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The Obelisks of Thutmose III. and his Building Season in Egypt.
By James Iexky Breasten.
Hierzu Tafel 111,

]n celebration of the usual jubilee on the 30th anuiversary of his heing pro-
claimed erown prince and on reeurrences of the smmne feast. Thatmose T11
erected a series of at least seven obelisks. of which five were in Thebes and
two in lleliopolis. The latter now stand face to face ou each side of the
Atlantie, as they onee stood side by side at the portal of a Heliopolis temple,
Of the five at Thehes, not one survives in Faypt: all having perished save
two. and these are now in Enrope: one in the piazza of the Lateran in Rome,
the other in Constantinople.  We are tlins presented  with the surprising
spectacle of the greatest of the Pharaoh’s without a single surviving obelisk
in the land he ruled. while the modern world possesses a line of them reach-
ing from Constantinople to New York.

The later history of the two surviving Theban ohelisks is tolerably well
known. The one in Constantinople was removed thither by the emperor Theo-
dosins: while that of the Lateran after being set up in the Cireus Maximus

by Constantius on his visit to Rome in 7, was discovered broken into three
pieces in 1587 and ervceted on its present site in the next year by Pope Nixtns V.
But regarding the number and the earlier history of the Theban obelisks of
Thutmose IIL. the greatest eonfusion prevails. This seems to he owing to the
fact that the inseriptional material has been very sparingly employed or in
some cases not at all: whereas it is impossible to learn the story of such
monuments without exhaustive nxe of the inseriptions.

The Lateran obelisk itself tells us muel of its earlier history.  In the firs
place, it stood alone and was not one of a pair: for the dedieation ins(-rip(inn"')
{(south side, middle column) speaks of »erecting for Lim (Amon) a single (wrfi)
obelisk .. ... .. as the fiest beginning of ereeting a single obelisk®) in Thebes«.

Ilenee we have not its fellow to seeount for.  As to its original site,
its own inseriptions are rather explicit, referring no less thau four thmes to
its loeation in Thebes:

Y Wiepemans, Gesch, p. 365.

2} Marvecar, Gli Obelischi Egiziani di Roma. Tav. 1

3 Hence Wirnruany's idca (Gesch. 365) that the Lateran obelisk and that of Constantinople

belong together, must be given up.
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1. &Sfrﬂi:@om lllqgﬂ' Z' (Dedieation of Thutmose 111.) »in the fore-
court of the temple over against Karnake.
2 ® i\\qumﬂ'?' (When found, it was Iyving) »on the south
[ | ad @ L

side of Kamake,

sie

3. p%?{_ﬂx&] %quj »Ile erected it in Karnake«.
4 = PJ lﬁ!iwqgﬂl g 1 (It was erected) »at the upper portal of Karnake,

In view of these data there is only one place in the XVIHth dynasty
Karak temple where the obelisk could have stoml. The only sforecourte
which is »in Karnak« and in whieh an obelisk could be erceted »at the upper’)
portal of Karnake«. is the one before the pylon (No. VIII on Brpexer’s map)
of Thutmose L. on the south side ot the temple, where, according to No. 2
above, the obelisk had been found, as left lying by Thutmose I It was in
front of" lis southern pylon then. between it and the one (IX) erected by his
tather and Iatshepsut, that Thutmose III’s greatest of surviving obelisks was
set up. Its position when found would indicate that thix was turthermore the
loeation intended {or it by Thutmose 1II. himself. The date of its erection is
both interesting aml important. as is well known: heing in the reign of Thut-
mose 1V, after it had »spent 35 years Iying upon its side in the hands of
the eraftsmen«. The Deginning of this 35 year period can hardly have heen
at any other time than the death of Thutmuose HI.. the only evert which could
coneeivably stop the work upon a great monument of so cnergetic a king.
But as the date of the creetion in Thutmose 1V.s reign is not stated. the
only conclusion furmished by this monmment is: that Amenhotep 1I. and Thut-
mose IV, reigned at least a total of 35 years.

The Constantinople obelisk has been the subjeet of much diseussion. The
Iatest treatment®) would identity it with the enormous obelisks some 185 feet
Ligh. mentionedd on the Northampton Stela®). DBut with the discovery of the
entire stela, it appears that the obelisks mentioned upon it were the work of
Hatshepsut®), whereas the inseriptions on  the Constantinople obelisk  show
clearly that it is the work of Thutmose 1L Fortunately the Kamak temple
sill preserves inseriptional evidenee for the complete jdentification of the Con-

Yo It s true that e is the usual word for indicating »uppers, with veference to the river.
but in connection with the place where the abelisk was found, there can be no question of the
meaning here.

?) Perrig, History. 11131 133: before the discovery of the whole of the Northampton Stela.

%) Ree. XXII, 115125,

Not her pair of which one still stands in Karak, for the height. 185, feet whether of

0

cach o of hoth combined, does not coincide with the surviving Karnak obelisk of Hatshepsat.
The 185 foot obelisks nmst be a pair now perished, of which the top of one now stands in the
garden of the Gizel Museum (Sevne AZ, 34, 17).
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stantinople ohelisk.  On the wall of the Annals is a relief) showing Thutmose 11,
offering the splendid plunder ol his MAsiatie wars to Amon.  Immediately hefore
him are two obelisks. both hearing essentially the same dedieation inseviption.
A glance at one of these two (plo U fig. 2)%) side by side with the Constanti-
nople obelisk (pL T tig. 1Y) will show that the inseriptions ave practieally identieal.

The only ditferences are K’f for TTQQB and the omission of {7 2 in the
AN 1

Golden Horus name on the relier” ohelisk (fig. 2). These ave sueh trifling
variations of commen voyval epithets as would be made by o sevibe in careying
the Atitnlary in rough notes from the obelisk outside the temple door to the
wall within the temple.  But the most steiking evidenee of the identity of
the two obelisks (fie. 1 and 2) is the ritual seene of the wine ofleriug at the
top below the pyramidion and ocenpying the entire width of the ohelisk. Fhis
is an unique  peeuliavity among the Theban obelisks ot "Flimtmaose L. which
in view of the practieal identity of the dedication inseriptions.  forms con-
chisive proof’ that the Constantinople obelisk is none other than the one offered
by Thutmose 1. to Amon on the wall of the Karnak temple). This relief
{fiz. 2) therefore restores to us the lost eonclusion of the dedieatory inseription
on the Constantinople obelisk. The companion of fig, 2 (in the velief) furnishes
two interesting vaviants: | ‘Lﬁ\\% ahieo great. lavge obelisks«, in the place

of ‘the plural: and the addition (hefore f:) off O‘ﬂ”ﬂ]jﬁ wat the double
faeade of the temple«, This last is a common designation for the site ot a pair
of obelisks. as an the obelisk of Thutmose L (LD. 1. 6) and, referring to the
same pair, in the inseription of i (Reeo XL 106 L9y henee it is not
distinetive enough to locate for us in Karpak the original site of the Con-
stantinople obelisk and its lost fellow. They may have stood at the eastern
entrance before the great colonunaded hall which Thatmose 1L had added
there.  Ax to their date, we shall presentdy prove that they were erected he-
fore the kine’s 42nd year, a limit which is fuether narrowed by a veference
on the Constantinople obelisk to the cvossing of” the Vuphrates {»the great
bend of M), an event whieh took place on the compaign of the 33rd year.

We may place the ereetion of this pair then, between the years 33 aud 42,

D) Cuaxe.. Mon. IV 3165 partially Resere., Mow Stor. Text 11 o 1255 Brerow, Bxe.
lier. 29; Bruascu. Thes. V 11851

2) The drawing (fig. 2) is from Cuaxe. Mon. which Dheside minor inwecuracies is incorrect
in showing the nune of Amon intaet: as the other publications prove. it was eut ont.

3 From LD.III, 60,

4 The omission in fig. 2 of the scene on the pyramidion of fig. I is of no weight in the
discussion; for 1: none of owr publications is accurate and complete hence it may easily be that
the omission is not in the original; 2. bat il the omission is really in the original, it is easily
aceounted for by the fact that it would have been very difficnlt for the seribe who copied the
great obelisk when standing to see this seene; 3. his obelisk in the rvelief is on a very small seale,
and he may therefore have intentionally omitted the scene on the pyramidion , as has heen done in fig. 3.

Zeitsebr. £, 3uypt. Spr.. XXXIX. Band. 1901 8
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There was still another pair of obelisks erected by Thutmose Tl at Thebes.
They lave hoth perished without leaving a trace, and it is only from a scenc b
in the tomh of Pu-em-Re¢, one of the architects, who assisted in their ereetion,
that we know anything of them. Even here one of them las disappeared leaving
only traees of its base. The other (pLTIT fig. 3) shows by* its inseription that it
is not to be identified with any of the obelisks already discussed. It is clearly
e of a seeond pair. the date and site of whieli in Karnak, must remain un-
certain.  To recapitulate, we have at Xarnak, due to Thutmose 1L the following
obelisks: the single one now by the Lateran in Rome: and two pair, of which
the vne now in Constantinople is the sole surviver. This is strikingly cor-
robarated by Thutmose ITL’s great list?) of feasts and offerings. whieh forms
the continnation of the annals. and in its introduetion proeeeds with the
narrative of the conclusion of his first campaign®. The date of the erection
of this table of feasts and offerings is important, as showing to what period
its evidence refers. The faet that it eontinues the anmnals would indicate that
it i one whole witli them, and of the same date. viz. the year 42. This
conelusion is vendered certain by a easual reference in the list, of foreign
captives presented to Amon. which. so says the inseription (1.7), eontinues
»from the year XXIII until the recording of this inseription (wd pr) upen this
sanetnarye.  This reference wonld have no meaning unless the date of »the
recording of this tablet« had heen already indicated, whicli we find to he the
case.  After the navration of the last campaign. the annals inseription is sum-
marized as wrecording the vietories which he (Thutmose TIL) won - from the
vear XXII[I] to the year 32 (sie!). when this inseription wd pa was recorded
npon this sanemary«'). Tt is elear that wd pn velers to the entire record wall
around the sanctuary and thux the inseription®) of feasts and offerings  from
the wars is dated as including nothing after the year 42%). Its testimony on
the obelisks therefore will refer te those existing in or before that year. Among
its offering-lists appear (1. 16):

Bo Il 2|

o Bk N 2 SR

H LD, 39,

%y LDUUILL. 300 rvascen, Ree. des Mon. T 13— 4.

%) See wmy sLength and Season of Thutmose 111s First Campaigne, 37,37,

) LDUIIL, 304 120 = Brresen, Thes, 1184 —85 L 20,

“ That a door intervenes in the wall hetween the last campaign of the annals and the

AN
A\

inxeriplion of feasts and offerings, is of no signifieance; for the annals are themselves interrupted
by a door, and a corner of the room round which they turn, but this does not prevent their
actnally being included by the scribe, in the term wd pn.

) «32u has long heen recognized as an error for « 12« and it is not neeessary to reiterate
the proof for it hiere.
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»Divine offerings for 4 great obelisks. wlhich my majesty made a new for
my father |Amon]: cousisting off 104) various loaves and 1 jars of beer, which
are for cach one of these obelisks. «

Furtlier on. the inseription again (I 32) refers to offerings for o@nﬂﬂﬂx)‘
Up to the year 42 therefore. Thutmose T had erceted two pair N(V;?nlwlisks
at Karnak, and it ean hardly be donbted that these are the two pair which
we have already found in other sourees. There arve also other inseriptional
referenees to these obelisks.  Menkhepertesench mentious in his tomb, in a list
of warks which he cereeted

AV [~ [
I AT - 2

»1 nspeeted his majesty’s erection of many obelisks and flagstaves for
his father, Amon<®. The king referred to is Thutmose I A semab®), also
hears the words: »Thutmose 1. whase obelisks endure in the house of Amon«.
This completes the list of Theban obelisks. erected iy Thutmoese L, in so
far as the sources are kuown to me'): for the obelisk of Thutmose 1., ap-
propriated by Thatmose 1L, was not erected by him, as Thutmose L's dedi-
eation inseription distinetly states that he erected the two.  This is corroborated
hy the inseription of Inni®).

It is of some importance to correlate these Theban obelisks with the pair,
which - the same king erected ot leliopolis.  From the dedieation on oune of
these we know that Thutmose IIL celebrated at Teast 4 [ih-sd-jubilees®).  As
the Lateran obelisk was unfinished at his death. it is safe to conelnde that it
intended for a still Iater jubilee. Iencee on the hasis of the other [1b-sd

wals
series’) known to us we may arrange his obelisks thus:

1 In L 33 appear among the oﬁ(-nnus Am »obelisk- cakes<!  Compare the bnbn-cakes
in the Kahun papyri. e

%) Virey. Miss.V. 200 1.15. corrected by a careful copy kindly loaned to me by Mi. NEwneRRY.

%) Berlin. Xr. 3530, Ausfithrl. Verz. p. 117,

%) An obelisk from Elephantine, now in Sion louse is mentioned by Bieen (History p.102)
and a new obelisk of »Thotmess (not stating which one) is recorded in the Arch. Report of the
Ew, Expl. Fund 18905—99, p. 22,

%) Sec my note PSBA.. March 1900, p, 90,

% On the obelisk now on the Thames Embankment in London; in June 1907, 1 was able
to discern three strokes of the numeral, and there seemed to me na voom for a Ith; but Brrasen
vead four when the obelisk was prostrate at Alexandria (Thes, 1130), and as the stone has sinee
doulitless weathered some in a northern climate, 1 1link his reading is the <afer,

" These are as follows (Broesen, Thes. 1122 —1129):

Amenophis 111.:
Ist Hb-xd, year 30

2nd . w2
3rd » - 35
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Ist Ub-sd. year 30%) Pu-em-Re¢ pair or lost pair®).

nd e » 33 Pair on Wall of Annals (one at Constantineple),
371 B » 36 Pu-em-ReC-pair or lost pair,

Ath » » 40 eliopolis pair,

Sho o » 42 Lateran obelisk. .

While the obelisks offer no hint as to the season or time of year when
Thutmose HL was engaged upon them. vet we may here inguire how much
and what part of his vear was oceupied in suele enterprizes at home. These
nine. or at the lowest seven obelisks, all quarried at the first cataract, represent
a furmidable amount of work, carried on. with the possible exeeption of the
last. while hie was still in the thick of his Asiatie wars: during a period of’
only 12 vears. They are but a hint of the chavacter of his ocenpation, when
the vearly rains iu Palestine turned his armies home again; for there is ample
evidenee apart from these obelisks. that the houndless energy of Thutmose 1L
found full employment in Egypt during the miny seasons whieh interrupted
his campaigns in Asia.  Already hefore he bhegan his campaigns, he had finished
his mortuary temple in Thebes and wasx able to hold in it. one of his feasts
of victory on the return from his first campaign® in the year 23, Tlis coro-
nation jnseription’) likewise vecords great works at Karnak, before the opening
of his wars. One caunot but wonder, in view of these faets, whether his
dangerous energies were thus infentionally kept employed in building enter-
prives during Hatshepsut's life time, that they might not become troublesome
to her in polities. Returning however to the main question, T have already in
this journal (vol. 37 p.127. 128) judicated the scason of his campaiyning in Asia
and in this connection we may note whether those dates coineide with tlie
scason of his activity in Egypt. Tn the great ediet of Narmhab®) it is stated
In way of precedent, that king Mu-lpr-Re »made an expedition at the feast
of Opet each vear« throughout Eaypt for the purpose of suppressing official ex-

Ramses 11.:
1st £ -sd, year 30

Ond . - 3
3d - - 36
4t - = 40
Hth » w12
ith » »

Y These dates are not all certain: 33 is fixed by o record of the eclebration of the jubilee,
on e rocks at Bl Bershel (Sharpe. Inser. 11 175 again less aecwrately 11 33); 30 s vendered
certain by 1he fact of a jubilee in year 33; the others rest solely on the other known sevies in
the preceding note. 1o the placing of the obelisks anly those of the second and fourthy [1b-sd’s
are entirely eertain, while the fifth is only probable as there may have been move than 5 [t -wl’s.

% Or was Thutmose 111, content to apprupriate his father, Thutmose L's obelisk for his
first Hb-sd?

%) See AZ.37, p.123 L3,

Yy See my =New Chapter«, p. 6.

) Ree. V1, 4111130,
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tortion. Now, in the essay above referred to. I have shown that the feast of
Opet occurred early in October.  Tlence we hiave liere clear proof that Thut-
mose HL's annual season of work at home began about the first of October,
which strikingly eorroborates the conclisions of the above essay regarding the
season of campaigning in Asia. The employment of these seasons in huilding
began at Karnak before his second campaign. The wealth which Amon gained
from the plunder of the fiest campaign, immediately demanded the enlargenent
of hix temple.  Tlatshepsnt had marred the western entranee of the building
by inserting her obelisks behind her father's pylon, unrooling and  partially
denuding the hall of its columns in order to do so. The inability to restore
this hall satisthetorily ) and unwillingness to haild avound his father’s obelisks
which stood at the western entrance, led him to make his addition at the east
end, really the rear of the temple. The plans must have heen made very
soon after his return from the fiest campaign in October, for the great granite
stela®) which records the Iuilding states that the foundation ceremonies per-
sonally  performed by the king, took place on the 30th of Mechiv: that is
toward the last of February. less than five months after his retmen from
the first emmpaign, and some two months hefore his departure on the second.
A new light is thus thrown in partienlar upon his first winter at home after
the beginmning of lis wars: and we scee that liis personal sapervision of his
enterprises in Egypt began each season in early October and continued at least
till the end of Februavy. when in all probability he went north. to organize
his forees for the expedition which would move as early in April as the rains
woulld permit. It is this incessant. employment of his great abilities during
his winters in Egyvpt and his summers in Asia, that made the reign of Thut-
mose HL. the greatest in the history of the cavlier orient.  We may casily
credit the words of Reklimire who says of him®):

— o
1. =87,
g RO
AANARA AN i L=
Ad@@ o &glwlp
A o m’&:; P —

»Lo. his majesty was one who knew whai happened: there was nothing

of whielt he was ignorant: he was Thoth in everything: there was no word
which he did not earry out.«

) This is shown by hlis restoration of the northern half of the coloonade (see my New
Chapter, p.30): and by his failure to undertake the restoration of the southern halfle the cobunns
of which were reerccted by Amenhotep U,

%) Mar., Karn 12 L7,

3) Nrewnkrry. Rekbhmara VI, 1L S—4.



