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THE DATE OF THE EGYPIIAN SHRINE AT BYBLOS

By
RASHID 3, EL-NADOURY
Unin of Alex,, Faculty of drre,

An zmount of uncertainty has been reaisad concemming whether
the Egyptian shtine at Byblos belonged to-the Old Kingdom or not. [
would Jike in this paper,ta reconsider the available evidence on (his
point and try to arrive at some conclusion about i1

It has been ohserved ever sunce the begpinning of Neolithic 1imes
11 the agcient Near East that economic activities in general, agriculturat
life in particular, and religious beliefs wew closcly relaied throughout
the cultural development of the rural and urban communities.

This close relationship can be traced in the available archacole-
gical und textual evidence, especially in those connecled with fertility
culls, belief in immortality and divine kingship as well as the economic
functions of the temples. They all reflect dircily or indirgcilly the
continuous attemnpts towards the integration of soeiety and nalure.

Such relalionship between economy und religion became more
emphasizcd when trade and exploration started te cxpand during the
pre<and protodynastic (imes in order Lo fulR)l the vast needs of those
pcrieds.  Even the invention of wriling as an ctsential means of com-
munication has developed mainly as @ result of economic and religious
factors. Thus, stale economic activitigs wert in such & way subordinated
e the people’s basic beliefs; that would help them ensurg prosperity,
progress and security.

It was due to this practice that Egyptian traders found it neces-
sary to establish a shripe of their own &t Dyblos, a city which had very
close trade connections with Egypt. Beforc attempting to interpret
the archaeological remains at Byblos, in order to find out how far they
help te indicate the probable period in which the shrine was originally
built, we have to clzssify our eyidence into the following groups :



A) Egyptian archacelogical materip! found at Byblos . —

| — Fragmentary and complete inscibed ond decorated stone
vessels belonging to the second, fourth, fifih and sixth dynastics e.g.

A stone vase fragment (1) inscribed with the name of king kbase-
khemu! of the s¢ccond dynasty.

An alabaster vase fragment (2) inseribed with the naroe of King
Khuafu. A vase fragment(3) inscribed with the last part of the name
of queen Merytyeles, the wife of King Khufu.

An alabster vase fregment (4) bearing some traces af the neme
of King Neferirkare of the fifth dynasty,

An alabaster vase fragment (5) illustrating King Unis of the fifth
dyn. with the atef-crown and a part of his titulary.

An alabaster vasc frapment (6) beering the first two hicroglyphs
of the name of King Upis.

A vase (7) inscribed with king Unis's name.

A cylindrical plabaster vase(8) bearing the name of King Pepi |,
of the sixth dynasty with his titulary.

An alabaster vase fragment(9) inscribed with the name of King
Pepi 11 of the sixth dyoasry.

An alubaster vase stand, decortated with a scene composcd of
two registers repdering the presenlation of offerings(10).

{1 Durand, M., Fuoillea de Iylos, 1926 . 1932, Tome ler.. Texi, Paris,
1939, No. 1115, P. 26, Altas, Tume tee. Pariy, 1937, pl. XOOXX,

(2 1 hid. Na, 4506, pl. XXXIX.

{3 Momut, P, Byhlos ot L’ Egyple, Quearre Qamipagnes de Foilles 2 Gebwil,
19214 1924, Textr, Foris, 1918, No. 84,

{4 Dumand, Op, eit, 4509, pl XXKYT

{s; Dumand. I hid., 3857, pl. 30OXVIIL.

(6: 1 bud.. 3960, F1. XXXVL

{1 Monter, U5, 6L, No. d6.

{37 Dunand, g, ¢it,, 4354, pl, AXXVILL

(9) Inid., 1927, pl. XXXVI.

{10: Dunand, 11, No. 7551, Bg. 107 gl cc 1L,



2 — Egyptian Alabaster paletics, animal, bird figurines, anfmal
statvertes, beads ond offering plates c.g.

An imporlant inieribed sione oflcning-plate fragmeny(1) daied to
the carly fourth dynasty(2) and belongs Lo Nefer-scshem-Ra.

(B) Egypiian tuxts beforging 1o the O.K. found at Byblus e.x.

A cylinder seal{3) bearing the name of king Chephren as follows :
Ht-be mr {wy) t () H‘ f.R* nurw mr {wy)t(y) H.f R* Chephren

heloved of Hatbor, belm-red of the Gods.

uge

The Qld Kindgom ofenng-table of Wefcr-seshem-Ra bears the
following inscription (4).

B A G IR Tt 2

Rdi Nfr Sim R*Axe Sew mdhw nswt Axe Mhy hrp Ssw bk,
Mhyt 537t hmt pr mdwt [ iry.w Jhl mswl |

A fragment of an alabaster offcring-plate(5) inscoibed with the
name of king Pepi [

C SN S N

Ht-hr s'nbt Twat Ppy ir. n. [ m maw. [ n Ht-br

Pepi, sou of Hathor, lady of Denderch. He made 2z his mosmument
for Hathar.

{10 I bin., $36, pl. KXXIX.

(2 Ward, W.,"The Inzeriied Qonngs(ahle of Welor-seshem-Ra from Byblos™
Bulletin da Mnsée dr Deirur, t. XV1I, Deyrocth. 1964, pp. 37 - 46

{3: Dunand. €)p. ity 1, 200 No. 3074 pl. XXV,

(4) 1 bid,, 5366, p. 306.
Aarmd, Gp. ¢, Bl 11

{s' Dunand, I, 417. 418, No. 6396, pl. XXXVII).



A stone cylinder seal{l) inscribed iog Egyptian hicroglyphic belo-
nging to a ruler of Byhlos in the third millenium,

An Egyplian Inseription (2) on @ monkcy-shaped ¢intment jar
found at Bybios dated to the reign of Pepieither the first ar the sacond.

o

et |
&~

oI
Pept, R* ht, swt.

A double symmetrical Egyptian bas-relicf (3) bearing the inseri-
ption “beloved of Hathor, mistress of Byblos™,

-
W

Ht — hr mor (w) v (fy) nb kbn

(C} Architectursl gnd seulptural remains at. Byblos

Excavations at the site of Byblos have revealed some of the archi-
tectural remains of the foundations of a building called by Mentct ,.Lc
Temple Egypuen™, and by Dunand ,.Batiment 1", The remains af two
walls hmit it lowards the north, east and west. As is iflustrated in
pls. I and IV, there is hall A which is preceded by two bascs of calumns
a,b resting in place; Qne lics opposite a large seatcd statue and the other
oppotite a large standing one.

1 Montet, Op. cir, P, &2 (T, fig. 20, pl. XXXIX.

Gocdicke, H., A Cylinder Seal uf a Ruler of Bybles of the Tiurd Milkers
wm' Minedungrn des Deutschen Arehatlogischen Insdiuta,

Abteitung Kairs, Dand, 15, Wiestaden, 1963, P. | — 6.
{2: Montet, Op. dt

Goedeke, 0p. at,, 3.
{3; Montet, Ibid.



The floor of the hall in front of the sitatues s covered with stone
tiles, but its leveling is higher than that of hall A. The eastern wall kad
almaost disappeared with the exception of some of ils blocks K,L,M,N.

There are other halls in that buifding attsched to hall A, Unforiu-
mately the remains ere not totally chronologically consifient. Some
of the floor blocks are reused, also the eastern wall in hall C is constructed
ahove an older one. o addition to these remaitns, 3 small standing
obelisk was lfound west of the statucs, pl. II. Although its point had
disappearcd there are some remnants of a mutifated relief ppon its
rnorthern side, illustrating a seated personality facing a2 standing one
who is attacked by an animal.

Concerning the sculpture, five statues wers found in that temple,
three limestone seuted ones were arranged according te size and facing
west, 1 colossal standing onc two mekres far from thew, ph I dnd an
intact standing another one found on its right side a few steps south east
of the large standing one.

Egypuan sculpture in pelicf at Byblos occurrs in a number of
frapments e.¢. : two of them itlusirate the lower szction af an Egypiian
basrclief, one is probably a square piliar iike those typically belonging to
the Old Kingdom privale tombs, Another example is a double sym-
metrical limestone bas-relief which illustrates two scones separated by
4 verticul line and surrgundsd by the hieroglyphic sign of the sky the

I

tvo sceptres and the sign of the earth.  Such a style is freguent in the
Qld Kingdom. On the left scene, a king either Pepi I or IT is kneeling
in fromt of a seated Goddess and 15 olferng two vuses. There is an impo-
rtant inscripticn writlen on the side of the goddess and its transliteration
is Ht kr nbt Kbn. The name of Byblos (kbn) is wrilten according to

to the arthogrophy of the Old Kingdom, which hus a great significance
in dating the bas-rcliel ta the O.K. times.

A third example is an Egyplian bag-relicl m which a pharach is
embraced by the Lady of Byblos whose hzaddress is typwcally Egyptian,
with the sun disk, horns and urseus. This is in addition to other
Eguptian bas-reliefs later than the Qld Kingdom period.



D) Archaeologucal and textual evidence from Empt .

The hislortan ean trace hack the comwmercial relations between
Epgypt and Byblos to predynastic times,since sume pitces of conifefous
wood were found in Egypt at that time.(}) The Egyptian demand for
the well-known Lebanese and Syrian varieties of wooed continued thro=
ughaut the early dynastizs specifically for ship buildiag zrd for ihe flo-
oring and roofing{2)of the chambers; one can add to this the resin (3)
which 15 extracted from the conifcrous trecs.

The Egyptians frequantly registered their maritine voyages(d)
fo Byblos which were undertaken for the fulfillment of such demands
and the transporiation of merchants and goads, during the Qld Kingdom.
Official missions 1o Byblos were also sent, There is a record of the
visit of three Egyptian officials to Byblos in the tomb of Xhui(5) of the
sixth dvnasty at Aswan. Fakhoy(6) has noted that their beariog of the
title'* God’s Treasurer’” siguifies their responsibility for official expe-
ditions to Byblos.

The mere observation which cun be noticed s thot the available
archacalogical data that belong to that shrine is incomplete and that
the stratification of the lgvels is not 1otally consistent, which makes the
role of the histerian quite diflicult in arriving at a final conclusion about
its chronology. Pillet has described the remains as ,.Joncheé de ruincs
bouleversees’. {7) Such a situaticn had led Dunand 1o atribute 1™
A L'Ancien Empire, aussi bien qu'auw moyen, on a meme chuchoté gu™!

(I Brmion, G.. apd CatonThempzor. G., The Dadarian Cividizaticn.
Jondan [928 pp. £2 F.

{2) Vakhry, A, The Bent Pyram.d 2t Dahshur, Cawro, 1954, p. 9. ). 3 B,

(3 Smith, W.S.,in Neisner, G.,A Eistory of the Giza Necropalis, Cambridge
Mass., {955, 2, 75,

(¢¢ Borchantt, L. Tns Grabdenkmal dey Kompa Sahar. Ausgrabungen der
Deutschen Orieni-Gesellechaly, 7, pla. 3, {1 13.

Hawan, 5., *The cagseway of Whis et Sakkara’’, Zeicschrift fur Apyptische
Sprache und Aleromsknude, Bechn, 80, 1939, 125 —- 39,

(5} XRewherry, JLE.A., 24, 193B, JE2 — 84,

{6V Vakhry, AS.A.E,, 38, 1958, 39 IT.

(P Fillei, M. Le tempie de Byhlos, Syrin VILL, 1927, P 132,



éwit de L'epoque Perse(1}. This is in addition (o the fact that the
block: were frequently reused. Dut in spite of all 1hese ohetacles there
are some impertant ¢lements which recommend the Old Kingdumn date.

First af ull, the composition of the archilectural remains together
with the two bases of columns, passage, slatues and halls pl. TV, is quite
similat to that of the Old Kingdom. Montet has backed this view —
point, but Dunanrd dates it to the Persian period, considering the passi-
bility of an imitation of the bascs of ¢columns with those of the Achae-
menid period. This iz in addition ta his observation of the difference
of kvels and the placing of the stalues upon a block above 2 mixture
af hellenistic sherds. In fact, the difference in stratification can be
referred to the various destruclions which the site suffered throgubout
the histerical pericd. He stated in his conclusions that Batiment I is a
small temple probably related o the cult of Adonis.(2).

I find the dote which Dunand has suggested to the temple of
Baalet Gabal, that s the 30th. century B.C.{3) is quite rclevant to our
problem, since the textaal matecial and the offerings found at the sile
were presenied to the Egyplan shrine and that of Haalet Gebal. We
can safely deduec from this fact that both emples were contemporary.

Sccondly, it is true that the statuey found at Byblos ate in a slate
of mutilation, but sull there are some Egyptian sculptural stylishic
elements within them e.z. their cubie form in blocks is typiCull;,- Egyptian.
The 1t foot of the standiag statue is advanced a little which s also a
repular O!d Kinadom style.  The arms are extended in the same QK.
way. Therc is also another intact Egyptian statue found o fow steps
south east of the standing one, which helpa to prove this point.  Dunand
supgests that there 13 o resemblance betwegn  these sttues and a large
one found eear Mouchannef at Djebel Druze (4); but their Epypliza
stylistic attitude backs their O.K. arigin.  Et 15 not necessarily that the
architects and the armists were Epyptians. They might have been Gibli-
tes and tried to imieaee the Epyptran models,

(1 Dunarrd, &7.
(2° Tuid . 74.
(3; Dunand, Bvles is history, cuins 2nd levenls, Deirur. 1964 P. 54

[4? Dumd) O.P. ”"-; 1.



Concerning the scenes on the bas-relicf fragments, Ward(2) cites
a pamllel to Hathor prateciing the King, which emphasizes their O.K.
date; but Smith{2) and Helek (3) favoured the New Kinpdom date ard
most likely the Saite period.

Thirdlly, the evidence compiled in group (A) which includes
fragmetacy and complete inscribed stone vessels lestifies the Lacge
amount of oflerings which were presenied by the pharaohs of the 2 — 6
dynasties to either the Egyptian shrine or that of the Lady of Byblos.
They thus prove that there was a process of dedication to both temples
during the Old Kingdom period. This is supported by the texts, mamecs
and titulary of the kings inscribed on the veses. This will help in leading
to the idea of the necessity of establishing that Egyptian shrine at that
specific time. After all they were Egyptians and have their own deities
and whencver they prescated gfis and offerings to the Mistress of Byhlos,
they naturally did the same to their own Gods.

Fonrthly, the religious textual evidence refers to Hathor with the
epithet <“Lady of Byblos'". She, as an Egyptian deity, betame more of
an international one in that area rather than a lecal Egyptian Goddess.
She was usually conncered with different local Egyptian sitce as well
ag with other communities in the foreign countries c.g.

As i deity at the digrite quarries in the Westarn Nuhian desert
dating from the 0.K (5).

(17 Ward, W, “Egvpt and the Fast Mediterranean from Peredynastic times
to the old Kimyydam', Jownal of the Econgmut and Social History of the Oren,
6, 19831, 24.

Jéquier, C.., Le Morument funkrerive de Pepa 11, 2, 91, 8,

(2} Smich, W K., [Inwrconnectiops in the Angient Near Eas;, Londes.
1963, p. 12. n. 33

(3’ Helck, W., Dic Bexichunpgen <Agvptens zu Vurd=rasien im 3, und 3.
Jahriayserd v Chr,, Wiesharlep, 1962, P, 21,

(4) Fap. Oxy. of the 2nd centumary ALD. 1380 from Balimasn rrlers t the
worswip of Ists in AfyTive Moteign ities as far a5 Yoclia, Arahia and Rone, But s
trend moay ga back to the 3tk M. B,G.

[S) Englebach, R, A S.AE, 1), 1923, 72



As a Lady of Ibsk in the sma'! temple of Abu-Simbel .

As Lady of ‘Kny (1). ﬁ cms

As Lady of B;?. &‘ae @ . CopTic &Y2w s, }g)

As Lady of m: Imw, {;)mw(3)

As Lady of [S= rny Hthr nbe Dstt lady of he sucred
' & == . land (4).

There was a sort of association 2nd 1dentification() between Lhe
Egyptizn deitics and the foreign ones. Gardiner emphasizes the atfituds
by saying that all Goddesscs are apt te be equawed wilh Hathor (6)

With regard to the lady of Byblos Bazlut Goubla,she had even
adopted the Egyptian emblems and cestumes of the Egyptian Goddess
Hather {7). Such assotiation between the two Goddesses was difini-
tely established in that O.K. shring at Byblos {3},

QOnc of the significant observations is that the title “beloved of
Hathor'* was added, as a new epithet, to the titulary of King Chepiren
at Byblos(9) pl. V. This significes how imporiant it was te add that

{1 Gardiner, A., Ancirnt Egypuan Onuimastica, I, P @, No. 1.

{2} Id., JI, 33 1.

(3) lhd.

(4! Ihid.

&H E‘cmy,j.. Ancierit Emtan Religion, London, 1952, p. 124 4,
(§ Gardiaer, A., 0. a7, Text, If, Ouxford, 1947, p. 62.

(7 Delapurte, L., Les Feuples de 'Cmient Mediteraneen, I, Le Provhe
Oricnt Asistique, Paxis, 1948, p. #1.

(9 Soich, 0p. dr. 12
¢ P 1.



epithet at that specific period, which may be considered 23 ao indirect
indication of the O.K. dating of that shrinz of Hathar. Goedicke states
also that the epithet di* dnh’'dt, which is mentioned within a cylinder seal

text, “is not atiested hefore the Ofth dynesty’” (1), which is another
assertion to the O.K. dating, Again this text had wrinen the name
Byhlos according te the O.K. onthography.

1o fact, there was mutual relimous interconnection between Epypt
and Byblos during the O.K. times. PepiLin a funcrary text (2) compares
himsell in his wooden coflin with the Semitic tree-God Kha-taw of Negaw,

n a

ok
8 geograpbical pame of a section of Lebanon near Byblos. Kha-taw
aslo mentioned three times in the pyramid texts; 242¢, 423¢. and 5184,

Amnother example 5 the occurrence of the Egyptian solar Gad
R' of the foreign laads R* h*, swi in an inscription belonging to the
1 4

oo
=]
reign of either Pepi I ox II. Such religious relations may go back even
to Chalcolithic times whenthe Giblites buried their dead in the Jarge
grain jars which can be related to Osiris(3).the God of the netherworld.
The historian cannot overlook the legend of Osiris and Isis near the
spniag of Byblos, where the Egyplain shrine exists.

Such cultral as well as commercial correlations between Egypt
and Byblos during the O.K. period demanded the serviees of an Egyptian
official, responsible for the various acticities and records of the Egyptians
at Byllos. Ward had studied the tities held by Neferseshem-Ra in this
inscribed offering table at Byblos and suggesicd that Nefor sesham R
was ap official in charge of the records (4). Goedicke (5) draws atiention
10 his new interpretation of the peculiar bicroplyphic text insctibed an
a cylinder seal, (o a semitic tuler of Byblos of the third millenivm B.C.

———

{1} Goedirke, 0p. at., I.
{2) Cortrnzu, G. Religiens of the Ancient East, London, 1959 P, 75.
(3) Dunand, Byblos, Reirut. 1964, 89.

{4) Ward, The inacribed ofering-table  of Neferscshem -Ra from Byblos™,
Bullctin du Musée de Deyroudh, t. XVII, 44,

(5) Gondicke, 4 T,

10



A litde later, the people of Dyblos hzd ipvented a pseudo-hieroglyphia
writing(l) of their own.

Finally 1he available evidence, mentioned above, helps in consi-
deripg the definitely wide interrclationship between Egypt and Byblos
during the Old Kingdom period which required the establishmznt of
that Old Kingdoro shrine.

(1} Danand, Op. ai., 36,
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