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Abstract
Tomb 26 in cemetery SACS was discovered by the European Research Council AcrossBor-

ders project in 2015. It yielded several burials from the mid- to late 18" Dynasty with rich
funerary equipment, including family members of a goldsmith, thus of Egyptian officials
involved in gold working and exploitation in Upper Nubia. As a family tomb, Tomb 26 has
much potential to illustrate the status and corresponding material culture traceable for lower
and medium-ranked individuals from Thutmoside times onwards. All in all, Tomb 26 and its
associated finds are of prime significance for understanding life on New Kingdom Sai.

Keywords: Sai, Nubia, Sudan, pyramid, funerary archaeology, goldsmith, New
Kingdom, 18" Dynasty

Pyramid cemetery SAC5
The pyramid cemetery SAC5 (fig. 1), located approximately 800m south of the New
Kingdom town, was discovered in the 1972-73 season by the French mission and rep-
resents the most significant Egyptian cemetery on the island (Minault-Gout and Thill
2012, 3; Budka 2014; 2015b; 2017b). Its size and qualitative data underline the impor-
tance of Sai as administrative centre during the mid-18" Dynasty in Upper Nubia (Min-
ault-Gout and Thill 2012, 418; Budka 20145 2015a, 51; 2015¢, 77-80). Similar to other
Egyptian sites in Nubia like Aniba, Soleb and Amara West, Pharaonic style tombs' had
been built at SAC5 (Budka 2015b, 56-58) which covers almost the entire New Kingdom
and was still used into the Pre-Napatan and Napatan periods (Thill 2007, 353-369;
Budka 2014; 2015b). The results from the French mission in SAC5, comprising data
from 24 rock-cut shaft tombs with mudbrick chapels and mostly pyramidal superstruc-
tures, were recently published as a substantial two volume monograph (Minault-Gout
and Thill 2012).

According to the published material, SAC5 cannot be associated with the founda-
tion of the Egyptian settlement on Sai in the very early 18" Dynasty (reign of Ahmose
or Amenhotep 1).? The cemetery was not in use prior to Thurmose III and flourished

*Institute of Egyptology
and Coptology, Ludwig- 1 For dating such tombs with pyramidal superstructures not before the mid-18" Dynasty and most likely
Maximilians-Universitat from the reign of Amenhotep III onwards, see most recenty Niser 2017, 560. Cf. Williams in this
Miinchen, Katharina-von- volume who argues for an earlier date, which is untl now not attested on Sai.
Bora-Str. 10, 80333 Munich, 2 For the discussion of the foundation of Sai, see Davies 2005; Budka 2011; Gabolde 2012; Budka
Germany; Julia.Budka@lmu.de 2015c, 77-80.

in: Budka, J., Auenmiiller, J. (eds) 2018: From Microcosm to Macrocosm. Individual
households and cities in Ancient Egypr and Nubia, Sidestone press, pp. 185-196. 185


mailto:Julia.Budka@lmu.de

until the late 18" Dynasty, reflecting the general heyday
of the 18" Dynasty on Sai Island (Minault-Gout and Thill
2012, 403-418; Budka 2014; cf. also Budka 2011; 2015b;
2017a and 2017b). SACS is therefore contemporaneous
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Figure 1. Location of SAC5 in relation to the New Kingdom town,
the course of the Nile and Gebel Adou on Sai Island.
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to the extensive building activities in the town, traceable
in all town areas with a stone temple, an enclosure wall,
magazines and cellars as well as the governor’s residence
(Azim 1975; Budka and Doyen 2013; Adenstedt 2016).
The necropolis is of Egyptian type (Minault-Gout and
Thill 2012, 406), with a preferred extended position
for burials, pyramid superstructures resembling the
New Kingdom Theban model and typical Egyptian in-
stallations for funerary offering cult (Budka 2014). The
assumption that Egyptian administrative staff and their
families* were buried here is very likely and seems to be
reflected in high quality objects like heart scarabs and
stone shabtis.” By contrast, the “mixed” cemetery SACA4,
located to the north of the Egyptian town, was most likely
used by Kerma people in contact with the Egyptians living
on the island (Gratien 1985; 2002; see also Williams in
this volume). SACI1, a graveyard with about 20 chamber
tombs, seems to predate SAC5 and was maybe used by
occupants (of Egyptian origin?) prior to the flourishing
time under Thutmose I11.°

All in all, the mortuary evidence from SACS5 supports
the assessment of the New Kingdom town based on the
material culture that there was a multifaceted community
on Sai Island, including both Egyptians and Nubians
(Budka 2015¢, 68-69). This corresponds to recent studies
of the biological identities of people buried at other New
Kingdom sites in Nubia, for example at Tombos (Buzon
2008; 2017; Smith and Buzon 2014; in this volume)
and Amara West (Binder and Spencer 2014; Spencer ez
al. 2014; Binder 2017). Research at these cemeteries has
shown a complex social diversity during the entire period

of the New Kingdom (both in the 18" Dynasty and the
Ramesside era).

Fresh fieldwork in SAC5 2015-2017

To achieve one of the main goals of the AcrossBorders
project, a better understanding of the population on the
island, fieldwork in SAC5 was planned for three seasons,
starting in 2015. Taking into account earlier work and
publications (Thill 2007; Minault--Gout 2012; Min-
ault-Gout and Thill 2012; Cressent and Raimon 2016),
new material from AcrossBorders excavations offers fresh

3  See also Budka 2015a; 2017a; SAV1 in this volume for
corresponding results in new excavation areas investigated by
AcrossBorders.

4 See Minault-Gout and Thill 2012, 413-414, for titles attested
at SACS5 from French excavations; see also Auenmiiller in this
volume.

5 However, as discussed below, this also has to include “Egyptianised”
Nubians, born in Nubia and fulfilling a role as Egyptian official as
well as “Egyptians” born in Nubia to Egyptian parents/fathers.

6 This cemetery will be published in the near future by Brigitte
Gratien.



data. Besides information about the past occupants, the
questions of dating the phasing of the cemetery were of
key importance. Does the mortuary evidence support the
model of distinctive phases established for the evolution
of the New Kingdom town (Budka 2015a; 2017a) or does
it show inconsistencies? Furthermore, does it correspond
to the assessment of SACS as previously proposed by Ann
Minault-Gout and Florence Thill?

In 2015, two new areas were opened by AcrossBorders
in SACS (fig. 2), aiming to clarify zones definitely void
of tombs or with still unexplored tombs. Area 1 indeed
did not yield any tombs, although little New Kingdom
surface material was present (Budka 2015a, 47). Area 2,
located to the north of Area 1 and immediately adjacent to
various 18 Dynasty monuments, proved more efficient
for the search of new tombs. A new structure, similar to

the tombs excavated by the French mission in its close
surroundings, was discovered by AcrossBorders in 2015
with Tomb 26 (Budka 2015a, 47-50; 2017b).

In 2016, a complete surface cleaning over Area 2 and
in particular towards the south and east of the new Tomb
26 proved that this part of the cemetery is otherwise void
of tombs. In addition, Area 3 of the AcrossBorders excava-
tion in SACS5 was opened in 2016 to the west of Tomb 8
(fig. 2). No mudbrick features were found and almost no
pottery sherds, but the natural ground featured a number
of irregular pits of unclear function and of unknown
origin. These pits vary in dimensions and depths and
might be connected to the Pharaonic building activity at
SACS since very similar pits were observed directly within
the mudbrick architecture of the courtyard of Tomb 11,
located further to the west (fig. 2).
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Tomb 26

The monument christened Tomb 26 was fully excavated
in three seasons (2015-2017), yielding some unexpected
finds and spectacular features which will be presented in
the following.

The features and burials’

Only scarce remains of mudbrick attest to a now lost
superstructure which can tentatively be reconstructed as
a courtyard, a chapel and a pyramid (Budka 2015b, 63,
fig. 20). The rock-cut substructure (fig. 3) is opened by
a rectangular shaft (¢. 2.6 x 1.8m) with a depth of more
than 5.2m. A set of eight foot-holes was noted on each of
the lateral walls towards the south (eastern and western
shaft facing) (Budka 2015a, 47).* The shaft (Feature 1)
opens into a large burial chamber (Feature 2).

Finds from the shaft allow reconstructing a very long
use life of Tomb 26 and comprise objects and ceramics from
the mid- to late 18" Dynasty, the carly and late Ramesside
period until c. 700 BC, including the Pre-Napatan era and
the Napatan era (Thill 2007; Budka 2015b; 2016; 2017b).
Interestingly, some of the fragmented ceramic vessels found
joining fragments in material excavated in Feature 2 — il-
lustrating that burials within the tomb had been robbed in
antiquity and their contexts had been distributed through-
out Tomb 26. The broken state of the vessels furthermore
demonstrates ancient plundering.

The most significant finds from the shaft of Tomb 26
are three sandstone fragments giving the name and title of
the Deputy of Kush (jdnw n K3§) Hornakht, who is attested
from the reign of Ramesses II (see Budka 2015a, 48 with
further references). Among these architectural pieces,
SACS5 215 is the most important one: it represents the
pyramidion inscribed with Hornakht’s name and title and
thus provided clear proof that he was buried somewhere
in SACS, if not in Tomb 26 (see below). Furthermore,
its significance derives from that fact that Tomb 26 has
yielded the first stone pyramidion ever found on Sai (cf.
comparative examples at Aniba, Steindorff 1937, 61-62,
pls. 35-36) illustrating that Egyptian-style pyramids were
being built on the island in the 19" Dynasty.

A significant aspect of the shaft of Tomb 26 is that the
lateral sides of its base are partly lined with worked stones.
Both the eastern and western sides contain a large stone
block each, which was plastered and perfectly aligned with
the rock-cut shaft. The same holds true for the opening

7 The details about the burials will be published elsewhere; for first
comments on the anthropological findings from Tomb 26 see
Stadlmayr and Wohlschlager in this volume. For the technique
used while excavating and documenting Tomb 26 sce Fera and
Budka 2016; Fera and Geiger in this volume.

8  Such foot-holes are regularly found in SACS, sce Minault-Gout
and Thill 2012, passim within the plans/sections of individual
tombs.
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Figure 3. Ground plan of the substructure of Tomb 26.

into Feature 2 (the chamber situated to the north), where
a step, a threshold and the door jambs of the entrance are
all set stones that were originally nicely plastered in white.
This built-in entrance into the rock-cut subterranean part
was given the label Feature 3 (fig. 3).

Feature 2, accessible via Feature 3, is almost square
in outline, measuring 3.96 x 3.89m, with a height of
¢. 1.20m. The chamber was found partly filled with
remains of flood levels, heaps of looser debris and sand
as well as collapsed white plaster from the side walls. All
four sides of the chamber were originally plastered, with
the southern and western walls created by worked stones
lined up against the irregular rock. These stone blocks
were perfectly concealed as rock-cut lateral sides — only
in areas with collapsed blocks like west of the entrance
and in the north-western corner was this interesting
feature noticeable for us (Budka 2016; 2017b). Feature
2 was completely excavated in 2016 (Budka 2016).
Despite its obviously disturbed state of preservation
and the multiple flooding, remains of a minimum of
ten individuals were documented from different levels.
Most of the burials can be dated to the Ramesside era,
but there are also some that are likely to be of Post-New
Kingdom date. The best preserved burial was found in
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Figure 4. Burials within Feature 6 (DEM combined with orthophotograph); the northern one was identified as the goldsmith Khnummose.

the south-western corner and most probably dates to the
late 18% Dynasty (Budka 2017b, 116-1 17).

Along the north wall of Feature 2, a trench is
located (Feature 4, 1.90 x 0.70 x 1.40m) which was
cleaned in 2017 and yielded a number of burials. At
the bottom of this trench, what is most likely the
original burial chamber (Feature 6) opens towards
the north (see fig. 3). It was found sealed with flood
deposits and was obviously undisturbed since ancient
times, contrasting with the other parts of Tomb 26.
Feature 6 (2.13 x 1.35m), which is less than 1m in
height, held two wooden, painted coffins of which only
traces survived in the flood sediments as well as rich
burial equipment of Egyptian style (fig. 4): scarabs,
faience vessels, pottery vessels and one stone shabrti
(fig. 5) were used as burial goods. Traces of the funerary
masks, here especially inlayed eyes and gold foil, have
also survived. According to the inscribed finds and the
human remains, the double burial in Feature 6 can be
identified as the goldsmith Khnummose (main burial
along the north wall) and an anonymous female, pre-
sumably his wife (second burial in the entrance area).

The titles of Khnummose as given on the faience

vessels (fig. 6) and the shabti are gold worker/

goldsmith (Egyptian nbj) and overseer of goldworks
(Egyptian jmj-r-nbjw) (see Auenmiiller in this volume).
The stone shabti SAC5 350 (fig. 5) falls into a group
of five stone shabtis from Egyptian officials, found at
Aniba, Toshka and Sai, which share similar stylistic
and palacographic features. Ann Minault-Gout (2012)
proposed that they all originate from one workshop,
dating to the mid-18" Dynasty. A common origin
might explain one specific detail on SAC5 350: the
name of Khnummose was inscribed by a different hand
than the remaining text which comprises Chaprer 6 of
the Book of the Dead. Obviously, this piece was not
made for Khnummose, but was acquired already with
its inscription, adding the name of the person whom it
would accompany for eternity at the very last moment.
This “off the shelf” purchase is highly significant for
understanding the manufacturing and trading of elite
funerary objects in New Kingdom Nubia and raises
a number of questions (see also Smith and Buzon in
this volume). Because of the non-local material of the
shabti (serpentinite) a workshop in the north, most
probably in Egypt, is likely (for the production of
shabtis found in Nubia in Egypt see already Steindorff
1937, 75). The stone serpentinite was common in

BUDKA 189

"000°GEVB L

005°vEVEL

000'vEVE |




Figure 5. Shabti of

Khnummose from
Feature 6, SAC5

350.

Figure 6. Faience vessel SAC5

353 with name and title of

Khnummose from Feature 6
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Figure 7. Heart scarab SAC5 349 from Feature 6, backside with
Book of the Dead spell.

Wadi Semna und Wadi Aralla in Egypt.” Another re-
markable object from Khnummose’s burial equipment
was made from the same material (serpentinite) — the
high-quality heart scarab with excerpts of Chapter 30
of the Book of the Dead, SAC 349 (fig. 7) finds some
parallels in other tombs in SAC5 (Minault-Gout and
Thill 2012, pl. 102) and also in Soleb (Schiff Giorgini
1971501205 figs- M 7Z0=1 70582183 figs. 409-410) as well
as more distant comparisons in Aniba (Steindorff
1937, 86-89 pls. 47-48).

The dating of Khnummose’s shabti is supported by
the ceramics found in Feature 6, originating from the
mid-18® Dynasty (most likely the reigns of Amenhotep
II and Thutmose IV and definitely no later than
Amenhotep 111). Especially relevant are the so-called
flower pots, deep conical bowls with perforated bases
and of uncerrain function, which are very common
18" Dynasty types both in Egypt and Nubia (see Wolf
1937, 130, pl. 77, ‘Form 25’; Williams 1992, 34-35;
Budka 2017b, 123). Three flower pots accompanied Kh-
nummose’s burial, another one was placed next to the
female adult below the entrance of the chamber. They all

9 For serpentinite in general see Klemm and Klemm 1993, 376-378;
for Wadi Semna as its northernmost attestation see Azer and Stern
2007, 457-472. For proposed shabti workshops in Memphis and

Thebes see Minault-Gout 2012, 199, with references.
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Figure 8. Gold and silver signet ring SAC5 388 with a scarab still in
place from Feature 5.

find close parallels from mid-18* Dynasty contexts in the
Pharaonic town of Sai and also in the western chamber of
Tomb 26.

The second interment in Feature 6 was placed directly
below the entrance and was identified as a female (see
Stadlmayr and Wohlschlager in this volume). Most re-
markable among its burial gifts is a ceramic dish holding
four miniature pottery jugs and two faience vessels which
was placed next to the coffin, to the south of the burial, at
the height of the shoulder. The miniature jugs find close
parallels in Soleb, in particular in Tomb 15, dated by
Michaela Schiff Giorgini to the reign of Amenhotep I
(Schiff Giorgini 1971, 194, fig. 344, T 15 p9 and pl4,
and 196, fig. 348, T 15 p20). Likewise, the faience vessels
of Khnummose are comparable to vessels from Tomb 11
at Soleb (Schiff Giorgini 1971, 166, figs. 268 and 270).

In 2017, a new discovery was made in the north-west-
ern corner of Feature 2 when the entrance to a hidden
chamber, concealed by a plastered stone wall, was revealed
(see fig. 3). This new western chamber, labelled Feature
S, yielded eleven adults and three infant burials (see
Stadlmayr and Wohlschlager in this volume). The burial
equipment is Egyptian in style and comprises among
others a remarkable gold and silver signet ring (fig. 8;
see parallels from Aniba, Steindorff 1937, 111, pl. 57,
nos. 34 and 36), several scarabs, amulets (including an
cxtrzmrdinary necklace with crocodile pcnd;mts in various
materials) and pottery vessels as well as some traces of the
funerary masks and coffins which are closely comparable
to the ones from Feature 6.

Based on the mode of burial (extended position
in wooden coffins, funerary masks) and the burial
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equipment (scarabs, canopic jars, amulets and jewellery)
these burials in Feature 5 seem to be almost contem-
porary with Khnummose and his wife, suggesting
that they probably represent further family members
(Budka 2017a, 79; 2017c).

The oldest burials, being located on the chamber
floor and sealed by debris from the roof as well as flood
levels, were found in the southern part. Two extended
burials of probably male adults yiclded several objects,
including canopic jars in clay, scarabs and pottery vessls,
all of which are unfortunately without personal names
or titles. At the feet of the individual lying along the
south wall, a cluster of pottery vessels was positioned.
This cluster comprises six flower pots, all piled up,
partly upside down, one large dish with a red rim and a
small lid. All vessels are datable to the mid-18" Dynasty
(Budka 2017a, 79, pl. 9).

Khnummose and other burials in Tomb 26 as
autochthonous individuals on Sai Island
Strontium isotope analyses were conducted on selected
individuals from Tomb 26 in order to address one of the
most pressing questions — the autochthony or allochtho-
ny of the skeletal remains from Tomb 26." The study
is still ongoing and will be published elsewhere.!" Very
remarkable are the first preliminary data: according to
the local “isoscape”, the range of strontium established
using soil samples, water samples as well as modern
and ancient animal samples from Sai Island, all tested
individuals from Tomb 26 are to be regarded as local.
This means that neither Khnummose, nor his presumed
wife and potential relatives from Feature 5 spent time in
Egypt in their childhood or youth. Also the Ramesside
burials from Feature 2 could be identified as autochtho-
nous individuals. These first results — which still have to
be treated with caution and need to be compared on a
broader basis, e.g. with data from Tombos and Amara
West — are very significant for the pressing questions of
appropriation and the entanglement of cultures on Sai. It
still remains possible that Khnummose was an offspring
of an Egyptian ‘colonist’ who came to Sai during the time
of Thutmose 111, but it is equally possible that a person
who seems completely Egyptian based on his burial
style and burial gifts in Tomb 26 and has an Egyptian
title (goldsmith), has actually roots in the indigenous
population of Upper Nubia who were confronted with

10 For first promising results of strontium signals in skeletal samples
both from Egypt and Nubia, suggesting that distinguishing
between the two areas is indeed possible with this method, see:
Smith and Buzon 2017, 618-619, fig. 5.

11 Many thanks go here to Anika Rezmann and Thomas Prohaska,
VIRIS Laboratory of the University of Natural Resources and Life

Sciences, Vienna, to whom I owe all preliminary data.
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Egyptian culture ever since the campaigns of Ahmose
(see also Williams in this volume).

Reconstruction of the use-life of Tomb 26

Tomb 26 is remarkable in several aspects: its architecture,
rich inventory and complex use-life. With the discovery
of Features 5 and 6, much information was gained on the
original users of Tomb 26. It is now safe to propose that the
monument was originally built in the mid-18® Dynasty
(Amenhotep 1T to Thutmose IV, Amenhotep 111 at the
latest) for the goldsmith Khnummose. Until the late
18" Dynasty the family of Khnummose seems to have
used the tomb as burial place, with interments taking
place in Feature 5 and also probably in Feature 2 (In-
dividual 10). By the Ramesside period at the latest, the
original chamber (Feature 6) was completely sealed by
flood levels. Some activity must have happened in the
19" and 20" Dynasties, most probably re-using Feature
2 as burial chamber. It is also likely that the entrance to
Feature 5 was concealed and that this lateral room was
forgotten — part of its roof must have collapsed soon
after the 18" Dynasty. Consequently, interments of the
Pre-Napatan and Napatan era used primarily the central
room, Feature 2, which remained open and functioning
well into the 7* century BC (Budka 2017b, 126, table 1).

The presence of the pyramidion, jambs and lintel
of the Deputy of Kush under the reign of Ramesses II,
Hornakht, which were found in the shaft of Tomb 26 still
needs to be explained. Taking into account the new finds
from 2017, there are two possible scenarios regarding the
burial of Hornakht:

Since Khnummose is likely to be the original owner
of Tomb 26, the structure cannot be interpreted as a new
tomb erected for the Deputy of Kush in the 19" Dynasty.
Thus, Hornakht was probably buried in a tomb close-by
that has until now escaped its rediscovery (but note the
large area void of tombs around Tomb 26, see fig. 2). The
pyramidion and fragments of the offering chapel of this
still unknown tomb then ended up in the shaft of Tomb
26, probably around the end of the New Kingdom.

Considering that most tombs in SACS rtestify a
phase of re-use in Ramesside and late New Kingdom
times, this modus of interment — usurpation of older
structures — seems to represent the Ramesside standard
on Sai.'” As yet, no structure was found that was built
as a new tomb after the 18" Dynasty. Thus, it is likely
that also Hornakht, as Deputy of Kush, chose his burial
place according to local contemporaneous traditions.
Tomb 26 would have been re-occupied, its superstruc-
ture re-designed with a pyramid (including the inscribed

12 The reuse of older structures as a mode of burial is also well-attested
at Soleb, see Schiff Giorgini 1971, 100.



capstone) and a new chapel with inscribed doorways."
At the end of the New Kingdom, this superstructure was
dismantled, the tomb was re-used and the stone archi-
tectural pieces ended up in the shaft. This would cor-
respond well to other finds (pottery and scarabs) from
Tomb 26 dating to the 19 Dynasty.

All in all, Hornakht’s burial at Sai represents a par-
ticular case, independent from which scenario is more
likely: during the reign of Ramesses 11, deputies of Kush
were usually residing at Amara West and were also buried
in this new administrative centre (cf. Binder 2017). But
for whatever reason, perhaps because of family ties,
Hornakht chose to have his tomb at Sai.'* In doing so,
he followed the local tradition of re-using an older tomb,
but equipping it with a new superstructure illustrating
his rank as of Kush.

In summary, although no material from the funerary
equipment of Hornakht was identifiable as such from
Tomb 26, 1 would propose that the second scenario —
the re-occupation of Khnummose’s monument by
Hornakht — is more likely, taking into account the specific
situation during the 19 Dynasty on Sai.

Relevance of Tomb 26 in a broader context
The ceramics and prosopographical data from Tomb 26
are especially important for AcrossBorders’ envisaged
comparison between necropolis and town. The burial
of Khnummose and the accompanying interments of
the mid-18" Dynasty enable us to reconstruct a family
whose members were engaged in gold mining, one of
the main functions of Sai as Egyptian administrative
centre during the New Kingdom (see Budka 2017a, 80;
for gold production in the area see Klemm and Klemm
2013; 2017, 260-261, 266-267). As Deputy of Kush,
Hornakht fits in perfectly and allows stretching the
period of interest until the Ramesside era.

With Khnummose, one of the occupants of the New
Kingdom town was identified — according to his title it is
safe to closely associate his daily activities with the large
scale magazine buildings, well known from the southern
part of the town, but now also unearthed at SAV1 East
by recent excavations of AcrossBorders (see Budka SAV1
in this volume). Large cellars in this sector of the New
Kingdom town (like Feature 15, Budka 2015a, 45,
table 1) were in use during the lifetime of Khnummose
and possibly his offspring. These cellars and magazines
are connected with tributes to Egypt, possibly also with
Nubian gold and with the Egyptian administration

13 Cf. the complex phases of re-designing the superstructure of Tomb
15 at Soleb, Schiff Giorgini 1971, 186, fig. 322.
14  As well as a — ar least temporary — residence in the town area; see

Budka 2015a, 49.

of Upper Nubia in general (cf. Miiller 2013). Thus,
combining the respective data with prosopographical in-
formation from SACS represents further steps in recon-
structing both daily life and death on New Kingdom Sai,
an Egyptian temple town and administrative centre.

As highlighted, Tomb 26 and its associated finds are of
primesignificance for understanding life on New Kingdom
Sai. AcrossBorders’ results from fieldwork at SACS nicely
correspond to the results of the French Mission, which
could rely on a much larger set of excavated tombs with
large quantities of various materials. Most importantly,
the new work in SAC5 supports my earlier reconstruction
of the evolution of the Egyptian town based on the exca-
vations in the city (Budka 2015a, 51; 2017a, 19). During
the time of Thutmose III, Sai became an important
administrative centre that was equipped with a large
Egyptian-style pyramid cemetery. Egyptian architecture
and material culture from both the town and cemetery
SACS testify to the presence of Egyptians, but also to
the appropriation of Egyptian style through indigenous
elements. This resulted in a lifestyle during the second
half of the 18" Dynasty that is very similar, but not com-
pletely identical to sites in Egypt proper. The case study of
Khnummose, who was probably an autochthonous indi-
vidual from Sai, illustrates the complex entanglement of
cultures traceable for New Kingdom Nubia. Other than
drawing artificial border lines between Egyptians and
Nubians, ongoing research illustrates that at the local level
social, economic and cultural identities were changing, in-
teracting and merging with each other (see Binder 2017,
606-611; Smith and Buzon 2017; in this volume).

Furthermore, the individuals buried in Tomb 26 which
should be considered as Egyptian officials with lower and
medium ranking titles were partly associated with rich
equipment and high quality finds. One possible explana-
tion could be the function of Khnummose as goldsmith
who might have had more direct access to jewellery like
the gold and silver ring SACS 388. Another explanation
could rely on the fact that perceptions of status may well
differ depending whether they are viewed from a micro
or a macro perspective. The flourishing families on New
Kingdom Sai Island who were buried like Khnummose’s
in SAC5 were not holding overly significant positions
within the administration, bur still represent the local
wealth, once again underlining the dynamic character
of this Egyptian microcosm and its occupants in Nubia
(Budka 2017a, 80).

Evidence from Tomb 26 is also relevant for the
Ramesside history of Sai Island, together with new
finds from the town site (especially sector SAV1 West,
see Budka 2015a, 46), the continued importance of the
island during the 19" Dynasty — despite the foundartion
of Amara West as new residence of the Deputy of Kush —
can be illustrated. Sai was still used by high officials as
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burial place, including selected Deputies of Kush like
Hornakht. Finally, the material from Tomb 26 allows
regional comparisons with other Egyptian sites in Upper
Nubia. New parallels to another major Egyptian site in
Upper Nubia, Soleb, can be highlighted and remarkable
matches were noted between the new tomb on Sai and
Tomb 15 at Soleb, implying either a close connection
between the sites or — maybe even more likely — stressing
the almost identical status of both sites as administra-
tive centres (Budka 2017a, 79). In this respect, the stone
shabti of Khnummose is also highly relevant (fig. 5);
it falls into a homogenous group of funerary figurines
attested for various officials of the Egyptian admin-
istration of Nubia, who were buried at major sites of
the mid-18® Dynasty like Aniba, Toshka and Sai (Min-
ault-Gout 2012).

Acknowledgments

Funds for fieldwork in SACS in all seasons were granted
to Julia Budka by the European Research Council (ERC
Starting Grant no. 313668) and the Austrian Science
Fund (FWF START project Y615-G19). AcrossBor-

194 FROM MICROCOSM TO MACROCOSM

ders’ fieldwork at SACS on Sai Island was conducted
with the approval of the French concession holders:
Didier Devauchelle (UMR 8164 HALMA-IPEL,
University Charles-de-Gaulle Lille 3, until 2015) and
Vincent Francigny (Section frangaise de la direction
des antiquités du Soudan, Khartoum, since 2015). Per-
mission to work in the field is kindly granted by the
National Corporation for Antiquities and Museums of
Sudan (NCAM), and sincere thanks go in particular
to Abdelrahman Ali Mohamed (Director General) and
El-Hassan Ahmed Mohamed (Director of Fieldwork).
The NCAM inspector during the relevant 2015-2017
seasons was Huda Magzoub. Thanks go to all team
members and here especially to Martin Fera, Cajetan
Geiger, Andrea Stadlmayr and Marlies Wohlschlager.
The still ongoing strontium isotope analysis was
enabled by the FWF START project Y615-G19 and
was conducted in VIRIS Laboratory of the University of
Natural Resources and Life Sciences, Vienna, Depart-
ment of Chemistry, Division of Analytical Chemistry,
thanks to Thomas Prohaska and Anika Retzmann.
The photos and plans used in this paper were kindly
prepared by Cajetan Geiger.



References

Adenstedt, 1. 2016. Reconstructing Pharaonic Architecture
in Nubia: The Case Study of SAV1, Sai Island. Contri-
butions to the Archacology of Egypt, Nubia and the
Levant 3. Vienna: Austrian Academy of Sciences Press.

Azer, M.Z. and Stern, R.J. 2007. Neoproterozoic
(835-720 Ma) Serpentinites in the Eastern Desert,
Egypt: Fragments of Forearc Mandle. The Journal of
Geology 115.4, 457-472.

Azim, M. 1975. Quatre campagnes de fouilles sur la For-
teresse de Sai, 1970-1973. 1% partie: I'installation
pharaonique. Cahiers de Recherches de 'Institut de Pa-
pyrologie et a”Egypmlagz’e de Lille 3, 91-125.

Binder, M. 2017. The New Kingdom tombs at Amara
West: Funerary perspectives on Nubian-Egyptian in-
teractions, in: Spencer, N., Stevens, A. and Binder, M.
(eds.), Nubia in the New Kingdom. Lived Experience,
Pharaonic Control and Indigenous Traditions. British
Museum Publications on Egypt and Sudan 3. Leuven:
Peeters, 591-613.

Binder, M. and Spencer, N. 2014. The Bioarchaeology
of Amara West in Nubia: Investigating the Impacts
of Political, Cultural and Environmental Change on
Health and Diet, in: Fletcher, A., Antoine, D. and
Hill, ].D. (eds.), Regarding the Dead: Human Remains
in the British Museum. British Museum Research Pub-
lication 197. London: British Museum Press, 123-136.

Budka, J. 2011. The early New Kingdom at Sai Island:
Preliminary results based on the pottery analysis (4"
Season 2010). Sudan & Nubia 15, 23-33.

Budka, J. 2014. Review of: Anne Minault-Goutand Florence
Thill, Sai II. Le cimetiére des tombes hypogées du Nouvel
Empire (SACS). Fouilles de I'lnstitut francais d’archéol-
ogie orientale du Caire 69. Cairo 2012. Methodos 14
[online: hrtp://methodos.revues.org/3760].

Budka, J. 2015a. The Pharaonic town on Sai Island and
its role in the urban landscape of New Kingdom Kush.
Sudan & Nubia 19, 40-53.

Budka, J. 2015b. Ein Pyramidenfriedhof auf der Insel Sai.
Sokar 31, 54-65.

Budka, J. 2015c. The Egyptian “Re-conquest of Nubia”
in the New Kingdom — Some Thoughts on the Le-
gitimization of Pharaonic Power in the South, in:
Coppens, E, Janik, J. and Vymazalovd, H. (eds.),
Royal versus Divine Authority. Acquisition, Legitimiza-
tion and Renewal of Power, 7" Symposium on Egyptian
Royal Ideology, Prague, June 26-28, 2013. Konigtum,
Staat und Gesellschaft frither Hochkulturen 4.4.
Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 63-82.

Budka, J. 2016. Neues zum Pyramidenfriedhof auf Sai.
Sokar 33, 60-67.

Budka, J. 2017a. The 18" Dynasty on Sai Island — new
data from excavations in the town area and cemetery
SACS. Sudan & Nubia 21, 71-81.

Budka, J. 2017b. Pyramid Cemetery SACS, Sai Island,
Northern Sudan: An Update Based on Fieldwork
from 2015-2017. Egypt and the Levant 27, 107-130.

Budka, J. 2017c. Das Grab eines Goldschmiedemeisters
auf Sai in Obernubien. Sokar 35, 52-63.

Budka, J. and Doyen, E 2013. Living in New Kingdom
towns in Upper Nubia — New evidence from recent
excavations on Sai Island. Egypt and the Levant 22/23,
2012/2013, 167-208.

Buzon, M.R. 2008. A Bioarchaeological Perspective on
Egyptian Colonialism in the New Kingdom. Journal
of Egyptian Archaeology 94, 165-182.

Cressent, M. and Raimon, A. 2016. Inscriptions in the
name of governor Neby revealed by the restoration of
miniature metal vases. Sudan ¢ Nubia 20, 28-34.

Davies, W.V. 2005. Egypt and Nubia. Conflict with the
Kingdom of Kush, in: Roehrig, C.H., Dreyfus, R. and
Keller, C.A. (eds.), Hatshepsut: From Queen to Pharaoh.
New York: Metropolitan Museum of Art, 49-56.

Fera, M. and Budka, J. 2016. Leben und Tod auf der
Nilinsel Sai — GIS-gestiitzte Untersuchungen zu einer
pharaonischen Tempelstadt in Obernubien. AGI/7 —
Journal fiir Angewandte Geoinformatik 2-2016, 18-24.

Gabolde, L. 2012. Réexamen des jalons de la présence de
la XVIII¢ dynastie naissante a Sai. Cabiers de Recherches
de UInstitut de Papyrologie et d’Egyptologie de Lille 29,
2010=201 28115137

Geus, E 2004. Sai, in: Welsby, D.A. and Anderson, J.R.
(eds.), Sudan — Ancient Treasures. An exhibition of
recent discoveries from the Sudan National Museum.
London: British Museum Press, 114-117.

Holthoer, R. 1977. New Kingdom Pharaonic Sites.
The Pottery. The Scandinavian Joint Expedition to
Sudanese Nubia Publications 5.1. Copenhagen:
Munksgaard.

Klemm, R. and Klemm, D. 1993. Steine und Steinbriiche
im Alten Agypten. Berlin: Springer.

Klemm, R. and Klemm, D. 2013. Gold and Gold Mining
in Ancient Egypt and Nubia. Geoarchaeology of the
Ancient Gold Mining Sites in the Egyptian and Sudanese
Eastern Deserts. Natural Science in Archaeology. Hei-
delberg: Springer.

Klemm, D. and Klemm, R. 2017. New Kingdom and
carly Kushite gold mining in Nubia, in: Spencer, N.,
Stevens, A. and Binder, M. (eds.), Nubia in the New
Kingdom. Lived Experience, Pharaonic Control and In-
digenous Traditions. British Museum Publications on
Egypt and Sudan 3. Leuven: Peeters, 259-270.

BUDKA 195


http://methodos.revues.org/3760

Minault-Gour, A. 2012. La figurine funéraire Sai inv. S.
964 (SNM 23424) et un groupe de quatre chaouabris
de la XVIII® dynastie de méme type. Cabiers de Re-
cherches de Ulnstitut de Papyrologie et d’Egyptologie de
Lille 29, 2011-2012, 189-200.

Minault-Gout, A. and Thill, E 2012. Sai II. Le cimetiére des
tombes hypogées du Nouvel Empire (SACS). Fouilles de
I'Institut frangais d’archéologic orientale du Caire 69.
Cairo: Institut francais d’archéologie orientale du Caire.

Miiller, 1. 2013. Die Verwaltung Nubiens im Neuen Reich.
Meroitica — Schriften zur altsudanesischen Geschichte
und Archiologie 18. Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz.

Niser, C. 2017. Structures and realities of the Egyptian
presence in Lower Nubia from the Middle Kingdom
to the New Kingdom: The Egyptian cemetery S/SA
at Aniba, in: Spencer, N., Stevens, A. and Binder, M.
(eds.), Nubia in the New Kingdom. Lived Experience,
Pharaonic Control and Indigenous Traditions. British
Museum Publications on Egypt and Sudan 3. Leuven:
Peeters, 557-574.

Schiff Giorgini, M. 1971. Soleb I1. Les necropoles. Florence:
Sansoni.

Smith, S.T. and Buzon, M. 2014. Colonial Entanglements:
“Egyptianization” in Egypt’s Nubian Empire and the
Nubian Dynasty, in: Anderson, J.R. and Welsby, D.
A. (eds.), The Fourth Cataract and Beyond. Proceedings
of the 12 International Conference for Nubian Studies.
British Museum Publications on Egypt and Sudan 1.
Leuven: Peeters, 431-442.

Smith, S.T. and Buzon, M. 2017. Colonial encounters
at New Kingdom Tombos: Cultural entanglements
and hybrid identity, in: Spencer, N., Stevens, A. and
Binder, M. (eds.), Nubia in the New Kingdom. Lived
Experience, Pharaonic Control and Indigenous Tradi-
tions. British Museum Publications on Egypt and
Sudan 3. Leuven: Peeters, 615-630.

196 FROM MICROCOSM TO MACROCOSM

Spencer, N., Stevens, A. and Binder M. (eds.) 2014. Amara
West. Living in Egyptian Nubia. London: Trustees of
the British Museum.

Steindorff, G. 1937. Aniba. Zweiter Band. Service des An-
tiquités de 'Egypte. Mission archéologique de Nubie
1929-1934. Gliickstadt: Augustin.

Thill, E 2007. Les réoccupations « (pré)napatéennes »
dans le cimetitre égyptien 8BS/SACS de Sai. Mélanges
offerts a Francis Geus. Cahiers de Recherches de ['Institut
de Papyrologie et d’Egyptologie de Lille 26, 2006-2007,
353-369.

Williams, B.B. 1992. New Kingdom Remains from Cem-
eteries R, V, S and W at Qustul and Cemetery K at
Adindan. Oriental Institute Nubian Expedition 6.
Chicago: Oriental Institute.

Wolf, W. 1937. G. Gefifle: 1. Tongefifle, in: Stein-
dorff, G. Aniba. Zweiter Band. Service des Anti-
quités de I'Egypte. Mission Archéologique de Nubie
1929-1934. Gliickstadt: Augustin, 125-138.

Notes on the contributor

Julia Budka studied Egyprology and Classical Archacology
at the University of Vienna and received her PhD in Egyp-
tology, University of Vienna in 2007. She held a researcher
position at Humboldt University Berlin (2004-2012) and
was a temporary replacement Assistant Professor at the
University of Vienna (2011-2012). With a START Prize
2012 and ERC Starting Grant 2012 she implemented her
project AcrossBorders at the Austrian Academy of Sciences.
Since 2015, Julia Budka is Professor of Egyptian Archae-
ology and Art, LMU Munich (and transferred her ERC
project to LMU). Her specialty fields are Egyptian archae-
ology and ceramics; she conducts excavations in Sudan and
Egypt, both at funerary and settlement sites, especially at
Luxor (Thebes), Elephantine, Abydos and Sai Island.



