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Repatriating prehistoric artefacts to Egypt: Fekri 
Hassan’s Naqada and Siwa study collections
Geoffrey Tassie,1 Joris van Wetering2 and Ian Carroll

Between 1975 and 1981 Professor Fekri Hassan worked in the Western 
Desert and Naqada Region of Egypt, investigating numerous sites. During 
these projects he collected some of the most important study collections relating 
to the Egyptian Palaeolithic, Epipalaeolithic and Predynastic periods. The 
authors describe how this material arrived in UCL stores, the process of 
repatriating it back to Egypt and the Institute of Archaeology’s collections policy.  

Throughout 2009 and into 2010 
a large project documenting the 
prehistoric study collections of 

Prof. Fekri A. Hassan held in the off-
site stores of UCL was undertaken by 
Geoffrey Tassie and Joris van Wetering. 
These collections, originally amassed 
between 1975 and 1981, had been 
donated to the Egyptian Government 
by Hassan in early 2009. The holding 
of such large collections and their 
subsequent repatriation raised several 
questions about UCL’s acquisition and 
collections policy. 

History of Hassan’s work at Naqada
As part of the survey work related to the 
construction of the Aswan High Dam 
in the 1960s, the Combined Prehistoric 
Expedition led by Prof. Fred Wendorf 
surveyed along the track of the proposed 
electricity lines. In 1968 the CPE found a 
settlement dating to the Naqada I Period 
in the vicinity of the modern village of 
el-Khattara in the Naqada region. The 
discovery of an early settlement near to 
the important settlement and cemetery 
remains found by J. De Morgan3 and W. 
M. F. Petrie & J. E. Quibell4 at the end 
of the 19th century sparked the interest of 
the archaeological community. 

In 1975 T. R. Hays (University of 
Texas) instigated a multidisciplinary 
project to survey the west bank of the 
Naqada region between the modern cities 
of Ballas and Danfiq. This survey resulted 
in the discovery of several early settlements 
along the desert edge and test excavations 
were conducted at a number of these sites.5 
The material collected primarily related to 
the Predynastic to Early Dynastic periods 
(Naqada I to III, c.3900–2900 BC). 

The Predynastic of Naqada Project
Hassan, who was involved in both previous 
projects as a geoarchaeologist, took 
over the survey from Hays in 1978 and 
instigated the Washington State University 
Predynastic of Naqada Project.6 A 
systematic survey was conducted whereby 
a transect, 22km long by 0.4km wide, was 
run from the edge of the cultivation into 
the low desert margin. The information 
obtained included archaeological data on 
prehistoric and historic sites, topography 

and geomorphology, surface geology and 
sedimentology, plants, water sources, and 
land-use. 

As expected, several new early 
cemetery sites were discovered in the 
low desert away from the floodplain 
edge. Other types of sites not used for 
habitation or burial contained a large 

percentage of axes and other tools, which 
seem to imply either production or use 
areas. Hassan also re-investigated several 
known sites, including the settlement sites 
of South Town and North Town found 
by Petrie and Quibell, and the cemetery 
with the First Dynasty royal tomb found 
by De Morgan; the cemetery consists of at 
least two other large mastaba tombs and 
numerous smaller tombs dating to the 
Early Dynastic Period.

Of the settlement sites found during 
the 1975 survey, Menchia Kh.3 was 
extensively excavated between 1978 and 
1981. The excavation revealed a settlement 
with predominately Naqada I remains 
(Fig. 1), but also a distinct Naqada II 
occupation, as signature hard orange 
ware pottery was discovered scattered 
throughout the different excavation units. 
A few graves were excavated in a cemetery 

Figure 2 Burial 4 in the Naqada IIC-D cemetery at Menchia Kh.3 

Figure 1 The Naqada I-IIB settlement Menchia Kh.3 showing a deposit of black-topped red ware 
vessels
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World distribution of current field projects

1 Lamanai, Belize
Graham, Aimers: 
Multiperiod
2 Los Buchillones, Cuba
Graham: 12th–17th 

century AD
3 Chorro de Maíta, 
Cuba,
Martinón-Torres:
12th–17th century AD
4 Punta Cana,
Dominican Republic
Oliver: Prehispanic
5 Utuado, Puerto Rico
Oliver: Prehispanic
6 Bogotá, Colombia
Martinón-Torres:
Prehispanic
7 Ilo & Leymebamba, 
Peru
Hillson: Multiperiod
8 Porco, Bolivia
Rehren: 15th–16th 
century AD

9 Buckfastleigh, Devon
Reynolds: Medieval
10 Caerleon, Wales
Gardner: Roman
11 Gresham Ship
Project
Milne, Sully: 16th 
century AD
12 Boxgrove and the 
Valdoe, Sussex
Roberts, Pope, Hillson: 
Lower Palaeolithic
West Dean, Sussex
Sillar, Gardner 
Sommer: Multiperiod
13 Beedings, Sussex
Pope: Upper Palaeolithic
14 Sandwich, Kent
Clarke, Milne: Medieval 
(Cinque Ports project)
15 Thames
Thames estuary
Siddell: Multiperiod
Thames foreshore
Milne: Multiperiod
16 Great Dunham, 
Norfolk
17 East Anglian coast
Parfitt: Lower 
Palaeolithic
Shepherd: Multi-period
18 Wirral, Cheshire
Flatman: Medieval
19 Pickering, Yorkshire
Schadla-Hall: Mesolithic
20 South Uist, Outer
 Hebrides
Reynolds: Medieval

21 Reykholt, Iceland
Sveinbjarnardóttir:
Medieval–present
22 Zealand, Denmark
Grøn: Mesolithic 
23 Cabeço da Amoreira, 
Portugal
Wollstonecroft:
Mesolithic
24 Buendía, Spain
de la Torre: Upper 
Palaeolithic
25 Aistra, Spain
Reynolds: Medieval
26 Roca dels Bous and 
Cova Grande, Spain
de la Torre: Middle & 
Upper Palaeolithic
27 Northern 
Puglia, Italy
Whitehouse, Hamilton: 
Neolithic–Iron Agec
28 Kythera, Greece
Broodbank, Johnson: 
Multiperiod
Antikythera, Greece
Bevan, Conolly: 
Mulit-period
29 Knossos, Greece
Whitelaw: Multiperiod
30 Astypalaia, Greece
Hillson: Classical
31 Noviodunum, 
Romania
Lockyear, Popescu: 
Roman–Byzantine

32 Taforalt, Morocco
Parfitt: Middle–Upper 
Palaeolithic
33 Ségou Region, Mali
MacDonald: 
Archaeology and oral
history, AD c.1400–
1850 
34 SouthernUganda
Ashley: 1000BC–present
35 Bweyorere, Uganda
Reid: Historical African
state
36 Kalahari, Botswana, 
Ashley: 19th century AD
37 Gebel Gulab, Aswan, 
Egypt
Bloxam: Multiperiod
38 Memphis, Egypt
Jeffreys: Multiperiod
39 Giza, Egypt
Murray: Dynastic
40 Qantir/Piramesses, 
Egypt
Rehren: Late Bronze Age

41 Tel Bet Yerah/ 
Khirbet Kerak, Israel
Wengrow: Early Bronze 
Age and Early Islamic
42 Sidon, Levant
Doumet, Griffiths: 
Multiperiod
43 Qadisha Valley, 
Lebanon
Garrard, Yazbeck: 
Palaeolithic
44 Çatalhöyük, Turkey
Martin, Rosen: 
Neolithic
Boncuklu, Turkey
Martin: Neolithic
45 Central Zagros, Iran
Matthews: Neolithic
46 Merv, Turkmenistan
Williams: Multiperiod
47 Akhsiket, 
Uzbekistan
Rehren: Early Islamic
48 Karnataka, India
Fuller: Neolithic
49 Sanchi, Madhya 
Pradesh, India
Shaw: Multiperiod
Nagpur, Maharashtra, 
India
Shaw: Multiperiod
50 Yiluo River, China
Rosen: Neolithic–
Bronze Age
51 Baligang, China
Fuller: Neolithic
52 Caoxieshan, China
Fuller: Neolithic

53 Tian Luo 
Shan, China
Fuller: Neolithic

Pacific
54 Tavua Island, Fiji
Cochrane: Prehistoric 
(1000 BC to AD 1700)
55 Rapa Nui (Easter 
Island), Chile
Hamilton: 
AD1000–1500

The above list includes only the projects that involve survey or excavation (or both) run by members of the Institute or to which they make a major contribution. 
(individual research students’ field projects are excluded, as are study visits to museum and other collections), and only the main members of the Institute involved in 
each project are named. Staff from other UCL departments and other UK and overseas universities and organizations also participate in many projects and in some cases 
co-direct them, but there is insufficient space to list them all here. 
All the overseas projects depend on collaboration with local archaeologists and with the relevant antiquities services, museums or universities. Several of them also 
involve collaboration with other UK universities, museums and other organizations.
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publishing and disseminating the results 
of the work undertaken during the boom 
years. In addition to launching a new 
monograph series (with a series of reports 
due to emerge next year) this has involved 
publishing all of the “grey literature” 
reports on-line, for which see:
http://www.archaeologyse.co.uk/04-Projects/
ReportPDFs.asp

consultancies.  Sadly this resulted in 
eight redundancies within the core 
team, at the culmination of a protracted 
and stressful reorganization exercise. In 
these circumstances it has been difficult 
to sustain our wider commitments 
to teaching and applied research: it is 
simply not possible to find opportunities 
for student placements and internships at 
times when permanent jobs are at risk.     

Following on from this reorganization 
the CAA has, however, succeeded in 
winning sufficient work to sustain a core 
team of 45 specialist staff. This, in turn, 
has allowed the Centre to continue in its 
support for the Institute of Archaeology. 
This has involved contributing some 
£150,000 to offset losses elsewhere within 
the Institute, as well as funding research 
students, providing teaching support 
(notably in the summer field school at 
West Dean), and generating research 
opportunities and materials through our 
ongoing fieldwork programme. Highlights 
of this programme have included:  

• The recovery of Middle and Upper 
Palaeolithic flint assemblages, apparently 
including late Neanderthal material (Late 
Middle Palaeolithic), from a fissure site 
at Beedings in West Sussex (see report in 
Archaeology International 11, 2007/2008).   

• The launching of a community 
archaeology project (funded by the 
Beacon Bursary) based on the study of the 
early Neolithic causewayed enclosure at 
Whitehawk Camp near Brighton.   

• The investigation of a possible 
Neolithic flint mine found during the 
construction of a new football stadium at 
Falmer, Brighton.

• The discovery of a timber trackway, 
dated c.6000 BP, associated with the 
wetland landscape of the Thames estuary 
in advance of the construction of new 
prison buildings at Belmarsh in Woolwich. 
This is the earliest known timber structure 
within the region and further study of 
the chronology and character of the 
palaeoenvironmental evidence is now 
underway.

The CAA continues to develop 
its heritage management services and 
is currently providing expert advice 
on heritage policy and strategy to the 
Council of Europe (baseline monitoring 
of the Grenada Convention, with the Paul 
Drury Partnership), the DCMS (policy 
review on UK’s current approach to World 
Heritage), English Heritage (Hadrian’s 
Wall Management Plan), the CBA (survey 
of data relevant to ethnic diversity in the 
archaeology workforce) and others.  

One of the consequences of the 
slackening in the pace of commercial 
development in the UK is that it has 
been possible to redirect efforts into 
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investigating the Neolithic site of 
Merimde Beni Salame,10 as well as Middle 
Palaeolithic (c.50000 BP) sites in the 
Khatatba region.11 The two main sites 
in the Khatatba region provided a vast 

found directly south of this settlement, all 
dating to Naqada II (Fig. 2).     

The project is currently being prepared 
for publication in a series of monographs 
covering both the survey and excavations, 
along with several research articles.7 The 
final report will also include the results of 
older excavations in the Naqada region, 
providing a comprehensive overview 
of cultural development and changing 
settlement patterns in the Naqada 
region from the Predynastic to the Old 
Kingdom. 

Archaeological research in the Western 
Desert
Between 1975 and 1977 Hassan worked 
in the Western Desert concentrating on 
three main areas: Siwa Oasis with the 
nearby smaller Gara and el-Areg oases; 
Bahariya Oasis; and the desert edge of 
the West Delta. Although H. Junker had 
investigated the West Delta desert edge 
during the 1920s,8 Hassan’s work in this 
region was the first to record Middle 
Palaeolithic remains. At both Siwa and 
Bahariya oases Hassan was also the first 
to investigate the prehistoric remains in a 
scientific manner.

In the Siwa and Gara oases 
Epipalaeolithic (Garan 8300–6600 BC) 
and Neolithic (Siwan 5700–3900 BC) 
sites were investigated from 1975 to 1976. 
Although several sites of Neolithic date 
were discovered, no pottery was identified 
as relating to these occupations, which 
contained endscrapers, composite tools, 
raclettes, and pressure flaked bifacial 
tools. The Epipalaeolithic occupations 
identified at more than twenty sites 
show an abundance of straight backed 
bladelets, blades, burins, double burins, 
microburins, Krukowski microburins, 
along with denticulates, endscrapers on a 
blade, perforators, sidescrapers, notched 
pieces, scaled pieces, geometric triangles 
and leaf and stemmed points (Figs 3, 4 
and 5). Other artefacts found included 
grinding stones and ostrich eggshell 
beads, and possibly associated pottery 
at two sites. Apart from hearths that 
probably represent campsites, the only 
structure found was a semi-circle of stones 
at Shiyata 1.9 
 At Ain Khoman playa, Bahariya Oasis 
several sites had surface scatters of lithics 
represented by endscrapers, notches, 
burins, denticulates, blades and some 
bifacial pieces, but no microliths, 
indicating Terminal Palaeolithic 
occupations. A similar artefact assemblage 
was found at a site in the nearby oasis of 
Ain el-Heiz Bahari. Roman and Ptolemaic 
remains were also found at both Siwa and 
Bahariya oases. 

Hassan’s work along the West 
Delta desert margin in 1977 included 

about 500kg of archaeological material 
with him to Washington State University 
in the USA for further analysis. 

These Partage agreements, undertaken 
at the end of a season of excavation, were 
commonplace in the 19th and early 20th 
centuries, but became rarer from the 
middle of the 20th century, and after the 
passing of Egyptian Law 117 in 1983, no 
archaeological remains could leave the 
country, unless the Permanent Committee 
of the SCA gave written permission 
for scientific study that could not be 
conducted in Egypt. 

As Naqada was one of the major 
players in state formation in ancient Egypt, 
along with Abydos and Hierakonpolis, 
this material is one of the most important 
data sets excavated or collected relating to 
this period. While in the USA, some of 
the pottery from the Naqada collection 
was transported from Washington State 
University to the University of California 
for Renée Friedman to analyse as part 
of her doctoral research on settlement 
ceramics.12 The lithic material from 
Naqada was studied in the USA by 
Dianne Holmes as part of her doctoral 
research undertaken at the Egyptology 
Department, UCL on Upper Egyptian 
lithic development.13 The lithic material 
from Siwa was examined by George Gross 
for his Master’s dissertation at Washington 
State University.14 

In 1994, Hassan was appointed Petrie 
Professor of Egyptian Archaeology at 
UCL, bringing his collections with him. 
Initially most of these objects were housed 
in an annexe to his office in 25 Gordon 
Street, where they could be handled or 
examined by students. Hassan’s original 
intention was that more research should 
be undertaken on the material using 
UCL’s scientific facilities. The following 

Figure 3 Siwa Oasis: the excavation of site 75/32 

Figure 4 Siwan lithics: blade from site 76/20

Figure 5 Siwan lithics: points from site 75/28

quantity of lithic material, much of which 
showed Levallois technique on both the 
flakes and cores. 

From Egypt via the USA to the UK
After the end of the 1981 Predynastic of 
Naqada season, as part of a so-called Partage 
(division of finds) agreement, Hassan 
arranged with the Egyptian Antiquities 
Organization (later renamed the Supreme 
Council of Antiquities (SCA)) to take 
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New research grant income
Two CECD Principal Invesigators based at 
UCL (Ruth Mace and Stephen Shennan) 
were successful in the 2009 round of the 
ERC’s extremely competitive Advanced 
Investigator competition. They secured 
grants each worth approximately €2M 
to progress work applying evolutionary 
theory and methods to (respectively) the 
anthropology of social norms, and the 
later prehistoric archaeology of Europe. 
These awards will further enhance the 
status and impact of the new evolutionary 
science of cultural dynamics, which it has 
been the CECD’s mission to promote.

Dissemination and outreach
The work of the Phase One and Phase 
Two AHRC Centres at UCL is now 
also being progressed through two new 
initiatives, the new “Centre for the 
Coevolution of Biology and Culture” 
at Durham University (co-directed 
by CECD Principal Investigator Alex 
Bentley), and the planned new “Centre 
for Human Evolution” at UCL, to be 
directed by CECD Principal Investigator 
Ruth Mace. University support for 
such initiatives confirms that CECD 
members are now accepted as leading 
international authorities on the theory 
and applications of cultural evolutionary 
models within archaeology and 
anthropology. The increasing interest in 
this work by workers in the life sciences 
is demonstrated by the acceptance of 
CECD conference proceedings as special 
issues of two interdisciplinary journals 
that are influential in that field. We have 
again hosted several international visiting 
scholars working on topics relevant to the 
Centre’s mission. During 2009, Centre 
visitors included Dr Jan Apel (University 
of Gotland); Prof. Blandine Bril (L’Ecole 
des Hautes Etudes, Paris,); Professor 
Jonathan Haas (Field Museum, Chicago); 
Professor Doug Kennett (University of 
Oregon); Dr Katerina Pastra (Institute 
for Language and Speech Processing, 
Athens); Dr Thembi Russell (University 
of Witwatersrand). The second Centre 
Summer School is being planned for 2010, 
and will further disseminate our approach 
to a new generation of researchers. Our 
outreach strategy has meanwhile taken us 
once again to the British Science Festival, 
and continues to involve us in innovative 
collaborations with curriculum experts 
developing materials for school science 
teachers. A session on Darwin’s theory and 
the cultural sciences was organized at the 
Festival. A DVD-based school resource 
on the biology, physics and evolution of 
speech is being completed in collaboration 
with UCL Linguistics, the Institute of 
Physics and the Nuffield Curriculum 
Centre. A temporary exhibition “Discover 
Culture with Darwin” was mounted by 

M.Sc. Museum Studies students at the 
Institute of Archaeology during the second 
half of 2009, with CECD as the client. 
The visiting speaker seminar series was 
organized by the CECD in the Institute 
of Archaeology in Spring Term 2009, 
entitled Darwin’s influence in archaeology 
and anthropology and thematically linked 
to the Darwin200 anniversaries. 

The International Centre 
for Chinese Heritage and 

Archaeology (ICCHA)

Director: Thilo Rehren

“Differences and Relations: An Ongoing 
Technological study on the Hanzhong 
Bronze, Southwest China” by Kunlong 
Chen, a visiting doctoral student from 
USTB.

Major research projects of the 
Institute in China include work on early 
rice domestication and the study of the 
bronze weapons of the Terracotta Army. 
Both projects benefit greatly from the 
involvement of doctoral students from 
China who are at the Institute thanks to 
three-year studentships. ICCHA, the UCL 
Institute of Archaeology, and the students 
are all extremely grateful for the generous 
support of the SHKP-Kwoks Foundation in 
Hong Kong, which is currently supporting 
six doctoral students from mainland China, 
and has recently announced their intention 
to support another three beginning in 
2009.

Finally, ICCHA regularly organizes and 
hosts visits by delegations from Chinese 
heritage and archaeology institutions, 
facilitating visits to relevant institutions 
and sites in the UK. In April, we hosted 
a delegation from the Beijing Institute 
of Cultural Relics who spent ten days 
in the UK, and in May we welcomed 17 
Vice-Directors of Provincial Archaeological 
Institutes from across China. Another 
regular feature of ICCHA is the 
organization of international conferences 
in Beijing. In 2006, Peter Ucko organized 
a conference on Teaching of Archaeological 
Field Techniques, the proceedings of which 
have since been published by Saffron 
Press as a book (From Concepts of the 
Past to Practical Strategies; the teaching of 
archaeological field techniques; P Ucko, Qin 
Ling and Jane Hubert, eds). Following 
Peter’s untimely death in June 2007, Peter 
Stone from Newcastle University kindly 
agreed to organize the next conference, 
under the title Sharing Archaeology, which 
took place in November 2008.

The ICCHA is a joint enterprise 
between the School of 
Archaeology and Museology of 

Peking University in Beijing, and the 
UCL Institute of Archaeology here in 
London. First established in 2003 with 
considerable support from the Simon 
Li foundation, it is one of the many 
enduring initiatives of Peter Ucko, and 
one he worked for until his very last days. 
Among its main aims is to strengthen the 
mutual knowledge of archaeology and 
heritage in China and the West, in terms 
of factual knowledge as well as methods 
for its study, management, preservation 
and presentation to the wider public. 
Apart from a steering committee 
representing the two partner institutions, 
ICCHA has no formal membership; it 
addresses the growing community at the 
Institute of people with an academic or 
cultural interest in China. This year, we 
have about a dozen Chinese postgraduate 
students at the Institute, mostly from 
mainland China, but also from Taiwan 
and Hong Kong, and several more whose 
research is focused on China in one way 
or another.

ICCHA’s initiatives can be summarized 
under three headings; student-centred 
activities, research projects, and exchange 
and outreach. The first two in particular 
sometimes overlap, for instance when 
doctoral students are involved in joint 
research projects. During term time, our 
students organize the monthly China 
Night, with up-to-date presentations of 
research by staff and students, or indeed 
visitors. In addition, they organize their 
own Study Group to support each other, 
and help new students to adjust to 
academic life in the UK. China Night 
topics this year included “Radiocarbon 
Dating and Precise Archaeological 
Chronology: A Case Study in Central 
Plain of China from Late Neolithic to 
Early Bronze Age” by Dr Zhang Hai, 
a postdoctoral fellow at the Institute, 
“Trade, Local Taste: Chinese ceramics in 
late proto-historic Island Southeast Asia” 
by PhD student Kuang-jen Chang, and 

Centre for Applied 
Archaeology (CAA)

Director: Dominic Perring

The Centre for Applied Archaeology, 
which incorporates Archaeology 
South-East, formerly the Field 

Archaeolgy Unit has had a difficult year. 
The Centre  undertakes much of its work 
on behalf of the construction industry, 
which pays for archaeological studies in 
order to inform planning decisions and 
to record historic landscapes at risk of 
being destroyed by new development.  
Like most archaeological contractors we 
have been badly affected by the recession 
in the UK construction industry: there 
is less work to do, and there is fierce 
price competition between the surviving 
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repacking and inventorying could begin. 
However, due to its age (30+ years), much 
of the original packing matter had to be 
exchanged for modern material: zip-seal 
bags and acid free tissue. Photographs of 
a selection of artefacts from each box were 
also taken for inclusion in the report, 
these included items such as cylinder-
seal impressions, a polished stone axe, 
complete pottery vessels and a painted 
wall section. The artefactual material was 
weighed, rather than counted, to speed 
the process of inventorying. The complete 
ceramic vessels presented specific 
problems, and needed to be carefully 
wrapped in acid-free tissue and placed 
within padded material so that they were 
not damaged in storage or transit (Fig. 7). 
Some of the ceramic vessels also required 
conservation treatment and partial 
restoration (Fig. 8). Several other items, 
such as bone awls, mud-palettes, siltstone 
palettes, and bullae were also treated 
in the same manner, being wrapped in 
acid-free tissue and placed in their own 
small containers within the larger boxes. 
The collection totalled 85 medium-
sized boxes. The majority of the material 
from the Predynastic of Naqada Project 
comprised potsherds and lithic artefacts, 
with a few boxes of environmental remains 
(Figs 9, 10 and 11), while, the majority of 
the material from the Siwa and Western 
Desert projects comprised lithic artefacts, 
with a few boxes of environmental remains 
and one box of pottery.

The final report contained a listing of 
every bag, detailing what it contains and 
a photograph of a selection of artefacts 
contained in each box. Within a few 
weeks of the report being delivered to 

Figure 6 Work in UCL storage: cataloguing the collection  

Figure 7 Work in UCL storage:  Tassie packing one of the black-topped red vases    

Figure 8 Work in UCL storage:  van Wetering 
examining sherds for reconstruction of vessels of 
the Naqada collection   

year, when the Egyptology Department 
was incorporated into the Institute of 
Archaeology, the offices and Edwards 
Library were moved into the Institute 
building from their original homes 
in Gordon Street and DMS Watson 
Building. As Hassan’s new office was not 
large enough to accommodate his study 
collections, they were placed in the off-
site storage facilities of UCL. 

Recording the collections and 
repatriation to Egypt
Due to Hassan’s retirement in autumn 
2008, the future of the collections needed 
to be secured. Throughout 2008 and 
2009 Tassie and van Wetering had been 
archiving the paperwork, photographs 
and plans held in Hassan’s office relating 
to his collections. 

The search for new storage facilities 
for his collections led Hassan to offer 
the material as gift to the Egyptian 
Government via the agency of the SCA. 
After negotiations between Prof. Hassan, 
Prof. Stephen Shennan, Ian Carroll and 
the Secretary General of the SCA, Dr Zahi 
Hawass, it was decided that the collections 
should be catalogued and repacked before 
being shipped to Egypt. Therefore, in the 
summer of 2009 Tassie was put in charge 
of inventorying the collection (Fig. 6). 
The inventorying took three months with 
a further month to compile the resulting 
report. The initial process was the sorting 
of the material by site and broad material 
type. This entailed emptying the boxes, 
which often contained not only material 
from different sites, but also personal 
objects and some paperwork. Once the 
objects had been sorted the process of 
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Figure 11 A black-topped red ware vessel (FS 
613) with an ancient repair to its lower body 
from Menchia Kh.3, area VIII, Naqada I-IIB 

the SCA, Dr Hawass sent Khaled Saad, 
Director of the Prehistoric section of 
the SCA, and Mustafa Rezk Ibrahim 
to inspect the material and accompany 
it back to Egypt. This process involved 
checking the contents of the boxes against 
the inventory. With the help of Momart, a 
professional shipping company, the boxes 
were repacked into six large padded crates 
for transportation to Egypt (Figs 12 and 
13). The collections eventually arrived in 
Egypt during early March 2010. 

UCL Institute of Archaeology 
Collections Policy
The Institute of Archaeology has from its 
inception been actively concerned with 
the ethics of archaeology and collection. 
There has always been a progressive 
attitude towards the theory and practice of 
working with objects and archaeological 
material in general. Historically, it has 
been a complex process to formulate 
a policy around collecting, in order to 
decide what material is collected, how it 
enters the department and what happens 

to it while in the Institute’s care, and its 
eventual disposition. The following is a 
brief history of Institute practice, which 
is relevant background to the history and 
movement of Hassan’s material.

In 1934, when he founded the 
Institute of Archaeology, Mortimer 
Wheeler stated that one of its aims was to 
provide “training in fieldwork techniques 
and the ancillary skills needed for the 
proper recording of the publication of 
fieldwork”.15 Another stated aim of the 
newly founded Institute was “to provide 
properly classified collections of material, 
derived where possible from scientifically 
conducted excavations, for the use of the 
student and the research worker”.16

Inherent within these statements is 
the emphasis on the use and collection 
of provenanced material, from known 
sites, that has been legally acquired and 
collected. Judging from the Institute’s 
records, this general principle of 
acquisition and collecting worked well 
until the 1980s. At that time financial 
pressures across the university sector, 
brought about by the politics of the day, 
led many institutions to consider ways of 
generating income.

By 1990 these financial explorations 
led the IoA to draft its first formal 
policy on the acceptance of objects and 
material coming into the department. 
This policy clearly states that “The 
Institute of Archaeology is totally 
opposed to the looting of and illegal 
export of antiquities and adheres to the 
ICOM Code of Professional Ethics which 
opposes acting ‘in any way that could be 
regarded as benefiting such illicit trade, 
directly or indirectly’”. This policy was 
applied to all the Institute’s activities 
in relation to collecting and working 
with archaeological material, although 
it was specifically meant to apply to any 
prototype companies of the Institute.

The conception of this policy was the 
subject of much vehement debate and 
polarized arguments throughout the 1980s 
about collecting and the types of activities 
in which the Institute should be involved. 

Figure 9 A siltstone palette from the late Naqada II cemetery at Menchia Kh.3   

Figure 10 A selection of bifacial tools from PWT.144    
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Cultural Property Policy, which requires 
all staff across UCL to register centrally 
any material brought into the University. 
It defines cultural property as “individual 
objects, collections, specimens, structures, 
or sites identified as having artistic, 
historic, scientific, religious, or social 
significance, whether or not they are 
held and maintained principally for 
their contribution to knowledge and 
culture”19 and the policy applies to all 
UCL sites and activities both in the UK 
and abroad. A requirement of this policy 
is that all material brought into UCL for 
study is done so with the relevant legal 
permissions. Initially discussed in 2005, 
it came about as a recommendation 
from the enquiry into the high profile 
case concerning 654 incantation bowls 
that were brought into UCL’s Hebrew 
Studies Department for doctoral research. 
Interestingly, not only does this document 
support and reinforce existing procedures 
and policies in place at the Institute, but 
the Archaeology Department is used as an 
example of good practice by UCL. 

Returning to the subject of Hassan’s 
Naqada and Siwa study collections, there 
were several press reports, particularly in 
the UK and Egypt. Most of the reporting 
concentrated on the quantity of material 
being returned, legal ownership and the 
original documentation surrounding the 
removal of the material.20 It needs to be 
clearly stated here that the documents 
available demonstrated that the material 
had been legally excavated and exported 
from Egypt. The material’s subsequent 
arrival at the Institute did not breach 
any national or international laws and 

In brief the Institute had, following 
encouragement from the management of 
UCL, considered setting up a commercial 
company to raise funds by allowing space 
to be rented to individuals to undertake 
paid analytical work and conservation. 
However, the actual and potential damage 
to the Institute’s reputation and the 
lessons learnt from other institutions that 
had already set up companies, as well as 
opposition from within the Institute, led 
to the recognition that these fund-raising 
activities were counterproductive and not 
in keeping with the Institute’s original 
founding ethics.17 This policy stayed in 
place until 1998 when further debate led 
to review and revision.

In 1999 the Institute took a unique 
and firm stance on the illicit trade 
in antiquities, by issuing the “Policy 
Statement of the Institute of Archaeology, 
London, Regarding the Illicit Trade in 
Antiquities”. This lengthy document urges 
the Government to sign and ratify the 
1970 UNESCO Convention on the Means 
of Prohibiting and Preventing the Illicit 
Import, Export and Transfer of Ownership 
of Cultural Property and the 1995 Unidroit 
Convention on Stolen and Illegally Exported 
Cultural Objects and states the implications 
for staff in supporting this policy.18

There are a number of reasons why 
this policy came into being. Within 
the IoA there was a general agreement 
that the 1990 policy needed updating. 
Curatorially there was growing awareness 
that across UCL and in the IoA there was 
a need to manage all aspects of collecting 
to recognized standards, using established 
practices like the Museum Documentation 
Association’s exit and entry procedures. 

Figure 13 The crates being loaded onto the lorry by representatives from Momart for transportation 
to Egypt via Heathrow Airport     

The Institute itself had undergone various 
course reviews, and was offering Master’s 
Degree programmes across the heritage 
and archaeological sector, and was now 
increasingly involved in world archaeology. 
However, as the illicit trade in antiquities 
continued unabated, there was a pressing 
need for an institute concerned with 
all these issues to take an ethical stance. 
The 1999 policy resulted in a number 
of practical outcomes that allows the 
Institute to manage its collecting. 

The 1999 policy was reinforced 
in 2009 by the launch of a UCL wide 

Figure 12 Ian Carroll, Khaled Saad and Mustafa Ibrahim overseeing the collections being loaded in 
the packing crates    
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18 The UK Government eventually accepted 
the 1970 UNESCO convention in 2002, 
although have still not fully ratified it, 
and subscription to the 1995 Unidroit 
agreement is still awaited.

19 2009 UCL policy: http://www.ucl.ac.uk/
cultural-property/policy.shtml

20 The media attention attracted by 
the repatriation of so many objects 
unfortunately led some writers to 
speculate that this material was being 
returned to Egypt as part of the ongoing 
process by the SCA to retrieve smuggled 
and illegally exported artefacts. However, 
Al-Ahram Weekly 11–17 March correctly 
reported that the artefacts were legally 
given to Hassan as part of an agreement 
on the division of finds: http://sites.
google.com/site/weeklyahramorgeg/home-
1/prehistoric-objects-to-go-to-dakhla. Art 
News Spring 2010, although questioning 
the legal ownership of the objects, agreed 
that they had been legitimately exported, 
and that the Institute had acted ethically 
and legally. 

conformed to Institute collecting policy, 
which itself is based on international 
conventions.  

The future of the collections
According to Dr Zahi Hawass and 
Khaled Saad, the collections will be stored 
initially and some items temporarily 
displayed in the Ahmed Fakry Museum 
in Dakhla Oasis, a museum dedicated to 
the prehistory of the Western Desert. The 
Western Desert collection may remain 
there and be put on permanent display. 
The Naqada collection will eventually be 
displayed in a new museum dedicated 
to the prehistory of Egypt, to be built at 
Naqada or Qena. It is hoped that with 
these two significant collections Egypt 
can create museum displays that will allow 
visitors to learn more about the prehistoric 
Egyptian cultures. 
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