Object Analysis – Connected Worlds
Egyptian Funerary Cone
Clay with reed and stone meshing.
Round bell-shaped end approx. 5cms round;
Bronze Age, Thutmose iii, and Hatshepsut prenomen.

The original funerary cone was found at a Bronze Age locale called el-Moghraqa approximately 700 m north of Tell el- ‘Ajjul a sand dune and farmland area to the north of the wadi-Gaza. This was an area known as the Palestinian terminus of the ‘Ways of Horus’ an important point of economic and military contact between Egypt and Palestine at the time of Thutmose iii, and his co-ruler Hatshepsut. El- Moghraqa was discovered in 1996, and worked on in both 1999 and 2000, before suspension of activities, by Steel et al and the Gaza Research Project. The original cone had a bell-shaped end of 5cm diameter, the cartouche in the centre had the following symbols from the top; oval shape, comb, scarab and bird encased in an inverted large oval. The comb has 6 teeth, the scarab 4 legs. The bell-shaped end is badly worn and is difficult to read, but when taken with the other Bronze Age artefacts found with it - pottery, Canaanite blades, fragments of stone, carnelian beads and an alabaster kohl bottle - could suggest that it was part of an Egyptian funerary phenomenon belonging to a Dynasty xviii cemetery. Although the length of the cone can not be seen it was unlikely to have been mutilated, unlike its Egyptian contemporaries.[footnoteRef:1]      [1:  Steel et al 1999, 211-31.  ] 

In making the cone myself I found it difficult to get an exact shape, this being I feel, to do with the clay we were using, as it dried out quickly. The Delta clay the Egyptian’s would have used was probably of a different texture, which would have helped delay drying. The cartouche on the figure also needed to be applied to the cone when the clay had considerable moisture, and with a firm press of the fingers. If the clay dried too quickly the stamping of the cartouche on to the cone was ineffective. The model I made is 6” long by 3” diameter base.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Steel et al 1999, 211-31.  ] 

 Wiedemann in 1885, compiled the first corpus of these cones, followed by Daressy in 1893, and by Davies and Macadam in 1957, who compiled a corpus of facsimiles. Although these lists are available, few people, have gone on to consider the possible uses these cones had in ancient times. [footnoteRef:3]  [3:  Steel et al 1999, 211-31.  ] 

Possible usages of the cones are varied, they go from being funerary item’s which had the person’s name and rank. In 1934 Borchardt et al, noted this and proposed they were used as frieze elements in the façades of Theban tombs. There are two observations from the 19th century where examples in situ were found in context. Other examples of friezes of funerary stamps also appear in external walls of tombs; an archaeologically recorded 11th dynasty example has been found to back up the observations above. If the reason for these cones is as a frieze in the wall of a tomb, then it could be assumed that all like objects are archaeological assemblages. The next move would be to apply analysis of intra-inter- assemblage variation. I, on the other hand, feel they were seals for Pharaonic orders probably used a few times then discarded.[footnoteRef:4]  [4:  Steel et al 1999, 211-31.  ] 
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