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Introduction  

 

The greatest nuisance with these series of tombs has been the number of 

secondary holes and passages (Ernest Mackay, unpublished report from the 

excavations in the Theban necropolis for Sir Robert Mond)1 

In the past years, much ink has been spilled about the Egyptian funerary practices: unique, 

lavishly decorated and well-preserved tombs are the hallmark of the Egyptian civilization and, 

as such, have attracted significant scholarly attention, resulting in numerous publications on 

the Egyptian funerary culture. The researchersô interest in the funerary practices, however, is 

often limited to the óclassicalô eras of Egyptian history ï works on funerary customs after the 

New Kingdom, when the tradition of tomb construction was almost completely abandoned in 

favour of the reuse of older monuments, are considerably less numerous. In many earlier 

Egyptological publications, burials in reused tombs are summarized very briefly. No synthesis 

of the phenomenon of the reuse of Egyptian sepulchres has ever been produced. It is even 

more surprising, as in the period in question the number of typological studies and 

classifications of various artefacts, enabling relatively precise dating of interments ï with 

David A. Astonôs seminal work on burial assemblages in the Third Intermediate Period 

(Aston, D. 2009a) being the starting point for any investigation ï is similar to analogous 

works for the earlier periods or possibly even greater. 

The purpose of this study is to investigate the strategies of the reuse of Theban tombs in the 

Third Intermediate Period and Late Period (time roughly corresponding to what Karl Jaspers 

called óthe Axial Ageô). Burials in reused tombs are often treated as secondary ï this time not 

in terms of chronology, but of importance ï compared to those originally deposited in the 

discussed monuments. As the later remains and features usually outnumber earlier ones, they 

can be true ónuisancesô, as put by Mackay, for an archaeologist interested solely in the 

original phase of tombsô ólife-spanô. However, the proliferation of later objects and structures 

in reused tombs offers an exceptional opportunity to get a glimpse into the funerary culture of 

people living in Thebes in the first millennium BCE. Nowadays, this opportunity is 

appreciated by more archaeologists, with recent volumes dedicated solely to the later remains 

from the excavated monuments as a result (e.g. Redford, S. 2006).  

                                                           
1 Gardiner MSS, AHG/19.4.5. 



18 

 

My aim is to analyse the available data on the reuse of Theban tombs and offer some 

observations regarding the patterns and developments, examine hypotheses appearing in the 

scientific literature, and try to better understand the phenomenon of the popularity of the reuse 

of tombs, its longevity, and perception of the reused tombs by the population of Thebes in the 

first millennium BCE. The most often-repeated view links burials in reused structures to low 

economic status of the deceased. One of the purposes of this project is to test the validity of 

this hypothesis and investigate the status and identity of persons buried in reused monuments.  

This work is divided into two parts: Text and Catalogue of tombs. In Catalogue, I gathered the 

available data on the reused Theban tombs, while Text contains the discussion about the data. 

One of the aims of this study was to collect information on the later history of all of the 

Theban tombs, both royal and private; however, a large number of them, for various reasons 

which I describe in detail in following chapters, are unpublished. Moreover, even in the tombs 

that were published, the later remains were often treated by excavators as less worthy of 

attention than the original phases of tombsô occupation, therefore their description is usually 

rather cursory. In many cases, the only information I managed to find on the later history of 

the tombs was a short mention on objects datable to the first millennium BCE, without even 

giving their findspot. Yet another obstacle for a scholar studying the archaeology of the 

Theban necropolis is lack of clear stratigraphic sequences, mostly due to the numerous 

robberies the tombs fell victim to and modern disturbances of the tombs and their contents. 

This makes the analysis of spatial distribution of burials and the features in which they were 

deposited extremely difficult ï as it will be demonstrated in the section presenting the data, 

where the majority of interments could not be assigned to any of the types I distinguished. 

Nevertheless, the results obtained from the limited number of tombs for which such 

information exists demonstrate that it is possible to trace a chronological development of the 

features in which ónewô burials were placed, therefore such analysis is not only important for 

the proper understanding of the phenomenon of the reuse of the ósacred spaceô of the tombs, 

but also useful for dating purposes. 

The section entitled Text consists of eight chapters, Excursus, Conclusions, and four 

appendices (A-D). Chapter 1, Historical background, is a summary of the historical events of 

the Third Intermediate Period and Late Period, including the most recent proposals regarding 

the chronology, such as the reversal of the order of the reigns of Shabaka and Shebitku. 

Chapter 2, Methods of research, contains a general description of methods used in this work, 

presentation of data in the Catalogue as well as limitations that can distort the picture of 



19 

 

reused tombs. In Chapter 3, Dating criteria, I discuss methods of dating burials discovered in 

reused monuments.  

Chapter 4, Topographical analysis of reused Theban tombs, examines the topography of the 

Theban necropolis with respect to the reuse of tombs as well as possible links between the 

reused structures and other monuments which could have influenced the choice of a tomb. 

I also discuss the reuse of smaller units of the necropolis (Dra Abu el-Naga, Sheikh Abd el-

Qurna, etc.) and analyse its chronological span. In Chapter 5, Architecture of late dynastic 

reuse of Theban tombs, I focus on the technicalities of the reuse: I divide burials into five 

types, according to the feature in which they were deposited. For some of the deceased new 

shafts or chambers were cut, while others were interred in the already existing spaces. 

Additionally, new structures were erected in courtyards of some of the reused tombs. The 

described architectural features associated with later burials are discussed with focus on their 

chronological development.  

Chapter 6, Sacred space and its reuse, turns to the notions of óreuseô and ósacred spaceô and 

examines the perception of tomb reuse by Thebans living in the first millennium BCE. In this 

chapter, I analyse how new owners of reused tombs marked their presence in the monuments 

and examine the often-repeated view of tombs being óusurpedô by the new deceased at the 

expense of the original owners. In Chapter 7, Who was buried in reused tombs?, I address the 

question of identity of the new occupants of reused tombs. I also discuss activities related to 

the deceased buried in reused sepulchres, particularly in the context of the services of priests 

known as choachytes. In Excursus, I offer several remarks regarding the very special kind of 

the tomb reuse ï burials in the so-called ócachesô, which particularly well demonstrate the 

complexities of the Theban funerary culture at the beginning of the Third Intermediate Period. 

Finally in Chapter 8, Tomb reuse in context, I discuss possible reasons for the popularity and 

longevity of the phenomenon of the reuse of earlier monuments and attempt to put it in the 

context of the more general changes which took place in the first millennium BCE. 

Since 2015, I have been fortunate to take part in the excavations conducted by the Polish 

archaeological mission in the Middle Kingdom tombs MMA 1151 and 1152. During my stay 

in Qurna I realised that for most archaeologists working in Thebes I talked to, the presence of 

later burials from the late dynastic period (but also the Ptolemaic and Roman eras) in 

excavated tombs was so obvious, that it would be odd-looking if one did not find such 

remains. This prompted my questioning of the scale of the phenomenon, which I attempted to 
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define by estimating the number of reused óTTô tombs (Appendix A). The remaining 

Appendices (B, C, and D) contain information on dating of burials discovered in reused 

tombs, original dating of reused tombs, and sex of the deceased interred in reused mortuary 

monuments. 
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Chapter 1 

Historical background 

 

Aftermath of the New Kingdom and the óLibyan anarchyô: 21st (óTaniteô), 22nd (óBubastiteô), 

and 23rd dynasties (ca. 1076-747 BCE) 

The end of the Bronze Age brought about profound political, economic, and social changes in 

the Mediterranean world (Horden, Purcell 2000; Broodbank 2013; Knapp, van Dommelen 

2015). Egypt was no exception: destabilization of the region during the late Bronze Age is 

reflected in textual and iconographic sources that inform of the violent clashes with the so-

called óSea Peoplesô and Libyans (Redford, D. 2018), complete or partial loss of the east and 

south vassal states/provinces (Tºrºk 2009, 200-209; Millek 2018), civil war (NiwiŒski 1992a; 

1995), and economic struggle (M¿ller 2004). The ultimate political consequence of the 

processes associated with the final years of the Bronze Age became the collapse of the last 

Ramesside dynasty and the symbolic end of the óclassicalô period of the Egyptian civilization, 

the New Kingdom. 

The dynasties which claimed political power in Egypt after the death of Ramesses XI were of 

seemingly Libyan origin ï even the 21st dynasty, believed until recently to comprise Egyptian 

monarchs (Leahy 1990, 155; Ritner 2008, 309). With the rise of the Libyan kings began the 

fragmentation of the Egyptian state. In the second half of the eleventh century BCE and the 

larger part of the tenth, the territory of Egypt was controlled by two lines of rulers: the high 

priests of Amun in the South and the Tanite ruling house (Manethonian 21st dynasty) in the 

North. In the two centuries that followed (corresponding with the rule of Manethoôs 22nd and 

23rd dynasties), a further political division took place and each city seemed to have its own 

independent leader: a king (nswt), a great chief [of Ma] (wr aA), a hereditary prince (iry-pat), or 

a count (HAty-a). There is textual evidence pointing to the fact that many of those rulers were 

relatives. In the text of the famous Victory Stela, written in the second half of the eighth 

century BCE, there are no less than four independent kings mentioned, ruling in Egypt at the 

same time: Nimlot of Hermopolis, Osorkon of Bubastis, Iuput of Leontopolis, and 

Peftjaubastet of Heracleopolis, each of them with a name written in a royal cartouche and 

with a title nswt. Additionally, numerous other members of the aristocracy are listed in the 

text with the names of cities or regions under their jurisdiction (Grimal 1981). It was 
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suggested that the fragmented nature of the Egyptian regime under the Libyan rulers was 

a reflection of the Libyan indigenous political organisation, comprising a loose confederation 

of tribes with a strong focus on family relationships and kinship (Leahy 1985).  

The 21st dynasty, founded by Smendes, ruled from Tanis; its rulers were interred there, 

abandoning the custom of locating royal tombs in the Valley of the Kings.2 From the Libyan 

Period onwards, Egyptian kings were not buried in lavish tombs in the necropolis but in 

modest mortuary chapels located in templesô courtyards. Intact royal burials were discovered 

by Pierre Montet in Tanis in 1939 (Montet 1939). The preserved written sources regarding the 

policy of the Tanite pharaohs are limited to mentions of marriages between the royal family 

and the children of the high priests (Naunton 2010, 122). 

Shoshenq I, the first pharaoh of the 22nd dynasty, attempted to consolidate the country and 

continue the New Kingdom policy of expansion to the East. Around 925 BCE Shoshenq 

launched a campaign to the Levant which ended with the success of the Egyptian army and 

looting of Jerusalem (Dodson 2012, 88-95). Shoshenq was a prolific builder, active 

particularly in Karnak (Arnold, Di. 1999, 35-36). Another city rebuilt in this period was 

Bubastis, the ancestral seat of the dynasty (Arnold, Di. 1999, 36). Despite Shoshenqôs efforts 

to unify the country, after his death Egypt became even more fragmented than during the 

reigns of his Tanite predecessors.  

The multitude of the monarchs ruling at this time, combined with the absence of written 

documents containing king-lists and direct information regarding the exact extent of their 

particular zones of control, resulted in various reconstructions of the chronology, among 

which the most influential became propositions by Kenneth Kitchen (Kitchen 1973; 2009) 

and Aston (Aston, D. 1998; Aston, D., Taylor 1990; Aston, D. 2009a, 19-38; 2009b), often 

referred to respectively as óChronology Kô and óChronology Aô. Astonôs proposition that 

Takeloth II, associated with the Tanite ruler Takeloth and known principally from Manethoôs 

Aegypthiaca, was in fact a pharaoh of a Theban line of Libyan kings, became the starting 

point for the discussion of the chronology of the 22nd-23rd dynasty rulers. Three decades later, 

the chronology of the Libyan rule in Egypt is far from being universally agreed on. 

Furthermore, recent years brought unexpected developments in this matter, also with regard to 

the later periods of Egyptian history (see below). 

                                                           
2 In fact, there are strong arguments for the hypothesis that the last Ramesside monarchs, Ramesses X and XI, 

were never buried in the tombs prepared for them in the Valley (Reeves, Wilkinson 2002, 172-173; Dodson 

2012, 23); perhaps they were interred in Pi-Ramesses instead. 
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The Kushite rule in Egypt: 24th and 25th (óKushiteô) dynasties (ca. 747-656 BCE) 

The Libyan rule came to its end with the northward expansion of kings of the Nubian 

kingdom of Kush, who conquered Egypt in the second half of the eighth century BCE and 

established Manethoôs 25th dynasty. The first Kushite ruler who managed to extend his control 

over Upper Egypt was Kashta, known mainly from the fragment of a dedicatory stela from 

Elephantine naming him the King of Upper and Lower Egypt, Nimaatra, son of Ra, Lord of 

the Two Lands (Eide et al. 1994, 45). His successor, Piankhy, most probably inherited his 

predecessorôs political influence in Upper Egypt - or at least part of it, as indicated by two 

fragments of a granite stela describing the events of the beginning of his rule (Years 3 and 4), 

in which Piankhyôs celebration of the Opet festival in Thebes and his excursion to the north 

are mentioned (Ritner 2009, 464-465). Somewhat later, probably around Piankhyôs Year 20 

(728 BCE) his major expedition to Egypt took place: a campaign described in the text of the 

Victory Stela, directed against the Libyan chief Tefnakht and concluded with the victory of 

Piankhyôs forces and reaffirming his power in the Upper and Lower Egypt. Later sources 

indicate that his authority was recognized in the oases as well (Janssen 1968); despite former 

hostilities the majority of local rulers, including the rebel count Tefnakht, were allowed to 

retain power. 

At the very end of the Libyan Period, a major change took place in the policy of the Upper 

Egyptian clergy: the Godôs Wife of Amun and the daughter of the Libyan king Osorkon III, 

Shepenwepet I, took over the royal prerogatives of power, started depicting herself in scenes 

previously reserved for the kings only and with royal insignia, and took the throne and Horus 

names (Ayad 2009, 15-16). Elsewhere I have argued that this sudden increase of significance 

of the female priestly office was a Kushite influence (Kaczanowicz 2019a). Most probably 

Shepenwepet did not get to enjoy her newly acquired position for long: during the reign of 

Kashta or Piankhy Shepenwepet adopted (very likely under political pressure) Amenirdis, 

daughter of Kashta, as her successor. The Kushite princess probably survived into the reign of 

Taharka, the penultimate Nubian ruler of Egypt (Coulon, Hallmann, Payraudeau 2018, 276) 

and is known from numerous texts and monuments.  

Until recently, it was believed that the successor of Piankhy was Shabaka, who in turn was 

succeeded by Shebitku. However, it has been proposed that this order should be reversed 

(Brunet 2005; B§nyai 2013). The new proposition gradually gained support from the majority 

of scholars dealing with the subject (Payraudeau 2014; Broekman 2015; 2017a; 2017b; 
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Jurman 2017). Shebitku, who possibly like Piankhy was crowned in Thebes (Kahn 2014, 25), 

is known from a number of Egyptian sources, as well as an Assyrian inscription of king 

Sargon II, discovered in the Tang-I Var pass in Iran (Frame 1999). Apparently, Shebitkuôs 

policy towards this Assyrian ruler was a conciliatory one: he extradited Iamani, a rebel king 

of the city of Ashdod who had fled to Kush, to Assyria, thus renouncing his involvement in 

the movement opposing Assyrian power. 

Concurrently with the Kushite dynasty, Tefnakhtôs line struggled to regain power in Egypt. In 

Manethoôs Aegypthiaca it is represented by Bocchoris (Bakenrenef), Tefnakhtôs successor and 

the sole ruler of Manethoôs 24th dynasty. Bocchorisô attempts to take over control in Egypt 

were put to an end by a Kushite king called Sabakon by Manetho (most probably Shebitku, 

although Shabaka cannot be ruled out), who allegedly burnt him alive. 

A sudden turn in relations with Assyria seems to have taken place under Shabaka when Egypt 

joined the anti-Assyrian coalition of the Philistine cities. The result of the clash between 

Assyria and the coalition forces was presented as a tremendous Assyrian victory in the 

Assyrian sources, but in the Greek literary tradition and in the Bible the Assyrians were the 

defeated side (Franklin 2018). Regardless of the actual outcome of the conflict, the 701 BCE 

Assyrian campaign to the Levant marked the beginning of the period of over two decades of 

peace between Egypt and Assyria. 

The reigns of Shebitku, Shabaka and the first decades of Taharkaôs rule were a period of 

relative internal stability, which brought about ï after centuries of hiatus ï a revival of 

Egyptian monumental building. The latter is especially visible in the reign of Taharka, when 

nearly all the major Upper Egyptian religious centres (and several Lower Egyptian ones as 

well) were restored and enlarged (Arnold, Di. 1999, 51-61). The Kushite rule in Egypt also 

marks the beginning of the period of the revival of monumental mortuary architecture, which 

first appeared in Thebes and later (during the 26th dynasty) also in the north and in the oases 

(Eigner 1999). Amenirdis I was succeeded as the Godôs Wife of Amun by Piankhyôs 

daughter, Shepenwepet II. The Kushite princess took one step further than her predecessors, 

celebrating the sed festival and, in a manner similar to the pharaohôs, taking a second óthroneô 

name (Pope 2013). 

Between 673 and 663 BCE, the Assyrians made no less than five attempts to conquer Egypt: 

the last of them, the Ashurbanipalôs campaign of 664/663 BCE, took place under Taharkaôs 

successor, Tanwetamani. The Assyrian army plundered Thebes and was said to have left 
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Egypt with immense spoils (Kahn 2006). Tanwetamani was recognized as a king in Upper 

Egypt for another nine years, but the Kushites never managed to regain control over the whole 

country. Finally, in 656 BCE, Egypt became consolidated under a new dynasty. 

The Saite Period: 26th (óSaiteô) dynasty (656-526 BCE)  

The first king of the 26th dynasty, the Saite pharaoh Psamtek, took extensive measures to 

reorganise the administration and army. The Assyrians acknowledged the loss of their 

Egyptian province; contrary to the popular opinion, no information on hostilities or armed 

conflict between Assyria and Egypt can be found in contemporary sources, most probably due 

to the Babylonian threat which absorbed Assyrian attention (Spalinger 1976; Perdu 2010, 

141). Psamtekôs reign was the beginning of intensive contacts with the Greeks, who were 

employed as mercenaries in the Egyptian army and came to trade in Egypt. The famous Greek 

Naukratis and recently discovered Thonis-Heracleion were founded during Psamtekôs reign 

(Villing 2017; Colburn 2018a). 

Psamtekôs long rule brought about decades of stability, with all the wars fought on the foreign 

soil. His successors, Necho II and Psamtek II, also attempted to avoid involvement in 

conflicts directly threatening their homeland, although in 601 BCE the Egyptian army was 

forced to defend the country against the Babylonian invasion (LipiŒski 1972). In the literary 

tradition Necho II became famous for his maritime interest. The reorganisation of the fleet, 

alleged circumnavigation of Africa, and construction of a canal linking the Nile and the Red 

Sea are all believed to have been Nechoôs initiatives (Lloyd 1977), while Psamtekôs rule was 

to be remembered best by his campaign against the king of Kush (593 BCE) and his efforts to 

remove traces of his Nubians predecessors from Egyptian monuments (Gozzoli 2017). 

With the Saite dynasty coming to power, changes occurred also in the office of the Godôs 

Wife of Amun. Shepewepet II was allowed to keep her titles but was persuaded to adopt 

Nitocris (Psamtekôs daughter) as her successor, while Amenirdis II, the Kushite princess 

designated to inherit Shepenwepetôs position, disappeared from the picture (Dodson 2002). 

Nevertheless, the office of the Godôs Wife, the most important priestly office in Egypt under 

the Kushite rulers, seems to have lost its significance in the Saite Period (Lohwasser 2016, 

126).  

Apries, Psamtek IIôs son and successor, was forced to face yet another Babylonian assault 

(582 BCE). The information on this clash is scanty, but apparently the Egyptian pharaoh 
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emerged victorious from the confrontation (Abd el-Maksoud, Valbelle 2013). Successes on 

the east frontier did not save Apries from troubles in Egypt: in 570 BCE, after less than two 

decades of his rule, an uprising led by general Amasis broke out. According to Herodotus (II, 

161-163), the trigger for the mutiny was the Egyptian military failure in Cyrene and Apriesô 

pro-Hellenic policy. Struggles for power (with Apries eventually backed by the Babylonians) 

continued until 567 BCE and concluded with Apriesô death, thus ending the Psamtekôs line on 

the Egyptian throne. 

Apriesô successor, the rebel Amasis, who started counting his regnal years from the first year 

of the revolt, ruled Egypt for almost half a century, in many ways continuing the policy of his 

antecedents. Nitocris I died in 586 BCE and was replaced by Ankhnesneferibra, Psamtek IIôs 

daughter; Amasis allowed Ankhnesneferibra to stay in her office, but his daughter, Nitocris II, 

was being prepared to replace her after her death (Ayad 2009, 28). After decades of constant 

competition Babylonia ceased to be a threat and was eventually incorporated into the newly 

created Persian Empire. Under Amasis, contacts between Egypt and the Hellenic world 

flourished; in fact, Amasis remains one of the better-known pharaohs in the Greek 

historiography. One of the achievements often attributed to Amasis by Classical authors was 

the conquest of Cyprus, although there is no direct evidence for it in the contemporary 

Egyptian and Cypriote sources (Iacovou 2014, 809-810).  

Psamtek IIIôs reign lasted only several months. In 526 BCE,3 in the battle of Pelusium, 

Cambyses IIôs forces defeated Psamtekôs army and marched on Memphis. Cambyses was 

proclaimed the king of Egypt, took an Egyptian throne name, and started his rule as the first 

pharaoh of the 27th dynasty. 

The First Persian Period: 27th dynasty (526-404 BCE) 

The Persians abolished the office of the Godôs Wife of Amun, which was never resurrected, 

although the Ptolemaic Period queens often made allusions to the Godôs Wives in their 

titularies and iconography (Ayad 2009, 155). Of the Persian pharaohs, probably only the first 

ones: Cambyses and Darius displayed an interest in Egypt and visited their Egyptian satrapy. 

Cambyses died on his way from Egypt in 522 BCE; after a short interlude of struggles for 

power, Darius, later known as Darius the Great, took the Persian throne. Darius finished the 

job of creating a canal linking the Nile and the Red Sea (allegedly started by Necho II). His 

                                                           
3 The traditional Egyptian chronology places Cambysesô campaign on Egypt in 525 BCE; the new proposal by 

Joachim Quack redates it to 526 BCE (Quack 2011). 
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reign in Egypt, despite his attempts to present himself as a rightful ruler and win the favour of 

the Egyptian gods (the temple in Hibis, in Kharga Oasis, founded in the Saite Period, was 

enlarged and embellished on Dariusô orders), was interrupted by numerous rebellions, which 

had to be quenched by Persian administrators of Egypt (Perdu 2010, 151-152). 

It remains unknown whether any of the remaining 27th dynasty pharaohs (Xerxes I, 

Artaxerxes I, Xerxes II, Darius II, and Artaxerxes II) ever visited Egypt. At the beginning of 

Artaxerxes Iôs reign, the Inarosô revolt took place (463/462-457 BCE), during which Athenian 

troops aided Egyptian rebels. The rebellion ended with Inarosô execution by the Persians, 

most probably by impalement (Kahn 2008). 

Despite the paucity of records regarding royal activities in Egypt in this period, a lot of 

information is brought to light by the Egyptian archives and the relations of Classical 

travellers, who visited Egypt in the fifth century BCE. The most famous of them is Herodotus, 

who left a detailed account of his journey, Egyptian monuments, and customs in his Histories. 

On the Egyptian side, of particular interest are archaeological and written sources from the 

oases: it seems that under the Persian kings they became important production centres, 

providing for example castor oil, as attested by documents from the Egyptian settlement in 

Ayn Manawir (Agut-Labord¯re 2018). From the same period and the same site comes the first 

written record of the silver stater coin in Egypt (Chauveau 2000).  

Restoration of the ónativeô dynasties: 28th and 29th (óMendesianô) dynasties (404-380 BCE) 

The outbreak of war between Artaxerxes II and his younger brother Cyrus gave Egypt an 

opportunity to rebel again, this time with success. Amyrtaios of Sais, perhaps a scion of the 

overthrown 26th dynasty, took control over Egypt in 404 BCE and started his own, 28th 

dynasty, although Artaxerxesô name appeared in some official documents until 401 BCE 

(Lemaire 1999). Amyrtaios was in turn deposed by Nephorites I, the first ruler of the 29th 

dynasty, coming from the city of Mendes in the Delta (Clarysse 1994). 

Amyrtaiosô reign was the beginning of the period of many short-lived rulers, whose deeds 

were described in a unique piece of Egyptian literature, the Demotic Chronicle. Apart from 

this, not much is known of Nephoritesô six yearsô rule, except that he was a prolific builder 

(Arnold, Di. 1999, 99-102) and that he attempted to support Sparta in the conflict with Persia, 

but his reinforcements were intercepted by the enemy near Rhodes (Ruzicka 2012, 50). 
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Nephoritesô successor, Acoris, managed to repulse the Persian invasion, which took place 

sometime between 390 and 388 BCE (Ruzicka 2012, 66-67). His own rule was, however, 

threatened by an Egyptian usurper: it seems that one Psammuthis succeeded in subjugating 

Egypt, or at least part of it, but his rebellion was soon quelled by Acorisô army, perhaps aided 

by the Athenian fleet (Ray 1986; Carrez-Maratray 2005). Acorisô foreign policy included an 

alliance with the king of Cyprus, Evagoras, probably in an attempt to expand Egyptian 

influence to the East (Ruzicka 2012, 85). Following his predecessor, he rebuilt Egyptian 

temples neglected during the First Persian Period, including several Theban monuments. He 

passed the throne to Nephorites II, who reigned for several months only until he was deprived 

of power by his military commander, Nektanebes (Klotz 2010).4 

The last Egyptian pharaohs: 30th dynasty (380-340/339 BCE) 

Nektanebesô rule lasted almost two decades ï unusually long for a pharaoh in this period. 

Despite the fact that Nektanebesô city of origin was Sebennytos, he sought to establish 

ideological links to the Saite dynasty, for example granting the temple of Neith in Sais 

additional privileges, as attested by his decrees, found in two copies ï one in Naukratis and 

the other in Thonis-Heracleion (von Bomhard 2012). In 373 BCE, the Persian Empire 

undertook yet another attempt to restore their power in Egypt but to no avail. Nektanebesô 

policy of óhyperarchaismô (Gozzoli 2006, 105) resulted in numerous royal building initiatives, 

also in the south: for example, it was during his reign that the alley of sphinx linking the 

temples of Karnak and Luxor was created (Abd el-Razik 1968). 

Teos, Nektanebesô son, was appointed Nektanebesô coregent around 363 BCE. He was the 

first Egyptian pharaoh to mint his coin (Colburn 2018b, 94-95). Teosô very short reign was 

marked by his attempted campaign to the Levant in 361/360 BCE, which in the end proved 

catastrophic for him: during his absence in Egypt, the throne was taken by Nektanebos, 

a young soldier who - ironically ï accompanied the king in the East at that time; the takeover 

was arranged on Nektanebosô behalf by his father, Tjahapimu (Ruzicka 2012, 145-150). 

The last Egyptian pharaoh, Nektanebos, in many ways continued the policy of the founder of 

the dynasty: he enlarged many temples, including the Iseum in Behbeit el-Hagar; the temple 

built entirely in granite, including the walls enclosing the temple temenos (Favard-Meeks 

                                                           
4 More commonly known as Nectanebo I. Nectanebo I and Nectanebo II in fact bore two different names, with 

the difference reflected in the Greek records: Nektanebes (I) and Nektanebos (II). It was recently postulated by 

Quack to use these forms instead of the traditional (erroneous) ones (Quack 2016, 27, n. 6). 
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1997, 106). In 351/350 BCE, Nektanebosô army successfully fended off Artaxerxes III troops. 

The peace between the two empires, however, did not last long: in 340/339 BCE,5 the Persian 

king gathered another army, larger than the army sent to Greece in 480 BCE (Ruzicka 2012, 

xx), and dispatched it to Egypt. Nektanebosô fate was sealed; according to the lore, he fled to 

the south, although another cycle of legends mentions him in relation to the birth of 

Alexander the Great in Macedonia. His sarcophagus was found in one of the mosques of 

Alexandria (Chugg 2004).  

The Second Persian Period and the coming of Alexander the Great (340/339-332 BCE) 

The Second Persian Period, sometimes referred to as the reign of the 31st dynasty (Lloyd 

1988), lasted between 440/339 and 332 BCE, less than a decade. As during the first period of 

Persian dominance in Egypt, the main official responsible to the Persian king for the Egyptian 

affairs was the satrap. The memory of the Second Persian Period as the time of severe 

prosecutions of the Egyptians has been recently called into question (Colburn 2015), although 

the famous Letter of Speusippos informs of a disruption of export of papyrus out of Egypt 

(Depuydt 2010, 222). 

Not long after his conquest of Egypt, Artaxerxes III was assassinated by his courtier; the fate 

later shared also by his successor Artaxerxes IV (Arses). In 336 BCE, Darius III became the 

king of the Persian Empire. The turbulence related to the changes on the Persian throne 

enabled one Khababash, a very enigmatic figure of unclear origin, to seize the Egyptian 

throne, perhaps at some point during the reign of Darius III (Spalinger 1978; Wojciechowska 

2016, 75-79). 

In 333 BCE, the army of Alexander the Great defeated the Persians in the battle of Issos; 

among the killed Persian commanders was Sabaces, the satrap of Egypt (Ruzicka 2012, 205). 

In 332 BCE, Alexander entered Egypt, greeted by the Egyptians as a liberator from the 

Persian occupation. Alexanderôs takeover of the Egyptian throne marks the end of the Late 

Period and the beginning of the era of Macedonian kings: first Alexander and his descendants 

and later the Ptolemies, who governed Egypt until the death of the famous Cleopatra VII in 30 

BCE, after which independent Egypt ceased to exist.  

 

                                                           
5 The traditional dating of the second Persian conquest of Egypt is 343 BCE; it was demonstrated by Leo 

Depuydt, however, that such a date is too early (Depuydt 2010). 
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Chronological table and remarks on the chronology used in the work 

 

The chronology of the Third Intermediate Period and the 25th dynasty was based primarily on 

the one proposed by Aston (Aston, D. 2009a, 19-38)6 and (for the remainder of the Late 

Period) by Erik Hornung, Rolf Krauss, and David Warburton (Hornung, Krauss, Warburton 

2006, 494-495). In both cases, I have included the most recent developments (such as the 

reversal of the Shabaka-Shebitku order) with the relevant bibliographical reference (Table 1). 

Dating the Theban assemblages discussed in this work, I followed G§bor Schreiber in 

avoiding the chronological distinction between the Manethonian 22nd and 23rd dynasties, as 

their chronology, particularly in Thebes, has been a subject of numerous debates and no 

consensus has been reached yet (Schreiber 2008, 49, n. 254). Instead, like Schreiber, I refer to 

the material datable to 944-747 BCE as datable to the 22nd dynasty. Similarly, I do not make 

a chronological distinction between the 24th and 25th dynasties, as the activity of the 24th 

dynasty rulers was not attested in Thebes. 

Finally, to avoid unnecessary repetitions, in this work I use the term ólate dynasticô to refer to 

events which took place in period between 1076 BCE (beginning of the Third Intermediate 

Period) and 332 BCE (the conquest of Egypt by Alexander the Great), and to objects dated 

likewise. 

Period Dynasty Ruler 
Absolute chronology 

(BCE) 

Third Intermediate 

Period 

21st dynasty 

Smendes 1076-1052 

Amenemnisu 1052-1048 

Psusennes I 1048-1000 

Amenemope 1002-992 

Osochor 992-987 

Siamun 986-968 

Psusennes II 967-944 

22nd-24th dynasties 

Shoshenq I 943-923 

Osorkon I 923-891 

various kings and 

princes 
 

                                                           
6 Although, contrary to Aston (and following Hornung, Krauss, and Warburton), I do not include the 25th dynasty 

in the Third Intermediate Period, but in the Late Period. 
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Late Period 

25th dynasty 

Piankhy 747-715 

Shebitku7 715-705 

Shabaka 705-690 

Taharka 690-664 

Tanwetamani 664-656 

26th dynasty 

Psamtek I 664-610 

Necho II 610-595 

Psamtek II 595-589 

Apries 589-570 

Amasis 570-526 

Psamtek III 5268 

27th dynasty 

Cambyses II 526-522 

Darius I 521-486 

Xerxes I 486-465 

Artaxerxes I 465-424 

Xerxes II 424-423 

Darius II 423-404 

Artaxerxes II 404 

28th dynasty Amyrtaios 404-399 

29th dynasty 

Nephorites I 399-393 

Acoris 393-380 

Psammuthis 393 

Nephorites II 380 

30th dynasty 

Nektanebes 380-362 

Teos 365-360 

Nektanebos 360-440/3399 

Second Persian Period 

Artaxerxes III 440/339-338 

Arses 338-336 

Darius III 335-332 

Table 1. Chronology of the Third Intermediate Period and Late Period 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
7 Brunet 2005; B§nyai 2013; Payraudeau 2014; Broekman 2015; 2017a; 2017b; Jurman 2017. 
8 Quack 2011. 
9 Depuydt 2010. 
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Chapter 2 

Methods of research 

 

Definition of tomb reuse and scope of the study 

The object of this study is the Third Intermediate Period and Late Period reuse of Theban 

tombs. By a óreused tombô I understand a tomb which was reused in a way that had not been 

intended by the first owner, such as adding a new shaft, cutting a new chamber, or interring 

ónewô tenants in rooms either designated for the original owner or not designated to house 

a burial at all (Kaczanowicz 2019b, 81-82). Planned reuse is therefore excluded from this 

investigation. 

The chronological framework of the study requires a comment. The phenomenon of the reuse 

of private tombs is first attested long before the New Kingdom, albeit sporadically (Brand 

2010, 6). More examples of the reuse of Theban tombs come from the later Ramesside Period 

(B§cs 2015b). Only in the 21st dynasty tomb reuse almost entirely replaced the earlier practice 

of constructing new sepulchres. For this reason and also due to the convenience of 

maintaining clearly fixed chronological caesuras, I am starting my investigation with the 21st 

dynasty interments, although with the restriction that earlier examples of the reuse of Theban 

tombs are known. It also needs to be stressed that the reuse of Theban tombs continued well 

into the Graeco-Roman Period (Strudwick, N. 2003a; Schreiber 2011) and in several cases it 

is impossible to establish whether the particular burial belongs for example to the late 30th 

dynasty or Ptolemaic Period. While there is no doubt that the Ptolemaic and subsequently 

Roman reuse of Theban tombs evolved from ideas of the Late Period, some major changes 

took place at that time, such as almost complete abandonment of the practice of deposition of 

burial equipment in the tomb (Riggs 2003), which is why I believe that the topic requires 

a separate treatment. It is worth mentioning that, especially in the light of recent 

developments, the corpus of published data from burials in reused Theban structures is an 

impressive one and to understand properly the phenomenon, it has to be divided into smaller 

units, otherwise the time required for the investigation would substantially exceed the amount 

of time granted for completing any doctoral dissertation. 

Burials considered in the present study (discussed in PART II ï Catalogue of tombs) were 

divided into five types (with subtypes). The types are discussed in detail in Chapter 5, 
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Architecture of late dynastic reuse of tombs. The main criterion of the classification was the 

arrangement of new burials and the associated architecture. Simultaneously analysed were 

also: burial equipment associated with the interment, status of the deceased (as indicated by 

his or her titles and genealogy), sex of the deceased, the deceasedôs ethnicity (where possible), 

and age of the deceased.  

My primary aim was to test the validity of the often-repeated hypothesis that burials in reused 

structures belonged to the deceased of the lower economic and social status and that 

popularity of tomb reuse was a result of a lack of central government and the weakening of 

the Egyptian economy in the first millennium BCE (Dodson, Ikram 2008, 270). Other 

research questions included those related to the administration of the necropolis in the Third 

Intermediate and Late Periods, the family relations of people buried within a single tomb 

(both of the ónewô deceased, and between the original and new owners), the patterns behind 

the choice of a particular sepulchre (including the reuse of deliberately mutilated tombs, such 

as those from the Amarna Period), and of arrangement of burials within the tomb itself. 

Finally, the research question stated at the very beginning of this investigation was whether 

there is any visible trend in adding new features, such as shafts or burial chambers, which 

could be useful in the analysis of the tombs devoid of any material remains of burials, 

especially in terms of dating of such structures. 

The proposed division into types is not deprived of imperfections. For example, it is often 

impossible to establish with absolute certainty whether the burial shaft classified by its 

excavators as cut in the later phase of the tombôs occupancy was not in fact an original or 

unfinished burial shaft, reused at a later time. Most of the problems related to the analysis of 

the spatial arrangement of burials in reused tombs are the consequence of the disturbed 

archaeological context, the common misfortune of the majority of ancient Egyptian 

cemeteries (see below).  

Early publications and numbering of Theban tombs 

Although the Theban necropolis belongs to the group of archaeological sites with the longest 

history of research in the world, there are several obstacles encountered by scholars interested 

in the reuse of Theban tombs. First of all, publications of the majority of Theban sepulchres 

include plans of the original above-ground chapels and tracings of the original decoration, 

while finds and features from the later periods are rarely, if ever, mentioned. In many 

publications, especially those from the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries ï that is the 
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period when the exploration of the necropolis flourished ï plans of the tombs include 

schematic sketches of the original rooms only; later, ósecondaryô structures (such as Late 

Period burial shafts) were simply omitted. Later phases of the tombsô history were rarely 

considered worthy of attention, and younger deposits were often unceremoniously removed in 

order to excavate the original structures, without proper documentation and publication. Last 

decades brought about a change of approach, revealing that the majority of recently excavated 

tombs in fact bear traces of reuse at some point in the first millennium BCE; the amount of 

the information acquired during the earlier works and subsequently lost must be tremendous. 

As put by Christopher Eyre, who commented on the state of publication of Theban tombs:  

It is always a shock to realise how small a proportion of this archaeological 

record is readily accessible to an Egyptological public (Eyre, in: Negm 1997, XI). 

Lack of interest in undecorated parts of the tombs is reflected in the scope of publications 

regarding Theban tombs: the majority of them contain tracings of the scenes and their 

descriptions and rarely information on the shafts and other underground features. As a result, 

a large number of tombs considered as excavated and published are in fact not only published 

partially, but also ï in many cases ï their underground chambers remain not cleared.  

Another problem of the archaeology of the Theban necropolis is the lack of consistency in the 

numbering of the tombs. Presently, no less than five main numbering systems are used in 

various publications: 

1) KV (óKingôs Valleyô) and WV (óWest Valleyô) tombs, located in the Valley of the 

Kings. Currently, the list includes 64 sepulchres (Reeves, Wilkinson 2002; Bickel 

2017).  

2) QV (óQueenôs Valleyô) tombs, located in the Valley of the Queens. The list includes 

more than 80 sepulchres, although there is also a number of unnumbered tombs and 

pits, located in the Valley (Porter, Moss 1964, 749-770).  

3) TT (óTheban Tombô), a classification proposed in 1913 by Alan H. Gardiner and 

Arthur Weigall. The óTTô sepulchres are tombs belonging mainly to the private 

individuals, which, according to the authors, present a particular aesthetic value; 

óUndecorated tombs and tombs without interest have been ignored and left 

unnumbered. (é) A large number of tombs seen and noted by Champollion, Lepsius 

and others have not been rediscovered, and no mention of these will be found in this 

bookô (Gardiner, Weigall 1913, 10). Today the list includes 414 sepulchres (Gardiner, 
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Weigall 1913; Engelbach 1924; Bruy¯re 1925a; Davies, N. 1925a; Fakhry 1947; 

Porter, Moss 1960; Bietak, Reiser-Haslauer 1978).10  

4) MMA (óMetropolitan Museum of Artô), a list of tombs mainly dated to the Middle 

Kingdom, prepared by Herbert E. Winlock, never published but referred to in 

numerous publications (Porter, Moss 1964). The exact number of tombs remains 

unknown; the highest MMA number known to me is MMA 1152. Some of the Theban 

tombs have a double MMA-TT numeration (e.g. MMA 65 = TT 358), but the majority 

do not. In this work, for the sake of consistency, I am primarily referring to the TT 

numbers and only if one is unavailable I use the other numbering system.  

5) óKampp tombsô. In the 1990s, Friederike Kampp published a list of new tombs, 

discovered by her during her field survey in Thebes. The tombs are referred to as -1-,  

-2-, -3-, etc.; in this work, I use the common convention of referring to them as Kampp 

-1-, Kampp -2-, Kampp -3-, and so on. Currently, the list includes 551 tombs (Kampp 

1996, 623-775), but the majority remains unexcavated. 

Apart from the main numbering conventions, there are several systems used by other 

archaeological missions or on a particular site, which did not gain widespread popularity. 

These include:  

a) AN (óAbu el-Nagaô) tombs, seven in total (A-G),11 designated so by Elizabeth 

Thomas, located in the Dra Abu el-Naga necropolis (Thomas 1966, 171-174). 

b) C-C (óCarter-Carnarvonô) tombs, located in the Asasif area, excavated by Howard 

Carter and the Earl of Carnarvon in the first decade of the twentieth century 

(Carnarvon, Carter 1912). 

c) óKô tombs, located in Dra Abu el-Naga, excavated by the German archaeological 

mission. The letter K is followed by the year of the tombôs discovery and the tombôs 

number, e.g. K93.11 (Polz 2005).  

d) MIDAN (óMissione Italiana a Dra Abu el-Nagaô) tombs, located in Dra Abu el-Naga 

and currently excavated by the Italian archaeological mission (Betr¸, Del Vesco 

2006). 

                                                           
10 In several late 1980s and early 1990s papers (e.g. Manniche 1988a, 12; Strudwick, N. 1995b, 99; Kondo 1997, 

50) one can find mentions of TT 415. The ónewô tomb, not officially numbered at that time, eventually became 

known as Kampp -61- (F§bi§n 1997, 93 n. 48), therefore I also refer to it by this number. 
11 Although it is worth stressing that, for example, the designation AN F in fact refers to no less than 26 shaft 

tombs (Thomas 1966, 174). 
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e) Tombs discovered by Manfred Bietak in the Asasif necropolis (apart from TT 414), 

referred to as óGrab + the tombôs numberô: Grab I, Grab II, Grab III, etc. (Bietak 

1972). 

f) Tombs discovered by the Hungarian mission working in el-Khokha, referred to with 

subsequent letters in the alphabet: óTomb Aô, óTomb Bô, óTomb Cô, etc. (Schreiber 

2008). 

Apart from all the above-mentioned systems, some tombs never received any numbers, such 

as the sepulchres excavated by Flinders Petrie during his 1908-1909 season in Qurna (Petrie 

1909). The existence of so many conventions of tomb numbering combined with the fact that 

some of the tomb lists were never published makes it impossible to include every excavated 

tomb in the catalogue; moreover, not every tomb in the existing lists was excavated. While the 

New Kingdom decorated tombs (at least their chapels) are fairly well-researched, undecorated 

tombs ï especially those dated to the Middle Kingdom ï remain largely unpublished.  

Presentation of data 

For the reasons discussed above, the catalogue of tombs is divided into two parts: Part 1 

(Theban Tombs) and Part 2 (Other tombs). In the case of the former, all óTTô tombs are listed, 

each with indication whether they were reused or not, in order to obtain satisfactory statistical 

data for the scale of reuse. In the case of the latter, only reused tombs are listed. The main 

reason why I decided to omit unused tombs in Part 2 was the fact that most of the ónon-TTô 

tombs are poorly published, some lists (as such MMA tombs) consist of óemptyô numbers not 

assigned to any particular sepulchre, or (like in the case of Kampp tombs) the majority of 

them remain unexcavated. As a result, any statistical data regarding these sepulchres are much 

less reliable than regarding óTTô tombs. 

Each entry consists of the following: 

a) Original context 

ǒ Location: location in the necropolis. 

ǒ Type of tomb: in the majority of cases I referred to Kamppôs typology, 

which remains the most up-to-date topographical catalogue of the 

Theban necropolis. Kamppôs work, however, does not include Old 

Kingdom, Middle Kingdom, and Late Period sepulchres, or the Deir el-

Medina tombs. For Late Period tombs, I distinguished sepulchres 
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belonging to the group called Tempelgrªber. Tombs which could not 

be assigned to any of the above-mentioned types are referred to as 

óotherô.  

ǒ Royal/private: by royal, I mean a tomb belonging either to a pharaoh or 

a queen. The names of the original owners are given after Kampp, the 

titles ï after Bertha Porter and Rosalind L.B. Moss. As some of the 

deceased are known for possessing many titles (some of them purely 

honorific in nature), I selected only one title for each tomb owner; the 

one which seemed the most significant to me. It has to be borne in 

mind, however, that such selection is inevitably subjective.  

ǒ Dating: the majority of dates are given after Kampp, unless a more 

recent publication correcting Kamppôs dating is available. If so, it is 

listed in the Bibliography section. In the case of tombs datable to the 

reign of a particular king, the name of the monarch is given in 

parentheses.  

b) Later context 

ǒ Type of burial: attribution of burials according to my typology, 

presented in the Chapter 5, Architecture of late dynastic reuse of 

Theban tombs. An asterisk (*) signifies that the attribution is uncertain. 

ǒ Intact/disturbed: indication whether burials in the tomb were 

discovered intact or not. 

ǒ Minimal number of persons buried: for the needs of the statistical 

analysis, I decided to take into account only those burials that can be 

relatively securely dated to the Third Intermediate Period or Late 

Period. This rule, of course, does not apply to intact burials. 

ǒ Dating: in the case of burials which could be dated by me on the basis 

of burial goods, decoration, etc., I am giving the date without quotation 

marks. The dates enclosed by inverted commas are those given by 

excavators, which cannot be verified on the basis of available 

information. 

ǒ Dating criteria: basis for dates provided above, according to the rules 

discussed in Chapter 3 (Dating criteria). 

ǒ Remarks: description of burials, goods, etc. 
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ǒ Bibliography: the list of publications provided in this section is not 

a complete bibliography for each tomb, but a selection of sources 

containing basic information about the sepulchre and those referring to 

its reuse. 

While presenting the data, I used the following open-source software: Inkscape for vector 

graphics, JSesh for hieroglyphic texts, and QGIS for preparing the plan of the Theban 

necropolis. While in most cases I attempted to reproduce the plans of reused tombs, in some 

cases the plans were not available; similarly, not in every case it was possible to give the scale 

of the plan as well as the north arrow. When present, the linear scale is always in metres. 

Disturbances of archaeological context 

The curse pestering nearly all Egyptian archaeological sites is the disturbed archaeological 

context, mainly due to the robberies which took place in antiquity as well as in the modern 

age. As Nigel Strudwick put it, ówhen the modern excavator enters a Theban tomb, 

a shocking scene of chaos usually meets his or her eyesô (Strudwick, N. 2013, 333), the chaos 

usually resulting from extensive robberies. The Theban necropolis with its decorated 

monuments, well visible from the distance, was a thievesô obvious target and fell prey to 

numerous robberies; also those instigated by the Egyptian high officials (Reeves, Wilkinson 

2002, 190-193). Although several intact burials are known in the Theban necropolis (also 

from the first millennium BCE), the vast majority of tombs had been robbed long before the 

moment of their modern discovery. 

Not all the disturbances of the original context, however, are the result of the thievesô 

activities. Apart from this, the other main factors which contributed to the destruction of the 

original context include: 

1. The activity of the Coptic monks, who transformed some of the Theban monuments 

into their dwellings and places of cult. One example of such a phenomenon is the 

complex of the Middle Kingdom tombs MMA 1151 and 1152, excavated by the Polish 

Mission in Qurna, where the monks lived but also produced items of leather and 

textile; one of the tombs was transformed into a chapel (G·recki 2014).  

2. Modern habitation of the site (Simpson, C. 2003). Despite the campaign of relocating 

the Qurna inhabitants to the areas outside the necropolis, not all the houses were 

moved, and even today some Qurnawi continue to occupy the ancient tombs. Apart 
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from the destruction caused by the habitation itself, some of the monuments were used 

as quarries (Pischikova 2014, 42).  

3. Natural disasters, such as earthquakes (Karakhanyan et al. 2014) and floods (Reeves, 

Wilkinson 2002, 210) as well as the activity of wild animals. The latter is attested 

archaeologically, but also textually: a Greek papyrus from Thebes, dated to 127/126 

BCE, is a complaint regarding a tomb robbery, after which the mummies from the 

sepulchre, scattered around the tomb by the thieves, were violated by a pack of wolves 

(lykǾn) (Wilcken 1922, n. II 187; Ğukaszewicz 2001, 204-205).  

Worth adding here is that the reuse of tombs, which is the subject of this study, may also be 

treated as a disturbance of the original context.  

The so-called órobbersô cachesô 

A problem deserving a separate comment is the existence of the so-called órobbersô cachesô: 

groups of ancient objects gathered by robbers (ancient or modern) and concealed (often in 

unfinished shafts or niches) in order to be later found and transferred to a safe place. One 

example of such a cache was identified in the shaft in the common courtyard of TT 253, 254, 

and 294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 3). 

The presence of such caches poses a serious problem, not only because the original context of 

the shaft or niche is destroyed, but also because such caches can be very difficult to be 

distinguished from disturbed interments. For the first millennium BCE burials the threat is 

even more serious since in the studied period, multiple burials were not uncommon. The 

circumstances of a discovery of a late dynastic disturbed burial and a robbersô cache can be 

almost identical: in both cases one is dealing with a group of artefacts belonging to multiple 

persons and deposited in a shaft or other small architectural feature. The so-called choachytes, 

active in the Theban necropolis in the first millennium BCE and further discussed in the 

following chapters, were also known for occasionally using earlier tombs for storing 

mummies (Vleeming 1995, 246-247), which may further distort the image of the reuse of 

tombs.  

An interesting case of a similar artificial grouping of objects, although not by robbers or 

choachytes, was the assemblage of thirty Third Intermediate Period coffins discovered in 

1869 in Qurna during the visit of the Prince of Wales. There is a well-founded supposition 

that the coffins had been previously placed in the pit in which they were ófoundô for the 
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Princeôs entertainment and with Auguste Marietteôs knowledge (Porter, Moss 1964, 772-673; 

Aston, D. 2009a, 252). Their exact provenance remains unknown up to this day.  
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Chapter 3 

Dating criteria  

 

In the following chapter, I will discuss the dating criteria used by me to date assemblages 

discovered in reused tombs. The following aspects are used as dating criteria: (1) objects 

found in the tombs, (2) palaeography and spelling of particular words, (3) position of 

mummyôs arms and hands, (4) decoration of the tombs, and (5) archaeological context. 

1. Objects found in the tombs  

Ownership and forgery 

While analysis of the spatial arrangement of burials is problematic in itself (see Chapter 2), 

dating of the objects is also not free from potential pitfalls. One of the problems is the reuse of 

older funerary equipment, a popular practice in Thebes at least from the late Ramesside 

Period onwards (Cooney 2011; Cooney 2019). It has been estimated that around 70% of the 

known 21st and early 22nd dynasty coffins are reused objects (Cooney 2019, 98-99). The 

reused grave goods can be divided into two main groups: artefacts óremodelledô to suit the 

new ownersô needs (for example, with the original inscriptions painted over with new ones) 

and objects reused without any alterations. The latter is particularly susceptible to an 

archaeologistôs error: an example of such can be the coffin of one Padiashaikhet, dated to the 

25th dynasty, probably from Thebes and currently kept at the University of Sydney. The recent 

14C analysis revealed that the mummy found inside the coffin in fact belonged to an unknown 

individual from the Roman Period, deposited in the casket about eight centuries after it was 

manufactured (Sowada et al. 2011). The possibility of reuse of burial equipment ï not only 

coffins but probably also other grave goods ï must be kept in mind during the analysis of 

burial assemblage. However, it seems inevitable that such mistakes will occur, especially 

without the opportunity to use sophisticated methods of scientific analysis such as 14C or 

scanning electron microscopy for each artefact under scrutiny. 

Another problem is that of forgeries. Modern inhabitants of the Theban necropolis have been 

known for manufacturing souvenirs (as well as forgeries of ancient artefacts) for tourists 

(Strong, Bednarski 2016). They are sometimes difficult to distinguish from original objects, 

especially when no photography is available. 
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Independent dating evidence12 

a) Textual evidence linking burials to fixed chronological points 

Texts associating burials with the reign of a particular king or giving information on the 

deceasedôs family filiation or their activity within a lifetime of a particular king or a well-

attested dignitary (such as the Godôs Wife of Amun) are of special use for the dating 

purposes. Sadly, the majority of inscriptions fulfilling these criteria can be found either on the 

walls of the newly constructed tombs or on the funerary equipment found within the burials of 

the members of the Theban elite deposited in temples (particularly in the temple of 

Hatshepsut in Deir el-Bahari and in the Ramesseum) and can rarely be associated with 

interments within reused tombs. There are, however, several exceptions from that rule. These 

include for example burials of two men, found in the reused 18th dynasty tomb TT 367, who 

were a husband and a son of the daughter of king Takeloth III (Fakhry 1943c, 410-412; 

Aston, D., Taylor 1990, 136-137; Aston, D. 2009a, 236; Aston, D. 2014b, 28) or a royal 

granddaughter, whose burial was found intact in TT 358 (Winlock 1929; Winlock 1930; 

Winlock 1932b; Winlock 1942, 176-200; Aston, D. 2009a, 202). Associated with the reign of 

a particular king are also interments with objects with names of a particular pharaoh, such as 

that of Tjenetkherersheri (interred in KV 44), whose leather mummy braces bear the name of 

Osorkon I (Carter 1901, 145). A very special category of such burials are remains interred in 

caches (see Excursus).  

An interesting example of a dating text, although not directly related to the reign of any king, 

is a graffito discovered on the north wall of the chapel of a post-Amarna period tomb TT 291, 

informing that ó(é) the scribe Butehamun has moored there after an old age, his body sound 

and intact. Made by the scribe of the Necropolis Ankhefenamunô (McDowell 1999, 73; 

Kikuchi 2002, 349-350; Cooney 2011, 8). Scribe Butehamun is one of the well-known 

personages associated with events of the transition between the New Kingdom and the Third 

Intermediate Period and the relocation of the Deir el-Medina community to Medinet Habu; 

Ankhefenamun, the scribe who wrote the text, is almost certainly Butehamunôs son, who 

succeeded his father in office and is known from several other texts. Butehamunôs burial must 

                                                           
12 After John H. Taylor, I use this designation to describe objects linked to the reign of the particular ruler or 

Godôs Wife of Amun via inscriptional evidence (Taylor 2003, 96). Additionally, I refer in the same way to 

objects with known radiocarbon dates. Subsequently, I use the term óinternal dating evidenceô to refer to objects 

dated on the basis of typologies.  
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be dated to the very beginning of the 21st dynasty: possibly between Year 13 and Year 16 of 

Smendes (Bierbrier 1975, 42).13  

b) Radiocarbon dating 

Restrictions in exporting samples from Egypt have resulted in a very small number of 

available radiocarbon dates for the Pharaonic era as well as other periods of Egyptian history. 

Additionally, the accuracy of the radiocarbon technique in relation to the Egyptian artefacts 

has proved to be problematic due to several reasons such as flawed sample selection and 

contamination of the samples (Dee et al. 2012). From Thebes, the only two radiocarbon-dated 

samples obtained from a relatively secure context of a late dynastic burial in an earlier tomb 

known to me are: 

i) a piece of charcoal obtained during the German excavations in the tomb of Nakhtmin 

(TT 87). The fragment was collected in the shaft in the transverse hall of the sepulchre 

and the calibrated date was given as 765-410 BCE (Guksch 1995, 115).  

ii)  a fragment of wood (UCLA-1401) collected in the burial chamber of the Middle 

Kingdom tomb TT 386 (Berger 1970, 28; Long 1976, 45). After calibration done 

using OxCal 4.3 (IntCal 13), it can be dated to 976-768 cal BCE at 95.4%.  

Internal dating evidence14 

a) Pottery 

Pottery is one of the most commonly-found artefacts at almost any archaeological site dated 

from the Neolithic onwards and the Theban necropolis is no exception in that matter. 

Importantly for the chronological considerations, it is also a group of objects perceived as 

cheap, therefore least likely to be reused or removed from the sepulchre by tomb robbers ï 

ancient or contemporary ï which cannot be said even about the mummies themselves, 

considered to be a valuable commodity due to the demand for mumia vera in the modern era 

(Ikram, Dodson 1998, 64-66). However, there are not as many studies of the late dynastic 

Theban pottery as one might expect. The majority of publications from excavations conducted 

in Thebes in the first half of the twentieth century, not to mention earlier works, contain very 

little or no information on potsherds discovered in the course of the research, especially late 

                                                           
13 Although see the discussion on the possibility of existence of another scribe of the necropolis called 

Butehamun: NiwiŒski 1984a; Davies, B. 1997; Aston, D. 2009a, 258, with bibliography. 
14 All the dates given in this section are approximate. 
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dynastic ones (Petrieôs reports are a rare exception from this rule, in line with the general 

interests of this scholar). In 2009, Aston wrote that óthe study of pottery development during 

the Third Intermediate Period is still in its infancyô (Aston, D. 2009a, 317). Nevertheless, 

recent decades brought a change in this attitude and as a result almost every archaeological 

report published recently contains at least a section dedicated to this category of finds. 

The pottery forms, encountered in the Theban necropolis and associated with the first 

millennium BCE strata, are too numerous to be described in detail, therefore I will allow 

myself to simply list the publications containing information relevant for the chronological 

considerations. The essential works for the study of Theban pottery in the Third Intermediate 

Period are these of Aston (Aston, D. 1996; 2009a, 317-348), while for the later periods 

(especially for Kushite imports) those of Julia Budka (Budka 2008; 2010, 191-233; 2017; 

2018). The general overview of the Egyptian pottery throughout history (from the Neolithic to 

modern times) was recently published by Anna WodziŒska (2009-2010). 

However, the presence of the pottery dated to the late dynastic era in earlier tombs does not 

necessarily mean that the tombs were reused at that times, as the pottery could be associated 

with cultic activities rather than new interments.  

b) Wooden coffins15 

Theban coffins, especially of the Third Intermediate Period and Late Period, have attracted 

a lot of attention in the past decades. Detailed typologies of coffins have been produced, 

which cover almost the whole time-span of the Third Intermediate Period and Late Period.  

i) 21st dynasty coffins 

For the 21st dynasty, the most influential study remains Andrzej NiwiŒskiôs work (NiwiŒski 

1988), which is used here. In NiwiŒskiôs study, stylistic development of decoration of the 

three elements of coffins is taken independently into consideration: coffin lids, coffin interior 

and coffin exterior (Tables 2-4). The most characteristic feature of coffins of that era is their 

yellow colour, which is a continuation of a trend popular already in the Ramesside Period. 

The typical coffin ensemble of the 21st dynasty comprised an outer anthropoid coffin, an inner 

anthropoid coffin, and a mummy board ï a wooden cover, placed on the mummy. Mummy 

                                                           
15 Additionally to classifications of wooden coffins discussed in this section, a typology of stone sarcophagi of 

the Late Period was created by Marie-Louise Buhl (1959). However, no stone sarcophagus from a reused Theban 

tomb is known to me, therefore I will not describe this typology in detail. 
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boards were an element of burial equipment which went out of fashion at the end of the 21st 

dynasty (Aston, D. 2009a, 275), and as such may be treated as a dating criterion in its own 

right.  

Type Short description Dating 

I 

Ia 

Polychrome details on the yellow background. 

Dress of daily life (white gala dress). Arms 

extended along the body (menôs coffins) or one 

arm extended, the other pressed to the breast 

(womenôs coffins). Sculpted details. No 

figurative decoration except for the foot board. 
Ramesside Period 

Ib 

Polychrome details on the yellow background. 

The deceased represented as a dead person. Arms 

crossed on the breast and covered with a collar. 

Sculpted details, feet modelled in relief or 

painted. Low degree of density of decorative 

elements. 

II  

IIa 

Polychrome details on the yellow background. 

Sculpted arms crossed over the collar on the 

breast. Low degree of density of decorative 

elements. Vertical composition of the lower part 

of the lid. Side inscriptions vertical, border 

inscriptions horizontal. 

Ramesside Period-middle 21st 

dynasty 

IIb 

Polychrome details on the yellow background. 

Sculpted arms crossed over the collar on the 

breast. Low degree of density of decorative 

elements. Side inscriptions horizontal, border 

inscriptions vertical (or the other way round). 

IIc 

Polychrome details on the yellow background. 

Sculpted arms crossed over the collar on the 

breast. Low or middle degree of density of 

decorative elements. Side inscriptions horizontal, 

border inscriptions vertical. 

IId 

Polychrome details on the yellow background. 

Sculpted hands (only). Painted forearms crossed 

over the collar on the breast. Middle degree of 

density of decorative elements. Vertical 

composition of the lower part of the lid. Side 

inscriptions horizontal, border inscriptions 

vertical. 
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III  

IIIa 

Polychrome details on the yellow background. 

Sculpted hands (only). Representation of the 

collar covering the arms. Middle or high degree 

of density of decorative elements. Vertical 

composition of the lower part of the lid. Side 

inscriptions horizontal, border inscriptions 

vertical. 

middle-late 21st dynasty IIIb 

Polychrome details on the yellow background. 

Sculpted hands (only). Representation of the 

collar covering the arms. High degree of density 

of decorative elements (horror vacui). Semi-

horizontal composition of the lower part of the 

lid. Side inscriptions horizontal, border 

inscriptions vertical. 

IIIc 

Polychrome details on the yellow background. 

Sculpted hands (only). Representation of the 

collar covering the arms, elbows often 

completely covered by the collar. High degree of 

density of decorative elements (horror vacui). 

Horizontal composition of the lower part of the 

lid.  

IV 

IVa 

Polychrome details on the white background. 

Sculpted hands (only). Sometimes the ends of 

mummy-bracesô imitations painted below the 

collar. Low degree of density of decorative 

elements. Vertical composition of the lower part 

of the lid. Side inscriptions vertical, border 

inscriptions horizontal. 

middle-late 21st dynasty 

IVb 

Polychrome details on the yellow background. 

Form and composition of the upper part similar 

to Ib (sometimes to II, except the collar is painted 

atypically). Middle degree of density of 

decorative elements. Vertical composition of the 

lower part of the lid. Side inscriptions horizontal 

or vertical, border inscriptions vertical. 

IVc 

Polychrome details on the yellow background. 

Form and composition of the upper part similar 

to Ia (womenôs coffins). Middle or high degree of 

density of decorative elements.  

IVd Polychrome details on the yellow background. 
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Sculpted arms, crossed and the breast and 

holding the royal regalia. High degree of density 

of decorative elements (horror vacui). Vertical 

and horizontal composition of the lower part of 

the lid. 

V 

Polychrome details on the yellow background. Sculpted 

hands (only). Imitation of mummy-braces painted in red. 

Representation of the collar which can extend to the 

underbelly. High degree of density of decorative 

elements. Semi-horizontal or vertical composition of the 

lower part of the lid.  

late 21st-early 22nd dynasty 

Table 2. NiwiŒskiôs typology of lids of Ramesside-21st dynasty coffins 

Type Short description Dating 

1 
Monochromatic decoration or no decoration at all. No 

figurative decoration. 

Ramesside Period-middle 21st 

dynasty 

2 

2a 

Central figure on a dark or yellow background. 

Low degree of density of decorative elements. 

Vertical composition. 

early-middle 21st dynasty 
2b 

Multicoloured figures on a dark background. 

Low degree of density of decorative elements. 

Vertical centripetal composition. 

2c 

Multicoloured figures on a yellow background. 

Middle degree of density of decorative elements. 

Vertical or semi-horizontal centripetal 

composition. 

3 

3a 

Multicoloured figures on a dark background. 

Middle or high degree of density of decorative 

elements. Vertical centrifugal composition. 

middle-late 21st dynasty 3b 

Multicoloured figures on a dark background. 

High degree of density of decorative elements 

(horror vacui). Background covered with small 

white stars. Vertical or semi-horizontal 

centrifugal composition. 

3c 

Multicoloured figures on a dark background. 

High degree of density of decorative elements. 

Semi-horizontal centrifugal composition. 

4 4a 

Multicoloured figures on a yellow background. 

High degree of density of decorative elements 

(horror vacui). Semi-horizontal centrifugal 

middle 21st-early 22nd dynasty 
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composition. 

4b 

Multicoloured figures on a yellow or white 

background. Middle degree of density of 

decorative elements. Horizontal centrifugal 

composition. 

Table 3. NiwiŒskiôs typology of Ramesside-21st dynasty coffin interior 

Type Short description Dating 

A 

Polychrome decoration on the yellow background. 

Vertical composition. Low degree of density of 

decorative elements.  

18th-middle 21st dynasty 

B 

Polychrome decoration on the yellow background. 

Vertical composition. Middle and high degree of density 

of decorative elements. 

21st-early 22nd dynasty 

C 

Polychrome decoration on the yellow background. 

Semi-horizontal composition. Middle and high degree of 

density of decorative elements. 

middle-late 21st dynasty 

D 

Polychrome decoration on the white background. 

Vertical composition. Low degree of density of 

decorative elements. 

pontificate of Pinodjem II 

E 

Polychrome decoration on the yellow background. 

Horizontal composition in two superimposed registers. 

High degree of density of decorative elements (horror 

vacui). 

late 21st dynasty 

Table 4. NiwiŒskiôs typology of Ramesside-21st dynasty coffin exterior 

ii)  22nd -26th dynasty coffins 

The typical for the 21st dynasty set of two coffins and a mummy board was replaced during 

the 22nd dynasty by assemblage consisting of an anthropoid outer coffin, an anthropoid 

intermediary coffin, and a cartonnage (see below). For the period between the 22nd and 26th 

dynasty, John H. Taylorôs study (Taylor 1985; 2003) remains fundamental for any 

chronological and stylistic considerations. Taylor divided the Third Intermediate Period (in 

which he included also the Kushite and Saite Periods) into phases, to which he assigned 

particular types of coffin designs. The phases distinguished by Taylor and discussed here are: 

II (typical for the 22nd dynasty), IIIA (contemporary with the 25th dynasty), and IIIB (dated to 

the 26th dynasty).  
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Typology of coffins 

For Phase II, both outer and intermediary coffins were grouped as they differ in their sizes and 

proportions and not their style. As in NiwiŒskiôs typology, three elements were taken into 

consideration: lids (frontal body field), coffin interior, and coffin exterior (Tables 5-7). The 

interior of the lids was usually undecorated. The characteristic feature of this period was the 

abandonment of yellow colouration of the coffins in favour of either a black background or 

unpainted surface, sometimes coated with varnish. During the later 22nd dynasty, sculpted 

details (such as hands or ears) disappeared completely. 

Type Short description Dating 

Design 1 

The area below the collar bisected by a vertical text, 

usually in a single column. Sometimes a solar disc or 

goddess painted above the text. The background is 

black, yellow or reddish-orange, or left unpainted. 

22nd-26th dynasty 

Design 2 

Scenes arranged in horizontal bands and small 

rectangular compartments. An axial text may bisect the 

entire lid, or start below the breast. Decoration includes 

representations of anthropomorphic gods, winged Nut 

and the solar disc or scarab, the deceased presented to 

Osiris, protective genii with knives, the Abydos fetish, 

henu barque, pairs of falcons, the Hathor cow, and the 

Anubis jackal confronted by Ihy. 

22nd dynasty 

Design 3 

Key elements of Chapter 125 of the Book of the Dead: 

the upper part of the field occupied by the weighing 

scene and introduction of the deceased to Osiris; the 

middle part contains vertical columns of text of the 

denial of sins. 

late 22nd-early 25th dynasty 

Table 5. Taylorôs typology of the Phase II coffin frontal body-field (outer and intermediary coffins) 

 

Type 
Short description Dating 

Design 1 A frieze of images, usually involving apotropaic deities. early 22nd dynasty 

Design 2 
A single line of text, running without a break from the 

foot-end of one long side to the opposite foot.  
22nd-26th dynasty 

Design 3 
Vertical columns of text (usually extracts from the Book 

of the Dead), sometimes accompanied by images. 

early eighth century BCE to the 

beginning of the 25th dynasty 

Table 6. Taylorôs typology of the Phase II coffin exterior (outer and intermediary coffins) 
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Type Short description Dating 

Design 1 
A series of registers with images drawn from the Books 

of the Underworld. 

early 22nd dynasty (reign of 

Osorkon I) 

Design 2 

2A 

A figure of a goddess, depicted frontally. Arms 

of the goddess are held close to the sides, and do 

not extend on to the interior walls of the coffin. 

22nd-25th dynasty 

2B 

A figure of a goddess, depicted frontally. Arms 

of the goddess extend on to the interior walls of 

the coffin. 

2C 

A figure of a goddess, depicted frontally. Arms 

of the goddess extend on to the interior walls of 

the coffin. The feet of the goddess rest on a 

hieroglyphic text xnt Hwt nbw. 

2D 

A figure of a goddess, depicted frontally. Arms 

of the goddess extend on to the interior walls of 

the coffin, and the feet extend on to the foot 

board. 

Design 3 

A figure of a goddess, depicted in profile. Arms of the 

goddess by her sides or extended on to the walls of the 

coffin. 

second half of the 22nd-26th 

dynasty 

Design 4 
The djed pillar, sometimes accompanied by other 

images. 
middle-late 22nd dynasty 

Design 5 
A mummiform, falcon-headed figure in profile (Ptah-

Sokar-Osiris). 
late 22nd-early 25th dynasty 

Table 7. Taylorôs typology of the Phase II coffin interior (outer and intermediary coffins) 

Significant changes occurred in the 25th dynasty, the most visible one being the introduction 

of two new types of coffins. The first one, termed óqeresuô by NiwiŒski (NiwiŒski 1983, 449), 

comprised rectangular coffins with a vaulted top, resting on four posts protruding from each 

corner of the coffinôs chest; the first examples of qeresu coffins may be dated to the middle 

years of the eighth century BCE. The second type, an inner bivalve coffin, replaced ï at least 

partially ï cartonnages, on whose form it was modelled; however, with the addition of 

a dorsal pillar and a pedestal. The head end of such coffins was usually decorated with 

representations of a scarab beetle or the goddess Nephthys, while the foot end ï with the Apis 

bull carrying the mummy on its back, or the goddess Isis.  

In the case of Phase III coffins, Taylor distinguished between the decoration of inner, 

intermediate and outer coffins (Tables 8-12). 
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Type Short description Dating 

Design 1 
Sunrise scene with two falcons, occasionally separated 

from the lower zone by a horizontal frame-line. 
750-650 BCE 

Design 2 

Sunrise scene with a ram-headed falcon, a central text, 

and the Abydos fetish. Lower body-field dominated by 

texts and figures arranged symmetrically. 

750-700 BCE 

Design 3 

Winged figure of Nut on the breast (sometimes replaced 

by a ram-headed falcon). Lower body-field occupied by 

central text running to the feet or to the ankles. The 

lateral zones occupied by symmetrical depictions of 

deities. 

end of the eighth century-sixth 

century BCE 

Design 4 

4A 

Sunrise scene with a ram-headed falcon. The 

remainder body-field occupied by horizontal 

registers of scenes. The Abydos fetish or djed 

pillar in the lower part of the lid. 

750-650 BCE (earlier than 4B) 

4B 

Sunrise scene with a winged figure of Nut. The 

remainder body-field occupied by horizontal 

registers of scenes. The Abydos fetish or djed 

pillar in the lower part of the lid. 

750-650 BCE (later than 4A) 

Table 8. Taylorôs typology of the Phase III coffin frontal body field (inner coffins) 

Type Short description Dating 

Design 1 

The djed pillar, sometimes flanked by horizontal or 

vertical texts or representations of gods or their 

emblems. 

25th-26th dynasty 

Design 2 
Vertical columns of text in the centre flanked by 

horizontal texts or registers of scenes. 
25th-26th dynasty 

Table 9. Taylorôs typology of the Phase III coffin exterior (back) (inner coffins) 

Type Short description Dating 

Design 1 

1A 
Figure of Nut, depicted frontally on the lid; the 

djed pillar on the floor. 
25th dynasty 

1B 
Figure of a goddess, depicted in profile, on the 

lid; the djed pillar on the floor. 

Design 2 
The surfaces are divided into compartments, containing 

inscriptions or a mixture of texts and scenes. 
25th-26th dynasty 

Design 3 

The surfaces are completely covered with texts, written in 

horizontal lines in the main field and vertical columns at 

the sides. 

25th-26th dynasty 

Design 4 Figures of goddesses, usually depicted in profile: one in 26th dynasty 
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the centre of the lid, another on the case.  

Table 10. Taylorôs typology of the Phase III coffin interior (inner coffins) 

The interior of coffins of this subtype was generally decorated with a figure of a goddess 

(either Nut or the Goddess of the West) represented in profile, with her hands hanging at her 

sides or extending to the walls of the coffin. The interior of the lid was generally left 

unpainted. 

Type Short description Dating 

Design 1 
Axial texts, arranged in one to three columns. 

Occasionally, a solar disc or a scene appears above. 
25th-26th dynasty 

Design 2 

Inscriptions arranged both vertically and horizontally, 

dividing the surface into compartments. Sometimes a 

figure of Nut above the central text. 

early 26th dynasty 

Table 11. Taylorôs typology of the Phase III coffin frontal body-field (intermediary coffins) 

Type Short description Dating 

Design 1 

A single line of text running without a break from the 

foot-end of one long side to the opposite foot. 

(indistinguishable from Phase II intermediary coffin 

exterior). 

22nd-26th dynasty 

Design 2 

The judgment scene (weighing of the heart and the 

deities of the judgment hall) accompanied by the text of 

the denial of sins. 

25th-early 26th dynasty 

Design 3 

Vertical text, dividing the field into compartments. 

Standing figures of the Sons of Horus and Thoth, 

occasionally wedjat eyes. 

reign of Psamtek I 

Table 12. Taylorôs typology of the Phase III coffin exterior (intermediary coffins) 

The outer coffins of Phase III could be either the qeresu coffins (their lids and exterior 

decorated with texts, friezes, scenes from the Book of the Dead or representations of gods, 

their interior usually left plain) or the anthropoid ones (always painted both on the inside and 

the outside; as in the case of the qeresu coffins, the decoration included the variety of 

different motives). The only clear typological development distinguished by Taylor is the 

latterôs exterior of the case (Table 13).  

Type Short description Dating 

Design 1 
A single horizontal line of text running from the foot, 

around the head, to the opposite foot. 
22nd-26th dynasty 
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Design 2 
A frieze of deities and texts arranged in vertical 

columns. 
25th dynasty 

Table 13. Taylorôs typology of the Phase III coffin exterior (outer coffins) 

Proportions of the human figures depicted on the coffins 

a) Post-New Kingdom style (end of the New Kingdom to the late eighth century 

BCE) 

The canon of proportions follows the one used in New Kingdom art: the characteristic feature 

is the high position of the small of the back, short upper body, and long legs. The body is 

slender and feminine, with a well-proportioned face.  

b) Kushite-Saite style (late eighth BCE to the Saite Period and later) 

The canon of proportions was inspired by the Old Kingdom one: the low position of the small 

of the back, of buttocks, and of tops of the knees, resulting in the unnaturally long appearance 

of the body. The face appears contracted: the distance between the base of the nose and the 

chin is very short, the mouth and chin project beyond the line of the forehead (prognathism). 

Iconography of the costumes 

a) Post-New Kingdom style (end of the New Kingdom to the late eighth century 

BCE) 

Similarly to the proportions of human figures, differences are visible in the costume of 

persons represented on the coffins. In the Third Intermediate Period (until the end of the 22nd 

dynasty), costumes seem to be a continuation of trends visible in the New Kingdom art. Males 

are dressed either in a kilt descending to the knees, over which a pleated robe is worn 

(sometimes replaced by a diagonal sash of linen) or in a large, loose-fitting robe, descending 

from the upper breast to below the knees. Women usually wear a long pleated dress reaching 

to the ground.  

b) Kushite-Saite style (late eighth century BCE to the Saite Period and later) 

A change can be observed at the beginning of the Kushite Period, when archaising elements 

are introduced. Men are depicted wearing a shorter kilt with a shoulder sash, a kilt descending 

to the calves (also with a shoulder sash), or a kilt descending to the knees with a long 

transparent robe over it and a shoulder sash. Female costumes are either a tight-fitting, long 
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dress reaching to the ankles, supported by shoulder straps or a half-transparent, often pleated 

dress, descending to the calves.  

Iconography of the unguent cones 

Another dating criterion, mentioned by Taylor, is the iconography of the unguent cones, often 

depicted on the heads of the human and divine figures. Following £lisabeth Maraite (1992), 

Taylor distinguished three types of cones, present in the iconography of the 22nd to 26th 

dynasty coffins and chronologically occurring in a linear sequence: 

Type 1. Tall and rounded, often coloured at the top, it has little internal detail, except 

lines running from the tip to the base. It can be accompanied by a flower or bud 

projecting at the front. Dating: reign of Amenhotep III -22nd dynasty. 

Type 2. Usually broad at the base, shows bipartition, flanked by green vegetal matter 

with an irregular outline (replacing the flower at the front). Dating: 22nd-25th dynasty. 

Type 3. Narrow, tall, flanked by a smooth-sided, simplified version of the vegetal 

matter of type 2. Dating: 25th-26th dynasty.  

iii)  Later coffins 

Dating burial equipment manufactured in the years following the Saite times and preceding 

the Ptolemaic era, both in Thebes and at other Egyptian sites, is problematic. Not only very 

few typologies of objects produced in this time exist but also a number of artefacts, originally 

classified as either of 26th or 30th dynasty date, probably should be redated to the period 

between (Aston, D. 1999). It seems, however, that the Theban production of coffins in the 

Persian Period and later (until the beginning of the 30th dynasty) somehow declined, as 

demonstrated by contrast with the known funerary material dated to this period from Akhmim 

(Taylor 1989, 61; Taylor 2003, 119). 

Schreiber (Schreiber 2011, 117-118; Schreiber 2012, 259-260; Schreiber 2018a, 239-240) 

distinguished three types of Egyptian coffins, which appeared for the first time in the First 

Persian Period and remained in use until the early Ptolemaic era (Table 14). Of the three 

types, only óplainô coffins are known from the Theban necropolis (Schreiber 2018a, 240).  

Type Short description Dating 

Inscriptional Entire frontal body field occupied by a text (usually late 26th dynasty-early Ptolemaic 
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style Chapter 72 of the Book of the Dead), arranged in 

columns, running from the collar to the feet. 

Period 

Pictorial style 
Frontal body field divided into rectangular 

compartments with depictions of protective genii. 

late 27th dynasty-early Ptolemaic 

Period 

Plain 

Painted coffins (published examples include yellow, 

black and tan to buff specimens); anthropoid and 

rectangular examples are known. 

27th dynasty 

Table 14. Schreiberôs typology of the 27th dynasty-early Ptolemaic coffins 

Worth mentioning is also the typology of coffins found in the Saite Theban tomb TT 389 

(Table 15), dated to the 30th dynasty and early Ptolemaic Period by Jan Assmann (in: Arnold, 

Di., Settgast 1968) and supplemented with finds from the Austrian concession (Budka 2010a, 

296-299).  

Type Short description  Dating 

1 
Black-varnished outer coffins with painted yellow, 

yellow and red or red and white decoration. 

30th dynasty-early Ptolemaic 

Period 
2 

Unpainted coffins with blue (or, like in the case of the 

coffins from the Austrian excavations in TT 414, green) 

hieroglyphs. 

3 
Inner coffins, covered with white stucco, with 

polychrome decoration. 

Table 15. Assmannôs typology of the 30th-early Ptolemaic coffins from TT 389 

Of significance for the chronology of this period can be also the type of the unguent cone. In 

the Ptolemaic Period, the only type present in representations on coffins, stelae, etc. is a stout 

cone, rounded at the top, crossed by a single lotus bud (Maraite 1992, 218-219). 

c) Cartonnages 

Cartonnage cases ï ócoffinsô made of plastered layers of linen or papyrus, glued together16 ï 

in my opinion require separate consideration, since their presence itself used to be treated as 

a dating criterion for the Third Intermediate Period tomb groups. 

The typology of cartonnage cases was developed by Taylor (Taylor 1985; Taylor 2003). All 

the types distinguished by him belong to the Phase II coffin ensembles and as such were dated 

                                                           
16 It is interesting to note that cartonnages made of papyrus and mud replaced linen cartonnages in the Roman 

Period, therefore the material a cartonnage case is made of can be a dating criterion in its own right (Budka 

2010a, 299).  
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to the 22nd dynasty.17 It is important to notice that for the cartonnages of that period, the 

development could be traced down chronologically only in the case of the design of the 

frontal body-field (Table 16). The rear body-field could be either undecorated or occupied by 

a single vertical motif (such as the djed pillar), sometimes flanked by smaller figures, while 

the head and feet ends were painted with scarab beetles and galloping Apis bull (from the 

eighth century BCE onwards, the mummy of the deceased was added on the bullôs back).  

Type Short description Dating 

1 

Various scenes in horizontal registers and rectangular 

compartments below the collar, including the mandatory 

representation of the deceased presented to Osiris or Ra-

Horakhty, sometimes also accompanied by other deities.  

22nd dynasty 

2 

2A 

Sunrise scene with two falcons: the first one, 

ram-headed, painted directly below the collar and 

the second one, bird-headed and with 

outstretched wings, occupies the space over the 

abdomen. Between the falcons, a grouping of 

serpents or deities. The axial division of the 

lower zone consisting of a continuous line of 

inscription. 

early 22nd dynasty 

2B 

Sunrise scene with two falcons: the first one, 

ram-headed, painted directly below the collar and 

the second one, bird-headed and with 

outstretched wings, occupies the space over the 

abdomen. Between the falcons, a grouping of 

serpents or deities. The axial division of the 

lower zone consists of the Abydos fetish. 

late ninth-end of eighth century 

BCE 

2C 

The basic elements of the design are usually 

present but arranged in a non-canonical 

configuration or supplemented with scenes which 

do not occur on other Design 2 cartonnages. 

Occasionally, some elements (including the solar 

falcons) are missing. 

late ninth-end of eighth century 

BCE 

Table 16. Taylorôs typology of cartonnage case body-field 

Following Taylorôs dating of the specimens, Aston began to use the presence of the 

cartonnage cases (or their fragments) in tomb groups as a dating criterion for burial during the 

                                                           
17 The end date for occurrence of the Phase II coffin ensembles was set by Taylor at 700 BCE (Taylor 1985, 

495). 
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Libyan Period: in several cases ï the only one available (e.g. Aston, D. 2009a, 157; 236; 239; 

248). However, using the presence of cartonnage pieces as a dating tool, especially when no 

other artefacts in the burial were recorded and the description of the discussed cartonnages is 

lacking, is highly problematic. First of all, there is enough evidence to support the idea that 

cartonnages were going out of fashion rather slowly and there are examples of cartonnage 

cases which can be securely dated to the Kushite Period (Schreiber 2008, 66), and some 

which perhaps could even originate from the Saite times (Tiradritti 2004, 182). According to 

Schreiber, such óhybridô burials likely belonged to priests or temple personnel of lower rank, 

who could not afford to follow trends set by the elite (Schreiber 2018b, 260). Secondly, apart 

from the challenges of precise chronological fixing of the manufacture of this type of artefacts 

within the late dynastic era, there is the issue of occurrence of cartonnages in other periods of 

Egyptian history. Objects made of cartonnage made their appearance not only during the 22nd-

25th dynasty, but also occasionally (in form of cartonnage masks) during the Old and Middle 

Kingdom times (Casini 2017), during the late Ramesside era (see, for example, the cartonnage 

case of Hori, owner of TT 259: Feucht 2006, 144-150), and in the Ptolemaic and Roman 

Periods, when cartonnage cases again became a standard element of burial equipment (Budka 

2010a, 299-301; Schreiber 2011, 116). Therefore, in the case of burials such as those in the 

Ramesside tomb of Montuherkhepeshef (KV 19), where the only description of finds, as 

quoted by Aston, is ómorceaux du cerceuil en carton peintô (Aston, D. 2009a, 157), I believe 

that not only a 22nd dynasty date should be considered, but also the Kushite and (less likely) 

Graeco-Roman dating. The presence of cartonnages itself cannot be treated as a definite proof 

for the occupation of the tomb during the Libyan Period.  

d) Ushebtis and shabtis  

Funerary figurines, known as óushebtisô or óshabtisô, constituted an important part of late 

dynastic burial equipment. In fact, their function as a substitute for the deceased in the 

afterlife recently has been called into question (Nyord 2018, 75-76). During the Third 

Intermediate Period and Late Period there seem to be two distinct traditions reflected in the 

terminology used by the ancient Egyptians themselves. The first tradition is represented by 

standardized, mass-made figurines, either in faience or in clay, which in the Egyptian texts 

were referred to as ushebtis. The second tradition is represented by archaising stone figurines, 

made individually, which made their appearance during the Kushite Period and were referred 

to as either shabtis or ushebtis. The gender of such statuettes depended on the gender of their 

owner (Schneider 1977, I, 119). For this very reason, I will use the word ushebti in relation to 
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the mass-made funerary figurines, while stone specimens will be referred to as shabtis 

(Kaczanowicz 2018a).  

A starting point for any discussion on the chronology of this category of artefacts is the study 

of the Leiden statuettes by Hans D. Schneider (Schneider 1977) as well as Dominique 

Valbelleôs publication of the Deir el-Medina figurines (Valbelle 1972) and, more recently, the 

typology of Third Intermediate Period ushebtis by Aston (Aston, D. 2009a, 356-364). Late 

dynastic figurines, however, are still subject to debate and new finds prove that a lot of work 

still needs to be done when it comes to establishing their chronology. For example, the 

presence of a beard, one of Astonôs most important criteria for dating of the figurines (with 

the date 700 BCE as a chronological caesura between the occurrence of non-bearded and 

bearded statuettes), has been recently contested by discoveries of burials in which both 

bearded and non-bearded ushebtis were associated with a single deceased (Schreiber 2008, 

59; Schreiber 2014, 243).18 Similarly, in the shabti box belonging to one Ditamenpaankh, of 

unknown provenance but most probably from Thebes, four different types of ushebtis were 

found, at least two with beards and one without (Berman 1999, n. 348). The box is of Aston 

type VII (see below), and therefore can be dated to the 25th dynasty. The earliest securely 

dated example of a funerary figurine from Thebes with a beard known to me is a statuette of 

Pinodjem I of the 21st dynasty (Schneider 1977, 4.3.0.3), while non-bearded ushebtis appear 

as late as in the sixth century BCE (e.g. ushebtis of Nitocris I, Hºlscher 1954, Pl. 21F). It 

seems that the transitional phase was longer than previously thought and the presence of 

a beard should not be treated as a dating criterion on its own.  

In this work, I am using a new typology which covers the Third Intermediate Period and Late 

Period and solely includes statuettes either from secure Theban contexts or belonging to the 

persons whose activities in Thebes are well-attested.19 The Theban material dated from the 

beginning of the 21st to the early 26th dynasty is abundant and in several instances it is 

                                                           
18 It needs to be stressed that a situation in which the deceased was buried with more than one type of figurines is 

not unusual in the late dynastic period. For example, in Hawara, Petrie discovered a burial containing no less 

than 17 different types of ushebtis, all given to one person (Petrie 1890, 19). Moreover, occurrence of multiple 

types of funerary statuettes within one burial was certainly not caused by the lack of material or other means of 

frugality, as even personages such as the Godôs Wives often possessed several types of ushebtis. For example, in 

the tomb-chapel of Nitocris, Uvo Hºlscher discovered three types of funerary statuettes: 24 large specimens 

inscribed with a long text, a smaller one with the name and title of Nitocris, and two uninscribed ones, but most 

probably also part of the priestessô burial equipment (Hºlscher 1954, 28). Perhaps then, Schneiderôs theory of 

coexistence of large inscribed ushebtis with smaller, uninscribed ones within a single set as a reflection of the 

hierarchy of overseers and workers (Schneider 1977, I, 322) is worth revisiting. 
19 As for ushebtis from the so-called ócachesô, I have included only selected, representative examples of each 

type in the list. 
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possible to narrow down the dating of the figurines to a year or two: for example, it was 

established that the Godôs Wife of Amun, Nitocris, had died on the 16 December 586 BCE 

(Leahy 1996, 157), therefore her ushebtis could not have been manufactured much later. The 

problem, however, appears for the Persian Period and later, when with the royal court first in 

Persia and then in the Delta and the office of the Godôs Wife no longer being recognised, 

there are very few well-dated specimens (Aston, D. 1999, 19). Most of the figurines which 

can be dated precisely are the statuettes covered with a text giving its ownerôs name and titles; 

the majority of Theban statuettes from this period, however, lack any inscriptions. Dating 

these specimens is much more difficult also due to the fact that finding an intact burial in 

Thebes, as almost everywhere in Egypt, is a rare occurrence: that is the reason why despite 

that in the recent years several publications of late dynastic material from the excavations in 

Theban tombs came out (e.g. Graefe 2003; Redford, S. 2006; Budka 2010a), the precise 

dating of finds from these monuments is often impossible. 

i. Faience ushebtis 

Funerary figurines made of faience occurred both in the period preceding the Third 

Intermediate Period and in the early Ptolemaic era (until the second century BCE, according 

to Budka; Budka 2010a, 271), so the choice of material cannot be used as a dating criterion 

(although the seshed headband, a popular feature of the Third Intermediate Period ushebtis, 

did not appear before the 21st dynasty; Janes 2002, xvii). It needs to be highlighted, however, 

that in the Ptolemaic Period ushebtis were no longer perceived as mandatory in the burial 

equipment and discoveries of funerary statuettes in tombs are very rare (Schreiber 2011, 123). 

I was unable to identify óT-shapedô figures (with the inscription arranged in the shape of the 

letter T), characteristic for the 27th dynasty and later (Aston, D. 1999, 19), among the Theban 

material, therefore I did not include them in the following classification.  

On the surface of some of the figurines, there is a cloth impression visible (Makowska 2015, 

156).  
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Type 1 (Figure 1) 

Description: Overseer ushebtis. One arm along the side, 

the other bent on the breast, holding a whip in hand. Text, 

usually painted and arranged in rows or columns, may 

occupy the front of the body or, less often, the back;20 

some of the figurines are anepigraphic. No back pillar. 

This type can be further divided into two subtypes: 1a 

(blue figurines), and 1b (green statuettes). 

Further comment: It is very interesting to note that the 

whip can be held either in a right or in a left hand, which 

prompts the question whether the deceasedôs right- or left-

handedness could be the reason for such a distinction. The 

handedness of ancient Egyptians is usually very difficult 

to detect, although it was proposed that the pharaoh 

Nektanebos was left-handed and the reason for such an assumption was his statue with the 

king depicted as holding a sword in his left hand (Reeves 1999).  

Faience overseer ushebtis datable to the Third Intermediate Period clearly evolved from 

earlier, New Kingdom statuettes. Overseer ushebtis were thought to have gone out of fashion 

in the early seventh century BCE (Aston, D. 2009a, 356), but now it is certain that they 

continued to be placed in tombs at least until the first years of the 26th dynasty. Securely dated 

specimens of green overseer statuettes come from the 25th and early 26th dynasty, although it 

is possible that they appeared for the first time in the late Libyan Period.  

Selected specimens (1a): Ushebtis of Herwebkhet from Bab el-Gasus (Janes 2002, no. 60b); 

Nany from TT 358 (MMA website, Overseer Shabti of Nany [MMA 30.3.30.2]); Pinodjem 

from TT 320 (Taylor, Strudwick, N. 2005, 226-227); Tayuheret from Bab el-Gasus (Janes 

2002, no. 63); Yihetepemmut from the Ramesseum (Janes 2012, no. 3); anonymous ushebtis 

from the Ramesseum (Janes 2011, no. 41); anonymous ushebtis from TT 188 (Redford, S. 

2006, type N). 

                                                           
20 Such is the case, for example, with ushebtis of Nany, discovered in the intact TT 358, where overseer 

statuettes have the text written on the back, while workers figures ï on the front. 

Figure 1. Faience ushebti, type 1 
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Selected specimens (1b): Ushebtis of Harsiese from Medinet Habu (Hºlscher 1954, 10); 

Shepenwepet I from Medinet Habu (Hºlscher 1954, 19); Shepenwepet II from Medinet Habu 

(Hºlscher 1954, Pl. 21G-H). 

Dating:  1a  21st-22nd dynasty  

1b   late 22nd-26th dynasty 

Type 2 (Figure 2) 

Description: Worker ushebtis. Arms usually crossed on the 

breast, hands hold two opposed hoes. The wig may be either 

striated or black, usually the headband is present. Text, 

usually painted and arranged in rows or columns, may 

occupy the front of the body (occasionally, the text occupies 

the whole body except for the head). No back pillar. This 

type can be further divided into three subtypes: 2a (blue 

statuettes, no beard), 2b (blue statuettes, beard is present), 

and 2c (green statuettes, no beard). I am not excluding the 

possibility of existence of the fourth subtype (green bearded 

figurines), but I was unable to identify it among the ushebtis 

from secure Theban contexts. 

Further comment: On several figurines from the Second 

Cache some hieroglyphs (bees and falcons) were deliberately mutilated (e.g. Schneider 1977, 

no. 4.3.1.65).  

Selected specimens (2a): Ushebtis of Henuttawy from TT 320 (Janes 2002, no. 57); 

Isetemkhebit from Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 4.3.1.1); Isetemkhebit (wife of 

Pinodjem II) from TT 320 (Schneider 1977, no. 4.3.0.1); Maatkara (Schneider 1977, no. 

4.3.0.5); Nany from TT 358 (MMA website, Worker Shabti of Nany [MMA 30.3.30.54]); 

Nesamun from TT 336 (Onderka 2015, nos. G.1-3); Nesikhonsu from TT 320 (Janes 2002, 

no. 53); Pinodjem I from TT 320 (Schneider 1977, no. 4.3.0.3); Pinodjem II from TT 320 

(Janes 2002, no. 38). 

Selected specimens (2b): Ushebtis of Petosiris (?) from TT 196 (Graefe 2003, no. 402); 

Pinodjem II from TT 320 (Schneider 1977, no. 4.3.0.4). 

Figure 2. Faience ushebti, type 2 
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Selected specimens (2c): Nestarwy from Medinet Habu (Schneider 1977, no. 4.3.0.7); 

Pashedkhonsu from the Ramesseum (Janes 2011, no. 23). 

Dating:  2a  21st-22nd dynasty  

2b   21st-30th dynasty or later 

2c  22nd dynasty-26th dynasty or later  

 Type 3 (Figure 3) 

Description: Similar to type 2, but the wig is plain and 

in the same colour like the rest of the figurine. This 

type can be further divided into four subtypes: 3a (blue 

statuettes, no beard), 3b (blue statuettes, beard is 

present), 3c (green statuettes, no beard), and 3d (green 

statuettes, beard is present). 

Further comment: One of the ushebtis from the 

Second Cache, belonging to the daughter of the king 

Menkheperra, is unusual in having modelled feminine 

breasts (Schneider 1977, no. 4.3.1.66), while ushebtis 

of one of the groups from TT 188, clearly belonging to 

this type, have their arms not crossed but flexed 

(Redford, S. 2006, type S).  

Selected specimens (3a): Ushebtis of Amenhotep from Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 

4.3.1.12); Henuttawy from TT 320 (Schneider 1977, no. 4.3.0.8); Horubekh (daughter of 

Menkheperra) from TT 320 (Schneider 1977, no. 4.3.1.66); Iihotepenmut from the 

Ramesseum (Janes 2002, no. 31); Iway from TT 29 (Warmenbol 2010, 414); Merytamun 

from Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 4.3.1.6); Mutenipet from the Ramesseum (Janes 

2012, no. 7); Padiamun from the Ramesseum (Janes 2011, no. 24); anonymous ushebtis from 

Asasif (Budka 2010a, Taf. 56a-c); anonymous ushebtis from Deir el-Medina (Onderka 2015, 

no. G.4); anonymous ushebtis from TT 32 (Schreiber 2008, 58); anonymous ushebtis from TT 

188 (Redford, S. 2006, types F, Q, S). 

Figure 3. Faience ushebti, type 3 
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Selected specimens (3b): Ushebtis of Ankhhor from TT 414 (Janes 2002, no. 81; Schneider 

1977, no. 5.3.1.206); anonymous ushebtis from the temple of Hatshepsut in Deir el-Bahari 

(Makowska 2015, type IIA.1); anonymous ushebtis from TT 374 (Redford, S. 2006, type A). 

Selected specimens (3c): Ushebtis of Ankhamenirdis from Medinet Habu (Hºlscher 1954, Pl. 

21J-K); Bakkhonsu from the Ramesseum (Janes 2011, no. 20); Djedptahiufankh from 

Medinet Habu (AnĽelkoviļ, Sagrillo 2003); Nebkhaiti from the Ramesseum (Janes 2011, no. 

26); anonymous ushebtis from Deir el-Medina (Onderka 2015, no. G.19); anonymous 

ushebtis from TT 32 (Schreiber 2008, 58); anonymous ushebtis from TT 196 (Graefe 2003, 

no. 416). 

Selected specimens (3d): Anonymous ushebtis from TT 196 (Graefe 2003, no. 417-420). 

Dating:  3a  21st-25th dynasty  

3b   22nd-30th dynasty or later 

3c  22nd dynasty-26th dynasty or later  

3d   26th dynasty or later 

 Type 4 (Figure 4) 

Description: Worker ushebtis, similar to types 

2 and 3, except that hands (and, sometimes, 

arms as well) are not modelled. The 

workmanship is usually rough, and the 

figurines anepigraphic. This type can be further 

divided into three subtypes: 4a (blue statuettes, 

no beard), 4b (blue statuettes, beard is present), 

and 4c (green statuettes, no beard). As in the 

case of type 2, I am not excluding the 

possibility of existence of the fourth subtype 

(green bearded figurines), but no Theban 

ushebtis of this kind from secure contexts are 

known to me. 

Figure 4. Faience ushebti, type 4 
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Further comment: Ushebtis of this type seem to have been placed in tombs until the early 

Ptolemaic Period: it is very probable that small, blue, anepigraphic funerary figurines found in 

TT 32 and associated with burials of the family members of Nesmin can be assigned to type 

4, although the provided description does not allow to state this with certainty (Schreiber 

2011, 123). Shepenwepet IIôs ushebtis are unusual in having a modelled uraeus on the 

forehead. 

Selected specimens (4a): Ushebtis of Aset from the Ramesseum (Janes 2011, no. 15); 

anonymous ushebtis from Deir el-Medina (Onderka 2015, no. G.11); anonymous ushebtis 

from the common courtyard of TT 253, 254, and 294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 106); anonymous 

ushebtis from the temple of Hatshepsut in Deir el-Bahari (Makowska 2015, types IIIA.1 and 

IIIB.1); anonymous ushebtis from TT 196 (Graefe 2003, no. 411); anonymous ushebtis from 

TT 253 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 123); anonymous ushebtis from TT 294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 

108); anonymous ushebtis from TT 296 (Feucht 1985, 144). 

Selected specimens (4b): Anonymous ushebtis from Kampp -61- (Schreiber 2015b, 58); 

anonymous ushebtis from the common courtyard of TT 253, 254, and 294 (Strudwick, N. 

1996, 106); anonymous ushebtis from TT 196 (Graefe 2003, no. 410); anonymous ushebtis 

from TT 253 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 119; 123); anonymous ushebtis from TT 294 (Strudwick, 

N. 1996, 108). 

Selected specimens (4c): Ushebtis of Shepenwepet II from Medinet Habu (Hºlscher 1954, Pl. 

21G); anonymous ushebtis from the common courtyard of TT 253, 254, and 294 (Strudwick, 

N. 1996, 106). 

Dating:  4a  22nd-early Ptolemaic Period  

4b   25th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

4c   25th dynasty or later 
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Type 5 (Figure 5) 

Description: Worker ushebtis. Arms usually crossed on the 

breast, hands hold two opposed hoes or other symbols 

(sometimes one hand holds the end of a rope, with a bag or 

basket hanging on the other end). Back pillar and plinth are 

always present. Text, usually incised and arranged in rows 

or columns, may occupy the front of the body or the back 

pillar. This type can be further divided into three subtypes: 

5a (blue statuettes, beard is present), 5b (green statuettes, no 

beard), and 5c (green statuettes, beard is present). The beard 

can be either plain or pleated. Possibly, a fourth subtype 

could be distinguished (blue ushebtis without beard), but no 

figurines of this kind of unequivocally Theban provenance 

are known to me. 

Further comment: Destroyed ushebtis of Nesi[é] and of an 

unknown owner, discovered in Tomb G (Schreiber 2008, 81-82) also belong to this type, 

although it is unclear to which subtype they should be assigned. 

Selected specimens (5a): Ushebtis of Nesmin from TT 32 (Schreiber 2011, 123); 

Nespakashuty (?) from TT 312 (MMA website, Uninscribed shabti from tomb of 

Nespekashuty [MMA 26.3.163b]); Wahibra from TT 414 (Bietak, Reiser-Haslauer 1982, 195-

199); anonymous ushebtis from TT 294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 108). 

Selected specimens (5b): Ushebtis of Nitocris from Medinet Habu (Hºlscher 1954, Pl. 21F). 

Selected specimens (5c): Ushebtis of Padineth from TT 197 (Janes 2002, no. 88; Schneider 

1977, nos. 5.3.120-122). 

Dating:  5a   26th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

5b  26th dynasty 

5c   26th dynasty 

 

 

Figure 5. Faience ushebti, type 5 
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The classification of faience ushebtis is summarized in Table 17. 

Type Subtype Overseer/worker Colour Beard Dating 

1 
a overseer blue  21st -22nd dynasty 

b overseer green  late 22nd-26th dynasty 

2 

a worker blue  21st-22nd dynasty 

b worker blue Ṋ 21st-30th dynasty or later 

c worker green  22nd-26th dynasty or later 

3 

a worker blue  21st-25th dynasty 

b worker blue Ṋ 22nd-30th dynasty or later 

c worker green  22nd-26th or later 

d worker green Ṋ 26th dynasty or later 

4 

a worker blue  
22nd dynasty-early 

Ptolemaic Period 

b worker blue Ṋ 
25th dynasty-early 

Ptolemaic Period 

c worker green  25th dynasty or later 

5 

a worker blue Ṋ 
26th dynasty-early 

Ptolemaic Period 

b worker green  26th dynasty 

c worker green Ṋ 26th dynasty 

Table 17. Summary of the typology of faience ushebtis 

ii.  Clay ushebtis 

Clay ushebtis ï including the ushebtis made of real clay and of ómudô (Nile silt), fired and 

unfired, as it is often impossible to distinguish between the kind of material used ï are more 

problematic than the faience ones in terms of their chronology. It is certain that ushebtis of 

fired clay occasionally occurred in burials in the Ramesside Period, although the vast majority 

of known terracotta figurines seem to be datable to the first millennium BCE. However, 

statuettes of unfired clay (or ómudô) start to appear in burial assemblages much later, in the 

22nd dynasty (Aston, D. 2009a, 363-364). Some scholars use the term ómud ushebtisô as 

a synonym for unfired statuettes, although it is clear that figurines of Nile silt could be baked 

as well. Moreover, there are examples of both kinds of figurines (fired and unfired), 

originating from a single mould, clearly signifying that the two traditions overlapped very 

closely (Kaczanowicz 2018a). It was proposed that the production of clay figurines was 

abandoned before the 25th dynasty (Stewart 1995, 34); however, in Thebes it continued at 

least until the end of the Saite Period and probably well into the 27th dynasty (Schreiber 

2015b, 57). According to their excavator, small pottery ushebtis from TT 29 should be dated 

to the 30th dynasty (Warmenbol 2010, 414). Budka reported finds of clay ushebtis datable to 

the Ptolemaic Period from the Austrian concession in the Asasif valley (Budka 2010a, 273), 

which extends the chronology of this group of figurines even further.  
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Similarly to faience figurines, green ushebtis seem to have been introduced later than blue 

ones (red specimens are known as well, but are rare).21 Unlike faience ushebtis, where the 

colour is an óinherentô feature, clay ushebtis were painted and in many cases the paint was not 

preserved. Sometimes it is impossible to state whether the statuette was painted or not, which 

makes their dating even more difficult.  

Lately, thanks to the recent publications of late dynastic finds from Theban tombs, it became 

clear that it is possible to identify not only particular types of clay figurines, but even specific 

moulds from which they originated. In several cases, tens of different types of clay ushebtis 

were distinguished in a single tomb, often differing only in minor details (such as shape of the 

wig, or size) (e.g. Graefe 2003). My aim is not to discuss each of these types, but to identify 

general features which help date particular groups of statuettes.  

On several figurines, fingerprints of the maker are still visible (Strudwick, N. 1996, 130; 

Makowska 2015; Kaczanowicz 2018a). 

 Type 1 (Figure 6) 

Description: Overseer ushebtis. One arm along the side, the other bent on the breast, holding 

a whip in hand. Text may occupy the front of the body, but the majority is uninscribed. No 

back pillar. This type can be further divided into three 

subtypes: 1a (figurines painted blue), 1b (figurines 

painted green), and 1c (whitewashed or unpainted 

figurines). Overseer ushebtis are usually made of fired 

clay (although exceptions from this rule are known). 

Further comment: As stated above in reference to the 

faience overseer ushebtis, the whip can be held in the 

right, but also in the left hand. In Thebes, clay overseer 

figurines continued in fashion at least until the end of 

the 26th dynasty (Schreiber 2015b, 57). 

Selected specimens (1a): Ushebtis of Nakhtefmut from 

the Ramesseum (Strudwick, H., Dawson 2016, 205); 

                                                           
21 Mentions of mud ushebtis painted yellow, which can be found in some excavation reports, were discarded in 

this study, as the yellow colour of figurines seems to be a result of a discolouration of the varnish rather than of 

an application of yellow paint (Aston, D. 2009a, 361). 

Figure 6. Clay ushebti, type 1 
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anonymous ushebtis from Kampp -61- (Schreiber 2015b, 57-58); anonymous ushebtis from 

MMA 1152 (Kaczanowicz 2018a, type B1); anonymous ushebtis from the temple of 

Hatshepsut in Deir el-Bahari (Makowska 2015, type IIB.2); anonymous ushebtis from Tomb 

B (Schreiber 2008, 70); anonymous ushebtis from TT 254 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 128). 

Selected specimens (1b): Ushebtis of Tenuttawy from Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 

4.5.5.3). 

Selected specimens (1c): Ushebtis of Djedmehyt from TT 188 (Redford, S. 2006, type L); 

Khaas from Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 4.5.5.1); ushebtis of Padiamun from Bab el-

Gasus (Chappaz 1984, no. 30); anonymous ushebtis from Deir el-Medina (Onderka 2015, nos. 

G.21-23, G.27); anonymous ushebtis from TT 188 (Redford, S. 2006, types H-I); anonymous 

ushebtis from TT 253 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 119); anonymous ushebtis from TT 294 

(Strudwick, N. 1996, 114). 

Dating:  1a 21st-26th dynasty   

1b late 21st dynasty   

1c 21st-26th dynasty 

Type 2 (Figure 7) 

Description: Worker ushebtis. Arms usually crossed on the breast, hands hold two opposed 

hoes. Text may occupy the front of the body, but the majority is uninscribed. No back pillar. 

This type can be further divided into nine subtypes: 2a (unfired statuettes painted blue, no 

beard), 2b (fired statuettes painted blue, no beard), 2c (fired statuettes painted blue, beard is 

present), 2d (unfired statuettes painted green, no beard), 2e (fired statuettes painted green, no 

beard), 2f (unfired whitewashed or unpainted figurines, no beard), 2g (fired whitewashed or 

unpainted figurines, no beard), 2h (unfired whitewashed or unpainted figurines, beard is 

present), and 2i (fired whitewashed or unpainted figurines, beard is present). I am not 

excluding the possibility of existence of three more subtypes (unfired, bearded statuettes 

painted blue, unfired statuettes painted green without beards, and unfired bearded ushebtis 

painted green), but no Theban ushebtis of this kind from secure contexts are known to me. 

Further comment: At least some of the clay ushebtis from TT 196 (Graefe 2003, nos. 421, 

425-426, 428, 432-436) belong to this type, but I was unable to find information whether they 

were made of fired or unfired clay. 
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Selected specimens (2a): Ushebtis of Ankhefenkhonsu 

from the Ramesseum (Janes 2011, no. 18); anonymous 

ushebtis from Kampp -61- (Schreiber 2015b, 58); 

anonymous ushebtis from Kampp -400- (Schreiber 

2018b, Fig. 3.5). 

Selected specimens (2b): Ushebtis of Ankhesenmut from 

Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 4.5.1.7); Djedaset 

from the Ramesseum (Janes 2011, no. 32); 

Nestanebisheru from Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 

5.5.1.21); Perenbastet from Kampp -171- (Manchester 

Museum website, Shabti [5053.g]; Petrie 1909, 12); 

anonymous ushebtis from Deir el-Medina (Onderka 

2015, nos. G.5-10); anonymous ushebtis from MMA 1152 (Kaczanowicz 2018a, type B2); 

anonymous ushebtis from the temple of Hatshepsut in Deir el-Bahari (Makowska 2015, type 

IIB.1); anonymous ushebtis from TT 253 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 119; 122); anonymous 

ushebtis from TT 254 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 127-128); anonymous ushebtis from TT 374 

(Redford, S. 2006, type C). 

Selected specimens (2c): Ushebtis of Nespakashuty from Deir el-Medina (Pomorska 1959, no. 

45). 

Selected specimens (2d): Ushebtis of Nesmut from Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 

4.5.1.17); Padiamun from Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 4.5.1.11); Tenuttawy from Bab 

el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 4.5.1.31). 

Selected specimens (2e): Ushebtis Nesmut from Bab el-Gasus (Aubert 1998, no. 25); 

Nespakashuty from DeM 1283 (Onderka 2015, nos. G.25-26); Pauseramun from the 

Ramesseum (Janes 2011, no. 21); anonymous ushebtis from MMA 1152 (Kaczanowicz 

2018a, type B4). 

Selected specimens (2f): Ushebtis of Khaas from Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 4.5.1.24); 

Nesamenopet from Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 4.5.1.15); Neskhonsu from Tomb B 

(Schreiber 2008, 69); anonymous ushebtis from the common courtyard of TT 253, 254, and 

294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 105); anonymous ushebtis from Tomb B (Schreiber 2008, 70); 

anonymous ushebtis from TT 254 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 128; 32; 134). 

Figure 7. Clay ushebti, type 2 
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Selected specimens (2g): Ushebtis of Ankhefenkhonsu from Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, 

no. 4.5.1.3); Aset[é] from Deir el-Medina (Onderka 2015, no. G.24); Djedmaatiusankh from 

Bab el-Gasus (Schneider 1977, no. 4.5.1.32); Djedmehyt from TT 188 (Redford, S. 2006, type 

K); Nesikhonsu from Deir el-Medina (Onderka 2015, no. G.20); Tabakenkhonsu from Bab el-

Gasus (Janes 2011, no. 31); anonymous ushebtis from Deir el-Medina (Onderka 2015, nos. 

G.12-18); anonymous ushebtis from the Ramesseum (Janes 2011, no. 40); anonymous 

ushebtis from Kampp -61- (Schreiber 2015b, 57-58); anonymous ushebtis from TT 253 

(Strudwick, N. 1996, 119); anonymous ushebtis from TT 254 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 128; 132); 

anonymous ushebtis from TT 294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 115); anonymous ushebtis from TT 

374 (Redford, S. 2006, type B). 

Selected specimens (2h): Anonymous ushebtis from Kampp -61- (Schreiber 2015b, 58). 

Selected specimens (2i): Anonymous ushebtis from MMA 1152 (Kaczanowicz 2018a, type 

B3); anonymous ushebtis from the temple of Hatshepsut in Deir el-Bahari (Makowska 2015, 

types IB.1 and ID.1). 

Dating:  2a 22nd-25th dynasty 

  2b 21st-25th dynasty 

  2c 25th dynasty 

  2d late 21st dynasty 

  2e late 21st-25th dynasty 

  2f late 21st-25th dynasty 

  2g late 21st-25th dynasty 

  2h 25th dynasty 

  2i 25th dynasty  

Type 3 (Figure 8) 

Description: Worker ushebtis, similar to types 2 and 3, except that hands and arms are not 

modelled at all. The workmanship is usually rough and the figurines anepigraphic. This type 

can be further divided into nine subtypes: 3a (unfired statuettes painted blue, no beard), 3b 
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(fired statuettes painted blue, no beard), 3c 

(unfired statuettes painted blue, beard is present), 

3d (fired statuettes painted blue, beard is present), 

3e (unfired statuettes painted green, no beard), 3f 

(unfired whitewashed or unpainted figurines, no 

beard), 3g (fired whitewashed or unpainted 

figurines, no beard), 3h (unfired whitewashed or 

unpainted figurines, beard is present), and 3i 

(fired whitewashed or unpainted figurines, beard 

is present). I am not excluding the possibility of 

existence of further three subtypes (fired 

beardless statuettes painted green, unfired bearded statuettes painted green, and fired beaded 

statuettes painted green), but no Theban ushebtis of this kind from secure contexts are known 

to me. 

Further comment: The most popular type of ushebtis from the 25th dynasty onwards, possibly 

until the early Ptolemaic Period. At least some of the clay ushebtis from TT 196 (Graefe 

2003, nos. 422-424; 427; 429-431) belong to this type, but I was unable to find information 

whether they were made of fired or unfired clay. 

Selected specimens (3a): Ushebtis of Iu or Taiu from TT 32 (Schreiber 2008, 59); anonymous 

ushebtis from Asasif (Budka 2010a, 729); anonymous ushebtis from MMA 1152 

(Kaczanowicz 2018a, type U2); anonymous ushebtis from Tomb B (Schreiber 2008, 70); 

anonymous ushebtis from TT 32 (Schreiber 2008, 59-60). 

Selected specimens (3b): Anonymous ushebtis from the common courtyard of TT 253, 254, 

and 294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 105); anonymous ushebtis from Grab VII (Budka 2010a, 590-

591); anonymous ushebtis from MMA 1152 (Kaczanowicz 2018a, type B5); anonymous 

ushebtis from the common courtyard of TT 253, 254, and 294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 106); 

anonymous ushebtis from TT 188 (Redford, S. 2006, type O); anonymous ushebtis from TT 

253 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 119; 122); anonymous ushebtis from TT 254 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 

130); anonymous ushebtis from TT 294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 108). 

Selected specimens (3c): Anonymous ushebtis from TT 32 (Schreiber 2008, 59); anonymous 

ushebtis from TT 253 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 119). 

Figure 8. Clay ushebti, type 3 
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Selected specimens (3d): Anonymous ushebtis from the common courtyard of TT 253, 254, 

and 294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 105); anonymous ushebtis from TT 188 (Redford, S. 2006, type 

D). 

Selected specimens (3e): Anonymous ushebtis from Asasif (Budka 2010a, 730); anonymous 

ushebtis from MMA 1152 (Kaczanowicz 2018a, type U2); anonymous ushebtis from TT 138 

(Feucht 2006, 153). 

Selected specimens (3f): Anonymous ushebtis from Asasif (Budka 2010a, 729); anonymous 

ushebtis from Kampp -171- (Manchester Museum website, Shabti [5101]; Petrie 1901, 12); 

anonymous ushebtis from Kampp -400- (Schreiber 2018b, Fig. 3.7); anonymous ushebtis 

from MMA 1152 (Kaczanowicz 2018a, type U3); anonymous ushebtis from Tomb B 

(Schreiber 2009, 70); anonymous ushebtis from TT 32 (Schreiber 2008, 59-60). 

Selected specimens (3g): Anonymous ushebtis from the temple of Hatshepsut in Deir el-

Bahari (Makowska 2015, type IB.3); anonymous ushebtis from TT 138 (Feucht 2006, 153); 

anonymous ushebtis from TT 188 (Redford, S. 2006, types E and M); anonymous ushebtis 

from TT 253 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 118); anonymous ushebtis from TT 254 (Strudwick, N. 

1996, 128); anonymous ushebtis from TT 294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 108). 

Selected specimens (3h): Anonymous ushebtis from Grab I (Budka 2010a, 514); anonymous 

ushebtis from Grab II (Budka 2010a, 531); anonymous ushebtis from Grab VII (Budka 2010a, 

Taf. 30c); anonymous ushebtis from Kampp -61- (Schreiber 2015b, 58); anonymous ushebtis 

from Kampp -400- (Schreiber 2018b, Fig. 3.6); anonymous ushebtis from MMA 1152 

(Kaczanowicz 2018a, type U1); anonymous ushebtis from the temple of Hatshepsut in Deir 

el-Bahari (Makowska 2015, type IA.2); anonymous ushebtis from the common courtyard of 

TT 253, 254, and 294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 106); anonymous ushebtis from TT 32 (Schreiber 

2008, 59); anonymous ushebtis from TT 296 (Feucht 1985, 144); anonymous ushebtis from 

TT 294 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 114). 

Selected specimens (3i): Anonymous ushebtis from Kampp -49- (Redford, S. 2006, type R); 

anonymous ushebtis from MMA 1152 (Kaczanowicz 2018a, type B6); anonymous ushebtis 

from the temple of Hatshepsut in Deir el-Bahari (Makowska 2015, types IA.1 and IB.2); 

anonymous ushebtis from TT 253 (Strudwick, N. 1996, 121; 123); anonymous ushebtis from 

TT 296 (Feucht 1985, 144). 
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Dating:  3a 22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

  3b 21st dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

  3c 25th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

  3d 25th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

  3e 22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

  3f 22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

  3g 21st dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

  3h 25th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

  3i 25th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

 Type 4 (Figure 9) 

Description: Worker ushebtis with baskets on their heads. No epigraphic examples are known 

to me. No back pillar.  

Further comment: These extremely characteristic figurines 

are a Kushite novelty, introduced during the 25th dynasty, 

with parallels from el-Kurru (Musso, Petacchi 2011). No 

specimens from other Egyptian sites are known to me. 

Possibly, unusual ushebtis from TT 188, with óa small 

modius atop the head which is indicative of a femaleô and a 

pedestal, also belong to this type (Redford, S. 2006, type G). 

Selected specimens: Ushebis of Niu from TT 99 (Strudwick, 

N. 2000); anonymous ushebtis from Asasif (probably Grab 

VII) (Budka 2010a, 272); anonymous ushebtis from TT 188 

(?) (Redford, S. 2006, type G). 

Dating: 25th-early 26th dynasty 

The summary of the classification of clay ushebtis can be found in Table 18. 

Figure 9. Clay ushebti, type 4 
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Type Subtype Overseer/worker Clay Colour Beard Dating 

1 

a overseer  blue  21st-26 dynasty 

b overseer  green  late 21st dynasty 

c overseer  unpainted  21st-26th dynasty 

2 

a worker unfired blue  22nd-25th dynasty 

b worker fired blue  21st-25th dynasty 

c worker fired blue Ṋ 25th dynasty 

d worker unfired green  late 21st dynasty 

e worker fired green  late 21st-25th dynasty 

f worker unfired unpainted  late 21st-25th dynasty 

g worker fired unpainted  late 21st-25th dynasty 

h worker unfired unpainted Ṋ 25th dynasty 

i worker fired unpainted Ṋ 25th dynasty 

3 

a worker unfired blue  22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

b worker fired blue  21st dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

c worker unfired blue Ṋ 25th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

d worker fired blue Ṋ 25th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

e worker unfired green  22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

f worker unfired unpainted  22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

g worker fired unpainted  21st dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

h worker unfired unpainted Ṋ 25th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

i worker fired unpainted Ṋ 25th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

4  
worker with basket 

on the head 
   25th-early 26th dynasty 

Table 18. Summary of the typology of clay ushebtis 
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i. Stone shabtis 

Stone shabtis made their appearance only once during the first millennium BCE. Meg 

Gundlach lists eight known individuals who possessed stone shabtis: Amenirdis I, 

Shepenwepet II, Karakhamun, Harwa, Montuemhat, Wedjarenes, Diasethebsed, and 

Pedamenopet (Gundlach 2013, I, i).22 To this list I would add also Ipy, whose stone shabti 

was discovered in TT 32; the presence of back pillar and plinth leaves no doubt that the 

figurine should be dated to the first millennium BCE (Schreiber 2008, 81-82). 

Amenirdis I died probably shortly after Year 12 of Taharka, i.e. after 679 BCE (Coulon, 

Hallmann, Payraudeau 2018, 276); Shepenwepet II certainly survived into Year 9 of Psamtek 

I (656 BCE) as attested by Nitocris Adoption Stela (Caminos 1964), although the exact date 

of her death is unknown. As for Harwa, Amenirdis Iôs steward, it was suggested that his death 

should be dated to around 685-680 BCE (Einaudi 2014, 328). Montuemhat was active in 

Thebes during the reigns of Taharka, Tanwetamani and Psamtek I; he certainly lived into 

Year 14 of Psamtek (651 BCE) as he was one of the witnesses who signed the famous Saite 

Oracle Papyrus, dated to the 4 October 651 BCE (Parker 1962), and possibly died during the 

reign of this pharaoh. A similar date of death ï during the reign of Psamtek I ï can be 

assumed for Wedjarenes, Montuemhatôs third wife, who was probably buried in her 

husbandôs tomb, TT 34 (Russmann 1997). Shabtis of Diasethebsed, whose burialôs remains 

were found in Medinet Habu and who was Montuemhatôs sister, are more or less 

contemporary, though it cannot be excluded that Diasethebsedôs death took place a little 

earlier, during the last days of the Kushite rule in Egypt (Corsi 2013). Pedamenopetôs demise 

likely predated that of Montuemhat; similarities between layout and decoration of their tombs 

demonstrate that their lifespans, at least partially, overlapped (R®gen 2018, 169, n. 36). For 

the remaining owners of stone shabtis, the dates of their deaths are uncertain: for Ipy, there is 

no information on his activity in Thebes, while Karakhamun might have died as the first one 

among the stone shabtisô owners, as the evidence from his tomb (TT 223) seems to fall into 

the earlier part of the Kushite Period (Naunton 2014). Still, the construction of the tomb might 

have started long before its ownerôs death. 

The available data thus indicate that the appearance of stone shabtis was limited to the 

Kushite and early Saite Period and all the owners of such statuettes were closely linked to the 

                                                           
22 Apart from stone statuettes, specimens made of faience or even clay, belonging to the above-mentioned 

individuals, are known. 
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Napatan royal family, with at least four of them (Amenirdis I, Shepenwepet II, Karakhamun, 

Wedjarenes) being ethnic Kushites themselves. Some of the shabtis allegedly belonging to 

non-Nubian individuals possess traits determined as óKushiteô such as delineation of the 

óKushite foldô in Pedamenopetôs figurines (Gundlach 2013, I, 153-154). This, of course, does 

not necessarily mean that their owners were Nubians and can be an imitation of royal shabtis 

and royal statuary. The only 25th dynasty pharaoh known for having stone shabtis was 

Taharka; at least 1070 of his funerary figurines made of various stones were found by his 

pyramid in Nuri (Dunham 1955, 10).23 All of the individuals listed above, except for 

Karakhamun and Ipy, can be securely dated to the period between the beginning of the reign 

of Taharka and early years of Psamtek I (690-650 BCE).  

Stone shabtis, apart from the material used for their manufacture, do not share as many 

common traits as one might suspect for objects produced within such a short period. There are 

specimens with beards and beardless; headdresses vary, similarly to the arrangement of hands, 

modelling of arms, versions of the mummy spell or sizes of the statuettes (also within the 

same set) (Gundlach 2013). Worth mentioning are Harwaôs shabtis holding crook and flail 

(the royal insignia) instead of the usual hoes, although, as has been correctly pointed out, they 

should be probably considered as symbols of Osiris rather than symbols of kingly power 

(Einaudi 2014, 326). Stone used for the production of such figurines included serpentine, 

limestone, granite, steatite, and basalt. 

e) Containers for storing funerary figurines 

Typology of wooden shabti boxes from Thebes was proposed by Aston (Aston, D. 1994; 

Aston, D. 2009a, 364-373); his classification is utilised in this work. Astonôs typology covers 

the timespan between the Second Intermediate Period and the Saite Period. Only the types 

datable to the first millennium BCE are discussed below (Table 19).24 

Type Short description Dating 

V a 

Rectangular or trapezoidal in section, three transverse 

vaulted lids separated by rectangular or curved dividing 

boards. Often mounted on a base board which protrudes 

a little way around all four sides. Boxes decorated with 

scenes with the deceased. Average dimensions: 40-60 cm 

1070-980 BCE 

                                                           
23 Later Napatan rulers were also buried with stone shabtis (Haynes, Leprohon 1987).  
24 The subtype VIIIc (óboxes with white central panelô) was distinguished by Aston in 1994, but it was omitted 

from his 2009 study. Since this category comprised three specimens only, I am also omitting it here. 
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long, 30 cm wide, 40 cm tall. 

b 

1 

Rectangular or trapezoidal in section, three 

transverse vaulted lids separated by rectangular or 

curved dividing boards. Often mounted on a base 

board which protrudes a little way around all four 

sides. Boxes decorated with texts, written in black 

or blue ink on the whitewashed background, on 

one of the long sides. Average dimensions: 40-60 

cm long, 30 cm wide, 40 cm tall. 

21st dynasty 

2 

Rectangular or trapezoidal in section, three 

transverse vaulted lids separated by rectangular or 

curved dividing boards. Often mounted on a base 

board which protrudes a little way around all four 

sides. Boxes decorated with block inscriptions, 

usually written in black or blue, in vertical rows (a 

single block in the centre of one of the long sides, 

a single block flanked by two single columns, or 

three blocks, one beneath each of the three lids), 

framed by a simple border line. Average 

dimensions: 40-60 cm long, 30 cm wide, 40 cm 

tall. 

1000-950 BCE 

c 

Rectangular or trapezoidal in section, three transverse 

vaulted lids separated by rectangular or curved dividing 

boards. Often mounted on a base board which protrudes 

a little way around all four sides. Undecorated. Average 

dimensions: 40-60 cm long, 30 cm wide, 40 cm tall. 

21st dynasty 

VI  

a 

Rectangular or trapezoidal in section, two transverse 

vaulted lids. No protruding base board, although 

sometimes the box is raised on two base logs. Boxes 

decorated with scenes with the deceased. 

21st dynasty 

b 

1 

Rectangular or trapezoidal in section, two 

transverse vaulted lids. No protruding base board, 

although sometimes the box is raised on two base 

logs. Boxes decorated with texts, written in black 

or blue ink on the whitewashed background, on 

one of the long sides. 

21st dynasty 

2 

Rectangular or trapezoidal in section, three 

transverse vaulted lids separated by rectangular or 

curved dividing boards, two transverse vaulted 

lids. Do not have a protruding base board, 

21st-early 22nd dynasty 
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although sometimes the box is raised on two base 

logs. Boxes decorated with block inscriptions, 

usually written in black or blue, in vertical rows (a 

single block in the centre of one of the long sides, 

or two blocks, one beneath each of the two lids), 

framed by a simple border line. 

c 

Rectangular or trapezoidal in section, three transverse 

vaulted lids separated by rectangular or curved dividing 

boards, two transverse vaulted lids. Do not have a 

protruding base board, although sometimes the box is 

raised on two base logs. Undecorated. 

21st dynasty 

VII  

a 

Small boxes (24-34 cm long, 10-20 cm wide, 15-30 cm 

tall), with rounded end boards and a flat lid, made in 

three separate sections, without base boards. Painted a 

monochrome black or white. 

940-880 BCE 

b 

Small boxes (24-34 cm long, 10-20 cm wide, 15-30 cm 

tall), with rounded end boards and a flat lid, made in 

three separate sections, without base boards. The text 

(Chapter 6 of the Book of the Dead) painted in blue 

hieroglyphs on the whitewashed background, in vertical 

columns around three or four sides of the box. 

Sometimes, in the case of boxes with text on three sides, 

the fourth one is occupied by a scene of the deceased 

offering an ushebti to a mummiform seated god. 

750-650 BCE 

c 

Small boxes (24-34 cm long, 10-20 cm wide, 15-30 cm 

tall), with rounded end boards and a flat lid, made in 

three separate sections, without base boards. 

Whitewashed with a single line of text in black or in blue 

on the yellow ground running around the entire 

circumference of the box at a point halfway between the 

top and the base. The lids bear pictures of boats. 

700-600 BCE 

VIII  

a 

Small boxes (24-34 cm long, 10-20 cm wide, 15-30 cm 

tall), resembling miniature examples of qeresu coffins. 

The lid is vaulted (often decorated with one or two boats, 

one under sail and one not) and end boards are no longer 

protruding higher than the sides. The decoration includes 

one band of text, usually in black on the yellow ground, 

running around all four sides. 

750-650 BCE 

b 
Small boxes (24-34 cm long, 10-20 cm wide, 15-30 cm 

tall), resembling miniature examples of qeresu coffins. 
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The lid is vaulted (usually plain) and end boards often 

painted in alternate semi-circles of green, yellow, and 

red. The decoration includes the text of Chapter 6 of the 

Book of the Dead. The four corner posts are covered 

with the text (black hieroglyphs on the yellow ground) 

which runs down to the bottom of the box, giving the 

deceasedôs name and titles. 

Table 19. Astonôs typology of Theban shabti boxes 

Shabti boxes went out of fashion in the late Saite Period; it seems that in the later times, 

funerary figurines were placed in undecorated wooden boxes or in niches within the burial 

chamber (Aston, D. 1994, 38; Aston, D. 1999, 19-20). Apart from wooden boxes, another 

type of container in which statuettes could be stored during the Third Intermediate Period 

were so-called óshabti jarsô ï pottery vessels with flat bases, flaring mouths, distinct 

shoulders, and short necks (Aston, D. 2009a, 364). No Theban example of such an object is 

known to me, therefore I will not describe them in detail. 

f) Osiris and Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures 

The Osiris figures (three-dimensional representations of Osiris, usually with a funerary 

papyrus hidden in the cavity, either in the base or the trunk) and Ptah-Sokar-Osiris statuettes 

(images of the composite god Ptah-Sokar-Osiris, often with a corn mummy placed in the 

hollow in its base)25 became a standard element of burial equipment in Thebes during the first 

millennium BCE.  

The fundamental study on the Osiris and Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures and their development was 

published by Maarten J. Raven (1978-1979), which was further supplemented by Aston, Edith 

Varga, Budka, Christiane Ziegler, Grzegorz First, and others (Aston, D. 1991; Varga 1995; 

Budka 2003; Ziegler 2003; Aston, D. 2009a, 302-308; First 2009; Budka 2010a, 260-266). 

Most recently, a new typology was proposed by Simone M. Bielesch (Bielesch 2010), which 

is adapted in this work (Table 20). 

Type Short description Dating 

1 

Polychrome Osiris figures, with a detachable back panel. Atef or hedjet 

crown. A column of text on the front of the trunk or at the top of the 

base. 

19th-21st dynasty 

                                                           
25 The only example of a Ptah-Sokar-Osiris statuette with a corn mummy in its trunk known to me was published 

by Kate Bosse-Griffiths (Bosse-Griffiths 2001). 
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2 

2.a 
Black varnished Osiris figures, with a tubular cavity in the 

trunk and a detachable back panel. Atef or hedjet crown.  

21st-22nd dynasty 

2.b 
Black varnished Osiris figures, with a rectangular cavity in 

the trunk. Atef or hedjet crown. 

2.c 
Black varnished, mostly solid Osiris figures, without arms. 

Divine wig and the ostrich feather crown. 

2.d 

Black varnished, mostly solid Osiris figures, with arms 

crossed over the chest and empty fists. Divine wig and the 

ostrich feather crown. 

3 
Osiris figures with a green face. Tripartite wig bound by a fillet and 

ostrich feather crown. Sash crossed over the torso.  
750-675 BCE 

4 
Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures with a green face, a cavity in the base, and a 

statuette of the falcon on the lid. Arms are not modelled. Back pillar. 
26th dynasty 

5 

5.a 

Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures with a gilded or yellow face, and 

red body. Divine wig and feather crown. A column of text 

on the front of the trunk. 

Ptolemaic Period 

5.b 

Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures with a gilded or yellow face, and 

red body. Divine wig and feather crown. Stylized wesekh 

collar. A column of text on the front of the trunk and 

inscription on the base. 

30th dynasty 

5.c 

Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures with a gilded or yellow face and 

red body. Divine wig and feather crown. Stylized wesekh 

collar with small falcons. Elaborate decoration of the front 

of the trunk. One to three columns of text on the front of 

the trunk, surmounted by Nut. 

end of the Late 

Period-Ptolemaic 

Period 

6 

6.a 
Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures with a gilded face and black 

body. A column of text on the front of the trunk. 
Ptolemaic Period 

6.b 

Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures with a gilded, yellow or white 

face and black body. Divine wig and feather crown. 

Stylized wesekh collar with small falcons. One to three 

columns of text on the front of the trunk, one on the pillar, 

and lines of text on the base. 

30th dynasty 

6.c 
Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures with a gilded or yellow face and 

black body. Elaborate decoration of the front of the trunk. 
Ptolemaic Period 

7 7.a 

Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures with a white, red, or yellow face 

and white body. Divine wig, feather crown. Net pattern on 

the trunk. 

end of the Late 

Period- Ptolemaic 

Period 
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7.b 

Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures with a gilded face and white 

body. Divine wig, feather crown. Feather pattern or 

protective wings on the trunk. 

Ptolemaic Period 

8 

8.a 
Completely gilded Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures, except for 

some black details. 
Ptolemaic Period 

8.b 
Completely gilded Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures, except for 

some polychrome details. 
Ptolemaic Period 

9 Unpainted or monochromatic Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures.  

10 Shabtis remodelled into Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures. 21st dynasty 

Table 20. Bieleschôs typology of Osiris and Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figures 

f) Funerary stelae 

Wooden stelae were not as essential grave goods as coffins, but are present in some burials. 

The major typology of wooden funerary stelae is that of Peter Munro (Munro 1973, I, 10-70), 

supplemented by Erhart Graefe, G¿nther Vittmann, Herman de Meulenaere, Luc Limme and 

Jan Quaegebeur, Heidi Saleh, Aston, and Marc Loth (Graefe 1973; Graefe 1974; Vittmann 

1978; de Meulenaere, Limme, Quaegebeur 1985; Saleh, H. 2007; Aston, D. 2009a, 348-355; 

Loth 2009). Astonôs typology is utilised in this work (Table 21). 

Type Short description Dating 

I 

a 

No framing symbols. Osiris is depicted seated 

on a throne and holding the heka sceptre and the 

nekhakha flail.  

1075/1050-1000/950 BCE 

b 

No framing symbols. Ra-Horakhty is depicted 

seated on a throne and holding the heka sceptre 

and the nekhakha flail.  

975/950-850/825 BCE 

c 
No framing symbols. Ra-Horakhty is depicted 

standing and holding the was sceptre and the 
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ankh symbol. 

II  

a 

Stelae framed by the signs of the east and the 

west and topped by a large pet hieroglyph. Ra-

Horakhty is depicted seated on a throne and 

holding the heka sceptre and the nekhakha flail.  

950/925-850/825 BCE 

b 

Stelae framed by the signs of the east and the 

west and topped by a large pet hieroglyph. Ra-

Horakhty is depicted seated on a throne and 

holding the was sceptre and the ankh symbol. 

850/825-800/775 BCE 

c 

Stelae framed by the signs of the east and the 

west and topped by a large pet hieroglyph. Ra-

Horakhty is depicted standing and holding the 

was sceptre and the ankh symbol. 

825/800-750/725 BCE 

III  

a 

Stelae framed by two opposing was sceptres and 

topped by a large pet hieroglyph. Ra-Horakhty 

is depicted seated on a throne and holding the 

heka sceptre and the nekhakha flail.  

950/925-850/825 BCE 

b 

Stelae framed by two opposing was sceptres and 

topped by a large pet hieroglyph. Ra-Horakhty 

is depicted seated on a throne and holding the 

was sceptre and the ankh symbol. 

850/825-800/775 BCE 

c 

Stelae framed by two opposing was sceptres and 

topped by a large pet hieroglyph. Ra-Horakhty 

is depicted standing and holding the was sceptre 

and the ankh symbol. 

825/800-750/725 BCE 

IV 
Stelae framed by a ódoor frameô and with a text at the 

base. 
750/725-700/675 BCE 

V 

Stelae framed by the leaning Nut figure, standing at the 

left side of the scene, with her body forming the top 

and her arms and outstretched fingers forming the 

right-hand frame line. 

725/700-700/675 BCE 

VI  

Stelae framed by the signs of the east and the west, 

topped with a winged disc. At least two lines of text 

occupy the base. 

700/675 -675/650 BCE 

VII  

Stelae consisting of three parts: representation of a 

winged sun disc at the top, two scenes (placed back to 

back) with the deceased facing two different gods, and 

lines of text in the bottom part. 

660/650-625/600? BCE 

Table 21. Astonôs typology of Theban funerary stelae 
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Astonôs typology of Theban wooden stelae ends after the Saite Period and indeed it seems that 

ï except for the stela of Wahibra (TT 414) ï there are no well-dated examples of such 

artefacts from the period preceding the Macedonian conquest of Egypt. Apart from wooden 

ones, several stone stelae were discovered in Thebes, but their number is too small to propose 

a separate typology.  

g) Canopic jars 

Canopic jars continued to be used in the first millennium BCE, at least until the beginning of 

the First Persian Period, although their form and concept underwent major changes such as 

the appearance of ódummyô jars, never intended to house human remains. Aston distinguished 

five types of canopic jars present in burial assemblages of the Third Intermediate Period and 

early Late Period (Aston, D. 2009a, 293-299); his typology is adapted here (Table 22). These 

were made mainly of stone (travertine, limestone), but clay and even wooden (lids) specimens 

can also be found. 

Type Short description Dating 

I 

High shoulder and straight sides slanting in towards a 

flat base. Often inscribed with two, three, or four 

columns of text on the front. When lids are preserved, 

there is a distinct break in profile between the side of 

the jar and the lid. 

21st-25th dynasty 

II  

Similar to Type I, but more slender and with no distinct 

break in profile between the side of the jar and the lid. 

The majority of Type II jars are partly hollowed and 

unused. 

900-700 BCE 

III  Rare type of inscribed jars with rounded body. post 720 BCE 

IV óCigar-shapedô, narrow jars. post 720 BCE 

V 

Solid dummy canopic jars, often uninscribed or bearing 

a single column of text running down the front of the 

vessel. 

post 900 BCE 

Table 22. Astonôs typology of canopic jars 

Additionally, the form of the lid can be a dating criterion on its own. Apparently, specimens 

which have the details of their headdresses emphasized were popular in the first part of the 

Third Intermediate Period (before 850 BCE) and were replaced later by lids with plain 

headdresses, which were used at least to the Saite Period. 
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h) Canopic chests 

The typology of first millennium BCE canopic chests (very rare during the Third Intermediate 

Period but popular in the Late Period) was proposed by Aston as well (Aston, D. 2000), and is 

used in this work (Table 23). It is worth mentioning that after the 26th dynasty, such 

containers were not órealô canopic chests anymore, because no canopic jars were placed in 

them, only mummified remains, ushebtis, or even dried fruit (Aston, D. 2000, 162). 

Nevertheless, they certainly evolved from the canopic chests and therefore will be referred to 

as such. 

Type Short description Dating 

A 
Rectangular in section. Made of wood and plaster with 

convex lids. 
early 26th dynasty 

B 

B1 

Square in section, decorated with various scenes 

on all four sides. All the sides are topped by a 

kheker frieze. 26th dynasty 

B2 
Similar to B1: the difference is the presence of a 

couchant falcon on top of the flat lid. 

C 

C1 

Tall boxes without a cavetto cornice, with sides 

tapering slightly inwards, closed by a flat lid 

surmounted with a falcon. 

26th dynasty 

C2 

Tall boxes with a distinct cavetto cornice on the 

top of the box, and sides tapering slightly 

inwards, closed by a flat lid surmounted with a 

falcon. 

520 BCE-Ptolemaic Period 

Table 23. Astonôs typology of canopic chests 

i) The Book of the Dead 

Papyri containing texts of the funerary liturgy (such as those placed inside the Osiris figures) 

may be of value for the dating purposes. For the early Third Intermediate Period, the 

following typology of Theban papyri containing the text of the Book of the Dead was 

proposed by NiwiŒski (NiwiŒski 1989, 111-209) and supplemented by Aston (Aston, D. 

2009a, 308-316) (Table 24). 

Type Short description Dating 

I 1 

Textual Books of the Dead, in which the 

etiquette (usually at the right end of the papyrus) 

is the only illustration. Text written in 

late 21st dynasty 
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hieroglyphs. 

2 

Textual Books of the Dead, in which the 

etiquette (usually at the beginning) is the only 

illustration. Text written in hieratic. 

1000-830 BCE 

II  

1 

Illustrated Books of the Dead, in which more 

vignettes illustrating particular chapters can be 

found. Text written in hieroglyphs. 

1050-950 BCE 

2 

Illustrated Books of the Dead, in which more 

vignettes illustrating particular chapters can be 

found. Text written in hieratic. 

1001-976 BCE 

III  

1a 

Figured Books of the Dead (figural 

representations exceed the amount of text). Text 

written in hieroglyphs. Polychrome figures. 

1050-950 BCE 

1b 

Figured Books of the Dead (figural 

representations exceed the amount of text). Text 

written in hieroglyphs. Monochrome figures. 

1010-944 BCE 

2 

Figured Books of the Dead (figural 

representations exceed the amount of text). Text 

written in hieratic. 

945 BCE 

Table 24. NiwiŒskiôs typology of Third Intermediate Period Book of the Dead 

The papyri containing the text of the Book of the Dead went out of popular use after the 21st 

dynasty, only to appear again in the Late Period. The occurrence of the Late Period and 

Graeco-Roman Period Books of the Dead was divided into five chronological phases by 

Malcolm Mosher (Mosher 1992). The earliest two can be dated to the Late Period. In these 

Late Period papyri, the most noticeable feature is the high level of standardization of the 

vignettes; the only difference is the text itself (Table 25).  

Type Short description Dating 

Phase I 

Almost all spells accompanied by vignettes. Revised 

arrangement of text, according to the new canon (óSaite 

Recensionô). 

26th dynasty 

Phase II 

Almost all spells accompanied by vignettes. Departure 

from the standardized text used during the 26th dynasty. 

Occurs only in Thebes. 

fourth-early third century BCE 

Table 25. Mosherôs typology of Late Period Book of the Dead 
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j) Amulets 

In the first millennium BCE, funerary amulets were an indispensable element of a burial. 

However, there are not many typological studies of this category of finds, making their dating 

difficult. Several groups of amulets deserve special attention here, as their style, or even their 

presence within a tomb, may be of use for dating. 

Despite previous attempts to date bead nets (nets made of tubular and round faience beads, 

placed on the mummies) to the earlier periods of Egyptian history, it is now clear that they 

made their first appearance, at least in Thebes, around 750 BCE (Aston, D. 2009a, 292-293). 

Therefore, their presence itself is a useful dating criterion. It was suggested that bead nets 

were an innovation inspired by the Nubian tradition of beadwork, brought north by the 

Napatan rulers of Egypt (Bosse-Griffiths 1978, 106; Aston, D. 2009a, 399; Budka 2010a, 

343). Bead nets were identified on several Napatan sites in Nubia (Edwards 2004, 134-135). It 

is worth noticing, however, that representations of bead nets occurred in the iconography of 

Egyptian coffins as early as during the 21st dynasty, for example on the mummy board of 

Henuttawy F, buried in the tomb MMA 59 (Winlock 1924, Fig. 24) and dresses made of 

beads are known from at least the Old Kingdom (Zibelius-Chen 2011, 401-402).  

The only typology of bead nets so far was proposed by Flora Silvano; the dating was revised 

by Aston (Silvano 1980; Aston, D. 2009a, 292) (Table 26).  

 

Type Short description Dating 

A 

Nets descending from the height of the shoulders to the 

torso or ankles of the mummy. The characteristic 

feature is the presence of a winged scarab and figures 

of the Four Sons of Horus. 

750-525 BCE 

B 

B.a 

Nets descending from the height of the 

shoulders to the torso or ankles of the mummy. 

The protective figures, more varied than in the 

previous type, are made in a separate material 

(e.g. cartonnage). post 750/700 BCE 

B.b 

Nets descending from the height of the 

shoulders to the torso or ankles of the mummy. 

The protective figures, more varied than in the 

previous type, are of beadwork. 
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C 
Nets covering the mummy entirely. The protective 

figures are made in a separate material (cartonnage). 
600 BCE-Ptolemaic Period 

Table 26. Silvanoôs typology of bead nets 

A typology of the Sons of Horus discovered in the course of excavations in TT 196 was 

created by Peter Dils. This typology was further developed by Budka, who added examples 

from the Austrian excavations in Asasif (Dils in: Graefe 2003, 192-195; Budka 2010a, 255-

257) (Table 27).  

Type Short description Dating 

1 

Slim figures with round shoulders, on which horizontal 

lines are incised or painted. Arms and hands not 

modelled, legs formed very crudely. Sometimes 

painted in yellow or red. 

25th dynasty-Ptolemaic Period 

2 
Slim figures with round shoulders, stripes on hands, 

and a pedestal under feet. 
30th dynasty-Ptolemaic Period 

3 
Figures with square shoulders, a massive wig, and 

horizontal lines over the upper part of the body. 
25th-26th dynasty 

4 
Slim figures with a large head, a massive wig, and 

horizontal lines over the upper part of the body. 
uncertain 

5 Schematic figures with a flat back and a convex chest. Ptolemaic Period 

6 
Slim figures, similar to types 1 and 5, with a pedestal 

under feet. 
uncertain 

7 
Slim figures, similar to type 4, but the head is more 

elaborate. 
26th-27th dynasty 

8 
Figures similar to type 2, but the head is larger and the 

body is more massive. 
30th dynasty-Ptolemaic Period 

Table 27. Dilsô typology of Sons of Horus (revised by Budka) 

2. Palaeography and spelling  

Apart from stylistic features of individual artefacts, another useful criterion of dating is 

palaeography and spelling of particular words, as changes in these can be traced down to 

specific periods of Egyptian history. For the sake of these considerations, the following 

changes are of importance: 

- Spelling of the name of Osiris 

It was demonstrated by Anthony Leahy that a change in the spelling of the name of Osiris 

occurred around 740-730 BCE (later Aston and Taylor suggested that this date should be 
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lowered to 720 BCE; Leahy 1979; Aston, D., Taylor 1990, 149), when it became customary 

to write it with a pennant determinative  (Gardiner R.8): . The only earlier instances of the 

use of this form come from the Middle Kingdom and a relatively short period during the 

reigns of Hatshepsut and Thutmose III, when this spelling could be encountered mainly in the 

royal context (Leahy 1979). The name of Osiris spelled with a pennant determinative became 

popular in Thebes around the time of the Kushite conquest of Egypt, both in royal and private 

contexts.  

- Spelling of the name of Ra 

Another change in the orthography of divine names, introduced in the Late Period, was 

adding a pennant determinative  (Gardiner R.8) to the name of the god Ra:  or . Such 

spelling was first observed in Thebes around 750 BCE, where it remained in use at least until 

535 BCE (Leahy 1980, 175 n. 26). 

- Reversal of the is sign 

It was further proposed by Leahy that in the late seventh century (620 BCE) in Abydos, the is 

sign (Gardiner M.40), until then written , was reversed  . The change occurred also in 

Thebes, perhaps as early as 675 BCE (Leahy 1980, 174). 

- Variants of the H sign 

At least three different variants of the H sign (Gardiner V.28) are attested, the first one in 

the Ramesside Period, the second in the Ramesside to Third Intermediate Period, and the third 

one in 22nd-early 26th dynasty (Taylor 2006). 

3. Position of mummyôs arms and hands 

Changes in the position of arms and hands of the mummies throughout Egyptian history were 

studied by Peter H.K. Gray. All but one analysed mummies from the dynastic period (datable 

to between the 11th dynasty to the beginning of the Ptolemaic era), X-rayed by Gray, had their 

arms in the extended position, with hands in various arrangements, but seldom placed on the 

outer aspect of the thighs. During the Ptolemaic Period, the favoured position was crossing 

the arms upon the breast. The Roman Period mummies show reversion to the extended 

position of arms, but the majority of them had their hands on the outer aspect of the thighs 

(Gray 1972) (Table 28). Thus, while this method of dating is not particularly accurate when it 
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comes to specific periods of the dynastic era, it is of use in distinguishing between mummies 

buried in Thebes during the Third Intermediate Period/Late Period and Graeco-Roman times. 

Position of arms Positions of hands Dating 

Extended 

Palms cover genital area, palms rest on the front 

surface of thighs, palms rest on the inner surface 

of thighs 

Dynastic 

Crossed pectoral  Ptolemaic Period 

Extended Palms rest on the outer surface of thighs Roman Period 

Table 28. Arrangements of arms and hands in Egyptian mummies, according to Gray 

4. Decoration of the tombs 

In several instances, reused tombs were redecorated by new owners (or, in the case of 

previously undecorated sepulchres, an entirely new decoration was added). Decoration is 

a useful criterion, particularly in the case of tombs where no burial equipment was published 

(such as TT 117). The decoration can be dated on the basis of criteria already discussed 

above: contemporary style (canon of proportions, iconography of costumes, iconography of 

unguent cones), palaeography, and spelling.  

5. Archaeological context 

Last but not least, the archaeological context may provide information on the chronology of 

burials. Intact tombs, as already mentioned above, are rarely encountered in the Theban 

necropolis. There are, however, instances, in which even seemingly disturbed contexts can 

supply information which allows to narrow down the dating of the particular depositional 

event. Such a situation can result, for example, from a collapse of the ceiling, which by 

trapping the remains of primary and secondary burials under debris provides a terminus ante 

quem date, even if the rest of the tomb was robbed or reused as a dwelling in later times. 

It was observed by Aston that in Medinet Habu tombs, cutting a pit in the floor of the burial 

chamber (for canopic jars) was a practice typical for the 25th dynasty (Aston, D. 2009a, 261). 

Similar pits can be found in several reused tombs discussed in Catalogue, therefore the 

presence of such pits was used by me as a dating criterion.  

Of chronological value are also remains of plants (flower bouquets and garlands) which, 

while providing no information on a year in which particular burial took place, help identify 

the season in which the funerary ceremonies were held. A similar method was employed for 
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example by Winlock, who, based on the presence of figs, dates, grapes, jujubes, celery, and 

persea leaves in the foundation deposits of the temple of Hatshepsut in Deir el-Bahari, was 

able to give autumn as the season of the commencement of work, and even theorized that the 

construction started óafter the peasants were free from their autumn sowing when the 

inundation was off of the fieldsô (Winlock 1942, 108).  
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Chapter 4 

Topographical analysis of reused Theban tombs 

 

As any Egyptian necropolis, the Theban west bank was an area of intensive interaction 

between the living and the dead. In the busy days of the New Kingdom, the living were very 

present in the cemetery: tombs were visited by relatives of the deceased on the occasions of 

funerals and celebrations such as the Beautiful Feast of the Valley, numerous temples 

required personnel living nearby, craftsmen employed for the excavation and decoration of 

the tombs inhabited the village of Deir el-Medina, guards were appointed to protect the 

tombs. During the Third Intermediate and Late Periods, the necropolis was no less bustling: 

both new structures (tombs and temples) were constructed and old ones were reused, some of 

the ruined temples were transformed into settlements, and a new group of professionals ï the 

so-called choachytes (Egyptian wAH mw) ï necropolis workers specialising in providing the 

deceased with the required offerings, arranging the funerals, etc., likely the successors of the 

earlier ka priests (Sheikholeslami 2017, 419) was introduced. While the choachytesô presence 

on the Theban west bank is best attested during the Ptolemaic Period, when they formed 

a formal association and left extensive archives pertaining to their activities in the necropolis 

(Winkler 2014), there is no doubt that the activity of the choachytes had started long before 

that, during the Third Intermediate Period at the latest (Sheikholeslami 2017). The large 

demand for the services provided by the choachytes provides a promising starting point for 

the discussion on the continuity and change in the perception of the deceased and their needs 

in the first millennium BCE Thebes (see Chapter 7, Who was buried in reused tombs?). 

The Egyptian necropoleis, particularly royal ones such as Thebes prove to be problematic for 

research due to several reasons. As cemeteries but also settlements, production centres, cult 

sites, and many more, they escape a narrow classification and studies dedicated to the selected 

aspects of the site (for example, tomb architecture) often tend to dismiss other features. 

Recently developing approaches, such as landscape archaeology, encourage a radically 

different methodology of research, demonstrating that archaeological sites should be studied 

as a dynamic network of interactions, with various aspects influencing each other. An 

integrated approach has been proposed concerning the study of landscapes and architecture, 

but also of funerary objects, way too often treated merely as a means of dating rather than 

a source of potential information (Pinch 2003). 
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Lately, the notion of ócultural geographyô has gained popularity among archaeologists, with 

the most recent example from the field of archaeology of Egypt being óThe Walking Dead at 

Saqqara: The Making of Cultural Geographyô project, focusing on the development of the 

necropolis in Saqqara (Staring, Twiston Davies, Weiss 2019). Cultural geography, broadly 

speaking, focuses on the interaction between the natural environment and human societies: 

ñCultural geographyò is now perhaps the most ambiguous term in the disciplineôs 

lexicon. To many, cultural geography studies the relations between human 

communities and the natural world, investigating the transformation of natural 

landscapes into cultural ones. To others, the tasks of cultural geography are to 

examine the patterns of signification in the landscape and their reflexive role in 

molding social relations (Ley 1985; Duncan 1990;  Cosgrove 1984; Cosgrove 

and Daniels 1988), while contending with the spatial patterning of race, class, 

and gender in the modern urban context (Jackson 1989). Although both views are 

current, proponents of the latter position promote their own studies as the ñnew 

cultural geography,ò while describing those of the former camp as ñtraditional 

cultural geographyò (Price, Lewis 1993, 1). 

In the case of the Theban necropolis (Figure 10), an integrated approach, incorporating more 

than one aspect of the site, was applied for example by Dieter Eigner in his work on Late 

Period monumental tombs (Eigner 1984) and by Lynn Meskell, who discussed the role of the 

Deir el-Medina settlement and cemetery in the New Kingdom and the Graeco-Roman Period 

(Meskell 2000; 2004; Montserrat, Meskell 1997). In this chapter, I will attempt to employ 

a similar method to discuss burials in reused tombs in a wider context, including various 

activities taking place on the Theban west bank in the Third Intermediate Period and Late 

Period. 

A serious obstacle for any spatial analysis of ancient Egyptian sites is inadequate mapping. 

A comment made in 1999 that the 

lack of cartographic activity has had and continues to have serious implications 

for the study of Egyptian archaeology. For example, important discoveries made 

in the Theban necropolis were not accurately mapped. If these discovered were 

mapped at all, they were often drawn on a sketch map of a scale that provided, at 

best, an inaccurate idea of the discoveriesô relative locations in the necropolis 

(Polz et al. 1999, 402)  
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Figure 10. The Theban necropolis (in red, starting from the west: the temple of Ramesses III, the Ramesseum, the temple of Hatshepsut, the tomb of Montuemhat 

(TT 34), the temple of Seti I), courtesy Google MapsÉ
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is still very accurate in 2020. The main source of maps for scholars researching the Theban 

cemeteries remains the Topographical Bibliography of Ancient Egyptian Hieroglyphic Texts, 

Reliefs, and Paintings (volumes I.1 and I.2) by Porter and Moss (Porter, Moss 1960; Porter, 

Moss 1964). Key maps there were redrawn mostly after plans produced by the Survey of 

Egypt, and include the majority of known TT and MMA tombs, as well as some other 

monuments, such as temples.26 The Deir el-Bahari and Asasif necropoleis were mapped again 

in 1969, and the plan of the area was subsequently published (Eigner 1984, Pl. 1). In 1996, 

Kampp published results of her survey of Theban tombs: 7 large maps of different parts of the 

necropolis, which include TT and Kampp tombs (Kampp 1996). Recently, several on-line 

projects have been launched which aim at combining the existing maps of the Theban 

necropolis with Geographic Information System; the final results are yet to be published.27  

Out of 412 Theban Tombs (TT),28 discussed in Part 1 of Catalogue, 190 bear traces of reuse 

in the Third Intermediate Period or Late Period (in 152 cases the dating is certain, while in 38 

cases ï uncertain but highly probable). Of the remaining 222 tombs, 155 are either entirely 

unpublished or no information objects from excavations is available (a list of óTTô tombs with 

information on their reuse in the late dynastic era can be found in Appendix A). Therefore, 

reused tombs constitute 46.1% of all known, and 73.9% of 257 published or partially 

published óTTô tombs (Table 29). Information on further 98 reused tombs other than TT 

(MMA, Kampp, etc.) can be found in Part 2; since most of these sepulchres remain 

unpublished, there was no attempt to obtain statistical data.  

 
Number of 

tombs 
% of total  

Reused in TIP/LP (dating certain) 152 36.9 

Reused in TIP/LP (dating uncertain 

but very probable) 
38 9.2 

Not reused 45 10.9 

Unpublished tomb/unpublished 

archaeology 
155 37.6 

Unknown 22 5.3 

Table 29. Reused óTTô tombs 

                                                           
26 Survey of Egypt, The Theban Necropolis, Map Series 1:1,000 (Cairo, 1921-1924).  
27 Such as the Theban Mapping Project or OLGIS-TN. 
28 Tomb complexes (TT 128-129 and TT 288-289) are counted as a single tomb. 
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Out of 726 burials in reused tombs listed in Catalogue only in 222 (30.6% of the total) the 

dating could be narrowed down to a particular dynasty, while the remaining 504 belong to 

wider chronological horizons, e.g. ñ22nd-25th dynastyò or ñThird Intermediate Period-Late 

Periodô (Table 30) (dating of burials in reused tombs can be found in Appendix B).29 In this 

case, the statistical data has to be considered very cautiously, especially that the number of 

burials is a very rough, minimal estimate based on the available information and in reality was 

probably much higher. 

Dating 
Number of 

burials 
% of total 

Dynasty 21 46 6.3 

Dynasty 22 73 10.1 

Dynasty 25 42 5.8 

Dynasty 26 46 6.3 

Dynasty 27 10 1.4 

Dynasties 28-

30 
5 0.7 

Other 504 69.4 

Table 30. Dating of burial in reused tombs 

Other patterns of reuse also betray a nuanced picture of the necropolis in the first millennium 

BCE. For example, the vast majority of tombs bearing traces of reuse comes from the 18th 

dynasty ï 130 out of 288 listed tombs (a list of reused tombs with respect to their original 

dating can be found in Appendix C), which gives 45.1% of the total number of reused 

sepulchres (Table 31). However, it needs to be remembered that the 18th dynasty was the 

period when the largest number of decorated tombs was constructed in the Theban necropolis, 

which significantly distorts the image (of all 412 known óTTô tombs, 192 can be dated to the 

18th dynasty, constituting 46.6% of all the tombs). Moreover, the list of óTTô tombs includes 

only tombs which were óof interestô to Gardiner and Weigall ï in most cases that meant 

decorated sepulchres ï while in some periods, for example in the Middle Kingdom, 

undecorated tombs were more common than decorated ones. Of special importance is the fact 

that the reuse of tombs in the first millennium BCE was not limited to older sepulchres; newly 

constructed tombs (the Tempelgrªber), were readily reused as well, often not long after their 

original ownersô funeral.  

                                                           
29 I excluded the so-called ócachesô from the list, as they constitute a very particular category of reused tombs 

(see Excursus) and the majority of interments found in them were in fact earlier, rewrapped burials. 
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Original 

dating 

Number of 

tombs 
% of total  

Old Kingdom 1 0.3 

Middle 

Kingdom 
29 10.1 

Dynasty 18 130 45.1 

Dynasty 19 59 20.5 

Dynasty 20 26 9.0 

Dynasty 25 7 2.4 

Dynasty 26 8 2.7 

Other 28 9.7 

Table 31. Original dating of reused tombs 

In the following chapter, I will discuss the reuse of different parts of the Theban necropolis 

with respect to their history in the Third Intermediate Period and Late Period. 

el-Tarif 

The northernmost section of the main part of the Theban necropolis (modern el-Tarif) was 

a royal cemetery in the First Intermediate Period. No major New Kingdom monuments are 

located in the area, and while some late dynastic objects were found in el-Tarif, the evidence 

for the reuse is scanty. 

Petrie claimed that some of the tombs of the óAntef cemeteryô were ómuch reused in the 

XXIInd-XXVIth dynastiesô (Petrie 1909, 2-4) and a Late Period date was proposed by Aston 

for some of the vessels discovered during these works (Aston, D. 2009a, 159). However, the 

original dating of these sepulchres (ópit tombs with chambersô) as well as the archaeological 

context of the finds remain unclear. Some late dynastic materials (including a fragment of 

a Third Intermediate Period Bes jar and a skeleton, allegedly belonging to a native Iranian and 

therefore datable to the Persian Period) were found during Ismail el-Masryôs works in the area 

(el-Masry 1988, 85). Still, further anthropological analyses revealed that most of the remains 

from the cemetery date to the New Kingdom (el-Saghir 1993-1994). According to Dieter 

Arnold, some of the royal tombs possess later shafts (Arnold, Di. 1976), but none of them can 

be unequivocally dated to the Third Intermediate Period or Late Period based on published 

material; in fact, in the case of Saff el-Dawaba (tomb of Intef I), he remarked that the Late 

Period pottery from the tomb ósicher nicht auf eine Bestattung, sondern eine 

Grabrªuberunterbrehung zur¿ckgehenô (Arnold, Di. 1976, 22). The only exceptions, perhaps, 
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are Grab N1 in the fa­ade of Saff el-Kisasija (tomb of Intef II) and shaft W 3.2.1 in Saff el-

Baqar (tomb of Intef III), where some óspªtzeitliche Keramikô, apparently attesting their reuse, 

came to light (Arnold, Di. 1976, 31; 36). No further details of these were published. 

Dra Abu el-Naga (Figures 11 and 12) 

Dra Abu el-Naga (Arab. óAbu el-Nagaôs Armô) was reused throughout the Third Intermediate 

Period and Late Period, and continued to be an important burial site also in the Graeco-

Roman era. There is literary evidence for the activity of the choachytes there during the 

Ptolemaic Period, who referred to a collective tomb called Thounabounoun in their papyri. 

Today, the tomb can be identified as TT 157, the tomb of Nebwennenef (Pestman 1993, 451; 

Donker van Heel 2017, 139), which was reused for burials from at least the 27th dynasty 

onwards (see Catalogue). 

There is evidence for the reuse of at least 33 tombs located in the area,30 albeit in several cases 

there is no absolute certainty with regard to dating (Table 32). The only intact burial datable 

to the late dynastic era discovered in this part of the necropolis, is that of a couple buried in 

the courtyard of Kampp -171-, found by Petrie (Petrie 1909, 12; 15). The rest of the tombs 

had been robbed before their scientific examination. 

Tomb Type of burial Period 

TT 11 1*, 3a.2 
20th-21st dynasty (1 burial), 21st dynasty (1 burial), late 21st 

dynasty or later (4 burials), 25th-26th dynasty (2 burials) 

TT 12 3a.1 óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 14 2a, 4a.1 21st-22nd dynasty (6 burials), Late Period (1 burial) 

TT 16 unknown 21st dynasty (2 burials) 

TT 20 unknown Third Intermediate Period or Late Period (2 burials) 

TT 35 2 or 3b* 
late 21st dynasty (1 burial), 22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic 

Period (1 burial) 

TT 147 unknown óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 148 3b.1* 25th dynasty (1 burial), 27th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 149 3b.2 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 150 unknown Ramesside Period or later (1 burial) 

TT 152 unknown Third Intermediate Period-modern era (1 burial) 

TT 156 3a* ó21st-22nd dynastyô (1 burial) 

TT 157 2a 520 BCE-Ptolemaic Period (30 burials) 

TT 158 3a Third Intermediate Period-Roman Period (1 burial) 

                                                           
30 For comparison, out of the 412 known óTTô tombs, 84 are located in Dra Abu el-Naga. 
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TT 162 unknown late New Kingdom-modern era (1 burial) 

TT 167 4a.1 late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 233-Kampp -

183- 
unknown Third Intermediate Period or Late Period (2 burials) 

TT 239 4a.1 late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 285 unknown ó21st dynastyô (1 burial) 

TT 286 unknown late New Kingdom-modern era (1 burial) 

TT 288-289 unknown óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 300 3 óLate Periodô (2 burials) 

TT 303 3a and/or 4a Third Intermediate Period-modern era (1 burial) 

TT 344 3a or 4a óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 379 2c late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 396 unknown New Kingdom-modern era (1 burial) 

Kampp -162- 3a* 750 BCE or later (1 burial) 

Kampp -171- 3b.1 first half of the 22nd dynasty (2 burials) 

AN B 2* 750 BCE or later (1 burial) 

K93.11 3b.1, 3b.2 26th dynasty (5 burials), 750 BCE or later (2 burials) 

K93.12 1 
ó21st dynastyô (1 burial), ólate 21st-early 22nd dynastyô (7 

coffins), 22nd dynasty (5 burials), 25th dynasty (1 burial) 

MIDAN.05 2b ótra fine XXV dinastia-et¨ saiticaô (2 burials) 

óThe 

Unnumbered 

Tombô 

4a.2 óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

Table 32. Reused tombs in Dra Abu el-Naga 

The major cluster of burials in reused tombs seems to be in the neighbourhood of TT 160 ï 

a Late Period sepulchre (the only new tomb of that period in Dra Abu el-Naga) belonging to 

the ótrue royal acquaintanceô named Besenmut, dated to the Saite Period (Porter, Moss 1960, 

273). Out of 17 tombs located in the area31 at least nine were reused at some point,32 while the 

archaeology of five remains unpublished.33 Very interesting is the fact that in several tombs of 

the óBesenmut clusterô, the reuse was not limited to simply cutting a new shaft or chamber 

inside the existing structure, but included adding new decoration or erecting a mudbrick 

feature in the courtyard. The most visible example of such is the Ramesside tomb complex TT 

288-289, located to the south of the tomb of Besenmut, reused in the óLate Periodô by a scribe 

                                                           
31 TT 35, TT 156, TT 157, TT 158, TT 159, TT 160, TT 282, TT 283, TT 284, TT 285, TT 286, TT 287, TT 

288-289, TT 300, TT 301, TT 303, TT 304. 
32 TT 35, TT 156, TT 157, TT 158, TT 285, TT 286, TT 288-289, TT 300, TT 303. 
33 TT 160, TT 282, TT 284, TT 287, TT 301, TT 304. 
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Figure 11. Plan of Dra Abu el-Naga published by Kampp (Part I)
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Figure 12. Plan of Dra Abu el-Naga (Part II) published by Kampp 

of the Divine Book called Bakenkhonsu, who added his images to the pillars and had a new 

mudbrick feature aligned with the Ramesside pyramid erected in the courtyard (Kampp 1996, 

558-561). Other sepulchres with new decoration include TT 285 (21st dynasty) and perhaps 

TT 286 (Third Intermediate Period or Late Period?), while remains of mudbrick structures, 

likely datable to the late dynastic era, were found in TT 35, TT 158, TT 300, and perhaps TT 

303. Worth mentioning is the fact that the tomb of Besenmut was cut in the courtyard of TT 

35, belonging to yet another Bakenkhonsu, active under Ramesses II (Kampp 1996, 225-227). 

The famous Thounabounoun (TT 157), one of the largest private tombs in the necropolis 

(Pestman 1993, 451), also belongs to the cluster. 

While the owner of TT 160 must have been a person of a high status, the reuse of this cluster 

had started before the tomb was cut. The new decoration was added to TT 285 during the 21st 
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dynasty; a date in the late 21st dynasty is probable for the reuse of TT 35. This part of Dra 

Abu el-Naga must have possessed some particular qualities which made it a desirable place 

for burial in the late dynastic era. There can be no doubt that the memory of the place was 

preserved in the later period of Egyptian history ï in the choachyte papyri datable to the 

second century BCE, TT 157 was correctly identified as belonging to Nebwennen 

(Nebwennenef),34 even though the time distance between Nebwennenefôs death and the time 

of writing down the papyri was more than a thousand years. Nebwennenefôs name could still 

be read on his tombôs walls; nevertheless, the sepulchres easily could have been associated 

with new owners instead of the original one and referred to under a new name. 

The Thounabounounôs original owner, Nebwennenef, was a high priest of Amun, who was 

granted a rare privilege by the pharaoh: he was allowed to have his mortuary temple built for 

him on the Theban west bank (Peck 1997, 270). The temple, located between the temple of 

Ahmose Nefertari and Amenhotep I and the temple of Seti I, was excavated by Petrie (Petrie 

1909, 14). Unfortunately, it is not known whether the temple was still standing in the first 

millennium BCE (the only remains discovered by Petrie in situ were the foundations). 

Nevertheless, it cannot be excluded that the special significance of TT 157 and the 

surrounding tombs in the first millennium BCE was somehow linked to the original owner of 

the tomb and the special status he enjoyed. 

Apart from the óBesenmut clusterô, the reused tombs in Dra Abu el-Naga worth particular 

attention are the royal tomb AN B, until recently believed to have belonged to Ahmose 

Nefertari (Aston, D. 2015, 34) and K93.11, considered by some to be the original burial place 

of Amenhotep I (Aston, D. 2013, 9). 

Deir el-Bahari (Figure 13) 

Deir el-Bahari (Arab. óNorth monasteryô) ï from a religious point of view one of the most 

important parts of the New Kingdom necropolis, with the procession of the Beautiful Feast of 

the Valley terminating in the temple of Hatshepsut ï since the very beginning of the Third 

Intermediate Period served as a cemetery for the priests of Amun (Bab el-Gasus). Under the 

reign of 22nd-26th dynasties, the monument of Hatshepsut was extensively reused for burials of 

prominent Theban families, including the descendants of king Takeloth III (Aston, D. 2009a, 

202-217; Aston, D. 2014b, 29). The evidence for reuse of the temple of Hatshepsut after the 

                                                           
34 In fact, Thounabounoun was Greek rendering of tA Ht n Nb-wnn ï óthe tomb of Nebwennenô (Pestman 1993, 

451). 
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Saite Period is somewhat scanty.35 Two Late Period tombs were cut in the slope behind the 

ruined temple of Thutmose III, located to the south of the temple of Hatshepsut (LipiŒska 

1968, 142-143). The southernmost monument of the Deir el-Bahari bay, that of Mentuhotep II 

Nebhepetra, was also reused in the first millennium BCE, but on a much smaller scale than 

the temple of Hatshepsut (Aston, D. 2009a, 219-220). 

According to Adam Ğajtar, after the New Kingdom the temple of Hatshepsut fell into disuse, 

which allowed cutting of the shaft tombs in the sanctuary and the north chapel of Amun 

(Ğajtar 2006, 10). It was suggested that the Beautiful Feast of the Valley was revived under 

the Napatan kings of the 25th dynasty, the main evidence in favour of it being the construction 

of most of the tombs of the high officials along the causeway of the temple of Hatshepsut, 

which supposedly served as a processional alley during the festival (Bietak, Reiser-Haslauer 

1978, 19-20; Bietak 2012). However, the tradition of cutting burial shafts in the templeôs 

pavement continued throughout the Kushite Period, which begs the question about 

practicalities of the functioning of the temple at this time:  

In the course of time, its lower court was filled up with sand so as to form a sandy 

plain with mounds marking some prominent and better preserved parts of 

buildings. The same was also true, at least partly, for the middle court. On the 

other hand, the rooms of the upper terrace remained relatively free and easily 

accessible. The whole Deir el-Bahari valley was used as a burial place, especially 

for priests of Montu and Amun and their families. The graves were situated 

mainly in the sandy plain covering the two lower courts. In addition to graves, 

various installations connected with the funerary industry were established within 

the temple, including workshops for embalmers in the northern colonnade of the 

middle court (Ğajtar 2006, 10-11). 

 

                                                           
35 Which, however, may be a result of the fact that Deir el-Bahari was one of the Theban cemeteries that were 

first to be explored by modern scholars, in the time when detailed typologies of funerary goods manufactured in 

the later periods were not available.  
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Figure 13. Plan of Deir el-Bahari and Asasif published by Eigner 
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Reuse of at least 19 tombs in the bay is attested (Table 33),36 with three tomb groups (11 

burials in total) discovered intact: these include burial of the princess Nany in the royal tomb 

TT 358 (21st dynasty), of Henuttawy in MMA 59 (21st dynasty), and a family interment in CC 

5 (25th dynasty).  

Tomb Type of burial Period 

TT 240 4a* óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 308 1 óXXth-XXI st Dynastyô (1 burial) 

TT 310 unknown Third Intermediate Period or Late Period (1 burial) 

TT 311 unknown 22nd -25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 312 5 early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 313 unknown óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 314 (and 

314A) 
unknown 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial), óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 315 unknown 
Third Intermediate Period (1 burial), Late Period-

early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 353 unknown óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 358 1 21st dynasty (1 burial) 

MMA 59 1 21st dynasty (1 burial) 

MMA 60 1, 4a.2 21st dynasty (8 burials), 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

MMA 219 unknown 21st dynasty (1 burial), 22th-early 25th dynasty (1 burial) 

MMA 511 4a* óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô (1 burial) 

MMA 512 unknown óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

MMA 514 unknown ó25th dynastyô (1 burial) 

MMA 515 unknown óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

MMA 801 3a.1 22nd dynasty (4 burials) 

CC 5 1, 4b.1 22nd dynasty (6 burials), 25th dynasty (3 burials) 

Table 33. Reused tombs in Deir el-Bahari 

The largest concentration of burials in reused tombs can be observed on the slope of the cliff 

in the north part of the basin, sometimes referred to as the North Asasif necropolis (Chudzik 

2016).37 The tombs located on the slope, in the majority datable to the Middle Kingdom, were 

excavated in the first half of the twentieth century by the Metropolitan Museum of Art 

expedition, but remain largely unpublished. However, in his publication containing 

a summary of his operations in Deir el-Bahari, Winlock remarked that nearly all of the Middle 

Kingdom tombs excavated by him were reused at some point (Winlock 1942, 123-124). Two 

                                                           
36 13 of the 412 known óTTô tombs were located in the basin. 
37 Alternatively, some archaeologists use the name óNorth Asasifô to designate the area of the Asasif valley (e.g. 

Einaudi 2014). 
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recently initiated projects (Middle Kingdom Theban Project, directed by Antonio Morales, 

and Asasif Project, directed by Patryk Chudzik) revealed the presence of a large number of 

objects datable to the first millennium BCE in the excavated tombs.  

Among the North Asasif tombs, the tomb of Nespakashuty (TT 312), a reused Middle 

Kingdom tomb decorated by its new owner and with a massive mudbrick entrance pylon 

erected in front of the fa­ade, is worth closer examination. Nespakashuty, a vizier active 

under Psamtek I, is attested in many sources, including the famous Saite Oracle Papyrus 

(Parker 1962). There is evidence to support the hypothesis that Nespakashuty originally 

wanted to be buried in TT 223 ï a mortuary monument neighbouring his motherôs tomb (TT 

390) ï but eventually decided to reuse TT 312 instead (Pischikova 2014, 64). The tomb, 

despite being a reused structure, closely follows the architectural canon of the Late Period 

Theban tombs in its layout. It was proposed that the function of mudbrick pylons, oriented 

towards the causeway of the temple of Hatshepsut and characteristic for monumental Late 

Period sepulchres, was to allow the deceased and their families participate in the Beautiful 

Feast of the Valley ï inside the mudbrick structure there was a staircase, perhaps used to 

climb the pylon on the day of the festival to observe the procession (Eigner 1984, 98-99). 

Similarly to the tomb of Besenmut (TT 160) in Dra Abu el-Naga, which was cut in the east 

half of the courtyard belonging to an older tomb (TT 35), Nespakashuty decided to either hew 

or reuse (see below) a sepulchre in the east part of the court of an unfinished Middle Kingdom 

tomb. The identity of the original owner of the sepulchre is unknown, although it was 

suggested that the person in question could be vizier Bebi (Allen 1996, 20). If that was the 

case, we would be dealing with reuse of a vizierôs tomb by another vizier, which may or may 

not be a coincidence. 

Apart from the North Asasif tombs, another important late dynastic site in the area is the 

reused Middle Kingdom tomb MMA 801, which at some point in the Libyan Period received 

a mudbrick fa­ade, still visible today. A group of intact burials dated to the 22nd dynasty was 

discovered by Winlock inside the tomb (Winlock 1922, 32).  

Asasif (Figure 13) 

Asasif was an important part of the necropolis at least since the Middle Kingdom times, but 

only in the Late Period the layout of the plain became as it is today: honeycombed with 

mudbricks walls and pylons belonging to the monumental ótemple-tombsô (Grabpalªste or 
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Tempelgrªber) of the Kushite and Saite officials. The name óAsasifô, obscure as it may be, is 

said to derive from an Arabic term meaning ópassages under the earth leading into one 

anotherô, and likely refers to the underground passages of tombs or even of one tomb 

(perhaps TT 33 or TT 37), from which the whole valley may have taken its name (Gardiner, 

Weigall 1913, 13, n. 1; Nims 1, n. 1; Elias 1993, 188, n. 1; Eigner 1984, 28). From the late 

25th dynasty onwards, the Asasif necropolis became the burial place of the most important 

dignitaries of the era: Pedamenopet (TT 33), Montuemhat (TT 34), Harwa (TT 37), Pabasa 

(TT 279), and more.38 The Asasif cemetery in the Late Period must have been functionally 

connected with the temple of Hatshepsut: the orientation of the Grabpalªste was aligned with 

the causeway of the temple (see above). On the other hand, The South Asasif necropolis is 

located despite its name to the south of the Sheikh Abd el-Qurna hill and probably should be 

considered in relation to the unfinished royal temple in the Third Valley rather than the temple 

of Hatshepsut. 

At least 46 of all the Asasif tombs39 bear traces of reuse during the Third Intermediate Period 

and Late Period (Table 34). Intact burials were found in two tombs: TT 192 (late 22nd-25th 

dynasty) and TT 414 (30th dynasty). 

Tomb Type of burial Period 

TT 25 unknown 22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 26 unknown 950-730 BCE (1 burial) 

TT 27 unknown 30th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 34 unknown 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 36 unknown 30th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 37 3a.1 
25th-26th dynasty (1 burial), 27th dynasty (1 burial), 28th 

dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 39 3b.2* óTwenty-First Dynastyô (1 burial) 

TT 188 1*, 3a.1, 3a.2 

21st dynasty (2 burials), 21st-22nd dynasty (1 burial), 22nd 

dynasty (1 burial), 25th dynasty (2 burials), 26th dynasty (16 

burials), 21st-26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 189 3a Third Intermediate Period-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 190 unknown late 30th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 192 3a.1, 3a.2 
late 22nd dynasty-early 25th dynasty (8 burials), post New 

Kingdom (1 burial) 

TT 194 unknown 25th-26th dynasty (4 burials), 27th dynasty (1 burial) 

                                                           
38 A list of Theban tombs from the period in question with their Arabic designations as they appear on the plans 

of the necropolis drawn by Catherwood, Wilkinson, and Lepsius can be found in: Eigner 1984, 28-33. 
39 For comparison, 45 of all the 412 listed óTTô tombs were located in Asasif. 
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TT 195 unknown Third Intermediate Period-modern era (1 burial) 

TT 196 unknown 
late 26th dynasty (1 burial), 30th dynasty-early Ptolemaic 

Period (1 burial) 

TT 197 2a final years of the 26th dynasty or later (1 burial) 

TT 207 unknown óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 208 unknown óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 243 unknown 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 297 3a.1 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 364 4a* Third Intermediate Period-modern era (1 burial) 

TT 366 unknown 25th-26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 374 unknown 
late 25th-early 26th dynasty (2 burials), 27th dynasty 

(1 burial), 30th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 386 unknown 976-768 BCE (1 burial) 

TT 389 2a* 30th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (3 burials) 

TT 406 4a* Third Intermediate Period-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 408 3b.2 25th-26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 409 unknown 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 410 unknown 30th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (3 burials) 

TT 414 1, 2* 30th dynasty (2 burials) 

MMA 737 unknown 
22nd-early 25th dynasty (1 burial), 27th dynasty (1 burial), 

30th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

MMA 825 unknown 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

MMA 828 unknown óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

MMA 830 unknown óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

MMA 830A unknown óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

MMA 830C unknown 21st-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

MMA 830D unknown óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

MMA 832 3b 950/925 ï 850/825 BCE (1 burial), 25th dynasty (1 burial) 

MMA 833 unknown óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

MMA 834 unknown óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

MMA 838 unknown 660/650-625/600 BCE (1 burial) 

Kampp -28- unknown 1100-960 BCE (1 burial), early 22nd dynasty (1 burial) 

Kampp -48- 2* óTwenty-First Dynastyô 

Kampp -49- 1 25th dynasty-Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

Kampp -365- unknown óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

Grab VI unknown 30th dynasty-Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

Grab VII 2b 30th dynasty-Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

Table 34. Reused tombs in the Asasif area 
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The tombs reused were not only Middle Kingdom or New Kingdom monuments, but also 

Late Period sepulchres. In fact, in the case of the latter, it is often difficult to distinguish 

whether the reuse was planned or unplanned (see Chapter 7, Who was buried in reused 

tombs?). Nevertheless, it seems that the Asasif valley remained a popular burial site 

throughout the first millennium BCE: a necropolis of Ptolemaic mudbrick chapels was 

discovered on top of Late Period strata (Strudwick, N. 2003a, 172-173). 

Especially interesting are two tombs located in the area: the tomb of Kheruef (TT 192), and 

the tomb of Amenhotep Huy (Kampp -28-), both important personages under Amenhotep 

III. 40 The two sepulchres were extensively reused throughout the first millennium BCE: 

remains of later burials were found in the tomb of Amenhotep Huy (Mart²n-Valent²n, Bedman 

2013, 186; 191-193; Mart²n-Valent²n, Bedman 2017, 379; 383), while Kheruefôs monument 

was both reused for burials and new tombs were cut in its courtyard (Porter, Moss 1960, 298-

300). More importantly, however, it seems that some form of a cult (of the original owners?) 

survived into the first millennium BCE: during the Spanish excavations in the tomb it was 

discovered that the chapel of Amenhotep Huy had been dedicated in the Third Intermediate 

Period, with a group of votive objects found (Mart²n-Valent²n, Bedman 2017, 379), while 

there is evidence for religious ceremonies (Erection of the Djed Pillar?) performed in the 

tomb of Kheruef long after his death, perhaps in the Ptolemaic Period (Fakhry 1943a, 456).41 

Transformation of these two tombs into local holy places seems particularly surprising, when 

it is recalled that both tombs were obliterated soon after they had been completed or even in 

the course of their construction: most of Kheruefôs images were effaced, probably due to 

political reasons (Habachi 1980, 26); the same things happened in the sepulchre of 

Amenhotep Huy (Mart²n-Valent²n, Bedman 2017, 378). 

el-Khokha (Figure 14) 

To the south of the Asasif plain, there is a hill called el-Khokha (Arab. óPeachô). This site, as 

demonstrated by Schreiber, became a popular cemetery throughout the Third Intermediate 

Period and Late Period (Schreiber 2009). Again, reuse is attested in almost all of the earlier 

tombs in the area (Schreiber 2008, 51). The Hungarian expedition, working on the hillock, 

discovered also two previously unknown sepulchres dated to the late dynastic period: Tomb 

                                                           
40 Kheruef was queen Tiyeôs steward, Amenhotep Huy ï a vizier. 
41 Both Fakhry and Kampp who visited the tomb remarked on a thick layer of soot visible on the mudbrick walls 

erected in the first millennium BCE ï a result of intentional activities rather than fire (Fakhry 1943a, 456; 

Kampp 1996, 751). According to Kampp, the walls could be associated with the small tomb added to Kheruefôs 

complex in the Late or Ptolemaic Period (-Kampp -273-). 
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B, constructed in the 22nd-25th dynasty (Schreiber 2008, 65) and Tomb G, in the later 25th 

dynasty (Schreiber 2008, 77-80). They are both of hypogeum type, but with a superstructure 

in form of a brick vault ï a transitional stage between the Third Intermediate Period tomb 

chapels and the temple-tombs (Schreiber 2009, 65; 78; Schreiber 2009, 470). 

Tomb Type of burial Period 

TT 32 1, 2a, 3a.1 

late 21st dynasty (1 burial), 22nd dynasty (3 burials), 22nd-

early 25th dynasty (1 burial), 25th-26th dynasty (2 burials), 

26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 41 3a.1 
25th dynasty (1 burial), 27th dynasty (1 burial), 29th dynasty-

early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 42 3 New Kingdom-modern era (1 burial) 

TT 44 3* 22nd dynasty (1 burial), óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 47 unknown 
26th dynasty (1 burial), 30th dynasty-Ptolemaic Period 

(1 burial) 

TT 48 3b 25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 49 3a.1* 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial), 26th dynasty or later (1 burial) 

TT 105 3b 25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 106 unknown óspªteô (1 burial) 

TT 108 unknown late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 109-Kampp -

327- 
3a*, 5 Third Intermediate Period-Late Period (1 burial) 

TT 110 3a* 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 172 unknown Ramesside Period-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 178 2b Ramesside Period-Ptolemaic Period (4 burials) 

TT 181 unknown 25th dynasty or later (1 burial) 

TT 183 1 22nd- 25th dynasty (45 burials) 

TT 184 2a, 3a 
22nd dynasty (1 burial), 26th dynasty-Ptolemaic Period 

(1 burial) 

TT 187 3a.1 óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 201 1 21st-26th dynasty (3 burials) 

TT 204 3a late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 205 3b 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 253 (and 

253A) 
1 22nd dynasty (2 burials), 25th-26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 254 3a.1 22nd dynasty or later (1 burial) 

TT 256 3a Ramesside Period-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 257 unknown 25th dynasty (3 burials), 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 294 2* 27th dynasty (1 burial) 
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TT 295 1* 21st-22nd dynasty (1 burial), 22nd dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 296 unknown 
27th dynasty (1 burial), 29th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

(1 burial) 

TT 362 3a.1 22nd-26th dynasty (12 burials) 

TT 363 unknown óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 373 unknown 
22nd dynasty (1 burial), 27th dynasty (1 burial), 29th dynasty-

early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 392 unknown óSaiticô (1 burial) 

TT 405 3a* 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 412 3a.2 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial), 750 BCE or later (2 burials) 

TT 413 3a.1 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

Kampp -43- unknown 22nd dynasty (1 burial) 

Kampp -61- 1, 3a.1, 3b.1 

late 21st dynasty (7 burials), 22nd dynasty (4 burials), 26th-

27th dynasty (10 burials), 30th dynasty-early Ptolemaic 

Period (3 burials) 

Kampp -400- 2b, 3a.2 
25th dynasty (2 burials), 25th dynasty-27th dynasty (11 

burials) 

Saff 1 3b.1 25th dynasty (3 burials) 

Tomb B 2a 25th dynasty (2 burials) 

Tomb C 1 21st dynasty (3 burials) 

Tomb G 2a 26th-27th dynasty (1 burial) 

Table 35. Reused tombs in el-Khokha 

There is evidence for the reuse of at least 42 tombs located in el-Khokha (Table 35).42 Owing 

to the recent archaeological works on the hill, the majority of dates proposed for the reuse are 

fairly certain and demonstrate that el-Khokha was a popular burial site throughout the first 

millennium BCE. At least some of the reused tombs had mudbrick structures erected in their 

courtyards (TT 105, TT 172, Kampp -61-, Saff 1), although in the case of these features 

dating is often ambiguous. Adding new decoration or at least names and titles of the new 

owners was not a rare practice in el-Khokha in the first millennium BCE (see examples in TT  

106, TT 373, or TT 392). 

                                                           
42 In total, there are 68 óTTô tombs located in the area. 
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Figure 14. Plan of el-Khokha published by Kampp 
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The 18th dynasty tomb of Min (TT 109), located in the southernmost part of the area, seems to 

have had a special significance in the Late Period. According to its excavators, the complex of 

connected sepulchres of Min and the anonymous Kampp -327-, sharing many similar traits 

with the underground rooms of the temple-tombs, was transformed into a replica of the 

mythical tomb of Osiris at some point of the later first millennium BCE: 

Since no inscriptions have been found on the walls of the monuments so far, we 

have considered the possibility that this was a tomb-cemetery, where a significant 

number of Egyptians were buried under the protection of the gods of the dead. 

This hypothesis is supported by the lack of a name of any tomb owner and the 

number of individuals buried there. However, we must also consider the 

possibility that the tomb itself was originally built for the burial of one person or 

family, but was later reused for multiple burials throughout the centuries, as 

happened to many other tombs in the area (Morfini, Ćlvarez Sosa 2017, 431). 

The concept of óthe tomb of Osirisô concealed within underground rooms of the monumental 

temple-tombs became a popular feature in Late Period mortuary architecture (Eigner 1984, 

163-183). 

Sheikh Abd el-Qurna (Figures 15-17) 

The most thoroughly researched and published part of the private necropolis of Thebes is no 

doubt the hill of Sheikh Abd el-Qurna (named after a local saint who used to live on its top).43 

It is also the area with the largest concentration of tombs with confirmed reuse in the Third 

Intermediate Period and Late Period. However, archaeological research has so far focused 

mostly on the east and north slopes of the hill, where a large number of decorated New 

Kingdom sepulchres can be found; the west and south slopes, with Middle Kingdom (mostly 

undecorated) tombs, were surveyed by Winlock, but most of these monuments were never 

published (Porter, Moss 1964, 667-668). 

The Temples of Millions of Years, built by New Kingdom pharaohs, as well as smaller 

temples of private persons, such as Amenhotep son of Hapu, located on the verge of the 

floodplain, opposite Sheikh Abd el-Qurna, were utilised as burial grounds at least from the 

22nd dynasty onwards (Kaczanowicz 2019b, 83). A new mortuary chapel was erected behind 

the temple of Thutmose IV for the family of the vizier Nebnetjeru (Aston, D. 2009a, 247). 

                                                           
43 Of the 412 known óTTô tombs, 130 are located in this part of the necropolis. 
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Tomb Type of burial Period 

TT 21 1, 3a.1 25th dynasty (3 burials), 25th-26th dynasty (2 burials) 

TT 23 2a, 3a.1, 3b.1 óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô (9 burials) 

TT 29 unknown 22nd dynasty (1 burial), 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 30 3b.1* Third Intermediate Period-Late Period (1 burial) 

TT 31 3a.1 22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 43 unknown New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 46 unknown Third Intermediate Period-Late Period (2 burials) 

TT 50 3b New Kingdom-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 51 3a.1* 22nd dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 52 1 ó22nd dynastyô (1 burial) 

TT 53 3* 22nd dynasty (1 burial), Late Period (1 burial) 

TT 54 3a.1* Late Period (1 burial) 

TT 55 3a, 3b.1 25th-26th dynasty (7 burials) 

TT 57 3a.1 25th-26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 60 unknown Third Intermediate Period-Late Period (1 burial) 

TT 61 unknown 22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 63 unknown 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 65 1, 3a* 
late 21st dynasty (4 burials), 22nd dynasty (3 burials), 25th 

dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 67 3a ó22nd-25th dynastyô (1 burial) 

TT 68 3a.1* 21st dynasty (3 burials), 22nd-25th dynasty (4 burials) 

TT 69 1 or 3 22nd-26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 70 unknown 21st dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 71 unknown 940-880 BCE (1 burial), 700-600 BCE (1 burial) 

TT 75 3* ólate periodô (1 burial) 

TT 78 1*, 4a.1 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial), 25th-26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 79 3* 
late 21st-early 22nd dynasty (1 burial), 22nd-25th dynasty 

(3 burials) 

TT 80 unknown 22nd dynasty (1 burial), 25th-26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 82 3a or 4a Third Intermediate Period-Late Period (1 burial) 

TT 84 3b* óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 85 1 22nd dynasty (1 burial), 25th-26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 86 unknown late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 87 
1*, 3a.1, 4a.1, 

4a.2 
22nd dynasty (6 burials), 25th-26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 88 unknown ó25th-26th dynastyô (1 burial) 

TT 89 unknown New Kingdom-Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 93 unknown Late Period (2 burials) 
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TT 95 3a óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 96 unknown 22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 97 1 
late 20th-early 21st dynasty (8 burials), late 21st dynasty 

(1 burial) 

TT 99 3a.1 

21st dynasty (1 burial), 22nd dynasty (1 burial), middle 25th 

dynasty (1 burial), late 25th dynasty (1 burial), 25th dynasty 

(1 burial), 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 100 3* late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 103 unknown ólate Egyptian or Copticô (1 burial) 

TT 104 unknown 
21st-22nd dynasty (1 burial), 25th-26th dynasty 

(1 burial) 

TT 112 3a.2 25th-middle 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 117 unknown 22nd dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 121 unknown late 25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 123 unknown late New Kingdom-Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 124 unknown late New Kingdom-Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 128-129 5 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 131 4a* late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 134 unknown 25th-26th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 135 3a late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 138 1 22nd dynasty (2 burials), late 26th-27th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 227 3a Ramesside Period-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 230 unknown late New Kingdom-modern era (1 burial) 

TT 249 unknown 22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 252 3a.1, 4a.1 late New Kingdom-Roman Period (2 burials) 

TT 259 2* 21st-25th dynasty (2 burials) 

TT 263 unknown óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 317 3a late New Kingdom-Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 324 2 750 BCE or later (1 burial) 

TT 331 1 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 343 1 or 2 ólate periodô (1 burial) 

TT 345 unknown late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 346 unknown 21st-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 348 unknown 21st-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 367 3a.1 25th dynasty (2 burials) 

TT 400 4a.1 late New Kingdom-modern era (1 burial) 

TT 403 unknown 22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

MMA 851 unknown óLate Periodô (2 burials) 

Kampp -14- unknown 1075-725 BCE (1 burial) 
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Kampp -264- 1* 750 BCE or later (21 burials) 

óRhind Tombô unknown 22nd dynasty (1 burial) 

Table 36. Reused tombs in Sheikh Abd el-Qurna 

In at least 72 of the Sheikh Abd el-Qurna tombs there are traces of late dynastic reuse (Table 

36). There were probably no new tombs cut in this part of the necropolis in the first 

millennium BCE. It seems very likely to me that the reason for that was lack of space: a quick 

look at the map shows that Sheikh Abd el-Qurna was óovercrowdedô with rock-cut sepulchres 

already in New Kingdom times. 

In the case of at least 15 tombs, remains of mudbrick structures situated in the courtyards 

were recorded by modern scholars;44 only one of them (a mudbrick porch in front of TT 87), 

however, is securely dated to the period analysed in this work.  

Several of the reused tombs were redecorated in the Third Intermediate Period and Late 

Period. The decoration of an 18th dynasty tomb of Meryptah (the monument was probably 

never used by the original owner) was rearranged by Nesupaneferher and his son Horu in the 

21st dynasty (Seyfried 1991, 133-134), while a man named Amenmose, dated likewise, added 

his decoration to the walls of the anonymous tomb TT 70 (Manniche 2011, 73). At some point 

in the Late Period, a Godôs Father called Horemakhbit redecorated the 18th dynasty tomb of 

Nakhtmin (TT 87) and added his mudbrick stela in the tombôs courtyard (Guksch 1995, 101-

116). Remains of the 25th-26th dynasty wall decoration were discovered in the tomb of 

Pehsuker (TT 88), dated to the reign of Thutmose III and Amenhotep II (Gnirs, Grothe, 

Guksch 1997, 82). A Middle Kingdom tomb TT 117, bearing no trace of original paintings, 

was decorated in the 22nd dynasty by Djedmutiufankh, a draughtsman in the domain of Amun 

(Kampp 1996, 398-405), while an unfinished tomb TT 129, dated to the 18th dynasty, was 

enlarged and covered with images and texts of Patjenfy, the mayor of Edfu and Thebes 

(Schenkel 1975). A similarly dated tomb TT 348 (anonymous) is said to have been 

redecorated at some point in the Third Intermediate Period or 25th dynasty by Naamutnakht, 

the door opener in the domain of Amun (Kampp 1996, 586; Jansen-Winkeln 2009, 498; 

Manniche 2011, 73), while remains of plaster of ólate dateô were discovered in a tomb

                                                           
44 TT 55, TT 60, TT 68, TT 75, TT 78, TT 80, TT 85, TT 87, TT 96, TT 99, TT 104, TT 230, TT 324, TT 345, 

TT 346. 
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Figure 15. Plan of Sheikh Abd el-Qurna published by Kampp (Part I) 
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Figure 16. Plan of Sheikh Abd el-Qurna published by Kampp (Part II)
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belonging to Menkheperraseneb (TT 86), dated to the reign of Thutmose III (Davies, N. 1933, 

1). 

Except for TT 117, all the tombs bearing traces of new decoration are of the 18th dynasty date. 

This, however, may be a coincidence, as the majority of the Sheikh Abd el-Qurna sepulchres 

date to this period, and this tendency may not necessarily reflect any particular preference for 

18th dynasty monuments.  

The majority of tombs decorated in the late dynastic era are clustered in the south part of the 

east slope of the hill (Mondôs óUpper Enclosureô): TT 68, TT 70, TT 86, TT 87, TT 88, and 

TT 117. Nevertheless, it is evident that throughout the Third Intermediate Period and early 

Late Period (later reuse is somewhat rarer), the hill was readily reused for new burials. 

Valleys south of Deir el-Bahari (Figure 17)  

Valleys located to the south of Deir el-Bahari (the First Valley, the Second Valley, the Third 

Valley ï also known as the Valley of the Colours, the Valley of the Eagle, and the Valley of 

the Three Pits), hidden from the view by the Sheikh Abd el-Qurna hill, attracted little 

scholarly attention compared to the north wadis. The main monument of this part of the 

necropolis is the unfinished Middle Kingdom burial complex of an unknown king, possibly 

Amenemhat I (Arnold, Do. 1991). There is some evidence to support the statement that the 

Third Valley itself could be considered a holy place at some point (Kaczanowicz 2018b, 227). 

At least 10 tombs bear traces of reuse (Table 37). There seems to be a chronological pattern in 

the reuse of the wadis. While the north wadis (the First and the Second Valley) seem to be the 

preferred burial site in the Libyan Period (with the Royal Cache being located in the First 

Valley), the Third Valley and the Valley of the Eagle together with the Valley of the Queens 

(see below) were reutilised mainly from the 25th dynasty onwards. 

Tomb Type of burial Period 

TT 209 unknown ó27th dynasty-Ptolemaic Periodô (1 burial) 

TT 223 1, 2, 4a.2 
26th dynasty (2 burials), 27th dynasty (1 burial), 30th dynasty-

Ptolemaic Period (2 burials) 

TT 280 unknown Third Intermediate Period-Late Period (4 burials) 

TT 320 ócacheô 

TT 391 4a.2 middle 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

MMA 1008 1 late 21st-early 22nd dynasty (1 burial) 

MMA 1021 see Excursus 
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MMA 1151 2c óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

MMA 1152 1, 3b.1 or 4a.1 22nd dynasty (1 burial), 25th-26th dynasty (1 burial) 

The Hanging 

Tomb 
unknown 25th-26th dynasty (1 burial), 27th-30th dynasty (1 burial) 

Table 37. Reused tombs in the valleys south of Deir el-Bahari 

 

Figure 17. Plan of valleys south of Deir el-Bahari, and Sheikh Abd el-Qurna published by Porter and Moss 

The South Asasif plain, a foreground of the Third Valley, was a necropolis of Kushite 

officials in the early and middle 25th dynasty (Pischikova 2018a). The Kushite tombs were 

reused in the Late Period and in some cases also in the Graeco-Roman era: two of them (TT 

223, TT 391) were redecorated by their subsequent owners. Further to the east, a Libyan 
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Period necropolis is located in the ruins of the Ramesseum temple and in the surrounding area 

(Aston, D. 2009a, 237-253).  

From the 25th dynasty onwards, an increased activity can be seen in the valleys located further 

south: the Valley of the Eagle, which according to Luc Gabolde in the Late Period became 

associated with the location of the semi-mythical ótomb of Amenhotepô (Gabolde et al. 1994, 

229), the Valley of the Queens (see below), and the Valley of the Three Pits, where canopic 

jars, supposedly belonging to a Late Period queen, were discovered (Aston, D. 2009a, 260). 

Increased interest in the south wadis can be linked to a well-known predilection of the Kushite 

kings and, more importantly, Kushite Godôs Wives, for Medinet Habu, where the reinstated 

Feast of the Decade took place and which ultimately became the burial place of the Napatan 

princesses (Kaczanowicz 2019a, 25). The building activities initiated by the Kushites were 

continued by the kings of the 29th and 30th dynasty (Hºlscher 1954). 

Deir el-Medina (Figure 18) 

While it seems certain that the Deir el-Medina cemetery was reused throughout the first 

millennium BCE, with attested reuse of at least 27 tombs (Table 38),45 its exact role in the 

Third Intermediate Period and Late Period remains unclear. The community of workmen 

living in Deir el-Medina (or rather, what was left of it after disbanding the crew at the end of 

the New Kingdom) moved to Medinet Habu, and from the 21st dynasty onwards the village 

was abandoned (Meskell 2000, 260; Peden 2000, 290). There is unquestionable evidence for 

cultic activity in Deir el-Medina under Ptolemy IV and his successors, when a temple 

dedicated to Hathor (Aphrodite Urania), Maat and the Ptolemies themselves was erected 

(Bataille 1952). Numerous graffiti dating to the Ptolemaic and Roman era were recorded in 

the village; Meskell suggested that  

it was the impressive materiality of the site, replete with decorated houses and 

pyramid-topped tombs, that suggested Deir el Medina was a numinous place to 

later Ptolemaic and Roman visitors. Many individuals physically recorded that 

they fell to their knees and offered up prayers to the spirits of this place. Rock 

graffiti suggests that travelers passed through Deir el Medina on their way to visit 

the popular tourist destination of the Valley of the Kings, and some at least were 

moved to record their experience of the place by making an obeisance (or 

proskynemata) to the local deities (Meskell 2004, 23). 

                                                           
45 For comparison, 53 of all the óTTô tombs are located in Deir el-Medina. 
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The reuse of the workmenôs tombs continued in the Graeco-Roman Period (Montserrat, 

Meskell 1997).46 Nevertheless, the activities which took place between the abandonment of 

the village at the end of the 20th dynasty and the revival of building activities under the 

Ptolemies remains obscure, mostly owing to the lack of written sources.  

 

 

Figure 18. Plan of Deir el-Medina published by Porter and Moss 

 

Tomb Type of burial Period 

TT 2 unknown óBasse £poqueô (1 burial) 

TT 6 unknown 21st-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 9 unknown 21st-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 10 unknown Third Intermediate Period (10 burials) 

TT 210 unknown Third Intermediate Period (1 burial) 

TT 213 unknown Ramesside Period-Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 214 unknown Third Intermediate Period-Late Period (1 burial) 

TT 216 unknown Third Intermediate Period (2 burials) 

                                                           
46 However, Strudwick suggested that some of the unpublished burials believed to belong to this era may be 

earlier (Strudwick, N. 2003a, 176). 



124 

 

TT 217 4a* 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 219 3b 22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (2 burials) 

TT 290 1* 21st dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 291 unknown 21st dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 292 unknown Third Intermediate Period (1 burial) 

TT 299 unknown Third Intermediate Period (7 burials) 

TT 322 unknown Third Intermediate Period-Late Period (1 burial) 

TT 323 unknown Third Intermediate Period-Late Period (4 burials) 

TT 325 3a* late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 326 unknown óBasse £poqueô (1 burial) 

TT 329 unknown late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 330 unknown late New Kingdom-early Ptolemaic Period (1 burial) 

TT 335 unknown ópost®rieurs ¨ la XXe dynastieô (1 burial) 

TT 336 1 
21st dynasty (1 burial), 22nd dynasty (11 burials), 750 BCE 

or later (1 burial) 

TT 337 unknown 
ó21st-22nd dynastyô (1 burial), 740 BCE or later 

(1 burial) 

TT 339 unknown 21st dynasty (1 burial) 

TT 355 unknown Third Intermediate Period (1 burial) 

TT 359 unknown 22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period (2 burials) 

TT 360 2 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

Table 38. Reused tombs in Deir el-Medina 

Although finds allegedly datable to the first millennium BCE were mentioned in the reports 

from early works conducted in the village by the Institut Fran­ais dôArch®ologie Orientale, 

most of these objects remain unpublished (Strudwick, N. 2003a, 176). In a similar vein, very 

little can be said of strategies of reuse of the Deir el-Medina tombs. While the majority of 

sepulchres were found robbed, little information on stratigraphy in their inner chambers was 

published and it seems that most of the tombs were either reused without altering their 

internal structure, or later features, such as burial shafts, were simply omitted from plans of 

the sepulchres published by Bernard Bruy¯re. One of the few examples of such later 

alterations can be found in TT 219, where the courtyard shaft can be dated to the period later 

than the original construction (Maystre 1936, 2). 

The Ramesside tomb TT 337, belonging to sculptor Ken, was allegedly redecorated in the 

Libyan Period by Neskhonsu; the later scenes in the burial chamber were recorded by Bruy¯re 

(Bruy¯re 1926, 78-79; Porter, Moss 1960, 406; Manniche 2011, 73). A graffito indicating the 

place of burial of Butehamun was found in TT 291 (McDowell 1999, 73). Perhaps some of 
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the reused tombs had mudbrick structures erected in their courtyards (TT 219, TT 329), but 

the available evidence does not allow to make a compelling statement on this matter. 

Qurnet Murai (Figure 19) 

At first glance, the Qurnet Murai cemetery47 seems to have been largely neglected in the late 

dynastic era. In none of the six tombs bearing traces of being reutilised at a later point the 

reuse can be dated precisely to the Third Intermediate Period or Late Period (Table 39).48 

However, when assessing the scale of reuse of this part of the necropolis it has to be taken 

into consideration that Qurnet Murai remains inhabited, therefore largely inaccessible for 

archaeologists. 

A recent survey in the area revealed the presence of at least six previously unknown tombs, 

transformed into dwellings and stables; according to their discoverers, they belong to the 

largest private tombs in West Thebes (Berenguer 2003, 83). Remains of Ptolemaic mortuary 

monuments were discovered in Qurnet Murai and the neighbouring Medinet Habu (Abu Zaid 

2017, 21-24). 

 

Tomb Type of burial  Period 

TT 235 4a.1 Third Intermediate Period-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 275 4a.1 late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 276 unknown late New Kingdom-Roman Period (1 burial) 

TT 277 3a.1 óbasse-®poqueôô (1 burial) 

TT 278 unknown Third Intermediate Period-modern era (1 burial) 

TT 382 unknown ólateô (1 burial) 

Table 39. Reused tombs in Qurnet Murai 

                                                           
47 I refer here to the east slope of the Qurnet Murai hill; the west slope is classified as a part of Deir el-Medina. 
48 In total, 8 out of the 412 known óTTô tombs are located in this part of the necropolis. 
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Figure 19. Plan of Qurnet Murai published by Kampp
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Royal wadis (Valley of the Kings and Valley of the Queens) (Figures 20-21) 

The reuse of the royal wadis, constituting the actual north and south limits of the New 

Kingdom necropolis, differs from the reuse of other Theban cemeteries. First of all, there 

seems to be a visible chronological pattern of reuse (49 in total; Table 40): while the Valley of 

the Kings seems to be a popular burial site during the 22nd dynasty, there is no evidence for 

reuse of sepulchres in the Valley of the Queens before the Kushite Period. Moreover, in the 

Valley of the Kings, the material datable to the Late Period is scarce and usually limited to 

pottery, which may indicate that some burials took place in the Valley at this time, but also 

can be a result of other activities in the wadi. The Valley was certainly visited by Theban 

priests on various occasions: during the early 21st dynasty, when royal mummies were being 

transferred into caches (Taylor 1992),49 but possibly also later, when a copy of sarcophagus of 

Thutmose III was made for a man called Hapimen (Taylor 2016, 371).50 Finally, from the 

Ptolemaic and Roman times, there are dozens of ótouristô graffiti and dipinti, and it seems that 

some tombs in the East Valley were open to the public (Coppens 2016, 74). Neither in the 

Valley of the Kings, nor the Valley of the Queens, were new tombs constructed after the end 

of the 20th dynasty.  

Secondly, while there can be no doubt that some burials were deposited in the tombs in both 

wadis, there seem to be no traces of actual interfering with the original layout of the 

sepulchres. The reuse, if involved manipulation of the space, included enlarging the existing 

rooms, not adding new shafts or chambers; none of the intact burials, found in the Valley of 

the Kings (KV 44, KV 45, KV 64, WV 25), can be associated with any alterations of the 

original layout of the tomb. Perhaps there was some kind of a restriction against altering the 

design of the royal tombs: it is worth noticing that in the case of reused kingly and queenly 

tombs located outside of the royal valleys (TT 308, TT 320, TT 358, AN B), there are also no 

óintrusiveô shafts recorded. Contrary to reused tombs located in other parts of the Theban 

necropolis, no mudbrick installations were recorded in courtyards of reused sepulchres in the 

royal wadis. 

                                                           
49 In several tombs (e.g. KV 2 or KV 8), the later ceramic assemblages can be dated to the late 20th or early 21st 

dynasty, and are most likely related to the transfer of the royal mummies (Aston, D., B. Aston, Brock 1998), 

therefore I did not include them in the catalogue. 
50 Although the evidence here is circumstantial, as the sarcophagusô description or even copy might have been 

made earlier. 
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Figure 20. Plan of the Valley of the Kings (East Valley) published by Porter and Moss
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Figure 21. Plan of the Valley of the Queens published by Porter and Moss
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Tomb Type of burial Period 

KV 1 1* Late Period (1 burial) 

KV 4 1 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

KV 5 unknown óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô (1 burial) 

KV 10 1 21st -22nd dynasty (1 burial) 

KV 11 1* óLate Periodô (1 burial) 

KV 16 1 Third Intermediate Period-Late Period (2 burials) 

KV 17 unknown late 26th-30th dynasty (1 burial) 

KV 18 unknown late 26th-27th dynasty (1 burial) 

KV 19 2b* 22nd-25th dynasty (1 burial) 

KV 21 2* óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

KV 27 1 óThird Intermediate Period (or later)ô (1 burial) 

KV 28 1 óThird Intermediate Periodô (1 burial) 

KV 34 1 Third Intermediate Period-Late Period (2 burials) 

KV 35 ócacheô 

KV 40 1 22nd dynasty (1 burial) 

KV 44 1 22nd dynasty (3 burials) 

KV 45 1 22nd dynasty (2 burials) 

KV 47 unknown sixth-fifth century BCE (1 burial) 

KV 64 1 22nd dynasty (1 burial) 

WV 22 2b* 26th dynasty (4 burials) 

WV 24 1 22nd-25th dynasty (5 burials) 

WV 25 1 22nd-25th dynasty (8 burials) 

QV 3 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 7 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 8 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 9 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 10 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 11 2a 25th dynasty (1 burial), 25th-26th dynasty (2 burials) 

QV 12 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 13 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 14 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 16 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 17 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 18 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 22 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 23 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 24 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 31 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 
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QV 32 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 33 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 34 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 43-44 unknown 
25th dynasty (9 burials), 26th dynasty (10 burials), 25th-26th 

dynasty/unknown (14 burials) 

QV 53 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 58 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 71 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 77 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 78 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 79 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

QV 80 unknown 25th-early 26th dynasty (1 burial) 

Table 40. Reused tombs in the royal wadis 

The necropolis as a liminal space 

In addition to the review presented above, some remarks can be offered on the functioning of 

the necropolis as a whole in the Third Intermediate Period and Late Period. The Theban west 

bank was not only the realm of the dead and gods, with their chapels, temples, and festivals; it 

was also the place of living communities. From the 21st dynasty onwards, Medinet Habu 

became the refuge for the Deir el-Medina workmen and their families; there is evidence for 

continuous habitation of the site also in later periods, when the area was finally transformed 

into the village of Djeme (Hºlscher 1954). Remains of a settlement, datable to the late 26th 

dynasty, were discovered in the temple of Seti I; a slightly later date (27th dynasty) has been 

proposed for a settlement in the precinct of the temple of Merenptah (Aston, D. 2003, 161-

162). In the papyri of Theban choachytes, datable to the 26th and 27th dynasties, one can find 

mentions of houses and arable lands located on the Theban west bank, in the vicinity of the 

tomb of king Userton (Osorkon). The exact location of the tomb remains unknown, although 

it was proposed that it should be looked for in one of the New Kingdom Temples of Millions 

of Years (Ohshiro 2017). 

Who were the people living on the Theban west bank in the Third Intermediate Period and 

Late Period? It is very tempting to assume that they all belonged to the personnel of the 

necropolis, but it is impossible to determine it with certainty. There are textual sources 

explicitly stating that some of the choachytes of the earlier Ptolemaic Period possessed houses 

on the east bank, in the area referred to as óThe House of the Cowô (Depauw 2000, 17). 

Therefore, it remains unclear what was the exact character of the settlements on Theban west 
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bank in the first millennium BCE. In the case of the Medinet Habu, for instance, apart from 

the domestic remains, new tombs were erected. The site was reused as a burial ground, as well 

as a place for rewrapping of the royal mummies before their transfer to the Royal Cache 

(Reeves 1990, 230; 242; 250). It was also proposed that at least some of the mummies 

eventually buried in the necropolis were embalmed there (Aston, D. 2003, 149-150). Was the 

settlement in Medinet Habu a centre for the production of funerary goods, such as coffins or 

ushebtis? Or was it a óregularô settlement, not linked functionally or ideologically to the 

cemetery around the corner? What did the economy of the Theban necropolis look like? Did 

the cultic activities, such as the Feast of the Decade, celebrated every ten days in the Small 

Temple, have any impact on the lives of the people living in Medinet Habu? 

Some light can be shed on the interaction between the living and the deceased by examining 

the organisation of the cemetery: the Hungarian excavations in el-Khokha made it possible to 

reconstruct the óstreet networkô of this part of the New Kingdom cemetery (Schreiber 2009). 

Austrian research in the Asasif necropolis revealed the presence of a similar óstreetô in front of 

the Late Period chapel, datable to the 26th dynasty (Eigner 1984, 96). It was mentioned above 

that the causeway of the temple of Hatshepsut in the Late Period was an important landmark, 

with pylons of the officialsô tombs oriented towards it; a similar function of a óstreetô, albeit of 

smaller cultic significance, might have been played by the causeways of the monument of 

Mentuhotep and the unfinished burial complex in the Third Valley (Eigner 1984, 32-33). The 

tombs were certainly meant to be accessible, which is not a surprise if we take into 

consideration that the main task of the choachytes was providing the deceased with necessary 

offerings long after the funeral. During the Beautiful Festival of the Valley, the tombs were 

visited also by the relatives of the people interred in the necropolis. An interesting example of 

a cult installation in a reused tomb can be MIDAN.05, located in Dra Abu el-Naga and dated 

to the late 17th or early 18th dynasty. In the Kushite or Saite Period, a ramp was constructed in 

front of the tomb; remains of flower garlands, libation cups and offering tables were found in 

the vicinity, attesting continuous ritual activity in the courtyard (Betr¸ 2017b). On the other 

hand, it was argued by Alexander J. Peden that the decline of textual graffiti in the Theban 

necropolis in the late New Kingdom and early Third Intermediate Period could be partially 

caused by the instability in the region (civil war, incursions of the Libyans) at that time, which 

resulted in fear and reluctance to stroll around (Peden 2000, 288-289). Almost complete lack 

of textual graffiti on Theban west bank continued throughout the Libyan Period and Late 

Period (Peden 2001, 266-288; Litherland 2014, 85). 
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The Theban necropolis, as any ancient Egyptian necropolis, must have constituted a liminal 

space, a unique sphere where it was possible to come into contact with the deceased ancestors. 

While the concept of veneration of the deceased in the first millennium BCE will be discussed 

below (see Chapter 7, Who was buried in reused tombs?), at this point I would like to 

consider one very particular aspect of the Theban necropolis, which may be of importance 

when discussing the role of the necropolis as a contact point (but also as a boundary) between 

the sacred and the profane. As pointed out by Eigner, the limits of the Theban necropolis, set 

during the Middle Kingdom, did not change in the course of the next two thousand years 

(Eigner 1984, 21-22). No major grouping of burials was located outside the once-fixed 

boundaries of the cemetery, even though in time it was becoming overcrowded, with new 

tombs often colliding with the old ones and reuse of older structures becoming a common 

practice. It is particularly striking when it is realised that the Theban necropolis is surrounded 

by numerous valleys, which could have easily been utilised as burial grounds in later periods. 

This, in turn, points to the possibility that once demarcated, the sacred area of the necropolis 

was not to be expanded or changed in any way, and that it was better to reuse an existing 

structure than venture into unknown territories. In fact, it seems that it was only during the 

Kushite Period when south wadis began to be seen as equally desirable for burial as other 

parts of the necropolis ï even though there is evidence for a population living in Medinet 

Habu in the Third Intermediate Period and it would seem more logical to turn to the south part 

of the necropolis instead of burying the deceased in the remote, north cemeteries, such as the 

Valley of the Kings or Dra Abu el-Naga. Clearly, the convenience of the living was not 

a deciding factor when selecting a place for burial. 

The final remark should be made about the natural changes in the landscape of the necropolis 

in the late dynastic era. It was demonstrated that at some point between 1200 and 900 BCE, 

an earthquake took place which affected many of the Theban temples (Karakhanyan et al. 

2014). It likely gave an impulse to reuse ruined monuments on a larger scale than ever before. 

On the other hand, some tombs (e.g. TT 74) seem to have been covered by debris and 

effectively hidden from the view, resulting in their inaccessibility for reuse. 

Conclusions 

Except for el-Tarif, all parts of the Theban necropolis were extensively reused in the Third 

Intermediate and Late Periods. Tombs located in central cemeteries, such as Sheikh Abd el-

Qurna or el-Khokha, were popular burial sites throughout the late dynastic period. The 
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northernmost part of the necropolis ï the Valley of the Kings ï seems to have reached its peak 

of popularity during the 22nd dynasty, while the south sites (the Valley of the Queens, the 

Valley of the Eagle) began to be reused on a large scale only in the Late Period. Clusters of 

late dynastic burials can be observed, suggesting links between the new interments and the 

existing monuments ï not only tombs but temples as well. 
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Chapter 5 

Architecture of late dynastic reuse of Theban tombs 

 

In the following chapter, I will examine the architecture of late dynastic reuse. In the majority 

of analysed tombs, due to the reasons discussed above (disturbed stratification, lack of interest 

of scholars in the later strata, and the resulting lack of publications thereof) it was impossible 

to establish with certainty which features can be associated with later burials. Burials were 

divided into five types, according to the feature in which they were found. An asterisk (*) 

indicates that the attribution is based on circumstantial evidence and therefore is uncertain; 

such burials were not taken into consideration when discussing details such as dimensions of 

shafts and chambers, their orientation, etc.51 All the dimensions are given in metres.  

General remarks regarding practicalities of tomb-cutting (Figure 22) in New Kingdom Egypt 

can be found in numerous publications (e.g. Mackay 1921; Clarke, Engelbach 1930; Arnold, 

Di. 1991; Dorn 2016), and therefore will not be discussed here in detail. The most significant 

difference between methods 

applied in this period and the first 

millennium BCE seems to be the 

choice of tools, or, more precisely, 

of the material the tools were 

made of, that is iron instead of 

copper or bronze.52 Analyses of 

chisel marks provide some very 

promising results when it comes 

to identifying tools used by 

stonecutters working in the 

tombs, which in turn may help date particular features of tombs (Chudzik 2015a). In the 

Theban necropolis, such a method was applied for example during the recent excavations in 

TT 362 (Pereyra et al. 2015, 43). 

                                                           
51 The dimensions were a) taken from explicit mentions in excavation reports, or b) measured or calculated from 

the available plans. 
52 The popularity of iron in Egypt started about 600 BCE at the latest, although óit seems likely that a handful of 

iron objects might have existed from the Old Kingdom onwardsô (Ogden 2000, 167). 

Figure 22. Cutting of a shaft (fragment of a scene from TT 154) 
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Type 1 

Type 1 consists of burials that were deposited in the original rooms of the tomb, without 

altering the original structure (Table 41). They may have been deposited in the burial 

chamber, but also in other chambers, not necessarily originally intended to house burials. 

Type 1 burials present several methodological problems. If not accompanied by new 

decoration, the only information regarding this type of interment comes from the burials 

themselves; in the case of a robbery or other activities resulting in their disturbance, the 

information of the nature of reuse is irrevocably lost. Therefore, I believe that the number of 

burials of this type is grossly underestimated, even more than in the case of other types. 

Additionally, type 1 can sometimes be mistaken with type 2, especially when deposited in 

unfinished sepulchres, where the underground rooms were completed only by the new owner. 

Finally, in some cases, my attribution to type 1 was based on the lack of óadditionalô features 

(shafts, chambers) visible on the plans of the tombs. However, it needs to be remembered that 

during the early decades of exploration of the necropolis, later features were sometimes 

deliberately omitted from published plans. 

Tomb Location Intact  Dating 

TT 11* DAN  21st dynasty 

TT 21 SAQ  25th-26th dynasty 

TT 32 el-Khokha  late 21st dynasty, 22nd dynasty 

TT 52 SAQ  ó22nd dynastyô 

TT 65 SAQ  late 21st dynasty 

TT 69* SAQ  22nd-26th dynasty 

TT 78* SAQ  25th-26th dynasty 

TT 85 SAQ  22nd dynasty 

TT 87* SAQ  25th-26th dynasty 

TT 97 SAQ  late 20th-early 21st dynasty 

TT 138 SAQ  22nd dynasty 

TT 183 el-Khokha  22nd-25th dynasty 

TT 188* Asasif  21st-26th dynasty 

TT 201 el-Khokha  21st-26th dynasty 

TT 223 South Asasif  26th dynasty-Ptolemaic Period 

TT 253 el-Khokha  22nd dynasty, 25th-26th dynasty 

TT 290* DeM  21st dynasty 

TT 295* el-Khokha  21st-22nd dynasty 

TT 308 DeB  óXXth-XXI st Dynastyô 
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TT 331 SAQ  22nd-25th dynasty  

TT 336 DeM  
21st dynasty, 22nd dynasty, 750 BCE or 

later 

TT 343* SAQ  ólate periodô 

TT 358 DeB Ṋ 21st dynasty 

TT 414 Asasif  30th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

MMA 59 DeB Ṋ 21st dynasty 

MMA 60 DeB  21st dynasty 

MMA 1008 Third Valley Ṋ late 21st-early 22nd dynasty 

MMA 1152 

hill to the 

south of the 

Third Valley 

 22nd dynasty 

Kampp -49- Asasif  25th dynasty-Ptolemaic Period 

Kampp -61- el-Khokha  

late 21st dynasty, 22nd dynasty, 26th-27th 

dynasty, 30th dynasty-early Ptolemaic 

Period 

Kampp -264-

*  
el-Khokha  750 BCE or later 

KV 1*  VoK  óLate Periodô 

KV 4 VoK  22nd-25th dynasty 

KV 10 VoK  21st-22nd dynasty 

KV 11* VoK  óLate Periodô 

KV 16 VoK  Third Intermediate Period-Late Period 

KV 27 VoK  óThird Intermediate Period (or later)ô 

KV 28 VoK  óThird Intermediate Periodô 

KV 34 VoK  Third Intermediate Period-Late Period 

KV 40 VoK  22nd dynasty 

KV 44 VoK Ṋ 22nd dynasty 

KV 45 VoK Ṋ 22nd dynasty 

KV 64 VoK Ṋ 22nd dynasty 

WV 24 VoK  22nd-25th dynasty 

WV 25 VoK Ṋ 22nd-25th dynasty 

CC 5 DeB Ṋ 22nd dynasty 

K93.12 DAN  21st-25th dynasty 

Tomb C el-Khokha  21st dynasty 

Table 41. Type 1 burials 
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Intact burials were found in the original burial chambers of MMA 59, MMA 1008, KV 44, 

KV 45, and KV 64. All of these tombs share a similar layout: a simple shaft tomb with 

a single chamber on its bottom. In TT 358, an intact 21st dynasty interment (Figure 23) was 

discovered in a side room adjacent to the main 

corridor, while the original burial chamber 

was still occupied by the (empty) coffins 

belonging to the original owner of the tomb, 

queen Meritamun. Elements of the 21st 

dynasty burial equipment were found 

scattered throughout the tomb, indicating a 

hasty funeral (Winlock 1932b). In CC 5, two 

groups of intact burials were discovered, with 

the earlier one (probably 22nd dynasty) and 

two 25th dynasty interments placed in what 

almost certainly constituted the original 

óchapelô (Carnarvon, Carter 1912, 23-26). 

However, it seems that the tomb, constructed 

in the Middle Kingdom, was never finished, 

therefore did not have the underground 

structure. As for burials discovered in WV 25, 

they were found at the bottom of the staircase 

(Belzoni 1821, 223), but their exact findspot is 

unknown. They were likely deposited in the small chamber at the end of the corridor, but they 

may have been placed in the corridor as well. All the intact type 1 burials date to the 21st or 

22nd dynasty (in the case of WV 25, this dating may extend into the 25th dynasty).  

Type 2 

Type 2 (Table 42) includes burials deposited in any kind of feature added to the original 

underground complex of the tomb. These may be additional chambers or shafts cut in the 

passage leading to the original burial chamber (2a), but also other features such as side rooms 

(or óloculiô) cut in the burial chamber or in its immediate vicinity (2b). Finally, in the case of 

tombs construction of which was abandoned at an early stage, burials deposited in 

underground rooms completed by new owners were also assigned to this type (2c).  

Figure 23. Scattered but intact burial equipment of 

Nany, as discovered by Winlock in TT 358 
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Tomb Subtype Location Intact  Dating 

TT 14 2a DAN  21st-22nd dynasty 

TT 23 2a SAQ  óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô 

TT 32 2a el-Khokha  22nd dynasty 

TT 35* 2 DAN  late 21st dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period  

TT 157 2a DAN  27th dynasty-Ptolemaic Period 

TT 178 2b el-Khokha  Ramesside Period-Ptolemaic Period 

TT 184 2a el-Khokha  22nd dynasty-Ptolemaic Period 

TT 197 2a Asasif  final years of the 26th dynasty or later 

TT 223 unknown South Asasif  26th dynasty or later 

TT 259* unknown SAQ  21st-25th dynasty 

TT 294* unknown el-Khokha  Third Intermediate Period-Late Period 

TT 324 unknown SAQ  750 BCE or later 

TT 343 unknown SAQ  ólate periodô 

TT 360 unknown DeM  22nd-25th dynasty 

TT 379 2c DAN  late New Kingdom-Roman Period 

TT 389* 2a Asasif  30th dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

TT 414* unknown Asasif Ṋ 30th dynasty 

MMA 1151 2c 

hill to the south 

of the Third 

Valley 

 óLate Periodô 

Kampp -48-*  unknown Asasif  óTwenty-First Dynastyô 

Kampp -400- 2b el-Khokha  25th dynasty 

KV 19* 2b VoK  22nd-25th dynasty  

KV 21* unknown VoK  óThird Intermediate Periodô 

WV 22* 2b VoK  26th dynasty 

QV 11 2a VoQ  25th-26th dynasty 

AN B unknown DAN  750 BCE or later 

Grab VII 2b Asasif  30th dynasty-Ptolemaic Period 

MIDAN.05 2b DAN  25th-26th dynasty 

Tomb B 2a el-Khokha  25th dynasty 

Tomb G 2a el-Khokha  26th-27th dynasty 

Table 42. Type 2 burials 

The only intact burial of this type is that of Wahibra from TT 414; however, this attribution is 

not certain. Especially in the case of subtype 2c, it is often impossible to state whether the 

burial chamber (or even the entire underground area) was original or later. For example, in TT 

23, where side chambers were cut adjacent to the underground pillared hall, it was observed 

that one of the pillars was decorated with blocks that came from pillars in the tombôs fa­ade. 
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It was proposed that the pillared hall was 

renovated in the Late Period, but it could have 

been completely made at that time as well 

(Ivanov 2012, 159).  

It seems that the most popular type of alteration 

of underground parts of existing tombs was 

adding a small, usually rectangular or trapezoidal 

chamber branching off corridors leading to the 

main burial chamber, which accommodated new 

burials (2a). These chambers were typically 

undecorated (Figure 24),53 and usually smaller 

than the main burial chamber, with their 

dimensions allowing to accommodate a coffin 

(Table 43). Features added to original burial 

chambers (2b) were similarly undecorated and of 

modest sizes. 

Tomb Feature Plan Dimensions54 Height 

TT 14 G rectangular 

2.9 x 1.2 (with a 

narrow gallery 

(ca. 5.5 m) 

leading to the 

chamber 

1.5 

TT 23 

Room 8 pentagonal 2.5 x 2 unknown 

Room 9 irregular 2.4 x 2.8 unknown 

Room 10 hexagonal 3 x 2 unknown 

Room 11 rectangular 2 x 1.8 unknown 

Room 12 trapezoidal 2.7 x 2 unknown 

SN1 unknown unknown unknown 

TT 32 
Room VIII trapezoidal 2.1 x 1.05 1.4 

Room IX rectangular 1.1 x 1 1.4 

TT 157 unknown unknown unknown unknown 

TT 17855 Raum III rectangular 2.5 x 1.6 1.2 

                                                           
53 The only exception seems to be TT 389, where some of the later chambers were covered with inscriptions, but 

their dating is uncertain. 
54 In the case of features of outline other than rectangular, their dimensions at the longest and the widest points 

were given.  

Figure 24. Chamber added to the sloping 

passage of TT 157, apparently to house burial of 

a third priest of Amun called Ankhefenkhonsu 
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Raum IV irregular 3.7 long 1 

Raum VI rectangular 2 x 1.1 0.8 

Raum VIII rectangular 2.3 x 1.75 0.9 

TT 197 unknown unknown unknown unknown 

TT 389 Kammer 5 rectangular 4 x 2.7 unknown 

Kampp -400- Chamber 1 trapezoid 4 x 2.75 1.9 

KV 19 óoblong pitô óoblongô unknown unknown 

WV 22 

niche triangular 2.5 x 0.8 unknown 

depression unknown unknown unknown 

Ea enlargement of the original chamber 

QV 11 
S shaft unknown 2.8 x unknown 1.7 

W shaft polygonal 3.1 x 1.6 1.8 

Grab VII 

Kammer 4 unknown unknown unknown 

Kammer 5 unknown unknown unknown 

Kammer 6 unknown unknown unknown 

MIDAN.05 h trapezoidal 2.2 x 1.8 1 

Tomb B Room 2/b rectangular 3.3 x 1.8 unknown 

Tomb G Tomb F irregular 2.2 x 1.2 1.2 

Table 43. Details of features in which type 2a and 2b burials were found 

Type 3  

Type 3 (Table 44) comprises simple burial shafts, located either in the inner (above-ground) 

rooms of the tombs, such as corridors and chapels56 (3a), or in the courtyard (3b). The shaft 

may end either in one (3a.1 and 3b.1) or two burial chambers (3a.2 and 3b.2).57  

Tomb Subtype Location Intact  Dating 

TT 11 3a.2 DAN  25th-26th dynasty 

TT 12 3a.1 DAN  óThird Intermediate Periodô 

TT 21 3a.1 SAQ  25th dynasty 

TT 23 
3a.1 

SAQ 
 óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô 

3b.1  óLate Periodô 

TT 30* 3b.1 SAQ  Third Intermediate Period-Late Period 

TT 31 3a.1 SAQ  22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

TT 32 3a.1 el-Khokha  22nd-early 25th dynasty 

TT 35* 3b DAN  late 21st dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

                                                                                                                                                                                     
55 I did not include side Kammern II, V and VII, as it is unclear whether they were actual burial chambers, 

passages, or vestibules. 
56 In the case of ótemple-tombsô (Tempelgrªber), this includes also the ómiddle levelô of the tomb, i.e. where the 

Lichthof is located. 
57 In one case (TT 219), there were three chambers cut at the bottom of the shaft. 
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TT 37 3a.1 Asasif  25th-26th dynasty 

TT 39* 3b.2 Asasif  óTwenty-First Dynastyô 

TT 41 3a.1 el-Khokha  25th dynasty 

TT 42 unknown el-Khokha  New Kingdom-modern era 

TT 44* unknown el-Khokha  22nd dynasty, óLate Periodô 

TT 48 3b el-Khokha  25th dynasty 

TT 49* 3a.1 el-Khokha  22nd-26th dynasty or later 

TT 50 3b SAQ  New Kingdom-early Ptolemaic Period 

TT 51* 3a.1 SAQ  22nd dynasty 

TT 53* unknown SAQ  22nd dynasty, óLate Periodô 

TT 54* 3a.1 SAQ  Late Period 

TT 55 
3a 

SAQ 
 

25th-26th dynasty 
3b.1  

TT 57 3a.1 SAQ  25th-26th dynasty 

TT 65* 3a SAQ  22nd-25th dynasty 

TT 67 3a SAQ  ó22nd-25th dynastyô 

TT 68* 3a.1 SAQ  22nd-25th dynasty 

TT 69* unknown SAQ  Third Intermediate Period-Roman Period 

TT 75 unknown SAQ  ólate periodô 

TT 79* unknown SAQ  late 21st-25th dynasty 

TT 82* 3a SAQ  Third Intermediate Period-Late Period 

TT 84* 3b SAQ  óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô 

TT 87 3a.1 SAQ  22nd-26th dynasty 

TT 95 3a SAQ  óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô 

TT 99 3a.1 SAQ  25th dynasty 

TT 100 unknown SAQ  late New Kingdom-Roman Period 

TT 105 3b el-Khokha  25th dynasty 

TT 109-

Kampp -327-

*  

3a el-Khokha  Third Intermediate Period-Late Period 

TT 110* 3a el-Khokha  22nd-25th dynasty 

TT 112 3a.2 SAQ  25th-middle 26th dynasty 

TT 135 3a SAQ  late New Kingdom-Roman Period 

TT 148* 3b.1 DAN  óLate Periodô 

TT 149 3b.2 DAN  22nd-25th dynasty 

TT 156* 3a DAN  ó21st-22nd dynastyô 

TT 158 3a DAN  Third Intermediate Period-Roman Period 

TT 184 3a el-Khokha  22nd dynasty-Ptolemaic Period 

TT 187 3a.1 el-Khokha  óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô 
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TT 188 
3a.1 

Asasif 
 Third Intermediate Period-Late Period 

3a.2  25th-early 26th dynasty 

TT 189 3a Asasif  
Third Intermediate Period-early Ptolemaic 

Period 

TT 192 
3a.1 

Asasif 
Ṋ  late 22nd dynasty-early 25th dynasty 

3a.2  post New Kingdom 

TT 204 3a el-Khokha  late New Kingdom-Roman Period 

TT 205 3b el-Khokha  22nd-25th dynasty 

TT 219 3b DeM  22nd dynasty-early Ptolemaic Period 

TT 227 3a SAQ  Ramesside Period-Roman Period 

TT 252 3a.1 SAQ  late New Kingdom-Roman Period 

TT 254 3a.1 el-Khokha  22nd dynasty or later 

TT 256 3a el-Khokha  Ramesside Period-Roman Period 

TT 277 3a.1 QM  óbasse-®poqueô 

TT 297 3a.1 Asasif  22nd-25th dynasty 

TT 300 unknown DAN  óLate Periodô 

TT 303* 3a DAN  Third Intermediate Period-modern era 

TT 317 3a SAQ  late New Kingdom-Ptolemaic Period 

TT 325* 3a DeM  late New Kingdom-Roman Period 

TT 344* 3a DAN  óLate Periodô 

TT 362 3a.1 el-Khokha  25th-26th dynasty 

TT 367 3a.1 SAQ  25th dynasty 

TT 405* 3a el-Khokha  22nd-25th dynasty 

TT 408 3b.2 Asasif  25th-26th dynasty 

TT 412 3a.2 el-Khokha  22nd-25th dynasty 

TT 413 3a.1 el-Khokha  22nd-25th dynasty 

MMA 801 3a.1 DeB Ṋ 22nd dynasty 

MMA 832 3b Asasif  25th dynasty 

MMA 1152* 3b.1 

hill to the south 

of the Third 

Valley 

 22nd-26th dynasty 

Kampp -61- 
3a.1 

el-Khokha 
 26th-27th dynasty 

3b.1  26th dynasty 

Kampp -162-

*  
3a DAN  750 BCE or later 

Kampp -171- 3b.1 DAN Ṋ first half of the 22nd dynasty 

Kampp -400- 3a.2 el-Khokha  25th-27th dynasty 

K93.11 
3b.1 

DAN 
 750 BCE or later 

3b.2  26th dynasty 
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Saff 1 3b.1 el-Khokha  25th dynasty 

Table 44. Type 3 burials 

As in the case of the previous types, some restrictions apply when it comes to assigning dates 

to the particular features. The dates given by me are dates of burials found in shafts. It does 

not necessarily mean that the shafts were cut in the same period, earlier features may have 

been reused (for example, see TT 87). 

Another problem is the dating of shafts ending in two burial chambers (3a.2 and 3b.2). 

Almost certainly both chambers were not cut at the same time, but in stages; nevertheless, 

since none of the shafts ending in two chambers was discovered intact, no definite statement 

can be made regarding their construction. It was 

proposed by Schreiber that in Kampp -400-, the Kushite 

shaft received a second burial chamber in the Saite 

Period or slightly later (Schreiber 2018a, 238). 

A different situation occurs in the case of K93.11 (shaft 

4-5), where remains of burials datable to the 26th 

dynasty were discovered in both chambers. Of course, it 

should not be excluded that one chamber is earlier than 

the other. 

There is evidence of blocking of the openings of the 

shafts, still present at the time of their discovery, in TT 

39, TT 54, TT 87, TT 99, TT 408, Kampp -171-, Grab 

VII, K93.11, and Saff 1. The most interesting here is intact blocking, exposed by Petrie above 

a 22nd dynasty shaft in the courtyard of Kampp -171- (Figure 25). While, sadly, the blocking 

itself was not documented by Petrie, it is worth quoting his account on the discovery in full: 

An unopened tomb of about the XXVth dynasty was found in the courtyard in 

which are the tombs of Amen-mes and Piaay. A thick bank of brickwork covered 

the floor of the court on the west, and on cutting through this it was found to cover 

a small square pit. The unburnt bricks were mingled with pottery cones to stiffen 

the mass. These cones had belonged to ten different tombs, and as those tombs are 

doubtless not far around this court the names may be of use in tracing positions in 

the cemetery. The pit was very shallow, only just deep enough to allow of 

a chamber roof under the court. And it was so narrow that the outer coffins could 

Figure 25. Burials in the shaft in the 

courtyard of Kampp -171- 
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not be taken out with lids on; there was hardly an inch to spare in removing them 

(Petrie 1909, 15). 

In the tomb, Petrie discovered two intact burials; one male and one female, placed side by 

side, with their heads towards the west. On the north side, there was a coffin belonging to the 

man, with óa mass of leaf garlandsô on top of the outer and inner cases. The womanôs coffin 

(belonging to the chantress of Amun, Perenbastet) was found in the south part of the small 

chamber. The manôs shabti boxes (filled with 200 and 203 ushebtis respectively) were placed 

at the side and head of his coffin; Perenbastetôs shabti boxes (with 185 and 183 ushebtis, óall 

packed in clean sandô) were placed on her coffin, together with a Ptah-Sokar-Osiris figure 

(Petrie 1909, 15). 

As for other graves listed above, the opening of the shaft XI in the courtyard of TT 39 was 

enclosed with a wall, of which two or three courses of bricks were preserved (Davies, N. 

1923a, II, 60). Norman de Garis Davies mentioned that the small burial chamber in TT 217 

could be accessed from the west side of a óbrick-lined shaftô (Davies, N. 1927, 35). 

A mudbrick wall was discovered around the shaft by the entrance to TT 408. The mouth of 

the shaft was additionally blocked with óbig blocks of stone which looked to be well arranged 

and gave the impression that these were the original tomb stones, but no sign of sealing was 

noticedô; nevertheless, both chambers on the bottom proved to be robbed (Abdul-Qader 1966, 

184). Access to the 25th dynasty shaft in the courtyard of Saff 1 must have also been blocked, 

as indicated by remains of a mudbrick wall: óThe entrance of the burial chamber was blocked 

with a mud brick wall and the mouth of the shaft was also surrounded with bricks. It must 

have been filled up with debrisô (F§bi§n 2017, 86). In the courtyard of K93.11 (shaft 3), the 

mouth of the shaft was surrounded by a low wall of limestone chunks and mudbrick, while the 

entrance of shaft 10 was blocked with mudbricks (Polz et al. 2003, 352-359). In TT 87, the 

opening of the main shaft (Schacht I), probably original but reused for the burial of a man 

called Horemakhbit in the Late Period, was surrounded by remains of a mudbrick wall, 

attached to the rock floor by mortar; loose bricks were found also scattered around the shaft 

(Guksch 1993, 113). Similarly, both Schacht I and II, which belong to the undated period of 

reuse of TT 54, had mudbrick walls (with preserved remains of plaster) around their openings 

(Polz 1997, 20-22). In Grab VII, óAbmauerung des Schachtesô was dated to the period of 

reuse in the 30th dynasty-Ptolemaic era (Budka 2010a, 127).  
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In TT 51, reused at least once (in the 22nd dynasty), the shallow shaft was ósurrounded by 

a parapet of rockô (Davies, N. 1927, 4). Finally, in TT 362, a small ódromosô was found, 

leading from the entrance to the opening of the shaft in which remains of some first 

millennium BCE burials were discovered (Pereyra et al. 2015, 43). 

It seems that in the majority of cases, shafts were rectangular or square in plan. Nevertheless, 

exceptions from this rule may be a result of availability of space and quality of rock. For 

example, it was proposed that in Kampp -61- the unusual oblong shape of the opening of 

Shaft 2 should be explained by the geomorphology of the bedrock (Schreiber 2015b, 47). 

The function of the walls and platforms associated with the shaftsô openings is not entirely 

clear. While in several cases (e.g. Kampp -171-) it seems that the presence of blocking 

effectively concealed the shaft and eventually prevented it from being robbed, it cannot be 

forgotten that in some cases walls surrounding the shafts did not conceal them, but made them 

more visible (Polz 1997, 21). Interesting comments regarding the accessibility of Late Period 

shafts can be found in Schreiberôs publication of Kampp -61-: óThe enlargement of Room III 

[the original chapel] probably not only facilitated the cutting of the shaft but might have 

allowed for space reserved for the funerary cult. Such a hypothesis is all the more likely 

because access to the shaft was apparently blocked after each burial by a brick wall which 

divides the room into two halves along an east-west axisô (Schreiber 2015b, 48). 

The depths of the shafts varied, from 0.8 (TT 254) to well over 7 metres (TT 55) (Tables 45-

46). There seems to be no pattern concerning the shaftsô depths: while it would seem logical 

to link it either to the quality of bedrock or level on which the tomb was cut, deep shafts occur 

in nearly all parts of the necropolis, and both in sepulchres located on the slopes and on the 

plain. Even shafts located within the same monument (like in TT 188) could significantly 

differ in depth. 

The shaftsô walls were sometimes covered with plaster: such was the case with shafts 3 and 9 

in the courtyard of K93.11, where the walls were smoothed and plastered (Polz et al. 2003, 

352-359). óShallow, ancient hand-holds had been carved into two opposite sides of the shaft 

to facilitate a descentô in Shafts 3 and 5 of TT 188 (Redford, S. 2006, 123-125). In Shaft 1 of 

the same tomb, probably dated to the 25th or early 26th dynasty, a carved ledge halfway down 

the shaft was observed (Redford, S. 2006, 123). The Saite Shaft 2 in Kampp -61- had similar 

ledges óhewn in the long sides of the shaft, whose neat cutting stands in a sharp contrast to 
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the articulation of the burial chamber, the unlevelled floor and accidental layout of which 

testify to hastily done workô (Schreiber 2015b, 47). 

The burial chamber could also be lined and plastered. In K93.11 (shaft 3), the chamber was 

lined with mudbricks on three sides (the fourth side being the original foundation of the 

courtyard wall); similarly, one of the burial chambers in shaft 4 of the same tomb was lined 

with bricks (Polz et al. 2003, 352-359).  

While the casing could solve problems with irregular walls and cover the rough surface, some 

attempts of altering the customary rectangular plan of the burial chamber are visible: for 

example, in TT 412, corners of Chamber 1 were rounded (Saleh, M. 1983, 18). A very similar 

layout of the burial chamber ï apparently cut in the Late Period ï was observed by Winlock in 

MMA 1151 (Kaczanowicz 2018b, 219-220). Rounded corners of one of the burial chambers 

located at the bottom of the transverse hall shaft of TT 11 were, according to its excavators, 

supposed to give óa vault appearance, typical of Saite burial chambersô to the ceiling (Gal§n 

2010). 

A feature well attested in the Kushite Period tombs in Medinet Habu is the presence of 

shallow depressions cut in the floor of the burial chamber, supposedly for canopic chests 

(Aston, D. 2009a, 260-268). Similar pits can be found in some of the reused sepulchres: TT 

11, TT 188, and K93.11.9. In the case of TT 11, a pit of dimensions 60 x 60 cm, 45 cm deep 

was cut in the floor of the chamber (Gal§n 2010). The pit in Shaft 1 in TT 188, cut in the 

corner of the burial chamber, had a similar depth (55 cm) and was square in plan, but its 

dimensions were not given (Redford, S. 2006, 123). No information was provided on the pit 

in K93.11.9, except that it was hewn in the south-east corner of the chamber (Polz et al. 2003, 

359). 

 



148 

 

 

Tomb Feature 

Shaft Burial chamber 

Opening 
Dimensions of 

the opening 
Depth Dimensions  Height  Orientation  

TT 12 shaft rectangular unknown 3 unknown unknown unknown 

TT 21 shaft square 1.5 x 1.3 unknown 2.3 x 2 unknown N-S 

TT 23 

SP rectangular 1.75 x 1 unknown 3.5 x 2.75 unknown N-S 

shaft in 

Room 4 
square 1 x1 unknown 2 x 1.5 unknown N-S 

TT 30 shaft rectangular 1.4 x 1 unknown unknown unknown unknown 

TT 31 
Mond 1 or 

2 
rectangular unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

TT 32 
shaft in 

Room II 
trapezoidal 1.1 x 0.8 2.6 2.9 x 2.3 1.5 E-W 

TT 37 YJ unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

TT 41 Schacht III polygonal 2 x 0.7 2.05 3.1 x 1.4 1.05 E-W 

TT 55 

Mond 8 rectangular 0.6 x 0.7 6.85 3.8 x 2.5 1.05 N-S 

Mond 9 square 0.7 x 0.7 7 1.85 x 1.12 1 E-W 

Mond 10 square 0.7 x 0.7 7.25 1.55 x 1.47 1 N-S 

Mond 11 rectangular 1 x 0.7 5.85 1.55 x 1.2 1.37 E-W 

Mond 14 rectangular 0.8 x 0.7 3.8 3 x 1.5 1.05 E-W 

Mond 15 rectangular 1.2 x 0.7 4.2 4.1 x 1.05 1.25 E-W 

TT 57 
shaft square unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

shaft square unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 
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TT 87 

Schacht I 

(QR II) 
rectangular 1-1.3 x 0.8 2.65 2.5 x 1.7 1.2 N-S 

Schacht II irregular 1.5 x 1.3 2.5 2.7 x 2 1.3 E-W 

TT 99 
Shaft A trapezoidal 2 x 1.3 3.2 3.5 x 2.5 2.7 E-W 

Shaft B trapezoidal 1.3 x 1.2 4.8 3.5 x 3.3 2.2 NE-SW 

TT 187 shaft rectangular 1.9 x 0.8 unknown 1.6 x 1.8 unknown N-S 

TT 188 Shaft 3 square 1 x 1 2.14 unknown unknown unknown 

TT 192 
shaft square unknown unknown 4 x 3 1 N-S 

shaft square 0.6 x 0.6 3 unknown unknown unknown 

TT 233-

Kampp -

183- 

shaft unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

TT 252 shaft rectangular 1.4 x 0.8 unknown 2.4 x 1.4 unknown E-W 

TT 254 Shaft B square 0.86 x.0.84 0.8 2.24 x 1.22 0.9 N-S 

TT 277 shaft oval 1.4 x 0.8 unknown 2.1 x 0.8 unknown E-W 

TT 297 shaft 3 square 1.3 x 0.5 unknown 3.6 x 1.2 0.8 N-S 

TT 362 shaft rectangular unknown unknown unknown unknown E-W 

TT 367 
Shaft A square unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

Shaft B circular unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

TT 413 
sloping 

passage III 
unusual óshaftô in the form of a short corridor 2 x 1.2 1.05 E-W 

Kampp -61- 

Shaft 2 rectangular 2.5 x 0.8 1.68-2.36 0.9-1.2 x 2.5 1 N-S 

Shaft 4 rectangular 
1.85-2.35 x 3.5-

3.6 
1.75 

2.4-2.75 x 

3.25-4.1 
1.6 N-S 

K93.11 K93.11.3 square 1-1.3 x 1-1.3 1.9 2.1 x 1 unknown N-S 
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K93.11.6 unknown unknown 4 2.5 x 1.4 unknown E-W 

Saff 1 shaft square 0.93 x 0.85 3 3.3 x 3 1.35 N-S 

Table 45. Details of features in which type 3a.1 and 3b.1 burials were found 

 

 

Tomb Feature 

Shaft 

Burial chamber 1 Burial chamber 2 

Opening 
Dimensions of the 

opening 
Depth  

Dimensions Height Orientation Dimensions Height Orientation 

TT 11 shaft square 1.18 x 1 5.4 2.65 x 2.4 1.44 unknown 2.85 x 2.45 1.55 unknown 

TT 112 shaft rectangular 2 x 1.4 unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

TT 149 shaft unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

TT 188 

Shaft 1 trapezoidal 1.6 x 1.05 3.05 2.82 x 2.79 unknown 3 x 2.4 unknown unknown unknown 

Shaft 4 rectangular unknown 2.4 unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

Shaft 5 rectangular 1.5 x 1.2 
ólittle over 

5 metersô 
unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

TT 192 shaft unknown unknown 3 unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

TT 408 Z rectangular unknown 7 unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

TT 412 shaft rectangular 1.13 x 0.93 2.8 3.4 x 3.1 1.6 unknown 3 x 2,2 1.12 unknown 

Kampp -

400- 
Structure 3 square 0.9 x 0.9 5.4 2.9 x 2.7 1.3 N-S 2.5 x 2.3 1.2 N-S 

K93.11 

K93.11.4-5 unknown unknown 1.5 2.3 x 1.7 unknown unknown 2.9 x 2.35 unknown unknown 

K93.11.8 unknown unknown 3.8 1.2 x 0.8 0.9 N-S unknown unknown unknown 

K93.11.10 unknown unknown unknown 2.8 x 2.4 unknown N-S unknown unknown unknown 

Table 46. Details of features in which type 3a.2 and 3b.2 burials were found
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Apart from the courtyard shaft in Kampp -171-, the only intact burials of type 3 were found in 

TT 192 and MMA 801. Not much can 

be said about the last one, as Winlockôs 

account of the discovery is rather 

succinct and does not provide any 

details regarding the shaft in which the 

burials were found (Figure 26). As for 

TT 192, not one but two undisturbed 

shafts were found in the columned hall. 

On the first one, the following 

information can be found in Labib 

Habachiôs report: 

Beneath the northern wall, at about 3 ms from the north-western corner of the 

Hall, is an opening which leads to a chamber, about one metre high, but which is 

not regular on the sides, being about 3 ms by 4 ms. On its opening were found 

a door jamb, a coffin lid and a mummy cover placed upside down (pl. Xa). This 

chamber is carved to the north of the opening and had in the western side three 

coffins placed parallel to each other with their heads north (pl. XIa). In the 

eastern side of the chamber are three more coffins, two parallel to each other, the 

heads also north, while the third has the head directed to the east (pl. XIb) 

(Habachi 1958, 338-339). 

The second group of undisturbed burials was found 

(é) in the north-eastern corner of the Hall. A hole, almost square in section and 

about 60 cms in every slide and 3 ms deep, leads to a chamber, where two coffins 

were found side by side, heads to the west. Above them were stretched garlands 

(see pl. XIXa) (Habachi 1958, 343-344). 

Type 4  

Type 4 (Table 47) includes burials deposited in side chambers added to the already existing 

above-ground rooms: 4a ï inside the tombs, 4b ï in courtyards. Burials could be either simply 

placed in the chamber (4a.1, 4b.1), or in the room on the bottom of a shaft hewn in the newly-

cut room (4a.2).  

Figure 26. Intact burials in MMA 801, as discovered by 

Winlock 
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Tomb Subtype Location Intact  Dating 

TT 14 4a.1 DAN  22nd dynasty or later 

TT 78 4a.1 SAQ  22nd-25th dynasty 

TT 82* 4a SAQ  Third Intermediate Period-Late Period 

TT 87 
4a.1 

SAQ 
 

22nd dynasty 
4a.2  

TT 131* 4a SAQ  late New Kingdom-Roman Period 

TT 167 4a.1 DAN  late New Kingdom-Roman Period 

TT 217* 4a DeM  22nd-25th dynasty 

TT 223 4a.2 South Asasif  26th dynasty 

TT 235 4a.1 QM  Third Intermediate Period-Roman Period 

TT 239 4a.1 DAN  late New Kingdom-Roman Period 

TT 240* 4a DeB  óThird Intermediate Periodô 

TT 252 4a.1 SAQ  late New Kingdom-Roman Period 

TT 275 4a.1 QM  late New Kingdom-Roman Period 

TT 303* 4a DAN  Third Intermediate Period-modern era 

TT 344* 4a DAN  óLate Periodô 

TT 364* 4a Asasif  Third Intermediate Period-modern era 

TT 391 4a.2 South Asasif  middle 26th dynasty 

TT 400 4a.1 SAQ  late New Kingdom-modern era 

TT 406* 4a Asasif  Third Intermediate Period-Roman Period 

MMA 60 4a.2 DeB  26th dynasty 

MMA 511* 4a DeB  óThird Intermediate Period-Late Periodô 

MMA 1152* 4a.1 

hill to the 

south of the 

Third Valley 

 22nd-26th dynasty 

CC 5 4b.1 DeB Ṋ 25th dynasty 

óThe 

Unnumbered 

Tombô 

4a.2 DAN  óLate Periodô 

Table 47. Type 4 burials 

Particularly worth stressing is the fact that a large number of side chambers, adjacent to the 

main corridor, are present in reused Middle Kingdom tombs in Deir el-Bahari (the óNorth 

Asasifô necropolis). They were not included in the table above since they had been very 

poorly published, and the only hints regarding the late dynastic origin of the side chambers 

stem from loose finds scattered throughout the tombs. However, it cannot be ruled out that at 
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least some of these side chambers were cut in the Coptic Period, when tombs were reused as 

hermitages; such is perhaps the case, for example, of MMA 1152 (Kaczanowicz 2018b, 219). 

An intact interment of type 4 (subtype 4b.1) came to light in the course of Lord Carnarvonôs 

excavations in Deir el-Bahari (Figure 27): 

Almost at the commencement of its excavation the 

men came across the small chamber on the east 

side, containing the coffin of an adult burial 

untouched since the time it was deposited there. 

The entrance to this chamber was walled in with 

stones mixed with bricks and pieces of pottery, 

and it was found intact with the exception of 

a small opening at the top accidentally made by 

the workmen before discovering its real nature. 

(é) The east side-chamber was quite clean, and 

the coffin in it was placed exactly east and west 

with its head to the west (Carnarvon, Carter 1912, 

23-24). 

Similar chambers cut in courtyards of existing tombs 

can be found, for example, in TT 57, where the chamber 

cannot be dated, or in TT 188 (chamber mapped as 

Kampp -50-), where a Roman date was tentatively 

proposed by the excavator (Redford, S. 2006, 126). Though in the majority of cases not much 

information was published, it seems that they were undecorated and usually housed one to 

three burials, much like the chambers located on the bottom of the shafts in type 3 (Tables 48-

49). 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 27. Intact burials in CC 5, 

as discovered and drawn by Carter 
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Tomb Feature 

Dimensions 

of the 

chamber 

Height of 

the 

chamber 

TT 14 E 4.8 x 2 1.1 

TT 78 

chamber 3 x 1.9 unknown 

chamber 2.8 x 1.7 unknown 

chamber 3.2 x 2.6 unknown 

TT 87 

Kammer 1 3 x 2.1 1.5 

Kammer 2 2.7 x 0.6-0.8 1.5 

Kammer 3 2.6 x 0.6-1 1.4 

TT 167 chamber unknown unknown 

TT 235 chamber 4 x 1 unknown 

TT 239 chamber unknown unknown 

TT 252 chamber 2.2 x 1 unknown 

TT 275 chamber unknown unknown 

TT 400 chamber unknown unknown 

CC 5 
East 

Chamber 
unknown unknown 

Table 48. Details of features in which Type 4a.1 and 4b.1 burials were found



155 

 

 

 

 

 

Tomb Feature 

Chamber Shaft Burial chamber 

Dimensions  Height  Opening 

Dimensions 

of the 

opening 

Depth  Dimensions  Height  Orientation 

TT 87 Kammer I 2.6 x 1 1 rectangular 1.2 x 0.9 1.3 2.3 x 1.3 0.9 E-W 

TT 391 chamber unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

MMA 60 chamber unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown 

óThe 

Unnumbered 

Tombô 

chamber 5.4 x 1.66 1.6 rectangular unknown 0.82 2.63 x 0.73 unknown E-W 

Table 49. Details of features in which type 4a.2 burials were found 
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Type 5 

Apart from the tombs mentioned above, three sepulchres with architectural layout without 

parallel with any other reused monument bear clear traces of reuse in the Late Period (Table 

50). Since all of them had been robbed before they were scientifically explored, the burials 

themselves are missing. However, their wall decoration confirms that the sepulchres were 

indeed appropriated by new owners. The common trait shared by all three tombs is the fact 

that their new owners took extensive measures to match the layout of the reused monument to 

that of a Late Period temple-tomb, incorporating typical elements of Kushite-Saite Theban 

mortuary monuments.  

The first of them, the tomb complex TT 128-129, is an unfinished 18th dynasty sepulchre, 

belonging to an unknown individual, finished by one Patjenfy in the 26th dynasty. The 

existing space became incorporated in the newly created pillared hall, constituting its right-

hand (north) half; the room was never completed. In its south half, the pillared hall continues 

into a corridor, with a ramp leading into the chamber in which a burial shaft is located. The 

tomb, despite being a reused 18th dynasty structure, was clearly modelled after contemporary 

temple-tombs (Schenkel 1975, 133). 

Tomb Location Intact  Dating 

TT 109-

Kampp -327- 
SAQ  Late Period 

TT 128-129 SAQ  26th dynasty 

TT 312 DeB  early 26th dynasty 

Table 50. Type 5 
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An anonymous 11th dynasty 

sepulchre (MMA 509) in North 

Asasif was reused by a vizier 

Nespakashuty. In this case, 

however, it is unclear to what extent 

Nespakashuty reused the existing 

interior of the tomb, rather than 

utilising only its courtyard. The 

newly created mortuary monument 

(TT 312) was located in the east 

part of the courtyard of MMA 509 

(Figure 28), in a manner 

reminiscent of the roughly contemporary tomb TT 160, cut in the east part of the courtyard of 

the earlier sepulchre as well. James P. Allen suggested that Nespakashuty in fact reused the 

already existing corridor, constructed for one of the family members of the owner of MMA 

509, and then enlarged the whole complex, adding his decoration and erecting a monumental 

pylon-like entrance (Pischikova 1998, 60). Thus obtained sepulchre closely follows the layout 

of a Late Period Tempelgrab: the entrance corridor leads to a hall with six side rooms 

(resembling the layout of the contemporary tomb of Montuemhat), from which a stairway 

leads to a tripartite burial crypt. 

Finally, in the Late Period, TT 109 and the neighbouring Kampp -327- became a single 

complex, imitating the layout of the ótomb of Osirisô. The tomb of Osiris was an important 

element of a Late Period temple-tomb (Eigner 1984; Morfini, Ćlvarez Sosa 2017, 431).  

Mudbrick structures associated with burials in reused tombs 

In addition to mudbrick blocking of burial shafts and their lining discussed above, several 

tombs reused in the Third Intermediate Period and Late Period had mudbrick structures 

erected in their courtyards (and occasionally, also in their interior). 

a) Courtyard structures 

ǒ Pylons 

The best-known example of a well-preserved pylon-like structure in a reused tomb is the 

above-mentioned sepulchre of vizier Nespakashuty (Figure 28). The pylon, 13 metres wide, 

Figure 28. Pylon entrance to the tomb of Nespakashuty 
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was erected on a mudbrick podium with a staircase; the doorway was arched, and the pylon 

itself was topped with a cavetto cornice (Eigner 1984, 50; 98-99; Pischikova 1998, 59). 

Another mudbrick pylon, associated with the 25th-26th dynasty reuse of a mortuary 

monument, was erected in front of TT 85. Its remains were preserved in the east part of the 

courtyard. The bricks used for its construction included both new and reused ones, bearing 

stamps of Thutmose III, Amenhotep II, Thutmose IV, Akhenaten, and Rameses II (Kampp 

1996, 336-338; Gnirs, Grothe, Guksch 1997, 82). 

Two mudbrick pylons were erected in the courtyard of TT 345, although their exact dating 

remains unknown (Kampp 1996, 584-585). According to Kampp, mudbrick walls adjacent to 

the original stone pylon of TT 158 also are later than the pylon (Kampp 1996, 447-450). 

ǒ óChapelsô 

Remains of a rectangular mudbrick structure were discovered above the courtyard shaft in TT 

105 (Kampp 1996, 380-381). It seems that originally the óchapelô (Figure 29) consisted of two 

rooms: the óvestibuleô and the main room, in which 

south-east corner the burial shaft was hewn. The 

entrance to the chapel was located in its west wall. In 

the south wall (parallel to the tombôs fa­ade), there is 

an entrance to another later chamber, apparently cut 

in the later times to enlarge the transverse hall of TT 

105. Judging by the pottery found in the walls and 

by the supposed contents of the shaft, the chapel 

should be dated to the 25th dynasty.  

A mudbrick construction, dubbed óchapelô by 

Davies, was found over the opening of Shaft IX in 

TT 93. While the shaft certainly seems to be later 

than the original tomb, its dating is unclear: 

A pit (No. IX, Plate LXXIII) was hewn in the corner of the portico, leading at the 

least possible depth into a large chamber (No. 11) situated under the south end of 

the hall, with a second room (No. 12) returning under the extension just named. 

The brick construction was therefore obviously the chapel connected with this 

burial. From the size of the room it would appear as if the portico was still 

Figure 29. Mudbrick óchapelô in the 

courtyard of TT 105 as drawn by Kampp 
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standing, up to this point at least, when the former was built; but it is difficult to 

see how it could extend over the room, as the pier which would support the end 

architrave was more than half cut away by the extension. The hillside recedes at 

this point; so that the whole south end of the fa­ade above the paneled dado, 

including Stela G, was built up of blocks. If this part collapsed early, the brick 

chapel may have been built by some member of the family to replace it; for its 

burial-pit balances that of Puyemre in the other corner. The shallowness of the pit 

is probably due to a fear of cutting into the chamber of Shaft X. Some blocks from 

Stela G or H were found in the filling of the pit (Davies, N. 1923a, II, 53-54). 

The building, rectangular in plan (5 x 3 m) and parallel to the tombôs fa­ade, had the tomb 

fa­ade and the courtyardôs boundary serving as the rear walls. The entrance to the chapel was 

from the north. 

It was believed by Bruy¯re that he found remains of a later mudbrick chapel, formed by the 

partial demolition on the original structure, in the courtyard of TT 219 (Bruy¯re 1928, 85-86).  

ǒ Monumental fa­ade 

The only example of a mudbrick fa­ade erected in front of a reused tomb known to me is that 

of MMA 801 (Figure 30); similar features (albeit smaller) could probably be found in front of 

contemporary mudbrick chapels erected behind the Ramesseum (Eigner 1984, 79). Preserved 

remains, 25 metres wide and 4 metres high, make it the largest structure of this type and 

Figure 30. Mudbrick fa­ade of MMA 801 


