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AN ABNORMAL HIERATIC LETTER FROM DAKHLEH OASIS 495

Egyptian conjunctive mtw, and is also attested in Early Demotic; cf.
DONKER VAN HEEL 1995: 317.8

4
"t“’ :!/‘ X
2 is @kﬂ;@u—n, which hitherto was only known from the

Teaching of Amenemope (BM 10474, XIII 5, cf. ERMAN and GRAPOW
1957, V: 209.2 without translation, in unklarem Zusammenhang ), where
it means cripple(d) or the like, cf. Coptic 6axe lame, crippled ;
6wwxe tocut (offf WESTENDORF 1977: 444 (S.v. xa6¢€); 473; LAIs-
NEY 2007: 120 (13,5) estropi@ ; 129 130.

(5) Theoretically, p j=n hrj (for which see note on line 3) could also be an
address to the recipient ( our lord, inquire among them etc.), but in that
case we should rather expect an optative *mj Sn p j=n hrj etc. r

c.)

Except for the last sign, which theoretically can be eltherlor | :

looks exactly like the postnegation iwn . As this reading, for obvious rea-
sons of context and syntax, is excluded, the only reasonable interpretation
that lends itself is to integrate the preceding i and to read the whole group
as i-iwd=w between them, among them with a strongly abbreviated and

[
contracted spelling of . Usually, the walking legs are discernible in
o . .8 1 | R
the abnormal hieratic evidence for this word as e.g. in A%/ Turin

2118, 8%, but U in Louvre E 3228 C, 11 16 is a very good parallel,
see MALININE 1951 and especially pls. 111, V and V1.2 L
(6) o_%li—ﬂ is apparently different from the verb of motion o_%lj N,

<\ 2=alA togoaway (orsimilar)discussed by Virtmann 2001: 161

(bb). I am now less confident than before that in all these cases ‘rr and not

. . =0 PR
T~ 1is to be understood. On the contrary, late spellings such as < 1 W\

for the ‘rw-tree in papyrus Salt 825, V 3. 7! (cf. ERMAN and GRAPOW
1957, 1: 210) suggest a reading r for the abnormal hieratic examples as
well. However, whereas in the two examples discussed in my article in
Enchoria, r can be derived from (i)t to mount, to go up (axe€) because
of the determinatives, the Amheida ostracon adds the striking arm .
Although r, 1is otherwise always provided with the determinative of the

walking legs , the use of the striking arm would not seem inappro-

8 An uncertain further abnormal hieratic example for mdj=k as a conjunctive in Brooklyn
37.1799E, 16, see JasNnow and VITTMANN 1992 1993: 38 (JJJ).

® From museum s photograph; MALININE 1984: 23 (K%ﬂ@p).

10 A new publication is being prepared by K. Donker van Heel, who kindly drew my attention
to this particular spelling.

11 DEercHAIN 1965, 11: 5* and 6*; pl. V; see also CHARPENTIER 1981: 170 171 (258).





