ASAE82 (2008), pp. 70-73 for a description of this feat



associated with a stone door pivot and wall runtanthe south and turning to the east, but at a
different angle to the rest of the structures (upgk corner of fig 4b).

As we noted in the 2007 article for tASAE at the end of the season we had come to
the end of the walls of rooms 1 and 2, the modeea®f the rooms built against the pylon face.
As can be seen in fig. 4a, an earlier north-sowdh san through the western part of room 1 and
extended north of its north wall. In 2008 we ure@d the remains of a north wall for this
earlier room, with a doorway at the west end (e on the plan but visible in fig. 5). This
room seems to be contemporary with the earliergpbsoom 3 just described. It is labeled
“room 2” on this season’s plan (fig.4b) for consersty, although in reality it encompasses part of
the later room 1.

Since there is no sign of destruction by firelefde earlier phases nor of the kiln/furnace
itself, it seems likely that they were intentioyalhzed and the area leveled to permit
construction of the later, expanded versions om®ad-4 and the “walled court” to their north,
uncovered in 2006 This seems confirmed by the presence of kiln dalomider the later wall of
room 4 and the plaster and plastered brick delwia the early phase of room 4 lying directly on
the kiln debris.

A total of 28 coins was found in the area thisrye®ost too badly corroded to be
identified® Among them was one coin possibly of Antoninus Rit&8-161 CE), found in room
4 on the brick floor (possibly intrusive); and arcof Vespasian (69-79 CE) found to the west of
the kiln/furnace on a somewhat higher level.

The pottery suggests a Ptolemaic date for thasiergahases of the structures. Included
were several pieces of fine silt ware jars witheagred/brown slip on the lower portion and an
orange slip on the shoulder and néekfew examples of the “lotus flower and cross-tine
band” style were found, along with a number of fnegts of large Nile silt storage jars whose
shoulders were decorated with floral patterns amie slip, usually very degradédiWe also
found several examples of a fine Nile silt fabrithaa white slip on the outside and a burnished
red slip that covers the interior and extends ¢tlverim to the upper portions of the exterior.
Pottery of this type ranged from small bowls taate jars. Red-slipped bowls with two or
more purple bands around the widest part of theybaxad shallow, carinated red-slipped bowls
with concentric circles in purple on the floor dowied to be commot. We also found a number
of pieces of large storage jars with remains opfaiplant decoration on a white ground (usually
very worn) on the shoulders, a characteristic IRtaie motif.

The northern part of the area, between the kitn&ae and the south side of Temple A’s
columned porch, proved very different to the aleaar to the pylon. In 2006 we recorded a
walled court in the western part of the area, bunhfl no other traces of building. Indeed, the
area had been severely disturbed by quarryingiiesypitting, and an extensive network of
animal burrows. Below the level of fairly clean tsaat which we started in 2008 we came upon

’ For a description of this work, see R. Fazzinieprt on the Brooklyn Museum’s 2006 Season of Rieltt at the
Precinct of the Goddess Mut at South Karn&SAE81 (2007), pp. 102-106.

8 Once again, the expedition thanks Dr. PenelopedétgaSlough, former Associate Curator of Ancient @rthe
Detroit Institute of Arts, for undertaking the taskresearching the coins.

° Cf. Lauffray,La chapelle d’Achéris & Karnak: 1. Les fouillesrhitecture, le mobilier et I'anastylog&ditions
Recherche sur les Civilisations, 1995), 97 and4&).#166.

9 For a recent discussion of Ptolemaic painted pgtsee G. Schreiberate Period and Ptolemaic Painted Pottery
from Thebes (3— 2nd C. BG)DissPan I11,6 (Budapest, 2003)

1. Lauffray,La chapelle d’Achéris & Karnalg7-109 and figs. 42-55, whose Ptolemaic pottevgely resembles
material excavated at Mut in 2008.



a thin layer of fine gray ash that extended acnogsh of the area that may have been laid down
when the kiln/furnace was in use. Three largepése uncovered (fig. 7) that seem to combine
both the activity of quarriers and of animals, leslbwer reaches of the pits were connected by
animal burrows. In one pit we discovered two pagdjoining column drums that resemble a
column drum found in the past which shows two misiof carving: Dynasty 25 and Ptolemy IV
(222-205 BC). The two new column drums show legshat could be Dynasty 25 and
Ptolemaic style and could have come from the EastiPbefore the Mut Temple, which is
definitely Dynasty 25 and Ptolemaic, or Temple é&dumned porch, which could originally

date to Dynasty 25.

Below the layer of ash, and lying at a lower leW&n the kiln and the structures
associated with it, we uncovered remains of a larga of mud brick about 2.75 meters wide
lying a little over 2 meters south of Temple A’'duwoned porch (see plan, fig. 4b). The whole
construction, and in particular the eastern secti@s badly damaged by pitting and animal
burrows, but we were able to trace it almost thieldngth of the Temple A porch, from the
paving east of the Mut Temple’s East Porch to @ iimud brick running south from Temple
A’s porch. At the west end, portions of three cegrsf brick are preserved. Three very decayed
single rows of limestone, spaced at irregular ks, run from the porch to the northern edge of
the platform. The western row sits on a bed of shatlextends on either side; whether this sand
bed continued further east is debatable given éng disturbed nature of the area (fig. 8). The
purpose of the expanse of brick and the limestoa@as yet unknown. Could the brick be the
foundation for a building now totally destroyed?

From two of the pits came two coins of AntoninissPsuggesting a mid*2century CE
date for the quarrying activities at least. Thegmgthere is similar to that found elsewhere in the
area, except for several fragments (possibly frioensame vessel) of very fine, highly burnished
red ware with rows of shallow rouletting and firends of blue and white paint that sometimes
runs over the rouletting (fig. 9) for which we know parallels. The relative uniformity of
pottery across the area between the Mut Templessdylon and Temple A’s porch suggests the
thoroughness with which the kiln and associatettdings were razed and leveled.

Sounding at the Face of the First Pylon

In the space defined by the east and west wallsarh 3 we made a sounding at the
pylon face that brought us to the bottom of theoR\ mudbrick and revealed the outlines of a
foundation trench for the Pylon (fig. 10a-b). Ama@ane stones in this trench was one with a
sunk relief image of Khonsu datable by its styléate Dynasty 18/early Dynasty 19 (fig. 10c),
indicating that the current facade of this wingla# Pylon is no earlier than Ramesside Period in
date. This suits the strong possibility that théhfuoside facade of the Mut Temple was not a
pylon but a gateway in a wall, connected to thenindside walls and gateway west of the Mut
Temple discovered by the Brooklyn Museum expeditind further excavated by the Johns
Hopkins Expeditioff. This gate and its wall defined the western liafithe Mut Precinct at that
time, and the wall turns to the east on a line whthMut Temple’s present First Pylon. In the

2 For a discussion of the Tuthmoside gate and wedle,R. Fazzini, “Some Aspects of the PrecincheiGoddess
Mut in the New Kingdom”, in E. Ehrenberg (ed.gaving No Stones Unturned: Essays on the Ancieat NHast
and Egypt in Honor of Donald P. Hans@Winona Lake, IL, 2002), 63-76.



New Kingdom, therefore, the area north of the Memiple was outside the Mut Precinct, which
was referred to as “House of Mut” and “Ishefd”.

We now have uncovered a footing for most of timgile of the east wing of Mut’s First
Pylon that was covered in whitewash or plastewasthe Pylon itself. Against this footing in
room 2 were found a small bowl near which were fy decayed coins and flecks of gold folil.
The lump of earth in which the foil flecks were fmuwas removed and consolidated by
Conservator John Steele. When cleaned, it provedritain a rectangle of thin gold foil and a
number of tiny blue beads. The original use ofgbll foil is also unknown, although its
rectangular shape and size suggest it may oncedemagated a small box.

Although it is not impossible that some tracesmiplacements for sculpture may yet
come to light under the remaining shallow layergafth and mudbrick walls before the east
tower of the Mut Temple’s first pylon that seemdikaly given the present evidence. Moreover,
as traces of sphinxes are absent in the forecbUmple A and the limestone in the south side
of Temple A’s First Court could be the remains lofygels rather than sphinx bases, as we once
thought*, we have no archaeological evidence to suppottidery of the now unfortunately
deceased Agnés Cabrol that there was a sphinxiranua running east to west across the front
area of the Precinct from Temple'A.

The Northwest Sector of the Mut Precinct

When the Brooklyn Museum began work in 1977 wedksttifirst to excavate in one of
the highest parts of the terrain from which pragelca small part of Chapel D. We felt that that
structure, datable by its inscriptions, would gixgea chronologically fixed monument with
which to link the clearly later structures builband it. Some of these were of mud brick and
proved to be the remains of late Ptolemaic and RoR&iod houses. But stone walls just to the
southwest of Chapel D that we thought would be lagrdbroader court for the chapel turned out
to be a sandstone gateway inscribed for King Tatrdrd/e did not complete the excavation of
either of these structures then because there wes ungent work necessary elsewhere in the
Precinct, including in the Mut Temple. Since thiédastructure and several other areas of the
site have become the responsibility of The Johnskithe University Expedition, the Brooklyn
Expedition is now working to complete its work bagn 1977.

13 The name of the area that lay outside the origd¥hat Precinct and was incorporated into it in Dyyea25 is
provided by a stela that originally stood beforeripée A’s First Pylon and was discovered in 1979H®/Brooklyn
Expedition. This stela’s text and another RameBda@sck re-used in Temple A’'s Second Pylon demmatstthat
Temple A was a “Temple of Millions of Years” assateid with Amun, renewed by Ramesses I, that stoed
place termed Ipet (or Opet). As noted by othersglwere a number of places called Ipet/Opet astsativith
Amun-Re. For Ipet/Opet as a generic term and ARersometimes called “qui préside a ses ipet”, see
J. Quaegebeur, “Aménophis, nom royal et nom digirestions méthodologiquedtE37 (1986), 97-106, and
especially pp. 104 and 105.

1R, Fazzini, “The Precinct of the Goddess Mut aitSdarnak 1996-2001 ASAE79 (2005), 87 and fig. 6 on p.
93.

13 A, Cabrol: "Les criosphinx de Karnak: un nouveaondos d'Amenhotep: Ill,Centre Franco-Egyptien d'Etude
des Temples de Karnak. Cahiers de Karnak X. 1P88is, 1995), 1-32; and "Une représentation dertdbe de
Khabekhenet et les dromos de Karnak-sud: nouvieyipsthéses,Centre Franco-Egyptien d'Etude des Temples de
Karnak. Cahiers de Karnak X. 199Baris, 1995), 33-64.

1 See R. Fazzini and W. Peck, “The Precinct of Mutifly Dynasty XXV and Early Dynasty XXVI: A Growing
Picture”, SSEAXI,3 (May, 1981), 115-126, and especially p. 119.



The Taharga Gateway

| believe Taharqga of Dynasty 25 expanded the MetiRct (Per-Mut/Isheru) to include
some of what was Ipet/Opet because in the Thierimediate Period Temple A was transformed
from a Temple of Millions of Years (related to agis cult) into gper-meg“House of Birth”)
or mammisidedicated to the birth of Khonsu-the-Child, thein child of Amun and Mut, and
of a king identified with that deity and birthHowever, | must note that a Kushite block in
Temple A with an inscription reading “foremost pet” still maintains an association of the site
with the concept of Ipet/Opet.

In 2008 the Expedition completed the excavatiothefTaharga Gateway (fig. 11). We
have learned quite a bit as a result of this work.

The gateway opens from west to east and was clmsadiouble-leaved door, as
demonstrated by the discovery of two door pivotd arorresponding pair of bolt holes in the
center of the paving. It has a maximum width @f feters at the western jambs and almost 7
meters at the interior side walls behind those mriihe dimensions given on the plans of
Lauffray’s article cited in footnote 17 (5 meteos the opening of the northern side door and 6
meters for the opening of its main gate) appeardicate that comparable elements of its
decoration were smaller than those of South Kam@kharqa Gateway. Given our excavations
in the past there is no evidence for Mut’'s Tahd&@a#eway having led eastward into a
colonnade.

The west and east faces of the gate and the jatrthe gate’s entrance are decorated in
raised relief. The main scene preserved on the f@estof each wing has a scene of two
fecundity figures binding the plants of Upper araiMer Egypt supporting the preserved lower
portions of the king facing inwards towards a déftRReflecting the fact that the Mut Precinct is
south of the Precinct of Amun, the deity on thetmgamb is Amun and that on the south jamb is
Mut. The discovery of a badly decayed block shgwha fecundity figure below the figure of
the striding king on the east face of the northjam1977 (fig. 12, left) and of a block from the
east face of the south jamb with the lower pad &heeling fecundity figure this season (fig. 12,
right) suggests that the decorative scheme ofdkeface of the gate mirrored that of the west.

" Among our more important discoveries about theisithat the area north of the Mut Temple’s Fitgon was
originally not in the Mut PrecincBer Mwtor Ishery but was calledpetor Opet It was not until Dynasty XXV
that this terrain was brought into an expantgbrupresumably because the temple had come to funatian
mammisiCf. most recently, R. Fazzini and J. van Dijk, “BetWork in the Mut Precinct at South Karnak,”
Egyptian Archaeolog®1 (Autumn, 2007), 10.

18 An excellent parallel for the “Nile gods” (fecungitigures) binding the plants exists on the nomh&de gateway
of the Taharga kiosk in the First Court of Karnakimun Temple: J. Lauffray, “La colonnade-propytidentale
de Karnak dite «Kiosque de Taharga» et ses abdf@s;il XX (1970), 111-164; fig. 28 (drawing), and pl. X{/I

fig. 35 (photograph). The best preserved scenecotharnak’s Taharqga Gateway has been publishestae
times, first by R. Fazzini and J. Manning, “Archbgcal Work at Thebes by The Brooklyn Museum untther
auspices of the American Research Center in EG@5 — 1977,NARCE101/102 (Summer/Fall, 1977), 23, fig. 5.
This was the basis for a drawing by John BaiResundity Figures. Egyptian Personifications and tbonology of
a Genre(Warminster, 1985), 237, fig. 138. The Taharqae@al's several images are examples of Baines’
“Attitude 3": “a small but crucial group of casefere thezm3-t3wjmotif is combined with that of bringing or
presenting offerings” (p. 236ff).

Baines also noted (p. 242) that, with one posghteption of Dynasty 19, the image of Attitudes3 i
attested in the Middle Kingdom and Dynasty25. Mesrowith the exception of the example he knew fidot's
Taharga Gateway and its counterparts in the Kiéddlkabarga, its appearance was limited to Middlegdiom
examples from the north and a Dynasty 25 relie€@656, a statue base of Shebitku for Memphis. Utige
circumstances, and because this was a time whégelsethat artistic influence was largely MemphBajnes feels
that the Theban examples under consideration nsayhalve been Memphite-influenced.



Re-used in the construction of the north jamthefdgateway is a block preserving the
lower portion of a cartouche in sunk relief endingwo reed leavesy] the style of which
appears to be post-New Kingdom in date. If sopibe&sible candidates for this cartouche re-used
by Taharga would be Piye of earlier Dynasty 25 amB of the slightly earlier Libyan Period.
Either would be a rare occurrence of a king's nam®outh Karnak.

The gateway did not long remain in use at itsviadth. A new stone threshold, made up
of rectangular blocks and a re-used column druns, laid directly on the original paving, and
the space between the new threshold and the orjgmés was blocked with mud brick. A mud
brick wall ran west from this threshold; the intgrcorner of a wall running north from this wall
was found; both extend into the west baulk of theagation (fig. 13). There is no trace of a
similar wall on the south side of the threshold.

Occupying the space between the south side afd@hethreshold and the south wing of
the gate was a room whose mud brick walls werelaldadirectly on the original paving (fig.

14), which was quite well-preserved in this areaalgh sadly deteriorated elsewhere in the
gate. The entrance was in the east wall, whichnelet@ beyond the east face of the south wing.
It continued in use, with modifications, througle tlest of the gate’s history.

A mud brick wall also ran east from the north sadiéhe new threshold, presumably
forming a similar room in the northern third of thateway, but no trace of this area’s east wall
was found.

The stone threshold was later covered with muckbviith additional brick added for a
distance of c. 1.75 meters eastward. Was therpadsiwn from this brick walkway to a lower,
unpaved surface? A channel was discovered runrétwden the south side of this platform and
the southern room, visible in fig. 14.

Judging from the pottery, these phases of wotkéngateway took place during the
Ptolemaic Period. Several examples of Memphis bleanle and a number of fragments of floral-
painted storage jars were found in and among tic&.br

Over the ensuing years, the ground level outsigst of) the gate gradually rose,
necessitating raising the floor level in the gatgwehich was done by adding new courses of
mud brick to the existing walkway. A new threshoildde of two courses of baked brick and
stone was added just west of the gate’s mud b@aekng. On its north side it abuts the wall
running west from the gate; on the south this Wwall been robbed out.

The south room was also renovated, perhaps atthe time as the new threshold was
created. Four courses of baked brick were addéuetoorth wall, while the west wall was
strengthened by three courses of baked and a saedsiock set against the jamb of the gate
(fig. 15). Baked brick was also added to the saagheorner of the room where it abuts the inner
face of the gate’s south wing.

The next phase of the gate’s development involaapbr renovations to the whole area.
North of the entrance, a wall of sandstone blobkse courses deep was added to the east face of
the existing wall. It cut through the wall that ralong the north side of the first phase of the
gate’s narrowing, its south end encroaching orettisting entrance, which was now filled with
dark grey brick with lime mortar. A wood beam wagllon this brick, extending from the stone
wall on the north to the baked brick and mud brickl on the south (fig 16). A similar beam
was laid across the west side of the new threskdicsh was covered with a thin layer of
plaster. As visible in fig. 16, the northern pontiof the gateway suffered considerable
subsidence, as did the original paving in the sarea.



To complete this phase of the work, stone doobgmere installed on the west side of
the new entrance; of these only the lowest couesasin. On the north, the preserved jamb
consists of two square sandstone blocks, one htopther. Of the southern jamb, only the
lowest, re-used limestone block remains (visibléhtoleft in fig. 16), although traces of a
second limestone block were found. This block hestaut on its north side to accommodate the
door. More interesting, however, are the inscrifgion the east and south faces, which indicate
that it came originally from the jamb of a struettouilt by Montuemhat. The east face shows the
top of a column of text mentioning “great Mut, Mess of Isheru”, while the south face
mentions “the prince and governor of Upper Egyppntiemhat,” whose offers wine and cool
water to the goddess.

To accommodate the new gateway, which was ded&peugh not wider than the older
one, the walls on either side of the jambs werekdmed using the same dark grey brick and
white mortar as used under the wood beams. A faufitigis same brick was also added to the
inner faces of the south room’s west and northayathvering the baked brick, (fig. 16) and
perhaps to the east wall as well, although thesdn there is somewhat unclear. A bench(?)
made of two slabs of sandstone resting on threestopports with concave fronts was built
against the north wall of the room, and a storagevps set into the northwest corner. It is from
this level that the season’s most interesting ficatse, including a large piece of white cdra,
smazlc! bronze recumbent lion, and a thoroughly Hhedliec stone figure of Isis and Horus (fig.

17).

North of the new entrance, the walls running veest north from the north jamb were
also thickened, enclosing all but the south sidinefstone north jamb, but the area between the
north jamb of the gate and the south room seernave been left open as no walls or even
traces of fallen brick were found.

As visible in photographs taken at the end oflt8@7 season, habitations had by now
grown up outside the Taharga Gate, in an areaqientdy the northwest corner of the site’s
enclosure wall. The structures were built on aantibnal landfill created to level the ground.
The wall running west from the north wing of themoaved gate extended along the south side of
the phase of the village excavated that year, psrf@ming one boundary of a street that
terminated at the northern end of the gate’s neitly. Eventually, as can be seen in fig. 18a, the
Taharga Gate was completely blocked by a widehrsouth wall.

A wall of baked and mud brick runs south from ¢fage’s south wing in this late phase.
West of it lies a parallel wall that turns to theswat a point opposite the northwest corner of the
south wing, and may form the southern side of tika & front of the gate (fig. 18b).

A group of ostraca was found in a late phasé@$¢ habitations and published by
Richard Jasnow, who dated them to the early festury AD?* The final phases of the blocking
of the Taharga Gate may also date to this time.

During the 1977 excavation and the brief clearoigne area in late 2007, a number of
blocks from the gate were found in the area betwieemambs. Additional blocks were found in
2008. These blocks were in a jumble, the southkerckb atop the collapsed brick walls of the

9 For a discussion of coral and its meaning in Egyee D. Meeks, “Le corail dans I'Egypte ancienie?.-P.
Morel, et al. (eds.),Corallo di ieri, corallo di oggi. Atti del Convegn®&avello, Villa Rufolo, 13-15 dicembre 1996
(= Scienze e Materiali del Patrimonio Culturalg,(2000), 99-119.

0 Coral (expedition no. 22MW.10): h. c. 12 cm; maxc. 9 cm; bronze lion (Expedition no. 22MW26)414 cm;
figure of Isis and Horus (expedition no. 22MW.28)ax h. 8.5 cm, w. 5.0 cm d. 6.0 cm.

LR, Fazzini and R. Jasnow, “Demotic Ostraca froeNfut Precinct in KarnakEnchorial6 (1988), 23-48.
Jasnow publishes 23 ostraca of the early RomawdPariany of which contain receipts for a varietyafes.
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south room, and the lowest on a surface belowethe! bf the lime-plastered threshold described
above and associated with an area of burning imonthern half of the area. Below the burning
was what had been the north wall of the first naing of the gate, cut by the later rebuilding. It
appears that when the doorway with the wood beaasshwilt, the area north of the south room
remained open for some reason.

The south room itself went through one last pledsmnstruction before being buried
under fallen blocks. It appears that its east wak destroyed and rebuilt. Since we found blocks
from the east end of the gate’s south jamb fallemediately to the south and on about the same
level, the collapse of this part of the gate (whsteme is very fragile) may have caused the
wall's collapse. Using baked brick and small stonles southern part of the east end of the room
was crudely rebuilt on a layer of rubble consistifidragments of dark grey brick and white
mortar. An L-shaped area was created on the salghwith a vestibule(?) at the north end built
over the original threshold to the room (fig. 19).

In future seasons, we hope to be able to regterédaharga Gateway to the extent
possible, inserting new blocks as necessary tavdldien blocks to be placed back in their
appropriate positions.

Our excavations this year revealed that the spaweng in the Taharqa Gateway extends
west into the mound to the wedthis emphasizes the fact that we need to discoheat w
religious structures are buried under the paréiaiains of late Ptolemaic and Roman Period
houses mentioned above to understand the funcgafithe Precinct as a whole. And in 2008
we made a start at what we need to do in the mexseasons by beginning excavation of a
building of which traces had long been visible.

North of the Sacred Lake

The expedition began to investigate a baked Hnglding south and west of the Taharga
Gate. It seems to be built over the remains of wizet the north wall of the Tuthmoside Mut
Precinct and against a wall running south fromTtakarqga Gate. The structure is built of baked
brick and a thick cement made with many pebblescamtkins two small plastered rooms (or
cisterns?) at right angles to each other with @uér room to their south and a brick-lined well
to the east of the eastern plastered space (fjgTh@ building’s purpose is unknown as yet, but
it has been suggested that this may have beetirafdieing facility™.

To judge from its position in relationship to otts#ructures, this building probably dates
to the Roman Period, and that appears to be coaditmy an initial study of the pottery
associated with it.

At the end of the season we covered this struetitfeplastic sheeting, sand and earth to
protect it until our next season of work.

Conservation
Chapel D and its restoration

This chapel was built in two phases: the reartwams adorned in raised relief, were the
work of Ptolemy VI, Philometor (180-164 and 163-1BG) and larger first room, adorned in
sunk relief, was that of Ptolemy VIII, Euergetellf0-163 and 145-116 BC). Both parts were
dedicated to Mut and another goddess representacavieonine head, but also to the royal cult
of deified Ptolemies.

22 personal communication by Luc Gabolde, with refeesto work by Sylvie Cauville at Edfu.
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The expedition has now completed the excavatidhisfchapel and undertaken the
restoration of itsn situremains. The east facade and 2 columns in therfiosh were restored in
the 2006 and 2007 seasons. In 2008, the west fwidleaniddle room and the west and south
walls of the front room were completely dismantiedi restored™ Fig. 21 shows the chapel at
the start of the season and after restoration00®9 2ve plan to restore the floor of the chapel.
The Egyptological work in this chapel has beeniedrout mainly by Jacobus van Dijk.

The restoration to date has not only includeddlbeks that could be put back in place
but also some of the blocks that have no physmahection to the existing structure. Some of
these blocks may represent a rebuilding of parteestructure at some time under the
Ptolemies. A planned publication of Chapel D wittlude these blocks and their reconstruction
as parts of the chapel.

Mastabas

In 2007 the local SCA asked us to build mastabdm®lid decorated blocks of stone in the
SCA magazine at Mut taken out of service and niecsed by the SCA for transfer to the
Museum/Magazine at Abu el Gud. Since the SCA had\ated the areas east of the Taharga
Gateway in 2001-02 and discovered no significamtaies, this part of the site was chosen for
the construction of 6 mastabas;"awas built in 2008 to be used for the results tdiffe work.

At the request of the local SCA we moved the sesalbf the blocks from these mastabas
and from the main mastaba north of the east wirtheMut Temple’s first pylon to a storeroom
where they would be better protected. This magessible to begin to improve the visibility of
larger and more important sculptures and decotaltezks. Among the most important of these
are a colossal head from an unfinished statuesyairhotep Ill, a bust from a statue attributable
to Amunhotep IlII's Queen Tiye, a relief from ametwise unknown structure of a Dynasty 21
High Priest of Amun, and some reliefs probably fritv@ Dynasty 25 version of the porches
before the Mut Temple.

These efforts, which will eventually include sigeafor the objects, are being made for
the time about two years from now that we hopett@frecinct can be opened to visitors. And
during our next season of work similar efforts vieél made for the blocks on our other mastabas,
such as blockBom Chapel D that can be seen from Chapel D;iefref King Aye and his
gueen usurped by Horemheb; a relief of back-to-laeges of Mut dating to two phases of
Dynasty 18; and reliefs of Hathor heads from M@tntra-Temple which cannot be situated
precisely in that structure.

% This work was supervised by Khaled Mohamed WasiselSCA conservator assigned to the Mut Expeditionl
was carried out by the very talented stone masartsahmed Gharib Abdullah and Sayed Ahmed Mohammed
Sebbak and their team of workers. They did a sujpdrb
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Fig. 1 Aerial view of the Mut Precinct (photo: Janéan Rensselaer IV for the Johns Hopkins Unill‘sdimt
Expedition)

Fig. 3. Double “ancestor bust” found among the
limestone blocks of the south wall of Temple A’s
forecourt.

Fig. 2 View west along the corridor on the nortihesof Temple A’s forecourt with the remains of threck wall
running from the enclosure wall to the temple*$@&lon in the foreground. Beyond it is the massnofl brick
blocking the east end of the corridor and the remaf the plaster surface (top of picture).
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Fig. 4a. Rooms 1-4 in 2007 showing the earlier wathing through room 1.

Fig. 4b Plan of the area between Temple A’s colulrprch and the east wing of the Mut Templé's 1
pylon showing the major features uncovered in 200& square baked brick features in the centem fro
the later phase excavated in 2007, have beemlpface to aid mapping.
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Fig. 5 General view to the northwest of the areanshin fig. 4b in mid-season, showing most of teatéires
described in the text.

Fig. 6a View to the southeast of the kiln or furmaorth of room 4. Fig. 6b. The door pivot at the southeast corner
of an early phase of room 3a.
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Fig. 7 Looking north at the area immediately saftiemple A’s columned porch, with the three lapits/animal
burrows. The kiln/furnace is in the foreground.

Fig. 8. A general view to the east of the same at¢he end of the season showing the large mu#t brature and
the three small limestone walls that run betweemgle A’s porch (left) and the mud brick. Note theraal burrow
just north of the mud brick.

Fig. 9. Several pieces of a vessel (or perhaps dfviihe pink ware with a highly
burnished red slip, rows of shallow rouletting, dtaick and white painted bands.
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Fig. 10a View east along the east wing of the Memiple’s ' pylon showing the sounding at the pylon face in
room 3.

Fig. 10b. The southeast corner of the sounding Bigpthe sand foundation and the pylon’s foundatiench
(indicated by arrows).

Fig. 10c The Ramesside Period relief of Khonsu ébirthe pylon’s foundation trench.
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Fig. 11 The north (top) and south wings of the Tghaat the end of the season, showing the origiaging level.
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Fig. 12. The decayed fragment of a fecundity figgtikin situin the east face of the Taharga Gate’s north wing i
1977 (left) and the block with the lower half o$ianilar figure discovered in 2008.

Fig.13. The original, now much decayed paving ef Tlaharqa Gate with the later, narrower stone tioldthe
mud brick north and south of the stone continueithégambs of the gate). The wall running west thobaulk is
visible above and to the right of the meter stick.
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Fig. 14. The earliest phase of the south room huittin the Fig. 15. The baked brick and stone repairs testheh,
Taharga Gate, with mud brick paving to its norparated west and north walls of the south room.
from the room by a narrow channel.

Fig. 16. A general view to the west of the TahdBgde showin the later threshold whose preserveth $amb is a
re-used limestone block with inscriptions by Mamhat. This phase of construction was carried simgu
distinctive dark grey bricks and a thick lime morta

Fig. 17. A bronze lion, a Hellenistic figure ofdsand Horus, and a piece of coral, all found in
the south room of the Taharqa Gate in debris utigecollapse of the grey mud brick walls.
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Fig. 18a 1977 photograph of the north wing of tiddrqa Gate in its latest phase when it was cosiplblocked
by a mud brick wall. The limestone jamb of fig. i$§ust visible against the south baulk to the. left

Fig. 18b. View to the west of the south wing of Treharga Gate in 1977, showing the wall runningtdfs the
south. A parallel wall turns westward opposite shath wing’s northwest corner.

Fig. 19 The south room of the Taharga Gate after th
eastern wall (foreground) has been crudely rebiiilt
baked brick and its shape changed, the southetiosec
now forming an L-shape.
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Fig. 20. The baked brick structure south and wetieTaharga Gate: view to the south showing thstered
spaces and the well (top); view east toward the Mumple’s £ pylon. The line of the Tuthmoside enclosure wall i
visible in the lower right (center); the round rogputh of the western plastered room (bottom).
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Fig. 21 A general view of the west side of Chapelthe start of the season (top) and at the etideageason after
the restoration was completed (bottom).



