
ANCIENT EGYPT. 

ORIGIN OF THE GREAT HYPOS1YLE HALL AT KARNAK. 

There seems to be a good deal of uncertainty in the text and guide books as 
to the name of the founder of the Great Hypostyle Hall at Karnak. One authority 
says that Ramesses I set up one column, Seti I, 79, and Ramesses II, 54; another 
says that it was founded by l.Iareml~ab and so far finished in the time of Ramesses I 
that he was able to put his name on one column ;1 a third merely states that Seti I 
used the pylon ("No. III ") of Amenophis III as the back to his Hall of Columns. 

Though future excavation and possibly fresh documentary matter may 
settle the attribution once and for all, we have already two pieces of evidence 
which, to my mind, throw a great deal of light on it. Up to the present, I have 
not seen them brought forward together. 

In the inscription of Amenophis Ill on the ea~t face of Pylon III at Karnak, 
shewn in Fig. I, he tells how magnificently he decorated it. The inscription is 
very imperfect as the pylon is in ruins, only the ends of each of its 71 columns of 
inscription being left. After a long speech of praise to Amen-Re', followed by an 
account in general terms of his gifts to the god, the king describes the decoration of 
the pylon. Columns 53-57 are as follows (BREASTED, Ancient Records, !I, p. 368). 

(53)---· great doorway of electrum. 
(54) of the land that sees it, every land [ ---- --]. 
(55)------as leader of them in 
(56)------of new cedar of the royal domain. 
(57)------august--of electrum, obelisks 
(58)-------.......................... , 

Fig. 2, at A, shews the lines containing the word for obelisks, o®, till!. 

The determinative and dual sign were at the beginning of the next line,~ the~e
fore missing, but the word is quite certain. There is no reason to beliew that these 

1 I have vainly hunted for hours for the cartouche, or other name, of Ramesses I, armEd 
with the nam~s of all the Ram:cssicles arranged in tabular form. In the superimposed car
touches, I am convinced that it does not occur. .l\I. l\Iunier, of the Cairo Museum Library, 
has kindly enquired into this matter for me, an(] fi!l(ls that the original statement comes from 
Mariettc Pasha, in his Kamal!, tcxte, p. 24, where he remarks, " Ramses Ier a commence la 
decoration du pylone, dont il avait clej:\ conp1 le plan. Bien pins, le travail de la Sallc 
Hypostyle etait commence et 1me colonne au moins etait clcbout quand Ramses Ier morut." 
It is possible we have here a slavish copying hy subsequent writers without verification. 
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obelisks were the miniature ones which were placed on the barge of Ami'm, since 
they would necessarily follow a description of such a barge (cf. Breasted, Ancient 
Records, p. 359). Prof. J H. Breasted, in his translation of the inscription of 
Pylon III, appenlls the following footnote on the subject of the destination of these 
obelisks, which no longrr stand before the pylon :-" These obelisks probably 
stood in front of this pylon (I I f) ; they must have been remowd to build the great 
hypostylc; the only obelisks of Amcnhutep III now known at Karnak are in the 
northern temple, but only fragments have survived (Lcpsius, Denlmuller, Text III, 
2). Perhaps they stood on the two bases referred to in Baecleker's Egypt, 1902, 
253." (Fig. 3.) 

The second piece of evidence is in the colonnade of Luxor Temple where 
Tut'ankhamim, in the celebrated reliefs of the procession (probably representing 
the rejoicings at the return to the old worship of Am{m after the 25 years' heresy), 

gives two views of the main pylon at Karnak, which at that time was P\·lon ITI, with 
great detail as regards the gateway and the eight fiagstan·s with tlwir clamps; 
but no obelisks arc shewn. A ph(Jtograph of this part of tlw rt'lid is shcwn in Fig. 4, 
frontispiecP. 

During the heresy, there \\·as certainly no work done in the temple of Amtm, 
yet the obelisks once there-if we arc to believe the pylon inscription quoted- ha\·e 
disappeared. Tlll"'t~ is no rca~on to believe that they were thrown down by 
Akhenaten, as the others were ldt standing and were not tampered \\·ith except 
in removing the name of Amtm. 

I think that it is generally admitt<·<l il1at tlw sndpturcs on the wall,; 
of the Great Colunnaclc in Luxor Temple arc the work of Tut'ankhamCm 
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and not of IIarcmhab, but Fig. 5 which was taken at the moment the sun 
touched the cartouchcs of the king, and which shows 11"aremha ])'s names, 

C ~ = ¥ ~ 'CQ/ J and C 0 ~ ~- 0 -~-== J, superimposed on Tut'ankh-

am{m's c~-= Q J£ T I ffi + J c 0 I~ '-:..7 J lea\"l'S no doubt on this 

attribution. The two o 's and the I ffi f at the bottom of the left-hand 

cartouche arc still clearly visible. 

2.-l\':--C:Ril TION, l'.\Rr OF fll;, I. 

}-BASE OF OBELISK, 1\.M:\"AK. 

The only reasonable conclusion we can come to is that Amenophis III took 
down his own obelisks from before Pylon III at Karnak. \Ye will defer for a 
little the discussion on the destination of these obelisks, confming ourselves to the 
possible reason for the king's action. The only reason which, to my mind, would 
lead the king to rcmo\·c a pair of obelisks from the premier position in Upper 
Egypt would be that he had a further building in his mind in front of the pylon. 
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This could be no other than the Great Hypostyle Hall, or at least its two axial 
lines of columns, a piece of work far more in keeping with this king's character, 
than that of I_brrml_wb, since the latter's building activities were small. We do 
not know that he e\·rn built a mortuary temple, and all that he seems to have 
done at Karnak is to have converted a solar temple of Akhenaten into his southern 
pylon, and to have restored the southern gateway. Backed by the evidence 
already brought forward, the zdtribution becomes almost a certainty when we 
remember that the Great Colonnade at Luxor Temple was at least begun by 
Amenophis Ill. Again, I believe that this is a generally accepted fact, since there 
is nothing known about Tut'ankhamun which would lead us to suppose that he 
would undertake and complete such a gigantic piece of work 

Assuming, then, that Amenophis Ill, at his death, had made considerable 
progress in what is now the Great Colonnade at Luxor, and had at least laid the 
foundations of his new building in front of Pylon Ill at Karnak, it might be well 
to speculate whether the new buildings in both temples were intended for colonnades 
like that at Luxor or hypostyle halls as at Karnak. Excavation in the floor of them 
may throw some light on this point, especially outside the screen-walls of Luxor 
Colonnade. It has been supposed by some that the original idea of Amenophis Ill 
at Luxor was for a hypostyle hall similar to that of Karnak, and that Tut'ankhamun 
rather than complete such a gigantic piece of work, finished it quickly by putting 
screen walls on either side of the central lines of columns which he had completed. 
It seems more likely to me thvt the inverse is the case, and that the original idea 
in both temples was for a simple colonnade with screen walls and that Seti I at 
Karnak transformed an either complete, or partially complete, replica of the Luxor 
Colonnade into the Great Hypostylc Hall as we now sec it. In Karnak, where 
each successive king built additions irrespective of whether they were suitable or 
not, any form of lmilding might be expected, but at Luxor the case seems to be 
different. Here the temple up to the time of the heresy was of one date, being 
entirely built by Amenophis III, though possibly on the foundations or plan of an 
earlier temple. I doubt very much whether King Amenophis III would have 
added a broad, dark, impressive hall in front of the open forecourt of his own 
temple ; a colonnade merely connecting two gateways, however, is not so unlikely. 
It is, however, rather unwise to reason on the tastes of a people who painted in 
gaudy colours statues and the most exquisite sculptures, and even gold-plated the 
rough flagstaves which stood in front of the pylons. A further indication that 
colonnades was intended is gained by considering the method by which a series 
of columns were erected. It is generally believed that the corresponding drums 
of all the columns required were laid simultaneously and that earth was filled 
round them, with a ramp leading up to the new level, and a further series of drums 
added to each, continuing the process of filling until the roof-level was reached. 
Had Tut'ankhamun found a hypostyle hall in process of construction at Luxor, 
all the columns would have been at the same level, and it would have been a very 
big undertaking indeed to transform it into a walled colonnade. To complete a 
simple colonnade would be a piece of work more likely to have been done by him, 
especially if Amenophis III left it nearly finished. Although l:Iarem\1ab and 
Ramesses I are, to my knowledge, not mentioned in connection with the building 
of the Hypostyle Hall at Karnak, I think it is fairly sure that they did carry on the 
work, since }:Iaremhab at any rate-a fervent devotee of Amun-would not have 
left an unfinished building at the main gate of Karnak, while he built a pylon and 
restored the great southern gateway. It seems likely that, at the death of 
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Ramesses I, the colonnade was practically complete. I admit that my belief, 
that colonnades and not hypostyle halls were intended, is based on rather slender 
foundations, and that it may be disproved by those who have more leisure and 
opportunity than I to give the problem a detailed study. 

Returning to the destination of Amenophis Ill's obelisks at Karnak ; we can 
at once rule out the possibility that they were transferred to the temple of Ameno
phis Ill dedicated to the god J\Ionthu, which lies in a separate enclosure to the 

5.-llEAD OF TFTO:\KlLUIEN, CARTOUCHE.i USURPED BY HO!cE~IHEB. 

north of the main temple there. The bases of these obelisks, one of which is 
given in Fig. 3, shew that the obelisks themselves were not more than some 55 feet 
high-that is, smaller than the pair of Tuthmosis I behind Amenophis Ill's pylon. 
Not only would they have been too small for such a large pylon, but the tendency 
of successive kings seems to have been to erect obelisks larger than their precedessors 
unless there was a good reason to the contrary. It is very unlikely that a king 
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like Amenophis I I I would have put smaller obelisks than those of Tuthm:)sis I :md 
III at the main entrance to Karnak temple. If he had tZLken them down and left 
them lying before the pdon now known as Pylon II, Seti I would certainly have 
erected them, and even if Seti I J1acl died before they could be erected, Rotmesses II 
would have usurped them andldt them there with his colossi ; it is very unlikely 
that Ramcsses II wo:Jlcl have removed them from here to his addition to Amenophis 
Ill's temple at Luxor. There arc, of course, such possibilities as the destruction 
of these obelisks, or their removal to other towns, but there arc two contemporay 
records which, at least, offer material for consideration. The black granite stele 
now known as the " Israel Stelc,"-which was removed from the temple of 
Amenophis III behind the colo,;si by }Ierncptah, describes the decoration of both 
Pylons of the Colossi Temple ,md of Pylon Ill at Karnak, but no obelisks are 
mentioned in connection with either. The only indication as to its elate is that 
it is after Amcnophis Ill's ftrst \·ictorious G11111nign into the land of Kush, which 
occurred in the fifth year of his 36-year reign. Another stele of sandstone, of 
gigantic size, now lying broken behind the Colossi, describes the mortuary temple 
of Amenophis Ill which once stood there. In this, unlike the Israel Stele, it is 
distinctly stated that the pylon of this temple on the west bank was furnished with 
obelisks. It appears that this stone is later than the Israel stelc since in the latter 
the colossi arc not mentioned 1 (Breasted, Ancient Records, II, p. 356), whereas 
in the sandstone stele they are very much pLtised, and arc described as " statues of 
a mountain of gritstone. \Vhen they arc seen in their places, there is great 
rejoicing because of their size." (B.A.H .. , II, pp. 369-370.) 

A conclusion that meets all the observed facts is that Amenophis Ill, after 
having begun on the foundations of the new building in front of Pylon Ill at Karnak, 
took his obelisks over to his mortuary temple on the west bank, having possibly 
ordered a new pair to be cut for the new main pylon or gateway, which was either 
finished or converted by I,Iaremhab, Ramesses I and Scti I, and is now Pylon II. 
The scquents of events in the three temples may have been somewhat as follows, 
though I give my proposal with a good deal of diffidence :-

(I) Amenophis III completes his mortuary temple and the third Karnak 
pylon not long after the fifth year of his reign. 

(2) The stele, now kno\Yn as the Israel stele, is set up in the mortuary 
temple before the colossi on the west bank or the obelisks of Pylon III 
had been erected. 

(3) The obelisks of Pylon Ill are set up. 
(4) The inscription of Pylon III is cut. 
(5) An interval of some 20 years elapses, during which period the Luxor 

temple is built and the Colossi erected. 

(6) The colonnade of Luxor Temple is begun. 

(7) The obelisks from Pylon Ill are taken down and sent over to the 
mortuary temple behind the Colossi. 

(8) The great Sandstone stele is set up in the above temple. 

(9) The foundations, at least, of a colonnade in front of Pylon Ill arc laid. 
(10) Amcnophis Ill dies, the Luxor Colonnade being nearly finished. 

1 To 1113 it is incredible tlnt such monum~nts could be included in the description " It is 
numerous in royal statues of Elephantine granite and of costly grilstone, established as ever
lasting works." 
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( 11) 25 years' heresy, during \\·hich no works are clone for the temples of 
:\m(m. 

( 12) Tut'ankham(m finds the Lux or Colonnade almost complete and 
inscribes it with the procession scenes. 

(13) l,Iaremhab usui·ps Tut'ankhamun's c:~rtouches in the above reliefs. 

(14) 1 I.Iaremhab and H.amesses I carry on the colonnade begun in front of 
Pylon Ill ; it is not clear how far they finished it. 

(I 5) Seti I and lbmesses II convert the fini:-;hed or mlfinislJed colonnade of 
Amenophis Ill into the Great Hypostyle Hall. 

As to the fmal destination of the t\vo obelisks which had been removed to the 
west bank, they may now lie, in fragments, below the fields behind the Colossi, 
and future excavation may re\-cal them. Another possibility is that H.amesses II 
may have removed them ba1=k to the east bank and placed them in front of the 
Pylon which he added to the Luxor temple, having re-cut the faces and omitted 
to mention whose they originally were. Since RamesSL'S Il 's :;on, ~Ierneptah, 

used the blocks from the Colossi Temple to build his own mortuary temple it is 
not unlikely that the temple of Amenophis lli had already fallen into ruins during 
the later years of Ramesses Il's long reign. The diHerenCL'S in height (7 feet) 
between the pair that once stood at Luxor nny be due to the vicissitudes of 
handling the obelisks. Beknekhonsu, who was responsible for the work of RJ.messes 
II at Luxor, says on his statue that he erected the obelisks for Rtmesses II, but 
he does not mention anything about their quarrying or transport. All this, however, 
is pure supposition. 

R ExGELB,\CH. 

[Later notc].---The temple at Soleb was built by Amenophis III with a colon
nade, and I believe the flanking walls are bonded into the pylon. This is another 
reason for considering that colonnades, and not hypostyle halls, were intended 
at Luxor and Kannk. It has been deduced that a hypostyle hall was intended 
at Luxor fru111 t!Je fact that half-drums of columns \\'ere founrl in the \Yalls of 
Tut'ankbam{m. The fact that these arc more or less shaped has been taken as 
proof that they hall o11ce been erected. To me this does not seem likely, as there 
arc not ::;uihcicnt of them to have constructed more than a column or so. 

As to the flanking walls at Luxor it seems possible that the solid portion is 
the work of Amenophis, and the hollow part above that of Tut'ankhann"tn. It 
must have been left (if this is so) at a height of about three metres. I sugge,;t 
that the drums Tut'ankham,(m built into the walls \\-ere surplus sent from the 
quarries to allow for breakages. 

1 If the cartouchc of Ramcsses I really ever existed on one of the columns other than 
the central double line, it follows that it \Yas he \Yho changed the scheme of a colonnade into 
a hypostylc hall, and not Scti T. 
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