
Univerzita Karlova v Praze 

Filozofická fakulta 

Český egyptologický ústav 

Študijný odbor: Egyptológia 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Pottery of the Fifth and Sixth Dynasty  

from the excavations of the  

Czech Institute of Egyptology  

in the cemeteries of Abusir South 

 
Diplomová práca 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Autor:  Mgr. Katarína Kytnarová 

Vedúci diplomovej práce: Prof. Miroslav Bárta, Dr. 

Dátum odovzdania: Praha, máj 2009 



 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Vyhlasujem, že som diplomovú prácu vypracovala samostatne s využitím 

uvedených prameňov a literatúry. 

 

 

 

1 
 



 

 

 

„Keramika 5.a 6. dynastie z výskumov Českého egyptologického ústavu na 

pohrebisku v južnom Abusíre“ 

Diplomová práca sa zaoberá spracovaním a klasifikáciou rozsiahleho dosiaľ 

nepublikovaného korpusu keramiky pochádzajúceho z výskumov Českého 

egyptologického ústavu, prebiehajúcich od roku 1991 na pohrebisku v južnom Abusíre. 

Okrem vytvorenia  nového typologického systému je vybraný keramický materiál 

analyzovaný i z hľadiska presnejšieho chronologického vývoja v rámci konca Starej ríše 

v oblasti Memfidskej nekropole, technologických postupov a spracovania jednotlivých 

typov keramiky, priestorového členenia  a nálezových kontextov súborov v rámci 

hrobových komplexov, ako i archeologických dokladov pohrebných zvykov. V menšej 

miere je skúmaný i sociálny aspekt keramiky ako odrazu ekonomického a spoločenského 

postavenia majiteľov jednotlivých hrobiek. 

 

 

 

 

„Pottery of the Fifth and Sixth Dynasty from the excavations of the Czech 

Institute of Egyptology in the cemeteries of Abusir South“ 

The topic of this thesis is the large yet unpublished assemblage of the pottery of the 

late Old Kingdom coming from the excavations of the Czech Institute of Egyptology in the 

cemeteries of the officials in Abusir South. The pottery was studied in the light of several 

main aspects – from the viewpoint of its classification and typology, the vessel 

manufacturing techniques, the chronological impact and dating limitations of the pottery 

and, finally, the relevant spatial divisions both according to the cultic and burial spaces in 

the tombs and in relation to the social status of the tomb owners. The main contribution of 

this study is the establishment of a new Abusir South pottery classification and an analysis 

of the chronological development of certain ceramic types. 
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Introduction 

 

 The aim of this thesis is to present a classification of the pottery of the Late Old 

Kingdom, based on the pottery assemblages found during the excavations in the private 

tombs of the courtiers and officials in the cemetery of Abusir South. Here, the works were 

started 20 years ago with the rescue excavation of the badly looted tomb chapel of 

Kaaper.1 To date, about 54 individual tombs and tomb complexes have been discovered 

and a limited number of tombs have been published.2 However, despite the many vessels 

found, only a small number of these have been presented and published. This thesis aspires 

to fill this gap and offers a comprehensive classification of the main pottery types found in 

the Abusir South tombs.  

 

The modern scholars of Egyptian archaeology encounter quite a few problems 

when dealing with the pottery of the Old Kingdom. Contrary to the earlier and later stages 

of Egyptian history (such as the Predynastic and Early Dynastic Periods and, on the other 

hand, the New Kingdom), the pottery of the Old Kingdom is not seen as a significant 

cultural identifier. Most of the pottery found is undecorated and a large percentage is a 

common kitchen ware (such as beer jars, bread moulds, forms, stands etc.), even if used in 

ritual or funerary contexts. Therefore, the Old Kingdom pottery has long stood in the 

shadow of other more attractive types of Egyptian ware, i.e. New Kingdom decorated 

wares or the prehistoric wares. Also, its comparative lack of chronological importance in 

the eyes of early excavators put it secondary to other more significant finds, such as those 

epigraphic (altars, false doors, stelae, etc.) or iconographic (reliefs, statuary etc.). Despite 

the fact that in 1933 there was already a proposal for the creation of a corpus of Egyptian 

pottery, suggesting scale standards for drawings as well as standardized registration cards 

                                                 
1  The then Czechoslovak Institute of Egyptology started excavating the tomb of Kaaper in the autumn of 

1991 (Bárta 2001: X-XI). In 1993, the excavations continued in the area of the tomb of Fetekty and at the 

Lake of Abusir. 
2  Namely the tomb of Ity, the tomb of Fetekty and its adjacent tomb complexes, the tomb of Kaaper and 

some tombs of the Lake Abusir area (Bárta 2001), as well as the tomb complex of Qar and his family 

members (Bárta 2009). Specialized monographs dealing with the finds from these areas are in preparation. 
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for pottery from all excavations in Egypt, no such plan was fulfilled (Harding 1933).3 Still 

to date, there is no monograph dealing with all the Old Kingdom pottery in all its aspects 

(production, clay types in different regions, decoration, types of slips or wash in different 

regions and development of shapes), and there is no unified classification in use. On the 

other hand, pottery is gaining more in importance and significant specialized monographs, 

even if concentrated on just one or two sites, are appearing.4  However, currently only a 

very basic chronological line for some select types of vessels is available, which is highly 

problematic and unreliable at times. The author of the present work compared 

chronological developments between different sites to prove the relativity of some of the 

chronological aspects, such as the size of the pot or some of its selected features. Except 

for a few select sites where a large amount of pottery comes from a closed context with 

additional dating criteria (such as the name and the titles of the deceased, relief decoration 

etc.) is available, no dates for the pottery can be stated other than “Fourth Dynasty”, “Fifth 

Dynasty” or “Sixth Dynasty”. Each of these lasted up to two hundred years. Hence, 

compared to, for example, Roman terra sigillata that can be dated within almost a decade 

or two with its exact provenience and the manufacturer, the chronology of Old Kingdom 

ceramics is certainly lacking. At the current stage of knowledge, only a few vessel types 

can be securely attributed to, for instance, the second half of the Sixth Dynasty exclusively. 

However, for a more detailed chronological sequence, a need for large publications of all 

or at least most of the ceramic material excavated from the Old Kingdom sites in Egypt 

would be required. This is no easy task, with the average excavation uncovering hundreds 

of fragments of more or less eroded beer jars, bread molds and other rough types and only 

very few finer vessels, requiring a lot of patience on both the part of the workmen to take it 

out, the excavator to store it and the pottery specialist to analyze it.  However, in the case 

of less representative burials, the pottery is often the only chronological material available 

and is receiving more attention and importance, hopefully resulting in a more sensitive 

chronological sequence, at least for the Memphite necropolis.   

                                                 
3 The proposal was a result of several meetings in Cairo in the years 1931 and 1932 attended by 17 well-

known Egyptologists, among them Brunton, Steindorff, Junker, Myers, Ricke and others. At these meetings, 

it was agreed that all excavators supply drawings of all pottery of all periods from recent excavations in 

Egypt in accordance with a uniform convention and that each period should be subsequently published. 
4  There are a few purely ceramic studies from specific sites such as Abusir (Charvát 1981), Giza (Hawass 

- Senussi 2008) or Saqqara (Rzeuska 2006a). In most cases, pottery is dealt with in the chapters of excavation 

reports or final monographs. 
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The present author had to deal with several problems during the analysis, mainly 

the different qualities in field documentation and drawing, which were conducted by three 

different scholars during the presented time period. Also, one has to take into account the 

great irregularity of the pottery vessels, even in their most defining features, such as the 

shape of rim (varying between simple and underlined in the same pot) and the general 

shape and the position of the greatest bulge (from ovoid to globular in different halves of 

the same pot). In the case of platters, the shape of the outer base was problematic, varying 

from straight to concave with a slight ledge, and with miniature bowls, their complete 

shape (convex versus concave, with or without higher base or accentuated foot), and so 

forth. While carrying out fieldwork, many cases of these irregularities were observed by 

the author. Therefore, any typology based on these descriptors is highly subjective and the 

result of an individual approach. The author tried to take into account the percentage of 

occurrence of each variation in the descriptors and, for the sake of the classification, to use 

that one most present. However, in field documentation and drawings, as much objectivity 

was attempted, and therefore, vessels were drawn with all their irregularities.    

 

The opening chapter (1.0 Methodology) deals with the main problems of the 

documentation and drawing of the pottery, as well as individual approaches to the analysis 

of the Abusir pottery throughout the past decades. The chapter on archaeological context 

(2.0) describes the main pottery contexts of the published tomb complexes site by site, both 

from the burial chambers and burial/ritual shafts as well as in some cases from refuse 

deposits in the surface layers. The chapter entitled General ceramics introduction (3.0) 

describes main clay types, firing techniques and surface treatments used during the Old 

Kingdom, comparing iconographic and practical material from the whole Memphite 

necropolis, as well as the different Old Kingdom pottery classifications presently in use 

and their problems and limitations. The next three chapters are the core of this thesis, 

combining a theoretical approach and a practical use. Chapter 4.0 (Abusir pottery 

classification) offers a proposal for the classification of the pottery from Abusir South. 

Examples and variations within the classes, groups and types are given in the following 

chapter (5.0 Abusir South pottery corpus), which also offers a detailed analysis of the 

spatial division of ceramic finds from funerary contexts. Chapter 6.0 (Interpretations of the 

pottery corpus) offers conclusions as well as spatial interpretation, chronological aspects of 

the assemblage and comparisons with the other published Abusir assemblages, such as the 
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pottery corpus from the mastaba of Ptahshepses, the pyramid of Raneferef and the 

mastabas from the family cemetery of Djedkare Isesi.  
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1. Methodology 

 

 The main problem with the presentation of the ceramic corpus from South Abusir is 

the great diversification in methodology in the drawing and recording of the pottery. 

During the 20 years of excavations in this area, several different archaeologists were 

drawing the pottery,5 either as a separate job description on the site, but most commonly 

within the scope of other tasks such as plan and find documentation. Thus, in some 

seasons, only a small portion of the discovered pieces of pottery was drawn and very often 

lack a more detailed description of their fabric specification, surface treatment, slip colour, 

or (in a few cases) the exact archaeological context. Therefore, in some seasons, only a 

very basic typological analysis was possible, without clay comparisons or surface 

treatment comparisons.   

Altogether, material from ten excavation seasons was compared for the creation of 

the Abusir South ceramic corpus classification system. However, only the tombs from the 

published areas were included in the detailed spatial analysis (see chapter 5.0). In the fall 

season of 1991, the areas AA (the tomb of Kaaper and the so-called Tomb 2), BB (the 

tomb of Fetekty and Mehy), CC (the tomb of Hetepi) and DD (the tomb of Rahotep and 

Isesiseneb) were excavated. Apart from the excavation diaries, there is one pottery 

notebook by Miroslav Bárta available, with detailed textual information concerning the 

numbers and contexts of the pottery finds, their surface treatments and production 

techniques visible on the vessels. Only sketches of the fragments or fully preserved pieces 

are available. For the purposes of this thesis, select pieces of pottery, being either new 

types or interesting variations, were drawn at a scale of 1:1 by the present author, based on 

the dimension notes and sketches. In the 1993 season, the tomb of Ity (area EE) and minor 

tombs southwest of the previous season (area FF) were excavated. There is one pottery 

notebook available written by M. Bárta, with detailed textual information as well as 1:1 

scale drawings of some rims and profiles and sketches of others. Again, some pieces were 

reconstructed for the need of the classification. From season 1995/96 there is one sketch 

pad from sites GG and HH with altogether 55 profiles of vessels drawn 1:1 by M. Bárta. 

These include information about clay quality and fabric, surface treatment and basic 

dimensions (rim diameter and, occasionally, height). From the 1999 season, there are only 

                                                 
5 Namely Miroslav Bárta, Martin Tomášek, Gae Callender and the author. 
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a few sheets with full-scale drawings made by Martin Tomášek from the tomb of Hetepi 

(area II). These include fabric identification, surface treatment description as well as main 

sizes, but almost completely lack any archaeological context of the vessels drawn and thus 

require a detailed comparison with the main excavation notebook. In seasons 2000 and 

2001, the excavation of the tomb of Qar and his sons continued (areas GG, HH and JJ), 

resulting in several pottery sketchpads drawn by M. Tomášek, including all the main 

pottery information as well as rough archaeological contexts. From season 2002 (area HH-

shaft C, area JJ-shaft E, area LL-shaft 5 and from the area Lake of Abusir 5), altogether 

104 vessels were drawn by M. Tomášek, including 63 complete pots. Here, the information 

recorded includes the archaeological context, basic dimensions, clay type and surface 

treatment. From season 2004 (excavation in sites KK and JJ), there is one sketch pad with 

17 pieces of pottery drawn by M. Tomášek. They represent only selected types of pottery 

(one sketch per type) and no detailed information about their archaeological context. 

Furthermore, neither the surface treatment nor clay type is given, as well as information 

about differences in sizes in other unrecorded examples of the types. From season 2005, 

there is one sketch pad from site MM with 55 profiles including a few complete pots drawn 

by Miroslav Bárta, with all the basic information such as the archaeological context, rim 

diameter, surface treatment and clay type. In season 2007, excavation continued in areas 

Abusir South-West (Tomb 1), OO (the mastaba of Neferinpu), KK and PP. There are 

altogether 11 sketch pads drawn by the present author. In season 2009, which is not 

included in this thesis apart from some select pottery types that were used in the 

classification system, the area east of tomb MM was excavated (MM East tombs II, IV and 

V) as well as tomb AS 54 and area AS 55.   

  In both past and current excavations, the main problem was and still is the limited 

availability of storage facilities for the pottery assemblages and for a later, subsequent 

study of the material. Indeed, in the few cases where the pottery was studied after the 

excavation, the exact archaeological context and stratigraphy were impossible to determine 

(see Tomášek 2004). Also, due to the lack of storerooms, not all pottery fragments were 

collected, and most of those uncovered had to be either deposited back in the fill of the 

excavation or thrown away after recording.  

 Furthermore, the documentation methodology was not unified and changed over 

time, even if based on the same principles. In some of the earlier excavations, very large 
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numbers of pottery were found.6 Therefore, only a very limited number were recorded in a 

fully satisfactory way. The diagnostic pieces were collected, reconstructed and sorted 

according to the type (i.e. beer jar and bowl)7. Within each type, basic quantities of rim 

(R), body (Bd) and base (B) fragments were recorded, with a material analysis. Only 

complete pots, profiles of rims and decorated body sherds were drawn. Except for the 

pottery found in closed excavation contexts, the drawn examples were not numbered.8 

Unidentified diagnostic fragments were dealt with separately. Complete pots were drawn 

and their main characteristics were recorded, such as the archaeological context, rim 

diameter, maximum diameter, base diameter, height, height of the rim, surface treatment 

and firing.  

  

 

Number Type Fragment Amount Rim Decoration Material Remarks

1. bowl Bd 36 - - NS B2 - 

2. bowl Bd 4 - grooved under  

the neck 

NS B1 - 

3. bowl Bs 6 - - NS B2 - 

4. bowl R 12 turned inside - NS B2 drawn 

5. bowl R+Bd+Bs 4 drawn upwards - NS B1 complete 

Fig. 1.1. Example of the earlier pottery recording sheet. From Tomášek 2005. 

 

 

 

                                                 
6 I.e. 1,347 pieces from shaft 5 in tomb LL; 1,346 fragments in the tomb of Lake Abusir 5; 1,237 fragments 

from tomb HH etc. See Tomášek 2003 and 2004. 
7 The terminology of Tomášek is not in accordance with the terminology in the presented work. The term 

“type” in his documentation includes both the formal category of class (bowls, bread forms) and the group 

(beer jar).  
8 The stratified finds have a so-called excavation number in the form of number/area/year of excavation (i.e. 

10/LL/2001). These include also reliefs, statuary, stone vessels or wooden objects found in a closed context.  

Pottery from possibly disturbed contexts was numbered by pottery numbers, having a form of area-shaft 

number or letter-successive number of the pot (i.e. LL-ShE-23). 
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In the recent excavation, a more detailed analysis and documentation of the 

diagnostic pottery was attempted. The pottery outside the excavation context (i.e. around 

the tombs and from the surface layers) was not recorded. The pottery from excavation 

works was recorded in two ways: the pottery from primary refuse (i.e. burial chamber, both 

intact and looted) was given a so-called “excavation number” in the form of 

number/area/year of excavation (i.e. 3/OO/2007). All other pottery, found in secondary or 

possibly disturbed contexts (such as grave shafts, in refuse areas etc.) was given a “pottery 

number” in the form of number.area.year (f.e. 3.OO.2007). In the first stage, the pottery 

was divided into diagnostic and non-diagnostic pieces. The diagnostic pieces (complete 

pots, fragments of profiles or rims, bases, sherds with unusual wash or slip) were further 

sorted into pottery classes (jars, bowls, bread forms, stands, miniatures etc). Out of these, 

all diagnostic pieces were recorded in a basic way (numbers of pieces in each class, in 

some cases group and type, rim/base diameter and weight). Only exemplary examples of 

pottery types and subtypes were reconstructed (i.e. the connecting sherds were put 

together, if needed), drawn and fully recorded (including all sizes such as rim diameter, 

base diameter, maximum or minimum body diameter,9 rim and body sherd width, 

complete/preserved height, preserved pot percentage, clay quality, clay type, sherd and slip 

colour, firing hardness, surface treatment, technique of production, etc). After recording, 

some pots were photographed individually (Meidum bowls, bent-sided bowls, beer jars, 

etc.) and some in groups or types (such as miniature bowls and jars). Statistic comparisons 

(frequency of rough vs. fine ware, distribution of groups in areas, percentage of clay types 

etc.) were made during the following study of all recorded material. 

 

Vessel number 

excavation number (number/area/year of excavation) or pottery number 

(number.area.year of excavation) 

Archaeological 

context 

area, tomb number, shaft number/letter, burial chamber designation (east, west/number 

etc.) 

Description of 

vessel general description and/or designation of class, group and type 

Clay Nile Silt A, B1, B2, C and marl clay A, C and D 

                                                 
 9 Maximum diameter is a usual descriptive used for shape determination of jar and bowl types. Minimum 

diameter was used by the author as a diagnostic descriptive of the tall X-shaped stands of Abusir type S1, 

determining the size of partly preserved vessels.  
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Surface treatment untreated, slipped, washed, smoothed or polished 

Colour 

colour of the surface and the break, determined by the Munsell classification (Munsell 

1994) 

Dimensions 

RD (rim diameter), MD (maximum diameter), MiD (minimum diameter), SD 

(shoulder diameter), BD (base diameter), CH (complete height), PH (preserved 

height), NH (neck height) etc. 

Thickness 

thickness of rim and thickness of body sherd (together with the clay defining fine and 

rough ware) 

Preservation R (rim), Bd (body), Bs (base), CV (complete vessel), CP (complete profile) 

Firing   homogenous break, zoned break with a core 

Hardness 

soft (very soft, often corroded surface breaking off in pieces), medium hard (slightly 

corroded, scratchable with another piece of sharp pottery), hard (only knife-

scratchable), very hard 

Fig. 1.1. Example of recent pottery sheets. Season 2007 and 2009. The shortcuts from this table are used through 

the whole text. 

 

  The description of the general shape of the vessels is based on one 

established by the International Group for the Study of Egyptian Pottery (Arnold 1981). 

The main identifier is the Apperture Index (Ai), which reflects the relationship of the rim 

size to the maximum body diameter, where maximum body diameter is multiplied by 100 

and divided by rim diameter. The resulting number determines whether the vessel has 

a closed form (AI ≥ 100) or an open form (AI ≤ 100). The general shape of the vessel 

(slender, tall, etc.)  is determined by the Vessel Index (VI) on the basis of the relationship of 

the maximum body diameter to the total height. It is measured by multiplying the 

maximum body diameter by 100 and dividing it by the height of vessel. The resulting 

groups within the category of closed vessels are: slender vessel (VI < 50), tall vessels (VI =  

50-80), globular vessels (VI = 90-115) and squat vessels (VI > 115). Within the open 

vessels, groups are: beaker (VI < 150), bowl (VI = 150-275), dish (VI = 275-500) and plate 

(VI > 500) (see fig.4). Naturally, the main disadvantage of these two indexes is that they 

can be applied only to complete vessels or vessels with a complete profile. In other cases, 

comparisons and analogies have to be used in sorting the pottery into the correct cathegory. 

Therefore, the  Vessel Index was used as only a guide and not as the main criterion in 

creating the groups of jars and bowls (see chapter 4.0 Abusir classification). 
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Fig. 1.2. General shape terminology used both for ceramic and stone vessels. (Aston 1994: 181, Fig. 22) 

 

RD

CH

SD

RH

RD

CH
MD

NH

HH

BD  

Fig. 1.3. The main descriptive dimension parts of vessels of open and closed forms. Based on pottery finds from the 
tomb of Qar and his sons. 

 

Rim diameter is given always as the length between the two uppermost parts of the 

rim10 – in some cases (i.e. the bread forms with a flattened sloping rim or the bowls with 

angular rims), the rim diameter might be equal to the inner rim diameter. The  three main 

traditional designation for the position of the maximum diameter are used, e.g. 

shouldered/ovoid vessel (with the maximum diameter in the upper third of the total height; 

shouldered in the case of higher angular shoulder and ovoid in the case of lower rounded 

shoulder), symmetrical vessel (with the maximum diameter approximately at the middle 

                                                 
10 Contrary to some measurements counting rim diameter basically at its outer edge, at the outer rim diameter 

(i.e., see Holthoer 1977: 56f). 
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part of the height) and bag-shaped vessel (with maximum diameter in the lower third of the 

total vessel´s height). A new important diagnostic measurement is the minimum diameter, 

identifying the approximate size and height of the X-shaped and A-shaped stands. 

  

For the pottery corpus of Abusir South, the following methodology was used. Each 

drawn vessel or profile was first identified as belonging to one of the main classes (jars, 

bowls, stands, bread forms etc.). Secondly, it was sorted into the pottery group (such as 

beer jar, Meidum bowl, bent-sided bowl, bD3 form, etc.) and, if enough diagnostic 

information was available, to the exact type and variation within the group. Each type was 

recorded on type sheets with a list of occurrences and spatial context within the tombs (i.e., 

burial chamber, burial/ritual shaft, cultic area etc.). If the example presented a new group 

or type, this was sorted into the classification sheets, received a new number and letter and 

included in the typology.  

The last step in the classification analysis consisted of comparisons with analogies, 

both from the geographically related and provincial sites. In the case of existing analogies, 

these were closely compared from the viewpoint of primary and secondary descriptors (rim 

shape, general body shape, outer base, inner base, etc.). In only a few examples could exact 

copies be identified, mainly from the trend in Egyptian archaeology to publish only 

examples of certain types and not the complete corpus of the excavated pottery, thus no 

development or variations in sizes or shapes can be determined. In the few cases when no 

analogy could be found, this was stressed in the main text, and an attempt was made to 

include the type into the general development of pottery. For a detailed description of the 

Abusir South classification system, see chapter 4.0. 
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2. Archaeological context 

 

 In this chapter, the archaeological context of some of the mastabas and tombs 

excavated in Abusir South, which are relevant for the pottery analysis, shall be discussed. 

Due to the large number of tombs and pottery finds connected to them, only the tombs and 

areas with completely and thoroughly documented pottery assemblages from closed spatial 

contexts are included in this chapter. These specifically include the published tombs and 

areas which are described in a short summary: i.e. the tomb of Kaaper (area AA), Fetekty 

(area BB), Hetepi (area CC), Rahotep and Isesiseneb (area DD), Ity (area EE), minor 

tombs around the tomb of Gegi (area FF), smaller tombs in the area of Lake Abusir (LA 5 

and 6), the recently published tomb of Qar and his two elder sons (area HH and GG), the 

recently excavated tombs with interesting pottery spatial distribution such as Tomb 1 in 

Abusir South-West (area ASW) and finally, the tomb of Neferinpu with its intact burial 

chamber (are OO).  

  In both publications of the Abusir South cemetery (Bárta 2001 and Bárta 2009), 

only a limited space was devoted to the study of the pottery, which was originally planned 

to be part of a separate Abusir South pottery monograph. During the present work, the 

author concentrated on the abundant yet unpublished ceramic material from these tombs to 

include it in the general picture of the Abusir South pottery. In this chapter, tombs shall be 

discussed in the order of their excavation, e.g. from the earliest excavated tombs (area AA) 

to the latest (area PP). Apart from general tomb information, such as the main size 

dimensions and the masonry of the mastabas, in most cases only the archaeological context 

relevant to the pottery finds is dealt with. The epigraphic material, other finds and relief 

decoration are mentioned only in very exceptional cases when directly connected to pottery 

deposits. A detailed look at the pottery finds shall be offered within a spatial analysis in 

chapter 6.0 (Pottery corpus from Abusir). All the presented information is derived from the 

original excavation documentation, such as the main excavation journals, pottery 

notebooks, original photographic and plan documentation11 as well as the above mentioned 

monographs and preliminary reports (i.e. Verner: 1993; Verner 1994; Verner 1995 etc).  

                                                 
11 Here, I would like to thank to Professor Miroslav Bárta and Professor Miroslav Verner for the access to the 

materials from the Abusir South excavations stored in the Archive of the Czech Institute of Egyptology in 

Prague. 
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2.1 The tomb of Kaaper12 

 The decoration from the tomb of Kaaper was already known and partly documented 

in 1959 (Fischer 1959). A number of blocks were identified by Fischer in different world 

museums, probably acquired through unofficial excavation sometime during World War II 

(Verner 1993: 84). The tomb was located by the Inspectorate of Antiquities in Saqqara 

only in 1989 and subsequently excavated in the fall of 1991 by the then Czechoslovak 

Institute of Egyptology.  

 The mastaba is situated on the top of a low hill in the southernmost outskirts of 

Abusir, about 500 m north of the mastaba of Ti, separated from the archaeological area of 

North Saqqara by a shallow valley, Wadi Abusiri. It was built on the western side of the 

tomb of Ity (area code EE), on a north-south axis, with sides measuring 41.20 x 19.20 m, 

covering an area of 721 sq. m.  The core of the superstructure was built of small pieces of 

local limestone joined with clay mortar and subsequently coated with limestone ashlars, in 

present times preserved only up to a height of ca. 3.5 m. The southeastern part of the 

mastaba with the chapel and the serdab was partly pulled down and open from above by 

robbers, most of the relief decoration being carried away. As a result of being subject to 

several robberies (even though concentrated on the relief decoration), the rooms were 

almost completely cleared out and no relevant pottery was found in the superstructure 

rooms. 

 The substructure of the mastaba is made up of a single shaft situated approximately 

at the middle axis of the mastaba. The shaft opening is 2.65 x 2.30 m and is 23.15 m deep, 

lined with limestone blocks to a depth of about 6 m. The fill is secondary, resulting from 

several subsequent and most possibly also very recent (20th Century) robbing. No 

significant pottery finds came from the shaft. At the bottom, the shaft continues with two 

steps to the south and then with a horizontal corridor to the southwest. The corridor is 2.55 

m long and ends in the burial chamber oriented in a northeast-southwest direction. The 

chamber measures 6.60 x 3.55 m with a height of 1.65 m. It was largely destroyed by the 

collapse of the walls and roof of the chamber, and besides the anthropological remains, 

very few items of the original burial equipment were found there. The largest amount 

                                                 
12 Considering that this tomb was a topic of a PhD dissertation (Bárta 1997) and was subsequently published 

(Bárta 2000a: 339-346 and Bárta 2001: 143-191), only a summary of the archaeological context is offered in 

this thesis. The present author concentrated on the yet unpublished ceramic material from the tomb. All the 

presented information is derived from the original excavation documentation (especially the pottery notebook 

written by M. Bárta) and the excavation reports (i.e. Verner 1993). 
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(about three-hundred fragments) consists of high-quality, red-slipped miniature vessels, 

with much fewer examples of other pottery groups, i.e. two Palestinian-type, two-handled 

jars with  combed surfaces and flat bases, fragments of two beer jars and about seven high 

quality Meidum bowls.  

 
Fig. 2.4.  Comparison of pottery classes represented in the area of the tomb of Kaaper.13 Burial chamber and shaft 
represent the pottery finds from the substructure of the main tomb. Refuse areas designate the area between the 

eastern wall of the mastaba of Kaaper and the western wall of the mastaba of Ity and  the secondary tombs 
designate so-called Tomb 2.  

 

In the front of the chapel, a short massive wall (with a length of 4.63 m and 

preserved height of 2.25 m) built of limestone blocks was found, serving most probably as 

a protection against sand intrusion.14 Connected to it and extending to about two-thirds of 

the length of the mastaba, a shorter screening wall  (with a length of 17.80 m and height of 

0.90 m) made of limestone lumps joined by muddy mortar was built. It ran north-south, 

parallel to the eastern wall of the mastaba of Kaaper, creating a sort of corridor leading to 

the chapel of Kaaper on its western side and a refuse area between itself and the niched 

wall of the neighboring mastaba of Ity on the eastern side. There were three clusters of 

beer jars found in this area, probably deposited here after their use in the chapel services. 

                                                 
13 The amounts for each class are only approximate, as they reflect only the available information from the 

excavation diaries. Thus, unrecorded, non-diagnostic pottery is not included herein, and the real numbers 

might be slightly different. Also, the amounts reflect the number of identified vessels (based on enumerated 

bases, rims, etc.) and not the number of fragments found.  
14 It is analogical to the Fifth Dynasty mastaba of the vizier Ptahshepses in Abusir, where a double protective 

wall in front of the entrance to the chapel was found. See Verner (1993: 86). 
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The first cluster (unnumbered, feature AA/1/91), consisting of ten to twelve fractured beer 

jars, was found approximately on the level of the upper preserved eastern wall of the 

mastaba, at a distance of 1.90 to 2.40 m to the northeast of the entrance to the chapel, in a 

layer of wind-blown sand with large limestone blocks and chips from the collapsed 

masonry (Layer V, see fig.). This cluster was piled up to a height of 30 cm and 1.20 to 1.30 

m long. In the whole layer, further fragments of eroded Old Kingdom pottery were found, 

consisting mostly of beer jars and miniature cups and bowls. In the subsequent layer of 

wind-blown sand with limestone fragments, between the eastern wall of the mastaba and 

the screening wall (Layer IV, see fig.), more eroded fragments of Old Kingdom pottery 

were found, being predominantly beer jars, bowls, miniature vessels and platters. 

 Two more beer jar clusters were found in the refuse area between the screening 

wall and the western side of the mastaba of Ity. This area was divided by several smaller 

mudbrick walls. The first beer jar cluster (Cluster 1, feature AA/7/91) was found at a 

height of about 0.80 m above the floor level, at the northeastern corner of the screening 

wall in front of the chapel. It contained 20 vessels, predominantly beer jars but also 

miniature bowls and plates. The second cluster, consisting of ten beer jars (Cluster 2, 

feature AA/8/91), was discovered a further six meters northeast of the previous one, in the 

same layer of dark sand and mud (Layer III). Among the other pottery finds from this area, 

there were predominantly miniature vessels (bowls, cups and several interesting jars), bd3 

conical bread forms with a rounded base, Meidum and bent-sided bowls, X-shaped stands 

and plates with a ledged rim (for a closer analysis, see chapter 6.1). In the chapel and the 

serdab, no pottery was found. 
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Fig. 2.5. Percentages of pottery classes represented in the refuse areas east of the eastern wall of the mastaba of 

Kaaper. The numbers reflect the information from the pottery notebook by M. Bárta (1991). 

 

 There were two secondary structures dating to the Old Kingdom and relevant for a 

pottery analysis - on the east of the north-eastern corner of the mastaba of Kaaper, a 

smaller mud-brick tomb (called Tomb 2) with three shafts was found, built right on the 

northwestern corner of the mastaba of Ity. The ground plan of the tomb is irregular, being 

7.25 x 4.75 m (34.45 sq.m).  There is an L-shaped chapel on its eastern side with two cult 

niches. 

The second structure is a small shaft in the area between the screening wall and the 

mastaba of Ity, situated in about the middle part of the north-south axis (Shaft 1). It has an 

opening of 1.10 x 1.10 m and was lined to a depth of 1.10 m with mudbricks. There were 

three layers of fill in the shaft, the two upper ones containing Old Kigdom pottery 

fragments. In the burial niche, no pottery was found. On the basis of its alignment with the 

shaft of Kaaper and the sex and age of the deceased (female adultus II), the excavator 

suggests this to be the burial shaft of Kaaper´s wife (Bárta 2001: 188). 

The typological and ceramic analyses (see chapter 6) confirm the early Fifth 

Dynasty date of the mastaba.15 The evidence from the refuse areas around the tomb 

indicates that the cultic activity continued at least until the first half of the Sixth Dynasty.  

  

                                                 
15 According to the director of the excavation, it can be more specified to the time of Userkaf or to the early 

reign of Sahure (Verner 1993: 104). 
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2.2. The tomb of Fetekty  

 The tomb of Fetekty was discovered by Lepsius´ excavation in 1843 and 

subsequently, some of the painted decoration of the tomb (limited to the pillared hall) was 

published.16  A full archaeological excavation was undertaken by the Czechoslovak 

Institute of Egyptology in the fall of 1991.17 Considering the architectural structure and the 

decoration of the tomb were published in detail (Bárta 2001: 55-141), only a short 

summary shall follow. 

 The tomb has a slight off-axis plan shifted to the south-west, measuring 14.30 x 

7.30 m. The core of the mastaba was built of dark mudbricks cased with small limestone 

blocks. The superstructure consists of a pillared court, corridor chapel and the serdab. The 

pillared court is accessible from the entrance situated near the north and was built abutting 

the south wall of Hetepi. The plan is slightly irregular, measuring 3.05/3.54 x 3.89 m. The 

court was originally roofed with flat slabs supported by one central and one half-pillar. The 

walls of the pillar court were richly decorated with wall paintings (for detailed description, 

see Bárta 2001:108-109). The room had two layers of fill – an upper layer of very fine 

wind-blown sand, covering the area originally exposed by Lepsius, where almost all traces 

of wall paintings were destroyed. The lower layer of darker sand with articulated bricks 

and lumps of limestone shows that the floor of the room had not been previously 

excavated. In this layer, several interesting pottery fragments were found. 

 A short wide corridor (0.80 x 0.60 m) leads through a small almost square vestibule 

(1.00 x 1.10 m) into a long corridor chapel, measuring 7.73 x 0.80 m. The floor of the 

chapel was paved with limestone flagging stones. In the layer of sand mixed with 

limestone debris a few Old Kingdom sherds were found, together with 12 fragments of a 

red granite male statue (excavation nr. 2/BB/91, for a detailed description and analysis, see 

Bárta 2001: 110). Also here, the walls were covered with plaster and wall-paintings. 

The substructure of the tomb consists of two shafts with burial chambers, both 

situated in the western part of the tomb and related to the two false doors in the west wall 

of the corridor chapel. Shaft 1 was the burial place of Fetekty. The shaft opening is 1.30 x 

1.40 m and it is 1.40 m deep. It was hewn in the tafl bedrock and lined with limestone 

lumps to a depth of 0.70 m and subsequently lined with mudbricks. From the shaft, a 2 m 

long corridor slopes down into the burial chamber, situated towards the southwest. The 

                                                 
16 Lepsius (1899:139-141); Lepsius (1950: Pl. 96).  
17 The tomb has an area designation of BB. For the preliminary report, see Verner 1994. 
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chamber measures 1.26 x 2.76 m, and its most exceptional feature is the stone-lined burial 

pit sealed with a rectangular limestone plate. From the original burial equipment, only rim 

fragments of one beer jar with a straight neck and one thin-walled, rather shallow Meidum 

bowl were found. The male burial (maturus I-II) was found disarticulated.  

The second shaft leads to the tomb of Mety. In the shaft and the burial chamber, no 

traces of burial equipment or shaft deposits were found.  

2.3. The tomb of Hetepi  

 The tomb of Hetepi is situated on the northern slope of an eastward descending 

wadi in roughly the central part of the Abusir South cemetery. It was discovered and 

excavated by the Czechoslovak Institute of Egyptology in the fall of the 1991 season. As 

the tomb was published (i.e. Verner 1994; Bárta 1996 and Bárta 2001: 55-62), only a short 

summary of the main structures relevant to the pottery finds shall follow.  

 Around the tomb of Hetepi, a small cemetery developed through the course of time, 

abutting its western and southern part. The tomb itself has a roughly rectangular plan of 20 

x 5.80 m. It is oriented north-south, with the main entrance from the east. The core was 

built of mudbricks cased with inferior local limestone blocks. The superstructure consists 

of a larger unroofed hall measuring 4.76 x 2.88 m and a corridor chapel measuring 6. 95 x 

1.06 m. Both have two layers of fill, an upper, pale, sandy one absent of important finds 

(the so-called raml gadid, “new/recent sand”) and a lower floor layer, 0.30 – 0.40 cm thick, 

made of dark sand mixed with tafl, destroyed mudbricks and pottery fragments (the so-

called raml qadim, “ancient sand”).18 There were two main clusters of ceramic finds in the 

superstructure – one in the open court, in its southwestern corner, consisting of three bd3 

bread forms and two beer jars, the second made up of broken sherds, in front of the 

southernmost false door of the corridor chapel. It consisted of altogether three middle-sized 

rough platters, one shallow, thin-walled plate, four fine bowls, at least four beer jars and 

one interesting vat with a flat grooved rim. For their detailed description and interpretation, 

see chapter 5.3. 

 

                                                 
18 Both these terms come from notes in the pottery notebooks. They are designations of cultural layers, used 

by the local fellaheen.  
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Fig. 2.6. Distribution of pottery classes in two main areas in the tomb of Hetepi (area CC). Based on the 

information in the pottery notebook by M. Bárta (1991). 

 

 The substructure of the tomb consisted of two burial shafts equipped with burial 

chambers (shaft 1 and 2) and eight ritual shafts (shafts 3 – 10). The shafts are arranged in 

two north-south oriented rows, with the northern ones shifting slightly off axis towards the 

west (see plan). All the shafts were hewn out of the soft tafl bedrock and were filled with 

one to three different types of fill, the most relevant being the lowest one comprising the 

original cultural layer. The upper section of the shafts was lined with mudbricks to about 2 

– 2.50 m depth. The two burial shafts are much deeper than the rest, with a depth of 8.32 m 

(shaft 1) and 6.20 m (shaft 2). The burial chamber of shaft 1 was hewn in its eastern side, 

the most prominent feature being a shallow sunken burial pit with the remains of a male 

burial. No pottery was found in the chamber or in the shaft. The second shaft (shaft 2) is 

much less prominent. It ends in a simple burial niche in its west wall with the remains of a 

male burial (adultus II).19 In the shaft, several fragments of pottery were found originally 

including at least two beer jars and two bread forms. 

 All the remaining ritual shafts have similar shapes. They have slightly irregular 

openings, vertical walls lined to the very bottom with mudbricks and end with a flat floor. 

They are 2.22 – 2.52 m deep. In most of them (i.e. shaft 3, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 10) only one to 

four vessels were found. Only two shafts (shaft 4 and 9), aligned together on a west-east 

axis, contained around 10 vessels each. 

                                                 
19 See Bárta (2001: 58). 
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Fig. 2.7. Distribution of pottery classes in the shaft deposits of the tomb of Hetepi (area CC). Based on the 

information from the pottery notebook of the 1991 season by M. Bárta. 

 

 
Fig. 2.8. Percentages of pottery classes represented in the shaft deposits in the tomb of Hetepi (area CC), based on 

records in the pottery notebook of season 1991 (M. Bárta). 

 

It is evident from the table in Fig. 2.4 that there are only three classes of pottery 

being regularly represented in these shaft deposits, namely jars (beer jars as a rule), bread 

forms and in a smaller amount, miniature vessels (see Fig. 2.5 for exact percentages). 

Bowls are present in only three shafts (shaft 4, 9 and 10), stands are present in only two 

shafts (shaft 4 and 5) and the class of plates and platters, although present in the cultic 
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deposits in the superstructure, is altogether missing from the shafts. However, one has to 

keep in mind that the shafts were all robbed several times and the information revealed by 

the excavation can be misleading as to the exact number and nature of the vessels from the 

original deposits. For a detailed typological analysis of the pottery, see chapter 6.3. 

If the owner of the tomb is to be identified with Hetepi from the Abusir Papyri from 

the tomb of Neferirkara, the mastaba can be tentatively dated to the second half of the Fifth 

Dynasty, more precisely to the time around the reign of Djedkare Isesi (for discussion, see 

Bárta 2001: 61-62). 

2.4. The tomb of Rahotep and Isesiseneb  

 The tomb of Rahotep and Isesiseneb lies west of the tomb of Hetepi, abutting its 

western wall. The tomb was discovered and excavated by the Czechoslovak Institute of 

Egyptology in the fall of 1991. It was published both as part of a preliminary report 

(Verner 1994) and in a later monograph (Bárta 2001: 68-75); therefore, only a short 

summary of the main architectural features shall follow, and as there were very few 

ceramic finds from this tomb, hence only the relevant structures shall be described. 

Abutting the western wall of the tomb of Hetepi, the resulting superstructure 

measures 7.20 x 20.30 m, consisting of a narrow L-shaped corridor which leads into an 

open court, two chapels, serdab and a storage room. The first chapel belongs to Isesiseneb 

and is situated west of the court. Apart from the remains of the false door, it was void of 

finds, as was the serdab situated south of it. 

 The main L-shaped corridor chapel belongs to Rahotep and is situated on the 

eastern side of the mastaba, the western wall of the tomb of Hetepi constituting its wall. 

Very few pottery fragments were found here, comprising one beer jar, one X-shaped stand 

and several miniatures.  

 There is only one burial shaft in the tomb, situated to the west of the chapel of 

Rahotep. It has an opening of 1.28 x 1.37 m and was 10.35 m deep. It was lined with tafl 

mudbricks to a depth of 1.60 m. The fill consisted of homogenous wind-blown sand with 

very few finds, such as a fragment of a limestone canopic vessel (Excavation No. 

3/DD/91). At a depth of 9.40 m, a miniature offering table with a tall foot was found 

broken into two pieces (Excavation No. 4/DD/91). It was covered with a thick white paint 

in order to imitate limestone or alabaster. Among other ceramic finds, there were 

predominantly fragments of rough wares such as beer jars, bread forms and platters and 
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fewer finer wares, i.e. one miniature cup, rims of three thin-walled bowls and a neck 

fragment of a small jar. For a detailed description and analysis, see chapter 5.4. 

 
Fig. 2.9. Comparison of pottery classes represented in the cultic areas (court, corridor chapel etc.) and the 

substructure burial chamber and shaft, based on the pottery notebook of the 1991 season (M. Bárta). 

2.5 The tomb of Ity  

 The tomb of Ity is situated on a low hill on the northern side of the so-called Wadi 

Abusiri, about 300 m from the North Saqqara Plateau with the Early Dynastic Cemetery 

(see Bárta 2001: 1). It was first partly uncovered by the Czech Institute of Egyptology in 

the fall season of 1991 and fully excavated during the spring season of 1993 (Verner 1995: 

78-84; Bárta 2000a: 332-335). As it was also published in the Abusir South I monograph 

(Bárta 2001: 1-16), only a short summary of the main archaeological features shall 

follow.20  

 The tomb is situated east of the earlier excavated tomb of Kaaper (see above), 

preceding it in date of construction. The tomb is quite large, having a rectangular plan 

oriented north-south with side dimensions of 45.90 x 20.60 m and an area of 941.40 sq. m. 

The superstructure has a core made of rough, low-quality limestone blocks and is cased 

with mudbricks. The walls were decorated with niches imitating palace facade on all four 

                                                 
20 All the descriptions are based on the above mentioned publications as well as the excavation journal, plan 

documentation, excavation number cards, pottery notebook and photographic archive.  

27 
 



sides, best preserved on the west side due to the protection from being the refuse area for 

the cultic activities in the chapel of Kaaper.   

 The superstructure constitutes the cruciform chapel, storeroom and the serdab, both 

situated on the southeast part of the mastaba. The chapel has a simple compound niche 

situated in its western wall and is accessible through a short stone-paved corridor. It has an 

almost square plan with side dimensions of 2 x 2 m. No pottery was found in the chapel 

itself. 

 To the south of the chapel, a small magazine is situated. On the floor of this 

magazine, in approximately the middle of the room, there were the remains of a fireplace 

with pieces of charcoal. South of the northern wall, in the same layer and context, a pottery 

lid (Excavation no. 6/EE/93a) was discovered. A similar lid was found in the entrance to 

the chapel in a floor layer of grayish sand (Excavation no. 6/EE/93b). 

 A closed room, most probably a serdab, was built to the west of the cruciform 

chapel. The filling of the room consisted of tafl mixed with scattered pieces of mudbricks 

and small limestone chips. In this layer, several fragments of beer jars with a plastic rib 

under the rim and on the shoulder (type J-1h) were found.  

 

 
Fig. 2.10.  Distribution of pottery classes in the tomb of Ity. The secondary structures north of the tomb are not 

included. Based on the pottery notebook of 1993 season by M. Bárta. 

 

 In the tomb of Ity, there are two individual and architecturally very different burial 

structures. The northern unfinished one consists of a kind of L-shaped stairway descending 
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into the substructure consisting of two horizontal corridors placed one atop the other and 

running roughly in a north-south direction. In this substructure, several interesting pottery 

finds were made, including several above mentioned beer jars with plastic ribs. 

 The southern substructure is made of a vertical shaft and a single burial chamber. 

The shaft is equipped with an offering niche its southern wall, above the bottom. The 

burial chamber is accessed through a corridor originally sealed off with a huge monolithic 

block of limestone, which was found displaced at the northern wall of the shaft. The burial 

chamber measured 2.79 x 3.50 m and was equipped with a shallow sunken burial recess in 

the west wall, designated for the coffin of the deceased. In the area of the burial chamber, 

the corridor and the bottom of the shaft, disarticulated sherds coming from two large jars 

were discovered, evidently originally part of the burial equipment of Ity, namely a tall, 

slender storage/wine jar with plastic cord relief on the rim, shoulder and base (Excavation 

no. 13/EE/93) and a large bulging storage jar (Excavation no. 14/EE/93). For a detailed 

description and analysis of these pottery finds, see chapter 5. 

 To the north of the tomb, several disturbed minor structures of a late Old Kingdom 

date were discovered, consisting of several single chapels, shafts and a refuse layer of the 

same date. The pottery coming from this area included several beer jars, bread forms, 

stands and fragments of late Old Kingdom Meidum bowls.  

 Although the number of ceramic finds from this tomb is very low, they are of great 

importance for their high chronological sensitivity. On the basis of the pottery analysis, the 

tomb of Ity can be dated to the late part of the Third Dynasty. In the published material, the 

tomb is dated, on the basis of its architectural features, rather to the Fourth Dynasty (Bárta 

2001: 15). However, some pottery types, such as the tall slender storage/wine jar (type J-6) 

are not attested after the end of the Third Dynasty. A plausible explanation could be that of 

an older, in some way precious vessel situated in a younger tomb. This is proven in the 

case of Meidum bowls; however, such a case of keeping simple storage jars as valuable 

burial equipment is rather peculiar. Therefore, the present author leans towards a date at 

the very end of the Third Dynasty.  
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2.6. Minor tombs west of the tomb of Fetekty  

 These tombs are located immediately west of the tomb of Fetekty, on the southward 

inclined hill slope. The southern part of the cemetery is heavily denuded down to the floor 

level partly due to the position of the tombs and also due to their inferior building material. 

All of the tombs were built of mudbricks, covered with plaster and white-washed. They 

were excavated during the 1993 spring season (see Verner 1995; Bárta 2001: 134).  

 Tomb 1 is situated in the eastern half, right next to the tomb of Fetekty. Its southern 

part with the assumed entrance and lower part of the corridor chapel is destroyed. Only the 

northern portion of the chapel with two niches and a place for the false door (unpreserved) 

remain. No diagnostic pottery fragments were found in the destruction layer of the chapel.  

 The tomb has seven preserved shafts (with more probably in the southern destroyed 

part) running roughly north to south. The four northern ones are built on one axis, the two 

northernmost aligned to the double niches. In the south, three other shafts, shifted slightly 

to the east, are situated. Interestingly, all the shafts were true burial shafts and in all of 

them full burials, or at least traces of such, were found.21 Most of the burials were very 

simple, with no traces of burial equipment. In two cases, the body was wrapped in a reed 

mat (shaft I and V) and there is one double burial of a mother and child (Bárta 2001: 124-

126). Only in two shafts (II and IV) some pottery fragments started to appear at a depth of 

1.50 – 1.80 m. The only significant pottery finds come from shaft IV, namely one low ring-

stand together with several animal bones, fragments of mud stoppers, one pointed base of a 

beer jar and several sherds of polished red-brown ware in a layer of wind-blown sand at a 

depth of 1.60 m. 

 Tomb 2 is also very poor in pottery finds. It is situated west of Tomb 1 and has a 

rather unusual plan with an entrance from the west, a short corridor dividing the tomb in 

two halves and two separate corridor chapels. Based on the inscriptions on the false door in 

the northern chapel, the tomb’s owner was identified as Gegi (Bárta 2001: 128). A very 

interesting find were two tall X-shaped stands discovered in situ in front of this false door, 

one on the southern side and one on the northern (6a-b/FF/93). For detailed descriptions 

and context discussion, see chapter 6. 

 The substructure of the tomb consists of two rather separate parts – the northern 

half with four shafts (shafts I-IV) and the southern one with only one preserved shaft (shaft 

                                                 
21 The only exception is shaft VI which was not excavated due to the unstable walls. Judging from the other 

shafts, however, one can presume that it also contained a burial.  
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V).  The northernmost largest shaft, situated north of the niche, is identified as Gegi´s 

burial place. Unluckily, the excavation of this shaft had to be abandoned at a depth of 5.40 

meters due to the instability of the side walls. Only two almost complete beer jars were 

found in the fill. 

 Although both shaft II and III were equipped with smaller burial chambers, neither 

remains of burials nor any grave goods were found. The only significant pottery comes 

from the disturbed burial chamber in shaft IV, consisting of two beer jars and one fragment 

of a platter. In the burial chamber of shaft V, one bread form was found. 

 
Fig. 2.11. Pottery classes attested in the minor tombs west of the tomb of Fetekty,22 based on the pottery notebook 

by M. Bárta (1993). 

 

 Tomb 3 is situated between the southern parts of Tombs 1 and 2. Due to its 

position, only the northern half with part of the corridor chapel and three shafts is 

preserved. The northernmost shaft (shaft I) yielded the most numerous quantity of ceramic 

finds in this area. It was either unfinished or, more probably, served as a ritual shaft. It has 

a square and relatively small opening of 1x 1 m, reaches a depth of only 0.70 m and is 

lined to the bottom with mudbricks. It was filled with pale wind-blown sand. In the shaft, 

there were altogether 7 beer jars (5 almost complete), 15 bread forms, three bowls, two 

red-slipped jars and one ring-stand. For the pottery analysis, see chapter 6. 

                                                 
22 Due to the large destruction in the cemetery, the distribution of classes is quite relative. Interesting to note 

is the total absence of miniature vessels from the cemetery. This would support a Sixth Dynasty date for the 

tombs. 
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2.7. The Lake of Abusir tombs 

 This cemetery is situated to the south of the valley temple of Nyuserra, on the 

western shore of the remnants of Lake Abusir. It is delineated by the Nile valley with 

cultivation areas on the east and by the slopes of the Western Desert on the west. Some 

structures were partially uncovered by the expedition of L. Borchardt (Borchardt 1910: 

okolo 147-9, Grabdenkmal Sahure). In the spring season of 1993, excavation in this area 

was undertaken by the Czech Institute of Egyptology (Verner 1995: 86-90). Again, only a 

short summary of the main architectural features relevant for pottery finds shall be offered 

here (for full detail see Bárta 2001: 21-54). 

 The excavated part of the cemetery consists of one major mudbrick mastaba (Tomb 

1), around which there are clusters of minor tombs of secondary date (Tombs 2 – 6). In all 

these tombs, very little pottery was found, due to the high level of erosion and water 

flooding as well as robbing activities. It comes almost exclusively from the shaft fills, only 

exceptionally from areas around the tombs. In the cultic areas, very little diagnostic pottery 

was found. 

2.7.1. Lake of Abusir – Tomb 1 

 The tomb is a large mastaba oriented north-south with a plain façade measuring 

26.65 x 13.10 m. It was built of dark grey exceptionally large mudbricks and surrounded 

by thick perpendicular walls covered in muddy mortar and painted with red ochre wash.  

The inner space of the tomb was filled with rubble and sand. The entrance leading to the 

superstructure was situated in the northern part of the eastern wall. It leads to a long 

corridor chapel which ran through the whole length of the tomb. From its southern part, the 

interior chapel of the mastaba was accessible.  

 Originally, there was only one subterranean structure in the form of a vertical shaft 

(shaft 1) leading into the burial chamber positioned north of the shaft. In the fill, only 

chronologically unsubstantiated pieces were found, such as non-diagnostic fragments of a 

beer jar and its mud stopper and a fragment of a thin-walled jar with a neck. These 

fragments are insufficiently preserved to allow confirmation or opposition towards the 

early date of the mastaba. The two miniature bowls mentioned in the excavation journal 

were not drawn and therefore no analysis is possible. 

The large mudbrick mastaba is the oldest funerary monument in this cemetery and 

was the centerpiece of later clusters of building activity. On the basis of its architectural 

features, such as the large size of its mudbricks, loose fill of the core masonry, north-south 
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corridor embedded in the eastern front of the tomb and the existence of a vertical shaft 

leading to the burial chamber, it was dated to the late Third or early Fourth Dynasty (for 

discussion, see Bárta 2000a: 335-339; Bárta 2001: 27-28).  

The later building activities included shafts in the mastaba itself (shafts 2-6), shafts 

built abutting its eastern shell wall (S1 - S3) and the tombs built around it (Tombs 2 – 6). 

Among the shafts built in the area of the mastaba, four (shafts 2-5) are built abutting its 

western wall and one (shaft 6) was built abutting its eastern wall. The four western ones 

were all either unfinished or might have served as ritual shafts for shaft deposits. They lack 

a burial space (niche or chamber) and there was no trace of burials. In two of them (shaft 2 

and 3), several fragments of pottery were found, such as a fragment of a Meidum bowl and 

a beer jar in shaft 3 and fragments of one large storage jar, two bases of beer jars and one 

fully preserved beer jar in shaft 2. All these fragments belong to the Fifth Dynasty 

production (for details, see chapter 6). In the remaining shafts, no pottery was found.  

Abutting the eastern shell wall of the mastaba, three more secondary shafts were 

built (S1 – S3). The northern one (S1), situated near the entrance to Tomb 1, contained 2 

fragments of Meidum bowls at a depth of 4 m in a fill of wind-blown yellow sand mixed 

with pieces of tafl. Out of the two southern ones, situated slightly south of the entrance to 

the inner chapel of Tomb 1, only one shaft (S2) contained some pottery fragments, namely 

two beer jar rims and one sherd of a Meidum bowl.  

2.7.2. Lake of Abusir – Tomb 2 

 This tomb was built abutting Tomb 1 on its southwest corner. It consists of a 

chapel, serdab and altogether 15 shafts built in two stages. The chapel is accessible from 

the south. In front of the entrance, on its southern side, four beer jars were found scattered 

in the fill of sand and mudbrick destruction. The chapel takes the form of a simple 

rectangular room with a single pillar supporting the original roof.23 It has three niches in 

the west wall, aligned to the eastern row of shafts. In the northernmost niche, three heavily 

decayed wooden standing statues of a man (probably the owner of the tomb, Shedu), 

woman (his wife) and boy (their eldest son) were discovered (Excavation no. 6a-c/LA-

5/93).  Together with them, 20 miniature bowls were found, evidently remains of a cultic 

deposit. 

 An interesting animal burial was found in the chapel. In its southwestern corner, a 

2.10 m deep shaft was discovered. At its bottom, there was a burial of an elderly dog 
                                                 
23 Only the wooden pillar base was found in situ. See Bárta 2001: 28. 
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(Excavation no. 5/LA-5/93). Above it, at a depth of 1.60 m, the upper dark sandy fill 

changed into pale sandy fill containing three complete beer jars and some beer jar 

fragments, one intact mud stopper made of dark grey Nile mud and the remains of several 

others, some unspecified miniature vessels and a few pieces of charcoal. These might have 

all been part of the funeral rituals. Unluckily, no sketches, drawing nor any closer 

description of these pottery finds is available.  

  The fifteen burial shafts are situated in the western part of the tomb, arranged in 

four north-south running rows. The three western rows contained four small shafts each, 

while the eastern row consisted of only three much larger shafts, clearly intended for the 

main members of the family. Interestingly, all the excavated shafts served as true burial 

shafts and contained a burial chamber or a niche. Pottery was discovered in seven shafts. In 

shaft 1, in a fill of dark sand with pieces of tafl and mudbricks, few fragments of beer jars 

were found. In shaft 3, in a fill of the same consistency, one miniature bowl was 

discovered at a depth of 2 m. Shaft 4 contained fragments of beer jars at a depth of 0.40 m 

in a layer of dark sand mixed with tafl. In shaft 5, in an identical fill, one bread form was 

discovered at a depth of 2 m. In the northwestern corner of the burial chamber in shaft 7, 

one smashed beer jar was found close to the head of the deceased, very probably part of the 

original burial equipment. In shaft 13, three beer jars were situated in the burial niche. In 

shaft 15, an interesting tall platter, one complete white-washed beer jar and fragments of 

another were found. Unluckily, except for the enumerated information, there are only 

sketches of two vessels available (the platter from shaft 15 and the bread form from shaft 

5), and only these two were able to undergo a typological and chronological analysis (see 

chapter 5). 

 

2.7.3. Lake of Abusir – Tomb 3 

 Tomb 3 shall not be described in detail, as the only pottery finds came from the 

aboveground chapel. In the two northern shafts, no ceramics was found. The tomb is very 

simple and was probably built earlier than Tomb 2 (the tomb of Shedu). This would place 

it sometime before the end of the Fifth Dynasty.  

 The chapel is situated in the eastern part of the tomb, oriented north to south. South 

of the entrance to the chapel, similar to the tomb of Shedu, two fully preserved beer jars 

were discovered. They are almost identical in both their shape and their size. They have a 

low straight neck (neck height is 2 cm), ovoid tapering body and to some extant pointed 
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bottom (type J-1bI). They have an oval rim diameter of 9 x 6 respectively 9 x 7 cm, 

maximum diameter of 14 and 14.5 cm and identical height of 34 cm. Their volume is 2.1 – 

2.2 liters.   

In the west wall of the chapel, there were two double-recessed niches representing 

false doors, unluckily void of any relief decoration. Both niches and the walls of the chapel 

were painted white. In front of the southern niche, a mudbrick altar in the shape of a Htp 

sign was situated, together with a tall X-shaped stand (Excavation no. 10/LA-5/93) in front 

of its northern side. A similar stand was situated on the northern side of the second niche, 

judging from the round imprint in the plastered floor in front of the niche. Analogical 

archaeological context was discovered in the tomb of Gegi (Tomb 2 in area FF), where two 

large X-shaped stands were found in situ on both sides of the false door. In Tomb 3 of the 

Lake of Abusir, the niches represent false doors, probably indicating the lower social status 

of the tomb owner.  

2.7.4. Lake of Abusir – Tomb 6 

 This tomb is situated abutting the northern wall of the large Tomb 1, on a slight 

northwest to southeast axis. It consists of a corridor chapel oriented in the same slightly 

shifted axis and altogether five shafts. The only relevant pottery find from the chapel 

comes from the sandy fill mixed with tafl in the front of the false door. There was one 

rough beer jar and one bi-conical vessel. 

 Only the two southernmost shafts contained pottery.  In shaft 1, the largest amount 

of ceramics coming from the Lake of Abusir area was found, consisting of three complete 

beer jars and fragments of four more beer jars, two bread forms and two platters. In shaft 2, 

there were two fully preserved beer jars, a rim and an upper body fragment of a large 

storage jar and a neck and body fragment of a finer jar. For the analysis, see chapter 5. 
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Fig. 2.12. Distribution of pottery classes in the burial shafts of the cemetery in the Lake Abusir area, based on the 

excavation journal (K. Smoláriková, M. Bárta) and the pottery notebook (M. Bárta) of the 1993 season. 

 

 In Fig. 2.9 the main classes represented in the burial shafts in the area of Abusir 

Lake are shown. The large amount of jars (in most cases, beer jars) is especially notable, 

far surpassing any other class. There was only one bowl fragment, found in shaft 3 of 

Tomb 1. Interestingly, the class of stands is altogether missing from the shaft deposits, 

although present in the cultic areas (i.e. in the chapel of Tomb 3). Bread forms are present 

only in two tombs (both in Tombs 2 and 6). Miniatures, usually part of the burial chamber 

equipment or the shaft deposits, are also present in small numbers in only two tombs 

(Tomb 1 and 2). For the exact shaft deposit analysis, see chapter 5.7. 

 

2.8. The tomb of Qar  

 Already in the 1991 season, a damaged chapel (later designed as chapel 1) with a 

surprisingly an intact false door was discovered about 200 m northwest of the mastaba of 

Kaaper. It bore the title and the name of the owner, sAb iry Nhn QAr, rn.f  aA. In the winter 

season of 1995, this tomb was examined and excavated (for a preliminary report, see 

Verner 1997: 80-83; for full description see Bárta 2009).24 

                                                 
24 Apart from the above mentioned publications, all the information about this tomb is derived from the 1995 

excavation diary by G. Callender and M. Bárta and the pottery notebook by M. Bárta.  
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 The tomb was found covered in a thin (0.30 – 0.50 cm) to very thick (up to 2 m in 

the area of open court 1) surface layer of sand, limestone chips and eroded Old Kingdom 

pottery. Surprisingly, it was preserved almost to its original height including the ceiling 

blocks in some places, this reaching about 4 m above the floor level. The core of the tomb 

was built of mudbricks cased with inferior quality limestone ashlars. 

 The superstructure of the tomb consists of two courts, three chapels and two 

serdabs. The entrance to the whole complex (including the neighboring tomb of 

Senedjemib, probably the second son of vizier Qar) is from the north, into the open court 

(designated open court 1). From here, two structures can be entered. In the western part of 

the southern wall, a small passage leads to a long north-south oriented corridor chapel 

(chapel 2) with altogether four niches.  The passage in the southeastern corner of the open 

court leads into another chapel (chapel 1), containing the false door with the titles of Qar 

junior. It continues westwards into a long passage (probably a serdab) into a room 

identified as open court 2 and yet another chapel (chapel 3). This chapel totally escaped the 

attention of the robbers and was preserved in its full height, including the ceiling blocks. In 

its western wall, there is another false door of Qar, this time with a title s3b iry Nhn, t3ty 

s3b t3ty Q3r. It most probably belonged to the original owner of the tomb, vizier Qar, the 

father of Qar junior and Senedjemib (see Verner 1997: 84). 

 
Fig. 2.13. Comparison of pottery class distribution in the tomb of Qar, based on the pottery notebook by M. Bárta 

(1995). 
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 The fill of the superstructure areas in the tomb consisted of two discernible layers, 

namely a top layer of wind-blown sand mixed with highly eroded Old Kingdom pottery, 

predominantly beer jars and tall X-shaped stands and a floor layer made of yellowish-grey 

sand containing many potsherds, decayed mudbrick and roughly hewn limestone blocks 

from the collapsed casing, as well as (i.e. in open court 1) a large number of relief blocks 

that were originally part of the tomb decoration. The main rooms where the pottery finds 

from layer 2 were collected were open courts 1 and 2, chapels 1 and 2 and the so-called 

serdab. As the graph (Fig. 10) clearly shows, there is a clear predominance of bowls in the 

assemblage (48%), followed by jars (20%), stands (18.5%), bread forms (7%), platters 

(5%) and, extremely few miniature vessels (1.5%). Interestingly, a very large percentage 

(53.5%) of all vessels from the cultic areas was red-slipped, including, besides bowls, also 

jars, stands and a few platters. For a detailed analysis of the ceramics, see chapter 6. 

 The substructure of the tomb is divided in two areas. On the eastern side of the 

tomb, from the southeastern corner of open court 1, a 13.5 m sloping passage leads into a 

large burial chamber, situated under chapel 3. In the western wall of the chamber, a large 

and roughly cut limestone sarcophagus was found, robbed through a hole in the eastern 

side. It bears the name and titles of its owner, namely sAb iry Nxn mAa Q3r. Unluckily, all 

of the original burial equipment, consisting exclusively of bowls and jars, was reduced to 

crushed potsherds. 

 In the western part of the tomb, a line of five north-south running shafts was 

discovered behind the chapel. The shaft openings correspond to the niches cut into its 

western wall. Noteworthy pottery finds include four jars from the intact burial chamber of 

shaft 5 and shaft deposits consisting exclusively of jars and bowls found on the floor of the 

shaft in front of the dry-block sealing wall. Two other burial chambers (in shaft 2 and shaft 

6) contained only one jar and one bowl respectively. The shaft deposits and fills (shaft 5, 6 

and 7) consisted also of bowls, jars and one bread form.  

 To conclude, by far the predominant pottery class from the burial areas was the 

class of bowls (79.8%), followed by a few jars (19%) and a bread form (1.2%). Again, a 

large number of the vessels (44.3%) were covered with red slip. Most of the material 

coming from the shafts was probably part of the displaced original burial equipment or 

refuse shaft deposits. For a typological analysis of the vessels, see chapter 5.8. 
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2.9. The tomb of Senedjemib and Qar Junior 

 The tomb of Senedjemib and Qar Junior is situated on the northeast side of the 

tomb of Qar, connected and accessed through the open court of said tomb (see above). The 

owner’s name was found on the southern jamb of the entrance. The tomb was uncovered 

and partly excavated by the Czech Institute of Egyptology in season 1995 (Verner 1997: 

84-85) and the substructures in season 2000. For a detailed architectural and archaeological 

description and interpretation of the tomb, see Bárta 2009.  

 The superstructure of the tomb consists of a few main parts, namely two chapels 

and one pillared hall. The pillared hall was situated in the eastern part of the tomb, 

accessed through the above mentioned west-east leading passage from open court 1 in the 

tomb of Qar. It was built in two stages. In the first stage, the room was quite large, oriented 

north-south, with a roof supported by three pillars. However, a short time later, the hall 

was rebuilt and divided into two parts by the means of a short wall. Its southern part, 

including one pillar, became a chapel and was adorned with a false door. Unluckily, the 

false door was found deliberately smashed to pieces with only a small portion of it 

remaining in situ, with the name of the owner missing. The northern part of the pillared 

hall retained its character, having only the false door of Ikay (most probably Senedjemib´s 

son) situated in its western wall.  

 From the northeastern corner of open court 1, another chapel (chapel 2) is situated 

(destruction activities are also visible here), which is a simple rectangular room, originally 

paved with limestone blocks and decorated with polychrome relief scenes, of which only a 

small portion remained in situ, consisting of three lowermost layers on the southern wall. 

Concerning the false door, there was only the imprint of a huge block on the western wall 

and numerous small fragments scattered on the floor layer. Also, part of the original burial 

equipment (including one complete limestone canopic jar with its lid and a rim fragment of 

another one) was found in the refuse. This chapel seems to have belonged to the original 

owner of the tomb, Senedjemib. 

 The burial shafts were uncovered in the pillar hall after removing the large 

limestone blocks that were partly blocking the shaft mouths. Both shafts (A and B) were 

filled with wind-blown sand and pieces of tafl as well as many fragments of the original 

tomb decoration, such as parts of false doors, lintels, jambs and altars, which were parts of 

older, minor tombs in the area dismantled and used as shaft fill (Bárta 2009: 161-2).  
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In shaft A, a large, fully preserved, thin-walled bowl with grooved rim (Excav. no. 

38/HH/2000) was found at a depth of 1.18 m. Further down, at a depth of 12 m, a large 

globular jar (Excav. No. 106/HH/2000) was discovered, and about two meters deeper, a 

large two-handled jar with a flat bottom (Excav. no. 105/HH/2000), being an imitation of a 

Levantine oil jar. At the bottom of the shaft, three steps lead into the north-south oriented 

burial chamber of Senedjemib.  The burial chamber has dimensions of 4.10 x 2.60 m. Most 

of its interior was filled with a large limestone sarcophagus. Despite the fact it was robbed 

in antiquity, the chamber still held a considerable amount of the original burial equipment. 

A cluster of twelve completely preserved wine jars (Excav. No. 103/HH/2000) and one 

copper bowl (Excav. No. 104/HH/2000) were found in situ, piled between the north-

western corner of the sarcophagus and the corner of the chamber. East of the sarcophagus, 

there were numerous scattered artifacts such as flint knives, small stone and copper 

vessels, head-rest sets, seven sacred oil palettes, copper tools and also two red-slipped, 

bent-sided bowls and four miniature ceramic bowls (for analysis, see chapter 6.). 

The burial chamber of Qar Junior was situated on the bottom of shaft B, at a depth 

of 16 m. The burial chamber had an irregular plan consisting of two parts, the chamber and 

a niche set west of it. The niche contained the burial installation itself, e.g. a coffin pit. The 

chamber, although already robbed in antiquity, yielded a surprising number of artifacts, 

some of them still in situ or scattered on the floor. These included almost two hundred 

copper tools, five limestone models of goose offerings, elements of golden jewellery, stone 

and copper miniature vessels and a large amount of predominantly fully preserved ceramic 

vessels, such as five low, bent-sided bowls (Excav. nos. 69-73/HH/2000), eight ovoid jars 

and seven two-handled amphoras situated in the south-eastern corner of the chamber 

(Excav. No. 86/HH/2000).  

  The tomb is most probably dated from the end of the reign of Pepy I to the earlier 

part of the reign of Pepy II, judging from the finds of a small cartouche containing the 

king´s name Nfr-k3-ra as well as the presence of the name of the pyramid complex of Pepi 

I (Mn-nfr-Ppi) among the inscriptions. The rather high quality execution of the reliefs 

seems to favor the middle of the Sixth Dynasty date.  

 As for the family relations in this small cemetery, reliefs on the northern wall of 

chapel 2 in the tomb of vizier Qar inform us that he had two sons – a firstborn Qar (Qar jr.) 

and his second son Senedjemib. Thus, it can be assumed that this is the tomb of 

Senedjemib and his family, including his son Ikay (see Verner 1997: 84; Bárta 2009).  
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2.10. The tomb of Neferinpu  

This massive limestone mastaba was identified as the mastaba of priest Neferinpu 

thanks to several epigraphic finds. During the 2006 season, a large graffito was discovered 

on the southern wall of the mastaba with the title of the deceased, namely wab Mn-niswt 

Nwsr-a r Nxn (n) zzb, thus providing us also with a chronological specification of the tomb. 

Therefore, the pottery found in the burial chambers and in the shafts could be sorted into a 

chronologically confirmed development. Further epigraphic finds include the complete 

false door with his name and titles, found partly in situ and partly in the shafts. 

There are altogether six different-sized shafts in this tomb (sh. 1-6). In the south-

west corner of shaft 1, at a depth of 0.40 cm in a fill of tafl, limestone rubble and pebbles, a 

beer jar half-filled with mud was found (1.OO.2007). Another partly damaged beer jar was 

found at a depth of 1.40 m in the south-west corner of this shaft (2.OO.2007). At a depth of 

2 m at the eastern wall, another beer jar was found (3.OO.2007). A further 20 cm down, in 

the middle of the shaft, there was a broken stand (4.OO.2007). In the south-east corner 

there was one bottom part of a beer jar (5.OO.2007) and in the north-east corner, a beer jar 

filled with mud (6.OO.2007). At a depth of 2.40 cm three more beer jars were found, two 

in the north-east corner (7. and 9.OO.2007) and one in the south-west corner, situated 

under 5.OO.2007 (8.OO.2007). At a depth of 8.20 m further three pottery objects were 

found in the center of the shaft – a bd3 form (10.OO.2007) and two stands (11.-

12.OO.2007). 

 From shaft 1, two burial chambers were built (eastern and western, further 

designated as OO West and OO East).  While the western one had been robbed in 

antiquity, the eastern one proved to be intact with all artifacts in situ. To the south of the 

sarcophagus, a large beer jar without its mud stopper (3/OO/2007) was found, as well as 

three large broken bowls (8-1/OO/2007, 8-2/OO/2007 and 9/OO/2007). Leaning against 

the west wall of the sarcophagus, nine large beer jars were arranged in a row (10-

18/OO/2007). They were all filled with Nile mud and sealed with mud stoppers. West of 

these, a cache of limestone miniatures was situated (19/OO/2007). 

 The chamber OO West proved to be robbed, with a large hole in the north-eastern 

corner of the sarcophagus lid. Besides four canopy jars, four complete wine jars were 

found in the north-eastern corner of the chamber (31-34/OO/2007). In addition, six mud-

stoppers (some of them probably belonging to the wine jars) were found in the chamber 

(41/OO/2007). 
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 In the other shafts, there were only a few pottery examples found. One beer jar 

filled with mud was found at the bottom of shaft 6 in the southern corner of the opening 

walled in by tafla bricks, made in the western side of the shaft (13.OO.2007). Two more 

beer jars  were found at the western wall of shaft 4 at a depth of 6.30 m, both oriented east-

west, the western one (14.OO.2007) turned with the mouth towards west and the eastern 

one (15.OO.2007) towards east. 

 

 
Fig. 2.14. Mastaba OO. Spatial division of pottery finds. The secondary structure (the so-called bread-form) wall 

is not included. 

   

Approximately 1.30 m west of the western wall of the so-called substructure 2, an 

in situ wall made of 1-2 layers of carefully laid tall bread forms and several beer jars 

interlaid with stone rubble was found, running from south-west towards north-east. After 

the wall was measured and drawn, it was partly dismantled for a detailed analysis of the 

pottery. There were two groups of pottery. The very typologically homogenous group 

comes from the front of the wall, numbering 29 fully or partly preserved pots nicely laid in 

one or two rows (25 tall bread forms and 4 badly preserved beer jars), of which 14 

examples were drawn (16.-29.OO.2007). The other group consisted of pottery from the fill 

from the other side of the wall, where 8 pieces were drawn and described (3 tall bread 

forms, 4 low bread forms and 1 beer jar, numbers 30.-37.OO.07). 
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2.11. Abusir South-West, Tomb 1 

Most of the pottery found in Tomb 1 in Abusir South-West comes from the fill in 

shaft 1 and its disturbed burial chamber. The mouth of the shaft had side dimensions of 2 x 

2 m and a depth of 7.20 m. The upper fill of the shaft was a mix of wind-blown yellow-

gray sand with tafl fragments. There were three main pottery clusters in this shaft.  

The ceramics started to appear in larger amounts at a depth of 5-5.40 m, the 

majority being  stands (approximately twelve pieces), five fragments of beer jars with 

pointed bottoms and a few miniatures (one bowl and one cup). At a depth of 6 m; 20 cm 

under the upper edge of the entrance to the burial chamber, a cache of eleven travertine 

miniatures and three ceramic miniature vessels (two bowls and one cup), together with a 

base fragment of a small thin-walled ovoid jar filled with several pieces of charcoal and 

some green and blue beads (sit. 1/ASW/2007) was found, with two more alabaster bowls in 

the fill. The vessels from this cluster were probably either part of the original burial 

equipment, being very similar in character to the stone and ceramic miniature vessels 

found in the burial chamber itself, or they were part of the burial shaft deposit situated 

close to the sealing wall of the burial chamber. 

  In the following fill of tafl, enormous amounts of broken pottery were found with 

their predominant classes being tall stands and rough flat-bottomed platters, much fewer 

beer jars and other closed types. The pottery layer finished at a depth of 6.60 m with a 

stratum of tafla fill and limestone rubble or fragments. The entrance to the burial chamber 

is situated in the north wall of the shaft and it was found walled almost to the top with a 

solid stone wall, interrupted on the upper side by a narrow robber´s opening. The bottom of 

the shaft is at a depth of 7.20 m. 

The burial chamber measures 3.84 m in length, 3.56 m in width and is 1.41 m high. 

The sarcophagus is situated in the west half. It was found with its lid upturned, leaning on 

the east side of the sarcophagus. East of the sarcophagus, on the north side of the chamber, 

a large amount of ceramic and stone miniatures were found (sit. 2/ASW/2007), altogether 

74 miniature pottery cups and bowls and at least 66 travertine miniatures. More pottery 

was found approximately 50 cm south of this (3/ASW/2007, a large storage jar) and a 

further 1m south, on the same level as the south end of the sarcophagus, a small rough 

bowl (12/ASW/2007). Immediately south of the sarcophagus, fragments of pottery bowls 

were found (15/ASW/2007), later reconstructed and put together as two large bent-sided 

bowls of different shape and quality. Apart from these, the burial equipment included four 
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canopic jars, originally deposited in a wooden box, now almost disintegrated. In the 

sarcophagus, apart from the human remains, pushed to one side by the robbers, seven 

fragmented wooden tools, mostly knives, were discovered. Animal bones were found 

scattered in several places in the burial chamber. 

 

 
Fig. 2.12. Abusir South-West, Tomb 1, comparison of the pottery distribution between the burial chamber and the 

shaft. 

 

 From Fig. 2.12 the distribution of pottery groups is quite evident. In the shaft, by 

far the most predominant groups were stands and platters (i.e. functional vessels), which 

were not found at all in the burial chamber. In contrast, predominantly luxurious 

ceremonial vessels (such as miniatures and bowls) were found in the burial chamber. For a 

detailed spatial analyses and typological analysis of the pottery, see chapter 5.11. 
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3. General ceramics introduction 

3.1. Clay types and fabric classification 

 

Until the late 1980s, there was neither a unified clay classification nor any kind of 

general fabric description for the Egyptian pottery available. Until then, pottery was simply 

described reflecting both the fabric and surface treatment, using the ware division. For 

example, Junker recognized three types of wares in the cemetery at Giza (Junker 1929: 

113-114), mixing together the fabric, surface treatment and pottery types they represented. 

Predominant was the ware with a black core made of Nile silt, represented with three main 

surface treatments – rough, burnished or slipped; second was the ware with pale red break -  

either with soft to middle hardness or hard/Qena ware; and the third was the ware with a 

wash  (basically not reflecting any fabric but just a surface treatment).  

Much more work in the correct defining of clay fabrics was done by Reisner on the 

basis of the Giza pottery (see Reisner 1955. 61-62). He recognized two main groups of 

fabrics, namely those made of Nile mud and those of tafl clay, subdivided into altogether 

10 wares. Out of these, for example, FRW (fine grained red wash) can be recognized as 

Nile silt A and CBrW (coarse brown ware) as Nile C. His approach is quite modern in 

assigning main types of ware for each type of vessel and can be used for general statistical 

analysis.   

The so-called Vienna system (see Fig. 3.1, also Nordström – Bourriau 1993: 168-

187) established a framework for fabric division and classification. However, it has its 

limitations. Most of the sherds available for the creation of the system came from the 

Eleventh to the Eighteenth Dynasties, with only a few examples from the period of the Old 

Kingdom. Therefore, one must count on considerable site variations, depending also on the 

local geological conditions. The main fabrics used for the pottery were set down as either 

Nile silt fabrics or marl clays, each subdivided into several types and subtypes. 

Since then, the Vienna system has been used and in many cases enlarged by 

excavation and subsequent study of the pottery. In Giza, a much more detailed system with 

independent fabric numbering is in use, subdividing, for example, Nile silt B1 into two 

groups, namely the common Nile B1 (GN2) and micaceous one (GN3), and Nile B2 into 

four groups depending on the main inclusions such as sand (GN5), mica (GN6) and chaff 
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(GN7), as well as the classical Nile B2 (GN4). The statistical analysis shows the extreme 

predominance of the rough clays, namely Nile C (GN8), with 70.08% of all pottery fabrics. 

The classical NB2 (GN7) follows with 16.73% and other clays each by less then 6%. Marl 

clays are very rare, each being represented by only about 0.50% of all fabrics. Altogether, 

98.14% of all fabrics in the GPMP site are Nile silts (for the detailed analysis, see 

Wodzińska 2007: 282).  

 

Fabric Texture Inclusions Fracture colour 
Porosity and 

hardness 
Dating 

Nile A 

homogenous 
fine clay with 

significant 
amount of silt 

fine sand and mica, 
very few particles of 

fine straw 

brown to grayish-
brown without 

strongly defined 
zones 

p: moderate to 
dense, h: 
medium 

Badari 
onwards, in 

OK only very 
fine vessels 

Nile 
B1 

silty 
groundmass 

abundant fine sand, 
medium to coarse sand, 

fine straw particles 

reddish-brown 
surface, black/grey 
or black/red zoning 

p: moderate to 
dense, h: soft to 

medium 

Old Kingdom 
to the 

beginning of 
XVIIIth 
Dynasty 

Nile 
B2 

silty 
groundmass 

abundant fine and 
medium sand, scattered 

pieces of limestone, 
conspicuous coarse 

straw inclusions 

brown fracture with 
narrow red or black 

cores with violet 
outer zones 

p: loose to 
moderate, h: 

medium to hard 

Old Kingdom 
to the Second 
Intermediate 

Period 

Nile C fairly silty clay 

common sub-angular to 
rounded fine to coarse 

sand grains, 
predominance of coarse 
straw particles, visible 

on the surface 

very thick walls, 
fracture grey-brown 

to reddish-brown 
and black core 

p: porous, h: soft 
and medium 

Old Kingdom 
to New 

Kingdom 

Nile D sitly clay 
large amounts of 

limestone inclusions in 
the paste 

black core with 
outer zones of red 

and violet, 
sometimes red 

surface and fracture, 
vitrification signs 

p: loose to 
moderate, h: hard 

Middle 
Kingdom to 

New 
Kingdom 

Nile E 
silty 

groundmass 

dominant inclusions of 
fine to coarse sand, 
common micaceous 

inclusions 

brown or black 
fracture 

p: porous, h: soft 
and crumbly 

Old Kingdom 
to New 

Kingdom 

Marl 
A1 

dense, 
homogenous 
groundmass 

fine sand and limestone 
particles, very little 

organic matter 

pale to light red, 
sometimes grey core

p: dense, h: hard 
and firm 

Naqada II to 
Old Kingdom

Marl 
A2 

dense, 
homogenous 
groundmass, 

grainy surface 

very fine mineral, sand 
and limestone 

inclusions 

pale red to grey-
white, fracture 

homogenous without 
zones 

p: very dense, h: 
extremely hard 

Old Kingdom 
to New 

Kingdom 

Marl 
C 

fine and dense 
groundmass 

dominant limestone 
inclusions, fine and 

medium sand particles 
and micaceous 

inclusions 

pale red to brown 
fracture, grey-white 
surface and dark or 
pale grey core with 

red outer zones 

p: dense to open, 
h: very hard 

Old Kingdom 
to Second 

Intermediate 
Period 

Fig. 3.15. Description of the pottery fabrics available in Abusir, based on the Vienna system (Nordström – 
Bourriau 1993: 168-187). 
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In the Saqqara West excavations, a new Old Kingdom clay type has been identified, 

called Mixed clay P.60 (Rzeuska 2006:42-44). Although physically similar to Marl clay 

A4, a petrographic analysis identified it as mixed clay consisting of both Nile silt and some 

kind of marl clay.25 There is a great variability within the group, containing both few and 

many inclusions, as well as sand, mica and calcium accretions. The color of the fabric is 

pink or pale red in an aerobic environment and olive or greyish in anaerobic environment. 

It is used for closed forms exclusively, especially jars and some types of stands. The fabric 

is comparable to the white ware from Saqqara (Firth – Gunn : 40, Pl. 48A) or some wares 

from Giza (Junker 1929: 113-114). In Abusir, a clear identification of this type of clay 

without a petrographic analysis is impossible, but on the basis of the description, it could 

be present in some vessels.  

The clays available in Abusir and therefore relevant for this thesis are only Nile 

silts A, B1, B2, C and E and marl clays A1, A2 and C. For a simplified description and 

characteristics of these clays, see Fig.1. For plates of photographs of pottery fractures in 

Abusir, see color plates. Partly, there is a clear picture of the relationship between certain 

pottery groups and types and the fabric they were made of or the technology in producing 

it. Thus, the vessels made of Nile A are usually wheel-turned, slipped and sometimes 

polished, the common groups being very fine luxury table wares such as Meidum bowls, 

small wine jars, certain types of plates, shallow bowls and especially X-shaped stands. The 

vessels made of Nile B1 were usually wheel-turned or wheel-made and either slipped or at 

least wet-smoothed. The attested classes include mainly all groups of miniature vessels and 

certain groups of finer plates, bowls, stands and jars. Nile B2 is much rougher, very often 

confused and mistaken for Nile C, the main difference being the number and size of 

organic material (mainly large straw inclusions) visible in the mass of Nile C. The vessels 

made of Nile B2 include all rougher kitchen and table ware, such as storage jars, cooking 

bowls, platters and stands. They could be both hand-made and wheel-made or a 

combination of both. Common kitchen ware, such as beer jars, bread forms and trays, were 

hand-made from Nile C. Their surfaces are usually left untreated; in some cases they are 

wet-smoothed or white-washed and very rarely red-slipped. They very often bear traces of 

fire. 

                                                 
25 The exact origin of the fabric and especially the origin of the marl clay in it are unclear and further 

analyses are planned to establish its relationship to Marl A4. See Rzeuska (2006:43). 
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Statistical analysis of the pottery fabrics was possible only for the areas where such 

description was available and is recorded in the pottery drawing pads or notebooks. In 

several seasons, only exemplary pieces of pottery types were drawn, not enabling a 

detailed fabric study. For these seasons, a simple fabric versus pottery type or group 

statistics was calculated.  

3.2. Production techniques and firing 

Brunton has already noted that the pottery from the Old Kingdom is partly wheel-

turned and partly handmade (Brunton 1928: 4). The main bulk of the pottery finds from 

this time period are hand-made. It is easy to recognize that certain pottery groups were not 

only produced exclusively from one or, at the most, two types of clays, but also that a 

certain technique was used for the production of specific types (Rzeuska 2006: 45). With a 

little experience, it is fairly easy to recognize a pottery group even from a very small non-

diagnostic fragment, simply on the basis of their production technique, quality of clay and 

their surface treatment. Thus, the beer jars have a typically handmade body with uneven 

body thickness resulting from the coils being connected and with characteristic vertical 

lines of the pot being smoothed from inside. Their outer surfaces are either untreated and 

very rough with many straw inclusions, or in a number of cases, bear a white wash. On the 

other hand, the body of, i.e., the bread form has the typical smoothed conical surface 

inside, resulting from being formed on a mould, with a wet-smoothed outer surface and, in 

most cases, with traces of fire. However, the diagnostic sherds (rim, shoulder and base) are 

usually required to specify the vessel’s exact type and/or variation. 

The main techniques used for the production of the Old Kingdom pottery are hand-

making (or hand-building), wheel-making, molding and wheel-turning. As they were 

described in many publications (Arnold – Bourriau 1993: 16; Rzeuska 2006: 48-52), only a 

short summary follows with respect to the Abusir finds. 

The bulk of the rough kitchen ware, i.e. beer jars and large rough platters, were 

hand-made without the use of the potter’s wheel. The body of a beer jar was produced by 

connecting pieces of rolled coils together, smoothing the inside with long vertical moves 

(leaving the above mentioned characteristic traces). The base and rim were made 

separately, the base by hollowing and subsequently pinching a lump of clay, again leaving 

the typical horizontal or vertical lines on the inner side of the base and the rim or a neck by 

turning on a slow wheel. The different parts were joined together and, in a few cases, wet-
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smoothed over. In the majority of cases, however, the surface was left untreated and coarse 

and, thanks to the firing that followed, today still bears potter’s fingerprints as well as clear 

traces of production. The bases of hand-made platters were pounded and in some cases 

scraped over with a stone or knife, again leaving the characteristic uneven surface with 

long deeper lines. 

The second most often used technique was throwing on a wheel, either a slow-

turning one (wheel-making) or a fast-rotating one (wheel-turning). This technique is 

evident by evenly spaced radial lines visible on both sides of the vessel, a kind of spiral on 

the inner base of the vessel and by the even thickness of the side walls of the vessel. 

Wheel-turning was typical for open forms (bowls and plates), some smaller jars, the lower 

and upper parts of the bi-conical stands and for most of the miniature vessels.  

The molding technique was used exclusively for the creation of large conical bread 

molds (groups F-1 to F-3). The body parts of all these groups were made by shaping over a 

core, in this case a conical lump of fired clay or some other material in the desired shape of 

the inner surface.  The resulting interior side has typical partly radial lines as an imprint of 

the wet-smoothed original core. The outside is either wet-smoothed or, in some cases, left 

untreated. Subsequently, the exact type was defined by adding and shaping the bottom – in 

F-2, the base is simply cut and either pounded or scraped over, in F-1 a lump of roughly 

formed clay is added to the base, thus creating a rounded base and in F-3, a large piece of 

tubular mass is added to the body, creating a massive foot.  

3.3. Surface treatment 

During the period of the second half of the Old Kingdom, the vessel surfaces were 

treated in several ways:  

 Untreated surface – this is the most common case in rough wares made of low 

quality Nile clays such as Nile B2 and Nile C. The surface is coarse and uneven, 

exhibiting irregularities resulting from the connecting coils being put together. In 

the surface, visible traces of finger-prints, hand-prints and former organic 

inclusions can be seen. With finer vessels (such as the miniatures) an untreated 

surfaces means the pot was fired without any additional smoothing or slip, but the 

natural surface itself is smooth from being wheel-turned. 
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 Wet-smoothing - this was usually done by wet hands after the forming of the pot, 

just before firing and left an uneven but relatively smooth surface on the vessels 

with rather characteristic flowing smears.  

 Scraping – this technique was a usual finish for large storage jars, especially in 

their lower halves. For smoothing the outer surface, different tools such as knives, 

chisels, pottery or stone pieces, wooden paddles or reed brushes, were used, leaving 

a typical shallow to deep even series of lines running in the same direction. 

Scraping together with pounding was a typical finish for the bottoms of large rough 

platters. 

 Slipping – smoothed surfaces were in many cases additionally covered with a slip, 

subsequently fired together with the pot. The most usual slip color during the later 

part of the Old Kingdom was a dark red to very dark red-brown slip (for 

convenience, still called red slip), used either only on the outside of the pot (typical 

for closed vessels such as jars and stands) or only on the inside walls (platters and 

plates) or on both (bowls). The color of the slip is quite an important chronological 

marker, as noted already by Brunton. He was one of the first to note that the slip 

color changes from almost orange or wax-sealing red in the Third and Fourth 

Dynasties to distinctly darker and thinner slip in the later times (Brunton 1928:4). 

 Polishing – the majority of luxury wares, such as Meidum bowls, bent-sided bowls, 

fine wine jars and certain types of shallow plates and X-shaped stands, were red-

slipped and subsequently polished after cooling. The most usual tool used for 

polishing was probably a piece of textile or leather. No examples of unslipped 

polished vessels were found. 

 Coating with wash – some vessels, especially rough kitchen wares (beer jars, bread 

forms and some platters) were completely covered with a white wash after firing.26 

This can vary between very thin and transparent, almost entirely corroded, to very 

thick and dense. In Abusir, no examples of white wash being applied to finer bowls 

with a recurved rim are available. For unknown reasons, there have been few 

examples of vessels being both red-slipped and afterwards white-washed.  

                                                 
26 The main difference between a slip and a wash is that the slip is applied before firing and the wash after 

firing (Rice 1987: 151). 
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 Painting – Contrary to the prehistoric periods in Egypt,27 decorative painting on the 

surface is quite unusual in the period of the Old Kingdom. However, some 

examples do occur. In Giza, three main types of paint were observed – white paint 

on the original surface, white paint on red background and red paint on white 

background. The only pottery classes decorated with paint were stands and some 

types of jars and bowls. The patterns are incomplete, consisting of simple stripes, 

making it impossible to identify the full design (for details, see Wodzińska 2007: 

283). There are also other examples of painted decoration (see Kromer 1972: Pls. 

21 and 23). 

 Incised pot-marks – this technique is not, in fact, an example of real surface 

treatment, not being included in any decorative motifs but rather serving as 

informal signs defining either the place of production, the contents of the vessel or, 

most probably, the exact destination of the product (i.e. Wodzińska 2007: 301). 

Most pot-marks are very simple and consist of simple lines differently grouped 

together, i.e. in the shape of the letter X or a cross (such as on the small squat jar 

9/AA/91, see chapter 6.1)28 or consisting of three vertical and one crossing 

horizontal line (i.e. on the fragment of the bread form MM-EV-15, see chapter 6). 

Petrie has already noted the occurrence of pot-marks on the Old Kingdom vessels, 

in particular the cross sign (Petrie 1892: 35).29 

It can be concluded that the majority of vessels were left untreated. In the GPMP 

excavations in Giza, 75.62% of all pots were made of rough clays (Nile B2 or Nile C) and 

left untreated. The finer fabrics with a coated (slipped or washed) surface make up only 

18.57%. However, one has to keep in mind the difference between wares present in the 

funerary and settlement contexts. In Abusir, the situation is slightly different, resulting in 

the majority of vessels coming from funerary or ritual context.  

  

                                                 
27 The most common decorative wares were the cross-lined ware (Petrie´s class C), incised black ware 

(Petrie´s class N) and decorated (red on white painted) ware (Petrie´s class D). Petrie 1901: 13-17. 
28 Analogies for this type of potmark are, i.e., in the GPMP excavation in Giza, mostly preserved on bowls 

(see Wodzińska 2006: Figs. 11.47 and 11.48). 
29 The cross sign is represented on five out of nine given examples. One potmark probably represents the 

hieroglyphic sign Q 1 (śt) and  one resembles the above mentioned potmark from area MM East V with five 

vertical and one horizontal stroke (see Petrie 1892: Pl. XXX, 28-34; Pl. XXXI, 9 and 27). 
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3.4 General classification of Old Kingdom pottery 

3.4.1 Morphology versus typology 

The classifications in use show quite clearly the problems of the different 

descriptives used for the typological studies of the Old Kingdom pottery. The 

classifications are not unified, as we can show in the example of the typologies of bowls. 

Fisher divided bowls into two main groups based on their surface treatment, namely I. 

bowls of brown or brownish-red ware, wet smoothed and finished with a wash of hematite 

red (group A) and II.  bowls of red or brownish-red ware, with pebble-burnished surface 

(group B) (see Fisher 1924:167-168). This division was, of course, most unhelpful because 

of the sometimes overlapping shapes of types within these groups. Junker divided bowls, 

according to the shape of their rims, into simple bowls (here he included also bent-side 

bowls), bowls with a carinated rim (Meidum bowls) and bowls with a spout (Junker 

1929:113-115). Reisner created another new classification based on the bases of bowls, 

again into two groups: round-bottomed basins and bowls (group C) and flat-bottomed 

basins and bowls (group D)30 (Reisner-Smith 1955:61-61). Smith divides them according 

to function into three main groups: a) large tubs and basins used in beer brewing or as 

temporary containers of liquids, b) large bowl and basins with a tubular or open spout 

adapted to the pouring of liquids and c) other bowls of various forms used as containers of 

liquids and food. His other main descriptives of bowl morphology are the shape of the rim 

and the depth of the body.  

As is shown above, in the past there was no difference made between the 

morphology and typology of vessels and, in the case of typology, no difference between 

the formal and functional typologies. Vessel morphology is determined by the relationship 

between each of the primary vessel components (rim, body and bottom). Neck or shoulders 

are considered elements of secondary importance and variants are based on details of 

structure, such as rim modeling, point of carination of the body, etc. (see i.e. Rzeuska 

2006: 58).  

Formal typology is one more general; it concentrates on the shape, style and 

technique of decoration as well as material composition and technology of production 

                                                 
30 Here, Reisner himself admits that the form of base does not represent an essential difference between the 

groups and that they are both apparently functionally the same (Reisner – Smith 1955:79). Thus, his type C-

XXXII and D-XXXVII are almost identical except for the shape of the base (see Reisner 1931: fig. 74;2,3 

and fig. 77; 3,4), as well as bent-side types  C-XXX and D-LXXVI (Reisner – Smith 1955: fig. 107). 
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(Ochsenschlager 1981:79). Here, however, the term “ware” (describing a group of vessels 

of the same clay and quality of production, but of different outwardly shapes, such as i.e. 

the Vassiliki ware in the Early Minoan Ia) and the morphological “type” (i.e. vessels of the 

same outwardly shape but possibly different clay and size etc.) are many times confused or 

interchanged. Functional typology is one based on the primary function of the vessel. 

However, care must be taken of the clear archaeological context and the textual description 

or iconographic representations of the vessels.31 

As for the formal and functional typologies, they are also interchanged freely. A 

classical example is the sorting of the flat platter-like aprt bread forms into the group of 

conical bread-forms. In the functional typology, they clearly belong together, having the 

same function in the rising of the bread dough and, in some cases, also in the baking of the 

bread. However, from the point of the vessel morphology, these two types have to be 

divided – both pottery groups are formally part of the class of bowls-containers and belong 

to the category of open forms, but they differ in the Vessel Index and they should be 

divided into two different formal classes of platters and bowls. Therefore, the chosen 

typology should be set down as either formal (based on the morphology of vessels) or 

functional (based on the function of the vessels). Another problematic class is the 

miniature vessels – in formal typology, they should be sorted into separate classes 

according to their morphology (this system is used in Giza in GPMP, where miniature jars 

are under the class of jars – ABM, miniature bowls under the class of bowls – CDM)32, but 

in other classifications they are sorted together in a common class based on their function 

(in the present author´s terminology, these include all symbolic containers used in funerary 

cult and offering practices, see Fig. 3.1). A third approach, that of a combination of the 

functional and morphological typology was used i.e. by Bárta in the classification of the 

pottery assemblage from the pyramid temple of king Raneferef33 and in its principle it was 

used also in the present classification.  

                                                 
31 Ochsenschlager points out the lack of precise textual descriptions, the limited appearance of pottery in 

representional scenes, the vast amount of careful archaeological data needed for accurate identification of the 

function of each kind of the pot and the indication that a single piece of pottery might have served several 

dissimilar functions in the past (Ochsenchlager 1981:79). 
32 See Wodzińska (2007:298, Figs. 11.12-11.14 and 305, Figs. 11.32-11.35). 
33 He created seven functional categories: storage jars, miniature jars, small and large bowls and plates, 

stands, flat bread trays and conical bread molds. See Bárta (1994) and Bárta (1996:137-160). 
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The problem is partly solved by the conclusion set down by the GPMP excavations 

(Wodzińska 2007:293-294). Here, only three functional classes are identified, namely jars 

(formal class AB, serving mainly for storage and transport of liquids), bowls (formal 

classes CD and F, serving mainly for preparing, serving, presenting and eating of food) and 

stands (formal class E, serving as support for bowls and jars). Miniature vessels as serving 

in the funerary cult are not mentioned separately.  

 

 

Cathegory Class Primary function 

storage of liquids (wine, 
water, oil, beer etc.) 

large jars 

storage of food (grain etc.) jars 

small jars 
storage of perfumes and 

toiletries 

bowls preparing, serving and presenting food 

serving and presenting 
plates/platters 

Rating 

preparing the bread dough 

containers 
 
 

bread forms 
baking the bread 

non-containers stands support for bowls and jars 

symbolic 
containers 

miniature vessels funerary cult and offerings 

 

Fig. 3.2. General functional division of vessel classes and groups. Enlarged version of the system by Wodzińska 
(2007:  285-6).  
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3.4.2 Classifications in use 

As the author mentioned before, there is no definitive and widely accepted 

monograph on Old Kingdom pottery classification and typology.34 To the contrary, there 

are currently several incompatible classification systems of Old Kingdom pottery in use. 

Here, the author will compare only a few select ones.  

One of the earliest and surprisingly sophisticated, although almost forgotten, is the 

alphanumeric system used by Brunton for the classification of Predynastic to Middle  

Kingdom pottery from Qau (Brunton 1924: 3-4).  Altogether 750 types were identified 

during his excavations, arranged into two main groups of open vessels (bowls) and closed 

vessels (jars, stands etc.). The general groups of common shape are designated by an 

Arabic number ((i.e. 1 - flat pans) and subsequent types by a capital letter (such as 1M – 

flat pan with tall sides or 1N – flat pan with low sides). However, his classification is 

purely morphological without a clear functional interpretation and he does not make a clear 

division between main types and their variations (thus 4Q to 4T are just size variations of a 

bowl with flaring sides). His basic division is as follows: 

1-19 Bowls 

 1-2 Flat pans35  

 3-6 Splayed bowls36 

 7 Angle-sided bowls (bent-sided bowls) 

 8-13 Bowls with recurved rims (Meidum bowls) 

 15-19 Bowls with incurving rims37 

20-95 Jars 

 20-37 Jars with greatest width below the centre 

 40-59 Jars with equi-curving sides (symmetrical) 

 60-75 Shoulder jars (ovoid jars) 
                                                 
34 Such as, in the classical archaeology, the typology of the Myceanean pottery by Furumark (The Mycenaean 

Pottery, Analysis and Classification, Stockholm 1941), the typology of Dragendorff for the Roman terra 

sigillata (H. Dragendorff, Terra Sigillata. Ein Beitrag zur Geschichte der griechischen und römischen 

Keramik, Bonner Jahrbücher 96/97, 1895/96, pp. 8-115) or Eggers´s typology of Roman bronze vessels (Der 

römische Import im freien Germanien, Atlas der Urgeschichte 1, Hamburg 1951) etc.  
35 These include i.e. the flat bread forms of ´prt type (1M-N). See Brunton (1924: Pl. LXXVI). 
36 These include shallow splayed bowls (3), flaring bowls (4) and different conical bread forms (6) (Brunton 

1924: Pls. LXXVI, LXXXII). 
37 These include mainly large vats and other storage vessels with a flat base (Brunton 1924: Pls. LXXVI-

LXXVIII). 
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 76-79 Tubular jars 

 80-89 Squat pots  

 90-95 ewers 

96-97 Stands 

98 Incense burners38 

What is interesting to note is the stress Brunton puts on a detailed classification of 

jars as compared to bowls (i.e., group 20-37 is further divided into four groups according 

to the exact position of the bulge below the centre, i.e. just below the centre or at the 

lowest point, etc.). However, Brunton´s system is difficult to use in modern excavation, as 

each even minor variation is given a new letter and thus the system is rather complicated 

for field use. 

 

The most common and most often used is the alphanumeric system created by  

Reisner. It was first used in Reisner´s publication of the pottery finds from the  Valley 

temple of Menkaura (Reisner 1931: 202-229) and, in its later revised form, for the pottery 

from the tomb of Hetepheres and the Giza mastabas (Reisner – Smith 1955: 60-89). This 

system is based on a formal shape division in group and type with the main descriptors 

being the general shape (open or close) and, in the case of jars and bowls, the shape of the 

base. Reisner recognized altogether 7 groups and 79 types (Latin numbering I – LXXXIX). 

The latest version of this classification of groups is as follows: 

Jars with rounded base or round-pointed base 

Jars with flat base 

Round bottomed basins and bowls 

Flat-bottomed basins and bowls  

Bowl-tables, bowl and jar stands 

Degenerate traditional vessels  

Bowl covers and lids 

There are several problems when trying to use his system in recent excavations – 

first of all, it is based on a large corpus of well preserved pottery and complete or fully 

reconstructed vessels predominantly coming from burial chambers. However, in modern 

                                                 
38 Brunton had evident problems where to situate this rather rare group – Reisner calls it a bowl-table, 

Brunton identified it on the base of burning traces  inside as incense burner. Rather than placing it in the open 

vessels (i.e. a bowl with a foot or a bowl connected to the stand), he puts it on the very end of the system.  
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excavations, complete vessels are rather rare, so the modern systems have to be based 

predominantly on rims and only in a few cases on matching rims and bases. Also, exact 

types of Reisner´s often cannot be determined and in many sites, there are many new types 

not defined in his classification.  

However, his system continues to be used till modern days. Simpson´s 

classification of the Dahshur pottery took over its full form with only minor changes, such 

as including several new types and creating of separate group for miniature vessels instead 

of them being separated into different categories (Simpson 1961). In addition, it is still 

being used in a considerably revised form for pottery analysis by several teams excavating 

in Giza, namely in the excavations of the SCA projects lead by Dr. Hawass39 and by the 

Giza Plateau Mapping Project of Mark Lehner. In 1997, Lacovara introduced a much more 

flexible updated version of Reisner´s typology for the GPMP site at Giza, not dependent on 

matching rims with bases, which was further enlarged by Wodzińska (see Wodzińska 

2007: 293). In the GPMP excavations, the pottery is divided into 2 main groups (restricted 

and unrestricted vessels), 3 functional classes (jars – Reisner´s type A,B; bowls – Reisner´s 

types C,D,F,G and stands -  Reisner´s type E) and 5 formal classes with the subsequent 

types designated by Arabic numerals (such as AB4 - beer jars etc.): 

AB – jars with round or flat base 

CD – basins and bowls with round or flat base 

E – stands 

F – bread molds and trays 

G – lids 

 

The SCA team also adopted the outer form of Reisner´s typology, but they used 

different numbering and due to the fragmentary state of ceramic finds avoided grounding  

the classification on matching rims with bases. The eight main pottery groups were 

classified with capital letters for the main type and Arabic numerals for the subtype, which, 

contrary to Reisner´s typology is not grounded on the shape of bases but on the form of the 

rim or neck.40 These main groups are: 

                                                 
39 The pottery groups in the latest study were collected form three main sites at Giza:  the Cemetery of the 

Pyramid Builders, Western Cemetery, and the Old Kingdom settlement underlying the modern suburb of  

Nazlet es – Samman (Hawass – Senussi 2008:191).   
40 Here, a certain inconsistence in the classification is evident, namely the group (A) is also identified as a 

type (A).  
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Jars 

Cups 

Dishes41 

Bowls 

Basins 

Bread molds42 

Miniatures 

Non containers (stands, lids, incense burners and offering tables) 

  The main disadvantage of the above mentioned alphanumeric systems is its 

incompatibility within its different versions – i.e. SCA´s type A1 (beer jar) is Reisner´s 

type A-IV and Wodzińska AB443. Also, SCA´s type A3 (storage jars with outward rolled 

rim, short neck and ovoid body) is Reisner´s type A-II and GPMP´s AB7. With bowls, the 

system gets even more complicated – the so-called Meidum bowl is SCA´s type D1a (with 

different versions or later types of the Meidum bowl dubbed as D2a) and is equal to 

Reisner´s type C-XXXII and Wodzińska´s type CD6. Without a very detailed plate 

analysis, the comparison between these three systems, despite their outwardly same 

classification, is very problematic and therefore, none of these systems was adopted for the 

Abusir corpus classification. Also, many new types not present in these systems are 

attested in our excavation, making it rather problematic in field use. 

 

Another widely used system is the numeric system created by Kaiser, which is 

based on the pottery from the sun temple of king Weserkaf in Abusir (Kaiser 1969). 

Basically, this is simply a revised version of Reisner´s, but by using only the second half of 

Reisner´s typology (types numbering), Kaiser created a new system. His main reservations 

against taking over Reisner´s nomenclature were the confusing and changing numbering of 

                                                 
41 This group includes plates (round-bottomed dishes) and platters (flat-bottomed dishes). See Hawass-

Senussi (2008:225). 
42 In this group, both the conical bread molds with either the rounded (F1a) or the flat base (F1b) are 

included, together with the flat bottomed bread molds aprt (F2) and sTt (F3). See Hawass-Senussi 

(2008:237-240). 
43 Furthermore, none of the systems offers, in this case, a more detailed classification within the type (such as 

chronological development of the type and subsequent division into versions/subtypes according to the shape 

of rims, height of neck or shape of the bottom), such as made by Rzeuska, who considers beer jars one of the 

most chronologically important types of the Old Kingdom  pottery (Rzeuska 2006: 381). 
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the types, making the system unclear and slightly chaotic; the fragmentation of the Abusir 

vessels in the view of the need of complete vessels for Reisner´s classification and the 

existence of several new types. He divides the pottery into four main classes: 

Krüge, Töpfe und Becher44 

Schalen und Schüsseln45 

Ständerschalen, Becher und Gefässringe46 

Opferplatten und Brotformen47 

Within these, he identified 54 groups (as compared to Reisner´s 7 groups) and 260 

types.  This makes the system, in the author´s opinion, too complicated for field use, as it 

requires a very detailed study to place a pot into a correct group. Also, there is a large 

disproportion between the classification of jars and bowls. There are only 11 groups of jars 

(I – XI) as compared to 35 groups of bowls (XIII – XLVII). Instead of one or two main 

groups of bowls with a recurved rim (Meidum bowls)48 with subsequent types and 

variations, there are five of them (XIII – XVIII), making it difficult to identify a very 

fragmented vessel. In some cases, the system of division of the bowls is quite confusing, 

putting together both shallow and deep bowls or bowls of angular and rounded shoulder or 

with different relationship between the rim diameter and shoulder diameter.49 Furthermore, 

with such a large number of types, there is no way of expressing their relationship to each 

other. In the above alphabetic system, it is obvious that Wodzińska´s AB6A is related to 

AB6B, while it is different from AB7. However, in Kaiser´s system the relationship 

between i.e. type 119 towards 120 or 127 is much less obvious. His types are in many 

cases, such as bowls, just subtypes or type variations. For instance, types 257 and 259 are 

variations of the same type (conical bread mold with straight walls and straight bottom) 

and types 258 and 260 are again variations of the same type (conical bread mold with 

                                                 
44 This includes Reisner´s group A and B, namely all the jars with flat, rounded and round-pointed bases. The 

miniature jars are also included, despite their evident functional difference. See Kaiser (1969:49-56).  
45 These are Reisner´s groups C and D, bowls with rounded and flat bases. Kaiser (1969:56-75). 
46 This is Reisner´s group E (stands). See Kaiser (1969: 75-76). 
47 This is group F of Reisner. See Kaiser (1969: 76-77). 
48 Modern classifications tend towards simplification. Therefore, Meidum bowls are divided into two main 

groups, namely with either a rounded shoulder or a angular shoulder. See Op de Beeck (2004). 
49 This is i.e. the case of forms 109 and 114 in group XVII – form 109 is a deep bowl with matching rim and 

shoulder diameter, low flaring rim and rounded shoulders. Form 114 is a shallow bowl with a low straight 

rim, smaller rim diameter than shoulder diameter and sharper shoulder carination. See Kaiser (1969: 59). 
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outward walls and high rounded base), all of them belonging to the same group (bread 

molds).  

This system, with several modifications but with similar complications (too many 

types), was used for the pottery assemblage from the pyramid complex of Raneferef in 

Abusir (Bárta 1994; Bárta 1996; and Bárta 2008). In his study, Bárta researched the 

previous theoretical approaches to classifications and typologies and categorized the terms 

“class” and “type”. His main contribution is the requirement of the division into classes 

based not only on the outer form of the ceramics, but on the grounds of a combination of 

both morphological and functional attributes of the pottery.50 He created 7 classes: 

Storage jars (groups I-XI) 

Miniature cups (group XII) 

Small and large bowls (groups XIII-XLVII) 

Miniature plates (groups XLVIII) 

Stands (groups LIa-LIc) 

aprt molds (groups LII-LIII) 

bDA molds (groups LIVa, LIVb). 

However, while the outward structure (division into the seven morphological-

functional classes) was new, the inner division into 54 types was almost an exact copy of 

Kaiser´s classification and thus, there are the same reservations against it.   

 

  In the more recent years, several descriptive systems have appeared. As an 

example, there is Rzeuska´s system for the pottery found in the cemetery of West Saqqara 

(Rzeuska 2006). This system is purely formal, based on the typology as well as the 

morphology of vessels.51  Based on the Aperture Index (AI)52, the pottery is divided into 

                                                 
50 Bárta was influenced by the purely functional typology of vessels created by Charvát for the pottery 

assemblage from the tomb of Ptahshepses. In this typology, the main groups were miniature bowls, miniature 

vases, utensils (including all pottery pieces serving for daily use, even morphologically very different such as 

dishes and bowls, pots and jars), storage jars (divided into three chronological subgroups), bread-baking pots, 

pottery stands and pottery offering trays (including all flat and large dishes). For details, see Charvát 

1981.145-166. 
51 According to her, vessel morphology is determined by the relationship between each of the primary vessel 

components (rim, body and bottom). Neck or shoulders are considered elements of secondary importance and 

variants are based on details of structure, such as rim modeling, point of carination of the body, etc. (Rzeuska 

2006: 58). 
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five categories and within these, each category is divided into several groups according to 

the Vessel Index (VI)53:  

I. closed vessels – 4 groups: slender jars, tall jars, globular jars and squat jars; 

II. open vessels - 4 groups: platters, plates, bowls and beakers54;  

III. non-containers - 2 groups: stands and lids;  

IV. miniature vessels – 2 groups: closed and open forms. 

Further division is made into subgroups (beer jars, medium-sized jars, large jars, 

small jars etc.), types (i.e. 12 types of beer jars) and forms (altogether 232 forms). This 

system is, without any doubt, one of the most detailed and systematic arrangements of 

pottery. However, it was not adopted in its full form for the classification of the Abusir 

South pottery for several reasons – first of all, not all groups and types could be confirmed 

at our site and on the other side, many different groups and types were identified in our 

excavation that are absent from the necropolis of Saqqara West. On the other side, some of 

her definitions of groups and types were used as a ground base for the creation of the 

Abusir South classification.  

 

For the reasons enumerated above, the author felt it necessary not to adopt any of 

the existing systems for the classification of the Abusir South pottery corpus but rather to 

create another system. Its main outlines as well as the typological division are the focus of 

the following chapter. 

 

 

 

 

                                                                                                                                                    
52 Aperture Index reflects the relationship of the rim size to the maximum body diameter, where maximum 

body diameter is multiplied by 100 and divided by rim diameter. The resulting number determines whether 

the vessel is a closed form (AI ≥ 100) or an open form (AI ≤ 100). See Aston 1994: 181 fig. 22. 
53 Vessel Index determines the general shape of vessel (slender, tall, etc.) on the base of relationship of the 

maximum body diameter to the total height. It is measured by multiplying the maximum body diameter by 

100 and dividing it by the height of vessel. The resulting groups within the category of closed vessels are: 

slender vessel (VI < 50), tall vessels (VI =  50-80), globular vessels (VI = 90-115) and squat vessels (VI > 

115). Within the open vessels, groups are: beaker (VI < 150), bowl (VI = 150-275), dish (VI = 275-500) and 

plate (VI > 500). See Aston 1994: 181 fig. 22.  
54 Here, the shape determination differs from Aston´s. Bowls are determined by VI 150 to 500, plates by VI 

500 to 700 and platters by VI greater than 700 (Rzeuska 2006: 58). 
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4. Abusir pottery classification 

As for the classification system used in this thesis, the author felt it necessary not to 

adopt any of the existing systems but rather to create another system. This is required for 

several reasons, most specifically for the partial incompatibility of the existing typologies 

with the corpus of pottery coming from the cemetery of Abusir South. Even though the 

pottery of the Old Kingdom encompassed many common features and similar types, most 

of it was produced on a very local level, thus even the assemblages from very close sites 

(such as Giza, Saqqara and Abusir) are not identical, and at each site, there are types not 

available at others; therefore, for the time being, each site will have to continue using its 

own system. The basis for this particular classification is the alphanumeric system (i.e. 

Reisner 1955; Wodzińska 2007; Hawass – Senussi 2009) with some enlargements from the 

Saqqara West pottery typology (Rzeuska 2006a). It is grounded on a combination of both 

functional and morphological attributes (Bárta 1994). For less confusion, the system of A-

G lettering was abandoned due to its incompatibility with the current alphanumeric 

systems, and a simple lettering system was adopted, creating 7 pottery classes:  

J – Jars,  

B – Bowls,  

S – Stands,  

F – Bread baking forms,  

P – Platters,  

L – Lids,  

M – Miniature vessels.  

 

The formal theory of classification was studied thoroughly by Bárta (2004 and 

2008: 293-295) and shall not be discussed in detail.55 He concentrated on two main 

categories, namely the class category as a representative of the remains of human activities 

in certain contexts and the type category to state chronological sequence for this activity 

                                                 
55 Bárta was influenced by the linguistic theory of prototypes adapted to the archaeological context, as well as 

the concept of type as a paradigm. In this thesis, it was not considered necessary to enlarge his analysis of the 

theoretical approaches to typologies. For detailed discussion and development of the classification theories, 

see Lakoff (1987).  
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(Bárta 2008: 295). In the present thesis, yet another category, that of groups, was added 

into the formal outline of the classification. The group division enables us to define most 

commonly present wider pottery groups in the context and thus ascertain the social status 

of the owner and his economic power. In example, within class category we can define that 

certain number of jars were present in the tomb (see chapter 2.0 for each tomb). The group 

category reveals the quality of these vessels, i.e. whether the ten jars present were beer jars 

or fine imported ware (see chapter 5.0). Finally, the category of types allows us to establish 

a chronological time span for the burial and the ritual activities in the cultic areas.  

The class is a category of vessels having approximately the same general 

morphology (open or closed vessel, determined by the Aperture index, see chapter 1.0 

Methodology) and, most of all, the same function. The classes J, F and P are all open 

vessel classes differing in their function, namely long- or short-time storage of beverages 

and food in the case of class J, serving and presentation of the food in the case of class P 

and baking and preparing the bread-dough in the case of class F.  All groups of bread 

molds were placed in the common class of bread forms, including the conical bD3 bread 

forms and aprt trays. This was done for several reasons, the first being that, despite a 

different shape, all the bread molds (both conical and tray ones) are open vessels and have 

a common functional feature, making them different from the class of plates. Similarly, 

class M engenders a common morphological trait in the miniature size of the vessels (even 

in both open and closed forms) and the same function - serving as symbolic containers in 

the funerary cult. Therefore, instead of creating two classes (miniature bowls and miniature 

cups) or sorting them separately within the class of jars and the class of bowls, all the 

miniatures were put in one class.  

Pottery groups (such as beer jars, Meidum bowls, bent-sided bowls, miniature cups 

etc.) are understood as vessels of the same class with similar shape, quality and function. 

These are designated by an Arabic number (for example J-1: beer jars). Specific types 

within the groups are defined as vessels of almost identical body shape, Vessel Index56 and 

the primary descriptors (meaning the shape of rim, body and base – i.e. the type of beer jar 

with a clearly articulated rim, ovoid tapering body and to some extant pointed bottom). 

These are designated by a small letter (i.e. J-1a). Possible variations are given by 

                                                 
56 In the case of beer jars, which are undisputedly one quite homogenous group from the standpoint of both 

their shape, quality and function, the Vessel Index even in one type might include both tall and slender 

vessels.  
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differences in the shape of rim (simple rim, modelled rim, etc.) or difference in shape of 

some other main criteria, i.e. the shape of neck (turned in, turned out or straight), namely 

secondary descriptors. They are designated by a Roman numeral (J-1aI etc.). Thus, the 

existence of a neck defines a type, while the exact shape of the neck defines a variation of 

the type. This numbering system is purely practical and does not bear any chronological 

importance.  

 

Class Group Type Variation 

Aperture Index General shape Vessel Index Secondary descriptors 

Function Quality Primary descriptors  

 Function   

    

Fig. 4.16. Common features required for the classification categorization. 

 

4.1. Jars – class J 

The typological division of jars used by previous scholars was based on different 

qualities and descriptors. For example, for the Minor cemetery at Giza, Fisher created a 

very rough typology of jars on the basis of their clay quality and their surface treatment. 

He divided them into two groups – jars of rough brownish red ware (i.e. beer jars, group C) 

and jars of fine red ware, wet smoothed (group D), without any further typology or 

development theories (Fisher 1924:  168).  

 Brunton’s classification of the jar corpus coming from the cemeteries in Qau and 

Badari is much more sophisticated. He identified altogether 70 groups of jars on the basis 

of a purely morphological typology. He divided them according to the existence and 

position of the greatest bulge, i.e. the types with the maximum width below the centre (his 

types 20-37) , with equally curved sides (symmetrical jars, types 40-59), shouldered jars 

(types 60-75, these include mostly ovoid forms), tubular jars (types 76-79), squat jars 

(types 80-89) and ewers (90). The first group is subdivided according to the exact position 

of the bulge (20-25 with the lowest bulge, 26-32 slightly higher, 33-37 just below the 

centre), the second and third groups are divided primarily according to their proportions 

and secondarily after their necks or the shape of the bases. Tubular forms are arranged 
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according to their outlines, from angled to curved sides to those with necks (Brunton 

1928:3).  

Reisner’s earliest attempt for a typology of jars coming from the valley temple of 

Menkaura is quite confusing. Originally, he identified 20 types of jars, some on the basis of 

morphological signs (overall shape, base shape, size, etc.) and some on that of surface 

treatment (black polished wares and red polished wares) (Reisner 1931: 208-219). Later, 

Smith revised his system and divided the class of jars in two main groups: A – jars with 

rounded or round-pointed base and B – jars with a flat base, each with several types 

(Reisner - Smith 1955). His division was taken over by several subsequent typologists (see 

Simpson 1961; with slight modifications also Wodzińska 2007 and Hawass – Senussi 

2008). 

Also Kaiser’s typology, based on the vessels coming from the sun temple of 

Weserkaf in Abusir (see Kaiser 1969: 49-56), is equally unsystematic, given that he sorts 

the jars into twelve groups not only based on the general shape of the vessel and primary or 

secondary elements, but also tertiary qualities such as the vessel’s clay (i.e. group V: jars 

made of Ballas/Qena clay, which is basically a ware group and not a morphological group) 

or slip color (such as group VI).  

For the jars from the mastaba of Ptahshepses in Abusir, Charvát does not present 

any typology for jars. His division is based on the chronological criteria, i.e. Old Kingdom 

storage jars, Saitic jars and Greco-Roman amphorae (Charvát 1981: 159). For the pottery 

from the complex of Raneferef, Bárta took Kaiser´s typology of jars without any change 

(Bárta 2007: 312).  

In the excavations of the Supreme Council of Antiquities in Giza, jars are divided 

into eleven types, such as the traditional offering jar (beer jar, A1), jar with a collar around 

the neck (A2), jar with a short neck and ovoid body (A3) and so on. The shape of the rim 

and the existence and height of the neck are the main descriptors in this type differentiation 

(Hawass - Senussi 2008: 194-198).  

 Given that most of the descriptive analysis of jars, such as shape (ovoid, globular, 

tapering etc.) are many times a case of subjective classification (and thus resulting in 

confusing typologies), a need for an objective classification appears. In the case of jars, the 

Vessel Index proves to be such a one. It was used for the typology of Old Kingdom vessels 

from Sakkara West (Rzeuska 2001: 58, see also above in classification chapter). She 

divides the jars into four morphological groups (slender jars, tall jars, globular jars and 

squat jars). These are further divided into subgroups (such as beer jars) and further into 
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types and their forms. The author took over this classification for the present report due to 

its objectivity and systematic quality. For the creation of groups and types, only fully 

preserved vessels were taken into account. In all the cases, the Vessel index was measured 

and the group was roughly dubbed as slender/tall,57 globular or squat. Within this system, 

thirteen jar groups were created:58 

 J-1: beer jars (e.g. rough jars with ovoid to tubular body) 

 J-2: small to middle-sized ovoid jars 

 J-3: larger ovoid jars with tall neck 

 J-4: slender to tall jars with two handles and flat base 

 J-5: tall storage jars with flat base 

 J-6: very slender storage jars (early type) 

 J-7: slender offering jars with flat base (late type) 

 J-8: small to middle-sized spindle-shaped jar with flat base 

 J-9: tall spindle-shaped jar with low neck and pointed base 

 J-10: large storage jars with low neck and ovoid body 

 J-11: small rougher ovoid storage jars 

 J-12: globular storage jars 

 J-13: squat jars 

 

4.1.1. Beer jars (J1) 

Beer jars were one of the oldest and longest continually used pottery groups. They 

are already attested in their characteristic form in the Early Dynastic Period,59 continuing 

in general use as part of the grave equipment even in the most modest graves (Reisner 

1932: 75) through the whole Old Kingdom. They are also present in the relief decoration of 

the tombs, and the jars named Dwjw are depicted both during beer production and in the 

                                                 
57 The otherwise divided categories of slender and tall had to be combined, as practical use in the field proved 

them to be often combined in one group or even type of pottery. Very few pottery groups (such as J-6 and J-

5) are represented by purely slender forms. 
58 In this system, pottery examples dating to a wider Old Kingdom – First Intermediate Period time span were 

also included. In this thesis, “early type” reflects its use during the first half of the Old Kingdom. “Late type” 

means pottery types attested from the very end of the Old Kingdom into the First Intermediate Period on. 
59 Beer jars were found in the graves of the early First Dynasty on, see i.e. Petrie (1921: Pl. XLVII, 33M, 

N;LI, 72); Petrie – Wainwright – Gardiner (1913: Pl. LII, 66 and LIII, 68); Brunton (1927: Pl. XIV, 56). 
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offering lists naming different types of beer.60 They are recognized as one pottery group on 

the basis of their hand-made technique of production, coarse low quality material, very 

rough surface treatment, their function and, with a few exceptions (such as the tall and low 

tubular forms), a rather similar general shape with an ovoid or spindle-shaped body. For 

the present study, only middle and late Old Kingdom beer jars and their occurrences were 

taken into account. 

A large corpus of different types of beer jars comes from the excavations in Giza. 

However, the approach to this rough and unattractive ware lacked consistency and interest 

in its full description and publication. In the minor cemetery of Giza, large amounts of beer 

jars (named group C by Fisher) were found around every large mastaba, used for carrying 

up the mud mortar during the building operations (Fisher 1924: 168). From the earliest 

excavations in the Western Field in Giza, Junker does not mention any rough ware of the 

typical shape or quality among jars (Junker 1029: 117-19). Later, he called this type 

“Spitzkrüge” and observed that they were not abundant in the record, mentioning their 

typical ovoid rather than round mouths (Junker 1950: 114). On the other hand, during 

Reisner’s excavation in Giza, his type A-IV (referred to as “traditional offering jar”) 

constituted almost 12% of the pottery finds in the Valley temple of Menkaura, being thus 

second in frequency to type F-XXV bread molds (Reisner 1931:212). Reisner also noted 

that the debris in almost every room contained potsherds of this general type and their 

original numbers were probably not less than that of type F-XXV. However, the latter are 

more compact and less easily shattered. He recognized five variations61 but doubted their 

chronological importance on the grounds of the great variations of form in one tomb. In the 

tomb of Hetepheres I in Giza, no examples of this type were found (Reisner –Smith 1955). 

In the Giza cemeteries, the amounts of beer jars found in burial chambers was very low 

(usually one to two jars in one tomb, only in one case each three, four and seven or more 

beer jars),62 most of them being found either in the fill of later mastabas in the Western 

                                                 
60 For examples of depictions, the beer production process and a discussion of the terminology, see i.e. Balcz 

(1934: 49-51) and Faltings (1991).  
61 Two main subgroups (tall jars and short jars), tall jars having either a) a roll rim or b) without it, and short 

jars  a) with a roll rim, b) with a rim faintly indicated by a horizontal finger mark around the open mouth or 

c) with plain open mouth (Reisner 1931:212-13, Reisner - Smith 1955:70).  
62 Beer jars were found mostly in the tombs of the later Fifth Dynasty, one example each in tombs G 1158, G 

2009 P, etc. In tomb G 6040 B there were three examples, in tomb G 6012 A four examples and in tomb G 
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field or in the streets of the Eastern Field. Reisner noted some fragments also in the fill of 

plundered shafts but he did not consider them to be part of the original tomb equipment but 

merely intrusive from robbing activities. Based on their careless mode of production and 

their frequent reuse in later times, Smith dubbed them as an insignificant type of vessel 

with little sense of typological or chronological study and no attempt was made in the later 

publications to distinguish between the variations of these jars (Reisner - Smith 1955: 70).  

In the recent GPMP excavations, beer jars (type AB4) constitute 11.16% of all pots found. 

They are all described as having an ovoid body, and subgroups are divided by rim shape – 

AB4A (straight rim), AB4B (round rim), AB4C (triangular rim) and AB4D (with a 

grooved rim). Most examples are coated with white wash and some with red or black-

brown slip. The maximum height of the beer jars in Giza is 30 to 37 cm, maximum 

diameter varies between 13.5 and 21.5 cm and the maximum capacity is 7.6 liters. There is 

no chronological development or sequence offered, the site having a rather short time span 

(Wodzińska 2007: 288).  

Bárta was one of the first to point out that the height and width of beer jars are of 

chronological significance, especially for the period of the late Old Kingdom (see Bárta 

1996 and 2007: 307). He compared three assemblages of beer jars from the period of early 

Fifth to early Sixth Dynasty63 with a resulting notion that both values increased over time 

with jars becoming more slender, taller  and having more capacity (from 25/27 to 34/35 cm 

in height and from 1.5 to 2.6 liters in capacity).  

A similar observation was made by Rzeuska for the beer jars coming from the 

cemetery in Saqqara, here increasing from 30 cm in the beginning of the Sixth Dynasty to 

42 cm at its end (Rzeuska 2006: 386). She also noted two main evolutionary lines for beer 

jars in the Late Old Kingdom: a cylindrical jar with round bottom (her form 1) and the 

spindle-shaped jar with pointed bottom (form 2), from which other forms developed 

simultaneously. With the tubular beer jars, mostly thick and high bases were observed, 

with a stepped trace at the joint with the rest of the body at about 1/3 the height of the 

vessel. The inside surface bears parallel and vertical finger marks. In the spindle-shaped 

types of jars, most of the bottoms are thin and shaped by a vertical finger movement. In 

                                                                                                                                                    
6020 A seven or more beer jars. Their repeating numbers, in most cases, did not give rise to any theory 

concerning them. Reisner – Smith (1955: 71). 
63 It was the assemblage from the mastaba of Kaaper (early 5th Dynasty), assemblage from Raneferef´s 

mortuary complex (middle of 5th Dynasty) and mastaba of Fetekti (early 6th Dynasty). See Bárta (1996) and 

Bárta (2008: 307). 
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Saqqara, altogether 12 types of beer jars were recognized, based on the formation of 

shoulders, type of mouth, shape of base and inner shape of base. On the grounds of their 

consistency in spatial division (namely two types per tomb) and the well attested 

development, the beer jar group is considered the most significant chronological pottery 

group in the Saqqara necropolis. However, these types differ from the Abusir corpus quite 

considerably in the outer shape of the vessels as well as the formation of the inner base, 

therefore the typology could not be used for our necropolis and the Saqqara types were 

used only as an example and a model for the present typology. 

As for the method of production and the quality of clay, beer jars were mostly made 

of low quality clays such as Nile silt B2 and the majority from Nile silt C. In the GPMP 

excavations, 98.3% of all beer jars were made of GN8 (Nile C) and 1.7% each of GN7 

(chaffy Nile B2) and GN9 (Nile E). They were hand-crafted by coiling,64 then the parts 

were joined together (base, middle part of the body, shoulders and a hand-turned rim)65 

and then hand-scraped and smoothed from inside, thus leaving characteristic marks.66 The 

outer surface is mostly left untreated, with some cases of wet-smoothing evident by 

fingerprints and sometimes white-washed or red-slipped (Wodzińska 2007: 288-9). In 

Saqqara, some types seem to have a consistent surface treatment, i.e. red-slipped (Saqqara 

forms 3 and 6), white-washed (forms 7, 8, 9 and 10) or untreated (Rzeuska 2006a: 385). 

The abundant oval rather than round rim is either a deformation resulting from the pots 

being placed too tightly together during drying (Rzeuska 2006a: 385) or firing (Junker 

1950: 16).  Beer jars are, as a rule, very badly fired, leaving a typical thick, dark grey, 

                                                 
64 The handmade production of beer jars is shown also in iconographic material, especially reliefs (Montet 

1925: 254; Steindorff 1913; Balcz 1932: 82 etc.), and it is evident from the crude quality of pots and their 

irregular shape. Charvát proposed that they were not made by specialised potters, but by almost anyone and 

in any place (see Charvát 1981: 160-1). However, this proposition was later disproved. 
65 There are evident traces of different parts being joined together, such as different smoothing marks inside 

or different thicknesses of walls, so creating steps. See Bárta (1996: 127), Rzeuska (2006: 385), Charvát 

(1981). 
66 Here, Rzeuska identified two main modes of inside smoothing – horizontal smoothing on the bottom and 

vertical smoothing at the joint with the body, leaving thin and low bases in spindle-shaped types of beer jars 

(such as form 2 and 7 etc.) and parallel vertical marks, leaving thick and high bases in the group of 

cylindrical jars (such as form 1 and 3). See Rzeuska (2006a: 385). 
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violet or most usually black core with further zones in the break. The resulting hardness 

varies greatly from almost soft with flaky surface to very hard.67 

The use of beer jars is very wide – in addition to the original function of storing 

liquids such as beer, wine or water68 in either economic69 or funerary context, it was also 

used for watering in land irrigation,70 during copper smelting71 and secondarily as either 

containers for mortar,72 pigments73 or acting as the building material itself.74 The body 

sherds were also used as temper for bricks and pots and trampled into mud floors (Bárta 

2006: 291). 

In Abusir, the majority of beer jars was made of Nile C clay and in a lesser amount 

of Nile B2. Unluckily, the vessel fabric was not consistently recorded throughout the 

whole period of excavations; therefore, no exact percentages for the whole site can be 

given. All the beer jars were hand-made by coiling and joined from at least three separate 

parts (rim, body and base). In most cases, the surface is left untreated or is white washed. 

Red-slipped beer jars are very unusual in our site. 

The main descriptors used for the typological division of Abusir beer jars are the 

general shape of the body (ovoid, cylindrical, tapering, spindle etc.), the position of the 

                                                 
67 I.e. the beer jars from the Western field in Giza, coming from Junker´s excavations, were well and strongly 

fired (Junker 1950: 16). 
68 Here, not all Egyptologists agree on the details. While Balcz suggested that they were used as storage jars 

for liquids by the poorer social classes (Balcz 1934:53), Posener-Kriéger supposed that this type was used 

only for beer and wine (Posener-Kriéger 1976: 375-6). 
69 Sealed beer jars (called ds) were used as exchange commodity in the local market (Bárta 1996: 130). 
70 This use is attested in the reliefs in the tomb of Ptahshepses at Abusir. See Verner (1977).  
71 From the GPMP excavations, there are 29 fragments with traces of melted copper and 18 other are 

vitrified. Many jars have traces of burning inside and outside. Wodzińska 2006: 289. 
 72 This use is well attested in Giza by Fisher (Fisher 1924:168), in the SCA excavations in the Cemetery of 

the Pyramid builders (Hawass - Senussi 2008: 194) and in Abusir in the mastaba of Ptahshepses (Charvát 

1981: 159) etc. Rzeuska proposed, on the basis of numerous finds of vessels, especially beer jars with 

remains of mortar, that these were not later used secondarily, but as a part of the funerary rituals, i.e. for 

closing the sarcophagus, sealing and purifying the burial chamber (Rzeuska 2006b: 361, Rzeuska 2006a). 
73 In the GPMP excavations, seven jars contain different kinds of pigment – one yellow, four red and two 

white (Wodzińska 2006: 289). 
74 I.e. in Giza in the fill of mastaba S 4570 or set in rows in a later structure of S 2535 (Junker 1950: 16). 

Beer jars used as building material of a wall were found also in Abusir, in the fill of the mastaba of 

Khekeretnebty (Verner – Callender 2002: 15) and during the present excavation i.e. in the mastaba of 

Neferinpu (see chapter 2.10.).  
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maximum diameter (shoulder or belly), the shape of the base (rounded, pointed and to 

some extant pointed), the shape of the rim (simple, modelled, etc.) and the existence and 

the shape of a neck (turned in, turned out or straight), The existing corpus of beer jars can 

be divided into several types:  

 Type J-1a (beer jar with contracted mouth, ovoid tapering body and to some extant 

pointed bottom) with two variations: 

o I - a simple rounded rim  

o II - a modelled rim. 

 Type J-1b (beer jar with clearly articulated low neck, ovoid tapering body and to 

some extant pointed bottom) with three variations: 

o I - straight neck,  

o II - neck turned in  

o III - neck turned out.75 

 Type J-1c (beer jar with spindle-shaped body and pointed bottom).76 

 Type J-1d (massive beer jar with broad arms, wide tapering body and to some 

extant pointed bottom). 

 Type J-1e (slender beer jar with articulated rim and/or arms, cylindrical slightly 

tapering body and round bottom).77 

 Type J-1f (slender beer jar with straight rim, tubular body and rounded base) 

 Type J-1g (small beer jar with tubular body and rounded bottom) 

o I – simple rim 

o II – modeled rim (with a groove) 

 Type J-1h (beer jar with plastic rib on the rim and shoulder, tapering body and 

pointed base). 

Only several types could be established in a more sensitive chronological line and 

some exemplary cases shall be mentioned here in more detail. The oldest beer jar type is 

                                                 
75 Besides the presence of the neck, a helping descriptor of the two ovoid types is the Vessel Index. The type 

J1a includes tall jars (with VI more than 50, in the case of the presented beer jars the Vessel index was 

between 51 - 55) and the type J1b slender jars (VI less than 50).  
76 By analogies, this type might be dated to the latter part of the Sixth Dynasty (i.e. Rzeuska 2006a: 378-388; 

Pl. 21-26). 
77 Both type J1d and J1e reach their maximum diameters at the shoulder, with the body tapering, contrary to 

the other types with maximum diameters at the belly. For analogies of this type, see Brunton (1927: Pl. 

LXXI, 77K).  
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without any doubt type J-1h, having decoration consisting of plastic ribs situated in the 

middle of the neck/rim and on the shoulder. These ribs are probably imitating cord relief 

decoration found in early Old Kingdom tall slender storage jars (see group J-6, i.e. Reisner 

1931: Fig. 61). Beer jars of this type have very slender bodies with distinctly pointed bases. 

In Abusir South, examples were found exclusively in the tombs of the late Third or early 

Fourth Dynasty or in their direct vicinity.78 In the tomb of Ity, several rim fragments of this 

type were found in the fill in front of the eastern wall of the mastaba, close to the entrance 

to the chapel, as well as a few fully preserved examples from the entrance to the northern 

superstructure of the mastaba. In the most recent excavations, three fully preserved vessels 

and fragments of several more were found in tomb AS 54, in front of the southern chapel. 

The beer jars are all made of finer quality Nile B2, wet smoothed and white washed. In 

some cases, traces of original mud fill could be observed. They are all badly fired with 

thick black cores, violet zones and light brownish red surfaces. In comparison, the fully 

preserved drawn beer jar from the tomb of Ity has a rim diameter of 7.8 cm, maximum 

diameter of 15 cm and height of 29.6 cm. The vessels from anonymous tomb AS 54 have 

rim diameters of 8.2 – 9 cm, maximum diameters of 13 – 15 cm and heights of 32 – 33 cm. 

Types J-1a (beer jar with ovoid body and contracting rim)79 and J-1b (beer jar with 

low neck)80 seem to be the most common beer jar types (see Plates VIII and IX). In our 

excavation, they are best represented in the tombs dating to the Fifth Dynasty. Except for 

their rim shape, their base shape is very similar and cannot serve in a typological study. 

Two exemplary assemblages of these two types shall be compared here – beer jars from 

three clusters found in the refuse area east of the entrance to the chapel of Kaaper (early 

Fifth Dynasty) and the beer jars from the substructures in the tomb of Neferinpu (second 

half of Fifth Dynasty). The first assemblage was subject to a separate study (Bárta 1996), 

therefore only a short summary shall be offered here. The majority of beer jars from these 

                                                 
78 Such an early date is confirmed by numerous analogical examples coming from the tomb of Netjeraperef 

in Dahshur (Alexanian 1999: 132, nos. M 28-M-39). The rim of the AB3 collar jars from the Giza Plateau 

Mapping Project (Wodzińska 2007: Fig. 11.9) as well as the collar jars of type A2 from Nazlet as-Samman 

(Hawass – Senussi 2008: 222) do not seem to correspond to our finds and are probably fragments of a 

different jar type.  
79 For examples of analogies, see Brunton (1927: Pl. LXXXI, 77L); Reisner (1931: 212, Fig. 64, no.3); 

Charvát (1981: Pl. 12, H26; Pl. 13, H 168; Pl. 14, I 422 and J 458); Kaiser (1969: 54, VIII, nos. 64-65) etc. 
80 For analogies, see i.e. Junker (1950: 15, Fig. A, tombs 4223, 4033, 4249 and 4082); Kaiser (1969: 54, VIII, 

nos. 66-67); Hawass – Senussi (2008: 219, nos. 271-272). 
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clusters could be identified as type J-1a (with mostly modelled and finger-grooved rim) or 

type J-1b (with mostly straight or out-turned rim). According to the original pottery 

notebooks, the vessels were 24 – 27 cm in height and had volumes of about 2.6 liters. The 

beer jars from the tomb of Neferinpu, on the other hand, are much more heterogeneous. 

The beer jars from the fill in shaft 1 include several types, including J-1a and J-1b. The 

height of these vessels is 29 – 30 cm. On the other hand, the group of ten beer jars from the 

eastern burial chamber of shaft 1 is very homogenous in size and shape, all of them being 

much larger. Nine vessels belong to type J-1b and have an extraordinary height of 40 – 41 

cm. The only example of type J-1a had a height of 35 cm. Thus, the general increase in 

height and volume (see above and Bárta 1996) can be confirmed by this assemblage. 

However, it poses several problems as well, mostly in the height level for the late Fifth 

Dynasty.81 The same result is evident in the study of the volume increase. While for the 

early Sixth Dynasty, the highest numbers quote 2.6 liters for the recorded vessels (Bárta 

1996: 128-129), in the tomb of Neferinpu, the smaller beer jars from the shafts had 

volumes up to 3.8 liters and the large beer jars in the burial chamber the volume of 5.4 to 

6.4 liters (for a detailed analysis, see chapter 5.10). Thus, in the author’s opinion, the 

development of sizes has to be studied in more detail and preferably on the basis of 

assemblages from closed contexts.  

Beer jars of type J-1g, having short tubular bodies and rounded bases, were found 

in larger numbers around the anonymous mastaba MM. Three fully preserved jars were 

found in the surface layer outside the eastern wall of the tomb. These have rim diameters 

of 8.5 – 9.5 cm, maximum diameters of 11.5 – 12.5 cm and heights of 19.5 – 22 cm. Two 

more fully preserved jars of this type were found in the fill in front of the entrance to the 

chapel, close to the northern niche. They have very similar dimensions with rim diameters 

of 10.5 and 12.5, maximum diameters of 12.5 and 13.5 and heights of 21 and 22.5 cm. The 

dating of this type is slightly problematic for its rare analogies. Typologically, it is similar 

to some short tubular beer jars found in the late Old Kingdom cemetery in Saqqara West.82 

                                                 
81 They are much taller than the beer jars from the area of the tomb of Fetekty, dated to the early Sixth 

Dynasty. However, in the tomb of Neferinpu, all the other pottery finds as well as the titles of the deceased 

exclude a later, i.e. Sixth Dynasty, construction date.  
82 However, in Saqqara this form is always red-slipped and has slightly different rim shapes. It is dated to the 

middle of the Sixth Dynasty, namely the reigns of Pepi I and Merenre (Rzeuska 2006a: Pl. 19, No. 41 and Pl. 

20, 47-48). 
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4.1.2. Small and middlesized ovoid jars (J2, J3) 

The main characteristics of group J-2 are a short neck with modelled rim, ovoid 

body and round to some extant pointed bottom (see Plate XII). The development of this 

typological group is well attested from the early Fourth Dynasty on. Reisner has already 

divided his group A-II (wine jars) into three main chronological periods. Type A-II is an 

earlier large version (height between 24-40 cm) with either a slender form (subtype a) or a 

bulging form (subtype b), all with rounded base.83 Type A-IIb is attested by 11 examples 

from the tomb of Hetepheres (Reisner 1955:63), around 70 examples from the Giza 

cemetery dating to the first half of the Fourth Dynasty and around 50 examples from the 

end of Fourth and the beginning of the Fifth Dynasty (Reisner 1955:69-70). According to 

Reisner, the type developed in the early Fifth Dynasty into smaller and more slender forms, 

and later the neck became more pronounced and longer. The type A-IIc includes all the 

degenerate forms of type II-b including his earlier type A-V and part of A-VI (see Reisner 

1931: 213-214 and Reisner 1955: 70). 

The typical ovoid form can be recognized in Brunton’s group 68, especially types 

68G, 68N and 68P, all dated to the Fifth and Sixth Dynasties (Brunton 1928: Pls. LXXIX 

and LXXXVII). 

 In Kaiser’s typology, this type can be identified as part of his group I – jars with a 

low uncarinated neck, especially form 1 (Kaiser 1969:49-50). This group is attested mostly 

by fragments of rims or bases and in only a few examples by whole vessels. It has a typical 

surface treatment of red to red-brown slip, partly or completely polished. Most of the 

vessels came from the lower temple. 

  As an example, two complete jars of type J-2a (smaller to middle-sized ovoid jars 

with low neck and rounded base) were found in the tomb of Neferinpu, one in the western 

chamber of shaft 1 (30/OO/2007) and the other next to the southern wall of the brick 

structure built to the western part of mastaba OO (71/OO/07).  These two jars are almost 

identical, with modelled rims of diameters 5.5-5.8 cm, ovoid bodies (maximum diameter 

12-12.5 cm) and rounded to slightly pointed bottoms. The heights are between 17.5 – 17.7 

cm and both are covered with a high quality red slip of hue 10 R 6/6. The closest analogies 

are from Giza and Abusir and seem to confirm the late Fifth Dynasty date of the tomb.84    

                                                 
83 See Reisner (1955:63-64 and 69-70, Figs. 58, 61 – A-IIb, 80, 81, 82 and 83). 

84 See Reisner (1931:fig. 65,2); Junker (1929: 118,fig. 13,1); Junker (1950: 22, fig. 8, D1); Kaiser (1969: 

50,1) and some examples of type A-IIc from the Giza mastabas G 2330 A, G 5223 A and G 4512 A dated to 
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 The largest collection of this pottery type comes from the tomb of Sendjemib and 

Qar Junior. A group of fifteen jars was found in the primary layer in the south-eastern 

corner of the burial chamber of Qar Junior (Excav. No. 86/HH/2000) and twelve fully 

preserved ovoid jars in the burial chamber of Senedjemib, piled in several layers from the 

floor to about 60 cm below the top of the sarcophagus (Excav. No. 103/HH/2000).  The 

first group consisted of seven jars of group J-4 (see below) and eight jars of type J-2a. Both 

main variations of type J-2a are present (with and without a sharply carinated neck 

transition). Three jars were still closed with mud stoppers with visible remains of seal 

imprints. Their main difference from the jars found in the tomb of Neferinpu is the shape 

of the rim (triangular) and the slightly flaring neck shape. These jars are also much larger. 

In the first group, the heights are 26.5 to 31.5 cm, with rim diameters of 7.5 – 8 cm and 

maximum diameters of 18.5 – 21 cm. The jars of the second group have taller necks and 

sharper transitions to the shoulder. Their dimensions are very similar, with heights of 25 – 

30 cm, rim diameters of 7.5 – 9 cm and maximum diameters of 19 – 21 cm. Jars from both 

groups have irregular shapes, sometimes with the greatest bulge situated at the belly and at 

the shoulder of the same pot, resulting from the hand-crafted coiling production technique. 

Their surfaces are wet smoothed and in the second group also granulated with irregular 

horizontal lines. All the jars were probably made of Nile A. The pronounced shoulder, 

slightly taller neck and angular rim are in accordance with the Sixth Dynasty date of the 

complex.85  

 

Group J-3 is characterized by a tall vertical neck, simple rim and ovoid or slightly 

globular body with a rounded bottom (see Plate XIII). The surface is covered from inside 

and outside by a fine quality red slip of hue 7.5 R 4/4 to 10 R 4/6. These can be divided 

into two main types: J-3a (jar with ovoid body, tall tubular neck with straight rim and 

rounded base) and J-3b (jar with ovoid body, tall tubular neck with modelled rim and 

rounded base). 

In the tomb of Neferinpu, 4 examples of this type J-3a were found, most probably 

in situ - all of them were grouped together in the north-eastern corner of the disturbed 

western burial chamber in shaft 1, unnoticed or ignored by the robbers (30-34/OO/2007).  

                                                                                                                                                    
the second half of the Fifth and the Sixth Dynasty (Reisner 1955: Fig. 83, Nos. 12-10-52, 12-10-31, 14-12-

75, 15-12-71 etc).  
85 Reisner (1955: 62; 69-70; Figs. 81-82). 
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All of them were made of Nile B1, well fired, red-slipped and polished. Similar to the beer 

jars in the neighboring burial chamber, these jars were also filled to about ¼ to ½ of their 

volume with Nile mud, carefully fingered up the inner side, thus substituting the real 

contents of the jars. This kind of substitution was very common and Petrie already noticed 

it with the Predynastic Period in the cemeteries in Abadiya and Hu. There, the cosmetic 

jars found in funerary contexts are at first filled with strongly aromatic ointment, later with 

a layer of clay over it, next with only scented clay and in the end, with simple solid clay. 

The same treatment could be observed with other jars as well (Petrie 1901: 5). There are 

two variations in the cluster, namely an ovoid form (J-3aI) and a more globular bulging 

form (J-3aII). Analogies for this typological group are very rare.86 

  

4.1.3 Large jars with flat base (J4, J5) 

 The origin and development of the jars of group J-4 (two-handled jars with flat 

base) requires a separate, much more detailed study that is outside the scope of this thesis. 

They are subject to a large discussion, concentrated on the relation between the original 

Palestinian ware imported into Egypt and its later imitations. Only a few basic facts shall 

be summarized here.  

A shorter variation of this type appeared already in Abydos during the First 

Dynasty,87 but the bulk of their occurrence in Egypt falls into the Fourth to Sixth 

Dynasties, consisting of more than 85 vessels. They are attested in the tombs in Giza,88 

Saqqara,89 Matmar,90 Nazlet Batran91 and in other sites. From early studies on it was clear 

that the type is not Egyptian in origin, namely because of its fabric (pale sherds), shape 

(existence of two handles usually situated at the belly) and the surface treatment (thick 

vertical and horizontal combing). More recent studies point to the possibility that there 

might have been two stages in their development – the import of original vessels up to the 

Fifth Dynasty and, predominantly, their imitation in the Sixth Dynasty.   
                                                 
86 I.e. Giza G 2094, see Fisher (1924: 168, fig. 138, 2). Similar jars with a tall neck but with a modelled rim 

were found in Qau, Badari and El-Mahasna.  
87 Several examples were found in the tomb of Djer (Helck 1962: 33, 36-37).  
88 Junker (1929: 119-126; Abb. 13, nos. 16-17); Hassan (1936: 145, Fig. 173, 3-4); Reisner (1942: Fig. 256); 

Reisner (1955: 74-76, Figs. 96-98); Kormysheva (1999: 37, Pl. IIb; 2001: 80, Fig. 4);  
89 Jéquier (1929: 14, 26). 
90 Brunton (1948: 45, Pl. XXXVII, 2). 
91 Kromer (1991: 41, 67, fig. 1, Taf. 23, 38/4). 
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In the present classification, all foreign vessel designations shall be abandoned as 

they evoke incorrect shape morphology.92 All of the jars discovered in Abusir South, 

despite their different sizes, have several features in common – they have a narrow short or 

taller neck, only two vertical handles situated in the middle of the body or its upper part 

(thus, “belly jars” or “shoulder jars”) and a wide flat base. Presently, they are divided into 

five main types: 

 J-4a (very tall massive jar with cord decoration on the neck) 

 J-4b (very tall slender jar with slightly pronounced neck and shoulder handles) 

 J-4c (slender jars with lip rim, slender body and shoulder handles) 

 J-4d (large jar with low neck, wider body and shoulder handles) 

 J-4e (smaller jar with rounded body and belly handles) 

 

 Types J-4a to J-4c are the largest but also the least common in our cemetery. The 

most common types are J-4d and J-4e, having shorter (but still very tall) body and wide 

bulge. Two different assemblages, dating to the early Fifth and the late Sixth Dynasty, 

shall be compared here briefly. 

  In the burial chamber in the tomb of Kaaper, dated to the early Fifth Dynasty, two 

large jars of type J-4c were found in very fragmented states (see Plate XIV). The general 

shape of the jars and their dimensions are quite homogenous. They both have a rather wide 

ovoid body with a flat base, low neck with a roll rim and two handles attached to the upper 

belly. One jar has a base diameter of 10.5 cm and the other 11 cm, rim diameters are 8 and 

9 cm and neck heights are 2.7 and 3.5 cm. They have maximum diameters of 22 cm 

(without the handles) and reconstructed heights of 32 to 33 cm. They were made of foreign 

fabric93 and well fired, with sherds of orange-yellow color. The surface was combed both 

horizontally and vertically, and subsequently, the vessel was covered with a thick creamy 

white slip on the outside and also on the upper inside part of the rim.  

                                                 
92 In most cases, they are called, rather incorrectly, “amphoras” for their outwardly very similar appearance 

to the well known pottery type with two vertical handles. Some of the larger vessels are called “pithoi”, again 

a misunderstanding of the term originally describing a large storage jar with very wide opening almost equal 

to the maximum diameter and two to three small, often rather horizontal than vertical, handles being 

positioned immediately under the rim. However, the author realizes these terms have become widely used 

scientific jargon. 
93 Described as similar to a “Canaanite Jar” fabric by the excavator, see Bárta (2001: 185). 
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Interesting to note is the existence of a title of zS mSa nswt m Wnt, m Zrr, TpA, m IdA, 

xtjw-(m)fkAt, xAswt imntt, iAbtt (“Scribe of the army of the king in Wenet, in Serer, in Tepa, 

in Ida, Terraces of Turquoise and the western and eastern foreign lands”) in the name of 

Kaaper (Fischer 1959: 260-265; Bárta 2001: 179-180). All of the places mentioned are 

connected or situated in the northeastern Delta, the Sinai or northeast of it.94 Therefore, a 

presence of two imported Palestinian jars should be of no surprise in a tomb of an official 

working in that particular region. 

On the other hand, the jars discovered in the tomb of Senedjemib and Qar Junior, 

dated to the late Sixth Dynasty, are only imitations of the Palestinian ware. This is 

confirmed specifically by their fabric (most probably Nile silt A), their bad quality of firing 

and the soft quality of sherds (Bárta 2009). The largest quantity is a group of fifteen 

vessels found in situ in the south-eastern corner of the burial chamber of Qar Junior. These 

included (apart from the ovoid jars of type J-2a described above) seven large jars of group 

J-4. Except for one case, the mud stoppers were almost fully intact and still bore seal 

imprints with the titles of the deceased. There are three types represented – one jar is of 

type J-4a (see Plate XIV), having by far the greatest height (67 cm), a massive body with a 

maximum diameter of 41 cm, a short flaring neck with angular rim and, especially, a 

protruding cord-imitating decoration situated on the transition between shoulder and the 

neck.95 One jar is of type J-4c, having a tall wider body and very short neck with a lip rim. 

Three jars have taller bodies of type J-4d (see Plate XV) and two short bodies with much 

more rounded bulging bellies (type J-4e, see Plate XV). In the last two cases, the intact 

mud stoppers with preserved seal imprints were left on the vessels, thus not allowing a 

neck and rim study. However, from analogies, one can conclude that these were of the 

usual type, e.g. a short neck with modelled rim.  

One more jar of type J-4b, namely a tall and slender form (105/HH/2000), was 

found in the fill of the shaft of Senedjemib (see Plate XIV). It has a height of 58.5 cm, rim 

                                                 
94 Only a few of them are mentioned in other sources from the period of Old Kingdom, such as the toponym 

Wenet, Tepa and Ida. Wenet is the only one already known from the Archaic Period (Fischer 1959: 261-263), 

probably situated somewhere in the Delta region or the northeastern border (Helck Beziehungen: 17). On the 

other hand, the Terraces of Turquoise designate the copper mines in Wadi Maghara in the western Sinai.   
95 According to the excavator, this type (called “collared rim pithoi”) evolved from the Chalcolithic period 

onwards and was distributed in several regions of the eastern Mediterranean, including Cyprus, northern 

Syria, Anatolia and Israel. The Egyptian innovation was in the combination of vessel types with two handles 

(see Bárta 2009).   
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diameter of 12.5 cm, maximum diameter of 29 cm and base diameter of 13.5 cm. The two 

jars from the fill in shaft C (2/HH-ShC/2002 and 3/HH-ShC/2002) belong to the more 

usual type J-4d, having wider more massive bodies differing mostly in height. Altogether, 

one can conclude that the three most usual types (J-4b, J-4d and J-4e) largely differ only in 

height, this being either over 55 cm (type J-4b), between 40 and 50 cm (type J-4d) and 

under 38 cm (type J-4e). Due to the fact that in all types the other dimensions are very 

similar, especially the maximum diameter (26.5 – 31 cm in all types) and the base diameter 

(13.5 – 14 cm in all types), the height differences constitute the main typological variation, 

thus based on the Vessel Index.96 The analogies seem to confirm such a typology.97 

  

4.1.4 Tall slender jars (J6 to J9) 

 Although type J-6, a tall slender jar with cord relief decoration on its lower neck, 

shoulder and the base, is one of the oldest Old Kingdom pottery types found in Abusir 

South and only one complete vessel was found so far to the knowledge of the present 

author, it was felt necessary to include it into the classification for its great chronological 

importance.  

 Reisner recognized two main variations – an early more robust form with tapering 

body and flat base and a slightly later one with cylindrical body and rounded base.98 Both 

forms occur from Early Dynastic times onward, but the more slender form continues in use 

until the end of the Third Dynasty.99 The example from our cemetery was found broken to 

pieces on the bottom of the shaft as well as in the burial chamber in the mastaba of Ity 

(Excav. No. 13/EE/1993), dated to the late Third or early Fourth Dynasty. It was made of 

marl clay and had three protruding cords on the lower rim, shoulder and the base. It has a 

rim diameter of 4.6 cm, maximum diameter of 9.6 cm and height of 41 cm.  

 One unusual Old Kingdom pottery type, namely a Hs vase with slender body, high 

pronounced shoulder, wide flaring rim and narrow base (type J-7a), was found in shaft E in 

                                                 
96 In other words, the Vessel Index of type J-4b is around 50, Vi of type J-4d is around 63 and Vi of type J-4e 

is around 83.  
97 For analogies to J-4d, see i.e. Reisner (1955: Fig. 80, 34-6-17j; Fig. 96 - 97) and Junker (1929: Abb. 18, 

no. 16). For analogies for the small more rounded type J-4e see i.e. Reisner (1955: Fig. 98, 35-7-7). 
98 J-6 is analogical to Reisner´s type A-I (see Reisner 1931: 208-209, Fig. 61, 1 and 2). 
99 For analogies, see Petrie (1900: Pls. XXXVI-XLI); Quibell (1923: 17, Pls. XXV and XXXIX) etc. The 

slender forms from tombs K1 and K5 in Bet Khallaf, dating to the time of Netjerikhet, seem to be closest to 

our preserved vessel (Garstang 1902: Pl. 30, 21. 25-26).  
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the tomb of Inti, dated to the end of the Sixth Dynasty (JJ-ShE-01, see Plate XVI). These 

vessels are well known from iconography, usually described as water jars, however their 

occurrence is limited from the First Intermediate Period on. Only a few examples were 

found in a Fifth or Sixth Dynasty context.100 Most of them came from the shafts of the 

tombs, dated especially to the late First Intermediate Period. In the Sixth Dynasty, they 

were sometime situated in the burial chamber (Brunton 1928: 6). Compared to later forms, 

our vessel has only a simple flaring rim without the prolonged ledge. It has a rim diameter 

of 9 cm, maximum diameter of 13.5 cm, base diameter of 8 cm and height of 27.5 cm.  

 

4.1.5 Rough ovoid storage jars (J10, J11) 

 Group J-10 includes all large rough storage jars with ovoid (type J-10a, see Plate 

XVI) to bulging bodies (type J-10b) and short necks (see Plate XVII).101 They were 

probably used as containers for water or grains. In the pyramid temple of Menkaura, they 

were the third most accounted for pottery type found, after bread forms and beer jars 

(Reisner 1931: 210). In Abusir South, their exact numbers are difficult to reconstruct 

because of the very few fully preserved examples. The jars are usually fired only 

moderately and suffer from great breakage. Their form diversification is very great and 

during the present study, no attempt was made to identify all the types and variations. They 

are usually made of rougher fabrics, sometimes covered with white wash.  

 Small rough ovoid jars of group J-11 are present in almost all areas, mostly in the 

fill of the shafts (i.e. several examples in shaft 1 in the anonymous Tomb 1 in Abusir 

South-West, see Plate XVIII) or in the refuse layers in the superstructures. Due to their 

fragmented state of preservation which does not allow a full-shape reconstruction, no 

closer analysis of this pottery group was attempted. The rim shapes include straight rims, 

angular rims, rolled rims and short necks. The jars are usually made of low quality clays 

such as Nile B2 and Nile C and their surface is left untreated. They probably served as 

everyday transportable containers for beverages.  

 

 

                                                 
100 See i.e. Brunton (1928: Pl. LXXXVIII, forms 95D – 95S). 
101 For analogies, see Reisner (1931: 210-212, Figs. 62 and 63). 
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4.1.6 Globular and squat jars (J12, J13) 

 Only one type (J-12a) has so far been recognized in the group of globular jars. 

Contrary to the storage jars of group J-10 it has a much more rounded bulging body and 

wider straight or flaring mouth. It is made of higher quality clays and is almost always 

covered with red slip and sometimes polished. It is represented, for instance, by the large 

globular jar with wide mouth and dark red slip from the tomb of Senedjemib and Qar 

Junior (106/HH/2000, see Plate XVII). The jar was found in pieces at a depth of 12 m in 

the fill of shaft A. It has an almost full globular shape with maximum diameter of 28 cm 

and height of 29.5 cm. Almost identical jars were found in the Valley temple of 

Menkaura.102 

 Fully preserved squat jars are very rare from the period of the Old Kingdom. In 

most cases, only parts of shoulder, body and base are preserved. In most cases, they are 

considered a luxury ware and are made of Nile A or Nile B1. Most jars are wheel-made in 

two parts and joined at the shoulder. The surface is usually wet-smoothed and red-slipped. 

Sometimes they are part of the burial equipment in the burial chamber (Rzeuska 2006a: 

397), however this was not confirmed at our site. 

In our excavation, two tentative types were identified: type J-13a with a maximum 

diameter at the shoulder103 and type J-13b with maximum diameter at the belly (see Plate 

XVIII).104 Although the rims and upper parts of these vessels are missing in almost all 

cases, analogical vessels prove the existence of a shorter or longer straight or flaring neck. 

Both occur in the late Old Kingdom.  

 An interesting example of the second type was found in the fill of the second dark 

sandy layer in front of the eastern wall of the tomb of Kaaper (Excav. No. 9/AA/1991). 

The neck is missing and the whole bottom part of the body was 14 cm high. The jar was 

covered with red slip both inside and outside. On the lower half, a large cross-shaped pot 

mark was incised.   

 

 

 

                                                 
102 Reisner (1931: 217, Fig. 67, nos. 1 and 2). 
103 For analogies, see Jéquier (1929: Fig. 66); Reisner (1931: 219, Fig. 69, nos. 1 and 2), Rzeuska (2006a: Pl. 

54, nos. 209-211); Simpson (1961: Fig. 4-1). 
104 For analogies, see Jéquier (1929: Fig. 30); Junker (1951: Fig. 31, Pl. XXIV); Rzeuska (2006a: Pl. 54, no. 

208). 

81 
 



4.2. Bowls - class B  

 Bowls belong amongst the best known and well attested classes of Old Kingdom 

pottery. Some types of fine bowls (such as the so-called Meidum ware) drew the attention 

of the earliest excavators by their highly polished slip, thinness and hardness of breaks and 

sharp outlines of profiles (see Petrie 1892:35). However, criteria for the classification of 

bowls have changed rapidly over time. Fisher divided bowls into two main groups based 

on their surface treatment: I. bowls of brown or brownish-red ware, wet smoothed and 

finished with a wash of hematite red (group A) and II. bowls of red or brownish-red ware, 

with pebble-burnished surface (group B) (see Fisher 1924:167-168). This division was, of 

course, most unhelpful because of the sometimes overlapping shapes of types within these 

groups. Junker divided bowls according to the shape of the rim into simple bowls (here he 

included also bent-side bowls), bowls with a carinated rim (Meidum bowls) and bowls 

with a spout (Junker 1929:113-115). Reisner created another new classification based on 

the bases of bowls, again in two groups: round-bottomed basins and bowls (group C) and 

flat-bottomed basins and bowls (group D)105 (Reisner-Smith 1955:61-61). Smith divides 

them according to function into three main groups: a) large tubs and basins used in beer 

brewing or as temporary containers of liquids, b) large bowl and basins with a tubular or 

open spout adapted to the pouring of liquids and c) other bowls of various forms used as 

containers of liquids and food. His other main descriptors of bowl morphology are the 

shape of the rim and the depth of the body.  

 Kaiser sets out altogether 31 groups of bowls and basins (XIII – XLVII), his main 

descriptors being those of the exact shape of shoulder, shape and size of the rim, shape of 

the base and their overall relation to each other (Kaiser 1969:56-73). In this, his approach 

is entirely morphological and is well systemized. However, the great detail needed for the 

ascription of a bowl to a certain group is its main disadvantage (especially during field 

work), while some of the groups, in the eyes of the author, are unnecessarily doubled and 

could be present simply as subtypes or variations of the main type. Hence, instead of one 

group of bowls with a re-curved rim (Meidum bowls), one is met with 8 groups of them. 

On the other hand, Kaiser realized that the difference in the depth of bowls and the height 

                                                 
105 Here, Reisner himself admits that form of the base does not represent an essential difference between the 

groups and that they are both apparently functionally the same (Reisner – Smith 1955:79). Thus, his type C-

XXXII and D-XXXVII are almost identical except for the shape of the base (see Reisner 1931: fig. 74, nos. 

2,3 and fig. 77; nos. 3,4), as well as bent-side types  C-XXX and D-LXXVI (Reisner – Smith 1955: fig. 107). 
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and shape of rims and shoulders are of chronological importance and set down basic 

conclusions derived from his studies.106 

4.2.1. Meidum bowls (B1) 

 The main characteristics of this group are a sharply carinated lip, a very thin and 

hard break and a highly polished surface of red to red-brown slip. This ware was first 

recognized by Petrie in Meidum (therefore the name), almost confused for its quality with 

terra sigillata or its African copies (see Petrie 1892: 35). However, Petrie did not attempt 

to create any classification of the group and included it in with any bowls of fine break 

with a polished slip.   

Junker included only the sharp carinated rims and recognized two main surface 

treatments – either the typical dark red polished slip or the less usual grey-white wash 

(Junker 1929: 115). He also noticed that the Meidum bowl (named brim-bowl) is the most 

often attested type of bowl; however, he wrongly attests the different forms of it to 

different functions, namely the flat bowls as drinking bowls and the deep bowls as soup 

bowls (Junker 1950: 20).  

Reisner identified three main types of Meidum bowls – type C-XXXI with a swell 

rim inside (a degenerate form of recurved rim), type C-XXXII with a low recurved rim and 

type C-XXXIII with a high recurved rim (Reisner 1931: 224, Fig. 74, 2-7). Later, Smith 

unified all these types under one type C-XXXII and also noted that it was particularly 

frequent in mastabas of the Fifth to Sixth Dynasties.107 Unluckily, he concluded that the 

variations in the height of the rim and the different natures of the rims did not justify the 

use of subtypes.  

 Brunton was one of the first ones to note the chronological importance of these 

descriptors. According to him, the overall shape of the Meidum bowl changed from almost 

hemispherical form in the Third Dynasty108 to flatter shapes later on and, additionally, the 

height of the rims decreased (Brunton 1928:5, Pl. LXXXII, 13L). This conclusion was 

confirmed by Kaiser during his study of the pottery from the sun temple of Weserkaf in 

                                                 
106 His conclusions are described and further discussed in the chapter on Meidum bowls, see below.  
107 Altogether 192 examples were found, two in Hetepheres (Reisner – Smith 1955: 65), a further 19 in the 

tombs of the Fourth Dynasty in Giza, 49 from the end of the Fourth and beginning of the Fifth Dynasty, 61 

from the second half of the Fifth Dynasty and also 61 from the Sixth Dynasty, thus showing this type was 

typical for the end of the Old Kingdom (Reisner – Smith 1955: 81-82).  
108 See Brunton (1927: Pl. XIII, 37G and 37M).  
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Abusir and its comparison with the pottery assemblages from Giza cemeteries (see Kaiser 

1969: 1978-82). As was already noted before, he identified six different groups of bowls 

with carinated shoulders and/or recurved rim (XIII-XVIII). Within these, he created a 

chronological sequence, dating the deep bowls with high re-curved rims (groups XIII and 

XV) to the end of the Fourth and beginning to middle of the Fifth Dynasty and the flatter 

bowls with low recurved rims to the Fifth and Sixth Dynasties (i.e. group XIV, XVI to 

XVIII).  

 Further addition to the knowledge of the chronological sequence of Meidum bowls 

was offered by Ballet on the basis of the stratified pottery finds from the Dakhla oasis 

(Ballet 1987). Based on the relation between rim height and width, he created an index 

showing the approximate age of the bowl.109 Contrarily, Op de Beeck showed much more 

pessimism toward the chronological reliability of Meidum bowls (see Op de Beeck 2004). 

He points out the lack of a precise definition of a Meidum bowl, no uniformity of the 

terminology and typology, the use and study of only limited areas of pottery assemblages, 

questionable dates in the different publications110 and individual drawing approaches, all 

of which make it difficult to compare material from different publications. He includes also 

the bent-sided bowls and hemispherical bowls with only a slightly modelled rim. He 

widened the scope of measurement analysis, using not only the relationship of rim height 

to rim width111, but also the Vessel Index112,  the relationship between the height of the 

neck and the total height of bowl113, the shape of the shoulder (i.e. rounded or angular)114 

                                                 
109 The quotients of the rim height-width index were divided into intervals from 0.001 to 0.200 showing that 

the older the bowl was, the higher the interval range was (see Ballet 1987). 
110 Here he recommends a separate use of bowls from unconfirmed dates (where the date was determined 

only by the shape of bowl) and bowls dated on the basis of external criteria, such as titles in the tombs (Op de 

Beeck 2004: 240). However, he does not seem to realize that the date of a tomb based on pottery is not set 

down by only one piece or class of pottery, but by all of the assemblage.  
111 He confirmed the lowering of the neck and the increase of the rim diameter of bowls of the later part of 

the Old Kingdom (Op de Beeck 2004: 254). 
112 He gives average dates of Vessel Index for each Dynasty, namely First to Third Dynasty with Vi of 205, 

Fourth Dynasty´s Vi is 273, Fifth Dynasty´s Vi is 276 and Sixth Dynasty´s Vi is 297 with a division in 12 

classes (A-L) with an average range being 30. The Vessel Index analysis confirms the already previously 

stated development from deeper bowls in the early Old Kingdom to more shallow bowls in the later Old 

Kingdom. (Op de Beeck 2004: 251-253). 
113 The result being that the position of the neck is becoming higher as the Old Kingdom progresses (for 

mathematical analysis see Op de Beeck 2004: Tabl. 9 and 10).  
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and the relationship of the diameter of the rim and the shoulder115. Using his mathematical 

analysis on the material from Abusir showed, however, disproportionate and sometimes 

even antagonistic results.  Thus, de Beck’s analysis cannot be used for absolute dating, as 

each period has its exceptions, and most importantly, only a limited percentage of vessels 

from very different regions were included in it.116 Similar doubts were also expressed by 

Rzeuska when dealing with the Meidum bowls from Saqqara West. Here, most of the 

noted elements proved to be unreliable chronological markers (Rzeuska 2006: 408-9). 

Very large and deep bowls occur in a closed context together with smaller and shallower 

forms. This was explained by their value and their being cherished and used for long 

periods. Therefore, any analysis of the Meidum bowls should be judged and compared 

with the analysis of other archaeological material. 

 The present author adopted the methodology from Op de Beeck´s typology with 

some reservations, such as excluding the bowls without the carinated rim, namely the bent-

sided bowls or the hemispherical bowls with a modelled rim. The Meidum bowls were 

divided into two main subgroups with further divisions depending on the position of the 

maximum diameter of the bowl:  

 B-1a (Bowls with recurved rim and with angular shoulders, see Plate XIX) 

 I – maximum diameter is at the rim (RD > SD) 

 II – maximum diameter is both at the rim and at the shoulder (RD = SD) 

 III –  maximum diameter is at the shoulder (SD > RD) 

 B-1b (Bowls with recurved rim and with rounded shoulders, see Plate XX) 

 I – maximum diameter is at the rim (RD > SD) 

 II – maximum diameter is both at the rim and at the shoulder (RD = SD) 

 III –  maximum diameter is at the shoulder (SD > RD) 

 

                                                                                                                                                    
114 With the resulting notion that angular shoulders seem characteristic for the bowls of the Fourth and Fifth 

Dynasties, gradually changing into a rounded one (Op de Beck 2004: 265). 
115 Within each group (A – angular shoulders and B – rounded shoulders) he created 3 subgroups of 1) bowls 

with equating rim and shoulder diameter, 2) bowls with greater rim diameter than shoulder diameter and 3) 

bowls with greater shoulder than rim diameter. Further division was made on basis of the shape of the curve 

of the rim, i.e. a shallow concave curve or a deep concave curve etc. (Op de Beeck 2004: 263). 
116 The problem of the chronological relationship between the pottery production in the centre (Memphite 

necropolis) and the periphery (i.e. Ayn Asil in the oasis of Dakhla) was not taken into account in his analysis. 

More recent studies show that in some cases, a lap of almost one generation could have elapsed between 

takeovers of more “modern” types in the provinces (see Rzeuska 2008).  
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Fully preserved Meidum bowls are rather rare in the excavation process. Numerous 

rim fragments are found in all contexts, but especially in some shafts and in the 

surroundings of the cultic areas, such as chapels. Only a few assemblages were compared 

in this chapter, individual fragmented bowls are dealt with in the relevant corpus chapters. 

From the period of the Fifth Dynasty, only a few fully preserved examples of 

Meidum bowls were discovered. One example was found in the eastern burial chamber of 

shaft 1 in the tomb of Neferinpu (Excav. no. 8-1/OO/2007, see Plate XXI), situated on the 

east side of the sarcophagus. It was (most probably deliberately) smashed to pieces, but it 

was able to be reconstructed to almost full shape. It belongs to group B-1bIII, having a 

rather large and deep body with a rim diameter of 30.5 cm and total height 22 cm, high 

positioned carinated rim 1.5 cm tall and rounded shoulders with a maximum width of 32 

cm. It is made of a fine Nile B1 clay of hue 10 YR 5/4 (brown), well fired and is covered 

both inside and outside with a thick and nicely polished red slip of hue 10 R 4/6.8. A full 

analysis, being the depth of the bowl, high position of the shoulder (the height between the 

rim to the maximum diameter at the shoulder is 3.7 cm), the relatively light colour of the 

slip as well as the Vessel Index (145) and the rim height to rim width index (0,121) seems 

to date this bowl to the earlier part of the Old Kingdom (late Fourth and early Fifth 

Dynasty. The closest analogies seem to confirm this dating.117  

From the end of the Sixth Dynasty, more numerous assemblages of fully preserved 

Meidum bowls were found, i.e. in the deposits situated in the ritual shafts of the tomb of 

Inti (shaft E and L) and in shaft 5 in the anonymous tomb LL (see Plate XX). Unluckily, 

only two bowls were drawn from the assemblage from the tomb of Inti.118 The bowl from 

shaft E (JJ-ShE-08) has almost a straight rim and shallow body. The maximum diameter of 

21 cm is situated at the rounded shoulder. It has a rim diameter of 20 cm and height of 8.5 

cm. Using de Beck´s mathematical analysis shows the vessel could have been produced in 

the late Fifth or early Sixth Dynasty, but evidently it was situated in the shaft at the very 

end of the Sixth Dynasty.119   

From the large corpus of 112 Meidum bowl fragments and fully preserved vessels 

from shaft 5 in the anonymous tomb LL (Tomášek 2003: 167), eleven bowls were drawn. 

                                                 
117 See Kaiser (1969:57, no. 91); Reisner (1931:fig. 74,2); Reisner – Smith (1955: fig. 110, G 4630 A). 
118 According to the published information, there were altogether 40 fragments of Meidum bowls in shaft L 

(Tomášek 2003: 167). 
119 Almost identical vessels were found both in a Sixth Dynasty context (Kaiser 1969: XIV, no. 92) and in a 

Fifth Dynasty tomb (Reisner 1955: Fig. 110, no. 25-12-55).  
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The bowls are all very homogenous in shape and dimensions, having a flaring rim with 

equal rim and shoulder diameter and a very shallow body. On the basis of their Vessel 

Index (around 293), neck height to rim diameter index (around 0.039) as well as the 

general shape of the bowls, they were most probably produced in the second half of the 

Sixth Dynasty.  

To conclude, the use of Meidum bowls as chronological indicators is limited by 

their possible long storage before their use in the burial equipment. Instead of providing us 

with the date of the structure in which they were found, they merely tell us when they were 

produced and thus establish a terminus post quem for these structures. In the case of other 

abundant ceramic material being available, Meidum bowls should not be used as a primary 

dating source.  

4.2.2. Bentsided bowls (B2) 

 This group includes all bowls with a typical distinct angle of the shoulder and body 

connection and either a rounded or a flat bottom. Despite the fact that some recent authors 

include them in with Meidum bowls (see Op de Beck 2004), the present author decided to 

keep them as a separate group on the grounds of their coexistence with Meidum bowls, 

different shape (lack of the S-shape carination of the rim and shoulder) and also different 

quality of clay, burning and slip, in some cases considerably worse than that of Meidum 

bowls.  

Reisner noticed that large basins with bent sides and tapering rounded bases (type 

C-XXX) occur in Giza in the mastabas of the Fifth and the Sixth Dynasties (Reisner 

1929:224). A subsequent detailed classification of bent-sided bowls and basins was done 

by Smith. He also notes that these bowls are the most frequent type found in the burial 

chambers of the Fifth and Sixth Dynasty120 and he divided the bowls (type C-XXX) into 

four main subtypes: a) with a roll rim, b) without it, c) with a mouth turned in slightly and 

d) with a lipped spout (Reisner – Smith 1955: 80). The flat-bottomed bowls of this type 

(D-LXXVI) proved to have only two kinds of rims, either a simple one (most of the 

examples) or an external rim with a molding (only 1 example).  

Just as in the case of the Meidum bowls, Rzeuska points out the relativity of the 

reliability of the chronological importance of these bowls, considering their long use. 

                                                 
120 He lists altogether 128 examples, with the majority belonging to the type C-XXXa (with a roll rim), 

numbering 72 pieces of which 64 are dated to the second half of the Fifth and the Sixth Dynasties (Reisner – 

Smith 1955: 80). 
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However, she does notice some development in the position of the bent-point from the 

carination located either high or in the middle of the body in the earlier stages of the late 

Old Kingdom (Saqqara forms 163-166) to later forms of shallow and deep bowls with the 

carination located high up on the body or the deep bowls with the bent-point low on the 

body (Rzeuska 2006:408).  

Four main types were identified in the pottery corpus of Abusir South: 

 B-2a (shallow bent-sided bowl with simple rim and straight sides) 

 B-2b (deep bent-sided bowl with modelled rim)  

 B-2c (shallow bent-sided bowl with lip rim) 

 B-2d (deep bent-sided bowl with flaring rim) 

 

In Abusir South, the largest occurrence of bent-sided bowls comes either from 

cultic contexts (such as the primary layer in the chapel or the court in the tomb of Kaaper 

or Qar), from cultic deposits in ritual shafts (i.e. in shaft E and L in the tomb of Inti) or 

from the burial chambers as part of the funerary equipment. The bowls in each context 

were probably used slightly differently. The bowls from the cultic areas were probably 

used in the daily ritual, situated on tall X-shaped stands. The bowls in the burial chambers 

were probably destined as tableware for the deceased. In the anonymous Tomb 1 in Abusir 

South-West, two examples of bent-sided bowls were found together in the burial chamber. 

One belongs to type B-2b, is made of Nile clay B1, very well fired and coated inside and 

outside with an unpolished dark red-brown slip (15-1/ASW/2007, see Plate XXIII). It is 

fairly large, with a rim diameter of 29 cm. The rim is irregular, flattened on the top and 

ledged on the outside with an average height of 1.2 cm. Although the vessel is not 

preserved to its full height (preserved height is 13.8 cm; the reconstructed height may be 

around 15-16 cm), it can be assumed that the bent point was situated around the middle 

part of the vessel, with the upper half of the bowl having straight walls turned out and the 

lower part rounded walls. The closest analogies are dated to the Fifth Dynasty.121 The 

second bowl (15-2/ASW/2007, see Plate XXII) also has a rim diameter of 29 cm, but it 

was made of coarser Nile B1 and very badly fired, resulting in flaky and damaged sherds. 

Only the small remains of thin unpolished red slip are preserved on both sides of the bowl. 

The bowl was reconstructed to about 60% of its full shape and identified as type B-2a. It 

                                                 
121 I.e. Reisner – Smith (1955: fig. 107, tomb G 7530 Y, 28-6-10 and tomb G 4733 E, 14-2-107, group C-

XXXa); Kaiser (1969: 62, 141 and 142 (group XXIII)); Rzeuska (2006a: Pl. 116, 597). 
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had a simple rim and both sides straight as opposed to the other example. The bent-point 

seems to be approximately in the middle of the bowl. Again, the closest analogies come 

from the Fifth Dynasty.122 

An interesting cluster of bent-sided bowls with lip rims (type B-2c) was discovered 

in shafts L and E in the tomb of Inti, dated towards the end of the Sixth Dynasty (see Plate 

XXIV). These two shafts were never meant for holding a burial. Both were very shallow 

and on their bottoms, large assemblages of red-slipped, thin-walled vessels were found, 

predominantly bowls. These clusters were undoubtedly part of an intentional ritual deposit, 

consisting either of vessels used during the mummification (Bárta 2003: 226) or vessels 

used during the burial rituals. Due to the fact that a large percentage of bowls had 

considerable remains of resin, the first theory is quite probable. The assemblage in shaft L 

consisted, besides other pottery types, of 47 fragments of bent-sided bowls of type B-2d 

(deep bowl with flaring rim) and 102 fragments of bent-sided bowls of type B-2c (with lip 

rim). From the drawings, the large homogeneity of the assemblage is evident. The vessels 

were probably made at one time and by one manufacturer. In the case of the bowls with lip 

rims, the bent point is situated at about the middle of the vessels. The rim diameters are 

22.5 – 24.5 cm, shoulder diameters are 20 cm and the heights are 7 – 7.5 cm. They were all 

covered with dark red slip and have traces of scraping on the lower part. The equally large 

assemblage from shaft E consisted of very similar but slightly deeper bowls with heights of 

7.5 – 9 cm. Their closest analogies are dated to the reign of Pepi II.123 

4.2.3. Other bowls (B3 to B11) 

Group B-3 consists of large bowls and vats with convex walls and with a spout. 

Junker, in his Giza reports, is able to discern two main spout types: a tube spout (Schalen 

mit Ausgussrohr)124 and an open-lip spout (Schalen mit Schnabel)125. The tube spout has 

two main variations, a short cylindrical spout (typical also for the stone vessels) and a long 

tube spout. During his excavations in the Valley temple of Menkawra, Reisner identified 

two types of basins with short tubular spout: D-XXXV126 and D-XXXVI127, both of large 
                                                 
122 F. e. Junker (1950:Abb. 8, B – tomb S 4052); Reisner-Smith (1955: fig. 108, G 2200 C, 33-1-50, group C-

XXXb); Kaiser (1969: 63, 147, group XXV). 
123 The form is analogical to form 174 in West Saqqara typology (see Rzeuska 2006a: Pl. 122).  
124 See Junker (1929: 115-117, Abb. 12, 2-6). 
125 See Junker (1929: 117, Abb. 12, 1). 
126 This group includes basins with roll rims and short tubular spouts, supposedly serving to filter and pour 

the beer. Smith defined three subtypes depending on the shape of the spout: a short tubular spout (D-
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sizes, flat bottom and rather thick walls, noting as well that the type D-XXXVI is typical 

for Giza mastabas.128 In Abusir, within the group of bowls with a spout (B-3), two main 

types could be identified. Type B-3a consists of rounded bowls with rim spout and type B-

3b of large bowls or vats with tube spouts (for both, see Plate XXV). The first type is 

usually made of higher quality Nile silt B1, in some cases also red-slipped and polished. 

There are also examples of very badly fired bowls, resulting in a very flaky sherd. The 

second type was also made of Nile B1 or B2 but is generally larger and more robust. Both 

types can have a narrow flat base.  

Group B-4 consists of bowls with straight to contracted rim (see Plate XXVI). They 

are usually made of Nile B1, red-slipped and polished. Un-slipped vessels with scraped 

bottoms also occur. So far, only two main types have been identified. Type B-4a has a 

simple contracted rim and rounded base. Analogical vessels were found in Giza,129 in 

Saqqara,130 and in other sites. The second type has a contracted rim grooved outside (B-

4b). Their chronological span seems to cover the Fifth and Sixth Dynasties. 

Other types and groups of bowls, for example, the deep bowls with rounded bodies 

and grooved rims (B-5), are pottery types characteristic of the second half of the Sixth 

Dynasty. They are represented in two main forms, one with convex walls (B-5a, see Plate 

XXVII) and one larger one with straight walls (B-5b, see Plate XXVIII).  

The group of shallow bowls with a rim grooved on the outside as well as on the 

inside (B-6) is one of the most varied (see Plate XXIX). There were at least five main rim 

variations identified in this group. Altogether, the pottery is divided into two main types, 

type B-6a with convex walls and type B-6b with straight to concave walls. These types of 

bowls also seem to be characteristic mainly of the second half of the Sixth Dynasty.131 In 

Abusir South, the date is confirmed by several examples found in shaft E and L in the tomb 

of Inti and more numerous fragments in shaft 5 in the anonymous tomb LL. 
                                                                                                                                                    
XXXVa), half-opened spout opening from the shoulder (D-XXXVb) and an open spout opening in a roll rim 

(D-XXXVc). See Reisner – Smith (1955: 83-84, fig. 117-118).  
127 This group includes flat-bottomed bowls with re-curved rims and tubular spouts, see (Reisner – Smith 

1955: 66). 
128 Reisner (1931:224-226, fig. 76, 1 and 77, 1-2). 
129 It is analogical to type C-XXXc of Reisner, dated to the second half of the Fifth up to the end of the Sixth 

Dynasty (Reisner 1955: 180, Fig. 130, C-XXXc).  
130 The closest form is form 124, found predominantly in the latter part of the Sixth Dynasty contexts 

(Rzeuska 2006a: 407, Pl. 92, nos. 441-442). 
131 For analogies, see Rzeuska (2006a: 403, Pls. 83-86). 
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Low plates with flaring rims (type B-9a) are similar to type B-2a. The main 

difference is in the height and width of the plates, specifically their being wider and 

shallower (see Plate XXXI). They seem to appear in the Sixth Dynasty and continue in use 

until the end. In our cemetery, this chronological development is confirmed by their 

occurrence exclusively in the late Sixth Dynasty tombs of Senedjemib, Qar Junior and Inti. 

Usually, they are part of the burial shaft deposits. 

The group of shallow bowls or plates with an inner groove (type B-10a) is very 

interesting (see Plate XXXI). It has analogies in Giza,132 Dahshur,133 el-Tarif134 and other 

sites. The shape is sometimes interpreted as a lid instead of a bowl. However, a personal 

analysis of two examples from the tomb of Prince Werkaure seems to contradict this. The 

bowls were slipped inside and on the outer rim. The outer surface was rough and finished 

with scraping. If these had been used as lids, the opposite surface treatment would have 

been more probable, as the ancient Egyptians tended to slip the visible surface first (i.e. the 

outer surfaces of jars and inner of the shallow bowls). This pottery type is very useful in 

chronological analyses, as it is attested predominantly in the Fourth Dynasty and does not 

occur after the end of the Fifth Dynasty. 

 The type of bowls with a ring stand is very rare in the Old Kingdom and is dated to 

its very end and the beginning of the First Intermediate Period. Some cases in closed 

contexts do occur. In Saqqara, in the cemetery around the pyramid of Teti, a fully 

reconstructed bowl of this shape was discovered in the lower fill immediately above the 

floor of the main burial chamber in the tomb of Inumin, dated to the early reign of Pepi 

I.135 In Abusir South, there were only base fragments of this bowl group found. All of them 

come from the possibly disturbed floor fill from four different rooms in the tomb of Qar. 

One fragment each was found in open court 1 and open court 2, both with identical base 

diameters of 8 cm. This could indicate that they came from the same bowl, or the presence 

of two identical bowls. Two more fragments with base diameters of 7 cm were found in 

chapel 2 and one fully preserved base with a diameter of 6.5 cm in the fill of the serdab. 

Three fragments were made of Nile B2 and one fragment each of Nile A and Nile B1. All 

pieces were covered with red slip inside and out. 

                                                 
132 Reisner (1955: Fig. 115, type C-LXV); Wodzińska (2007: 296-297, Fig. 11.30. CD32A); Hawass – 

Senussi (2008: 210, 244 – Type H2).  
133 Alexanian (1999: Abb. 59, M 99-110). 
134 Kammerer-Grothaus (1998: 77, Abb. 39). 
135 Kanawati – Abder-Raziq (2006: 72, Pl. 78c, no. TNE96:226). 
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4.3. Stands – class S 

Considering the pottery from the most geographically and culturally closest sites 

(Giza and Saqqara), stands do not belong among the most numerously represented pottery 

classes. Reisner lists only nine pieces from the Valley temple of Menkaura (Reisner 

1931:206), 16 examples from Hetepheres (Reisner 1955: 66-67) and 121 pieces form Giza 

cemetery (Reisner 1955:87-88), dividing them into four types136. Out of these, several 

common remarks for Giza can be noticed: type XXI is a typical pottery type for the Fourth 

Dynasty, namely the reign of Khufu to mid-Khafra, type XXII seems to have been 

produced from the reign of Khafra until the end of Old Kingdom, type XXIII seems to be 

typical of the second half of the Fifth Dynasty (from the reign of Neferirkara until the end 

of Fifth Dynasty)137 and type XXIV (ring stands) is most common for the same period, 

even if the beginning of its production is attested to the reign of Khufu.138 In the GPMP 

excavations, only two types of stands appear comprising a percentage of 0.58% of all pots: 

E1 – a tall bi-conical stand, equal to Reisner E XXII (it appears both in large and small 

variants); and E2 – a short stand similar to Reisner’s type of ring-stand E XXIV 

(Wodzińska 2007: 300-301). The report from the SCA excavations describes two types of 

stands as well: type H1a (a medium-sized pot stand with concave sides, analogical to 

Reisner’s E XXIIb) and type H1b (a small-sized pot stand, analogical to Reisner’s E 

XXIV). No numbers of pieces or their percentages within the sites is listed (Hawwas, 

Senussi  2008:209).  

 In Sakkara, Rzeuska distinguished  5 types of stands: high X-shaped stands, high 

A- shaped stands, high tubular stands, high tubular stands with a flat base and stands with a 

window (Rzeuska 2006: 346-361). There is no mention of the low ring stands. 

 As for the finds from Abusir, Charvát recognized three main variations of high bi-

conical stands in the mastaba of Ptahshepses, namely with straight walls, convex walls or 

walls with an unbroken curve (Charvát 1981: 164-5). Bárta distinguished three types of 

stands in Raneferef: low bi-conical stands (LIa), tall bi-conical stands (LIb) and bi-conical 

stands with a flat base (LIc) (Bárta 2007: 313, Pls. LIa, LIb, LIc).  

 

                                                 
136 Namely bowl and stand or bowl-table type (which the author considers belonging more to the group of 

bowls with a high leg), tall bowl stand, traditional bowl stands and ring-stands (Reisner 1931:206) 
137 Here basically all 21 attested examples come from tombs of this period (Reisner 1955:88). 
138 Most of the stand material came from mastaba G 4733 – altogether 15 fragmentary examples of smaller 

tall stands and 74 examples of ring-stands (Reisner 1955:88). 
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 In Abusir, several main groups were observed: 

 S-1 (tall X-shaped stand) 

 S-2 (tall A-shaped stand) 

 S-3 (tall tubular stand) 

 S-4 (shorter conical stand with flat bottom and diaphragm) 

 S-5 (shorter stand with articulated base) 

 S-6 (low ring-stand) 

 

 
Type of stand 

 
Reisner´s 

type 

 
GPMP 

type 

 
SCA 
type 

 
Rzeuska´s 

type 

 
Bárta´s 

type 

 
Abusir type

Tall X-shaped 
stands 

E XXII E1 H1a 
Form 216, 

217 
LIb S-1 

Tall A-shaped 
stands 

E XXII - - Form 218 - S-2 

Tall tubular 
stands 

- - - 
Form 219, 

220 
- S-3 

Tall tubular 
stands with flat 
base 

- - - Form 221 LIc - 

Shorter conical 
stand with flat 
bottom and 
diaphragm 

E XXIII - - - - S-4 

 
Low stand with 
articulated base 

- - - - - S-5 

Low ring stand E XXIV E2 H1b - LIa S-6 

Fig. 4.17. Comparison of stand typology in the Memphite necropolis excavations. 

Group S1 (tall X-shaped stands) is attested from the Fourth Dynasty on to the end 

of the Old Kingdom. The most typical feature is a biconical concave shape with both ends 

wheel-turned and the narrowest middle part hand-built by coiling (see Plate XXXII). Most 

examples were made of Nile clay B1 or B2. In this group, a further, though tentative, 

division was possible on the basis of the rim form, namely I) simple rim, II) gently 

underlined rim, III) clearly modeled rim, and IV) flat rim. However, this division is not 

very reliable except for a few cases when the stand was found in its complete height with 

both rims. In many cases we cannot confirm if the remaining rim served as the upper or the 

lower rim. One of the few exceptions is the complete S1 stand 3.ASW.07, with both rims 
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modelled and one of them slightly flattened. This stand had its narrowest point in the upper 

third of the body (complete height is 29 cm). The upper rim is 13 cm in diameter and is 1.3 

cm tall, the lower more modelled rim has a diameter of 14 cm and is 2.5 cm tall. In the 

case of rim shape, Rzeuska proposed a development from a modelled rounded rim in 

earlier stages to a simple rim in later stages (Rzeuska 206: 423). The X-shaped stands seem 

to come in three main sizes: tall stands, large stands and extra large stands.  Most of the tall 

stands have rim diameters between 12 - 15.4 cm, minimum diameter between 5.5 - 7.5 cm 

and complete heights of about 30 cm. The extra large X-shaped stands (such as 

41.ASW.2007) are quite rare. The given example has a rim diameter of 25 cm, minimum 

diameter of 16 cm and preserved height (reaching to about middle of the stand) of 38.5 cm.  

Tall A-shaped stands (S-2) are less usual. Their main difference from type S-1 is a 

rather tubular upper half of the body with a convex lower part, thus resulting in an A-

shaped vessel. In Abusir South, only a few fully preserved examples of this type were 

found, such as the tall stand from one of the secondary rooms situated northeast of the 

tomb of Kaaper (6/AA/1991, see Plate XXXIII). It has a rim diameter of 8 cm, minimum 

diameter of 7 cm and base diameter of 20 cm and height of 36 cm. It was probably made of 

Nile silt B1 and covered with red slip.   

Group S-4 (shorter stand with concave walls and a diaphragm)139 is interesting to 

note. It is often present in higher numbers in the fill of the burial shafts. In shaft 1 in the 

anonymous Tomb 1 in area Abusir South-West, altogether 13 bases of this type were found 

(see Plate XXXIV). They have base diameters of 9 – 10 cm and are preserved to about 2/3 

of their height, namely 14 – 15 cm. In the fill of shaft 5 in tomb MM East IV, a small 

assemblage of fully preserved stands of this type was found. Here, all six examples had 

base diameters of 8.5 – 9 cm, rim diameters of 11 – 11.5 cm and full heights of 19.5 – 20.5 

cm. Most of them were only wet-smoothed, only one example had traces of thin red slip. 

All examples were made of Nile B1.  

Within group S-5 (low stand with articulated base), types were recognized as 

follows: a) with tubular walls, b) with concave walls and c) with straight outturned walls. 

Similarly, the low ring stands (group S-6) could be divided according to the shape of walls 

into a) concave, b) articulated concave and c) tubular (see Plate XXXIV).  

 As for the method of production, it is not different from stands found in other 

excavations. All groups of stands were wheel-made, only the bi-conical X-shaped stands 

                                                 
139 For analogies, see i.e. Reisner (1931: 220, Fig. 70, nos. 4-5). 
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were wheel-made in two separate parts and then hand-built together at the narrowest point, 

this leaving a typical surface on the inside of the middle part of the stands (compare 

Charvát 1981: 165, Rzeuska 2006: 423). Regarding fabric used, they are one of the most 

varied pottery classes, as there were stands made of rough clays such as Nile B2 but also 

very high quality stands made of Nile A or marl clays. However, the largest percentage 

was made of Nile B1 and Nile B2.  

 The function of stands is well known, especially from relief scenes. They were used 

as a support for all pots with uneven (rounded or pointed) bases, such as bowls, jars, 

storage vessels as well as offering trays (Reisner 1931, Charvát 1981:165, Rzeuska 2006: 

423 etc.). The tall X-shaped and A-shaped stands were used predominantly as supports for 

bowls and plates, while the low ring stands served as supports for jars. They are most 

commonly found in the cult areas of the tomb and their vicinity, as well as, in much higher 

numbers, in the burial shafts (i.e. the burial shaft 1 in Tomb 1 in area Abusir South-West, 

see chapter 5.11). Their chronological development is very difficult to trace, as they are 

present in almost all forms from the Fourth Dynasty onwards.  

 

4.4. Bread forms - class F 

 Bread forms belong together with beer jars among the most common Egyptian 

rough ware. This is thanks to their specific shape and thick walls which make them easily 

recognized even in fragmented conditions. Their diagnostic parts include both the bottom 

and the mouth. The question of whether they can be used for fine chronological 

specifications is still open, because many different forms of bread molds are used in the 

same tomb.140   

 There are not many specialized studies on bread molds and most information is 

found in excavation reports. One of the exceptions is Jacquet-Gordon´s study on the 

typology of Egyptian bread molds (Jacquet-Gordon 1981). However, it deals with all 

periods of Egyptian history and therefore does not contribute much to the specific study of 

Old Kingdom vessels. Only one type (A) is identified for this period, divided into 2 

subtypes: A1 (bread mold with a rounded base) and A2 (bread mold with a flat base). One 

of the main chronological aspects is the width to height ratio, rising from 5:2 in the earliest 

                                                 
140 A study on types of bread as depicted in the offering list and their development was done by M. Währen 

(Währen 1960).  
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examples to 4:5 at the end of the Old Kingdom, i.e. diminishing width and increasing 

height (Jacquet-Gordon 1981: 11-12).  

 Reisner identified altogether 145 bread form pieces (called “flower pots”) during 

the excavations in the Valley temple of Menkaura, totaling 32% of all pottery finds and 

being the most commonly found ware. He sorts them into group F (baking-pots) and 

specifies only one type, namely XXV: flower pot with thick walls and flat bottom (Reisner 

1931:220-22). He lists several variations of this form (such as taller or broader forms, 

forms with flat mouth or beveled flaring mouth). In the Giza cemetery, fewer examples 

were found, a maximum of one example per mastaba. However, one can attempt to define 

a development from rounded bases in the second half of the Fifth Dynasty (G 5130 and G 

7191) to flat bases in the Sixth Dynasty (G 7491 and G 7798) (Reisner 1955:88). At the 

GPMP site, flat bread molds (F1) and conical bread molds with rounded bases are 

mentioned (type F2), both types bearing signs of burning inside, outside or on both 

sides.141 The second type makes up almost 40% of all pottery finds and is further divided 

according to the size into subgroups F2A (smallest mold), F2B (medium sized mold) and 

F2C (largest mold with internal flat base). No chronology theories are offered for the 

development of the size or the form of the pots (Wodzińska 2007: 298-9).  

 In the SCA excavations in Giza, bread molds are divided into four main types: 

conical bread mold with round base (F1a), conical bread mold with flat base (F1b), oval or 

round flat-bottomed aprt bread mold with low walls (F2) and round flat-bottomed bread 

mold stt with higher walls (F3) (Hawass - Senussi 2008: 205-207). F1a type was used from 

the Third until the end of the Fifth Dynasty, while F1b type is considered a late Old 

Kingdom ware (Fourth till Sixth Dynasties). 

 Kaiser does not add any new information on the typology of bread forms, sorting 

them into one group (LIV) and 4 types, two with a flat base (257, 259) and two with a 

rounded base (258, 260), despite the large amount of examples available (altogether 151 

examples, Kaiser 1969:77). 

 Rzeuska identified 10 types of bread molds at the excavation in Saqqara. Her 

typology is based on several factors, such as the size of pot, form of base and form of inner 

shape (Rzeuska 2001: 328-344). In accordance with Jacques-Gordon, she notes the 

                                                 
141 Type F1 is most commonly burned only inside and F2 is often burned on both sides (Wodzińska 

2007:298). 
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increase in both the size and capacity of vessels during the Late Old Kingdom, with the 

largest examples (such as forms 210-215) dating to the first half of the reign of Pepy II.  

 For Abusir, Charvát does not offer any typology of bread molds142, but their 

production and use are discussed. According to him, bread molds were hand-built on a 

conical core and then centered on the wheel with the lower parts being shaped by hand and 

upper parts smoothed on some rotating device (Charvát 1981: 163-4).  The forms were first 

heated on a fire and then the bread dough was poured in, baking through the heat 

accumulated in the clay.143  

Bárta divided the bread molds in two classes, namely the aprt trays (distinguishing 

two forms, namely with rounded flat bases and high flaring rims – LII; and with rounded 

bases and flaring sides – LIII)144 and bDA bread forms (LIVa with flat base and LIVb with 

rounded base). He gives more detailed information about the development of forms in the 

Old Kingdom, with widening rims in the Fourth Dynasty, heightening of pots in the Fourth 

to the Fifth Dynasties and an increase in base height in the Sixth Dynasty (Bárta 2006: 

311). 

 In Abusir South, this development could be confirmed.  Bread forms found in the 

superstructures of the tomb of Ity were wider than taller, having outer rim diameters of 21 

cm and heights of 17cm. The tall bread forms from the late Sixth Dynasty context have 

heights of around 25 – 30 cm. Typologically, they can be divided into four main types:  

 F-1 (bD3 bread form with rounded base) 

 F-2 (bread form with a flat base) 

 F-3 (bread form with a tall massive foot) 

 F-4 (aprt bread form)   

 

By far the most common group is F-1, bread forms with rounded bases (see Plate 

XXXV). It is present in almost all contexts, especially from the refuse layers in the 

superstructure of the tomb, also to a lesser degree in the burial shafts. This bread form was 

                                                 
142 In the plates, one can distinguish two types, both of low bread forms with either the rounded base (C 115, 

H 381) or flat base (E 1590). See Charvát 1981:pl. 17-18, 20.  
143 The use of bread forms is well attested in iconography, both in reliefs and in statuary. See Steindorff 

1913: Pl. 83; Brunton 1928:5; Abou-Ghazi 1973:146. 
144 Many vessels of type LIII are seen as platters by the present author, due to their low rims, thin walls and 

generally finer and shallower shape destined rather for serving than for baking.  
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produced by molding on a core, leaving the characteristic smooth traces inside. The outer 

surface was left untreated, only the rim was whitened. In the case of group F-1, a lump of 

clay is added to the bottom of the core-made beaker, thus forming the rounded base. This 

was designed to protect the bread from burning in the fire. Group F-2, on the other hand, 

had a simple flat scraped base.     

To name just a few examples, the one complete F-1 bread mold from mastaba OO 

(10.OO.2007) is made of Nile clay C with a very coarse untreated surface partly blackened 

by the fire. The rim is wide and flattened with a diameter of 13 cm and the maximum 

diameter (equaling the outer rim diameter) is 16.7 cm.  The inside has a typical upturned 

conical shape with traces of the smoothing or wheel-turning of the core. This bread form is 

12.5 cm high and belongs among smaller types.145 The partly preserved example from 

tomb 1 in ASW (34.ASW.2007) is much larger, with a rim diameter of 18.6 cm, maximum 

diameter of 23 cm and reconstructed height about 18 cm. The upper outside part of the 

bread form is wet smoothed. The bottom part is left untreated and has extensive traces of 

fire. The rim is flat and the inside conical shape is more rounded than that of 10.OO.2007. 

There are also many analogies available.146 

Type F-2 (bread mold with flat base) is represented by four examples (32.OO.2007, 

35.-27.OO.2007), all coming from the fill from the other side of the so-called bread-form 

wall close to the mastaba of Neferinpu (see Plate XXXV). All these bread forms have flat 

bases, straight outturned walls and beveled mouths with flat rims painted white. However, 

these examples are not altogether identical and there are several variations in size, depth 

and capacity, therefore they were further divided in two types: F2a (small bread forms, 

with a base diameter of less than 11 cm and a height of about 21 cm) and type F2b (large 

bread forms with a base diameter of more than 13 cm and height of more than 30 cm).147  

Chronologically most important is type F-3, a bread form with a tall massive foot. 

Here, instead of a small lump, a large tubular piece of clay was added after molding the 

form. The use of this type of bread form is very limited, and it was found only in several 

                                                 
145 There are numerous analogies of this type of bread mould. To name only the closest ones in both shape 

and size, see Petrie (1910: Pl. XXVI, No. 65); Kaiser (1969: 77, No. 260); Hawass – Senussi (2008: 237, No. 

143), etc. 
146 See i.e. Junker (1950: Abb. 6, C, mastaba 4316); Kaiser (1969: 77, No. 258). 
147 There are many analogies available, for example from Giza (Reisner 1931: Fig. 71, mainly nos. 2-5), from 

Abusir (Kaiser 1969: 77, No. 259 and Charvát 1981: Pl. 17, E 1590) and Saqqara (Rzeuska 2006: Pl. 148, 

No. 754) etc. 
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contexts, i.e. from shaft XI in the minor cemetery around the tomb of Fetekty and making 

up the two base layers of the secondary “bread-form wall” over the mastaba of Neferinpu 

(see Plate XXXVI), from its front part as well as from its back fill. There are 28 examples, 

varying slightly in the height of the foot and depth of the upper part of the form.  The upper 

part of the bread form is usually wet smoothed with distinct wheel-turning marks on the 

inside. The foot of the vessel is left untreated, sometimes with a blackened lower part from 

its position in the fire. Ten vessels are preserved in full profile, with wide mouths and 

beveled flat rims painted white. The sizes are quite homogenous, with rim diameters 

between 22 and 29 cm (most examples having a diameter of 22-24 cm, only two having 

larger rim diameters), very constant base diameters of 15 to 16.5 cm (including the partly 

preserved vessels as well), maximum diameters of 25 to 31 cm (with most examples 

having a maximum diameter of 25 to 28 cm, only one larger example) and heights of 25.7 

to 32 cm. This type is unusual and the closest analogies come from the tombs in Saqqara, 

dated to the latter part of the Sixth Dynasty.148   

4.5. Platters - class P 

 Morphologically, platters are open vessels; therefore, they are quite often placed 

under the bowl group. In some cases, this class is omitted altogether, the only similar 

shapes being those of flat bread molds.149 This is the case of many aprt molds, which in 

reality do not bear any traces of fire and therefore should belong in this class rather than 

that of bread baking forms. This is, as an example, Reisner´s group F-XXVI, described as 

deep oval trays with vertical sides, hand-made of coarse red-brown clay.150  Kaiser does 

not consider them to be bread molds and divides them in two main groups, group LII 

(round plates with high walls) and group LIII (round plates with low walls), each with 

several forms.151  He describes them as grey to red-brown rough ware, made of coarse Nile 

clay, only partly smoothed and badly fired with a distinct black core of the break. Group 

LIII is very similar in clay quality and colour but better in firing. Most of the examples 

                                                 
148 The analogies are almost all vessels of type 5, form 209 of bread forms (Rzeuska 2006: Pl. 146, Nos. 741, 

742, 743 and Pl. 147, Nos. 745, 747-750). This form is dated to the second half of the reign of Pepy II.  
149 During the presented excavation, no such vessels were found. Some of the herein presented vessels may 

have served as pots for the storing and rising of the bread dough, however as there were no traces of fire 

evident, these vessels could not be sorted under the class of bread-baking forms. 
150 Reisner 1931: 223, Fig. 71, Nos. 6-7 and Reisner – Smith 1955: 88, Figs. 132 – 133. 
151 See Kaiser 1969: 76, LII, Nos. 252-253 and 77, LIII, Nos. 254-256.  
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were found in the Upper temple. Similar qualities were observed by Charvát in the platters 

(calling them offering trays) in the mastaba of Ptahshepses in Abusir (see Charvát 1981: 

165-166, Pls. 25-26).  

The most detailed typology of platters was offered by Rzeuska for the pottery from 

Saqqara. She based it on stone vessel terminology with some reservations.152Platters are 

defined as vessels with a Vessel Index of more than 700, typically hand-built and having a 

flat pounded bottom and coiled walls. The majority are made of coarse Nile clay B2 or C. 

Some types might be red-slipped or white washed (Rzeuska 2006: 398-399).  

The present author adopted the main characteristic of Rzeuska´s typology. All 

platters were sorted into the same class, with a more detailed division in the groups:   

 P-1  (platters with straight walls) 

 P-2  (platters with accentuated straight base)  

 P-3 (platters with flaring walls) 

 P-4  (platters with short-ledged base) 

 P-6  (platters with long-ledged base) 

 P-7 (platters with long-ledged rim) 

 P-8 (platters with convex walls) 

 

The class of platters includes a variety of groups and types. The common feature of 

this class is their form (very shallow open bowls with flat bases), material (very rough 

clays, predominantly Nile B2 and Nile C) and the technique of production (hand-making 

with pounded base). Surprisingly, a large percentage of platters were red-slipped on their 

inner surface.  

By far the largest amount of platters comes from the burial deposits in the burial 

shafts (see Tomb 1 in area Abusir South-West, chapter 2.11) as well as, in a smaller 

percentage, from the cultic areas (see Rzeuska 2006a: 398). They are commonly found 

together with rough tall and low stands and could have been used with such during rituals. 

Just a few examples shall be mentioned here. One P-1 platter (57.ASW.2007, see Plate 

XXXVII) has a rim diameter of 30 cm, base diameter of 29 cm and height of 3.5 cm. The 

surface is uncoated but the base is fairly smooth. The platters of group P-2  (i.e. 

46.ASW.2007, see Plate XXXVII) have red or brownish sherd colour, untreated surfaces 

                                                 
152 According to Ashton, the plates include only vessels of Vi larger than 500 (Ashton 1994: 181, Fig. 22).  
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and dimensions of 28 to 38 cm in rim diameter, 24 to 35 cm in base diameter and height 

between 3 and 4 cm. They were all made of coarse Nile B2, with some decomposed 

organic material visible on the surface.  Platters of group P-3 have short ledged bases and 

angular rims with a groove inside. They are usually of finer clay (Nile B1) and are covered 

with red slip (see Plates XXXVII-VIII).  

The exact differentiation between the aprt bread forms and common platters is quite 

problematic. Theoretically, bread forms should be taller and made of a rougher substance. 

Their surfaces (being common cooking ware) are usually left coarse and often bear traces 

of fire. Thus, the only real bread forms seem to be the deep thick-walled dishes with flat 

bases, usually concave walls, flat beveled rims (analogical to the large bread forms) and 

grooved inner surfaces. On the other hand, platters are wider and flatter, covered with red 

slip and bear no traces of cooking.  

The chronological span of platters is very difficult to state, as they are usually not 

of significant interest to the archaeologists and most of them are not published in detail, 

thus no development in the form of certain types can be observed. Also, there is a large 

confusion between determining the exact function (e.g. class) of some types of platters, 

thus they can be found under both flat bowls and aprt trays.  

 

4.6. Miniature vessels - class M 

 This class includes miniatures of all kinds, i.e. those of bowls, cups, jars, vases, 

stands, etc. They occur in great numbers in funerary contexts, both in the afterlife 

equipment in the burial chamber and in the votive offerings of the funerary cult. In the 

necropolis of Giza, a development of replacing the real vessels with their ceramic 

miniatures and the real food with substitutes made of clay or stone (models of bread, cakes 

or even meat) could be clearly observed (Junker 1929: 106-108). However, despite their 

cultic function, they were not too highly esteemed and after being used, they were simply 

dumped out of the building.153 A secondary use as building material for the making of 

bricks (de Morgan 1903:24, Fig. 62) or in the fill of mastabas or other structures is also 

confirmed (i.e. also in the so-called bread-form wall above the tomb of Neferinpu).  

                                                 
153 This is the case in numerous examples, i.e. outside the Ptahshepses mastaba (Charvát 1981:150), north of 

the entrance to the mortuary temple of Menkawra (Reisner 1931:228), in Giza near mastabas S 4051 and S 

4075 (Junker 1950: 19-20) etc.  
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Ceramic miniatures most probably appear during the early Fourth Dynasty, 

supposedly in place of larger funerary vessels.154  Fisher sorts them all into one separate 

group (group E – model offering vessels), describing them as brownish-red ware roughly 

made, some wholly by hand and found in large numbers in the debris of the offering 

rooms. They were mostly untreated with some examples being wet smoothed (Fisher 1924: 

168, Fig. 139, 1-10).  Junker also deals with the miniature vessels (calling them 

Scheingefässe) as a separate group, dividing them further into washing vessels, oil jars, 

wine jars, beer jars, food trays and bowls and other forms (Junker 1929: 126-129, Abb. 

15).  According to him, miniatures were not used to copy large pottery vessels, but rather 

the stone miniatures, resulting in their sometimes specific forms without having distinct 

ceramic predecessors.  No complete set of miniatures was found in the burial chambers. 

However, there were large assemblages found in the fill around some tombs, such as 276 

examples near mastaba S 4051, suggesting these originally belonged to all the surrounding 

tombs in an amount of about 90 miniatures per burial (see Junker 1950:19). Junker also 

records a considerable development in the form of some miniature jars and cups, but could 

not estimate any chronological sequence because of the disturbed context of the finds.  

Reisner also originally created a group of its own for the miniature vessels found in 

the Valley temple of Menkaura in Giza (group G – models of jars and bowls). He states 

that their numbers are very great, especially in the debris of the rooms where they were 

used in the daily offerings in both the royal and private chapels. Their appearance in burial 

chambers is more limited and in this case they are always accompanied by stone models 

(Reisner 1931: 228-229, Figs. 79-80). He divides them into two main types: model jars (G-

XLIII) and model bowls (G-XLIV), with a much larger number of variations of jars (12 

subtypes). All examples are listed as an ordinary wheel-made, red-brown ware. Later, 

Reisner revised his system and dismissed miniatures as a separate pottery class, sorting 

them under their larger prototypes (Reisner – Smith 1955). For instance, the group of 

miniature bowls is under group D (type LXXIX, models of basins and bowls), where he 

recognized two main forms: a lower one, form D-LXXIXa and a high and deep form D-

                                                 
154 Most early archaeologists merely offer some drawings without any scale or more detailed description. 

They appear for example in the excavations at Meidum, both the miniature bowls (in the fill of mastaba 18, 

in tombs 48, 55, 57 and 80) and some miniature jars (also in the fill of mastaba 18 and in the tombs 48, 57 

and 66). See Petrie 1892: Pl. XXX, Nos. 22-27 and Petrie 1910: Pl. XXV, Nos. 20-24, 32-34 and Pl. XXVI, 

Nos. 45-52, 69-71. No miniature vessels are mentioned in the publications of Early Dynastic cemeteries and 

sites. 
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LXXIXb.155 He also noted miniature versions of type D-XXXVI (flat-bottomed bowls 

with a recurved rim and tubular spouts)156, type B-LV (neckless shoulder jars with a flat 

base)157, type B-LVI (collar jars with a flat base)158,   type B-LVII (cylindrical jars)159, 

type B-LVIII (barrel jars with cord net)160, type E-XXI (bowl-tables of one piece)161 and 

E-XXIV (ring-stands)162. 

                                                 
155 In the tomb of Hetepheres, the lower variation is represented by 20 examples and the higher variation by 

33 examples, most of them being red-brown ware smoothed or left untreated (Reisner – Smith 1955: 66, Fig. 

75, Nos. 81-86). In the Western field, it is the most common type of vessel found. Reisner notes that early 

examples are generally large and well formed, in the Fifth Dynasty becoming smaller and more common 

(Reisner – Smith 1955:86, Fig. 127). 
156 Only three examples of miniatures of this type were found in the tomb of Hetepheres, with maximum 

heights of 5 cm (Reisner – Smith 1955: 66, Fig. 74, Nos. 93-95). 
157 This type is well attested in the early mastabas of the Western field and in the tomb of Hetepheres. In the 

tomb of Hetepheres, altogether 56 examples were found in three sizes: a large version with a height up to 25 

cm, middle version with a height around 12-15 cm and miniature version with a height around 6-8 cm. At 

least 13 complete miniature models and around 25 fragmented models were included (Reisner – Smith 1955: 

65, Fig. 63, Nos. 19-31). In the Fouth Dynasty mastabas, a further 27 large models were found. According to 

Reisner, this type resembles a copper ewer without a spout and is typical of the early Fourth Dynasty. By the 

end of the Fourth Dynasty it disappears, developing into a form with an exaggerated splay foot continuing 

into the Fifth and Sixth Dynasties (Reisner – Smith 1955: 76-77). 
158 This type occurs both in stone and pottery in large as well as miniature versions. Reisner considered the 

stone models mostly dummy jars, whereas the pottery miniatures were made for practical use. They seem to 

develop from a stouter form in the beginning of the Fourth Dynasty into a slimmer form with a taller foot at 

the end of the Fifth Dynasty (Reisner – Smith 1955: 77-78, Fig. 101).  
159 This type is attested purely in the miniatures; therefore they were most probably imitations of stone 

cylindrical jars used for ointments in the First to the Fourth Dynasty. These miniatures appear at the 

beginning of the Fourth Dynasty, continuing in use through the Fifth Dynasty (Reisner – Smith 1955: 78, 

Fig. 102). 
160 This type includes only large models and is attested both in pottery as well as in stone. According to 

Reisner, it originated from large stone jars imitating in decoration a cord net in the middle. The ordinary 

range of height is 6-10 cm. Although Reisner does not see any purpose in dividing them into subtypes, a 

development from a stouter base in the early Fourth Dynasty to a slimmer and taller foot base at the 

beginning of the Fifth Dynasty is evident in the presented pieces (Reisner – Smith 1955: 78, Fig. 103). 
161 In the tomb of Hetepheres, one miniature example was found with a height of about 8 cm (Reisner – 

Smith 1955: Fig. 76, No. 12). 
162 In the tomb of Hetepheres, only one example of a miniature ring-stand with a height of ca 6 cm was found 

(Reisner – Smith 1955: Fig. 77, No. 34-4-53). 
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Kaiser recognized two miniature groups: small model jars (group XII, 537 pieces) 

and small model bowls (group XLVIII, 483 pieces). The jars are made of relatively fine 

Nile clay, relatively well smoothed and well fired. Their forms are extraordinarily varied 

(see Kaiser 1969: 56, XII). The bowls are of similar quality to the jars and also relatively 

varied, with most pieces coming from the dump heap (Kaiser 1969: 75, XLVIII).  

Based on the study of large assemblages of miniatures from the mastaba of 

Ptahshepses in Abusir163, Charvát proposed a method of miniature bowl production out of 

a conical block of clay centered on a wheel. After the individual miniature bowl was 

formed, it was cut off with a string leaving characteristic spiral marks on the bottom. This 

mode of production would explain the great masses of miniatures found in Old Kingdom 

sites. The more complicated miniature vases were probably produced with the help of 

wooden matrices (Charvát 1981: 149).  

 

Miniature vessels from Abusir were divided into two major groups, open forms and 

closed forms. The first group includes all kinds of bowls and plates, whereas with the 

second group the term “jar” was abandoned for more convenient and explanatory terms 

such as cups and vases. Thus, several main groups were created: miniature bowls (MB), 

miniature cups (MC), miniature vases (MV), miniature stands (MS) and miniature bread 

forms (MF). Besides these, a special group of miniaturized jars (MJ) was included in this 

class. It differs from the other miniatures by its larger dimensions and generally more 

morphologically grounded types.   

The group of miniature bowls is further divided in four types depending on their 

wall shapes, i.e. straight to convex walls (MB-1), concave walls (MB-2), convex walls 

with an accentuated base (MB-3) and tall larger miniature bowls with straight walls (MB-

4). As for their chronological sequence, it is almost impossible to determine due to the lack 

of comparative material. The miniature bowls are found up to the hundreds and thousands 

in some sites, often in refuse layers out of well stratified contexts (i.e. Junker 1950: 19). In 

Abusir South, the roughly made, untreated, very small miniature bowls are present 

especially in the period of the middle and later part of the Fifth Dynasty. The largest 

assemblage came from the burial chamber in the tomb of Kaaper and from the burial shaft 

                                                 
163 There were several thousand pieces found. Charvát divided the group of identifiable miniature bowls into 

two main types: MB-1 with concave sides and MB-2 with convex sides; and the group of miniature vases 

into three types: chalices (MV-1), biconical chalices (MV-2) and rimmed biconical chalices (MV-3). See 

Charvát 1981: 145-147, Pls. 1-3.  
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and the burial chamber of Tomb 1 in area Abusir South-West. In Tomb 1, a total of 62 

simple schematized and often highly irregular miniature bowls were found, both in the 

front of the blocking wall to the chamber and in the burial chamber itself. They belong to 

types MB-1, MB-2 and MB-3. Their sizes are quite homogenous in size, having rim 

diameters of 4.3 – 5.3 cm, base diameters of 2.3 – 3.6 cm and heights of 1 – 1.5 cm. They 

are made of Nile B1 and wet smoothed.   

The larger, more regular and finer bowls with straight walls and red-slipped and/or 

polished surfaces are attested both in the beginning of the Fifth Dynasty (the tomb of 

Kaaper) and in the late Sixth Dynasty (the tomb of Senedjemib and Qar Junior). However, 

their occurrence in a burial chamber of such a late date is quite rare and was limited to only 

four attested pieces. In the tomb of Kaaper, miniature bowls comprise altogether 88 rim 

and 72 base fragments. They all belong to one type, namely larger tall miniature bowls 

with straight and very thin walls (group MB-4). The sizes of the bowls are rather uniform, 

with the smallest example having a base diameter of 6 cm and the largest of 8 cm and the 

majority of 7.5 cm. They have heights of 3.6 – 4.3 cm and the rim diameters are 10.5 - 13 

cm. They were made of fine quality Nile B1 and coated with high quality dark red slip both 

inside and out, a rather rare feature with miniatures in the Abusir South cemetery. The four 

miniature bowls from the burial chamber of Senedjemib are smaller but also very 

homogenous in sizes and forms. They also belong to type MB-4, having tall straight walls 

with rim diameters of 7.5 – 8.5 cm, base diameters of 4 cm and heights of 2.9 – 3 cm. They 

were made of Nile B1. 

The miniature cups are much fewer in numbers but much more varied. So far, four 

main types with many variations have been identified. The types include miniature cups 

with simple rims (MC-1), further divided into open forms (MC-1a), half-closed forms 

(MC-1b) and contracting mouths (MC-1c). The miniature cups with modelled rims (MC-2) 

include variations with angular rims (MC-2a) and with protruding cords (MC-2b). The 

type of miniature cups with recurved rims (MC-3) consists of examples with closed rims 

(MC-3a), open rims (MC-3b) and with flaring rims (MC-3c). Finally, there is the type with 

a double recurved rim (MC-4). Again, the largest assemblages come from the tomb of 

Kaaper and Tomb 1 in Abusir South-West. The production method and the surface 

treatment are identical to the miniature bowls. The sizes are slightly varied. In the tomb of 

Kaaper, the cups have rim diameters of 3.5 – 6.8 cm, base diameters of 4 – 4.5 cm and 

heights of 9 – 11 cm. The cups from Tomb 1 have rim diameters of 3 – 4.2 cm, base 

diameters of 3 – 4.4 cm and heights of 5 – 6 cm. Thus, a certain development from early 
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larger, finer bowls to smaller, rougher, massively produced bowls can be observed. The 

surface treatment seems also to be a chronological indicator, with the red-slipped examples 

dating largely to the beginning and first half of the Fifth Dynasty. 

The type of miniature vases (MV-1) came in two variations, a simple rim and a 

modelled rim (MV-2), and is much rarer than the two other groups of miniature vessels. 

For example, in Tomb 1 in Abusir South-West, only seven examples were found. They 

have rim diameters of 4.5 – 5 cm, base diameters of 4 – 5 cm and heights of 6.7 – 7 cm. 

They were also made of Nile B1 and left untreated. 

 

Despite the fact that in the hitherto usual analysis, miniature vessels are described 

as not having precise models reflected in full-scale ceramic pots, the present author shall 

contradict this conjecture. Let it be offered that the wider group of miniature bowls could 

be seen as miniature forms of certain types of bowls with flat bases (such as type B-8a) or, 

more probably, of schematized platters. Furthermore, the nature of the miniature cups is 

perhaps even easier to illuminate. They are substitutes for full-scale bowl-tables, or bowls 

situated on tall or low stands. The number of their variations can be explained by the bowl 

variations themselves– thus, the type MC-1 includes bowls with contracted mouths and 

flaring bowls and the type MC-3 includes different types of Meidum bowls positioned on a 

low ring-stand. Such an explanation would be in agreement with the context in which they 

are found, e.g. in the cultic areas. There, the classes of bowls, stands and platters dominate 

over other pottery classes and thus, their miniature versions would be understandable 

substitutes for the daily offering cult. However, the author confers that a deeper analysis of 

the miniature vessel variations and their full-scale models is required to confirm this 

theory.  

In Abusir South, the miniature vessels come predominantly from two contexts – 

namely from the burial chambers, where (together with the stone miniature vessels) they 

were part of the symbolic goods for the deceased164 and from the superstructure cultic 

areas, where they served as offering vessels in the funerary cult. In Abusir South, their 

number from stratified contexts is limited, in difference, for example, to the pyramid 

temple of Raneferef where they were by far the most attested pottery classes (Bárta 2008). 

                                                 
164 In a few cases, the number of miniature vessels attested in the burial chamber approaches the number of 

items on the offering list, thus leading to the assumption that they represented specific items from it (Rzeuska 

2006a: 425).  
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The appearance of miniature vessels and their large occurrence in both funerary and 

ritual context is explained by the growth in the amount of tombs of the middle and higher 

class officials and their need for cheaper offerings (Bárta 1995: 17). On the other side, this 

does not explain their disappearance in the Sixth Dynasty. In the tombs dated to the end of 

the Old Kingdom (i.e. the tomb of Qar and his sons), very few miniature vessels were 

found. This change could support the theory of the rising economic power and potential of 

the officials in this period – in other words, the miniature vessels were no longer necessary, 

with the officials being able to afford much richer and more abundant offerings. This is 

supported by the increase of both quality and quantity of the burial equipment found in 

their tombs (see 5.8 and 5.9).  
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4.7. Appendix  

List of the pottery groups from the Abusir South Cemetery 

 

Class J – Jars 

J-1: beer jars (e.g. rough jars with ovoid to tubular body) 

 J-2: small to middle-sized ovoid jars 

 J-3: larger ovoid jars with tall neck 

 J-4: slender to tall jars with two handles and flat base 

 J-5: tall storage jars with flat base 

 J-6: very slender storage jars (early type) 

 J-7: slender offering jars with flat base (late type) 

 J-8: small to middle-sized spindle-shaped jar with flat base 

 J-9: tall spindle-shaped jar with low neck and pointed base 

 J-10: large storage jars with low neck and ovoid body 

 J-11: small rougher ovoid storage jars 

 J-12: globular storage jars 

 J-13: squat jars 

 

Class B – Bowls 

 B-1: Meidum bowls 

 B-2: Bent-sided bowls 

 B-3: Rounded bowls and vats with spout 

 B-4: Bowls with straight or contracted rim   

 B-5: Deep bowls with grooved rim 

 B-6: Shallow bowls with rim grooved inside and outside 

 B-7: Shallow bowls with outer modelled rim 

 B-8: Smaller rougher bowls with flat base  

 B-9: Shallow plates with simple rim 

 B-10 Plates with modelled rim 

 B-11: Beakers 
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Class S – Stands 

S-1: Tall X-shaped stands 

S-2: Tall A-shaped stands 

S-3: Tall tubular stands 

S-4: Shorter conical stands with flat bottom and diaphragm 

S-5: Shorter stands with articulated base 

S-6: Low ring-stands 

 

Class F – Bread forms 

F-1: bD3 bread forms with rounded base 

F-2: Bread forms with a flat base 

F-3: Bread forms with a tall massive foot 

F-4: aprt bread forms 

 

Class P – Platters 

P-1: Platters with straight walls 

P-2: Platters with accentuated straight base  

P-3: Platters with flaring walls 

P-4: Platters with short-ledged base 

P-6: Platters with long-ledged base 

P-7: Platters with long-ledged rim 

P-8: Platters with convex walls 

 

Class L – Lids 

 L-1: Lid with a knob 

 

Class M – Miniature vessels 

 MB: Miniature bowls 

 MC: Miniature cups 

 MV: Miniature vases 

 MS: Miniature stands 

 MJ: Miniaturized jars 
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5. Abusir South pottery corpus 
  

This chapter will deal in detail with the Abusir South pottery corpus in its spatial 

versus typological analyses, e.g. types of pottery found in specific provenances, and will 

offer a detailed description of the vessels. The corpus is presented tomb by tomb in the 

order they were excavated. In accordance with the main aim of this chapter, e.g. the study 

of the spatial distribution of the pottery finds, only the tombs with completely or at least 

partially documented pottery assemblages from closed spatial contexts are included in this 

chapter. These include all the tombs which are described in a short architectural and 

archaeological summary in chapter 2, i.e. the tomb of Kaaper (area AA), Fetekty (area 

BB), Hetepi (area CC), Rahotep and Isesiseneb (area DD), Ity (area EE), minor tombs 

around the tomb of Fetekty (area FF), smaller tombs in the area of Lake of Abusir (LA 5 

and 6) and finally, the tomb of Qar and his two elder sons (area HH and GG), tomb 1 in 

Abusir South-West (area ASW) and the tomb of Neferinpu with the intact burial chamber 

(are OO). The scattered ceramics or pottery coming from prevailingly disturbed contexts or 

fragmented features from the other areas (especially KK, MM and PP) was studied 

separately. New pottery types were included in the Abusir South pottery classification and 

the final interpretation of some interesting contexts was summarized in the final chapter.  

 The most extensive work done in the identification of the main rituals connected 

with the burial of nobles in the Old Kingdom was done by Theodosia Rzeuska on the 

examples from the necropolis in Saqqara.165 According to her, the objects excavated from 

these tombs fall into two main contextual divisions – the funerary contexts (which includes 

the original funerary equipment in the burial chamber and the deposits in the shafts) and 

the cultic contexts (including the later worship at the above ground structures such as the 

chapel or stores, serdab, etc. (Rzeuska 2006a: 428). However, objects from both parts can 

be disturbed drastically by plunder, damage or reuse. Contrary to the Saqqara necropolis, 

where no intact burials were found, and therefore the exact layout and scope of the original 

funerary equipment (or tomb goods, as they are defined, see Rzeuska 2006a: 434) can be 

only estimated, there are several undisturbed burials in Abusir South. Consequently, 

a more accurate analysis of the original burial equipment can be offered.  

                                                 
165 Her work is based on previous studies, such as Kess (1977); Spencer (1982); Kanawati (1987) and 

Kanawati  (2001); etc. 
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 In this chapter, pottery will be analyzed according to the provenance it came from, 

combining the typological study with the description of the variations within the area. The 

main aim of this chapter is to ascertain the extent of use of certain types and their forms in 

specific areas, given in the following order: 166 

 Burial chamber (BCH) – the pottery coming from the burial chamber is presumably 

part of the original funerary equipment and will be dealt with as such. 

Chronologically, it is considered the most important, as it most securely determines 

the construction period. Even in the case of plundering, the pottery was quite often 

left unnoticed by the robbers; moreover, the broken pots have sharp edges and can 

be reconstructed to almost full shape. The extent of fine wares as compared to 

rough wares in the funerary equipment will be examined, as well as the extent of 

pottery types most represented in the burial chambers. 

 Burial shaft deposits and ritual shaft deposits (BSD, RSD) – these make up almost 

80% of all pottery finds, however the pottery found is mostly disturbed and slightly 

to highly eroded, thus not enabling a full reconstruction. The predominant pottery 

classes seem to be the rough wares such as beer jars, bread forms, rough platters 

and stands. This section also includes the sealing deposits situated at the bottom of 

the burial shaft in front of the closing wall of the burial chamber, because these can 

be distinguished from the general shaft deposit only in very few cases.167 Except 

for a clearly closed context, the chronological aspect of the pottery found in the 

shafts is considered only auxiliary to the finds from the burial chamber, as it might 

have been part of several different shaft deposits thrown together during the 

robbing of the tombs. Therefore, the nature and strata of the shaft fills are also 

closely examined.168 However, in most cases, the assemblages from the shafts are 

assumed to be contemporary with the burial itself. In the text, a difference is made 

between burial shaft deposits (e.g. shafts ending in a burial chamber with a burial) 

                                                 
166 This sequence is based on the one offered by Rzeuska, however with some reservations and enlargements. 

See Rzeuska (2006a: 434). 
167 Two of the clearer examples are the closing deposit in shaft 1 in tomb 1 in ASW and the beer jar 

positioned in front of the closing wall of the unused burial niche in shaft 6 in mastaba OO. 
168 In some cases, the whole archaeological situation is highly disturbed and fragments of the same vessel are 

found in the burial chamber and in the fill of the shaft (such as the vessels from the southern shaft in the tomb 

of Ity), and, rarely, around the mouth of the shaft. In these cases, the vessel is presumed to have been 

originally part of the burial equipment in the burial chamber.  
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and ritual shaft deposits (shafts without burial chambers, so-called false shafts) in 

order to determine whether different patterns in pottery types represented can be 

ext makes them only tertiary in importance for the dating 

                                                

stated. 

 Aboveground, seemingly in situ pottery finds from cultic activities (CD)169 – These 

include chapel deposits, pottery in front of the niches, refuse areas in the vicinity of 

the chapels etc. Here, the variations of deposit spaces and pottery types are very 

wide and often the original deposit time span and the exact place cannot be securely 

determined, e.g. if the vessels are deposited in their primary refuse or secondary 

refuse.170 In some cases the pottery reflects quite a long period of cultic activity and 

can date even one dynasty later than the burial itself. Therefore, its chronological 

importance is not in dating the construction of the tomb but rather the period of its 

continuous cultic activity. The ceramic finds are examined in their full 

archaeological contexts, mainly within horizontal stratigraphy. Unless the strata are 

highly disturbed and mixed through robbing activities, the floor layers of the cultic 

structures usually contain the original primary deposits and/or refuse material.171 

Above this stratum, a destruction layer is quite often situated, marked 

predominantly by collapsed masonry fragments included in the sand. The topmost 

layer consists of pale wind-blown sand usually void of important finds.172 Needless 

to say, the pottery from the floor layers is chronologically most important. In the 

case of the top layers, the exposure of the ceramic finds to the sun, wind and 

changing temperatures often resulted in highly eroded fragments with smoothed 

edges making them almost impossible to reconstruct in full scope. Furthermore, the 

general disturbed cont

sequence of the tomb. 

 Aboveground pottery from secondary structures (SS) – comprising later building 

activities, such as mastaba core fill, building material from later walls, etc. Here, 

the pottery offers us a terminus post quem for the creation of these structures. The 

pottery can be both very well preserved and highly eroded, but in most cases the 

 
169 This is a shortcut for a not quite exact term of “cultic deposits”. 
170 For an explanation of terms, see Bárta (2008: 291). 
171 The sand of the original floor layers is usually darker and more compact, being mixed with fragments of 

building material such as mudbricks and/or limestone chips. The fellaheen call this type of sand raml qadim 

(“ancient sand”), as it often contains rich number of i.e. pottery fragments. 
172 The top layer of very light sand is called raml gadid (“modern sand”). 
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general vessel shape can be reconstructed. In the case of secondary funerary 

structures (smaller tombs, chapels, etc.), the pottery offers us a terminus ante quem 

for the construction of the main tomb around which they are built. Needless to say, 

only secondary structures dating to the period of the Old Kingdom are included in 

this thesis. 
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Fig. 5.18. Spatial division of pottery deposits in some of the Abusir South tombs.  
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5.1. The tomb of Kaaper 

 In the mastaba of Kaaper, a large number of vessels were found. For the 

archaeological context, see chapter 2.1. 

Pottery group Number of vessels 

J-1  beer jar ca 80 (CD), 3 (BSD) 

J-4  two-handled storage jar with neck and  flat base 2 (BCH) 

J-10  large storage jar with low neck 1 (BSD) 

J-13  squat jar with low neck and flat base 1 (CD) 

B-1 thin-walled bowl with recurved rim (Meidum bowl) 6 (CD), > 7 (BCH) 

B-2 - bent-sided bowl  3 (CD) 

B-10  bowl with rim ledged inside and rounded base 1 (BSD) 

S-1 - tall X-shaped stands > 7 (CD) 

F-1 - conical bread mold with rounded base (bd3) 32 (CD), 1 (BSD) 

P-4  plate with ledged rim and flat base 4 (CD) 

MB   miniature bowl 162 (CD), 2 (BSD), > 72 (BCH) 

MC  miniature cup 23 (CD), 12 (BCH) 

MJ  miniature jar 4 (CD) 

L-1 lid with knob 1 (CD) 
Fig. 5.19. Group types attested in the mastaba of Kaaper, based on the pottery notebook of the 1991 season (M. 

Bárta). Only typologically diagnostic fragments are included. 

 

5.1.1. Burial chamber 

 As the ceramic material coming from the burial chamber of Kaaper was dealt with 

substantial detail in the Abusir South I monograph (Bárta 2001: 185), only a short 

summary and some new interpretations shall be offered by the present author. 

 There were very few remains of the original burial and its equipment, including the 

burial itself (Excavation No. 24/AA/91), the left ear of a reserve head (21/AA/91) and 

fragmented ceramic goods. These consisted mainly of miniature vessels, numbering around 

300 fragments. The majority are fragments of miniature bowls, altogether 88 rim and 72 

base fragments. These all fall into one type, namely larger, tall miniature bowls with 

straight, very thin walls (group MB-4). The sizes of the bowls are rather uniform, with the 

smallest example having a base diameter of 6 cm and the largest of 8 cm and the majority 

of 7.5 cm. They are 3.6 – 4.3 cm in height, their rim diameters are between 10.5 and 13 cm 
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and they are made of fine quality Nile B1 coated with high quality dark red slip both inside 

and out, a rather rare feature with miniatures in the Abusir South cemetery.  

 The miniature cups are much fewer in number but much more varied. Only 10 to 12 

vessels could be identified, belonging to five different types. Three types belong to group 

MC-1 (a simple miniature cup), two examples having a contracting mouth (type MC-1c), 

one an angular modelled rim (type MC-2a) and one a ledge at about two-thirds of its height 

(type MC-2b). There are also two vessels with double re-curved rim (group MC-4) and two 

vessels with a prolonged body (group MC-5). The rim diameters of the preserved examples 

are 3.5 – 4.2 cm, and they are 9 – 11 cm high, with the MC-4 vessel having a reconstructed 

height of about 12-13 cm. The inner bases were either pointed (i.e. in vessel MC-4) or, in 

several cases, flat. All cups were covered with a high quality red slip both inside and out. 

The quality and the sizes of both miniature bowls and cups confirm the Fifth Dynasty date 

of the tomb. In later periods, miniatures were made in a careless way, having smaller 

dimensions, irregular shapes and untreated surfaces. 

 The most interesting ceramic finds from the burial chamber are undoubtedly two 

Palestinian-type two-handled storage jars composed of foreign fabric173 with combed 

surfaces. They could be partially reconstructed. They were discussed in detail in the 

publication (Bárta 2001: 185), therefore only a short summary will follow. The general 

shape of the jars and their dimensions are quite homogenous. They both have rather wide 

ovoid bodies with flat bases, low necks with roll rims and two handles attached to their 

upper bellies (type J-4d). One jar has a base diameter of 10.5 cm and the other 11 cm. The 

rim diameters are 8 and 9 cm and neck heights are 2.7 and 3.5 cm. They have maximum 

diameters of 22 cm (without the handles) and reconstructed heights of 32 to 33 cm. They 

were very well fired, with sherds of orange-yellow color. Their surfaces were combed both 

horizontally and vertically and, subsequently, the vessels were covered with a thick creamy 

white slip on the outside and also on the upper inside part of the rim. There are numerous 

examples of this type of vessel from the burial equipment in the Old Kingdom, mainly 

from Giza. 

 As was noted before, one of the titles of the official Kaaper is zš mš´ nśwt m Wnt, m 

Zrr, Tp3, m ´Id3, htjw-(m)fk3t, h3swt imntt, i3btt (“Scribe of the army of the king in Wenet, 

in Serer, in Tepa, in Ida, Terraces of Turquoise and the western and eastern foreign lands”) 

                                                 
173 The fabric had orange-red break with smaller and larger inclusions of limestone and quartz, similar to the 

Canaanite jar fabric (Arnold – Bourriau 1993: 185, Pl. 8b). 
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(Fischer 1959: 260-265). All of the places mentioned are connected with or situated in the 

northeastern Delta, the Sinai or northeast of it.174 Therefore, the presence of two imported 

Palestinian jars should be of no surprise in a tomb of an official connected to that particular 

region. 

 Apart from these, there were approximately 15 fragments of at least three beer jars. 

All diagnostic fragments have the remains of mortar inside and have white washed 

surfaces. Two jars are of type J-1b, having a low neck of 2 and 2.3 cm tall, one straight 

(variation J-1bI) and one turned out (variation J-1bIII). One jar is probably of type J-1a, 

having a simple contracting rim and part of its ovoid body preserved. The two preserved 

bottoms show to some extant pointed bases. As no complete examples were found, no 

analogies can be offered. In Abusir, beer jars with a low neck were found i.e. in the burial 

chamber of Neferinpu, dated to the second half of the Fifth Dynasty. However, as the main 

chronological marker of the beer jars is their height and volume, no more can be estimated 

with these beer jars, only that they are in agreement with a Fifth Dynasty sequence. 

 More useful from the point of chronology are the rim fragments of about 13 

Meidum bowls, found in the chamber. These were made of fine quality Nile silt and 

covered both inside and out with a red slip. Four fragments have traces of burning on their 

outsides. The sizes are heterogeneous, with rim diameters of 15 to 30 cm, however the 

shapes seem to be quite similar. The bowls all had low rims (rim length of 1.30 - 1.90 cm) 

and the two examples drawn show angular shoulders and rather deep bodies. They belong 

to type B-1aIII, both having maximum diameters at the shoulder. Deep Meidum bowls are 

typical for the late Fourth and the Fifth Dynasty, i.e. at Abusir found in the burial chamber 

in the mastaba of Neferinpu. Their date is also confirmed by the analysis of the rim height 

to rim width index (see chapter 6.4).  

 There were also 5 fragments of a large thick-walled bowl with a re-curved rim, 

similar to the fragments found in the burial shaft and most possibly coming from the same 

vessel. The rim diameter is 46 cm, rim height 2.8 cm and sherd thickness 1.7 cm. It was 

red-slipped both on the inside and outside. Similar thick-walled bowls with re-curved rims 

were found in Saqqara. 

                                                 
174 Only a few of them are mentioned in other sources from the period of the Old Kingdom, such as the 

toponym Wenet, Tepa and Ida. Wenet is the only one already known from the Archaic Period (Fischer 1959: 

261-263), probably to be situated somewhere in the Delta region or on the northeastern border (Helck 1962: 

17). On the other hand, the Terraces of Turquoise designate the copper mines in Wadi Maghara in the 

western Sinai.   
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 To conclude, the remains of the ceramic material from the burial chamber of 

Kaaper are in agreement with the early Fifth Dynasty dating of the mastaba (Bárta 2001: 

184), especially in the shape and quality of the miniature vessels as well as in the examples 

of luxury Meidum bowls. 

5.1.2. Burial shaft 

 In the secondary fill of the shaft, consisting of wind-blown sand mixed with tafl and 

limestone lumps, only very few pottery fragments were found, most of them of very little 

chronological importance. One of the few exceptions is a fragment of a plate with an inner 

groove (B-10a, see Plate XXVIII), typical for the end of the Fourth and early Fifth 

Dynasty. It is fairly large, with a rim diameter of 34 cm. It was covered with a white slip or 

wash both inside and out. 

 The other finds consist of one fragment of a bD3 bread form (F-1) with a black layer 

inside, fragments of beer jars and several fragments of bowls. These bowl fragments were 

identical to the thick-walled bowl with a recurved rim, found in the burial chamber (see 

above), probably originally part of the burial equipment. There is also one bowl with a 

simple contracting mouth (B-4a, see Plate XXIII) and a bowl with a ledge under the rim.  

5.1.3. Cultic deposits 

 From the mastaba of Kaaper, an abundance of cultic deposits (or rather, refuse from 

cultic deposits) was documented, especially in the form of several beer jar clusters. They 

were concentrated in front of the chapel, situated on the southeastern part of the mastaba. 

The first deposit (for archaeological context, see chapter 2.1) consisted exclusively of 

trampled and decomposed beer jars, numbering ten to twelve vessels. From the photos, it is 

evident they were intact at the time of deposition (e.g. not broken up on purpose as part of 

ritual), and their present state might have been the result of robbing or excavation activities 

in the area.  Inside two fully preserved beer jars, large fragments of the original black Nile-

mud fillings were found. Some of the broken beer jars were white washed. 

 The other two clusters were found on the eastern side of the screening wall. The 

first cluster (feature AA/7/91) consisted of thirteen nearly complete beer jars, fragments of 

another seven, several miniature bowls and plates and two bd3 bread forms. Only three 

examples of miniature vessels were drawn, one for each type, and, unfortunately, no counts 

of their occurrence were given. There are two types of miniature cups with a recurved rim 

and a foot (group MC-2), one with a closed rim (MC-2a) and one with an open flaring rim 
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(MC-2c). Their heights are, respectively, 4.5 and 6 cm, with rim diameters of 4 cm and 

base diameters of 2.5 and 3 cm. The miniature bowl has the most typical shape with 

convex walls and an omphallos in the inner centre (type MB-1, classical rim diameter 4.5 

cm). The example drawn of the bread form is of type F-1, conical bd3 mold with rounded 

base. The total height of this bread form is 20 cm and the height of the base is 6 cm. The 

inside is rounded, as is typical for earlier examples. Finally, the width-height ratio of the 

vessel (maximum diameter larger than the height) points to a rather earlier date and is in 

agreement with a Fifth Dynasty dating of the mastaba.  

The beer jars from the first cluster had heights of 24 to 26 cm and rim diameters of 

8 - 9 cm. Twelve examples show ovoid tapering bodies with to some extant pointed 

bottoms and maximum diameters of 14 - 15 cm, situated at the shoulder. They belong 

under type J-1aII, having a modelled (mostly rolled to angular) rim. Two examples have 

low necks 3 cm in height, one with an outturned rim (type J-1bIII) and one with a modelled 

rim (type J-1bIV). Another example has a lower straight neck (J-1bI). Two more examples 

are rather massive, being shorter in height but wider at the shoulder and belly, thus 

belonging under type J-1dII.  Their volumes are about 2.6 l (if filled to the neck). The 

second cluster (feature AA/8/91) consisted of ten fully or partly preserved beer jars with 

very similar dimensions (heights of 25 to 27 cm) and shapes. The eight fully preserved 

beer jars all belong to type J-1aII, having an ovoid tapering body and a low modelled rim. 

The beer jars from both clusters were subject to a separate study (Bárta 1996). In this 

study, he compared three beer jar sets – the first from the tomb of Kaaper (dated to the 

early Fifth Dynasty), the second from the cemetery around the tomb of Fetekta (dated to 

the late Fifth and early Sixth Dynasty) and the third from the temple of the pyramid of 

King Raneferef. The resulting notion was an increase in the height and capacity of beer jars 

through the second half of the Old Kigdom (see chapter 4.1.1. for details and further 

discussion). 

Among the other pottery found in the area east of the eastern wall of Kaaper, there 

was a ceramic lid (4/AA/91), found in Layer IV, close to the entrance of the chapel. 

Altogether, lids are very rare finds from the period of the Old Kingdom and their total 

number from one excavation season can hardly be counted on one hand. This particular 

example is a solid cover (contrary to some with holes for burning incense) with a knob, 

group L-1. It was made of a finer quality Nile B1 and wet smoothed. Contrary to the 
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examples from Saqqara, it did not have red slip (Rzeuska 2006: type 223). Similar lids are 

found during the whole period of the late Old Kingdom.175   

There were also several bi-conical stands of group S-1 found: two tall examples 

with assumed heights of 45 cm and one smaller example, as well as further 6 fragments of 

stand rims with diameters of 26 cm and fragments of rims with diameters of approximately 

25 cm. One almost fully preserved stand has a slightly modelled rim with a maximum 

diameter of 32 cm and minimum diameter of 13 cm. It was covered both inside and outside 

with red slip. 

Among the most abundant pottery class from the area were miniature vessels, 

numbering over 185 pieces. Most of these were miniature bowls (161 pieces) of three main 

types, namely with straight to convex sides (MB-1), with concave walls (MB-2) and taller 

bowls with straight sides (MB-3). The sizes of the first two groups are rather homogenous, 

with larger examples having rim diameters of 4 to 5 cm and smaller examples 3 to 3.5 cm 

and heights of 1.5 to 2 cm. The bowls of type MB-3 have heights of 3.5 cm and rim 

diameters of 5.5 cm. Miniature cups with a foot were found in much smaller quantities, 

numbering ca 21 pieces. They fall into two types: cups with a simple closed rim (MC-1b) 

and cups with re-curved flaring rim (MC-2b). The first type has a height of 6 cm, the other 

a height between 6 and 8 cm. All miniatures have a characteristic spiral on the bottom of 

the base, the result of being cut off the wheel with a string. Some of the vessels have traces 

of white wash. 

Three large miniature jars were present, each of a very specific form: one miniature 

beer jar (10/AA/91) with an irregular body and maximum height of 12 cm and rim 

diameter of 3.5 cm. It has a small flaring neck and ovoid body with pointed base (type MJ-

1). The two other miniature jars both have heights of 9 cm. The first one (8/AA/91) has a 

low straight neck, symmetrical convex body with the greatest diameter at the shoulder and 

a wide flat base, being type MJ-2. The other one (11/AA/91) has strongly pronounced 

angular shoulders and concave sides with a narrower flat base (type MJ-3).  

Another well represented class is the conical bd3 bread form, group F-1. There 

were fragments of approximately 30 individual vessels found, most bearing traces of fire 

on the outside walls, proving the vessels were actually used and not only a ritual deposit.  

One particularly interesting find is a small squat jar (9/AA/91) bearing a simple 

incised X-shaped pot mark on its lower half.176 It has a rather angular squat body with its 

                                                 
175 Similar lids with a knob were found i.e. in Saqqara West (Rzeuska 2006a: Pl. 160, nos. 825-826). 
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greatest diameter (14 cm) situated at the middle of the belly and a narrow flat base of 4 cm, 

falling into type J-8a. The preserved height (without the rim, most probably in the form of 

a low or taller neck) is 14 cm. Similar vessels were found in Saqqara (Rzeuska 2006: Pl. 

54, 208), showing that the type was still popular in the Sixth Dynasty.  

Among the bowls from the refuse area, there are five fragments with simple rims, 

two fragments with roll rims and four with recurved rims. The Meidum bowls all belong to 

type B-1b, having rounded shoulders, of which there are two main variations. Three 

vessels have low flaring rims and equal shoulders and rim diameters (B-1bII). Their 

dimensions are almost identical, but the quality of their red slip and polish differed. The 

rim diameters are 21 cm and rim heights 1.5 cm and the general body shapes seem to be 

rather shallow. There is also a fragment of a Meidum bowl with a straight rim and greatest 

diameter at the shoulder (B-1bIII). It was fairly large, with a rim diameter of 34 cm and 

rim height of 2 cm and a rather deeper body. All the Meidum bowls were red-slipped both 

on the outside and inside and polished. 

Only two platters are drawn in the pottery notebook, both of the same group with a 

long-ledged horizontal rim and flat bottom (P-7a). The height of both is 7 cm, one having a 

rim diameter of 36 cm and the other of 26 cm. Although the material is not mentioned, a 

black core and the thickness of the break (1.2 respectively 2 cm) point to a rather coarser 

Nile silt, such as Nile B2 or C.  

In conclusion, the majority of vessels found in the refuse of the cultic areas situated 

east of the chapel were miniatures (47.30%), followed by jars (33.60%). There were much 

smaller amounts of other classes found, 8.40% of bowls, 7.60% of bread forms, 1.80% of 

stands, 1.00% of platters and only 1 lid (0.25%). The predominant group within the class 

of jars is group J-1: beer jars, making up 97.70%. Among the miniature vessels, miniature 

bowls represented 86.50%, miniature cups 11.30% and miniature jars only 2.20%. Meidum 

bowls represent 18.20% of all bowls. All the stands found belong, according to the original 

pottery specialist, to the group of bi-conical X-shaped stands (S-1). The recovered ceramic 

material is in agreement with the Fifth Dynasty date of the mastaba and thus offers a 

terminus post quem non for the end of the cultic activities in the tomb. The offerings 

probably continued for only one or two generations and were stopped soon after, due to the 

                                                                                                                                                    
176 Analogies for this type of potmark occur in the GPMP excavation in Giza, mostly preserved on bowls (see 

Wodzińska 2006: Figs. 11.47 and 11.48). The signs could indicate either the contents of the jar or its 

destination. 
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collapse of the screening wall, so blocking the corridor leading to the chapel. This is 

confirmed by the recovery of early Fifth Dynasty beer jars in the uppermost level of the 

collapsed wall.  

5.1.4. Secondary structures 

 In the later tomb situated to the northeast of the mastaba of Kaaper (Tomb 2), 

adjoining the northwestern corner of the mastaba of Ity, very little pottery was found. 

There were altogether three shafts in the tomb, two (shaft 3 and 2) on the north-south axis, 

aligned to the niches in the chapel. The third shaft (shaft 1) is the largest and situated off 

the axis south-west of them.  

Burial shaft number 3 is 2.80 m deep and consisting of subsequent sandy layers 

without pottery finds. The burial177 was found disarticulated in the depth of 2.36 - 2.44 m. 

In the same level, fragments of most possibly the original burial equipment were found. 

The fragmented assemblage consists of about 22 fragments of beer jars with a standard 

diameter of 10 cm (J-1), 2 fragments of plates with a ledge inside (P-10) and three 

miniature bowls with standard sizes (rim diameter of 3.5 cm). There are only two vessels 

of higher quality clay with red-slipped surface, one Meidum bowl of type B-1aIII (bowl 

with recurved rim, angular shoulders and the maximum diameter at the shoulder) and one 

semi-globular larger bowl with contracted mouth (B-4a). All the ceramic material is of Old 

Kingdom date. The chronologically most accurate piece is without a doubt the plate with a 

ledge inside. These types of plates were in use exclusively at the end of the Fourth and 

beginning of the Fifth Dynasty. With the date of the mastaba of Kaaper (early Fifth 

Dynasty) and Tomb 2 being built subsequently, it must have been created in a short time 

span afterwards, in the later part of the early Fifth Dynasty - possibly within two to three 

generations after the tomb of Kaaper.  

 Burial shaft number 2 is 3.30 m deep and its walls are lined with mudbricks to a 

depth of 2.50 m. Almost at the bottom of the shaft (depth 3.20 m), a layer of pottery was 

found, probably the original shaft deposit or part of the burial equipment. There were 

fragments of about seven beer jars (one with a pointed base, probably group J-1c), ten 

bread forms and two miniatures - one miniature bowl with concave walls of type MB-2 

and one cup with recurved flaring rim and foot (type MC-3c) with the usual dimensions. 

Out of the bread forms, three were of the most usual type, conical bd3 bread molds with 

                                                 
177 The deceased was a female, adultus I. See Bárta (2001: 190). 
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concave walls and rounded base (F-1) and with a rim diameter of about 25 cm. There were 

also six fragmented conical bread molds with a flat base (group F-2), all around 20 cm tall. 

 In the largest burial shaft number 1, the least amount of pottery was found. The 

shaft is 4.10 m deep and is irregularly lined with mudbricks in its upper part. The only 

diagnostic pottery was found at the depth of 2.80 m together with human bones and linen 

scraps. These consist of about ten beer jars, some miniatures and one rim fragment of a 

bowl with rounded shoulders and rolled rim, red slipped inside and outside. Neither closer 

analyses nor drawings were made in the pottery notebook and therefore no chronological 

interpretations can be offered. 

Interesting ceramic finds were made in the superstructure of the tomb. In room 

XIV, only one tall A-shaped stand (excavation nr. 6/AA/91, see Plate XXX) of group S-2 

was discovered in the upper silty layer. It has a rim diameter of 8 cm, a base diameter of 20 

cm, a minimum diameter of 7 cm and a height of 36 cm. The upper 2/3 of the body has 

tubular walls, widening in the lower third. Both rims are rolled.  The stand was made of a 

fine quality unspecified Nile silt (most probably Nile A or B1) with a sherd width of 0.8 

cm. Both the inside and outside of the vessel were red-slipped. Analogies for this type of 

stand can be found in Saqqara178 and in Abusir in the tomb of Ptahshepses.179 

 In room VII, several fragments of predominantly larger beer jars, a few bd3 bread 

forms and very few bowls, platters and miniatures were found in a layer consisting of 

pottery pieces mixed with limestone chips and fragments of mudbricks. Approximately in 

the middle of the room, a large bd3 bread form with conical sides and slightly rounded 

base with a hole in the middle was found, turned upside down. It was probably used as a 

cover or a lid with a steam hole for baking of bread,. Its dimensions (rim diameter and 

height both of 25 cm) and the rounded inner bottom point to an earlier date, probably the 

Fifth Dynasty. There is one platter with a flat ledged rim turned outside and concave walls 

(P-7), with maximum diameter (equaling outer rim diameter) of 25 cm and height of 8 cm. 

It was covered with a white wash. An exceptional assemblage is a group of 82 rim 

fragments of plates with rounded walls and ledges inside (P-10), typical for the Fourth and 

early Fifth Dynasty and not attested in any later tombs. The rim diameter is between 20 to 

25 cm and the rim length between 3 to 3.5 cm. They were all covered with a white wash, 

                                                 
178 Type 218 of Rzeuska is analogical to this group, however the only fully preserved example (Rzeuska 

2006a: 350, Pl. 154, nr. 786) is almost 10 cm shorter. These stands were found in later Sixth Century 

contexts (Pepy I to Pepy II, see Rzeuska 2006a: 424). 
179 Charvát (1981: Pl. 24, I 431). 
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either only inside or on both sides. They have a rounded or a small flattened base of 

approximately 5 cm. 

 In room IX, large amounts of pottery were found. By far the predominant pottery 

group is beer jars. There were 14 fully preserved beer jars, 236 bases and 26 rims found. 

The preserved examples belong to type J-1b and have ovoid bodies, low necks and the 

largest diameter situated high on the shoulder (approximately at a height of 21 cm). The 

maximum height is 27 cm and the maximum capacity (when filled to the lower rim) is 2.6 

liters. The rims have the usual rather oval shape with a diameter of 9 x 8 cm and maximum 

body diameter of 15 cm. There was one example of a larger beer jar with a rim diameter of 

10 cm and maximum diameter (situated 15 cm under the rim) of 24 cm. The vessel was 

white washed. The second largest group of pottery is miniatures. There were 56 miniature 

bowls, seven miniature cups and one miniature jar of type MJ-4 (with an articulated 

shoulder and straight sides). Also, there were 11 rim fragments of X-shaped stands (group 

S-1) with rim diameters of 26 to 38 cm (most probably both upper and lower rim). Out of 

nine fragments of bowls, there are seven rims of Meidum bowls of type B-1b having 

rounded shoulders and one base fragment of a bowl with a flat base and straight sides 

(group B-8). The rim height to rim width analysis of the Meidum bowls points to their 

Fifth Dynasty production (see chapter 6.4). The least represented class is bread forms with 

only four examples of bd3 bread molds with conical bodies and rounded bases (group F-1). 

Their heights are about 18 cm; three have rim diameters of 17 cm and one of 22 cm. Their 

bases are about 5 cm high.  

 The oldest attested pottery type comes from room XI, namely a fragment of a beer 

jar with a ledged rim and shoulder (group J-1h). This type is characteristic of the late Third 

Dynasty, the complete form having a slender tapering body with pointed base. The rim 

diameter of the preserved example is 15 cm. The jar is certainly intrusive and it was 

probably part of the original equipment or cultic activities from the nearby mastaba of Ity.  
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5.2. The tomb of Fetekty and Mehy 

5.2.1. Burial chamber and shaft 

 In the disturbed burial chamber of Fetekty, only two fragments of the original burial 

equipment were found. One is a beer jar rim of vessel type J-1bI, having a low straight 

neck with a rim diameter of 10 cm and neck height of 2 cm. It is made of classical rough 

Nile silt. The other fragment is of a luxurious, thin-walled Meidum bowl with a low re-

curved rim (rim diameter of 24 cm), red-slipped both inside and out. The low rim (rim 

height of 1.5 cm) and the rather shallow shape of the bowl point to a later Fifth Dynasty 

date (see chapter 6.4). 

 The burial shaft of Fetekty yielded far more pottery types. There were several 

fragments of beer jars as well as one almost complete example, which is a jar of type J-1aI, 

having a simple rim, ovoid body and to some extant pointed bottom. The rim is oval rather 

than round and has a diameter of 10 x 11 cm.  The maximum diameter is 14 -15 cm and the 

height 30 cm. On the surface, lines of wet-smoothing are evident, as well as white wash 

both outside and inside the vessels. A different fragment has a low neck with a straight rim 

(beer jar type J-1bI). 

 There is only one fragment of a bread form with a flat base (group F-2). The base 

diameter is 9 cm. A much more interesting find is one of four rough platters of different 

types. Their heights do not exceed 3.2 cm, but their body and rim shapes differ greatly. The 

finest one is a platter with straight walls and a groove in the inner base edge (type P-1b) 

and a rim diameter of 38 cm. The second one is much smaller, with a rim diameter of 23 

cm, a rather peculiar upturned triangular rim with a distinct groove inside, and traces of 

white wash both inside and outside. The third platter has a straight base and a flattened rim 

with a rim diameter of 38 cm. The fourth and largest one has the most classical shape with 

a straight base and concave walls and rim diameter of 42 cm. It bears traces of yellowish-

grey color both on the inside and outside of the surface. 

 There were three bowls of similar quality but different shape. The Meidum bowl 

has an almost straight rim and angular shoulder, being type B-1aIII (with the maximum 

diameter at the shoulder). The rim diameter is 30 cm and the general shape is rather 

shallow. The bowl has traces of white wash on the outside surface. There is also one bent-

sided bowl (group B-2) and bowl with outside groove under the rim.  

124 
 



 The only miniature vessel from this context is a rather ordinary miniature bowl of 

type MB-1, having typical dimensions (rim diameter of 4 cm and height of 1.8 cm) and 

straight walls. No surface treatment is mentioned. 

 

5.2.2. Cultic deposits 

 South-east of the entrance to the pillar hall of Fetekty, two identical beer jars were 

found in the surface layer, on a rather compact refuse stratum (feature BB/3/91). They have 

tall and very slender bodies with pointed bases (type J-1i). Both have a height of 34 cm, 

rim diameter of 8 cm and maximum diameter of 13 cm. In their vicinity, several other 

fragments of pottery were found, namely a rim of another beer jar with a simple rim and 

rim diameter of 11 cm, one miniature bowl with straight walls (type MB-1), a rim and 

body sherd of a large bowl with straight walls and triangular rim (rim diameter of 42 cm), 

covered both inside and out with a red slip and, finally, a fragment of a rougher platter of 

type P-2, having short accentuated base and rounded rim with an inner groove (rim 

diameter of approximately 25 cm and complete height of 2.7 cm).  

 From the area in front of the entrance to the pillar court, approximately two baskets 

of rough kitchen wares were found. The majority (altogether about 95%, according to the 

then ceramologist) consisted of beer jars, the remaining percentage of bread forms. The 

diagnostic examples of beer jars were only a few – approximately fourteen bases and seven 

rims. Several fragments had traces of white wash on their surfaces, and some had traces of 

a white substance inside, most probably mortar. Three fragments had traces of burning on 

their outer surface. The bases are all pointed, but the rims vary in their shape. Two show a 

modelled rim typical of type J-1aII (with a rim diameter of 10 cm), the others either a low 

out-turned rim (type J-1bII) or a tubular rim and walls (group J-1f). 

 In the pillar court itself, several fragments of pottery were found in the dark sandy 

layer above floor. The largest amount constituted beer jars. The ceramologist estimated 

around 40 vessels in the fill. There were 15 bases and 29 rims of beer jars, together with 

some 60 body fragments.180 The bases all seem to have pointed bottoms. On one base, a 

                                                 
180 In the case of beer jars and their numerous fragments, the only amount taken into account in the statistical 

analysis is the number of bases, as these are almost always preserved so that they represent only one vessel. 

With rim fragments, the situation is much more difficult as more fragments might seem to come from 

different vessels due to the irregularity of the production mode (for example, the oval rim shape) and after 

reconstruction actually belong to one vessel. Unless different dimensions and a different surface treatment is 
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layer of white mortar was observed. One larger fragment preserved to a height of 34 cm is 

one of a slender, tall beer jar with a maximum diameter of 16 cm and the remains of red 

pigment inside.181 The complete height of the jar must have been at least 37 cm. Unluckily, 

no rims were connected to the bases, and thus, no full shape could be determined. Most of 

the rims have low necks (group J-1b), either straight or slightly turned out, and some are 

simple rims of type J-1aI or modelled of type J-1aII. The outer rim diameter is 10 to 15 cm, 

depending on the type. Six mud stoppers were also found, probably originally belonging to 

the beer jars. 

 There are two interesting platters: one very low rougher platter with a thick, 

angular, flattened rim and another much finer with flaring concave walls and red slip both 

inside and out. Both examples are rather large and low, the first one with a rim diameter of 

about 24 cm and height of 4 cm and the second one with a rim diameter of about 44 cm 

and height of 3.5 cm. No exact analogies could be found yet. 

 Only three examples of otherwise usually abundant pottery classes were found. 

Only one attested miniature bowl is of type MB-2. Its concave walls, typical dimensions 

(rim diameter of 3.7 cm and height of 1.6 cm) and quality and size point to a rather late 

Old Kingdom date. Additionally, there are only two attested bread forms of group F-1, e.g. 

bd3 bread forms with concave walls and rounded bases.  

 Concerning chronological impact, the most interesting find seems to be a rim and 

body fragment of a bent-sided bowl with a flaring upper wall and rounded lower wall (type 

B-2c). This type is attested for example in Saqqara.182 There are fragments of two other 

thin-walled red-slipped bowls, probably with slightly bent rounded shoulders. Due to the 

lack of diagnostic fragments, the exact shape could not be reconstructed. Additionally 

interesting are the bases of two identical bottle-shaped jars with slender bodies and very 

narrow, flat bases, which belong most probably to group J-7. Their base diameters are 2.5 

                                                                                                                                                    
stated, if there are 4 bases and 3 rim fragments in the assemblage, these are taken as at least 4 vessels 

(represented as > 4). The same principle is also used in the case where the number of rims exceeds the 

number of bases. The number of body fragments is irrelevant for the statistical analysis and serves only as 

secondary information. Only if the fragments were weighed, could a realistic number of vessels represented 

be estimated.  
181 The use of beer jars as containers of pigments is attested i.e. in Giza in the GPMP excavation. There, 

seven jars contained different kinds of pigment – four red, two white and one yellow. Wodzińska 2006: 289. 
182 The closest analogy seems to be Rzeuska´s type 162 (Rzeuska 2006a: Pl. 110, no. 564).  
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cm and maximum diameters are 9 – 10 cm. Their sherd thicknesses are rather thick with 1 

– 1.10 cm. Similar jars were found in Saqqara.183  

  To conclude, the pottery inventory from the tomb of Fetekty and Mehy is too 

fragmentary for a detailed chronological analysis. The whole production is in agreement 

with late Old Kingdom ceramic shapes.  

 

5.3. The tomb of Hetepi 

5.3.1. Burial shafts 

 There are two burial shafts in this tomb, e.g. shafts ending in a burial chamber or a 

burial niche with a burial (shaft 1 and 2). Both are very simple in construction. The more 

elaborate shaft 1 ended in a burial chamber situated in the eastern part of the wall. The 

entrance to the chamber was originally blocked by a mudbrick wall, and it consisted of a 

shallow rectangular burial pit sunken in the floor. Unluckily, the chamber had been robbed 

thoroughly in the past and no pottery fragments were discovered.  

 Shaft 2 was filled with a homogenous layer of tafl debris mixed with dark sand and 

some fragments of pottery. Only two rough pottery groups are represented – beer jars and 

bread forms. There are about 14 body fragments of beer jars, all with traces of white wash 

outside and with production traces on their inner and outer surface, such as the original 

coils and traces of hand-smoothing. One can estimate roughly the existence of more than 

two jars in the assemblage. Out of around ten fragments of bread forms with white wash on 

the outer surface, two are diagnostic rims and show two different rims of the same type, 

namely one with a flat rim and almost straight walls with diameter of 21 cm and the other 

with more concave walls, slightly rounded rim and rim diameter of 25 cm. There is also 

one base fragment with traces of white wash inside. In the shallow burial niche in the 

western wall of the shaft, no pottery was found.  

 

                                                 
183 Analogies could be identified in Rzeuska´s type 15 (Rzeuska 2006a: Pl. 37). However, only the lower 

two-thirds could be identified in our excavation. The base diameter and maximum diameter of the Saqqara 

jars are in agreement. 
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5.3.2. Ritual shafts 

 Shaft 3 in the tomb of Hetepi contained three subsequent fills. At a depth of 1.50 – 

1.90 m, in the middle layer of dark sand mixed with tafl, animal bones and pottery 

fragments were found. Only three pottery groups are represented – there are several beer 

jar body fragments plus one pointed base and one rim. All the fragments were white 

washed on the surface. The rims have rather rare forms with rim diameters equaling the 

maximum body diameters. There is also one rim fragment of a bread form with straight 

walls, belonging almost certainly to group F-2 with a flat base. It has a rim diameter of 24 

cm and rim thickness of 2 cm. On the outside, it was covered with a white wash. The most 

interesting find is, however, a rim and base fragment of a miniature bread form, analogical 

in form and size to the one found in shaft 4. It is part of a small bread form with concave 

walls and flat base (type MF-1), having a rim diameter of 12 cm and base diameter of 

approximately 10 cm. The estimated height of the complete vessel is 13 cm. Yet another 

miniature bread form base fragment has a similar form but with straight sides and with 

base diameter of only about 6.5 cm. The larger example was white washed both inside and 

outside. These miniature forms are quite exceptional, as they show a much greater variety 

in the funerary or cultic equipment. This particular type is almost an exact copy of the 

large bread forms of group F-2. This is in contrast with the theory that miniature vessels 

are purely cultic and do not reflect real pottery types. As it seems (and this was also 

confirmed in the group of miniature jars found in the tomb of Kaaper, see above 6.), at 

least some miniature vessels are exact copies of their full sized analogies.  

In shaft 4, about 50 cm above the floor, in a layer of dark sand mixed with 

mudbrick fragments and tafl, a thick layer made of animal bones and pottery was found. It 

consisted of altogether three bread forms, one bread form miniature, one large thin-walled 

bowl, one complete stand and (apart from missing a few body fragments)  one nearly 

complete beer jar. It is difficult to determine to which bread form group the preserved rim 

fragments belong. They all have flat rims with widths of 2 cm, are painted white, with 

outer diameters of 20 and 26 cm. Two of the rims are blackened inside. Unfortunately, the 

bases are not preserved. The only preserved base is that of another miniature bread form 

(type MF-1), showing a flat base of approximately 10 cm in diameter, thus being a copy of 

the large form of group F-2. The preserved miniature rim is a flat rim with a diameter of 12 

cm and width of 1.6 cm. It is possible that these two fragments actually represent two 

different vessels of the same or very similar shape, as the base has a pale brown-yellow 

surface, while the rim is blackened both inside and outside. The only fully preserved beer 
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jar shows the type J-1aI, namely a beer jar with low straight neck and ovoid body with to 

some extant pointed bottom. This type is one of the most usual and does not have any 

chronological importance, unless to say that it was popular in the second half of the Fifth 

Dynasty (i.e. in the tomb of Neferinpu). The dimensions of the vessel are also rather 

typical, with a rim diameter of 10 cm and height of 31 cm.  As the author has pointed out, 

the theory of increasing height and volume has to be closely examined on a much larger 

assemblage, from preferably closed and securely dated contexts. While it seems to fit the 

general rule in most cases, in some it does not hold true.184 

 As for the finer ware from shaft 4, only one low ring stand and one large bowl are 

present. The ring stand comes from a depth of 1.50 cm in the shaft. It has concave walls 

and a simple rim, thus classifying it as type S-6aI. It has visible traces of the original 

coiling technique on its outer surface, the coils being present as 2 cm tall registers. 

Interestingly, the vessel was white washed both inside and outside. It has a rim diameter of 

12 cm, base diameter of 13 cm and height of 13 cm. The bowl type is much less common. 

It has a flaring rim with a low ledge on the outside and corresponding groove on the inside. 

The base seems to be rounded. The rim diameter is 32 cm and rim length is 1.3 cm. The 

bowl was wheel turned and red-slipped both inside and outside. Possible analogies come 

from Saqqara.185 

 Shaft 5 also consists of two layers of fill, namely an upper one of wind-blown sand 

and a lower one of wind-blown sand and fragments of mudbricks. In this layer, at a depth 

of 1.20 m, a low ring stand of the same group as the one in shaft 4 was found. The stand 

has slightly more concave walls but the dimensions are almost identical, with a rim 

diameter of 12 cm, base diameter of 14 cm and height of 12 cm. The original coils are also 

visible on the surface; however, the vessel itself was finished on a wheel, and was red-

slipped both inside and out with traces of white wash visible on the surface.  

 Shaft 6 was exceptional in that it served as a serdab. It contained three completely 

decayed wooden standing statues of a man, woman and child, all of them facing the east. 

Next to them, at a depth of 80 cm, an unfired base fragment of a large bread form was 

found. It belongs to type F-2, having a flat base and straight walls. It has a base diameter of 

10 cm and preserved height is 18 cm (actually reaching only 8 cm above the opening of the 

                                                 
184 As with the extremely tall beer jars with heights of 40 to 41 cm in the tomb of Neferinpu, dated by 

inscriptions to the second half of the Fifth Dynasty. See chapter 2.10. 
185 I.e. from the Saqqara West (Rzeuska 2006a: Pl. 78, form 92). 
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inner base, making the massive base 10 cm tall). The complete vessel must have been at 

least 35 cm tall. It is interesting to note that even unfired pottery vessel could have been 

part of ritual equipment. The bread form is of a late Fifth Dynasty type and size. 

In shaft 7, in an upper layer of dark yellow sand, mudbrick and limestone 

fragments, several sherds of pottery were found. On the surface, there was a body fragment 

of a group F-1 bread form (bd3 bread form with concave walls and rounded base) with a 

rim diameter of 19 cm.   

In shaft 8, one fully preserved beer jar was found at a depth of 2.10 m in the layer 

of light yellow wind-blown sand and small limestone fragments. The jar is of type J-1bII, 

having a low neck turned in and a rather irregular ovoid tapering body with to some extant 

pointed bottom. The complete height of the jar is 31 cm, with a maximum diameter of 16 

cm and an oval mouth with a rim diameter of 9 x 9.5 cm. On its surface, the production 

method of the body by the joining of different parts is evident. The base is 11 cm tall and 

its diameter is slightly narrower than the lower body part, thus creating a kind of step 

between them. The rim was wheel turned and added on in the third stage. Subsequently, 

the jar was smoothed with oblique strokes, still visible on the surface. In the pottery 

notebook, about 8 fragments of a large jar of marl clay are mentioned, but neither drawing 

nor closer description is available. The jar is called “amphora without handles”, probably 

indicating a foreign origin of the vessel. Apart from these, only one fragment of a 

miniature cup with a foot and open re-curved rim was found, type MC-2c, which has a rim 

diameter of 3.5 cm, base diameter of 3 cm and height of 4.5 cm. The surface was left 

without a slip.   

In shaft 9, about one meter above the floor of the shaft at a depth of 1.30 to 1.50 m, 

a 0.20 m thick layer of pottery fragments was found. Several of these were able to be 

reconstructed to full vessel shape, revealing altogether two beer jars, five bowls and one 

bread form, the most interesting of which are the luxury wares. They include two shallow 

bowls with double grooved rounded rims and rounded bases (type B-6c). One is a 

complete vessel (Excav. no. 4/CC/91) with a rim diameter of 29.5 cm and height of 5.5 cm. 

It was wheel-turned, the surface was smoothed and covered with red slip on the inside and 

outside. The preserved rim fragment shows a rim diameter of 26 cm.  It was also red-

slipped on both sides, but the outer slip has eroded and revealed traces of the original 

coiling technique smoothed after the wheel turning process, yielding coils that seem to be 

0.8 to 0.9 cm wide.  
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The two other bowl groups include a thin-walled Meidum bowl with an angular 

shoulder, a rather shallow body and a maximum diameter situated at the rim (type B-1aI). 

The rim is very low (rim height of 1.2 cm) and wide, thus pointing to a possible early Sixth 

Dynasty date of the bowl. The remaining two bowls have incurved sides and contracting 

simple rim (group B-4) with rim diameters of 12 and 14 cm and rim thickness of 0.6 and 

0.7 cm. They were both red-slipped inside and outside.  

There is only one finer thin-walled jar with a red-slipped surface, preserved almost 

in full shape (Excavation no. 5/CC/91). It has a low neck (neck height of 3.2 cm) with roll 

rim, ovoid body with articulated shoulders and to some extant pointed bottom (group J-

2c).186  The rim diameter is 4.7 cm, the maximum diameter is 14.5 cm and the height is 23 

cm. The vessel was wheel-turned. On its surface, an interesting pot-mark is preserved in 

the shape of two crossing lines and one horizontal line under it. 

The diagnostic fragments of rough wares are limited to a couple of beer jar bases 

with to some extant pointed base and one bd3 bread form with concave walls and a 

rounded base (group F-1). The bread form has a base height of 4 cm, rim diameter of 19 

cm and rim width of 1.2 cm. 

In shaft 10, only very few fragments of pottery were found in the layer of wind-

blown sand, just above the floor. There were three beer jar bases and one rim. The bases 

include both a rounded and a pointed type and the preserved rim is angular. They were all 

covered with white wash inside and out. Much more interesting is the rim fragment of a 

bent-sided bowl. It belongs to type B-2b, having a modelled (outside grooved) rim and 

bent walls. The vessel was wheel-turned and covered with dark red slip187 both inside and 

outside. Similar bowls come from Saqqara.188 

 

5.3.3. Cultic deposits 

 In the open court of Hetepi, several fragments of rough kitchen ware were found in 

the southwestern corner just above the floor in a dark sandy layer. These include two large 

conical bd3 bread forms with flattened rims having diameters of 24 cm. According to the 

                                                 
186 Analogical jars were found i.e. in Giza in the tombs of late Fifth Dynasty (Reisner 1955: Fig. 82, no. 14-2-

115, tomb G 4733E). 
187 According to the pottery notebook, the hue is dark and very similar to the slip color of the pottery found in 

the tomb of Kaaper.  
188 See i.e. Rzeuska (2006a: Pl. 116). 
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ceramologist, one of the forms was red-slipped outside, whereas the other was first covered 

with a red slip and secondly with white wash, a very unusual feature with rough wares 

such as bread forms. Moreover, there are very few analogies for such a surface treatment in 

other sites.189 Besides the bread form fragments, only three different beer jar rims were 

found in this context. Their rim diameters are 8 – 11 cm, the largest one having an out-

turned neck rim of type J-1bIII. One of the jars has traces of white wash both inside and 

out.  

 The corridor chapel of Hetepi contained two layers of fill, an upper light sandy one 

without any finds and a lower darker one made of wind-blown sand with remains of 

mudbrick, tafl and pottery fragments. The lower layer contained one fragment of a simple 

beer jar rim and two rather pointed beer jar bases, as well as a neck fragment of a jar with a 

rim diameter of 6.2 cm and neck height of 3.5 cm and a plate with a rounded base, a rim 

diameter of 28 cm and a ledged shoulder. 

 Much more interesting is the pottery cluster discovered in the second dark sandy 

layer (the so-called raml qadim, ancient sand) at the southernmost false door. Given that 

the pottery types represented in it are quite homogenous, it is possible these were the 

remains of an original votive offering. This cluster included three middle-sized platters 

with straight to concave walls and flattened rim (type P-8b). The rim diameters are 17, 18 

and 20 cm and the heights are 3 - 4.5 cm. The vessels are made of coarse clay tempered 

with organic matter and the base thicknesses are 1.2 – 2.2 cm. The largest platter has traces 

of white wash both inside and outside, and all three platter bear traces of being wheel-

finished. A further interesting find is a thin-walled shallow bowl made of finer Nile silt 

with rounded walls and base and a triangular rim with an inside groove (type B-6b). It has 

a rim diameter of 24 cm, height of 8 cm and has a thin red slip and traces of the production 

technique and surface treatment. Inside, regular wheel-turned lines are visible, while on the 

outside there are traces of smoothing with a tool. There is another thin-walled very shallow 

plate (height of 2 cm) with most probably bent sides and grooved rim. A final noteworthy 

shape is a small thin-walled bowl type with contracting mouth (group B-4a). There are 

fragments of two vessels of this group. They have rim diameters of 10 to 11 cm and 

preserved heights of 5 – 7 cm. Both were made on a wheel and covered both inside and out 

with a red slip. No exact analogies for bowls of this size and type have yet been found. 

                                                 
189 For example, in the GPMP excavations in Giza, not even one case of bread forms being red-slipped is 

attested. Wodzińska (2007). 
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Rough kitchen wares are surprisingly few in number. The most marked shape is 

that of a thick-walled vat with a flat grooved rim, made of coarse Nile silt and roughly 

smoothed. The outer rim diameter is 24 cm and the sherd thickness is 2 cm. There were 

also about 30 fragments of beer jar body sherds, as well as four bases and three rolled rims 

with diameters of 10 – 11 cm. One can estimate the presence of at least four beer jars of 

unknown shape.190  

To conclude, the cluster from the front of the false door consisted mainly of open 

forms, namely thin-walled bowls and plates of several types, as well as rougher flat platters 

with low flat rims. Unusual is the absence of stands in this context. However, the 

occurrence of bowls is probably reflecting either a deposit or refuses from cultic activities.  

 

 

5.4. The tomb of Rahotep and Isesiseneb  

 Most of the pottery found in the tomb of Rahotep and Isesiseneb was found in the 

cultic areas of the superstructure. The burial chamber and shaft were looted and the 

number of the finds therein was very limited. 

Pottery group Number of vessels 

J-1 beer jar 7 (CD), 4 (BSD), 2 (BCH) 

B-2 bent-sided bowl with lip spout 1 (BSD) 

S-1  tall X-shaped stands 2 (CD) 

F-1 conical bread mold with rounded base (bd3) 3 (CD), 3 (BSD) 

F-2 bread mold with straight walls and flat base 3 (CD)  

P-4 platter with short-ledged base and rounded rim 3 (BSD) 

MB  miniature bowl 4 (CD), 1 (BSD), 2 (BCH) 

MC miniature cup 1 (BSD) 
Fig. 5.20. Pottery groups attested in the tomb of Rahotep and Isesiseneb, based on the pottery notebook of 1991 

season (M. Bárta). 

                                                 
190 Again, in the case of beer jar fragments, the only amount taken into account in the statistical analysis is 

the number of bases. 
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5.4.1. Burial chamber and shaft 

 The burial chamber of Rahotep lies to the southeast of the burial shaft. The entrance 

was originally blocked by a mudbrick wall. The chamber contained very few remains of 

the original burial equipment. There were two disarticulated burials, a male (adultus II) and 

a female (adultus II), probably Rahotep and his wife Khenut (Bárta 2001: 70). Concerning 

pottery, only three body part fragments and two beer jar bases were found, together with 

two miniature bowls. The beer jar bases are to some extant pointed. One miniature bowl 

has concave walls (type MB-2) and a rim diameter of 4 cm, base diameter of 3 cm and 

height of 1.5 cm. The other bowl has identical dimensions but convex walls (type MB-1).  

 The filling of the burial shaft consisted of homogenous wind-blown sand. The most 

interesting pottery example, probably originally belonging to the burial equipment from the 

burial chamber, was found in two pieces at a depth of 9.40 m. It is a miniature offering 

table with a tall foot (Excav. no. 4/DD/91). The vessel was covered in a thick white paste 

in order to imitate limestone, alabaster or some other stone (Bárta 2001: 70). It represents a 

functional connection between two otherwise separate pottery classes – a bowl and a low 

stand with concave walls. Thus, it creates quite an enigma from the viewpoint of placing it 

within a typological classification, as it can fall into both the class of bowls and the class of 

stands (i.e. Reisner 1955: 67 and 87). Full sized examples of this pottery type are rare, but 

they are attested in Giza in the tomb of Hetepheres191 and the smaller forms in some early 

mastabas.192 The form is known both in stone and pottery from the Early Dynastic Period 

onwards. During the Second Dynasty the upper bowl part was replaced by a flat platter in 

the stone versions. Notably, the form virtually disappears after the end of the Fifth 

Dynasty. 

 Besides this vessel, fragments of rough pottery classes, such as bread forms, beer 

jars and platters, were predominantly found. There were at least four beer jars, whose 

                                                 
191 In G 7000 X, there were altogether six vessels of this type (Reisner´s type E-XXI: the bowl-table), four 

large ones with maximum diameters of 26 – 33 cm and heights of about 23 – 26 cm. The remaining two 

examples are miniature offering bowls very similar to our type but slightly smaller, with maximum diameters 

of 11 and 15 cm and heights of 10 and 13 cm (Reisner 1955: 67, Fig. 76). 
192 There are altogether 9 examples of this type, coming from the mastabas of the early Fourth Dynasty (G 

2120 A, G 4450 A, G 4140 A, G 4240 A, G 4340 A, G 4440 A), only one from the period of the late Fourth 

and early Fifth Dynasty (G 4530) and one example from the second half of the Fifth Dynasty (G 2007 D). 

Except for the first, all the remaining ones are miniature offering bowls with dimensions similar to ours. See 

Reisner (1942( Giza I): Figs. 245, 279, 282, 479) and Reisner (1955: 87, Fig. 128). 
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preserved bases included both pointed and to some extant pointed shape. The preserved 

rims have diameters of 8 – 11 cm. No surface treatment is mentioned. The three preserved 

bread form rims include both flattened rim and, most probably eroded, slightly rounded 

rim. The rim diameters of the bread forms are 17 – 24 cm. The three platter fragments 

represent two main groups. Two vessels are platters with short-ledged bases and flattened 

rims (type P-4c), with outer rim diameters of 28 and 30 cm and heights of 3 and 2.7 cm. 

The third platter has a short-ledged base and rounded rim (group P-4b) with an outer 

diameter of about 34 cm and height of 2.5 cm. All the platters bear traces of their mode of 

production. The body and the rim were made separately, the body was formed on some 

kind of pad, wet smoothed on the upper surface and scraped with a tool on the bottom. The 

rim was then added as a coil and formed to the needed shape.  

 In the fill, there was only one miniature cup with a foot and open simple rim (type 

MC-1a). It has a rim diameter of 3.2 cm, base diameter of 5.2 cm and height of 3.9 cm. 

One fragment shows a red-slipped low jar neck with a simple rim and diameter of 5 cm. 

There were three thin-walled red-slipped bowls in the assemblage. One is a bent-sided 

bowl with a lip spout (group B-4), one a small bowl with a half-globular body and a simple 

rim and the last with a low flaring rim. Due to the fragmented state of these bowls, no 

typological study could be attempted. 

5.4.2. Cultic deposits 

 In the court of the tomb, only a few fragments of highly eroded beer jar bodies were 

found in an upper sandy layer.     

 In the room west of the corridor chapel, 40 cm above the floor in a layer of raml 

qadim, fragments of highly eroded pottery were found, predominantly rough wares. There 

were four beer jar bases and three rims, some of them having traces of white wash either 

outside or inside. One rim fragment is an interesting type with almost straight walls, 

perhaps belonging to a rather tubular jar. There were also six bread form rims and one 

base. The rims are flattened on the top and have rather straight bodies, but in one case, a 

concave body. The base has a flat bottom with a diameter of 12 cm, thus belonging to type 

F-2. The rim fragments could possibly belong to both groups F-2 and F-1. Their rim 

diameters are 17 – 26 cm and widths are 1.8 – 2 cm. Three fragments show traces of white 

wash only on the outside surface, one on both sides. All the fragments bear traces of outer 

wet-smoothing. 
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 There were only three examples of finer ware in this context, all of which were 

preserved only in the form of small rim fragments, so their exact rim diameters could not 

be securely measured. One is a fragment of a stand of group S-1, with conical walls. It was 

covered with red slip both inside and outside. Altogether 5 fragments belong to a bowl 

with a recurved rim (Meidum bowl) and one to a bowl with a modelled rim grooved inside. 

Both are red-slipped inside and out. The Meidum bowl belongs to a type with angular 

shoulders and equal rim and shoulder diameter (B-1aII). It has a low rim and rather 

shallow body, thus belonging most probably to the production of the late Fifth Dynasty.193     

 In the corridor chapel of Rahotep, scattered in the 20 cm-thick floor layer made of 

sand mixed with clay and coal fragments, several fragments of pottery were found together 

with the fragments of the relief decoration. There is one rim fragment of a beer jar with a 

diameter of 10 – 11 cm, two fragments of stands, four miniature bowls and a rim of a thin-

walled bowl. The two preserved fragments of stands belong to group S-1b, a tall biconical 

stand with concave walls and gently underlined rim. Both vessels had a rather thin sherd 

(sherd width of 0.6 – 0.8 cm) and were covered with a dark red slip. Their rim diameters 

are 23 and 24 cm.  

 The miniature bowls belong to two types, namely the most common miniature bowl 

with straight to concave walls (MB-1) and the second with accentuated foot (type MB-3). 

The dimensions are ordinary, with rim diameter of 4.2 – 4.3 cm, base diameter of 2.9 – 3 

cm and height of 1.3 – 1.5 cm. Two examples were covered with white wash. These types 

of miniature vessels are typical for the late part of the Old Kingdom, after the middle of the 

Fifth Dynasty. 

 The most interesting type is a middle-sized bowl with a short contracted rim. The 

vessel is thin-walled (0.7 cm) with rim diameter of 19 cm. It resembles bowls found in 

Saqqara.194 

 

                                                 
193 According to Oop de Beeck, while bowls with rounded shoulders and equal rim and shoulder diameter are 

typical for the Sixth Dynasty, the same shape with angular shoulders is typical for the Fifth Dynasty (Op de 

Beeck 2004: 265). 
194 Rzeuska´s type 126 (Rzeuska 2006a: Pl. 93, no. 449). 
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5.5. The tomb of Ity (area EE) 

 The tomb of Ity yielded very few pottery fragments, however these are of great 

chronological importance. For the exact archaeological context, see chapter 2. 

 

Pottery group Number of vessels 

J-1  beer jar 8 (BSD), 9 (CD), 48 (SS) 

J-10  large storage jar with low neck 1 (BCH, BSD) 

J-6 slender jar with cord relief on rim, shoulder and base 1 (BCH, BSD) 

B-1 thin-walled bowl with recurved rim (Meidum bowl) 1 (BCH), 4 (SS) 

S-1  tall X-shaped stands 1 (SS) 

S-2  tall A-shaped stands 2-3 (SS) 

F-1 - conical bread mold with rounded base (bd3) 1 (CD), 3 (SS) 

MB   miniature bowl 2 (BSD), 1 (CD), 40 (SS) 

MC  miniature cup 2 (BSD), 5 (SS) 

L-1 lid with knob 2 (CD) 
Fig. 5.21. Pottery types from the area of the tomb of Ity, based on the pottery notebook of 1993 season (M. Bárta). 

 

5.5.1. Burial deposits 

 In this tomb, two individual and architecturally very different burial structures were 

found. The northern one has an L-shaped stairway descending into the substructure areas, 

consisting of two horizontal corridors placed one atop the other.  The pottery assemblage 

from this area consisted of 6 – 7 beer jars, one jar with a neck, four miniatures and four 

mud-stoppers. The beer jars all belong to the same type, a slender jar with articulated 

shoulder and a protruding rib under the rim (J-1h).  This type is most probably an early 

transitional form of the tall slender storage/beer jars with cord decoration in relief (Reisner 

A-I)195 into the classical beer jar (see under). During the Third Dynasty, the cord relief was 

transformed into two simplified ribs which later disappeared completely. Similar fragments 

                                                 
195 This type of jar is well attested in the Early Dynastic Period and disappears after the end of the Third 

Dynasty (See Reisner 1931: 208, Fig. 61). The so-called collar jars such as the type A3 from GPMP 

excavation in Giza (Wodzińska 2007:288, Fig. 11.9.) and type A-2 of the SCA´s excavation in Giza (Hawass 

– Senussi 2008: 196 and 222) constitute a different group of jars.  
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were found in Dahshur in the tomb of Netjeraperef, dating to the early Fourth Dynasty 

(Alexanian 1999: 130-132). 

 Apart from these, two miniature bowls with concave walls (type MB-1) and two 

miniature cups with flaring re-curved rims (type MC-2c) were found. One of the bowls is 

slightly larger than the usual examples, having a rim diameter of 4.8 cm, base diameter of 

3.7 cm and height of 2.4 cm. The miniature cup has classical dimensions with rim diameter 

of 4.2 cm, base diameter of 3.4 cm and height of 5.1 cm. No surface treatment is 

mentioned. 

 The southern substructure is entirely different in form from the northern one. It was 

built as a vertical shaft with one burial chamber at its bottom. The shaft is 10 m deep with a 

homogenous fill of sand mixed with tafl and some large limestone blocks. At the bottom 

lies a 6.70 m long passage giving access into the burial chamber of Ity. A chronologically 

important feature is the existence of a small offering niche embedded in the southern wall 

of the shaft, over the entrance into the passage.196 Unluckily, it was void of finds.  

 There were fragments of two large vessels found disarticulated in the burial 

chamber as well as in the passage and on the bottom of the shaft. The first one is a tall 

slender storage jar made of marl clay with a cord relief decorating its neck, shoulder and 

base (Excavation no. 13/EE/93, Abusir type J-6), (Bárta 2001: 14). The vessel was able to 

be reconstructed to its full shape. It has a rim diameter of 4.6 cm, maximum diameter 

(situated at the shoulder) of 9.6 cm and height of 41 cm. This type of storage jar is well 

attested in the Early Dynastic Period up to the Third Dynasty. From that period, there are 

analogical vessels coming from Naga ed-Der, Abydos, Tarkhan and Giza.197 It was likely 

used as a storage jar for liquids, probably both wine and beer. According to the opinion of 

the present author, this type developed in the later part of the Third Dynasty into the 

simplified and rougher form of tall slender jar with a protruding rib instead of a relief cord 

(type J-1h, see text for cultic areas), used predominantly for beer storage. From that type, 

in the course of the Fourth Dynasty, the simple rough and undecorated beer jar with 

slender body, low neck and pointed base developed.  

 The second vessel is a large and wide storage jar also made of marl clay 

(Excavation no. 14/EE/93, group J-10). It has a rim diameter of 8.1 cm, maximum 

                                                 
196 On the basis of its analogies, the tomb could be dated to the first half of the Fourth Dynasty. See Bárta 

2001: 10. 
197 It is represented by type A-I (tall wine jar) of Reisner, especially its so-called degenerate slender form 

number 2 (see Reisner 1931: 208-209, Fig. 61,2). 
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diameter of 27 cm and height of 40 cm. The closest parallels come from Third Dynasty 

tombs in Bet Khallaf (Garstang 1902: Pl. 30, nos. 21, 25-26). 

5.5.2. Cultic deposits 

 On the eastern side of the mastaba, in front of the entrance to the chapel, several 

vessel fragments were found, including one fully preserved Meidum bowl. The majority 

consisted of beer jars, altogether nine bases and six rim fragments. The bases are both 

rounded and to some extant pointed. One base was used for carrying up yellowish sandy 

mortar mixed with small stones. The rim fragments are much more interesting. There were 

three rims with a protruding rib on and just above the shoulder (type J-1h). In this tomb, 

fully preserved examples of this type of beer jar were found in the entrance of the northern 

substructure, showing a pronounced shoulder and very slender body with a pointed base.  

 There was also one miniature bowl of type MB-3 with a pronounced foot and one 

almost fully preserved bd3 bread form (type F-1) with concave walls and rounded base. It 

has a rim diameter of 18 cm and reconstructed height of about 12-13 cm. The height-to-

width index as well as the rounded inner base point to an early Old Kingdom date.  

 In front of the chapel, 0.80 m from the corner, a fully preserved Meidum bowl 

(Excavation no. 1/EE/93) was found upturned in the layer of wind-blown sand next to the 

panelled mastaba wall. It belongs to type B-1bIII, having a rounded shoulder and slightly 

flaring rim. The rim diameter is 14 cm and the height is 10 cm. The maximum diameter is 

positioned at the shoulder.  

 Notable finds are two pottery lids discovered in the area south of the cruciform 

chapel. One (Excavation no. 6/EE/93a) was found in the magazine south of the chapel, at 

the northern wall, at the same height as the cluster of coals in the room. It is a fully 

preserved lid of group L-1, having a low knob 1.8 cm tall. The base diameter is 10 cm, 

knob diameter is 4 cm and total height is 5.2 cm. The second lid (Excavation no. 6/EE/93b) 

was found in the entrance to the chapel niche in the floor layer of grayish sand mixed with 

silt. It is of the same group but slightly wider, having a base diameter of 13 cm. The knob 

is almost completely missing, thus the full height can be only estimated to about 6.8 – 7 

cm. Interestingly, the second lid has depressions of holes on its outer surface, however they 

do not penetrate thorough the whole width of the lid. In that case, the lid was probably part 

of a burning device such as the offering bowl-stands with lids from the tomb of 

Netjeraperef in Dahshur.198 
                                                 
198 Alexanian (1999: S 31). 
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5.5.3. Secondary structures 

 To the north of the tomb of Ity, several secondary structures such as single chapels, 

shafts and a refuse layer were discovered. The ceramic finds here included several hundred 

very small fragments, predominantly bodies of beer jars. There were also several 

diagnostic fragments, including ten to fifteen beer jar bases and one fully preserved beer 

jar with a height of 24 cm, which are, according to the ceramologist, typologically similar 

to the beer jars from the tomb of Kaaper. Judging from the remains of mortar on the inside 

part of some fragments, the beer jars were used to carrying up mortar, probably during a 

building process. 

 Among other finds, there was also one bd3 bread form base, one tall X-shaped 

stand of group S-1, preserved up to a height of 20 cm, and 10 miniature bowls. There were 

very few fragments of chronologically sensitive material, such as the Meidum bowls. 

These are represented by only four rim fragments, showing bowls with recurved rims of 

three main types. Two bowls have almost straight rims with greatest diameters at the 

rounded shoulder and rather deep bodies (type B-1bII). Analogical vessels come from the 

sun temple of Weserkaf199 and are dated to the late Fourth and early Fifth Dynasty. There 

is one bowl with an S-shaped rounded shoulder and matching rim and shoulder diameter 

(type B-1bII). Only one example has sharp angular shoulders and its greatest diameter at 

the rim. The bowl has a high rim (4 cm) but a very shallow body. Similar vessels come 

from the upper temple of Weserkaf.200 These vessels constitute an approximate date for the 

secondary structures north of the mastaba of Ity, proving a rather long continuity of use, as 

they were still in use in the early Fifth Dynasty.  

 Near the north-western corner of the mastaba, in the area of other secondary Old 

Kingdom tombs and a corridor chapel, another assortment of pottery was found. It 

included 32 bases of beer jars, the majority of them dated by their rounded bases to the 

early Fifth Dynasty. There are two bd3 bread forms with concave sides and rounded base 

(type F-1). The drawn example has a rim diameter of 21 cm and height of 17 cm. Again, 

the dimensions and the rounded inner base (as opposed to sharp inner base of the Sixth 

Dynasty bread forms) point to an early Fifth Dynasty date. Included in the assemblage 

were also 30 miniature bowls and 5 miniature cups, as well as 2-3 tall A-shaped stands 

                                                 
199 The type is roughly similar to some bowls of Kaiser´s type XIII. Most of them came from the area of the 

Upper temple (see Kaiser 1969: Pl. XIII, 88 and 89).  
200 It is similar to type XV (see Kaiser 1969: XV, 102).    
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with a triangular opening in their lower halves. The example drawn has a rim diameter of 8 

cm, base diameter of 17 cm and is very tall with a height of 40 cm.  

 On the basis of the ceramic material recovered from the secondary structures 

around the tomb of Ity, one can presume that they were built in the early to middle Fifth 

Dynasty.  

 

 5.6. Lesser tombs west of the tomb of Fetekty    

5.6.1. Tomb 1 

 In tomb 1, there are altogether seven shafts situated north to south. They are all 

burial shafts, containing either a burial chamber (shafts I, II, III, V and VII) or, in one case, 

a burial niche (IV). All of them had remains of burials inside, two bodies wrapped in reed 

mat (shaft I and V) and one double burial of a female and a child (probably mother and her 

child). Except for two shafts, all the remaining chambers and shafts were void of burial 

equipment and most of them yielded only inconspicuous pieces of pottery. The fill in all 

shafts was composed of a secondary fill of wind-blown sand mixed with tafl. 

Consequently, there was no original fill encountered (Bárta 2001: 139).  

In shafts II and IV, pottery fragments started to appear at a depth of 1.50 – 1.80 m. 

In shaft IV, in the layer of wind-blow sand and tafl, one low ring-stand was discovered at 

the depth of 1.60 m, together with several animal bones, fragments of mud stoppers, one 

pointed base of a beer jar and several sherds of polished red-brown ware. The stand has 

concave walls and a simple upper and lower rim (type S-6aI) with a rim diameter of 11.5 

cm, base diameter of 13.3 cm and height of 13 cm. The surface was covered with a thin red 

slip inside and outside. The low ring stand is one of the most common pottery types 

attested to the Fourth until the Sixth Dynasty.  

 Almost no pottery finds were made in the superstructure areas of Tomb 1, due to 

the high level of destruction and erosion of the tomb. In the corridor chapel, at the northern 

wall, close to the original false door, a game stone and a small marble (1/FF/93) together 

with the remains of at least seven jar stoppers made of Nile mud (2 – 3/FF/93) were found 

in a layer of dark sand and mudbrick fragments.  

 Two fully preserved beer jars and two fragments of identical bases were found 

during the clearing of the superstructure. Both complete vessels have an almost tubular 

slightly tapering body, incurved rim with a groove and rounded base (type J-1eII). They 
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have a rim diameter of 8-9.5 cm, maximum diameter of 15 and 18 cm and both are rather 

tall with a height of 35.7 and 34 cm. Both the form and the size of the jars place them into 

the late Fifth Dynasty production.  

 

5.6.2. The tomb of Gegi (Tomb 2) 

 Although Tomb 2 is larger than Tomb 1 and the name of its main owner (Gegi) was 

found on the false door, very little pottery was found. It was limited to three shafts (shaft I, 

IV and V) and to the very interesting find of two tall X-shaped stands standing in situ in 

front of the false door (6a,b/FF/93).  

 

Pottery group Number of vessels 

J-1  beer jar 2 (BSD), 1 (BCH) 

S-1 tall X-shaped stand 2 (CD) 

F-2 bread form with a flat base 1 (BCH) 
Fig. 5.22. Pottery groups attested in the tomb of Gegi (area FF, Tomb 2), based on the recording sheets and the 

pottery notebook by M. Bárta (1993). 

 

 In shaft IV, in the burial chamber at the eastern wall, remains of a beer jar with a 

flat mud-stopper made of dark Nile mud were found. Inside the jar, were still the remains 

of the original mud fill, and it was covered with a thick white wash outside. There was also 

one platter fragment. 

 In the burial chamber of shaft V, a bread form with straight walls and flat base 

(group F-2) was found. It has a base diameter of 12 cm and preserved height of 18 cm. It is 

blackened from fire both inside and outside. 

The pottery from the burial shafts is limited to only two vessels. In shaft I, two 

almost identical beer jars with a modelled rim (type J-1a) were found, having oval rim 

diameters of 6.8 x 9 cm and 7 x 8.2 cm, maximum diameters of 16 and 15 cm and identical 

heights of 29 cm. Both have rather pointed bases.  

 In this tomb, a very rare in situ cultic deposit was found, comprising two tall X-

shaped stands standing in front of the false door of Gegi, one on the southern side 

(6a/FF/93) and one on the northern side (6b/FF/93). They both belong to the group of X-

shaped stands with concave walls and modelled rims (S-1c). One example is preserved to a 

full height of 41 cm. The other one has a missing base and is preserved only to the height 
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of 37 cm. However, both were very tall. The complete stand has an outer rim diameter of 

15.2 cm, base diameter of 24 cm and minimum diameter of 9 cm. It has three smaller 

triangular openings on the lower half. The other example seems to be slightly smaller with 

an outer rim diameter of 13.8 cm but minimum diameter of 9.2 cm. The estimated height 

seems to be around 40 cm. This particular group of stands is depicted very often in 

funerary reliefs, mostly as a support for large platters (as in the case of offering tables) or 

bowls.     

 

5.6.3. Tomb 3  

 This tomb is situated between the southern parts of Tomb 1 (on the east) and Tomb 

2 (on the west). Only its northern part with the corridor chapel and three northern shafts are 

preserved. In the superstructure, no relevant pottery finds were discovered. 

 Only shaft 1 yielded considerable ceramics. It was either unfinished or, more 

probably, served as a ritual shaft. It has a square and relatively small opening of 1x 1 m 

and reaches a depth of only 0.70 m, lined to the bottom with mudbricks. It was filled with 

pale wind-blown sand. In the shaft, there were altogether 7 beer jars (5 almost complete), 

15 bread forms, three bowls, two red-slipped jars and one ring-stand. Although this was 

such a small assemblage, quite a few pottery groups could be identified (see Fig. 5.6) 

 

Pottery group Number of vessels 

J-1  beer jar 7 (RSD) 

J-2 small wine jar with ovoid body and roll rim 1 (RSD) 

J-13 squat jar with neck  1 (RSD) 
B-1 thin-walled bowl with recurved rim (Meidum 
bowl) 2 (RSD) 

P-6 low platter with long-ledged rim 1 (RSD) 

S-6 low ring stand 1 (RSD) 

F-3 tall bread form with massive tubular foot  15 (RSD) 
Fig. 5.23. Pottery groups attested in the area FF, in tomb 3. They all come from one shaft (No. 1), based on pottery 

notebook by M. Bárta (1993). 

 The bread forms all belong to group F-3, a tall bread form with a massive tubular 

foot. There is no fully preserved example. However, from the available upper and lower 

halves one can estimate a full height of about 30 – 33 cm. Their rim diameters are 16 – 18 

cm, base diameters are fairly regular with 11 – 12.5 cm in ten measured vessels and the 
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one recorded height of a base is 16 cm. They all bear traces of burning on the outside. This 

group of bread forms is quite rare and, to the author’s knowledge, it is limited to the 

Memphite necropolis in the latter part of the Sixth Dynasty, namely during the reign of 

Pepy II.201 

 The seven examples of beer jars are slightly more varied. At least two types are 

represented, namely J-1a with a slightly articulated rim and ovoid tapering body and J-1b 

with a low neck and ovoid tapering body with to some extant pointed base. All the beer 

jars have irregular ovoid mouth. The two examples of type J-1a have a simple rim with 

diameter of 7.2 – 9 cm. As they are only partly preserved, their complete height cannot be 

estimated. The five beer jars of type J-1b could be reconstructed in full profile. They also 

have also irregular rims with diameters of 7 – 9 cm, rather slender tall body with maximum 

diameters of 13.5 – 14 cm and full heights of 29 – 35 cm. They include necks with the rim 

turned out (J-1bIII, one example) and four jars have contracting necks (J-1bII). 

 The finer ware is represented by two Meidum bowls, one shallow bowl with a 

ledged rim, one thin-walled jar with a flaring neck, one small ovoid wine jar and one ring 

stand. The two Meidum bowls have slightly flaring rims and the greatest diameters at the 

rounded shoulder (type B-1bIII). One of the bowls has a rim diameter of 27 cm and both 

have rather low rims with rim length of 1 and 1.2 cm. These examples seem to be rather 

deep and do not fit with the numerous late Sixth Dynasty bread forms. However, the 

occurrence of evidently earlier Meidum bowls in later tombs as part of valuable hereditary 

burial equipment was confirmed i.e. in Saqqara.202 Apart from these, there was also one 

low platter with a ledged rim, slightly bent sides and rounded base (group P-7). It has a rim 

diameter of 20.5 cm and height of 6 cm. It was covered with a red slip both inside and out. 

The vessels of this group are rather rare.203  

 The small ovoid wine jar has a slightly flaring rolled rim and to some extant 

pointed base (type B-2b). The outer rim diameter is 5.7 cm, the neck height is 3 cm, the 

maximum diameter is 14 cm and the height is 18 cm. No surface treatment is mentioned, 

however fine jars of this group are most commonly covered with a red slip outside. It has a 

sherd thickness of 0.6 cm and probably served as tableware.  

                                                 
201 It is analogical to Rzeuska´s type 209 (Rzeuska 2006a: Pl. 146-147).  
202 This makes the Meidum bowl rather disputable chronological indicator. See Rzeuska (2006a: 408-409). 
203 The analogical type in the classification of Rzeuska is 88 (Rzeuska 2006a: Pl. 76, no. 335). 
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 The only stand coming from this tomb is a low ring stand with concave walls and a 

simple rim (S-6aI). It has an outer rim diameter of 15 cm, base diameter of 11.2 cm and 

height of 13 cm. It was covered with a thick white wash probably imitating limestone or 

alabaster. The coiling production technique is visible on the surface. As was mentioned 

before, low ring-stands were popular from the Fouth Dynasty onwards, thus they do not 

serve as good chronological indicators.  

 There was also a fragment of a jar with pronounced shoulders and middle-sized 

flaring neck. On the basis of analogical finds from Abusir, it could be probably identified 

as part of a squat jar of group J-13. Similar examples were found in the tomb of Kaaper 

(see 12/AA/91). 

 To conclude, the ceramic material from this tomb seems to be quite heterogeneous, 

including both typical examples of Fifth Dynasty vessels (the deep Meidum bowls and the 

squat jar) and the second half of the Sixth Dynasty (the tall bread forms with a massive 

tubular foot). As the shaft fill was composed of wind-blown sand and the whole shaft was 

only very shallow, it cannot be excluded that the material is not the original shaft deposit 

but rather a mix of refuse from the robbing activities, as all the other shafts in this area are 

suspiciously void of ceramics; or it might compose of pottery from the cultic activities. 

However, at least it points to either the period of the cultic activities or the time of the shaft 

construction (Sixth Dynasty). The Fifth Dynasty pottery might very well come from the 

neighboring tomb of Fetekty.   

 

5.7. The Lake of Abusir tombs  

5.7.1. Lake of Abusir – Tomb 1 

 This tomb is situated in the centre of the cemetery in this area and was the core 

around which the later building activities concentrated. On the basis of its architectural 

features, it was dated to the late Third or early Fourth Dynasty (see chapter 2.7.1). In this 

tomb, the only pottery finds came from the fill of three shafts – the original shaft 1 and the 

later built shafts 2 and 3.  

 In shaft 1, only chronologically insubstantial pieces were found in the pale sandy 

fill of the shaft, consisting of one complete flat mud-stopper and fragments of the beer jar 

it probably belonged to. There was also a fragment of thin-walled (0.5 cm) jar with a neck; 
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however the piece is too small to establish the exact shape of the vessels and the pottery 

group. The excavation diary notes also two miniature bowls in the fill.  

 In the secondary shaft 2, slightly more pottery pieces were discovered. There was 

one complete beer jar with a low straight neck and ovoid tapering body and to some extant 

pointed bottom (type J-1bI). It has an ovoid mouth with a rim diameter of 8 x 9 cm, 

maximum diameter of 16 cm and height of 34 cm. The general size of the beer jar as well 

as the type´s occurrence in the middle of the Fifth Dynasty tombs seems to indicate a date 

for these secondary shafts.204 Apart from this vessel, there were two more to some extant 

pointed beer jar bases and one rounded base of a large storage jar. 

 In shaft 3, part of a beer jar covered with white wash and one fragment of a thin-

walled Meidum bowl with almost straight rim and the greatest diameter at the rounded 

shoulder (type B-1bIII) were found. The bowl has a very low rim (height of 1.1 cm) and 

inner rim diameter of 18 cm. It was red-slipped both inside and outside. Similar Meidum 

bowls were found in the upper part of the sun temple of king Userkaf, dated to the late 

Fourth and the early Fifth Dynasty.205  

 The secondary shafts abutting the eastern shell wall of the main mastaba also 

yielded some chronologically important pieces of pottery. In the northernmost shaft (S1), 

rim fragments of two Meidum bowls were found, both of which seem to have almost 

identical shapes with low flaring rims, rounded shoulders, shallow bodies and the greatest 

diameters situated at the rim (type B-1bI).  The larger bowl has an outer rim diameter of 28 

cm and the smaller one of 25 cm. Both were covered with red slip and polished. Similar 

bowls were found in Saqqara, dated to the end of the Sixth Dynasty, namely the reign of 

Pepy II.206 

 In the southern secondary shaft (S2), approximately aligned to the southern end of 

the inner chapel, rims of two beer jars and one Meidum bowl fragment were found. The 

bowl has slightly taller rim, rounded shoulder and rather deep body with the maximum 

diameter at the shoulders (type B-1aIII). It has traces of the original red slip both inside 

and outside. Similar bowl was found in a Sixth Dynasty tomb G 5562 A in Giza.207 

                                                 
204 Beer jars of this type were found i.e. in the undisturbed burial chamber of Neferinpu, dated to or shortly 

after the reign of king Niuserre (See chapter 5.10). 
205 The closest alalogy from Kaiser´s excavations is his type 89 (Kaiser 1969: XIII, 89). 
206 Generally, this type corresponds with type 184 of Rzeuska (2006a: Pl. 130; nos. 655 and 657). 
207 Reisner (1955: Fig. 110, no. 33-2-118). 
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 In conclusion, the early date of the mastaba (late Third or early Fourth Dynasty) has 

to be based purely on the architectural features. Due to the very low quantity of sherds and 

their great fragmentation, no chronological details can be drawn from them. On the other 

shand, the pottery finds from the secondary shafts in the mastaba allow us to date these 

structures to the early and middle half of the Fifth Dynasty and the shaft abutting the 

eastern wall of the mastaba to the Sixth Dynasty. Obviously, building activities around the 

main tomb were continuous through the whole latter part of the Old Kingdom. 

 

5.7.2. Lake of Abusir – Tomb 2 

 Out of the fifteen shafts in Tomb 2, twelve were excavated. Seven shafts contained 

pottery fragments or complete vessels either in the fill or in the burial chamber or niche 

(see chapter 2.7.2). However, only two vessels were sketched. One is a small platter with 

straight grooved walls, flaring rim with a ledge inside and flat base (type P-7), found in the 

depth of 2.50 m in shaft 15. It has outer rim diameter of 14 cm, base diameter of 6 cm and 

height of 4 cm. It was covered both inside and outside with a white wash.   

 The other vessel is a bread form found at a depth of 2 m in shaft 5. It is a bd3 bread 

form with concave walls, flat rim and rounded base (type F-1). The rim diameter is 17 cm, 

the maximum diameter is 21.6 cm and the height is 19 cm. The outer surface bears traces 

of fire. The almost identical width to height ratio points to a late Fifth Dynasty date of the 

vessel.   
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Fig. 5.24. Distribution of the pottery classes in the burial shafts of the Lake Abusir cemetery. Based on the 
excavation diary (K. Smoláriková, M. Bárta) and pottery notebook (M. Bárta) of the 1993 season. 
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 In the whole area of Tomb 2, only two possible cultic deposits were found. The first 

consisted of four beer jars found in front of the entrance to the chapel, on its south side, in 

a fill of sand and mudbrick destruction. Unluckily, none of the jars were drawn or 

described, therefore no analysis is possible. 

 The second cluster was found in front of the northernmost niche, containing three 

wooden statues of the owner of the tomb, his wife and their son; together with 20 miniature 

bowls. These were evidently part of the cultic rituals or deposit. Only four exemplary 

bowls were sketched, showing two main types – a bowl with accentuated foot and concave 

walls (type MB-3) and bowl with straight walls (MB-1a). The bowls of the first type have 

a rim diameter of 3.5 – 4 cm, base diameter of 2.4 – 2.5 cm and height of 1.1 – 1.3 cm, 

thus belonging to the usual Fifth Dynasty repertoire. The bowls of the second type have 

two size variations, namely a larger one with rim diameter of 3.6 cm, base diameter of 2.3 

cm and height of 1.1 cm and the second extremely small type, having a rim diameter of 3 

cm, base diameter of 2.6 cm and height of only 0.8 cm.  

5.7.3. Lake of Abusir – Tomb 3 

 In the whole area of Tomb 3, only one large X-shaped stand was found in situ in 

front of the northern side of the southern niche (Excavation no. 10/LA-5/93). An imprint of 

another similar stand was found in the plastered floor of the northern side of the northern 

niche in the chapel. In comparison, an analogical layout with both stands in situ was 

discovered in the chapel of the tomb of Gegi (Tomb 2 in area FF, see chapter 5.6.2).  

5.7.4. Lake of Abusir – Tomb 6 

 The only vessels available for a detailed typological analysis were the ones which 

came from the two southern burial shafts in this tomb. Shaft 1 contained the largest amount 

of vessels in this particular cemetery, namely three complete and four fragmented beer jars, 

fragments of two bd3 bread forms and two platters. The three fully preserved beer jars 

have similar dimensions but different shape. One belongs to type J-1aI, having an ovoid 

body with a simple rim and to some extant pointed base. It has a rim diameter of 8 x 7.6 

cm, maximum diameter of 15.2 cm and height of 34 cm. The two other beer jars have  low 

necks (neck height is 1.7 and 1.8 cm), rim diameters of 9 and 8 cm, maximum diameters of 

14.5 and 14.2 cm and identical heights of 33 cm.   
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 The two bd3 bread forms have concave walls, flat rims and rounded bases (type F-

1). The one drawn example has a rim diameter of 20 cm and height of 19 cm. One of the 

platters belongs to type P-3, having concave walls and rounded rim. It was covered with 

red slip on the inner side.   

In the fill of shaft 2, two complete beer jars, a fragment of a large storage jar and a 

fragment of a thin-walled red-slipped jar with a neck were found. The beer jars have 

similar shape and dimensions. They both have a low, straight neck (neck height of 2 cm), 

tapering body and rather pointed base. They have oval rim diameters of 9 x 8 cm and 9 x 6 

cm, maximum diameters of 14 and 15 cm and heights of 34 and 36 cm.  The large storage 

jar has a rim diameter of more than 10 cm, a short neck of 2 cm and widening body. The 

thin-walled jar with a slightly taller neck (neck height of 2.8 cm) has a rim diameter of 4.8 

cm. 

All the pottery types represented in this tomb are typical for the late Old Kingdom 

production, especially of the second half or the end of the Fifth Dynasty. 

 

 

5.8. The tomb of Qar  

 In the whole tomb of Qar, altogether 229 diagnostic pottery fragments were 

recorded. The majority of the vessels were made of Nile silt B2 (48.5%), followed by Nile 

C (23.6%) and Nile B1 (22.7%) and, in a much smaller amount, Marl A4 (3.9%) and Nile 

A, Marl A1 and Marl A2, each 0.4% (see Fig. 5.8). The predominance of Nile B2 is due to 

the large amount of vessels from the cultic context, i.e. from the chapels or open courts, 

mainly including bowls, stands and finer jars. The relatively small percentage of rough 

Nile C results from the rare occurrence of beer jars (only 8.7% of all vessels), bread forms 

and platters. An unusually large amount of vessels were red-slipped (62%), including 

mainly bowls, finer jars, stands and a few platters. Only a small number of vessels, 

altogether 2.6%, were white washed - namely a few beer jars, one bowl and one stand.   
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Fig. 5.25. Fabric distribution of diagnostic pottery fragments from the tomb of Qar. Based on the pottery 

notebook by M. Bárta (1995). 

 

5.8.1. Burial chambers 

 In the main burial chamber of Qar (shaft 1), accessed through a descending corridor 

from the south-east corner of chapel 1, neither intact pottery pieces nor any burial 

equipment was found. The chamber was robbed several times, proven by the presence of 

two independent robber´s entries and tunnels. In the brown sandy fill of the room, only a 

few very fragmented pieces of pottery were uncovered. These consisted of three jar rims 

and fifteen bowl rims and bases. The bowls were made up mostly of finer tableware, such 

as Meidum bowls and bowls with flaring walls. Because of their fragmented state, no 

deeper analysis was possible.   

 The burial chamber in shaft 2 was also found robbed. The bones were found 

scattered in the north-south oriented sarcophagus which was filled with wind-blown sand. 

With the exception of one small ceramic bowl, no other parts of the burial equipment were 

found. The bowl has convex walls of irregular thickness, probably a result of the coiling 

production technique. It has a slightly irregular flat base with a diameter of 4 cm, simple 

rim with a diameter of 17 cm and a height of 6.5 cm.  The bowl was made of Nile B1 and 

finished on a slow-turning wheel.   

 The floor level of shaft 5 was reached at a depth of 13.30 m. In its western side, a 

still intact wall made of limestone lumps, blocking the entrance to the burial chamber, was 

found in situ. The burial chamber measures 4 x 2 m and is oriented north-south. Inside, 

there was a large sarcophagus (1.02 x 2.50 m) oriented on the same axis with its lid slightly 

askew and sealed with white plaster. This plaster was probably transported in jars whose 

sherds were found outside the closing wall on the bottom of the shaft (see below for burial 
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shafts). The original burial equipment included a wooden disintegrated box with four 

limestone canopic jars lying to the south of the sarcophagus, three wine jars partly sealed 

with mud-stoppers set together on the east side of the sarcophagus and another jar of the 

same type, situated together with a couple of animal bones (probably a bovine offering) 

northeast of it.  

 All the wine jars have identical shape and dimensions. They belong to type J-2c, 

having low straight necks with beveled rims, ovoid bodies and pointed bases. One was 

made of Marl A4 (similarly to the identical jars found on the bottom of the shaft) and had a 

light grayish-green sherd. The material identification of the three remaining jars was 

uncertain, as they had light rose-red sherds. Their dimensions are very similar, each having 

a rim diameter of 7 – 7.5 cm, maximum diameter of 17 – 18 cm and height of 29.5 – 30 

cm. On the upper shoulder and rim, the coiling production technique is clearly visible. The 

lower body was wet smoothed. No substitute Nile mud fill of the jars is mentioned.   

 In the burial chamber of shaft 6, only one pottery vessel was found, namely a beer 

jar situated north of the sarcophagus. It belongs to group J-1bIII, having a low outturned 

rim and ovoid tapering body with to some extant pointed bottom. The jar has a rim 

diameter of 9 cm, maximum diameter of 15 cm and height of 32 cm. It was made of rough 

Nile C.   

 

5.8.2. Burial shafts 

 On the bottom of shaft 5, at a depth of 13.30 m on the floor level, several fragments 

of pottery were found. As the burial chamber lying to the west was still closed with an 

intact wall of limestone lumps and therefore most probably undisturbed (see above), this 

assemblage also seems to be part of the original burial shaft deposit. It contained only six 

vessels, namely two bowls and four jars. One is a rather large Meidum bowl of type B-

1bIII, having a maximum diameter at the rounded shoulder. The whole bowl was 

preserved, broken into many pieces, probably as part of a ritual. It was covered with red 

slip and subsequently white-washed both inside and outside. The other is a bent-sided bowl 

with a simple rim (type B-2a) with rim diameter of 30 cm. It is also covered with red slip 

both inside and outside.  

 The most interesting vessels are four tall wine jars with short straight necks, 

beveled rims and pointed bases (type J-2c), identical with the four jars found in the intact 
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burial chamber. They were made of Marl A4 and wet smoothed. Similarly to the bowls 

from this context, they were found smashed to several pieces, probably as part of a ritual.    

 To the east of the burial chamber closing wall, several sherds of beer jars with the 

remains of plaster on their inner side were found. This was identical to the plaster used for 

sealing the sarcophagus lid, supporting the general theory of the purposeful smashing of all 

the pottery used during the burial rituals and the rituals connected to the sealing of the 

sarcophagus or of the chamber (see Rzeuska 2006: 446-448). 

 Shaft 6 was filled with yellowish-grey sand, decayed mudbrick, a large 

accumulation of bones, several stone vessels and a large amount of very fragmented 

pottery pieces. Judging from the amount and the badly eroded state of preservation of the 

ceramic fragments one can assume that the shaft was filled with refuse material from the 

area. There are only two classes represented, jars by three rim fragments and bowls by 27 

rims and one base. The majority of the bowls belong to Meidum bowls (group B-1), bent-

sided bowls (B-2) and bowls with a grooved rim (B-5). Due to the low chronological 

priority and intrusive nature of the assemblage, no deeper analysis was undertaken. 

 In shaft 7, seemingly containing the original filling, at a depth of 3.00 – 3.50 m, 

there was a thick layer of pottery fragments mixed with remains of a wooden coffin, 

fragments of mummy bindings and many broken bovine bones. All the ceramic material 

from this shaft probably belonged originally to the burial chamber equipment, considering 

the nature of all the above mentioned artifacts and the fact that the pottery pieces were all 

red-slipped (including the rough beer jar) and that their amount is rather limited (altogether 

17 vessels), even though found in a very fragmented state (around 300 pieces).   

 The only two classes represented in the assemblage are jars and bowls, with a great 

majority (88.23%) of bowls. They comprise several groups, mainly bent-sided bowls (B-

2), one Meidum bowl (B-1) and three larger vats with flat bases and straight to rounded 

walls. The only Meidum bowl in the assemblage has a low rim (rim height of 1.5 cm), 

sharply rounded shoulder and very shallow body with an estimated height of 7 cm. The rim 

diameter (24 cm) equals the shoulder diameter (type B-1bII). Bowls with the same shape 

were found i.e. in Abusir in the upper temple of Weserkaf,208 in the chronological context 

of the Sixth Dynasty. 

                                                 
208 The closest analogy is form 95  in group XIV (Kaiser 1969: XIV, no. 95). The whole group is dated to the 

Sixth Dynasty. 
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 The group of bent-sided bowls exhibits a surprising variety of four types. Three 

bowls have simple rims and straight sides (type B-2a), two bowls have straight sides and 

modelled rims with a groove (B-2e), two bowls have upper flaring rim with a groove (B-

2f) and one bowl has convex base side with an angular grooved rim (B-2b). The rim 

diameter of the bowls is 20 – 28 cm and all are red-slipped inside and out. Judging from 

this variety, one can presume that not all of these bowls came from the same context and 

that originally they were part of several burial deposits in the neighboring shafts, thrown 

together during robbing activities. 

 There are only two jar fragments in this assemblage – a beer jar base and a shoulder 

of a jar. The beer jar has a very narrow body and flattened base with a diameter of 1.5 cm. 

Surprisingly, it was covered with red slip.209 The shoulder fragment is the only pottery 

piece from the shaft without a red-slipped surface. 

 To conclude, the great fragmentation and disturbed nature of the ceramics (around 

300 pieces of only 17 vessels) and a rather big type variety seems to propose that at least 

two different deposits from the neighboring burial shafts got mixed during robbing 

activities. All the ceramic material corresponds to the usual Sixth Dynasty date.  

 

5.8.3. Cultic areas  

 The whole superstructure was covered in a layer of desert sand mixed with eroded 

Old Kingdom pottery (Layer 1), consisting prevailingly of beer jars and biconical stands of 

Nile B2. This layer was both very thin (0.30 – 0.50 m) to very thick, reaching up to 2 m. 

 In open court 1, the upper layer is 30 – 60 cm deep, followed by a second layer 

(Layer 2) composed of yellowish grey sand containing potsherds, decayed mudbrick, 

roughly hewn blocks of limestone from the collapsed casing of the north wall of the 

mastaba and numerous fragments of beautifully painted relief blocks of fine limestone. In 

this layer, large amounts of very fragmented pottery were found, including around 50 

diagnostic fragments of rims and bases. In the assemblage, at least seventeen jars, twenty-

four bowls, ten stands, two platters, one miniature bowl and five bread forms were 

identified. Among the jars, two different types of beer jars were recognized – small type J-

1g with a modelled rim and tubular body and type J-1bI with a low straight neck, each 

represented by several rim fragments. Both were made of Nile C and left untreated. The 

                                                 
209 In the cemetery of Saqqara West, some beer jar types (such as the tall tubular form and the small beer jar) 

were always red-slipped. In Abusir, red-slipped beer jars are a great rarity. 
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fully preserved small tubular beer jar has a rim diameter of 9.5 cm, maximum diameter of 

12 cm and height of 22 cm. This type corresponds roughly to small tubular beer jars of 

form 6 found in West Saqqara, dating to the reign of Pepy I to Merenre.210 The largest 

difference is that in Saqqara, this form is always red-slipped on the outer surface.  

 All the bowl rims are in a very fragmented state, allowing a typological analysis 

only in several cases. Altogether five bowl groups were recognized, including five 

fragments of Meidum bowls (B-1), two fragments of rounded bowls with simple rim, and 

one example each of a bowl with flaring sides, a large vat with grooved rim and a shallow 

bowl with outer modelled rim (B-7).     

 All the ten stands are of group S-1, namely tall X-shaped stands. All of them have   

roll rims and five were red-slipped on their surface. They are quite large, having rim (or 

base) diameters of 22 – 24 cm. The one drawn example of a bread form rim shows a bd3 

bread form with concave sides and flat rim (group F-1) with a rim diameter of 28 cm.   

  There were also two interesting, probably intrusive, pottery fragments of a later 

date. One is a bowl with a ring base with a base diameter of 8 cm. Bowls of this group are 

most typical for the younger times but some analogical examples have also been found in 

closed contexts, such as the floor fill of the burial chamber of Inumin in Saqqara, dated to 

the early part of the reign of Pepy II.211     

 In open court 2, a similar assemblage of very fragmented and eroded ceramics, 

consisting predominantly of red-slipped bowls, was found in a wind-blown sandy layer. 

The diagnostic sherds consisted of 46 bowl rims, 13 jar rims and three rounded jar bases, 

eight fragmented stands, one example of aprt form and two platters. No miniature vessels 

were found in this context, being a rather common feature for this tomb. Among bowls, 

several groups could be identified, including a variety of Meidum bowls with mostly 

rounded and one angular shoulder (group B-1); two bent-sided bowls (B-2); one bowl with 

straight sides and an outside modelled, grooved rim (B-7); a deep bowl or vat with an 

upright straight rim (B-5); four bowls with contracting mouths (B-4) and a large vat with a 

modelled rim grooved outside. The stands comprise two main groups, namely group S-1 

(tall X-shaped stands), represented by six rim fragments with rim diameters of 20 – 26 cm 

and the group S-6 (low ring stands) represented by two examples of different size, namely 

a small one with rim diameter of 7 cm and a large one with rim diameter of 16 cm. Both 

                                                 
210 The closest analogy to our example was found in Saqqara West (Rzeuska 2006a: Pl. 19, no. 41). 
211 Kanawati – Abder-Raziq (2004: 72, Pl. 78c, no. TNE96:226). 
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belong to type S-6aII, having clearly concave walls and modelled rim. Four stands of 

group S-1 were covered with a red slip, the larger ring stand was painted white. No deeper 

analysis could be undertaken due to the fragmented state of the sherds, requiring extensive 

reconstruction in order to search for exact chronological analogies. However, the bowl 

repertoire is in accordance with late Old Kingdom material. 

 The only vessels preserved in full profile are two platters and one aprt bread form. 

The aprt form (group F-4) has a characteristic shape with a flat base, straight walls and 

beveled flat rim. The rim diameter is 25 cm, height is 5 cm. It was made of Nile C. The 

platters, although both made of Nile C, have very differing shapes. One has concave walls, 

flat beveled rim, inner bent-sided walls and thick grooving on the upper part of the inside 

rim. It has a rim diameter of 34 cm, base diameter of 28 cm and height of 8 cm. It was 

covered with a red slip on the inner surface. Analogical platters (including almost identical 

dimensions) were found in Saqqara West212 and in Giza in shaft 311 (Junker XI: 66-67, 

fig. 38,3). The other is a platter with a short-ledged base, rounded rim with inner groove 

and rounded inner base (type P-4a). It has a rim diameter of 26 cm, base diameter of 23 cm 

and height of 5 cm. Analogies for this group are very rare.   

                                                

 Again, there were several sherds possibly out of context, including a ring-base 

almost identical to the one found in open court 1 (again with a base diameter of 8 cm), one 

jar with neck-handles (e.g. handles situated on the rim and upper shoulder, as on neck 

amphora) and two body handles (e.g. handles situated at the rather flat belly of the vessels). 

These belong either to imported vessels or their imitations or, in the case of the ring-base, 

to a younger bowl or jar. It is also possible that the surface context is so mixed in this tomb 

that the fragments from different rooms actually belonged to one vessel.   

 The fill of chapel 1 consisted of two discernible layers. The upper one was yellow 

wind-blown sand with several chips and blocks of limestone. Under this, up to a level  of 

about 50 – 60 cm above the floor, there was debris of mudbrick mixed with sand which 

contained most of the limestone blocks from the collapsed wall and ceiling of the room, as 

well as some fragments of pottery. No vessels were preserved to full shape, however with 

some (especially platters), their complete profile could be drawn. Here, contrary to the 

situation in both open courts, the total amount of bowls is similar to that of jars and the 

number of tall stands is dominant. Altogether, only fragments of five jars, six bowls, nine 

 
212 The ananogical type in the classification in West Saqqara is form 79, dated to the reign of Pepy II 

(Rzeuska 2006a: Pl. 72, nos. 313-314). 
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stands, six platters and one miniature bowl were found here. The jars include two beer jars, 

one with a low straight neck (J-1aI) and one with a simple rim (possibly type J-1aI), as 

well as one jar made of Marl A1 with a low flaring neck. All the stands belong to the most 

usual chapel repertoire, namely tall X-shaped stands with concave walls and, in most cases, 

a modelled rim (type S-1a). Their rim (or base) diameter is 24 – 26 cm. They are usually 

placed on the sides of the niches or false doors, as some in situ finds from Abusir South 

cemetery have proven (see i.e. 5.6.2). Among bowls, the most interesting type is a bowl 

with flat base and flaring sides, made of Nile B1 and red-slipped on both sides.  In this 

context, there is also a quite large a number of platters, which are otherwise rare. The five 

examples can be sorted into three groups. Three pieces have an accentuated straight base, 

simple rounded rim and rounded inner base (P-2). Their main dimensions are similar, 

having a rim diameter of 24 – 26 cm, base diameter of 20 – 23 cm and height of 3 – 4 cm. 

They were all made of Nile C and their surface was left coarse and untreated. One 

fragment has a similar body shape but a short-ledged base (group P-4). Its dimensions are 

very similar to the previous examples. There are also two platters with short-ledged base 

and modelled rim with inner groove (type P-4a). Except for the height, their dimensions 

are almost identical, both having rim diameters of 26 cm, base diameters of 22 and 24 cm 

and heights of 4 and 5.5 cm. Their relatively large count in the same context with the tall 

stands could be explained by the fact that they were used together, e.g. the stands 

supported the flat platters during offerings. Such use is well documented in iconographic 

sources and would fit well into the cultic context of a chapel.  

 In the fill of chapel 2, even fewer pottery fragments were found, numbering 

altogether five jar rims and three bases, ten bowl rims and three bases, body and rim 

fragments of eight stands and one fully preserved bread form with five other bases. 

Concerning the jars, there were three beer jars and one jar with a short neck. The rim and 

body fragments of the bowls evidently did not belong together as most of the bowls were 

bent-sided, e.g. having rounded base (group B-2) and all the three bases belong to flat-

based large bowls with straight sides of group B-7, therefore this class is counted as 

numbering 13 vessels. The bent-sided bowls have a great variety, representing three types, 

namely B-2a with both walls straight and a simple rim; B-2b with lower wall rounded and 

modelled rim and B-2c with upper flaring wall with a simple rim and lower rounded wall. 

Their rim diameter is 18 – 30 cm. Except for one case they were all covered with red slip 

both inside and outside. All the examples of stands belong to group S-1, namely tall X-

shaped stands with concave walls. Two of them were preserved up to height of 26 and 26.5 
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cm. They have a rim (or base) diameter of 18 and 13 cm. Five stands were red-slipped. The 

coiling production technique is clearly visible on their surface. Again, the stands were 

probably used in chapel services and originally situated on the sides of the four niches 

found in this chapel. However, none of them was found in situ.  

 Chronologically most important from this assemblage are the tall flat-based bread 

forms of group F-2. There is one fully preserved example with rim diameter of 26 cm, base 

diameter of 13 cm and height of 28 cm. The general form of the vessel, especially the ratio 

between the maximum diameter and the height, points to a Sixth Dynasty date of this form.   

 

5.9. The tomb of Senedjemib     

5.9.1. Burial chambers 

 Shaft A was identified as belonging to one of the sons of Qar, Senedjemib. His 

burial chamber is situated at the bottom of a deep shaft and measures 4.10 x 2.60 m. Most 

of the finds from the burial chamber were originally deposited to the north of the 

sarcophagus, close to the entrance. Here, some vessels were found in the primary layer. 

 Some of the best preserved ceramic finds are twelve fully preserved ovoid jars 

(Excav. no. 103/HH/2000) with low, pronounced, straight to slightly out-turned necks, 

triangular rims and round bases (type J-2a). They were piled in several layers from the 

floor to about 60 cm below the top of the sarcophagus. They were made of marl clay mixed 

with limestone particles and had pale yellow-white surface with a slip of the same hue 

(Bárta 2009: 81). Inside, they were filled with two layers of Nile mud, carefully drawn up 

the sides of the vessels. Such a false filling (substituting some kind of beverage, in this 

case most probably wine) is quite typical for this period, attested also in beer jars. They 

were all carefully smoothed and some also finished with granulated horizontal lines.  This 

type of jar is not chronologically sensitive, being attested through the whole second half of 

the Old Kingdom, from the end of the Fourth Dynasty onwards. However, some changes in 

the shape do occur – according to Reisner, the jar develops into smaller and slender forms 

in the early Fifth Dynasty and later it tends to have a more pronounced neck (Reisner 1955: 

70). This development is in agreement with the jar assemblage from this burial chamber. 

They have rim diameters of 9 – 11.5 cm, maximum diameters of 12.5 - 21 cm and heights 
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of 25 – 30 cm. They all have a pronounced transition between the shoulder and the neck 

(compare type J-2a from burial chamber B).213  

 Rather surprisingly, a small set of four badly fired but finely crafted and well 

polished miniature bowls were also uncovered in the burial chamber. They all belong to 

type MB-1a, namely miniature bowls with straight walls and simple rim. They have almost 

identical dimensions with rim diameter of 7.5 – 8.5 cm, base diameter of 4 cm and height 

of 2.9 – 3 cm, making them rather large examples for the Sixth Dynasty repertoire.   

 More fragments of the burial equipment were uncovered during clearing of the 

chamber, mainly from the fill of the sand to the east of the sarcophagus. These include a 

large number of copper implements (Excav. no. 102/HH/2000) and two shallow thin-

walled bowls. These represent two different groups – one is a bowl with triangular rim, 

almost straight sides and round base (Excav. no. 100/HH/2000). It has rim diameter of 24.5 

cm and height of 5.2 cm and belongs to type B-6b. It was made of Nile B1, very badly 

fired and covered with red slip both inside and outside.214   

 The other bowl is of type B-2a, a shallow bent-sided bowl with simple rim and 

almost convex walls. It has a rim diameter of 40 cm and height of 9.5 cm. It was made of 

Nile B1, very badly fired and polished inside and outside. Exact analogies in the same size 

are very rare. Very similar bowls but with much smaller dimensions (rim diameter of 

maximum 20 cm) are from the West Saqqara tombs dating to the first half of the reign of 

Pepy II.215 

 

5.9.2. Burial shafts 

 The burial shafts in the tomb of Senedjemib were discovered in the pillar hall, their 

mouths being partly blocked by limestone ashlars and the middle pillar. Shaft A, partly 

blocked by the middle pillar, was identified as the burial place of the owner of the tomb, 

Senedjemib. The shaft is 15.9 m deep and its fill consisted of brownish sand mixed with 

tafl fragments. There were several ceramic finds from the shaft. In the depth of 1.18 m 

                                                 
213 This group  is analogical to Reisner´s type A-IIb (Reisner 1955: Fig. 82) and Brunton´s group 71 (Brunton 

1928: Pl. LXXX, 70H, 71F etc.). In both cases, the majority of examples come from the Fifth Dynasty. 

Analogies from the Sixth Dynasty can be found in the cemetery of Teti (Kanawati 94: 102-105).   
214 Similar bowls were found in West Saqqara, however the dating span could not be firmly established 

(Rzeuska 2006a: Pl. 91, no. 438).   
215 See Rzeuska (2006a: Pl. 78, nos. 345, 346 and 347). 
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under the pillar hall floor, a large thin-walled bowl (Excav. no. 38/HH/2000) was 

discovered in intact state. It has a distinctly upright rim with double groove (type B-7c).216 

It has a rim diameter of 20 cm and height of 8.5 cm. It was made of Nile silt A. Similar 

bowls were found in Saqqara in the Sixth Dynasty tomb of Iries217 and in the funerary 

complex of Merefnebef in a context dating to the reign of Pepy II.218 

 There were three main ceramics clusters in this shaft, the first at a depth of 2.5 – 5 

m, the second at a depth of 11 – 13 m and the last in the floor layer. In the first cluster, the 

predominant pottery group consisted of jars, represented by many beer jar body fragments 

(numbering 232 pieces) and 17 beer jar rims,219 followed by 17 bowl rim fragments, 13 

stand examples and one miniature cup. In the depth of 11 – 13 m, there were 20 bowl body 

fragments, 89 beer jar body fragments and 9 beer jar rims. In the floor layer, the 

predominant amount of sherd belonged again to beer jars (9 rims, 194 body sherds and 1 

base), followed by bowls (16 rims and 46 body sherds), bread forms (4 rims) and several 

doubtful pottery types. The most interesting ceramic find from the shaft is a large globular 

jar with low wide neck and angular out-turned rim (Excav. no. 106/HH/2000), found 

broken to several large pieces in the depth of 12 m. It has a rim diameter of 12 cm, 

maximum diameter of 28 cm and height of 29.5 cm. Its exact origin is unknown, as it is not 

present in earlier Old Kingdom material and it might have been influenced by Palestinian 

forms. However, it becomes more popular during the Sixth Dynasty, found i.e. in the burial 

                                                 
216 The identification of bowl types differs from the one used in Abusir South II monograph (Bárta 2009).  

The present author decided to assign the term Meidum bowl only to thin-walled bowls with the characteristic 

recurved rim, not to all thin-walled shallow bowls (for discussion, see chapter on Meidum bowls).   
217 The bowl was found in the burial chamber of the main shaft (Kanawati – Abder-Raziq 2001: 59-60, 

TNE99:28; Pl. 13). 
218 It is analogical to form 131 (see Rzeuska 2006: Pl. 94, nos. 457-458). 
219 As the number of body fragments is not considered to be a leading criterion for the present author, 

considering one beer jar could be smashed to as many as 15 pieces, only the amount of rim and base 

fragments was taken into account, thus resulting in a slightly different percentual representation of the pottery 

classes. For the present author, the main criterion for the spatial analysis is the number of different rims (e.g. 

rim of the same shape and same dimensions are counted as one example). In the case of body sherds, their 

number can be taken into account but is usually divided by the proximity number of their fragmentation – 

e.g. how many fragments can represent one vessel. Unless the body fragments are weighed, they cannot 

represent real amount of vessels.   
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chamber of Inumin in Saqqara dated to the earlier part of the reign of Pepy I220 and is 

attested through the beginning of the First Intermediate Period.221  

 The slightly doubtful statistical analysis based on the number of all fragments 

(including rim, body and base pieces, considering them of equal significance) shows the 

largest percentage in shaft A to consist of beer jars (61%), followed by bowls (24.7%) and 

stands (1.4%). All the other pottery groups/types  are represented by less than 1% each. 

Even if the real percentage of beer jars did not exceed the number of other pottery types by 

such a large number, occurrence of these three main classes (jars, bowls and stands) is 

quite usual for shaft deposit.   

From the fill of shaft A, the most interesting ceramic vessel was the tall slender jar 

(Excav. no. 105/HH/2001) with a flat base, two handles and a thick out-turned neck with 

folded angular rim (type J-4b, see Plate XI). It has a rim diameter of 12.5 cm, maximum 

diameter of 29 cm, base diameter of 13.5 cm and height of 58.5 cm. The vessel was made 

of Nile A and originally covered with white wash. Except for the neck, the whole surface is 

finished with thick horizontal combing. In the lower part of the vessel, the horizontal 

combing is much finer and is combined with vertical one. This vessel is also part of the 

large amount of foreign-based types of vessels found in this tomb.   

 In shaft B, belonging to Qar Junior, much less pottery fragments were found. Based 

on the amount off all fragments, the largest group was beer jars (57.5%) followed by bowls 

(26.25%). Taking only the amount of diagnostic pieces into account, there were 18 

fragments of bowl rims, 7 fragments of beer jar rims, three stands, one spout and two 

smoothing devices.   

   

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
220 Kanawati – Abder-Raziq (2004: 72, TNE96:249; Pls.66e, 76a). 
221 Brunton (1928: Pl. LXXXII, type 26G; LXXXVI, type 61M).  

160 
 



5.10. The tomb of Neferinpu  

As it is clear from the archaeological context (see chapter 2.5), the pottery from the 

mastaba OO was found in almost all contexts except a clear cultic context. There were six 

shafts in the mastaba, one or two burial shafts and four ritual shafts. There are two burial 

chambers connected to shaft 1 (designated OO East and OO West). The western chamber 

was originally also open to shaft 2, but the opening had been walled in by a brick wall. 

Therefore, it cannot be determined whether shaft 2 was meant to be a full burial shaft or 

not. A preliminary report seems to favor the idea of two related burials, most probably a 

husband (the priest Neferinpu) and his wife, however this cannot be confirmed. A blood 

relation between the two deceased could not yet be determined from the anthropological 

analysis. The other shafts were false, ritual shafts (shaft without burial chambers). 

 

Type Number of vessels 

J- 1  beer jar 
12   (BSD, RSD), 10 complete examples 
(BCH) 

J -2   small ovoid jar with a roll rim 2 complete examples (BCH, CD) 

J -3   large ovoid jars with a tall verical neck 4 complete examples (BCH) 

S- 4  shorter conical stand with flat base and/or diaphragm 3 partly preserved examples (BSD) 

F- 1   conical bread mold with rounded base (bd3) 1 complete example (BSD) 
Fig. 5.26. – Pottery groups attested in the mastaba of Neferinpu (excluding the secondary bread-form wall). 

 

5.10.1. Burial chambers 

In the eastern burial chamber of shaft 1 in OO, ten complete vessels filled with Nile 

mud and sealed with mud stoppers were found laid in situ  (3/OO/2007, 10-18/OO/2007). 

The whole group of ten jars is very homogenous in size and in shape. Their total number 

might symbolize the Egyptian week and thus represent one beer per day for the afterlife 

meal of the deceased. They were all filled with Nile mud to approximately the upper half 

of their height and then a thin layer of the mud was finger-drawn up to the rim. The clay is 

mostly light brown in hues 2.5 YR 6/4 to 6/6. All the beer jars from the burial chamber 

were white washed with evident traces of vertical lines of the wash being applied. The 

chamber was found undisturbed and all the vessels were in situ. One of the jars 

(3/OO/2007), different in form from the others, was laid aside on the south of the 

sarcophagus. It was also filled with mud but without its mud sealing.  It belongs to type 

J1aI with a simple rim of 9.8 cm diameter, maximum diameter of 18.2 cm and height of 35 
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cm.222 The other nine beer jars (10 – 18/OO/2007) were found on the western wall of the 

sarcophagus, leaning against it and on each other in upright slightly tilted positions. They 

all belong under group J1b, having a low neck, ovoid tapering body and to some extant 

pointed bottom. All three main types of the shape of the neck are represented here – three 

examples have a taller neck with straight walls (11/OO/2007, 17/OO/2007 and 

18/OO/2007)223, three examples a lower outturned neck (10/OO/2007, 12/OO/2007 and 

16/OO/2007)224 and three examples a low neck turned in (13 – 15/OO/2007). The sizes are 

homogenous, with   rim diameters between 9.5 - 10 cm in the subtype with the neck turned 

in, between 10 - 12 cm in the subtype with a straight neck and between 11 - 11.5 cm in the 

subtype with an outturned neck. The maximum diameter is between 18.5 to 21.3 cm with 

the most consistency in subtype J1bII (MD = 19.3 – 19.9). The beer jars of subtype J1bIII 

have a maximum diameter of 20 – 21 cm. All nine beer jars are very tall, six jars having a 

height of 40 cm and three of 41 cm. Considering the general chronological trends, these 

beer jars do not seem to fit into the generally accepted formula of increasing size and 

volume towards the end of Sixth Dynasty – with their height of 40 to 41 cm and their 

volume of almost 5-6 liters, they are extraordinarily large for the second half of the Fifth 

Dynasty; therefore, our knowledge must be reconsidered. 

There was one example of a true Meidum bowl (8-1/OO/2007) found in the Eastern 

burial chamber of shaft 1, situated on the east of the sarcophagus. It was (most probably 

deliberately) smashed to pieces, but it was able to be restored to more than 90% of its 

volume, the form of which is a rather large and deep bowl (rim diameter of 30.5 cm and 

total height 22 cm) of group B1bIII with a high positioned carinated rim 1.5 cm high and 

rounded shoulders with a maximum width of 32 cm. It is made of a fine Nile B1 clay of 

hue 10 YR 5/4 (brown), well fired and is covered both inside and outside with a thick and 

nicely polished red slip of hue 10 R 4/6.8. Based on the  analysis of the bowl, including the  

depth of the bowl, the high position of the shoulder (the height of the rim to the maximum 

diameter at the shoulder is 3.7 cm), the relatively light colour of the slip as well as the 

Vessel Index (145) and the rim height to rim width index date this bowl to the earlier part 

                                                 
222 See Kaiser (1969: 54, type 65); Charvát (1981: Pl. 14, I 422). 
223 Similar beer jars but often smaller were found in Giza (i.e. in mastaba 4223, see Junker 1950: Abb. 6, 

group A, S 4223), in Abusir in the sun temple of Weserkaf (Kaiser 1969: 54, type 66). 
224 Similar beer jars but again smaller were found i.e. in Giza in mastaba 4033, see Junker (1950: Abb. 6, 

group A, S 4033).  
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of the Old Kingdom (late Fourth and early Fifth Dynasty). The closest analogies seem to 

confirm this dating.225 

Two bowls with a spout were found in the eastern chamber, broken to pieces. They 

have similar shapes and dimensions but most possibly a different type of spout. Bowl 8-

2/OO/2007 has a hemispherical shape, outside modeled spouted rim of 24 cm in diameter 

and an approximate height of 14.5-15 cm. The very bottom of the vessel is missing, 

however from the shape and angle of the walls, it can be ventured that it was rounded. 

Bowl 9/OO/2007 has an outside modeled rim of 23 cm in diameter, hemispherical body 

with an almost vertical upper part, a partly preserved rim spout and a flat bottom. This 

bowl is preserved to its full height (14.5 cm). Both vessels are made of Nile clay B1 and 

very badly fired, resulting in a very flaky sherd. Traces of a thick red slip layer are evident 

on the second bowl. Exact analogies for these vessels are very rare and thus a closer date 

was impossible to set.226   

 

  In the western burial chamber, only five complete or almost complete vessels were 

found (see archaeological context 2.10). Despite the fact that the chamber was robbed, four 

of them were still most probably in situ, as they were grouped together in the north-eastern 

corner of the disturbed western burial chamber in shaft 1 of mastaba OO, unnoticed or 

ignored by the robbers (31-34/OO/2007). The fifth one (30/OO/2007) was found in the fill 

of the chamber. They can be sorted into two main groups of fine jars – a small wine jar 

with an ovoid body and a rolled rim (group J-2) and four larger jars with a tall vertical neck 

(J3).  

Regarding the dimensions, the example of the J-2a jar (30/OO/2007) has an 

outward rolled rim with a diameter of 7 cm, slightly irregular ovoid body with a maximum 

diameter of 12 cm and rounded to slightly pointed bottom. The height is 17.7 cm. The jar is 

covered with a high quality smoothed red slip of hue 10 R 6/6. The closest analogies are 

from Giza and Abusir.227  An almost identical jar in shape, size and surface quality was 

                                                 
225 See Kaiser (1969:57, Nr. 91); Reisner (1931:fig. 74,2; Reisner – Smith 1955: fig. 110, G 4630 A). 
226 The most typical type of bowls with a rim-spout are bent-sided bowls, such as in Petrie (1892:35, Pl. 

XXX, 1 and 3); Rzeuska (2006a: Pl. 117-124); Reisner – Smith (1955: Fig. 109) etc. The other type is very 

rare, represented only in the model in Reisner – Smith (1955: Fig. 118, tomb G 4720 A, 14-3-33).  
227 See Reisner (1931:fig. 65,2); Junker (1929: 118,fig. 13,1); Junker (1950: 22, fig. 8, D1); Kaiser (1969: 

50,1)  and some examples of type A-IIc from the Giza mastabas G 2330 A, G 5223 A and G 4512 A dated to 
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discovered close to the southern wall of the brick structure built to the western part of 

mastaba OO (number 71/OO/07). 

  The four jars of type J-3a are characterized by a tall vertical neck, simple rim and 

ovoid or slightly globular body with a rounded bottom. According to the general shape of 

the body, they are further divided into two main types: J-3aI (with an ovoid body) and J-

3aII (with a globular body). The surface is covered from inside and outside by a fine 

quality well polished red slip of hue 7,5 R 4/4 to 10 R 4/6. Similarly to the beer jars from 

the eastern chamber, these jars were also filled with Nile mud to about ¼ to ½ of their 

volume, the clay being carefully drawn up the sides of the vessels, thus substituting for real 

organic contents. Analogies for this typological group are very rare.228 

 

5.10.2. Burial shaft deposit 

In the fill of shaft 1, eight fully or partly preserved examples of beer jars together 

with three partly preserved stands and one bread form were found (for exact positions, see 

chapter 2.5).  Out of the eight beer jars, only five examples were preserved well enough for 

a typological analysis. The whole group is quite heterogenic, thus disagreeing with the 

theory of at most two beer jar types as part of the shaft deposit. On the other hand, the jars 

were in a possibly disturbed context and might have been mixed with jars from the other 

shafts in mastaba OO. There are altogether four types represented – J1a, J1b, J1d and J1e. 

Jar 9.OO.2007 is of type J1aII (beer jar with a modelled rim, ovoid tapering body 

and to some extant pointed bottom) with the following dimensions: rim diameter of  11 cm, 

maximum diameter, situated at the belly of 16 cm and total height of 29 cm.229 Jar 

3.OO.2007 is of type J1bIII ( beer jar with low outturned neck, ovoid tapering body and 

pointed bottom) with rim diameter of  9.5 cm, maximum diameter (situated at the belly) of 

13.8 cm and height of  31 cm. Jar 7.OO.2007 belongs under type J1e (beer jar with an 

articulated rim and arms, tubular slightly tapering body and round bottom) with rim 

diameter of 10.3 cm, maximum diameter (set at the shoulder) of 14.1 cm and the height of 

                                                                                                                                                    
the second half of the Fifth and the Sixth Dynasty (Reisner 1955: Fig. 83, Nos. 12-10-52, 12-10-31, 14-12-

75, 15-12-71 etc).  
228 F.e. Giza G 2094, see Fisher (1924: 168, fig. 138, 2). Similar jars with a tall neck but with a modelled rim 

were found in Qau, Badari and El-Mahasna.  
229 For analogies see Reisner (1931: Fig. 64, No. 3); Kaiser (1969: 54, type 64); Charvát (1981: Pl. 15, J 

1898a).  
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30 cm.230 Jar 8.OO.2007 is of type J1d (massive beer jar with slightly articulated rim, 

broad shoulders, tapering body and rounded bottom) with rim diameter of 10.5 cm, 

maximum diameter (situated at the shoulder) of 18.5 cm and height of 32 cm. The inside of 

the pot was filled to the middle with Nile mud, carefully drawn in a thin layer up to the 

mouth of the jar. The vessel was white washed. Jar 6.OO.2007 has an ovoid tapering body 

with a maximum diameter of 13.7 cm) at the belly and to some extant pointed bottom. The 

lack of the upper part with the rim does not allow the jar to be sorted into a specific type; 

however reconstruction seems to be in favor of type J1b with a low neck.  Only two of the 

above mentioned examples (5.OO.2007, 8.OO.2007) were white washed, while the others 

were left untreated and have very rough and irregular surfaces of light red - brownish hue.   

All of the three partly preserved stands found in the burial shaft 1 belong under 

group S-4 (smaller conical stands with flat base and/or diaphragm). There are two bases 

(11. and 12.00.2007) and one upper half (4.OO.2007). The base fragments have almost 

identical sizes, with the base diameters of 11 - 11.7 cm and the minimum diameter of 5.5 - 

6 cm. They have a flat base without a diaphragm (thus type S-4b) and they are preserved to 

a maximum height of 15 cm. The upper part of the stand does not fit with any of the bases 

but clearly belongs under the same type. It has a simple rounded flaring rim of 12 cm and 

minimum diameter of 6 cm. The two bases were left untreated, while the upper half has 

traces of white wash both inside and outside. The reconstructed height of the tentatively 

combined halves is about 22 cm.   

 Contrary to other shaft deposits, there was only one example of a bread form found 

in the burial shaft 1 in mastaba OO (10.OO.2007). It is the bd3 mold of group F-1 (conical 

bread mold with rounded base and a flat rim), type F-1a with the rounded shoulders. It is 

made of Nile silt C with a very coarse untreated surface partly blackened by the fire. The 

rim is wide, positioned horizontally and flattened with a diameter of 13 cm and the 

maximum diameter (equaling the outer rim diameter) of 16.7 cm.  The inside has a typical 

upturned conical shape with traces of smoothing or wheel-turning of the original mold. 

This bread form is 12.5 cm high and belongs among smaller types. The general rounded 

shape of the body, the low height as compared to the height and the other typological 

analogies confirm the Fifth Dynasty date.231 

                                                 
230 See i.e. Saqqara West (Rzeuska 2006: Pl. 12, No. 15 and Pl. 15, No. 27), dated to the Sixth Dynasty. 
231 There are numerous analogies of this type of bread mould. To name only the closest ones in both shape 

and size, see Petrie (1910: Pl. XXVI, No. 65); Kaiser (1969: 77, No. 260); Hawass – Senussi (2008: 237, No. 

143) etc. 
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5.10.3. Ritual shaft deposits 

Traces of original deposits were found only in two other shafts in mastaba OO.  In 

shaft 4, two complete beer jars of type J1a were found, differing in size and shape of rim. 

Their position and complete preservation   point to their being the original shaft deposits. 

Beer jar 14.OO.2007 has a modelled rim and an ovoid clearly tapering body of height 34.5 

cm, rim diameter of 9.3 cm and maximum diameter of 17.7 cm.232 Beer jar 15.OO.2007 is 

smaller, has a simple rim, an ovoid body of height 28.5 cm, a rim diameter of 8.8 cm and a 

maximum diameter of 15.3 cm. Inside, it was filled with Nile mud to about one third of its 

height and then a thin layer of the mud was finger-drawn up to about two thirds of the 

vessel. Both jars have a coarse untreated surface.  

The only beer jar found in shaft 6 (13.OO.2007) belongs to type J1aI, having a 

simple rim, ovoid tapering body with a maximum diameter of 15.5 cm and to some extent 

pointed bottom. It has an irregular oval mouth with rim diameter of 8.2 to 10 cm and 

untreated surface. It is completely preserved, with a full height of 30 cm.233 The position of 

the jar at the bottom of the shaft, in front of the walled-in opening of the niche in the 

western wall of the shaft clearly shows an intentional ritual deposit. 

 

 
Fig. 5.27. Comparison of spatial division of beer jars types in the tomb of Neferinpu. 

 

   

                                                 
232 For analogies see Reisner (1931: Fig. 64, No. 3); Junker (1950: Abb. 6, group A, S 4335); Reisner (1955: 

Fig. 85, No. 27-3-787 from the streets of the Eastern cemetery); Kaiser (1969: 54, type 64); Rzeuska (2006a: 

Pl. 27, No. 76).  The dated examples come from the second half of the Fifth Dynasty.  
233 For analogies see Charvát (1981: Pl. 12, H 26).  
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5.10.4. Secondary use of the pottery 

Approximately 1.30 m west of the western wall of the so-called substructure 2, in 

situ wall made of 1-2 layers of carefully laid tall bread forms and several beer jars interlaid 

with stone rubble was found, running from south-west towards north-east. There were two 

groups of pottery used in its construction. A very typologically homogenous group which 

comes from the front of the wall, numbering 29 fully or partly preserved pots nicely laid in 

one or two rows (25 tall bread forms and four badly preserved beer jars), of which 14 

examples were drawn (16.-29.OO.2007). The other group consisted of pottery from the fill 

from the other side of the wall, where 8 pieces were drawn and described (three tall bread 

forms, four low bread forms and one beer jar, numbers 30.-37.OO.07). 

 The majority of vessels used in the wall are bread forms. Most of them had traces 

of fire on 30-90% of their surface, with the exception of 6 pots (22.OO.07, 25.OO.07, 

27.OO.07, 30.OO.07, 32.OO.07 and 37.OO.07).Typologically, they can be divided into 

three main types: F-1 – a conical bread form with rounded base, F-2 – a conical bread form 

with a flat base and F-3 – a large conical bread form with a massive tubular foot, with a 

further subdivision dependent on the size of the vessel.  Out of these, the majority belong 

under type F-3, of which there are 28 examples, varying slightly in the height of the foot 

and depth and volume of their inner space.  The upper part of this bread form is usually 

wet smoothed with distinct wheel-turning marks from the original mold on the inside. The 

foot of the vessel is left untreated, sometimes with a blackened lower part from its 

positioning in the fire. Ten vessels are preserved in full profile, with wide mouths and 

beveled flat rims painted white. The sizes are quite homogenous, with rim diameters 

between 22 and 29 cm (most examples having a diameter of 22-24 cm, only two having 

larger rim diameter), very constant base diameters of 15 to 16.5 cm (including the partly 

preserved vessels as well), maximum diameters of 25 to 31 cm (with most examples 

having a maximum diameter of 25 to 28 cm, only one larger example) and heights of 25.7 

to 32 cm. This type is unusual and the closest analogies come from the tombs in Saqqara, 

dated to the latter part of the Sixth Dynasty.234   

Type F-2 (conical bread mold with flat base) is represented by four examples 

(32.OO.2007, 35.-27.OO.2007), all coming from the fill from the other side of the wall. All 

of these bread forms have a flat base, straight out-turned walls and a beveled mouth with a 

                                                 
234 The analogies are almost all vessels of type 5, form 209 of bread forms (Rzeuska 2006: Pl. 146, Nos. 741, 

742, 743 and Pl. 147, Nos. 745, 747-750). This form is dated to the second half of the reign of Pepy II.  
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flat rim painted white. However, these examples are not altogether identical and there are 

several variations in size, depth and capacity, therefore they were further divided in two 

types: F-2a (small bread forms, with a base diameter of less than 11 cm and a height of 

about 21 cm) and type F-2b (large bread forms with a base diameter of more than 13 cm 

and height of more than 30 cm). Type F-2a is represented by bread forms 35.-36.OO.2007 

and type F-2b by bread forms 32. and 37.OO.2007. The only complete example is 

36.OO.2007 with a rim diameter of 18 cm, base diameter of 10.5 cm and height of 21 

cm.235  

The four beer jars from the lower row of the frontal part of the wall are very badly 

preserved and no typological study was possible. The only fully preserved beer jar comes 

from the fill from the other side of the wall (33.OO.2007). It belongs to type J1e, having 

slightly articulated rim and shoulders, cylindrical tapering body with a maximum diameter 

at the shoulders and a rounded bottom. The rim diameter is 9 cm, maximum diameter is 

15.8 cm and height is 34 cm. The jar is made of Nile clay C, its shape is irregular and its 

surface is very coarse and untreated. It was filled with Nile mud up to two-thirds of its 

volume. The closest analogies date to the Sixth Dynasty, in accordance with the dates of 

the bread forms from the wall.236 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
235 There are many analogies available, for example from Giza (Reisner 1931: Fig. 71, mainly nos. 2-5), from 

Abusir (Kaiser 1969: 77, No. 259 and Charvát 1981: Pl. 17, E 1590) and Saqqara (Rzeuska 2006: Pl. 148, 

No. 754) etc. 
236 See Rzeuska( 2006a: Pl. 15, Nos. 26, 27).  
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5.11. Area Abusir South-West, Tomb 1 

 Most of the pottery from this tomb was part of the original burial shaft deposit. A 

much smaller amount of pottery (altogether two bowls, one storage jar and 82 miniature 

vessels) was found in the disturbed burial chamber. For the exact archaeological context, 

see chapter 2.11. 

 

Type Number of vessels 

J-1  beer jar 11 bases (BSD) 

J-10  large storage jar 1 complete example (BCH) 

B- 2   bent-sided bowl  2 almost complete vessels (BCH) 

B-8   small bowl with flat base, thick body and slightly 
recurved grooved rim 1 complete example (BCH) 

S-1   tall X-shaped stands 97 examples (BSD) 

S-2   tall A-shaped stands 6 examples (BSD) 

S -3   tall tubular stands 5 examples (BSD) 

S-4  shorter conical stand with flat base and diaphragm 13 examples (BSD) 

S-5   low stand with flat base 5 examples (BSD) 

S-6  low ring stand 12 examples (BSD) 

F- 1  conical bread mold with rounded base (bd3) 3 examples (BSD) 

P -1   platter with simple rim, sharp-edged base and straight 
walls, flat inside > 1 example (BSD) 

P-2   platter with accentuated straight base, slight inner edge, 
flat inside > 3 example (BSD) 

P-4 platter with short-ledged base, angular rim with inner 
groove, rounded inside > 5 examples (BSD) 

P-6  platter with taller ledged base, rounded rim and thick 
body > 1 example (BSD) 

MB   miniature bowl  57 (BCH), 5 (BSD) 

MC  miniature cup  
9 (BCH), 2 (BSD) 

MV miniature vase 
7 examples (BCH) 

Fig. 5.28. Pottery types found in Tomb 1 in area Abusir South-West in the season 2007. 
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5.11.1. Burial chamber  

In ASW, the pottery from the original funerary equipment (grave goods) deposited 

in the burial chamber consists of three finer bowls, one large rough storage jar and a large 

assemblage of simple pottery miniatures. As the burial chamber was robbed in antiquity, 

the pottery was found scattered, but most of it seemed to be originally positioned on the 

east and south side of the sarcophagus (for archaeological context and exact position of 

finds, see chapter 2.7).  

There are two examples of finer bent-sided bowls, originally mistaken for one 

bowl. An analysis of the smashed pieces and their reconstruction proved the presence of 

two bowls (15-1/ASW/2007 and 15-2/ASW/2007, see Plate XIX and XX) of different 

shape, quality of clay and hardness of firing. Bowl 15-1/ASW/2007 belongs to type B-2b, 

is made of Nile clay B1, very well fired and coated inside and outside with an unpolished 

dark red-brown slip of hue 2.5 YR 6/6. It is fairly large, with a rim diameter of 29 cm. The 

rim is irregular, flattened on the top and ledged on the outside with an average height of 

1.2 cm. Although the vessel is not preserved to its full height (preserved height of 13.8 cm; 

the reconstructed height may of 15-16 cm), it can be assumed that the bent point was 

situated around the middle part of the vessel, with the upper half of the bowl having 

straight walls turned out and the lower part rounded walls. The closest analogies are dated 

to the Fifth Dynasty.237 

Bowl 15-2/ASW/2007 also has a rim diameter of 29 cm, but it was made of coarser 

Nile B1 and very badly fired, resulting in flaky and damaged sherds. Only small remains of 

thin unpolished red slip of hue 10 R 5/4 are preserved on both sides of the bowl. The bowl 

was reconstructed to about 60% and identified as type B2a. It had a simple rim and both 

sides straight as opposed to the former example 15-1/ASW/2007. Its bent-point seems to 

be approximately in the middle of the bowl. Again, the closest analogies come from the 

Fifth Dynasty.238 

A different type of a rougher serving bowl found in the burial chamber is one with 

slightly carinated rim, straight walls and a flat bottom (12/ASW/2007). It could belong in 

the Meidum-bowl group were it not for the thickness of the walls (1.2 cm as compared to 

                                                 
237 F.e. Reisner – Smith (1955: fig. 107, tomb G 7530 Y, 28-6-10 and tomb G 4733 E, 14-2-107, group C-

XXXa); Kaiser (1969: 62, 141 and 142, group XXIII); Rzeuska (2006: Pl. 116, 597). 
238 F. e. Junker (1950:Abb. 8, B – tomb S 4052); Reisner-Smith (1955: fig. 108, G 2200 C, 33-1-50, group C-

XXXb); Kaiser (1969: 63, 147, group XXIV). 
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maximum 0.8 cm with Meidum bowls), the low quality of the slip and the bad firing. The 

rim diameter is 23 cm, base diameter 6 cm, rim height 2 cm and total height 6 cm. Besides 

being red-slipped, the bowl was white washed and it has some traces of burnishing inside. 

No traces of use in fire were evident on its outside part.  

In Tomb 1, altogether 82 pieces of ceramic miniatures were identified, with more 

possibly in the upper fill of the shaft (only 5 pieces were recorded from the fill in the shaft, 

25.-29.ASW.07). A cache of alabaster miniatures was discovered in front of the entrance to 

the burial chamber, mixed with three pottery miniatures as well (1-11/ASW/2007, 1-

13/ASW/2007 and 1-93/ASW/2007). This consisted of one cup and two bowls, all 

blackened inside. All the other 74 pieces were found together with the stone miniatures in 

the burial chamber, in a heap east of the sarcophagus (sit. 2/ASW/2007).  

 

5.11.2. Burial shaft deposit 

 The extent of the original burial chamber deposit must have been a very impressive 

one. Even after robbing, several hundred examples of vessels could be identified, with 

many more in the more fragmented remains that were left out of the analysis. Due to the 

time constraints, not all pieces of pottery could be recorded and only the most highly 

representative and recognizable fragments were taken into the statistic account. For 

example, after sorting of all the diagnostic pieces, the “platter heap” was about 40 cm tall. 

A closer analysis of all platter types and their statistic amounts would have take several 

days. Therefore, only the most representative types were recorded and drawn.  

Compared to previously mentioned excavations, it is obvious that large amounts of 

stands were found in ASW. In the burial shaft, stands made up a large percentage of all 

vessels found – 41.7% (138 diagnostic examples). This enabled a detailed study and type 

division. The examples were divided into 6 main groups (see Fig. 4). Out of these 6 

groups, group S-1 (high X shaped stands, 97 examples, 70% of all stands), group S-4 

(shorter stand with flat base and diaphragm – 13 examples, 9.4 %) and S-6 (low ring stands 

– 12 examples, 8.7%) proved to be most common. These were followed by other groups,  

each less than 10% of pieces of stands (S-2: 6 examples, S-3: 5 examples and S-5: 5 

examples).    

171 
 



 
 Fig. 5.29. Comparison of amounts of 6 groups of stands found in ASW. 

 

Group S-1 (tall X-shaped stands) is attested from the Fourth Dynasty onwards. Its 

most typical feature is a biconical concave shape with both ends wheel-turned and the 

narrowest middle part hand-built by coiling. Most examples are made of Nile silt B1 or B2.   

One of the few complete vessels is S-1 stand 3.ASW.07, with both rims modelled and one 

of them slightly flattened. This stand had its narrowest point in the upper third of the body 

(complete height is 29 cm). The upper rim is 13 cm in diameter and is 1.3 cm tall, the 

lower more modelled rim has diameter of 14 cm and is 2.5 cm tall. In the case of rim 

shape, Rzeuska proposed a development from modelled rounded rim in earlier stages to 

simple rim in later stages (Rzeuska 206: 423).  In Tomb 1, no prevailance of a certain rim 

type can be observed. However, more stands seem to have a simple rim. The X-shaped 

stands seem to come in three main sizes: tall stands, large stands and extra large stands.   

All the above mentioned examples are tall stands, with rim diameters between 12 to 15.4 

cm, minimum diameters between 5.5 to 7.5 cm and the complete heights of about 30 cm. 

Large stands include 45 examples from the shaft 1 with the minimum diameter of 8.5 to 

10.5 cm. No fully preserved vessel of this size was found. Only one example of the extra 

large X-shaped stand (41.ASW.2007) was found.  

There are much fewer examples of the other pottery group usually attested in burial 

shaft deposits. For example, no fully preserved examples of beer jars were found. The 

eleven preserved bases (one with partially preserved body) show us two different modes of 

base-smoothing, mentioned by Rzeuska (see Rzeuska 2006:385). Nine examples show 

horizontal smoothing, leaving some kind of “button” at the bottom of the base, typical of 

spindle-shaped beer jars in Saqqara. The other two show classical vertical smoothing 

which is typical for cylindrical and ovoid forms. Thus, the type J-1c (spindle-shaped beer 
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jars with pointed bottom) was ventured as a type for most bases from ASW. However,  for 

the fragmentary preservation of the material, no closer dating is possible. 

There were only three examples of bread molds identified. The almost fully 

preserved example of bread form type F-1 (the so-called bd3 form, bread mold with a 

rounded base) is quite large, with a rim diameter of 18.6 cm, maximum diameter of 23 cm 

and reconstructed height of about 18 cm. The upper outside part of the bread form is wet 

smoothed, whereas the bottom part is left untreated and has extensive traces of fire. The 

rim is flat and the inside conical shape is more rounded than that of 10.OO.2007. There are 

also many analogies available.239 

As for the bowls and other types of jars, only very few examples could be 

recognized from the fragments. Many sherds of rough storage jars were found in the shaft, 

however only a few examples were drawn. Rough storage jars can be divided into several 

groups, depending on the shape of the rim: small finer storage jars with a modelled rim 

(i.e. 52.ASW.2007 with a triangular rim), middle-sized jars with slightly articulated rim 

(53.ASW.2007), large storage jars with a plain upright rim (54.ASW.2007) and large 

storage jars with a modelled rim (55.ASW.2007).  No complete vessels were found, 

therefore the shape of the body and the shape of the base cannot be determined. Except for 

the finer jar 52.ASW.2007 which was made of Nile clay B1 and polished, all the others 

were made from Nile B2 and their surfaces were left coarse and untreated. The only well 

determined size is the rim diameter, being 8 cm for the finer small jar, 10 cm for the 

middle-sized jar and 11-11.4 cm for the large coarse jars. Without more complete finds and 

more detailed study, no analogies can be determined. 

The bottom part of a relatively large bowl was found in the pottery assemblage 

from shaft 1 in ASW (33.ASW.07). The bowl has straight flaring walls and is covered with 

a white wash. Inside, a thick white substance was found, most probably mortar. The flat 

bottom has a diameter of 12 cm and a wall thickness of 1.5 - 1.9 cm. The preserved height 

of the bowl is 7.5 cm with a preserved maximum diameter of 26 cm.240  

  

 

 

                                                 
239 See Junker (1950: Abb. 6, C, mastaba 4316); Kaiser (1969: 77, No. 258) etc. 
240 The analogies are based purely on the shape of the bottom and therefore might not be quite reliable, as the 

whole shape of the bowl is unknown. Similar sharp-edged bases of bowls seem to appear in Fisher (1924: 

Fig. 135, 3, tomb G 3005 E); in Giza type XLI (Reisner 1931: Fig. 78, No. 7).  
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6. Interpretation of the pottery corpus 

6.1 Spatial distribution of the pottery 

 In the previous chapter, the best documented tombs with the largest amounts of 

stratified pottery finds in the cemetery were analyzed in detail on the basis of the exact 

provenience of the pottery. From this analysis, the following interpretations with a few 

exemplary occurrences can be given.  

As a rule, the funerary monuments consist of two main very different contextual 

areas: the burial structures (the burial chamber, burial shaft/s or niche/s and ritual shaft/s) 

and the ritual structures (superstructure rooms and areas devoted to the daily ritual of the 

deceased, such as the chapel). These two main parts can differ greatly in their date of 

construction and use, as well as the in nature and quality of finds deposited or disposed of 

there.  

 

 6.1.1 Burial chambers 

 From the period of the Old Kingdom, there are very few cases of undisturbed burial 

chambers discovered with all their artifacts belonging to the original burial equipment in 

situ. In Abusir South, the situation is no different and so far, only two intact burials have 

been discovered – the eastern burial chamber in the tomb of the priest Neferinpu, dated to 

the latter part of the Fifth Dynasty and the burial chamber in shaft 5 in the tomb of vizier 

Qar, dated to the latter part of the Sixth Dynasty. These two are interesting to compare for 

their differences in date as well as in their social status. However, many other burial 

chambers can give us substantial information about the quality as well as variety and 

quantity of the original burial equipment and, in some cases, about the rituals that could be 

connected with the burial itself. Here, only the most important ones shall be summarized. 

 An interesting example from the late Fifth Dynasty is the burial chamber in shaft 1 

of the Abusir South-West Tomb 1. Although robbed, a significant amount of the original 

burial equipment remained in the chamber, sorted into two main clusters. East of the 

sarcophagus, the largest amount of goods was found, including a heap of travertine and 

ceramic miniatures in the north-eastern corner of the chamber, scattered animal bones, 

canopic jars and their lids, one fully preserved storage jar, one rougher bowl and a mud 

stopper. The cluster on the south side of the sarcophagus is much more compact, consisting 
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of a disintegrated wooden box, two canopic jars and two very fragmented, thin-walled, 

bent-sided bowls lying on the box fragments. On the whole floor east of the sarcophagus, 

animal and human bones were found scattered.   

 The two chambers accessible from shaft 1 in the tomb of Neferinpu yielded a nice 

example of tomb equipment from an intact and a disturbed burial chamber, both 

constructed in the same time period, the late Fifth Dynasty. The western chamber was 

proven to be robbed, with a large hole in the north-eastern side of the sarcophagus. 

Interestingly, a group of four large thin-walled, red-slipped wine jars escaped the attention 

(or was not of interest) of the tomb robbers and was found in situ and almost fully intact, 

standing in a cluster in the northeastern corner of the chamber. Instead of wine, they were 

filled with Nile mud to about 2/3 of their volume and in all probability originally sealed 

with mud stoppers. Apart from these vessels, only very few artifacts were found in the 

chamber. The sarcophagus is situated in the north-western corner of the chamber. South of 

it, remains of the wooden canopic box with four canopic jars around it were found, as well 

as a small intact jar and fragments of another pottery vessel. Close to the entrance to the 

chamber, fragments of animal bones were scattered.  In the fill of the chamber, six mud 

stoppers were uncovered in the course of the excavation. They were of two main types - a 

rounded one and a tall conical one. These originally sealed the six jars found in the 

chamber.  

 The neighboring burial chamber, accessed from the eastern wall of the shaft, was 

found sealed with an intact mudbrick wall. After removal of the wall, it was clear that the 

chamber somehow escaped the robbing activity, still having nine large beer jars closed 

with mud stoppers leaning on the western side of the sealed sarcophagus. This fact has not 

been explained satisfactorily yet – however, it is possible that the robbers were 

disappointed by the equipment in the neighboring western chamber and did not consider 

the eastern one worth attention. Thanks to this, the exact extant of artifacts and their 

original position in the burial chamber can be studied. 

 As the burial chamber is accessed to the east of the shaft and the large sarcophagus 

is situated in its north-eastern corner, only two sides of the sarcophagus are available for 

deposits. On the south of the sarcophagus, in the south-eastern corner of the burial 

chamber, fragments of almost completely disintegrated wooden canopic box were found, 

together with four intact canopic jars and their lids and fragments of three ceramic bent-

sided bowls, probably broken as a result from some kind of ritual (see later) or as a result 

of the collapsing wooden box on which they probably originally stood. The same feature, 
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e.g. wooden box in the same context with four canopic jars and fragments of two red-

slipped thin-walled and usually bent-sided bowls, could be observed already in the burial 

chamber in Tomb 1 in area Abusir South-West and in some tombs in Saqqara West.241 

However, the exact meaning of this cluster is difficult to explain. From the context in our 

tombs, it seems that the wooden box contained only the four canopic jars (assumed side 

size is 30 x 30 cm) and the bowls were positioned on it, lying on top of each other. In the 

course of time, the wooden box started disintegrating, finally falling apart and thus 

breaking the bowls lying on it. 

 The most impressive is the set-up of the nine beer jars leaning on the western side 

of the sarcophagus and on each other. All of them were filled with Nile mud to about ½ - ¾ 

of their volume and then a thin layer of mud was carefully drawn up to the rim. They were 

sealed with a mud-stopper, consisting of an inner rounded thinner stopper closing the 

immediate mouth of the jar, subsequently covered with a large mud piece shaped to a 

conical mound and fitted to the shoulders of the jar. The tenth beer jar was found apart 

from this group, lying south of the sarcophagus with its mud-stopper misplaced near the 

previous group. Analogies for beer jars filled with Nile mud and subsequently sealed with 

mud-stoppers are quite numerous from the Memphite necropolis. In this case, the mud 

probably represented and symbolized the original filling of real beer and in the minds of 

ancient Egyptians, fully substituted the real offering (food and drink) for the deceased.  

 Numerous travertine miniature vessels (both bowls and vases) were found scattered 

all over the chamber. The main cluster was situated immediately west of the sarcophagus, 

next to the row of beer jars, piled on a small heap. Isolated pieces were found also in the 

entrance to the tomb, in the south-western corner and close to the disintegrated wooden 

box in the south-eastern corner. Interestingly, despite the rather early Late Old Kingdom 

date (probably a late Fifth Dynasty), no ceramic miniature vessels were found in this tomb. 

Their scattered position could be either the result of careless positioning during the rituals 

or an interrupted robbing attempt. There were at least 66 miniature vessels. The other finds 

include one flint blade situated south of the sarcophagus and one north of it, together with 

several animal bones.  

                                                 
241 In the chamber of shaft C2/10 in corridor 2, a wooden box containing four oblong bundles possibly 

representing or storing remains of the mummification process and two bent-sided bowls were found (Rzeuska 

2006a: 436). 
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 The second intact burial chamber, situated on the bottom of shaft 5 in the tomb of 

Qar, dating approximately to the second half of the Sixth Dynasty, yielded much fewer 

finds. Most of the chamber was taken by the huge limestone sarcophagus, still sealed with 

white mortar.242 On the south of the sarcophagus, a decayed wooden box with four canopic 

jars made of limestone was situated. On the east of the sarcophagus, three partially sealed 

wine jars were found filled with Nile mud. A fourth one was discovered at the northeastern 

corner of the chest together with cattle bones. No other grave goods were found.  

 Although robbed, the burial chambers in the neighboring tomb of his two sons, 

Senedjemib and Qar Junior, are equipped with much richer goods. In the burial chamber of 

Senedjemib, part of the burial equipment was found in situ, including twelve jars and one 

copper bowl situated in a cluster in the north-western corner of the chamber. Other artifacts 

were found scattered in the fill east of the sarcophagus, including two flint knives, nine 

small stone vessels, four headrest setups, seven sacred oil palette, more than sixteen copper 

implements, eleven copper miniature vessels, two low bent-sided bowls and four miniature 

ceramic bowls.  

 In the burial chamber of Qar Junior, who was a priest of Maat in the pyramid 

complex of king Pepy II (for his titles, see Bárta 2009: 147), even more of the original 

burial equipment was found with a wide variety of items including offerings of food, 

various copper instruments and pottery and copper vessels. Again, one large cluster 

consisting of fifteen ceramic jars some still sealed with mud-stoppers was found in situ 

piled in the south-eastern corner of the chamber. These represent two groups of jars – 

seven imitations of different-sized Levantine oil jars with two handles and a flat base and 

eight small ovoid wine jars. The intact mud-stoppers still held traces of readable imprints 

of a cylinder seal with the titles of the deceased. Most of the other artifacts were found east 

and north-east of the sarcophagus scattered in the fill of the burial chamber. These include 

around 194 copper implements of six different types; at least 5 stone vessels, two copper 

vessels, one stone tool and three pieces of golden jewellery as well as two low bent-sided 

ceramic bowls. The original deposit place of these artifacts could not be securely attested. 

In the fill, also numerous animal bones from the original food offerings were found, 

including bones of cattle, calf and birds (see Bárta 2009: 163). 

 

                                                 
242 Although traces on the sarcophagus showed it was subject to unsuccessful attempt to cut through its 

southern wall, before the sarcophagus was sealed (Bárta 2009: 77). 
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 The analysis of the pottery vessels found in the burial chambers shows that, in 

contrary to i.e. West Saqqara necropolis, not all pottery classes were represented in the 

original burial equipment in the Abusir South tombs. Except for the beer jars, there is a 

very small percentage of rough pottery groups. The class of stands is altogether missing 

from the burial chambers, being represented mostly in shaft deposits and in cultic areas. 

The class of platters and bread forms is present only very rarely, again much more 

common in the shaft deposits. In the two cases it is attested, it is in the minor cemetery 

around the tomb of Fetekty, constituting the only piece of grave good (one platter in burial 

chamber in shaft 4 and one bread form in the chamber in shaft 5 in area FF). The presence 

of charcoal in the bread form is not recorded. However, one has to note that these were the 

tombs of lower officials and their attendants and family members; thus a comparison with 

the number and quality of the tomb equipment in the tombs of the higher official might be 

misleading. Richer tomb equipment is attested in chambers from the beginning and second 

half of the Fifth Dynasty (the tomb of the commander of the army Kaaper, tomb of the 

priest Neferinpu and anonymous owner of Tomb 1 in Abusir South-West), who all 

belonged, as it seems, to a higher or middle social class. Their equipment includes as a rule 

several jars (rough or fine or both), fine red-slipped bowls (Meidum ware), in two cases 

also rougher bowls, and a large number of stone and ceramic miniatures. Another common 

trait is the presence of a wooden box, situated always south of the sarcophagus, with four 

large stone canopic jars. Animal bones were present in each case.  

 In the case of the minor tombs around the tomb of Fetekty and in the area Lake of 

Abusir area, dated to the second half and the end of the Fifth Dynasty, the original tomb 

equipment is very poor, usually limited only to one and at the most three ceramic pots of 

different classes, but most usually rough beer jars set in the chamber. No traces of other 

grave goods were found in these tombs.  

 The richest burial chambers are to be found in the tomb of higher officials in the 

second half of the Sixth Dynasty, especially in the tomb complex of Qar and his sons 

(Sendjemib, Qar Junior and Inti). In these cases, the number and quality of burial 

equipment has raised drastically. There is even a change in pottery patterns – instead of 

both rough and fine jars and bowls, only the finer ones, often imitations of foreign ware, 

are present. Among other goods, there is an increased number of copper artifacts (tools and 

miniature vessels) as well as stone vessels. Ceramic miniature vessels are absent but for 

one case (four red-slipped miniature bowls from the tomb of Senedjemib). 
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To conclude, the two most usually attested pottery classes from burial chambers are 

jars and bowls. In the case of jars, either rough jars (e.g. beer jars) or fine thin-walled red-

slipped jars (wine or oil jars) or both are represented in the assemblage. With bowls, the 

most usual groups are thin-walled red-slipped Meidum bowls or bent-sided bowls with or 

without a spout or lip rim. Rougher bowls or storage vats are much less common in the 

burial equipment. Miniature ceramic vessels are attested in several tombs. When present, 

they occur in quite large numbers (70 – 80 per chamber), usually situated in heaps together 

with the stone miniatures.  

 The exact position of certain ceramic classes in the burial chamber is questionable. 

In Abusir South, the theory of the principal part of the furnishings being places on the east 

of the sarcophagus (Junker 1929: 102; Kanawati – Abder-Raziq 2004: 45; Rzeuska 2006a: 

438) cannot be quite confirmed. In our cemetery, the customs seem to be much more 

varied, depending on the position of the burial chamber and the sarcophagus. As an 

example, the position of the wooden canopic chest can be quoted. In all the cases when the 

wooden canopic chest was preserved, it was situated south of the sarcophagus (Tomb 1 in 

Abusir South-West, burial chamber in shaft 5 in the tomb of Qar; eastern burial chamber in 

shaft 1 in the tomb of Neferinpu, western burial chamber in the same tomb). The bulk of 

the other equipment was found either east of the sarcophagus (Tomb 1 in Abusir South-

West; burial chamber in shaft 1 in the tomb of Qar and the western burial chamber in the 

tomb of Neferinpu) and west of it (eastern burial chamber in the tomb of Neferinpu). 

Therefore, the exact position of the grave goods seems to have been determined not so 

much by ritual as by the layout of the burial chamber and the sarcophagus within it.  

 One of the most typical finds in the burial chamber are beer, oil or wine jars filled 

with false filling, in most cases Nile mud. In the cemeteries of Abusir South, this feature 

could be observed in several jars, i.e. twelve oil or wine jars from the burial chamber A in 

the tomb of Senedjemib, 15 jars from the tomb of Qar Junior, one wine jar from the burial 

chamber of shaft 1 in Abusir South-West Tomb 1, ten beer jars in the intact eastern burial 

chamber in the tomb of Neferinpu and four wine jars in the western burial chamber in the 

same tomb. Except for one case (ASW), they were all sealed with intact mud-stoppers, in 

several cases with traces of the original seal imprint. Vessels with mud fillings were found 

also in the Pyramid field of Abusir, namely in the tomb of Ptahshepses (Charvát 1969: 

159); in Giza,243 in Saqqara,244 Dahshur (Simpson 1961: 109), Deshasha (Petrie 1898: 35) 

                                                 
243 In example in mastabas G 2084-2099, 2230, 2231, 2240 and G 6050 (Roth 1995: p. 63; Fig. 132).  
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and in other sites. In all of our cases, the jars were found in clear funerary context and they 

were originally sealed with mud-stoppers, evidencing they were filled with the mud 

contents intentionally. The explanation of substituting the organic filling (wine, beer or oil) 

intended for the afterlife of the deceased as part of the grave equipment245 with Nile mud 

or silt seems to be most satisfactory. Already Petrie noted that in the period of late 

Predynastic times, the jars intended as grave goods are first filled with strongly aromatic 

ointment, later with a layer of clay over it, next with mainly clay only scented with 

ointment and in the end with merely solid clay (Petrie 1901: 5).   

 The second most usual pottery class present in the burial chamber is bowls, mainly 

of three main groups: Meidum bowls, bent-sided bowls and bent-sided bowls with a spout. 

There are usually only two or three of them, situated close to or directly on the wooden 

canopic chest (see above). Their function in the burial equipment is still under discussion, 

however Rzeuska proposed that they symbolize tableware used for serving food in the 

Afterlife (Rzeuska 2006a: 443). In combination with the other pottery ware (e.g. 

predominantly storage jars for keeping the food and drinks), this seems to be a plausible 

explanation.  

 Interesting to note is the drastic increase in both the number and the variety of 

burial equipment in the tombs of higher officials in the latter part of the Sixth Dynasty (the 

chambers of Senedjemib and Qar Junior) compared to the earlier attested tombs.  This 

development is in full accordance with the economic and political situation at the terminal 

part of the Old Kingdom, with both power and economic strength shifting towards the high 

officials reflected in their sumptuously decorated and equipped tombs.  

 

 

                                                                                                                                                    
244 In Saqqara South in the tomb of Washptah from the Sixth Dynasty (Jéquier 1929: 26, Fig. 25) and in 

Saqqara West in the tomb of Merefnebef and in the chamber of shaft C2/10, corridor 2 (Rzeuska 2006a: 436). 
245 The Egyptians believed that the Afterlife was no different from the life on the earth, therefore needed all 

the customary objects for it, including food, drink, clothing or jewellery which therefore became part of the 

complimentary grave goods (Junker 1930: 60-61). 
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6.2 Burial and ritual shafts 

 The evidence from most of the shafts is rather tentative, given the overwhelming 

disturbed nature of them. However, in some cases an intentional deposit, either in the 

bottom of the shaft close to the sealed wall to the burial chamber or approximately in the 

middle of the shaft can be observed. In both cases, unless the shaft can be designated as 

containing the original fill, clusters of pottery in front of the chambers can very well come 

from the disturbed burial chamber itself. This is the case i.e. the cluster of limestone and a 

few ceramic miniature vessels, identical in shape and size to the ones found in the burial 

chamber, close to the disturbed sealing wall of the burial chamber in shaft 1 in Abusir 

South-West Tomb 1. These got here most probably as a result of robbing activity.  

 On the base of her research of the evidence from Memphite necropolis, Rzeuska 

proposes an existence of a sealing wall ritual (Rzeuska 2006a: 444-445). This consisted of 

closing the entrance to the burial chamber with a wall of stones or bricks (in Abusir South 

attested in several cases, i.e. a partially disturbed brick wall in burial chamber in shaft 1 in 

Tomb 1 of Abusir South-West, intact dry-laid stone walls in the eastern burial chamber in 

the shaft 1 in the tomb of Neferinpu, intact stone wall in shaft 5 in the tomb of Qar and 

numerous both intact and disturbed mudbrick walls in the tombs in the area of Lake 

Abusir), sealing it with mortar or at least white washed (not attested in Abusir South) and 

finally, burning animal offerings and depositing a smaller amount of pottery in front of the 

closing wall. Unluckily, only very few examples confirming this rituals were found in our 

cemetery. Most of the animal bones are scattered in the shaft and do not bear traces of 

fire.246 Also, no censers were found in the shafts. The only pottery pieces with traces of 

fire are bread forms and their use for burning rituals is rather doubtful. In the few cases 

when beer jars filled with mortar were found in the shaft, these were used for purifying the 

burial chamber (i.e. Tomb 1 in area Abusir South-West ) and/or sealing of the sarcophagus 

(beer jars found in front of the closed wall in shaft 5 in the tomb of Qar). For a study of 

rituals connected to the finds in shafts, a very careful excavation with detailed stratification 

recording is needed. However, most shaft consist of two to three layers (see Bárta 2009: 

49) – 1. the upper wind-blown sand without considerable finds, usually indicating robbing 

activity, 2. middle layer of darker sand with eroded finds mixed with tafl, containing most 

                                                 
246 There is a similar case also in the cemetery in Royal Abusir in the tomb of Khekeretnebty, where several 

stands were found in the lower part of the shaft together with scattered animal bones (Verner – Callender 

2002: Pl. I, Bf3). 
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probably disturbed deposits from the shaft, the burial chamber or even the neighboring 

shafts; and finally, present only in some cases, 3. the most promising lowest layer situated 

under the robber´s opening which may contain original deposits. This stratification is an 

ideal one and in most cases, the shaft is filled with one homogenous disturbed fill of 

unknown origin and date. 

 An example of a seemingly stratified shaft is shaft 1 in Tomb 1 of Abusir South-

West. It contained a large number of ceramics which most probably were part of the 

original shaft deposit. The uppermost layer consisted of pale yellow-grey sand. The 

ceramic finds are concentrated in three clusters. The highest one is at the depth of 5 – 5.40 

m in a fill of sand mixed with smaller and occasionally larger tafl fragments, consisting of 

twelve pieces of stands, five fragments of beer jars with pointed bottoms, and two 

miniature vessels (one bowl and one cup). In the depth of 6 m, in the same layer, situated 

20 cm under the edge of the disturbed entrance wall to the burial chamber, a cache of 11 

alabaster/travertine miniatures and three ceramic miniature vessels (two bowls and one 

cup), together with a base fragment of a small thin-walled ovoid jar filled with several 

pieces of charcoal and some green and blue beads and two more stone miniature bowls 

were found. It was either in situ closing wall deposit or, as was mentioned above, part of 

the original burial chamber equipment. The following fill is made of mostly tafl fragments 

with enormous amount of pottery, covering the depth of 6 – 6.60 m. Its contents are very 

homogenous and the by far predominant majority  were stands (more than 138 examples) 

and platters (more than 75 examples).247 Small amounts of other classes, especially a few 

beer jars and some miniature vessels, were also present.  The interpretation of the 

lowermost layer is slightly complicated – the stratigraphy (it is situated under the level of 

the robber´s opening in a fill dominated by tafl) could indicate that the lowermost layer 

was an intact deposit – however, the middle to highly eroded nature of the ceramics 

contradicts this theory. Therefore, several robbing activities must have come to place in 

this tomb, resulting in seemingly stratified shaft clusters.  

 In some tombs, unluckily predominantly the poorer ones as they escaped the 

attention of the robbers, the duality of shaft deposits can be observed. In some of the shafts 

in the cemetery of the Lake of Abusir, a lone beer jar was discovered in situ on the bottom 

                                                 
247 This is very similar to the situation in the burial shaft of Princess Hedjetnebu in Royal Abusir. Here, the 

predominant classes from the burial shaft deposit were also large amounts of stands and platters (Verner – 

Callender 2002: Pl. XXI, Kf2; Pl. XXIV, Kf9). 
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of the shaft, leaning in upright position on the eastern side of the shaft opposite to the 

burial niche with the burial (i.e. shaft 3 and 4 in tomb A in area LA-5, shaft 4 and 5 in 

Tomb 2 in area LA-5, discovered in the 2002 season). In three cases (shaft 3, 4 and 5), it 

was filled with Nile mud and in one case (shaft 3) also sealed, therefore surely deposited 

here as part of the offerings. 

 The most interesting are intact pottery finds in shaft 2 in Tomb 1 in area LA-5, 

excavated in the spring season of 2002. Here, the ceramics were found divided in three 

main clusters. In the depth of 3.60 m, laid in one line close to the south wall, four vessels 

were found – one bread form of very shallow type F-1 and three beer jars with a low neck 

of type J-1b (see Fig. xy, one was discovered under the bread form). In the depth of 3.90 

m, more in situ pottery vessels were found, covering the whole level of the shaft, including 

four almost complete beer jars and two broken bread forms. The last cluster included three 

fully preserved beer jars situated in the depth of 4.20 m at the level with the upper end of 

the intact mudbrick wall to the burial niche. Most of the beer jars were still filled with Nile 

mud and originally, all of them were sealed with mud-stoppers. It is relevant to note that 

despite the rather large amount of pottery for this part of cemetery belonging to minor 

officials (altogether at least 12 vessels), only two pottery types are represented, namely 

beer jars and bread forms. That these were not part of some kind of shaft fill but a 

purposeful cultic deposit is proved by their almost intact state of preservation, them having 

the false Nile-mud fill as well as their distribution in well defined layers in the shaft. The 

undisturbed context of the shaft is confirmed by the intact mudbrick wall sealing the 

entrance to a shallow burial niche. 

 The last to be summarized in this interpretation are the pottery finds from the so-

called unfinished or “false” shafts. Their existence and exact form has not yet been 

explained in a fully satisfactory way. Originally they were seen as abandoned shafts 

intended for some family members, however already Petrie interpreted them as secondary 

shafts for ritual offerings (Petrie 1892: 20-21). The main feature is a shallow shaft, 

sometimes partly lined with mudbricks, stone or tafl and the absence of a burial chamber or 

a niche. In some cases, however, a burial is found on their bottom.248 In the ritual shafts 

                                                 
248 In Giza, Hassan examined about 250 of these so-called false shafts. In none of these, there was a burial 

(Hassan 1943: 95). 
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dating from Fourth to Sixth Dynasty found in Meidum,249 Giza250 and Saqqara,251 large 

amounts of almost exclusively thin-walled red-slipped bowls were found.  

 In Abusir South, the situation is slightly different. The pottery coming from the 

ritual/false shafts is usually very simple and almost never comprises exclusively of red-

slipped wares. On the contrary, the most deposits contain only one to three pieces of rough 

wares, such as beer jars, actually very similar to the offering deposits on the floor of the 

poorer burial shafts. However, large ritual shaft deposits made up of predominantly red-

slipped, thin-walled bowls and other fine ware, are also present, such as the two shallow 

shafts E and L in the tomb of Inti, completely empty but for a large assemblage of fine 

wares. This consisted in both cases mostly of different types of bowls, predominantly 

Meidum bowls, bent-sided bowls with and without lip rims, shallow bowls with grooved 

rim etc. According to the pottery recordings, the numbers of red-slipped fragments 

numbered up to several hundreds (Tomášek 2003). Some of them had significant remains 

of resin on their surface, which lead to a hypothesis that these deposits were actually meant 

as a cache for the ceramics used during the mummification process (Bárta 2003). 

 To conclude, a duality of two main burial shaft clusters could be observed in some 

tomb in Abusir South. On the bottom of the shaft, in the area opposite the closing wall to 

the chamber or niche, one to more ceramic vessels, predominantly beer jars, were found. 

Their intended offering nature was confirmed by them being filled with Nile mud in 

imitation of food or drink and subsequently sealed with a mud-stopper. Clusters of 

miniature ceramic and stone vessels were found only in disturbed context, therefore their 

exact origin is impossible to settle securely, as some might have been part of the burial 

equipment misplaced by the robbers. In some cases, also scattered animal bones were 

found in the same context, confirming this could be part of the original offering or rituals 

connected to the sealing of the burial chamber. The second deposit, situated higher up the 

                                                 
249 In mastabas 8, 24 and 27, all dating to the Fourth Dynasty, ceramic deposits containing red bowls were 

found (Petrie 1892: 18).  
250 Ceramic deposits containing broken red vessels were found i.e.  in the mastaba of Rawer (Hassan 1932: 

46-47), in the mastaba G 6052 (Weeks 1994: 95-98) and in the anonymous mastaba G 2330 (Roth 1995: 155-

159, Figs. 86-88). 
251 In the  ritual shaft 1bis in the tomb of Merefnebef (36 bowls and plates), in shaft 19 in the mastaba of 

Kheti (28 bowls and plates), in shaft 34 in the mastaba of Pehenptah (14 bowls and plates and four red-

slipped miniature beer jars), in shaft C2/16 in corridor 2 (17 bowls and plates) and in shaft 49 in the 

anonymous mastaba 2 (27 bowls and plates). For details, see Rzeuska (2004) and Rzeuska (2006a: 494-502). 
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shaft (usually about half-way up the shaft), consists of much more ceramic vessels, 

predominantly rough stands and platters, but also beer jars, bread forms and other storage 

jars. In most cases, they are found in fragmented state and the sherds are highly eroded, but 

there are also a few fully preserved pieces. So far, it cannot be confirmed whether the 

pottery coming from the burial shafts was broken to pieces as part of a ritual or during the 

subsequent robbing activities. The few intact vessels would point rather to the second 

possibility, e.g. the shaft being filled with sand after the burial and in some level, fully 

preserved pottery vessels were thrown in as part of an offering ritual and covered with 

more sand. In the later times, the robbers took out the shaft (or its part) and left the 

contents, including the intact or broken pottery out in the sun and wind, resulting in its 

erosion and later threw them back into the original or neighboring shaft. This would 

explain the coexistence of vessels with sharp and eroded sherds in the same context – some 

might have been broken only during the secondary backfilling of the shaft. 

 

6.1.3 Cultic areas 

 The study of the pottery coming from the cultic areas can be very problematic as 

they usually represent (in comparison with the burial chambers and the shaft) fragments 

from a much larger time span, sometimes within more than one Dynasty. For a proper 

interpretation of the pottery assemblages, a detailed and very well documented vertical 

stratification is required. In the private tombs of officials and palace attendants, there were 

only two to three main types of relevant strata for collecting the pottery – the primary floor 

layers, overlying the floor of well defined original rooms (chapel, serdab, corridor etc.), 

destruction layers overlying the primary deposits (defined from above by a layer of 

collapsed mudbrick and stone and including homogenous fill of darker sand with 

homogenous inclusions of pottery, mudbrick and possibly other finds), and secondary 

refuse deposits (e.g. refuse areas outside of the structures or within it lacking a well 

defined architectural space definition, i.e. the beer jar clusters coming from cultic refuse in 

the area in front of the entrance to the chapel in the tomb of Kaaper). Of course, the 

stratification could have contained more layers of one type, but most usually only one floor 

layer (for more details on definitions of stratigraphy within cultic areas, see Bárta 2006: 

290-293).  

 The primary deposits were studied only in a few cases, most of the pottery coming 

from floor layers consisting of largely fragmented vessels. However, several interesting 
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examples can be given. In the cultic areas, the most numerous groups represented are 

miniature bowls and cups, tall X-shaped stands and bd3 bread forms. All of these were part 

of daily rituals, miniature vessels as offerings and stands combined with bowls or platters 

were situated in front of the niches or false doors of the chapels. An example of a possible 

votive offering is a cluster found in front of the false door in the chapel of Hetepi (area CC) 

consisting of several white washed platters and bowls.252 Fully preserved tall X-shaped 

stands still standing in situ in front of the false doors, on both sides of it, were found i.e. in 

the chapel of the tomb of Gegi and in front of the southern niche in Tomb 3 in the minor 

cemetery in the area of Lake Abusir.253 In the first case, both stands were covered with 

white wash, originally interpreted as imitating limestone or travertine. Considering that the 

walls of the surrounding chapel and the altar situated on the ground were also white 

washed, it is more probable that the white color symbolized purification and sanctification 

of the whole cultic area, including the ceramic material in it.  

 Interesting is the occurrence of lids in areas close to the chapel or in the floor layers 

of the chapel (i.e. one example in the tomb of Kaaper and two lids from the chapel of Ity). 

These were usually meant as a cover for the tall braziers in form of bowl-tables (e.g. bowls 

connected to low ring-stands) used in daily services. In Abusir South, only the lids without 

perforation are available. 

 A notable example of a probably single offering comes from Tomb 2 in the 

cemetery in the area of Abusir Lake. Here, in front of the northernmost niche in the chapel, 

three wooden statues were deposited together with twenty miniature bowls.  

 The secondary deposits, being those of refuse clusters and dump areas, are the most 

numerous sources of pottery finds in the superstructure. They usually consist of pottery 

used in daily rituals and subsequently thrown away close to the place of its use, usually just 

outside of the entrance to the tomb or the chapel. As an example, three large beer jar 

clusters were found on the eastern side of the tomb of Kaaper, close to the entrance to the 

chapel. Interestingly, some of the beer jars were still intact and had remains of the original 

Nile mud filling, evidencing their original ritual purpose. Some of them were white 

washed. There were also some miniature vessels, shallow bowls and bd3 bread forms in 

the clusters, but in much smaller amounts. 

                                                 
252 For analogical finds, see Rzeuska (2006a: 513). 
253 Here, only one stand was found in situ. An imprint of another stand was found in the plastered floor of the 

northern niche in the same chapel. See chapter 5. 

186 
 



 To conclude, the pottery coming from the cultic areas is usually the most difficult 

to interpret. The pottery classes and groups represented are very fragmented and their 

percentage of occurrence can give us only a very approximate idea about their use in the 

daily rituals. The most common finds inside the chapels are tall stands combined with 

bowls or platters, usually situated in front of false doors or niches. The offerings of 

miniature vessels were either deposited on the floor of the chapels or inside these bowls 

and platters. Usually, they are found scattered around the western side of the chapel.  

 In the refuse areas, the by far predominant pottery group is beer jars. These could 

be part of the daily offerings (this would explain the false mud fillings) or as storage jars 

for daily running of the chapel services (e.g. containers for water or food). Their large 

numbers outside the entrances to the chapels and tomb interior were not yet explained in a 

fully satisfactory way. 

 

6.2 Royal Abusir area trend comparisons 

 With regard to the area of the Royal necropolis in Abusir North, despite the large 

amount of pottery finds, only a very small number of these have yet been published. The 

publications include ceramics from the tomb of Ptahshepses (Charvát 1981);254 the temple 

of king Raneferef (Bárta 1994; Bárta 1996; Bárta 2006), the mastabas in the family 

cemetery of Djedkara Isesi (Verner – Callender 2002) and the potter’s workshop and a 

separate kiln in the area of the pyramid complex of Queen Khentkaus (Verner 2001).255 

 The cemetery dating to the time of King Djedkare Isesi was subject to excavations 

in seasons 1976 and 1987. Altogether seven tombs belonging to his family members were 

discovered there. Unluckily, only a very small percentage of the pottery assemblage from 

these tombs was published. The most important features, comparable to the pottery finds in 

Abusir South, are summarized here.  

                                                 
254 The pottery assemblage from the tomb of Ptahshepses came predominantly from highly disturbed and 

mixed contexts, not allowing a comparative analysis of the spatial distribution of the pottery. As for the 

pottery types represented, the assemblage yields all the usual late Old Kingdom shapes and is very similar to 

the material found in Abusir South. Relevant analogies are quoted in the Abusir South pottery corpus 

(chapter 5).  
255 The existence and development of the potter´s workshop and kiln requires a separate and detailed study, 

and as such it is outside of the main topic of this thesis and shall not be dealt with. 
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 In the mastaba of Khekeretnebty, at the bottom of the shaft at a depth of about 5 m, 

an in situ offering consisting of a gazelle foreleg on a red-slipped dish was discovered 

(Verner – Callender 2002: 19). This must have been part of a ritual connected to the 

sealing of the burial chamber. An interesting thick deposit of secondarily used pottery was 

found filling the large space above the burial chamber. It included a number of complete 

vessels and fragments dating to the late Fifth Dynasty date, predominantly beer jars, bread 

forms, tubular stands, X-shaped stands, spouted jars, globular jars, miniature vessels, 

Meidum bowls and platters with knob feet (Verner – Callender 2002: 15). All of these 

most probably came from the refuse dumps from the cultic activity in the area of the Royal 

cemetery, used as cheap building material. Due to the collapsed roofing slab in the main 

burial chamber, part of this fill has fallen down into the chamber. Thus, it was almost 

impossible to distinguish the pottery from the original burial equipment and vessels from 

the refuse pottery in the fill. The groups represented from this assemblage include X-

shaped stands, low ring stands, beer jars, pointed ovoid wine jars, jars with tubular spouts, 

Meidum bowls, large vats with upright grooved rims and especially numerous types of 

miniature cups and bowls (see Verner – Callender 2002: 38-42). Typologically, they all 

belong to the usual production of the late Fifth Dynasty. 

 In the burial shaft of the mastaba of Hedjetnebu in a thick layer of dark sand, 

pottery, fragments of mummy wrappings, pieces of wood covered with stucco, fragments 

of reed mats and cattle bones were found at a depth of 2.5 – 3.3 m. The ceramics included 

both fragmented and still complete vessels, consisting of tall X-shaped stands, low ring-

stands, beer jars, platters, mud stoppers and miniature bowls. The whole context was 

interpreted as part of the original burial equipment from the burial chamber (Verner – 

Callender 2002: 89). However, the contents of the pottery groups point rather to its being a 

shaft deposit, especially the large presence of stands and platters, which are almost never 

present in the burial chambers of the higher officials and palace attendants in the cemetery 

of Abusir South and, on the other hand, constitute almost half of the known burial shaft 

deposits. Further down the shaft, at a depth of 3.8 m, more fragments of mummy 

wrappings and pottery pieces were found, including a dish with traces of gypsum in it and 

fragments of an antelope skeleton. These could be the disturbed remains of the rituals 

connected to the sealing of the burial chamber.256 The pottery from the burial chamber 

                                                 
256 White mortar was used for purifying the enclosed areas and sacred areas altogether, i.e. the entrance wall 

to the burial chamber (See Rzeuska 2006a: 446-448).  
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itself, found around the sarcophagus and under the debris, included roughly the same 

pottery groups of the same quality as the ones from the fill of the shaft. Most of them were 

still intact at the time of discovery. They include several X-shaped stands, low ring-stands, 

low, rough platters with slightly raised rim, beer jars, ovoid wine jars and miniature 

vessels. The most important ceramic find from this context is a mud stopper bearing the 

seal with the Horus name of Djedkare (Verner – Callender 2002: 91). 

 The pottery from the pyramid temple of King Raneferef was subject to an M.A. 

thesis (Bárta 1994) and subsequent studies (Bárta 1996; Bárta 2006). It represents one of 

the major stratified corpuses of the Old Kingdom pottery from the area of pyramid fields. 

The examined pottery assemblage came from 48 rooms and areas (for the definition of 

terminology, see Bárta 2006: 290). These included storerooms, priest quarters, 

communications and finally numerous refuse areas. For the sake of the study of the pottery, 

the vertical stratification of the main activity areas in the temple was analyzed in great 

detail.  

 In the temple communications (e.g. passages connecting different sections of the 

temple, having no other specific function, see Bárta 2006: 299), minimum amounts of 

pottery finds were discovered, limited to a few jars (predominantly jars with a low 

uncarinated neck and rough beer jars), miniature vessels (predominantly miniature bowls) 

and stands (both tall X-shaped stands and the low ring stands) in each area.  

 Refuse areas were characterized by a large amount of waste of diverse character 

including a large variety of pottery. Most of the refuse areas were situated close to 

entrances (i.e. near the slaughterhouse).257 Except for the stands and lids, all pottery classes 

were represented. By far the most numerous was the class of miniature vessels (66.4% of 

all items per area), consisting mainly of miniature bowls. Next was the class of jars 

(14.5%), including the largest amount of beer jars and less storage jars with uncarinated 

neck and low sharply carinated neck; followed by the class of bowls (11.1%), consisting 

mainly of different types of Meidum bowls with recurved rim and bent-sided bowls. The 

class of platters (namely rough platters with knob feet) and bread forms (exclusively flat 

´prt trays)258 is represented each by less than 1% in every area.  

                                                 
257 Such a position of large refuse deposits was noted also in Giza to the north of the entrance to the pyramid 

temple of Menkaura (Reisner 1931: 13) and in Dahshur near the eastern entrance to the temple of Snofru 

(Fakhry 1959: 33).  
258 Bárta suggested an increased popularity of this type of bread forms during the Fifth Dynasty as compared 

to previous periods (Bárta 2006: 300). However, his classification makes it obvious that no difference was 
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 The priest rooms are the smallest and latest structures from the period of the Old 

Kingdom, being built during the reign of Djedkara Isesi (Bárta 2006: 301). They were built 

as small shelters for the priests conducting the daily rituals in the temple by the means of 

partitioning several rooms. Here, the greatest variety of pottery types was found. Using the 

present classification, surprisingly, the most numerous was the class of bowls (52.8% per 

area), followed by miniature vessels (26.1%), stands (12.3%) and then jars and bd3 bread 

forms each less than 1%. By far the most predominant pottery groups were thin-walled 

Meidum bowls with recurved rims, bent-sided bowls and shallow bowls with modeled rim, 

together with tall X-shaped stands and miniature bowls. This confirms the iconographic 

evidence of presenting Meidum bowls and tall stands as one functional unit. Their 

numerous occurrences in living quarters is quite logical, as they were designed 

predominantly for serving food and as such make up a large portion of pottery finds from 

settlement contexts.259  

 The content of different storerooms in the temple was not identical. For example, in 

the north-western storerooms, the best represented were miniature vessels (53%), followed 

by bowls (19.5%) and jars (17.2%) and less than 1% of stands and bread forms. As for the 

pottery groups, after the miniature bowls and cups, the most numerous were rough beer 

jars, followed by tall X-shaped stands and jars with uncarinated neck. The large percentage 

of bowls in the assemblage was divided into altogether 11 types each represented only by a 

few examples. The large amount of miniature vessels is explained by their being stored 

there before their use in the daily services (after which they were disposed of in the refuse 

areas outside of the main entrances). In the storage jars, all the supplies for running the 

daily service as well as feeding the priests and their dependants living in the temple area 

were contained (Bárta 2008:  306). 

 Comparison with the pottery finds from Abusir South is difficult, especially from 

the viewpoint of the spatial distribution. In the temple of Raneferef, despite the fact that it 

is functionally a ritual structure, the spatial division is quite different from that in a 

funerary complex. The purely funerary context is altogether missing and the cultic context 

is suppressed in favor of the living areas (priest quarters), storage areas (storage rooms) 

and communications (passages), all of which are not present in the tombs of higher 

                                                                                                                                                    
made between aprt forms and rough flat trays and platters designated for serving food (e.g. having no traces 

of fire and often covered with red slip on the inner surface). Therefore, some of the so-called aprt forms 

might have actually been platters.  
259 In the Giza Plateau Mapping Project, bowls constitute 24.05% of all pottery finds (Wodzińska 2007: 301). 
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officials. In the case of storerooms, these are present but the stratigraphy does not allow a 

detailed study. Refuse deposits, in some cases positioned similarly to the ones from the 

temple of Raneferef (i.e. the beer jar clusters outside the entrance to the chapel of Kaaper, 

see above) could be identified in Abusir South, however they seem to consist 

predominantly of rough wares such as beer jars and only a limited number of miniature 

vessels is attested in them. 

 From the point of a comparative typological study, the bulk of the pottery 

corresponds to the pottery types found in Abusir South cemetery. However, there are also 

some differences, such as an absence of certain pottery groups and types characteristic for 

the second part of the Sixth Dynasty (reign of Pepy II) in the pyramid temple. The best 

example is the tall bread forms with massive foot (F-3), confirming the end of cultic 

activities sometime during the reign of Pepi I. Also, the predominance of miniature vessels 

in almost all types of areas within the pyramid temple is very different from the situation in 

Abusir South, where the number of their occurrence depends on the social status of the 

owner as well as the date of construction of the tomb, however generally their amounts in 

burial chambers, shafts and superstructures is rather limited and only in several cases 

surpasses the other pottery classes by such high numbers. The high numbers of fine pottery 

vessels, such as Meidum bowls, are logical for a temple structure of this importance and 

are not comparable with distribution in the tombs of higher officials and attendants. Only 

towards the end of the Old Kingdom, a much larger occurrence of red-slipped wares in the 

burial chambers and in the funerary cult can be observed (i.e. the tomb of Senedjemib, Qar 

Junior and the tomb of Inti), in accordance with the stronger economic power of the higher 

classes.  

6.3 Chronological implications of the pottery assemblage 

 The development of the pottery and its chronological importance as one of the 

dating criteria for the study of the history of the Old Kingdom have been studied in more 

or less detail in most of the publications dealing with such. As an example, Brunton 

divided the pottery of the second half of the Old Kingdom and the First Intermediate 

period into two main sections, namely Dynasty IV to V and Dynasty VI to VIII (Brunton 

1927; Brunton 1928).260 Reisner attempted a more detailed sequence, with four periods (I – 

                                                 
260 His division is rather incorrect, as especially in the second period, there is a considerable change in pottery 

type production, such as the disappearance of the thin-walled, red-slipped wares and appearance of new 
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reign of Khufu to the middle part of the reign of Rakhef; II – the latter part of the reign of 

Rakhef to the end of the reign of Neferirkara, III – latter part of Fifth Dynasty and IV – 

Sixth Dynasty). At present, both divisions seem oversimplified. However, only in several 

sites, where both the relative and absolute chronology could be established based on 

external dating criteria, was a more detailed sequence system set out (see also Wodzińska 

2008). Thus, in Saqqara West, the pottery of the Sixth Dynasty could be divided into four 

main periods, namely from  the reign of Teti to Weserkare, from the reign of Pepi I to 

Merenre, the first half of the reign of Pepi II and the second half of the reign of Pepi II. The 

sequence is based on the relative sequence of the occurrence of certain beer  jar types and 

was confirmed in absolute dating by non-ceramic chronological indicators, such as the 

names of the rulers in the domain names, names and titles of the deceased and the style of 

relief decoration (Rzeuska 2006a: 383).  

 In Abusir, no such chronological sequence was offered for the development of the 

pottery. However, some main dating cross-points can be established. The cemetery was in 

full function in the late Third Dynasty, probably lasting to the very beginning of the Fourth 

Dynasty (i.e. the tomb of Ity, the tomb of Hetepi and probably anonymous tomb MM). No 

building activities are attested for the bulk of the Fourth Dynasty yet. The cemetery 

became popular again in the early Fifth Dynasty (one of the earliest tombs from this period 

is probably the tomb of Kaaper) and was extensively used up to the end of the Sixth 

Dynasty. In the cemetery of Abusir South, the best attested pottery assemblages seem to 

come from several periods: the very beginning of the Fifth Dynasty (the reign of Userkaf 

and Sahure), the latter part of the Fifth Dynasty (after Niuserre), the period between Pepy I 

and Merenre and finally, from the reign of Pepy II. These differ considerably in the pottery 

types represented, their quality and quantity in the tombs and the exact morphology of the 

vessels. Unluckily, compared to Saqqara West, the pottery material is too wide-spanned to 

establish a more precise chronological sequence at the present time. Also, in numerous 

tombs only exemplary pieces were recorded, without detailed drawing or photographic 

documentation, which is required for the study of the morphological development of 

pottery types.  

 Only several pottery types were chosen for the chronological study. These include 

both fine ware (Meidum bowls, deep bowls with modelled rims, bent-sided bowls and 

                                                                                                                                                    
pottery types. The exact relationship of the pottery of the terminal Old Kingdom and the First Intermediate 

Period has not yet studied in detail.  
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bent-sided bowls with lip rim) as well as rough kitchen wares (especially beer jars, bread 

forms and some platters). Some types are a chronological indicator in themselves, being 

attested only for a short period of time or having a rather well established time span of 

use.261 These include the tall slender jar with cord decoration (type J-6) whose occurrence 

and use is attested only up to the end of the Third Dynasty. Similarly, the slender beer jar 

with a cord decoration imitation (type J-1h) is present only in the tombs up to the end of 

the Third Dynasty. On the other hand, the slender Hs jar became popular only at the very 

end of the Sixth Dynasty and is most attested from the First Intermediate Period onwards.  

 However, the bulk of pottery is much less identifiable without a more detailed 

morphological study. For example, the bDA bread forms or tall X-shaped stands exist in 

approximately the same form throughout the whole Old Kingdom and their chronological 

sequence can be established mostly by the use of mathematics (i.e. the relations between 

different descriptors) and later, experience in the field. 

 The most commonly used fine pottery type for chronological studies are the 

Meidum bowls, e.g. bowls with recurved rims and rounded bases. These were subject to 

several studies (see in detail chapter 4.2.1) and the following criteria can be summarized. 

These are some of the pottery types longest in use, attested in more closed forms already in 

the Archaic Period (Op de Beck 2000: 6-7). Thus, the evolutionary sequence is easy to 

observe. The height of the vessel gradually decreased into an open form and the greatest 

diameter shifted from the shoulder to the rim, changing the shape of the rim from almost 

straight to flaring (Rzeuska 2008: 227). At the same time, their general height, the height 

of the rim and the distance between the rim and the shoulder was reduced (e.g. the position 

of the neck is becoming higher), resulting in more shallow forms. As to the shape of the 

shoulder, analyses in Giza (Wodzińska 2008: 119) confirmed its gradual change from 

angular to rounded (see also Op de Beck 2008: 265). On the other hand, one has to realize 

the limits of the use of Meidum bowls as chronological indicators. They were luxury 

tableware, and as such, might have been kept in possession for a long time before being 

placed in the tomb. In Saqqara West, bowls of very different chronological shapes were 

quite often found in one tomb (Rzeuska 2006a: 409). The resulting notion is that when 

considering the date of a Meidum bowl, it is the date of its manufacture and not the date of 

                                                 
261 In contrast to other pottery types, such as bDA forms, which existed in approximately the same form 

throughout the whole Old Kingdom, thus one has to study their exact morphology in detail. Another example 

can be tall X-shaped stands, attested in almost all periods of Egyptian history.  
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its deposition in the tomb that comes down to us. Therefore, their use as chronological 

indicator for the burial is limited to a terminus post quem. 

The study of the development of the beer jars seems to be more promising, due to 

their large occurrence in almost all contexts, high level of preservation and short life-

span.262 They can be used as chronological indicators either from the viewpoint of 

development and sequence of specific types (Rzeuska 2006a; Rzeuska 2008) or on the 

basis of their size and volume (Bárta 1996). The first system is limited to a few 

chronologically well established beer jar types, such as the slender beer jar with an 

imitation of cord decoration on its rim and shoulder (type J-1h), which is attested only until 

the end of the Third Dynasty or the spindle-shaped jar with sharp pointed V-shaped base 

(type J-1c) which is dated to the Sixth Dynasty. The mass of beer jar types was common in 

more than one dynasty or, their occurrence from disturbed contexts confuses our 

chronological sequence. This is the case with short U-shaped beer jars (type J-1g) which 

seem to be limited to the Sixth Dynasty, but their occurrence in cultic spaces of much 

earlier structures also does not exclude an earlier date. With the most common types, such 

as the simple ovoid tapering jar with contracted mouth (type J-1a) or with a low rim (type 

J-1b), there is an additional requirement for the analysis of their sizes and volume. Bárta 

was one of the first to point out that the height and width of beer jars are of chronological 

significance, especially for the period of the late Old Kingdom (Bárta 1996 and 2007: 307). 

He compared three assemblages of beer jars from the period of the early Fifth to early 

Sixth Dynasty263, with a resulting notion that both values increased over time with jars 

becoming more slender, taller  and having more capacity (from 25/27 to 34/35 cm in height 

and from 1.5 to 2.6 liters in capacity). A similar observation was made by Rzeuska for the 

beer jars coming from the cemetery in Saqqara, here increasing from 30 cm at the 

beginning of the Sixth Dynasty to 42 cm at its end (Rzeuska 2006: 386). However, none of 

them stresses the fact that only beer jars of the same or very similar type can be compared 

in the size and the volume analysis.  

                                                 
262 Meaning that as a common kitchen ware, they were not kept for generations and after use, they were 

simply discarted. This, especially in comparison with the above mentioned Meidum bowls, shortens the time 

span between their use and their time of deposit (see also Rzeuska 2008). 
263 It was the assemblage from the mastaba of Kaaper (early Fifth Dynasty), assemblage from Raneferef´s 

mortuary complex (middle of the Fifth Dynasty) and mastaba of Fetekti (early Sixth Dynasty). See Bárta 

(1996) and Bárta (2007:307). 
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 An important chronological marker is also the richness of the tomb and the variety 

of its burial equipment, reflecting different prosperity levels. Compared to the Fourth and 

Fifth Dynasties, the tombs of the nobles of the Sixth Dynasty are incomparably richer, due 

to the decentralized royal authority, expanded foreign trade and the transfer of artistic and 

craft activity from the center to the periphery.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

195 
 



Conclusions 
 In this thesis, the large assemblage of pottery of the late Old Kingdom coming from 

the excavations of the Czech Institute of Egyptology in the cemetery of Abusir South was 

studied. This assemblage provides invaluable information about the history of the cemetery 

as a whole complex, both in its relation to other cemeteries in the Memphite region and in 

relation to the assemblages coming from the socially divided areas in the Abusir necropolis 

itself, e.g. the royal cemetery in the north and the cemetery of both higher officials and 

palace attendants together with their minor dependants in the south.  

 The pottery was studied in the light of several main aspects – from the viewpoint of 

its classification and typology, the vessel manufacturing techniques, the chronological 

impact and dating limitations of the pottery and, finally, the relevant spatial divisions both 

according to the cultic and burial spaces in the tombs and in relation to the social status of 

the tomb owner.  

The main contribution of this study is the establishment of a new Abusir South 

pottery classification. Although this system is based on several pre-existing systems, none 

of them could be fully adopted mainly due to their inconvenience and incompatibility with 

our ceramic assemblage and its individual forms. The basis for this classification is an 

alphanumeric system (i.e. Wodzińska 2007) with some enlargements from the Saqqara 

West pottery typology (Rzeuska 2006a) and a categorization system based on a 

combination of both functional and morphological attributes (Bárta 1994). For 

convenience, a simple lettering system was adopted, creating seven pottery classes (i.e. 

jars, bowls, stands etc.) divided into pottery groups (such as beer jars) and further into 

types (i.e. beer jars with low necks) and, finally, variations (straight neck, flaring neck 

etc.). This classification system is an open one, and newly discovered pottery groups, types 

or variations can easily be sorted into it. Furthermore, its main chronological impact is on 

the division between types and their variations and for some groups and types, of which 

exemplary cases of development from the Fourth Dynasty on are herein offered, discussing 

both old and new proposals for chronologically important markers in the forms. 

The main importance of a detailed study and analysis of the pottery fabrics, 

production methods and surface treatment is in its relation to the typological study of the 

pottery. In most cases, a direct line between certain pottery groups and their production 

method could be observed, especially with the most common ones like beer jars, bread 
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forms or stands, making it possible to identify a pottery group or type even from very small 

body fragments. Thus, a more reliable pottery distribution within certain contexts can be 

acquired. 

In the core of this thesis, the pottery was studied in its spatial distribution, where 

several main features could be observed. In most cases, several different contexts closely 

connected to the dating of the tomb complex were analyzed. The pottery coming from the 

direct funerary context, e.g. the burial chamber, was considered chronologically most 

important, enabling us in most cases to establish the date of the original construction of the 

tomb, especially when other iconographic or epigraphic sources are absent. In most cases, 

the pottery in the burial chambers seems to include only some pottery classes, 

predominantly bowls and jars. The jars are both rough (beer jars) and very fine, covered 

with red slip and polished. In many cases, the original false filling consisting of Nile mud, 

substituted for the real offering (wine, beer or grains), is still preserved and the vessels are 

found with intact mud stoppers, indicating their intentional filling with just such a 

substance. The other most common pottery class in the burial chambers is the thin-walled, 

red-slipped bowl, predominantly with recurved rim (Meidum bowls) or bent-sided walls, 

having a simple, lipped or spouted rim. They were most probably intended as tableware for 

the deceased, e.g. for serving food in the Afterlife. As regards the large occurrence of 

miniature ceramic vessels, this seems to be limited to the Fifth Dynasty, although some 

individual pieces also occur much later. Finally, from these examples, a clear development 

from larger, well made, red-slipped vessels to the mass production of untreated vessels 

with sometimes highly irregular shapes can be observed in the course of the early Fifth to 

the beginning of the Sixth Dynasty.  

The second most important (and by far more numerous) is the pottery coming from 

the so-called shaft deposits, consisting of both original and possibly disturbed contexts. 

These ceramics have to be studied with caution, especially in connection with the stratified 

layers within the shaft (e.g. the substance of the sand and the inclusions in the layers). 

However, in most cases, even disturbed shaft deposits can offer us considerable 

information about the construction date of that particular burial, as the burial shaft deposits 

can be divided into several levels; for example, several vessels (beer jars, bread forms and 

sometimes miniature vessels) laid on the bottom of the shaft, in front of the sealing wall to 

the chamber; and the main shaft deposit consisting of a thick layer of both severely broken 

and fully preserved vessels, predominantly stands and platters and subordinately beer jars 

and bread forms, situated approximately in the central part of the shaft. Unluckily, the total 
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sum of vessels from a single burial shaft sometimes numbered in the several hundreds, and 

quite often there was not enough time and opportunity for a detailed analysis and full 

documentation of all fragments, therefore the general results from the study are only 

preliminary and can change considerably with more detailed research.   

  The areas of cultic deposits and refuse areas are subject to the same problem, 

specifically too many pieces of overly fragmented and eroded vessels in highly disturbed 

contexts. The relevance of the study of pottery coming from superstructure fills has to be 

considered case by case, as sometimes, Roman sherds can be found together with a Third 

Dynasty beer jar with a cord decoration. In most cases, only the collections of floor 

deposits have significance for the establishment of the date of the main cultic activity in 

the tomb. In situ finds, such as tall stands in the false doors or niches are very rare. The 

most common contexts are smaller to large refuse clusters, situated close to the entrance to 

the chapel. In these, the most predominant pottery group is by far the beer jar, sometimes 

filled with Nile mud, followed by many types of bowls of fine to inferior quality. All of 

these were part of daily offering rituals in the chapels and they were deposed of after use, 

providing us with enormous amounts of beer jars and their fragments in the cemeteries. 

 Last but not least, spatial analyses of the secondary use of the pottery (e.g. in the fill 

of the mastaba core, secondary walls, etc.) are of great importance, allowing for the 

creation of a terminus post quem for the secondary structure and thus a dating span for the 

structures situated in the strata connected to it. Conversely, secondary funerary structures 

in which primary pottery is found are slightly different matters, as this situation provides 

us with a terminus ante quem for the main structure into which they are incorporated.  

 

 It this thesis, the author studied and analyzed a large corpus of pottery coming from 

the cemetery in Abusir South in its chronological, typological, social and technological 

facets. The corpus is an extremely important research source for both the general history 

and archaeology of the terminal Old Kingdom, providing us with comparative models for 

the future study of wider socio-economic aspects of the production and distribution of the 

ceramic material culture. 
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 Fig. 30. The ground plan of the tomb of Kaaper (area AA). Bárta (2001: 144, Fig. 4.1).  
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Fig. 31. Ground plan of the tomb of Fetekty and Mehy (area BB), the tomb of Hetepi (area CC), the tomb of 
Rahotep and Isesiseneb (area DD) and the minor cemetery around the tomb of Fetekty (area FF). Bárta (2001: 56, 

Fig. 3.1). 
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Fig. 32. Ground plan of the tomb of Ity (area EE). Bárta (2001: 3, Fig. 1.2). 
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Fig. 33. Ground plan of the tomb complex of the vizier Qar (area GG) and the adjacent tombs of his sons (area 
HH). Bárta (2009: 56, Fig. 5.2.2). 

 

209 
 



 

Fig. 34. The section and ground plan of shaft 5 in the tomb of Qar and its intact burial chamber. Bárta (2009:  82, 
Fig. 5.2.35). 
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Fig. 35. The ground plan of the burial chamber B (Qar Junior) in the tomb of Senedjemib and Qar Junior.  Bárta  
(2009: Fig. 6.2.22).  

 

Fig. 36. Ground plan of burial chamber A (Senedjemib) in the tomb of Senedjemib and Qar Junior. Bárta (2009: 
6.2.27)  
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Fig. 37. Ground plan of the burial chamber of Neferinpu (area OO). Frontal view of the beer jars leaning on the 
sarcophagus. Archive of the Czech Institute of Egyptology. 
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Type J1a 

                 J‐1aI      

 

    J‐1aII  

Fig. 38. Type J-1a (beer jar with ovoid slightly tapering body and to some extant pointed base) with two 
variations, I – simple rim, II – modelled rim. Examples (from above): LA5-T3-2; 3/OO/2007; 9.OO.2007 and 

14.OO.2007. 
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Type J1b 

 J‐1bI   

 

J‐1bII‐III   

 
Fig. 39. Type J-1b (beer jar with low neck and ovoid tapering body with to some extant pointed base), with three 

variations: I – straight neck, II – neck turned in, III – neck turned out. Examples (from above): LA5-T1-sh2; 
17/OO/2007; 13/OO/2007 and 10/OO/2007. 
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Type J1d 

 

 
Fig. 40. Type J-1d (massive beer jar with broad articulated shoulders, wide ovoid body and rounded bottom). 

Example: 8.OO.2007. 
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Type J1e 

           
Fig. 41. Type J-1e (tall beer jar with articulated shoulders and cylindrical slightly tapering body with rounded 

base). Examples (from left): 33.OO.2007 and JJ-G-02. 

Type J1f 

                     
Fig. 42. Type J-1f (tall beer jar with straight rim, tubular body and rounded base). Examples: JJ-10-2000 and JJ-

K-03. 
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Type J2a 

   J‐2aI  

J‐2aII   

Fig. 43. Type J-2a (small finer bowl with ovoid body), with two variations: I – roll rim with smooth neck; II – low 
slightly articulated neck. Examples (from above): 30/OO/2007; 86-13/HH/2000; 103-4/HH/2000 and 103-

5/HH/2000. 
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Type J3a 

                 J‐3aI 

              J‐3aII 

 

Fig. 44. Type J-3a (fine jar with straight taller neck and ovoid body), with two variations: I – ovoid shape, II – 
more globular shape. Examples: 33/OO/2007 and 31/HH/2007. 
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Type J4a 

   

Type J4b                                                 Type J4c 

                       
Fig. 45. Different types of group J-4. Examples (from above): 86-1/HH/2000 (type J-4a); 105/HH/2001 (type J-4b) 

and 86-12/HH/2000 (type J-4c). 
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Type J4d 

          
Fig. 46. Type J-4d (tall jars with two shoulder handles and flat base). Examples: 2/HH-ShC/2002 and 3/HH-

ShC/2002. 

 

 

Type J4e 

 
Fig. 47. Type J-4e (smaller jars with bulging body, belly handles and flat base). Examples: 86-4/HH/2000 and 86-

6/HH/2000. 
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Type J7a 

 

 Fig. 48. Type J-7a (slender Hs jar with flaring neck and narrow flat base). Example JJ-ShE-01.  

 

Type J10a 

   
Fig. 49. Type J-10a (large rough jar with ovoid body and short neck). Examples from the tomb of Inti, shaft A. 
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Type J10b 

 
Fig. 50. Type J-10b (large rough ovoid jar with bulging body and short neck). Example: 144/JJ/2000. 

Type J12a 

 
Fig. 51. Type J-12a (large globular jar with a short neck). Example: 106/HH/2000. 
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Group J11 

 
Fig. 52. Example of group J-11 (small rough ovoid jars), type J-11a. Example 53.ASW.2007. 

 

 

 

Type J13a                                                Type J13b 

                  

 
Fig. 53. Type J-13a (squat jar with greatest bulge at the shoulder) and type J-13b (squat jar with the greatest 

bulge in the middle of the body). Examples: LL-Sh5-22 and 9/AA/1991. 
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Type B1a 

 

   

 

B1aI 

 

 

B1aII 

 

 

Fig. 54. Type B-1a (bowl with recurved rim and sharply carinated shoulder). Examples from Abusir (Kaiser 1969: 
58, XV, 101, 102, 98).  
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Type B1b 

 
B‐1bIII 

 

 

 

B‐1bII 

Fig. 55. Type B-1b (bowl with recurved rim and rounded shoulder), variations III (largest diameter at the 
shoulder) and II (largest diameter at both shoulder and rim). Examples: JJ-ShE-08 (type B-1bI), LL-Sh5-31 and 

LL-Sh5-37 (type B-1bII). 
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Type B1b 

 

Fig. 56. Type B-1bI (bowl with recurved rim, rounded shoulders and maximum diameter at the rim). Example: 
Kaiser (1969: XVII, no. 109). 

 

Type B1c 

 

Fig. 57. Type B-2c (deep bowl with recurved rim and rounded shoulders). Example 8-1/OO/2007. 
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Type B2a 

 

 

 

 

 
Fig. 58. Type B-2a (bent-sided bowl with simple rim and straight sides). Examples: JJ-ShL-09; 15-2/ASW/2007 

and LL-Sh5-45. 
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Type B2b 

 

 
B‐2bI 

 

 

B‐2bII 

 

Fig. 59. Type B-2b (bent-sided bowl with modelled rim) with two variations: I – angular transition of the sides, II – 
smooth transition of the sides. Examples: 15-1/ASW/2007 and JJ-ShL-02. 
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Type B2c 

 
Fig. 60. Type B-2c (bent-sided bowl with lip rim). Example JJ-ShE-10. 
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Type B3a 

 
Fig. 61. Type B-3a (rounded bowl with rim spout). Example 9/OO/2007. 

 

Type B3b 

 

Fig. 62. Type B-3b (large bowl or vat with tubular spout). Examples: Kaiser (1969: XLV, no. 224) and LL-Sh5-02. 
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Type B4a 

 
Fig. 63. Type B-4a (bowl with simple contracted rim). Example AA-1-91. 

 

Type B4b 

 

 

 

Fig. 64. Type B-4b (bowl with contracted grooved rim). Examples JJ-ShE-4 and JJ-ShE-5. 
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Type B5a 

 

 

  

 
Fig. 65. Type B-5a (deep rounded bowl with grooved rim). Examples: JJ-ShL-03, JJ-ShL-01 and JJ-ShE-02. 
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Type B5b 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Fig. 66. Type B-5b (very deep and large bowl with straight sides and grooved rim). Examples: LL-Sh5-21 and LL-

Sh5-49. 
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Type B6a 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Fig. 67. Type B-6a (shallow bowl with rounded walls and grooved rim). Examples: LL-Sh5-24, LL-Sh5-25, LL-

Sh5-26 and JJ-ShL-14. 
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Type B7 

 

 

 
Fig. 68. Type B-7a (shallow bowls with outer modelled rim). Examples: 100/HH/2000 and LL-Sh5-14. 

 

Type B8a 

 
Fig. 69. Type B-8a (bowl with concave walls, simple rim and flat base). Example LL-Sh5-12. 

 

Type B8b 

 
Fig. 70. Type B-8b (bowl with rounded walls, modelled rim and flat base). Example 12.ASW.2007. 
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Type B9a 

 

 

 
Fig. 71. Type B-9a (low plates with simple out-turned rim). Examples 71-73/HH/2000. 

 

Type B10a 

 
Fig. 72. Type B-10a (shallow plate with inner groover). Example from the tomb of Kaaper. 

 

Type B11a 

 
Fig. 73. Type B-11a (beaker with concave walls and simple rim). Example LL-Sh5-01. 
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Type S1a 

  
Fig. 74. Type S-1a (tall X-shaped stand) with two variations, I – simple rim, II – articulated rim. Examples: 

1.ASW.2007 and 3.ASW.2007 

Type S1b 

 
Fig. 75. Type S-1b (extremely concave X-shaped stand). Example HH-ShA-01. 
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Group S2 

 
Fig. 76. Type S-2aII (tall A-shaped stand with modelled rim). Example 6/AA/1991. 

 

Group S3 

 
Fig. 77. Type S-3a (tall tubular stand). Example 5.ASW.2007. 
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Group S4 

 
Fig. 78. Group S-4 (shorter stands with diaphragm). Example 30.ASW.2007. 

 

Type S6a 

   
Fig. 79. Type S-6a (low ring-stand with concave walls), I – simple rim, II – modelled rim.  

 

Type S6b 

 
Fig. 80. Type S-6b (low ring stands with articulated concave walls). Examples JJ-ShL-05 and JJ-ShL-06. 
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Group F1 

 

   
Fig. 81. Group F-1 (bD3 bread form with rounded base). Examples: 10.OO.2007 and LA5-T1-Sh2. 

 

 

Group F2 

 

 

 
Fig. 82. Group F-2 (bread form with flat base). Examples 36.OO.2007 and 37.OO.2007. 
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Group F3 

 

 

 

 

 
Fig. 83. Group F-3 (bread forms with massive tubular foot).  
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Group P1                                      Group P2 

    
Fig. 84. Left: Type P-1a (platter with straight sides and simple rim), 57.ASW.2007. Right: Type P-2a (platter with 

accentuated straight base and inner modelled rim), 46.ASW.2007. 

Group P3 

   
Fig. 85. Type P-3a (platters with short-ledged base and grooved rim). 
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Group P3 

 

    

 
Fig. 86. Left: Type P-3b (platter with short-ledged base and very thick untreated body), 43.ASW.2007. Right: 

Type P-3c (platter with short-ledged base and angular rim with inner grooves), 45.ASW.2007. 

 

 

Group P7 

 

 
Fig. 87. Type P-7a (platter with long-ledged straight rim). Example from the tomb of Kaaper.  
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Type MB1 

     

       
Fig. 88. Type MB-1 (miniature bowls with straight to convex walls). Examples: LL-Sh5-07, 1-13/ASW/2007 and 2-

19/ASW/2007. 

 

 

Type MB2  

   

 
Fig. 89. Type MB-2 (miniature bowls with concave walls). Examples: 1-93/ASW/2007, LL-Sh5-06. 

 

 

Type MB4 

 

 

                        

Fig. 90. Type MB-4 (taller miniature bowls with straight walls). Examples: 125-1,2,3,4/HH/2001 and AA-BCH-01. 
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Type MC1 

      
MC‐1a 

                
MC‐1b                                                                                                                              MC‐1c 

Fig. 91. Type MC-1 (miniature cup with simple rim), with three variations: open rim (MC-1a), half closed rim 
(MC-1b) and contracted rim (MC-1c). Examples: 2-1, 2, 3, 4 and 7/ASW/2007 and AA-BCH-MC1. 

 

Type MC3 

                          

 
MC‐3a                                                      MC‐3b                                                  MC‐3c 

Fig. 92. Type MC-3 (miniature cup with recurved rim), variations: straight rim (MC-3a), open rim (MC-3b) and 
flaring rim (MC-3c). Examples: 2-5/ASW/2007, AA-BCH-MC3b and AA-BCH-MC3c. 
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Type MV1 

                    
Fig. 93. Type MV-1a (miniature vase with flat rim), example 2-11/ASW/2007. 

 

Group MJ 

           

 
Fig. 94. Group MJ (miniaturized jars), variations MJ-1(miniaturized beer jars), MJ-3 (miniaturized squat jars), 

MJ-2 (miniaturized jar with convex walls). Examples from the tomb of Kaaper and jar 2-2.KK.2007. 
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Clay types 

 
Nile A 

 

Nile B1 

 

Nile B2 

 

Nile C 
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Marl A1 

 

Marl A2 

 

Marl A4 

 

Marl B 

 

Marl D 
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