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On the Pyramid of Ameny-Qemau and its Canopic Equipment

By Nasi. Swerim and Aipavy Dopson

(Plates 54-55)

The 1957 discovery of the pyramid of the Thirteenth Dynasty king Ameny-Qemau at South
Dahshur was one of the more important, yet most obscure, events in the history of pyramid explora-
tion. Incidents immediately following it prevented any substantive publication of the monument ap-
pearing until a decade after its discovery; the objects found have hitherto escaped publication alto-
gether. This paper aims for the first time to reconstruct the events surrounding the find, consider the
full architectural/historical context of the pyramid, building upon the pioneer work of Maracio-
cLio and Rivaipi, and publish the material that is known to have been recovered from it').

I The Discm-'cry

The pyramid of Ameny-Qemau®) lies upen a small hill, 1.150 metres S.E. of the Bent Pyramid,
and approximately a kilometre S.5.W. of the pyramid of Ammenemes 11T at Dahshur (fig. 1). It over-
looks Lake Dahshur from the west at a distance of so0 metres, and the wadi leading to the lake from
the south, at a similar distance. Its location seems to have escaped the notice of even such a keen
spotter of ruined pyramids as Lersius™).

However, in 1957, an American scientist and publisher, CHaries Artiur Muses, approached
the Antiquities Service with a view to undertaking excavations at Dahshur and Matariya*). Excava-

'} This paper’s origins go back aver a decade, when SweLim received photographs of the canopic jars from the pyramid
from the late Lagin Hagacur They bad been previously passed to the latter for publication by the late Sitaes Farin. We would
like to thank various friends and colleagues for their help in the preparation of the paper, including Jarosiaw Dosroworskr
(for drawing figure 3), Dove Hawk (for contemporary press cuttings), Sauma Iknas (for research in the Temporary Register
of the Egyptian Museum, Cairo), Jouw Larson, Rais Monamsmen Aspen Mawcoon (for sharing memories of the site at Sag-
qara), Mrs, Litnan Napm Seeny (for tanslations from the Ttalian}, Kim Bvicocr {for discussion of problems of Second In-
termediate Period chronology) and Evwazo FEWewre. Part ITand the Appendices to this paper are the work of Swerm, while
Donpson is responsible for the bulk of Parts T, 11T and TV,

1 The second element of the na.rm::), was ariginally read as “mez, but now as gmiw, on the basis of G. Posexer, fes
Asiatiques en Egypte sous les Xie ot Xl dynastics, Syria 34 (1957} 145-63. The reading is further discussed by 5. Quinxe,
Royal Power i the 15th Dynasty, Middle Kingdom Sewdies, ed, Quinke {New Malden, 1951), 120, where he additienally con-
cludes that the name derives fram the root “to create’, rather than "harvest worker'. On the proposal that the name should be
interpreted as "‘Qemau [son of | Ameny’, see K Bvaour, A Bead of King Ranisonk and a Note on King Qemaw, GM 156 {1997),
g7-100, and below p. 130,

) See Appendix 1 for a discussion of any connexion with the problematic structure, “Fiegelpyramide No, LIX"

*) A principal souree for the story of the events surrounding the discovery of the pyramid is Sana Gavea's autchio-
graphical Chez fes derniers sidoratenrs du Trinmépiste: la néoopole d'Hevmapolis Tomna of Gebel (Cairo: Government Printing
Office, 1971), 203-7. Other sources are given in nn. 1off, below. See also Donson, The Strange Affair of Dr Muser, KEMT 81,
1957, 6o-3: cf. n. 11, below.
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tions began at Dahshur under Muses' divection in association with Sami Gasra, south of the Black
Pyramid of Ammenemes 1L Suarik Fario, Chief Inspector for Lower Egypt, was also involved in
the work.

Excavations initially revealed Old Kingdom mastabas, one of which, belonging to a certain Ipi,
contained a pair of standing, headless statues”). The final two weeks of work, however, brought to
light what first appeared to be a mastaba, but on further investigation proved to be a pyramid™). The
discovery was made known via annual summaries of fieldwork”), but Musks™ sponsorship of the
work was shortly brought to a sudden halt at the end of the season®). On 2o June, Dr Muses was de-
tained at Cairo airport, on charges relating to antiquities and currency allegedly found in his posses-
sion”), ‘The most important charges were overturned at appeal in June 1958'"), but Muses seems
never o have returned to Egypt, and he apparently never completed the book he stated that he was
writing on his discovery'").

Following this debacle, work at the site was abandoned. However, some time later, those parts
of the pyramid substructure which had been exposed were examined in detail by Vito Maraciocuo
and Crreste Rixani, who published their report in 196812}. Mo further substantive work seems to
have been carried out, although some scrutiny of the area was carried out in the mid 1970s'*). Apart
from a discussion of the pyramid’s chronological placement'™) and an incomplete discussion of the
objects found'®y, little else appears to have been thus far published concerning this most important
structure.

1. The Pyramid Complex

THE PYRAMID

The scanty ruins of Ameny-Clemaw’s pyramid are scattered around the central pit in which the
substructure had been constructed. Maraciocuio and Finarpt were unable to locate any route for
suppl}r[ug materials such as white iim-:_'xtunc, LluarL:cil.-:_' and briukx, and thus surmised that these sup-
p]ies may have come a]:mg the wadi to the south.

To construct the superstructure of the monument, the site was p]'epar:—.*d b}* 1'e|1mf.ring the surface
sand and uncovering the bed rock (fig. 2). The levels in the west were a little higher than in the east.

M Ganea, Cher ., 205, 200y of. B I, Hog. The name of the tomb’s owner is reported in Rocky Mowuntain Mo
(hergafrer RN 12 May 1058, 52

*y Ganma for some reason had doubts as to the monuments staens (of, Dia *Anou-Guazn, Last Excavations, Organis-
tion des Antiguités de f’fg};ﬂt&, Vies et Travawx 11 Samd Gaboa, from T te Towna [Caire, 1084 ], who calls it a masieka built
on the tog of the 0).

M) HL B powwen ], Asigrafuegen v Giee, Saggdra, Memphis, Dabshor, AfG 18 (1057-8), 47980, based on infermation
given out by Secim Hassan on 2 Seprember 1957 ac the 2 Congress of Orientalists; Leciany, Orendalia NS 27, $1-1, used a
press release, supplemented by Flassan's remarks, The discovery also featured in the contemporary press,

B Do fAsou-Gaazn, Fer et Travan 11, 52

"} As well as by Ganna, and in varicus press reports, the events are recounted by EF Wewre, NARCE 25 (July 15570,
CFE. below footnote 20 and p, 3206,

1y RAMN 27 June 1958, 68,

Ty RMN 13 April 1558, 8, Muses has proposed an account for publication in a Fertheoming issue of KAMT.

1y Marasiocue and Rimace, Note sedla pivamide o Aveeny Aamn, Orentalia N5 37 (1568Y, 52538,

By DL Arnown AR Staneumace, Dafbichur - Eriter Grabunpsberiche, MOAIK 51 (1u7s), 174, Abh, 3, Taf. 11z, The possi-
ble location of twa mare pyramids in the area was noted [see fig. 1),

"y Domsow, The Tombs of the Kings of the Thivteerth Dynasty in the Mesmphite Mecrapolis, ZAS 114 (1%7], 16-44.

"%y Domson, The Canopic Equipment of the King of Egype (London, 1904) [hereafter CEKE], 30, 114-5.
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Following this, three large trenches were dug in the bed rock with a level bedding: two ran east west
and the third joined them on the west side. Toward the east the pair of trenches ended in an open
area roughly levelled by extracting the superficial rock and accumulating it on the limits of this side.

The trench surrounds a rough square, upon which the pyramid nucleus was built. The top of
this rough square was not level; thus, it decreased from 120cm at the south west corner to goem abo-
ve the level of the south trench at the south east corner. The nucleus brickwork is stll in situ above
this feature, which measures:

North side East side South side West side
44.20 MELres 45.20 MELres 44.80 metres 45.30 metres
= #4.351 cubits = Bé.250 cuhbits = f5.456 cubits = 86.450 cubits

The outer walls of the trenches were covered with crude brickwork and a little limestone, The
width of the trench on each side of the p}rramid 153

North side East side South side West side
£,50 metres (.00 MEthes 585 metres G.zo metres
= 1z.40 cubits = 11.4% cubits = 11.16 cubits = 11.83 cubits

The level bedding and width of the trenches surrounding the brickwork of the nucleus allows
for a foundation, backing masonry and cuter facing for a pyramid of a base length of 100 cubits
(52.40 metres)'®). The following pyramids have a basc length ranging from so-110 cubits, two of
which date to the Thirteenth Dynasty, possessing the same base length:

PYRAMID base length in cubits
Giza Gla oo

Giza Gle 90

Giza GIb 94
Drahshur, Ammenemes [1 95 (#)
South Saggara, Khendjer 100
Mazghunah, South Pyramid 100
Dahshur, Bent Pyramid “subsidiary’™™) 101
Sagqara, Unas 110
Mazghunah, North Pyramid t1e ()

The brickwork surrounding the trenches would have to be explained as either the foundation of
the pavement or some element associated with the construction of the monument.

P . . . . .
"y Manaciocto and Rixapt intraduced the option of 2 narraw pyramid court and a wavy thin wall of bricks sur-

rounding the monument: of, Ortentalin 47, 120,
) Since the base-length of this pyramid exceeds cne filth of the base length of the Bent pyramid, one might question
this monument’s true classification as a subsidiary. On the other hand, the pyramids south of those of Chephren and Useckaf

also show this peculiarity.
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| 52.40 = 100 cubils ;

Fig. 2: Plan of the pyramid of Ameny-Qemau

52.4= 100 cubils
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THE TEMENOS

In their report, Maraciocrio and Rinaini point out some destruction on the east side which
could indicate the former presence of an upper temple. It is difficult without any further clearance to
determine details of a causeway or other elements of the pyramid complex. The north trench of the
pyramid superstructure, however, is 6.50 metres wide for 26.26 metres from the west, and then sud-
denly widens to 9.60 metres, as is shown in fig. 2. This widening is created by turning the outer brick-
work 3 metres northward, then 8 metres eastward, after which it is lost for 11.50 metres, before reap-
pearing, aligned with the first part, for 12.40 metres; the trench may have never been completed in
the areas of these missing sections. Consequently, it is likely that this rectangular projection was in-
tended for the stone foundation for a northern chapel; the building process will have been discon-
tinued at an carly stage.

THE SUBSTRUCTURE

The substructure was constructed in a roughly squared central pit. A ramp approaching from
the east appears to be on the axis of the nucleus, with an entrance displaced a little, c.65 metres, to
the south. The ramp and pit were probably excavated after the pyramid’s nucleus was set'®). The
ramp began at the same level as the area directly east of the nucleus and a little to the east of the side
line'”), MaraciocLio and Rinaipi were unable to measure either the descending angle of the ramp
or the depth of the pit.

The rock wall of the ramp is level in the upper part of the north side and unfinished at the west
end of the south side. There appear to be no traces of a connection between the descending ramp
and the constructions in the central pit. Perhaps the work was discontinued, or finished off quickly
with less care. Consequently the ramp that should have led to the substructure was filled in.

The substructure was entered by a narrow passage, blocked by dry masonry from an early age,
although the lower parts were neatly built in brick. To the east, masses of chippings and a large lime-
stone block were found i sits. The constructions that lay in the pit were lined with limestone blocks
of approximately 1.5 to .60 metres thickness, a fill being obscrved between this masonry and the
rock wall of the pit.

The basic scheme of the extant substructure is shown in fig. 3:

A sloping corridor (A) descends westwards, to be followed by a short horizontal passage (B);
from this, a visitor would ascend a vertical shaft (C-D) to a second horizontal passage (D-
E), still in a westward direction.

~ 'This shaft would be closed at the top by a large vertically dropping quartzite block. From the
end of the horizontal passage, a second vertical shaft (E-F) ascends to a third horizontal
westward-leading passage ending in a north-south chamber (G). The shaft was designed to
be closed by a large quartzite block sliding from the south.

- From G, a stairway (H)*®) leads in a northward direction to a sccond apartment (I). A second
stairway leads out of this room in a westward direction to give access to the antechamber (]).
In the antechamber the sarcophagus lid was stored until the burial took place.

— This lid was slid into the burial chamber (K) after the interment had taken place, closing the

great quartzite monolith that combined the features of a sarcophagus and canopic chest, by

containing separate cavities for the mummy and the canopic equipment.

**) For the construction of the pyramid nucleus with a ‘construction gap allowing continued access to the substructure-
cutting, of. D Arnowe, Building in Egypt: Pharaonic Stone Masonry (New York and Oxford, 1991), 17081,

") This means that it probably began from the pyramid facing and could support a base length of 100 cubits.

%) This area was badly damaged; a stairway is suggested by Maraciociio and Rinavo,
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Fig. 31 Reconstructed layout of the substructure of the pyramid of Ameny-Qemau (after Marasiocus and Fivacm)

— The burial chamber would have been sealed off by a quartzite slab sliding from the west, and
thus separating it from the antechamber.

The plan of the substructure is very similar to, but slightly less developed than that of the North
Pyramid at Mazghuna. The two monuments should therefore be closely linked chronologically, with
Ameny-Qemau's regarded as the earlier*!).

III. The Canopic Equipment and other Finds

From the nearly-contemporary tomb of Hor, we have a fairly good idea of the kind of material
that was to be found in a king’s tomb of the Thirteenth Dynasty®®). However, the devastated state
of Ameny-Qemau’s monument left little chance of substantial survivals; aside from a set of broken
canopics, to be discussed shortly, only one fragment can be traced®®). Entered in the Cairo Museum

Temporary Register (TR) as %H, it is the edge of a flat calcite object, o.9em thick, conceivably part

My Cf. also below, pp. se6ff. and 330, For a full discussion of the relative dating of Thirteenth Dynasty pyramids, see
Donpson, ZAS 114, 36-44, pace M. Lenner, The Complete Pyvamide (London, New York 1997), 18547,

Yy PM I, 888-0; of. Dopson, ZAS 114, 42

**) There remains very considerable uncertainty as regards the fate of much of the material recovered (cf. n. 29, below),
and it is possible that other items may have been found, not susceptible at present to identification.
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of an offering table, although such an item is absent from Hor's sepulchre. From the photograph in
the Register®), it does not seem to be from a stela of the types found in that king’s tomb®®). The

AN
Ameny-Qemau fragment bears the end of a band of text: %@ f;y?’/; This is easily restored as
having read ‘[Ameny-Qema]u, true [of voice]*").

We have no clues as to where TR 21 originated within the pyramid, although the antechamber
seems most likely; however, the remaining items certainly came originally from the burial chamber,
its floor entirely filled by the giant combined sarcophagus/canopic chest. ‘The actual canopic cavity
lies at its south (foot) end, the normal orientation for such containers. From the parallel of the ap-
proximately contemporary interment of Hor, one would assume that a wooden inner chest was for-
merly present, but no fragments of such are recorded. On the other hand, remains of four caleite jars
were recovered (pl. 54-55, fig. 4):

A, Description: Fragments making up complete jar, bearing the Imseti formula, incised and
filled with blue/green pigment.
Dimensions™):  Height 26.5 em, Diameter 20.5cm.
Present Location:  Uncertain®®).
Text: it stp si.t fr [sis, delimit your protection about
msti nly it Imseti, who is in you;
imihy hr msti the honoured before Tmset,

nsw imay-gmiw w3 hrwy King Ameny-Qemau, true of voice.

B. Description: Fragments making up almost complete jar, bearing the Hapy formula, in-
cised and filled with blue/green pigment.
Diimensions: Height 27.5 cm, Diameter 21.5 cm.

Present Location:  Uncertain; a portion, made up of three glued fragments and measuring
overall 13.9 % 8.2 % o.12¢m, is Cairo TR %P—:Z"}. It includes a large part of
the text area. A piece of the rim, measuring 10 x 1.8cm, with the top left-
hand corner of the text panel, is TR 2|4,

Text: nbt-hwt [st]p si.t hr Mephthys, delimit your protection about
by nty im.¢ Hapy, who is in you;
imihy fir hpy the honoured before Hapy,

[n]sw tmny-gmiw m3”hrw King Ameny-Qemau, true of voice.

C. Description: Fragments making up partial jar, with most of its upper part missing, bear-
ing the Duamutef formula, incised and filled with blue/green pigment.

#*) It has not thus far proved possible to examine physically any items recovered from the prramid,

2y Caire JE jou51-2,

¥y The w-quail chick is legless: of. below, p. 128,

Y Estimated from scale on photograph,

) According to PM 1II%, 850, the canopic material from the pyramid is preserved in the Feyptian Museum, Cairo, 1n-

. rpa P I . - - .

der the Temporary Register numbers i; tid However, as already noted, ;3 ]i is not from a canepic, and the remaining num-
bers of the bleck do not represent any of the material represented in the Fario photographs, Nothing of the present jar ap-
pears to be in the Temporary Register.,

) It is possible that the reason for the separation of certain fragments from the bulk of the jars is that they were caught
up in the events following Muses arrest (cf. £MN 13 April 1958, §),
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Two pieces bear numbers in ink*®): ‘Aé37, on fragment of shoulder, and
‘Aégém” on a rim sherd.

Dimensions: Height ~ 19 + x cm.

Present Location: Uncertain; part of the shoulder (8.2cm wide), with the upper parts of the
left-hand text columns, is Cairo TR fj]]—i

Text: foofpsithr [...], delimit your protection about
[... dwi-mwt]fntyimy  [Duamut]ef, who is in you;
imiff [y hr dwi-mwtf the honoured before Duamutef,
nw (... ] Eing [...].

D. Description: Fragments making up complete jar, bearing the Qebehsenuef formula in-

cised and filled with blue/green pigment.

Dimensions: Height 26 cm, Diameter 19cm.

Present Location: Uncertain.

Text: slyt stp 52t br Selget, delimit your protection about
gbh-sm.wfnty im.g Qebehsenuef, who is in you;
imify fbr gbh-mwf the honoured before Qebehsenuef,

niww imny-amiw i A King Ameny-Qemau, true of voice.
i g ¥

There remains confusion as to whether anything of the lids were found. Epwarp F. WenTE re-
marks that ‘the jars, as usual, had lids representing the four sons of Horus™'). A contemporary newspa-
per report also mentions ‘covers from four canapic jars found in the tomb ™). However, no such ele-
ments are included in the Farip photographs, nor do they appear to be in the Cairo Temporary Re-
gister. Their existence thus remains uncertain.

DISCUSSION

The jars basically conform to the size, shape and textual content that becomes broadly standard
from the latter half of the Twelfth Dynasty. The precise textual formulation is that characterised by

SetnE as ‘Type III'*?), whose distinguishing features are the writing out of the initial I] of stp-s, to-

gether with ending the first section with im#/t, rather than pr.¢/t. The type specimens come from the

reigns of Sesostris 11T and Ammenemes II1, being the jars of Princesses Menet™*) and Sithathoriu-
net>?).
Given the problems in precisely fixing Ameny-Qemau within the Thirteenth Dynasty, it is inter-

esting to compare his jars with those of the fourteenth king, Hor'®), and those of the latter’s daugh-

%y The nature of the numbers marked on sherds is unclear. They were presumably applied before arrival at the Egyp-
tian Museum, since they do not square with any of the numbering systems used there,

1y WARCE 25, [1]. In response to an enquiry, Professor Wewrn wells us: My recollection is shar the deseription I gave of
them came solely from a conversation I had with Santi Gabra. [ rather doubt now that the stoppers of the jars had the animal heads of
the & soms of Horws at this early date, and perhaps the statement [ made was based ow a mention of the 4 sons on the body of each far.
I do not remember ever actually reeing the jars’ (personal communication, 3 March 1996,

*1y Denver Post 14 July 1957

* K.Serur, Zur Geschichte der Einbalsamicrung bet den Agyptern, und einiger damit werbundener Britwche (Berlin, 1934),
1%, The text-types mentioned in this paper are reproduced at figure 5.

) CG 40056, from Dahshur (G. A Resner, Canopics (CCG) [ Cairo, 1967, 3-4)-

¥y MMA 16.1.45-8, from Lahun (G. Brusron, Lakun [: the Treasure [Londen, 1920], pl.14).

¥y CG go1g-22 (Retsner, Canopicr, 11-4; CEKE, 146).
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Typus V:  Haor (chest)
Typus VI: Prncess MNubheteptikhered (jars)
Typus VII: Prncess Nubleteptikhered (chest)
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ter, Nubheteptikhered’ ). Both individuals had been buried in tombs built into shaft-graves along
the north side of the Dahshur pyramid of Ammenemes 2%y,

Dimensionally, all the vases are very similar; likewise, their shapes conform to Middle King-
dom nerms. In addition, the Fvipers all lack the rear of their bodies, and both kings’ jars have their
bird signs deprived of legs. Those of Nubheteptikhered lack birds altogether. These features clearly
distinguish the Thirteenth Dynasty jars from the late Twelfth Diynasty group.

However, no set is precisely the same as another in the area of text-formulae. The two kings’
jars are the most alike, but with differences which might point to Ameny-Qeman’s being the ear-
lier*®). Hor's comply with Serus’s “Type IV, in failing to spell out === and using fr for im*®).
This type persists into the Seventeenth Dynasty*'), with the implication that jars bearing it should
be later than those with Type I1I, attested in only the Twelfth and (now) Thirteenth Dynasties.
Pointing in a similar direction is the fact that Hor's chest*?), and the jars of Nubheteptikhered, bear
versions of the canopic formula (Types ¥ and V1) which move a step further away from Type 111,
dropping stp-si at the opening of the formula in favour of Aip “wy - the concept of protective embra-
ce*?) that becomes the core of most subsequent canopic formulae'). In addition, these two types
add the phrase dd-mdw (in) at the beginning, thus heralding the introduction that becomes normal
from the Eighteenth Dynasty onwards. Of course, one should be careful of drawing any far-
reaching conelusions from such a small sample of material.

Turning to the royal names inscribed on the jars of Hor and Ameny-Qemau, a number of inter-
esting points arise. One is the fact that while Hor employs the full title, nsw-bity, Ameny-Qemau is
only called nse™). Looking at the full range of extant royal canopic equipment, the vast majority
use simply ‘s, ranging from the early Seventeenth Dynasty chest of Djchuty, through those of
mid-Fighteenth Dynasty kings, down to Apries of the Twenty-sixth Dynasty*®). Only a tiny number
use ‘nsw-bity’, principally those of Tutankhamun (isolated use on two coffinettes only)™ ), Smen-

YOG goop-1o (Resses, Canopécs, 4-7)-

By pAf 1112, 888-0,

%) The fact that Hor's texts are disposed over three columns, whereas Ameny-Qemau’s are written in four, is of no im-
port, since four columns appear in the Twelfth Dynasty (e, g. Sithathoriunet), contemporary with Hor (Mubheteptikhered],
and in the early Eighteenth Dynasty (Ahmes-Nefertini: JE atz5s [C. Luyquist, Sowme Dynasty +8 Cannpic fars fow Roval Bur-
ials in the Caira Museam, JARCE 50, 1903, 111-4]).

0 *The Tacter substitution might have been intended to remove at least cne of the potentially-dangerous hird-signs from
the text. On the other hand, the si-goose remained {albeit halved), and the same effect could have been achieved by substitur-
ing .~ for 'ﬁli such a phenetic writing of the king’s nomen had avoided the use of the Horus-hawk, On the omission ar
mutilation of hieroghyphs for prophylactic reasens, see P.Lacay, Suppressions ef modifications de signes dans fes textes finé-
ratrer, ZAS 51 [1913), 1-64.

“1y On the canepic jars painted on the inner lid of the canopic chest of King Sobkemsaf (Leiden AH 2:6: CEKE, 118,
152-8].

2y Caire JE 51268, CERE, 144,

**y it is probally hest translated as ‘enfold’ in this context, given that the usual translation of the word is "hide’ (Fauu-
gvEn, G, 163), sto-r? is used in most subsequent farmula-types, but in a more subsidiary position, with an ‘embracing’ clavse
at the heginning of a tex.

4 By the Eighteenth Dynasty, fip is supplemented by other words with similar implications, each poddess/genius
pairing using a different synonym (see CERE, 143, The fisst steps towards this are already seen on the chest of MNubhetepti-
khered (Seree's Tvpe VIT)

9 Gania used this to question Ameny-Qemau's regal status, regarding him as only a prince with the title ‘maitre du
sud’. Cf. his attempts to also deny that the comb was actually a pyramid, n.s, abave,

oy CEKE, 146-t0, 174-83. Gasra's arguments had been countered at the time en similar grounds by WewTe, NARCE
28, [2].

7 Cairo JE 60587, Gofgd.
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des*™y, Amenemopet (chest only)™), and Harsiese®). That there can be no significance in this varia-
tion is shown by the random nature of this distribution, although emphasising that s’ is clearly
the fundamental designation for a deceased monarch. ‘The same phenomenon of the general use of
nsw’ is also seen on royal coffins, the only extant users of nsw-bity” being Hor™), Taa 1I°?), Tuth-
mosis ), Neferneferuaten™), and the Saite coffin provided for Mykerinos®™),

The other difference concerns the choice of cartouches on the jars. On Hor’s, the prenomen is
found on the Imseti and Duamutef jars, the nomen on those of Hapy and Qebehsenuef. Based on
the Ameny-Qemau fragments in the Cairo Temporary Register, which only preserve one (nomen)
cartouche, together with remains of the Hapy formula, it had been assumed that a similar situation
existed in Ameny-Qemau’s set, with the Imseti and Duamutef jars adorned with the king’s hitherto-
unknown prenomen®®). However, the photographs here published show that all four jars bore the
nomen.

This exclusive use of the nomen seems at first sight curious, since the prenomen is generally seen
to be the usual mode of designating a king, where only one name is employed, from the end of the
Old Kingdom until the very end of the Third Intermediate Period and later, when the nomen comes
to the fore™ ). However, looking at funerary equipment of the Second Intermediate Period, the situ-
ation appears rather less singular. Taking canopics first, of the three extant Seventeenth Dynasty,
only that of Inyotef V**) includes a prenomen, albeit in the same cartouche as the nomen. Those of
Djehuty®) and Sobkemsaf I1°%) carry only a nomen. Likewise, the coffins of Inyotef V') and VI*?),
together with Kamose, have only a nomen (without even a cartouche in the latter case)™).

IV. The Eing

The discovery that all four canopic jars of Ameny-Qemau bore his nomen removes the main
hope of easily ascertaining his prenomen, and thus tying him into the Thirteenth Dynasty through
the Turin Canon or other documents, given his apparent absence under the guise of his nomen from

) Metropolitan Museum of Art 47.65, and Paris, Aubent Collection.

**y Cairo JE 86068,

**y Cairo JE sogoo. The texts of all these are provided in CEKE, 168, 172, 196, 178,

1y Caire O6 28108,

2y Caire CG 61001,

*y Caire C6 6102,

) Caire JE 9627,

**y British Museum EA é647. All original texts from royal coffins will be published in Dopson, The Caffins and Canopic
Egetapmnent from the Tomb of Tutankhamun (in preparation),

%y CEKE, 30.

) MLA. Leany, Saite Royal Sculpture: a Review, GM 8o (1983), 69-70. Pasenhor, looking back frem the Year 37 of the
reign of Shoshenq V, uses plain nomina in recounting his royal ancestors {Louvre AF 1232 M, Maunme/ G, Posener/T. Ves-
courrer, Catalogue des stéles du Sérapenm de Memphis, T[Parls, 1968], 30-1).

%y Sekhemre-wepmaet: Lowvre E 2538; CEKE, 150,

%) Berlin 1175; CEKE, 148,

9y Sekhemre-wadjkhaw (7): Leiden AH 218; CERE, 152.

"y Louvre E 3018,

8y Nubkheperre (BM EA 8652},

**) Dapson, Caffins; the latter situation, however, may be due to lack of space on the “stack’ coffin, since the preceding
Taa I includes both his cartouches. Inyotef VII {Sekhemre-heruhimmast), probably short-lTived successor of Inyotef VI, had
his prenomen inscribed on his coffin (Louvre E 3020): one might imply that the practice of using both prenomen and nomen
was reverted to in the latter half of the Seventeenth Diynasty.
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any other monuments”®). However, the implication of the canopic formulation, that he should pre-
cede Hor, is wholly consistent with the typological position of Ameny-Qemau’s sarcophagus/cana-
pic chest amongst the peried’s funerary monuments®),

This places the pyramid between the Hawara monument of Ammenemes 11T and the North Pyr-
amid at Mazghuna, which in turn precedes the Southern Mazghuna monument, and finally that of
Khendjer. The latter, and the tomb of Hor, are the only royal sepulchres of the dynasty securely tied
into its chronological structure, Ameny-Qemau ought thus to fall amongst the first dozen kings of
the Thirteenth Dynasty. In view of the extreme rarity of the *-Qemau’ element in royal names, there
might seem a high likelihood that it is he who is referred to in the nomen of King Hetepibre-Hor-
nedjhiryotef-si-Qemau, known from material from near Asyut and the eastern Delta®), If the latter
monarch has been correctly identificd with Turin VL12's Sehetepibre, Ameny-Qemau would then lo-
gically become the preceding Smenkare. However, this equation has been disproved by the discovery
that the latter’s nomen was actually Nebnuni®™),

On the other hand, if one follows Rynour in reading Ameny-Qemau’s name as meaning ‘Qe-
mau, (son of) Ameny’, taking the “Ameny’ as being Ammenemes V**), this would seem to imply that
he had the prenomen Sehetepibre (T.VLE), and was separated from his alleged ‘son’, Hornedjhirvo-
tef, by the reigns of luefni, Ammenemes VI and Nebnuni. Exsout nevertheless takes an alternative
view of the Turin Sehetepibres, making V1.8 Hornedjhiryotef and holding that the nomen of the
king at VI.12 remains unknown. This would leave Qemau without a known prenomen, and also ab-
sent from the Turin Canon®”).

In the present state of knowledge it is difficult to definitively choose between these options, al-
though Dopson tends to lean towards the T.VLE Sehetepibre equation. In any case, it is clear that
Ameny-Qemau should be placed amongst the earlier kings of the Thirteenth Dynasty™),

Appendix 11 Lersios Pyramid LIX is identified with the north pyramid of Mazghunah.

Nearly seventy alleged pyramids were logged by Cart RicHarp Lersivs’ great expedition. Al-
though a number have proven neot to be actual pyramids™), all but one have been identified by mod-

1y CE, however, the cusious fragment published by Hans Goenrcee, A prarling inscription, JEA 45 [1059), g%-9, which
may name |um as was pointed out to me by Ko Byiocr {personal communication, 30 August 1oo6), For this plece, see also
H. Friscuend B Carinos, Ancient Egyptian Egigraphy and Paleagrapfy’ (Mew York, 1857, 49,

8y Donson, ZA% 114, 40,

"y G.Dagessy, Remargoer of woles, RT 16 (1894), 133 A Kasar, Rapport swr le néeropole d'Arabe-el-Bovg, ASAE 3
[1gez), oy Lo Hamacwn, Khataha- Qantir: lopoviance, ASAE 52 [1054), 45870, pl.TX. Steven Quinke would alse ke the
names as evidence for a father to son succession, although noting that there remains the possibility of Homedjhiryatefs father
being a non-royal Qeman { MR Stadier, 12a).

Y G Castey and G, Soukiassias, Dépot de stéfer dans fo sanctuaive du Nowvel Empive an Gebef Zeit, BIFAC fg (1085,
zoo, pl. LETL We thank Kiv Byooct for this relerence, and for ather poines discussed with Dopson in September 1906,

My Rewonr, GM 156 (1007), 07; 10, The Political Sitnation in Fgypt during the Secomd Intermediate Period ¢ 1800 1550
a2 LCnpenlngen 1ou7), 214 L For the preposal that the compound noming of the Thirteenth Dynasey represent filiations,
see Bynouwr, A Reconstderation of Some Koyal Momens of the Thivteenth Dymasty, GM 119 (1992), 121-13, and Rynowr, ap. el
BT,

¥y Rymorr, GM 156 (1997), 95-100; ., The Political Sitwation in Egvpt during the Second Intermediate Period o 1foo-
155 B . {Lupunh agen 19970, 11§ and 24, where it is argued that this reign s concealad in the g entry at T. VL 7.

™y For various older discussions, of. W C. Haves, Feypis fom the Death of Ammenemes 17 to Segencnre i1, {"ANJ 11, ch.
i, 7, who preferred to make Ameny-Qemau identical with the well-known (Ameny-Tnyotef-)Ammenemes VI, and J.van
Broxerars, Untermschangen zur politiichen Gerchichie der Zroeiten Zrasischenzeit tn Apypeen (Gliickseadt, 1964), 213,
"1y Far example, T, IV are che MNorth and Souch Buildings of the Step Pyramid enclasure,
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ern research, most recently L.I, the Brick Pyramid at Abu Rowash™); that exception is L. LIX. This
monument has long puzzled us, and one might have initially speculated that it could represent the
pyramid of Ameny-Qemau. Part of the problem has been a discrepancy in Lersius’ reports: on the
plate in the Denkmiler itself™), it is stated to be ‘Gstlich’ of Dahshur (village); this is, however, cor-
rected to ‘west’ in the text volume produced after his death™). The latter also gives other data con-
cerning the monument, which is stated to be:

- A destroyed pyramid clearly seen as a black square, the side of which measured 75 paces (=

58 metres =
stone chippings) several metres thick;

o :“,_.‘{4 hGL'I.r"S ‘i'l"-ﬂ].k EEWR}I’ f!.'U!'ﬂ !.E'IE SDLT{!'EE‘]'D
end of the main Dahshur necropolis.

- Closer to Dahshur village than L. LVI,
LVII and LVIII (the Bent Pyramid, its sub-
sidiary and the Black Pyramid).

- It hies in an Arab cemetery built of brick
and stone.

110 cubits), oriented to the cardinal points and surrounded by a white circle (of

COMMENT: a 3/ 4 hour’s walk away from the
southern end of the main Dahshur necropolis
(i.e. the Bent Pyramid), should cover a dis-
tance of about 3000 metres; this makes Ameny-
Qemau’s pyramid too close and brings us to
the pyramids of Mazghunah (See Fig. 1);
COMMENT: there is more than one Dahshur:
1. Manshiyet Dahshur close to the Black Pyr-
amid;
it. Zawiyet Dahshur close to the pyramids of
Mazghunah (See Fig. 6 b);
iii. Dahshur village, close to the pyramids of
Mazghunah (See Fig.6b);
COMMENT: the site of the pyramid of
Ameny-Qemau is bare of any modemn cem-
etery. Ernest Mackay's work in 1912 at the
northern pyramid of Mazghunah™), however,
mentions a Coptic cemetery over the site of his
excavation, and a dike (the Gisr Dahshur, ad-

jacent to a drainage canal). For the latter, see
Fig.6h.

Further to these statements Lerstus’ plan of pyramid LIX is redrawn here as fig. 63, and certain

features lettered for further analysis:

A a p}rr:unid oriented to the cardinal points
and surrounded with chippings, a feature
also mentioned in the text

B: another small pyramid.

COMMENT: the chippings might, of course,
have been quarried away since Lepsius’ day,
the bricks recycled and every trace of the pyr-
amid’s base denuded.

COMMENT: this is most probably a queen’s
pyramid; subsidiary pyramids were not built
subsequent to Sesostris I's monument at Lisht,
‘The relative position of this queen’s pyramid is
similar to the pyramid of the queen of Khend-

Y Swrenim, The Brick Pyramid at Abw Rewash: Mo, 1 by Lepsing. A Preliminary Study (Mexandria, 1987,

LD, plgs
My LD Text 1, 209 (n. L)

) WML E Perrae, E Maceay and G. A, WoarewniGauT,

The Labyrineh, Gereeh and Mazghuseh (London, 1912), go-13,
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C: along white building.

D: a causeway so metres wide.

E: an apparently rectangular building, with
a path(?) descending in a north-westerly
direction.

F: the desert edge lying at a distance of 300
metres from the pyramid.

G: adike.

H: an unidentified feature.

jer. This featre could have become buried af-
ter Lepsius’ visit,

COMMENT: this feature could also have be-
come buried after Lepsius’ visit.

COMMENT: a broad causeway 3o metres
wide is to be found at the Black Pyramid and
something similar in the complex of Khendjer.
At L.LIX this feature seems to be so metres
wide and could have become buried subsequent
to the drawing of Lepsius’ plan.

COMMENT: this feature could have become
buried after Lepsius’ visit.

COMMENT: in the description of Lepsius,
there is no mention of Lake Dahshur which is
seo metres east of Ameny-Qemau’s pyramid. It
may be noted that both pyramids of Mazghu-
nah are at a distance of 300 metres from the
edge of the desert which should remain a fea-
ture unlik{'ly to have changed over the past
century- and-a-half.

COMMENT: dikes may be found alongside
irrigation canals and drainage canals, and as
basin division dikes. The one on the plate
should be a basin dike insignificantly recorded
on Fig.6b; but it could be a more important
one to the north. Such dikes have changed a
little since the building of the High Dam at As-
wan and modern roads have been paved on top
of many of them.

COMMENT: this feature could have become
buried after Lepsius’ visit.

Although few of the elements discerned by the Prussian expedition can be easily paralleled in
the known components of any of the pyramid complexes south of the main Dahshur necropolis, the
distinctly summary examinations carried out in them makes this difficulty less significant than might
otherwise be the case. More positively, however, one can safely exclude the equation of Lepsius LIX
with the pyramid of Ameny-Qemau, and state that the balance of probability would point to its

identity with the northern pyramid of Mazghunah.

Appendix 2: Summary List of the Pyramids of the Thirteenth Dynasty

Given the fact that the kings of the late Twelfth Dynasty and those of the Seventeenth all con-
structed pyramids, one would assume the continuation of the tradition throughout the Thirteenth.
However, the latter dynasty’s thirty-plus monarchs are matched by only cight potential kingly pyr-

amids, leaving a considerable shortfall™).

™) Cf. the tomb of Hor as a possible archetype for many of the ‘missing’ tombs.
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“T'a the Thirteenth Dynasty we can attribute ten actual pyramids, and two pyramidia in the Cai-
ro Museum”” ):

Mazghunah: North Pyramid {Lersius LIX).

Mazghunah: pyramid of the queen(?) of the owner of Leesius LIX.
Mazghunah: South Pyramid.

Dahshur: ‘Central’ pyramid of Ammenemes ? V' ? (Lepsius LIV).

South Dahshur: pyramid of Ameny-Clemau,
South Sagqara: pyramid of Khendjer (Lepsius XLIV
South Sagqqara: pyramid of the queen of Khendjer.
South Sagqara; Unfinished Pyramid (Lepsius XLVIY").
Pyramidia in Cairo: Merneferre Ay.
Another from Ezbet Rushdi el-Kibira {Tell el-Dab’a)™).

Appendix 3:
Relative pasitions of Middle Kingdom Pyramids in Dahshur/Mazghunah area

The following table gives the distances in metres between 5 pyramids, namely the Bent Pyramid,
the Black Pyramid, Ameny-Qemau's pyramid (A-Q), Mazghunah northern pyramid (MN) and
Mazghunah southern pyramid [M35).

Bent Black A-Q MN MS
Bent o 1400 1450 3000 3400
Black 1400 o 1100 3000 1450
A-0) 1450 1130 a 1 oo 21130
W 3000 3000 1800 o 45
MS 3400 3450 2230 450 o

Abstract

The publication of the canopic jars from the Thirteenth Dynasty pyramid of king Ameny-Qe-
mau at South Dahshur, together with remarks on aspects of the sepulchre’s discovery and context
amongst the roval tombs of the late Middle Kingdom. The canopic jars and their inscriptions are
discussed in connexion with other examples of the same general date from Dahshur.

7y The pyramids are mapped conveniently by Lonses, Complete Pyramids (London, MNew York, 1997, 10

"5y The owner has now been identified by Byaour as beaving the MNebty-name Wi e,

" Hamacw, ASAE sz, 471-u; Byoour, The Politicn! Sitaation in Egypt during the Second ntermediate Period o 1¥00-
1570 B O (Copenhagen 19977, 82, 146 L, 0. 254, argues strongly that these irems were the result of the plundering of the Mem-
phite roval cemeteries by the Hyksos, who alse transported many other items of sculpture to Tell el-Daba (e g CG 352§



gzl 1asuy A (e

. i A
e
i . il g,
P i W )
s




a5

ITAFEL

A, Dadson

M. Swelim

(7)ol anuasgagay 2 (g

z |09 :
vl HLORD

aprjout sed Sussi aqy o) el panweng sy o swsw@ag (v




