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ANCTENT Tml*"Jiirt*ffiH REVrs rrED

A recent excellent book entitled Ancient Egyptian Calligraphyt makes itciear in rhe subtitle thar for the aurhor--a oeserieaty;;;ilg aurhority onancient Egyptian *1qg and afi--.Egyptian cailigraphy,, (i.Ueautin f writing,)means the writing of t!rc hieroglyphii'icnpt. rni, ;fl."rc ttp oven^rheirningresponse of wesrem Egyptotoglsrs to rgypri* *.itir!,lLJirr" very muchin keeping wittr that of their n.nuirsuice and classical forebears.z In ttrisattraction ro, or exalration oi the hierogiyphs ,, .p*;;;;g the aestlreticdimension of ancient r.rvryian writing, ancient observers and rater scholars areostensibly following the lead of the ancient Egyptians themselves, as thehieroglyphs are the "decorative,"- ' artistic,"-i.onrrn.riai,, script pcrexcellence, permeating artistic production in every medium and on everyscale'3.. lThe hierogtypls a.e ulro by far the mosi fi;r;iy prominent andaccessible-indeed omnipresent-or tire ancient scripl u, .r.oun.red by a[travelers to Egypt, ancient, modem and in berween.;'L ilil been easy toollrlook or even ignore the role of the hieratic,.ript trigu," r) as the onewhich, for most educated Egyptiarx of tre p^haraonic period, probably wouldhave loomed as the pdmary;;UoOimeni of ..catligraiirv;-in1r.i, 
immediateexperience and practice. Themost explicit reatization of,'or receptivity to, thisdimension of hieratic by an rgyptor6gi.i thus far is expressed by James F.Romano in a recent survey orEgyptian writing intended for an aud.ience ofprofessional scribes:

Pmy moving his brush over rhe papyrus, the scribe produced roundedforms that' in the.earliest rtug.i of nieratic, *... ,.*ty schematicforms of their original hieroglfrhic paraOigms. E;.iluli;r, however,the same aesthetic standards r.ti..t"d in hierogryphic writing began oinfluence hieratic as well. several late hieratic texts achieve anomateness and sophistication of design that prefigures by at least amiilennium the finest Arabic calligrapny.c
we suggest ttr,at this assessment itriraaerizes many morc texts covering afar longer period.

^ 3" prevailing tendency to give something of a short shrift to hieratic isfacilitated and reinforced by major habits and priorities of modem study:

" 
t). Egyptologisrs publish,-and initialy study and leam to read, ftre massof hieratic literary iexts, aocumenii',.tectinical,G;;; lraffiti, rockinscriptions and occasional sterae, as weil as the important trieraic componentof the mortuary lirerarure, n nuisiini, ,ro^irrp_, irn"igt thi editio

W. C. Watt (ed.), Writing Ststems antl Cognition, Zg3_j01.
(A 1994 Kluwer Academic publishers. printed in the Netherlandt
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FIGURE I.

A Samplc of Egyprian Hieraric Wriring
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yrinceps includes photographs or facsimiiies as well), fostering the misleading
impression that most Egyptian writing in the pharaonic periJd was done ,ln
hieroglyphs," and diverting attention (including ou. o*rr!; from the hieratic
originals;s

2) Egyptologists learn to read hierattc, rrarscribe it into hieroglyphs,
copy it inteiligibiy, and dae it palaeographicaiiy and orttrographically, uut'rnt
rcally witeig6

3) unlike the ancient Egyptian scribal students themselvesT,
Egyptologists leam to read hieroglyphs fi.rst, and only thenhieruic (which,
even after it is introduced, is often not a major focus of the curriculum).

The manner in which Egyptian writing is normally introduced is conducive
to another misleading impression, namely, trat hierogiyphs are somehow..self-
expianatory" and are aiso sufficient to "explain" what is found in
hieratic-though Egyptologists have really known better, as much of the
literature cited here indicates. ln fact, the coexistence, interpenetration, ard
reciprocal influence of the two scripts is considerable and results in many
feanrres of specific hieroglyphic texts, as well as many commoniy-used signs
and orthographies, that need to be "expiained" by hieratic.s ln an important
recent study, Parlebas shows how this "feedback" from hieratic forms even
influences imnography:

. ce qui nous semble le plus remarquable est I'opposition tranck
entre le caractdre volontaire et conscient de I'utilisation des signes
hidroglyphiques proprement dits, en tant que signes exacts et prEcis,
pour expliciter l'iconographie, d'une part, et d'autre part la maniere
inconsciente par laquelle, par le biais de mauvaises lectures ou de
lectures approximatives de signes cursifs peu pr6cis, I'iconographie
traditiorelle a pr CUE profondemment modifide.e
The expansion of the sphere of hieratic into monumental texts is a

flrun9an1 aspecr of the history of that scripr,l0 although in said domain te
hieroglyphs always reigned supreme (finally to be ioineo by denatic n tr
well-known "bi-" or 'trilingual" inscriptions such as tlre Roseua stone). The
importance and influence of hieratic beyond the borders of Egypt has been
noted in the use of hieratic numerals on Iron Age Hebrew oitaca,ll and

F.*ig has been zuggested as a possible model for sign-forms and values of
both the ugaritic and "linear" canaanite alphabes,iz though that has not
represented a consensus.

RecentEgyptological work has been characterized by a (most welmme and
overdue) increasing seruitivity ta tn visual and, one might say, metqhorctb
Tpects of Egyptian writing. tr while this has mainly focused on the
hieroglyphic script, the visual dimension of hieratic has occasionally been
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ngted, for exampre by Foster in his discussion of the mutti-rayered endeavorof transiaring the Larelgy-pd* toue songs 1;hi;h,-,ldin*i;." inhieraric,
as trc discusses at length, he nonetheress characterizes d..Hi erogryphic rnvesongs" in the titie of his articie!)ra Though Te velde considers that.,thehieratic and demotic ya; GT) deveioped . . . ro ,ortrr. p*cticar need ofrapid writing,"r' and that in hieratii "the pictoriar ctraialter of Egyptianwriting is hardly recognizable,"l6 he discussei the signs used in tfu, irrcipit ofPapyrus Prisse (a Middre Kingdom literary hieratic 6x0 giving fuli scope tothe determinatives as encodin[/conveying .,me*ringuistic,,information 

(i.e.,
semanticrlisual information transcending what he rJgards as the fundamentalidentity/meaning of the word).r7 (HIs judgn.rt?ui rt. iogogrums, asopposed to the determinatives, "do(es) not seem to add much extra_ ormetalinguistic information o ttre srict linguistic information',r8 has nothing todo with the use of hieratic per seiut hinge, on-r,i, definition of"metalinguistic.")

Insofar as the use. of hieratic signs is affected by the modificatiory'"mutilation" and avoidance of c.rtai, signs and typ., oi ,igr* in somemorruary and religious contexts, a phenomenon *ainiy studied by Lacau,lg
the "semographic" content or nature of ttre signs is being treated as important.
The "mut'rlated"-representation of the snake/inimical snake determinative, withknives on each of its upraised coils, is un.rr.o-.pu""iy-in hieraticbeginning in tle 2rst Dylusry,when the orbit of hieratic expanoeoto incrudean.appreciabie corpus of mortuary papyri (though r;.n. ;;;;se were srillwritten in hieroglyphs througn ini Craeco_Roman period).z0 For rheavoidance/substinrtion of.signs, orttwgraphy must be examined carefuly, andcontext is of paramount importance, is thephenomena ouserveo and studiedby Lacau are charactey.a uv n:orfrilry contexts, uses in he amb and parts of
lfrg tgmb' and proximlry to trre deceased.zr our;.;p";a""^., of such"singling out".of signs include the avoidence of sigrx connotative of tntraditional religion and deities atAmama,2z avoidance"ortie namerrieroglyphof the god Ser at Abydos,23 and, in the Old Kingdom, avoidance oflogographic/determined writings of divine lames within private theophores.2aMany of these uses have beeri and would be found primariiy in hieroglyphictexts, but is also necessary to make a thorough stuoy of mort.arylreligiousliterature in hieratic; the iatter must be oenneo to inciuoe some e*emptars ofthe coffin Texts, which are about a millennium earrierthan the posr-New
Kingdom introduction of well-atrested hieratic mornrary papyri,-ano some ofwhich were part of ttrc marcrial originally studied by f_aJai.f'--'
^ How fitting a culmination to the rrirtory of hieratic that in the Graeco_Roman period, in the words of Gilbert Bagnani,zo
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The grear majority of the scribes courd not read ttrc earlier scripts (i.e.,including hicratic-ESM), although they were abie to write and perirapsunderstand them, or, to put it less paradoxically, they knew temeanings of the various words and srgns but were not able to renderthem phoneticaily.. Their knowtedge was purery visuar and mrcmonic.(!--our emphasis.)

. The specificafly visuar content of signs can be highlighted even indemotic,z'7 despite the furttrer asenuation or diiution of tlre vlsuai aspct of thatscript.28 That, however, is pe*raps a subject fo. *otfr.,,tuiil
, . Having ampiy illustrated the visual component and..visual connection,,ofhieratic throughout its history, and 

-the 
ct an[e- anJ f.o*tt that drcvisual/'semograpiric". aspect of that script was capable of manifesting in telarger context of tle deveropment of Egyptian writing and scribar traditions ofthe Egyptian language, leius proc.#io* to focus on what might morenarrowly be understood as rtre, cailigrqhic dimension of hieraric.This is seen most fundamentaly in the scribai tanos ttemselves, theirgeneral execution as well as the often beautifur and powerfur renditions ofindividual signs and groups. Especially eye-catching for the modem observer

T !..g.1 those representing riving thingr.r, m" overatt effect, however, isfar from limited to isolated inoividuat s=igns uut clearly indicates expert andcultivated styles. Looting at many id.ni.,irtrutive as *.u u, Iiterary/"liturgical" hands, the point is made indelibly ttru it falts far short of reality toIegaf hieratic merely as a utilitarian exercise or a concession to the need for acursive script (though it was certainly treated as such by unimaginative scribesof varying degrees of 
.mere.competence, or the absence thireog.ro Theteachen who "corrected" their pupiir' sign-forms *a,. tau.lrirrg not merely

accuracy h[ elegance.3l
It is this writer's firm conviction that hieratic texts would richry repay astudy by scholars specializing in canigraphy as it is practiced in livingtraditions such as chinese, Jipanese fro Arauic, in terms of the acnralexecution of the texts with the appropriate writing materiars, the strokesinvolved in the making of given qgns ano sign-groups, etc.-a study whichthe present writer can recommend but unrortinitelv, ui r*ort ui rt i, point, isrnt qualified b pursue.32
We can, however, draw attention to a scribal practice employed in tnwriting of hieratic thu can be regarded 25 ..ga[igr?piric,,, 

that is, motivated bythe desire !o enhance the appearance of the text, to beautify the script (andperhaps thus underscore, as- it were, the proficiency of the scribe). or.obvious such feature is the erongation or signs in ,or. exemplars ofepistolary formulae (e.g., in the fiekanatcirte Le[ers),33 reminiscent of trcelongated or attenuated letters found in Hebrew and .drabic caligraphy.
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The boast of the proud ancient Egyptian scribe, inlr s.{ iF, n(y) dbc wf "l
am a scribe whose fingers are excellenVskillful/pleasing'" (sometimes
translated "nimble";,34 would not seem to have applied merely to speed,

accuracy, reliability, or efficiency.

NC,TES

"Hieratic is bcautiful" is a spontaneous cqnmsnt of a first-year student of Egyptian at the

Instirure for the History of Ancient Civilizations, Northeest Normal University, Changchun,

China. The writer thanks Ms. Mary Gow uld the staff of the Wilbour Library of Egyptology rd
Departrnent of Egyprian, Classical end Ancient Middle Eastem An of the Brooklyn Museum, for
promptly and cheerfully providing many references and copies of publications Es yet

unobtainable in China. Without their help this anicle could not have been completed.

rH.G. Fischer, Ancient Egyptiaa Calligraphy: A Bcginner's Guide to Writing llieroglyphs,
New York, 1979.

28. Iversen, Tht Myth of Egypt and lts Hicroglyphs in European Traditioa, Copenhagen,

1961; idem, "The Hieroglyphic Tradition," in J.R. HErrfu, ed..Thc kgacy ol Egypt, ?nd d"
(Oxford, 1971), pp. 170-196; M. Pope, The Story of Arclacological Dcciphcrmen, flom
Egyprian Hieroglypls a Linear I (tiew York, 1975), Pt. l, 'The Egyptian Hieroglyphs," PP' ll -

84.

3For an excellent overview see W.V. Davies, Egyptian Hieroglyphs (Reading the Past),

Berkele!-Los Angeles-[,ondon, I 987.

rJ.M. Romano, "The Scribe and Writing in Ancient Egyg," Journal of the Society of Scribes

1.2 (Spring/Summer, 1986):12f.

sCf. the present writer, 'Rernarkr on ancient Egyptiao writing with cmphasis on its

mnemonic aspects," in P.A. Kolers, et al., ed., Processing of Visible Longuagc 2 (I{ATO

Conference Series, Series III: Hrman Factors. VoI. 13, New York-I-ondon, 1980), p. 6O; Davies,

op. cit., pp. 2l-23. It is an intercsting phenomenon in rhe history of Egyptoiogical taste that

briefly, in the late lgth Century, a hientic type font (based on e Nar Kingdom/Late Egyptian
literary hand) was ernployed.

6The most fundamenrsl literaturc comprises: G. Mciller, Hicrotische Paliiographia (3 vols'),
Leipzig, 190912'1 R6, reprinted 1965; idcm, Hieratische Lcscsticke fiir dcn akademischen

Gebrauch I-3, Berlin, 1927 (l-2)R5 (3), rcprintcd 196l; H. Gedicke, OldHicratbPolacograplry,
Baltimore, 1988; E. D€vaud, L'age dzs Wpyrw hilratiqncs d'aprCs lcs graphiesdc ccruirc mots,

Paris, 1924; C. Posener, 'L'&riturc hi6ratique," in Tczrcs cl langagcs & I'Egypte pturaonQue 1

(Bibliotogue d'Etude 64/1, Cairo, t1973]), pp. 25-30. Tlrc corrcct understanding of a text or d a

grammatical form often hinges on the correct undersunding of hieratic signs; e.g., idcra, 'Notes
de transcnption," Revuz d'Egyprologic 28 (191Q:.ld6.l4E; J.W.B. Bams,'Some Readings and

Interpretarions in Sundry Egyptian Texts," 3. 'Sinthc,B 23-4, (Blackman, Miillc Egyptian
Studies, p. 13, line l1)," Jourrul of Egyption Arclveology 5E (1972):16Of. J.J. Janssen, "On

Style in Egyprian Handwriting," Journal of Egyptian Arclaeology 73 (1987):161-167, attempts
ro idenrify indivi"dual lraads n Ramesside hieratic, a rype of study thar can lead to E grealer
appreciation of the individual scribe as calligraplur (cf. below). Many text editions contain

excellent palaeographies and palaeographiceVonhographic comments.

rR.J. Williams, -scribal Training in Ancient Egypt," Jowna! of the American Orizntal

Society 92 (1972):219; the writer, op. cit., p. 61.
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8lbid., pp. 58-61; Davies, op. cit.; H. sarzinger, 'Hierarisch," L,exikon &r Agyptotogic n
I 1E7-l 189.
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9J. Parlebas, "Ecriture id6ographique, dcrirure cursive er iconographie dans IEgypte
pharaonique," in Mithodologic iconographique. Actcs du coltoqi ic strasbo*g 79i9
(Srrasbourg, l98l), p. 110.

r0A. Leahy, "The Libyan Period in Egypt: An Essay in lnterpretation,', Libyan studics 16
(1985):60 and the lirerarure there cited.

ttE-g'' R. Cohen, 'The Excavations at Kadesh-Bamea (1976-78)," Biblical Archaeologist
44.2 (Spnng 1981):93-107, esp. .Addendum- 

105-107.

tzC.T. Hodge, *The Hieratic Origin of the Ugaritic Alphabet," Anthropologicat Linguistics ll
(1969):271-2891 C.R.. Driver, Semitic Writing from Pbrograph to Alptraber, Ira 

"a., 
revised by

S.A. Hopkins (London, 1976), pp. 129f. wirh p. 130, n. l.

r3The wrirer, op. cit., pp. 43-66; Davies, op. cit., passim; H. Te Velde, -Egyprian
Hieroglyphs as signs, symbots and Gods," vbibre Religior 4-5 (1986):63-72; itum, -r!yptl".
.ilieroglyphs as Linguistic Signs and Metalinguistic Informants," Visiblc Retigior 6 (l9gg);169 -
179; Parlebas, op. cit., p,p. 107-ll3; J.M. rames, 'Signs in Ancient Egyp: Anottrer [.ook at
the Relation of Figurc to Hieroglyph," visibtc l,angruge la (19g0):52-61; p. vemus, "Jeux
d'6criturc &ns la civilisation pharaoriq,,rc,,' Liltoral 2 (Ocr lggl):21-32; H.G. Fischer, L,Ccriturc
el l'art dt I'Egyptc anciennc, Paris, 1986.

raJ.L. Fosrer, 'on Translating Hieroglyphic Love songs." r, chicago Revicw 23D (1911):
70-94; Il,2313 (1972): 95-113, esp. I pp. 7s-79, il. pp. r03f. (23t2:66-69 and z31:93f. arc
also marerial to the anicle).

tsTe Velde, Visible Religion 6 (1988):171.

16Ibid.

t:Ibid.:174-176. P.T. Daniels questions Te Velde's use of this passage because it is in
hieratic and he accordingly rcgards the visusl dimension as dubiouc (rcview oi Visiblc Religion 6
in lournal of the American Oricntal Sociely 100 (1990):333), a view the prcsent writer considers
to represent a sort of amputation of hieratic frqn the living body of classical Egyptian
writing-a living body whose htegrity is esseatially recognized and understood by Te Velde.

tsTe Velde, op. cit.:115. This writer does not quite see eye-ro-eye with Professor Te Velde's
distinction between words written with logogams and with 'phonojrams" + dererminatives, nor
with his classification of the information supplied by determinatives as 'metalinguisric," but
prefers to regard them both as providing metaphonctic information. His mention of words
written with 'ideograms" + determinatives brings up an intcresting .gray arca." This set of
issues goes beyond the bounds of the preseat sody.

- l9"SupPression ct modification dc signes dans les textes fun6raires," Zcitschrift JbAgyptbche Spraclu 5l (1913):l-64: ifum, 'suppressioo des noms divins dans les rextcs dela
chambrc fun6raire," A,a,ulcs dtscrvice dts Antiquircs dc l'Egypte 26 (1926):69-gl. cf. Davies,
op. cit., p. 19;Tc Vende, Yaiblc Rctigion 4-S:66f.
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zoMciller, Paltioxrllhi.e. tI, p. 23 no. 249;rll, p. 23 no. 249, examples from rhe Book of thef)ead beronging ro Nedjmet rzi" 5vr".rrfi.i o"or-r- tr",,.'".l[*d (4rh cenr. BCE)rcspecrively. (For Middle Kingdorn _.*"f,p"py.i, see n. 25 below.)

2tFor a possiblV alal,oSoyl observadon rcgarding- rcpresentations of animals in Old Kingdomrombs, see K. Weeks,-.On,-*:r,*a ,r," f'g-yprJ* W_oaa Vi";,,;; ,*)).o., Egyptology adthe Sociat Sciences: F.ive.Srrdbs-(Ca'", ,r?,Si, *. 59_81; cf.;" *;; by the prcsent writer'i'i: K,;{! K.i:;;H^*;f :tr {*?Ki ;^ .1* r r u *" r i r i s il i, r r r -,, 4' For t}re rxe
o s.a 3n,' rhe 

^ar'"r-Tiu'* . 
*; ;;;;;r; fi;T,, ::ij# 

gir,ff irf ,,X?n ;: lrtand idem, -A funher remark on ,fr" ,y.LUr_ 'oi 
*" f*O.tf-Sign,,, ibid.:7b_7t.

228.g., F. Behnk, Grannatik &r Tcxc o* U lryry, paris, 1930; this wrirer, -Clossary of#X1H 1r]-i*Tr1,*', xu ^xi"ii,tfr ?t n"ar.,i,' ;;-;'.,";L Akhznaten rcmptc
hiei"ricmureJ"r;;',ilr'fl H.;,&l?rr,*ffi*:ltf n6; 

j#ft{,i.rr#
;t;:::f,'fi;Tn or M' Sandman' r['' n^li ri"u of tru,a",'irilu",i""a Aegyptiaca 8).

23E'8'' for the wririnS of .the name 'Sety,,'-K. Lange and M. Hirmer, ct at., Egypt:Architecture, scurpturc, paintng ia Threcin"^"'il years, 4i 
"d 

(h;*_N;i ,o*, 1968), pls.225'2?9, xl\Ttr-u. Fora_general discussion of the trcarment of rhe ser_animal in hieroglyphicwridng (sometimes subsuming hieradc), ,*.."-iJo", Vbiblc Religion 4_5:67_71.

*,,'!Ef,;;^!;l,ii}i"i;;-i,IrTffi,.;,'. "o" Embrematic Rererence to the Name or Hzyl,zy .

25For the hieratic, not merely "cursive hieroglyphic,' nature of sqne of the cursive cr
3ffi:1',fr,',.j;,,T"? "rhe Funerary i"*' "i'ii,',; w,r,r,*'i*,,.;; : Middle Kingdom
.n,.":f o:,,u1:*'i_i{';i!s::;:;:,,Tfl?i;:*ltH"T;.",i*+,:,,",,Hr1#
in J.H. Kamsrra, et at., ed., r,","iaiy^r"i")# ir,,ri.-*";;;,D;X;.d o professor M.s.tl G' Heernn van voss ,o.-eT,. ,rhii, 

'i.'rrir. 
If thar Middle Kingdon tunerary papyriarc known rhough very ra1, and include the ur"of hi"r",i", Borghouts, .,ti"* naiaa" KingdomNerherwortd Guide," in S-. Schosk", ;; -;;:; 

.dcs Vicne[ i^,]*ri*t"^ Asyptolosen _fili;];: tr?i:;: Ie85' vot' t a"'ir','-i*,,, ,* et,uriii;,,ai-'r,,,,,3, Hamburg,

,,ri!iiu?1t""ni' 
'The Transcription of Late Hieraric," lournar of Esyptian Archacorosy 19

27One example is th
"phonogram', d, nor 

" 
re treatment of the snake sign in the word dr -etemity,,-the

i11,"""^."'ar.;' *il,'0,",""','.Hi:ir:'--!,:[T1il-#ffirJ-"8_L:.f.3t":#"-*il#l
Palaeographicar Srudv of papvrue si irh t"-;'fur,:,, !o*p of Egyptian Archaeorogy r.l(193 l):89; cf' this writer.;ihrce Notes;;;; il*,r,,' :. -The snaie in I Khamwas onceAgain," Varia Aegyptica 5#4 (19g9):214. 

'- 
--- 

r'atr' J' rne snake rn I

z8Te Velde, Vbiblc Rctigion 6:11l; cf. rhe q,rite
p.p.-5e-62; o""i*, ,, ')-;t., 

p. ze. (As a frrnher-ii::;:il* h::3:_tr:S:L:i:H'differenr ancient Egyptian scripts, note the airp"*g*, and evea conr.emptuous dismissar ofdcmoric by Romano, op. ,it.ri3, ro, *t-n 
"'"f"t* any of rhe elegance of rhe orher rwo
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scripts, and has been refe.rred to, somewhat pejoratively, by one modem scholar as ancientEgyptian chicken scratches"-e suptEme insult generatty reserved for cuneiform. To this writer,smind/eye' even the ostracon that Dr. Romano t"produ", as his Figure 6 belies that assessment.)

. llsee Mdller, Patiiograph.ic and r'escstfrck, passim; also, for a vivid juxtaposition ofhandwriring of nouble Egyptians of rhe 26th oyrasty, n.a. p"*"r, a sr ii'oro"u eopyrus fromThebes in the BrooHya Museum (pap. Brooiyn 42.2rg.3), Brown Egyprological surdies 4,Providence, 1962 (ct. Davies, op. cit.,fig.2g). Cf. also fanssen, op. cll"
3OThat we Egyptologists have been aware of these gradadons is shown by the kind ofcommenrs one finds in editions of hieradc texts-e.g., A.H. Gardiner, r.ate-Egypti,n srori.s/Bibliotheca Aegyptiaca l, Brussels, 1932), pp. Xf., )fiI, )OVf.: R.A. Caminos, A Tale of Woe:Papyrus Pu-rhkin 127 (ortord,, r9'r7\, p. 3-. (Sometimes the evaluarion of the quality ofhandwriring is based mercly on the convenience of legibility to the modem scholar. To a largeexr'ent, the writer suspects that we-and he includes himselfr*are in rhe posirion of theproverbial museum-go€r who says, 'I don't know much about an, but I know what I like!,,)

3rCf. Davies, op. cit., fig. 35.

32Several such studies are included, and rcferred to, n vbibte Retigioa 6, The Imagc inWriting.

33T.G'H. James, ric Hckznakhte papers and othzr F,arry Middlc Kingdom Docuncnls(Metropolitan Museurn of Art Egyprien Expedition pubricarions, vor. 19, I\Iew york, 1962), pl.
x\IIL

saA'H' Gardine. Egyptian Grannur,3rded. (oxford, 1957), g95 with n. 3; for the word ib,
see R'o' Faulkner. A concisc Dicrionary of Miillc Egyptian (oxford, 1962), pp. 3lf.
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