THE EGYPTIAN PRIESTS AND THE PTOLEMAIC DYNASTY!

I INTRODUCTION

The topic "priest and king" in ancient Egypt has to be seen from different view
points. Ideologically we have to state that the king himself was the only true priest whe
carried out rituals, sacrificed for and communicated with the gods and by means of this he
maintained the order of the world. From the viewpoint of the Egyptian ideology or concep!
of kingship the priests are only delegates of ihe‘king who represent him in all llcligious anc
cultural aspects. The king for example cannot celebrate the morning ritual or the new years
festivities in all temples at the sarne time and so on which is quite understandable. But as it i
principally the Egyptian pharao who as the priest of Egypt gets in and maintains the contact
with the gods, normally only the king can be seen in the ritual scenes of Egyptian remp]e
reliefs. » . |

In the reality of the Egyptian life - socially, economically and administrationwise -
the big priesthoods of the country represent the strongest power besides the'king. They also

represent the mental elite of the nation and they are the carriers and preservers of the

_culwral, scientific and civilizing achievements par excellence.

Therefore in ancient Egypt the king and the priesthoods faced each other with regard
to their power and influence, not always in peaceful and harmonic teamwork as you know
from the Amarna period. After the age of Amarna it was no longer possible to restore (he
religious conditions of the early 18th dynasty.? A continuously increasing and during the
course of time changing field of tensions between king and priests remained. Under
Ramesses I the most important priesthoods of Egypt - which means the ones of Thebes.
Helopolis and Memphis were unified in the Ramesside triad Amun, Re and Ptah. The king
expresses his immense power through an exaggerated courtlife as well as through - wha

must be called - a wild building mania. The king himself claims a highest degree of divinity

! Conference held by the author at Cairo, “Ain Shams University, Faculty of Letiers. 237d April
1996 and at Alexandria, University, Faculty of Letters, 2410 Aprit 1996. For the subject as a whole sce
G. HOWL, Geschichie des Proleméierreiches. Politik, ldeologie rnd religidse Kultur von Alexander dem
Grofien bis zur vémischen Eroberung, Damstadt 1994 (with bibliography). Scc further W. Huss, D¢
miakedonische Kinig und die dgyptischen Priesier, Studien zur Geschichie des prolemaiischen Agvpien,
Stuttgart 1994,

23 Assmann. Re und unnn. Die Krise des polytheistischen Welthildes in Aevpien der 18.-20

Dyvnastic, Freiburg/CH 1983 (= OB 510,
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and, in the sanctuary of Abu Simbel, he is placed in an equal line wnh the great gods of the
state. ; _
After Ramesses 1 the king’s power gmdually declines. The enor mous foundations

given to the temples which especially Ramesses 1T was famous for cannot be continued.

‘Signs of decline within the Egyptian xcalm become evndent in the strikes of the Theban

tombworkers and the tomb robberies at the end of the 20th dynasty Tt s still in the time of

Ramesses X1 that the high priest of Amun comes to power in the south wheye he 1 ounds the

theocr atlc state of Amun, In contrast to the time of Ramesses II the situation is now reverse:

now the Egyptian pnwthood triumphs over the pharao and the high priest of Amun, who

carries out essemvra iy ,royal duties in lu% function as pnest is onlv too willing to aCCLp( royal -

titles.

Intermediate Period in order to i lusmte the wide field of tension between the king and the
priests. Later therc are also certam Egyptian kings from the 22nd leyan and the 25th
Nubian dynasty, who - by the way - are never scen as fmewn rulers despite their foreign

'm‘igiri and who rewned as pharaos in a firmly established state system. In the times of

decline and disorder - we only have to think of the Late Libyan Period with its many

~independent chiefdoms or of the Assyrian period in Egypt - in such times the Egyptian

priesthoods were the only body in charge of cult and temple activities and they also had to

keep up (by f oxcc) a fictitious system of pharaonic hmvshlp Because it was still the figure of

pharao who was at the centre of the Egyptian Iellﬂion and who remained a necessity to

ensure the continuation ot the anient Eg gyptian world order. The Persian conquest of 52

B.C. ﬁced Egypt for the first time with a long lasting powerful foreign ruler. This forced the
Egvphan priests to find an ”mangemcm with the Persian King and to recognize him as
pharao, even if they - disliked him personally or endowed him with a criminal reputation as

we know lhey did in the case of the Persian King Cambyses. By the way sensible rulers

“ralways tned to take over the pharaonic I\mgshlp and were anxious to reach a compromise

with the Effyptrm clergy. It was particularly Dareios the Great, Alexander the Great and the

Plolemies, but also the empcxm Augustus and other Roman emperors who achicved that. -

Htstoxy had taught that without considering the religious conditions of the country andt he

priests itwou 1d be 1mpomb e 1o exercise a satisfactory rule over Eg,ypf

1 have outlined the development from the late New Kmodom to the socalled Tt md
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I THE COOPERATION BETWEEN THE EGYPTIAN PRIESTS AND I
| - THE PTOLEMIES | | RN :

b  1.The famiw of the high priest of Ptah -
\ , ‘

had moved to the north of the country, particularly to Memphm Since Alexander the G

\ : v ‘ o .

_ ] o In the course of the Egyptian Late Period the emphasis of the xe]wious organisa
1
|

had made sacrifices to the gods of Heliopolis and Memphis and since (accor ding to tradit
“ he had ascended to the throne of Ptah in Memphis, he and his successors were surroun
,r by the typically memphite version of the concept of ]\II]gShlp, at the centre of which st
| Ptah as the pnmeval and cr eator god, the’, Lord of Maat®, the Father of all gods* anc
' L ' on. The. Ptolemies followed Alexander's exampIe and were crowned in \fIcmphm 1

‘ ] ensured from the very beginning a co- -operative relationship between the Memp.
| : pneslhood and the Ptolemaic dynasty. The high puegt of the Ptah who carried out
: ] coronation xepresented the Egyptian priesthoods in general. It was no doubt this g
‘ _cooperation between the Ptah priest and the Ptolemaic king which caused that the offic
| ~ the Memphite high priest could kept for more than three centuries within one and the 8t
{ family. This was for about ten generations reaching into the Augustan penod 3
| o Result of this cooperation between Egyptian priests and the dynasty was the
| that the Macedonian pharaohs Very soon got incorporated into the ancient Egyptian festi
: cults. In Memphis we know about this since Plolemy I1.4 Here the high priest of Ptah cay
' ! ' out the appropriate rituals on the royal statues. After the king's death his ritual apothe
took place in accordance with old traditions in the funerar y temples. Within the Memy
Serapeum this was the cast temple, which had been built under Nectanebo I at the east
. - of the dromos opposite the Apis vaults. 5 > So from Ptolemy IT onwards, next to the statue
the living Apis and other gods there were the statues of the divine Plolemies. -
A significant event in the dévelopment of the relationship between the Egy

=

priests and the Ptolemaic dynasty was the deification of Arsinoe II after her death in 2
- The most important testimony of this event is the socalled Mendes stela, whose 1

—————

3 On the family of the hmh pncm of Plah in the Ptolemaic peimd see J. Quacgcbeur,
[ genc alogy of the Memphite High Pricst family in the Hellenistic period, in: . 1. Crawford and o
Studies on Ptolemaic Memphis, LO\:UH] 1980, 43- 81; D. 1. Thomp\on Memphis muiu the Prol
Princcton 1988, 1281 - ‘
4p. Kuskl Die heiligen Tiere und der Konig, 1. chgb'lden IQSQ 126 (= AAT lﬁ)
_ 3 CIL ibid., fig, 5, no 1 (after p. 58; = map of A. Marietie, also in: I. Ph. Lauer. Ch. Picar
i statues prolémaigues du Sarapieion de Me nmiphis, Paris 1955, pl. 26): Jox the Iunc!mn of 1 e
' Kessler, 1"6-]3() i ‘
) ¢ On the death of Arsinoc 11 in 270 B, C. (and not in 268 B.C. as advanr . by f‘ Grzybel
calendrier macédonien au calendrier prolémaigue, Basel 1990, 103-112) cf. G. HOlbL, Bemerkinge

» Jriihptolemdischen Chronologie, Tyche 7 (1992), 1201,
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important fragments were found near ihe old town of Mendes in 1871 and which today is

kept in the Egyptian Museum in Cairo (fig. 1)7. In the upper part of the stela we see on the
Jeft side the royal family of Prolemy II, Arsinoe {1-a Iready dead since years at the time of
the production of the stela - and the crown prince 'Plolemy’, all together making sacrifices 0
the newly enthroned ram of Mendes, to Harpokrates, to the previous, that is the dead ram of

Mendes (of anthropomorphic shape with a ram’s head), Hatmehit (the goddess of Mendes)

‘and, last not least, to the new goddess Arsinoe H You see Arsinoe I brings a fictitious

sacrifice to her sell as goddcgs The hieroglyphic text clear ly says® that Piol emy 1 by decree
lmd raised his deceascd sister-wife in the rank of goddess and that from now: on in all
Eovplmn 1tmpk‘; bh(’ has 10 be \fenem&d as temiplesharing goddsss besides the miin god.
for emmpie m Memplns s 1e was venex ated at the sxde of Ptdh m the Fayum bwc es Sobek
and so on, ' ' K

" However, Ido not want o talk now about Arsinoe T as goddess but I would like to
llusu ate how lhe Eg gyptian priests especml!y the Path priests of } ‘\/Iemp his reacted. We have
to bear in mmd that the 1ehg10us and political decision of the deification of the deceased
Arsinoe II was not entue]v against the ancient Egyptian traditions despite the rather
spectacu]m plocedure The Mendes stela exphcx(;y siates ‘that the erection of the Arsinoe
statues in the templm presemed no problems for the pnests 9 Particularly in Plolemaic
\flemphls wu have a seties of cults for deceased pharaos with their own priests, e\dmp]ex
being Menes, Snoﬁu Ramesses 11, Merenptah, Amasis and above all ,,Neclaucbo the
Falcon™. 10 So one COLﬂd carry on this tradition and the high priest of Ptah Nesisty 11 (first

half of the 31d cemury B.C.) united among his many hmctions those of a ,,pxophet .in the

‘ %hnne of Ramesscs 1 and ofa, pmphct of Ar%moe 1r.

In Memp‘ns a temple of Arsinoe was erected in close connection with the Ptah
temple Duum7 the third centmv the function of the priest for Arsinoe was camed out by the
high priest of Ldﬂ mmqeli thus umtmcr the Eg gyptian priesthoods and the divine Ptolemaic
dynasty. ' ' ' . e

‘Twould now llke to take the opp01 tumty to mention three funer my stelae (fig. 2) of

such high priests of Ptah which were bought in Egypt together with many other Egyptian

~antiquities in 1821 at the request of the Austrian emperor and which are now on exhibition in

our Egyptian collection. The stela in the middle and to the 11crhﬂ2 belonged to the two sons

7 For the bibliography of the stela cf. Holbl, op.cir. (n. 1), 297, n. 23; Grzybek, op.¢it;, 103-112.
‘}’ Line 13;.¢f. H. De Muulumew Mendés, 11, Warminster 1976 ]75
9 Ihid. ' :
10 Thompson, o)) citr,, 127 with n. 116
I prosopographia Prolemaica IX, 5361.
12 Vienna, Kunsthistorisches Museum, AS 125 (= Reymond, op.cit., no 8 [92-94]), 162 (=
Reymond, op.cit., no 7 {87-911); for nv. no 125 see alse H. Sawzinger, Das Kunsthistorische Museunt in.

A0, 1004 90 wi 15,
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of the high priest Anembor 31, whose stelz is on the Jeft of the shide (fig. 3).13 Let's Jooh

this stela of Anembor in more detail, He was the son and successor of the previoy

mentioned Nesmy IT. Anembor II became high priest around the midddle of the third cens:

and died on June the 8th 217 BC. This date is interesting because it lies before thL Ptolem

victory at Raphia [22nd of June 217] during the fourth Syrian War against Antiochus °

You can read the name of Anembhor in the two columns in- the uppermost part of the ste

,,Osiris, God's Father hnz-puest sm-priest, n-m-Hr, the justified". “Among all these pnes

titles thh Ancmhor holds we find those particularly interesting which make him'a plles|
the cult for the Ptolemaic famiiy Already in the second line you can read: i ngrvj mnl
I ntrwj mrjw jt"Priest of the Benefactor Gods | {and] Priest of the thhcx lo\mcr got
thdt is priest Qf the third and fourth Pto]emaxc coup]e

- Let me stay here alittle longer. Befmehand I would hke 10 say that Plolem
founded a Greek cult for the deificated Al lexander the Great onto WhICh smce Ptolemy,
the following Ptolemaic couples were added, 1esu1tmg in socall Pto]emdlc

Alexandrian dynastm cult. The priest of this cult was called: ,.Puest of Ale&ande: (of
Theoi Soteres,) of the Theoi Adelphoi; of the Theoi Euergetai and 0 on“. On pr mc1ple i
cult had nothing to do with the Egyptian priests. But in the pnestly decree of Canopu
from 238 under Ptolemy I1T the assembled Egyptian prles(s decided to make alf socalled u

' priests carry the title "priest of the Theoi Euer getat xespectwe[y of the Benefactor Goc

meaning that they would have to exercise the Egyptian royal cult for the rej gning ih
Ptolemaic couple. Later priestly decrees ordered the addition of the living royal pair so 1
titles analogous to that of the Alexander priest came into existence. Sometimes the sect
Ptolemaic pair was inserted Jater on. So we can find Eoyptlan priestly titles such as ot
priest of the second Ptolemaic pair, of the third Ptolemaic pair, of the fourth Plo]emmc ]
and so on“. The Ptolemalc couples are always mentioned with their Greek cult titles, butt
where translated into Egyptian. We can find here the phenomenon of the nati ve Egyp'
dynastic cult which surely was developed by analogy thh the Alexcmduan dy mastic cult,
whxch also shows significant differences. The Alexandrian dynastic cult is'a Greek ¢
whereas the Egyptian priests occupied with the Ptolemaic ru]e: cult carry-out the Egyp
statue cult of the Ptolemaic kings and their wives in their proper Eg ypmn temples. '
Alexandrian dynastic cult is only carried out at the tomb of Alexander the Great in A]emn
and it is a further developmem of the Alexander cult - whereas the Egyptian Ptokmd]c cu
carried out theoretically in al Lgyptmn temples - where the Ptolemies have become Synn
that is temple-sharing gods of the Jocal Dvypnan gods; helem Alexander the Great was ne

: dCCGpICd as god.

13 Vienna, kuns(lnstomchcs Muscum, AS 153. E. A. E, Reymond Fram zlu rec m(!s

“priestly fmm[\ Jrom Memphis, Wicsbaden 1981, no 4 (71- 77, pt. 1L

14.0n the chru of Canepus and the subpcu of the 1ndchnou§ d\,'nasm cult sec Holb] o
1), 99-105. -
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And now back 0 Anemhor {1 We have read before on the stela that the high priest

of Ptah in Memphis also participated in such a native dynastic cult and in this case with the
high priestly ttle i ,,prophet” of the third and fourth Ptolemaic couple. Anemhor took over
the cult for the fourth Piolemaic couple, the Theoi Philopatores/the Father-loving gods, these

are Plolemy 1V and his sister-wife Arsinoe 1I before June 217, because on 8th of June he

died. In addition to this we know that the Egyptian cult for the fourth Ptolemaic pair is
documented in the titles of the wb-priests - as already mentioned - from autumn 220 BC.
But in Alexandria, on the contrary, these Theoi Philopatores were added to the cult of
Alexander after the priestly meeting in Memphis of 15th of November 217, celebrating the
victory at Raphia. So we can see by this evidence that the Egyptian priests included the
Plolemaic royal céuples i their cult quite independent of the Alexandrian dynastic cult. The
best example of this is the high priest of Ptah in Memphis himself. v _

Now let's look at line four of the stela of Anemhor: »hm-priest of the King's
daughter, King's sister, King's wife, mistress of the Two Lands Arsinoe, the Brother-
loving Goddess, in the temple of Al‘s‘inoe, which is in this country...*. This means, the high
priést of Ptah is at the same time the ,,prophet of Arsinoe” in the Egyptian temple of Arsinoe
in Memphis.!> - ' ‘ _

From the advanced 2nd century BC onwards the Egyptian element gained more and
more importance both at the Ptolemaic court and within the state administration. This went
hand in hand with a tightening of the family of the high priest of the Ptah and the royal
family. And in 122 the Memphite high priest Psenptah I, a great-great grandchild of
Anembhor IT, married 2 Berenike', who was probably a relative of the Ptolemaic family and
had close connections with them.!¢ This was during the reign of Ptolemy VIIL

Two generations later, in the year 80 BC the Alexandrians had a Plolemaic prince
succeed to the throne, and this one, Ptolemy XII Neos Dionysos, became father of the
famous Cleopatra. Ptolemy XI1, a son of Ptolemy IX, was according to Greek tradition, of
iillcgitimate birth. In cases where we don't know the mother, there is the possibility that such
princes and princesses were the of fsprings of an Egyptian marriage of their father with a Iddy
of noble rank, for instance a member of the Memphite high priest family.

In 76 BC Ptolemy XI1I appointed the fourteen-year old son of the then deceased
Ptah priest of Memphis to his father's successor. This young high priest Psenptah i1l, was
the grandchild of the previously mentioned Berenike, who was a noble lady of the Ptolemaic
court. In the same year Psentptah I crowned the twelfth Plolemy as pharao in Memphis:

because of his young age Psenptah was, of course, entirely dependent on the king.

IS On the Egyptian temple of Arsinoc at Memphis cf. J. Quaegebeur, Documents concerning a
cult of Arsinoe Philadelphos at Memphis, INES 30 (1971). 262-270.

16 Vienna, Kunsthistorisches Museum, AS 82, line 9: Reymond. op.cit., no 17 (funcrary stela of
the son of Psenptab 11 W, Huss, Die Herkwift dev Kleoparra Philopator, Acgyptus 70 (1990). 199-202.

0
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We are well informed about the events around this last ancient Egyptian coronatior

t]nough the funcxaxy stela of Psenptah IIT (fig. 4),'7 which today is kept in the Britis}
- Museum. Thls monument is also known as Harris stela, because it was part of the forme
Harris co!!ecuon Anthony Charlcs Harris. was.an En,g, ish-merchant and oﬂlcml in

Alexcmdud in the ]9th ceniury, In the upper most part of the sie a, on the left, the du,eaqcci

man is delC(Qd wea:mc the traditional dress of the High priests of Ptah. Opposxte htm # trai

of deities is to be found: these are: Osiris, Apis, Isis, Nephihys Horus, Anubis, }mhetq

and the Goddess of the Necropolis. Psenptah tells that first he crowned the phar aoh Plo em
* XII'and then he travelled to the royal residence in Aicxandna Alittle later the phar aob

crowned the fourteen -year old high priest and appointed him hig plophel“ which meant tha
: e - the young high: prlessvt became in an extraordinary manner pnest for the hvm phzu‘aol
L Pto}emy X1 within the Memphite Egyptian cult. R e T
| ’Fhe Ptolemaxc pharach also endowed Psenpmh with the incomes of other temples 1)
Egypt yoru can see the king did not hesitate to withdraw income fmm other tempies mnEgyp
- in order to pzesent it to his favourite priest. We can also read in the Harris stela tha
| ' Ptofemy X visited Memphis frequently where he stayed in the x;o‘yal p‘é]aéé of the serapeun
dlsmct 18 ATl this illustrates that connections between the Ptolemaic. King and the mos
;‘ ' 1mportdm priestly family of Egypt became closel and closer For both 51des this was
polmcal necessity.

- Psenptah III d1ed in 41 BC and this was - as stated in his stela - in the reign ¢
CTeopdlr& ;md her son Kaisar, the well known Kaisarjon. Cleopatra and her sister and he

' bmthels were accm ding to the Greek point of view also of il] legitimate bmh They could ver,
‘ I weH have had an Egyptlan mother, who herself might have been a xnembe1 of the hmh pries
/ , | i fdmlly of Memphis - this even more $o smce Cfeopﬂtxa is said to have heen ﬁmlhan thh the
R Egypt:an language. S » e R R
- T Concludmg thrs topic rogay ding the Memp}nte pnests I would Iike" to undét*l’iliﬁ a1gf;}i;e
: that at the end of the - Pfolemaic histor y the high priest of Ptah represented side"b)fé;idé‘Wit’i
o the king the head of state. 1t is therefore easy to-understand that after rhe co'nqna‘st'o

L'- B Alemndna Octavmn the later Aungustus, w was rather dubious to Jemxtate this offic

| . Tepresenting the entne Egyptian priesthoods as well as the-old Ptolemalc Jeolme As
*compzomme he dppomtcd finally, a high priest of Ptah in the third year of his reig

. (78/27)” rhus contmumo the old phar aonic I\moshxp in the embodnmnt of !hc Rom

, : l7R<,ymond op.cit., no 8(]?6 150), 1av. X, E Bresciani, Letieratura e poesia dell' antico Egirt,
‘ 2nd ed., Torino 1990, 672-675. For an interpretation of the coronation text: 1. Bergman, Jeh bin Jsiy. Studic
zum mcmp/umc/un Hm!e;gmud der griechischen Isisaretalogien, Uppsala 1968, 112-120 (= Act.
Universitatis Upsaliensis, Historia Religionum, 3), :

I8.CL. the map in Kessler. op.cir. (n. 4), fig. 5 (after p. 58).

-

19°0f the appoeintment of the last high pm st of Plah we are informed by the funerary stely of his
| mother Tnepheros, line 11 Reymond, epueir {n. 12}, no 29 (223.230).
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: pmpcxox 0 l“hls n«*h prmt Ldllui Psenamun became - to%thm with hxsmmhm Tnuphu 0% -
_'prophet of, CC\L.B«.U in. the Mcmphxt:, royal cult.= e Atm the duuh of Psmamun the Roman

adxmmsn anon found it howwer no Ion“er necessary {0 dppomt A new hwh priest of th

- Am About 20 BC thc bmory of this pnaat y o; fice md of the ﬂmu ly whlch hm hld it fox

- moxn tlmn 300 ye&rs mme to an und

Rugdrdmc the 1eht10m‘np of the Ptotemam dynugt/ md the Bg ytiah prieét‘s the

' socalled’ pmstly du;teu, are particularly xevesﬂmw. By these degress the decisions 01 the
pue%tly synods are: pubhmed in Hmowiyphtc Demotic ~and: Gxeek ‘This was. a new
ptolenmc mtroductlon in Egypt, taking as models the honorific decrees of the Gxenl\ cities -
" and following also theit structure. We have evmlenu of the pnestly decrees in the peuod
i mnnmﬂ from. the second to the sixth Prolemy.?? .
‘ _Inthe ”nd half of the 3rd century hlffhldnkmg thtan pnexts from d“ over thu
- countxy had to tLﬂ\e part m an assembly at the royal court once a year. The dates were fixed

accoxdmo to spec;ﬁc evems such as the coronation of the king, his bmhddy, the c;lebmnon

B of a \mtoxy or a festival tof a more than remom\l importance. These meetmgs pmmn ly dealt. ‘v »

with questxons of xhe cult and the organisation of the temples, and - Wlm ‘the mowm«r

'mpolmnu ot the Egypti:m element within the Pt tolemaic state - L‘me \nle d]nCU\bﬁ‘ad also

, ‘fxmmcml pxoblems as well as rights and privileges of the priests, whw.by all these ms.etmus
had to fulhl certain courﬂy dutxes these were mostly to decide festmtxes and other mkhm" :

' c*«:mmve cultu‘: hOﬁOlS for the roya couple w1thm thc hame of thc e\clstmo E ypnan my‘xl

mxentments the nauves might have had. This tendency Is Fully obvious in the Canopus
. decree 0!;2‘383,3'_ (fl 5) AL thaL txme a poWerfui hellemsuc king. Ptolemy I contmntcd the

: lraf;en bet der :‘\mbllzlung des rimischen Plivaos, in: Wege dlfnen. F‘,stschult tur ROerlmdldLh i 63,

-;Gubummg, frsg. v M. Schade-Busch (Wiesbaden 1996 98-109.

- 210n the twis persons, mother and son, see: S Prosopographia Fmiwnmm l*( 53751, D‘M*h
_ 2, Huss, Die in ptolemaaischer Zeit ver}‘uﬂren Synodal- Dc/um, der ae\pm('hen Pucww ZPE
‘%‘% (2991) §5-60; Holbl, op. cit (. 13, 99105, 144-150, 161. :

S 23 Transiations: Bresciani, op.cit. (n. 17), 642- 647 W, Smcuclbcru Ber demotische. Text dc
'an:et([ekrere o Kanopus und Memphis (Rosetrana) ... (Heidelberg 1922); G. Roeder, R’ufm, ()ftlkf'l wned

Nmmvmehmnv int-alten Agypten (Zirich 1960) 142-1667 A hlbhoumphtcal smv«,y on the texts dnd
fragments survived see in Hotbl, op.eir. (n. 1), 305, n. 187, On the royal ideology contdined in the decrees of

) ‘
238 and 196" sce: Chr, Onasch, Zyr Konigsideologie der Prulemaer in den Dekreten von Kunopm tmd

Menphis (l?()w[mncz) AP 24-25 (1976), 137-155.

: We can see that (partmulaxly in the early phase) the Ptolemles used the amhorxty of
) the E yptmn clergv for their pohcy and that the King tried to demomtmte pubhc}y the loyalty '
ox‘ the priests. in order to gupport - the rule of the tmcxgn dynasty and .- to counteract all -~

20 On thc pmbkms mmcmms* lhu_ [mnmmm of thc \,Roman E’hmamh“ m,e G' Ho bl lclc'nloqm he .
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Egyptian priests. By decree a new phylé (or tribe) of priests was created, which consisted

only of wb-priests, who had taken up office or would do so during the time of Pt olcmy Jill
Luergetes.2* With the help of such a class of nnmly appointed priests, whose loyalty the
Plolemaic comt could be sure of, the king's power and influence wnhm the Egyplmn cle ergy

should-increase, ‘ ‘
_ As already mentioned the Egyptian priests assembled on November 15th 217 in

chmphJs to Leldnate the victory over Antiochus HT at Raphia (in southern Palestine), The

resulting xcsolm]ons are documented in the socalled Raphia decree2s (fig. 6). 1t depicts
Ptolemy IV on horseback pointing his lance at' Antiochus TIT who has already fallen to the
ground; in the copy of Memphis, the representation of the dcfeated Antiochus is destroyed
(fig. 6b); to the left in the back there is Arsinoe 111, Tt is interesting (o see-how the supreme

power of the Hellenistic king as we know it from the Canopus decree of 238 has shifted and-
~given Way in the Raphia decree to a more balanced relations hip between king and clergy.

Afiel the victory king Ptolemy IV, according to old tradition, showed his gratitude to the
gods of Egypt w1th generous gifts made to the temples. He founded additional i ‘incomes for
the temples, gave rich presents such as gold and jewels and temple utensils and renovated
old cult statues.?6 In the Raphia decree all these things are explicitly stated as gifts from the
!\mo to the priests and in return they laid down excessive cuhm honors within the Eﬂypmn

royal cult for hl]ﬂ as 'Plolemy Horus'.27

- When the Egyptlan priests assembled again in Memphis on March 27th 196 in order
to pass a decree the day after the coronation of Ptolemy V Epiphanes, more than 20 years
had pdssed since the Raphia decree and the Piolemaic power had severly suffered both at
home and abroad. A fcw years before (200 B.C.) the Ptolemaic provinces in Syrid
Palestine, Anatolia and Thrace had been lost; there was rebellion in the south, that is; the
Thebald was ruled by a native Egyptian pharaoh. It must have been a question of the right of
existence for the: A]exandnan government - which was ina stcue of continous crisis - to
tmally be able to plesent arecognized king as head of state, The cooperation of the Eg ypnan
clergy qu needed more than ever befoxe because now it was not a victorious }\mn who was
given rGh"IOUS honours for all his benefactions, but it was up to a boy of fourteen to end the
cultic ,.chaos® of a a period of eight years and to re-establish _,order”. So in 196 it was not a
JeCJpIOCaI relationship any longer which had been so fruitful to both sides, but the young
king through the coronation gained the status of an old Egyptian pharaoh especially

regarding his role as a cultic figure and he was endowed with all aspects of (he concept of

24 Uy, H, 134-136; W. Spicgelberg, op.cit., 691 A. Bernand, Le Delta égyptien d'aprés les
fextes grecs, 1: Les confins libygues, Le Caire 1970. 991, 994 (11, 19- 22).

25 Bibliography in H&Ib), op.cit. (n. 1), 314, n. 23.

26y, Spicgelberg, Die demaotischen Denkmiiler, 1, Leipzig 1904, no 31088, 11 14-15 (. 174 (=
sicla of Memphis); 11, Berlin 1932, no 50048, 1f. 28-29 (0. 24) (= stela of Tell el-Maskhat: a.

~7Ilnd L. no 31088, 1. 28 (p. 1%); 111, no 50048, 132 (p. 25).
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kingship and coronation propagaled at that time. The priests of the royal cult institations
secured for themselves a series of privileges n return, which were subsumised as royal

benefactions. We can see agaid that in the third and early second centurics the prevailing

potitical situation of the empire and the dynasty determined the relationship between the king

and the priesthoods, which is clearly reflected in the priestly decrees of 238,217, and 196.
“The priestly decree of 196 has remained on the socalled Rosetta stone (fig. 7) and
some other fragments.?® The Rosetta stone, the famous stone which was deciphered by

Jean-Frangois Champollion in 1822,29 stands at the beginning of modern egyptology. What

the priests decided to their advantage in 196 was on the one hand confirmation of their

_income and on the other hand a reduction of their duties towards the royal family. I must say

that the priests of the royal cult institutions had to pay several kinds of taxes to the crown. >0
But now they could cancel their debts, they could reduce cerlain taxes by two thirds, or they
could abolish all kinds of payment from temple land.3! In this phase of weakness the

- Alexandrian government, represented by a king who was still a boy, had no other choice

than to agree, The boy Epiphanes was totally enwraped by the old pharabnic concept; the
priests made him their pharaoh; and at that time Ptolemy V had nothing retained from a
hellenistic king: ‘ . |

‘When talking about the priestly decrees we mustn't forget the legal aspect. On the
one hand, as we already know, these decrees were a new introduction of the Prolemaic era in
Egypt by analogy to the honorific decrees of the Greek cities, on the other hand it is obvious
that the Egyptian priests - by their decrees which were relevant for entire Egypt - presented
themselves as an independent part within the inﬁeregyptian Jegal system and as an official
representative of legdl decisions besides the king. So you have on the one side the
TPOCTOYHOTO and &(xypécupmoc of the kings (that are 1he.> orders and laws issued by the
king); and on the other side vyou have the priestly decrees.32 Although the king and the royal

- couple respectively were always endowed with great honours by the members of the clergy,

these priestly decrees manifested the field of tension between the king and the priesthoods,
which had a history of many hundreds of ycarS, and that the Ptolemaic attempt and ambition
to be accepted had only be successful on the surface. Having traced the development from
the Canopus decree to the Raphia decree and 10 the Rosetta stone we have now seen how

this field of tension underwent a change.

e

28 Translatio: Bresciani, op.cif. (. 17), 653-658; Spicgelberg, op.cit. (n, 23); S. Quirke, C.
Andrews, The Rosetta Srone {(London 1988) For a bibliografical survey sec Halbl, op.cit. (n. 113 }5. n. 38.

29 J _F. Champollion, Letfre & M. Dacier ..., Paris 1822. :

30 On the royal cult institutions (r-prw) (being besides the hir-ngr within the pr of a god) and on the
weh-pricsts, who fultilled their service there, see Kessler, op.cit. (n. 4), 46-56. 1491 and passint.

31 sk 11, 176,2-178,1; 183,9-184.0. :

321y this connection they are mentioned Jikewise h& E. Scidl, Prolemdiische Rechisgeschichie.
lind cd., Gliickstadt 1962, 15,

T N —————— ————————
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1. THE PRIESTLY OPPOSITION

From what we have heard so far we can see that the priesthoods in the north of the
country, especially that of Memphis had always been in close contact to the mydi family and
the Plo]emalc kings often visited the religious capital Memphis,

The priesthoods of the south, however, not only kept a geographical distance but
also retained a higher degree of independence. This must not lead us to think that the
Prolemaic kings did not care about the south in their religious policy. Quite the opposite was
the case. It was precisely there that they had to try to be accepled as good and fegitimate

pharaos. When we think of the enormous temple projects of Philae, Edfu, Kom Ombo. Esna

(there the Ptolemaic temple was destroyed, only the big Roman hall is still standin g) and also

Dendera or Dakke in Nubia then we must realize that without the help and support of the
dynasty these buildings would not have been possible. The Ptolemies also made foundations
in the South. ,

The most famous one is without doubt the donation of the socalled
Dodecaschoenus, the land of the twelve schoenoi, the lower Nubian region between Aswan
and the Wadi ‘Allagi, which was given to Isis.of Philae. This donation, which can only have
taken place under Prolemy II, is recorded on the socalled Dodecaschoenus,stela33 carved into
the rock at the base of the second pylon of the Philae temple (fig. 8). In the text on the stela
Ptolemy VI Philometor confirms in 157 the assignment of the taxes from the land of the
twelve schoenoi to the temple of Isis in Philae. The reliefs on the stela (fig. 9) show a
double-scene with Ptolemy VI Philometor and his sister wife Cleoppatra 11 slandmtI before
different gods. _

The privileges of the Isis priests of Philae met with opposition from the Khnum

priests of. Elephantine, evidence of this is the socalled Famine stela 34 (fig. 10) a rock

-inscription on the island of Sehel, which usually is dated somewhere in the last years of

reign of Ptolemy V. We can read about a famine at the time of king Djoser (3rd dynasty)
lasting seven years. The stela states that Djoser assigned to the Khnum temple on the island
Elephantine the land of the twelve schoenbi, that is to say the égricuhural income, a tenth of
the hunted animals and other things. The Khnum priests claimed the entire income of the
Dodecaschoenus for themselves on the grounds of an ancient foundation. But their claims
remained without success because the following Plolemies confirmed the donation of the
Jand of the twelve schoenoi to the Isis priests of Philae.

When talking about priestly opposition to the Ptolemaic regime we also must talk
about the uprisings against these regime. It goes without saying that the rebellions in the

Delta during the reigns of Piolemy 111, IV, and V were carried by the poor mass of the

33 1. A. Giammarus t, A, Roceaid, File, storia ¢ vita di un santuario egizio, Novara 1980, 1041
34 p Bar guct, La stéle de la junine & Sehel, Le Care 1953, M. Lichtheim. Anciens fuyptian
Literarre 14 Rerkelov 1620 04 102 0w o : T
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population, which was exploited by the Prolemaic kings in order to finance their costly

foreign policy and their even more costly life style at court. The Ptolemaic administration,
which was tdtaﬂy unjust with regard 1o the peasants, provoked these socially motivated
uprisings, - the victims of which included Egyptian priests - because it is obvious that the
poor wrelches looted whatever they found, also robbing temples. . -
But we know that there had been also a national Egyptian priestly opposition against
the Persian rule, which continued in Prolemaic period and gained impetus at certain times.
his opposition is responsible for a variety of national Egyptian propaganda literature, for
instance the socalled Dematic Chronicle.33 This tract reflects the anti-Persan tendency of
fourth century BC but predicts in the version, which came to us, a native king from

Herakleopolis, who will put an end to the Greek kings. This shows an attitude of opposition

within a certain group of the Egyptian upper class whose intention it was to abolish the -

“Prolemaic dynasty: ’ ‘

This happened indeed - if only partly - in 206 BC when Herwennefer, the leader of
Egyptian rebels, took over power in the Thebaid and was made pharao by his people; the
demotic documents of the Thebaid are dated according to Herwennefer; the Ptolemaic troups
were soon driven out of their Thebaid headquarters. We cannot deal here with the great
Upper Egyptian revolt against the Ptolemaic regime in the times from 206 until 186 BC.30 It
is however important for us to know that the two Egyptians, who reigned as pharaos,
Herwennefer and his successor Anchwexmefan referred in their titles not only {0 Isis but also
to Amun-Re of Thebes, The king of the gods, Amun-Re of Thebes, was of course the patron

of the Egyptian pharaohs reigning in Thebes. This reflects also an ideological opposition to

Ptah of Memphis, whose high' priest cooperated closely with the Ptolemaic family. -

Herwennefer and Anchwennefer were thus officially recognized by the Amun_priests in »

Thebes, and maybe even crowned there. .
~When Anchwennefer was defeated in186 BC, Prolemy V called a-meeting of -

priests in Alexandria, which is documented by the 2nd decree of Philae, 37 engraved there on

the East wall of the birth house. Anchwennefer was declared enemy of the gods - according
{0 the concept of kingship as it was adopted for the Ptolemies. The clergy, however, tried 1o

bring about a rcompromisé: they brought in a petition to pardon Arnchwennefer and this was

“granted by Ptolemy V.

Uy

35 W Spiegelberg, Die sogenannie demotische Chronik des Pap. 213 der Bibliothéque Nationale
i Paris nebst den auf der Riickseite des Papyrus stehenden Texten, Leipzig‘ 1914; Translation in Bresciani,
op.cito (n. 170 203-814. I follow the opinion of LH. Johnson, Is the Dematic Chronicle an Anti-Greck
fract?. in: Grammata Demotica, ES B. Liiddeckens, Wiirzburg 1984, 107-124. ’

36 On the few bistorical events we know about sce Holbl, ep.cit. (n. 1), 135-140 (including
hibliography). ‘ :
: 37 Urk. 11, 214-230; K. Sethe, Die historische Bedeutung des 2. Phili-Dekrets aus der Zett des
Ptolemaios Epiphanes, 7ZAS 53 (1917), 35-49. ‘ k

A
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The liquidation of the upper Egyptian revolt was not the end of the Theban

o

opposition. During the reign of Prolemy VI, which was a period full of crises another
Egyptian, named Harsiésis, tried his luck as pharao 8 In 131 he suceeded to come to power
for a short time in Thebes. Harsi@sis is only interesting for us in as much as he was the fast
old Egyptian to hold the title "pharao’, that is according to our sources. He himself may

have come from priestly circles. Bui the Amun priests of Thebes supported him financially,

whith again documents their opposition towards the Ptolemaic dynasty.

HI. CONCLUSION

Let us now come to a short conclusion of the relationship between the Egyptian
priests and the Ptolemaic dynasty!

In the past we used to believe that the Egvtian priests were principally opposed 1o
the Plolemaic dynasty. The native revolts against the Prolemies were quoted to prove this:
these revolts were seen as nationalist uprisings against the foreign dynasty. Nowadays we
have a far more complex view.

For some years or rather decades we have become more and more aware of the fact
that the Ptolemies were very successful in their religious policy, which not only aimed at
presenting themselves as legitimate pharaos™ but was also based on a wide cooperation with
the high priests, especially in the north of Egypt with the center in Memphis. And it was the
high priest of Ptah himself, who was responsible first for the pharaonization of Alexander
and then for the pharaonization of the Plolemies as well.

Many papyrological and epigraphic sources, particularly the priestly decrees.
document the acceptance of the Ptolemies into the ancient Egyptian royal cult as well as the
creation of native dynastic cults in Egyptian temples. These cults were carried out for the

living and the deceased Ptolemaic couples at the same time, which meant for the Ptolemaic

family as a whole, thus expressing a belief in a kind of family charisma, which was handed-

down hereditarily from one Ptolemy to the next. This happened analogically to the
Alexandrian dynastic cult, which had begun with the imperial god Alexander and which
always remained closely connected with him. It is. however. quite remarkable that the native
Egyptian dynastic cults could be extended to the reianing Ptolemaic couple earlier than was
the case with the Greek dynastic cult in Alexandria. An example of this is the high priest
Anemhor I (see fig. 3) and who within his Memphite area anticipated this cult for the fourth
Plolemaic couple, before they were joined with the Alexander cult in Alexandria: this means

that in Memphis the Ptolemaic couple was worshipped earlier than in Alexandria.

38 On the rebellion of Harsicse of. Halbl. op.elt{n, 1) 1700
G . - .. . . . ,
3G, Hlbl, Zur Legitimation der Prolemder als Phoyaonen, in: Akten des Sympostun. sur

Agyptischen Konigsideologie, Mainy 16,77, June 1995, ed s R Gundineh (Wieshaden: in pring),
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“This fact, and in later (imes the family relation between the high priest of Memph'ﬁ

and the Plolemaic family demonstrate clearly the cooperation between the representatives of
the Egyptian clergy and the king. The best example of this at the end of they Ptolemaic period

is the young high prlest Psenpah 11, who crov.ncd Ptolcmy XI] phm aoh in 76 BC. (see ’

fig. 4)- .
T here was of course in the south of Egypt, mpeually in 'lhebes a st ong national

opposition among the cler gy, who wanted to get { 1id of the Plolemies. Exponents of { their

short success hlsmry are the native pharaos Herwennefer and Anchwennefer and later on
Hersiésis in 130. ’

~ Allinal 11 the development of the realionship between the hgyptmn priests And the
Ptolemaic dynasty s not at all as straight and simple as we sometimes woul like to have it
There was for example ¢ another revolt from 90 10 88 in Thebes, but the city of Pathyris
‘ (south of Thebes on the west bank) remained loyal to the Ptolemaic government. And the
city's resistance agamst the revolt in the Thebaid was led by an Egyptian and by Egyptian
pnem ' ‘ , o
~ But it remains a fact that with the Roman conquest of Egypt lhe Egyptian priests had
{o face totally new and far more difficult pr oblems. Once again they were faced with the
problem in 30 BCof saving their religions world with the pharaoat its centie and carrying it
into a new world. But the Roman empire was 10 jonger so much dependent on the Egyptian

priests as former foreign rulers had been. Which consequences followed, however, is not

our topic.

—-«,__._..—’—-———*“""“-;-»—-——‘—'—‘————«-—-—"—

40 HgIbl, op.cil. (n- 1) 190.
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1: Upper part of the Mendes stela; Cairo, Egyptian Museum, Cat.
Gén. 22181; taken from G. Roeder, Die dgyptische Gotterwell,
Stuttgart 1959, 172 (drawing without hieroglyphic inscriptions).

2: Funerary stelac of members of the high priest family of Memphis;
exhibited in Vienna, Kunsthistorisches Museum, Egyptian
Collection; from left to right: Anemhor I (AS 153); Djedhor, his
eldest son and successor (AS 162); Horemachet, brother and
successor of the latter (AS 125).

g. 3: Funerary stela of Anemhor II (AS 153).

.4: Funerary stela of Psenptah 111, high priest of Ptah 76-41 BC,

socalled Harris-Stela, British Museum, EA 886; photograph taken
from E. A. E. Reymond, From the records of a priestly family from
Memphis, 1 (Wiesbaden 1981) pl. X.

5: Canopus decree, stela from Kom el-Hisn; Cairo, Egyptian Museum,

Cat. Gén. 22186.

6: Raphia decree; stela from Memphis; Cairo. Egyptian Museum,
Cat. Gén. 31088.

7. Rosetia stone, as exhibited in the British Museum.

8: Second pylon of the Isis temple on Philae with Dodecaschoenus
stela on the right below.

¢.9: Dodecaschoenus stela.

g. 10: Famine stela on the island of Sehel.
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The Egyptian Priests and the Ptolemaic Dynasty

Fig. 2 Funerary stelae of members of the high priest family of Memphis;
din Vienna, Kuristhistorisches Museum,

nCollection: from ieft to right; Anemhor 1 (AS 183);

- his eldest son and successor (AS 162);

machet, brother and successor of the latter (AS 125).
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