Annexe I
An Overview
[Translated from the French by Colin Clement]

T

he massof papyri discovered in front of Galleries G1 and G2 has provided more than 400 fragments of
widely varying size from logbooks, which have allowed us to identify a minimum of seven documents of
this type, though more than ten would originally have been part of this lot. They record quite distinct
missions that were most probably assigned to the same team of boatmen, “the escorts of < the boat named >
‘the Uraeus of Khufu is its prow’”, which is indeed well known in Wadi el-Jarf as being active in the final phase
of the harbour’s working life. Several hundreds of jars inscribed with this title have been discovered throughout
the site, especially in the large dumps of pottery in Galleries G22 and G23 that were excavated during the
campaigns of 2012, 2017 and 2018. These documents allow us to follow the activities of this group over a
period of roughly one calendar year, which, according to the accounting records associated with these logbooks,
would essentially correspond to Year 26 of the king’s reign (the year after the 13th cattle count). 1 Beyond a
simple identification of the missions that were assigned to the team, it is also possible to grasp through these
reports an idea of their internal organisation, as well as a reflection of the different royal institutions within
which their work was conducted.
1.

The Team’s Missions – A Summary of the Information

According to our information this team was divided into four phyles, all of which appear in the documentation (The Big, The Asian, The Prosperous, and The Small), and was in the first instance employed in the Giza
region from the last month of Year 25 / the year of the 13th cattle count (4th month of Shemu, probably June)
until November of the following year, the 1st month of the season of Peret. It was then responsible for the
transportation of labour, for the maintenance of the system of canals and artificial basins at the foot of the
Giza plateau, and their flooding at the time of high waters (Papyrus A). Thereafter, it spent a long period
carrying limestone blocks from two different stone quarries (Tura north and south) to the construction site
of the pyramid, working at an average rate of three round trips for every ten-day work period (Papyrus B).
These journeys are only undertaken by a part of the team, most likely The Big (Wrt) phyle (probably Merer’s
1. We have stuck to the traditional form of calculating the passage of time in the Old Kingdom, which supposes the existence of a biannual
cattle count, the year after the 13th count being Year 26 or 27 of the king depending on the date of the first of these counts (Year 1 or 2
of the reign). A new proposition might however, challenge this formula and significantly shorten the majority of Old Kingdom reigns
(see A. Ciavatti, « L’octaétéride de la chronologie de l’Ancien Empire : prolégomènes », BSFE 202, 2020, pp. 8–18).
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own, as we shall see below) and The Asian (Sṯt), which we know also had vessels through at least one passage
in Papyrus B. 2 At the same time, according to information contained within Papyrus D, these phyles were
also responsible for other tasks (storehouse management and supply) related to several institutions that were
present in the Giza area, most notably the Valley temple of the complex of Khufu, which we recognise as
designated by the name Ankhu Khufu. In our opinion, the combined references to the Residence (ẖnw) and
Granary (šnwt) – which Papyrus D place in the same zone – confirm that the royal palace was established near
the building site of the pyramid. This is all the more logical in that the construction of the monument would,
for the duration of the reign, absorb all of the agricultural wealth and surplus of the country, sucked in via a
sprawling network of levying and collection across the land, in which the site of Wadi el-Jarf was one of the
most far-flung outposts. All this system would seem to converge at the foot of the Giza plateau close to setting
of the Valley temple of Khufu, an area where we might imagine a concentration of vestiges comparable to
that which has been excavated by Mark Lehner at Heit el-Ghurab from the reigns of Khafra and Menkaure.
After this period of work, at least two other, very different missions were assigned to the same team. The mission
recounted in Papyrus C probably took place immediately after the work in the quarries of Tura, that is, in
December of the same year (2nd month of Peret) at a time when the level of the Nile was dropping and the
transportation of heavy loads from one bank to the other across the flood plain was not possible any longer.
This chronological order is suggested by a fragmentary date provided by an accounting record (Papyrus G),
which seems to correspond to the same work phase. The centre of operations is clearly the middle of the
Delta, in a marshy region probably near the sea at that period of Egyptian history. The team was entrusted
with the construction (packing or compacting – the verb used is ḫws) of an edifice called a “double djadja”
or “second djadja” close to two places regularly named as Ro Ur Idehu (“The Great Mouth of the Marsh”)
and Ro Maa (“The True Mouth”). Through cross-referencing egyptological sources, these two settlements can
both be precisely situated in the 12th Nome of Lower Egypt (Tjeb-netjeret), which was then located near the
Mediterranean coast. It is, moreover, highly likely that these toponyms designate one or more branches of
the Delta opening into the Mediterranean. Overall these operations seem to have been directed by a nearby
foundation of Khufu (Hut Khufu), perhaps alternatively called in the text “First Foundation/Main Foundation”
(Hut Tepet), which provided the workers with both food supplies and building materials. The document
does not make it exactly clear what project is involved, but the word djadja regularly signifies a platform, an
esplanade or an embankment, and it would seem likely that we are dealing with the construction of a mole or
a double jetty, possibly similar to the one that can still be seen at the Wadi el-Jarf site. The 4th Dynasty had a
clear policy of large-scale naval construction attested from the beginning of Sneferu’s reign and it had developed
contacts with the eastern Mediterranean basin and Byblos. Investment in harbour developments that would
facilitate access to the country on its different maritime facades appears to be a coherent and logical initiative.
After this mission the sources are silent for a long moment. In fact, we have no indication in the entirety
of the documentation of any activity that might have occurred during the winter months (January to March).
This might easily be due to the loss of a sizable part of these archives, especially those documents which were
placed at the bottom of the pit and which clearly could not survive a long period in the ambient humidity. It
is thus possible that certain of the unidentified fragments that we have presented are parts of logbooks that
are now completely lost to us. But it is also imaginable that this period represented time off for the team
members, who were permitted to join their families for some months at a quiet moment of the year as regards
the supply of materials to royal construction sites. The fact remains that the last mission that we can identify
takes place on the coast of the Gulf of Suez, most probably as part of an occupation phase of the Wadi el-Jarf
port, which would appear logical since this is where the documents were finally abandoned. The recurrence
on a limited series of fragments of the toponym Bat, which is closely linked to the Gulf of Suez region in all
Egyptian documentation, would demonstrate that at least one of the logbooks discovered on the site records
2. Les papyrus de la mer Rouge I, BII, 6a (pp. 53–54, 57 note P).
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this last operation which probably occurred shortly before the abandonment of the archive. All of Egyptian
documentation, whether from Antiquity or the Medieval Era, agrees that, for climatic reasons, navigation on
the Red Sea only occurred between April and the end of summer. 3 All of the expedition dates that we know
of in this zone during the Pharaonic period, whether in documentation from Sinai or the port of Ain Sukhna,
are indeed spread between the very end of March and the month of August. 4 Thus, this expedition to Sinai,
ordered by Khufu, most probably took place between the second month of Shemu (a date found on a fragment
of an accounting papyrus) and the third or fourth month of the following Akhet season, which was perhaps
recorded on Papyrus H. 5 The slight information that these fragments provide seems to mention the fortress
that was built at this period on the Sinai coast where the teams landed (it would be named Ineb Khufu, literally
“the Wall/Fortress of Khufu”), the routes taken by the boats, and perhaps the digging of galleries like those
used as storerooms on the site of Wadi el-Jarf.
The ensemble of these logbooks clearly reveals the versatility of these teams, which were capable of transporting heavy materials, maintaining a network of manmade canals, building harbour facilities and navigating
the Red Sea. On a daily basis, it is also possible that they played a role as warehousemen and supervisors for
the different royal institutions that appear in these texts. But the interest in this archive is not limited to the
simple description of missions conducted by these labour units. The different documents available to us can
also provide an idea of their internal organisation and even the way in which the recording of information
was handled on several levels
2.

General Organisation of the Documentation

The logbooks preserved in this archive belong to three different categories. The shortest is represented by
Papyrus Aa, which appears essentially to record the movements of one vessel, and many columns have been
left empty. It gives no details about the phyle that used it, and one might imagine that it is more likely associated with a vessel than a distinct work group. The layout of the document is in columns topped by the sign
of the solar disc indicating the day but without any clue as to its position in the month. This layout recalls at
least one document discovered at Gebelein 6 and an accounting record from Wadi el-Jarf. 7 If one leaves this
very particular and unfortunately very fragmentary document to one side, the logbooks can in fact be divided
into two distinct groups. Papyri A, B, C and E(b) record information at the level of one of the phyles of the
team: in every case, this is most likely to be that of Merer himself, even though this cannot be shown for the
very fragmentary Papyrus E(b). Papyri D, E(a) and F, kept by a scribe named Dedi, display a more general
reach, encompassing the whole of the team, with information successively provided about the different phyles
that make it up. The viewpoint of the person keeping this record is in fact that of the central administration,
probably based at the Giza plateau, around which revolved the different sections. In theory, if this system
of double recording was systematically applied throughout the entire calendar year covered by this archive,
and each papyrus covers in principle a period of two months, then this one team could have generated up
3. J.P. Cooper, The Medieval Nile. Route, Navigation and Landscape in Islamic Egypt, Cairo, New York, 2015, pp. 173–181.
4. Papyrus de la mer Rouge I, pp. 11–12; P. Tallet, “Les ‘ports intermittents’ de la mer Rouge à l’époque pharaonique: caractéristique et
chronologie”, Nehet 3, 2015, pp. 57–59.
5. P. Tallet, “Du pain et des céréales pour les équipes royales: le grand papyrus comptable du ouadi el-Jarf (papyrus H)”, Nehet 5, 2018,
pp. 99–117. The contents of this document would appear to correspond to a desert mission, for which the teams were essentially supplied
with raw or semi-processed produce (grain, flour) and not finished produce like bread, in contrast to what one observes for teams working
in proximity to large administrative centres, cf. Papyrus B, BII, 4a (Papyrus de la mer Rouge I, pp. 53–54). Given the lack of any reign
date, however, this document could just as easily be considered as contemporary with the activity of the team at Giza in the year after the
13th cattle count, as it could with the presence of the team in Wadi el-Jarf at the beginning of the following year (year of the 14th count).
6. P. Posener-Krieger, S. Demichelis, I papyri di Gebelein, Turin, 2004, tav. 3 (P. Geb. I, ro).
7. Papyrus de la mer Rouge I, p. 102, fragment V, ro.

276

les papyrus de la mer rouge ii

to 30 separate documents: six at the senior responsibility level of Dedi the scribe, plus 24 for the group of
four phyles. The fleeting references in this collection of fragments to “inspectors” other than Merer effectively
show that several phyle reports could at certain times have been kept in parallel. However, despite everything,
it seems improbable that such a mass of documents could have existed for several reasons.
First of all, it is possible that the work cycle of the team did not cover the entire year and that there was, as mentioned above, an off-season during the winter months, about which we have no information. Furthermore, it could
be that reports concerning a single phyle were only kept in exceptional circumstances, for example, when one of
the sections was employed at a distance from the rest of the team, or else they were reserved for the higher-ranking
sections of the team, that is, The Big (Wrt) and The Asian (Sṯt) which are generally better documented, including within the summary reports. And lastly, we have noted the “central” viewpoint in geographical terms of the
logbooks kept by Dedi: were these kept throughout the year or essentially when the different elements of the team
were working in the vicinity of Giza? Given all the above, it is possible that number of logbooks did not from the
beginning exceed something like 15 in total, of which nine or ten have left at least a trace within the material that
we have found. In the following Table IV we lay out a proposed classification of this documentation.
Team

Team “The Escorts of ‘The Uraeus of Khufu is Its Prow’”

Section
(phyle)

The Big
(1)

The Asian
(2)

Inspector Merer

— Inspector Mesou
— Inspector Sekher[…]
— […] [Ny]kaounesout ∫( ?)

Management

Scribe Dedi
(Overall
supervision)

IV Shemu
(June)

Papyrus D
1 (7x), 2 (1x), 3 (1x)

I Akhet
(July)

Papyrus D
1 (4x), 2 (4x), 4 (2x)

Papyrus A

II Akhet
(August)

Papyrus F ?

Papyrus A or B

III Akhet
(September)

Papyrus B

IV Akhet
(October)

Papyrus B

I Peret
(November)

Papyrus B

II Peret
(December)

Papyrus C

III Peret
(January)
IV Peret
(February)

The Prosperous
(3)

Fragment X2
Fragment X125
Two of the three other teams?
Unknown missions

Period of inactivity, or large gap in the
sources

I Shemu
(March)
II Shemu
(April)
III Shemu
(May) and later

Papyrus E(a)
Papyrus E(b) – probable report of a phyle
Attribution to Merer’s team uncertain

Table IV. Organisation and Chronology of the Work of Dedi’s Team.

The Small
(4)
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A particular issue warrants examination in greater detail: the 1st month of Akhet seems to be documented
in both a phyle report (Papyrus A) and in the summary report drawn up by the scribe Dedi (second half of
Papyrus D). An initial point that can be deduced from Papyrus D is confirmation that Merer’s crew, which is
named simply sȝ⸗f (his phyle) in Papyrus A and B, is indeed The Big (Wrt) phyle of the Team, and thus declared
as the most important. During the first month that is recorded by Papyrus D this phyle is continually present:
between Day 10 and Day 22 it is mentioned seven times in what survives of the document. Throughout the
entirety of this period, it is this section which appears to be at the service of the “Gate” to a royal institution,
and it is precisely in this part of the document that the inspector Merer is named three times (DI, 1b; DII,
13a; DII, 16b). The last instance is probably the most convincing: between the two columns of that day’s
report, dedicated to a description of the work of phyle wrt, the scribe has added a small note in red ink that
reads, “give equipment/pieces of fabric to Inspector Merer”.
For the following month, the 1st of Akhet, by cross-referencing two reports – Papyrus A, of a single phyle,
and Papyrus D, of the overall team – one can see in greater detail how the scribe Dedi tries to summarise
the work of the several subdivisions which are working concurrently in different places (see Table V, p. 191).
In the first two ten-day periods of the month, it is clear that The Big has been relieved of its duties at the Gate
by two other phyles, The Asian and The Small. This would appear logical since at the same time The Big is
probably engaged in transporting labour to Giza during the first ten days and then, during the second ten
days, in maintenance works on the system of channels that served the Giza plateau. And so it is these two
sections, now geographically close to the person keeping the record, Dedi, who is certainly at Giza since we
see him visiting institutions such as the probably nearby Granary, that are the main subject of the daily report.
However, he does record the work of The Big on one occasion: Day 17 when The Big is located “at the edge”
of a geographic space whose name is lost. This mention is not insignificant, in that, it is exactly on this day,
according to Papyrus A, that Merer’s phyle engages in the trickiest and most important operation of the month:
the removal of the piles that support the dyke of Ro-She Khufu and the opening of the basin that gives access
to the plateau. This major event probably took some sort of priority in the report over the routine work of the
two sections engaged in duties for the Gate. The same phenomenon can already be seen in Papyrus B where
the regular and repetitive recording of the section’s work can give way, where necessary, to more remarkable
information (e.g. the departure of the fleet of Hesi, the Overseer of Ten). 8
Taken together, these logbooks give us previously unknown information about the system of phyles and
the organisation of their work during the Old Kingdom. Those involved in the construction of royal monuments were until now simply known by the control marks that they left on the different sites of the royal
funeral complexes. These documents now allow us to see inside their organisational patterns. We can note
the division into four sections, which we estimate, primarily through a study of their allotted rations, 9 would
comprise 40 men, and that each division was probably placed under the leadership of an “inspector” (sḥḍ).
Administrative control at the level of the overall team was most likely in the hands of a scribe, here named
Dedi, who drew up a summary report on the activity of the whole group. Most probably, at the head of the
chain of command, with general authority over these labour units, 10 stood the project manager of the pyramid
construction site, who, in the era of these archives, was the vizier, director of Ro-She Khufu, in charge of all
royal works, Ankhhaf, half-brother to the king and mentioned in Papyrus B. The men involved in these teams
must have been considered as very highly qualified, which would explain the variety of missions they were
entrusted with, including transporting materials, certain construction tasks, as well as duties towards the palace
and different royal institutions. They must also surely have enjoyed certain privileges, and one can presume
that at this period there existed lists carefully recording the members of this elite who benefitted not only
8. Papyrus de la mer Rouge I, BIV, 23a, pp. 63–64.
9. Papyrus de la mer Rouge I, pp. 58–58.
10. Ibid., p. 67.
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from supplies from state coffers but also from the regular distribution of various gratuities, notably of fabric
which the logbooks record in red. 11 It is, in fact, specified in Papyrus B that “people who are inscribed on the
roll, the record” (wpwt) 12 are required to accomplish a particular task, and it would seem that in Papyrus D,
which most probably corresponds to the 1st month of Akhet at the very beginning of the calendar year, there
is mention of an official document, perhaps a royal decree (wḫȝ), which could be an official accreditation of
the team for the coming 12 months. For lack of a parallel and given the very fragmentary state of the papyrus where we find this entry, no more can be known, though the receipt of this document, indicated in red,
could probably be considered as a very important element in favour of the workers. Furthermore, Papyrus D
shows that this team was familiar with the seats of administration and power, as is demonstrated by mention
of The Residence (ẖnw) and the recurring reference to the Valley temple of Ankhu Khufu, surrounded by
an urban zone which may also have been the site of the palace (see above, VII.3). This geographic proximity
would partially explain the initially surprising but often repeated 13 designation of this work team with the
expression stp-sȝ. This term, which we have chosen to translate as “the Elite”, is just as regularly used in the
Old Kingdom to designate the court and royal entourage. 14 It appears more and more likely that these specialised teams, bearing basilophoric names, would have indeed been occasionally introduced to the king, as
is shown for certain of them by names implying that they are “known” to the sovereign. 15
3.

Installations at Giza in the Time of Khufu

We have already made several mentions of the toponym Ankhu Khufu: it appears very regularly in
Papyrus D—a minimum of 14 times—where we observe the cartouche of Khufu associated with elements
signifying the rest of the name (see Table VI). In reality, it seems highly likely to us that originally this place
was mentioned in the papyrus each time the cartouche of Khufu is featured, that is, at least 20 times in the
current state of the document. Simply put, the team’s activity is almost exclusively within vicinity of this
establishment throughout the period of time covered by Papyrus D. The most common rendering,
,
shows the king’s cartouche followed by the sign , and then the sign for a house ( ), referring most probably to a building. However a variant seems also to include the sign for a town ( ), perhaps to indicate that
there is also reference to a locality. In this case, it is set between the signs and . In Papyrus B this second
version of the name appears, most probably three times, but only with the sign for a town. When we first
began deciphering the document we were surprised by the differences in written forms for the sign , which
gives identity to the toponym, and we initially thought that we were dealing with several parallel formulae,
notably the possible mention of a pr nswt or a pr ḥḏ of Khufu. In fact there are at least five different forms
(see Table VII). One of them (Form 2) is quite close to the hieroglyphic version of the sign and displays

11. Cf. supra, D15.
12. Papyrus de la mer Rouge I, p. 65, n. j.
13. The term stp-sȝ appears several times to designate the work team in Papyrus B (Papyrus de la mer Rouge I: BII [J1b, J4a, J5a]; BIV [J24b]).
It is also found in Papyrus C (fragment C6), and Papyrus D (fragments D21, D33) as well as on fragment X90. In the accounting record, Papyrus G, it is clearly stated that the phyle “The Big” of the team of escorts of “The Uraeus of Khufu is its prow” belong to stp-sȝ
(see supra, Chap. i, and P. Tallet, “Un papyrus de l’année après le 13e recensement de Chéops au Ouadi el-Jarf ”, in Guardian of Ancient
Egypt, op. cit., pp. 1545–1554.
14. O. Goelet, “The Term Stp-sȝ in the Old Kingdom and Its Later Development”, JARCE 23, 1986, pp. 85–98.
15. Notably the team “known to Double Falcon of Gold” (rḫw bjkwj nbw), part of the Wadi el-Jarf teams in the reign of Khufu (P. Tallet,
“Des serpents et des lions – la flotte stupéfiante de Chéops en mer Rouge”, in N. Favry et al. (ed.), Du Sinaï au Soudan. Itinéraire d’une
égyptologue (mélanges offerts à Dominique Valbelle), Paris, 2017, pp. 243–253) and also the “known to Mykerinos” (rḫw Mn-kȝw-rʿ)
since attested by control marks in the funerary complex of the king (G. Reisner, Mycerinus, the Temples of the Third Pyramid at Giza,
Cambridge [Mass.], 1931, pp. 273–277, plan XI).
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similarities to signs found on the almost contemporary Gebelein papyri. Form 3, whose single occurrence
is unfortunately partial, would appear to date to have no parallel, whereas Form 4 is probably explained by
an unusual ligature between the sign and the sign ( ). Lastly, Form 5 appears to be extremely simplified: the transversal bar is shifted to the highest possible point of the vertical line, and a second, very short,
horizontal reed-pen stroke is visible at the base. This latter element can also be observed on a version of the
sign in the later (6th Dynasty) Sharuna papyri, and could be explained as a memory of the split base of the
sign in its earliest versions. However, there is still a certain ambiguity since the transcription of the sign as
could, from the hieratic point of view, easily be imagined. Thus, there would be a second institution called
Nefer Khufu (“Khufu is perfect”) along with the first, the relationship between the two being as yet undefined. 16 In any case, variations in the writing of the sign are also recorded in the ensemble of versions from
the Old Kingdom listed by H. Goedicke (see Table VII). The changes in our document might be explained
by the editorial intervention of several different hands, for example, the change of scribe for the annotations
that are systematically found at the bottom of the document, whose function seems to be to summarise the
content by simply repeating the name of the place where the mission occurred.
As we have already pointed out several times, Ankhu Khufu is, in our opinion, to be clearly understood
as a designation for the Valley temple of the complex of Khufu, as is demonstrated by the ensemble of
ritual connotations that accompany its mention in Papyrus D. The explicit mention in Fragment X95 of
a “place of embalming” (pr nfr) could also correspond with this institution. It is likewise probable that the
majority of urban installations contemporary with Khufu’s reign were developed in the immediate vicinity
of this temple, which would explain why the toponym in certain cases is accompanied by the determinative
for a house, to signify a specific building, and in other cases by the sign for a town, in reference to an urban
area. Following the astute suggestion of Mark Lehner, which we would happily endorse, the name could
suggest a contrast between the residence of the living king, “May Khufu Live!”, to the east of the complex,
and that of the deceased king, “Akhet Khufu, the Horizon of Khufu”, to the west. Moreover, in our opinion,
the very logic of the document demonstrates that the royal palace, which is most probably represented in
the documentation by the term H̱nw, The Residence, stood in the same sector, and mention in Papyrus D
of the Granary (šnwt), which we know was a multipurpose storage facility holding a wide variety of foodstuffs, would likely link the two. Indeed, it is very tempting to imagine the ensemble of these installations as
a juxtaposition or even an overlap of royal palace and lower temple, somewhat in the manner of what one
observes a few centuries later in the 6th Dynasty town of Balat/Ain Asil in the oasis of Dakhla. There, the
local governors’ ka chapels are actually integrated into the palaces that the dignitaries occupied and they even
served as the main entrance (fig. 19). 17
The Wadi el-Jarf logbooks thus reflect an image of the occupation of this well-defined sector at the foot of
the pyramid, and it is possible that Giza’s first builders’ village was on this spot before being shifted to Heit
el-Ghurab in the reign of Khafra, this latter settlement being closer to the pyramids of Khufu’s successors
that were subsequently erected at Giza (fig. 20).

16. Another solution would be to read pr nfr Ḫwfw, “the embalming place of Khufu”, a notion which brings us once again to the Valley
temple of the king, and which appears in a clearer manner in fragment X95.
17. G. Soukiassian, M. Wuttmann, L. Pantalacci, Le palais des gouverneurs de l’époque de Pépy II. Les sanctuaires de ka et leurs dépendances,
FIFAO 46, Cairo, 2002.
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4.

The Geography of Lower Egypt in the Wadi el-Jarf Papyri

One of the most interesting aspects of the Wadi el-Jarf papyri is the record of several other toponyms. These
can quite often be considered as among the oldest mentions of several regions and localities in Egyptian documentation. Gathering together the data presented in the papyri can provide an image of Lower Egypt, revealing
zones of greater or less interest to the monarchy, and areas that are more or less frequented. These geographic
indications often pop up in the logbooks: Papyrus D twice gives us the name of the “nome/district of Shenes”,
which at this period clearly corresponds to the plain to the east that is overlooked by Giza plateau. Alongside
the description of the different elements of Khufu’s harbour that were developed at the foot of the Giza plateau
(Ro She Khufu), and the repeated mention of the north and south quarries of Tura (Ro-Au Resi/Ro-Au Mehy),
“Merer’s Logbook” gives several mentions of “the Nome of the Cow’s Thigh”, the 2nd Nome of Lower Egypt,
situated to the north of Giza. 18 This name regularly appears in the lower margin of Papyrus A, and we have
proposed that it could be the home region of the team that kept this archive. 19 On the other hand, Papyrus B
stresses the administrative importance of the town of Heliopolis (Jwnw), which clearly played a role in supplying the team, perhaps as a centre of the agricultural surplus that came for all over the Delta. At the same
time, there is a complete and surprising absence of any mention of Memphis, which was, of course, the first
capital of the unified country.
As we have seen above, it is quite clearly Papyrus C that reflects the most novel image of Lower Egypt
in the course of development. At one point in the year the team is working in the 12th Nome, near two
marshy places called Ro Maa and Ro Ur, which suggest the openings of branches of the Nile into the
Mediterranean. It is engaged in the construction of what would seem, essentially for reasons of the internal
coherence of the documentation, to have been a port structure (see supra, Chap. i). A foundation of Khufu
(Hut Khufu), perhaps also named in the text by another term, Hut Tepet, the “first Foundation”, obviously
plays an important coordinating role. Papyrus C also holds other place names which seem to lay down the
route taken by the team towards this point. There are five mentions of the name Andjty, which corresponds
to the 9th Nome of Lower Egypt (fragments C6, C26, C28, C30, C35 supra). This province is located immediately to the north of the 12th Nome. The name of Kem Wi, Athribis, in the 10th Nome of Lower Egypt
even further north, appears twice on fragment C39 supra. The accounting papyri, which belong to this same
batch of documentation, provide certain complementary information about the provenance of the foodstuffs
supplied to the team. Thus Papyrus H, an accountancy log of grain, mentions the Nome of the Harpoon
(Ḥww, the 7th of Lower Egypt), 20 and more precisely the town of Rȝ-Ḥww 21 in the Mareotid to the north-west
of the Delta, and the Nome of the Dolphin (Hȝt-mḥyt, 16th of Lower Egypt) on the other side, to the north-east

18. For an ancient attestation of this geographic entity, though the exact reading and interpretation are difficult, see E.M. Engels,
“Die Entwilklung des Systems der ägyptischen Nomoi in der Frühzeit”, MDAIK 62, 2006, pp. 152–154 (Kat. 1) et fig. 1, p. 153; see also
W. Helck, Die altägyptischen Gaue, TAVO 5, Wiesbaden, 1974, pp. 151–152; P. Montet, Géographie de l’Égypte ancienne I, Paris, 1957,
pp. 49–56. See, more recently on this province, L. Cagnard, “Perspectives de recherche archéologique dans la région de l’ancienne
Khem/Letopolis à travers une étude préliminaire de la géographie historique”, in C. Cassier (ed.), Géographie et archéologie de la religion
égyptienne, CENiM 17, Montpellier, 2017, pp. 9–48.
19. Papyrus de la mer Rouge I, p. 13.
20. W. Helck, Die altägyptischen Gaue, Wiesbaden, 1974, p. 167-172; P. Montet, Géographie de l’Égypte ancienne I, Paris, 1957, pp. 69–74.
Already attested in the biography of Metjen (K. Sethe, Urk. I, 1.15).
21. The first two mentions of this toponym until now appear in the Annals of Amenemhat II (Farag fragment, col. x+29; Petrie fragment
x+6: H. Altenmüller, Zwei Analenfragmente aus dem frühen Mittleren Reich, SAK Beihefte 16, 2015, pp. 131, 173–174). It is found again
on a private cylinder seal of the late Middle Kingdom (J. Yoyotte, “Le Soukhos de la Maréotide”, BIFAO 56, 1957, p. 81-84) and then
in the 30th Dynasty on an altar of Nectanebo held in Turin Museum (L. Habachi, Tavole d’offerta, are et bacili da libazione 22001-22067,
Turin, 1977, p. 94, no. 32).
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of the Delta. 22 In both cases, one notes the presence of the date palm, which until now is almost unknown
in Egypt in such an ancient period. These were most likely areas of agricultural development probably under
state control where strategically important crops were planted. 23 The snapshot to be had by bringing all this
information together reveals a map that might trace the courses of the three branches of the Delta (fig. 21). 24
The one to the west runs towards the Mareotid, foreshadowing the Rosetta branch: the second, central course
ends in the 12th Nome and is the ancient version of the Damietta branch; and the third further to the east
ends in the Nome of the Dolphin. This highlighting of the water courses could simply correspond to the
activities of the team, whose job was to travel through this space by boat, but it may also be a reflection of
the development processes of the Delta during this crux period in the history of Egypt: the advancing front
of settlement followed the main waterways.
At this stage in the discussion, a comparison of this map with other “snapshots” of the Delta from the
same period could be interesting. Two other sources provide a glimpse of this region at the very beginning of
the 4th Dynasty: the so-called biography of Metjen, an important official who appears to have been active
around the transition from the 3rd to the 4th Dynasty, and more specifically in the reign of Sneferu; 25 and
the tomb inscriptions of Pehernefer at Saqqara, also dated to the beginning of the 4th Dynasty. 26 According
to his titles, Metjen held sway over a large part of the Delta, where a sizeable domain was developed on his
behalf. He held the titles of governor and administrator of several foundations in the 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 5th, 6th
and 7th Nomes of Lower Egypt, which effectively placed the entirety of the western Delta under his responsibility (fig. 22). In addition, he was administrator of the 16th Nome of Lower Egypt (Nome of the Dolphin),
as well as holding periodic responsibilities in the region of the Fayum and the 17th Nome of Upper Egypt.
There is little doubt that this character was in fact involved in a project sponsored by the crown to develop
internal agriculture and settlement. 27 During the reign of Sneferu these operations clearly concentrated on
the provinces of the western Delta in order, among other things, to promote specialised cultivation aimed
at the elite, such as vines. The tomb inscriptions of Pehernefer, who was similarly engaged in agricultural
development – he bore, in particular, the title of “controller of vineyards” – also reflect this interest in the
western regions. Where it is possible to plot them at least approximately on a map, a large number of the
foundations under this official’s authority were located in the most westerly parts of the Delta. 28 Furthermore,
he held the combined titles of ʿḏ-mr Jmnt (Administrator of the West) and ʿḏ-mr smjt Jmnt (Administrator
of the Western Desert), which must have given him control of all the regions touching the desert up to the
Nome of the Harpoon. The map of the territory under his responsibility is much like that which emerges
from the Wadi el-Jarf papyri. Indeed, one finds mention of foundations in the Heliopolitan nome (the 13th),
in the nome of Andjty (the 10th) and in that of Tjeb-netjeret (the 12th), which once again traces a route
running through the centre of the Delta (fig. 23). It is our notion that this official, whose activity until now
has been less well dated than that of Metjen, could have exercised his functions a little later than Metjen, at
a time closer to the period when our documents were drawn up. It is in fact possible to glimpse through the

22. W. Helck, Die altägyptischen Gaue, Wiesbaden, 1974, pp. 191–194; P. Montet, Géographie de l’Égypte ancienne I, pp. 143–153;
F. Gomaà, Die Besiedlung Ägyptens während des Mittleren Reiches II, Wiesbaden, 1987, p. 146; this nome is also attested in the biography
of Metjen (K. Sethe, Urk. I, 2.2).
23. On the date palm, see recently M. Tengberg, Cl. Newton, “Origine et évolution de la phéniciculture au Moyen Orient et en Égypte”,
in M.-P. Ruas (ed.), Des fruits d’ici et d’ailleurs. Regards sur l’histoire de quelques fruits consommés en Europe, Montreuil, 2016, pp. 83–104.
24. On variations in the courses of the Nile branches in the Delta, cf. J.P. Cooper, Medieval Nile, pp. 29–41 and passim.
25. For a recent translation of the text, and a review of the earlier bibliography, see J. Stauder-Porchet, Les autobiographies de l’Ancien Empire
égyptien, OLA 255, Leuven, 2017, pp. 20–30; see also O. Zorn, D. Bisping-Isermann, Die Opferkammern im Neuen Museum Berlin,
Berlin, 2011 for a new edition of the text.
26. H. Junker, “Pḥrnfr”, ZÄS 75, p. 63-84; W. Helck, Untersuchungen zur Thinitenzeit, ÄgAbh 45, Wiesbaden, 1987, p. 274-279.
27. On the “internal colonisation” of the country at this period, see especially J.C. Moreno-GarcÍa, “Administration territoriale et
organisation de l’espace en Égypte au troisième millénaire avant J.-C. : grgt et le titre ʿ(n)ḏ mr grgt”, ZÄS 123, 1996, pp. 116–138.
28. W. Helck, Untersuchungen zur Thinitenzeit, ÄgAbh 45, Wiesbaden, 1987, pp. 274–279.
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overlay of these maps the mechanism of administrative and economic takeover of the ensemble of the Delta.
This may have begun with the western regions following the most westerly watercourse, which was the most
accessible from the Memphite region, and then continued in a second phase with development in the centre
of the region, this time from the area of Heliopolis, but still following the course of one of the main branches
of the river. This process, which experienced its major thrust in the reign of Sneferu at the very beginning of
the 4th Dynasty, was most probably still ongoing when Papyrus C was written, and we see the team involved
in development operations supported by a royal foundation installed in the region: a ḥwt Ḫwfw which is
probably identifiable with the ḥwt ʿȝt mentioned in the biography of Pehernefer. This institution regularly
provides not only the necessary foodstuffs for the team’s existence, but also the raw materials required to
execute the project it is constructing. Palace envoys could also have passed through this establishment in order
to check on the conduct of operations. And lastly, we can see that the Nome of the Dolphin (the 16th of
Lower Egypt), at the eastern edge of the Delta, was also an early object of the monarchy’s attention, most
probably because of its strategic position.

Conclusion
The first two volumes dedicated to the publication of these “Red Sea papyri” have been designed to
present the most novel documentation that has so far been found on the site. This is an ensemble of more
than 400 papyrus fragments which originally were part of a minimum of around ten logbooks recording the
activities over a period of more than one year of a specialist team that was close to the royal power. Within this
ensemble, only seven documents are sufficiently well preserved for the main lines of the content to be more or
less understood. They sketch a picture of the variety of missions entrusted to the team, which was most often
based in the Giza region and was involved in different tasks on behalf of the monarchy, the most remarkable of
which is the transportation of building material required for the construction of the Great Pyramid. The team
was also engaged in other jobs across the country, some of which tell us of the processes of development in
the Delta and the exploitation of mines in South Sinai at this period. The viewpoint of these papyri is quite
obviously limited to the immediate interests of the team and its need to account, day by day, for the execution
of its work to the central administration. Thus, no external information is presented, and while much data
of prime importance can be gleaned from these documents about river and canal management at the edge of
the Giza plateau, as well as the probable presence of different institutions, including most likely a royal palace,
in the immediate vicinity of the pyramid, they give absolutely no technical clues regarding the construction
of the monument itself, in contrast to what has often been said. Nonetheless, this limited viewpoint is still
of interest to the historian since it sheds a clear light on the highly elaborate development of the country’s
administration in this period, the bureaucratic aspect of labour organisation, and the systematic recourse to
writing in order to document information relevant to major works of the reign. This sense of organisation
and the maturity of the state can easily be deduced from the very execution of the colossal monument erected
by Khufu. These papyri represent perhaps just the first, and modest, resurfacing of a documentation whose
existence we can only have presumed until now, and which in its time must have been vast. Forthcoming
publications will set about the study of the large mass of accounting records (produce delivery slips, lists
of personnel etc.), which were also discovered on the Wadi el-Jarf site. To a large extent, these were found
in the sector of Galleries G1 and G2 (almost one half of the ensemble), but they were also discovered in a
more scattered fashion at several other spots, notably at the entrance to Galleries G7, G17, G8-G12 of the
storehouse system. They will provide complementary information on the operational realities of these teams
through details regarding the supply conditions of foodstuffs and materials from the state.

اﳌﻠﺤﻖ ٢

ﺗﻌﻠﻴﻖ ﺷﺎﻣﻞ
]ﺗﺮﲨﺔ ﺳﻬﲑ ﻟﻄﻒ اﷲ[

ﹴ
ﱠ
أﺳﻔﺮت اﻟﻤﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ
ﻳﻮﻣﻴﺔ ،ﺑﺄﺣﺠﺎم ﻣﺘﻔﺎوﺗﺔ
ﺟﺰء ﻣﻦ
اوﻗﻴﻦ  ،G1و G2ﻋﻦ أﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ ٤٠٠
ﱠ
ﺳﺠﻼت ﱠ
اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻘﻴﺔ اﻟﻤﻜﺘﺸﻔﺔ أﻣﺎم ﱡ
اﻟﺮ ﹾ

ﺑﺸﻜﻞ ﻛﺒﻴﺮ؛ ﻣﻤﺎ ﺳﺎﻋﺪ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﺎ ﻻ ﻳﻘﻞ ﻋﻦ ﺳﺒﻊ وﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻨﻮع  -ﺣﻴﺚ ﻛﺎن ﻻ ﹸﺑ ﱠﺪ أن ﺗﺤﻮ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻷﺻﻞ،
اﻟﺒﺤﺎرة أﻧﻔﺴﻬﻢ »اﻟﻤﺮاﻓﻘﻴﻦ ﻷوراﻳﻮس
ﻋﻠﻰ أﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ ﻋﺸﺮ وﺛﺎﺋﻖ .ﺗﺴﺠﻞ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ اﻟﺒﻌﺜﺎت اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ
ﱡ
ﺗﺨﺺ ﺑﻼ ﺷﻚ ﻓﺮﻳﻖ ﱠ

ﺧﻮﻓﻮ ،ﻫﻰ ﻣﻘﺪﻣﺘﻬﺎ« .ﻫﺬا اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻣﻌﺮوف ﹰ
اﻟﺠ ﹾﺮف ﺑﻔﻀﻞ ﻧﺸﺎﻃﻪ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻤﺮﺣﻠﺔ اﻷﺧﻴﺮة ﻣﻦ ﺗﺸﻐﻴﻞ اﻟﻤﻴﻨﺎء :ﻓﻘﺪ ﺗﻢ اﻛﺘﺸﺎف
أﻳﻀﺎ ﻓﻰ واد ﹶ
اﻟﻌﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺌﺎت ﻣﻦ ﹺ
واﻗﻴﻦ
اﻟﻤ ﱠ
اﻟﺠ ﹶﺮار ﹸ
ﺴﺠﻠﺔ ﺑﺎﺳﻤﻪ ﻓﻰ ﻣﺠﻤﻞ اﻟﻤﻮﻗﻊ؛ ﺧﺎﺻﺔ ﻓﻰ ﻣﺴﺘﻮدﻋﺎت ﻛﺒﻴﺮة ﻟﻠﻔﺨﺎر اﻟﺬ ﺗﻢ ﻫﺠﺮه ﻓﻰ ﱡ
اﻟﺮ ﹾ
ﺗﺘﺒﻊ ﻧﺸﺎط ﻣﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ اﻟﻌﻤﻞ ﺧﻼل
 G22و ،G23اﻟﻠﺬﻳﻦ ﺗﻢ اﻟﺘﻨﻘﻴﺐ ﺑﻬﻤﺎ ﺧﻼل ﺣﻤﻼت  ٢٠١٧ ،٢٠١٢و .٢٠١٨ﺗ ﹾﹸﺴ ﹺﻬﻢ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﻓﻰ ﱡ
ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺒﺎ ،واﻟﺘﻰ وﻓﻘﹰﺎ ﻟﻠﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ اﻟﺤﺴﺎﺑﻴﺔ اﻟﻤﺮﺗﺒﻄﺔ ﺑﻬﺬه اﻟﺴﺠﻼت ،ﻫﻰ اﻟﻌﺎم  ٢٦ﻟﻬﺬا اﻟﻤﻠﻚ )اﻟﻌﺎم اﻟﺘﺎﻟﻰ ﻟﻺﺣﺼﺎء اﻟﺜﺎﻟﺚ ﻋﺸﺮ(.١
ﻣﺪة ﺳﻨﺔ ﹰ
وﺑﺎﻹﺿﺎﻓﺔ إﻟﻰ ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪ اﻟﻤﻬﺎم اﻟﻤﻮﻛﻠﺔ إﻟﻰ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ،ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﻤﻜﻦ ﹰ
أﻳﻀﺎ ،ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل ﻫﺬه اﻟﺘﻘﺎرﻳﺮ ،اﻟﺤﺼﻮل ﻋﻠﻰ ﻓﻜﺮة ﻋﻦ اﻟﺘﻨﻈﻴﻢ

اﻟﺪاﺧﻠﻰ؛ وﻛﺬﻟﻚ اﻧﻌﻜﺎس ﻟﻠﻤﺆﺳﺴﺎت اﻟﻤﻠﻜﻴﺔ اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ ،واﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻢ ﺗﻨﻔﻴﺬ أﻋﻤﺎل اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻓﻰ إﻃﺎرﻫﺎ.
.١

ﻣﻬﺎم اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ  -ﻣﻠﺨﺺ اﳌﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت
وﻓﻘﹰﺎ ﻟﻠﻤﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت اﻟﻤﺘﻮاﻓﺮة ﻟﺪﻳﻨﺎ ،ﻳﻨﻘﺴﻢ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ إﻟﻰ أرﺑﻊ ﻣﺠﻤﻮﻋﺎت  ،phylèsﺗﻈﻬﺮ ﺟﻤﻴﻌﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ

واﻵﺳﻴﻮﻳﺔ ،واﻟﻤﺰدﻫﺮة ،واﻟﺼﻐﻴﺮة( .وﻗﺪ ﻋﻤﻞ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺒﺪاﻳﺔ ﻓﻰ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ اﻟﺠﻴﺰة ،ﻓﻰ اﻟﻔﺘﺮة ﻣﻦ اﻟﺸﻬﺮ اﻷﺧﻴﺮ ﻣﻦ
)اﻟﻜﺒﻴﺮة،
ﱠ
اﻟﻌﺎم اﻟﺨﺎﻣﺲ واﻟﻌﺸﺮﻳﻦ/ﻋﺎم اﻹﺣﺼﺎء اﻟﺜﺎﻟﺚ ﻋﺸﺮ )اﻟﺸﻬﺮ اﻟﺮاﺑﻊ ﻣﻦ ﹺﺷ ﹸﻤﻮ  -وﻫﻮ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷرﺟﺢ ،ﺷﻬﺮ ﻳﻮﻧﻴﻪ( ﺣﺘﻰ ﺷﻬﺮ ﻧﻮﻓﻤﺒﺮ ﻣﻦ
اﻟﻌﺎم اﻟﺘﺎﻟﻰ ،اﻟﺸﻬﺮ اﻷول ﻣﻦ ﻣﻮﺳﻢ ﺑﹺﺮ ﹾِت .ﻫﺬا اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻣﺴﺆول ﻋﻦ ﻧﻘﻞ اﻷﻳﺪ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻠﺔ ،وﺻﻴﺎﻧﺔ ﻧﻈﺎم اﻟﻘﻨﻮات واﻷﺣﻮاض اﻟﺼﻨﺎﻋﻴﺔ
دﻳﺔ  .(Aوﻟﻔﺘﺮة ﻃﻮﻳﻠﺔ ،ﺗﻮﻟﻰ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻣﺴﺆوﻟﻴﺔ ﻧﻘﻞ
)اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻤﺖ ﺗﻬﻴﺌ ﹸﺘﻬﺎ ﻋﻨﺪ ﺳﻔﺢ ﻫﻀﺒﺔ اﻟﺠﻴﺰة ،وﺣﺠﺰ اﻟﻤﻴﺎه ﻋﻨﺪ وﺻﻮل اﻟﻔﻴﻀﺎن ﹶ
ﹸ
)ﻃ ﹶﺮة اﻟﺸﻤﺎﻟﻴﺔ ،ﹸ
اﻟﻤﺴﺘﺨﺮﺟﺔ ﻣﻦ ﻣﺤﺠﺮﻳﻦ ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻔﻴﻦ ﻟﻠﺤﺠﺎرة ﹸ
وﻃ ﹶﺮة اﻟﺠﻨﻮﺑﻴﺔ( ،ﻣﻊ ﺛﻼث وردﻳﺎت ﻋﻤﻞ
اﻟﻜ ﹶﺘﻞ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺤﺠﺮ اﻟﺠﻴﺮ ﹸ

 .١ﻟﻘﺪ اﺣﺘﻔﻈﻨﺎ ﻫﻨﺎ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﻔﺴﲑ اﻟﺘﻘﻠﻴﺪ ﳍﺬا اﻟﻨﻮع ﻣﻦ اﳊﺴﺎب ﰱ ﻋﻬﺪ اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ اﻟﻘﺪﻳﻤﺔ ،واﻟﺬ ﻳﻔﱰض وﺟﻮد ﺗﻌﺪاد ﻛﻞ ﻋﺎﻣﲔ؛ اﻟﻌﺎم اﻟﺬي ﻳﲇ اﻟﺘﻌﺪاد اﻟﺴﻨﺔ اﻟﺜﺎﻟﺜﺔ ﻋﴩة
ﻗﺪ ﻳﻜﻮن اﻟﺴﻨﺔ  ٢٦أو  ٢٧ﻣﻦ اﳊﻜﻢ ﺣﺴﺐ ﺗﺎرﻳﺦ أول ﺗﻌﺪاد )اﻟﻌﺎم  ١أو  ٢ﻣﻦ اﳊﻜﻢ( .وﻫﻨﺎك ﻓﺮﺿﻴﺔ ﺟﺪﻳﺪة ﻗﺪ ﺗﻀﻊ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻨﻤﻮذج ﳏﻞ اﻟﻨﻘﺎش ،ﻣﻊ ﺗﻘﺼﲑ ،ﺑﺼﻮرة
ﻣﻠﺤﻮﻇﺔ ،ﻓﱰات ﺣﻜﻢ اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ اﻟﻘﺪﻳﻤﺔ .اﻧﻈﺮ:
ﹶﻳﺼﺪﹸ ر ﻗﺮﻳ ﹰﺒﺎ .A. Ciavatti, « Octaeteris. Réévaluation des durées de règne de l’Ancien Empire », BSFE 202, 2020,
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ﹺ
دﻳﺔ  .(Bوﻻ ﻳﻘﻮم ﺑﻘﻄﻊ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺴﺎﻓﺎت ﺳﻮ ﺟﺰء ﻣﻦ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ،رﺑﻤﺎ ) phylés Wrtاﻟﻜﺒﻴﺮة  -وﻫﻮ
)اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻓﻰ اﻟﻤﺘﻮﺳﻂ ،ﻟﻜﻞ ﻋﻘﹾﺪ ﻋﻤﻞ ﹶ
)اﻵﺳﻴﻮﻳﺔ( واﻟﺘﻰ ﻧﻌﻠﻢ أﻧﻬﺎ ﹰ
أﻳﻀﺎ ﺗﻤﺘﻠﻚ اﻟﻘﻮارب ،وﻫﻮ ﻣﺎ ﹸذﻛﺮ ﻣﺮة واﺣﺪة ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷﻗﻞ
ﺑﺎﻟﺘﺄﻛﻴﺪ ﻓﺮﻳﻖ ﻣﻴﺮﻳﺮ ﻛﻤﺎ ﺳﻨﺮ ﻻﺣﻘﹰﺎ( ،وSṯt
ﱠ

٢
دﻳﺔ  ،Dﻓﺈن ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺠﻤﻮﻋﺎت  ،phylésﻛﺎن ﻳﻘﻊ ﻋﻠﻰ ﻋﺎﺗﻘﻬﺎ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻓﻰ ﹶ
دﻳﺔ  . Bوﺑﺎﻟﺘﻨﺎوب وﺑﺎﻟﺘﻮاز ،ووﻓﻘﹰﺎ ﻟﻠﻤﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت اﻟﺘﻰ ﻧﻘﻠﺘﻬﺎ ﹶ

ﻛﺬﻟﻚ اﻟﻌﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﻬﺎم اﻷﺧﺮ )ﻣﺜﻞ ﺗﻮرﻳﺪ اﻟﻤﺆن ،وإدارة اﻟﻤﺨﺎزن( ،ذﻟﻚ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﻨﺴﻴﻖ ﻣﻊ اﻟﻤﺆﺳﺴﺎت اﻟﻤﻮﺟﻮدة ﻓﻰ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ اﻟﺠﻴﺰة،

ﻣﻦ ﺑﻴﻨﻬﺎ ﻣﻌﺒﺪ اﻻﺳﺘﻘﺒﺎل اﻟﺬ ﻳﺒﺘﻌﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺠﻤﻊ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ ،واﻟﻤﺸﺎر إﻟﻴﻪ وﻓﻘﹰﺎ ﻟﺮأﻳﻨﺎ ﺑﺎﻻﺳﻢ ﻋﻨﺨﻮ  -ﺧﻮﻓﻮ  .Ankhou-Khoufouﻣﻦ
دﻳﺔ  ،Dﺑﻮﺿﻌﻬﻤﺎ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻤﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﻧﻔﺴﻬﺎ ،وﻫﻮ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﺟﺎﻧﺐ آﺧﺮ ،ﻧﻼﺣﻆ اﻟﺘﻨﻮﻳﻪ اﻟﻤﺸﺘﺮك ﻟﻠﻤﺴﻜﻦ ) ،(ẖnwواﻟﻤﺨﺰن )(šnwt؛ ﺣﻴﺚ ﺗﺴﻤﺢ ﹶ

ﻣﺎ ﻳﺆﻛﺪ ،ﻣﻦ وﺟﻬﺔ ﻧﻈﺮﻧﺎ ،أن اﻟﻘﺼﺮ اﻟﻤﻠﻜﻰ ﻛﺎن ﻳﻘﻊ ﺑﺎﻟﻘﺮب ﻣﻦ ﻣﻮﻗﻊ ﺑﻨﺎء اﻟﻬﺮم .وﻫﻮ أﻣﺮ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﻰ ﺣﻴﺚ أن ﺑﻨﺎء ﻫﺬا اﻷﺛﺮ ﻳﺴﺘﻨﺰف

ﺑﻮﺿﻮح ،ﻃﻮال ﻓﺘﺮة اﻟﺤﻜﻢ ،ﻣﺠﻤﻞ اﻟﺜﺮوات واﻟﻔﺎﺋﺾ اﻟﺰراﻋﻰ ﻟﻠﺒﻼد ،ذﻟﻚ ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل ﺷﺒﻜﺔ ﻣﺘﺮاﻣﻴﺔ اﻷﻃﺮاف ﻣﻦ اﻻﺳﺘﻘﻄﺎع ﻋﻠﻰ

اﻟﺠ ﹾﺮف ،وﻫﻮ أﺣﺪ اﻷﻓﺮع اﻟﺒﻌﻴﺪة .وﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﺎ ﻳﺒﺪو ،ﱠ
ﺗﺘﺮﻛﺰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ ﺑﺄﻛﻤﻠﻬﺎ ﻋﻨﺪ
ﻣﺠﻤﻞ أراﺿﻰ اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ ،ﻣﻦ ﺑﻴﻨﻬﺎ ﻣﻮﻗﻊ واد ﹶ
ﺗﺮﻛﻴﺰا ﻣﻦ ﺑﻘﺎﻳﺎ ﻣﻤﺎﺛﻠﺔ ﻟﺘﻠﻚ
ﻳﺘﺨﻴﻞ أن ﺑﻬﺎ
ﹰ
ﺳﻔﺢ ﻫﻀﺒﺔ اﻟﺠﻴﺰة ،إﻟﻰ ﺟﻮار ﻣﻌﺒﺪ اﺳﺘﻘﺒﺎل ﺧﻮﻓﻮ ﻣﺒﺎﺷﺮة ،وﻫﻰ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﻳﻤﻜﻦ ﻟﻠﻤﺮء أن ﱠ

اﻟﺘﻰ ﻗﺎم ﻣﺎرك ﻟﻬﻨﺮ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﻨﻘﻴﺐ ﺑﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ ﺣﻴﻂ اﻟﻐﺮاب ،ﻣﻦ ﻋﻬﺪ اﻟﻤﻠﻮك ﺧﻔﺮع وﻣﻨﻘﺮع.

ﻧﺘﻴﺠﺔ ﻟﻬﺬه اﻟﻤﺮﺣﻠﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻌﻤﻞ ،ﺗﻢ ﺗﻜﻠﻴﻒ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻧﻔﺴﻪ ﺑﻤﻬﻤﺘﻴﻦ إﺿﺎﻓﻴﺘﻴﻦ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷﻗﻞ ،وﻫﻤﺎ ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻔﺘﺎن ﺗﻤﺎ ﹰﻣﺎ .إﺣﺪاﻫﻤﺎ ،ورد ذﻛﺮﻫﺎ
دﻳﺔ  ،Cوﺗﺄﺗﻰ ﻣﺒﺎﺷﺮة ﺑﻌﺪ اﻟﻌﻤﻞ اﻟﺬ ﺗﻢ ﻓﻰ ﻣﺤﺎﺟﺮ ﹸﻃ ﹶﺮة ،أ ﺧﻼل ﺷﻬﺮ دﻳﺴﻤﺒﺮ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺴﻨﺔ )اﻟﺸﻬﺮ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ ﻣﻦ ﺑﹺﺮ ﹾِت( ،ﻓﻰ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻓﻰ ﹶ
ﹴ
ﹰ
ﺿﻔﺔ ﻷﺧﺮ ﻣﻦ ﻣﺠﺮاه اﻟﺮﺋﻴﺴﯽ .ﻫﺬا اﻟﺘﻮﻗﻴﺖ اﻟﺰﻣﻨﻰ،
ﻣﻨﺨﻔﻀﺎ ،ﻻ ﻳﺴﻤﺢ ﺑﻨﻘﻞ اﻟﺤﻤﻮﻻت اﻟﺜﻘﻴﻠﺔ ﻣﻦ
ﻓﺘﺮة ﺣﻴﺚ ﻛﺎن ﻣﺴﺘﻮ اﻟﻨﻴﻞ
دﻳﺔ  ،(Gواﻟﺘﻰ ﻳﺒﺪو أﻧﻬﺎ ﺗﺘﻮاﻓﻖ ﻣﻊ اﻟﻤﺮﺣﻠﺔ ﻧﻔﺴﻬﺎ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻌﻤﻞ .وﻣﻦ اﻟﻮاﺿﺢ ،أن ﻣﺴﺮح
ﻳﻘﺘﺮﺣﻪ ﺗﺎرﻳﺦ ﹸﻣ ﱠ
)اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﺠﺰأ ﻳﻈﻬﺮ ﻓﻰ ﹶﺑ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
دﻳﺔ ﺣﺴﺎﺑﻴﺔ ﹶ

اﻟﻌﻤﻠﻴﺎت ﻛﺎن وﺳﻂ اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ ،ﻓﻰ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ اﻟﻤﺴﺘﻨﻘﻌﺎت اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﺘﺎﺧﻢ ﺑﻼ ﺷﻚ اﻟﺒﺤﺮ ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺘﺮة ﻣﻦ اﻟﺘﺎرﻳﺦ اﻟﻤﺼﺮ .وﻗﺪ ﻛﺎن ﻫﺬا اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ
ﹰ
ﺴﻤﻰ ) djadjaاﻟﻤﺰدوج( ،أو ) djadjaاﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ(،
ﻣﺴﺆوﻻ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﻠﻴﺔ ﺑﻨﺎء )ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل اﻟﺪﻣﺞ واﻟﻀﻐﻂ ،ﺗﻢ اﺳﺘﺨﺪام اﻟﻔﻌﻞ  (ḫwsﹶﻣﺒ ﹰﻨﻰ ﹸﻳ ﱠ
ﺼﺐ اﻟﻌﻈﻴﻢ ﻟﻠﻤﺴﺘﻨﻘﻌﺎت«(،
»اﻟﻤ ﹼ
ﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﻘﺮﺑﺔ ﻣﻦ ﻣﻮﻗﻌﻴﻦ ﹸﻳﻄﻠﻖ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻤﺎ ﺑﺎﻧﺘﻈﺎم :ﹸرو -ﹸأور -أد  -ﺣﻮ ) Idehou Ro-Ourﺣﺮﻓﻴﺎ :ﹶ
ورو -ﻣﺎع ») Ro-Mâaاﻟﻤﺼﺐ اﻟﺤﻘﻴﻘﻰ«( .وﻟﺤﺴﻦ اﻟﺤﻆ ،ﺑﻔﻀﻞ اﻟﺘﺤﻘﻴﻖ
اﻟﻤﺘﻌﺪد ﻟﻤﺼﺎدر اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﺎت ،ﻳﻤﻜﻦ ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻮﻗﻊ
ﹼ
ﹸ

اﻟﻤﻨﺸﺄﺗﻴﻦ ﺑﺸﻜﻞ دﻗﻴﻖ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻤﻘﺎﻃﻌﺔ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻴﺔ ﻋﺸﺮة ﺑﻤﺼﺮ اﻟﺴﻔﻠﻰ )ﺗﻴﺐ  -ﻧﺘﻴﺮت  ،(Tjeb-netjeretﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﺴﺎﻓﺔ ﻗﺼﻴﺮة ﻣﻦ ﺳﺎﺣﻞ
ﹴ
واﺣﺪ أو أﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ ﻓﺮوع اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ ﻋﻠﻰ
ﺮﺟﺢ أن ﻫﺬه اﻷﺳﻤﺎء ااﻟﻤﻜﺎﻧﻴﺔ ﺗﹸﺸﻴﺮ إﻟﻰ ﻓﺘﺤﺔ ﻓﺮ ﹴع
اﻟﻤ ﱠ
اﻟﺒﺤﺮ اﻟﻤﺘﻮﺳﻂ .ﺑﺎﻹﺿﺎﻓﺔ إﻟﻰ ذﻟﻚ ،ﻓﻤﻦ ﹸ
اﻟﺒﺤﺮ اﻟﻤﺘﻮﺳﻂ .ﺟﻤﻴﻊ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻌﻤﻠﻴﺎت ،ﻳﺒﺪو أﻧﻬﺎ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺗﺤﺖ ﻗﻴﺎدة ﻣﺆﺳﺴﺔ ﻗﺮﻳﺒﺔ ﻣﻦ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ ) ،(Hout Khoufouوﻳﻤﻜﻦ اﻹﺷﺎرة

اﻟﻄﻠﻴﻌﻴﺔ« ) ،(Hout-tepetواﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻮﻓﺮ ﻟﻠﻌﻤﺎل اﻟﻤﺆن وﻣﻮاد اﻟﺒﻨﺎء .وﻻ ﺗﺴﺎﻋﺪ اﻟﻮﺛﻴﻘﺔ
اﻟﻴﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻨﺺ ﺑـ»اﻟﻤﺆﺳﺴﺔ اﻷوﻟﻰ/اﻟﻤﺆﺳﺴﺔ
ﱠ
ﻣﻨﺼﺔ ،أو رﺻﻴﻒ ﻣﻴﻨﺎء .وﻳﺒﺪو ﻟﻨﺎ أن اﻷﻣﺮ ﻫﻨﺎ ﻳﺘﻌﻠﻖ
ﺪرج ،ﱠ
ﻣﺎﻫﻴﺔ ﻫﺬا اﻟﺘﺠﻬﻴﺰ ،ﻏﻴﺮ أن ﻛﻠﻤﺔ  djadjaﺗﹸﺸﻴﺮ ﺑﺎﻧﺘﻈﺎم إﻟﻰ ﹸﻣ ﱠ
ﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﻌﺮﻓﺔ ﱠ

ﺑﺒﻨﺎء رﺻﻴﻒ ﺣﺎﺟﺰ أو رﺻﻴﻒ ﻣﻴﻨﺎء ﻳﺘﺸﺎﺑﻪ ﻣﻊ اﻟﺮﺻﻴﻒ اﻟﺬ ﻻ زال ﻣﺮﺋﻴﺎ ﻓﻰ ﻣﻮﻗﻊ واد اﻟﺠﺮف .ﻓﻤﻦ اﻟﻮاﺿﺢ ،أن اﻷﺳﺮة اﻟﺮاﺑﻌﺔ
وﭼ ﹶﺒ ﹾﻴﻞ ،ذﻟﻚ ﻣﻦ
وﻃﻮرت اﻻﺗﺼﺎل ﻣﻊ اﻟﺤﻮض اﻟﺸﺮﻗﻰ ﻟﻠﺒﺤﺮ اﻟﻤﺘﻮﺳﻂ ﹸ
اﻧﺘﻬﺠﺖ ﺳﻴﺎﺳﺔ ﻣﻬﻤﺔ ﻟﺒﻨﺎء اﻟﺴﻔﻦ ،ﻣﺸﻬﻮدة ﻣﻨﺬ ﻋﻬﺪ ﺳﻨﻔﺮو ،ﱠ

ﺮﻳﺔ؛ وﻫﻰ ﺗﺒﺪو ﻛﺨﻄﻮة ﻣﺘﻤﺎﺳﻜﺔ وﻣﻨﻄﻘﻴﺔ.
ﺧﻼل اﻟﺘﺮﻛﻴﺰ ﻋﻠﻰ إﻋﺪاد ﻣﺮاﻓﻖ اﻟﻤﺆاﻧﻰء؛ ﻣﻤﺎ ﱠ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺤ ﱠ
ﺳﻬﻞ ﻓﺘﺢ اﻟﺒﻼد ﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻒ واﺟﻬﺎﺗﻬﺎ ﹶ

ﺑﻌﺪ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺒﻌﺜﺔ ،ﻇﻠﺖ اﻟﻤﺼﺎدر ﺻﺎﻣﺘﺔ ﻟﻔﺘﺮة ﻃﻮﻳﻠﺔ .وﺑﺎﻟﻔﻌﻞ ،ﻻ ﺗﺘﻮاﻓﺮ ﻟﺪﻳﻨﺎ ،ﻓﻰ ﻣﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ ،أ ذﻛﺮ ﻟﻨﺸﺎط ،ﻳﻤﻜﻦ أن ﻳﻜﻮن

ﺣﺪث ﺧﻼل ﻓﺘﺮة اﻟﺸﺘﺎء )ﻳﻨﺎﻳﺮ-ﻣﺎرس( .وﻗﺪ ﻳﺮﺟﻊ ذﻟﻚ إﻟﻰ ﻓﻘﺪان ﺟﺰء ﻛﺒﻴﺮ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺤﻔﻮﻇﺎت ،واﻟﻌﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ؛ ﺧﺎﺻﺔ ﻓﻰ

ﹶﻨﺞ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺘﻠﻒ؛ ﻧﺘﻴﺠﺔ وﺟﻮدﻫﺎ ﻟﻔﺘﺮة ﻃﻮﻳﻠﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺮﻃﻮﺑﺔ.
اﻟﺴﻔﹾﻠﻰ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺤﻔﺮة ،ﺣﻴﺚ ﺗﻢ
ﹸ
إﻳﺪاﻋﻬﺎ .ﻓﻤﻦ اﻟﻮاﺿﺢ أن ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﻟﻢ ﺗ ﹸ
اﻟﺠﺰء ﱡ

ﻟﺬﻟﻚ؛ ﻳﺒﻘﻰ اﺣﺘﻤﺎل أن ﹰ
ﻳﻮﻣﻴﺔ ﻣﻔﻘﻮدة
ﺑﻌﻀﺎ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺬه اﻷﺟﺰاء اﻟﺘﻰ ﻗﺪﻣﻨﺎﻫﺎ دون أن ﻧﺴﺘﻄﻴﻊ ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪﻫﺎ ،ﻗﺪ ﺗﻜﻮن ﻋﻨﺎﺻﺮ ﻣﻦ ﺳﺠﻼت ﱠ
ﻛﻠﻴﺎ .وﻟﻜﻦ ،ﻳﻤﻜﻦ ﻛﺬﻟﻚ ﺗﺼﻮر أن ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺘﺮة ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﻓﺘﺮة اﺳﺘﺮﺧﺎء ﻷﻋﻀﺎء اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ؛ ﺣﻴﺚ ﺗﻢ اﻟﺴﻤﺎح ﻟﻬﻢ ﺑﺎﻟﻌﻮدة إﻟﻰ ﹸأ ﹶﺳﺮﻫﻢ ﻟﺒﻀﻌﺔ
.Les papyrus de la mer Rouge I, BII, 6a (p. 53-54, 57 note p) .٢

اﳌﻠﺤﻖ ٢

ﹰ
ﻠﻜﻴﺔ .وﺗﺒﻘﻰ اﻟﺤﻘﻴﻘﺔ،
أﺷﻬﺮ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺴﻨﺔ؛ ﻓﻰ وﻗﺖ رﺑﻤﺎ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻜﻦ اﻷﻛﺜﺮ
ﻧﺸﺎﻃﺎ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻌﺎم ﻟﻺﻣﺪاد ﺑﺎﻟﻤﻮاد اﻟﻼزﻣﺔ ﻟﻠﻌﻤﻞ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻤﻮاﻗﻊ ﹶ
اﻟﻤ ﱠ
أن اﻟﺒﻌﺜﺔ اﻷﺧﻴﺮة اﻟﺘﻰ اﺳﺘﻄﻌﻨﺎ ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪﻫﺎ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺳﺎﺣﻞ ﺧﻠﻴﺞ اﻟﺴﻮﻳﺲ ،ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺑﻼ ﺷﻚ ،ﻓﻰ إﻃﺎر أﺷﻐﺎل ﻣﻴﻨﺎء واد اﻟﺠﺮف ،وﻫﻮ أﻣﺮ

ﺠﺰآت ،ﻳﺘﻜﺮر اﺳﻢ اﻟﻤﻮﻗﻊ  - Batوﻫﻮ
اﻟﻤ ﱠ
ﻣﻨﻄﻘﻰ؛ ﺣﻴﺚ أﻧﻪ اﻟﻤﻜﺎن اﻟﺬ ﺗﻢ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻨﻬﺎﻳﺔ ﺗﺮك اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﺑﻪ .وﻓﻰ ﺳﻠﺴﻠﺔ ﻣﺤﺪودة ﻣﻦ ﹸ
ﹰ
ﱠ
اﻟﺴﺠﻼت
اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﺔ -؛ ﻣﻤﺎ ﻳﺴﻤﺢ ﺑﺘﺄﻛﻴﺪ أن واﺣﺪة ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷﻗﻞ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺬه
ارﺗﺒﺎﻃﺎ وﺛﻴﻘﹰﺎ ﺑﻤﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﺧﻠﻴﺞ اﻟﺴﻮﻳﺲ ﻓﻰ ﻣﺠﻤﻞ اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ
ﻳﺮﺗﺒﻂ
ﱠ

اﻟﻴﻮﻣﻴﺔ اﻟﻤﻜﺘﺸﻔﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻤﻮﻗﻊ ،ﺳﺠﻠﺖ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻌﻤﻠﻴﺔ اﻷﺧﻴﺮة اﻟﺘﻰ ﺳﺒﻘﺖ ﺑﻼ ﺷﻚ ﻫﺠﺮ اﻟﻤﺤﻔﻮﻇﺎت .ووﻓﻘﹰﺎ ﻟﻤﺠﻤﻞ اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﺔ،

ﻨﺎﺧﻴﺔ إﻻ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻔﺘﺮة ﻣﻦ
ﺳﻮاء ﻓﻰ اﻟﻌﺼﺮ اﻟﻘﺪﻳﻢ أم اﻟﻌﺼﻮر اﻟﻮﺳﻄﻰ ،ﻓﺈﻧﻪ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻜﻦ ﻫﻨﺎك ﻣﻼﺣﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺒﺤﺮ اﻷﺣﻤﺮ ﺑﺴﺒﺐ اﻟﻌﻮاﻣﻞ ﹸ
اﻟﻤ ﱠ
ﺷﻬﺮ أﺑﺮﻳﻞ وﺣﺘﻰ ﻧﻬﺎﻳﺔ اﻟﺼﻴﻒ  .٣ﻓﺠﻤﻴﻊ ﺗﻮارﻳﺦ اﻟﺤﻤﻼت اﻟﻤﻌﺮوﻓﺔ ﻟﺪﻳﻨﺎ ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺤﻘﺒﺔ اﻟﻔﺮﻋﻮﻧﻴﺔ  -ﻓﻰ وﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﺳﻴﻨﺎء

أو وﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﻣﻴﻨﺎء اﻟﻌﻴﻦ اﻟﺴﺨﻨﺔ  -ﺗﻤﺘﺪ ﺑﺎﻟﻔﻌﻞ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻔﺘﺮة ﻣﻦ ﻧﻬﺎﻳﺔ ﺷﻬﺮ ﻣﺎرس وﺣﺘﻰ ﺷﻬﺮ أﻏﺴﻄﺲ  .٤وﻫﺬه اﻟﺤﻤﻠﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﻗﺎدﻫﺎ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ
ﻓﻰ ﺳﻴﻨﺎء ،ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺤﺘﻤﻞ إذن أﻧﻬﺎ ﺗﻤﺖ ﺧﻼل ﻫﺬا اﻟﻌﺎم ﻓﻴﻤﺎ ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﺸﻬﺮ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ ﻣﻦ ﻣﻮﺳﻢ ﹺﺷ ﹸﻤﻮ )وﻫﻮ اﻟﺘﺎرﻳﺦ اﻟﻮاﺿﺢ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺟﺰء ﻣﻦ
ﹺ
دﻳﺔ  .٥ Hﻳﺒﺪو أن اﻟﻤﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت
دﻳﺔ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶﺑ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﺣﺴﺎﺑﻴﺔ( واﻟﺸﻬﺮ اﻟﺜﺎﻟﺚ أو اﻟﺮاﺑﻊ ﻣﻦ ﻣﻮﺳﻢ آﺧﺖ اﻟﺘﺎﻟﻰ ،واﻟﻠﺬﻳﻦ رﺑﻤﺎ ﺗﻢ ﺗﺴﺠﻴﻠﻬﻤﺎ ﻋﻠﻰ ﹶ
ﱠ
اﻟﻔﺮق )وﻛﺎن ﻳﺤﻤﻞ
اﻟﻘﻠﻴﻠﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻘﺪﻣﻬﺎ ﻫﺬه اﻷﺟﺰاء ،ﺗﺬﻛﺮ ﺣﺼ ﹰﻨﺎ ﺗﻢ إﻧﺸﺎؤه ﺧﻼل ﻫﺬا اﻟﻌﺼﺮ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺳﺎﺣﻞ ﺳﻴﻨﺎء ،ﻋﻨﺪ ﻧﻘﻄﺔ إﻧﺰال ﹶ

اﻟﻤﺴﺘﺨﺪﻣﺔ
اﺳﻢ  ،Ineb Khoufouﺣﺮﻓﻴﺎ »اﻟﺠﺪار/ﺣﺼﻦ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ«( ،وﺗﺸﻴﺮ إﻟﻰ رﺣﻼت اﻟﻤﺮاﻛﺐ ،ورﺑﻤﺎ ﻧﹶﻘﺐ اﻷروﻗﺔ ﻣﺜﻞ ﺗﻠﻚ ﹸ

اﻟﺠ ﹾﺮف.
ﻛﻤﺨﺎزن ﻓﻰ ﻣﻮﻗﻊ واد ﹶ

ﱠ
ﻣﺴﺆوﻟﻴﺔ ﻧﻘﻞ اﻟﻤﻮاد اﻟﺜﻘﻴﻠﺔ ،وﺻﻴﺎﻧﺔ ﺷﺒﻜﺔ ﻗﻨﻮات ﺻﻨﺎﻋﻴﺔ،
ﺗﻌﺪد ﻛﻔﺎءة ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺮق اﻟﻘﺎدرة ﻋﻠﻰ ﺗﻮ ﱢﻟﻰ
اﻟﺴﺠﻼت
وﺗﻮﺿﺢ
اﻟﻴﻮﻣﻴﺔ ﱡ
ﱠ
ﱠ

وﺑﻨﺎء ﻣﺮاﻓﻖ اﻟﻤﻮاﻧﺊ ،واﻹﺑﺤﺎر ﻓﻰ اﻟﺒﺤﺮ اﻷﺣﻤﺮ .وﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﺼﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﻴﻮﻣﻰ ،ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﻤﻜﻦ ﹰ
دورا ﻛﻘﺎﺋﻤﻴﻦ وﻣﺸﺮﻓﻴﻦ
أﻳﻀﺎ أن ﻳﻜﻮﻧﻮا ﻟﻌﺒﻮا ﹰ

ﻣﻦ ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻒ اﻟﻤﺆﺳﺴﺎت اﻟﻤﻠﻜﻴﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻈﻬﺮ ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻨﺼﻮص .وﻻ ﺗﻘﻒ ﻓﺎﺋﺪة ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺤﻔﻮﻇﺎت ﻋﻨﺪ ﻣﺠﺮد اﻟﻮﺻﻒ اﻟﺒﺴﻴﻂ ﻟﻠﻤﻬﺎم
اﻟﺘﻰ أﻧﺠﺰﺗﻬﺎ وﺣﺪات اﻟﻌﻤﻞ :ﻓﻬﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﻓﻰ ﺣﻮزﺗﻨﺎ ﺗﺴﻤﺢ دون ﺷﻚ ﺑﺘﻜﻮﻳﻦ ﻓﻜﺮة ﻋﻦ اﻟﺘﻨﻈﻴﻢ اﻟﺪاﺧﻠﻰ ،وﻋﻦ اﻟﻄﺮﻳﻘﺔ

ﻧﻔﺴﻬﺎ اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻢ ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼﻟﻬﺎ ﺗﺴﺠﻴﻞ اﻟﻤﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت ﻋﻠﻰ ﻋﺪة ﻣﺴﺘﻮﻳﺎت.
.٢

اﻟﺘﻨﻈﻴﻢ اﻟﻌﺎم ﻟﻠﺘﻮﺛﻴﻖ

دﻳﺔ اﻷﻛﺜﺮ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
دﻳﺔ  ،AAﻫﻰ ﹶ
ﺗﻨﺘﻤﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺴﺠﻼت اﻟﻴﻮﻣﻴﺔ اﻟﻤﺤﻔﻮﻇﺔ ﻓﻰ ﻣﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ اﻷرﺷﻴﭫ إﻟﻰ ﺛﻼث ﻓﺌﺎت ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ .وﺗﹸﻌﺪ ﹶ
ﹴ
ﹴ
دﻳﺔ أ ﺗﻔﺎﺻﻴﻞ ﻋﻦ
إﻳﺠﺎزﹰ ا ،وﻫﻰ ﺗﺴﺠﻞ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﺑﺸﻜﻞ أﺳﺎﺳﻲ ﺣﺮﻛﺎت اﻟﻤﺮاﻛﺐ ،ﺑﻴﻨﻤﺎ ﺗﻢ ﺗﺮك اﻟﻌﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ اﻷﻋﻤﺪة ﻓﺎرﻏﺔ .وﻻ ﺗﻘﺪم ﻫﺬه ﹶ
دﻳﺔ،
دﻳﺔ
ﱡ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟـ  phyléاﻟﺘﻰ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺗﺴﺘﺨﺪﻣﻬﺎ .وﻳﻤﻜﻦ ﱡ
ﻛﺒﺎ ﻣﺤﺪدة وﻟﻴﺲ ﻣﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ ﻋﻤﻞ ﺑﻌﻴﻨﻬﺎ .ﺗﺮﻛﻴﺐ ﻫﺬه ﹶ
ﺗﺼﻮر أن ﻫﺬه ﹶ
ﺗﺨﺺ ﹶﻣ ﹾﺮ ﹰ
ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل أﻋﻤﺪة ﺗﺴﺒﻘﻬﺎ ﻋﻼﻣﺔ ﻗﺮص اﻟﺸﻤﺲ اﻟﺬ ﹸﻳﺸﻴﺮ إﻟﻰ اﻟﻴﻮم ،وﻟﻜﻦ دون ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪ اﻟﺸﻬﺮ ،ﹸﻳ ﱢ
ﺬﻛﺮﻧﺎ ﺑﺘﻨﻈﻴﻢ وﺛﻴﻘﺔ واﺣﺪة ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷﻗﻞ

٧
ﺠﺰأة
دﻳﺔ
واﻟﻤ ﱠ
ﺗﻢ اﻛﺘﺸﺎﻓﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺠﺒﻠﻴﻦ ،٦وﻛﺬﻟﻚ ﹶﺑ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﺟﺎﻧﺒﺎ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﻴﻘﺔ اﻟﺨﺎﺻﺔ ﺟﺪا ،ﹸ
ﺣﺴﺎﺑﻴﺔ ﻣﻜﺘﺸﻔﺔ ﻓﻰ واد اﻟﺠﺮف  .وإذا ﺗﺮﻛﻨﺎ ﹰ
ﱠ

.J.P. Cooper, e Medieval Nile. Route, Naviagtion and Landscape in Islamic Egypt, Le Caire, New York, 2015, p. 173-181 .٣
Papyrus de la mer Rouge I, p. 11-12 ; P. Tallet, « Les ‘ports intermittents’ de la mer Rouge à l’époque pharaonique : .٤
caractéristique et chronologie », Nehet 3, p. 57-59.
P. Tallet, « Du pain et des céréales pour les équipes royales : le grand papyrus comptable du Ouadi el-Jarf (papyrus H) »، .٥
ﻟﻠﻔﺮق ،اﳌﻨﺘﺠﺎت اﳋﺎم أو ﺷﺒﻪ ا ﹸﳌﺼﻨﹶﻌﺔ )اﳊﺒﻮب واﻟﺪﻗﻴﻖ(
 ،Nehet 5ص .١١٧-٩٩ﻳﺒﺪو ﻟﻨﺎ أن ﳏﺘﻮ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﻴﻘﺔ ﻳﻤﻜﻦ أن ﻳﺘﻮاﻓﻖ ﺑﺸﻜﻞ ﺟﻴﺪ ﻣﻊ ﺑﻌﺜﺔ ﰱ اﻟﺼﺤﺮاء؛ ﺣﻴﺚ ﹸﻳﺴﻠﻢ ﹶ
وﻟﻴﺲ ا ﹸﳌﻨﺘﹶﺞ اﻟﻨﻬﺎﺋﻰ ﻣﺜﻞ اﳋﺒﺰ )ﻋﲆ ﻋﻜﺲ ﻣﺎ ﻧﻼﺣﻈﻪ ﻋﻨﺪﻣﺎ ﻳﻌﻤﻞ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﺑﺎﻟﻘﺮب ﻣﻦ اﳌﺮاﻛﺰ اﻹدارﻳﺔ اﳌﻬﻤﺔ ،اﻧﻈﺮ اﻟﱪدﻳﺔ ،(Papyrus de la mer Rouge I 4a, BII, B
ص .(٥٤-٥٣وﰱ ﻋﺪم وﺟﻮد ﺗﺎرﻳﺦ اﳊﻜﻢ ،ﻳﻤﻜﻦ اﻋﺘﺒﺎر ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﻴﻘﺔ ﻣﻌﺎﴏة ﻟﻨﺸﺎط اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﰱ اﳉﻴﺰة ،اﻟﻌﺎم اﻟﺘﺎﱃ ﻟﻠﺘﻌﺪاد اﻟﺜﺎﻟﺚ ﻋﴩ ،وﻟﻮﺟﻮدﻫﺎ ﰱ واد اﳉﺮف ﰱ
ﺑﺪاﻳﺔ اﻟﺴﻨﺔ اﻟﺘﺎﻟﻴﺔ )ﺳﻨﺔ اﻟﺘﻌﺪاد اﻟﺮاﺑﻊ ﻋﴩ(.
.P. Posener-Krieger, S. Demichelis, I papyri di Gebelein, Turin, 2004, tav. 3 (P. Geb. I, ro) .٦
ﺠﺰأ  ،٥وﺟﻪ اﻟﱪدﻳﺔ.
 ،Papyrus de la mer Rouge I .٧ص ،١٠٢ا ﹸﳌ ﱠ
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ﺑﺮدﻳﺎت اﻟﺒﺤﺮ اﻷﲪﺮ ٢
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ﹴ
ﻣﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت ﻋﻠﻰ
دﻳﺎت  C ،B ،Aو)،E (b
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻣﺘﻤﻴﺰﺗﹶﻴﻦ .ﺗﺴﺠﻞ ﹶ
ﻟﻠﻐﺎﻳﺔ ﺑﻜﻞ أﺳﻒ ،ﺗﻨﻘﺴﻢ اﻟﺴﺠﻼت ،ﻓﻰ اﻟﻮاﻗﻊ ،إﻟﻰ ﻣﺠﻤﻮﻋﺘﻴﻦ ﱠ
ﻣﺴﺘﻮ واﺣﺪ ﻣﻦ  phylésاﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ؛ ورﺑﻤﺎ ﻳﺘﻌﻠﻖ اﻷﻣﺮ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺟﻤﻴﻊ اﻷﺣﻮال ﺑﻄﺎﻗﻢ ﻣﻴﺮﻳﺮ ،ﺣﺘﻰ وإن ﻛﺎن ﻻ ﻳﻤﻜﻦ إﺛﺒﺎت ذﻟﻚ ﺑﺎﻟﻨﺴﺒﺔ

ﻋﻤﻮﻣﻴﺔ ،ﺣﻴﺚ ﺗﻀﻢ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ
ﻠﺰم ﺑﻬﺎ اﻟﻜﺎﺗﺐ  ،Dediﻓﻬﻰ أﻛﺜﺮ
واﻟﻤ ﹶ
اﻟﻤ ﱠ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
دﻳﺎت  E (a) ،Dو ،Fﹸ
دﻳﺔ ) ،E (bﹸ
ﺠﺰأة ﻟﻠﻐﺎﻳﺔ .أﻣﺎ ﹶ
إﻟﻰ ﹶ
ﱠ

ﹼ
ﺑﺄﻛﻤﻠﻪ ،وﺗﻘﺪم ﺑﺪورﻫﺎ ﻣﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت ﻋﻦ اﻟـ  phylésاﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﺸﻜﻞ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ .وﺟﻬﺔ ﻧﻈﺮ اﻟﻜﺎﺗﺐ اﻟﺬ ﻳﺘﻮﻟﻰ ﻫﺬا
ﺗﻌﺒﺮ ،ﻓﻰ
اﻟﺴﺠﻞ ،ﹼ

اﻟﺤﻘﻴﻘﺔ ،ﻋﻦ رأ اﻹدارة اﻟﻤﺮﻛﺰﻳﺔ ،واﻟﺘﻰ رﺑﻤﺎ ﺗﺘﻤﺮﻛﺰ ﻓﻰ ﻫﻀﺒﺔ اﻟﺠﻴﺰة؛ ﺣﻴﺚ ﻳﺪور ﻓﻰ ﻓﻠﻜﻬﺎ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺮق اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ .ﻧﻈﺮﻳﺎ ،إذا ﻛﺎن ﻧﻈﺎم

دﻳﺔ ﻓﺘﺮة ﺷﻬﺮﻳﻦ ،ﻓﺈن اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ
اﻟﺘﺴﺠﻴﻞ اﻟﻤﺰدوج ﻗﺪ ﻋﻤﻞ ﺑﺎﻧﺘﻈﺎم ﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﺪار اﻟﺴﻨﺔ
اﻟﺘﻘﻮﻳﻤﻴﺔ ﹶ
ﻌﻨﻴﺔ ﺑﻬﺬه اﻟﻤﺤﻔﻮﻇﺎت ،ﺣﻴﺚ ﺗﻐﻄﻰ ﻛﻞ ﹶﺑ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﻤ ﱠ
ﱠ

اﻟﻮاﺣﺪ ﻗﺪ أﻧﺘﺞ ﻣﺎ ﻳﺼﻞ إﻟﻰ  ٣٠وﺛﻴﻘﺔ ٦ :ﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﺴﺘﻮ اﻟﻤﺴﺆول ،ﻓﻰ ﹸرﺗﺒﺔ أﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻜﺎﺗﺐ  ،Dediو ٢٤ﻟﻤﺠﻤﻞ اﻟـ  phylésاﻷرﺑﻊ
ﹺ
اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗ ﱢ
ﻋﺎﺑﺮا ﻟـ»ﻣﻔﺘﺸﻴﻦ« آﺧﺮﻳﻦ ،ﺑﺨﻼف ﻣﻴﺮﻳﺮ ،وﻫﻮ ﻣﺎ ﱡ
ﻳﺪل
اﻟﻤ ﱠ
ﹸﺸﻜﻞ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ .وﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ ﻣﻦ ﹸ
ﻛﺮا ﹰ
ﺠﺰآت ،ﻧﺠﺪ ذ ﹰ

ﻋﻠﻰ أﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن ﻫﻨﺎك ﺑﺎﻟﻔﻌﻞ ﻋﺪة ﺗﻘﺎرﻳﺮ ﻋﻦ اﻟـ  ،phylésﺗﻢ إﻋﺪادﻫﺎ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﻮاز ﻓﻰ ﻓﺘﺮات ﻣﺤﺪدة .ﻏﻴﺮ أﻧﻪ ﻳﺒﺪو ﻣﻦ ﻏﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺤﺘﻤﻞ أن ﺗﻜﻮن
اﻟﻜﻤﻴﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﻣﻮﺟﻮدة ﻟﻌﺪة أﺳﺒﺎب.
ﻫﺬه
ﱠ

ﺑﺪاﻳ ﹰﺔ ،ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺤﺘﻤﻞ ،أن ﻓﺘﺮة ﻋﻤﻞ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻟﻢ ﺗﻜﻦ ﺗﻐﻄﻰ اﻟﺴﻨﺔ ﺑﺄﻛﻤﻠﻬﺎ ،وأﻧﻪ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﻫﻨﺎك  -ﻛﻤﺎ ذﻛﺮﻧﺎ أﻋﻼه  -ﻓﺘﺮة راﺣﺔ ﺧﻼل

اﺳﺘﺜﻨﺎﺋﻴﺔ )ﻋﻠﻰ
اﻟﺸﺘﺎء ،ﻻ ﺗﺘﻮاﻓﺮ ﻟﺪﻳﻨﺎ أﻳﺔ ﻣﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت ﻋﻨﻬﺎ .أﻣﺎ اﻟﺘﻘﺎرﻳﺮ اﻟﺨﺎﺻﺔ ﺑـ phyléﻣﺤﺪد ،ﻓﻬﻰ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﻣﺨﺼﺼﺔ ﻓﻘﻂ ﺳﻮاء ﻟﻤﻮاﻗﻒ
ﱠ

واﻵﺳﻴﻮﻳﺔ ) ،(sṯtوﻫﻰ اﻟﻔﺮق
ﻟﻠﻔﺮق اﻷﻋﻠﻰ درﺟ ﹰﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ،أ اﻟﻜﺒﻴﺮة )،(wrt
ﱠ
اﻟﻔﺮق ﻋﻦ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ( ،أم ﹶ
ﺳﺒﻴﻞ اﻟﻤﺜﺎل ،ﻋﻨﺪ اﺑﺘﻌﺎد إﺣﺪ ﹶ

»اﻟﻤﺮﻛﺰﻳﺔ« ،ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﺼﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﺠﻐﺮاﻓﻰ،
وأﺧﻴﺮا ،ﻻﺣﻈﻨﺎ وﺟﻬﺔ اﻟﻨﻈﺮ
اﻟﺘﻰ ﻳﺘﻢ ﺗﻮﺛﻴﻘﻬﺎ ﺑﺎﻟﺸﻜﻞ اﻷﻓﻀﻞ ،ﺑﻤﺎ ﻓﻰ ذﻟﻚ اﻟﺘﻘﺎرﻳﺮ اﻟﻤﻮﺟﺰة.
ﱠ
ﹰ

ﻟﻠﺴﺠﻼت اﻟﺘﻰ ﻛﺎن ﻳﺪﻳﺮﻫﺎ اﻟﻜﺎﺗﺐ  - Dediﻫﻞ ﺗﻢ إﺻﺪارﻫﺎ ﻋﻠﻰ ﻃﻮل اﻟﻌﺎم ،أم ﻋﻨﺪﻣﺎ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺗﻌﻤﻞ اﻟﻌﻨﺎﺻﺮ اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻓﻰ
ﻣﺤﻴﻂ اﻟﺠﻴﺰة؟ وﻣﻊ اﻷﺧﺬ ﻓﻰ اﻻﻋﺘﺒﺎر ﺟﻤﻴﻊ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺪﻻﻻت ،ﹼ
ﻳﻈﻞ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﻤﻜﻦ ﱠأﻻ ﻳﺘﺠﺎوز ﻋﺪد اﻟﺴﺠﻼت ،ﻣﻦ اﻟﺒﺪاﻳﺔ ،ﺧﻤﺴﺔ ﻋﺸﺮ؛

ﻣﻦ ﺑﻴﻨﻬﺎ ﺗﺴﻌﺔ أو ﻋﺸﺮة ،رﺑﻤﺎ ﺧ ﱠﻠﻔﺖ أ أﺛﺮ ﻓﻴﻤﺎ ﻋﺜﹸﺮﻧﺎ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﻣﻦ وﺛﺎﺋﻖ .وﻧﻌﺮض ﻓﻰ اﻟﺠﺪول  ،٤اﻟﺘﺎﻟﻰ،
اﻗﺘﺮاﺣﺎ ﻟﺘﺮﺗﻴﺐ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ.
ﹰ

اﳌﻠﺤﻖ ٢
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اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ
اﻟﻔﺮﻗﺔ

)(Phylé

ﻓﺮﻳﻖ »اﻟﻤﺮاﻓﻘﻴﻦ ﻷوراﻳﻮس ﺧﻮﻓﻮ ﻫﻰ ﻣﻘﺪﻣﺔ اﻟﺴﻔﻴﻨﺔ«
اﻟﻜﺎﺗﺐ Dedi

اﻟﻤﻔﺘﺶ ﻣﻴﺮﻳﺮ

 ٤ﺷﻤﻮ

دﻳﺔ D
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶ

 ١آﺧﺖ

دﻳﺔ D
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶ

)ﻳﻮﻟﻴﻮ(

 ٢آﺧﺖ

)أﻏﺴﻄﺲ(

)(١

)إﺷﺮاف ﻋﺎم(

اﻹدارة

)ﻳﻮﻧﻴﻪ(

اﻟﻜﺒﻴﺮة

اﻟﻤﺰدﻫﺮة

اﻵﺳﻴﻮﻳﺔ
)(٢

 -اﻟﻤﻔﺘﺶ Mesou

)(٣

 -اﻟﻤﻔﺘﺶ (...) Sekher

[…][Ny]kaounesout ∫ (?) -

(×١) ٣ ،(×١) ٢ ،(×٧) ١
(×٢) ٤ ،(×٤) ٢ ،(×٤) ١

دﻳﺔ A
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶ

دﻳﺔ F؟
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶ

دﻳﺔ  Aأو B
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶ

 ٣آﺧﺖ

)ﺳﺒﺘﻤﺒﺮ(

دﻳﺔ B
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶ

 ٤آﺧﺖ )أﻛﺘﻮﺑﺮ(

دﻳﺔ B
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶ

 ١ﺑﹺ ﹺﺮ ﹾت
)ﻧﻮﭬﻤﺒﺮ(

دﻳﺔ B
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶ

 ٢ﺑﹺ ﹺﺮ ﹾت
)دﻳﺴﻤﺒﺮ(

دﻳﺔ C
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶ

اﻟﺠﺰء X2

اﻟﺠﺰء X125

اﻟﻔﺮق اﻟﺜﻼث اﻷﺧﺮ؟
اﺛﻨﺘﺎن ﻣﻦ ﺑﻴﻦ ﹶ
ﺑﻌﺜﺎت ﻏﻴﺮ ﻣﻌﺮوﻓﺔ.

 ٣ﺑﹺ ﹺﺮ ﹾت
)ﻳﻨﺎﻳﺮ(
 ٤ﺑﹺ ﹺﺮ ﹾت
)ﻓﺒﺮاﻳﺮ(

ﻓﺘﺮة اﺳﺘﺮﺧﺎء ،أو ﻓﺠﻮة ﻛﺒﻴﺮة ﻓﻰ اﻟﻤﺼﺎدر

 ١ﺷﻤﻮ

)ﻣﺎرس(
 ٢ﺷﻤﻮ

)اﺑﺮﻳﻞ(

دﻳﺔ )E (a
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶ

 ٣ﹺﺷ ﹸﻤﻮ

)ﻣﺎﻳﻮ(

وﻣﺎ ﺑﻌﺪ ذﻟﻚ

اﳉﺪول  .٤ﺗﻨﻈﻴﻢ وﺗﺴﻠﺴﻞ ﻋﻤﻞ ﻓﺮﻳﻖ .Dedi

دﻳﺔ ) – E (bﻫﻰ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷرﺟﺢ ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ أﺣﺪی اﻟـ Phylé
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶ
ﺗﺨﺼﻴﺺ ﻏﻴﺮ ﻣﺆﻛﺪ ﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻣﻴﺮﻳﺮ

اﻟﺼﻐﻴﺮة
)(٤

ﺑﺮدﻳﺎت اﻟﺒﺤﺮ اﻷﲪﺮ ٢
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ﺗﺴﺘﺤﻖ إﺣﺪ اﻟﺤﺎﻻت أن ﻳﺘﻢ ﻓﺤﺼﻬﺎ ﺑﻤﺰﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺘﻔﺼﻴﻞ :أﻻ وﻫﻰ ﺣﺎﻟﺔ اﻟﺸﻬﺮ اﻷول ﻣﻦ ﻣﻮﺳﻢ آﺧﺖ ،واﻟﺬ ﻳﺒﺪو أﻧﻪ ﹸﻣﻮ ﱠﺛﻖ ﻣﻦ

دﻳﺔ .(D
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
)اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
دﻳﺔ  ،(Aوﻓﻰ اﻟﻮﻗﺖ ﻧﻔﺴﻪ ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل اﻟﺘﻘﺮﻳﺮ اﻟﻤﻮﺟﺰ اﻟﺬ أﻋﺪه اﻟﻜﺎﺗﺐ ) Dediاﻟﻨﺼﻒ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ ﻣﻦ ﹶ
ﺧﻼل ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ اﻟـ  phyléﹶ

دﻳﺔ  ،Dﻫﻮ اﻟﺘﺄﻛﻴﺪ ﻋﻠﻰ أن ﻓﺮﻳﻖ ﻣﻴﺮﻳﺮ ،واﻟﺬ ﹸﻳﺪﻋﻰ ﺑﺒﺴﺎﻃﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺒﺮدﻳﺘﻴﻦ  Aو،B
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﻌﻨﺼﺮ اﻷول اﻟﺬ ﻳﻤﻜﻦ اﺳﺘﻨﺘﺎﺟﻪ ﻣﻦ ﹶ

»اﻟـ  sȝ⸗f phyléاﻟﺨﺎﺻﺔ ﺑﻪ« ،ﻫﯽ  phyléاﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ )اﻟﻜﺒﻴﺮ( )(wrt؛ أ ،ﺑﺤﺴﺐ اﻟﻨﻈﺎم اﻷﺳﺎس ،اﻷﻛﺜﺮ أﻫﻤﻴﺔ .وﺑﺎﻟﻨﺴﺒﺔ إﻟﻰ اﻟﺸﻬﺮ

دﻳﺔ  ،Dﻓﺈن ﻫﺬه اﻟـ  phyléﻣﺘﻮاﺟﺪة ﺑﺎﻟﻔﻌﻞ :ﻓﻴﻤﺎ ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﻴﻮم اﻟﻌﺎﺷﺮ واﻟﻴﻮم اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ واﻟﻌﺸﺮﻳﻦ ،ﻓﻘﺪ ﺗﻢ ذﻛﺮﻫﺎ ﺳﺒﻊ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻷول ﹸ
اﻟﻤﺴﺠﻞ ﻓﻰ ﹶ

ﻠﻜﻴﺔ .وﻓﻰ ﻫﺬا
ﻣﺮات ﻓﻴﻤﺎ ﺗﺒﻘﱠﻰ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻮﺛﻴﻘﺔ .وﻃﻮال ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺘﺮة ،ﻳﺒﺪو أن ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺮﻗﺔ ﻫﻰ ﻣﻦ ﺗﺘﻮﻟﻰ اﻟﺨﺪﻣﺔ ﻋﻨﺪ » ﹶﺑ ﱠﻮاﺑﺔ« اﻟﻤﺆﺳﺴﺔ ﹶ
اﻟﻤ ﱠ

اﻟﺠﺰء ﻣﻦ اﻟﻮﺛﻴﻘﺔ ﻋﻠﻰ وﺟﻪ اﻟﺘﺤﺪﻳﺪ ،ﻳﺘﻜﺮر اﺳﻢ اﻟﻤﻔﺘﺶ ﻣﻴﺮﻳﺮ ﺛﻼث ﻣﺮات )D1, 1b؛ DII, 13a؛  .(DII, 16bأﻣﺎ اﻟﻤﺜﺎل اﻷﺧﻴﺮ،
ﺻﻐﻴﺮا
ﺨﺼﺼﻴﻦ ﻟﻮﺻﻒ ﻋﻤﻞ  ،phylé wrtأﺿﺎف اﻟﻜﺎﺗﺐ ﺗﻌﻠﻴﻘﹰﺎ
ﻓﻬﻮ ﺑﻼ ﺷﻚ اﻷﻛﺜﺮ ﹰ
واﻟﻤ ﱠ
إﻗﻨﺎﻋﺎ :ﻓﻴﻤﺎ ﺑﻴﻦ ﻋﻤﻮ ﹶد ﹾ ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻴﻮم ،ﹸ
ﹰ
ﹺ
ﻣﻌﺪات/ﻗ ﹶﻄﻊ ﻧﺴﻴﺞ ﻟﻠﻤﻔﺘﺶ ﻣﻴﺮﻳﺮ«.
ﺑﺎﻟﺤﺒﺮ اﻷﺣﻤﺮ» :إﻋﻄﺎء

دﻳﺔ  ،(Aوﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ اﻟﻄﺎﻗﻢ ﺑﺄﻛﻤﻠﻪ
)اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺸﻬﺮ اﻟﺘﺎﻟﻰ ،اﻷول ﻣﻦ آﺧﺖ ،ﻫﻮ اﻟﻤﻘﺎرﻧﺔ ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﺘﻘﺮﻳﺮﻳﻦ  -ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ اﻟـ  Phyléاﻟﻮﺣﻴﺪة ﹶ
ﹰ
ﺗﻔﺼﻴﻼ ،ﻛﻴﻒ ﻳﺤﺎول اﻟﻜﺎﺗﺐ  Dediإﻋﺪاد ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ ﻣﻮﺟﺰ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﻞ
دﻳﺔ  ،(Dوﻫﻮ ﻣﺎ ﻳﺴﻤﺢ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻮﻗﺖ ﻧﻔﺴﻪ ﺑﻤﻌﺮﻓﺔ ،ﺑﺸﻜﻞ أﻛﺜﺮ
)اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﹶ
اﻷو ﹾﻟﻴﻦ ﻣﻦ
ﻋﺪة ﻓﺮق ﻣﻦ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ،واﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻌﻤﻞ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻮﻗﺖ ﻧﻔﺴﻪ ﻓﻰ ﻣﻨﺎﻃﻖ ﻣﻨﻔﺼﻠﺔ )اﻧﻈﺮ اﻟﺠﺪول  .(p. 191, supra ،٥وﺧﻼل اﻟﻌﻘﺪﻳﻦ ﱠ
ﻫﺬا اﻟﺸﻬﺮ ،أﺻﺒﺢ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻮاﺿﺢ أن اﻟﻔﺮﻗﺔ »اﻟﻜﺒﻴﺮة« ﻗﺪ ﺗﻢ ﻧﻘﻠﻬﺎ ﻣﻦ ﺧﺪﻣﺘﻬﺎ ﻋﻨﺪ اﻟﺒﻮاﺑﺔ ،وﺣﻞ ﻣﺤﻠﻬﺎ ﻓﺮﻗﺘﺎن ) (phylésﹸأ ﹾﺧ ﹶﺮﻳﺎن ،وﻫﻤﺎ
»اﻵﺳﻴﻮﻳﺔ« و»اﻟﺼﻐﻴﺮة« .وﻫﻮ أﻣﺮ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﻰ ﺣﻴﺚ أﻧﻪ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻮﻗﺖ ﻧﻔﺴﻪ ،رﺑﻤﺎ ﺗﻢ إﻟﺤﺎق »اﻟﻜﺒﻴﺮة« ﺑﻤﻬﻤﺔ ﺗﺘﻌﻠﻖ ﹴ
ﺑﻨﻘﻞ ﻟﻸﻳﺪ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻠﺔ ﻟﻠﺠﻴﺰة

وﻧﻈﺮا ﻟﻘﺮب ﻫﺎﺗﻴﻦ اﻟﻔﺮﻗﺘﻴﻦ
)ﺧﻼل اﻟﻌﻘﺪ اﻷول( ،ﺛﻢ ﻋﻤﻠﻴﺎت ﺻﻴﺎﻧﺔ اﻟﺸﺒﻜﺔ اﻟﻤﺎﺋﻴﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﺨﺪم ﻫﻀﺒﺔ اﻟﺠﻴﺰة )ﺧﻼل اﻟﻌﻘﺪ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ(.
ﹰ
اﻟﺴ ﱢ
ﺠﻞ اﻟﻴﻮﻣﻰ )ﻻ ﹸﺑ ﱠﺪ وأن  Dediﻛﺎن ﻣﻮﺟﻮ ﹰدا ﺑﺎﻟﺠﻴﺰة ﺣﻴﺚ ﻧﺮاه ﻳﺰور ﻣﺆﺳﺴﺎت ﻣﺜﻞ اﻟﺼﻮﻣﻌﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﻣﻦ
ﻣﻦ اﻟﺸﺨﺺ اﻟﻤﺴﺆول ﻋﻦ ﱢ

اﻟﻤﺤﺘﻤﻞ أن ﺗﻜﻮن ﻫﻨﺎك( ،ﻓﺈن ﻫﺎﺗﻴﻦ اﻟﻔﺮﻗﺘﻴﻦ ﻫﻤﺎ ﻣﺤﻮر ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮه اﻟﻴﻮﻣﻰ .ﻏﻴﺮ أﻧﻪ ﻳﺴﺠﻞ ﻋﻤﻞ اﻟﻔﺮﻗﺔ »اﻟﻜﺒﻴﺮة« ﻓﻰ ﻣﻨﺎﺳﺒﺔ واﺣﺪة ﻓﻘﻂ:
ﹺ
دﻳﺔ ،A
ﻟﻠﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻳﻮم  ،١٧ﺣﻴﺚ ﺗﻘﻊ »اﻟﻜﺒﻴﺮة« ﻋﻨﺪ »ﻃﺮف« ﻛﻴﺎن ﺟﻐﺮاﻓﻰ ﹸﻓﻘﺪ ﹸ
اﺳﻤﻪ .ﻫﺬا اﻟﺨﻴﺎر ﻟﻴﺲ ﺑﺒﺴﻴﻂ :ﻓﻔﻰ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻴﻮم ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪﹰ ا ،وﻓﻘﹰﺎ ﹶ
ﻟﺴﺪﱢ ﹸرو -ﺷﻴﻪ  -ﺧﻮﻓﻮ ،وﻓﺘﺢ
ﺗﻘﻮم اﻟـ  phyléاﻟﺨﺎﺻﺔ ﺑﻤﻴﺮﻳﺮ ﺑﺎﻟﻌﻤﻠﻴﺔ اﻷﻛﺜﺮ دﻗ ﹰﺔ وأﻫﻤﻴ ﹰﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺸﻬﺮ :أﻻ وﻫﻰ ﺳﺤﺐ اﻷﻋﻤﺪة اﻟﺪاﻋﻤﺔ ﹶ
اﻟﺠ ﹶﻠﻞ ،ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺤﺘﻤﻞ أن ﻳﻜﻮن ﻟﻪ ﺷﻜﻞ ﻣﻦ أﺷﻜﺎل اﻷﺳﺒﻘﻴﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺘﻘﺮﻳﺮ ،ﻣﻘﺎرﻧ ﹰﺔ ﹸﺑﺮ ﹺ
وﺗﻴﻦ
اﻟﺤﻮض ﻹﺗﺎﺣﺔ اﻟﻮﺻﻮل ﻟﻠﻬﻀﺒﺔ .ﻫﺬا اﻟﺤﺪث ﹶ
دﻳﺔ  Bﺣﻴﺚ ﺗﻢ ﺗﺮك اﻟﺘﺴﺠﻴﻞ اﻟﻤﻨﺘﻈﻢ واﻟﻤﺘﻜﺮر
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻋﻤﻞ اﻟﻔﺮﻗﺘﻴﻦ اﻟﻘﺎﺋﻤﺘﻴﻦ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﺨﺪﻣﺔ ﻋﻨﺪ ﱠ
اﻟﺒﻮاﺑﺔ .وﻗﺪ ﻻﺣﻈﻨﺎ اﻟﻈﺎﻫﺮة ﻧﻔﺴﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ ﹶ

اﺳﺘﺜﻨﺎﺋﻴﺔ )ﻣﺜﻞ ﻣﻐﺎدرة أﺳﻄﻮل »ﻗﺎﺋﺪ اﻟـ.٨ (Hesi «١٠
ﻟﻌﻤﻞ اﻟﻔﺮﻗﺔ؛ ﺣﺘﻰ ﹸﻳﻔﺴﺢ اﻟﻤﺠﺎل ،إذا ﻟﺰم اﻷﻣﺮ ،ﻟﺘﺴﺠﻴﻞ ﻣﻌﻠﻮﻣﺔ أﻛﺜﺮ
ﱠ

اﻟﻤ ﹾﻌ ﱠﻨﻴﺔ ﺑﺘﻨﻈﻴﻢ اﻟﻌﻤﻞ ﻓﻰ ﻇﻞ
وإذا أﺧﺬﻧﺎ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺴﺠﻼت ﻓﻰ ﻣﺠﻤﻠﻬﺎ ،ﻓﺈﻧﻬﺎ ﺗﻘﺪم ﻟﻨﺎ ﻣﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت ﻏﻴﺮ ﻣﺴﺒﻮﻗﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻧﻈﺎم اﻟـ  phylésﹶ
ﹴ
ﹴ
أﺳﺎس ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل ﻋﻼﻣﺎت
ﺑﺸﻜﻞ
اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﺔ اﻟﻘﺪﻳﻤﺔ .ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺮق اﻟﺘﻰ ﺷﺎرﻛﺖ ﻓﻰ ﺑﻨﺎء اﻵﺛﺎر اﻟﻤﻠﻜﻴﺔ ،ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺣﺘﻰ اﻵن ﻣﻌﺮوﻓ ﹰﺔ

اﻟﻤﺮاﻗﺒﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺗﺘﺮﻛﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻤﻮاﻗﻊ اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺠﻤﻌﺎت اﻟﺠﻨﺎﺋﺰﻳﺔ اﻟﻤﻠﻜﻴﺔ .واﻵن ،ﺗﺘﻴﺢ ﻟﻨﺎ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ أن ﻧﺮ ﻃﺮق اﻟﺘﻨﻈﻴﻢ
ﻘﺪر ﻗﻮام ﹸﻛ ﱟﻞ ﻣﻨﻬﺎ ﺑﺄرﺑﻌﻴﻦ ﹰ
رﺟﻼ )وﻣﻦ ﺿﻤﻦ أﻣﻮر أﺧﺮ ،دراﺳﺔ ﺣﺼﺺ
ﻣﻦ اﻟﺪاﺧﻞ :وﻧﻼﺣﻆ ﺗﻘﺴﻴﻤﻬﻢ إﻟﻰ أرﺑﻊ ﻓﺮق ،واﻟﺘﻰ ﹸﻳ ﱠ

ﺮﺟﺢ أن
اﻟﻤ ﱠ
اﻹﻋﺎﺷﺔ اﻟﻤﺨﺼﺼﺔ ﻟﻬﻢ(  ،٩ورﺑﻤﺎ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﻛﻞ ﻓﺮﻗﺔ ﻣﻨﻬﻢ ﺗﺤﺖ ﻗﻴﺎدة »ﻣﻔﺘﺶ« )  .(sḥḍوﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﺴﺘﻮ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﺑﺄﻛﻤﻠﻪ ،ﻣﻦ ﹸ

اﻟﻤﺴﻤﻰ  ،Dediﻛﺎن ﻳﻘﻮم ﺑﺪور اﻟﺮﻗﺎﺑﺔ اﻹدارﻳﺔ ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل إﻋﺪاد ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ ﻣﻮﺟﺰ ﻋﻦ ﻧﺸﺎط ﻛﻞ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ .وﻓﻰ أﻋﻠﻰ ﺳﻠﺴﻠﺔ اﻟﻘﺎدة،
اﻟﻜﺎﺗﺐ
ﹼ
ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺤﺘﻤﻞ أن ﻳﻜﻮن اﻟﻤﺴﺆول ﻋﻦ ﻣﻮﻗﻊ اﻟﻬﺮم  -ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺤﺎﻟﺔ ،ﻓﻰ زﻣﻦ ﻛﺘﺎﺑﺔ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺤﻔﻮﻇﺎت ،اﻟﻮزﻳﺮ ،ﻣﺮاﻗﺐ أﻋﻤﺎل اﻟﻤﻠﻚ،

اﻟﺴ ﹾﻠﻄﺔ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺟﻤﻴﻊ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
وﻣﺪﻳﺮ ﹸرو  -ﺷﻴﻪ  -ﺧﻮﻓﻮ  -ﻋﻨﺦ اف )اﻷخ ﻏﻴﺮ اﻟﺸﻘﻴﻖ ﻟﻠﻤﻠﻚ ،واﻟﺬ ذﻛﺮﺗﻪ ﹶ
دﻳﺔ  ،(Bﻫﺬا اﻟﻤﺴﺆول ،ﻛﺎن ﻟﻪ ﱡ
ﹰ
ﺗﻨﻮع اﻟﻤﻬﺎم اﻟﺘﻰ ﻛﺎن ﻳﺘﻢ
ﺆﻫﻠﻴﻦ
ﺗﺸﻜﻴﻼت اﻟﻌﻤﻞ .١٠وﻻ ﺷﻚ أن اﻷﻓﺮاد اﻟﻤﺸﺎرﻛﻴﻦ ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺮق ﻛﺎﻧﻮا ﹸﻣ ﱠ
ﻋﺎﻟﻴﺎ ،وﻫﻮ ﻣﺎ ﻳﻔﺴﺮ ﱡ
ﺗﺄﻫﻴﻼ ﹰ
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ﻣﺮورا ﺑﺨﺪﻣﺔ اﻟﻘﺼﺮ واﻟﻬﻴﺌﺎت اﻟﻤﻠﻜﻴﺔ اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ .ﻣﻦ ﺟﺎﻧﺐ آﺧﺮ ،ﻻ ﹸﺑ ﱠﺪ وأن
ﺗﻜﻠﻴﻔﻬﻢ ﺑﻬﺎ ،ﺑﺪ ﹰءا ﻣﻦ ﻧﻘﻞ اﻟﻤﻮاد ﺣﺘﻰ ﻣﻬﺎم ﺑﻨﺎء أﺧﺮ،
ﹰ

ﻫﺆﻻء اﻷﻓﺮاد ﺗﻤ ﹼﺘﻌﻮا ﺑﺎﻟﻌﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ اﻻﻣﺘﻴﺎزات ،وﻳﻤﻜﻨﻨﺎ اﻓﺘﺮاض وﺟﻮد ،ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺘﺮة ،ﻗﻮاﺋﻢ ﺗﺴﺠﻞ ﺑﻌﻨﺎﻳﺔ أﻋﻀﺎء ﻫﺬه اﻟﻨﺨﺒﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ،
إﻟﻰ ﺟﺎﻧﺐ اﻟﻤﺆن اﻟﺘﻰ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺗﻘﻮم اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ ﺑﺈﻣﺪادﻫﻢ ﺑﻬﺎ ،ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺗﺘﻤﺘﻊ ﻛﺬﻟﻚ ﺑﺎﻟﺤﺼﻮل ﺑﺸﻜﻞ دور ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﻤﻜﺎﻓﺂت اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ؛ ﺧﺎﺻﺔ

١١
دﻳﺔ  ،Bﺗﻢ ﺑﺎﻟﻔﻌﻞ ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪ أﻧﻪ ﻳﺘﻢ اﺳﺘﺪﻋﺎء »أﻓﺮاد
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻣﻦ اﻟﻨﺴﻴﺞ ،واﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻢ ﺗﺴﺠﻴﻠﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺴﺠﻼت اﻟﻴﻮﻣﻴﺔ ﺑﺎﻟﻠﻮن اﻷﺣﻤﺮ  .وﻓﻰ ﹶ

١٢
دﻳﺔ  Dواﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﺘﻔﻖ دون ﺷﻚ ﻣﻊ اﻟﺸﻬﺮ اﻷول ﻣﻦ ﻣﻮﺳﻢ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻣﺴﺠﻠﻴﻦ ﺑﺎﻟﺪور ،ﻓﻰ اﻟﺴﺠﻞ« ) (wpwtﻹﻧﺠﺎز ﻣﻬﻤﺔ ﻣﺤﺪدة .وﻓﻰ ﹶ
ﹺ
أﻣﺮا ﻣﻠﻜﻴﺎ ) ،(wḫȝﻗﺪ ﻳﻜﻮن اﻻﻋﺘﻤﺎد اﻟﺮﺳﻤﻰ ﻟﻌﻤﻞ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﺧﻼل
آﺧﺖ ﻓﻰ ﺑﺪاﻳﺔ اﻟﺴﻨﺔ
اﻟﺘﻘﻮﻳﻤﻴﺔ ،ﻫﻨﺎك ذﻛﺮ ﻟﻮﺛﻴﻘﺔ رﺳﻤﻴﺔ ،رﺑﻤﺎ ﻛﺎن ﹰ
ﱠ
دﻳﺔ اﻟﻤﺠﺰأة ﻟﻠﻐﺎﻳﺔ ﻻ ﺗﺴﻤﺢ ﻟﻸﺳﻒ ﺑﻤﻌﺮﻓﺔ اﻟﻤﺰﻳﺪ ،ﻏﻴﺮ أﻧﻨﺎ ﻧﻼﺣﻆ أن
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﺷﻬﺮا اﻟﺘﺎﻟﻴﺔ .ﻋﺪم وﺟﻮد ﺣﺎﻟﺔ ﻣﻤﺎﺛﻠﺔ ،وﺣﺎﻟﺔ ﹶ
اﻻﺛﻨﻰ ﻋﺸﺮ ﹰ
دﻳﺔ  Dإﻟﻰ
ﺗﹶﺴ ﱡﻠﻢ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﻴﻘﺔ  -اﻟﻤﺸﺎر إﻟﻴﻪ ﺑﺎﻟﻠﻮن اﻷﺣﻤﺮ  -رﺑﻤﺎ ﹸﻳﻌﺘﺒﺮ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻋﻨﺼﺮا ﹸﻣﻬﻤﺎ ﺟﺪا ﻟﺼﺎﻟﺢ اﻟﻌﻤﺎل .ﻋﻼوة ﻋﻠﻰ ذﻟﻚ ،ﺗﺸﻴﺮ ﹶ
ﹰ

ﻘﺮ ) ،(ẖnwأو اﻹﺷﺎرة اﻟﻤﺘﻜﺮرة ﻟﻤﻌﺒﺪ اﻻﺳﺘﻘﺒﺎل
اﻟﺴ ﹾﻠﻄﺔ واﻹدارة .وﻫﻮ ﻣﺎ ﻳﺘﻀﺢ ﻣﻦ ذﻛﺮ ﹶ
اﻟﻤ ﱢ
دراﻳﺔ اﻟﻄﺎﻗﻢ ﺑﺎﻷﻣﺎﻛﻦ اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻘﻊ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ ﱡ

اﻟﺨﺎص ﺑﻌﻨﺨﻮ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ  ،Ankhou Khoufouواﻟﻤﺤﺎط ﺑﻤﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﺣﻀﺮﻳﺔ ،اﻟﺘﻰ رﺑﻤﺎ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺗﻀﻢ ﻛﺬﻟﻚ ﻣﻘﺮ اﻟﻘﺼﺮ )اﻧﻈﺮ أﻋﻼه .(٣٫٧
ﻫﺬا اﻟﻘﺮب اﻟﺠﻐﺮاﻓﻰ ﻗﺪ ﻳﻜﻮن
ﻋﻨﺼﺮا ﻟﺘﻔﺴﻴﺮ اﺳﺘﺨﺪام اﻟﺘﻌﺒﻴﺮ  stp-sȝﻟﺘﺤﺪﻳﺪ ﻓﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﻤﺎل .ﻫﺬا اﻟﺘﻔﺴﻴﺮ ﻗﺪ ﻳﺒﺪو ﻟﻠﻮﻫﻠﺔ اﻷوﻟﻰ ﹸﻣﻔﺎﺟ ﹰﺌﺎ
ﹰ
وﻟﻜﻨﻪ ﺷﺎﺋﻊ ﺟﺪا ﻓﻰ وﺛﺎﺋﻘﻨﺎ .١٣ﻫﺬه اﻟﺼﻴﻐﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ اﺧﺘﺮﻧﺎ ﺗﺮﺟﻤﺘﻬﺎ ﻋﻠﻰ أﻧﻬﺎ )اﻟﻨﺨﺒﺔ( ،ﺗﺸﻴﺮ ﻛﺬﻟﻚ ﺑﺎﻧﺘﻈﺎم إﻟﻰ ﺑﻼط اﻟﻤﻠﻚ واﻟﺤﺎﺷﻴﺔ

ﺰودة ﺑﺄﺳﻤﺎء ﻣﻠﻜﻴﺔ ،ﻛﺎن ﻳﺘﻢ ﺗﺸﻜﻴﻠﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ
ﻣﻨﺬ ﻋﻬﺪ اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﺔ اﻟﻘﺪﻳﻤﺔ .١٤وﻣﻦ
ﹼ
اﻟﻤ ﱠ
اﻟﻤﺮﺟﺢ ،أن ﻫﺬه اﻟﺘﺸﻜﻴﻼت اﻟﻤﺘﺨﺼﺼﺔ ،ﹸ
ﺣﻀﻮر اﻟﻤﻠﻚ ،ذﻟﻚ ﻛﻤﺎ ﻳﺘﻀﺢ ﺑﺎﻟﻨﺴﺒﺔ إﻟﻰ اﻟﺒﻌﺾ ﻣﻨﻬﺎ ،ﺣﻴﺚ ﺗﺤﻤﻞ أﺳﻤﺎء ﺗﺸﻴﺮ إﻟﻰ أﻧﻬﺎ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ »ﻣﻌﺮوﻓﺔ« ﻣﻦ ﹺﻗﺒﻞ اﻟﺤﺎﻛﻢ.١٥

.٣

اﳌﻨﺸﺂت ﰱ اﳉﻴﺰة ﻣﻦ ﻋﻬﺪ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ
دﻳﺔ ،D
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻟﻘﺪ ﻗﻤﻨﺎ ﺑﺎﻟﻔﻌﻞ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﻌﻠﻴﻖ ﻋﺪة ﻣﺮات ﻋﻠﻰ اﺳﻢ ﻣﻮﻗﻊ ﻋﻨﺨﻮ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ  ،Ankhou Khoufouاﻟﺬ ﻳﻈﻬﺮ ﺑﺎﻧﺘﻈﺎم ﻓﻰ ﹶ

ﺣﻴﺚ ﻳﺘﻜﺮر ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷﻗﻞ  ١٤ﻣﺮة ،وﺣﻴﺚ ﻧﻼﺣﻆ أن إﻃﺎر ﺧﻮﻓﻮ ﻳﺮﺗﺒﻂ ﺑﻌﻨﺎﺻﺮ ﻣﻬﻤﺔ ﻟﺒﻘﻴﺔ اﻻﺳﻢ )اﻟﺠﺪول  ،(٦ﻏﻴﺮ أﻧﻪ ﻳﺒﺪو ﻟﻨﺎ أﻧﻪ ﻣﻦ

دﻳﺔ ،ﻓﻰ ﻛﻞ ﻣﺮة ﻳﻈﻬﺮ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ إﻃﺎر ﺧﻮﻓﻮ؛ أ ﻣﺎ ﻻ ﻳﻘﻞ ﻋﻦ  ٢٠ﻣﺮة
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﻤﺤﺘﻤﻞ ﺟﺪا أن ﻫﺬا اﻟﻜﻴﺎن ﻗﺪ ورد ذﻛﺮه ﻓﻰ اﻷﺻﻞ ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه ﹶ
ﻓﻰ اﻟﺤﺎﻟﺔ اﻟﺤﺎﻟﻴﺔ ﻟﻠﻮﺛﻴﻘﺔ .ﺑﺎﺧﺘﺼﺎر ،أن ﻧﺸﺎط اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻳﻘﻊ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﻘﺮﻳﺐ ﺣﺼﺮﻳﺎ ﺑﺎﻟﻘﺮب ﻣﻦ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﻨﺸﺄة ،ﻋﻠﻰ ﻃﻮل اﻟﻔﺘﺮة اﻟﺰﻣﻨﻴﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ
 ،وﻳﻤﺜﻞ إﻃﺎر اﻟﻤﻠﻚ ﻳﺘﺒﻌﻪ ﻋﻼﻣﺔ  ،ﺛﻢ ﻋﻼﻣﺔ اﻟﻤﻨﺰل ) ( ،ﻓﻰ

ﺷﻴﻮﻋﺎ ﻟﻬﺎ ﻫﻮ
دﻳﺔ  .Dواﻟﺸﻜﻞ اﻷﻛﺜﺮ
ﹰ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﺗﻐﻄﻴﻬﺎ ﹶ
إﺷﺎرة إﻟﻰ أن اﻷﻣﺮ ﻳﺘﻌﻠﻖ ﻓﻰ اﻷﻏﻠﺐ ﺑﺬﻛ ﹺﺮ ﹴ
ﺑﻨﺎء ﻣﺎ .ﻏﻴﺮ أن ﻫﻨﺎك ﺻﻮر ﹰة ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻔ ﹰﺔ ،ﺣﻴﺚ ﻳﺘﻢ دﻣﺞ ﻋﻼﻣﺔ اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ) ( ،رﺑﻤﺎ ﻟﻺﺷﺎرة إﻟﻰ
ﹴ
اﻟﻤﺴﺘﺨﺪم ﻟﻼﺳﻢ،
ﺑﻤﻜﺎن
أن اﻷﻣﺮ ﻳﺘﻌﻠﻖ ﻛﺬﻟﻚ
ﻣﺤﻠﻰ .وﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺤﺎﻟﺔ ،ﻳﺘﻢ إدراﺟﻬﺎ ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﻌﻼﻣﺘﻴﻦ ) ( و) ( .ﻫﺬا اﻟﺸﻜﻞ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ ﹸ
ﹼ
 .١١اﻧﻈﺮ أﻋﻼه.D15 ،
 ،Papyrus de la mer Rouge I .١٢ص ،٦٥اﳍﺎﻣﺶ .j
 .١٣ﻳﻈﻬﺮ ذﻛﺮ  stp-sȝﻋﺪة ﻣﺮات ﻟﻺﺷﺎرة إﱃ ﻓﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﻤﻞ ﰱ اﻟﱪدﻳﺔ .(Papyrus de la mer Rouge I : BII [J1b, J4a, J5a] ; BIV [J24b]) B
ﻛﲈ ﻧﺠﺪ ﻫﺬا اﻟﺘﻌﺒﲑ ﰱ اﻟﱪدﻳﺔ ) Cاﳉــﺰء  ،(C6واﻟﱪدﻳﺔ ) Dاﻷﺟــﺰاء  (D21, D33وﻛﺬﻟﻚ ﰱ اﳉــﺰء  .X90ﰱ اﻟﱪدﻳﺔ اﳊﺴﺎﺑﻴﺔ G؛ وﻗﺪ ﺗﻢ
ﲢﺪﻳﺪ ﺑﺪﻗﺔ أن اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ouret -ﻣﻦ ﻓﺮﻳﻖ ﻣﺮاﻓﻘﻰ »أوراﻳـــﻮس ﺧﻮﻓﻮ ﻫﻰ ﻣﻘﺪﻣﺔ اﻟﺴﻔﻴﻨﺔ« ﻫﻮ ﺟــﺰء ﻣﻦ ) stp-sȝاﻧﻈﺮ أﻋــﻼه ،اﻟﻔﺼﻞ اﻷول ،و
P. Tallet, « Un papyrus de l’année après le 13e recensement de Chéops au Ouadi el-Jarf », in Guardian of Ancient Egypt,
 ،op. cit., p. 1545–1554ﻳﺼﺪر ﻗﺮﻳ ﹰﺒﺎ.
 ،O. Goelet, « e Term Stp-sȝ in the Old Kingdom and Its Later Development », JARCE 23, 1986 .١٤ص.٩٨-٨٥
 .١٥ﻋــﲆ وﺟﻪ اﳋﺼﻮص اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ »اﳌﻌﺮوﻓﻮن ﺑﺤﻮرس اﻟﺬﻫﺒﻰ اﳌــﺰدوج« ) (rḫw bjkwj nbwﻣﻦ ﺿﻤﻦ ﻓﺮق واد اﳉــﺮف ،ﰱ ﻋﻬﺪ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ
(P. Tallet, « Des serpents et des lions – la flotte stupéfiante de Chéops en mer Rouge », in N. Favry et al. (éd.),
Du Sinaï au Soudan. Itinéraire d’une ég yptologue (mélanges oﬀerts à Dominique Valbelle), Paris, 2017,
ص ،(٢٥٣-٢٤٣وﻟﻜﻦ ﹰ
أﻳﻀﺎ »اﳌﻌﺮوﻓﻮن ﻟﺪ ﻣﻨﻘﺮع« ) ،(rḫw Mn-kȝw-rʿاﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﺸﻬﺪ ﻋﲆ وﺟﻮدﻫﻢ ﻋﻼﻣﺎت اﳌﺮاﻗﺒﺔ ﰱ اﳌﺠﻤﻊ اﳉﻨﺎﺋﺰ ﳍﺬا اﳌﻠﻚ
) ،G. Reisner, Mycerinus, the Temples of the ird Pyramid at Giza, Cambridge [Mass.], 1931ص ،٢٧٧-٢٧٣اﳋﺮﻳﻄﺔ .(١١
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دﻳﺔ  ،Bﻣﻊ ﻋﻼﻣﺔ اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻓﻘﻂ؛ وﺧﻼل اﻟﻤﺮاﺣﻞ اﻷوﻟﻰ ﻣﻦ ﻣﺤﺎوﻟﺔ ﻗﺮاءة اﻟﻮﺛﻴﻘﺔ ،ﺗﻔﺎﺟﺄﻧﺎ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻳﻈﻬﺮ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷرﺟﺢ ﺛﻼث ﻣﺮات ﻓﻰ ﹶ
اﻟﺼﻴﻎ
ﺑﺎﺧﺘﻼﻓﺎت اﻟﺮﺳﻮم ﺑﺎﻟﻨﺴﺒﺔ إﻟﻰ اﻟﻌﻼﻣﺔ  ،واﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﹸﻀﻔﻰ ﹸﻫ ﹺﻮ ﱠﻳﺘﻬﺎ ﻋﻠﻰ أﺳﻤﺎء اﻷﻣﺎﻛﻦ .واﻋﺘﻘﺪﻧﺎ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺒﺪاﻳﺔ أﻧﻨﺎ ﺑﺼﺪد اﻟﻌﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ
ﹶ
اﻟﻤﺘﻮازﻳﺔ  -ﺧﺎﺻﺔ ،ﻗﺪ ﻳﺘﻢ ذﻛﺮ  pr nswtأو  pr ḥḏﺧﻮﻓﻮ .وﺑﺎﻟﻔﻌﻞ ،ﻻﺣﻈﻨﺎ وﺟﻮد ﺧﻤﺴﺔ أﺷﻜﺎل ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ )اﻟﺠﺪول اﻟﺴﺎﺑﻊ( .أﺣﺪﻫﺎ

دﻳﺎت ﺟﺒﻠﻴﻦ ،واﻟﺘﻰ
»اﻟﺸﻜﻞ  «٢ﻗﺮﻳﺐ ﺟﺪا ﻣﻦ اﻟﺸﻜﻞ اﻟﻬﻴﺮوﻏﻠﻴﻔﻰ ﻟﻬﺬه اﻟﻌﻼﻣﺔ ،وﻳﻘﺘﺮب ﻣﻤﺎ وﺟﺪﻧﺎه ،ﻋﻠﻰ وﺟﻪ اﻟﺨﺼﻮص ،ﻓﻰ ﹶﺑ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﺘﺠﺰئ ﻟﻸﺳﻒ  -ﻓﻬﻮ ﻳﺒﺪو ﻟﻨﺎ ﻻ ﻣﺜﻴﻞ ﻟﻪ ﺣﺘﻰ اﻵن ،ﻓﻰ ﺣﻴﻦ
وﻣ ﱢ
ﺗﺘﺒﺎﻋﺪ ﻋﻨﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ زﻣﻦ ﻛﺘﺎﺑﺘﻬﺎ .أﻣﺎ »اﻟﺸﻜﻞ  - «٣اﻟﺸﻜﻞ اﻟﻮﺣﻴﺪ اﻟﻤﺘﺎح ﹸ

أن »اﻟﺸﻜﻞ  ،«٤رﺑﻤﺎ ﻳﺘﻢ ﺗﻔﺴﻴﺮه ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل رﺑﻂ ﻏﻴﺮ ﻋﺎد ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﻌﻼﻣﺔ

ﺒﺴﻂ ﻟﻠﻐﺎﻳﺔ؛
واﻟﻌﻼﻣﺔ ( ) ،؟
ﹰ
وأﺧﻴﺮا» ،اﻟﺸﻜﻞ  ،«٥ﹸﻣ ﱠ

ﺣﻴﺚ ﻧﺠﺪ اﻟﻌﺎرﺿﺔ أﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﻌﻼﻣﺔ ،ﺗﺮﺗﻔﻊ ﻷﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﺴﺘﻮ ﻣﻤﻜﻦ ،أﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﺨﻂ اﻟﻌﻤﻮد ،ﻣﻊ وﺟﻮد ﺧﻂ أﻓﻘﻰ ،ﺗﻢ رﺳﻤﻪ ﺑﻮاﺳﻄﺔ ﻗﻠﻢ

ﹶﻗ ﹶﺼﺐ ،ﻣﺮﺋﻰ ﻋﻨﺪ ﻗﺎﻋﺪة اﻟﻌﻼﻣﺔ .وﻧﻼﺣﻆ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻌﻨﺼﺮ اﻷﺧﻴﺮ ﹰ
دﻳﺎت  ،Charounaﻓﻰ وﻗﺖ
أﻳﻀﺎ ﻓﻰ إﺣﺪ أﺷﻜﺎل اﻟﻌﻼﻣﺔ ﻓﻰ ﹶﺑ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻻﺣﻖ )اﻷﺳﺮة اﻟﺴﺎدﺳﺔ( ،وﻳﻤﻜﻦ ﺗﻔﺴﻴﺮه ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل ﱡ
ﺗﺬﻛﺮ اﻟﻘﺎﻋﺪة اﻟﻤﻨﺸﻄﺮة ﻟﻠﻌﻼﻣﺔ ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻷﺷﻜﺎل اﻷﻛﺜﺮ ﹺﻗﺪﹶ ﹰﻣﺎ .ﻣﻊ ذﻟﻚ ،ﻻ ﻳﺰال
ﻫﻨﺎك ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﻐﻤﻮض؛ ﺣﻴﺚ أن ﻛﺘﺎﺑﺔ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻌﻼﻣﺔ ﻣﻤﻜﻨﺔ ﺗﻤﺎ ﹰﻣﺎ ﻣﻦ وﺟﻬﺔ اﻟﻨﻈﺮ اﻟﻬﻴﺮاﻃﻴﻘﻴﺔ .وﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺤﺎﻟﺔ اﻷﺧﻴﺮة ،ﻛﺎن ﻳﻮﺟﺪ
ﻣﻨﺸﺄة ﺛﺎﻧﻴﺔ ﺗﹸﺪﻋﻰ ﻧﻔﺮ-ﺧﻮﻓﻮ ) Nefer-Khoufouﺣﺮﻓﻴﺎ »ﺧﻮﻓﻮ اﻟﻤﺜﺎﻟﻰ«( ،وﻫﻰ ﻣﻮازﻳﺔ ﻟﻸوﻟﻰ ،وﻟﻜﻦ ﻳﺒﻘﻰ ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪ ﻋﻼﻗﺎﺗﻬﺎ ﺑﻬﺎ.١٦

ﺮﺳﻬﺎ ﭼودﻳﻚ ﻣﻦ ﻋﺼﺮ اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ اﻟﻘﺪﻳﻤﺔ
ﺗﻨﻮع ﻛﺘﺎﺑﺔ اﻟﻌﻼﻣﺔ ﻓﻰ ﺟﻤﻴﻊ اﻹﺻﺪارات اﻟﺘﻰ ﹶﻓ ﹾﻬ ﹶ
ﻋﻠﻰ ﺟﻤﻴﻊ اﻷﺣﻮال ،ﻳﻤﻜﻦ ﻛﺬﻟﻚ إدراك ﱡ
ﹴ
ﺗﻐﻴﺮ اﻟﻜﺎﺗﺐ اﻟﺬ ﻳﻘﻮم
)اﻟﺠﺪول  .(٧وﻳﻤﻜﻦ ﺗﻔﺴﻴﺮ أﺷﻜﺎل ﻫﺬه اﻟﻌﻼﻣﺔ ﻓﻰ وﺛﻴﻘﺘﻨﺎ ﺑﺴﺒﺐ ﱡ
ﺗﻌﺪد ﻛﺘﺎﺑﺘﻬﺎ ﺑﺄﻳﺪ ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ ،ﺑﻤﺎ ﻓﻰ ذﻟﻚ ﱡ
ﺑﺴﻄﺮ اﻟﺘﻌﻠﻴﻘﺎت اﻟﺘﻮﺿﻴﺤﻴﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻮﺟﺪ ﺑﺸﻜﻞ ﻣﻨﻬﺠﻰ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺠﺰء اﻟﺴﻔﻠﻰ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻮﺛﻴﻘﺔ ،واﻟﺘﻰ ﻳﺒﺪو أن أﻫﻤﻴﺘﻬﺎ ﺗﻜﻤﻦ ﻓﻰ ﺗﻠﺨﻴﺺ ﻣﺤﺘﻮ
ﻬﻤﺔ.
اﻷﻋﻤﺪة ﻣﻊ اﻻﻛﺘﻔﺎء ﺑﺘﻜﺮار اﺳﻢ اﻟﻤﻜﺎن اﻟﺬ ﺗﺘﻢ ﻓﻴﻪ ﹶ
اﻟﻤ ﱠ

اﻟﺴﻔﻠﻰ ﻟﻤﺠﻤﻊ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ؛ ﻣﻤﺎ ﻳﻮﺿﺢ
إن ﻣﻮﻗﻊ ﻋﻨﺨﻮ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ ،ﻛﻤﺎ أﺷﺮﻧﺎ ﺑﺎﻟﻔﻌﻞ ﻋﺪة ﻣﺮات ،ﻳﻤﻜﻦ ﺗﻔﺴﻴﺮه ﻓﻰ رأﻳﻨﺎ ﻋﻠﻰ أﻧﻪ اﻟﻤﻌﺒﺪ ﱡ

دﻳﺔ  .Dأﻣﺎ اﻹﺷﺎرة اﻟﺼـﺮﻳﺤﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺠﺰء  X95إﻟﻰ »ﻣﻜﺎن اﻟﺘﺤﻨـﻴﻂ« ) ،(pr nfrﻓﻴﻤﻜﻦ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺪﻻﻻت اﻟﻄﻘﻮﺳﻴﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﺼﺎﺣﺐ ذﻛﺮه ﻓﻰ ﹶ

اﻟﻤﺮﺟﺢ ﹰ
أﻳﻀﺎ أن ﻣﻌﻈﻢ اﻟﻤﻨﺸﺂت اﻟﺤﻀﺮﻳﺔ اﻟﻤﻌﺎﺻﺮة ﻟﺤﻜﻢ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ ﻗﺪ ﺗﻄﻮرت ﻓﻰ اﻟﻤﻨﻄﻘﺔ
ﻛﺬﻟﻚ أن ﺗﺘﻮاﻓﻖ ﻣﻊ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﻨﺸﺄة .وﻣﻦ
ﹼ

ﻳﻔﺴﺮ اﺳﻢ اﻟﻤﻮﻗﻊ اﻟﺠﻐﺮاﻓﻰ ﻓﻰ ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﺤﺎﻻت ﻣﺼﺤﻮ ﹰﺑﺎ ﺑﻌﻼﻣﺔ اﻟﻤﻨﺰل ﻟﺘﺤﺪﻳﺪ ﺑﻨﺎء ﻣﺤﺪد؛ وﻓﻰ
اﻟﻤﺠﺎورة ﻟﻬﺬا اﻟﻤﻌﺒﺪ ،وﻫﻮ ﻣﺎ ﻗﺪ ﹼ

ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﺤﺎﻻت اﻷﺧﺮ ،ﺑﻌﻼﻣﺔ اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻟﻺﺷﺎرة ﻟﻤﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﺣﻀﺮﻳﺔ .اﻻﺳﻢ ذاﺗﻪ ،وﻓﻘﹰﺎ ﻟﻠﺮأ اﻟﺼﺎﺋﺐ ﻟﻤﺎرك ﻟﻬﻨﺮ ،واﻟﺬ ﻧﻘﺘﺒﺴﻪ ﻫﻨﺎ ،ﻳﺜﻴﺮ

»ﻓﻠﻴ ﹾﺤ ﹶﻰ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ!« ،وﺑﻴﻦ ﻣﻘﺮ اﻟﻤﻠﻚ اﻟﺮاﺣﻞ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻐﺮب »آﺧﺖ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ ،أﻓﻖ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ«.
ﹸ
اﻟﺘﻌﺎرض ﺑﻴﻦ ﻣﻘﺮ اﻟﻤﻠﻚ اﻟﺤﻰ ،ﻓﻰ ﺷﺮق اﻟﻤﺠﻤﻊ ﹶ

 ،Hأ
ﻋﻼوة ﻋﻠﻰ ذﻟﻚ ،ﻓﺈن ﻣﻨﻄﻖ اﻟﻮﺛﻴﻘﺔ ﻧﻔﺴﻬﺎ ،ﻓﻰ رأﻳﻨﺎ ،أن اﻟﻘﺼﺮ اﻟﻤﻠﻜﻰ اﻟﺬ ﻳﻈﻬﺮ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷرﺟﺢ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﺗﺤﺖ ﻟﻔﻆ - nw
ﹺ
دﻳﺔ  ،Dﺑﺎﺳﺘﺨﺪام اﻟﻠﻔﻆ ) - (šnwtﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﻌﺮوف أﻧﻬﺎ ﺑﻨﺎء ﺗﺨﺰﻳﻦ ،ﻣﺘﻌﺪد
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﻤﻘﺮ ،أﻧﻪ ﻳﻘﻊ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻘﻄﺎع ﻧﻔﺴﻪ .أﻣﺎ ذﻛﹾ ﺮ اﻟﺼﻮﻣﻌﺔ ﻓﻰ ﹶ
ﺗﺨﻴﻞ ﻛﻞ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺘﺮﺗﻴﺒﺎت
اﻻﺳﺘﺨﺪاﻣﺎت ،ﻟﺘﺨﺰﻳﻦ اﻟﻤﻨﺘﺠﺎت اﻟﻐﺬاﺋﻴﺔ اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ  -ﻓﻴﻤﻜﻦ ﻛﺬﻟﻚ رﺑﻄﻪ ﺑﻬﺬا اﻟﻤﻮﻗﻊ .وﻣﻦ ﹸ
اﻟﻤﻐ ﹺﺮ ﻟﻠﻐﺎﻳﺔ ﱡ
ﺗﺪاﺧ ﹰﻼ ﻓﻴﻤﺎ ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﻘﺼﺮ اﻟﻤﻠﻜﻰ وﻣﻌﺒﺪ اﻻﺳﺘﻘﺒﺎل ،ﻣﻤﺎ ﻳﺸﺒﻪ إﻟﻰ ﺣﺪ ﻣﺎ ،ﻣﺎ ﻧﻼﺣﻈﻪ ﺑﻌﺪ ﺑﻀﻌﺔ ﻗﺮون ﻓﻰ ﻣﺪﻳﻨﺔ
ﺑﺎﻋﺘﺒﺎرﻫﺎ ﺗﻘﺎر ﹰﺑﺎ ،ﺑﻞ ﹸ
اﻟﻤﺤﻠﻴﻴﻦ ﺑﺎﻟﻘﺼﺮ اﻟﺬ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺗﺸﻐﻠﻪ
اﻷﺳﺮة اﻟﺴﺎدﺳﺔ ،ﻓﻰ ﺑﻼط/ﻋﻴﻦ أﺻﻴﻞ )واﺣﺔ اﻟﺪاﺧﻠﺔ( ،ﺣﻴﺚ ﺗﻢ دﻣﺞ ﻣﻘﺼﻮرات )ﻛﺎ( اﻟﺤﻜﺎم
ﱢ
اﻟﻤﻬﻤﺔ ،واﻟﺘﻰ ﺗ ﱢ
ﹸﺸﻜﻞ ،ﻫﻰ ﻧﻔﺴﻬﺎ ،ﻣﻜﺎن اﻟﻮﺻﻮل اﻟﺮﺋﻴﺴﯽ )اﻟﺸﻜﻞ .١٧(١٩
ﻫﺬه اﻟﺸﺨﺼﻴﺎت
ﱠ
ﹴ
ﹴ
أﺳﺎﺳﻲ ﺻﻮرة أﺷﻐﺎل ﻫﺬا اﻟﻘﻄﺎع اﻟﻤﺤﺪد ﺟﺪا أﺳﻔﻞ اﻟﻬﺮم .وﻣﻦ
ﺑﺸﻜﻞ
اﻟﻴﻮﻣﻴﺔ ﻟﻮاد اﻟﺠﺮف ﺗﻌﻜﺲ
وﺑﺎﻟﺘﺎﻟﻰ ،ﻓﺈن اﻟﺴﺠﻼت
ﱠ
اﻟﺠﺎﺋﺰ أن ﺗﻜﻮن أول ﻣﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﹸﻟﺒﻨﺎة اﻟﺠﻴﺰة ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺗﻘﻊ ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻤﻜﺎن ،ﻗﺒﻞ أن ﻳﺘﻢ ﻧﻘﻠﻬﺎ إﻟﻰ ﺣﻴﻂ اﻟﻐﺮاب ،ﺑﺪ ﹰءا ﻣﻦ ﻋﻬﺪ ﺧﻔﺮع .ﻫﺬه

اﻟﻤﺴﺘﻮﻃﻨﺔ اﻷﺧﻴﺮة ،ﻫﻰ ﻧﻔﺴﻬﺎ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ اﻷﻗﺮب إﻟﻰ أﻫﺮام ﺧﻠﻔﺎء ﺧﻔﺮع ،اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻢ ﺑﻨﺎؤﻫﺎ ﻓﻰ وﻗﺖ ﻻﺣﻖ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺠﻴﺰة )اﻟﺸﻜﻞ.(٢٠

 .١٦ﻗﺪ ﻳﻜﻮن ﻫﻨﺎك ﺣﻞ آﺧﺮ ،ﻫﻮ ﻗﺮاءة » ،pr nfr Ḫwfwﻣﻜﺎن ﲢﻨﻴﻂ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ« ،وﻫﻰ ﻧﻈﺮﻳﺔ ﺗﺆد ﺑﻨﺎ ﻣﻦ ﺟﺪﻳﺪ إﱃ ﻣﻌﺒﺪ اﺳﺘﻘﺒﺎل اﳌﻠﻚ ،واﻟﺬ ﻳﻈﻬﺮ ﺑﺼﻮرة أوﺿﺢ
ﰱ اﳉﺰء .X95
G. Soukiassian, M. Wuttmann, L. Pantalacci, Le palais des gouverneurs de l’époque de Pépy II. Les sanctuaires de ka .١٧
et leurs dépendances, FIFAO 46, 2002.

اﳌﻠﺤﻖ ٢

.٤

ﺟﻐﺮاﻓﻴﺔ ﻣﴫ اﻟﺴﻔﲆ ﹰ
ﻟﱪد ﱠﻳﺎت وادى اﳉﺮف
وﻓﻘﺎ ﹶ ﹾ
ﱠ
ﹸﻌﺪ ﺿﻤﻦ
دﻳﺎت واد اﻟﺠﺮف ،ﻫﻮ ﺗﺴﺠﻴﻞ اﻟﻌﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ أﺳﻤﺎء اﻷﻣﺎﻛﻦ اﻷﺧﺮ .ﻓﻰ اﻟﻮاﻗﻊ ،ﻫﺬه اﻷﺳﻤﺎء ﺗ ﱡ
واﺣﺪة ﻣﻦ أﻫﻢ ﻓﻮاﺋﺪ ﹶﺑ ﹾﺮ ﱠ

أﻗﺪم اﻟﺸﻬﺎدات ﻷﺳﻤﺎء اﻟﻤﻨﺎﻃﻖ واﻷﻗﺎﻟﻴﻢ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﺔ .وﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل ﺗﺠﻤﻴﻊ اﻟﺒﻴﺎﻧﺎت ،ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﻤﻜﻦ اﻟﺤﺼﻮل ﻋﻠﻰ ﺻﻮرة
وﻛﺜﻴﺮا ﻣﺎ ﺗﻈﻬﺮ ﻫﺬه
دﻳﺎت ،ﻣﻊ ﻣﻨﺎﻃﻖ ﺗﺘﺒﺎﻳﻦ أﻫﻤﻴﺘﻬﺎ ﺑﺎﻟﻨﺴﺒﺔ ﻟﻠﺤﻜﻢ ،وﺗﺘﺒﺎﻳﻦ درﺟﺎت ارﺗﻴﺎدﻫﺎ.
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻟﻤﺼﺮ اﻟﺴﻔﻠﻰ ،ﻛﻤﺎ ﺗﻘﺪﻣﻬﺎ ﻫﺬه ﹶ
ﹰ

ﱢ
دﻳﺔ  Dاﺳﻢ »إﻗﻠﻴﻢ/ﻣﻘﺎﻃﻌﺔ  «Chénèsﻣﺮﺗﻴﻦ ،وﻫﻮ ﻣﺎ ﻳﺘﻮاﻓﻖ ﺑﻮﺿﻮح ﻓﻰ
اﻟﻤﺆﺷﺮات
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺠﻐﺮاﻓﻴﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺴﺠﻼت اﻟﻴﻮﻣﻴﺔ :وﺗﻘﺪم ﹶ
ﱠ
ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺘﺮة ﻣﻊ اﻟﺴﻬﻞ اﻟﺬ ﹸﻳﺸﺮف ﻋﻠﻰ ﻫﻀﺒﺔ اﻟﺠﻴﺰة ،ﻓﻰ ﺷﺮﻗﻬﺎ .وﺑﺨﻼف وﺻﻒ اﻟﻌﻨﺎﺻﺮ اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ ﻟﻤﻴﻨﺎء ﺧﻮﻓﻮ اﻟﺬ ﺗﻢ ﺗﺠﻬﻴﺰه
ﹺ
)رو -ﹸأو-رﺳﻰ /Ro-Aou Resi
)رو -ﺷﻴﻪ  -ﺧﻮﻓﻮ( ،وﺗﻜﺮار ذﻛﺮ اﻟﻤﻨﺎﻃﻖ ﺟﻨﻮب وﺷﻤﺎل ﻣﺤﺎﺟﺮ ﻃﺮة ﹸ
أﺳﻔﻞ ﻫﻀﺒﺔ اﻟﺠﻴﺰة ﹸ
ﹸرو  -أو  -ﻣﺤﻰ  ،(Ro-Aou Mehyﹶﻳﺮد ﻓﻰ »ﻣﺬﻛﺮات ﻣﻴﺮﻳﺮ« ﹺذﻛﹾ ﺮ اﺳﻢ »إﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﻔﺨﺬ« ﻋﺪة ﻣﺮات ،وﻫﻮ اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ ﻓﻰ ﻣﺼﺮ
١٨
دﻳﺔ  ،Aوﻗﺪ اﻗﺘﺮﺣﻨﺎ أن ﺗﻜﻮن ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﻫﻰ
ﻟﻠﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺴﻔ ﹶﻠﻰ ،ﻳﻘﻊ ﺷﻤﺎل اﻟﺠﻴﺰة  .ﻳﻈﻬﺮ ﻫﺬا اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ ﺑﺸﻜﻞ ﻣﻨﺘﻈﻢ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻬﺎﻣﺶ اﻷﺳﻔﻞ ﹶ
ﱡ
١٩
دﻳﺔ  ،Bﻓﻬﻰ ﺗﹸﺒﺮز اﻷﻫﻤﻴﺔ اﻹدارﻳﺔ ﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻫﻠﻴﻮﭘﻮﻟﻴﺲ ) ،(Jwnwاﻟﺘﻰ ﻳﺒﺪو
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﻤﻨﻄﻘﺔ اﻷﺻﻠﻴﺔ ﻟﻠﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻘﺎﺋﻢ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﻤﺤﻔﻮﻇﺎت  .أﻣﺎ ﹶ

دورا ﻓﻰ ﺗﺰوﻳﺪ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﺆن ،رﺑﻤﺎ ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل زﻳﺎدة اﻟﻔﺎﺋﺾ اﻟﺰراﻋﻰ اﻟﺬ ﻳﺄﺗﻰ ﻣﻦ ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻒ ﻣﻨﺎﻃﻖ اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ .ﻛﻤﺎ ﻧﻼﺣﻆ
أﻧﻬﺎ ﺗﻠﻌﺐ ﹰ
ﺣﺘﻰ اﻵن اﻟﻐﻴﺎب اﻟﺘﺎم واﻟﻤﺪﻫﺶ ﻷ ﹺذﻛﹾ ﺮ ﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻣﻤﻔﻴﺲ ،ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬا اﻟﺴﻴﺎق ،ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﺮﻏﻢ ﻣﻦ ﻛﻮﻧﻬﺎ اﻟﻌﺎﺻﻤﺔ اﻷوﻟﻰ ﻟﻠﺪوﻟﺔ اﻟﻤﻮﺣﺪة.
دﻳﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﺸﻴﺮ  -ﻛﻤﺎ رأﻳﻨﺎ أﻋﻼه  -إﻟﻰ أن أﻛﺜﺮ اﻟﺼﻮر اﻷﺻﻠﻴﺔ ﻟﻤﺼﺮ اﻟﺴﻔﻠﻰ ﺧﻼل
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
دﻳﺔ  Cﺗﻈﻞ ﺑﻜﻞ ﺗﺄﻛﻴﺪ ﻫﻰ ﹶ
ﻏﻴﺮ أن ﹶ

ﺗﻄﻮرﻫﺎ .وﻓﻰ وﻗﺖ ﻣﺤﺪد ﻣﻦ اﻟﺴﻨﺔ ،ﻛﺎن اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻳﻌﻤﻞ ﺑﺎﻟﻔﻌﻞ ﻓﻰ اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ ﻋﺸﺮ ،ﺑﺎﻟﻘﺮب ﻣﻦ ﻣﻜﺎﻧﻴﻦ ﹸﻳﻄﻠﻖ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻤﺎ
ﻣﺮاﺣﻞ ﱡ

ﺼﺐ ﻓﺮوع اﻟﻨﻴﻞ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺒﺤﺮ اﻟﻤﺘﻮﺳﻂ ،ﻓﻰ ﺑﻨﺎء ،ﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﺎ ﻳﺒﺪو
رو -ﻣﺎع  ،Ro-Maâورو -أور  ،Ro-Ourوﻫﻰ ﻣﺴﺘﻨﻘﻌﺎت ﺗﺸﻴﺮ إﻟﻰ ﹶﻣ ﱢ
ﹴ
ﹴ
أﺳﺎس ﺑﺎﻟﺘﺮاﺑﻂ اﻟﺪاﺧﻠﻰ ﻟﻠﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ ،ﻫﻮ ﻫﻴﻜﻞ ﻣﺮﻓﺄ )اﻧﻈﺮ أﻋﻼه ،اﻟﻔﺼﻞ اﻷول( .وﻫﻨﺎك ﻣﺆﺳﺴﺔ ﺧﻮﻓﻮ
ﺑﺸﻜﻞ
ﻟﻨﺎ ،ﻛﺎن ،ﻷﺳﺒﺎب ﺗﺘﻌﻠﻖ

دورا ﺗﻨﺴﻴﻘﻴﺎ ﻣﻬﻤﺎ .ﻫﺬه
) ،(Hout Khoufouﹸﻳﺸﺎر إﻟﻴﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻨﺺ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﻌﺒﻴﺮ ) ،Hout Tepetاﻟﻤﺆﺳﺴﺔ اﻷوﻟﻰ( ،وﻫﻰ ﺗﻠﻌﺐ ﹰ
دﻳﺔ  ،Cﺗﻘﺪم ﹰ
اﻟﻔﺮق ﻧﺤﻮ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻨﻘﻄﺔ .ﻛﻤﺎ ﺗﻜﺮر
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
دﻳﺔ ﻧﻔﺴﻬﺎ ،ﹶ
ﹶ
أﻳﻀﺎ اﻟﻌﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ أﺳﻤﺎء اﻷﻣﺎﻛﻦ اﻷﺧﺮ ،واﻟﺘﻰ ﻳﺒﺪو أﻧﻬﺎ ﺗﺠﺴﺪ ﻣﺴﺎر ﹶ
ﺧﻤﺲ ﻣﺮات ذﻛﺮ إﻗﻠﻴﻢ  ،Andjtyاﻟﺬ ﻳﺘﻔﻖ ﻣﻊ اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺘﺎﺳﻊ ﺑﻤﺼﺮ اﻟﺴﻔﻠﻰ )اﻷﺟﺰاء  ،C35، C30، C28، C26، C6اﻧﻈﺮ أﻋﻼه(.

ﻳﻘﻊ ﻫﺬا اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ ﺷﻤﺎل اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ ﻋﺸﺮ ﻣﺒﺎﺷﺮة .أﻣﺎ اﺳﻢ  ،Kem-Ouiأﺛﺮﻳﺒﺲ ،ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺮة ﻓﻰ اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﻌﺎﺷﺮ ﺑﻤﺼﺮ اﻟﺴﻔﻠﻰ ،أﻛﺜﺮ
دﻳﺎت اﻟﺤﺴﺎﺑﻴﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﺄﺗﻰ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻘﻴﺔ ﻧﻔﺴﻬﺎ،
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﺟﻬﺔ اﻟﺸﻤﺎل ،ﻓﻴﻈﻬﺮ ﻫﺬا اﻻﺳﻢ ﻣﺮﺗﻴﻦ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺠﺰء  C39أﻋﻼه .ﺑﺎﻟﻨﺴﺒﺔ إﻟﻰ ﹶ

دﻳﺔ ،H
ﻓﻬﻰ ﺗﻘﺪم ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﻤﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺘﻜﻤﻴﻠﻴﺔ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻤﻨﺎﻃﻖ اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﺄﺗﻰ ﻣﻨﻬﺎ اﻟﻤﻨﺘﺠﺎت اﻟﻐﺬاﺋﻴﺔ اﻟﻤﺨﺼﺼﺔ ﻟﻠﻔﺮﻳﻖ .وﻫﻜﺬا ،ﻧﺠﺪ ﹶ
ﱠ

ﻳﺼﻌﺐ ﻗﺮاءﺗﻪ وﺗﻔﺴﲑه ،اﻧﻈﺮ:
 .١٨ﻟﻠﺤﺼﻮل ﻋﲆ ﺷﻬﺎدة ﻗﺪﻳﻤﺔ ﳍﺬا اﻟﻜﻴﺎن اﳉﻐﺮاﰲ ،واﻟﺬ ﹸ
E.M. Engels, « Die Entwilklung des Systems der ägyptischen Nomoi in der Frühzeit », MDAIK 62, 2006, (Kat. 1),
ص ١٥٤-١٥٢واﻟﺸﻜﻞ  ،١ص.١٥٣
اﻧﻈﺮ ﻛﺬﻟﻚ:
W. Helck, Die altägyptischen Gaue, TAVO 5, Wiesbaden, p. 151-152 ; P. Montet, Géographie de l’Égypte ancienne I, Paris, 1957,
ص.٥٦-٤٩
ﻓﻴﲈ ﳜﺺ ﻫﺬا اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ ،اﻧﻈﺮ ﺣﺪﻳﺜﹰﺎ:
L. Cagnard, « Perspectives de recherche archéologique dans la région de l’ancienne Khem/Letopolis à travers une étude
préliminaire de la géographie historique », in Ch. Cassier (éd.), Géographie et archéologie de la religion égyptienne, CENIM 17, 2017,
ص.٤٨-٩
 ،Papyrus de la mer Rouge I .١٩ص .١٣
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ﺑﺮدﻳﺎت اﻟﺒﺤﺮ اﻷﲪﺮ ٢

وﻫﻰ ﺣﺴﺎب ﻛﺒﻴﺮ ﻟﻠﻐﻼل ،ﺗﺬﻛﺮ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﺒﺎدل إﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺤﺮﺑﺔ ) ،Ḥwwاﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺴﺎﺑﻊ ﺑﻤﺼﺮ اﻟﺴﻔﻠﻰ ،(٢٠وﺑﺎﻟﺘﺤﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﺪﻳﻨﺔ Rȝ-Ḥww

٢١

ﻓﻰ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﻣﺮﻳﻮط ،ﻓﻰ اﻟﺸﻤﺎل اﻟﻐﺮﺑﻰ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ ،وإﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺴﻤﻜﺔ ) ،Hȝt-mḥytاﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺴﺎدس ﻋﺸﺮ ﺑﻤﺼﺮ اﻟﺴﻔﻠﻰ( ،ﻓﻰ اﻟﺠﻬﺔ
اﻷﺧﺮ ،ﻓﻰ اﻟﺸﻤﺎل اﻟﺸﺮﻗﻰ ﻟﻠﺪﻟﺘﺎ .٢٢وﻓﻰ اﻟﺤﺎﻟﺘﻴﻦ ،ﻧﻼﺣﻆ وﺟﻮد اﻟﻨﺨﻴﻞ ﻏﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﻌﺮوف ﺣﺘﻰ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻮﻗﺖ ﻓﻰ ﻣﺼﺮ ،ﻓﻰ ﻣﺜﻞ ﻫﺬه

اﻟﻔﺘﺮة اﻟﻤﺒﻜﺮة .ﻟﺬﻟﻚ؛ ﻓﻤﻦ اﻟﻤﺤﺘﻤﻞ أن ﺗﻜﻮن ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﻨﺎﻃﻖ ،ﻫﻰ ﻣﻨﺎﻃﻖ ﺗﻨﻤﻴﺔ زراﻋﻴﺔ ،ﺗﺤﺖ ﺳﻴﻄﺮة اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ ﺑﻼ ﺷﻚ ،ﺣﻴﺚ ﻧﺠﺪ

اﻻﺳﺘﺮاﺗﻴـﭼﻳﺔ .٢٣وﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل ﺗﺠﻤﻴﻊ ﻛﻞ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت ،ﺗﻈﻬﺮ ﻟﻨﺎ ﺧﺮﻳﻄﺔ ﻣﻦ ﺷﺄﻧﻬﺎ ﺗﺴﻠﻴﻂ اﻟﻀﻮء ﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﺴﺎر اﻟﻔﺮوع
اﻟﻤﺤﺎﺻﻴﻞ
ﱠ

اﻟﺜﻼﺛﺔ ﻟﻠﺪﻟﺘﺎ )اﻟﺸﻜﻞ  :٢٤(٢١اﻷول ﻳﺮﺳﻢ ﻣﺎ ﺳﻴﻜﻮن ﻓﺮع رﺷﻴﺪ ﻓﻴﻤﺎ ﺑﻌﺪ؛ واﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ ،ﻓﻰ اﻟﻮﺳﻂ ،ﻳﻨﺘﻬﻰ ﻓﻰ اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ ﻋﺸﺮ ،وﻫﻮ
اﻧﻌﻜﺎﺳﺎ ﻟﻨﺸﺎط
اﻟﻨﺴﺨﺔ اﻟﻘﺪﻳﻤﺔ ﻟﻔﺮع دﻣﻴﺎط؛ واﻟﺜﺎﻟﺚ ،ﺟﻬﺔ اﻟﺸﺮق ،ﻳﻨﺘﻬﻰ ﻓﻰ إﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺴﻤﻜﺔ .وﻗﺪ ﻳﻜﻮن إﺑﺮاز اﻟﻤﺠﺮ اﻟﻤﺎﺋﻰ ﻫﻮ
ﹰ

ﺗﻄﻮر اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ ﻓﻰ
اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ذاﺗﻪ ،واﻟﺬ ﺗﺘﻤﺜﻞ ﹶﻣ ﱠ
ﻬﻤﺘﻪ ﻓﻰ اﻟﺴﻔﺮ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﺮاﻛﺐ ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻤﺠﺎل ،وﻟﻜﻦ ﻳﻤﻜﻨﻪ أن ﻳﺘﻮاﻓﻖ ﻛﺬﻟﻚ ﻣﻊ إﺣﺪ ﻃﺮق ﱡ
ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺘﺮة اﻟﺤﺎﺳﻤﺔ ﻣﻦ ﺗﺎرﻳﺦ ﻣﺼﺮ؛ ﺣﻴﺚ ﱠ
ﺗﺘﺒﻊ اﻟﻤﺤﺎور اﻟﻨﻬﺮﻳﺔ اﻟﺮﺋﻴﺴﻴﺔ.
ﺗﻤﻜﻨﺖ اﻟﺠﺒﻬﺎت اﻻﺳﺘﻌﻤﺎرﻳﺔ ﻣﻦ ﱡ

إن ﻣﻘﺎرﻧﺔ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺨﺮﻳﻄﺔ ﻣﻊ )اﻟﻠﻘﻄﺎت( اﻷﺧﺮ اﻟﺘﻰ ﻳﻤﻜﻦ اﻟﺤﺼﻮل ﻋﻠﻴﻬﺎ ﻟﻠﺪﻟﺘﺎ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻔﺘﺮة ﻧﻔﺴﻬﺎ ،ﻳﻤﻜﻦ أن ﺗﻜﻮن ﻣﺜﻴﺮ ﹰة ﻟﻼﻫﺘﻤﺎم
ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺮﺣﻠﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻟ ﱢﻨﻘﺎش .وﻫﻨﺎك ﻣﺼﺪران آﺧﺮان ﻳﻘﺪﻣﺎن ﻟﻤﺤ ﹰﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﻓﻰ ﺑﺪاﻳﺔ اﻷﺳﺮة اﻟﺮاﺑﻌﺔ :ﹰ
أوﻻ ،اﻟﺴﻴﺮة اﻟﺬاﺗﻴﺔ
اﻟﺤﻘﺒﺔ ﹺ
ﻔﺼﻠﻴﺔ ،ﺑﻴﻦ اﻷﺳﺮﺗﻴﻦ :اﻟﺜﺎﻟﺜﺔ واﻟﺮاﺑﻌﺔ؛ ﺧﺎﺻﺔ ﻓﻰ ﻋﻬﺪ
اﻟﻤ ﹶ
ﻟـ - Metjenوﻫﻮ أﺣﺪ ﻛﺒﺎر رﺟﺎل اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ اﻟﺬ ﻣﺎرس ﻣﻬﺎﻣﻪ ﻓﻰ ﹸ

ﹸﺆرخ ﹰ
ﺳﻨﻔﺮو٢٥؛
أﻳﻀﺎ ﻟﺒﺪاﻳﺔ اﻷﺳﺮة اﻟﺮاﺑﻌﺔ .٢٦ووﻓﻘﹰﺎ ﻟﻸﻟﻘﺎب اﻟﺘﻰ ﻛﺎن ﻳﺤﻤﻠﻬﺎ
وﺛﺎﻧﻴﺎ ،ﻧﻘﻮش ﻣﻘﺒﺮة  Peherneferﺑﺴﻘﱠﺎرة ،واﻟﺘﻰ ﺗ ﱢ
ﹰ

 ،Metjenﻓﻘﺪ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﻟﻪ اﻟﺴﻠﻄﺔ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺟﺰء ﻛﺒﻴﺮ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ ،ﺣﻴﺚ ﺗﻢ ﺗﺄﺳﻴﺲ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﻣﻬﻤﺔ ﻟﺼﺎﻟﺤﻪ .وﻫﻮ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﺎﻟﻰ ﻳﺤﻤﻞ أﻟﻘﺎب ﺣﺎﻛﻢ
اﻟﺴ ﹾﻔ ﹶﻠﻰ ،وﻫﻮ ﻣﺎ ﻳﻀﻊ
وﻣﺪﻳﺮ اﻟﻌﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺆﺳﺴﺎت ﻓﻰ اﻷﻗﺎﻟﻴﻢ :اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ ،واﻟﺜﺎﻟﺚ ،واﻟﺮاﺑﻊ ،واﻟﺨﺎﻣﺲ ،واﻟﺴﺎدس ،واﻟﺴﺎﺑﻊ ،ﻓﻰ ﻣﺼﺮ ﱡ

ﺗﺤﺖ ﻣﺴﺆوﻟﻴﺘﻪ ﻏﺮب اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ ﺑﺄﻛﻤﻠﻪ )اﻟﺸﻜﻞ  .(٢٢ﺑﺎﻹﺿﺎﻓﺔ إﻟﻰ ذﻟﻚ ،وﻇﻴﻔﺔ اﻟﻤﺴﺆول ﻋﻦ اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺴﺎدس ﻋﺸﺮ ﺑﻤﺼﺮ اﻟﺴﻔﻠﻰ

)إﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺴﻤﻜﺔ( ،ﺑﺨﻼف ﻣﺴﺆوﻟﻴﺎت أﺧﺮ أﻛﺜﺮ ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪﹰ ا ﻓﻰ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ اﻟﻔﻴﻮم واﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺴﺎﺑﻊ ﻋﺸﺮ ﺑﻤﺼﺮ اﻟﻌﻠﻴﺎ .وﻣﻤﺎ ﻻ ﺷﻚ ﻓﻴﻪ ،أن
ﻫﺬه اﻟﺸﺨﺼﻴﺔ ﺗﺸﺎرك ﻓﻌﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﻰ ﻋﻤﻠﻴﺎت ﺗﻄﻮﻳﺮ اﻟﺰراﻋﺔ واﻷﺳﻄﻴﺘﺎن اﻟﺪاﺧﻠﻰ اﻟﺬ ﺗﻘﻮده اﻟﺴﻠﻄﺔ اﻟﺤﺎﻛﻤﺔ .٢٧وﻣﻦ اﻟﻮاﺿﺢ أن ﻫﺬه

اﻟﺴﻠﻄﺔ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺗﹸﻔﻀﻞ ﻣﺠﻤﻞ أﻗﺎﻟﻴﻢ ﻏﺮب اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ؛ ﺧﺎﺻﺔ ﻓﻰ ﻋﻬﺪ ﺳﻨﻔﺮو ،وذﻟﻚ ﻷﺳﺒﺎب ﻋﺪﻳﺪة ﻣﻦ ﺑﻴﻨﻬﺎ إدﺧﺎل اﻟﻤﺤﺎﺻﻴﻞ اﻟﻤﺘﺨﺼﺼﺔ،

W. Helck, Die altägyptischen Gaue, Wiesbaden 1974, p. 167-172 ; P. Montet, Géographie I, Paris, 1957, p 69-74. .٢٠
ﻫﺬا اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ ﻣﺬﻛﻮر ﺑﺎﻟﻔﻌﻞ ﰱ اﻟﺴﲑة اﻟﺬاﺗﻴﺔ ﻟـ.(K. Sethe, Urk. I, 1.15) Metjen
 .٢١ﹸذﻛﺮت أﺳﲈء ﻫﺬه اﳌﻮاﻗﻊ اﳉﻐﺮاﻓﻴﺔ ﻷول ﻣﺮﺗﲔ ،ﺣﺘﻰ اﻵن ﰱ
ﺣﻮﻟﻴﺎت أﻣﻨﻤﺤﺎت اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰfragment de Farag, col. x+29 ; fragment de Petrie x+6 :) ،
ﱠ
 ،(H. Altenmüller, Zwei Analenfragmente aus dem frühen Mittleren Reich, SAK Beiheft 16, 2015, p. 131, 173-174وﻧﺠﺪﻫﺎ ﰱ ﻋﻬﺪ
اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ اﻟﻮﺳﻄﻰ اﳌﺘﺄﺧﺮ ،ﻋﲆ ﺧﺘﻢ أﺳﻄﻮاﻧﻰ اﻟﺸﻜﻞ ،(J. Yoyotte, « Le Soukhos de la Maréotide », BIFAO 56, 1957, p. 81-84) ،ﺛﻢ إ ﱠﺑﺎن اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ
اﻟﺜﻼﺛﲔ ،ﻋﲆ ﻣﺬﺑﺢ ﻧﻴﻜﺘﻴﻨﺎﺑﻮ اﳌﺤﻔﻮظ ﰱ ﻣﺘﺤﻒ ﺗﻮرﻳﻨﻮ)L. Habachi, Tavole d’oﬀerta, are et bacili da libazione 22001-22067, Turin, 1977,
.(p. 94, no 32
W. Helck, Die altägyptischen Gaue, Wiesbaden, 1974, p. 191-194 ; P. Montet, Géographie I, p. 143-153 ; F. Gomaa, Die .٢٢
Besiedlung Ägyptens während des Mittleren Reiches II, Wiesbaden, 1987, p. 146؛ ﻫﺬا اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ ﻣﺬﻛﻮر ﹰ
أﻳﻀﺎ ﰱ اﻟﺴﲑة اﻟﺬاﺗﻴﺔ ﻟـMetjen
).(K. Sethe, Urk. I, 2.2
ﻣﺆﺧﺮا M. Tengberg, Cl. Newton, « Origine et évolution de la phéniciculture au Moyen Orient et
 .٢٣ﺑﺎﻟﻨﺴﺒﺔ إﱃ اﻟﻨﺨﻴﻞ ،اﻧﻈﺮ
ﹰ
en Égypte », in M.-P. Ruas (éd.), Des fruits d’ici et d’ailleurs. Regards sur l’histoire de quelques fruits consommés en Europe,
Montreuil, 2016, p. 83-104.
 .٢٤ﺣﻮل ﺗﺒﺎﻳﻦ ﳎﺮ ﻓﺮوع اﻟﻨﻴﻞ ﰱ اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ ،اﻧﻈﺮ.J.P. Cooper, Medieval Nile, p. 29-41 et passim :
 .٢٥ﻟﻠﺤﺼﻮل ﻋﲆ ﺗﺮﲨﺔ ﺣﺪﻳﺜﺔ ﻟﻠﻨﺺ ،وﺗﺬﻛﲑ ﺑﺎﻟﺴﲑة اﻟﺬاﺗﻴﺔ اﻟﺴﺎﺑﻘﺔ  ،اﻧﻈﺮ:
; J. Stauder-Porchet, Les autobiographies de l’Ancien Empire Egyptien, OLA 255, 2017, p. 20-30
وﻟﻠﻄﺒﻌﺔ اﳉﺪﻳﺪة ﻟﻠﻨﺺ ،اﻧﻈﺮ:
O. Zorn, D. Bisping-Isermann, Die Opferkammern im Neuen Museum Berlin, Berlin, 2011.
.H. Junker, “Pḥrnfr”, ZÄS 75, p. 63-84 ; W. Helck, Untersuchungen zur initenzeit, ÄgAbh 45, Wiesbaden, 1987, p. 274-279 .٢٦
J.C. Moreno-Garcia, « Administration territoriale et organisation de l’espace en Égypte au troisième millénaire avant J.-C. : .٢٧
grgt et le titre ʿ(n)ḏ mr grgt », ZÄS 123, 1996, p. 116-138.

اﳌﻠﺤﻖ ٢

واﻟﻤﺨﺼﺼﺔ ﻟﻠﻨﺨﺒﺔ ،ﻣﺜﻞ زراﻋﺔ اﻟﻜﺮوم .وﻣﻦ ﺿﻤﻦ ﻧﻘﻮش ﻣﻘﺒﺮة  ،Peherneferوﻫﻰ ﺷﺨﺼﻴﺔ ﻣﺮﺗﺒﻄﺔ ﺑﺸﻜﻞ ﻣﻤﺎﺛﻞ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﻨﻤﻴﺔ اﻟﺰراﻋﻴﺔ،
أﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن ﻳﺤﻤﻞ ﻟﻘﺐ »ﻣﺮاﻗﺐ ﹶﻣ ﹶﺰا ﹺرع اﻟﻜﺮوم«  -وﻫﻮ ﻣﺎ ﻳﻌﻜﺲ ﹰ
أﻳﻀﺎ ﺻﻮرة ﻫﺬا اﻻﻫﺘﻤﺎم ﺑﺎﻟﻤﻨﺎﻃﻖ اﻟﻐﺮﺑﻴﺔ :ﺟﺰء ﻛﺒﻴﺮ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺆﺳﺴﺎت

اﻟﺨﺎﺿﻌﺔ ﻟﻠﺴﻠﻄﺔ ﺗﻘﻊ  -إذا ﻛﺎن ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﻤﻜﻦ ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪﻫﺎ ﺑﺸﻜﻞ ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺒﻰ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﺨﺮﻳﻄﺔ  -ﻓﻰ اﻟﺠﺰء اﻟﻌﻠﻮ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ .٢٨وﻫﻮ ﻳﺤﻤﻞ
اﻟﺼﺤﺮاوﻳﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻐﺮب( ،وﻫﻮ ﻣﺎ
ﻛﺬﻟﻚ اﻷﻟﻘﺎب اﻟﻤﺸﺘﺮﻛﺔ ) ʿḏ-mr Jmntﺣﺎﻛﻢ اﻟﻐﺮب( ،و) ʿḏ-mr smjt Jmntﺣﺎﻛﻢ اﻟﻤﻨﺎﻃﻖ
ﱠ

ﻳﻤﻨﺤﻪ اﻟﺴﻴﻄﺮة ﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﺠﻤﻞ اﻟﻤﻨﻄﻘﺔ اﻟﻤﺘﺼﻠﺔ ﺑﺎﻟﺼﺤﺮاء ،ﺣﺘﻰ إﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺤﺮﺑﺔ .وﺗﺘﺸﺎﺑﻪ ﺧﺮﻳﻄﺔ اﻟﻤﻨﺎﻃﻖ اﻟﻮاﻗﻌﺔ ﺗﺤﺖ ﻣﺴﺆوﻟﻴﺘﻪ ﻣﻊ ﻣﺎ
دﻳﺎت واد اﻟﺠﺮف؛ ﺣﻴﺚ ﻧﺠﺪ ﺑﺎﻟﻔﻌﻞ ﹺذﻛﹾ ﹰﺮا ﻟﻤﺆﺳﺴﺎت ﻓﻰ إﻗﻠﻴﻢ ﻫﻠﻴﻮﭘﻮﻟﻴﺲ )اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺜﺎﻟﺚ ﻋﺸﺮ( ،وﻓﻰ إﻗﻠﻴﻢ Andjty
ﻳﻈﻬﺮ ﻓﻰ ﹶﺑ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
)اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﻌﺎﺷﺮ( ،وﻓﻰ إﻗﻠﻴﻢ ) Tjeb-netjeretاﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻰ ﻋﺸﺮ( ،وﻫﻮ ﻣﺎ ﻳﺠﺴﺪ ﻣﺮة أﺧﺮ ﻃﺮﻳﻘﹰﺎ ﻳﻤﺮ ﺑﻮﺳﻂ اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ )اﻟﺸﻜﻞ .(٢٣
ﹴ
ﺑﺸﻜﻞ ﱠ
ﻣﻬﺎﻣﻪ ﻓﻰ ﻓﺘﺮة ﻣﺘﺄﺧﺮة
ﻓﻜﺮﺗﹸﻨﺎ ،ﻫﻰ أن ﻫﺬا اﻟﻤﺴﺆول ،اﻟﺬ ﺗﻢ ﺗﺄرﻳﺦ ﻧﺸﺎﻃﻪ
أﻗﻞ ﻣﻤﺎ ﻫﻮ اﻟﺤﺎل ﺑﺎﻟﻨﺴﺒﺔ ﻟـ ،Metjenﻗﺪ ﻣﺎرس ﱠ

آﻟﻴﺔ اﻟﺴﻴﻄﺮة
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﺸﻲء ﻋﻨﻪ ،ﻓﻰ ﻓﺘﺮة أﻗﺮب ﻟﺰﻣﻦ ﻛﺘﺎﺑﺔ ﹶ
دﻳﺎت .وﺑﺎﻟﻔﻌﻞ ،ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﻤﻜﻦ أن ﻧﹶﻠﻤﺢ ،ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل ﺗﺘﺎ ﹸﺑﻊ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺨﺮاﺋﻂ ،ﱠ
اﻹدارﻳﺔ واﻻﻗﺘﺼﺎدﻳﺔ ﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ ﺑﺄﻛﻤﻠﻬﺎ .ﻫﺬه اﻟﺴﻴﻄﺮة ،رﺑﻤﺎ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺗﺒﺪأ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﻨﺎﻃﻖ اﻟﻐﺮﺑﻴﺔ ،ﹸﻣ ﱠﺘﺒﻌﺔ اﻟﻤﺠﺮ اﻟﻤﺎﺋﻰ اﻟﻐﺮﺑﻰ،

واﻷﻛﺜﺮ ﺳﻬﻮﻟ ﹰﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻮﺻﻮل إﻟﻴﻪ ﻣﻦ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﻣﻤﻔﻴﺲ ،ﻟﻴﺴﺘﻤﺮ ،ﻓﻰ وﻗﺖ ﻻﺣﻖ ،ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل إﺑﺮاز وﺳﻂ اﻟﻤﻨﻄﻘﺔ ،وﻟﻜﻦ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺮة ،ﻣﻦ
داﺋﻤﺎ ،ﻣﺠﺮ أﺣﺪ اﻟﻔﺮوع اﻟﺮﺋﻴﺴﻴﺔ ﻟﻠﻨﻬﺮ .ﻫﺬه اﻟﻌﻤﻠﻴﺔ ،اﻟﺘﻰ ﺷﻬﺪت اﻧﻄﻼﻗﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ ﻋﻬﺪ ﺳﻨﻔﺮو ،ﻓﻰ
ﺘﺘﺒﻌﻴﻦ ﹰ
ﻧﺎﺣﻴﺔ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﻫﻠﻴﻮﭘﻮﻟﻴﺲ ،ﹸﻣ ﹼ

دﻳﺔ  ،Cﺣﻴﺚ ﻧﺮ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻣﺮﺗﺒﻄ ﹰﺎ ﺑﻌﻤﻠﻴﺔ ﺗﺠﻬﻴﺰ اﻷراﺿﻰ ،وﻳﺴﺎﻧﺪه ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﺑﺪاﻳﺔ اﻷﺳﺮة اﻟﺮاﺑﻌﺔ ،ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺑﻼ ﺷﻚ ﻓﻰ زﻣﻦ ﻛﺘﺎﺑﺔ ﹶ

ﺘﺮﺳﺨﺔ ﻓﻰ اﻟﻤﻨﻄـﻘﺔ ،ḥwt Ḫwfw :واﻟﺘﻰ ﻳﻤﻜﻦ ﺗﺤـﺪﻳﺪﻫﺎ ﻣﻦ ﺧــﻼل  ḥwt ʿȝtاﻟﻤﺬﻛـﻮرة ﻓﻰ اﻟﺴـﻴﺮة
اﻟﻌﻤﻠﻴﺔ ﻣﺆﺳﺴﺔ ﻣﻠﻜـﻴﺔ ﹸﻣ ﱢ

اﻟﺬاﺗﻴﺔ اﻟﺨﺎﺻﺔ ﺑـ .Peherneferوﻫﻰ ﺗﻘﺪم ﺑﺎﻧﺘﻈﺎم ،ﻟﻴﺲ ﻓﻘﻂ اﻟﻤﻮاد اﻟﻐﺬاﺋﻴﺔ اﻟﻼزﻣﺔ ،وﻟﻜﻦ ﹰ
اﻷوﻟﻴﺔ اﻟﻼزﻣﺔ ﻟﺘﻨﻔﻴﺬ
أﻳﻀﺎ اﻟﻤﻮاد ﱠ

اﻟﻌﻤﻞ اﻟﺬ ﺗﻘﻮم ﺑﺒﻨﺎﺋﻪ .ﻛﻤﺎ ﻛﺎن ﻳﺤﻖ ﻟﻤﺒﻌﻮﺛﻰ اﻟﻘﺼﺮ اﻟﻤﺮور ﺑﻬﺬه اﻟﻤﺆﺳﺴﺎت ﱡ
وأﺧﻴﺮا ،ﻧﻠﺤﻆ إﻗﻠﻴﻢ
ﻟﻠﺘﺄﻛﺪ ﻣﻦ ﹸﺣ ﹾﺴﻦ ﺳﻴﺮ اﻟﻌﻤﻞ.
ﹰ
اﻟﺴﻤﻜﺔ )اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﺴﺎدس ﻋﺸﺮ ﻣﻦ ﻣﺼﺮ اﻟﺴﻔﻠﻰ( ،وﻟﻜﻦ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺮة ﻓﻰ اﻟﻄﺮف اﻟﺸﺮﻗﻰ ﻟﻠﺪﻟﺘﺎ .ﻛﺎن ﻫﺬا اﻹﻗﻠﻴﻢ ﻣﻮﺿﻊ اﻫﺘﻤﺎم ﹸﻣ ﱢ
ﺒﻜﺮ

ﻟﻠﺤﻜﻢ  -رﺑﻤﺎ ﺑﺴﺒﺐ ﻣﻮﻗﻌﻪ اﻻﺳﺘﺮاﺗﻴﭽﯽ.

اﳋﻼﺻﺔ
ﺗﻢ اﻛﺘﺸﺎﻓﻬﺎ ﻓﻰ
دﻳﺎت اﻟﺒﺤﺮ اﻷﺣﻤﺮ« ،وﻛﺎن اﻟﻬﺪف اﻟﺮﺋﻴﺴﯽ ،ﻫﻮ ﺗﻘﺪﻳﻢ اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ
ﺗﻢ ﺗﺨﺼﻴﺺ أول ﺟﺰ ﹶءﻳﻦ ﻟﻨﺸﺮ » ﹶﺑ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻷﺻﻠﻴﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﹼ
ﱠ

ﺗﺨﺺ ﻓﻰ اﻷﺻﻞ ،ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷﻗﻞ ١٢ ،ﺳﺠﻼ ﻳﻮﻣﻴﺎ ،ﺣﻴﺚ ﻳﺘﻢ ﺗﺴﺠﻴﻞ ﻧﺸﺎط
دﻳﺔ،
ﱡ
اﻟﻤﻮﻗﻊ .وﺗﻀﻢ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ أﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ  ٤٠٠ﻗﻄﻌﺔ ﹶﺑ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﻓﺮﻳﻖ ﻣﺘﺨﺼﺺ ،ﻗﺮﻳﺐ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺴﻠﻄﺔ ،ﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﺪ ﻓﺘﺮة ﺗﺰﻳﺪ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﻌﺎم ﹰ
ﻗﻠﻴﻼ .وﻣﻦ ﺿﻤﻦ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ ،ﺗﻢ ﺣﻔﻆ ﺳﺒﻊ وﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﻓﻘﻂ ﺣﻴﺚ
ﺗﻨﻮع اﻟﻤﻬﺎم اﻟﺘﻰ ﻛﺎن ﻳﺘﻢ إﺳﻨﺎدﻫﺎ إﻟﻰ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ،واﻟﺘﻰ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ
ﻳﻤﻜﻦ ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﺤﺘﻮاﻫﺎ ﺑﺸﻜﻞ ﻋﺎم .ﺗﻌﻜﺲ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﺻﻮر ﹰة ﻋﻦ ﱡ
ﺟﻠﺐ ﻣﻮاد اﻟﺒﻨﺎء
ﻏﺎﻟﺒﺎ ﻣﺎ ﺗﺘﺮﻛﺰ ﻓﻰ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ اﻟﺠﻴﺰة ،ﺣﻴﺚ ﻳﺸﺎرﻛﻮن ﻓﻰ اﻷﻋﻤﺎل اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ ﻟﺼﺎﻟﺢ اﻟﻤﻠﻜﻴﺔ؛ وﻳﺄﺗﻰ ﻋﻠﻰ رأس اﻟﻘﺎﺋﻤﺔ،
ﹸ
ﹰ

آﻟﻴﺎت ﺗﻄﻮﻳﺮ
اﻟﻼزﻣﺔ ﻟﺘﺸﻴﻴﺪ اﻟﻬﺮم اﻷﻛﺒﺮ .ﻛﻤﺎ ﻳﻤﻜﻦ ﺣﺸﺪ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﻹﺗﻤﺎم ﻣﻬﺎم أﺧﺮ ﻋﻠﻰ ﻃﻮل اﻟﺒﻼد .ﺑﻌﺾ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﺗﺨﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻋﻦ ﱠ

دﻳﺎت ﺗﻘﺘﺼﺮ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﻤﺼﺎﻟﺢ
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
اﻟﺪﻟﺘﺎ أو اﺳﺘﻐﻼل ﻣﻨﺎﺟﻢ ﺟﻨﻮب ﺳﻴﻨﺎء ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺘﺮة .وﺑﺎﻟﻄﺒﻊ ،ﻓﺈن وﺟﻬﺔ اﻟﻨﻈﺮ اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻘﺪﻣﻬﺎ ﻫﺬه ﹶ

اﻟﻤﺒﺎﺷﺮة ﻟﻬﺬا اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ،وﺿﺮورة ﺗﻘﺪﻳﻢ ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ ،ﻳﻮ ﹰﻣﺎ ﺑﻌﺪ ﻳﻮم ،ﻋﻦ واﻗﻊ ﻋﻤﻠﻪ ،إﻟﻰ اﻹدارة اﻟﻤﺮﻛﺰﻳﺔ .وﻻ ﻳﺘﻢ ﺗﻘﺪﻳﻢ أ ﻣﻌﻠﻮﻣﺔ ﺧﺎرج

ﺗﺤﺪ ﻫﻀﺒﺔ اﻟﺠﻴﺰة ،وﻛﺬﻟﻚ
ﻫﺬا اﻟﻨﻄﺎق .وإذا ﹸﻛ ﱠﻨﺎ ﺣﺼﻠﻨﺎ ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼﻟﻬﻢ ﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت ذات أﻫﻤﻴﺔ ﻗﺼﻮ ﺣﻮل اﻟﺘﻄﻮرات اﻟﻤﺎﺋﻴﺔ اﻟﺘﻰ ﱡ

ﻋﻦ اﺣﺘﻤﺎل وﺟﻮد ﻣﺆﺳﺴﺎت ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ  -واﻟﺘﻰ ﻳﺒﺪو أن اﻟﻘﺼﺮ اﻟﻤﻠﻜﻰ واﺣﺪﹲ ﻣﻨﻬﺎ  -ﻓﻰ اﻟﻤﻨﻄﻘﺔ اﻟﻤﺤﻴﻄﺔ ﺑﺎﻟﻬﺮم ،ﻓﺈن ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت
ﹺ
داﺋﻤﺎ ﻓﻰ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻤﻮﺿﻮع .وﻣﻊ ذﻟﻚ ،ﻓﺈن وﺟﻬﺔ اﻟﻨﻈﺮ ﻫﺬه
ﻘﻨﻴﺔ
ﱡ
ﺗﺨﺺ ﺑﻨﺎء اﻷﺛﺮ ﻧﻔﺴﻪ ،ذﻟﻚ ﻋﻠﻰ ﻋﻜﺲ ﻣﺎ ﻗﻴﻞ ﹰ
ﻻ ﺗﺤﻮ أ إﺷﺎرة ﺗ ﱠ
.W. Helck, Untersuchungen zur initenzeit, op. cit., p. 274-279 .٢٨
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ﺑﺮدﻳﺎت اﻟﺒﺤﺮ اﻷﲪﺮ ٢

ﺆرﺧﻴﻦ؛ ﺣﻴﺚ ﺗﹸﺒﺮز ﺑﺸﻜﻞ ﺟﻴﺪ ﺗﻄﻮر اﻹدارة ﻓﻰ اﻟﺒﻼد ﻣﻨﺬ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺘﺮة ،واﻟﺠﺎﻧﺐ اﻟﺒﻴﺮوﻗﺮاﻃﻰ ﻓﻰ ﺗﻨﻈﻴﻢ اﻟﻌﻤﻞ،
ﺗ ﱡ
ﻟﻠﻤ ﱢ
ﹸﻌﺪ ذات أﻫﻤﻴﺔ ﹸ
واﻟﻠﺠﻮء اﻟﻤﻨﻬﺠﻰ ﻟﺘﺴﺠﻴﻞ اﻟﻤﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت اﻟﻤﺘﻌﻠﻘﺔ ﺑﺎﻟﻌﻤﻞ اﻟﺮﺋﻴﺴﯽ ﻟﻠﺤﻜﻢ .وﻳﻤﻜﻦ اﺳﺘﻨﺘﺎج ﻫﺬا اﻟﺤﺲ اﻟﺘﻨﻈﻴﻤﻰ وﻧﻀﺞ اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ ﻣﻦ
دﻳﺎت ﺗﻤﺜﻞ أول ﻇﻬﻮر ﻣﺘﻮاﺿﻊ ﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﻛﺎن ﻻ ﻳﻤﻜﻨﻨﺎ ﺣﺘﻰ اﻵن
اﻟﺒ ﹾﺮ ﱠ
ﺧﻼل ﺗﻨﻔﻴﺬ اﻷﺛﺮ اﻟﻀﺨﻢ اﻟﺬ ﺑﻨﺎه ﺧﻮﻓﻮ؛ وﻣﻊ ذﻟﻚ ،ﻓﺈن ﻫﺬه ﹶ
ﱠإﻻ اﻓﺘﺮاض وﺟﻮدﻫﺎ ،واﻟﺘﻰ ﻻ ﹸﺑ ﱠﺪ وأن ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ،ﻓﻰ زﻣﻦ ﺗﺴﺠﻴﻠﻬﺎ ،وﻓﻴﺮة .واﻵن ،ﺗﺮﻛﺰ ﻋﻤﻠﻴﺔ ﻣﺘﺎﺑﻌﺔ اﻟﻨﺸﺮ ﻋﻠﻰ دراﺳﺔ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ
اﻟﺤﺴﺎﺑﻴﺔ )ﻗﻮاﺋﻢ ﺗﺴﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﻤﻨﺘﺠﺎت ،وﻗﻮاﺋﻢ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻠﻴﻦ( اﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻢ اﻛﺘﺸﺎﻓﻬﺎ ﹰ
أﻳﻀﺎ ﻓﻰ ﻣﻮﻗﻊ واد اﻟﺠﺮف .ﺗﺄﺗﻰ ﻫﺬه
اﻟﻜﺒﻴﺮة ﻣﻦ اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ
ﱠ

اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﻓﻰ ﻣﻌﻈﻤﻬﺎ ﻣﻦ ﻗﻄﺎع اﻷروﻗﺔ ) G1-G2وﻫﻰ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺗﺸﻜﻞ ﹸﻗ ﹶﺮاﺑﺔ ﻧﺼﻒ اﻟﻤﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ( ،ﻏﻴﺮ أﻧﻪ ﺗﻢ اﻛﺘﺸﺎﻓﻬﺎ ،ﺑﺸﻜﻞ أﻛﺒﺮ ،ﻓﻰ ﻋﺪة
ﻧﻘﺎط أﺧﺮ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﻮﻗﻊ؛ ﺧﺎﺻﺔ ﻋﻨﺪ ﻣﺪﺧﻞ اﻷروﻗﺔ  G8-G12، G17، G7ﻣﻦ ﻧﻈﺎم اﻟﻤﺨﺎزن .وﺳﻮف ﺗ ﹾﹸﺴ ﹺﻬﻢ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻮﺛﺎﺋﻖ ﻓﻰ اﺳﺘﻴﻔﺎء

ﻌﺪات.
واﻟﻤ ﱠ
اﻟﻤﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت اﻟﺨﺎﺻﺔ ﺑﻄﺮق ﻋﻤﻞ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﺮق ،ﻣﻦ ﺧﻼل ﺗﻘﺪﻳﻢ اﻟﺘﻔﺎﺻﻴﻞ اﻟﻤﺘﻌﻠﻘﺔ ﺑﻈﺮوف إﻣﺪاد اﻟﺪوﻟﺔ ﻟﻬﻢ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﻮاد اﻟﻐﺬاﺋﻴﺔ ﹸ

