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Figure 5.2, Plan of the nerth tower of the First Pylon and adjacent ground.
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Figure 5.3. Plan of the north section of the west enclosvre wall.
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Work in the Central City

5.3 Ground outside the North Tower of the First Pyton

A strip of ground, 3.5 m wide, in froni of the northemn tower of the First Pylon was examined
in 1988 and 1989 (Figures 5.2. and 5.4). Three principal surfaces were rcvealed with filling
material between them:

1. An upper mud floor close w0 the modemn surface with brick tumble and broken gypsum laid
over it [4585]. This is probably the Phasc-1I floor, with Phase-III and -1V floors closely packed
on top of it, It survived in a limited paich only close to the Main Gate, where the Phase-TI floor
had already been sccn to approach closely the Phase-III floor. This combined surface overlay a
sandy [ill [4586] and a sandy compacted surface [4344].

2. A thick floor of mud mixed with chopped straw [4661], which actually continued
northwards almost as far as the North Gate (it was given the number [S057] over the northem
streteh). 1L overlay a sandy fill [4662), This floor probably corresponds to the thick Phasc-IB floor
which had been cut through by the foundation trench of the southem tower of the First Pylon and
which was Jevel with the bottom of the gypsum floor of the Main Gate,

On this mud (loor the discovery was made of wraces of mud-brick structures scattercd across
the width of the pylon tower. The best preserved was [4698}, which was initially revealed and
planned at the end of the 1988 scason, and rc-cxamined, with further scraping away of thinly
preserved deposits, in 1989, It comprised the lower part of bricks which had been arranged in a
small squarc. Traces of a whitewashed surface still adhered to the bricks on the east side. The
conclusion is inescapable that this is the rcmains of a small altar. If the pattemn of small altars
known from the forecourt of the temple is extended westwards (as in Figure 5.1), beneath the line
of the pylon, it corresponds closely to this and to the various other traces of mud brickwork
which survived on (loor [4661], including the line of bricks [4699]. It therelore Jooks as though,
in Phasc IB, thc small altars not only covered an arca that cxtcnded under the later Phase-IIA
pylon but also extended heyond the front of the temple as it was later defined by the building of
the pylons. Thus, to begin with, the temple ground extended further to the west.

3, A thin mud loor with date seceds and incense trodden into it [4676). This surface is
definitely cut by the pylon foundation trench and must correspond to Phasc IA. Again it was
clearly defined only close to the Main Gate, where a corresponding floor related to the Greal
Altar was found in 1987 [3412]. This surface overlay a sandy gravel surface [4677].

Another feature of Phasc-IB lloor [4661] is the row of shallow pits, 1.5 m from the face of
the northern tower, which cut through it (thc largest is [4342]), They also occurred, though less
well defined, on the Phase-IA floor. Their fill contained a large quanlity of pottery. It is probable
that they belong to the construction phase of the pylon lowers, as they seem to conclate with the
series of pudlocks observed in the face of the pylon, and may even be posthales for the footing
of wooden scaffolding,

5.4 The north section of the west wall

The northern part of the west enclosurc wall [5S054], which has a thickncss of 1.95 m, was
cleaned and cxamined in 1989 (Figure 5.3), and further was work was done in 1990 preparatory
to consolidation of the brickwork. A considerable number of bricks impressed with the Hwr itn
stamp were found, and much evidence for the insertion into the brickwork of timber beams
running both parallel and perpendicular to the wall surfaces. Where the wall joined with the north
tower of the pylon, a narrow brick buttress {4327] had been added, built on a conspicuous 14 cm-
thick mud floor [4328] which abutied Lthe actual pylon, over a sand layer [4329]. Similar ones
occur beside the south pylon tower and beside the towers of the Second Pylon.

Between this butiress and the Norh Gate a brick cellular construction {5064] had been built
against the inside face of the enclosure wall. It has exact counterpans inside the southern stretch
of the enclosurc wall, beside the South Gate (see below), and beside the towers of the Sccond
Pylon. The wall, which runs parallel to the enclosure wall and 65 cm from it, was only parially
preserved. From traces actually found, and from comparison with the other examples, at its
northcrn end it would originally have tumed in to join the cnclosure wall on a line which
corresponds to the inside face of the brick nib and probably to the inside face of the stonc jambs
which replaced them in Phase IIT (see further, section 5.5). The cellular form was completed by
median and southern cross walls which were thinner (han the cast wall. The intemnal cross wall
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Figure 5.8, Plan of the south scction of the west enclosure wall.

180































































Michael Mallinson

the Bridge had included an early form of the namc of the Aten (COA I 56), but the re-
examination of the surviving fragmenls reporied on in Chapter 14 of this volume (pp. 404-5)
casts doubt on whether Pendlebury’s description rcally applies to paintings from the Bridge.

On the west side, the ramp up to the Bridge has differcnt relationships to the two paris of the
Great Palace through which it passes. Pendlebury was quile dcfinite that the Bridge had been
inserted into the already existing range of brick buildings which forms the east side of the Greal
Palace enclosure and includes the so-called Magazines and North Harim; on the other hand, the
continuation of the ramp, where it became a doublc-ramped entrance into the Statc Aparimenis,
was clcarly part of the original design of this major stone building. How the Bridge fils into the
evolution of the city will be discussed below.

Great Palace. The evidence for an initial construction on this site is slight, In order 10 achieve
a level foundation for the stone-built State Apartments over sloping ground it had been necessary
1o build up the floor with a thick earthy fill. If a brick version of the Siate Apartments had
previously been built we might cxpect some trace of it 10 have been preserved in this fill. All that
was found by Pendlebury was a brick buﬂdmg of medium size and uncenain significance which
looks too small to have been a palace in its own right (building “Z'": COA 1II: 54, Pl. XUIB.Z).
However, although there is quite an appreciable difference in level beiween the ground bencath
building Z and the King’s Housc, both arc on more or less the same east-west alignment, and it
is possible that they formed iwo separale elements within a singlc enclosure which, like the
Phase-] enclosure of the Small Atcn Temple, ran across and well 10 the west of the line of Royal
Road. In Figurc 5.21 an enclosure has been drawn around them although at present this is wholly
conjectural. A pre-existing roule which linked the two would explain why it was that the only
surviving entrance into the main part of building Z (its walls were well preserved) was exactly on
the line of he later route which included the Bridge across to the King’s House.

It is possible, too, thal the Bridge provided an intimate link betwecn two buildings which had
a degree of parallelism; because it would scem that, for both the King’s House and the State
Apariments, a north-south alignment was imporant. In the case of the former this was marked by
the pylon entrance, the avenue between trees, and the fact that the north outer wall was, in parl at
least, painted (confirmed by a preliminary cxamination by F. Weatherhead in 1993). In both cases
the core of the building stood at the rear of a large open space.

As jusl noted, the Bridge is likely to have been contemporary with the stone-built State
Apartments but later than the mud-brick eastern range of buildings the creation of which defined
onc side of Royal Road. It remains unclear when, in the overall sequence of phases, the brick
portions of the Great Palace were begun, whether in Phase IB or 11 {see further below).

Building P41.3 (COA 1I; 106, Pl. XVIID). This building lay on the southem edge of the large
complex which Pf:ndlcbur)r labelled “magazines between the Royal Estate and the Temple”, a part
of which was given over to the preparation and storage of food. The ground plan has the
appearance of a substantially built residence. By ils sohdtty and lack of congruence with
surrounding walls it stands out as a building apan, and this raises the question of whether it was

contemporary with the rest of the complex. It has already been suggested (AS: 62) that it might
have predated e constructions which lic around it, which would perhaps put it into the category
of a Phase I-building. If, on the other hand, it is a later insert, it might be connected wilh the
establishment of Royal Road and the associated east-west road that runs back to the Barracks.
This would imply, howcver, that the surrounding complex was alrcady in existence before Phase
1I. Thesc arc questions that can only be resolved by further examination of the building,
something which we have not atiempted.

Great Aten Temple. Pendlebury’s excavations established the cxistence of an early phasc
towards the front of the later enclosure. The identifiable elements were a small group of pedestals
and basins on (he later temple axis, and two parallel and closcly spaced lines of limestonc bases.
He suggested that the latter might have been for sphinxes, of which fragments were found oulside
the later entrance (onc cxample was catalogued, no. 30/20). Closely-sct double lines of sphinxcs
provide an implausible solution, however, and the bases are more likely 10 have been altars or
offering-tables. Although some were removed when the stone building of thc second phase was
erccted, others must have been left in place; for a photograph of the time shows one of them still
standing (COA U Pl XXV.3). With these features went a whitewashed mud floor. A
straightforward explanation is that this double line of altars formed an avcnuc that pointed
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The first set of three stelac to be cut (X, M, K) announce the intention 1o establish Akhetaten
as a monument to the Aten, defined by the stelac and castern cliffs. Given the importance which
Akhcnaten attached to the process of designating the boundaries 10 Akhetaten, it is reasonable 1o
scarch for a schcme which was used to place the principal buildings within it. Tn Figure 5.26a
and b I have proposed a simple pragmatic schcme based on the landscape itself, T have taken a
line which joins the northem and southem boundary stelae of the first set (M and X), bisected it,
and then run a second line perpendicular to it eastwards across the Amarna plain (fom the point
of biscction. The result is not perfect, but 1 find it hard to dismiss as coincidence. For thc
biseclion passes very close to the axis of the Small Aten Templc (and its Great Altar) and then
more or lcss through a pinnacle on the high desert platcau directly above a point a little to the
south of the Royal Tomb which is crowned by a singlec small stonc hut. To judge from a fow
sherds notcd by Kemp the hut is of the New Kingdom. I have used modem contour maps as a
basis for this construction, but the positioning of the boundary stelae is not the result of modem
instrument survey but of placing by means of aerial photographs and other sources (including
Timme's survey). This creates a margin of uncerainty (especially for X, the nonthern stela}, bul
not, I think, one that significantly affects the overall result. One also has o allow for inaccuracies
in the original setfing out by Akhenalen’s surveyors. Their limits of tolerance are illusirated by
the divergence in the adjacent axes of the Desent Altars and Stone Chapel (Figure 15.25), and in
working on such a large scale and probably having 1o take sightings and measurcments across the
river, errors would be casy to make and would not readily have been checkable,

The intention was presumably o link the Royal Tomb (or more generally the burial area for
the royal family, which cxiended on both sides of the Wadi Abu Hasah el-Bahari) with the ritual
heant of the city, creating a powerful analogy with the topography of Thebes. Thus, as was the
case with many New-Kingdom temples, the natural topography of the Nile Vallcy, rather than
external {e.g. celestial) reference points, would have provided the key alignment.

The second set of stelae is in two groups spread across the edges of the low desert on both
sides of the river. Their texis reinforce the initial dedication a year later, in year 6. They mark, in
ellect, the cclebration of the act of measuring the full boundaries of Akhetaten, an act which was
analogous (o the ceremony of Streiching the Cord by which kings traditionally laid out a temple
axis. The texts provide exact measuremenis between the north and south stelae and require that
those to be crected 1o match them on the west be sef at the same distance apart. It was perhaps ai
this moment that a second parallel axis was eslablished, the one which was to become Royal
Road, by means of a second perpendicular construction, this time from in front of the Great Altar
and cxtending northwards and southwards.

The framework so created might then have been vsed as a guide for Jocating other key parts
of Akhctaten; for a furiher sct of relationships can also be disccrned which seems to depend on
the mitial scheme. This is presented in Figure 5.26¢ and d (for the southem group, sce the
discussion in Chapler 15 and the maps, Figures 15.1 and 15.2). Along the initial north-south line
(which became Royal Road) was the approximate pairing of Kom ¢l-Nana and the Norith Palace.
The east-west centre line as laid out is approximalely 50 m to the south of the centre linc of the
Small Aten Temple. The distances from the Small Atcn Temple centre line to Kom el-Nana and
io the North Palace are 2950 and 2840 m respectively. If this point of division was adjusted to
the true centre line it would be much closer to true equidistance, although if this was a facior in
the jaying out of the site it would imply that the discrepancy became visible and was taken into
consideration.

Further out in the desert camc the Desenn Altars and el-Mangam, and behind them the two
groups of rock tombs, taking as their centre point not the original centrc line but the platcau
which divides the Amama plain into two separate paris. To the west of the north-south starting
ling the painng was dislocated by the irregular course of the river, so that the Norh Riverside
Palace (which, for all we know, could have contained a religious building; the key pan has been
lost to river erosion) was balanced in the south by Maru-Aten and the “Lepsius Building”. No
account has been laken here of the "River Temple” beside el-Hagg Qandil in vicw of the doubts
as to whether iL ever was a temple (section 15.8). This developed schemc also introduced an
interplay beiween the lwo prime ordering elemcnts at Amama. One was the north—south
alignmemt which was, in part, made permanent by the creation of Royal Road. The other was the
radial configuraiion in which thc Central City now scrved as the hub of a distant ring of sacred

208



Michael Mallinson

enclosurces.

It is argued in Chapter 15 that each of these outlying buildings might have been, or might
have contained, a solar temple (designated as a “Sunshade of Re”) which, with ils supporting
foundation, was a possession of a female member of Akhenaten’s family, If this was the case, the
colonizing scheme which I have outlined could be scen as achieving a spread of temples o the
supreme deity analogous to the Wesi-Bank temples at Thebes, each of which combined a cult of
a form of Amun with a cult of the rulcr who built it. The analogy with Thebes becomes thereby
more complete.

The final stage of the scheme involved the establishment of the three stelac on the west bank
specifically dimensioned to be equivalent to those on the east. This fufther definition of the
boundaries of Akhetaten corresponded with the dedication o the Aten of the riverinc land and
habitations which were thus encloscd. The sacred topography now exicnded to a representative
portion of Egypt and its people (Figure 5.264).

The cssence of Akhenaten’s scheme was an analogy borrowed from Thebes, both its sacred
centre at Kamak and its broader topography which extended to the west bank. By a simple yet
elegant procedure a New Thebes was created. Thebes provided for the lifc and death of the king,
the widcly separated parts of the area linked by processional festivals. At Amama this topography
was recrealed but by bringing together the elements of the Theban east and west banks. The
resull was the symmetrically divided site, its primary orientation centred on a (emple and a tomb.
The discontinuities of this paradigmatic order reflect the thinking of the time. Instead of an axial
or symmetrical plan the articulation was entircly through a serics of horizons of different inicnsity
which were responsive to a landscape that had been made sacred through having becn chosen by
the Atcn. For this reason it remains elusivc 10 attempts at rational ordering whilc, at the same
time, presenting a powerful sense of order. The continued imporiance of architecture as an
ordering device in socicty can be seen in the recognition even today of this concealed but present
order.
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Figure 5.22. Reconstructed schemaric plan of the Central City in Phase IL.
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