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surrounding the larger houses. They have another distinction, too: all are to be found within the
South Suburb.’

Whether the Egyptians themselves would have called these buildings by the same word, and
given the man in charge the same title, we are not entitled to assume. But we can detect a
parallel line of thinking in the term $r‘. Establishments by this name seem in the New Kingdom
(and reflecting an ancient tradition of organization) to have been primarily places for the storage
and production of food, and, through possession of their own workforces, to have been able to
undertake farming, and perhaps some manufacturing of other commodities as well (one text links
the $n® with production of linen cloth).® We have too little detailed ancient written or pictorial
knowledge of the nature and workings of the §n* in the New Kingdom to understand how to
apply the word to Amarna buildings, although one point of reference is provided by the bakeries
beside the Great Aten Temple, the provenance of a stone weight bearing the name of an official
actually titled an “overseer of the §n™ (COA III: 31, 187, Pls. LXIL4, CII1.49; Kemp 1979: 12,
note 25). This is probably the kind of building that lay behind the Memphis bakery accounts of
the reign of Seti I, where the term §n’ n ‘hw was used for the place where the bakers worked
(Eyre 1987: 196). There is no means currently of knowing, however, if the term also applied to
the buildings under consideration, though we should note that grain storage was one of the
functions of P49,3-6 (and perhaps of R45.56-61). But in its basic character of a mixed
production/storage centre we can at least detect a common approach, the aim of which was
perhaps nothing more complicated than to make a convenient groupitig of a range of activities
which flowed from ad hoc decisions by those in authority. Storage as well as production are
similarly linked in terms both of architectural layout and administration in the painting in the
tomb of Neferrenpet-Kenro, referred to above.

An important possible clarification of one form of management of such an establishment can
be cited from Amarna written and pictorial sources. It comes from the tomb of Huya, no. 1 of the
northern group (RT HI: 13-15, Pls. XVII, XVIII; Sandman 1938: 37-38; Urk IV: 2007; Helck
1961: 356; Drenkhahn 1976: 152-153, 145 n. 15; Steinmann 1980: 152, section 2.2.4.1.1; Eyre
1987: 192). Beneath a scene of reward at the Window of Appearance, and separated from it by a
register depicting Huya’s chariot and a line of waiting men, is a scene of a workshop in which a
variety of crafts are plied: metalworking, carpentry, jewellery-making and sculpture, and probably
others as well. One of the sculptors is labelled “overseer of the sculptors of the Great Royal
Wife, Tiy: Iuty”, and he is shown making a statue of Tiy’s daughter Baketaten. The most
prominent figure within the workshops, however, is Huya himself, accompanied by two men of
lesser rank. The text in front of Huya is brief and damaged but appears to read: “Appointing
(dhn) the craftsmen of the honoured one of the Lord of the Two Lands, the overseer of the royal
harim, of the treasury and of the household of the Great Royal Wife, Tiy: Huya”?

The wording of this text and the context of the scene — it is an illustrative appendix to the
Window of Appearance reward scene — imply that the workshops and their personnel were a
personal reward to Huya, and not that he was being placed in charge of workshops belonging to
the palace, or to Queen Tiy’s household.” Huya’s residence at Amarna has not been identified,
but we need scarcely doubt that it was one of the larger private residences in the city. We can

7 The almost bare square enclosure in the North Suburb, V36.11, is the nearest equivalent, but is almost entirely
devoid of internal features, see COA II: 26, PL. V. Most of the open space was never, in fact, excavated.

8 On 3! in the New Kingdom, see Bakir 1952: 44-47; Lesko 1987: 158; Eyre 1987: 196; also Gardiner 1947: II,
209* f.; Faulkner 1962: 269; at Amama: COA III: 172, and an official with the title Ary $n; ibid,, 31, 187, Pls.
LX1.4, CII1.49; Kemp 1979: 12, note 25, recorded on a stone weight from the Great Aten Temple bakeries. The
range of functions seems incapable of being rendered into English as a single word, hence Faulkner’s twin
translations “storehouse” and “labour establishment” and a similar division of meanings given by Lesko, though
the texts show that both could apply simultaneously. Drenkhahn (1976: 151-154) has proposed that the word
d3dw/d3d3 referred to a royal workshop, but the New Kingdom evidence for this is not convincing. Holthoer
(1977: 27-28) discusses specific connections between §n¢ and pottery-making in pre-New Kingdom sources.

% A comparison in linguistic usage is provided by the listing of the royal and temple establishments to which
craftsmen were attached, described by means of the prepositions n “of”, and m “in”, given in Steinmann 1982.

10 Descriptions of the decoration in the Theban tomb of the mayor Paser (no. 106) raise the possibility of a parallel
case. A scene of Paser inspecting craftsmen, amongst whose products is a statue of the king intended to be
donated to the temple of Amon at Karnak, stands adjacent to a reward scene, see Redford 1970: 221.
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Figure 2.27. Scene from the tomb of Huya, no. 1 at Amama (after RT III: Pl. XVII). The arrow
points to the figure of the sculptor Iuty.
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citc as a parallel case the chief priest Panehsy, owner of tomb no. 6, who, in addition to an
official residence beside the Great Aten Temple, possessed one of the larger private estates in a
prominent position at the northern end of the Main City (Griffith 1924: 302). We can imagine
Huya occupying a major house somewhere in the city, and then comes the reward of the
workshops from the King. If there were sufficient vacant ground around the house they could be
added alongside (as in the case of P47.1-3, the house of the sculptor Thutmose); if not, a vacant
lot on the eastern edge of the city would suffice. But this takes us back to an earlier observation:
the buildings described above (with an exception perhaps to be made of M50.9), if they contained
a large house of their own, would no longer be unusual. Do they simply represent, therefore,
¢xpansions to private house compounds made after the initial settlement at Amama? The sculptor
Thutmose’s house and grounds would be a case in point, where Thutmose was favoured with an
adjacent, though irregular, vacant lot. It is worth recalling the observation made above that high-
quality sculpting did not necessarily require a building of any distinctive design at all, as the
sculptor’s material from square O47 demonstrates.

For whom was the output of Huya’s workshops intended? In part it would have been taken by
Queen Tiy’s household. This much is suggested by the assignment to the workshops of the
“overseer of sculptors of the Great Royal Wife, Tiy: Iuty”, who is shown making a statue of
Princess Baketaten. This assignment was presumably on an occasional basis, to set the standards
of the new establishment, for the case of the sculptor Thutmose shows that a sculptor could be a
man of considerable status himself, with a large residence and workshops of his own (see
especially KrauB 1983). But if our surmise is correct, and Huya’'s workshops were in the city,
looking like the workshop buildings summarised at the beginning of this section, they would have
been well placed for supplying luxury goods in various directions socially: upwards to the court
as gifts marking loyalty, laterally to other senior officials as reciprocal goodwill exchanges, and
downwards as rewards for service or as straight sales, with a price. One can then see just how
generous a reward this was for Huya, and why it forms part of a key scene in his tomb. It also
helps to fill for us an awkward gap in the pattern of supply within the city, offering a means
which inextricably combined economics and obligations of the kind that we should expect for
ancient Egypt. In particular, it helps to explain the paucity of evidence for large royal workshops
at Amarna.

We seem to be looking, then, at a delegation of production and patronage which gave to high
and loyal officials both the responsibilities and rewards for managing centres of production, the
output from which was intended both for the court and for private consumption. They were thus
extensions to the role of the larger Amama houses as farm centres, storing considerable
agricultural wealth. From the excavated evidence we know that service buildings belonging to the
temples (category 3, above) and to the palace (the magazines/granary behind the King’s House
and the huge unexcavated buildings south of the Coronation Hall and Great Palace, AR II
Chapter 5) were constructed on a large scale and with formality of layout. They provide an
obvious contrast to the buildings under consideration, to the extent that the epithets “royal” or
“state” or “official” are not readily transferable to them. The question of the ownership, or
control, of any one of these intermediate centres is bound to remain opaque in the absence of
identifying inscriptions, and not necessarily clear even with them. This has to apply to building
Q48.4, the subject of this chapter. The evidence that it was involved in supplying water and
certain manufactured goods to the Workmen’s Village is reasonably strong, and this alone
provides a good case for saying that it was administered by an official on behalf of the king. Yet
in size, layout and standard of construction it resembles the private architecture of the city. Three
particulars illustrate this most forcefully, namely the manner in which the enclosure wall came to
be built, which can be contrasted with the enclosure wall around the Workmen’s Village itself,
the lack of a brick building altogether for some time over the area where clay was puddled and
pots probably dried, and the tiny size of the houses of Phase II which are small by Amama
standards.

Even without completing the excavation it appears to be highly unlikely that Q48.4 had
anything to do with the supply of grain to the Village. The appearance of the unexcavated portion
does not lend itself at all to the interpretation that granaries form a significant part. Building
Q484 (and its well) is thus only part of the supply picture. Other buildings, in other parts of
Amama, were also involved, so that there can never have been a single supply centre for the
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Village. Furthermore, the chronology of the site shows that it was not created simultaneously with
the establishment of the Workmen’s Village but was connected only with the later phase of the
time of Tutankhamun. We must assume, too, that other buildings at Amama were also supplying
the Village and functioning within the time of Tutankhamun, the workers and officials involved
living with their families in some of the houses within the Main City. It is at least worth the
thought that the fraction of supply represented by Q48.4 was a delegated one, that is, that at a
late stage in the history of the Village an official was charged with the responsibility of
providing, for the benefit of the Village, the building that we know as Q48.4 and the regulation
of the work within it, in return for rewards from the king, so that it became, in effect, an
extension of his own private estate.

A separate challenge is provided by the buildings of Phase II. By the time they were built the
pottery making had ended, whether occasioned by factors on the supply or demand side we
cannot tell. The existence of a phase of “squatter occupation” at Amama has been claimed before,
notably by Pendlebury. This phenomenon needs to be carefully reconsidered but at Q48.4 would
seem to be highly unlikely in view of the isolation of the building, where any occupation implies
the existence of a parent body of organization and supply. For the present the background to this
occupation must also remain a mystery.
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