
TWO mYPTllN FLINT KNAPPING SCENES 

by S. R. Snape and J . A. Tyldeeley 

In an articla in the Newsletter of Lithic Technology , .!!ruce Bradley 
(, 912) suggested an "inductive technological sequenoe" for the' manu­
facture of two types of f l int implement from predynastic Egypt . He 
based t his hypothetical manufacturing sequence on hie observation of 
the "chronological truncations of flake ecars and/or ground. surfaces 
on the f"iniehcd implement", paying ep"cial attention to what appeared 
to be the final shaping of the implement by pressure flaking . Evidence 
confirming t he use of a tipped baton in the pressurs flaking of f lint 
knives in Egypt, although from a later period than those discussed by 
Bradley , may be found in two remarkable tomb scenes whoss existence may 
well be unknown to many lithic specialists. 

The scenea in question coms from the tombs of two proVincial magnates 
of the early Middle Kine'dom (c. 2000-1900 :BC) at .Beni Hasan Middle 
Egypt (Grifrth 1896, pIs. 1 &id e) . A reguJ.ar feature of the tombe of 
Egyptian nobles of this period was the depiction of sCenes of daily 
11fe, including various crafts and industries . Tomb 15 depicts the 
work of four :flint knappers, accompanied by ths legend in hieroglnohic 
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Fig.l. The flint knapping scenes from Tombs 15 and 2 (after Griffith 
1896, pIs. 1 and 8) . 
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text, "striking flint/knives" (for a discussion of the various Egyptian 
terms for flint see Midant- Rsynes 1981) . These artisans appear to be 
completing the final stage of ma..nu..facture , holding the almost-finished 
~lement in the left hand and pressing, rather than hitting, ths flint 
tool with a long baton. TOmb 2 shows flint workers seated around whet 
a.ppears to be an anvil, a.ga.in apparently puttins the finishing touches 
to flint knives by pressure flaking . The batons in the Istter tomb 
appear to have a separate tip of a different material, the original 
drawing showing a black baton with a brown end- pisce . 

It is not intended to eUUSst that the illustrations are "photographic" 
reproductione of flint knapping in Egypt . Stylietic licence must be 
taken into account, ss must ths artist ' s selection of those scenes of 
manufacture which, to him , best represented the activity . The fact that 
only the final stage of the sequencs leading to the production of flint 
knives ie depicted must not be taken to imply anything about the locat­
ion or organieation of the prsvious stages of manufacture. 
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lriORXED FLINTS FROM COASTAL SITES IN HAMPSHIRE (lriARBLINCTON _ EMSir/ORTH 
AREA) 

by Ted Masson PhHl1ps 

The foreshore at ths two sites described. here consists of flint-gravel 
on top of eroded cl~, or Coombe-rock. The natural blls.ch flint is 
apparently derived from the eroeion of the Coombe-rock and the individ­
ua.l flints ere angular and battered, and discoloured orange- red or 
brown, or sometimes ... hite . Among them, espeoially at site I, thers are 
.we.ny und.lscoloured, humanly- struck flakea of glossy black flint and a 
small nllJllber of definite implement types. 

The only reference I have been able to find to this area occurs i n the 
Archaeological Review for 1968 published by the Council for British 
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Fig.1 . Heavy flake implement , Hampshin. coast . 

Archaeology (Groups 12 and 1}) where ther e ie a nota racordin£ the find­
ing of meaolithic and neolithio worked flints in the cemetery at Warb­
lington (50 729054) . 

Site I . Foreshore between Conigar Point (near Warblington church) and 
the mouth of the Nore Rithe stream at Thlsworth ( SU 736051 t o su 7J9053) . 

This piece of coastline is sheltered by Conigar Point and a oonsiderabl e 
width of saltings . Worked flints , derived from loam overlying the low 
bank of CooJ:lbe_rock at the back of the beach , occur all along the fore­
shore , on the beach , above and below high water mark. The lo~ Boil 
(alluvium?) reste on Coombe-rock Which overliee clay. The Coombe- roCk 
oontains angular chalk rubble and flints , mostly stained orange- buff , 
which show no sign of h'lUDall flaking, with the exception of one tri­
angular flake found on the beach. All the other artefacts found on the 
beach , t otalling about one hundred , are of glossy bl ack flint . The 
majority are stnlCk flakes , some of .... hich sho .... signe of utilisation, 
but there a re alao some implements, including one tiny round scraper, 
one end soraper on a flake , one hollow scraper, one small ovate imple­
ment faceted on both face" , struck from a .flak .. , and one hea.vy flake 
implement (Fig. 1) . 

'1'0 me tha artefact" have a neolithio ' l ook' bu t there i8 nothing defin_ 
itive t o confirm this tentative dating. Sever al cores were found and 
some flints were fire-crackled . 

Site rI. Foreshore beach .... est of Warolington Quay ( SU 722052) . 
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This site is e~sed to .... est .... inds and to wave action. There ie consid­
erable erosion of the low bank and very little in the way of salt1ngs . 
Consequently, the .... orked flints which occur on this beach ars battered 
and worn , pre8UlJlS.bly after being washed out of the low be.nk which lI&>in 
consists of loam overlying Coombe- rock and ol ay. The only implement I 
found here was a roU8h side-soraper worked on a flake . 

November 1993 

'P~'1'~t-O';!~1""O~i~a~''--'i0~'~-''';;li~'"i''~'-:-'inE~t;":a-'jc~~,:"b!r~id~"B:;r~"'±i'~n~1 by Christopher Y. 
Tilley , pp. 107 , pls . 5 , figs. 44 . British A.rchaeological Reports , 
British Series 66 , Oxford 1979. Price £2 . 50 . 

Thia ia the published version of an undergraduate dissertation, com­
posed with inherently limited time and resources which .... ere unfort_ 
una t ely inadequate for the ambitious scope of the selected topic . The 
au t hor propose s a model for mesol1thic and , to a lesser extent , late 
glacial and early neol ithic settlement in the Cambridge region based on 
a reconatruction of contemporary topography, vegetat ion and faW1a . Such 
reconstructions are always problematical ; thi s one is particularly so 
becau"e a lares part of the study area consists of Fenland within which 
t he pace and scale of post- glacial. topographical c~ have been 
greater than in I:IOst of Britain and within which much palaeoenviron­
mental research has bean carried out, the results of which cannot be 
hast i ly mastered . Not surpriainsiy, the settlement model sita insecure­
ly in an under-researched landscape . The drai~ patte:rn shown on the 
distribution and site catchment maps is that published by Fox in 192:3, 
althoU8h t his was already oodified by field study of e:>:;tinot water­
courses in the 1930's and can be further re- drawn in the light of the 
accumulating evidence of aer ial photography and fiel d survey. More 
misleadingly, fen peat is shown a t ita mode:rn ext ent for the entire 
period of IItudy . There is indeed . as Tilley points out, evidence for 
Boreal peat f ormation i n parts of the avea, but he neglects to note 
that it is confined to river channels and o ther particularly wet and 
low- lying locations . The evidence of stratlgraphy , radiocarbon dating 
and pollen analysis conSistently indicates t hat larga-scale peat growth 
did not begin in the southern fens until the eaxly thi rd millannium be. 

In these cir cumstances , Tilley 's esttmat ion of the importance of fen­
land resources like rhizomes, fi sh, eele, wildf owl and beaver in the 


