
 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1The Predynastic Period: c. 4000 -3100 B.C.
    Because of the evident cultural floresence of Lower Egypt in the later Predynastic, as reflected by such sites as Ma'adi, Omari, Merimde, and perhaps Bhuto (Figure XX), one might expect that the Fayyum, too, would have seen an increase in settlement and economic importance in this period.  But such was not the case.  Only a few scatters of stone tools and other debris in the Fayyum can be dated to the Predynastic, and even these are to some extent ambiguous with regard to date.

    In our survey area (Figure XX), we found only one site of any size, FS-3--a small concentration of lithics, ceramics, bones, around several hearths--that be placed in the Predynastic (corrected radiocarbon ages estimates average approximately XXXXX B.C.)--which would place the site contemporary with XXXXXXX and XXXXX (Hassan 19XX).  FS-4, FS-5, and a few other tiny lithic scatters are likely of the same age as FS-3 (Figure XX).

     No Predynastic site have been reported for the northern shore of the Birket Qarun, although some lithics of this apparent age have been reported (Kobusiewicz, Caton-Thomposon, Ginter et al.).

     Some possibility exists that sites of the Predynastic period in the Fayyum have been systematically over-looked by the numerous researchers in this area, perhaps through lacustrian or erosional events that have obscured them.  But the location of the Birket Qarun shoreline in the Predynastic period is well established by the few sites of this arge that mark it, and by geological evidence as well;  and the many surveys in other areas of the Fayyum have idnetified no Predynastic remains whatever.

   As was suggested in this report, in the context of the earlier occupations, it is likely that the Fayyum's low Predynastic settlement density was a result of the restricted agricultural potential of the Oasis in this era.  The unpredictability of the lake's annual extent, and the low sediment load of its waters would probably have formed an environment of far less potential than the nearby Nile floodplain.  As is indicated below, the Fayyum appears to have been, in the Predynastic period, principally an area where seasonal resources--such a migratory waterfowl--were exploited, and quite concievably few or no people lived in the Oasis the year round. A possible exception to this reconstruction involves the area around the present city of Medinet Fayyum, where the lake shore of the Oasis would have had the greatest agricultural potential.  As a consequence of this potential, human occupation of this area has been intense and sites of earlier periods would no doubt be destroyed or deeply buried.

Of coruse the signal importance of the age in which FS-3 was inhabited is that it was the time when the three major cultural traditions of Egypt--Upper, Lower, and Desert, were combinefd into a national tradition--perhaps even a national consciouness

     The miniscule scale of the Predynastic Fayyum settlement pattern does not justify an extended discussion of its rolle in the great changes Egyptian civilization was undergoing in this period.  Yet it is the crucial period in 

     Hays (A reappraisal of the Egyptian Predynastic, From Hunters to Farmers, eds., J. D. Clark and S. Brandt, 1984) comments on the scarcity of comparative materials from the Predynastic. Most of the excavated occupations of thisperiod are tombs or mortuary complexes, and most are in Upper Egypt.  Hays' survey of an area around Luxor revealed numerous Predynastic communities, many of them simple circular "midden" accumulations with simple mud-brick architecture.  Of particular interest is the problem of chronology raised by Hays. His 7 calibrated dates produced an avearge of 3715 B.C., whihc is well in line with our date of 3780 b.C. (Damon correction), but which is considerably earlier than is expected by hays (1984:73).  As he notes, "...all the dates are considerably older than had been expected from uncalibrated radiocarbon dates and historic correlations.  The Gerzean is thought to have ended with the First Dynasty, ca 3100 B.C. . . ." (1984:73).

    The term "predynastic" has significnce primarily inthe context of Upper Egyptian, as it is the styles of that area that define this period and the largest Predynastic sites are in Upper Egypt.  Although, the Caton-Thompson and gardner refereed to FS-3 as a predynastic site, it is perhaps more appropriate to label it "late Neolithic".  On the other hand, FS-3 shows clear typological and other differences from FS-2--which has been tentatively ascribed to the late Neolithic (ref.)

FS-3
(make a correspondece between our site names and those of Wendorf)

     FS-3 is aan area of approximately XX square meters, marked by scatters of lithics, ceramics, and bones in association with with deflated hearths on the south central shore of the ancient Birket Karun (Figure  ).  This site and sevarl smaller but similar ones (FS-4 and FS-5) are significant primarily because they represent the only known "predynastic" occupations in this area.

     Given the tiny size of these Fayyum Predynastic sites, and their aapparent simple occupational history (they appear to have been seasonal hunting/fishing camps)

     Our genmeral interpretation of this site is that it is a seasonal fishing and hunting camp--although the permamanet occupation from which these people would presumably have come remains unknown.  The features at the site include no evidence of architecture, however, and the depth of deposit does not indicate any great time span. 

The Lithics
     Another aspect of lithic analyses here involves the use of log-linear models to analyze co-occurences of lithics  categories. This can be especially helpful in analyzing the problem of whether the FS-2 and FS-1 industries are related: that is did they choose the same kinds of raw materials (use Lewis model here) 

Note:

    Ginter et al (1980) seems clearly wrong on their attribution of lithics in the vicintiy of Qasr el-Sagha to the Middle Kingdom (fig. 31.) Their lithics in this illustrationhave precise counterparts both the FS-1 and FS-3 assemblages. (be certain to go back to their article here and compare the FS-3 lithics with those in their article.






