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[bookmark: _GoBack][image: ]“Write a clear description in your own words of the objects we examined and recreated in the workshop. This should follow archaeological guidelines, such as for an object entry in an excavation report or museum catalogue and should also consider some of the issues raised by physically recreating the object.”
[image: ]The item in diagram 1 is thought to be a funerary cone found during the Gaza Research Project’s seasons at al-Moghraqa, in 1999 and 2000. It is made of fired clay of unknown origin, is conical in shape and has been adorned with two impressions of the same stamp, the prenomen of Thutmose III (Steel, 2004). 
Thutmose III co-ruled over Egypt with his Step mother Hatshepsut from 1473-1458 BC and continued to rule as Pharaoh after her death until around 1425 BC. It is thought that during Thutmose III’s reign, he led a campaign through Gaza and Palestine, which may explain the presence of this cone in al-Moghraqa, even if the area was conquered after Hatshepsut’s death. (Ray, 1994; Steel, 2004).Diagram 1; ‘funerary cone’ of Thutmose III

[image: ]This cone was found on the upper levels of the site in an area of sandy deposition along with many other pieces of similar cones and fragments. Several of the other fragments had the impression of Hatshepsut’s prenomen. This supports the conclusion that this area may have been under Egyptian control during the 18th dynasty.
[image: ]Similar examples of these cones have been found in Egypt, mostly in the Theban area. Although funerary cones begin to appear in earlier dynasties, they’re use is most prominent during the 18th dynasty, the period these cones are thought to date to (Redford, Redford, 2002; Clayton, 2013; Aldred, 1957; el-Mahdy, 1991; Steel, 2002). 
An interesting feature on this cone is the clear imprint of the hand that held the soft clay while pushing the impressions into the base and side. Similar cones from the same period in Egypt, show a far more complex seal and little human wear from the creation process which implies the technology        used in Egypt hadn’t yet reached this area of the kingdom (Clayton, 2013; Redford, 2002).18TH Dynasty Egypt Map
Current location of al-Moghraqa

[image: C:\Users\Hawys.jones\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet Files\Content.IE5\RULHQE1H\IMG_2173.JPG]

[image: ]When trying to re-create this object, the creation of the conical shape itself didn’t need any particular skill. Imprinting the seal onto the cone while the clay was still wet however proved difficult. It was hard to handle the wet clay in any way without leaving finger marks from where you held the wet cone. Leaving a seal imprint on the cone base without the cone collapsing inward a little, was almost impossible. I experimented with using hot water on the wooden stamp seal I was using, and the clay did hold the imprint more clearly, but not to the same level as the artefact. Upon reflection, the room we were working in was quite cold that day, and that most locations in the near/middle-east would be considerably warmer and more humid, making the clay far more malleable and less likely to crack, which was another problem I encountered. After studying the pictures more closely and realising each cone had an uneven lip and finger marks on the base, I believe the seal on the side of the cone was applied directly to the wet clay during the making process, pressing in the imprint of the workers hand around the trunk of the cone. However, because of the problems during the re-creation, I think the base was imprinted with a seal, separately, on a circular piece of clay pressed into the palm, and then applied to the base of the cone before firing, creating the lip we see. Terracotta cones 1-6 stamped with prenomen of Hatshepsut and Thutmose III. Example of how finger marks may have appeared on the base of a cone.

There are examples of seals in this region at this time (Melink, 1966), many made from clay or stone. Whereas any wooden seals would have perished, the simple almost plain nature of the hieroglyphs, like the quality of the cone in general, again imply Egyptian technology was not used/established. Given the lack of discovery of any seals at the site it’s reasonable to assume the seal that made the impression was made from some sort of organic/wood material. 
[image: ][image: http://www.ucl.ac.uk/museums-static/digitalegypt/thebes/archive/uc37678.gif]EGYPTIAN funerary cone base dated to Hatshepsut/Thutmose III period – 18th Dynasty.
Gaza funerary cone base thought to date to period of Hatshepsut/Thutmose III– 18th Dynasty.
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