Report on the Brooklyn Museum’s 2009 Season of Faavork at
the Precinct of the Goddess Mut at South Karnak
by Richard Fazzini, Brooklyn Museum

Abstract
The expedition concentrated on the area of therah@ate, uncovering the original paving of
the approach from the west, and the north and sealls bounding it. The north wall is
contemporary with the gate, but the south wallugtlon an accumulation of dirt, perhaps part of
a later phase when the gateway was narrowed. Betithese walls were strata of debris that
may be intentional landfill for the late Ptolemai@yly Roman habitations in the area. More mud
brick buildings were uncovered south and west efgate that appear contemporary with the
baked brick building to the south, built on the e#ns of the Tuthmoside north enclosure wall.
The purpose of the buildings is still unclear, the pottery suggests an early Roman date. Work
also continued on the Roman Period structures mdrihe east wing of the Mut Temple’ 1
pylon.
The remains of the Taharga Gate were dismantletserved and rebuilt, and several fallen
blocks were put back in place. The restoratiorhefremains of the small Ptolemaic chapel just
inside the gate was also completed.
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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 Auiiigs’ Since 2001, work at the site has
been divided between the Brooklyn Museum Expeditind an expedition from The Johns

Hopkins University. The Brooklyn Museum Expeditiorks primarily in the front area of the

! 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, Dirediar
Southern Upper Egypt; Dr. Mohammed Assem, Direfdot uxor and Karnak; and Dr. Ibrahim Suleiman, égitor
for Karnak. The SCA inspector for this season was@®$ama Saadalla Hamdoun. The SCA conservatorimgprk
with us was Khaled Mohammed Wassel. We thank thefaraall their help with the season’s work.

The staff for this season were Richard A. FazEgyptologist, Director and Co-Field Director; iéiin H.
Peck, Egyptologist, Co-Field Director and Architddiary E. McKercher, Assistant Director, archaedtgnd
photographer; Elsie H. Peck, archaeologist andtadacobus van Dijk, Egyptologist and epigraphad John
Steele, conservator. Funding for the 2009 seasarpwavided by the Brooklyn Museum’s Charles Edwiitbéur
Fund and by William and Elsie Peck, Richard Fazaird Mary McKercher.



Precinct, from the precinct entrance to the Mut plers First Court, and from Temple A in the
northeast corner of the site to the west encloaate

While the 2009 season focused on the Taharqadaatéhe area to its south and west,
limited excavation was also carried out east ofpteeinct’s axis. This work will be described
first. Fig.1 is a plan showing the areas where the expediaked in 2009.
EXCAVATION
Sounding at the South End of Temple A’s First Pylon
Temple A’s first pylon was built no later than Rassiele times and had two colossal statues and
stelae of Ramesses Il beforé itt was built of mud brick, as was the Mut TemplEirst Pylon.
However, the Mut Temple’s pylon was coated withte4painted plaster while Temple A’s
pylon had a facing of limestone. A sounding atribeh end of the pylon several years ago
revealed that the pylon was built over an earpespably Dynasty 18, enclosure wall for the
temple. Under it were remains of Second Intermedragriod and Middle Kingdom domestic
structures’ In 2009 we opened a small sounding at the sowudtoéthe pylon to determine if
similar earlier structures exist there (fig. 2&Ye revealed a shallow sand foundation bed for the
pylon below which were 2 strata of narrow mud brls that suggest a domestic use (fig. 2b-
c¢) and several pieces of Second Intermediate Ppotidry. The two soundings suggest that
during the Second Intermediate Period this areanbagtet become part of any temple pregihct
that is confirmed by the Supreme Council of Anticps’ excavation of a Middle Kingdom

structure within the precinct, just west of the B3don.

North of the Mut Temple’s First Pylon
We have been excavating the mud brick structurdisd area between the east wing of
the Mut Temple’s First Pylon and Temple A’s colummrch for the past several seasdige

2 See, e.g., C. Van Siclen IThe Alabaster Shrine of King Amenhoteplte Brooklyn Museum Archaeological
Expedition to the Precinct of the Goddess Mut aitBdarnak(San Antonio, 1986). The stelae have since been
removed and reconstructed as part of the chap&inghhotep Il: e.g., “5.2. La chapelle en calcitAmenhotep I1,”
Cabhiers de Karnak X]ifasc. 1 (Paris, 2007), pp. 35-36 and pl. I@ahiers de Karnak X]ifasc. 2 (Paris, 2007), pp.
469-470, and pl. LXIX.

% R. Fazzini and W. Peck, “The 1982 Season at MUWRCE120 (Winter, 1982), pp. 43-44.

* See already, e.g., R. Fazzini, “Report on the 18&3son of Excavation at the Precinct of the Galifes,” ASAE
70 (1985), pp. 305-307.

® For this work, see R. Fazzini, “Some Objects Fobefbre the First Pylon of the Mut Temple,” in Zakass and
J. Richards (eds.J,he Archaeology and Art of Ancient Egypt. Essaydanor of David B. O’Connol, CASAE36
(Cairo, 2007), pp. 277-288em “Report on the Brooklyn Museum’s 2006 SeasoRiefdwork at the Precinct of



later phases of the structures were Roman Peraseidoon pottery and coin evidence: the latest
coins in these upper levels date to Antoninus PiB%-168 AD). The whole area was much
disturbed by pits dug from the Roman Period letlgisugh the earliest phases of the structures
and by an extensive network of animal holes. Fig.&8plan of the area at the end of the 2008
season; fig. 4 the same area at the end of the 84bn.

In the center, uncovered in 2008, is a constraatiorectangular compartments of burned
mud brick with a single curved course of bakedktacthe west. It is too small to be a pottery
kiln, but the presence of fragments of glass ampbebslag discovered last year, and a bowl
continuing blue pigment found this year, suggdstsay have been an oven or kiln used for
smelting copper or for producing faience or gld$se discovery of several bread moulds in the
area this season suggests that the oven may hasee $®th a domestic and an industrial use, as
M. Eccleston has recently suggested was the situatirlier at Amarné.

While it is surprising to find an oven/kiln in fnbof the main pylon of a temple, not to
mention storerooms (later houses?) built agairatgilon, it must be remembered that this area
is enclosed by the east wall of the East Porcthemiest, by the south side of Temple A’s
columned porch on the north (both of which hadestnealls that would at the least obscure the
view into the area north of the Mut Temple’s FiPgton), and by the south wing of Temple A’s
First Pylon on the east. While these structuregwtnding, the whole area would have been
essentially out of sight.

Excavations in 2009 confirmed the north, soutth @est boundaries of this installation:
the outer sides of the mud bricks on these sidew sto sign of burning. The oven/kiln stood at
least one course higher than it does today a®figedf the remaining bricks also show no signs
of burning. How far this installation extendedhe east is still uncertain as we have not yet
reached the bottom of the spill of burnt brick, pbérds and stone fragments uncovered last year

that seems to represent the collapse of the oven/Khe single-course-wide mud brick wall that

the Goddess Mut at South KarnakSAE81 (2007), pp. 101-116jem “The Brooklyn Museum’s 2007 Season of
Fieldwork at the Precinct of Mut, South KarnaRSAE82 (2008), pp. 67-88; anitlem “Report on the Brooklyn
Museum’s 2008 Season of Fieldwork at the Precihthi@®Goddess Mut at South KarnaRSAE(forthcoming). As
we noted in the report on the 2008 Season, amongiote important discoveries about the site areT (e area
north of the Mut Temple’s First Pylon was origityatiot in the Mut PrecinctRer Mwtor Ishery but in terrain
calledlpetor Opet (2) It was not until Dynasty XXV that this temaivas brought into an expandistieru
presumably because Temple A had come to functi@masmmisiCf. most recently, R. Fazzini and J. van Dijk,
“Recent Work in the Mut Precinct at South Karnakgyptian Archaeolog®1 (Autumn, 2007), p. 10.

® M. Eccleston, “Metalworking at Amarna: A PrelimigeReport”,BACE19 (2008), pp. 29-47, esp. pp. 40-42.



forms the west side of the oven/kiln continueshiw g¢outh and may have run over the earlier
mud brick construction uncovered this year nortthefroom 4, built against the face of the
pylon’ (see fig. 4 and below). A mud brick wall 2 coursége and at least 2 courses deep runs
from the north to the south baulk along the eals si the oven/kiln square. This wall’s
northern end is cut by the ashy debris from thenfiilm, suggesting that the wall pre-dates the
oven and was damaged when (or possibly affiterpven was installed. Both this east wall and
the installation’s west wall run over another easst wall that extends the length of the south
baulk c. 30 cm below the preserved top of the dubm(fig. 5).

As to the rest of the area, we are continuingytad determine the several phases of
construction of the buildings. Across the area yieiar we reached the level of the line of paving
east of the East Porch and the broad expanse obnuldto its east (plan, fig. 4). Fig. 5is a
general view of the area at the end of the seddmnfew coins found here this year were
illegible, but the pottery found continues to sugigegeneral Ptolemaic date for the early phases
of the structures.

The walls of rooms 3, 3a and 4 (see fig. 3), wmaged mud brick paving and the baked
brick threshold at the NE corner of room 4 werdthiirectly on a hard-packed surface with
potsherds; the stones that lined the east sideooh ¥ were simply set into shallow holes cut in
this surface. At the south end of room 4, a fewtioggters below this surface, more of the lower
footing of the pylon was revealed. Although cutebpgit west of room 4, it now continues across
the room’s entire width (see fig. 4); it has noébdraced further to the east. Extending north
from the west end of this footing, at c. 12 cm letbe surface on which room 4’s walls were
built was a patch of mud brick of which furtherdea were found north of the aforementioned
pit. This brickwork lies somewhat below the levétlee foundations of the East Porch (fig. 7)
and is 12-18 cm below the remainder of the bricknfbthis year, described below.

In the area north of room 4, immediately beloweayshallow stratum of soil mixed with
small stones and fragments of pottery we uncovareatefully-laid mass of mud brick with
wide mortar lines that runs east-west and is pveskto a width of 5-6 rows, on a line with the
6™ column (from the north) of the East Porch. Thestayf stone chips that was found east of the

’ For a description of the rooms built against tlep, see R. FazzinASAES1 (2007), 102-106 aridem ASAES2
(2008), pp. 70-73.



6™ column in 2007 cuts the west end of this brick. The brick’s festent to the east has not
been uncovered yet. Stubs of two other walls ptdjem the south face of this wall or platform;
interestingly, these stubs are on approximatelyitteeof the later walls of room 4. North of the
wall/platform the soil contains a mixture of smehips of stone and bits of pottery that continues
to the southern edge of the (much damaged) muk brass that covers the northern part of the
area (figs. 3, 4)

As mentioned, the walls of rooms 3 and 3a bottedeen the same surface as the east
wall of room 4 The north-south wall dividing room 3a was cutddyin with collapsed pottery
walls; its east edge lay under the east wall comtadaoth rooms. North of room 3a is a short
section of a north-south wall (fig. 3), separatexht the north wall of room 3a by a shallow pit.
Excavation showed that the wall had been part@ailyby the pit, but that it belongs to an earlier
phase of construction, lying just below and c.r.%est of the bottom of room 3/3a’s east wall
and extending south to what had been the southo$idem 3a’s north wall before turning to the
west for a few courses. To the north, it ends axiprately on the line of the south face of the
northern brick mass, but we have not yet beentahieake a direct connection between the two.

In 2008 we confirmed that th8%hase of room 3's east wall involved thickening th
wall by adding a row of bricks to the west siddhad earlier wall. The wall between rooms 1 and
2 was similarly thickened, and the east and noghswf room 1 seem to belong to this phase as
well. An earlier north-south wall (discovered in0®") ran through room 1 about 0.5 m east of
its west wall*? Fig. 3 shows the earlier east wall of roortf Room 1 is not shown as we were
below the foundations of the east wall of this ghasthe end of the 2008 season and had as yet
found no trace of an earlier wall.

Further careful clearing early in 2009, howevevgaled the east wall of an earlier room
1, although it is somewhat broken. The west watlresserved somewhat further to the north, and

turns to the west just south of the remains oflaher baked brick cistern (?) that cuts through to

8 See R. FazzinASAES2 (2008), p. 72.

° The excavation of this area in 2008 is descrilbe.iFazzini, “Report on the Brooklyn Museum’s 2@ason”,
ASAE(forthcoming).

1 The crossing walls within room 3a proved not tgobeserved beyond the limits of that room.

! See R. Fazzini, “Report on the Brooklyn Museun082 Season’ASAE(forthcoming).

12 Seeidem, ASABL1 (2007), fig 4a.

13 This figure also shows remains of a wall to thetmand east of room 2, of which only one courss pr@served:;
its relationship to the other walls in the areansertain.



this level* (fig. 4). In the angle of this corner are the remsaf a step or threshold made of two
pieces of limestone, both broken. Between the vimdsmud brick paving that is well preserved
for 6 rows but is cut on the north. Traces of a feare courses are visible on the east side of the
cut, but the center and west sides are robbediguBj. The broken, rectangular stone with a
hole drilled in one corner (fig. 4 and visible ig.f8) may be a displaced threshold block with
door pivot. There is a gap between the northeregoued end of this paving and the cistern(?),
but to its west and north is another area of bpeking, although the bricks here are laid east-
west instead of north-south.

These pavings, the long north-south wall in th&teeof the square, the east-west brick
north of room 4 and the more massive expanse ok lbwithe north are all preserved to
approximately the same height (0-9 cm above thestiold of the Propylon). While we have not
as yet been able to make any definite connectiorang these disparate groups of mud brick, it
is tempting to see them as being part of a siraglgel structure that was razed later to make way
for later construction in the area.

There is also, as yet, no connection among atlyesie walls and the wall along the east
side of the oven/kiln square, although it, toqrsserved to approximately the same height as
the other walls just discussed. The oven/kiln fitseéms to belong to a middle phase in the
area’s history: the area of ash, charcoal andtslég south lay under the extended north wall of
room 4, and the smear of ash and other burnt d&biis southeast seems to be on the same
level® It is hoped that a further season of excavatidhaldrify this situation.

West and South of the Taharga Gate
Fig. 9 is a plan of the excavations in the area aed south of the Taharga Gate.
Area 1: Baked Brick Structure North of the Sacred Lake and the area to the north

In 2009 we returned to the unusual baked brickdmgl south of the Taharqa Gate, at the
point where the ground slopes down to the Sacrée Lthat we had begun to explore in late
2008 Its north and west walls were once covered withpainted plaster, some of which
survives. Within the building are two rectanguléagtered areas whose purpose is not known.

1 See R. FazzinASAES1 (2007), pp. 103-104.
15 See R. Fazzini, “Report on the Brooklyn Museun98& Season”ASAE(forthcoming)
18 R. Fazzini, “Report on the Brooklyn Museum’s 2@8ason” ASAE(forthcoming), fig. 20 (three views).



The building’s function is still uncertain. It doast seem large enough to have been a
bath (our first thought), and the suggestion thatdy have been a place for fulling or dyeing
textiles’ cannot be confirmed. What is certain is that bogdsits partially atop the remains of
the Tuthmoside Mut Precinct’s north enclosure wahpse south face we cleared this year along
the length of the building (fig. 10a). Its northllyavhich extends beyond the north face of the
Tuthmoside wall, rests on a foundation of mud b(fak 10b), with evidence of a sand
foundation bed under the north face.

Excavation in 2009 revealed a narrow channel rumfriom the north wall to the east end
of the round chamber south of the western plastareal (see plan, fig. 12). On the south side of
the building, east of this chamber we found a reguéar hole cut into the mud brick of the
Tuthmoside wall into which baked bricks from thedit (?) above had collapsed. The void is too
regular in shape to be accidental. Unfortunatélg,luilding’s south side is not preserved,
having fallen away as the wall on which it was berbded over time.

East of the building is a deep well made of bakeécklwhose north side has collapsed,
sending a spill of baked brick, stone and pottaty a gapetween the Tuthmoside enclosure
wall and the south end of the wall parallel to Tladnarqa Gate wall (fig. 11). The broken stone
visible in the photograph may be parts of a shait that once ran between the well and the
baked brick structure to its north, of which onlgdurses remain.

We wanted to determine how the baked brick building its associated structures relate
to the area in which it lies, so we laid out a 9sguare to its north, measuring north from the
north face of the Tuthmoside enclosure wall andtdwes the west face of the mud brick wall
parallel to and west of the wall running off thaidowing of the Taharga Gate. Fig. 12 is a plan
of the area showing the phases of constructioneagnaerstood them at the end of the 2009
season; the text below is keyed to this plan. .Hifa-c are general views of Area 1.

Immediately below the surface across the whole sweth and west of the Taharqga Gate
that we have explored so far we have found twdastviblack ash separated by a stratum of soft,
windblown earth. From the lower ash layer came @&veek ostraca, one found at the northeast
part of the area, the other at the southwest. Aljhasomewhat worn and damaged, both

probably date to the"2century AD. The firsf is dated to year 7 of a “kaisaros” whose name is

" personal communication by Luc Gabolde, with refeesto work by Sylvie Cauville at Edfu.
18 Expedition no. 23MW.20: h: 9.7 cm; w: 10.1 cm



lost. On the othéf the surface has broken away immediately aftentbrel “kaisaros”, but does
mention a tax master who may be one active undesrmus Piug® The area-wide burning
that produced the lower ash layer presumably oedunot long after wall (il (orange) was
reduced to its present height: the top of this vgallself burnt and lies directly under the ash.

We uncovered a number of mud brick walls in Areldt,their precise sequence is still
uncertain. While the structures in the western phtthe square were better preserved than those
to the east, we have not yet uncovered enougheai th be able to determine their purpose or
even the shape of the building(s) of which theyengart. The rows of brick labeled (a) (dark
green) so far appear to be the earliest in the atezy probably pre-date the baked brick
building as the line of bricks off the east endsrumder that building’s foundations.

The south side of (c1) (yellow) sits directly on. (Bhere was a flat sandstone block set
into the projecting course at the east end (a@japgin the south side of (c1) in the area of this
slab was filled with broken brick and stone (fig)1When we removed the (c1) brick in the
southeast corner, we found more disturbed stomgenieats, and there was additional broken
stone in the gap between (a)/(c) and (d). Periepsandstone slab and the stone and baked
brick debris are remains of an entrance threshaddstairway into building (a) that was later
destroyed when (c1) was built.

The three areas of brick labeled (b1-3) (blue) m@ygontemporary with (a). They
definitely run under the center of the walls laldelel) and (c2), although the foundations of
these two walls east and west of (b1) continue dateast 2 courses, as is visible in fig. 15,
which also shows (b2). (b2) does not continue utttked) as we discovered when we removed
the northern part of that structure.

Built into the northeast corner of (c1), on toplod lowest course of mud brick
uncovered to date, is a square block of sthmeesumably to reinforce the corner. The surface
of the stone slopes sharply to the north and tlek$set on top of it were carefully cut to fit the

uneven surface.

19 Expedition no. 23MW.31: h. of inscribed surface2 6m; w. of inscribed surface: 6.0 cm

20\We are very grateful to Dr. Robert Demarée, DiaBMuhs and Dr. Klaas Worp of the University ofiden for
taking the time to examine photographs of the oatend provide us with this information.

“Remains of 2 columns of badly worn raised relif e visible on the upper surface. According toacobus
van Dijk, who examined the block, at the top oftboblumns is the name of Khonsu, in the right caiuoilowed
by the epithehb Aw.t-ib“lord of joy”. At the bottom of the left column]s$is” can be faintly made out. The
inscription is definitely pre-Ptolemaic, and coblel Kushite or New Kingdom.



The space between (c1) and (c2) was filled with safth down to the top of (b1); there
were no traces of stone, broken brick or otheusitre material; it seems this space remained
open long after the buildings were destroyed.

There is a gap between (c1) and the structureddlfel), although it is possible that the
stub of brick projecting west from the south enddj is broken and once filled the gap. Wall
(ds) is a later addition (although probably not muater). It is not bonded to the main wall and is
founded on a layer of earth at a higher level tin@southern wall (. When we removed {
and the northern portion of)jdwe discovered that what is left obJdvas built atop an earlier
wall (e), shown on fig. 12 in darker orange. Thetimern row of bricks of (e) clearly continued
to the west under (b2) (not shown). It is not darthowever, if this earlier wall is part of (a) as
the space to the south of the preserved row okbigvery disturbed.

While the space between the north and south roWs)ait the east end has been robbed
out, the curving line of bricks shown extendingifrthe northern row may be collapse; It does
not seem to have had any relation to the odd-shagaed of brick (2) to its north.

The space between the baked brick building an@d{ey¥ intentional, with pottery against
the south face of (e) opposite the northeast cavhttre baked brick building. Whatever caused
the subsidence of the east portion of this buildiad the same effect on the){(e) wall.

The whole area east of the walls just discussed,exremely disturbed, with only a few
stubs of organized brick remaining (dark pink an fi2). Beneath this disturbed material we
found traces of a plaster surface that covered rotithe area between (e)fjaand (c2) and ran
west as far as (b2). Walls;jcand (d) were built on this surface.

The situation in the northwest corner of the squsedso rather complex; fig. 12 includes
an inset showing the earliest phase we had redmhedason’s end. The south side of (c2) has
been robbed out for about half its length. The lopaat of an amphoraad been built into the
remaining north row of bricks (visible in fig. 13c)

The structure labeled (f), which corners to themat its west end, was originally
separate from (c2), the gap between them fillett wltunks of stone and pottery. This debris-
filled channel was later capped with a single rdwnad brick of which only the western portion
survived. When we removed the capping bricks arditbris, we found 3 rows of mud brick
((b3) on the inset in the upper right of fig. 1) age top is at the same level as the top of the
bricks labeled (bl). The west side of (c2) is safeat from the top of (b3) by 15 cm of debris,
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while 20-30 cm of debris lie between the bottonifpénd the top of (b2). We also found that
under the cap and the debris, (f) corners to thiéhsto abut the west face of wall (c2). At the
south end of (f), however, the bricks running sdothbut (c2) are part of the wall, not the cap. It
seems likely that the channel was filled and cappexder to provide a firm foundation for a
larger structure that has now disappeared.

There is also a gap between the south and west wfaff) and the block of mud brick (i)
(pale blue) projecting from the north baulk. Thisdk is founded on a deeper level than (f); the
lowest course uncovered so far is on about thd teéwbe (b) walls. In the inset on fig. 12, the
brick labeled (j) (violet) lies 2 courses belowdid is somewhat broken, particularly to the west.
How it relates to (f) and (i) is not yet known.

The stubs of brick at the east end of (c2) andgbeled g1 and g2 (maroon) are later
additions that probably belong with each otherhbm¢re built on an accumulation of earth and
layers of ash several centimeters above the suass@ciated with (c2). It is possible that the
disconnected brick to the east (labeled 1) is agsamtwith (g), but we will never know as this
part of Area 1 was disturbed by a fairly widespraad deep dump of pottery, broken stone and
baked brick that extended north into Area 3 (sged) and east almost as far as the bin/oven
installation. Below (g2) at the end of the seasenwcovered the remains of a north-south wall
(h) that corners to run under (f) and seems todreqgd the brick projecting from the south end of
the west baulk of Area 3, which will be discussetblw (fig. 12, inset; fig. 13 b, upper right).

At the east side of the area we found a group ehs\built against the west face of the
wall parallel to the wall running south from thehBaga Gate that were in use long enough to
have burnt the face of the wall against which teiéyand produced a heavy accumulation of ash
in the vicinity around them. Figs. 12 and 16a shieev2“ phase of this installation. Three mud
brick compartments enclose the ovens, and thereearains of a fourth compartment to the
north of the oven 1, although no trace of an ovweio remains. In this phase, oven 1’s surround
is the only complete one; the west sides of oveas®3 and the south side of oven 3 are
missing. Oven 1 consisted of a small oven setarirger bin or oven whose rim and shoulder
are missing, the space between the west side divthgessels being filled with mud brick,
which extends over the top of the lower vessel. ér@er compartment contained two small

vessels, their west and south sides also suppoytedud brick. Oven 3, the most damaged,
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seems simply to have sat on ash; there is no trfesepporting mud bricks as there is with ovens
1 and 2.

In the earlier phase of this installation thereevenly two ovens or bins: the large vessel
into which oven 1 had been set, and a second, shateamaller vessel that had been completely
covered by the two vessels of oven 2. This eavikesion of oven 2 was set in its own mud brick
surround, some centimeters south of oven 1 (fi).IBhere is no sign of burning on the inside
of the two earlier vessels, so it is possible theye storage bins rather than ovens. When the
cooking area was expanded, the old bins were filedew ovens built on their remains, and
additional ovens added to the south (oven 3) asdiply the north, although only one side of the
surround of this latter oven remains.

Unfortunately, we cannot yet determine how the svwetate to the buildings to their
west. As mentioned above, the area west of thesoisdpadly disturbed, what mud brick that
exists being cut and pitted out. The ovens magrgeWith strata uncovered in Area 3 (see fig.
9), on which see below.

The pottery found throughout the area seems tpa@tip date in the®12" centuries AD;

a selection is illustrated as fig. 25. In fact,rthies a considerable consistency between the gotter
in Area 1 and that found in association with threctures built against the Mut Temple’s first
pylon? As itis also in Karnak, it is not surprising ttiae closest parallels with the pottery
found this year and in previous seasons contimues found in the material from the Chapel of
Achoris?®

Among the most characteristic vessels from tha are red-slipped bowls with bands of
blue/black paint (sometimes augmented with ratlas-bke flowers or leaves) around the center
of the bod¢* and shallow bowls with ring bases and raised ttmas are red-slipped inside and
over the rim, with concentric circles or other dextion in blue/black on the floor of the ves$zl.
The two amphora necks belong to the category @f-lwecked, smooth-sided brown amphora

common in the early Roman Perffdas are the pointed, knobbed amphora 6¥ge found no

2 For examples, see FazziASAES2, fig. 9.

23], Lauffray,La chapelle d’Achéris & Karnak: 1. Les fouillesarthitecture, le mobilier et I'anastylog&ditions
Recherche sur les Civilisations, 1995), pp. 87-109.

24 A number of similar bowls are illustrated in K. Miyiec, Keramik und Kleinfunde aus der grabung im Tempel
Sethos’ I. in Gurna, MDAIK7 (1987), p. 83 and figs. 864-893 and plate Xd4.rb-7.

K. My liwiec, Keramik und Kleinfundep. 89 and figs. 925-936, 940-945, and pl. XV,.riod.

% For amphora necks and handles, cf. S. MarchaAchphores de Karnak et de Dendara”, in S. Marchamtia
Marangou (eds.)Amphores d’Egypte de la basse époque a I'époqueeal@CES, vol. 1 (Cairo, 2007), pp. 369-
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examples of the later, ribbed Roman amphora wighhindles high on the neck. A pitcher of
Aswan pink ware with a trefoil rim a flaking redphnd a single piece of a rim of Eastern
Sigillata ware came from this area as f&Thesiga (keg) neck is known at Mons Claudianus
in the £'and 2° centuries? although it is possible that the one illustrated residual Ptolemaic

sherd® as mentioned, the area is quite disturbed.

Area 2: West of the Taharga Gate

One of the goals of the 2009 season was to disvavat the approach from the west to
the Taharga Gate had been in Dynasty 25. We kraw [irevious excavations, between 1977
and 2008, that the gate had been blocked, the drewel raised, and houses built to its west by
at least the *Lcentury AD, to judge by a group of ostraca foumome of the structuré$ and
probably by the late Ptolemaic Period. The hougesithin the protection of the precinct’s
north and west enclosure walls.

In 2008 we excavated the gateway to its origiraiipg and extended excavations c. 1.5
m to the west; there was little evidence of buidpiere, but we did find that the paving of the
gateway’s approach continued into the west batilk.

In 2009 we laid out a 7 x 12 meter trench, ceterethe gate’s west face (see fig. 9).
Its northern border is the large mud brick wallgogm wide) discovered in 1977 that meets the
wall running north from the Taharga Gate’s nortingv{fig. 17) and runs west for at least 15
meters. The southern boundary was set 1.3 m sdtitie south wing of the gate. The wall that

376, esp. p. 371 and fig. 14 (Dendar&21® century AD); V. Maxfield and D. Peacockhe Roman Imperial
Quarries: Survey and Excavation at Mons Porphyrit894-1998. Volume 1: Topography and Quarr&d' EES
Memoir (London, 2001), p. 271 and fig. 6.15, nd; 4nd p. 280 and fig. 6.18, no. 35-36; (ampharg rieck and
handles)

%’ See, e.g., R. Tomber, “Early Roman Egyptian Amphdrom the Eastern Desert of Egypt: A Chronoldgica
Sequence,” in S. Marchand and A. Marangou (eAsaphores d’Egypte de la basse époque a I'époqueea@CE
8, vol. 2 (Cairo, 2007), p. 529 and fig. 2, no. 4.

% cf. J. Hayes, in S. Sidebotham and W. Wendrick.jeBerenike 1995: Preliminary Report of the 1995
Excavations at Berenike (Egyptian Red Sea Coast)lam survey of the Eastern Desgreiden, 1996), p. 168 and
fig. 16; V. Maxfield and D. Peacockons Porphyritesp. 274 and fig. 6.16, no. 2.

29V, Maxfield and D. Peacocl§urvey and Excavation: Mons Claudianus 1987-19@8, 3Ceramic Vessels &
Related ObjectéCairo, 2006), p. 97, Type 96 (fig. 1.37), whdris shape is called “common. Mid-tentury
through Severan.”

30¢f. R. Tomber, in S. Sidebotham and W. Wendriais(eBerenike 1996: PreliminaryReport of the 1996
Excavations at Berenike (Egyptian Red Sea Coast}lmsurvey of the Eastern Des@réiden, 1998), pp. 163-165
and fig. 24.

3L R. Jasnow and R. Fazzini, “Demotic Ostraca froeNfut Precinct in Karnak,Enchorial6 (1988), pp. 23- 48.
32 R. Fazzini, “Report on the Brooklyn Museum’s 2@8ason” ASAE(forthcoming).
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ran west from the narrowed, Roman Period thresbibllde gate excavated in 2008 divided the
area naturally into a northern and a southerna@etti North of this wall were the
Ptolemaic/Roman houses; south of it the area hatdeen much explored.

Area 2 North

In 1977, built against the north boundary wallumeovered an east-rising stairway with
stone treads (fig. 17b); it was enclosed by mudkbaiong its south and east sides. Fig 18a
shows the same area partway through the 2009 sdaseems likely that the sandstone block
on the left of the photograph is the thresholdheféntrance to the stairwell, which would have
been entered from the south and turned immeditaelye east. The stairwell itself has now
completely collapsed: the two mud brick casemeass ef the sandstone sill are all that remain
of its support. The northern casement was built aeeap of broken stone against the face of
the north boundary wall and was filled with dirhd southern casement was partially filled with
broken pottery, probably dumped in as fill (see #§). A Ptolemaic or possibly early Roman
date seems appropriate for this pottery.

West of the stairway was a small room built in B\& corner of Area 2 north. It went
through at least 2 phases of construction, thergkpbase consisting of adding a row of bricks
to the existing north, south and west sides ofdloen (plan, fig. 12 and fig. 18b). The original
west wall of this room is partially under the wbaulk. A narrow cross wall to the east that abuts
the south wall may have created a doorway intodben, and there is a projecting stub of brick
halfway along the south wall (and also not bondaei) that seems intentional. We found a
considerable amount of pottery, particularly altimg south side, sitting on an ashy surface,
suggesting the area was used for food storageepapation (fig. 26). G. Schreiber has recently
published a detailed study of painted pottery fiimebes from late dynastic to Ptolemaic
times3* The two bowl fragments illustrated resemble G.r8itier's simple floral style of
carinated bowl, which he dates “from the Late Rergieriod at least to th8%entury BC,*®

while the body sherds with bands of black/purpleadight background appear to fit in the

334
ibid.
% G. Schreiberl.ate Dynastic and Ptolemaic Painted Pottery fronefiés (4-2" B.C.) Dissertationes Pannonicae
Ser. lll, Vol. 6 (Budapest, 2003).
%ibid., p. 26 and pl. 1, no. 3-22, esp. no. 16.
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category of linear style B, which Schreiber sayerds “well into the %' part of the ¥ c.
BC”.%

The oven with a mud brick surround built agaihgt $outh face of the wall dividing Area
2 north (fig. 18a) seems to confirm the domesticireaof the building. This oven had been
partially exposed in 1977, under an ashy surfagertin across the space between the two walls,
so it is not clear if it is exactly contemporarythvihe room to the north. Running over the top of
the oven was a layer of earth containing many swmiailie flecks of plaster or decayed
lime/limestone. This same layer was found to théls¢see below). The large, irregular gap in
the wall east of the oven is an animal hole, dagesthe 1977 season. The animal hole was
useful in allowing us to examine the constructibthes wall. As with the (c2) and (f) walls of
Area 1, this wall began as two walls separated dgmthat was later covered with a row of mud
brick to create a wider, stronger wall.

To the east, where this wall is broken, we begdmd a large concentration of broken
pottery. The surface associated with the oven wésdn this accumulation, which ran across
the whole area from east to west and was founi@ aglainst the south face of the wall cut by the
animal hole. This heap of pottery, which we haéadly seen in the 2008 excavations just west
of the Taharga Gate, proved to be the top of aldugnp of stone and pottery that extended west
from the gate way to the west baulk (fig. 19). Heeumulation seems to be confined mainly to
Area 2 north, lying on a surface that at the ceatel west is c. 65-70 cm above the paving but
slopes down to the east. At the east end (lowét migfig. 19) the debris also seems to have been
tipped from north to south, confirming what we savthe west baulk of the 2008 excavation,
and to spill down to a level c. 40 cm above them@awrom this accumulation came one
imported stamped amphora handle and the neck Bfygptian amphora handle with a pseudo-
stamp®’ We also found a few feet from fire dogs; the atmmplete example shown came
from the lowest level of the build-u All of the structures in Area 2 north, as wellths
buildings to the west excavated in 197737@ere built on top of this material, or on latebde

that accumulated on it, suggesting the dumpingamasitentional landfill to create a surface on

*ibid., pp. 44-45 and pls. 4-6.

%'G. Marouard, “Quelques amphores d’époque hellépistet romaine de Karnak (CFEETK)Amphores d’Egypte
CCES8, vol. 1, p. 353 and fig. 14a-15; he dates tieshe 2° century BC.

3 0On firedogs and their possible use, see D. Asfamcient Egyptian “Fire Dogs” — A New Interpretatity

MDAIK 45 (1989), pp. 27-32 and pl. 1.

% R. Fazzini, in R. Jasnow and R. Fazzini, “Dem@iatraca from the Mut Precinct in Karnak,” pp. 28- 2
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which to build the houses west of the Taharga Gaselection of the pottery from this landfill
is shown in fig. 26. The high proportion of paintgterds in this material argues strongly for a
Ptolemaic date for its deposition.

When we cut a north-south section halfway acragma AR north, taking the eastern half of
the area down to the level of the paving, we fotlrad the north boundary wall descends to the
paving level and is thus contemporary with the Tghaate (fig. 20a-b). Unfortunately, the
corner where it met the wall running north from tae (see fig. 17a) has collapsed since 1977.
Fig. 20a shows clearly the later Ptolemaic/Romarskavall built against the face of thé"™25
Dynasty wall.

Area 2 south

The situation south of the dividing wall is vernferent: there is virtually no architecture.
Instead, under the modern surface earth are sestegitd of debris, whose tip lines are clearly
visible in the west baulk (fig. 21a), that run fa# width of the area, being higher at the north
and south ends than in the center. The upper strétu25-30 cm thick) is characterized by a
heavy concentration of white flecks.

All these strata of debris, but in particular thigite-flecked stratum, contained a heavy
concentration of broken pottery (no whole vessalmél) mixed with many small fragments of
faience, bronze and glass; broken terracotta fgg(mestly quadrupeds); beads; and some
fragments of bone. This all appears to be domdsticis. Of the dozen coins found in Area 2
south, only one could be identified: a coin of Hady possibly year 11 (126-127 AtSthat
came from the top of the white-flecked layer and/i@ intrusive. Here, too, theneas an
unusually high concentration (for the Mut Preciraftpainted pottery (fig. 27), virtually all of it
in the “floral styles” described by G. Schreifl&éie also found more examples of Egyptian
blackware than usual, and for the first time haegrments of imported Greek black-glazed
pottery, mainly body sherds, as well as what selerbg a red-glazed kantharos or skyphos
fragment with a white vine motif> From these strata came two more stamped amphndieisa

these, and the ones from Area 2 north, are cuyreerthg studied and will probably prove to be

“0 Excavation no. 23MW.43: diam 1.9 cm; thicknessd@ Obverse: bust, laureate, to the right; revesisey
standing to right. Inscription on obvergeVT KAI [TRAI A DPIA CEB]. As always, we are indebted to Dr.
Penelope Weadock Slough for her willingness toaeethe coins we find.

L G. Schreiberl.ate Dynastic and Ptolemaic Painted Pottery

42 cf. K. My liwiec et al, “Remains of a Ptolemaic Villa at Athribist)DAIK 44 (1988), p. 191 and pl. 39a-c:
fragments of a kantharos or skyphos.
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Ptolemaic in date. Fig. 27 shows samples of poftery the area. This material all suggests that
by the end of the Ptolemaic Period the approathad aharga Gate was completely blocked.

The two phases of the dividing wall between Arge#&h and south can also be seen in
fig. 22a. The eastern portion of the wall, broketha west end, was built atop the landfill
described above; its lowest course is c. 1.2 m altioe paving of the approach to the gateway.
The top of this phase serves as the foundatiothéolater, narrower phase whose western
portion was built on and cuts into, the top of Wiate-flecked layer, the same stratum that ran
over the oven north of the dividing wall.

The east-west stub of wall to the south (fig.s9%hie deepest of the remaining wall
fragments in the area, its lowest course beingeapteserved top of the earlier phase of the
dividing wall. The other short walls, which formadoom built against the dividing wall, are at
most 4 courses deep and are founded on the whitkdtl stratum. The southwest corner of this
room (which had a packed earth floor) was destrdyed later pit that cut through to the white-
flecked stratum.

At the south side of Area 2 south, c. 90 cm bdlosvtop of the white-flecked layer, we
uncovered a mud brick wall that runs across tha sreneet the wall parallel to the Taharqa
Gate wall. The white-flecked layer continued acrbgstop of this wall and cut the west end of
the north wall of the small mud brick building tifeund in 1977 (fig. 21b). The south wall of

this building was built directly on top of the lamgwall, *3

which was preserved to a height of c.
1.1 meter (7 courses), although the coursing atéis¢ end is unclear.

In the center of the area, beneath the white-#ddkyer, we found a single round feature
(not illustrated; possibly the bottom of a bin) &b a surface that was on approximately the
same level as the floor in the rooms in the norgtwerner of Area 2 north, but found no
evidence of structures with which to associate femsure, and the surface was much broken.

Below this surface, at about the level of thedbthe landfill to the north, we began to
come on a mix of earth, ashy debris and fragmetaked brick that may be part of that
landfill. Immediately beneath this layer lay the wf the one other piece of architecture in the
area: a crudely-built wall of worked sandstone lméstone blocks about 1.5 m north of the
south wall and extending about 3 m. east from thstwaulk (fig. 22 a-b). The blocks of the two

courses are simply stacked on one another withardam This wall and the larger wall to the

*3The east wall and its stone threshold had beepvedin 2008.
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south were built on a surface c. 40 cm above thengaf the approach to the gate. This is the
same level as the top of the mud brick paving uaoey between the west jambs of the Taharga
Gate in 2008 that was part of the second phadeeafidrrowing of the gate. In the first phase, a
new sandstone threshold was installed in the centine gate, flanked by mud brick walls that
narrowed the entrance. The stone threshold waslieedtly on the original paving. A third
threshold, a two-course construction of baked baicét sandstone, raised the threshold to the
level of the surface on which the landfill was dwedpabout 65-70 cm above the pavilig.

On the southern part of the lower surface (i.e40ccm above the paving) we found a
number of large pieces of pottery and broken samésthat proved to be displaced paving
stones; to the north there was relatively littlétexy.

Below this surface we finally reached the pavihthe approach to the gate (fig. 23),
which curves somewhat to the south as it approatieesest baulk. The central part of the
paving is in good condition, but to the south itnisch disturbed and broken. As we discovered
when we cut the section through Area 2 north (&), the area north of the gate’s entrance
does not seem to have been paved; instead thera paked earth surface between the north
wall and the paving.

The north wall, then, seems to mark the northesmbary of the Taharga Gate and its
approach in Dynasty 25. We have not yet found apaable contemporary southern boundary
wall. The wall south of the gate uncovered thisryeas built later, probably in the Ptolemaic
Period to judge by the pottery found in the arelagnvthe ground level had risen and the gate had
already been narrowed. We found no evidence oktmigtures (e.g., a colonnade, sphinx bases)
on either side of the paving, although we did fanpink granite fragment of a ram and part of a
large column drum in the area. If such monumenisted they were either removed in antiquity

or began west of the west limit of our excavation.

Area 3: Between Areas 1 and 2

We opened a third area between Areas 1 and 2inigpdetermine the width of the wall
that formed the south boundary of the approachadraharga Gate (partially covered by Area
2’s south baulk) and in part to determine what tiesveen this wall and the mud brick structures

of Area 1. Area 3 (plan, fig. 9 and fig. 24) folled the line of the west baulk of Area 2 as far as

* See R. Fazzini, “The Brooklyn Museum’s 2008 SedsaBAE(forthcoming).
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the north baulk of Area 1, which we cut throughiné the two areas. The northeastern part of
Area 3 had been partially excavated in 1977, atiwtime the long north-south wall parallel to
the Taharga Gate wall was uncovered,; this is theesaall that forms the eastern limit of Area

1. The earth in this area sloped gradually to thalsand rather sharply to the east. The pottery-
filled strata of Area 2 continue over the edgehaf south wall (see fig. 27), but are disturbed
further south and east.

At the south end of Area 3, about 5 cm below tintase, we encountered the same layer
of ash that overlay the whole of Area 1. It conéidic. 1.35 m to the north, where it is cut.
Immediately below the ash was the same level afidhied mud brick that existed in the
northeastern area of Area 1; it extended northAmea 3 for 1.8 m and c. 1.6 m east of Area 3's
west baulk. This brick was mixed with, and parilyirsg upon on a scrappy fill of mixed small
sherds and charcoal fragments below which wasea [afyblack and brown ash with numerous
charcoal fragments whose top lay c. 60 cm belowrtbdern surface. Some of the pottery from
this stratum is illustrated in fig. 27 and suggesBtolemaic date. When we cleared this fallen
brick, we found more organized brick at the junetaf Areas 1 and 3 (fig. 12, inset, labeled (h)),
with a thicker concentration of ash immediatelytsceast. From this patch came a small
fragment of very fine black-glazed pottery with hitg vegetal pattern. According to William
Peck, this is certainly a piece of imported Sotdfidn ware (fig. 27; shown at larger scale than
the rest of the pottery). The layer of black ashticwes to the south, running under walls (g1)
(fig. 12).

About 30 cm. below the layer of black ash and s&pd from it by a stratum of earth, we
found a distinctive stratum of pale gray ash thatrthe full length of the west side of Area 3, up
to the south side of the wall that forms the namhsoundary of this area. It is c. 25 cm deep at
its thickest (west baulk at the north end of theaabut thins to a few centimeters further south.
At its northern end it was cut c. 30 cm east ofvtlest baulk. To the south it runs into Area 1 at
least as far as thé%ven (early phase), and seems to continue belewltster surface that is
otherwise the lowest surface reached in this ar@®09 (see above). Opposite and north of the
Area 1 ovens it was cut by the pottery dump meetioabove that disturbed the northeast corner
of Area 1.

At its north end, the gray ash layer appearsdp at the wall that forms the southern

boundary of the approach to the Taharqa Gate.wWaliscontinued into the west baulk. It is
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made up of four rows of brick laid north-south, lwé fifth row laid east-west forming its north

face. This northern row is broken about halfwayglthe wall, and there is also a break in the
south row east of the west baulk. At the baulkehsrevidence that the wall may be preserved
one or possibly two courses higher further to tlestwbut the brick here is rather broken. The

gray ash runs up to, but not over, this slightlyht@r level in the baulk.

As mentioned above, we did not find the gray asfel in the eastern part of this area.
However, south of the wall, about 2 m. west oflting north-south wall and several centimeters
above the preserved top of the south wall was giraurface made up of ash mixed with bits of
broken mud brick and pottef§ surrounding and running over what was left of astavest row
of 3 pottery ovens. The lower portions of the tvastern ovens were still intact, but only traces
of the third oven remained. These ovens were sanarea of mud brick that abutted the south
face of the wall bounding the Taharqa Gate apprdachpossible that they, small building to
the north (see fig 9), and the mud brick abutting tvall belong to the same building phase.

Although the brick is broken east of the ovensyiits 5 courses to the south before being
cut by an odd construction of baked brick (plag, ¢ and fig. 24) that runs across the area and
into the west baulk. The top course was formedamyrows of bricks laid north-south, separated
by a row of bricks laid east-west; all the bricks kid on edge. The second course, whose bricks
were laid flat, was offset to the south by the widf a half brick. A section cut through the wall
parallel to the Taharqga Gate wall showed that bo¢hbaked brick construction and the rows of
mud brick terminate at this wall. We have so fdlolwed the mud brick south of the baked brick
for c. 2.5 m along the face of the wall, althoulybre is a gap about a meter square at the
northeast corner. At the southern end, the patttbmick changes (see fig. 9), with a row of
stretchers separating the 9 northern rows of hedd®n the 2 southern rows. The brick extends
c. 3.75 m to the west, all the rows laid east-veasept for the final row which is laid north-
south and seems to mark the end of the wall (dafquta?) as there is no brick west of this row
(see fig. 9). The brick to the south runs underetath below the stratum of gray ash; we hope
to explore the whole area further next year.

From the gray ash layer came a spouted vesseP{f)gof a type with which we were not

familiar*®. A very similar vessel was found in the lowerdksvof the debris in Area 2 nofth

> The top of this level is the lowest point reackedng the 1977 season.
¢ Expedition no. 23MW.94; h: 7.3 cm; max. diam: 6m; tall flaring neck, ring base, spout from sheuld
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(fig. 26), suggesting a possibly Ptolemaic dateadst for the latter. Very similar objects were
found at Edfu in 1938 (called “aiguiéres” by thekcavator), and those that most resemble the
ones found in Area 3 are dated to the Ptolemaio@8&t From the same stratum came a
fragment of a Nile silt vessel with a motif of vBiabove a band of cross-hatching, executed in
red and black paint on a white background, anaeegpof imported black-glazed pottery (fig.
27).

Although we now have a somewhat better understgnafi the development of the
approach to the Taharga Gate and the growth didhses to the north and west, the area
southwest of the gate still leaves many questioretanswered. The wall that is parallel to and
west of the wall running off the gate’s south wimigs the full length of the area from the
Taharqga Gate to the Tuthmoside enclosure walt.dsritemporary with the gate or was it built at
the same time as the wall that forms the southeumdary wall of the approach? How do the
mud brick and baked brick features of Area 3 refatiat wall and to Area 1 to the south? What
sort of structures are the large Roman Period nnig#t tvalls (c1) and (c2)/(f) in Area 1? Could
they be wings of a gateway? If so, to and from vduegs the gate lead? We hope to be able to
answer at least some of these questions in thengpseiason.

CONSERVATION AND RESTORATION

Chapel D

In 2009 we completed the restoration of this Phale chapel to the extent possible. The
east walls of all three rooms were rebuilt or re=ticand new paving was laid down throughout
the chapel where the original paving was badly dggdar missing. Fig. 28 shows the chapel at
the end of the season.

Taharga Gate
The season’s major conservation project was tomedoth wings of the Taharga Gate to
the extent possible. Fig. 29 shows the north fd¢keosouth wing and the south face of the north

wing at the start of the season and fig. 30 aftenmetion of the work. The blocks making up

“” Expedition no. 23MW.90; h. to break at neck: 59 max diam: 6.7 cm; neck missing.
8 K. Michalowski,et al, Fouilles Franco-Polonaises, Rapports II: Tell Edf6®38(Cairo, 1938), p. 105 (cat. 503-
504) and pl. XXIIl, nos 12-15.



21

both wings were badly deteriorated. Both wings whsenantled to their lowest courses and the
blocks consolidated with Paraloid B-72. Where bkalere missing or too decayed to save they
were replaced. A finishing coat of the mix usedhmy SCA (portland cement, sand and lime)
tinted to match the color of the original blockssnapplied to reconstructed but undecorated
areas.

The facade of the north wing was supported byra oblarge blocks that also had to be
dismantled, consolidated and then repositionedsardred (fig. 31a-b). The corresponding core
of the south wing was not preserved, although dadiation course of the south (core) side of
the gate suggests there may have been such adabregt as thick as that of the north wing.

The blocks of the south wing’s facade were in mwolnse condition than those of the
north wing, perhaps because of the lack of a suimgocore. In order to stabilize and support
this wing, the masons built a new core, followihg butline of the foundation course (fig. 32a-
b).

We have been able to restore several blocks faiben the gate to their original position.
Fig. 33a-b shows the west face of both wings aetiteof the work. On the north wing (fig. 33a)
we restored two blocks of Amun’s head and torsathensouth wing the lower legs and feet of
Taharga and Mut and a block from the next course/ene restored.

Fig. 34a-b shows the east face of both wings. &gtred one block of the god’s lower
body to the north wing and the lower body of a Niégty to the south wing. This block was the
only piece of decoration preserved from this face.

Fig. 35 looks east across the paving of the agpré@athe Taharga Gate and to Temple A
to which the processional way led.

There were a few blocks we were not able to pak lra position, some because the
upper part of the gate is missing and others bectgsr precise location is not yet known. We

hope to find and restore other blocks from the gat®ming seasoris.

9 The decoration of this gateway will be publishedri Fazzinigt al., Aspects of the Art, Iconography and
Architecture of Late Dynasty XX-early Dynasty XXMth Special Emphasis on the Temple Precinct®Gbddess
Mut at Karnak)(in progress).
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Fig. 1: Plan of the Mut Precinct showing areawofk by the Brooklyn Museum Mut Expedition in 2009.

Fig. 2a: View to the east of the sounding at the Fig. 2b (top) and 2c (bottom): two strata of mud
south end of the®1Pylon of Temple A brick walls under the sand foundation. Both suggest
showing the sand foundation layer under the domestic rather than temple structures.

mud brick.
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Fig. 5: View to the west of the kiln/oven northtb& Mut Temple’s 1 Pylon. The lower level wall is visible on the left

Fig. 6: View to the north of the area north of Mat Temple’s ¥ Pylon at the end of the season.

Fig. 7: The brick at west end of pylon with Eastd®oto  Fig. 8: Looking east across the area north of raépm
right. showing the mud brick paving(?) and walls and the
possible limestone threshold.
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Fig. 10a: View to the NW showing the south facehef northern Tuthmoside enclosure wall with theduabkrick building built on it.
The wall that forms the eastern boundary of thacstires associated with this building is visiblghie center of the picture.

Fig. 10b: View east of the same area showingrhé brick foundations of the north part of thelthnig, the gap between it and
the mud brick structures to the north, and themfate of the Tuthmoside enclosure wall, whichding with the Mut Temple’s
1 Pylon

Fig. 11: View to the west of the collapse of stameked brick and pottery on the N side of the wetting through the south end of the
wall parallel to the Taharga Gate wall.
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Fig. 13a: A view east of the mud brick walls of Arg, north of the baked brick building. The
plastered floor is in the center of the photo wfitl bins in the rear.

Fig. 13b: General view to the southwest of Area 1.

Fig. 13c: The same area, looking northeast
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Fig. 14: The gap in the south side of wall (c)thwiumbled stone and brick; wall (a) is in the fin@und.

Fig. 15: View south across the western half of AtesVall (b1) (to the right of the meter stick) supetween walls (c1), in
the background, and (c2). The foundations of (car2)deeper east and west of (b).

Fig. 16a: View south along the east side of Arshdwing Fig. 16b: View east of the 2 ovens/bins of
the 29 phase of the ovens built against the wall parédi¢he the earlier phase.
wall running south from the Taharqga Gate.
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Fig. 17a: The wall running north and west from Tladharga Fig. 17b: A 1977 view to the east of the stairway
Gate at the end of the 1977 season (photograpbodie). built against the wall running west from the Talzarg
Gate. (photograph: R. Bianchi)

Fig. 18a: The northern portion of Area 2 North Hog east  Fig. 18b: The room in the northwest corner of A2aaorth,
to the Taharga Gate. The stone threshold is olethewith looking to the south.
the remains of the support of the stairway toétste

Fig. 19: View north across area 2 north with thédihg wall between the areas removed and the tdpeodump of stone
and pottery clearly visible.
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Fig. 20a (left) shows the join between the waltreff Ptolemaic/Roman house (to the right of the natiek) and the
earlier wall. Fig. 20b shows the north wall of #irea extending down to the level of the paving ramting east to
the wall that abuts the north wing of the TahargaeG

Fig. 21a: The west baulk of Area 2 south in midssea showing the strata of debris; the row of litoes is the only
architectural feature found in the center of theaar

Fig. 21b: The north and south walls of the smailcttire west of the south wing of the Taharqa Gatg,found in
1977. Its south wall was built on top of the earbeck wall forming the southern boundary of targea.
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Fig. 22a-b: Two views of the crudely-built stonellved the south side of Area 2 south: (a) lookimgth to the
wall dividing Area 2 north and south; (b) lookingush to the south wall of the area.
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Fig 23: The paving west of the Taharga Gate, seen the west. The central part of the paving id\wedserved,
but the blocks to the south are disturbed.

Fig 24: View to the northwest of Area 3 showing thars of baked brick with mud brick on either satel the thick
layer of grey ash (center) at a higher level thenlricks. The wall forming the southern bounddrthe paved area
west of the Taharga Gate is in the background la@@ toriginal bins of Area 1 are in the foreground.



Fig. 25: A selection of pottery from Area 1.
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Fig. 26: Pottery from Area 2 north.
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Fig. 27: Pottery from Area 2 south and Area 3.
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Fig. 28: Chapel D at the end of the season, wighaalls restored and new paving installed.

Fig. 29a-b: The inner faces of the north (top) sodth wings of the Taharqa Gate at the beginnirige2009 season.
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Fig. 30a-b: The same area at the end of the seBsmnaged blocks have been conserved or replaceblacks
fallen from the gate restored to their originaligioss.
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Fig. 31a-b: The core of the north wing at the stthe
season (left). The precarious condition of the keéds
clear. Below is the core at the end of the season.

Fig. 32a-b: In the south wing all that remained wees
foundation course of the rear of the gate (top)tt@nright is
the new core of the south wing, built on the orggin
foundation to support the facade.
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Fig.33a-b: The west faces of the north (left) andtls wings of the Taharqa Gate at the end of themewith
fallen blocks restored to their original positions.

Fig. 34a-b: The east face of the south (left) amdimwings of the gate at the end of the season.
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Fig. 35: Looking east through the restored Tah&gte, which opened a processional way to Tempie the rear
of the photograph.



