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EDITORIAL FOREWORD

SINCE the last volume of this Fournal appeared Egyptology has suffered a calamitous
loss in the death at Oxford of Professor Battiscombe Gunn. A philologist of the first
rank, witness his epoch-making Studies in Egyptian Syntax, he was also a wonderful
teacher and guide, philosopher, and friend to many students. For a number of years
he served our Society as a member of Committee and as Editor of the Journal, while
those who knew him well mourn the passing of one of the best and kindest of men.
An obituary by Dr. John Barns appears elsewhere in this issue.

In America also Egyptology has undergone a severe blow in the loss of the veteran
scholar H. E. Winlock. For many years Director of the Metropolitan Museum of Art,
New York, his chief interest always lay in matters Egyptian. Perhaps his greatest
contribution to our science was the long series of most fruitful excavations on behalf
of his Museum which he directed at Dér el-Bahri, whereby he not only enriched the
collections at Cairo and New York, but also made considerable additions to our know-
ledge. He likewise did valuable work on the Oases of Khargah and Dakhlah, and devoted
much effort to the disentangling of the obscure history and chronology of the two
Intermediate Periods which respectively preceded and followed the Twelfth Dynasty.

We have also, alas, to announce the passing of two well-known French scholars,
M. Raymond Weill and M. Pierre Jouguet. M. Weill, who died on 13 July last, could
look back on nearly half a century of Egyptological studies, for his first book, Recueil des
inscriptions egyptiennes du Sinai, appeared in 1904 ; of his later works his Décrets royaux
and Chronologie égyptienne are probably those by which he will best be remembered. At
the time of his death he was editor of the Revue d’ Egyptologie, now in its seventh volume,
and President of the Société frangaise d’Egyptologie. Of M. Jouguet Sir Harold Bell
writes: “The death of Pierre Jouguet on ¢ July 1949 removes from the limited circle of
papyrologists one of its most prominent and best loved figures. He was not only himself
an expert editor (witness, for example, his work on the Magdola and Theadelphia
papyri) but the organizer and inspirer of papyrological studies at Lille and Paris. He
was indeed the doyen of French papyrologists. But his interests extended far beyond
the field of papyrology in the strict sense, to ancient history and archaeology in many
aspects and to the literary heritage of the Greece which he loved so ardently and in
which, as a former student of the French School at Athens, he never ceased to take a
lively interest. Genial, kindly, understanding and tolerant, with a high sense of responsi-
bility and devotion to duty, he was a humanist for whom all who knew him entertained
a warm regard, and though he had reached the age of eighty he was still actively at
work, and yearly adding to the list of his publications in the sphere of classical scholar-
ship.’

As announced in the last edition of this Foreword, Mr. P. L. Shinnie has carried

out at “Amarah West the clearance of a small area which at the end of the preceding
B 1092 B



2 EDITORIAL FOREWORD

season had been left incompletely explored, and with the completion of this task our
work in the Sudan comes to an end. It is hoped that Mr. Shinnie’s preliminary reports
on his two seasons’ work at this site will appear in the next volume of the Journal. On
the other hand, the Society’s Archaeological Survey of Egypt has resumed the urgent
task of recording the monuments visible above ground, under the direction of Professor
Blackman, with the assistance of Mr. M. Apted. The site chosen was Meir, where in
the past Professor Blackman has done much valuable work for us, and we are gratified
to learn that all the tombs on this site which have not already been recorded have now
been copied. The publication of the new material will be put in hand as soon as possible,
and we look forward to a valuable addition to the four volumes already published under
the title The Rock Tombs of Meir. In this connexion, however, we are very sorry to
have to report that Professor Blackman met with a serious mishap during the voyage
home; he had the great misfortune to fall and break a thigh-bone, and consequently
he had to go into hospital as soon as he reached England. At the time of writing, how-
ever, we understand that he is making good progress, and we most sincerely hope that
he is well on the way to complete recovery.

As regards the other publications for which the Society is responsible, the news is
good. All the many difficulties which beset the editor of City of Akhenaten, vol. 111,
seem now to have been overcome, and we are approaching the final stages of its pro-
duction, while the new edition of Inscriptions of Sinai is also well advanced. It is
probable that soon work will be resumed on the publication of the outstanding material
from Sir Robert Mond’s excavations at Armant, while on the Graeco-Roman side
the forthcoming volumes on Antinopolis and Oxyrhynchus are progressing well.

The Trustees of the British Museum announced in The Times of 7 July their inten-
tion of creating a separate Department of Egyptian Antiquities. As an interim measure
Mr. I. E. S. Edwards, the Honorary Treasurer of this Society, has been appointed
Deputy Keeper in charge of Egyptian Antiquities in the present combined Department
of Egyptian and Assyrian Antiquities. We are sure that our members will welcome
this development and will feel that it is a fitting recognition of the importance which the
Trustees attach to both branches of the Department in our national collection. We
also congratulate Mr. Edwards on his appointment and wish him every success.

In connexion with her article in Vol. 35 of the Journal, Mrs. Davies has asked that
the following note should be included in the present volume: ‘I regret that some of the
Latin names of the birds at Beni Hasan which I have ascribed to Mr. Moreau contain
errors in spelling. Mr. Moreau and Mr. Alexander are of course not responsible for
these mistakes. NINa M. Davigs.’
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THE BAPTISM OF PHARAOH

By SIR ALAN GARDINER

IN a recently written but not yet published article I was concerned to show that four
sandstone blocks in the Vatican Museum emanate from the temple erected at Hermonthis
(Armant) by Tuthmosis III in honour of Mont, the principal deity of that important
Upper Egyptian town. One of the blocks bears the remains of a scene of well-known
type: Tuthmosis III stands facing left, while streams of vivifying cankh-signs are
poured over his head by a destroyed god on either side of him.* My attempt to provide
a commentary led to developments which would have lengthened my article to an un-
desirable extent. The following pages are devoted to what had there to be omitted.

For information concerning Egyptian rites of purification one turns naturally to the
important series of papers of which Blackman was the author.2 The ramifications of the
subject are enormous, since all religious ceremonies of Pharaonic times, whether per-
formed on behalf of a deity, a deceased noble, or the living king, were prefaced by some
act of ritual cleansing of which the object was sometimes the officiant and sometimes
the intended beneficiary. Happily I am not called upon to deal with this topic in more
than a limited way. The royal purification in question can be segregated from the other
similar rites in a manner that has not hitherto been properly recognized, and the texts
accompanying the scenes where it is depicted yield a self-sufficient explanation of its
purpose beyond which it is superfluous to look.

Before proceeding farther, it will be well to cast a comprehensive glance over the
material available for the elucidation of this particular rite. I have here confined my-
self to pre-Ptolemaic representations. From various publications it proved possible
to assemble eleven parallels to the Vatican fragment, these ranging from the reign of
Hashepsowé to that of Philip Arrhidaeus. Though these sufficed to demonstrate my
main contentions, it seemed advisable to seek the help of the best authority on such
religious scenes. I confess my surprise at having received from Dr. Nelson a list of
twenty-four3 still existing, though mostly unpublished, at Thebes alone, these exclud-
ing, moreover, the few scenes exhibiting deities other than those in which I was mainly
interested, namely Horus, Seth, and Thoth. To Nelson’s list, here printed immediately
after this paragraph, I have added the nine others previously utilized by me. The same
scholar has added to my indebtedness by providing prints from the Chicago negatives
of seven scenes at Thebes which for my particular purpose were more illuminating than
the rest. This gift was accompanied by permission from Dr. Hughes, the Field-
director of the Oriental Institute, to make whatever use of them I liked. To both
colleagues I tender my sincerest thanks.

! Description in Marucchi, Il Museo egizio Vaticano, p. 131, No. 129A. A photograph will appear in my
article in vol. 2 of the Studi in memoria di Ippolito Rosellini, to be published by the University of Pisa.

2 See particularly Rec. trav. 39, 44 f., where a résumé of the previous papers is given. Also to be consulted

is his article Purification (Egyptian) in Hastings, Encyclopaedia of Religion and Ethics, vol. 10.
3 On his No. 9 see below, p. 4, n. 1.



4 SIR ALAN GARDINER

Scenes representing the Baptism of Pharaoh

Nos. 1-24, as well as No. 64, are those enumerated by Nelson, the indications in
brackets after the serial number giving the position of the scene as shown in his work
entitled Key Plans showing locations of Theban Temple Decorations. Nos. 2532, together
with No. 274, are those added by myself from various publications.

A. Theban scenes of the King being purified by two gods but containing text mentioning
four gods:

1. (Gur. 169) Sethos I embraced by Amiin, both together being purified by Horus and Thoth.
(Temple of Sethos I, Theban necropolis, rear wall of second room on right opening off
hypostyle hall. Unpublished.)

2. (KB 152) Ramesses II purified by Horus and Thoth. (Karnak, hypostyle hall, east wall,
1st reg., south-east corner of hall. Unpublished.)

3. (MH. A 270) Ramesses III purified by Horus and Thoth. (Medinet Habu, Temple of
Ramesses I11, west side of second court on portico, 1st register, second scene on right of
central axis. Unpublished.)

4. (Kh. 368) Ramesses IV purified by Horus and Thoth. (Temple of Khons, ambulatory about
bark-shrine, east wall, 1st reg. See pl. I, top.)

5. (Kh. 294) Ramesses XI purified by Horus and Thoth. (Temple of Khons, east wall of hypo-
style hall, 1st reg. Leps., Denkm. 111, 238a.)

6. (Kh. 209) Herihor purified by Horus and Thoth. (Temple of Khons, 1st court, west wall,
2nd reg., west end of portico. Unpublished.)

6A. Ramesses III. See below under E.

B. Theban scenes with text mentioning only the two deities depicted as participating:
7. (KD 458) Hashepsowg purified by Horus and Thoth. (Karnak, room XII, north of granite
shrine. Jéquier, Temples Memphites et Thébains, 1, 24, 3.)
8. Hashepsowé purified by Horus and Thoth. (On one of the blocks from Hashepsowé’s red
sandstone shrine, to be published by Lacau.)!
9. (KD 514) Tuthmosis III purified by Horus and Thoth. (Karnak, westernmost of the three
rooms north of the court of the XIIth Dyn. Unpublished.)

10. (KF 329) Tuthmosis III purified by two gods with small figure standing on sms-symbol
immediately behind king. Upper half of the figures gone with the wall. (Karnak, Tuthmosis
IID’s Festival Hall, room XXVI, north wall. Unpublished.)

11. (Lux. F 35) Amenophis III purified by Horus and Thoth. (Luxor temp., room XVII, east
wall, 1st reg. Unpublished.)

12. (Lux. E 229) Amenophis III purified by Horus and Thoth. (Luxor temp., room XIV, west
wall, 1st reg. Unpublished.)

13. (KB 230) Sethos I purified by Horus and Seth. (Karnak, hypostyle hall, east face of north
tower of second pylon, 3rd reg. Leps., Denkm. 111, 124.)

14. (KB 293) Sethos I, kneeling on sms-symbol, purified by Horus and Thoth. (Karnak, hypo-
style hall, north wall, 2nd reg. Scene unpublished, but mentioned Champollion, Notices
descriptives, 11, 58, bottom.)

15. (KL 6) Ramesses II purified by two human-headed deities, names lost. Third scene in series
of (1) king leaving palace, (2) king carried in chair by Souls, (3) king purified.

16. (KG 110) Ramesses III purified by Horus and Thoth. (Karnak, 8th pylon, north face,
2nd reg. Scene unpublished, but mentioned Champollion, op. cit. 11, 192 for text.)

I Nelson’s No. 9, said to be published Naville, Deir el Bahari, (111), 64, appears to be a mistake.



Prate 1

Ramesses IV being purified by Horus and Thoth. Temple of Khons
(No. 4 of the list)

Sethos I being purified by Horus and Seth. From a relief (now
destroyed by fire) formerly in the Brussels Museum. (No. 27 of
the list)
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THE BAPTISM OF PHARAOH 5

17. (MH. A 147) Ramesses III purified by Horus and Seth. (Medinet Habu (Chicago), 1v,
pl. 234.)

18. (Kh. 433) Ramesses IV purified by Horus and Thoth. (Temp. of Khons, room IV, north wall.
Unpublished.)

19. (KG 179) Ramesses IV purified by Horus and Thoth. (Karnak, gth pylon, east tower, north
face. Unpublished.)

20. (KG 19) Ramesses XI purified by Horus and Thoth. (Karnak, 1st court of south extension,
north wall. Unpublished.)

21. (KL 118) Taharqa purified by two deities, heads and above lost with wall. (Karnak, edifice of
Taharqa by lake, exterior, north side. Unpublished.)

22. (KI 228) King (Ramesses II or Taharqa?) purified by Horus and Thoth. (Karnak, temple of
Ramesses II between great temple and east gate of temple enclosure, screen between two
of the columns in north row of portico, south face. Unpublished.)

23. (KD 214) Philip purified by Horus and Thoth. (Karnak, granite shrine, exterior, south face.
Leps., Denkm. 1v, 2, ¢, see too Porter and Moss, 11, 38 (84). Here reproduced in pl. II.)

24. (KI 140) Possibly a fragment of purification scene, Ramesside. (Karnak, small chapel of
Tuthmosis III behind great temple, exterior, north end.)

C. Scenes depicting two of the gods Horus, Seth, or Thoth from sites other than Thebes:

25. Armant, now in the Vatican Museum. Scene figuring Tuthmosis I1I as described in the first
paragraph of this article.

26. Amada. Amenophis II between Thoth of Khmiin on the left and (Horus) the Behdetite on
the right. Leps., Denkm. 111, 65, d = Gauthier, Temple d’ Amada, pp. 114-16, with pl. 23, a.

27. Heliopolis? Granite block showing in the centre Sethos I between (Seth) the Ombite on the
left, and (Horus) the Behdetite on the right. Capart, Recueil de Monuments, 1 (1902),
pl. 39. Here reproduced, pl. I, bottom.

27A. Abydos, Sethos I. See below under E.

28. Abydos. Ramesses II between Thoth on the left and Harsigse! on the right. Capart, Temple de
Séti 17 (Abydos), pl. 5.

29. Derr. Ramesses 11 between Horus on the right and Thoth on the left. Blackman, Temple of
Derr, pl. 43, with pp. 55-6.

30. Wadi es-Sebi’. Ramesses 1T between Horus the Behdetite on his left and Thoth on his right.
The nearly illegible legends of this scene perhaps indicate that it ought to have been classed
under category A above. Gauthier, Le temple de Ouadi es-Seboud, pl. 38, a, with p. 149.

D. Scenes where two gods other than Horus, Seth, or Thoth are shown :
31. Thebes, Dér el-Bahri. Hashepsowg, small and doubtless intended as an infant, between
Amiin on the right and Ré-Harakhti on the left. Naville, Deir el Bahari (111), pl. 56, left.
32. Thebes, Luxor temple. Amenophis III, similarly as infant between Mont on the right and
Atum on the left. Gayet, Temple de Louxor, pl. 75, fig. 186.

E. Scenes undoubtedly belonging to the same category, but showing only one officiating deity:
277A. Abydos, Temple of Sethos I. The king stands facing Horus wearing the side-lock, i.e. as
"Twn-mwt-f ‘Pillar of His Mother’, who pours over him encircling streams of rankh- and
was-signs out of three kes-vases. Calverley and Broome, The Temple of King Sethos I at
Abydos, 111, pl. 35.
6a. (MH 423) Ramesses IIT embraced by Atum receiving streams of water from a hes-vase held
by Horus wearing the side-lock. (Medinet Habu, rear room 21. Unpublished.)

! So according to Porter and Moss, VI, 6, top. Capart’s photograph extends to the right no farther than the
figure of the king.



6 SIR ALAN GARDINER

In the following discussion the individual scenes will be quoted by their serial
number. Most examples comprise four separate hieroglyphic legends, one over each
of the two gods and often extending behind him, and one on each side between the god
and the king. The former pair are referred to by the initial letter of the name of the god
in question, followed by 7 or / according as the god in question stands to right or left
of the king. The second pair are referred to by a capital K for King, followed by 7 or /
as before. Thus in the scene reproduced photographically in pl. I, top, the inscription
over Horus is designated 4 H/, while the single column between Thoth and the King
is given as 4 Kr.

The first thing to be determined is the context to which this type of representation
belongs. In some cases the rite it depicts has been clearly recognized by scholars as an
episode in the coronation ceremonies, or at least in a real or imaginative series where the
royal prerogatives were bestowed or confirmed—in the latter event I am thinking of the
Sed-festival. Owing to the piecemeal way in which our examples have been published,
or in some instances (e.g. Nos. 8, 25, 27) because the picture stands on an isolated block
or (No. 29) is without any informative context, it has not been realized that this
generalization, at least so far as our material allows us to judge, is without exception.
Blackman has failed to recognize this, and takes several of the examples above quoted
(Nos. 13, 29, and even 23, where the evidence to the contrary is particularly clear) as
depicting the king as in course of being purified before officiating in a temple.* The
absence of this scene from the six famous chapels in the temple of Sethos I at Abydos
where the daily cult is depicted bears irrefutable witness against this contention, and
if somewhat similar representations are found in the funerary cult of either deceased
nobles? or the Osirianized king,3 it is always the dead person, not the officiant, who is
the recipient of the purifying streams. This does not mean, of course, that the officiant
in temples had not likewise to undergo purificatory preparation for his priestly functions;
all that is argued here is that the particular scene with which we are concerned in this
article belongs to a wholly different set of ceremonies. It is a curious fact, for which no
explanation seems forthcoming, that at these royal purifications it is the Aes-vase (O.K.
hzt) ], not the nemset-jar or any other, which is invariably used—this has been verified in
Nos. 17, 13, 17, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 31, 32, 274, and 64, in fact in all properly visible
pre-Ptolemaic examples accessible to me either through publications or in photograph.
Cerny reminds me of the magnificent inlaid models of a kes-vase found in the funerary
temple of Neferirkar&¢;+ evidently this type of vessel was specially suited to ceremonies
in honour of the king himself.

The analogy of our rite to that of Christian baptism is close enough to justify the
title given to this article. In both cases a symbolic cleansing by means of water serves
as initiation into a properly legitimated religious life. It must not, however, be assumed
too hastily that the ceremony was always enacted on the actual day of coronation.
Sometimes it may have been performed far earlier; sometimes it may not have been

t Proc. Soc. Bibl. Arch. 40, 87, n. 91; see too the caption to the Roman example, ibid., pl. 5, No. 2.
2 See the examples reproduced in the figures, Rec. trav. 39, 53-5. 3 INES 8, 219, fig. 15.
4 Borchardt, Grabdenkmal des Kinigs Nefer-ir-ke:-rec, 59 fI., with the accompanying figures and plates.
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performed at all. It is not mentioned in the Ramesseum dramatic papyrus; the purpose
and occasion of the ritual there commemorated are wholly obscure to me. In any case
it must never be forgotten that temple sculptures and tomb paintings are not neces-
sarily authentic records of real happenings, but may merely belong to the world of
imagination and make-believe. Are we to accept as gospel truth that Pharaoh’s chariot
was always the first to dash into the midst of his enemies and that they always succumbed
at the first impact? But according to theory at least the hes-purification had its
definite place in a series of ritual acts culminating in the new king’s presentation to the
supreme god of the realm. Though of very late date, the four episodes reproduced from
Lepsius in our pl. II admirably illustrate this conception. First comes the purifica-
tion by Horus and Thoth (No. 23 of the list above). Next the same two gods! place the
crown of Upper Egypt upon the king’s head. Then Mont of Thebes and Atum of
Heliopolis take Philip Arrhidaeus by the hand and, at the invitation of Thoth, lead him
into the presence of Amen-Ré¢. Lastly, that august deity adjusts the crown anew, thus
acknowledging the coronation to have been properly accomplished, while behind him,
quite unexpectedly, his spouse Amauné suckles the young monarch, for that very pur-
pose spirited back into babyhood. No. 13 of the list has a closely similar set of scenes,
as may be seen from the publication. At Dér el-Bahri and Luxor a famous sequence of
reliefs traces the careers of Hashepsow& and Amenophis III respectively from their
divine procreation to the actual accession. Here the baptism (Nos. 31, 32) is shown as
performed upon the person of an infant, so that there is no pretence of enactment on
the very day of coronation. Nevertheless, the accompanying words reveal that that con-
summation was already envisaged : both gods are accorded the same speech, as follows :
NN =513 3 ('2)) Words spoken: Be pure together with thy ka, (namely)
thy great dignity of King of Upper and Lower Egypt, thou living (eternally)? It is
not often that the legends beside the picture of the hes-purification allude to its
ultimate purpose, but they do so in one Karnak example of the time of Sethos I
(13 SI), where we read: I purify thee with life and dominion,3 that thou mayst grow young
(rnpi‘k) Like thy father Réc and make Sed-festival like Atum, being arisen gloriously as

I For the presence of Thoth here see below, p. 8, n. 1.

2 Sethe, on p. 112 of his translation of Urk. 1v, 242, renders: Du bist rein mit deinem Ka (in) deiner grossen
Wiirde eines Konigs von Ober- und Unterdgypten. Since the preposition m is omitted over both gods alike at
Dér el-Bahri and at Luxor there can be no justification for not regarding ssh-t (or ssh-k) wr as in apposition to
kst (kk). The implication that the king’s ka is identical with his kingly office is less startling than some
Egyptologists may find it. In my articles PSBA 37, 257; 38, 83, I pointed out that the word ka is sometimes
very nearly equivalent to our ‘attribute’. Sometimes as subject of verbs like mri ‘love’ or hsi ‘praise’ it seems
synonymous with our ‘nature’ or ‘temperament’. And sometimes, even more strangely, the Egyptian word ka
appears to stand for something as external and fortuitous as a man’s ‘rank’ or ‘fortune’; so in the phrase whose
ka the lord of the Two Lands made (Urk. 1v, 486, 3; Quibell, Tomb of Yuua (CCG), 2; Leps., Denkm. Text, 111,
275): I believe too that the epithet nkb k/w found in Middle Kingdom texts signifies linking or combining
attributes, whether those taken from others (Pyr. 512) or those acquired by personal effort (e.g. Cairo 20001 ;
Bersheh, 11, 13, 14; Stit, pl. 16, 5), cf. particularly the parallel expression nkb #swt in Siiit, 1, 266. We may ask
whether the English word ‘personality’ might not best embrace these various applications of the Egyptian word.
The main point in which the Egyptian conception of ‘personality’ would then differ from our own is that it
assumes a separation from the owner’s physical person, just as was done with the ba: and sometimes even
with the ‘name’ or the ‘shadow’, see Davies and Gardiner, Tomb of Amenemhét, gg f.

3 For this rendering of '1 see below, p. 12.
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prince of joy. In the above statements I have naturally had to confine myself to what
could be gleaned from the publications and from the photographs sent by Nelson;
valuable confirmation, however, is afforded by the following extract from the letter with
which that scholar accompanied his gift:

‘I think it is certain that the purification rite is not part of the daily temple service. It frequently,
perhaps generally, occurs as part of a series of acts culminating in the king kneeling before Amiin
as he receives regalia, jubilees, life, or the like. The series may include all, or some, of the following
scenes: (1) The king leaves the palace, its door shown behind him. (z) The king is purified by the
gods. (3) The king is led by two gods into the temple. (4) The king has the crown placed on his head
by some god. (5) The king enters the shrine of Amin and, generally, kneels before the deity, while
Thoth may write the royal titulary and ’Jwn-mwt-f announces the good things done for the king.
The king is not the officiant in these rites as he is in the temple service, but instead is the recipient
of the acts and of the favours of the gods.’

I pass now to a second question concerning the rite which is of equal, if not greater,
importance. What is the reason that Thoth so often appears facing Horus as the second
officiating deity? Earlier attempts to answer this question have all unwarrantably
assumed that Thoth is here deputizing for Seth. Since in the examples enumerated
above Thoth occurs twenty-two times and Seth only thrice it might seem more reason-
able to suppose that in the rare cases where Seth is found he is deputizing for Thoth.
Two of the three cases (Nos. 13, 277) belong to the reign of Sethos I, whose own name
shows in what favour was then held the god of his home in the north-eastern Delta;
but no such explanation will account for the third occurrence (No. 177). On the evidence
before us we have every ground for believing that Thoth was the normal and original
deity figured in this particular scene. Our oldest representations date back no farther
than the Eighteenth Dynasty, where all six cases (Nos. 7, 8, g, 11, 12, 26) depict Thoth.
We have absolutely no right to assume that because Horus and Seth are the gods
usually seen crowning the king therefore Seth must have been the original god in the
purification ceremony; in that case the crowns to be presented were those of Upper and
of Lower Egypt, and Seth was the god of the former half of the country, as Horus was
of the latter.* No such bipartite division of the country is to be assumed in the rite here
discussed, and the presence of Thoth there will be seen to have been due to a different,
if not entirely unrelated, reason.

The latest writer on this topic is E. Otto,? and although he, like his predecessors,
was obsessed with the notion that when Thoth is depicted he is a substitute for Seth,
it seems desirable to summarize his argument. Starting from this false premiss and
using inadequate material, he conjectured that the preference apparently shown to
Thoth in the Eighteenth Dynasty was due to the hatred still felt for Seth as the god of
the Hyksos, while the latter’s return to acceptability, if not to popularity, in the Nine-
teenth Dynasty was accounted for by the reason mentioned in my last paragraph. Otto

I For these locations see my article ¥EA 30, 23 fI. The reason why in the crowning seen in pl. IT Thoth is
the partner of Horus is doubtless that by the reign of Philip Arrhidaeus Seth had become so detested that the
depiction of him was avoided wherever possible; Thoth had served as partner to Horus in the preceding
purification, and accordingly seemed quite a suitable substitute for Seth here.

2 Thot als Stellvertreter des Seth, in Orientalia, 7 (1938), 69 ff.
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recognized, however, that the assumed suppression of Seth would not provide a motive
for the choice of Thoth as an alternative. He argued, accordingly, that between Seth
and Thoth there must be some affinity which would make this choice a natural one,
and following up that idea he thought himself able to discover half a dozen different
points of resemblance or connexion. All of these except the first centre around the
association of Seth and Thoth in Pyr. §§ 163, d; 175, a as deities inimical to Osiris.
The obvious objection to any hypothesis of the kind is that in our purification rite the
partner of Horus, whether Seth or Thoth, is manifestly functioning as a beneficent
being, Moreover, Otto’s grounds for the shadier side of Thoth’s character are specula-
tive and improbable in the extreme—TI hesitate the less to express this opinion since I
have now gratefully to acknowledge that in the earlier part of his paper he had taught
me what will, I hope, henceforth be accepted as the true explanation.

The presence of Thoth in the scenes of the rite is, in fact, adequately explained by
that god’s status as one of the deities of the cardinal points. Having glimpsed this
explanation, Otto should have halted there and have expanded his theme; to look
farther afield was, as the French say, chercher midi & quatorze heures. Like Kees! before
him, Otto quotes a formula of the Pyramid Texts (Spell 33, § 27, cf. too Spell 36,
§§ 28-9) which names all four gods. This is a formula accompanying a rite of incense-
burning, and its beginning reads JZ2T=W\1=T=4/1=1=%1=7=3 Thy censing
15 the censing of Horus, thy censing is the censing of Seth, thy censing is the censing of Thoth,
thy censing is the censing of Dwen-<anwey (?). In the Eighteenth Dynasty the same form of
words, slightly varied, is found in a rite of purification? performed before the statue of
the deceased: Co=L HL=LCY LLHEL=L &K Thy purification is the puri-
Jication of Horus, thy purification is the purification of Seth, thy purification is the purifica-
tion of Thoth, thy purification is the purification of Dwen-tanwey. That the four gods here
mentioned were the gods of the cardinal points was probable enough merely from their
number, but as Otto has seen, following Kees and Sethe, Spell 217 of the Pyramid
Texts (§§ 152-60) places the matter beyond all doubt. Here the arrival of the dead king
before Re--Atum is to be announced to the gods of Upper Egypt by Seth and Nephthys,
while Osiris and Isis are charged to make a similar announcement to the gods of Lower
Egypt; Thoth is likewise dispatched to the West, and the falcon-god §\ to the East.
Evidently each of the four quarters of the world was intended to receive the news from
its own special deity or deities. Osiris is substituted for Horus in order to produce a
conjugal pair parallel to Seth and Nephthys. As for §\, he is clearly identical with 3
in the above-mentioned Spells 35 and 36, see too Pyr. § 17. 1613. How exactly his name
is to be read in its various writings is uncertain. The variant §\ without the standard in
§ 159 suggests that here he was conceived of as a Horus, but in the other places in Pyr.
the standard serves to differentiate him from Horus, the god of Lower Egypt. It is
perfectly certain that he is none other than the principal god of the XVIIIth nome of
Upper Egypt on the east bank, since the later form in the above-quoted formula of

I Horus und Seth als Gétterpaar, 1, 58; also more positively ZA4.S 58, 94.

? Not quite the same rite, I think, as that discussed in this article, since a different type of jar is employed.
At all events I do not feel called upon to follow up the underlying purificatory idea into the ceremonial of the
Opening of the Mouth. For references, see Otto, loc. cit., 73, n. 2.

B 1092 C
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purification is &K as in the later nome-lists, while at least one Old Kingdom nome-list
gives the form », which is the form in most Pyramid Text passages, as we have seen.
It is possible that from the very start the name was read as Dwn-wi ‘Spreader of
Wings’, since that epithet occurs, not only spelt out & 7% = on an Asyit coffin of
the Middle Kingdom,! but also written ==+73'%% in Pyr. § 1098 (N). But we are not
seriously concerned with the reading here; another possibility for the Old Kingdom is
perhaps ‘Anti;? Kees had successfully demolished Sepa favoured by the older Egypto-
logists.? All that for our particular purpose we required to establish is that he was the
eponymous god of the XVIIIth Upper Egyptian nome, and by virtue of that a fitting
representative of the East. Consequently Thoth must be the god of the West. Sethe,
in his commentary on Spell 217, tried to explain this by reference to Thoth’s Delta
cults.# Otto, much more sensibly, thought it due to his position as the principal deity
of Khmiin (Hermopolis magna, El-Ashmiinén).5 We shall see that the scenes of our
rite confirm the latter hypothesis.

What convinced me from the start that Horus and Thoth, or much more rarely Horus
and Seth, were envisaged in our rite as two of the four gods of the cardinal points was,
firstly, the mention of all four in the legends of a published scene of the reign of
Ramesses XI. Here, over Horus we read (5 Hr): Words spoken by the Behdetite: Thy
purification is the purification of Horus, thy purification is the purification of Seth, thy
purification [sic]; opposite, over Thoth we find (5 TI): Words spoken by the lord of
Khmiin: thy purification is the purification of Thoth, thy purification is the purification of
$ 8 Dwen-rawey.® These inscriptions will be recognized as the exact counterpart of
the later purification formula discussed by Otto—the formula which imitates that of the
censing in the Pyramid Texts, where the four gods have been demonstrated to be those
of the cardinal points. Nelson strengthened my surmise by adding six more examples
where the four gods are named (Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 6a); the earliest of these (No. 1) dates
from the reign of Sethos I; a better preserved one of the time of Ramesses IV (No. 4)
is here reproduced, pl. I, top.” I had also noticed that in certain cases (Nos. 13, 23, 26,
31) where only two gods are named the legends next the king show the words Thy
purification is my purification clearly reminiscent of the same formula. Accompanying
that shortened version (Nos. 26, 31, cf. too Nos. 3, 29) we sometimes find 3,7, Words
1o be recited four times. As long ago as 1887 Maspero® conjectured that this instruction

I In the publication Chassinat-Palanque, Fouilles d’ Assiout, 127, the determinatives look somewhat like the
claw —, but De Buck confirms that they are certainly wings, and show the same form as in the variant with the
bird % on another coffin from the same site (op. cit., 187). Also Wh. v, 432 interprets tnwy as ‘wings’, but does
not give any word rn as ‘wing’ in Wb. 1, 187—9o. 2 Onomastica, 11, under No. 3848 of On. Am.

3 ZAS 58, 92. 4 Ubersetzung und Kommentar zu den altdg. Pyramidentexten, 1, pp. 55, 60.

s Op. cit. 71. On the following page, however, he appears to lose sight of this possibility.

6 The original rnwy (see above) has been changed into rwy ‘arms’ doubtless because the former word had
become obsolete and its meaning forgotten. The same change is found in an Edfu nome-list, Brugsch, Dict.
géogr. 1385, under the XVIIIth nome.

7 Here the complete formula with all four gods stands, not only over the head of Horus the [Behdet]ite, but
also over the head of Thoth ‘who is in Khmiin’.

8 In his article Le rituel du sacrifice funéraire, originally printed in Revue de I'histoire des religions, 15, but later
repeated Etudes de mythologie et d’archéologie, 1, see particularly pp. 293—4. See too Sethe, Von Zahlen und
Zahlworten, 31-3.
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to the officiant—for such it is—indicates a rite to be performed consecutively at each
of the four cardinal points. The words to be spoken on these occasions are indubitably
those with which we first became acquainted in Pyr. § 27, varied slightly whenever
necessary and perhaps abbreviated at times. The fourfold performance and recitation
was of widespread usage, by no means confined to the rite alone studied in this article.

A last clue to the virtual presence in our rite of all four gods of the cardinal points is
to be found in the epithets accorded to three of them. Horus is often described as the
Behdetite (Nos. 3, 4, 5, 6, 17, 23, 26, 27) and it was by reason of his connexion with the
town of Behdet in the far north that he obtained his right to be the official representa-
tive of that region.” In all three cases where Seth replaces Thoth (see above, p. 8) he is
designated Nbty ‘the Ombite’ in reference to his home at Ombos near the modern
Upper Egyptian town of Kis. Since these appellations belong to a genuine tradition
of very ancient date I see no justification for refusing equal credence to the epithets lord
of Khmiin (Nos. 5, 6, 26) or who is in Khmin (No. 4) accorded to Thoth, even if in
regarding that god as owing his right to represent the West to his connexion with
Hermopolis Magna we have to reject Sethe’s verdict that Spell 217 of the Pyramid Texts
was a product of Lower Egypt in his postulated Heliopolitan period.>

To sum up the results of the foregoing argument, we find that in reality the hes-
purification was quadrilateral, not bilateral. Why then were not all four gods depicted ?
I believe it was because such a mode of depiction was not
artistically satisfactory. We have, indeed, pictures of the
closely analogous funerary purification performed by four
priests, see the annexed fig. 1.3 But this design is exceed-
ingly clumsy, and it is difficult to imagine that such
important deities as Horus, Thoth, and Seth would have
submitted to depiction in such miniature form. But if,
then, the scenes we have been studying are to be considered
as abbreviations and if all four gods were always implicitly
present, why was Thoth given the preference over Seth as
the partner of Horus? I believe it was because to an
Egyptian spectator the combination of Horus and Seth
would have suggested restriction to a north-south appli-
cation, as in the reliefs of the crowning. In the combination
of Horus and Thoth there would have been found a broad
hint of the virtual presence of the two missing members of
the four. We thus see that the notion that Thoth here re-
places Seth is an illusion.

Lastly, the meaning of the rite as a whole. When actually performed, what was in
fact poured over the king’s head was water, and this we find depicted in a few rare

I See my article quoted above, p. 8, n. 1. 2 See the work cited above, p. 10, n. 4.

3 From the Theban tomb of Senniife (No. 968); reproduced from Rec. trav. 22, 91; two other examples of
the same design, Davies, The Tomb of Kenamiin, pl. 63 ; id., The Tomb of Two Officials, pl. 15. The priests here,
of course, represented the four gods of our royal rite, and in the scene here shown four separate priests were
engaged in the ceremony, two ordinary lector-priests, the chief lector, and the setem-priest.
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instances (Nos. 1, 64, 23, 32). Usually, however, it was preferred to exhibit the symbols
for the benefits which the purifying streams were supposed to confer; in some cases we
find only the cankh ¢, i.e. the symbol for ‘life’ (Nos. s, 6, 7, 13, 26), but rather more
often this alternates with another symbol | (Nos. 2, 3, 4, 17, 27, 28, 29), the meaning of
which is more disputed.! Since this is regularly seen in the hands of divinities both
male and female,? it seems probable that it signifies ‘divine power’, and I propose the
translation ‘dominion’ in the sense in which that word is employed in the Authorized
Version of our Bible. Contexts are lacking in which the signification of this symbol,
whether read as wss or as drm, is plain, but since it is shown erect between heaven and
earth on each side of many royal monuments,3 once again probably to be interpreted
quadrilaterally, I believe it may there be construed as the specific power of each of the
gods of the cardinal points. It would appear, accordingly, that the rite was intended to
transfer to the Pharaoh a goodly portion of the power of the divinities who presided
over the four quarters of the globe. Perhaps their gift to the Pharaoh was not entirely
unreciprocated, since after the words Thy purification is the purification of X we often
find the expression _ ts phr, lit. utterance turned round, the equivalent of our and vice
versa (e.g. Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4). Transactions in remote antiquity between god and king were
habitually conducted on a business basis.

1 The most complete discussion is that in Jéquier, Les frises d’objets, 176 fI., where the view taken by the
author approximates to that here adopted. The sense given in Wb. 1, 260, namely Woklergehen, Gliick (in both
cases with a note of interrogation) seems extremely unlikely, and would render superfluous swi-ib sometimes
found in the enumeration of kingly attributes.

2 The only case known to me where this type of sceptre is seen in the hands of an ordinary human being is
in a scene of measuring the crops, where an old man carries it while swearing to the boundaries of a corn-field,
FJEA 20, pl. 10, fig. 2.

3 Perhaps the oldest example is on the comb figured ¥E4 30, pl. 6, fig. 4. Others are Borchardt, Grabdenkmal
des Konigs Sashu-vec, 1, 45 ; Anthes, Hainub, pls. 4, 5. Since this design regularly forms a framework to the name
or names of the king, to which in addition the vulture-goddess is seen offering the symbols '1 and Q, the

whole may be taken to symbolize her gift to the king of all power even from the four corners of the world.
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AN INSCRIPTION AT ASWAN REFERRING TO
SIX OBELISKS

By L. HABACHI

ALTHOUGH the quarries of Aswin were the sole source of the larger obelisks erected in
Egypt,! the district contains but few traces either of obelisks or of texts relating to them.
The great unfinished obelisk still in the quarry, of uncertain date, is, of course, well
known,? but apart from this we have but portions of a few others of quite small size;
these were all found on Elephantine Island and originally stood in the temple of
Khnum, who, by virtue of his assimilation with the sun-god as Khnum-Ré¢,3 could
display these symbols of the solar religion. Of these smaller obelisks at Elephantine, a
fragment in red granite with the name of Tuthmosis I is all that remains of a pair
erected by that king in honour of Khnum. Another small granite obelisk (Cairo 17013)
was found some twenty-eight years ago serving as a threshold of one of the Nubian
houses at Elephantine; it was dedicated to Khnum by Amenophis II and formed one
of a pair of which the other was long ago removed to Alnwick Castle. A third pair, also
in granite, seems to have been set up by Tuthmosis IV, but of these only the lower part
of a single one was discovered here (Cairo $%%).4 No other obelisks have been found
in the Aswan district, apart from a few quite small ones in sandstone (Cairo 17034 A.B.;
170335, 6), which were found beside the cemetery of rams at Elephantine and which are
apparently of Graeco-Roman date.s

Inscriptions referring to obelisks are even fewer. Of all the inscriptions of the tombs
and temples in Aswan and of more than eight hundred grafhiti in this region, there are
but four which refer to obelisks. Two of these, which occur on the road from Aswin to
Philae, are dated in year g of Sethos I;° they mention that the king ordered that large
obelisks be made, but give no clue either as to how many were required or as to their
ultimate destination. In point of fact the only large granite obelisk known to have been
erected by thatking was originally set up at Heliopolis.” The third inscription, on the island

! The sole material used for tall obelisks was granite, obtainable only from Aswin. Lesser obelisks in basalt
were quarried mostly in the Wadi Hammamat, while those in quartzite usually came from Gebel el-Ahmar
and those in sandstone were usually brought from Gebel es-Silsilah. There are, however, sandstone quarries
also at Aswin, where there was recently found a small unfinished obelisk of Sethos I, which I hope to publish
shortly.

% See Englebach, The Aswan Obelisk and also his Problem of the Obelisks, 25 ff., where it is thought possibly
to belong to the reigns of Hatshepsut or of Tuthmosis I11.

3 Ch. Badawi, Der Gott Chnum, 10 f.

+ For the references to these obelisks, see Porter and Moss, Top. Bibl. v, 244.

5 Kuentz, Obélisques, 66-8.

® De Morgan and others, Cat. des Mon. 1, 7; for the other text see Leps., Denkm. 111, 141 i and Text, 1v,
118-19 [4] with a.

7 Now in the Piazza del Popolo in Rome; see Parker, The Twelve Egyptian Obelisks in Rome, 15-18; pl. 5,
and Breasted, 4nc. Rec. 111, §§ 544 f.
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of Sehél, speaks of ‘the king’s true and well-beloved relative, the overseer of the work
on the two great obelisks, the chief prophet of Khnum, Satis and Anukis, Amenhotpe’,’
but gives no indication of date and does not mention for which temple the obelisks
were intended. The fourth inscription, on the contrary, is more explicit. Cut in a high
rock on the east bank of the Nile opposite the ruins of Elephantine, it depicts the famous
architect Sennemiit before Queen Hatshepsut and speaks of ‘the cutting of the two
great obelisks’ of which the queen was so proud.?

From the foregoing it will be seen how vague and scanty are the references to obelisks
in the Aswan district. It therefore came as a great surprise to my colleague H. Riad
and myself, when collating some of the inscriptions near to Elephantine Island, when we
came upon a text which made mention of the work on six obelisks. The owner of the
inscription is a person hitherto unknown called Humen, and the king who ordered the
obelisks is not named, but, as we shall see below, it is possible to make a plausible con-
jecture as to his identity. This inscription is cut on the western face of a small rocky
island which is less than fifty metres east of the stairway leading to the Aswan Museum
in Elephantine. This island, which the local Nubians call Hassawanarti—i.e. the island
of Hassawa, perhaps the name of a person—is almost submerged during the inundation,
which is probably why its inscriptions have not previously been observed. The surface
on which the text is engraved is not polished, but is fairly smooth. To the right of the
inscription is the figure of a man facing left, clad in a wig and a long garment with short
sleeves; he stands with hands raised in the attitude of adoration before a well-cut
inscription of fourteen lines3 (see pl. III). Both inscription and figure are cut en creux,
but in order to display more clearly the sleeves and also the left arm where it crosses
the body, these are carved in relief of varying height according to the detail to be shown.
The face seems to have been intentionally mutilated, probably by the agents of Akhen-
aten, who also attempted to efface the name of Amiin where it occurred. Traces of a
figure facing right and having exactly the same size as that of Hlumen can be noticed
close by, but this was effaced, perhaps because the surface of the rock in front may not
have had enough room for the inscription. Traces of other earlier inscriptions can be
also noticed on both sides; parts of these were effaced to permit of the engraving of
the inscription of Humen.

The transliteration of the inscription (for which see pl. III) is as follows:

(1) Rdit isw n Hnmw m hew(2)-f n 3bd 3 pre* crky sn (3) 2 n nbt Stt in imy-r kst
n Imn® (4) Hwmn. Dd-f: iw hrp-n-i (5) thn 6 n hmf chen vdion nei hm-f fry(6)t 2 m nbw
hr hd hs-kw(i) (7) m pr n iw(c) m rmt tp 20 (8) shwt° st:t® 50. Dd-f: ink hrp rs-tp (9) iwty
kd-fe tm bg (10) hr ddt m hr-f rdi-n nsw r st ikrt (x1) 7 hrp nof ket c:t ib-f mh iw-f (12)
irnf t: pn grgw m rhw (13) m hrpw nn ph sw m gr(14)gw hr-f imy-r kdw' n >Imn Hwmn.

I De Morgan and others, op. cit. 94, No. 140.

2 Leps., Denkm. 111, 25 bis, and Text, 1v, 116; Sethe, Urk. 1v, 396-7 (125); De Morgan, op. cit. 41, No. 181
bis (De Mahattah 4 Assouan). One of these obelisks still stands in its original position between the Hypostyle
Hall and the main sanctuary at Karnak, while the upper part of the other was transferred to the vicinity of the
Sacred Lake.

3 The height of the figure is 71 cm.; the inscription is 119 cm. high by 61 cm. wide.
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* @ is represented by a solid disc, which is also used for .

> The name of Amin here as in 1. 14 is quite easily legible, despite the attempt to
efface it.

° T\ at the beginning of the line stands in the right-hand margin, as if it were a later
addition.

4 The sign - very closely resembles the earlier N.K. hieratic forms, see Méller,
Hier. Pal. 11, No. 519.

° The determinative of kd is the plain eye (Gardiner, Sign-list, D 4) and not the
painted eye (D 5. 6).

f The sign here employed is unusual; it represents a man standing in a slightly
bowing posture and extending his hands with something like a piece of mud held
between them. It should be taken, as Sir Alan Gardiner suggested to me, as an abbrevia-
tion for the sign showing a man building a wall (Gardiner, Sign-list A 35) and the word

thus means ‘builders’. The title ‘overseer of builders’ appears in [} 35"} (De Morgan,
Cat. des Mon. 1, Sehel No. 35 [86]), [} (Wb. v, 74, 10), and more fully in [}
=2 (G. Daressy, Recueil des cones, no. 70).

Translation

Giving praise to Khnum at his appearing on the third month of Winter, last day,* and doing
obeisance to the Lady of Sehél,’ by the overseer of works of Amiin Humen. He said: I controlled
(the work on) six obelisks for His Majesty, and His Majesty gave me two weights (?)° of gold and
silver. I was favoured in the House of Rewarding? with 20 men and 50 arouras of land. He said: I
was a vigilant controller® who did not sleep and who was not slack concerning what was laid in his
charge;f whom the king appointed to an important office in order to control for him great works,
his heart (i.e. of the king) being confident as he (i.e. Humen) returned when he had achieved (his
task),® for (though) this land was provided with experts and controllers, there was none who could
equal him in respect of his ability," namely the overseer of builders of Amiin Humen.

* The occurrence of a festival of Khnum on this date has not been recorded hitherto.
Khnum and his companion deities seem, however, to have held many festivals in the
course of the year, for, according to a block found at Elephantine which belongs to the
reign of Tuthmosis III,! there were during the Inundation season alone three feasts
of Khnum, three of Anukis, and one of Satis.

> The epithet ‘Lady of Sehél’ undoubtedly refers to Anukis, whose name is here
determined by the figure of the goddess with her distinctive head-dress, a figure which
alone can stand for her name, e.g. in Sehél inscriptions Nos. 75, 77, 140, and 197.2
This epithet can stand by itself for the goddess, e.g. Sehél No. 36.3

° Fsytw is used as a word for ‘reward’, e.g. Bull. Inst. fr. 30, 806; 34, 139, no. 10,
140 but there has the determinatives ;5. Here it is followed by two tall strokes, presum-
ably the numeral 2 (for this cf. the numeral in Sehél inscriptions Nos. 13 and 19),*
so that fryt here must refer to some concrete object. The verb f:i can mean ‘weigh’
(Wb.1, 573 f.), hence our rendering ‘weights (?)’. Possibly Humen was given two ingots
of a standard weight, one of gold and one in silver.

! De Morgan, op. cit. 122 (n). 2 Ibid. 89, 94, 99. 3 Ibid. 86. 4 Ibid. 8s.
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4 For fwr in the sense of ‘reward’, cf. Urk. 1v, 2, 2; 4, 9; 5, 10 and fwrw ‘ring’ as
‘reward’ 997, 5. Pr n fwc is to be taken as ‘the House of Rewarding’ concerned with the
distribution of rewards. It would be thus one of those institutions or departments
formed with the word pr such as pr-cnh ‘House of Life’ (JEA 24, 157 ff.) pr-mdt
‘Library’ and prwi-hd ‘The two Houses of silver’. The omission of the - is curious,
but the reading seems certain.

e For hrp rs-tp see Wh. 11, 451, g—10. It does not occur before Dyn. XVIIL.

f Cf. the similar expressions in the tomb of the controller of works Imunedjeh (tem.
Tuthmosis II1): ;2. Ja A% 705 =2 '] T0 5 =2 |T{=]o ‘who was not slack
concerning what was laid in his charge, who did not sleep at night, vigilant controller’,
Urk. 1v, 959, 14-16.

¢ In the sentence ib-f mh iw-f irn-f the suffix in ibf mh should be taken as referring
to the king, since the expression is commonly used of the relationship between the king
and a trusted official, while that in #w-f #r-n-f should be taken as to refer to Humen.
Ir-n-f here is used pregnantly in the sense of ‘to act’ or ‘to achieve one’s duty’ and as it
is in the $dm-n-f form, it expresses relative past time (Gardiner, Gramm. § 414, 2). The
whole sentence can be rendered ‘His heart (i.e. of the king) being confident because he
used to return after he had achieved (his task)’; by this is meant that Humen had
gained the confidence of his sovereign as he did not return from any mission before he
had accomplished what he had to do.

b This sentence explains how Humen was able to do his duty as stated in the previous
passage. In it we have to take the first part: & pn grgw m rhw m hrpw as a circumstantial
clause and the second part: nn ph sw m grgw hr-f as the main clause. Thus the whole
passage would mean ‘This land being provided with experts and controllers, there was
none who could reach him in respect of his ability’. Nun ph sw, which can be rendered
‘there was none who could reach him’, is to be taken in the sense of ‘there was none
who could attain to him or equal him’. Cf. &wzy ph-f, Wb. 1, 534, 7, meaning ‘unattain-
able’ or ‘out of reach’.

The controller of works Humen has hitherto been quite unknown to scholars. The
name does not even appear in Ranke, Personennamen, but what is doubtless another
version of it, namely ‘={(*24} Huymen, occurs in Theban tomb No. 54. This tomb
was made for Jg=5m(==((4} “The sculptor of Amin Huy’ but was usurped by

et © Lo A2 4R “The priest and master of the workshop of Khons Kenro’; it
contains the figure of one Huymen who is described as the son of the usurper Kenro.!
The name Huymen occurs again on a stela from Abydos on which nothing is pre-
served but the names and the figures of this man and another named {7 44,> but
neither of these two persons named Huymen can be identified with the controller of
works Humen of our inscription. The name means ‘Hu is enduring’; the element

I This tomb was copied in its entirety by the late N. de G. Davies, and is to be published by Prof. Séve-

Séderbergh, who very kindly informed me of the occurrence of the name Huymen.
2 Mariette, Cat. gen. d’Abydos, 395, No. 1083.
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Hu' may refer to (a) the god of that name; () a king Amenophis, Hu being derived
from Huy which is the abbreviation of Tmnhip ;> or (¢) Ich the moon-god, Hu being,
as Sir Alan Gardiner has suggested to me, a possible abbreviation for this also.3
Humen appears to have lived during Dyn. XVIII, if we can judge from his name and
still more from the descriptive epithets applied to him (see notes e and f above), while
his costume of a long dress with short sleeves is characteristic of this period; it is inter-
mediate between the simpler garments of the Middle Kingdom and the elaborate
costumes of the Ramesside period.# A Middle Kingdom date for Humen is excluded
also by the fact that it was not until the Empire that we find Amun powerful enough to
have a controller of works of his own,5 while it is not until Dyn. XVIII that we find the
king giving such costly rewards to deserving subjects, at first to soldiers only, but later
also to civil or religious officials.® Humen himself was granted 2 ingots (?) of gold and
silver, 20 slaves and 50 arouras of land, equal to about 34 acres. Such a lavish reward
would be given only for the accomplishment of a difficult task such as the successful
quarrying of six obelisks undoubtedly was; that these obelisks were of considerable
size may be judged from the scale of the award. The name of the king who ordered them
is not mentioned, but he must have been one of the most important monarchs of
Dyn. XVIII to have ordered obelisks in such quantity ; they were presumably destined
for the temples of Amiin at Thebes, since Humen was controller of the works of Amiin.
It seems most probable that the monarch in question was Tuthmosis II1, as he was the
king who erected more obelisks than anyone else; we know of one huge obelisk and
three sets of smaller ones which he set up at Karnak. On the other hand, these were not
all erected at one and the same time, as Humen’s inscription suggests, and, moreover,
we know of the names of the architects charged with their erection.” Amenophis 111
also set up many obelisks in Thebes, none of which is now standing. Of these the frag-
ments of some have survived, such as those belonging to the temple of Mont at Kar-
nak,® while we know of others only from inscriptions. Thus on the southern tower of

! For names formed with Hu see Ranke, Personennamen, 234, 12-17.

2 See ZAS 44, 89, 90; Ann. Serv. 335, 122, n. 5. If it were possible for his name to be written simply as ﬁ
the reign of Akhenaten so as to avoid the reference to Amin implicit in ‘Huy’, we might perhaps identify him
with the chief of works Men depicted with his son Bak in the famous graffito opposite the Cataract Hotel at
Aswan (cf. de Morgan, op. cit. 40, No. 174). Although, as we shall see below, Humen most probably lived under
Akhenaten’s father Amenophis III, it must be admitted that this identification is not without its difficulties.

3 Cf. E&S = ﬁ Davies and Gardiner, Amenemhét, 4. This alternative is supported by the name :}J@:
Ranke, op. cit. 234, 12.

+ For the style of dress current during the M.K. cf. Lange-Schifer, CCG, 1v, pls. 70-83. In Aswan there are
hundreds of figures accompanying rock inscriptions, the majority of which are clad in short kilts and none have
garments with sleeves, cf. e.g. de Morgan, op. cit., Nos. 144, 165, 167 (pp. 22, 24), on the road from Philae to
Aswan. In Dyn. XVIII we find garments similar to that worn by Humen, e.g. in Sehél Nos. 84, 87, ibid., p. 9o,
while the more elaborate Ramesside costumes occur in Sehél Nos. 3, 6, 64, 93 (ibid., pp. 84, 88, 91).

5 For the officials of the domain of Amiin see Lefebvre, Hist. des gr. prétres d’ Amon de Karnak, 41-34.
Almost all these officials lived in the New Kingdom.

6 <Ahmosé& son of Ibana was rewarded for his military exploits four times with gold and also with a grant of
slaves. For similar instances, sometimes with non-military recipients, see Louvre C 213 ; the stela of Manshiet
es-Sadr (Cairo Mus. 34504) see Hamada, Ann. Serv. 38, 225, No. 4; also the stela of Mosi in Hildesheim (No.
374), cf. Roeder, Ramses II als Gott, in ZAS 61, 65-6.

7 Hayes, Ann. Serw. 33, 13 f. 8 Varille, Karnak, 1, 5, 15.

B 1092 D
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Pylon III at the back of the Hypostyle Hall at Karnak there is a reference to obelisks
which doubtless originally stood before this pylon, but were presumably removed when
the Hypostyle Hall was built. Again, on the great stela of this king now lying in three
pieces in the fields behind the Colossi of Memnon there is a mention of obelisks.!
Though no such monuments now exist on the west bank of the Nile at Thebes, it is
not improbable that Amenophis III erected obelisks before his temple, and it may be
that it is to such obelisks that Humen’s inscription refers; a king ordering obelisks for
his own temple and the other temples would probably order the full number at one
time.

One question remains: where were these obelisks quarried? There is no direct
evidence on this point, but the mention in our inscription of the Lady of Sehél may
be significant, for we would rather have expected the name of Satis, Lady of Elephan-
tine. Is it possible that these obelisks were quarried in Sehél? It is not improbable, for
there is evidence of extensive quarrying in the hill called Hussein Tagog in the south-
west of the island. Furthermore, it is worthy of remark that quarrymen, sculptors,
superintendents of sculptors, overseers of builders, and controllers of works have left
far more inscriptions at Sehél than anywhere else in the region of Aswan?; a fact which
suggests that they worked in this island and that Humen quarried his obelisks there.

! See Breasted, Anc. Rec. 11, §§ 903, 908.

2 E.g. De Morgan, op. cit., No. 1 [84], Nos. 33, 35 [86], No. 76 [89], No. 97 [91], Nos. 108, 113, 117 [92],
Nos. 131, 136, 140, 141, 143 [94], Nos. 152, 157 [96], Nos. 173, 175 [97], No. 193 [99], No. 203 [100].
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THE SARCOPHAGUS OF SENNEMUT

By WILLIAM C. HAYES

INCLUDED among the antiquities which in May 1931 the Egyptian Expedition of the
Metropolitan Museum of Art brought back with it to New York were some 1,230 frag-
ments of the once magnificent quartzite sarcophagus of Hatshepsut’s well-known official,
the great Steward of Amin, Sennemiit. The majority of the fragments, including all of
the larger pieces, were found by the expedition during the winter of 1930-1 in the
subterranean burial passage at the rear of Sennemut’s huge, rock-cut tomb chapel (No.
71) on the ‘Ilwet esh Shékh ‘Abd el-Kurnah at Thebes.! To these were added 42 small
fragments discovered many years earlier by Weigall?> and Davies3 in the forward por-
tions of the tomb and numerous pieces found scattered far and wide over the slopes of
the hill. Among the latter were two chips of quartzite picked up by Winlock in the
tomb of the Eleventh Dynasty vizier, Dagi (No. 103), more than a hundred yards to
the north of Tomb 71. The frequent occurrence in this part of the necropolis of quart-
zite mauls and grinding-stones evidently made of portions of the sarcophagus and its
lid helps to explain why, in spite of the complete and careful excavation of Tomb 71 and
its vicinity, less than half of the monument has been recovered in a condition permitting
of restoration (pl. IV).# Fortunately, the fragments which do exist are sufficiently exten-
sive and well distributed to establish beyond a doubt the form, dimensions, and decora-
tion of the sarcophagus, the form and dimensions of the lid, and the identity of almost
every figure and text with which the monument was adorned (see pls. V-VIII).

The task of restoration and text identification has been greatly facilitated by the fact
that Sennemiit’s sarcophagus was of the contemporary royal type studied in some
detail by me in Royal Sarcophagi of the XVIII Dynasty 5 It is particularly similar to the
second of the two sarcophagi prepared for Hatshepsut as king of Egypt (‘D’ of my list),
differing from the royal monument chiefly in the facts that it is rounded at bot2 ends
(i.e. is oval, not cartouche-shaped, in plan); is 12 cm. shorter than Sarcophagus D
has a low, flat lid, vaulted on the underside like that of Sarcophagus B (Tuthmosis I117);
and does not, of course, use the royal cartouche anywhere in its decorative scheme.

I Winlock, Bull. MM A, March 1932, sect. 11, 21 f.

2 Six pieces of the sarcophagus, discovered apparently between the years 1905-8 (see Ann. Serv., 9, 130),
were stored by Weigall in the tomb of Rekhmirét (No. 100) where they were later found by Davies.

3 Thirty-six pieces were found by Davies in the forecourt of Tomb 71 during the excavations which he
conducted there on behalf of Sir Robert Mond.

4 In addition to the portions of the sarcophagus shown in the photographs there are three large fragments
of the head-end, three good-sized pieces of the right side, a substantial section of the floor (joining the left
side), thirty pieces of the lid, and several hundred small chips of both the sarcophagus and the lid.

5 Princeton Monographs in Art and Archaeology: Quarto Series, x1x. Princeton, 1935.

6 Many of the other dimensions of Sennemiit’s sarcophagus (width, thickness of walls, and bottom, etc.)
coincide exactly with those of Sarcophagus D.
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That it may be the more easily studied in conjunction with the series of monuments
to which it belongs it seems desirable to list herewith the salient data on this sarco-
phagus (designated by the letter ‘S’) in the same form and arrangement used in the
catalogue of Royal Sarcophagi*

S
(Metropolitan Museum of Art, Accession No. 31.3.95)

Bibliography :

Winlock, Bull. MM A, February, 1928, sect. 11, 56; March,-1932, sect. II, 21-2, fig. 15.

Hayes, Royal Sarcophagi of the XVIII Dynasty, 47-8, 61, 131, 142.
Owner :

The Steward of Amiin, Sennemiit.
Tomb:

Tomb No. 71 on the ‘Ilwet esh Shekh ‘Abd el-Kurnah at Thebes.
Material:

Brown quartzite.

Form:

Sarcophagus : Oblong box with rounded head- and foot-ends, i.e. oval in plan. The curve of the
head and foot is complex, being rather flat in the middle and angled at the sides. All corners on
the interior are rounded.

Lid: Low, hollowed cover; same plan as sarcophagus. Upper surface flat; under surface concave.
Sides of lid on exterior vertical. Under side rabbeted around outer edge.

Dimensions:

Length of sarcophagus and lid . . . . . . . . . . 233 cm.
Width of sarcophagus and lid . . . . . . . . . . 88 cm.
Total height (with lid in place) . . . . . . . . . . 8 cm.
Height of sarcophagus . . . . . . . . . . . 82:3 cm.
Height of lid (as seen when in place) . . . . . . . . . 677 cm.
Total height of lid . . . . . . . . . . . . 107 cm.
Minimum thickness of lid . . . . . . . . . . 9 cm.
Thickness of sarcophagus walls . . . . . . . . . . 8 cm.
Thickness of sarcophagus bottom . . . . . . . . . I1cm.

Pry-bar sockets:
No traces on existing fragments.

Decoration:
Figures (relief en creux):

Lid, upper surface: [Nit, standing, arms outspread] (?).

Sarcophagus, exterior, head-end: Nephthys, kneeling upon a nebyt sign. Height 44 cm.

Sarcophagus, exterior, foot-end: Isis, kneeling upon a nebyt sign. Height 44 cm.

Sarcophagus, exterior, left side: Hapy, Anubis Khenty-seh-neter, and Kebhsnéwef, standing.
Height 45 cm.

Sarcophagus, exterior, right side: Imseti, Anubis Imy-Wet, and Duamitef, standing. Height
45 cm.

Lid, under surface: [Nit, standing, arms outspread] (?).

Sarcophagus, interior, floor: Niit, standing, arms outspread. Height ca. 100 cm. (The arms of
the goddess extend up the sides of the box and cut into Text 60. See pl. V, longitudinal sec-
tion).

' Appendix I, pp. 155 ff.
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2. Right side, central portion, exterior, with pari:s of Text 30a and 3. The same, interior, with part of Text 60 (Colum
adjoining texts 103-118)

THE SARCOPHAGUS OF SENNEMUT
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Wedjat Eyes (incised): Sarcophagus, exterior, left side, 2nd panel.
Texts (incised):!

Lid, upper surface . . . . . . . [Texts 1, 2, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10].

Sarcophagus, exterior, head-end . . . . . Texts 13, 14, 15, 17.

Sarcophagus, exterior, foot-end . . . . . Texts 20, 21, 22, 23.

Sarcophagus, exterior, right side . . . . . Texts 26, [27], 29, 2, 30 4, g, 31,
5, 32, 34-

Sarcophagus, exterior, left side . . . . . Texts 36, 37, 39, 8, 58, 59, 4, 40,
10, 41, 43.

Lid, under surface . . . . . . . [Text 44] (?).

Sarcophagus, top surfaces of walls . . . . [Texts 50, 51, 52, 53] (?).

Sarcophagus, interior, floor . . . . . . Text 54.

Sarcophagus, interior, walls . . . . . . Text 60 (139 columns).

Colours:

Ground colour : Exterior of sarcophagus painted dark red and varnished (lid and interior of sarco-
phagus not painted).

Additional Colours: Inscriptions on exterior, yellow; wigs, collars, bracelets, etc., of figures, blue.
Traces of blue in brows and appendages of wedjat eyes.

Condition:

Broken in antiquity into two or three thousand pieces, approximately half of which have been
recovered. The extant fragments range in size from 2x2X1 cm. to 55X 45X 10 cm., the
majority of them being small. On one fragment of the lid a hollow in the surface resulting from
a flaw in the stone had been patched in antiquity with tinted plaster.

Base:
No traces found.

It was probably the intention of the ancient artisans to leave the lid unpainted until
after it had been set in place onthesarcophagus at the time of Sennemiit’s burialin Tomb
71—an event which we have every reason to suppose never took place. Unfortunately,
there is no definite evidence that the lid was even inscribed, although the presence on
the sides of the sarcophagus of the second halves of Texts 2, 4, 3, 8, 9, and 10 implies
that the first parts of these texts were (or were to have been) written on the lid and
suggests the arrangement shown in pl. V.2
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