Annexe |

An Overview

[Translated from the French by Colin Clement]

HE MASS of 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).’ 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 documenta-
tion (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 Ist 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 (Wrz) 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. CravarTi, « Doctaétéride de la chronologie de 'Ancien Empire: prolégomeénes», BSFE 202, 2020, pp. 8-18).
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own, as we shall see below) and The Asian (S77), which we know also had vessels through at least one passage
in Papyrus B.> 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 (/7w) and
Granary (§7wt) — 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 Perer) 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 pws) 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, BlI, 6a (pp. 53-54, 57 note P).



ANNEXE |

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.+ 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 Akbet season, which was perhaps
recorded on Papyrus H.s 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 trans-
porting 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 asso-
ciated 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® 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 E 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.. CoorER, 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 a I'époque pharaonique: caractéristique et
chronologie”, Neher 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)”, Nebet 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, / papyri di Gebelein, Turin, 2004, tav. 3 (P. Geb. I, r°).

7. Papyrus de la mer Rouge 1, p. 102, fragment V, r°.
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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 men-
tioned 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 (W7z) and The Asian (Sz2) which are generally better documented, includ-
ing 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 The Big The Asian The Prosperous | The Small
(phyle) 1) ) ) 4)
Management Scribe Dedi Inspector Merer — Inspector Mesou
(Over. alll. — Inspector Sekherf.. .]
supervision) — [...] [Ny]kaounesout [( ?)
IV Shemu Papyrus D
(June) 1 (7x), 2 (1x), 3 (Ix)
1 Akhet Papyrus D Papyrus A Fragment X2
(July) 1 (4x), 2 (4x), 4 (2x) Fragment X125
1T Akhet Papyrus F ? Papyrus A or B Two of the three o-th.er teams?
Unknown missions
(August)
111 Akhet Papyrus B
(September)
IV Akbet Papyrus B
(October)
1 Peret Papyrus B
(November)
II Peret Papyrus C
(December)
III Peret
(January) Period of inactivity, or large gap in the
1V Peret sources
(February)
1 Shemu
(March)
11 Shemu Papyrus E(a)
(April)
111 Shemu Papyrus E(b) — probable report of a phyle
(May) and later Attribution to Merer’s team uncertain

Table IV. Organisation and Chronology of the Work of Dedi’s Team.
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A particular issue warrants examination in greater detail: the 1st month of Akber 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 s32f(his phyle) in Papyrus A and B, is indeed The Big (W7z) 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).?

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 mon-
uments 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,? would
comprise 40 men, and that each division was probably placed under the leadership of an “inspector” (shd).
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,™ 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. [bid., 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." It is, in fact, specified in Papyrus B that “people who are inscribed on the
roll, the record” (wpwr) > are required to accomplish a particular task, and it would seem that in Papyrus D,
which most probably corresponds to the 1st month of Akber at the very beginning of the calendar year, there
is mention of an official document, perhaps a royal decree (wh2), 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 papy-
rus 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 (bnw) 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, VIL.3). This geographic proximity
would partially explain the initially surprising but often repeated designation of this work team with the
expression stp-s3. 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.™# It appears more and more likely that these spe-
cialised 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.’

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, (e%—%)%,
shows the king’s cartouche followed by the sign ¢, and then the sign for a house (£3), referring most prob-
ably 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 £3. 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 hd 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

1. Cf. supra, D15.

12. Papyrus de la mer Rouge I, p. 65, n. j.

13. 'The term stp-s> 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 re-
cord, Papyrus G, it is clearly stated that the phyle “The Big” of the team of escorts of “The Uracus of Khufu is its prow” belong to stp-s
(see supra, Chap. 1, and P. TaLLET, “Un papyrus de 'année apres le 13¢ recensement de Chéops au Ouadi el-Jarf”, in Guardian of Ancient
Egypt, op. cit., pp. 1545-1554.

14. O. GokLer, “The Term Szp-s3 in the Old Kingdom and Its Later Development”, JARCE 23, 1986, pp. 85-98.

15. Notably the team “known to Double Falcon of Gold” (rhw 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 ez al. (ed.), Du Sinai au Soudan. Itinéraire d’une
égyptologue (mélanges offerts & Dominique Valbelle), Paris, 2017, pp. 243-253) and also the “known to Mykerinos” (rhw Mn-kiw-r°)
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. 273277, 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 ® (i) Lastly, Form 5 appears to be extremely simpli-
fied: 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 g
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 unde-
fined.™ 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 Hnw, The Residence, stood in the same sector, and mention in Papyrus D
of the Granary ($7wt), which we know was a multipurpose storage facility holding a wide variety of food-
stuffs, 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).77

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 Hwfw, “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 ['époque de Pépy I1. 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 docu-
mentation. 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.™ 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.” On the other hand, Papyrus B
stresses the administrative importance of the town of Heliopolis (Jwnw), which clearly played a role in sup-
plying 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. 1). 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 im-
mediately 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
(Hww, the 7th of Lower Egypt),?° and more precisely the town of R3-Hww?*' in the Mareotid to the north-west
of the Delta, and the Nome of the Dolphin (H:#-mbyt, 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 dgyptischen Nomoi in der Frithzeit”, MDAIK 62, 2006, pp. 152-154 (Kat. 1) et fig. 1, p. 153; see also
W. Herck, Die altigyptischen Gaue, TAVO 5, Wiesbaden, 1974, pp. 151-152; P. MoNTET, Géographie de I'Egypte ancienne 1, Paris, 1957,
pp- 49-56. See, more recently on this province, L. CAGNARD, “Perspectives de recherche archéologique dans la région de I'ancienne
Khem/Letopolis & 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 altiigyptischen Gaue, Wiesbaden, 1974, p. 167-172; P. MoNTET, Géographie de I'Egypte ancienne 1, Paris, 1957, pp. 69-74.
Already attested in the biography of Metjen (K. SETHE, Urk. 1, 1.15).

21. 'The first two mentions of this toponym until now appear in the Annals of Amenemhat IT (Farag fragment, col. x+29; Petrie fragment
x+6: H. ALTENMULLER, Zwei Analenfragmente aus dem frithen 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. Yovorte, “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. HaBacHz, Tavole d'offerta, are et bacili da libazione 22001-22067,
Turin, 1977, p. 94, no. 32).
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of the Delta.?* 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.? 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;> and
the tomb inscriptions of Pehernefer at Saqqara, also dated to the beginning of the 4th Dynasty.?¢ 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 respon-
sibility (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.?® Furthermore,
he held the combined titles of ‘d-mr Jmnr (Administrator of the West) and ‘d-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 altigyptischen Gaue, Wiesbaden, 1974, pp. 191-194; P. MoNTET, Géographie de ’Egypte ancienne 1, pp. 143-153;
E GomaA, Die Besiedlung Agyptens wihrend des Mittleren Reiches 11, Wiesbaden, 1987, p. 146; this nome is also attested in the biography
of Metjen (K. SeTHE, Urk. 1, 2.2).

23. On the date palm, see recently M. TengBERG, Cl. NEwTON, “Origine et évolution de la phéniciculture au Moyen Orient et en Egypte”,
in M.-P. Ruas (ed.), Des fruizs d’ici et d ailleurs. Regards sur Uhistoire 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. ].P. Coorer, Medieval Nile, pp. 29-41 and passim.

25. Fora recent translation of the text, and a review of the earlier bibliography; see J. STAUDER-PORCHET, Les autobiographies de [’Ancien Empire
égyptien, OLA 255, Leuven, 2017, pp. 20-30; see also O. Zorn, D. BispING-ISERMANN, Die Opferkammern im Neuwen Museum Berlin,
Berlin, 2011 for a new edition of the text.

26. H. JuNKER, “Phrnfi”, ZAS 75, p. 63-84; W. HELCK, Untersuchungen zur Thinitenzeit, AgAbh 45, Wiesbaden, 1987, p. 274-279.

27. On the “internal colonisation” of the country at this period, see especially ]J.C. MORENO-GARCiA, “Administration territoriale et
organisation de I'espace en Egypte au troisiéme millénaire avant J.-C. : grgt et le titre ‘(n)d mr grgt”, ZAS 123, 1996, pp. 116-138.

28. W. HeLck, Untersuchungen zur Thinitenzeit, AgAbh 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 hwr Hwfw which is
probably identifiable with the fwr 3¢ 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 Gl 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-GI2 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.
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