 HILDESHEIMER AGYPTOLOGISCHE BEITRAGE

50

| ,,Zur Zlerde gerelcht -

Festschrlft Bettma Schmltz
' zum_ 60 Geburtstag am 24 Juh 2008




























32

IV) Possible Reconstructions for Hemiunu’s South Niche

If we place both the fragmentary face reliefs side by side at the same scale (fig. 14), we see that they belonged to identically
sized figures. They could thus represent complementary images of Hemiunu, one with long striated wig, the other with
short, valanced curls, placed in a symmetrical arrangement.”> The most obvious candidates for the original location of
these figures are either the exterior facade of the chapel entrance, or the entrance’s opposing thicknesses.”® Fig. 15 indicates
these locations.

During Junker’s 1912 excavations, the fagade north of the chapel entrance revealed in situ part of a text in vertical co-
lumns, accompanied by the large-scale legs of Hemiunu wearing an ankle-length kilt and facing left (southwards) (fig. 15,
lower right; now in Hildesheim, Inv. Nr. 2146%). The drawing in fig. 16b shows a hypothetical reconstruction of this
standing figure, incorporating the better-preserved face of Hemiunu, MFA relief 27.296. Parallels for the standing figure
leaning on a staft on the fagade are provided by the Giza mastabas of Neferbauptah (G 6010) and Ity (G 6030), but such
a pose is admittedly pure speculation in Hemiunu’s case.”

G. Steindorff visited the Museum of Fine Arts, Boston in May 1937, where he studied the MFA relief 27.296. In his
resulting short ZAS article he argued that the north fagade was an unlikely original location for this relief.?® But I am not
sure I see the discrepancy in the style of the hieroglyphs to which Steindorff refers. Moreover, both portions of Hemiunu’s
figure, the head in Boston (MFA 27.296) and the feet once preserved in situ on the north fagade (Hildesheim Inv. Nr.
2146), show a comparably high raised relief. A comparative measurement of the heights and widths of the hieroglyphs
preserved at both head (MFA) and feet (Hildesheim)® reveal maximum widths in the area of 10-11 cm and maximum
heights around 10 cm. However, we might reasonably expect some differences in size if the fragmentary htp dj nswt for-
mula near Hemiunu’s face on MFA 27.296 derives from a more free-floating text, in contrast to the rigidly arranged verti-
cal columns down by his feet. But questions of relative scale remain, and the reconstruction in fig. 16b is not without
problems.? It is equally possible that Hemiunu takes the more standard pose with rear arm hanging by his side and front
arm bent at the elbow, holding his staff (as reconstructed in fig. 16a, the south fagade).

Steindorff preferred to assign this relief (MFA 27.296) to a hypothetical seated figure of Hemiunu before an offering
table. The presence of the fragmentary htp dj nswt formula in front of Hemiunu’s face may well support this argument.
Although Steindorff does not mention the south thickness of the chapel’s entrance, it is the likeliest candidate for the loca-
tion of such a pose.”” Fig. 17a shows such a hypothetical reconstruction of the south entrance thickness. Unfortunately, no
traces of the decoration on the south entrance thickness remained in situ when Junker excavated the chapel in 1912.

Turning now to the more fragmentary face of Hemiunu, with the valanced wig and facing right (MFA 27.1123), we can
assign the opposite or complementary locations. These are either on a standing figure on the exterior south fagade, facing
northwards (fig. 16a) or a seated figure on the north thickness of the chapel’s entrance (fig. 17b). The remains of an offering
list and table stand (Hildesheim Inv. Nr. 2146) all but prove that a seated figure of the deceased was indeed once located
here.

No evidence survives to suggest that other large-scale figures of Hemiunu once adorned the south or north false door
niches, or the corridor in between.

2 The exterior entrance fagade of Merib (G 2100-1) provides an example of two standing figures, one with long striated wig (north side), the other with
short, valanced wig (south side), the same orientation as shown by the two Hemiunu faces, MFA 27.296 and 27.1123; see K.-H. Priese, Die Opﬁr—
leammer des Merib, Berlin 1984, 38-39; Y. Harpur, Decoration in Egyptian Tombs of the Old Kingdom, London and New York 1987, 456, fig. 20. The
same orientation and wig choices also appear on Merib’s chapel entrance thicknesses, ibid., 43, 46 = LD II, pl. 22a-b = Junker, Giza 11, 128, fig. 11;
Harpur, Decoration, 472, fig. 62, and on the jambs of Khafre-ankh (G 7948); ibid, 459, fig. 25. K. Martin, Reliefs des Alten Reiches 1, Mainz 1978,
69-72.

# It is, of course, possible that Hemiunu preferred an asymmetrical arrangement, with one figure standing and the other sitting. For example, the entran-

ce thicknesses of Nefer’s chapel at Giza (G 2110) show the deceased standing on the north side (Boston relief MFA 07.1002), and seated on the south

(Paris relief, Louvre B 51); see Reisner, Giza Necropolis 1, pl. 30a=b; C. Ziegler, Stéles, peintures et reliefs égyptiens de ['Ancien Empire, Paris 1990, 167-71,

cat. 26. For another example, see the Saqqara tomb of Akhethetep, PM I11.2, 634-37; C. Ziegler, Le Mastaba d’ Akbethetep. Une chapelle funéraire de

Llancien Empire, Paris 1993, 107, 117.

Martin, Reliefs des Alten Reiches 1, 69-72.

See K. R. Weeks, Mastabas of Cemetery G 6000, Giza Mastabas 5, Boston 1994, fig. 14, and pl. 6a for Neferbauptah, and fig. 48 for Ity. A similar pose

is shown for Ankh-haf (G 7510), possibly a contemporary of Hemiunu's (see Jdnosi, Giza in der 4. Dynastie, 108-11), bur doubtless from his chapel’s

interior, not from the fagade (see HU-MFA Expedition Photograph A6515, and for W.S. Smith drawings, A8001, A8002, and A8003. For reminding
me of the existence this scene I thank Edward Brovarski.

G. Steindorff, ZAS 73, 1937, 121: “Die naheliegende Frage, ob etwa unser Képfchen derselben stehenden Figur des Hemiun angehére, wie der von

Junker gefundene Rest mit den Beinen, ist wohl schon wegen der verschiedenartigen Inschrift zu verneinen.”

For kindly supplying the measurements for the hieroglyphs on Hildesheim Inv. Nr. 2146 I am once again most grateful to Antje Spickermann.
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In this very hyporhetical reconstruction the position of the staff does not align, and the face relief should be greatly reduced in size.
? Steindorff, ZAS 73, 1937, 121. Steindorff reconstructed a height of 1.08 to 1.10 m for such a seated figure.
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