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the scene for this quite remarkable situation.
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other regions close to the Nile Valley, such as the Sinai. As non-natives of the Western Desert,
the foreignness exhibited by the Egyptians belies the true nature of their initial presence in this
region, and can be linked to the articulation of the dominant ideological conventions and icono-
graphic expressions promulgated by royalty and the elite during the Early Dynastic Period. 
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During the third millennium BC, the picture provided by the limited number and much formal-
ized character of the Egyptian written evidence is often supplemented by iconographic and ar-
chaeological sources. Moreover, there are practically no ancient Near Eastern records mentioning
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sources, preserved on both sides.
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foreigners. Given the political changes in the region of Aštata in the late 14th century BC, when Emar
entered the sphere of the Hittite Empire, special attention will be given to the Hittite influence on
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sources overstated the impact of this invasion since no widespread post-Akkadian destructions
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are attested at archaeological sites. As this paper will show, this did not stop notable archaeolo-
gists of the 20th century from seeking “Gutian” traits in ancient material culture, using stereo-
types that very much echo ancient Mesopotamian sentiment.
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9

Contents



with the help of informants. Nevertheless, indications of cultural background can be observed
in how it shapes material culture. In this paper two different modes, “embodied cultural au-
tomatism” and “conscious cultural choice”, are distinguished and applied to material culture
from Lachish, including architecture, burial practice, the ceramic assemblage, and epigraphic
finds. It is concluded that while the ruling elite appear to have been local Canaanites, at least
some individuals of Egyptian origin, probably engaged in administrative tasks, seem to have
been present at the site. 

Keywords: cultural identity – Late Bronze Age – southern Levant – Egypt – Tel Lachish
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not exist at the time of Tuthmose III. In fact, the geopolitical situation in the Levant in the 15th

century BC was radically different from a century later: while Tuthmose III campaigned sys-
tematically between Canaan and northern Syria, Amenhotep III no longer had this necessity,
and military activity was limited to a few, targeted operations. This paper suggests that the anal-
ysis of the evidence should include not only the Egyptian royal inscriptions and the Amarna
letters, but also contemporary archives from the Egyptian provincial centre in Lebanon at Kāmid
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Preface

“The Crossroads III – A Stranger in the House. Foreigners in Ancient Egyptian
and Near Eastern Societies of the Bronze Age”, has been held at the Faculty of
Arts, Charles University (Prague) between September 10 and 13, 2018.

The main objective of the conference was to enhance our understanding of
“foreignness” in ancient societies of the Near East and Egypt between the end of
the Chalcolithic period and the end of the Late Bronze Age. 

Our goal, while organizing the conference, was to bring together archaeolo-
gists, philologists, as well as historians to obtain a balanced insight into the his-
torical, social, cultural and economic aspects of “foreignness” of the respective
regions (Mesopotamia, Anatolia, Levant, Egypt) at this particular moment in time.
We are firmly convinced that the dialogue between experts of various disciplines
is not only highly desirable, but it is also a necessity for gaining a deeper and
meaningful understanding of complex social dynamics.

We thus tried to collect papers that treated the topic of “foreignness” from ar-
chaeological, historical, iconographic and philological points of view, suggesting
to the contributor a series of possible research questions: Who is a foreigner, and
how do we recognise foreigners in ancient societies? What is the role of foreigners
and how did foreigners and indigenous population(s) interact? What can be said
about foreigners as enemies of the state, and about foreigners as allies? What did
it mean to be a “foreigner” in an ancient Near Eastern society? And what were
the ways of communicating of individuals and societies?

The number of papers we have received, and their quality showed that this
topic is very relevant in the contemporary academic discourse, and that there is
a widespread desire to explore and discuss it.

This desire was well reflected already in the paper of the keynote speakers
that opened the conference. In particular, Clemens Reichel discussed the charac-
terization of the Gutians as attested in the sources of the later third and early sec-
ond millennium BC, and he reassessed the scale and impact of the “Gutian
invasion” taking into consideration more recent historical and archaeological ev-
idence. Seth Richardson reviewed the terminology attested in Old Babylonian
texts to refer to social roles that may have been at least in part associated with for-
eigners, and then discussed the general conceptual construction of “strangers/
strangeness” in the Old Babylonian period. Regine Pruzsinsky, instead, explored
how one can identify foreigners in the Late Bronze texts from Emar, and what
such texts tell us about their interactions with the local societies. Elena Devecchi
offered a reassessment of the latent conflict between the Ugaritic elite and their
Hittite suzerains in the final phase of the Late Bronze Age on the basis of the doc-
uments found in the “House of Urtenu”. Kevin McGeough used insights from
critical theory derived from the discipline of geography to explore “foreignness”
and foreign identity, by examining examples of micropublic interactions in
a urban reality like that of Ugarit. Finally, Jana Mynářová reassessed the evidence
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for the presence of Egyptians living in the Near East during the Bronze Age, with
special attention given to the Late Bronze Age sources, discussing it in relation
with both Egyptian and Near Eastern official documents.

The 26 papers and 6 posters that were presented at the conference declined
these topics in multiple different ways. Some decided to approach the discussion
from a theoretical perspective, or to present and discuss theoretical frameworks
that could be used to explore at least some of elements underlying the concept of
“foreignness”. Others investigated sociocultural dimension involved in the pres-
ence of foreigners, or in their interactions with local communities. Some papers
focused on specific case studies, some looked for foreigners in archaeological ev-
idence or written sources, while others turned to languages and linguistics, ex-
ploring the social interactions hidden behind the spread and circulation of
loanwords and wanderworts, or assessing the meanings and connotations of terms
used to refer to various foreign groups. Cases from Egypt, Mesopotamia, Anatolia
and the Levant, covering the whole of the Bronze Age have been discussed. The
wide range of perspectives, and their combination within the frame of the con-
ference often stimulated that multidisciplinary dialogue that was the primary aim
of this third edition of Crossroads.

This book collects some of the twenty most significant contributions presented
at the conference. The contributions are here presented in alphabetic order, as the
numbers of interconnections that could be highlighted among them makes any
attempt to group them somehow limiting and counterproductive: we, as the edi-
tors, believe that all these papers are part of a single coherent ensemble, and we
wish to present them here as such.

In Prague on July 21, 2019
Jana Mynářová, Marwan Kilani, 

and Sergio Alivernini
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RA                                  Revue d’assyriologie et d’archéologie orientale (Paris)
RANT                             Res Antiquae (Bruxelles)
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RdÉ                                 Revue d’Égyptologie (Leuven)
RIK                                 Reliefs and Inscriptions at Karnak. Chicago: University of Chicago

Press 1936–.
RIME                             Royal Inscriptions of Mesopotamia. Early Periods (Toronto)
RlA                                 E. Ebelling – B. Meissner – E. Weidner – W. von Soden – D.O.

Edzard, eds., Reallexikon der Assyriologie und Vorderasiatischen
Archäologie. 1–15. Berlin – New York: De Gruyter 1928–2018. 

RoB                                Red-on-Black
RS                                   Ras Shamra siglum; or Red Slip pottery
RSO                                Rivista degli Studi Orientali (Roma)
RSO                                Ras Shamra – Ougarit (Paris)
SAHL                             Studies in the Archaeology and History of the Levant (Winona

Lake, IN)
SAK                                Studien zur altägyptischen Kultur (Hamburg)
SANER                          Studies in Ancient Near Eastern Records (Berlin – Boston)
SAOC                            Studies in Ancient Oriental Civilization (Chicago)
SBA                                Saarbrücker Beiträge zur Altertumskunde (Bonn)
SCCNH                         Studies on the Civilization and Culture of Nuzi and the Hurri-

ans (Bethesda, MD)
Sd                                   Samsuditana
SDAIK                           Sonderschrift des Deutschen Archäologischen Institut, Abtei-

lung Kairo (Wiesbaden)
SEL                                 Studi Epigrafici e Linguistici sul Vicino Oriente Antico (Verona)
Si                                    Field numbers of tablets from Sippar, held in the collections of

the Archaeological Museum, Istanbul
SSLL                               Studies in Semitic Languages and Linguistics (Leiden – Boston)
StBoT                             Studien zu den Boghazköy-Texten (Wiesbaden)
StMed                            Studia Mediterranea (Pavia)
StOr                                Studia Orientalia. Edidit Societas Orientalis Fennica (Helsinki)
SVJAD                           A.P. Riftin, Staro-vavilonskije juridičeskije i administrativnye doku-

menty v sobranijach SSSR. Moscow: Izd. AN SSSR 1937.
TA                                   Tel Aviv (Tel Aviv)
TLOB 1                          S. Richardson, Texts from the Late Old Babylonian Period. Journal

of Cuneiform Studies Supplemental Series 2. Boston: ASOR
2010.

TLOB 2                          S. Richardson, A Texts from the Late Old Babylonian Period 2.1:
Sales of Slaves and Cattle. In prep.

TLS                                 Tangent Line Style
TMH                              Texte und Materialien der Frau Professor Hilprecht Collection,

Jena (Leipzig – Berlin)
TUAT N.F.                     Texte aus der Umwelt des Alten Testaments. Neue Folge (Güt-

tersloh)
TVOA                            Testi del Vicino Oriente antico (Brescia)
OREA                            Oriental and European Archaeology (Vienna)
UAVA                            Untersuchungen zur Assyriologie und vorderasiatischen Archäo -

logie (Berlin)
Ug.                                 Ugaritica (Paris)
UF                                  Ugarit-Forschungen (Münster)
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UM                                 Sigla in the collections of the University Museum, University
of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia

UMM                             University Museum Monograph (Philadelphia)
Urk. I                             K. Sethe, Urkunden des ägyptischen Altertums I. Urkunden des

alten Reiches. Lepizig: J. C. Hinrichs 1903.
Urk. IV                           K. Sethe, Urkunden des ägyptischen Altertums IV. Urkunden der

18. Dynastie, Heft 1–16, Leipzig: J. C. Hinrichs 1906–1909; 
W. Helck, Urkunden des ägyptischen Altertums IV. Urkunden der
18. Dynastie, Heft 17–22. Berlin: Akademie-Verlag 1955–1958.

VB                                  Vorderasitische Bibliothek (Leipzig)
VS                                   Vorderasiatische Schriftdenkmäler der Königlichen Museen zu

Berlin (Berlin)
WA                                 World Archaeology (London)
Wb.                                A. Erman – W. Grapow, Wörterbuch der ägyptischen Sprache. 

I–VII. Leipzig: Hinrichs’sche Buchhandlung 1926–1931.
WAW                             Writings from the Ancient World (Atlanta, GA)
WdO                               Die Welt des Orients (Wuppertal – Göttingen)
WP                                 White Painted
WPWM                         White Painted Wheel-made
YES                                Yale Egyptological Studies (New Haven)
YOS                                Yale Oriental Series (New Haven)
ZA                                  Zeitschrift für Assyriologie und Vorderasiatische Archäologie

(Leipzig – Berlin)
ZAR                               Zeitschrift für altorientalische und biblische Rechtsgeschichte

(Wiesbaden)
ZAW                               Zeitschrift für alttestamentliche Wissenschaft (Berlin)
ZDPV                             Zeitschrift des Deutschen Palästina-Vereins (Stuttgart – Wies-

baden)
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ABOUT “EGYPTIANITY” AND “FOREIGNNESS” 
IN EGYPTIAN TEXTS. A CONTEXT-SENSITIVE LEXICAL STUDY

Gaëlle Chantrain (Charles University – Yale University)

Introduction

In this article, I consider the role of some ethnonyms naming neighbours of Egypt
as elements of the Egyptian texts and the role of the people they name in the Egyp-
tian conception of the world. The article is not meant as an historical study: it
rather aims at providing a complement of information to the data already dis-
cussed and analysed in archaeology and history.

My purpose is to show the importance of a contextualised lexical analysis for
a better understanding of a broad phenomenon like the relations between Egyp-
tians and foreigners. I hope that this study can help to trace a continuum between
two poles: on the one hand a stereotyped ideological vision of Egypt vs. “the
abroad” and, on the other hand, some elements of the actual practical situation
described in everyday life texts.

The article is structured in two parts. The first part is made of seven short lex-
ical studies through which we will see what can be inferred about the respective
status of the different foreigners in the Egyptian texts and mental world.

The second part explores some links that can be drawn between the specific
elements of the narrative frame and the ratio of power between protagonists
marked as [+ Egyptian] and [- Egyptian] / [+ foreigner].

Corpus

The lexemes taken into consideration in this study are: nHsy (Nubian), sty.w (Nu-
bians), THnw/TmHw (Libya, Libyans), mSwS (Libyans), X#rw (Syro-Palestinian, Lev-
antine) and o#m (Asiatic). This list is of course not exhaustive. It constitutes the
first set of a series of terms to be analysed in forthcoming articles. These terms
have been chosen because they work together as elements of a system and each
of them has a sufficient number of attestations to highlight significant distinctive
features.

The corpus is made of the texts from the Old Kingdom until the Third Inter-
mediate period encoded into the Thesaurus Linguae Aegyptiae1 and the Ramsès2

1 http://aaew.bbaw.de/tla/index.html (accessed on 15 December 2018).
2 I would like to sincerely thank St. Polis and J. Winand for giving me access to the complete corpus

of the database. The beta version of Ramses Online is available here: http://ramses.ulg.ac.be (accessed
on 15 December 2018).
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database. The distribution of the texts according to the diachrony and the source
corpora is organised as follows: 

The most represented period (that is, with the biggest amount of texts and of
attestations) is the New Kingdom, which is de facto the main core of my study. The
amount of data coming from the other periods are however sufficient to allow for
an accurate diachronic perspective. 

Structure of the analysis: semasiology and onomasiology

The structure of the lexical analysis is also divided in two parts. First, each lexeme
is submitted to an individual (semasiological) study. The results obtained for all
of them are then compared in an onomasiological study, which allows to stress
the differences and common points between the lexemes.

The criteria taken into consideration in the semasiological analysis of each lex-
eme are the following ones: 
1) Distribution of the attestations:

- in diachrony,
- by textual genre: all terms are not attested in the same kind of texts;

2) Classifiers (determinatives) usage and its evolution in diachrony.
The next criteria depend on the cotext analysis, performed through the use of

a distributional semantic model.
3) Individuality criterion: is the term associated to the feature [+ individuality] or
[- individuality]? Several clues can be checked in order to answer this question:

a. Use of the singular vs. systematic use of the collective: Among the words
naming the neighbours of Egypt, some of them can be used in the plural/col-
lective as well as in the singular. Others on the other hand cannot designate
a single person, but only a group.

b. The attestation of a derived feminine noun is an element to mark the lexeme
with the feature [+ individuality].

c. The attestation of a derived personal name is another element pointing in
this direction.

4) [+/- foreignness] criterion: is the foreigner named rmT?
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Period
Thesaurus Linguae 

Aegyptiae
Ramsès

Old Kingdom + -

First Intermediate Period + -

Middle Kingdom + -

Second Intermediate Period + +

New Kingdom + +

Third Intermediate Period + +

Tab. 1. 
Distribution of the texts
according to the diachrony
and the source corpora.



The fact of designating some foreigners as rmT shows an acknowledgment of
their individuality and a higher degree of integration within the Egyptian mental
world. Indeed, as already stressed by Loprieno (1988), rmT works in complemen-
tary opposition with X#s.ti. These terms correspond to the two ends of a continuum
between [+ Egyptian] and [+ foreigner].
5) Agentivity criterion: definition of the grammatical function of the term in the
clause and of its semantic role. One can notice differences in the grammatical func-
tions and semantic roles that the lexemes predominantly (or exclusively) fulfil.
The choice of using these terms as agent, experiencer or patient of an action can
be directly linked to the two former criteria: higher degrees of individuality and
of integration goes together with a higher degree of agentivity.
6) How much do the cotextual features point or not towards the “enemy proto-
type”?
7) Specific cotextual features: this category gathers relevant elements which are
not included in the aforementioned categories.

Lexical Studies: Semasiology

The Nubians

nHsy

Distribution and classifiers 

The lexeme nHsy3 is attested from the Old Kingdom and refers to the inhabitants
of Nubia. It is usually written with the classifiers and , and with the group of
classifiers in the hieratic texts from the 19th Dynasty. The group can also be
found for the plural4. 

When looking at the distribution by textual genres, two observations can be
made. The first one is that nHsy is present in almost all of them, with the exception
of the literary fictional texts (tales). The second one is that most of the attestations
come from royal texts. These observations show that the term nHsy is quite well-
spread and is mainly—but not exclusively—a feature of the ideological discourse.
The fact that the nHsy people are not attested in tales suggests that they do not seem
to be given an important role in the fictional world of the Egyptians. They are also
very scarcely represented in the literary texts in general, since they are attested
only one time in both poetry (love songs) and wisdom texts (Teaching of Ani).

Individuality and foreignness

A feminine form nHsy(.t) is well attested from the Middle Kingdom. It is found in
oracular and legal texts as well as in poetry. In Love Songs, only the nHsy-woman
is actually mentioned. The feminine of nHsy is often written without the ending -t,

3 Wb. 2: 303, 3–11 (including fem. nHsy.t); Hannig 1997: 424; TLA: lemma no. 86650; Ramsès:
nHsy_1006_17854.

4 The detail of the main classifiers used for each lexeme can be found infra, Tab. 9.
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especially in New Kingdom hieratic texts. The distinction is then made with the
masculine by using the feminine classifier and/or of the article t# or the posses-
sive pronoun t#y.f.

Ex. 1. iw.n (r) Sd.f r p# bik <n> nXn t#{y} nHsy(.t) <n> nXb

“We will protect him from the falcon of Nekhen and the Nubian woman of
Nekheb” (P. Turin 1985, 48–49)5

22nd Dynasty; amuletic

Ex. 2. H# n.i t#y.s nHsy.t nty m iry-rd.wy.s k#p

“Ah, if I were her Nubian, who is her confidant” (O. DeM 1266 + O. CG 25218, l.
18)6

19th Dynasty; poetry

The lexeme nHsy can be used as a singular, which shows that the Nubians nHsy can
be considered both as plural entity and as individuals. On a continuum between
[+ individuality] and [- individuality] (= collective, undifferentiated), they were
thus closer to the first end. Moreover, there is a personal name derived from nHsy,
which reinforces this statement. 

The nHsy-people are also designated as rmT. This allows to think that they
rather work as intermediary members on the continuum between [+ Egyptian]
and [+ foreigner]. The use of rmT indeed shows a certain degree of integration in
the Egyptian society and it does not apply to all the foreigners, as we shall see7.

Ex. 3. pr n mniw imn-Htp s# nHsy

“House of the shepherd imn-Htp, son of nHsy” (P. BM 10068, v. 8, 9 = KRI VI, 755, 1)8

Ramesses XI; legal 

Ex. 4. m noi.t n nHsy.w m-kf# s#w tw r n#y.sn rmT.w Hno n#y.sn Hk#w.w

“Do not be complaisant at all with the Nubians, and be careful with their people
and their magicians” (St. Boston MFA 25.362, 10 = Urk. IV, 1344,12)9

Amenhotep II; royal

Agentivity

The lexeme nHsy often fulfils the grammatical function of subject in a clause, with
the semantic role of experiencer or of agent. The term nHsy is consequently rather
high on the scale of agentivity. More specifically, nHsy is mainly used as subject of
verbs expressing physical activity (e.g. sXsX “to run”, f#i “to carry”, …).

5 Edwards 1960: I, 73–76; Ramsès text ID 1105.
6 Ramsès text ID 1128.
7 Cf. also Loprieno 1988.
8 Ramsès text ID 269.
9 Ramsès text ID 1128.
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Ex. 5. n# nHsy.w m sXsX r-H#.t.k m sXpr i.ir.k

“The Nubians who are running before you are an acquisition that you made” 
(P. Anastasi 4, 3, 5–6 = LEM 37, 13–14)
Seti II; miscellanies 

It is indeed interesting to note the fact that the emphasis is often put on the phys-
ical dimension (appearance or activities) when Nubians are mentioned in the
texts. They are usually described as good-looking and active/strong people while
Libyans and people from the Syro-Palestinian region are rather qualified as cow-
ard and scheming.

Ex. 6. Hm.w knon n X#rw mnH.w nfr.w nHsy.w nfr.w n kS Sow Hbs bh.t

“The Cananaean servants of Syria, the beautiful young men, the beautiful Nubians
from Kush, as dignified fan-bearers” (P. Anastasi 3A, 6 = LEM 33, 8–9)10

19th Dynasty; miscellanies 

Enemy?

The term nHsy, when used in the ideological discourse of royal texts, shows cotex-
tual features corresponding to the description of a stereotyped enemy. The nHsy
people fulfil this role mainly before the Ramesside period (beside one example
from Medinet Habu). The magic of the Nubians is also particularly feared and
constitutes a recurring topic (cf. supra, ex. 4). However, a close look at the cotextual
environment of the attestations of nHsy in other textual genres reveals that the Nu-
bians-nHsy became lower on the scale [+/- enemy] than Libyans and Asiatics after
the 18th Dynasty. In the New Kingdom, they indeed tend to be qualified in less
pejorative terms than the latter, and this even in the ideological discourse.

Specific cotextual features

In the examples below, nHsy is used in a complementary opposition with X#rw “Syr-
ian”. This association is very recurrent, to the point that it becomes a systemic op-
position from the end of the New Kingdom to express the idea of “any kind of
foreigner”, “all the foreigners”. It is used particularly often in the amuletic texts.
The complete system is built around three terms: nHsy, X#rw and rmT n km.t. On the
level of the toponyms, a similar system of opposition exists between the terms 
(t# n) X#rw “(the land of) Kharu”, (t# n) kS “(the land of) Kush” and (t# n) km.t (the
land of) Egypt. It encompasses thus the Egyptians and their two main categories
of traditional enemies: the people from the South (Nubians) and the ones from
the Levant (Syro-Palestinians). Other ethnonyms or toponyms (for example, pi.t
“Libya”, cf. first example infra) can of course be added to this picture. These three
elements however remain the stable basic ones.

10 Ramsès text ID 204.
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Ex. 7. iw.n (r) Sd.s r Hk# n X#rw r Hk# n nHsy r Hk# n pi.t r Hk# n rmT n km.t (…)

“We will protect her from the magic of a Syrian, the magic of a Nubian, the magic
from Libya, the magic of people from Egypt (…)” (P. BM 10083 [OAD L.1], v. 36)11

22nd Dynasty; amuletic

Ex. 8. twtw (Hr) sb# nHsy.w md.t rmT.w n km.t X#rw.w X#sty nb m-mitt

“One teaches the language of the people of Egypt to the Nubians, the Syrians and
also to every foreigner” (Ani, P. Boulaq 4, 23, 5–6)12

21st Dynasty; wisdom

Ex. 9. iw.i (r) Sd.s r Hk# n km.t r Hk# n X#rw r Hk# n kS 

“I will protect her from the magic of Egypt, from the magic of Syria and from the
magic of Kush” (P. Berlin 10462, r. 61–62)13

22nd Dynasty; amuletic

The same complementary opposition is also found with the feminine counterparts
of both terms:

Ex. 10. iw X#[rw(.t)] nHsy.t iw mr.f sy iw.f (Hr) di.t n.s X.wt.f

“(Even if it is not his own wife), but a Syrian woman or a Nubian woman he loves
and to whom he bequeaths his goods (…)” (P. Turin 2021 + P. Genève D. 409, r. 3,11
= KRI IV, 741, 9–10)
Ramesses XI; legal

Summary of the highlighted semantic features:14

sty “Nubian” and t#-sty “Nubia”

Distribution and classifiers

Another term used to name the Nubians is sty15, usually found in the plural form
sty.w. This ethnonym is attested from the Middle Kingdom, while the correspond-
ing toponym, t#-sty, is already attested in the Old Kingdom. When classifiers are

11 Edwards 1960: I, 1–12; Ramsès text ID 1041.
12 Quack 1994; Ramsès text ID 450.
13 Edwards 1960: I, 113–117; Ramsès text ID 1149.
14 The symbol +/- corresponds to the status of “intermediary member” on the scale of reference.
15 Wb. 3: 488, 11–12; Hannig 1997: 777; TLA: lemma no. 147780; Ramsès: ID sty_1006_16403.
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nHsy

+ individuality
+ agentivity
+/- enemy14

+/- foreigner

Tab. 2. 
Semantic features highlighted
for nHsy.



used, one can find mainly the following ones: , and . The two last groups
are the recurrent ones in hieratic texts from the 19th Dynasty.
sty is attested in royal texts, autobiographies, funerary and magical texts, literary
fictional texts and miscellanea. It does not seem to be used in documentary texts
and oracular/amuletic texts. Principally attested in texts from the ideology, the
sty.w are described as a stereotype of foreigners and enemies.

Ex. 11. iw [mi sSm-rswt] mi gmH sw dH m #bw z n X#.t m t#-sty

“it was like a dream, like an inhabitant of the Delta seeing himself in Elephantine,
a man of the marshes in the land of the Nubians” (Sinuhe [R], 65)16

19th–20th Dynasty (text: 12th Dynasty); fiction

Individuality and foreignness

The sty.w are very rarely referred to as singular individuals: the plural/collective
is almost always used. There are no feminine and no personal name derived from
this term, and they are not qualified as rmT. The term sty.w is thus low on the indi-
viduality scale and high on the foreignness scale.

Agentivity

The lexeme sty(.w) can fulfil all functions within the clause and can assume the
semantic roles of agent, experiencer and patient. It shares its agentivity features
with nHsy. The only notable difference is that the actions of the sty.w are usually
collective and come within an ideological context, while the nHsy acts as a free-
willing individual.

Ex. 12. b#k.w in sty.w m #bw hbny

“the artefacts brought by the Nubians, in ivory and ebony” (Stele Boston MFA
23733, Urk. IV, 1237, 3)17

18th Dynasty; royal 

Enemy?

In the New Kingdom, the cotextual environment associated to the lexeme sty.w
tends however to become less negatively connoted, in comparison with terms
naming Libyans, Syrians or Asiatics. Even if the term sty.w is part of the “ideolog-
ical vocabulary” it begins to work more as intermediary member on a bipolar
scale between [+ enemy] and [- enemy]. In the example below, we can note that
sty.w is used in a complementary opposition with rTnw, as representative elements
of the two main geographical areas that have to be under the domination of the
Pharaoh. This prefigures the similar situation that we will find later between X#rw,
nHsy and rmT n km.t.

16 Koch 1990.
17 Ramsès text ID 991.
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Ex. 13. wof.n Hm.i t# nb rTnw Xr Tb.ty.i sty.w m nD.wt nw.t Hm.i 

“My Majesty dominated every country: the retjenou is under my sandals and the
Nubians are as subjects of my Majesty” (Stele Boston MFA 23733, Urk. IV,
1236,15)18

Tuthmose III; royal

Summary of the highlighted semantic features:

sty
- individuality
+ agentivity
+/- enemy
+ foreignerTab. 3. Semantic features highlighted for sty.

The Libyans

mSwS: “Libyans”

Distribution and classifiers
The lexeme mswS19 is attested from the 18th Dynasty and names a Libyan tribe.
This term is attested in the following textual genres: royal texts, literary satirical,
letters, legal and administrative texts.
The usual group of classifiers for mSwS is . In rare examples (2 in total in this
corpus), the classifier is added.

Individuality and foreignness

The term mSwS is only used as a plural/collective. There is no personal name de-
rived from this lexeme and no feminine counterpart either. Furthermore, the mSwS-
people are not qualified as rmT, which situates them low on the individuality scale
and high on the foreignness scale.

Agentivity

The lexeme mSwS can fulfil all grammatical functions in the clause and all semantic
roles, including the one of agent. This term is thus rather high on the agentivity
scale.

18 Klug 2002: 193–208.
19 Wb 2: 157, 3; Hannig 1997: 368; TLA: lemma no. 76410; Ramsès: ID mSwS_1002_11835.
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sty

- individuality

+ agentivity

+/- enemy

+ foreigner

Tab. 3. 
Semantic features highlighted
for sty.



Ex. 14. iw ini.w So.t n T#ty <Hno> p# sS n tm# r-Dd

n# mSwS m iy.t r niw.t
“After that a letter from the vizier and the scribe of the tm#-mat has been brought
saying: the mSwS are coming to the city’ (P. Milan E 0.9.40127 + P. Turin cat. 2074,
r. 2, 9 = KRI VI, 609, 6)20

Ramesses IX; administrative 

Enemy?

The mSwS-people are explicitly qualified as enemies (Xrw.w) whose attacks are re-
current and feared. In the Tomb Journals, for example, raids of the mSwS tribes are
recorded, since they prevented the workers from doing their job. These attacks
became more and more widespread at the end of the 20th Dynasty, before the mSwS
started to settle in the Western Delta, prefiguring the Libyan domination under
the 22th Dynasty. Later, the king Sheshonk I was called “great chief of the
Meshuesh”, as a reference to his Libyan origins (cf. Stele of Sheshonk (Cairo JE
66285), 3).

Ex. 15. n sw 21: mSwS

(not working) on day 21: mSwS (O. Cairo CG 25243, r. 21 = KRI
VI, 871, 4)21

Ramesses XI; administrative 

Ex. 16. bw rX.t tw pH n n# mSwS r-min# 

“One does not know yet attacks of mSwS here” (P. Berlin P 10494, v. 5 = LRL 24, 7)22

Ramesses XI; letter 

In a general way, the Libyans-mSwS are described in very negative terms. The word
mSwS is sometimes associated in context with other ethnonyms or toponyms, but
without any systemic opposition. If the mSwS are obviously feared in texts reflect-
ing the actual everyday life in the New Kingdom, the ideological discourse is very
different. Indeed, they are described as cowards and submitted to the respect and
fear of pharaoh.

Ex. 17. mSwS oXi.sn k#p.w m t#.sn

“as for the mSwS, they were uncertain and hidden in their land” (Medinet Habu,
First Libyan War, KRI V, 24, 5)23

20th Dynasty; royal 

Summary of the highlighted semantic features:

20 Ramsès text ID 3436.
21 Ramsès text ID 3232.
22 Ramsès text ID 128.
23 Ramsès text ID 1290.
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TmH(.w)/THn.w (Libyans, Libya)

Distribution and classifiers

The lexemes THn.w24 and TmH.w25 are respectively attested from the Old Kingdom
and the Middle Kingdom. They can still be found in the New Kingdom, in epi-
graphic texts. The two lexemes TmH.w and THn.w appear to be closely connected
and both name Libyan people in the New Kingdom. The term THn.w seems to have
appeared first and to originally name the land (Libya), while TmH.w tends more
towards an initial ethnonym. 

The distribution of the two terms THn.w and TmH.w becomes exactly the same
from the New Kingdom: they are both only attested in literary (fictional, wisdom,
miscellanea), royal texts and funerary texts. They are also both mainly used as
ethnonyms. The only mentions I found of TmH.w and THn.w as toponyms in Late
Egyptian hieratic texts are in the Tale of Woe (P. Pushkin 127).

Ex. 18. Qd<i> n#y.s nhrty <m> onX.t <n> X#s.t TmHw 

oQ<.i> <r> THnw
“I followed their sacred wells in the West of the foreign land of TmHw and I walked
into the (land of) THnw.” (P. Pushkin 127, col. 3,1)26

Third Intermediate Period(?); lit. fiction

In this passage, the spelling of the foreign lands TmHw and THnw includes the clas-
sifier , in addition to the group . My interpretation is that this adjunction ex-
presses the fact that the traveller learned to know what was previously unknown
(“foreign”) to him. Indeed, the classifier is used in the context of an urban area,
but also a territory marked as Egyptian or under Egyptian influence. By extension,
the use of this classifier could mark a place/territory as known (the protagonist
became used to it while travelling), by opposition to a place that appears as totally
foreign. The complete passage says: 

Ex. 19. “I joined the crowd of a ship that was not mine, since mine had been stolen
in front of me. I travelled through the land on the river, escaping on its depths.
I reached the North at Chemnis, I crossed the highlands and the marshes of the

24 Wb. 5: 394, 5–9; Hannig 1997: 961; TLA: lemma no. 176680; Ramsès: ID THnw_1006_37370 and
THnw_1014_91129.

25 Wb. 5: 368, 11–13; Hannig 1997: 953; TLA: lemma no. 175490; Ramsès: ID TmHw_1004_62798 and
TmHw_1014_91126.

26 Ramsès text ID 2469.
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mSwS

- individuality

+ agentivity

+ enemy

+ foreigner

Tab. 4. 
Semantic features highlighted
for mSwS.



Delta in the East of the land of pDtiw-Sw. I followed their sacred wells in the West
of the foreign land of TmHw and I walked into the (land of) THnw.” (P. Pushkin 127,
Tale of Woe, col. 2, 12–3, 1)

Individuality and foreignness

Both lexemes TmH.w and THn.w are always used as a plural/collective, except for
some cases in the Greco-Roman period.27 There are no corresponding feminine
lexemes28 and no derived personal name. Consistently, they are also not consid-
ered as rmT by the Egyptians.

Agentivity

The terms TmH.w and THn.w are rather low on the agentivity scale, since they mostly
fulfil the semantic roles of patients. In the few cases where the lexeme has the
function of subject, it generally has the role of experiencer. One notable exception
though: the lexemes TmH.w and THn.w fulfil the role of agent with a couple of motion
verbs expressing the idea of “flying away”, “escaping”.

Ex. 20. P# t# <n> TmHw p#d

ir.w nhr
“The land of the TmHw fled, they made a running off” (Medinet Habu,
First Libyan War, great inscription year 5, KRI V, 24, 4)29

20th Dynasty; royal 

Enemy?

Looking at the cotextual elements associated to the TmH.w and the THn.w people,
we can observe that they are described as a real stereotype of the enemy to slaugh-
ter. Indeed, both lexemes are used as direct object complement of the following
verbs: sksk (to destroy), thi (to transgress, to attack), gbgb (to slaughter), sm# (to
kill), Xsf (push aside), dr (to expel), Hw (to smite), dX (to pull down), s#w (to break),
tfi (to remove), H#Q (to catch).

Ex. 21. S#w i#.t TmH.w r km D.t

“the back of the TmH.w was broken for the whole eternity” (Medinet Habu, First
Libyan War, Year 5 inscription, KRI 2 4, 1–2)
20th Dynasty; royal

They are, moreover, qualified as mean (xsi), and inspiring fear (snD). But, thanks
to the courage of Pharaoh they quickly become sad (ihm) and despaired (bdS), be-
fore being killed (sm#).

27 These examples are not taken into account in the frame of this study since the corpus includes only
texts up to the Third Intermediate Period.

28 This is true for the current corpus. A feminine term TmH.t is however attested as divine epithet (LGG
VII: 466).

29 Ramsès text ID 1147.
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Summary of the highlighted semantic features:

The Asiatics

X#rw “Syrian, Levantine”

Distribution and classifiers

Both the toponym and the ethnonym X#rw are attested from the 18th Dynasty.
A regular distinction seems to be made between them since the beginning. How-
ever, in some cases, the distinction between the ethnonym and the adjective “Syr-
ian, Levantine” can be difficult to establish. In the 18th Dynasty, X#rw designates
specifically the Hurrians. From the 19th Dynasty though, the meaning becomes
more general and evolves towards designating the people from the Syro-Pales-
tinian region.30

The term X#rw is attested in the following genres: royal texts, literary fictional
texts, wisdom texts, miscellanea, letters, amuletic/oracular texts and, later, legal
texts.

From the 21st Dynasty, the toponym X#rw (Syria-Palestine) sometimes takes
the classifier , as it is the case for the toponym kS (Kush). This shows a higher
level of integration and is also a way of marking the Egyptian influence on these
lands. This spelling follows the reorganizational process of the classifiers system
that took place in the New Kingdom. Indeed, this addition fits within the dynam-
ics at work during the third phase of this process.31

Ex. 22. ir.i smtr p# X#rw n pr DHwty i.h#b.k n.i Hr.f

“I questioned the Syrian of the domain of Thoth about whom you wrote to me”
(P. Bologna 1086, 9 = KRI 7 9, 12)32

Ramesses II; letter

Ex. 23. my <sDd.i> n.k p#y.f Sm.t r X#rw mSo Hr n# Ts.wt

“Come, so that I tell you about his travel in Syria, about his expedition on the
mountains” (P. Anastasi 3, 5, 9 = LEM 26, 9)33

Merenptah; miscellanies 

30 Cf. Vernus 1977 and M. Kilani (personal communication, November 2018).
31 Cf. Chantrain 2014.
32 Ramsès text ID 696.
33 Ramsès text ID 194.
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THn.w/TmH.w

- individuality

- agentivity

+ enemy

+ foreigner

Tab. 5. 
Semantic features highlighted
for THn.w/TmH.w.



Individuality and foreignness 

The lexeme X#rw can be used in the singular, like nHsy. A personal name “X#rw” is
attested as well. It does not seem to have a real feminine counterpart but can be
found with the feminine classifier . The combination of these three features
points towards an acknowledgement of the individuality of the X#rw-people by
the Egyptians.

Ex. 24. iw X#[rw(.t)] nHsy.t iw mr.f sy iw.f (Hr) di.t n.s X.wt.f

“(Even if it is not his own wife), but a Syrian woman or a Nubian woman he loves
and to whom he bequeaths his goods (…)” (P. Turin 2021 + P. Genève D. 409, r. 3,11
= KRI IV, 741, 9–10)
Ramesses XI; legal

Agentivity

The lexeme X#rw is rarely attested with the grammatical function of subject in the
corpus. Moreover, in this case, it does not fulfil the semantic role of agent. The
most frequent semantic role attested for X#rw is the one of patient, followed with
the one of experiencer. 

Enemy?

Here again, a difference has to be made between the ideological discourse and
the elements provided by other textual genres. The X#rw, like the nHsy, symbolises
a part of the world, different from Egypt, both in an antagonist and complemen-
tary ways. However, the X#rw are described in more negative terms than the Nu-
bians. 

Ex. 25. sm# X#rw ptpt kS

“The one who kills Syria and tramples on Kush” (Stela Gebel el-Silsila, KRI I, 60, 2)
Seti I; royal 

Ex. 26. w#H k# n it.i imn H# [twi] Hr km.t mi it it.w nty bw ptr.w X#rw.w 

“By the ka of my father Amun, ah, if only I had stayed in Egypt, like the fathers of
my father who have never seen aSyrian” (Qadesh [L1], 50, §188–189)
Ramesses II; royal 

Specific cotextual features

As we have seen earlier, in some hieratic texts, the association of X#rw and nHsy
expresses the idea of “any kind of foreigner” in opposition to rmT n km.t “the people
of Egypt”. Interestingly enough, both X#rw and nHsy are also called rmT, which
shows a certain level of integration within the extended frame of the Egyptian so-
ciety and an acknowledgement of their individuality. 

This complementarity is attested in several genres and cotextual environ-
ments. It is above all recurrent though in amuletic texts, where it comes to protect
someone from anything and anyone coming from Egypt and abroad.
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o#m: Asiatic

Distribution and classifiers

The lexeme o#m “Asiatic” is attested from the Old Kingdom, in a letter dated from
the 6th Dynasty (P. Strasbourg Cb, v. K2).
This term is found in most of the textual genres, except for amuletic, legal and ad-
ministrative texts.
The sign is usually part of the spelling, but not in the position of classifier, even
though it is also clearly semantically motivated.
The main classifiers used from the 19th Dynasty are , , , ; (sometimes in
association with , (epigraphy) or (hieratic). The group it attested as
well.

Individuality and foreignness 

The lexeme o#m is often used in the singular, to refer to an individual as well as to
name the Asiatics in general. It is to be noticed that o#m is an exception in this re-
spect, because the other terms rather use the plural to express the collective. A fem-
inine lexeme o#m.t is also attested34.

Ex. 27. o#m.t tn in-iw.T bs.ti

“O you, Asiatic woman, did you come?” (P. Berlin P 3027, spell E, 5, 3)35

18th Dynasty; magical 

There is apparently no personal name derived from o#m, but the o#m.w people  are
often referred to by their own names, which shows both a high level of integration
and of individuality.

Ex. 28. in n Smow o#m z-n-wsrt-snb

“Brought by the singer, the Asiatic z-n-wsrt-snb” (P. Berlin 10066, v. 4)36

12th Dynasty; letter 

Despite this fact, the o#m.w do not seem to be designated as rmT.

34 Wb. 1, 168, 1–2; Hannig 1997: 130; TLA: lemma no. 35410. Ramsès has one single entry o#m.
35 Yamazaki 2003: 20.
36 Luft 1992: Briefe 1. Luft does not translate o#m and considers it as part of the name. I here follow the

translation provided by I. Hafemann in the TLA. Parallel attestations of o#m + personal name support
the latter interpretation (e.g. P. BM 10021, 3: o#m iortw).
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X#rw

+ individuality

- agentivity

+ enemy

+/- foreigner

Tab. 6. 
Semantic features highlighted
for X#rw.



Agentivity

The o#m.w can fulfil all semantic roles. They are high on the agentivity scale. This
depends however on the kind of texts. Indeed, in royal texts belonging to the ide-
ological discourse, the lexeme o#m works more frequently as an object, with the
semantic role of patient. It is eloquently used with the following verbs: ini (to
bring), snD (to fear), sXr (to kill), ptpt (to crush), Xsf (to punish), sXi (to strike), Hwi
(to hit).

In the same texts, the term o#m can fulfil the semantic role of agent or experi-
encer. In the first case, the most frequent context is a depiction of the o#m.w bring-
ing some tribute to the pharaoh, and/or coming to him (centripetal motion, cf.
infra). In the second case, the o#m.w are in a sufferance state, or about to die.

The way the o#m.w people are qualified in the ideological discourse leaves also
little room for doubt: the most recurrent adjective referring to them is by far xsy
(miserable, vile, mean).

In texts from the everyday life, however, the context tends to be much more
neutral and the o#m.w are depicted as being part of the society, even if in rather
subordinate roles.

Enemy?

The way the o#m.w people are qualified in the ideological discourse leaves also
little place to doubt: the most recurrent adjective referring to them is by far xsy
(miserable, vile, mean) and the fear of them is a well-known topic for the Egyptian
travelling abroad.

The o#m.w are also openly designated as enemies (Xrw.w).
In texts from the everyday life, however, the context tends to be much more

neutral and the o#m.w are depicted as being part of the society, even if in rather
subordinate roles (Smsw (servant), Smow (singer)).

Ex. 29. in n Smsw o#m sTi-ro

“Brought by the servant, the Asiatic sTi-ro” (P. Berlin 10081 C, v. 3)37

12th Dynasty; letter 

37 Luft 2006: 105ff.
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+ individuality

+ agentivity

+ enemy

+ foreigner

Tab. 7. 
Semantic features highlighted
for o#m.



Lexical studies: Onomasiology

Recapitulative and comparative tables of the features highlighted 
for the different lexemes.

The first following table38 sums up the distribution of the different lexemes ac-
cording to the textual genre and the diachrony within the corpus39.

The next table shows the distribution of the main classifiers attested for each
lexeme, according to the writing system and support and to the diachrony. 

Looking at the distribution of the data, several points can be highlighted. First,
the classifiers used vary according to the writing system and support. Indeed,
there is, in a general way, more variety in the spellings from epigraphic texts. Fur-
thermore, the use of classifiers is far from being systematic in that kind of texts,
especially before the Second Intermediate Period. In hieratic texts, we can notice
more consistency in the spellings: there are usually one or two fix groups. This 
is especially true for the New Kingdom, where the use of these groups becomes

38 O = Old Kingdom and First Intermediate Period; M = Middle Kingdom and Second Intermediate
Period; N = New Kingdom and Third Intermediate Period. Topo = toponym; ethno = ethnonym.

39 Only the results for the corpus made of the texts from the TLA and Ramsès are displayed here. 
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Genres
Lexemes

nHsy sty mSwS THn.w TmH.w X#rw o#m

Royal OMN O (topo)
MN

OM
(topo)

N

N 
(ethn) MN N MN

Autobiography OM M - - - - OMN

Funerary/relig. OMN MN - OM 
(topo)

N (ethn) MN - OM

Magical MN MN - - - N N

Amuletic/oracul. N - - - - N -

Lit. fi ction - M - N MN - MN

Wisdom N - - - N N MN

Poetry/hymns N - - - - - N

Satirical N - N - - - N

Miscellanies N N - - - N N

Letters OMN - N N - N OMN

Legal texts N - N - - N -

Administrative N - N - - - -

Tab. 8. 
Distribution of the different
lexemes according 
to the textual genre and 
the diachrony.



systematic (which is the main difference with the Middle Kingdom–Second In-
termediate Period for the same writing system and support).

The lexemes appearing at the beginning of the New Kingdom or being of re-
actualised use in the Ramesside period40 show more similar spellings for hieratic
and hieroglyphic epigraphic texts. In this case, an influence from hieratic can clearly
be seen in the hieroglyphic spellings: the groups and are by far the majority.

In hieratic texts, and in texts from the New Kingdom in general, we can see
an increasing use of superordinate41 classifiers, while there is a variety of subor-
dinate classifiers used in Old Kingdom and Middle Kingdom epigraphic texts,
with a general, but yet reduced, continuation of this trend in Ramesside texts writ-
ten in “égyptien de tradition”42. Not all of them are listed here since I included
only the most frequent ones in the table. We can however mention, among others,
the following ones: , , .

The common sign to almost all the groups of classifiers attested is , which
marks the word as designating a foreign entity.434445

40 As an example, I will here refer more specifically to a long series of attestations of the TmH.w and THn.w
people in the texts from Medinet Habu. All these attestations show similar hieratic-influenced spellings. 

41 On the taxonomic organisation of the classifier system, cf. Goldwasser 2002 and Lincke 2011.
42 The amount of different signs will know a new increasing phase from the Late Period, prefiguring

the extensive variety of the Ptolemaic system. This phase, however, is still under investigation
(Chantrain in preparation).

43 Allon 2010.
44 This list is not exhaustive but contains the most recurrent classifiers and significant variants attested

for the different lexemes.
45 Middle Kingdom–Second Intermediate Period: t# n TmH.w: “the land of the Libyans”.
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Lexemes 
Mainly attested classifi ers44 

OK-FIP/
MK-SIP 

MK-SIP 
(hieratic)

NK-TIP 
(hieratic)

NK-TIP 
(epigraphic)

nHsy  ; ; ; Ø ; ; ; ; 

sty ; ; Ø ;  (rare) ;  (rare) ; ; 

mSwS - - ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; 
;  

THn.w ; ; Ø ; ; (rare) ; ;  (rare) ; 

THnw (topo) ; ; 
; Ø

 (1) ; ; 

TmH.w ; ; Ø ;  (rare) ;  (rare) ; ; 

TmH.w (topo) -45 -  (1)  

X#rw - - ; ; ; 

X#rw (topo) - - ; ; 

o#m ; ; ; Ø ; ; ; ; ; ; 

Tab. 9.
Distribution of the main
classifiers attested for each
lexeme, according to the
writing system and support
and to the diachrony.



Finally, the last table below summarizes the differences that have been high-
lighted between the lexemes through the distributional analysis, according to four
distinctive features: individuality, foreignness, Agentivity and “enemicity”.

Interestingly, the only two terms that have exactly the same distribution of
features are THn.w and TmH.w, which appear as semantically very close in the New
Kingdom, since the initial distinction between toponym and ethnonym seems to
have become less systematic than in the previous periods.

Narrative frame and ratio of power

In the narrative frame, several elements can work as indicators of “egyptianity”
or “non-egyptianity”46. Three of them will be investigated here: 1) the agent and
environment of the action, 2) the structure of the action and 3) the motion dynam-
ics (centrifugal motion vs. centripetal motion as relevant factor).

Environment of the action: protagonist alone vs. “in the middle of”

The first element is the environment of the action. The protagonist marked as 
[+ Egyptian] rather acts alone/is on his own, while the protagonist marked as 
[+ foreigner] and/or [+ enemy] is in the middle of a group of people (army, tribe, …).
This point may be linked to the criterion of individuality that we have seen before.
It also puts the emphasis on the courage of the Egyptian protagonist, in opposition
with the cowardice of the enemy. In the fictional texts, the foreign protagonists
are usually Asiatics: the Nubians, as we have seen, do not seem to be given a role
in the fictional world.

This theme is very recurrent in the ideological discourse of royal texts, where
the king fights alone against a multitude of enemies. The following passage of the
Battle of Qadesh offers a good example:

46 On this concept, see Loprieno 1988; Moers 2001. 
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Lexemes
Criteria

+/- individuality +/- foreignness +/- agentivity +/- enemy 

nHsy + +/- + +/-

sty - + + +/-

mSwS - + + +

THn.w - + - +

TmH.w - + - +

X#rw + +/- - +

o#m + + + +

Tab. 10. 
Summary of the sematic
features highlighted for each
lexeme.



Ex. 30. (Qadesh, L1, § 65) ist p# wr xsy n Xt# oHo m Hry-ib mSo nty Hno.f

“while the vile prince of %atti was standing in the middle of his army, which was
with him”
n pr.n.f r oHo n snD n Hm.f
“he didn’t dare to go out, by fear of his Majesty”
(…)
§ 82 iw.f wo Hr-tp.f nn ky Hno.f
“while he (Ramesses) was on his own, without anybody else”

A similar configuration singular vs. collective is found in Sinuhe, in the passage
narrating the fight between Sinuhe and the strong man of the Retjenu. Sinuhe is
alone, facing the strong man of the Retjenu, who has all his allies behind him. He
is in this situation marked as [+ Egyptian], while the strong man is marked as [+
foreigner] and [+ enemy]. The parallel is clear between this scene and the ideo-
logical discourse47.

Ex. 31. HD.n t# tnw iy.t(j)

Ddb.n.s wHy.t.s
sHw.n.s X#s.wt n gs.sy
“At dawn, the Retjenu was there, it had assembled its tribes, it had gathered its
neighbouring foreign countries” (Sinuhe B130)

Another example on the other hand rather qualifies Sinuhe as [- Egyptian]/ [+
foreigner]. Indeed, when the Egyptian messenger (who is on his own) in charge
of the royal decree reaches him, he is in the middle of his tribe, like an Asiatic
ruler. 

Ex. 32. spr.n wD pn r.i oHo.kwi m Hry-ib wHy.t.i

“this decree reached me while I was standing in the middle of my tribe” (Sinuhe
B 200)

Structured vs. unstructured action

The second element concerns the structure of the action. There is a clear opposition
between the well-ordered, structured action of the Egyptians and the unstructured
action of the foreigners/enemies. This topic is well represented in the texts from
the ideology:

Ex. 33. gm.n.i p# 2500 n o-n-Htr.w wn.i m-xnw.sn Xpr.w m gbgby.t r-H#.t ssm.t.i

“I found out that the 2500 chariots in the middle of which I was had turned into
a mass in front of my horses” (Qadesh, Poem, §132)
§ 134: bw gm.n wo Dr.t.f r oH# im.sn

47 Cf. Parkinson 2002: 158 (with previous bibliography).
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“none of them was able to fight anymore (lit.: could find his hand to fight)”
(…)
§ 136: bw rX.sn st.t
“they were not able to use their bows anymore”
§ 137: bw gm.n.w H#ty.sn r T#i.t n#y.sn niwy.w
“they couldn’t find the courage to take their javelins anymore”

Here as well, a parallel can be found in the same passage of Sinuhe. Where the
action of the strong man is disorganized and ineffective, the one of Sinuhe is quick,
precise and deadly.

Ex. 34. rdi.n.i sw# Hr.i oH#.w.f zp n ntt wo Hr xn m wo

“I let his arrows pass me by without effect, one following the other. Then, when
he charged me, I shot him, my arrow sticking his neck” (Sinuhe B 136–137)

“Sm-oriented” vs. “iy.t-oriented motions”

The back and forth dynamics (repeated back and forth motions of the protagonists
in a short section of text) in the narrative has at least two functions: it highlights
the key-moments of the story and makes explicit the position of strength or weak-
ness of the main protagonists. Centripetal motion (to come) is associated with the
position of relative inferiority of one of the protagonists in respect to the other,
while centrifugal motion (to go, to send) is a marker of a position of superiority.
In the texts belonging to the ideological discourse, the ratio of power is naturally
in favour of the Egyptians.

In some texts though, this situation can be reversed, a particularity that can
be highlighted by the use of motion verbs and, in some case, by the use of irony
(for example, in Wenamun or in Sinuhe)48.

During the exchanges between Wenamun and Tjekerbaal, the prince makes
Wenamun move to him twice. The accumulation of iy.t-oriented motions per-
formed by Wenamun makes obvious the fact that he is in a position of weakness,
of inferiority, in comparison with Tjekerbaal.

The prince first makes Wenamun come to his palace:

Ex. 35. (1, 47) iw.f (Hr) h#b

“he sent (to me)”
iw.f (Hr) iT#.i r-Hry
“and he brought me up”

A long speech follows, where the prince mocks Wenamun by using irony.49 Fur-
thermore, to put the self-confident attitude of Wenamun into perspective, he adds,

48 Parkinson 2002: 157. 
49 Cf. the repeated use of mk, as stressed in Winand 2004; on the use of irony in Wenamun, see also

Eyre 1999: 238–239.
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among others, that if Egypt was indeed created first, his own country had no rea-
son to be envious (Wenamun: 2, 21). To sum up, Wenamun praises the omnipo-
tence of Egypt and Amun, but the circumstances remind him of his current
condition of inferiority.

The prince makes him come to the shore:
Ex. 36. (2,45) iw.f (Hr) h#b n.i r-Dd mi
“then he sent to me saying: come!”
Xr-ir twi (Hr) ms r-Qr.f
“when I brought myself into his presence…”
(…)
(2,47) iw.i (Hr) ms r-Qr.f
“I came close to him”
(…)
(2,49) i.ir n H#ty.i
mtw.k iy.t r #tp.s
“do as I wish, and come to load it”
xr in bn iw.w (r) di.t.s n.k
“for has it not been given to you?”
m iri iy.t r ptr t# Hry.t n p# ym
“do not come to see the terror of the sea”
(…)
(2,52) iw.f (Hr) Dd n p#y.f wdpw: T# sw
“then he said to his attendant: take him!”

The position of weakness of Wenamun, as well as Tjekerbaal’s behaviour remind
a section of Sinuhe, which makes very explicit the role of motion in a ratio of
power: 

Ex. 37. (B154) bt# z n g#w h#b.f ink oS#.w mri.w

“a man runs for lack of one to send, I am rich in servants”

This play on fuzzy boundaries between Egyptians and foreigners is also present
in this allusion made to the Syrian crew of Wenamun. This is also stressed on the
level of the classifiers, with the adjunction of the sign to . This example is well-
known, but is part of a broader phenomenon and illustrates the complexity of the
relations between Egyptians and foreigners, as well as the fact that integration of
people from abroad in the Egyptian mental world is a multi-level synergy.

Ex. 38. (1, 54) sw Tnw p# imw n oS i.di n.k ny-sw-b#-nb-Dd.t

“where is the ship of cedar that Smendes gave to you?”
(1, 55) sw Tnw t#y.f is.t n X#rw.w? 
“where is its crew of Syrians?”
(1,55–56) in i.ir.f Hn.k n p#y Hry mnS DrDr r rdi.t xdb.f tw
“if he left you with this foreign captain, is it not to have him kill you?”
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(1,57) in bn mnS n km.t
“Is it not an Egyptian ship?”
(1, 57–58) Xr is.t n km.t n# nty Hr xnw Xr ny-sw-b#-nb-Dd.t
“those who sail under Smendes are Egyptian crews”
in wn m-di.f is.wt X#rw
“does he not have Syrian crews?” 

Conclusions

The distribution of the different lexemes studied shows differences according to
the diachrony and the textual genres. Some of them are almost exclusively part
of the ideological discourse, while others are found in texts from the everyday
life. 

The vision of the foreigner reflected in the texts highly depends on the textual
genre they belong to and, consistently, on the influence of the ideological dis-
course. The cotextual environment of these terms makes explicit the existence of
differences in the way the different groups of people were considered, and in the
position they hold within the cultural and textual landscape.

Concerning the use of the classifiers, differences can be seen according to two
main criteria: the writing system and support (epigraphic hieroglyphic texts vs.
hieratic texts on papyri and ostraca), the textual genre and the diachrony. In the
hieratic texts, the lexemes studied seem to follow the reorganisation taking place
during the Ramesside period,50 with an augmentation and systematisation of su-
perordinate classifiers usage. The most attested group for the ethnonyms is by far

and it tends to become generalised from the end of the 19th Dynasty, and in the
20th Dynasty. More uniformity is consequently visible in the classifiers used for
lexemes appearing in the New Kingdom, in all kind of texts and supports. An
evolution is still possible though, as it is the case for the toponym X#rw, taking the
sign in adjunction to from the 21st Dynasty in certain contexts. This corre-
sponds to the third phase of reorganisation of the classifiers system and reminds
the features [+individuality] and [+/- foreigner] of the corresponding ethnonym
X#rw. In a general way, plays on the visual dimension (including classifiers, thus)
tend to be more exploited in literary texts.

Some of the ethnonyms and toponyms studied in this article work as elements
of a systemic opposition exemplifying the Egyptian vision of the world. This is
the case of nHsy, X#rw and rmT n km.t, which are specific case of the general di-
chotomy between X#sti and rmT, stressed by Loprieno, among others.51 Interest-
ingly, and despite this actual opposition, one can note that in the New Kingdom,
both nHsy and X#rw can be named rmT. This feature highlights in my opinion the
complementarity of these terms and the relatively high level of integration of these
people in the Egyptian mental world and society.

50 Chantrain 2014.
51 Loprieno 1988.
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The concepts of “foreignness” and “egyptianity” are not always as clearly de-
fined as in the ideological texts. There are indeed many cases of play with the sys-
tem, as we have seen through the study of some elements of the lexicon and the
narrative frame.

The features of individuality vs. plurality/collectiveness associated to the eth-
nonyms under consideration seem thus to correspond to different degrees of in-
tegration of these people within the Egyptian society and mental world. 

The relations between the Egyptians and the people they were considering as
foreigners can be thus be described in terms of both opposition and of continuum.
Indeed, all these terms can find their place in a continuum between two poles 
[+ foreigner] and [- foreigner], and this distribution evolves with time. The oppo-
sitions that have been highlighted are used in a perspective of complementarity.
Indeed, the concept of “egyptianity” is also defined by contrast with the way 
people from the neighbouring countries are perceived. 

The ration of power between protagonists marked as [+ Egyptian] vs. [-Egyp-
tian]/[+ foreigner] is made explicit by several elements of the narrative. 

Two of them, the environment of the action and the motion dynamics, respec-
tively correspond to the features of [individuality] and [Agentivity] highlighted
in the lexical studies, in the first part of this article.

The third element, the structure of the action, echoes some cotextual elements
highlighted for some of the ethnonyms (mSwS, TmH.w, THn.w, X#rw, o#m.w). The main
features are the flight (cowardice) and the disorganisation of the enemy’s action. 
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