The History of Ancient
Egypt: An Overview

WILLIAM J. MURNANE

RECONSTRUCTING EGYPTIAN
HISTORY

Little more than a century has passed since it
became possible to base a history of pharaonic
Egypt on contemporaneous sources. Modemn
readers now have access to a wealth of material
that constantly keeps growing. They also benefit
from a much improved understanding of the an-
cient language, as well as from increased contri-
butions from archaeology on a number of levels.
Paradoxically, however, even the most up-to-
date histories are conceptually indebted to an
ancient model.

Manetho, a priest who lived in the third cen-
tury BCE, was ancient Egypt’s only native histo-
rian. His work, written in Greek for a non-
_ Egyptian audicnce, is a problematic guide—in
the first place, because it survives mainly
through drastic abridgments made by early
Christian writers, along with a few later quota-
tions; but also, and more significantly, because
of its author’s intellectual culture and his limita-
tions. Manetho, like most Greek historians, was
overly respectful of tradition, that medium
which preserved the memory of “great and won-
derful deeds.” He also failed to control, or even
to exploit fully, the factual data at his disposal:
although the monuments of Egypt provided his-
torical resources far richer than those available
in other parts of the Mediterrancan world, little
of Manetho’s work seems to have been based on

them. Moreover, in common with most histori-
ans in antiquity, Manetho was not able to distin-
guish among traditions that, while authentic as
ancient records, distorted the past according to
the biases or perspectives of their sources. As a
result, facts in his Aegyptiaca are often mixed
with legendary or partisan accounts that are nei-
ther reliable nor always attributed correctly.
These characteristics diminish Manetho’s
usefulness, although as a historian he was nota-
bly more accurate than his Greek predecessors.
Modern writers, however, still follow the orga-
nization of his work by groups of kings (dy-
nasties), not only because it is convenient and

. reflects an ancient convention, but also because

most of Manetho’s dynasties seem to correspond
to genuine divisions in pharaonic times.
Modern writers have organized Egyptian his-
tory further by grouping Manetho’s dynasties
into an Early Dynastic period and four later ep-
ochs: Old Kingdom, Middle Kingdom, New
Kingdom, and Late Periad, each separated from
the next by one of three “intermediate periods.”
Such divisions, like the dynasties, are partly an-
cient in inspiration. They are implied, for exam-
ple, in the composition of a procession of royal
statues shown on a wall from the Ramesseum,
the mortuary temple of Ramesses (Ramses) II of
the Nineteenth Dynasty on the West Bank at
Thebes. (The Ramesseum is illustrated in “Pal-
aces and Temples of Ancient Egypt” in Part 4,
Vol. I). The successive ages of thc past were
represented by Menes, Nebhepetre Mentu-
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hotep of the Eleventh Dynasty, and Ahmose
(Amosis) of the Eighteenth Dynasty—all rulers
who were credited with uniting the country after
a period of disorder and who thus defined na-
tional unity as the supreme achievement of a
successful regime. ‘

For all its authenticity, this conception of the
past has serious limitations for the modern histo-
rian. On the surface the ideology of power in
pharaonic Egypt appears to have remained con-
stant, for titles and epithets that defined kingly
authority (once they had been formulated)
tended to remain in use. Frequently, however,
the literal meaning of such claims was com-
promised by political conditions: even a pha-
rach who ruled only a fragment of the traditional
kingdom could call himself “Lord of the Two
Lands”; and the conventional style of kingship
often masked actual limits placed on royal
power. Institutions, for all their apparent
changclessness, were counslautly evolving in
pharaonic Egypt. This capacity for cloaking
change in the appearance of tradition, while not
incompatible with the conventional periodiza-
tion of Egyptian history, is not well addressed
by it either. Although this essay uses the tradi-
tional periods to reflect broad political realities,
it will occasionally point to other trends that
imply somewhat different perspectives on
Egyptian history.

THE UNITED KINGDOM
AND THE GROWTH
OF PHARAONIC GOVERNMENT

Since developments in Predynastic Egypt are
already discussed in the chapter on prehistory
above, we begin this survey near the end of the
fourth millennium, at the beginning of the dy-
nastic period, when the influence of Upper
Egyptian civilization had spread into both
Nubia and the Delta. (See “Unification and Ur-
banization of Ancient Egypt” earlier in this vol-
ume.) The unification of Egypt as inferred from
contemporary sources bears little resemblance
to the version sanctified by tradition. Later
Egyptians were taught, for instance, that the
state had been formed out of two Predynastic
kingdoms of Upper and Lower Egypt—Dbut this
model founders on the absence of any firm evi-
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dence for such a kingdom in the north. Most
scholars now see it as a later historical construct,
reflecting not only the basic difference between
the Delta and the sonthern river valley but also
Egyptian ideology, which conceived the uni-
verse as balanced between equal and sometimes
contending forces. If so, the Predynastic kings of
the “Two Lands” whose names were recorded
on the Palermo Stone (a fragment of royal an-
nals, based on earlier sources, that was manufac-
tured during the Fifth Dynasty) may represent
early kinglets from various parts of the Delta and
Upper Egypt rather than the primeval rulers of a
unified pair of kingdoms in the north and south.
Tradition also took for granted the institution
of monarchy. By the time of the New Kingdom,
official history began with dynasties of “gods,
demigods, and spirits of the dead” who
preceded the first mortal rulers. Once again,
however, more contemporary evidence suggests
a different model. As in Mesopotamia, kingship
seems to have developed around the figures of
war leaders in the different proto-states of the
Nile Valley. Differences in the development of
ancient Egypt and Iraq are reflected in the style
and survival of their governments. While later
institutions and traditions in Mesopotamia pre-
served elements of the local oligarchies that
held sway before monarchies arose, no trace of
such polities (with the possible exception of
town councils) survived in Egypt. Instead, from
the late Predynastic period onward, supreme
power was vested in a single ruler who, unlike
the king in Mesopotamia, was regarded as an
embodiment of divinity. The symbol of the fal-
con god Horus bestriding the palace, which per-
sisted as an image of kingship throughout Egyp-
tian history, made its appearance in the latest
phases of the Predynastic period. (The term
“pharaoh,” the title by which the Egyptian king
is known in the Bible, literally means “big
house,” and it originally referred to the palace.
Only from the New Kingdom was it used to de-
scribe the king’s person.) Both the iconography
of this primitive royalty and its style, which im-
ply that the ruler’s official nature as the divine
“Horus of the Palace” dominated any personal
identity, foreshadow the classic ideology of
royal power. (An illustration of Horus appears in
“Theology, Priests, and Worship in Ancient
Egypt” in Part 8, Vol. III.) .
Egyptian tradition also credited one ruler,

—
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Menes, with the creation of a united kingdom.
This belief cannot be traced prior to the New
Kingdom, and earlier records (notably the Fifth
Dynasty annals already mentioned) recognized
that the First Dynasty had been preceded by an
unspecified number of kings who ruled over the
. “Two Lands.” Archaeological evidence also
suggests that Upper Egyptian expansion into the
Delta was a gradual process. Thus the achieve-
ment of Horus King Narmer, who has often been
_identified with Menes on the strength of the
triumph scenes on his ceremonial palette, may
represent only one of the steps that led to the
definitive unification of Egypt (if it was not al-

ready united at that time). “Menes,” if his name-

is not a play on that of Amun (the leading god

and divine ancestor of the New Kingom pha-
raohs), may mean only “So-and-so” in Egyptian,
and his historic position might well be another
of those constructs through which the Egyptians
mythologized their past.

The rulers of the First Dynasty governed from
a capital they built on land situated between
Upper and Lower Egypt. Known first as “White
Walls,” and more fancifully later by the epithet
“the Balance of the Two Lands,” it is best
known today as Memphis and was a major city
throughout Egyptian history, even if it did not
always function as the nation’s capital.

Along with a national center of government,
the basis of a truly national administration was
established during the Early Dynastic period.
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Statues of kings Menes, Nebhepetre Mentuhotep, Ahmose, Amenhotep I, and Thutmose I
horne hy attendants at the annual feast of the god Min. Drawing of a relief from the east wall
of the second court of the Ramesseum, West Thebes. ORIENTAL INSTITUTE, UNIVERSITY OF
CHICAGO, CHICAGO ‘
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One side of the Palette of Narmer, Naqgada III
period, excavated from a temple at Hierakonopolis
and now in the Egyptian Museum, Cairo. The
lower portion of the low-relief carving portrays a
king in the form of a bull besieging a fortified city
represented by the rounded wall with square
bastions. HIRMER ARCHIVE, MUNICH

Resources now had to be managed on an un-
precedented scale, not only in the interest of
individual communities and the local elites that
ran them, but more significantly in support of a
much larger network of such groups and with
special regard to the country’s nominal owner,
the king. The system had begun to evolve, no
doubt, in late Predynastic times, with the con-
quest of the Nile Valley. Membership in the
administrative elite was based for the most part
on personal compctence and (especially with
the development of writing before the start of
the First Dynasty) on literacy. Although officials
often gained advancement through family con-
nections and royal favor, promotion by merit was
always a strong component of the bureaucracy’s
esprit de corps. By the early third millennium
this government service had grown into a formi-
dable organization, as witnessed not only by the
ubiquity of objects bearing administrative titles
but also by conspicuous displays of affluence
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and power by high officials. At Saqqara, the ear-
liest cemetery of Memphis, the great private
tombs of the First Dynasty are so large and their
contents so rich that they were once taken to be
royal.

Successful officials later aspired to bequeath
to their heirs not only their wealth but their of-
fices as well. While such expectations were real-
ized often enough to be expressed openly in
prayers and instructional literature used by the
elite, their fulfillment was not automatic: offi-
cials were expected to be totally dependent on
the royal will. It is probably no accident that, at
some periods during the Old Kingdom, the high-
est oftices were reserved for members of the
royal family, nor that individuals were shifted
frequently among government departments.
Methods such as these, by which the king could
regulate the hierarchy or bypass it altogether
by raising a personal favorite from obscurity,
were characteristic of pharaonic government
throughout Egyptian history.

The transition to a more settled way of life was
also marked by changes in the regime’s public -
image. The bellicose posture of the late Pre-
dynastic and First Dynasty kings, with names
like Narmer (“Baleful Catfish”) and Aha
(“Fighter™), gave way in the Second Dynasty to
a more pacific style that stressed the ruler’s con-
nections with the divine (as in the name Ny-
netjer, “He Who Belongs to the God”). One of
the kingdom’s growing pains seems to have in-
volved forging a generally acceptable ideology.
Itis hard, otherwise, to explain why two kings of
the later Second Dynasty, in place of the tradi-
tional Horus name, adopted the god Seth as their
divine patron. Although earlier scholars viewed
this episode as a civil war between partisans of
Horus and their Sethian counterparts, this inter-
pretation is not likely: the demonization of Seth
as the enemy of Horus took place very much
later. Also, how would the cult of a Seth king
have survived into the Fourth Dynasty, as it did,
if he was discredited? The obscurities of this
period are such that we cannot even be sure
whether certain Horus and Seth names be-
longed to the same king or to separate individ-
uals. It seems likely, however, that the Seth
name was an experiment, an attempt to enrich
the king’s official nature by giving him yet an-
other of the alternative identities that were be-
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ing formulated in this period. Some sort of reso-
lution was reached by the end of the Second
Dynasty, for its last king adopted a unique style
that associated the figures ol both Horus and
Seth with a name that can be translated “The
two powers are manifest, and the two gods who
are in him are at peace.”

Perhaps the best way to evaluate this apparent
identity crisis is to observe how quickly it was
overcome. The Sethian component of the king’s
name vanished after the Second Dynasty, while
his identity as Horus remained the leading ele-
ment in the royal titulary. Again, itis perhaps not
coincidental that the period following the Sec-
ond Dynasty saw the development of a new and
lasting symbol of the religious dimensions of
kingship, the pyramid.

THE RISE AND FALL
OF THE OLD KINGDOM

Starting with Djoser of the Third Dynasty in the
middle of the third millennium, rulers system-
atically turned their efforts to a building pro-
gram awesome both for its ambition and for its
continuity. Although pyramid building is dis-
cussed in the chapter below, both the magnitude
and novelty of this achievement are worth re-
calling here. Djoser’s Step Pyramid, built on a
scale far larger than any earlier royal tomb com-
plex, was also the first to be constructed entirely
of stone—an accomplishment that earned im-
mortality and, by the Late Period, deification for
its architect, the king’s chief builder, Imhotep.
More significantly, it set a standard that future
kings felt compelled to emulate or surpass. (See
the next chapter for an illustration of the funer-
ary complex.)

Djoser’s succcssors planned their monuments
on a comparably ambitious scale, but not until
the Fourth Dynasty were resources successfully
harnessed to organization. The pyramids built
by Khufu (Cheops), Chephren (Khafre, Re-
khaef), and Mycerinus (Menkaure) at Giza, near
the north end of the Memphite cemetery, are
deservedly famous, not only for their size but for
the quality of their construction. What is often
forgotten is that this achievement had been
more than equaled by Sneferu, the founder of
the Fourth Dynasty, who built two substantial

pyramids for himself at Dahshur and worked on
yet another behemoth (which he may only have
completed for his predecessor, the last king of
the Third Dynasty) at Maidum. These monu-
ments were an unprecedented achievement,
especially for so brief a time: remaining un-
equaled for the rest of the Old Kingdom, their
scale was approached by very few other phar-
aohs, and they speak eloquently not only for the
wealth at these kings’ disposal, but for the exper-
tise and command of logistics that made such
works possible. (See illustrations in the next
chapter.)

The pyramids have regularly been seen as the
fruits of their builders’ megalomania. More to
the point, however, they were colossal state-
ments of divine kingship. Third Dynasty fu-
nerary complexes still looked back to Early
Dynastic models: the stepped pyramid was a
new and commanding symbol (representing a
stairway to the sky or the primeval mound of
creation, or both), but it was grafted onto the
traditional funerary palace—not merely the
king’s eternal residence, but a composite of all
the settings in which he acted as the nexus be-
tween humanity and the gods. By the Fourth
Dynasty, however, old priorities had been re-
versed. The complex surrounding the pyramid
shrank and consisted of only a few cult build-
ings. Dwarfing all else was the pyramid itself—
now a true pyramid, perhaps a model of the
spreading rays of the sun upon which the dead
king ascended to heaven.

At the same time, the classic ideology of king-
ship was being reformulated. Khufu’s successor,
Redjedef (Djedefre), was the first pharaoh to add
“Son of Re” to his titulary, and although tradi-
tion had its defenders (notably in Shepseskaf,
the last king of the Fourth Dynasty, who aban-

- doned the pyramid design and built his tomb
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along lines that had gone out of fashion nearly
two centuries earlier), future kings continued to
be sons of the sun-god, Re, along with their more
traditional divine identities. Earlier writers saw
in these developments a victory for the clergy of
Re at the expense of the monarch, but this as-
sumption is gratuitous. The new solar temples
built by most of the kings of the Fifth Dynasty
functioned as appendages rather than competi-
tors to the royal funerary establishments nearby.
In these temples Re and the king functioned as
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aspects of the same divine power, each in his
appropriate sphere.

The evidence for Old Kingdom history is
weighted heavily toward social or institutional
trends and has very little to say about events. A
supposed struggle between the sons of Khufu is
generally discounted. Scholars are similarly
wary of the tradition in the Middle Kingdom
tales of Papyrus Westcar, in which the good-
natured behavior of Sneferu contrasts with a
grim portrait of his son Khufu, and this family is
viewed as giving way, none too happily, to the
three sons of Re, who go on to rule in succession
as the founding kings of the Fifth Dynasty. (See
“Tales of Magic and Wonder from Ancient
Egypt” in Part g, Vol. IV.) Attempts to extract
any but the barest historical implications from
this material have not been convincing.
Manetho reports the assassination of Teti,
founder of the Sixth Dynasty, but evidence
identified in the monuments for infighting
among rulers of the later Fifth and Sixth Dy-
nasties is tenuous. A tantalizing glimpse of
palace intrigue during the Sixth Dynasty is
supplied by the “autobiography” of an official
named Weni, who describes how he was
charged with presiding over a secret trial of
Pepy I's chief queen. This evidence is not
enough, however, to permit an evaluation of the
episode, even in the light of the king’s later mar-
riages with the two women who became the
mothers of his heirs. Probably the most indica-
tive signs of political change are found in the
evidence for official careers—revealing, for in-
stance, the banishment of kings’ sons from the
highest offices in the bureaucracy by the early
Fifth Dynasty and periodic reorganizations of
the government service thereafter. While these
changes surely reflect efforts to define and re-
strict personal power, the reasons for most of
them remain obscure.

A somewhat clearer, if not detailed, picture
emerges of Egypt’s foreign relations during this
period. Commercial and cultural ties with the
city of Byblos go back into the fourth millen-
nium, and private tomb inscriptions occasion-
ally refer to border fortresses and to Egyptian
forays onto Asiatic soil (e.g., in Weni’s autobiog-
raphy, once again). It seems clear that such ac-
tivities were essentially disciplinary and took
place only to protect Egypt’s security or pres-
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tige. One cannot yet speak of an Egvptian em-
pire extending its control over western Asia.

In the south, however, a closer relationship
had existed with the Nubian Nile Valley since
late Predynastic times. It is unclear what effect
(ifany) the expanding power of Egypthad on the
abrupt disappearance of the early indigenous
culture of Nubia (the “A” Group) during the
earlier First Dynasty; but the Egyptians had a
free hand in exploiting Lower Nuhia for much of
the Old Kingdom. At Buhen, near the Second
Cataract, an Egyptian base of operations flour-
ished until the late Fifth Dynasty. Divisions of
“pacified Nubians™ were recruited to serve with
the pharaoh’s forces in Egypt, while graffiti at
mines and quarry sites in Nubia and the Eastern
Desert attest to the vigorous activity of Egyptian
expeditions, their way being smoothed when-
ever necessary by military operations (notably
during the Fourth Dynasty).

Egyptian control over the south weakened,
however, with the advent of a new cultural ele-
ment (the “C” Group) during the late Old King-
dom. It was the threat of Egyptian power, no
doubt, that prompted Nubian rulers to make for-
mal obeisance to King Merenre of the Sixth Dy-
nasty; but the growing independence of Nubian
polities could not be contained. Tomb inscrip-
tions of the governors of Aswan, on Egypt’s
southern border, tell of increasing difficulties
with Nubians and other “desert dwellers” dur-
ing the later Sixth Dymasty. This failure of the
regime’s grip on the sonth perhaps reflects its
increasing insecurity at home.

Pepy II Neferkare, builder of the Old King-
dom’s last important pyramid complex, was also
its last ruler of any consequence. The troubles
that seem to have overwhelmed the regime after
his death, nevertheless, had been brewing for a
long time. Declining resources, as seen in the
decreased size and care evident in the building
of pyramids after the middle of the Sixth Dy-
nasty and in shrinking cult endowments during
the later Fifth and Sixth Dynasties, help to de-
fine the problem but do not explain it. A decline
in the annual levels of the Nile flood, ac-
companied by increasing aridity in the deserts
adjoining the river valley, must have imposed
strains on the economy. But while these prob-
lems surely contributed to the regime’s malaise,
they were compounded by other factors.
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The bureaucracy, for one, having been en-
trenched in the nomes (or provinces) to serve
the king’s will more efficiently, was now in a
good position to demand greater access to the
perquisites of power as the price of its continu-
ing service. Such pressures, when combined
with unfavorable natural conditions, created a
dynamic between the king’s house and its ser-
vants that gradually undermined the founda-
tions of royal power. We know virtually nothing
about the troubles of Pepy II's succéssors (who
are barely attested but are mostly assigned by
tradition to Manetho’s Seventh and Eighth Dy-
nasties); but their insignificance is patent, and
their story ends in a humiliating reversal of for-
tune. Even before the regime at Memphis died
out (circa 2130), its last kings had been reduced

to the sidelines of power—conferring the ve-

neer of legitimacy on the magnates, nominally
viziers and nomarchs (provincial governors) of
Upper Egypt, who lorded over an increasingly
fractious country. A story, perhaps dating to the
Middle Kingdom, which portrays Pepy II as the
compromised leader of a corrupt court, is a char-
acteristic judgment on what posterity must have
seen as the unworthiness of a failed dynasty.

CIVIL WAR AND THE QUEST
FOR LEGITIMACY

The disappearance of the regime at Memphis
brought the latent power struggle among the no-
marchs into the open and initiated what is
known as the First Intermediate period. King-
ship was successfully claimed by the rulers of
Herakleopolis (IThnasya al-Madina), but their re-
gime (Ninth to Tenth Dynasties) flourished only
in the northern halt of the country and failed to
gain firm control over Upper Egypt. About halfa
century of warfare between different contenders
in the south was brought to an end by the tri-
umph of a Theban family (Eleventh Dynasty)
who passed gradually from vassaldom to rivalry
with the Herakleopolitans.

In the ensuing civil war, success initially fa-
vored the Tenth Dynasty. The Theban Inyotef
II’s victory in the region of Abydos was reversed
in the first part of the reign of his grandson,
Nebhepetre Mentuhotep, and further progress

by the Eleventh Dynasty in Middle Egypt was
blocked by its rival’s partisans (most notably the
governors of Asyut). It has also beén maintained
that Herakleopolis enjoyed the initiative in the
war of words, but this claim is now less certain.
The Eloquent Peasant, ostensibly setin the time
of Nubkaure, can be redated to the later Twelfth
Dynasty. It may still be argued that the Instruc-
tion for King M erykare was written to promote
the Tenth Dynasty’s image among its subjects.
The themes that are sounded in this work—
concerns for social justice, humane treatment of
subordinates, and the king’s moral responsi-
bility—are new, less in substance than for the
explicitness with which they were now ad-
vanced in justifying the legitimacy of royal gov-
emment.

Despite their early success, the kings of Hera-
kleopolis could not sustain their regime. Most of
the nomarchs in Middle Egypt, who held the
balance of power between the two sides, either

- defected to the Theban cause or tacitly allowed
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Nebhepetre Mentuhotep to avenge his early de-
feat and eliminate the northern kingdom. Thus,
after nearly a century and a half of civil war,
Egypt was reunited under one ruler.

Nebhepetre Mentuhotep’s victory in about
1980 BCE marks the beginning of the second pe-
riod of unified rule in Egypt, which historians
call the Middle Kingdom. Even during this pe-
riod of relative calm, however, there were oc-
casional convulsions, as the ruling house and
various elements of the body politic contended
with one another. The first of these upsets
brought the dynasty of Nebhepetre Mentuhotep
to an abrupt end. Although it had demonstrated
evenhandedness in absorbing former adminis-
trators of the Herakleopolitan regime into its
government, the orientation of the Eleventh Dy-
nasty remained resolutely Theban. It is as im-
possible to assess whether or how much this
provincialism was resented as it is to measure
the impact of hard times that persisted into the
first decade of the Twelfth Dynasty and are men-
tioned (perhaps in exaggerated terms) in the let-
ters of a prosperous farmer named Hekanakhte.
What is clear is that the last king of the Eleventh
Dynasty, Nebtowste Mentuhotep, was suc-
ceeded by the man who had almost certainly
served as his vizier before he ascended the
throne as Amenemhet (Ammenemes) .
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Although the founder of the Twelfth Dynasty
also hailed from Upper Egypt, Amenemhet I
made a point of shifting the center of govern-
ment away from Thehes and hack to the north:
the royal residence was now located at Itjtawy
(“Grasper of the Two Lands”), between Hera-
kleopolis and Memphis, where it remained for
more than three centuries. In his regime’s first
essay in political propaganda, the Prophecy of
Neferti, Amenembhet I had himself presented as
a national savior, coming after a protracted pe-
riod of chaos. Governing, to all appearances, by
universal consent (even with the support of the
remaining nomarchs, who now constituted a he-
reditary nobility in their provinces), the Twelfth
Dynasty ruler seemed well launched as the ac-
knowledged “Lord of the Two Lands.”

The regime’s own propaganda indicates,
however, that consent was far from unanimous.
The Instruction of Amenembhet, which presents
itself as Amenembhet I's personal testament to
his successor, Senwosret I (see illustrations of
these rulers in the chapter “The Middle King-
dom in Egypt” later in this volume), implies that
the latter had been raised to the throne after an
attack on the elder king’s life that, apparently,
came very close to succeeding. “Have women
ever marshaled the ranks? Are brawlers nour-
ished within a house?” Such passages suggest
that the dissidents came from within the royal
court, but their deeper purposes are unknown to
us. What seems to be a different plot, centered
on another son of Amenemhet I, was put down
by Senwosret I just after his father died. So
widely felt was the harshness of the regime’s
reaction, however, that the king was eventually
forced to moderate it. This accommodation is the
theme of another of the Twelfth Dynasty’s brill-
iant manipulations of literature, the S tory of Sin-
uhe, which traces its hero through flight and ex-
ile to his honored reinstatement at court.
Scholars have long believed that Amenemhet I
and Senwosret I reacted to these challenges by
inaugurating the first coregency of the Twelfth
Dynasty and that kings of the later Twelfth re-
sorted frequently to this expedient to ensure a
smooth transition from one reign to the next.
While this model is still widely followed, read-
ers should be aware that it remains open to de-
bate. (See “The Middle Kingdom in Egypt”
later in this volume.)
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The nomarchs in Middle Egypt, though ap-
parently uninvolved in the troubles that beset
the first two kings of the new dynasty, were an-
other potcntial problem for the regime. Inde-
pendence, limited but significant, had been the
price of theiradherence to the reunited kin gdom
of the Eleventh Dynasty. In view of the circum-
stances of its rise to power, the Twelfth Dynasty
had little choice but to honor this arrangement.
though with some precautions. Asyut, whose old
ruling family had gone down with the Hera-
kleopolitans, was placed under the control of a
royal appointee whose title (“great overlord of
the south” instead of the usual “greatoverlord of
nome X”) could imply a supervisory role in Mid-
dle Egypt. Similarly, when the Twelfth Dynastv
installed a new line of governors at Aswan, on
the southern border, these magnates exercised
all of their predecessors’ traditional powers ex-
cept the important military command.

To all appearances, though, if the regime ex-
pected trouble from its over-mighty subjects, it
got none. The nomarchs and their families
proved to be loyal and energetic servants of the
crown who presumed to nothing beyond the
purely local prominence they enjoyed. By its
mere existcnce, however, an entrenched elite
class implicitly compromised the monarch’s
claim to absolute power and, by extension, his
legitimacy. A sudden coup by Senwosret IIT has
been seen as the means of the government’s fi-
nal attack on nomarchs’ power, but this view is
not tenable: the great provincial families disap-
peared gradually, some of them dying out per-
haps one or two generations before Senwosret
IIT’s reign and with at least one surviving into
the time of Amenemhet III. The little that is
known about the individual cases also suggests
that the nomarchs as a group went quietly for the
maost part—perhaps fading into the ranks of the
higher bureaucracy, where people of this back-
ground had been serving since the Twelfth Dy-
nasty began. A number of “pessimistic” works,
such as the Lament of Khakheperresonb, have
been seen as protesting these changes in the
social order, but this is doubtful; and in any case,
they failed to budge the regime and achieved
only a posthumous triumph as literary classics.

The government, for its part, sponsored an
outpouring of “loyalist” literature that glorified
the king as the divine center of society. On a
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more practical level, it also reorganized the ad-
ministration along lines more centralized than
any that had been since the fall of the Old King-
dom. Not surprisingly, the traditional provinces

were de-emphasized in the new system, which -

created two large districts, corresponding to Up-
per and Lower Egypt, in their place. Local af-
fairs in each of these districts were run by offi-
cials who answered to the central government,
headed by the vizier, at the capital. Although the
new system failed in its attempt to eliminate the
nomes as foci of regional identity, its simplicity,
with its straightforward chain of command un-
der a chief minister who served at the king’s
pleasure, must have been one of the factors that
kept it operating along these lines for nearly a
millennium. Much of its success can also be
traced to the government’s efforts, particularly
the active recruiting of qualified personnel
through the presentation of the rewards of the
scribal profession and of government service in
the propagandist literature of the Twelfth Dy-
nasty.

Bolstered by their many works of peace, such
as the extensive land reclamation that increased
the productive capacity of the Faiyum under
Amenemhet III, the kings of the Twelfth Dy-
nasty could claim to have revalidated royal rule
in Egypt. Their quiet revolution, with its credi-
ble restoration of strong central government,
overcame all opposition and public criticism.
This preeminence, along with the overall pros-
perity that marks its nearly two centuries of rule,
surely added to the classic status that the
“House of Itjtawy” achieved in the eyes of fu-
ture generations.

THE TWELFTH DYNASTY AND
ITS NEIGHBORS

The Story of Sinuhe, in its account of its hero’s
enforced residence abroad, offers many reveal-
ing insights into contemporary western Asia—
one of the most notable being Egypt’s quite lim-
ited involvement in Asiatic affairs. The border
with Asia was fortified, and only officially per-
mitted traffic was allowed into the Nile Valley.
Egvptian messengers journeyed through Si-
nuhe’s lands on unspecified state errands, but

they do not seem to have engaged the greater
powers of the Near East—whether Mesopo-
tamians or Anatolians—in any noticeable way.

Interaction with the Syrian and Palestinian
localities within Egvpt’s orbit was not always
peaceful. From the Execration Texts of the later
Twelfth Dynasty it appears that the Egyptians
differentiated probable enemies from other
spots (such as Byblos) where trouble was less
likely. Actual war records are rare. Incursions
into Asia are attested under Amenembhet 11 and
Senwosret III—the latter in the autobiography
of the official Khusobek, although this inscrip-
tion is expressed so cryptically that neither its
locality nor even its outcome is certain. Tradi-
tions preserved in Greek authors credit vast
Asiatic conquests to a “Sesostris,” but this figure
is surely a composite of later empire builders,
and there is now broad consensus against as-
suming that any Middle Kingdom pharaoh gov-
erned even the most loosely organized empire
in Asia. The pharaohs’ interests in the Levant,
far more commercial than they were political,
were addressed by occasional intervention, and
Egyptian policy toward the north remained es-
sentially what it had been during the Old
Kingdom.

In the south, by contrast, the Twelfth Dynasty
intervened more forcefully. Egyptian control
over Lower Nubia had been reestablished by
Nebhepetre Mentuhotep, who recruited merce-
naries from there to serve in his final thrust
against the Herakleopolitans. Pressure from Nu-
bian territories farther south and from nomadic
desert tribesmen who sought homes in the Nile
Valley, however, were potential dangers that the
kings of the Twelfth Dynasty decided they
could not ignore. Their solution was the con-
struction of an unprecedented chain of for-
trcsscs running through Lower Nubia. Begun
early under Senwosret I, they were completed
by Senwosret I1I, whose impact on the defenses
of the Second Cataract region was so profound
that he was subsequently worshiped as a local
deity. Itis clear that these forts served as staging
posts for campaigns farther south, notably under
Senwosret I1I himself, but their more regular
function was to control the principal routes that
led into the Egyptian stretch of the Nile Valley.
For all that they greatly increased Egypt’s in-
vestment in the south, nevertheless the forts re-
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mained glorified bases of operations rather than
centers of a foreign power ruling over Lower
Nubia. True empire would come only with a
more thoroughgoing occupation, which was
probably not yet conceived during the Middle

Kingdom.

STAGNATION AND INVASION

The last ruler of the Twelfth Dynasty, Nefru-
sobek (Sobeknefru), took the throne after the
premature death of her brother, Amenemhet IV
(circa 1763). Both thc brevity of her rule and its
position at the end of the dynasty may suggest
that her reign was an expedient that failed; but
the nature of political change is especially hard
to pin down in this instance, for the regime that
continued to reside at Itjtawy after her death was
clearly very different from the Twelfth Dynasty.
Of at least fifty-five kings in the Thirteenth Dy-
nasty, only a handful reigned for five years or
more, with most being attested for much shorter
terms during a period of less than a century and a
half. Nor was the Thirteenth Dynasty a single
family, for more than one king openly traced his
descent from nonroyal roots.

The assumption that these short, unstable
reigns were the result of political turmoil is hard
to credit, however, for we know that the country
remained united under this curious regime.
Moreover, a remarkable stability is seen in the
ranks of government outside the royal house.
During this period it was not uncommon for sev-
eral kings to have been served by a single vizier,
and many of these high officials were related to
onc another. Offices also tended to remain in the
hands of the same extended families, some of
whom could claim earlier kings and queens of
the dynasty among their ancestors. In other
words, it is hard to avoid the impression that real
power in the Thirteenth Dynasty had devolved
onto the administrative class that the later kings
of the Twelfth Dynasty had created in their own
interest. The traditional style of monarchy now
cloaked a system in which the ultimate prize of
high government office was kingship, held by
representatives of family groups who gave way
to one another with the ebb and flow of their
accumulated influencc. Although it would be

inaccurate to speak of constitutional monarchy,
the participants in this system could not avoid
conniving at an interesting double standard: at
no other time, surely, was the autocratic style of
political power less in line with its rcal founda-
tions, or its dependence on the officials who ac-
tually ran the government more pronounced.

A system thus operated in its members’ inter-
est might seem, in principle, no worse than the
more purely monarchical governments that had
preceded it. In practice, however, the Thir-
teenth Dynasty could not sustain the high level
of cohesiveness and security maintained by the
Twelfth. In the far south, for example, the tight
discipline maintained at the forls under the
Twelfth Dynasty gradually gave way to a more
relaxed regimen, as garrison troops married lo-
cal women and became permanent residents,
while the forts themselves took on the character
of border towns rather than strictly military in-
stallations. Eventually, toward the end of the
Thirteenth Dynasty, the Egyptian occupation of
Lower Nubia was terminated: the forts seem to
have been abandoned and lay empty for a time.

Another symptom of the regime’s ineffec-
tiveness lay in the onset of political separatism:
the last kings of the dynasty were unable to
prevent the secession of at least part of the -
Delta, which pursued an independent course
under rulers who are referred to as the Four-
teenth Dynasty. The worst danger came,
however, from an unexpected quarter. For a
long time past, Canaanite immigrants had infil-
trated into the Delta and settled there. This ele-
ment proved to be a nucleus, and perhaps even
the fifth column, of an invading force that was to
disrupt the entire Nile Valley.

“Tulimaios: in his reign, for what cause I
know not, a blast of God smote us; and unex-
pectedly, from the regions of the east, invaders
of obscure race marched in confidence of victory
against our land.” With these words, quoted by
Josephus, Manetho begins his account of the
Asiatic invaders known as “‘Hyksos.” Later
memory may have exaggerated the suddenness
of their onslaught, but there is no doubting their
impact on Egypt. Both the Thirteenth and the
Fourteenth Dynasties fell, about 1630 or shortly
thereafter. A leading Asiatic family, whom histo-
rians refer to as the Fifteenth Dynasty, ruled
from its headquarters at Avaris and controlled a
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bloc of territories from the Delta up to Hermo-
polis (al-Ashmunein) in Middle Egypt. These
Hyksos ( “rulers of foreign countries” in Egyp-
tian) did not rule the entire country, however,
nor did they govern all of their part of Egypt
directly. Egyptian vassals served as proxies in
the Nile Valley, and some regions of the Delta
were controlled by a number of minor Asiatic
princes who are grouped for convenience into
Manetho’s Sixteenth Dynasty.

The only potential rival of the Hyksos Fif-
teenth Dynasty was in Upper Egypt, where a
rump state centered at Thebes had survived the
fall of the Thirteenth Dynasty. The early rulers
of this Seventeenth Dynasty also acknowledged
the Hyksos” suzerainty, however, while to the
south they were hemmed in by another of the
Asiatics” allies—the kingdom of Kush, which
had expanded from its base at Kerma, near the
Third Cataract, and had reoccupied the aban-
doned Egyptian forts farther north. This is the
situation referred to by Kamose, last king of the
dynasty. when he complains rhetorically that
“one ruler is in Avaris and another in Kush,
while I sit associated with an Asiatic and a Nu-
bian. Each man has his slice of Egypt, dividing
_ the land with me.”

In Kamose’s victory inscription, the muted re-
sistance of the royal councillors to the war policy
proposed by the king illustrates the political pa-
ralysis ofall too many Egyptians during this Sec-
ond Intermediate period. The accommodation
that is urged with the Hyksos was perhaps
prudent in view of the status quo, with its se-
ductive prosperity and calm. It was just this
normality, though, and the ease with which
Egyptians consented to their own weakness
that grated on the last rulers of the Seventeenth
Dynasty. Especially hard to tolerate was the
frequency with which their own subjects took
service in Kush, returning to a comfortable re-
tirement at home after serving as garrison troops
in the very forts the Nubians had appropriated
less than a century before. Accommodation was
finally repudiated by Segenenre Tao II, Ka-
mose’s elder brother and predecessor, who died
in battle with the Hyksos and their allies. Ka-
mose’s successful raids on Kushite territory and
even against Avaris itself foreshadowed the final
struggle that was to regain Egypt’s indepen-
dence and result in a very different order in the
Near East.

THE NEW IMPERIAL STATE

The war of liberation was brought to a trium-
phant conclusion by Kamose’s successor, Ah-
mose (Amosis), in or shortly after 1529. The
Asiatics were routed in a series of campaigns
against Hyksos bases in Lower Egypt and the
Levant. Later tradition honored this achieve-
ment by initiating a new period with Ahmose,
who might otherwise be considered a member
of the Seventeenth Dynasty. The break with the

" past was real, however, for the era inaugurated
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by the Eighteenth Dynasty was marked not only
by national unity but by an approach to foreign
affairs fundamentally different from any that had
preceded it.

The new policy is seen earliest in Nubia. Con-
trol over the Second Cataract area, already re-
established under Kamose, was consolidated
by Ahmose. No longer could the Egyptians
view this buffer zone as a sufficient protectlion
against the Nubian threat, however. Under
Amenhotep I'and Thutmose I, a sharply fought
series of campaigns carried the war farther
south, to the center of the kingdom of Kush and
beyond, until Egyptian armies had quelled not
only the Kushites but any other powers that
might support them. Further wars during the
next two reigns only confirmed the permanence
of Egypt’s hold on the south and the regime that
was now imposed there. All conquered territory
was annexed, extending the boundaries of
Egypt to include not only Wawat and Kush
(Lower and Upper Nubia) but still remotcr rc-
gions that lay upstream from the Fourth Cataract
and the great bend of the Nile. A few native
rulers were allowed to survive, acting as local
intermediaries between their people and the
Egyptians. Otherwise, the government of occu-
pation was set up along military lines and was
headed by a viceroy whose title, “King’s Son of
Kush,” stressed the status of its nonroval holder
as the pharaoh’s deputy in Nubia.

Now, more than ever, Nubia’s resources could
be exploited freely. Not only its mineral wealth
(a traditional interest of Egvpt’s) but also Nubian
agricultural land was appropriated by the crown
or given to temple estates based in Egypt. Old
attitudes died hard, as is shown by the letter of a
tipsy Amenhotep 11, preserved on a stela of his
viceroy, which gives jocular advice on the
proper treatment of Nubians. Once the per-
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manence of the Egyptian presence had been
recognized, however, the Nubians in the Nile
Valley accepted it on the whole with equa-
pnimity. Nubia erupted in general rebellion only
once after the mid Eighteenth Dynasty, in Mer-
neptah’s year 4, and most of the wars Egypt
fought in the south were against marauders in
the river valley or in outlying territory. Also hav-
ing a profound influence on Nubia were Egyp-
tian material and intellectual culture, whose
dominance no doubt eased Nubia’s integration
into the new superstate. _

After some initial trouble (when Ahmose had
to face two rebellions in Upper Egypt), the new
regime established itself firmly at home. For a
while, however, it seemed as if the dynasty
might end just as soon as it had properly begun.
Generations of intermarriage, a regular practice
of the Seventeenth Dynasty that was continued
in the Eighteenth, were probably at the root of
the difficulty that surfaced under Amenhotep
{Amenophis) I, when the royal family ceased
producing viable male heirs.

Ultimately the dynasty saved itself by choos-
ing a successor from outside its main line. We do
not know why Amenhotep I chose Thutmose I
as his heir; but Thutmose’s marriage into the
roval family must have offered an acceptable
solution to the dynasty’s problems. The mar-
riage, however, produced only a daughter,
Hatshepsut; and Thutmose I was compelled to
beget his male heir on another woman. Since the
marriage of Thutmose II with his half-sister Hat-
shepsut also proved barren of male issue, once
again the heir was begotten on a woman who did
not belong to the family of Ahmose. Although
some writers have seen these matrimonial expe-
dients as evidence for an essentially matrilineal
principle of succession for the Seventeenth and
early Eighteenth dynasties, it is more probable
that they reflect nothing more than the dynasty’s
eagerness to maintain as long as possible the
connection with its founding family.

The dynastic crisis came Lo 4 head when Thut-
mose II died unexpectedly, leaving the child
Thutmose I1I as his heir. The extreme youth of
the new pharaoh created a vacuum that his aunt
Hatshepsut filled, first as regent and finally
when she had herself declared king by an oracle
of the god Amun. Her tenure as senior coregent,
which lasted until her death, gave Thutmose I11
the time he needed to mature into his royal
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office. Instead of implying any lingering resent-
ment of his aunt’s usurpation, the official dis-
honoring of Hatshepsut's memory that occurred
toward the end of Thutmose IIT’s life may well
reflect an overreaction in the concern the king
felt for his own son’s imminent succession,
though it may also have been planned to defuse
any latent opposition to the Thutmoside line.
now that Ahmose’s family had died out.

Thutmose IIT’s accession to sole rule, in the
twenty-second year of his reign, coincided with
another crisis, this time in western Asia. Here,
despite the recent trauma of foreign domination,
the Egyptians had found it more difficult to take
the decisive measures they had applied in the
southern Nile Valley. The civilization of the
“wretched Asiatics” was richer and technologi-
cally more sophisticated, and they were far more
alien in speech and culture, than the inhabitants
of “vile Kush.” Moreover, it was not easy to con-
template even a limited occupation of lands that
did not share a common river with Egypt. Al-
though Ahmose had followed his victories over
the Hyksos with campaigning on Asiatic soil,
and Thutmose I had even carried Egyptian arms
as far as the Euphrates, almost certainly against
the growing kingdom of Mitanni, no permanent
occupation seems to have followed. Here, as in
Nubia, it was becoming obvious that temporary
measures were ineffective against an en-
trenched foe.

Thutmose III’s recognition of this fact and his
ability to initiate a suitable new policy consti-
tuted his greatness and laid the basis for Egypt’s
empire in Asia. Soon after Hatshepsut’s death
(circa 1458), he marched into Palestine to quell a
coalition of 330 local princes. What distin-
guished this campaign from all earlier Egyptian
triumphs in Asia was the way in which Thut-
mose III sought to normalize relations with his
Asiatic neighbors. Instead of slaughtering his
opponents, the king extracted only an oath of
loyalty, tribute, and hostages—usually princes’
heirs, who learned a vassal’s duties in the im- -
pressive atmosphere of the court and went home
only when their fathers had died. Carving out a
permanent sphere of influence took many vears:
by the time Thutmose III's annals run out, some
twenty years after his “first campaign of vic-
torv,” he had secured the Levantine coast from
Palestine to southern Syria and had battled
many of its princes into sullen submission. Their
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Rcd granite statue of the sphinz of Hatshepsut

" found at Dayr al-Bahri, Eighteenth Dynasty. The
statue weighs more than fourteen thousand pounds
and is over five feet (150 cm.) high. METROPOLITAN
MUSEUM OF ART, NEW YORK

continued rebelliousness was abetted by the
powcr of Mitanni, which was as mistrustful of
her rival’s intentions as Egypt was of hers; but
although Amenhotep II seems to have extended
Egypt's power north to Ugarit on the coast, the
two spheres had already reached their natural
inland limits in southern Syria, just north of
Qadesh.

" Gradually the two superpowers moved to-
ward peace. A full rapprochement was finally
achieved under Thutmose IV, in token of which
he was able to marry the daughter of the Mitan-
nian king. By the next generation at the latest,
the relationship had blossomed into a defensive
alliance whereby each side promised to aid the
other if it asked for help against a third party.
Although this partnership between Mitanni and
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Egypt, sealed by diplomatic marriages over
three generations, lasted less than a century, it
was to form a cornerstone of a continuing rela-
tionship between the great powers of the Near
East. (See the chapter on Akhetaten for an illus-
tration of a royal couple.) In the fourteenth cen-
tury it meant that the “great kings” of Babylon,
Egypt, and Mitanni acknowledged equality
(“brotherhood”) with one another and kept
their respective vassals in line. Complete peace
was unattainable, for the many nomadic and oth-
erwise unsettled groups in the Near East were
given to banditry and took sides in local wars
between city-states. In general, though, the
superpowers were able to keep lawlessness
from spreading beyond acceptable limits, and
the prevailing accord between leading states
fostered a form of internationalism that was to
last into the early years of the twelfth century.

The reign of Amenhotep III marks the apogee
of the Eighleenth Dynasty’s prosperity. The re-
gime commanded the ample resources of the
Nile Valley along with a mineral wealth that
made her the envy of her neighbors. “Let my
brother send me in great quantities gold that has
not been worked,” King Tushratta of Mitanni
urges Amenhotep III, <. . . [for] in my brother’s
country gold is as plentiful as dust.”” Affluence
occasionally bred insolence. When Kadashman-
Enlil I of Babylon wrote requesting for himselfa
daughter of Amenhotep III in marriage, the
pharaoh felt able to issue a stinging reply:
“From of old, no daughter of the king of Egypt
has been given to anyone!” The Babylonian
king replied in the same vein—the pharaoh
should send one of his court ladies instead: who
would know the differenceP—but the honors in
this exchange went to Egypt, for the pharaoh
was able to get away with receiving a Babylo-
nian bride without making what, in Egyptian
eyes, was an inappropriately submissive return.

Athome, the regime’s position seemed secure
and unassailable: the central administration, run
essentially along late Middle Kingdom lines
(with significant changes in the organization of
the armed services and a new government of
conquests), served the royal will in a style that
recalled the most glorious days of the Old or
Middle Kingdoms. This serene majesty came to
an abrupt end, however, as the convulsions of
the next reign shook the regime to its very foun-
dations.
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THE REVOLUTION
OF AKHENATEN
AND ITS AFTERMATH

Amenhotep 111 should have been succeeded by
his eldest son, Thutmose V. Because the crown
prince died young, however, it was his brother
who ultimately came to the throne about 1353 as
Amenhotep IV. His choice of this personal
name, so long associated with the dynasty, re-

flected the very special place held by the god:

Amun in the current version of the royal myth.

The idea that the king was the son of a god,
which had been part of the ideology since the
0ld Kingdom, implied that the monarch’s offi-
cial identity derived from his divine father’s
nature. In view of the dynasty’s southern back-
ground, it is not surprising that the font of
the king’s divinity was seen in the chief god of
Thebes. Amun, or “Amun-Re, King of the
Gods,” had already achieved more than local
status by the Middle Kingdom. The war of liber-
ation and then Egypt’s imperial conquests had
been conducted under his sponsorship, while
his clergy’s special relationship with the dy-
nasty was strengthened by the royal family’s fi-
nancial interest in the cult. The Estate of Amun
was probably the richest in Egypt (although its
wealth can be documented only in records from
two centuries later); and a good indication of the
cult’s preeminence is the fact that, as of the mid
Eighteenth Dynasty, Amun’s high priest was of-
ten given official recognition as “overseer of all
the priests of all the gods of Upper and Lower
Egypt” In other words, Amun’s was unquestion-
ably the country’s lcading cult when Amen-
hotep IV became king.

We do not know what set Amenhotep IV so
violently against Egypt’s traditional gods. In the
Earlier Proclamation of his new order, in-
scribed on boundary stelae at el-Amarna, the
king spoke of hearing things that were “worse
than what I had heard” in the first years of his
reign, “worse than those things Thutmose III [?]
had heard, . . . worse than those things heard
by any king who had assumed the white crown,”
but we can only guess what they were. Of the
king’s hostility to Egypt’s ancestral religion,
however, there is no doubt.

During the first four years of his reign these
measures were directed toward the creation of a
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new cult devised by the king himself. Its central
figure was the solar disk, the Aten, which was
traditionally a rather neutral term for the sun’s
physical presence hnt ane that had come into
increasing prominence in recent years. This
figure, now represented in the traditional guise
of divinity in Egypt, was given a cult apparatus,
with temples and a clergy of its own. At Thebes,
the “city of Amun,” Amenhotep IV had the au-
dacity to build the Aten’s temple directly in
front of the shrine where commoners had nor-
mally praved to the god of Thebes. New reli-
gious texts proclaimed the superiority of the
Aten, “who knew no crafting,” to the other gods
with their ephemeral cult images. Older tem-
ples were even taxed to support this new god,
whose high priest was none other than the king
himself.

Finally, in the fifth year of his reign (circa
1349), Amenhotep IV moved still more deci-
sively against the old order. The king changed
his name to Akhenaten (“He Who Is Effective
for Aten” ) and began building, at a vacant site in
Middle Egypt, modern el-Amarna, a new capital
that was ostensibly located at the place where
the god had first “appeared” in primeval times.
Akhetaten (“Horizon of Aten”) was the pre-
ferred royval residence for the rest of Akhenaten’s
reign. The traditional centers were neglected,
apart from the new order’s subsidiary cult places
elsewhere in Egypt, and their temples were
eventually closed. Most gods, particularly
Amun, had their names hacked out and their
carved or painted figures destroyed, the better to
blot out their memory. The only authorized cult
was the Aten’s, who was now shown literally as
the solar disk whosc rays gave lifc and other
powers. The Aten, Akhenaten, and Nefertiti, his
chief queen, formed a new divine triad that em-
bodied the primeval forces of life and was the
sole official focus of the people’s worship. This
arrangement transformed what Akhenaten saw
as the recent, unhealthy dependence of the king
on an outside force (Amun) into an integrated
system that restored the monarch’s central po-
sition as the nexus of humanity and the divine.
(For the development of images of the royal fam-
ily, see “Akhetaten: A Portrait in Art of an An-
cient Egyptian Capital” later in this volume.)

Even the luckiest and most adroit of rulers
would have had difficulty getting public accep-
tance for such drastic reforms. Hints of Akh-

—
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enaten’s failure can be detected in some slight
evidence for covert worship of the old gods, as
well as in changes of the Aten cult’s religious
rhetoric that suggest a greater spiritual isolation
toward the end of Akhenaten’s reign.

Akhenaten also happened to challenge the old
order at a time when Egypt faced serious diffi-
culties abroad. The collapse of the Mitannian
kingdom knocked an essential support from un-
der the international system in the Near East. Its
replacement by the Hittite Empire was too sud-
den to permit this new power to come to easy
terms with Egypt. The disarray among the
superpowers also allowed somc of Egypt’s vas-
sals to reconsider their options. As a result,
Egypt not only lost her northemmost border
provinces to the Hittites, but she now faced a
state of tension in her near eastern possessions
for which she was not prepared. Although the
empire did not fall, it was diminished, while at
home most of the blame could be conveniently
laid to the king’s religious policy.

The retreat began very quickly, about the time
of Akhenaten’s death. His two ephemeral suc-
cessors—Nefernefruaten (who may have been
Akhenaten’s queen, Nefertiti) and his son-in-
law Smenkhkare (possibly also a son of Akh-
enaten)—took steps that reestablished Amun,
and presumably the other gods, to some degree.
It was only under Tutankhamun (another son-
in-law, and probably Smenkhkare’s brother),
however, that the traditional cults were fully
restored and the religious revolution was repu-
diated. The dynasty’s resources were now com-
mitted to repairing the damage that Akhenaten’s
agents had inflicted all over Egvpt—a massive
task that requircd thc next three generations to
complete. Well might Tutankhamun’s lavish
burial have seemed to reflect a renewal in the
accord between the regime and society.

In fact, the premature death of Tutankhamun,
without an heir, precipitated the Eighteenth
Dynasty’s final crisis. The extinction of the royal
tamily suddenly opened the way for the pow-
erful individuals who had ruled, in effect,
since Akhenaten’s death: Ay, adviser to two
generations of kings, and the “generalissimo”
Horemheb. A desperate expedient, whereby
Tutankhamun’s widow tried to settle both dy-
nastic and foreign crises by asking for a Hittite
prince in marriage, came to nothing when the
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young man died, either assassinated or a victim
of the plague then rampant in the Near East. The
dynasty’s former “servants” then ruled in suc-
cession—Ay first, briefly, and then Horemheb,
whose reign provided the healing measure of
strong rule that brought the Eighteenth Dynasty
to a close about 1292.

THE RAMESSIDE STATE

Horemheb’s childlessness caused him to leave
the kingdom to a carefully chosen associate,
Ramesses (Ramses) I, who already had an adult
son and possibly a grandson. Having benefited
from the sobriety of Horemheb’s rule, the coun-
try was ready to accept his designated heirs. The
international situation also favored the new
Nineteenth Dynasty by permitting Sety I to re-
cover Qadesh and Amurru, two border states
that had defected to the Hittites during the later
Eighteenth Dynasty. With the succession al-
ready secure when the young Ramesses II came
to the throne, the dynasty seemed to ride on an
easy swell of popularity and good fortune. (See
“Pharach Ramesses II and His Times” later in
this volume.)

The Hittites had never acquiesced in their
loss of territory, however, and by about 1273
Ramesses II was setting out to recover Qadesh.
Plagued by poor intelligence, the Egyptian
armies marched into a Hittite trap: the most that
could be said for the Battle of Qadesh was that
Ramesses II avoided total annihilation and was
able to retreat in good order, although Qadesh
and Amurru were subsequently lost forever.
(See “Hittite Military Organization” in Part 4,
Vol. 1) After a protracted period of fighting and
cold war, relations between the two super-
powers were again normalized, this time by a
treaty (circa 1259) with provisions for mutual as-
sistance quite similar to the earlier arrangement
between Egypt and Mitanni. The pharaoh’s
later marriages to two Hittite princesses further
restored the general accord among the great
powers which had broken down during the
Amarna period.

Ramesses II's long reign was another of those
periods in which Egypt seemed to function at its
peak. This impression must be balanced,
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The great Hypostyle Hall at Karnak, early Nineteenth Dynasty, submerged in a heap of
rubble during restoration at the beginning of the twentieth century CE. THE FRANCO-EGYPTIAN
CENTER FOR THE STUDY OF THE TEMPLES OF KARNAK, LUXOR/ PHOTO: GEORGES LEGRAIN

however, against a number of persistent prob-
lems. Political iustability, the least enduring of
them, can be traced to feuding among branches
of Ramesses II's large family after his death.
Twice between 1204 and 11go the country
plunged into ciyil war. First Sety II and the
usurper Amenmesse contended for the throne.
Then, on the death of the Nineteenth Dynasty’s
last pharaoh, Queen Tewosret, the pretentions
of Chancellor Bay, an ambitious court favorite of
Asiatic stock, were successfully opposed by
members of the country’s higher administration,
led by an Egyptian contender of uncertain ori-
gins, Sethnakhte.

While later tradition recognized Sethnakhte
as the founder of the Twentieth Dynasty, the
new regime was not entirely freed from internal
strife. In the next generation, for instance, mem-
bers of the king’s family and the highest circles
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at court were executed in connection with a
failed harem conspiracy late in the reign of Ram-
esses III. It is possible, though not certain, that
this struggle between branches of the royal
house had repercussions in subscquent reigns.
Ramesses VI's enmity to his two predecessors
has been inferred from sporadic erasures on the
monuments of Ramesses IV and V, but the evi-
dence is too ambiguous to prove the seriousness
or even the existence of animosity among these
kings. So little is known about the later Rames-
sides that it is impossible to say much about
them, even when the political crisis at the dy-
nasty’s end erupted into the open.

More apparent in contemporary records,
however, is the impact of current population
movements in the Mediterranean world. Wan-
dering groups of “Sea Peoples” (see the chapter
on the Philistines and the accompanying illus-
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tration) had been harassing the Delta in Rame-
sses II’s time, and nearer home there was rising
pressure from an overpopulated Libya as its in-
habitants sought to emigrate into the Nile Val-
ley. A string of forts constructed by Ramesses 11
along the main coastal road from Cyrenaica
proved to be ineffective, for small bands of Liby-
ans continued to infiltrate via desert tracks into
the western Delta and became a menace to its
inhabitants. The crisis became acute in the reign
of Merneptah, Ramesses II’s successor, when an
alliance between a Libyan confederacy and sev-
eral groups of Sea Peoples threatened to detach
the Delta and destroy the integrity of the king-
dom. The armed might of Egypt successfully
repulsed this challenge, as well as a contempo-
rary, probably related, revolt in Nubia. It did so
again under Ramesses III, who faced two sepa-
rate invasions from Libya and a fresh, even more
formidable, wave of Sea Peoples. Amang the
casualties, however, were Egypt’s possessions
in the Near East and her chief diplomatic part-
ner, the Hittite Empire, which disappeared
completely. Either because Egypt’s military
“umbrella” was overextended, or because it was

seen as no longer necessary now that the Sea
Peoples had eliminated the other superpower,
the Egyptian presence in western Asia was
withdrawn by the later Twenlieth Dynasty. A
more delayed repercussion came later from the
unresolved “Libyan problem” in the Delta and
the impact of Libyan prisoners of war who were
now settled in military colonies throughout the
north.

The onset of territorial separatism, on which
the New Kingdom ultimately foundered, is dif-
ficult to chart. It is certainly true that new royal
residences in the eastern Delta, Pi-Ramsese and
later Tanis, were much patronized by the kings
of the Nineteenth and Twentieth Dynasties.
While the impression that the later Ramesside
kings seldom left Lower Egypt may be only that,
there seem to have been fewer royal visits to
Upper Egypt, and a growing responsibility for
management in the south was given to Amun’s
high priests. The result did not exactly fulfill the
dread of a usurping clergy that a ruler such as -
Akhenaten might have felt, for with exceptions
(e.g., during the rebellion of Amenmesse in the
later Nineteenth Dynasty), the priests remained
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Drawing of a relief showing the battle between Ramesses III and the fleet of the “Sea
Peoples” after a relief found on the north wall of Ramesses III's Memorial Temple, Medinet
Habu, Twentieth Dynasty. ORIENTAL INSTITUTE, UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO, CHICAGO
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loyal to the regime. While it is possible that Up-
per Egypt became accustomed to going its own
way by the growing remoteness of royal rule,
such attitudes are hard to demonstrate, and the
outcome may owe more to other circumstances.

One of these circumstances was surely the
economic hardships evident in records of the
later Twentieth Dynasty. Runaway inflation in
the price of grain may owe something to chang-
ing climatic conditions, but it could also have
been compounded by the interaction of inept-
ness and venality in a system that depended on
an efficient redistribution of goods. A vicious
circle of economic desperation, fueling out-
breaks of pilferage, tomb robbery, and embez-
zlement, emerges from trial records of the late
Twentieth Dynasty.

This picture is hardly impressionistic either,
for it was probably early in Ramesses XI's reign

that Upper Egypt exploded in revolt. So serious -

and widespread were the disturbances that the
government’s chief representative in Upper
Egypt, the high priest of Amun, proved unable
to contain them and was even held prisoner by
rebels for about eight months. Order was only
restored when the viceroy of Kush (appro-
priately named Pinehas, “the Nubian™) inter-
vened and subdued the rebels in a campaign
that ranged far north into Middle Egvpt. His
victory heralded the success of other, essentially
military regimes that were to prevail in Egypt
for the remainder of its ancient history-.

After ruling at Thebes for a number of
years, Pinehas was driven out and replaced by
another, even mightier subject, the “generalis-
simo” Herihor, a soldier with Libyan connec-
tions whose tenure in Upper Egypt dates from
about 1090. We cannot know the extent to which
Ramesses XI sought to manipulate events or was
manipulated by others. Certainly by the last de-
cade of his reign he had been marginalized, and
real power was held by two magnates who di-
vided all Egypt between them. In the south,
Herihor had promoted himself to the office of
high priest, by virtue of which he eventually
claimed the title of king within the temple com-
plex of Amun. The Nubian portion of the empire
was gone, detached by Pinehas despite inef-
fectual attempts by Herihor and his successor,
Payankh, to keep it under their dominion, so the
Upper Egyptian polity stretched roughly from

709

Aswan to al-Hiba. The northern sector was gov-
erned by Smendes, a relative of Herihor’s, who
ruled from Tanis with a woman named Ten-
tamun who may have been Ramesses XI’s
queen. Against such unanimity the Ramesside
dynasty could not prevail, although for their own
convenience the magnates permitted it to retain
a surface legitimacy until a new dispensation
became necessary.

EGYPT DIVIDED
AND CONQUERED

The death of Ramesses XI in roughly 1075 ush-
ered in the so-called Third Intermediate period.
The kingship devolved onto the rulers in the
north (Twenty-first Dynasty). The current high
priest of Amun, Pinudjem I, renounced the titu-
lar kingship which, like Herihor, he had claimed
at Thebes, and Smendes was recognized as the
new king of record. This continuing arrange-
ment, by which the Theban pontiffs deferred to
their northern relatives at Tanis, with whom
they regularly intermarried, resolved an ideo-
logical conundrum, for both sides now based
their legitimacy on the divine will of Amun.
Northern rulers established their credentials by
displaying in their official titularies birthnames
such as Amenemnisu (“Amun Is King”) and
Psusennes (“The Star Who Appeared in Thebes™),
or by claiming the title of Amun’s high priest.
Theban pantiffs, for their part, regularly main-
tained the style, and occasionally the titles, of
kingship. This balance between the appearance
of traditional hierarchy and a de facto regional
independence preserved the peace in Egypt
even while the country was divided between
two regimes.

The closeness of the two ruling families seems
to have resulted in another reunification about
gbo, for the Theban pontiff Psusennes is be-
licved to have succeeded to the thronc of the
Twenty-first Dynasty as Psusennes I1. The ulti-
mate benefit, however, accrued to another group
that had been playing a discreet but vital role in
affairs since the later Twentieth Dynasty. Cap-
tive Libyans, who had been settled as military
colonists in the north by Ramesses III, had
evolved into a professional military class that,
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led by their own chiefs, played a major part in
sustaining the two regimes during the Twenty-
first Dynasty. Control over these forces, which
were swelled by other T.ihyan immigrants into
the Delta, eventually fell to the leader of the
Meshwesh Libyans. The influence of these mili-
tary magnates was soon felt in the highest cir-
cles. Not only did they marry into the royal
family (which was itself part Libyan, at least
through its connection with the family of Heri-
hor), but it appears that, late in the dynasty, a
“great chief of the Ma” was father (or step-
father?) of King Osorkon (Osochor) the Elder.
Libyan control over the regime was complcte by
the end of Psusennes II's reign, when the great
chief of the Ma, Shoshenq, had maneuvered
himself into a position of such power that he
succeeded to the throne on his nominal master’s
death.

The founder of this Twenty-second Dynasty is
best known for having led a raid into Palestine
that is mentioned in the Bible (1 Kings 14:25—
26) and recorded in a triumph relief in the tem-
ple of Amun at Thebes. Somewhat more endur-
ing, however, was Shoshenq I's attempt to
rebuild his kingdom’s economy and inner cohe-
siveness. Particularly at Thehes, by salting the
hierarchy with appointees from the royal family
and contracting alliances with influential native
Thebans, the dynasty succeeded in maintaining
unity with the rest of the country for nearly a
century. Intimations of a revived separatism
during Osorkon II's reign showed up more seri-
ously in the next generation, though, and by the
later ninth century the country was split into
warring factions. Records from the reign of Sho-
shenq III imply a growing fragmentation, as the
king backed his own candidates in the struggle
for power in Upper Egypt and conceded a mea-
sure of independence to other princes in the
Delta. At the height of this “Libyan anarchy,” no
fewer than nine major kingdoms and princi-
palities vied for dominance in an increasingly
splintered Nile Valley. By the later eighth cen-
tury, however, the balance of power was gravitat-
ing toward two relatively recent powers: a large
principality in the western Delta, whose rulers
were extending their influence over the rest
of Lower Egypt and farther south into the Nile
Valley; and a polity in the far south, where the
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Theban Twenty-third Dynasty was coming
into the orbit of a state that was waxing beyond
the borders of Egypt.

The kingdom of Kush had arisen from the
ashes of Egypt’s viceregal administration in
Nubia. Being highly egyptianized in culture and
religion, its leaders eventually turned their eyes
toward the ancient centers in the northern Nile
Valley, and by the mid eighth century the rulers
of the “city of Amun” at Thebes had recognized
the Kushite Kashta as their overlord. It was to
prevent consolidation of any comparable power
in the north that Piye (or Piankhy, as he was
called in Egyptian) launched his great campaign
to achieve domination in the Nile Valley. Piye
was content to remain an absentee ruler after his
victory, however, and it was only by 712 that his
brother Shabaka took steps to wipe out a resur-
gent “kingdom of the West” by occupying E gypt
himself.

The Nubian Twenty-fifth Dynasty contained
the “Libyan anarchy” without eliminating it al-
together. Although the regime ruled the re-
united kingdom from the ancient capital at
Memphis and asserted its legitimacy by conspic-
uously evoking its respect for traditional forms
in its public works, it also preserved the former
military magnates. Even at Sais, where a Nubian
governor ruled for a time, a native “dynasty”
was eventually allowed to take power, while
many of the other princes seem to have pre-
served their heads by keeping them down. The
use that might be made of these princes against
the Nubian regime was not lost on its foreign
enemies. When Shebitku and later Taharqa (see
the chapter on Kush below for an illustration)
challenged Assyrian power in the Levant, it was
only a matter of time before the wolf breached
the door of Egypt. First Esarhaddon (in 671) and
then Assurbanipal (in 667-666) drove Taharga
from Egypt; and when a final revanche was at-
tempted by Tantamani, Taharqa’s successor,
Assurbanipal returned once again to wreak
havoc as far south as Thebes (in 663). Although
the kingdom of Kush survived in the Su-
dan for another millennium, the Nubian re-
gime in Egypt was defunct. In its place were the
princely rulers, whom the Assyrians trusted to
keep Egypt safely disunited.

Once again, however, Egyptian nationalism
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was able to rise above faction. The ruler of Sais,
whose proven loyalty had earned him favor with
the Assyrians, shrewdly exploited this advan-
tage by tightening his grip on F.gypt while keep-
ing his overlords at a distance. As a result,
Psamtik I united the entire country by 656, at the
beginning of what is known as the Late period.
For the last time under indigenous rule, under
the Twenty-sixth Dynasty, Egypt was a great
power.

At the end of the seventh and in the early sixth
century, as Assyrian hegemony gave way to the
Neo-Babylonian Empire, later pharaohs built a
navy and pursued a vigorous diplomatic and
military policy in an effort to reestablish the buf-
fer zone that Egypt had possessed in the Near
East during the New Kingdom. A vital factor in
this policy’s initial success was the dynasty’s
growing ties with the northern Mediterranean
world, particularly its large-scale employment
of lonian Greek and Carian mercenaries. These
forces, being better armed and disciplined than
both the Egypto-Libyan military class at home
and the enemy armies of the east, proved indis-
pensable to the Saite regime. Resentment at the
dynasty’s preferment of these mercenaries came
to a head in 570, when a native rebellion brought
Amasis to the throne and thrust Apries into an
ill-fated alliance with the Babylonian king Neb-
uchadnezzar (Nebuchadrezzar) I1. Despite this
xenophobic upsurge, however, Amasis could
not do without the Greeks, and the regime only
masked its continued employment of them with
a series of cosmetic restrictions—the most sig-
nificant of them being the concentration of
Greek trade at Naukratis, in the western Delta.
Egypt’s armed might and Amasis’s diplomacy
kept the Babylonians at bay; but they could not
withstand the growth of Persian power, as
Cyrus’s empire systematically conquered or
wamed off Egyptian allies in the Mediterra-
nean. In the end, diplomatically isolated and
betrayed by its own supporters at home, Egypt
fell to Cambyses in 525,

Although the first Persian rulers (Twenty-
seventh Dynasty) adopted the pharaonic style
that was expected of them in the Nile Valley, the
Egyptians never fitted comfortably into the Per-
sian Empire. Over the next two centuries, their
subhjection was punctuated by frequent revolts
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and a lengthy period of independence. The na-
tive regimes that ruled Egypt from 404 to 343
(Twenty-eighth to Thirtieth Dynasties), by con-
tinuing to cultivate the Greeks, enjoyed some
success in fending off the Persians. Their efforts
were constantly sabotaged, however, by their
own allies. Part of the problem can be traced to
the fickle policies of the various Greek city-
states to whom Egypt turned for help, for in-
creasingly during the fourth century Egyvptian
allies in Greece cultivaled the Persians in an
effort to dominate other Greeks. Just as dis-
ruptive, though, were divisions among the mag-
nates at home, which tended to destabilize the
monarchy. The instability that came as a result
of such usurpations or attempted coups may be
seen in the brief tenure of Amyrtaeus, sole ruler
of the Twenty-eighth Dynasty, and intermit-
tently in the Twenty-ninth Dynasty, during the
reign of Hakoris and in the rapid suppression of
his son, Nepherites II, by Nectanebo 1. These
upsets did not enhance Egypt’s strategic po-
sition and sometimes took place at the expense
of her defensive interests. A case in point was in
360, when Nectanebo 11, aided by the Spartan
king Agesilaos, deposed Teos (Tachos) justas he
was about to join a major satraps’ revolt against
Persia.

The Persians reconquered Egypt in 343, but
their regime (“Thirty-first Dynasty”) was un-
popular, perhaps being interrupted for a time by
a native pharaoh named Khababash, and it did
not last long. The fall of the Persian Empire in
the 330s did not, however, bring with it the tri-
umph of the savior pharaoh whose coming was
longed for in contemporary literature. Alexan-
der the Creat’s interest in her traditional divine
kingship did not alter the fact that Egyvpt’s pas-
sage into the orbit of Hellenism brought her ca-
reer as an independent power in the ancient
world to a permanent end.

THE DISAPPEARANCE
OF ANCIENT
EGYPTIAN CIVILIZATION

The effect of the European conquests on Egyp-

Hian civilization was more lasting and fundamen-
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tal than that of any earlier alien regimes. One
important factor is that political and military
control was more absolute under the Macedo-
nian Ptolemies, and later the Romans, than ever
before. The political priorities of these rulers
were also different: for them, Egypt was impor-
tant only to the extent that it supported their
wider interests—as a base in the struggle for
preeminence among the Hellenistic kingdoms,
for example, or as part of the Roman Empire.
The difference also lay in the impact of Helle-
nistic civilization, for never before had an inva-
der imported so much of an alien culture into the
Nile Valley or imposed it on so wide a scale. The
system not only made Greek the official lan-
guage of government, but it discriminated even
against Egyptians who learned it and kept them
in the lower ranks of the bureaucracy. Alexan-
dria, a thoroughly Greek city, was the adminis-
trative, commercial, and intellectual capital of
Egypt from the time it was built, near the end of
the fourth century BcE, into the seventh century
CE. Native institutions were supported insofar as
it was pragmatic to do so. Egyptians continued
to be judged in their own courts, for example,
and the authorities maintained good relations
with the country’s temples, whose priests paid
for the state support they received by conferring

Chronology of Egyptian History

a patina of traditional legitimacy on their foreign
“pharaohs.”

Yet practices such as these masked a deeper
indifference on the part of the ruling minority.
So predominant was Hellenism in Egypt, with
its adherence to values native to the Greek
world, that the remnants of Egypt’s ancient civi-
lization were effectively marginalized within
her own borders. Some of its usages secured a
firm, if not always acknowledged, place in West-
ern civilization—nolably the Egyptian calendar
and elements of its medical learning (treated in
Part 8). For the most part, however, Greek and
Roman writers mined the Egyptian tradition se-
lectively, often quite superficially. To an in-
creasing extent in late antiquity, its ancient lore
was confined to the priests who used it in the
remaining temples in which the old religion was
practiced. With widespread conversions to
Christianity, however, came the eventual with-
drawal of state support. When the last “pagan”
temples closed in the fourth and fifth centuries,
the visible traditions of ancient Egypt and all
knowledge of its hieroglyphs soon vanished.
Their rediscovery in modern times reflects, in a
sense, the final triumph of that Western civili-
zation which had effectively superseded them
fourteen centuries before.

Only more important rulers are mentioned. All dates
are RCE.

Dynasty “0” (ca. 3100—3000)
An uncertain number of rulers, including
Scorpion and Horus King Narmer (*“Baleful
Catfish”)

Early Dynastic Period (ca. 3000~2675)
First Dynasty (ca. 3000—-2800)

The traditional founder of the united kingdom,
Menes, has been identified with Narmer or Aha,
but he may be a composite figure or a historical
construct dating to the earlier New Kingdom. The
First Dynasty proper consists of seven rulers,
including Horus Kings Aha (“Fighter”), Djer
(“Stockade”?), Djet (“Snake”?), Den; and Neith
Queen Meryet (“Beloved”) or Queen Merneith

Second Dynasty (ca. 2800~2675)

Nine rulers, including Hotepsekhemwy.

Nynetjer (also read as Netjeren or Neterimu),
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Seth Peribsen, and Horus-and-Seth
Khasekhemwy

Old Kingdom (ca. 2675-2130)
Third Dynasty (ca. 2675—2625)
At least five kings, including Djoser, Sekhemkhet,
and Huni
Fourth Dynasty (ca. 2625-~2500)
Sneferu (ca. 2625—238s)
Khufu or Cheops (ca. 2585-2560)
Redjedef (ca. 2560-2535)
Chephren, or Khafre or Rekhaef (ca. 2555—2532)
Mycerinus, or Menkaure (ca. 2532~2510)
Wehemka? (ca. 2510~2508)
Shepseskaf (ca. 2508-2500)
Fifth Dynasty (ca. 2500—2350)
Userkaf (ca. 2500-2483)
Sahure (ca. 2485—2472)
Neferirkare Kakai (ca. 2472—2462)

Shepseskare
Reneferef (ca. 2462-2455
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Chronology of Egyptian History (continued)

Nyuserre (ca. 2455—-2425)

Menkauhor (ca. 2425-2415)

Djedkare Isesi (ca. 2415-2371)

Unas (ca. 2371-2350) ‘
Sixth Dynasty (ca. 2350—2170)

Teti (ca. 2350—2338)

Meryre Pepy I (ca. 2338—2298)

Merenre, or Nemtyemzaf (ca. 2298—2288)

Neferkare Pepy II (2288—2224/2194)

A few later rulers, including a queen, Nitoctis
Seventh—Eighth Dynasties (ca. 2170-2130)

An indeterminate number of monarchs ruling

from Memphis

First Intermediate Period (ca. 2130~1980)
Herakleopolitan Ninth—Tenth Dynasties (ca. 2130—
1980)

Eighteen rulers, including Akhtoy (Achthoes) I (fl.
ca. 2130—2120), Nubkaure (fl. ca. 2025~20207), and
Merykare (fl. ca. 2015—20007)

Theban Eleventh Dynasty (ca. 2081-1938)
Mentuhotep, “The Ancestor” (ca. 2081—2075)
Inyotef I (ca. 2075—2063) )

Inyotef II (ca. 2065—2016)

Inyotef III (ca. 2016—2008)

Nebhepetre Mentuhotep (ca. 2008—1957)

Sankhkare Mentuhotep (ca. 1957—1945)

Neblawyre Mentuhotep (ca. 1945—1938)

Middle Kingdom (ca. 1980-~1630)

The Middle Kingdom begins in the Eleventh
Dynasty, with the victory of Nebhepetre
Mentuhotep

Twelfth Dynasty, “The House of Ijtawy” (ca. 1938—

1750)
Amenemhet (or Ammenemes) I (ca. 1938—1g0g)
Sesostris (or Senwosret) I (ca. 1919—1875)
Amenemhet II (ca. 1876—1842)
Sesostris 1I (ca. 1844—1837)
Sesostris III (ca. 1836—1818)
Amenembhet III (ca. 1818—1772)
Amenemhet IV (ca. 1773—1763)
Sobeknefru (Regnant Queen, ca. 1763—1759)

Thirteenth Dynasty (ca. 175g—after 1630)

A large number of kings, most of them ephemeral,
governing from Itawy

Fourteenth Dynasty (dates uncertain, but

contemporaneous with later Thirteenth Dynasty)

Second Intermediate Period (ca. 1630—1539/23)
“Hyksos” Fifteenth Dynasty (ca. 1630—1523)
. Six rulers, including Apophis (ca. 1575—1535)
Sixteenth Dynasty”’ (contemporaneous with
Fifteenth Dynasty)

Theban Seventeenth Dynasty (ca. 1630—1539)
About fifteen rulers, ending with Seqenenre Tao II
(?—13437) and Kamose (ca. 15437—1539)

New Kingdom (ca. 1539—1075)

Eighteenth Dynasty (ca. 1539—1295/92)
Ahmose (or Amosis) (ca. 1539—1314)
Amenhotep (or Amenophis) I (ca. 1514—1493)
Thutmose (or Tuthmosis) I }

Thutmose 11
Hatshepsut (Regnant Queen, ca. 1478/72—1458)
Thutmose III (ca. 1479~1425)

Amenhotep II (ca. 1426—1400)

Thutmose 1V (ca. 1400~1390)

Amenhotep III (ca. 1390~1353)

Amenhotep IV, later called Akhenaten (ca. 1353—
1336)

Tutankhamun (ca. 1332—1322)

Ay (ca. 1322-1319)

Horemheb (ca. 1319~1292)

Nineteenth Dynasty (ca. 1292—1190)

Ramesses (or Ramses) I (ca. 1292—1290)

Sety (or Sethos) I (ca. 12go—1279)

Ramesses II (ca. 127g~1213)

Memeptah (ca. 1213—1204)

Sety II (ca. 1204—1198)

Amenmesse (ca. 1203—1200)

Siptah (ca. 1198-1193)

Tewosret (Regnant Queen, ca. 1193—1190)

Twentieth Dynasty (ca. 1190—1075)

Sethnakhte (ca. 1190~1187)

Ramesses I1I (ca. 1187—1156)

Ramesses IV (ca. 1156—1150)

Ramesses V (ca. 1150—-1145)

Ramesses VI (ca. 1145—-1137)

Ramesses VII (eca. 1137—1129)

Ramesses VIII (ca. 1128—1126)

Ramesses IX (ca. 1126—~1108)

Ramesses X (ca. 1108—1104)

Ramesses XI (ca. 1104—1075)

The last ten years of the reign correspond to the
“Repeating of Births” (or “Renaissance”) under
three high priests of Amun at Thebes (“King”
Herihor, Paiankh, and “King” Pinudjem I), and
to the regency (P) of Smendes at Tanis.

(ca. 1493—1479)

Third Intermediate Period (ca. 1075-656)

Tanite Twenty-first Dynasty (ca. 1075—94s)
Smendes (ca. 1075—1049)
Amenemnisu (ca. 1049—1045)
Psusennes I (ca. 1045-g97)

Continued on the next page
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Chronology of Egyptian History (continued)

Amenemope
Osorkon the Elder (or Osochor)
Siamun
Psusennes II (ca. 959—945)
Bubastite Twenty-second Dynasty (ca. 945—712)
About ten rulers, including Shoshenqg I (ca. g45—
g24), Osorkon II (ca. 874~835/30), and Shosheng
111 (ca. 835/30-783/78)
“Twenty-third Dynasty” (ca. 838—712)
Rival rulers at Thebes and in various northern
principalities
Saite Twenty-fourth Dynasty (ca. 727—712)
Tefnakhte (ca. 727-719)
Bocchoris (or Bakenrenef) (ca. 719—712)
Nubian or Kushite Twenty-fifth Dynasty (ca. 760—656)
Kashta (ca. 760—747)
Piye or Piankhy (ca. 747-716)
Shabaka (ca. 716—702)
Shebitku (ca 700~Rga)
Taharqa (6go—664)
. Tantamani (664—656)

} (ca. 999-959)

Late Period (664—332)
Saite Twenty-sixth Dynasty (664—5253)

Psamtik (or Psammetichus) I (664—610)

Necho II (610-595)

Psamtik 11 (595-589)

Apries (589—570)

Amasis (570—526)

Psamtik III (526—525)

Twenty-seventh Dynasty (first Persian period:
525—404)

Eight rulers, including Cambyses (525—522),
Darius I (521—486), Xerxes I (485-46s), and
Darius II (423—404)

Twenty-eighth Dynasty (404~399)
One ruler, Amyrtaeus of Sais

Twenty-ninth Dynasty from Mendes (399-380)
Nepherites I (399-393)

Hakoris (393-381)
Nepherites II (381)
Thirtieth Dynasty from Sebennytos (381-343)
Nectanebo I (381—362}
Teos (365—362)
Nectanebo II (362—343"
“Thirty-first Dynasty” (second Persian period:
343—332)
Three rulers, including Artaxerxes I1I Ochus (343—
338) and Darius I1I Codoman (335—332). A rebel
native ruler, Khababash, may belong here

Greco-Roman Period (332 BCE—642 CE)

Macedonian Dynasty (332-303)
Alexander III, “the Great” (332—323)
Philip IIT Arrhidaeus -

Alexander IV } (323-305)

Ptolemaic Dynasty (305-30)

Ptolemy I Soter I (323—282: as “‘satiap” 323—30s; as
king of Egypt 305—252)

Ptolemy II Philadelphos (2835—246)

Ptolemy I1I Euergetes I (246—222/1)

Ptolemy IV Philopator (222/1-205)

Ptolemy V Epiphanes i209/8—180)

Ptolemy VI Philometor (180—164, 163—145)

Ptolemy VII Ncos Philopator (143)

Ptolemy VIII Euergetes II, or Physkon (170-163,
145—116)

Ptolemy IX Soter II, or Lathyros (116~110, 109—107
88—80)

Ptolemy X Alexander I (110109, 107—88)

Ptolemy XI Alexander II (80)

Ptolemy XII Neos Dionysns, ar Auletes (80—s8,
55—51)

Cleopatra VII Philopator (51-30), at first with her
brothers Ptolemy XIII and XIV

Ptolemy XV Caesarion {45-30)

Roman, later Byzantine, Empire (30 BCE-642 CE)
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