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ad Aegypkum. A Survey

Amcng all the citics of the anclent wortd Alexandria must cvcr hold a
place of honour. She alonc oF the fcundatIons nf Alexandcr the Grcat rosc
to thc first rank, ard she too, hAs prescr'cd. in rccognisable form, her
Foundcr's nsmne. Lhut in proportion to hcr status hcr arciort remain5 are
convcrsely little, and it is not surprising that many rTiters have attempted

·٤hc reconstruction oFthe Hlellenis:tic city ltis eur Rurposc to urvcy tli
work, nd ة to indicatc ccrtة in broad Lincs [or future study.

The nain literary uthctitics ة havc bcen carcfully and accurately col­
lccted by Calderini in hن s «Dizlonario di Nonl Gcografici e Topografici
cلe IEgitto Grcco Ieomunou oF which wve may hope for Furthcr volume5. But
in thc hands of the carcless this dic ionary ا can be a weapon oF self-dcs­
truction, for it makcs, by its vcry mutrc, no fFort to discriminate Hetwccn
its sources. 'Ihis sourcc-listory i all too frcaucntly igncrcd. Autlors are
quoted as guspel withont the slightest eFfor± to cnquir± into the authority
For their statت nents. Tlز is pattiularly tt rcaard نا ة wuolatiou ن Fromn tle
Arab Historans whose love of thc Marvellus led the1n into fantastc exag­
geration if that is not too mild an erpression. The author has had occaslon
to tuy medieval lrith writcr en tlre hj٤ut ؟٤ o٠٤ Romuan antinuity, and
came to the cLcltio that ule provcd by archeologlcة l resEarch tleir
statemcnt ±ad to be accepted with the 9reatذe t rE .erve ذ Time pAsses. even
in antiuity، and an author who write thousand ة years after an evcnt i5
not lkely to !.now much about it uales he has access to earler writers, and
evon then, iF be can read them int ,lligently ح he may misconstrue their
mvaning.

Local ratriotsm too haا ['ovoked Tuch wa5ted prinL. Mlahmoud el
Falaki's plan is clearly largely fanciful, and yet it is still quated as an au­
thority. By the nature of his age e1 Falaki could not date what he found (he
published 1372. before sctcntiHc study of 1all5. etc was begun) and it is
a conunonplace that authors working to <imrperial order tend rather to do
as iذ cxpected f tlem. Fhence his strccts ard walls except in so far as they
have bcen veriFied, sheuld be ignored.

We can aل so ncglcct l1ogarths Fishing village, though we must be carekul
not to ruh to the other cxtrene and sec ast ن٢ and FlourishLng cty. lt was
a fort, Strabo says so, (17.1.6) neithcr more nor less, unنt l proved, and tbe
absence or presence of objects oF tbe Pharaonic age can only be accepted
when they are proven to be of loeal application.

This leads us to the vexed questlon oF the Serapeum, on whlch recent
excavations have shed auch new light, and I shall beg the reader's 1ndul­
gence for reviewing the vork in detail. At present we have but a preliainary
report, and until the pottery etc is fully published a concise judgment is oF
course impossible.
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Kr. Roيw e has corredted most of the assumptions made by Dr. Bott
wHch caled for it, and is to be congratulated For reviewing all the ewidence
to date. l have read somewhere, alas l cمrnot recollect where, that perhaps
Pompey's pllar as carve out of the obelisk of Nectanebo IL. ThIs might
solve the problem of how the column was erected inside the arcades. And
as regards the inscrption ([) buiIt into its bas and restored Ap٥٤٧0n
4٤}a85elg0v. Iam not happy as to why the name should have suflered
something akنn to 4 daRnatio memoriae » if it refers to Arsinoe Il.

The pلطu ished plans {2) show no dIfference in levels, whch are in fact
considerable and Tay assist in the solution of reconciling the site to the
Literature. A careful study of air photos should prove helpful. At present
the matetlal is insufficiet to make a tokerable restoration, still less to explair
what the Roman walls are doing. As mا sonry they seem too poor to be Ha­
drianic, and if, as Wace (3) suggests, the ']ews wrecked the temple at the
end of Trajan's relgn, it curious كا that there is no reference In literature,
though such am inference In كز itself precarlous.

Now we come to the Mausoleum (4), The thickness of the wells indi­
cates a large building, but to argue that because its plan is slmllar to the
real Mausoleum, that there was a trierarahy at Halikarnassos for the Pto­
emaic fleet, and that an Asian (?) pot was found on the site is like a future
archaeologist sayng that because there was a British Boy Schoo] in Alex­
andria the foundations of the tower of the Scottish Church qust have held
an eifice like Big Ben. Also. if it is true that sherds oF the 3rd cent BC ere
sealed above the floor of the «Mausoleuu» then it must have been cons­
tructcd in the early thrd or late fourtb century, and cannot have been a
Royal_tamb, for the carLier Pto!emies were buried witb Alexander in the
palace area. Or was the Serapeum the palace area ? And why vas the tunnel
secret ? Maybe it was, but it should not be so marked on the plan (5). Are
secret passages 2.60 metres wide?

THe other and deeper tunnels would appear to be storage vaults, What­
ever they are they were not a Library, tor papyru5 would soon rot in so
porous a rock, even If faced with stoue. As for a Mithraeum, so far a5 I can
recolect, all fthraea had a Mithras relief at thc east end, and benches at
the sldes. but gain ه it would be hard to find traces oF them in limestone.

Ia the second Report the list of foundation deposits, though in itself
does not add materally to the argument .For Greece. as stated, thereل, sefuس 

is no evidence, and Greece and Palestine are not the only two countries of
the Hlellenistic world.

One would be glad if excavation reports could be made to contaln  الح
the materlal. including colns and pottery, for if they do not there 1s a great
danger (I could quote examples) oF these useful, iF humصble items never seeing
the lgbt of day. No one can fulا y interpret someone else's finds. There is
plenty more to be done, and it will be oF proFt If it 1s not rushed. THe
contents of every pit slrould be cassified an easy task with rock-cut pits,
which Ahound nا the plans, yet we have no word about sherds of common
wares. FiaAlly surely a better photo of the gold plagues a highly interestng
dlscowery = could be given to posterity tha the badly lighted plate ll and
the blank lumps of plateX?
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But the reader may jusDly Feel that destructive criticism is not enough.
WHat of future octiwity ?

Firstly, and most important, the Museum must not only be open, but
must display all its material. lf this means building a new one. then treasure
hunters must be igrored and al! funds devoted to building an adeguate and
enlargeable edifice THere is much to be said for the growing idea that all
digging save that occasioعN d by building operations and chance discoveries
should be suspended unti past الح work is published and all museums are in
order.

Dreccia and Adriani have promised us but we have never had, catalogues
of sculpture, mosalcs, and lamps. The staaped amphora handles :0re unpa­
blished, and the inscription catalogue could bc revised and re-i:ueU. U٤
vases, a comparative study of the Hladra anD similar matcrials is lony overdue,
and the red-figure and black-figure fragments call for saparate treatment.
«Kleinfunde» sueh as bronzes, bone objects. etc. and als glassware can bج 
added to the list,

Then, as Adriani began to d0, a map of Alexandria should be made,
showing the location of all known &ind5, but care should be taken to dis­
tinguish between chance material. and walls etc in situ (see below). THe
rock cuttings under the sea at Chatby show that the land has sunk sinre
ancient times, and it is surprising how no onE has hence scen that ]ondet's
constructions seen oFf Ras el Tin ,in so far as they are blocks and not rocks,
are as one would expect the Hcllenistic harbour vorks. Again, an air photo
of the comparatively shallow eastern harbour might help to plaee the Timno­
niun and Antirrhodos whose absence today is surely another prooF that
the land has sunk.

Here it.is fitting to utter a warning about the use of «in situ. lt is best
illustrated by an example.

{a) A column drum found in its place in a colonnade is in situ, but
(b) iF it rolls off onto a grave, a photo of the grave may (wrongly) be

captioned «Grave with drum in situ».
This may seem obvlous when baldly statcd. but when smeared with

verbal jam the bread of truth is often obscurcd. For exampl a head found
between Canopus and Hadra need not necessarily have been carved in
Rgypt, still less be a proof of an Alexandran school oF art. The presence of
a sarcophagus nذ somebody's cellar means nothng whatever wnless there
are associated facts.

I am not at sure لله that thz stone object mentioned by Rowe (6) and
earler writens and iNscribed ٥:٥٥4٥up5٥ F' ٥٥' is not a fake.
lts present absence is perhaps significant. Even if it is not, it has no bearing
on the site of the Library, for I500 years of builders ust ت have moved rost
of the portable material many times.

At this polnt ] venture to launh An appeal for tbe abolition of the term
Graeco-Roman, a phrase invented by lazy and bigoted Egyptologists. The
pcriod can he divided into Hlellenistic, Roman and Coptic at least, and these
can be subdivded i toم Barly Middle and Late. No arcbaeologist worthy of
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the name should date an objcct outside of this scheme, and if he plead that
he has insufficient parallels, then we must plan to suply them. Byen the
Graeco-Roman museua contains Coptic material, and thls, of coursc over­
laps into Bariy lslamic.

Dxcavation is still carried out on principles long obsolete elsewhere.
Pits, totally ignored, likevise foudation tranches, slopes. and roads are
visiblc on every s teن in Alexandria. As one vho has had to clear a 6-metre
deep mediaeval cesspool oF Iittle save its constituent substance my hcart
bleeds when l see a pit ful} oF pottery has been ignored in the treasure hunt
for statuary

ITor Futnre work in Nlexandrin tlien, I suggest:
1. Study oF SOURCES of ancient writers.
2. Stdy oF Nir photos.
3. Continuance of work on the Serapeum.
4. Continuance of work on the Chatby Necropolis well publIshed,

but e could learn more now.
5. Test pits on vecant sitvs in the town.
6. VeniFicatio oF the rout of the Arab and

trenches.
7. Cross section of tle great fosse by the Rosetta gate to determine

its date
Finally may l appcnd a reply to Prafessor Wace's recent article on the

SSarcophagus of Alexander th Crcat, where he suggests it may be idcntilied
with the sarcopha .٠٠i ،٤ ؟ ،t+ho ll, now in Londun. Ngainst lnis view:

a. Weuld a Gresl: l barie in an Egyptian arcophagus ؟ in view of the
c١١٢renl ٠t.eparui ؟ [٤lng.

٠٠0onhagus in Alexandria can be explained on'١The presence cfا 
tle ٤51 lines ،1٤ tlant al (lpatras Needle

، [ld Alexunde، heen baried in it wب uld not the priests have changcd
tle cartoucles. iu¢ wli0 h therc i5 ample precedcnt, even if it is not
derands y ا ٢،liyio١

d. Wبإن Ptolemny ٠١i-١٠1 ٠ ا7 د puy th٤ finst Grcek sculptor then living.
(and he h ' ع e t}yن (٠lruice ء t٥ carve a sarcophagus, ot was he
likcIy to ١iه0 أ:٠ e ٤ ا٠:.١٠ {u ٤i y ذipl ك of hs power and wealth ?

FTowever, tle pro l+:m، إ 0. 0.irly c ن ،u denicل and one may be forgiven
for feeling that the Grد t Lmد i ian ا sleeps with his honour as his best shoud.

D.T.-D.C.
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