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FOREWORDS

Dr. Mark Lehner; President, Ancient Egypt Research Associates, Inc.

| stood on the balcony of the Open Air Museum of Mit Rahina on the morning of October 14,
1972—the first stop on my very first day in Egypt. | came to Mit Rahina with a tour of like-minded
youths. We had arrived in Cairo from London the night before. From the Lotus Hotel just off Soli-
man Pasha Square in downtown Cairo, we set off in an old blue and white Misr Travel bus. In our
first look at ancient Egypt, we gazed down upon the colossal body and the idealized, youthful face
of Pharaoh Ramesses II. But | was more struck when | turned away to look south, down a ditch grown
thick with palm trees and tall green reeds. There lay another broken colossus, this one of red granite,
a striding king wearing the conical crown of the south. | was amazed that an ancient work of art so
sublime could be just lying so, in a ditch.

In fact, | learn now, 47 years later, from this book, Treasures from the Lost City Memphis, by Aude
Grazer Ohara, that the statue was on its way up and out of that ditch, which is why it lay on a wooden
berth. ‘Abd el-Tawwab el-Hitta rediscovered this and a companion striding statue for the Depart-
ment of Antiquities in 1962, a century after J. Hekekyan first discovered the pair between 1852 and
1854. That ditch had once been a grand processional way to the main, southern gate of the great
Ptah Temple of Memphis. The resurrection of this pair of granite statues, inscribed for Ramesses |I,
but carved originally for a king who reigned centuries earlier, came in the late 1980s, after the first
of the pair to be restored traveled all the way to that other Memphis (in Tennessee, USA), and back.
And then the Egyptian antiquities authority restored both statues upright in the Mit Rahina Open
Air Museum sculpture garden.

When | arrived in Egypt, it seemed that few visitors who came to modern Mit Rahina realized the
importance and magnitude of ancient Memphis, whose ruins lie below. This capital city of Pharaonic
Egypt lies buried in water-soaked ground, covered by fields of tall reed and prickly camelthorn,
within and under vibrant, expanding modern urban centers—uvillages perched on separate mounds
until recent times when they merged into one conurbation. The walls of ancient Memphis lie em-
bedded in their own disintegrated fabric, close to the water table, extremely difficult for archaeol-
ogists to extricate. As mudbrick walls disintegrated over centuries, the stone elements of the mon-
uments of downtown Memphis survived, some so big that they lay partially exposed and obvious
two millennia after the city’s final demise.

Over the last two centuries, a number of projects sought to learn more about Egypt'’s ancient cap-
ital and to protect its archaeology. Of these, the longest and most comprehensive for the whole of
Memphis and its surroundings was the Survey of Memphis, led by David Jeffreys and Lisa Giddy for
the Egypt Exploration Society. Looking at Memphis in its regional environmental context, Jeffreys
brought together the various archaeological “interventions” up to the 1980s. In Treasures from the
Lost City Memphis, Aude offers a useful summary of how archaeology continued at Memphis and
how pieces of the Memphis puzzle have come together in the Mit Rahina outdoor museum.

Ancient Egypt Research Associates's (AERA) Memphis project grew from long-term cooperation
with Egypt’s Ministry of Antiquities and the American Research Center in Egypt (ARCE) for training
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Egypt's young archaeologists. Between 2005 and 2011, AERA developed and deployed ten field
schools for ARCE. With steadfast USAID support, these field schools for Beginners and Advanced
Archaeology, Salvage Archaeology, and Scientific Analysis and Publication trained more than 300
Ministry of Antiquities Inspectors. Many students became as skilled in best standard practice of sci-
entific archaeology as any of their foreign colleagues. They went on to teach, in Arabic and English,
younger Inspectors throughout the country.

The Mit Rahina Field School (MRFS) in 2011 and 2014, directed by Ana Tavares and Mohsen Kamel,
was one of the largest of the AERA-ARCE Field Schools, and was one of the first major field archae-
ology projects in Memphis in twenty years. Deployed in the oldest known part of Memphis—Kom
Fakhry—the MRFS 2011 made it clear that the archaeology of central Memphis now faced critical
challenges.

AERA responded by developing with the Ministry of Antiquities the Memphis Development Proj-
ect (MDP).* When in 2014, USAID put out a call for proposals to enhance and promote cultural
tourism, AERA and our colleagues in the Ministry saw our Memphis development plan as an ideal
opportunity, albeit one that faced significant challenges, both natural and urban. In proposing the
Ancient Memphis Walking Circuit, we hoped to build on the MRFS 2011. If we could clear and in-
vestigate the Kom el-Fakhry site, we believed that we could prepare the other major sites in central
and southern Memphis and offer a unique opportunity for visitors to glimpse the visible remains
of Egypt’s ancient capital. Showing the sites would increase awareness of the need for conservation
and maintenance. Increased tourism would generate opportunities for the local community.

Mit Rahina provided an ideal place to train and practice how to face the often complex challenges
of cultural heritage management. Between 2015 and 2016, AERA partnered with the University of
York, under Sara Perry, to deploy four field schools for this intensive training. Seventy-seven stu-
dents and twelve supervisors, all Ministry of Antiquities Inspectors, co-created the Ancient Mem-
phis Walking Circuit while working with heritage professionals.

MDP team members cleaned, surveyed, and mapped monuments in seven sites previously exca-
vated and long neglected, as well as in the Open Air Museum. To promote ancient Memphis, stu-
dents and teachers developed videos, a Memphis website, social media, a guidebook, brochure,
information packets for tour guides, and the signage for the Walking Circuit sites and the Open Air
Museum. Project members installed paths and signage in close collaboration with the Director of
Mit Rahina, Ibrahim Rifaat, and his staff at the Mit Rahina Inspectorate. Sadly, Ibrahim Rifaat passed
away in 2018, the year after we finished the MDP.

Every team member worked very hard to meet AERA's ambitious list of deliverables under our
USAID grant. Those deliverables relied on a comprehensive Historical and Environmental Record of

*This project was originally known as the “Memphis Site and Community Development Project” (or MSCD). Ultimately,
we did not receive permission to do community outreach on site, but we did teach its principles in the four field schools,
so that MoA archaeologists could go on to do their own community archaeologies throughout Egypt. So, in the end, it
became the Memphis Development Project, in the interests of “developing” the known ancient sites of Memphis and
the Open Air Museum.
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Granite colossal statue, which Ramses Il usurped from an earlier king, lies in the swale of the Ptah Temple southern
processional in the 1970s. | took the picture sometime after 1974, possibly in 1975.

greater Memphis, including major archaeological investigations, exposures of ancient monuments,
as well as artifacts and art objects on display in the Open Air Museum. For this record we owe a
great deal to several team members, but especially to Field Director Freya Sadarangani and Ar-
chaeologists Daniel Jones and Aude Grazer Ohara. A major deliverable was to assist the Ministry
of Antiquities in upgrading Mit Rahina's Open Air Museum and Sculpture Garden. This collection
includes statuary and major pieces of temples and palaces, including the largest sphinx in Egypt af-
ter the Great Sphinx of Giza. Yet no one ever published a catalog of this most important collection.

Although a museum catalog was not on AERAs list of deliverables, we committed resources that
enabled Aude to carry out further research, to use her skill and competence as an Egyptologist, and
her time and labor to work toward producing a catalog of the Mit Rahina museum that could be
available—free and open access—to students, scholars, and visitors interested in Mit Rahina. Now
we can present Treasures from the Lost City Memphis, thanks also to the skills and labor of the AERA
Publications Manager, Ali Witsell, and Art and Science Editor Wilma Wetterstrom. We wish to also
highlight the contributions of MDP Photographer Amel Nasr Mohammed Eweida and the catalog’s
Arabic translator, Reham Mahmud Zaky el-Sayed.

On behalf of everyone on the AERA Memphis project, | would like to thank Dr. Mamdouh Eldamaty,
former Minister of Antiquities; Dr. Khaled El-Anany, Minister of Antiquities; Dr. Moustafa Waziri,
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General Director of the Supreme Council of Antiquities; Dr. Khalid Zakaria el-Adli, former Governor
of Giza; Dr. Mahmoud Afifi, former Director of the Pharaonic Sector for the Ministry of Antiquities;
Dr. Mohamed Ismail, former Director of the Department of Foreign Missions; Dr. Nashwa Gaber,
Director of the Department of Foreign Missions; Ala Shehat, former Director of Giza and Saqqara;
Ibrahim Rifaat Ibrahim, former General Director at Mit Rahina; and Essam Hussein Khamis, Director
of Mit Rahina. We also thank Waleed Mohamed Sa'ad and Amina Abd el-Aziz for serving as Inspec-
tors for the Ministry of Antiquities during the MDP field seasons.

We give special thanks to Zeb Simpson, Sylvia Atalla, and Robert Parker at USAID for all their work,
help, and counsel with the USAID grant for the Memphis Development Project.

The success of the MDP was due to the leadership of Field Directors Mohsen Kamel and Freya
Sadarangani. We are exceptionally grateful for the support, encouragement, and guidance of David
Jeffreys, who as Director of the Egypt Exploration Society's Survey of Memphis brought over thirty
years of experience working at this important ancient capital.

We especially wish to thank the late Ibrahim Rifaat lbrahim, former General Director at Mit Rahina,
for his valuable assistance during the MDP. While he saw an early draft of this volume, we lament
that he was unable to see the final product, in which he played no small part.

As AERA team members turned from our Memphis project to other tasks, we did not take our eyes
off Memphis. We hold open the possibility of a return. We all agree that Memphis ranks among
Egypt's most important cultural heritage sites. For it was right here that Egypt itself began its millen-
nia-long history as a united country.

We are so pleased to present Aude Grazer Ohara’s Treasures from the Lost City Memphis. For all of
you who helped with your support, we are proud of your trust in AERA and our work.

* K K KX XX

Dr. David Jeffreys; Field Director, Survey of Memphis

The site of Memphis, ancient Egypt's only real capital city, has been cruelly neglected over the years.
Founded at or around the beginning of the third millennium BC as the hub of the newly united
kingdoms of “upper” Egypt (the Nile Valley) and “lower” Egypt (the Delta), Memphis maintained
its importance through the various political turmoils of pharaonic history and beyond. Indeed, as
the precursor of both Roman Babylon (“of Egypt”) and Islamic and modern Cairo, and taking these
three as essentially a single but mobile conurbation, of which Memphis is simply the first footprint,
then its prime position has been almost unbroken for more than five thousand years.

And yet ... it always comes as something of a shock to realize how little we know even now about
the archaeology of the city itself. Many (misguided) guidebooks give the impression that Memphis
has disappeared, that there is nothing left to see, that Memphis has “crumbled into dust” (to quote a
recent popular documentary television program in the UK). Some of the people making such claims
really ought to know better: even just the surviving visible remains at Memphis, although at times

Xiv



perhaps somewhat unprepossessing, show it to be one of the largest settlement sites in the Nile Val-
ley (at six square kilometers), and new discoveries are made whenever and wherever archaeologists
are brave enough to explore the terrain. Of course the city’s burial grounds are famous all over the
world: the pyramids, elite tombs, and later, temple towns in the desert regions on both sides of the
valley. Ironically it is when these funerary monuments are most obvious (for example in the Archaic
or Early Dynastic and Old Kingdom periods) that the city itself has been until now almost invisible.

So while the name of Memphis carried considerable cultural resonance abroad, any awareness of its
physical reality remained low or non-existent. Almost all that was known or believed about the city
derived from Greek and Latin authors, such as Herodotus and Strabo, and Islamic tradition. Milton,
for example, could poetize about Osiris in his “Memphian grove or green,’ but | think we can assume
he had no knowledge or understanding of the actual, detailed context.

It seems almost counterintuitive to suggest that this lack of a high archaeological profile should in
fact be a sign of the city's importance, reflected in so much intensive later building activity. Mem-
phis, and its twin city of Heliopolis to the north, were endlessly rifled for their building material,
recycled to construct new urban extensions: first the fortress city of Babylon (“Old Cairo") in the 1¢
century AD, then the Islamic new build of Fustat in the 7%, to the present urban sprawl of modern
Cairo. By comparison and contrast, such sites as Thebes and Amarna, or the Nubian temples, so
much more impressive in appearance today, survive as they do because they became, respectively,
political backwaters or were rapidly abandoned after a short lifespan, and were largely free of icon-
oclastic and practical depredation.

In recent times some attempt has been made to remedy this neglect, and the resulting imbalance in
our understanding of Memphis, with its undoubted central importance not only to pharaonic cul-
ture but to the social and economic life of the eastern Mediterranean as a whole. Numerous surveys
and excavations, with varying degrees of competence and success, were carried out by 19" century
antiquarians such as Champollion, and by some more systematic or scientific investigators such as
Karl Lepsius and Joseph Hekekyan, in the mid-1800s. During the early 20" century, Flinders Petrie
was active here, although at various sites in a rather haphazard fashion, and University of Pennsylva-
nia carried out the first of what we might recognize today as controlled field excavations, firstly un-
der Clarence Fisher at the palace of Merenptah through the 1910s and later under Rudolph Anthes
during the 1950s. At the same time various small-scale excavations, largely of a reactive nature and
often following chance discoveries from local digging for sebakh (topsoil) or speculative treasure
hunting, were undertaken by the Egyptian antiquities authorities.

Very little of this older work pretended to any kind of overall investigative strategy or program for
Memphis, and often, with no archival provision or access to earlier information readily available, let
alone publication, there was hardly any way of knowing at any time what had gone before: Petrie, for
example, was apparently blissfully (and it must be said inexplicably) unaware of Hekekyan's (vastly
superior) work half a century earlier, even though he was in some areas going over exactly the same
ground—and complaining about how disappointing it was!

The Egypt Exploration Society's Survey of Memphis, launched in 1981, was intended to provide
some structure to the extraordinarily rich archive on Memphis and to future investigation of the city,

XV



with a systematic inventory of individual excavations and the identities of those responsible, to be as
complete as possible with the resources available to us at the time, and the opportunity to correlate
these with the surviving fabric of the city. Some surprises confronted us along the way: little-known
verbal and visual descriptions, especially among Arab writers such as Qalgashandi, the invaluable
pictorial record then kept by the Antiquities Organization photographer Hasibulla al-Tayib, and
perhaps most especially the documentary treasure house that is the volumes of manuscripts of
Joseph Hekekyan, active at Heliopolis and Memphis in the 1850s. These not only provide new infor-
mation and previously unrealized confirmation of much that was unclear, but also present what must
surely be the first example of a truly geoarchaeological approach anywhere in the world.

In the 2010s the gauntlet was taken up by the American Research Center and Ancient Egypt Re-
search Associates, firstly as a training excavation (the Mit Rahina Field School, MRFS) and most re-
cently as a truly visionary two-year project to train young Egyptian Inspectors more specifically in
multiple aspects of public archaeology (Memphis Development Project, or MDP). It is from this pro-
gram that the present volume has developed, as described below: an exhaustive catalog, compiled
for the first time, of the many objects housed and displayed in the permanent Memphis museum
at Mit Rahina with, crucially, their archaeological context so far as can be established at the present
time. Dr. Grazer Ohara is to be particularly congratulated for the painstaking and wide-ranging
quality of her research and for the many insights it has provided us on the material culture of this
all-important site. It will certainly alert a wider world to the historical and archaeological potential
of Memphis, alongside an attractive new website and other literature generated by the MDP, as well
as a fresh approach to the visitor experience at the site. All of this will help to make Memphis in the
future less of a detour, and more of a destination, as it deserves!
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Postscript: As this manuscript went to press, a publication (Sourouzian 2019, see bibliog-
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grate the complementary information provided by this very useful reference, but we refer
the reader to it for additional details, especially regarding the epigraphy of these pieces,
and provide here a list of correspondences between our two catalogs:

Sourouzian 2019: 72-74, cat. 41 (= MO85); 161-162, cat. 87 (= MO21); 163-164, cat. 88 (=
MO37); 202-203, cat. 109 (= MO51); 331-332, cat. 210 (= MO22 and MO87); 374-375,
cat. 236 (= MO71); 384-385, cat. 244 (= MO69); 459-460, cat. 293 (= MO18); 474-475,
cat. 302 (= MO25); 543, cat. 347 (= MO23 and MO86); 650, cat. R-1 (= MO1); 651, cat. R-2
(= MO26); 727, cat. R-72 (= MO11); and 780, cat. R-121 (= MO56).
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INTRODUCTION

Memphis was one of the most significant and emblematic cities of ancient
Egypt. Its ancient origins, tracing back to the dawn of Pharaonic civilization,
as well as its occupational history of no less than three millennia, contribut-
ed to making Memphis a legendary city, not only to the ancient Egyptians
themselves, but also beyond, making a lasting impression on the collective
imagination of the ancient and medieval world.

For the ancient Egyptian, Memphis represented a “primeval” place in many
respects. As the earliest capital city of a united Egypt, Memphis was the place
where the Pharaonic state had its roots. If we believe Classical tradition,
Mempbhis was founded at the very beginning of Pharaonic history, when King
Menes (a mythical figure of the Early Dynastic Period, who testifies to the
memories that ancient people kept about actual events that occurred in their
remote past) unified the Egyptian territory for the first time—a date that the
archaeology of the site tends to confirm. As such, Memphis became, from a
very early time, a special place where the Egyptian kings could reassert their
rule and rejuvenate their power, and where significant events, such as the
royal jubilee festival (heb-sed), and later, the king's coronation, took place.
The extensive necropolis of Memphis—which expands south to north from
Dahshur, Saqqara, Abusir, Zawyet el-Aryan, Giza, to Abu Rawash—housed
early royal tombs, including the first Egyptian pyramids. At the same time,
the main local god of Memphis, Ptah, rapidly gained in prominence until he
became one of the principal state deities, closely tied to Pharaonic royalty.
Further, a local tradition known as the “Memphite Theology” attributes the
creation of the universe to Ptah, and suggests that the first piece of fertile
land that emerged from the primeval waters was in the Memphite area, add-
ing to the overall mythical impression of this great city.

Closely tied to the formation and development of the Pharaonic state and
civilization, the city’s growth and history have always been exceptional.
Throughout Egyptian history, the temples of Memphis received particular
attention from the kings, who built there extensively, erecting some of the
most impressive pieces of Pharaonic architecture and statuary. Thereby the
sacred precinct of the god Ptah—the well-known Hut-ka-Ptah (or “Tem-
ple of the ka of Ptah"), whose name will one day evolve into ancient Greek
"Aigyptos” or "Egypt"—gradually became one of the largest in Egypt, even
competing in size and magnificence with the religious complex of Amun in
Karnak better-known to modern tourists. In addition to the symbolic impor-
tance of Memphis to the Pharaonic state, its attractive location, strategically
positioned in the narrowest part of the Nile Valley as a gateway between the
Delta and the Valley, also contributed significantly to the expansion and afflu-



ence of the city. Memphis continually played a key role in the administration,
economy, and defense of Egyptian territory, via its many local industries, its
famous port that served as a crucial commerce hub, its dockyards devoted
to shipbuilding activities, and its arsenal and garrisons. Though its status as
capital was occasionally challenged by other local cities, Memphis always re-
mained a metropolitan city throughout Pharaonic history, housing the head-
quarters of various important institutions, notably the Royal Residence and
the Kap, where the royal heirs were raised and educated. Its estimated urban
footprint—reaching at least 550-600 hectares from the Ramesside Period
onwards until the Late Period—positioned Memphis amongst the largest
Egyptian cities of its time. Its intriguing lure led to the city's development as
a true cosmopolitan center, housing many diverse foreign communities.

The prestige of this millennia-old city also reached beyond Egypt's borders,
as can be seen by the enthusiasm of ancient foreign travelers who reported
their journeys to Memphis and their visits to its temples, and from the testi-
monies of native and foreign conquerors who always took pride in capturing
this prominent city. The city's glory was not overshadowed until a very late
date, when the founding of Fustat (part of ancient Cairo) by the Arabs, far-
ther to the north, caused its definite decline during the 7* century AD—a
decline already initiated in the 4" century BC with the founding of Alexan-
dria by Alexander the Great. But even then, the influence of Memphis on
the collective imagination did not completely fade, as is evidenced by the
medieval Islamic tradition that once again linked the site of Memphis with
legends: indeed, Arabic medieval writers used to consider Memphis as the
ancient city of the Biblical figure of Yusuf (or Joseph), and identified in its
ancient monuments places related to his story, like the so-called “Granaries
of Joseph” or the “Prison of Joseph.” This folklore still lingers on nowadays in
collective memory through a series of Arabic toponyms that relate Memphis
to various characters mentioned by Quranic tradition as being linked to the
story of Yusuf, for instance: the village of ‘Aziziya and the Kém ‘Aziz, referring
to el-Aziz (also known as Potiphar in the Bible), the Egyptian officer who
bought Yusuf, or the Gallery of Zalikha and the Palace of Zalikha, after the
name of el-'Aziz's wife, who failed in her attempt to seduce Yusuf.

Though the exact location of Memphis was long lost, its name survived and
interest in this illustrious city remained, leading to various suggestions in the
18" century for identifying it, and to its eventual rediscovery and excavation
under the modern village of Mit Rahina, located south of Cairo, from the
beginning of the 19" century onwards. Over the two following centuries,
explorers and surveyors completed plans and maps, and a series of over
150 excavations—some planned, the others accidental—were undertaken
throughout the ruins, gradually unearthing scattered fragments of the lost
city of Memphis.



Nowadays, however, the prestigious past of Memphis remains difficult to
see or comprehend when walking through its archaeological sites. Even the
knowledgeable visitor must make a real effort to imagine that they are tread-
ing upon the very earth of this once-glorious city! This is due in part to the
nature of the excavations that were conducted there (many of which were
not documented or remain unpublished), and failed, on the whole, to pro-
vide a satisfying overall picture of the city's extent, topography, and histo-
ry. This situation is also due to the condition of the ruin field itself. Buried
under modern settlements and encroaching vegetation, and exposed to an
ever-rising water table, the remains of Memphis—a unique city with particu-
larly complex and deep stratigraphy that we have only recently begun to un-
derstand—have also been heavily damaged by time and human activity. For
example, most of the stone temples were dismantled in ancient times and
extensively exploited as a quarry for building medieval Cairo. Moreover, a
large number of the exquisite pieces of architecture and statuary unearthed
here during the past two centuries were removed from Memphis in order
to be added to the collections of the Egyptian Museum in Cairo and foreign
museums all over the world, further increasing the perplexing feeling that
the splendor of Memphis is everywhere, except in the region of Memphis
itself!

Fortunately, over the last decades various teams have aimed to remedy this
situation by undertaking a systematic survey of the ruins of Memphis, via
a thorough mapping of the ruin field, a study of ancient sources and exca-
vation archives, targeted excavations in areas likely to provide information
about the evolution of the Memphite settlement, landscape, and environ-
ment, and a re-examination and re-contextualization of a series of excavated
sites and of artifacts of Memphite provenance. Of particular note is the ex-
tensive work conducted here by the Egypt Exploration Society's Survey of
Memphis (SoM) under the direction of David G. Jeffreys, H. S. (Harry) Smith,
and Lisa Giddy since the early 1980s. We can also cite other projects aiming
to re-examine excavated sites, such as that undertaken in the 1980s by Mi-
chael Jones on behalf of New York University at the Memphite “Apis House,’
which made a valuable contribution to the understanding of the site.

Following in the footsteps of these highly committed predecessors, recent
work in Memphis by Ancient Egypt Research Associates (AERA)—the joint
AERA-ARCE-EES Memphis Field School (held in conjunction with the Ameri-
can Research Center in Egypt and the Egypt Exploration Society; also known
as MRFS, in 2011 and 2014) followed by the Memphis Development Project
(or MDP, from 2015-2017)—aimed to make a contribution to our knowl-
edge of this lost city through a new assessment of eight previously excavated
sites. But it also, and perhaps more importantly, aimed to put Memphis back
into the spotlight by implementing a plan for the protection, presentation,
and enhancement of its remains, with a view to make the city’s ruin field, so



long overlooked and neglected, one of the must-see archaeological sites of
the Egyptian tourist circuit. The present book is one of the many achieve-
ments of this project, and highlights the lost heritage of Memphis by drawing
attention to a site that remained, until recently, the only available showcase
of the in situ heritage of Memphis: the local museum of Mit Rahina, and its
collection of 81 artifacts found within the Memphite region.

Among the sites that received extensive attention from the MDP is the muse-
um of Mit Rahina, commonly known as the Open Air Museum or the Mathaf
Ramsis (or Ramesses Museum, in reference to one of the colossal limestone
masterpieces in its holdings)—long since the only site open to visitors within
Mit Rahina. It must be acknowledged that its many treasures, though accessi-
ble to the public, have not received adequate interest and prominence thus
far. The museum displays a substantial and remarkable sample of Memphite
monuments, including several unique pieces that deserve to be more widely
known. In addition to this, the museum itself sits on archaeological remains
in the heart of the Memphite ruin field, and the fuller understanding of its
context—as presented in this book—will greatly enhance the visitor's expe-
rience.

This publication aims to present the remarkable collection of artifacts dis-
played in the museum of Mit Rahina, and, through it, to introduce the reader
or visitor to the site of ancient Memphis, offering insight into the history and
excavation of this lost city. This book is the first to provide a comprehensive
presentation of the museum and a detailed catalog of its treasures, which will
hopefully make this book a useful document for specialists studying Mem-
phite material.



THE GENESIS OF THIS BOOK AND ITS
METHODOLOGY

The Memphis Development Project 2015-2017 (MDP)

Undertaken by Ancient Egypt Research Associates (AERA) via collaboration
with the University of York, under the aegis of the Egyptian Ministry of An-
tiquities (MoA), and with the financial support of the United States Agency
for International Development (USAID), the two-year MDP was an ambitious
endeavor: revive the ancient city of Memphis and arouse the interest of the
general public for its little-known, though fascinating, archaeological remains.
In practice, this meant:

(1) the undertaking of a new archaeological and conservation assessment
of a selection of eight sites, the creation of a vast archaeological database
(to be made available to specialists in the near future), and a plan for the
long-term preservation of the remains. This database gathers together a
new set of archaeological survey data (fig. 1), collected with a Total Sta-
tion and imported into a Geographical Information System (GIS), as well
as detailed information packets combining previous archaeological and
interpretative work conducted on these monuments with any relevant
published literature;

(2) the creation of a full tourist walking circuit through the ruin field (fig.
2), which would connect these sites and make them both physically ac-
cessible and understandable to both Egyptian and international visitors
through the implementation on-site of pathways, facilities, and interpre-
tative bilingual signs, and through the production of informative and pro-
motional media; and

(3) the training, through a series of four dedicated field schools, of 77
MoA Inspectors from all over Egypt in cutting-edge methods of heritage
management, so that they could experiment with and implement these
new approaches both at Memphis and, in the future, on other Egyptian
historical sites.

For this project, seven of the best-preserved monuments of the southern
half of the Memphis ruin field were selected—in addition to the Open Air
Museum—for their historical significance and the insight they provide into
the ancient city of Memphis (map 1, p. 7):

* The West Gate of the Great Ptah Temple, built by Ramesses ||

» The Small Temple of Ptah, built by Ramesses |l

* The Cemetery of the High Priests of Ptah during the 22" Dynasty
« The Apis House of the 30" Dynasty

* The Chapel of Seti |, also known as an “oratory”



Figure 1. Memphis Development Project (MDP) Surveyor Mohammed Abd el-‘Aziz Gabr surveying architectural
fragments in the Ptah Temple West Gate. Photo by Amel Eweida.

Figure 2. A portion of the new walking circuit of Memphis. The MDP laid 1.3 km of pathways between eight
archaeological sites, and installed new bilingual signage for visitors. Photo by Sayed Salah Abd el-Hakim.
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Map 1. The Open Air Museum and the seven archaeological sites that were fully surveyed, researched, and equipped
so that they could be integrated into the new tourist walking circuit created by the MDP, 2015-2017. Map by
Rebekah Miracle, AERA GIS.

* The Temple of Hathor, built by Ramesses ||
* A temple of Ramesses Il, commonly known as the “Temple of Sekhmet”

The Survey of the Open Air Museum of Mit Rahina

Located in the middle of the ruin field, the Open Air Museum of Mit Rahina
consists mainly of a modern display area dedicated to a permanent collec-
tion of 81 stone artifacts of large size. This display area—meant to emphasize
three central pieces—is divided into roughly four parts. It consists of:

(1) A vast concrete shelter with a viewing platform for visitors to admire



a famous limestone colossus of Ramesses Il. This shelter also contains a
range of smaller pieces distributed around the colossus, within the stair-
case, and along the front of the shelter.

(2) Outside the museum’s shelter, along its eastern side, three rows of
concrete platforms form an open air display area for additional pieces of
varying size.

(3) Northeast of this, another centerpiece of the museum'’s collection,
a superb monumental sphinx of Egyptian alabaster of the 18" Dynasty,
stands remote on a concrete plinth.

(4) East of the sphinx sits the museum'’s garden, where another colossus
of Ramesses Il flanked by two lines of smaller artifacts, takes centerstage.
To the south of the garden, a vacant area contains an additional display
platform intended for future use, the buried archaeological remains of a
large enclosure wall, and extra space for the museum to expand.

For obvious reasons, the MDP work conducted at the museum differs from
the recording undertaken at the other seven archaeological sites selected
for the project. The focus of the museum work was to create a catalog of the
objects on display, and to assess the museum's existing features related to
visitor experience at the site (modern buildings, interpretative signs, and vis-
itor facilities and routes), with the hope that our field school students could
enhance and supplement them.

For this purpose, Project Surveyors ‘Amr Zakaria Mohammed and Moham-
med Abd el-'Aziz Gabr undertook a topographical survey record by Total
Station of all features within the museum. This included modern buildings,
fences and fence poles, garden lawns and parterres, trees and curbs, smaller
facilities like bins and benches, display facilities such as platforms and plinths,
and, of course, displayed objects. Each surveyed feature was tagged with a
feature type code. MDP GIS Director Rebekah Miracle then imported the
entire survey data into GIS, and included the feature types within the GIS
data tables, so that data can easily be accessed and queried (map 2, p. 9).

During this process, the surveyors assigned a Museum Object number (MO)
to each object displayed within the museum: from MO1 through MO87. At
the time of the survey, a total of 87 objects were on display (map 3, p. 10),
including six objects (MO35, MO47, MO63, MO64, MO65, and MO70) that
were awaiting official registration. In agreement with the MoA, we decided
to remove these six artifacts from the current book, reducing the total num-
ber of objects addressed here to 81 (for practical reasons we kept our initial
numbering scheme).

Each object was subsequently photographed (with both simple record shots
and publication-quality photographs) by Project Photographer Amel Nasr
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Mohammed Eweida, using a full-frame camera (Nikon D700) and two lens-
es—60 mm and 24 mm (for detailed shots). Where possible, she photo-
graphed the objects from four sides and from the top (using a ladder when
necessary), but encountered some difficulties in photographing the larger
objects (such as the colossi) because the use of scaffolding was not possible.
Because the objects are displayed outside she used two silver reflectors and
plastic sheets as light diffusers. We are very pleased to be able to use her
photographs extensively in the catalog section of this book.

Researching the Objects and the Museum

In the absence of any comprehensive publication on this collection of arti-
facts, the MDP concomitantly carried out a study of each object displayed
within the museum. Because no literary sources were available on the topic,
we conducted research on the history of the museum, and on the museum as
an archaeological site, since the museum’s compound sits on Memphis’s ruin
field and contains in situ archaeological features. To this end, the characteris-
tics (type, material, and any inscriptions), purpose, and provenance of each
object was researched, and any published literature and archival material
about the museum and its objects was sought and, where possible, collected.

The work published by the EES's Survey of Memphis (SoM) from the 1980s
onwards (see p. 52) was particularly helpful for tracking the provenance and
excavation context of a number of objects and for repositioning them on a
map (see especially Jeffreys 1985 and Jeffreys 2010; and see maps 7-9, pp.
75-77). For the purpose of our research, references to the SoM’s survey grid
and site code system—whose coordinates were also integrated by Rebekah
Miracle into our GIS database—were made in order to pinpoint either the
exact or approximate findspot of objects on our maps (when a provenance
was identified). Likewise, in the current publication, when referring to loca-
tions in the ruin field of Memphis, we use the topographical subdivision and
glossary, as established by the SoM (Jeffreys 1985: 1-10, 78-84, figs. 2-10).

Divided first into northern and southern halves, Memphis's ruin field is then
further subdivided into a series of archaeological mounds (or kém in Ara-
bic) of varying extent and height, three depressions where the ground wa-
ter tends to create ponds or lakes (birka in Arabic), and former retention
ponds that were used for holding floodwaters in the past (héd in Arabic).
The site reference system established by the SoM (SoM’s site codes) divides
the whole archaeological area into smaller areas corresponding respectively
to the northern, middle, and southern depressions (all identified as “B"), and
to the various archaeological mounds (based on the initial letter of their local
names, e.g., Q = Kébm el-Qal‘a, F = Kém el-Fakhry, etc.). Reference to excavat-
ed sites located in these many areas is then made through a unique identifier
consisting of two additional letters (e.g., QAB refers to the site of the Palace
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of Merneptah as excavated by Clarence S. Fisher on Kém el-Qal‘a; with Q
for Qal‘a, and AB for the area excavated there by Fisher). In three instances,
however, the excavated areas overlap two kéms—Koém el-Rabi‘a and Kém el-
Qal'a; in this particular situation, the site code consists of the two kéms' initial
(RQ) followed by a single-letter identifier (respectively, A, B, and C) (maps
4-5, pp. 13-14).

Our research also benefited greatly from data contained in various sets of
unpublished documentation that were drawn to our attention and made
available to us by colleagues of the MoA and other international institutions.
Hisham el-Leithy, Director of the MoA's Center of Studies and Documenta-
tion of Egyptian Antiquities, Cairo (CEDAE) granted us permission to access
archival material of significant importance for our research, in particular:

a set of old photographs of Memphis in the late 19" and early 20%
centuries, assembled by the German Egyptologists Hermann J. B.
Junker and Ludwig Borchardt (the collection is known as “Junker and
Borchardt, 1912" although some photographs were clearly taken later
than 1912);

and, more importantly, the Saggara Photographic Archives (organized
in folders by chronological order), containing records of all the field-
work conducted in the Memphite area from the beginning of the 20*
century, including Memphis and Saqqara. These consist of black and
white photographs with Arabic captions mentioning the name of the
photographer, the date, the type of activities (excavation, renovation,
etc.), the overall area (Memphis, Saqqara, etc.), and occasionally in-
dications of a more specific area or monument and of the people in-
volved. This archive was particularly valuable for tracking unpublished
objects whose provenance and excavation context were not other-
wise identified by the SoM team, as well as for tracing back the history
of the creation of the museum and the assembling of its collection.

Likewise, Michael Jones of the American Research Center in Egypt, Cairo
(ARCE) provided us with his full Memphis archive, which included docu-
ments related to his work at the Apis House and a set of archival pictures
that he assembled of this site and other areas of the ruin field (notably, pho-
tographs showing the museum’s surroundings in the 1950s).

Additional graphic material was collected through photographic research
within image collections made available online by institutions (e.g., the Ox-
ford Griffith Institute’s “Egyptian Mirage,’ the Library of Congress's “G. Eric
and Edith Matson Photograph Collection”) and from antique postcards and
old private photographs for sale online (e.g., eBay). Old press articles were
also searched in collections of digitized historical newspapers (e.g., the Brit-
ish Newspaper Archive, London).
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The Plan for a Catalog Book

The idea of turning our work on the museum and its objects into a book co-
alesced as the amount of new, unpublished data increased, and as the value
of the collection for helping to illustrate the overall history of Memphis be-
came more obvious. Interestingly, this assemblage of objects demonstrates
well the long process of the rediscovery and excavation of Memphis, begin-
ning in the very early 19" century, and opens windows that will allow visitors
to learn more about this ancient city through time.

This book, which does not claim to be exhaustive, aims to use the Open Air
Museum's collection to introduce the non-specialist reader to the enthralling
remains and history of ancient Memphis, while at the same time providing
specialists with a handy detailed catalog—the first such attempt—of all ob-
jects on display, enriched with new information that may be relevant to their
own research.
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Figure 3. The
centerpiece of the Open
Air Museum'’s collection:
the magnificent
limestone colossal statue
of Ramesses | (MO85),
known as Abu'l-hol,
“Father of Awe,’ found
by G. B. Caviglia in 1821
at Kém el-Rabi‘a. Photo
by Amel Eweida.

THE EXCAVATION OF MEMPHIS AND THE
CREATION OF THE MUSEUM AND COLLECTION

The history of both the museum and its contents cannot be addressed with-
out mentioning the long excavation history of the site of Memphis. The cre-
ation of the museum and the assembling of its collection of objects are both
closely tied to the uncovering of the remains of this lost city. This starts with
the museum’s building itself, a former version of which was built of mud-
bricks, wood, and a tin roof to give shelter to the first significant discovery
made in Memphis at the beginning of the 19 century.

The Discovery and Rescue of Abu’l-Hol, the Limestone
Colossus of Ramesses Il

In 1821, a superb colossus of Ramesses Il (our MO85; fig. 3) carved from
indurated limestone was unearthed by Giovanni B. Caviglia, a Genoese ex-
plorer and navigator working around Egypt in the early 1800s for various
British collectors, notably at the Sphinx and Pyramids of Giza for the British
Consul-General in Egypt, Henry Salt, and at Memphis and Giza for the British
Consular official in Cairo, Charles Sloane (Jeffreys 1985: 24; 2010: 71, and
passim). Though it was given to the British by Muhammad Ali Pasha (also
known as Mehmet Ali Pasha), the Viceroy of Egypt and Sudan, this magnifi-
cent colossus of Ramesses the Great—which Caviglia named Abu'l-Hol (Ara-
bic for “Father of Awe"), perhaps in reference to the similarly-named Great
Sphinx in Giza—was never removed from Memphis due to the prohibitive
costs of transporting the monument to the United Kingdom. As a conse-
quence, this colossal statue was left for decades in its excavation trench, lying
face down in the position in which it was found (fig. 4). Due to the clear artis-
tic value of the colossus, several plans for re-erecting it were proposed but
eventually abandoned. In 1887, a British weekly newspaper, The Graphic,
published an illustrated article pointing to the alarming situation of this trea-
sure, face down, and regularly exposed to water damage (fig. 5).




Figure 4. The
Abu’l-hol colossus
lying face down
in its excavation
trench at Kém
el-Rabi'a, as
photographed
by H. Béchard
some time
before 1887.
Reproduced with
permission of
Griffith Institute,
University of
Oxford (Gr.
Inst.134).

ONE OF THE ART TREASURES OF ENGLAND : THE
COLOSSAL STATUE OF RAMSES I1I

I the early part of the present century some excavations were
conducted on the site of ancient Memphis by Mr. SI and Si
] ) Cavaglia, which resulted in the discovery, among other important
remains, of a colossal statue of Ramses II.  Herodotus and

Diodorus mention Lwo statues of thirty cubits high (nearly fifty feet)
in front of the Templeof P'tah ; and, considering its situation, there
iz every reason to believe that the Ramses is one of these, It is
carved in white siliceous limestone, and, over the larger portion of
the surface is highly goli;hed. The part of the back which appears
above the water at the time of high Nile is rough and shapeless.
When the water has receded, portions of the front of the statue (it
has fallen on its face) may be scen, and these reveal work of ve
remarkable execuwive power. ‘The Ramses was given by its disco.
verers to the British nation, in the hopes that it would find a place in
the British Museum. Instead of being added to the national collee-
tion, however, it hn‘s been allowed to remain for the larger partof a
century half-buried m_rnud, and exposed Lo all kinds of damage and
desecration, and the time has surely now arrived when such a scandal
should cease. The statue lies about a mile from Bedreshayn, a
small town on the Nile, fifteen miles from Cairo, Our engraving is
from a sketch by Mr. Henry Wallis.
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Figure 5. The Abu’l-hol colossus
submerged face down in a pool of

water, as sketched by H. Wallis and
ONE OF THE ART-TREASURES OF ENGLAND—THE ‘..“-ll;i‘l\llh.;'j;::‘ \]"\NT‘ OF RAMSES I ON THE SITE OF THE ANCIENT described in The Graphic,]anuary
8" 1887 (pp. 30, 36).

THE STATUE LYING ON ITS FACE
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Figure 6. Officers of the
British Royal Engineers
and an Egyptian official
posing on top of the
colossus during the
operations for raising
and flipping it in
February 1887. This
photograph shows
details (local workers,
lifting equipment,
scaffolding, and a chain
pump with gear) that
also appear on the sketch
made around the same
time by the illustrator H.
Wallis (fig. 7), who may
be the man shown here
sitting with a sketchbook
on his lap (foreground,
left side). Copyright ©
CEDEA (Borchardt and
Junker 1912 collection).

Due to the emotion elicited by this article, a plan was adopted by British
officials and entrusted to the Royal Engineers for rescuing the colossus. But
owing to limited funds obtained through private donations, the initial plan
for raising Abu’l-Hol to an upright position was abandoned in favor of a more
modest project. In June 1887, the British Colonel Arthur H. Bagnold of the
Royal Engineers—to whom the actual task of rescuing the 100-ton colossus
was assigned—was able to turn the statue over and raise it to higher ground,
some four and half meters above its original location (Bagnold 1888: 452—
463). After five months of work, the project was successfully completed (figs.
6-7). During the same period of time, Bagnold (1888: 456—460) also rescued
two other major pieces: the massive stela of Apries currently on display in
the museum (MO24), and another beautiful colossus of Ramesses Il carved
from red granite, famous for its relocation from Memphis to Cairo in 1952 in
order to adorn Midan Ramsis railway station, and again to Giza in 2007 for its
planned installation in front of the new Grand Egyptian Museum.

Bagnold's newly-built exhibition space for Ramesses's limestone colossus
made the statue a major attraction for foreign travelers visiting Egypt, by al-
lowing visitors to fully admire its outstanding artistic quality for the first time.
After being rebuilt once in 1902 by the Department of Antiquities (Maspero
1910: 74), the Abu'l-Hol shelter was then entirely replaced by the concrete
building that still houses the colossus today, when the present Museum of
Mit Rahina was created by the Department of Antiquities in the late 1950s,
as we will see further on (see also Jeffreys 1985: 24) (figs. 8-13).
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Figure 7.

The Abu'l-

hol colossus
(MOS85) on
February 19th,
1887 during
the process

of raising, as
sketched by H.
Wallis. After
Bagnold 1888:
pl. 2.

Figure 8. Plan,
section, and
elevation of the
mudbrick shelter
with viewing
platform and

tin roof, built
by the British
Royal Engineers
in 1887 for
accommodating
the newly
re-positioned
colossus of
Ramesses I.
After Bagnold
1888: pl. 5.



Figure 9. Postcard
showing the Abu’l-hol
colossus (MO85) as
displayed in its first
mudbrick shelter.

The picture was

taken some time
between 1887 and
1902, before the &
shelter was re-built _ _ Vo g 7
by the Department of ' ' e
Antiquities. The image
and caption below
give an early visitor's
impressions of the
colossus to a friend
back home. Author's
private collection.

‘@N’ Uﬂm‘ . Postka

. — Carte Postase: ?Tm“lﬁm

ard : aatale. —

R‘jﬂ!ﬁ"! - LL

“Luxor. 3 Février 1914.
Annette. Ce grand monsieur aujourd'hui couché dans I'herbe, s'il était debout
dans la rue La Boétie vous pourriez & peu pres de votre balcon lui causer &

l'oreille.
-~ I'ami Godard."

“Luxor. 3rd February 1914.

Annette. This tall gentleman now lying in the grass, if he was standing upright
in La Boétie street [a street in Paris, where the recipient of the postcard is living],
you could almost talk into his ear from your balcony.

-- your friend Godard."
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Figure 10, above. The
second shelter of the
Abu'l-hol colossus with

its tin gable roof, as seen
looking eastward in 1954.
The shelter was facing

a group of mudbrick
houses known as ‘Ezbet
Abu'l-hol el-gharbiya or
“the western estate/land
of Abu'l-hol,” where the
antiquities inspector’s
office was located, and
which was dismantled
when the museum was
built. Mudbrick remains
in the middle foreground
indicate the position of the
southern enclosure wall
of the Great Ptah Temple,
probably just before R.
Anthes excavated it in
1955. Courtesy of the
University of Pennsylvania
Museum of Archaeology
and Anthropology
Archives.

Figure 11. The second
shelter of the Abu’l-hol
colossus in 1956, as re-
built by the Department
of Antiquities in 1902.
Copyright © CEDEA
(Archives of Saqqara
Inspectorate, Folder 26).



Figure 12, above. Various
stone pieces behind the
second shelter of the
Abu'l-hol colossus in 1956.
These include objects that
are currently displayed

at the museum: the pair

of column bases coming
from Merneptah’s palace
(MO4 and MO9), as well

as a fragmentary statue

of Ramesses Il carved

from Egyptian alabaster
(M0O22) and a much eroded
theophorous statue (MO23).
Both MO22 and MO23
appear to be standing on

a pair of granite pedestals
of Ramesses | (MO86

and MO87). Copyright ©
CEDEA (Archives of Sagqara
Inspectorate, Folder 26).

Figure 13. The Abu'l-hol
colossus lying inside its
second shelter in 1949. Along
its sides sit various stone
pieces, including the torso of
Ramesses IV (MO50) and the
uraei-frieze (MO73), which
are currently on display at
the museum. Copyright ©
CEDEA (Archives of Saqqgara
Inspectorate, Folder 18).




The Exploration of the Religious Complex of Ptah During
the 19*"-early 20* Centuries

The discovery of the Abu’l-Hol colossus in the early 19" century ushered in
a period of intense excavation and significant discovery throughout the ruin
field of ancient Memphis. First, the excavation of the limestone colossus led
to the uncovering of a series of other remarkable pieces of statuary that—as
later excavators would begin to understand—originally adorned a proces-
sional causeway leading to the South Gate of the vast religious complex of
the god Ptah. Indeed, Caviglia, while exposing the colossus, also unearthed
additional statues, including a colossal standard-bearing statue of Ramesses
I (MO21) and a four-faced Hathor column capital (MO19) (Jeffreys 2010:
86and 71).

Early Visitors

Even though only limited excavations were undertaken in this early period,
the work conducted at Memphis during an 1843 expedition in Egypt and
Nubia led by the German Egyptologist Karl R. Lepsius (on behalf of Frie-
drich Wilhelm IV, King of Prussia) was particularly crucial, as it contributed
to establishing the first detailed map of the ruin field of the ancient city of
Mempbhis, on the basis of which later plans and maps were developed (LD,
B.1.202-204 ["Mitrahineh"] and Abth.l.B1.9-10) (figs. 14-15).
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Figure 14. The first detailed map of the ruin field of Memphis, as established by G. Erbkam in 1843 in Memphis for the
expedition in Egypt and Sudan led by K. R. Lepsius on behalf of the King of Prussia. Note that north is reversed in the
Baedeker adaptation shown in Fig. 15. After LD, Abth.l.B1.9.
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Figure 15. Lepsius's map of the Memphis ruin field as reformatted for the first edition of K. Baedeker'’s famous
Handbook for travelers in Lower Egyptin 1878 (After Baedeker 1929, figure 13). Note that north has been reversed
in this adaptation based on the original Lepsius version shown in Fig. 14.

Then, in 1852 and 1854, Joseph Hekekyan Bey, a Turkish engineer of Arme-
nian descent, was commissioned by the Scottish geologist Leonard Horner
of the Geological Society of London to undertake trial drilling in the Nile
alluvium of Heliopolis and Memphis in order to evaluate the rate of alluvial
deposition since the 19 Dynasty (Jeffreys 2010: 89-182). On this occasion,
Hekekyan, who was at the time funded by the British Royal Society, enlarged
the excavation trench opened by Caviglia. He also dug additional research
pits throughout the large, regularly-flooded depression (known as the birka
or “lake”) that cuts across the center of Memphis, and along the eastern edge
of the ruin field where the ancient river bank of the Nile was known to have
once been.

Driven by his personal interest in archaeology and Egyptology, Hekekyan
also undertook several archaeological excavations throughout the birka, in
various areas corresponding to the ancient religious complex of Ptah and its
main gates. There he recorded remains of architecture and numerous frag-
ments of royal statues and colossi, a number of which have since been rebuilt
and are currently on display in the Museum of Mit Rahina: a pair of colossi
of Ramesses Il (MO1 and MO26), a fragment of a pair-statue (MO18), the
stela of Apries (MO24), a fragment of a seated statue (MO50), a colossus's
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wrist (MO53), a colossal statue of a royal wife or royal daughter (MO60, fig.
18), possibly two sphinxes (MO69 and MO71), and the colossus later taken
to Cairo railway station (figs. 16-17). Owing to Hekekyan's background as
a geologist, his records of the stratigraphy of Memphis and of the archaeo-
logical context of the artifacts and structures he unearthed are so unusual-
ly elaborate for the time that they still constitute a valuable source of data
for geologists and archaeologists today. These records are currently kept at
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Figure 16. Fragments
of the superb granite
colossus of Ramesses |1
(later transferred to the
Ramsis railway station in
Cairo), and the upper
part of a group statue
featuring Ramesses |1
and Ptah (MO18, “E"
on the sketch, at center
foreground), as found
and sketched by J.
Hekekyan in 1854 in
the Middle Birka. MS
37459.570, Courtesy of
the British Library.

Figure 17. Travelers (?)
admiring the granite
colossus of Ramesses

Il (later transported to
Cairo railway station),
together with the
colossal stela of Apries
(MO24) and the
fragment of a pair-
statue of Ramesses ||
and Ptah (MO18). This
photo was taken in 1900
after these pieces were
raised and relocated at
Kém el-Qal'a, not far
from the current Open
Air Museum, by A. H.
Bagnold of the British
Royal Engineers in
1887. Author's personal
collection.



Figure 18. Torso of a
Ramesside royal wife
or royal daughter
(MO60) found on

the south of Kém
Khanzir, as sketched by
J. Hekekyan in 1852.
MS 37454.47 and
37459.549, courtesy of
the British Library.

the British Library in London. Last but not least, Hekekyan's excavations also
demonstrated that the birka depression actually corresponded to the loca-
tion and expanse of the ancient religious complex of Ptah.

Following Hekekyan's fruitful seasons in Memphis, several renowned Egyp-
tologists and enthusiastic amateurs then came to visit the site, leading to ad-
ditional, albeit sporadic, discoveries and recordings. Among them, a German
missionary, Reverend Johann R. T. Lieder of the Church of England Missionary
Society, and his wife, Alice Lieder (born Holliday), made a series of inscrip-
tion squeezes from statues in 1853, now kept at the Griffith Institute, Oxford
(Malek 1986: 101-112; Jeffreys 2010: 183; most notably of the colossus'’s
wrist [MO53] and the Abu’l-Hol colossus [MO85]). The German Egyptolo-
gist Heinrich F. K. Brugsch also visited Memphis several times, making addi-
tional observations. In 1853 he identified the stela of Apries (MO24; Jeffreys
2010: 183-184) and in the 1870s he recorded inscribed blocks referring to
the cult of the sacred bull Apis (Brugsch 1878: 37-43). Likewise, in 1886, the
British Egyptologist William M. Flinders Petrie included Memphis in his pre-
liminary survey of Egyptian archaeological sites and identified an industrial
area consisting of glazing kilns at Kém Helal (Jeffreys 1985: 19; 2010: 188).

Successive French directors of the Egyptian Antiquities Service were also in-
terested in exploring the ruin field of Memphis. Frangois A. F. Mariette in
1871-1875 (Jeffreys 2010: 184-185), followed by Gaston C. C. Maspero
and Eugene Grébaut in 1885-1886 (Jeffreys 2010: 188), undertook exca-
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vations at K&bm Khanzir as well as at Mit Rahina where the remains of the

West Gate of the religious complex of Ptah were uncovered. In 1892-1894,
Jacques J. M. de Morgan resumed work at the West Gate (Jeffreys 2010:
189-190) and made additional discoveries, among them the pair of beauti-
ful colossal statues of Ptah that are now displayed in the Egyptian Museum
in Cairo (figs. 19-20). Georges E. J. Daressy also visited the site in 1901, and
carried on additional recording, mainly at the West Gate and in an area locat-
ed slightly to the south, not far from the location of the Apis House (Daressy
1901: 240-243; 1902: 22-31).

Petrie's Years

Large-scale exploration of the ancient city of Memphis only truly began
after Petrie finally obtained the concession for the site in 1907. During six
successive seasons of work, ranging from 1908-1913 and under the aegis
of his newly-founded British School of Archaeology in Egypt, Petrie and his
research assistants—among whom were Ernest J. H. MacKay, Gerald A. Wain-
wright, and Thomas E. Lawrence (better known as “Lawrence of Arabia")—
excavated extensively throughout the Memphis ruin field, with a particular
interest in the ruins of the religious complex of Ptah.

In 1908, Petrie's team conducted excavations along the limit between Mit
Rahina and the birka, on the western edge of the former sacred precinct of
Ptah where the main temple of the god once stood (Petrie 1909a: 5-6), es-
pecially at the West Gate of the temple enclosure and its adjoining West Hall,
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Figure 19. The two
colossal statues of the
god Ptah found by .
M. de Morgan in 1892
among the remains

of the West Gate of
the Great Temple of
Ptah, at the edge of
the Middle Birka, and
now in display in the
Cairo Museum (CG
38429 and 38430).
Reproduced with
permission of Griffith
Institute, University of
Oxford, Gr.Inst.387.



Figure 20. The remains of the West Gate and West Hall of the Great Temple of Ptah as seen today. Here the work
of J. M. de Morgan, G. E. J. Daressy, and W. M. F. Petrie produced various remarkable stone pieces of statuary and
architecture, including several now on display at the museum (the fragments of a pair-statue MO44 and MO56, and
the temple doorjamb MO34). Photo by Amel Eweida.

both built by Ramesses Il in the 19™ Dynasty (fig. 20). Minor excavations were
also undertaken in other areas of the ruin field, notably at Kém el-Fakhry
where a portion of the Apis House and a chapel were unearthed (Petrie
190%a: 10 [§31], 12-13 [838]), and at K&m el-Nawa where an ancient ave-
nue leading to a religious structure dating from the Late Period was uncov-
ered (Petrie 190%9a: 10 [§31]). A column fragment currently on display in the
Open Air Museum (MO39) may come from these early excavations. From
1909 to 1910, Petrie’s team next sought to explore the promising-looking
ruins located on the north of the complex of Ptah, at Kbm Tuman, where the
imposing remains of the palace of King Apries were exposed (Petrie 1909b;
Kemp 1977: 101-108; Pagliari 2010: 333-342).

Finally, from 1911 to 1913, Petrie's focus shifted back to the temple of Ptah.
In 1912, he made prominent discoveries in various areas of the temple's ru-
ins. A monumental sphinx carved from a single piece of Egyptian alabaster
(a common name for local calcite) and portraying an anonymous sovereign
was uncovered in an area located near the South Gate of the sacred precinct
(Petrie 1911: 23 [§50]); today, this magnificent sphinx constitutes one of the
masterpieces of the Open Air Museum (MO 14, figs. 21-23). Because of the
importance of this discovery, the event was widely covered by the newspa-
pers of the time, notably by The Times, June 4*, 1912, The Graphic, July 13,
1912, and The New York Times, July 14*, 1912.
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Figure 21. Another great discovery that marked
the history of the exploration of ancient
Memphis: the uncovering of the colossal alabaster
sphinx (MO14), as related in The Graphic, July 13t
1913 (p. 63).

This exceptional discovery was followed shortly by the excavation of anoth-
er monumental red granite sphinx inscribed by Ramesses Il, together with
other monumental pieces of statuary, including a remarkable pair-statue
depicting Ramesses Il with the god Ptah-Tatenen that now constitutes the
centerpiece of the Egyptian section at the Carlsberg Glyptothek in Copen-
hagen. These were unearthed in the area of the North Gate where a temple
devoted to the hybrid god Ptah-Tatenen may have once stood (Petrie 1913:
32-33 [§44-45]; Wegner and Wegner 2015: 24-30). Unlike his alabaster
companion, this second sphinx was removed from Memphis and shipped to
the USA, where the University of Pennsylvania Museum of Archaeology and
Anthropology in Philadelphia (then a sponsor of part of Petrie’s excavations
in Memphis, now more commonly known as the Penn Museum) became its
new home (Wegner and Wegner 2015: 25-81).

A few other pieces currently on display in the Open Air Museum also come

from these final seasons of excavation in Ptah's sacred precinct, including a
monumental doorjamb from the architecture of the main temple of Ptah
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Figure 22. The colossal sphinx
(MO14) tipped over on its
left side, as found in 1913 by
E.J. H. Mackay during W. M.
F. Petrie’s excavations at Kém
el-Qal'a. Courtesy of the
University of Pennsylvania
Museum of Archaeology and
Anthropology Archives.

Figure 23. One of the most emblematic sights
of the ruin field of Memphis from the 1910s
onwards: the colossal sphinx of alabaster
(MO14). Copyright © CEDEA (Borchardt and
Junker 1912 collection).
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(MO34), and fragments of a seated pair-statue of Ramesses Il and Ptah-
Tatenen (MO44 and MO56) from the interior of the temple.

The Exploration of the Southeastern Expanse of the City
and the Discovery of the Palace of Merneptah

Petrie's work at Memphis was prematurely interrupted in 1914 with the on-
set of World War | and was never resumed. In 1915 the concession of the
site passed to the Penn Museum. This handover of the site concession inau-
gurated another phase of fruitful fieldwork and remarkable discoveries in
Memphis. Clarence S. Fisher, a young but experienced American archaeol-
ogist, was entrusted by George B. Gordon, then director and head curator
of the Penn Museum, to undertake new extensive excavations. These were
conducted under the sponsorship of a wealthy American scholar, Eckley B.
Coxe Jr. (as part of the eponymous “Eckley B. Coxe Jr. Expedition to Egypt”)
with the aim of uncovering monumental pieces of statuary and architecture
to enrich the collections of the Egyptian section of the museum (Wegner
and Wegner 2015: 88-97). Fisher applied for and received permission to
excavate a vast area in Kém el-Qal‘a that had received little attention thus far
(although Petrie found a temple dedicated to Ptah there), and which cor-
responded to an urban expansion of the ancient city during the Ramesside
period on the southeastern side of the religious complex of Ptah.

There, near an impressive Roman mudbrick structure and beneath a com-
plex stratigraphy of occupational deposits of the post-Ramesside settlement,
he uncovered the remains of a palatial complex dated to the reign of Mer-
neptah, son of Ramesses Il (Fisher 1917: 211-237; 1921: 30-34; O'Con-
nor 1991: 167-191; Wegner and Wegner 2015: 97-101). In 1915, Fisher
first excavated the structure of a monumental gate—the South Portal—that
had been accidentally exposed by local people looking for sebdkh (ancient
deteriorated mudbricks used as fertilizer). Then, from 1916 to 1920, Fish-
er found the remarkably well-preserved remains of a ceremonial palace of
Merneptah, built of mudbrick and stone, which burnt down shortly after the
end of his reign. By the then-common practice of division of finds, a number
of important stone pieces from this royal palace were moved from Memphis
to the Penn Museum, where they are still displayed today. However, two
remarkable column bases found in situ in the throne room of the palatial
complex, on either side of the royal throne dais, can still be admired in the
Open Air Museum (MO4 and MO9) (figs. 24-25).

Discoveries Resulting from the Expansion of the Modern
Settlement and Agricultural Practice at Mit Rahina

Since Petrie’s and Fisher'’s extensive fieldwork at Memphis, a succession of
more limited excavations, unevenly documented, have been conducted
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Figure 24. The royal
throne room of
Merneptah’s palace
at Kém el-Qal'a, as
exposed by C. S.
Fisherin 1916-1917
as part of the Eckley
B. Coxe Jr. Expedition
to Egypt. Courtesy
of the University

of Pennsylvania
Museum of
Archaeology and
Anthropology
Archives.

Figure 25. The
elaborately carved
throne dais as found
in Merneptah's
palace by C.S.
Fisher, with the two
large column bases
MO4 and MO9

still engaged with
the royal platform,
its front ramp and
side stairs. Courtesy
of the University

of Pennsylvania
Museum of
Archaeology and
Anthropology
Archives.
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throughout the Memphis ruin field. Most of these have been accidental dis-
coveries due to the expansion and development of the modern settlement
of Mit Rahina and its irrigation system.

Until it was banned by the Egyptian government, the destructive practice of
sebdkh collection—the digging of the upper layers of archaeological mounds
for decomposed mudbrick to spread on agricultural fields as fertilizer—led
to the discovery of new sites in Memphis. The collection of sebdkh was a
direct consequence of the evolution of Egyptian agriculture that turned into
a perennial practice after the building of the Aswan Dam in 1902 stopped
the annual flooding and alluviation of the Nile Valley. Isolated objects were
also recovered at Memphis from this practice, the archaeological context of
which are now often difficult, if not impossible, to determine. A few objects
on display in the Open Air Museum come from such sporadic discoveries.
Such is apparently the case of a unique embalming table (MO27) dated from
the reign of Amenhotep Ill that was found in the 1920s at Kém Tuman in the
north of Memphis (Habachi 1967: 42).

Likewise, the increasing need to build new houses and roads, dig wells, and
move earth—also directly resulting from the expansion of the modern set-
tlement and cultivated lands—Iled to additional discoveries, the detailed
archaeological contexts of which are now lost to us. Such is the case of a
standard-bearing statue of Ramesses [| (MO51), a fragmentary group statue
depicting the coronation of Horemheb (MO45), and of an unfinished statue
of Pedubast (MO30), all found by accident in the 1940s in various areas of
the ruin field of Memphis (Simpson 1956: 118; Habachi 1966: 70).

Accidental but Important Discoveries at Kém el-Rabi‘a
and Kém el-Fakhry

A number of these accidental discoveries occurring on the rich archaeolog-
ical grounds of Kém el-Rabia and Kém el-Fakhry to the southwest of the
complex of Ptah were particularly crucial, as they led to the unearthing of a
new series of standing monuments and portions of the ancient settlement.
Their exploration has gradually helped us understand both religious practice
in Memphis and the ancient city's expansion through time.

Following undocumented excavations conducted in 1931 by an anonymous
inspector of the Department of Antiquities in Saggara just outside the south-
western corner of the religious complex of Ptah, the well-known Egyptian ar-
chaeologists Ahmed M. Badawi and Mustafa M. el-Amir (Badawi 1944: 181-
206; 1957: 153-177) fully exposed in 1940-1942 the cemetery of a family
of High Priests of Ptah, descendants of King Osorkon Il (22" Dynasty) (fig.
26). Several of the tombs contained rich burial equipment, including reused
pieces looted from New Kingdom tombs, notably a complete sarcophagus
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Figure 26. The cemetery of a family of High Priests of Ptah dated to the 22"¢ Dynasty and
excavated at Kom el-Rabi‘a in 1940-1942 by A. M. Badawi and M. M. el-Amir. Amidst the
burial equipment of these graves were found reused pieces originally coming from the
burial of Amenhotep-Huy, governor of Memphis under Ramesses |l, including the lid and
bottom of his red granite sarcophagus (MO5 and MOS8, which are currently displayed at
the museum). Photo by Bassem Ezzat.

of red granite now on display in the Open Air Museum, which formerly be-
longed to Amenhotep-Huy, governor of Memphis under Ramesses | (MO5
and MOB8). Though the two-storey structure of these tombs is still visible on
site today, the decorated superstructure of one of them—built with beauti-
fully carved blocks of limestone—is now exhibited in the front garden of the
Egyptian Museum in Cairo. However, these were not the only important dis-
coveries made by Badawi and el-Amir that year. While enlarging the excava-
tion area, the two archaeologists came across a small temple with an entrance
pylon dedicated to Ptah by Ramesses Il (Badawi 1944: pl. XXI[I-XXIV; Anthes
1959: 4). Visitors can still admire the remarkably well-preserved remains of
this temple on site today (figs. 27-28).

Then, in 1941-1948, following earlier observations made by Brugsch and
Petrie (see above), Badawi and el-Amir (el-Amir 1948: 51-56) conducted ex-
cavations in the southwestern corner of the sacred precinct of Ptah, exposing
a building that belonged to the religious complex of the sacred Apis bull, as
rebuilt by King Nectanebo Il (30" Dynasty). Though this unique building was
firstinterpreted as the stalls where the living bull was housed (the “sékos” de-
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Figures 27 (left), 28 (right). A view of the Small Ptah Temple built by Ramesses Il and uncovered by A. M. Badawi and
M. M. el-Amir at Kém el-Rabi‘a in the early 1940s. At the back of the temple, a beautifully carved doorway (MO31),
which may have once belonged to a priest’s house, was found in 1956 during the work directed by R. Anthes on
behalf of the Penn Museum. Photo at left by Bassem Ezzat, and at right by Amel Eweida.

Figure 29. The set of buildings known as the "Apis House" as it is currently visible to visitors at Kém el-Fakhry. This is
the embalming house of the 30* Dynasty, where the corpses of the successive sacred Apis bulls were mummified and
purified before being transported to the Serapeum necropolis in Sagqara. Photo by Amel Eweida.

LY
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scribed in Greek sources), it is now widely acknowledged that the exposed
structure was actually an embalming house where all or part of the embalm-
ing process of the bull corpses took place (fig. 29).

Additional important discoveries were made in 1948 in the same area when
the Department of Irrigation dug through the archaeological area in order
to drain and lower the ground water endangering the sanctuary of the Small
Temple of Ramesses Il (Anthes 1959: 4-5, pl. 1; 1965: 60). While digging
eastwards, the team exposed an interesting chapel of Seti |, together with
a portion of the Hellenistic enclosure wall that bounded the southern side
of the religious complex of Ptah in later times. The unpublished excavations
conducted there, both by local inspector H. ‘Assaf in 1948 (Perkins 1949:
41) and by the Egyptian Egyptologist Labib Habachi in 1950 (Anthes 1965:
60; Jeffreys 1985: n. 574; Habachi also accidentally uncovered part of the
entrance pylon of the nearby Small Temple of Ptah: Anthes 1959: 4-5), ex-
posed the whole structure of the chapel as well as an important number
of cultic/votive items and architectural pieces that came from dismantled
monuments of the area. Among these, a piece of cornice (MO61) from the
architecture of the chapel, and two blocks (MO59 and MOé62) belonging to
a now-lost chapel of King Tutankhamun or Ay (18" Dynasty) are currently
displayed at the Open Air Museum (fig. 30).

A joint project initiated by the Penn Museum, utilizing American and Egyp-
tian scholars under the direction of the German Egyptologist Rudolf R. G.
P. G. Anthes, was set up in 1954 to re-investigate the archaeology of these
three sites with an aim to both determine their chronological sequence and
reconstruct the history of the area (Anthes 1959; 1965). During two succes-
sive seasons in 1955 and 1956, this international team thoroughly re-exam-
ined the structures and the exposed stratigraphy, and conducted additional
excavations. On this occasion, the overall organization of the monuments was
investigated and partially clarified, and a portion of the post-Ramesside set-
tlement was methodically explored and recorded. A door lintel (MO31) now
displayed at the Open Air Museum, which may have belonged to a priest's
house, was found when a test trench was dug at the back of the sanctuaries
of the Small Temple of Ramesses |1, in an attempt to locate the enclosure wall
of this small complex.

Meanwhile, in 1954, local workers building a new road across Kém el-Fakhry
encountered a cemetery of undisturbed graves from the First Intermediate
Period. To date, these constitute the earliest in situ remains found at Mem-
phis. When M. ‘Abd el-Tawwab el-Hitta excavated the cemetery in the same
year (Lilyquist 1974: 27-30; Jeffreys 1985: 29, 68), he exposed an adjoining
chapel that contained two false-door stelae (MO32 and MO33) now exhib-
ited at the Open Air Museum, as well as a row of offering tables. As further
excavations conducted later on—both in the early 1980s by Mohammed
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Figure 30. The Chapel of Seti | in 1951, shortly after it was fully exposed at Kém el-Rabi‘a. This photograph shows
elements that have since been disturbed or vandalized, especially the stair-ramp leading to the entrance and the three
seated statues of the god Ptah, flanked by two goddesses personifying the city of Memphis and caring for the king.
Various stone pieces were found loose near this unique small monument, including a fragment of cornice (MO61) that
likely belonged to the chapel, and two blocks taken in ancient times from a dismantled chapel of Tutankhamun or Ay
(MO59 and MO62). Copyright © CEDEA (Archives of Saqqara Inspectorate, Folder 11).

‘Ashery (Jeffreys, Malek, and Smith 1983: 35) and in 2011 by Ancient Egypt
Research Associates (AERA; Tavares and Kamel 2011: 2-7; see also below)—
showed, these were accessible to and used by the inhabitants of a nearby
Middle Kingdom residential area to communicate with their dead (fig. 31).

The Creation of the Open Air Museum and the Start of Its
Collection

Though the available information is scarce, a tentative history of both the
museum and the assembling of its collection can still be attempted. The fol-
lowing combines information gathered while investigating the history of the
objects currently on display at the Open Air Museum with complementary
data harvested while examining the unpublished Saggara Photographic Ar-
chives (now kept at the CEDAE, Cairo).
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Figure 31. The eastern
limit of the excavation
of a First Intermediate
Period cemetery located
at Kém el-Fakhry in
1954. A series of stone
offering tables as well
as two false-door stelae
(MO32 and MO33,
currently displayed

at the museum) were
uncovered in situ,
testifying to the link
that ancient people

of Middle Kingdom
Memphis tried to
maintain to their
relatives buried in

the nearby graves.
Copyright © CEDEA
(Archives of Saqqara
Inspectorate, Folder 29).

Not much is known about what led to the foundation of the museum and

when this exactly occurred. However, one can imagine that the accumulation,
year after year, in the storerooms of the Department of Antiquities—as well
as inside and around the Abu'l-hol shelter—of remarkable pieces coming
from the excavations of Memphis gave rise to the idea of creating a museum
where visitors could come and admire the area’s rich heritage. At that time,
the shelter containing the Abu’l-hol colossus, already a must-see monument
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for tourists in Egypt, likely appeared as an ideal spot in which to develop
such a museum. A decision was therefore taken by the Department of Antig-
uities, sometime in the early 1950s, to improve the existing premises.

Because of its proximity, priority was given to enhancing the display of the
monumental alabaster sphinx found by Petrie’s team (MO 14), which he had
raised to higher grounds to protect from water damage (fig. 32). As early as
1953, this gigantic sphinx was set up on a concrete base in the same location
where people admire it today. Concomitantly, the construction of a museum
building was also envisioned. The first project, circa 1955, initially consist-
ed of a spacious building with a hall dedicated to the colossus centerpiece
of the collection and two adjoined exhibition galleries for displaying other
Memphite objects, as well as storerooms and spaces for visitors. For some
reason, this project was never completed as such (figs. 33-34).

Eventually, this plan was altered and only a portion of the initial project was
pursued. Following a series of soundings conducted to detect the presence
of archaeological remains (the museum is placed inside the ruin field of the

Figure 32. The grounds of the future museum in 1955, showing the alabaster sphinx (MO14) as installed on a concrete
base by the Department of Antiquities in 1953, and the back side of the old shelter of the Abu’l-hol colossus (MO85;
under trees on left). This was dismantled and replaced by a larger concrete building—the one still known to visitors
today. Copyright © CEDEA (Archives of Saqqara Inspectorate, Folder 26).
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Figures 33 (above), 34 (below). Elevation and plan of the future museum as designed circa 1955 for accommodating
the Abu'l-hol colossus (MO85) and an important collection of Memphite objects. The initial project comprised a hall
dedicated to the famous colossal statue, as well as exhibition galleries, storerooms, spaces for visitors, restrooms, and a
front garden. Copyright © CEDEA (Archives of Saqqara Inspectorate, Folder 26).
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Figure 35. A photograph of the museum building taken shortly before a recent renovation. The building had not
changed since it was completed in 1959, prior to a 2016 renovation by the Ministry of Antiquities as part of the
Memphis Development Project (MDP). Photo by Amel Eweida.

ancient Memphis), a brand new shelter—the one well known to visitors to-
day—was built in concrete around the famous colossus and completed in
1959. No adjoining galleries were erected. Much larger than the former shel-
ters, the new building was still spacious enough for displaying additional ob-
jects and for hosting the offices of the future director of the museum, staff,
and police officers. Some of the objects previously kept in the former shelter
(such as the uraei-frieze MO73 and the royal statue MO50) were, by then,
put on display around the colossus and at the entrance of the building (fig.
35), while others were removed, perhaps to the storerooms of the Depart-
ment of Antiquities. Larger pieces (such as the column bases MO4 and MO?9,
and the statues and pedestals MO22, MO23, MO86, and MO87) that had
long been gathered outside were simply kept around the new building until
a solution could be found for their display.

This is essentially all that can be said about the newly-born museum and its
first collection of objects. The collection then grew over the years as new
discoveries were made and as objects from early excavations were rescued
and moved to enrich the museum.
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Rescuing the Monuments from the Ever-Expanding
Modern Settlement

Building and digging activities occasioned by the ever-expanding modern
settlement of Mit Rahina led to more discoveries and excavations; a num-
ber of the pieces currently on display in the Open Air Museum come from
such incidental findings. A number of other pieces that had been exposed in
Memphis long ago and were endangered by the expansion of the modern
village and cultivated land were also collected and transferred to the muse-
um as part of a protection plan. At first, only a few of these objects actually
joined the displayed collection, while others in need of substantial conserva-
tion work were temporarily kept in an open air workshop that was set up on
the south of the colossus's shelter.

Along these lines, between 1959 and 1962 ‘Abd el-Tawwab el-Hitta of the
Department of Antiquities (Jeffreys 1985: 20, 74-75) undertook a series of
excavations on the eastern limit of Kém el-Rabi'a, at the edge of Kém el-Qal'a,
after blocks in a chapel built by Ramesses Il were accidentally exposed by lo-
cal builders digging the foundations of a house (fig. 36). Here, el-Hitta fully
exposed the chapel (commonly referred to as “Sekhmet Temple” or “Tem-
ple A"), which led to the discovery of a monumental group statue smashed
into many small fragments (MO25) (figs. 37-38). While excavating farther
south and west, he uncovered additional structures (respectively known as
“B" and “C") and fragments of royal statues and pedestals. These likely consti-
tuted—as scholars later understood—the much denuded remains of chapels
set along the north-south processional alley leading to the South Gate of the
religious complex of Ptah. A seated statue of Ramesses Il (MO11) (fig. 39), a
fragment of the face of a royal colossus (MO55) (fig. 40), and a stone vessel
(likely our MO15)—all now displayed in the Open Air Museum—were also
unearthed at this occasion. Such may have been also the case of a royal torso
(MO37).

In 1962 it was decided to extract these pieces from their excavation trench
and transfer them to the museum’s open air conservation workshop, where
some of them were re-assembled (such was also the case of the group statue
MO25, re-assembled in 1964, then rebuilt and put on display in 1981, as we
will see below). Also in 1962 the same process was undertaken for a number
of other monumental pieces uncovered by former explorers and accidental-
ly re-unearthed when a local restaurant dug in this area of the ruin field. Thus
the fragments of the two royal colossi found by H. Hekekyan in 1852-1854
(MOT1 and MO26) were rediscovered after being lost for a century; these
were then carefully removed from their trench by the Department of An-
tiquities, examined, and moved to the museum’s open air workshop where
they were temporarily re-assembled. The two statues remained there until
the late 1980s, when an ambitious joint project to make one of the colos-
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Figure 36. Excavations in progress in 1962 to the south of the Open Air Museum (looking south) at the limit between
Kém el-Rabi‘a and Kém el-Qal‘a. These were conducted by M. ‘Abd el-Tawwab el-Hitta in 1962 to rescue monuments
and stone pieces endangered by expanding modern settlement of Mit Rahina. Note the concrete structure of an
aborted house, whose construction led to the discovery of a Chapel of Ramesses Il (referred to as the temple of
Sekhmet), of which the entrance structure flanked by two seated statues on pedestals are visible on the left. At that
time, various in situ remains of paving and buildings were exposed; these correspond—as was understood later—to
the southern approach of the Great Ptah Temple. Copyright © CEDEA (Archives of Saqqara Inspectorate, Folder 44).

Figure 37. The middle sanctuary of the so-
called temple of Sekhmet at Kém el-Qal'a, as
seen during the excavations conducted there
by M. ‘Abd el-Tawwab el-Hitta in 1962. This
photograph shows the flooded excavation
trench from which many fragments of a
monumental group statue featuring the king
with the Memphite gods Ptah and Sekhmet
(MO25) were extracted. Copyright © CEDEA
(Archives of Saqqgara Inspectorate, Folder 44).
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Figure 38. The group statue of Ramesses II, Ptah, and Sekhmet (MO25) as re-assembled by the
Department of Antiquities in 1964 in the open air conservation workshop of the museum. Copyright ©
CEDEA (Archives of Saqqgara Inspectorate, Folder 44).

A {;j; l&‘@r\) i
Figure 39, left. Bottom part of the seated statue of Ramesses Il (MO11) when it was uncovered in 1962 at Kém el-

Rabi‘a by M. ‘Abd el-Tawwab el-Hitta of the Department of Antiquities. Copyright © CEDEA (Archives of Saqgara
Inspectorate, Folder 44).

Figure 40, right. Fragment of a royal colossus’s face (MO55) as it was exposed in 1962 by M. ‘Abd el-Tawwab el-Hitta at
Kém el-Rabi‘a, among the remains of a possible way-shrine with an installation for purification or libation. Copyright ©
CEDEA (Archives of Saqqara Inspectorate, Folder 44).
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Figure 41, left. Extraction by the Department of Antiquities in 1962 of a fragment of red granite colossi (MO1) found
in 1852 by H. Hekekyan, then lost again for more than a century, before being accidentally re-exposed in the late

1950s—early 1960s. Copyright © CEDEA (Archives of Saqqara Inspectorate, Folder 44).

Figure 42, right. The open air conservation workshop of the museum, where several pieces coming from the
excavations and rescue actions undertaken from 1959-1962 by the Department of Antiquities were kept and re-
assembled, waiting to be reconstructed and set up in the museum compound. In this 1971 photograph, one can
identify various statues of Ramesses Il currently displayed in the museum, especially the second member of a pair of
red granite colossi (MO26), a headless seated statue (MO11), and the torso of a standard-bearing statue (MO37).

Copyright © CEDEA (Archives of Saqqara Inspectorate, Folder 63).

si the centerpiece for an exhibition abroad was undertaken by the city of
Mempbhis, Tennessee (USA), and the Egyptian government, making it pos-
sible to reconstruct and raise them within the museum precinct (see below)
(higs. 41-42).

We know from a photographic inventory undertaken by the Inspectorate of
Saqqara as early as 1962 that several pieces had been selected by that time
to increase the number of objects on display at the museum. This included
long-excavated pieces such as the monumental stela of Apries MO24, the
pair-statue MO18, and the colossus MO21; objects coming from more re-
cent excavations, such as the royal statues MO51 and MO30, and the block
MO59; and a series of objects whose excavation context is either undocu-
mented (the statue of Bes MO54, the sphinxes MO69 and MO71, the frag-
ment MO57, the statue MO37, the architectural pieces MO76, MO74, and
MQO78) or debatable (the offering table MO58 is known to have been ex-
posed in the late 1970s or early 1980s, illustrating how questionable the
provenance of many of these objects still remains) (fig. 43).
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Figure 43. The provenance and excavation context
of many of the objects currently displayed at the
museum remain unknown or poorly documented,
like this fragment of a beautifully carved block
featuring the god Ptah (MO57), which we know
was added to the museum's collection in 1962. This
undated photograph (although likely taken in the ; ; g =
1920s-1930s based on the woman's clothing at the Bt o T i, S

left) was taken in an unknown location at Memphis, - ' = “ 3 €T
but clearly shows piece MO57 (at far right) Lis 11 i

embedded in the foundation of a modern house 4 =

along with other stone pieces, including a column i :

drum (in middle) of the same design as two of the ¥

column shafts currently on display in the museum'’s
garden (MO12 and MO13). Copyright © CEDEA
(Borchardt and Junker 1912 collection).

The museum grounds were extended and additional display areas were built
to accommodate the new additions. This was apparently part of a broader
project aimed at enhancing the visitors' experience in Memphis, as evidenced
by another set of archival pictures dated to 1968 that shows the implemen-
tation of visitor paths and benches throughout the ruin field. The Inspec-
torate archives indicate, that some seven years after the completion of the
new building in 1959, the open air area surrounding the museum was cleared,
probed, and leveled so that rows of concrete platforms—those visible to vis-
itors today—could be built to hold more objects (fig. 44).

On this occasion a series of limited excavations conducted by A. Tahir in
1966-1967 (Jeffreys 1985: 21), both around the alabaster sphinx and to the
southeast of it, exposed various structures, including a church and a portion
of the southern section of the enclosure wall of the Great Temple of Ptah (as
rebuilt during Hellenistic times; this had already been sounded by Anthes
for the Penn Museum in 1955). The top of this massive enclosure wall, which
has been almost entirely reburied since then, is still visible to visitors on the
southern side of the museum’s garden (see maps 1, 3, [pp. 7, 10], fig. 45). It is
worth mentioning that the soundings undertaken both by Anthes and Tahir
in this area, although successful in tracking the outline of the southern enclo-
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Figure 44. Two of the three rows of display platforms that were built on the east of the museum'’s shelter around 1966
(right), and the alabaster sphinx (MO 14) facing the museum’s garden (left). Photo by Amel Eweida.

sure wall, failed to identify the South Gate against which this massive wall likely
abutted and in front of which the Abu'l-Hol colossus once stood. This may be
understandable due to the fact that unlike the West Gate—which visitors can
still admire today—the stones of the South Gate had been entirely robbed,
leaving only a negative imprint that may have gone unnoticed during these
early excavations (Jeffreys 1985: 23;2010: 124).

A fence was finally installed to delineate the Open Air Museum compound,;
this was designed to enclose the monumental sphinx, a newly-planted gar-
den, the section of the Hellenistic enclosure wall, pieces awaiting conservation
work, and extra space to allow for future expansion of the display area (fig. 45).

Over the following years, more objects rescued from the expansion of the
modern settlement were similarly transferred to the museum compound, as
documented by the Inspectorate’s archives, some being kept either in the
conservation workshop or at the back of the display area. Such is probably
the case of the colossus'’s wrist, MO53, and the column fragments MO42 and
MO43 (now displayed in the museum), which were (re-)exposed in 1966, in an
area that likely corresponded to the eastern entrance area of the Great Temple
of Ptah (fig. 46).
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Figure 45. Empty display platform on the south of the museum'’s garden (left) and northern face of the Great Ptah
Temple enclosure wall as showing on the surface (right). Photo by Amel Eweida.

Figure 46. The fragment of a
colossus's wrist (MO53) known to
have been found by J. Hekekyan
in 1854 in the Middle Birka, a
millstone, and two fragments of
lotus columns (MO42 and MO43)
as re-exposed by the Department
of Antiquities in 1966. Copyright
© CEDEA (Archives of Saqqara
Inspectorate, Folder 47).
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We know from the archives of the Inspectorate that new sets of objects were
successively added to the existing collection of the museum in the 1970s
and again in the early 1980s. Here again, some of these pieces were coming
from salvage work. Others, however, may have been intentionally selected
from amongst the many objects accumulated in the Department of Antiqui-
ties storerooms. Of particular note is the transfer in 1972 of the naophorous
statue MO2, which had originally been uncovered by Zakaria Goneim in the
Southern necropolis of Saqqara in 1955 (Altenmiiller and Moussa 1974: 1).
By decision of the Inspectorate, this remarkable piece—carved from a heavy
block of red granite—was unearthed again and manually transported from
Saqgqgara to the Open Air Museum. In 1979, the statue fragment MO56, the
sarcophagus MO20, and the palm capital MO82 joined the display area;
followed, in 1980, by the decorated block MOé62, the cornice MO61, and
the column fragments MO40 and MO41; in 1981, by the royal wife's or
royal daughter’s torso MO0, the freshly rebuilt group statue MO25, stat-
ue MO11, and the sarcophagus lid MO5; and in 1982, by the Late Antique
columns MO12 and MO13. During that period, the Egyptian Egyptologist
Ahmed M. Moussa, who worked extensively at Saqqara and Giza, published
several of these objects at their incorporation into the collection of the mu-
seum, sometimes providing the only available information about their origin
(Moussa 1981: 285-288; 1982a: 115-118; 1982b: 119-120; 1982c: 257-
258; 1982d: 390; 1983: 209-210; 1990: 285-288) (figs. 47-48).

Figure 47. The naophorous statue of (Pa-)Rahotep (MO2) when re-exposed in 1972 by the Department of Antiquities
in the necropolis area located southwest of the Monastery of Apa Jeremias. Copyright © CEDEA (Archives of Sagqqara
Inspectorate, Folder 67).

Figure 48. The naophorous statue of (Pa-)Rahotep (MO2) in 1972 on its way to the Open Air Museum. Copyright ©
CEDEA (Archives of Saqqgara Inspectorate, Folder 67).
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Figure 49. One of

the delicately carved
column capitals of the
temple that Ramesses
Il dedicated to Hathor,
found accidentally
during army trenching
conducted at Kém el-
Rabi‘a in 1969. Photo
by Bassem Ezzat.

In 1981-1982 the car park of the museum was extended and an excavation
area was opened by the Egyptian Antiquities Organization to the west of the
colossus'’s shelter, exposing more structures, including remains of the south-
ern section of the enclosure wall of Ptah's sacred precinct (Jeffreys 1985: 23).

More Accidental Discoveries

During the period of Egyptian military conflicts from the late 1960s until the
early 1980s, some parts of the Memphis ruin field were turned into military
areas, with extensive trenches being dug for the installation of underground
air-raid shelters. In these instances, new sites and artifacts were uncovered.
One of the most conspicuous discoveries made by these activities is certainly
the temple dedicated to the goddess Hathor by Ramesses II, which was found
at Kém el-Rabi‘a in 1969 by the Egyptian army and successively excavated,
though not fully, by Abdulla el-Sayed Mahmtid in 1970, Huleil Ghaly in 1978,
and ‘Abd el-Karim Abua Shenab in 1984 (el-Sayed Mahmud 1978; Jeffreys
1985: 25-26). The partially-buried remains of this beautiful small temple are
still visible to visitors. Likewise, some scattered architectural elements of a
Corinthian-style building dated from Late Antiquity were found in the same
circumstances at Kém Dafbéby in the 1970s (Jeffreys 1985: 43-44). These
may correspond to our pieces MO72, MO74, MO77, and MO78 (although
that remains tentative due to the reasons mentioned above), as well as a stat-
ue of a seated god dedicated by King Psamtik | and found at Kém el-Nawa in
1981 (MO29; Moussa 1983: 210). All of these pieces are currently displayed
in the museum, but little can be said about when they were added to the
collection (fig. 49).
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The Survey of Memphis Project

After almost 160 years of exploration of the site of Memphis, and over 150
excavations of varying scale and importance, the need arose to obtain an
overall picture of the site, the many discoveries that were made, and of the
data that had been collected.

Owing to the interest that the British always had in the Memphite area—we
can mention the extensive work conducted by J. E. Quibell, C. M. Firth and
W. B. Emery in Saqqara necropolis (Jeffreys 1985: x)—a British team funded
by the Egypt Exploration Society (EES) in London, which included specialists
David G. Jeffreys, Jaromir Malek, Lisa Giddy, and Janine Bourriau (ceramics
lead) at various points, launched an essential undertaking: the systematic
survey of Memphis. This resulted in the seminal Survey of Memphis I-VIII
monographs published in the EES's series of Occasional Publications and Ex-
cavation Memoirs, and the preliminary reports published in the EES's Journal
of Egyptian Archaeology from 1981 onwards. That project, which started in
1981 and carried on for almost four decades, consisted of a study of an-
cient sources related to Memphis and former excavation campaign records,
a thorough mapping of the entire ruin field (comprising both excavated and
unexcavated areas), and an epigraphic survey and re-contextualization of
as many sites and Memphite artifacts as possible. This “Survey of Memphis”
(SoM) was soon supplemented by a series of excavations, soundings, and
drill cores in already-excavated and untouched areas (some conducted as re-
cently as 2011 and 2014, as a new project funded by AERA and ARCE, with
David G. Jeffreys and Mark Lehner as co-directors: see Tavares and Kamel
2011). These activities aimed to clarify what we knew about the develop-
ment and evolution of the urban and natural landscapes of ancient Memphis,
and, in particular, locate the original urban nucleus from which the early city
of Memphis developed, while reconstructing the migration of the Nile River
over time.

That long-term survey was of particular importance for our investigations
into the collection of objects housed in the Open Air Museum, as it shed
light on the origin of a number of pieces. The SoM helped exhume and elu-
cidate the work of early excavators, in particular the valuable contribution of
Hekekyan, as well as help document recent excavations that are unpublished
or poorly documented (as exemplified in the following catalog section).
Likewise, the SoM team recorded the position of pieces from undocument-
ed excavations and illegal diggings that were sitting loose over the ruin field
at the time of the survey, but have since been moved to the museum (as is
the case for the alabaster wall slab MO28, as well as the sawn fragment of
lotus column MO39) (fig. 50).
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Figure 50. The members
of the EES's Survey of
Memphis in 1982 while
working in the remains
of the West Gate and
West Hall of the Great
Ptah Temple in the
Middle Birka. Courtesy
of D. G. Jeffreys.

A Renewed Interest in the Monuments of Memphis

The 1980s also saw a series of Egyptian and international projects aimed at
new surveys and studies of the few standing ancient buildings uncovered in
Memphis that had managed to escape the desire for stone that fueled the
creation of Fustat during the Middle Ages, which resulted in the destruction
of most of the ancient monuments of Memphis.

From 1982 to 1987, the "Apis House Project in Mit Rahina” led by Michael
Jones on behalf of New York University, undertook a new survey and re-
cording of a set of buildings at Koém el-Fakhry that belonged to the religious
complex of the sacred bull Apis—the living vessel in which the god Ptah
could materialize (Jones 1982: 51-58; 1983: 33—45; Jones and Jones 1984:
14-22; Jones 1985: 17-28; 1987: 35-46; 1988: 105-116; 1990: 141-147).
This consisted of an architectural survey, a series of targeted soundings and
excavations, the study of pottery and small finds from both former and new
excavations, and an epigraphic record of inscriptions and graffiti. This new
survey contributed greatly to our understanding of the chronology and pur-
pose of the Apis buildings, which we know now constituted the embalming
house where the bull's corpse was mummified before being transported to
the Serapeum necropolis in Saqqara. To date, the Apis House in Memphis is
the only place throughout Egypt where the stable of a sacred bull—in addi-
tion to where it was also worshipped and mummified—has been uncovered,
making it a particularly unique place (figs. 51-52).

Likewise, a new survey of the nearby Chapel of Setil, located at Koém el-Rabi‘a,

was also undertaken in 1982-1983 by the Egyptian and French Egyptologists
Labib Habachi and Jocelyne Berlandini with a view to study the decoration
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Figures 51 (left), 52 (right). Overview and detail of one of the massive embalming tables of the sacred bull Apis,
beautifully carved from Egyptian alabaster, as can still be seen in situ today at the Apis House at Kém el-Fakhry. Photo
at left by Amel Eweida, at right by Sayed Salah Abd el-Hakim.

and unpublished archaeological material coming from the excavation of the
building and its surrounding area (Berlandini 1984: 28-49; 1988: 35-36).
Though prematurely aborted when Habachi died in 1984, the study season
nevertheless shed light on the purpose of this small unique monument, in
particular on the unusual entities worshipped alongside the god Ptah inside

the chapel (fig. 30).

The year 1986 was another turning point in the history of the Open Air Mu-
seum in Mit Rahina. At that time, the city of Memphis, Tennessee (USA) and
the Egyptian Antiquities Organization set up an ambitious project for recon-
structing one member of the pair of colossi (MO1) uncovered by H. Hekek-
yan a century prior and left unrestored since 1962 due to a lack of funding.
This magnificent colossal statue, which had been broken into many pieces in
ancient times, was selected to become the centerpiece of an important ex-
hibition dedicated to the reign of Ramesses Il and organized in cooperation
with the Memphis Brooks Museum of Art and the Institute of Egyptian Art
and Archaeology of Memphis State University (Freed 1987). The Egyptian
team of conservators in charge of the restoration of the colossus decided
to take advantage of the piecemeal condition of the statue and reconstruct
it in three separate parts that could more easily be transported and slot-
ted together. After touring the USA in 1987, the colossus of Ramesses Il was
shipped back safely to its homeland and re-erected in 1989 in the garden of
the Open Air Museum—where it still stands today (figs. 53-54).
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Figure 53. Final installation and re-assembling of the three-piece
red granite colossus of Ramesses Il (MO1) in the garden of the
Open Air Museum in 1989, after the statue was restored in order
to become the centerpiece of an exhibition that toured the

USA in 1987, prior to its return to Egypt. Copyright © CEDEA
(Archives of Saqqara Inspectorate, Folder 110).

Figure 54. The red granite colossus of Ramesses Il MO1 as visible today in the museum's garden, with the two side
rows of objects as re-arranged in 1989. Photo by Freya Sadarangani.




The return of this beautiful piece to Memphis greatly enriched the collection
of the museum and was the impetus for the creation of an additional display
area inside the open air compound. We know from the Saqqara Photograph-
ic Archives that in 1989 a series of separate concrete plinths were built in the
garden of the museum, so that the returned colossus could be highlighted and
six other pieces of interest (MO2, MO4, MO5, MO8, MO9, and MO11) dis-
played on either side—as they still are today. It seems that a few endangered
pieces that had been left in the ruin field were rescued by the Antiquities Or-
ganization and transferred to the museum for the collection at about the same
time (for instance, the Hathor “totem” MO19).

The following year, substantial enhancements were undertaken inside the
museum compound. First, the twin counterpart (MO26) of the colossus that
toured the USA was also restored and raised again over a platform built near
the open air display area located on the east of the shelter. Concomitantly, a
ditch was dug around the base of the monumental alabaster sphinx (MO14)
for securing the monument (figs. 55-57).

The records of the Inspectorate of Saqqgara about Memphis (Saggara Photo-
graphic Archives) cease after the 1990s, precluding any reconstruction of the
museum's activities between then and now, although from what we under-
stand, little to no change seems to have been made to the collection and to the
display area, apart from the normal maintenance of the museum compound.

Towards a Revival of Memphis’s Archaeological Sites and
Museum

It was not until 2015 that a large-scale plan for reviving and developing the
museum’s site was undertaken. During the recent work conducted from
2015-2017 by Ancient Egypt Research Associates (AERA) and the Univer-
sity of York's Memphis Development Project (MDP), under the auspices of
the Ministry of Antiquities (MoA) and funded by the United States Agency
for International Development (USAID), eight sites, including the Open Air
Museum, were equipped, renovated, or enhanced (as appropriate) in or-
der to make them accessible, appealing, and understandable to visitors. On
this occasion, the museum’s building, the outdoor display areas, and some
of the visitors' facilities (benches, etc.) were renovated. In addition, a chil-
dren’s area was also created. Documentation for tour guides and visitors was
produced (website, social media posts, promotional videos, brochures, and
guidebooks), and no less than 36 new enameled panels devised by the 77
MoA inspector-students trained during four field school seasons, were im-
plemented around the museum (figs. 58-62).
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Figure 55, above left. Reconstruction by the Department of Antiquities of the second member of the pair of red

granite colossi of Ramesses [ (MO26) in 1990, so that it could stand on the other side of the open air compound of
the museum. Courtesy of D. G. Jeffreys.

Figure 56, above right. The second red granite colossus of Ramesses Il (MO26) as admired today by visitors on the
south of the museum's compound. Photo by Amel Eweida.

Figure 57. The colossal alabaster sphinx of an unknown sovereign of the 18" Dynasty (MO14), as visible today
with the protection ditch dug in 1990. Photo by Amel Eweida.
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Figure 58. New bilingual interpretative signage installed at the entrance of the museum as part of the new
walking circuit created by the MDP. Photo by Freya Sadarangani.

Figure 59. A new interpretative panel installed inside the freshly-painted museum in 2017 as part of the MDP.
Photo by Freya Sadarangani.
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Figure 61. Open air display area east of the museum, as renovated and equipped with new display features and
interpretative signs in 2017, as part of the MDP. Photo by Freya Sadarangani.
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Figure 62. Children’s area landscaped in 2017 by the MDP at the back of the museum's garden, for the MoA school
outreach inspectors to do activities with local school children. Photo by Freya Sadarangani.
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THE SCOPE OF THE COLLECTION OF
THE MUSEUM: A GLIMPSE INTO THE HISTORY OF
THE ANCIENT CITY OF MEMPHIS

As we have seen, the collection displayed at the Open Air Museum in Mit
Rahina testifies to the long and complex history of the archaeological ex-
ploration of Memphis. But that is not the only interesting aspect of this col-
lection—far from it. This assemblage of 81 objects also constitutes a sub-
stantial sample of pieces that can introduce the visitor to what is currently
known about the history of this ancient capital city, most notably relating to
aspects of the topographical evolution and development of ancient Mem-
phis through time.

Memphis’s Earliest In Situ Remains

Considering the importance of Memphis in ancient sources from very early
times, the visitor may be astounded to learn that little to nothing is known
archaeologically about the early city of Memphis as founded at the dawn of
the Old Kingdom (it is usually assumed that Mempbhis was founded during
the first two Pharaonic dynasties, ca. 3000-2686 BC, some time before the
beginning of the Old Kingdom). Surprisingly, while some early royal tombs
of the 1* and 2" Dynasties have been found in Sagqara, the nearby royal
city—the original Memphis—is yet to be uncovered (about where to search
for the very early Memphis, see Jeffreys and Tavares 1994: 143-173 and
Malek 1997:90-101).

Apart from some Old Kingdom sherds observed at the bottom of Kém el-
Fakhry (Jeffreys 1985: 29; Jeffreys and Tavares 1994: 154-155, 159 for rele-
vant bibliography and discussions), the earliest in situ remains found thus far
consist of a cemetery and a group of houses at Kém el-Fakhry dated, respec-
tively, to the first dynasties of the First Intermediate Period (ca. 2160-2025
BC) and to the early Middle Kingdom (beginning ca. 2055 BC) (fig. 63). Al-
though this site is no longer accessible to visitors today for conservation pur-
poses, one can still admire at the museum two false-door stelae (MO32 and
MO33) that came from the excavation of that lone known fragment of earliest
Memphis (fig. 31). Located in the westernmost archaeological mound of the
ruin field, these remains show that the late Old Kingdom nucleus of the city
must be sought somewhere in that area (after likely migrating from farther
northwest). From there, indeed, Memphis grew in scale and expanded east-
wards, following the course of the Nile river as it gradually receded farther
and farther to the east. A large, beautifully carved offering table (MO58),
dated to the early Middle Kingdom (ca. 1985-1773 BC) and dedicated by
an official to a Memphite god, also gives an indication of the artistic sophisti-
cation achieved in the official and religious monuments of the time.

61



L] ’
= ., f"‘" 1

.'.'i \’

1

ﬂ;ﬁjllltl"mn " tlrl“il K j 23

Flgure 63. A view of the 2011 excavations during theJomt AERA-ARCE-EES Begmners Field School at Kém el- Fakhry
Students work to uncover settlement remains dating to the 12% and 13* Dynasties. Photo by Mark Lehner.

Memphis under the 18% Dynasty, a Place Favored by
Pharaonic Royalty

Surprisingly too, very little is known archaeologically about the topography
of the city of Memphis under the reign of kings as famous as the ones of the
18" Dynasty (ca. 1550-1295 BC). Apart from two foundation deposits and
a possible “cachette” dated to the reign of Thutmosis IV on the edge be-
tween Kém el-Fakhry and the middle Birka (see recent discussion in Gabolde
2016: 35-52), none of the numerous fragments of royal monuments exca-
vated thus far and dated to this period were found in their primary context.
Therefore we can only speculate about the location of the great monuments
of the period—even the Great Ptah Temple (Malek 1997: 92-95; Pasquali
2011). The excavation of New Kingdom priests’ and artisans’ quarters at Kém
el-Rabi'‘a, on the western side of the ruin field and to the immediate south of
Kém el-Fakhry, may argue in favor of the Temple of Ptah of the time being
located somewhere near the late Old Kingdom nucleus of the city (Jeffreys
1996: 287-290). From what we understand, as the city was expanding east-
ward, the monuments of these periods were, to a large extent, dismantled,
and their fragments reused throughout the site in new monuments erected
by later kings. Such is the case, for instance, of a temple complex that Amen-
hotep IV/Akhenaten dedicated to the sun-god Aten (Mélek 1997: 95-99).
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Figure 64. Postcard showing the colossal sphinx (MO 14) after it was raised by Petrie’s team on blocks found nearby,
including one bearing an inscription (visible on the sphinx’s right side). Author's private collection.

The magnificence of a number of these scattered pieces—a sample of which
is currently kept at the Open Air Museum (especially one of its centerpiec-
es, the alabaster sphinx MO 14, fig. 64)—confirms, however, the importance
that Memphis had for the kings of the first half of the New Kingdom. All this
material testifies to the existence of temples and chapels of importance. In
addition to the monumental sphinx that may have been carved for Queen
Hatshepsut (MO14), indubitably for adorning a large-scale monument (per-
haps even the Great Ptah Temple of the time), museum visitors can admire
two blocks that originally belonged to a chapel associated with the celebra-
tions of the royal jubilee of Tutankhamun or Ay (MO59 and MOé62), and
a fragmentary group statue commemorating the coronation of Horemheb
(MO45). Additionally, the embalming table MO27, another refined piece
dated to the period, recalls the presence in this royal city of the many offi-
cials living and working there.

Memphis Under the Ramesside Dynasties and the
Development of a New City Nucleus

Comparatively, much more is known about the topography of Memphis from
the Ramesside dynasties onwards, since the new monuments built during this

period became the new nucleus from which the city carried on its expansion
until its eventual twilight in the early Middle Ages.
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Figure 65. Flooded ruins of the hypostyle hall at the West Gate of the Great Ptah Temple, Memphis, after the
clearance of dense reeds to prepare the site as a stop on a walking circuit for visitors. Photo by Mark Lehner.

At some point in the very beginning of the 19" Dynasty (ca. 1295-1203
BC), a decision was made to re-situate the Great Temple of the main god
of Memphis, Ptah, farther east, on the new, unsettled lands created by the
shifting of the Nile's course (Jeffreys and Tavares 1994: 158; Jeffreys 1996:
290). There, a vast sacred precinct—the famous Hut-ka-Ptah or “temple of
the ka of Ptah"—was erected to accommodate the new temple of Ptah and
various satellite buildings dedicated to his various manifestations (like the
sacred bull Apis), as well as to other local and national gods, and to deified
kings (maps 6-8, pp. 74-76). The unusual Chapel of Seti | exposed at Kém
el-Rabi‘a (from which cornice MO61 comes, see fig. 30) may have been built
to commemorate the creation of this new temple precinct, which would very
shortly become comparable in size and importance to the religious complex
of Amun in Karnak (personal communication, D. G. Jeffreys). This complex
still constitutes a major feature of Memphis's landscape today: located in the
middle of the ruin field, the temple’s compound forms a depression known
as the middle Birka, or “lake;" where the resurgent ground water tends to
create ponds of standing water (figs. 20, 65).
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Although this project was initiated under Seti |, the actual construction and
development of the new temple was undoubtedly conducted by his son,
Ramesses Il. This prolific builder-king not only erected the main temple of
the god, but also the original enclosure wall of the sacred precinct as well
as most or all of its four monumental gates, a range of subsidiary temples
and chapels inside and outside the temenos, and numerous statues, including
several colossi. Several of the standing buildings visible to visitors today were
built by Ramesses I, like the West Gate providing access to Ptah's precinct,
the Small Temple of Ptah, the Temple of Hathor, and the so-called Temple
of Sekhmet. It should be noted that the Apis House, as currently visible, was
rebuilt during the 30" Dynasty (ca. 360-343 BC), but we know from archae-
ology and epigraphy that the current set of buildings replaced successive
structures including the original complex built by Ramesses Il (Jones 1990:
143). The bulk of the objects displayed at the museum come from this exten-
sive building program, and can be dated to the reign of Ramesses II, wheth-
er they are genuine pieces of Ramesses Il, or reused pieces that had been
adapted for the sovereign (see, for instance, fig. 66).

Among them, indeed, are pieces that correspond to new architecture and
statuary specifically commissioned and executed under his reign (such as the
great limestone colossus MOB85, the standard-bearing statues MO21, MO51,
and MO37, the group statues MO25, MO44, MO56, and MO18, the seat-
ed statues MO11 and MO22, the statue pedestals MO86 and MO87, and
architectural elements MO40, MO41, MO34, MO57, and perhaps MO39
and MO66); while others had been collected—probably as part of a vast
dismantling program aimed at providing more building material for the new
monuments of the king—from former monuments located in Memphis and
in the nearby necropolis extending from Dahshur to Abu Rawash. We can
cite the emblematic case of the colossi pair (MO1 and MO26) that were
likely reused by Ramesses Il from a predecessor king of the Middle King-
dom, the possible case of the alabaster sphinx (MO 14), two smaller sphinxes
(MO69 and MO71), and various other architectural pieces, including two
fragments of columns (MO42 and MO43).

Among the objects displayed in the Open Air Museum, a naophorous statue
(MO2) and the lid and bottom of a stone sarcophagus (MO5 and MO8)
testify to the quality of the objects produced for the benefit of the elite of
the time.

Continuing the work of his father, Ramesses II, the king Merneptah devel-
oped a second vast sacred precinct shortly after his father’s death, also dedi-
cated to the god Ptah, just east of the former one (Jeffreys and Tavares 1994:
158; Jeffreys 1996: 290). From what we know, this was comprised of temples
dedicated to Ptah and a palatial complex, in which the two large column bas-
es MO4 and MO9 were found (map 6, p. 74).
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Figure 66. The red granite colossus of Ramesses Il (MO1) as visible today in the museum's garden. Originally made
for a former king, this colossus was reused and modified to portray Ramesses II. For that purpose, pieces of jewelry
still enhanced with colored details as seen in the picture, and a new nose (now missing) were added. Photo by Amel
Eweida.

Almost a Millennium of Additions, Renovations, and
Transformations

We know from epigraphic and archaeological records that the new core of
Memphis, and the city around it, then benefited from the successive additions,
renovations, transformations, and embellishments undertaken during the fol-
lowing nine centuries, from the last Ramesside kings (ca. 1186—-1069 BC) until
the sovereigns of the Ptolemaic Dynasty (ca. 305-30 BC). This testifies to the
ongoing interest that various rulers of Egypt kept, through time, in this place so
emblematic of Pharaonic kingship.

Though few in number when compared to the numerous pieces dated to the
reign of Ramesses I, some objects currently displayed at the museum illustrate
this continued royal concern for Memphis. The museum houses statues that
had been dedicated by Ramesses IV (MO50) and Ramesses VI (MO53) of the
following 20* Dynasty (ca. 1186-1069 BC). Likewise, visitors to the museum
can view statues commissioned by Pedubast (MO30, unfinished) of the 23
Dynasty (ca. 818-715 BC; about Memphis during the Third Intermediate Peri-
od, see Aston and Jeffreys 2007: 61-82), and by Psamtik | (MO29) of the 26*
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Dynasty (ca. 664—-610 BC), known for his many additions to Memphis's tem-
ples (on the king's policy during the late Dynastic Period, see Ladynin 2013).
They can also admire one member of a pair of monumental stelae (MO24),
carved at the request of Apries of the 26™ Dynasty (ca. 589-570 BC) to adorn
the entrance area of Ptah’s Great Temple. To be noted, the embalming table
of Egyptian alabaster present at the museum (MO27), and dated to the New
Kingdom, also indirectly recalls another vast building project undertaken
during the 26™ Dynasty: this unique object was found in a layer of what likely
corresponded to the fill or leveling material spread in the time of Apries on the
north of Memphis, prior to the building of his palatial complex at Kém Tuman
(map 9, p. 77).

The section of Ptah's enclosure wall visible on the surface along the southern
side of the museum's garden (fig. 45; map 6, p. 74) also testifies to the im-
portance of the renovations undertaken at the Great Temple of Ptah late in
Pharaonic history; this wall follows approximately the outline of the original
Ramesside enclosure rebuilt under the Ptolemaic Dynasty (ca. 305-30 BC; on
the importance of Memphis for the Lagids, see Thompson 2012). Some un-
dated objects kept at the museum may also have once belonged to import-
ant additions made to the temples of Memphis during that period, such as a
monumental statue of the god Bes (MO54), which we assume may date to the
Greco-Roman Period.

Other objects kept at the museum, as well as some of the sites accessible to
visitors today, testify to the continuity during the Third Intermediate Period
(ca. 1069-664 BC), Late Period (ca. 664-332 BC), and Ptolemaic Period (ca.
332-30 BC) of the worship of Ptah and his various forms, as performed by an
active priesthood. A door lintel (MO31) that may have belonged to a priest’s
house dated to the reign of Psusennes | of the 21 Dynasty (ca. 1039-991 BC)
recalls the presence of priests inside the sacred precincts of temples—in this
particular case, at the back of the Small Temple of Ptah built by Ramesses II. In
another case, the lid and bottom of a sarcophagus displayed at the museum
(MO5 and MOS8), originally carved for a Memphite governor of Ramesses I,
were found reused in the cemetery of a family of High Priests of Ptah of the
22" Dynasty (ca. 945-715 BC) granted the privilege of being buried with rich
funerary equipment within the city of Memphis itself, inside (or very close to)
the sacred ground of the Great Ptah Temple; some of the unusual structures of
this set of tombs are still visible today at Kém el-Rabi‘a (fig. 26; map 6, p. 74).
Likewise, the visitor can walk around a building that belonged to the complex
of the sacred Apis bull, as re-built by Nectanebo Il of the 30" Dynasty (ca.
360-343 BC; see figs. 29, 51, and map 6, p. 74). This probably replaced an
earlier complex described by Herodotus in his time (ca. 450 BC); the pres-
ent-day buildings were likely in use for centuries, with very few changes under
the Ptolemaic sovereigns (ca. 305-30 BC), until the 1%-2" centuries AD (Ro-
man Period).
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Roman Memphis until Its Final Twilight in the
Early Middle Ages

Though less conspicuously, the collection of the Open Air Museum also gives
the visitor a glimpse of Memphis at its twilight, when Egypt became a prov-
ince of the Roman and Byzantine Empires (respectively, ca. 30 BC-395 AD
and ca. 395-639 AD), and later, of the Arab Islamic Empire (ca. 639-642 AD).

Some architectural pieces on display at the museum speak to how cosmopol-
itan this city was during ancient times, and, increasingly so, as Egypt was con-
quered by successive foreign powers. A set of fragmentary column, capitals
and cornice of Corinthian design (MO77, MO74, MO78, and MO72), which
may have belonged to a Roman pagan temple, illustrates the introduction of
foreign designs and beliefs in the city of Memphis—a phenomenon that we
know started particularly early at Memphis, during the New Kingdom, and
increased from the Late Period onwards (see Tallet and Zivie-Coche 2012:
436-456 for information regarding imported cults in Roman Egypt).

By the 5™ century AD, Egypt had become a Christian land (for more infor-
mation, see Hahn, Emmel, and Gotter 2008). Remnants of Memphite Coptic
churches (see column fragments MO 12, MO13; MO80, MO84; and MO76)
testify to the ever-increasing Christianization of Egypt from the Roman Pe-
riod throughout Late Antiquity. This accompanied the gradual decline and
eventual closing of the temples of Memphis, including the Great Ptah Tem-
ple, which probably occurred some time after 391-394 AD when the Chris-
tian Theodosius, last Emperor of the united Roman Empire, forbade the wor-
ship of pagan deities and ordered the closure of their temples throughout
Egypt (about the steps that led to the gradual decline of Memphis and of
Ptah's priesthood during the Roman Period, see Thompson 2012: 247-257).

Deprived of its religious aura, Memphis—already considerably eclipsed by
the development of another glorious city, Alexandria (founded ca. 331 BC,
although Strabo during the 1 century BC still describes Memphis as the
“second city” after Alexandria)—declined precipitously. During Roman Pe-
riod and Late Antiquity, the many disused and likely derelict monuments of
Memphis fell victim to vandals and stone-robbers looking for building mate-
rial and stone for lime kilns (see, for instance, what was observed at the Apis
House from the 1st-2nd centuries AD: Jones 1987: 36-42 and Jones 1988:
107). Later, after Egypt was conquered by the Arabs (ca. 639-642 BC, inau-
gurating the Egyptian Middle Ages), the dismembering of ancient Memphis
intensified, when the founding of a garrison city at Fustat, ancestor of Cairo
(ca. 641 AD) some 15 km to the north, quickly resulted in a growing demand
for building material as the new city expanded (Raymond 2000). In an ironic
twist, the strategic location and magnificence of Memphis likely accelerated
its disappearance, its many stone-rich monuments becoming an inexhaust-
ible and easy source of material for the new capital city of Egypt.
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Figure 67. The second member of the pair of red granite colossi of Ramesses Il (MO26), as re-assembled in 1962 in
the open air conservation workshop of the museum. This photograph shows the colossus’s numerous scars that testify
to a time when the Great Ptah Temple was derelict and exploited as a stone quarry, and its many statues were sawn
and cut into pieces for reuse. Copyright © CEDEA (Archives of Saqqara Inspectorate, Folder 44).

The condition of many of the sites and pieces excavated in Memphis still
bear the deep lasting traces of this intense process, when the ancient tem-
ples and monuments were readily turned into open-air quarries. The West
Gate of the Great Temple of Ptah was particularly hit hard, with its structure
literally ripped open and chopped into pieces, allowing visitors to observe
the inner core structure of the monumental pylon and a sample of stone
elements abandoned at various stages of the cutting process (figs. 1, 20).
Conversely, a few of the monuments excavated to date also escaped this dis-
mantling, likely because at that time these buildings were already lost and
covered by later phases of urbanization of Memphis (e.g., the Chapel of Seti
|, the Small Temple of Ptah, and the Temple of Hathor). The observant visitor
will notice, under their modern restorations, the scars and fragmentary con-
dition of a number of objects displayed at the museum, which were found
sawn and broken into pieces with wedges in order to be reused. The case of
the red granite pair of colossi (MO1 and MO26) is particularly emblematic
(fig. 67), and perfectly illustrates both the tragic fate of Pharaonic Memphis
and the challenging—though fascinating—task of studying and reconstruct-
ing this lost city.
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THE CATALOG: AN INTRODUCTION TO
RELIGION, FUNERARY PRACTICE, AND DAILY LIFE
IN ANCIENT MEMPHIS

Another important aspect of the collection kept at the Open Air Museum in
Mit Rahina is unquestionably the insight it provides into aspects of religion,
daily life, and death in the ancient city of Memphis at various periods of its
history. The following catalog of objects on display is broken down into a
range of topics aimed at gathering together objects that are relevant to each
other, notably in terms of purpose and context, and to use these topics as
a means of introducing the visitor to the realities of this ancient lost city, as
reconstructed by specialists.

Presentation of the Objects

This catalog is organized into a series of notes presenting single objects as
well as sets of objects, either because they belonged to the same piece or
monument, or because they share similarities in use and/or shape. Each note
is introduced by a sort of “ID" of the object(s), which provides:

- the museum object(s) number (MO) as renumbered for the purpose
of the MDP;

- the material of the object(s). Based on characteristics that are visible to
the naked eye, the identification of the material (stone exclusively)
refers only to broad categories (limestone, granite, etc.) and remains
in many cases tentative (until a further examination is conducted by
a geologist at microscale). For the reader’s convenience, some stones
are designated under their vernacular name (e.g., the common,
though improper appellation “Egyptian alabaster” is used here to
refer to calcite/travertine stone);

- where relevant, the other numbers known for the object(s) are men-
tioned, especially the numbers under which the objects are regis-
tered in the museum'’s record (“Mus.” number), and the excavation
number (“Exc” number) that corresponds to the temporary number
that each artifact or group of artifacts received on site at the time of
the excavation, prior to their transfer to the MoA storerooms (often
written on the object itself);

- the provenance of the object(s), ranging from the most general (Mem-
phis or Saggara) to the most accurate location (archaeological
mound > area/monument > space inside this monument), followed
(where relevant) by the site code as recorded/referenced by the
SoM project (see maps 4-5, pp. 13-14). The entry "no site code” is
used when the approximate location of the object(s) is known but
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was not surveyed by the SoM team (this applies only to five objects
found either accidentally during the expansion of the modern settle-
ment or lying loose in the ruin field);

- the period to which the object(s) is/are dated, ranging, where possible,
from the broader period to the reign of a specific king.

A question mark (“?") indicates when the provenance or the period is hy-
pothetical, tentative, or debatable. The text following the “object ID" offers
a detailed description of the object(s) and a discussion about its/their pur-
pose, and, when known, its/their provenance and context of excavation. The
note is accompanied by photographs showing as many faces of the object(s)
as possible, noting that the current display of some objects—against a wall
or at the corner of the museum’s shelter—precluded a photograph of their
back and side faces.

For the non-specialist reader, crowns, scepters, and architectural terms
marked with an asterisk (*) in the following text are depicted in the appendix
at the back of this catalog (pp. 273-275).

Organization of the Contents

The object notes are then organized in sections and sub-sections that aim to
present and exemplify a range of topics, as follows:

1. Worshipping the Gods in Memphis

This first section, which constitutes the most substantial part of the catalog
owing to the number of objects it contains, addresses religion in Memphis as
illustrated by the collection. The bulk of these objects consists of pieces of
architecture and statuary that originally belonged to pagan temples, as well
as—albeit in a much smaller number—to Coptic churches. Two sub-sections
present objects coming from the excavation of the Great Ptah Temple, as re-
built under Ramesses Il and developed under his successors. These illustrate
how a great complex of this scale was organized, and how religious activities
were structured around specific architectural or cultic features.

2. Living and Dying in Memphis

The second part of the catalog, though comparatively shorter, gathers arange
of objects that recall that Memphis—beside being a major religious center
for Pharaonic Egypt—was also, and no less importantly, one of the biggest
Egyptian cities of the time in terms of physical extent and population. From
what we know, at the peak of its expansion (which it probably reached as
early as the Ramesside Period), Memphis covered an area of about 550-600

hectares (a surface area also reached by other major cities like Thebes: Bietak
2010: 12) and housed a population of perhaps 20,000-40,000 inhabitants.
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This is particularly noteworthy for the period, considering that the whole
population of New Kingdom Egypt is estimated at about 2.1 million, and its
total urban population at only 105,000-168,000 inhabitants (Hassan 1993:
560, 563).

The objects presented in the three subsections of this part of the catalog are
of particular interest as they introduce the visitor to the daily existence of the
people of Memphis, who were also living and dying within its walls. Again,
with a few exceptions, the museum’s collection mainly portrays the city of
Memphis during the New Kingdom.
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Map 6. Map showing what is known about the sacred precinct of the god Ptah—the famous Hut-ka-Ptah—at Memphis
south, with its internal organization, and immediate approaches. This map combines structures and monuments of
various periods, ranging from the beginning of the 19" Dynasty (when the new temple was presumably founded) up
to the Hellenistic Period. It shows the reconstructed outline of the enclosure wall (rebuilt many times), which defined
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estimated extent of the main temple of Ptah, with its main entrance area on the east facing the Nile River (which was
closer to the ruin field then), and ancillary religious structures such as the Chapel of Seti | and the Apis's embalming
house. In its immediate surroundings are smaller temples built by Ramesses Il (also dedicated to Ptah, Hathor, and the
deified king), a cemetery of the high priests of the 22" Dynasty, and another precinct of the 19 Dynasty containing
another temple of Ptah and the Palace of Merneptah. Rebekah Miracle, AERA GIS.
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IN THE PRESENCE OF PTAH

A veritable city-within-a-city, the sacred precinct (in ancient Greek, temenos)
of Ptah at Memphis measured about 27 hectares, and was defined and pro-
tected by a massive enclosure wall pierced by four main monumental gates
and subsidiary entrances opening in every direction, respectively to the east,
west, north, and south (see maps 6-8, pp. 74-76; for discussions about the
temple enclosure’s outline and the location of its gates, see Jeffreys 1985: 23,
34-37,70, 103; 2010: 8, 94, 123-126, 145, 162). Only accessible to kings
and priests who were in charge of performing the daily cult, the temenos
comprised the main temple of Ptah where the god was worshipped, and
which archaeologists locate in the middle of the enclosure (Jeffreys 1985:
36; 2010: 94). Oriented east-west, this temple opened eastwards in the di-
rection of the Nile River, which was the main corridor of transportation and
communication throughout the country. The whole structure of this temple
extended from the East Gate, where a vast entrance area was erected, to the
west, where the West Gate (the only portion of the temple visible today)
provided access through its huge pylon and hypostyle hall to the back of the
complex.

A range of objects displayed at the museum actually comes from the exca-
vation of the main temple of Ptah. A large doorjamb (MO34) coming from
the architecture of the temple, and few scattered pieces (MO42, MO43) that
may have belonged to the structure of the eastern entrance spaces, testify
to the monumentality of the building and to the tendency of ancient build-
ers to re-use pieces taken from older monuments. The architecture of the
temple was complemented by the presence of numerous statues of varying
size (from just over life-sized to colossal), meant to represent through either
singular depictions of the king or group statues, the divine interaction that
brought the sovereign—the ultimate priest in ancient Egypt—and the gods
face to face in the temple's sanctuary (see the colossus's fragment MO53,
and the group statues MO44, MO56, and MO18). Portraits of close mem-
bers of the royal family were sometimes similarly erected inside the temenos,
as evidenced by a fragmentary colossus of a Ramesside royal wife or daugh-
ter (MO60) found in the entrance area of the temple. Temples were also
favored places where kings could commemorate specific events of the reign
through the erection of an enduring monument. Such is the case of an in-
scribed monumental stela (MO24) that Apries added to the entrance of the
temple, in order to immortalize an important donation he renewed to the
benefit of the god's estate.
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Beside illustrating the monumentality and sophistication of the now-de-
nuded temple of Ptah, these objects also exemplify the importance of the
high-quality stones used in these monuments by Egyptian royalty for reli-
gious buildings, which were sometimes quarried hundreds of kilometers
away. We can cite the extensive use of the beautiful red granite stone of As-
wan from which many of our objects are made (e.g., MO34, MO44, MO56,
and MO18), as well as the enormous piece of Egyptian alabaster from which
the museum'’s monumental sphinx (MO14) was carved.

Beyond the simple concerns of aesthetics and durability, the choice of carv-
ing a statue or an architectural element in a specific stone was meant to meet
a range of symbolic and religious purposes (Aufrere 1991). For instance,
granite, a particularly hard and solid stone used for massive architectural el-
ements, pedestals, and large pieces of statuary, may have been associated
with the annual Nile flood, owing to the location of the Aswan quarries to the
far south, at the entrance of the cataracts’ area. White/light-colored stones
that intensely reflected sunlight (like limestone or Egyptian alabaster) were
closely associated with the notion of divine celestial light. The color white
was also associated with purity, which led the Egyptians to favor such stones
(Egyptian alabaster above all else) when carving a range of objects that re-
quired ritual cleanliness (such as embalming tables, see MO27). Likewise,
we know that in the Memphite region a variety of reddish sandstone, the
quartzite quarried from the nearby Gebel el-Ahmar, was appreciated for its
color that could be associated with an episode of the sun god's mythology.
Remnants of pigment found on some pieces (e.g., MO1) also indicate that
these monuments were enhanced with additional colored details that were
also indubitably laden with symbolism (for instance, yellow paint was often
used to evoke gold and sunlight; gilding was also a common practice, albeit
not illustrated by the heavily-eroded objects displayed at the museum).

Through time, the worship of Ptah, certainly one of the most prominent and
oldest of Egyptian deities, developed and became more complex (Sand-
man-Holmberg 1946). When his Great Temple was re-built under the Ra-
messides, the main god of the city had long been considered a major state
deity, closely related to Pharaonic kingship (notably through his role in the
jubilee celebrations), and as a demiurgic god responsible for the creation of
the universe (see the “Memphite theology” on the Shabaka stone: Breasted
1901: 39-54 [British Museum, EA498]). At that time, various hybrid forms of
the god (Ptah-Tatenen, Ptah-Sokar, Ptah-Sokar-Oisiris, etc.) developed. As-
sociating Ptah with other local or national gods, these aimed to emphasize
various aspects of Ptah's divine power. One of these forms, Ptah-Tatenen,
represents Ptah as a primordial god, and gained such prominence under Ra-
messes || (Manouvrier 1996: 466) that numerous statues (see, for instance,
MO44 and MO21) and even a temple were dedicated to this deity (Egyp-
tologists assume this temple may have been located on the northwestern
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corner of the temenos, see Wegner, and Wegner 2015: 24-30) . A network
of ancillary temples and chapels were, likewise, erected inside Ptah’s sacred
precinct in order to worship the many aspects of the god, perform specif-
ic ceremonies and celebrations (like the royal jubilee: see the two blocks
MO59 and MO62), and commemorate particular events (see above regard-
ing the Chapel of Seti |, where MO60 was found, see fig. 30).

Among the most conspicuous aspects of Ptah's cult we can mention the wor-
ship of Apis, a sacred bull thought to be the living vessel in which the god
could materialize, be worshipped, and perform oracles (see Jurman 2010:
224-267 and Devauchelle 2010: 49-62). Long associated with the fertility
and strength of the king, Apis was bred and received a cult in its own com-
plex of buildings, located in the southwestern corner of the temenos (as men-
tioned above, only the embalming house of Apis, which was used for mum-
mifying the sacred bull once dead, has been excavated to date). We know
from ancient texts that a range of other sacred animals were, similarly, bred
somewhere inside the sacred precinct of the god Ptah: among them, the Isis
cow, mother of Apis, and a baboon of Thoth kept in the temple of a form of
Ptah known as “he-who-is-under-his-moringa-tree” (a cult to which object
MOé68 may refer; about animal cults in ancient Egypt, see Dodson 2009). A
sacred tree, probably the moringa-tree just mentioned, was likewise tended
inside the temenos.

Unlike churches or mosques, Egyptian temples were not meant to be open
to the public nor to provide praying space for everyone (Wilkinson 2000:
65-71, 86-94). These religious buildings were, above all, devised as secured
places where a qualified ritualist (in theory the king, in practice the priests)
could carry out the daily ritual—usually a series of codified actions, gestures,
and speeches performed in front of the god's statue, including the care of
the statue—which was crucial to the stability and durability of the created
world. Such a key-concept was represented by the goddess Maat; the king,
by offering a miniature of this goddess, stated his role as a protector of the
order and stability of Egypt, at the scale of human society, and beyond, at
the scale of the universe (see MO34).
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DOORJAMB OF THE

GREAT TEMPLE OF PTAH

Museum Object Number: MO34

Material: red granite

Other numbers: Mus. 36, Exc. 44

Provenance: Memphis, Middle Birka, Ptah temenos,
area of the Great Temple of Ptah (BAC)

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesses ||

This piece of a doorjamb is beautifully carved from a large
block of red granite. The embrasure and back, though un-
decorated, show a smooth surface. The front of the door-
jamb is embellished with two scenes carved in sunken relief
and placed on top of each other. In both scenes the king—
Ramesses I, identified through inscriptions and attired in
different sets of regalia—is depicted performing two stages
of the divine cult before the patron-god of the city of Mem-
phis, Ptah, standing inside his shrine. On the upper regis-
ter, Ramesses is wearing the White Crown of Upper Egypt
(hedjet)* as well as a royal shendyt-kilt and a royal beard. He
offers a miniature figure of Maét to the god; this represents
the ethical concept of truth and justice, and the universal
harmony that ensures the stability and peaceful order of the
created world, for which the Egyptian king was responsible.
On the lower register, Ramesses, who wears a nemes-head-
dress* topped with a shuti-crown,* a royal beard, and royal
kilt, presents burnt incense to the god and pours water from
a libation hes-vase into two offering stands.

This fragment was exposed in 1913 by W. M. F. Petrie in the
Middle Birka, while he was exploring an area located inside
the Ptah temenos, corresponding to the Great Temple of the
god as re-built under the 19 Dynasty (PM III*: 850; Petrie
1915: 33 [§ 77] and pl. LVI [18]). This fragment—the only
one in the museum clearly identified as belonging to the ar-
chitecture of the main temple of Ptah—was found among
other architectural elements and pieces of statuary (includ-
ing MO44 and perhaps MO56) dated mostly to the Rames-
side period. These were sawn into pieces some time in Late
Antiquity or at the beginning of the Middle Ages when the
site was exploited as a quarry for stone.
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GROUP STATUE OF RAMESSES Il AND PTAH-TATENEN

Museum Object Number: MO44; MO56

Material: red granite

Other numbers: Mus. 52 (MO44); Mus. 6, Exc. 2 (MO56)

Provenance: Memphis, Middle Birka, Ptah temenos, area of the Great Temple of Ptah (BAC)

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesses ||

These two fragments of statues carved from red granite
may have once belonged to a single over-life-sized seat-
ed pair-statue featuring Ramesses Il with a deity, proba-
bly Ptah-Tatenen as evidenced by the inscriptions (see for
comparison similar pair-statues that were found in the same
area: PM III%: 835 [statue JE 30167/CG554 which features
Ramesses Il and Ptah-Tatenen] and Jeffreys and Mélek 1988:
pl. V [1-2: statue SCHISM 3783 which portrays Ramesses |
and Ka-nekhet]). Besides being of the same scale, these two
pieces seem to have been carved from the same block of
granite, as is apparent from the very similar grain structure
and color of their stone. Additionally, these fragments were
both found in the Middle Birka, in an area located inside
the Ptah temenos that corresponded to the main temple
of the god. We know for certain that MO44 was exposed
in 1913 by W. M. F. Petrie (PM I1I*: 847; Petrie 1915: 33 [§
77] and pl. LVI[21]; Jeffreys and Malek 1988: 28 and n. 14)
amidst various architectural elements (including MO34) and
pieces of statuary dated mostly to the Ramesside period,
which were sawn into pieces some time during the Late An-
tiquity—-Middle Ages when the temple was exploited as a
quarry for stone. MO56 is also assumed to have been found
somewhere within the area corresponding to the location of
the temple of Ptah, but nothing more can be said about its
exact excavation context (Moussa 1983: 209 and pl. | [a-b]).

Although no immediate connection between the two
fragments can be made, it is likely that these correspond
respectively to the upper part of a king and to the lower
part of a god that were originally sitting side by side on a
double throne. One fragment (MO56) shows the head and
torso of Ramesses Il, whose face was intentionally mutilated
and whose back rests against an inscribed slab mentioning
his name. He appears dressed in royal regalia, including a
royal beard and a nemes-headdress* adorned with a roy-
al uraeus-cobra (now broken). The sovereign was originally
portrayed sitting shoulder to shoulder with another figure,
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as evidenced by the shape of the break along his left arm
and by the back slab. Presumably this was the hybrid god
Ptah-Tatenen, whose name is also mentioned on the back
slab (about Ptah-Tatenen, see MO21). The other fragment
(MO44) may conversely show the lower part of the god’s
body, seated on the throne with his left hand resting on his
knee (now destroyed; his hand may have initially clasped
an ankh-symbol) and his back against the inscribed dorsal
slab. Here, the god is dressed in a way most similar to Ptah-
Tatenen as portrayed in the aforementioned pair-statue
displayed in the Cairo Museum (see above, JE 30167). He
wears a pleated kilt adorned with a belt and an ornamental
front flap, with a bull tail hanging between his legs. Similar-
ly, the throne on which our figure sits is comparable to the
seat of the Cairo group statue; it is inscribed on the front
with the names and titles of Ramesses I, and on the sides
with a dado and panels bearing the sema-tawy-the inter-
twined papyrus and lily plants of Upper and Lower Egypt
symbolizing the unification of the land under a single king.

Such group statues, featuring a king beside one or more
deities, are common in Pharaonic statuary, and become
noticeably more common under the reign of Ramesses
Il (Manouvrier 1996: 466). These were usually meant to
represent the face-to-face meeting between the Egyp-
tian king (as an intermediary for mankind) and the gods,
and were commonly placed in strategic places within tem-
ples, where they often served as an object of worship (La-
boury 2000: 85; see for instance the triad statue MO25).
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COLOSSAL STATUE OF A
RAMESSIDE ROYAL WIFE
OR DAUGHTER

Museum Object Number: MO60
Material: quartzite

Other numbers: Mus. 10, Exc. 16

Provenance: Memphis, Middle Birka,
Ptah temenos, south of Kébm Khanzir,
main entrance area of the Great Temple
of Ptah (BAD)

Period: New Kingdom, Ramesside period

This neck and torso of a standing colossus carved from a
block of dark quartzite portrays an unknown Ramesside
royal wife or daughter. The details of the royal lady’s outfit
and anatomy are beautifully chiselled. This fragment of co-
lossus testifies to the fashions typically worn by the elite of
the time. This lady wears a long tripartite wig above a finely
pleated fringed dress with sleeves, tied up under the right
breast with a sash made of two dangling ribbons. Her neck is
adorned with a large necklace made of rows of beads.

This royal torso was uncovered in 1852 by J. Hekekyan (see
fig. 18 in the introduction), along with other fragments of
royal colossi, in the Middle Birka, slightly south of Kém
Khanzir. The excavation trench opened by Hekekyan was
located in the eastern entrance area of the Great Temple
of Ptah, presumably inside his temenos (Jeffreys 2010: 146
148 [Excavation VIII] and fig. 39; the problem of the loca-
tion and arrangement of the East Gate is discussed in Jeffreys
2010: 145 and 162). This colossal statue is certainly to be
added to the many colossi that once adorned the main ap-
proach to the temple of the god (see also MO53).
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FRAGMENTS OF LOTUS COLUMNS

Museum Object Number: MO42; MO43

Material: crystalline limestone?

Other numbers: Mus. 50, Exc. 59 (MO42); Mus. 51, Exc. 58 (MO43)

Provenance: Memphis, Middle Birka, Ptah temenos, main entrance area of the Great Temple of Ptah (BAF)?

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesses Il (reused from an older monument)

These two architectural elements, carved from a very crys-
talline form of limestone, are reused pieces that have been
reshaped from the fascicular (bound sheafs) shafts of lotus
columns. Such lotus columns were intended to represent a
bundle of lotus flowers, the column shaft corresponding to
the tied stems and the column capital representing either
their closed buds or open flowers (Arnold 2003: 54). These
two fragments both correspond to the lower portion of an
eight-stemmed column shaft, but are currently displayed
head-down in the museum. This can be inferred from the
specific shape and decoration of the stems, which taper
downwards to the base (displayed as the top) and bear
stylized elements (striped) meant to represent the sheaths
protecting the bases of the stems. MO42 has clearly been
re-cut in such a way that the original ribbed stems and their
tapered base are flattened, and an inscription was carved in
sunken relief on this new flat surface. This inscription bears
the cartouche of Ramesses I, thus at least providing a date
for the reuse of the block.

Very little is known about the provenance and archaeo-
logical context of these stone elements. Some information
can, however, be inferred from the available data. Firstly, we
know from archive pictures that these pieces were exposed
(perhaps for the second time) by the Department of Antig-
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uities in 1966, together with a fragment of a wrist of a co-
lossal statue of Ramesses VI (our MO53) that we know had
been formerly found by J. Hekekyan in 1854 while he was
excavating in the depression of the Middle Birka, in an area
corresponding to the eastern entrance of the Great Tem-
ple of Ptah (see fig. 45 in the introduction; Jeffreys 2010:
142-143, 145-146 [Excavation VII] and fig. 30 [F]). This in-
dicates that our stone elements may have been reused at
some stage in the architecture of the entrance area of the
temple, inside the temenos. Secondly, the obvious traces of
re-cut and inscription show that these were removed from
an older monument of unknown date, located either in
Memphis or in its nearby cemeteries of Saqqgara and Abusir,
as part of a dismantling program probably commissioned
by Ramesses Il in order to provide building material for his
own monuments (see for comparison Petrie 1909a: 6[15]).
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WRIST OF A COLOSSUS OF
RAMESSES VI
Museum Object Number: MO53
Material: quartzite
Other numbers: Mus. 3, Exc. 14
Provenance: Memphis, Middle Birka,
Ptah temenos, main entrance area of the
Great Temple of Ptah (BAF)
Period: New Kingdom, 20" Dynasty,
probably Ramesses VI

This fragment of wrist and hand once belonged to a royal
colossal statue of Ramesses VI carved from quartzite. This
fragment shows the front part of the king’s fist clutching
what may be either a folded cloth or a mekes-container
of documents, and part of the bracelet adorning his wrist.
This cuff bracelet features two royal cartouches surmount-
ed by a sun-disk and flanked (at least for one of them) by
two protecting cobras whose heads are also topped by a
sun-disk. The name of the king, Ramesses VI, though inten-
tionally defaced, could be identified (PM I1I*: 837 [wrong-
ly associated with a statue of Ramesses [V—our statue
MO50—based on a misinterpretation of a drawing by J. G.
Wilkinson that shows a sketch of statue MO50 together with
a sketch of wrist MO53, see the following reference]; Chris-
tophe 1954-1955: 26 [3: described as lost] and pl. VII [top
right: sketch of J.G. Wilkinson, in which the orientation of the
two cobras seem to have been mistakenly inverted]; Mélek
1986: 106-107 and fig. 2 [squeeze by A. Lieder]).

Such colossal royal statues found inside and in the vicinity of
temples were usually meant to act as a mediator to the gods.
This fragment of a royal colossus was probably found by J.
Hekekyan in 1854 while he was excavating in the depression
of the Middle Birka, in an area close to the eastern entrance
of the Great Temple of Ptah (Jeffreys 2010: 142-143, 145-
146 [Excavation VII] and fig. 30 [F]). This fragment once be-
longed to one of the many royal colossi adorning the main
approach to the temple of the god, likely inside his temenos
(see also MO&0; the problem of the location and arrange-
ment of the East Gate is discussed in Jeffreys 2010: 145 and
162). It was exposed again by the Department of Antiquities
in 1966, together with two fragments of lotus columns (our
MO42 and MO43) that, to our knowledge, do not appear
in any previous archaeological record, but might have been
part of the architecture of the entrance area of the temple
(see above MO42 and MO43, and fig. 46 in introduction).
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GROUP STATUE OF RAMESSES Il

AND PTAH

Museum Object Number: MO18

Material: red granite

Other numbers: Mus. 25, Exc. 8

Provenance: Memphis, Middle Birka,
Ptah temenos, main entrance area of the
Great Temple of Ptah (BAE)

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesses ||

This life-sized group statue, of which only the upper part
remains, is carved from red granite. The present fragment
argues in favor of a pair-statue featuring King Ramesses |
and the god Ptah, standing or seated against a back slab
whose four faces are covered with columns of inscriptions
(Moussa 1990: 285-286 and pl. 7). Such group statues
were particularly in favor during the reign of Ramesses Il
(see above, MO44 and MO56, as well as MO25). Despite
a mutilated nose, the god is recognizable by his character-
istic look consisting of a skullcap (here adorned with a royal
uraeus-cobra), a beard, a cloak, a large necklace, and a com-
posite scepter* that he clutches with both hands. Shoulder
to shoulder with the god, Ramesses Il can be identified by
his names mentioned in the inscriptions of the back slab.
Though his head is destroyed, the shape and dimensions
of the broken headdress indicate that he may have worn a
khepresh-crown.* The condition of the statue shows that it
was split into pieces, likely in order to be reused.

This group statue most certainly corresponds to a life-sized
pair-statue or dyad of Ptah and Ramesses that was first ex-
posed at the Middle Birka, in an area corresponding to the
main approach of the Great Temple of Ptah, by J. Hekekyan
in 1854 (Jeffreys 2010: 138-139 [Excavation VI] and fig. 28
[rounded fragment E']), and again in 1887 by A. H. Bagnold
when he lifted the Ramsis Railway Station colossus of Ra-
messes |l (Bagnold 1888: 458; for another attempt at iden-
tification, see Christophe 1954-1955: 7 and n. 1, who links
Bagnold's description with another Ramesside pair-statue
found in Memphis by W. M. F. Petrie, an opinion tentative-
ly followed by D. G. Jeffreys; however a photograph taken
by visitors at the turn of the 20% century confirms that the
group statue at issue was definitely our MO18, see figs. 16—
17 in introduction).
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MONUMENTAL STELA OF APRIES
Museum Object Number: MO24

Material: quartzite

Other numbers: Mus. 19, Exc. 9

Provenance: Memphis, Middle Birka, Ptah temenos, main entrance area of the Great Temple of Ptah (BAE)

Period: Late Period, 26" Dynasty, Apries

This large, round-topped or lunate stela is beautifully carved
from a single block of quartzite. It has been partially dam-
aged due to water exposure. The upper part of this stela is
adorned with a scene combining texts and depictionsinavery
ingenious way; the aim of such an elaborate composition was
obviously to put the commissioner of the stela, King Apries,
under the protection of the gods. The scene is surmounted
by the hieroglyphic Egyptian sky sign and by the god Horus
of Edfu, depicted as a winged sun-disk from which hang two
uraei-cobras. Its sides are bounded by two was-scepters,*
used as symbols of dominion. Within this frame the names
of King Apries (contained in a cartouche and two serekh-pal-
ace frames) are flanked by and intertwined with depictions
of the Memphite gods Sokar and Ptah. On the right, Sokar
is portrayed as a striding hawk-headed man, while on the
left, Ptah stands in his shrine. Both gods hold a divine scepter
from which the ankh-sign of life emerges to benefit the two
Horus-falcons standing at the top of the royal serekh-frames.

Below this scene is a partially damaged, fifteen-line hiero-
glyphic text, consisting of a royal command intended to
renew the provisions of an older royal decree (of unknown
date) that dedicated a whole district of the Memphite area
to the god Ptah, with its allocated lands, labor force, and
income, to serve as part of the revenue of his temple. The
location of this district “between the waterways," as men-
tioned by the text, may indicate that the city of Memphis
was formerly bounded on the west by an ancient waterway
(perhaps recognizable today in the Bahr Libeini), and on the
east by the Nile river, which may have been closer than it is
today (Jeffreys, Malek, and Smith 1983: 41). As was common
during the 26" Dynasty, the archaizing style of the stela, as
well as the phraseology of the text, seems to deliberately im-
itate and refer back to prototypes dating from the Old King-
dom (various scholars have commented on and translated
this stela, for instance, see Gunn 1927: 211-237).
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Although he failed to recognize it as a stela, J. Hekekyan may
have observed this piece as early as 1854, while he was ex-
posing the red granite Ramesside colossus that later adorned
Ramsis Railway Station in Cairo until 2006. But it is usually ac-
knowledged that this stela was first officially reported by H.
K. Brugsch in the late 1850s as lying in the depression of the
Middle Birka, in an area located in the east-center of the Ptah
temenos that corresponds to the main approach of the Great
Temple of the god (PM III*: 840 [D]; Mariette 1872: 7-8;
Jeffreys 1985: 24 and n. 200; Jeffreys 2010: 183-184 [likely
Excavation VI]). This stela was then extracted and moved to
higher ground by A. H. Bagnold in 1887 (together with the
red granite colossus of Ramsis Station and likely the pair-stat-
ue MO18), north of the current Open Air Museum, in order
to protect it from further water damage (Bagnold 1888: 459;
Jeffreys 1985: fig. 8 [site QAT]). Some time before 1962, it
was relocated inside the museum compound. Nothing more
is known about its archaeological context, but the orientation
of its inscription (from left to right) may indicate that this ste-
la was the righthand member of a pair, possibly flanking the
entranceway of the temple.
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COLOSSAL SPHINX OF A KING
Museum Object Number: MO 14

Material: Egyptian alabaster

Other numbers: Mus. 26, Exc. 3

Provenance: Memphis, Koém el-Qal‘a, Ptah temenos, southeast area (QAS)

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesside period (reused from an 18" Dynasty sovereign,

perhaps Hatshepsut)

Though severely eroded on the left side, and with its front
paws cut off from the main body, this colossal royal sphinx is
beautifully carved from a massive block of calcite or travertine
(a stone often called “Egyptian alabaster;’ a material particular-
ly favored by Egyptian kings because it was regarded as highly
precious and pure [Aufrere 1991: 696-698]). It is one of the
masterpieces of the museum. This sphinx portrays an uniden-
tified king whose human head, decorated with royal regalia
(nemes-headdress,* royal uraeus-cobra, and royal beard), sur-
mounts a recumbent lion body, the tail curled around its right
haunch, over a base which is now damaged. If there was an
inscription on it, it is no longer visible; the base may have been
intended for re-carving (the re-use or usurping and re-mod-
elling of such statues is well attested). The details of the king's
regalia and of the lion's mane, musculature, and sharp claws
are exquisitely chiselled in relief. To date, this sphinx is the
second largest sphinx found in Egypt after the Great Sphinx in
Giza, and the largest intact freestanding Pharaonic monument
carved from Egyptian alabaster, although new fragmentary co-
lossi carved from this material recently exposed in Amenhotep
[II's funerary temple at Kém el-Hettan, Luxor, may have once
rivaled this sphinx in scale (Sourouzian 2008: 820).

Though uninscribed as found, the style of this sphinx suggests
a New Kingdom date, with estimates ranging from Hatshepsut
to Ramesses |l (PM 11I*: 841 [E]; Anthes 1965: 42-43; Jeffreys
1985: 21; Pasquali 2011: 69 [A.142]). This sphinx was exposed
in 1911-1912 at Kém el-Rabi'a by an assistant of W. M. F.
Petrie, E. Mackay, near its current location in the Open Air Mu-
seum (Petrie 1911: 23 [§ 50]; Griffith 1911-1912: 19-20; Jef-
freys, Mélek, and Smith 1983: 42; Wegner and Wegner 2015:
23-24). 1912 was a particularly fruitful year for Petrie's team,
since Mackay also uncovered another colossal sphinx of Ra-
messes || that year, carved from red granite and later inscribed
by Merneptah, near the Northern Gate of Ptah's precinct. This
second sphinx, which Petrie donated to the Pennsylvania Uni-
versity (now Penn) Museum in Philadelphia, was transported
to the USA in 1913, at the expense of the American museum.
It was added to the Eckley B. Coxe Egyptian collection, and still
constitutes its centerpiece today (Wegner and Wegner 2015:
especially 21-81). It is known from archival documents that the
then director of the Penn Museum had hoped to acquire the
alabaster sphinx and ship it to Philadelphia as well, but Petrie
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was apparently determined not to remove this unique monu-
ment from Memphis, where he hoped that this sphinx could
become—as it eventually did—one of its most emblematic
sights (Wegner and Wegner 2015: 31-32; see figs. 20-23 in
introduction).

When uncovered, the sphinx was tipped on its left side. In
1913, Petrie used blocks that he found in the vicinity (and pos-
sibly associated with it) to turn it upright and raise it up out
of the ground water. One of these blocks bore the cartouche
of a Ramesside king (the block is visible in fig. 64 in introduc-
tion). Its findspot suggests that this sphinx was originally fac-
ing east (although it was clearly not in its original position and
may have been turned), and possibly adorned a monument
located just inside Ptah's temenos, close to the southern wall
and South Gate of the god's sacred enclosure. This location, to-
gether with the style of the sphinx and the discovery of the Ra-
messide block, suggests that this sphinx may have been carved
during the 18" Dynasty (perhaps by Hatshepsut) before be-
ing reused and re-sited by Ramesses Il or one of his immedi-
ate successors during either the construction or the expansion
of the new Great Temple of Ptah under the 19* Dynasty. This
sphinx was repositioned on a concrete base in 1953 (Jeffreys,
Malek, and Smith 1983: 42) before the Open Air Museum was
founded. In 1990, a ditch was dug around the sphinx, likely for
security purposes.

We know that such hybrid statues combining a royal head and
a lion body aimed to emphasize and make incarnate certain
aspects of kingship. In this imagery, the Egyptian sovereign was
envisaged both as a powerful warrior whose lightning attack
and dominant force triumphs over the enemies of Egypt, serv-
ing as a guardian and protector who watches over and secures
Egyptian territory. This is the reason why such sphinx stat-
ues, which the Egyptians called “living images” (shesep-ankh,
though this name was also used to designate other types of
statues), were usually erected as protective entities (singly,
in pairs, or as groups) beside entrances or along procession-
al alleys of official and religious buildings (see for instance
Zivie-Coche 1997: 15-24; Cabrol 2005: 2051-2052; for a
detailed study of sphinxes, see Cabrol 2001: 171-174 and
347-420, and Wegner and Wegner 2015: 148-191).
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CAVETTO CORNICE OF A

CHAPEL OF SETI |

Museum Object number: MO61

Material: limestone

Other numbers: Mus. 11, Exc. 15

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Rabi‘a, Ptah
temenos, debris around the Chapel of
Seti | (RAD)

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Seti |

This limestone architectural fragment consists of the left cor-
ner of a cavetto cornice,* with its stylized stripes splaying
out from the bottom up, like a row of palm fronds. This sort
of cornice is common in Pharaonic architecture and is used
for embellishing the top of a wide range of structures, in-
cluding walls and doorways (Arnold 2003: 46-47; see also
cornice MO67). The block is adorned with the incised royal
cartouches of King Seti |, which rest on the hieroglyph for
gold and are topped with a sun-disk and two ostrich feath-
ers. These symbols were meant to emphasize the divine na-
ture of Pharaonic kingship (Spieser 2010); when featured in
this way, royal names may become an object of worship (see
for instance MO31).

This fragment was found among the debris of the Memph-
ite Chapel of Seti | (sometimes called an “oratory”) in Kém
el-Rabi‘a, when it was excavated by the Department of An-
tiquities in 1948 and 1950 (Moussa 1982a: 118 and pl. Il;
Brand 2000: 149-150 [3.37]). It most likely comes from the
architecture of the chapel which was built by Seti | inside the
sacred precinct of Ptah for worshipping the god together
with two goddesses personifying emblematic areas of the
city of Memphis, respectively: Tjesemet, likely the enclo-
sure wall or gate of the temple through which Ptah could
hear the prayers of the people, and Men-nefer, which rep-
resents either a quarter of the city of Memphis or the city
as a whole (Berlandini 1984: 28-49). The purpose of this
chapel is uncertain. A possibility is that Seti | built this mon-
ument featuring Ptah and the personifications of the city of
Memphis in order to commemorate the construction of the
new Great Temple of Ptah during the 19" Dynasty (person-
al communication, D. Jeffreys).
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WALL PANELS OF A CHAPEL OF TUTANKHAMUN OR AY

Museum Object number: MO59; MO62

Material: limestone

Other numbers: Mus. 9, Exc. 28 (MO59); Mus. 12, Exc. 18 (MO62)
Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Rabi‘a, Ptah temenos, debris around the Chapel of Seti | (RAD)

Period: New Kingdom, 18" Dynasty, Tutankhamun-Ay

These two decorated limestone slabs can be dated to the
reign of Tutankhamun or Ay, as evidenced by the typical 18
Dynasty style of carving and by the fact that the king's names
were intentionally erased (Pasquali 2011: 66—67 [A.137] and
67-68 [A.138]). These were both found among the debris
of the Memphite Chapel of Seti | in Kébm el-Rabi'a when this
monument was excavated by the Department of Antiquities
in the late 1940s (Moussa 1982a: 115-117 and pl. I [a]). The
presence of three circular holes on each of these slabs indi-
cates that these have been reused. These two slabs may have
originally come from the structure of a now-dismantled chap-
el, perhaps dedicated to the royal jubilee, which was once
located in the same area.

This is suggested by the iconography of one of them, lintel
MO59, which bears mirrored scenes illustrating the royal ju-
bilee festival, or heb-sed. The jubilee festival, which finds its
roots in the first dynasties of Pharaonic history, sought to re-
generate and reassert the rule of the Egyptian king after 30
years of reign. However we know that a few kings celebrated
“anticipated” jubilees after only a few years of reign, such as
was the case of the king depicted on the present slab, provid-
ing that its dating is correct. Surprisingly, we know very little
about the actual proceedings of the heb-sed. From what we
understand, this festival included a series of heavily symbolic
ceremonies, among which was a ritual “run” intended to en-
able the king to reaffirm his sovereignty over the Egyptian
territory, and enacted in ceremonial surroundings, such as the
southern forecourt of Djoser’s Step Pyramid at Saggara. This
ceremony is shown on the present lintel. Here we see, in fine-
ly carved sunken relief, an unidentified king (likely Tutankha-
mun or Ay) shown twice while performing this ritual run be-
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fore the god Ptah of Memphis, who is depicted clutching his
composite scepter® with both hands in his open shrine (see
the open door leaf in front of the structure). Dressed with the
royal shendyt-kilt and a bull tail, the monarch is shown on the
right wearing the Red Crown of Lower Egypt (deshret)* and
holding two libation hes-vases, while on the left he wears the
White Crown of Upper Egypt (hedjet)* and clutches an oar
and a hepet or setsquare. He runs around horseshoe-shaped
markers representing the boundaries of Egyptian land. The
fact that the king is shown here performing the ceremony be-
fore the god Ptah is not coincidental, for Ptah of Memphis,
besides being one of the main state gods of the time, was
also intimately involved in the jubilee ceremony since its in-
ception.

Whether the iconography of the second slab (MO62) refers
to the royal jubilee or not cannot be asserted with certainty.
This slab bears a fragmentary cultic scene, again finely carved
in sunken relief. In this depiction, the king is dressed in the
shendyt-kilt and bull tail, while being twice-depicted per-
forming a ceremony before the city god of Memphis, Ptah,
and his consort goddess, Sekhmet. Though the upper part of
the slab is missing, these deities are still perfectly identifiable.
On both sides, Ptah is shown in his shrine, clutching his com-
posite scepter* with both hands, while Sekhmet, depicted
as a lioness-headed woman, stands close by. The inscriptions
indicate that the king was presenting offerings (notably wine)
to please the two Memphite deities.
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AT THE GATE OF PTAH'S PRECINCT

Only liminal spaces, such as the temples’ main entrance areas (Wilkinson
2000: 62-64) were usually accessible to non-priests wanting to pray and in-
teract with the gods. Such interactions can sometimes be seen in the form of
small votive offerings of varying sorts and qualities, which private dedicators
deposited in this part of the temples (figurines, stelae, etc.; see Pinch and
Waraksa 2009). Although this was also done, more exceptionally, through
the presence of a proper statue immortalizing the donor in the act of wor-
shipping (not everyone was granted the permission to implement such im-
portant private monuments in temples: see a common statue type known
as "block statues” in Schulz 2011; see also for comparison statue MO2, al-
though this was not found in a temple context). Religious life, as experienced
by private people, was therefore restricted to specific locations and events.

Outdoor areas located in the immediate vicinity of the Great Temple of Ptah
(enclosure wall and gates) were also the setting of an intense religious life
(Wilkinson 2000: 54-61). The South Gate of Ptah’s enclosure, upon which
the Open Air Museum is set, seemed to have been a particularly favored
place for personal piety—the development of personal piety is a wide-
spread phenomenon observed all over Egypt, intensifying from the New
Kingdom (especially the Ramesside period) onwards, and growing during
the following millennium (Luiselli 2008). The excavation of the entrance
courtyard to the Small Ramesside Temple of Ptah at Kobm el-Rabi‘a led to the
discovery of many votive offerings dedicated by private people to the god
Ptah “he-who-listens-to-the-prayers” (Berlandini 1984: 28-49). Many took
the form of miniature fortifications and gates with human ears, or evocations
of the temple’s enclosure through which Ptah could be reached. The Chapel
of Seti | located inside the temenos may specifically refer to the importance
of the temple’s gate for the people of Memphis: in the chapel, the god Ptah
is flanked by a goddess—Tjesemet “the fortified gate/wall"—crowned with a
tower, who likely represents the hearing enclosure wall or gate at the feet of
which the inhabitants could call upon the god.

One of the main occasions for common people to address the gods and ask
them for help or oracles were religious festivals, where specific celebrations
would require the god’s statue to physically leave the temple and travel in a
ceremonial barque led by a procession of priests (Wilkinson 2000: 95-99;
Stadler 2008). To facilitate this, a network of paved roads was built to connect
Ptah’s temenos to the Nile, as well as to other temple precincts throughout
the city, and were used as ceremonial pathways along which the inhabitants
of Memphis could gather to catch a glimpse of the god. Kings paid particular
attention to developing and embellishing these ceremonial arteries, as well
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as the immediate approaches to the temple's enclosure. These approaches
were vital to religious life and were often the only feature of the temple
visible to everyone (Cabrol 2001). The collection of objects displayed at the
Open Air Museum provides an interesting picture of such approach areas in
Memphis under the Ramessides.

At that time, rows of royal sphinxes were installed on either side of the pro-
cessional paths in order to place the walkways under the protection of the
king, envisaged as a mighty lion (see, for instance, the sphinxes MO69 and
MO71 that may have originally adorned the causeway leading to the main
entrance gate to Ptah'’s precinct on the east); to be noted, such sphinxes could
also protect the entrance of temples inside the temenos (like MO 14). Statues
of the king featuring the sovereign in various postures and activities—such
as striding (MO1, MO26, MO85), sitting (MO 11, MO50), or bearing one or
two processional divine standards (MO21, MO37)—were likewise erected
in front of the gate pylons and along the processional alleyways leading to
Ptah'’s precinct. A substantial number of such royal statues from the approach
areas of the sacred precinct of Ptah are on display at the Open Air Museum
(see maps 7-9, pp. 75-77); they all come from the excavation of the south-
ern approach to the precinct (Jeffreys 2010: 123-126; many similar statues
were also exposed at the West Gate but are not represented at the muse-
um). Among them are some of the must-see pieces of the museum’s collec-
tion (the Abu’l-hol colossus MOB85, the colossi pair MO1 and MO26, the
standard-bearing colossus MO21, and the colossal group statue MO25). Al-
though many of these colossi were meant to emphasize the king's power, we
know from ancient sources that some were also meant to be actual objects of
worship themselves. Under Ramesses Il, indeed, a cult to royal colossi devel-
oped, and colossal portraits of the deified king were produced as a means
by which to highlight the divine dimension of Pharaonic kingship, which
Egyptians thought was inherited from the gods (Manouvrier 1996: 700-701,
passim). Some of these colossi were even erected inside their own temples,
like the colossal group statue MO25, which features a deified Ramesses |I
together with the gods Ptah and Sekhmet. Remains of buildings excavated
in the same area also show that subsidiary chapels, way-shrines, and stations
for libation and purification were an integral part of this complex network of
cultic installations. A single Hathoric capital (MO19) found in the same area,
and which may have served as a cult model, illustrates the diversity of ways
that ancient Egyptians used for communicating with the gods.
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TWO SPHINXES OF RAMESSES 1I
Museum Object number: MO69; MO71

Material: quartzite

Other numbers: Mus. 13, Exc. 27 (MO69); Mus. 14, Exc. 26 (MO71)

Provenance: Memphis, Kém Arba‘in, east side (AAC)?

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesses Il (reused from a predecessor king?)

These two fragmentary anthropo- or andro-sphinxes, or
sphinxes with human heads, are both carved from quartzite.
Though they were both found headless and missing their fore-
paws, their attitude and appearance are still identifiable. Sur-
mounting their lion bodies, set in recumbent position over a
base slab, with their tails curled on their right sides, the heads
of these two sphinxes once portrayed a human king attired in
royal regalia, notably a nemes-headdress and a royal beard of
which some parts are still visible. The sovereign, Ramesses |I,
is identified through his cartouches engraved over the shoul-
ders and chest of sphinx MO69, and over both shoulders and
the base of sphinx MO71. Though very similar in their dimen-
sion and attitude, these two sphinxes differ slightly from each
other in style. First, in the way the anatomy of the lion is ren-
dered, in particular the muscles and the position of the tail
and back paws. But the most prominent difference between
the two is in the presence, on sphinx MO69's neckline and
chest, of alarge necklace and a lion's mane carved in low relief
with engraved stripes. Compared to the back and sides, the
flatter surface of the front part of the mane, which may have
been shaved in order to be re-inscribed with the cartouches
of Ramesses I, argues in favor of it being a reused sphinx of
a predecessor king (a common practice under Ramesses |I,
see Wegner and Wegner 2015: 211-215). Sphinx MO71 was
modified by King Merneptah, who added his name on the
right shoulder of the sphinx.

Although nothing is known about the provenance and ar-
chaeological context of these two sphinxes, we should men-
tion the possibility that one or both of them may correspond
to a headless sphinx statue (yet to be identified) that was ex-
posed in 1854 by J. Hekekyan while he was excavating a site
located on the eastern side of Kém Arba'in, between the site
of the so-called “Nilometer” on the north, and the gorge lead-
ing to the Middle Birka on the south, on which the east-west
Sagqara-Badrashein modern road is roughly aligned (Jeffreys
2010: 166-167 [Excavation XI]; for the location of this site,
see Jeffreys 1985: 32, 76, and fig. 46). There, a collection of
New Kingdom architectural elements including granite col-
umn drums (inscribed with the names of Amenhotep Ill and
Ramesses Il) and a recumbent headless sphinx statue were
found reused in a late paved road, slightly north of where the
New Kingdom alleyway to the East Gate of the sacred pre-
cinct of Ptah may have been located. It is likely that the two
sphinxes MO69 and MO71—if their identification with the
one(s) found by Hekekyan is correct—originally belonged to
the processional road that led from the Nile to the main en-
trance of the vast compound of Ptah. Such hybrid creatures
often served as defensive entities beside entrances or along
processional alleys of official and religious buildings (for more
detail about sphinxes, see MO 14).
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COLOSSUS OF RAMESSES Il KNOWN AS ABU’L-HOL,

OR “FATHER OF AWE"
Museum Object Number: MO85

Material: limestone

Other numbers: Mus. 1

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Rabi‘a, South Gate of Ptah temenos (RQB)

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesses ||

Beautifully carved from a single massive piece of high-quality
indurated limestone, this colossus of Ramesses Il is one of the
masterpieces of the museum. Although both the bottom of
the legs and the top of the headdress are missing, this statue
still measures approximately 12 m long. Ramesses Il—identi-
fied by his names and titles carved in sunken relief on the belt,
pectoral, cuff bracelets, mekes-containers, and right shoulder
of the colossus—is portrayed striding, his left foot forward
and his arms hanging at his sides, clasping a mekes-container
of documents in his right fist and what may have been either
another container or a folded cloth with his left fist. Attired in
royal regalia, the king wears a pleated royal shendyt-kilt and
a dagger with double falcon-headed handle tucked into his
belt, a large necklace with a pectoral pendant, and a royal false
beard. His headdress consists of a nemes surmounted by the
pschent-Double Crown* of Egypt united (of which only the
bottom portion corresponding to the Red Crown* of Lower
Egypt is preserved), adorned with a royal uraeus-cobra. The
figure of an unidentified royal son (probably Khaemwese) was
carved in sunken relief between the legs of the king, and a
now-missing unidentified King's wife, evidenced by a fragmen-
tary inscription and by the fragment of an arm and hand resting
at the back of the left leg of the colossus, was portrayed in low
relief.

Though partially defaced on the back due to water damage,
the anatomy and details of this colossus testify to the level of
mastery reached by the royal craftsmen of the early 19* Dy-
nasty. Indeed, this colossus probably constitutes one of the few
colossi found at Memphis that can be considered as an original
piece of the 19" Dynasty (Jeffreys 2010: 107). Some have even
suggested that the fine carving of this statue may argue in favor
of it being commissioned by Seti | shortly before his death and
later finished under his son Ramesses Il (Brand 1997: 113, n. 76;
see for comparison the more heavy-handed style of a number
of pieces produced under Ramesses |l, for instance the stan-
dard-bearing statue MO51).

The current location of this colossus, within the museum shelter
and facing up with its head to the west, is close to where it was
originally found. Its discovery is attributed to G. B. Caviglia, a
Genoese shipbuilder working for H. Salt in the early 1800s at
various sites, including the Sphinx and Pyramids of Giza (Jef-
freys 2010: 71). While working for the British Vice Consul in
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Alexandria, C. Sloane at Memphis and Giza, he excavated the
present colossus in 1821 (Baedeker 1929: 155), and called it
Abu'l-hol, “Father of Awe," a name still in use today and nor-
mally employed for designating a sphinx in Egyptian Arabic,
and historically used for the Great Sphinx at Giza (Jeffreys
2010: 107; Zivie-Coche 1997: 28). The colossus was given to
the British by the Viceroy of Egypt and Sudan, Muhammad Al
Pasha, but was never transported to Britain due to the cost. For
decades, it was left in the position in which it was found, lying
face down in its regularly-flooded excavation trench (see figs.
1-3 in introduction). Only its eroded dorsal pillar was then vis-
ible to visitors, resembling “a sort of stone crocodile basking
on the surface of a pool of water” (Bagnold 1888: 454). All this
changed in 1887, when following several aborted attempts
and the publication of a taunting press article, A. H. Bagnold of
the British Royal Engineers managed to extract and turn over
the colossus, and raise it to its current location, where a shelter
with viewing platform was built to house it and make it acces-
sible to visitors (Bagnold 1888: 452-463). This shelter was re-
built once in 1902 (Maspero 1910: 74), before being replaced
by the current concrete building of the Open Air Museum in
1959. Since its discovery, this colossus has been examined and
discussed by many specialists and travelers (see for instance:
PM 1II*: 836-837; Mélek 1986: 103 and 111; Jeffreys, Malek,
and Smith 1987: 20; Jeffreys 2010: 75, 77, 107, 110-115).

This colossus once adorned—together with other colossi
(MO1, MO26, MO21)—the north-south paved processional
path leading to the (yet to be found) South Gate of the sa-
cred precinct of the god Ptah. The remains of the foundations
of the colossus’s pedestal, found in situ by J. Hekekyan in 1852
immediately to the south of the statue (Jeffreys 1985: 24; Jef-
freys 2010: 107-115 [Excavation I]), indicate that this colossus
was initially facing south (Jeffreys 1985: 23). This colossus is
almost certainly one of a series (the others being broken up
or lost: see MO1 and MO26), and possibly stood in front of
the eastern tower of the entrance pylon to the sacred precinct.
Such royal colossi, placed in the vicinity or in the first court of
temples, were not only meant to commemorate and testify to
the king's power, but also acted as mediators to the gods for
the passerby, and often constituted actual objects of worship
and loci for private devotion (about colossi of Ramesses Il as
objects of worship and representations of the divine aspects of
Pharaonic kingship, see Manouvrier 1996: 464-492).
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NAOPHOROUS STATUE

Museum Object number: MO23

Material: red granite

Other numbers: Mus. 20, Exc. 24

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Rabi'a,
South Gate of Ptah temenos (RQB)?

Period: New Kingdom?

This much-eroded carved piece of red granite likely corre-
sponds to the lower part of an over-life-sized naophorous
statue, or a statue presenting the effigy of a deity in a naos.
Despite the poor condition of this piece, we can still see the
outline of a small static figure standing in what looks like a
naos, before a larger striding figure, with his left foot for-
ward. The whole group stands upon a base that was once
adorned with a line of inscriptions, of which only remnants
are visible at the back and on one side. These do not pro-
vide any clue as to the date or the identity of the naopho-
rous figure or of the god that he presents. The New King-
dom date is tentative. However, the large size of the statue
suggests that it portrayed a king, rather than a private indi-
vidual; likewise, the shape of the deity’s effigy, which recalls
a figure wrapped in a cloak, may argue in favor of the gods
Ptah or Osiris.

Very little is known about the provenance and archaeolog-
ical context of this statue. This piece may have been dis-
covered in the immediate vicinity of the Abu’l-hol colossus
(MO85) as early as 1821 or 1852, either by G. B. Caviglia or
J. Hekekyan, and may have originally adorned the approach
area to the South Gate of the sacred precinct of the god
Ptah. An archival picture that was likely taken in 1887, just
before the colossus was raised and turned over by A. Bag-
nold, shows this piece standing within the excavation trench,
at the feet of the colossal statue (see fig. 6 in introduction).
Nothing indicates with certainty that the red granite pedes-
tal (MO8, of unknown provenance) upon which this statue
is presently displayed was part of the original assemblage.
However, it should be mentioned that the two pieces have
long been displayed together, starting as early as 1956, as
confirmed by another set of archival pictures that show the
statue standing on top of pedestal MO86 near the old shel-
ter of the colossus, before the museum was created (see, for
instance, fig. 12 in introduction).
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PAIR OF COLOSSI REUSED BY RAMESSES II

Museum Object Number: MO1; MO26
Material: red granite, painted
Other numbers: Mus. 34 (MO1); Mus. 27 (MO26)

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Rabi'‘a, southern approach to Ptah temenos (RQA)

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesses Il (reused from a Middle Kingdom king, probably

12t Dynasty, Senwosret I)

This pair of royal colossi, found together in a very fragmen-
tary state, has been entirely reconstructed for display. Carved
from fine red granite and initially painted, they were broken
up sometime in antiquity when their bodies were sawn at the
waist and knee, and split into several pieces using wedges,
in order to be reused. The face of colossus MO26 has been
intentionally mutilated (see fig. 67 in introduction).

The two colossi are very similar in style and appearance. They
both portray a striding king, his left foot forward, with his
arms braced at his sides, clasping a folded cloth in his right
fist and a mekes-container of documents in his left fist. In both
cases, the king stands upon an inscribed base and backs onto
a wide inscribed dorsal pillar or back slab (here a modern
slab replaces the almost completely destroyed original back
slab of colossus MO1). As a sign of his function, the sovereign
is shown in a classic set of regalia: the White Crown of Up-
per Egypt (hedjet),* the royal false beard, a large necklace,
the royal shendyt-kilt with a dagger tucked into his belt, and a
bull tail hanging behind his legs. Additionally, colossus MO1
also wears a cuff bracelet on the right wrist.

Ramesses Il is identified on both colossi by his names, which
are inscribed on the belt and statue base of colossus MO1
and on the back slab of colossus MO26. However, as evi-
denced by stylistic characteristics and by details which cor-
respond to later modifications (details of the face and a wid-
ened chin-strap) and additions (such as names and jewelery),
it is clear that this pair of colossi originally belonged to a Mid-
dle Kingdom king, presumably Senwosret | of the 12" Dynas-
ty, and were later reused by Ramesses Il (Sourouzian 1988:
233-254 and pl. 68). An interesting detail to note is the nose
replacement of colossus MO 1: the original nose has been re-
moved and a new “Ramesside” one, now lost, was fastened
with a mortise and tenon (a slot is still visible). Likewise, two
now-fragmentary figures carved in sunken relief have been
added on either sides of the plinth between the striding legs
of the two colossi. These presumably portray a royal son and
a royal daughter; Princess Bentanat is identified by name on
colossus MO26.
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J. Hekekyan uncovered this pair of colossi for the first time
in 1852 when he opened an excavation trench at Kém el-
Rabi‘a to the southwest of the findspot of the Abu'l-hol colos-
sus (MOB85) (Leclant 1963: 86 [12]; Jeffreys 2010: 116-119
[Excavation II] and fig. 21). The main three pieces of colossus
MO1 were found lying together with the nine fragments of its
twin counterpart, MO26. These striding colossi were then ex-
posed again and fully excavated by M. Abd el-Tawwab el-Hit-
ta in 1959-1961 (unpublished results: see Jeffreys, Malek,
and Smith 1983: 35), and their fragments finally moved to the
back garden of the museum. The fragments remained over-
looked and unpublished for decades, until the American city
of Memphis, Tennessee, and the Antiquities Organization
decided to rebuild one of them, MO1, such that the colossus
could become the centerpiece of an exhibition that toured
the USA in 1987 (Memphis, TN and Denver, CO: Freed 1987:
1-10). The colossus was then shipped back to the Mit Rahina
Museum in 1989 where it is displayed today. A copy of this
statue was made and displayed in front of the Memphis Pyra-
mid Arena in Tennessee after the exhibit returned to Egypt; it
now stands on the University of Memphis Campus in Tennes-
see. The second colossus, MO26, was also rebuilt subsequent
to the restoration of its twin, in 1990.

As evidenced by their findspot, these twin colossi once
adorned the main south causeway leading to the South Gate
of the sacred precinct of the god Ptah. A contemporary pri-
vate stela may provide a depiction of these two colossi in
context (Mariette 1872: pl. 30 [a]).
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STANDARD-BEARING COLOSSUS OF RAMESSES Il

Museum Object Number: MO21
Material: red granite
Other numbers: Mus. 22, Exc. 4

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Rabi'‘a, southern approach to Ptah temenos (RQA)

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesses ||

This colossal statue of Ramesses |l is carved from a single
piece of red granite. The king is depicted striding, his left
foot forward. His left arm holds a standard surmounted by
a miniature head of the Memphite god Ptah-Tatenen, while
his other arm likely hung straight down on his right side. De-
spite being broken and three-quarters eroded, the identity
and general appearance of the king are still recognizable. The
eroded inscription running down the divine standard men-
tions, though in an uncommon way, the name of Ramesses
Il (Jeffreys, Mélek, and Smith 1983: 39); for this reason, this
colossus was long thought to have been reused by Ramess-
es Vl or VII (PM l1%: 837; Christophe 1954-1955: 26-27 [7];
Malek 1986: 109-110 [12] and fig. 3). The king is portrayed
with various regalia; he wears a short ibes-wig adorned with
a diadem and a royal uraeus-cobra, a royal beard, and a royal
shendyt-kilt, of which part of the belt and the finely pleated
fabric are still visible. A hole at the top of the head indicates
that the king was originally wearing a headdress, perhaps an
atef-crown.* The colossus is standing against an inscribed
back pillar of which only the upper columns of texts have sur-
vived. The base of the colossus is missing.

Though it was likely found in 1821 by G. B. Caviglia to the
south-southwest of the large limestone colossus of Abu'l-hol
(MO85) at Kém el-Rabi‘a, this colossal statue was only official-
ly reported for the first time in 1847 by J. Bonomi and later
fully exposed in 1852 by J. Hekekyan (Mélek 1986: 109-110;
Moussa 1990: 286-288 and pl. 8; Jeffreys 2010: 86, 115-116
[Excavation II] and fig. 20). It once stood along the proces-
sional path leading to the South Gate of the sacred precinct of
the god Ptah. Such standard-bearing statues were particularly
in favor during the reign of Ramesses Il. These were meant
to portray the king as an officiant, holding one of the sacred
wooden poles topped by an image of a deity that were car-
ried during religious processions and festivals as protective
entities; these standards were actual objects of worship, and
as such, were also kept inside temples (Chadefaud 1982;
Manouvrier 1996: 534-541; Cabrol 2001: 747). This type of
statue was not restricted to royalty. Private individuals were
also granted the honor of being portrayed as standard-bear-
ers and having their statues set in sacred precincts.
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With this colossus, Ramesses Il is honoring and placing the
processional path under the protection of Ptah-Tatenen, lit-
erally Ptah “he-of-the-risen-ground,” a specific form referring
to his role as a demiurge, who created the world by forming a
mound of solid, fertile soil emerging from the primordial wa-
ters. Ptah-Tatenen is distinguished from the classic god Ptah
by his shuti-headdress, consisting of a long wig with a pair of
ram’s horns surmounted by a sun-disk and two tall feathers.
This hybrid manifestation of Ptah gained particular promi-
nence during the reign of Ramesses I, who deliberately asso-
ciated this liminal deity with his own royal function in order
to emphasize the divine legitimacy and cosmic dimension of
Pharaonic kingship (see Manouvrier 1996: 645-652).
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SEATED STATUE OF
RAMESSES IV
Museum Object Number: MO50
Material: red granite
Other numbers: Mus. 16, Exc. 3
Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Rabi‘a,
southern approach to Ptah
temenos (RQA)
Period: New Kingdom, 20" Dynasty, Ramesses IV

This seated statue of Ramesses [V—of which only the head,
torso, and part of the back pillar remain—is carved from
red granite. Ramesses is identified by his names inscribed on
its back pillar. His appearance testifies to the fashion worn
by the elite of the time. The king is wearing a half-length
wig and a finely-pleated long kilt of which only the top part
and the belt are still visible. However the royal status of the
sovereign is emphasized by the presence of regalia, in par-
ticular the uraeus-cobra that once adorned his forehead.
The face and headdress of the statue have been intention-
ally mutilated, and the lower part of the statue is missing,
his arms broken at the elbows. Nevertheless, the position of
the elbows form an angle that indicates the king was origi-
nally seated, his hands likely resting on his lap (Christophe
1954-1955: 21-22 [3: described as lost] and pl. VII [left:
sketch of G. J. Wilkinson]; PM 111%: 837 [about a confusion
between this seated statue of Ramesses IV and a wrist be-
longing to a colossus of Ramesses VI, see MO53]; Gohary
1978: 194-196; Ghoneim 1983: 179-183).

J. Hekekyan found this royal torso in 1852 on the southern
side of the excavation trench where the Abu'l-hol colossus
(MOB85) was exposed by G. B. Caviglia (Moussa 1982: 119-
120 and pl. I; Malek 1986: 107; Jeffreys 2010: 175 [Excava-
tion 1] and fig. 35). This findspot indicates that this seated
statue of Ramesses [V may have adorned the area along the
processional path that lead to the South Gate of the sacred
precinct of the god Ptah.
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HATHORIC “TOTEM"
Museum Object number: MO19
Material: limestone

Other numbers: Mus. 24

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Rabi‘a, southern approach to Ptah temenos (RQA)

Period: New Kingdom?

This small, four-faceted Hathoric column capital made of
limestone likely dates to the New Kingdom. Unlike the Ha-
thoric column capitals found in the Hathor temple built by
Ramesses Il at Kém el-Rabi‘a, which are bifacial, the capital
of this column is carved with four depictions of the mask
of Hathor, goddess of love and maternity. Hathor is here
portrayed as a woman with cow’s ears. She wears a large
necklace and a wig, her head probably surmounted by the
now-missing frame of a sistrum, an ancient musical instru-
ment similar to a rattle that was used during ritual perfor-
mances inside Pharaonic temples. The ritual sistrum, used
for worshipping and appeasing the gods, was commonly
adorned with a depiction of Hathor, also known as the pa-
tron goddess of music. The entire column was supposed to
represent this musical instrument (Arnold 2003: 103-104),
with the column shaft imitating the shape of the handle, and
the capital imitating the upper decorative part of the han-
dle and the frame, which contained jangling loops of metal.
Interestingly, this device was also commonly used for mirror
handles (Husson 1977).
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This Hathoric column seems to have been found on its own
by G. B. Caviglia in 1821, among other architectural debris
that perhaps formed part of the foundation or core of a
wall, in an area located south-southeast of the limestone
Abu'l-hol colossus (see MO85; PM 111%: 841 [F]; Jeffreys 2010:
71, 122-123, 126-128 [Hekekyan's findspot, Excavation IlI
(RQC), corresponds to a place where this column was trans-
ported after its discovery by Caviglia]). Rather than being
part of a colonnade, like the bifacial capitals found in the
nearby Ramesside Temple of Hathor, this single column may
have initially been free-standing and served as a cult model.
This seems to be corroborated by both its uniqueness and
relatively small size, as well as by its findspot, close to the
Hathor temple and to the processional path leading to the
South Gate of the sacred precinct of the god Ptah. Such “to-
tems” were placed in the vicinity of sacred areas where they
could have received offerings from private individuals who
were not allowed inside the temples, for example at Serabit
el-Khadim in Sinai (Pinch 1993: 154-159).
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GROUP STATUE OF RAMESSES II, PTAH, AND SEKHMET

Museum Object Number: MO25
Material: red granite
Other numbers: Mus. 18, Exc. 1

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Qal‘a, southern approach to Ptah temenos, Sekhmet Temple also known as

Temple A (RQA)
Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesses ||

This statue group, carved from a massive block of red gran-
ite, depicts one of the iconic Memphite triads. It features
the god Ptah in the middle, flanked by his consort goddess
Sekhmet on the right and by the deified Ramesses Il on the
left, here possibly acting in place of the child-god Nefertum.
Despite being badly damaged, each of the three standing
figures of the Memphite triad is still recognizable. Ptah is
wrapped in his usual cloak or shroud and clutches his well-
known composite scepter* with both hands. His consort
Sekhmet is depicted as a lioness-headed woman holding
a divine scepter in front of her and an dnkh-sign of life on
her right side (of which traces are still visible); her head is
surmounted by a sun-disk adorned with a uraeus-cobra at
the bottom. Ramesses |l is portrayed wearing a pleated kilt,
whose front is embellished by a row of uraei-cobras on the
bottom, a large necklace, a royal beard, and a short ibes-wig
adorned with a uraeus-cobra. His deified state is indicated
by the inscription, which identifies the king as “object-of-
love-like-Ptah” (meaning this was a deified form of the king
that could be worshipped by a passerby) and is emphasized
by his headdress—a sun-disk—and by a divine scepter that
he clasps in front of him. These three divine figures stand
upon a base that is poorly preserved and against a wide
back slab, with front and back faces that still bear inscrip-
tions mentioning the gods Ptah and Sekhmet, together with
the names and titles of Ramesses II.

This group statue of the Memphite triad was found in several
fragments in the northeastern corner of Kém el-Rabi'a by M.
Abd el-Tawwab el-Hitta in 1961-1962 and was restored in
1980 (el-Sayed Mahmud 1978: p. 1; Moussa 1981: 285-288
and pl. VI-VIII; Jeffreys, Malek, and Smith 1983: 35; Jeffreys
1985: 20, 75, and fig. 42). The findspot of the statue was
inside the axial chamber of the sanctuary of a small temple
(Temple A) built by Ramesses |l, next to the processional
path leading to the Southern Gate of the sacred precinct
of the god Ptah (see figs. 36-37 in introduction). Although
now mostly destroyed, this temple may perhaps be iden-
tified with a Memphite temple of Ramesses Il known from
Ramesside texts as the “temple of Ramesses beloved of
Amun, object-of-love-like-Ptah” (Pasquali 2010: 222-227).
If this identification is correct, it would mean that the access
to the present triad statue, and to the temple in which it was
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found, was not restricted to priests alone, and that this was
left open to the public as a place for private devotion (per-
haps as late as the Ptolemaic Period, as shown by the dis-
covery of a later pavement and a terracotta Baubo figurine
in the courtyard, see Jeffreys, Mélek, and Smith 1983: 33).
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WALL SLAB OF A TEMPLE

Museum Object Number: MO28

Material: Egyptian alabaster

Other numbers: Mus. 42, Exc. 45

Provenance: Memphis, Koém el-Qal‘a,
southern approach to Ptah temenos,
southeast of Sekhmet temple (QAW)

Period: New Kingdom?

This fragment of a decorated block of Egyptian alabaster
is of unknown date (the New Kingdom date is tentative). It
shows traces of being re-cut, but we can still infer from its
decoration that it was initially part of the casing of a temple
wall or gate or other religious structure. Its decorated face
still shows a portion of a larger scene beautifully carved in
sunken relief. This portrayed a god, probably Ptah of Mem-
phis, of whom only the bottom part is visible. Wrapped in
his cloak, the god is standing inside his shrine, clutching his
composite scepter.* The base of the shrine shows alternat-
ing hieroglyphic signs for both life (Gnkh) and dominion
(was). The orientation of the god, looking to the right, as
well as the traces of another personage on the left edge of
the block, indicate that the scene initially extended on both
sides.

Very little is known about the provenance and archaeologi-
cal context of this block, except that it was exposed at Kém
el-Qal‘a in the early 1980s by ‘Abd el-Karim Abt Shenab
when he conducted excavations in a small area approxi-
mately 50 m southeast of the so-called Sekhmet temple
(RQA) and 80 m east of the southern processional path that
leads to the South Gate of the sacred precinct of the god
Ptah (unpublished results; personal communication of Da-
vid Jeffreys, who saw the block before it was moved to the
museum). The evidence of recutting indicates that this block
was likely found out of context; it may have been removed
from one of the numerous ancillary chapels and temples
nearby.
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SEATED STATUE OF RAMESSES I

Museum Object Number: MO11

Material: red granite

Other numbers: Mus. 32, Exc. 23

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Rabi'a, southern approach
to Ptah temenos, area of Temple B (RQA)

Period: New Kingdom, 19 Dynasty, Ramesses |

This larger-than-life-size seated statue of Ramesses I, carved
from red granite, was found broken in two pieces with its
head and arms missing. Most of the surface of the seat, base,
and back pillar is damaged, showing only a few remnants of
inscriptions. However, the general appearance and attitude
of the king, as well as the names preserved at the back of the
statue, identify this as Ramesses Il. He is portrayed sitting on
a throne covered with inscriptions, most likely with his hands
resting on his lap. He is attired in royal regalia, including a
nemes-headdress, a royal shendyt-kilt, and a royal beard (now
broken).

This statue was found by M. Abd el-Tawwab el-Hitta in 1962
near a chapel (the so-called Temple B, more likely a way-
shrine) located in the northeastern corner of Kém el-Rabi‘a
(see fig. 39 in introduction). The findspot of the statue indi-
cates that it probably once stood upon one of the two large
inscribed pedestals found (although not in situ) farther south
in the vicinity of the chapel; this statue may have actually
adorned the front of one of the numerous ancillary temples
and way-shrines set along the processional path leading to
the South Gate of Ptah's sacred precinct (PM I11*: 846 [L]; Jef-
freys, Malek, and Smith 1983: 38-39; Jeffreys 1985: 74 and
fig. 40).
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FRAGMENT OF THE FACE

OF A ROYAL COLOSSUS

Museum Object Number: MO55

Material: limestone

Other numbers: Mus. 5, Exc. 30

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Rabi'a, southern
approach to the Ptah temenos, area of
Chapel C (RQA)

Period: New Kingdom, Ramesside period?

This massive fragment of limestone once belonged to the
face of a royal colossus of unknown date (the Ramesside
date is tentative). This fragment, though badly damaged
and weathered, still shows the eyes, nose bridge, and ears
of an unidentified king. The remnants of his headdress,
showing gaps where some additional pieces of stone may
have initially been set, indicate that he was attired with royal
regalia, namely a nemes-headdress adorned with the royal
uraeus-cobra.

This piece was found by M. Abd el-Tawwab el-Hitta in 1962
along the eastern side of the paved processional causeway
leading to the South Gate of the sacred precinct of Ptah,
near the remnants of a possible way-shrine of which only a
small tank was visible (Jeffreys 1985: 74 and fig. 40 [chapel
C (?)]; see fig. 40 in introduction). The findspot of this frag-
ment indicates that this colossus probably once adorned
the southern approach of the religious complex of Ptah be-
fore being sawn into pieces at some point in antiquity, in
order to be reused.
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STANDARD-BEARING (2)

COLOSSUS OF RAMESSES 1I

Museum Object Number: MO37

Material: red granite

Other numbers: Mus. 45, Exc. 48

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Rabi‘a,
southern approach to Ptah
temenos (RQA)?

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty,

Ramesses ||

This much-eroded torso once belonged to a royal colossus
carved from red granite. Found headless and split into two
pieces, this fragmentary statue was sawn apart at some point
in antiquity for reuse. The remaining fragments were likely
left face up and exposed to the elements, explaining why
the front is now totally defaced and eroded, while the in-
scribed back pillar appears comparatively intact. Not much
can be said about this statue except that it once portrayed
Ramesses Il standing against a back pillar inscribed with his
names and titles. Very little remains of his clothing or his
arms, but he seems to have been bare-chested and may
have held one or two divine standards, as is suggested by
the angle formed by his stretched arms (see for comparison
other standard-bearing statues of Ramesses | also displayed
at the museum: MO21 and MO51).

This torso appears on various archival pictures, once in 1962
and again in 1971, in the open air conservation workshop
of the museum, where several pieces of statuary extracted
from the southern approach of Ptah’s precinctin 1959-1962
were gathered in order to be reassembled and restored
(see fig. 42, right, in introduction). This may indicate that the
torso fragment MO37 was unearthed in the same area.
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A PIECEMEAL RELIGIOUS LANDSCAPE

The museum’s collection also contains a number of pieces whose provenance
is either completely unknown or very poorly documented, usually because
these were exposed accidentally in various areas of the ruin field that were
not fully or thoroughly excavated, thus complicating their re-contextualiza-
tion. Among them: various pieces of stone architecture and statuary, as well
as an offering table, ranging from the Middle Kingdom (MO58) until the
Greco-Roman Period (MO54). Even though little or nothing is known about
their original context, these pieces still testify to various aspects of the reli-
gious landscape of Memphis, albeit in a very piecemeal manner.

They illustrate the presence of many other religious structures and installa-
tions outside of the Great Ptah Temple, although it is necessary to point out
that some of these objects may have been found in a secondary context, such
that we cannot determine their original provenance. Whether this range of
objects originate from the Ptah Temple or from other Memphite temples
(known from ancient sources but yet to be identified archaeologically), they
remind the visitor that a range of deities of varying origin and importance
were also worshipped in the city of Memphis. We know, for instance, that
several forms of the Theban god Amun as well as Heliopolitan solar deities
(Ra-Horakhty, Atum) were worshipped in the Memphite region (Guermeur
2005: 9-71; Pasquali 2009: 67-90; Eaton 2012: 124-130). The inscriptions
present on our objects mention, besides Ptah and Sekhmet, deities as var-
ied as the crocodile-god Sobek (MO58; usually worshipped in the Fayum
area), the god Amun or Atum (MO45; here associated with the coronation
of a king), Thoth (MO51 and perhaps MOé68; known to have had a temple
in Memphis and a sacred animal necropolis in Saggara), the funerary god
Osiris (MO29; who gained more and more prominence in Memphis during
the Late Period), and the apotropaic deity Bes (MO54; who is also repre-
sented in Saqqgara).

Organized by periods, the objects presented in this section also illustrate
the diversity of Egyptian monumental architecture, with its various sorts of
columns (MO39; MO66; MO40 and MO41; MO75, MO79, MO81, and
MO83), wall blocks (MO57?; MO36; and MO38) and cornice elements
(MO73 and MOé7), carved from a range of stones, including red granite,
limestone, Egyptian alabaster, and quartzite.
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OFFERING TABLE OF IMENY-SONEB

Museum Object Number: MO58

Material: basalt

Other numbers: Mus. 8, Exc. 17

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Nawa (no site code)
Period: Middle Kingdom, 12% Dynasty?

This offering table is carved from a large block of basalt. De-
spite a broken corner, it is very well preserved. Its design
is of the classical T-shape type, characterized by a gutter
for draining away libation water poured over the table. Its
central shallow surface is adorned with low-relief offerings
set upon a mat, forming the hieroglyph sign of the “offer-
ing" hetep; they depict various sorts of bread loaves (two
round and one rising from a mold) and what may be two
sealed beer jars with their pointed mud stoppers. The table
is bounded by a low rim inscribed with an offering formu-
la addressed to a form of the crocodile god Sobek named
“Sobek-of-the-net," and dedicated to an official, the estate
overseer, accountant of ibexes, Imeny-soneb, born of the
lady It. Though no royal name is mentioned, a 12 Dynasty
date can be inferred from the onomastics of the names of
Imeny-soneb and It, which were particularly in favor at this
time.
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Nothing is known about the exact provenance and archae-
ological context of this offering table except that it was
accidentally unearthed on the eastern part of Memphis,
at Kém el-Nawa in the late 1970s or early 1980s (Leclant
1982: 62; Moussa 1982: 257-258 and pl. XXX). However,
the mention of the god Sobek in the inscription provides
another interesting piece of evidence of a cult dedicated
to this crocodile deity in the Memphite area (el-Sharkawy
2010: 193 and 203). Offering tables are attested from the
Old Kingdom on in various contexts, from houses to tem-
ples and tombs. These served as convenient substitutes for
the act of presenting actual food offerings to gods or the
deceased. Through ritual performance and pouring liba-
tion water over depictions of food and offering formulae,
the magic of the table was activated so that those to whom
it was dedicated could be virtually supplied with offerings.
T-shaped tables like MO58 were in use from the Middle
Kingdom through the Late Period.
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GROUP STATUE OF AMUN OR
ATUM CROWNING HOREMHEB
Museum Object Number: MO45
Material: quartzite
Other numbers: Mus. 53, Exc. 2922
Provenance: Memphis, Kém Arba‘in (no site code)
Period: New Kingdom, 18" Dynasty,

Horemheb

This statue group, of which only the lower part is preserved,
is carved from quartzite. Despite the very fragmentary con-
dition of this statue, it can be inferred from the few elements
preserved that this portrayed a larger-than-life-sized seated
god, presumably Amun or Atum, of whom only the legs and
part of the throne are visible. Most likely, the god was orig-
inally depicted crowning a life-sized effigy of King Horem-
heb kneeling before the god, as evidenced by the pair of
flexed feet identifiable between the legs of Amun/Atum.
Such coronation groups are well attested in New Kingdom
royal statuary (Simpson 1955: 112-114; Pasquali 2011: 59).
Horemheb is identified by his names and titles inscribed on
either side of the statue in an engraved line of text running
around the base. Remnants of the throne are adorned with
a decorative dado and side panels bearing the intertwined
plants of the sema-tawy symbol of Egypt reunified.

We know very little about the provenance and archaeo-
logical context of this statue group, other than that it was
accidentally exposed in 1949 during road construction near
Koém Arba'in (PM 111%: 852; Simpson 1956: 118-119).
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FRAGMENT OF A LOTUS

COLUMN OF RAMESSES II

Museum Object Number: MO39

Material: red granite

Other numbers: Mus. 47, Exc. 39

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Nawa,
eastern area (NAE)?

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty,

Ramesses |l

This sawn fragment once belonged to a lotus column shaft
carved from red granite. Lotus columns (Arnold 2003: 54)
are recognizable by both their ribbed shafts, intended to
represent a bundle of lotus flower stems, and their char-
acteristic circular cross-sections (unlike papyrus columns,
whose stems show a triangular cross-section). The current
fragment shows a portion of two of these stems. Their sur-
faces are adorned with hieroglyphic inscriptions in sunken
relief mentioning the names and titles of Ramesses Il and
the patron-god of Memphis, Ptah.

This fragment may correspond to one of the sawn frag-
ments of red granite columns bearing the names of Ramess-
es |l that was reported in the 1980s by D. G. Jeffreys as lying
loose on the eastern edge of Kém el-Nawa (Jeffreys and
Smith 1985: 6; Jeffreys 1985: 39, and fig. 10 [NAE] and 55).
These may have been exposed by W. M. F. Petrie in 1908
(Petrie 1909a: 10 [§ 31]) when he excavated an east-west
avenue made of reused granite blocks (NAC) leading to a
Late Period structure that may have been either a gate or a
temple (NAB).
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OCTAGONAL PILLAR OF
RAMESSES Il

Museum Object Number: MO66
Material: limestone

Other numbers: Mus. 28, Exc. 40
Provenance: Memphis?

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty,

Ramesses I

This limestone fragment from an octagonal pillar (Arnold
2003: 176 [d]) bears the names and titles of Ramesses |l
on one of its faces. Its provenance and archaeological con-
text are unknown, but it seems credible that this pillar once
adorned a Memphite chapel or temple of Ramesses II.
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FRAGMENTS OF COLUMNS OF

RAMESSES I

Museum Object Number: MO40; MO41

Material: Egyptian alabaster

Other numbers: Mus. 48, Exc. 57 (MO40);
Mus. 49, Exc. 56 (MO41)

Provenance: Memphis?

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty,

Ramesses ||

The museum displays two fragments of circular columns
carved from Egyptian alabaster. Their provenance and ar-
chaeological context remains unknown, though a Memphite
findspot is credible. These column fragments seem to be
similar in style and design to each other, arguing in favor of
the same origin and date for both pieces.

Now partially defaced, the surface of the column shaft MO40
was originally embellished with columns of texts delimiting
mirrored depictions in sunken relief of King Ramesses Il at-
tired with royal regalia and worshipping Memphite deities.
Though fragmentary, the columns of inscriptions allow us to
identify most of the depicted personages. On one side, Ra-
messes I, wearing a royal shendyt-kilt, a large necklace, and
a khepresh-crown,* clutches what appears to be a life (ankh)
glyph in his left hand while presenting an offering (now de-
stroyed) with his right hand to the lion-headed goddess
Sekhmet, here identified by her name and portrayed with
a sun-disk on top of her head and an undetermined divine
scepter in her right hand. On the other side, Ramesses I,
identically dressed, censes an almost entirely defaced deity
(perhaps Sekhmet again) whose head is surmounted by a
sun-disk and whose left hand holds a was-scepter.*

Now mostly defaced and half-broken, the surface of the
column fragment MO41 was originally embellished with
inscriptions and depictions of (mirrored?) cult scenes
carved in sunken relief. Of this, only the faded silhouette
of a goddess, perhaps the lion-headed goddess Sekhmet,
is preserved. An undetermined divine scepter in her left
hand, she stands before an offering stand topped by a lotus
flower. A figure of a king, of whom only the defaced royal
cartouches are visible (likely Ramesses Il again), may have
initially stood opposite of the goddess.

178

S sy ol Jozu dg9as (0 252
MOA41 MO40 :Camelly haded] o3,

Srae fuldl izuall ok

{(MO40) 57 j3lasd] Joew 48 Choiill o 15,5Y) Lol o)1
(MO41) 56 5lasl Joww 49 Caseik] S

Slhin tdde Heisll 35
AL B e dmwld] 8l dipasd] Aol pae 15,1

GLI oy

@ rabl 5wl o Lolshul Basel (o clyo] oo Blis s
S Bl Vg agle siall oﬁm B 49)-@ e 0859
i Cum Ciie § Logede o 18 &l oy 1Y) o) oVl
iy skall (0o Logil 8oy poy Lo paeatlly JSJ § Tes
PRIV RTH

A ale H3an (MO0 dzhaill) sgamll O o O

& Cite dg)Y ousd oL5T 85uakl ASUL) Al QLI sy
phize e Bl W CobT ) b s )l sl pasy
Gl 8die 9 gl sgw 08y LBULL dliall Gluasil)
waiadl 4 Lusye el jalay Colgad] dol s . 5Ll

gl dodle Woanang * Gl B9 ozl 58 5289 &SI
O8] 2ty dold s3] (g pucdl day § BLsdl 50y dudlid g gl
w1 T el dlieb) Cansew AW Giad) ou (Wlo dodige)
028 19ab9 pail HsSILl lgewl UNS (e lgdle Byl 05 g
e -rad! Ly § peabl Oledsally lywly el uadd]
By 4old oLl Braakl ditey G Guosune 5oy 5V ol
Ll Gz Ley) dadige lghysos Oldgaebl sum] plol Heedl
Oledgo e Gl oy pasdis puadd] (0,8 lgwly shey s
* olgll

o ) HguSas losiigs 5T 548 MOAL szl baw Lol
daaik) (Sdaslazll) dasall ,BULly sl Lhse OSs

Gy CBl U ow i B b 0N S il L
59 ¢ ) BTl Bole Ji8 ) Cansew ey Ologeml
d48)g <(L1£L| zoly x& pwddo Oledgo G udl louwn dSunn
e Sl JSad a2y oS . pudsll 8,05 ogley (ul,8 Jslo plol
Ll (G upne L) ESULI (ool 2eld Ly s B b
B35l plal



MO40

MO41

179



UNDATED FRAGMENTS OF
COLUMNS
Museum Object Number: MO75; MO79;
MO81; MO83
Material: limestone
Other numbers: Mus. 15, Exc. 70 (MO75);
Mus. 15, Exc. 2986 (MO79);
Mus. 15, Exc. 66 (MO81);
Mus. 15, Exc. 3582/69 (MO83)
Provenance: Memphis?

Period: unknown

The museum holds a series of limestone column drums of
varied type whose provenance and archaeological context
remain unknown. Their simple designs also make their dates
particularly difficult to assess (ranging from Pharaonic to
Late Antique). Two of these, MO75 and MO8, consist of
simple circular drums left undecorated, while another pair,
MO79 and MO83, have a surface adorned with alternating
double lines engraved vertically, creating facets (17 facets
for MO79; 20 facets for MO83) that may have been intend-
ed to evoke, though roughly, a “fluting” design. These latter
two drums respectively show a flat vertical back that may
correspond to a later re-cut (MO79, unless the drum once
belonged to a semi-detached column) and a square hole on
one side (MO83). Both reworkings indicate that these were
not found in their primary context.
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FRAGMENT OF A MONUMENT
OF RAMESSES I

Museum Object Number: MO57

Material: quartzite

Other numbers: Exc. 33

Provenance: Memphis

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty,

Ramesses I

This large quartzite fragment may have been sawn away
from either a piece of statuary or from an architectural el-
ement. It is embellished with decorations and inscriptions
beautifully carved in sunken relief. Its smaller face still bears
remnants of the upper part of two columns of inscriptions
mentioning the names of Ramesses II, while its larger face
portrays the god Ptah standing in his shrine and dressed
with his characteristic outfit of a skullcap, royal beard, cloak,
and a large necklace with a back pendant.

Very little can be said about the use or the provenance of this
stone element. It has been re-cut, indicating that this piece
may have once belonged to the decoration or architecture
of a Memphite temple, before being looted and sawn into
pieces for transport and re-use. An undated archival photo-
graph (perhaps to be dated from the 1920s-1930s see fig.
43 in introduction) shows this piece embedded in the foun-
dations of a modern traditional house, located somewhere
in the area corresponding to the temenos of Ptah, together
with other ancient stone pieces, including the drum of a Late
Antique column of the same design as our columns MO12
and MO13. These were found re-used at Kém el-Nawa.
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CORNER BLOCK OF A TEMPLE
Museum Object Number: MO36

Material: Egyptian alabaster

Other numbers: Mus. 44, Exc. 47

Provenance: Memphis?

Period: New Kingdom, Ramesside period?

This large, decorated corner block is carved from Egyptian
alabaster. Though badly damaged and eroded, this block
still bears on two of its faces fragments of decoration and in-
scription in sunken relief, as well as the trace of a now-missing
torus molding. Its larger face depicts a probable Ramesside
king; recognizable by his outfit, he wears a royal shendyt-kilt,
a large necklace, and a khepresh-crown* of which only the
back ribbons are visible. His overall attitude indicates that
he is performing one of the stages of the divine cult, prob-
ably the offering of Mait (see for comparison MO34). On
the block’s narrower face the king is shown attired in the
same royal regalia (khepresh-crown* and shendyt-kilt), but
considering the position of his right arm, here he may have
been depicted in the position of adoration. Though noth-
ing is known about its provenance and archaeological con-
text, it seems probable that this decorated block originally
comes from the wall decoration and masonry of a Memph-
ite chapel or temple.
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BLOCK OF A TEMPLE
Museum Object Number: MO38
Material: red granite

Other numbers: Mus. 46, Exc. 49
Provenance: Memphis?

Period: New Kingdom, Ramesside period?

This large block, which has been partially re-cut, is carved
from red granite. Though fragmentary and heavily erod-
ed, its larger face still bears a portion of an inscribed scene
carved in sunken relief. This depicts a man, presumably a
king (we can still distinguish the faded outline of an urae-
us-cobra on his forehead), dressed with a kilt, a large neck-
lace, and a semi-long bag wig or headcloth. He seems to
hold in front of him what may have been a standard sur-
mounted by royal cartouches. Nothing is known about the
provenance or archaeological context of this decorated
block (the Ramesside date is tentative).
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FRIEZE OF URAEI-COBRAS
Museum Object Number: MO73
Material: limestone

Other numbers: no number
Provenance: Memphis?

Period: New Kingdom?

This very large frieze,* carved from a large block of lime-
stone that has since broken into two pieces, consists of a
row of monumental protective cobra-goddesses (or uraei)
whose heads are topped by sun-disks and whose bodies are
raised up with their hoods expanded into a fighting posi-
tion. Feared for their venom, which was thought to burn like
the fire of the sun-god, these female cobras represented re-
doubtable guardian deities. Such a cobra-goddess, or urae-
us, often stands on the forehead of the king as a protector
of royalty; likewise, this same goddess entwines the sun-disk
of the god Ra (for more on the meaning and iconography
of cobras in Pharaonic Egypt, see Vernus and Yoyotte 2005:
321-334). Since the early dynasties, and particularly from
the New Kingdom onwards (the date proposed for this
piece is tentative), this motif was used as a decorative pat-
tern for friezes that bordered parapets and walls in religious
architecture, as seen locally in the southern court of Djoser's
Step Pyramid at Saqgara.

Though the provenance and archaeological context of the
present frieze are unknown, we can infer from its large size
and iconography that this originally belonged to the archi-
tecture of a Memphite temple. At the same time, evidence
of re-cutting on the upper portion of the sun-disks and the
presence of a square hole indicates that this element of
frieze was reused at some point and that it was not found
in its primary position. Besides, we know from archive pic-
tures that this piece has been exposed and moved to be dis-
played inside the shelter of the Abu'l-hol colossus as early as
1949 (see fig. 13 in introduction).
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UNINSCRIBED CAVETTO
CORNICE

Museum Object Number: MO67
Material: limestone

Other numbers: Exc. 51?
Provenance: Memphis?

Period: Pharaonic period

The surface of this large piece of limestone cornice* is fine-
ly carved but was left undecorated (perhaps unfinished). It
clearly constitutes the corner element of a cavetto cornice, a
common decorative pattern in Pharaonic stone architecture
(Arnold 2003: 46-47). Despite the absence of any data re-
lated to its provenance or archaeological context, it seems
credible to assert, considering the large size of this piece,
that this cornice fragment once belonged to the architec-
ture of a Memphite temple. However, it remains difficult to
determine the sort of architectural element that this piece
originally adorned (for instance, the top of a wall or of a
gate).
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PAIR OF STATUE PEDESTALS OF
RAMESSES Il

Museum Object number: MO86; MO87
Material: red granite

Other numbers: Exc. 24 (MO86); Exc. 10 (MO87)
Provenance: Memphis?

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty,

Ramesses I

The museum displays two large pedestals of similar size and
design, but of unknown provenance. Together, these very
likely constituted a pair. Carved from red granite, both are
massive quadrangular blocks with the top surfaces hollowed
out in the shape of a shallow rectangle to receive the base
of a statue. The four faces of each pedestal were adorned
with the same series of mirrored inscriptions carved in sunk-
en relief. These consist of a running line of text surmount-
ing columns of inscriptions which, though much defaced by
erosion, still bear the names and titles of Ramesses II.

Nothing is known about the archaeological context of these
two pedestals, but it should be noted that such statue ped-
estals have been exposed throughout Memphis, including
several belonging to statues of Ramesses Il, and that they
were usually placed in front of temples and chapels in order
to support portraits of the king. Nothing indicates, howev-
er, that the two statues currently displayed on these ped-
estals (MO22 and MO23) were actually part of an original
assemblage. All that we can say is that this pair of pedestals
and the two statues currently standing on them have been
displayed together for some considerable time (as early as
1956, as evidenced by fig. 12 in introduction).
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STANDARD-BEARING STATUE OF RAMESSES Il

Museum Object Number: MO51
Material: red granite
Other numbers: Mus. 17, Exc. 4 or 12

Provenance: Memphis, cultivated fields located southwest of Kém el-Rabi‘'a, H6d el-Wissada (RAN)

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesses ||

This standard-bearing statue of Ramesses I, of quite
heavy-handed style, is carved from red granite. The lower
part of the statue is water-damaged. The king is portrayed
striding, his left foot forward. He clutches two standards sur-
mounted by miniature heads of Memphite gods identified by
their names and outfits: Ptah on the left, with his headdress
consisting of a long wig with a pair of ram's horns surmounted
by a sun-disk and two tall feathers (here mostly destroyed),
and Thoth on the right, whose long wig is surmounted by a
lunar crescent and a full-moon-disk.

Ramesses Il is identified by his names, which are mentioned in
the inscriptions at the back of the plinth above the shoulders
of the statue. In these inscriptions, the statue itself is named
as "object-of-love-like-Ptah-Thoth-he-who-is-under-his-mor-
inga-tree," meaning this statue was a deified form of the king
that could be worshipped by a passerby (Manouvrier 1996:
477).

The king's outfit testifies to the fashion worn by the elite of the
time. He wears a long, finely pleated dress with large sleeves,
which splays out and is bordered with fringe, a beaded neck-
lace, and a pair of pointed sandals. His headdress, which con-
sists of a ceremonial khepresh-crown* adorned with a royal
uraeus-cobra, emphasized his royal status.
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Very little is known about the provenance and archaeological
context of this statue, except that it was accidentally exposed
in 1940 when a well was drilled in H6d el-Wissada in the culti-
vated fields located southwest of Kém el-Rabi‘a (PM I11%: 863;
el-Amir 1943: 359-363 and pl. XXI-XXIl; Les fouilles 1946:
55-56; Jeffreys 1985: 27 and fig. 8 [RAN]; Jeffreys 2010: 126).
Such standard-bearing statues are known to have been partic-
ularly in favor during the reign of Ramesses Il (about the func-
tion and evolution of royal standard-bearing statues under
Ramesses I, see Manouvrier 1996: 534-541; see also MO21).
These were usually adorning processional pathways and tem-
ple entrances. With this statue, Ramesses |l is depicted as an
officiant honoring two major deities of the Memphite area:
Ptah said as “he-who-is-under-his-moringa-tree;’ referring to
a former Memphite tree-god gradually associated with Ptah
and of which a specimen may have been tended in the god’s
temple precinct (about this epithet and the god[s] to whom
it refers, see Sandman-Holmberg 1946: 147-150), and Thoth,
the lunar god of norm and knowledge who incarnates in the
Memphite theology the divine verb by means of which the
demiurge Ptah created the universe. The Memphite temple
of Thoth still remains to be uncovered, but a sacred animal
necropolis dedicated to this god has been unearthed near
Memphis, in North Saqqgara (PM l11*: 825-826).
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ALABASTER SEATED STATUE
OF RAMESSES I

Museum Object Number: MO22

Material: Egyptian alabaster

Other numbers: Mus. 21, Exc. 10
Provenance: Memphis?

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty,

Ramesses I

This life-sized statue of Ramesses II, of which only a fragment
of the bottom portion is preserved, is carved from a block
of alabaster. The rectangular base of the statue is adorned at
the front with columns of inscriptions mentioning the names
and titles of Ramesses II; what is preserved of the side face is
also inscribed and embellished with a herringbone pattern.
This decorative pattern may have been intended to accen-
tuate the veins of alabaster in which the royal statue is actu-
ally carved, a material regarded as particularly precious and
pure by ancient Egyptians (Aufrere 1991: 696—698). The
back of the statue, which may have consisted of a throne
and/or a back pillar, is missing. Ramesses |l is wearing an
outfit which testifies to the fashion worn by the elite of the
time. He wears a pair of pointed sandals and a long, fine-
ly pleated dress or kilt bordered with fringe, the front of
which splays out and bears a column of text. The position of
the feet of the statue and the curvature of the kilt seem to
argue in favor of a seated position.

The exact provenance and archaeological context of this
statue are not known, but a Memphite origin is highly prob-
able. There is no evidence, though, to suggest with any cer-
tainty that the red granite pedestal (MO87, of unknown
provenance) upon which this statue is currently displayed
was part of the original assemblage. However, we know that
the two pieces were long displayed together, as early as
1956 as evidenced by a set of archival pictures that show
this fragment of alabaster statue already standing on top of
pedestal MO87, along the old shelter of the Abu'l-hol colos-
sus, before the museum was created (see, for instance, fig.
12 in the introduction).

196

FuldY 5 G ooy Mol pulle Ji
MO22 :asibly Jaded] o3)

Srae fuldl izuall ok

10 3ol Jorw « 21 Csil] Jorw 16,21 Jadod a8y

Sae iade Hgimll OSK

LI B e dwld] 8l disasd] Aol a1,

LI oy

S o 3 b G Guun) ol rudall pxaddly JU8

Lol .6 pabl Sl (o Busly ALS (1o Sigomia Jiwd)l e5ed]
O sl sshus plell (e diyse (48 Jlieil) dlbaiad) Buslal
e320) Loty QU Guanny LI Glally elosl (6 8yl SLLSY)
Cslaly Bate JSiy Bysieg Ghshie 548 ccsladl oo AL
8l b wady O Loy do,=ik) Byls3)l 93 herringbone
8ole o5 Uil din ¢ grabl g pabl uldY) 2o Gsye
Aufrére 1991:) dails disaidl Slghl oo u sabl sloud Loy
I3 soys o= Sls O Leyd Jliad] Galsdl o5l Lol .(696-698
Ytk ellels G2l sl yumy .Y d5dde g5 ¢4 dgas 3l
Joleall o 95 S Cus pasdl eld UM dusd] <31 e
Glaal 8ousmg dasl Glb O3 dygb 485 ol sloys cdouk!
085 Jesg ol e LYl s5edl s Lot «B1LBYI e
P8l oy sy kol SLUSI) (e dols shaw (e Ble
Ll LoV @ O Jtadl OF JI L)) 8eliosly Sl

O Ols adsyme y8 588 4 3 Blewdly Jliadll 1o Jool Lol
ASE e Js uze Y (Llabl 35 85hs pryh ALk] L)
Chouibly dbgaoek]) yam VI Cudlyod] oo Bgoukl dusld) sloxs)
I (3LasST OSe of lglol Bgyme x& MOBT (3 o
it 5y ) &LVl Basld) o Wl Jiadl lgude Caky
oo Ggouhl Jlal s of dgud) Las )V jgall DS e
Solbl s 87 03y Buslill oda el Log,me OISl
gzhbl s Jsgl 93l) G s ) eval] Jlzazl) guadll
JUb) Jw S 151 Sl Coitl) sl L8 (dgud) desz V)
(deuabl 12 JSs



197



UNFINISHED STATUE OF PEDUBAST

Museum Object Number: MO30
Material: diorite
Other numbers: Mus. 40, Exc. 431/38
Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Fakhry
(no site code)
Period: Third Intermediate Period, 23 Dynasty,
Pedubast

This life-sized seated statue of King Pedubast, carved from
a block of black granite, is unfinished, apart from the back
pillar, which has been fully polished and inscribed. Though
the details of his body (muscles, fingers, and toes) and outfit
were not carved, the king appears dressed in a royal shen-
dyt-kilt and is clearly portrayed seated on a throne, with his
hands placed flat on his thighs. Pedubast is identified by
his names (Sehetepibre Pedubast; about the coexistence
of several Pedubasts and the criteria for their respective
identifications, see Aston and Jeffreys 2007: 63) mentioned
in the columns of inscriptions engraved on the three faces
of the back pillar. These also mention the main local god,
Ptah, and two of his well-known hybrid forms that were also
worshipped in Memphis: Ptah-Tatenen—literally Ptah “he-
of-the-risen-ground," a specific form of Ptah referring to his
role as a demiurge (for more details, see MO21)—and Ptah-
Sokar, Sokar being the patron-deity of the Memphite ne-
cropolis, who tended to be assimilated with Ptah and Osiris
from the New Kingdom onwards.

Very little is known about the provenance and archaeolog-
ical context of this unfinished seated statue, except that it
was accidentally exposed in 1949 at Kém el-Fakhry, when
local people removed earth from the mound to fill a nearby
swamp (PM I11%: 852; Habachi 1966: 69-70, figs. 1-3 and pl.
V [b, c]). The king Pedubast is known as being the founder
of the 23™ Dynasty, a dynasty of kings of Libyan origin who
ruled part of the eastern Delta from the city of Leontopo-
lis during the Third Intermediate Period, while the Egyptian
territory was split between several authorities.
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SEATED STATUE OF AGOD
Museum Object Number: MO29
Material: diorite
Other numbers: Mus. 41, Exc. 3734/37
Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Nawa (NAL)
Period: Late Period, 26" Dynasty,

Psamtik |

This life-sized seated statue carved from diorite, of which
only the lower portion is preserved, can be dated to the
reign of Psamtik | based on the inscription engraved on
the front of the statue's seat. However, the identity of the
portrayed figure remains uncertain. Although the inscrip-
tion mentions the god Ptah-Tatenen, the position and outfit
of the seated figure, originally wrapped in a cloak with his
arms crossed over his chest, holding what may have been a
hega-scepter* (of which the bottom part can still be identi-
fied on the thighs of the statue), may also argue in favor of
the god Osiris (see, for comparison, a statue of Osiris of the
26™ Dynasty found in Saqqgara and displayed at the Cairo
Museum: PM [1I%: 670 [ JE38928]).

This piece was accidentally uncovered in 1981 while the
army was excavating at Kém el-Nawa (Moussa 1983: 210
and pl. Il [a-b]; Leclant 1984: 361; Jeffreys 1985: 40 and fig.
10 [site NAL]). Nothing more is known about its archaeo-
logical context, but this statue testifies to the contribution
made by Psamtik | to the temples of Memphis, as reported
by Classical authors (Méalek 1986: 111-112).
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STATUE OF A SQUATTING BABOON
Museum Object Number: MOé68

Material: limestone

Other numbers: Exc. 1030/43

Provenance: Memphis or Saqqgara?

Period: New Kingdom?

This large statue of a hamadryas baboon, beautifully carved
from a block of limestone, is of unknown date (the New King-
dom date is tentative). Although the feet and genitals of the
baboon are missing and part of its muzzle is broken, its overall
attitude is still recognizable. This baboon is portrayed squat-
ting, its two hands resting on his knees and its back against
a dorsal pillar or plinth. Its anatomy is realistically rendered,
even though we note a tendency toward stylization, espe-
cially for depicting the monkey’s thick fur. This statue is un-
inscribed, and its provenance and archaeological context are
unknown. This only allows for conjecture regarding the reli-
gious tenets to which this baboon's statue may have referred
(about baboons in Pharaonic iconography and theologies,
see Vernus and Yoyotte 2005: 615-627).

Considering a possible local origin for this statue (either
Memphis or Sagqgara), the range of options remains quite
wide (as is exemplified in Desroches-Noblecourt 1958: 83—
85). One possibility is that this statue could refer to the lunar
god of standard measures and knowledge, Thoth, sometimes
portrayed as a baboon, whose sacred animal necropolis has
been uncovered in North Sagqara (the excavation of the ba-
boon “galleries” provided a series of statues depicting this an-
imal: see PM 111%: 826 [“statues”]). The absence of a lunar disk
on top of the head of the statue (or at least of a mortise for
affixing one) does not allow us to confirm this first assumption
with any certainty.
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A second possibility is that this statue may allude to the sacred
baboons that were known to have been housed during the
Late Period in a Memphite temple devoted to a hybrid form
of Ptah named “he-who-is-under-his-moringa-tree” (from the
name of an ancient Memphite deity, see Sandman-Holmberg
1946: 147-150), and where one of these sacred animals was
worshipped as an intercessor to the god (mainly for oracles).
Once dead, this baboon was mummified—thus turning it into
a new entity named Osiris-the-baboon—and buried with
other baboon mummies dedicated to Thoth in the sacred an-
imal necropolis in North Saqgara.

A third possibility is that this baboon may have been part of
an assemblage referring to the worship of the sun. In Pharaon-
ic times, baboons were thought to praise the solar god every
morning, based on the fact that these animals often become
very active when the first rays of sunlight appear (Thomas
1979: 91-94). For this reason they are commonly depicted
next to sun-related cult elements such as obelisks. From what
is known about Memphite theologies, the solar deities of He-
liopolis, such as Ré-Horakhty, were also worshipped in the
city of Memphis (Eaton 2012: 109-131), further arguing for a
Memphite provenance for this statue.
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STATUE OF BES

Museum Object Number: MO54
Material: limestone

Other numbers: Mus. 4, Exc. 19
Provenance: Memphis or Saqqgara?

Period: Late Period or Greco-Roman period?

This large statue of the dwarf god Bes carved from a sin-
gle piece of limestone is of unknown date, but a late date
(Late-Greco-Roman Periods) is credible. Broken into piec-
es, this statue has been restored. Though the upper part of
the statue is missing from the breast upward, as well as his
left arm and genitals (the latter may have been intentionally
mutilated), Bes is perfectly recognizable. Standing on a bro-
ken base and against what may have been a back pillar or a
plinth, he is depicted with his arms resting on his thighs. Bes
wears a lion skin with muzzle and forelegs visible on his tor-
so, and the two back legs hanging along his thighs; it should
be noticed that the lion's tail was intentionally doubled at
the back so as to be visible on either side of the back plinth.
The lion skin is kept in place on the god's back by a cord tied
up under his navel.

As an apotropaic deity, Bes is frequently involved in the
protection of the acts of procreation and birth, ranging
from secular contexts (private life) to more sacred contexts
(the sun god’s daily rebirth, the deceased's rebirth); see, for
instance, Bosse-Griffiths 1977: 98-106; Volokhine 1994:
81-95; Meeks 1992: 423-436; Manniche 2015: 209-232.
From the Late Period on, Bes gradually gains importance
within the temple realm, both for his ability to divine ora-
cles (through dreams) and for his supposed healing power;
several monumental effigies of Bes dating to the 30* Dy-
nasty-Hellenistic period have been uncovered near the
Serapeum in Saqqara, testifying to the existence in the
Memphite area of religious installations where Bes played
an important role (see the structures known as the “Bes
chambers:" PM I 777, 779; Manniche 2015: 226-229).
Images of Bes are common from a wide range of contexts
throughout Egyptian history, from houses to temples and
tombs. Though the provenance and archaeological context
of the present statue are unknown, its large size and fine
workmanship argue in favor of an official or religious con-
text.
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A CHRISTIAN LAND

Fewer in number than the pieces coming from the Pharaonic temples, a set of
architectural elements of Greco-Roman and Copitic style recalls the presence
in Memphis of Christian churches, likely as early as Late Antiquity. Regretta-
bly, the provenance of these stone objects could not be traced back, either
because this is not documented (MO80 and MO84; MO76) or very poorly
documented (MO12 and MO13; and perhaps MO72, MO74, MO77 and
MQO78). However, stylistic comparisons show that the pieces without prove-
nance (MO80 and MO84; MO76) find exact parallels in better-contextual-
ized buildings both at Memphis and other sites, like what may have been a
Memphite church at Kém el-Qal‘a (undated, most likely not earlier than the
5% century AD; in Egypt, very few churches date back to the 4" century AD,
see Grossmann 2007: 103-136), and the better-known Monastery of Apa
Jeremias at Saqqgara (59" century AD). These museum’s pieces, though few
in number, give a glimpse of the creativity and hybridity of Coptic art, which
not only combines, but also renews a range of Greco-Roman and Pharaonic
decorative motifs.
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ARCHITECTURAL ELEMENTS OF CORINTHIAN DESIGN
Museum Object Number: MO74; MO78; MO72; MO77

Material: limestone

Other numbers: Mus.15, Exc. 13 (MO74; MO78); no number (MO72); Mus. 15, Exc. 68 (MO77)
Provenance: Mempbhis, Kém Dafbaby, southern area (DAA)?

Period: Late Antiquity

The museum displays several architectural elements clearly
inspired by classical Corinthian style. All carved from lime-
stone, they likely date from Late Antiquity and consist of two
column capitals, a large fragment of a cornice,* and a column
drum.

The two column capitals (MO74 and MO78) are of similar
design and dimension. Typically Corinthian, their capital bells
consist of stylized acanthus leaves carved in relief, from which
emerging helices turn inwards to meet each other and emerg-
ing volutes™® turn outwards to form the four protruded angles
of the capital that support a concave abacus* adorned with a
central blossom (the abacus is the slab intended to bear the
weight of a building’s architrave* or arc).

The large piece of cornice (MO72) may also have once be-
longed to an entablature* of Corinthian design. In Greco-Ro-
man architecture of Classical age, the Corinthian cornice
constituted the upper part of the entablature, projecting
outwards under the roof, above the frieze* and architrave
that were supported by the columns. The underside of the
Corinthian cornice is recognizable from its series of ornamen-
tal dentils,* or squared-block protrusions.

pAY

The column drum (MO77) illustrates a design motif known
as “fluting,”* its surface adorned by a series of 19 shallow
grooves running vertically. Fluted columns are common in
Greco-Roman architecture of the Classical age, and are com-

monly used in the Corinthian style.

The provenance and archaeological context of these archi-
tectural elements are unknown, but it should be noted that
they may correspond to a series of Corinthian-styled ele-
ments known to have been accidentally exposed during army
trenching undertaken at Kém Dafbaby in the 1970s (Jeffreys
and Smith 1985: 8-10 and fig. 1 [9]; Jeffreys 1985: 43 and fig.
10 [DAA]). These architectural elements may have belonged
either to a temple of Mithras (though the identification of
such a temple remains very conjectural and is mainly based
on the discovery of statues related to the mysteries of Mithras
in the same area) or to a Coptic church built later over the
same spot. Whatever they once adorned (be it a church or a
pagan temple), these capitals testify to the cosmopolitan flair
of the city of Memphis, which since Pharaonic times housed
many diverse foreign communities that left remnants of both
their art and religious worship.
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COLUMN SHAFTS WITH A
DRAPERY DESIGN MO12
Museum Object Number: MO12; MO13

Material: limestone

Other numbers: Mus. 28, Exc. 6 (MO12; MO13)
Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Nawa (no site code)

Period: Late Antiquity

This pair of Late Antique cylindrical column shafts, carved
out of limestone, bear a unique elaborate design that tes-
tifies to the creativity of Coptic architecture. The surface of
the shafts has been engraved in raised relief to imitate the
shape of two pillars, adorned with three shallow grooves
running vertically (fluting), in between which hang curtains.
The drapery of the curtains shows a pattern evoking feath-
ers or fish scales, and their bottom braid is embellished with
tassels. The capitals are missing, but the tops of the shafts
still bear the bottom portion of what could be either vegetal
elements or vases.

Two square recesses indicate that these fragments were re-
used at some point, suggesting that they were not found in
their primary context. Nothing is known about the building
to which they belonged, but they may have once adorned
a Coptic church. These two column shafts were found loose
in an unexcavated area located in the eastern part of Mem-
phis at Kém el-Nawa in the late 1970s or early 1980s (Le-
clant 1982: 62; Moussa 1982d: 390 and pl. XXXII). It is worth
noting that a smaller fragment of a column that is identical
to MO12 and MO13 appears in an archival picture of un-
known date (presumably of the 1920s-1930s, see fig. 43
in introduction), testifying to the existence in Memphis of
other architectural pieces that belonged to the same build-
ing. This photograph shows the other fragment embedded
on the foundations of a modern traditional house, located
somewhere in the area corresponding to the temenos of
Ptah, together with other ancient stone pieces (including
our MO57).
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COLUMN CAPITALS

OF VEGETAL DESIGN

Museum Object Number: MO80; MO84

Material: limestone

Other numbers: Mus. 15, Exc. 2955/60 (MO80);
Mus. 15, Exc. 2979/61 (MO84)

Provenance: Memphis?

Period: Late Antiquity

This pair of limestone column capitals likely date from Late
Antiquity (perhaps from the turn of the 4" and 5% centu-
ries AD; about difficulties in providing an accurate date,
see Torok 1990: 437-484). Of comparable design, though
we note variations in the position and number of leaves,
their capital bells consist of two bunches of acanthus leaves
carved in relief that splay out from the bottom up to form an
abacus,* an oblong rectangular flat surface intended to bear
the weight of a building'’s architrave® or arc. On both sides
of these capitals a vertical band is left undecorated; this
may have served to engage with an intercolumnar wooden
screen (as suggested by Petrie 1915: 34 [§ 80] and pl. LXII

[52)).

Though nothing is known about the provenance and archae-
ological context of these two capitals, we may infer that they
came from a Mempbhite church, since this design for a capital
is well attested elsewhere in the area, such as in a Christian
building exposed at Kém el-Qal‘a (Petrie 1915: pl. LXII [55];
Jeffreys 1985: 20 [QAN]) and also in the Monastery of Apa
Jeremias located on the southern part of Saqqara (Quibell
1912: pl. XXXIV [3]). Such vegetal patterns, derived from
Corinthian design (see MO74 and MO78), were particularly
favored during Late Antiquity for decorating Coptic reli-
gious buildings.
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COLUMN CAPITAL OF
“EGYPTIANIZING"” DESIGN
Museum Object Number: MO76
Material: limestone

Other numbers: Mus. 15, Exc. 13
Provenance: Memphis?

Period: Late Antiquity

This limestone column capital of “Egyptianizing” design
likely dates from Late Antiquity. Though nothing is known
about its provenance and archaeological context, it seems
probable that it once adorned a Memphite church. The
bell of this capital consists of four stylized corner acanthus
leaves, carved in relief, and surmounted by low relief vo-
lutes* that both refer to Corinthian models (see MO74
and MO78) and evoke the look of the Pharaonic “lotus” of
Upper Egypt (a variety of water lily that still remains to be
identified). The volutes of these lily flowers form the pro-
truded angles of the capital that support the Corinthian
abacus.* This particular design is attested elsewhere in the
Memphite area; a similar column capital was exposed in a
Christian building excavated by W. M. F. Petrie at Kém el-
Qal‘a (Petrie 1915, pl. LXII [56]; Jeffreys 1985, 20 [QAN]).
It is more widely attested throughout Christian Egypt and
Nubia (Ryl-Preibisz 1990: 393, figs. 1-6).

Such a design is not surprising, as Coptic architecture is
known for having incorporated and simplified decorative
patterns borrowed from Pharaonic and Greco-Roman ar-
chitecture (see for instance: Badawi 1949: 15-16, fig. 5;
Ryl-Preibisz 1990: 403 [4: lotus flowers], pl. II, 5, fig. 19).
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TESTIMONIES OF EVERYDAY LIFE

The objects in the following pages present Memphis as a living place where
a wide range of people dwelt and carried out their daily activities. Sever-
al pieces displayed at the museum exemplify what domestic architecture,
and more generally secular architecture, looked like in the city of Memphis
(Snape 2014). While temples—meant to last—were usually constructed with
enduring materials like stone, secular buildings, such as workshops, store-
rooms, stables, administrative buildings, houses, and even palaces, were
mostly built in mudbrick, with only a few elements carved from wood and
limestone (usually the door and window frames, the columns, and ceiling
beams).

Firstly, a pair of imposing limestone column bases (MO4 and MO9) belong-
ing to a palace built by Merneptah, reminds us that Memphis was a city that
historically housed a royal residence for the king. To date, only two such
Memphite palatial complexes have been identified and excavated in the ruin
field: the palace of Merneptah of the 19" Dynasty at Kém el-Qal‘a (from
which MO4 and MO9 come; O'Connor 1991: 167-191) and the palace of
Apries of the 26™ Dynasty at Kém Tuman, which archaeologists assume may
have been erected over a former palace (Jeffreys 1985: 41). But it goes with-
out saying that more structures of this sort once stood at Memphis and are
yet to be uncovered. During Pharaonic times, the royal palace was designed
and viewed not only as a residence but also as a ceremonial place where the
divine nature of Egyptian kingship could be displayed and revered (about
royal residences and their manifold implications, see Gundlach and Taylor
2009).

The Memphite palace of Merneptah is a perfect example of the symbolic
and ceremonial dimension of the royal residence, with its many display spac-
es (including a window of appearance, hypostyle halls, and a throne room),
and its elaborate architecture and decoration, intended to emphasize the
king's divine function and his dominion over the Egyptian territory and be-
yond. The two limestone column bases on display at the museum (MO4 and
MQO9) testify to the monumentality and magnificence of the throne room
of the palace, where they initially flanked an elaborately carved throne dais
where the sovereign sat in majesty (about the symbolism of the king'’s throne,
see Kuhlmann 2011). The decoration of these two column bases, whose in-
scriptions were originally inlaid with blue faience, also illustrates the sophis-
tication and bright-colored design of Ramesside palaces, which integrated
into their mudbrick structures a wide range of glazing decorative elements
and tiles of high quality and complex elaboration (the glass and vitreous
materials industries, already a royal monopoly during the late 18" Dynas-
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ty, developed considerably under the Ramesside kings, see Shortland 2009;
Nicholson 2009; and for comparison, Hayes 1937).

A fragmentary door lintel of painted limestone (MO31, dated to the 21*
Dynasty) and two small palm column capitals also carved from limestone
(MO52 and MO82, undated) give an idea of some of the most common
decorative patterns used for embellishing the architecture of secular build-
ings, notably private dwellings. The palm design, which was also employed in
temple architecture (but for larger-sized columns), was frequently used for
adorning architectural supports in administrative buildings and houses. Like-
wise, from the New Kingdom onwards, stone doorframes were convenient
places where the dweller could display his prestige, through decoration that
would state his identity and social status, his family and professional lineage,
as well as his devotion to a specific god or king (reigning or deified; see for
instance Budka 2001).

Arange of stone vessels of varying quality (MO3, MO6, MO7, MO 10, MO15,
MO16, MO46, and MO49), which probably served as mortars, evoke a par-
ticularly crucial aspect of the household’s and greater estates’ daily life: food
production (see, for instance, Kemp 2006: 171-179, 326-335). Whether it
be for family sustenance or a wider household (with servants), for breeding
livestock/animals, or for supplying institutionalized groups of people (work-
ers, priests, etc.), as well as the table of the kings and the altars of the gods
and the deceased, food production was a constant matter of concern, and
probably kept a large part of the population of Memphis busy everyday.
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PAIR OF COLUMN BASES FROM THE THRONE ROOM OF MERNEPTAH

Museum Object Number: MO4; MO9

Material: limestone, originally inlaid

Other numbers: Mus. 31, Exc. 5 (MO4); Mus. 31, Exc. 21 (MO9)
Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Qal‘a, palace of Merneptah (QAB)

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Merneptah

This pair of large limestone column bases once adorned the
hypostyle throne room of the palace of Merneptah in Mem-
phis. This royal palace was located in a separate enclosure at
Kém el-Qal‘a within the ancient urban area that developed
to the southeast of the vast sacred precinct of Ptah (Jeffreys
1985: 20 [QAB]; O'Connor 1991: 167-191). These are
particularly interesting because they provide a glimpse of
the architecture and decoration of royal residences during
the Ramesside period. When C. S. Fisher excavated the re-
markably well-preserved palace of Merneptah in 1917 on
behalf of the University of Pennsylvania Museum in Phila-
delphia, he found this pair of column bases in situ, from a set
attached to the two sides of a royal dais, made of limestone
slabs and accessible through a front ramp and two side
stairs (see figs. 24-25 in the introduction). This dais is one of
the best, if not the best-, preserved throne daises excavated
to date (for more on New Kingdom throne daises and their
decoration, see Hayes 1937: 11-21 and Kuhlmann 1977:
77-80). At the time of the discovery, this dais was complete
and still beautifully adorned in painted low relief showing a
series of bound foreign captives and bows with a frame of
rekhyt-birds upon neb-glyphs, a symbol of dominion over
all nations (Fischer 1917: 216-218, fig. 79 [room 7, dais]
and 80-83; Fischer 1921: 30-34; Jeffreys, Malek, and Smith
1986: 10-13 and fig. 6).

230

This pair of column bases, while suggesting only a hint of the
magnificence of this lost assemblage, still shows traces of the
original structure and decoration of the throne dais (now
dismantled and kept in an MoA storehouse in Mit Rahina).
The backs of these bases have been left rough where they
engaged with both the dais and each of the side stairs (the
rough surface makes a slope on one side). Likewise, the tops
of the column bases show a section of the decorative dado
that framed the top edges of the throne dais. The portion
of the bases meant to be viewed is smoothly polished and
adorned with a running line of inscription bearing the names
and titles of Merneptah (Gohary 1978: 193-194). The deep
recesses in the carving of the hieroglyphs were originally
inlaid with blue faience, as were many of the other stone
architectural elements (columns and door/window frames)
that embellished the palace, whose sun-dried brick struc-
ture was further covered with brightly painted and gilded
decoration. The top surfaces of these bases were worked
so that a limestone column shaft of palm design with open
umbel would fit on top of them.
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DOOR LINTEL OF A PRIEST'S HOUSE (?)

Museum Object Number: MO31
Material: limestone, painted
Other numbers: Mus. 39, Exc. 2894/36

Provenance: Memphis, Koém el-Rabi'a, test trench excavated on the west of the

Ramesses Il Small Temple (RAB)

Period: Third Intermediate Period, 21 Dynasty, Psusennes |

This door lintel fragment, of which only the left half is pre-
served, is inscribed with the name of an official named Ptah-
kha and his father Ashaut-ikhut, who both served under the
reign of Psusennes |. It consists of a horizontal slab of lime-
stone decorated with sunken relief embellished with painting
and surmounted with a torus and a cavetto cornice.* The back
has been left rough to attach to the brickwork structure of a
building. The stone doorframe to which this fragment once
belonged was uncovered, broken but complete, by the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania Museum, Philadelphia in 1956 when a
test trench was dug at Kém el-Rabi‘a to the west of the Small
Temple of Ramesses Il in order to find the temple’s enclosure
wall. At the time of the discovery, this fragment of lintel was
exposed together with its other half and doorjambs (present
location unknown) close to an in situ stone threshold (PM 1%
845; Anthes 1957: 13-14; Anthes 1965: 28-29, 92-95 [26]
and fig. 12, and pl. 31 [a]; Budka 2001: 219-220 [213]). At
this time, the doorframe was still bearing most of its original
color: the lintel cornice was still adorned with alternating
white and red stripes, while its inscriptions were embellished
with blue hieroglyphs on a yellow background, and the skin
of the figures was reddish in color. Though partially faded,
traces of these colors are still visible today.

Considering the narrowness of the excavation trench, almost
nothing is known about the type of structure to which this
doorway once belonged. The excavation conducted in the
immediate vicinity of the Small Temple of Ramesses Il by the
University of Pennsylvania Museum showed that this temple
and its surroundings were reused during the 20%-21¢ Dynas-
ties as a burial ground. This led some authors to envisage at
first that this fragment of lintel belonged to a funerary or re-
ligious structure that has yet to be uncovered (Kitchen 1996:
268-269; Jeffreys 1985: 71). However, more recently, it has
been assumed that this may have been part of a domestic
structure, perhaps a priestly house of the type of the con-
temporary priests’ houses exposed in the sacred precinct of
Amun in Karnak (Aston and Jeffreys 2007: 68-69).

The flat surface of this lintel depicts the left portion of a scene
showing the Fan-bearer and Father-of-the-god Ptah-kha (on
the left) and his father Asha-ikhut (on the right, fragment now
lost) kneeling on both sides of the royal cartouches of King
Psusennes | (of which only the bottom left angle is visible),

234

initially resting on a gold sign and topped with a sun-disk
and two ostrich feathers as a reference to the divine nature
of Pharaonic kingship. The scene is framed, at the top, by
an elongated depiction of the hieroglyphic sign of the sky,
and on its sides, by a column of inscriptions. On the present
fragment, Ptah-kha is shown with his left hand in a position of
adoration and his right hand clutching a khu-fan as a symbol
of his status. This type of fan, consisting of an elaborated pa-
pyrus-umbel handle topped by a single ostrich feather, was
only held by high dignitaries, in particular, officials who had
been favored by the king and authorized to stand at his right
side. The high status of this personage is also confirmed by
his rich outfit that testifies to the fashion worn by the elite of
the time. He wears a long elaborate kilt, a large necklace, and
a pair of refined pointed sandals. His shaved head indicates
that he was a member of the priesthood, as is confirmed by
the inscription that identifies him as both priest of Ptah and as
a priest in the estate of Osiris.

Lintels bearing depictions of private individuals worshipping
the names or a figure of the king (living or deified) are not un-
common. Such lintels have been found dating from the New
Kingdom onwards throughout Egypt, where they adorned
the doorways of various types of buildings, from houses to
chapels and tombs (see Budka 2001).
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PALM COLUMN CAPITALS

Museum Object Number: MO52; MO82

Material: limestone

Other numbers: Mus. 2, Exc. 71 (MO52);
Mus. 15, Exc. 13 (MO82)

Provenance: Memphis?

Period: Pharaonic period

The museum displays two limestone column capitals of
palm type (Arnold 2003: 53-54). Their capital bells both
consist of nine palm tree fronds bunched together and
splaying out in order to support an abacus* (an architectur-
al element intended to bear the weight of an architrave* or
ceiling beam). Capital MO52 still bears its abacus, a circular
slab pierced with a circular hole in the top. The top of capi-
tal MOB82 is pierced by a square hole, or mortise, meant to
receive the tenon peg of its now-missing (but likely cubical)
abacus.

We know nothing about the provenance and archaeolog-
ical context of these two palm capitals. However, we do
know that palm columns were in use in a wide range of
buildings—from temples to houses—from the Old King-
dom onwards up to the Greco-Roman period. The overall
small dimensions of those two capitals (in particular MO52)
may argue in favor of a more secular origin than a temple,
possibly a house or an administrative building.
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STONE VESSELS

Museum Object Number: MO3; MO6; MO7; MO10; MO15; MO16; MO46; MO49
Material: red granite (MO3); limestone (MO6, MO7, MO10, MO15, MO 16, MO46, and MO49)

Other numbers: Mus. 54 (for all the museum'’s vessels)

Provenance: Memphis?

Period: Pharaonic period

The museum displays a series of large vessels (height ca.
40-50 cm) hewn out of stone in the shape of truncated
cones. Their rough exterior surfaces suggest that they were
sunk three-quarters into the ground to be used. Their in-
side surfaces appear comparatively smooth with their bot-
tom enlarged, most likely due to use (one is even pierced).
The provenance and archaeological context of these vessels
are either unknown or very poorly documented. Only two
of these vessels have been located with certainty as coming
from Memphis. Based on the information provided by archi-
val pictures of the Inspectorate of Sagqara, we can tell that
MO3 was found somewhere in the ruin field of Memphis in
1967, and that MO15 was unearthed within the structures
exposed on the southern approach of Ptah's sacred precinct
in 1962.

Likewise, the functions of these vessels, which may have
been diverse, can only be guessed. The simplest ones, all
carved from limestone, may come from household assem-
blages (see vessels MO6, MO7, MO10, MO15, MO1¢,
and MO49). Such utilitarian vessels were most likely used
as mortars for food preparation. We can mention for com-
parison numerous Memphite specimens found in the settle-
ment excavated at Kébm el-Rabi'a (Giddy 1999: 281-289),
and well-preserved vessels found in situ in the Ramesside
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town of the royal workers at Deir el-Medina (Bruyére 1939:
74, fig. 22, 256, fig. 132). They are sometimes re-cut and
hollowed out from older column drums, which provided a
convenient ready-made shape.

Vessel MO46 is of a more elaborate style and carved of red
granite, with two lug handles opposite one another on the
outer edge of the rim. It may have come from a religious
context, as a similar vessel was found in situ in a building lo-
cated to the west of the Apis House, inside the sacred pre-
cinct of the god Ptah (Jones 1983: 38 [red granite basin 59]
and plan 1). The exact purpose of such vessels found in reli-
gious contexts is unclear, though their inner smooth surface
may argue in favor of their use as mortars as well.
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PREPARING FOR THE AFTERLIFE

Death and rebirth in the afterlife were important matters of concern to the
people of Memphis, as they were to all ancient Egyptians of the Pharaonic
Period (Grajetzki 2003). A few objects displayed at the museum testify to
the means by which people attempted to overcome death. Above all, this
was concerned with the long-term preservation and ritual preparation of the
deceased’s body, which was an absolute prerequisite to fulfilling this goal
(Hays 2010; lkram 2010). A fragmentary embalming table (MO27) made for
a Memphite official of the 18" Dynasty—one of the rare examples discov-
ered to date—illustrates explicitly the actual process of mummification, with
drains used for collecting and evacuating fluids associated with the prepara-
tion and purification of the deceased’s bodly.

Concomitantly, a range of objects of varying origins and dates illustrates
pieces of burial equipment, meant to ensure the magical transformation of
the deceased so that he could rejuvenate himself in a more enduring form
and become an “Osiris” Two stone sarcophagi dated to the New Kingdom
(the lid and bottom MO5 and MO8, and the bottom MO20), in which the
transformation of the deceased’s body supposedly took place, are covered
with protective deities and extracts from the funerary books necessary for
the rebirthing process to happen effectively. Two (unfinished?) stone chests
(MO17 and MO48) may have been intended for storing the canopic jars in
which the deceased’s mummified organs were kept.

The fact that most of these objects were found at Memphis is of particu-
lar interest. Take the embalming table (MO27), for instance. Although we
know it was found outside its original context, it reminds us that embalming
houses were probably located somewhere at the edge of the city, and burial
took place in the nearby cemeteries of Saqqara. Likewise, the two unfinished
canopic chests (MO17 and MO48) may indirectly testify to the existence
of local workshops where burial equipment was produced, sometimes from
large blocks of high-quality stone (one of these is carved from a massive block
of quartzite). The choice of carving this or that element of burial/embalming
equipment from a specific stone was probably intended to meet specific
needs (see above about the symbolic meaning of stones in the temple, p.
84). Last but not least, the re-use of a stone sarcophagus (MO5 and MOS8),
originating from a Ramesside cemetery at Saqqara in a later tomb built for
a high priest in the heart of the city, shows how expensive and valuable such
objects were, given that even high-ranking people did not hesitate to appro-
priate such a piece, preferring to transport one from a remote place rather
than funding the manufacture of a new one.
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EMBALMING TABLE OF AMENHOTEP-HUY

Museum Object Number: MO27
Material: Egyptian alabaster
Other numbers: Mus. 43, Exc. 2923/35

Provenance: Memphis, Kém Tuman, area south of Apries Palace (TAP)

Period: New Kingdom, 18" Dynasty, Amenhotep IlI

This funerary purification (or embalming?) table, carved from
Egyptian alabaster and of which only the upper part is par-
tially preserved, can be dated to the reign of Amenhotep lI.
Though fragmentary and badly damaged, it still bears the
shape of a trapezoidal table whose upper surface has been
slightly hollowed out in order to form a shallow tank. This up-
per receptacle slopes slightly towards the middle and is per-
forated at one end with a gutter to drain off liquids through
one of its side faces. The two preserved corners of the rim are
pierced with circular holes that may have held items such as
protective amulets or even ritual torches, as suggested by the
line of inscriptions engraved on the sides of the table.

Though simple in design, the table is finely worked and bears
protective funerary formulae invoking Isis, as well as offer-
ing formulae addressed to Anubis and Osiris, to benefit the
deceased, Amenhotep, also called Huy, who was governor
and estate overseer in Memphis under Amenhotep Il (he
is not to be confused with a different Amenhotep-Huy, who
was governor of Memphis under Ramesses I, see MO5 and
MO8). Amenhotep is well known from his tomb, exposed in
the nearby necropolis of Sagqqara, and through a number of
monuments now kept abroad in various European museums
(PM 1II>: 702-703; Hayes 1938: 10-12). This rich material
teaches us that Amenhotep was a prominent official of the
time, and that he was involved not only in the administration
of the Memphite area, but also in the building activities un-
dertaken by Amenhotep Il in Memphis, as well as in the cult
of the Memphite patron-gods Ptah and Sekhmet.

Very little is known about the provenance and archaeologi-
cal context of this alabaster table other than that it may have
been accidentally exposed by sebbakhin at Kém Tuman in
the early 1920s, in an area located somewhere to the south
of the Palace of Apries (26™ Dynasty), potentially with oth-
er finds dated from the 18" Dynasty (PM III*: 831; Habachi
1967: 42-47 and pl. X-X|, fig. 1-2; Jeffreys 1985: 43). These
finds (including the alabaster table) may correspond to fill
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or leveling material that may have been removed or reused
from earlier installations (dating to the New Kingdom) prior
to the construction of this later palace.

However, it can be inferred from the shape, size, material,
and decoration of this table that it may have been used for
funerary purification and/or embalming purposes. This is
further suggested by the discovery of a collection of similar
stone tables of Egyptian alabaster or limestone elsewhere at
Memphis. These were found in the southwest corner of the
Ptah temenos (northeast of Kém el-Fakhry), in a 30* Dynas-
ty building identified as belonging to a set of structures de-
voted to the keeping, worship, and embalming of the sacred
Apis bulls (these are currently known as the “Apis House").
These stone tables, which are still displayed on site today,
belonged to the Apis's “pure place” (wabet)—its embalming
house—where, after the bull's death, its corpse was ritually
washed before being embalmed (el-Amir 1948: 51-52 and
pl. XV-XVII; Jones 1982: 53-54; Jones 1990; regarding the
stages of the Apis embalming ritual as described in texts,
see also Vos 1993: 31-32). Like the present table, several of
the tables found in the Apis's wabet were similarly carved of
Egyptian alabaster, a stone thought to be highly precious and
pure, and favored for use in places where purity was required
(Aufrere 1991: 696-698). The comparatively small size of our
purification table clearly shows that it was used for washing
or embalming a corpse much smaller than that of a dead bull,
most likely a human body—perhaps that of Amenhotep-Huy.
Very few embalming tables intended for the preparation
of human mummies have been excavated thus far (Habachi
1967: 44-46 and pl. XII), which makes Amenhotep's embalm-
ing table a particularly unique object.
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SARCOPHAGUS OF AMENHOTEP-HUY

Museum Object Number: MO5 (lid); MO8 (bottom)

Material: red granite

Other numbers: Mus. 30, Exc. 25 (MO5); Mus. 29, Exc. 11 (MOS8)
Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Rabi‘a, 22" Dynasty cemetery, tombs of Petiese (RAB)

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesses ||

This lid and bottom of the sarcophagus of Amenhotep, also
called Huy, are beautifully carved from two massive blocks of
red granite.

The lid (MO5) is broken in half, but the two pieces have
been restored. This lid is rectangular with a rounded head.
Every face of this lid is covered with funerary decoration
and inscriptions carved in sunken relief. On the top face, the
rounded head of the sarcophagus is adorned with a curved
hieroglyphic sign of the sky surmounting two prophylactic
eyes. Beneath the eyes, the goddess of the sky, Nut, is por-
trayed standing on the hieroglyph for gold, her winged arms
outstretched to protect the deceased resting inside the sar-
cophagus. The whole surface of the lid also features strips of
funerary inscriptions (four horizontal and five vertical) over-
lapping each other. These may evoke the outer strips of cloth
commonly used to bind the wrapping layers of a mummy.
These strips of inscription extend over the sides of the sar-
cophagus, where they delimit the sides of panels featuring
additional columns of texts and funerary deities, among them
the god Anubis, who is depicted as a recumbent canine upon
a divine standard. The head and foot of the lid are adorned
with funerary deities also kneeling on gold signs, their arms
upraised in a sign of protection: on the head side, the god-
dess Nephtys, and on the foot side, the goddess Isis. Both
goddesses are flanked by deities of the necropolis.

The bottom part of the sarcophagus (MO8) is also rectan-
gular with a rounded side at the head. Its decoration is of a
simpler design: a single line of funerary inscription carved in
sunken relief runs horizontally around the outer surface of
the sarcophagus. The inside is undecorated.
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The owner of this sarcophagus, Amenhotep-Huy, is identified
through the inscriptions, and is known for being the gover-
nor of Memphis at the beginning of the Ramesside period,
most likely under Ramesses Il (not to be confused with an-
other Amenhotep-Huy, who was estate overseer in Memphis
under Amenhotep lll, see MO27). He also served as director
of a temple of Ramesses Il located in the Memphite estate of
the goddess Hathor. This temple is now lost, but was presum-
ably in the vicinity of another temple of Hathor also built by
Ramesses |l and excavated in Kém el-Rabi‘a (Pasquali 2012:
141-144).

To date his tomb remains lost, though a location in the ne-
cropolis of Saqqara is very likely (see evidence provided by
Pasquali 2012: 141-149). However, we can argue that it was
looted in antiquity, as evidenced by the discovery of several
elements of his tomb and burial equipment in a secondary
burial context. Such is the case with the present sarcopha-
gus lid and bottom. They were exposed by A. Badawi and
M. M. el-Amir in 1942 when they excavated in the 22" Dy-
nasty cemetery of the High Priests of Memphis, located on
the northwest of the Small Temple of Ramesses Il at Kém el-
Rabi‘a (Badawi 1944: 181-206 and pl. XVI-XX; Jeffreys 1985:
22,70-71 and fig. 26; Aston and Jeffreys 2007: 74). This sar-
cophagus was found reused in the upper room of the tomb
of the High Priest Petiese, while an anthropoid sarcophagus
also belonging to Amenhotep-Huy and carved from granite
(now housed in the Cairo Museum [ JE 59128]: Hamada 1935:
122-131) was found reused in the nearby tomb of Harsiese.
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UNATTRIBUTED SARCOPHAGUS
BOTTOM

Museum Object Number: MO20

Material: red granite

Other numbers: Mus. 23, Exc. 7

Provenance: Memphis or Saqqara?

Period: New Kingdom?

This bottom part of a sarcophagus is hollowed out from a
single large block of red granite. It is of unknown date, but a
New Kingdom date seems credible considering the style of
its decoration. This sarcophagus, whose owner remains un-
known, is rectangular with a rounded head. Its exterior and
interior surfaces are both badly eroded, most likely from
water damage. However, elements of its decoration are still
visible, especially at the head of the sarcophagus, where
a kneeling goddess—probably Nephthys—with her arms
raised in a gesture of protection and a hieroglyphic djed-
sign of stability are carved in sunken relief. Found broken
in several pieces, this sarcophagus was restored in modern
times, but it also shows traces of what may correspond to
ancient restorations, especially seven dovetail holes at the
top and on the sides of the rim for installing joints. Nothing
is known about the provenance and archaeological context
of this sarcophagus, nor about its owner. This sarcophagus
bottom may originally come from a tomb located either in
Saggara or Memphis, and may even have been reused in a
secondary burial context like the sarcophagus of Amenho-
tep-Huy (see MO5 and MO8).
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(CANOPIC?) STONE BOXES
Museum Object Number: MO17; MO48
Material: quartzite (MO17);
limestone (MO48)
Other numbers: Mus. 35, Exc. 46 (MO17);
Mus. 55 (MO48)
Provenance: Memphis, southern side of the
Museum’s fence (no site code)?

Period: Pharaonic period

The museum houses two examples of large stone chests
of unknown date and origin, although they are thought
to have been taken and brought to the museum from an
area located immediately south of the Open Air Museum's
fence (personal communication of the museum staff). They
both were carved from massive blocks of stone: quartzite
in one case (MO17), limestone in another (MO48). Both
were found uninscribed with their outer surfaces left rough-
ly hewn (perhaps unfinished), but they appear to be well
crafted. The inner container of box MO17 was neatly hol-
lowed out in the shape of a cube, and the bottom surface
of its lid was carefully hewn in the shape of a flat square to
fit snugly with the equally square rim of the box. The inner
container of box MO48 was likewise hollowed out in the
shape of a cube; its rim was neatly carved to engage with a
square lid (now lost) that was lifted and removed via levers
that slipped into four slanting notches, one on each side of
the box. In the absence of any inscriptions or any more data
related to the provenance and archaeological context of
these large stone chests, we can only speculate about their
purpose. However, it seems likely that these stone chests
were originally used (or intended) for a funerary purpose
and may have served as canopic installations for storing
the viscera of a deceased person. Such “canopic chests" of
stone were in use for royal burials since the Old Kingdom
onwards (Dodson 1994).
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CALLING ON THE DEAD

According to ancient Egyptians’ beliefs, death was not the cessation of exis-
tence on earth. Once transfigured and turned into an Osiris, the dead could
still interact with the world of the living, albeit under specific circumstances
(Harrington 2013). The creation of virtual, magical paths through which the
deceased could travel between the world of the dead and the world of the
living (e.g., by means of a decorated tomb chapel, a statue, a stela, a false-
door, or domestic cultic installations), provided a medium of communication
between families and their dead. From what we understand, this interaction
between the living and the dead was conceived as a two-way mutually ben-
eficial exchange: the surviving family members were meant to sustain the
dead, maintain their tomb and memory, and appease them when they were
upset, and in exchange the deceased would grant them his/her protection,
support, and help, notably by interceding with gods and by fighting the fam-
ily's enemies (be they living people or supernatural beings).

Two Middle Kingdom false-door stelae (MO32 and MO33) found in recess-
es against the wall of an earlier cemetery at Kém el-Fakhry, together with a
row of offering tables, illustrate the constant preoccupation of the people
of Memphis with keeping in touch with their dead (additional discoveries in
the nearby settlement also revealed the existence of a sort of ancestor cult,
see Tavares and Kamel 2011). A naophorous statue (MO2) found in Saqqara
shows that people who were distinguished or influential figures in society
during their lifetime could become, once dead, preferred intermediaries to
the gods for a wide range of people, even exceeding the immediate family
circle; such monuments were usually set in places accessible to the passerby,
so that anybody could call upon the deceased and glorify their memory (see
for comparison the purpose of “block statues” installed in temples’ entrance
spaces, Schultz 2011).
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FUNERARY FALSE-DOOR STELAE OF IMEPY-ANKH AND

(ISU-SA-)IMEPY

Museum Object Number: MO32 (Imepy-ankh); MO33 (Isu-sa-Imepy)

Material: limestone, painted

Other numbers: Mus. 38, Exc. 41 (MO32); Mus. 37, Exc. 42 (MO33)

Provenance: Memphis, Kém el-Fakhry, First Intermediate Period cemetery, eastern street (FAC)

Period: First Intermediate Period, 9"-10" Dynasties

This pair of limestone funerary false-door stelae are likely
to date to the 9* or 10% Dynasty. They were found togeth-
er in situ by M. Abd el-Tawwab el-Hitta at Kém el-Fakhry in
1954 (PM 111%: 852; Leclant 1956: 256 [b]; Lilyquist 1974
27-30; Jeffreys 1985: 29 and 68, and fig. 19). At the time of
the discovery, these two stelae were still embedded in the
wall that borders the eastern edge of a First Intermediate
Period cemetery.

They show a comparable design, and both were initially
painted, as is evidenced by paint remnants on MO33. Both
consist of a rectangular stela that supports a small-format
false door in low relief—the typical structure of false doors
dated from the mid-6* Dynasty onwards up to the 12%
Dynasty (Arnold 2003: 89 [b]). The false door consists of
a central niche representing the doorway, framed by two
doorjambs surmounted by a lintel adorned with two pro-
phylactic eyes, and from which hangs a drum representing a
rolled-up mat curtain. This inner doorframe is surmounted
by a panel flanked by two rectangular recesses and adorned
with an offering scene featuring the deceased to whom
these stelae are dedicated: in one case (MO32), inscriptions
identify the lady Imepy-ankh, a priestess of Hathor, seated
before a table topped with a pile of food offerings; in the
other case (MO33), a man called (Isu-sa-)Imepy is seated
before a table surmounted by a line of reed-shaped ele-
ments representing sliced bread loaves and a beef foreleg.
As evidenced by archaeological finds, these two personages
were likely buried in the adjacent cemetery.
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This inner doorframe is bound by a second outer door-
frame that is in turn surrounded by a semicircular torus
molding (MO32’s torus is carved in imitation of a ligatured
bundle of reeds), such that the overall appearance is that
of two doorjambs supporting a lintel topped by a cavetto
cornice.* Every element of these two false doors has been
engraved with hieroglyphic inscriptions running either ver-
tically or horizontally. Depictions of the deceased appear on
the bottom portions of the four doorjambs; they are all fac-
ing the aperture of the door. The sides and top of the stelae
are bordered by a raised frame covered with inscriptions.

False doors are attested since the first dynasties onwards in
various contexts, from private houses to tombs and temples,
where they served as virtual contact points between the
world of the living and the hereafter (conceived as the world
of the gods and the dead). Recent re-excavations (publica-
tion in preparation) conducted in 2011 by AERA in an area
previously exposed by M. Ashery for the Egyptian Antig-
uities Organization in the early 1980s (unpublished results)
have shown that an access to our two stelae had been main-
tained through time, even when a settlement developed
during the Middle Kingdom next to the aforementioned
cemetery (see fig. 31 in the introduction). This indicates that
the stelae MO32 and MO33 were meant to remain acces-
sible to the passerby, providing an actual communication
medium for private people of the adjacent settlement to
interact with their relatives buried in the cemetery.
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NAOPHOROUS STATUE OF (PA)-RAHOTEP

Museum Object Number: MO2
Material: red granite
Other numbers: Mus. 33, Exc. 2

Provenance: Saqqara, Southern Necropolis, area southwest of the Monastery of Apa Jeremias

Period: New Kingdom, 19" Dynasty, Ramesses ||

This kneeling life-sized statue of the mayor, Vizier and High
Priest of Ptah in Memphis, (Pa-)Rahotep, bears a naos con-
taining an effigy of the god Ptah. This now-eroded “naopho-
rous” statue was carved from a single piece of red granite.
Though found headless, (Pa-)Rahotep can be identified both
by his name and titles, and by his outfit, consisting of the long
dress of the Vizier, as well as a typical Ramesside wig and a
pair of refined pointed sandals worn as status symbols. His
statue is resting upon a base engraved with a line of text that
runs around its four sides and against a back pillar that is also
inscribed. These inscriptions consist in offering formulae ad-
dressed to the gods Ptah and Osiris-Wennefer to the benefit
of the deceased (Pa-)Rahotep.

In the naos carried by (Pa-)Rahotep, Ptah of Memphis is por-
trayed standing, wrapped in his classic cloak and clutching his
composite scepter.* The naos features the shape of the typi-
cal Lower Egyptian sanctuary (per-nu, see Arnold 2003: 173),
with its vaulted ceiling. Its facade and sides are covered with
inscriptions, and the top of its door is adorned with an en-
graved figure of Anubis, god of the necropolis, depicted as a
recumbent canine with a ribbon around his neck, a flagellum
standing next to his flank, and a kherep-scepter* before him.
The preserved inscriptions mainly consist of funerary offer-
ing formulae for the benefit of (Pa-)Rahotep; these mention
funerary deities present in the Memphite area, such as Osiris
and the hybrid form of Ptah-Sokar-Osiris. The inscription lo-
cated at the bottom of the naos consists of a prayer addressed
to the God Ptah, again to the benefit of (Pa-)Rahotep.
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(Pa-)Rahotep came from one of the highest families of the ear-
ly Ramesside period. Under the reign of Seti | and Ramesses
II, he served for decades as Northern Vizier, the highest gov-
ernment position under the king's, before being named High
Priest of Ptah in Memphis at the end of his career. The posi-
tion of High Priest of Ptah was among the most prestigious of
the time. Depending upon royal favor, this position was held
during the Ramesside period by royal sons and members of
important families. By becoming High Priest of Ptah like his
father before him, (Pa-)Rahotep also inscribed himself in a
long family tradition related to Memphis priesthood (Raedler
2011: 135-154). As High Priest, (Pa-)Rahotep was authorized
to dedicate monuments in sacred precincts, such as a now-lost
ruined chapel erected in the southern necropolis of Sagqara
(the area located southwest of the remains of the Monastery
of Apa Jeremias) where the present naophorous statue was
found by Z. Goneim in 1955 (PM III*: 665; Leclant 1956: 256
[B,a]; Lauer 1956: 62-63; Altenmiiller and Moussa 1974: 1-9
and pl. I). Nothing is known about the purpose of that small
chapel, of which only a few limestone blocks remain; we do
not know whether this monument was a chapel dedicated
to the god Ptah or to the Vizier himself, or whether this was
the tomb-chapel of the Vizier. Besides commemorating his
memory, this statue of (Pa-)Rahotep presumably acted as a
mediator to the god Ptah of Memphis for people passing by.
In 1972, a decision was made by the Egyptian Antiquities Or-
ganization to remove this block-statue from Sagqara and to
transport it to the Open Air Museum in Mit Rahina where it
is still displayed today (regarding the journey of statue MO?2,
see figs. 47-48 in the introduction).
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APPENDIX

HEDJET DESHRET PSCHENT KHEPRESH
White Crown of Red Crown of Double Crown of
Upper Egypt Lower Egypt Egypt

Common ancient Egyptian crowns mentioned in the text.
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KHEREP WAS COMPOSITE

Common scepters mentioned in the text.
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] cornice

entablature

} frieze

ll} architrave
|

column

shaft

capita

abacus

flute

Common architectural entablature and column terms of Corinthian design mentioned in the text.
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